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A Klain–Schneider Theorem for Vector-Valued Valuations on

Convex Functions

Mohamed A. Mouamine and Fabian Mussnig

Abstract

A functional analog of the Klain–Schneider theorem for vector-valued valuations on convex

functions is established, providing a classification of continuous, translation covariant, simple
valuations. Under additional rotation equivariance assumptions, an analytic counterpart of

the moment vector is characterized alongside a new epi-translation invariant valuation. The
former arises as the top-degree operator in a family of functional intrinsic moments, which

are linked to functional intrinsic volumes through translations. The latter represents the top-

degree operator in a class of Minkowski vectors, which are introduced in this article and which
lack classical counterparts on convex bodies, as they vanish due to the Minkowski relations.

Additional classification results are obtained for homogeneous valuations of extremal degrees.
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1 Introduction

The Klain–Schneider Theorem Let Kn denote the set of non-empty, compact, convex subsets

of Rn, whose elements we call convex bodies. We say that a map Z on Kn that takes values in an

Abelian semigroup 〈A,+〉 is a valuation, whenever

Z(K ∪ L) + Z(K ∩ L) = Z(K) + Z(L)

for every K,L ∈ Kn such that also K ∪ L ∈ Kn. The probably most important example of

a real-valued valuation is the n-dimensional volume or Lebesgue measure, denoted by voln. For

vector-valued valuations, taking values in R
n, a similar role is played by the moment vector

m(K) =

∫

K

xdx

for K ∈ Kn, where integration is understood with respect to the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure

on R
n.
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Starting with Dehn’s solution of Hilbert’s Third Problem, the systematic study of valuations on

convex bodies has since become a cornerstone of convex geometry. In line with Felix Klein’s Erlan-

gen Program, particular attention has been given to classifying valuations that remain invariant

under specific group actions (see, for example, [1,4,6,21,34,43]). An early highlight of this line

of research is Hadwiger’s celebrated characterization of the intrinsic volumes [19]. About 30 years

ago, Klain found a classification of even, continuous (w.r.t. the Hausdorff metric), translation in-

variant, simple valuations, which allowed for an elegant new proof of Hadwiger’s characterization

theorem [22]. Here, a valuation Z: Kn → R is translation invariant if Z(K + x) = Z(K) for every

K ∈ Kn and x ∈ R
n, and it is simple if it vanishes on convex bodies of dimension less than n.

Shortly after Klain’s work, Schneider could remove the assumption of evenness, leading to what

is now known as the Klain–Schneider theorem [40, Theorem 2].

Theorem 1.1 (Klain–Schneider). A map Z: Kn → R is a continuous, translation invariant, simple

valuation, if and only if there exist a constant c ∈ R and an odd, continuous function g : Sn−1 → R

such that

Z(K) = c voln(K) +

∫

Sn−1

g(z) dSn−1(K, z)

for every K ∈ Kn.

Here, Sn−1(K, ·) is the surface area measure of the convex body K ∈ Kn. If K is full-dimensional,

then Sn−1(K,ω) is the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the boundary points of K that

have an outer unit normal in the Borel set ω ⊆ S
n−1.

The Klain–Schneider theorem became an important asset in the development of modern valu-

ation theory. See, for example, [1,2,4,7,8,23,30,38,42,44]. One of its numerous consequences

is the fact, that for n ≥ 2, multiples of voln are the only continuous, translation and rotation

invariant, simple valuations, where Z: Kn → R is rotation invariant if Z(ϑK) = Z(K) for every

K ∈ Kn and ϑ ∈ SO(n). From this fact together with the relation

m(K + x) = m(K) + voln(K)x

for K ∈ Kn and x ∈ R
n, one can obtain the following characterization of the moment vector.

We remark that this result independently follows from [20, Hauptsatz] and refer to [18, 31, 46]

for further characterizations of the moment vector. We will use a lowercase z for vector-valued

valuations throughout this article.

Corollary 1.2. For n ≥ 2, a map z: Kn → R
n is a continuous, translation covariant, rotation

equivariant, simple valuation, if and only if there exists a constant c ∈ R such that z(K) = cm(K)
for every K ∈ Kn.

Here, we say that z: Kn → R
n is translation covariant if there exists an associated map z0 : Kn →

R such that

z(K + x) = z(K) + z0(K)x

for every K ∈ Kn and x ∈ R
n. Furthermore, z is rotation equivariant if z(ϑK) = ϑ z(K) for every

K ∈ Kn and ϑ ∈ SO(n).

Real-Valued Valuations on Convex Functions Among the many extensions and generalizations

of valuations are their extensions from convex bodies to various functions spaces [3,5,16,32,33,

37,45]. Of significant interest are convex functions which have been a particular focus of research

during the last decade [10–15,24–26,28,29]. Let

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

denote the space of (finite-valued) convex functions on R
n. A map Z: Conv(Rn;R) → 〈A,+〉 is a

valuation if

Z(v ∨ w) + Z(v ∧ w) = Z(v) + Z(w)

2



for every v,w ∈ Conv(Rn;R) such that also their pointwise maximum v ∨ w and pointwise mini-

mum v∧w are elements of Conv(Rn;R). In this setting, the second author, together with Colesanti

and Ludwig, obtained a functional version of Hadwiger’s theorem, which characterizes so-called

functional intrinsic volumes [15]. Shortly afterward, the same authors found a new, more efficient

approach to this result, based on an extension of Klain’s approach to Hadwiger’s theorem [14].

A critical element developed for this new proof is a Klain–Schneider theorem for valuations on

convex functions. In the following we say that a map Z on Conv(Rn;R) is dually translation

invariant if

Z(v + ℓ) = Z(v)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and every linear functional ℓ : Rn → R. Furthermore, Z is vertically

translation invariant if Z(v + c) = Z(v) for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and c ∈ R. If Z satisfies both

of these properties, then it is called dually epi-translation invariant, where this name comes from

the fact that the composition of Z with convex conjugation is invariant under the translation of

epi-graphs (see Section 3). Lastly, Z is dually simple when Z vanishes on functions that, up to the

addition of linear functionals, depend on less than n variables (in a suitable coordinate system).

In the following result, which was obtained in [14, Theorem 3.5], continuity is understood with

respect to epi-convergence of functions, which on Conv(Rn;R) coincides with pointwise conver-

gence.

Theorem 1.3 (Klain–Schneider theorem on Conv(Rn;R)). A map Z: Conv(Rn;R) → R is a con-

tinuous, dually epi-translation invariant, dually simple valuation, if and only if there exists a function

ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

Z(v) =

∫

Rn

ζ(x) dMA(v;x)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R).

Here, Cc(R
n) denotes the set of continuous functions with compact support on R

n, and MA(v; ·)
is the Monge–Ampère measure associated with v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). If in addition v ∈ C2(Rn), then

dMA(v; ·) = det(D2v(x)) dx, (1.1)

where det(D2v(x)) denotes the determinant of the Hessian matrix of v at x ∈ R
n. As a function

of v, equation (1.1) continuously extends to Conv(Rn;R) with respect to the topology induced

by weak convergence of measures (see, for example, [17, Proposition 2.6]). At this point, let us

mention that recently Theorem 1.3 inspired an analog of the Klain–Schneider theorem for zonal

valuations on convex bodies [9]. See also [27].

Vector-Valued Valuations on Convex Functions The focus of this paper lies on vector-valued

valuations on Conv(Rn;R) that commute with rotations. We say that map z : Conv(Rn;R) → R
n

is dually translation covariant if there exists an associated map z0 : Conv(Rn;R) → R such that

z(v + 〈x, ·〉) = z(v) + z0(v)x

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and x ∈ R
n, where 〈·, ·〉 is the usual scalar product on R

n. In the

following we associate with each v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) the Hessian measure Θ0(v; ·), which is the

unique Borel measure on Rn × Rn such that v 7→ Θ0(v; ·) is weakly continuous and such that

∫

Rn×Rn

η(x, y) dΘ0(v; (x, y)) =

∫

Rn

η(x,∇v(x)) det(D2v(x)) dx

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R)∩C2(Rn) and continuous η : Rn×R
n → R with compact support with respect

to the first variable (see [13, Theorem 7.3] and Theorem 2.1 below). Let us point out that the

Monge–Ampère measure associated with v can be retrieved as a marginal from Θ0(v; ·), that is,

MA(v;B) = Θ0(v;B ×R
n) for every Borel set B ⊂ R

n.
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We establish the following vector-valued analog of the Klain–Schneider theorem for convex

functions, where Cc(R
n;Rn) denotes the set of continuous function ψ : Rn → R

n with compact

support. For the importance of the assumption of vertical translation invariance, we refer to [12]

and we remark that this property will allow us to connect the appearing operators with functional

intrinsic volumes (see Section 4).

Theorem 1.4. A map z: Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a continuous, dually translation covariant, vertically

translation invariant, dually simple valuation, if and only if there exist functions ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn)

and ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

z(v) =

∫

Rn

ψ(x) dMA(v;x) +

∫

Rn×Rn

ζ(x)y dΘ0(v; (x, y)) (1.2)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R).

Note that the moment vector on convex bodies can be retrieved from the last term (1.2). Indeed,

it is easy to show that
∫

Rn×Rn

ζ(x)y dΘ0(hK ; (x, y)) = ζ(o)m(K) (1.3)

for every convex body K ∈ Kn, where o denotes the origin in R
n (see Lemma 2.2 below).

Mimicking the behavior of K 7→ m(K) on convex bodies, we will consider vector-valued

valuations z on Conv(Rn;R) that are rotation equivariant. That is, z(v ◦ ϑ−1) = ϑ z(v) for every

v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and ϑ ∈ SO(n). Similarly, we define O(n) equivariance which will be necessary

for lower-dimensional cases and which we also call reflection equivariance when n = 1. Assuming

such an additional property in Theorem 1.4 leads us to the following two operators: for a function

α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) let m∗
α : Conv(R

n;R) → R
n be defined as the unique continuous operator such

that

m∗
α(v) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)∇v(x) det(D2v(x)) dx

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) ∩ C2(Rn), where |x| =
√

〈x, x〉 denotes the Euclidean norm of x ∈ R
n. The

above definition continuously extends to Conv(Rn;R), without additional C2 assumptions, using

the Hessian measure Θ0(v; ·). In addition, let

t∗n,ξ(v) =

∫

Rn

ξ(|x|)xdMA(v;x)

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R), where ξ is a continuous function with bounded support on (0,∞), the set of

which we denote by Cb((0,∞)), with the additional property that limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0. Observe that

this condition on ξ is equivalent to the fact that x 7→ ξ(|x|)x continuously extends from R
n \ {o}

to R
n (see Lemma 3.4).

Our following main result, which is a functional analog of Corollary 1.2, is obtained as a

consequence of Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 1.5. For n ≥ 3, a map z : Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a continuous, dually translation co-

variant, vertically translation invariant, rotation equivariant, dually simple valuation, if and only if

there exist functions α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) and ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 such that

z(v) = t∗n,ξ(v) + m∗
α(v)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≤ 2, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with O(n) equivariance.

Let us stress that the new valuation t∗n,ξ is dually epi-translation invariant and does not have

a (non-trivial) counterpart in the classical theory on convex bodies. We will discuss this in more

detail in Section 4, where we will introduce functional intrinsic moments and Minkowski vectors.

Before that, however, it should be mentioned that if we replace translation covariance with trans-

lation invariance in Corollary 1.5, then we immediately obtain the following characterization of

t∗n,ξ.
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Corollary 1.6. For n ≥ 3, a map z : Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a dually simple, continuous, dually

epi-translation invariant, and rotation equivariant valuation, if and only if there exists a function

ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 such that

z(v) = t∗n,ξ(v)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≤ 2, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with O(n) equivariance.

Plan of This Article We collect basic results on convex functions, Hessian measures, and valu-

ations in Section 2. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5. There, we will work

in the dual setting of super-coercive, convex functions. After this, we will consider a Steiner-type

formula and introduce functional intrinsic moments and Minkowski vectors in Section 4. Finally,

we present classification results under homogeneity assumptions in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

Let us collect some basic results on convex functions, where we refer to [39, 41] as standard

references. For a function w : Rn → [−∞,∞], the convex conjugate or Legendre–Fenchel transform

w∗ is defined as

w∗(y) = supx∈Rn

(

〈x, y〉 − w(x)
)

for y ∈ R
n. The image of Conv(Rn;R) under convex conjugation is

Convsc(R
n) =

{

u : Rn → (−∞,∞] : u is l.s.c., convex, u 6≡ ∞, lim|x|→∞
u(x)
|x| = ∞

}

,

the space of proper, lower semicontinuous, super-coercive, convex functions. It is straightforward

to check that u ∈ Convsc(R
n), if and only if u∗ ∈ Conv(Rn;R). Conversely, v ∈ Conv(Rn;R), if

and only if v∗ ∈ Convsc(R
n). Furthermore, convex conjugation is a continuous involution be-

tween Conv(Rn;R) and Convsc(R
n), where we equip spaces of convex functions with the topol-

ogy associated with epi-convergence (see, for example, [39, Proposition 7.2] for a description).

On Conv(Rn;R), this is equivalent to pointwise convergence of functions, and on Convsc(R
n),

this is essentially equivalent to the Hausdorff convergence of level sets [10, Lemma 5].

Let us also mention that the composition of convex conjugation with building the Monge–

Ampère measure of a function takes the easy form

∫

Rn

ζ(x) dMA(u∗;x) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and ζ ∈ Cc(R

n). Here, dom(u) = {x ∈ R
n : u(x) < ∞} is the domain of u

and, by convexity, u is differentiable almost everywhere on the interior of this set. The above is a

special case of the more general relation

∫

Rn

ζ(x)y dΘ0(u
∗; (x, y)) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx (2.1)

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and ζ ∈ Cc(R

n). See, for example, [13, Section 10.4].

We will use the following result, which is due to [12, Theorem 17].

Theorem 2.1. If η ∈ C(Rn × R
n) has compact support with respect to the first variable, then

Z(v) =

∫

Rn×Rn

η(x, y) dΘ0(v; (x, y))

5



is well-defined for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and defines a continuous valuation on Conv(Rn;R).
Moreover,

Z(v) =

∫

Rn

η(x,∇v(x)) det(D2v(x)) dx

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) ∩ C2(Rn).

Convex bodies are naturally embedded into Conv(Rn;R) by associating with each convex

body K ∈ Kn its support function

hK(x) = maxy∈K〈x, y〉

for x ∈ R
n. Taking the convex conjugate leads to

h∗K(x) = IK(x) =

{

0 if x ∈ K,

∞ if x 6∈ K,
(2.2)

the (convex) indicator function of K, which is an element of Convsc(R
n). We close this section

with the following easy result.

Lemma 2.2. Let ζ ∈ Cc(R
n). For every K ∈ Kn we have

∫

Rn×Rn

ζ(x)y dΘ0(hK ; (x, y)) = ζ(o)m(K).

In particular,

m∗
α(hK) = α(0)m(K)

for every α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) and K ∈ Kn.

Proof. For K ∈ Kn it follows from Theorem 2.1, (2.1), and (2.2) that

∫

Rn×Rn

ζ(x)y dΘ0(hK ; (x, y)) =

∫

dom(IK )
ζ(∇IK(x))xdx = ζ(o)

∫

K

xdx = ζ(o)m(K).

The second part of the statement immediately follows by choosing ζ(x) = α(|x|).

3 Classification of Simple Valuations

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5. We will establish the

equivalent dual version of these results on Convsc(R
n), Theorem 3.6. Let us first explain this

equivalence: a map Z: Convsc(R
n) → 〈A,+〉 is a valuation, if and only if v 7→ Z∗(v) = Z(v∗) is a

valuation on Conv(Rn;R). The operator Z is called translation invariant, if and only if Z∗ is dually

translation invariant. By the properties of the Legendre–Fenchel transform, this is equivalent to

Z(u ◦ τ−1) = Z(u)

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and translation τ on R

n. If Z is in addition vertically translation

invariant, then we say that Z is epi-translation invariant. This means that u 7→ Z(u) is invariant

under translations of the epi-graph of u,

epi(u) = {(x, t) ∈ R
n × R : u(x) ≤ t},

in R
n+1. Moreover, we say that Z is simple if it vanishes on functions u ∈ Convsc(R

n) whose

domain is of dimension less than n.

6



A vector-valued valuation z on Convsc(R
n) is translation covariant if there exists an associated

map z0 : Convsc(R
n) → R such that

z(u ◦ τ−1
x ) = z(u) + z0(u)x

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and x ∈ R

n, where τx denotes the translation y 7→ y + x on R
n.

Equivalently, z∗ is dually translation covariant. Lastly, the definitions of rotation equivariance,

O(n) equivariance, and reflection invariance are the same as for a valuation on Conv(Rn;R).

We start by establishing the properties of the translation covariant valuations, that we will

characterize in the course of this section.

Proposition 3.1. If ζ ∈ Cc(R
n), then

u 7→

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx (3.1)

is a continuous, translation covariant, vertically translation invariant, and simple valuation on

Convsc(R
n).

Proof. Let ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) be given. We use (2.1) together with Theorem 2.1 (applied to each coor-

dinate of the vector-valued integral above) to see that (3.1) defines a continuous vector-valued

valuation z on Convsc(R
n). For y ∈ R

n and c ∈ R we have

z(u ◦ τ−1
y + c) =

∫

dom(u◦τ−1
y +c)

ζ(∇(u ◦ τ−1
y + c)(x))xdx

=

∫

dom(u◦τ−1
y )

ζ(∇u(x− y))xdx

=

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))(x+ y) dx

= z(u) + y

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n), which shows that z is translation covariant and vertically translation

invariant. Lastly, if u has lower-dimensional domain, then the use of the n-dimensional Lebesgue

measure in (3.1) shows that z(u) = o or, equivalently, z is simple.

Next, we consider the map associated with a translation covariant valuation. The following

result is a functional analog of a well-known fact for translation covariant valuations on convex

bodies. See, for example, [35, Theorem 10.5].

Lemma 3.2. If z : Convsc(R
n) → R

n is a continuous, translation covariant, vertically translation

invariant valuation, then the associated map z0 : Convsc(R
n) → R is a continuous, epi-translation

invariant valuation. In addition, if z is simple, then so is z0.

Proof. Let a continuous, translation covariant, vertically translation invariant valuation z on

Convsc(R
n) be given that takes values in R

n. We first show that the associated map z0 is a

valuation. For this let u,w ∈ Convsc(R
n) be such that u ∨ w, u ∧ w ∈ Convsc(R

n). Observe that

(u ◦ τ−1
y ) ∨ (w ◦ τ−1

y ) = (u ∨ w) ◦ τ−1
y and (u ◦ τ−1

y ) ∧ (w ◦ τ−1
y ) = (u ∧ w) ◦ τ−1

y

for y ∈ R
n. Thus, since z is a translation covariant valuation,

z(u) + z(w) + (z0(u) + z0(w))y = z(u ◦ τ−1
y ) + z(w ◦ τ−1

y )

= z((u ◦ τ−1
y ) ∨ (w ◦ τ−1

y )) + z((u ◦ τ−1
y ) ∧ (w ◦ τ−1

y ))

= z(u ∨ w) + z(u ∧ w) + (z0(u ∨ w) + z0(u ∧w))y

= z(u) + z(w) + (z0(u ∨ w) + z0(u ∧ w))y

7



for y ∈ R
n, which shows the desired property

z0(u) + z0(w) = z0(u ∨ w) + z0(u ∧ w).

Next, for u ∈ Convsc(R
n), x, y ∈ R

n, and c ∈ R, it follows from the translation covariance and

vertical translation invariance of z that

z(u) + z0(u)(x+ y) = z(u ◦ τ−1
x+y)

= z((u+ c) ◦ τ−1
x ◦ τ−1

y )

= z((u+ c) ◦ τ−1
x ) + z0((u+ c) ◦ τ−1

x )y

= z(u) + z0(u)x+ z0((u+ c) ◦ τ−1
x )y.

Hence,

z0(u ◦ τ−1
x + c) = z0(u),

which means that z0 is epi-translation invariant. Similarly, if uk, k ∈ N, is an epi-convergent

sequence in Convsc(R
n) with limit u ∈ Convsc(R

n), then for every y ∈ R
n, uk ◦ τ

−1
y epi-converges

to u ◦ τ−1
y as k → ∞. Thus, by the continuity of z,

z(u) + limk→∞ z0(uk)y = limk→∞

(

z(uk) + z0(uk)y
)

= limk→∞ z(uk ◦ τ
−1
y )

= z(u ◦ τ−1
y )

= z(u) + z0(u)y,

which shows that z0 is continuous. Lastly, if u ∈ Convsc(R
n) is such that the dimension of dom(u)

is smaller than n, then so is the dimension of dom(u ◦ τ−1
y ) for every y ∈ R

n. Thus, if z is simple,

we have

o = z(u ◦ τ−1
y ) = z(u) + z0(u)y = o+ z0(u)y

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and y ∈ R

n, and therefore also z0 has to be simple.

Lemma 3.2 indicates that studying continuous, translation covariant, vertically translation

invariant, simple valuations goes hand in hand with investigating continuous, epi-translation

invariant, simple, real-valued valuations on Convsc(R
n). The latter is the content of the Klain–

Schneider theorem on Convsc(R
n), which was proven in [14, Theorem 1.2] and which is dual to

Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 3.3. A map Z: Convsc(R
n) → R is a continuous, epi-translation invariant, simple valua-

tion, if and only if there exists a function ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

Z(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n).

We furthermore need the following two results to deal with rotation equivariance.

Lemma 3.4. Let ξ : (0,∞) → R and ψ : Rn → R
n be such that

ψ(x) = ξ(|x|)x

for x ∈ R
n \ {o}. The map ψ can be chosen from Cc(R

n;Rn), if and only if ξ is continuous with

bounded support on (0,∞) such that

limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0. (3.2)

8



Proof. Suppose first that ψ is continuous with compact support on R
n. Denoting the first coordi-

nate of the vector-valued function ψ by ψ1, we see that

ξ(t) = ξ(|te1|) =
ψ1(te1)

t

for t > 0, where e1 is the first vector of the standard orthonormal basis of R
n . Thus, ξ is

continuous with bounded support on (0,∞). Furthermore, since ψ is continuous in o,

limt→0+ ξ(|t|)te1 = limt→0+ ψ(te1) = ψ(o) = limt→0+ ψ(−te1) = limt→0+ ξ(|t|)(−te1),

which implies (3.2).

Assume now that ξ is continuous with bounded support on (0,∞) and satisfies (3.2). Clearly,

ψ is continuous with bounded support on R
n \ {o}. In addition, for any sequence xi, i ∈ N, in R

n

such that limi→∞ xi = o, we have

limi→∞ |ψ(xi)| = limi→∞

∣

∣ξ(|xi|)xi
∣

∣ = 0,

which shows that ψ continuously extends to o with ψ(o) = 0.

Lemma 3.5. Let ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn). For n ≥ 3, the map ψ satisfies

ψ(ϑy) = ϑψ(y) (3.3)

for every ϑ ∈ SO(n) and y ∈ R
n\{o}, if and only if there exists ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0

such that

ψ(y) = ξ(|y|)y

for every y ∈ R
n \ {o}. For n ≤ 2, the same representation holds if ψ is assumed to commute with

O(n) instead.

Proof. If ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) is such that limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0, then it easily follows from Lemma 3.4 that

ψ(y) = ξ(|y|)y, y ∈ R
n \ {o}, has the desired properties.

Now for n ≥ 3, let a continuous vector-valued map ψ on R
n be given that commutes with

SO(n). If for y ∈ R
n \ {o} we denote

Sy = {ϑ ∈ SO(n) : ϑy = y},

then (3.3) shows that ϑ ∈ Sy if and only if ϑ ∈ Sψ(y). In particular, ψ(y) and y are parallel, which

means that there exists ξ̂ : (0,∞)× S
n−1 → R such that

ψ(rz) = ξ̂(r, z)rz

for r ∈ (0,∞) and z ∈ S
n−1. By (3.3) we have

ξ̂(r, ϑz)rϑz = ψ(rϑz) = ϑψ(rz) = ξ̂(r, z)rϑz

for ϑ ∈ SO(n), and thus ξ̂(r, z) is independent of z ∈ S
n−1. This means that there exists

ξ : (0,∞) → R such that

ξ̂(r, z) = ξ(r)

for r ∈ (0,∞) and z ∈ S
n−1 and, therefore, ψ(y) = ξ(|y|)y for y ∈ R

n \ {o}. The conclusion now

follows from Lemma 3.4.

Next, in case n = 2, let ψ on R
2 be such that ψ(ϑy) = ϑψ(y) for ϑ ∈ O(2) and y ∈ R

2. Writing

ρy ∈ O(2) for the reflection at the line spanned by y ∈ R
2 \ {o}, we have

ψ(y) = ψ(ρyy) = ρyψ(y).
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This shows that ψ(y) must be parallel to y we can therefore use the same argumentation as in the

case n ≥ 3.

Lastly, for n = 1, we assume that the map ψ satisfies ψ(−y) = −ψ(y) for y ∈ R. This is

equivalent to ψ(0) = 0 and

ψ(y) =
ψ(|y|)

|y|
y

for y 6= 0. The statement now follows with ξ(t) = ψ(t)/t for t ∈ (0,∞).

We can now prove the main result of this section, which is equivalent to Theorem 1.4 and

Corollary 1.5. For α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) we consider the operator mα : Convsc(R
n) → R

n, which is

defined as mα(u) = m∗
α(u

∗), or equivalently, by (2.1),

mα(u) =

∫

dom(u)
α(|∇u(x)|)xdx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n). Furthermore, for ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) such that limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0, we define

tn,ξ : Convsc(R
n) → R

n as tn,ξ(u) = t∗n,ξ(u
∗), which is equivalent to

tn,ξ(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ξ(|∇u(x)|)∇u(x) dx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n).

Theorem 3.6. A map z : Convsc(R
n) → R

n is a continuous, translation covariant, vertically transla-

tion invariant, simple valuation, if and only if there exist functions ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn) and ζ ∈ Cc(R

n)
such that

z(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ψ(∇u(x)) dx+

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx (3.4)

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For n ≥ 3, the valuation z is in addition rotation equivariant, if and only

if there exist functions α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) and ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 such that

z(u) = tn,ξ(u) + mα(u) (3.5)

for every u ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≤ 2, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with O(n) equivariance.

Remark 3.7. If in Theorem 3.6 translation covariance and vertical translation invariance are re-

placed by epi-translation invariance, then only the valuations

u 7→

∫

dom(u)
ψ(∇u(x)) dx

and tn,ξ, respectively, remain. Furthermore, let us point out that for n ≥ 2 the representation

(3.5) does not hold if one merely assumes SO(n) equivariance. For n = 1, we have SO(1) = {Id}
and thus, also (3.4) is SO(1) equivariant. For n = 2, let Φ: [0,∞) → SO(2) be continuous and let

ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) be such that limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0. Since SO(2) is commutative, also the valuation

u 7→

∫

dom(u)
ξ(|∇u(x)|)Φ(|∇u(x)|)∇u(x) dx (3.6)

is SO(2) equivariant and generalizes tn,ξ. In fact, one can show that every continuous, translation

covariant, vertically translation invariant, SO(2) equivariant, simple valuation can be written as

the sum of (3.6) and mα with some α ∈ Cc([0,∞)).
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Proof of Theorem 3.6. For ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn) and ζ ∈ Cc(R

n) it follows from Theorem 3.3, applied

coordinate-wise, together with Proposition 3.1 that (3.4) defines a continuous, translation covari-

ant, vertically translation invariant, simple valuation.

Now let a continuous, translation covariant, vertically translation invariant, simple valuation

z: Convsc(R
n) → R

n be given. By Lemma 3.2 together with Theorem 3.3, there exists ζ ∈ Cc(R
n)

such that the associated map z0 is of the form

z0(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n). We now define z̃ : Convsc(R

n) → R
n as

z̃(u) = z(u)−

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For any y ∈ R

n we have

z̃(u◦τ−1
y )

= z(u) +

(

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

)

y −

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx−

(

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

)

y

= z̃(u),

which together with Proposition 3.1 and the properties of z shows that z̃ is a continuous, epi-

translation invariant, simple valuation on Convsc(R
n). Thus, another application of Theorem 3.3,

this time applied to each of the coordinates of the vector-valued map z̃, shows there exist functions

ψ1, . . . , ψn ∈ Cc(R
n) such that the ith coordinate of z̃, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, must be of the form

u 7→

∫

dom(u)
ψi(∇u(x)) dx,

concluding the proof of the first part of the statement.

Next, let α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) and ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 be given, and let

z: Convsc(R
n) → R

n be as in (3.5). We will show that z is O(n) equivariant. If u ∈ Convsc(R
n)

and ϑ ∈ O(n), then

tn,ξ(u ◦ ϑ−1) =

∫

dom(u◦ϑ−1)
ξ(|∇(u ◦ ϑ−1)(x)|)∇(u ◦ ϑ−1)(x) dx

= ϑ

∫

dom(u◦ϑ−1)
ξ(|ϑ∇u(ϑ−1x)|)∇u(ϑ−1x) dx

= ϑ tn,ξ(u).

Similarly,

mα(u ◦ ϑ−1) =

∫

dom(u◦ϑ−1)
α(|∇(u ◦ ϑ−1)(x)|)xdx

=

∫

dom(u◦ϑ−1)
α(|ϑ∇u(ϑ−1x)|)xdx

= ϑ

∫

dom(u)
α(|∇u(x)|) dx

= ϑmα(u),

which shows the desired property.
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Conversely, assume that z is a continuous, translation covariant, vertically translation invari-

ant, rotation equivariant, simple valuation on Convsc(R
n). By the first part of the proof there

exist functions ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn) and ζ ∈ Cc(R

n) such that

z(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ψ(∇u(x)) dx+

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n). By the rotation equivariance of z we see that

o = z(u ◦ ϑ−1)− ϑ z(u)

=

∫

dom(u◦ϑ−1)
ψ(ϑ∇u(ϑ−1x)) dx+

∫

dom(u◦ϑ−1)
ζ(ϑ∇u(ϑ−1x))xdx

− ϑ

∫

dom(u)
ψ(∇u(x)) dx − ϑ

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx

=

∫

dom(u)
ψ(ϑ∇u(x))− ϑψ(∇u(x)) dx+ ϑ

∫

dom(u)

(

ζ(ϑ∇u(x))− ζ(∇u(x))
)

xdx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and ϑ ∈ SO(n). Choosing u = IK + 〈y, ·〉 for some K ∈ Kn and y ∈ R

n gives

o = voln(K)
(

ψ(ϑy)− ϑψ(y)
)

+ (ζ(ϑy)− ζ(y))ϑm(K).

Thus, considering first a convex body K with voln(K) > 0 and m(K) = o, and then a body K
with m(K) 6= 0, shows that

ψ(ϑy) = ϑψ(y) and ζ(ϑy) = ζ(y)

for every ϑ ∈ SO(n) (or ϑ ∈ O(n) for n ≤ 2) and y ∈ R
n. By Lemma 3.5 this implies that there

exists ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 such that

ψ(y) = ξ(|y|)y

for every y ∈ R
n \ {o}. Furthermore, it easily follows that ζ(y) = α(|y|) for some α ∈ Cc([0,∞)),

where we choose ϑ(y) = −y in case n = 1.

4 Functional Intrinsic Moments and Minkowski Vectors

Let α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) and let q(x) = |x|2/2. Considering a Steiner-type formula, starting with the

operator m∗
α, results in

m∗
α(v + rq) =

n
∑

j=0

rn−j
∫

Rn

α(|x|)∇v(x)[D2v(x)]j dx+ rn−j+1

∫

Rn

α(|x|)x[D2v(x)]j dx (4.1)

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) ∩ C2(Rn) and r ≥ 0. Here, we write [A]j for the jth elementary symmetric

function of the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix A ∈ R
n×n, with the convention [A]0 ≡ 1. In

particular, [D2v(x)]n = det(D2v(x)). Using appropriate Hessian measures, the above continuously

extends to general v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) (see [12, Theorem 17]).

Equation (4.1) gives rise to two families of operators. For α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) and j ∈ {0, . . . , n},

we define z∗j+1,α : Conv(R
n;R) → R

n to be the unique continuous map such that

z∗j+1,α(v) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)∇v(x)[D2v(x)]j dx

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) ∩ C2(Rn), and we call operators of this form functional intrinsic moments.

This is motivated by the observation that when v is the support function hK of a convex body
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K, then we retrieve the intrinsic moment zj+1(K), which in turn is obtained as a coefficient in

a Steiner formula, starting with the moment vector m(K) (we refer to [41, Section 5.4.1] for

details). For the case j = n, this follows from (1.3) together with the relation zn+1(K) = m(K).
When j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1} and hK is of class C2, then

z∗j+1,α(hK) ≃

∫

Sn−1

∇hK(z) [D2hK(z)]j dH
n−j(z)

≃

∫

Sn−1

∇hK(z) dSj(K, z)

≃

∫

Rn

xdCj(K,x)

≃ zj+1(K),

where ≃ denotes equality up to constant factors, depending on n, j, and α. Here, we write Hk for

the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure, Sj(K, ·) denotes the jth area measure of K, and Cj(K, ·) is

its jth curvature measure (see [41, p. 214] for their definitions). By continuity we now retrieve

z∗j+1,α(hK) ≃ zj+1(K) for general K ∈ Kn.

Similar to their counterparts on convex bodies, the behavior of functional intrinsic moments

under translations is described by functional intrinsic volumes. Indeed,

z∗j+1,α(v + 〈y, ·〉) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)∇v(x)[D2v(x)]j dx+ y

∫

Rn

α(|x|)[D2v(x)]j dx (4.2)

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) ∩ C2(Rn) and y ∈ R
n, where

V∗
j,α(v) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)[D2v(x)]j dx

is one of the functional intrinsic volumes that were introduced and characterized in [15].

The second family of operators coming from (4.1) is of the form

t∗j,α(v) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)x [D2v(x)]j dx

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R)∩C2(Rn), j ∈ {0, . . . , n}, and α ∈ Cc([0,∞)). Let now v = hK with K ∈ Kn.

In case j = n, it follows from (2.1) and (2.2) that

t∗n,α(hK) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)xdMA(hK ;x) =

∫

dom(IK)
α(|∇IK(x)|)∇IK(x) dx = voln(K)α(0) o = o,

where we recall that o ∈ R
n denotes the origin. Furthermore, for j ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1}, we obtain

t∗j,α(hK) ≃

∫

Sn−1

z dSj(K, z) = o, (4.3)

where the last equality is a general form of the Minkowski relation (see, for example, [41, (5.30)

and (5.52)]). Since (4.3) is a Minkowski tensor of rank 1 (the only non-vanishing Minkowski

tensors of rank 1 are the intrinsic moments; cf. [41, Section 5.4.2]), we will refer to the valuations

t∗j,α as functional Minkowski vectors. These operators vanish not only on support functions but also

on every radially symmetric convex function, which is a consequence of the rotation equivariance

of t∗j,α. Of course, this raises the question of whether functions v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) exist at all, such

that t∗j,α(v) 6= o. Indeed,

t∗0,α(v) =

∫

Rn

α(|x|)xdx = o
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for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R), but the remaining operators in this family generally do not vanish.

For the case j = n, this easily follows from the fact that MA(hK ◦ τ−1
x ; ·) is a Dirac measure

concentrated at x ∈ R
n so that

t∗n,α(hK ◦ τ−1
x ) = voln(K)α(|x|)x

for every K ∈ Kn. Explicit examples for the remaining cases will be presented in [36].

We remark that results for functional intrinsic volumes [15] suggest that the operators z∗j+1,α

and t∗j,α may also exist for densities α with a singularity at 0+, where the admissible singularities

possibly depend on j and n. Indeed, we have already seen in Corollary 1.5 that t∗n,ξ can be defined

for ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) such that limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0. A treatment of the possible singularities for the

operators t∗j,α together with a complete characterization in a Hadwiger-type theorem will be the

subject of a subsequent paper [36]. For the functional intrinsic moments, equation (4.2) indicates

that similar singularities may appear as for functional intrinsic volumes. However, the fact that

in the case of the latter, singular integrals exist in a Riemann sense and not in a Lebesgue sense

poses an additional challenge. See also [25].

Lastly, let us point out that different functional analogs of moment vectors were previously

considered, for example, for Lp-spaces [45] or log-concave functions [37].

5 Classification of Homogeneous Valuations

In addition to the main results presented in this article, we establish classification results for ho-

mogeneous valuations of extremal degrees. Here, z: Conv(Rn;R) → R is homogeneous of degree

s ∈ R if z(λv) = λs z(v) for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R) and λ > 0. The following decomposition result

for homogeneous valuations was shown in [12, Theorem 4] (and later also in [24]).

Theorem 5.1. If Z: Conv(Rn;R) → R is a continuous, dually epi-translation invariant valuation,

then there exist continuous, dually epi-translation invariant valuations Z0, . . . ,Zn : Conv(R
n;R) →

R such that Zj is homogeneous of degree j, j ∈ {0, . . . , n}, and Z = Z0 + · · ·+ Zn.

Similarly to Theorem 5.1, it follows from recent results on polynomial valuations [29, The-

orem 1.3], that every continuous, dually translation covariant, vertically translation invariant

valuation can be written as a sum of homogeneous valuations with degrees ranging from 0 to

(n+ 1).

Homogeneity of Degree 0 We start with valuations that are homogeneous of degree 0. For this

we will use the following result from [12, Theorem 26]

Theorem 5.2. A map Z: Conv(Rn;R) → R is a continuous, dually epi-translation invariant valua-

tion that is homogeneous of degree 0, if and only if Z is constant.

Next, we establish an elementary result, similar to Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 5.3. If z: Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a dually translation covariant valuation that is homoge-

neous of degree s + 1, then the associated map z0 : Conv(Rn;R) → R is homogeneous of degree

s.

Proof. Let z be given. We have

λs+1 z(v) + λs+1 z0(v)x = z(λ(v + 〈x, ·〉))

= z(λv + 〈λx, ·〉)

= z(λv) + z(λv)λx

= λs+1 z(v) + λ z(λv)x

for v ∈ Conv(Rn;R), x ∈ R
n, and λ > 0. Therefore, z0 is homogeneous of degree s.
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It is now straightforward to show the following classification.

Theorem 5.4. A map z: Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a continuous, dually translation covariant, vertically

translation invariant valuation that is homogeneous of degree 0, if and only if there exists t ∈ R
n

such that z(v) = t for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≥ 2, the valuation z is in addition rotation

equivariant, if and only if it is identically o. For n = 1, the same representation holds if z is reflection

equivariant.

Proof. If z is as in the statement, then Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 5.3 show that the associated map

z0 must be a continuous, dually epi-translation invariant valuation that is homogeneous of degree

−1. By Theorem 5.1 we must have z0 ≡ 0, and thus, z is dually translation invariant (and there-

fore also dually epi-translation invariant). The result now follows from applying Theorem 5.2 to

each coordinate of z.

Homogeneity of Top Degrees Let us now turn our attention to valuations that are homoge-

neous of top degrees. As in Section 3, we will continue to work on the space Convsc(R
n) for the

remainder of this section. We say that z: Convsc(R
n) → R

n is epi-homogeneous of degree s ∈ R

if z(λ u) = λs z(u) for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and λ > 0. Here, λ u is the epi-multiplication of u

with λ, which is defined as

λ u(x) = λu
(x

λ

)

for x ∈ R
n. We remark that this definition continuously extends to 0 u = I{o}. This is equivalent

to (λ u)∗ = λu∗ and u 7→ z(u) is epi-homogeneous, if and only if v 7→ z(v∗) is homogeneous.

We start with epi-translation invariant valuations. We will use the following result from [12,

Theorem 2].

Theorem 5.5. A map Z: Convsc(R
n) → R is a continuous, epi-translation invariant valuation that

is epi-homogeneous of degree n, if and only if there exists a function ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

Z(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n).

We can now prove the following classification result for epi-translation invariant valuations

that are epi-homogeneous of degree n.

Theorem 5.6. A map z : Convsc(R
n) → R

n is a continuous, epi-translation invariant valuation that

is epi-homogeneous of degree n, if and only if there exists a function ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn) such that

z(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ψ(∇u(x)) dx

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For n ≥ 3, the valuation z is in addition rotation equivariant, if and only

if there exists a function ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 such that

z(u) = tn,ξ(u)

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For n ≤ 2, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with O(n) equivariance.

Proof. The first part of the statement immediately follows from Theorem 5.5, applied coordinate-

wise. Next, for ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0, we have already seen in Theorem 3.6 that

tn,ξ is a continuous, epi-translation invariant valuation with the desired equivariance properties.

Furthermore, Theorem 5.5 shows that tn,ξ is epi-homogeneous of degree n.
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If now z : Convsc(R
n) → R

n is a continuous, epi-translation invariant, rotation equivariant

valuation that is epi-homogeneous of degree n, then Theorem 5.5 shows that the ith coordinate

of z must be of the form

u 7→

∫

dom(u)
ζi(∇u(x)) dx

for some ζi ∈ Cc(R
n), i ∈ {0, . . . , n}. Exploiting the rotation equivariance of z (or O(n) equivari-

ance for n ≤ 2), as in the proof of Theorem 3.6, shows that z = tn,ξ for some ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) such

that limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0.

Before we continue with the translation covariant valuation, we state the dual result to The-

orem 5.6 on Conv(Rn;R).

Theorem 5.7. A map z: Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a continuous, dually epi-translation invariant val-

uation that is homogeneous of degree n, if and only if there exists a function ψ ∈ Cc(R
n;Rn) such

that

z(v) =

∫

Rn

ψ(x) dMA(v;x)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≥ 3, the valuation z is in addition rotation equivariant, if and

only if there exists a function ξ ∈ Cb((0,∞)) with limt→0+ ξ(t)t = 0 such that

z(v) = t∗n,ξ(v)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≤ 2, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with O(n) equivariance.

At last, we look at translation covariant valuations that are epi-homogeneous of degree (n+1).
We remark that the following result can be independently obtained from [29, Theorem 1.9],

which uses a similar strategy as the short and direct proof that is presented here.

Theorem 5.8. A map z : Convsc(R
n) → R

n is a continuous, translation covariant, vertically trans-

lation invariant valuation that is epi-homogeneous of degree (n + 1), if and only if there exists a

function ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

z(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx (5.1)

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For n ≥ 2, the valuation z is in addition rotation equivariant, if and only

if there exists a function α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) such that

z(u) = mα(u)

for every u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For n = 1, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with reflection equivariance.

Proof. For ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) it follows from Proposition 3.1 that (5.1) defines continuous, translation

covariant, vertically translation invariant valuation. Now for u ∈ Convsc(R
n) and λ > 0 we have

∇(λ u)(x) = ∇u(x/λ) for x ∈ R
n, and therefore

z(λ u) =

∫

dom(λ u)
ζ(∇u(x/λ))xdx = λn+1

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx = λn+1 z(u),

which means that z is epi-homogeneous of degree (n+ 1).
Conversely, let z: Convsc(R

n) → R
n be a continuous, translation covariant, vertically transla-

tion invariant valuation that is epi-homogeneous of degree (n+1). By Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 5.3

together with Theorem 5.5, there exists ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that the associated map z0 is of the form

z0(u) =

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx
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for u ∈ Convsc(R
n). We now define z̃ : Convsc(R

n) → R
n as

z̃(u) = z(u)−

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx

for u ∈ Convsc(R
n). For any y ∈ R

n we have

z̃(u◦τ−1
y )

= z(u) +

(

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

)

y −

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x))xdx−

(

∫

dom(u)
ζ(∇u(x)) dx

)

y

= z̃(u),

which together with Proposition 3.1 and the properties of z shows that z̃ is a continuous, epi-

translation invariant valuation on Convsc(R
n) that is epi-homogeneous of degree (n + 1). Theo-

rem 5.1 now implies that z̃ vanishes identically and hence z must be as in (5.1).

In the rotation equivariant case, we have already shown the necessary properties of mα in

Theorem 3.6. Conversely, if a valuation z of the form (5.1) is rotation equivariant, then, as in the

proof of Theorem 3.6, it follows from Lemma 3.5 that z = mα for some α ∈ Cc(R
n).

We conclude with the dual result for valuations on Conv(Rn;R).

Theorem 5.9. A map z: Conv(Rn;R) → R
n is a continuous, dually translation covariant, vertically

translation invariant valuation that is homogeneous of degree (n + 1), if and only if there exists a

function ζ ∈ Cc(R
n) such that

z(v) =

∫

Rn×Rn

ζ(x)y dΘ0(v; (x, y))

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n ≥ 2, the valuation z is in addition rotation equivariant, if and

only if there exists a function α ∈ Cc([0,∞)) such that

z(v) = m∗
α(v)

for every v ∈ Conv(Rn;R). For n = 1, the same representation holds if we replace rotation equivari-

ance with reflection equivariance.
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J. M. Wills, eds.), Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1983, pp. 170–247. Page 7

[36] M. A. MOUAMINE AND F. MUSSNIG: The vectorial Hadwiger theorem on convex functions. In preparation. Page 14

[37] F. MUSSNIG: Valuations on log-concave functions. J. Geom. Anal. 31 (2021), 6427–6451. Page 2, 14

[38] L. PARAPATITS AND T. WANNERER: On the inverse Klain map. Duke Math. J. 162 (2013), 1895–1922. Page 2

[39] R. T. ROCKAFELLAR AND R. J.-B. WETS: Variational Analysis. Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften,

vol. 317, Springer, Berlin, 1998. Page 5

18



[40] R. SCHNEIDER: Simple valuations on convex bodies. Mathematika 43 (1996), 32–39. Page 2

[41] R. SCHNEIDER: Convex Bodies: the Brunn–Minkowski Theory. Second expanded ed., Encyclopedia of Mathematics

and its Applications, vol. 151, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014. Page 5, 13

[42] F. SCHUSTER AND T. WANNERER: Even Minkowski valuations. Amer. J. Math. 137 (2015), 1651–1683. Page 2

[43] F. SCHUSTER AND T. WANNERER: Minkowski valuations and generalized valuations. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 20

(2018), 1851–1884. Page 2

[44] G. SOLANES AND T. WANNERER: Integral geometry of exceptional spheres. J. Differential Geom. 117 (2021),

137–191. Page 2

[45] A. TSANG: Minkowski valuations on L
p-spaces. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364 (2012), 6159–6186. Page 2, 14

[46] C. ZENG AND D. MA: SL(n) covariant vector valuations on polytopes. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018),

8999–9023. Page 2

Mohamed A. Mouamine

Institute of Discrete Mathematics and Geometry

TU Wien

Wiedner Hauptstraße 8-10/104-06

1040 Wien, Austria

e-mail: mohamed.mouamine@tuwien.ac.at

Fabian Mussnig

Institute of Discrete Mathematics and Geometry

TU Wien

Wiedner Hauptstraße 8-10/104-06

1040 Wien, Austria

e-mail: fabian.mussnig@tuwien.ac.at

19


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Classification of Simple Valuations
	Functional Intrinsic Moments and Minkowski Vectors
	Classification of Homogeneous Valuations
	References

