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A Characterization of Functional Affine Surface Areas

Fernanda M. Baéta

Abstract

A characterization of valuations on the space of convex Lipschitz functions whose domain
is a polytope in R"™ is obtained. It is shown that every upper semicontinuous, equi-affine
and dually epi-translation invariant valuation can be written as a linear combination of a
constant term, the volume of the domain, and a functional affine surface area. In addition,
dual statements for finite-valued convex functions are established.

1 Introduction and Statement of the Main Result

Let K C R™ be a convex body (i.e., a non-empty compact convex set) and denote by bd K its
topological boundary. By a theorem of Aleksandrov (see [1]), for almost every point 2 € bd K
with respect to the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure H" !, there exists a paraboloid
that osculates bd K at x. By Schiitt and Werner [47], the affine surface area of a general (not
necessarily smooth) convex body is defined by

QK) = [ nla) 7 an ),

where the (generalized) Gaussian curvature x(x) of bd K at such a point x is taken as the
Gaussian curvature of the corresponding osculating paraboloid. For smooth convex surfaces,
this definition coincides with the classical one (see [9]).

The affine surface area )(-) is defined for every K € K", where K™ denotes the space of
convex bodies equipped with the topology induced by the Hausdorff metric. Lutwak [35] showed
that Q(-) is upper semicontinuous, that is, if K, — K in the Hausdorff metric, then

Q(K) > limsup Q(K,,).
m—00

Moreover, €)(+) is equi-affine invariant, i.e., invariant under volume-preserving affine maps, and a
valuation (see [46]). More precisely, a functional ® : K™ — R is called a valuation if

S(KUL)+®(KNL)=d(K)+ (L)

whenever K, L and K U L belong to K".

One of the most famous results on valuations is the Hadwiger characterization theorem,
which classifies all continuous and rigid motion invariant valuations on the space K" (see
[25]). Specifically, it states that any such valuation can be expressed as a linear combination
of the intrinsic volumes Vj, Vi, ..., V,, which include the n-dimensional volume V,,, the Euler
characteristic 1j, and the surface area 2V,,_;. A complete characterization of affine surface area
is due to Ludwig and Reitzner, representing an equi-affine analog of Hadwiger’s theorem.
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Theorem 1 ( [30,33]). A functional ® : K™ — R is an upper semicontinuous and equi-affine
invariant valuation if and only if there exist constants cy, ¢y and cg > 0 such that

‘I)(K) = CQVO(K) +c1 Vn(K) + CQQ(K)
forevery K € K™.

Ludwig and Reitzner [34] further posed the problem of classifying all valuations on the
space Kf of convex bodies containing the origin in their interiors, which are invariant under
volume-preserving linear transformations. They showed that any valuation ¢ : £ — R that is
upper semicontinuous, invariant under volume preserving linear transformations, and vanishes
on polytopes can be represented as

B(K) = /b - Crala) dc (o)

where dug (z) = (z,n(z)) dH" () is the cone measure on bd K, n(z) is the exterior unit normal
vector to K at x € bd K, and

Here, ¢ belongs to the set
Cone([0, 00)) = {g: [0,00) — [0,00) | ¢ is concave, lim ((¢) = 0, and lim ((t)/t = o} )
t—0 t—ro0

(see [31, 34]), and (z,y) denotes the standard inner product of x and y, either in R" or
R"*! depending on the context. A complete answer to Ludwig and Reitzner’s problem in the
upper semicontinuous case was later provided by Haberl and Parapatits (see [24]). Further
characterizations of valuations with interesting invariance properties were obtained, for example,
in [2,22,23,25,26,32,36,37]. For results on the affine surface area of convex bodies, we refer
to [33,35,47]; see also the recent survey [48].

One important direction of generalization is the extension of valuations from convex bodies
to convex functions, which has attracted significant attention in recent years; see, for instance,
[12-15]. Further developments and characterizations can be found in [16,17,27,28,41], and
more recently in [38-40]. Denote by Conv(R") the space of lower semicontinuous, convex, and
proper functions (i.e., not identically co) defined on R", and let

Conv(R™;R) ={v:R" — R | v is convex}

be the space of finite-valued convex functions on R™. A functional Z : Conv(R") — R is called a
valuation if
ZuNv)+Z(uVwv)=2Z(u)+ Z)

for every u,v € Conv(R") such that also u A v,u V v € Conv(R™), where u A v and u V v denote
the pointwise minimum and maximum of u, v € Conv(R"), respectively.

For epi(v) C R™*! the epi-graph of a convex function v : U C R™ — R, where U is an open
bounded convex set, the affine surface area of epi(v) is given by

qunc(v) = / (det ]:)2 U(x))n%ﬂ dx7
U

where D? v(z) denotes the Hessian matrix of v at x and D? v(z) = 0 if v is not twice differentiable
at = (see [49]). According to Aleksandrov’s theorem [1], a convex function v : U C R™ — R is
twice differentiable almost everywhere. In particular, the Hessian D?v(z) exists for almost every
x € U. For further definitions of functional affine surface area, see, for example, [3,10,29,45].



The set of points where the function u € Conv(RR™) takes finite values is called the (effective)
domain of u, denoted by

domu = {z € R" | u(z) < oo},

and for a set A C R”, we denote its interior by int(A). We consider the subspace of Conv(R"),
Convig(R"™) = {u € Conv(R") | domw is compact, u is Lipschitz on int(dom u)},

that is, the set of functions v € Conv(R™) with compact domain that are Lipschitz on the interior
of their domain. In particular, if the interior of domu is empty, then « is not required to be
Lipschitz. The functional Qg,,(+) is a valuation, and it satisfies the following properties

(i) SL,(R) invariance, i.e., Qsunc(u 0 @) = Qgune(u) for every u € Convig(R™) and ¢ € SL, (R);

(ii) translation invariance, i.e., Qpnc(uw o 7) = Qgunc(u) for every u € Convig(R™) and translation
7 on R";

(iii) vertical translation invariance, i.e., Qgnc(u + ¢) = Qanc(u) for every u € Conviq(R™) and
every constant ¢ € R;

(iv) dual translation invariance, i.e., Qgune(u + 1) = Qpunc (u) for every every u € Convig(R™) and
every linear function / on R".

A valuation Z : Conv(R") — R with properties (i) and (ii) is called an equi-affine invariant
valuation. If Z is both vertically and dually translation invariant, we say that Z is dually epi-
translation invariant.

We equip the set Convig(R"™) with the following notion of convergence: We say that
up € Convig(R") is 7-convergent to u € Convyg(R™), written uy, — u, if

(i) for every sequence xj — =, we have

u(x) < liminf ug(zg);
k—ro0

(i) there exists a sequence z; that converges to x such that
u(x) = lim ug(zk);
k—o00

(iii) the Lipschitz constants of u; on the interior of the dom u; are uniformly bounded by some
constant M > 0 independent of k.

This notion of convergence was also considered in [6, 7]. A related formulation of condition (iii)
was first considered in [18,19], in the context of real-valued Lipschitz continuous maps on the
unit sphere S"~!. The convergence given by conditions (i) and (ii) is called epi-convergence (for
more details see [43]).

We say that Z : Convig(R"™) — R is T-upper semicontinuous if, for every sequence uy; in
Convyq(R™) that is 7-convergent to u € Convig(R"),

Z(u) > limsup Z(ug).

k—o0

The function ¢ r ¢+ for ¢ > 0 belongs to the set Conc([0, c0)) defined in (1). Moreover, the
restriction of Qe (+) to u € Convig(R™) is 7-upper semicontinuous, as proved in [7, Theorem 1].
We consider the following subset of Conviq(R"),

Convy,(R™) = {u € Convig(R"™) | domw is a polytope }.



Our goal is to prove a functional version of Theorem 1, thereby obtaining a characterization
of the more general functional affine surface area

Z(u) = /d ¢(det D? u(x)) dz (2)

for ¢ € Conc([0,00)) and v € Convy,(R™). This functional version is naturally related to the
geometric version in R" "1, since the epi-graph of a convex function u € Convy,(R") is a convex
subset of R"*!. To the best of our knowledge, Theorem 2 provides the first characterization of
upper semicontinuous valuations on the space of convex functions in arbitrary dimension n. The
one-dimensional case was established previously (see [6]), and our result extends this to the
general setting.

Theorem 2. A functional Z : Conv,(R"™) — R is a 7-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants cy,c; € R and a function
¢ € Conc([0, 00)) such that

Z(u) = co+c¢1 Vi (domu) + / ¢(det D? u(x)) dz 3)

domu

for every u € Convy, (R™).

By [7, Theorem 1] and [6, Lemma 12], the functional (2) defines an equi-affine and dually epi-
translation invariant valuation that is finite and 7-upper semicontinuous for all u € Convy,(R").
However, [7, Example 1] shows that (2) is not finite for every v € Conv),(R") and every
¢ € Conc([0,00)) if the Lipschitz condition in Convy,(R") is omitted. Furthermore, by [6,
Lemma 6 and Lemma 9], the volume of the domain is a 7-continuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation. It is worth noting, however, that there exist sequences of
functions with compact domains that epi-converge to a function with a compact domain, yet the
volume of the domain is not continuous with respect to epi-convergence (see also [7, Example 1]).
Therefore, the functional on the right-hand side of (3) is a 7-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine
and dually epi-translation invariant valuation. We expect that additional 7-upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuations exist on Convyq(R") which vanish on
Convy, (R™).

Note that the integral (2) is not continuous, as it vanishes on piecewise affine functions. As a
consequence of Theorem 2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3. A functional Z : Convig(R") — R is a 7-continuous, equi-affine and dually epi-
translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants cg, c; € R such that

Z(u) = co + ¢1 Vy(domw)
for every u € Convig(R™).

Note that this result is established in Conviq(R™), since every u € Conviq(R") can be
approximated by functions of Convy,(R") and Z is T-continuous.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall basic results and properties from
convex geometry, the Monge—-Ampere measure, the Legendre transform, and infimal convolution.
Section 3 is devoted to the dual space of Convi,(R") via the Legendre transform, where we
derive the dual theorem corresponding to Theorem 2 and the dual corollary corresponding to
Corollary 3. Finally, in Section 4, we present the proof of Theorem 2, which relies on several
intermediate results also established in this section.

2 Background

In this section, we collect several tools and basic results that will be used throughout the paper,
including definitions, properties of convex functions, and classical results.
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2.1 Preliminaries

Following [43], a function u € Conv(R") is called piecewise affine if dom u can be written as the
union of finitely many polyhedral sets, relative to each of which u(x) is affine. A set C' C R" is
said to be polyhedral if it can be expressed as the intersection of finitely many closed halfspaces.
We denote by Convy, ,(R™) the set of all piecewise affine functions. By [6, Lemma 14], we obtain
the following result.

Lemma 4. For every u € Conviq(R"), there exists a sequence uj € Convy, ,(R™) that is T-convergent
to u.

We say that Z : Convip(R") — R is simple if Z(u) = 0 for every u € Conv,(R™) such that
domwu is not full-dimensional. Let P" denote the set of polytopes in R”. The following result
from [6, Lemma 13] will be used in the proof of Theorem 2.

Lemma 5. Let Z : Convy,(R™) — R be a simple, T-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation. Then there exists a constant d € R such that

Z(Ip) =dV,(P)
for every polytope P € P™.

Strictly speaking, Lemma 13 in [6] was stated for Conviq(R"™), while here we consider the
subspace of functions with polytopal domains. However, the statement remains valid in this
setting.

We say that a valuation ® : P* — R is simple if ®(P) = 0 for every polytope P C R" of
dimension at most n — 1. See [37, Theorem 14.1] and the references therein for the following
well-known result.

Theorem 6. Let ® be a translation invariant, non-negative, simple valuation on P™. Then there
exists a non-negative constant d € R such that

(P) = dVp(P)
for every polytope P € P™.

To prove Proposition 23 in Section 4, we will use the following version of the Vitali covering
theorem. A collection of sets C is called a Vitali class for B C R™ with respect to V,, if, for each
x € Band 0 > 0, there exists a U € C such that z € U and 0 < V,,(U) < §. We say that
C is a regular family for B C R™ with respect to V,, if there exists a constant d > 0 such that
diam(U)" < dV,(U) for every set U € C, where diam denotes the diameter.

Theorem 7 ( [20], Theorem 1.10). Let B C R" be a bounded set, and let C be a regular family of
closed sets for B with respect to V,, that is a Vitali covering for B. Then, for any € > 0, there exists a
finite collection of pairwise disjoint sets Uy, ..., U,, € C such that

Vn<B\ G Ui> <e.
=1

We denote by conv(A) the convex hull of a set A C R", that is, the smallest convex set
containing A. For functions f, g : R" — (—o0, 0], we set

{f#g} ={z eR"| f(z) #g(x)} and  {f=g}={z eR" | f(2)=g(2)}.

A family P of pairwise disjoint non-empty subsets of A C R" is called a partition of A if the union
of all sets in P equals A.

The following theorem provides a concrete characterization of epi-convergence, showing its
equivalence with a more familiar notion of convergence.



Theorem 8 ( [43], Theorem 7.17). Let uy be a sequence in Conv(R™) that epi-converges to
u € Conv(R™). If dom u has non-empty interior, the following are equivalents

(1) wuy epi-converges to u;

(2) wuy, converges uniformly to u on every compact set C that does not contain a boundary point of
dom u.

2.2 Monge-Ampere measure

For every u € Conv(R"), the subdifferential of u at € domu is defined by
Ju(xz) ={y € R" | u(z) > u(x) + (y,z — x) for all z € R"},

and we set du(x) = () for x ¢ dom u. For a convex function u : R™ — (—o0, oc], differentiability at
a point z € R" is equivalent to the subdifferential of v at = being a singleton. Moreover, L is the
Lipschitz constant of u € Conv(R") in the interior of its domain if and only if ||y|| < L for every
y € Ju(z), where |ly|| = \/(y,y) is the usual Euclidean norm of y € R™ and z € int(domu) (see,
e.g., [8, Theorem 3.61]).

Let K C R™ be a convex body and w € Conv(R"). We define the function w + I : R — R by

. w(y)7 y € K,
(w+1g)(y) =
sup{{(y) | ¢ is affine, { < w on K, {(z) = w(x) for some z e bd K}, y ¢ K.

4

By construction, w1 is convex on R", agrees with w on K, and is the maximal convex extension
of w|k obtained by extending w via its supporting affine hyperplanes at boundary points.

One natural class of functions in Conviq(R") is formed by the indicator functions of convex
bodies K € K™

0, zekK,
IK($):{OO v d K

By formula (2.4) in [44], the subdifferential of I at each boundary point z of K is the normal
cone of K at x, which is given by

Nig(z)={yeR" | (y,z—z) <0forall z € K}.

In particular, there are functions that are Lipschitz continuous in the interior of their domains but
whose subdifferentials are unbounded at boundary points. For example, 91y 1)(1) = [0, o0).

An important Radon measure associated with a convex function v : R” — R is the Monge—
Ampére measure, defined by

MA(v; B) = V,,(0v(B)),

for any Borel set B C R", where

ov(B) = | J ov(a).

zeB

The notion of Monge—-Ampere measure is fundamental in the definition of weak or generalized
solutions of the Monge-Ampere equation (see, e.g., [21,50]).



2.3 Legendre transform

For a convex function v € Conv(R"), the function

U*(CC) = Sup (<.T,y> - u(y))7 r e R",
yeR”

is called the Legendre transform (or convex conjugate) of u. By [4, Theorem 1.4.1], we have
u** = u. Note that convex conjugation is continuous with respect to epi-convergence,

uy, is epi-convergent to u < wuy, is epi-convergent to u* (5

for uy, u € Conv(R™) (see [43, Theorem 11.43]).

Let u € Conv(R"), ¢ € R, ¢ € SL,(R), and y € R™. Denote by 7,(z) = = + y the translation
by y and by [,(x) = (x,y) the linear function associated with y. A straightforward computation
yields

(1) (u+c)*(z) =u*(z) — ¢

(2) (uop)*(z) = (u* o) (a);
(3 (wor, N () = u*(z) + (z,y);
(4 (u+1y)*(2) = u* o, (2).

Furthermore, if u,v € Conv(R"™) are such that u A v € Conv(R"), then u* A v* € Conv(R"), and
(u Av)* =u* Vo, (uV o) =u" Av* (6)

(see, e.g., [14, Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.5]).
By [43, Theorem 11.14], u € Conv(R") is piecewise affine if and only if v* € Conv(R";R) is
also piecewise affine.

2.4 Infimal convolution

For any two convex functions u, v : R" — (—o0, o], the infimal convolution v v is defined by

(uOv) (x) = yienﬂgn (u(y) +v(z—y)), zeR™ @)

The epi-graph of u is the non-empty, closed, convex set
epi(u) = {(z,t) € R"! [ u(z) < t}.
Geometrically, the infimal convolution corresponds to Minkowski sum of epi-graphs,
epi(uOv) = epi(u) + epi(v).

In particular, adding a smooth function to one whose graph contains corners produces a smooth
function.
By [11, Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.6], for every u,v € Convy,(R"™), we have

dom(udv) = domu + domwv, wOwv e Convy,(R™),
and the following relation holds

(uOv)* =u* + 0" (8)



A particularly important example is the Moreau envelope, defined for A > 0 and v € Conv(R")
by

A 2

= w03 |
(see, e.g., [5,43]). By [5, Proposition 12.15], the infimum in (7) that defines u) is uniquely
attained. Moreover, by [43, Theorem 1.25], u, epi-converges to u as A " oo, and by [43,
Theorem 2.26], the Moreau envelope u) is convex and continuously differentiable.

We will work with a variant of the Moreau envelope that preserves both the compactness and
the polytopal structure of the domain. Let A, > 0, and denote C = [—1, 1]". For u € Convy,(R"),
define

A
ur, = ul] (2|| : y\2+lﬂo>. 9

Note that uy ,(z) = uy(x) for x € domw + pC, and u) ,(r) = oo otherwise. So, in particular,
uy,, € Convyp (R™).

2
Now let ¢(z) = @, x € R™. This quadratic function is the unique function satisfying ¢* = ¢,

see, for example, [43, Example 11.11]. Furthermore,
i [ .
q(z) = 2 - = Z;qz(x%
1= 1=

where ¢;(r) = 5 and x = (z1,...,z,). Thus, by (8),

=1

and consequently,

A % *
wne =uOZ (I |? + 1) = w0 (g0 - Og; + Luo).

2
For eachi =1,...,n, where ey, ..., e, are the canonical basis vectors of R", we compute
1,2)
1 92 SUpPy, er (TiYi — fy-) if v = z;e;
q;k(x) = sup (<x7y> — Qyi) = Y ( 21 ) ' 3
yeRn 00, otherwise.

A straightforward calculation shows that
0 Og, + Lo
= (@1 + Tpegoy—1) B (@ + Loy e op2) B+ O (an + Loyt pup)

which implies

Uy y = uwOA [(ql + I[_M’M]X{O}nfl) OJ (QQ + I{O}x[—u,u]x{o}"*Q) 0...0d (qn + I{Q}nﬂx[_’u#})] .
(10)

A classical construction associates to each convex body K € K"*! a convex function with
compact domain in R" via

K|(z)= inf ¢t
LK (x) Wit



(see, for example, [28]). Conversely, for a convex function v € Conv;,(R™), one can associate the
convex body

K" = epi(u — M) N Rgn(epi(u — My,)) + Myent1 a1

where M,, = max,} u(v) and Rgn denotes reflection with respect to R".

A set S C R™"*! is called a zonotope if S = J; + --- + J,,, for some line segments .Ji,. .., J,,
with respect to Minkowski sum. If a convex body 7' € K" *! can be approximated in the Hausdorff
metric by zonotopes, then 7' is called a zonoid. By [44, Corollary 3.5.7], every centrally symmetric
convex body in R? is a zonoid.

Consider the function v(z) = % +I_u(z) for z € R and ¢ > 0, and let K be the convex
body associated with v as in (11). It is straightforward to check that K is a centrally symmetric

convex body in R?, hence a zonoid. Therefore, there exist line segments Jf, ..., J,’jlk C R? such
that S, = Jf +--- + JF_ converges to K in the Hausdorff metric as k — oo.
Let |JF| denote the convex functions associated with these segments JF, i = 1,...,my,

and set w* = [JF]O---0O[JF, | € Convip(R). Each [JF]| is affine on its domain and is
one-dimensional, i.e., depends on a single variable. Moreover, the functions w* are uniformly
Lipschitz with constant at most 2/, since each segment J} lies inside the convex body KV, whose
boundary has slope at most 2u. By definition of the epi-sum,

wh = JE 0. O LJﬁLkJ is T-convergent to v as k — oo. (12)

Using this approximation together with (10), we conclude that there exists a sequence of

functions w’;lk, as in (12), such that

wOwf, D uy, ask — oo (13)

By (8), we have

i) = (o0 (3112 +10)) = (o (51012 +1c) ).

Since 3| - |2 + I.c epi-converges to I;p as A — oo, it follows from (5) that (3] - || + L.c)"
epi-converges to the constant function / = 0. Consequently, (uy ,)* epi-converges to v*, which is
equivalent to u) , epi-converging to u as A\ — oo with ; > 0. However, u, , is not T-convergent
to u as A — oo, since the Lipschitz constants are not uniformly bounded. To address this, instead
of letting A — oo, we fix A > 0 and let u — 0. In this case, 3|| - |2 + I,c also epi-converges to Loy,
and in particular, uy , is T-convergent to v as p — 0.

Lemma 9. Let u € Conv,(R") and let A, n > 0. Then, for every xo € domwuy ,, where uy, is
defined by (9), there exists yo € domu at which the infimum in the definition of u, ,(x¢) is attained,
and there exists a quadratic function ¢, : R™ — R defined by

A
on(x) = U(yo) + 5”1' - yOH2

such that qu,(xo) = uxu(wo) and g, (x) > uy () for all x € yo + pC C domuy . In particular,
xo € yo + pC.

Proof. By definition,

: A
i) = inf (u)+5le—yl?), weRr"
yEdom u 2
z—yeuC

Since xy € domuy ,, the set

Szo ={y € domu | zg —y € uC'}

9



is compact, and the function y — u(y) + %on —y||? is lower semicontinuous. Hence the infimum
is attained, i.e., there exists yg € S, such that

A
ux . (o) = u(yo) + §||900 - y0||2-

Define the quadratic function
A 2 n
Guo (#) = u(yo) + Sllz = wol*, =€ R™

Then q,,(z0) = uxu(xo). Moreover, for any x such that z — yy € pC, thatis, 2 € yo + uC, we
have

. A
(@) = inf (u(y) + 3z = yl?) < ulo) + 5 e~ w0l = g, (@).

yedom u 2

z—yeuC
Therefore,

Gz () > uy ()

for all x € yy + uC. Moreover, since xg — yo € uC, we have xg € yo + puC. This completes the
proof. O

3 Dual Results

Let K C R™*! be a non-empty, closed convex set with support function hx : R"*! — (—o0, o0]
defined by

hK(.’E,t) = sup <(I)t)7 (?/,yn+1)>
(y,yn+1)€K
for x € R” and ¢ € R. Note that hg (-, —1) € Conv(R";R), and for any u € Conv(R"), we have
U*(y) = Suﬂg <(yv _1)7 (.%', u(w)» = hepi(u) (y7 _1)' (14)
reR?

For a convex function u with compact domain and K = K" as in (11), we obtain
hK('a_]-) = hepi(u)('a_l)' (15)

In particular, if dom u is a polytope, then the projection of K onto R” is also a polytope.
Define

Convpa n(R™R) = {hk(-,—1) € Conv(R™;R) | K € K", supp(MA (hg(-, —1);-)) is compact},
where supp denotes the support of a measure. We also consider the subset
Convya,p(R™;R) = {hg(-,—1) € Convya n(R™;R) | the projection of K onto R" is a polytope}.

We say that a sequence v, € Convya n(R";R) is 7%-convergent to v € Convyanw(R™;R) if the
following conditions hold

(i) v epi-converges to v;

(ii) there exists a compact set C' C R™ such that supp(MA (vg;-)), supp(MA(v;-)) C C for every
k.

(cf. [7D). This definition also applies to Convya ,(R";R). The terminology 7*-convergence is
motivated by the duality between the sets Convya n (R™;R) and Conviq(R"™), established via the
Legendre transform, as follows.
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Lemma 10 ( [7], Lemma 3). A sequence uy, in Conviq(R"™) is 7-convergent to u € Convq(R") if
and only if uj, and u* belong to Convya w(R™; R) and uj is 7*-convergent to u*.

By Lemma 10, together with (14) and (15), we conclude that a sequence u;, in Convy,(R"™)
is 7-convergent to u € Convy,(R") if and only if u; and u* belong to Convya p(R™;R) and uj is
T*-convergent to u*.

Using [42, Corollary 23.5.1], we have

p€dv(x) < xe(p), (16)
for v € Conv(R"™; R). Moreover, by [21, Lemma A.29], we obtain the following result.

Lemma 11. Let D C R™ be a bounded open convex set, let u : D — R be a convex function, and let
u* : R™ — R denote its Legendre transform. Then

ou*(R™) C D,
where D denotes the closure of D in R™.

Let v € Conv(R™;R) and p € domwv*. By [21, Lemma A.22], the set Jv(C) is compact for
every compact set C' C R", and by [43, Theorem 11.8], v* has bounded domain. If p ¢ dv(R"),
then p ¢ Jv(x) for every x € R™. By (16), this implies

x & Ov*(p) forallz e R",
that is, dv*(p) is empty. Hence p lies on the boundary of dom v*. Therefore, by Lemma 11,
Vo (domv*) = V,,(0v(R™)) 4+ V,(dom v* \ Ov(R"™)) = V,,(0v(R"™)) = MA(v; R") a7

for every v € Convya n(R™; R).

In [6, Lemma 9], it is shown that the map v* — V,(domv*) is 7-continuous, i.e., if
vj € Convig(R"™) is 7-convergent to v* € Convig(R"), then V,(domv}) — V,,(domv*) as k — oo.
This result is proved using Painlevé-Kuratowski convergence of the sets dom v*. Alternatively,
it follows from (17). Indeed, let v; be a sequence in Convig(R") that is 7-convergent to
v* € Convig(R™). By Lemma 10, there exists a compact set C' C R" such that

MA (vg; R™) = MA(vg; C) and MA(v;R"™) = MA(v; C),

and such that v, € Convyan(R™;R) is 7%-convergent to v € Convya p(R™;R). In particular,
v epi-converges to v, which implies that MA(vg;-) converges weakly to MA(v;-) (see [21,
Proposition 2.6]). That is,

lim () dMA (vg;x) = B(x) dMA(v; x)
k—oo Jrn R
for every 8 € C.(R"), the space of continuous functions with compact support on R". Choosing
B € C.(R") equal to 1 on C, we deduce that MA (vg; R") — MA(v; R™). By (17), this implies that
Vo (domv}) — Vi,(domv*) as v} = v*.
Finally, let v € Convya n(R™;R) and ¢ € Conc([0,00)). Then, as shown for example in [7,
equation (11)], we have

((det D2 v(z)) dz = / C(det D2 v*(z)) da, (18)

R” dom v*

where ¢ = ¢(1/t)t for t > 0, and ¢ € Conc(]0, 0)).

We now conclude that the functional Z* : Convya p(R™; R) — R given by Z*(v) = Z(v*) is a
T*-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if
Z : Convy,(R™) — R is a T-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant

valuation. Combining this with (17), (18), (6), and Lemma 10, we deduce the following result
from Theorem 2.
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Theorem 12. A functional Z : Convyia p(R"; R) — R is a 7*-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and
dually epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants ¢y, c; € R and a function
¢ € Conc(]0, 00)) such that

Z(v) = co + c1 MA(v; R™) + ¢(det D?v(x)) da
Rn

for every v € Convyia p(R™; R).
We obtain the following result from Theorem 12, or equivalently, by duality from Corollary 3.

Corollary 13. A functional Z : Convya n(R™;R) — R is a 7*-continuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants ¢y, c; € R such that

Z(v) = co + c1 MA(v; R™),
for every v € Convyia n(R™; R).

Since Theorem 2 and Theorem 12 are equivalent, it suffices to prove Theorem 2.

4 Proof of Theorem 2

It is sufficient to prove the necessity part of the theorem, namely, that if Z : Convi,(R") — R is
a T-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation, then there
exist constants ¢y, ¢; and a function ¢ € Conc([0, 00)) such that Z is given by (3). We will adapt
elements from the proof of [33].

Let 29 € R". Since Z is translation invariant, we have Z(Iy,,,) = co for every zy € R". For
u € Convy, (R™), define

Zo(u) = Z(u) — cp.

Then Z, is a 7-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation
that vanishes on indicator functions of singletons, i.e., Zo(Iy,,}) = 0 for every zo € R™. Thus, it
suffices to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 14. Let Z : Convy,(R") — R be a 7-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-
translation invariant valuation that vanishes on indicator functions of singletons. Then there exist a
constant ¢, and a function ¢ € Conc([0, 00)) such that

Z(u) = ¢1 Vy(domu) + / ¢(det D? u(z)) dx

domu

for every u € Convy, (R™).

To prove Proposition 14, we proceed by induction on the dimension n. For n = 1, by [6,
Theorem 2], there exist a constant d and a function v € Conc([0, c0)) such that

Z(u) = dVi(domu) + / y(u'(z)) dz
domu
for every u € Convy,(R). Thus, Proposition 14 holds for n = 1.

Assume that Proposition 14 holds in dimension n — 1, i.e., for every T-upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation Z : Convy,(R"~!) — R which vanishes
on indicator functions of singletons, there exist a constant d and a function v € Conc([0, 00)) such
that

Z(u) = dV,_1(domu) + / ~(det,,—1 D? w(xy, ... xp—1))day ... dey_ (19
domu

12



for every u € Convy,(R"'). Here, (z1,...,7,-1) are coordinates in R"~!, and dz; ...dz,_1
denotes the (n — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure. The term det,,_; D?u is the determinant of
the Hessian of u restricted to R"~!, where the function is defined. For simplicity, we will often
denote (z1,...,2,—1) and dz; ...dx,_; collectively by x and dz, respectively.

Using (19), we show that 7 is simple.
Lemma 15. Let Z be as in Proposition 14. Then Z is simple.

Proof. Let H C R"™ be a hyperplane and denote by P(H) the set of polytopes contained in H.
Consider the restriction

Convy,(H) = {u € Convi,(R") | domu € P(H)},

and define Z = Z|7. Identifying H ~ R"!, we obtain that Z is a T-upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation on Convy,(R"~!) which vanishes on
indicator functions of singletons and is invariant under affine transformations of R™. By the
induction assumption (19),

Z(u) = Z(u) = dVp_1(domu) + / y(det,_1 D? u(z)) dz (20)
dom u

for every u € F with some v € Conc([0,00)) and constant d € R.
Let ¢, be the affine transformation which scales by ¢ > 0 in H and by 1/t"~! in the direction
orthogonal to H. By equi-affine invariance of Z,

Z(uop) = Z(u).

Applying (20) to u o ¢, we obtain

Z(u) = d Vi1 (7 (domu))+/ ) ~(det, 1 D2 o y(z)) da
domu

d (n—1)

=— Vo 1(domu) + det,,_; D? u(pe(z ))) dz
t gp domu
d

= —V,_1(domu) + / v 20=Ddet, 1 D2 u(z)) da
it Vema(domu) + 5 ( 1D u(a)

=dV,—1(domu) + / v(det,_1 D*u(z)) dz.

domu

Hence

d 1
—— V—1(domu) + / y t2=Ddet,, 1 D?u(x)) dz
U ( ) U dom u < ( )>

=dV,_1(domu) + / v(det,_1 D*u(z))dz (21)
domu

for every t > 0 and u € Convy,(H).
Taking u € Convy,(H) with det,_1 D u(z) = 0 for all z € domu and V;,_;(domu) > 0, this

gives
d

) Vi—1(domu) = dV,,—1(domu)

for every ¢t > 0, since v(0) = 0. This immediately implies that d = 0. With d = 0, (21) implies
that v(t2) = v(1) ¢, that is, v = ¢/ for some constant ¢ > 0. Finally, consider a sequence

n—1

uk(x) = /ﬂib‘% + ZJE? + 1[071]n71><{0} ($), ke N,
1=2
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which epi-converges to

n—1

u(z) =Y aF + Loy po,jn-2x {0} (2)-
=2

Since dom u; and dom u are not full-dimensional, u; is 7-convergent to w. Since Z is T-upper
semicontinuous, we get

0 < limsup Z(ug) = limsupcvV2r—1k < Z(u) = 0,

k—o0 k—o0

and hence ¢ = 0. This completes the proof. O

By Lemma 5, there exists a constant ¢; € R such that Z(Ip) = ¢; V,,(P) for every polytope
P C R™. Moreover, by [6, Lemma 6 and Lemma 9], the functional

u+— Vp(domu), u € Convip(R"),
shares the same properties as Z, with the additional property of being 7-continuous. Therefore,
Z1(u) = Z(u) — ¢ Vi (domw) (22)

defines a 7-upper semicontinuous, simple, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant
valuation that vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes in Convy,(R™). From now on,
unless stated otherwise, we use the notation Z; to denote this specific valuation with the above
properties.

We now show that Z; also vanishes on another class of functions. Following [33], recall that
a convex body in R" is called a cylinder set if it can be written as the Minkowski sum of an at most
(n — 1)-dimensional convex body K and a closed line segment .J. We define an analogous notion
for convex functions. We say that a function v € Conviq(R") is a cylinder function if there exist
w € Convig(R™), a closed interval J C R", and an affine function v such that

u=wO(w+1y),
where dom w is a convex body of dimension at most (n — 1).
Lemma 16. We have Z;(u) = 0 for every cylinder function v € Convy,(R™).

Proof. Let u € Convy,(R™) be a cylinder function. Thus, there exist w € Convy,(R"), a closed
interval J C R, and an affine function v such that

u=wO(w+1y),

where dom w is a convex body of dimension at most n — 1.

Since Z is equi-affine and dually translation invariant, we may assume that domw C H,
where H is a hyperplane containing the origin, and that the interval J lies in the line L. We
consider only segments J lying in L. Set

Convip(H) = {w € Convi,(R™) | domw C P(H)}.
Fix w € Convy,(H). By the translation invariance of Z, the value of
Zy(wO (v +1y))

remains unchanged if the closed line segment J is translated along the line, since the epi-sum
corresponds to the Minkowski sum of the epi-graphs. Consequently, Z; (w (v + 1;)) depends
only on the length of J, not on its position in L. Define

gw(s) = Z1(wO(v+1y)), s=Vi(J).
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Let J; and J> be line segments in L, whose relative interiors are disjoint, and suppose that
their intersection consists of the origin such that v(0) = 0. Set s; = V4(J1) and sy = V4 (J2). Then
(wO@W+Ip)A (wB(w+15))=wO(w+150s,)

(WO (v +15)) V(@D (0 +15)) = w.

Since 7, is a translation invariant and simple valuation, we get
Zi(wO(w+1x0s)) =Z1(wdw+15))+ Z1(wD(v+15)),
which yields

guw (51 + 52) = guw(s1) + guw(s2)-

Thus, g,, is an upper semicontinuous solution of Cauchy’s functional equation. Hence, there exists
a real-valued function w — Y (w) such that

and therefore
Zi(wOw+1y)) =Y (w)Vi(J)

for every w € Convy,(H) and every line segment J in L. Note that Y is defined on Convy,(H),
and it is a 7-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation that
vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes. By the induction assumption (19) for Conv, (R" 1),
we obtain

Y(w) = /P’y(detn_l D% u(z)) dz,

which implies
Zi(wO (w+1))) = Vi(J) / ~(det, 1 D2 u(x)) dz, 23)
P
for every u + Ip € Convy,(H), every line segment J in L, and some suitable v € Conc([0, 00)).
As in the proof of Lemma 15, choose equi-affine invariant transformations (; that dilate by a
factor of ¢ > 0 in the direction of H and by a factor of 1/t"~! in the direction of J. Then
(wO(w+1y)) o

is a translate of the function (v o ¢; + 11 ) O (v 0 ¢ + I;n-1;). From the equi-affine invariance of
t
Z1 and (23), it follows that

Zi(wog +13p) Do +1n1) = Vil [

= Zy(wO (v +1)))

=Vi(J) /Pfy (det,,—q D? u(z)) dz.

v <t2(”_1)detn_1 D? u(a:)) dz

Hence ~(t2(*~1)) = ~(t) for every ¢t > 0. Since v € Conc([0, o0)), we conclude that y = 0. O

By Lemma 15, Lemma 16, and the definition of Z; (see (22)), it is sufficient to prove the
following particular case in order to complete the inductive proof of Proposition 14.

Proposition 17. Let Z : Convi,(R™) — R be a T-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation that vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes and cylinders
functions. Then there is a function ¢ € Conc([0, c0)) such that

Z(u) = /d ¢(det D? u(z)) dz

for every u € Convy, (R™).
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From now on, let Z denote a valuation with the same properties as in Proposition 17. To
prove the proposition, we first establish a series of preparatory results and constructions; once
these are in place, the full argument follows naturally.

Using the facts that Z vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes, is dually epi-translation
invariant, and is a T7-upper semicontinuous valuation, we obtain

Z(u) >0 (24)

for every u € Convy,(R™).
Given a > 0, define the function &, : P™ — R by

®o(P) = Z(agq +1p),
where
q(x) = EZx?, z € R™. (25)
i=1

By (24), the functional @, is non-negative. Moreovet, since Z is a simple valuation on Convy,(R"),
it follows that ®, is a simple valuation on P". Let y € R" and consider the translation function
Ty(z) =  + y. Note that

goryH(x) = q(x) + (zllyll* — (z,9),

for every z € R", and that wy(z) = 1||y||*> — (z,y) is an affine function. Since Z is translation and
dually epi-translation invariant, we obtain

Z(aqg+1p) = Z((ag+1p) o Ty_l)
= Z(aq + awy + Ipyy)
= Z(aq +1pyy).
Hence, for every y € R",
Do (P +y) = Z(aq +1piy) = Z(ag +1p) = Po(P).

This shows that ®, is translation invariant.
By Theorem 6, there exists a non-negative constant d = d(a) € R such that

P, (P) = dVp(P),
and consequently,
Z(aq+1p) = dV,(P) (26)
for every polytope P € P". In particular, (26) implies
Z(aq+1p) _ Z(ag+1p,)

= (27)
Vo (P1) Vo (P2)
for all polytopes P;, P» C R™ with positive volume.
Define the function ¢ : [0,00) — R by
Z(aq +10)
- 2

where a > 0 and C' = [-1, 1]™. By (27), we then have

Z(aq+1p) = ¢(a)Va(P),
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for every polytope P C R™ and every a > 0.
For a general quadratic function

- 1
(e) = 5 (o, Az) +1(2) + ¢,
where A € R™*" is symmetric and positive semidefinite, det A = a > 0, [ : R — R is a linear

function, and ¢ € R, it follows that
Z(g+1p) = ((a)Va(P), (29)

for every polytope P C R", since Z is an equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation.

Throughout the text, ¢ denotes the quadratic function defined in (25), and C' = [-1,1]"
denotes the unit cube centered at the origin with side length 2.

The strategy for proving Proposition 17 is as follows. First, we show that ( € Conc([0, >0))
(see Lemma 20). Next, we establish the existence of a unique simple, 7-upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation Z defined on Conv;,(R") that satisfies
(28) for every a > 0, and that vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes and cylinder functions
(see Proposition 21). Finally, we recall that for any ( € Conc([0,00)) and u € Convy,(R"), the
functional

Ze(u) = - ¢(det D? u(z)) dz

is a simple, 7-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation
that vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes and cylinder functions, and satisfies

Z¢(aq +1p) = ((a)Vn(P)

for every a > 0 and every polytope P C R".
By (24), we then obtain the following result.

Lemma 18. The function ( given by (28) is non-negative.

We will use diag(as, ..., ay) to denote the n x n diagonal matrix with entries
Qs , ifi = j, ..
Tij = T =10
0, ifi#j,

The properties of Z allow us to conclude that ¢ is concave.
Lemma 19. The function ( given by (28) is concave.

Proof. We begin with the case n = 2 (see the case n = 1 in [6, Lemma 17]). Let0 < s <a <r
and m € N. Consider the points

2t
pi:<t17_t2+(2>i>7 Z.:07"'77717
m

po = (t1,—t2), pm = (t1,12),

for t1,ty > 0. Note that

and p; € [(t1,—t2),(t1,t2)] for every ¢ = 1,...,m — 1. In the two-dimensional case described
above, let R = [—t1,t1] x [—t2,t2] and

q"(x1,2) = az? + 3.
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We approximate the piecewise quadratic function ¢®+Ip by suitable piecewise quadratic functions
as follows. Consider the functions

s s 2t9 s 2t9 2
qf(xl,xg):ax%+x%+2<l—)< t2—|—< )i>$2—<1—>< t2—|—< >> ,
a a m a m

for every i = 0,...,m — 1. Note that

@ (pi) = q"(pi), V& (pi) = Va“(pi) and (¢f + Ir)(z1,22) < (¢° + Ig) (21, 22) for all (z1,22) € R%

Next, we look for functions of the form

q;(xl,xg):a$%+ix%+hix1+h§x2+hé, i=1,...,m,
a
such that
q;(zfz‘—f,z‘) = foi(ﬁitl,i) (30)
Vq; (Pi-1:) = Va1 (Pi-14)

for some p;_1; € (pi—1,p;) and with (¢;_; + Ig)(z1,72) < (¢F + Ir)(x1,22) for all (z1,22) € R?,
and

4 (Pii) = a; (Diy) (31)
qu (ﬁm) v (p’L 2)

for some p; ; € (pi—1,,pi) and with (¢} +1r)(x1,22) < (¢f +1r)(x1,22) for all (z1,22) € R2.
For simplicity, write p;_1,; = (t1,¥i—1,) and p;; = (t1,y; ;). From the second equation in (30),
we have

.o . s S 2t .
(261752 + R, 2=y + hé) = (2&t2, 2—yi—1,; +2 (1 — *) ( to + ( 2) (1 — 1))) )
a a a m

which implies A} = 0 and

et (:22) (o (2) ).

From the second equation in (31), it follows that

| | 21
(2at2 w2 g+ hg) - <2at2,28yi,i +2 (1 - f) < ty + ( 2> >> ,
a a “ "

which implies
— 2t — 2t
_ 2a + S a _t2 + 72 i — i1 + S a 72
2(s—r) s—r m s—r) m

Yii =
Thus,
s—a\ 2ty
Yii — Yi—14 = ( > — (32)
S—7T m
forevery i =1,...,m,i.e., ||pi—1,, — Pii| is a constant that does not depend on i.

We now compute the distance between p;; and p; ;1. From the first equations in (30) and
(31), we obtain

(r ; S)yi?_u + (hg -2 (1 — 2) <—t2 + <2ﬂtf> (i — 1))) Yi-1,




and

(T;S)yzi"’— <h§—2<1—2> <—t2+ <2th> Z‘)>ym+ (1_2> (—t2+ <th2> z‘>2+h§ = 0.

A straightforward computation yields

() 2 (o (2)) (- (29)

for every i = 1,...,m, where c is a constant that does not depend on i. Consequently,
. A — 2t —
=2t (R ((20) )
a m s—a

and

RS — B 2t s—a

Yiidl — Yii = a-Z——2 = =2 : (33)
2(s—r) m s—r

Consider the following sequence of functions

Um = (CIS + I[—t1,t1]><[—t2,y0,1]) N (qi + I[—t1,t1]><[y0,1,y1,1]) A ((_If + I[—tl,tl]x[yl,hylg]) ARERRA
A @+t 1% o)) N (G T Lty 1] g 1))

Since y;; — yi—i,; and y; ; — yii—1 do not depend on ¢, and Z is simple and dually epi-translation
invariant, we have

Z('U,m) = mZ(q{ + I[7t1,t1]><[y071,y171]) + mZ(Qf + I[ftl,t1]><[y171,y172])
and this, combined with (27), implies

m2t1(y1,1 — Yo,1 m2t1(y1,2 — Y11
Z(uuyy) (Y11 — yo,1) (Y12 —y )Z(qf+IR)

Z(q1 +1Rr) +

2t12t9 2t12to
m2t; [s—a 2t9 m2ty s—a 2t9
= — ) Z(q] +1 1-— — ) Z(¢] +1
2t12t9 (s—r) (m) (g1 +1r) + 2t12t9 < <s—r>> (m) (a1 +1r)
s—a s—a
= Z(qi +1 1— Z(qi +1r). 3
(S_T> (g1 + R)+< (S_T>> (g1 +1r) (34)

Note that Z(u,,) does not depend on m. To complete the proof that ¢ is concave in the
planar case, we use the facts that u,, is 7-convergent to ¢® + Iz as m — oo, that Z is 7-upper
semicontinuous, and that (34) and (29) hold, so that

¢(2%a)Va(R) = Z(¢* +1R)

> limsup Z(up,)

m—r0o0

e ((=5) 26 1w+ (1= (5=3)) 00+ 10)
— Va(R) ((i:j) C(22r) + (1 - (Z:i)) 4(228)> :

,since0 < s<a<r,wehave 0 < A <1 and

s—a

Setting A =
S—r

C(22Ar 4+ 22(1 — N)s) > AC(2%r) + (1 — N\) ¢(225).
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Since r and s were arbitrarily chosen, we arrive at
COT + (1= A)s) > AL(r) + (1= A)¢(s)

for every A € (0,1), i.e., ¢ is concave.

To prove that ¢ is concave for n > 3, we extend the quadratic functions ¢“, ¢/ and ¢ so as to
obtain quadratic functions on R": the planar graphs remain unchanged, and in the directions of
the z;-axes, j = 3,...,n, we add semi-axes of length ¢;. Thus,

q¢“(z) = (z,diag(a, 1,...,1)x),

the quadratic function ¢; is given by

2t
¢ (x) = (x,diag(a,a s, 1,...,1)z) + 2 (1 - 2) <—t2 + <m2> z> T

where z = (21, x2, ..., xy), and the quadratic function ¢ is a rotated copy of

gl (z) = (z,diag(a,a 'r,1,...,1)z).

Now,
2t
Di = <t17_t2+ <2>ial7"‘71>7
m
foreveryi =0,...,m,and R = [—t1,t1] X -+ X [—tp, t,]. We have

q; (p) = 4*(pi), Vi (pi) = Vq*(pi) and (¢; +1g)(z) < (¢ +Ir)(z) for all z € R".

The epi-graphs of ¢ + I are contained in epi(q]_; + Ir) and in epi(¢g] + Ir). They coincide with
¢;_, along the hyperplane z, = 0, translated by p;_; ;, and with ¢ along the hyperplane z, = 0,
translated by p; ;. As before, write

ﬁi—l,i - (tlv yi—l,lu t37 ey tn)v ﬁi,i - (tlv yi,ia t37 cee )tn)a

and define

Um = (CIS + I[—t1,t1]><[—t2,y0,1}><J) A (q{ + I[_tl,tl]x[yo_yl,yl’l]x‘]) A (qf + I[_t1,t1]><[y1,1,y1,2}><J) ARERNAN
A (@ + Lty 0] X [ 1y ] 30 A (@ Lty 0] ¢ [ymomota] x T
where J = [—t3,t3] X -+ X [—tp, ]

As m — oo, the sequence u,, is T-convergent to ¢® + Ir. For the general case, we also have
equations (32) and (33). Therefore, analogously to the two-dimensional case,

C(2"a)Vp(R) = Z(q" + 1R)
> limsup Z(up,)

m—ro0

o (5= e+ (1- (524 ) cen),

and hence ( is a concave function. O

The previous lemmas establish key properties of . Building on these, we can further show
that ¢ € Conc([0,0)).
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Lemma 20. The function ¢ given by (28) belongs to Conc([0, c0)).

Proof. By Lemma 19, ( is concave. Note that a%q + Ic € Convyp(R™) is 7-convergent to I¢ as
a — 0. By Lemma 18, and using that Z vanishes on indicator functions, we get

=0.

1
~ : Z(ang+1c) _ Z(1e)
0<l1 =1 <
- IT—%lpC(@ 0t T Vu(€) T Va(0)

Consider now the sequence of functions
up(x) = (z,diag(k27",1,...,1)z)

for k € N. Note that ug + Ijg 1 /] x[0,1j»—1 IS T-convergent to (-, diag(0,1,...,1):) + Lioyxo,1n—1 as
k — oo. Since Z is a T-upper semicontinuous and simple valuation, we obtain

lim sup Z (uy, + I[O,l/k]x[o,l]nﬂ) =0.

k—o0

On the other hand, by formulas (27) and (29), we have

Z(up, +Tjg 1 jijx o, 1) = Z (-, diag(k27",1,. .., 1)) + o 1/kx 0,171
Z ((-,diag(k27™,1,..., 1)) + 1) 1

an(C) k

)
e
Hence L
lim sup @ = 0.
k—o00
This concludes the proof. O

Since we have already shown that ( € Conc([0,c0)), it remains to prove that ¢ uniquely
determines Z in order to establish Proposition 17 and thereby Proposition 14. More precisely, by
induction on the dimension n, this reduces to proving the following result.

Proposition 21. For a given ¢ € Conc([0, 00)), there exists a unique functional
Z : Convip(R") = R
satisfying the following properties:
(i) Z is T-upper semicontinuous;
(ii) Z is a simple, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation;
(iii) Z vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes and cylinder functions;
(iv) Z(aq+1p) = ((a)V,(P) for every a > 0 and polytope P, where q(z) = %E?:l z3.

A function w € Conv(R") is called piecewise linear-quadratic if dom w can be expressed as the
union of finitely many polyhedral sets, on each of which w has the form

1
w(z) = §<$7A$> +{y,x) +¢, x€ domuw,

for some ¢ € R, y € R”, and a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix A € R"*".
Let P (R™) denote the family of convex functions of the form

m
=1
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where each w; is either a piecewise linear-quadratic function or a cylinder function with polytopal
domain. Since ( is defined by (29), and Z vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes, is dually
epi-translation invariant, and vanishes on cylinder functions, the value of Z is determined for
every u € Pj4(R™). Note that Convy,(R™) C Pi14(R™) and, since Conv,,(R") is dense in
Convy,(R™) (see Lemma 4), every u € Convy,(R™) can be approximated by elements of P (R").

The 7-upper semicontinuity of Z then implies that for any sequence u; € P 4(R"™) with u Do,
we have

Z(u) > limsup Z(ug). (35)

k—o0

To show that Z is uniquely determined by ¢ and thus prove Proposition 21, it suffices to construct,
for every u € Convy,(R™), a sequence uy, € P 4(R") such that equality holds in (35), i.e.,

Z(u) = sup{limsup Z(ug) | ug € P1o(R™), up = u} (36)

k—o00

We will show that it is enough to prove (36) for the special class of functions u, , introduced
in Subsection 2.4. For this, we require the following lemma.

Lemma 22. Let u € Convi,(R™) and let v be an affine function on R™. We have
2D (v +15)) = Z(u),
where J C R™ is a closed line segment.

Proof. We begin by considering line segments J C R" in a fixed line L. Since Z is a translation
invariant valuation, Z(u (v 4+ 1)) depends only on the length s = V;(J). Thus, the function
gu : [0,00) — [0, 00) defined by

gu(s) = Z(uO (v +1j)), s =Vi(J),

is well-defined. As in the proof of Lemma 16, let J; and J> be line segments lying on the same
line, with disjoint relative interiors, and suppose that their intersection consists of a single point
p such that v(p) = 0. Then

(wO@+1n)A @B (v +15)) =ul(v+Lyus)
(wOWw+15))V@Ow+1y)) =u.

Let s; = V4(J1) and sy = Vi (J2). Since Z is a valuation, it follows that
Z(wO W+ Lyup) + Z(w) = ZO (v +1)) + Z(wb (@ +1y)),
which implies
gu(51 + 52) + 9u(0) = gu(s1) + gu(s2)

for every si,so > 0. Hence, g,(s) — g.(0) satisfies Cauchy’s functional equation and depends
upper semicontinuously on s. Therefore, there exists a real-valued function u — Y (u) such that

gu(s) =Y (u) s + gu(0),
for every s > 0. In particular,
Z(uB(v+17)) =Y (u) Vi(J) + Z(u) (37

holds for every v € Conv,(R"), every affine function v on R", and every closed line segment
J C L.
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For J sufficiently long in L, and by definition of the epi-sum, we can find closed half-spaces
H and H; , orthogonal to J, such that

uO(v+17)+ I(dom utJ)NH NHS

is a non-degenerate cylinder function w € Convy,(R"). Set J; = J N H{” and J, = J N H, . Note
that

Z(uO(w+1y))
=ZwDO(v+1)+ Lgom(um (u+IJ))mH1+) +Z(w)+ Z(wl(+17)+ Liomuo (u+IJ))mH;)-
Since Z is a simple dually epi-translation invariant valuation that vanishes on cylinder functions,
ZwO@w+1y)=2Z@OW@+1n4+n)).
Using this together with (37), we obtain
Y(u)Vi(J) =Y (u) Vi(J1 + J2) = Y (u) (Vi(J1) + Vi(J2)),
and, since Vi (J) > Vi(J1) + Vi(J2), it follows that
Y (u) = 0.
Substituting into (37), we conclude that
ZwO(@+1y)) =Z(u)
for every u € Convy,(R™), and thus the proof is complete. O

Let A\, u > 0 and u € Convy,(R™). Recall from (9) that
A
upy = ull (5\\ P+ Lo ). (38)

Let wﬁlk be a sequence of functions satisfying (13), i.e., wﬁlk = |JF)O--- O LJﬁlkJ Then, by
Lemma 22, we obtain

Z(uxy) > limsup Z <uD)\w7]§%> = Z(u). (39)

k—o0

Now suppose, by contradiction, that (36) does not hold for some u € Convy,(R"), i.e.,

Z(u) > sup{limsup Z(v;) : v € P14(R"), v = u}.

k—o0

Then, by Theorem 8, there exist p > 0 and i > 0 such that

Z(u) > limsup Z(vg) + p Vp(domu) (40)

k—o00

for every sequence v, € P 4(R") whose Lipschitz constants in int(dom v, ) are uniformly bounded
by some L > 0, and such that v, converges uniformly to v on every compact set C' that does not
contain boundary points of domw and also does not contain boundary points of domuy , for
p< i

Let vy, € P14(R") be such that v, 5 uy,, as k — oo. Then the Lipschitz constants of vy ,,
are uniformly bounded and vy, epi-converges to u, , as k — oo. By Theorem 8, v}, , converges
uniformly to u) , on every compact set that does not contain boundary points of domuy ,. In
particular, let D be a compact set such that does not contain boundary points of domu, , and
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also does not contain boundary points of domu. Since u, , epi-converges to u as ;1 — 0 and D
does not contain boundary points of dom u, Theorem 8 implies that for every ¢ > 0 there exists
0 > 0 such that

€

[u(z) — ux (@) < 5

forall 4 < 0 and « € D. Similarly, since vy, , converges uniformly to uy , on D, there exists ky > 0
such that

€

2

for all k > ko and = € D. Taking p < min{¢, i} and k > ko, we obtain

[uru(@) — vg,u(2)] <

(@) = vrp(@)] < Ju(@) = unw(@)] + |ur (@) —vep()] <e

for all z € D. Thus, vy, converges uniformly to u on every compact set D that does not contain
boundary points of dom u) , and also does not contain boundary points of dom v for ;< fi. Then,
by (39) and (40), we have

Z (up) > limsup Z(vg,) + p Vi (dom u)

k—o0

for every vy, € P14(R™) with vy, 5 uy, as k — oo, provided that p is sufficiently small. Since
V,, depends continuously on the domain and dom u) ,, = domwu + pC, it follows that

Z (uxy) > limsup Z(vy ) + g Vp(domuy ;)

k—o0

for sufficiently small i and every vy, € P14(R™) with vy, 5 uy,, as k — oo. This shows that if
(36) fails for some u € Convy,(R™), then it also fails for uy , for sufficiently small ;. > 0.

Thus, by proving the following proposition, we complete the proof of Propositon 21, and
hence of Proposition 17.

Proposition 23. For every u € Convy,(R") and A, 1 > 0, we have

Z(uxy) = sup{limsup Z(vg) | v € Prg(R™), vp N uA,#}.

k—o0

For simplicity, we denote by u a function of the form
A
w=a0 51 2 + o),

for some A,z > 0 and @ € Convy,(R™). Let I and [¢ be piecewise affine functions on Convy, (R™)
such that
1(z) < u(z) < I'(x) (41)
for all z € R™. We will show that for every choice of such u, I*, I, and every p > 0, one can
construct a function v € P 4(R") satisfying
dom !’ € domwv C dom ¢

and

Z(u) < Z(v) 4 pVp(domw) and [°(z) < v(x) < I'(z) for all z € R™. (42)

This shows that for any given u, there exists v € P 4(R") arbitrarily close to u such that Z(v)
is nearly as large as Z(u), thereby proving Proposition 23. From now on, we assume that (41)
holds and that p > 0.

We note that the arguments leading to the construction of v are somewhat involved and
require several technical steps. Let N C dom u denote the set of interior points where u is twice
differentiable. By Aleksandrov’s theorem [1], we have V,,(N) = V,,(domu). We now proceed to
establish the preliminary results needed for the construction.
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Proposition 24. Let u € Convy,(R"), let xp € N be such that det D* u(xq) > 0, let p > 0, and let
I*,1¢ be the functions satisfying (41). Then there exist r(zo) > 0, polytopes P,(z¢) containing x¢ in
its interior, and functions v;° € P 4(R") such that

Z(u+1p, ) < 25 +1p,(a) + SVal(Pr(a0)) (43)
and
1°(z) < v™(z) < I¥(2) (44)

forall x € R" and 0 < r < r(xp). Moreover, for 0 < r < r(xg), the function v*° can be chosen so
such that u and v}° share a common supporting hyperplane at z,, and

{z e R" | v°(z) > u(z)} C Pr(xo), (45)
while the polytopes P, (x¢) satisfy
diam (P, (x0))" = n2 Vi (Pr(x0)). (46)

To prove Proposition 24, we compare v in a neighborhood of z( relative to dom u, with
a suitable restriction of the quadratic function v;° + Ip (,,) that shares a common tangent
hyperplane with u at zo. We then show that Z(v;° + Ip,(,,)) is nearly as large as Z(u + Ip, (4))-
However, if 29 € N is a point where det D? u(zg) = 0, we instead compare u with piecewise affine
functions.

Proposition 25. Let u € Convy,(R"), let xp € N be such that det D* u(xq) = 0, let p > 0, and let
I*,1¢ be the functions satisfying (41). Then there exist 7(xg) > 0 and polytopes P,(xq) containing x
in its interior such that

Z(u+1Ip, o)) < £ ValPr(0)) 47)
and
() <vpo(z) < () (48)
forallz € R" and 0 < r < r(xg), where
U0 = Iy, VI, (49)

and ly, is the affine function defining the tangent hyperplane to u at xy, coinciding with u at xy.
Moreover, for 0 < r < r(xg), the polytopes P,(x¢) satisfy

diam(Py(20))"™ = n2 Vi (Py(x0)). (50)

The following proposition establishes an “absolute continuity” property of Z. This relies on
the fact that u = @0 3 (| - |2 + L) for some @ € Convy,(R™) and A, u > 0, which implies that u
satisfies the property stated in Lemma 9.

Proposition 26. Let u = a0 5 (]| - ||? + L,c ), where @ € Convy,(R™), A > 0, and 0 < pu < 1. There
is a constant cy ,, depending on the dimension n and on A, p, such that

Z(u + IdomuﬂP) < C\ 1 Vn(domu N P)

for every polytope P C R™.

Our approach is to first establish Proposition 24, followed by Proposition 25, and then
Proposition 26. Finally, using these propositions, we prove Proposition 23.
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4.1 Proof of Proposition 24

Let 79 € N be a point such that det D2 u(x¢) > 0 and let p > 0. Because of the equi-affine and
vertical translation invariance of Z, we may assume without loss of generality that

ro=0, w(0)=0,  Vu(0)=0,  D*u(0)=\diag(1,...,1),

so that all eigenvalues of D? 4(0) are equal to A > 0. Let ¢ € (0,1). Consider quadratic functions
q.,; and ¢, defined by

goi(x) = 1+ tAqx), ¢, =1 —-t)Aq(x),
where ¢ is given by (25). Then
qh.1(x0) = u(zo) = 5, (o),

and both ¢/, and ¢, share the same tangent hyperplane as u at xo. In a sufficiently small
neighborhood V' (z¢) of x(, we have

(456 + Tvag) (2) < (w0 + Tyag)) (@) < (¢ + Ty(ag)) ().

For simplicity of notation, we denote qu by q.
Let ¢t > 0 be sufficiently small such that, if { # 0, we have

1/n
p
and
p 1/n
2Vt < (1 + 4((2"A”)> —1. (52)

Note that p > 0 is fixed and does not depend on x(, and that, by (51), 0 < ¢ < %.
Recall that C' = [—-1, 1]™. Moreover,

diam(C)" = n2 V,(C). (53)

Note that for » > 0 sufficiently small the polytope rC' is contained in domwu and, by
construction,

(g5 +Le)(x) < (u+To)(z) < (qu+Le)(z) forallz e R

We aim to show that Z(q, + I,¢) is nearly as large as Z(u + I,¢) for sufficiently small » > 0.
Consider the convex hull
conv(epi(u + L.¢) Uepi(q, + I¢)).

By (11), there exists a function in Convy,(R"™) corresponding to this convex hull, which we will
denote by
conv(u + Lo, ¢ + 1),

and which differs from ¢, + 1 only near x7. We will construct a convex function w, using the part
of conv(u+1I,¢, g, +1¢), where it does not coincide with ¢, +I¢, in such a way that w, — ¢, +1I¢
as r — 0. Then, by the 7-upper semicontinuity of Z, for sufficiently small » > 0, Z(w,) is close
to Z(qu + I¢), and the construction ensures that Z(u + I,¢) is also close to Z(q, + I,¢). Finally,
we will define v® € P 4(R") by taking (g, + I,¢)(z) for € rC and using affine and cylinder
functions for x ¢ rC. Having described the plan, we now proceed with the construction of w;.

Throughout the text, we will use the notation [p;, p2| to denote the closed line segment with
endpoints p; and ps.
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Lemma 27. Under the above hypotheses,
Z(u+Le) < Z(gu+Lo) + £Va(rC)

for all sufficiently small r > 0.

Proof. Assume, by contradiction, that for arbitrarily small » > 0,

Z(u+1Le) > Z(qu+ Le) + gvn(m). (54)

Claim 1. For 0 < r < 1, define
Gr={y €R" [ conv(u+ Lc,qu +1c)(y) # (qu + 1) (y)}-
Then
G, C (1+2V1t)rC. (55)

Proof: Let py = (y, yn—l—l)a Ynt1 7 QU(y): and py = (377 QU(g)) such that the segment [p17p2] lies
in the tangent hyperplane to ¢, at y. Write y = (41,...,9») and y = (y1,...,¥yn). Then

Yni1 — @+ +72) = 2((F1s -1 Tn)s (Y1 = Fio- s Yn — Tn))s
which implies
ly — 7113 = lyll3 — yn+1,

and for y,+1 = q;, (),

ly — 9l = Vtlyll? = Vilyl. (56)
Hence, we have the inclusion
¢ Vit
{conv(gy 4 (y) + Lyge )} du +1c) Z qu+ 1o} Cy+ %Hyll C. (57)

Since g5, ,(y) < (u+I.¢)(y), combining (56) and (57) yields

{conv((u+1.0)(y) + Ly ust,o)w))s @u + 1) # qu +1c}Cy+ Vi1 +2VE) rC

for every y € rC. Moreover, since y € rC and by (51) we have ¢ < 1—16, this completes the proof
of the claim. u

Note that this claim states that conv(u + I.¢, ¢, + I¢) differs from ¢, + I¢ only in a small
neighborhood of zy when r > 0 is sufficiently small.
Let m,. be the maximal number of points y1, ..., y,, € C for which the translates

yi + (1 +2Vt)r C (58)

are pairwise disjoint and contained in C. In particular,

. Vo(0)
T VLA +2vre)
Then
m V(1 +2Vt)r C) — Vi (C) asr — 0. (59)
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Let z € R™ and consider a quadratic function

n n
q(x) =Y i+ Biwi+a,
=1 =1

wherey; > 0fori=1,...,n, 8; € R, and o € R. Define the function ¢ : R” x R — R"™ x R by

$a,y)=(z+z,y+ > %zl + Y Bz +2> vizw) = (z+ 2,y + L:(2)), (60)
=1 =1 =1
where
Co(2) =2) viziwi+ Y vzl + ) Biz (61)
=1 i=1 =1

is affine in z. Note that ¢(z, g(z)) = (z + x,¢(z + x)) defines a C'! map.
For eachi =1,...,m,, define

9i(z +yi) = (u+ Lo +4y,) (),
where /,, is the affine function associated with y; and ¢,, as in (61). Next, define
Wy = COI’IV(gh vy 9myy Qu + IC)v
where the convex hull is taken in terms of the epi-graphs, i.e.,
epi(wy) = conv (epi(gl) U+ Uepi(gm,) U epi(qu + Ic))-

By construction,
-
wr = qu + o

as r — 0, and due to (55) and (58),

fori=1,...,m,,x € R", and sufficiently small r > 0.
Next, we dissect
mer
c\J(wi+rC)
i=1
into polytopes P, ..., P, whose interiors are disjoint from each y; +rC, i = 1,...,m,. It follows

from (62) that the intersections (y; + rC) N (y; + rC) are empty for i # j.

Since Z is a simple, non-negative, T-upper semicontinuous, and dually epi-translation
invariant valuation, we have (((1+¢)"A™) > 0. Using formulas (27), (29), and by (54), (55), we
obtain, for every n > 0,

my k.
Z(wT’) = ZZ(U+ITC +'¢yi) + ZZ(U)T +1Pj)
=1 j=1

Z(‘]u + IC)
Va(C)

> Z(qu+10) + mr (Z(qu +1,0) + SValrC)) = (L 4+ "N )me (L + 2V8)" Vi (rC)

> Z(qu +10) +mVa(rC) (5 = <L+ "X (1 4+ 2V + (1 + 1)"A"))

> m.Z(u+1.c) + (Vi C) — m, Vi (1 + 2V/1) rC))
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By (55), we have m,.V,,(rC) < m,V,(G,), and from (59) it follows that

= m, Vo (r (@)
m, Vyp(rC) = m,V,(rC) — L+ 20"

as r — 0. Moreover, by (52),

p 1/n
2Vt < (1+4C(2"/\”)> -1,

which immediately gives
E— T+ "N L4+ 2v0)" + (1 + 8"\ > 0,

because ¢t < 1 and ( is non-decreasing. Since Z is 7-upper semicontinuous and w, is 7-convergent
to ¢, + Ic as r — 0, we obtain

Z(qu +1¢) > limsup Z(w;)

r—0
> Z(qu+Te) +lmsupm, Vi (r0) (§ = C((1+ "N+ 2V8)" + (1 +0)"\7)
> 2w+ 10) + oy o (= S+ 200" 4 (1 0"

which is a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that
Z(u+ 1) < Z(gu+Le) + EVa(rC) (63)

holds for sufficiently small » > 0. O

The goal is now to construct, for small » > 0, a function v, € P 4(R") that coincides with
qu + I.c on a smaller subset of rC, is composed outside this subset of affine and cylinder pieces,
and agrees with u at a prescribed point of rC.

Lemma 28. For sufficiently small r > 0, there exists v, € P, _(R") such that
(u+ L)) < (o +10) (@) < (qu+ Lo)(2)
and

Z(u+10) < Z(on + o) + gVn(rC). (64)

Proof. We first prove that the tangential extension of ¢, + 1(1— 4i)rC (see (4)) coincides with u
on a subset of rC.

Claim 2. For every r, 0 < r < 1, define
Gr={yeR"|(qu+ I(1—4\/i)rc)(y) = u(y)}-
Then

G, CcrC.
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Proof: We proceed as in Claim 1 in Lemma 27. Let § € bd((1 — 4v/t)rC), and let y € domu
be such that the segment [(y, u(y)), (¥, ¢.(%))] lies in the tangent hyperplane to ¢, at . Then by
(56),

ly =gl < Vilyll.

By assumption, ||y|| < (1 — 4v/t)r/n, and the triangle inequality gives
lyll < lly = 7l + 131l < Vellyll + (1 = 4V)rv/n.

Rearranging, we obtain

1 —4vVt)ryn
lyl < L=2VDrVn
11—/t
and consequently
1—dyVt 142V
cy+ vt C.
yey+Vi .y vn N
Recalling that § € (1 — 4+/t) rC, and using the fact that 8t — 2/t + 3 > 0 for all ¢ > 0, this
completes the proof of the claim. ]
Now define

v = (qu + La_avp) o) VIS, (65)

where (¢ is the piecewise affine function chosen in (41). Note that v, € P14(R") and since
Z vanishes on cylinder functions, is dually epi-translation invariant and vanishes on indicator
functions of polytopes,

Z(Ur) = Z(Qu + 1(1,4\&) rC)' (66)

By (63), (27), (28) and using that 7 is a simple valuation, we get
Z(U + IrC) < Z(Qu + I’I‘C) + gvn(rc)

w(rC
= Z{au + Locavy o) (1V_(4 \/%) ekl gvn(rc*)

P
= Z(Q’u + 1(1_4\/%) TC) + §Vn<TC’)

V. (rC) (g((1 FO)PAn) — g (1 4 1)MAP) (1 — 4ﬁ)”) . (67)

By (51), if p < 4¢(2"\"), we have

P 1/n
Wi<i- <1 - 4<<2W>> ’

which together with ¢ < { implies that
C((L +t)™A") — Z — (L4 H)™A)(1 - 4" < 0. (68)
On the other hand, if p > 4¢(2"\"), then 1 — 44/t > 0, which again implies
G+ = & — (14 1y am) (1 - v < 0. 69)
Combining (66), (67), (68), and (69), we obtain
Z(utT0) < Z(v;) + §Va(rC),

as desired. O
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To complete the proof of Proposition 24, let r > 0 be sufficiently small and define
P.(zp) =rC and v° = v,. (70)

Note that v}° € P 4(R"), and
Z(u+1p, () < Z(07° + Ip,(20)) + gVn(Pr(mo))-
Furthermore, by (65) and (70), and for » > 0 chosen sufficiently small, we have
1°(z) < v*(z) < 1%(z) forallz € R".
By (53), it follows that
diam (P, ()" = n2 V,,(P,(x0)).

Therefore, there exists 7(zp) > 0 such that (43), (44), (45), and (46) hold for all 0 < r < r(xg).

4.2 Proof of Proposition 25

Let zg € N be a point such that det D2 u(z¢) = 0 and p > 0. As in the proof of Proposition 24,
since Z is equi-affine and vertical translation invariant, we may assume without loss of generality
that

20=0, u(0)=0,  Vu(0)=0. (71)

Since w is twice differentiable at x(, by Taylor’s expansion we can write, for x near x,

u(z) = 5 (Az,2) + o[,

2 . .
where A is a positive semidefinite matrix and (”H HHQ) — 0 as ||z]] — 0. Since A is

symmetric and positive semidefinite, there exist an orthogonal matrix U and a diagonal matrix
D = diag(\1,...,A,) with \; > 0 foralli = 1,...,n, such that A = UDU !, and this implies
that

(Az,x) = (Dz, x) Z)\x

Since det A = 0, we have det D = 0, which means that there exists £ > 1 such that, without loss

of generality, \y = --- = \y = 0 and A\;11,...,\, > 0. Consequently, there is an equi-affine map
¢ such that
M(uo g™ (p(x0)) = - = Ae(uo o™ (p(20))) = 0
and
Mot (wo 9™ (p(20))) = -+ = An(u o o™ (p(20))) = 1.

Therefore, without loss of generality, due to the SL,,(R) invariance of Z, we may assume that
A = diag(0,...,0,1,...,1), where the entry 0 appears k times.
Recall that

diam(C)" = n2 V,(C). (72)

Next, consider the quadratic function

th + Z (1+t)z

] k+1
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for t > 0. Since Z is non -negative, simple, and 7-upper semicontinuous, and since ¢; is 7-
convergent to 3 > ikt a: as t — 0, we obtain

limsup Z(q; + I¢) = 0.
t—0

Hence, for sufficiently small ¢,

pVa(C)
4(4n)™ "

Z(gp+1c) < (73)

We assume that ¢ is chosen to satisfy (73) and 0 < ¢ < 1. Our goal is to show that Z(u + I,¢) is
not much larger than Z (¢ + I,¢) for r > 0 sufficiently small.

Lemma 29. For r > 0 sufficiently small,
Z(u+Lc) < EVa(rO).

Proof. Consider the quadratic function

k n

Z 1+t) Z 22

= j=k+1

Claim. There exists r; > 0 such that for 0 < r <y, {u+1,c = ¢} = {zo}. Define

Gr={y € R" | conv(u + L.c,q +1c)(y) # (@ + 1c)(v)}-

Then
G, C 4nrC.

Proof: First, note that
t o 1+ tn) .
22 2
i 7 <4 Z > 74)
i=1 =k+1 =1 j=k+1

Let (y,0) be a point in R™ = H (x9, (& + Ic)(x0)), the hyperplane tangent to ¢ at xy. Denote
by
dist((y,0), epi(d +1c)) = inf{ (3, 0) — (=, (@ + 1) (@))]| s € C}

the distance from (y, 0) to the epi-graph of ¢, + I. Since ¢ is convex,

dist((y, 0), epi(g: + Ic)) > dist((y,0), H(y, @ (y))).

As the angle between R™ and H (y, ¢:(y)) tends to 0 as ||y|| — 0, it follows that

: _ 1_
dist((y, 0), H(y, @ (v))) = 5@(y)
for ||y|| sufficiently small. Hence,
. t
dist((y, 0), H(y, &(v))) = g Zyz + 1 Z y; > gllyll” (75)
] k+1

holds for ||y|| sufficiently small.
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By (71), we can represent u in a neighborhood of the origin as

u@) =5 S @+ ol

j=k+1

2 . .
where O(HUXHHQ ) 5 0as ||z|| — 0. By convexity of u, there exists r; > 0 such that

u(x) > (-1 z": CL‘J2 (76)

2
j=k+1

for ||z|| < ry.

As in the proof of Claim 1 in Lemma 27, let y € rC and let (y,q:/(y)) be such that
[(y, (w + L¢)(y)), (7,3:(y))] lies in the hyperplane tangent to ¢ at y. By (74), (76), and the
inequality dist((y, (u + 1.¢)(y)), epi(@ + Io)) < @(y) — (u +L¢)(y), we obtain

A

k n
dist((y, (u +TL.c) (), epi(G + 1c)) < %ny + <(1 zm) - (1;)) >y
i=1 j=k+1

<D e 77)

Since [(y, (u + L¢)(v)), (¥, @(y))] is tangent to g; at g, we can apply (75) to y instead of x(, and
obtain

) o t _
dist((y, (u + L) (), epi(@ + 1)) > ¢lly - gl1* (78)
Combining (77) and (78) with y € rC, we deduce
8 . o
ly — gll* < 7 dist((y, (u +Lrc)(y)), epi(@ + Ic)) < 4(n + Lnr?.

By the previous inequality, we deduce that

gey+4vn+1rC CrC+4vVn+1rC = (1+4vn+1)rC C 4nrC.

This completes the proof of the claim. |
Let m, be the maximal number of points y1,...,ym, € C such that the sets y; + 8nrC,
i=1,...,m,, form part of a partition of C'. As before, we define

9i(x +yi) = (u+ Lo +4y,) (),

and
wy = conv(gi, ..., gm, @ + Lc),

where /,, are the affine functions given by (61) which satisfy (60). This construction implies that

wy > G@+Ic as r—0.

Moreover, .
" S Tl O
and
we(z +yi) < (u+ Lo +y,)(x)
fori=1,...,m,,x € R", and r > 0 sufficiently small. By construction, the intersection of y; +rC

and y; + rC for i # j is either empty or at most an (n — 1)-dimensional polytope. Since Z is
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a non-negative, simple, and dually epi-translation invariant valuation, it follows that for every
r > 0 sufficiently small,

Z(wr) > mTZ(u + ITC)?
and using that Z is 7-upper semicontinuous, we then obtain
Z(q + 1¢) > limsup Z(w,)

r—0
> limsup Vu(C)

—_ 7 I.o).
r—0 Va(8nrC) (u+1r0)

Thus, for every n > 0,

V() _
) gu+ o)< Z I ,

that is,
V. (8nr C)

Z(u+1Ic) < Vo (C)

(Z(q@ +1c) +n)

for r > 0 sufficiently small.
By (73), using that Z is dually-epi translation invariant and applying the Claim, we find

Va(8nr C) (pV,(C)

Va(C) <4<4n>" " )

N Vo (8nrC)
Va(C)

o5 45)

Z(u+Lc) <

< SV, (rC) +

RS

pVa(C)
4(8n)n’

Choosing n = we obtain

Zu+1c) < gVn(rC’) (79)

for r > 0 sufficiently small. O
To conclude the proof, let > 0 be sufficiently small and set
P.(z9) =rC.
Consider the following element of P 4(R")
U0 =g, VI,

where [, is the affine function parametrizing the tangent hyperplane to u at x( and coinciding
with v at this point, while (¢ is the function chosen in (41). Clearly,

1°(x) < v (x) < I'(x)

for all x € R™. Since Z is SL,(R) and dually epi-translation invariant, and vanishes on indicator
functions of polytopes, combining these properties with (79) yields

Z(u+Ip(ay) < § Va(Prla0)),
for all sufficiently small » > 0. Moreover, by (72),
diam(P,(0))" = n2 V,,(P,(x0)).

Hence, there exists 7(z¢) > 0 such that (47), (48), (49), and (50) hold for every 0 < r < r(z).
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4.3 Proof of Proposition 26

Let
A
u:&D§(H N2 +1.c), @€ Convip(R™), A>0,1>pu>0.

By Lemma 9, there exists yy € dom @ such that the quadratic function

i A
Guo (@) = (yo) + S|z — yoll?

has the property that its graph touches the graph of u, restricted to dom u, at the point (xg, u(x¢))
with zp € domwu. Moreover, ¢,,(z) > wu(z) for all z € yy + pC, and also z¢ € yo + uC. This
implies that there exists a cube rC with sufficiently small 0 < » < p and a point p, € int(dom u)
such that 29 € p, +7C C yo + uC and the epi-graph of ¢z, + Liomun (p,+rc) i contained in the
epi-graph of u. If zy € int(domu), we may simply take p, = z(. Otherwise, if 29 € bd dom u,
then o € bd(p, +rC). This second condition holds because x € yo + uC and yy € dom @, which
for xy € bd dom w implies that zy € bd(yg + puC).
Let 7y, (x) = x — yo for x € R™. Note that

N

_ 5 A
A (T) = qup © Tygl(x) —u(yo) = D) Zl"?-
=1

Moreover, yg + pC C yo + C, which implies 7, (zo) € 7y, (pr + 7C) C 7y (y0 + C) = C. Without
loss of generality, we may assume @ (yg) = 0.
Arguing similarly to Claim 1 of Lemma 27, we show that the function

conv (u o Ty_ol + ITyo (domun (pr+rC))> X + Ic)

coincides with ¢y + I¢ outside a small neighborhood of 7,,(xg). Set
Vp = uoTy_Ol +ITyO(domuﬁ(pT+rC’))a r > 0.
Claim. For r > 0 sufficiently small, define

Gr = {y €R" | conv (v, qx +1c)(y) # (ar + 1) () } -

Then
G, Cpr+ 71y (3v/nr C).

Proof: Let y € 7y,(domwu N (p, +rC)) and let (g, ¢A(y)) be such that [(y,¢x(Y)), (v, v (y))] is
tangent to gy at y. This implies

2 _ _
$or®) + 1917 = 2.9 =0
and

2

ly — gl =1/ llyll* — er(y)-

Moreover, since (y, v,(y)) lies between the affine function associated with a subgradient of v, at
Tyo (20) (which agrees with the gradient of ¢y at 7,,(x0)) and the epi-graph of ¢\, we have

dist((y, vr(y)), epilgn)) < dist({y} x R OVH (1, (20), vr(7ye (20))), (4, (1)) < %Ily — 7y (0) %

Thus,

_ 2 2 (A A
Iy =3l < /Il ~ 20.0) < \/ I = 5 (S0 = 3l = o)) = o = 7o)l
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We conclude that

Gy Cy+ 2¢/nrC C pr + 7y (rC) + 2v/nrC C pyr + 7, (301 C).

We now construct convex functions w, that are r-convergent to ¢y + Ic. Let m, be th;
maximum number of points yi, ..., ym,, € C such that the sets
Yi + (pr + 7y (3v/nrC)) N C, i=1,...,m,, (80)
form part of a partition of C'. Consider the affine functions ¢,,, ... ,¢,,. , given by (61), associated
to y; and q,, respectively. Define
9i(y + i) = (vr +4y,)(y),
and
wy, = conv <g1 + Ly tryy (domun (prtr € - 0 Ime Ly 47y (domun (pr+r €)) A1 + Io) :
Then w, = g\ + Ic as  — 0. Since Z is a 7-upper semicontinuous valuation, this implies that
Zar+10) 2 3 Z(w,) 5D)

for 0 < r < r1(\) with some suitable r;(\) > 0.

By (80) and the Claim, we also have

wy(y +vi) < (vr + 4y,) (),

fori =1,...,m, and all y € R". Therefore, the intersection of —y; + 7, ((pr + 7 C) N domu)
and —y; + 7 ((pr + 7 C) N domu) for i # j is either empty or an at most (n — 1)-dimensional
polytope. Since Z is a non-negative, simple, and dually epi-translation invariant valuation, we
get

Z(wy) > i Z(U,« + éyi) =m, Z(v,.).
i=1

It follows from this and (81) that

2
Z(Ur) < m—Z(qA +1¢o).

T

Since m, V;,((pr + Ty (3v/nr C)) N C) — V,,(C) as r — 0, there exists r > 0 such that

my Vo (3v/nr C) > m, Vo ((pr + 74 (3v/nr C)) N C) > = V,(C) (82)

N

for 0 < r < r9. Hence,
Z(vy) < A4(3r)"(Vn)"Z(ax +1o). (83)
Recall that domu = Q + p C, where Q = doma € P™ and p > 0. Then
domu N (pr +7C) = (Q + pC) N (pr +1C).
Moreover, there are z; € (Q and z, € C such that p, = z1 4+ pzo, which implies

(21 +pC) N (21 + pz2 +71C) C(Q+ puC) N (21 + pze +1rC),
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and consequently,

<

Va(domun (pr +7C)) > Vi((z1 + nC) N (21 + pze +rC))

(nC N (pz2 +1C))

I
% &

v

(84)

\V)
3

for 0 < r < r3(p). Using this in (83), and the vertical and horizontal translation invariance of Z,
and (29), we obtain

Z(u+ Liomun (prtre)) = Z(vr) < 2°"F2(/n)" Z(gx + 1) Va(domu N (po + 1 C)) (85)

for 0 < r < min{r1(\),r2,r3(1)}.
Let 29 € domw and let 0 < r < min {r;(X), 2, 73(1t)} be such that (85) holds. For each k € N
define

_ -1
Urk = U O Ty, + Iryo (domuﬂ(pr-i-(l-i—%)r )

By construction v,.j, is 7-convergent to v, as k — oo. Since Z is 7-upper semicontinuous we obtain

limsup Z(vy) < Z(vr).

k—o0

Hence, for any fixed ¢ > 0 there exists k such that for all & > ko,
Z(vnk) < Z(’Ur) + €.
Combining this with the estimate previously obtained for Z(v,) yields that for k large enough

Z(U + Idomuﬂ (pr—l—(l—l—%)r C)) = Z(Ur,k)
< Z(vy) 4+ 22 (Vn)" Z(qx + 1) Vo (domu N (p, + 7 C))
230D ()" Z (g + Ic) Vu(domu N (p, + (1 + £)r C)).  (86)

IN

Note that zy € domu is an interior point of p, + (1 + £)r C, since the cube has been strictly
enlarged from r to (1 + 7)r.

For an arbitrary polytope P, let U be an open set such that
domunP C U, (87)
and
Vo (U) <2V, (domwu N P). (88)

Let C be the family of closed cubes C = C(x,7) with center z € int(domwu) N P and side

length 27, where 7 = (1 + é)r and 0 < r < m min {ry()\), ro,73(1)} for some k, € N such

that (86) holds, and such that domu N C C U. Then the interiors of the cubes C with C € C
form an open cover of dom u N P, since by the construction we know that every boundary point
of domu is contained as an interior point of some cube of the form z, + (1 + 1)rC. Since
domwu N P is compact, we can select a finite subcover, denoted by £ C C. By a standard
argument known as Vitali’s Lemma (cf. [20, Lemma 1.9]), we may choose pairwise disjoint cubes

C(z1,71),...,C(xm, y) from C such that

domuﬂPCD:Ué(mi,(l—i—Q\/ﬁ)ﬁ).

=1

37



Since Z is non-negative,

m

Z(u + IdomuﬁD) < Z Z(U + Idomuﬁc’(xi,(1+2\/ﬁ) Fi))7 (89)
=1

and by (86), it follows that

Z(U+IdomuﬂD) §23(n+1)(f> (1""_2[ )\+IC Zvn )
=1

5

= () (14 2v)" 2o +1e) D 5 (2"

i=1
Since the cubes C(x;, 7;) are pairwise disjoint, we obtain by (84) that

i;(g) < iivmomuﬂ@(wm)%
i i=1

=1
and by (87) and (88) that
1 — _ 1
5 D Va(domun C(x;, 7)) < =V (U) < Vy(domun P),
=1

[\)

Finally, recalling that domu N P C D and that Z is non-negative, we complete the proof.

4.4 Proof of Proposition 23

Using Proposition 24, Proposition 25, and Proposition 26, we now construct a function
v € P4(R") satisfying
Z(u) < Z(v) + pVy(domu)

and ’
I°(z) <wv(x) <1(z) forallzeR"

As before, let N be the set of points in int(dom u) where u is twice differentiable, and let £ be
the collection of sets P.(z) for x € N and 0 < r < r(x), where P.(z) and r(x) are defined in
Proposition 24 and Proposition 25. By (46) and (50), the collection £ forms a regular family for
N, and this remains true if we restrict to those sets with V,,(P.(z)) < ¢ for some § > 0.

Now fix n > 0 such that

n<d and n <

n(d ;
2ern Vp(domu)

where ¢, is given by Proposition 26. By Vitali’s Theorem 7, there exist pairwise disjoint sets
P, (x1),..., P, (zm) € L such that

m

Vo(domu) — > " Vo(Py, (i) < .
=1

Let vy, ..., vy be the functions from Proposmon 24 and Proposition 25. By (45) and (49),

it follows that for i # j, the functions v% and v; do not coincide at points where v¥ > u and
vfjj > u. Thus, we can choose a piecewise affine function / on R" such that

l(z) <wu(zx) forallz e domu,
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and such that, for every pair i # j, there exist polytopes P; C Pij C domu with

U5 =1+ Igomy ON bd P, v = vy’ on bd P.

Here, P, C Pij ensures that v}’ coincides with [ + Igom , before it coincides with vf; , which allows
us to control the order of interactions and avoid undesired intersections between these functions.
We then define

v="\ 05V (I + Tdomu)-
i=1
This construction ensures that v € P 4(R"), and (44) and (48) imply that (°(z) < v(z) < I'(x)

for all z € R™.
Next, we partition

domw \ U P (x;)

i=1
into polytopes Q1, ..., Q so that
m k
domu = U P, (x;) U U Qs.
i=1 s=1
Since the elements P, (z1),..., P, (x.,) of L are pairwise disjoint, the intersection of any two

distinct sets from the collection { P, (x;)}; U {Qs}s is either empty or an at most (n — 1)-
dimensional polytope contained in the domain of u. Since Z is simple, we obtain

m k

Zw) =Y Z(uw+1p, (2) + > Z(u+Tliomunq,)-

i=1 s=1

By construction, if z; is a point where v is twice differentiable and det D? u(xz;) = 0, then
v¥i is a piecewise affine function in P 4(R"). If instead det D? u(x;) > 0, then v¥ consists of a
quadratic function (whose epi-graph is contained in epi(u)), together with pieces of cylinder and
piecewise affine functions. Since Z vanishes on cylinder and piecewise affine functions,

Z(’U + IPrl(x-L)) = Z(Uf; + IPrl(:cz))

Furthermore, since each v + I, is either a cylinder function or a piecewise affine function for
s=1,...,k, it follows that

m

Zw) =Y Z(} +1p, ()

i=1
Finally, applying Proposition 24, Proposition 25, and Proposition 26, we conclude that

m k
Zw) = Z(u+Tp, @) + Y 2w+ Taomunq.)
i=1 s=1
m k
<> (25 +1p,00) + SValPr@))) + exu d_ Valdomun Q)
i=1 s=1
<Z0)+3 EVa(Pr, (@) + exym

< Z)+ BVn(domu) + c)\MLVn(domu)
2 ’ 26)\#1
= Z(v) + p Vi (domu).

Therefore, (42) holds, completing the proof of Proposition 23 and, consequently, Theorem 2.
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