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EXTREMAL GENERAL AFFINE SURFACE AREAS

STEVEN HOEHNER

Abstract. For a convex body K in Rn, we introduce and study the extremal general affine
surface areas, defined by

ISϕ(K) := sup
K′⊂K

asϕ(K), osψ(K) := inf
K′⊃K

asψ(K)

where asϕ(K) and asψ(K) are the Lϕ and Lψ affine surface area of K, respectively. We prove
that there exist extremal convex bodies that achieve the supremum and infimum, and that
the functionals ISϕ and osψ are continuous. In our main results, we prove Blaschke-Santaló
type inequalities and inverse Santaló type inequalities for the extremal general affine surface
areas. This article may be regarded as an Orlicz extension of the recent work of Giladi, Huang,
Schütt and Werner (2020), who introduced and studied the extremal Lp affine surface areas.

1. Introduction

The celebrated result of Fritz John [27] says that every convex body K in Rn contains
a unique ellipsoid of maximum volume, now called the John ellipsoid of K. The minimum
volume ellipsoid containing K is also unique and is called the Löwner ellipsoid of K. The
John and Löwner ellipsoids are related by polar duality: If K contains the origin in its
interior, then the John ellipsoid is the polar body of the Löwner ellipsoid, and vice versa.
These ellipsoids are cornerstones of asymptotic convex geometry, arising in concentration of
volume, the reverse isoperimetric inequality, the hyperplane conjecture and many more [1, 11].
Other prominent applications of the John and Löwner ellipsoids can be found in Banach space
geometry [10, 15, 44, 55], extremal problems [2, 7, 17, 48], polytopal approximation of convex
bodies [20, 33, 52], linear programming [19, 56] and statistics [14, 45, 58].

In this article, we study an analogue of John’s theorem when volume is replaced by the
general Lϕ or Lψ affine surface area, which is defined in terms of a special type of concave
function ϕ or convex function ψ, respectively. More specifically, instead of considering the
ellipsoid of maximum (resp. minimum) volume contained in (containing) K, we will consider
the convex body of maximum Lϕ (minimum Lψ) affine surface contained in (containing) K.
When K has centroid at the origin, we define the inner maximal Lϕ affine surface area ISϕ(K)
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and outer minimal Lψ affine surface area osψ(K) of K by

ISϕ(K) := sup
K ′⊂K

asϕ(K
′)(1)

osψ(K) := inf
K ′⊃K

asψ(K
′).(2)

Here asϕ(K) and asψ(K) denote the general Lϕ and Lψ affine surface area of K, respectively,
which are extensions of the classical affine surface area defined by Schütt and Werner [51].
The supremum and infimum are taken over all K ′ with centroid at the origin (see Section 2.1
for the definitions).

The special case of (1) when asϕ is replaced by the classical affine surface area has attracted
considerable interest. Inscribed bodies of maximal affine surface area have found applications
to discrete geometry [3, 4, 5, 6], geometric probability [5] and variational problems in differen-
tial equations [32, 57]. The existence of a convex body Kmax ⊂ K of maximum affine surface
area follows from the upper semicontinuity of the affine surface area [4, 50]. The regularity
properties of Kmax were studied by Sheng, Trudinger and Wang [54]. For planar convex bod-
ies, Bárány proved that Kmax is unique, and showed a remarkable relationship between Kmax

and the limit shape of the convex hull of certain lattice points [4, 6] or random points [5]
contained in K. Bárány and Prodromou [6] showed that if K is a planar convex body, then
Kmax is of elliptic type, and if K is of elliptic type then Kmax = K. Schneider [50] used a new
method to extend the latter result to all dimensions, showing that if K is a convex body in
Rn of elliptic type, then Kmax = K.

Recently, Giladi, Huang, Schütt and Werner [18] introduced and studied the extremal Lp
affine surface areas

ISp(K) := sup
K ′⊂K

asp(K
′)(3)

osp(K) := inf
K ′⊃K

asp(K
′)(4)

where asp(K) is the Lp affine surface area of K. It was shown in [18] that for any convex
body K with centroid at the origin, the extremal bodies exist, and continuity and affine
isoperimetric inequalities were proved for the functionals ISp and osp. Asymptotic estimates
were also given for ISp(K) and osp(K) in terms of powers of the volume of K using the Löwner
ellipsoid and thin shell estimate of [21].

When a certain concave or convex function depending on n and p is chosen in (1) or (2),
respectively, we recover (3) and (4) as special cases. Thus, the new definitions (1) and (2)
may be thought of as Orlicz extensions of the definitions (3) and (4) (see Section 6.4 below
for the details). A key difference between the Lp affine surface areas and the general Lϕ and
Lψ affine surface areas is that the former are homogeneous, while the latter, in general, are
not. For our purposes, the lack of homogeneity will only present difficulties for the Lϕ affine
surface areas. To surmount this obstacle, we will restrict our attention to certain subclasses
of concave functions ϕ satisfying mild growth rate conditions. These subclasses contain many
functions that are not homogeneous of any degree, which distinguishes the results in this
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work from those in [18]. At the same time, these classes contain the homogeneous functions
considered in the Lp setting of [18].

In the present paper, we prove existence and continuity of the extremal general affine surface
areas (1) and (2). Our main result is a Blaschke-Santaló type inequality for the inner maximal
Lϕ affine surface area. More specifically, in Theorem 6.4 we show that for any convex body
K in Rn with centroid at the origin and any concave function ϕ satisfying some prescribed
conditions,

(5) ISϕ(K)ISϕ(K
◦) ≤ ISϕ(Bn)

2

with equality if and only if K is an ellipsoid (here Bn denotes the Euclidean unit ball Rn

centered at the origin). Finally, we prove an inverse Santaló type inequality for the outer
minimal Lψ affine surface area.

1.1. Overview. In Section 2, we state definitions and notation used throughout the paper,
and provide the relevant background on the general Lϕ and Lψ affine surface areas. In Section
3, we use a polar duality relation of Ludwig [34] for the Lϕ affine surface areas to define the
subclasses of concave functions ϕ we will consider. Next, in Section 4 we define the extremal
general affine surface areas and state their existence, monotonicity and continuity properties;
for the reader’s convenience, the proofs of these properties are included at the end of the
paper in Section 7. The lemmas that will be used in the proofs of the main results are in
Section 5, and in Section 6 we prove affine isoperimetric inequalities for the extremal general
affine surface areas. In Subsections 6.2 and 6.3 we prove our main results, which are Blaschke-
Santaló type inequalities and inverse Santaló type inequalities for the extremal general affine
surface areas.

2. Background and notation

The standard inner product of x, y ∈ Rn is denoted 〈x, y〉. The Euclidean unit ball in Rn

centered at the origin o is the set Bn = {x ∈ Rn : 〈x, x〉 ≤ 1}. The Minkowski sum A +B of
two sets A,B ⊂ Rn is defined by A + B = {a + b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B}. We say that a function
f : (0,∞) → (0,∞) is homogeneous of degree r if f(λt) = λrf(t) for all λ, t > 0.

A convex body in Rn is a convex, compact set with nonempty interior. Denote the class of
convex bodies in Rn that contain the origin in their interiors by Kn

o . For convex bodies K and
L in Rn, the Hausdorff distance δH(K,L) of K and L is defined as

δH(K,L) = inf{ε ≥ 0 : K ⊂ L+ εBn, L ⊂ K + εBn}.
The n-dimensional volume of K is |K| =

∫

Rn 1K(x) dx. The volume radius vrad(K) of K is

the radius of the Euclidean ball with the same volume as K, that is, vrad(K) = (|K|/|Bn|)1/n.
The centroid g(K) of K is defined by g(K) = |K|−1

∫

K
x dx. If the centroid of K is not the

origin, then we translate K so that it is. If K ∈ Kn
o , then the polar body K◦ of K is the convex

body K◦ = {x ∈ Rn : 〈x, y〉 ≤ 1, ∀y ∈ K}. The bipolar theorem states that (K◦)◦ = K. The
polarity operation is inclusion-reversing, i.e., L ⊂ K if and only if L◦ ⊃ K◦.
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We also let ∂K denote the boundary of K. In particular, the Euclidean unit ball has surface
area |∂Bn| = n|Bn|. The Gaussian curvature of K at x ∈ ∂K is denoted κ(K, x), µ∂K is the
usual surface measure on ∂K and N∂K(x) is the outer unit normal at x ∈ ∂K. For more
background on convex geometry, we refer the reader to, e.g., the monograph of Schneider [49].

2.1. General Lϕ and Lψ affine surface areas. In the past decade or so, there has been
tremendous interest in extending results from the Lp theory of convex bodies to the rapidly
growing Orlicz theory. Prominent examples include the Orlicz-Petty projection inequality [39]
and Orlicz centroid inequalities [13, 31, 38, 67], the Orlicz-Brunn-Minkowski theory [16, 63],
the Orlicz-Minkowski problem [22, 23, 26], Orlicz affine isoperimetric inequalities [12, 64, 65,
66] and Orlicz-John ellipsoids [68]. The Lϕ and Lψ general affine surface areas, which are
generalizations of the classical affine surface area, have played a key role in the initiation and
development of this program.

The Lϕ affine surface area has its origins in valuation theory, arising in a fundamental
result on the classification of upper semicontinuous SL(n) invariant valuations on Kn

o . In the
groundbreaking work [35], Ludwig and Reitzner proved that a functional Φ : Kn

o → R is an
upper semicontinuous and SL(n) invariant valuation that vanishes on polytopes in Kn

o if and
only if there exists a concave function ϕ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with limt→0 ϕ(t) = limt→∞ ϕ(t)/t =
0 such that

(6) Φ(K) =

∫

∂K

ϕ

(

κ(K, x)

〈x,N∂K(x)〉n+1

)

〈x,N∂K(x)〉 dµ∂K(x)

for every K ∈ Kn
o . The integral on the right-hand side of (6) is called the Lϕ affine surface

area of K and is denoted by asϕ(K). That is,

(7) asϕ(K) :=

∫

∂K

ϕ

(

κ(K, x)

〈x,N∂K(x)〉n+1

)

〈x,N∂K(x)〉 dµ∂K(x).

In view of this result, let Conc(0,∞) denote the class of all concave functions ϕ : (0,∞) →
(0,∞) such that limt→0 ϕ(t) = limt→∞

ϕ(t)
t

= 0, and set ϕ(0) = 0. (Examples of such functions

include ϕ(t) = tα for α ∈ (0, 1), ϕ(t) = log(t + 1) and ϕ(t) = arctan(t).) When ϕ(t) = t
p

n+p

for p > 0, one recovers the Lp affine surface area; further choosing p = 1 so that ϕ(t) = t
1

n+1 ,
one obtains the classical affine surface area (see Subsection 6.4).

The Lψ affine surface area was introduced and studied in [34] as a generalization of the Lp
affine surface area for p ∈ (−n, 0). Let Conv(0,∞) denote the class of all convex functions
ψ : (0,∞) → (0,∞) such that limt→0 ψ(t) = ∞ and limt→∞ ψ(t) = 0, and set ψ(0) = ∞.
(Examples of such functions include ψ(t) = tα for α ∈ (−∞, 0) and ψ(t) = log(t−1 + 1).) For
K ∈ Kn

o and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), the Lψ general affine surface area asψ(K) is defined by [34]

(8) asψ(K) :=

∫

∂K

ψ

(

κ(K, x)

〈x,N∂K(x)〉n+1

)

〈x,N∂K(x)〉 dµ∂K(x).
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Note that if P ∈ Kn
o is a polytope, then κ(P, x) = 0 for almost all x ∈ ∂P , so asψ(P ) = ∞.

When ψ(t) = t
p

n+p and p ∈ (−n, 0), one recovers the Lp affine surface area (see Subsection
6.4).

As mentioned before, for ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞) the Lϕ affine surface area is upper semicontinuous,
meaning for any sequence of convex bodies {Kj}j∈N ⊂ Kn

o that converges to K with respect
to the Hausdorff metric,

(9) lim sup
j→∞

asϕ(Kj) ≤ asϕ(K).

For ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), Ludwig [34] proved that the Lψ affine surface area is lower semicontin-

uous, meaning for any sequence of convex bodies {Kj}j∈N ⊂ Kn
o that converges to K with

respect to the Hausdorff metric,

(10) lim inf
j→∞

asψ(Kj) ≥ asψ(K).

The Lψ affine surface area is also SL(n) invariant [34].
The Lϕ and Lψ affine surface areas satisfy the following powerful affine isoperimetric in-

equalities due to Ludwig [34].

Lemma 2.1. [34, Thm. 3] Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin. Then

for any ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞),

asϕ(K) ≤ asϕ(vrad(K)Bn).

Moreover, there is equality for strictly increasing ϕ if and only if K is an ellipsoid.

Lemma 2.2. [34, Thm. 8] Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin. Then

for any ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞),

asψ(K) ≥ asψ(vrad(K)Bn).

Moreover, there is equality for strictly decreasing ψ if and only if K is an ellipsoid.

3. Polar duality and the functional setting

If K = rBn for some positive number r, then by definitions (7) and (8) we obtain

asϕ(rBn) = rnϕ(r−2n)|∂Bn|(11)

asψ(rBn) = rnψ(r−2n)|∂Bn|.(12)

Since ψ is decreasing, the Lψ affine surface areas are increasing on Euclidean balls. More
specifically,

(13) 0 < r ≤ s =⇒ asψ(rBn) ≤ asψ(sBn).

This is not the case for the Lϕ affine surface area and a general function ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞).
Fortunately, we can control the monotonicity of asϕ on Euclidean balls by restricting the
growth rate of the ratio of ϕ and the square root function. We will accomplish this via the
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following polar duality relation of Ludwig [34]. For ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞), define ϕ∗(t) := tϕ(1/t).
Then ϕ∗ is also an element of Conc(0,∞). Ludwig [34, Thm. 4] proved that for every K ∈ Kn

o ,

(14) asϕ(K) = asϕ∗(K◦).

In this way, the operation ϕ 7→ ϕ∗ induces a duality relationship within the class Conc(0,∞).
Now define Conc−(0,∞) to be the class of all ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞) such that ϕ(t)/

√
t is strictly

decreasing, and define Conc+(0,∞) to be the class of all ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞) such that ϕ(t)/
√
t

is strictly increasing. The classes Conc−(0,∞) and Conc+(0,∞) are dual to one another in
the following sense.

Lemma 3.1. ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞) if and only if ϕ∗ ∈ Conc+(0,∞).

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞), ϕ∗ ∈ Conc+(0,∞) and t, u ∈ (0,∞) with t < u. Also let s = 1/t
and v = 1/u and note that s > v. Then

ϕ(t)√
t

≥ ϕ(u)√
u

⇐⇒ tϕ∗(1/t)√
t

≥ uϕ∗(1/u)√
u

⇐⇒
√
tϕ∗(1/t) ≥

√
uϕ∗(1/u) ⇐⇒ ϕ∗(s)√

s
≥ ϕ∗(v)√

v
.

�

Note that if ϕ(t) = ϕ(1)
√
t, then ϕ(t) = ϕ∗(t) and for any r > 0, asϕ(rBn) = ϕ(1)|∂Bn|

is constant with respect to r. Combined with Lemma 3.1, the next result shows that the
“self-dual” function ϕ(t) = ϕ(1)

√
t serves as a transition where the Lϕ affine surface area

reverses monotonicity on Euclidean balls.

Lemma 3.2. Let ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞), and let r, s > 0 with r ≤ s. Then

asϕ(rBn) ≤ asϕ(sBn)

asϕ∗(rBn) ≥ asϕ∗(sBn).

Proof. Set x = r−2n and y = s−2n. Then x ≥ y, so by (11) and Lemma 3.1,

asϕ(rBn) =
ϕ(x)√
x
|∂Bn| ≤

ϕ(y)√
y
|∂Bn| = asϕ(sBn)(15)

asϕ∗(rBn) =
ϕ∗(x)√

x
|∂Bn| ≥

ϕ∗(y)√
y

|∂Bn| = asϕ∗(sBn).(16)

�

Remark 3.3. The family of functions ϕm : (0,∞) → (0,∞) defined by ϕm(t) := arctan(t1/m),
m ≥ 2, is a subclass of Conc−(0,∞); see Subsection 7.3 for the details. Hence by Lemma 3.1
the family ϕ∗

m(t) = t arctan(t−1/m), m ≥ 2, is a subclass of Conc+(0,∞). Note that, for any
r, the function ϕm is not homogeneous of degree r. To see this, observe that if a function f is
homogeneous of degree r, then f(t) = f(1)tr and hence f(t)f(1/t) = f(1)2 for all t. Thus if
ϕm is homogeneous for some r, then arctan(t1/m) arctan(t−1/m) = arctan(1)2 = π2/16 for all
t, a contradiction.
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Finally, we remark that the inclusions Conc−(0,∞) ( Conc(0,∞) and Conc+(0,∞) (

Conc(0,∞) are strict, as the example ϕ(t) = log(t+ 1) shows.

4. Extremal general affine surface areas

For a convex body K in Rn with g(K) = o, let

Cin(K) := {K ′ ⊂ K : K ′ is a convex body in Rn, g(K ′) = o}
Cout(K) := {K ′ ⊃ K : K ′ is a convex body in Rn, g(K ′) = o},

denote the families of all inscribed and circumscribed bodies with centroid at the origin,
respectively. The condition g(K ′) = o allows us to apply Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. A discussion
on this centroid assumption can be found in Subsection 7.4. For ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞), we define
the extremal Lϕ affine surface areas by

ISϕ(K) := sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′), isϕ(K) := inf

K ′∈Cin(K)
asϕ(K

′)

OSϕ(K) := sup
K ′∈Cout(K)

asϕ(K
′), osϕ(K) := inf

K ′∈Cout(K)
asϕ(K

′).

Likewise, for ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞) we define the extremal Lψ affine surface areas by

ISψ(K) := sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asψ(K
′), isψ(K) := inf

K ′∈Cin(K)
asψ(K

′)

OSψ(K) := sup
K ′∈Cout(K)

asψ(K
′), osψ(K) := inf

K ′∈Cout(K)
asψ(K

′).

These definitions were motivated by those in [18], where the extremal Lp affine surface areas
were introduced; choosing a specific function ϕ or ψ defined in terms of n and p, we recover
their definitions (see Subsection 6.4). We will be especially interested in the inner maximal Lϕ
affine surface area ISϕ(K) and the outer minimal Lψ affine surface area osψ(K). In Lemma
4.1, we show that for any convex body K ∈ Kn

o with g(K) = o and any ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞)

and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), there exist Kϕ
max ∈ Cin(K) and Kψ

min ∈ Cout(K) satisfying asϕ(K
ϕ
max) =

ISϕ(K) and asψ(K
ψ
min) = osψ(K).

We begin by ruling out the trivial cases in the definitions above. Since the Lϕ and Lψ affine
surface areas have a “0/∞ property” on polytopes, one might expect the same for some of
the extremal affine surface areas. Indeed, if P ∈ Cin(K) is a polytope, then asϕ(P ) = 0 and
asψ(P ) = ∞, so isϕ(K) = 0 and ISψ(K) = ∞. Similarly, if Q ∈ Cout(K) is a polytope, then
osϕ(K) = 0 and OSψ(K) = ∞. Moreover, by (12) and the definition of Conv(0,∞) we obtain

isψ(K) ≤ inf
rBn∈Cin(K)

asψ(rBn) = inf
rBn∈Cin(K)

rnψ(r−2n)|∂Bn| = 0.

Let K ∈ Kn
o . Then K

′ ∈ Cin(K) if and only if (K ′)◦ ∈ Cout(K
◦). Thus by (14),

(17) ISϕ(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′) = sup

(K ′)◦∈Cout(K◦)

asϕ∗((K ′)◦) = OSϕ∗(K◦),
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provided the suprema exist. Note that if ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞) and limt→0
ϕ(t)√
t

= ∞, then by

Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2,

ISϕ∗(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ∗(K ′) ≥ sup
rBn∈Cin(K)

asϕ∗(rBn) = sup
rBn∈Cin(K)

ϕ∗(r−2n)

r−n
|∂Bn| = ∞.

Moreover, since

lim
t→∞

ϕ∗(t)√
t

= lim
t→∞

√
tϕ(1/t) = lim

s→0

ϕ(s)√
s
,

by Lemma 3.1 we have ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞) and limt→0
ϕ(t)√
t
= ∞ if and only if ϕ∗ ∈ Conc+(0,∞)

and limt→∞
ϕ∗(t)√

t
= ∞. For any such function ϕ, we have OSϕ(K) = ∞.

4.1. Extremal L∗
ψ affine surface areas. For K ∈ Kn

o and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), Ludwig [34]

defined the L∗
ψ affine surface area by as∗ψ(K) := asψ(K

◦). When ψ(t) = t
n

n+p and p < −n,
one recovers the Lp affine surface area defined by Schütt and Werner [53]. This leads to the
definition of the extremal L∗

ψ affine surface areas:

IS∗
ψ(K) := sup

K ′∈Cin(K)

as∗ψ(K
′), is∗ψ(K) := inf

K ′∈Cin(K)
as∗ψ(K

′)

OS∗
ψ(K) := sup

K ′∈Cout(K)

as∗ψ(K
′), os∗ψ(K) := inf

K ′∈Cout(K)
as∗ψ(K

′).

Again, since K ′ ∈ Cin(K) if and only if (K ′)◦ ∈ Cout(K
◦), we have

IS∗
ψ(K) = OSψ(K

◦) = ∞
OS∗

ψ(K) = ISψ(K
◦) = ∞

os∗ψ(K) = isψ(K
◦) = 0

and

(18) is∗ψ(K) = osψ(K
◦).

Thus, from the L∗
ψ family we shall only consider the inner minimal L∗

ψ affine surface area is∗ψ.

4.2. Summary. We summarize these cases in the following tables. As we will see later, the
functionals ISϕ and OSϕ∗ are finite for all ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞), while osψ and is∗ψ are finite for

all ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞). First, let ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞) be such that limt→0
ϕ(t)√
t
= ∞. Then we have:

ISϕ(K) ISϕ∗(K) isϕ(K) OSϕ(K) OSϕ∗(K) osϕ(K)
<∞ ∞ 0 ∞ <∞ 0

Among these functionals, we shall only be interested in ISϕ and OSϕ∗ for ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞).
Meanwhile, for ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞) we have:

ISψ(K) isψ(K) OSψ(K) osψ(K) is∗ψ(K)
∞ 0 ∞ <∞ <∞

Among these functionals, we shall only be interested in osψ and is∗ψ.



EXTREMAL GENERAL AFFINE SURFACE AREAS 9

4.3. Existence of extremal bodies. In our first result, we show that the extremal general
affine surface areas exist for all ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞) and all ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞). An analogous
result was proved for the extremal Lp affine surface areas in [18, Lem. 3.2].

Lemma 4.1. LetK be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin, and let ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞)
and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞).

(i) There exists Kϕ
max ∈ Cin(K) such that ISϕ(K) = asϕ(K

ϕ
max).

(ii) There exists Kϕ∗

max ∈ Cout(K) such that OSϕ∗(K) = asϕ∗(Kϕ∗

max).

(iii) There exists Kψ
min ∈ Cout(K) such that osψ(K) = asψ(K

ψ
min).

(iv) There exists Kψ∗

min ∈ Cin(K) such that is∗ψ(K) = asψ(K
ψ∗

min).

We postpone the proof until Section 7.

4.4. Monotonicity and Continuity. Although the Lϕ and Lψ affine surface areas are not
monotone in general, the corresponding extremal affine surface areas are. If K,L ∈ Kn

o and
K ⊂ L, then Cin(K) ⊂ Cin(L) implies

ISϕ(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′) ≤ sup

L′∈Cin(L)

asϕ(L
′) = ISϕ(L),(19)

is∗ψ(K) = inf
K ′∈Cin(K)

as∗ψ(K
′) ≥ inf

L′∈Cin(L)
as∗ψ(L

′) = is∗ψ(L),(20)

while Cout(K) ⊃ Cout(L) implies

OSϕ∗(K) = sup
K ′∈Cout(K)

asϕ∗(K ′) ≥ sup
L′∈Cout(L)

asϕ∗(L′) = OSϕ∗(L)(21)

osψ(K) = inf
K ′∈Cout(K)

asψ(K
′) ≤ inf

L′∈Cout(L)
asψ(L

′) = osψ(L).(22)

The next result shows that the extremal general affine surface areas are continuous with
respect to the Hausdorff metric (c.f. [18, Prop. 3.3]). This is not the case for the general
Lϕ and Lψ affine surface areas, which are zero or infinite, respectively, on any sequence of
polytopes that converges to a given convex body in the Hausdorff metric.

Proposition 4.2. Consider the class of convex bodies in Rn with centroid at the origin,

equipped with the Hausdorff metric.

(i) For any ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞), the functional K 7→ ISϕ(K) is continuous.

(ii) For any ϕ∗ ∈ Conc+(0,∞), the functional K 7→ OSϕ∗(K) is continuous.

(iii) For any ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), the functional K 7→ osψ(K) is continuous.

(iv) For any ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), the functional K 7→ is∗ψ(K) is continuous.

The proof of Proposition 4.2 is also given in Section 7.

5. Lemmas

The next lemma is elementary. We include the proof for the reader’s convenience.
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Lemma 5.1. For all ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞), ϕ∗ ∈ Conc+(0,∞) and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞), we have:

ISϕ(Bn) = asϕ(Bn) = ϕ(1)|∂Bn|(23)

OSϕ∗(Bn) = asϕ∗(Bn) = ϕ(1)|∂Bn|(24)

osψ(Bn) = asψ(Bn) = ψ(1)|∂Bn|(25)

is∗ψ(Bn) = as∗ψ(Bn) = ψ(1)|∂Bn|.(26)

Proof. On one hand, we have ISϕ(Bn) = supK∈Cin(Bn) asϕ(K) ≥ asϕ(Bn) since Bn ∈ Cin(Bn).
On the other hand, by Lemmas 2.1 and 3.2 we derive

ISϕ(Bn) = sup
K∈Cin(Bn)

asϕ(K) ≤ sup
K∈Cin(Bn)

asϕ(vrad(K)Bn) = asϕ(Bn).

Thus ISϕ(Bn) = asϕ(Bn). By (17), we have OSϕ∗(Bn) = ISϕ(B
◦
n) = ISϕ(Bn) since B

◦
n = Bn.

The argument to prove osψ(Bn) = asψ(Bn) is similar, and by (18) we have is∗ψ(Bn) = as∗ψ(Bn).
The identity asϕ(Bn) = ϕ(1)|∂Bn| follows from (11), and asψ(Bn) = ψ(1)|∂Bn| follows from

(12). Finally, note that asϕ(Bn) = asϕ∗(Bn) and as∗ψ(Bn) = asψ(Bn). �

Another ingredient we will need describes the effect a dilation has on the general affine
surface area of a convex body.

Lemma 5.2. Let K ∈ Kn
o , ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞) and ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞). Then for any r ∈ [0, 1] and

any R ≥ 1, the following inequalities hold:

(i) asϕ(rK) ≥ rn asϕ(K)
(ii) asϕ(RK) ≤ Rn asϕ(K)
(iii) asψ(rK) ≤ rn asψ(K)
(iv) asψ(RK) ≥ Rn asψ(K).

Proof. We shall prove part (iv); the other cases (i)-(iii) proceed similarly. By the definition
(8) of the Lψ affine surface area,

asψ(rK) =

∫

∂rK

ψ

(

κ(rK, x)

〈x,N∂rK(x)〉n+1

)

〈x,N∂rK(x)〉 dµ∂rK(x)

=

∫

∂rK

ψ

(

κ(rK, ry)

〈ry,N∂rK(ry)〉n+1

)

〈ry,N∂rK(ry)〉 dµ∂rK(ry)

= rn
∫

∂K

ψ

(

κ(K, y)

r2n〈y,N∂K(y)〉n+1

)

〈y,N∂K(y)〉 dµ∂K(y)

≤ rn
∫

∂K

ψ

(

κ(K, y)

〈y,N∂K(y)〉n+1

)

〈y,N∂K(y)〉 dµ∂K(y)

= rn asψ(K).

In the inequality we used the fact that r ≤ 1 and ψ is decreasing. �
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6. Affine isoperimetric inequalities

Affine isoperimetric inequalities are among the most powerful tools in convex geometry.
They relate two functionals on the class of convex bodies in Rn, where the ratio of the func-
tionals is invariant under nondegenerate linear transformations. Prominent examples include
the classical affine isoperimetric inequality [30, 36, 24] and the Blaschke-Santaló inequality
[8, 43, 46]. More recent examples include affine isoperimetric inequalities for the Lp affine
surface area [37, 40, 61], the mixed Lp affine surface area [37, 59, 62], the general affine surface
area [34, 65], the mixed general affine surface area [64] and the extremal Lp affine surface ar-
eas [18]. In our next two results, we provide affine isoperimetric inequalities for the extremal
general affine surface areas.

Proposition 6.1. LetK be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin. If ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞),
then

ISϕ(K) ≤ vrad(K)n · ϕ(vrad(K)−2n)

ϕ(1)
· ISϕ(Bn)(27)

OSϕ∗(K) ≤ vrad(K◦)−n · ϕ
∗(vrad(K◦)2n)

ϕ∗(1)
·OSϕ∗(Bn).(28)

Moreover, if ϕ is strictly increasing, then equality holds in each case if and only if K is an

ellipsoid.

Proposition 6.2. LetK be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin. If ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞),
then

osψ(K) ≥ vrad(K)n · ψ(vrad(K)−2n)

ψ(1)
· osψ(Bn)(29)

is∗ψ(K) ≥ vrad(K◦)n · ψ(vrad(K
◦)−2n)

ψ(1)
· is∗ψ(Bn).(30)

Moreover, if ψ is strictly decreasing, then equality holds in each case if and only if K is an

ellipsoid.

6.1. Proof of Propositions 6.1 and 6.2. By Lemmas 2.1, 3.2 and 5.1 we obtain

ISϕ(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′) ≤ sup

K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(vrad(K
′)Bn)

= asϕ(vrad(K)Bn)

= vrad(K)n · ϕ(vrad(K)−2n)

ϕ(1)
· ϕ(1)|∂Bn|

= vrad(K)n · ϕ(vrad(K)−2n)

ϕ(1)
· ISϕ(Bn).



12 STEVEN HOEHNER

Next, we use (27), (17) and ϕ∗(t) = tϕ(1/t) to get

OSϕ∗(K) = ISϕ(K
◦) ≤ vrad(K◦)n · ϕ(vrad(K

◦)−2n)

ϕ(1)
·OSϕ∗(Bn)

= vrad(K◦)−n · ϕ
∗(vrad(K◦)2n)

ϕ∗(1)
·OSϕ∗(Bn).

Similarly, using Lemma 2.2, Lemma 5.1 and (13) we derive

osψ(K) = inf
K ′∈Cout(K)

asψ(K
′) ≥ asψ(vrad(K)Bn)

= vrad(K)n · ψ(vrad(K)−2n)

ψ(1)
· osψ(Bn).

From (29) and (18) we get (30). The equality conditions in each case follow from those in
Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. �

Remark 6.3. Choosing ϕ(t) = t
p

n+p with p ∈ [0, n] or p ∈ [n,∞] in Proposition 6.1, or

ψ(t) = t
p

n+p with p ∈ (−n, 0] in Proposition 6.2, we recover the affine isoperimetric inequalities
of Giladi, Huang, Schütt and Werner [18, Prop. 3.4] for the extremal Lp affine surface areas.

6.2. Blaschke-Santaló type inequalities. The celebrated Blaschke-Santaló inequality states
that for any convex body K in Rn with centroid at the origin,

|K| · |K◦| ≤ |Bn|2

with equality if and only if K is an ellipsoid. For n = 2, 3, this result is due to Blaschke
[8], and it was extended to all n by Santaló [46]. The equality conditions were later proved
by Petty [43]. In particular, Blaschke-Santaló type inequalities have also been shown for the
Lp affine surface area and the mixed Lp affine surface area (see [37, 59, 61, 62, 64] and the
references therein), as well as to the general affine surface area [34] and mixed general affine
surface area [64]. In our main result, we prove an analogue for the extremal general affine
surface areas.

Theorem 6.4. Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin, and let ϕ ∈
Conc−(0,∞) satisfy the submultiplicativity condition ϕ(t)ϕ(1/t) ≤ ϕ(1)2 for all t > 0. Then

ISϕ(K)ISϕ(K
◦) ≤ ISϕ(Bn)

2(31)

OSϕ∗(K)OSϕ∗(K◦) ≤ OSϕ∗(Bn)
2.(32)

Moreover, if ϕ is strictly increasing, then equality holds in each case if and only if K is an

ellipsoid.

Proof. Applying Proposition 6.1 to K and K◦, we derive

ISϕ(K)ISϕ(K
◦) ≤ ϕ(vrad(K)−2n)

vrad(K)−n
· ϕ(vrad(K

◦)−2n)

vrad(K◦)−n
· ϕ(1)−2 · ISϕ(Bn)

2.(33)
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It suffices to show that for all s, t > 0 with st ≥ 1,

(34)
ϕ(s)√
s

· ϕ(t)√
t

≤ ϕ(1)2,

for then the conclusion follows with s = vrad(K)−2n and t = vrad(K◦)−2n, where st ≥ 1
holds by the Blaschke-Santaló inequality. The function t 7→ ϕ(t)/

√
t is decreasing since

ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞), so for all s, t > 0 with s ≥ 1/t,

ϕ(s)√
s

· ϕ(t)√
t

≤ ϕ(1/t)
√

1/t
· ϕ(t)√

t
= ϕ(t)ϕ(1/t).

By hypothesis, this is less than or equal to ϕ(1)2 for all t > 0, which shows (34). Hence,
inequality (31) follows from (33).

The identity ISϕ(K)ISϕ(K
◦) = OSϕ∗(K)OSϕ∗(K◦) follows from (17), and ISϕ(Bn) = OSϕ∗(Bn)

by Lemma 5.1. Thus, (32) follows from (31). The equality conditions follow from those in
Proposition 6.1, since they are stronger than those of the Blaschke-Santaló inequality. �

Remark 6.5. For any m ≥ 2, the function ϕm(t) = arctan(t1/m) lies in Conc−(0,∞) by
Remark 3.3. We show that it satisfies the submultiplicativity condition ϕm(t)ϕm(1/t) ≤
ϕm(1)

2 for all t > 0. This is equivalent to

(35) arctan(t1/m) arctan(t−1/m) ≤ π2

16
, ∀t > 0.

We use the identity arctan(1/x) = π/2− arctan(x) for all x > 0 to derive

ϕm(t)ϕm(1/t) = ϕm(t)
(π

2
− ϕm(t)

)

= −ϕm(t)2 +
π

2
· ϕm(t).

Set s = ϕm(t). The maximum value of the function s 7→ −s2 + π
2
s is achieved when s = π/4,

which implies t = tan(π/4) = 1. Therefore,

ϕm(t)ϕm(1/t) ≤ −ϕm(1)2 +
π

2
ϕm(1) =

π2

16
,

which proves (35). Thus, for m ≥ 2 the function ϕm satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 6.4.

6.3. Inverse Santaló type inequalities. Bourgain and Milman’s inverse Santaló inequality
[10] (see also [28, 41, 42]) states that there exists an absolute constant c > 0 such that for all
n ≥ 1 and every convex body K in Rn,

(36) |K| · |K◦| ≥ cn|Bn|2.

The best known constant is c = 1/2, which is due to Kuperberg [28].

Our next result gives inverse Santaló type inequalities for the outer minimal Lψ and inner
minimal L∗

ψ affine surface areas.
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Theorem 6.6. Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin. If ψ ∈ Conv(0,∞),
then there exists a positive absolute constant c such that

osψ(K)osψ(K
◦) ≥ cn · ψ(vrad(K)−2n)ψ(vrad(K◦)−2n)

ψ(1)2
· osψ(Bn)

2(37)

is∗ψ(K)is∗ψ(K
◦) ≥ cn · ψ(vrad(K)−2n)ψ(vrad(K◦)−2n)

ψ(1)2
· is∗ψ(Bn)

2.(38)

Proof. By Proposition 6.2 and the inverse Santaló inequality (36),

osψ(K)osψ(K
◦) ≥ (vrad(K) vrad(K◦))nψ(vrad(K)−2n)ψ(vrad(K◦)−2n)osψ(Bn)

2

≥ cn · ψ(vrad(K)−2n)ψ(vrad(K◦)−2n)

ψ(1)2
· osψ(Bn)

2.

Inequality (38) now follows from (18) and (26). �

6.4. Extremal Lp affine surface areas. Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at
the origin. For any real number p 6= −n, the Lp affine surface area asp(K) of K is defined by

(39) asp(K) =

∫

∂K

κ(K, x)
p

n+p

〈x,NK(x)〉
n(p−1)
n+p

dµ∂K(x)

and [37, 53]

(40) as±∞(K) =

∫

∂K

κ(K, x)

〈x,NK(x)〉n
dµ∂K(x),

provided the integrals exist. These definitions were given in [37] for p > 1 and [53] for p < 1.
The case p = 1 gives the classical affine surface as1 from affine differential geometry, originally
due to Blaschke [9] for sufficiently smooth convex bodies. The definition of as1 was extended to
all convex bodies in Rn by several authors [29, 36, 40, 47, 51, 60], with Schütt and Werner [51]

showing specifically that the definition as1(K) =
∫

∂K
κ(K, x)

1
n+1 dµ∂K(x) extends naturally to

all convex bodies in Rn.
The Lp affine surface area is homogeneous of degree n(n−p)

n+p
(see [53, Prop. 9]), meaning

asp(λK) = λ
n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn), ∀λ > 0.

The following Lp affine isoperimetric inequalities are due to Lutwak [37] for p ≥ 1 and to
Werner and Ye [61, Thm. 4.2] for p < 1. For any convex body K in Rn with centroid at the
origin and all p ≥ 0,

(41) asp(K) ≤ vrad(K)
n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn)

while for −n < p ≤ 0 the inequality reverses,

(42) asp(K) ≥ vrad(K)
n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn).
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Equality holds in each case if and only if K is an ellipsoid, and it holds trivially if p = 0. For
p = ±∞, it follows from [37, Thm. 7.7] and [53, pp. 114–115] that for any convex body K in
Rn,

(43) as±∞(K) ≤ n|K◦|
with equality if and only if K is an ellipsoid.

Giladi, Huang, Schütt and Werner [18] defined the inner and outer maximal Lp affine

surface areas by

ISp(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asp(K
′), OSp(K) = sup

K ′∈Cout(K)

asp(K
′),

respectively, and the inner and outer minimal Lp affine surface areas by

isp(K) = inf
K ′∈Cin(K)

asp(K
′), osp(K) = inf

K ′∈Cout(K)
asp(K

′),

respectively. The relevant p ranges for ISp,OSp and osp are the intervals [0, n], [n,∞] and
(−n, 0] respectively; there is no interesting p range for the functional isp, which is identically

zero for all K and all p. Taking ϕ(t) = t
p

n+p or ψ(t) = t
p

n+p with the corresponding p interval,
we recover these definitions from those of the extremal Lϕ and Lψ affine surface areas given
in Section 4.

As a corollary to Theorem 6.4, we obtain Blaschke-Santaló type inequalities for the extremal
Lp affine surface areas.

Corollary 6.7. Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin.

(i) For all p ∈ [0, n] we have ISp(K)ISp(K
◦) ≤ ISp(Bn)

2. Equality holds trivially if p = n.

(ii) For all p ∈ [n,∞] we have OSp(K)OSp(K
◦) ≤ OSp(Bn)

2. Equality holds trivially if

p = n.

Equality holds in each case if and only if K is an ellipsoid.

Proof. Let ϕ(t) = t
p

n+p . For p ∈ [0, n], we have p
n+p

∈ [0, 1/2]. Thus, limt→0 ϕ(t) =

limt→∞
ϕ(t)
t

= 0 and ϕ(0) = 0. For p ∈ [0, n), the function ϕ(t)/
√
t = t

p−n

2(n+p) is strictly

decreasing. Since ϕ′′(t) < 0 for p ∈ (0, n), this shows that ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞) for all p ∈ (0, n).
Moreover, ϕ is strictly increasing when p ∈ (0, n], and ϕ(t)ϕ(1/t) = ϕ(1)2. Thus ϕ satisfies
the hypotheses of Theorem 6.4 for any p ∈ (0, n), so ISp(K)ISp(K

◦) ≤ ISp(Bn)
2 holds for all

p ∈ (0, n).
For p = 0, it was shown in [18] that IS0(K) = n|K|. Thus by the Blaschke-Santaló

inequality,

IS0(K)IS0(K
◦) = n2|K| · |K◦| ≤ n2|Bn|2 = IS0(Bn)

2.

For p = n, it was also shown in [18] that ISn(K) = |∂Bn|, so
ISn(K)ISn(K

◦) = |∂Bn|2 = ISn(Bn)
2

and equality holds trivially. This proves (i).
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For (ii), note that ϕ∗(t) = t
n

n+p . From (7) and (39) it follows that (see also [25], [61, Cor.
3.1] and [34, Thm. 4])

asϕ∗(K) = asn2/p(K).

Therefore, by (17), the Blaschke-Santaló inequality for ISp and Lemma 5.1,

OSn2/p(K)OSn2/p(K
◦) = ISp(K)ISp(K

◦) ≤ ISp(Bn)
2 = OSn2/p(Bn)

2.

Now we replace n2/p for p ∈ (0, n] by p for p ∈ [n,∞) to obtain the desired inequality. In the
case p = n, equality holds trivially since

OSn(K)OSn(K
◦) = ISn(K)ISn(K

◦) = ISn(Bn)
2.

For the special case p = ∞, we apply (43) and the Blaschke-Santaló inequality to get

OS∞(K)OS∞(K◦) = sup
K ′∈Cout(K)

as∞(K ′) · sup
K ′′∈Cout(K◦)

as∞(K ′′)

≤ sup
K ′∈Cout(K)

n|(K ′)◦| · sup
K ′′∈Cout(K◦)

n|(K ′′)◦|

= sup
(K ′)◦∈Cin(K◦)

n|(K ′)◦| · sup
(K ′′)◦∈Cin(K)

n|(K ′′)◦|

≤ n2|K| · |K◦|
≤ n2|Bn|2

= OS∞(Bn)
2.

The equality conditions in parts (i) and (ii) follow from those in Theorem 6.4. �

We also obtain the following inverse Santaló type inequalities for the extremal Lp affine
surface areas. To state the result, we first define the following notation. For p < −n and ψ(t) =

t
n

n+p , let as∗p(K) := as∗ψ(K) = asψ(K
◦) = asn2/p(K

◦) and define is∗p(K) := infK ′∈Cin(K) as
∗
p(K

′).

Theorem 6.8. Let K be a convex body in Rn with centroid at the origin.

(i) Let p ∈ (−n, 0]. There exists a positive absolute constant c such that osp(K)osp(K
◦) ≥

c
n(n−p)
n+p osp(Bn)

2.

(ii) Let p ∈ (−∞,−n). There exists a positive absolute constant c such that is∗p(K)is∗p(K
◦) ≥

c
n(n−p)
n+p is∗p(Bn)

2.
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Proof. Using inequalities (42) and (36) we derive

osp(K)osp(K
◦) = inf

K∈Cout(K)
asp(K

′) · inf
K ′′∈Cout(K◦)

asp(K
′′)

≥ inf
K ′∈Cout(K)

vrad(K ′)
n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn) · inf

K ′′∈Cout(K◦)
vrad(K ′′)

n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn)

= (vrad(K) vrad(K◦))
n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn)

2

≥ c
n(n−p)
n+p asp(Bn)

2

= c
n(n−p)
n+p osp(Bn)

2.

Part (ii) now follows from (i) by using is∗p(K) = osn2/p(K
◦) for p ∈ (−∞,−n). �

7. Appendix

7.1. Proof of Lemma 4.1. The proof is similar to that of [18, Lemma 3.2]; we include the
arguments for the reader’s convenience. Let ϕ ∈ Conc−(0,∞). By Lemmas 2.1 and 3.2,

ISϕ(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′) ≤ sup

K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(vrad(K
′)Bn)

= sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

vrad(K ′)nϕ(vrad(K ′)−2n)|∂Bn|

≤ vrad(K)nϕ(vrad(K)−2n)|∂Bn|
= n|K|ϕ(vrad(K)−2n),

which is finite. Hence, there exists a sequence {Ck}k∈N ⊂ Cin(K) such that for all k ∈ N,

asϕ(Ck) +
1

k
≥ sup

K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′).

On the other hand, asϕ(Ck) ≤ supK ′∈Cin(K) asϕ(K
′) since Ck ∈ Cin(K), so by the squeeze

theorem

lim
k→∞

asϕ(Ck) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′).

By the Blaschke selection theorem, there exists a subsequence {Ckj}j∈N that converges to a
convex set K0 ⊂ K with respect to the Hausdorff metric as j → ∞. We claim that K0 has
nonempty interior. To see this, suppose not. Then limj→∞ |Ckj | = |K0| = 0. By Lemma 2.1

and the definition of Conc−(0,∞) this implies

lim
j→∞

asϕ(Ckj ) ≤ lim
j→∞

asϕ(vrad(Ckj)Bn) = lim
j→∞

vrad(Ckj)
nϕ(vrad(Ckj)

−2n)|∂Bn| = 0.

Since K contains the origin in its interior, there exists ε > 0 such that εBn ⊂ K. Thus,

0 = lim
j→∞

asϕ(Ckj) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′) ≥ asϕ(εBn) = εnϕ(ε−2n)|∂Bn| > 0,

a contradiction. We have therefore shown that K0 is a convex body in Rn.
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Finally, we show that ISϕ(K) = asϕ(K0). On one hand, ISϕ(K) ≥ asϕ(K0) since K0 ∈
Cin(K), while on the other hand we can apply the upper semicontinuity (9) of the Lϕ affine
surface area to get

ISϕ(K) = sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ(K
′) = lim sup

j→∞
asϕ(Ckj) ≤ asϕ(K0).

This proves (i).

Next, we show (iii), again following the arguments in [18]. The proof is similar to that of
(i), but to apply the Blaschke selection theorem we first have to show that any body achieving
the infimum lies inside of a larger body that we can draw a convergent subsequence from.
Since K is bounded, there exists R > 0 such that K ⊂ RBn. First, we show that for all
K ′ ∈ Cout(K) with |K ′| ≥ (Rn)n|Bn|, there exists K̃ ∈ Cout(K) such that K̃ ⊂ RnBn and
asψ(K

′) ≥ asψ(K̃). There exists an affine transformation A : Rn → Rn with | det(A)| = 1
and a positive number t such that tBn has maximum volume among all ellipsoids contained
in A(K ′). By F. John’s theorem [27],

(44) tBn ⊂ A(K ′) ⊂ tnBn.

Thus

(Rn)n|Bn| ≤ |K ′| = |A(K ′)| ≤ (tn)n|Bn|,
which implies R ≤ t. Hence,

K ⊂ RBn =
R

t
· tBn ⊂ R

t
A(K ′).

Now consider the affine transformation T = rA with r = R/t ≤ 1, and set K̃ := T (K ′).

Then by (44), K̃ ⊂ R
t
(tnBn) = RnBn and K̃ ⊃ R

t
(tBn) = RBn ⊃ K. By Lemma 5.2,

asψ(rK
′) ≤ rn asψ(K

′). The SL(n) invariance of asψ means that asψ(A(K)) = asψ(K) for any
affine transformation A with | det(A)| = 1. Putting all of this together, we obtain

asψ(K̃) = asψ(rA(K
′)) ≤ rn asψ(A(K

′)) = rn asψ(K
′) ≤ asψ(K

′).

This proves the claim regarding those K ′ ∈ Cout(K) with |K ′| ≥ (Rn)n|Bn|.
Now suppose thatK ′ ∈ Cout(K) satisfies |K ′| ≤ (Rn)n|Bn|. SinceK ′ has nonempty interior,

there exists r > 0 such that rBn ⊂ K ′. For each x ∈ K ′, consider the cone Cx with apex x
and base x⊥ ∩ rBn, and let hx denote the height of this cone. Then Cx ⊂ K ′, so

|Cx| =
hxr

n−1

n
|Bn−1| ≤ |K ′| ≤ (Rn)n|Bn|

which implies K ′ ⊂ nn+1Rn|Bn|
rn−1|Bn−1| Bn.

Therefore, in these two cases we have shown that any convex body K ′ ∈ Cout(K) that

achieves the infimum must be contained in the ball max
{

Rn, n
n+1Rn|Bn|
rn−1|Bn−1|

}

Bn. So assume that



EXTREMAL GENERAL AFFINE SURFACE AREAS 19

K ′ is contained in this ball. We can now use the argument from the proof of (i). By Lemma
2.2, (12) and (13) we derive

asψ(K
′) ≥ asψ(vrad(K

′)Bn) ≥ asψ(vrad(K)Bn).

This shows that the infimum osψ(K) is finite. Now as before, there exists a sequence {Ck}k∈N
of convex bodies in Cout(K) such that for all k ∈ N,

asψ(Ck) ≤ inf
K ′∈Cout(K)

asψ(K
′) +

1

k
.

Conversely, asψ(Ck) ≥ infK ′∈Cout(K) asψ(K
′) since Ck ∈ Cout(K), so by another application of

the squeeze theorem we deduce that

lim
k→∞

asψ(Ck) = osψ(K).

By the Blaschke selection theorem, there exists a subsequence {Ckj}j∈N in Cout(K) that con-
verges to a convex set K0 ⊃ K with respect to the Hausdorff metric as j → ∞. Since K0 ⊃ K,
it has nonempty interior. Therefore, we may apply the lower semicontinuity (10) of asψ to
derive

osψ(K) = inf
K∈Cout(K)

asψ(K
′) = lim inf

j→∞
asψ(Ckj) ≥ asψ(K0).

Part (ii) now follows from (i) and the formula OSϕ∗(K) = ISϕ(K), and (iv) follows from (iii)
and the formula is∗ψ(K) = osψ(K

◦). �

7.2. Proof of Proposition 4.2. The argument is similar to that of [18, Prop. 3.3]. By
hypothesis, K has centroid at the origin, so there exists a Euclidean ball ρBn of positive
radius ρ > 0 that is contained in K, and a sequence of convex bodies {Kℓ}ℓ∈N that have
centroid at the origin and converge to K in the Hausdorff metric. Thus, for every ε > 0 there
exists an integer ℓ0 such that for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0,

Kℓ ⊂ K + εBn and K ⊂ Kℓ + εBn.

For sufficiently small ε, we may assume that for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0, the inclusion ρ
10
Bn ⊂ Kℓ holds.

The previous inclusions together imply that for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0,

(45) Kℓ ⊂ K + εBn = K +
ε

ρ
· ρBn ⊂ K +

ε

ρ
K =

(

1 +
ε

ρ

)

K

and

(46) K ⊂ Kℓ + εBn = Kℓ +
10ε

ρ
· ρ
10
Bn ⊂ Kℓ +

10ε

ρ
Kℓ =

(

1 +
10ε

ρ

)

Kℓ.

From (45), the monotonicity property (19) of ISϕ and Lemma 5.2, we get that for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0,

(47) ISϕ(Kℓ) ≤ ISϕ

((

1 +
ε

ρ

)

K

)

= sup
K ′∈Cin(K)

asϕ

((

1 +
ε

ρ

)

K ′
)

≤
(

1 +
ε

ρ

)n

ISϕ(K).
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Similarly, from (46) we derive that for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0,

(48) ISϕ(K) ≤
(

1 +
10ε

ρ

)n

ISϕ(Kℓ).

The previous two inequalities now imply that for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0,
(

1 +
ε

ρ

)−n
ISϕ(Kℓ) ≤ ISϕ(K) ≤

(

1 +
10ε

ρ

)n

ISϕ(Kℓ).

Since ε was arbitrary, claim (i) follows.
Next, let ϕ∗ ∈ Conc+(0,∞). Then for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0, inclusions (47) and (48) imply that

K◦
ℓ ⊃

(

1 + ε
ρ

)−1

K◦ and K◦ ⊃
(

1 + 10ε
ρ

)−1

K◦
ℓ , respectively. Thus for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0,

OSϕ∗(Kℓ) = ISϕ(K
◦
ℓ ) ≥ ISϕ

(

(

1 + ε
ρ

)−1

K◦
)

≥
(

1 + ε
ρ

)−n
ISϕ(K

◦) =
(

1 + ε
ρ

)−n
OSϕ∗(K)

and

OSϕ∗(K) = ISϕ(K
◦) ≥ ISϕ

(

(

1 + 10ε
ρ

)−1

K◦
ℓ

)

≥
(

1 + 10ε
ρ

)−n
ISϕ(K

◦
ℓ ) =

(

1 + 10ε
ρ

)−n
OSϕ∗(Kℓ).

Therefore, for all ℓ ≥ ℓ0 we have
(

1 +
10ε

ρ

)−n
OSϕ∗(Kℓ) ≤ OSϕ∗(K) ≤

(

1 +
ε

ρ

)n

OSϕ∗(Kℓ).

Since ε > 0 was arbitrary, claim (ii) follows. The arguments to prove (iii) and (iv) are
similar. �

7.3. Proof of Remark 3.3. For any t > 0, we have ϕm(t) > 0. The first two derivatives of
ϕm are:

ϕ′
m(t) =

1

2m

(

t
m−1
m + t

m+1
m

)−1

(49)

ϕ′′
m(t) = − 1

m2

(

t
m−1
m + t

m+1
m

)−2 (

(m− 1)t−
1
m + (m+ 1)t

1
m

)

.(50)

Since ϕ′′
m(t) < 0 for all t > 0, the function ϕm : (0,∞) → (0,∞) is concave. By continuity,

limt→0 ϕm(t) = arctan(0) = 0 and since ϕm(t) is monotonically increasing and bounded above
by π/2,

0 ≤ lim
t→∞

ϕm(t)

t
≤ lim

t→∞

π

2t
= 0.

Furthermore, ϕm(0) = 0, which shows that ϕm ∈ Conc(0,∞).
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To prove that ϕm ∈ Conc−(0,∞), it remains to show that ϕm(t)/
√
t is decreasing. We have

d
dt
(ϕm(t)/

√
t) < 0 if and only if ϕ′

m(t) <
ϕm(t)
2t

, which is equivalent to

(51) t1/m + t−1/m >
[m

2
· arctan(t1/m)

]−1

.

We show that (arctan(x))−1 < x+ 1
x
for any x > 0, which is equivalent to arctan(x) > x

x2+1
for

x > 0. Let g(x) := arctan(x)− x
x2+1

. Then g′(x) = 2x2

(x2+1)2
> 0 for any x > 0, so g is increasing

on (0,∞). Thus for any x > 0 we have g(x) > g(0) = 0, which proves the inequality. Taking
x = t1/m and using the fact that m ≥ 2, we derive

[m

2
· arctan(t1/m)

]−1

=
2

m
(arctan(t1/m))−1 ≤ (arctan(t1/m))−1 < t1/m + t−1/m.

7.4. Remarks on the Centroid Assumption. We defined Cin(K) and Cout(K) to include
only bodies with centroid at the origin so that we can apply the Lϕ and Lψ affine isoperimetric
inequalities in Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, respectively. This, in turn, allows us to state our results
for the broad range of functions in Conc−(0,∞) ∪ Conc+(0,∞) and all of the functions in
Conv(0,∞).

Ye [65] used Steiner symmetrizations to prove the following Lϕ and Lψ affine isoperimetric
inequalities. These inequalities do not have the restriction that the centroid of the body is the
origin; on the other hand, they impose some additional restrictions on the functions ϕ and ψ,
and in the former case, on the curvature of K.

Lemma 7.1. [65, Thm. 3.2] Let K ∈ Kn
o and suppose that ϕ ∈ Conc(0,∞) is such that the

function Fn(t) = ϕ(tn+1) for t ∈ (0,∞) is concave. Then

asϕ(K) ≤ asϕ(vrad(K)Bn).

Moreover, if Fn(·) is strictly concave and K has positive Gaussian curvature almost every-

where, then equality holds if and only if K is an origin-symmetric ellipsoid.

Lemma 7.2. [65, Thm. 3.4] Let K ∈ Kn
o and suppose that ψ ∈ Conc(0,∞) is such that the

function Gn(t) = ψ(tn+1) for t ∈ (0,∞) is convex. Then

asψ(K) ≥ asψ(vrad(K)Bn).

Moreover, if Gn(·) is strictly convex, then equality holds if and only if K is an origin-symmetric

ellipsoid.

Thus, one could remove the assumption that the bodies in Cin(K) or Cout(K) have centroid
at the origin by using Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2 in all of the proofs instead of Lemmas 2.1 and
2.2, but the downside is then one captures fewer functions from Conc(0,∞) and Conv(0,∞).
Furthermore, the assumption in the definitions of Cin(K) and Cout(K) that the bodies have
centroid at the origin is tacitly assumed in the definition of the extremal Lp affine surface
areas in [18]. This is because the definition (39) of Lp affine surface area is stated for convex
bodies with centroid at the origin. Ultimately, it is an open problem to obtain the results of
this article for a richer class of functions than Conc−(0,∞) ∪ Conc+(0,∞).
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