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Abstract
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WEIXTCTHWAEEEDV A V252 5.

S {w e R - | = 1) B EATRE Y T 5.
(5 V2 (0.1) € S x RIZH L,
T(w,t) :={r eR":z-w=t}

WEo>Tn— 1K FHEHBEE L. ZOMBTS" I xR & n—1K0
FHEEDEE M, 1, DW= dT 5. Zhzixz, [(R"—>C
WKL, 207 KU Effr

Rf(m) =Rf(w,t) ::/f:: Rnf(:p)é(:v-w—t)dx, ™€M1

TED 5.

(Minkowski addition) @ # A, B C R™, A, \s € RITH L,
MA+ B ={Mz+XyeR":xz€ A ye B}

1<p<oolZHL,

n

By = {r € B : [l2flf, = 3 il < 1).

=1
R BY 13l O HAIERT, B2 KBNS HERTH 3.

(HIRE) BH D n KITCAR—Z R X 2HEZ |« [gn TRT. FHIX
AR & RITCSH S 7235513 |« | L LT 5.

(Surface measure) HREG K C RV KL, £OXRMEFE%

K B2 pn — | K |gn
sur(K)::lim| + By le | Kle

e—0 g

TEDD. TOEEDDH LT,
sur (BY) = n|BY|gn (1.1)
DB H B Z L ICEET 5.



Section 3 T, convex bodies K, K Kﬁp, 37T : affine map s.t. K =

T(K),|K|=|K|DPBiI35%E, K K%ZA—#HT5. ZOFR—H

D FTD, surface measure ZHEIIIZ

sur, (K) := inf{suf (T'(K)) : T : affine transforms.t. |T'(K)| = | K|}

(1.2)

TEDD.

& C R" 2 ellipsoid TH 5 & 1Z,

3T : affinemaps.t. € = T(BY)
2% D, Euclidian ball @ affine image ¥ L TRINZXFE LT 5.
E(K) 25 convex body K @ maximal ellipsoid TH % & I3,
E(K)C K, |&(K)lgn =max{|E|gn : E: ellipsoid C K}
MRILT B %RED.

K C R™ convex body I L, 0K TK OHEHRZRT. £/, 2D
maximal ellipsoid % W T K @ volume ratio %

TED 5.
u,v € RMICKH LT, MEEG%E
) (v 1 R 3 2 (v-2)u
TEDB. 72, [u) & (v] b TP GG
lu) :Rot—tueR", (@W:R"3z—v-2eR
CLTCHET S, 2O %, L= (v EBRINCE L, ZOXXH
L = |v)

K-> TWAZeDHERTZ 3.



o En x nATH MIIHL, quadratic form Q = Qu : R* — R IX
Q(z) == (z, M(z))

TEZE5DDE T 5. MIT quadratic form Q DLICH X 67858, &
)53 2175 % Mg THRT.

e quadratic form QXL TH, det ZEDHTHL:
det (Q) = det (My).

o Fn x nAT4| M 7 positive-definite TH % & I,
Qu(z) >0, VoreR"\{0}
DT 2Ze%RED. BBIUE, M OTXRTOEEMHE> 0 & [FE.
L7228 THRHZ, det (M) > 0.
e quadratic form @ : R” — RIZXf LT, % ® dual quadratic form %

Q'(x) = sup [z, y)]*, Bo:={yeR":Qy) <1}, (z€R")

yEBQ

TEDD. DBITH S X512, BIZIX Mg A3 symmetric positive-definite
THNIZ, y € Bo Tsup ZERT2d00H D, FHEEIZ Q*(x) &
quadratic form TH 2 Z &3O 5.

BARIENZIE, A, A > 08 LT (Mg)y = Midiy: MTATTHINC & AU,
Bo i3z Zh ooz S 23\, TR 5F5H.

e (Gaussian input)
S+ (R") :={A:n x n—matrix s.t. symmetric and positive definite}

YBE, Ac S, (RY)ITHLT,

ga(zx) = e~ (@A@)

/;gA@er:1/aé%Zy (1.3)

T7, A= (A € [T, 8+ (R™) KHLT,

BB, ot x,

ga = (9415, 94,)
rELZLDHB.



o (BIRDWIT) fi i R" —» REZEZMADIHOEBRF R" S (v1,...,2,) =
(fi(z),..., fu(x)) € RFIZNL, ZOW7 dF : R® — n x k—matrices
[

Ofi(@) Bafil) o Ofile)
sy | ) ) )
Oufulw) Bafile) - Ouful)
ThHEzoh 5.

e (gradient & Hessian) ¢ : R* — RIZH L Vo : R" — R* & V%¢: R" —

n X n—symmetric matrices (&
V() i= (0ig(x), ..., 0ud(@)), V?é(x) = (V?d(2))i; = (0:0;6())s;-

7B, LTICHEE:
d(Vo)(z) = V?¢(x).



2 Brunn-Minkowski, Prékopa-Leindler, T
isoperimetric inequality

IDtryaryoREEUTO—HORNEROBREEER e TH 5.
Prekopa — Leindler inequality = Brunn — Minkowski inequality — (2.1)

= Brunn’s theorem about convex body, Isoperimetric inequality.

PUTFTREEFR—arvhpoillo T RL, 6 EDIETHEMNT 3.

2.1 Brunn’s theorem & Brunn-Minkowski inequality

MEEMEEZ270%T1E, n=2uTRDHIZEZ 5.

Example 2.1. £31%, &b EARIZEMANRTDH 20AMK K = B3 26
ERE2IRD 5.

o B2 ZHEHIRATARALT, ZODARATA AHDESIZEZ S !
v(r) := lengthof B3 N {(r,y) € R* : y € R}.

o ZOLBRXZITIEH S BT,
_ 2% —
U<r>:{<l @ el

0 (r ¢ [=1,1])
o ZDu(r) E3BEZEFITIEDN 2 L51Z, [-1,1] LT concave 2F D,
v((1 —a)ry + arg) > (1 — a)v(ry) + av(rs) (2.2)

M a e [0,1] & ry,ry € supp(v) WX LTH D IZD.

XT, D/ — bOEAFZI, “BRISH U THOLS 2 My mE i, —
DRI L THDMIL T A THAS" VI D THLL. ZOHZIHED
B, 20/ = rO®BRFETE, BEBAEREZEZEZ TV ZITkh2D, 22 TEIH

ARHRE “H T > 7 TR UTHRALS 2 BBAERIE, —fRoIEERFE BRI LT o K
SNTBTHAHI7EWVIBDITES.




&, ROFWHBEARIZAETTL % 1 —D convex body K IZXLTH, R
FARMDEZ v(r): R = Rog ZUTOEHETED S, TRDB,

v(r) := lengthof K N {(r,y) € R* : y € R}.

ZDEE, v(r) &% D support LT, concave 2 ? Z DRIEIINTT 2 iEE X
YES &% :

Theorem 2.2. K C R?, closed convex \x L, BAE v(r) 1% D support D
T concave.
ZAUIERICHH S 2200 b LR WD, — itz 52 5.
Proof. RIZES#E v 23 concave TR o7z LT, D% D Ja* € (0,1), Irt,r; €
supp(v) s.t.
v((1 =a)ry +a’ry) < (1 —a™)v(r]) + av(ry) (2.3)
WAL L7z LTHERZEL.
3, Kn{(r*y) :yc R}y WAUITRARDRDT
KEn{(ri,y):y e Ry = {(r],y) : v € [y1, 411}
rET S, FARRIC
En{(r5,y) :y € Ry = {(r3,9) : v € [15, 451}

tEFIFS. £2ZT

U

Yoo = (L= ")y} + '3, yo = (1 — ")y + a’ys
CRED, Florg = (1—-a)ri+a'r; £ BE, 2K
PYoi= (T, Yo, Pg* = (ra*,yi*)

PEB. THE, TD2RMBK D convexity ICFJET 5. LWVWHDDH, I
LDFILFDFT, vDERED

o(r}) =yt =y, v(ry) = vy — y3

10



B OTIGE (2.3) 55

v(
< (1= a*)(yi —ul) + " (ys — v3)

(1= a")yy +arys) — ((1— o)y + a'y3) =yl — yo-.
fli/5C, K @ convexity XD, P4 P € K, L7zh o T3 (P, PL) C K

a*r b a*

Y72 DR (P, PL) U y B TR CH B o L RHEE 2 B b

a*rt a*

length of £(PY, PL) < v(ry+).

£ AT, M

length of £(PY, PL) = y". — yC.

a*r oa* «

DT, THEFETHS. O

Brunn (X Z OMEXERITTTHRILT 208 5 ICBEIENH -7, DF D,
K CRYIZHLT, BfvZE KDn—1 TR T 4 A2 X DEDZ D concavity
RN D WS DI THS. 2T, MERERICANZDIC, 7 RVE
P25 BT o2 DT B EDIWCEZIEDT, 3 Example 2.2 XD X
FIWCBEWIZ S, I7bb, K CR? convex IZXf L,

v(r) == R[lkl(er,7), reR
CEDIE Z, u(r) X concave. B, ARETIEZIDZ F AR THY

ZRENT L, BN — 1T FHTORTIA A EEZTWS 2 B2+
DTH 5.

e [ ~
K C R, convex IZxf L,

v(r) .= R[1k](e1,7), r€R

EEDIZE ZF, v(r) & concave B> ?
- J

11




-~ fE ~

FIZZ ORIENDIRE IR T 4 715, Thbb, n> 3680
D3 concave 1278 5 720 convex set K C R* D3MFEET 5.

Example 2.3. n >3 & LT,
K = cone := {(x1,2") € R" : 21 € [0,1],]2'| < |z1|}

L3ak,

v(r) = R[1g](e1,7) = c,r™ .

FFIZ v X concave T,

J

E AN, THNTEEIEDLLDITTIERW. HlZIX, Example 2.3 DFTIX

r = v(r)YOD 23 concave IZ# 5> TWB Z e bh b, TOF THFR— 3

NZEDWT Brunmn BRH LZHER RO DTH 5.

Theorem 2.4. n >2¥2 L K C R* Z{LED conver set £ 3 5. ZDLE
r— v(r)ﬁ = fR[lK](el,T)ﬁ

1 concave?.

Brunn (X “elegant symmetrisation method” % FI\>T Theorem 2.4 ZFEBH L
TW32%, BUTTIEH b1z Minkowski 1 & 2 FEOFERIKIC & 2 3EH %
5Z2%.

Theorem 2.5 (Brunn-Minkowski inequality). n > 1 & LU A, B C R": non-
empty, compact set & L7z & &,

(1= NA+ AB|= > (1 = \)|A|" + A|B|=, VA€ [0,1] (2.4)
DIYAL.

HIDIIERE L LT, ZO—&7%2HE® Brunn-Minkowski inequality D5&4 7%
AEBHX Liusternik (1935) XD B X 6N e 2R TEHEL. %74, A B
PERDORGIEDKIZ, (2.4) ZHMEZFFIAFRXZ M, EpyEc
ALATE2DT, BO—EP-oTALE LWV, XT, iHZ5Z 51,
Brunn-Minkowski inequality 238  #55R 2 RTEH Z 5.

2ZEAMZIINE LT, K 2HEIZ convex ¥ W R T, & DEEWEBKRT convex 72 -
7535, Pz, OK OMRPER[TIULERE 72855, ZOLZE, v(r) D concavity
HMOPDOERTHRENSIEAIH?

12



2.1.1 Brunn-Minkowski inequality = Brunn’s theorm

Z 2T, Brunn-Minkowski inequality (2.4) Z{R7E L T, Theorem 2.4 %
R I—iE oD D concavity, D DIEED convex set K C R* &
r <71, NE(0,1) ZEXD, ry:=(1—=Nri+ A & LEE,

R[1x(er,r) ™1 > (1 — NR[Lx](er, )77 + AR[1x](er, 7)1 (2.5)
RS Z2IZlkd. ZZT
A1 =KnN 7T(€1,7”1), A2 = Kﬂﬂ'((ﬁl,?’g), A,\ =KnN 7T(€1,7”)\)

B,
R[1g](er,ri) = |Ailgn-1, i =1,2,A

£7%%. §2 L HEO (2513
T A AT (2.6)

’AA|H@1 Z (1 - )‘Al Rn—1 Rn—1

YRMEIZ72 2703, GOV TIE (24) 2EZ Z 52508 T 5. EBRICE-
ThADdL,

(1- )IAlan 1+A|A2|Rn% < (1= A) A+ AL Rt (2.7)

T2, 2008E (1-NA + A & Ay O OBRPERICKR DM, 22
T K @ convexity Zf#5 & X\, %17,

(1 = XN)m(er,m) + Am(er,re) = mw(eq, ry)

~J

EDT
Ay = K0 ((1 = MNm(er,m1) + Ar(er, ).

i EFR LD
(1=XNA+ XA = (1= NKnNmw(er,r) + AK Nw(eg,rs)
C (1= N)7(er,r1) + Am(er, o)
THHH, FIRHIZA,Ay C K TK: convex & D
(1-=XNA; + XA, C K.
£oT, Zhonro
(1= X)A1 4+ XAy € KN (1= Nm(er,r1) + Am(er, r2)) = Ay

£ih, K
|( _>‘)A1 +/\A2|Rn 1 < |A)\|Rn 1

Bbnrsd. The (2.7) ZEbET (2.6) BibmI 5.

13



2.1.2 Brunn-Minkowski inequality = Isoperimetric inequality

1% Brunn-Minkowski inequality %> 5 Isoperimetric inequality 23& 024125 Z
xR 5. £33, Isoperimetric inequality D FiRZ RN TI L.

Theorem 2.6. AfE—ED T T, REBEZR/NMITI2XE (OfF) 1, 2—
2y RERBL. $hbb,

min {sur (K): K C R"s.t.|K| = [B}|} = sur (B}). (2.8)

IO =R LT, FED K CR" s.t. |K|ge < 0o IZXL
TR
sur (K) = n| K. " (B g (2.9)
DIFRAL.
Proof of Brunn-Minkowski inequality = Isoperimetric inequality. ¥73, —
B (2.9) 2REIUE (2.8) MES T B RTEIZ 3.
min {sur (K) : K C R"s.t. |K| = [B}|} > sur (B})

EREIR IV, 2079, K| =By tR5%EE K 2ERICHS. (29) &
K ORGE LD -
sur (K) > n|K|' % By |+ = n|Bj|

TH5H, B O REMEDOEMR (1.1) &b,
sur (K) > sur (BY)
LR5DT, (2.8) S,
T IT, (29)ZRZ D, sur (K) DERZZHIC, %RiBT % Brunn-Minkowski
inequality D[FfER NN— 3 > (2.16) 25 &,
|K + eBY|
> (K|~ +[eB3|~)"
= (|K|% +[B3|+)"
= B ((|K1/IBE])* +2)"
= [BS| (K |/ B3| + ne(|K|/B5]) "+
= |K| + ne|K|'" % B2+ + O(e2).

+ 0(52))

14



hkb,
sur (K) = 1i1%5_1(|K+5B§| —|K])
E—
> T1i -1 1—% n % 2\
> lim = (|| + nel K[~ B3| + O(e?) — |K])
— nl K[ By

EIRDEEADE T T 5. O

2.2 Prékopa-Leindler inequality &
Brunn-Minkowski inequality

Z ZTClX, Brunn-Minkowski inequality D@78 REE% 5 2 5. BARINICIX
% 3 Prékopa-Leindler inequality 238X, Z {143 Brunn-Minkowski inequality
(2.4) 28 Z & 2 /7=, Prékopa-Leindler inequality DFEH%Z 5 2 5.

Theorem 2.7 (Prékopa-Leindler inequality). A € (0,1) 2 & %. ZDL Z
fyg,h : R™ = Rso 3 concavity condition

h((1 =Nz +Ay) = f(2)' g(y)*, Yo,y eR" (2.10)

R YR

n

/n h(z)dz > ([ f(z) dx)l_k(/ g(z) dx)A (2.11)

Rn

DILAL..

Prékopa-Leindler inequality %% Brunn-Minkowski inequality D —f&{bTH %
ZEEBVBVETHWZRIZLT, ZZTEREITUUTOMREEZTHL.

15



~— Reverse Holder inequality & L T Prékopa-Leindler inequality —
Example 2.8. A € (0,1) & f,g: R" — Ry IZXf L,

h(z) = sup f@)'g(y)* (2.12)
z,yER™:z=(1-N)z+ Ay

LRED DY, S (2.10) DKL Lz - T,

/R sip f0) P g(y) de (2.13)

n gyER™:z=(1-N)z+ Ay

> ([ fadn) ([ gla)da)’

R R

PEED N € (0,1) & f,9: R — Ry 0 LKL,

Iz, 32D UHIRADD 2TRICEZHZ 5. DFEDpe (l,00) &L o
T, 1-A=1/pA=1/pl, B2 flgd— g bEZETZ
PIZEoT, (2.13) 1%

/R s f(a)gly)dz (2.14)

" z,y€R":z=x/p+y/p’

=

> (f sy an)([ oy w)?

CRABZ O 5. M THEE @ Holder inequality DFEIRT 5 & Z A1
g,

=

Lo swo pgdes( [ fpdn)( [ gy dn)

» zy€ERM 2=z /p+y/p’ x=y n

HIRILT 5 DT (2.13), (2.14) 1X Holder inequality D¥i[A] £ DFEA & A
BE5.

EREIR Z r BN B Y, RIS R L VATHIBEBUC A B L IEBR S . Z oM
PREE T 2L, hEFEIX esssup EHWRITUI R SN, B3, AR TIEZFDZEITHE
ML TEZED 3.

\ J
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2.2.1 Prékopa-Leindler inequality = Brunn-Minkowski inequality

Prékopa-Leindler inequality Z{RE L T Brunn-Minkowski inequality % & Z
9. ZD7=HIZ, Brunn-Minkowski inequality DWW D0 DFEHERER 5 2T
BOWIABMRER LW, FFTE N A THR— 3 > LT, Brunn-
Minkowski inequality (Z B EE O AN EXZHEHT 5 &,

(1 =XN)A+AB|g. > (1 = N)[Alg. + A|B|gn
1
> (JARA Bl )™

Tihbb,
(1= A+ ABJgn > [A]52 B2 (2.15)

DRALT 2 bhd. BEABERIAXA—RNEFEET S, 20D (2.15)
3 (24) EDBFOAERXTH 20, IRXNTDABENEEZDZILITE-
T, HBHEKRT (2.15) 1 (24) E[AMEICZR S, TADRD lemma TH 5.

Lemma 2.9. LIT® 82D FiRIX[FMHE.

1. TRTDP# A B Cept R", A€ (0, 1) 1ITRL, (24):
(1= NA+ABJg, = (1 N)|A]Z, + A|Bl3.
)R
2. FRTDP# A B Cepy RVITHIL,
A+ Bl > Al + BIZ, (2.16)
DML,
3 FRTDP#ABCepy R"EXNeRIINL, (2.15):
(1= AN)A+ ABlre > |Alg*Blgn

DIKAL.

17



Proof. (1= \NJAZ ALHRRLED, A=(1- N1\ 14 BRLEDF
52T, (1)t (2)@|_Jf§|$¢iﬁﬁ$kﬁﬁnu1'%% ¥72, (1)= (8)13BRCA
Jo. Z2TT(3) = (2)ZMATTHEEEL £5. ZHUZ N ITDWVWTD optimization
DHAES. BRI ET, (3)&D

-

|A+B&W40 M1 =N"tA + AN
> [(1— N AlE 2Bl
= (1= X) "IN AT B3,
BIRTDANZOWTHRILT 5. £ T,
o7(A) 1= (1= N7l
LEDTZORKEERD S &,

aﬂ)\ —
Arg[gf}cb A =a+p

255, 22Ta = |Alg., 8 = |Blz. Dt 212, ZOBRAMEEERT
A= AA,B)ZERXZLICLH>T(2.16) 218 3. O

2D (3) DIICIEHTHUR, Prékopa-Leindler inequality & DBE#HAH & 2212
25,

18



s Observation ~
Lemma 2.9 ® (3) 13,

/ Ta-naps(z) dz > ( / La(z) dz) / 1s(y)dy)"  (2.17)
DHILT AL e[ffETH 20, TDL X
La—nyaas((1 =Nz + Ay) > La(z) *p(y)
HHHLMICHRAZLTWS., D% D,

h=1q1-xnap, [f=1a, g=13

B < &M (2.10) 1IFGLL, L7h35 T Theorem 2.7 3H AU, (2.11)
TROLEESOHE I1T) BHILT 5 Zenbh D, 24X Lemma 2.9-
(3) DAL ZEH® T 5. Z4 K D Prékopa-Leindler inequality = Brunn-
\Minkowski inequality 23702 5. )

2.2.2 Prékopa-Leindler inequality MEERA

BRIZ Theorem 2.7 2/~ LT, —HOANERDIEHZERIH LS.
AERADFAT 72 T, Prékopa-Leindler inequality 2 %% Z 2 I1ZKD A Y v

MBS, FTRbb, &M (2.10) e AEFERK (2.11) BIXTTn ITKSIRWIER L
TWADT, RTICHEAT 2MNEZEHHTZX2 WS HTH5.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. LPICREBAD 7V b4 V% 52 5.

- VA2 N N ~
e (Step 1) n = 1 DA D Brunn-Minkowski inequality

e (Step 2) n = 1 DHHED Prékopa-Leindler inequality

e (Step 3) n > 2 DHE D Prékopa-Leindler inequality
o J

19



(Step 1) %73, n=10DHEIZ Brunn-Minkowski inequality (2.4) ZEHRT .
Example 2.2 TR X512, RIRZTTIIYEEIS > I LTH 5. 3, AD
G BOEMIRRICHZ LRELTED. W50, ¥FTABCR
FayRz b, RCHREROT

r(A) := right — hand end of A,
[(B) := left — hand end of B

MENZTN A BDiLe LTENS, 22T,
Ay =A—r(A), Bs:=B+I1(B)

L, A, B, ZEhEhofne AR ELTWS. 51T
R—= 7 EDFATEEAZNEL D

[A+ Bl = [As+ Bl |A] = |Asl, Bl = [B

DH2BDT, A, B LAER (2.16) 2RI 52 2D, #izhd reduction
DIEALEN 3. T3 8 ZDreduction 7 SR

A+BDA,B
Nbhrd. MAT, A BDIREELD 2513 disjoint 72D T,
|A+ B| = |A] + | B

PEHNED, THEES L n=1DHED (2.16) TH 5.
(Step 2) KIZ (Step 1) ZHWT, n =1 DHE D Prékopa-Leindler inequality
ERED. f,9,h BEM(2.10) Zifi-THOL L, IHIKERPD/ -7
AX¥—>a ¥sup, f(z) =sup,g(y) = 1L BRELTIW. ZoeE, KFER
ZXEFL>0ITHLT,

{zeR:h(z) >t} D(1-XN{zeR: f(x) >t}+My e R:g(y) >t} (2.18)

BRILT DL WS 2 THS. ZhUIzeR"Dre{f>thye{g>t}ic
XD, 2=(1 =Nz + Xy eI 22, RE (2.10) 225

h(z) = h((1 = Nz + Xy) = f(2)' Pg(y)* >t =t

20



EiRBZEEVbrE. THE, Tk (Step 1) TRlZzn =11INT 3
Brunn-Minkowski inequality & D

{zeR:h(z) 2t} 2|1 -N{zeR: fz) =t} + My eR:g(y) = t}|
> 1=z eR: f(z) =t} +A{y e R:g(y) = t}]
DTRTDO0 <t < VITHUKILT 5. (sup, f(x) = sup, g(y) = 1 ZEOH
B, 0<t< 1ML, {f >t},{g>1t}+#07%DT Brunn-Minkowski % fif
25.) LEhoT, ZhEtcRTHEZTZ2E (t¢10,1) 5IZ,

{f=t}{g=>t} =0
ZHEZT)
léh@ﬁhziéHzeR:h@)ZtHﬁ
> [(1= Nl € R @) 2 6} + Ay € R () 2 ]
== [ f@ydr 2 [ o) dy
> ([ 1@d) ([ o)’

D, 1 RITDGEDFHHNE T T 5. 2T, mEDAT v I TIEEM
BMPEIGAERE V-,

(Step 3) EIRITRITICEE T 2IFMNET n > 2 DHEZRT XL, Theorem 2.7
DEEDP N —1RITDO L ZTIZIELWEIRET 5. h, f,g 25 (2.10) %7
THoe LU,

he, (2') = h(z, 2),
fm(‘r,) = f(xlax )7
9 (V') = g(y1,9)

21



F(z1) :== [y (2) da’
Rn—1

G = [ anl)dy

WKRLT, H F,GH»1XTDOEN (2.10) AT DOTIEROVD LWV I RN
LTL%. D% D,

H((1—= Ny + M) > F(z)" ™ *Gy)?, Vo, y €R (2.19)
MRILT 2D TIERWIEA I 5. DN ZhZzilErD LS. EFREZ

H( =N+ 30 = [ ()2
Rnfl

DT, IREDn —1XITD Theorem 2.7 ZfEWT=w. SRR, b, f, g 1&5:AF
(2.10) Z{ii7=9 DT,
Rz ap (1= N2+ Xy) = h((1 = Nz + \y)
> f(x)' g(y)
= for (2') gy, ()
ERD, Ba,y € RIEHL, ha-amias fors Gy (&0 — LXITTDSEMF: (2.10)
i, Ko TRIEDRE LD
/ h(1—>\)931+/\y1 (Z/) dz' > (
Rn—l

b, ZAX(2.19) 2EKT 5.

fur (') da') 7 / 9 () dy')*

Rn—1 Rn—1

BT (2.19) DBHERTE /2D T, H,F,GIZx L 1 XITD Prékopa-Leindler
inequality Z# M L C,

DOD VAN TS 5. O

22



2.3 (F<%7) Prékopa-Leindler DFESRIIEMHICDWVWT

R"™ _F® Prékopa-Leindler DESAZGAAZ 25/ IZK o THL2ITR > T\ 5.
TR T T ¥ RFEDXHERT A explicit IZFIRPEBFBNVTWVWAR VDT, Bucur-
Fragald [21] FOFRZIBR 2 (Ball-Boroczky [16, 17] b SHR) . Z ZTlklt
REANDRDLDICaTELZLIZT 3.

F9(213) LT, REHFOVEK”LTWERr o0, B

R'>z— sup  f(2)" " g(y)* € Rxo
z,y€R™:
z=(l—a)z+ay

BB ZAR f, g SR VAR LR — ZEHIBEEIC 72 B 03, —fRD f, g 1%
L CTEAAR—ZA[HIBIRIC 72 5 L E R & 7220 (FEfNE [21] O Introduction %
AX). 2ZTRODOIZ

[essw s@graz= ([ 07 90 e20)
z:(lgtelﬂ)%x—:&-ay ! !

EZDHE X0,

23



- R" | Prékopa-Leindler D5 7414 ~

£, ¢:R" — Ry D log-concave TH % 13,
B(1— N+ M) > 6(2) o). (A1), oy cRY (2.21)

DIILT B ZED.
D E 2RI KIRDRALT 5.

T7bb5 (ae (0,1) BITHN),

Lo

Equality in (2.20) < 3¢ : log-concave, 3b € R™ :
f(x) =¢(x) and g(x) = f(x —b), (a.e.z €R").
Remark. 572AI < Z RS 2 DIEfHH T log-concavity, /L— 7 HIE

DHATBEAZENB XAV E =25 & (2.20) DA EDAEFEKL 2
\ﬁof%%ﬁﬁﬁ WTE 5.

DIERLSAFD T T,

J

Z D log-concavity IZ2WT, ROBFEIIH > TWTHITRVW D BbN 3.
Lemma 2.10. a € (0,1) €9 5. f,g:R" = Ry D’ log-concave 72 51X
h(z):==  sup  f(z) " g(y)"

xz,yeR™:
z=(1—a)z+ay

b log-concave 1272 5.
Proof. 74T 7% 12X, a=1/2DBE5TrRT. o a DEE D FEE

THbd. £7F, h: log-concave < h*: log-concave, (u > 0) 72DT, h* D
log-concavity:

W(1=N) o+ rg.)? > h2.)? " Vh(y)?, (VA€ (0,1), Va.,y. € R") (2.22)
PRT. DU\ 2,y 3EEDODDTEIET 5.
R.H.S = sup (f(fvl)g(fcz))l_A X sup (f(yl)g(yz))A

z1,22:7=(21472) /2 Y192y« =(y1+y2)/2

24



ZI:@T Ty = (xl + x2)/2 t y* - (?/1 + y2)/2 %ﬁf:? T1,22,Y1,Y2 %,EE%

D (f(z0)g(e))  (Flun)g(ye))” & LA SFHIET 2 £ k. ZAUCIE f,g
D log-concavi ty %@O T,

(F)g(x2) 7 (Fy)a() = (F) 7 F)) (9(22) P g(v2)")
£

S ( )J?l + )\yl) ((1 — )\)ZEQ + )\yQ)

ZZTay, o, Y1, Yo DIBUF KD, 20 := (1=N)a1+ My, 90 .= (1= Nz + Ao
LB EHLMNIZ

(I =Nz + Ay = IOT—HJO
DAL T B DT,
(f(z1)g(22)) ™ (Fu)g(y))™ < flz0)g(wo)
< sup F(@)g(y) = (1 = Nz, + Ay.)*.

z,y:(1=N) 2+ Ay =(z+y) /2

AT 21, 29, Y1, Yo IOV T D—KEFHIIZ 72 2 DT

R.H.S = sup (f(z1)g(zs)) ™ x sup (f)g(y))’
x1,T2:T=(x1+x2)/2 y1,y2: Yy« =(y1+y2)/2
< h((1 = Na, + Ay.)* = L.H.S
Y72 D (2.22) DR T X 7= 0

25



3 Reverse Isoperimetric inequality

%3, Brascamp-Lieb inequality #5124 DISHICEE D L WETIR DR -
TEBIZ 5. BARREERRIE, Section 4.5 THZ23%. m,nEN, ni,...,n, <n
LT, Ly,...,L, : R — R", linear map & c¢i,...,¢, € (0,00) ZHD,
AER

m

/n Hfj(Lj(l’))cj dx < BL(L, c) H( - filay)da;)”, f; >0 (3.1)

2FZ72w. BLL,c) TH»>T, ZORERORREEMERT ZLICT 5.

Theorem 3.1 (Geometric Brascamp-Lieb inequality). Li,..., L, : R" —
R", linear map & c1,...,cm € (0,1] 5 Geometric Brascamp-Lieb data $ 73
bbb,

L;Ly =1dgw, Y ¢;LiL; = Idgs (3.2)

Jj=1

i35, ZOrE,
BL(L,c) =1

DAL L 618, AEX (3.1) ORBEBZIERT 5 f;: Gaussian DIFEFRIT
FIET 5.

COMRTREFLRRE, FMEROREEMETHRETE TSI TH 2.
K, REEHEEAITNL, 7o #BEMmEIcL D, BHEICASE
ANEMRTES. ZORRER 1D, convex geometry DRIEIZ S T B
THZEEDTTRE2ZEVHETHS.

Remark. ZOREBEB1IFZENZTHE &, BL Z 30w d L TRV,
FRRIEHREFT LR BERDOANERXZEATED, JEHICREZFHED MRS
o TW5. BIZIX, Young DAENXHEFIE Geometric Brascamp-Lieb data
TUI72W\A3, Proposition 3.6 [12] 12 K 2 24T, Geometric data 125 T &
MTE, L7235 TIZ®D Theorem 3.1 & Sharp 7 Young FERD—fb e B
it %. Example 3.8 [12] S, Z D HIZDWTIX Subsection 5.3 1ZFHH
BHBDT, 256 S,

LTI, Ball 1] 0XE2Z0E % (HAERLT av—LTBL.
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Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 2 in Ball [1]). K C R" Z{EE D convez, symmetric
body, Q % R FDOEEDI IR T 5. DL &,

3T = T(K,Q) : affinemaps.t. |T(K)| = |Q],sur (T'(K)) < sur (Q)

ML 5. ZZTK C R symmetric 3o € K = —x € K DRALT
5 LERRT 5.

3.1 ZX3ME¥ Reverse Isoperimetric inequality D F3k

FFWREZLAMEDEFR—arr52 k5.

- Naive Question ~

Isoperimetric inequality I&, FFE—ED T T/ OXRIEZ FORIE 2 £
LD TH 5D, HIIRAMPRKICRLZMBEMIEALS0? D% D,

max {sur (K) : K C R"s.t.|K| = |B}|} (3.3)

K%i%)ﬁ?%KCR”LiE‘BL\of:ﬂ%ff%57b)? )

HPLEZTANUE, ZORWEF YLV RTHEI RS, LWVWHDY,
Bl Z X B OEARZIH L OoXEIE, ARE—ETREHEEZVW S5 THKRELT
XM THD. OFD,

max {sur (K) : K C R"s.t.|K| = [B}|} = o0
ThHs. £Zrp, TOMLETEREZT (LFIHLO3EIF) B DMIEE
B2 5. 2 TREEIR CHIBEIREZ D867 7 74 V&) T
¥ ZbH 5 MIEFRLT, BENFEC D ORE—EEZE, Edhod4—T77%
FIWIEERZRO X SICEBZ 5. 2%, EF (1.2) ZRVH LT, MEZ
UTDETEMET B ENTES.
Problem 3.3.

sup {sur, (K) : K C R"s.t. |K| = [Bj|} =7 (3.4)
72, ZDsup BENT S KIIFEETEH?

27



Ball 1%, sup & & 2D K 1T convexity (¥ symmetricity) % & HIIRE T
% Z ¥ T, maximizer SN HIKTH 2 LFFET S Z L ITHRIILT-.
Theorem 3.4. Q) % By L R UMHBEZHRON K, 7205
B3 Bgle
QO - [_ 9 9 :|
&35, $5k,

sup {sur, (K) : K C R"s.t. |K| = [B}|, convex, symmetric} = sur (Qo).
(3.5)
D&Y, 7774 YEBMEROWTILAESRERRA. CZTK C R
symmetric ¥z € K = —x € K ®EKT 5.

-~ Remark and comments ~

o JLim X D [1] Ti& symmetric DIREIFFRE T, convex DAZIRL T
MEZZEZTW5. ZOROMEIZ K £ LT, simplex (IZHIFRL T
sup ZHAUI X W WS DT 5. TR, #ZHRLS 2
AR symmetric D T TREZZZTWS. BB, ZO—RFEDIEHA
bIEE BT AT 7iE Theorem 3.4 LRI TH 5. XDFEL IR
L[] 2.

o convex I HARIRAWVWT =V v 7 2 Problem 3.3 %% X% Z
CERELWTHAS. HIZIETK LT, ZEDLH>RKEEEZ
X, MEEHTEH-TEZX-LTH, REABEARXLITSEI L
MAJRETH 5. (FRKRY:, BIDERESEEICaXy bWk EZE
L7)

e Theorem 3.4 T, JFIRDKMEMEIE measure preserving 727 7 7
A VEBERHEETH 2R /NS RRVE WS HEZHOL
TW3. 2% D, Theorem 3.4 DIEMER FiRIX,

sup {sur, (K) : K C R"s.t. |K| = [Bj|, convex, symmetric}
=sur, (Qo) = sur (Qo)

TH3.
- J

Theorem 3.4 1% Ball DITDFEE TH 5 Theorem 3.2 02 50ED.
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Proof of “Theorem 8.2 = Theorem 3.4”. LDaAX > MZHB X SIZ,
sur.(Qo) = surQo

£DT,
sup {sur, (K) : K C R"s.t. |[K| = [B}|, convex, symmetric} > sur, (Qo)
= sur (Qo).
Lo T,
sup {sur, (K) : K C R"s.t.|K| = [B}|, convex, symmetric} < sur (Qy)

(3.6)
ZREIX R, sur, DER LD, | K| = |BY| 2tz THEED convex, symmetric
% K CRMIZHL,

3T : affinemaps.t. |T(K)| = |Qol, sur (T'(K)) < sur (Qo) (3.7)
DAL T 5 Z 2RI LW, Z4UE Theorem 3.2 2 HEBIIHES. O

3.2 Theorem 3.2 MiFEA

HEDHDTHA, reverse version THAL, Isoperimetric inequality TEHE
DX, MELREMEE OBRTH 2. SDOGE, LD maximizer 72 &
ROV TWBDT, VRO EE REfEL ORfRZ R TBEL Zicd
5. ¥ETHERDIAFERQITHL,

sur (Q) = 2n|Qlgr (3.8)

MEALT 2. 205 Dd, QI 2nfdD n— 1 KT FHEIPHD, FRLERD
SEEE (|QY) L oo TH S, Zhkh, BEZZOWEIR
FXOET, FEDOKICHNLTORILTAIEERTIERIREZTHAS.
X D IEMEIZIX, EED convex, symmetric 72 K C R 12X L,

3T} : affinemap s.t. sur (TH(K)) < 2n]T0(K)]];? (3.9)

RG22 % (Ty & volume preserving TR TH kW) . FEEE, (3.9)
73 Theorem 3.2 ZE < Z & IZOWTIE, (3.9) DAFERXNR T — VAL, 0%
D, (3.9) DAFERIITEED N > 01T L

sur (\To(K)) < 20| ATo(K)lar (3.10)

29



DRI TEZLEREE VWS 2RO TIREEZEITHB. tW0WHDDH,
FEEDOVHEQITHLT, A>0%

Ao (K| = (@

ERDBZEDICHNE, T = Ny L EDH S Z T, TIX affine map TH D,
(3.10) ¥ (3.8) 25

IT(K)| = [MTo(K)| = Q|

sur (T(K)) < 2n|\To(K)|"+

n—1

~ on[Q)F
= sur (Q)
7D, Theorem 320MES 026 THB. 2T, ATT (3.9) 2T 7

T7AVEBRT, T Z8WZRE. ZDRDDFERPD D, convex set K D
maximal ellipsoid T 5.

3.2.1 #{E: maximal ellipsoid & F. John’s theorem

F3WBIT7RTATTRERS
o K CR"Z—%®D convex body £ 3 5. ZDOr %, KzbH5HhL>v
TNUBKIET SERV TERWES I 0 7?

o Convexity IZIFEH LT, ellipsoid TK ZHMT 22 %2EZITASL. ~
EC K TTERZRIREVEEZRD ellipsoid E ZZNLEDITK & ¢
W DTIERWEA S D (maximal ellipsoid) ?

o FHFRIZ, Z D maximal ellipsoid €2 &2 K DD H 2E I VDD
TH5DT, KHFORODIZEZFANS Z T, HED (3.9) ik
9 affine map Ty Z ADOF 22 BT 5.

Theorem 3.5 (Fritz John’s theorem). K C R" Z{EE D conver body &3 5.

1. K @ mazimal ellipsoid E(K) IIFEL, O FNIE—BIZEE 5.
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2. BT, &(K) =By : Euclidian ball TH 3 Z IERD K IZHTALLTF
D2 &ML T % 2 & L [FfE: BY C K »D

m m

=0, Y cilr-w) =z[>, (VzeR"). (3.11)
=1 1=1
MAT, wlEBY ¥ K OHEFR L O,

Remark.

e K: symmetric D&, 1 DHODSEM

m
E CiUu; — 0
i=1

FEUIZ LR KT X3,
o ZDEMT2 OHDEHNRAREWTH S0, Ziudomaickb,

Zcz (x - uj)u;, (Vo eR™)

i=1
DAL E[FME. X5 [u){(v| :R* 2z (v-x)u € R" DFETRYE
X, ZhiZ

m

> cilug) (ui] = Idge (3.12)

=1

rAMEIC72 5.
o S:fF(3.12) &b, KHTm & ¢; &
m>n, 0<cp,...,c,, <1 (3.13)

Bl X0 WI W ebhd. EE, FIRIIm < ntl
(uj)7ey ZR™ 23R 2 Z LT ERVDT, (3.12) DFALIFHIFFTE

LT, S e =0 il T EOICTES.
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V. Ko < 1IRDWT, Bz e <1ERZIE (3.12) KELADS
(ug| & |uy) ZPEAH S EAUT KW

(u](3.12)ur) & 1 (ualfur)® + ZCJ‘<U1||UJ‘>2 = (u1[u1)

Jj=22

=+ ch(ul . Uj)2 =1.
Jj=2

XoT, ¢i(up-u;)? >07DT e <1IHBHRED.

CORFIIX 2] BT 52 2L T, ZOEBIIFED THRICEDHICT S.
L, BELhEEZTEL.

Example 3.6. Cube Q) = [—1, 1]" ® maximal ellipsoid (X BY.

——— &(K) =B; £ R2HED K O L b0l (BTHS) ———

K: symmetric convex body 25 E(K) = B} £ 722 X 5% b Do 75H
EEZDL. ZDLE BBAABICKTH50, KO “LEhrodkwn
R BFET 5. u; € S ! & Theorem 3.5HUCH 5, OK &S 1D
ERIZE LT

CK)={zeR":|uj-z| <1, Vj=1,...,m} (3.14)
CEL THEIDLE
E(K)C K C C(K) (3.15)

B IeNDOD S, FEEE, u BERTHD K: convex DT, Ky,
WKBITER{r e R" 12y, =1} ORANCHZ. LS5 Z2IEIART
Dj=1,..., miZTDONWT

Kc{zeR":u; -2 <1}

MHRALT 5 Z eIl b. £z, K: symmetric X D KEZRIZZETH &
WDT
Kc{zeR":|u; -z| <1}

BOnS.
-
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3.2.2 Volume ratio estimate A® reduction (maximal ellipsoid I

& BIEMUDIESH1L)

Z @ John’s theorem Z W T, HIED (3.9) 27z 3 affine map Ty = A2l
E9. tWVoTh, ZIETHEFEELTLIAET, DHEIZHALATH 3.

~ Affine map Ty DFELST ™~

K Z{EE ®D symmetric convex body ¥ §5%. $ 4 & Theorem 3.5 & D
maximal ellipsoid &(K) 2 —RICFET 5. /5T, Example 3.6 125 %
X 912, cube @ maximal ellipsoid (X Euclidian ball By THho7z. ZZ
T, Ty &

To(E(K)) =By

Ktﬁ%iﬁmtét,5i<ﬁ%%5ﬁﬁﬁbf<b

J

PUF, 2O T, e LT (3.9) OAFEREZRT. Brunn-Minkowski inequality
% 72385 @ Isoperimetric inequality DREBAZIR DX 5 &,
sur (Ty(K) i= lin e (Ta( ) + B3| — [Ty () )
WEHT2DEEATH S, ZITB 2 TH(K)ICBEBEHZ 222 TER
AP ETRETEZE S RADT 5. FEFE, BYIE To(K) D maximal ellipsoid 72 o
72DT, FHCBY C TH(K) TH3. XoT,
sur (To(K)) < lim e (|To(K) + eTo(K)| = |To(K)]) = n|To(K)|

T, ZOFHMME maximal ellipsoid IZ & 2B RVWH D THIUL, EHW
M CIZ R NTH A .
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—— Volume ratio estimate ~\® reduction O F—7 A T7 —
Z 2 CHEDFHM (3.9) 113,

n|To(K)| < 2n|To(K)|™ (3.16)

HDH5WVNEFEERZ & D
ITy(K)| < 2 (3.17)
ERTEEWV. BRAI, K=Q=[-1,1"DBa& d@rﬁd%%#k

EELWV. F7z, To(K) @ maximal ellipsoid (& B T o 7223, ZAUIXT
LTH

[E(To(K))| = [Bg| < [[1,1]"| = 2"
ZDT, Ty(K) %% D maximal ellipsoid IZE ZH#Z UL, (3.17) X1
DIELW. L72io T, Ty(K) & %D maximal ellipsoid DFFED 73k
L\Ct%ﬁﬁnui’%ﬂbi (317) BREZESITHDE. ZIrHHRERD
volume ratio estimate 23413, ZDEI ML, ROLH KRB DTH 5 .
L Z{EE® symmetric convex body & LT,

Ll |11 e
L)~ (L ) e

IEREICIE, ROEHEZRT.
Theorem 3.7. Convez body L ZXf LT, %® volume ratio %

() = g‘fL‘ﬂjl]’Rn (3.18)
TEDD. TOLE,
sip  vi(L) = vr([~1,1]"). (3.19)
L:symmetric convex
D% D, volume ratio l& cube D3EEK. )

Z D Theorem 3.7 23HIED (3.17) ZE L DIEFHEIC DD 2. LWVWHDB,

L =Ty(K)
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Y LT (3.19) IHTHS &,

To(K) e |[=11]"r
|E(To(K))er — [E([=1,1]") [

n

TR,
E(To(K)) = B,

L5 X T, BEATWDREL, ¥7
e([-1,1]") =B}
¥ Example 3.6 THEH L TBWEEBHRDOT, i
I To(K ) |rn < |[—1,1]"|[gn = 2"

ZERL (3.17) €S, Ko THEid Theorem 3.7 /RS T LICHRT 5.

3.2.3 Volume ratio estimate: Theorem 3.7 MD3EFEA

Z @ Theorem 3.7 DFEAD M rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb A7 5.

F FIIHAID reduction T, vr(L) 23 affine invariant 72 Z L ICEHT 5 &,
E(L) =B RDDIB-oTYWHEEEZTDH L.

Lemma 3.8.

sup vr(L) = vr([—1,1]") (3.20)

L:symmetric convex: &(L)=B%
BRI, (3.19) HEES. DFD,
sup L < |[=1,1)"] = 2 (3.21)

L:symmetric convex: &(L)=B%

2RI

Proof. NWX—ZHEDFATHRENAER DT, HTRENIEHTE 3. $5¢,
affine map T3 BIEOF D, A n x n{TAITHLOE, ZTDE X

[ T(L)|n = |det (A7) X |L|gn
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ThH3. BDT,

 Jdet (An)] x [Lfer
W) = et (A x B~ ")

DAL L, wolume ratio 73 affine invariance TH 2 Z & Bbnbd. T2 1L
=D ellipsoid I affine map T By IZBE 2 DT, FHE

sup vr(L) = sup vr(L)
L:symmetric convex L:symmetric convex: &(L)=B%
Hhnh, TRVHERTE 2. O

ZDlemma ZHF 2, (L) =B} & 725 symmetric convex body L ZfEEIZ
b,
L] <2" (3.22)

ZRZED. $5L&, John's theorem Z&RFHIZ L D C(L) 12 &K % Eh 5 DIEL
(3.15) EVHEN S, B15) 2 ZDFE M5 &,

L el = [ e ds

7Eh, TIZTC(L) DEFE(3.14) Z BT L,

o< [ tew@do= [ T[tnaa@de= [ [0
R" R™ G R™ G
L] < / [ /i - ) de (3.23)
nj=1

&7, Brascamp-Lieb NEXDEHA R ZTL 5. UTTHEEIZ Z 7z 7Hif
F5DIZ Theorem 3.1 L7 I3F s xH5.

%9, u; 1% John’ Theorem D&M (3.11) 2/ T D57 Z 2 2 EBVHT.
FF Z DS (3.11) 2% Geometric Brascamp-Lieb DFHIZ—H L TW5. %
NZEEE X, XD rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb ~E A3 Theorem 3.1 DRI IGE
Lo ns.
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Corollary 3.9 (rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb). m > n, ui,...,u,, € S !¢&
Cly s Cm € (0, 1] VSR (3.11):

m

> ejilug) (uj| = Tdge

j=1

il H. O E,
/HfJ uj-x)9d H /f] T, dxj , fi R =Ry (3.24)

DAL, B, ZOFRERITHLTE A1) = - fult) = e ¥ 25 mazimizer
2725,

Proof. Section 5 T Z ® rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb NERDERZNLZIEHZ 5 2
57, T Z Tl Theorem 3.1 2SEAJRETH 5 Z & R T 751D 5.
74 7 v 7Dl W,

luj) : Rot—=tu; € R, (u;| :R"32—u;-ze€R

*RI. THL,
Ly = (uj| ~ (L] =|uy))

2528 T, (L,c)d Geometric Brascap-Lieb DS (3.2) 2z Z &
%%ﬁ?hu+ TTHD. £T1IOHOEMFITOVWTE, u; e SV THD

L Ly = (ujllu;) = |u;|*1dg = Idz

iz b #ERN. 2 O0HDOEMICOVWTIE, (3.11) Z0h o T,
ZC]‘L;LJ‘ = Z Cj|Uj><Uj| = Ian
j=1 j=1

L%, FEERIZOWTE, EEMICETRETUIRE S 2 e RO THIES
%. O
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ZD(3.24) % (323) ICHEHT 22T, (f; =11 ZEVHELTO)

m

|L| < /anj(Uj x) de < H (/Rfj(l’j)dl’j)a _ H2Cj _ QZT:NJ"

j=1

RT3 ¢jluy) (uy] = Tdge D P L—=2% 2HUR, ¢ E Y ¢ = n %l
T edbhrd. Zh&b (3.22) DAL LD DREENE TS 5.
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4 Reverse Brascamp-Lieb ineqnuality

Example 2.8 Tt L7z & 512,
Holder inequality <> cverse Prekopa — Leindler inequality

DR H 5. )5 Tl D Brascamp-Lieb A& 1E Holder D RERD—
It THo7z. WS Z & T, Brascamp-Lieb NERDLFFH T Prékopa-
Leindler fMEXZ —IL L7z DD H-TH ENWTHA 5. ZhpZ 2Tt
BH9$ %, Reverse Brascamp-Lieb ineqnuality {2782 %.

Brascamp — Lieb inequality <> everse Reverse Brascamp — Lieb ineqnuality.

Z 2T, F. Barthe Dffi 5] 22&1CT 5.

EZBAFRBIRDLS BRIEDDBDTHS: L = (L;)7-,: linear maps &
c=(¢;)7, C (0,00) BEGABNTD LT,

/ sup H fi(y;)¥ dz (4.1)
" (Y1yeesYm) -1

..... €R™ x---xR"m j=
w=307" 1 ¢; L% (y;)

m

> RBL(L, ¢) [] ( - Fily;) dy;) ™.

X512, RBL(L,¢) 3 ZDAEXORRERZRT, T4hbb

m

RBL(L, c) := inf (/ sup Ji(y;)" de
fi=0 R7 (Y150,ym ) ERM X - xR 5 0y
S5 oL (1)
+]1 (/ | fj(yj)dyj)Cj)
]:1 R,L]

Example 4.1.

1. (41) BNV,
m:2, ny =ng9 =N, leLQIIan, Clzl—)\, 62:)\

& B 1HX Prékopa-Leindler inequality (2.13) IZ—3 5. (bR AIZZ
v T4 7T, BE D Bracamp-Lieb I& Holder I2—E L TW3) .
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2. (L,c) 2% Geometric data (3.2) DA, y; = Li(z) T8 5 Z T, ¥
W2 B AR

/ Sup 17w dl‘Z/ 11 #i(L;(2) da
" (Y10 Y ) ER™ML X XRPVM (e

7777 N ]:1
w=377" 0 ¢ L% (y;)

PEHN5.

KD F. Barthe [5] D EHRIZE D, reverse Brascamp-Lieb (5 IZEH D
Brascamp-Lieb @ “BN"TH 5 Z & 23bh 5.

. o N
Theorem 4.2 (Theorem 1 in [5]). m,n € N, ny,...,n, <n &L (L,c)
X

n = Z cing, ﬂ ker (L;) = {0} (4.2)
7j=1 7j=1

Zii/zTbDE T3 (DFD [12] D non-degenerate condition) . Z D&
R

RBL(L, c) - BL(L,c) =1 (4.3)
DL E BT
RBL(L,c) = RBLg(L,c), BL(L,c) = BLg(L, c) (4.4)
DAL T 5.
ez ZT0xoo=1HET 3.
N\ J
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axX> b

e ST KERZLIE, 43)D25
RBL(L,c) > 0 & BL(L,c) < o0

DD, THLIEBEROBIEDLL ZeBbhd. Lo,
5 D Brascamp-Lieb N33 d % W & reverse Brascap-Lieb F387
DL LLRLIPIUL, HEINIZH S5 —HIZOWTHOrbHIC
25,

~ FHIZ [12] THEHE D Brascamp-Lieb NEXD R D Do T3
DT, Theorem 4212 KD, ZDFERDZ D % ¥ reverse Brascamp-—
Lieb NERICFH L35

o /2721, % D Brascamp-Lieb NEF ¥ reverse Brascamp—Lieb
FAOMTHESBOLEMF =LA TH 5. HlZiE, Holder DA
R ¥ Prékopa-Leindler AERUE, BN OB TREERIX
BOZEDL LN, EFHOIEMETE T L3,

o (4.4) DFERD 55 BL(L, ¢) = BLg(L, ¢) I Lieb [26) DEHTH 3.
L72235TC, (4.4) 1% Lieb D523 reverse Brascamp-Lieb N5
THWRILT 5 I L ZBRTWVS.

e Lieb [26] 1T & % BL(L,c) = BLg(L,c) DFERHIZ, MV v F—727 A4
T 7 D% G DITHTT b'?‘%?b“é) Livizw., T T O Barthe
12 K AFEFAIE, mass-transport & W5 KEEZ/ S 2321 X 2389
AUXTEERIZZEHT, Lieb [26] DFGRDO AR T WHEEHE F R 5. %
7z, BHLAWI LI TOIEHIX (4.4) Z % & HTEL.

e Non-degenerate condition(4.2) Z#R I R WK EZE 2 TH KW,
ZOEGEFEABRA L2EZ 5. 2% D RBL(L,c) =0. ¥
72, (42) 3728 ZXA = (A, Ay, .. A) € TTTL, 84 (R ITHL,

Z c;jL;A;L; : positive definite (4.5)

j=1
ZRAET 5. FRC

AEIB+WJ:§)%ﬁLGﬁAW) (4.6)

j=1

DL T 5. 41




Remark. (4.5)1I22DW\WT, FEfF(4.2) kb,
Ve e R", 35, € {1,...,m}st. L; (z) #0
DWALT . LTzhioT

m

(@, Y ¢ LIALi(z)) =Y ei(L; Li(x)) > ¢;,(Lj, (x), Aj, Ly, (x))

Jj=1 Jj=1

DL T BH3, Lj (1) #07RDT A;: positive definite % >

Y7o T, Z;n:l ¢; L3 A;L; @ positive definite 23572 %

PIFTZ® Theorem 4.2 ZEFHHL T\ (<.

%3, Guassian input IZ%3 % BL(L,c;ga), RBL(L,c;ga) ZEIH T2 Z &
DERAIDAT v I8 5.
1HH D Brascamp-Lieb AEUIxT U TG HICETADAIGETH L Z L, D
E)
Ac[]s:(®rm)
j=1

Ko,

[172, det (A;)%
det (Zj:l JLjAjLJ)'
743, A;: positive definite T non-degenerate condition (4.2) Z#3F X 5% &,

(4.5) TNz KDY ;L3 A;L;  positive definite TH 2 Z 2 D3DD D,
(S

BL(L7 C; gA) -

(4.7)

m

det (Y " ¢;LiA;L;) >0

j=1

BOT, %A, 84 (RY)IZDE, BL(L,c;ga) < 0o b2 3

T3, reverse Brascamp-Lieb A3 UTHTF 2 RBL(L, ¢; ga) ® fliHICEHET
Ermend e, BIES D E TV,
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ZODRBL(L,c;ga) ZalH T 2L, FRERED 2 X iconTiEH
ZLTBL.

4.1 Quadratic form ¥ dual quadratic form

Brascamp-Lieb %X TlX, Gaussian input
gAj (;L*J) = €*<ffijj(xj)>27 Aj c S+(Rn1)

#EZ DT, quadratic form DEMEIZ DD D3, reverse Brascamp-Lieb
TEREE X 521X, dual quadratic form 0B 12 5.

FEn x nA7H) M I L, quadratic form Q = Qp : R® — R IX

Q) := (x, M(x))

TEE 5. #IZ quadratic form Q JEIZ5 X o 7=855, MInT 51745
% Mg £ R7T. F7 quadratic form @ : R — RIZX LT, £ dual
quadratic form %

QW@rzsgaK%yﬂa Bo:={yeR":Qy) <1}, (zeR")
yebQ

TED 5.

ZHZ B Q* DY quadratic form 7DD ? & WD REDID 553, Mg B3 sym-
metric 2D positive-definite 72 H D THAUIMEZ V. X HIZZDHEE,
Q  IFVW SIARRT K45, LUN T Mg 13HIZ symmetric 22D positive-
definite Kb DDAEZ 2 (A DISHETEIATHAITH D) .

DUT OFFFHIIEHET S 228, KFR 2 21 Mg ORE & D ERAT4ITx
AILTEZDT, F1D015 Mo ZMAITHEBsTEINEWVWS 2 TH
%. Mo 23X U260 A1T5 e BoTBRE, UTOEIRS T - &

D93,
- J

Lemma 4.3. quadratic form Q %z Mg 5 symmetric 7> positive-definite 74
bOLTs. Zorx, LUFHHKILT 5.
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1. dual quadratic form Q*(z) DERF D _LIRIFERENS.

sup |(z,y)|> = max |(z, y)|?
yEBQ yGBQ

2. BT, Ty : R" — R™ & linear and invertible T
Ty MTy' = Idgn (4.8)

il K OIESR (ZRUX, Mg:symmetric 1> positive-definite 7%
DTHAE) &,
Q*(z) = (x, Tél(tTél)(x» le. Mg = Tél(tTél)
DMILT 5.
FERHE 5 2 2H112, 2O lemma 26 O EERIFE 2R THL.
Corollary 4.4. quadratic form Q %Z Mg 5 symmetric 2> positive-definite
bt TsH IO X,

det (Q)det (@) =1, @~ =@ (49)
ZZT, det(Q) :=det(Mg) THo.

Proof of Corollary 4.4 assuming Lemma 4.53. Lemma 4.3 Z 73 T, Corol-
lary 4.4 Z/R"%Z 5. Lemma 4.3 D Ty Z2ffioT

det (Q7) = det (T3 (“T5")) = (det (Ty)) 2

TH5. MTI," DFESTT (4.8) &
1= det ("T5, ' MTy, ') = det (Mg)(det (T)) > = det (Q)det (Q)

D RHIDEFERD DD S.
72 Q7 = Q DFEEIHIZOWTIE, £73 Q* 1T Lemma 4.3 Z#H 74U

Mge = ToH (TS
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Tt Mg-To! = Idgs

Eiiz T DTHUIBATD K. EBIC My = 15 ('T,") 12 7DT,
ZD Ty DEMHIZ
TR (T TG = Tdgn
LR BH, TAUIRHC Tor = 'T," ICE o THIUDERTES. £oT
Mg = ("To)Tq
tih, Zht (4.8) 2RI,

Q™ (x) = (x, Mg (x)) = (z, (To)To(x)) = (To(x), To(x))
= (To(x), ("Ty" MoTy ) To(x)) = (x, Mo(2)) = Q(x)

MO 5. O

Lemma 4.3 Z7/RJH{IC, #AUFE 5 X TEBL.
Example 4.5. \j,..., A\, > 0Z2¥2 D, (Mg); = Ndij: MATTINCE . Z
D E,

(Ta)is = v/ Aidi, ZA o' (@)).

Proof of Lemma 4.3. £53, 1 OHOIEREZRES. T,
Bg={yeR":Q(y) <1}

DAY RT MBI ERBIXE V. By lZHEEROTHER R RT
25 5. 3 Mg OIE & D EATITS Py THATE 2 EEE N, ..., )\, >

0 DFEL T, tPQMQPQ:ZAE Yi2%. 2T, B (E)x = 00
DED (i,1)-KD @&11@@& 71X0. T3k,

n

Q(Pa(y)) = (Paly). MoPo(y)) = (y. ' PoMqPo(y)) = ) Awi

i=1
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L, FfEZZED
Qy) = Q(Po' Po(y) ZA "Poly

ZZT, =min{)\,..., \} > 0BT, BFfTFOEREML:
"Po(y)l = 1yl
AN

n

Qy) = X0 Y ["Po)]i = Mol Pa(y)* = dolyl*.

=1
hkb, )
Y€ Bg= Ny <Qy) <1= |yl < \?

D% D, By CBLN ) AbhBDT By lday b,

XTC, TRAED2 OHOERERZS. T3 _Ehoxtafticinz (A >0
% IREHIT)
Ro=Y XN"°E
i=1
Ze D T,' =PyRg b ¥, "Ry =Ro%DT)

Ty MoT,"' = Ro'PoMqPoRq = Ro()  \iEi)Rg = Idgs

=1

L 750 TSR (4.8) Ziifi7e§ To ODFIER DD S. TOLERELRI LI T,
DBy B ICRT WS I THS:

To(Bq) = Bj. (4.10)
FRE, & (4.8) Z2fHW

To(Bg) = {Toly) € R™ : Qy) = (y, Mq(y)) < 1}
={y e R" (T (), MaT, () < 1}
={g e R (§," T, MoTo () < 1}
={y e R": (y,1dr~(9)) < 1} = B3.
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Tole 20 e RET 5. 25 TREWEER, ©=0%0DT,
Q"(2) = ['Ty (@) = (2, Ty ('T5) (2))
WHHTH 2. 20 (4.10) Zfv, (e, = w/|w| € St DFEHEZH > T)

Q"(x) = sup [(z,y)|* = sup [(z, T4 To(y))|* = sup |('T5" (x), Tov))/*

yE€Bg y€Bg yE€Bg
= sup |("Ty" (2), 9)|” = [Ty  (@)|” sup [{ewpzr (o) 91
yeEBY JEBY

ZZT, EEOHNMNANT blec SHIIX LT, sup (e, 7)]* =1 IZFHS .

GEBD
Lo T,
Q*(x) = ['Ty ' (x)]* = (2, Ty ("Ty ) (x))
DO 5. n

4.2 RBL(L,c;ga) DFtHE

E3RD dual quadratic form % {# - T, reverse BL @ Gaussian input % gt %
T5.

Lemma 4.6. A € [/, 84 (R™) XKL,

L [1,, det (A;)%
RBL(L, ¢;ga) = J det (@5 yy) (4.11)
THEDKHHES.
Corollary 4.7. A € [[}Z, 8, (R") IZXfL,
RBL(L, c;ga-1) - BL(L, c;g4) = 1. (4.12)
R
RBL,(L, c) - BLy(L, c) = 1. (4.13)
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Proof of Corollary 4.7 assuming Lemma 4.6. (4.11) XD

[I52, det (A;)~<
det (QZ;’R:I CjL§Aij)

RBL(L,c;ga-1) = J

TH5. ZIT, U6)EXERDL

m

> LA L; € 8,.(R)

j=1

72DT (4.9) Z#EATE

RBL(L, c;ga-1) J Hdet € det (QE 1C,LAL)

J Hdet ~¢)det ( ZCJL A;Lj).

7=1

Hrl, 4.7) Z25IHTI (4.12) b5
F72 (4.13) IZOWTIE, EFIESOWT

RBLg(L, c) - BLg(L, c)

— inf RBL(L,c;gA)- sup  BL(L,c;g5)
A€l 8+ (R" A€y, 84 (R™)

< sup  RBL(L,c;gz1) BL(L,c;gz) = 1.
AEH;”Zl S+(an)

BRI,
RBLg(L, c) - BLg(L, c)
— inf  RBL(L,c;ga) - sup BL(L,c;g4)
A€}, 84+(R™) Acl[r, 84 (R™)

>  inf  RBL(L,c:ga) BL(L,ciga 1) = 1.
A€l 4 (RMY) ( ga) ( gat)

75T (4.13) bbb
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Proof of Lemma 4.6. 7EF&% RTEIZ,

Ar(9ar;---:9a,) = / sup e~ 25165 A5 W) o
R

ny; €ER™I :xzzj cj ’f(yj)

= /n exp [— — xll’lf s Zc] yj, A d
=: / e~ Ra@) gy
ZEE LIV, HIEXZOD Ra(x) F 2 xR IR o TwTEHIC
Ra(@) = Q%m o peary,(7) (4.14)

MDD ebrd. TNELI T THERL X 5. #@XIZih>T, TEROE

BITED, EFRA(@) 2 Q5 gy, (0) BT, ZIUTE, 1Yy
TSAE
x—-EZCyL%yﬂ VEBo, .., (4.15)
j Jj=1"373"5 I
2% b
x = ZCJL* Yj), y,Zc]L Ay 'Li(y) <1
%?ﬁf:?%@%&'ak fix L,
> il Ai(ys) = [, y))? (4.16)
7j=1
ZREIR LV, FTERE LT A.15) 0 2 0HDOEM:
ye BQ cjLEAT 1p.
=
Y oalAT L) < 1 (4.17)
j=1
¥ [FIMH.

49



(4.15) ® 1 DH D %M

x = ZC]L*<yj)

J

x FWT

m

= ‘Zc] (L5 (y;), | = }ch 3/17141/2‘4 2L, iy »‘2

7j=1

= | e (0. A7 L)

7=1
n

=D el W)l (4L )]

=1 i=1

3

3

CITAPA P RBOOR Y v ¥ D, (417) PRECH B, 2T
Cauchy-Schwarz DF~EFERZfES &

n

chal AP - (0D el A PLiw)ll?)  (418)

j=1 =1 7j=1 =1
m

Ej@sz% }j@mf”%wwﬁ

J=1
m

<> ol @)l (- (@17)

m
= E :CJ Yyj, A
Jj=1

LD, (4.16) 3o 5. WIZZDFHEDESHFHEEZ D L, WA EDRE
ADERTX 5. FHE Cauchy Schwarz DAFER (4.18) DFESHEMIZ, IN >0
s.t.

(A2 (gl = MAT 2L (), (Vi 5) dee Aj(y;) = ALi(y)

DT y;,y & ZD constraint O FT (4.15) Ziii/z T XD ITENRD & KWTDH
%595, (415)D12HESE2 %L

T =\ Z ch;fA]_lL](y)
j=1
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DAL L TWRWEWIT WD, ZhkDd y@ﬂﬁ/#ﬁ%?é O G LA L €
8+(Rn) 7QC @’C%klﬁﬁﬁ”%ﬁo Z &u in)

y=\" ( Z ch;Aj*le) _l(x).
=1

TTZDyYIF(4.15) D2 DOHDOFEMA B IRV EWVITRVDT, £5725
X2 AN> 02T 2: 4.15) D2 OHOEKUER D S &

72<(:E:(¥[5f¥?¥Lj)_l(x)»w>iS 1

DMEOZL L TWRWEWITRW, LR TINSEHET S &,

i J (D eLAT L) (@), )

eb, vyt

* — * A— -1 * — *
v =2 (D) GLIATL)  (2), yp = MLy

Jj=1

BN, yr,yt 135 (4.15) &7 LD (4.18) DARFRIZTRTHESIZ
%%, DOFD,

<ZC] yj7 y] _|<"L‘y>|2<QZ 1c7LA L('r)

L7257 (4.14) 75%5?&“6 X7

T, Z0(4.14) ¥ QL
yIRX5)

_Q* ( n
AR(QAuungm) :/ e Zi=1eliAy R dxr = 3 7T )
n et(QZJ LeyLi A 1L)

HLIZT Y TVIHERTE D (RT—V Y IR en; =n 2> T)

H (/R”J' 9)" = \/HT:1 det (A;)%

J=1

EEBICANIUIEHETH - 72 (4.11) Db 5. O

R TH S 2 L RHE 2T (1.3)

LAlL()

o1



4.3 Key lemma A® reduction

DT Guassian input (Z2xf L TW&, RHIFHARE LTE R Held—HKoD
input 120 L T HEZE X 208D 5. Theorem 4.2 DFEAAIZRD lemma,
ZRT ZETRAT 5.

Lemma 4.8. f;, h; : R — Rog i [on; fj = [gn; by Zifli7zT D ET 5.

TDEE,
Ar(fi,-- o fm) > RBLg(L,¢)*Ap(hy, ..., hy) (4.19)

DRALT 5.

F FIIFEADHEIIZ, Z D Lemma 4.8 23 Theorem 4.2 &< Z ¥ ZHER L T
BL.
Proof of Lemma 4.8 = Theorem 4.2. IERUEZE Z 1UIXBH S DT

RBL(L,C) = inf AR(fl,...,fm), BL(L,C) = Ssup AF<h1,,hm)

fi:f fi=1 hy: [ hy=1
TH5. LIHoT, (419U Tinfy,ppoy Esupy, fp1 2B TLET,
RBL(L, ¢) > RBL,(L, ¢)’BL(L, c)
DES. A TERK DAL
RBL(L,c) < RBLg(L,c), BL(L,c) > BLg(L,c)
720D T Corollary 4.7 - (4.13) ZHWT,

RBLg(L, c) > RBL(L, ¢) > RBL4(L, ¢)’BL(L, ¢) > RBLg(L, ¢)*BLg(L, c)
= RBLg(L, ¢)’RBLg(L,c) ™" (- (4.13))
= RBL4(L, c)

Bbhorh, ZHUIUL EOAREADN TN TCEETHo I ZEKT 5. N
C Theorem 4.2 DFEFIZSE T $ 5. O

TN THIZ Lemma 4.8 Z R T DAL o7z,
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4.4 Lemma 4.8 MFEFA (mass transport method)

Lemma 4.8 {X mass transport method & PRI 2 FIETAEBHTE 5. 207
», UNTOHEEZ%EHT 5.

Theorem 4.9 (Brenier mapping [19, 20], improved version [29, 30]). [, f =
Jon h 272 f R R® = Rog X LT, 3¢ : R" = R: conver function s.t.

/n b(Vo(x))f(x)de = /n b(x)h(z)dx, Vb:R"™ — Rsy.

KHZ Z D convex potential ¢ 1%, Monge-Ampére JTFET

det (V*¢(x)) f(V(2)) = h() (4.20)
D generalized solution 1278 5.
Z DAEER % FW 5 BRIT strong solution TH - 721F 9 BEFED L WD T, XD
fRbFIHLTEL.
Theorem 4.10 (Caffarelli [22]).

& : f,h: R = Rog XL, Q = {f > 0},Q, := {h > 0} C R
bounded domain T, f,f~' € L*(Qy) and h,h™" € L®(Qy,), EHIZ
Qy,: conver T f,h: Lipschitz 3 5.

Fik . ZDE X, Theorem 4.9 D Brenier mapping ¢ & C%-#%.

IS DEEZHWT Lemma 4.8 DEFHZSER T LS. £3, EHITEML
% Z & T f; & f): Lipschitz on R* iIC&» T f; = f](-)lgfj L&, Qy: open
Euclidean ball & LTk GEMlIE D Lam [5] 22 . %7, h; R
ZHUT K 5T, fi,hy BIEZNZN Theorem 4.10 DIRGE %7z 3 DT Brenier
mapping ¢; : R — R, C*-fihie

det (V2¢;(y)) [;(Vo;(y;)) = hi(y;),  (y; € R™) (4.21)

53



MBALT 5. THE [ hjo Ly DFR— AN L Q) THLI L%
¥ 2T,

Ap(hy, ... )
= hj(L;(x))9 dx

/m (%)]Hl §(Ly(@))
:/mm A )H[det(V2¢j(Lj(x)))fj(Vcbj(Lj(x)))}C]' dr (. (4.21))
:/ﬂ ~1(q, )H[det (dT< ( )))f](T OL( ))} dx, (Tj = V¢j)

Nhhrb. =T,
H det (dT;(L;(x)))

REHI L7 2 A0, x%mbf%xézﬂw (1) = A 135 (k1)
%5375 0,065 (L (Dfﬁx%h%ﬂﬂﬁﬂfﬁot X1z oo

H det (dT;(L;(z)))% = H det (A

W (4.7) itk 28 5. £T°T, A; = dT;(Lj(x)) D3 positive definite 12724
BLObDTHE. £3 7T @i%#% dT;(Li(z)) = Vngj( ;(x)): Hessian
of ¢; T ¢; 1% Q,, T convex 75300 HTHo7. JZO'C% 5(55&5(@&1@%-55?
BLEHEEILD, D b dr 5(Lj(x)): semi-positive definite (Vo € L7 (,))
Bbos. £dTi(Li(z)) = V2¢j(Lj(a:)) THsH Ik (4.21):

det (V2¢;(L;(2))) f;(V¢;(Lj(x))) = hj(L;(x))
BEVIERIE, Vo € L) 1 U hy(Ly(2) > 07> 70T
det (dT}(L;(2))) = det (V¢;(L;j(2))) > 0, (Vo € L7 (Q,))
b, EBRC dT;(L;(x)): positive definite 25D %. K- T
Aj = dTj(Lj()) € 8+(R™), (Vo € Lj' () (4.22)

oFh, C-HBE ¢ : R* - RAQ C R™ convex domain b T convex < Vz € Q°,
V2¢(z): Hessian of ¢ at x 2% semi-positive definite.
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BULEHS. THE (A7) L (4.13) kD

[ [ det (aT;(L;(2))) = BL(L, ¢ 8)det (3 _ ;L5 A4;L5) (- (47))

j=1
< BLg(L, ¢)’det () _ ¢;L3A;Ly)
j=1

= RBLg(L, ¢) *det (Zm: c;L;A;L;) (. (4.13))

where A; = dT;(L;(z)).
Z OFHE T Ap(hy, ..., b)) OFHIICE S &

Ap(hy, ... hy)
<RBLg4(L,c) 2
<[ TLA (T 0 L()det (3 e LTy (L, () L) da
i Ly 1 @y) 550 j=1
ZZT

ZCJL* (dTy(L;(x)))L;
L5 k3120, L; (Qh‘j)CR”%R”%Zﬂét,
det ( ZCJL* (dTy(L;(x)))L;)
FO IR K BEHEMDOY AL 7 VITBATL 5. 2hIE
ZCJL* (T o L (

XX nwTthAr5° 5L
yj(x) =T o Lj(x)
SFERE, —fC S R® » RE, T:RF —» R A

S() = (s1(2),-..,s6(2)), T(y) = (t1(y),--. . (y)), (z€R", y€RF)
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& & < ¥ Reverse Brascamp-Lieb NER D sup DA

Or) = 3" oLy (x) (1.21)

YRENBEE, FxA A=A ED ToS(x) = (t1(S@)), ..., t(S(x)) DD (i,5)-K
T

(d[T o S](x))s

—ylt: 0 S)(a)

ati 351 6‘ti 852 ati 8sm
:8y1 (S(x)) - %j(z) + 9y (S(z)) - 67%(95) +oee @7<S(I>) : %(I)
(G (@) G (S (@) - (G (o), G2 oo 5)

(1<i<l, 1<j<n)
THREDIEIE dF(S(z)) D i i1k dS(z) D jHIONEE LTWw5. Ld-T,
d[T o S](z) = dF(S(z)) o dS(x) (4.23)
BB, XoT, L:R* = R™ linear IZx LT
dL(z) =L, (ze€R")

THDILWERELT, T=T;, S=L; ITHNL (4.23) 2HTHS L
d0(x) =Y ¢; L (d[T; 0 Ly)(w)) = > ¢; L3 (dTy(L;(x)))L;
j=1 j=1
Nbhhb.
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DAL LTWB Z e bh B, BOT Ap(hy, ... hy) KRS
AF(hl,..., m

<RBL, Hf] (T; 0 Lj(x))% det (i ¢; Li(dTy(L;(x)))L;) dx

hum)
Lo [
QHEE (8 et j=1
:RBLg(L,c)Q/ Hff yj(x))9det (dO(x))dx (. definition of O)
;-

113

<RBL(L, c) 2
></ sup Hfﬂ )“det (dO(z)) dz
Ny L; Pa(e )ijan5@(x):Z?L:1 ¢ L3 (y5) j=1
(- y;(x) satisfies (4.24)).
£ o TH e IR,
r— T :=0(z)
MTENUIXZZSTHS. ZHiCiF

o : ﬂ L7 (,) CR* = R"

DHETH 2 Z e BHER L TBLHRVEWITRW. ZHIUIRDESE “dF: pos-
itive definite = F: H5” 25 R TE 5. EFE, (4.22) THERLZ K
24 2 2D E dT;(Lj(2)) \& positive definite TH o7z, Lo T (4.6) DIFE
225 dO(x): positive definite THRHZ O IZHHTH 5 Z L 3D %

AR ddHh, THTRLL TEMERPTE

Ap(hy, ... hy) < RBLg(L,c)_Q/ sup Hf] y;)% dx

Y ER™I:E=3"7L 16175 (y5) j=1

=: RBLg(L, ¢) ?Ag(f1, - fm)-
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axX> b

e Z Z THW/ mass transport method D RX—> v 7R 7 4 7 71%
Barthe DO & DHIDFHX [4] 1IZHB. £V I Db [4] Tld Theorem
4.2 % rank-1 DHE, 2F D n = =n, = 1 OFAIRIGEICEE
L THED, 2 TREAMAPIEDIS Y TLTHS.

e Barthe-Cordero-Erausquin[7] {2 3 W T, rank-1 @ reverse
Brascamp-Lieb NER D RIFEA D heat flow = HWTAEHH & f
TWa.

o —RDIGE D reverse Brascamp-Lieb AR D heat flow 12 X % FEHH
(% [8] D Theorem 4125 5.

~
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5 Mass transportation method %Z B \L\7:- rank-

1 Brascamp-Lieb A&\ DEERA

Section 4 TD—KDEGE D reverse Brascamp-Lieb N ERDFEHIX, 2 XE
RREOL L EHTD o723, rank-1 DHERRIUL, Zh 5 OEARHIR
327D, BEHD 7 A T 7 RSS2 %, £ 2T, Barthe 4] 25\
[15] 125D %, mass transportation method % W 7z rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb

AEXDIHZLTICEZ .

5.1 Forward rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb via mass transport

method

Geometric BL data 2% D

m

> cjilug) (| = Tdgn

j=1

%?I%f(:j_ Cj € (0, OO) & Uj € Sn-t %%X)_,

Anﬂfj(<ujax>)cj dr < ]Hl </Rfj) ’
TIRED.

RIIFRICAIELTZ A3, KL lemma 12725 .
Lemma 5.1. ¢; € (0,00) & u; € S M IBI DAL, geometricDF D

m

> jlus) (] = Tdgn
j=1
T35, Ok E,
1.ty .t > 0N L,

[Tt < det (3 tesluy) (uy1)
j=1 J=1
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DIRALT 5.
2. Tlyee-3sTm GRK:;M‘L,

} ZTjCjUj‘Z S ZCjT]'Q (53)
=1 j=1
YW, HABEOVY RIS ZADEMMBHENLT S.

Proof. (5.2) 1%, #ERED Cauchy-Binet formula Z W TEEHTZ 5. %
DFEIE e BT R WS, [FlIcH5 DT, ZITIFEKT 5. (5.3) D
TATTRUTICEZTEL. £ Geometric FZHED BT T

m m m m
2 2 _ L — e
S lmlP=D S meulT =) elluy, w—m) P, wy =y, W= g
j=1

j=1 j=1 j=1
(5.4)
DHALT % Z e 2R TE S (FUZREMLTAD E XW). LiehioTe >0

DT
> il - \Z%‘%’%’f >0
j=1 i=1

2D (5.3) b 5. KB, ZODidentity IZ1%, heat flow IZ X BFEHTH
b2 KRELMETDH 5. O

[REHLEREZ [ fi=12LT&W0. gt)=e™ T2 [g =1
72 DT, Theorem 4.9 @ Brenier mapping Z/&5HIC, HFjICDOET;: R >R

7
t T;(t)
[ s@ds= [ atds (5.5)
=3 EOI1ICe b, THMARMD T 5L, WMEDDRERRNEHE),S
[0 = g (T, teR (5.6)

MHES (Z ZT Brenier mapping @ regularity % O FEMNI ISR LU Ciinx L
TWBY) . ZOLE, f,0.>0&D (56)55 T > 0BHLL TV ¥

63[?%%753\%%72@“6‘, Brenier mapping @ regularity (& ECERIFEARN 2 HIETHE 2 Z 253
T%é./ g.(s)ds DIFIRE O THS. fIXAHSROT, EHHEHTH D, HIC

/ F(s)ds EHATTRETH 5. X oT, LAY WSS LS T, ZHMATHETSH 5.
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WHE. 58, (5.1) 0L

/R;n Hfj((uj, :C>)Cj dx = /n Hg*(Tj“uJ, $>))cj ) T;((uj,xﬂcﬂ' da

j=1

ZTEF, WEDZ 7 7 Z—IH LT (5.2) OFRERE t; = T/((uy,x)) T
ﬁ%b

HT’ uj, )% < det ( Zc] (uj, ))us) (u;)

Z21G5HZ #6,@@@2?2@%%(5@#@&%9?%5.oim

m

dO(x) =Y e;T)({(uz, x))|u;) (uy| (5.7)
j=1

EOICO R - R" ZEXRNTLIVTHAS. £ L = (uy] : R* = R
PLEEEL = u) R >R T

Y Ty, o)) ug) (gl = Y ¢ LT (L (x))) Ly
j=1 =1
ERoTWVWD Z TR,
ZCJL;‘ Tjo L( ZCJTJ Uj, T

j=1

Y32 TOHBNEERNTES (424) D LOFOFELFEIL) . 0% b,
g_ﬁfo@uﬁi))

/jimwmwms/ TRl det (d6(z) da

Db»sd. oI, FHHBEBOBICH2EIZOVT y ITNF XTI R
(5.3) % 7 = Tj({u;,2) THW &

m

> el Ti((uy, @) }j ((uj, 2))uy|” = [O(x)[?

i=1
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THHIEHDHEDT,
/ LT 7y ) dIS/ 90  det (dO(x)) da
n j=1 Rn

Thb. ik, 0:R* > R"DPEHTHZ IR L TEREHT
ux

5 (s 205 d ~710@)% Jet (dO(2)) dz = =7y gy = 1
/njl_IlfJ<<ug,w>> o< [ e e (ao) de = [ ey

n

LT (5.1) 205,

5.2 Reverse rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb via mass transport
method

Ly = (u;[\TRU, L =|u;) :R>pr pu; e R" TH-72DT, HEREER

A SR | CORTES 1 (F RO

noy; ER:m:ZTZl YUy 1

ERT LIRS, BUOERLLT [ f=133. ZZTHEE(B5) L
BHHED S, R - R" D% D

¢ S;(t)
| ads= [ s
P73 kolce 3. 3§25 Mm% Ma LT

9:(t) = f;(8;()) - S(t), tER (5.9)
DAL T 2. TN E A BRI %A 2 0% 3, geometric condition
> ejlu) (| = Tdge
=1

TR AR 72 DT, Brenier mapping @ regularity (& HEIHFEARN L FIETEHZ Z &3
TZ3. f;0fbDIg, 1—-e)fj+g. ZEZADILICLT, FLALWVWEZEIAf;>0

%ﬁiuf;m.ﬁaz/'g@msu&%ﬁﬁﬁmf@zﬁgmtazcawﬁﬁﬁﬁ
F3. XoT, S, bIELAL WD L ZAMNTAETSH 3.
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&b

m m

27 = (2, () el (ul)2) = ¢il{uy, 2))?, 2 €R™

j=1 j=1

ML L TWB 2 ICHEELT,

1 — / 77T|Z dz — / 677723 ICJ| Uj,z ‘ dz
R™ R™
:/ H *ﬂ" UJZ CJ dz_/ Hg*(<uj72’>)
R™ j—1 R™ j—1

Z£ZT

1= /ang (uj, )% (g, 2)) = (- (5.9))

m

/ Hf] ((uy, 2 - det Zc ((uj, 2))|uy) <uj|) dz (- (5.2)).

Jj=1

Lo THIEDXESICO: R - R %
ZC] (uj, 2))|u;) (u;]
EhBH L5, DFD

E :CJ (uj, 2

Wb, T22Z0r %, y; = S;({uj,2)) 10 LT reverse Brascamp-Lieb
FEROEH

m

O(z) = Z YU,

J=1

DIALS % DT,

Hﬂ ((uj,2))) < sup HL%

yY; ER:0(z)= Z] 1659545 21
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ChEBEZT, REKINIZO(2) =1 TERZEHEZ LT

m

/ Hf] U/]a ) - det (Z ]Sj(<u], >)|uj><u]|) dz

=1

/ Hf] ((uj, 2)))%) - det (dO(2)) dz

g/ sup Hf] y;)9) - det (dO(2)) dz
R y;€R:0(2)=

Z] 14Y% =1

= sup fily;)? d
/]R” yjER:x= H I

Z] 16YiY% j=1

5.3 Rank-1 BL ¥ Young OFAFXD &L D EHRHGER

rank-1 BL DFFMINCAL B A 272D T, A <7 ¥ L TCrank-1 BLD> ¥ — 7%
Young DAREREEZATVWE Z e ERTEBZ 5. BBLUUITFTIX 1 XITD Young
DAEFERDAZZEZ B (W5 DD rank-1 BLIZERXITTD Young DA
REEERVDT), BRILDY ¥ — 77 Young DAFERIX 1 KITD D DD
HHES  (Beckner [10] @ tensor trick) . 7235 Bennett-Bez [11] T v — 772
Young ODAER D ERITHDERL ML heat flow 1T K 2FEHD D 5.

Claim 5.2. Rank-1 Brascamp-Lieb (¥RiA72 55 LT, ¥ % — 772 Young
DAFER: Z?Zl plj =2, and p1, ps, p3 > LITH L,

3 1
[ e = b s aa < GIT ([ 57 60

T

ZEHATWS. ZZT Cpld Beckner constant, IEREREIZ [10] 2.

Proof. DUF ®F&lE Barthe [6] 123D, %3, 88 p1,p2,p3 > 1 Z fix T3
(pj =1 for some j DHHEIFZCy=1HKDTI I TEEZZBLEITRV) . F
3, Zj 1/pi=2%D

P32 P32
( p’z) * p’l) s P1 Pz)
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ML L TWD ZIZKDIL. $§520c[0,2n] T

cost) =,/ ? sinf = ,/ps
pl

Pl oNnehd. ChezlE 2T, B2HEH

Yy — 1y := cos By, xwf::w
sin 6
s e®
L.H.Sof (5.10)
=C f (Sme(cos@i'—sinﬁ))z%f (sin9§:+c089~)£f ( y )% dxd
e R2 " os b 4 2 YR I3 s 0 Y

=:Cy / g1(cos 0T — sin Hy)l% 5(sin 0 + cos Hy)f% 3(7 )% dxdy,
R2

where
sin 0

(251 1—f1( s@i)’ 92 = f2, g3 —f3(
% Z T Ry & 0-I461T50 % D

cosf@ —sinf
Re'_<sin9 cos@)

)-

cos b

eBLlL,

LHSd@myq%A L({e1, Ro(F, §))) 71 ga({es, Ro(F, §))) 72 g3(5) 75 dady.

LoTEHIZ
i . - cosf sinf
Rg(ﬂf,y) = (ulau2) 1.e. (.Clﬁ,y) - ( —<inf@ cos@ ) (ulau2)
sror =
~ 29 2 .
T~y = sinbi + cos 0 — —o = sin 67 + — 991y—smﬂx—8”1:y=:$n§@%e@_smem
COS COSs COs COS
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TZHRLT (u = (u1,u2))

L.H.S of (5.10)

1 1 , 1
=Cp /2 g1({e1,u))Pr gao({eq, u)) Pz g3((— sin fe; + cos fey, u))?s duydus.
R
kY
ai := e1, A := €9, az := —sinfe; + cos ey
LBV T

1

L.H.Sof (5.10) = Og/ gl((al,u>)ﬁg2((a2,u))p2 g3((a3,u))% du

RZ

27D rank-1 BLICIRET 5. 8, as € St T e il 5 X 5120 Mg X &
72RZ ML TH 5. O
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6 HBIEF

AR, 2021 FFITHRRETITo B ERONBE L E L Db DTH 5. T
D & 5 BER W0, HIRRAEDERT F RS, HIDERERSEE, fl
BERSEI, D TEHOBETL LIV, £z, AFFRIEHRE (19K03546,
19H01796, 21K13806) DB % Z 372 b DTH 5.

7B, ZOHREEOHAETHRARATFE L TVWE72012, Buabiid
sawano@math.chuo-u.ac.jp (BEZEE) L TWALIEZZLL.

EFH, KRR HREF, X—I/L7 KL Z:srmkn@math.sci.osaka-u.ac.jp
(560-004 3, KEFEHHFAFRLETL - 1, KRRKFEHZGRBEERD
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