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Abstract

L-convex sets are one of the most fundamental concepts in discrete convex analysis.
Furthermore, the Minkowski sum of two L-convex sets, called L,-convex sets, is an
intriguing object that is closely related to polymatroid intersection. This paper reveals the
polyhedral description of an Ly-convex set, together with the observation that the convex
hull of an L,-convex set is a box-TDI polyhedron. Two different proofs are given for
the polyhedral description. The first is a structural short proof, relying on the conjugacy
theorem in discrete convex analysis, and the second is a direct algebraic proof, based on
Fourier—-Motzkin elimination. The obtained results admit natural graph representations.
Implications of the obtained results in discrete convex analysis are also discussed.

Keywords: Discrete convex analysis, Fourier—Motzkin elimination, L-convex set, L,-
convex set, Minkowski sum.

1 Introduction

In discrete convex analysis (DCA), L-convex functions form one of the most fundamental
classes of discrete convex functions (I8, 20]. The concept of L-convex functions, as
well as their variant called L*-convex functionsﬂ sheds new light on algorithms in combina-
torial optimization. For example, Dijkstra’s algorithm for shortest paths can be viewed as
an instance of L-convex function minimization [24]]. L-convex functions have applications
in several other fields including computer vision [28]], operations research (inventory theory,
scheduling, etc.) [1L 2 29], and economics and auction theory [21] 28]. Furthermore, the
infimal convolution of two L-convex functions, called L,-convex functions, are the most in-
triguing objects in the duality theory in discrete convex analysis [[18, Chapter 8]. L,-convex
functions are known to coincide with the conjugate of M,-convex functions, the latter cor-
responding to polymatroid intersection investigated in depth in combinatorial optimization
[27].

Concepts of discrete convex sets are even more fundamental than those of discrete convex
functions, but at the same time, capture the essential properties of the corresponding discrete
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Figure 1: Logical structure of this paper

convex functions. For example, the set of minimizers of an L-convex function is an L-convex
set. Moreover, a function is L-convex if and only if the set of minimizers of the function
modified by an arbitrary linear function is always L-convex [[18] Section 7.5]. The set version
of L,-convexity is defined as the Minkowski sum (vector addition) of two L-convex sets.

The objective of this paper is to investigate the polyhedral description of L,-convex sets.
That is, we aim at obtaining a system of inequalities whose solution set coincides with the
convex hull of a given L,-convex set. Such polyhedral description forms the basis of a stan-
dard approach in combinatorial optimization, called polyhedral combinatorics [26} 27]. Poly-
hedral descriptions are known for other kinds of discrete convex sets, including L-convex,
LA-convex, M-convex, and M?-convex sets. Polyhedral descriptions are also known for M,-
convex and Mg—convex sets, which correspond to polymatroid intersection. In addition, the
polyhedral description of multimodular sets has recently be obtained in [15]. It is worth
noting that integrally convex sets [18, Section 3.4] do not seem to admit a polyhedral charac-
terization because every set consisting of {0, 1}-vectors is an integrally convex set, which fact
implies that every {0, 1}-polytope is the convex hull of an integrally convex set.

In this paper we obtain polyhedral descriptions of an L,-convex set, together with the
observation that the convex hull of an L,-convex set is a box-TDI polyhedron. Two versions
of the polyhedral description of an L,-convex set are given, Theorem [3.1] and Theorem E.11
The former is a basic form, while the latter is a refinement with reference to a graph rep-
resentation depending on the constituent L-convex sets. Although the basic form follows
from its refinement in Theorem 4.1l we give an independent short proof for Theorem [3.1
relying on structural results in discrete convex analysis such as the conjugacy theorem and
M,-optimality criterion. Two different proofs are given to the refined form in Theorem E.11
The first is a structural proof, which is similar in vein to the proof of Theorem 3.1] but uses
more detailed versions of the conjugacy theorem and M,-optimality criterion. The second is
a direct algebraic proof, which is based on Fourier—Motzkin elimination applied to the com-
bined system of inequalities for the constituent L-convex sets and does not use any results
from discrete convex analysis. The obtained result (already Theorem [3.1]) has several impli-
cations in discrete convex analysis, including an alternative proof of the fundamental fact that
a set of integer vectors is a box (interval) if and only if it is both Lg—convex and Mg—convex.
The logical structure of the paper may be summarized by the diagram in Fig[Il

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2l recapitulates basic facts from discrete con-
vex analysis, focusing on L-convex and L,-convex sets. The main results are given in Sections
Bl and 4 with illustrative examples and structural proofs. The proof by the Fourier—-Motzkin
elimination is given in Section[3] Applications of the obtained results in discrete convex anal-
ysis are shown in Section @l Finally, Section [7] concludes the paper with a summary of our
present knowledge about the polyhedral description of discrete convex sets, and Appendix



gives definitions from discrete convex analysis.

2 Preliminaries

Basic facts about L-convex and L,-convex sets are introduced in this section.

2.1 Basic notation

Let N = {1,2,...,n}. For a vector x = (x, xp,...,X,) and a subset I of N, we use notation
x(I) = Yy x;- The inner product of two vectors x and y is denoted by (x, y). For a subset /
of N, we denote by e’ the characteristic vector of I; the ith component of ¢’ is equal to 1 or
0 according to whether i € I or not. We use a short-hand notation e’ for e'”, which is the ith
unit vector.

For vectors a € (RU {—o0})" and b € (R U {+00})" with a < b, the box (rectangle, interval)
between a and b is denoted by [a, D], i.e.,

[a,blg ={xeR" |a; < x; <b; (i=1,2,...,n)}.

For integer vectors a € (Z U {—c0})" and b € (Z U {+o0})" with a < b, the box of integers
between a and b means [a, b]lg N Z". The convex hull of a set S (C Z") is denoted by S.

For two vectors x,y € R”, the vectors of componentwise maximum and minimum of x
and y are denoted, respectively, by x V y and x A y, i.e.,

(-x Vy)l = max(xi,)’i), (-x A y)l = min(-xi’yi) (l = 1a2a .. "n)'

The vector with all components equal to 1 is denoted by 1, thatis, 1 = (1,1,...,1) = V.

2.2 L-convex sets
A nonempty set S (C Z") is called L-convex if it satisfies the following two conditions:

X,yES = xVy, xAyeS, 2.1)
xeS,uezZ = x+ules. (2.2)

The first condition (2.I) means that S forms a sublattice of Z". A polyhedron P (C R") is
called L-convex if

X, yeEP = xVy, xANy€eP, (2.3)
xePueR = x+uleP. 2.4)

The reader is referred to [22, Proposition 2.5] for characterizations of L-convex sets. The
following polyhedral description of an L-convex set is known [18], Section 5.3].

Theorem 2.1.
(1) A set S CZ" is L-convex if and only if it can be represented as

S:{xEZ"Ixj—x,-S)/ij (l,]EN)} (25)
for some y;; € Z U {+00} (i, j € N) satisfying

Yi =0 (i€eN) (2.6)



and the triangle inequality:
Yii t Yk 2 Vi (@, j,k € N). 2.7)
Such vy;; is determined from S by
Yij = sup{x; —x; | x € S} (i, j € N). (2.8)
(2) A polyhedron P C R" is L-convex if and only if it can be represented as
P={xeR"|x;—x; <y (i,j€N)} (2.9)

for some y;; € R U {+00} (i, j € N) satisfying (2.6) and @21). Such v;; is determined from P
by
Yij=sup{x;—x;[xe€P}  (i,jEN). (2.10)

Remark 2.1. Here are additional remarks about the polyhedral descriptions in Theorem 2.1l

e The correspondence between S and integer-valued y with 2.6) and (2.7) is bijective
(one-to-one and onto) through (2.3)) and (2.8).

e The correspondence between P and real-valued y with (2.6) and (2.7) is bijective (one-
to-one and onto) through (2.9) and (2.10).

e For any y;; € R U {+o0} (i, j € N) (independent of the triangle inequality), P in (2.9) is
an L-convex polyhedron if P # (). We have P # 0 if and only if there exists no negative
cycle with respect to y;;, where a negative cycle means a set of indices iy, iy, . . ., i,, Such
that yiii, + ¥iis + - + Yisin T Viwis < 0.

e The convex hull of an L-convex set S is an L-convex polyhedron described by integer-
valued y;; € Z U {+00} (i, j € N).

e For any integer-valued y;; € Z U {+o0} (i, j € N), P in 29) (if P # 0) is an integer
polyhedron and § = P N Z" is an L-convex set with § = P. ]

The intersection of an L-convex set with a coordinate hyperplane is called an L*-convex
set. That is, a nonempty set S C Z" is called Li*-convex if

S={x|(x0) €T} (2.11)

for some L-convex set T C Z™*!, where x € Z" and (x,0) € Z**! in (Z.11)). For an L%-convex
set S in Z", the set
T={(x+al,a)|xeS,acZ} (2.12)

is an L-convex in Z"*!. Thus the concepts of L-convex sets and L*-convex sets are essentially
equivalent. Moreover, an L-convex set is Li-convex.

Similarly, the intersection of an L-convex polyhedron with a coordinate hyperplane is
called an LA-convex polyhedron. That is, a polyhedron P C R” is called Li-convex if

P={x|(x0)e 0} (2.13)



for some L-convex polyhedron Q € R™!. For an L-convex polyhedron P in R”, the set
O={(x+al,a)| x€ P,a e R} (2.14)

is an L-convex polyhedron in R"*!. An L-convex polyhedron is Li-convex.
The polyhedral description of an Lf-convex set (resp., polyhedron) can be obtained from
Theorem 2.1 with the aid of the relation 2.11)) (resp., 2.13)).

Theorem 2.2.
(1) A set S C 7" is Li-convex if and only if it can be represented as

S={xeZ'lai<x; <P (€N), x;—x; <y (i,jEN) (2.15)

for some a; € Z U {—oo}, B; € Z U {+00}, and y;; € Z U {+o0} (i, j € N) withy; = 0 (i € N)
such that y;; defined for i, j € N U {0} by

Yoo = 0, Yii = Vij» Yo = —®i, Yoj =B; (i,je€N) (2.16)
satisfies the triangle inequality:
Yii+ Ve =2V (G j, ke NU{O}. (2.17)

Such a;, B;, yij are determined from S by
a; =1inf{x; | x€ S}, Bi=sup{x;|xeS} (ieN),
Yij =sup{x; —x; | x €S} (i, j € N).
(2) A polyhedron P C R" is L-convex if and only if it can be represented as
P={xeR"|a;<x; <P (i€N), xj—x; <v; (i, j€N)}
for some a; € RU {—oo}, B; € RU {+00}, and y;; € R U {+00} (i, j € N) withy; = 0 (i € N)
such that y;; defined by 2.16) satisfies the triangle inequality @.I7). Such a;, Bi vyij are
determined from P by
a; =inf{x; | x € P}, B;=sup{x;| x € P} (ieN),
vij = sup{x; — x; | x € P} (i, j € N).
|

The statements made in Remark 2.Tlcan be adapted to Lf-convexity. The reader is referred
to [[18], Section 5.5] and Proposition 2.3] for characterizations of L-convex sets.

2.3 L,-convex sets

A nonempty set S C Z" is called L,-convex (resp., Lg-convex) if it can be represented as the
Minkowski sum (vector addition) of two L-convex (resp., Li-convex) sets [18, Section 5.5].
That is,
S={y+zlyeSi,ze 8},

where S| and S, are L-convex (resp., L-convex) sets. Similarly, a polyhedron P C R” is
called L,-convex (resp., Lg-convex) if it is the Minkowski sum of two L-convex (resp., L
convex) polyhedra. An L-convex set is an L,-convex set, but the converse is not true. Sim-
ilarly, an Lf-convex set is Lg—convex, but the converse is not true. An L,-convex set (resp.,
polyhedron) is Lg—convex, because L-convex sets (resp., polyhedra) are Li-convex.

It is a basic fact that an Lg—convex set (resp., polyhedron) is precisely the intersection
of an L,-convex set (resp., polyhedron) with a coordinate hyperplaneE which is proved in

This fact is stated in [I8] p.129] without a proof.



Proposition[2.2] below. We first note a simple fact.

Proposition 2.1.

(1) For any T C Z"!, define o(T) := {x | (x,0) € T}. If T\ and T, have the property (2.2)),
then ¢(Ty + T>) = ¢(T1) + ¢(T>).

(2) For any Q C R™!, define ¢(Q) := {x | (x,0) € Q}. If Q and Q, have the property (2.4),
then o(Qy + Q2) = ¢(Q1) + ¢(Q>).

Proof. We prove (1) only, while (2) can be proved in the same way. For any T, T, C Z"*!,
we have

o(T1 +T2) ={x|(x,0) € Ty + T}

={x[(x0) =0, 0)+@p), (.a) €T, (z.p) € T2}

= {y+Z | (y’a) € Tl’ (Z’ —Q) € TZ}’
whereas

o(T) +@(T) ={y+z|(»,0) €T, (z,0) €T}
Therefore,
o(T1) + o(T>) € (T +T>).
The reverse inclusion (2) holds under (Z.2). Take any x € ¢(T, + T,). Then there exist
(y,@) € Ty and (z, —@) € T, satisfying x = y + z. By (2.2), we have
v,a)—a(1,1)=(y-al,00eT), (z,—a)+a(l,1)=(z+al,0)eT,,

from which follows that x =y +z = (y —al) + (z + al) € o(T}) + o(T>). O
Proposition 2.2.
(1) For each Ly-convex set T CZ™', S :={x€Z"|(x,0) € T} isan Lg—convex set, and every
Lg—convex set S CZ" arises in this way.
(2) For each L,-convex polyhedron Q C R"™!, P := {x € R" | (x,0) € Q} is an Lg—convex
polyhedron, and every Lg—convex polyhedron P C R" arises in this way.
Proof. We prove (1) only, while (2) can be proved in the same way. Let 7" be an L,-convex
set, which is represented as T = T, + T, with two L-convex sets 7 and T,. By the property

@.2) of L-convexity, we have o(T; + T») = ¢(T;) + ¢(T>) in the notation of Proposition 2.1l
This shows that S = @o(T) = (T, + T;) = o(Ty) + ¢(T,) is Lg—convex. Conversely, let

S be an Lg—convex set. By definition, S can be represented as § = S; + S, with two L%
convex sets S| and S,. Then S| = ¢(T,) and S, = ¢(T,) for some L-convex sets 7 and
T,. Let T = T, + T,, which is L,-convex. It then follows from Proposition 2.1] that S =
O(T) +¢(T2) = (T + Ts) = (7). O

3 Polyhedral description of L,-convex sets

3.1 Preliminary considerations

LetS =851+S,={x|x=y+2z yeS§i,z€ S,}bean L,-convex set, where S| and S, are
L-convex sets. By Theorem 2.1l we can represent S| and S5 as

Si={yeZ" |y, -y <vy (.)€ E, 3.1)
Sy={z€Z'|z;-u <y (i) € E), (32)



where Ey, E, € (NXN)\{(i,i) | i € N}, ;) € Z (finite-valued) for all (i, j) € E, and y}; € Z
for all (i, j) € E,. We do not impose triangle inequality on y® = (yl(.jf) | (i, j) € E;), which
is allowed by Remark 2.1l The objective of this preliminary section is to derive a plausible
system of inequalities to describe S .

In 3.I) and (3.2) we have
Vi—yi<vy (GJ)eE, (3.3)
zi—u<yy (GJ))eE). (34)
Suppose that there are indices (iy, ji, ..., in, jm) such that (i,, j,) € E; and (i1, j,) € E,

for r = 1,2,...,m, where i,,; = i;. By adding inequalities (3.3) for (i, j)) = (i, j,) with
r=1,2,...,mand 34) for (i, j) = (i,41, j,) Withr = 1,2, ..., m, we obtain

m m “ &

1 2
Z(yj, +2;) = Z(yir +7;,) < ny; + Zyﬁrflj,-
r=1 r=1 r=1 r=l1

Since y + z = x, it follows that

M1 juh) = i) < Y Y P (3.5)
r=1 r=1
For any (i1, ji,-..,in jm), (B3 is a valid inequality for S, which means that every element x

of S satisfies (3.3). By choosing any family # of such indices (i1, ji, ..., in, jm), We Obtain a
system of inequalities indexed by ¥, for which we have

S C{xeZ"| @A) forall (iy, ji,...,in jm) € F}. (3.6)

The inequality in (3.3)) has a characteristic feature that each coefficient of the variable x
belongs to {—1,0, +1} and there are as many “+1” as “—1"" among the coefficients. The main
message of this paper is that an L,-convex set can indeed be described by such inequalities
with a suitable 7.

3.2 Theorems

The following theorem gives a polyhedral description of an L,-convex set (or polyhedron).
The constants y;; in (3.7) and (3.8) will be determined in Theorem H.1]in Section @]

Theorem 3.1.
(1) An Ly-convex set S C Z" can be represented as

S={xezZ"|x(J)-x(I) <yyforal (,J)with |l| = |J[,INJ =0} (3.7

for some y;; € Z U {+o0} indexed by (I, J).
(2) An Ly-convex polyhedron P C R" can be represented as

P={xeR"|x(J)—x(I) <y forall ({,J) with |I| = |J|, I N J = 0} 3.8)
for some y;; € R U {+0o0} indexed by (1, J).

Proof. The proof is given in Section[3.31 m|



The following example shows that the number of variables in an inequality x(J) — x(/) <
v17, which is |I| + |J|, is not bounded by a constant.

Example 3.1. Let n = 2m be an even integer, and consider the L,-convex set S = S| + S
defined by L-convex sets

Si={yeZ" | ys1 <yy (i=12,....m)}, (3.9)
Sr={z€Z" |1 <20 (1=1,2,...,m)}, (3.10)

where z,.1 = z;. The description of § = §; + 5, is given by
S=xeZ'"|(xi+x3+-+x_1)— (2 +x4+---+x,) <0}, (3.11)

which is shown later in Example 4.4] in Section All variables are involved in a single
inequality. ]

By Proposition 2.2} an Lg—convex set is nothing but the intersection of an L,-convex set
with a coordinate hyperplane. Hence Theorem 3.1l immediately implies the following theo-
rem for an Lg—convex set (or polyhedron).

Theorem 3.2.
(1) An Lg—convex set S C Z" can be represented as

S ={xeZ"|x(J)—x(I) <y forall (I,J)
with |I| = |J| € {-1,0,1}, InJ =0} (3.12)

for some y;; € Z U {+00} indexed by (1, J).
(2) An Lg—convex polyhedron P C R" can be represented as

P={xeR"|x(J)—x(I) <y forall (I,J)
with |I| = |J] € {-1,0,1}, I N J = 0} (3.13)

for some y;; € R U {+0o0} indexed by (1, J). [

Example 3.2. Consider § = {(0,0,0), (1, 1,0),(0, 1, 1),(1,2, 1)}, which is Lg—convex (but not
Lf-convex). Indeed we have S = S, + S, with two Li-convex sets S; = {(0,0,0), (1,1, 0)}
and S, = {(0,0,0),(0, 1, 1)}. (This is an example taken from [23, Example 3.11].) All four
points of S lie on the hyperplane x; — x; + x3 = 0, and it is easy to see, by inspection, that

S=x€eZ|xi—x+x3=0,0<x<1,0<x<1)
:{x€Z3|x1—x2+x3§O, —X1+x2—x3 <50,

x1 <1, —x 20, x3<1, —x3 <0}
gives a polyhedral description of the form of (3.12)) in Theorem [3.2] [

Remark 3.1. The inequality x(J) — x(I) < y;; in (3.8) can be rewritten as (¢’ — e/, x) < y,;,
where (-, -) denotes the inner product, and e’ and e’ are the characteristic vectors of I and J,
respectively. This shows that if the polyhedron P is full-dimensional, the normal vector of a
facet of P is of the form of c(e’ — e’) with ¢ # 0. n



Remark 3.2. Theorem [3.1] as well as Theorem is consistent with the general result
Proposition 7.12] on convex polytopes (bounded polyhedra) that the normal fan of the
Minkowski sum of two polytopes P; and P, is the common refinement of the individual fans,
which means that each normal cone of P = P; + P, is the intersection of a normal cone of
P and that of P,. By Theorem[2.1] every normal cone of P, (k = 1,2) is spanned by vectors
of the form e/ — ¢!. These two facts, when combined, indicate that each normal cone of P is
spanned by vectors of the form Y jcx ¢;j(e/ — €') with coefficients ¢;; € R for some set K
of pairs (i, j), where I := {i | (i, j) € K} and J := {j | (i, j) € K} may not be disjoint. The
expression (3.8) shows that we can take ¢;; = 1, from which follows that / N J = 0 can be
assumed. ]

3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

In this section we prove Theorem [3.1] for an L,-convex set (or polyhedron) using concepts
and results from discrete convex analysis [18]]. The reader is referred to Appendix[A.Ilfor the
definitions of L,-convex and M,-convex functions.

For aset T C Z", in general, the indicator function 67 : Z" — {0, +oo} is defined by

] 0 (xeT),
5””‘{+m (xeT).

For an integer-valued function & : Z" — Z U {+o00} (with h(xy) < +oo for some x, € Z"), the
(integral) conjugate function h® : Z" — Z U {+o00} is defined by

h*(p) = sup{(p, x) — h(x) | x € Z"} (pez. (3.14)
The (integral) subdifferential of h at x is defined by
oh(x) ={peZ" | h(y) — h(x) = {p,y— x) forall y e Z"}. (3.15)

A vector p belonging to dh(x) is called an (integral) subgradient of h at x.

Let S C Z" be an L,-convex set, and denote its indicator function by g, that is, g = dy :
Z" — {0, +o0}. Since S is an L,-convex set, g is an L,-convex function. Let f denote the
conjugate function of g, that is, f = g°. By the conjugacy relation between L,-convexity
and M,-convexity ([[18, Theorem 8.48]), the function f : Z" — Z U {+0c0} is an M,-convex
function, and g = f*. In addition, f(0) = 0 and f is positively homogeneous, since it is the
conjugate of an indicator function. We make use of a fundamental relation

S =0f(0)={peZ"|0carg min{f(z) = {p, 2} }, (3.16)
which can be proved as

of0) ={pl f)=(p.y MyeZY ={p| f(p)=0}={plglp) =0}=S.

See Section 8.1.3 (in particular, (8.17) and Fig. 8.1) of [18] for the correspondence between
indicator functions and positively homogeneous convex functions in discrete convex analysis.

In (3.16)), the function f(z) — {p,z) is M,-convex. For a general M,-convex function
h:Z" — R U {+o0}, it is known as M,-optimality criterion [18| Theorem 8.32] that a vector
7" € Z" with h(z") < 400 is a minimizer of 4 if and only if

h(Z) < Wz + e —éh) (3.17)

9



for all (1, J) with |I| = |J] and I N J = Q. This condition (3.17) for h(z) = f(z) — {p,z) and
Z* = 0 reads
(! —e' py < fe! = ).

Combining this with (3.16]), we obtain
S={peZ'|( €. p)<fle —e), YU D: M =1, 1nJT=0)

This gives the desired polyhedral description in (3.7) with y;; = f(e’ — €).

The expression (3.8)) for an L,-convex polyhedron can be established in a similar manner
by using the polyhedral version of the conjugacy relation between L,-convexity and M-
convexity, which can be derived easily from the conjugacy between polyhedral L-convex and
M-convex functions in [18, Theorem 8.4]. Theorem 3.1] also follows from Theorem H.1lto be
established later.

Remark 3.3. The number of inequalities necessary to describe an L,-convex set in Z" can
be exponential in n. This can be seen as follows. Consider a matroid intersection problem,
and let B be a common base. The set of the characteristic vectors of common bases is an
M,-convex set contained in {0, 1}". Let Q denote the convex hull of this M,-convex set. The
tangent cone of Q at e? (the characteristic vector of B), to be denoted by Qp, is an M,-
convex polyhedron and the extreme rays of tangent cone Qg correspond to common bases
adjacent to B. The adjacency relation in matroid intersection has been investigated in [8 [12]],
and an instance of a common base with exponentially many adjacent common bases has been
constructed in [13]. Let B be such a common base with exponentially many adjacent common
bases. Then the tangent cone Qg has exponentially many extreme rays. Next consider the
dual cone of Qp, and call it P. By the conjugacy between M,-convexity and L,-convexity
([18l, Theorem 8.48]), P is an L,-convex polyhedron, and its facets correspond to extreme
rays of Qp. Moreover, P is an integral polyhedron, implying that P is the convex hull of an
L,-convex set S = P N Z". It follows that the description of this L,-convex set S requires
exponentially many inequalities. ]

4 Refinement of the polyhedral description

In Theorems [3.1] and we have identified inequalities of the form x(J) — x(I) < y;; to
describe L,-convex and Lg—convex sets (and polyhedra). In this section we establish their
refinements in Theorems 4.1 and 2] with the aid of a graph representation.

4.1 Graph representations

Let S = S| + 5, be an L,-convex set with two L-convex sets S| and S,. By Theorem 2.1
each L-convex polyhedron S (k = 1,2) is described as

Se={yeZ'ly;—yi<vy (GJ)€E), (4.1)

where E, € (N X N)\ {(i,i) | i € N} and y{;" € Z (finite-valued) for all (i, j) € E;. We do not

impose triangle inequality on y® = (ygf) | (i, j) € E}), which is allowed by Remark 2,11
With reference to (4.I)) we consider a directed graph G; = (N, E;) with vertex set N =

{1,2,...,n} and edge set E;. Each edge (i, j) € E; is associated with a length of y(k). We

ij
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3 (3] 3 [3]

G Gy Gy +G;

Figure 2: Graphs for L-convex polyhedra (Example 1))

denote the reorientation of G, by G5 = (N, E7), where an edge (i, j) of G3 has length 7’;12')- The
union of G, and GjJ is denoted by G, + G5 = (N, E; U E3) or simply by G, = (N, E,) with
E. = E\UE}. Parallel edges may existin G, = G| +G3. When necessary, an edge connecting
i to jin E (resp., E3) is denoted by (i, j); (resp., (i, j)»). Thatis, (i, )); € E; and (i, j), € E3.
The edge length y in G, = (N, E,) 1s defined for e € E, by

4.2
Y2 (e=(, j)n € E). 2

Ji

o) = {yﬁ}) (e = (i, j)i € E),

For k = 1,2, each graph G, contains no negative cycles by S, # 0 (Remark 2.1)). Let
A(i, j; Gy) denote the minimum y®-length of a path connecting i to j in G, where A(i, j; Gy) =
+o0 if there is no such path. Define A(j, i; G5) := A(, j; G2).

Example 4.1. Let S =S5, + S, be an L,-convex set defined by

Si={yeZ' 1y -y <3, y3- <5 Y-y <8,y —ys < 7},
S,={z€Z'|la-5<2, u-u<1,-23<3,
4—20=<5,73—24 <2}.

The graphs G, and G, associated with S| and S, are illustrated in Fig.[2] where vertex i is
shown by E and
H _ H _ H _  _ ~.
Yio =3 ¥ =3 vu =8 vy =T

W2 el gBes sBes B2

The graph G, = G| + G is also shown. ]

We represent a directed cycle in G, as a (cyclic) sequence of edges: C = eje; - --ep_1€y,
where ¢, € E, fork = 1,2, ..., ¢ and the head (terminal vertex) of e, is the tail (initial vertex)
of ey for k = 1,2,...,¢ with the convention of e,,;, = e,. When we speak of a cycle, we
always mean a directed cycle in this paper. We denote the length of C by

14
VO =y A= ), v+ DY (4.3)
k=1

(&.)1eC (i.))2eC

A cycle C is called simple if the vertices on C are all distinct.

11



We call a cycle mixed if it contains edges from both E; and ES. For a mixed cycle C, we
define its break vertices (iy, ji, ..., im jn) and an inequality associated with C by

xX{Js- s ) = X, - i) < ¥(0), (4.4)

which is used to formulate Theorem (4.1l

The break vertices (iy, ji,...,iu, ju) are defined as follows. Assume, without loss of
generality, that a mixed cycle C is represented as C = eje; - - - e,_1e, withe| € E; and e, € E7,
which is possible by a cyclic permutation of the edges in C. The first break vertex i; is the
tail of e;, which is also the head of e,. In general, a break vertex i, is the tail of ¢, € C N E,
and the head of ¢,_; € C N ES for some k (=: s,), whereas j, is the head of e, € C N E; and
the tail of ep,; € C N ES for some k’ (=: ¢,). Including the break vertices we may represent C
as

C=lijler---eljileq1--eg-1lizles, - -e,ljalener -+
———— — — —_—

E; E; E;
T, |lm| €5, "€, |]m| €r,+1° " €¢ |ll | (45)
S——— N——
Ei ES
Notethat s; = land s, <t < s,y —2forr=1,2,...,mwith s,,,; = {+ 1, and that ¢, € E,
ifs,<k<t.ande, € Ejift,+1 <k <5,y —1. Forr=1,2,...,m, an interval of E,-edges

starts at vertex i, and ends at vertex j,, and an interval of ES-edges starts at vertex j, and ends
at vertex i,.;. We often refer to an interval of E-edges (resp., ES-edges) as an E|-interval
(resp., E3-interval). The index m is equal to the number of E;-intervals in C, which is also
equal to the number of ES-intervals.

Example 4.2. The concepts introduced above are illustrated for G, = G| + G; in Fig.

e For a simple mixed cycle C = (1, 2),(2, 3),(3,4),(4, 1),, there is a pair of break vertices
(i1, j1) = (1,2). Wehave y(C) =3+ (B3 +2+ 1) =9and x, — x; <9 in (@.4).

e For a simple mixed cycle C = (1, 2),(2, 3),(3,4),(4, 1),, there is a pair of break vertices
(i1, j1) = (1,3). Wehave y(C) = (3+5)+ 2+ 1) =11 and x3 — x; < 11 in @.4).

e For a simple mixed cycle C = (1,2)(2,3),(3,4):(4, 1),, the break vertices are given
by (i1, j1) = (1,2) and (i, jo) = (3,4). We have y(C) = 3+3+8+ 1 = 15 and
x({2,4}) — x({1,3}) < 15 in @.4).

e For a simple mixed cycle C (3,4)1(4, 1),(1,3),, there is a pair of break vertices
(i1, j1) = (3,4). We have y(C) =8 + (1 +2) = 11 and x4 — x3 < 11 in (@.4).

e A simple mixed cycle C = (3,4),(4,2),(2,3), has the same break vertices (i1, j;) =
(3,4) as above and a longer length with y(C) = 8 + (5 + 3) = 16. This results in
X4 — x3 < 16 in (@.4), which is weaker than (implied by) x4 — x3 < 11 in the above.

e A non-simple mixed cycle C = (2,3),(3,4),(4, 1)1(1,3)2(3,4)2(4, 2), has a pair of break
vertices (i1, j1) = (2,1),and y(C) = 5 +8+7)+ (2 + 2+ 5) = 29. The associated
inequality x; — x, < 29 is implied by other inequalities in (4.4)) associated with simple
mixed cycles, as follows. The edge set of C is the union of two simple mixed cycles

12



CY =(2,3)1(3,4),(4,2), and C? = (3,4);(4,1),(1,3),. The cycles CV and C® have

break vertices (i(ll), j(ll)) =(2,3) and (i(12), j(lz)) = (3, 1), respectively, and give rise to

x3—x <Y(C)=5+2+5) =12,
X —x3 <Y(CH=@+7)+2=1T7.

These two inequalities, when added, imply the inequality x; — x, < 29 corresponding
to the non-simple mixed cycle C. It is generally true that the inequality (@.4) for a
non-simple mixed cycle is implied by other inequalities in (£.4]) associated with simple
mixed cycles. ]

Remark 4.1. In Example we have seen a structural reason (non-simplicity) for redun-
dancy. Another (obvious) reason for redundancy is numerical coincidence. Such numerical
redundancy is likely to occur, for example, if ¥V and y® in the given descriptions in (.1)
satisfy triangle inequality. There may be other reasons that lead to redundancy in inequalities
in (4.4). It is left for the future to clarify the condition for redundant inequalities. ]

4.2 Refined theorems

With the terminology and notation introduced in Section .1l we can state the following
theorem, which is a refinement of Theorem 3.1l In (@.6) as well as in @.7), (i1, ji»- - ims jm)
denotes the break vertices of a simple mixed cycle C in G, = G + G5 and y(C) is the length
of C defined in (&.3).

Theorem 4.1.
(1) An Ly-convex set S C Z" represented as S = S|+ S, with S| and S , being L-convex can
be described as

S ={xeZ" | x({j1,-- > Jmb) — x({i1, .. .. im}) < ¥(O),
C: simple mixed cycle in G,}. (4.6)

(2) An Ly-convex polyhedron P C R" represented as P = P, + P, with P, and P, being
L-convex can be described as

P={xeR"| x({j1,-- -, Jjmb) — x({i1, ..., in}) < ¥(O),
C: simple mixed cycle in G,}. “4.7)

Proof. Two different proofs are given in this paper. The first is a structural proof, which is a
refinement of the proof (Section 3.3)) of Theorem [3.1] and relies on more detailed versions of
the conjugacy theorem and M,-optimality criterion in discrete convex analysis. The second
is a direct algebraic proof, which is based on Fourier—Motzkin elimination and does not use
results from discrete convex analysis. The structural proof is given in Section 4.3] and the
algebraic proof in Section m|

Remark 4.2. Theorem[.1lis a refinement of Theorem [3.1]in the following respects.

1. Theorem [3.T]identified the form x(J) — x(I) < y;; of the inequalities, but the bound y;;
is not investigated. In contrast, Theorem K.1] gives an expression of this y;; in terms
of the given data of the constituent L-convex sets (or polyhedra). In particular, triangle
inequality is not assumed, which is natural and convenient in applications.
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2. Theorem 3.1l involves all pairs (I, J) of disjoint subsets I and J in (3.7) (or (3.8)),
whereas the expression (@.6) (or (@.7)) in Theorem (.1 restricts itself to those pairs
(1, J) which are derived from the given descriptions of the constituent L-convex sets
(or polyhedra). ]

Theorem [4.1]is demonstrated below for the L,-convex set in Example 4.1l

Example 4.3. Recall the L,-convex set S = S+, in Example[d.1] for which the associated
graphs are shown in Fig. 2l In Example 4.2] we have seen typical cases of the inequality in
#.4)) associated with a mixed cycle in G,. By inspecting all simple mixed cycles in G., we
arrive at the following system of inequalities to describe S :

x1—x3< 17, x1—x4 <11,
Xp—x1 <9, Xo—x3 <21, x— x4 <15,
x3—x1 <11, x3—x <12, X3 — x4 < 17, (4.8)
Xa—x1 <17, x3—x <18, x4—x3 <11,

X2+ x4 — X1 —x3 <15,

where redundant inequalities are omitted. In Section [3 we show an alternative method to
derive these inequalities. ]

Example 4.4. For the L,-convex set S = S| + S, defined by (3.9) and (3.10) in Example 3.1]
the graph G, + G5 is acycle (1,2,...,m — 1,m). There is only one simple mixed cycle C,
for which (iy, ji,...,0m ju) = (1,2,...,m — 1,m). This cycle corresponds to the inequality
(x1+x3+---+xn_1)—(x2+x4+---+xn)SOin(m). |

By the simple relation between L,-convexity and Lg—convexity (Proposition 2.2), Theo-
rem [4.Ilabove can be adapted easily to an Lg—convex set (or polyhedron). Let S =S8, +S5, C
Z" be an Lg—convex set, with S| and S, being Lf-convex. Each S, is described as in Theo-
rem 22 with 7" in (ZI€). Consider a graph G, = (N, E;) with N = N U {0} and E = {(i, j) |
5/1(.? < 400, i,j € N, i # j}. Let G be the reorientation of G,, and let G, = G; + G3. The
notion of a mixed cycle C can be defined naturally on G,, and %(C) will denote the length of
C defined similarly to (£.3)) using 5/1(.?.

Theorem 4.2.
(1) An Lg—convex set S C 7" represented as S = S|+ S, with S| and S, being L-convex can
be described as

S={xeZ'|%=(x,0)0€Z", %{j1,.... ju}) — ¥i1,....in}) <H(O),
C: simple mixed cycle in G, }. (4.9)

(2) An Lg—convex polyhedron P C R" represented as P = Py + P, with P, and P, being
LA-convex can be described as

P={xeR"|%=(x,00€R"™", X({ji,.... Jm}) = Z({i1,....in}) < F(O),
C: simple mixed cycle in G.}. (4.10)

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.] with Propositions 2.1l and mi
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4.3 Proof of Theorem 4.1l by discrete convex analysis

We give a proof of Theorem .| relying on results from discrete convex analysis, which is
similar in vein to the proof of Theorem [3.1] but uses detailed versions of the conjugacy theo-
rem and M,-optimality criterion. To be specific, while we used the M,-optimality criterion of
[18], Theorem 8.32] to prove Theorem [3.1] the proof of Theorem [ Tl here is based on another
form of M,-optimality criterion [I8 Theorem 8.33] that is applicable when an M,-convex
function is represented as the sum of two M-convex functions. We shall use concepts such as
M- and M,-convex functions as well as L- and L,-convex functions. For definitions of these
concepts, the reader is referred to Appendix [A.1l

4.3.1 Step 1 (using DCA structural results)

Let S € Z" be an L,-convex set, represented as S = §; + S, with L-convex sets §; and S 5.
Denote the indicator functions of S and S, by g and g, respectively; that is, g = d5 and
gk = 0s, for k = 1,2. Since Sy is an L-convex set, each g; : Z" — {0, +oo} is an L-convex
function. By § = § + S, the function g is equal to the (integral) infimal convolution g;0g,
of g and g,, that is,

g(x) = (g10g2)(x) = inf{g|(y) + £2(2) | x =y +z; y,z € Z"},

which shows that g : Z" — {0, +o0} is an L,-convex function.

Let f; denote the conjugate of the function g, that is, fy = g; for k = 1,2. By the
conjugacy theorem [I8, Theorem 8.12], each f; : Z" — Z U {+oo} is an M-convex function,
and g, = f. In addition, f;(0) = 0 and f; is positively homogeneous, since it is the conjugate
of an indicator function.

Define f = fi + f>, which is an M,-convex function. We have

f=h+h=81+8=(&0g) =g, (4.11)
where the equality g} + g5 = (g10g>)* is in [18] p. 229, (8.38)]. We also have
ff=0h+R)" =0 =808 =g, (4.12)

where the equality (f; + f2)* = fOf; is due to [I8| Theorem 8.36]. Thus we obtain f = g*
and f* = g, which allows us to use the expression S = df(0) in 3.16) with f = f; + f>.
Therefore,

§ =0f(0) ={peZ"|0 € argmin{f(z) - (p,2)} }
={p €Z"]0 € argmin{(f1(2) = (p,2) + ()} }. (4.13)

In @.13)), the functions fi(z) — (p,z) and f>(z) are M-convex. For a general M,-convex
function & : Z" — R U {400} represented as & = hy + h, with M-convex functions 4, and h,,
the second form of M,-optimality criterion [18, Theorem 8.33] states that a vector z* € Z"
with h(z*) < +o0 is a minimizer of 4 if and only if

D = e+ o) = (@]
r=1

+ ) (@ = e+ ) = ()] 2 0 (4.14)

r=1
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for any distinct iy, ji,...,in, jm € N, where i,,.; = i; by ConventionE The condition (@.14)
for h1(2) = f1(2) — {p, 2), h2(z) = f>(z), and z* = 0 reads

Z(pj, - pi) < Z(fl(ej’ — ")+ fleh — ")), (4.15)
r=1 r=1

which is a necessary and sufficient condition for p to be in S. Therefore,
S ={p eZ" | @I3) for all distinct iy, ji,...,in, jm} (4.16)
On the right-hand side of the inequality (4.13]), we observe

file! = ¢') = sup{(e/ — ', x) | x € Sy}
= sup{x; — x; | x € S¢} = A0, j; Go), (4.17)

where the first equality is due to the definition of f; = 65, and the last equality is a fundamen-
tal relation between the maximum potential difference and the shortest path length; see, e.g.,
Theorem 8.3]. (Recall from Section E.1 that A(i, j; G;) denotes the minimum y®-length
of a path connecting i to j in G;.) With the use of (4.I7) we can rewrite the right-hand side

of (.13)) as
Zm](fl(eff —e") + faleh — ™)) = Zm]u(ir, Jri G + Ajrs irs13 G3)).
r=1 r=1
By introducing notation
A1, Jis eyl Jm) = i(/l(ir’jr; G) + A(jr, ir415 G3)) (4.18)
r=1

and changing the variable p to x, we can rewrite the inequality in (£.13)) as

X({J1s s Jmh) = XQin, oo ind) < AGL J1s o dms i) (4.19)
and the representation of S in (4.16)) as

S ={xeZ"| @I9) for all distinct iy, ji,...,Ins jm)- (4.20)

4.3.2 Step 2 (using cycle decomposition)

The next step of the proof is to relate (4.20) to simple mixed cycles in G, = G| + G5. Let C
be a (simple or non-simple) mixed cycle with break vertices (iy, ji, ..., iu, jm), and consider
the inequality

x{jts oo Jmd) = 2y, i) < ¥(0) (4.21)

in (d.4)), where y(C) denotes the length of the cycle C defined in (4.3)). Using these inequalities
for simple mixed cycles C, we define § C Z” by

S :={x € Z" | @ZI) for every simple mixed cycle C}. (4.22)

3The statement of [18] Theorem 8.33] imposes the condition “{iy, ..., i }N{J1, ..., jm} = 0” which allows the
possibility of i, = i, or j, = j, for p # g, but this can be strengthened to the condition that iy, ..., i, ji,..., jm
should be all distinct. There is a typo in [18] page 228, line 5]: “f(x+ x4, —Xv)" should be “fo(x — xu,,, +Xxv,).”
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We want to show that S = §, which is (&.6)) in Theorem @11

The inclusion S C § is easy to see. Let C = eje, - - - e,_1e, be a simple mixed cycle with
break vertices (i, ..., in, ji»- -, jm). Since A(i,, j,; Gy) and A(j,, ir41; G3) denote shortest path
lengths, we have

AGirs jis s i) = D (A i G1) + A 13 G3)

r=1

4
< Z y(er) = y(C),
k=1

which implies S € S.

The reverse inclusion S 2 § can be shown as follows. Let (i1s j1s- -+ im» jm) be an arbi-
trary tuple of distinct indices with A(iy, ji, ..., I, ju) < +00. We will show that there exists
a family of simple mixed cycles such that the inequalities (4.21)) for this family imply the
inequality @.19) for (i1, ji, ..., im, jm). Then the inclusion S 2 S follows.

Since A(iy, ji, ..., in, ) is finite, it follows from the definition in @.I8) that A(i,, j,; G;) <
+00 and A(j,, ir+1;G5) < +oo forr = 1,2,...,m. Let Lgl) be a shortest path from i, to j, in
G with minimum number of edges. Similarly, let L(,z) be a shortest path from j, to i, in G5
with minimum number of edges. We then have

YL = Ay, jr: Gy YD) = A(jrn i3 G) (r=1,2,...,m). (4.23)

The concatenation (series connection) of L(ll), L(12), Lgl), ng), A L,(ﬁ), L,(Z) determines a cycle C

in G,. This cycle C is not necessarily simple. (The paths L(ll), L(lz), L(zl), L(zz), e, Lf,l,), L,(f) may
possibly have common edges, and in such a case, it will be more precise to call C a closed
walk, although we refer to it as a cycle.)

We can decompose C into a family of simple cycles, say, {C, | ¢ € K}. By (£23)) as well

as (@.I8) we have
m

D INC) = D D) + 11D

qeK r=1

= > (A jr: G1) + A ir413G3) = A, 1w o). (4.24)
r=1

Each cycle C, is simple but may or may not be mixed. If C, is mixed, we can think of an
inequality (4.21)) associated with C,, which we express as

x(Jy) — x(I,) < y(Cy), (4.25)

where 1, U J, (with an appropriate ordering of elements) is the break vertices of C,. If C, is
not mixed, we have y(C,) > 0 because neither G| nor G; contains negative cycles, and hence
the inequality (.23 is also true under the definition of I, = J, = 0.

A crucial observation here is the following counting relation. Fori € N and I € N we

define
1 e,
e(z,I)—{O Qe (4.26)
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Lemma 4.1. For each i € N, we have

+1 (ie{jl,jZ""’jm})a
D (el ) =8l ) =4 =1 (€ ir.in,.... i}, (4.27)

q<K 0  (otherwise).

Proof. Let E;,(i) and E,, (i) denote the (multi)sets of the edges of C that enter and leave i,
respectively. First we consider the case of i = j,, where 1 < r < m. The last edge of L"
(C E)) enters j, and the first edge of ng) (€ E3) leaves j,. The vertex j, may be contained in
the middle other paths LY with s # r, but in this case, the two consecutive edges connected
at j, on Lﬁk) belong to the same class (E; or E3). Therefore, we have

|E1 0 Ein(j)l = [Er N Equ(jol + 1, 1E3 N Ein(o)l = 1E3 0 Equ(j)l — 1. (4.28)

Suppose that C, passes through j,, and let e, € Ein(j,) and eqy € Eoy(j,) be the edges of C,
that enter and leave j,, respectively. If e;, € E; and e, € E3, then j, € J, (i.e., &(j,, Jy) = 1).
Symmetrically, if e, € ES and ey € Ej, then j, € I,. If {ein, eq} € E; or {ejn, eou} € E3,
then j, ¢ I, U J,. The vertex j, may be contained in several C,, but it follows from (4.28)) that
Ygek €0r Jg) = Xyex € 1) = +1, as in (@.27). The case of i = i, can be treated in a similar
manner with

|Ey N Ein(ip)l = |Ey 0 Equ(in)l — 1, 1E3 N Ew(in)| = |E3 N Eou(in)] + 1.
Also the remaining case of i # i,, j, can treated similarly using
|Er N Ein()] = [Ey N Equ(Dl,  |E; N Ein()] = |E; N Egu()]-
Thus (4.27) is proved. m|
The addition of #.23)) over g € K gives

D) = xU) < D TH(C,). (4.29)

qgeK qgeK

For the left-hand side of (@.29), we have

Z(X(Jq) = X)) = x({j1s - oo Jmh) = X({irs -5 )

qgeK

by Lemma 1] while the right-hand side of #.29) is equal to A(y, ji,...,in, jm) by @&24).
This show that each inequality in (4.19)) can be derived from some of the inequalities in (4.21]).
From this we can conclude that § 2 §, completing the proof of Theorem E.1]

Remark 4.3. The supporting function of a polyhedron Q € R” (in general) is defined for all
u € R" by

n(Q,u) = sup{(u, x) | x € Q}.
Then Q is described by a system of inequalities (u, x) < n(Q, u) with a suitable finite set of
w’s. If Q is a full-dimensional bounded polyhedron, the vectors u will be the normal vectors

of all facets of Q. It is known [10} Section 2.2, Exercise 8] that the supporting function of a
Minkowski sum is given by the sum of the respective supporting functions:

(01 + Oz, u) = n(Qy,u) + n(Qs, u).
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This shows that the bounding constant y;; in (3.8) for L,-convex polyhedron P = Py + P, is
given as
Yy =nPe’ —e')y=nP, e’ —e) +nP,y, e’ —e). (4.30)

LetS =S8 + S, be an L,-convex set. Since f = ¢% is given by
f(u) = sup{(u, x) = 05(x) | x € Z"} = sup{{u, x) | x € S} (uezh,

the function f is nothing but the supporting function 7(P,-) of P = S restricted to integral
vectors. Similarly, f; is essentially the same as the supporting function 7(Py, ) of Py = Sy.
Furthermore, the relation f = f; + f> evaluated at u = ¢’ — e/ corresponds to (&30). |

5 Elimination approach to L,-convex sets

In this section we give an algebraic proof of Theorem [4.]] by means of the Fourier—-Motzkin
elimination.

5.1 Fourier—-MotzKkin elimination

The procedure of Fourier—-Motzkin elimination [26] [31]] is described here for a (general) sys-
tem of inequalities
Au<b (5.1)

in u € R It is assumed that the matrix A has entries from {—1, 0, +1}, which is the case with
our system (3.13)—(5.14) in Section[5.2.1l Let R denote the row set of A, thatis, A = (a;; | i €
R, j € {1,2,...,n}). The ith row vector of A is denoted by qa; for i € R. By assumption, we
have a;; € {-1,0, +1} for all 7 and j.

The Fourier—-Motzkin elimination for (3.I) goes as follows. According to the value of
coeflicient a;; of the first variable u;, we partition R into three disjoint parts (R, R}, R(l)) as

R ={ieR|ay =+1},
Ry =l{i€R|ay =1},
R)={i€R|ay =0},

and decompose (3.1)) into three parts as

au < b,‘ (l S RT), (52)
au<b;  (i€Ry), (5.3)
au<b; (i€R)). (5.4)

For all possible combinations of i € R} and k € R}, we add the inequality for 7 in (5.2)) and
the inequality for k in (5.3) to generate

(a; + apu < b; + by (ie R+, k e Rl_) (5.5)

Since a;1 + ay = 0 for all i € R} and k € R|, the newly generated inequalities in (5.3)) are
free from the variable u;. We have thus eliminated #; and obtained a system of inequalities

in (us, . .., u,) consisting of (3.4) and (3.3).

19



For the variable u; we obtain

n n
max {Z agju; — bk} < u; < min {b,- - Z a,-juj} (5.6)
keR} = i€Ry =
from (3.2) and (3.3). Once (us, ..., u,) is found, u; can easily be obtained from (3.6). Note
that the interval described by (3.6) is nonempty as long as (us, ..., u,) satisfies (3.3). It is
understood that the maximum over the empty set is equal to —co and the minimum over the
empty set is equal to +oo.

It is emphasized that the derived system of inequalities in (uy, uy, ..., u,) consisting of
(.4), (5.3), and (3.6) is in fact equivalent to the original system consisting of (3.2)), (3.3)), and
(G4). In particular, (u;,u,,...,u,) satisfies 3.2), (3.3), and (&.4) if and only if (uy,...,u,)
satisfies (5.4) and (3.3), and u, satisfies (3.6). In geometric terms, the projection of the
polyhedron Q = {u € R" | Au < b} to the space of (u», us, ...,u,) is described by (3.4) and
(E.5D.

The Fourier—Motzkin method applies the above procedure recursively to eliminate vari-
ables uy, u,, ...,u, ;. At the stage when the variables u;, us, ..., u,_; have been eliminated,
we obtain a system of inequalities to describe the projection of Q to the space of (ug, usy 1, .. .,
u,). At the end of the process, a single inequality in u, of the form (5.6) results. Then we can
determine (u;, u,, ..., u,) in the reverse order u,,, u,_1, ..., U.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1 by Fourier—Motzkin elimination

We present the proof for an L,-convex polyhedron, from which the proof for an L,-convex set
follows immediately (see Remark[3.1]). We prefer to work with polyhedra rather than discrete
sets because of the geometric flavor of the proof with an interpretation by projections.

5.2.1 Inequality systems

Let P = P, + P, be an L,-convex polyhedron, where P, and P, are L-convex polyhedra.
Define

Q={(x,y,20eR" |x=y+2z yeP,, z€ P,}. (5.7)

Then P = {x € R" | (x,y,2) € Q}, which is a projection of Q. By Theorem 2.1l we have
Pi={yeR" |y -y <y (GJ)€ED), (5.8)
Py={z€R"|z—-z <7y ((j.i) € E)}, (5.9)

where Ey, E, € (NxN)\{(i.i) | i € N}, 7};" € R (finite-valued) for all (i, j) € E, and '} € R
for all (j, i) € E,. Then Q is described by

Xi=y +z (lGN), (510)
yi—yi<vy ()€ E, (5.11)
-2 <Y (i) € Ey). (5.12)

We can eliminate z by substituting z; = x; — y; into (3.12)), to obtain

yi—yi vy ()€ Ey), (5.13)

Vi—vi+xi—x; <9y (i) € Ey). (5.14)
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Let O denote the set of (x, y) satisfying these inequalities, that is,

0 = {(x,y) e R* | G.13), C14)}. (5.15)

We denote by Qg the projection of Q to the space of (x1, X2, ..., Xu, Ves Vests---»yn) fOor € =
1,2,...,n+ 1. We have Q; = O and Q,,; = P. By eliminating y from (3.13) and (5.14),
we can obtain the polyhedral description of P. The Fourier—Motzkin elimination procedure
enables us to carry out this task.

Example 5.1. Consider the L,-convex polyhedron P associated with the L,-convex set in
Example 4.1l The inequalities in (3.10)—(5.12) are given by

Xi1=y1+21, Xo=Y2+22, X3=Y3+23, X4=Ys4+ 2,
Y2=y1 <3, y3=-y2<5 y—-y3<8, yi—-wu<T,
21—-2352, zu—u<1, z2p-23<3, zu—-2<5, —-2<2,

and those in (3.13) and (5.14)) are given by

Y2=y1 =3, y3=»m<5 y-y3<8, yi—y<T,
Vi—=Vi+Xx1—-x352, Yi—-W+xs—x1 =1,
Vi=+ X —x3<3, yp—Ya+tXg—xX <5, Ya—y3+x3—xg <2

By eliminating (y;, y2,y3, y4), We arrive at a system of inequalities for P, which is given by

#@.8) in Example 4.3 [

Remark 5.1. Theorem[d.JK1) for an L,-convex set follows from the statement (2) for an L,-
convex polyhedron. Let § = §; + §,, where S| and S, are L-convex sets, and denote their
convex hulls by P = S,P,=8,and P, = S,. Since S;+S, =S, + S, in general ([18]
Proposition 3.17]), we have P = P, + P,, where P, and P, are L-convex polyhedra. We have
S = P NZ" by integral convexity of an L,-convex set ([I8, Theorem 8.42]), and hence (7))

implies (@.6). [

5.2.2 Polyhedral description of the projection O,

In Section .1l we have introduced an inequality

x({jts oo Jmd) = x{in, s i) < ¥(0) (5.16)

associated with a mixed cycle C with reference to its break vertices (see (£.4) and (£.3))). This
inequality is used in Theoremd.I]to describe P = Qn+ 1. For the description of QA[ with general
¢ (to be given in Proposition[5.T)), we need a similar inequality associated with a path. For a
path L in G, we define its break vertices (iy, ji, - - - im+1, Jm+1) (S€€ below) and an inequality
associated with L by

yi=Yi+x{ji, oo jmh) = xUiz, ) < y(D), (5.17)

where i and j are the initial and terminal vertices of L and y(L) = },,.; v(e) is the length of L
with respect to y in (d.2). It is noted that the first and last break vertices, i; and j,,,, do not

appear in (3.17). The inequality (3.17) generalizes y;—y; < yl(.jl.) in(GI3) and y; —y;+x;—x; <
yf.) in (5.14) (see Example[3.2)).
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For a (simple or non-simple) path L = eje,---e,_1e, from i to j (# i) in G., the break
vertices (i1, ji, .- -»im+1, Jme1) Of L are defined as follows. The index m is equal to the number
of EZ-intervals in L; in particular, m = 0 if L has no edge from E5. We define i; := i
and j,.1 := j. Suppose that L has edges from E?, that is, m > 1. Let j; be the vertex at

which the first E7-interval starts; we have j; = i if the first edge e¢; belongs to ES. For each
r=1,2,...,m, the r-th EJ-interval starts at vertex j. and ends at vertex i,,;:

L=lijler e, |jilen+1 - es-1lizles, - e, |jalensr - esilizles - -
—— — ——— —_———— —_——

E ES E ES

T esm—llim| esm e etm I]m| etm+1 o esmﬂ—l |im+l| eS"H,] R Ijm+l|' (518)
| —_— P b— L g——

E; E;

2 Ey

If e; € ES, the first interval e, -- - ¢, of E;-edges is empty, in which case we have 1, = 0.
Symmetrically, if e, € ES, the last interval e, , - - - e, of E;-edges is empty, in which case we
have s,,.1 = €+ 1. With this convention we have 0 < 1, s, <1, (r=2,3,...,m), Sy <€+1
for Ey-intervals, and t, + 1 < s,y — 1 (r = 1,2,...,m) for EJ-intervals.

The inequality (3.17) for a path L is illustrated in the following example, whereas the
inequality (3.16) for a mixed cycle C has been illustrated in Example

Example 5.2. The inequality (3.17) for a path L is illustrated for some cases,

e If L consists of a single edge (i, j); € E;, thenm = 0, (iy, j;) = (i, j), and the inequality

(.17 reduces to y; — y; < ylf}) in (3.13).

o If L is a single edge (i, j), from ES, then m = 1, (i1, j1) = (i), (i2, j») = (J, j), and
(5.17) reduces to y; — y; + x; — x; < yf.) in (3.14).

e For a simple path L = (i, 1)2(1,2)1(2, j) withm = 2, (i1, j1) = (i, 1), (i2, j2) = (1,2),
and (i3, j3) = (J, j), the inequality (3.17) is given by

(2) (D (2)
i T2 T Y-

yj—yi+x,~+x2—x1 —ng'y
e For a simple path L = (i, 1)1(1,2),(2,3):(3, j), with m = 2, (i1, j;) = (i, 1), (iz, jo) =
(2,3), and (i3, j3) = (J, j), the inequality (5.17) is given by
Vi it b= =X <y s e+ 75?-
e For a non-simple path L = (i,1);(1,2),(2, 1)i(1, j), with m = 2, (iy,j;) = (1),
(iz, j2) = (2, 1), and (i3, j3) = (J, j), the inequality (5.17) is given by

Vi—Yit2x =X —x; < 7,(-11) + 7;21) + 7;11) + 7’5'21)’ (5.19)

in which x; appears with coefficient 2. |

Recall notations Q in (3.13)) and its projection O, to the space of (x, yig) € R>~*+1 where
yiey := (VesYes1s- - -5 yn). The following proposition states that each Qg can be described by
(5.16) for a suitably chosen family C, of simple mixed cycles in G, and (5.17)) for a suitably
chosen family £, of simple paths in G, connecting i € N, to j € N, where N, := {{,{ +
1,...,n}
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Proposition 5.1. Let 1 < ¢ <n+ 1. We have

Q¢ = {(x,ygy) | G.I8) for every (simple mixed cycle) C € C,
(3.17) for every (simple path) L € P} (5.20)

for a family C; of simple mixed cycles in G, and a family P, of simple paths in G, from a
vertex in N, to another vertex in Ny. [ |

In Section [5.2.4 we prove Proposition 5.1 by induction on ¢ on the basis of the Fourier—
Motzkin elimination. The expression (3.20) for £ = 1 is true with the choice of C; = 0 and
P, = E, U E2, because Q; = Q is described by (5.13) and (5.14)), which are special cases of
(5.17) as explained in Example[3.2] The expression (3.2Q) for £ = n+ 1 implies the expression
@7) in Theorem E.11 since Q,.; = P and P,.; = 0 (by N,,; = 0). Before describing the
general induction step, we illustrate in Section[5.2.3]the first step to eliminate y;.

Remark 5.2. The definition of break vertices for a path in (3.18)) is consistent with that for
a mixed cycle in (.5). A mixed cycle C = eje,---e,1e, with e; € E; and e, € E; may be
identified with a path L = eje,---e,_1e, from i to j, where i is the tail of e; and j is a copy

of i. If (i1, ji1,- .., im+1, Jms+1) denotes the break vertices of L, the break vertices of C are given
by (i1, jis- - -»im» jm). Moreover, the inequality (3.16]) for C coincides (formally) with (3.17))
for L with the understanding of y; = y; and i,,,.1 = j =1 =i;. [

5.2.3 Eliminating y,

Our proof of Proposition[3.1lis based on the Fourier—Motzkin elimination applied to (5.13)—
(5.14). In this section we describe the first step to eliminate y,.
To eliminate y; we classify the inequalities into six groups as

y-yi<yy (G1)e€E), (5.21)
Yi—y <A (1) eE, (5.22)
yi—yi<yy (#1,j#1,G.))€E, (5.23)
yi—yitx-x <y (1) € By, (5.24)
Yi—yi+xm-x <Y (1) € Ey), (5.25)
Yi—yitxi—x; VP (#1,j# 1,00 € Ey). (5.26)

Note that y; appears with coefficient “+1” in (3.21)) and (3.24), and with coefficient “~1" in

(5.22)) and (5.23)), while y; does not appear in (3.23) and (3.26). Thus there are four types of
combinations to eliminate y;, namely, 3.21) + (3.22), (3.24) + (3.23), (G.21) + (3.23), and
G249 + (3.22).

e (3.21I) + (322): This combination gives rise to

(D (D)
Yi— i S'yil +71j'

This inequality coincides with (317) for L = (i, 1);(1, j);, for which m = 0 and
(i19j1) = (l9 J)
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e (5.24) + (3.23): This combination gives rise to

Yi—YitXxi—X; < 75.21) + 7(1?.
This inequality coincides with (3.17) for L = (i, 1),(1, j),, for which m = 1 and
(i1, j1) = (i, 1) and (i2, j2) = (J, J)-

o (3.21) + (323): The addition of (3.21) and (3.23)) generates

Vi vitx—x; <y + ’}’ﬁ).
If i # j, this inequality coincides with (5.17)) for L = (i, 1);(1, j),, for which m = 1 and
(i1, j1) = (i, 1) and (in, jo) = (J, j). If i = j, the above inequality reduces to

1 2
X —X; < 751) +7’§1),

which coincides with (5.16)) for C = (i, 1);(1, i),, for which m = 1 and (i}, j;) = (i, 1).
o (5.24) + (3.22): The addition of (3.24) and (5.22)) generates

1 (@)

Yi—YitXi—Xp =Yy 1Y

If i # j, this inequality coincides with (5.17)) for L = (i, 1),(1, j);, for which m = 1 and
(i1, j1) = (i,i) and (i, j») = (1, j). If i = j, the above inequality reduces to

()] 2

Xi—= X1 2y Y

which coincides with (53.16) for C = (i, 1),(1,7); = (1,7);(i, 1),, for which m = 1 and
(il’jl) = (1’l)

Thus the system of inequalities for (ya, y3, . . ., Va3 X1, X2, . . ., X,,) is given by (5.23)), (3.26),
and the inequalities derived above. The interval of y, is given by (3.6) as

() @)
max 4§ max {—vy,. +Vyi, max =y, +y;+Xx; — Xx;
{(Lj)eEl{ Vi + i) (j,l)eEz{ [T A ’}}

; ; (1) . 2)
<y; £min4 min {y;’ +y;}, min Dby — x4+ x)
. {(i’l)EEl {7,1 il (l,i)eEz{yll Vi l 1}}

although this expression plays no role in the proof of Proposition[3.11

5.2.4 Proof of Proposition[5.1]

We prove (3.20) in Proposition[3.1lby inductionon € = 1,2, ...,n+ 1. As already mentioned
right after Proposition [3.1] the expression (5.20) for ¢ = 1 is true with the choice of C; = 0
and Pl =FE U E;

As the induction hypothesis, suppose that (3.20Q) is true for £, where 1 < ¢ < n. That is,
we assume that we have (Cy, ;) such that O is described by (5.16) for C € C; and (5.17)
for L € ;. Since Qg+1 is the projection of Qg along the coordinate axis of y,, we can obtain
an inequality system for Q,; by eliminating the variable y, from the inequalities in (3.17)
for L € P,. It is noted that the inequalities in (3.16) for C € C;, being free from y,, are not
involved in the elimination process.
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Let #; denote the set of paths in P, ending at vertex £ and, similarly, let #, be the set
of paths in #, starting at vertex £. For L* € ] and L~ € P, express the corresponding
inequalities as

ye = yi+x(J7) = x(I") < y(L"), (5.27)
Vi=Ye+x(J7) = x(I") <y(L), (5.28)

where i (# {) is the starting vertex of L*, j (# {) is the end vertex of L™, and (/*,J*) and
(I~,J7) are determined from the break vertices of L* and L™, respectively. The operation of
the Fourier—Motzkin elimination is equivalent to adding (3.27) and (5.28)), resulting in

yj=yi+ [X(TT) + x(U)] = [x(I™) + x(I7)] < y(L7) + y(L7). (5.29)
Then we obtain the following description of Q. :

Qe = {(x,Ye41y) | GI6) for all C € Cy,
GID) forall L € P, \ (P UP;),
(5.29) for all (L*,L") € SD; X SD;}. (5.30)

Remark 5.3. Here is a remark to motivate our subsequent argument. The inequality (5.29))
for a pair (L*,L7) € P} x P, corresponds to (3.3) in the general framework of the Fourier—
Motzkin elimination. As such, the inequality (5.29) is legitimate to describe Q. 1, but it may
contain coefficients of +2. More specifically, a coefficient of 2 appears if (J*NJ)\(ITUI7) #
(0. In contrast, the coefficients must be taken from {—1,0, +1} in (3.20). In the following we
are going to find a family of inequalities of admissible forms that implies (3.29). This family
of inequalities are used to update (Cy, Pr) to (Cri1, Prs1)- ]

Consider the concatenation (series connection) of L™ and L™, which is a path L from i to
jifi # joracycle Cifi = j. (The paths L* and L~ may possibly have common edges,
and in such a case, it will be more precise to call L a walk, although we refer to it as a
path.) For the sake of description, we assume that we have a path L with break vertices
(i1 J1s -+ > Ime1, Jme1), While the other case of a cycle can be treated in a similar manner. This
path is not necessarily simple. In particular, there is a possibility of (/T UJ") NI~ U J7) # 0.
IfI" NI~ #0orJ NJ™ # 0, the associated inequality (3.17) contains coeflicients other than
{—1,0, +1} (see for an example).

We can decompose the path L from i to j into a union of a simple path L, from i to j and
a family of simple cycles, say, {C, | ¢ € K}, where K can be empty. We have

YLo) + Y ¥(Cp) = Y (L") +y(LD). (5.31)
qgeK

For the simple path L, we can consider an inequality in (3.17), which we denote as

y;j = yi+x(Jo) — x(Ip) < y(Lo), (5.32)

where Iy U Jj is determined from the break vertices of L. Each cycle C, is simple but may
or may not be mixed. If C, is mixed, we can consider an inequality of the form of (5.16)
associated with C,, which we express as

x(J,) - x(I,) < y(C,), (5.33)

where 1, U J, is the break vertices of C,. Denote the mixed cycles among {C, | ¢ € K} by
{C, | q € K.}, where K, C K. Then we have an inequality (5.33) for each g € K..
We observe a simple counting relation using the notation (-, -) in ([@.26).
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Lemma 5.1. For each h € N, we have

leh, ) + &(h, )] — [e(h, ") + &(h, )] = Z (e(h, J,) — &(h, 1,)). (5.34)

4eK.0{0}

Proof. Let h € N. The left-hand side of (5.34)) is equal to +2 if h € J* N J~, and it is equal to
Oifhe NI, etc.:

LHSof G34) |hel- helJ he¢l UJ
hel' -2 0 -1
heJt 0 +2 +1

heltuJt -1 +1 0

Next we consider the right-hand side of (5.34). Let e; and e}, be the edges of L*, if any, that
enter and leave vertex h, respectively. Define e; and eOut similarly for L.

o IfheJ"NJ ,then{e e } C E;and {e],,e,,} € E5, and there exist precisely two ¢’s
such that i € J,. Hence the right-hand side of (Iﬂl) is equal to +2.

o IfheJ NI, then{e!, e} C Eyand{e_,el } C ES. Two cases can be distinguished.
In the first case, there are distinct ¢’ and ¢” such that h e Jy and h € 1. In the second
case, h is not contained in any of /, U J,, which occurs when {el, Out} is used by some
Cy (or L) and {e__, e} } is used by another C,» (or Ly). In either case, the right-hand
side of (5.34) is equal to 0.

e Ifhgl"UJ and h ¢ I” U J7, then {e] ,e],} is contained in E; or EJ, and similarly,

{e;, ey} 1s contained in E; or E. Suppose, for example, that {e; m, es) € Ep and
{e., e} € E5. Two cases can be dlStlIlnglShed There are distinct ¢" and ¢g” such that
h € J, and h € I, or else h is not contained in any of I, U J,. In either case, the
right-hand side of (3.34) is equal to 0.

Similar arguments for other cases show that the right-hand side of (3.34) coincides with the
left-hand side of (3.34). O

Lemma 5.2. Inequality (5.29) is implied by (5.32)) for Ly and (5.33) for C, for all q € K..

Proof. Note first that y(C,) > 0 if C, is not mixed, since neither G nor G contains negative
cycles. Then it follows from (3.31) that

YL+ D" ¥(Cy) <YL + (L. (5.35)

g€k,

By adding (3.32)) and (5.33)) for g € K, and using (3.33)), we obtain

yimyi+ D, () = x(p) < y(Lo) + ) ¥(Cy) < y(L) +y(LO).

¢eK.U{0} qek.

This implies (5.29)), since

Z (x(Jg) = x(Iy) = [x(J7) + x(J] = [x(I") + x(I7)]

¢k, U{0)

by Lemmal[3.11 m|
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For each pair (L*,L") € P} x P;, we obtain a family C*L) := {C, | ¢ € K.} of
simple mixed cycles, and also P"L) := (L}, where P17 is defined to be an empty set
if the concatenation of L* and L~ forms a cycle. With the use of C"L) and P51, we
can rephrase Lemma [5.2] more precisely as follows: The inequality (5.29) generated by the
elimination operation for a pair of inequalities indexed by (L*,L™) € P; x ¥, is implied by
(5.32)) for PLLD) and (5.33) for CL"L7). On the basis of this observation, we modify (C;, P¢)
t0 (Ces1,Prs1) as

C=Cou (et 1w 1y e ppx ), (5.36)
Pea =@\ @L P U (P 1@ 1) e 2p x2,)) (5.37)

Then we obtain

Ors1 2{(x, yean) | (GI6) for all C € Cpuy, (EID for all L € Py}

Finally, we observe that the reverse inclusion (C) is obviously true. Indeed, the addition
of the inequalities in (3.13) and (3.14) along C € C,; (resp., L € Py, ) results in (3.16) for C
(resp., (517 for L). This means that these inequalities are satisfied by every element of Oy, 1,
implying the reverse inclusion (C).

Thus we have completed the proof of Proposition [3.1] by induction on ¢, which in turn
establishes Theorem K. 11

5.3 Box-total dual integrality of L,-convex polyhedra

To state our result we need to define the concepts of (box-)total dual integrality introduced
by Edmonds and Giles [6].

A linear inequality system Ax < b is said to be rotally dual integral (TDI) if the entries of
A and b are rational numbers and the minimum in the linear programming duality equation

max{c'x |Ax < b} = min{y’b|y'A=c", y>0}

has an integral optimal solution y for every integral vector ¢ such that the minimum is finite.
A linear inequality system Ax < b is said to be box-totally dual integral (box-TDI) if the
system [Ax < b,d < x < c] is TDI for each choice of rational (finite-valued) vectors ¢ and d.
It is known [27, Theorem 5.35] that the system Ax < b is box-TDI if the matrix A is totally
unimodular. A polyhedron is called a box-TDI polyhedron if it can be described by a box-TDI
system. See [31 4] [5, 26, 27]] for more about box-total dual integrality.

We are now ready to state our result.

Theorem S5.1. An L,-convex polyhedron is box-TDI. More generally, an Lg—convex polyhe-
dron is box-TDIL

Proof. We first consider an L,-convex polyhedron P. Recall from Section [5.2.1] that an L,-
convex polyhedron P is obtained from the polyhedron Q of (3.7, which is described by the
system consisting of (3.10), (5.11)), and (3.12). This system can be written as

-1 I I . 0
I -1 -1 0
0O 0 B, |'° e
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where each [ is the identity matrix of order n and, for k = 1,2, By is a matrix whose rows are

-1 1 1
e/ —é' for (i, j) € E;. Each By is totally unimodular Therefore, the matrix A = é ; _OI
0O O B

is also totally unimodular, which implies that the system (3.38)) is box-TDI, and hence the
polyhedron Q described by (3.38) is box-TDI. Since the projection of a box-TDI polyhedron
on a coordinate hyperplane is box-TDI ([[5, Theorem 3.4], [26] pp. 323-324]), the polyhedron
P is also box-TDI. Thus every L,-convex polyhedron is box-TDI. By Proposition[2.2[2), this
implies further that every Lg—convex polyhedron is box-TDI; see [26}, p. 323]. O

Theorem [5.1lenables us to apply the results of Frank and Murota [[7]] for separable convex
minimization on a box-TDI set. By so doing we can obtain min-max formulas for separable
convex minimization on an Lg—convex set.

Remark 5.4. Here is a supplementary remark about Theorem 5.1} It is known ([26], p. 323],
[4, Theorem 2.5]) that box-total dual integrality is maintained under Fourier—-Motzkin elimi-
nation if the coeflicients belong to {—1, 0, +1}. This is the case with our system (3.13)—(5.14).
However, we have discarded redundant inequalities in the course of the elimination process,
whereas redundant inequalities are often necessary for a system of inequalities to be box-TDI.
In view of this, box-total dual integrality of the system (7)) does not seem to follow from
our argument, although it is likely that the system (4.7) is, in fact, box-TDI. ]

We note in passing that the intersection of an Lg—convex polyhedron with a box is not

necessarily an Lg—convex polyhedron, although it remains to be an integral polyhedron by
Theorem[5.l An example is given below.

Example 5.3. Recall the Lg—convex set S = {(0,0,0),(1,1,0),(0,1,1),(1,2, 1)} in Exam-
ple3.2 and let B = {0, 1}? be the unit box of integers. Then SNB = {(0,0,0), (1, 1,0), (0, 1, 1)}
1S not an Lg—convex set, since S N B itself is not Li-convex, and the decomposition S N B =
S1+8, with§7,8) C Z3 is possible only if §7 =8 NBand S} ={(0,0,0)} fori # j. A similar
statement applies to the polyhedral version. Indeed, the convex hull S of S is an Lg—convex
polyhedron, and S N B (= S N B) is not an Lg—convex polyhedron. ]

6 Implications

In this section we show alternative proofs to some fundamental facts on discrete convexity
by using the results of this paper on polyhedral descriptions of L,- and Lg—convexity. In
general terms, we can distinguish between “inner” descriptions and “outer” descriptions of
combinatorial objects. For example, a matroid can be defined by an exchange axiom as well
as a submodular (rank) function, where the former is an inner description and latter an outer
description. Such a dual view often affords a deeper understanding, which is the general
recognition behind this section. The alternative proofs given here are of outer-type, while the
existing proofs are of inner-type. We use Theorems[3.Tland[3.2] and not their refined versions
in Theorems [4.T] and

“Matrix By is the transpose of the incidence matrix of the graph Gy in Section .1}

28



6.1 L,-convexity and L°-convexity

It is pointed out recently in that a polyhedron P (or a set S of integer vectors) is L-convex
if and only if it is both L,-convex and Lf-convex. Here we show an alternative polyhedral
proof, based on Theorem [3.1I] when the polyhedron is full-dimensional. It is mentioned,
however, that Proposition itself is an easy fact, which can be proved in any way, but the
given proof will serve as a prototype of the polyhedral argument.

Proposition 6.1 ([13]).
(1) A polyhedron P (C R") is L-convex if and only if it is both L,-convex and L*-convex.
(2) A set S (C Z") is L-convex if and only if it is both L,-convex and L*-convex.

Proof. (Full-dimensional case) First note that (2) follows from (1) applied to the convex hull
of S, and that the only-if-part of (1) is obvious. In the following, we prove the if-part of (1),
that is, if a polyhedron P is both L,-convex and Lf-convex, then P is L-convex. Let F be any
facet of P and v a normal vector of F. Since P is L,-convex, we have v = c(e’ — ¢’) for some
¢ # 0 and disjoint I, J € N with |I| = |J| by Theorem[3.1] (see also Remark[3.1lin Section[3.2)).
On the other hand, since P is Li-convex, we have v = (e’ — /) or v = ce’ for some ¢ # 0 and
i # j by Theorem 2.2l Then it follows that v = c(e’ — e/) for some ¢ # 0 and i # j. Therefore,
P is L-convex by Theorem 2.1l O

6.2 Lg-convexity and multimodularity

It is proved recently in that a polyhedron P (or a set S of integer vectors) is a box if
and only if it is both Lg—convex and multimodular (see Appendix for the definition of
multimodular sets). Here we show an alternative polyhedral proof, based on Theorem
when the polyhedron is full-dimensional.

Proposition 6.2 ([13]).
(1) A polyhedron P (C R") is a box of reals if and only if it is both Lg—convex and multimodular.

(2) A set S (C Z") is a box of integers if and only if it is both Lg—convex and multimodular.

Proof. (Full-dimensional case) First note that (2) follows from (1) applied to the convex
hull of S, and that the only-if-part of (1) is obvious (cf., [14] Proposition 2]). We prove the
if-part of (1) when P is full-dimensional. Let F' be any facet of P and v a normal vector of
F. Since P is Lg—convex, we have v = c(e! — ¢’) for some ¢ # 0 and disjoint I, J C N with
|1l = |J] € {—1,0, 1} by Theorem 3.2l On the other hand, since P is multimodular, we have
v = ce! for some ¢ # 0 and consecutive index set I € N by Theorem[A Tl Then it follows that
v = cé' for some ¢ # 0 and i € N. Therefore, P is a box. O

6.3 Lg-convexity and Mg-convexity

A nonempty set S C Z" is called Mg—convex if it can be represented as the intersection of two
M®-convex sets. Similarly, a polyhedron P C R" is called Mg—convex if it is the intersection of
two M*-convex polyhedra. See Remark below for the definitions of M*-convex sets and
polyhedra.

It is known [23] Lemma 5.7] that a set S (C Z") is a box of integers if and only if it is
both Lg—convex and Mg—convex, and an analogous statement is true for the polyhedral case.
Here we show an alternative polyhedral proof, based on Theorem when the polyhedron
is full-dimensional.
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Proposition 6.3 ([23, Lemma 5.7]).
(1) A polyhedron P (C R") is a box of reals if and only if it is both Lg—convex and Mg-convex.

(2) A set S (CZ") is a box of integers if and only if it is both Lg—convex and Mg—convex.

Proof. (Full-dimensional case) First note that (2) follows from (1) applied to the convex
hull of §, and that the only-if-part of (1) is obvious. We prove the if-part of (1) when P is
full-dimensional. Let F be any facet of P and v a normal vector of F. Since P is Lg—convex,
we have v = c(e! — e’) for some ¢ # 0 and disjoint I, J € N with |I| = |J| € {-1,0,1} by
Theorem On the other hand, since P is Mg—convex, we have v = ce! for some ¢ # 0
and I C N (see Remark [6.1] below). Then it follows that v = ce' for some ¢ # 0 and i € N.
Therefore, P is a box. O

Remark 6.1. An M*-convex polyhedron is a synonym of a generalized polymatroid (g-
polymatroid), which is described as {x | u(I) < x(I) < p(I) (I € N)} with a strong pair
of supermodular u and submodular p (see [9, Section 3.5(a)], [I8, Section 4.8]). If u and p
are integer-valued, the corresponding g-polymatroid is an integral polyhedron, and the set of
its integer points is called an M®-convex set. The intersection of two M"-convex sets (resp.,
polyhedra) is called an Mg—convex set (resp., polyhedron). Hence an Mg—convex set (resp.,
polyhedron) is described by a system of inequalities of the form max{u, (), ux(I)} < x(I) <
min{p;(I), p»(I)}, from which follows that a normal vector v is of the form of v = ce’ for some
¢ # 0and I C N. The reader is referred to [18, Section 4.7] for more about M¥-convex sets. m

Remark 6.2. To be precise, [23, Lemma 5.7] does not deal with the polyhedral case stated
in (1) of Proposition However, the proof there can be extended almost literally to the
polyhedral case. For completeness, we show the proof adapted to the polyhedral case. That
is, we prove here that, if a polyhedron P is both Lg—convex and Mg—convex, then P is a box of
reals. Let P, P, C R" be Lf-convex polyhedra such that P = P, + P,, and let Q;, Q> C R" be
MF-convex polyhedra (g-polymatroids) such that P = Q; N Q».

First we explain the idea of the proof when P is bounded. Each P has the unique min-
imum element a* € P, and the unique maximum element »* € P,. Then a = a' + a® is
the unique minimum of P and b = b' + b? is the unique maximum of P, for which we have
P C la,blg. Since a,b € P = Q; N Q,, we have a,b € Q, for k = 1,2, where a < b.
This implies [a, blz € O, as is easily seen from the polyhedral description of an Mf-convex
polyhedron. Therefore, [a, blr € Q1 N @, = P. Thus we have proved [a, b]z = P.

The general case where P may be unbounded can be treated as follows. For each i € N,
put a; := inf,py; and b; := SUPycp Vis where we have the possibility of @; = —oo and/or
b; = +o0. Obviously, P C [a, b]z holds. To prove [a, b]r C P, take any x € [a, b]g. For each
i € N, there exist vectors p’,¢' € P such that p! < x; < ¢!, where pi, x;, and ¢! denote the ith
component of vectors p', x, and ¢', respectively. Since p’,q' € P = P, + P,, we can express
them as p' = p'! + p2, ¢' = ¢! + ¢ with some p*, g* € P, (k = 1,2). Consider

pr=A\ptepr, ¢:=\/d"er k=12,
ieEN ieEN
and let p := p' + p?> € Pand g := ¢' + ¢* € P. Then, for each i € N, we have
pi=pi+p <Pl PP =P < Gi=qi+q 2q) +df = 4> x,
showing x € [p, g]r. Since p,q € P = Q) N Q,, we have p,q € O, for k = 1,2, where p < q.
This implies [p, glz € Q. which follows from the polyhedral description of an M*-convex

polyhedron. Therefore, x € [p,glz € Q1 N Q, = P, where x is an arbitrarily chosen element
of [a, b]r. Hence [a, b]r C P. Thus we complete the proof of [a, b]z = P. [
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Table 1: Polyhedral descriptions of discrete convex sets

Vector a for {a, x) < b Ref.
Box (interval) | +e' obvious
L-convex el —é [18] Sec.5.3]
Li-convex el — e, +é [18] Sec.5.5]
L,-convex e/ —e (Il =|J) this paper
Lg—convex e/ —e! (I|-|J)€{-1,0,1})) this paper
M-convex el, —eV(=-1) [18] Sec.4.4]
M¥-convex +e! (18] Sec.4.7]
M,-convex el, —eV(=-1) by M-convex
M -convex +e! by MA-convex
Multimodular | +e! (I: consecutive) [13]

7 Conclusion

We conclude this paper by summarizing our present knowledge about the polyhedral descrip-
tion of discrete convex sets in Table[Il The polyhedral description of M,-convex (resp.,Mg—
convex) sets is obtained immediately from that of M-convex (resp., M%-convex) sets; see
Remark The polyhedral description of multimodular sets, described in Theorem [A.T]
has recently been obtained in [15]]. Polyhedral descriptions are not known for integrally con-
vex sets [[I8], Section 3.4], discrete midpoint convex sets [16], and directed discrete midpoint
convex sets [30].
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JP17K00037, JP20K11697, JP21K04533. The authors thank Akihisa Tamura for careful
reading of the manuscript and to Satoru Iwata for communicating his personal memorandum
[13]]. Comments from the referees were helpful to improve the paper.

A Definitions from discrete convex analysis

A.1 L-convex and M-convex functions

A function f : Z" — R U {+co} with dom f # 0 is called L-convex if it is submodular:
O+ M2 fxVy) + fxAy)
for all x,y € Z" and there exists r € R such that
JOe+pl) = f(x) +pr

forall x € Z" and u € Z.
A function f : Z" — RU{+oco} with dom f # 0 is called L,-convex if it can be represented
as the (integral) infimal convolution fi0f, of two L-convex functions f; and f5, that is, if

J) = (o)) =inf{fi(n) + L) [ x=y+2z y,2€Z"  (xeZ').

It is known [[I18], Note 8.37] that the infimum is always attained as long as it is finite.
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A function f : Z" — R U {+oo} with dom f # 0 is called M-convex if it satisfies the
exchange property:

(M-EXC) For any x,y € dom f and i € supp*(x — y), there exists j € supp~(x — y) such that
FO)+fO) 2 flx—é + )+ [y + ¢ - &),

A nonempty set S is called M-convex if its indicator function dg is an M-convex function.

A function f : Z" — RU{+oco} with dom f # @ is called M,-convex if it can be represented
as the sum of two M-convex functions f; and f>, that is, if f(x) = fi(x) + fo(x) (x € Z").
A nonempty set S is called M,-convex if it is the intersection of two M-convex sets, or
equivalently, if its indicator function ds is an M,-convex function.

The reader is referred to [[18] for characterizations and properties of L-, L,-, M-, and
M,-convex functions.

A.2 Multimodular sets

Let  C Z" be the set of vectors defined by F = {—e!,e! —e?,e?—¢°,...,e" ! —e", "}, where
¢' denotes the ith unit vector fori = 1,2,...,n. A set S C Z" is said to be multimodular if

z+d, z+d €S = z,z+d+d €S

for all z € Z" and all distinct d,d” € F. (The concept of multimodularity is introduced by
Hajek for functions and its set version is formulated in [14].)

It is known [19] that multimodular sets are precisely those sets which are obtained
from L%-convex sets by a simple coordinate change. Define a bidiagonal matrix D = (d;; |
1<i,j<n)byd;=1@G=1,2,...,n)and d;;,; = -1 (= 1,2,...,n—1). This matrix D
is unimodular, and its inverse D! is an integer lower-triangular matrix with (D), ; = 1 for
i>jand (D™'); =0fori< j.

Proposition A.1 ([14,[19])). A set S C Z" is multimodular if and only if it can be represented
as S = {Dy | y € T} for some L*-convex set T, where T is uniquely determined from S as
T={D"'x|xeS) [

In accordance with this relation, we call a polyhedron P a multimodular polyhedron if
it can be represented as P = {Dy | y € Q} for some Li-convex polyhedron Q. Such Q is
uniquely determined from P as Q = {D"'x | x € P}.

Multimodular sets and polyhedra can be described by inequalities as follows. A subset
I of the index set N = {1,2,...,n} is said to be consecutive if it consists of consecutive
numbers, that is, it is a set of the form I = {k,k+ 1,...,¢{ — 1, ¢} for some k < ¢.

Theorem A.1 ([15]])). Let N ={1,2,...,n}.

(1) A nonempty set P C R" is a multimodular polyhedron if and only if it can be represented
as P ={x e R" | a; < x(I) < b; (I: consecutive subset of N)} for some a; € R U {—oco} and
b; € R U {+oo} indexed by consecutive subsets I of N.

(2) A nonempty set S C Z" is a multimodular set if and only if it can be represented as
S ={xeZ"|a < x(I) < b; (I: consecutive subset of N)} for some a; € Z U {—oo} and
by € Z U {+oo} indexed by consecutive subsets I of N. ]

The above theorem implies immediately that a box is multimodular, which was pointed
out first in Proposition 2].
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