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Abstract

A characterization of valuations on the space of convex Lipschitz functions whose domain
is a polytope in Rn 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 ⊂ Rn be a convex body (i.e., a non-empty compact convex set) and denote by bdK its
topological boundary. By a theorem of Aleksandrov (see [1]), for almost every point x ∈ bdK
with respect to the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure Hn−1, there exists a paraboloid
that osculates bdK at x. By Schütt and Werner [47], the affine surface area of a general (not
necessarily smooth) convex body is defined by

Ω(K) =

∫
bdK

κ(x)
1

n+1 dHn−1(x),

where the (generalized) Gaussian curvature κ(x) of bdK 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 Ω(·) is defined for every K ∈ Kn, where Kn denotes the space of
convex bodies equipped with the topology induced by the Hausdorff metric. Lutwak [35] showed
that Ω(·) is upper semicontinuous, that is, if Km → K in the Hausdorff metric, then

Ω(K) ≥ lim sup
m→∞

Ω(Km).

Moreover, Ω(·) is equi-affine invariant, i.e., invariant under volume-preserving affine maps, and a
valuation (see [46]). More precisely, a functional Φ : Kn → R is called a valuation if

Φ(K ∪ L) + Φ(K ∩ L) = Φ(K) + Φ(L)

whenever K,L and K ∪ L belong to Kn.
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 Kn (see
[25]). Specifically, it states that any such valuation can be expressed as a linear combination
of the intrinsic volumes V0, V1, . . . , Vn, which include the n-dimensional volume Vn, the Euler
characteristic V0, and the surface area 2Vn−1. A complete characterization of affine surface area
is due to Ludwig and Reitzner, representing an equi-affine analog of Hadwiger’s theorem.

Institut für Diskrete Mathematik und Geometrie, Technische Universität Wien, Wiedner Haupt-Strasse 8-10/1046,
1040 Wien, Austria. Email: fernanda.baeta@tuwien.ac.at

2020 AMS subject classification: 52B45, 26B25, 52A41, 52A27.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

08
37

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

M
G

] 
 9

 D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.08375v1


Theorem 1 ( [30, 33]). A functional Φ : Kn → R is an upper semicontinuous and equi-affine
invariant valuation if and only if there exist constants c0, c1 and c2 ≥ 0 such that

Φ(K) = c0V0(K) + c1 Vn(K) + c2Ω(K)

for every K ∈ Kn.

Ludwig and Reitzner [34] further posed the problem of classifying all valuations on the
space Kn

0 of convex bodies containing the origin in their interiors, which are invariant under
volume-preserving linear transformations. They showed that any valuation Φ : Kn

0 → R that is
upper semicontinuous, invariant under volume preserving linear transformations, and vanishes
on polytopes can be represented as

Φ(K) =

∫
bdK

ζ(κ0(x)) dµK(x),

where dµK(x) = ⟨x, n(x)⟩ dHn−1(x) is the cone measure on bdK,n(x) is the exterior unit normal
vector to K at x ∈ bdK, and

κ0(x) =
κ(x)

⟨x, n(x)⟩n+1
.

Here, ζ belongs to the set

Conc([0,∞)) =
{
ζ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) | ζ is concave, lim

t→0
ζ(t) = 0, and lim

t→∞
ζ(t)/t = 0

}
(1)

(see [31, 34]), and ⟨x, y⟩ denotes the standard inner product of x and y, either in Rn or
Rn+1 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(Rn) the space of lower semicontinuous, convex, and
proper functions (i.e., not identically ∞) defined on Rn, and let

Conv(Rn;R) = {v : Rn → R | v is convex}

be the space of finite-valued convex functions on Rn. A functional Z : Conv(Rn) → R is called a
valuation if

Z(u ∧ v) + Z(u ∨ v) = Z(u) + Z(v)

for every u, v ∈ Conv(Rn) such that also u ∧ v, u ∨ v ∈ Conv(Rn), where u ∧ v and u ∨ v denote
the pointwise minimum and maximum of u, v ∈ Conv(Rn), respectively.

For epi(v) ⊂ Rn+1 the epi-graph of a convex function v : U ⊂ Rn → R, where U is an open
bounded convex set, the affine surface area of epi(v) is given by

Ωfunc(v) =

∫
U
(detD2 v(x))

1
n+2 dx,

where D2 v(x) denotes the Hessian matrix of v at x and D2 v(x) = 0 if v is not twice differentiable
at x (see [49]). According to Aleksandrov’s theorem [1], a convex function v : U ⊆ Rn → R is
twice differentiable almost everywhere. In particular, the Hessian D2v(x) exists for almost every
x ∈ U . For further definitions of functional affine surface area, see, for example, [3,10,29,45].
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The set of points where the function u ∈ Conv(Rn) takes finite values is called the (effective)
domain of u, denoted by

domu = {x ∈ Rn | u(x) <∞},

and for a set A ⊆ Rn, we denote its interior by int(A). We consider the subspace of Conv(Rn),

Convld(Rn) = {u ∈ Conv(Rn) | domu is compact, u is Lipschitz on int(domu)},

that is, the set of functions u ∈ Conv(Rn) with compact domain that are Lipschitz on the interior
of their domain. In particular, if the interior of domu is empty, then u is not required to be
Lipschitz. The functional Ωfunc(·) is a valuation, and it satisfies the following properties

(i) SLn(R) invariance, i.e., Ωfunc(u ◦ φ) = Ωfunc(u) for every u ∈ Convld(Rn) and φ ∈ SLn(R);

(ii) translation invariance, i.e., Ωfunc(u ◦ τ) = Ωfunc(u) for every u ∈ Convld(Rn) and translation
τ on Rn;

(iii) vertical translation invariance, i.e., Ωfunc(u + c) = Ωfunc(u) for every u ∈ Convld(Rn) and
every constant c ∈ R;

(iv) dual translation invariance, i.e., Ωfunc(u+ l) = Ωfunc(u) for every every u ∈ Convld(Rn) and
every linear function l on Rn.

A valuation Z : Conv(Rn) → 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 Convld(Rn) with the following notion of convergence: We say that
uk ∈ Convld(Rn) is τ -convergent to u ∈ Convld(Rn), written uk

τ−→ u, if

(i) for every sequence xk → x, we have

u(x) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

uk(xk);

(ii) there exists a sequence xk that converges to x such that

u(x) = lim
k→∞

uk(xk);

(iii) the Lipschitz constants of uk on the interior of the domuk 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 Sn−1. The convergence given by conditions (i) and (ii) is called epi-convergence (for
more details see [43]).

We say that Z : Convld(Rn) → R is τ -upper semicontinuous if, for every sequence uk in
Convld(Rn) that is τ -convergent to u ∈ Convld(Rn),

Z(u) ≥ lim sup
k→∞

Z(uk).

The function t 7→ t
1

n+2 for t ≥ 0 belongs to the set Conc([0,∞)) defined in (1). Moreover, the
restriction of Ωfunc(·) to u ∈ Convld(Rn) is τ -upper semicontinuous, as proved in [7, Theorem 1].
We consider the following subset of Convld(Rn),

Convlp(Rn) = {u ∈ Convld(Rn) | domu is a polytope }.
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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) =

∫
domu

ζ(detD2 u(x)) dx (2)

for ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) and u ∈ Convlp(Rn). This functional version is naturally related to the
geometric version in Rn+1, since the epi-graph of a convex function u ∈ Convlp(Rn) is a convex
subset of Rn+1. 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 : Convlp(Rn) → R is a τ -upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants c0, c1 ∈ R and a function
ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such that

Z(u) = c0 + c1 Vn(domu) +

∫
domu

ζ(detD2 u(x)) dx (3)

for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn).

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 τ -upper semicontinuous for all u ∈ Convlp(Rn).
However, [7, Example 1] shows that (2) is not finite for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn) and every
ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) if the Lipschitz condition in Convlp(Rn) is omitted. Furthermore, by [6,
Lemma 6 and Lemma 9], the volume of the domain is a τ -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 τ -upper semicontinuous, equi-affine
and dually epi-translation invariant valuation. We expect that additional τ -upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuations exist on Convld(Rn) which vanish on
Convlp(Rn).

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 : Convld(Rn) → R is a τ -continuous, equi-affine and dually epi-
translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants c0, c1 ∈ R such that

Z(u) = c0 + c1 Vn(domu)

for every u ∈ Convld(Rn).

Note that this result is established in Convld(Rn), since every u ∈ Convld(Rn) can be
approximated by functions of Convlp(Rn) and Z is τ -continuous.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall basic results and properties from
convex geometry, the Monge–Ampère measure, the Legendre transform, and infimal convolution.
Section 3 is devoted to the dual space of Convlp(Rn) 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(Rn) is called piecewise affine if domu can be written as the
union of finitely many polyhedral sets, relative to each of which u(x) is affine. A set C ⊂ Rn is
said to be polyhedral if it can be expressed as the intersection of finitely many closed halfspaces.
We denote by Convp.a(Rn) the set of all piecewise affine functions. By [6, Lemma 14], we obtain
the following result.

Lemma 4. For every u ∈ Convld(Rn), there exists a sequence uk ∈ Convp.a(Rn) that is τ -convergent
to u.

We say that Z : Convlp(Rn) → R is simple if Z(u) = 0 for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn) such that
domu is not full-dimensional. Let Pn denote the set of polytopes in Rn. The following result
from [6, Lemma 13] will be used in the proof of Theorem 2.

Lemma 5. Let Z : Convlp(Rn) → R be a simple, τ -upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation. Then there exists a constant d ∈ R such that

Z(IP ) = d Vn(P )

for every polytope P ∈ Pn.

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

We say that a valuation Φ : Pn → R is simple if Φ(P ) = 0 for every polytope P ⊂ Rn of
dimension at most n − 1. See [37, Theorem 14.1] and the references therein for the following
well-known result.

Theorem 6. Let Φ be a translation invariant, non-negative, simple valuation on Pn. Then there
exists a non-negative constant d ∈ R such that

Φ(P ) = d Vn(P )

for every polytope P ∈ Pn.

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 ⊂ Rn with respect to Vn if, for each
x ∈ B and δ > 0, there exists a U ∈ C such that x ∈ U and 0 < Vn(U) ≤ δ. We say that
C is a regular family for B ⊂ Rn with respect to Vn if there exists a constant d > 0 such that
diam(U)n ≤ d Vn(U) for every set U ∈ C, where diam denotes the diameter.

Theorem 7 ( [20], Theorem 1.10). Let B ⊂ Rn be a bounded set, and let C be a regular family of
closed sets for B with respect to Vn that is a Vitali covering for B. Then, for any ε > 0, there exists a
finite collection of pairwise disjoint sets U1, . . . , Um ∈ C such that

Vn

(
B \

m⋃
i=1

Ui

)
< ε.

We denote by conv(A) the convex hull of a set A ⊂ Rn, that is, the smallest convex set
containing A. For functions f, g : Rn → (−∞,∞], we set

{f ̸= g} = {x ∈ Rn | f(x) ̸= g(x)} and {f = g} = {x ∈ Rn | f(x) = g(x)}.

A family P of pairwise disjoint non-empty subsets of A ⊂ Rn 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.
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Theorem 8 ( [43], Theorem 7.17). Let uk be a sequence in Conv(Rn) that epi-converges to
u ∈ Conv(Rn). If domu has non-empty interior, the following are equivalents

(1) uk epi-converges to u;

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

2.2 Monge–Ampère measure

For every u ∈ Conv(Rn), the subdifferential of u at x ∈ domu is defined by

∂u(x) = {y ∈ Rn | u(z) ≥ u(x) + ⟨y, z − x⟩ for all z ∈ Rn},

and we set ∂u(x) = ∅ for x ̸∈ domu. For a convex function u : Rn → (−∞,∞], differentiability at
a point x ∈ Rn is equivalent to the subdifferential of u at x being a singleton. Moreover, L is the
Lipschitz constant of u ∈ Conv(Rn) in the interior of its domain if and only if ∥y∥ ≤ L for every
y ∈ ∂u(x), where ∥y∥ =

√
⟨y, y⟩ is the usual Euclidean norm of y ∈ Rn and x ∈ int(domu) (see,

e.g., [8, Theorem 3.61]).
Let K ⊂ Rn be a convex body and w ∈ Conv(Rn). We define the function w∔ IK : Rn → R by

(w ∔ IK)(y) =

w(y), y ∈ K,

sup
{
ℓ(y) | ℓ is affine, ℓ ≤ w on K, ℓ(x) = w(x) for some x ∈ bdK

}
, y /∈ K.

(4)

By construction, w∔IK is convex on Rn, agrees with w onK, 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 Convld(Rn) is formed by the indicator functions of convex
bodies K ∈ Kn

IK(x) =

{
0, x ∈ K,

∞, x /∈ K.

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

NK(x) = {y ∈ Rn | ⟨y, z − x⟩ ≤ 0 for all 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, ∂ I[0,1](1) = [0,∞).

An important Radon measure associated with a convex function v : Rn → R is the Monge–
Ampère measure, defined by

MA(v;B) = Vn(∂v(B)),

for any Borel set B ⊆ Rn, where
∂v(B) =

⋃
x∈B

∂v(x).

The notion of Monge–Ampère measure is fundamental in the definition of weak or generalized
solutions of the Monge–Ampère equation (see, e.g., [21,50]).
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2.3 Legendre transform

For a convex function u ∈ Conv(Rn), the function

u∗(x) = sup
y∈Rn

(
⟨x, y⟩ − u(y)

)
, x ∈ Rn,

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,

uk is epi-convergent to u ⇔ u∗k is epi-convergent to u∗ (5)

for uk, u ∈ Conv(Rn) (see [43, Theorem 11.43]).

Let u ∈ Conv(Rn), c ∈ R, φ ∈ SLn(R), and y ∈ Rn. Denote by τy(x) = x + y the translation
by y and by ly(x) = ⟨x, y⟩ the linear function associated with y. A straightforward computation
yields

(1) (u+ c)∗(x) = u∗(x)− c;

(2) (u ◦ φ)∗(x) = (u∗ ◦ φ−t)(x);

(3) (u ◦ τ−1
y )∗(x) = u∗(x) + ⟨x, y⟩;

(4) (u+ ly)
∗(x) = u∗ ◦ τ−1

y (x).

Furthermore, if u, v ∈ Conv(Rn) are such that u ∧ v ∈ Conv(Rn), then u∗ ∧ v∗ ∈ Conv(Rn), and

(u ∧ v)∗ = u∗ ∨ v∗, (u ∨ v)∗ = u∗ ∧ v∗ (6)

(see, e.g., [14, Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.5]).
By [43, Theorem 11.14], u ∈ Conv(Rn) is piecewise affine if and only if u∗ ∈ Conv(Rn;R) is

also piecewise affine.

2.4 Infimal convolution

For any two convex functions u, v : Rn → (−∞,∞], the infimal convolution u□ v is defined by

(u□ v) (x) = inf
y∈Rn

(u(y) + v(x− y)) , x ∈ Rn. (7)

The epi-graph of u is the non-empty, closed, convex set

epi(u) = {(x, t) ∈ Rn+1 | u(x) ≤ t}.

Geometrically, the infimal convolution corresponds to Minkowski sum of epi-graphs,

epi(u□ v) = 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 ∈ Convlp(Rn), we have

dom(u□ v) = domu+ dom v, u□ v ∈ Convlp(Rn),

and the following relation holds

(u□ v)∗ = u∗ + v∗. (8)
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A particularly important example is the Moreau envelope, defined for λ > 0 and u ∈ Conv(Rn)
by

uλ = u□
λ

2
∥ · ∥2

(see, e.g., [5, 43]). By [5, Proposition 12.15], the infimum in (7) that defines uλ is uniquely
attained. Moreover, by [43, Theorem 1.25], uλ epi-converges to u as λ ↗ ∞, and by [43,
Theorem 2.26], the Moreau envelope uλ 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 λ, µ > 0, and denote C = [−1, 1]n. For u ∈ Convlp(Rn),
define

uλ,µ = u□

(
λ

2
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

)
. (9)

Note that uλ,µ(x) = uλ(x) for x ∈ domu + µC, and uλ,µ(x) = ∞ otherwise. So, in particular,
uλ,µ ∈ Convlp(Rn).

Now let q(x) = ∥x∥2
2 , x ∈ Rn. This quadratic function is the unique function satisfying q∗ = q,

see, for example, [43, Example 11.11]. Furthermore,

q(x) =
n∑

i=1

x2i
2

=
n∑

i=1

qi(x),

where qi(x) =
x2
i
2 and x = (x1, . . . , xn). Thus, by (8),

q = q∗ =

(
n∑

i=1

qi

)∗

= q∗1 □ · · · □ q∗n

and consequently,

uλ,µ = u□
λ

2

(
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

)
= u□λ (q∗1 □ · · · □ q∗n + IµC) .

For each i = 1, . . . , n, where e1, . . . , en are the canonical basis vectors of Rn, we compute

q∗i (x) = sup
y∈Rn

(
⟨x, y⟩ − 1

2y
2
i

)
=

{
supyi∈R

(
xiyi − 1

2y
2
i

)
, if x = xiei,

∞, otherwise.

A straightforward calculation shows that

q∗1 □ · · · □ q∗n + IµC

=
(
q1 + I[−µ,µ]×{0}n−1

)
□
(
q2 + I{0}×[−µ,µ]×{0}n−2

)
□ · · · □

(
qn + I{0}n−1×[−µ,µ]

)
,

which implies

uλ,µ = u□λ
[(
q1 + I[−µ,µ]×{0}n−1

)
□
(
q2 + I{0}×[−µ,µ]×{0}n−2

)
□ · · · □

(
qn + I{0}n−1×[−µ,µ]

)]
.

(10)

A classical construction associates to each convex body K ∈ Kn+1 a convex function with
compact domain in Rn via

⌊K⌋(x) = inf
(x,t)∈K

t
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(see, for example, [28]). Conversely, for a convex function u ∈ Convlp(Rn), one can associate the
convex body

Ku = epi(u−Mu) ∩RRn(epi(u−Mu)) +Muen+1 (11)

where Mu = max{u<∞} u(x) and RRn denotes reflection with respect to Rn.

A set S ⊂ Rn+1 is called a zonotope if S = J1 + · · · + Jm for some line segments J1, . . . , Jm,
with respect to Minkowski sum. If a convex body T ∈ Kn+1 can be approximated in the Hausdorff
metric by zonotopes, then T is called a zonoid. By [44, Corollary 3.5.7], every centrally symmetric
convex body in R2 is a zonoid.

Consider the function v(x) = x2

2 + I[−µ,µ](x) for x ∈ R and µ > 0, and let Kv be the convex
body associated with v as in (11). It is straightforward to check that Kv is a centrally symmetric
convex body in R2, hence a zonoid. Therefore, there exist line segments Jk

1 , . . . , J
k
mk

⊂ R2 such
that Sk = Jk

1 + · · ·+ Jk
mk

converges to Kv in the Hausdorff metric as k → ∞.
Let ⌊Jk

i ⌋ denote the convex functions associated with these segments Jk
i , i = 1, . . . ,mk,

and set wk = ⌊Jk
1 ⌋□ · · · □ ⌊Jk

mk
⌋ ∈ Convlp(R). Each ⌊Jk

i ⌋ is affine on its domain and is
one-dimensional, i.e., depends on a single variable. Moreover, the functions wk are uniformly
Lipschitz with constant at most 2µ, since each segment Jk

i lies inside the convex body Kv, whose
boundary has slope at most 2µ. By definition of the epi-sum,

wk = ⌊Jk
1 ⌋□ · · · □ ⌊Jk

mk
⌋ is τ -convergent to v as k → ∞. (12)

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

mk
, as in (12), such that

u□λwk
mk

τ−→ uλ,µ as k → ∞. (13)

By (8), we have

(uλ,µ)
∗ =

(
u□

(
λ

2
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

))∗
=

(
u∗ +

(
λ

2
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

)∗)
.

Since λ
2∥ · ∥2 + IµC epi-converges to I{0} as λ → ∞, it follows from (5) that

(
λ
2∥ · ∥

2 + IµC
)∗

epi-converges to the constant function l ≡ 0. Consequently, (uλ,µ)∗ epi-converges to u∗, which is
equivalent to uλ,µ epi-converging to u as λ → ∞ with µ > 0. However, uλ,µ is not τ -convergent
to u as λ→ ∞, since the Lipschitz constants are not uniformly bounded. To address this, instead
of letting λ→ ∞, we fix λ > 0 and let µ→ 0. In this case, λ

2∥ · ∥
2+IµC also epi-converges to I{0},

and in particular, uλ,µ is τ -convergent to u as µ→ 0.

Lemma 9. Let u ∈ Convlp(Rn) and let λ, µ > 0. Then, for every x0 ∈ domuλ,µ, where uλ,µ is
defined by (9), there exists y0 ∈ domu at which the infimum in the definition of uλ,µ(x0) is attained,
and there exists a quadratic function qx0 : Rn → R defined by

qx0(x) = u(y0) +
λ

2
∥x− y0∥2

such that qx0(x0) = uλ,µ(x0) and qx0(x) ≥ uλ,µ(x) for all x ∈ y0 + µC ⊂ domuλ,µ. In particular,
x0 ∈ y0 + µC.

Proof. By definition,

uλ,µ(x) = inf
y∈domu
x−y∈µC

(
u(y) +

λ

2
∥x− y∥2

)
, x ∈ Rn.

Since x0 ∈ domuλ,µ, the set

Sx0 = {y ∈ domu | x0 − y ∈ µC}

9



is compact, and the function y 7→ u(y)+ λ
2∥x0− y∥2 is lower semicontinuous. Hence the infimum

is attained, i.e., there exists y0 ∈ Sx0 such that

uλ,µ(x0) = u(y0) +
λ

2
∥x0 − y0∥2.

Define the quadratic function

qx0(x) = u(y0) +
λ

2
∥x− y0∥2, x ∈ Rn.

Then qx0(x0) = uλ,µ(x0). Moreover, for any x such that x − y0 ∈ µC, that is, x ∈ y0 + µC, we
have

uλ,µ(x) = inf
y∈domu
x−y∈µC

(
u(y) + λ

2∥x− y∥2
)
≤ u(y0) +

λ

2
∥x− y0∥2 = qx0(x).

Therefore,
qx0(x) ≥ uλ,µ(x)

for all x ∈ y0 + µC. Moreover, since x0 − y0 ∈ µC, we have x0 ∈ y0 + µC. This completes the
proof.

3 Dual Results

Let K ⊂ Rn+1 be a non-empty, closed convex set with support function hK : Rn+1 → (−∞,∞]
defined by

hK(x, t) = sup
(y,yn+1)∈K

⟨(x, t), (y, yn+1)⟩

for x ∈ Rn and t ∈ R. Note that hK(·,−1) ∈ Conv(Rn;R), and for any u ∈ Conv(Rn), we have

u∗(y) = sup
x∈Rn

⟨(y,−1), (x, u(x))⟩ = hepi(u)(y,−1). (14)

For a convex function u with compact domain and K = Ku as in (11), we obtain

hK(·,−1) = hepi(u)(·,−1). (15)

In particular, if domu is a polytope, then the projection of K onto Rn is also a polytope.
Define

ConvMA,h(Rn;R) = {hK(·,−1) ∈ Conv(Rn;R) | K ∈ Kn+1, supp(MA(hK(·,−1); ·)) is compact},

where supp denotes the support of a measure. We also consider the subset

ConvMA,p(Rn;R) = {hK(·,−1) ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R) | the projection of K onto Rn is a polytope}.

We say that a sequence vk ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R) is τ∗-convergent to v ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R) if the
following conditions hold

(i) vk epi-converges to v;

(ii) there exists a compact set C ⊂ Rn such that supp(MA(vk; ·)), supp(MA(v; ·)) ⊆ C for every
k.

(cf. [7]). This definition also applies to ConvMA,p(Rn;R). The terminology τ∗-convergence is
motivated by the duality between the sets ConvMA,h(Rn;R) and Convld(Rn), established via the
Legendre transform, as follows.
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Lemma 10 ( [7], Lemma 3). A sequence uk in Convld(Rn) is τ -convergent to u ∈ Convld(Rn) if
and only if u∗k and u∗ belong to ConvMA,h(Rn;R) and u∗k is τ∗-convergent to u∗.

By Lemma 10, together with (14) and (15), we conclude that a sequence uk in Convlp(Rn)
is τ -convergent to u ∈ Convlp(Rn) if and only if u∗k and u∗ belong to ConvMA,p(Rn;R) and u∗k is
τ∗-convergent to u∗.

Using [42, Corollary 23.5.1], we have

p ∈ ∂v(x) ⇔ x ∈ ∂v∗(p), (16)

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). Moreover, by [21, Lemma A.29], we obtain the following result.

Lemma 11. Let D ⊂ Rn be a bounded open convex set, let u : D → R be a convex function, and let
u∗ : Rn → R denote its Legendre transform. Then

∂u∗(Rn) ⊂ D̄,

where D̄ denotes the closure of D in Rn.

Let v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and p ∈ dom v∗. By [21, Lemma A.22], the set ∂v(C) is compact for
every compact set C ⊂ Rn, and by [43, Theorem 11.8], v∗ has bounded domain. If p /∈ ∂v(Rn),
then p ̸∈ ∂v(x) for every x ∈ Rn. By (16), this implies

x ̸∈ ∂v∗(p) for all x ∈ Rn,

that is, ∂v∗(p) is empty. Hence p lies on the boundary of dom v∗. Therefore, by Lemma 11,

Vn(dom v∗) = Vn(∂v(Rn)) + Vn(dom v∗ \ ∂v(Rn)) = Vn(∂v(Rn)) = MA(v;Rn) (17)

for every v ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R).
In [6, Lemma 9], it is shown that the map v∗ 7→ Vn(dom v∗) is τ -continuous, i.e., if

v∗k ∈ Convld(Rn) is τ -convergent to v∗ ∈ Convld(Rn), then Vn(dom v∗k) → Vn(dom v∗) as k → ∞.
This result is proved using Painlevé–Kuratowski convergence of the sets dom v∗. Alternatively,
it follows from (17). Indeed, let v∗k be a sequence in Convld(Rn) that is τ -convergent to
v∗ ∈ Convld(Rn). By Lemma 10, there exists a compact set C ⊂ Rn such that

MA(vk;Rn) = MA(vk;C) and MA(v;Rn) = MA(v;C),

and such that vk ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R) is τ∗-convergent to v ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R). In particular,
vk epi-converges to v, which implies that MA(vk; ·) converges weakly to MA(v; ·) (see [21,
Proposition 2.6]). That is,

lim
k→∞

∫
Rn

β(x) dMA(vk;x) =

∫
Rn

β(x) dMA(v;x)

for every β ∈ Cc(Rn), the space of continuous functions with compact support on Rn. Choosing
β ∈ Cc(Rn) equal to 1 on C, we deduce that MA(vk;Rn) → MA(v;Rn). By (17), this implies that
Vn(dom v∗k) → Vn(dom v∗) as v∗k

τ−→ v∗.
Finally, let v ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;R) and ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)). Then, as shown for example in [7,

equation (11)], we have∫
Rn

ζ(detD2 v(x)) dx =

∫
dom v∗

ζ̃(detD2 v∗(x)) dx, (18)

where ζ̃ = ζ(1/t) t for t > 0, and ζ̃ ∈ Conc([0,∞)).

We now conclude that the functional Z∗ : ConvMA,p(Rn;R) → R given by Z∗(v) = Z(v∗) is a
τ∗-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if
Z : Convlp(Rn) → R is a τ -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 : ConvMA,p(Rn;R) → R is a τ∗-upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and
dually epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants c0, c1 ∈ R and a function
ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such that

Z(v) = c0 + c1MA(v;Rn) +

∫
Rn

ζ(detD2 v(x)) dx

for every v ∈ ConvMA,p(Rn;R).

We obtain the following result from Theorem 12, or equivalently, by duality from Corollary 3.

Corollary 13. A functional Z : ConvMA,h(Rn;R) → R is a τ∗-continuous, equi-affine and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation if and only if there are constants c0, c1 ∈ R such that

Z(v) = c0 + c1MA(v;Rn),

for every v ∈ ConvMA,h(Rn;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 : Convlp(Rn) → R is
a τ -upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation, then there
exist constants c0, c1 and a function ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such that Z is given by (3). We will adapt
elements from the proof of [33].

Let x0 ∈ Rn. Since Z is translation invariant, we have Z(I{x0}) = c0 for every x0 ∈ Rn. For
u ∈ Convlp(Rn), define

Z0(u) = Z(u)− c0.

Then Z0 is a τ -upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation
that vanishes on indicator functions of singletons, i.e., Z0(I{x0}) = 0 for every x0 ∈ Rn. Thus, it
suffices to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 14. Let Z : Convlp(Rn) → R be a τ -upper semicontinuous, equi-affine and dually epi-
translation invariant valuation that vanishes on indicator functions of singletons. Then there exist a
constant c1 and a function ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such that

Z(u) = c1 Vn(domu) +

∫
domu

ζ(detD2 u(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn).

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 γ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such that

Z(u) = d V1(domu) +

∫
domu

γ(u′′(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convlp(R). Thus, Proposition 14 holds for n = 1.
Assume that Proposition 14 holds in dimension n− 1, i.e., for every τ -upper semicontinuous,

equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation Z̃ : Convlp(Rn−1) → R which vanishes
on indicator functions of singletons, there exist a constant d and a function γ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such
that

Z̃(u) = d Vn−1(domu) +

∫
domu

γ(detn−1D
2 u(x1, . . . , xn−1)) dx1 . . . dxn−1 (19)
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for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn−1). Here, (x1, . . . , xn−1) are coordinates in Rn−1, and dx1 . . . dxn−1

denotes the (n − 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure. The term detn−1D
2 u is the determinant of

the Hessian of u restricted to Rn−1, where the function is defined. For simplicity, we will often
denote (x1, . . . , xn−1) and dx1 . . . dxn−1 collectively by x and dx, respectively.

Using (19), we show that Z is simple.

Lemma 15. Let Z be as in Proposition 14. Then Z is simple.

Proof. Let H ⊂ Rn be a hyperplane and denote by P(H) the set of polytopes contained in H.
Consider the restriction

Convlp(H) = {u ∈ Convlp(Rn) | domu ∈ P(H)},

and define Z̃ = Z|F . Identifying H ≃ Rn−1, we obtain that Z̃ is a τ -upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation on Convlp(Rn−1) which vanishes on
indicator functions of singletons and is invariant under affine transformations of Rn. By the
induction assumption (19),

Z(u) = Z̃(u) = d Vn−1(domu) +

∫
domu

γ(detn−1D
2 u(x)) dx (20)

for every u ∈ F with some γ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) and constant d ∈ R.
Let φt be the affine transformation which scales by t > 0 in H and by 1/tn−1 in the direction

orthogonal to H. By equi-affine invariance of Z,

Z(u ◦ φt) = Z(u).

Applying (20) to u ◦ φt, we obtain

Z(u) = d Vn−1(φ
−1
t (domu)) +

∫
φ−1
t (domu)

γ(detn−1D
2 u ◦ φt(x)) dx

=
d

tn−1
Vn−1(domu) +

∫
φ−1
t (domu)

γ
(
t2(n−1)detn−1D

2 u(φt(x))
)
dx

=
d

tn−1
Vn−1(domu) +

1

tn−1

∫
domu

γ
(
t2(n−1)detn−1D

2 u(x)
)
dx

= d Vn−1(domu) +

∫
domu

γ(detn−1D
2 u(x)) dx.

Hence

d

tn−1
Vn−1(domu) +

1

tn−1

∫
domu

γ
(
t2(n−1)detn−1D

2 u(x)
)
dx

= d Vn−1(domu) +

∫
domu

γ(detn−1D
2 u(x)) dx (21)

for every t > 0 and u ∈ Convlp(H).
Taking u ∈ Convlp(H) with detn−1D

2 u(x) = 0 for all x ∈ domu and Vn−1(domu) > 0, this
gives

d

tn−1
Vn−1(domu) = d Vn−1(domu)

for every t > 0, since γ(0) = 0. This immediately implies that d = 0. With d = 0, (21) implies
that γ(t2) = γ(1) t, that is, γ ≡ c

√
· for some constant c ≥ 0. Finally, consider a sequence

uk(x) = kx21 +
n−1∑
i=2

x2i + I[0,1]n−1×{0}(x), k ∈ N,
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which epi-converges to

u(x) =
n−1∑
i=2

x2i + I{0}×[0,1]n−2×{0}(x).

Since domuk and domu are not full-dimensional, uk is τ -convergent to u. Since Z is τ -upper
semicontinuous, we get

0 ≤ lim sup
k→∞

Z(uk) = lim sup
k→∞

c
√
2n−1k ≤ Z(u) = 0,

and hence c ≡ 0. This completes the proof.

By Lemma 5, there exists a constant c1 ∈ R such that Z(IP ) = c1 Vn(P ) for every polytope
P ⊂ Rn. Moreover, by [6, Lemma 6 and Lemma 9], the functional

u 7→ Vn(domu), u ∈ Convlp(Rn),

shares the same properties as Z, with the additional property of being τ -continuous. Therefore,

Z1(u) = Z(u)− c1 Vn(domu) (22)

defines a τ -upper semicontinuous, simple, equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant
valuation that vanishes on indicator functions of polytopes in Convlp(Rn). From now on,
unless stated otherwise, we use the notation Z1 to denote this specific valuation with the above
properties.

We now show that Z1 also vanishes on another class of functions. Following [33], recall that
a convex body in Rn 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 u ∈ Convld(Rn) is a cylinder function if there exist
w ∈ Convld(Rn), a closed interval J ⊂ Rn, and an affine function v such that

u = w□ (v + IJ),

where domw is a convex body of dimension at most (n− 1).

Lemma 16. We have Z1(u) = 0 for every cylinder function u ∈ Convlp(Rn).

Proof. Let u ∈ Convlp(Rn) be a cylinder function. Thus, there exist w ∈ Convlp(Rn), a closed
interval J ⊂ R, and an affine function v such that

u = w□ (v + IJ),

where domw is a convex body of dimension at most n− 1.
Since Z is equi-affine and dually translation invariant, we may assume that domw ⊂ 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

Convlp(H) =
{
w ∈ Convlp(Rn) | domw ⊂ P(H)

}
.

Fix w ∈ Convlp(H). By the translation invariance of Z, the value of

Z1

(
w□ (v + IJ)

)
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, Z1

(
w□ (v + IJ)

)
depends

only on the length of J , not on its position in L. Define

gw(s) = Z1(w□ (v + IJ)), s = V1(J).
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Let J1 and J2 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 s1 = V1(J1) and s2 = V1(J2). Then

(w□ (v + IJ1)) ∧ (w□ (v + IJ2)) = w□ (v + IJ1∪J2)

(w□ (v + IJ1)) ∨ (w□ (v + IJ2)) = w.

Since Z1 is a translation invariant and simple valuation, we get

Z1(w□ (v + IJ1∪J2)) = Z1(w□ (v + IJ1)) + Z1(w□ (v + IJ2)),

which yields
gw(s1 + s2) = gw(s1) + gw(s2).

Thus, gw is an upper semicontinuous solution of Cauchy’s functional equation. Hence, there exists
a real-valued function w 7→ Y (w) such that

gw(s) = Y (w) s,

and therefore
Z1(w□ (v + IJ)) = Y (w)V1(J)

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

Y (w) =

∫
P
γ(detn−1D

2 u(x)) dx,

which implies

Z1(w□ (v + IJ)) = V1(J)

∫
P
γ(detn−1D

2 u(x)) dx, (23)

for every u+ IP ∈ Convlp(H), every line segment J in L, and some suitable γ ∈ Conc([0,∞)).
As in the proof of Lemma 15, choose equi-affine invariant transformations φt that dilate by a

factor of t > 0 in the direction of H and by a factor of 1/tn−1 in the direction of J . Then

(w□ (v + IJ)) ◦ φt

is a translate of the function (u ◦ φt + I 1
t
P )□ (v ◦ φt + Itn−1J). From the equi-affine invariance of

Z1 and (23), it follows that

Z1((u ◦ φt + I 1
t
P )□ (v ◦ φt + Itn−1J)) = V1(J)

∫
P
γ
(
t2(n−1)detn−1D

2 u(x)
)
dx

= Z1(w□ (v + IJ))

= V1(J)

∫
P
γ
(
detn−1D

2 u(x)
)
dx.

Hence γ(t2(n−1)) = γ(t) for every t > 0. Since γ ∈ Conc([0,∞)), we conclude that γ ≡ 0.

By Lemma 15, Lemma 16, and the definition of Z1 (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 : Convlp(Rn) → R be a τ -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 ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) such that

Z(u) =

∫
domu

ζ(detD2 u(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn).
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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 τ -upper semicontinuous valuation, we obtain

Z(u) ≥ 0 (24)

for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn).
Given a > 0, define the function Φa : Pn → R by

Φa(P ) = Z(aq + IP ),

where

q(x) =
1

2

n∑
i=1

x2i , x ∈ Rn. (25)

By (24), the functional Φa is non-negative. Moreover, since Z is a simple valuation on Convlp(Rn),
it follows that Φa is a simple valuation on Pn. Let y ∈ Rn and consider the translation function
τy(x) = x+ y. Note that

q ◦ τ−1
y (x) = q(x) +

(
1
2∥y∥

2 − ⟨x, y⟩
)
,

for every x ∈ Rn, and that wy(x) =
1
2∥y∥

2−⟨x, y⟩ is an affine function. Since Z is translation and
dually epi-translation invariant, we obtain

Z(aq + IP ) = Z((aq + IP ) ◦ τ−1
y )

= Z(aq + awy + IP+y)

= Z(aq + IP+y).

Hence, for every y ∈ Rn,

Φa(P + y) = Z(aq + IP+y) = Z(aq + IP ) = Φa(P ).

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

Φa(P ) = d Vn(P ),

and consequently,

Z(aq + IP ) = d Vn(P ) (26)

for every polytope P ∈ Pn. In particular, (26) implies

Z(aq + IP1)

Vn(P1)
=
Z(aq + IP2)

Vn(P2)
(27)

for all polytopes P1, P2 ⊂ Rn with positive volume.
Define the function ζ : [0,∞) → R by

ζ(a) =
Z(aq + IC)

Vn(C)
, (28)

where a ≥ 0 and C = [−1, 1]n. By (27), we then have

Z(aq + IP ) = ζ(a)Vn(P ),
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for every polytope P ⊂ Rn and every a ≥ 0.
For a general quadratic function

q̃(x) =
1

2
⟨x,Ax⟩+ l(x) + c,

where A ∈ Rn×n is symmetric and positive semidefinite, detA = a ≥ 0, l : Rn → R is a linear
function, and c ∈ R, it follows that

Z(q̃ + IP ) = ζ(a)Vn(P ), (29)

for every polytope P ⊂ Rn, since Z is an equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation.
Throughout the text, q denotes the quadratic function defined in (25), and C = [−1, 1]n

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 ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞))

(see Lemma 20). Next, we establish the existence of a unique simple, τ -upper semicontinuous,
equi-affine and dually epi-translation invariant valuation Z defined on Convlp(Rn) 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 ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)) and u ∈ Convlp(Rn), the
functional

Zζ(u) =

∫
Rn

ζ(detD2 u(x)) dx

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

Zζ(aq + IP ) = ζ(a)Vn(P )

for every a ≥ 0 and every polytope P ⊂ Rn.
By (24), we then obtain the following result.

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

We will use diag(a1, . . . , an) to denote the n× n diagonal matrix with entries

xij =

{
ai, if i = j,

0, if i ̸= j,
i, j = 1, . . . , n.

The properties of Z allow us to conclude that ζ is concave.

Lemma 19. The function ζ given by (28) is concave.

Proof. We begin with the case n = 2 (see the case n = 1 in [6, Lemma 17]). Let 0 ≤ s < a < r
and m ∈ N. Consider the points

pi =

(
t1,−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)
, i = 0, . . . ,m,

for t1, t2 > 0. Note that
p0 = (t1,−t2), pm = (t1, t2),

and pi ∈ [(t1,−t2), (t1, t2)] for every i = 1, . . . ,m − 1. In the two-dimensional case described
above, let R = [−t1, t1]× [−t2, t2] and

qa(x1, x2) = ax21 + x22.
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We approximate the piecewise quadratic function qa+IR by suitable piecewise quadratic functions
as follows. Consider the functions

qsi (x1, x2) = ax21 +
s

a
x22 + 2

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)
x2 −

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)2

,

for every i = 0, . . . ,m− 1. Note that

qsi (pi) = qa(pi), ∇qsi (pi) = ∇qa(pi) and (qsi + IR)(x1, x2) ≤ (qa + IR)(x1, x2) for all (x1, x2) ∈ R2.

Next, we look for functions of the form

qri (x1, x2) = ax21 +
r

a
x22 + hi1x1 + hi2x2 + hi3, i = 1, . . . ,m,

such that {
qri (p̃i−1,i) = qsi−1(p̃i−1,i)

∇qri (p̃i−1,i) = ∇qsi−1(p̃i−1,i)
(30)

for some p̃i−1,i ∈ (pi−1, pi) and with (qsi−1 + IR)(x1, x2) ≤ (qri + IR)(x1, x2) for all (x1, x2) ∈ R2,
and {

qri (p̃i,i) = qsi (p̃i,i)

∇qri (p̃i,i) = ∇qsi (p̃i,i)
(31)

for some p̃i,i ∈ (p̃i−1,i, pi) and with (qsi + IR)(x1, x2) ≤ (qri + IR)(x1, x2) for all (x1, x2) ∈ R2.
For simplicity, write p̃i−1,i = (t1, yi−1,i) and p̃i,i = (t1, yi,i). From the second equation in (30),

we have(
2at2 + hi1, 2

r

a
yi−1,i + hi2

)
=

(
2at2, 2

s

a
yi−1,i + 2

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
(i− 1)

))
,

which implies hi1 = 0 and

yi−1,i =
hi2a

2 (s− r)
+

(
s− a

s− r

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
(i− 1)

)
.

From the second equation in (31), it follows that(
2at2 + hi1, 2

r

a
yi,i + hi2

)
=

(
2at2, 2

s

a
yi,i + 2

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

))
,

which implies

yi,i =
hi2a

2 (s− r)
+

(
s− a

s− r

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)
= yi−1 +

(
s− a

s− r

)
2t2
m
.

Thus,

yi,i − yi−1,i =

(
s− a

s− r

)
2t2
m

(32)

for every i = 1, . . . ,m, i.e., ∥p̃i−1,i − p̃i,i∥ is a constant that does not depend on i.
We now compute the distance between p̃i,i and p̃i,i+1. From the first equations in (30) and

(31), we obtain

(r − s)

a
y2i−1,i +

(
hi2 − 2

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
(i− 1)

))
yi−1,i

+
(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
(i− 1)

)2

+ hi3 = 0,
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and

(r − s)

a
y2i,i +

(
hi2 − 2

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

))
yi,i +

(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)2

+ hi3 = 0.

A straightforward computation yields

hi2

(
s− a

s− r

)
= 2

(s− a)

a

(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))
+ c,

for every i = 1, . . . ,m, where c is a constant that does not depend on i. Consequently,

hi+1
2 − hi2 = 2

(s− a)

a

(
2t2
m

)((
s− r

s− a

)
− 1

)
,

and

yi,i+1 − yi,i = a
hi+1
2 − hi2
2(s− r)

=
2t2
m

(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))
. (33)

Consider the following sequence of functions

um = (qs0 + I[−t1,t1]×[−t2,y0,1]) ∧ (qr1 + I[−t1,t1]×[y0,1,y1,1]) ∧ (qs1 + I[−t1,t1]×[y1,1,y1,2]) ∧ · · · ∧
∧ (qrm + I[−t1,t1]×[ym−1,m,ym,m]) ∧ (qsm + I[−t1,t1]×[ym,m,t2]).

Since yi,i − yi−i,i and yi,i − yi,i−1 do not depend on i, and Z is simple and dually epi-translation
invariant, we have

Z(um) = mZ(qr1 + I[−t1,t1]×[y0,1,y1,1]) +mZ(qs1 + I[−t1,t1]×[y1,1,y1,2])

and this, combined with (27), implies

Z(um) =
m2t1(y1,1 − y0,1)

2t12t2
Z(qr1 + IR) +

m2t1(y1,2 − y1,1)

2t12t2
Z(qs1 + IR)

=
m2t1
2t12t2

(
s− a

s− r

)(
2t2
m

)
Z(qr1 + IR) +

m2t1
2t12t2

(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))(
2t2
m

)
Z(qs1 + IR)

=

(
s− a

s− r

)
Z(qr1 + IR) +

(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))
Z(qs1 + IR). (34)

Note that Z(um) does not depend on m. To complete the proof that ζ is concave in the
planar case, we use the facts that um is τ -convergent to qa + IR as m → ∞, that Z is τ -upper
semicontinuous, and that (34) and (29) hold, so that

ζ(22a)V2(R) = Z(qa + IR)

≥ lim sup
m→∞

Z(um)

= lim sup
m→∞

((
s− a

s− r

)
Z(qr1 + IR) +

(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))
Z(qs1 + IR)

)
= V2(R)

((
s− a

s− r

)
ζ(22r) +

(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))
ζ(22s)

)
.

Setting λ =
s− a

s− r
, since 0 ≤ s < a < r, we have 0 < λ < 1 and

ζ(22λr + 22(1− λ)s) ≥ λ ζ(22r) + (1− λ) ζ(22s).
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Since r and s were arbitrarily chosen, we arrive at

ζ(λr + (1− λ)s) ≥ λ ζ(r) + (1− λ) ζ(s)

for every λ ∈ (0, 1), i.e., ζ is concave.

To prove that ζ is concave for n ≥ 3, we extend the quadratic functions qa, qsi and qri so as to
obtain quadratic functions on Rn: the planar graphs remain unchanged, and in the directions of
the xj-axes, j = 3, . . . , n, we add semi-axes of length tj . Thus,

qa(x) = ⟨x,diag(a, 1, . . . , 1)x⟩,

the quadratic function qsi is given by

qsi (x) = ⟨x,diag(a, a−1s, 1, . . . , 1)x⟩+ 2
(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)
x2

−
(
1− s

a

)(
−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i

)2

,

where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn), and the quadratic function qri is a rotated copy of

q̃ri (x) = ⟨x,diag(a, a−1r, 1, . . . , 1)x⟩.

Now,

pi =

(
t1,−t2 +

(
2t2
m

)
i, 1, . . . , 1

)
,

for every i = 0, . . . ,m, and R = [−t1, t1]× · · · × [−tn, tn]. We have

qsi (pi) = qa(pi), ∇qsi (pi) = ∇qa(pi) and (qsi + IR)(x) ≤ (qa + IR)(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

The epi-graphs of qri + IR are contained in epi(qsi−1 + IR) and in epi(qsi + IR). They coincide with
qsi−1 along the hyperplane x2 = 0, translated by p̃i−1,i, and with qsi along the hyperplane x2 = 0,
translated by p̃i,i. As before, write

p̃i−1,i = (t1, yi−1,1, t3, . . . , tn), p̃i,i = (t1, yi,i, t3, . . . , tn),

and define

um = (qs0 + I[−t1,t1]×[−t2,y0,1]×J) ∧ (qr1 + I[−t1,t1]×[y0,1,y1,1]×J) ∧ (qs1 + I[−t1,t1]×[y1,1,y1,2]×J) ∧ · · · ∧
∧ (qrm + I[−t1,t1]×[ym−1,m,ym,m]×J) ∧ (qsm + I[−t1,t1]×[ym,m,t2]×J),

where J = [−t3, t3]× · · · × [−tn, tn].

As m → ∞, the sequence um is τ -convergent to qa + IR. For the general case, we also have
equations (32) and (33). Therefore, analogously to the two-dimensional case,

ζ(2na)Vn(R) = Z(qa + IR)

≥ lim sup
m→∞

Z(um)

= Vn(R)

((
s− a

s− r

)
ζ(2nr) +

(
1−

(
s− a

s− r

))
ζ(2ns)

)
,

and hence ζ is a concave function.

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

Proof. By Lemma 19, ζ is concave. Note that a
1
n q + IC ∈ Convlp(Rn) is τ -convergent to IC as

a→ 0. By Lemma 18, and using that Z vanishes on indicator functions, we get

0 ≤ lim sup
a→0

ζ(a) = lim sup
a→0

Z(a
1
n q + IC)

Vn(C)
≤ Z(IC)

Vn(C)
= 0.

Consider now the sequence of functions

uk(x) =
〈
x, diag(k2−n, 1, . . . , 1)x

〉
for k ∈ N. Note that uk + I[0,1/k]×[0,1]n−1 is τ -convergent to ⟨·, diag(0, 1, . . . , 1)·⟩ + I{0}×[0,1]n−1 as
k → ∞. Since Z is a τ -upper semicontinuous and simple valuation, we obtain

lim sup
k→∞

Z(uk + I[0,1/k]×[0,1]n−1) = 0.

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

Z(uk + I[0,1/k]×[0,1]n−1) = Z
(
⟨·, diag(k2−n, 1, . . . , 1)·⟩+ I[0,1/k]×[0,1]n−1

)
=
Z (⟨·, diag(k2−n, 1, . . . , 1)·⟩+ IC)

Vn(C)

1

k

=
ζ(k)

k
.

Hence

lim sup
k→∞

ζ(k)

k
= 0.

This concludes the proof.

Since we have already shown that ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)), it remains to prove that ζ 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 ζ ∈ Conc([0,∞)), there exists a unique functional

Z : Convlp(Rn) → R

satisfying the following properties:

(i) Z is τ -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 + IP ) = ζ(a)Vn(P ) for every a ≥ 0 and polytope P , where q(x) = 1
2

∑n
i=1 x

2
i .

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

w(x) =
1

2
⟨x,Ax⟩+ ⟨y, x⟩+ c, x ∈ domw,

for some c ∈ R, y ∈ Rn, and a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix A ∈ Rn×n.
Let P l.q(Rn) denote the family of convex functions of the form

u =

m∧
i=1

wi,
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where each wi is either a piecewise linear-quadratic function or a cylinder function with polytopal
domain. Since ζ 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 ∈ P l.q(Rn). Note that Convp.a(Rn) ⊂ P l.q(Rn) and, since Convp.a(Rn) is dense in
Convlp(Rn) (see Lemma 4), every u ∈ Convlp(Rn) can be approximated by elements of P l.q(Rn).
The τ -upper semicontinuity of Z then implies that for any sequence uk ∈ P l.q(Rn) with uk

τ−→ u,
we have

Z(u) ≥ lim sup
k→∞

Z(uk). (35)

To show that Z is uniquely determined by ζ and thus prove Proposition 21, it suffices to construct,
for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn), a sequence uk ∈ P l.q(Rn) such that equality holds in (35), i.e.,

Z(u) = sup
{
lim sup
k→∞

Z(uk) | uk ∈ P l.q(Rn), uk
τ−→ u

}
. (36)

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

Lemma 22. Let u ∈ Convlp(Rn) and let v be an affine function on Rn. We have

Z(u□ (v + IJ)) = Z(u),

where J ⊂ Rn is a closed line segment.

Proof. We begin by considering line segments J ⊂ Rn in a fixed line L. Since Z is a translation
invariant valuation, Z(u□ (v + IJ)) depends only on the length s = V1(J). Thus, the function
gu : [0,∞) → [0,∞) defined by

gu(s) = Z(u□ (v + IJ)), s = V1(J),

is well-defined. As in the proof of Lemma 16, let J1 and J2 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

(u□ (v + IJ1)) ∧ (u□ (v + IJ2)) = u□ (v + IJ1∪J2)

(u□ (v + IJ1)) ∨ (u□ (v + IJ2)) = u.

Let s1 = V1(J1) and s2 = V1(J2). Since Z is a valuation, it follows that

Z(u□ (v + IJ1∪J2)) + Z(u) = Z(u□ (v + IJ1)) + Z(u□ (v + IJ2)),

which implies

gu(s1 + s2) + gu(0) = gu(s1) + gu(s2)

for every s1, s2 ≥ 0. Hence, gu(s) − gu(0) satisfies Cauchy’s functional equation and depends
upper semicontinuously on s. Therefore, there exists a real-valued function u 7→ Y (u) such that

gu(s) = Y (u) s+ gu(0),

for every s ≥ 0. In particular,

Z(u□ (v + IJ)) = Y (u)V1(J) + Z(u) (37)

holds for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn), every affine function v on Rn, and every closed line segment
J ⊂ 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+

1 and H−
2 , orthogonal to J , such that

u□ (v + IJ) + I(domu+J)∩H+
1 ∩H−

2

is a non-degenerate cylinder function w ∈ Convlp(Rn). Set J1 = J ∩H+
1 and J2 = J ∩H−

2 . Note
that

Z(u□ (v + IJ))

= Z(u□ (v + IJ) + Idom(u□ (v+IJ ))∩H+
1
) + Z(w) + Z(u□ (v + IJ) + Idom(u□ (v+IJ ))∩H−

2
).

Since Z is a simple dually epi-translation invariant valuation that vanishes on cylinder functions,

Z(u□ (v + IJ)) = Z(u□ (v + II1+I2)).

Using this together with (37), we obtain

Y (u)V1(J) = Y (u)V1(J1 + J2) = Y (u) (V1(J1) + V1(J2)),

and, since V1(J) > V1(J1) + V1(J2), it follows that

Y (u) = 0.

Substituting into (37), we conclude that

Z(u□ (v + IJ)) = Z(u)

for every u ∈ Convlp(Rn), and thus the proof is complete.

Let λ, µ > 0 and u ∈ Convlp(Rn). Recall from (9) that

uλ,µ = u□
(λ
2
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

)
. (38)

Let wk
mk

be a sequence of functions satisfying (13), i.e., wk
mk

= ⌊Jk
1 ⌋□ · · · □ ⌊Jk

mk
⌋. Then, by

Lemma 22, we obtain

Z
(
uλ,µ

)
≥ lim sup

k→∞
Z
(
u□λwk

mk

)
= Z(u). (39)

Now suppose, by contradiction, that (36) does not hold for some u ∈ Convlp(Rn), i.e.,

Z(u) > sup
{
lim sup
k→∞

Z(vk) : vk ∈ P l.q(Rn), vk
τ−→ u

}
.

Then, by Theorem 8, there exist ρ > 0 and µ̃ > 0 such that

Z(u) > lim sup
k→∞

Z(vk) + ρ Vn(domu) (40)

for every sequence vk ∈ P l.q(Rn) whose Lipschitz constants in int(dom vk) are uniformly bounded
by some L > 0, and such that vk converges uniformly to u on every compact set C that does not
contain boundary points of domu and also does not contain boundary points of domuλ,µ for
µ ≤ µ̃.

Let vk,µ ∈ P l.q(Rn) be such that vk,µ
τ−→ uλ,µ as k → ∞. Then the Lipschitz constants of vk,µ

are uniformly bounded and vk,µ epi-converges to uλ,µ as k → ∞. By Theorem 8, vk,µ converges
uniformly to uλ,µ on every compact set that does not contain boundary points of domuλ,µ. In
particular, let D be a compact set such that does not contain boundary points of domuλ,µ and
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also does not contain boundary points of domu. Since uλ,µ epi-converges to u as µ → 0 and D
does not contain boundary points of domu, Theorem 8 implies that for every ε > 0 there exists
δ > 0 such that

|u(x)− uλ,µ(x)| <
ε

2

for all µ ≤ δ and x ∈ D. Similarly, since vk,µ converges uniformly to uλ,µ on D, there exists k0 > 0
such that

|uλ,µ(x)− vk,µ(x)| <
ε

2

for all k ≥ k0 and x ∈ D. Taking µ ≤ min{δ, µ̃} and k ≥ k0, we obtain

|u(x)− vk,µ(x)| ≤ |u(x)− uλ,µ(x)|+ |uλ,µ(x)− vk,µ(x)| < ε

for all x ∈ D. Thus, vk,µ converges uniformly to u on every compact set D that does not contain
boundary points of domuλ,µ and also does not contain boundary points of domu for µ ≤ µ̃. Then,
by (39) and (40), we have

Z (uλ,µ) > lim sup
k→∞

Z(vk,µ) + ρ Vn(domu)

for every vk,µ ∈ P l.q(Rn) with vk,µ
τ−→ uλ,µ as k → ∞, provided that µ is sufficiently small. Since

Vn depends continuously on the domain and domuλ,µ = domu+ µC, it follows that

Z (uλ,µ) > lim sup
k→∞

Z(vk,µ) +
ρ

2
Vn(domuλ,µ)

for sufficiently small µ and every vk,µ ∈ P l.q(Rn) with vk,µ
τ−→ uλ,µ as k → ∞. This shows that if

(36) fails for some u ∈ Convlp(Rn), then it also fails for uλ,µ for sufficiently small µ > 0.
Thus, by proving the following proposition, we complete the proof of Propositon 21, and

hence of Proposition 17.

Proposition 23. For every u ∈ Convlp(Rn) and λ, µ > 0, we have

Z(uλ,µ) = sup
{
lim sup
k→∞

Z(vk) | vk ∈ P l.q(Rn), vk
τ−→ uλ,µ

}
.

For simplicity, we denote by u a function of the form

u = ũ □
λ

2
(∥ · ∥2 + IµC),

for some λ, µ > 0 and ũ ∈ Convlp(Rn). Let li and lc be piecewise affine functions on Convlp(Rn)
such that

lc(x) < u(x) < li(x) (41)

for all x ∈ Rn. We will show that for every choice of such u, li, lc, and every ρ > 0, one can
construct a function v ∈ P l.q(Rn) satisfying

dom li ⊂ dom v ⊂ dom lc

and

Z(u) ≤ Z(v) + ρ Vn(domu) and lc(x) ≤ v(x) ≤ li(x) for all x ∈ Rn. (42)

This shows that for any given u, there exists v ∈ P l.q(Rn) 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 ρ > 0.

We note that the arguments leading to the construction of v are somewhat involved and
require several technical steps. Let N ⊂ domu denote the set of interior points where u is twice
differentiable. By Aleksandrov’s theorem [1], we have Vn(N) = Vn(domu). We now proceed to
establish the preliminary results needed for the construction.
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Proposition 24. Let u ∈ Convlp(Rn), let x0 ∈ N be such that detD2 u(x0) > 0, let ρ > 0, and let
li, lc be the functions satisfying (41). Then there exist r(x0) > 0, polytopes Pr(x0) containing x0 in
its interior, and functions vx0

r ∈ P l.q(Rn) such that

Z(u+ IPr(x0)) ≤ Z(vx0
r + IPr(x0)) +

ρ

2
Vn(Pr(x0)) (43)

and

lc(x) ≤ vx0
r (x) ≤ li(x) (44)

for all x ∈ Rn and 0 < r ≤ r(x0). Moreover, for 0 < r ≤ r(x0), the function vx0
r can be chosen so

such that u and vx0
r share a common supporting hyperplane at x0, and

{x ∈ Rn | vx0
r (x) ≥ u(x)} ⊂ Pr(x0), (45)

while the polytopes Pr(x0) satisfy

diam(Pr(x0))
n = n

n
2 Vn(Pr(x0)). (46)

To prove Proposition 24, we compare u in a neighborhood of x0 relative to domu, with
a suitable restriction of the quadratic function vx0

r + IPr(x0) that shares a common tangent
hyperplane with u at x0. We then show that Z(vx0

r + IPr(x0)) is nearly as large as Z(u + IPr(x0)).
However, if x0 ∈ N is a point where detD2 u(x0) = 0, we instead compare u with piecewise affine
functions.

Proposition 25. Let u ∈ Convlp(Rn), let x0 ∈ N be such that detD2 u(x0) = 0, let ρ > 0, and let
li, lc be the functions satisfying (41). Then there exist r(x0) > 0 and polytopes Pr(x0) containing x0
in its interior such that

Z(u+ IPr(x0)) ≤
ρ

2
Vn(Pr(x0)) (47)

and

lc(x) ≤ vx0
r (x) ≤ li(x) (48)

for all x ∈ Rn and 0 < r ≤ r(x0), where

vx0
r = lx0 ∨ lc, (49)

and lx0 is the affine function defining the tangent hyperplane to u at x0, coinciding with u at x0.
Moreover, for 0 < r ≤ r(x0), the polytopes Pr(x0) satisfy

diam(Pr(x0))
n = n

n
2 Vn(Pr(x0)). (50)

The following proposition establishes an “absolute continuity” property of Z. This relies on
the fact that u = ũ□ λ

2 (∥ · ∥
2 + IµC) for some ũ ∈ Convlp(Rn) and λ, µ > 0, which implies that u

satisfies the property stated in Lemma 9.

Proposition 26. Let u = ũ□ λ
2

(
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

)
, where ũ ∈ Convlp(Rn), λ > 0, and 0 < µ < 1. There

is a constant cλ,µ, depending on the dimension n and on λ, µ, such that

Z(u+ Idomu∩P ) ≤ cλ,µ Vn(domu ∩ P )

for every polytope P ⊂ Rn.

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 x0 ∈ N be a point such that detD2 u(x0) > 0 and let ρ > 0. Because of the equi-affine and
vertical translation invariance of Z, we may assume without loss of generality that

x0 = 0, u(0) = 0, ∇u(0) = 0, D2 u(0) = λ diag(1, . . . , 1),

so that all eigenvalues of D2 u(0) are equal to λ > 0. Let t ∈ (0, 1). Consider quadratic functions
qiu,t and qcu,t defined by

qiu,t(x) = (1 + t)λ q(x), qcu,t = (1− t)λ q(x),

where q is given by (25). Then

qiu,t(x0) = u(x0) = qcx0,t(x0),

and both qiu,t and qcu,t share the same tangent hyperplane as u at x0. In a sufficiently small
neighborhood V (x0) of x0, we have

(qcu,t + IV (x0))(x) ≤ (u+ IV (x0))(x) ≤ (qiu,t + IV (x0))(x).

For simplicity of notation, we denote qiu,t by qu.
Let t > 0 be sufficiently small such that, if ζ ̸≡ 0, we have

4
√
t < 1−max

{
0,

(
1− ρ

4ζ(2nλn)

)}1/n

(51)

and

2
√
t <

(
1 +

ρ

4ζ(2nλn)

)1/n

− 1. (52)

Note that ρ > 0 is fixed and does not depend on x0, and that, by (51), 0 < t < 1
16 .

Recall that C = [−1, 1]n. Moreover,

diam(C)n = n
n
2 Vn(C). (53)

Note that for r > 0 sufficiently small the polytope rC is contained in domu and, by
construction,

(qcu,t + IrC)(x) ≤ (u+ IrC)(x) ≤ (qu + IrC)(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

We aim to show that Z(qu + IrC) is nearly as large as Z(u + IrC) for sufficiently small r > 0.
Consider the convex hull

conv(epi(u+ IrC) ∪ epi(qu + IC)).

By (11), there exists a function in Convlp(Rn) corresponding to this convex hull, which we will
denote by

conv(u+ IrC , qu + IC),

and which differs from qu+IC only near x0. We will construct a convex function wr using the part
of conv(u+IrC , qu+IC), where it does not coincide with qu+IC , in such a way that wr

τ−→ qu+IC
as r → 0. Then, by the τ -upper semicontinuity of Z, for sufficiently small r > 0, Z(wr) is close
to Z(qu + IC), and the construction ensures that Z(u + IrC) is also close to Z(qu + IrC). Finally,
we will define vx0

r ∈ P l.q(Rn) by taking (qu + IrC)(x) for x ∈ rC and using affine and cylinder
functions for x /∈ rC. Having described the plan, we now proceed with the construction of wr.

Throughout the text, we will use the notation [p1, p2] to denote the closed line segment with
endpoints p1 and p2.
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Lemma 27. Under the above hypotheses,

Z(u+ IrC) ≤ Z(qu + IrC) +
ρ

4
Vn(rC)

for all sufficiently small r > 0.

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

Z(u+ IrC) > Z(qu + IrC) +
ρ

4
Vn(rC). (54)

Claim 1. For 0 < r < 1, define

Gr = {y ∈ Rn | conv(u+ IrC , qu + IC)(y) ̸= (qu + IC)(y)}.

Then

Gr ⊂ (1 + 2
√
t) rC. (55)

Proof: Let p1 = (y, yn+1), yn+1 ̸= qu(y), and p2 = (ȳ, qu(ȳ)) such that the segment [p1, p2] lies
in the tangent hyperplane to qu at ȳ. Write ȳ = (ȳ1, . . . , ȳn) and y = (y1, . . . , yn). Then

yn+1 − (ȳ21 + · · ·+ ȳ2n) = 2⟨(ȳ1, . . . , ȳn), (y1 − ȳ1, . . . , yn − ȳn)⟩,

which implies

∥y − ȳ∥22 = ∥y∥22 − yn+1,

and for yn+1 = qcu,t(y),

∥y − ȳ∥ =
√
t∥y∥2 =

√
t∥y∥. (56)

Hence, we have the inclusion

{
conv(qcu,t(y) + I{(y,qcu,t(y))}, qu + IC) ̸= qu + IC

}
⊂ y +

√
t√
n
∥y∥C. (57)

Since qcu,t(y) ≤ (u+ IrC)(y), combining (56) and (57) yields{
conv((u+ IrC)(y) + I{(y,(u+IrC)(y)}, qu + IC) ̸= qu + IC

}
⊂ y +

√
t(1 + 2

√
t) rC

for every y ∈ rC. Moreover, since y ∈ rC and by (51) we have t < 1
16 , this completes the proof

of the claim.

Note that this claim states that conv(u + IrC , qu + IC) differs from qu + IC only in a small
neighborhood of x0 when r > 0 is sufficiently small.

Let mr be the maximal number of points y1, . . . , ymr ∈ C for which the translates

yi + (1 + 2
√
t)r C (58)

are pairwise disjoint and contained in C. In particular,

mr ≤
Vn(C)

Vn
(
(1 + 2

√
t)rC

) .
Then

mrVn((1 + 2
√
t)r C) → Vn(C) as r → 0. (59)
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Let z ∈ Rn and consider a quadratic function

q̄(x) =
n∑

i=1

γix
2
i +

n∑
i=1

βixi + α,

where γi ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, βi ∈ R, and α ∈ R. Define the function ϕ : Rn × R → Rn × R by

ϕ(x, y) = (z + x, y +

n∑
i=1

γiz
2
i +

n∑
i=1

βizi + 2

n∑
i=1

γizixi) = (z + x, y + ℓz(x)), (60)

where

ℓz(x) = 2
n∑

i=1

γizixi +
n∑

i=1

γiz
2
i +

n∑
i=1

βizi (61)

is affine in x. Note that ϕ(x, q̄(x)) = (z + x, q̄(z + x)) defines a C1 map.
For each i = 1, . . . ,mr, define

gi(x+ yi) = (u+ IrC +ℓyi)(x),

where ℓyi is the affine function associated with yi and qu, as in (61). Next, define

wr = conv(g1, . . . , gmr , qu + IC),

where the convex hull is taken in terms of the epi-graphs, i.e.,

epi(wr) = conv
(
epi(g1) ∪ · · · ∪ epi(gmr) ∪ epi(qu + IC)

)
.

By construction,
wr

τ−→ qu + IC

as r → 0, and due to (55) and (58),

wr(x+ yi) ≤ (u+ IrC +ℓyi)(x) (62)

for i = 1, . . . ,mr, x ∈ Rn, and sufficiently small r > 0.
Next, we dissect

C \
mr⋃
i=1

(
yi + rC

)
into polytopes P1, . . . , Pkr whose interiors are disjoint from each yi+ rC, i = 1, . . . ,mr. It follows
from (62) that the intersections (yi + rC) ∩ (yj + rC) are empty for i ̸= j.

Since Z is a simple, non-negative, τ -upper semicontinuous, and dually epi-translation
invariant valuation, we have ζ((1 + t)nλn) ≥ 0. Using formulas (27), (29), and by (54), (55), we
obtain, for every η > 0,

Z(wr) =

mr∑
i=1

Z(u+ IrC +ψyi) +

kr∑
j=1

Z(wr + IPj )

≥ mrZ(u+ IrC) +
Z(qu + IC)

Vn(C)
(Vn(C)−mrVn((1 + 2

√
t) rC))

≥ Z(qu + IC) +mr

(
Z(qu + IrC) +

ρ

4
Vn(rC)

)
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)mr(1 + 2

√
t)nVn(rC)

≥ Z(qu + IC) +mrVn(rC)
(ρ
4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1 + 2

√
t)n + ζ((1 + t)nλn)

)
.
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By (55), we have mrVn(rC) ≤ mrVn(Gr), and from (59) it follows that

mrVn(rC) = mrVn(rC) →
Vn(C)

(1 + 2
√
t)n

as r → 0. Moreover, by (52),

2
√
t <

(
1 +

ρ

4ζ(2nλn)

)1/n

− 1,

which immediately gives

ρ

4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1 + 2

√
t)n + ζ((1 + t)nλn) > 0,

because t < 1 and ζ is non-decreasing. Since Z is τ -upper semicontinuous and wr is τ -convergent
to qu + IC as r → 0, we obtain

Z(qu + IC) ≥ lim sup
r→0

Z(wr)

≥ Z(qu + IC) + lim sup
r→0

mrVn(rC)
(ρ
4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1 + 2

√
t)n + ζ((1 + t)nλn)

)
≥ Z(qu + IC) +

Vn(C)

(1 + 2
√
t)n

(ρ
4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1 + 2

√
t)n + ζ((1 + t)nλn)

)
,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that

Z(u+ IrC) ≤ Z(qu + IrC) +
ρ

4
Vn(rC) (63)

holds for sufficiently small r > 0.

The goal is now to construct, for small r > 0, a function vr ∈ P l.q(Rn) that coincides with
qu + IrC 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 vr ∈ P
l.q
(Rn) such that

(u+ IrC)(x) ≤ (vr + IrC)(x) ≤ (qu + IrC)(x)

and

Z(u+ IrC) ≤ Z(vr + IrC) +
ρ

2
Vn(rC). (64)

Proof. We first prove that the tangential extension of qu + I(1−4
√
t) rC (see (4)) coincides with u

on a subset of rC.

Claim 2. For every r, 0 < r < 1, define

Gr = {y ∈ Rn | (qu ∔ I(1−4
√
t)rC)(y) = u(y)}.

Then

Gr ⊂ rC.
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Proof: We proceed as in Claim 1 in Lemma 27. Let ȳ ∈ bd((1 − 4
√
t) rC), and let y ∈ domu

be such that the segment [(y, u(y)), (ȳ, qu(ȳ))] lies in the tangent hyperplane to qu at ȳ. Then by
(56),

∥y − ȳ∥ ≤
√
t∥y∥.

By assumption, ∥ȳ∥ ≤ (1− 4
√
t)r

√
n, and the triangle inequality gives

∥y∥ ≤ ∥y − ȳ∥+ ∥ȳ∥ ≤
√
t∥y∥+ (1− 4

√
t)r

√
n.

Rearranging, we obtain

∥y∥ ≤ (1− 4
√
t)r

√
n

1−
√
t

,

and consequently

y ∈ ȳ +
√
t
1− 4

√
t

1−
√
t

√
n
1 + 2

√
t√

n
rC.

Recalling that ȳ ∈ (1 − 4
√
t) rC, and using the fact that 8t − 2

√
t + 3 > 0 for all t ≥ 0, this

completes the proof of the claim.

Now define

vr = (qu ∔ I(1−4
√
t) rC) ∨ l

c, (65)

where lc is the piecewise affine function chosen in (41). Note that vr ∈ P l.q(Rn) and since
Z vanishes on cylinder functions, is dually epi-translation invariant and vanishes on indicator
functions of polytopes,

Z(vr) = Z(qu + I(1−4
√
t) rC). (66)

By (63), (27), (28) and using that Z is a simple valuation, we get

Z(u+ IrC) ≤ Z(qu + IrC) +
ρ

4
Vn(rC)

= Z(qu + I(1−4
√
t) rC)

Vn(rC)

Vn((1− 4
√
t) rC)

+
ρ

4
Vn(rC)

= Z(qu + I(1−4
√
t) rC) +

ρ

2
Vn(rC)

+ Vn(rC)
(
ζ((1 + t)nλn)− ρ

4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1− 4

√
t)n
)
. (67)

By (51), if ρ < 4ζ(2nλn), we have

4
√
t < 1−

(
1− ρ

4ζ(2nλn)

)1/n

,

which together with t < 1
16 implies that

ζ((1 + t)nλn)− ρ

4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1− 4

√
t)n < 0. (68)

On the other hand, if ρ ≥ 4ζ(2nλn), then 1− 4
√
t > 0, which again implies

ζ((1 + t)nλn)− ρ

4
− ζ((1 + t)nλn)(1− 4

√
t)n < 0. (69)

Combining (66), (67), (68), and (69), we obtain

Z(u+ IrC) ≤ Z(vr) +
ρ

2
Vn(rC),

as desired.

30



To complete the proof of Proposition 24, let r > 0 be sufficiently small and define

Pr(x0) = rC and vx0
r = vr. (70)

Note that vx0
r ∈ P l.q(Rn), and

Z(u+ IPr(x0)) ≤ Z(vx0
r + IPr(x0)) +

ρ

2
Vn(Pr(x0)).

Furthermore, by (65) and (70), and for r > 0 chosen sufficiently small, we have

lc(x) ≤ vx0
r (x) ≤ li(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

By (53), it follows that

diam(Pr(x0))
n = n

n
2 Vn(Pr(x0)).

Therefore, there exists r(x0) > 0 such that (43), (44), (45), and (46) hold for all 0 < r ≤ r(x0).

4.2 Proof of Proposition 25

Let x0 ∈ N be a point such that detD2 u(x0) = 0 and ρ > 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

x0 = 0, u(0) = 0, ∇u(0) = 0. (71)

Since u is twice differentiable at x0, by Taylor’s expansion we can write, for x near x0,

u(x) =
1

2
⟨Ax, x⟩+ o(∥x∥2),

where A is a positive semidefinite matrix and o(∥x∥2)
∥x∥2 → 0 as ∥x∥ → 0. Since A is

symmetric and positive semidefinite, there exist an orthogonal matrix U and a diagonal matrix
D = diag(λ1, . . . , λn) with λi ≥ 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n, such that A = UDU−1, and this implies
that

⟨Ax, x⟩ = ⟨Dx, x⟩ =
n∑

i=1

λix
2.

Since detA = 0, we have detD = 0, which means that there exists k ≥ 1 such that, without loss
of generality, λ1 = · · · = λk = 0 and λk+1, . . . , λn > 0. Consequently, there is an equi-affine map
φ such that

λ1(u ◦ φ−1(φ(x0))) = · · · = λk(u ◦ φ−1(φ(x0))) = 0

and
λk+1(u ◦ φ−1(φ(x0))) = · · · = λn(u ◦ φ−1(φ(x0))) = 1.

Therefore, without loss of generality, due to the SLn(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)n = n
n
2 Vn(C). (72)

Next, consider the quadratic function

qt(x) =
1

2

k∑
i=1

tx2i +
1

2

n∑
j=k+1

(1 + t)x2j
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for t > 0. Since Z is non-negative, simple, and τ -upper semicontinuous, and since qt is τ -
convergent to 1

2

∑n
j=k+1 x

2
j as t→ 0, we obtain

lim sup
t→0

Z(qt + IC) = 0.

Hence, for sufficiently small t,

Z(qt + IC) ≤
ρ Vn(C)

4(4n)n
. (73)

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

Lemma 29. For r > 0 sufficiently small,

Z(u+ IrC) ≤
ρ

2
Vn(rC).

Proof. Consider the quadratic function

q̄t(x) =
t

2

k∑
i=1

x2i +
(1 + t)

2

n∑
j=k+1

x2j .

Claim. There exists r1 > 0 such that for 0 < r ≤ r1, {u+ IrC = q̄t} = {x0}. Define

Gr = {y ∈ Rn | conv(u+ IrC , q̄t + IC)(y) ̸= (q̄t + IC)(y)}.

Then
Gr ⊂ 4nrC.

Proof: First, note that

t

4

k∑
i=1

x2i +
1

2

n∑
j=k+1

x2j ≤ qt(x) ≤
3t

2

k∑
i=1

x2i +
(1 + t n)

2

n∑
j=k+1

x2j . (74)

Let (y, 0) be a point in Rn = H(x0, (q̄t + IC)(x0)), the hyperplane tangent to q̄t at x0. Denote
by

dist((y, 0), epi(q̄t + IC)) = inf
{
∥(y, 0)− (x, (q̄t + IC)(x))∥ : x ∈ C

}
the distance from (y, 0) to the epi-graph of q̄t + IC . Since q̄t is convex,

dist((y, 0), epi(q̄t + IC)) ≥ dist((y, 0), H(y, q̄t(y))).

As the angle between Rn and H(y, q̄t(y)) tends to 0 as ∥y∥ → 0, it follows that

dist((y, 0), H(y, q̄t(y))) ≥
1

2
q̄t(y)

for ∥y∥ sufficiently small. Hence,

dist((y, 0), H(y, q̄t(y))) ≥
t

8

k∑
i=1

y2i +
1

4

n∑
j=k+1

y2j ≥ t

8
∥y∥2 (75)

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

u(x) =
1

2

n∑
j=k+1

x2j + o(∥x∥2),

where o(∥x∥2)
∥x∥2 → 0 as ∥x∥ → 0. By convexity of u, there exists r1 > 0 such that

u(x) ≥ (1− t)

2

n∑
j=k+1

x2j (76)

for ∥x∥ ≤ r1.
As in the proof of Claim 1 in Lemma 27, let y ∈ rC and let (ȳ, q̄t(ȳ)) be such that

[(y, (u + IrC)(y)), (ȳ, q̄t(ȳ))] lies in the hyperplane tangent to q̄t at ȳ. By (74), (76), and the
inequality dist((y, (u+ IrC)(y)), epi(q̄t + IC)) ≤ q̄t(y)− (u+ IrC)(y), we obtain

dist((y, (u+ IrC)(y)), epi(q̄t + IC)) ≤
3t

2

k∑
i=1

y2i +

(
(1 + t n)

2
− (1− t)

2

) n∑
j=k+1

y2j

≤ (n+ 1) t

2
∥y∥2. (77)

Since [(y, (u + IrC)(y)), (ȳ, q̄t(ȳ))] is tangent to q̄t at ȳ, we can apply (75) to ȳ instead of x0, and
obtain

dist((y, (u+ IrC)(y)), epi(q̄t + IC)) ≥
t

8
∥y − ȳ∥2. (78)

Combining (77) and (78) with y ∈ rC, we deduce

∥y − ȳ∥2 ≤ 8

t
dist((y, (u+ IrC)(y)), epi(q̄t + IC)) ≤ 4(n+ 1)nr2.

By the previous inequality, we deduce that

ȳ ∈ y + 4
√
n+ 1rC ⊂ rC + 4

√
n+ 1rC = (1 + 4

√
n+ 1) rC ⊂ 4nrC.

This completes the proof of the claim.
Let mr be the maximal number of points y1, . . . , ymr ∈ C such that the sets yi + 8nr C,

i = 1, . . . ,mr, form part of a partition of C. As before, we define

gi(x+ yi) = (u+ IrC +ℓyi)(x),

and
wr = conv(g1, . . . , gmr , q̄t + IC),

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

wr
τ−→ q̄t + IC as r → 0.

Moreover,

mr ≤
Vn(C)

Vn(8nr C)

and
wr(x+ yi) ≤ (u+ IrC +ℓyi)(x)

for i = 1, . . . ,mr, x ∈ Rn, and r > 0 sufficiently small. By construction, the intersection of yi+rC
and yj + 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) ≥ mrZ(u+ IrC),

and using that Z is τ -upper semicontinuous, we then obtain

Z(q̄t + IC) ≥ lim sup
r→0

Z(wr)

≥ lim sup
r→0

Vn(C)

Vn(8nr C)
Z(u+ IrC).

Thus, for every η > 0,
Vn(C)

Vn(8nr C)
Z(u+ IrC) ≤ Z(q̄t + IC) + η,

that is,

Z(u+ IrC) ≤
Vn(8nr C)

Vn(C)
(Z(q̄t + IC) + η)

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

Z(u+ IrC) ≤
Vn(8nr C)

Vn(C)

(
ρ Vn(C)

4(4n)n
+ η

)
≤ ρ

4
Vn(rC) +

η Vn(8nrC)

Vn(C)

= Vn(rC)

(
ρ

4
+
η (8n)n

Vn(C)

)
.

Choosing η =
ρ Vn(C)

4(8n)n
, we obtain

Z(u+ IrC) ≤
ρ

2
Vn(rC) (79)

for r > 0 sufficiently small.

To conclude the proof, let r > 0 be sufficiently small and set

Pr(x0) = rC.

Consider the following element of P l.q(Rn)

vx0
r = lx0 ∨ lc,

where lx0 is the affine function parametrizing the tangent hyperplane to u at x0 and coinciding
with u at this point, while lc is the function chosen in (41). Clearly,

lc(x) ≤ vx0
r (x) ≤ li(x)

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

Z(u+ IPr(x0)) ≤
ρ

2
Vn(Pr(x0)),

for all sufficiently small r > 0. Moreover, by (72),

diam(Pr(x0))
n = n

n
2 Vn(Pr(x0)).

Hence, there exists r(x0) > 0 such that (47), (48), (49), and (50) hold for every 0 < r ≤ r(x0).
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4.3 Proof of Proposition 26

Let
u = ũ□

λ

2

(
∥ · ∥2 + IµC

)
, ũ ∈ Convlp(Rn), λ > 0, 1 > µ > 0.

By Lemma 9, there exists y0 ∈ dom ũ such that the quadratic function

qx0(x) = ũ(y0) +
λ

2
∥x− y0∥2

has the property that its graph touches the graph of u, restricted to domu, at the point (x0, u(x0))
with x0 ∈ domu. Moreover, qx0(x) ≥ u(x) for all x ∈ y0 + µC, and also x0 ∈ y0 + µC. This
implies that there exists a cube rC with sufficiently small 0 < r < µ and a point pr ∈ int(domu)
such that x0 ∈ pr + rC ⊂ y0 + µC and the epi-graph of qx0 + Idomu∩ (pr+rC) is contained in the
epi-graph of u. If x0 ∈ int(domu), we may simply take pr = x0. Otherwise, if x0 ∈ bd domu,
then x0 ∈ bd(pr + rC). This second condition holds because x0 ∈ y0+µC and y0 ∈ dom ũ, which
for x0 ∈ bddomu implies that x0 ∈ bd(y0 + µC).

Let τy0(x) = x− y0 for x ∈ Rn. Note that

qλ(x) = qx0 ◦ τ−1
y0 (x)− ũ(y0) =

λ

2

n∑
i=1

x2i .

Moreover, y0 + µC ⊂ y0 + C, which implies τy0(x0) ∈ τy0(pr + rC) ⊂ τy0(y0 + C) = C. Without
loss of generality, we may assume ũ(y0) = 0.

Arguing similarly to Claim 1 of Lemma 27, we show that the function

conv
(
u ◦ τ−1

y0 + Iτy0 (domu∩ (pr+r C)), qλ + IC
)

coincides with qλ + IC outside a small neighborhood of τy0(x0). Set

vr = u ◦ τ−1
y0 + Iτy0 (domu∩ (pr+r C)), r > 0.

Claim. For r > 0 sufficiently small, define

Gr =
{
y ∈ Rn | conv

(
vr, qλ + IC

)
(y) ̸= (qλ + IC)(y)

}
.

Then
Gr ⊂ pr + τy0(3

√
n r C).

Proof: Let y ∈ τy0(domu ∩ (pr + r C)) and let (ȳ, qλ(ȳ)) be such that [(ȳ, qλ(ȳ)), (y, vr(y))] is
tangent to qλ at ȳ. This implies

2

λ
vr(y) + ∥ȳ∥2 − 2⟨ȳ, y⟩ = 0

and

∥y − ȳ∥ =

√
∥y∥2 − 2

λ
vr(y).

Moreover, since (y, vr(y)) lies between the affine function associated with a subgradient of vr at
τy0(x0) (which agrees with the gradient of qλ at τy0(x0)) and the epi-graph of qλ, we have

dist((y, vr(y)), epi(qλ)) ≤ dist({y} × R ∩H(τy0(x0), vr(τy0(x0))), (y, qλ(y))) ≤
λ

2
∥y − τy0(x0)∥2.

Thus,

∥y − ȳ∥ ≤
√

∥y∥2 − 2

λ
vr(y) ≤

√
∥y∥2 − 2

λ

(
λ

2
∥y∥2 − λ

2
∥y − τy0(x0)∥2

)
= ∥y − τy0(x0)∥.
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We conclude that

Gr ⊂ y + 2
√
nrC ⊂ pr + τy0(rC) + 2

√
n rC ⊂ pr + τy0(3

√
n rC).

We now construct convex functions wr that are τ -convergent to qλ + IC . Let mr be the
maximum number of points y1, . . . , ymr ∈ C such that the sets

yi + (pr + τy0(3
√
n rC)) ∩ C, i = 1, . . . ,mr, (80)

form part of a partition of C. Consider the affine functions ℓy1 , . . . , ℓymr
, given by (61), associated

to yi and qλ, respectively. Define

gi(y + yi) = (vr + ℓyi)(y),

and

wr = conv
(
g1 + I(−y1+τy0 (domu∩ (pr+r C)), . . . , gmr + I(−ymr+τy0 (domu∩ (pr+r C)), qλ + IC

)
.

Then wr
τ−→ qλ + IC as r → 0. Since Z is a τ -upper semicontinuous valuation, this implies that

Z(qλ + IC) ≥
1

2
Z(wr) (81)

for 0 < r ≤ r1(λ) with some suitable r1(λ) > 0.

By (80) and the Claim, we also have

wr(y + yi) ≤ (vr + ℓyi)(y),

for i = 1, . . . ,mr and all y ∈ Rn. Therefore, the intersection of −yi + τy0((pr + r C) ∩ domu)
and −yj + τy0((pr + r C) ∩ 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(wr) ≥
mr∑
i=1

Z
(
vr + ℓyi

)
= mr Z

(
vr
)
.

It follows from this and (81) that

Z
(
vr
)
≤ 2

mr
Z(qλ + IC).

Since mrVn((pr + τy0(3
√
nr C)) ∩ C) → Vn(C) as r → 0, there exists r2 > 0 such that

mrVn(3
√
nr C) ≥ mrVn((pr + τy0(3

√
nr C)) ∩ C) ≥ 1

2
Vn(C) (82)

for 0 < r ≤ r2. Hence,

Z
(
vr
)
≤ 4(3r)n(

√
n)nZ(qλ + IC). (83)

Recall that domu = Q+ µC, where Q = dom ũ ∈ Pn and µ > 0. Then

domu ∩ (pr + r C) = (Q+ µC) ∩ (pr + r C).

Moreover, there are z1 ∈ Q and z2 ∈ C such that pr = z1 + µz2, which implies

(z1 + µC) ∩ (z1 + µz2 + r C) ⊂ (Q+ µC) ∩ (z1 + µz2 + r C),
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and consequently,

Vn(domu ∩ (pr + r C)) ≥ Vn((z1 + µC) ∩ (z1 + µz2 + r C))

= Vn(µC ∩ (µz2 + r C))

≥ rn

2n
(84)

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

Z(u+ Idomu∩ (pr+rC)) = Z
(
vr
)
≤ 23n+2(

√
n)nZ(qλ + IC)Vn(domu ∩ (p0 + r C)) (85)

for 0 < r < min {r1(λ), r2, r3(µ)}.
Let x0 ∈ domu and let 0 < r < min {r1(λ), r2, r3(µ)} be such that (85) holds. For each k ∈ N

define
vr,k = u ◦ τ−1

y0 + Iτy0 (domu∩ (pr+(1+ 1
k
)r C)) .

By construction vr,k is τ -convergent to vr as k → ∞. Since Z is τ -upper semicontinuous we obtain

lim sup
k→∞

Z(vr,k) ≤ Z(vr).

Hence, for any fixed ε > 0 there exists k0 such that for all k ≥ k0,

Z(vr,k) ≤ Z(vr) + ε.

Combining this with the estimate previously obtained for Z(vr) yields that for k large enough

Z(u+ Idomu∩ (pr+(1+ 1
k
)r C)) = Z(vr,k)

≤ Z(vr) + 23n+2(
√
n)nZ(qλ + IC)Vn(domu ∩ (pr + r C))

≤ 23(n+1)(
√
n)nZ(qλ + IC)Vn(domu ∩ (pr + (1 + 1

k )r C)). (86)

Note that x0 ∈ domu is an interior point of pr + (1 + 1
k )r C, since the cube has been strictly

enlarged from r to (1 + 1
k )r.

For an arbitrary polytope P , let U be an open set such that

domu ∩ P ⊂ U, (87)

and

Vn(U) ≤ 2Vn(domu ∩ P ). (88)

Let C be the family of closed cubes C̄ = C̄(x, r̄) with center x ∈ int(domu) ∩ P and side
length 2r̄, where r̄ =

(
1 + 1

kx

)
r and 0 < r < 1

(1+2
√
n)

min {r1(λ), r2, r3(µ)} for some kx ∈ N such

that (86) holds, and such that domu ∩ C̄ ⊂ U . Then the interiors of the cubes C̄ with C̄ ∈ C
form an open cover of domu ∩ 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 xr +

(
1 + 1

k

)
rC. Since

domu ∩ P is compact, we can select a finite subcover, denoted by L ⊂ C. By a standard
argument known as Vitali’s Lemma (cf. [20, Lemma 1.9]), we may choose pairwise disjoint cubes
C̄(x1, r̄1), . . . , C̄(xm, r̄m) from C such that

domu ∩ P ⊂ D =

m⋃
i=1

C̄
(
xi, (1 + 2

√
n) r̄i

)
.
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Since Z is non-negative,

Z
(
u+ Idomu∩D

)
≤

m∑
i=1

Z
(
u+ Idomu∩ C̄(xi,(1+2

√
n) r̄i)

)
, (89)

and by (86), it follows that

Z
(
u+ Idomu∩D

)
≤ 23(n+1)(

√
n)n(1 + 2

√
n)n Z(qλ + IC)

m∑
i=1

Vn(r̄iC)

= 25n+4(
√
n)n(1 + 2

√
n)n Z(qλ + IC)

m∑
i=1

1

2

( r̄i
2

)n
.

Since the cubes C̄(xi, r̄i) are pairwise disjoint, we obtain by (84) that

m∑
i=1

1

2

( r̄i
2

)n
≤ 1

2

m∑
i=1

Vn(domu ∩ C̄(xi, r̄i)).

and by (87) and (88) that

1

2

m∑
i=1

Vn(domu ∩ C̄(xi, r̄i)) ≤
1

2
Vn(U) ≤ Vn(domu ∩ P ),

Finally, recalling that domu ∩ P ⊂ 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 ∈ P l.q(Rn) satisfying

Z(u) ≤ Z(v) + ρ Vn(domu)

and
lc(x) ≤ v(x) ≤ li(x) for all x ∈ Rn.

As before, let N be the set of points in int(domu) where u is twice differentiable, and let L be
the collection of sets Pr(x) for x ∈ N and 0 < r ≤ r(x), where Pr(x) and r(x) are defined in
Proposition 24 and Proposition 25. By (46) and (50), the collection L forms a regular family for
N , and this remains true if we restrict to those sets with Vn(Pr(x)) ≤ δ for some δ > 0.

Now fix η > 0 such that

η ≤ δ and η ≤ ρ

2cλ,µ
Vn(domu),

where cλ,µ is given by Proposition 26. By Vitali’s Theorem 7, there exist pairwise disjoint sets
Pr1(x1), . . . , Prm(xm) ∈ L such that

Vn(domu)−
m∑
i=1

Vn(Pri(xi)) ≤ η.

Let vx1
r1 , . . . , v

xm
rm be the functions from Proposition 24 and Proposition 25. By (45) and (49),

it follows that for i ̸= j, the functions vxi
ri and v

xj
rj do not coincide at points where vxi

ri > u and
v
xj
rj > u. Thus, we can choose a piecewise affine function l on Rn such that

l(x) ≤ u(x) for all x ∈ domu,
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and such that, for every pair i ̸= j, there exist polytopes P̃i ⊂ P̃ij ⊂ domu with

vxi
ri = l + Idomu on bd P̃i, vxi

ri = v
xj
rj on bd P̃ij .

Here, P̃i ⊂ P̃ij ensures that vxi
ri coincides with l+Idomu before it coincides with vxj

rj , which allows
us to control the order of interactions and avoid undesired intersections between these functions.

We then define

v =
m∨
i=1

vxi
ri ∨ (l + Idomu).

This construction ensures that v ∈ P l.q(Rn), and (44) and (48) imply that lc(x) ≤ v(x) ≤ li(x)
for all x ∈ Rn.

Next, we partition

domu \
m⋃
i=1

Pri(xi)

into polytopes Q1, . . . , Qk so that

domu =
m⋃
i=1

Pri(xi) ∪
k⋃

s=1

Qs.

Since the elements Pr1(x1), . . . , Prm(xm) of L are pairwise disjoint, the intersection of any two
distinct sets from the collection {Pri(xi)}i ∪ {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

Z(u) =

m∑
i=1

Z(u+ IPri (xi)) +

k∑
s=1

Z(u+ Idomu∩Qs).

By construction, if xi is a point where u is twice differentiable and detD2 u(xi) = 0, then
vxi
ri is a piecewise affine function in P l.q(Rn). If instead detD2 u(xi) > 0, then vxi

ri 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(v + IPri (xi)) = Z(vxi
ri + IPri (xi)).

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

Z(v) =
m∑
i=1

Z(vxi
ri + IPri (xi)).

Finally, applying Proposition 24, Proposition 25, and Proposition 26, we conclude that

Z(u) =

m∑
i=1

Z
(
u+ IPri (xi)

)
+

k∑
s=1

Z(u+ Idomu∩Qs)

≤
m∑
i=1

(
Z
(
vxi
ri + IPri (xi)

)
+
ρ

2
Vn(Pri(xi))

)
+ cλ,µ

k∑
s=1

Vn(domu ∩Qs)

≤ Z(v) +
m∑
i=1

ρ

2
Vn(Pri(xi)) + cλ,µη

≤ Z(v) +
ρ

2
Vn(domu) + cλ,µ

ρ

2cλ,µ
Vn(domu)

= Z(v) + ρ Vn(domu).

Therefore, (42) holds, completing the proof of Proposition 23 and, consequently, Theorem 2.
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[3] S. Artstein-Avidan, B. Klartag, C. Schütt, and E. M. Werner, Functional affine-isoperimetry
and an inverse logarithmic Sobolev inequality, J. Funct. Anal. 262 (2012), 4181–4204.
Page 2

[4] V. Balestro, H. Martini, and R. Teixeira, Convexity from the Geometric Point of View,
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