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Abstract

The sharp affine isoperimetric inequality that bounds the vol-
ume of the centroid body of a star body (from below) by the
volume of the star body itself is the Busemann-Petty centroid in-
equality. A decade ago, the L, analogue of the classical Busemann-
Petty centroid inequality was proved. Here, the definition of the
centroid body is extended to an Orlicz centroid body of a star
body, and the corresponding analogue of the Busemann-Petty cen-
troid inequality is established for convex bodies.

The centroids of the intersections of an origin-symmetric body with
half-spaces form the surface of a convex body. This “centroid body” is
a concept that dates back at least to Dupin.

The classical affine isoperimetric inequality that relates the volume
of a convex body with that of its centroid body was conjectured by
Blaschke and established in a landmark work by Petty [53]. Petty’s in-
equality became known as the Busemann-Petty centroid inequality be-
cause, in establishing his inequality, Petty not only made critical use of
Busemann’s random simplex inequality, but as Petty stated, he “rein-
terpreted” it. (See, e.g., the books by Gardner [12], Leichtweiss [25],
Schneider [55], and Thompson [58] for reference.)

The concept of a centroid body had a natural extension in what
became known as the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory and its dual. This
theory had its origins in the early 1960s when Firey (see, e.g., Schneider
[55]) introduced his concept of L, compositions of convex bodies. Three
decades later, in [34] and [35] these Firey-Minkowski L, combinations
were shown to lead to an embryonic L, Brunn-Minkowski theory. This
theory (and its dual) has witnessed a rapid growth. (See, e.g., [1-9,17—
23,26-32,34-44,46-48,54,56,57,59,62].)

The L, analogues of centroid bodies became a central focus within
the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory and its dual and establishing the L,-
analogue of the Busemann-Petty centroid inequality became a major
goal. This was accomplished by the authors of the present paper in [37]
with an independent approach presented by Campi and Gronchi [3].
The L,, centroid bodies quickly became objects of interest in asymptotic
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geometric analysis (see, e.g., [10], [11], [24], [49], [50], [51], [52]) and even
the theory of stable distributions (see, e.g., [48]).

Using concepts introduced by Ludwig [29], Haberl and Schuster [21]
were led to establish “asymmetric” versions of the L, Busemann-Petty
centroid inequality that, for bodies that are not origin-symmetric, are
stronger than the L, Busemann-Petty centroid inequality presented in
[37] and [3]. The “asymmetric” inequalities obtained by Haberl and
Schuster are ideally suited for non-symmetric bodies. This can be seen
by looking at the Haberl-Schuster version of the L, analogue of the
classical Blaschke-Santal6 inequality that was presented in [46]. While
for origin symmetric bodies, the L, extension of [46] does recover the
original Blaschke-Santalé inequality as p — oo, for arbitrary bodies only
the Haberl-Schuster version does so.

The works of Haberl and Schuster [21] (see also [22]), Ludwig and
Reitzner [32], and Ludwig [31] have demonstrated the clear need to
move beyond the L, Brunn-Minkowski theory to what we are calling
an Orlicz Brunn-Minkowski theory. This need is not only motivated by
compelling geometric considerations (such as those presented in Ludwig
and Reitzner [32]), but also by the desire to obtain Sobolev bounds
(see [22]) of a far more general nature.

This paper is the second in a series intended to develop a few of the
elements of an Orlicz Brunn-Minkowski theory and its dual. Here we
define the Orlicz centroid body, establish some of its basic properties,
and most importantly establish (what we call) the Orlicz Busemann-
Petty centroid inequality (for Orlicz centroid bodies).

We consider convex ¢ : R — [0, 00) such that ¢(0) = 0. This means
that ¢ must be decreasing on (—o0,0] and increasing on [0,00). We
require that one of these is happening strictly so; i.e., ¢ is either strictly
decreasing on (—o0, 0] or strictly increasing on [0, c0). The class of such
¢ will be denoted by C.

If K is a star body (see Section 1 for precise definitions) with respect
to the origin in R™ with volume | K|, and ¢ € C then we define the Orlicz
centroid body I'y K of K as the convex body whose support function at
x € R" is given by

h(F¢K;:C):inf{>\>0:|Il(|/K¢(x).\y) dy Sl},

where x -y denotes the standard inner product of z and ¢ in R™ and the
integration is with respect to Lebesgue measure in R".
When ¢,(t) = |t|P, with p > 1, then

T, K =T, K,
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 3

where I,K is the L, centroid body of K, whose support function is
given by

1
h(FpK; x)p = |K\/K ’$'y|pdy-

For p =1 the body I, K is the classical centroid body, I' K, of K.
We will establish the following affine isoperimetric inequality for Or-
licz centroid bodies.

Theorem. If ¢ € C and K is a convex body in R™ that contains the
origin in its intertor, then the volume ratio

Ty K|/ K|
is minimized if and only if K is an ellipsoid centered at the origin.

The theorem contains as a special case the classical Busemann-Petty
centroid inequality for convex bodies [53], as well as the L, Busemann-
Petty centroid inequality for convex bodies that was established in [37]
and [3] and the “asymmetric” version of the L, Busemann-Petty cen-
troid inequality for convex bodies that was established by Haberl and
Schuster [21].

For quick later reference, we list in Section 1 some basic, and for
the most part well-known, facts regarding convex bodies. The basic
properties of the Orlicz centroid operator are developed in Section 2.
In Section 3 the Theorem is established. Section 4 concludes with some
open problems.

1. Basics regarding convex and star bodies

The setting will be Euclidean n-space R™. We write ey, ..., e, for the
standard orthonormal basis of R™ and when we write R® = R"™! x R
we always assume that e, is associated with the last factor.

We will attempt to use x,y for vectors in R” and 2/, 3’ for vectors in
R"~1. We will also attempt to use a, b, s, ¢t for numbers in R and ¢, \ for
strictly positive reals. If () is a Borel subset of R and () is contained in
an i-dimensional affine subspace of R” but in no affine subspace of lower
dimension, then |@| will denote the i-dimensional Lebesgue measure of
Q. If z € R" then by abuse of notation we will write |z| for the norm
of x.

For A € GL(n) write A for the transpose of A and A~ for the inverse
of the transpose (contragradient) of A. Write |A| for the absolute value
of the determinant of A.

We say that a sequence {¢;}, of ¢; € C, is such that ¢; — ¢, € C
provided

|¢z - QSO‘I = I?éajx ‘(;Sl(t) - ¢o(t)‘ — 0,
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for every compact interval I C R. For ¢ € C define ¢* € C by

(11) (1) = /0 o(ts) ds”,

where ds" = ns""'ds. Obviously, ¢; — ¢, € C implies ¢¥ — 7.
Associated with each ¢ € C is ¢y € (0,00) defined by

¢y = min{c > 0 : max{¢(c), p(—c)} < 1}.

Let p(K;-) = px : R*\ {0} — [0,00) denote the radial function of
the set K C R", star-shaped about the origin; i.e. pg(z) = max{\ >
0:\x € K}. If pg is strictly positive and continuous, then we call K a
star body and we denote the class of star bodies in R” by SJ'. If ¢ > 0,
then obviously for the dilate ¢cK = {cx : € K} we have
(1.2) PecK = CPK-

The radial distance between K, L € 8! is

[Pk — pLloc = max [px(u) — pr(u)].
uesSn—1

Let h(K;-) = hi : R™ — R denote the support function of the convex
body (compact convex subset) K in R"™; i.e., h(K;z) = max{z-y:y €
K}. The Hausdorff distance between the convex bodies K and L is

’hK — hL‘oo = max |hK(u) — hL(u)|
uesSn—1

We write K" for the space of convex bodies of R". We write K for the

set of convex bodies that contain the origin in their interiors. On K7

the Haudorff metric and the radial metric induce the same topology.
We shall require the obvious facts that for K, L € K™, we have

(1.3) KclL if and only if hx < hr,
and that for ¢ > 0 and x € R",
(1.4) her (z) = chg (z) and hi(cx) = chi(x).

More generally, from the definition of the support function it follows
immediately that for A € GL(n) the support function of the image
AK = {Ay :y € K} of K is given by

(1.5) hAK(-%') = hK(At:L')
For K € S, define the real numbers Rx and rg by

(1.6) Ri = max pg(u) and rk = min pg(u).
uesu—l ueSn—l

Note that the definition of S’ is such that 0 < rx < Rg < oo, for all
K eS).
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Throughout, B = {z € R™ : |z| < 1} will denote the unit ball centered
at the origin, and w, = |B| will denote its n-dimensional volume. We
shall make use of the trivial fact that for u, € S*1,

(1.7) ”"lzfgn(?°'“)*ds(“):;/snl g - ] dS(u),

where (t); = max{t,0} for t € R, and where S denotes Lebesgue mea-
sure on S""1:ie., Sis (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

For a convex body K and a direction v € S"!, let K, denote the
image of the orthogonal projection of K onto u', the subspace of R™
orthogonal to u. We write £,(K;-) : K, — R and £,(K;-) : K, — R
for the undergraph and overgraph functions of K in the direction u; i.e.

K={y +tu: —L,(K;y)<t<l,(K;y)fory € K,}.
Thus the Steiner symmetral S,K of K € K[ in direction u can be

defined as the body whose orthogonal projection onto u' is identical to
that of K and whose undergraph and overgraph functions are given by

(1.8) CuSuY) = Sl y) + Lo )
and
(1.8b) Cu(SuK;y) = %[ﬁu(K; y') + Lu(K;y)].

For y € K, define m,, = m, (u) by
1._
my (u) = 5[0u(K;y) = Lu(K5 )]

so that the midpoint of the chord K N (y' 4+ Ru) is y’ + my(u)u. The
length |K N (y + Ru)| of this chord will be denoted by o,y = o, (u).
Note that the midpoints of the chords of K in the direction u lie in a
subspace if and only if there exists an 2] € K, such that

/
o

In this case {y/ — £ (K;y )u : ' € relint K, }, the undergraph of K with
respect to u, is mapped into the overgraph by the linear transformation
Yy +tu — Y+ [2(2) - y) — tu.

A classical characterization of the ellipsoid is the following: A convex
body K € K7 is an origin centered ellipsoid if and only if for each
direction u € S™ ! all of the midpoints of the chords of K parallel to u

lie in a subspace of R™. Gruber [15] showed how the following Lemma
is a consequence of the Gruber-Ludwig theorem [16]

z, -y =my, for all i € K,.

Lemma 1.1. A convez body K € K} is an origin centered ellipsoid if
and only if there exists an ex > 0 such that for each direction u € S™~1
all of the chords of K that come within a distance of ex of the origin
and are parallel to u, have midpoints that lie in a subspace of R™.
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When considering the convex body K € R" ! xR, for (z/,t) € R" ! x
R we will usually write h(K; 2’ t) rather than h(K; (2/,t)).
The following is well known:

Lemma 1.2. Suppose K € K andu € S"~ 1. Fory' € relint K, the
overgraph and undergraph functions of K in direction u are given by

(1.92) Lu(IGy) = min {A(K:a/, 1) ~a' -y},
and
(1.9b) Lu(K;y) = min {p(KGa',—1) —a’ -y}

See [3] for an application of (1.9a) and (1.9b) to the proof of the L,
Busemann-Petty centroid inequality.

Proof. Suppose @' € u*. From the definition of the overgraph it

follows immediately that v’ + £, (K;y')u € K, and thus the definition
of the support function shows that

(v + (K9 ) - (2 +u) < hg (2 +u).
Thus,
2y + (K y) < hg(2' +u) = h(K;2', 1),

for all 2’ € u™*. ~

Since K has a support hyperplane at ' + £, (K;y")u € 0K, and since
y' € relint K, there exists a vector of the form 2/, +u, with 2/, € u*, so
that

(' +Cu(K;y ) - (2, +u) = hi (2, +u) = h(K;z),1).

Therefore,
0,(K;y') = min {h(K;2',1) —2'-y'}.

x'cut

Formula (1.9b) can be shown in the same way. q.e.d.
We shall require the following crude estimate.

Lemma 1.3. Suppose K € K and v € S"~L. Ify € (ri/2)BNu*,
and 2|, 2% € ut are such that
Cu(K3y') = h(K; 20, 1) — 2 - yf
and
Cu(K3y) = h(K; b, —1) —ah -y
then both

2R
T A —
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 7

Proof. Note that since ¢ € (rx/2)BNu™, it follows that both £, (K;y') >
0 and £,(K;y’) > 0.
Observe that since rg B C K, we have from (1.3),

h1
(1.10) hi _ @l > k.
V142
From the fact that K contains the origin in its interior, the definition
of Ri and definition (1.9a), the hypothesis, (1.10) and (1.4), we have

Ry > Lu(Ksy)
= h(K; 2y, 1) — 2 -y
> (L J2h 2)Y? —af -y
> rilrh| — 2y -y
TK
> rglef] — af],
where the last step comes from the hypothesis that |y/| < rg /2.

The estimate for |z5| can be established in the identical manner.
q.e.d.

2. Definition and basic properties of Orlicz centroid bodies

If ¢ € C, then the Orlicz centroid body I'y K of K € S} is defined as
the body whose support function is given by

21)  hpk(@) :inf{A>0:’1K|/K¢($A'y) dy < 1},

where the integration is with respect to Lebesgue measure on R™. Ob-
serve that since limgs .o, ¢(s) = 00 or lims,_o ¢(s) = oo we have
hr,kx(x) > 0 whenever x # 0.

It will be helpful to also use the alternate definition:

(2.2) hr,k(r) = inf {)\ >0: " (5 (z - w)pk (u) dVi(u) < 1} ,

Sn—1

where ¢* is defined by (1.1) and dV}; is the volume-normalized dual
conical measure of K, defined by

* 1 n
|K|dV = o PK ds,

where S is Lebesgue measure on ™! (i.e., (n — 1)-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure). We shall make use of the fact that the volume-normalized
dual conical measure

(2.3) Vi is a probability measure on S" L.
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The equivalence of the two definitions is a consequence of the fact that

ea) [ oGawdr= - [ oGla-ooto)ex() dSe)

n Sn—1

To see (2.4) observe that:
1 B pr(v)  q -
JoGewa= [ [T eG@ onmdras
1
= [ ([ o5 ventonear) oxtorasio)
sn=1 \Jo

_ ! /S PG ) )ox ()" dS(w).

n
Since ¢* is strictly increasing on [0,00) or strictly decreasing on
(—00,0] it follows that the function

v [ G ven() avi )

is strictly decreasing in (0, 00). It is also continuous. Thus, we have:

Lemma 2.1. Suppose K € 8" and u, € S"~1. Then

|9 ool avie(o) =1
if and only if
hF¢K(u0) = )\O.
Observe that (1.4) now shows that Lemma 2.1 holds for all u, €

R\ {0}.
We now demonstrate that (2.1) defines a convex body that containins
the origin in its interior.

Lemma 2.2. If K € §7 then hr,k s the support function of a body
n K.

Proof. Observe that it follows immediately from definition (2.1) that
for z € R™ and ¢ > 0,

hr,k(cx) = chr,k(z).
We show that indeed for z1,z9 € R”,
hryk (1 +22) < hr,r(21) + hr,r(22).

To that end let hF¢K(ZEl’) = \; ie.,

25) oo (B o) v = 1.
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 9

The convexity of the function s — ¢*(s px(u)) shows that

Tr1-UuU+ T2 U
o* (1 >\1+>\z PK(U)>

)\1 1 U )\2 o U
< * u) | + * u) | .
_)\1+>\2¢ < A1 Pl )> >\1+/\2¢ A2 P (1)
Integrating both sides of this inequality with respect to the measure V3
and using (2.5) gives

o (Tt aa)-u .
— av, <1
Lo (B ) v < 1,
which, using (2.2), gives the desired result that

hF¢K(x1 —i—l’g) < A1+ Ao

Thus hr,x is indeed the support function of a compact convex set, and
since hr,x > 0, we see that I, K € K. q.e.d.

We shall require more than hr,x > 0. Specifically,
Lemma 2.3. If K € S, then

O ,,,,TL+1 R
n-lTK < hF¢K(U) < K’
TLC¢* ‘K| C¢*

for all w e S 71,

Proof. Suppose u, € S"! and let hr,k(uo) = Ao; i.e.

e [ o (M ) )y

To obtain the lower estimate we proceed as follows. From the defini-
tion of cg», either ¢*(cgx) = 1 or ¢*(—cy+) = 1. Suppose ¢*(cgx) = 1.
Then from the fact that ¢* is non-negative and ¢*(0) = 0, Jensen’s in-
equality, and definition (1.6) together with the fact that ¢* is monotone
increasing on [0, 00) and (1.7),

¢*(cpr) =1
B /s_ o* <UA“ pK(u)> W

S ((UAU)JF PK<u)> S

o (; /Sn1 (uo;)+ pK(U)T;' dS(u))

" Wyt
nXo |K| |
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10 ERWIN LUTWAK, DEANE YANG AND GAOYONG ZHANG

Since ¢* is monotone increasing on [0, c0), from this we obtain the lower
bound for hr¢K:

n+1
Wn—1Tg

neg| K| S Ao
The case where ¢*(—cg+) = 1 is handled the same way and gives the
same result.

To obtain the upper estimate, observe that from the definition of
ce, the fact that ¢* is monotone decreasing on (—o0,0] and mono-
tone increasing on [0,00), together with the fact that the function
t — max{¢*(t),p*(—t)} is monotone increasing on [0,0c0), definition
(1.6), and finally (2.3) it follows that

max{¢*(cg+), ¢*(—ce+)}
=1

= [ (5 et ) i)

< [ g (Lontlonl)) g (o0

< Sn_qlax{ﬁ(pK(U)/ Xo)s 0" (=prc(u)/Ao)} AV (u)

< [ ma{o (Rac/ o). 0" (= R/ o) Vi )
= wmax{" (Rie/Ao). 6" (~Ric Ao}

But the even function ¢t — max{¢*(t), ¢*(—t)} is monotone increasing
on [0,00) so we conclude

R
N < K
C¢*

q.e.d.

For ¢ > 0, an immediate consequence of definition (2.2) and (1.2) is
the fact that

(27) F¢CK = CF¢K.

We next show that the Orlicz centroid operator Iy : S — S is
continuous.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose ¢ € C. If K; € S} and K; — K € S, then
F¢>Ki — F¢K.

Proof. Suppose u, € S"~!. We will show that
hr,k; (o) — hr,k (o).
Let

bk, (uo) = Ni,
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 11

and note that Lemma 2.3 gives

n+1
Whn—1T 7 Ry,
—— <N < 2R
NCy* ’Kz‘ Co*

Since K; — K € §)', we have rg, — rx > 0 and Rg, — Rg < oo, and
thus there exist a,b such that 0 < a < A\; < b < o0, for all i. To show
that the bounded sequence {\;} converges to hr,x(u,), we show that
every convergent subsequence of {\;} converges to hr, ", i (u,). Denote an
arbitrary convergent subsequence of {\;} by {\;} as well, and suppose
that for this subsequence we have

Obviously, a < A\, < b. Let K; = )\Z-_IKZ'. Since /\i_1 — A;! and
K; — K, we have

Now (2.7), and the fact that hr,k,(uo) = Ai, shows that hp, g, (uo) = 1;
i.e.

gn—1 0" (o - u)pg, (u)) dVIi‘Q(u) =1

for all i. But K; — A;'K and the continuity of ¢* now give

0 o 0 () V(w0 = 1.
which by Lemma 2.1 gives
hF¢A;1K(“0) =1
This, (2.7) and (1.4) now give
hr, Kk (uo) = As.

This shows that hr,k, (u,) — hp¢K(uo) as desired.

But for support functions on S”~! pointwise and uniform convergence
are equivalent (see, e.g., Schneider [55, p. 54]). Thus, the pointwise
convergence hr‘d)[{i — hF¢K on S™ ! completes the proof. q.e.d.

We next show that the Orlicz centroid operator is continuous in ¢ as
well.

Lemma 2.5. If ¢; € C and ¢; — ¢ € C, then I'y, K — I'y K, for each
KeS].

Proof. Suppose K € 8" and u, € S"~!'. We will show that for the
support functions of the convex bodies I'y, K’ we have

hr,, Kk (uo) = b,k (Uo).
Let

hr,, k(o) = Ai,
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and note that Lemma 2.3 gives

1
wnflT‘nKJr <\ < RK
negr [K| 71 T ey

Since ¢; — ¢* € C, we have cgr — cy« € (0,00) and thus there exist
a,b such that 0 < a < \; < b < o0, for all .

To show that the bounded sequence {\;} converges to hr,k(u,), we
show that every convergent subsequence of {);} converges to hr, k (uo).
Denote an arbitrary convergent subsequence of {\;} by {\;} as well,
and suppose that for this subsequence we have,

Ai — A

Obviously, 0 < a < Ay < b. Since h(Iy, K;u,) = Ay,

1= [ o (M5 )] v

This, together with ¢ — ¢* € C and \; — A, gives

1= [ o (57 o) avic(w),

But by Lemma 2.1 this gives
hr¢K(uo) = )\*.

This shows that h(I'y, K;u,) — h(I's K u,) as desired.
Since the support functions hr, xk — hr,x pointwise (on S"=1) they
converge uniformly and hence

Ty K — TK.

The operator T}, intertwines with elements of GL(n):

Lemma 2.6. Suppose ¢ € C. For a star body K € S} and a linear
transformation A € GL(n),

(2.8) T,(AK) = A(T,K).

Proof. From (2.7) it follows that we may assume, without loss of
generality, that A € SL(n).
Suppose z, € R™ and

hIyAK;20) = Xo.
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From Lemma 2.1 and (2.4), the substitution z = Ay and the facts
that |AK| = |K| and dz = |A|dy = dy, we have

1
= TAK] /AK d(x0 - 2/No) dz
1
- /K O(z0 - Ay/No) dy
- ulq /K (A, - y/No) dy

But by Lemma 2.1, (2.4) and (1.5) this implies that
Ao = h(TyK; Atxo) = h(AT,K;x,),
giving W(ILAK;z,) = h(AT4K; z,). q.e.d.
3. Proof of the Orlicz Busemann-Petty centroid inequality

The proof of our theorem makes critical use of:

Lemma 3.1. Suppose ¢ € C, and K € K. Ifu € S" ! and 2,2} €
ul, then

1 1
(3.1) h(T(SuK); 32 + 3a5,1) < 5h(rqﬁK; o, 1) + 5h(rd)K; rh, —1).

Equality in the inequality implies that all of the chords of K parallel to
u, whose distance from the origin is less than
TK
2max(L, | 2], [ 25]}

have midpoints that lie in a subspace.

Proof. In light of Lemma 2.6 we may assume, without loss of gener-
ality, that |K| =1 =|S,K]|.

Let K’ = K, denote the image of the projection of K onto the sub-
space ut. For each y' € K, let oy/(u) = 0,y = | K N (¥ + Ru)| be the
length of the chord K N (y' +Ru), and let m,» = m,(u) be defined such
that y' + m,u is the midpoint of the chord K N (y' 4+ Ru).

For A1, A2 > 0, we have

/K ’ <(x/1;1)y> dy = /K ¢ <W> dyds

(3.2) v

:/ dy,/"y’/Qqﬁ(m’lyl—i-t—i-my,)dt
K’ —0,/2 A1

I
Q.
QQ\
S
3y 3
S
Q +
4 N
~ ~
[\ ~
[\
-
7\
8
S
>
= ~
_|_
Va)
N———"
=8

PROOF COPY NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION



14 ERWIN LUTWAK, DEANE YANG AND GAOYONG ZHANG

by making the change of variables ¢ = —m,, + s, and

(3.3)

[o(E0Yay o [ o))y,

K
_ dy’ my’+ay’/2¢<ﬂ?l2'y/—s>d8
My =0, /2 A2

/dy /0'/2 (x’z-y'—i—t—my/)dt
4 o, /2 A2

t— /
:/S K¢<$2 y +)\2 my (u)>dy/dt,

by making the change of variables ¢t = m, — s.
Abbreviate

/

1.0, 1. 1 1
T, = 577 + 575 and Ay = 5A1 + 52,

and from the convexity of ¢, follows
(3.4)

oy +t Mo (x Y+t my Ao (xhy +t—my
9p( Lo TH) L Ay TET My ) A2 .
o(57) < 3o TR
From (3.2) - (3.4), we have
A1 (1, 1) -y A2 (25, =1) -y
al b)Y gy 4 22 S IO I
A0 /K(ZS < A1 * )\0 K¢ AQ Y

N, <w’1 -y’+t+myf<u>) aydt
Su

o A
e[ ()
Ao Js, A2
(3.5) 1, 1.7y . ./
22/ é (21‘11+ 25521 y +t dydt
SuK 5)\1 + 5)\2

1,./ 1,. /
9 + 5 7]- ' 7t
2/ é (21‘1 12% 1) (¥, 1) dy'dt
SuK 5)\1"’5)\2

(l‘g, 1) i y)
Lo () o

M = h([pK;2h,1) and Ay = h(T,K;2h, —1);

Choose

recall that |K| =1 and we have from Lemma 2.1,

/K<Z5((x,1/\11)y> dy=1 and /Kqﬁ((xé’;;)‘y) dy =1.
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 15

But this in (3.5), and the fact that | S, K| = 1 shows that

5 (327 + 575, 1) -y dy
%)\1 + %)\2 ’

1>
|SuK| SuK

which by definition (2.1) gives
h(To(Sul); 321 + 375, 1) < 31+ 3k,

with equality forcing (in light of the continuity of ¢) equality in (3.4)
for all y' € K and all t € [—0y//2,0,/2].

This establishes the desired inequality.

Suppose there is equality. Hence there is equality in (3.4) for all
y € K'and all t € [—0y/2,0,/2].

From definition (1.6) of rx we see that if | y/| < rx /2 then

rK TK oy oy
(36&) (—7, 7) (- (my/ — Ty,my/ -+ Ty)
and therefore also
TK TK O'y/ Uy’
(36b) (—7, ?) - (—my/ - 7, My + 9 )
Suppose ¥ is such that
/| o
R INEAN AN
Then,
'K TK TK TK
x’l-yle(—7,7) and xé-yle(—T,T)
and from (3.6) it follows that
Ty Oy T, T,
xll'y/+my/€(_5’2y) and zé'y,_myle(_éla 21/)

Thus, the linear functions
t— 2y +t+my and t— a5y +t—my

both have their root in (—o,/ /2,0, /2). Thus, they either (1) have their

root at the same t = t, € (—oy/2,04/2) or (2) there will exist a

t=t;, € (—oy/2,0,/2) at which these functions have opposite signs.
Consider case (2) first. The fact that

-y +ty +my and  ah -y by —my
have opposite signs tells us that
-y +t+my and x5y +t—my
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16 ERWIN LUTWAK, DEANE YANG AND GAOYONG ZHANG

have opposite signs for all ¢t € (t?*/ — 0y t; +0,) for some 9,/ > 0. This
and the fact that there is equality in (3.4) together with the fact that
¢ can not be linear in a neighborhood of the origin gives
2y +t+my  why +t—my
A1 N A2 ’
for all t € (¢, — 6y, 1}, + d,/) which contradicts the assumption that the
linear functions have opposite signs.
In case (1) the linear functions

t— 2y +t+my and t— a5y +t—my
have a root at the same t = t,, € (—0,//2,0,/2) and this immediately
yields
(x5 — ) -y = 2my.
But this means that for | /| < rx/max{2,2| 2|, 2| 24|}, the midpoints
{(',my) ¢/ € K'}
of the chords of K parallel to u lie in the subspace
{502 — 1) -y) 1y € K}
of R™, q.e.d.

As an aside, observe that the inequality of Lemma 3.1 could have
been presented as:

—_

1
h(Ty(Sy K),2x1+ swy,—1) < —h(T,K; 27, )—|—§h(F¢K;x'2,—1).

\V)

If ¢ is assumed to be strictly convex, then the equality conditions of
the inequality in Lemma 3.1 are simple.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ¢ is strictly convex and K € K. If u € S"1
and 2, 7% € ut, then
1

1
h(Ly(SuK); 527 + 325,1) < §h(F¢K o, 1)+ ih(l“qu;x’z,—l),

and

1 1
h(Ty(Sy K),2x1+ swy,—1) < —h(T,K; 2, )—I—ih(l“(z,K;:c'g,—l).

\V)

Equality in either inequality, implies
h(F¢K; a:’l, 1) = h(P¢K; a:'z, —1)

and that all of the midpoints of the chords of K parallel to u lie in a
subspace.
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 17

Proof. Observe that equality forces equality in (3.4) for all ¥/ € K’
and all t € [—0,/2,0,/2]. But since ¢ is strictly convex this means
that we must have

(3.7) iy Ht+my  xhey +t—my
) A1 A2 ’

for all t € (—oy/2,04/2). Choosing A\; = h(TpK;2],1) and Xy =
h(TyK; x5, —1), (3.7) immediately gives

h(F¢Ka x,h 1) =M =X= h(F¢Ka 17,2, _1)7
and
(xIZ - xll) ' y/ = 2my’a

for all ¥ € K'. But this means that the midpoints {(y',m,) : v/ € K'}
of the chords of K parallel to u lie in the subspace

1
(', 5(za = 21) o) : ¢ € KT}

of R™. q.e.d.

The theorem will be proved using:

Lemma 3.3. Suppose ¢ € C and K € K?. Ifu € S"™1, then
(3.8) [p(SuK) C Su(IK).

If the inclusion is an identity then all of the chords of K parallel to u,
whose distance from the origin is less than

TK TTyK
4R1"¢K ’

have midpoints that lie in a subspace.

Proof. Suppose y' € relint (I',K),,. By Lemma 1.2 there exist 2] =
2 (y) and o, = 24 (y') in ut such that
(3 9) Zu(DbK, y,) = thbK(x/l? 1) - xll : y/7

. gu(DﬁK’ y,> - hF¢K(m/27 _1) - m/2 ) y,-
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18 ERWIN LUTWAK, DEANE YANG AND GAOYONG ZHANG

Now by (1.8), (3.9), followed by Lemma 3.1, and then Lemma 1.2 we
have

(3.10)

LUKy = STTKy) + S0 (MK )
= 5 (ke 1) = 2 y) + 5 (e, —1) = 2 1)
= (@ 1)+ Shrre(eh, —1) — (bt + Jah) o/
> hr,s.x) (320 + 525, 1) — (327 + 525) - ¢/
>

min {hF¢(SuK) (.ﬁU/, 1) — _1‘, . y/}

z'eut

Cu(Ty(SuK)sy'),

and
LSUTR)5y) = 50T Kiy) + 3Ty
= 5 (e 1) = % ) + 3 (el —1) — 35 )
= Shra(el 1) + Sk (e ~1) = (bah + bab) -y
> hry(s,m0) (321 + 375, —1) — (32 + 525) -y
> min {hr 5,0 ~1) — 2’ o/}

Cu(To(Suk):y).

This establishes the inclusion.

Now suppose

Ty(SuK) = Su(TpK).

Then by Lemma 1.2, for each 3’ € (I'xK ), N (rr,x/2)B, there exist
o =2 (y') and x4, = 24(y') in ut such that
Cu(TyK.y') = hryk(21,1) — 24 -9/
C(TyK,y') = hryre(ah, —1) — x5 -y,
and since I'y (S, K) = Sy (I K), from (3.10) we see that

(3.11)

1 1
(3.12) hF¢(SuK)(%x/1 + %SE/Q, 1) = §hF¢K({L‘/1, 1)+ §hr¢K(ZL‘/2, —1).
From Lemma 1.3 and (3.11), it follows that both
2Rr, k
2] 2h] < —=.
TTyK

But now (3.12) and the equality conditions of Lemma 3.1 show that all
of the chords of K parallel to u, whose distance from the origin is less
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ORLICZ CENTROID BODIES 19

than
TKTTy K
have midpoints that lie in a subspace. q.e.d.

As a direct consequence of Lemma 1.1, we now have:
Corollary. Suppose ¢ € C and K € K. If u € S"™1, then
Tp(SuK) C Su(I4K).
If the inclusion is an identity for all u, then K is an ellipsoid centered
at the origin.
The Corollary and a standard Steiner symmetrization argument now
yield:

Theorem. If ¢ € C and K € K7}, then the volume ratio |T4K|/| K|
is minimized if and only if K is an ellipsoid centered at the origin.

4. Open Problems

The class-reduction technique introduced in [33] can be used to show
that once the Busemann-Petty centroid inequality and its equality con-
ditions have been established for convex bodies (in fact for a much
smaller class of bodies) then one can easily extend the inequality and
its equality conditions to all star bodies. It was shown in [37] that
this is also the case for L, centroid bodies. Does there exist a similar
class-reduction technique that is applicable for Orlicz centroid bodies?

Conjecture. If ¢ € C and K € S, then the volume ratio | T K|/| K|
18 minimized only by ellipsoids.

In [45], the Orlicz projection body II4K of a convex body K € K,
was defined as the convex body whose support function is given by

(4.1) hn,k(r) =inf {)\ >0: /Snl O(3(z - u)pre(u)) dVi (u) < 1} ,

where Vi, the volume-normalized conical measure, is defined by
1
|K|dVk = EhK dSk,

and Sk is the classical Aleksandrov-Fenchel-Jessen surface area measure
of K. Let II; K = (II,K)" denote the polar Orlicz projection body of
K. Compare definition (4.1) with definition (2.2).

In [45], the following inequality was established.

Orlicz Petty projection inequality. Suppose ¢ € C is strictly
convez. If K € K then the volume ratio

K|/ K]

1s mazimal if and only if K is an ellipsoid centered at the origin.
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20 ERWIN LUTWAK, DEANE YANG AND GAOYONG ZHANG

The technique introduced in [33] shows that once the Petty Pro-
jection inequality has been established then one can easily derive the
Busemann-Petty centroid inequality as a consequence, and vice versa.
The same is true of the L, Busemann-Petty centroid inequality and
the L, Petty projection inequality. Is there an easy road from the Or-
licz Petty projection inequality to the Orlicz Busemann-Petty centroid
inequality? Is there an easy road from the Orlicz Busemann-Petty cen-
troid inequality to the Orlicz Petty projection inequality?
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