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Lasserre [32] proved that for every compact set K ⊂ Rn

and every even number d there exists a unique homogeneous 
polynomial g0 of degree d with K ⊂ G1(g0) = {x ∈ Rn :
g0(x) ≤ 1} minimizing |G1(g)| among all such polynomials 
g fulfilling the condition K ⊂ G1(g). This result extends the 
notion of the Löwner ellipsoid, not only from convex bodies 
to arbitrary compact sets (which was immediate if d = 2 by 
taking convex hulls), but also from ellipsoids to level sets of 
homogeneous polynomial of an arbitrary even degree.
In this paper we extend this result for the class of non-negative 
log-concave functions in two different ways. One of them is the 
straightforward extension of the known results, and the other 
one is a suitable extension with uniqueness of the solution in 
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the corresponding problem and a characterization in terms of 
some ‘contact points’.
© 2021 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier Inc. This is an 

open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).

1. Introduction

In [3] the authors proved that for any non-negative integrable log-concave function 
f : Rn → [0, +∞) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, there exists a unique pair (t0, E0), with 
t0 ∈ (0, 1] and E0 ⊂ Rn an ellipsoid such that

t0χE0 ≤ f (1)

maximizing
ˆ

Rn

tχE(x) dx = t|E|

among all the pairs (t, E) verifying (1), where for any measurable set K ⊆ Rn, χK

denotes its characteristic function and |K| denotes its n-dimensional Lebesgue measure.
This is a functional version of John’s celebrated theorem [30], which provides the 

existence of a unique maximal volume ellipsoid contained in any convex body K ⊂ Rn. 
This maximal volume ellipsoid is called the John ellipsoid of K. Whenever one takes, 
for any convex body K ⊆ Rn containing the origin, f = χK in the aforementioned 
maximization the solution is t0 = 1 and E0 is the John ellipsoid of K. For other functional 
version of the problem, see [28].

Recall that if f(x) = e−u(x) with u : Rn → [0, +∞] a convex function, its polar 
function f◦ is defined as f◦(x) = e−u∗(x), where u∗ : Rn → R is the Legendre transform 
of u given by u∗(x) = supy∈Rn(〈x, y〉 − u(y)). If K ⊆ Rn is a convex body containing 
the origin in its interior, then (χK)◦ = e−‖·‖K◦ . Here, for any convex body K containing 
the origin, ‖ · ‖K denotes the Minkowski gauge

‖x‖K = inf{λ > 0 : x ∈ λK},

and K◦ denotes the polar body of K, defined by

K◦ = {x ∈ Rn : 〈x, y〉 ≤ 1, ∀y ∈ K}.

Besides, we will denote by |x| = ‖x‖Bn
2 the Euclidean norm, for every x ∈ Rn, where Bn

2
denotes the Euclidean unit ball and the epigraph of a convex function u : Rn → [0, +∞)
by

epi(u) := {(x, t) ∈ Rn × [0,+∞) : u(x) ≤ t}.

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
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Using this functional notion of polarity [31], taking into account that f◦◦ = f for any 
log-concave function f , and the equality |E||E◦| = |Bn

2 |2 for any origin centered ellipsoid 
E , whenever f is even, the previous result can be stated as a minimizing volume problem, 
i.e., for any even integrable log-concave function f : Rn → [0, +∞) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1
there exists a unique pair (t1, E1) with t1 ≥ 1 and E1 ⊂ Rn a origin centered ellipsoid 
such that

f ≤ t1 exp{−‖ · ‖E1} (2)

minimizing

ˆ
t1 exp{−‖x‖E1} dx = t1n!|E1|

among all the pairs (t, E) verifying (2).
In [35] the authors provided a definition of a functional Löwner ellipsoid also when-

ever f is not necessarily even. They considered the corresponding integral minimization 
problem related to such functional ellipsoid. In that case the solution does not necessar-
ily coincide with the polar of the functional John ellipsoid of the polar function. This 
result generalizes the dual version of John’s Theorem, which states that for any convex 
body K ⊆ Rn there exists a unique ellipsoid, known as the Löwner ellipsoid of K, of 
minimal volume containing K. Whenever one takes, for any convex body K containing 
the origin, f = exp{−‖ · ‖K}, the solution of the minimization problem appearing in [35]
also recovers the Löwner’s ellipsoid of K. Interpreting and proving functional versions for 
log-concave functions of well-known geometric results has become increasingly popular 
in the last years, see for instance [2], [3], [4], [6], [7], [8], [15], [16], [17], [18], [20], [19], 
[31], [34], [41].

John and Löwner ellipsoids of convex bodies have been widely investigated in the 
literature (see, for example, [23], [24], [22], [25]). Furthermore, the John or the Löwner 
ellipsoid of a convex body K ⊆ Rn is characterized by the existence of some contact 
points between the boundary of K and the Euclidean sphere, Sn−1 (see [9], [13]).

Other connections between convex bodies and ellipsoids can be found in the literature. 
For instance, the Legendre and Binet ellipsoids are well-known concepts from classical 
mechanics. For some references, see [33], [36], [38], [39], and [37] for recent developments.

On the other hand, Lasserre [32] generalized the definition of the Löwner ellipsoid for 
any compact (non-necessarily convex) set by means of replacing the bilinear form given 
by an ellipsoid by a homogeneous polynomial of even degree d ≥ 2.

More precisely, if we denote by Hd(Rn) the vector space of homogeneous polynomials 
of degree d in Rn, of dimension hd(n) =

(
n+d−1

d

)
, it was proved that, given any compact 

set K ⊂ Rn with non-empty interior and an even integer d ∈ N, there exists a unique 
homogeneous polynomial g0 ∈ Hd(Rn) of degree d, the d-Lasserre-Löwner polynomial, 
such that
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K ⊆ G1(g0) = {x ∈ Rn : g0(x) ≤ 1} (3)

with minimum volume |G1(g0)| among all d-homogeneous polynomial verifying (3).
Let Fd(Rn) be the set in Hd(Rn) of all d-homogeneous polynomials in Rn such that 

|G1(g)| < +∞. Note that |G1(g)| < +∞ implies g ≥ 0. In particular, the previous 
minimization problem cannot be stated for odd d.

Moreover, the solution is also characterized in terms of some common contact points 
in the boundaries of K and G1(g0) (cf. [32]). More precisely, |G1(g0)| is minimum among 
all g ∈ Hd(Rn) verifying (3) if and only if there exist y1, . . . , ys ∈ K, λ1, . . . , λs > 0, 
with s ≤ hd(n), such that g0(yi) = 1 for i = 1, . . . , s, and

ˆ

Rn

xαe−g0(x)dx =
s∑

i=1
λiy

α
i (4)

for every α ∈ Nn such that |α| =
∑n

i=1 αi = d, where xα = xα1
1 · · ·xαn

n . Note that the 
identity above implies a trace identity (see Lemma 2.1)

n

d

ˆ

Rn

e−g0(x)dx =
ˆ

Rn

g0(x)e−g0(x)dx =
s∑

i=1
λi.

In this paper we will extend the result of [32] to the functional setting. Let us pose 
the following problem:

Problem 1. Given f : Rn → [0, +∞) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, and d ∈ N even, minimize
ˆ

Rn

te−g(x)
1
d dx = tn!|G1(g)|

among all g ∈ Hd(Rn) and t ≥ 1 such that

f(x) ≤ te−g(x)
1
d . (5)

Note that the functional (t, g) 
→ t|G1(g)| to be minimized verifies a strong global con-
vexity property on the space of pairs (r, g) verifying (5), once the natural reparametriza-
tion t = er, together with an appropriate change in the integral to consider, is taken 
(see Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 4.6). Despite this global property, the set of pairs (r, g)
verifying (5), with t = er, does not verify a suitable convexity or compactness property, 
so the existence and uniqueness of a minimizing pair is not straightforwardly obtained. 
Considering, for instance, f(x) = χBn

2 and taking r0, r1 > 0 and polynomials of the form 
gi(x) = rdi |x|d, i = 0, 1, we have

χBn ≤ exp{ri − g
1/d
i }
2
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for i = 0, 1. However,

χBn
2 � exp{rθ − g

1/d
θ }

for any θ ∈ (0, 1), where rθ = (1 − θ)r0 + θr1 and gθ = (1 − θ)g0 + θg1.
In view of Lasserre’s result, one might think of integrable functions f : Rn → [0, +∞)

as the typical extension of compact sets to spaces of functions. Unfortunately, Problem 1
does not make sense in such a general case (see Example 3.1). Motivated by this fact, 
we solve the problem in the setting of log-concave integrable functions. Let F(Rn) be 
the set of all log-concave integrable functions on Rn.

Theorem 1.1. Let f ∈ F(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and d ∈ N even. Then there exists 
(t1, g1) ∈ [1, +∞) × Fd(Rn) a solution of Problem 1.

Notice that the problem considered in Theorem 1.1 was solved with uniqueness for 
d = 2 in [3], in the even case, and in [35], in the general case, since for g ∈ H2(Rn) the 
set G1(g) is an ellipsoid provided that |G1(g)| is finite (see Lemma 2.3 (2.3)).

However, even this case is not solved with uniqueness in the proof of Theorem 1.1
with this point of view, since polarity does not work clearly between polynomials. More 
precisely, if we try to construct a proof by taking duals in the proof in [3], we would need 
to take the polar of the ellipsoid G1(g), but the expression of the polynomial defining 
the polar ellipsoid in terms of g is not clear.

In the general case, the uniqueness is not straightforwardly obtained (although we 
do not know any example for which the minimization point is not unique). It seems to 
us that the proof would require some more convexity properties than the ones we have 
obtained.

The following similar problem is also posed. Unlike the case of Problem 1 above, we 
are able to show existence and uniqueness of the solution.

Problem 2. Given f : Rn → [0, +∞) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, and d ∈ N even, minimize

ˆ

Rn

te−g(x) dx = tΓ(nd + 1)|G1(g)|

among all g ∈ Hd(Rn) and t ≥ 1 such that

f(x) ≤ te−g(x). (6)

Again, the existence of a global minimum is not guaranteed using the convexity of the 
functional to be optimized, since the argument would need the feasible set of solutions 
to be a convex compact set. Lemma 4.5 proves that the set is convex, but compactness 
can not be assured.
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This problem is solved with uniqueness, when imposing an extra condition, in the 
following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let f : Rn → [0, +∞) be a log-concave function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1
and d ∈ N even, such that

Ĥ1(f) =
⋃

λ∈(0,1)

log(1/λ)−1/d{x ∈ Rn : f(x) ≥ λ}

is bounded. Then there exists (t2, g2) ∈ [1, +∞) ×Fd(Rn) a unique solution of Problem 2.

For an interior minimization point (t2, g2) ∈ (1, +∞) × intFd(Rn), being the unique 
solution of Problem 2 can be characterized by some touching conditions, via the Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker conditions (see [5], [27]). For these conditions to hold, no hypothesis on 
the log-concavity of f is needed.

Theorem 1.3. Let f : Rn → [0, +∞) be a bounded function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1. 
Moreover, let (t2, g2) ∈ (1, +∞) × int(Fd(Rn)) be such that f(x) ≤ t2 exp(−g2(x)) for 
every x ∈ Rn. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) (t2, g2) is the only solution of Problem 2.
(ii) There exist x1, . . . , xm ∈ Rn, m ≤

(
n+d−1

d

)
+ 1, with f(xi) = t2 exp(−g2(xi)), and 

λi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, such that

t2

ˆ

Rn

exp(−g2(x))dx =
m∑
i=1

λi and

t2

ˆ

Rn

xα exp(−g2(x))dx =
m∑
i=1

λix
α
i for all α ∈ Nn

d .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we provide all the definitions and 
properties related to homogeneous polynomials which are needed for the study of both 
problems. Section 3 is devoted to give the existence of a minimization point in Problem 1. 
In Section 4 we study Problem 2, giving similar results as the ones given in Section 3, 
and new facts that allow to prove the existence and uniqueness of the minimization 
problem, under the additional assumption given in Theorem 1.2. Further, we give the 
characterization of the minimization point in terms of the contact points. Finally in 
Section 5 we introduce the d-outer volume and integral ratio of a convex body, and show 
an application of the d-Löwner-Lasserre polynomial to approximation of convex bodies.
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2. Homogeneous polynomials

Let Hd(Rn) be the vector space of homogeneous polynomials of degree d in Rn, with 
dimension hd(n) =

(
n+d−1

d

)
. Any g ∈ Hd(Rn) can be uniquely written as

g(x) =
∑

α∈Nn
d

gαx
α

where Nn
d = {α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn : |α| = α1+· · ·+αn = d} and for x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈

Rn and α ∈ Nn
d , xα denotes the monomial xα =

n∏
i=1

xαi
i .

For any g ∈ Hd(Rn), let us denote, for any t > 0, Gt(g) = {x ∈ Rn : g(x) ≤ t}. 
Notice that by the homogeneity of g, Gt(g) = t

1
dG1(g), and that if |G1(g)| < +∞ then 

necessarily g must be non-negative on Rn and therefore d must be even. Moreover, if 
d = 2, G1(g) is an ellipsoid. However, for d > 2, G1(g) can be non-convex, and even 
unbounded, as the example g(x, y) = x2y2(x2 + y2) shows (see [32] and Lemma 2.3
below).

Let Fd(Rn) be the set in Hd(Rn) of all d-homogeneous polynomials in Rn such that 
|G1(g)| < +∞.

We first show the identities involving the integrals in Problem 1 and Problem 2 and the 
volume |G1(g)|. They are particular cases of the following technical result (a particular 
case is given in [32, Thm. 2.2]).

Lemma 2.1. Let n ≥ 1, k ≥ 0, d ≥ 2 even, r ∈ R and m > 0 be such that n+k
d + r > 0. 

For α ∈ Nn
k , let g ∈ Hd(Rn) be such that xα is integrable in G1(g). Then

ˆ

Rn

xαg(x)r exp(−g(x)1/m) dx = n+k
d mΓ

(
m

(
n+k
d + r

)) ˆ

G1(g)

xα dx.

In particular,

ˆ

Rn

g(x) exp(−g(x)) dx = n
dΓ

(
n
d + 1

)
|G1(g)|.

Proof. Let us define, for any y > 0, wα(y) =
ˆ

{x:g(x)≤y}

xαdx. By the homogeneity of g

we have that wα(y) = y
n+k
d wα(1). Therefore

ˆ
n

xαg(x)r exp(−g(x)1/m) dx =
ˆ
n

xα

+∞ˆ
1/m

(y −mr)ymr−1e−y dy dx
R R g(x)
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=
+∞ˆ

0

(y −mr)ymr−1e−y

ˆ

{x:g(x)≤ym}

xαdx dy

= wα(1)
+∞ˆ

0

(y −mr)ym(n+k
d +r)−1e−y dy

= n + k

d
mΓ

(
m

(
n+k
d + r

))
wα(1). �

Lemma 2.2. Let g ∈ Fd(Rn). For every t ≥ 0, and m > 0,

|Gt(g)| = tn/d

Γ
(
nm
d + 1

) ˆ
Rn

exp(−g(x)1/m) dx.

In particular,

|G1(g)| = 1
Γ
(
n
d + 1

) ˆ
Rn

exp(−g(x)) dx = 1
n!

ˆ

Rn

exp(−g(x)1/d) dx.

Proof. By the homogeneity of g, Gt(g) = t
1
dG1(G) and then |Gt(g)| = tn/d|G1(g)| < +∞

for any t > 0. Besides, by Lemma 2.1 with k = 0, α = (0 . . . , 0), and r = 0, we have that 
for any m > 0

ˆ

Rn

exp(−g(x)1/m) dx = Γ
(nm

d
+ 1

)
|G1(g)|.

In particular, taking m = 1 or m = d we obtain

|G1(g)| = 1
Γ
(
n
d + 1

) ˆ
Rn

exp(−g(x)) dx = 1
n!

ˆ

Rn

exp(−g(x)1/d) dx. �

The following result states some topological properties of Fd(Rn).

Lemma 2.3. Let d ∈ N be an even integer.

(1) Fd(Rn) is a convex cone in Hd(Rn), which is not closed and has non-empty interior.
(2) For d = 2, g ∈ F2(Rn) if and only if G1(g) is bounded (an ellipsoid). Moreover, 

F2(Rn) is open.
(3) For d = 4, n = 2, g ∈ F4(R2) if and only if G1(g) is bounded. Moreover F4(R2) is 

open.
(4) For d = 4, n ≥ 3, there exists g ∈ F4(Rn) so that G1(g) is not bounded. Moreover 

F4(Rn) is not open.
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(5) For d ≥ 6, n ≥ 2, there exists g ∈ Fd(Rn) so that G1(g) is not bounded. Moreover, 
g ∈ Fd(Rn) is not open.

Proof. (1) Fd(Rn) is a convex cone, as proved in [32, Lemma 2.1].
The polynomial g0(x) =

∑n
i=1 x

d
i is an interior point in Fd(Rn). In fact, if g(x) =∑

α∈Nn
d
gαx

α is such that |gα − g0,α| < ε, for some ε < 1
2
(
1+

(
(n+d−1

d )−n
)) for every 

α ∈ Nn
d , then

g(x) ≥ (1 − ε)
n∑

i=1
xd
i − ε

((
n + d− 1

d

)
− n

)
‖x‖d∞

≥
(

1 − ε

(
1 +

((
n + d− 1

d

)
− n

)))
‖x‖d∞

≥ 1
2‖x‖

d
∞,

where ‖x‖∞ = max{|xi| : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Then, G1(g) is bounded, so g ∈ Fd(Rn).
The polynomial tg0 belongs to Fd(Rn) for any t > 0 but the zero polynomial does 
not belong to Fd(Rn). Therefore Fd(Rn) is not closed.

(2) Applying Sylvester’s law of inertia [43] for quadratic forms, any g ∈ H2(Rn) can 
be written in the canonical form g(x) =

∑n
i=1 αix

2
i with an appropriate change of 

coordinates. Then g ∈ F2(Rn) if and only if αi > 0 for all i = 1, . . . n (if and only if 
G1(g) is an ellipsoid). That clearly implies that F2(Rn) is open.

(3) Similarly, any g ∈ H4(R2) can be written, with an appropriate change of coordinates, 
in the canonical form g(x, y) = ax4 + 2bx2y2 + cy4 (see [42, Les. XV]).
Notice that written in this canonical form G1(g) is bounded if and only if a, c > 0
and b > −√

ac. Indeed, if G1(g) is bounded then necessarily a > 0 and c > 0. In 
such case, if b ≤ −√

ac then b2 ≥ ac and there exists some λ = − b
2a > 0 such that

a + 2bλ + cλ2 ≤ 0

and then all the points (x, y) ∈ R2 with y =
√
λx belong to G1(g). Conversely, if 

a, c > 0 and h = b +
√
ac > 0, writing

g(x, y) = (
√
ax2 −

√
cy2)2 + 2hx2y2

we have that if (x, y) ∈ G1(g), then |√ax2 − √
cy2| ≤ 1, and 2hx2y2 ≤ 1. The two 

inequalities imply |x|, |y| are bounded and then G1(g) is bounded.
Furthermore, g ∈ F4(R2) if and only if a, c > 0 and b > −√

ac. Indeed, if |G1(g)| <
+∞, then a, c > 0, otherwise for every y0 ∈ R, g(x, y0) ≤ 0 for every x large 
enough, or for every x0 ∈ R g(x0, y) ≤ 0 for every y large enough; in any case ˜

e−g(x,y) dxdy = +∞. If a, c > 0 and b ≤ −√
ac, then g(x, y) ≤ (

√
ax2 −√

cy2)2 =
(
√
ax +

√
cy)2(

√
ax −√

cy)2. The change of variables u =
√
ax +

√
cy, v =

√
ax −√

cy
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and the fact 
˜

e−u2v2
dudv = +∞ show that |G1(g)| = +∞. Therefore, a, c > 0 and 

b > −√
ac. Conversely, if a, c > 0 and b > −√

ac, then G1(g) is bounded, and 
therefore |G1(g)| < +∞.
Consequently, g ∈ F4(R2) if and only if written in its canonical form a, c > 0 and 
b > −√

ac and then F4(R2) is open.
(4) Let g(x, y, z) = x4 + y4 + z4 − 2

√
2x2yz. Then G1(g) is unbounded (see Figure 1), 

since it contains the lines y = z, x = ± 4
√

2y. But |G1(g)| < +∞. In fact, using 
Lemma 2.2, and since g is even with respect to x and for y, z > 0, we have that 
g(x, y, z) = g(x, −y, −z) ≤ g(x, −y, z) = g(x, y, −z), it is enough to prove that

˚

[0,+∞)3

e−g(x,y,z) dxdydz < +∞.

The change of variables x = u, y = uv, z = uw, with Jacobian J(u, v, w) = u2, 
rewrites the previous integral as

˚

[0,+∞)3

u2e−u4h(v,w) dudvdw

where h(v, w) = 1 + v4 +w4 − 2
√

2vw. The change of variables u = uh(v, w) 1
4 shows 

that the previous integral equals

¨

[0,+∞)2

dv dw

h(v, w)3/4

+∞ˆ

0

u2e−u4
du.

Therefore, it suffices to see that h(v, w)−3/4 is integrable in [0, +∞)2. Note that h
can be written as

h(v, w) =
√

2(v − w)2 + (v2 − γ2)2 + (w2 − γ2)2

with γ = 2−1/4. Notice that h(γ, γ) = 0 and that for every (v, w) ∈ [0, +∞)2 such 
that (v, w) �= (γ, γ) we have that h(v, w) > 0.
First, for (v, w) ∈ [0, 2γ] × [0, 2γ], the bound

h(v, w) ≥ γ2((v − γ)2 + (w − γ)2) ≥
√

2|v − γ||w − γ|

shows the integrability of h(v, w)−3/4 in [0, 2γ] × [0, 2γ].
Second, for (v, w) ∈ [0, 2γ] × [2γ, +∞), the bound

h(v, w) ≥ γ2(v − γ)2 + 1w4 ≥ 1
1/4 |v − γ|w2
4 2
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Fig. 1. G1(g) for g(x, y, z) = x4 + y4 + z4 − 2
√

2x2yz.

shows the integrability of h(v, w)−3/4 in [0, 2γ] × [2γ, +∞). A similar bound shows 
the integrability in [2γ, +∞) × [0, 2γ].
Finally, for (v, w) ∈ [2γ, +∞) × [2γ, +∞), the bound

h(v, w) ≥ 1
4 (v4 + w4) ≥ 1

2v
2w2

shows the integrability of h(v, w)−3/4 in [2γ, +∞) × [2γ, +∞).
Adding x4

i for the rest of variables, we can construct an example in Rn for n ≥ 3 of 
a polynomial g such that G1(g) is unbounded but |G1(g)| < +∞.
The polynomial gt(x, y, z) = x4 +y4 +z4− tx2yz for any t > 2

√
2 does not belong to 

F4(Rn) (since gt( 4
√
y, y, y) = (4 − t

√
2)y4 < 0). A similar example can be constructed 

in Rn for n ≥ 3 as well, so F4(Rn) is not open for n ≥ 3.
(5) Consider g(x, y) = (x2 − y2)2(xd−4 + yd−4) in R2. Then, g ∈ Fd(R2), since {(x, y) ∈

R2 : xd−4 + yd−4 ≤ x2 + y2} is compact and (x2 − y2)2(x2 + y2) ∈ F6(R2), by 
Lemma 2.2 with m = 3, and integrating in polar coordinates:

ˆ

R2

exp{−((x2 − y2)2(x2 + y2))1/3} dxdy

=
2πˆ

0

+∞ˆ

0

r exp{−r2(cos2 θ − sin2 θ)2/3}drdθ

=
2πˆ

0

dθ

2(cos2 θ − sin2 θ)2/3
< +∞.

However, G1(g) is unbounded (see Figure 2), since it contains the lines y = ±x. 
Moreover, g(x, y) − (1 − t)xd is not in Fd(R2) for any t < 1, since it takes negative 
values for x = y. Thus Fd(R2) is not open.
Adding xd

i for the rest of variables, we can construct an example in Rn for n ≥ 3. �
Remark. It is worth mentioning here the connection of homogeneous positive multivari-
ate polynomials with Hilbert’s seventeenth problem, one of the 23 Hilbert problems set 



12 D. Alonso-Gutiérrez et al. / Journal of Functional Analysis 282 (2022) 109344
Fig. 2. G1(g) for g(x, y) = (x2 − y2)2(x2 + y2).

out in a celebrated list compiled in 1900 by David Hilbert. It concerns the expression of 
positive definite rational functions as sums of quotients of squares.

In 1888, Hilbert himself [26] showed that every non-negative homogeneous polynomial 
in n variables and degree d can be represented as sum of squares of other polynomials 
if and only if either (1) n = 2, (2) d = 2 or (3) n = 3 and d = 4. This result, however, 
cannot be used in the previous lemma, in the study of the structure of polynomials, since 
that canonical way of writing homogeneous polynomials is not specific enough to suggest 
a suitable change of variables, as it was done in (2) or (3) in Lemma 2.3.

The following result, of independent interest, will be needed for the study of the 
convergence of coefficients of polynomials.

Proposition 2.4. Consider the map Φ : Fd(Rn) → Rhd(n) given by

Φ(g) =

⎛⎝ 1
Γ
(
n
d +1

) ˆ
Rn

xα exp(−g(x)) dx

⎞⎠
α∈Nn

d

.

The map Φ is one-to-one, continuous and differentiable, and its inverse (defined on 
the image set) is also continuous and differentiable.

Proof. The integrability is guaranteed by Lemma 2.1, so Φ is well defined on Fd(Rn). 
As it was shown in [32], the function

ω(g) = |G1(g)| = 1
Γ
(
n
d + 1

) ˆ
Rn

exp(−g(x)) dx, g ∈ Fd(Rn)

is a strictly convex function. Moreover, its gradient is ∇ω = −Φ. Consequently, its 
Hessian, a positive semi-definite matrix, is the Jacobian matrix of −Φ. More precisely, 
as it was shown in [32],

∂Φα

∂gβ
= − 1

Γ
(
n
d +1

) ˆ xα+β exp(−g(x)) dx, (7)

Rn



D. Alonso-Gutiérrez et al. / Journal of Functional Analysis 282 (2022) 109344 13
where β ∈ Nn
d , and thus for every (hα) ∈ Rhd(n),

∑
α,β∈Nn

d

hαhβ
∂Φα

∂gβ
= − 1

Γ
(
n
d +1

) ˆ
Rn

h(x)2 exp(−g(x)) dx,

where h =
∑

α∈Nn
d
hαx

α. This shows that the matrix (∂Φα

∂gβ
) is negative semi-definite. By 

[21, Theorem 6] we get that Φ is globally one-to-one. The continuity and differentiability 
of the inverse function follow from the Inverse Function Theorem. �
Example 2.5. For n = d = 2, the function Φ : F2(R2) → R3 is defined as

Φ(g) = (4ac− b2)−3/2 (4πc,−2πb, 4πa)

is bijective from {g ∈ F2(R2) : g(x, y) = ax2 + bxy + cy2 (a, c > 0, 4ac > b2)} onto 
{(a′, b′, c′) ∈ R3 : a′, c′ > 0, a′c′ > (b′)2}.

3. Approximation of log-concave functions by polynomials

Before showing the existence of a solution for Problem 1 whenever f ∈ F(Rn) we 
will start by considering the following example, which shows that without any convexity 
assumption on f Problem 1 can be ill-posed (see also Example 3.5). Nevertheless, if 
f : Rn → [0, +∞) is a function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and compact support, considering 
K the convex hull of suppf we have that χK ∈ F(Rn) and f ≤ χK . Therefore, a 
solution of Problem 1 for χK will provide a function g ∈ Hd[x] and a t ≥ 1 for which 
f(x) ≤ t exp(−g(x)1/d) and |G1(g)| is finite.

Example 3.1. Let f = χA, where A is the union of concentric spherical shells:

A =
∞⋃
k=1

{x ∈ Rn : k ≤ |x| ≤ k + 1
2k }.

The function f is integrable, but f(x) ≤ t exp(−g(x)1/d) for some g ∈ Hd[x] would imply 
g(x) ≤ (log t)d for all x ∈ A. The only d-homogeneous bounded polynomial is g = 0, for 
which |G1(g)| = +∞.

Having this example in mind, we will solve Problem 1 in the setting of log-concave 
integrable functions.

For f ∈ F(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, let Kλ(f) = {x ∈ Rn : f(x) ≥ λ}. These 
super-level sets are convex by the log-concavity of f .

Given any quasi-convex function f (i.e., a function whose super-level sets are convex) 
and t ≥ 1, let
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Ht(f) =
⋃

λ∈(0,1)

log(t/λ)−1Kλ(f).

Since Kλ(f) are convex sets that contain the origin, Ht(f) is decreasing in t ≥ 1.
The following lemma shows the relation between Ht(f) and Problem 1.

Lemma 3.2. Let f : Rn → [0, +∞) be a log-concave function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, 
d ∈ N even g ∈ Hd(Rn) and t ≥ 1. The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) f(x) ≤ t exp(−g(x)1/d) for all x ∈ Rn.
(ii) Ht(f) ⊂ G1(g).

Proof. Assume that condition (i) holds. Then, for any x ∈ Ht(f), there exists λ ∈ (0, 1)
such that (log(t/λ))x ∈ Kλ(f). In other words, f((log(t/λ)x) ≥ λ. But then, using (i)
and the homogeneity of g,

λ ≤ f((log(t/λ)x)) ≤ t exp(−g(log(t/λ)x)1/d) = t exp(− log(t/λ)g(x)1/d)

and hence g(x) ≤ 1. So (ii) is proved.
Conversely, assume that (ii) holds and take any x ∈ Rn.
If f(x) < 1, let λ = f(x). Clearly, (log(t/λ))−1x ∈ Ht(f), so using condition (ii), 

(log(t/λ))−1x ∈ G1(g), and therefore, f(x) ≤ t exp(−g(x)1/d).
Now assume that f(x) = 1. If t > 1, then 1 ≤ t exp(−g(x)1/d) is equivalent to 

g(x) ≤ (log t)d. Take any λ ∈ (0, 1). Then x ∈ Kλ(f) and therefore

((log(t/λ))−1x ∈ ((log(t/λ))−1Kλ(f) ⊂ Ht(f) ⊂ G1(g)

by condition (ii). Consequently, g(x) ≤ (log(t/λ))d for any λ ∈ (0, 1). But then g(x) ≤
(log t)d.

Finally, assume that f(x) = t = 1. It is left to show that g(x) = 0. Since Ht(f) is 
decreasing in t ≥ 1,

Ht(f) ⊂ H1(f) ⊂ G1(g)

by condition (ii). Using the case t > 1 proved above, g(x) ≤ (log t)d. This inequality is 
true for any t > 1, and then g(x) = 0. �

The following result gives a monotonicity behaviour, crucial in the study of the mini-
mization problem. Moreover, it will imply some consequences about the boundedness of 
Ht(f).

Lemma 3.3. Let f : Rn → [0, +∞) be a log-concave function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1. 
Then, for every 1 < t0 < t1, we have that
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(log t0)Ht0(f) ⊂ (log t1)Ht1(f).

Proof. Since log is an increasing function and for every λ ∈ (0, 1) Kλ(f) is star-shaped 
with respect to the origin, we have that

Ht0(f) = log t1
log t0

⋃
λ∈(0,1)

1
log t1 + log t1

log t0
log(1/λ)

Kλ(f)

⊂ log t1
log t0

⋃
λ∈(0,1)

1
log t1 + log(1/λ)Kλ(f)

= log t1
log t0

Ht1(f). �
Remark. In the previous two lemmas we have not assumed the integrability of f . More-
over, in Lemma 3.2 we have only used the log-concavity of f in the case t = 1; indeed, 
in both lemmas, the only fact needed is that α1Kλ(f) ⊂ α2Kλ(f) for any 0 < α1 ≤ α2, 
which is equivalent to the fact that Kλ(f) is star-shaped with respect to the origin. 
Finally, the inclusions in Lemma 3.3 above are sharp, see for instance Example 3.9 (3.9).

Now we can state the boundedness of Ht(f).

Lemma 3.4. Let f ∈ F(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and an even d ∈ N. Then Ht(f) is 
bounded for every t > 1. Moreover, if H1(f) is unbounded, then |H1(f)| = +∞.

Proof. Let t0 exp(−‖ · ‖E) be the unique minimization ellipsoid verifying (2) for the even 
log-concave function fs = exp(−us), being us the convex function whose epigraph is the 
convex hull of the functions u(x) and u−(x) := u(−x). That is,

epi(us) = conv(epi(u), epi(u−)).

Notice that f ≤ fs and, since f ∈ F(Rn), then also fs ∈ F(Rn) (see [1]).
Let us observe that g = ‖ ·‖dE ∈ Hd(Rn). Then f ≤ t0 exp(−g1/d), which by Lemma 3.2

means that Ht0(f) ⊂ G1(g). In this case G1(g) is an ellipsoid, hence bounded, so Ht0(f)
is bounded too. Since Ht(f) is decreasing on t ≥ 1 and by Lemma 3.3, (log t)Ht(f) is 
increasing on t > 1, we have that Ht(f) is bounded for every t > 1.

Finally, let us assume that H1(f) is unbounded. Let us observe that

1
log(1/λ1)

Kλ1(f) ⊂ 1
log(1/λ2)

Kλ2(f)

for any 0 < λ1 < λ2 ≤ 1. Indeed, take x ∈ Kλ1(f). Since f(0) = 1 and 
log(1/λ2)/ log(1/λ1) ∈ [0, 1],

f

(
log(1/λ2)

x

)
≥ f(x)

log(1/λ2)
log(1/λ1) ≥ λ

log(1/λ2)
log(1/λ1)
1 = λ2.
log(1/λ1)
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Therefore H1(f) =
⋃

λ∈(0,1)(log(1/λ))−1Kλ(f) is an increasing union of convex sets, i.e., 
convex. We can assume that 

´
Rn f(x)dx > 0, and hence |Kλ(f)| > 0 for some λ ∈ (0, 1), 

so it has non empty interior, and so has H1(f). Since H1(f) is unbounded (and convex), 
then |H1(f)| = +∞, as desired. �
Example 3.5. The previous result is not true if the log-concavity assumption on f is 
dropped. For instance, given K ⊆ Rn a convex body with 0 ∈ K and α > n consider

f(x) =
{

1 x ∈ K,

‖x‖−α
K otherwise.

Then f is quasi-concave and

ˆ

Rn

f(x)dx = |K| +
ˆ

Rn\K

‖x‖−α
K dx

= |K| +
1ˆ

0

|{x ∈ Rn \K : ‖x‖−α
K ≥ t}|dt

= |K| +
1ˆ

0

|t−1/αK \K|dt = α

α− n
|K| < +∞.

Its super-level sets are

Kλ(f) =
{
λ−1/αK 0 < λ < 1
K λ = 1,

(note that these sets are convex), and thus for every t ≥ 1

Ht(f) =
⋃

λ∈(0,1)

1
λ1/α log(t/λ)

K = Rn. �

The following result shows the relation between Ht(f) and the super-level sets of f◦. 
Recall that the polar body of a convex body K containing the origin is K◦ = {x ∈ Rn :
〈x, y〉 ≤ 1 for every y ∈ K}.

Lemma 3.6. Let f ∈ F(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1. Then for any t > 1 Ht(f) is convex 
and

Ht(f) = {x ∈ Rn : f◦(x) ≥ 1}◦ = (K 1 (f◦))◦.
t t
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Proof. Calling t = er for some r > 0 and λ = e−s for s ≥ 0, we have that

Her(f) =
⋃
s≥0

Ke−s(f)
r + s

.

We start showing that Her(f) is convex. Let x1, x2 ∈ Ht(f) and 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1. Then, there 
exist s1, s2 ≥ 0 such that y1 = (r + s1)x1 ∈ Ke−s1 (f) and y2 = (r + s2)x2 ∈ Ke−s2 (f). 
Letting 0 ≤ λ = θ(r+s1)

(1−θ)s2+θs1+r ≤ 1 and sθ = (1 − λ)s1 + λs2 we have that

(r + sθ)[(1 − θ)x1 + θx2] = (1 − λ)y1 + λy2

and then, since

f((1 − λ)y1 + λy2) ≥ e−[(1−λ)s1+λs2] = e−sθ ,

we have that (r+sθ)[(1 −θ)x1 +θx2] ∈ Ke−sθ or, equivalently, (1 −θ)x1 +θx2 ∈ K
e−sθ

r+sθ
⊆

Her(f).
Let u : Rn → [0, +∞] be the convex function such that f = exp(−u). Note that

f◦(x) ≥ 1
t
⇔ u∗(x) ≤ r,

where u∗(x) is the Legendre transform of u

u∗(x) = sup
y∈Rn

(〈x, y〉 − u(y)).

Therefore u∗(x) ≤ r if and only if for every y ∈ Rn

〈x, y〉 ≤ u(y) + r,

which happens if and only if for every s ≥ 0 and every y ∈ {y ∈ Rn : u(y) ≤ s} =
Ke−s(f) we have

〈x, y〉 ≤ s + r,

which is equivalent to the fact that for every s ≥ 0, x ∈ (s + r)K◦
e−s . Thus,

K 1
t
(f◦) = {x ∈ Rn : f◦(x) ≥ 1

t
} =

⋂
s≥0

(s + r)K◦
e−s =

⋂
s≥0

(
Ke−s

s + r

)◦

and then

(K 1
t
(f◦))◦ =

⎛⎝⋂ (
Ke−s

s + r

)◦
⎞⎠◦

= conv

⎛⎝⋃ Ke−s

s + r

⎞⎠ = Ht(f). �

s≥0 s≥0
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Using Lemmas 3.2 and 2.2 we can reformulate Problem 1 as follows: Given f ∈ F(Rn)
with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, find t0 ≥ 1 and g0 ∈ Hd[x] such that Ht0(f) ⊂ G1(g0) and

t0|G1(g0)| = inf t|G1(g)| = inf
t≥1

(
t inf
g∈Hd(Rn)

|G1(g)|
)

where the infimum is taken among all (t, g) verifying t ≥ 1, g ∈ Hd[x], and Ht(f) ⊂
G1(g).

Let us observe that for every t > 1, the infimum above over g ∈ Hd(Rn) such that 
Ht(f) ⊂ G1(g) is a minimum. Indeed, we may apply the minimization problem solved 
by Lasserre to Ht(f), the closure of Ht(f), (which by Lemma 3.4 is compact), and get 
gt ∈ Hd(Rn) the only polynomial verifying

Ht(f) ⊂ G1(gt)

with minimum volume |G1(gt)| among all g ∈ Hd(Rn) such that Ht(f) ⊂ G1(g).
We can also apply the argument to H1(f) (or its closure) if H1(f) is bounded (if it is 

unbounded, then Lemma 3.4 implies that |H1(f)| = +∞, and hence it does not play any 
role in the minimization problem). Let g1 be the corresponding polynomial to H1(f) (if 
it is bounded). Then, the infimum in Problem 1 can be rewritten as

inf
t≥1

t|G1(gt)|.

For any t ≥ 1, let v(t) = |G1(gt)| (consider v(1) = +∞ if H1(f) is unbounded) and 
φ(t) = tv(t) be the function to be minimized. Some properties for these functions are 
needed to solve the problem. Let us start with a technical lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let t0, t1, d ≥ 1, θ ∈ [0, 1], and a ∈ (0, 1]. Then

(1 − θ)
(
log t0

a

)d + θ
(
log t1

a

)d ≤
(
log tθ

a

)d
,

where tθ is defined by the identity (log tθ)d = (1 − θ)(log t0)d + θ(log t1)d.

Proof. If d = 1 the inequality in the statement is trivially an equality. Assume d > 1. 
The inequality above can be reformulated as

F (a) = a exp
[
(1 − θ)

(
log t0

a

)d + θ
(
log t1

a

)d] 1
d ≤ tθ

for any a ∈ (0, 1]. Since F (1) = tθ, it is enough to prove that F is increasing on (0, 1]. 
Indeed, considering the change of variables a = e−b, ti = esi , i = 0, 1, F is increasing if 
and only if G is decreasing on [0, +∞), where

G(b) = logF (e−b) =
(
(1 − θ)(s0 + b)d + θ(s1 + b)d

) 1
d − b, b ∈ [0,+∞)
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for any s0, s1 ≥ 0. Its derivative equals

G′(b) =

⎡⎣(
(1 − θ)(s0 + b)d−1 + θ(s1 + b)d−1) 1

d−1

((1 − θ)(s0 + b)d + θ(s1 + b)d)
1
d

⎤⎦d−1

− 1.

Letting ui = (si + b)d−1, i = 0, 1, then G′(b) ≤ 0 rewrites as

((1 − θ)u0 + θu1)
d

d−1 ≤ (1 − θ)u
d

d−1
0 + θu

d
d−1
1 ,

which is a consequence of the convexity of u 
→ u
d

d−1 . �
Lemma 3.8. Let f ∈ F(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and d ∈ N even. Then v(t) is a 
decreasing function and (log t)nv(t) is increasing in t.

Moreover, if t0, t1 > 1 and θ ∈ [0, 1], then

v(tθ) ≤ v(t0)1−θv(t1)θ,

where (log tθ)d = (1 − θ)(log t0)d + θ(log t1)d.

Proof. v is decreasing by definition. On the other hand, taking volumes in the inclusion 
given in Lemma 3.3, for any 1 < t0 < t1

(log t0)nv(t0) ≤ (log t1)nv(t1).

Now, for any i = 0, 1, and for every x ∈ Rn,

f(x) ≤ ti exp(−gti(x)1/d).

Then, if f(x) �= 0,

gti(x) ≤
(
log ti

f(x)

)d

for i = 0, 1. Since f(x) ∈ (0, 1] and ti ≥ 1, then by Lemma 3.7 we get that

(1 − θ)gt0(x) + θgt1(x) ≤ (1 − θ)
(
log t0

f(x)

)d

+ θ
(
log t1

f(x)

)d

≤
(
log tθ

f(x)

)d

,

and by Lemma 3.2, Htθ(f) ⊂ G1((1 −θ)gt0 +θgt1). Since (1 −θ)gt0 +θgt1 ∈ Hd(Rn), the 
minimization property of gtθ implies that |G1(gtθ )| ≤ |G1((1 − θ)gt0 + θgt1)|, and using 
Lemma 2.2 and Hölder’s inequality
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|G1(gtθ )| ≤ |G1((1 − θ)gt0 + θgt1)|

= Γ(nd + 1)−1
ˆ

Rn

exp(−((1 − θ)gt0(x) + θgt1(x))) dx

≤

⎛⎝Γ(nd + 1)−1
ˆ

Rn

exp(−gt0(x)) dx

⎞⎠1−θ ⎛⎝Γ(nd + 1)−1
ˆ

Rn

exp(−gt1(x)) dx

⎞⎠θ

= |G1(gt0)|1−θ|G1(gt1)|θ. �
(8)

Now we can prove the first main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 3.8, the function s ∈ (0, +∞) 
→ log v
(
es

1/d
)

is a 

convex function. This implies that v is a continuous function on (1, +∞). We will also 
prove that

lim
t→1+

v(t) = v(1). (9)

Recall that Ht(f) is decreasing in t ≥ 1. That implies that there exists

lim
t→1+

|Ht(f)| ≤ |H1(f)|.

We have that μH1(f) ⊂
⋃

t>1 Ht(f) for any μ < 1. Indeed, x ∈ H1(f) if and only if 
f(log(1/λ)x) ≥ λ for some λ ∈ (0, 1). Take t > 1 so that μ log(t/λ) = log(1/λ). Then 
μx ∈ log(t/λ)−1Kλ(f) ⊂ Ht(f).

The Monotone Convergence Theorem ensures that μn|H1(f)| ≤ limt→1+ |Ht(f)| (even 
if |H1(f)| = ∞) for any μ < 1. Then

lim
t→1+

|Ht(f)| = |H1(f)|.

First, assume that H1(f) is bounded. Using the minimization property for |G1(gt)|, 
we have that (|G1(gt)|)t>1 is decreasing, so there exists limt→1+ |G1(gt)| ≤ |G1(g1)|.

Using (4) (and repeating some of the contact points and the coefficients if necessary), 
for any t ≥ 1, there are y(t)

1 , . . . , y(t)
hd(n) ∈ Ht(f), λ(t)

1 , . . . , λ(t)
hd(n) ≥ 0, such that gt(y(t)

i ) =
1 for i = 1, . . . , hd(n), and

ˆ

Rn

xαe−gt(x)dx =
hd(n)∑
i=1

λ
(t)
i (y(t)

i )α (10)

for every α ∈ Nn
d . Moreover, using the trace identity and Lemma 2.1,
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n

d
Γ(nd + 1)|G1(gt)| =

ˆ

Rn

gt(x)e−gt(x)dx =
hd(n)∑
i=1

λ
(t)
i .

Using that Ht(f) ⊂ H1(f) and subsequently, |G1(gt)| ≤ |G1(g1)|, all coefficients λ(t)
i are 

uniformly bounded by

0 ≤ λ
(t)
i ≤ n

d
Γ(nd + 1)|G1(g1)|

and all the vectors y(t)
i lie in the same bounded set H1(f). These uniformly bounding 

conditions together with the set of equalities in (10), for every α ∈ Nn
d , imply that there 

exists a compact set Ω ⊂ Rhd(n) such that for every t ≥ 1, Φ(gt) ∈ Ω, where Φ is the 
map defined in Proposition 2.4. Using Proposition 2.4, we have that the coefficients of all 
gt are uniformly bounded. Thus, taking a sequence (tk) converging to 1, considering the 
sequence gtk , and passing to a convergent subsequence, we can construct a polynomial 
g0 ∈ Hd(Rn) whose coefficients are the limit of the coefficients of such a subsequence of 
(gtk). Using that Ht(f) ⊂ G1(gt) for any t > 1 and Lemma 3.2, and taking limit, we get 
that H1(f) ⊂ G1(g0). Using that the miminizing property defining g1, we have |G1(g1)| ≤
|G1(g0)|, and using Lemma 2.2 and Fatou’s lemma, |G1(g0)| ≤ limt→1+ |G1(gt)| (since 
this limit exists). Then |G1(g1)| ≤ limt→1+ |G1(gt)| and

lim
t→1+

|G1(gt)| = |G1(g1)|,

as desired. Note that, using the equalities (10), and taking again a subsequence, we get 
the same equalities for g0, for some coefficients and contact points in H1(f). Since these 
equalities characterize g1, we have g0 = g1.

If H1(f) is unbounded, then |H1(f)| = +∞ by Lemma 3.4. The Monotone Conver-
gence Theorem ensures again that limt→1+ |Ht(f)| = +∞. Since Ht(f) ⊂ G1(gt),

lim
t→1+

|G1(gt)| = +∞

and the proof of (9) is completed.
Using Lemma 3.8, the function φ(t) = t

(log t)n (log t)nv(t) is the product of two positive 
increasing functions in [en, +∞). If H1(f) is bounded, φ attains its minimum in [1, en]
by continuity. If H1(f) is unbounded, then limt→1+ φ(t) = +∞ and so, φ attains its 
minimum in (1, en] by continuity. In both cases, this is the minimum of φ in [1, +∞). �

The end of this section is devoted to showing several examples where Problem 1 can 
be explicitly solved.

Example 3.9. In the following examples, K ⊆ Rn is a convex body with 0 ∈ K and 
g ∈ Hd(Rn) is the optimal polynomial verifying (3) for the given convex body K given 
in [32].
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(1) Let f(x) = e−‖x‖K . Then Kλ(f) = (log(1/λ))K, Ht(f) = int(K) for t > 1, and 
H1(f) = K. Therefore gt = g for every t ≥ 1. Thus φ(t) = t|G1(g)| and then 
mint≥1 φ(t) = φ(1).

(2) More generally, for α > 1 let f(x) = e−‖x‖α
K . Then Kλ(f) = (log(1/λ))1/αK, 

Ht(f) = α−1/α(α′ log t)−1/α′
K for t > 1 (α−1 + (α′)−1 = 1) and H1(f) = Rn. 

Then gt = αd/α(α′ log t)d/α′
g for every t > 1 (g1 is undefined since H1(f) is 

unbounded). Thus φ(t) = tα−n/α(α′ log t)−n/α′ |G1(g)| and then mint>1 φ(t) =
φ(en/α′) = (e/n)n/α′

α−n/α|G1(g)|.
(3) Let f = χK . Then Kλ(f) = K, Ht(f) = (log t)−1K for t > 1, and H1(f) = Rn. 

Therefore gt = (log t)dg for t > 1 (g1 is undefined since H1(f) is unbounded). Thus 
φ(t) = t(log t)−n|G1(g)| and mint>1 φ(t) = φ(en) = (e/n)n|G1(g)|.

(4) Let

f(x) =
{

1 x ∈ K,

e1−‖x‖K otherwise.

Then f ∈ F(Rn). Moreover,

Kλ(f) =
{(

1 + log 1
λ

)
K 0 < λ < 1

K λ = 1,

and thus

Ht(f) =
{

1
log tK 1 ≤ t ≤ e

int(K) t > e.

Hence,

gt =
{

(log t)dg 1 ≤ t ≤ e

g t > e

and thus

φ(t) =
{

t
(log t)n |G1(g)| 1 ≤ t ≤ e

t|G1(g)| t > e

is not differentiable at the point t = e, precisely where it attains the minimum 
mint≥1 φ(t) = φ(e) = e|G1(g)|.
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4. A new approach to approximate log-concave functions by polynomials

With the purpose of getting uniqueness for the optimal polynomial, we pose Problem 2
as a similar minimization problem, where the polynomial exponent 1

d is dropped in (5), 
turning into (6).

In order to solve Problem 2, for t ≥ 1, we introduce

Ĥt(f) =
⋃

λ∈(0,1)

(log(t/λ))−1/dKλ(f).

This case is not a generalization of Lasserre’s problem, and moreover we can not 
assure Ĥt(f) to be bounded, as in Problem 1 (as one can see by taking f(x) = e−‖x‖2). 
In fact, the following example shows the existence of a log-concave function f for which 
Ĥ1(f) is an unbounded set with finite volume.

Example 4.1. Let us consider f(x) = (1 − ‖(x1, . . . , xn−1, 0)‖∞)χ[0,1]n(x). Notice that f
is integrable and concave in its support, and thus, also log-concave. Moreover, Kλ(f) =
[0, 1 − λ]n−1 × [0, 1] for every λ ∈ (0, 1). Thus

Ĥ1(f) =
⋃

0<λ<1

[
0, (1 − λ)(log 1/λ)−1/d

]n−1
×
[
0, (log 1/λ)−1/d

]
.

Notice that the terms of the union when λ → 1− contain points with arbitrarily large 
norm, thus Ĥ1(f) is unbounded.

The function h(λ) = (1 − λ)(log(1/λ))−1/d fulfills h′(λ) = −dλ log(1/λ)+λ−1
dλ(log 1/λ)1+1/d .

Let λd ∈ (0, 1) be the unique root of the equation h′(λ) = 0 in (0, 1). Then, h is 
increasing in (0, λd) and decreasing in (λd, 1). Therefore

Ĥ1(f) =
[
0, (1 − λd)(log 1/λd)−1/d

]n−1
×

[
0, (log 1/λd)−1/d

]
∪⋃

λd≤λ≤1

{
(x1, . . . , xn−1, (log 1/λ)−1/d) : 0 ≤ xi ≤ (1 − λ)(log 1/λ)−1/d, 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1

}
.

Since the first term in the union above is bounded, |Ĥ1(f)| < +∞ if and only if the second 
term in the union has finite volume. Letting μ = (log(1/λ))−1/d, that term becomes

{(x1, . . . , xn−1, μ) : 0 ≤ xi ≤ μ(1 − e−μ−d

), μ ≥ μd}

where μd = (log(1/λd))−1/d. Using Fubini’s formula, its volume is

+∞ˆ
μn−1

(
1 − e−μ−d

)n−1
dμ =

1/μdˆ (
1 − e−θd

)n−1

θn+1 dθ.
μd 0
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This last integral converges if and only if (n −1)(d −1) > 1, which turns out to be always 
true except in the case n = d = 2. In this last case, Ĥ1(f) is unbounded with infinite 
volume. Otherwise |Ĥ1(f)| < +∞, as desired.

Note also that Ĥ1(f) is not convex, in contrast to H1(f) (see Lemma 3.6), while f is 
concave on its compact support. Regarding Problem 2, it would be interesting to solve 
Lasserre’s problem for these type of sets Ĥ1(f) (bounded or not).

For that reason, we will restrict the study of Problem 2 to B(Rn), the set of all log-
concave functions for which Ĥ1(f) is bounded. Note that B(Rn) ⊂ F(Rn). Since Kλ(f)
are convex sets that contain the origin, Ĥt(f) is decreasing in t ≥ 1, so the boundedness 
of Ĥt(f) for any t ≥ 1 is guaranteed by the condition f ∈ B(Rn).

Similar lemmas to those given in Section 3 are now provided. The proofs follow the 
same ideas as in the previous section.

Lemma 4.2. Let f : Rn → [0, +∞) be a log-concave function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1, 
d ∈ N even, g ∈ Hd(Rn) and t ≥ 1. The following are equivalent:

(1) f(x) ≤ t exp(−g(x)) for all x ∈ Rn.
(2) Ĥt(f) ⊂ G1(g).

Lemma 4.3. Let f : Rn → [0, +∞) be a log-concave function with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and 
d ∈ N even. Then for every 1 < t0 < t1 we have that

(log t0)
1
d Ĥt0(f) ⊂ (log t1)

1
d Ĥt1(f).

Remark. In these two lemmas we have not assumed f ∈ B(Rn) or the integrability of f . 
Moreover, in Lemma 4.2 the log-concavity of f is only used in the case t = 1; indeed, 
in both lemmas the only fact needed is that α1Kλ(f) ⊂ α2Kλ(f) for any 0 < α1 ≤ α2, 
which is equivalent to the fact that Kλ(f) is star-shaped with respect to the origin. 
Finally, the inclusions in Lemma 4.3 above are sharp (take f = χK for a convex body 
K ⊂ Rn).

For every t ≥ 1, the minimum in Problem 2 over g ∈ Hd(Rn) such that Ĥt(f) ⊂ G1(g)
is attained. Indeed, we may apply the minimization problem solved by Lasserre to Ĥt(f)
(actually its closure) and get ĝt ∈ Hd(Rn) the only polynomial verifying

Ĥt(f) ⊂ G1(ĝt)

with minimum volume |G1(ĝt)| among all g ∈ Hd(Rn) such that Ĥt(f) ⊂ G1(g).
Then, the infimum in Problem 2 can be rewritten as

inf t|G1(ĝt)|.

t≥1
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For any t ≥ 1, let v̂(t) = |G1(ĝt)| and φ̂(t) = tv̂(t) be the function to be minimized.

Lemma 4.4. Let f ∈ B(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and d ∈ N even. Then v̂ is a 
decreasing function and (log t)n

d v̂(t) is increasing on t. As a consequence, ϕ̂ is increasing 
on [en

d , +∞).

Lemma 4.5. Let f ∈ B(Rn) with ‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 and let d ∈ N even. Then r ∈
[0, +∞) 
→ φ̂(er) is log-convex. Moreover, if φ̂(t0) = φ̂(t1) = mint≥1 φ̂(t), then t0 = t1.

Proof. We have that for any t0, t1 ∈ [1, +∞), f(x) ≤ exp(ri − ĝti(x)) for i = 0, 1, where 
ti = eri . Then

f(x) ≤ (exp(r0 − ĝt0(x)))1−θ (exp(r1 − ĝt1(x)))θ

= exp((1 − θ)r0 + θr1 − ((1 − θ)ĝt0(x) + θĝt1(x))).

Since (1 − θ)ĝt0 + θĝt1 ∈ Hd(Rn), the minimality of ĝexp((1−θ)r0+θr1) implies that 
|G1(ĝexp((1−θ)r0+θr1))| ≤ |G1((1 − θ)ĝt0 + θĝt1)|. Therefore, using Hölder’s inequality 
and Lemma 2.2,

|G1(ĝexp((1−θ)r0+θr1))| ≤ |G1((1 − θ)ĝt0 + θĝt1)|

= Γ(nd + 1)−1
ˆ

Rn

e−((1−θ)ĝt0 (x)+θĝt1 (x)) dx

≤

⎛⎝Γ(nd + 1)−1
ˆ

Rn

e−ĝt0 (x) dx

⎞⎠1−θ ⎛⎝Γ(nd + 1)−1
ˆ

Rn

e−ĝt1 (x) dx

⎞⎠θ

= |G1(ĝt0)|1−θ|G1(ĝt1)|θ,

and thus φ̂(exp((1 − θ)r0 + θr1)) ≤ φ̂(er0)1−θφ̂(er1)θ, i.e., φ̂(er) is log-convex for r ∈
[0, +∞).

Let us now assume that 0 ≤ r0 ≤ r1, ti = eri are such that φ̂(er0) = φ̂(er1) =
minr≥0 φ̂(er). This implies that for every θ ∈ [0, 1],

|G1(ĝexp((1−θ)r0+θr1))| = |G1(ĝt0)|1−θ|G1(ĝt1)|θ,

which by Hölder’s equality cases means that e−ĝt0 = ce−ĝt1 , for some c > 0. Since 
ĝti(0) = 0 for i = 0, 1, then c = 1, thus ĝt0 = ĝt1 , and hence |G1(ĝt0)| = |G1(ĝt1)| from 
which we get that t0 = er0 = er1 = t1, concluding the proof. �

Now we prove the existence and uniqueness of a global minimum for Problem 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Lemma 4.5, φ̂(er) = er|G1(ĝt)| is a log-convex function, and 
thus convex in [0, +∞). This shows, in particular, that φ̂ is continuous in (1, +∞).
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The same ideas used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be used to see that

lim
t→1+

v̂(t) = v̂(1).

By Lemma 4.4, φ̂ is increasing on [en
d , +∞), and since φ̂ is continuous, it attains its 

minimums in t0 ∈ [1, en
d ].

Finally, Lemma 4.5 shows that if φ̂ attains the minimum, it must be at a single point 
t = t0, concluding the proof. �

Now we can characterize the minimization point using the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker con-
ditions (see [5], [27]). In order to do so, we first show a global convexity property of the 
function to be minimized.

Lemma 4.6. The feasible set Fd(Rn) is convex and the objective function W : [0, +∞) ×
Fd(Rn) given by

W (r, g) = er
ˆ

Rn

exp(−g(x))dx

is log-convex and strictly convex.

Proof. Let (ri, gi) ∈ [0, +∞) × Fd(Rn), i = 0, 1. Then, Hölder’s inequality implies that

ˆ

Rn

e−((1−θ)g0(x)+θg1(x)) dx ≤

⎛⎝ˆ

Rn

e−g0(x) dx

⎞⎠1−θ ⎛⎝ˆ

Rn

e−g1(x) dx

⎞⎠θ

, (11)

thus showing that Fd(Rn) is convex and

W ((1 − θ)(r0, g0) + θ(r1, g1)) ≤ W (r0, g0)1−θW (r1, g1)θ,

and hence the log-convexity of W .
Notice that the Arithmetic-Geometric mean inequality implies that W is convex.
Furthermore, we show now that it is strictly convex. First of all, let us suppose 

(r0, g0), (r1, g1) and θ ∈ [0, 1] with

W ((1 − θ)(r0, g0) + θ(r1, g1)) = (1 − θ)W (r0, g0) + θW (r1, g1).

The equality case of the AG-mean inequality directly implies that W (r0, g0) = W (r1, g1). 
Moreover, it also means that there is equality in (11). Hence, the equality case of Hölder’s 
inequality implies the existence of c > 0 such that e−g0 = ce−g1 . Since g0(0) = g1(0) = 0, 
c = 1. Therefore g0 = g1. Thus |G1(g0)| = |G1(g1)|, and then r0 = r1, hence showing the 
strict convexity of W . �
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let W be defined as in Lemma 4.6. Problem 2 then rewrites as 
the following minimization problem:

min
(r,g)∈C

W (r, g),

where

C = {(r, g) ∈ [0,+∞) × Fd(Rn) : r − log f(x) − g(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Sf}

with Sf = {x ∈ Rn : f(x) �= 0}.
Any g ∈ Hd(Rn) can be uniquely written as g =

∑
α∈Nn

d
gαx

α, so we can identify each 

g with its coordinate vector (gα)α ∈ Rhd(n). Notice that r − g(x) = r −
∑

α∈Nn
d
gαx

α =
〈(r, (gα)α), (1, −(xα)α)〉. Thus the feasible set can be rewritten as

C = {(r, (gα)α) ∈ [0,+∞) ×Rhd(n) :

g ∈ Fd(Rn), 〈(r, (gα)α), (1,−(xα)α)〉 ≥ log f(x) for all x ∈ Sf},
(12)

so it is convex, as it is the intersection of half-spaces.
Assume condition (i) holds. Notice that, taking t2 = er2 , (r2, g2) ∈ ∂C. Otherwise, we 

can take (r, g2) ∈ C with r < r2, and W (r, g2) < W (r2, g2) contradicting that W attains 
its minimum on C at (r2, g2).

Since C is described in (12) as intersection of halfspaces, then the supporting cone 
SC(r2, g2) of C at (r2, g2) is given by the set of all such halfspaces whose boundaries 
contain (r2, g2), i.e.,

SC(r2, g2) ={(r, (gα)α) ∈ [0,+∞) ×Rhd(n) :

g ∈ Fd(Rn), 〈(r, (gα)α), (1,−(xα)α)〉 ≥ log f(x) for all x ∈ S∗
f},

where S∗
f = {x ∈ Sf : r2 − g2(x) = log f(x)}. Thus we have that

NC(r2, g2) = pos({(−1, (xα)α) : x ∈ S∗
f}),

where NC(z) is the outer normal cone of C at z, for every convex set C and every z ∈ ∂C, 
and pos(R) is the positive hull of R, the smallest convex cone containing R.

Since W is a differentiable strictly convex function, and C is a convex set, under the 
assumption (r2, g2) ∈ (0, +∞) × int(Fd(Rn)) the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions (see 
[5]) characterize (r2, g2) by

−∇W (r2, g2) ∈ NC(r2, g2). (13)

Besides, by (7)
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∇W (r, g) =

⎛⎝W (r, g),

⎛⎝−er
ˆ

Rn

xα exp(−g(x))dx

⎞⎠
α

⎞⎠ .

Moreover, since NC(r2, g2) ⊂ Rhd(n)+1 is a convex cone, using Carathéodory’s theorem 
for cones, the previous condition (13) is equivalent to the existence of x1, . . . , xm ∈ Rn, 
m ≤ hd(n) + 1, with r2 − log f(xi) − g2(xi) = 0, and λi > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, such that⎛⎝−W (r2, g2),

⎛⎝er
ˆ

Rn

xα exp(−g(x))dx

⎞⎠
α

⎞⎠ =
m∑
i=1

λi(−1, (xα
i )α)

which proves (ii).
Conversely, suppose condition (ii) holds. The Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions imply 

that (r2, g2) is an extreme point, and thus by the convexity of W , a local minimization 
point of W on C. Since W is strictly convex and C is a convex set, this local minimization 
point must be the only global minimization point, and (i) is proved. �
Remark. Note that our arguments work for the case |Ĥ1(f)| = +∞ (as long as Ĥt(f) is 
bounded for some t > 1), since then the minimum is attained at some t2 ∈ (1, +∞). This 
remark allows us to apply our results to a more general set of functions outside B(Rn), 
as shown in the following example. The only case we can not use our arguments is when 
Ĥ1(f) is unbounded but |Ĥ1(f)| < +∞ (see Example 4.1). For this reason, it would be 
very interesting to get an extension of Lasserre’s theorem for sets of the form Ĥ1(f).

Example 4.7. Let f(x) = exp(−‖x‖d2) for some d ∈ N even. Problem 2 then makes sense 
for f for every even d′ ∈ {2, . . . , d}. Since

Ĥt(f) =
⋃

0<λ<1

1
(log t− log λ) 1

d′
Kλ(f)

=
⋃

0<λ<1

(− log λ) 1
d

(log t− log λ) 1
d′
Bn

2 .

Note that Ĥ1(f) = Rn. Since the maximum of (− log λ) 1
d /(log t − log λ) 1

d′ is attained at 
λM = t−

d′
d−d′ , then

Ĥt(f) = d′
1
d

d
1
d′

(
d− d′

log t

) 1
d′ −

1
d

Bn
2 = G1(gt),

where

gt(x) = d

′ d′
d ′ 1− d′

d

(log t)1− d′
d ‖x‖d′

2 .

d (d− d )
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Then

min
t≥1

t|G1(gt)| = d′
n
d

d
n
d′

(d− d′)n( 1
d′ −

1
d )ωn min

t≥1

t

(log t)n( 1
d′ −

1
d ) ,

where ωn = |Bn
2 |. The minimum above is attained at t2 = en( 1

d′ −
1
d ), and then

f(x) ≤ t2e
−gt0 (x) = en( 1

d′ −
1
d ) exp

(
−d

d′
d

d′
n1− d′

d ‖x‖d′

2

)

is the unique solution to Problem 2 for f with

t2

ˆ

Rn

exp(−gt0(x))dx = ωnΓ( n
d′ + 1)

( n

ed

)n/d
/( n

ed′

)n/d′

.

5. Application: d-outer volume and integral ratio

Given a compact set K ⊂ Rn, it is a natural question to consider how well does the 
volume of the level set of the d-Lasserre Löwner polynomial approximate the volume of 
K. In the context of convex bodies, K ∈ Kn (resp. centrally symmetric convex bodies 
K ∈ Kn

0 ), it was already Ball in [10, Thms. 1 & 2] who showed, by means of the Brascamp-
Lieb inequality, that the largest ratio between the volumes of a compact convex set K and 
its John ellipsoid is attained when K is a simplex (resp. a cube when K ∈ Kn

0 ). Later on, 
Barthe (see [11, Thms. 2 & 3]) showed, by means of a reverse Brascamp-Lieb inequality 
[12], that, in the case of the Löwner ellipsoid, the analogous largest ratio between the 
volume of G1(g2) and the volume of K (assuming G1(g2) is the Löwner ellipsoid of K) 
is attained when K is a centered simplex (resp. a crosspolytope when K ∈ Kn

0 ).
The existence of the d-Lasserre-Löwner polynomial gd naturally leads to define the 

d-outer volume ratio o.v.rd(K) for any given K ∈ Kn as

o.v.rd(K) =
(
|G1(gd)|

|K|

)1/n

,

for every even d ∈ N.
Since gd is homogeneous of degree d, gd is an even function, and thus G1(gd) is 

a centrally symmetric star-shaped with respect to the origin set. The first non-trivial 
examples on how well we can approximate K ∈ Kn

0 by G1(gd) were computed by Lasserre 
(see [32, Thm. 3.4]), for the 2-dimensional cube in the cases d = 4 and d = 6.

Benko and Kroó showed (see Theorem 2 and Lemma 5 in [14]) that if K ∈ Kn
0 has 

C1+ε boundary, for some ε ∈ (0, 1], then for any τ ∈ (0, 1) and any even degree d there 
exists a sequence of polynomials gd ∈ Hd(Rn) such that |gd(x) − 1| ≤ cd−τε, for every 
x ∈ ∂K and some constant c > 0, only depending on K. By the homogeneity of gd and 
of the Minkowski gauge ‖ · ‖K , the inequality above can be rewritten as
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∀x ∈ Rn (1 − cd−τε)‖x‖dK ≤ gd(x) ≤ (1 + cd−τε)‖x‖dK .

This inequality leads to the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1. Let K ∈ Kn
0 . Then lim

d→+∞
o.v.rd(K) = 1.

Proof. Fix δ > 1. A standard approximation argument gives us some Q ∈ Kn
0 of C2

boundary, with K ⊂ Q and (|Q|/|K|)1/n ≤
√
δ. Let us apply Benko and Kroó result 

above to Q (with ε = 1 and any fixed τ ∈ (0, 1)) to get, for any even d ≥ 2 a sequence 
of homogeneous polynomials gd,δ ∈ Hd(Rn) and a constant cδ > 0 such that

(1 − cδd
−τ )‖x‖dQ. ≤ gd(x) ≤ (1 + cδd

−τ )‖x‖dQ ∀x ∈ Rn.

Define gd,δ = (1 + cδd
−τ )−1gd,δ ∈ Hd(Rn). We have gd,δ(x) ≤ 1 for every x ∈ Q, 

which means Q ⊂ G1(gd,δ).
On the other hand, if x ∈ G1(gd,δ), then ‖x‖Q ≤ (1 − cδd

−τ )−1/d, which implies 
G1(gd,δ) ⊂ (1 − cδd

−τ )−1/dQ.
Using the fact that |G1(gd,δ)| = (1 + cδd

−τ )n/d|G1(gd,δ)|,

( |G1(gd,δ)|
|K|

) 1
n

= (1 + cδd
−τ ) 1

d

(
|Q|
|K|

|G1(gd,δ)|
|Q|

) 1
n

≤
√
δ

(
1 + cδd

−τ

1 − cδd−τ

) 1
d

≤ δ,

for any d ≥ dδ and large enough even dδ. Since K ⊂ Q ⊂ G1(gd,δ), choosing the sequence 
δk = k+1

k and taking dδk+1 > dδk , the sequence of polynomials

gd2,2, gd2+2,2, . . . , gd3/2,3/2, gd3/2+2,3/2, . . .

immediately proves the result. �
Remark. Rogers and Shephard showed (see [40]) that if K ∈ Kn with 0 ∈ K, then 
|conv(K∪(−K))| ≤ 2n|K|. Considering g(1)

d and g(2)
d the d-Lasserre-Löwner polynomials 

of K and conv(K ∪ (−K)), respectively, we have that K ⊂ conv(K ∪ (−K)) ⊂ G1(g2
d), 

and

o.v.rd(K) =
(
|G1(g(1)

d )|
|K|

) 1
n

≤ 2
(

|G1(g(2)
d )|

|conv(K ∪ (−K))|

) 1
n

.

Therefore, if K ∈ Kn with 0 ∈ K, we have that

lim sup o.v.rd(K) ≤ 2.

d→+∞
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A natural functional extension of the d-outer volume ratio for any f ∈ F(Rn) with 
‖f‖∞ = f(0) = 1 is the d-outer integral ratio

o.i.rd(f) =

⎛⎝ t

ˆ

Rn

exp(−g(x)1/d) dx
/ ˆ

Rn

f(x) dx

⎞⎠1/n

where (t, g) minimizes Problem 1. For d = 2, a similar definition is considered in [29].
Theorem 5.1 can also be extended to some examples whenever we approximate log-

concave functions. For instance, we can show that if f ∈ F(Rn), then

lim
d→+∞

o.i.rd(f) = 1

whenever f(x) = e−‖x‖K with K ∈ Kn
0 . Indeed, it was shown in Example 3.9(1)

that Ht(f) = int(K) if t > 1 and H1(f) = K. Since K ∈ Kn
0 , we can take gd a 

sequence of homogeneous polynomials given by Theorem 5.1 such that K ⊂ G1(gd)
with |G1(gd)|/|K| → 1 when d → +∞. Since mint≥1 t|G1(gd)| = |G1(gd)|, and 
H1(f) = K ⊂ G1(gd) for every even d ≥ 2, we have that f(x) ≤ exp(−gd(x)1/d)
(see Lemma 3.2) and

o.i.rd(f) ≤

⎛⎝ˆ

Rn

exp(−gd(x)1/d) dx
/ ˆ

Rn

f(x) dx

⎞⎠
1
n

=
(
|G1(gd)|

|K|

) 1
n

→ 1

as d → +∞ (see also Lemma 2.2).

References

[1] A. Alonso-Gutiérrez, S. Artstein-Avidan, B. González Merino, C.H. Jiménez, R. Villa, Rogers-
Shephard and local Loomis-Whitney type inequalities, Math. Ann. 374 (3–4) (2019) 1719–1771.

[2] D. Alonso-Gutiérrez, J. Bernués, B. González Merino, Zhang’s inequality for log-concave functions, 
in: B. Klartag, E. Milman (Eds.), Geometric Aspects of Functional Analysis, in: Lecture Notes in 
Mathematics, vol. 2256, Springer, Cham, 2020.

[3] D. Alonso-Gutiérrez, B. González Merino, C.H. Jiménez, R. Villa, John’s ellipsoid and the integral 
ratio of a log-concave function, J. Geom. Anal. 28 (2) (2018) 1182–1201.

[4] D. Alonso-Gutiérrez, B. González Merino, C.H. Jiménez, R. Villa, Rogers-Shephard inequality for 
log-concave functions, J. Funct. Anal. 271 (2016) 3269–3299.

[5] N. Andreasson, M. Patriksson, A. Evgrafov, An Introduction to Continuous Optimization: Founda-
tions and Fundamental Algorithms, Dover Publications, 2019.

[6] S. Artstein-Avidan, D.I. Florentin, A. Segal, Functional Brunn-Minkowski inequalities induced by 
polarity, Adv. Math. 364 (2020) 107006.

[7] S. Artstein-Avidan, B. Klartag, V.D. Milman, The Santaló point of a function, and a functional 
form of Santaló inequality, Mathematika 51 (2004) 33–48.

[8] S. Artstein-Avidan, B. Klartag, C. Schütt, E.M. Werner, Functional affine-isoperimetry and an 
inverse logarithmic Sobolev inequality, J. Funct. Anal. 262 (2012) 4181–4204.

[9] K. Ball, An elementary introduction to modern convex geometry, Flavors Geom. 31 (1997) 1–58.
[10] K. Ball, Volume ratios and a reverse isoperimetric inequality, J. Lond. Math. Soc. 44 (2) (1991) 

351–359.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib7988804D2F1650EB9F6EE973B126DF1Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib7988804D2F1650EB9F6EE973B126DF1Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibC674BD9DB27F385695E713D85B4F7188s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibC674BD9DB27F385695E713D85B4F7188s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibC674BD9DB27F385695E713D85B4F7188s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib09F2DE4EE0CF17C09D97232E8C7637A2s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib09F2DE4EE0CF17C09D97232E8C7637A2s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib4D2113C40F6226D489F959834A1AC44Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib4D2113C40F6226D489F959834A1AC44Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib85FB93A8EE9440499692DA24A1621769s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib85FB93A8EE9440499692DA24A1621769s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib79DAE77EAE214A51D0B9DAFB358038C7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib79DAE77EAE214A51D0B9DAFB358038C7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib785BBA0DB5E129DBD155B39B9C22C689s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib785BBA0DB5E129DBD155B39B9C22C689s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibDED147C3CBFE4A3AE6E155AEE339007Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibDED147C3CBFE4A3AE6E155AEE339007Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9D5ED678FE57BCCA610140957AFAB571s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9721EEC4C40A8AB2FD269CC589683347s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9721EEC4C40A8AB2FD269CC589683347s1


32 D. Alonso-Gutiérrez et al. / Journal of Functional Analysis 282 (2022) 109344
[11] F. Barthe, An extremal property of the mean width of the simplex, Math. Ann. 310 (4) (1998) 
685–693.

[12] F. Barthe, On a reverse form of the Brascamp-Lieb inequality, Invent. Math. 134 (2) (1998) 335–361.
[13] J. Bastero, M. Romance, John’s decomposition of the identity in the non-convex case, Positivity 

6 (1) (2002) 1–16.
[14] D. Benko, A. Kroó, A Weierstrass-type theorem for homogeneous polynomials, Trans. Am. Math. 

Soc. 361 (3) (2009) 1645–1665.
[15] H. Brascamp, E. Lieb, On extensions of the Brunn-Minkowski and Prékopa-Leindler theorems, 

including inequalities for log concave functions, and with an application to diffusion equation, J. 
Funct. Anal. 22 (1976) 366–389.

[16] U. Caglar, E.M. Werner, Divergence for s-concave and log concave functions, Adv. Math. 257 (2014) 
219–247.

[17] A. Colesanti, Log-concave functions, in: Convexity and Concentration, New York, 2017.
[18] A. Colesanti, I. Fragalá, The first variation of the total mass of log-concave functions and related 

inequalities, Adv. Math. 244 (2013) 708–749.
[19] N. Fang, J. Zhou, LYZ ellipsoid and Petty projection body for log-concave functions, Adv. Math. 

340 (2018) 914–959.
[20] M. Fradelizi, M. Meyer, Some functional forms of Blaschke-Santaló inequality, Math. Z. 256 (2007) 

379–395.
[21] D. Gale, H. Nikaido, The Jacobian matrix and global univalence of mappings, Math. Ann. 159 (2) 

(1965) 81–93.
[22] A. Giannopoulos, I. Perissinaki, A. Tsolomitis, John’s theorem for an arbitrary pair of convex bodies, 

Geom. Dedic. 84 (2001) 63–79.
[23] Y. Gordon, A.E. Litvak, M. Meyer, A. Pajor, John’s decomposition in the general case and appli-

cations, J. Differ. Geom. 68 (1) (2004) 99–119.
[24] P.M. Gruber, F.E. Schuster, An arithmetic proof of John’s ellipsoid theorem, Arch. Math. 85 (1) 

(2005) 82–88.
[25] M. Henk, Löwner-John ellipsoids, Doc. Math. (2012) 95–106.
[26] D. Hilbert, Ueber die Darstellung definiter Formen als Summe von Formenquadraten, Math. Ann. 

32 (3) (1888) 342–350, https://doi .org /10 .1007 /bf01443605.
[27] J.B. Hiriart-Urruty, C. Lemaréchal, Convex Analysis and Minimization Algorithms, I& II, 

Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. A series of comprehensive studies in mathemat-
ics, vol. 305, Springer-Verlag, 1993.

[28] G. Ivanov, M. Naszódi, Functional John ellipsoids, arXiv :2006 .09934, 2020.
[29] G. Ivanov, I. Tsiutsiurupa, Functional Löwner ellipsoids, J. Geom. Anal. (2021) 1–36.
[30] F. John, Extremum problems with inequalities as subsidiary conditions, in: Studies and Essays 

Presented to R. Courant on His 60th Birthday, Interscience Pub., 1948, pp. 187–204.
[31] B. Klartag, V.D. Milman, Geometry of Log-concave functions and measures, Geom. Dedic. 112 (1) 

(2005) 169–182.
[32] J.B. Lasserre, A generalization of Löwner-John’s ellipsoid theorem, Math. Program. 152 (2015) 1–2, 

559–591.
[33] K. Leichtweiß, Affine Geometry of Convex Bodies, J.A. Barth, Heidelberg, 1998.
[34] Y. Lin, Affine Orlicz Pólya-Szegö principle for log-concave functions, J. Funct. Anal. 273 (2017) 

3295–3326.
[35] B. Li, C. Schütt, E.M. Werner, The Loewner function of a log-concave function, J. Geom. Anal. 

(2019) 1–34.
[36] J. Lindenstrauss, V.D. Milman, Local theory of normed spaces and convexity, in: P.M. Gruber, J.M. 

Wills (Eds.), Handbook of Convex Geometry, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1993, pp. 1149–1220.
[37] E. Lutwak, D. Yang, G. Zhang, A new ellipsoid associated with convex bodies, Duke Math. J. 

104 (3) (2000) 375–390.
[38] V.D. Milman, A. Pajor, Cas limites des inégalités du type Khinchine et applications géométriques, 

C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris 308 (1989) 91–96.
[39] V.D. Milman, A. Pajor, Isotropic position and inertia ellipsoids and zonoids of the unit ball of a 

normed n–dimensional space, in: Geometric Aspects of Functional Analysis, in: Lecture Notes in 
Math., vol. 1376, Springer, 1989, pp. 64–104.

[40] C.A. Rogers, G.C. Shephard, Convex bodies associated with a given convex body, J. Lond. Math. 
Soc. 33 (1958) 270–281.

[41] L. Rotem, Support functions and mean width for α-concave functions, Adv. Math. 243 (2013) 
168–186.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib50F67896F013CD25F17FB2DF71EE1207s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib50F67896F013CD25F17FB2DF71EE1207s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibF0DF6A01BAE2A1C7D48EA278158C47FCs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib19D3326F3137CBADD21CE901A9BED4A7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib19D3326F3137CBADD21CE901A9BED4A7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib05D8D1415C6DDE73B2BB651190FF1151s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib05D8D1415C6DDE73B2BB651190FF1151s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibA6F5350F5A2B25A96D66757F761CE65Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibA6F5350F5A2B25A96D66757F761CE65Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibA6F5350F5A2B25A96D66757F761CE65Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9AF3107A066F6B0DEFB1CAFC0499F6EDs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9AF3107A066F6B0DEFB1CAFC0499F6EDs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib0D61F8370CAD1D412F80B84D143E1257s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib758951CAC5E62129E654698C8CA0333Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib758951CAC5E62129E654698C8CA0333Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib19E538EC0219B603C4084FF59466EEC3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib19E538EC0219B603C4084FF59466EEC3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFF94B93682A7BB18A97D720C82E253CBs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFF94B93682A7BB18A97D720C82E253CBs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibACCB66F0ECD826AAC89065990E1DA97Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibACCB66F0ECD826AAC89065990E1DA97Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib1703F91C5C4C0CE169E1713FE58318A9s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib1703F91C5C4C0CE169E1713FE58318A9s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibE9E3B49D59B6EB7C7D564C3E1EA1E935s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibE9E3B49D59B6EB7C7D564C3E1EA1E935s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib71A75A167C33C58BFB561764255C880As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib71A75A167C33C58BFB561764255C880As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibA64CF5823262686E1A28B2245BE34CE0s1
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01443605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFA4F347944EF46109723974D1353D9F8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFA4F347944EF46109723974D1353D9F8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFA4F347944EF46109723974D1353D9F8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibC86EE0D9D7ED3E7B4FDBF486FA6C0EBBs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibCD32106BCB6DE321930CF34574EA388Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFF44570ACA8241914870AFBC310CDB85s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFF44570ACA8241914870AFBC310CDB85s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9B05DE73D43F8C4EC1110C6BCC5312BCs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib9B05DE73D43F8C4EC1110C6BCC5312BCs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib4EC6AF6BEBF8556E64938A1D71873559s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib4EC6AF6BEBF8556E64938A1D71873559s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibBCCD5EC3EC8FD3A4471E71E9B407C60Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib8640D08847FE5E081F0A41C4579BF26As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib8640D08847FE5E081F0A41C4579BF26As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibC8784E57E6C7BD98110424947F45F1ABs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibC8784E57E6C7BD98110424947F45F1ABs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib32ECF3B8563F881C200EAAF65381FF0Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib32ECF3B8563F881C200EAAF65381FF0Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibCED9E8E9F6743F3F533797213CE1E68Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibCED9E8E9F6743F3F533797213CE1E68Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibE738DA28F0EFCC2BEB1EE8129C663C64s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibE738DA28F0EFCC2BEB1EE8129C663C64s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib7DF34D6DE15D7D89B6957F210C256710s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib7DF34D6DE15D7D89B6957F210C256710s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib7DF34D6DE15D7D89B6957F210C256710s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib8CEE5050EEB7C783E8BFAA73003CED3As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib8CEE5050EEB7C783E8BFAA73003CED3As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFE9B4DE9D44EBD41147896CC54CFDD41s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibFE9B4DE9D44EBD41147896CC54CFDD41s1


D. Alonso-Gutiérrez et al. / Journal of Functional Analysis 282 (2022) 109344 33
[42] G. Salmon, Modern Higher Algebra, 1859.
[43] J.J. Sylvester, XIX. A demonstration of the theorem that every homogeneous quadratic polynomial 

is reducible by real orthogonal substitutions to the form of a sum of positive and negative squares, 
London, Edinburgh, Dublin Philos. Mag. J. Sci. 4 (23) (1852) 138–142.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bibE55BB1AE59B6A64858A85A2F48C53036s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib78BA2FAFE33787C4F2C57E43427B01D1s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib78BA2FAFE33787C4F2C57E43427B01D1s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-1236(21)00426-2/bib78BA2FAFE33787C4F2C57E43427B01D1s1

	Best approximation of functions by log-polynomials
	1 Introduction
	2 Homogeneous polynomials
	3 Approximation of log-concave functions by polynomials
	4 A new approach to approximate log-concave functions by polynomials
	5 Application: d-outer volume and integral ratio
	References


