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Abstract

For continuous functions, midpoint convexity characterizes convex func-
tions. By considering discrete versions of midpoint convexity, several types
of discrete convexities of functions, including integral convexity, Li-convexity
and global/local discrete midpoint convexity, have been studied. We pro-
pose a new type of discrete midpoint convexity that lies between Li-convexity
and integral convexity and is independent of global/local discrete midpoint
convexity. The new convexity, named DDM-convexity, has nice properties
satisfied by Li-convexity and global/local discrete midpoint convexity. DDM-
convex functions are stable under scaling, satisfy the so-called parallelgram
inequality and a proximity theorem with the same small proximity bound as
that for Li-convex functions. Several characterizations of DDM-convexity are
given and algorithms for DDM-convex function minimization are developed.
We also propose DDM-convexity in continuous variables and give proximity
theorems on these functions.

Keywords: midpoint convexity, discrete midpoint convexity, integral convexity,
Li-convexity, proximity theorem, scaling algorithm

1 Introduction

For a continuous function f defined on a convex set S C R”", it was proved by
Jensen [12] that midpoint convexity defined by

Tty
f@ 1w z2r () eyes
is equivalent to the inequality defining convex functions

af(z) + (1 -a)f(y) = flar+ (1 -a)y)  (Vo,y €S5; Va e [0,1]).

By capturing the concept of midpoint convexity, several types of ‘discrete’ midpoint
convexities for functions defined on the integer lattice Z™ have been proposed.

A weak version of ‘discrete’ midpoint convexity is obtained by replacing f((z +
y)/2) by the smallest value of a linear extension of f among the integer points
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neighboring (z 4 y)/2. More precisely, for any point = € R™, we consider its integer
neighborhood
Nz)={2€Z"||zi—z|<1(i=1,,...,n)}

and the set A(z) of all coefficients (A, | z € N(z)) for convex combinations indexed
by N(x). For a function f : Z" — R U {400}, we define the local convex envelope

fof f by

fl)=minq > Af(2)| > Az=ux, (\)€A) (z € R").

2EN(x) z€N(x)

We say that f satisfies weak discrete midpoint convexity if the following inequality
holds

f@)+ fly) = 2f (x;ry) (1.1)
for all x,y € Z". On the other hand, f is said to be integrally convex [3] if f
is convex on R"™. Characterizations of integral convexity by using weak discrete
midpoint convexity have been discussed in [3, [I7, I8]. The simplest characterization,
Theorem A.1 in [I8], says that f is integrally convex if and only if f satisfies (1))
for all z,y € dom f withl] |z — y|loo > 2, where the effective domain dom f of f is
defined by
dom f ={zx € Z" | f(x) < +o0}.

The class of integrally convex functions establishes a general framework of dis-
crete convex functions, including separable convex, Li-convex, Mf-convex, Lg—convex,
M3-convex functions [21], BS-convex and UJ-convex functions [4], and globally /locally
discrete midpoint convex functions [I8]. The concept of integral convexity is used
in formulating discrete fixed point theorems [8), 9 29], designing algorithms for dis-
crete systems of nonlinear equations [14], 28], and guaranteeing the existence of a
pure strategy equilibrium in finite symmetric games [10].

A strong version of ‘discrete’ midpoint convexity is obtained by replacing f((z +
y)/2) by the average of the values of f at two integer points obtained by rounding-up
and rounding-down of all components of (z + y)/2. More precisely, for a function
f:Z" — RU {40}, we say that f satisfies discrete midpoint convexity if it has

s+ 0002 £ (|52 + o (|554) (12)

for all z,y € Z", where [-]| and |-] denote the integer vectors obtained by rounding
up and rounding down all components of a given real vector, respectively. It is
known that discrete midpoint convexity characterizes the class of L*-convex functions
[5, 20] which play important roles in both theoretical and practical aspects. Lf-
convex functions are applied to several fields, including auction theory [15], 25],
image processing [13], inventory theory [2, 27, 30] and scheduling [I]. Since discrete
midpoint convexity (L2) obviously implies weak discrete midpoint convexity (LTl),
Lf-convex functions forms a subclass of integrally convex functions.

LIf |2 — y]lso < 1, then (II)) obviously holds.



Moriguchi et al. [I8] classified discrete convex functions between L*-convex and
integrally convex functions in terms of discrete midpoint convexity with £..-distance
requirements, and proposed two new classes of discrete convex functions, namely,
globally/locally discrete midpoint convex functions. A function f : Z" — RU{+o0}
is said to be globally discrete midpoint convex if (L2) holds for any pair (z,y) €
Z" x 77" with ||z — y|leo > 2. A set S C Z" is called a discrete midpoint convex set
if its indicator function dg defined by

_Jo (x €5) "
ds(z) = {—i—oo (z ¢ 9) (xeZ)

is globally discrete midpoint convex, that is, if

2,y € S with |z — ylle > 2 = V*ﬂ V“ﬁ €.

2 2

A function f : Z" — R U {400} is said to be locally discrete midpoint convex if
dom f is a discrete midpoint convex set and (.2]) holds for any pair (z,y) € Z" x Z"
with || — y||eo = 2. It is shown in [I§] that the following inclusion relations among
function classes hold:

{ L*-convex } & { globally discrete midpoint convex }
& { locally discrete midpoint convex } & { integrally convex },

and globally /locally discrete midpoint convex functions inherit nice features from
L%-convex functions, that is, for a globally/locally discrete midpoint convex f and a
positive integer «,

e the scaled function f defined by f*(x) = f(ax) (x € Z™) belongs to the same
class, that is, global/local discrete midpoint convexity is closed with respect
to scaling operations,

e a proximity theorem with the same proximity distance with Li-convexity holds,
that is, given an x® with f(z%) < f(z® + ad) for all d € {—1,0,+1}", there
exists a minimizer z* of f with [|2% — 2*|| < n(a —1),

e when f has a minimizer, a steepest descent algorithm for the minimization of
f is developed such that the number of local minimizations in the neighbor-
hood of /-distance 2 (the 2-neighborhood minimizations) is bounded by the
shortest /..-distance from a given initial feasible point to a minimizer of f,
and

e when dom f is bounded and K, denotes the /.-size of dom f, a scaling algo-
rithm minimizing f with O(nlog, K,) calls of the 2-neighborhood minimiza-
tion is developed.

This paper, strongly motivated by [I8], proposes a new type of discrete mid-
point convexity between Li-convexity and integral convexity, but it is independent
of global/local discrete midpoint convexity with respect to inclusion relation. We



name the new convexity directed discrete midpoint convezity (DDM-convezity) which
forms the following classification

{ L*-convex } & { DDM-convex } & { integrally convex }.

The same features as mentioned above are satisfied by DDM-convexity. The mer-
its of DDM-convexity relative to global/local discrete midpoint convexity are the
following properties:

e DDM-convexity is closed with respect to individual sign inversion of variables,
that is, for a DDM-convex function f and 7, € {+1,-1} (: = 1,...,n),
f(rizy, ..., Tawy,) is also DDM-convex (see Proposition 24 (3)). Neither L*-
convexity nor global nor local discrete midpoint convexity has this property,
while integral convexity is closed with respect to individual sign inversion of
variables.

e For a quadratic function f(r) = z'Qz with a symmetric matrix Q = [g;],
DDM-convexity is characterized by the diagonal dominance with nonnegative
diagonals of @):

jiji
(see Theorem [5.2). While Lf-convexity is characterized by the combination
of diagonal dominance with nonnegative diagonals and nonpositivity of all
off-diagonal components of @, global/local discrete midpoint convexity is in-
dependent of the diagonal dominance with nonnegative diagonals.

e A function g : Z — RU{+o0} is said to be discrete convex if g(t—1)+g(t+1) >
2¢(t) for all t € Z. For univariate discrete convex functions &;, p;j;, ¢i; 1 Z —
RU{4+o0} (i=1,...,n;j € {1,...,n}\{i}), a 2-separable convex function [T]
is defined as a function represented as

flz) = Z&(%‘) + Y eylmi—a) + Y Wylai+wy)  (zEeZ).

i,J:5 71 i,J:3 71

The class of DDM-convex functions includes all 2-separable convex functions
(see Theorem B.8). It is known that if all ¢;; are identically zero, then f is
Lf-convex, whereas there exists a 2-separable convex function not contained
in the class of globally/locally discrete midpoint convex functions.

e A steepest descent algorithm for the minimization of DDM-convex functions
requires only the 1-neighborhood minimization in contrast to the 2-neighborhood
minimization (see Section B.1]).

In the next section, we give the definition of DDM-convexity and basic prop-
erties of DDM-convex functions. In Section Bl we discuss a relationship between
DDM-convexity and known discrete convexities. For globally /locally discrete mid-
point convex functions, Moriguchi et al. [I§] revealed a useful property, which is
expressed by the so-called parallelgram inequality. We show that a similar paral-
lelgram inequality holds for DDM-convex functions in Section [l Sections [ and
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are devoted to characterizations and operations for DDM-convexity. We prove a
proximity theorem for DDM-convex functions in Section [7, while in Section [§ we
propose a steepest descent algorithm and a scaling algorithm for DDM-convex func-
tion minimization. In Section [ we define DDM-convex functions in continuous
variables and give proximity theorems for such functions.

2 Directed discrete midpoint convexity

We give the definition of directed discrete midpoint convexity and show its basic
properties.
For an ordered pair (x,y) of z,y € Z", we define p(z,y) € Z" by

p(z,y)i = r;yw (i 2 i),

Ti + Yi
2

J (zi < ys)-

That is, each component pu(zx,y); of u(z,y) is defined by rounding up or round-
ing down “’“TJ”’Z to the integer in the direction of z;. It is easy to show the next
characterization of u(x,y) and pu(y, x).

Proposition 2.1. For x,y,p,q € Z", p = pu(x,y) and ¢ = p(y,x) hold if and only
if the following conditions (a)~(c) hold

(a) p+a=1x+y,
(b) lp — gl <1, and
(c) foreachi=1,...,n, if z; > y;, then p; > q;; otherwise p; < q;.

For every a,b € R", let us denote the n-dimensional vector (a,by,...,a,b,) by
a ® b. The next proposition gives fundamental properties of p(-,-).

Proposition 2.2. For every x,y,d € 7", the following properties hold.

(1) = +y = ple,y) + ply, v).
(2) If v >y, then p(w,y) = [5] and p(y,v) = [5*].
(3) If lz —yllo <1, then p(x,y) = 2 and p(y,x) = y.
(4) plz+dy+d) = pl,y) +d
(5)

5) For any permutation o of (1,...,n),
:U’((xa(l)u sy xa(n))a (y0(1)7 s 7ya(n)>> = (:u(*ra y)0(1)7 s ,/J,(SL’, y>0(n))

(6) For any T € {+1,-1}", p(r O 2,7 ©y) =7 © p(z,y).



Proof. Properties (1)-(5) are obvious by the definition of yu(-,-). Let us show (6). If
Ty = +17

M(T © z,T © y)i = { ’sz'z‘l'yl

holds, and if , = —1,

U(T®$>7®y)i:{

2
o] = ] = () (< w)
holds. -

By using the introduced p(+, ), we propose new classes of functions and sets. We
say that a function f : Z" — RU{+o0} satisfies directed discrete midpoint convezity
(DDM-convezity) or is a directed discrete midpoint convex function (DDM-convex
function) if

f@)+ fy) = flule,y) + f(uly, 2)) (2.1)
for all z,y € Z". We call S C Z" a directed discrete midpoint convexr set (DDM-
convez set) if its indicator function dg is DDM-convex, that is, if
z,y €8 = p(x,y), ply,z) €5

holds.
The next propositions are direct consequences of Proposition and the defini-

tion (2.1).
Proposition 2.3. The following statements hold:
(1) Any function defined on {0,1}" is a DDM-convex function.

(2) Any subset of {0,1}" is a DDM-convex set.

(3) For a DDM-convex function f, its effective domain dom f and the set argmin f
of minimizers of f are DDM-convex sets, where argmin f is defined by

argmin f = {x € Z" | f(z) < f(2) (Vz € Z")}.
Proposition 2.4. Let f, f1, fo : Z" — RU{+o0} be DDM-convex functions.
(1) For anyd e Z", g(x) = f(x +d) is a DDM-convex function.

(2) For any permutation o of (1,...,n), g(x) = f(zoq),--.,Tom)) 5 a DDM-
convex function.

(3) For any 7 € {+1,—1}", g(x) = f(Tr ® x) is a DDM-convez function.

(4) For any ai,as > 0, g(x) = a1 fi(z) + agfo(x) is a DDM-convez function.
Proposition 2.5. Let S,51,5y C Z" be DDM-convex sets.
(1) Foranyde Z", T ={x+d|x € S} is a DDM-convex set.

(2) For any permutation o of (1,...,n), T = {(xq), - - Tow)) | (®1,...,2,) € S}
is a DDM-convex set.

(3) Forany 7 € {+1,—1}*, T={r®x | x € S} is a DDM-convex set.
(4) T = 51NSy is a DDM-convez set.



3 Relationships with known discrete convexities

We discuss relationships between DDM-convexity and known discrete convexities,
including integral convexity, Li-convexity, global/local discrete midpoint convexity
and 2-separable convexity.

As mentioned in Section[I] the class of integrally convex functions is characterized
by weak discrete midpoint convexity (LI). Since DDM-convexity (2.1]) trivially im-
plies ([IL.I]), any DDM-convex function is integrally convex. Therefore, DDM-convex
functions inherit many properties of integrally convex functions. We introduce a
good property of integrally convex functions as well as DDM-convex functions, boz-
barrier property.

Theorem 3.1 (Box-barrier property [17, Theorem 2.6]). Let f : Z" — R U {+o0}
be an integrally convex function, and let p € (Z U {—oo})" and q € (Z U {+o0})"
with p < q. Define
SI{SL’GZn ‘p2<xz<% (Zzluvn)}v
m+={$€zn|$i:qz',pj <z <q (G#F0)} (i=1,....n),
Wi ={zelZ"|vi=p,pj<z;<q; (j#1)} (i=1....n),
w =i uwy),
i=1
and z € SNdom f. If f(2) < f(y) for ally € W, then f(z) < f(z) for all z € Z™\S.

By setting p = £ — 1 and ¢ = # 4+ 1 where 1 denotes the vector of all ones,
box-barrier property implies the minimality criterion of integrally convex functions.

Theorem 3.2 ([3, Proposition 3.1]; see also [2I, Theorem 3.21]). Let f : Z" —
R U {400} be an integrally convex function and & € dom f. Then & is a minimizer
of fif and only if f(z) < f(z+d) for alld € {—1,0,+1}".

As a special case of Theorem B.2] we have the minimality criterion of DDM-
convex functions.

Corollary 3.3. Let f : Z" — RU{+o00} be a DDM-convex function and & € dom f.
Then & is a minimizer of f if and only if f(2) < f(z+d) for alld € {—1,0,+1}".

We next discuss the relationship between Lf-convexity and DDM-convexity. LA-
convex functions are originally defined by translation-submodularity:

f@)+ fly) = f((z —al) Vy) + f(z A (y + al)) (3.1)

for all x,y € Z™ and nonnegative integer a;, where pV g and p A ¢ denote the compo-
nentwise maximum and minimum of the vectors p and ¢, respectively. Translation-
submodularity is a generalization of submodularity:

f@)+ fly) > fxVy) + flzAy). (3.2)

Li-convexity has several equivalent characterizations as below.



Theorem 3.4 (3 Corollary 5.2.2], [5, Theorem 3|, [21, Theorem 7.7]). For a func-
tion f: Z" — RU{+o0}, the following properties are equivalent:

(1) f is L*-convex, that is, () holds for all z,y € Z" and nonnegative integer c.
(2) f satisfies discrete midpoint convexity (L2) for all z,y € Z™.

(3) f is integrally convex and submodular.
(4)

4) For every x,y € Z" with x # y and A = argmax;{y; — z;},
f@)+ fy) = fle+1a) + fly — 1a),

where the i-component of 14 is 1 if 1 € A; otherwise 0.
Theorem [3.4] yields the next property.
Proposition 3.5. Any Lf-convex function is DDM-convex.

Proof. Let f : Z — RU {+oc} be an L*-convex function. We arbitrarily fix x,y €
dom f and show that (ZI]) holds for x and y. By Proposition 2.2] (3), (21]) holds if
|z = ylloo < 1. Suppose that m = ||z — y|lec > 2 and ||y — 7o = max;{y; — 2;}
(by exchanging the role of x and y if necessary). Let A = argmax,{y; — x;}, p =
x+ 14 and ¢ = y — 14. The vectors p and ¢ satisfy the properties (a) and (c) of
Proposition 21l and ||p — ¢|| < m. Furthermore, by Theorem B.4] (4), we have

flx)+ f(y) > f(p) + f(a). (3.3)

If ||p — ¢lloc = m, by applying the above process for the pair (¢, p) again, we obtain
p and ¢ with ||p — ¢||loc < m preserving (a), (c¢) of Proposition 21l and ([B3.3]). By
repeating this argument, we finally obtain p and ¢ having (a)~(c) of Proposition 2]
and (3.3]), which means that (2.1]) holds for x and . O

A set S C Z" is called an Li-convex set if its indicator function dg is Li-convex.
Corollary 3.6. Any Lf-convex set is DDM-convex.

Example 3.1. ([I8, Remark 1]) The class of Lf-convex functions is a proper subclass
of DDM-convex functions. For example,

S = {(17 O)a (07 1)}

is a DDM-convex set, but for z = (1,0),y = (0,1), [%¥] = (1,1) € S and [*F¥]
(0,0) € S, which means that S is not Lf-convex.

Example 3.2. ([I8, Remark 2]) A set S C Z" is said to be Li-conves set if it is
the Minkowski sum of two Li-convex sets. DDM-convexity and Lg—convexity are
mutually independent. For example,

{(1,0),(0, 1)}
is a DDM-convex set, but is not Lg—convex. On the other hand,
S =4{(0,0,0,0),(0,1,1,0),(1,1,0,0),(1,2,1,0)}

is the Minkowski sum of two Lf-convex sets S; = {{(0,0,0,0),(0,1,1,0)} and S, =
{(0,0,0,0),(1,1,0,0)}, but S is not DDM-convex because for x = (0,0,0,0), y =
(1,2,1,0), p(z,y) = (0,1,0,0) ¢ S and p(y,z) = (1,1,1,0) € S. .
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We next discuss the independence between global/local discrete midpoint con-
vexity and DDM-convexity by showing the independence between discrete midpoint
convex sets and DDM-convex sets.

Example 3.3. It is easy to show that the set S defined by
S = {(Oa 07 O)a (]-7 1a 0)7 (1a 07 _1)7 (2a ]-7 _1)}

is discrete midpoint convex, but S is not DDM-convex because for x = (0,0,0) and

y=(2,1,-1), we have pu(z,y) = (1,0,0) ¢ S and u(y,z) = (1,1,-1) € S.
On the other hand,

T =4{(0,0,0),(1,0,0),(1,1,1),(2,1,1),(1,1,-1),(2,1,-1),(1,1,0),(2,1,0) }
is DDM-convex. However, T' is not discrete midpoint convex, and moreover, for any
(11,72, 73) € {—1,+1}>, the modified set
T OT = {(nx1, 79w, T323) | (21,22, 23) € T'}

is not discrete midpoint convex while it is DDM-convex by Proposition 25 (3). The
reason is as follows. Since T is symmetric on the third component, we can assume
T3 = +1.

e In the case Where T = ( —|—1 +1), for z (0,0,0) = 7 (0,0,0) and
e In the case where 7 = (£1,—1,41), for x = (0,0,0) = 7 ® (0,0,0) and
=(+2,-1,1)=70(2,1,1), [(x+y)/2] = (£1,0, 1)¢T®T. [

We finally show that 2-separable convex functions are DDM-convex. Let &;, ¢;;, ¥i; :
Z — RU{+o0} (i =1,...,n;j5 € {1,...,n} \ {i}) be univariate discrete convex
functions. A 2-separable convex function [7] is defined as a function represented as

= Zfi(ﬂfi) + Y eylmi—m) Y Wylritry)  (rEeZN). (34)

0,J: 74 ,J:j 74

It is known that the function g defined by

- Zfi(l"i) + Z wij(T; — x5) (x ezZ™)

4,J:5 70

is Li-convex [21, Proposition 7.9]. By Proposition 2.4] (4) and Proposition B.5] it is
enough to show that each 1;; is DDM-convex in order to prove DDM-convexity of
2-separable convex function

f(@)=g(x)+ Y dylei+a;) (22,
ing A

Lemma 3.7. For a univariate discrete convex function ¢ : Z — R U {+o0}, [ :
Z" — RU{+oo} defined by

fl@) =d(@1+z) (€2
1s DDM-convex.



Proof. For every x,y € Z", we show that

Y(x1+22) + P (Y1+y2) = Yz, y)i+p(z,y)2) + oy, 2)i+p(y, )2).  (3.5)

Suppose that min{z+xs, y1+y2} = x1+x9 and max{x;+zs, y1+y2} = y1+ys with-
out loss of generality. By convexity of 1, for every a, b, p,q € Z such that (i) a+b =
p+q, (i) a <p <band (iii) a < g < b, we have ¥(a) + 1(b) > ¥(p) + 1¥(q). Thus,
it is enough to show that

(21 +22) + (11 +y2) = ()1 + (2, y)2) + (1(y, )1 + 1y, 2)2), (3.6)
z1+ 22 < p(z,y)1 + (e, y)s < yi + o, (3.7)
214 22 < py, 2)1 + p(y, )2 < y1 + yo. (3.8)

Obviously, (3.6]) holds by

1 +yr = p(,y)h +u(y, o), x2+y2 = p(x,y)2 + 1y, o).

To show [B.7) and (B.8) under z; + x2 < y; + y2, we consider the following three
cases separately: Case 1: x1 < y; and x5 < yo, Case 2: x1 > y; and x9 < 19, Case
3: x1 <y and o > Ys.

Case 1 (21 < gy and @3 < o). In this case, we have p(z,y); = 23], pu(z,y)2 =

| 232 ], pu(y, 2y = [252] and p(y, ©), = [25#2], which imply

rr < e,y <y, o) <y, w2 < (e, y)e < ply, o)z < ya.

Conditions (3.7) and (B.8) are direct consequences of the above inequalities.
Case 2 (r1 > y; and 23 < yo). In this case, under condition x; + x2 < y; + ¥yo,
c1 = 21—y and ¢ = Yy — To satisfy ¢o > ¢; > 0. By the following calculations:

(21 + y1 | c [C1]
pw(r,y)h = 12y1 25171—_51_:.01+ 51 )
@2ty | Co| _  [C2]
= |25 =t | 2] =n-[2].
Tty Al a
u(y,x)l—_ SR R ) A i a
[zt ye] (2] _ |2
:u(yvx)2— 9 =T+ 2 = Y2 L2 ]’
we have
_ el_|al) - S -
u(xay)1+ﬂ($ay)2—x1+x2+<{2J LQJ) Y1t <[2-‘ {2-‘)’
c c c
pl )l = o+ ([5] - [5]) =nre - (5] -[3])
Conditions (37) and (B.8) follow from [2| — |4 | > 0and [2] - [4] >0

5 .
Case 3 (x1 < y; and x2 > y2). In this case, we can show ([B.7) and (B.8) in the
same way as Case 2. O

By Proposition [2.4] (4), Proposition and Lemma [3.7] we have the next prop-
erty.

Theorem 3.8. Any 2-separable convex function is DDM-convex.

Hence, 2-separable convex function is integrally convex.
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4 Parallelogram inequality

Parallelogram inequality was originally proposed in [1§] for globally/locally discrete
midpoint convex functions. By borrowing arguments from [1§], we show that DDM-
convex sets/functions have similar properties.

For every pair (z,y) € Z" x Z™ with ||y — x|l = m, we consider sets defined by

fOI'WhiChAl 2 A2 2 2 Am, Bl 2 Bg 2 2 Bm, AlﬂBl :(Z)andAmUBm §£ (Z)
We first show the following property of DDM-convex sets.

Theorem 4.1. Let S C 7" be a DDM-convez set, x,y € S with ||y — x||c = m, and

JCA{L,2,...,m}. If {Ay} and { By} are defined by @) andd =), ., (14, —15,),
we havex +d € S andy—d e S.

To show this theorem, it is enough to verify

v+ Y (A4, —1g)€S  (VJC{L,2,....m}). (4.2)

keJ

We first show that the decomposition Y ;- (14, — 1p,) of y —x can be constructed
by using the operation pf(-, ).

For every x € Z", let us consider multiset D(z) of vectors by the following
recursive formula:

0 (0= 0),
L@ (el = 1)

PEY= 1 (.00, 100, 2)) (el = 2). (43)
D(p(.0)) U D((0,2)) (e > 3)

where 0 denotes the n-dimensional zero vector. We give several propositions.
Proposition 4.2. If a multiset {d* € {—1,0,1}"\{0} | k =1,...,m} satisfies
1>d;>d?>--->d">0 or —1<d <d?<---<d"<0 (4.4)

for each i € {1,...,n}, then

D<§:dk>:{dk|k:1,...,m}. (4.5)
k=1

Proof. We prove the assertion by induction on m. The assertion obviously holds if
m < 1.
Suppose that m = 2. By (@4), we have

ld'+d o =2, p(d'+d?0)=d',  w(0,d'+d%) = &,

which, together with ([3]), imply the assertion.
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Suppose that m > 3. Let K = {1,2,...,m}, K® = {k € K | k is odd} and
K® = {k € K | k is even}. By induction hypothesis together with |K°|, |K¥| < | K|,
we obtain

D(de):{dk|keKo}, D(de):{dk|keKE}. (4.6)
keK© keKE
Furthermore, the claim below guarantees that

m <Z d’f,O) = > d u <0,de) = > (4.7)

keK kEK©O keK keKE

By combining (4.3), (4.6) and (A7), we have

(54 (50 oo (o)

-0 (% #)or (5 )

={d"| ke K°}u{d" | k € K"}

={d" | ke K}
Claim: (i) g (Y pep d¥,0) =3, cr0 d, and (ii) 1 (0,370 d¥) = D cpee d.
(Proof) We show (i) (and can show (ii) in the same way). Let us fix i € {1,...,n}.

Assume that (3, d*), =1>0. Sinced} =---=d\ =landd"' =-- - =d" =0
by ([@4]), we have

u(de,o) - M ={1,....,00n{k | kis odd}| = <Z dk) .

keK kEKO

In the case where (EkeK dk)i =-1l<0,wehaved =---=d\ = —1and d/"! =
-+ =d" =0 by ([&4), and hence

u(Zd’m)i: {;J = — M = —|{1,...,0}n{k | kis odd}| = (Z d’“)i.

keK o
If (ZkeK dk)i =0, by [@4), we have d} = --- =d" =0 and
m <Zd’“,0> =0= <Z d’“) .
keK i keKO ;
Thus, (i) holds. (End of the proof of Claim). O

Proposition 4.3. D(y —z) ={14, — 15, |k =1,...,m}.

Proof. By the construction (@I), y —x = >.;~ (14, — 1p,). By defining d* =
14, —1p, (k=1,...,m), condition (4£4) of Proposition .2 holds. The assertion is
an immediate consequence of (4.3)). O

12



By Proposition 1.3, (4.2)) can be rewritten as
v+ {d|deE} €S  (VECD(y-—x)). (4.8)
Therefore Theorem (4.1 can be shown by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4. For a DDM-convez set S and x,y € S, ([A8) holds.

Proof. We prove (L8)) for z,y by induction on ||y — z||. If ||y — 2|l < 1, (£S)
trivially holds. If ||y — z||oc = 2, then D(y — z) = {u(y—=,0), wu(0,y—x)}. Since S
is DDM-convex, we have

Y +:U’(y_x70) = ,u(y,x) S Sa
x +:U“(0ay_x) = M(zay) € 57

which guarantee that (£8) holds.

Suppose that ||y—z||« > 3, and (4.8)) holds for every 2", 3" € S with ||2"—y" || <
|z — y||oo- We fix E C D(y — x) arbitrarily. Let 2’ = p(z,y) and ' = p(y, z). Then
we have y' —z = y— 2’ = p(y —z,0). By DDM-convexity of S, 2’ and ¢’ also belong
to S. By Proposition 221 (4) and the assumption ||y — x|l > 3, we have

1y" = zlloe = lly = 2'llcc = ll1(y = 2, 0)[loc < lly — |-

By induction hypothesis, (£8) holds for (x,y’) and (2, ), and furthermore, by the
equality D(y' —z) = D(y — ') = D(u(y — x,0)), we have

u=x+Y» {d|deEnD(u(y—z0)}e€S, o)

v=a'+Y {d|de EnD(uly—x,0))} € S. '
We also have v —u = 2’ —z = u(0,y — x) and

o = ulloo = |2 = @[l = 110,y — 2)[loc < Iy = @[/

which, together with the induction hypothesis, guarantee that (4.8)) holds for (u,v).
Moreover, by [@3), D(y — x) = D(u(y — x,0)) U D(u(0,y — z)) includes E, and
hence, D(v —u) = D(u(0,y — z)) includes £\ D(u(y — z,0)). Thus, we have

w=u+Y {d|deE\D(uly—=0)}e€S. (4.10)
By (4.9) and (41I0), we obtain

w=z+)Y {d|deE}eS,

which implies (Z.8]). O

We denote by DDMC(k) and by DDMC(>k) the classes of functions f : Z" —
RU{+o0} that satisfy DDM-convexity (2] for all z,y € Z" with ||z —y|| = k and
for all z,y € Z" with ||z — y||s > k, respectively. Before presenting parallelogram
inequality for DDM-convex functions, we give a useful property.
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Theorem 4.5. Let f : Z" — RU{+o0} be a function in DDMC(2) such that dom f
is DDM-convex. For x € dom f and y € Z" with ||y — z||.c = m, and for any
partition (I,J) of {1,...,m}, we consider

dy = Z(lAi —1g,), dy= Z(lAj —1p)),

i€l jeJ
where Ay, By (k=1,...,m) are the sets defined by ([@1]). Then we have
f(x) + flx4+di +do) > f(x+di) + fx +dy). (4.11)

Proof. We note that y = x 4+ dy + dp. If y & dom f, by f(y) = +oo, ([EII) trivially
holds. In the sequel, we assume that y € dom f. Let I be denoted by {i1,42...,71}
(’il < g < o0 < Z|]|) and J by {jl,jg...,ju|} (]1 < jg < - <K< ju|) For every
k=1,..../I|and | = 1,...,|J|, we denote df = 14, — 1p, and, similarly, dh =
14, —1p,. Forevery k=0,1,..., |I| and for every [ = 0,1,...,|J]|, define

k l
ek ) =z+> di+) d
i=1 j=1

By Theorem [L1] for every k,l, we have x(k,l) € dom f. We note that (£LII) is
equivalent to

f(@(0,0)) + f(x(1],]J])) = f((|1],0)) + f(x(0, |J])). (4.12)

Fix ke {l,...,|I|} and [ € {1,...,]J|}. According to whether i) > j; or iy < j,
either

Ai, CA; B;, € Bj, Ajlmsz:®> AikUBik%Q

Jis

or

Ajl C A

%)

BngB‘

ik

Thus, in the case where 7 > 7;, we have

1 (peA]l\A2k>7
2 (ped,),
(dlf+dl2)p: -2 (p€ By),
—1 (pe Bj;\ By),
\0 (p & (A]l U sz))

which implies ||d} + db||e = 2, p(dy +d5,0) = 14, — 1p, = d5 and pu(0,d} + db)
14, —1p, = d¥. Similarly, in the case where i, < j;, we have ||d¥ + db||s =
p(ds+ds, 0) = d¥, u(0,d¥+d,) = di. Inboth cases, since ||z(k, 1) —z(k—1,1—1)|o0
|d¥ + db]|o = 2 and f € DDMC(2), we obtain

) + flalk—1,1- 1))
(ak, 1), 2k — 1,1 = 1)) + f(e(k = 11— 1), 2(k,1))).

N

IE (4.13)

fla(
> f
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On the other hand, the facts

together with {u(d¥+db, 0), u(0,d¥+d5)} = {d¥,dL} in the both cases where i), > j
and iy < 7j;, yield the right-hand side of (A.13)) is equal to f(x(k,{—1))+ f(z(k—1,1)).
Therefore, we obtain

fla(k, D)+ f(ax(k —1,1=1)) = f(z(k, 1 = 1)) + f(z(k — 11)).

By adding the above inequalities for (k,[) with 1 <k < |I| and 1 <1 < |J|, we
obtain (4.I12). We emphasize that all the terms that are canceled in this addition of
inequalities are finite valued because x(k,1) € dom f for all (k,1) with 0 < k < |I|
and 0 <[ < |J]. O

The next theorem is an immediate consequence of Theorem [4.5], because a DDM-
convex function f : Z" — R U {+oo} belongs to DDMC(2) and dom f is DDM-

convex.

Theorem 4.6. Let f : Z" — RU {4+o00} be a DDM-convex function. For every
z,y € domf, let {Ax | k= 1,...,m} and {Bx | k = 1,...,m} be the families
defined by (A1), where m = ||y — z||w. For any subset J C {1,...,m}, let d =
> kes(la, —1g,). Then we have

@)+ fy) = fle+d)+ fly—d). (4.14)

We call the inequality ([d.I4) parallelogram inequality of DDM-convex functions.

5 Characterizations

In this section, we give several equivalent conditions of DDM-convexity and a simple
characterization of quadratic DDM-convex functions.

For every pair (x,y) € Z" x Z", we recall that the families {A; | k =1,...,m}
and {By | k =1,...,m} are defined by

Ap=Ailyi—zi 2k}, Bo={ilyi—vi<-k}  (k=1,...,m),

in (A1), where m = ||y — /|-

Theorem 5.1. For a function f : Z" — R U {400}, the following properties are
equivalent to each other.

(1) f is DDM-convez, i.e., f € DDMC(>1).
(2) dom f is DDM-convex and f € DDMC(2).

(3) f satisfies parallelogram inequalities for every x,y € dom f and for any subset
J CA{L,...,m} where m = ||y — |-
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(4) For every x,y € dom f, we have

f@)+ fly) = fx+ 14, —1p,) + f(y — 14, + 15,), (5.1)
where m = ||y — x||oo, and the sets A,, and B, are defined by (d.1]).

(5) Foreveryz,y € dom f and for any o € {1,...,m}, by definingd ="} _,(1a,—
1p,), we have
f@)+ fly) = fle+d)+ fly—d),
where m = ||y — z||oo, and the families {Ax | k = 1,...,m} and {By | k =
1,...,m} are defined by (AT]).

Proof. The implication (1) = (2) is obvious and the implications from (1) to (3),
(4) and (5) follow from Theorem To prove opposite implications, we show
f € DDMC(m) for every m > 1 from (4), and show [(5) = (4)], [(3) = (4)] and
2) = (3))

(4)=-(1): Since f € DDMC(1) always holds from Proposition 2.2, we assume
m > 2 and fix z,y € dom f with ||z — y[lc = m, arbitrarily. Let denote p =
x+1y, —1p, and ¢ =y — 14, + 15, in (BI). Vectors p and ¢ satisfy conditions
(a) and (c) of Proposition 2.1, ||p — ¢|lec < m and p, ¢ € dom f. By repeating (5.1))
for (p, q) until ||p—q||.o < 1, the final p and ¢ satisfy all conditions of Proposition 2.1]
and hence, p = u(z,y) and g = u(y, ) are satisfied. This shows f € DDMC(m)
holds.

(5)=(4): By setting & =m — 1 in (5), we obtain

£L’+d:y—1Am—|—le, y—d:l’—i-lAm—le,

and hence, (4).
(3)=(4): By setting J ={1,...,m — 1} in (3), we obtain

x+d:y_1Am+1Bm’ y_d:x_l_]‘Am_]‘Bm?

and hence, (4).
(2)=-(3): Property (2) and Theorem .5 imply (3). O

Remark 5.1. Theorem [B.Jl may be regarded as a generalization of Theorem [3.4]
Property (4) of Theorem [5.1] corresponds to (4) of Theorem 3.4l For an LA-convex
function f, the following inequalities

f@)+ fly) > flw+14,)+ fly—14,)
and
f(x)+ fly) = f(x —1p,) + f(y + 15,,)

hold. These inequalities imply (51I). However, for a DDM-convex function f, the
two parts on A, and B,, must be combined to a single inequality (5I). This
demonstrates the difference between Li-convexity and DDM-convexity.
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Property (5) of Theorem [5.1] corresponds to (1) of Theorem 3.4l In (5) of Theo-
rem 5.0 two vectors t+d=x+> 5_ (14, —1p,)andy—d=y—> +_, (14, —15,)
are expressed by

ri—a (v -y > a), vi+o (r;—y > a),
(37“’0[)2': T + (yi—IiZa), (y—d),-: Y — o (yi—xiza),
Yi (|2 — wil < @), z; (|7 =yl < ).

On the other hand, in ([B1]), two vectors (x — al) Vy and = A (y + al) can be
rewritten as

T; —

Yi

<@—amvyn={

Q
GG

|

<

>
<
vi+o (r;—y >
T; ( <

(@A (y+al)), = {

In the same way as the relation between (4) of Theorem [5.1land (4) of Theorem [B.4]
two separate operations for Li-convex functions must be executed simultaneously
for DDM-convex functions. [ |

For a quadratic function f(z) = 2'Qz (z € Z") with a symmetric matrix
Q) = [qij], we show that f is DDM-convex if and only if @ is diagonally dominant
with nonnegative diagonals:

a2 lagl  (Fi=1,....n). (5.2)

JigF

For each p € R, let p* = max{p,0} and p~ = max{—p,0}. Note that |p| =pT+p~.
Quadratic function f(x) = 2T Qx can be written a;

fl@) =) gy,

ij=1
n 1 ~

= Z <C_In'— Z |C_Iz'j|> i+ 2 Z (q;;(ffi+55j)2 + qij(l)fi—ffj)2)~ (5.3)
i=1 g ijij#i

In (5.3)), the condition (5.2)) of Q implies the nonnegativity of coefficients of 2. Thus,
if () is diagonally dominant with nonnegative diagonals, then f is 2-separable convex,
and hence, DDM-convex by Theorem [3.8 By proving the opposite implication, we
obtain the following property.

Theorem 5.2. For a quadratic function f(z) = ' Qz (v € Z") with a symmetric
matriz Q) = [q;j], f is DDM-convex if and only if Q is diagonally dominant with
nonnegative diagonals.

2 Private communication with F. Tardella (2017).
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Proof. Tt is enough to show that if f is DDM-convex, then () is diagonally dominant
with nonnegative diagonals. For each i € {1,...,n}, define 2* € Z" by

' 2 (j :i)v
z;=19—1 (j#iandgq; >0),
1 (j # 1 and ¢;; < 0).

By DDM-convexity of f, the inequality
F) 4 £(0) > f(u(=',0)) + f(1(0, 2))

must hold. Since u(z%,0) = 2z — 1; and (0, 2) = 1;, we have
()7Qz > (2 = 1) Q' — 1) + 1/ Q1,,
which implies

0< ()L —1/Q1,

= Qii — Z qji + Z qji

J:#iNgj;>0 J:j#iNg;;<0

= i — Z |Gl -

Jiy#i
By Q" = @, we obtain the diagonal dominance with nonnegative diagonals of Q. [

The minimizers of DDM-convex functions are DDM-convex sets, while the min-
imizers of L-convex functions are Lf-convex sets. The class of Li-convex functions
has a characterization in terms of minimizers. For a function f : Z" — R U {400}
and p € R", we denote by f — p the function given by

(f =) szxz (Vz e Z").

Theorem 5.3 ([21, 23]). For a function f : Z" — RU{+oc0}, f is L*-convex if and
only if argmin(f — p) is an Lf-convex set for every p € R™ with inf(f — p) > —o0.

Unfortunately, the class of DDM-convex functions does not have a similar char-
acterization.

Example 5.1. Let us consider the function f : Z3 — R U {+oo} given by

( ) f(la()?l):f(laLO)
f(1,0 ) (1,1,1):2, f(2,1,1)
f(x) = (otherwise).

1,
3,

The function f is not DDM-convex because

f(0,0,0)+ f(2,1,1) =3 <4 = f(1,0,0) + f(1,1,1),

18



while dom f is a DDM-convex set (in fact, an Li-convex set). Futhermore, argmin( f—
p) is a DDM-convex set for every p € R? as follows. There exists no p € R? such
that {(0,0,0),(2,1,1)} C argmin(f — p), because we have 0 < 1 — p; — ps from
(f - p)(0,0,0) < (f - p)(1>1a0)7 and 2 — p1—p2 < 0 from (f - p)(2>1a1) <
(f —p)(1,0,1). For any p € R? and for any z,y € argmin(f — p), this fact implies
that ||z — y|lec < 1 must hold, and hence, argmin(f — p) is a DDM-convex set. We
note that this example also shows that a similar characterization does not hold for
the classes of globally /locally discrete midpoint convex functions. [ ]

6 Operations

We discuss several operations for discrete convex functions, including scaling op-
erations [I7, [I8 2], restriction, projection, direct sum and convolution opera-
tions [16] 211, 22].

6.1 Scaling operations

Scaling operations are useful techniques for designing efficient algorithms in dis-
crete optimization. It is shown in [I§] that global/local discrete midpoint convexity,
including LP-convexity, is closed under scaling operations. We show that DDM-
convexity is also closed under scaling operations.

Given a function f : Z"™ — R U {+occ} and a positive integer «, the «a-scaling of
f is the function f® defined by

i) = flaz)  (zeZ").
We also define the a-scaling S of a set S C Z" by
S*={zeZ"|ax e S}.

Theorem 6.1. Given a DDM-convez function f : Z" — R U {400} and a positive
integer «, the scaled function f*:Z"™ — RU{+o0} is also DDM-convez.

Proof. By the equivalence between (1) and (4) of Theorem [5.1], it is sufficient to
show that

f )+ f*(y) > f* (v +14, —1p,) + f*(y — 14, +13,,)

for every x,y € Z" with ||z — y|l.c = m and for families {A; | £k = 1,...,m} and
{Br | k=1,...,m} defined by (A1]). The above inequality is written as

flaz) + floy) = fla(z + 14, —15,)) + flaly — 14, +15,)).  (6.1)
For az and ay with ||ax — ay||.c = am, by defining
AY ={i|ay; —ax; > 1}, B ={i|ay; — az; < -1} (l=1,...,am),
we have ay — ax = " (140 — 1p0) and

Ay = Ag(k—l)-f-ja By = Bg(k—l)-i-j (k=1,....m;j=1,....0a)
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By (5) of Theorem [E.1] for

d= Y (Qar—1p), d= Y (lap—1p) =01y, —1z,)
=1 l=a(m—1)+1

we have

flar) + flay) > flaz +d) + f(ay — d)
= flay —d) + flax + d)
= fla(y — 14, +1p,)) + fla(z + 14, — 13,)),

that is, (G.). O

Corollary 6.2. For a DDM-convex set S C Z" and a positive integer «, the a-scaled
set S is also DDM-convex.

6.2 Restrictions

For a function f : Z"™™ — R U {400}, the restriction of f on Z" is the function ¢
defined by

g(z) = f(z,0)  (z€Z").
For a set S C Z"t™, the restriction of S on Z" is also defined by
T={xe€Z"| (z,0) € S}.
Obviously, the following properties hold.

Proposition 6.3. For a DDM-conver function, its restrictions are also DDM-
convet.

Proposition 6.4. For a DDM-convex set, its restrictions are also DDM-convex.

6.3 Projections

For a function f : Z"™™ — R U {+o0}, the projection of f to Z" is the function
defined by

g(x) = inf{f(z,y) |y € Z™}  (z €Z"), (6.2)

where we assume that g(z) > —oo for all z € Z". For aset S C Z"*™, the projection
of S to Z" is also defined by

T={zeZ"|yeZm: (z,y) €S}

In the same way as the proof for globally discrete midpoint convex functions in [16]
Theorem 3.5] we can show the following property.

Proposition 6.5. For a DDM-convex function, its projections are DDM-convex.
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Proof. Let g be the projection defined by (6.2) of a DDM-convex function f. For
every 2, 2®) € dom ¢ and every € > 0 by the definition of the projection, there
exist y1), y? € Z™ with g(z®) > f(2 y(Z ) e for i = 1,2. Thus, we have

g(@M) + g(2®) > faW,yD) + f(a®),y?) - 2e. (6.3)
By DDM-convexity of f and the definition of the projection, we have
Fa® y W)+ f(2®, @)
> (@, yD), @@ y) + Fu((@®,y@), @M,y M)
> g(p(zW, 2?)) + g(u(z®, 2)). (6.4)
By (6.3) and (6.4]), we obtain
g(zW) + g(z?) > g(u(=D, 2®)) + g(u(z®,2M)) — 2¢
for any € > 0, which guarantees DDM-convexity of g. O

Corollary 6.6. For a DDM-convex set, its projections are also DDM-convex.

6.4 Direct sums

For two functions f; : Z™ — RU {+o0} and fy : Z™ — R U {400}, the direct sum
of fi and f5 is the function f; & fo : Z™ ™2 — R U {400} defined by

(L@ f)(xy) = filz)+ f2ly)  (z€Z™, yeZ™).
For two sets S; C Z" and Sy C Z™?, the direct sum of S; and S5 is defined by
S1@ S ={(z,y) |z €S, y € S2}.
DDM-convexity is closed under direct sums as below.

Proposition 6.7. For two DDM-convez functions fi : Z™ — R U {+oc0} and
fa: Z™ — RU {400}, the direct sum fi & fo is also DDM-convez.

Proof. For every 2,y € Z™ and 2, 4?) € 72 it follows from DDM-convexity
of fi and f, that

AE) + AEY) 2 A,y ")) + A, 20), (6.5)
Fo(@®) + foy®) = falula®,y®)) + fo(pu(y®,=)). 6.6
By the following relations
pl(a®,2®), (50, 5)
p((y,y®), (@0, 2)) = (u(y™, W), p(y®, =),
and by (63) and (6.6, we obtain
(fr& fo)(@M, 2?) + (1 & )y, y?)
= [fi(z (1)) + fz( N+ 1AGY) + f267))
> [fulu(a™,y™) + fou(=®, (2)))] + [fi(u(y®, ) + fz( (y®,2®))]
(f1®f2)(( (a5 D), p(a (2) D))+ (f1€Bf2)((u(y D), uly®, =)
= (h @ f)(p(@W,2®), (y" ’,y M+ (fre f2) (™ ,y( D @V, 2?))),
which says DDM-convexity of f; & f. O
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Corollary 6.8. For two DDM-convex sets S; C Z™ and Sy C Z™, S1 ® Sy is also
DDM-convex.

6.5 Convolutions

For two functions fi, fo : Z" — R U {400}, the convolution f10fs is the function
defined by

(AOf)(z) = inf{fi(y) + fo(z) |z =y + 2, y,z € Z"} (zeZ"),

where we assume (fify)(x) > —oo for every x € Z™. For two sets S1, S C Z"™, the
Minkowski sum Sy + S defined by

Si+Sy={x+y|xeS,yec S}

corresponds to the convolution of indicator functions dg, and dg,. The next example
shows that the Minkowski sum of two DDM-convex sets may not be DDM-convex,
and hence, DDM-convexity is not closed under the convolutions.

Example 6.1. We borrow the example in [I6, Example 4.2], which shows that L*-
convexity and global /local discrete midpoint convexity may not be closed under the
convolutions.

Let S; = {(0,0,0),(1,1,0)} and Sy = {(0,0,0), (0,1, 1)} which are DDM-convex.
The Minkowski sum of S} and S,

S1+ S, ={(0,0,0),(0,1,1),(1,1,0),(1,2,1)}

is not DDM-convex, because for x = (0,0,0) and y = (1,2,1), we have u(z,y) =
(07170) ¢51+S2 and ,u(y,x)z(l,l,l) ¢51+S2 u

It is known that the convolution of an Lf-convex function and a separable convex
function is also Li-convex, where a separable convex function ¢ : Z" — R U {+o0}
is given by

pla) =Y @) (wem?)

for univariate discrete convex functions ¢;(i = 1,...,n). By the same arguments of
[16, Proposition 4.7], this can be extended to DDM-convexity.

Proposition 6.9. The convolution of a DDM-convex function and a separable con-
vex function is also DDM-convex.

Proof. Let f : Z" — R U {+0o0} be a DDM-convex function, ¢ : Z" — R U {400}
a separable convex function represented as Y ., ¢; and let ¢ = fOg. For ev-
ery 21,2 € domg and € > 0, by the definition of convolutions, there exist
y®, 20 (i = 1,2) such that

g(@) > fly) + (") —e, 2D =yP 20 (i=12). (6.7)
It follows from DDM-convexity of f that
FD) + FG) = Fluy™y®)) + f(uy®,yD)). (6.8)
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Let
o = u(x(l),x(z)) _ u(y(l),y(z)), M — u(x(z),x(l)) _ M(y@)’y(l))_
By g = fUp, we have

Fluy™, y®) + o(2) > g(p(=M,2@)), (6.9)
Fuy®, M) + o(2") > g(u(=®,21)). (6.10)
The claim, below, states that
0i(2) + i(22) > i) + pil2)) (6.11)
for each © = 1,...,n. Thus, we have
e(zM) + p(2@) > () + (2"). (6.12)

By summing up (6.7), (6.8)), (6.9), (€.10) and ([6.12), we obtain
g(z) + g(@?) > (W, 2?)) + g(u(a®,2V)) - 2¢

for any € > 0, which guarantees DDM-convexity of g.

Claim: (6.11)) holds.

(Proof) Since ¢; is univariate discrete convex, for every a,b € Z with a < b and for
every p,q € Z such that (i) a+b=p+gq, (ii) a < p < b and (iii) a < ¢ < b, we have
wi(a) + pi(b) > pi(p) + ¢i(q). Thus, it is enough to show the following relations:

2D 2P =y (6.13)
mln{zi } <2< max{z (2)}, (6.14)
min{zi(1 } <2< max{z Z( . (6.15)

Condition (E.13) follows from

and

4 = (n

To show (6.14]) and (6.15), We consider the following cases: Case 1 2 > 2 and

yfl) > yi@), Case 2: x( ) < x ) and y ) < yz-(z), Case 3: .7:5 > x ) and y < yz-( ),

Case 4: x()<x2 andy Y y(2)

Case 1 (x; W> g Z 2 and y(l > y( )) In this case, we have

o [E®] [ ®] ||
i 2 2 o 2 2 '
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By substituting zi(l)%— @ = (2 (1)+x(2)) (yz(l)%—y(z)) into

b oy )
min{z", 2@} < T < max{z", 2?1,

? Z

we obtain

min{z", 2%} +

)

L, @ L, . .2 (1)
Yi _gyl < i 12 <max{z ) }—i-iy —;—y

- 2
In the above inequalities, we round up and round down every terms, to obtain

W@ [0, WORNCE
mln{z 21(2)}4- w < Ty T < maX{Zi(l),Zi(Z)}—l- Yi 1Y ’
2 2 2
W, L, 2 1, (@
min{z{", 2} + % < % < max{z", 2} + | & _gyl

Thus, (6.14) and (6.15) are satisfied.

Case 2 (:c(l) < x§2’ and ygl) < yi@)). In the same way as Case 1, we can show

Case 3 (a:gl) > x§2’

7

U I /o IV ' I e/
v 2 2 o 2 2 '

Moreover, we obtain

(2)

;). In this case, we have

and yl( < Y;

[0 ()] W@
W _ s [T T Y Y |
2 x (P 5 5 z
1 2 [« 2)7]
> v ey o
- 2 2 !

> 2@ @ _ @

= &, )

and hence, (6.14]) and (IBED

Case 4: (:)32(1) < :17 ) and y ) > yi(Q)). In the same way as Case 3, we can show

(6.14) and (G.I5). (End of the proof of Claim). O

Corollary 6.10. Minkowski sum of a DDM-convex set and an integral box is also
DDM-convex, where an integral box is the set defined by {x € Z" | a < x < b} for
some a € (ZU{—o0})" and b € (Z U {+00})" with a < b.

7 Proximity theorems

For a function f : Z" — R U {400} and a positive integer «, a proximity theorem
estimates the distance between a given local minimizer z® of the a-scaled function
f® and a minimizer 2* of f. For instance, the following proximity theorems for L°-
convex functions and globally /locally discrete midpoint convex functions are known.
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Theorem 7.1 ([T, 21]). Let f : Z" — R U {+oco} be an L*-convex function, o be
a positive integer and x® € dom f. If f(z*) < f(x*+ ad) for all d € {0,+1}" U
{0, —1}", then there exists x* € argmin f with ||[z® — 2% < n(a —1).

Theorem 7.2 ([18]). Let f : Z" — RU{+o00} be a globally/locally discrete midpoint
convex function, « be a positive integer and x* € dom f. If f(z*) < f(z* + ad) for
all d € {—1,0,+1}", then there exists z* € argmin f with ||z% — || < n(a —1).

In the same way as the arguments in [18], we can show the following proximity
theorem for DDM-convex functions.

Theorem 7.3. Let f: Z" — RU{+o00} be a DDM-convex function, « be a positive
integer and * € dom f. If f(z*) < f(z* + ad) for all d € {—1,0,+1}", then there
exists x* € argmin f with ||z% — 2*||c < n(a —1).

We note that f¢ is also DDM-convex by Theorem and x* corresponds to a
minimizer 0 of f*(y) = f(x“+ ay) by Corollary 3.3l We emphasize that the bound
n(a — 1) for DDM-convex functions is the same as that for Lf-convex functions and
globally/locally discrete midpoint convex functions.

To prove Theorem [.3], we assume z* = 0 without loss of generality. Let S =
{r €Z" | ||7]l < nla—1}, W ={x € Z" | ||z]lc = n(aw — 1) + 1} and let
v =argmin{ f(z) | x € S}. We show that

fly)zy  (yeWw). (7.1)
Then Theorem [B.1] (box-barrier property) implies that f(z) > ~ for all z € Z™.
Fix y = (y1,...,yn) € W, and let ||y]lc = m(=n(a —1)+1). By using
Ap=Ailyi =k}, Be={ilyi<—-k} (k=1,...,m),

we can write y as

y=> (14, —1p,)
k=1

where Ay D ---DA,, BiD---2B,, AiNnB; =0 and A,, UB,, # .

Lemma 7.4. There exists some ko € {1,...,m—a+1} with (A, Bry) = (Ako+j> Bro+j)
forg=1,...,a—1.

Proof. By A, U B,, # 0, we may assume A,, # (. Let s = |Ay| and (ag,by) =
(|Ag|,|Bg| + s) for k = 1,...,m. Since A; 2 --- 2 A, #0, By 2 --- 2 B, and
AiNB; =0, wehaven—s > |By|,s=a; > -+ >a, >landn >0 > --- > b, > s.
Therefore, (s,n) > (a1,b1) > -+ > (am,bm) > (1,5). Because m = n(a — 1) + 1
and the length of a strictly decreasing chain connecting (s,n) to (1,s) in Z?* is
bounded by n, there exists a constant subsequence of length > « in the sequence
{(ak, b) }r=1...m by the pigeonhole principle. Hence the assertion holds. O

By using ko in Lemmal[l.4], we define a subset J of {1,...,m} by J = {ko, ..., ko+
a—1}. By the parallelogram inequality (4.14]) in Theorem [£.6] where dy = 1 Ar, — 1By,
and d =}, ;(14; — 1p;) = ady, we obtain

f(0)+ f(y) > flado) + f(y — ady).
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By the assumption, we have f(ady) > f(z*) = f(0). We also have y — ady € S
because
ly — adplloo =m—a=(n—1)(a—1) <n(a—1).

By the definition of v, f(y — ady) > v must hold. Therefore,
fy) = fly — ado) + [f(ado) — f(0)] =7 +0=1,

which implies (7.1), completing the proof of Theorem [7.3

8 Minimization Algorithms

In this section, we propose two algorithms for DDM-convex function minimization.

8.1 The 1-neighborhood steepest descent algorithm

We first propose a variant of steepest descent algorithm for DDM-convex function
minimization problem.

Let f : Z" — RU {400} be a DDM-convex function with argmin f # (). We
suppose that an initial point

29 € dom f \ argmin f

is given. Let L denote the minimum [.-distance between z(®) and a minimizer of f,
that is, L is defined by

L = min{|lz — 29| | 2 € argmin f}.
For all k =0,1,..., L we define sets S; by
Sk = Si(a®) = {z € Z" | [l — 2 | < k).

The idea of our algorithm is to generate a sequence of minimizers in Sy for k =
1,..., L. The next proposition guarantees that consecutive minimizers can be chosen
to be close to each other.

Proposition 8.1. For each k = 1,...,L and for any z*~Y € argmin{f(z) | z €
Sp_1}, there exists x®) € argmin{f(z) | = € Sp} with ||z® — 2*-V||, < 1.

Proof. If k = 1, the assertion is obvious. Suppose that £ > 2 and y is any point in
Si. By @) for z*~1 and y, we have

FEEN 4+ fy) = Fp®y) + fuly, D). (8.1)

Since z*~Y y € S, and S, is a DDM-convex set, we also have
u(y, 25Dy € Sy (8.2)
Next, we show
pw(z®V ) € Sp_y. (8.3)
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To show this we arbitrarily fix ¢ € {1,...,n}, and consider the two cases: Case 1:
xgk_l) —y; =1 (l>1) and Case 2: xﬁ’“‘” —y;=—1(1>1).
Casel (xgk_l) —yi =1 (I > 1)). In this case, u(z*=1 y); = xgk_l) — |4] and

|£] <1—1. Thus, we have

2 4+ (k—1) > 2!

>V (- =y 122" — (k- 1).
Case? (352(,’“_1) —y; = —1 (I > 1)). In this case, u(z*Y,y);, = ng_l) + [éj and
Léj <[ —1. Thus, we have

20 _ (k—1) < kY

|
< p(@™ D, y)s = 27 + {_J

(k—

<5V p-1)=y—-1<20+ & -1).

By the above arguments, (83]) holds.

Let y* be a point y in argmin{f(z) | € Si} minimizing ||y — 2*~ Y| .. To
prove ||y* — 2~V < 1 by contradiction, suppose that ||y* — z*~1| ., > 2, which
yields [ly* —2* Ve > [u(y", 2*Y) — 20Dl Since u(y*,z*V) € Sy, by [B.2),
this implies f(y*) < f(u(y*,#*V)). Moreover, by ([B3), we have f(z*~Y) <
f(u(x®=Y y*)). These two inequalities contradict (8I) for z*~Y and y*. Hence
" — 2% Y| < 1 must hold. O

By Proposition Bl it seems be natural to assume that we can find a minimizer
of f within the I-neighborhood Ni(x) of x defined by

Ni(z) ={y € 2" [ ||z = zl[oc <1}

With the use of a 1-neighborhood minimization oracle, which finds a point minimiz-
ing f in Ni(x) for any = € dom f, our algorithm can be described as below.

The 1-neighborhood steepest descent algorithm
DO: Find 2 € dom f, and set k := 1.
D1: Find #® that minimizes f in Ny(z*=b).
D2: If f(z®) = f(z*~Y), then output 2*~1) and stop.
D3: Set k:=k + 1, and go to D1.

Theorem 8.2. For a DDM-convez function f : Z" — RU{+o00} with argmin f # (),
the 1-neighborhood steepest descent algorithm finds a minimizer of f exactly in (L+1)
iterations, that is, exactly in (L+1) calls of the 1-neighborhood minimization oracles.

Proof. By Proposition B} the sequence {#(*)} generated by the 1-neighborhood
steepest descent algorithm satisfy

z®) € argmin{f(z) | z € Si} (k=1,2,...). (8.4)
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Claim: If f(2®) = f(z* ) at Step D2, then z*~Y € argmin f.
(Proof) For any d € {+1,0,—1}", =1 4 d belongs to Sk, and hence, f(z®) <

f(z* =Y 4-d) by 84). Therefore, if f(z®) = f(x*=), then f(2*~V) < f(a*~V+d)
for any d. Corollary B.3in Section B guarantees 2*~1) € argmin f. (End of the proof

of Claim).
By the definition of L, ) # 2*=1 if k < L, and 2 = z(E+Y_ Therefore our
algorithm stops in (L + 1) iterations. O

Remark 8.1. Theorem says that the sequence of points generated by the 1-
neighborhood steepest descent algorithm is bounded by the /.,-distance between an
initial point and the nearest minimizer. Similar facts are pointed out for Li-convex
function minimization [13] 24, 26] and globally/locally discrete midpoint convex
function minimization [I§]. u

Remark 8.2. Let F'(n) denote the number of function evaluations in the 1-neighborhood
minimization oracle. Since any function defined on {0,1}" is DDM-convex, the 1-
neighborhood minimization problem is NP-hard. In almost cases, F'(n) seems to be
O(3") by a brute-force calculation, because | N (-)| = 3". Fortunately, for L-convex
functions, F'(n) is bounded by a polynomial in n. Another hopeful case is a fixed
parameter tractable case, that is, the case where there exists some parameter k
such that the number of function evaluations F'(n, k) in n and k is bounded by a
polynomial p(n) in n times any function g(k) in k& (see the next remark). [ |

Remark 8.3. Let us consider the following problem:

minimize %xTQx +c'x
subject to x €L,

where a symmetric matrix () € R™*" is nonsingular and diagonally dominant with
nonnegative diagonals, and ¢ € R™. Since @) is nonsingular, the (convex) continu-
ous relaxation problem has a unique minimizer —Q~'c. Furthermore, because the
objective function is 2-separable convex, it follows from Theorem in the next
section that there exists an optimal solution in the box:

B={r€Z"|-Q 'c—nl <z <-Q 'c+nl}.

Therefore, the 1-neighborhood steepest descent algorithm with an initial point
|—Q7'c] find an optimal solution in O(n) iterations. Furthermore, if Q = [g;]
is (2k + 1)-diagonal, that is,

G;=0 (i=1....n5j:j—i|>k),

then F(n,k) = O(n3k*1) as in [6]. ]

8.2 Scaling algorithm

In the same way as the scaling algorithm for minimization of globally/locally dis-
crete midpoint convex functions in [I8], the scaling property (Theorem [6.1]) and the
proximity theorem (Theorem [7.3]) enable us to design a scaling algorithm for the
minimization of DDM-convex functions with bounded effective domains.
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Let f : Z" — R U {+o0} be a DDM-convex function with bounded effective
domain. We suppose that K. = max{||[z — y||o | z,y € dom [} (K < +00) and
an initial point x € dom f are given. Our algorithm can be described as follows.

Scaling algorithm for DDM-convex functions
S0: Let 2 € dom f and o := 282Kt )],
S1: Find a vector y that minimizes f*(y) = f(z+ay) subject to ||y]lec < 1
(by the 1-neighborhood steepest descent algorithm), and
set T :=x + ay.
S2: If a =1, then stop (x is a minimizer of f).
S3: Set o := a/2, and go to S1.

Theorem 8.3. For a DDM-convex function f : Z" — R U {+oo} with bounded
effective domain, the scaling algorithm finds a minimizer of f in O(nlog, K.,) calls
of the 1-neighborhood minimization oracles.

Proof. The correctness of the algorithm can be shown by induction on a. If a =
2Mog2(Koc+ D1 then z is a unique point of dom f® because a = 208KtV > K
that is, a minimizer of f*. Let 22* denote the point x at the beginning of S1 for a and
assume that 2 is a minimizer of f2*. The function f®(y) = f(z** + ay) is DDM-
convex by Theorem Let y* = argmin{ f*(y) | ||yllec < n} and 2% = 2% + ay®.
Theorem [7.3] guarantees that 2 is a minimizer of f® because of 2** € argmin f2°.
At the termination of the algorithm, we have o = 1 and f® = f. The output of the
algorithm, which is computed by the 1-neighborhood steepest descent algorithm,
satisfies the condition of Corollary [3.3] and hence, the output is indeed a minimizer
of f.

The time complexity of the algorithm can be analyzed as follows: by Theo-
rem [B2] S1 terminates in O(n) calls of the 1-neighborhood minimization oracles
in each iteration. The number of iterations is O(log, K ). Hence, the assertion
holds. O

9 DDM-convex functions in continuous variables

In [19], proximity theorems between Lf-convex functions and their continuous relax-
ations are proposed. We extend these results to DDM-convexity.

It is known that the continuous version of Lf-convexity can naturally be defined
by using translation-submodularity (3.]). In this section, we define DDM-convexity
in continuous variables in a different way. We call a continuous convex function
F : R* - RU {400} a directed discrete midpoint convex function in continuous
variables (R-DDM-conver function) if for any positive integer a, the function f1/« :
Z™ — R U {+o0} defined by

o) = F (2) (z € Z") (9.1)

is DDM-convex. We denote by f the DDM-convex function f%/! which is nothing
but the restriction of F' to Z".
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An example of an R-DDM-convex function is a continuous 2-separable convex
function F which is defined as

F(z) =Y &)+ > gijlri—a)+ Y by(zi+2;)  (z€RY)
i=1 i i i

for univariate continuous convex functions &, ¢, ¢ : R — R U {+o0} (i =
1,...,n;7 € {1,...,n} \ {i}) as below. The restriction f of F' to Z" is trivially
a 2-separable convex function on Z" defined by (B.4]). Furthermore, the function
FYo :R" — R U {400} defined by

FYe(z) = F (g) (z € RY)

is also a continuous 2-separable convex function, and hence, the restriction f/¢ of
Fl/ to 7" is also a 2-separable convex function on Z".

We have the following proximity theorems between an R-DDM-convex function
F' and its restriction f to Z".

Theorem 9.1. Let F': R" — RU {400} be an R-DDM-convex function. For each
r* € argmin f (= argmin f/1), there exists T € argmin F with ||7* — T||s < n.

Proof. Since f is DDM-convex, by Corollary in Section [3] we have
flz*) < f(z* 4+ d) (Vd € {—1,0,+1}").
Thus, for every integer a > 2, by f(z) = f/*(ax) (z € Z"), we have
fYeax*) < fY%az* + ad) (Vd € {—1,0,+1}").
By Theorem [7.3] for £/, there exists z'/* € argmin f/* with
azr* — (o —1)nl < 2% < az* + (a — 1)nl. (9.2)
By dividing all terms in (9.2]) by «, we obtain

Qo a—1
¥ —nl <z*— nl < <z +
o o o

nl < z* +nl.

Let B={z € R" | 2*—nl <z < z*+nl}. For each integer k > 1, considering

. 1/a . .
ap = 2F and 2/ € argmin f/*, we have % € B. Since B is compact, there
. ey, .
exists a subsequence {&—} with
aki
1/O!k.
. X ¢ _
lim =7 € B.
1— 00 aki
Since F' is continuous, we have
. xl/akl . xl/akl _
lim F( ) = F(lim ) = F(T).
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Since '/ € dom f/**+1 holds for each i by the definition (II), we have F(. 1) >
1
F(E2) > o>

akQ aki

xl/aki

) > - which together with z'/2" € argmin f/2" for all
1, guarantees that

1/2ki

F@) < F(C ) =min /2 (i=1,2,...). (9.3)

We finally show F(Z) = min F', that is, T € argmin F'. Suppose to the contrary

that there exists 2/ with F'(2') < F(Z). Let € = F(Z)— F(2') > 0. By the continuity
of I, there exists d, such that

Yy € R, |’ — ylle < 6. = |F(2) — F(y)| <e. (9.4)

Because there exist N € {k; | i = 1,2,...} and y € R” such that 2¥y € Z" and
||I/ - y”oo < 0, by (M), we have

min f1/2" < F(y) < F(z') + ¢ = F(T),
which contradicts ([@.3]). Therefore, T must be a minimizer of F. O

If F has a unique minimizer, the converse of Theorem also holds.

Theorem 9.2. Let F': R" — RU {400} be an R-DDM-convex function. If F' has
a unique minimizer T, there exists * € argmin f with ||a* — || < n.

Proof. Let T be a unique minimizer of F. If f has a minimizer x*, then ||2*—T||o < n
must hold by Theorem 9.1l Thus, it is enough to show that f has a minimizer.
Suppose to the contrary that f has no minimizer and let B = {z € R" | T—nl1 <
x < T+ nl}. Then, there exists y € dom f \ B such that f(y) < f(z) for all
redomfNB. Let £ = ||y —T||oc and B’ ={z € R" | T — (1 < x <T+ (1}. Note
that ¢ > n and B’ D B. Let us consider the restriction G of I' to B’ defined by

_JF(x) (xebB) n
G(x)—{+oo (¢ B) (x € R").

Obviously, G is R-DDM-convex and T is a unique minimizer of G. In particular, the
restriction g of G to Z™ is DDM-convex and has a minimizer z since B’ is bounded.
This point z does not belong to B since y € B and f(y) < f(z) for all z € dom fNB.
However, this contradicts Theorem for G and g. O

If F has a bounded effective domain, a similar statement holds. Let K. =
sup{|z — yllec | 7,y € dom F}.

Theorem 9.3. Let F': R" — R U {400} be an R-DDM-convez function. If dom F
is bounded (i.e., Ko < o), for each T € argmin F, there exists x* € argmin f with
|2* — T|| 0o < 1.
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Proof. If dom f = argmin f, the assertion holds. In the sequel, we assume that
dom f # argmin f. We fix a minimizer T of I, arbitrarily. For a sufficiently small
e > 0, let us consider functions F. : R" — RU {400} and f. : Z" — R U {+o0}
defined by

F.(z) +6Z i —T)? (zeRY),
fe(z) = F.(x) (:E ez").

Function F, has the unique minimizer T and satisfies the conditions of Theorem 0.2,
by Proposition 24 (4), because f2/* defined by (1)) for F. is the sum of f/* and
a separable convex function which are DDM-convex. Thus, by Theorem for F.
and f., there exists 2 € argmin f. with ||2° — T/ < n.

Let f = min{f(z) | € dom f \ argmin f} > 0. Note that 3 is well-defined by

boundedness of dom f. We show that if ¢ < (f—min f)/(nfio), then 2° € argmin f.
For any x € argmin f, by f.(z°) < f.(z), we have

f(z® +EZ{ _Iz (5 —1’,)2}.

As f(2°) > f(2), Do {(z; —7;)? — (25 —T;)?} > 0 must hold. Therefore, we obtain

which says x° € argmin f. O

Remark 9.1. There is a convex function which is not R-DDM-convex. For example,
for a positive definite matrix @ = [3 %], the function

F(z)=2"Qux (z € R?)

is convex, but the restriction f of F to Z? is not DDM-convex by Theorem [5.2, and
hence, F' is not R-DDM-convex. [ ]

Remark 9.2. The convex extension of a DDM-convex function may not be R-DDM-
convex. For example,

S =1{(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)}

is a DDM-convex set, and hence, its indicator function f = dg is DDM-convex. We
denote the convex hull of S by S. Then the convex extension F' of f is expressed by

Fa) = {O Tty we®)
and f1/? is given by

2.y )0 (z€T) 3

W(x)—{ wer) CETD
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where T' = {(2,0,0), (1,1,0),(0,2,0),(0,1,1),(0,0,2),(1,0,1)}. The function f/?
is not DDM-convex, because for x = (2,0,0) and y = (0,1,1), we have u(z,y) =
(1,0,0) ¢ T. n
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