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Abstract

Integrally convex functions constitute a fundamental function class in discrete convex
analysis. This paper shows that an integer-valued integrally convex function admits an
integral subgradient and that the integral biconjugate of an integer-valued integrally con-
vex function coincides with itself. The proof is based on the Fourier—Motzkin elimina-
tion. The latter result provides a unified proof of integral biconjugacy for various classes
of integer-valued discrete convex functions, including L-convex, M-convex, L,-convex,
M;-convex, BS-convex, and UJ-convex functions as well as multimodular functions.
Our results of integral subdifferentiability and integral biconjugacy make it possible to
extend the theory of discrete DC (difference of convex) functions developed for L- and
M-convex functions to that for integrally convex functions, including an analogue of the
Toland—Singer duality for integrally convex functions.

Keywords: Discrete convex analysis, Integrally convex function, Subgradient, Biconju-
gate function, Integrality, Fourier-Motzkin elimination

1 Introduction

In discrete convex analysis [2], [10} [I1]], a variety of discrete convex functions are considered.
Among others, integrally convex functions, due to Favati-Tardella [1]], constitute a common
framework for discrete convex functions, and almost all kinds of discrete convex functions are
known to be integrally convex. Indeed, separable convex, L-convex, L%-convex, M-convex,
MF-convex, Lg—convex, and Mg—convex functions are known to be integrally convex [L1]].
Multimodular functions [4] are also integrally convex, as pointed out in [13]. Moreover,
BS-convex and UJ-convex functions [3] are integrally convex.

The concept of integral convexity is used in formulating discrete fixed point theorems
and found applications in economics and game theory [6] [14, [19]. A proximity theorem for
integrally convex functions has recently been established in [9]] together with a proximity-
scaling algorithm for minimization. Fundamental operations for integrally convex functions
such as projection and convolution are investigated in [8]].
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In this paper we are concerned with subgradients and biconjugates of integer-valued in-
tegrally convex functions. For a function f : Z" — R U {+co} we denote its effective domain
as domzf = {x € Z" | f(x) < +oo}; we always assume that domzf is nonempty. For an
integer-valued function f : Z" — Z U {+o00}, we define f° : Z" — Z U {+o0} by

' (p) =supl(p,x) = f(0) [x € Z"}  (peZ), (1.1)

where (p, x) = >, p;x; is the inner product of p = (p1, p2,..., py) and x = (X1, X2, . . ., X,).
This function f* is referred to as the integral conjugate of f. We can apply (LI)) twice to
obtain f** = (f*)°®, which is called the integral biconjugate of f.

Concerning conjugacy and biconjugacy it is natural to ask the following questions for a
given class of discrete convex functions.

e For an integer-valued function f in the class, does the integral conjugate f* belong to
the same class? If not, how is it characterized?

e For an integer-valued function f in the class, does integral biconjugacy f** = f hold?

These questions are completely settled for separable convex, L-convex, Lf-convex, M-convex,
Mf-convex, Lg—convex, and Mg—convex functions; see Chapter 8]. We may say that
they are also settled for multimodular functions via equivalence between Li-convexity and
multimodularity pointed out in [[12]. The conjugacy question for BS-convex and UJ-convex
functions is addressed in [3]].

For integrally convex functions, the first question about conjugacy is already settled in the
negative [[13]]. Indeed, there is an example of an integrally convex function whose integral
conjugate is not integrally convex; see Remark 23] in Section The main result of this
paper is an affirmative answer to the second question about biconjugacy, which is stated as
Theorem [3.2]in Section 3.2

Integral biconjugacy is closely related to integral subgradients. For a point x € domzf,
the integral subdifferential of f at x is defined as

Oz2f(x)={p € Z"| f(y) = f(x) 2 (p,y — x) forall y € Z}, (1.2)

and an element of 0z f(x) is called an integral subgradient of f at x. It is known that f**(x) =
f(x) if and only if d7f(x) # 0; see Lemma [3.T]in Section The condition dzf(x) # 0 is
sometimes referred to as the integral subdifferentiability of f at x. Our proof of the integral
biconjugacy actually consists in showing the integral subdifferentiability, which is stated as
Theorem [3.1]in Section 3.1l

We can name the following significances of the present result:

1. Our result of integral biconjugacy for integrally convex functions serves as a unified
proof of integral biconjugacy for various classes of discrete convex functions, such
as L-convex, Li-convex, M-convex, M-convex, Lg—convex, and Mg—convex functions.
The existing proofs for these functions are based on conjugacy statements valid for
respective function classes, and as such, vary with function classes. Our proof considers
integral biconjugacy directly, without involving conjugacy properties that depend on
function classes.

2. In addition to being a unified proof for known results, our result reveals new facts
that integer-valued BS-convex and UJ-convex functions admit integral subgradients
and enjoy integral biconjugacy (Corollaries 3.1l and 3.2)).
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3. Our results imply that a theory of discrete DC functions can be developed for integrally
convex functions. In particular, an analogue of the Toland—Singer duality for integrally
convex functions can be established. See Section [3.3]for details.

This paper is organized as follows. Section [2]is a review of relevant results on integrally
convex functions. Section 3] presents the main results of this paper, followed by Section 4] for
the proofs. Section 3 concludes the paper with some remarks.

2 Integrally Convex Functions

In this section we summarize fundamental facts about integrally convex functions. The reader
is referred to [1] and [L1} Section 3.4] for backgrounds.

For integer vectors a € (Z U {—o0})" and b € (Z U {+o0})" with a < b, [a, b]z denotes the
integer interval (box, discrete rectangle) between a and b, i.e., [a,b]z = {x € Z" | a < x < b}.
For x € R” the integral neighborhood of x is defined as

Nx)={zeZ"||xi—zl<1(=1,...,n)}

For a function f : Z" — R U {400} the local convex extension f : R" > R U {+o0} of fis
defined as the union of all convex envelopes of f on N(x). That is,

fay=min{ Y 401 Y Ay=x () €AW} (xR, @.1)

yeN(x) yeN(x)

where A(x) denotes the set of coefficients for convex combinations indexed by N(x):

Alx) ={(A, |y € N(x)) | Z A, =1,4,>0(Vy € N(x))}.

yeN(x)

If f is convex on R”, then f is said to be integrally convex [ [L1].

A set S C 7" is said to be integrally convex if the convex hull S of S coincides with
the union of the convex hulls of § N N(x) over x € R", i.e, if, for any x € R", x € S
implies x € S NN(x). A set S is integrally convex if and only if its indicator function

Os : Z" — {0, +o0} is an integrally convex function, where the indicator function ds is defined

by ds(x) = { ?_OO Ei Z g;’ An integrally convex set S is “hole-free” in the sense that

S=5Snz". (2.2)
In this paper we need the following property of integrally convex sets.

Proposition 2.1. The convex hull S of an integrally convex set S C Z" is an integer polyhe-
dron. Moreover, for any face F of S, the smallest affine subspace containing F is given
as {x + ZZ:] cd® | ci,¢0,...,cn € R} for a point x in F and some direction vectors

d® e {-1,0,+1}" (k=1,2,...,h).

Proof. The proof is given in Section 4.1l mi



Remark 2.1. The properties mentioned in Proposition 2.1l do not characterize integral con-
vexity of a set. For example, let S = {(0,0,0),(1,0,1),(1,1,-1),(2,1,0)}. The convex hull
S is a parallelogram with edge directions (1,0, 1) and (1, 1, —1), and hence is an integer poly-
hedron such that the smallest affine subspace containing each face is spanned by {-1,0, 1}-
vectors. However, S is not integrally convex, since x = [(1,0, 1)+ (1,1,-1)]/2 = (1,1/2,0) €
S, N(x) = {(1,0,0),(1,1,0)},and S N N(x) = 0. |

The effective domain of an integrally convex function is an integrally convex set. Integral
convexity of a function can be characterized by a local condition under the assumption that
the effective domain is an integrally convex set.

Theorem 2.1 ([IL,9]). Let f : Z" — RU{+0c0} be a function with an integrally convex effective
domain. Then the following properties are equivalent:

(a) f is integrally convex.

(b) For every x,y € Z" with ||x — || = 2 we have

~ (X + 1
F(57) < 5000+ ron. (2.3)
2 2 n
A minimizer of an integrally convex function can be characterized by a local minimality
condition as follows.

Theorem 2.2 ([[I, Proposition 3.1]; see also Theorem 3.21]). Let f : Z" — R U {+oo}
be an integrally convex function and x* € domgf. Then x* is a minimizer of f if and only if
f(xX*) < f(x*+d) foralld € {-1,0,+1}". ]

Remark 2.2. The concept of integrally convex functions is introduced in [1]] for functions
defined on integer intervals (discrete rectangles). The extension to functions with general
integrally convex effective domains is straightforward, which is found in [IT]]. Theorem 2.1I
is proved in [[I, Proposition 3.3] when the effective domain is an integer interval and in [9]
for the general case. ]

Remark 2.3. The integral conjugate of an integrally convex function f is not necessarily
integrally convex. This is shown by the following example ([15, Example 4.15] with a mi-
nor correction). Let S = {(1,1,0,0),(0,1,1,0),(1,0,1,0),(0,0,0,1)}. This is obviously
an integrally convex set, as it is contained in {0, 1}*. Accordingly, its indicator function
s : Z* — {0, +oo} is integrally convex. The integral conjugate g = &3 is given by

8(p1, P2, p3, p4) = max{p, + py, p2 + p3, p1 + P3, Pa} (p eZh.

Let g be the local convex extension of g. For p = (0,0,0,0) and ¢ = (1,1, 1,2) we have
(p+q)/2 = (1/2,1/2,1/2,1) = [(1,0,0,1) + (0,1,0,1) + (0,0,1,1) + (1,1,1,1)]/4 and
g((p+q)/2) = [g(1,0,0,1)+g(0,1,0,1)+g(0,0,1, D+g(1, 1,1, D)]/4= (1+1+1+2)/4 = 5/4,
whereas (g(p)+g(¢))/2 = (0+2)/2 = 1. Thus we have g((p+¢q)/2) > (g(p)+g(q))/2, violating
@.3) in Theorem 2.1l Hence g is not integrally convex. |

3 Results

3.1 Integral subgradients

Theorem 3.1 (Integral subdifferentiability). For an integer-valued integrally convex function
f:Z" —> Z U {400}, we have d7f(x) # O for all x € domgf.
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Proof. The proof is given in Section 4.2 O

The following example shows that integral subdifferentiability is not guaranteed without
the assumption of integral convexity.

Example 3.1 ([0, Example 1.1]). Let D = {(0,0,0), =(1, 1,0), +(0, 1, 1), (1,0, 1)} and f :
73 — Z U {+0c0} be defined by

(Xl + X + X3)/2 (X € D),

f(xi,x0,x3) = {

+00 (otherwise).

This function can be naturally extended to a convex function on the convex hull D of D
and D is hole-free in the sense of (2.2). However, D is not integrally convex since for
x =(,1,0)and y = (-1,0,-1) we have (x +y)/2 = (0,1/2,-1/2), N((0,1/2,-1/2)) =
{(0,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,-1),(0,1,-1)}, and hence N((0,1/2,-1/2)) n D = {(0, 0, 0)}. There-
fore, f is not integrally convex.

To investigate the integral subgradient of f at the origin, suppose that p € dzf(0) C Z°.
Since f(y) — f(0) > (p,y) for all y € D, we must have

1> pi+po, 1> ps + ps, 1> ps+pi,
—l>2-pi1=—ps, -12-pp=—p3, -12-p3s—p.
However, this system admits no integer solution, though it is satisfied by (pi, p2, p3) =
(1/2,1/2,1/2). Hence dzf(0) = 0. |

Remark 3.1. Here is a subtle point about the statement of Theorem [3.1l In parallel to the
integral subdifferential 97 f(x) in (I2)), the (real) subdifferential 0 f(x) is defined by

Orf(0) ={p eR"| f(y) = f(x) = (p,y — x) forall y € Z"}. 3.1

Theorem 3.1 states that dz f(x) N Z" # 0, but it does not claim a stronger statement that
Or f(x) is an integer polyhedron. Indeed, dr f(x) is not necessarily an integer polyhedron,
as the following example shows. Let f : Z* — Z U {+co} be defined by £(0,0,0) = 0 and
f(1,1,0) = f(0,1,1) = f(1,0,1) = 1, with domzf = {(0,0,0),(1,1,0),(0,1,1),(1,0, 1)}.
This function is integrally convex and the subdifferential of f at the origin is given as

Of0)={p=(p1,pnp) €ER | pr+pr<1,pa+ps < Lp +ps <1,

which is not an integer polyhedron, having a non-integral vertex at p = (1/2,1/2,1/2). In
contrast, it is known that, 9z f(x) is an integer polyhedron if f is Li-convex, M*-convex,
Lg—convex, or Mg—convex. [}

Remark 3.2. BS-convex and UJ-convex functions are investigated by Fujishige [3]. For
an integer-valued BS-convex function f, the subdifferential dz f(x) in (3.I)) contains a half-
integral vector [3, Theorem 2], and it contains an integral vector if the function f arises as
the conjugate of a D-convex function, which, by definition, is associated with a disconcor-
dant Freudenthal simplicial division D [3| Theorem 5]. The function used as an example in
Remark 3.1]is actually a BS-convex function ([3, Example 3]), and therefore, g f(x) is not
necessarily an integer polyhedron for a BS-convex function f. Nevertheless, BS-convex and
UlJ-convex functions admit integral subgradients, as they are integrally convex. This fact is
stated below as a corollary of Theorem 3.11 |

Corollary 3.1.
(1) For an integer-valued BS-convex function f, we have dzf(x) # 0 for all x € domgzf.
(2) For an integer-valued UJ-convex function f, we have dzf(x) # 0 for all x € domzf. =
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3.2 Integral biconjugacy

In this section we establish the integral biconjugacy f** = f for integer-valued integrally
convex functions.

Lemma 3.1 ([10, Lemma 4.1]). For each x € domgzf we have: f**(x) = f(x)
azf(.X) 0.

Proof. By the definitions (LI) and (I.2)) it holds, for x € domzf and p € Z", that

peizf(x) &= f)+f(p)={(p,x). (3.2)

If there exists p € dzf(x), (3.2) implies that f(x)+ f*(p) = {p, x). From this and the definition
of f**(x) we obtain f**(x) > (p, x)— f*(p) = f(x), while f**(x) < f(x) is obvious. Conversely,
if f**(x) = f(x), there exists p € Z" such that (p, x) — f*(p) = f**(x) = f(x). This implies
p € 0zf(x) by B.2). O

Remark 3.3. The desired integral biconjugacy f** = f does not follow immediately from
the combination of Theorem 3.1land Lemma[3.1l Let f : Z> — Z U {+co} be the indicator
function of S = {(x1,x)) € Z? | x, > V2x; -1 /2}, which is not an integrally convex set.
Then d7f(x) = dg f(x) = {(0,0)} # 0 for all x € S = domzf. On the other hand, we have
£°(0,0) = 0 and f*(p) = +oo for p € Z*\ {(0,0)}, from which follows that £**(x) = 0 for all
x € Z*. Thus we have domz f** = Z?> # domzf, and, a fortiori, f** # f. This example, taken

from [[10, Remark 4.1], motivates the technical condition (3.4) below. [

For f : Z" — Z U {+o0} we consider the following conditions:

domgzf = cl(domzf) NZ" + 0, 3.3)
cl(domgf’) is rationally-polyhedral, (3.4)
0zf(x) # 0 for all x € domzf, 3.5)

where cl(domzf) denotes the closure of the convex hul of domzf, and a closed convex
set in R” is said to be rationally-polyhedral if it is described by a system of finitely many
inequalities with coefficients of rational numbers. The first condition (3.3)) is natural, the
second condition (3.4)) is rather technical, and the third condition (3.3)) is essential.

Lemma 3.2 ([10, Lemma 4.2]). Suppose that f : Z" — Z U {+co} satisfies the conditions
B3), @), and B3V Then the following hold.

(1) domgf* = U{azf(x) | x € domyf) # 0.

(2) domzf*® = domzf.

3 f*=fx)  (xez".

(4) For x e domgf, p edomzf*: pedzf(x) — xe€dzf*(p).

(5) 0zf*(p) #0  (p € domzf*). L
Lemma 3.3. An integer-valued integrally convex function satisfies the conditions (3.3), (3.4),
and (3.3).

cl(domy, ) coincides with the closed convex hull of domzf; [5, Section 1.4].
’In Lemma 4.1 of [[10] an additional condition “dg f(x) = cl(domzf)” is involved in the definition of F¢ in
(4.18). However, we can verify that this condition is not needed.
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Proof. Since S = domgf is integrally convex, S is an integer polyhedron by Proposition 2.1
In particular, we have cI(S) = S. The condition (3.3) is satisfied by (Z.2). The property [3.4)
can be shown as follows. By Proposition 2.T] the smallest affine subspace containing a facet
F of S is described by a system of equations, say, Azx = by with the entries of A belonging
to {—1,0, +1} and by being an integer vector. This implies the rationality (3.4). The property
(3.3) is shown in Theorem 311 m|

By combining Lemmas[3.2]and [3.3] we obtain the following statements about the integral
subdifferential, integral conjugate, and integral biconjugate of an integer-valued integrally
convex function.

Proposition 3.1. For an integer-valued integrally convex function [ : Z" — Z U {+oo}, we
have the properties (1) to (5) in Lemma[3.2] [

The integral biconjugacy claimed in Proposition 3.1] deserves a separate statement as a
theorem.

Theorem 3.2 (Integral biconjugacy). For an integer-valued integrally convex function f :
Z" — Z U {+00} we have f**(x) = f(x) forall x € Z". [

The following example shows that integral biconjugacy is not guaranteed without the
assumption of integral convexity.

Example 3.2 ([10, Example 1.1]). In Example 3.1l D = domzf is not an integrally convex
set, and therefore f is not integrally convex. The integral conjugate of f is given as

f*(p) =max{0, |p; + p» — 1l,Ip2 + p3 = 1I,|Ip3 + p1 — 11}

and the integral biconjugate is f**(x) = sup ,.z:{(p, x) — f*(p)}. Hence
f70) = = inf max{0, [py + p2 = 1L, 2 + p3 = 1L 1ps + p1 — 11}
pE

Therefore we have f**(0) = —1 # 0 = f(0). This shows f** # f. [ ]

As special cases of Theorem 3.2 we obtain integral biconjugacy for L-convex, Li-convex,
M-convex, MP-convex, Lg—convex, and Mg—convex functions given in [1L1, Theorems 8.12,
8.36, 8.46]. Integral biconjugacy for BS-convex and UJ-convex functions are also obtained
as a corollary of Theorem

Corollary 3.2.
(1) For an integer-valued BS-convex function f, we have f**(x) = f(x) for all x € Z".
(2) For an integer-valued UJ-convex function f, we have f**(x) = f(x) for all x € Z".

3.3 Discrete DC programming

A discrete analogue of the theory of DC functions (difference of two convex functions) and
DC programming has recently been proposed in [7]] using L*-convex and M"-convex func-
tions. As already noted in [7, Remark 4.7], such theory of discrete DC functions can in fact
be developed for functions that satisfy integral biconjugacy and integral subdifferentiability.
Our present results, Theorems [3.1] and 3.2 enable us to extend the theory of discrete DC
functions to integrally convex functions. In particular, an analogue of the Toland—Singer du-
ality [18] can be established for integrally convex functions as a corollary of our results.
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Theorem 3.3 (Toland—Singer duality). Let g and h be integer-valued integrally convex func-
tionst Then

inf{g(x) — h(0} = inf{n*(p) - g"(P)}- (3.6)
Proof. By integral biconjugacy (Theorem 3.2) of &, we can prove (3.6) as follows:
inf{g(x) — h(x)} = inf{g(x) - A ()} = inf{g(x) - SI;pr, xy = h*(p)}}
= inf ir;f{g(x) —(p, )+ h*(p)} = ir;f{h‘(p) - Sgp{<p, x) = g}

= ir{l)f{h'(p) - g (P}

4 Proofs

4.1 Proof of Proposition 2.1l about the convex hull

We start with a basic fact, which will be intuitively obvious.
Lemma 4.1. The convex hull S of an integrally convex set S is a closed set.

Proof. Take any point x in the (topological) closure of S. There exists a sequence {x;} € S
that converges to x. We may assume that N(x) € N(x;) holds for all k, by considering a
subsequence consisting of {x;} with ||x; — x|l < & for a sufficiently small £ > 0. We may
further assume that N(x;) is identical for all k, since there are finitely many possibilities of the
set N(x;) and we can choose an appropriate subsequence of {x;}. Let N, denote this N(x;).
Since § is integrally convex and x; € S,wehave x, € S N N(x)=S NN, Here S NN, is a
closed set, since S N N, is a finite set. Therefore, x = lim, x, € S NN, C S. O

Let S C Z" be an integrally convex set, and F be a face of its convex hull S. Let Ly denote
the linear subspace of R” such that the smallest affine subspace containing F' is represented
as x + Lp for a point x in F. In the following we prove Proposition 2.1l by showing that
(1) F contains an integer point, (2) Lr is spanned by vectors in {—1,0, +1}", and (3) S isa
polyhedron.

Proof of (1): Take any x € R"” in F. By the integral convexity of S, we have x € § N N(x).
That is, there exist integer points y, y® ... y™ € § N N(x) and A, A, ..., A,, > 0 such that
x =" 2% and 37, A = 1. Here we have y,y?, ...,y ¢ F, since F is a face of S,
x€F,and yV,y? .. ym ¢ S.

Proof of (2): Fix x € FNZ". We shall show that there exist d", d®, ...,d" e {-1,0, +1)"
such that

F = (x +span{dV,d®,...,d")nS§, “4.1)

where span{- - - } means the subspace spanned by the vectors in the braces. We assume that
F is not a singleton, since otherwise (@.)) is trivially true. Take any y € F \ {x} and define
z = (1 — &)x + gy with a sufficiently small € > 0 so that x € N(z). Since 7 € S and S is
integrally convex, there exist z",z?,...,z™ € S N N(z) and A1, A5,...,4, > 0 such that

3 As the proof shows, the integral convexity of g is not needed. That is, (3.6) holds for any g : Z" — ZU{+c0},
aslongas h : Z" — Z U {+0c0} is integrally convex.



7= 30, 4z% and Y5, A = 1. Here we have z(,z®, ...,z € F, since F is a face of S,
ze€ F,and z",z?, ..., 2™ € S. It follows from (1 — &)x + &y = z = 31~ , 4,z¥ that

1 m
y=x+ = 4@ -,
€ k=1

where each direction vector z¥' — x belongs to {—1, 0, +1}", since both z¥ and x are members
of N(z). By collecting all the direction vectors z¥' — x arising from all choices of y € F \ {x}
we obtain a set of vectors {dV,d®,...,d"} c {-1,0, +1}" for which @) holds.

Proof of (3): First suppose that S is full dimensional. For a facet F of S, the linear sub-
space L is a hyperplane of dimension n — 1, and is described by an (outward) normal vector.
The normal vector is perpendicular to (n — 1) linearly independent direction vectors generat-
ing Ly and is uniquely determined under some appropriate normalization of the length. Since
the direction vectors are contained in {—1, 0, +1}" by @.I)), there exist only a finite number of
possible normal vectors, and hence S has a finite number of facets. If S is not full dimen-
sional, we consider normal vectors of its facets contained in the subspace Lg. There are only
a finite number of such normal vectors, up to scaling. Therefore, S is a polyhedron.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1 for integral subdifferentiability

Let f : Z" — 7Z U {+00} be an integer-valued integrally convex function. For a point x €
domgzf, the subdifferential of f at x is defined as

Orf(x) ={p eR"| f(y) = f(x) 2 (p,y — x) forall y € Z"}. (4.2)

The subdifferential dg f(x) is nonempty for every x € domgf, since an integrally convex
function is extensible to a convex function. In the following we prove that dg f(x) contains
an integer vector, which is the claim of Theorem 3.1l

We may assume that x = 0 and f(0) = 0. In the definition of dg f(0) by (.2)), it suffices,
by Theorem to consider y in {—1, 0, +1}". Therefore, we have

Orf(0)={peR"| nypf < f(y)forally € {—1,0,+1}"}. (4.3)
j=1
We represent the system of inequalities 3)_; y;p; < f(y) for y with f(y) < +co in a matrix
form as
Ap <b. (4.4)

Let I denote the row setof Aand A = (a;; | i € I,j € {1,2,...,n}). We denote the ith row
vector of A by a; for i € I. The row set I is indexed by y € {—1,0, +1}" with f(y) < +oc0, and
a; is equal to the corresponding y for i € I; we have a;; = y; for j = 1,2,...,nand b; = f(a;).
Note that g;; € {~1,0,+1} and g; € {~1,0, +1}" for all i and ;.
We apply the Fourier-Motzkin elimination procedure [[16]] to the system of inequalities
#@.4) to show the existence of an integer vector satisfying (@.4).
The Fourier—-Motzkin elimination for (4.4]) goes as follows. According to the value of the
coefficient a;; of the first variable p;, we partition / into three disjoint parts (I}, 19, I;) as
Iy ={iel|a; =+1},
I'={iel|a =0},
Iy ={ielfay =-1},



and decompose (.4) into three parts as

ap<b  (el), (4.5)
ap<b,  (el)), (4.6)
ap<b  (el. 4.7)

For all possible combinations of i € I/ and k € I}, we add the inequality for i in (4.5) and the
inequality for k in (.7) to obtain

(@+adp <bi+b  Gel, kel). (4.8)

The inequalities in (4.8) are free from the variable p;, since a;; + ax = 0 for all i € I and
k € I} . For the variable p; we obtain

r]gé}]zc {Z agjpj — bk} <p: < rrel}ln {bi - Z aijpj} 4.9)
J=2 J=2

from (4.3) and @.7). It is understood that the maximum over the empty set is equal to —oco

and the minimum over the empty set is equal to +oo.

We have thus eliminated p; and obtained a system of inequalities in (p», . . ., p,) consisting
of (4.6) and (.8). Once (p,, ..., p,) is found, p, can easily be found from (4.9), if the interval
described by (4.9) is nonempty. It is important that the derived system of inequalities in
(p1, pas - .., py) consisting of (&.6)), [@.8), and (@.9)) is in fact equivalent to the original system
consisting of @.3), @.6), and @.7). In particular, (pi, ps, ..., p,) satisfies (4.3)), (@.6), and
@D if and only if (p,, ..., p,) satisfies (4.6) and (@8)), and p, satisfies (£.9).

The Fourier—Motzkin elimination applies the above procedure recursively to eliminate
variables py, pa, ..., p._1. This process results in a single inequality in p, of the form (4.9).
Then we can determine (py, p», ..., p,) in the reverse order p,, pn_1, ..., P1-

By virtue of the integral convexity of f, a drastic simplification occurs in the elimination
process. The inequalities (£.8) that are to be added in general are actually redundant and need
not be added, which is shown in the following lemma. The lemma implies in particular that
1(1) is nonempty if / and /] are nonempty.

Lemma 4.2. The inequalities in (.8)) are implied by those in (4.6)).

Proof. In (4.8) we have b; = f(a;) and by = f(a;), and hence the inequality in (4.8) can be
rewritten as

1 1
E(ai +ayp < E(f(ai) + flaw))- (4.10)
By the integral convexity of f there exist yV,y® ...,y € N((a; + a;)/2) such that

N 1 - 1
Do’ =S@ra), ) A" < 5(fa) + fa), @.11)

=1 2 =1 2
where 4, > 0forl=1,2,...,mand ), 4, = 1 (cf., Theorem[2.1). Since the first component
of (a;+ay)/2 is zero, the first component of each y¥’ must also be zero, which means that each

y? coincides with a; for some j = j(I) € I?. Hence we have y"p < f(y") for i = 1,2,...,m
by @.6). Using this and @.I1)) we obtain

1 m m 1
(. — 0 0 _ .
S+ a)p = IZ 'p < ; AfO") < 5(f@) + fla).
The above argument shows that (4.10Q) can be derived from the inequalities in (4.6). m|
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For j =2,3,...,n, define

Ii ={iel) |a;=+1},
[={iel],|a;=0)
I ={iel) a;=-1).

Then the original system (4.4)) is equivalent to

s {Z b, - bk} < pr < min {bf -2 a,.,.p,.},

boj=2 j=2
n n
max Zak]pj—bk < p» <min<b; — aiipj¢ s
kelz‘ - €1, "
J=3 J=3

(4.12)

max {@mpn — bk} < ppot < min{b; — aypy},
< n—1

n—1

max {—b;} < p, < min{b;}.
kel; iely
Note that the expressions above are valid even when some of the index sets I}T and/or I are
empty.

Since dr f(x) is nonempty, there exists a real vector p satisfying the inequalities (4.12)).
As for integrality, the last inequality in (£.12)) shows that we can choose an integral p, € Z,
since b; = f(a;) fori € I, UI and f is integer-valued. Then the next-to-last inequality shows
that we can choose an integral p,_| € Z, since ay,p, — by € Zfork € I, and b; — a;,p, € Z
fori € I’ ,. Continuing in this way we can see the existence of an integer vector p € Z"
satisfying (4.12). This shows 0z f(x) # 0, completing the proof of Theorem 3.1

Remark 4.1. Suppose that d f(x) is a bounded polyhedron for an integrally convex function
f:7Z"— Z U {+oo} and x € dom f. The expression (.12)) shows that there exists an integral
vertex of dg f(x). Indeed we can choose the (finite) upper bound in @.12)) for each p;. It is
emphasized, however, that not every vertex is an integral vector. ]

S Concluding Remarks

The established biconjugacy implies that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
class Fic of integer-valued integrally convex functions and the class of their integral con-
jugates F2. = {f* | f € Fic}. By the conjugacy theorems related to L- and M-convex
functions (see [L1, Fig. 8.1]), the class ¢ also contains separable convex, L-convex, LA
convex, M-convex, M?-convex, Lg—convex, and Mg—convex functions. A direct characteri-
zation of F¢. is an interesting question and is left for the future. It will be also interesting
to characterize its subclasses ¥ = {f° | f: integer-valued BS-convex} and F5, = {f* |
f: integer-valued UJ-convex]}.
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