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L, JOHN ELLIPSOIDS FOR LOG-CONCAVE FUNCTIONS
FANGWEI CHEN?, JJANBO FANG!, MIAO LUO? CONGLI YANG?

ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to develop the L, John ellipsoid for
the geometry of log-concave functions. Using the results of the L, Minkowski
theory for log-concave function established in [20], we characterize the L, John
ellipsoid for log-concave function, and establish some inequalities of the L,
John ellipsoid for log-concave function. Finally, the analog of Ball’s volume
ratio inequality for the L, John ellipsoid of log-concave function is established.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a convex body in R", among all ellipsoids contained in K, there exists
a unique ellipsoid J K with the maximum volume, this ellipsoid is called the John’s
ellipsoid of K. It plays an important role in convex geometry and Banach space
geometry (see, e.g., [12-14,32,34,38,39,418]). One of the most important results
concerning the John ellipsoid is the Ball’s volume-ratio inequality, which states
that: if K is an origin symmetric convex body in R", then

V(K) - 2"

V(JK) ~ wy’
with equality if and only K is a parallelotope. Here V(K) denotes the n-
dimensional volume and w,, = F(’f—f%) denotes the volume of a unit ball in R”™.

In 1990’s, the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory was firstly initiated by Lutwak (see
[43,44]), during the last two decades, it has achieved great development and
expanded rapidly (see, e.g., [21,28,36,37,42,45,47,54-58]). The L, extension of
the John ellipsoid is given by Lutwak, Yang and Zhang [16].

Given a smooth convex body K € R" that contains the origin in its interior.
Let f,(K,-) be the L, curvature function of K, p > 0, find

i K,-)dS 1.1

| fo(¢K, -)dS (u), (1.1)

where S™~! denotes the unit sphere in R”. The minimum is actually attained
at some ¢, € SL(n), and defines an ellipsoid E,K, which ¢, maps it into the
unit ball B, that is, ¢,E,K = B. The ellipsoid is unique and is called the
volume-normalized L, John ellipsoid of K. The equivalent ways to state the
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above problem is given by the following two Optimization Problems [16]: Given
a convex body K in R"™ that contains the origin in it interior, find an ellipsoid
E, amongst all origin-centered ellipsoids, which solves the following constrained
maximization problem:

V(E)

Wn

max< )E subject to V,(K, E) < 1. (1.2)
A maximal ellipsoid will be called an .S, solution for K. The dual problem is to
find E such that

1

— E)N=w
minV,(K, E) subject to <M> > 1. (1.3)
W,

A minimal ellipsoid will be called an S, solution for K. Where

1

V,(K,E) = [/S (Z—i)pdVKF, p>0,

is the normalized L, mixed volume of K and E. More details about the solution
of the two problems S,, S, and related inequalities see [16]. The Orlicz extension
of the John ellipsoid is done by Zou and Xiong [59]. Recently, the study of the
geometry of log-concave functions in the field of convex geometry has emerged,
with a quite natural idea is to replace the volume of a convex body by the integral
of a log-concave function. To establish functional version of the problems from the
convex geometric analysis of convex body has attracted a lot of authors interest
(see, e.g., [1-1,7,16-20,22,24,35 11,52]). Also an extension of the John ellipsoids
to the case of log-concave functions has attracted a lot of authors interest, for
example, in [5], the authors extend the notion of John’s ellipsoid to the setting of
integrable log-concave functions and obtain integral ratio of a log-concave function
and establish the reverse functional affine isoperimetric inequality. The extension
of the LYZ ellipsoid to the log-concave functions is done by Fang and Zhou [27].
The Lowner ellipsoid function for log-concave function is invested by Li, Schiitt
and Werner [10]. Extensive research has been devoted to extend the concepts
and inequalities from convex bodies to the setting of log-concave functions (see,
e.g., [25,29]). In fact, it was observed that the Prékopa-Leindler inequality is
the functional analog of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality (see e.g., [15,30,19]) for
convex bodies. Much progress has been made see [0,8,10,23].
Let f be a log-concave functions of R™ such that

fR"=>R, f=e"

where v : R" — RU{+00} is a convex function. We always consider in this paper
that a log-concave function f is integrable and such that f is nondegenerate, i.e.,
the interior of the support of f is non-empty, int(suppf) # (0. This implies that
0 < [on fdz < 0.

Let f = e™™, g = 7" be log-concave functions, for any real o, f > 0, the
Asplund sum and scalar multiplication of two log-concave functions are defined
as,

a-fef-g:=e", where w* = au® + fov*. (1.4)
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Here w* denotes as usual the Fenchel conjugate of the convex function w. Cor-
respond to the volume V(K) of a convex body K in R", the total mass J(f)
of a log-concave function f in R™ is firstly considered in [24]. The functional
counterpart of Minkowski’s first inequality and related isoperimetric inequalities
are established. The L, extension of the Asplund sum and scalar multiplication
of two log-concave functions are discussed in [26], the functional L, Minkowski’s
first inequality and the functional L, Minkowski problem also been discussed.

Our main goals in this paper are to discuss the functional L, John ellipsoid,
based on the L, Asplund sum and L, scalar mutiplication of two log-concave
functions. Owing to the functional L, Minkowski’s first variation of f and g, we
focus on the following:

Problem S,. Given a log-concave function f € Ay, find a Gaussian function
74 which solves the following constrained maximization problem:

max (M) subject to 8.J,(f,75) < 1. (1.5)

Cn

212
Where ¢, = (2m)2 and ¢ € GL(n), 74 = e~ 35 is the Gaussian function.

6.J,(f,7s) is the normalized first variation of the total mass J(f) with respect to
the L, Asplund sum.

In section 3, we prove that there exists a unique Gaussian function which
solves the Problem S,. The unique Gaussian function which solves the problem
Sy is called the L, John ellipsoid for the log-concave function f, and denoted by
E, f. Moreover, we characterize a Gaussian function which is the solution of the
problem S,.

In section 4, we focus on the continuity of the L, John ellipsoid, we prove
that the L, John ellipsoid E,f is continuous with respect to f and p. By the
L, Minkowski’s first inequality for log-concave function, we prove that the total
mass of the L, John ellipsoid £, f is no more than the total mass of f. In the end
of this section, we show the similar Ball’s volume ration inequality is also holds
for log-concave function.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Convex bodies. In this paper, we work in n-dimensional Euclidean space,
R™, endowed with the usual scalar product (z,y) and norm ||z||. Let B" = {x €
R" : ||z]| < 1} denote the standard unit ball and S"' = {x € R" : ||z|| = 1}
denote the unit sphere in R™. Let K™ denote the class of convex bodies in R",
and K be the subclass of convex bodies K whose relative interior int(K) is
nonempty. For i < n, let H’ be the i-dimensional Hausdorff measure, we indicate
by V(K) = H"(K) the n-dimensional volume.
Let hg () : R — R be the support function of K; i.e., for z € R",

hi(z) = max {(z,y) 1y € K}.

Let ng(z) be the unit outer normal at = € 0K, then hx(ng(z)) = (nk(x), ).
It is shown that the sublinear support function characterizes a convex body and,
conversely, every sublinear function on R" is the support function of a nonempty
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compact convex set. By the definition of the support function, if ¢ € GL(n),
then the support function of the image ¢K = {¢y : y € K} is given by

ho (x) = hi (¢'x),

where ¢' denotes the transpose of ¢. Let K € K" be a convex body that contains
the origin in its interior, the polar body K° is defined by

K":{yeR":@,x)gl, for alleK}.

Obviously, for ¢ € GL(n), then (¢pK)° = ¢ 'K°. The gauge function || - ||k is
defined by

- i > . K = = o .
el = min{a>0:z € ak} = max(z,y) = hu-(z)

It is clear that
|z||x =1 whenever z € 0K.

Recall that the L, (p > 1) Minkowski combination of convex bodies K and L
is defined as

hK+pE.L(ZL')p = hK(ZL')p + EhL(l’)p. (21)

One of the most important inequality related to the L, Brunn-Minkowski com-
bination of convex bodies K and L is

V(K +, L)% > V(K)" + V(L)

with equality if and only if K and L are dilation of each other. The L, surface
area measure of K is defined by

dS,(K,-) = hy PdS(K,-), (2.2)

where dS(K, ) is the classical surface area measure, which is given by

lim L el) = VIE) /S  ho(w)dS(K,u).

e—0F €

It is easy to say that for A > 0, S,(AK,-) = A" PS,(K,-). If K € K, then K has
a curvature function, then f,(K,-): S""' — R, the L,-curvature function of K,
is defined by

fp(Kv ) = h’.lK_pf(Kv ')7
where f(K,-) is the curvature function, f(K,-) : S ! — R" defined as the
Radon-Nikodym derivative

i, = B

and dS is the standard Lebesgue measure on S™~1.
For quick reference about the definition and notations in convex geometry, good
references are Gardner [31], Gruber [33], Schneider [53].
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2.2. Functional setting. In the following, we discuss in the functional setting
in R". Let u: R" — RU {+o0} be a convex function, that is u((1 — ¢)z + ty) <
(1 — t)u(x) + tu(y) for t € (0,1). We set dom(u) = {x € R" : u(x) € R}, by
the convexity of u, dom(u) is a convex set in R™. We say that u is proper if
dom(u) # 0, and w is of class C2 if it is twice differentiable on int(dom(u)), with
a positive definite Hessian matrix. Recall that the Fenchel conjugate of u is the
convex function defined by

w(y) = swp {{z,9) —u(x)}. (2.3)
It is obvious that u(x) + u*(y) > (x,y) for x,y € R", there is an equality if and
only if x € dom(u) and y is in the subdifferential of u at z, that means

u*(Vu(x)) +u(z) = (x, Vu(z)). (2.4)

The convex function u : R" — R U {400} is lower semi-continuous, if the subset
{z € R" : u(xz) > t} is an open set for any ¢t € (—oo, +00]. Moreover, if u is a
lower semi-continuous convex function, then also u* is a lower semi-continuous
convex function, and u** = u.

The infimal convolution of functions v and v from R™ to R U {+o0} is defined
by

ubv(z) = inf {u(z—y)+v(y)} (2.5)

yeR”
The right scalar multiplication by a nonnegative real number «:
_fau(®), if a>0;
(uc)(z) == { Ty, ifa=0 (2.6)

The following results below gather some elementary properties of u, the Fenchel
conjugate and the infimal convolution, which can be found in [24,50].

Lemma 2.1. Let u : R* — R U {+o0}, then there exist constants a and b, with
a > 0, such that, for Vx € R"

uw(z) > al|z|| + 0. (2.7)

Moreover u* is proper, and satisfies u*(y) > —oo, Yy € R™.
Proposition 2.2. Let u: R" — RU {+o0} be a convex function. Then:

(1) (udv)" = u* +v*;

(2) (ua)*(r) = au*(%), a>0;

(3) dom(uldv) = dom(u) + dom(v);

(4) it holds u*(0) = —inf(u), in particular if w is proper, then u*(y) > —oo;
inf(u) > —oo implies u* is proper.

A function f : R" — R U {400} is called log-concave if for z,y € R" and
0 <t <1, we have

F(A=t)z+ty) > [ (2) [ (y).
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If f is a strictly positive log-concave function on R", then there exist a convex
function v : R — R U {400} such that f = e™*. Following the notations in
paper [24], let
L= {u:R"— R"U{+oc}| proper, convex, ‘ ‘lim u(x) = o0}
T|—+00
A= {f:]R"—)]R\ f:e_“,ueﬁ}.

Let f € A be a log-concave, according to a series of papers by Artstein-Avidan

and Milman [9], Rotem [51], the support function of f = e~ is defined as,

hy(z) = (—log f(z))" = u"(z). (2.8)
Here the u* is the Fenchel conjugate of u. The definition of hy is a proper
generalization of the support function hg, in fact, one can easily checks h,, = hg.
Obviously, the support function h; shares the most of the important properties
of h K-
The polar function of f = e~* is defined by f° = e~*". Specifically,

o . f €_<xvy>
it follows that, f° is also a log-concave function.

Let ¢ € GL(n), we always write f o ¢(x) = ¢f(x) = f(¢x). The following
proposition shows that hy is GL(n) covariant which is proved in [27].

Proposition 2.3. Let f € A. For ¢ € GL(n) and x € R", then
hep(z) = hy(¢™"2).

Moreover, for the polar function of f,
(@) =o' f.

The class of log-concave functions A can be endowed with an algebraic structure
which extends in a natural way as the usual of the Minkowski’s structure on K".
For example, the Asplund sum of two log-concave functions is corresponded to
the classical Minkowski sum of two convex bodies. See [24] for more about the
Asplund sum and the related inequalities of the total mass of the log-concave
function in A which correspond to the convex bodies in K. In very recently, the
L, Asplund sum of log-concave functions are studied by author Fang, Xing and
Ye [20]. Let

Ay={e™":ue Ly} CA
with
Lo={u€eL:u>0,(u") =uand u(o) =0}
Clearly, if u € Ly, then u has its minimum attained at the origin o.

Definition 2.1 ( [20]). Let f =e ™ g=¢"" € Ap,and o, 3 > 0. The L, (p > 1)
Asplund sum and multiplication of f and g is defined as

o, f EBp ﬁ g = e—[(u~po¢)Dp(v-pB)]’ (29)

I

where

LA

(1w )Ty(v 5 B) = [ () + B(v"))
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The L, Asplund sum is an extension of the Asplund sum on 4. Specially,
when p = 1, it reduces to the Asplund sum of two functions on Ay, that is

(a-f@B-g)(x)=sup f(%)ag(g)ﬁ. (2.10)

yeR™ 5

[l

Moreover, when a = 0 and 8 > 0, we have (-, f &, 5, 9)(z) = g(i)ﬁ ; when

1
37
a>0and f =0, then (-, fH S, 9)(x) = f(%)aﬁ; finally, when o = 3 = 0,

we set (a [ OpBp g) = Ijpy. We say that the L, Asplund sum for log-concave
functions is closely related to the L, Minkowski sum for convex bodies in R". For
examples, K, L € K", let

_ 1, if ze€eK;
o Ig(z) ) )
X (@) = e = { 0, if z¢K, (2.11)

where [ is the indicator function of K, and it is a lower semi-continuous convex
function,

0, if zeK;
wo={% & Tik 21

The characteristic function yx is log-concave functions with u = I belongs to
L, u* = hg belongs to L if 0 € int(K), for p € [1,+00), the function

((Ix) - @) O, (1) - B) = [(a(];)p n ﬁ(fz)p)%]*

= [(ath + sm3)7]
= Ia'pK'f‘pB'pL‘

Then o - xx @ - xp = e oD liell =y xet 501
The following Proposition assert that the L, Asplund sum of log-concave func-
tions is closed in Aj.

Proposition 2.4 ( [26]). Let f and g belong both to the same class Ay, and
a, B>0. Then f -, a@®, B+, g belongs to Ay.

The total mass function of f is defined as
J(f) = f(z)dz. (2.13)
R?’L

Clearly, when f = xg, J(f) = V(K). Similar to the integral expression of mixed
volume V (K, L), for f =e " and g = ™" in Ag, the quantity dJ(f, g), which is
called as the first variation of J at f along ¢ is defined by (see [21])

J t-g)—J

t—0+ t

It has been shown that 0.J(f, ¢g) has the following integral expression,

53(0.9) = [ hdu(s.o) (2.14)
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where p(f, x) is the surface area measure of f on R™ and is given by

u(f,x) = (Vu(z))f(H"), (2.15)

here Vu is the gradient of v in R™, that means, for any Borel function g € A,

/ g()dutf, ) = / g(Vule))e (2.16)

Specially, if take f = g in (2.14), then

SI(f, f)=nJ(f)+ flog fdx = J(nf + flog f). (2.17)

R?’L
In the following sections we write J(nf + flog f) in terms of J(f°) for simplicity.
The L, surface area measure of f, denoted by p,(f,-) is given in [20].

Definition 2.2 ( [20]). Let f = e € Ay be a log-concave function, the L,
surface area measure of f, denoted as p,(f,-), is the Boreal measure on € such
that

/ 9W)duy(f,y) = / 9(Vu(@))(hy(Vu(2)))' 77 f(x)dz, (2.18)
Q {zedom(u):Vu(z)eQ}
holds for every Borel function g such that g € L! (,up( fs ))

Similarly, the first variation of the total mass at f along g with respect to the
L, Asplund sum is defined as,

Definition 2.3 ( [20]). Let f, g € Ay. For p > 1, the first variation of the total
mass of f along g with respect to the L, Asplund sum is defined by

J(f@pt'pg)_J(f)
; )

3,(f.9) = limy (2.19)

whenever the limit exists.

The following integral expression of 0.J,(f, g) is L, extension of (2.14) which is
established in [26]. Specially, if take f = e™ /8@ and g = e~ 1+ where I and
I, are the indicator function of K and L. So J(f) = V(K) and J(g) = V (L),
then we have 0.J(f,g) = V,(K, L).

Theorem 2.5 ( [20]). Let f =e ™ € Ay and g =¢"" € Ay. Forp> 1, assume
that g is an admissible p-perturbation for f. In addition, suppose that there exists
a constant k > 0 such that

det (V2 (hy)P) < k(hy)" P~ Vdet(V2hy),
holds for all x € R™"\{o}. Then
1 ) N
Sf.9) = [ (hoVd(f.a). (2.20)

Note that the support function of the log-concave function is nondecreasing,
it’s easy to get that if g; < g, then

(Sjp(f? gl) S 5jp(f7 92)
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In the following, we normalize the §.J,(f,g). For f =e™, g=e"" € Aj, and

1 < p < oo, we define

saf9) = (DS - [ [ () hautso]” 2

J(f°) J(f°)
Note that hf?é‘ f(f)x) is a probability measure on R™. For p = oo define
hg(x)
3. (f.q) = {g : R"}. 2.92
Joo(f, g) = max he(e) € (2.22)
Unless Zi—gg is a constant on R", by the Jensen’s inequality, it follows that

0J,(f,9) < 8J,(f,g), for 1 <p < q < co. For p= oo, we have lim,, ., 0J,(f, g) =
0Js(f, g). Moreover, we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose f=e¢™ g=e"€ Ay, 1 <p<q<oo. Then

In order to establish the continuity of the L, John elli_psoid for log-concave
function in section 4, we give the following Lemma of the 0.J,(f, g).

Lemma 2.7. Let f =e ™, g=¢7", go=¢c¢ " € Ay, then

= = [17g = Py llo
}5‘]p(fag) - 5‘]p(f>g())} S m1n{|?zf| :ie Rn}’

for all p € [1,00], where || - || denotes the oo norms.

(2.24)

Proof. First suppose that p < oo, by (2.21) and the triangle inequality for L,
norms, we have

0T,(f,9) = 0T,(f, 90)| < [ﬁ /R

<[5 [ phonts.a >];||hg—hgor|oo

1 = Frgoloo
~ min{|hs(x)|: x € R*}

The third inequality we use the fact that hf?é‘ f(f)m)

For p — oo, the continuous of the L, norm with p shows that (2.24) holds for
p = oo as well. O]

hy  hg,

hf hf (f )|’

is a probability measure on R".

The following Lemma shows some Properties of 6.J,(f, ¢) and its normalizer.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that f =e™, g=¢e v € Ay, then
(1) 8J,(f, f) = S T(f°).

53; 5Jpg )pg)—)\cSJ (f,q), for A > 0.

(4) 8J,(f, A pg)—)\ 3J,(f,9), for)\>0.

(5) éJp(gbf, g) = |det¢|” 15J L(f, 07 g), for all ¢ € GL(n).
(6) 8J,(of,g) = 6J,(f, ¢~ 1g), for all ¢ € GL(n).
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Proof. By formula (2.20) and Definition 2.3, it immediately gives (1) and (2).
In order to prove (3), by Definition 2.1, we have hy. ; = )\%hf. So we have
3Jp(fi X -pg) = AoJ,(f,g). By (3), it yields (4) directly.
By the integral formula of the first variation (2.20), and note that V,(¢u) =
'V ypu, we have

6Jp(0f, 9) =%/ hP(2)dp,(Sf, )

L (o) (7 e

= %/ hi o, (Vmu)h}_p (Vgou)e " dxy

1
= |det ¢! —/ RE_, (Vu)hi P (Vu)e “dx
= | det ¢| 10, (f, ¢ g).

On other hand, note that J((¢f)°) = | det ¢|~*J(f°) and together with (5), it
follows that 6.J,(¢f, g) = 6.J,(f, ¢~ 'g). So we complete the proof. O

The following result will been used in the next section (see [52]).

Proposition 2.9 ( [52]). Let D be a relatively open convex sets, and fi, fa, -+,
be a sequence of finite convex functions on D. Suppose that the real number
fi(x), fa(x), -+, is bounded for each x € D. It is then possible to selected a
subsequence of fi, fa,- -+, which converges uniformly on closed bounded subset of
D to some finite convex function f.

3. Lp JOHN ELLIPSOID FOR LOG-CONCAVE FUNCTIONS

z 2
Let v = ¢="2 be the standard Gaussian function. In the following, we set

_ lloz|?
’7¢(£L’) =€ 2,

where ¢ € GL(n). It is worth noting that the Gaussian function v, plays an
important role in the study of the extremal problem of log-concave functions as
the ellipsoids do for the study of the extremal problems of convex bodies. In fact,
it is the unique function of A which is self-dual, that is

_l=pi®
f=et
Now, Let us consider the following optimization problem.
The L, optimization problem S, (p > 1) for log-concave functions f: Given
a log-concave function f € Ay, find a Gaussian function -4 which solves the
following constrained maximization problem:

— f°=F.

max (M) subject to 8.J,(f,75) < 1. (3.1)

n
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The dual L, optimization problem S, (p > 1) for log-concave functions f:
Given a log-concave function f € Ajp, find a Gaussian function v, which solves
the following constrained minimization problem:

J(v3)

n

min 6., (f, 75) subject to > 1. (3.2)

Lemma 3.1. These above optimization problems for log-cocave functional are
equivalent to:
(1) The problem S, is equivalent to:

max (@) subject to §J,(f,vs) = 1.

(2) The dual problem S, is equivalent to:

min 6./, (f, v5)  subject to =1.

n

212
Proof. (1) Assume that v, = e="“3" is the solution of the problem S, if —J(C:’f)

obtains the maximum, but 6.J,(f,vs) # 1, assume that §.J,(f,v4) < 1, then let

_ 1
Yo = =7, . p Ve
¢ 6JP(f7 ”be)p re
Then hy, = mm ,- Moreover, we have
_ B 1 -
0Jp(f, ) = [m /Rn h%,d/ip(fa SC)}
1 1 / 5
== hy dpy,(f, @
5Jp(f7 fyfi)) [J(fo) . Yo P( ):|
=1.
llo )

On the other hand, since 74 = e~ 2 —, by the Definition 2.1 of the L, multipli-
cation, a simple computation shows that, for A € R,

T 2 n
10 pm0) = [ ae =285, (33
Note that §.J,(f,vs)”2 > 1, then we have

‘mﬁi%miﬂﬂzaMﬂwr%waA%»

This means that 4 is not a solution to the problem S,, which is contract with

our assumption, so we complete the proof of the first one. The similar with the
proof of Problem S, so we complete the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose f € Ag. If v4 is a Gaussian function that is an solution
for the problem S, of f, then
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is an solution for problem S, of f. Conversely, if Vg s a Gaussian function that
is an solution for the S, problem of f, then
1
= Y3
6Jp(fa 75)10 e
is an solution for problem S, of f.

Proof. Let vp = e“% where T € GL(n

),
2.8, it obviously has §.J, (f, 7 f’y P 'YT) = 1. Since 7, is an S, solution for f,
then

and satisfies J(yr) > ¢,. By Lemma

J(7p) = J(W P 7T>-

By (3.3) it shows

1 ~ _n
J(m p VT) = 0Jp(f,vr) 2 J (7). (3.4)

According to Lemma 3.1, we have §.J,(f,74) = 1. Then

satrom = (705)" 2 (555)" =31 G o).

2p
On the other hand, since J (( 705 ))7 p %) = ¢y, it implies that the ellipsoid

(ﬁ’;)) " ., 7 is a solution to Problem S,. We complete the first assertion’s
proof.
Let v =€~ e , T € GL(n), such that §J,(f,v7) < 1. Then we have

WGy ™ wm) zen

Since 7 Is solution of S,, we have

(J(C;T)>7L6J (fivr) = 5J,,<f, (J(C;T))zlf . 7?) > 50(f.%).

By Lemma 3.1 we have J(v3) = c,. Hence the above inequality can be rewritten

as
) ., _Jop
5Jp(fa’7$)§ o (f fyT)E
By formula (3.4) again, it means
1 1
(R N AR S T
<5Jp(f,vg)p ”‘ﬁ) = (5Jp(f’fy_)p WT) > J(vr)

T

On the other hand, since

5(f T(; —_ %) = 1

This completes the proof. O
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Theorem 3.3. Suppose that f € Ag. Then there exist a solution, g, satisfies
the Optimization Problem S,.

Proof. By the definition of the optimization problem S, let ¢ € GL(n), if v is
Gaussian function subject to J(7v,) = ¢,, then we have ¢ € SL(n). The existence
of the solution of the Problem S, is equivalent to find the ¢y € SL(n) which
solves the following. Let ¢ € SL(n), choose €y > 0 sufficiently small so that for
all € € (—€g, €0), I + €¢ is invertible. For € € (—eg, ¢y) define ¢. € SL(n) by

I +ep
det(I + e¢)’
here I is the identity matrix and |det¢.| = 1. Then find ¢y such that
d

de L:O

Pe

0.0y (f.76.) = 0. (3.5)

It is equivalent to

(Y 1.y =0

/ a
rn de€

Since the norm of the vector and t” are continuous functions, it grants there
exists a solution of the above equation. So there exists a ¢ € SL(n) such that

SJP(f) 7¢) O

We say that the 7, is the solution of the L, functional optimization problem
Sp, and we rewrite it as the v. The following Corollary are obviously.

Corollary 3.4. Suppose f € Ay, s be the solution of the optimization problem
Sp, then

5I,(f.3p) = L. (3.6)

By Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.3, it guarantees that there exists a unique solu-
tion for the optimization problem S,.

Theorem 3.5. Let f € Ay. Then problem S, has a unique solution. Moreover
a Gaussian function vz solves S, if and only if it satisfies

n

ST A hogl) = 15 [ 1) Pz )£ ), (37)

for any y € R™.
In order to prove Theorem 3.5, we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let f = ¢ % € Ay and ¢ € GL(n). If the Gaussian function V5
solves the optimization functional problem S, then

SIS rahae ) = o | Ve ) PR () (f ).

R”|



14 F. CHEN, J. FANG, M. LUO, C. YANG

Proof. By the SL(n) invariance of the 6.J,(f, g), we may assume that v = v is
the solution of problem S,. Let ¢ € SL(n), choose ¢, > 0 sufficiently small so
that for all € € (—ep, €), I + €¢ is invertible. For € € (—¢, €g) define ¢, € SL(n)
by

I +ep
det(I + e¢)’
here I is the identity matrix and |det¢.| = 1. Then

5Jp(f, ’}/(;50) < 5<]p(.fa 7¢e)’

for all € € (—ep, €9). That means

d

=|0d(f7e) = 0. (3.8)

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.3, we have 73 = ¢;"y. Then h,yg (x) =
hy-t,(x) = hy(¢cr). By the definition of §.J,(f, g), we have

d ) -
dele=o /n e (2)dpy(f, ) = 0.

It is equivalent to the following

d | pez]*\ _
/Rn &‘;0( P ) dp(f,7) = 0.
Or equivalently,

/Rn %L:O (det([ + €¢)—2§ ((;L’ - z) + 2e(x - ) + (¢ - ¢$>)p>dup(f, ) =0,

¢5:

Since j le=o det(] + €p) = trace(¢), by a simple computation, we have,

trace(0)5,5.7) = 2 [ (.00 (10) ™ 5.,

Choosing an appropriate ¢ for each i, j € {1,2,--- ,n} gives
n _
5T = 5 [ e o et ). ),

n

where eq, - - - , e,, is an otrhonormal basis of R", and ¢; ; is the Koronecker symbols.
Which in turn gives

1yl126T,(f,7) = 2% . [(z, y) PR~ () dpy (f, ). (3.9)
That means
0Jp(f, )0y (y) = % -~ [(, ) P2~ () dpy (). (3.10)

So we have

ST s v) = | e )P () (),

We complete the proof. O
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Now we prove Theorem 3.5.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Lemma 3.6 grants that if v is and S, solution of f, then
the above formula holds.

Covnersely, without loss of generality, we may prove that (3.7) holds when
v5 =7, that is ¢ = I. Then for any ¢; € GL(n), we shall prove that if J(y,,) = ¢,
for some ¢, € GL(n),

6JP(.fa 7¢1) > 5‘]p(.fa 7))

with equality if and only if 74, = 7. Equivalently, we shall prove that if ¢, is

" . . L gyl
a positive definite symmetric matric with |¢;| = 1, and note that v, = e~ %

then

1

m /n hgdq (2)dpy(f,7) > 1,

or equivanently,

Tlr|lP\ 2, p
p5Jp1f,7) /n <HQ|S|1:CH2H ) (HUZH ) dpy(f,z) > 1,

with equality if and only ”ﬁll;)]f” =1, for z € R™.
Write ¢;" = OTO!, where T = diag(\i,---,\,) is a diagonal matrix with
eigenvalues Ay, - -+, A, and O is an orthogonal matrix. To establish our inequality

we need to show that if ¢; is a positive definite symmetric matrix with det ¢, = 1,

then
[ o (L) (B 7.0 2 0.

On the other hand, since V(¢u) = ¢'Vy,u for each ¢ € GL(n), and (¢pu)* =
¢ 'u*, we have

/n log (Hﬁ;ﬂf)p(Hg;Hz)pdup(Of, 0

170V osul (10Vortul®\? (o vver 1w o
=2 1 “(O™'O'Voy “d
p [ o (g ) (070 To) e

TO'Vul /|| Vul*\?, . —
:2p/nlog | IVl ”(” 5 | ) (u* (V) e da (3.11)

TO x| /||=]|*\»
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/n log<||¢|)|1_xt|T2H2>p<||g;”2)pdup(f, z)
:2p/n 08 |THO|t|xH IxH2) ()

2 [ o (S50 (155) mtor o

:p/ log(Zx )(Hx” ) (Of,x) (3.12)

/ [Zm 1ogx2}(” ”) (OF.2)

= 2p0.J,(Of,7) ZlogAi = 0.

Then we have

i=1
Where z; = <W e;). Then we have
! : :
[m /n h%l( )dﬂp(fvx)] (3_13)
2 oy x|l (ll=]? e :
— 1
> el [ s () o)

> 1.

The first inequality in (3.13) is a consequence of the Jensen’s inequality, with

—t
equality holds if and only if there exist a constant ¢ > 0 such that ”dhlm”w” = ¢ for

all z € R™.

Moreover, note that from the strict concave of the log-concave function that
equality in (3.12) is possible only if xq---x, # 0 which implies \; = -+ = A,
for # € R™. Thus ||Tz| = A\; when z; # 0. Now equality in (3.13) would force

—t
”dhlm”w” = ¢ or equivalently |77 'z|| = ¢ for x € R™, so that \; = ¢ for all . This

together with the fact A;---\, = 1 shows that equality in (3.13) would imply
T = I and hence ¢, = I. U

Theorem 3.7. Let f € Ay. Then problem S, has a unique solution. Moreover a
Gaussian function vy, solves S, if and only if it satisfies

(Fer) 0t 26V ) = | ) P (V00 . ),

(7
(3.14)
for any y € R™.
Proof. By computation shows o -, e™ = e a(3) then o » Vo = Vo . S0 We

obtain h(ap'p%)o = h,(Vagp™"z).
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Together with Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.5 we have

(F03) 8 0(Vag™ty) = o | It} Pho (Vag ™y i (f,2)

O
Now we define L, John ellipsoid for log-concave functions.

Definition 3.1. Let f € Ay be log-concave function, the unique Gaussian func-
tion that solves the constrained maximization problem

max J(¢y)  subject to  8J,(f,¢v) <1, (3.15)

is called the L, John ellipsoid of f and denoted by E,f. The unique Gaussian
function that solves the constrained minimization problem

min &.J,(f, ¢y)  subject to Gl =1, (3.16)

Cn
is called the normalized L, John ellipsoid of f and denoted by E,f.

ll=ll%

Specially, if we take f = e "2 for K € K

o)

since the Gaussian function 7,

Il
can be viewed as v, = e~ 2, where E is the origin-centered ellipsoid. Then

Definition 3.1 deduce the definition of L, John ellipsoid defined in [10].
Since 0.J,(¢f, g) = 6J,(f, ¢ g) for ¢ € GL(n), then we have the following
result.

Proposition 3.8. Let f € Ay. Then
E,(T'f) = T(Epf). (3.17)

Proof. By the definition of problem S, set E,f = 74, since 6.J,(f,74) = 1. By
the Lemma 2.8, we have

0Jp(T £, Tyg) = 00, (f, T Ts) = 0J,(f,76) = 1. (3.18)
By the uniqueness of the problem S, we have E,(T'f) = T(E,f). So we complete
the proof. 0

If we take f = 7, then we have E,y = . Moreover by Proposition 3.8, we have
the following.

212
Corollary 3.9. Let v, =€~ g , for ¢ € GL(n), then
Ep(78) = 7e-

4. CONTINUITY

In this section, we will show that the family of L, John ellipsoids for log-
concave functions is continuous in p € [1,00). First let f = e™ € Ay, note
that if £, f is a solution of problem S, then there exist a ¢ € SL(n) such that

_ e

pr:fYEIQ 2
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Theorem 4.1. Let f and {f;} in Ay, such that lim;_,, f; = f on R". Then
lim B, f; = E,f. (4.1)

i—00

To prove Theorem 4.1, we need the following Theorem.
First we prove that du,(fi, z) = du,(f, x)

Lemma 4.2. Let f = e, fy=e " € Ay, if fi — [, thendp,(fi, ) — du,(f, ).
Proof. We only need to prove that, for any function g € L' (1,(f,)),

i [ g(o)du(fix) = / 9(2)du(f, ). (4.2)

=00 Jpn n

Set a = max{|g(z)| : x € R"}, b = max{|f(z)| : = € R"} b; = max{|fi(z)] :
z € R}, ¢; = max{|hy(z)| : * € R"}, ¢ = max{|hs(z)| : © € R"}. Note
that f and f; € Ap are integrable, and hy, — hy whenever f; — f, then there
exist an N7 € N such that |f; — f| < 2(; for ¢ > Ni, and Ny € N such that

|hy, = hyl < & by - T for i > Ny. Since du,(f,x) = hl Pfdx, so we can
choose i > maX{Nl, Ng} then

‘/ngdup(fi,x)—/R gdyy(f, x) / gk, £, — gh? fld,

gh2 |1 fi — f\d:v+/ g f % — h2|d.
R™ Rn

IN
M

So we complete the proof. O

—v

Theorem 4.3. Suppose f = e ™, f; =e ™ g=r
i, 7N If fi = f, g — g, then

, g5 = e % e Ay, where

I 87,(70,) = 0,(f.9) (4.3
Proof. Since f; — f, g; — g, by the Definition of 0.J,(f, g), we have
[ W ditt) — [ i .0) (4.4
R™ Rn

<| [ wpdna) = [ wpdura]+ [ =gl

Note that h, and hy, are bounded, set ¢; = max{|gi(z)| : € R"} and ¢y =
max{|g(z)| : © € R"}, then ¢;, ¢y are bounded. Let ¢ = ?;i cld™7 and
|hg, — hg| < 5, then

€
[ Vb= bl (g0 < 5. (45)
By Lemma 4.2, we can show that
€
’/ hi dpp(fi, ) —/ hy du,(f, )| < 3 (4.6)
n Rn
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So together with formulas (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6) we can choose unified N such
that

[ mditte) = [ (0] <

We complete the proof. O
Now we give a proof of Theorem 4.1

Proof of Theorem j.1. By Theorem 4.3, and J(f) — J(f°) when i — oo, then
we have

lim SJp(fi,Epfi) = lim min gjp(fi,fyd,)

100 J (7g)=cn

J(ﬁ/¢):cn 1—>00

= min §J,(f, )

J(ﬁﬂzﬁ):cn
= 0J,(f, Epf).
We complete the proof. O

Note that E,f is bounded for p € [0,00]. Thus in order to establish the
continuity of E,f in p € [0,00], (2.24) shows that the §.J,(K, ) is continuity of
p e [l,00].

Lemma 4.4. If py € [1, 00|, then
lim 3J,(£.75) = 3, 75)- (47)

p—Ppo
for some ¢ € SL(n).

Theorem 4.5. Let f =e ™ € Ay, and1 < p < q < oo, E,f be the solution of
constrained mazximization problem, then

J(Exf) < J(Eef) < J(Epf) < J(EL]). (4.8)

Proof. The definition of §.J,(f, g), together with Jensenn’s inequality, for 1 < p <
q < oo, we have

By Definition 3.1, we have
Ef =max {E'f:0J,(f,Ef) <1} <max{E'f:0J,(f,Ef) <1} = E,f.

This implies J(E,f) < J(E,f). For p — oo, by the definition of (2.22), and the
continuity of p € [1,00], we have E f = lim, , E, f, we complete the proof. [J
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Theorem 4.6. Let f = e ™ € Ay, such that J(f) > 0. Let 1 < p < oo, E,f be
the solution of constrained maximization problem, then

J(E,f) < J(f). (4.9)
Proof. By the definition 3.1, we have

L3 By PO

J(f°)
The L, Minkowski inequality for log-concave functions (see [20]) says that
J(f°) J(Epf)
>0J,(f, f)+ J(f)lo :
This means that
J(Epf)
J(f)lo P2 <.
(f)log S
Sine J(f) > 0, then log JS?;{) < 0. That means
J(E,f) < J(f).

O

The functional Blaschke-Santalé inequality, proved for even functions in [11],
and given in full generality in [0] says that for log-concave function f € Ay, the
following inequality holds

P(f) < P(v),
that is

J(F)I(f0) < J(v)? = (2m)".
So combine with the Theorem 4.6, we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let f =e ™ € Ay, such that J(f) > 0. Let 1 < p < oo, E,f be
the solution of constrained maximization problem, then

JE I (Epf) < 2. (4.10)
where ¢, = (27)2.
In the following, denoting by A, and B the regular simplex centered at the

origin and the unit cube in R". To establish the L, Ball’s ratio inequality for
log-concave function, we need the following results, more details see [5].

Theorem 4.8 ( [0]). Let f € Ay, Ef be the functional John ellipsoid of f, then
I _ )
JEf) ~ J(Ege)’

where g.(x) = e 1lan—c for any ¢ € A,. Furthermore , there is equality if and
only if m = Tg. for some affine map T and some ¢ € ,,. If we assume f to
be even, then

(4.11)

J(g)
J(Eg)’

< (4.12)
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where g(x) = e 1#Is% with equality if and only if m = Tg for some linear map
T € GL(n).

Moreover, by compute the right hand of the above formulas, it gives

Lemma 4.9 ( [5]). Let f € Ay, Ef be the functional John ellipsoid of f, then

€ 1
< Z(pN=w 4.13
TEN =" TEA, )
If we assume f to be even, then
e 1 ‘B"|
Trat(f) < —(n!)» —== 4.14
(1) < Sl (4.14)

Now we give the Ball’s volume ration inequality for log-concave function.

Theorem 4.10. Let f = e € Ay, such that J(f) > 0. Let 1 < p < oo, E,f be
the solution of constrained mazimization problem, then

J(f) _n (e 1)e
D) = ()" w, 419)
If f is even then
J(f) _ e, 120
T(E, ) < E(n!)n o (4.16)

where w, is the volume of ball B™.
Proof. By Theorem 4.5, and the fact Ff = Ef, then we have

i I A
& = 7ED < "™ A

®

3=

On the other hand, note that the volume of A, is given by |A,| = v2g+'1’ and the
> t T Then by a simple computation gives

inradius of A, is given by ra, =

) €pypBal _nm (nd e
J(Epf) ~ n | J O] (n)) "5 w,
If f is even, then
T < £ g~ L
So we complete the proof. O
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