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ON THE INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION AND THE RAŞA, JENSEN AND

HERMITE-HADAMARD INEQUALITIES FOR BOX-(n1, . . . , nd)-CONVEX FUNCTIONS

ANDRZEJ KOMISARSKI AND TERESA RAJBA

Abstract. We give the integral representation of box-(n1, . . . , nd)-convex functions, which are a generalization

of Popoviciu’s [14] n-convex and box-(m, n)-convex functions. Based on this integral representation, we obtain

the Raşa, Jensen and Hermite-Hadamard inequalities for these functions. We extend the results obtained in

[4, 6, 7, 12, 14]

1. Introduction

H. Hopf [8] and T. Popoviciu [14, 15] introduced the notion of higher order convex functions based on the so

called divided differences. Let n ≥ 1. Let I be a subinterval of R. Given a function f : I → R of one real variable

and a system x0, x1, . . . , xn+1 of pairwise distinct points of I the divided differences of order 0, 1, . . . , n + 1 are

respectively defined by the formulas

[x0; f ] = f(x0),

[x0, x1; f ] =
f(x1)− f(x0)

x1 − x0
, . . . ,

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

xn+1 − x0
.

The function f(x) is called n-convex (resp. n-concave, n-affine), if [x0, x1, . . . , xn+1; f ] ≥ 0 (resp. ≤ 0, = 0) for

any pairwise distinct points x0, x1, . . . , xn+1. The function f is convex when all divided differences of order two

are nonnegative for all systems of pairwise distinct points. If f (n+1) exists, then f is n-convex (n-concave) if,

and only if, f (n+1) ≥ 0 (f (n+1) ≤ 0).

Proposition 1 ([14]). A function f(x) is n-convex if and only if its derivative f (n−1)(x) exists and is convex

(with the convention f (0)(x) = f(x)).

If f = f(x, y) is a function defined on a rectangle I × J and x0, x1, . . . , xm are pairwise distinct points of I

and y0, y1, . . . , yn are pairwise distinct points of J , one defines the divided double difference of order (m,n) by

the formula
[x0, x1, ... xm
y0, y1, ... yn

; f
]
= [x0, x1, . . . , xm; [y0, y1, . . . , yn; f(x, ·)]](1)

= [y0, y1, . . . , yn; [x0, x1, . . . , xm; f(·, y)]](2)

Drawing a parallel to the one dimensional case, T. Popoviciu [14], p.78, has called a function f : I × J → R

convex of order (m,n) (box-(m,n)-convex in our terminology) if all divided differences
[x0, x1, ... xm
y0, y1, ... yn

; f
]

are nonnegative for all pairwise distinct points x0, x1, . . . , xm and y0, y1, . . . , yn. The related notions of box-

(m,n)-concave function and box-(m,n)-affine function can be introduced in the standard way.

In [12], we obtained the integral representation, the Raşa, Jensen and Hermite-Hadamard inequalities for

box-(m,n)-convex functions.
1
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Let n = (n1, . . . , nd), d ≥ 1, n1, . . . , nd ∈ N. In this paper, we define and study box-n-convex functions of d

real variables, such that in the case d = 2, n1 = m, n2 = n, the class of box-n-convex functions coincides with

the class of box-(m,n)-convex functions. We give the integral representation and several characterizations of

box-n-convex functions. Using the integral representation, we obtain the Raşa, Jensen and Hermite-Hadamard

inequalities for box-n-convex functions.

The results known in the literature regarding box-convex functions used differential methods to study these

functions. They required assumptions about high regularity (the existence of derivatives of high orders). In

this article, we do not make any assumptions about regularity of the studied functions (they may even be non-

measurable). However, we still use differential methods. This is possible thanks to the notion of n-regularity

introduced in Section 5 and the regularization of box-n-convex functions, based on Proposition 6. We first used

this idea in [12] for functions of two variables. However, the general case (with d > 2) is much more complicated

and introduces some phenomena that do not occur for d = 2.

In Section 2, we recall the selected properties of divided differences of order n given in [12].

In Section 3, we give the definitions and selected properties of multiple divided differences of order n.

In Section 4, we prove that the set of box-n-affine functions coincides with the set of pseudopolynomials of

degree (n1 − 1, . . . , nd − 1).

In Section 5, we introduce the notion of n-regularity of functions and we give properties of n-regular functions.

In Section 6, we study properties of integration and differentation of n-regular functions.

In Section 7, we obtain the integral representation of box-monotone function, i.e. box-(1, . . . , 1)-convex

functions.

In Section 8, we obtain the integral representation of box-n-convex function.

In Section 9, we give properties of box-n-convex orders.

In Section 10, we obtain the Hermite-Hadamard, Jensen and Raşa inequalities for box-n-convex functions.

Throughout this article, we assume that N = {0, 1, 2, . . .} unless otherwise stated.

2. Selected properties of divided differences of order n

The following expanded form of divided difference is well known.

Proposition 2.

[x0, x1, . . . , xn; f ] =
n∑

j=0

f(xj)
n∏

l=0
l 6=j

(xj − xl)
. (3)

Lemma 1. Let n ≥ 1, let I ⊂ R be an interval, α ∈ I and let f : I → R be an integrable function. For pairwise

distinct points x0, x1, . . . , xn ∈ I, we have

[
x0, x1, . . . , xn;

∫ ·

α

f(t)dt

]
=

∫ 1

0

tn−1[x1,t, . . . , xn,t; f ]dt,

where xi,t = txi + (1− t)x0 for t ∈ [0, 1] and i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Proof. The proof of the lemma is by induction on n. For n = 1 we have

[
x0, x1;

∫ ·

α

f(t)dt

]
=

∫ x1

x0
f(t)dt

x1 − x0
=

∫ 1

0

f(x1,t)dt =

∫ 1

0

t1−1[x1,t; f ]dt.
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In the induction step, we use the definition of the divided difference and the fact that it does not depend on the

permutation of the points x0, . . . , xn+1.

[
x0, x1, . . . , xn+1;

∫ ·

α

f(t)dt

]
=

[
x1, x0, x2, . . . , xn+1;

∫ ·

α

f(t)dt

]

=

[
x0, x2, . . . , xn+1;

∫ ·

α f(t)dt
]
−
[
x0, x1, . . . , xn;

∫ ·

α f(t)dt
]

xn+1 − x1

=

∫ 1

0

tn−1 [x2,t, . . . , xn+1,t; f ]− [x1,t, . . . , xn,t; f ]

xn+1 − x1
dt

=

∫ 1

0

tn
[x2,t, . . . , xn+1,t; f ]− [x1,t, . . . , xn,t; f ]

xn+1,t − x1,t
dt

=

∫ 1

0

t(n+1)−1[x1,t, . . . , xn+1,t; f ]dt.

�

Lemma 2. Let n ≥ 2, let I ⊂ R be an interval, and let f : I → R be a right-differentiable function. Let

f ′
R : I \ {sup I} → R be a right-derivative of f . For pairwise distinct points x1, . . . , xn ∈ I \ {sup I} and k =

1, . . . , n, the limit limx0↓xk
[x0, x1, . . . , xn; f ] exists and

lim
x0↓xk

[x0, x1, . . . , xn; f ] =
f ′
R(xk)

n∏
i=1
i6=k

(xk − xi)
+

n∑

j=1
j 6=k

1

xj − xk




f(xj)
n∏

i=1
i6=j

(xj − xi)
+

f(xk)
n∏

i=1
i6=k

(xk − xi)



. (4)

Moreover,

[x1, . . . , xn; f
′
R] =

n∑

k=1

lim
x0↓xk

[x0, x1, . . . , xn; f ].

Proof. Due to symmetry, it is enough to show that (4) holds for k = 1. We skip an easy proof by induction on

n. Using (4), we obtain

n∑

k=1

lim
x0↓xk

[x0, x1, . . . , xn; f ] =

n∑

k=1

f ′
R(xk)

n∏
i=1
i6=k

(xk − xi)
= [x1, . . . , xn; f

′
R].

�

3. Divided differences of order (n1, . . . , nd) and box-(n1, . . . , nd)-convex functions

Let d ∈ N. For every A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} let A′ = {1, 2, . . . , d} \A be the complement of the set A.

For x ∈ Rd, n ∈ Nd and A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} let xA = (xa1
, xa2

, . . . , xa|A|
), and nA = (na1

, na2
, . . . , na|A|

), where

(a1, a2, . . . , a|A|) is the ordered sequence of the elements of A (i.e., A = {a1, a2, . . . , a|A|} and a1 < a2 < · · · <

a|A|). In particular x{i} = (xi) and x{i}′ = (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xd).

Let I1, I2, . . . , Id ⊂ R be intervals (bounded or unbounded). We denote I =
∏d

i=1 Ii ⊂ Rd. If A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d},

then we put IA =
∏

i∈A Ii ⊂ R|A|. Clearly, if x ∈ I, then xA ∈ IA.

For f : I → R, A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ we denote by fz
A = fA : IA → R the function given by

fz
A(y) = f(x),
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where

xi =




yj if i ∈ A and aj = i,

zj if i ∈ A′ and a′j = i,

(a1, a2, . . . , a|A|) is the ordered sequence of the elements of A, and (a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
|A′|) is the ordered sequence of the

elements of A′ (i.e., x is the unique element of I satisfying xA = y and xA′ = z). In particular, f
xA′

A (xA) = f(x).

The idea behind the notation f ·
A(·) is to reduce the number of variables of f by treating some of them as

parameters (those that are standing at the positions described by the set A′).

It is convenient to consider the special case d = 0. Then f : I → R is a constant (a function of 0 variables).

Definition 1. Let f : I → R and n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd. For i = 1, 2, . . . , d let xi = (xi0, xi1, . . . , xini
) ∈ Ini+1

i

be a vector with pairwise distinct coordinates. We inductively define the multiple divided difference of order n as

follows.

If d = 0 (i.e. f is a constant), then [; f ] = f .

If d = 1, then [x1; f ] = [x10, x11, . . . , x1n1
; f ] is the divided difference defined in the Introduction (Section 1).

If d > 1, then



x1

x2

...
xd

; f


 =




x10, x11,..., x1n1
x20, x21,..., x2n2

...
xd0, xd1,..., xdnd

; f


 = [xd0, xd1, . . . , xdnd

; g],

where g : Id → R is given by

g(x) =




x10, x11,..., x1n1
x20, x21,..., x2n2

...
xd−1,0, xd−1,1,..., xd−1,nd−1

; fx
{1,2,...,d−1}


 .

In other words, we apply the divided differences to successive arguments of f .

In the following proposition, we give the expanded form of divided difference of order n, which is a generalization

of (3).

Proposition 3. If d > 0, then




x10, x11,..., x1n1
x20, x21,..., x2n2

...
xd0, xd1,..., xdnd

; f


 =

n1∑

j1=0

n2∑

j2=0

· · ·
nd∑

jd=0

f(x1j1 , x2j2 , . . . , xdjd)
d∏

i=1

ni∏
li=0
li 6=ji

(xiji − xili)

. (5)

Sketch of the proof. By induction on m = 1, 2, . . . , d and taking into account Proposition 2, we obtain




x10, x11,..., x1n1
x20, x21,..., x2n2

...
xm0, xm1,..., xmnm

; g


 =

n1∑

j1=0

n2∑

j2=0

· · ·
nm∑

jm=0

g(x1j1 , x2j2 , . . . , xmjm)
m∏
i=1

ni∏
li=0
li 6=ji

(xiji − xili)

,

for every function g : I{1,2,...,m} → R such that g = fy

{1,2,...,m} for some y ∈ I{m+1,...,d}. For m = d we obtain

(5). �

By symmetry of formula (5), we see that the order in which the divided differences are applied in Definition 1

is not important (similarly, as in the two-dimensional case, cf. [4, 12, 14]). In particular, the following observation

holds.
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Remark 3. If A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d}, A = {a1, a2, . . . , a|A|}, a1 < a2 < · · · < a|A|, and A′ = {a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
|A′|},

a′1 < a′2 < · · · < a′|A′|, then



x1

x2

...
xd

; f


 =




xa′1
xa′2
...

xa′
|A′|

; g


 ,

where g : IA′ → R is given by

g(x) =




xa1
xa2
...

xa|A|

; fx
A


 .

An immediate consequence of Remark 3 is the following observation.

Remark 4. Let A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d}, A = {a1, a2, . . . , a|A|}, a1 < a2 < · · · < a|A|, and A′ = {a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
|A′|},

a′1 < a′2 < · · · < a′|A′|. Let f : I → R be the function given by the formula f(x) = g(xA) ·h(xA′ ), where g : IA → R

and h : IA′ → R. Then



x1

x2

...
xd

; f


 =




xa1
xa2
...

xa|A|

; g


 ·




xa′1
xa′2
...

xa′
|A′|

;h


 .

Definition 2. Let n ∈ Nd. We say that the function f : I → R is box-n-convex if



x1

x2

...
xd

; f


 ≥ 0 (6)

for every x1,x2, . . . ,xd, where xi = (xi0, xi1, . . . , xini
) ∈ Ini+1

i is a vector with pairwise distinct coordinates

(i = 1, 2, . . . , d).

We say that f is box-n-concave if it satisfies (6) with ≥ replaced by ≤.

We say that f is box-n-affine if (6) becomes the equality.

Remark 5. Observe that for every n ∈ Nd the sets of all box-n-convex functions and all box-n-concave functions

are convex cones in the space of all real functions on I. The set of all box-n-affine functions is a linear subspace

of that space.

Remark 6. The case d = 2 was investigated in [12].

If f : I → R is a function of one variable (d = 1), then f is box-(n)-convex if and only if it is (n− 1)-convex

in the classical sense. In particular, box-(0)-convexity of a function f means that f is non-negative. Box-(1)-

convexity of f means that f is non-decreasing. Box-(2)-convexity of a function is equivalent to its convexity. If

f : I → R is box-(2)-convex and I ⊂ R is open, then f is continuous and right-differentiable. For n > 2 and open

I every box-(n)-convex function has a derivative of order n− 2, which is a convex function.

By Remark 4 we obtain the following remark.

Remark 7. Let n ∈ N and A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Let f : I → R be the function given by the formula f(x) =

g(xA) · h(xA′), where g : IA → R and h : IA′ → R. Then

(a) if g is box-nA-convex and h is box-nA′-convex, then f is box-n-convex.

(b) if g is a linear combination of box-nA-convex functions and h is a linear combination of box-nA′-convex

functions, then f is a linear combination of box-n-convex functions.

(c) if g is box-nA-affine or h is box-nA′-affine, then f is box-n-affine.
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4. Pseudo-polynomials and box-n-affine functions

Definition 3. Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ {−1, 0, . . .}d. We say that the function W : I → R is a pseudo-

polynomial of degree n if it is of the form

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =
d∑

i=1

ni∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki ,

where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xd), and Aik : I{i}′ → R (i = 1, 2, . . . , d and k = 0, 1, . . . , ni) are arbitrary functions (as

usually,
∑−1

k=0 Aik(x{i}′ )xki = 0 if ni = −1).

Example 1. Let d = 3 and n = (n1, n2, n3) ∈ N3. Then, the function W : I1×I2×I3 → R is a pseudo-polynomial

of degree n if it is of the form

W (x1, x2, x3) =

n1∑

k=0

A1k(x2, x3)x
k
1 +

n2∑

k=0

A2k(x1, x3)x
k
2 +

n3∑

k=0

A3k(x1, x2)x
k
3 ,

where A1k : I2 × I3 → R (k = 0, 1, . . . , n1), A2k : I1 × I3 → R (k = 0, 1, . . . , n2) and A3k : I1 × I2 → R (k =

0, 1, . . . , n3) are arbitrary functions.

Remark 8. Note that, in general, the degree of a pseudo-polynomial is not uniquely determined. For example

W (x, y) = exy + eyx + x2y2 is a pseudo-polynomial of both degrees (1, 2) and (2, 1), but it is not a pseudo-

polynomial of degree (1, 1).

Lemma 9. Let f : I → R. We fix i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Let ni ∈ N, and let ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
be pairwise distinct

elements of Ii. There exists a pseudo-polynomial W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =
∑ni−1

k=0 Aik(x{i}′ )xki such that

f(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =W (x1, x2, . . . , xd),

whenever xi ∈ {ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
}.

Moreover, for each k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1, the function Aik is a linear combination of the functions fui1

{i}′ , f
ui2

{i}′ ,

. . . , f
uini

{i}′ , where

f
uij

{i}′(x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xd) = f(x1, . . . , xi−1, uij , xi+1, . . . , xd)

for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni.

Proof. We fix i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. For every y ∈ I{i}′ , let Aik(y) ∈ R (k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1) be such that

L(x) = Ly(x) =
∑ni−1

k=0 Aik(y)x
k is the Lagrange interpolation polynomial of the function fy

{i} for ni nodes

ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
. Then Ly(x) = f(y1, . . . , yi−1, x, yi+1, . . . , yd) for x ∈ {ui1, ui2, . . . , uini

}, and the coefficients

Aik(y) are linear combinations of the values fy

{i}(ui1) = fui1

{i}′(y), . . . , f
y

{i}(uini
) = f

uini

{i}′ (y). We put

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) = Lx{i}′
(xi) =

ni−1∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′)xki .

The lemma is proved. �

Lemma 10. Let f : I → R, n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd. For each i = 1, 2, . . . , d, let ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
be pairwise

distinct elements of Ii. There exists a pseudo-polynomial W of degree (n1 − 1, n2 − 1, . . . , nd − 1), such that

f(x1, . . . , xi−1, uij, xi+1, . . . , xd) =W (x1, . . . , xi−1, uij , xi+1, . . . , xd) (7)

for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d and j = 1, 2, . . . , ni.
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Proof. We will define functions gi : I → R and pseudo-polynomials Wi : I → R (for i = 1, 2, . . . , d) by induction.

First we put gi = f −
∑i−1

j=1Wj . Next, the pseudo-polynomial

Wi(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

ni−1∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki

such that gi(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =Wi(x1, x2, . . . , xd), whenever xi ∈ {ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
}, is obtained using Lemma 9.

Taking the pseudo-polynomial W =
∑d

i=1Wi, we obtain that equation (7) is satisfied. The lemma is proved.

�

Lemma 11. Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd. If W : I → R is a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1−1, n2−1, . . . , nd−

1), then W is box-n-affine.

Proof. Let W : I → R be a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, n2 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) of the form

W (x) =

d∑

i=1

ni−1∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki ,

where Aik : I{i}′ → R (i = 1, 2, . . . , d and k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1) are arbitrary functions.

For a fixed i = 1, 2, . . . , d and k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1 we have that Ii ∋ xi 7→ xki is a box-(ni)-affine function

and Aik : I{i}′ → R. By Remark 7(c) we obtain that I ∋ x 7→ Aik(x{i}′ )xki is box-n-affine. Consequently,

W (x) =
∑d

i=1

∑ni−1
k=0 Aik(x{i}′ )xki is box-n-affine. �

Proposition 4. Let n ∈ Nd and f, g : I → R be two box-n-affine functions. Let ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
be pairwise

distinct elements of Ii (i = 1, 2, . . . , d). If

f(x1, . . . , xi−1, uij , xi+1, . . . , xd) = g(x1, . . . , xi−1, uij , xi+1, . . . , xd) (8)

for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d and j = 1, 2, . . . , ni, then f = g.

Proof. Let h = f − g. For i = 1, 2, . . . , d let xi0 = xi and xij = uij (j = 1, 2, . . . , ni). Since h is box-n-affine, by

Proposition 3 we obtain
n1∑

j1=0

n2∑

j2=0

· · ·
nd∑

jd=0

h(x1j1 , x2j2 , . . . , xdjd)
d∏

i=1

ni∏
li=0
li 6=ji

(xiji − xili )

= 0.

Equality (8) implies that h(x1j1 , x2j2 , . . . , xdjd) = 0, whenever at least one of ji’s is non-zero. Consequently,

h(x1, x2, . . . , xd) = h(x10, x20, . . . , xd0) = 0. �

Theorem 12. Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd. Then a function f : I → R is box-n-affine, if and only if it is a

pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, n2 − 1, . . . , nd − 1).

Proof. For the implication (⇐) see Lemma 11. We need to show the implication (⇒).

For each i = 1, 2, . . . , d, we fix arbitrary ni pairwise distinct points ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
∈ Ii. Let W be the

pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, n2 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) obtained by Lemma 10, for which (7) is satisfied. By

Lemma 11, we have that W is box-n-affine. Then, by Proposition 4 it follows that f = W . The theorem is

proved. �

5. n-regular functions

The box-n-convex functions may be very irregular (they may even be non-measurable, e.g. f(x1, . . . , xd) =

h(x1) is box-n-convex for each d ≥ 2, n ∈ {1, 2, . . . }d and any function h of one variable). However, we will

use differential methods to study them. This is possible thanks to the notion of n-regularity introduced in this

section.
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Definition 4. Let f : I → R and n ∈ Nd. We say that the function f is n-regular if the functions fz
A : IA → R

are linear combinations of box-nA-convex functions for every A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ .

Remark 13. Let n ∈ Nd.

(a) The set of all n-regular functions is a linear subspace of the space of all real functions on I.

(b) If f : I → R is n-regular, A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ , then fz
A is nA-regular.

(c) Let A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and let f : I → R be the function given by the formula f(x) = g(xA) · h(xA′), where

g : IA → R and h : IA′ → R. If g is nA-regular and h is nA′-regular, then f is n-regular (by Remark 7(b)).

Lemma 14. Let n ∈ Nd and let a pseudo-polynomial W : I → R of degree n be given by

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

d∑

i=1

ni∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki .

If the functions Aik are n{i}′-regular for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d and k = 0, 1, . . . , ni, then the pseudo-polynomial W

is n-regular.

If d > 2, then the converse theorem does not hold. See Remark 16.

Proof. Let i = 1, 2, . . . , d and k = 0, 1, . . . , ni be fixed. Since Ii ∋ xi 7→ xki is box-(ni)-convex and Aik : I{i}′ → R

is n{i}′ -regular, we obtain (by Remark 13(c)) that the function I ∋ x 7→ Aik(x{i}′)xki is n-regular. This implies

that W (x) =
∑d

i=1

∑ni

k=0 Aik(x{i}′ )xki is n-regular. �

The following lemma is a straightening of Lemma 10 for n-regular functions.

Lemma 15. Let n ∈ Nd and let f : I → R be an n-regular function. For each i = 1, 2, . . . , d, let ui1, ui2, . . . , ui,ni+1

be pairwise distinct elements of Ii. Then for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d there exist n{i}′-regular functions Ai0, Ai1, . . . ,

Aini
: I{i}′ → R such that the pseudo-polynomial

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

d∑

i=1

ni∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki

is n-regular, and

f(x1, . . . , xi−1, uij, xi+1, . . . , xd) =W (x1, . . . , xi−1, uij , xi+1, . . . , xd) (9)

for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d and j = 1, 2, . . . , ni + 1.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 10, we will define by induction functions gi : I → R and pseudo-

polynomials Wi : I → R for i = 1, 2, . . . , d. First we put gi = f −
∑i−1

j=1Wj . Next, the pseudo-polynomial

Wi(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

ni∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki

such that gi(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =Wi(x1, x2, . . . , xd), whenever xi ∈ {ui1, ui2, . . . , ui,ni+1} is obtained using Lemma 9.

(Note, that we use Lemma 9 with ni + 1 in place of ni.)

By Lemma 9, Lemma 14 and Remark 13(b), we have that for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d and k = 0, 1, . . . , ni the

function Aik is n{i}′ -regular as a linear combination of n{i}′ -regular functions (gi)
ui1

{i}′ , (gi)
ui2

{i}′ , . . . , (gi)
ui,ni+1

{i}′ .

Taking the pseudo-polynomial W =
∑d

i=1Wi, we obtain that equation (9) is satisfied. By Lemma 14, W is

n-regular. The proof is completed. �

Proposition 5. Let n ∈ Nd. A pseudo-polynomial W : I → R of degree n is n-regular if and only if for each

i = 1, 2, . . . , d there exist n{i}′ -regular functions Aik : I → R (k = 0, 1, . . . , ni) such that

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =
d∑

i=1

ni∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki .
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Proof. For the implication (⇐) see Lemma 14. We need to show the implication (⇒). For each i = 1, 2, . . . , d,

we choose arbitrary pairwise distinct ui1, ui2, . . . , ui,ni+1 ∈ Ii. We apply Lemma 15 for the function W and we

obtain the pseudo-polynomial W ′(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =
∑d

i=1

∑ni

k=0Aik(x{i}′ )xki with n{i}′ -regular coefficients Aik.

Since both W and W ′ are (n1 + 1, n2 + 1, . . . , nd + 1)-affine functions (by Theorem 12) and they satisfy (9), we

obtain (by Proposition 4) that W =W ′. �

Remark 16. According to Proposition 5, a pseudo-polynomial is regular if it has a representation with regular

coefficients. However, for d ≥ 3, every regular pseudo-polynomial has also representations with non-regular

coefficients. For example the (1, 1, 1)-regular pseudo-polynomial W (x, y, z) = ez ·x+ex ·y+ey ·z can be presented

as W (x, y, z) = (ez + h(z)y) · x+ (ex − h(z)x) · y + ey · z, where h is arbitrary.

Theorem 17. Let n ∈ Nd and let f : I → R be a box-n-convex function. For each i = 1, 2, . . . , d, let

ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
be pairwise distinct elements of Ii. If

f(x1, . . . , xi−1, uij, xi+1, . . . , xd) = 0 (10)

for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d and j = 1, 2, . . . , ni, then f is n-regular.

Proof. Let A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ . Let a1 < a2 < · · · < a|A| be all elements of the set A and a′1 < a′2 <

· · · < a′|A′| be all elements of the set A′. We will show that the function fz
A : IA → R is either box-nA-convex or

box-nA-concave (in particular it is a linear combination of box-nA-convex functions).

Suppose that there exist k = 1, 2, . . . , |A′|, i = a′k and j = 1, 2, . . . , ni such that zk = uij . Then, by (10),

fz
A = 0. Consequently, fz

A is both box-nA-convex and box-nA-concave.

In the remaining case, for each k = 1, 2, . . . , |A′| and i = a′k the numbers zk, ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
are pairwise

distinct elements of Ii. Let xi = (zk, ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
). For each i ∈ A let xi0, xi1, . . . , xini

be pairwise distinct

elements of Ii and xi = (xi0, xi1, . . . , xini
).

By Remark 3, 


x1

x2

...
xd

; f


 =




xa1
xa2
...

xa|A|

; g


 , (11)

where g : IA → R is given by

g(x) =




xa′1
xa′2
...

xa′
|A′|

; fx
A′


 .

By (10) and by Proposition 3 applied to the function fx
A′ we obtain

g(x) =
fx
A′(z1, z2, . . . , z|A′|)

|A′|∏
k=1

ni∏
j=1

(for i = a′
k)

(zk − uij)

=
fz
A(x)

|A′|∏
k=1

ni∏
j=1

(for i = a′
k)

(zk − uij)

.

It follows that (11) can be written as



x1

x2

...
xd

; f


 =

1
|A′|∏
k=1

ni∏
j=1

(for i = a′
k)

(zk − uij)

·




xa1
xa2
...

xa|A|

; fz
A


 .

The left side of the above equality in non-negative (because f is box-n-convex), which implies that the above

multiple divided difference of fz
A has the same sign as the denominator. Consequently, fz

A is box-nA-convex if the

denominator is positive, and it is box-nA-concave if the denominator is negative. The proposition is proved. �
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By Lemma 10 and Theorem 17, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 6. Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd and let f : I → R be a box-n-convex function. There exists

a pseudo-polynomial W : I → R of degree (n1 − 1, n2 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) such that f − W is an n-regular and

box-n-convex function.

Lemma 18. Let n ∈ Nd. For every n-regular function f : I → R there exist two n-regular and box-n-convex

functions g, h : I → R such that f = g − h.

Proof. By Definition 4, f =
∑J

j=1 ajfj, where f1, f2, . . . , fJ : I → R are box-n-convex functions. We put g̃ =
∑

j : aj≥0 ajfj and h̃ =
∑

j : aj<0(−aj)fj. Then f = g̃ − h̃ and both g̃ and h̃ are box-n-convex functions. By

Proposition 6, there exists box-n-affine pseudo-polynomial W such that g̃ −W is n-regular and box-n-convex.

Let g = g̃−W and h = h̃−W . Then both g and h are box-n-convex, and f = g−h. Since f and g are n-regular,

we obtain that h = g − f is also n-regular. �

Lemma 19. Let n ∈ Nd, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} and let ui1, ui2, . . . , uini
∈ Ii be pairwise distinct. Assume that

f : I → R is an n-regular function such that f(x1, x2, . . . , xd) = 0, whenever xi = uij for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni. Then

there exist two n-regular and box-n-convex functions g, h : I → R such that f = g − h and g(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

h(x1, x2, . . . , xd) = 0, whenever xi = uij for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 19 is, essentially, the same as the proof of Lemma 18. The only difference is that,

according to Lemma 10, we can choose the pseudo-polynomial W such that the following additional condition is

satisfied:

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) = g̃(x1, x2, . . . , xd), whenever xi = uij for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni. �

6. Integration and differentiation of n-regular functions

In this section we assume that all intervals I1, I2, . . . , Id are open intervals (bounded or unbounded).

Lemma 20. Let i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} be fixed and αi ∈ Ii. Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such that ni ≥ 2 and let

f : I → R be an n-regular function.

Let ψ : I → R be right-derivative of f with respect to the ith variable, i.e. ψ is such that for every y ∈

I{i}′ the function ψy

{i} is the right-derivative of fy

{i}. Then, the function ψ is well defined. Moreover, ψ is

a (n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-regular function, and it satisfies the equation f(x1, . . . , xd) =

f(x1, . . . , αi, . . . , xd) +
∫ xi

αi
ψ(x1, . . . , t, . . . , xd)dt, where t and αi stand at the ith position.

If, in addition, f is box-n-convex, then the function ψ is box-(n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-convex.

Proof. For every y ∈ I{i}′ the function fy

{i} is a linear combination of box-(ni)-convex functions. Taking into

account Remark 6 and ni ≥ 2, we obtain that ψ is well defined and f(x) = fy

{i}(xi) = fy

{i}(αi)+
∫ xi

αi
ψy

{i}(t)dt for

y = x{i}′ .

First we show that if f is n-regular and box-n-convex, then ψ is box-(n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-convex. Let

xk = (xk0, xk1, . . . , xknk
) ∈ Ink+1

k for k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} \ {i}, and xi = (xi1, xi2, . . . , xini
) ∈ Ini

i be vectors with
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pairwise distinct coordinates. Using Remark 3 and Lemma 2, we obtain




x1

x2

...
xd

;ψ


 =




x1

...
xi−1

xi+1

...
xd

;
[
xi;ψ{i}

]



=




x1

...
xi−1

xi+1

...
xd

;
[
xi1, xi2, . . . , xini

;ψ{i}

]




=




x1

...
xi−1

xi+1

...
xd

;

ni∑

j=1

lim
xi0↓xij

[
xi0, xi1, . . . , xini

; f{i}
]



=

ni∑

j=1

lim
xi0↓xij




x10, x11,..., x1n1
x20, x21,..., x2n2

...
xd0, xd1,..., xdnd

; f


 ≥ 0

(the last inequality follows from the box-n-convexity of f). We conclude that ψ is box-(n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-

convex.

Now we prove that ψ is (n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-regular. We put ñ = (n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd). Let A ⊂

{1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ be fixed. We need to show that ψz
A is a linear combination of box-ñA-convex functions.

Let (a1, a2, . . . , a|A|) be the ordered sequence of the elements of A (i.e., A = {a1, a2, . . . , a|A|} and a1 < a2 <

· · · < a|A|). Similarly, let (a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
|A′|) be the ordered sequence of the elements of A′. We have two cases:

i ∈ A or i /∈ A.

First we consider the case i ∈ A. Then there exists l such that i = al. By Lemma 18, there exist two

nA-regular and box-nA-convex functions g, h : IA → R such that fz
A = g − h. Let ξ and η be right-derivatives of

g and h, respectively, with respect to the lth variable. By the first part of the proof we obtain that ξ and η are

box-ñA-convex functions. Consequently, ψz
A = ξ − η is a linear combination of box-ñA-convex functions.

Now we pass to the case i /∈ A. In that case ñA = nA. Since i ∈ A′, there exists l such that i = a′l.

We see that both fz
A and ψz

A do not depend on xi (the ith variable of f and ψ), which is fixed at zl. We

fix pairwise distinct u1, u2, . . . , uni
∈ Ii such that u1 = zl. By Lemma 9, there exists a pseudo-polynomial W

of the form W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =
∑ni−1

k=0 Aik(x{i}′ )xki such that f(x1, x2, . . . , xd) = W (x1, x2, . . . , xd), whenever

xi = uj for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni. Then the coefficients Ai0, Ai1, . . . , Ai,ni−1 are n{i}′ -regular functions. We denote

f̃ = f −W . Let ψ̃ be a right-derivative of f̃ with respect to the ith variable xi. Then ψ̃ = ψ − V , where

V (x) =
∑ni−1

k=1 Aik(x{i}′ )kxk−1
i . Obviously, the pseudo-polynomial V is ñ-regular.

We consider the function f̃ z̃
A∪{i}, where z̃ = (z1, . . . , zl−1, zl+1, . . . , z|A′|). Without loss of generality (changing

the order of variables, if necessary), we have f̃ z̃
A∪{i} : Ii ×

∏
k∈A Ik → R. Using Lemma 19 we obtain two nA∪{i}-

regular and box-nA∪{i}-convex functions g, h : Ii×
∏

k∈A Ik → R such that f̃ z̃
A∪{i} = g−h and g(v0, v1, . . . , v|A|) =

h(v0, v1, . . . , v|A|) = 0, whenever v0 = uj for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni.

Let ξ and η be right-derivatives of g and h, respectively, with respect to the variable v0. By (4), for v0 = u1 = zl

we obtain

ξ
(u1)
{0}′ (ṽ) = ξ ṽ

{0}(u1) = lim
u0↓u1

[u0, u1, u2, . . . , uni
; g ṽ

{0}] ·
ni∏

j=2

(u1 − uj),

where ṽ = (v1, v2, . . . , v|A|). Analogous identity can be obtained for h and η.

For k = 1, 2, . . . , |A|, let vk0, vk1, . . . , vknak
∈ Iak

be pairwise distinct and let vk = (vk0, vk1, . . . , vknak
).
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


v1

v2

...
v|A|

; ξ
(u1)
{0}′


 =




v1

v2

...
v|A|

; lim
u0↓u1

[u0, u1, . . . , uni
; g{0}] ·

ni∏

j=2

(u1 − uj)




=

ni∏

j=2

(u1 − uj) · lim
u0↓u1




v1

v2

...
v|A|

; [u0, u1, . . . , uni
; g{0}]


 =

ni∏

j=2

(u1 − uj) · lim
u0↓u1




u0, u1,..., uni
v10, v11, ..., v1na1

...
v|A|0, v|A|1, ..., v|A|na|A|

; g


 ,

which has the same sign as
∏ni

j=2(u1 − uj) (by box-nA∪{i}-convexity of g). It follows that ξ
(u1)
{0}′ is either box-

nA-convex or box-nA-concave. Analogously, we obtain that η
(u1)
{0}′ is either box-nA-convex or box-nA-concave.

Therefore the function ψ̃z
A = ξ

(u1)
{0}′ −η

(u1)
{0}′ is a linear combination of box-nA-convex functions. Taking into account

ñA = nA and the equality ψz
A = ψ̃z

A+V z
A, we see, that ψz

A is a linear combination of box-ñA-convex functions. �

Lemma 21. Let i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} be fixed and αi ∈ Ii. Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such that ni ≥ 1 and let

f : I → R be an n-regular function.

Let F : I → R be the function given by the formula

F (x1, . . . , xd) =

∫ xi

αi

f(x1, . . . , t, . . . , xd)dt,

where t stands at the ith position. Then F is well defined and it is an (n1, . . . , ni + 1, . . . , nd)-regular function.

If, in addition, f is box-n-convex, then the function F is box-(n1, . . . , ni + 1, . . . , nd)-convex.

Proof. For every y ∈ I{i}′ the function fy

{i} is a linear combination of box-(ni)-convex functions. Taking into

account Remark 6 and ni ≥ 1, we obtain that F is well defined.

First we show that if f is n-regular and box-n-convex, then F is box-(n1, . . . , ni + 1, . . . , nd)-convex. Let

xk = (xk0, xk1, . . . , xknk
) ∈ Ink+1

k for k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} \ {i}, and xi = (xi0, xi1, . . . , xi,ni+1) ∈ Ini+2
i be vectors

with pairwise distinct coordinates. Using Remark 3 and Lemma 1, we obtain




x1

x2

...
xd

;F


 =




x1

...
xi−1

xi+1

...
xd

;
[
xi;F{i}

]



=




x1

...
xi−1

xi+1

...
xd

;
[
xi0, xi1, . . . , xi,ni+1;F{i}

]




=




x1

...
xi−1

xi+1

...
xd

;

∫ 1

0

tni
[
y1,t, y2,t, . . . , yni+1,t; f{i}

]
dt



=

∫ 1

0

tni




x10, x11,..., x1n1
...

y1,t, y2,t,..., yni+1,t

...
xd0, xd1,..., xdnd

; f


 dt ≥ 0,

where yj,t = txij + (1 − t)xi0 for t ∈ [0, 1] and j = 1, 2, . . . , ni + 1. The last inequality follows from the

box-n-convexity of f . We conclude that F is box-(n1, . . . , ni + 1, . . . , nd)-convex.

Now we prove that F is (n1, . . . , ni + 1, . . . , nd)-regular. We put ñ = (n1, . . . , ni + 1, . . . , nd). Let A ⊂

{1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ be fixed. We need to show that F z
A is a linear combination of box-ñA-convex functions.

Let (a1, a2, . . . , a|A|) be the ordered sequence of the elements of A (i.e., A = {a1, a2, . . . , a|A|} and a1 < a2 <

· · · < a|A|). Similarly, let (a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
|A′|) be the ordered sequence of the elements of A′. We have two cases:

i ∈ A or i /∈ A.

First we consider the case i ∈ A. Then there exists l such that i = al. By Lemma 18, there exist two nA-regular

and box-nA-convex functions g, h : IA → R such that fz
A = g−h. Let G(y1, . . . , y|A|) =

∫ yl

αi
g(y1, . . . , t, . . . , y|A|)dt

and H(y1, . . . , y|A|) =
∫ yl

αi
h(y1, . . . , t, . . . , y|A|)dt, where t stands at the lth position. By the first part of the proof
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we obtain that G and H are box-ñA-convex functions. Consequently, F z
A = G − H is a linear combination of

box-ñA-convex functions.

Now we pass to the case i /∈ A. In that case ñA = nA. Since i ∈ A′, there exists l such that i = a′l. We see that

both fz
A and F z

A do not depend on xi (the ith variable of f and F ), which is fixed at zl. We fix pairwise distinct

u1, u2, . . . , uni
∈ Ii such that uj < min(αi, zl) for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni. By Lemma 9, there exists a pseudo-polynomial

W of the formW (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =
∑ni−1

k=0 Aik(x{i}′ )xki such that f(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =W (x1, x2, . . . , xd), whenever

xi = uj for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni. Then the coefficients Ai0, Ai1, . . . , Ai,ni−1 are n{i}′ -regular functions. We denote

f̃ = f −W . Let

F̃ (x1, . . . , xd) =

∫ xi

αi

f̃(x1, . . . , t, . . . , xd)dt,

where t stands at the ith position. Then F̃ = F − V , where

V (x) =

ni−1∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′)
xk+1
i − αk+1

i

k + 1
.

Obviously, the pseudo-polynomial V is ñ-regular.

We consider the function f̃ z̃
A∪{i}, where z̃ = (z1, . . . , zl−1, zl+1, . . . , z|A′|). Without loss of generality (changing

the order of variables, if necessary), we have f̃ z̃
A∪{i} : Ii ×

∏
k∈A Ik → R. Using Lemma 19 we obtain two nA∪{i}-

regular and box-nA∪{i}-convex functions g, h : Ii×
∏

k∈A Ik → R such that f̃ z̃
A∪{i} = g−h and g(v0, v1, . . . , v|A|) =

h(v0, v1, . . . , v|A|) = 0, whenever v0 = uj for j = 1, 2, . . . , ni. Let G(y0, y1, . . . , y|A|) =
∫ y0

αi
g(t, y1, . . . , y|A|)dt and

H(y0, y1, . . . , y|A|) =
∫ y0

αi
h(t, y1, . . . , y|A|)dt.

For k = 1, 2, . . . , |A|, let vk0, vk1, . . . , vknak
∈ Iak

be pairwise distinct and let vk = (vk0, vk1, . . . , vknak
). By

Remark 3 and (3), for every t between αi and zl we have




t, u1,..., uni
v10, v11, ..., v1na1

...
v|A|0, v|A|1, ..., v|A|na|A|

; g


 =




v1

v2

...
v|A|

; [t, u1, . . . , uni
; g{0}]




=




v1

v2

...
v|A|

;
g
(t)
{0}′∏ni

j=1(t− uj)


 =

1∏ni

j=1(t− uj)




v1

v2

...
v|A|

; g
(t)
{0}′


 .

Since t − uj > t −min(αi, zl) ≥ 0 for each j, and g is box-nA∪{i}-convex, we obtain that




v1

v2

...
v|A|

; g
(t)
{0}′


 ≥ 0. It

follows that 


v1

v2

...
v|A|

;G
(zl)
{0}′


 =




v1

v2

...
v|A|

;

∫ zl

αi

g
(t)
{0}′dt


 =

∫ zl

αi




v1

v2

...
v|A|

; g
(t)
{0}′


 dt

is either non-negative (if zl ≥ αi) or non-positive (if zl < αi). Consequently, G
(zl)
{0}′ is box-nA-convex or box-nA-

concave. Similarly, H
(zl)
{0}′ is box-nA-convex or box-nA-concave. Therefore the function F̃ z

A = G
(zl)
{0}′ −H

(zl)
{0}′ is a

linear combination of box-nA-convex functions. Taking into account ñA = nA and the equality F z
A = F̃ z

A + V z
A,

we see, that F z
A is a linear combination of box-ñA-convex functions. �

7. Integral representation of box-monotone functions

In this section, we study box-(1, 1, . . . , 1)-convex functions. We will call them box-monotone functions. Our aim

is to present the integral representation of box-monotone functions. The general idea is based on the observation

that box-monotone functions behave similarly to cumulative distribution functions of probability distributions.
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However, while cumulative distribution functions are always bounded and right-continuous (or left-continuous),

box-monotone functions, in general, do not have these properties.

We start from some results concerning real functions of one variable.

Let I ⊂ R be an open interval and f : I → R be a function with locally finite variation (which is equivalent

to f being a difference of two non-decreasing functions). For x ∈ I we denote one-side limits of f at x as

f(x−) = limu↑x f(u) and f(x+) = limu↓x f(u). We say that f is a jump function if for every x, y ∈ I, x < y, we

have

f(y−)− f(x+) =
∑

x<t<y

(f(t+)− f(t−)). (12)

Note that our assumption that the function f has locally finite variation implies that f(t+)− f(t−) = 0 for all

but countably many t ∈ (x, y), and
∑

x<t<y |f(t+)− f(t−)| <∞.

In the following lemma, we obtain a decomposition of a function with locally finite variation, which is

a counterpart of the well known Lebesgue decomposition of right-continuous functions with finite variation.

Lemma 22. Let I ⊂ R be an open interval and let α ∈ I be fixed. For a function f : I → R with locally

finite variation, there exist unique functions fL, fR, fc : I → R such that fL and fR are jump functions, fL(α) =

fR(α) = 0, fL is a left-continuous function, fR is a right-continuous function, fc is a continuous function, and

f = fL + fR + fc.

Moreover, if the function f is non-decreasing, then the functions fL, fR and fc are also non-decreasing.

Proof. First we show that whenever the functions fL, fR and fc satisfying the conditions given in the lemma

exist, then they are unique. Assume that for some f there are two such triplets: fL, fR, fc, and f̃L, f̃R, f̃c.

Then the functions gL = fL − f̃L, gR = fR − f̃R and gc = fc − f̃c form a triplet for the function g = f − f = 0.

It is enough to show that gL = gR = gc = 0. Since gL = g − gR − gc = −gR − gc, we obtain that gL is not only

left-continuous, but also right-continuous, hence it is continuous. Let x, y ∈ I, x < y. Since gL is a continuous

jump function, we have

gL(y)− gL(x) = gL(y−)− gL(x+) =
∑

x<t<y

(gL(t+)− gL(t−)) = 0.

Therefore gL is constant. Taking into account the condition gL(α) = 0, we get gL = 0. Similarly, gR = 0.

Consequently, gc = g − gL − gR = 0.

We will show that the following functions fL, fR and fc satisfy the conditions given in the lemma.

fL(x) =
∑

α≤t<x

(f(t+)− f(t))−
∑

x≤t<α

(f(t+)− f(t)),

fR(x) =
∑

α<t≤x

(f(t)− f(t−))−
∑

x<t≤α

(f(t)− f(t−)),

fc(x) = f(x)− fL(x)− fR(x).

The above functions are well defined because the function f has locally finite variation. Clearly, fL(α) = fR(α) =

0 and f = fL + fR + fc.

For x, y ∈ I, x < y we have

fL(y)− fL(x) =
∑

x≤t<y

(f(t+)− f(t)) and fR(y)− fR(x) =
∑

x<t≤y

(f(t)− f(t−)). (13)

It follows that for every x ∈ I we have

fL(x)− fL(x−) = lim
u↑x

(fL(x)− fL(u)) = lim
u↑x

∑

u≤t<x

(f(t+)− f(t)) = 0,
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fL(x+)− fL(x) = lim
u↓x

(fL(u)− fL(x)) = lim
u↓x

∑

x≤t<u

(f(t+)− f(t)) = f(x+)− f(x).

Similarly, for every x ∈ I we have fR(x+) − fR(x) = 0 and fR(x) − fR(x−) = f(x)− f(x−). It follows that fL

is left-continuous and fR is right-continuous. Moreover, for every x ∈ I we obtain

fc(x+) − fc(x) = (f(x+)− f(x))− (fL(x+)− fL(x)) − (fR(x+)− fR(x)) = 0,

fc(x) − fc(x−) = (f(x)− f(x−))− (fL(x)− fL(x−)) − (fR(x) − fR(x−)) = 0,

hence fc is continuous.

Now we show that fL and fR are jump functions. Let x, y ∈ I, x < y. For every t ∈ (x, y) we have

fL(t+)− fL(t−) = fL(t+)− fL(t) = f(t+)− f(t).

By (13) and left-continuity of fL, we obtain
∑

x<t<y

(fL(t+)− fL(t−)) =
∑

x<t<y

(f(t+)− f(t)) = (fL(y)− fL(x)) − (f(x+)− f(x))

=(fL(y)− fL(x))− (fL(x+)− fL(x)) = fL(y−)− fL(x+),

hence fL is a jump function. Similarly, we obtain that fR is a jump function.

Now we assume that f is non-decreasing. By (13), we immediately obtain that the functions fL and fR are

non-decreasing. We will prove that fc is also non-decreasing. Aiming at the contradiction, we assume that there

exist x, y ∈ I such that x < y and fc(x) > fc(y). The inequality fc(x) > fc(y) can be written as

(fL(y)− fL(x)) + (fR(y)− fR(x)) > f(y)− f(x).

By (13), we get ∑

x<t<y

(f(t+)− f(t−)) > f(y−)− f(x+).

Then there exist x < t1 < t2 < · · · < tn < y such that
n∑

k=1

(f(tk+)− f(tk−)) > f(y−)− f(x+),

and, consequently, there exist x < u0 < t1 < u1 < t2 < · · · < tn < un < y such that
n∑

k=1

(f(uk)− f(uk−1)) >

n∑

k=1

(f(tk+)− f(tk−)) > f(un)− f(u0).

We obtained a contradiction, which implies that fc is non-decreasing. �

In the sequel we may continue to deal with the decomposition f = fL+ fR+ fc given by Lemma 22. However,

for simplicity, we will use the decomposition of f to two functions, given by the following corollary.

Corollary 23. Let I ⊂ R be an open interval and let α ∈ I be fixed. For a function f : I → R with locally finite

variation, there exist unique functions fL, fr : I → R such that fL is a left-continuous jump function and fr is

a right-continuous function such that fL(α) = 0 and f = fL + fr.

Moreover, if the function f is non-decreasing, then the functions fL and fr are also non-decreasing.

Proof. Let fL, fR and fc be given by Lemma 22. We put fr = fR + fc. The uniqueness can be proven similarly

as in the proof of Lemma 22. �

Remark 24. Note that the operations ·L, ·R, ·c and ·r are linear operators. To see it, one can use the explicit

formulas presented in Corollary 23 and the proof of Lemma 22. Moreover, we have (fL)L = fL, (fR)R = fR,

(fc)c = fc and (fr)r = fr. It follows that all the considered operators are linear projections in the space of

functions with locally finite variation. In particular, (fL)r = fL − (fL)L = 0. Similarly, (fr)L = fr − (fr)r = 0.
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We are ready to investigate box-monotone functions of d variables. First we need to extend the decomposition

presented in Corollary 23 to functions of many variables. If a function f : I → R is (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular, then for

every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} and y ∈ I{i}′ the function fy

{i} is the function of one variable with locally finite variation.

It follows that the following definition is valid.

Definition 5. Let f : I → R be a (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular function. For i = 1, 2, . . . , d and αi ∈ Ii, we define the

functions f(i,L), f(i,r) : I → R as follows: for every y ∈ I{i}′ we put (f(i,L))
y

{i} = (fy

{i})L and (f(i,r))
y

{i} = (fy

{i})r.

Remark 25. Intuitively, in Definition 5 we apply operation ·L or ·r to the ith variable of the function f . Note

that f = f(i,L)+f(i,r) and for every y ∈ I{i}′ we have that (f(i,L))
y

{i} is a left-continuous jump function, (f(i,r))
y

{i}

is a right-continuous function, and (f(i,L))
y

{i}(αi) = 0. According to Corollary 23, f(i,L) and f(i,r) are the unique

functions satisfying the above conditions. Moreover, by Remark 24, we have that ·(i,L) and ·(i,r) are linear

operators satisfying (f(i,L))(i,L) = f(i,L), (f(i,r))(i,r) = f(i,r) and (f(i,L))(i,r) = (f(i,r))(i,L) = 0.

Lemma 26. Let f : I → R be a (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular function. For every i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} and αi ∈ Ii the functions

f(i,L), f(i,r) : I → R are (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular.

If, in addition, f is box-monotone, then the functions f(i,L) and f(i,r) are also box-monotone.

Proof. First, we prove that if f is (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular and box-monotone, then the functions f(i,L) and f(i,r) are

box-monotone. Let g be any of the functions f , f(i,L) and f(i,r). The function g is box-monotone, if for every

vectors (x10, x11) ∈ I21 , . . . , (xd0, xd1) ∈ I2d with pairwise distinct coordinates, we have



x10, x11
x20, x21

...
xd0, xd1

; g


 = [xi0, xi1; g̃] ≥ 0,

where the function g̃ : Ii → R is given by

g̃(xi) :=




x10, x11
...

xi−1,0, xi−1,1

xi+1,0, xi+1,1

...
xd0, xd1

; g
(xi)
{i}′



.

The above inequality implies that the function g is box-monotone if and only if g̃ is non-decreasing (for every

(x10, x11), . . . , (xi−1,0, xi−1,1), (xi+1,0, xi+1,1), . . . , (xd0, xd1)). By the expanded form of g̃ given by Proposition 3,

the function g̃ is a linear combination of functions of the form gy{i} (with the coefficients and y’s depending on

(x10, x11), . . . , (xi−1,0, xi−1,1), (xi+1,0, xi+1,1), . . . , (xd0, xd1) only). Thus, by the linearity of ·L, ·r, ·(i,L) and

·(i,r), we obtain that f̃(i,L) = (f̃)L and f̃(i,r) = (f̃)r. Using Corollary 23 and the fact that f̃ is non-decreasing, we

obtain that the functions f̃(i,L) and f̃(i,r) are non-decreasing. We end up with the conclusion that the functions

f(i,L) and f(i,r) are box-monotone.

Now, we prove the (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regularity of f(i,L) and f(i,r). Since f(i,r) = f − f(i,L), it is enough to show the

(1, 1, . . . , 1)-regularity of f(i,L). Let A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and z ∈ IA′ be fixed. We need to show that (f(i,L))
z
A is a

linear combination of box-monotone functions. Let (a1, a2, . . . , a|A|) be the ordered sequence of the elements of

A (i.e., A = {a1, a2, . . . , a|A|} and a1 < a2 < · · · < a|A|). Similarly, let (a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
|A′|) be the ordered sequence

of the elements of A′. We have two cases: i ∈ A or i /∈ A.

First we consider the case i ∈ A. Then there exists l such that i = al. By Lemma 18, there exist two

(1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular and box-monotone functions g, h : IA → R such that fz
A = g − h. By the first part of the

proof, we obtain that g(l,L) and h(l,L) are box-monotone functions. Consequently, (f(i,L))
z
A = g(l,L) − h(l,L) is a

linear combination of box-monotone functions.
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Now we pass to the case i /∈ A. Since i ∈ A′, there exists l such that i = a′l. We see that both fz
A and (f(i,L))

z
A

do not depend on xi (the ith variable of f and f(i,L)), which is fixed at zl. If zl = αi, then (f(i,L))
z
A = 0 is

a box-monotone function. In the sequel, we assume that zl 6= αi.

We consider the function f z̃
A∪{i}, where z̃ = (z1, . . . , zl−1, zl+1, . . . , z|A′|). Without loss of generality (changing

the order of variables, if necessary), we have f z̃
A∪{i} : Ii ×

∏
k∈A Ik → R. Using Lemma 19, we obtain two

(1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular and box-monotone functions g, h : Ii ×
∏

k∈A Ik → R such that f z̃
A∪{i} = g − h and we have

g(v0, v1, . . . , v|A|) = h(v0, v1, . . . , v|A|) = 0 whenever v0 = αi (we number the variables of g and h starting from

0).

For k = 1, 2, . . . , |A|, let vk0, vk1 ∈ Iak
be pairwise distinct. By the first part of the proof, we obtain that g(0,L)

is the box-monotone function. Consequently,

0 ≤




zl, αi

v10, v11
...

v|A|0, v|A|1

; g(0,L)


 =

[ v10, v11
...

v|A|0, v|A|1

; (g(0,L))
(zl)
{0}′

]
−

[ v10, v11
...

v|A|0, v|A|1

; (g(0,L))
(αi)
{0}′

]

zl − αi

=
1

zl − αi
·

[ v10, v11
...

v|A|0, v|A|1

; (g(0,L))
(zl)
{0}′

]
.

It follows that the sign of the last divided difference depends only on the sign of zl−αi. Consequently, (g(0,L))
(zl)
{0}′

is either box-(1, 1, . . . , 1)-convex or box-(1, 1, . . . , 1)-concave. Similarly, we can obtain that (h(0,L))
(zl)
{0}′ is either

box-(1, 1, . . . , 1)-convex or box-(1, 1, . . . , 1)-concave. We end up with the conclusion that (f(i,L))
z
A = (g(0,L))

(zl)
{0}′ −

(h(0,L))
(zl)
{0}′ is a linear combination of box-(1, 1, . . . , 1)-convex functions. The proof is finished. �

Lemma 27. Let f : I → R be a (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular function and let α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I be fixed. If

i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d} and a, b ∈ {L, r}, then f(i,a)(j,b) = f(j,b)(i,a).

By f(i,a)(j,b) we mean (f(i,a))(j,b). The same convention applies in other cases.

Proof. If i = j, then the lemma follows from Remark 25.

First we show that the conclusion of the lemma holds for a = b = L. It is enough to prove that for every

y ∈ I{i,j}′ and for f̃ = fy

{i,j} we have f̃(1,L)(2,L) = f̃(2,L)(1,L). By Lemma 18, there exist two (1, 1)-regular and

box-monotone functions g, h : Ii × Ij → R such that f̃ = g − h.

Since g is box-monotone, by Lemma 26, we obtain that both functions g(1,L)(2,L)(1,r) and g(1,L)(2,r)(1,r) are

box-monotone. Therefore

g(1,L)(2,L)(1,r) = (g(1,L)(2,L) + g(1,L)(2,r))(1,r) − g(1,L)(2,r)(1,r) = g(1,L)(1,r) − g(1,L)(2,r)(1,r) = −g(1,L)(2,r)(1,r)

is a box-(1, 1)-affine function. Similarly (exchanging all ·(1,L) and ·(1,r)), we obtain that g(1,r)(2,L)(1,L) is box-

(1, 1)-affine. It follows that

g(2,L)(1,L) − g(1,L)(2,L) =(g(1,L) + g(1,r))(2,L)(1,L) − (g(1,L)(2,L)(1,L) + g(1,L)(2,L)(1,r))

=g(1,r)(2,L)(1,L) − g(1,L)(2,L)(1,r)

is also box-(1, 1)-affine. On the other hand, we have g(2,L)(1,L)(v1, v2) = 0 = g(1,L)(2,L)(v1, v2), whenever v1 = αi

or v2 = αj . By Proposition 4, we get g(2,L)(1,L) = g(1,L)(2,L). Similarly, we obtain h(2,L)(1,L) = h(1,L)(2,L).

Consequently, f̃(2,L)(1,L) = f̃(1,L)(2,L) and f(i,L)(j,L) = f(j,L)(i,L).

We proved one of the four required identities. We use it to prove the other three:

f(i,L)(j,r) = f(i,L) − f(i,L)(j,L) = f(i,L) − f(j,L)(i,L) = f(j,r)(i,L),
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f(i,r)(j,L) = f(j,L) − f(i,L)(j,L) = f(j,L) − f(j,L)(i,L) = f(j,L)(i,r),

f(i,r)(j,r) = f(j,r) − f(i,L)(j,r) = f(j,r) − f(j,r)(i,L) = f(j,r)(i,r).

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

In the following theorem we study a d-dimensional counterpart of the decomposition introduced in Definition 5.

Theorem 28. Let f : I → R be a (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular function and let α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I be fixed. There

exist unique (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular functions fb, b = (b1, b2, . . . , bd) ∈ {L, r}d, such that

f =
∑

b∈{L,r}d

fb,

and for every b ∈ {L, r}d, i = 1, 2, . . . , d and y ∈ I{i}′ , we have:

(a) if bi = L, then (fb)
y

{i} is a left-continuous jump function, (fb)
y

{i}(αi) = 0,

(b) if bi = r, then (fb)
y

{i} is a right-continuous function.

If, in addition, f is box-monotone, then the functions fb are also box-monotone.

Proof. Let b = (b1, b2, . . . , bd) ∈ {L, r}d. We consider the functions f(b1,b2,...,bk), k = 1, . . . , d, defined inductively

as follows: f(b1) = f(1,b1) and f(b1,b2,...,bk) = (f(b1,b2,...,bk−1))(k,bk), k = 2, . . . , d. We will check that fb =

f(b1,b2,...,bd) satisfies the required conditions.

By Lemma 26, the functions fb are (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular. If, in addition, f is box-monotone, then the functions

fb are also box-monotone. By Remark 25, we have

f =
∑

b1∈{L,r}

f(b1) =
∑

b1,b2∈{L,r}

f(b1,b2) = · · · =
∑

b∈{L,r}d

fb.

By Lemma 27, and the last part of Remark 25, we also have fb = (fb)(i,bi). Consequently, conditions (a) and

(b) of the theorem are satisfied.

It remains to prove the uniqueness of the functions fb. We will show by induction on k = 0, 1, . . . , d, that for

every for a1, a2, . . . , ak ∈ {L, r} the function
∑

b∈{L,r}d

(b1,...,bk)=(a1,...,ak)

fb (14)

is uniquely determined. For k = 0 the expression (14) is equal to f . In the induction step (for k = 0, 1, . . . , d− 1)

we observe that ∑

b∈{L,r}d

(b1,...,bk)=(a1,...,ak)

fb =
∑

b∈{L,r}d

(b1,...,bk)=(a1,...,ak)
bk+1=L

fb +
∑

b∈{L,r}d

(b1,...,bk)=(a1,...,ak)
bk+1=r

fb

is the decomposition of expression (14) to its ·(k+1,L) and ·(k+1,r) part. By Remark 25, this decomposition is

unique. Consequently, for k = d we obtain the uniqueness of the functions fb. �

Definition 6. For x, y ∈ R and b ∈ {L, r}, we define the function χb
x,y : R → R as follows:

χL
x,y(u) = 1(−∞,y)(u)− 1(−∞,x)(u) =





1 if x ≤ u < y,

−1 if y ≤ u < x,

0 otherwise,

χr
x,y(u) = 1(−∞,y](u)− 1(−∞,x](u) =





1 if x < u ≤ y,

−1 if y < u ≤ x,

0 otherwise.
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Theorem 29. Let f : I → R be a function. Let b = (b1, b2, . . . , bd) ∈ {L, r}d and α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I be

fixed. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

• The function f is a (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular and box-monotone such that for i = 1, 2, . . . , d and y ∈ I{i}′ , we

have:

(a) if bi = L, then fy

{i} is a left-continuous jump function,

(b) if bi = r, then fy

{i} is a right-continuous function,

(c) fy

{i}(αi) = 0.

• There exists a Borel measure µ on I such that

(i)

f(x1, . . . , xd) =

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµ(u1, . . . , ud),

(ii) µ(K) <∞ for every compact set K ⊂ I,

(iii) for each i = 1, 2, . . . , d, if bi = L, then the marginal measure of µ, corresponding to the ith coordinate

is a discrete measure.

Moreover, the measure µ that appears in representation (i) is unique.

Proof. First we prove the implication (⇐).

By (i) and (ii), we obtain that f(x1, . . . , xd) is finite for every (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ I. Moreover, f(x1, . . . , xd) = 0,

whenever xj = αj for some j. Therefore condition (c) is satisfied.

For y, z ∈ R, y < z, and b ∈ {L, r} we define

Jb
y,z =





[y, z) if b = L,

(y, z] if b = r.
(15)

For j = 1, 2, . . . , d we take arbitrary points yj , zj ∈ Ij , yj < zj . Then, we have

µ




d∏

j=1

Jbj
yj ,zj



 =

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
yj ,zj (uj) dµ(u1, . . . , ud)

=

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(χbj
αj ,zj (uj)− χbj

αj ,yj
(uj)) dµ(u1, . . . , ud)

=
∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χ
bj
αj ,ŷB,j

(uj) dµ(u1, . . . , ud)

=
∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d),

where ŷB,j = yj for j ∈ B, and ŷB,j = zj for j /∈ B. On the other hand, by (5) for n1 = · · · = nd = 1, we obtain



y1, z1
y2, z2
...

yd, zd

; f


 =

∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d)∏d
i=j(ŷB,j − ŷB′,j)

=
1

∏d
j=1(zj − yj)

·
∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d).

Consequently,

µ




d∏

j=1

Jbj
yj,zj


 =

∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d) =

d∏

j=1

(zj − yj) ·




y1, z1
y2, z2
...

yd, zd

; f


 . (16)

It follows that the divided difference that appears in (16) is non-negative. Since yj < zj (j = 1, 2, . . . , d) were

chosen arbitrarily, the function f is box-monotone.
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By the box-monotonicity of f , condition (c) and Theorem 17, we obtain that f is (1, 1, . . . , 1)-regular.

Now, we will show that condition (b) is satisfied. Let i = 1, 2, . . . , d be fixed. Assume that bi = r. The functions

gx1,...,xd
: I → R given by formula gx1,...,xd

(u1, . . . , ud) =
∏d

j=1 χ
bj
αj ,xj (uj) are obviously bounded. Observe, that

if xi ↓ x̂i, then χr
αi,xi

is pointwise convergent to χr
αi,x̂i

. Thus, gx1,...,xi,...,xd
converges to gx1,...,x̂i,...,xd

pointwise.

Consequently, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we get

lim
xi↓x̂i

f(x1, . . . , xi, . . . , xd) = f(x1, . . . , x̂i, . . . , xd),

therefore condition (b) holds.

Similarly, one can prove that if bi = L, then fy

{i} is a left-continuous function for every y ∈ I{i}′ . We will

show that fy

{i} is a jump function. We consider only the case when yj ≥ αj for all j 6= i (all the other cases are

similar). Let x < y, x, y ∈ Ii. By condition (iii), we have

f(y−)− f(x+) =µ




i−1∏

j=1

Jbj
αj ,xj

× (x, y)×
d∏

j=i+1

Jbj
αj ,xj


 =

∑

x<t<y

µ




i−1∏

j=1

Jbj
αj ,xj

× {t} ×
d∏

j=i+1

Jbj
αj ,xj




=
∑

x<t<y

(f(t+)− f(t−)).

We obtained that equation (12) holds for each x < y, which implies that fy

{i} is a jump function. This completes

the proof of condition (a).

Now, we are going to the proof of the implication (⇒).

We need to define the measure µ. First, by formula (16), we define µ for the rectangles of the form
∏d

j=1 J
bj
yj ,zj ,

where yj , zj ∈ Ij , yj < zj , and Jb
y,z is given by (15). Using the standard methods, we may uniquely extend µ to

a Borel measure on I. In this step, the assumptions on one-sided continuity of f ((a) and (b)) play an important

role. We omit the details of the proof of the extension. Note, that every measure µ satisfying condition (i) needs

to fulfill equality (16) for all rectangles. Thus, µ is uniquely determined.

If K ⊂ I is compact, then it is a subset of some rectangle J =
∏d

j=1 J
bj
yj,zj . Therefore, µ(K) ≤ µ(J) < ∞,

which proves (ii).

We will show (i). Let (x1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ I. For each j = 1, 2, . . . , d we put (yj , zj) = (min(xj , αj),max(xj , αj)).

Note that if yj = αj , then χ
bj
αj ,xj = χ

bj
yj ,zj . Otherwise, we have χ

bj
αj ,xj = −χ

bj
yj,zj . Consequently, letting

k = |{j : xj < αj}|, we obtain

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµ(u1, . . . , ud) = (−1)k
∫

· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
yj ,zj(uj) dµ(u1, . . . , ud)

=(−1)kµ




d∏

j=1

Jbj
yj ,zj



 = (−1)k
∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d).

Using (c), we obtain that the only non-zero summand in the last sum is the one for B = {j : xj < αj}. This

summand equals (−1)|B|f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d) = (−1)kf(x1, x2, . . . , xd). Therefore, we obtain (i).

It remains to show (iii). We fix i = 1, 2, . . . , d such that bi = L. By the definition of µ and formula (16),

condition (a) implies that the function zi 7→ µ
(∏d

j=1 J
bj
yj ,zj

)
is a jump function. Thus, we have that the ith

marginal of µ restricted to any rectangle of the form
∏d

j=1 J
bj
yj ,zj is a discrete measure. Consequently, condition

(iii) is satisfied. �

Theorem 30. Let f : I → R be a function. Let α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I be fixed. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

• f is box-monotone,
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• there exist a pseudo-polynomial W : I → R of the degree (0, 0, . . . , 0) and Borel measures µb on I (b ∈

{L, r}d) such that

(i)

f(x1, . . . , xd) =W (x1, . . . , xd) +
∑

b∈{L,r}d

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud), (17)

(ii) µb(K) <∞ for every compact set K ⊂ I and b ∈ {L, r}d,

(iii) for each b ∈ {L, r}d and i = 1, 2, . . . , d, if bi = L, then the marginal measure of µb, corresponding

to the ith coordinate is a discrete measure.

Moreover, for a box-monotone function f , the pseudopolynomial W and the measures µb in the representation

(17) are uniquely determined.

Proof. If the function f is of the form (17), then, by Theorems 12 and 29, it is box-monotone as a sum of

box-monotone functions. The proof of the implication (⇐) is completed.

The implication (⇒) is an immediate consequence of Lemma 10 and Theorems 17, 28 and 29.

Now, we will prove the uniqueness of the representation. Assume that (17) holds both for W , µb and Ŵ , µ̂b

(b ∈ {L, r}d). Then we have

(Ŵ −W )(x1, . . . , xd) =
∑

b∈{L,r}d

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) d(µb − µ̂b)(u1, . . . , ud).

We obtain that Ŵ −W is a pseudo-polynomial of the degree (0, 0, . . . , 0) such that (Ŵ −W )(x1, . . . , xd) = 0,

whenever xi = αi for some i = 1, 2, . . . , d. By Proposition 4, it follows that W = Ŵ . Consequently, by

Theorem 28, all the summands on the right side are zero functions, and by Theorem 29, µb = µ̂b for all

b ∈ {L, r}d. This completes the proof of the theorem. �

Remark 31. Note, that each b ∈ {L, r}d the summand corresponding to b in the representation (17) can be

regarded as a generalized cumulative distribution function of the measure µb.

Let us consider the case, when all the measures µb are finite, which is equivalent to the existence of M ∈ R

such that for arbitrary points yj , zj ∈ Ij , j = 1, 2, . . . , d we have

d∏

j=1

(zj − yj) ·




y1, z1
y2, z2
...

yd, zd

; f


 =

∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|f(ŷB,1, . . . , ŷB,d) < M, (18)

where ŷB,j = yj for j ∈ B, and ŷB,j = zj for j /∈ B. In that case formula (17) can be written using probabilistic

tools.

Let b ∈ {L, r}d and let cb = µb(I) <∞. There exists a random vector Xb = (Xb,1, . . . , Xb,d) such that µb/cb

is the probability distribution of the vector Xb, whenever cb > 0. We have

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud) = cb

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(1(−∞,xj〉(uj)− 1(−∞,αj〉(uj)) dPXb
(u1, . . . , ud)

=cb
∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|B|P (Xb,1 <b1 x̂B,1, . . . , Xb,d <bd x̂B,d),

(19)

where the bracket 〉 in the jth factor is either ) if bj = L or ] if bj = r, the symbol <L denotes <, the symbol <r

denotes ≤; x̂B,j = αj for j ∈ B, and x̂B,j = xj for j /∈ B.
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If B 6= ∅, then there exists i ∈ B, and the corresponding summand in (19) does not depend on xi. Consequently,

this summand is a box-(1, . . . , 1)-affine function. It follows, that the expression (19) is a sum of the pseudo-

polynomial of degree (0, . . . , 0) and the summand corresponding to B = ∅, namely cb · P (Xb,1 <b1 x1, . . . , Xb,d <bd

xd).

Finally we obtain that every box-monotone function f satisfying condition (18) (e.g. every bounded box-

monotone function f) has the following probabilistic representation

f(x1, . . . , xd) = V (x1, . . . , xd) +
∑

b∈{L,r}d

cb · P (Xb,1 <b1 x1, . . . , Xb,d <bd xd), (20)

where V is a pseudo-polynomial of degree (0, . . . , 0), and for every b ∈ {L, r}d Xb = (Xb,1, . . . , Xb,d) is a random

vector and cb ≥ 0. On the other hand, it can be shown that every function f of the form (20) is box-monotone

and it satisfies condition (18).

8. Integral representation of box-n-convex functions

Theorem 32. Let I1, I2, . . . , Id be open intervals (bounded or unbounded) and f : I → R be a function. Let

α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I and n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such that ni ≥ 1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , d.

Then f is box-n-convex, if and only if it is of the form

f(x1, . . . , xd) =W (x1, . . . , xd) +
∑

b∈{L,r}d

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud), (21)

where W : I → R is a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) and measures µb (b ∈ {L, r}d) satisfy

conditions (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 30 (here we use the standard convention that 00 = 1).

Proof. We show the implication (⇒). Taking into account Proposition 6, it is enough to prove the implication

in the case, when the function f is n-regular. We use an induction on n1 + · · ·+ nd. If n1 + · · ·+ nd = d, then

(21) is a consequence of Theorem 30. If n1 + · · · + nd > d, then ni ≥ 2 for some i. By Lemma 20, we have

f(x1, . . . , xd) = f(x1, . . . , αi, . . . , xd) +
∫ xi

αi
ψ(x1, . . . , t, . . . , xd)dt, where t and αi stand at the ith position, and

ψ : I → R is a (n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-regular and box-(n1, . . . , ni − 1, . . . , nd)-convex function. By the induction

hypothesis, we have

ψ(x1, . . . , xd) = V (x1, . . . , xd)

+
∑

b∈{L,r}d

∫
· · ·

∫

I

(xi − ui)
ni−2

(ni − 2)!
χbi
αi,xi

(ui)
∏

j 6=i

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud).

Taking W (x1, . . . , xd) = f(x1, . . . , αi, . . . , xd) +
∫ xi

αi
V (x1, . . . , t, . . . , xd)dt and observing that

∫ xi

αi

(t− ui)
ni−2

(ni − 2)!
χbi
αi,t(ui)dt =

(xi − ui)
ni−1

(ni − 1)!
χbi
αi,xi

(ui),

we obtain (21).

We pass to the proof of the implication (⇐). We assume that the function f is of the form (21). It is

enough to prove that each of the summands is box-n-convex. We will proceed by induction on n1 + · · ·+ nd. If

n1+ · · ·+nd = d, then the box-n-convexity of each summand is a consequence of Theorem 30. If n1+ · · ·+nd > d,

then ni ≥ 2 for some i. The box-n-convexity of
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∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud)

=

∫ xi

αi

∫
· · ·

∫

I

(t− ui)
ni−2

(ni − 2)!
χbi
αi,t(ui)

∏

j 6=i

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud)dt

is a consequence of the induction hypothesis and Lemma 21. The theorem is proved. �

The above integral representation becomes much simpler when all ni’s are greater than 1.

Theorem 33. Let I1, I2, . . . , Id be open intervals (bounded or unbounded) and f : I → R be a function. Let

α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I and n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such that ni ≥ 2 for i = 1, 2, . . . , d.

Then f is box-n-convex, if and only if it is of the form

f(x1, . . . , xd) =W (x1, . . . , xd) +

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χr
αj ,xj

(uj) dµ(u1, . . . , ud), (22)

where W : I → R is a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) and the measure µ is finite on compact

sets.

Proof. The implication (⇐) follows from Theorem 32.

We prove the implication (⇒). By Theorem 32, the function f is of the form (21). Let b ∈ {L, r}d. Let

1b=L = 1 if b = L, and 1b=L = 0 if b = r. Since n1, . . . , nd ≥ 2, we have

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) =
(xj − uj)

nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χr
αj ,xj

(uj) +
(xj − uj)

nj−1

(nj − 1)!
1{αj}(uj) · 1bj=L.

Using the above identity we obtain

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud)

=
∑

B⊂{1,...,d}

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χ̂B,j(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud),

(23)

where χ̂B,j(uj) = 1{αj}(uj) · 1bj=L for j ∈ B, and χ̂B,j(uj) = χr
αj ,xj

(uj) for j /∈ B.

If B 6= ∅, then there exists i ∈ B, and the corresponding summand in (23) can be written as

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χ̂B,j(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud)

=
(xi − αi)

ni−1

(ni − 1)!
·

∫
· · ·

∫

I

1{αi}(ui) · 1bi=L

∏

j 6=i

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χ̂B,j(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud).

Since the last integral does not depend on xi, we obtain that the above formula represents a pseudo-polynomial

of degree (n1 − 1, . . . , nd − 1).

It follows that the expression (19) is a sum of a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) and the

summand corresponding to B = ∅, namely
∫
· · ·

∫
I

∏d
j=1

(xj−uj)
nj−1

(nj−1)! χr
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud). Consequently, the

function f is of the form (22), where µ =
∑

b∈{L,r}d µb. The theorem is proved. �

Using the same method as in the proof of Theorem 33, we can prove the following corollary.



24 ANDRZEJ KOMISARSKI AND TERESA RAJBA

Corollary 34. Let I1, I2, . . . , Id be open intervals (bounded or unbounded) and f : I → R be a function. Let

α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I and n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such that ni ≥ 1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , d. We put

B = {(b1, . . . , bd) ∈ {L, r}d : bi = r if ni ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . , d}.

Then f is box-n-convex, if and only if it is of the form

f(x1, . . . , xd) =W (x1, . . . , xd) +
∑

b∈B

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χbj
αj ,xj

(uj) dµb(u1, . . . , ud), (24)

where W : I → R is a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1−1, . . . , nd−1) and measures µb (b ∈ B) satisfy conditions

(ii) and (iii) of Theorem 30 (here we use the standard convention that 00 = 1).

Remark 35. The representation (24) is a counterpart of the representation (22) in the case when some (not

necessarily all) of ni’s are greater than 1. In particular, Theorem 33 is a special case of Corollary 34. It can be

shown that for given f and α the pseudo-polynomial W and the measures µb (b ∈ B) are uniquely determined.

Remark 36. In the above results, we focused on the box-n-convex functions, in the case when ni ≥ 1 for all

i = 1, 2, . . . , d. We can also consider the case when ni = 0 for some i.

Let f : I → R and n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such that ni ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , d. Let A = {i = 1, 2, . . . , d :

ni ≥ 1}. Then the function f is box-n-convex if and only if for every z ∈ IA′ the function fz
A is box-nA-

convex. Since all the coordinates of nA are positive, the box-nA-convexity is characterized in Corollary 34 and

the preceding results.

Let x+ = max{0, x} and x− = max{0,−x}, then x = x+−x− (x ∈ R). It is not difficult to prove the following

version of Theorem 33, which is a d-dimensional counterpart of the well-known integral spline representation of

n-convex functions in one dimension.

Theorem 37. Let I1, I2, . . . , Id be open intervals (bounded or unbounded). Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such

that ni ≥ 2 for i = 1, 2, . . . , d.

Let f : I → R be a function. Then f is box-n-convex, if and only if for every α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I, there

exist a pseudo-polynomial Wα of degree (n1−1, . . . , nd−1) and a Borel measure µ on I, which is finite on convex

sets, such that f is of the form

(25) f(x1, . . . , xd) =Wα(x1, . . . , xd)

+
∑

A⊂{1,2,...,d}

∫
· · ·

∫

IA,α

∏

j∈A′

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!

∏

j∈A

(−1)nj
(xj − uj)

nj−1
−

(nj − 1)!
dµ(u1, . . . , ud),

where IA,α = {(u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I : uj ≤ αj if j ∈ A and uj > αj if j ∈ A′}.

Theorem 38. Let I1, I2, . . . , Id be open intervals (bounded or unbounded). Let n = (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd be such

that ni ≥ 2 for i = 1, 2, . . . , d.

Let f : I → R be a function. Then f is box-n-convex, if and only if for all α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I, and

Jα = I ∩
∏d

i=1(αi,∞), we have

f(x1, . . . , xd) =Wα(x1, . . . , xd) +

∫
· · ·

∫

Jα

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dµα(u1, . . . , ud),

for (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Jα, where Wα : Jα → R is a pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1−1, . . . , nd−1), and µα is a Borel

measure on I, which is finite on convex sets.

Proof. The implication (⇒) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 33 (we take Wα =W |Jα and µα = µ).
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We show the implication (⇐). By Theorem 33, the function

g(x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

∫
· · ·

∫

I

d∏

j=1

(xj − uj)
nj−1

(nj − 1)!
χr
αj ,xj

(uj) dµα(u1, . . . , ud)

is box-n-convex on I. As a consequence, it is also box-n-convex on Jα. Consequently, the function f |Jα =Wα+g

is box-n-convex.

Since for every α ∈ I, f is box-n-convex on Jα, we obtain that f is box-n-convex on I. �

9. Box-n-convex orders.

By the analogy to the n-convex orders and the box-(m,n)-convex orders [2, 12, 19], we will define the box-n-

convex orders.

First, let us recall the definition of the n-convex order.

Definition 7. Let X and Y be two random variables that take on values in the interval I ⊂ R. Then X is said

to be smaller than Y in the n-convex (respectively, n-concave) order, denoted by X ≤n-cx Y (X ≤n-cv Y ), if

E f(X) ≤ E f(Y )

for all n-convex (n-concave) functions f : I → R, for which the expectations exist.

Many properties of the n-convex order can be found in [2].

Theorem 39. Let X and Y be two I-valued random variables such that E |X |n < ∞ and E |Y |n < ∞. Then

X ≤n-cx Y if, and only if,

a) EXk = EY k, k = 1, . . . , n,

b) E (X − t)n+ ≤ E (Y − t)n+ for all t ∈ I.

Theorem 40. Let X and Y be two I-valued random variables such that E |X |n < ∞ and E |Y |n < ∞. Then

X ≤n-cx Y if, and only if,

a) EXk = EY k, k = 1, . . . , n,

b’) E (−1)n+1(X − t)n− ≤ E (−1)n+1(Y − t)n− for all t ∈ I.

It is not difficult to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 41. Let x, u ∈ R, n ∈ N, then (x− u)n+ = (x− u)n + (−1)n+1(x− u)n−.

Note, that Theorem 40 easily follows from Theorem 39 and Lemma 41.

By analogy to the n-convex order for random variables, one can define the n-convex order for the signed

measures γ1, γ2 on I, which have a finite variation: γ1 ≤n-cx γ2 if
∫
I
f(x)dγ1(x) ≤

∫
I
f(x)dγ2(x) for all for all

n-convex functions f : I → R, provided the integrals exist. Similarly one can define the n-concave order (≤n-cv)

for signed measures.

By Theorem 39 (cf [17]), it follows the following characterization of n-convex orders for the signed measures.

Theorem 42. Let γ be a signed measure on I, which has a finite variation and such that
∫
I
|x|nd|γ|(x) < ∞.

Then γ ≥n-cx 0 if, and only if,

a)
∫
I
xkdγ(x) = 0, k = 1, . . . , n,

b)
∫
I(x− u)n+dγ(x) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ I.

Remark 43. By Theorem 40, it follows, that condition (b) in Theorem 42, can be replaced by

b’)
∫
I
(−1)n+1(x− u)n−dγ(x) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ I.
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Remark 44. Similarly, one can give characterizations of n-concave orders if conditions (b) and (b’) (in Theorems

39, 40, 42 and Remark 43) hold with the sign reversed.

By analogy to the n-convex orders and the box-(m,n)-convex orders, we define the box-n-convex orders.

Definition 8. Let (X1, . . . , Xd) and (Y1, . . . , Yd) be two I-valued random vectors. Then (X1, . . . , Xd) is said to

be smaller then (Y1, . . . , Yd) in the box-n-convex order, denoted by (X1, . . . , Xd) ≺box-n-cx (Y1, . . . , Yd), if

E f(X1, . . . , Xd) ≤ E f(Y1, . . . , Yd) (26)

for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R, provided the expectations exist.

Theorem 45. Let (X1, . . . , Xd) and (Y1, . . . , Yd) be two I-valued random vectors such that E |X1|
n1−1 . . . |Xd|

nd−1 <

∞ and E |Y1|n1−1 . . . |Yd|nd−1 <∞. Then

(X1, . . . , Xd) ≺box-n-cx (Y1, . . . , Yd) (27)

if, and only if, the following conditions are satisfied

a)

EW (X1, . . . , Xd) = EW (Y1, . . . , Yd) (28)

for all continuous pseudo-polynomials W of degree (n1 − 1, . . . nd − 1), provided the expectations exist,

b)

E
∏

j∈A′

(Xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!

∏

j∈A

(−1)nj
(Xj − uj)

nj−1
−

(nj − 1)!
≤ E

∏

j∈A′

(Yj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!

∏

j∈A

(−1)nj
(Yj − uj)

nj−1
−

(nj − 1)!
(29)

for all A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I.

Proof. We show the implication (⇒). Let W be a continuous pseudo-polynomial of degree (n1 − 1, . . . nd − 1).

By Lemma 11, W is box-n-affine. Then taking in (26) f =W and next f = −W , we obtain (28).

Let A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and u = (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I be fixed. Then there exists (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ I such that αj < uj

if j ∈ A′ and αj > uj if j ∈ A, consequently u ∈ IA,(α1,...,αd). Let fA,u : I → R be the function given by the

formula

fA,u(x1, . . . , xd) =
∏

j∈A′

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!

∏

j∈A

(−1)nj
(xj − uj)

nj−1
−

(nj − 1)!

Then, by Theorem 37, the function fA,u is box-n-convex and it is of the form (25) withWα = 0 and µ = δ(u1,...,ud).

Then by (26), taking f = fA,u, we obtain (29).

We pass to the proof of the implication (⇐). Let f : I → R be a continuous box-n-convex function. Let

α = (α1, α2, . . . , αd) ∈ I. Then, by Theorem 37, the function f is of the form (25). Then

(30) E f(X1, . . . , Xd) = EWα(X1, . . . , Xd)

+
∑

A⊂{1,2,...,d}

∫
· · ·

∫

IA,α

E
∏

j∈A′

(Xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!

∏

j∈A

(−1)nj
(Xj − uj)

nj−1
−

(nj − 1)!
dµ(u1, . . . , ud).

Inequality (26) now follows from (28), (29), using identity (30), and a similar identity involving (Y1, . . . , Yd).

Thus inequality (27) is satisfied.

�

By analogy to box-n-convex orders for random vectors, we define the box-n-convex order for signed measures

γ1, γ2 on I, which have a finite variation: γ1 ≺box-n-cx γ2 if
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∫
· · ·

∫

I

f(x1, . . . , xd)dγ1(x1, . . . , xd) ≤

∫
· · ·

∫

I

f(x1, . . . , xd)dγ2(x1, . . . , xd)

for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R, provided the integrals exist. From Theorem 45, it follows

the following characterization of box-n-convex order for signed measures.

Theorem 46. Let γ be a signed measure on I which has a finite variation and such that∫
· · ·

∫
I

|x1|n1−1, . . . , |xd|nd−1d|γ|(x1, . . . , xd) <∞. Then

∫
· · ·

∫

I

f(x1, . . . , xd) dγ(x1, . . . , xd) ≥ 0

for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R if, and only if,

a) ∫
· · ·

∫

I

W (x1, . . . , xd) dγ(x1, . . . , xd) = 0 (31)

for all continuous pseudo-polynomials W of order (n1 − 1, . . . nd − 1), provided the integral exists,

b) ∫
· · ·

∫

I

∏

j∈A′

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!

∏

j∈A

(−1)nj
(xj − uj)

nj−1
−

(nj − 1)!
dγ(x1, . . . , xd) ≥ 0 (32)

for all A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , d} and (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I.

By Theorem 46, we obtain the following characterization of box-n-convex order for the signed measure γ =

γ1⊗, . . . ,⊗γd, which is a product measure of γ1, . . . , γd.

Theorem 47. Let γi be non zero signed finite Borel measures on Ii, such that
∫
Ii
|xi|ni−1 d|γi|(xi) < ∞,

i = 1, . . . , d. Then ∫
· · ·

∫

I

f(x1, . . . , xd) dγ1(x1) . . . dγd(xd) ≥ 0 (33)

for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R (provided the integral exists) if, and only if ,

a) for all j = 1, . . . , d either γj ≥(nj−1)-cx 0 or γj ≥(nj−1)-cv 0,

b) the number of those j for which γj ≥(nj−1)-cv 0 is even.

Proof. We show the implication (⇒). By Theorem 46 (a)
∫

· · ·

∫

I

W (x1, . . . , xd) dτ1(x1) . . . dγd(xd) = 0

for all continuous pseudo-polynomials of degree (n1 − 1, . . . , nd − 1) of the form

W (x1, x2, . . . , xd) =

d∑

i=1

ni−1∑

k=0

Aik(x{i}′ )xki , (34)

provided the integral exists. Then, for all i = 1, . . . , d and k = 0, . . . , ni − 1
∫

Ii

xki dγi(xi)

∫
· · ·

∫

I1×...×Ii−1×Ii−1×...×Id

Aik(x{i}′) dγ1(x1) . . . dγi−1(xi−1) dγi+1(x1) . . . dγd(xd) = 0. (35)

Since γi, i = 1, . . . , d are non-zero signed measures, it follows that there exists the functions Aik, such that the

second integral in the above expression is non-zero. Then by (35), we obtain
∫

Ii

xki dγi(xi) = 0, i = 1, . . . , d, k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1. (36)
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By (32), for A = ∅, we have
d∏

j=1

∫

Ij

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dγj(xj) ≥ 0 (37)

for all (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I. We denote

H(γj , uj) =

∫

Ij

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dγj(xj).

Since γi, i = 1, . . . , d, are non-zero signed measures, it follows that there exist (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ I such thatH(γi, vi) 6=

0 for i = 1, . . . , d.

Let i = 1, . . . , d. By (37), H(γi, ui)
∏

j 6=iH(γj , vj) ≥ 0 for each ui ∈ Ii. Consequently, either H(γi, ui) ≥ 0 for

all ui ∈ Ii or H(γi, ui) ≤ 0 for all ui ∈ Ii.

Moreover, by (37), we conclude, that the number of j’s such that H(γj , uj) ≤ 0 for all uj ∈ Ij , is even. Taking

into account (36), by Theorem 42 and Remark 44, (⇒) is proved.

We pass to the proof of the implication (⇐). Assume, that conditions a) and b) are satisfied. By Theorem

42, we have that (36) is satisfied, then taking into account (35), (34), we obtain (31) with γ = γ1⊗, . . . ,⊗γd.

By Theorem 42 and Remark 44 we have that for all j = 1, . . . , d, either H(γj , uj) ≥ 0 for all uj ∈ Ij or

H(γj , uj) ≤ 0 for all uj ∈ Ij , and the number of those j for which H(γj , uj) ≤ 0 for all uj ∈ Ij , is even.

By Remark 43, we conclude that the function H(γj , uj) has the same sign as the function

S(γj , uj) =

∫

Ij

(−1)nj−1 (xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dγj(xj).

This implies that for each A ⊂ {1, . . . , d} and (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I, we have
∏

j∈A′

H(γj , uj)
∏

j∈A

S(γj , uj) ≥ 0.

Consequently, (32) is satisfied for γ = γ1⊗, . . . ,⊗γd. By Theorem 46, this completes the proof of (⇐). �

By Theorem 42 and Remark 43, we obtain that Theorem 47 can be rewritten in the following form.

Theorem 48. Let γi be non zero signed finite Borel measures on Ii, such that
∫
Ii
|xi|ni−1 d|γi|(xi) < ∞,

i = 1, . . . , d. Then ∫
· · ·

∫

I

f(x1, . . . , xd) dγ1(x1) . . . dγd(xd) ≥ 0

for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R (provided the integral exists) if, and only if ,

a) ∫

Ii

xki dγi(xi) = 0, i = 1, . . . , d, k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1. (38)

b)
d∏

j=1

∫

Ij

(xj − uj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dγj(xj) ≥ 0

for all (u1, . . . , ud) ∈ I.

From Theorem 47, it follows immediately the following theorem.

Theorem 49. Let µi, νi be probability measures on Ii such that
∫
Ii
|xi|ni−1 dµi(xi) <∞,

∫
Ii
|xi|ni−1dνi(xi) <∞

and νi ≤(nj−1)-cx µi, i = 1, . . . , d. Then
∫

· · ·

∫

I

f(x1, . . . , xd) d(µ1 − ν1)(x1) . . . d(µd − νd)(xd) ≥ 0
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for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R (provided the integral exists).

10. The Hermite-Hadamard, Jensen and Raşa inequalities

We recall the classical Hermite-Hadamard and Jensen inequalities.

Proposition 7. Let f : I → R be a convex function defined on a real interval I and a, b ∈ I with a < b. The

following double inequality

f

(
a+ b

2

)
≤

1

b− a
·

∫ b

a

f(x) dx ≤
f(a) + f(b)

2

is known as the Hermite-Hadamard inequality for convex functions (see [3]), which is equivalent to the convex

ordering relations (see [16])

δ(a+b)/2 ≤1-cx
1

b− a
χ[a,b](x) dx ≤1-cx

1

2
(δa + δb).

Proposition 8. One of the most familiar and elementary inequalities in the probability theory is the Jensen

inequality:

f
(
EX

)
≤ E f(X), (39)

where the function f is convex over the convex hull of the range of the random variable X (see [1]). Inequality

(39) is equivalent to the convex ordering relation (see [16])

δEX ≤1-cx µX .

In this paper, we give some Hermite-Hadamard, Jensen and Raşa inequalities for box-n-convex functions.

Note that Theorem 49 is equivalent to the following theorem.

Theorem 50. Let Xi, Yi be Ii valued random variables such that E |Xi|ni−1 < ∞, E |Yi|ni−1 < ∞ and

Xi ≤(nj−1)-cx Yi, i = 1, . . . , d. For each A ⊂ {1, . . . , d}, by Z1,A, . . . , Zd,A we denote independent random

variables such that

µZi,A
=

{
µYi

if i /∈ A,

µXi
if i ∈ A.

(40)

Then ∑

A⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|A|E f(Z1,A, . . . , Zd,A) ≥ 0, (41)

for all continuous box-n-convex functions f : I → R (provided the expectations exist).

From Proposition 7 and Theorem 50, we obtain the following Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for box-

(2, . . . , 2)-convex functions.

Theorem 51. Let ai, bi ∈ Ii with ai < bi, i = 1, . . . , d. Then, for all continuous box-(2, . . . , 2)-convex functions

f : I → R,

(a) the first Hermite-Hadamard inequality is given by (41), with

µXi
= δ(ai+bi)/2 µYi

=
1

bi − ai
χ[ai,bi](x) dx, (i = 1, . . . , d),

(b) the second Hermite-Hadamard inequalityis given by (41), with

µXi
=

1

bi − ai
χ[ai,bi](x) dx, µYi

=
1

2
(δai

+ δbi) (i = 1, . . . , d).

For d = 3, we obtain the following first Hermite-Hadamard inequality.
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Theorem 52. Let ai, bi ∈ Ii with ai < bi, i = 1, 2, 3. Then, for all continuous box-(2, 2, 2)-convex functions

f : I → R, we have

the first Hermite-Hadamard inequality

1

(b1 − a1)(b2 − a2)(b3 − a3)

∫ b1

a1

∫ b2

a2

∫ b3

a3

f(x, y, z)dz dy dx−
1

(b2 − a2)(b3 − a3)

∫ b2

a2

∫ b3

a3

f

(
a1 + b1

2
, y, z

)
dz dy

−
1

(b1 − a1)(b3 − a3)

∫ b1

a1

∫ b3

a3

f

(
x,
a2 + b2

2
, z

)
dz dx−

1

(b1 − a1)(b2 − a2)

∫ b1

a1

∫ b2

a2

f

(
x, y,

a3 + b3
2

)
dy dx

+
1

(b1 − a1)

∫ b1

a1

f

(
x,
a2 + b2

2
,
a3 + b3

2

)
dx+

1

(b2 − a2)

∫ b2

a2

f

(
a1 + b1

2
, y,

a3 + b3
2

)
dy

+
1

(b3 − a3)

∫ b3

a3

f

(
a1 + b1

2
,
a2 + b2

2
, z

)
dz − f

(
a1 + b1

2
,
a2 + b2

2
,
a3 + b3

2

)
≥ 0.

From Proposition 7 and Theorem 50, we obtain the following Jensen type inequalities for box-n-convex

functions.

Theorem 53. Let Xi be Ii valued random variables, i = 1, . . . , d. Then, for all continuous box-(2, . . . , 2)-convex

functions f : I → R, we have the Jensen inequality

∑

A⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)|A|E f(Z1,A, . . . , Zd,A) ≥ 0,

where Z1,A, . . . , Zd,A are independent random variables such that

µZi,A
=

{
µXi

if i /∈ A,

δ EXi
if i ∈ A.

For d = 3, we obtain the following Jensen inequality.

Theorem 54. Let X,Y, Z be I1, I2, I3 valued random variables, respectively. Then, for all continuous box-

(2, 2, 2)-convex functions f : I → R, we have the Jensen inequality

E f(X,Y, Z)− E f(EX,Y, Z)− E f(X,EY, Z)− E f(X,Y,EZ)

+ E f(X,EY,EZ) + E f(EX,Y,EZ) + E f(EX,EY, Z)− f(EX,EY,EZ) ≥ 0.

If the random variables have discrete distributions, then the above Jensen inequality has the following form.

Theorem 55. Let I1, I2, I3 be real intervals. Let M,N,L > 1. x1, . . . , xM ∈ I1, y1, . . . , yN ∈ I2, z1, . . . , zL ∈ I3,

α1, . . . , αM , β1, . . . , βN , γ1, . . . , γL ≥ 0, α1+ . . .+αM = β1+ . . .+βN = γ1+ . . .+γL = 1, x̄ = α1x1+ . . .+αMxM ,

ȳ = β1y1 + . . .+ βNyN , z̄ = γ1z1 + . . .+ γLzL. Then for all continuous box-(2, 2, 2)-convex functions

M∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

L∑

k=1

αiβjγkf(xi, yj , zk)−
N∑

j=1

L∑

k=1

βjγkf(x̄, yj , zk)−
M∑

i=1

L∑

k=1

αiγkf(xi, ȳ, zk)−
M∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

αiβjf(xi, yj, z̄)

+

M∑

i=1

αif(xi, ȳ, z̄) +

N∑

j=1

βjf(x̄, yj, z̄) +

L∑

k=1

γkf(x̄, ȳ, zk)− f(x̄, ȳ, z̄) ≥ 0.
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Now we recall the Raşa inequality. Its probabilistic version has the following form (see [18], [13])

(ν − µ)∗2 ≥1-cx 0,

where µ = B(n, x) and ν = B(n, y) are the binomial distributions with parameters n ∈ N and x, y ∈ [0, 1]. By

(ν − µ)∗2 we mean (ν − µ) ∗ (ν − µ), where ∗ is the convolution of signed measures. In [9, 10, 11], we obtained

some useful necessary and sufficient conditions for Borel measures µ and ν to satisfy the following generalized

Raşa inequality, involving q-th convolutional power of the signed measure ν − µ:

(ν − µ)∗q ≥(q−1)-cx 0, q ≥ 2.

In [12], we investigated the generalized Raşa inequality for box-(m,n)-convex functions. In this paper, we study

the generalized Raşa inequality for box-n-convex functions. We will need two lemmas.

Lemma 56 ([11], Lemma 5, p.5). Let τ1, . . . , τn be signed measures on R with finite variation, such that τi(R) = 0

and
∫∞

−∞ |x|n−1|τi|(dx) <∞, i = 1, . . . , n, Then

(a) τ1 ∗ . . . ∗ τn(R) = 0,

(b)
∫∞

−∞ xkτ1 ∗ . . . ∗ τn(dx) = 0 for all integers 0 < k < n.

Lemma 57 ([11], p.7). Let τ1, . . . , τq be signed measures on R with finite variation, such that τi(R) = 0,

i = 1, . . . , q. Then for all A ∈ R

∫ ∞

−∞

(
x−A

)q−1

+

(q − 1)!
τ1 ∗ . . . ∗ τq(dx) = F τ1 ∗ F τ2 ∗ . . . ∗ F τq(A),

where F τi(x) = τi([x,∞)), i = 1, . . . , q, x ∈ R. On the right side of the above equality, the symbol ∗ denotes the

convolution of functions on R.

Theorem 58. Let n = n1, . . . , nd, ni ≥ 2, i = 1, . . . , d. Let µi, νi, be probability measures on R, such that∫∞

−∞
|x|ni−1µi(dx) <∞,

∫∞

−∞
|x|ni−1νi(dx) <∞ for i = 1, . . . , d, Then the following conditions are equivalent:

a) the Raşa inequality for continuous box-n-convex functions

(ν1 − µ1)
∗n1 ⊗ . . .⊗ (νd − µd)

∗nd ≻box-n-cx 0,

b)

(F ν1 − Fµ1
)∗n1(A1)× . . .× (F νm − Fµm

)∗nd(Ad) ≥ 0

for all Ai ∈ R, i = 1, . . . , d.

Proof. Let τi = νi − µi, i = 1, . . . , d. Then τi are signed measure such that τi(R) = 0, i = 1, . . . , d, thus by

Lemma 56 , it follows that for γi = τ∗ni

i∫ ∞

−∞

xki γi(dxi) = 0, k = 0, 1, . . . , ni − 1, i = 1, . . . , d.

Then, by Theorem 48, we conclude that condition a) is equivalent to

d∏

j=1

∫

Ij

(xj −Aj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dγj(xj) ≥ 0

for all (A1, . . . , Ad) ∈ I. Taking into account, that by Lemma 57,
∫

Ij

(xj −Aj)
nj−1
+

(nj − 1)!
dγj(xj) = (F τj )

∗nj (Aj), j = 1, . . . , d,

the theorem is proved. �

Similarly to [12], we define strongly box-n-convex functions.
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Definition 9. We say that a function f : I → R is strongly box-n-convex functions with modulus C ≥ 0, if

the function g : I → R given by the formula g(x1, . . . , xd) = f(x1, . . . , xd) − Cxn1

1 . . . xnd

d ((x1, . . . , xd) ∈ I) is

box-n-convex.

Then, using the methods presented above and in [12], one can prove other the Raşa, Jensen and Hermite-

Hadamard inequalities for box-n-convex functions as well as for strongly box-n-convex functions.
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