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Abstract. We analyze the role played by n-convexity for the fulfillment of
a series of linear functional inequalities that extend the Hornich-Hlawka func-

tional inequality, f (x) + f (y) + f (z) + f (x + y + z) ≥ f (x + y) + f (y + z) +

f (z + x) + f(0), including extensions to the case of positive operators.

1. Introduction

Many noteworthy inequalities are related to the following problem:

Problem 1. Suppose that S is an abelian additive semigroup with neutral element
0, f a function defined on S and taking values in an ordered vector space E (or in
its positive cone E+). For n ≥ 2, find the linear inequalities relating∑n

i=1
f(xi),

∑
1≤i<j≤n

f(xi + xj), . . . , f(
∑n

i=1
xi)

for all x1, . . . , xn ∈ S.

Due to its many ramifications, this problem is still the subject of intense activity,
and the present paper reports some new results in this direction, under the um-
brella of the Hornich-Hlawka functional inequality. Specifically, we are interested
in studying conditions under which a continuous function f : S → R+ satisfies

(1.1) f (x) + f (y) + f (z) + f (x+ y + z) ≥ f (x+ y) + f (y + z) + f (z + x)

for all x, y, z ∈ S. When f is a real-valued function it is usual to replace (1.1) by

(1.2) f (x)+f (y)+f (z)+f (x+ y + z) ≥ f (x+ y)+f (y + z)+f (z + x)+f(0).

A good start for understanding the Hornich-Hlawka functional inequality is pro-
vided by the following elementary (but powerful) inequality:

(1.3) |x|+ |y|+ |z|+ |x+ y + z| ≥ |x+ y|+ |y + z|+ |z + x| for all x, y, z ∈ R.
As was noticed by Levi [17], every piecewise linear inequality like (1.3) remains true
when the real variables x, y, z are replaced by arbitrary vectors x, y, z in RN and
the absolute value function is replaced by the Euclidean norm,

(1.4) ‖x‖+ ‖y‖+ ‖z‖+ ‖x + y + z‖ ≥ ‖x + y‖+ ‖y + z‖+ ‖z + x‖ .
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Inequality (1.4) is what is nowadays known as the Hornich-Hlawka inequality. See
the paper of Hornich [14], which includes the marvelous argument of Hlawka, based
on the triangle inequality and an identity (due to Fréchet [10]) which characterizes
inner product spaces.

Using a standard technique, one can easily infer from (1.3) that the Hornich-
Hlawka inequality (1.4) also works for all Lebesgue spaces L1(µ), and so also for all
spaces that can be embedded linearly and isometrically into an L1(µ). The latter
comment includes all Lebesgue spaces Lp(µ) with p ∈ [1, 2])—see Lindenstrauss
and Pe lczyński [19].

In 1946, Popoviciu [32] proved that every continuous function f : R+ → R that
vanishes at the origin and admits a nondecreasing derivative of second order on
(0,∞), verifies the Hornich-Hlawka functional inequality (1.1). One can easily put
Popoviciu’s result in full generality by showing that actually all continuous 3-convex
functions on R+ taking values in an ordered Banach space verify inequality (1.2).
This fact and its analogue in the case of continuous n-convex functions,

f
(∑n

i=1
xi
)
−
∑

1≤i1<···<in−1≤n
f(xi1 + · · ·+ xin−1

)

+
∑

1≤i1<···<in−2≤n
f(xi1 + · · ·+ xin−2

)− · · ·+ (−1)n−1
∑n

i=1
f(xi) ≥ f(0),

will be the subject of Section 3.
Close to the above inequality is the characterization of the property of n-convexity

via differences (∆hf) (x) = f(x+ h)− f(x), rather than via divided differences as
is usual. See Theorem 5, which expresses the identity of the class of continu-
ous n-convex functions with the class of continuous functions having positive dif-
ferences of order n in the sense that ∆x1∆x2 · · ·∆xnf(x) ≥ 0. The connection
with Popoviciu’s inequality is evident when n is an odd integer because the condi-
tion ∆x1

∆x2
· · ·∆xn

f(x) ≥ 0, simply means the introduction of a new variable in
Popoviciu’s inequality as follows:∑n

i=1
f(xi + x)−

∑
1≤i<j≤n

f(xi + xj + x)

+
∑

1≤i<j<k≤n
f(xi + xj + xk + x)− · · ·

+(−1)n−1f(x1 + · · ·+ xn + x) ≥ f(x).

It is worth noticing that the functions f : R+ → R+ that have positive differences
of any order are precisely the absolutely monotonic functions in the terminology
of Bernstein [4]. Leaving the elegant framework of analysis on intervals one easily
discovers that n-convexity and the property of having positive differences of order
n are different concepts. This idea is detailed at the end of Section 3.

Two important classes of functions that mix a string of properties of n-convexity
are those of completely monotone functions and of Bernstein functions. See Section
2 for their definitions and some examples. Sendov and Zitikis [36] prove that these
functions verify inequalities of the form

(1.5)
∑n

i=1
f(xi)−

∑
1≤i<j≤n

f(xi + xj) + · · ·+ (−1)n−1f
(∑n

i=1
xi
)
≥ 0,

for all x1, . . . , xn in R+ and n ≥ 1. Their proof combines the classical integral repre-
sentation theorems (respectively the Bernstein theorem and the Lévy–Khintchine
representation theorem) with some probabilistic considerations. In Section 4 we
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extend this result as a double inequality that holds for completely monotone func-
tions defined on cones. Combining this result with [35, Theorem 1.3 (a)], we
then show that the function f(X) = (detX)−ρ (defined on N × N -real symmet-
ric positive definite matrices) also verifies the whole string of inequalities (1.5) if
ρ ∈ {0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, ...} ∪ [(N − 1) /2,∞).

Section 5 considers functions defined on cones and having positive differences of a
certain order n > 0. A surprising result is Theorem 9, which shows that the function
det has positive differences of any order (though it is not completely monotonic).
Probably the same happens for other immanants function (like the permanents),
but we were able to prove only the positivity of differences of order 3. [TODO
TODO].

For the reader’s convenience, background on higher order convexity and the
theory of ordered Banach spaces is summarized in Section 2.

2. Preliminaries

The study of higher order convexity was initiated by Hopf [13] and Popoviciu
[29, 31], who defined it in terms of divided differences of a function. Assuming
f a real-valued function defined on a real interval I, the divided differences of
order 0, 1, . . . , n associated to a family x0, x1, . . . , xn of n + 1 distinct points are
respectively defined by the formulas

[x0; f ] = f(x0)

[x0, x1; f ] =
f(x1)− f(x0)

x1 − x0
...

[x0, x1, ..., xn; f ] =
[x1, x2, ..., xn; f ]− [x0, x1, ..., xn−1; f ]

xn − x0

=
∑n

j=0

f(xj)∏
k 6=j (xj − xk)

.

Notice that all these divided differences are invariant to permutations of the points
x0, x1, ..., xn. As a consequence, we may always assume that x0 < x1 < · · · < xn.

A function f is called n-convex (respectively n-concave) if all divided differ-
ences [x0, x1, . . . , xn; f ] are nonnegative (respectively nonpositive). In particular,
0-convex functions are precisely the nonnegative functions, 1-convex functions the
nondecreasing ones, while 2-convex functions are simply the usual convex functions.

If f is n times differentiable, then a repeated application of Lagrange’s mean
value theorem yields the existence of a point ξ ∈ (mink xk,maxk xk) such that

[x0, x1, ..., xn; f ] =
f (n)(ξ)

n!
.

As a consequence, one obtains the following practical criterion of n-convexity.

Lemma 1. Every continuous function f defined on an interval I which is n times
differentiable on the interior of I is n-convex provided that f (n) ≥ 0.

A big source of convex functions of higher order is provided by the Bernstein func-
tions and the completely monotone functions. Recall that a function f : (0,∞)→
R+ is a Bernstein function if it is infinitely differentiable and verifies the condition

(−1)n+1f (n)(x) ≥ 0 for all x > 0 and n ≥ 1;
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while, the function f is completely monotone if instead

(−1)nf (n)(x) ≥ 0 for all x > 0 and n ≥ 0.

By definition, a function f : [0,∞) → R+ is a Bernstein function (respectively
a completely monotone function) if it is continuous and its restriction of to (0,∞)
has the respective property.

Every Bernstein function is (2n + 1)-convex and every completely monotone
function is 2n-convex for every n ≥ 0.

If f : [0,∞)→ R+ is a Bernstein function then so is f−f(0); if f is a completely
monotone function then f(0)− f is a Bernstein function. Some simple examples of
Bernstein functions are

x/(x+ 1), 1− e−αx (for α > 0),

log(1 + x), (x− 1)/ log x and xα (for 0 < α ≤ 1).

A nice account of the two aforementioned classes of functions is offered by the
authoritative monograph of Schilling, Song and Vondraček [34].

Besides the five examples mentioned above some other examples of 3-convex
functions on R+ are xα (for α ∈ (0, 1] ∪ [2,∞)), −x2 +

√
x, −x log x, sinh, cosh,

− log (Γ(x)) etc.

The function 1 − (x− 3) + (x−3)3
6 is continuous and 3-convex on R+ but not

n-convex for any n ∈ {0, 1, 2} .
The polynomials with positive coefficients and the exponential are n-convex for

every n ≥ 0.
All polynomials of degree less than or equal to 2 are both 3-convex and 3-concave.
The following approximation theorem due to Popoviciu [30] (see also [11, Theo-

rem 1.3.1 (i), pg. 20]) allows us to reduce reasoning with n-convex functions to the
case where they are also differentiable.

Theorem 1 (Popoviciu’s approximation theorem). If a continuous function f :
[0, 1]→ R is k-convex, then so are the Bernstein polynomials associated to it,

Bn(f)(x) =

n∑
i=0

(
n

i

)
xi(1− x)n−if

(
i

n

)
.

Moreover, by the well-known property of simultaneous uniform approximation of
a function and its derivatives by Bernstein polynomials and their derivatives, it
follows that Bn(f) and any derivative (of any order) of it, converge uniformly to f
and to its derivatives, correspondingly.

Using a change of variable, one can easily see that the approximation theorem
extends to functions defined on compact intervals [a, b] with a < b.

Lemma 2. (i) The composition of two continuous functions that are increasing,
concave or 3-convex is a function of the same nature.

(ii) If f : R+ → R+ is a continuous 3-convex function which is also nondecreas-
ing and concave, then the same properties hold for fα if α ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. According to Theorem 1, we may reduce the proof to the case where the
involved functions are also of class C3. In this case the proof can be completed by
computing the sign of the derivatives of order 1, 2 and 3. �
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The n-convex functions taking values in an ordered Banach space can be in-
troduced in the same manner as real-valued n-convex functions by using divided
differences. We recall useful definitions below.

Recall that an ordered Banach space is any Banach space E endowed with the
ordering ≤ associated to a closed convex cone E+ via the formula

x ≤ y if and only if y − x ∈ E+,

such that

E = E+ − E+, (−E+) ∩ E+ = {0} ,
and

0 ≤ x ≤ y in E implies ‖x‖ ≤ ‖y‖ .
The basic facts concerning the theory of ordered Banach spaces are made available
by the book of Schaefer and Wolff [33]. See [25] for a short overview centered on
two important particular cases: Rn, the n-dimensional Euclidean space endowed
with the coordinate-wise ordering, and Sym(n,R) the ordered Banach space of all
n× n symmetric matrices with real coefficients endowed with the operator norm

‖A‖ = sup
‖x‖≤1

|〈Ax, x〉| ,

and the Löwner (partial) ordering,

A ≤ B if and only if 〈Ax,x〉 ≤ 〈Bx,x〉 for all x ∈ Rn.

Here the operator norm can be replaced by any Schatten norm, in particular
with the Frobenius norm,

‖A‖F =
(∑N

i=1

∑N

j=1
a2ij
)1/2

.

The Frobenius norm is associated to the trace inner product

〈A,B〉 = trace(AB).

The positive cone of Rn is the first orthant Rn+, while the positive cone of

Sym(n,R) is the set Sym+(n,R) consisting of all positive semi-definite matrices. We
denote by Rn++ and Sym++(n,R) respectively the interior of Rn+ and Sym+(n,R).

Remark 1. Much of the study of vector-valued convex functions can be reduced to
that of real-valued functions. Indeed, in any ordered Banach space E, any inequality
of the form u ≤ v is equivalent to x∗(u) ≤ x∗(v) for all x∗ ∈ E∗+.

As a consequence, a function f : I → E is respectively nondecreasing, convex
or n-convex if and only if x∗ ◦ f has this property whenever x∗ ∈ E∗ is a positive
functional. For E = Rn, this inequality reduces to the components of f .

Combining Remark 1 with Lemma 1 one obtains the following practical test of
3-convexity for vector-valued differentiable functions:

Theorem 2. Suppose that f is a continuous function defined on an interval I and
taking values in an ordered Banach space E. If f is three times differentiable on
the interior of I and f ′′′ ≥ 0, then f is a 3-convex function.

An example illustrating Theorem 2 is provided by the function

f : R+ → Sym(n,R), f(t) = −e−tA,
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associated to a positive semi-definite matrix A ∈ Sym(n,R). This function is of
class C∞ and its first three derivatives are given by the formulas

f ′(t) = Ae−tA, f ′′(t) = −A2e−tA, f ′′′(t) = A3e−tA.

Thus f is nondecreasing, concave and 3-convex (according to the ordering of Sym(n,R)).
The matrix A3e−tA is positive semidefinite since the product of commuting positive
semi-definite matrices is also positive semidefinite.

3. The functional inequality of Popoviciu

Popoviciu [32] published in 1946 a short note on a functional inequality that we
restate here in a slightly more general form.

Theorem 3. Suppose that E is an ordered Banach space and f : [0, A] → E is a
continuous n-convex function (n ≥ 1). Then

f(
∑n

i=1
xi)−

∑
1≤i1<···<in−1≤n

f(xi1 + · · ·+ xin−1
)

+
∑

1≤i1<···<in−2≤n
f(xi1+· · ·+xin−2

)−· · ·+(−1)n−1
∑n

i=1
f(xi) ≥ (−1)n−1f(0),

for all x1, x2, ..., xn ≥ 0 with
∑n
i=1 xi ≤ A.

Notice that this inequality can be reformulated as∑
ε1,...,εn∈{0,1}

(−1)
n−(ε1+···+εn) f (ε1x1 + · · ·+ εnxn) ≥ 0.

Popoviciu supplied the details only in the case n = 3, for functions f that vanish
at the origin and admit a nondecreasing second order derivative.

The proof of Theorem 3 is by induction, starting with the following instance of
Hardy-Littlewood-Pólya’s majorization inequality (see [26, Theorem 4.1.3, pg. 186]):

Lemma 3. If g : [a, b] → R is a continuous convex function and c and d are two
points in [a, b] such that a+ b = c+ d, then

g(c) + g(d) ≤ g(a) + g(b).

Proof of Theorem 3. The case n = 1 is trivial since 1-convexity is equivalent to
the fact that f is nondecreasing. For n = 2 the inequality under attention reads as

f(x1) + f(x2) ≤ f(x1 + x2) + f(0),

which follows from Lemma 3. Suppose thus that the statement of Theorem 3 holds
for all continuous n-convex functions and all x1, x2, ..., xn ≥ 0 with

∑n
i=1 xi ≤ A.

Let f be a continuous (n+ 1)-convex function. According to Remark 1 we may
assume that f is real-valued, while Popoviciu’s approximation theorem (Theorem 1)
allows us to restrict ourselves functions of class C1. Then f ′ is continuous and n-
convex and the same is true for the function ϕ(x) = f ′(x1 + x). According to the
induction hypothesis, if x1, ..., xn, xn+1 ≥ 0 and x1 + · · ·+ xn+1 ≤ A, we have

f ′(
∑n+1

i=1
xi)−

∑
2≤i1<···<in−1≤n+1

f ′(x1 + xi1 + · · ·+ xin−1)

+
∑

2≤i1<···<in−2≤n+1
f ′(x1 + xi1 + · · ·+ xin−2

)

− · · ·+ (−1)n−1
∑

2≤j≤n+1
f ′(x1 + xj) ≥ (−1)n−1f ′(x1).
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Similar inequalities occur by permuting the variables.
Consider x2, x3, . . . , xn+1 fixed in [0, A] and x1 ≥ 0 variable such that x1 + · · ·+

xn+1 ≤ A. The function F defined by the formula

F (x1) = f(
∑n+1

i=1
xi)−

∑
1≤i1<···<in≤n+1

f(xi1 + · · ·+ xin) + · · ·+

+ (−1)n−1
∑

1≤i<j≤n+1

f(xi + xj) + (−1)n
∑n+1

i=1
f(xi) + (−1)

n+1
f (0)

is differentiable and, according to the induction hypothesis,

F ′ (x1) = f ′
(∑n+1

i=1
xi

)
−

∑
2≤i1<···<in+1≤n+1

f ′(x1 + xi1 + · · ·+ xin−1)+

+ (−1)n−1
∑

2≤j≤n+1

f ′(x1 + xj) + (−1)nf ′(x1) ≥ 0.

Therefore F is a nondecreasing function, whence F (x1) ≥ F (0) = 0. In conclusion
F is a nonnegative function and the proof is done. �

It is worth noticing that Popoviciu’s inequality can be turned into a characteri-
zation of n-convexity using difference operators.

The difference operators ∆h (of step size h ≥ 0) can be introduced in a large
category of situations including the case of functions defined on n-dimensional in-
tervals or on convex cones, ordered abelian semigroups, etc. They associate to each
such function f , the function ∆hf defined by

(∆hf) (x) = f(x+ h)− f(x),

for all x and h such that the right-hand side formula makes sense.
Clearly, difference operators are linear and commute with each other,

∆h1∆h2 = ∆h2∆h1 .

They also verify the following property of invariance under translation:

∆h (f ◦ Ta) = (∆hf) ◦ Ta,
where Ta is the translation defined by the formula Ta(x) = x+ a.

Lemma 4. If n is a positive integer, then the following formula holds:

∆h1
∆h2
· · ·∆hn

f(x) =
∑

ε1,...,εn∈{0,1}

(−1)
n−(ε1+···+εn) f (x+ ε1h1 + · · ·+ εnhn) .

The proof is immediate, by mathematical induction.
The property of convexity of a continuous function f defined on an interval I

can be characterized via the difference operators as follows:

Theorem 4. A continuous function f : I → R is convex if and only if the following
inequality holds,

(3.1) ∆a∆bf(x) = f(a+ b+ x)− f(a+ x)− f(b+ x) + f(x) ≥ 0

at all interior points x ∈ I and all a, b ≥ 0 for which x+ a+ b ∈ I.

In other words, for continuous functions defined on intervals, convexity is equiv-
alent to the property of having positive differences of second order.
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Proof. The fact that convexity implies the inequality ∆a∆bf ≥ 0 is a consequence
of the Hardy-Littlewood-Pólya inequality of majorization. See Lemma 3. On the
other hand, for u < v arbitrarily fixed in I, choosing a = b = (v − u) /2 and x = u,
we infer from (3.1) that

f(u) + f(v)

2
≥ f

(
u+ v

2

)
,

which is equivalent to convexity since f was assumed to be continuous. See [26,
Theorem 1.1.8, pg. 5]. �

The following result extends Theorem 4 to the case of higher-order convexity
and originates from an old paper of Boas and Widder [7].

Theorem 5. Suppose that f : [0, A]→ R is a continuous function and n ≥ 1 is an
integer. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) f is n-convex;
(ii) f has positive differences of order n in the sense that

∆x1
∆x2
· · ·∆xn

f(t) ≥ 0

for all points t, x1, x2, ..., xn ≥ 0 such that t+ x1 + · · ·+ xn ≤ A.

The same works if the interval [0, A] is replaced by R+ and R.

Proof. The implication (i) =⇒ (ii) follows from Theorem 3, when applied to the
n-convex function g(x) = f(x+ t)− f(t). An alternative proof is made available by
the paper of Boas and Widder [7].

The converse implication is immediate and is the objective of [16, Theorem
15.3.1, pg. 430] in Kuczma’s book. A very short proof of the implication (ii) =⇒ (i)
when n = 3 can be found in [2, Proposition 1]. �

Corollary 1. Suppose that E is an ordered Banach space and f : [0, A] → E is a
continuous function. Then f is n-convex if and only if it verifies the inequality

∆x1∆x2 · · ·∆xnf(x) =
∑

ε1,...,εn∈{0,1}

(−1)
n−(ε1+···+εn) f (x+ ε1x1 + · · ·+ εnxn) ≥ 0

for all points x, x1, . . . , xn ∈ [0, A] such that x+ x
1

+ · · ·+ xn ≤ A.
In particular, a continuous function f : [0, A] → E is 3-convex if and only if it

verifies the inequality

f (x+ t) + f (y + t) + f (z + t) + f (x+ y + z + t)

≥ f (x+ y + t) + f (y + z + t) + f (z + x+ t) + f(t)

for all points x, y, z, t ∈ [0, A] such that x+ y + z + t ≤ A.

Both Theorem 3 and Theorem 5 can be applied successfully to derive a num-
ber of useful inequalities satisfied by the Bernstein functions and the completely
monotonic functions on [0,∞). We will come back to this matter in the next section.

In higher dimensions, the equivalence between usual convexity and the property
of having positive differences of second order is no anymore valid. Some simple
examples are indicated in what follows.
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Example 1. Consider the case of the infinitely differentiable function

f(x, y) = −2 (xy)
1/2

, x, y ∈ (0,∞).

This function is convex, its Hessian being the positive semidefinite matrix

H =
1

2

(
x−3/2y1/2 −x−1/2y−1/2
−x−1/2y−1/2 x1/2y−3/2

)
.

However, Φ fails the inequality

∆A∆Bf(X) ≥ 0 for A,B,X ∈ (0,∞)× (0,∞);

for example, choose A = (1, 2), B = (2, 1) and X near the origin.

Example 2. The function

M : R2
+ → R, M (x, y) = min {x, y}

is continuous and concave. Besides it has positive differences of second order as

min {x+ s+ u, y + t+ v} −min {x+ s, y + t}
−min {x+ u, y + v}+ min {x, y} ≥ 0,

for all s, t, u, v > 0. The function M proves useful in statistics as the Fréchet-
Hoeffding upper bound for joint distribution functions of random variables. See
Nelsen [24].

Popoviciu [29, 31] introduced the concept of higher order convexity for functions
of several variables using multiple divided differences. To gain some insight, let us
consider the case of a function f = f(x, y) defined on a product I × J of intervals,
and let x0, x1, . . . , xm be distinct points in I, and y0, y1, . . . , yn be distinct points
in J. The divided double differences are defined via the formula[

x0, x1, . . . , xm
y0, y1, . . . , yn

; f

]
= [x0, x2, . . . , xm; [y0, y1, . . . , yn; f((x, ·)]](3.2)

= [y0, y1, . . . , yn; [x0, x1, . . . , xm; f((·, y)]].

Notice that this formula is invariant under the permutation of variables xk (and
also under the permutation of the variables yk).

Drawing a parallel to the one dimensional case, Popoviciu [29, pg. 78] calls a
function f : I × J → R convex of order (m,n) if the divided differences[

x0, x1, . . . , xm
y0, y1, . . . , yn

; f

]
are nonnegative for all distinct points x0, x1, ..., xm ∈ I and y0, y1, ..., yn ∈ J .

Needless to say, the study of this concept of convexity implies a formidable
formalism, so little progress was made since the times of Popoviciu. The only one
recent contribution is [12] that studies the cases m = n = 1 and m = n = 2.

4. The case of completely monotone functions on cones

The theory of completely monotone functions can be easily extended to the
context of several variables using convex analysis. In what follows V denotes a
finite-dimensional real vector space and C an open convex cone in V with closure
C. Its dual cone is C∗ = {y ∈ E∗ : 〈y, x〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ C}. The points in C∗ are
linear functionals that are nonnegative on C.
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Definition 1. A function f : C → R+ is called completely monotone if f is C∞ on
C and, for all integers k ≥ 1 and all vectors v1, ..., vk ∈ C, we have

(4.1) (−1)
k
Dv1 · · ·Dvkf(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ C.

Here Dv denotes the directional derivative along the vector v.
A function f : C → R+ is called completely monotone if it is the continuous

extension of a completely monotone function on C.

When C = (0,∞)n, the condition (4.1) means that

(−1)
k ∂kf

∂xi1∂xi2 · · · ∂xik
(x) ≥ 0

for all x ∈ (0,∞)
n

and all sets of indices 1 ≤ i1 ≤ i2 ≤ · · · ≤ ik ≤ n of arbitrary
length k.

As in the case of completely monotone functions of one real variable, these func-
tions can be obtained as Laplace transforms of Borel measures on the dual cone.

Theorem 6. (Bernstein-Hausdorff-Widder-Choquet theorem). Let f be a nonnega-
tive continuous function on the open convex cone C. Then f is completely monotone
if and only if it is the Laplace transform of a unique Borel measure µ supported on
the dual cone C∗, that is,

f(x) =

∫
C∗
e−〈y,x〉dµ(y) for all x ∈ C.

When f admits a continuous extension to C, the last equality works for all x ∈ C.

For details, see Choquet [8].

Remark 2. Finding the positive Borel measure µ that makes the formula of The-
orem 6 working represents a practical way for checking the complete monotonicity
of f . So is the case of Riesz kernels: If α1, α2, ..., αN > 0, then

x−α1
1 x−α2

2 · · ·x−αN

N =

∫
RN

++

e−〈y,x〉
x−α1
1 x−α2

2 · · ·x−αN

N

Γ(α1)Γ(α2) · · ·Γ(αN )
dy

for all x ∈ RN++. See [15, Proposition 2.7]. A more subtle case is that of inverse
powers of the determinant

f (X) = (detX)
−ρ
, X ∈ Sym++(N,R),

for which Scott and Sokal [35] have shown that is completely monotone if and only
if ρ ∈ {0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, ..., (N − 1) /2} ∪ ((N − 1) /2,∞). See also [15, Theorem 4.1].
It is worth noticing that Siegel established in 1929 the formula

(detA)
−ρ

=

∫
Sym++(N,R)

e− traceAX (detX)
ρ

dX

πn(n−1)/4Γ(ρ)Γ (ρ− 1/2) · · ·Γ (ρ− (n− 1)/2))

for all A ∈ Sym++(N,R) and ρ ≥ (N + 1) /2. See [38, Hilfssatz 37, pg. 585].

We next extend (and improve) a result due to Sendov and Zitikis; see [36, The-
orem 4.1, pg. 76].

Theorem 7. Every completely monotone function f : C → R+ satisfies

(4.2)
∑n

i=1
f(xi)−

∑
1≤i<j≤n

f(xi + xj) + · · ·+ (−1)n−1f(
∑n

i=1
xi) ≥ 0,
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for every x1, . . . , xn ∈ C and n ≥ 1. When f admits a continuous extension to C,
then then f satisfies the double inequality

(4.3) f(0) ≥
∑n

i=1
f(xi)−

∑
1≤i<j≤n

f(xi+xj)+ · · ·+(−1)n−1f(
∑n

i=1
xi) ≥ 0,

for every x1, . . . , xn ∈ C and n ≥ 1.

For n = 3, the first conclusion of Theorem 7 reads as∑3

i=1
f(xi)−

∑
1≤i<j≤3

f(xi + xj) + f(
∑3

i=1
xi) ≥ 0,

which is nothing but a Hornich-Hlawka type inequality.
The proof of Theorem 7 needs the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 5. We have

P =
∑n

i=1
e−αi −

∑
1≤i<j≤n

e−(αi+αj) + · · ·+ (−1)n+1e−
∑n

i=1 αi ≥ 0

and

Q =
∑n

i=1

(
1− e−αi

)
−
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(
1− e−(αi+αj)

)
+ · · ·+ (−1)n+1

(
1− e−

∑n
i=1 αi

)
≥ 0,

whenever α1, . . . , αn ∈ R+ and n ≥ 2.

Proof. Indeed,

S = 1−
∏n

i=1

(
1− e−αi

)
and Q =

∑n

i=1
(−1)k+1

(
n

k

)
− S = 1− S.

�

Proof of Theorem 7. As per to Theorem 6, f admits the integral representation

f(x) =

∫
C∗
e−〈y,x〉dµ(y) for all x ∈ C,

where µ is a Borel measure on C∗. Then, taking into account to the first assertion
of Lemma 5, we have the inequality

0 ≤
∫
C∗

∑n

i=1
e−〈xi,y〉 −

∑
1≤i<j≤n

e−〈xi+xj ,y〉

+ · · ·+ (−1)n−1e−〈
∑n

i=1 xi,y〉
]

dµ(y)

=
∑n

i=1
f(xi)−

∑
1≤i<j≤n

f(xi + xj) + · · ·+ (−1)n−1f(
∑n

i=1
xi).

The case where f is defined on C can be settled in the same manner, using both
assertions of Lemma 5. �

Combining Theorem 7 with the aforementioned result of Scott and Sokal (see
Remark 2) one obtains the following result:

Corollary 2. If ρ ∈ {0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, ...} ∪ [(N − 1) /2,∞), then∑n

i=1
det−ρ(Ai)−

∑
1≤i<j≤n

det−ρ(Ai +Aj)

+ · · ·+ (−1)n−1 det−ρ(
∑n

i=1
Ai) ≥ 0,
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for every A1, . . . , An ∈ Sym++(N,R) and n ≥ 1.

Given Corollary 2 one may wonder whether Theorem 7 also specializes to el-
ementary symmetric polynomials. The situation here turns out to be more sub-
tle, and a qualified answer follows from the discussion below. Recall that for any
m = 0, 1, ..., N, the m-th elementary symmetric polynomial of x ∈ RN is defined
by the formula

Em,N (x) =
∑

1≤i1<···<im≤N
xi1 ...xim .

Notice that det and the functions Em,N are hyperbolic polynomials in the sense
of G̊arding. For details concerning this notion see [26, Section 4.6]. Kozhasov,
Michalek and Sturmfels provided a constructive proof for the fact that any elemen-
tary symmetric polynomial Em,n admits a real exponent α′ > 0 such that E−αm,n is

completely monotone on RN++ for all α ≥ α′—see [15, Theorem 6.4].

Remark 3. The restriction of e−x to R+ is a completely monotone function and
thus it verifies the inequality

e−x1 + e−x2 + e−x3 + e−(x1+x2+x3) ≥ e−(x1+x2) + e−(x2+x3) + e−(x3+x1).

However there x1, x2, x3 > 0 such that

e−x1 + e−x2 + e−x3 + e−(x1+x2+x3) � e−(x1+x2) + e−(x2+x3) + e−(x3+x1) + e0.

This shows that the inequality∑3

i=1
f(xi)−

∑
1≤i<j≤3

f(xi + xj) + f(
∑3

i=1
xi) ≥ f(0),

does not characterize the 3-convexity within the class of continuous functions.

The fact that the Bernstein functions f : R+ → R+ also verify the inequalities
(4.2) follows from Lemma 5 and the Lévy-Khintchine theorem (Theorem 3.2, p. 15
of [34]), which asserts that each such function admits the integral representation

f(x) = a+ bx+

∫ ∞
0

(1− e−xt)dµ(t)

for some constants a, b ≥ 0 and a positive measure µ on [0,∞) such that∫ ∞
0

min {1, t} dµ(t) <∞.

As far as we know, no attempt was made to extend the theory of Bernstein
functions to the framework of functions defined on cones.

5. Functions with positive differences on cones

The difference operators ∆hf : x→ ∆hf(x) = f(x+ h)− f(x) are well defined
in the case of functions f defined on a convex cone C. Such a function is said to be
a function with positive differences of order n (n ≥ 1) if

∆h1
∆h2
· · ·∆hn

f(x) ≥ 0 for all x, h1, h2, ..., hn ∈ C.

For convenience, we say that f has positive differences of order 0 if f ≥ 0.
In the literature, the concept of n-absolute monotonicity is used with the meaning

that the function under attention has positive differences of order k for all k ∈
{0, 1, ..., n}.
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Theorem 8. If f : C → F+ is a completely monotonic function, then f has positive
differences of any even order k = 0, 2, 4, ... ; under the same hypothesis, −f has
positive differences of any odd order k = 1, 3, 5, ... .

This follows easily from the characterization of monotonicity in terms of Gâteaux
differentiability (as was established by Amann [1], Proposition 3.2, p. 184):

Lemma 6. Suppose that E and F are two ordered Banach spaces, C is a convex
subset of E with nonempty interior int C and Φ : C → F is a function, continuous
on C and Gâteaux differentiable on int C. Then Φ is monotone nondecreasing on C
if and only if

DΦ(a)[v] =
Φ(a+ tv)− Φ(a)

t
≥ 0

for all points a ∈ int C and all vectors v ∈ E+.

Example 3. Every function of the form

Φ(x) = f (〈x,w〉) , x ∈ RN+ ,

associated to a continuous n-convex function f : R+→ R and a vector w ∈ RN+ has
positive differences of order n.

The proof is straightforward, as evident from the case n = 3. Indeed, in this case,
for every x,y, z, t ∈ Rn+ we have

Φ (x + t) + Φ (y + t) + Φ (z + t) + Φ (x + y + z + t)

− Φ (x + y + t)− Φ (y + z + t)− Φ (z + x + t)− Φ(t)

= f (〈x + t,v〉) + f (〈y + t,v〉) + f (〈z + t,v〉) + f (〈x + y + z + t,v〉)
− f (〈x + y + t,v〉)− f (〈y + z + t,v〉)− f (〈z + x + t,v〉)− f(〈t,v〉)

= f (〈x,v〉+ 〈t,v〉) + f (〈y,v〉+ 〈t,v〉) + f (〈z,v〉+ 〈t,v〉)
+ f (〈x + y + z,v〉+ 〈t,v〉)− f (〈x + y,v〉+ 〈t,v〉)− f (〈y + z,v〉+ t,v〉)

− f (〈z + x,v〉+ 〈t,v〉)− f(〈t,v〉) ≥ 0.

A variant of this example is provided by the map

Ψ(A) = f (trace(AW )) , A ∈ Sym+(n,R),

associated to a continuous n-convex function f : R+→ R and to an operator W ∈
RN+ . The ambient Hilbert space in this case is Sym(n,R), endowed with the Frobenius
norm and Löwner ordering.

Linear algebra offers many examples of functions that have positive differences
of any order n ≥ 0. So is the case of the determinant function det, restricted to
Sym+(N,R) (though det it is not completely monotonic).

Clearly, det(X) ≥ 0 and since det is monotonic on the semidefinite matrices,

(∆A det) (X) = det(X +A)− det(X) ≥ 0,

for all A,X ∈ Sym+(N,R). Also simple is the fact that

(∆A (∆B det)) (X) = det (A+B +X)− det (A+X)− det(B +X) + det(X) ≥ 0

for all A,B,X ∈ Sym+(N,R). This inequality is mentioned in [42, Problem 36,
pg. 215]. For X = 0 it reduces to the property of superaditivity of the function det,

det(A+B) ≥ det(A) + det(B).
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Our next goal is to show the more challenging third-order inequality

∆A (∆B(∆C det)) ≥ 0.

We require some preparatory lemmas before stating our proof.

Lemma 7. Let A,B,C ∈ Sym+(N,R), and let ek(X) denote the k-th elementary
symmetric function of a matrix X (0 ≤ k ≤ N). Then,

ek(A) + ek(B) + ek(C) + ek(A+B + C) ≥ ek(A+B) + ek(B + C) + ek(C +A).

Proof. Recall that for an N × N matrix X, we have ek(X) = tr(∧kX), where ∧
denotes the anti-symmetric tensor product; moreover, ∧k(X) = P ∗k (⊗kX)Pk for
a suitable projection matrix Pk—see e.g., [5, pg. 18] for these facts. Using Pk in
Theorem 2.1 in [3], the claimed inequality for ek follows. �

Lemma 8. If A,B,C,X ∈ Sym+(N,R), then

det (A+X) + det (B +X) + det (C +X) + det(A+B + C +X)

≥ det (A+B +X) + det (B + C +X) + det (C +A+X) + detX.

For X = 0 we get the determinantal Hornich-Hlawka inequality

detA+ detB + detC + det(A+B + C)

≥ det (A+B) + det (B + C) + det (C +A) ,

first noticed by Lin [18], who provided a proof based on eigenvalue majorization.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that X is invertible (for example,
replace X by X + εI if necessary). Then

det(A+X) = det(X) det(X−1/2AX−1/2 + I),

where I is the identity matrix; the inequality under attention is then equivalent to

det(A+ I) + det(B + I) + det(C + I) + det(A+B + C + I)

≥ det(A+B + I) + det(B + C + I) + det(C +A+ I) + 1.

Consider the function f(A) := det(A+ I)− 1. Then the above inequality becomes

(5.1) f(A) + f(B) + f(C) + f(A+B + C) ≥ f(A+B) + f(B + C) + f(C +A).

Now recall the well-known expansion

det(A+ I) =

N∑
k=0

ek(A),

where ek(·) denotes the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial (e0 = 1, e1 =

tr ..., eN = det)—see [22, Theorem 7.1.2, pg. 197] Thus, f(A) =
∑N
k=1 ek(A),

and inequality (5.1) becomes

N∑
k=1

[
ek(A) + ek(B) + ek(C) + ek(A+B + C)

]
≥

N∑
k=1

[
ek(A+B) + ek(B + C) + ek(C +A)

]
.

The proof ends by applying Lemma 7 for each k ∈ {1, ..., N}. �
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A similar argument using [3, Corollary 3.4] yields that the function det has
positive differences of any order.

Theorem 9. We have

∆A1
(∆A2

(...(∆An
det)))(X)

=

n∑
k=0

(−1)k+1
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ik≤n

det(Ai1 + · · ·+Aik +X) ≥ 0,

whenever A1, . . . , An, X ∈ Sym+(N,R) and n ≥ 1. In other words, the restriction
of the det function to Sym+(N,R) has positive differences of any order n ≥ 0.

Lemma 8 can be extended to a larger class of matrix functions, that of im-
manants. The immanant function dGχ , associated to a subgroup G of the symmetric
group SN of N letters and to an irreducible character χ of G, is defined via the
formula

dGχ (A) =
∑

σ∈G
χ(σ)

∏N

i=1
ai σ(i), A ∈ Sym+(N,R).

When G = Gm and χ(σ) = sgnσ we have dGχ (A) = detA, while for χ(σ) ≡ 1 we
obtain the permanent of A.

The following two inequalities

dGχ (A+X)− dGχ (X) ≥ 0

dGχ (A+B +X)− dGχ (A+X)− dGχ (B +X) + dGχ (X) ≥ 0

occur for all A,B,X ∈ Sym+(N,R). See respectively Merris [21], p. 228 and Paksoy,
Turkmen and Zhang [27]. The fact that dGχ has positive differences of third order

on Sym+(N,R) makes the objective of the following result:

Theorem 10. If A,B,C,X ∈ Sym+(N,R), then

dGχ (A+X) + dGχ (B +X) + dGχ (C +X) + dGχ (A+B + C +X)

≥ dGχ (A+B +X) + dGχ (B + C +X) + dGχ (C +A+X) + dGχ (X).

Using arguments from multilinear algebra one can show that there exists a matrix
ZG,χ such that

(5.2) dGχ (X) = Z∗G,χ
(
⊗NX

)
ZG,χ.

See [20], p. 126. The representation (5.2) turns the assertion of Theorem 10 into
an immediate consequence of the following general result:

Theorem 11. (Operator Hornich-Hlawka inequality). If A,B,C,X ∈ Sym+(N,R)
and p ≥ 1 an integer, then

⊗p(A+X) +⊗p(B +X) +⊗p(C +X) +⊗p(A+B + C +X)

≥ ⊗p(A+B +X) +⊗p(B + C +X) +⊗p(C +A+X) +⊗pX,

(5.3)

in the Löwner order. Here ⊗ denotes the usual tensor product.

The proof of Theorem 11 follows the proof structure of [3, Theorem 2.1], but
due to the additional X term in (5.3) it turns out to be more intricate and requires
some preparation. We start by introducing the following convenient notation:

(5.4) Xj ≡ ⊗jX = X⊗j , for j ≥ 1, and X0 = 1 ∈ N.
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The slight abuse of notation X0 = 1 will be helpful in simplifying the presentation.

Lemma 9. Let k, l ≥ 0 be integers and X,Y, Z, V ∈ Sym+(N,R). Then,

Xk ⊗ V ⊗X l + (X + Y + Z)k ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Y + Z)l

≥ (X + Y )k ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Y )l + (X + Z)k ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Z)l,

in the sense of Löwner order.

Proof. The proof is by induction on k and l; we provide the argument for k, which
holds essentially unchanged for l. This approach suffices since for a fixed but
arbitrary l ≥ 0 we prove that the result holds for all k ≥ 0; similarly, for an
arbitrarily fixed k ≥ 0 the result holds for all l ≥ 0.

For the base case of induction, suppose k = 0. Then the inequality under
attention reduces to the following one:

(5.5) V ⊗X l + V ⊗ (X + Y + Z)l ≥ V ⊗ (X + Y )l + V ⊗ (X + Z)l.

We know from [3, Theorem 2.1] that

(5.6) X l + (X + Y + Z)l ≥ (X + Y )l + (X + Z)l.

Since tensor product preserves inequalities, taking tensor product with V on both
sides of the inequality (5.6) one immediately get (5.5). Assume therefore that
inequality in the the statement of Lemma 9 holds for a fixed l and some k > 0.
Then, consider

(X + Y + Z)k+1 ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Y + Z)l

= (X + Y + Z)⊗
[
(X + Y + Z)k ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Y + Z)l

]
≥ (X + Y + Z)⊗

[
(X + Y )

k ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Y )
l

+ (X + Z)
k ⊗ V ⊗ (X + Z)

l −Xk ⊗ V ⊗X l
]
,

= (X+Y )k+1⊗V ⊗(X+Y )l+(X+Z)k+1⊗V ⊗(X+Z)l−Xk+1⊗V ⊗X l+T ,

where the inequality follows from the induction hypothesis and the elementary
monotonicity properties of the tensor product. It remains to show that the term

T = Z⊗(X+Y )k⊗V ⊗(X+Y )l+Y ⊗(X+Z)k⊗V ⊗(X+Z)l−(Y +Z)⊗Xk⊗V ⊗X l

is a nonnegative operator. Since X,Y, Z ≥ 0, it follows that X + Y ≥ X and
X +Z ≥ X. Thus, the positive terms in T attached to Y and Z are clearly bigger
than the respective negative terms, whence T ≥ 0. Inductively, we can conclude
that for fixed l, the inequality in the statement of Lemma 9 holds for all k ≥ 0.
Applying a similar argument for l, we conclude that this inequality works in full
generality. �

We are now in a position to detail the proof of Theorem 11.

Proof of Theorem 11. Using the auxiliary function

fp(Z) = (Z +X)p −Xp,

the inequality of interest (5.3) can be rewritten as

fp(A) + fp(B) + fp(C) + fp(A+B + C) ≥ fp(A+B) + fp(B + C) + fp(C +A).
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Now introduce the function

gp(Z) = fp(Z)+fp(B)+fp(C)+fp(Z+B+C)−fp(Z+B)−fp(Z+C)−fp(B+C).

We will show that gp is monotonic (as a map from Sym+(N,R) into itself, under
the Löwner order). Once this monotonicity is established we can conclude that

gp(A) ≥ gp(0) = 0 for every A ∈ Sym+(N,R),

a fact equivalent to the assertion of Theorem 11.
Monotonicity of gp follows from Lemma 6 by considering its derivative. To that

end, consider the (directional) derivative of the map Φ(Z) = Zp:

D(Zp)[V ] = V ⊗ Z ⊗ · · · ⊗ Z + Z ⊗ V · · · ⊗ Z + · · ·+ Z ⊗ · · · ⊗ Z ⊗ V

=

p−1∑
j=0

Zj ⊗ V ⊗ Zp−1−j ,

whenever Z ∈ Sym++(N,R) and V ∈ Sym+(N,R). See [6, Eq. (2.13), pg. 44].
Indeed, applying this formula to fp(Z) = (Z +X)p −Xp we obtain

Dfp(Z)[V ] =

p−1∑
j=0

(Z + V )j ⊗ V ⊗ (Z + V )p−1−j ,

which in turn leads to the identity

Dgp(Z)[V ]

= Dfp(Z)[V ] +Dfp(Z +B + C)[V ]−Dfp(Z +B)[V ]−Dfp(Z + C)[V ]

=

p−1∑
j=0

[
(Z + V )j ⊗ V ⊗ (Z + V )p−1−j +(Z+B+C+V )j⊗V ⊗(Z+B+C+V )p−1−j

−(Z+B+V )j⊗V ⊗(Z+B+V )p−1−j −(Z + C + V )j ⊗ V ⊗ (Z + C + V )p−1−j
]
.

But this sum evaluates to a positive quantity, which follows from Lemma 9 upon
setting k ← j, l← p− 1− j and x← x+ j. Now the proof is complete. �

6. Further comments and extensions

6.1. Multivariable case for positive operators. GivenA1, ..., An, X ∈ Sym+(N,R)
and p ∈ N, let us consider the matrices

(6.1) Sp0 = ⊗pX, Spk =
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤n

⊗p(Ai1 + · · ·+Aik +X) (1 ≤ k ≤ N).

Then one can prove the following generalization of the operator Hornich-Hlawka
inequality (Theorem 11):

(6.2) Spn + Spn−2 + · · · ≥ Spn−1 + Spn−3 + · · · ,

Theorem 3.3 of [3] proves inequality (6.2) for the special case X = 0. One can prove
the general case by a suitable monotonicity argument as in Section 5. The details
are tedious so we omit them, leaving them as an exercise for the interested reader.
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6.2. Two inequalities for determinants. Serre [37] noticed that det1/2 viewed
as a function on Sym+(2,R) verifies the opposite of the Hornich-Hlawka inequality,

(6.3) det1/2A+ det1/2B + det1/2 C + det1/2(A+B + C)

≤ det1/2 (A+B) + det1/2 (B + C) + det1/2 (C +A) .

While in [40], the second named author proved the following Minkowski-like in-

equality for det
1
n , by viewing it as a function on Sym+(n,R):

(6.4) det
1
n (A + B) det

1
n (A + C) ≥ det

1
n B det

1
n C + det

1
n Adet

1
n (A + B + C).

Inequality (6.4) is stronger the a usual log-supermodularity inequality for det, given

the extra det
1
n B det

1
n C term on its right hand side.

6.3. Vasic-Adamovic inequalities. We close the paper by briefly mentioning the
related class of Vasic-Adamovic inequalities. Inspired by the work of D. M. Smiley
and M. F. Smiley [39] on polygonal inequalities, P. M. Vasić and D. D. Adamović [41]
found an inductive scheme for generating inequalities for any function that verifies
the functional Hornich-Hlawka inequality. We state here a slightly modified version
of their result [23, Theorem 2, pg. 528]:

Theorem 12. Let S be a commutative additive semigroup with 0 and G be an
ordered abelian group (i.e., an abelian group with an order relation ≤) such that

x, y, z ∈ G and x ≤ y implies x+ z ≤ y + z.

If ϕ : S → G is a function such that for all x1, x2, x3 ∈ S, we have∑
1≤i<j≤3

ϕ
(
xi + xj

)
≤
∑3

k=1
ϕ (xk) + ϕ

(∑3

k=1
xk

)
then for each pair {k, n} of integers with 2 ≤ k < n we also have

∑
1≤i1<...<ik≤n

ϕ
( k∑
j=1

xij

)
≤
(
n− 2

k − 1

) n∑
k=1

ϕ (xk) +

(
n− 2

k − 2

)
ϕ
( n∑
k=1

xk

)
,

whenever x1, ..., xn ∈ S.

This claim applies to every function f (defined on a convex cone C and taking
values in an ordered Banach space E) that has positive differences of the third
order. Indeed, in their case,

f (x+ t) + f (y + t) + f (z + t) + f (x+ y + z + t)

≥ f (x+ y + t) + f (y + z + t) + f (z + x+ t) + f(t)

for all points x, y, z, t ∈ C and performing the change of function ϕ(v) = f(v+ t)−
f(t) we obtain a function that verifies the Hornich-Hlawka inequality

ϕ (x) + ϕ (y) + ϕ (z) + ϕ (x+ y + z) ≥ ϕ (x+ y) + ϕ (y + z) + ϕ (z + x) .



19

References

[1] Amann H.: Multiple positive fixed points of asymptotically linear maps. J. Funct. Anal. 17,
174-213 (1974).

[2] G. Bennett, Some forms of majorization, Houston J. Math. 36 (2010), 1037-1066.

[3] Berndt, W., Sra, S.: Hlawka–Popoviciu inequalities on positive definite tensors. Linear Alge-
bra Appl. 486, 317-327 (2015).

[4] Bernstein, S.: Sur les fonctions absolument monotones, Acta Math. 52, 1–66 (1929).

[5] Bhatia, R.: Matrix Analysis. Springer (1997).
[6] Bhatia, R.: Positive Definite Matrices. Princeton University Press (2007).

[7] Boas, R.P., Jr., Widder, D.V.: Functions with positive differences. Duke Math. J. 7, 496–503
(1940).

[8] G. Choquet: Deux exemples classiques de représentation intégrale, Enseign. Math. 15, 63-75
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