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ADDITIVE COLOURFUL CARATHEODORY TYPE RESULTS
WITH AN APPLICATION TO RADII

MATTHIAS BRUGGER, MAXIMILIAN FIEDLER, BERNARDO GONZALEZ MERINO,
AND ANJA KIRSCHBAUM

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the behavior of the circumradius with
respect to the Minkowski addition in generalized Minkowski spaces. To do so,
we solve additive colourful Carathéodory type results, under certain equilibria
conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let us denote by K™ the set of all n-dimensional convex bodies, i.e., convex and
compact sets.

The circumradius of a convex body K with respect to a second convex body
C is the smallest rescalation A\C' containing a translation of K, and is denoted by
R(K,C). The inradius of K w.r.t. C is the largest rescalation A\C containing a
translation of K, and is denoted by r(K,C). The diameter of K w.r.t. C is the
maximum distance between two points of K measured w.r.t. || - [[(c—cy/2, and is
denoted by D(K,C). Finally, the minimal width of K w.r.t. C is the smallest
distance between two parallel supporting hyperplanes to K measured w.r.t. | -
ll(c=c) 2, and is denoted by w(K, C). In the Euclidean space (R", || - [|2) with unit
ball BY := {z € R" : ||z||2 < 1}, where ||z||2 := /2% + -+ + 22, and unit sphere
St = {x € R" : ||z|]2 = 1}, we write R(K) := R(K,BY), and the same for r(K),
D(K), and w(K).

The authors of [I4] Theorems 1.1 and 1.2] initiated the study of the behavior of
the successive radii (which are generalizations of the classical radii above) w.r.t. the
Minkowski (or vectorial) addition in the Euclidean space with unit ball B. In
particular, the authors showed that for any two convex bodies K and L

(L.1) R(K)+R(L) < V2R(K + L), r(K)+r(L)<r(K+L),
' D(K)+D(L) < vV2D(K + L), w(K)+w(L) < w(K + L).

Other authors have studied the same questions for the different families of successive
radii in the Euclidean space [11]], for the mean successive radii [I], for the Firey (or
p) sum [I5], or for the Orlicz-Minkowski sum [9].
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In this paper, however, our aim is to focus on the Minkowski addition of convex
bodies, and to compute its behavior under the circumradius measured with respect
to an arbitrary convexr set C' € K™. Hence, we study inequalities of the form

J J
a1 Y R(K;,C) <R(Ki+ -+ K;,0) <2 Y R(K;, ),

i=1 =1
where K;,C € K™, i € [§], 7 € N, and ¢1,ce > 0 are some absolute constants. We
can easily deduce the upper bound in the inequality above, i.e., for any K;,C € K",
i €[j], 7 €N, since K; C 2* + R(K;,C)C, for some x* € R", then

Ki+ -+ K;C ("4 +29) + R(K1,0) + -+ + R(K;, C))C,

and thus

R(Kl + -+ Kj,O) < R(KZ,O) + -+ R(KJ,C)
Therefore, the lower bound is the interesting case, and the main case in our inves-
tigations.

Let K € K". We denote by bd(K) the boundary of K. Moreover, letting

p € bd(K), we say that u € R™\ {0} is an exterior outer normal to some K at
p if 27u < pTu for every z € K. The solution to the first inequality in (ILT]) was

achieved by two main ingredients. The first of them is the optimal containment
under homothetics condition (cf. [7, Thm. 2.3]).

Proposition 1.1. Let K,C € K" be such that K C C. The following statements
are equivalent:

(1) R(K,C)=1.
(2) There exist p',...,p" € KNbd(C), exterior outer normals u', ... ,u’ to C
at p,...,p7, respectively, and scalars Ai,...,\; > 0,2 <j <n+1, such

that
j .
0= Z M\t
=1

Moreover, if C' = BY, the conditions above are also equivalent to
(3) There exist p',...,p7 € KNS"™! and scalars \1,...,\; >0,2<j<n+1,

such that
J
i=1

(4) For every a € R*\ {0}, KN{x e S" 1 :27a >0} #£0.

The second ingredient is a somewhat hidden but repeatedly used minmax result
(see [14]), which can be expressed in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.2. Let U := {u',..., v’} C S"1, V = {o}, ... 0/} C S"71, and
ALy s i1y - -5 5 > 0 be such that

i J
0= Zx\kuk = val.
k=1 =1
Then there exist k € [i] and | € [j] such that
||uk —l—le2 > V2.
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The acquainted reader will quickly realize that Proposition [[.2] hides an additive
colourful Carathéodory (or Helly) type result. Similar results have been already
considered by other authors (cf. [2J4]). Furthermore, the intimate connection be-
tween some Helly type results and some radii notions is not that surprising since
one can directly link Proposition [Tl with Helly’s theorem via Rubin’s lemma, and
strengthen Proposition [[LI(2) replacing “j < n 4+ 1”7 by “j < h(C)”, where h(C)
denotes the well-known Helly number of C' (cf. [10]).

Our first result generalizes Proposition onto an arbitrary number of a finite
amount of subsets. Before stating it, we remember that K, L C R" are mutually
orthogonal if 7y = 0 for every x € K and y € L.

Theorem 1.1. Let U; := {ui, ... ,u}%} crStlr,>0,i€[j],j €N, N, .. .,)\};i >
0,2<k; <n+1, and c € R", be such that

k1 k;j
Ozg )\llull:---zg Nuj.
=1 =1

Then

ull1—|—-~-—|—u{j—cH2Z T’%—I—'-'—I—T?.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if c =0, j € [n], and U, and U; are mutually
orthogonal, for any choice 1 <k <1< j.

Theorem [L1] implies, in particular, the existence of indices I; € [k;], i € [j],

such that Hulll —|—-~-—|—u{jH > /ri+--- 4717 Let us also note that the case
. 2

U; = {—u’,u’} in Theorem [T follows by a basic averaging argument.

In this paper we study questions analogous to (LI specially focused on the
circumradius functional. For any K,C € K™, it is known that all radii can be
described by means of the outer radius (cf. [8]), so in some sense we focus in the first
natural step towards understanding the behavior of the radii functionals with respect
to the Minkowski addition. Making use of Theorem [[LT| we extend [I4, Theorem
1.1, i =mn].

Theorem 1.2. Let K; € K", i € [j], j € N. Then
R(K1) + -+ R(K;) < VIR(K) + -+ K;).

Moreover, equality holds if Ky, and K; are contained in orthogonal linear subspaces,
for any choice 1 <k <1 <j, and R(K1) =--- = R(K}).

Let us observe that the if in the equality case above is not only if. For instance,
the planar sets

K = conv({(£1,0)7,(0,£(v2-1))T}), L :=conv({(0,£1)7,(£(v2-1),0)T}),

fulfill R(K) = R(L) = 1 and R(K + L) = v/2, but K and L are not mutually
orthogonal.

Theorem [[1] presents an optimal estimate only if Uy, ..., U; are no more than
7 < n sets. If we are given more than n of those sets, then the optimal analogous
result to Theorem [[I] turns out to be more involved. In this regard, we have been
able to show the following additive Helly type result, which improves Theorem [LT]
in the case of n =2, j = 3, and r; = 1, i € [3], from /3 to 2, which is the optimal
value in this case.
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Theorem 1.3. Let U; := {ui,...,uj } CS', i€ [3], N[,..., A}, >0,2 <k <3,
and ¢ € R2, be such that

k1 ko k3
0= 5 MNuj = 5 MNu? = E M.
=1 =1 =1

Then

l?,lli)l(g Hulll + ulQQ + u?s - CH2 z 2.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if c =0 and, after a suitable common rotation,
we have that

U; = {x(cos(in/3),sin(iw/3))}, i€ [3].

We would like to point out a fundamental difference between the equality cases
of Theorems [Tl and [[.3] which reflects a reason why the latter is more complicated
than the former. On the one hand, if Uy, ...,U; achieve equality in Theorem [I.T]
then any choice of vectors u}l e U, i € 4], j € [n], provides the optimal bound

1 J
Hull oot

of pairs of vectors {£(cos(im/3),sin(in/3))}, ¢ € [3] (cf. Theorem [[3]), may lead to
worse values than the optimal one, for instance,

(cos(m/3),sin(m/3))T — (cos(2m/3),sin(27/3))" + (cos(n), sin(7))”
= (1/2,V3/2)" = (-1/2,¥3/2)" + (-1,0)" = (0,0)".
Again, a consequence of Theorem is the following result.

Corollary 1.1. Let K; € K%, i € [3], be such that K; C B3 with R(K;) = 1, for
i € [3]. Then

= /rf + -+ 77 On the other hand, some choices in the sets

R(K1 + K2+ K3) > 2.
Moreover, equality holds only if, after a suitable common rotation, K; contains a
segment [(cos(im/3),sin(in/3)), —(cos(in/3),sin(in/3))], i € [3].

Very recently, special attention has been paid to the radii functionals measured
with respect to an arbitrary C € K™ (cf. [6L[7]). This motivated us to study the
behavior of the outer radius R(-, C) of the sum of a finite amount of convex bodies.
For K4,...,K,, CR™, let K; —l—---—i—ff\i—i—---—i—Km be the sum of all sets K; such
that j € [m] \ {i}.

Theorem 1.4. Let K;,C € K™, i € [j], j € N. Then
(1.2) R(K:,C)+---+R(K,;,C) <jR(K:1+---+ K;,C).

Equality holds if and only if there exist polyhedral cylinders C; with facets parallel
to aff (K1 + -+ -+ K; +---+ K;) and some A >0 and z € R™ such that

Ki+---+K;Ccz+AXCCcCin---NC;
with R(K1,C1) = -+~ = R(K;,Cj) = 1.

Before going on, we will now explain the notation used in the remaining sections
of the paper. For any A, B C R™, we write AL B if A and B are mutually orthogonal.
For any set A C R™, we denote by conv(A), lin(A4), and aff (K), the convez, linear,
and affine hull of A, respectively. We denote by dim(A) the dimension of A, and
it is defined as dim(A) := dim(aff(A)). For any A, B C R", we say that A C; B
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(resp. A ¢, B) if there exists z € R™ such that A C x + B (resp. A ¢ x + B for
every x € R™).

2. EUCLIDEAN CASE

We start this section proving Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem[L1. Let Xj,...,\, > 0besuch that 0= Zle Nl for all i € [5].
Considering the scalar product

k T k

1 1

<Z A}u}) c= Z)\ll(ull)TCZ 0,
=1 =1

then there exists my € [kq] such that (u), )7c < 0. Secondly, and again due to
T

k2 k2
(z A?u%) (W, — o) = SRR, — ) =0
=1 =1

there exists my € [ka] such that (u2,,)" (u},, —¢) > 0. In general and because of

the same reason, for every t = 3,...,j, we choose m; € [k:] such that
(uby ) (upy, + -+ ubyt =) > 0.
Hence, for every t = 2,...,j, we have that
ety + -+ i, — 3
= g, + - gt = el 4 2up, o Fu =) (ug,) + g, 113

> gy, -+ upt =3+ llub, 113,

my ol =3 > elld A up 13+ -+ g, 3
> g, 13+ - + llud, |13
Therefore

et fuf, + - g, = ellz = flug, +---+up, —cll3
seeesbyg

>t I3 + -+ + [l |13
= 7‘% +--- 4+ 7“]2».

We now show the equality case. Since we must have equality in all inequalities
above, we start observing that ||c|[|2 = 0 implies ¢ = 0. Moreover, we also have that
(ug,)" (u, + - +uy ) =0
for every t = 2,..., 4, and every l; € [k;]. This gives, for ¢ = 2, that (u,)"uj, =0
for every l1,1ly, and thus Uy LUs,. For ¢t = 3, we get (u})” (uf, + uf,) = 0 for every

ll, ZQ, lg. Clearly

lin({u;, +uj, : 1 <1 < k;}) =1lin(U; UUs) = lin(Uy) + lin(Us)

and thus Us L (U; + Us). Analogously, we obtain that for every ¢t = 2,...,j then
Uy L(Uy + - 4+ Up—q), ie., U; LU, for every 1 <14 < 1 < j. Finally, we also observe
that U; LU for every 1 < i <[ < j implies that
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which, since dim(U;) > 1 for ¢ € [j], hence j < n, concludes the equality case. [

Making use of Theorem [[LT] we are able to show the following result, which is a
nonlinear sharp bound explaining the behavior of the Euclidean circumradius with
respect to the Minkowski addition of convex sets.

Theorem 2.1. Let K; € K", i € [j], j € N. Then
R(K1)?+-- + R(K;)? <R(Ky + -+ K;)%
Equality holds if Ky and K; are mutually orthogonal, for any choice 1 <k <1< 3.
Proof. Let ¢; € K; be such that K; C ¢;+R(K;)BY, i € [j], and define K := K, —c¢;.
Letting r; := R(Kj;) for ¢ € [j], by Proposition [T} there exist
uf,...up € ST N K,
such that 0 € conv({uj,...,uj }). Let us denote by U; := {uf,...,uj } for every
i € [§]. By Theorem [[.T] we then have that
R(K1 +---+ K;) > R(conv(Uy) + - - - + conv(Uj;))
>R(UL +---+Uj)

= min max ull1+~-~+uf_—cH
g 2

cER™ 1y ,...,1;

24 ... 2
>4/ri+ —l—rj.

For the equality case, let us observe that if K} and K; are mutually orthogonal, for
any choice 1 < k <l < j, then Uy and U; are mutually orthogonal as well, for any
1 <k <1<}, and thus the equality cases of Theorem [T implies the result.

O

Proof of Theorem [.4. Applying Holder’s inequality to (R(K1), ... ,R(Kj))T and
(1,..., )T € R yields
J
> R(K) = [(R(K1), - ., RK;) s
i=1
<N DT 2 (R, - ROE) 2

=7 [(R(K1), ..., RK;))T |2
< R(K 4 -+ K;)

where the last inequality follows from Theorem 2.1
Let us assume that we have equality. Then we have equality in Theorem 2.1
Moreover, we have equality in Holder’s inequality applied to (R(K7),...,R(K j))T
and (1,...,1)T, hence R(K;) = --- = R(Kj), concluding the proof.
O

Proof of Theorem[I.3. We start by showing the following claim.
Claim. There exist two points, each from a different group of points U;, i € [3], say
w.l.o.g. ui and u?, such that

1
(w+ud) (-0 20 and (u)Tud 2 5,
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B(Eﬂg., 71'/6)
3m/6
47 /6 n 27 /6
B((—v/3/2,1/2),7/6) B((v3/2,1/2),7/6)
57 /6 e /6
67/6 0
/6 117/6
8m/6 107/6
97 /6

FIGURE 1. Arcs  Bles,w/6), B((—v3/2,1/2),7/6) and
B((v/3/2,1/2),7/6) in the proof of Theorem L3l

B(eg, 7/6)
3w /6

4m/6 27/6

B((_\/§/271/2)5ﬂ-/6) B((\/§/271/2)77‘—/6)

57/6 /6

67/6
/6

117/6

8m/6 107/6

97 /6

FIGURE 2. All vectors in the gray region, together with 3, fulfill
the requirements of (I).
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B(Eﬂg.,Tl'/G)
3m/6
47 /6 27 /6

B((~V/3/2,1/2),7/6) B((v3/2,1/2),7/6)

57 /6 /6

67/6

T /6

8m/6 107/6

97 /6

FIGURE 3. Since 0 is contained in the convex hull of U3 there must
be a point uj on the green arc.

3w /6
4m/6 27/6
57/6 /6
67/6 0
/6 117/6
8m/6 107/6
97 /6

FIGURE 4. Equality case in the proof of Theorem up to a rotation.

cf. Figure[Bl Geometrically speaking, the claim states that (ul 4+ u?) has a positive
component in the direction of —c and that the angle between u} and u? is no greater

than 3.
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Before proving claim, let us observe that if the claim holds true, since 0 =
Zfil Au?, then 0 = Efil A3 (uf + uf — ¢)Tul. From this we deduce that there
exists an index [, say | = 1, such that (u} +u? — ¢)Tu$ > 0. Hence

lut +uf +uf —cll3
= Juill3 + u3l3 + 2(u)) ul + [lell3 + 2(ui +u3) " (—c)

(2.1) 2+ 2u! +u? — )Tl

1
> 1+1+2§+0+O+1+0=4,
concluding the proof of the inequality. Hence, we just need to show the claim.

Proof of Claim. After a suitable rotation, we can assume that —c = Aes, for some
A > 0. For the sake of clearness, we use the notation B(u,a) := {z € S' :
arccos(u’z) < a}, where u € S' and a € [0,7]. [ We first notice that if
there exist two points from different sets of vectors Uy, Us, Us, namely ul and
u?, such that ul,u? € B(ea,7/6) or ul,u? € B((—v3/2,1/2),7/6) or ul,u? €
B((v/3/2,1/2),7/6) then we have that

(ui +u)Tey = (ul)es + (u?)Tea >0+0=0 and arccos((uj)Tu?) < %,

ie., (uf)Tu} > 1, as desired (see Figure[I for the corresponding arcs).

Let us suppose this were not the case. Since B(eq, 7/6) and B((+v/3/2,1/2),7/6)
cover C' := {x € S' : 23 > 0}, and Uy, Uz, and Us each intersect with C' (cf. Proposi-
tion[I.1(4)), we can suppose w.l.o.g. that U1 NC C B((—v/3/2,1/2),7/6), UsNC C
B((0,1),7/6), and Us N C C B((v/3/2,1/2),7/6). Let us also suppose that u} €
B((—v/3/2,1/2),7/6), u? € B((ea,7/6), and u} € B((v/3/2,1/2),7/6). Moreover,
we can also suppose that ui (resp. u$) is the point from U; (resp. Us) contained in
B((—V/3/2,1/2),7/6) (resp. B((v/3/2,1/2),7/6)) with biggest second coordinate.
Furthermore, we can suppose that ul,u? ¢ B(u?,m/3), as otherwise we would be
done by choosing either ui and u? or u} and u? (cf. Figure2)). Finally, let us also
suppose w.l.o.g. that (ui)z > (u$)a.

We now make a crucial observation: There must exist a point from Us in the
arc of S! containing ey and determined by u$ and —uf (cf. green arc in Figure
B) different from u3. If this were not the case, then 0 ¢ conv(Us), a contradiction
(again, cf. Proposition [[T(4)). Assuming that this second point in this arc is u3,
we furthermore observe that it must necessarily belong to the arc of S! determined
by —u$ and the left-most vertex of B(u?,7/3). Since u} lies in S! between e; and
the right-most vertex of B(u?,7/3), we see that the angle between u3 (as well as
ul) and the left-most vertex of B(u?,7/3) is at most 7/3. Thus we also have that
arccos((u3)Tul) < w/3, ie., (u3)Tul > 1/2. Moreover, since (u3)s > (—u3)2 and
(ud)2 > (u$)2, we conclude that (ul +ud)Tes = (ul)2 + (ud)2 > 0, concluding the
assertion for the choice u} and u3. This concludes the proof of the claim, possibly
changing naming between Us and Us. ([

For the equality case, we should have equality in all the inequalities above, in
particular in (ZI)), assuming w.l.o.g. that l; = lo = I3 = 1. This means that
c =0, (uh)Tu? = 1/2 (ie. arccos((u})Tu?) = 7/3), and (u} + u?)Tu} = 0. If

LObserve that for u € S, B(u, @) is an arc of S! and contains all vectors that span an angle
of no more than a with .
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ui,u?,u} are located within S* in clockwise order, then arccos((u?)Tu3) = /3 =

arccos((ul)Tu?), ie., ul,u? u3 are vertices of a regular hexagon. Furthermore,

the arc determined by +u} and containing ui, u? must contain a second point

from Us, say u3. At the same time this point cannot be in the relative interior

of this arc (as otherwise we would have that (ui + u?)Tu3 > 0, a contradiction
with (1)), hence showing u3 = —u$. Again, we must have points from U; (say
ud) and from U, (say u3) inside the other arc determined by +uj. Again, for
the same reason, U; N relint(B(+u$,7/3)) = 0, i = 1,2. Assuming that u$ = e?,
Proposition [LI(4) implies that U; N {z € S! : 23 < 0} # 0, i = 1,2. Then
Un{zeS:axy <—1/2} #£0,i=1,2, namely, u} € B(—eq,7/6),i=1,2.

Then we have that (u})Tu2 > 1/2, with equality (as it actually happens) if and
only if ud = (=1/2,v/3/2) = —ul and w3 = (=1/2,—v/3/2) = —u3. Moreover,
no other points on Uy, Us, Us are allowed so that some of those conditions are
violated. Therefore, U; = {£u’}, i € [3], where arccos((u?)Tu?) = 1/2, for all
1 <4 < j <3, hence concluding the equality case and the theorem (cf. Figure[d] for
a visualization). O

Proof of Corollary Il Since R(K;) = 1 with K; C B2, let us denote by uf €
K; NSS!, for i,j € [3], the points given in Proposition [LI(3). Denoting by S; :=
conv({u! : i € [3]}) C K, j € [3], due to the convexity of K; we have that
R(Kl + Ky + Kg) > R(S1 + Sy + Sg).

In order to prove the inequality, we will show that for every ¢ € R?, then S; +
Sy + S5 & ¢+ pBy, for any p < 2. Applying Theorem to the sets of vectors
U; .= {u] :i € [3]}, j € [3], we then deduce the existence of indices l1, 12,13 € [3],
such that [Juj, +u} +uj —c|l2 > 2, hence implying the result.

For the equality case, we obtain in particular that if K, K5, K3 attain equality

above, then the set of vectors Uy, Us, Us attain equality in Theorem [[.3] too, hence
obtaining the result. ([l

3. GENERALIZED MINKOWSKI SPACES
Lemma 3.1. Let K;,C € K", i € [j], j € [n]. Then
1=1,....7

The inequality is sharp.

Proof. Since K; C K1 +---+ K for every i € [j], we have R(K;,C) < R(K1+---+
K;,C) and thus
“max R(Kl,C) < R(Kl + - +Kj,C).

i=1,...,7

O

Proof of Theorem[I} Since R(K;,C) < max;=1,. ;R(K;,C) for all i € [j] by
Lemma [3.T] we have

j
(3.1) Y R(K;,C) <j max R(K;,C) < jR(K) + -+ K;,0).
i=1 T hed
We now show the equality case and begin with the only if part. Assuming
equality in eq. ([L2)) we also obtain equality in eq. (8I). From this we conclude
that R(K:,C) = --- = R(Kj, (). After suitable translations of K; and a rescalation
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of C, we can assume that K; C C and R(K;,C) = 1 for every i € [j]. Hence together
with the equality in eq. (31 we also obtain R(Ky + --- + K;,C) = 1. Moreover,
let zp € R™ be such that Ky +---+ K; C 2o+ C.

Since K; C C and R(K;,C) = 1, Proposition [T implies the existence of points
pt € K;Nbd(C) and vectors a € N(C,p!), for i € [j], I € [ki], 2 < k; < n+1, such
that

0€conv({d) : 1€ k]})N---N conv({a} Ll e[k}

Let us denote by H; :=lin({al : I € [k ]}) for every i € [j]. We will show that
(K1+---+Ki+---+Kj) L H,

for every i € [j]. For the sake of contradiction, let us suppose that
aH(K1+"'+Ki+"'+Kj) ¢ Hi-,

for some i € [j], i.e., there exist z,y € K1 +--- + Ki+-+ K such that the line

[Ia y] ¢t H

In order to conclude the proof, since [z,y] + K; C K1+ -+ K; C 29 + C, we
just need to show that [z,y] + K; ¢; C holds. Indeed, assuming the contrary, we
would have that

[,y + K; Cz+C

N NHS

Cz+ H 1 (pl) 1 afi,(pfi)Tafi,

for some z € H;. Hence
(z+p)"ai < (p))"a; and  (y+pi)"a; < ()" e
for every I € [ky]. Thls means that x7al,yTal < 0 for | € [k;]. Using the fact
that 0 € conv({a € [ki]}), we have 0 = Zf;l Mal for suitable A; > 0. Thus
0= Ele NaTal, wh1ch necessarily implies that z7al = 0 for all [ € [k;], and
analogously yTal = 0 for all [ € [k;]. Hence z,y € H;*, a contradiction.
Therefore [x,y] + K; ¢+ C, implying the desired contradiction. Hence

aff(Ky 4 -+ K; + -+ K;) Cy Hi-
for every i € [j]. Denoting by

C; —H1 ol ﬁH—

(p})Taj 1 ,(p; 7L)Ta

which is a polytopal cylinder for every i = 1,...,j, we have R(K;,C;) = 1, and
since K1+ -+ K; Cz+Cand C C C; foreveryi=1,...,j, then

Ki++K;Cz+CCz+Cin---NC;=(20+C1)N---N(z0 + Cy),

as desired.
For the if part we obtain for all i € [j],

1>R(K1+ -+ Ky, \C)
> R(K;, \O)
> R(K;,CinN---NCy)
> R(K;,C;) =1
resulting in equality in the whole chain and in particular
R(K1+ - -+ K,,\C) = R(K;, \C)
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for all ¢ € [j] which concludes the desired equality.

4. OPEN QUESTIONS

Denoting the l,-unit ball by B} := {z € R" : ||z} = [x1[P + - - + |2, [P < 1}, for
p > 1, then Theorem 2.1l implies that

R(Kl ot KJaBg) > ||(R(K15}B721)7 s 7R(Kj7Bg))T||2
whereas Lemma [3.1] implies that
R(Kl +oot KJWBZo) 2 ||(R(K1,BZO), s 7R(Kj7BZo))T”007

and both inequalities are best possible. It is then quite tempting to conjecture the
result below.

Conjecture 4.1. Let K; € K", i € [j], and p € [2,00]. Then
R(Ky + -+ K;,Bl) > [|(R Kl,Bg),...,R(Kj,B;))THp

Moreover, the inequality is best possible, strengthening the general estimate given
by Lemmal[3dl For instance, if K; := [—e;,e;], i € [n], then

R([_L 1]n7BZ) =nr = H(lv [ 1)T||;D = ||(R(K17182)7 s 7R(KH7BZ))TH;D'

It does not seem easy to guess the optimal bounds in extending Theorem [[.3] to
arbitrary n € N and ¢ > n + 1. Nevertheless, we were told by Alexandr Polyanskii
[18] (see also [3]) that the following conjecture for i = n + 1 seems reasonable.

Conjecture 4.2. Let U; := {u},...,uj, } € S"7', i e [n+1], N[,...,\,, >0,
2<k;,<n+1, and c € R", be such that

ki
0= Z)\fuf, for every i € [n+ 1].

Then

max
l17~~~>ln+1

Moreover, equality holds if and only if c =0 and, U; = {*u'} i=1,...,n+1, and
if n is even then u',...,u"tt € S~ are the vertices of an n-dimensional reqular
simplex, and if n is odd, then u', w2kt are the vertices of an 2k-dimensional
reqular simplex, and u***2, ... u™*1 are some orthonormal set such that u’ Lu? for
every 1 <1 <2k+1<j<n+1.

ulll—l—---—i—u’”'l —cszvn—i—Z

lnt1

Let us observe that in the optimal case above, one should recognize that if n is

even then
"u1+...+u%+1_u%+2_..._un+1H2:\/n+2
whereas, if n is odd, then
Hul—i—---—l—u’”l—uk+2—---—u%Hj:u2k+2j:---j:u"+1HQ= /n ¥ 2.

Moreover, Conjecture might imply that for any K; € K", i € [n + 1], with
R(K;) =1 for every i € [n + 1], we have

o (§0) - v
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which again would be best possible.
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