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1. Introduction

These notes were taken from lectures given Prof. S. Bobkov during the Spring
Meeting Seminar at Imperial College, 17-20 March 2008. Their purpose is to
study isoperimetric and functional inequalities and the way in which they are
related as well as some of their applications to high-dimensional results, such as the
concentration of measure phenomenon. What is more, some recent developments
in this area are presented.

The starting point of these notes is the Brunn-Minkowski inequality, which is
strongly related to the isoperimetric problem in R™. This is studied in Section
2. A functional form of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality, known as the Prékopa-
Leindler inequality, is then proved in Section 3. In Section 4 an inequality which is
very close to the Brunn-Minkowski inequality but involves surface measure rather
than volume measure is studied. This has an interesting extension, as its functional
form is similar to the Prékopa-Leindler inequality but involving gradient of the
functions. An application of such inequalities to the concentration of measure
phenomenon is presented in Section 5. We then go back to the Prékopa- Leindler
Theorem, which is extended in Section 6 for measures satisfying a certain concavity
property. Such measures are studied in more detail in Section 7. An inequality
of Brascamp and Lieb is studied in Section 8 and is then extended to a more
general class of measures. A refinement of the latter in the class of log-concave
measures is presented in Section 9. Section 10 deals with the more specific case of
Cauchy measures which are shown to satisfy Poincaré and Log-Sobolev inequalities
with a weight. Finally, in Section 11 we study similar inequalities with weights
for general measures while in Section 12 we examine what information they carry
about functions that satisfy them.



2. Brunn-Minkowski inequality

The Brunn-Minkowski inequality relates the volume measures of two convex sets.
It was first proved by Brunn for convex sets in R® (1887) and was extended later
by Minkowski to higher dimensions and by Lusternik (1935) who proved it for all
measurable sets. It has very strong consequences, both geometric and analytic such
as in Isoperimetry or Sobolev Inequalities. Extensive expositions of the Brunn-
Minkowski inequality can be found in [DG80], [Gar02].

In the following, we denote the (n-dimensional) Lebesgue measure of a set A by
|A| = vol,(A) = M(A). The Minkowski sum of two convex sets A, B € R" is the
set A+ B={a+bla€ A bec B}.

Theorem 2.1. (Brunn-Minkowski inequality)
For any convexr A, B € R"

|A+ BIY" > |A]Y" + | BV (2.1)

Proof. Let us first look at the case when n=1. We first prove the result for compact
sets A and B. Translating if necessary, by invariance of Lebesgue measure we may
assume that min B = max A = 0. We then have that A+ B D A U B, which in
turn implies

|A+ B| > |AUB| = |A| + |B|

and the inequality is proved in one dimension. For non-compact A and
B, the result follows by an approximation argument, since we have [A4] =
sup {|K| : K compact , K C A}. The general case in dimension n is a consequence
of the homogeneity of Lebesgue measure. It is also a direct consequence of the
Prékopa-Leindler inequality: see Corollary 3.2. |

Remark 2.2. For other direct proofs of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality, the
reader is referred to [Gar02] .

Definition 2.3. A measure p is said to be log-concave if it satisfies the following
property for all measurable sets A and B and t € [0, 1]

p(tA+ (1= 1)B) > p(A) u(B)"™*

In other words, taking logarithm we see that log p has to satisfy the usual definition
of concavity.

2. Brunn-Minkowski inequality

Let us now see how we can recover the Brunn-Minkowski inequality by the
following log-concavity property of Lebesgue measure

tA+ sB| > |A"|BI* (2.2)

where we have written s = 1 — ¢. This inequality is clearly implied by Brunn-
Minkowski, since (t|A['/" + s|B|'/")" > |A|'|B|* where n is the dimension of the
space and ¢ € [0,1],s = 1 — ¢ (a more elaborate explanation of this is given later,
see Definition (6.1)). Conversely, starting from inequality (2.2) and applying it to
the sets

- 1 ~ 1
A= WA and B = WB
1 - . 1/n 1/n
we have that |A| = |B| = 1 and choosing ¢t = MPWW and s = \AP‘/"B‘W (so

that t-+s=1) we recover the Brunn-Minkowski inequality:

|A+ B B A+ B
(AT 1By~ AP+ B] 7
= |A+ B|1/n > ‘A|1/n 4 |B‘1/n

=|tA+sB| > |A]BI* =1

where in the first equality we used the homogeneity of Lebesgue measure |sA| =
s"|Al in R, for s € R.



3. Prékopa-Leindler Theorem

In this section, we study a functional form of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality
known as the Prékopa-Leindler inequality. Inequalities of this type were ex-
tensively studied in the literature, see e.g. S.DasGupta [DG80|, S.Dancs and
B.Uhrin [DUS80|, R.Henstock and A.M.Macbeath [HM53|, C.Borell [Bor74] and
H.J.Brascamp and E.H.Lieb [BL76].

Theorem 3.1. (Prékopa-Leindler, 1971/73)
Let u,v,w: R™ — [0,00) be non-negative integrable functions such that

w(tz + sy) > u(x)'v(y)*
for all z,y € R™, where t € (0,1) 4s fized and s =1 —t. Then

t B
Jo=([) ()
Remark 3.2. In particular, for u = xa, v = xp and w = Xia1sp we obtain the

Brunn-Minkowski inequality.

For the proof of Theorem 3.1 we will need the following lemma which proves the
inequality when n=1. The inequality then is proved in any dimension by induction
at the end of the section.

Lemma 3.3. Let u,v,w: R — [0,00) satisfy
w(tz + sy) > min (u(z), v(y))
for all z,y € R", where t € (0,1) is fived and s = 1 — t. If, in addition, ||Ju| =

€58 supyert(x) = ||v||co, then
/wzt/u +s/1)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ||u|| = ||v]- = 1, so that
|lw]|,, > 1. Consider, for 0 < A <1,

3. Prékopa-Leindler Theorem

It then follows by assumption that tA()\) + sB(X) C C(A). Using this fact, and
recalling that [°°w(x)de = [ [{w > A} d), we have

/jw w(z)dz /OOC fw > A}

oo

> / COV]dA
2/1 LA() + sBOV)]dA

> t/l JA(N)|dA + s /1 |B(A)|dA

:t/qus/v

Corollary 3.4. (Prékopa’s Theorem, 1971) Let p be an absolutely continuous
measure with density p (with respect to the Lebesque measure) such that

O

pte + sy) > p(x)'p(y)®

forallz,y e R*, t+s =1 (t, s > 0). Then, for any measurable sets A, B C R™
and t € (0,1)

u(tA+ sB) > u(A)'u(B)* (3.1)
In words, a measure y is log-concave if its density p = j—‘; is log-concave (i.e. if
log(p) is concave).

Proof. The result is an immediate consequence of the Prékopa-Leindler Theorem
3.1 applied to the functions

U =pXxa
U =DpPXB

W = PXtA+sB

Note that the condition on u,v and w is satisfied by our assumption on p. |
We now provide the inductive step which concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. (of Theorem 3.1) Suppose the result holds in R*~! and we are given non-
negative integrable functions w,u,v on R”. We identify R” with R"~! x R whose

10



elements are pairs (a,b) with a € R"! and b € R. For a fixed real number c,
define w,(z) = w(z,c) which is now a function on R"™!, and similarly for u, and
ve. The assumption w(tz + sy) > u(z)'v(y)® in R™ translates as wyqq g (tx + sy) >
uq(z)'vp(y)*. By the (n-1)-dimensional result, we have

W(ta + sb) := /RH Wiatsh > (/RW1 ua)t (/RH Ub>s =:U(a)'V(b)®

Finally, we apply the 1-dimensional result (Lemma 3.3) to the functions W, U and
V and using Fubini’s Theorem we conclude that

Jor= Loz (o) oo (L) =e(Lo) o+ (L)

By the AM-GM inequality we obtain ¢ ([4. 1) + 5 (fgn v) = (Jn u)t (Jen ’U)S O

11



4. Surface Brunn-Minkowski type inequality

In [Bob07] an inequality closely related to Brunn-Minkowski but expressed in terms
of surface measure was studied. A functional form of this, in the spirit of the
Prékopa-Leindler inequality, was introduced. In what follows, given a set A, S(A)
will denote the size of its boundary, i.e. its surface measure.

Theorem 4.1. If A, B are convex bodies, then for allt € (0,1), s =1—t¢,
S(tA 4 sB)Y"D > 1 §(A)V/ =D 4 5§(B)Y (D
In log-concave form, the inequality states that
S(tA + sB) > S(A)'S(B)*

Definition 4.2. We will say that a function u is quasiconcave if for all z,y € R
and all t € [0,1], s=1—t,

u(tz + sy) > min(u(z), u(y))

Remark 4.3. Note that the above definition of a quasiconcave function is equiv-
alent to the property that the u pre-images of {x € R|u(xz) > A} (for A € R) are
convex sets. For example, any log-concave function is quasi-concave.

In the same sense that the Prékopa-Leindler inequality is a functional form of
the volume Brunn-Minkowski inequality, a functional form of the surface Brunn-
Minkowski inequality is as follows:

Theorem 4.4. Let u,v,w : R™ — [0,00) be smooth, quasi-concave functions,
satisfying
w(tz + sy) > u(x)'v(y)*

for all z,y € R™. If, in addition, w — 0 as |z| — 0, then

[1vul = (/\Vu\)t (frve1)

Remark 4.5. The condition w — 0 cannot be omitted: to see this, if u,v <1,
take w = 1.

13

4. Surface Brunn-Minkowski type inequality

Lemma 4.6. (|Bal89]) Suppose that u,v,w : (0,00) = (0,00) satisfy
w(z'y®) > u(@) v(y)®

forx,y>0,t,s>0 withs=1—t. Then

[Ttz () ([ )

Proof. Define & = u(e™)e™™ and similarly for © and @w. Note that by a change
of variable, we have fooc [Vw| = fj:: u(e™)e dr = [_Jr;o @. Finally, observe that
w(te + sy) > a(z)' o(y)". a

We now prove Theorem 4.4:

Proof. Define, for A > 0, A,(\) = {z € R"|u(z) > A} and similarly for A, and
A,. These sets are then convex (by remark (4.3)) and bounded. Moreover, we
have

Au(NA3) 2 AL (M) + 54,(A2) = S(Aw(XiA)) > S(Au(M))! S(Ay(N2))?
—_—— ——

=w(AIAS) =a(A)? =5(A2)*®

- /O ¥ S(Au(V)dA > ( /0 h S(Au(/\))dA)t ( /O h S(AU(/\))(i/\)S

We conclude by the co-area formula (see [Fed69] and Appendix), which states that
+00
|Vw|dz = S{w > A})dA
R"

—00

14



5. Applications to the Gaussian measure and concentration.

Recall that the Gaussian measure on R" is defined as the measure with density

Yu(dz) = W@“ww 2dz . Brunn-Minkowski-type inequalities have interesting

applications to R" equipped with this measure.

In the next lines we introduce the infimum- and supremum-convolutions of a
function. Given functions f,g : R® — R, let us apply the Prékopa-Leindler theo-
rem to

1
u(x) = exp {sg(x) - §|x\2} = /u = (2n)"/*Ee™
1 —
ols) =exp {t1(9) = gloP} = [ 0= (2nyme
Lo ,

w e {36} = [u= e
According to the assumptions of the Prékopa-Leindler Theorem, we require that
1 2 1 2 1 9
Slte + sy >t sg(e) —Slaf* ) +s ( —tf(y) = Slyl
2 2 2

T
1 2
lz =yl = 9(x) = f(y)

We see therefore that the optimal choices for g and f are

9(x) = (Qf)(x) = in ( ) + @)

f(@) = (Pg)(x) = sup (g(x) _k ;W)

Definition 5.1. Qf is called the infimum-convolution of f while Pg is the
supremum-convolution of g.

With Qf and Pg defined as above, the following inequalities hold true:
Corollary 5.2. ([Mau91]) For all measurable functions f,g and t € [0,1], s=1-t

(Ees@)' (Ee )" < 1

15

5. Applications to the Gaussian measure and concentration.

and
(Ee*)" (Ee*M7)" <1
The use of infimum and supremum convolutions has various interesting applica-

tions, a few of which we present in what follows.

The concentration of measure phenomenon is a property of measure which was
studied extensively in the literature. For an introduction the reader is referred
to [Led01]. Given a measurable, non-empty subset A C R", apply the above

Corollary to
0, z€eA
- {"
+oo, ¢ A

With this function, we have

. 1
Q1(a) =t (1) + 5lo o)
= %dist(A7 z)?
Taking t = s = % gives

13 2 1
Ee]dlSt(A’T) <
Tn(A)
Now Chebyshev’s inequality for ~, states that

o ({: [f(@)] > 1)) < }2 / P,

which implies (for t = e/2, f = edist®4)/2)

1- 'Yn(Ah) S

where A" = {z : dist(z, A) < h} denotes the open h-neighbourhood of A.

Being restricted to convex functions, we have the following result of Tsirel’son
(1983):
Theorem 5.3. Given a Gaussian random process (X;)ier with variances o? =
Var(X:)

-2
Eesum{xt*‘f} < E]ESUI%Xt

16



Further interesting applications include Poincaré-type inequalities and logarith-
mic Sobolev inequalities. These are studied in Sections 11 and 12 (see also Ap-
pendix). The former is sometimes referred to as Spectral Gap inequality and
reads:

Var,,(f) <E,[Vf]?
Remark 5.4. We conclude this section by noting that more generally, we may
consider convolutions with respect to convex V and put Q. f = inf, { f(y)+tV (=4)}.
This gives a semigroup, with generator %'t:O: V(z). In particular, the semigroup
Quf = inf,{f(y) + |z — y|>/2t} is generated by L = —(1/2)||V f||* which appears
on the right hand side of inequalities like the Spectral Gap inequality [BLOS/.

17



6. Dimensional Prékopa-Leindler theorem

Let us now state a dimensional form of the Prékopa-Leindler theorem which is
expressed in terms of the generalised mean of two numbers.

Definition 6.1. For a,b > 0 we define the generalised mean of a and b by
M®(a,b) = (ta" + sb*)"/"
where Kk € [—00, +00].

When £ = +oo the above expression is understood as the maximum of a
and b, while for K = —oo as their minimum. Moreover, when £ = 0 we have
]Wét)(a, b) = a'b®, the geometric mean of a and b and for kK = 1 we get their arith-
metic mean ta + sb . Finally, note that putting K = —1 we obtain the harmonic
mean of a and b, which is

1

t/a+s/b"

More generally, one can show that Af,gt)((L b) < M ;\t)(a7 b) whenever x < A. Differ-
entiating in k we have

0 0 .
I VIOl _ K r\1/K
8,‘@]\[% (a,b) 3 (ta™ + sb™)

Ok
1 ta*loga + sb*logh

1
_ K r\1/6 ) _ . K K
= (ta" 4 sb") {K P = log(ta” + sb )}

Thus to prove that the function is increasing, we need to show that

1 ta*loga + sb*logb S 1
K ta® + sb* K2
—  tafloga” + sb"logb® > (ta” + sb®)log(ta” + sb*)

log(ta™ + sb")

The latter statement is Jensen’s inequality applied to the convex function xlogx
and this concludes the proof.
Furthermore, we have the following generalisation of the AM-GM inequality:

Lemma 6.2. Let% = %-ﬁ-ﬁ, K'+K" > 0. Then, for all a1,by,a2,b, >0, ¢t € (0,1)

M (ay, b)) M%) (ag, b)) > MO (ayay, bybs)

K/

19

6. Dimensional Prékopa-Leindler) theorem
Proof. This follows from Jensen’s inequality (|[HLP52|) which states that if A, B,
C and D are positive and &, k', k" as above
(A+B)1/n’(C+D)1/K” > Al/K,CI/N” +Bl/h"cl/n‘”
This gives the result when A = tay’, B = sbf,C' = ta§" and D = sajj . O

The following theorem is a dimensional form of the Prékopa-Leindler Theorem.
Theorem 6.3. Let —oco < k < % and t,s >0, s =1 —t. Suppose that u,v,w :
R™ — [0,00) satisfy

w(te + sy) > (tu(z)™ + sv(y)™)"™

K
1-nk"

fozl(f) (/)T

Remark 6.4. Note that

for all x,y € R, where k, =
Then

1
K= — = K, = +00
n

k=0=k,=0

1

K=—00= Kp=——

n
We can now prove Theorem 6.3: Note that the basic case n=1 follows from Lemma
3.3. Write a = supu < 00, b = supv < 00, p = ]\/[éi)(a, b), n = f;f: = % €

(0,1). Apply Lemma 3.3 to the functions

1 [a"
Uz) = ~u (pm. :r)

1 (b=
V=g (p“” y)

and note that [|[U]lso = [|[V|lo = 1 . We then have

/rin [/in
Wnz+ (1 —n)y) =w (ta z+ 5= y)

[)Kn /)Kn

o ()0 (25)
p" prn

= M (alU(2), bV (1))
> MO(a,b) min(U(x), V(1))

20



Therefore,
Jwzn [ My v+ -0 [ MO0 vy
t S
= MY (a,b 7/ 7/
“Na, )(a u+b v

1 1

= AM&)((J,, b)]%l(t) (E/U’B/U)

> MY (/u/v)

where the last step follows by applying Lemma 6.2 with <" = k,,, " = 1.

21



7. Hierarchy of convex measures

Suppose that p is concentrated on some open convex set 2 C R"™ and is finite on
compact sets. The following notion of x-concavity will allow us to generalise our
results:

Definition 7.1. Let k € [—00,+00]. The measure p is called r-concave if it
satisfies
p(tA+ sB) > (tu(A)" + su(B)")""
= M (u(A), n(B))
for all measurable A, B C R™ of positive measure and all t € (0,1).

Remark 7.2. If i = 6, then k = +oo. Otherwise, we necessarily have k < 1.
Moreover, we must always have k < 1/dim(£).

The following special cases arise: When x = 1/n (and p is absolutely continu-
ous), then p is the Lebesgue measure restricted on Q (the fact that the Lebesgue
measure is k-concave with k = 1/n is the Brunn-Minkowski inequality). When
k =0, p is log-concave. The case k = —oo describes all convex measures i .

Theorem 7.3. (Borell’s Characterisation) If u is convez, then u is concentrated
on some convex set @ C R™ where it is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on Q. Moreover, p is k-concave if and only if k < 1/dim(Q)
and p has a density p(x) on §Q satisfying

p(te + sy) > (tp(z)™ + sp(y)"")l/“"
):

= MY (p(x), p(y))
Thus
[ 1S K-concave $=> D 1S Kp-concave

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Theorem 6.3 applied to the functions u = x4,
v =pxp and W = XiA4sB- O

Remark 7.4. Note that

ptr is concave when Kk, > 0
P 18 Kp-concave <= < logp is concave when K, =0

P is convex when kK, <0

23

7. Hierarchy of convex measures

The weakest case arises when k = —oo , so that x, = —1/n. In this case u has
a density % = ﬁ for some positive convex function V defined on some convex

Q C R™. This is the general form of convex n-dimensional measures.

Example 7.5. Given 8 > n/2, u = vz with density p(z) = %W, zreR (Z

being some normalising factor chosen so that p(R™) = 1) is called the generalised
Cauchy measure on R™ with parameter B (the condition 3 > n/2 ensures that vg
is a probability measure) . This measure is k-concave if and only if

p(x)™ is convex

= (1+|z]*) s convea

—2Bkn
= (\/1 + |x\2> is convex
— — 20k, > 1=k, =-1/28
1

1//@1272[5%%:25_”

The standard case is when § = ”T“, d=1.

Remark 7.6. The measure vg may be characterised as the distribution of the ran-
dom vector X = (X1, ..., X,,) constructed as follows. Consider two random vectors
Y and &, Y having a standard Gaussian distribution and & having xq4 distribution

with d degrees of freedom!. Then, the vector X 7% has vg distribution, vg = L (%)

Thus, in R* there is P so that all its finite n-dimensional distributions are = vg.

'In other words, ¢ has density xq4(r) = Cdrd’le”'Z/z, where ¢4 is a constant and r > 0.

24



8. Brascamp-Lieb inequality and a generalisation.

In this section we consider a probability measure g (concentrated on some open
convex subset 2 C R™ as before) with density

plz) =1/V(x)’

for some vy > n , where V is a positive convex function. Note that by the above
definition, p is kK—concave with kK = ,%n_ The Brascamp-Lieb inequality is an
extension of the Poincaré inequality stated for log-concave measures, i.e. of the
form p(dz) = e=Vdx with some convex function V satisfying certain assumptions.
In this section we study an extension of this result to the more general class of
measures with densities p(dz) = V(z)™®. We begin by the following theorem,
which makes use of the fundamental dimensional Prékopa-Leindler result.

Suppose that V is in C%(Q) and define the distance-like function
dy(w,y) = V() = V(&) - (V'(z),y - 2)

For example, we could take V (2) = 1+ |z|* which gives dy (z,y) = |z — y|*.

Theorem 8.1. Assume f,g: € — R are measurable functions satisfying

f@)V(z) < g)V(y) +dv(z,y) (8.1)

for x,y € Q. If, in addition, fis p-integrable and g > —1, we have

1+%/fdu§ (/(ngl)*ﬂdu)iﬂ

When 5 — oo this yields the following

Corollary 8.2. Let u be log-concave on Q with density e~V @), for some convex
W e CYQ).
If
f(@) < g(y) +dw(z,y) forallz,y €
then

/efd,u < ¢f gdn

25

8. Brascamp-Lieb inequality and a generalisation.

Remark 8.3. Note that the corollary was already obtained for ~,:
f=Qg=E(¥) <™
Proof. Assume sup f < oo, inf g > —1. For ¢t € (0,1) and s = 1 — ¢ define
tV(z) + sV(y) — V(tz + sy)
ts

As s — 0, we have Ty(z,y) — dy(,y). Take open convex 0y C Q with Q5 C Q and
let kK = —ﬁ, Kp = 15 = —%. For € > 0 small enough, let f.(z) = f(z) — ﬁ
and apply the dimensional Prékopa-Leindler theorem to the functions

Ti(z,y) =

) = 1 - sfu(a)) % 2

14(820)

N L p(x)

v(y) = (1 +tg(y)) ()
_p(2)
) =)

For these u, v, w, the hypothesis of the Prékopa-Leindler Theorem can be written
as

f@)yo(z) < gly)oly) + To(z,y) +¢
which is true for small s and ¢. Thus, writing po = u(lTo) it|q, we obtain

1St(/(l_sfe)ﬁdm)ﬂ-i-s(/(1+t9)iduo)n

which, as s — 0, gives

K ) g G K
1+;/f5 dpo < (/ (1+9)"1" dlm)

Finally, letting ¢ — 0 and € 1 Q, we get

1+£/fd/m§ (/(1+!J)%"d/t0>

which is the claim written in terms of xk and «,,. |

Let us restrict ourselves now to log-concave probability measures on R" with
support on convex @ C R and density p(z) = e”V@) where W(z) € C?*() is
convex and has positive and invertible second derivative W”(x) > 0. Then, p can
be written in the form 1/V (z)? with V(z) = e/, for some 8y > n , where V is
a positive convex function. Recall that such p is k—concave with x = —-1—. For

B—n
these measures we have the following Brascamp-Lieb inequality:
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8. Brascamp-Lieb inequality and a generalisation.

Theorem 8.4. (Brascamp-Lieb, 1976) For any bounded smooth g on , with k = —ﬁ7 so that k, = —1/8. We claim that (8.4) yields (8.3) in the limit

as € — 0. To this end, use Taylor expansion in € to obtain

Var,(g) :/92(111— (/ gdu)z < /((W”)’IVQ,V@ dp (8.2)

Example 8.5. Consider n-dimensional Gaussian measure pp = 7y, . A computation
shows that W = I . In this case, Theorem 8.4 gives Var,(g) < [|Vg|* dv,. This

2
dy (2,2 + ch) = %(V”(z)h hY + k|2 o(c?)

so that by definition of F_,

inequality is known as Spectral Gap (or Poincaré) inequality. Fa(z)= inf {G(r +eh) + ldv(IJC n Eh)}
Example 8.6. Suppose that there exits a constant ¢ such that W" > cI. In this henes c c
case, we obtain Var,(g) < 1 [|Vg|*du, that is, the Poincaré inequality for the = inf {G(?) +&(VG(x), h) + = (V"(x)h, h) + |h|? 0(52)}
measure p holds (with constant c). rhehes e 2
| . > inf {G(x) +=(VG(@), ) + (V" ()b, by + Al o=*) }
Suppose now that u(dr) = V(z)™#. Theorem 8.4 can be generalised as follows: heRrr 2
Theorem 8.7. (/[BLJ) If 8 > n, for any bounded smooth g with mean 0 on Q, we Ge(w) + ole)
have where G.(z) = G(z) — £((V")"'VG(x), VG(z)).
This implies that
Vara(g) < — / (V1) VG.VG) (8.3) ’
O | Vv ' e (V" 7IVG(x), VG(2))

fe(@) = g(x) —

2 V() +0(e)
where G=gV.

Next, we replace the above expression for f. in (8.4) and perform Taylor expansion
in the right-hand side to get:

- ny—1
1ot /gd,l,gzi (/ wduﬂ)@)) <
Proof. Given € > 0, x € , let Kn 26y, v
K k(1 K(k—1) (e ?
1+e— d+52—(—71)/2d +7(—/d )+ el
o) = int {Go) + Zav(z.1) o fomven (1) o 2 o ) o
y
x

£(2) = F.(x) :1+52%n (%"71>/gzdu+o(53), using /gdu:O

Finally, dividing by €?s/k, and rearranging, we arrive at

Theorem 8.7 is indeed a generalisation of Theorem 8.4: To see this, take V =

B
cgl/P (1 + %W) in (8.3) : in the limit as § — oo we obtain (8.2).

so that the infimum-convolution inequality (8.1) is satisfied with ¢f, and g in

. . 1 -1 . 1
place of f and g respectively 0< ! {/ (V") ZG,‘ VG) dp + (7 - 1) /gzd,u} +ole)
Kn .
@)V (@) > eg)V (y) + dy(a.y) "1 |
@/W(iuz (17—)/92(01, ,ase — 0
Theorem 8.1 then says that, if we further assume eg > —1, we have: "

m—1
;‘/wd" > (1+5) '/QZ(W

1+5K£n/f5du§ (/(1+ag)$ du> (8.4) 0
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9. Refinement of Brascamp-Lieb inequality in the
log-concave case

Recall the generalised form of the Brascamp-Lieb inequality (Theorem 8.7) for
measures on R™ with density p(z) = ﬁ for some 8 > n:

1 VN T'VGE, VG
Var,(g) < ,6+1/n () % >du (9.1)

where G = ¢gV'.

Here, we aim to apply this result to the log-concave case. Recall that Theorem
8.4 of Brascamp-Lieb was stated for this type of measures. Using the extended
inequality above, a refinement can be obtained. To this end we write V(z) =
e W@/B ie p(xr) = eV, We then have

1
V= Sy
B
1 1
V// — 76W/6W/ ® W/ + *CW/‘SW”
p? 5
where the operation ® is defined by (u ® v);; = u,v;, so

V" = %ew/ﬁ (%W’ ® W’ 4 W//)

1
BGW/BRw,ﬁ
and taking inverse
(V//)—l _ ﬁe*W/ﬁR,;b — 5‘/3;‘23
Now since G = gV, we have G' = V¢’ + gV’ hence
V// 71G/7 G/ _
WG yimgty(vy +9v'). Ve + V)
< Br(Rytsd 9 )V + Bs(Ryt sV, V') g

for any » > 1, s = X5 conjugate to r (such that %Jr % = 1), where the last

inequality follows from the general fact that for u,v € R” and r as above

(A(u +v),u+v) < r{Au,u) + s(Av,v)
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Note that

<(VN)—1 ‘/l7 V/)
|4

(BW" + W' @ W' )" W', W)
1 ’

<1, by convexity

In the case where n=1, we have <1.

w2
BW (W)
Assuming f gdp =0, we get
6+ 1)/92du < T/deu+5/((V”)’lg’,g’)du
T
(B+1-r) /92du < BS/(RW,ﬁ’lvm Vg)du

Corollary 9.1. Assume 3 > n. For any bounded smooth g, the following inequality
holds

Varo) < Cs [ (R Vg, Vo
]Rn

with Cs = (vVB+1— 1)2/5’1 (1<B<b)and Ry =B""W QW' +W".
In particular, when n = 3 =1, we have
e Vgl

< _ VYI
Vel <t | Wy W)

du(z)

We finish this section by presenting two examples and applying the above result.

Example 9.2. Suppose that Q = (0,+00), p(z) = e™* and W(z) = x. Then the
Corollary implies that the following Poincaré inequality holds:

+o0
Var,(g) <b /0 g'(x)dp(x)

Example 9.3. In Q = R equipped with Gaussian measure v(dz) = p(z)dz, with

p(x) = \/%6’9”2/2 , we have a Poincaré type inequality with weight 1+ x2:
+oo 1 2
9'(z)
Var,(9) <b d
ano) <b [ i)

30



10. Application to Cauchy measures

In this section we study Cauchy measures vg with density p(z) = Z71 (1 + ‘I|2)7B,
where Z is the normalising factor. Functional inequalities for such measures were
considered in [BLJ.

Theorem 10.1. The Cauchy measures vg (B > n) satisfy the Poincaré inequality
with weight

Var,,(g9) < 5 /|Vg 1+ |z )dl/g(x)
for all bounded smooth functions g on R™ (n > 3).

Proof. Taking V(z) = 1+ |z|? (so that p(z) = Z7'V(2)~#) we see that V" = 2]
and if we assume that [ gdp = 0, the Brascamp-Lieb inequality gives

G+v) [ s [ \V(g(as)(mﬂ DI

2(1+ |2]?)

and since

IV (g(@) (1+[2) [ = |(1+ |2]%) Vg() + 29(2)a|
<2 (14 [2) [Vg(a)2 + 8g ()|

using the fact [z|* <1+ |z|? we conclude that
G+ [ g < [ o@P (1t laf) duato) +4 [ aaPdnata)
O

Remark 10.2. The integrand on the RHS can be bounded so that the inequality
holds with a better constant 1/23 (|BL]). Moreover, the weight (1+4|z|*) is optimal.

One can show (|BL]) that the Cauchy distributions also satisfy a Logarithmic
Sobolev inequality with weight

Entyﬂ — 1/ |Vg(x 1+ || ) dvg(z)
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After rescaling, the Cauchy distributions approximate the Gaussian distribution
in the limit as 8 — oco. The above inequality thus yields the Logarithmic Sobolev
inequality for the Gaussian measure

Ent,, (9°) < 2/|Vg\ dyn,
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11. Weighted Cheeger and weighted Poincaré-type
inequalities

In this section we consider probability measures on R™ with density of the form

x € Q,8 > n, where V : Q — (0,00) is convex. Note that such a measure is
k-concave with kK = —1/(8 — n).

Theorem 11.1. ([BL]) Let 8 > n. For any smooth bounded g on Q
B—n+1 . .
Vary(e) < €22 (199 (07 + laf) duta)

where p ({|z] < r}) = 2.
Proof. We first consider g with m(g) = 0, where m denotes a median of g under

the measure . We may assume g > 0 (otherwise, split it into its positive and
negative parts g = g, — g_). For such g we derive an inequality of the form

[19ldn < b [ [l + faduta)
Equivalently, we can state this as the following inequality on sets:
VA C R" with p(A) € (0,1/2] 1 u(A) < Dvt(A)

where v is the measure with density v(dz) = (r + |z|) du(z) and v* is the surface
measure defined by

o . V(A+eB) —v(A)
vi(A) = hr?&)nf— = /M (r+ |z|) p(z)dN,-1 ()

€

where B is the unit ball centred at the origin in R™ and d\,_; denotes (n-1)-
dimensional Lebesgue measure. Similarly, we write

i (A) = / a0
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For z € 0A, denote by n4(z) the normal to the surface of A at the point x. Note
that

g (1= A+ 2) — ()] = 1" (4) = [ {nale). ) po)dhoa(0)
A
<rpt(A) - /6 ) |z[p(2)dAn— (z)
_ /0 (o) e (2)
=vT(A)

We know from Borell’s characterisation (Theorem 7.3) that p satisfies a Brunn-
Minkowski type inequality

(@A + (1 —a)B) > (ap(A)" + (1 — a)u(B))"
Therefore,

v (A) = lim = { (1= (A + (B, — p(4)}

el0 €
_ u(ay A = (B
= n(A) —

Thus, to prove the theorem, it suffices to show that

1A — (B

u(A) S > L)

for p(A) < 1/2. For simplicity, let u(A) = t, p, = u(B,). We then need to show

tﬁ_pf > itn
-k — D

The critical case is when t = %, when we have

1 _1-@p)"  log(2p,)
D K -~ 1—-k

Thus, if p, = u(B,) > 1/2, then

/ lgldy < D / V(@) (- + |z) du() (11.1)
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holds with

1—k

B log 2p,.

= L 1+ !
710g2pr /Bfn
1 B—-n+1

T log2p, B-n

Finally, to reach the Poincaré inequality apply (11.1) to g% : Using Cauchy-Schwarz
we get

/ gdu < 2D / IValg(@) (r + |a]) du(z)

< 2D\//|V9|2(7’+ le)zdﬂ(w)¢/gzdu

Dividing both sides by 4/ [ g2dp and then squaring, we arrive at

/ gdp < AD? / IVl (r + [2])? du(z)
<80° [ 97 (r + [of) d(a)

For general functions g, we may always replace g by g — m and use the fact that
Vary(g) = inf/(g —a)’dp < /(9 —m)*dp

Since |V(g —m)| = |[Vg|, we conclude by

/ (g — m)*du(z) < 8D? / IV (2 + %) dyz)
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12. Growth of moments under Poincaré and Sobolev inequalities

12. Growth of moments under Poincaré and Sobolev
inequalities

We have now established both Poincaré and Sobolev-type inequalities for the
Cauchy distributions. More generally, suppose that a measure y satisfies

Vary(g) S/IVglzwzdu (12.1)
Ent,(g) §2/|Vg|2w2d,u (12.2)

with some weight w : R — [0, 00). The following theorem tells us what informa-
tion we can extract from those about the moments of Lipschitz functions.

Theorem 12.1. Assume f : R" — R" has Lipschitz norm || f||ip < 1 and [ fdp =
0. If |lw||, < 00, p > 2, then under the Poincaré inequality (12.1), we have

p
11l < 5 llwlls

7

Moreover, under the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (12.2), one has

£l < v = 1wl

Example 12.2. If w = ¢ = const, then || f||, < Cp= J el < o
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Appendix A: Coarea Formula Suppose that m > n and f : R™ — R*
is a Lipschitz function. The co-area formula states that for every real valued
g c Ll (Rm)

o= [ [ o anri

where J, f is the Jacobian of f, d,x denotes n-dimensional Lebesgue measure and
H"™ n-dimensional Hausdorff measure (for a definition, see [Fed69]; in R™ this can
be thought of as simply Lebesgue measure).

The above formula is particularly useful when f takes values in R, in which case
the Jacobian is just length of gradient and the formula reads

/ 9(@)|V f(z)|dx = / / g(x) dH™ " (x)dy
R J—oo JfH{y}
This is in fact equivalent to the (seemingly weaker) formula with g =1

[ vs@le = [~ wa

where in the RHS we are integrating over the measure of the level sets {y = f(x)}
of f.

Starting from the last formula with g being the characteristic function of a
Lebesgue measurable set A and then approximating any integrable g by simple
functions one can prove the formula for general g.
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Appendix B: Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities
We say that a measure p satisfies a Logarithmic Sobolev inequality if for all
functions such that the RHS is finite

Ent,(f?) = / (leogfz) dp — (/ fzdu) log (/ fzd/l,) < C/ |V f|2dp

with some constant C independent of f. The left hand side is always non-negative,
as can be seen by Jensen’s inequality applied to the convex function z log x.

The measure p is said to satisfy Poincaré or Spectral Gap inequality if

Vam(f)z/(f—/fdu)ZdMSD/Wdeu

for all f such that the RHS is finite, with some constant D independent of the f.
If p satisfies Logarithmic Sobolev inequality, then it must satisfy a Poincaré in-
equality. This follows by the observation that for the function f = 1+ f we
have

Ent,(f?) = 2e*Var,(f) + O(e®)
something which can be seen by a Taylor expansion of the function (1+¢)log(1+-¢)

about € = 0. Moreover, by definition of f it follows that Vf = eV f and letting
e — 0 in the Logarithmic Sobolev inequality one obtains the Poincaré inequality.

An important fact about the Logarithmic Sobolev inequality is that it is equivalent
to the Hypercontractivity property of the p-invariant semigroup corresponding to
the Energy Form [ |V f|?dp on the RHS of the inequality (|Gro75]). It is moreover
known that if p satisfies such an inequality, then it has Gaussian concentration,
ie. Ja: [ el dy < oo (by the so-called Herbst argument). On the other hand,
the Poincaré inequality implies exponential concentration.

For a detailed introduction the reader is referred to [GZ03|, [SC02].
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