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Monge-Ampère operators and valuations

Jonas Knoerr

Two classes of measure-valued valuations on convex functions related to Monge-
Ampère operators are investigated and classified. It is shown that the space of all
valuations with values in the space of complex Radon measures on R

n that are lo-
cally determined, continuous, dually epi-translation invariant as well as translation
equivariant, is finite dimensional. Integral representations of these valuations and
a description in terms of mixed Monge-Ampère operators are established, as well
as a characterization of SO(n)-equivariant valuations in terms of Hessian measures.

1 Introduction

Monge-Ampère-type equations arise in many problems from analysis and geometry, including
Minkowski’s problem, optimal transport, affine geometry, pluripotential theory, as well as
physics, and play a prominent role in the Calabi-Yau Theorem [58]. In its classical form, the
Monge-Ampère equation is given by

det(D2f(x)) = F (x, f(x),∇f(x)) for x ∈ U, (1)

where U ⊂ R
n is an open convex subset of Rn, D2f denotes the Hessian of a convex function

f : U → R, and F : U × R × R
n → R

+ is given. We refer to the articles by Figalli [21] and
Trudinger and Wang [54] for a background on the Monge-Ampère equation and its geometric
applications.

The notion of a generalized solution of the Monge-Ampère equation goes back to Alexandrov.
Here, the left hand side of (1) is interpreted as a Borel measure MA(f) on U , called the Monge-
Ampère measure of f , which extends by continuity to all finite-valued convex functions on U .
More precisely, let Conv(U,R) denote the space of all finite-valued convex functions on a
convex open set U ⊂ R

n and M(U) := (Cc(U))′ the space of complex Radon measures on U ,
considered as the continuous dual of the space Cc(U) of complex-valued continuous functions
with compact support. If we equip Conv(U,R) with the topology induced by locally uniform
convergence and M(U) with the weak*-topology, then the real Monge-Ampère operator

MA : Conv(U,R) → M(U)

f 7→ MA(f)
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is a continuous map and satisfies dMA(f)[x] = det(D2f(x))d voln(x) for f ∈ Conv(U,R) ∩
C2(U). Similar results hold for other operators of Monge-Ampère-type, for example the com-
plex Monge-Ampère operator.
One of the fundamental properties of these operators is that they define valuations on Conv(U,R).
Here, a functional Ψ defined on a family X of (extended) real-valued functions with values in
an Abelian semi-group is called a valuation if

Ψ(f) + Ψ(h) = Ψ(f ∨ h) + Ψ(f ∧ h)

for all f, h ∈ X such that the pointwise maximum f ∨h and minimum f ∧h belong to X. This
can be considered as a generalization of the notion of valuations on a family of sets, where the
pointwise maximum and minimum are replaced by union and intersection. In recent years, val-
uations on different families of sets, and especially convex bodies, have been the focus of intense
investigation, which has led to a vast number of classification results and applications in inte-
gral geometry [1, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 25, 26, 33, 39, 43, 44, 56, 57]. Similarly, there exists a large body
of research concerning valuations on functions [7, 15, 19, 20, 28, 34, 38, 40, 41, 42, 47, 51, 55],
which includes classifications of many important geometric operators.
Monge-Ampère-type operators have found a number of applications in modern valuation the-
ory, for example in the construction of continuous valuations on convex bodies and functions
[2, 3, 31, 32]. Similarly, the Hessian measures play a prominent role in the characterization
of a class of rotation invariant valuations on Conv(Rn,R) by Colesanti, Ludwig and Mussnig
[14, 16, 17, 18], which mirrors a classical result by Hadwiger [27]. These measures were con-
sidered previously by Trudinger and Wang [52, 53] and they are intimately related to support
measures of convex bodies and singular sets of semi-convex functions [12, 13].

The main results of this article provide a complete description of two classes of measure-
valued valuations on Conv(Rn,R) that share many properties with the real Monge-Ampère
operator. Let U ⊂ R

n be an open convex set. We call a map Ψ : Conv(U,R) → M(U)

• locally determined if the following holds: If f, h ∈ Conv(U,R) satisfy f ≡ h on an open
subset V ⊂ U , then

Ψ(f)[B ∩ V ] = Ψ(h)[B ∩ V ] for all relatively compact Borel sets B ⊂ U ;

• translation equivariant if U = R
n and for all f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) and all x ∈ R

n,

Ψ(f(·+ x))[B] = Ψ(f)[B + x] for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R
n;

• dually epi-translation invariant if

Ψ(f + l) = Ψ(f) for all f ∈ Conv(U,R), l : Rn → R affine;

• dually simple if Ψ(π∗Ef |U ) = 0 for all f ∈ Conv(E,R) and all proper subspaces E ⊂ R
n,

where πE : Rn → E denotes the orthogonal projection.

The terminology for the last two notions stems from a geometric interpretation of these prop-
erties in terms of valuations on epi-graphs. We refer to [15, 18] for details and only note that
the real Monge-Ampère operator MA has all of these properties. Our first result shows that it
is essentially the only continuous valuation Ψ : Conv(Rn,R) → M(Rn) to do so.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Ψ : Conv(U,R) → M(U) be a continuous, dually epi-translation invariant
valuation. If Ψ is dually simple and locally determined, then there exists a unique continuous
function ψ ∈ C(U) such that for every f ∈ Conv(U,R),

Ψ(f)[B] =

∫

B

ψ(x)dMA(f)[x] for all relatively compact Borel sets B ⊂ U.

If we assume that U = R
n and that the valuation Ψ in Theorem 1.1 is in addition translation

equivariant, this result implies that Ψ is a scalar multiple of the real Monge-Ampère operator.
Let us remark that a similar result holds for real-valued, dually epi-translation invariant, con-
tinuous valuations, as shown by Colesanti, Ludwig and Mussnig [15, 18].

For our second main result, we drop the assumption that our valuations are dually simple
and instead consider translation equivariant valuations.

Definition 1.2. Let MAVal(Rn) denote the space of all continuous, dually epi-translation
invariant valuations on Conv(Rn,R) with values in M(Rn) that are locally determined and
translation equivariant.

We will informally consider the space MAVal(Rn) as the space of translation equivariant
Monge-Ampère operators on Conv(Rn,R), a notion that will be justified by the results below.

As a consequence of a very general result about dually epi-translation invariant valuations
established in [35], this space admits a homogeneous decomposition, similar to a classical
result by McMullen [45]: Let us call Ψ ∈ MAVal(Rn) k-homogeneous if Ψ(tf) = tkΨ(f) for all
f ∈ Conv(Rn,R), t ≥ 0. If we denote the corresponding subspace by MAValk(R

n), then

MAVal(Rn) =

n
⊕

k=0

MAValk(R
n)

compare Section 4.1.
Before we state the classification result for this space of valuations, let us discuss some

examples. Let us start with valuations obtained from the real Monge-Ampère operator by
polarization. Define the mixed Monge-Ampère measure by

MA(f1, . . . , fn) :=
1

n!

∂n

∂λ1 . . . ∂λn

∣

∣

∣

0
MA

(

n
∑

i=1

λifi

)

for f1, . . . , fn ∈ Conv(Rn,R).

It is easy to see that (λ1, . . . , λk) 7→ MA(
∑n

i=1 λifi) is a polynomial in λ1, . . . , λn ≥ 0, so this
is well defined. Taking f k-times in this expression, we obtain mixed Monge-Ampère operators
of degree k,

f 7→ MA(f [k], f1, . . . , fn−k),

which define elements of MAValk(R
n) if f1, . . . , fn−k are quadratic polynomials. In this case,

we call f 7→ MA(f [k], f1, . . . , fn−k) a mixed Monge-Ampère operator of quadratic-type.

A second way to construct functionals in this class is the following: If f ∈ C2(Rn), then
the graph of its differential graph(df) defines an oriented n-dimensional C1-submanifold of
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the cotangent bundle T ∗
R
n = R

n × (Rn)∗. In particular, we can consider this graph as an
n-dimensional current by integrating suitable differential forms. As shown by Fu [22], this con-
struction extends naturally to a much larger class of functions, called Monge-Ampère functions,
which includes the space Conv(Rn,R). To any such function f one can associate an integral
current D(f) on T ∗

R
n that is uniquely characterized by a list of natural properties satisfied by

the graph of the differential of a C2-function. The currentD(f) is called the differential cycle of
f and can be used to construct valuations on convex bodies [6] and convex functions [34, 36, 37].

Let Λn−k,k := Λn−kRn⊗Λk(Rn)∗ denote the space of constant differential forms on T ∗
R
n =

R
n × (Rn)∗ of bidegree (n − k, k) with complex coefficients. If π : T ∗

R
n → R

n denotes the
projection onto the first factor, then any τ ∈ Λn−k,k defines an element Ψτ ∈ MAValk(R

n) by
setting

Ψτ (f)[B] := D(f)[1π−1(B)τ ] for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R
n

for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R), see Theorem 4.10 below. For f ∈ Conv(Rn,R)∩C2(Rn), this measure is
thus given by

Ψτ (f)[B] =

∫

π−1(B)∩graph(df)
τ for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R

n.

Our second main result provides a complete characterization of MAValk(R
n) in terms of

these operators.

Theorem 1.3. For a continuous map Ψ : Conv(Rn,R) → M(Rn) the following are equivalent:

1. Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n).

2. Ψ is a linear combination of mixed Monge-Ampère operators of quadratic type of degree
k.

3. There exists a differential form τ ∈ Λn−k,k such that for all f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩C2(Rn),

Ψ(f)[B] =

∫

π−1(B)∩graph(df)
τ for all bounded Borel subsets B ⊂ R

n.

4. There exists a polynomial P on the space of symmetric (n× n)-matrices that is a linear
combination of the (k × k)-minors such that for all f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn),

Ψ(f)[B] =

∫

B

P (D2f(x))dx for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R
n.

The proof of this result is based on the observation that all of these constructions can be
related to the same class of complex polynomials - namely the space spanned by (k×k)-minors
of complex symmetric (n× n)-matrices. This reduces Theorem 1.3 to a simple representation
theoretic statement about these polynomials considered as a representation of GL(n,C). In
fact, this approach leads to the following stronger characterization result: Consider MAVal(Rn)
as a representation of GL(n,R), where the operation is given by

[g ·Ψ](f)[B] = Ψ(f ◦ g, g−1B) for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R), B ⊂ R
n bounded Borel set. (2)
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Theorem 1.4. MAValk(R
n) is a finite dimensional irreducible representation of GL(n,R).

Note that this directly implies that the three classes of operators given in Theorem 1.3 span
MAValk(R

n), as they all define non-trivial GL(n,R)-invariant subspaces.

Let us remark that Alesker [1] has given a similar characterization for the space of translation
invariant, continuous valuations on the space of convex bodies, which is an infinite dimensional
representation of the general linear group. The result above is not based on his characteri-
zation, however, both proofs rely on similar embeddings to reduce the problem to a purely
representation theoretic statement.

As an application of these results, we obtain a Hadwiger-type characterization of all elements
Ψ ∈ MAValk(R

n) that are equivariant with respect to rotations, that is, that satisfy

g ·Ψ = Ψ for g ∈ SO(n),

where we consider the operation of GL(n,R) defined in (2).

Theorem 1.5. If Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) is SO(n)-equivariant, then Ψ is a multiple of the kth

Hessian measure, that is, there exists c ∈ C such that for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn),

Ψ(f)[B] = c

∫

B

[D2f(x)]kd voln(x) for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R
n,

where [D2f(x)]k denotes the kth elementary symmetric polynomial in the eigenvalues of D2f(x).

We use this classification to obtain a description of elements in MAVal(Rn) that are equiv-
ariant with respect to GL(n,R) in Section 5.1, which gives an alternative characterization of
the real Monge-Ampère operator. In Section 7 we also characterize the cone of non-negative
valuations, that is, all Ψ ∈ MAVal(Rn) with the property that Ψ(f) defines a non-negative
measure for all f ∈ Conv(Rn,R).

1.1 Plan of the article

In Section 2 we recall some notation from convex geometry and discuss some properties of the
differential cycle. Section 3 contains the relevant background on dually epi-translation invari-
ant valuations on convex functions and adds minor generalizations of results from [15, 35]. In
particular, we consider the Goodey-Weil distributions associated to homogeneous valuations
and the Fourier-Laplace transform of these distributions. In Section 4.1 we apply these results
to measure-valued valuations and prove Theorem 1.1. We also show how locally determined
valuations can be constructed using the differential cycle.
Section 5 examines a notion of restriction for elements in MAValk(R

n) to k-dimensional sub-
spaces of Rn, which we use to prove Theorem 1.5.
Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 are finally proved in Section 6. We first introduce two families
of polynomials derived from primitive differential forms and show that these polynomials coin-
cide with certain spaces generated by (k× k)-minors using some basic representation theoretic
tools. We then consider the Fourier-Laplace transform of the Goodey-Weil distributions of cer-
tain complex-valued valuations obtained from elements in MAValk(R

n), and we show that the
resulting holomorphic functions have a characteristic structure that involves the same families
of polynomials.
As an application, we examine the cone of non-negative valuations in Section 7.
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2 Preliminaries and notation

We consider Rn as a Euclidean vector space equipped with its standard inner product 〈·, ·〉 and
induced norm | · |. We denote the Lebesgue measure on R

n by voln and the volume of the unit
ball B1(0) by ωn. The Grassmanian of all k-dimensional linear subspaces on R

n is denoted by
Grk(R

n). For E ∈ Grk(R
n) we denote the Lebesgue measure on E induced by the restriction

of the scalar product by volE .

For a locally convex vector space F , that is, a complex vector space equipped with a Hausdorff
topology induced by semi-norms, we denote the space of all continuous linear functionals on
F by F ′. Note that F ′ separates points in F , that is, λ(v) = 0 for all λ ∈ F ′ implies v = 0 for
v ∈ F .

2.1 Convex functions

We refer to the monographs by Rockafellar and Wets [49] and Schneider [50] for a compre-
hensive background on convex functions and convex bodies. We will only need the following
simple remarks on the topology of the spaces of convex functions considered in this article:
If U ⊂ R

n is open and convex, then we equip the space Conv(U,R) of all convex functions
f : U → R with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets. In particular,
Conv(U,R) is a metrizable space. This topology coincides with the topology induced by point-
wise convergence, compare [48, Theorem 7.17], and if U = R

n, then this topology also coincides
with the topology induced by epi-convergence. We omit the definition of epi-convergence as
we will not use it in this article.

2.2 Translation invariant valuations on convex bodies

Let K(Rn) denote the space of convex bodies, that is, the set of all non-empty, compact, and
convex subsets of Rn equipped with the Hausdorff metric. Given a convex body K ∈ K(Rn)
its support function hK ∈ Conv(Rn,R) is defined by

hK(y) = sup
x∈K

〈y, x〉 for y ∈ R
n.

The support function determines K uniquely. Furthermore it has the following well known
properties:

• htK = thK for all t ≥ 0, K ∈ K(Rn).

• If K,L are convex bodies such that K ∪L is convex, then hK∪L = hK ∨ hL and hK∩L =
hK ∧ hL.

• hK+x(y) = hK(y) + 〈y, x〉 for all x, y ∈ R
n, K ∈ K(Rn).

• A sequence (Kj)j of convex bodies converges to K with respect to the Hausdorff metric
if and only if (hKj

)j converges to hK uniformly on compact subsets.

A map µ : K(Rn) → (G,+) into an Abelian semi-group is called a valuation if

µ(K ∪ L) + µ(K ∩ L) = µ(K) + µ(L)

for all K,L ∈ K(Rn) such that K ∪ L ∈ K(Rn). For a Hausdorff topological vector space F ,
let us denote by Val(Rn, F ) the space of all valuations µ : K(Rn) → F that are
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• translation invariant, that is µ(K + x) = µ(K) for all K ∈ K(Rn), x ∈ R
n,

• continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

Let Valk(R
n, F ) denote the subspace of all valuations µ ∈ Val(Rn, F ) that are k-homogeneous,

that is, that satisfy µ(tK) = tkµ(K) for all K ∈ K(Rn), t ≥ 0. Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.1 (McMullen [45]). Val(Rn, F ) =
⊕n

k=0Valk(R
n, F )

For F = C we will also denote these spaces by Val(Rn) := Val(Rn,C), Valk(R
n) :=

Valk(R
n,C). These spaces carry a natural topology: For a convex body B ∈ K(Rn) with

non-empty interior consider the set B̃ := {K ∈ K(Rn) : K ⊂ B}. By the Blaschke selection
theorem, B̃ is a compact subset of K(Rn). For an open set O ⊂ F , consider the set

M(B̃,O) := {µ ∈ Val(Rn, F ) : µ(K) ∈ O for all K ∈ B̃}.

These subsets form a basis for the compact-open topology on Val(Rn, F ) that does not depend
on the choice of B ∈ K(Rn). Note that this topology is Hausdorff due to Theorem 2.1.

2.3 Monge-Ampère functions and the differential cycle

Monge-Ampère functions were introduced by Fu in [22]. We also refer to [30] for an extension
of these results. Abusing notation, we denote by voln ∈ Ωn(Rn) the volume form induced by
the scalar product.

Theorem 2.2 (Fu [22] Theorem 2.0). Let f : Rn → R be a locally Lipschitzian function. There
exists at most one integral n-current S on T ∗

R
n such that

1. S is closed, i.e. ∂S = 0,

2. S is Lagrangian, i.e. Sxωs = 0, where ωs denotes the natural symplectic form,

3. S is locally vertically bounded, i.e. suppS ∩ π−1(A) is compact for all A ⊂ R
n compact,

4. S(φ(x, y)π∗ vol) =
∫

Rn φ(x, df(x))d vol(x) for all φ ∈ C∞
c (T ∗

R
n).

Note that the right hand side of the last equation is well defined due to Rademacher’s theorem.

If such a current exists, the function f is called Monge-Ampère. The corresponding current
is denoted by D(f) (it is denoted by [df ] in [22]) and is called the differential cycle of f . For
the purposes of this article, we will only need the fact that any element of Conv(Rn,R) admits
a differential cycle, compare [22, Proposition 3.1]

Let us state the following two properties of the differential cycle. The first is a special case
of [22, Proposition 2.4].

Proposition 2.3. Let f ∈ Conv(Rn,R). If h ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn), then the differential
cycle of f + h is given by

F (f + h) = Gh∗D(f),

where Gh : T ∗
R
n → T ∗

R
n is given by (x, y) 7→ (x, y + dh(x)).
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The following result is shown in [22, Proposition 2.5] for orientation preserving diffeomor-
phisms. For orientation preserving diffeomorphisms the same reasoning can be applied, com-
pare [34, Proposition 4.4].

Proposition 2.4. Let φ : Rn → R
n be a diffeomorphism of class C1,1 and f : Rn → R a

Monge-Ampère function. Then f ◦ φ is Monge-Ampère and

D(f ◦ φ) =
(

φ#
)

∗
D(f),

if φ is orientation preserving and

D(f ◦ φ) = −
(

φ#
)

∗
D(f),

if φ is orientation reversing. Here φ# : T ∗
R
n → T ∗

R
n is given by (x, y) 7→ (φ−1(x), φ∗y).

3 Dually epi-translation invariant valuations

3.1 Homogeneous decomposition and Goodey-Weil distributions

Let F be a locally convex vector space, U ⊂ R
n an open and convex set, and let VConv(U,F )

denote the space of all continuous valuations µ on Conv(U,R) with values in F that are dually
epi-translation invariant, that is, that satisfy

µ(f + l) = µ(f) for all f ∈ Conv(U,R), l : Rn → R affine.

In most cases, it is enough to consider the case U = R
n due to the following simple result.

Lemma 3.1 ([35] Lemma 7.7). The map

res∗ : VConv(U,F ) → VConv(Rn, F )

µ 7→ [f 7→ µ(f |U )]

is well defined and injective.

Consider the subspace VConvk(U,F ) of all k-homogeneous valuations, that is, all µ ∈
VConv(U,F ) such that µ(tf) = tkµ(f) for all t ≥ 0, f ∈ Conv(U,R). For F = C we will
also denote these spaces by VConv(U) and VConvk(U). We have the following decomposition,
which for U = R

n was also obtained by Colesanti, Ludwig and Mussnig [15] in the scalar-valued
case.

Theorem 3.2.

VConv(U,F ) =
n
⊕

k=0

VConvk(U,F )

Proof. This is essentially contained in Section 7.2 of [35], but it is explicitly stated only for
the case U = R

n in [35, Theorem 1]. Let us deduce the statement above from this special
case. Let µ ∈ VConv(U,F ) and define µt ∈ VConv(U,F ) for t ≥ 0 by µt(f) := µ(tf)

8



for f ∈ Conv(U,R). Then [res∗ µt](f) = [res∗ µ](tf). By [35, Theorem 1] there thus exist
valuations µk ∈ VConvk(R

n, F ) such that res∗ µ =
∑n

k=0 µk. In particular,

[res∗ µt](f) =

n
∑

k=0

tkµk(f) for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R), t ≥ 0.

Plugging in t = 1, . . . , n + 1 and using the inverse of the Vandermonde matrix, we obtain
ckj ∈ R with

µk(f) =
n+1
∑

j=1

ckj [res
∗ µj ](f) = res∗





n+1
∑

j=1

ckjµ(j·)



 (f).

If we define µ̃k ∈ VConv(U,F ) by µ̃ :=
∑n+1

j=1 ckjµ(j·), we thus obtain

res∗ µ̃tk = µk(t·) = tkµk = res∗(tkµ̃k) for t ≥ 0,

so µ̃k(t·) = tkµ̃k for t ≥ 0 due to the injectivity of res∗. Thus µ̃k ∈ VConvk(U,F ). Similarly,

res∗

[

n
∑

k=0

µ̃k

]

(f) =

n
∑

k=0

[res∗ µ̃k](f) =

n
∑

k=0

µk(f) = [res∗ µ](f).

As res∗ is injective, this implies µ =
∑n

k=0 µ̃k, which completes the proof.

For the rest of this section, we will only be concerned with the case U = R
n. Note that for

µ ∈ VConvk(R
n, F ), the polarization µ̄ : Conv(Rn,R)k → F ,

µ̄(f1, . . . , fk) :=
1

k!

∂k

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
µ

(

k
∑

i=1

λifi

)

,

is well defined because (λ1, . . . , λk) 7→ µ
(

∑k
i=1 λifi

)

is a polynomial in λ1, . . . , λk > 0 due to

Theorem 3.2. Moreover, µ is essentially a multilinear functional that satisfies µ̄(f, . . . , f) =
µ(f). As shown in [37], the polarization lifts to a distribution on (Rn)k. For complex-valued
valuations, these distributions may be characterized in the following way.

Theorem 3.3 ([35] Theorem 2). For every µ ∈ VConvk(R
n) there exists a unique symmetric

distribution GW(µ) on (Rn)k with compact support which satisfies the following property: If
f1, ..., fk ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C∞(Rn), then

GW(µ)[f1 ⊗ ...⊗ fk] = µ̄(f1, ..., fk).

In particular, µ is uniquely determined by GW(µ).

A similar construction was used by Goodey and Weil [23] in the context of continuous trans-
lation invariant valuations on convex bodies, and we call GW(µ) the Goodey-Weil distribution
of µ ∈ VConvk(R

n). One may also define these distributions for valuations with values in
an arbitrary locally convex vector space, however, these distributions do not have compact
support in general. We refer to [35] for more details.
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3.2 Fourier-Laplace transform and dually simple valuations

In this section we obtain a description of dually simple valuations in VConv(U,F ). In fact,
the results provide an alternative characterization of k-homogeneous valuations. Let us say
that µ ∈ VConv(U,F ) vanishes on a k-dimensional subspace E ∈ Grk(R

n) if µ(π∗Ef |U ) = 0
for all f ∈ Conv(E,R). We will consider the valuation f 7→ µ(π∗Ef |U ) as the restriction of
µ ∈ VConv(U,F ) to the subspace E. Note that this defines an element of VConv(E,F ).

Theorem 3.4. If µ ∈ VConvk(U,F ) vanishes on all k-dimensional subspaces in R
n, then

µ = 0. In particular, µ ∈ VConv(U,F ) is dually simple if and only if µ is n-homogeneous.

Proof. Due to Lemma 3.1 it is enough to consider the case U = R
n. For complex-valued valu-

ations, this was shown in [36, Theorem 3]. For the general case, note that µ ∈ VConvk(R
n, F )

vanishes identically if and only if the complex-valued valuation λ◦µ ∈ VConv(Rn) vanishes for
all λ ∈ F ′, where F ′ denotes the topological dual space of F . If µ vanishes on all k-dimensional
subspaces, then the same holds true for λ◦µ for λ ∈ F ′. [36, Theorem 3] thus implies λ◦µ = 0
for all λ ∈ F ′. As F ′ separates points in F , we obtain µ = 0, which shows the first claim.

For the second claim, note that the restriction of any valuation in VConvk(R
n, F ) to a

subspace of dimension smaller than k vanishes due to Theorem 3.2. If µ ∈ VConv(Rn) is a
dually simple valuation and µ =

∑n
k=0 µk is its homogeneous decomposition, then its restriction

to a k-dimensional subspace E is thus given by µ(π∗Ef) =
∑k

j=0 µj(π
∗
Ef) for f ∈ Conv(E,R).

We can thus use induction on k < n to show that µk vanishes on all k-dimensional subspaces,
which implies µk = 0 for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. Thus µ = µn is n-homogeneous.

In [36] the complex-valued case was obtained as a simple consequence of the properties of
the Fourier-Laplace transform of the Goodey-Weil distributions. A different proof of the char-
acterization of dually simple valuations in VConv(Rn) was given by Colesanti, Ludwig and
Mussnig in [18].

As the Fourier-Laplace transform of Goodey-Weil distributions will play an important role
in the proof of Theorem 1.3, let us recall the construction and some of its basic properties.
Because the distribution GW(µ) is compactly supported for µ ∈ VConvk(R

n), its Fourier-
Laplace transform F(GW(µ)) defines an entire function on (Cn)k, given for z1, . . . , zk ∈ C

n

by

F(GW(µ))[z1, . . . , zk] = GW(µ)[exp(i〈z1, ·〉)⊗ · · · ⊗ exp(i〈zk, ·〉)].

If z1 = ix1, . . . , zk = ixk for x1, . . . , xk ∈ R
n, then this function is given by evaluating GW(µ) in

convex functions defined on the real subspace span(x1, . . . , xk) of R
n, that is, we are considering

the restriction of a k-homogeneous valuation µ to a subspace of dimension at most k. The
restrictions of these valuations are given by the following characterization of valuations of
maximal degree.

Theorem 3.5 (Colesanti-Ludwig-Mussnig [15] Theorem 5). µ ∈ VConvn(R
n) if and only if

there exists a (necessarily unique) function φ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

µ(f) =

∫

Rn

φdMA(f) ∀f ∈ Conv(Rn,R).
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This has the following implication. Let MAE denote the real Monge-Ampère operator on
E ∈ Grk(R

n).

Lemma 3.6 ([36] Lemma 2.6). Let µ ∈ VConvk(R
n). For E ∈ Grk(R

n) let φE ∈ Cc(E)
denote the unique function such that µ(π∗Ef) =

∫

E
φEdMA(f) for all f ∈ Conv(E,R). Then

for z1, . . . , zk ∈ EC := E ⊗R C

F(GW(µ))[z1, . . . , zk] =
(−1)k

k!
det (〈zi, zj〉)

k
i,j=1FE(φE)

[

k
∑

i=1

zi

]

.

Here FE denotes the Fourier-Laplace-Laplace transform on L1(E) and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the C-
linear extension of the scalar product on Rn.

The following vanishing property will be crucial for the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 3.7. Let µ ∈ VConvk(R
n). F(GW(µ))[z1, . . . , zk] = 0 if z1, . . . , zk ∈ C

n are linearly
dependent.

Proof. If z1, . . . , zk ∈ EC for some real subspace E ∈ Grk(R
n), then the claim follows from

Lemma 3.6. For the general case, fix a1, . . . , ak−1 ∈ C and consider the holomorphic function
H on (Cn)k−1 given by

H(z1, . . . , zk−1) = F(GW(µ))



z1, . . . , zk−1,

k−1
∑

j=1

ajzj



 .

Then H vanishes on the totally real subspace (Rn)k−1 ⊂ (Cn)k−1 and thus has to vanish
identically on (Cn)k−1. As this holds for any choice of a1, . . . , ak−1 ∈ C and F(GW(µ)) is
symmetric, we deduce that F(GW(µ)) vanishes on all (z1, . . . , zk) ∈ C

n that are linearly
dependent.

4 Measure-valued valuations on convex functions

4.1 Homogeneous decomposition

Proposition 4.1. Let Ψ ∈ VConv(U,M(U)) and Ψ =
∑n

k=0Ψk its homogeneous decomposi-
tion in VConv(U,M(U)).

1. If Ψ is locally determined, then so is Ψk for 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

2. If Ψ is translation equivariant, then so is Ψk for 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

Proof. Note that the map t 7→ Ψ(tf) is a polynomial of degree at most n with values in M(U)
as Ψ(tf) =

∑n
k=0 t

kΨk(f). Using the inverse of the Vandermonde matrix, we obtain ckj ∈ R

such that

Ψk(f) =

n+1
∑

j=1

ckjΨ(jf).

Using this representation, it is easy to see that if Ψ is either locally determined or translation
equivariant, then so is Ψk for 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

11



Recall that MAVal(Rn) denotes the subspace of VConv(Rn,M(Rn)) of all elements that are
locally determined and translation equivariant.

Corollary 4.2. MAVal(Rn) =
n
⊕

k=0

MAValk(R
n)

Lemma 4.3. MAVal0(R
n) is one dimensional and spanned by the Lebesgue measure.

Proof. As any Ψ ∈ MAVal0(R
n) is 0-homogeneous, it is constant, that is, Ψ(f) = Ψ(0) for

all f ∈ Conv(Rn,R). As Ψ is translation equivariant, Ψ(0) is a translation invariant Radon
measure on R

n, so it is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure.

4.2 Dually simple and locally determined measure-valued valuations

Our proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the observation by Colesanti, Ludwig and Mussnig
that valuations on Conv(Rn,R) are completely determined by their restriction to translates of
support functions.

Lemma 4.4. Let (G,+) be an Abelian semi-group with cancellation law that carries a Haus-
dorff topology, and µ1, µ2 : Conv(R

n,R) → G two continuous valuations. If µ1(hK(·−x)+c) =
µ2(hK(· − x) + c) for all K ∈ K(Rn), x ∈ R

n and c ∈ R, then µ1 ≡ µ2 on Conv(Rn,R).

Proof. This is a slightly weaker form of [47] Lemma 5.1. To be precise, the version in [47]
considers translation invariant valuations, however, the proof only uses the weaker property
stated above.

Let F be a locally convex vector space. For µ ∈ VConv(Rn, F ) and x ∈ R
n, define

S(µ)[·, x] : K(Rn) → F

K 7→ S(µ)[K,x] = µ(hK(· − x)).

Let S(µ) denote the function x 7→ S(µ)[·, x]

Theorem 4.5. S : VConv(Rn, F ) → C(Rn,Val(Rn, F )) is well defined and injective.

Proof. The properties of the support function (compare Section 2.2) imply that S(µ)[x] ∈
Val(Rn, F ) for all x ∈ U . To see that S is injective, assume that S(µ) = 0. As µ is invariant
under the addition of constants, this implies µ(hK(· − x) + c) = 0 for all K ∈ K(Rn) and all
x ∈ R

n, c ∈ R, so Lemma 4.4 implies µ ≡ 0 on Conv(Rn,R).
Now let B ⊂ R

n be a convex body with non-empty interior and set B̃ := {K ∈ K(Rn) : K ⊂
B}. Recall that a basis for the topology of Val(Rn, F ) is given by the open subsets

M(B̃,O) = {µ ∈ Val(Rn, F ) : µ(K) ∈ O ∀K ∈ B̃},

where O ⊂ F is open. Let us show that the map

R : K(Rn)× R
n → Conv(Rn,R)

(K,x) 7→ hK(· − x)

is continuous. Assume that (Kj , xj) converges to (K,x) ∈ K(Rn)× R
n. Then

∣

∣hKj
(· − xj)− hK(· − x)

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣hKj
(· − xj)− hK(· − xj)

∣

∣+ |hK(· − xj)− hK(· − x)| .
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As the sequence of functions (hKj
)j converges uniformly on the compact subset {xj : j ∈

N} ∪ {x}, the right hand side converges pointwise to 0. Thus the sequence (hKj
(· − xj))j

converges to hK(· − x) in Conv(Rn,R).
We deduce that (K,x) 7→ S(µ)[x](K) = [µ ◦ R](K,x) is uniformly continuous on compact
subsets. In particular, given an open neighborhood O ⊂ F of the origin, we can find δ > 0
such that

µ(hK(· − x))− µ(hK(· − x′)) ∈ O for all K ⊂ B, x, x′ ∈ R
n with |x− x′| < δ,

that is,

S(µ)[x]− S(µ)[x′] ∈ M(B̃,O) for all x, x′ ∈ R
n with |x− x′| < δ.

Thus S(µ) is continuous.

Corollary 4.6. If µ ∈ VConvn(R
n, F ), then S(µ)[K,x] = 1

ωn
S(µ)[B1(0), x] voln(K) for all

K ∈ K(Rn), x ∈ R
n.

Proof. If λ ∈ F ′, then K 7→ λ(S(µ)[K,x]) belongs to Valn(R
n) and is thus a constant multiple

of the Lebesgue measure due to a result by Hadwiger [27], that is, there exists cλ(x) ∈ C such
that λ(S(µ)[K,x]) = cλ(x) vol(K) for all K ∈ K(Rn). For K = B1(0) we therefore obtain

cλ(x) =
1

ωn
λ(S(µ)[B1(0), x]).

Thus

λ

(

S(µ)[K,x] −
1

ωn
S(µ)[B1(0), x] vol(K)

)

= 0 for all λ ∈ F ′,

which shows the claim as F ′ separates points in F .

The following Lemma is the key ingredient for the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.7. Let P ⊂ R
n be a polytope. For every y ∈ R

n \ {0} there a neighborhood U of y0
and a polytope P ′ of dimension at most n− 1 such that hP ′ = hP on U .

Proof. Fix y0 ∈ R
n \{0}. As P is convex, the function x 7→ 〈y0, x〉 attains its maximum hP (y0)

in certain vertices of P . If P has m vertices, we may thus assume that the vertices v1, . . . , vm
of P satisfy

hP (y0) =〈y0, vi〉 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

hP (y0) >〈y0, vi〉 for k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

for some 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Note that this implies that v1, . . . , vk belong to the face P ′ := {x ∈ P :
〈x, y0〉 = hP (y0)}, which is of dimension at most n − 1. If k = m, this shows that claim, as
P ′ = P in this case. Thus assume 1 ≤ k < m.
As hP is continuous, we may choose a neighborhood U ⊂ R

n \{0} of y0 such that for all y ∈ U

hP (y) > 〈y, vi〉 for k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

For y ∈ U , the function x 7→ 〈y, x〉 attains its maximum hP (y) on a vertex of P , so we find
1 ≤ i ≤ k such that hP (y) = 〈vi, y〉. In particular, hP (y) ≤ hP ′(y) for all y ∈ U , which implies
hP ′(y) = hP (y) for all y ∈ U as P ′ ⊂ P .
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Recall that, by Theorem 3.4, Ψ ∈ VConv(U,M(U)) is dually simple if and only if it is
n-homogenous. Theorem 1.1 thus follows from the following result.

Theorem 4.8. Let Ψ ∈ VConvn(U,M(U)) be locally determined. Then there exists a unique
function ψ ∈ C(U) such that for f ∈ Conv(U,R)

Ψ(f)[B] =

∫

B

ψ(x)dMA(f, x) for all relatively compact Borel sets B ⊂ U. (3)

Moreover, ψ is given by

ψ(x) =
1

ωn
S(Ψ)[B1(0), x]({x}) for x ∈ U.

Proof. Given ψ ∈ C(U), the right hand side of (3) defines an element Ψψ ∈ VConvn(U,M(U)).
As MA(hK(· − x)) = voln(K)δx (see, for example, [3, Lemma 2.4] for a sketch of proof), we
obtain

ψ(x) =
1

ωn
S(Ψψ)[B1(0), x]({x}) =

1

ωn
Ψψ(hB1(0)(· − x)[{x}] for x ∈ U,

so this representation is unique.

Now let Ψ ∈ VConvn(U,M(U)). We will consider Ψ as an element of VConvn(R
n,M(U))

using Lemma 3.1. We claim that the fact that Ψ is locally determined implies that there exists
c(K,x) ∈ C for K ∈ K(Rn), x ∈ R

n such that

S(Ψ)[K,x] =

{

c(K,x)δx for x ∈ U,

0 else.

Indeed, let φ ∈ Cc(U) be a function such that the support of φ does not contain the point x. If
K = P is a polytope, then hP (·−x) = hP ′(·−x) on a neighborhood of each point y ∈ R

n \{x}
for some polytope P ′ of dimension at most n − 1 by Lemma 4.7. Using a partition of unity,
we can assume that the support of φ is contained in such a neighborhood. As Ψ is locally
determined, this implies

Ψ(hP (· − x))[φ] = Ψ(hP ′(· − x))[φ].

However, Ψ is a dually simple valuation, so the right hand side vanishes. Thus S(Ψ)[·, x][φ]
vanishes on polytopes and therefore on all convex bodies by continuity. If x /∈ U , this implies
that S(Ψ)[·, x] vanishes identically. If x ∈ U , the measure S(Ψ)[K,x] ∈ M(U) is supported on
{x} for every K ∈ K(Rn) and is therefore a multiple of δx. By Corollary 4.6,

S(Ψ)[K,x] =
1

ωn
S(Ψ)[B1(0), x] vol(K),

so for every x ∈ U , S(Ψ)[K,x] = ψ(x) vol(K)δx for

ψ(x) :=
1

ωn
S(µ)[B1(0), x]({x}) =

1

ωn
Ψ(hB1(0)(· − x))[{x}].
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Note that ψ is continuous on U : For any compact subset K ⊂ U , there exists φ ∈ Cc(U) which
is equal to 1 on a neighborhood of this subset. Thus

ψ(x) =
1

ωn
S(Ψ)[B1(0), x]({x}) =

1

ωn
S

(∫

Rn

φdΨ

)

[B1(0), x], for x ∈ K.

where
∫

Rn φdΨ ∈ VConvn(U) is a continuous, complex-valued valuation. As S
(∫

Rn φdΨ
)

defines a continuous function on U by Theorem 4.5, ψ coincides with a continuous function on
every compact subset of U and is thus continuous.
Next, note that the functional Ψ̃ : Conv(Rn,R) → M(U) given for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) by

Ψ̃(f)[B] =

∫

B

ψ(x)dMA(f, x) for all relatively compact Borel sets B ⊂ U

defines an element of VConvn(U,M(U)) as ψ is continuous. Because MA(hK(· − x)) =
vol(K)δx, S(Ψ̃)[x] = S(Ψ)[x] for x ∈ R

n. As S is injective due to Theorem 4.8, this im-
plies Ψ = Ψ̃, which shows the representation formula.

As a corollary, we obtain the following characterization of the real Monge-Ampère operator.

Corollary 4.9. Let Ψ : Conv(Rn,R) → M(Rn) be a continuous, dually simple, and dually
epi-translation invariant valuation. If Ψ is locally determined and translation equivariant,
then there exists c ∈ C such that Ψ = c ·MA. In particular, MAValn(R

n) is 1-dimensional and
spanned by MA.

4.3 Construction of measure-valued valuations using the differential cycle

Theorem 4.10. Let τ ∈ Ωn(T ∗
R
n) be a continuous differential n-form and define Ψτ (f) ∈

M(Rn) for f ∈ Conv(Rn) by

Ψτ (f)[B] := D(f)[1π−1(B)τ ] for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R
n.

Then Ψτ : Conv(Rn,R) → M(Rn) is a continuous and locally determined valuation. If τ is
invariant with respect to translations in the second factor of T ∗

R
n = R

n × (Rn)∗, then Ψτ is
dually epi-translation invariant. If τ is invariant with respect to translations in the first factor,
then Ψτ is translation equivariant.

Proof. Note that for φ ∈ Cc(R
n), f ∈ Conv(Rn,R),

∫

Rn

φ(x)dΨτ (f, x) = D(f)[π∗φ ∧ τ ].

It was shown in [37, Corollary 4.7] that the right hand side of this equation depends continu-
ously on f ∈ Conv(Rn,R). In particular, Ψτ is weakly*-continuous. It follows from the remarks
in [22, Section 2.1] that f = h on an open subset U ⊂ R

n implies D(f)|π−1(U) = D(h)|π−1(U),
which shows that Ψτ is locally determined.
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If τ is invariant with respect to translations in the second factor, then 1π−1(B) ∧ τ has the
same property for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R

n. If λ : Rn → R is an affine function, then
Proposition 2.3 implies

Ψτ (f + λ)[B] =Gλ∗D(f)[1π−1(B) ∧ τ ] = D(f)[G∗
λ(1π−1(B) ∧ τ)] = D(f)[1π−1(B) ∧ τ ]

=Ψτ (f)[B].

Thus, Ψτ is dually epi-translation invariant.

Finally, assume that τ is invariant with respect to translations in the first factor. For
x0 ∈ R

n, consider the map

Φx0 : T ∗
R
n → T ∗

R
n

(x, y) 7→ (x− x0, y).

Then D(f(·+x0)) = Φx0∗D(f) according to Proposition 2.4, and we obtain for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n)

∫

Rn

φ(· − x0)dΨ(f) = D(f)[π∗φ(· − x0) ∧ τ ] = D(f)
[

Φ∗
x0

(π∗φ ∧ τ)
]

=(Φx0∗D(f)) [π∗φ ∧ τ ] = D(f(·+ x0))[π
∗φ ∧ τ ] =

∫

Rn

φdΨ(f(·+ x0)).

Thus Ψτ is translation equivariant.

Note that GL(n,R) operates on T ∗
R
n = R

n × (Rn)∗ by the diagonal action

g#(x, y) = (g−1x, g∗y) for g ∈ GL(n,R), (x, y) ∈ R
n × (Rn)∗.

Consequently, GL(n,R) operates on Λn−k,k by pullbacks:

g · τ = (g#)∗τ for g ∈ GL(n,R), τ ∈ Λn−k,k.

Corollary 4.11. The map

Λn−k,k → MAValk(R
n)

τ 7→ Ψτ

is well defined and GL(n,R)-equivariant in the following sense: For f ∈ Conv(Rn,R)

Ψg·τ (f)[B] = sign(det(g))Ψτ (f ◦ g)[g−1B]

for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R
n.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.10 that this map is well defined. Using Proposition 2.4, we
obtain for g ∈ GL(n,R), τ ∈ Λn−k,k,

Ψ(g#)∗τ (f)[B] =D(f)[1π−1(B)(g
#)∗τ ]

=D(f)[(g#)∗(((g−1))#)∗1π−1(B)τ)]

=
(

(g#)∗D(f)
)

[1π−1(g−1B)τ ]

=sign(det(g))D(f ◦ g)[1π−1(g−1B)τ ]

=sign(det(g))Ψτ (f ◦ g)[g−1B],

so this map is GL(n,R)-equivariant.
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5 Translation equivariant valuations and restrictions to subspaces

For a subspace E ⊂ R
n let πE : Rn → E denote the orthogonal projection and E⊥ ⊂ R

n its
orthogonal complement. Given a finite measure µ on R

n, we will denote its pushforward along
πE⊥ by πE⊥∗µ.

Lemma 5.1. Fix Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) and let E ⊂ R

n be a k-dimensional subspace, f ∈
Conv(E,R). Then

πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xπ
∗
EφE] ∈ M(E⊥)

is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure on E⊥ for every φE ∈ Cc(E).

Proof. Note that πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ] ∈ M(E⊥) is translation invariant: If xE⊥ ∈ E⊥ and
ψ ∈ Cc(E

⊥), then

∫

E⊥

ψ(· − xE⊥)d (πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xπ
∗
EφE ]) =

∫

Rn

π∗EφE · π∗E⊥ψ(· − xE⊥)dΨ(π∗Ef)

=

∫

Rn

π∗EφE · π∗
E⊥ψdΨ(π∗Ef(·+ xE⊥)),

as Ψ is translation equivariant. But π∗Ef(·+xE⊥) = π∗Ef . Therefore, this measure is translation
invariant and consequently a multiple of the Lebesgue measure on E⊥.

Proposition 5.2. For every Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) there exists a unique continuous function KlΨ ∈

C(Grk(R
n)) such that for E ∈ Grk(R

n)

Ψ(π∗Ef) = KlΨ(E)MAE(f)⊗ volE⊥ for f ∈ Conv(E,R).

Moreover, Ψ = 0 if and only if KlΨ = 0.

Proof. Given f ∈ Conv(E,R), πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ] is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure on E⊥

by Lemma 5.1. Fix φ ∈ Cc(E
⊥) with

∫

E⊥ φ(x)d volE⊥(x) = 1. Then

Ψ̃ : Conv(E,R) →M(E) = (Cc(E))′

f 7→

(

φE 7→

∫

E⊥

φd[πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ]]

)

belongs to MAValk(E) and is thus a multiple of MAE. Hence, there exists KlΨ(E) ∈ C such
that

Ψ̃(π∗E ·) = KlΨ(E)MAE .

For f ∈ Conv(E,R) consider the measure Ψ0(f) := KlΨ(E)MAE(f) ⊗ volE⊥ ∈ M(Rn). For
φE ∈ Cc(E) and φE⊥ ∈ Cc(E

⊥), we have

∫

Rn

π∗EφE · π∗E⊥φE⊥dΨ0(f) = KlΨ(E)

∫

E

φEdMAE(f) ·

∫

E⊥

φE⊥d volE⊥

=

∫

E

φEdΨ̃(f)

∫

E⊥

φE⊥d volE⊥ =

∫

E⊥

φd[πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ]]

∫

E⊥

φE⊥d volE⊥ .
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As πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ]] is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure and
∫

E⊥ φd volE⊥ = 1,
∫

E⊥

φd[πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ]]

∫

E⊥

φE⊥d volE⊥ =

∫

E⊥

φE⊥d[πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE ]],

so we obtain
∫

Rn

π∗EφE · π∗E⊥φE⊥dΨ0(f) =

∫

E⊥

φE⊥d[πE⊥∗[Ψ(π∗Ef)xφE]]

=

∫

Rn

π∗EφE · π∗
E⊥φE⊥dΨ(π∗Ef).

By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, functions of the form x 7→ φE(πE(x)) · φE⊥(πE⊥(x)) span
a dense subspace of Cc(R

n). Thus

Ψ(π∗Ef) = Ψ0(f) = KlΨ(E)MAE(f)⊗ volE⊥ for f ∈ Conv(E,R).

We obtain a well defined map KlΨ : Grk(R
n) → C. To see that KlΨ is continuous, observe

that we can recover this functions in the following way: First, choose φ1, φ2 ∈ Cc([0,∞)) such
that φ1(0) = 1,

∫

Rn−k φ2(|x|)d voln−k(x) = 1. If BE denotes the unit ball in E, then
∫

Rn

π∗Eφ1 · π
∗
E⊥φ2dΨ(π∗EhBE

) = KlΨ(E)

∫

Rn

π∗Eφ1 · π
∗
E⊥φ2d(MAE(hBE

)⊗ volE⊥).

As MAE(hBE
) = ωkδ0, we thus obtain

KlΨ(E) =
1

ωk

∫

Rn

π∗Eφ1 · π
∗
E⊥φ2dΨ(π∗EhBE

),

where the right hand side depends continuously on E. Thus KlΨ is continuous.

Finally, let us show that KlΨ = 0 implies Ψ = 0. Note that Ψ = 0 if and only if the
valuations

µφ(f) :=

∫

Rn

φdΨ(f)

vanish identically for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n). By the characterization of dually simple valuations in

Theorem 3.4, this is the case if and only if the restrictions

µφ(π
∗
Ef) :=

∫

Rn

φdΨ(π∗Ef) = KlΨ(E)

∫

Rn

φd(MA(f)⊗ volE⊥), f ∈ Conv(E,R),

vanishes identically for all E ∈ Grk(R
n). Fix E ∈ Grk(R

n). By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem,
linear combinations of functions of the form x 7→ φ1(πE(x)) · φ2(πE⊥(x)), φ1 ∈ Cc(E), φ2 ∈
Cc(E

⊥) are dense in Cc(R
n). Thus the valuations µφ(π

∗
Ef) vanish identically for all φ ∈ Cc(R

n)
if and only if the valuations

µφ1,φ2(π
∗
Ef) :=

∫

Rn

φ1(πE(x)) · φ2(πE⊥(x))dΨ(π∗Ef) = KlΨ(E)

∫

Rn

φ1dMAE(f) ·

∫

E⊥

φ2d volE⊥

vanish identically for all φ1 ∈ Cc(E), φ2 ∈ Cc(E
⊥). If φ1 6= 0, then the valuation

∫

Rn φ1dMAE

does not vanish identically, and we can choose φ2 ∈ Cc(E
⊥) with

∫

E⊥ φ2d volE⊥ 6= 0. Thus
µφ1,φ2(π

∗
Ef) = 0 for all f ∈ Conv(E,R) if and only if KlΨ(E) = 0. As this holds for all

E ∈ Grk(R
n), the claim follows.
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Remark 5.3. Klain [33] has shown a similar characterization result for continuous, even,
translation invariant valuations on convex bodies that are homogeneous of degree k. These
similarities are not accidental and we will address them in a future article.

If G ⊂ O(n) is a subgroup, then we call Ψ ∈ MAVal(Rn) G-equivariant if

g ·Ψ = Ψ for all g ∈ GF,

where we consider the operation defined in (2). As the real Monge-Ampère operator is O(n)-
equivariant, we directly obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.4. The map Kl : MAValk(R
n) → C(Grk(R

n)) is O(n)-equivariant and injective.
In particular, Ψ ∈ MAValk(R

n) is G-equivariant with respect to a subgroup G ⊂ O(n,R) if and
only if KlΨ is G-invariant.

5.1 SO(n)- and GL(n,R)-equivariant valuations

Let us restate Theorem 1.5 in the following way.

Theorem 5.5. The space of SO(n)-equivariant valuations in MAValk(R
n) is 1-dimensional

and spanned by the kth Hessian measure.

Proof. Let Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) be SO(n)-equivariant. By Corollary 5.4, KlΨ ∈ C(Grk(R

n)) is
SO(n)-invariant. As SO(n) operates transitively on Grk(R

n), KlΨ is constant. However, Ψ is
uniquely determined by KlΨ by Proposition 5.2, so this space is at most 1-dimensional. As
the kth Hessian measure defines a non-trivial element in this space, we obtain the desired
result.

Let us say that Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) is GL(n,R)-equivariant with weight q ∈ R if

g ·Ψ = |detR(g)|
qΨ for all g ∈ GL(n,R).

Theorem 5.6. Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) is GL(n,R)-equivariant with weight q ∈ R if and only if

• k = 0, q = −1 and Ψ is a multiple of the Lebesgue measure, or

• k = n, q = 1 and Ψ is a multiple of the real Monge-Ampère operator.

Proof. Obviously, the Lebesgue measure and the real Monge-Ampère operator are GL(n,R)-
equivariant with the given weights.

Note that any GL(n,R)-equivariant Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) is SO(n)-equivariant and thus a multi-

ple of the Hessian measure Φk by Theorem 5.5. We will thus show that none of these measures
is GL(n,R)-equivariant with respect to any weight for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

Note that (tId) · Φk = t−(n−2k)Φk for t > 0. In particular, Φk is not GL(n,R)-equivariant
with weight q = −1. Split Rn = R

k ×R
n−k and let gt denote the multiplication with t > 0 on
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the second factor. If f ∈ Conv(Rk,R) and π : Rk ×R
n−k → R

k is the projection onto the first
factor, then [π∗f ]◦gt = π∗f , and Proposition 5.2 thus implies for Borel sets A ⊂ R

k, B ⊂ R
n−k

[gt · Φk](π
∗f)[A×B] =Φk([π

∗f ] ◦ gt)[g
−1
t (A×B)]

=Φk(π
∗ft)[g

−1
t (A×B)]

=(KlΦk
MARk(f)⊗ voln−k)[g

−1
t (A×B)]

=t−(n−k)(KlΦk
MARk(f)⊗ voln−k)[A×B]

=t−(n−k)Φk(π
∗f)[A×B].

As det(gt) = tn−k, Φk cannot be GL(n,R)-equivariant with respect to any weight q 6= −1.
Thus, Φk is not GL(n,R)-equivariant with respect to any weight, which finishes the proof.

6 Characterization of MAValk(R
n)

6.1 Polynomials derived from primitive differential forms

In this section we will discuss certain polynomials related to constant differential forms and
(k × k)-minors of symmetric matrices.

Definition 6.1. Let PΛn−k,k ⊂ Λn−kRn ⊗ Λk(Rn)∗ denote the subspace of complex-valued
primitive differential forms, that is, all τ ∈ Λn−kRn ⊗Λk(Rn)∗ such that ωs ∧ τ = 0, where ωs
denotes the natural symplectic form on R

n × (Rn)∗.

Due to the Lefschetz decomposition (see, for example, [29, Proposition 1.2.30]), any differ-
ential form on T ∗

R
n can be uniquely written as a sum of a primitive differential form and a

multiple of the symplectic form. For our purposes, it is thus sufficient to only consider prim-
itive differential forms due to the fact that the differential cycle vanishes on multiples of the
symplectic form, compare Theorem 2.2.

We extend elements of Λn−k,k(Rn× (Rn)∗) by C-linearity to elements of Λn−k,k(Cn× (Cn)∗).
In other words, we identify Λn−k,k(Rn × (Rn)∗) with the space of constant holomorphic forms
on C

n×(Cn)∗. GL(n,C) operates on Λn−k,k(Cn×(Cn)∗) via the diagonal action on C
n×(Cn)∗,

that is,

g · τ := ((g−1)#)∗τ for τ ∈ Λ∗(Cn × (Cn)∗), g ∈ GL(n,C),

where g# : C
n × (Cn)∗ → C

n × (Cn)∗ is given by g#(z, w) = (g−1z, g∗w). Note that ωs
corresponds to a GL(n,C)-invariant holomorphic form. This implies the following.

Lemma 6.2. PΛn−k,k ⊂ Λn(Cn × (Cn)∗) is a GL(n,C)-invariant subspace and thus a repre-
sentation of GL(n,C).

We will associate two different types of polynomials to elements of PΛn−k,k related to (k×k)-
minors of different types of complex matrices. Let us first introduce some notation. For a
complex vector space V , we denote by Pk(V ) the space of k-homogeneous polynomials on V .
Let us denote the space of symmetric (n × n)-matrices by SMn. If we let GL(n,C) operate
on SMn by (g,A) 7→ (gT )−1Ag−1 for g ∈ GL(n,C), A ∈ SMn, then SMn is isomorphic as a

20



GL(n,C)-module to the space of symmetric bilinear forms on C
n. More precisely, we identify

A ∈ SMn with the bilinear form (z, w) 7→ zTAw on C
n. Let Mk ⊂ Pk(SMn) denote the space

spanned by the (k × k)-minors. This is a GL(n,C)-invariant subspace. We need the following
result.

Lemma 6.3. Mk is an irreducible representation of GL(n,C).

Proof. It is well known that the space of all polynomials on SMn is a multiplicity free rep-
resentation of GL(n,C), see for example [24, Theorem 5.7.1]. Note that Mk is a rational
representation of GL(n,C) and thus decomposes into a direct sum of irreducible representa-
tions. Such a representation is uniquely determined by its highest weight vector and it is easy
to see that the kth principal minor is a highest weight vector, see for example the proof of [24,
Theorem 5.7.3]. Using permutation matrices, we see that the orbit of the kth principal minor
spans Mk. Thus Mk is an irreducible representation of GL(n,C).

The following result is well known, but we include a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 6.4. The ideal Ik ⊂ P(SMn) of all polynomials vanishing on matrices of rank strictly
smaller than k is prime and generated by Mk.

Proof. Note that Ik is a GL(n,C)-invariant subspace of P(SMn). As P(SMn) is a rational
representation, Ik decomposes into a direct sum of irreducible subspaces, which are each gen-
erated by the orbit of their highest weight vector. These vectors are given by products of
principal minors, compare the proof of [24, Theorem 5.7.3]. Consequently, the highest weight
vectors corresponding to the irreducible components of Ik are divisible by a principle minor
of size l × l where l ≥ k. As any (l × l)-minor, l > k, is contained in the ideal generated
by (k × k)-minors, all highest weight vectors in Ik belong to the ideal generated by Mk, and
consequently, the same holds for the space spanned by their orbits, which is Ik.

To see that Ik is prime, assume that p, q ∈ P(SMn) \ Ik satisfy pq ∈ Ik. Then there exist
A,B ∈ SMn of rank at most k − 1 such that p(A) 6= 0 and q(B) 6= 0. We can write

A =
k−1
∑

i=1

λiai · a
T
i , B =

k−1
∑

i=1

ηibi · b
T
i

for λi, ηi ∈ C, ai, bi ∈ C
n, 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. For t ∈ C set

C(t) :=

k−1
∑

i=1

(tλi + (1− t)ηi)(tai + (1− t)bi) · (tai + (1− t)bi).

Then p(C(t)) and q(C(t)) are polynomials in t that do not vanish identically. Consequently,
there is t0 ∈ C such that p(C(t0))q(C(t0)) 6= 0, which is a contradiction as the rank of C(t) is
at most k − 1. Thus either p ∈ Ik or q ∈ Ik.

For Q ∈ SMn we let Q(z) := 1
2z
TQz denote the quadratic polynomial on C

n obtained from
the corresponding quadratic form. In particular, we obtain a map

FQ : Cn →C
n × (Cn)∗

z 7→(z, ∂Q(z)),
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where ∂Q(z) denotes the holomorphic differential of Q(z). In other words, FQ(z) = (z, zTQ).
Let us denote the coordinates of Cn× (Cn)∗ by (z, w). As ∂Q(z) is complex linear in z, F ∗

Qdwi
is again a constant differential form. This implies the following result.

Lemma 6.5. For every τ ∈ PΛn−k,k there exists a unique polynomial Pτ ∈ Pk(SMn) such
that

F ∗
Qτ = Pτ (Q)dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn.

Note that Pτ vanishes on symmetric matrices of rank less than k: Any such matrix may be
written as Q =

∑k−1
j=1 λjej · e

T
j for e1, . . . , ek−1 ∈ C

n and λ1, . . . , λk−1 ∈ C. Then it is easy to
see that F ∗

Q(dwi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dwik) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i1, . . . , ik ≤ n, which implies F ∗
Qτ = 0.

If Q ∈ SMn is a real matrix, then F ∗
Qτ may be interpreted as the restriction of the differential

form τ to the graph of the differential dQ(x) of the polynomial Q(x) = 1
2x

TQx, x ∈ R
n. Note

that the tangent spaces of this graph are all isotropic, that is, the restriction of ωs to these
subspaces vanishes. Let us show that τ is uniquely determined by the polynomial Pτ . We will
need the following result.

Lemma 6.6 (Bernig-Bröcker [8] Lemma 1.4). Let β ∈ Λk(Rn × (Rn)∗) be primitive, k ≤ n. If
β vanishes on all isotropic k-dimensional linear subspaces, then β = 0.

Lemma 6.7. The map

P : PΛn−k,k → Pk(SMn)

τ 7→ Pτ

is injective and GL(n,C)-equivariant in the following sense: for g ∈ GL(n,C) and τ ∈ PΛn−k,k,

Pg·τ = det(g)−1 (g · Pτ ) .

In particular, the image of P is a GL(n,C)-invariant subspace of Pk(SMn).

Proof. Let us assume that Pτ = 0. By Lemma 6.6, it is sufficient to show that τ vanishes on
all n-dimensional isotropic subspaces of Rn × (Rn)∗.

Consider the projection π : Rn × (Rn)∗ → R
n onto the first factor. Let us call a Lagrangian

subspace E ⊂ R
n × (Rn)∗ regular if π|E is injective. It is easy to see that τ vanishes on

all n-dimensional Lagrangian subspaces if it vanishes on all regular n-dimensional Lagrangian
subspaces. Let E be such a regular space. As π|E is injective, we obtain a unique linear map
T : Rn → (Rn)∗ such that (x, T (x)) ∈ E for all x ∈ R

n. As E is Lagrangian,

0 = ωs((x1, T (x1)), (x2, T (x2))) = 〈x1, T (x2)〉 − 〈x2, T (x1)〉

for all x1, x2 ∈ R
n, so T : Rn → (Rn)∗ ∼= R

n is symmetric. We may thus choose a basis
e1, . . . , en of Rn such that T (ei) = λiei for some λi ∈ R for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. In other words, E
is spanned by the vectors (e1, λ1e1), . . . , (en, λnen). With respect to the basis e1, . . . , en of Rn,

define Q ∈ SMn by Q(x) :=
∑n

i=1 λi
x2i
2 . Then the tangent space of the graph of x 7→ dQ(x) in

(x, dQ(x)) is E, and thus, the restriction of τ to E vanishes as

F ∗
Qτ = Pτ (Q)dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn = 0.
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As this holds for all regular Langrangian subspaces E of R
n × (Rn)∗ and τ is primitive,

Lemma 6.6 implies that τ = 0.

Let us show that P is GL(n,C)-equivariant in the sense stated above. For g ∈ GL(n,C) let
Gg : C

n × (Cn)∗ → C
n × (Cn)∗ denote the diagonal operation (z, w) 7→ (gz, (g−1)∗w). Then

Gg ◦ FQ(z) =(gz, ∂Q(z) ◦ g−1) = (gz, zTQg−1) = (gz, (gz)T (g−1)TQg−1) = (gz, ∂(g ·Q)(gz))

=Fg·Q(gz).

If G̃g : Cn → C
n denotes the multiplication with g ∈ GL(n,C), we thus have Gg ◦ FQ =

Fg·Q ◦ G̃g. For τ ∈ PΛn−k,k this implies

PG∗
gτ
dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn =F ∗

Q(G
∗
gτ) = G̃∗

g

(

F ∗
g·Q

)

= Pτ (g ·Q)G̃∗
g(dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn)

=Pτ (g ·Q) det(g)dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn.

As G̃g = (g−1)#,

Pg·τ (Q) = Pτ (g
−1 ·Q) det(g)−1 = det(g)−1 (g · Pτ ) (Q).

Proposition 6.8. The image of P coincides with Mk.

Proof. Let us first show that the image of P is contained in the space spanned by (k × k)-
minors. First, consider the ideal Ik of all polynomials on SMn that vanish on elements of
SMn of rank at most k − 1. This is a prime ideal generated by the (k × k)-minors, compare
Lemma 6.4. Obviously Pτ ∈ Ik for τ ∈ PΛn−k,k. As Pτ is a polynomial of degree k, we can
thus express Pτ as a C-linear combination of the (k × k)-minors.

Next, note that Mk is an irreducible representation of GL(n,C) by Lemma 6.3. As the image
of P is a non-trivial GL(n,C)-submodule of Mk by Lemma 6.7, these two spaces coincide.

Combining this result with Lemma 6.3, we obtain the following.

Corollary 6.9. PΛn−k,k is an irreducible representation of GL(n,C).

Let us now turn to a second family of polynomials obtained from elements of PΛn−k,k. Let
us denote the standard coordinates on T ∗

R
n = R

n × (Rn)∗ by (x, y).

Definition 6.10. If τ ∈ PΛn−k,k, then we define a complex polynomial Qτ on (Cn)k by

Qτ (w1, . . . , wk)dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn = LX1
. . .LXk

τ, (4)

where Xj denotes the symplectic vector field of x 7→ −1
2〈wj , x〉

2, that is, the unique vector field
on R

n × (Rn)∗ with complex coefficients such that iXj
ωs = −1

2d〈wj , x〉
2.

Here LX = d ◦ iX + iX ◦ d denotes the complex-linear extension of the Lie-derivative. Note
that Xj is given by

Xj = 〈wj , x〉
n
∑

l=1

wj,l
∂

∂yl
,
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so the right hand side of (4) defines a polynomial. It is not difficult to see that this definition
coincides with the following characterization:

For w1, . . . , wk ∈ C
n let X̃j denote the unique vector field on R

n × (Rn)∗ with complex
coefficients such that

iX̃j
ωs = d (exp (i〈wj , x〉)) .

If we write wj = (wj,1, . . . , wj,n) ∈ C
n, then

X̃j = −i exp (i〈wj , x〉)
n
∑

l=1

wj,l
∂

∂yl
,

and Qτ is characterized by

exp



i

〈

k
∑

j=1

wj, x

〉



Qτ (w1, . . . , wk)dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn = LX̃1
. . .LX̃k

τ. (5)

Lemma 6.11. Qτ is symmetric for any τ ∈ PΛn−k,k.

Proof. The vector fields Xj commute.

Proposition 6.12. Let

Φ : (Cn)k → SMn

(w1, . . . , wk) 7→

k
∑

i=1

wi · w
T
i .

Then for all τ ∈ PΛn−k,k

Φ∗Pτ =
1

k!
Qτ .

Proof. Fix τ ∈ PΛn−k,k. For (w1, . . . , wk) ∈ (Cn)k set Qi(z) :=
1
2〈wi, z〉

2. For λi ∈ C we define

GλiQi
: Cn × (Cn)∗ → C

n × (Cn)∗, (z, w) 7→ (z, w + λi∂Qi(z)). Then

F∑
i λiQi

= GλkQk
◦ · · · ◦Gλ1Q1

◦ F0.

Next, it follows from the definition that (λ1, . . . , λk) 7→ (F∑
i λiQi

)∗τ is a homogeneous polyno-
mial of degree k. If we consider a coefficient of this polynomial that does not correspond to a
monomial involving λj , then this coefficient occurs in the polynomial

(F∑
i6=j λiQi

)∗τ.

But the rank of
∑

i 6=j λiQi is at most k − 1, so this expression vanishes identically. In other
words, the only non-trivial coefficient of this polynomial is the coefficient belonging to λ1 . . . λk.
Thus

(FΦ(w1,...,wk))
∗τ =(F∑

i λiQi
)∗τ |λ1,...,λk=1 =

(

λ1 . . . λk
1

k!

λk

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
(F∑

i λiQi
)∗τ

)

∣

∣

∣

λ1,...,λk=1

=
1

k!

λk

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
F ∗
0

(

(Gλ1Q1
)∗ . . . (GλkQk

)∗τ
)

=
1

k!
F ∗
0

(

LX′
1
. . .LX′

k
τ
)

,
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where X ′
i :=

d
dλ
|0G

λ
Qi
. Let α =

∑n
i=1 widzi denote the holomorphic extension of the natural

1-form on T ∗
R
n = R

n× (Rn)∗ to C
n× (Cn)∗. Note that (GλQi

)∗α = α+λ∂Qi(z) by definition.

As π ◦GλQi
= IdCn , we also have iX′

i
α|(z,w) = 〈w, dπ(X ′

i)〉 = 0, so

∂Qj(z) = LX′
j
α = iX′

j
dα = −iX′

j
ωs.

In particular, X ′
j = Xj . We thus obtain

Pτ (Φ(w1, . . . , wk))dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn =
(

FΦ(w1,...,wk)

)∗
τ =

1

k!
F ∗
0 (LX1

. . .LXk
τ)

=
1

k!
Qτ (w1, . . . , wk)F

∗
0 (dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn)

=
1

k!
Qτ (w1, . . . , wk)dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn.

Let GL(n,C) operate on (Cn)k by g · (w1, . . . , wk) := ((g−1)Tw1, . . . , (g
−1)Twk), that is, we

consider Cn ∼= (Cn)∗ using the standard bilinear pairing on C
n. From the definition of Φ, we

directly obtain the following.

Lemma 6.13. Φ : (Cn)k → SMn is GL(n,C)-equivariant.

Corollary 6.14. Qτ = 0 if and only if τ = 0.

Proof. Due to Proposition 6.12, it is sufficient to show that Φ∗Pτ = 0 implies Pτ = 0. As
Pτ ∈ Mk by Proposition 6.8, which is an irreducible subspace by Lemma 6.3, the claim follows
from the fact that Φ, and therefore Φ∗, is GL(n,C) equivariant, so the restriction of Φ∗ to Mk

is either injective or identically zero. Obviously it is not identically zero, so the restriction of
Φ∗ to this space is injective.

Let M2
k ⊂ P((Cn)k) denote the subspace spanned by quadratic products of the (k × k)-

minors of a matrix in (Cn)k. It is easy to see that this is a GL(n,C)-invariant subspace of
P2k((Cn)k). We will call a polynomial in P((Cn)k) homogeneous of degree (a1, . . . , ak) ∈ N

k

if it is homogeneous with respect to ai in its ith argument.

Proposition 6.15. The image of Q coincides with M2
k.

Proof. Let ∆α denote the family of (k× k)-minors of elements of (Cn)k. We will us first show
that the image of Q is contained in M2

k. Due to Proposition 6.12, we have to show that
Φ∗p ∈ M2

k for every p ∈ Mk. First, note that Φ∗p vanishes on the common zero sets of the

(k × k)-minors ∆α: If w1, . . . , wk ∈ C
n are linearly dependent, then the matrix

∑k
i=1wi · w

T
i

is of rank at most k − 1, so p vanishes on this matrix. Thus Φ∗p belongs to the ideal of all
polynomials on (Cn)k that vanish on matrices of rank at most k − 1. This is a prime ideal
generated by the (k×k)-minors, compare [46, Section 16]. By construction, Φ∗p is a symmetric
and homogeneous polynomial of degree (2, . . . , 2) on (Cn)k. If we express

Φ∗p =
∑

α

hα ·∆α
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as a P((Cn)k)-linear combination of the (k × k)-minors ∆α, we may thus assume that hα ∈
Pk((Cn)k) is 1-homogeneous in each argument and thus multilinear. As ∆α is a skew-symmetric
polynomial with respect to permutations of the arguments z1, . . . , zk, and Φ∗p is symmetric, we
may further assume that hα is skew-symmetric. But then hα is a multilinear, skew-symmetric
polynomial and thus a linear combination of the (k × k)-minors ∆α.

Consequently, the image of Q is a subspace of dimension dimPΛn−k,k =
(

n
k

)2
−
(

n
k−1

)(

n
n−k−1

)

.
As the dimension of the space spanned by quadratic products of the (k × k)-minors is at

most
(

n
k

)2
−
(

n
k−1

)(

n
n−k−1

)

due to the Grassmann-Plücker relations (compare for example [46,
Section 14]), the claim follows.

6.2 Relation to measure-valued valuations obtained from the differential cycle

For Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n), φ ∈ Cc(R

n), define Ψ[φ] ∈ VConvk(R
n) by

Ψ[φ](f) :=

∫

Rn

φdΨ(f).

Our interest in these polynomials stems from the following observation:

Proposition 6.16. If τ ∈ PΛn−k,k, then Ψτ (f)[B] = D(f)[1π−1(B)τ ] satisfies

F(GW(Ψτ [φ]))[z1, . . . , zk] =
(−1)k

k!
Qτ (z1, . . . , zk)F(φ)

[

k
∑

i=1

zi

]

for all z1, . . . , zk ∈ C
n.

Proof. It is sufficient to show this equation for z1 = ix1 . . . , zk = ixk for x1, . . . , xk ∈ R
n. Let

φ ∈ Cc(R
n). Then Ψτ [φ] ∈ VConvk(R

n) is a continuous valuation and we calculate

F(GW(Ψτ [φ]))[ix1, . . . , ixk] =GW(Ψτ [φ])[exp(−〈x1, ·〉)⊗ · · · ⊗ exp(−〈x1, ·〉)]

=Ψτ [φ](exp(−〈x1, ·〉), . . . , exp(−〈x1, ·〉))

=
1

k!

∂k

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
Ψτ [φ]

(

k
∑

i=0

λi exp(−〈xi, ·〉)

)

,

where we have used the defining property of the Goodey-Weil distribution in Theorem 3.3 and
the definition of the polarization Ψτ [φ]. Set hi := exp(−〈xi, ·〉). As Ψτ [φ](f) = D(f)[π∗φ ∧ τ ],
we may apply Proposition 2.3 to obtain

1

k!

∂k

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
Ψτ [φ]

(

k
∑

i=0

λi exp(−〈xi, ·〉)

)

=
1

k!

∂k

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
D

(

0 +
k
∑

i=1

λihi

)

[π∗φ ∧ τ ]

=
1

k!

∂k

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0
D (0) [π∗φ ∧G∗

λ1h1
. . . G∗

λ1h1
τ ]

=
1

k!
D (0) [π∗φ ∧ LXh1

. . .LXhk
τ ],

where Xhj :=
d
dt
|0Gthj . As in the proof of Proposition 6.12, G∗

thj
α = α+ tdhj , so we obtain

dhj = LXhj
α = −iXhj

ωs.
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Note that

dhj = d exp(−〈xj, ·〉) = d exp(i〈ixj , ·〉).

The characterization of Qτ in (5) implies

LXh1
. . .LXhk

τ = (−1)k exp



i

〈

k
∑

j=1

ixj , ·

〉



Qτ (ix1, . . . , ixk)dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn.

Thus,

F(GW(Ψτ [φ]))[ix1, . . . , xk]

=
(−1)k

k!
Qτ (ix1, . . . , ixk)D(0)



π∗φ · π∗ exp



i

〈

k
∑

j=1

ixj , ·

〉



 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn





=
(−1)k

k!
Qτ (ix1, . . . , ixk)F(φ)





k
∑

j=1

ixk



 ,

as D(0) is given by integration over {(x, 0) ∈ T ∗
R
n : x ∈ R

n}.

Proposition 6.17. For τ ∈ PΛn−k,k the map Ψτ (f)[B] = D(f)[1π−1(B)τ ] is given for f ∈
Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn) by

Ψτ (f)[B] =

∫

B

Pτ (D
2f(x))d voln(x) for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R

n.

Proof. Consider the map

G̃f : Rn →R
n × (Rn)∗

x 7→(x, df(x)).

For x0 ∈ R
n define Qx0 ∈ Sym2(Rn) by Qx0(x) :=

1
2〈D

2f(x0)x, x〉. Note that

G̃∗
fdyi|x0 = d

(

∂f

∂xi

)

∣

∣

∣

x0
=

n
∑

j=1

∂2f

∂xi∂xj
(x0)dxj = G∗

Qx0
dyi.

Thus

G̃∗
f τ |x0 = G∗

Qx0
τ |x0 = Pτ (Qx0)dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn = Pτ (D

2f(x0))dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn,

which implies

Ψτ (f)[B] = D(f)[1π−1(B)τ ] =

∫

B

G̃∗
f τ =

∫

B

Pτ (D
2(f(x))d voln(x).
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6.3 Classification result

Theorem 6.18. For every Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) there exists a unique homogeneous, symmetric

polynomial Q[Ψ] on (Cn)k of degree (2, . . . , 2) such that

F(GW(Ψ[φ]))[z1, . . . , zk] =
(−1)k

k!
Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zk)F(φ)





k
∑

j=1

zj



 .

In particular, Q[Ψ] = 0 if and only if Ψ = 0.

Proof. As F ◦ GW is injective, it is clear that the representation (and thus the polynomial
Q[Ψ]) is unique if it exists.

If y1, . . . , yk ∈ E for E ∈ Grk(R
n), then by Proposition 5.2

Ψ[φ]





k
∑

j=1

λj exp〈yj , x〉



 =KlΨ(E)

∫

Rn

φ(x)d



MAE





k
∑

j=1

λj exp〈yj , x〉



⊗ volE⊥



 ,

so

GW(Ψ[φ])[exp(〈y1, ·〉)⊗ · · · ⊗ exp(〈yk, ·〉)]

=KlΨ(E)
1

k!

∂k

∂λ1 . . . ∂λk

∣

∣

∣

0

∫

Rn

φ(x)d



MAE





k
∑

j=1

λj exp〈yj, x〉



 ⊗ volE⊥





=KlΨ(E)
1

k!
det(〈yi, yj〉)

k
i,j=1F(φ)



−i

k
∑

j=1

yj



 .

Choose φ ∈ Cc(R
n) with F(φ)[0] 6= 0. Then Q[Ψ] given by

Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zk) := (−1)kk!
F(GW(Ψ[φ]))[z1, . . . , zk]

F(φ)
[

∑k
j=1 zk

]

defines a holomorphic function in a neighborhood of 0 ∈ (Cn)k that satisfies for y1, . . . , yk ∈
E ∈ Grk(R

n) with |y1|, . . . , |yk| small enough

Q[Ψ](y1, . . . , yk) = KlΨ(E) det(〈yi, yj〉)
k
i,j=1. (6)

As a holomorphic function is uniquely determined by its restriction to the real subspace
i(Rn)k ⊂ (Cn)k, we see that the germ of Q[Ψ] does not depend on the choice of φ with
F(φ)[0] 6= 0. By rescaling the argument of φ and using the equivariance of the Fourier-Laplace
transform, we thus see that Q[Ψ] defines an entire function on (Cn)k such that (6) holds. In
particular,

F(GW(Ψ[φ]))[z1, . . . , zk] =
(−1)k

k!
Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zk)F(φ)





k
∑

j=1

zj



 (7)

28



for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n) with F(φ)[0] 6= 0. If φ ∈ Cc(R

n) satisfies F(φ)[0] = 0, we can replace φ
by φ + ǫφ0, where F(φ0)[0] 6= 0, and let ǫ go to zero. Thus (7) holds for all φ ∈ Cc(R

n). It
remains to see that Q[Ψ] is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2k.

Note that for y1, . . . , yk ∈ E ∈ Grk(R
n) and t1, . . . , tk ∈ R

Q[Ψ](t1iy1, . . . , tkiyk) = Kl(E) det(〈tiyi, tjyj〉)
k
i,j=1 = Q[Ψ](iy1, . . . , iyk)

k
∏

j=1

t2j ,

so Q[Ψ](t1z1, . . . , tkzk) = Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zk)
∏k
j=1 t

2
j for all z1, . . . , zk ∈ C

n by the identity theo-
rem. In particular,

|Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zk)| ≤
k
∏

j=1

|zj |
2 sup
|w1|≤1,...,|wk|≤1

|Q[Ψ](w1, . . . , wk)|.

Thus Q[Ψ] is an entire function that is bounded by a polynomial of degree 2k and thus a
polynomial of degree at most 2k itself. From (6) we deduce that Q[Ψ] is in fact a polynomial
of degree (2, . . . , 2) and that Q[Ψ] is symmetric.

For the last claim, observe that Q[Ψ] = 0 implies F(GW(Ψ[φ])) = 0 for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n). As

F ◦GW is injective, Ψ[φ] = 0 for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n), which implies Ψ = 0.

Corollary 6.19. For Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) the polynomial Q[Ψ] belongs to M2

k.

Proof. Let ∆α denote a basis of the space spanned by (k × k)-minors. We will first show
that Q[Ψ] is contained in the ideal generated by the (k × k)-minors on (Cn)k. This ideal
coincides with the ideal of all polynomials that vanish on all (z1, . . . , zk) ∈ (Cn)k that are
linearly dependent. As

Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zk) = (−1)kk!
F(GW(Ψ[φ])[z1, . . . , zk]

F(φ)
[

∑k
i=1 zi

]

for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n) with F(φ)

[

∑k
i=1 zi

]

6= 0 by Theorem 6.18, the claim follows because

GW(Ψ[φ])[z1, . . . , zk] vanishes on linearly dependent vectors by Lemma 3.7.

We therefore find hα ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn] such that

Q[Ψ](z1, . . . , zn) =
∑

α

hα ·∆α.

As Q[Ψ] is a homogeneous polynomial of degree (2, . . . , 2) by Theorem 4.5, we may assume that
hα is homogeneous of degree (1, . . . , 1). As ∆α is skew-symmetric with respect to permutations
of the arguments and Q[Ψ] is symmetric by Theorem 6.18, we can also assume that hα is skew-
symmetric. But then hα is an alternating multilinear functional on (Cn)k and thus a linear
combination of (k × k)-minors, which shows the claim.

Theorem 6.20. For every Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) there exists a unique primitive differential form

τ ∈ PΛn−k,k such that Ψ = Ψτ .
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Proof. By Theorem 6.18, Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) is uniquely determined by the polynomial Q[Ψ].

This polynomial is contained in the space spanned by squares of (k × k)-minors due to Corol-
lary 6.19. Proposition 6.15 thus implies that there exists a differential form τ ∈ PΛn−k,k with
Qτ = Q[Ψ]. If we consider Ψτ ∈ MAValk(R

n), then Proposition 6.16 and the definition of Q[Ψ]
in Theorem 6.18 show that

F(GW(Ψ[φ])) = F(GW(Ψτ [φ])

for all φ ∈ Cc(R
n). Thus Ψ = Ψτ .

Let us note that the previous argument boils down to the following statement.

Corollary 6.21. The map

MAValk(R
n) → M2

k

Ψ 7→ Q[Ψ]

is bijective.

Proof. The map well defined by Corollary 6.19, onto by Proposition 6.15 and Proposition 6.16,
and injective by Theorem 6.18.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Note that the map

PΛn−k,k → MAValk(R
n)

τ 7→ Ψτ

is GL(n,R)-equivariant (up to sign) due to Corollary 4.11 and bijective by Theorem 6.20. As
PΛn−k,k is a finite dimensional representation of GL(n,R), it is thus sufficient to show that
PΛn−k,k is an irreducible representation of GL(n,R). Recall that we extended elements of
PΛn−k,k to constant holomorphic forms of C

n × (Cn)∗ by C-linearity and that PΛn−k,k is
an irreducible rational representation of GL(n,C) under this identification by Corollary 6.9.
It is well known that this implies that PΛn−k,k is an irreducible representation of GL(n,R).
Indeed, let W ⊂ PΛn−k,k be a non-trivial GL(n,R)-invariant subspace. As PΛn−k,k is a
rational representation of GL(n,C), the set

{g ∈ GL(n,C) : g · τ ∈W for all τ ∈W} ⊂ GL(n,C)

is Zariski closed. By assumption, it contains the Zariski dense subset GL(n,R) and thus
coincides with GL(n,C). In other words, W is a non-trivial GL(n,C)-invariant subspace of
PΛn−k,k and therefore these spaces coincide. Thus PΛn−k,k is an irreducible representation of
GL(n,R).

We are now able to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. It is easy to see that linear combinations of mixed Monge-Ampère
operators of quadratic type of degree k span a non-trivial GL(n,R)-invariant subspace of
MAValk(R

n), so this space coincides with MAValk(R
n) by Theorem 1.4. Similarly, the space

spanned by Ψτ for τ ∈ Λn−k,k is GL(n,R)-invariant by Corollary 4.11 and thus coincides with
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MAValk(R
n). Finally, for any linear combination P of (k×k)-minors, there exists a differential

form τ ∈ PΛn−k,k with P = Pτ by Proposition 6.8. By Proposition 6.17, Ψτ satisfies

Ψτ (f)[B] =

∫

B

P (D2(x))d voln(x) for bounded Borel sets B

for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn). On the other hand, such a representation holds for every
differential form τ ∈ PΛn−k,k by Proposition 6.17, so the claim follows from the previous
discussion.

7 The cone of non-negative valuations

Lemma 7.1. The following are equivalent for Ψτ ∈ MAValk(R
n), τ ∈ PΛn−k,k:

1. Ψτ is non-negative.

2. Q[Ψτ ] = Qτ ∈ P((Cn)k) is non-negative on (Rn)k.

3. KlΨτ ≥ 0 on Grk(R
n).

4. Pτ ∈ P(SMn) is non-negative on the subspace of real positive semi-definite matrices.

Proof. 1. ⇒ 2.: For w1, . . . , wk ∈ R
n, Proposition 6.16 implies

F(GW(Ψ[φ]))[iw1, . . . , iwk] =
1

k!
Q[Ψ](w1, . . . , wk)

∫

Rn

φ(x) exp



−

〈

k
∑

j=1

wk, x

〉



 dx.

On the other hand,

Ψ[φ]





k
∑

k=j

exp(−〈wi, ·〉)



 =k!Ψ[φ](exp(−〈w1, ·〉), . . . , exp(−〈wk, ·〉))

=k! GW(Ψ[φ])[exp(−〈w1, ·〉)⊗ · · · ⊗ exp(−〈wk, ·〉)]

=k!F(GW(Ψ[φ]))[iw1, . . . , iwk]

as the polarization vanishes on other combinations of the functions exp(−〈wi, ·〉), 1 ≤ i ≤ k. If
Ψ is a non-negative valuation, we can choose a non-negative function φ ∈ Cc(R

n) to see that
Q[Ψ] is non-negative on (Rn)k.

2. ⇔ 3.: This follows directly from (6).

2. ⇒ 4.: This follows by considering the polarization P̄τ of Pτ : If S ∈ SMn is a real positive
semi-definite matrix, then there exists an orthonormal basis e1, . . . , en of Rn and λ1, . . . , λn ≥ 0
such that S =

∑n
i=1 λiei·e

T
i . The multilinearity of the polarization and the fact that Pτ vanishes
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on matrices of rank less than k implies

Pτ (S) =
∑

|α|=k

λα
(

k

α

)

P̄τ (eα1
· eTα1

, . . . , eαk
· eTαk

)

=
∑

|α|=k

1

k!
λα
(

k

α

)

Pτ

(

k
∑

i=1

eαi
· eTαi

)

=
∑

|α|=k

1

k!
λα
(

k

α

)

1

k!
Qτ (eα1

, . . . , eαk
) ≥ 0

Here we have used the relation between Pτ and Qτ from Proposition 6.12 and that Qτ = Q[Ψ]
is non-negative.

4. ⇒ 1.: Proposition 6.17 implies for f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn)

Ψτ (f)[B] =

∫

B

Pτ (D
2f(x))d vol(x) for all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R

n.

If Pτ is non-negative on the space of positive semi-definite matrices, then Ψτ (f) is a non-
negative measure for all f ∈ Conv(Rn,R) ∩ C2(Rn) and thus for all elements of Conv(Rn,R)
by continuity.

Corollary 7.2. Every Ψ ∈ MAValk(R
n) can be written as a linear combination of non-negative

valuations.

Proof. By Corollary 6.19, Q[Ψ] ∈ M2
k, that is, Q[Ψ] is a linear combination of quadratic

products of (k × k)-minors. If ∆α,∆β are two of these minors, then

∆α ·∆β =
1

2
(∆α +∆β)

2 −
1

2
(∆α −∆β)

2

is a linear combination of squares of sums of (k × k)-minors. Thus Q[Ψ] can be written as
a linear combination of squares of sums of (k × k)-minors. Consider one of the elements
Ψ̃ ∈ MAValk(R

n) corresponding to one of these squares of sums of (k× k)-minors, which exist
by Corollary 6.21. Then Q[Ψ̃] is a square of a sum of (k × k)-minors and thus non-negative
on (Rn)k. In particular, Ψ̃ is a non-negative valuation by Lemma 7.1. Consequently, Ψ can be
written as a linear combination of non-negative valuations.

Proposition 7.3. Ψ ∈ MAVal(Rn) is non-negative if and only if its homogeneous components
are non-negative.

Proof. Decompose Ψ =
∑n

k=0Ψk into its homogeneous components. If the homogeneous com-
ponents Ψk are non-negative, then Ψ is obviously non-negative. For the converse, note first
that Ψ0 is constant and

Ψ0(0) = Ψ(0)

is a non-negative measure. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n, it is sufficient to show that KlΨk
is non-negative

due to Lemma 7.1. Proposition 5.2 shows that KlΨk
is non-negative if and only if Ψk is non-

negative on all pullbacks of functions defined on k-dimensional subspaces E ∈ Grk(R
n). For
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f ∈ Conv(E,R),

Ψ(π∗Ef) =
k
∑

i=0

Ψi(π
∗
Ef),

because Ψl, k+1 ≤ l ≤ n, vanishes on pullbacks of functions defined on subspaces of dimension
less than l. As Ψ(tπ∗Ef) is a non-negative measure for all t > 0 by assumption, we obtain for
all bounded Borel sets B ⊂ R

n

0 ≤
1

tk
Ψ(tπ∗Ef)[B] = Ψk(π

∗
Ef)[B] +

1

tk

k−1
∑

i=0

tiΨi(π
∗
Ef)[B] for t > 0,

which implies Ψk(π
∗
Ef)[φ] ≥ 0 by taking the limit t → ∞. Thus Ψk(π

∗
Ef) is a non-negative

measure.
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