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From valuations on convex bodies to convex functions

Jonas Knoerr and Jacopo Ulivelli

Abstract

We show how the classification of continuous, epi-translation invariant valua-
tions on convex functions of maximal degree of homogeneity established by Cole-
santi, Ludwig, and Mussnig can be obtained from a classical result of McMullen
by explicitly relating these functionals to valuations on higher dimensional con-
vex bodies. Following this geometric interpretation, we derive a new description
of 1-homogeneous, continuous, and epi-translation invariant valuations on convex
functions analogous to a classical result by Goodey and Weil.

1 Introduction

For a family S of subsets of R", a functional Y : § — R is a real-valued valuation if for
every A,B € S,
Y(ANB)+Y(AUB) =Y (A)+Y(B)

whenever AU B, AN B € S. This concept goes back to Dehn’s solution of Hilbert’s third
problem and has since then played a central role in convex and discrete geometry (see [39,
Chapter 6] for a comprehensive exposition of the subject). Valuations on convex bodies
of R”, that is, valuations on the space K™ of all non-empty, convex, and compact subsets
of R", have been the focus of intense research ever since, with many break-through results
in recent years, see [1, 2, 5, 6, 21, 22, 23, 33]. Most of these results concern valuations on
convex bodies that are continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

In recent years, these concepts have been extended to families of functions. Here, a
functional Z : F — R defined on a family F of extended real-valued functions is called a
valuation if

ZuNv)+ Z(uVv)=Zu)+ Z(v)

for every u,v € F such that the pointwise minimum uAv and maximum u Vv belong to F.
If F denotes the family of indicator functions of convex bodies, this recovers the classical
notion of valuations on K. In this sense, valuations on functions generalize valuations on
sets. There is, however, also the following more geometric interpretation: Assume that
these functions are defined on R™ and consider for u € F its epi-graph

epi(u) := {(z,t) € R" x R:u(z) <t} c R**
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It is easy to see that epi(u Av) = epi(u) Uepi(v), epi(uVv) = epi(u) Nepi(v) for u,v € F.
Thus, valuations on functions correspond to valuations on epi-graphs.

Due to their intimate relation with convex bodies, valuations on various spaces re-
lated to convexity have been studied, including log-concave and quasi-concave functions
8,9, 37]. However, there are also many results concerning other classical function spaces,
for example, L, and Orlicz spaces [28, 29, 41, 42|, continuous and Lipschitz functions
[18, 19], Sobolev spaces and spaces of functions of bounded variation [30, 31, 32, 34, 43],
as well as definable functions [4], or general Banach lattices [40].

Valuations on convex functions on R™ have been one of the most active areas of study
(3, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 25, 26, 27]. The primary focus is on subspaces of
the space Conv(R") of all convex functions u : R" — (—o0, +00] that are lower semi-
continuous and proper, that is, not identically +oc. We will equip these spaces with the
topology induced by epi-convergence (see Section 2.1 for details). In general, the family
Conv(RR™) seems to be too large to allow for many meaningful valuations; indeed, under
very geometric invariance assumptions, there do not exist any non-constant valuations on
this space, as observed, for example, in [14, Section 9].

To obtain a sufficiently interesting set of valuations, one has to focus on smaller spaces
of convex functions. Omne of the natural choices is the space of super coercive convex
functions used in [11, 13, 14]

Convg.(R") := {u € Conv(R") : ‘ ‘hl’il u(z)/|z| = +oo}
T|—+00

together with the space of finite convex functions
Conv(R"™,R) := {v € Conv(R") : v(x) < 400 for all x € R"}.

These two families are in natural bijection using the Fenchel-Legendre transform u — u*,
where

u*(y) = sup{z -y —u(z)}.

PISING

It will be advantageous to think of elements of Convg.(R") as unbounded convex sets
in R™*! via their epi-graph, whereas we will consider their Fenchel-Legendre transforms
(that is, elements of Conv(R" R)) as the associated support functions. This leads to
the following notion, introduced by Colesanti, Ludwig, and Mussnig in [14]: A valuation
7 : Convg.(R™) — R is called epi-translation invariant if

Zu(-—2z)4+c¢)=Z(u) forall u € Convg(R"),z € R" ¢ € R,

that is, Z is invariant with respect to translations of the epi-graph of u in R"*!. Let us
similarly define epi-multiplication by

t-u(x) == tu (%) for u € Convg.(R"),z € R"t > 0,



that is, the epi-graph of ¢-u is obtained by rescaling epi(u) by t > 0. We call a valuation
Z : Convg.(R™) — R epi-homogeneous of degree i if

Z(t-u) =t'Z(u) for all u € Convy(R"™),t > 0.

Obviously, continuous epi-translation invariant valuations on Convy.(R™) are closely
related to continuous translation invariant valuations on convex bodies. As shown by
Colesanti, Ludwig, and Mussnig, this relation can be exploited to establish a homoge-
neous decomposition theorem for this type of valuations, similar to the corresponding de-
composition for translation invariant valuations on convex bodies obtained by McMullen
[35].

Theorem 1.1 (Colesanti, Ludwig, and Mussnig [14]). If Z : Convy.(R™) — R is a contin-
uous and epi-translation invariant valuation, then there are continuous and epi-translation
invariants valuations Zy, ..., Z, : Convg.(R™) — R such that Z; is epi-homogeneous of
degree v and Z = Zo+ -+ -+ Z,,.

They were furthermore able to provide a complete characterization of valuations of
maximal degree of homogeneity. Let C.(R™) denote the family of continuous functions on
R™ with compact support. For a function u : R” — (—o0, +00] we also define its domain

dom(u) := {x € R" : u(x) < +o0}.

Theorem 1.2 (Colesanti, Ludwig, and Mussnig [14]). A functional Z : Conve(R") — R
is a continuous and epi-translation invariant valuation that is epi-homogeneous of degree
n, if and only if there exists ( € C.(R™) such that

for every u € Convg(R™).

A similar characterization holds for continuous, translation invariant valuations on K"
that are homogeneous of degree n — 1. Here Y : K™ — R is called :-homogeneous if

Y(tK) =t'Y(K) forall K € K", t>0,
and Y is translation invariant if Y(K + z) = Y (K) for every K € K" and = € R".

Theorem 1.3 (McMullen [36]). A functional Y : K" — R is a continuous, translation
invariant valuation which is (n — 1)-homogeneous, if and only if there ezists a continuous
function n : S*™!' — R such that

V()= [ n(v)dS,(K.v) 1)

for every K € K". The function n is uniquely determined up to the addition of the
restriction of a linear function.



Here, S, _1(K,-) denotes the surface area measure of K € K". By considering the
epi-graph of u € Convy.(R™) and a suitable change of coordinates, it is easy to see that
the representation in Theorem 1.2 can be interpreted as an integral over the boundary
of this epi-graph, which we consider as a convex subset of R"*!. In this sense, Theorem
1.2 and Theorem 1.3 provide a description of n-homogeneous valuations on convex sets
in R"*1. Although the two classes of sets are disjoint, it is not difficult to assign a convex
function in Conv,.(R") to any K € K" in a way that is consistent with this geometric
interpretation. This naturally leads to the question of whether Theorem 1.2 can actually
be deduced from McMullen’s Theorem 1.3. Our first result shows that this is indeed
the case (see Theorem 3.1 below): We prove that one can recover the representation in
Theorem 1.2 from McMullen’s Theorem 1.3, including the properties of the function (.
More precisely, we exploit a link between valuations on K" and valuations on the family

Conveg(R™) := {u € Convg.(R") : u has compact domain},

showing that valuations on this space that are continuous with respect to epi-convergence,
epi-translation invariant, as well as epi-homogeneous of degree n, admit a representation
as in Theorem 1.2. As this space is dense in Convg.(R™), this directly provides the repre-
sentation in Theorem 1.2. We want to stress that this new proof of Theorem 1.2 gives a
classification of valuations on Conv.q(R™). This can be shown with the original approach
in [14] as well.

The idea is the following: Any convex body in K™™' induces a function in Conv(R"™)
by considering the lower part of its boundary as the graph of a convex function. In this
sense, valuations on Conv.q(R") and Convg(R™) may be informally regarded as valua-
tions on convex bodies in R™*! that do not depend on the top part of the convex bodies,
only the lower half. In particular, valuations of this type induce continuous, translation
invariant valuations on convex bodies that are invariant under modifications of the convex
bodies on their top part. This informal interpretation can be formalized by introducing
a suitable notion of support for these functionals, which was extensively used by the first
named author in [25] and [26] to obtain a description of a certain dense subspace of so-
called smooth valuations. The results in these articles are formulated in the dual setting;
that is, on the space Conv(R™, R), but can be translated to the more geometric setting of
[14] and this article using the Fenchel-Legendre transform. As this relation is even more
explicit in the setting of this article, we have included a discussion of this construction
which is independent of [25, 26].

In the theory of valuations on convex bodies, another important characterization result
was established by Goodey and Weil [20)].

Theorem 1.4 (Goodey and Weil). A functional Y : K™ — R is a continuous, translation

invariant valuation which is homogeneous of degree 1, if and only if there are two sequences
of convex bodies (Lj);,(W;); in K" such that

Y(K): hm [V(K,LJ,,LJ)—V(K,WJ,,WJ)] (2)

J—00

holds uniformly on compact subsets of K".



Here, V : (K™)™ — R denotes the so called so-called mized volume, which is a multilin-
ear functional on K™ with respect to Minkowski addition (compare [39, Theorem 5.1.7]).
Equation (2) can equivalently be written (compare [39, Chapter 5.1]) as

Y(K) = lim [V(K,L;j, ..., L) = V(E,W,;,....W;)]

j—o0
1

1
—tim — [ hicdSa(Ly) - = /Sn_l hic dSu(W)).
Here hi(y) := max,ek (y, ) denotes the support function of K € K™. Following the anal-
ogy between the surface area measure and functionals obtained by integrating the gradient
of a convex function, as well as the interpretation of the Fenchel-Legendre transform of
an element of Convy.(R™) as its support function, we establish the following analogous
description for valuations on Convy.(R") that are epi-homogeneous of degree 1.

Theorem 1.5. Fvery continuous, epi-translation invariant valuation Z : Convg.(R") —
R that is epi-homogeneous of degree 1 can be approximated uniformly on compact subsets of
Conve.(R™) by a sequence (Z;); of valuations on Convg.(R™) with the following properties:

1. Z; is a continuous, epi-translation invariant valuation for each j € N.

2. For every j € N there exist two functions {;,w; € Conveq(R™) such that

Z,(u) = /d oy VL) / uH (Ve (z)) dz

h dom(w;)
for all u € Conveq(R™).

Note that this representation only holds on the dense subspace Conveq(R™), as the
integrals are not convergent for general elements of Convy.(R™). This is a technical ar-
tifact of this representation, as the contributions of the two integrals cancel outside of
a compact subset. More precisely, [26, Proposition 1.2] implies that the support of the
valuations Z; is uniformly bounded in the following sense: There exists a compact subset
A C R™ such that for all u,v € Convg(R™) with «* = v* in a neighborhood of A we have
Z;(u) = Z;j(v) for all j € N. In the proof of this result given in Section 4, Z; has a simple
description that is valid for general elements of Conv,.(R"). However, we have decided to
state the version above to emphasize the analogy with the result by Goodey and Weil.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall some facts about convex
functions and discuss the relation between Conveq(R™) and ™. In particular, we exam-
ine how the surface area measure of a convex body in K"! is related to the induced convex
function. These results are used in Section 2.3 to show how valuations on Conve(R")
may be interpreted as valuations on K", In Section 3, we use this correspondence to
provide the new proof of Theorem 1.2, together with the analogous characterization on
Conveq(R™). In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.5 by using a mollification procedure in
the dual setting.



2 Preliminaries

We work in the Euclidean space R"*!, with n > 1. The vectors e, ..., e,41 denote its
standard orthonormal basis, and we identify H := span{ey,...,e,} C R"™! with R". We
use the following convention throughout this paper: Capital letters will be used for vectors
in R™*! while lowercase letters are reserved for elements of R™. Both spaces are endowed
with the standard Euclidean norm | - | and the usual scalar product z - y for z,y € R™.
We will denote the ball with radius R > 0 centered at x € R™ by Bgr(z) or Bi(z) if we
want to emphasize its dimension.

The space of convex bodies, that is, the set of all non-empty, convex, and compact
subsets of R"*!, will be denoted by K"*!, which is equipped with the Hausdorff metric.
We refer to the monograph by Schneider [39] for a comprehensive background on convex
bodies.

Given a convex subset A C R™, let I4 : R™ — (—o0, +00] denote the convex indicator
function of A, that is,

Ii(z) =
@) +00 otherwise.

{O T €A,

Note that if K € K", then I € Convy.(R™). Moreover, (Ix)* = hg.

2.1 Convex functions
The spaces of functions used in this paper are all subsets of the space
Conv(R") := {f : R" — (=00, +0o0] : f is convex, proper and ls.c.}.

For a comprehensive source on convex functions, we refer to the monograph by Rockafellar
[38]. The space Conv(R") is equipped with a natural topology induced by epi-convergence,
where a sequence (u;); C Conv(R") is called epi-convergent to u € Conv(R") if for every
x € R" the following conditions hold:

1. For every sequence (x;); that converges to =, u(z) < liminf; . u;(z;).
2. There exists a sequence (z,); converging to = such that u(z) = lim;_,o u;(z;).

In fact, this topology is metrizable, compare [38, Theorem 7.58]. For the space Convy.(R"),
epi-convergence may be equivalently characterized by Hausdorff convergence of the level
sets

{u<t}:={zeR":u(x) <t} forue Convy(R"),t€R.
We will say that {u; <t} — 0 if there exists jo such that {u; <t} =0 for all j > jo.

Lemma 2.1 ([14] Lemma 10). A sequence of functions (u;) C Convg.(R") epi-converges to
u € Convg.(R™) if and only if {uy <t} — {u <t} for every t € R with t # mingegn u(x).



2.2 The space Conv(R").
Recall that our first result concerns valuations on the space
Conveg(R™) := {u € Convg.(R"™) : u has compact domain}.

These functions can be obtained from convex bodies in R"*! using the following con-
struction: To every K € K" we associate the function | K| : R" — [—o0, +-00] defined
by

| K |(z) =inf{t e R: (2,t) € K}.

In particular, | K |(z) = +o0 if and only if (z,¢) ¢ K for all t € R.
Lemma 2.2. | K| € Conv.(R") for all K € K",
Proof. Note first that | K | is bounded from below by
inf{t e R: (z,t) € K for some x € R"},

which is finite due to the compactness of K. In particular, | K |(z) € (—o0,+o0] for
x € R"™.

Assume that z € R™ satisfies | K|(x) < +o00. As K is compact, this implies that the
infimum is attained, so (z, | K |(z)) € K in this case. This implies that

dom| K| = pry (K)

where pry : R"™™ — H = R" denotes the natural projection. In particular, dom| K| is

compact and non-empty, so | K | is proper.

Let us show that |K | is lower semi-continuous. If z € dom(|K|) and (z;); is a
sequence in dom(|K|) converging to z, then (x;, |K|(z;)) € K for all j € N. This
sequence is bounded in R"*! so ¢t := liminf; | K |(z;) exists and is finite. Thus, (z,t)
is a limit point of the sequence (x;, | K|(z;)) and therefore belongs to K. In particular,

| K|(z) <t =liminf| K |(x;).
j—o0
On the other hand, z € R™"\dom(| K'|) implies that | K| is equal to +o0 on a neighborhood

of z, as the domain is closed. Thus | K | is lower semi-continuous.
It is easy to see that | K| is convex. Thus, | K| € Conve(R") for all K € K1

Corollary 2.3. Conv.(R"™) C Convy.(R") is dense.

Proof. For u € Convy.(R"), set u; := |epi(u) N (B}(0) x [~7,7])]. Then u; € Conveq(R")
for all j € N large enough. As u has compact sublevel sets, given ¢ € R we have

{u; <t} ={u <t} forall j €N large enough.

Lemma 2.1 thus implies that (u;); converges to u in Convg(R"), which shows the claim.

O



Lemma 2.4. The map |-| : K™™' — Convq(R™) is continuous.

Proof. Consider a sequence (K;) C K" such that K; — K € K", Then

Kj = K; + [0, €n4]
converges to K := K + [0,e,,1]. We may thus choose R > 0 such that K; K C
B%(0) x [-R, R] for all j € N.
As |K;| = |K;], | K] = | K] for all j € N, we obtain
{LK;] <t} = pry(K; 0 (BR(0) x [~(R +1),1])).

and similarly for the sublevel sets of | K |. Note that the sets K and (B%(0) x [—(R+1),1]))
can not be separated by a hyperplane for ¢t > min, .z s = mingegr~ K |(z). For t >
1

min,cgn | K | (), [39, Theorem 1.8.10] thus implies K; N (BR(0) x [—(R + 1),t]) # 0 for
almost all j € N and
K N0 (BR(0) x [=(R +1),]) = K N (BR(0) x [~(R+1),4])
for j — oo. Applying the natural projection onto H to both sides, we obtain for ¢t >
mianR” LKJ (ZL‘)
{LK;] <t} = {[K] <t}

On the other hand, ¢ < mingern | K |(x) implies that {{ K| <t} = (). Therefore {| K;]| <
t} = 0 for almost all j € N, as we may otherwise find a sequence z;, € R" with

(xjm LKij (x.]k)) € Rjk N (BE(O) X [_<R+ 1>7t])7

from which we can construct a limit point (z,t,) € K N (B2(0) x [—(R + 1),]).
Lemma 2.1 thus implies that |K;| — |K]. As Conv(R") C Convg.(R") is metriz-
able, this shows that |-| is continuous. O

Conversely, we may associate to any u € Conveq(R") a convex body in the following
way: For u € Conveq(R"), we set M, := maXcdom(u) U(x), which is finite since the domain
of u is compact and v is convex, and define

K" :=epi(u — M,) N Ry (epi(u — M,)) + Myen 1,
where Ry is the reflection with respect to H. Obviously, this is a compact and convex
set, so K* € K", We thus obtain a map
Conveg(R™) — K+
u— K*

By construction u = [ K*] for u € Conv.q(R™). In particular, |-] : K" — Conve(R")
is surjective and continuous. It is thus natural to ask whether the map

Convq(R™) — K"
u— K",



which is a right inverse of |-, is also continuous. This is not the case, which can be shown
using an example that we are going to exploit in the proof of Theorem 3.1 below (which
is in turn taken from [14]).

Informally, the boundary of the epi-graph of | K | coincides with the part of the bound-
ary of K that lies above dom(| K |). Let us make this slightly more precise:
Consider the lower half-sphere S := {X € S" : X - ¢,11 < 0} define the lower boundary
of K by

OK_ :={X € 0K :some unit normal to K in X belongs to S" }.

Up to a set of zero n-dimensional Hausdorff measure, we can parametrize K" using the
map

fu : dom(u) — R***
z— (z,u(x)).

If v : R*! — R is bounded and Borel measurable, we can apply the Area formula to

obtain
f WOV = [ (o)) L+ Dl ©

where /1 + |Vu(z)|? is the approximate Jacobian of f,.

If K is of class C7, then the Gauss map vy : 9K — S", that is, the map that associates
to X € 0K its unique outer normal unit vector establishes a diffeomorphism between 0K _
and S”. In this case, we can relate integrals over 0K _ to integrals with respect to the
surface area of K by

[ onV) s, N) = [ (X)) am(x), 0

where 7 : S” — is a bounded Borel measurable function, compare (2.61) in [39].
If u= | K] for a C7 body K, we may combine the two relations above to obtain for
all bounded Borel measurable functions n : S” — R

/Sn n(N) dS, (K", N) = /dom(u)n ( (Vu(z). _1)‘2> 1+ [Vu(@))? da. (5)

1+ |Vu(z)

Let us show that this relation holds for arbitrary elements of Conveq(R™).

Theorem 2.5. For every u € Conveq(R"), n: S™ — R Borel measurable and bounded

/ 1) dS, (K N) = / om(u)”( (Yz((”v);z;))P) L+ [Vu@)?dz.  (6)




Proof. Choosing 7 as the indicator function of a Borel subset of S, we may consider both
sides of this equation as positive Radon measures on S”. In particular, it is enough to
prove this relation for n € C.(S"). If K € K" is a smooth convex body with positive
Gauss curvature, then u := | K| satisfies the equation by our previous discussion. If
u € Conveg(R™) is an arbitrary function, then we may approximate K" in the Hausdorff
metric by a sequence (K); of smooth convex bodies with strictly positive Gauss curvature.
Let n € C.(S™) be given. As the surface area measure is weakly continuous, compare [39,
Theorem 4.2.1], we obtain

[, N dS, (4 N) = [ n(N)dSL(K* N) = lim [ (N) dS,(K;, N)

J—o0 JSn

—lim [ p(N)dS,(K;,N)

Jj—00 sn
— lim (VIK;](x), — | 1+ VK] ()2 da.
j—roo dom(KJ \/1+‘v K;|(z

On the other hand, the map u = [iom) 7 <%) 1+ |Vu(x)|?dz is continuous

with respect to epi-convergence by [14, Proposition 20]. As |-| is continuous by Lemma
2.4, we thus obtain

Ny (VLK (). ) TOFde
[, (%) dS,(K", N) = lim, domQKjJ)"( ¢1+|VLKJ» : W) VIV |@)P d

_ (VLK) (x), — —
 Jdom(|Ku)) 77(\/1+W LK (2)]? )\/1+WKJ( )|? da.

As | K*] = u, the claim follows. O

Let us add the following result, which shows that the integrals in Theorem 1.5 are well
defined. Note that if we consider the Fenchel-Legendre transform of the function | K |
associated with K € K"*!, we obtain

hic (y, =1) = [K[*(y) fory € R". (7)
Corollary 2.6. If u,v € Conveq(R"), then x — v*(Vu(z)) is integrable on dom(u).
Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 2.5 since support functions are homogeneous
of degree 1 and the surface area measure of a convex body is a finite measure. O
2.3 From valuations on convex functions to valuations on convex bodies

We will use the map |-] : K" — Conv.q(R") to interpret valuations on Conv.(R") as
valuations on convex bodies in R™*!. This is based on the following simple observation.

Lemma 2.7. If K,L € K™ are such that K UL € K", then
KnL)= K] VL], [KUL| = K| AL

10



Proof. By definition

|[KNL|(z) =inf{t e R: (z,t) € KN L}
>inf{teR: (z,t) e K} vinf{t e R: (z,t) e KNL} = |K|(z)V |L]|(z),
|KUL|(z) =inf{t e R: (z,t) € KUL}
<inf{teR:(z,t) e K} Ainf{t e R: (z,t) e KNL} = |K|(z) N |L|(z).

On the other hand,
dom(|K N L|)=dom(|K|)Ndom(|L]), dom(|K U L|) =dom(| K |)Udom(|L]),

as the domains are just the image of the corresponding convex bodies under the natural
projection onto H = R". In particular, both sides of each of the inequalities are finite if
and only if one of the two sides is finite. We thus only have to consider points belonging
to the corresponding domains. Assume that |K N L|(z) < +oo. As |K|(z) V [L](z) <
|KNL|(x) <400,

{(z,t) e R™" 1t € [[K[(2), [K N L](2)]} C K,
{(z,t) e R"* .t € [|L|(z), |[K N L](z)]} C L

by convexity, as the points corresponding to the boundary points belong to these sets.
Thus (z, | K|(z) V |L]|(z)) € K N L, which implies

[KNLj(z) < [K|(x) Vv [L](z).

Now assume that |K U L|(z) < +o0. Then (z,|K U L|(z)) € K U L. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that (z, | K U L|(z)) € K, and therefore

[K|(z) A L] () < [K[(z) < [KULJ(x)
by the definition of | K|(x). O
Theorem 2.8. For Z : Conv.y(R") — R consider Y : K™™' — R defined by

Then'Y has the following properties:
1. If Z is a valuation, then so is'Y .
2. If Z is continuous, then Y 1is continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

3. If Z is epi-translation invariant, then Y is translation invariant, that is

Y(K+X)=Y(K) foralKeK"" X eR"

4. If Z is epi-homogeneous of degree j, then Y is j-homogeneous, that is,

Y(tK) =tY(K) forall K € K" t>0.

11



Proof. 1. If K,L € K" satisfy K UL € K", then
|[KNL|=|K|V|L|and |[KUL|=|K]|A|[L].
by Lemma 2.7. Thus

Y(KUL) +Y(KNL)=Z(|KUL])+ Z(|[KNLJ)
(K] ALL]) + Z(LK] V[ L])

-7
—Z(|K]) + Z(|L]) = Y(K) + Y(L).

2. If Z is continuous, then Y = Z o |-]| is continuous due to the continuity of [-],
compare Lemma 2.4.

3. For X = (v,¢) € R" x R and K € K", the definition of | K| implies for x € R

| K+ X]|(z)=inf{seR: (z,s) e K+ X} =inf{seR: (z—v,s—¢) € K}
=inf{s+c:seR,(z—v,s5) € K+ X}
=|K|(x —v)+c

If Z is epi-translation invariant, we obtain
V(K +X)=Z(|K+X]) = Z(LK|(- —v) + ¢) = Z(|K]) = Y (K).
Thus Y is translation invariant.
4. For t > 0 we calculate for x € R"
[tK|(z) =inf{s e R: (x,s) € tK} = inf{s eR: <E, f) € K}

t't
. x
:mf{ts:sGR, <?,s> EK}

x
=t K|-]).
19 7)
Thus [tK| =t-| K|, which implies

Y(tK) = Z([tK]) = Z(t- |K]) = Z(|K]) = 'Y (K)

whenever Z is epi-homogeneous of degree j.

3 New proof of Theorem 1.2

We will deduce the representation formula established in Theorem 1.2 from McMullen’s
Theorem 1.3. More precisely, we will show that the same representation holds for con-
tinuous, epi-translation invariant valuations on Conveq(R™) that are epi-homogeneous of
degree n. As Conveq(R") C Convy(R™) is dense, this directly establishes the representa-
tion formula for the corresponding space of valuations on Convg.(R™) by continuity.
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Theorem 3.1. Let Z : Conveq(R"™) — R be a valuation that is continuous, epi-translation
invariant, and epi-homogeneous of degree n. Then there exists a unique function ( €

C.(R™) such that
2= [ (Vu()ds ®)
for every u € Conveq(R™).

Proof. Given a functional Z with the properties stated above, Y (K) := Z(|K|) defines
a valuation on K" which is continuous, translation invariant and n-homogeneous by
Theorem 2.8. By McMullen’s Theorem 1.3 there exists n € C(S") such that

V(K) = [ n(N)dS,(K,N)
for every K € K", If we define 7j(N) := [n(N) + n(RgN)]/2, then the valuation

V(K) = / CA(N) dS, (K, N)

thus satisfies B
Z(u) =Y (K") =Y (K").
We will work with Y and the function 77 € C(S").

For a convex body K in H and ¢ > 0, consider the cylinder C'(K,¢) = K x[0, (] € K"
Then by definition Ix = [C(K,¥)], so

Z(Iie) =V (C(K, 0)) = 20i(—ear)Va(K) + ¢ [ 7(N)dSu(C(K, €), N)

SrNH

=27(—en11)V, +€/ v)dS,-1(K,v),

where we identify S*! and S® N H. As the left-hand side of this equation is independent
of £ > 0, we infer that

i) dS, (K, v) =0 (9)

for every K € K™ We may consider the left-hand side of (9) as a valuation on convex
bodies in K" that is continuous, translation invariant, and (n — 1)-homogeneous. As it
vanishes identically, McMullen’s Theorem 1.3 implies that 7|snnp is the restriction of a
linear function to S" N H.

In particular, there exists a linear function function [ : R**! — R such that 7 +1=0
on the equator S" N H, and we set 7] =7+ 5 [l + Lo Ry]. Then 1) vanishes on the equator
S™ N H. Using Theorem 2.5 and the fact that linear functions belong to the kernel of the
surface area measure, we obtain for u € Conv.q(R")

Z(u) =Y (K") = / AN) S, (K. N) =2 | 4(N) dS, (K" N)

n

:/dom(u) 27) ( (Vulz), ~1) ) 1+ |Vu(zx)| de,




which for ((y) := 27 (\}%) \/1+ |y|? gives the desired representation in equation (8).

Here we used that 7 vanishes on the equator S® N H and is symmetric with respect to H.

To prove that ¢ has compact support, one can use the argument given by Colesanti,
Ludwig, and Mussnig in the proof of [14, Proposition 27], which we include for complete-
ness. Suppose by contradiction that the support is not compact. Then we can find a
sequence y; € R™ such that |y;| — oo, ((y;) # 0 for every j € N and

lim i _ vesS'.
Jj—oo |y]|

Consider the sets
Bj::{xe;yjl:\:dgl}, By i ={zecvt: |z <1}

and define the cylinders

Y 1
C: .= x+t—:x€B»,tE[O,7]}.
’ { Y51 ’ ¢ (y;)]

For y € R" let [, denote the linear function x +— x - y. Consider the sequence
Uj = lyj + I C;

in Conveq(R™). By construction, mingedom(u;) %j(2) = 0. For ¢ > 0, the sublevel sets are

given by
t 1
0, min{ —, ———
’mm{w’ ()] H }

so {u; <t} — By in this case. Obviously, the sublevel sets are empty for ¢ < 0. Lemma
2.1 thus implies that (u;); converges to Ip_.

{ujgt}:{x+t%:x63j, s €
Yj

Now note that S, (K% -) is concentrated on (H NS") U {\(/Zﬁlyj)w \/(fily)ﬂ} SO

A/ 14+ ‘yj|2VOln<C])

Z(uw) = [, ) dS, (€, N) = [”7 (%) o (J%)
:C(yj)voln(Cj) = Knp—1,

because 7 is symmetric with respect to H and vanishes on S" N H. Here, vol,, denotes the
n-dimensional Lebesgue measure and k,,_; is the volume of the (n — 1)-dimensional unit
ball. By continuity we obtain

Z<[Boo) = lim Z(u]) = Rp—1-

j—)OO
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On the other hand, Z is n-homogeneous and B, is a convex body of dimension n — 1, so
Z(Ig, ) =0, which is a contradiction. Thus ¢ has compact support.

In total, we obtain

where ¢ has compact support.

Finally, let us show how one can use McMullen’s Theorem 1.3 to see that ( is uniquely
determined by the valuation Z. Let us thus assume that ¢, (' € C.(R™) are such that for
all u € Convq(R")

Z(u) = /d oy (Fule)) dr = /d o (V) .

Consider the functions n,n" € C(S™) given for (y, —\/1 —|y[?) € S", y e {y e R" : [y| <
1}, by

i (1 =T ) =< (ﬁ) N

As these functions are compactly supported on S, we extend them trivially to S”. Using
Theorem 2.5, we obtain

Y(K) = Z(|K)) = [ ndSu(K) = [ o dS,(K)

for all K € K", By McMullen’s Theorem 1.3,  and 7’ thus differ by the restriction of
a linear function to S”. However, they are both equal to 0 on the complement of S™, and
therefore n — n’ vanishes on an open subset. As this difference is the restriction of a linear
function, it thus has to vanish identically. In particular, n =7’ O

Let us add the following observation.

Corollary 3.2. Let Z : Conveg(R™) — R be a continuous and epi-translation invariant
valuation that is epi-homogeneous of degree n. Then Z extends uniquely to a continuous
valuation on Convg(R™).

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, any such valuation Z : Conveq(R") — R is given by
Z(u) = / ((Vu(x))dz for u € Conveq(R")
dom (u)

for some ¢ € C.(R™). The right-hand side of this equation defines a continuous valuation
on Convg.(R™) by [14, Proposition 20], which yields the desired continuous extension. As
Conveq(R™) C Convg.(R™) is dense, this extension is unique. O
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.5

For the proof of Theorem 1.5, we will switch to the dual setting: Recall that for any
functional Z : Convy.(R") — R, we may define a functional Z* : Conv(R",R) — R by

Z*(u) := Z(u") for u € Conv(R", R),

where u* denotes the Fenchel-Legendre transform. Then the following holds, compare the
discussion in [13, Section 3.1].

e 7 is a valuation if and only if Z* is a valuation.
e 7 is continuous if and only if Z* is continuous.

e 7 is epi-translation invariant if and only if Z* is dually epi-translation invariant,
that is, invariant with respect to the addition of affine functions to its argument.

o 7 is epi-homogeneous of degree i if and only if Z* is i-homogeneous in the classical
sense, that is,

Z*(tu) = t'Z*(u) for all u € Conv(R™ R),t > 0.

Now assume that Z is epi-homogeneous of degree 1. According to [14, Corollary 24], Z*
is then an additive valuation, that is,

Z*(u+wv)=Z"(u)+ Z*(v) for all u,v € Conv(R" R).

In [26], this property was used to lift dually epi-translation invariant valuations to dis-
tributions, that is, continuous linear functionals on the space of smooth functions with
compact support. We refer to [24] for a background on distributions.

Theorem 4.1 ([26] Theorem 2). For every 1-homogeneous, dually epi-translation invari-
ant, continuous valuation Z : Conv(R™ R) — R there ezists a unique distribution GW(Z)
on R™ with compact support which satisfies

GW(2)[u] = Z(u)  for all u € Conv(R™, R) N C(R"). (10)

Note that (10) is well defined due to the compactness of the support. Let us remark
that a similar result holds for homogeneous valuations of arbitrary degree of homogeneity,
which is based on ideas of Goodey and Weil [20] for translation invariant valuations on
convex bodies. We refer to [26] for this more general construction.”

For a 1-homogeneous, dually epi-translation invariant, and continuous valuation Z on
Conv(R™ R), we define its support as

supp Z := supp GW(Z).
Then this is a compact subset of R” which has the property that

Z(u) = Z(v) for all u,v € Conv(R",R) s.t. u = v on a neighborhood of supp Z,
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compare [26, Proposition 6.3]. In particular, the support of such a valuation is a compact
subset of R™.

The following Lemma can also be deduced from [25, Theorem 1] in combination with
Lemma 5.3 of the same article. The proof we give here is self-contained and does not rely
on the machinery developed in [25]. It uses a standard convolution argument, which we
include for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 4.2. Let Z : Conv(R™,R) — R be a valuation that is continuous, dually epi-
translation invariant, and homogeneous of degree 1. If supp Z C Bgr(0), then there exists
a sequence (¢;); in C2(R™) such that

1. supp ¢; C Bry41(0) for all j € N,
2. Jan @j(x) dr = [gn xi0;(x)dx =0 for all 1 <i<n forall j €N,
and such that the continuous valuations Z; given by

Z;i(v) := /n v(z)p;(x)dx

are dually epi-translation invariant and converge uniformly to Z on compact subsets of
Conv(R™, R).

Proof. Let T := GW(Z) denote the Goodey-Weil distribution of Z. Fix a non-negative

function ¢ € C*(R") with [gn ¢(x) dx =1, supp ¢ C B;1(0) and consider the convolution
T; =T j"¢(j-) defined by

L) =T (4" () =T ([ (@6 (- —2)) do) for v € CZ(®).
As T is continuous, we thus obtain
() = [ $@)"T (6 ((-— ) o for ¥ € CZ(RY).

Let us consider the function

¢;(x) =" T (¢ (4(- — 2))) .

Elementary facts about the convolution of distributions show that ¢; € C°(R") with
supp ¢; C Br+1(0) for all j € N. If [ € C*°(R") is an affine function, then

1250 () ) = [ Uy —2)i"0 () do

is affine as well. As T has compact support and Z vanishes on affine functions, we obtain

L @oi(@)de =T (176 () = Z (L "6 () = O,
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which shows the second property. In particular, if we define Z; : Conv(R",R) — R by

Zi(v) := /nv(x)gbj(x) dr,

then Z; is a continuous, dually epi-translation invariant valuation that satisfies GW(Z;) =
T;. It remains to check that (Z;); converges to Z uniformly on compact subsets. To see
this, note that for v € Conv(R",R) N C*°(R") the function

053" ()] (W) = [ vly = 2)"6 (jx) da,

is convex as ¢ is non-negative. Thus, the fact that T has compact support implies that

n

T(0xj"6 () = [ T(( =) (ja) do.

In particular, for any v € Conv(R",R) N C*>°(R")

Zi(0) =GW(Z)[o] = Ty(0) = [ T(uo(- = 2))j"¢ (ja) do

= [ Z(-=x)j"¢ () dr.

Rn

On Conv(R™, R), the topology induced by epi-convergence coincides with the topology of
uniform convergence on compact subsets of R", see [38, Theorem 7.17]. Using this fact,
it is easy to see that the map

Conv(R",R) x R" — Conv(R",R)
(v, 2) = o(- — )

is continuous. In particular,

v [ Z(u(- = )i (jr) do

Rn

defines a continuous valuation on Conv(R", R). By continuity, we thus obtain
Zi(v) = /n Z(w(-—x))j"¢ (jz) de for all v € Conv(R",R).
Let € > 0 be given. Our previous discussion implies

|1Zj(v) = Z(v)| =

L, 2= 2)i"6 (o) de = [ Z(v)j"6 (o) do

< [ 12 =) = Z(v)[ "6 (jx) dr.

-
As the map

Conv(R™, R) x R® — Conv(R",R)
(v, 2) = v(- — )
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is continuous, it is uniformly continuous on compact subsets. Given a compact subset
K C Conv(R"), we can thus find § > 0 such that

|Z(v(-—x)) — Z(v)| <e forallve K and all z € R” with |z| <.

As ¢ is supported on By (0), supp ¢ (j-) C Bs(0) for all j > %, SO
1
|Z;(v) — Z(v)| < |Z(v(-—x)) — Z(v)|j"¢ (jz) de <€ forallv e K and j > 5
R

Thus (Z;); converges uniformly to Z on the compact subset K C Conv(R",R), which
concludes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let Z : Convg.(R™) — R be a continuous, epi-translation invariant
valuation that is epi-homogeneous of degree 1. Let us thus assume that supp Z* C Bg(0).
By Lemma 4.2, there exists a sequence ¢; € C°(R") with supp ¢; C Br41(0) such that

Ziw) = [ u(@);(x) de

defines a sequence of continuous, epi-translation invariant, and epi-homogeneous valua-
tions of degree 1 that converges uniformly to Z on compact subsets. Here we use that the
Legendre transform establishes a homeomorphism between Convg.(R™) and Conv(R", R),
so the preimage of any compact subset of Conv(R"™, R) under this map is compact.

It remains to see that Z; has the desired representation on the subspace Conveq(R™).
Consider the function b = | B{**(0)] € Convq(R"), that is,

ba) = {1 — 122 2 <1,

+00 |z| > 1.

Then b*(z) = /1 + |z|2. From a direct calculation one infers that det D?b*(x) = (1 +
|z|2)=(/2+1) " and using (3) we can thus write for u € Conveq(R")

Z,(u) = / (), () do = /]R @)y (@) (14 a2 det D () da

_ u* T ) T T 2\n/2+1 T = U*(g(N)) )
L e A e Gl
where

g:S" - H=R"

N —

- en—f—l
N - €n+1

and f;(N) := ¢;(g(N))(1+|g(N)|?)*/?*2 is a function that is compactly supported on the
lower half sphere. We trivially extend f; to a smooth function on S".
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By equation (7), we thus obtain the representation

i(u) = [ hgu(N)f;(N)dN

Sn
In fact, Z;(u) = Jsu hie(N)f;(N)dN for any K € K" with hg = hgw on S™. As Z; is
epi-translation invariant and epi-homogeneous of degree 1, we thus obtain
0=Z;(Iy +¢) = /S o (N f(N)AN  for all (v,¢) € R,
As hi@wep(N) = (v,¢)T - N, the non-negative measure
1;(B) == /3(1 + (I filloc + £;)dN  for a Borel subset B C S”
is thus not concentrated on a great sphere and satisfies

By Minkowski’s existence Theorem (see [39, Section 8.2.1]), there thus exists a convex
body L; € K™ such that u; = S,(L;). In particular,

w)= [ b fy(N)AN = [ haen dSi(Ly) = [ huce dS, (14 1B (0))

Here we have used that the surface area measure on R™*! is n-homogeneous and that

Sn(B1(0)) is the spherical Lebesgue measure. Set W; := {/1 + || f;||«B1(0). By construc-
tion, S, (L;) and S, (WW;) are absolutely continuous with respect to the spherical Lebesgue
measure, and their densities only differ on the support of f;, that is, on a compact subset
contained in the lower half sphere. Set ¢; = |L; |, w; = [W;]. Applying Theorem 2.5 again
and using that support functions are 1-homogeneous, we thus obtain for u € Conv.q(R™)

/ hcu S, / hics dS, (W)

= u (VE,(x dx—/ u*(Vw,;(x)) dx.
o, @ e = [ (T ()
Thus Z; has the desired representation. In particular, Z can be approximated uniformly
on compact subsets by valuations of this type. 0

Using the main results of [26], it is possible to deduce Theorem 1.5 from the character-
ization of 1-homogeneous valuations on convex bodies by Goodey and Weil in Theorem
2 using the ideas in Section 2.3. To avoid unnecessary technicalities, we have decided to
present a more direct argument.
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