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POLYNOMIAL BOUNDS IN KOLDOBSKY’S DISCRETE SLICING PROBLEM

ANSGAR FREYER AND MARTIN HENK

ABSTRACT. In 2013, Koldobsky posed the problem to find a constant dn , de-
pending only on the dimension n, such that for any origin-symmetric convex
body K ⊂R

n there exists an (n −1)-dimensional linear subspace H ⊂R
n with

|K ∩Z
n | ≤ dn |K ∩H ∩Z

n | vol(K )
1
n .

In this article we show that dn is bounded from above by c n2 ω(n)/ log(n),
where c is an absolute constant and ω(n) is the flatness constant. Due to the
recent best known upper bound on ω(n) we get a c n3 log(n)2 bound on dn .
This improves on former bounds which were exponential in the dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

By a convex body we mean a non-empty convex compact set K ⊂ R
n . The

class of convex bodies in R
n is denoted by K

n and the subclass of convex bodies
that are origin-symmetric is denoted by K

n
os .

The classical and central slicing problem in convex geometry due to Bourgain
[4, 5] asks for the optimal constant bn > 0 such that for any K ∈K

n
os there exists

a hyperplane H such that

(1.1) vol(K )≤ bn voln−1(K ∩H ) vol(K )
1
n .

Here vol(S) denotes the volume, i.e., n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of S ⊂
R

n , and the d-dimensional volume of a set S contained in a d-dimensional affine
plane is denoted by vold (S).

It is conjectured that bn in (1.1) is an absolute constant and the current best
known bound due to a very recent announced result of Klartag [21] is of order
O(

√
log(n)). This conjecture is equivalent to a multitude of other problems in

Convex Geometry and Geometric Analysis such as the isotropic constant con-
jecture. It is considered to be one of the major open problems in Convex Geom-
etry and for more information we refer to [7, 8, 22, 29].

Koldobsky considered generalizations of (1.1) to arbitrary measures (see, e.g.,
[25, 26]). For instance, in [23, 24] it is shown that the best-possible constant
kn > 0 such that for any measure ν with non-negative even continuous density
on K there exists a hyperplane H ⊂R

n with

(1.2) ν(K )≤ kn ν(K ∩H )vol(K )
1
n

is of order O(
p

n). While the measures considered in (1.2) are continuous, Koldob-
sky also asked for a discrete variant in a similar spirit. Here the problem is to
determine the best possible constant dn > 0 such that for any K ∈ K

n
os with

dim(K ∩Z
n) = n there exists a central hyperplane H ⊂ R

n , i.e., a hyperplane
passing through the origin, with

G(K ) ≤ dn G(K ∩H )vol(K )
1
n ,

1
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where G(K ) = |K ∩Z
n | is the lattice point enumerator. In [1] it was shown dn ∈

O(n 2n) and the best known lower bound is of order Ω(n) [1, Theorem 1.6]. The
main reason for this exponential gap is the unfortunate circumstance that, even
though K is origin-symmetric, the maximal (with respect to lattice points) hy-
perplane section does not need to pass through the origin. In fact, given a di-
rection y 6= 0 in R

n the maximal affine hyperplane section of K orthogonal to y

might contain 2n−1 times as many lattice points as the parallel section through
the origin (see [1]).

On the other hand it is known [12, Theorem 1.4] that for K ∈K
n

os there always
exists an affine hyperplane A such that

G(K )(n−1)/n ≤O(n)G(K ∩ A),

and in this paper we show that there exists a (not necessarily parallel) central
hyperplane H such that G(K ∩H ) does not deviate too much from G(K ∩ A). To
this end we have to distinguish between “large” and “small” affine sections K∩A,
measured with respect to the covering radius.

The covering radius in turn is related to the well-known flatness constant
ω(n), which is one of the main ingredients of our main result. For precise defini-
tions we refer to Section 2. In order to get a polynomial bound on dn , we need, in
particular, the following bound on ω(n), which has been obtained very recently
in [32]:

(1.3) ω(n) ≤O(n log(n)3).

Theorem 1.1. Let K ∈ K
n , dim K = n, with centroid at the origin and let k ∈

{1, . . . ,n −1}. There exists a k-dimensional central plane L ⊂R
n such that

G(K )
k
n ≤O(ω(n))n−kO

(
max

{(
n +1

k +1

)k

,ω(k)k n

})
G(K ∩L).

As a special case of our investigation and (1.3), we obtain the desired polyno-
mial upper bound for dn in Koldobsky’s discrete slicing problem (1.2).

Corollary 1.2. Let K ∈ K
n

os with dim(K ∩Z
n) = n, n ≥ 2. There exists a central

hyperplane H ⊂R
n such that

G(K ) ≤O

(
n2ω(n)

log(n +1)

)
G(K ∩H )vol(K )

1
n .

In particular,

G(K ) ≤O(n3 log(n)2)G(K ∩H )vol(K )
1
n .(1.4)

It is quite likely that the right order is linear in the dimension which would
also coincide with a result of Regev [31] where by a randomized construction

it is shown dn ∈ O(n) provided the volume of K is at most cn2
, where c is an

absolute constant (see also [15, Section 8]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Here we provide further necessary concepts and results from Convex Geom-
etry and Geometry of Numbers which we need for our proof. For more informa-
tion we refer to the books [2, 14, 16, 17, 34].
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Regarding the volume of convex bodies, we will need two classical inequali-
ties. First, we make use of Kuperberg’s improvemet [27] of the so called reverse
Blaschke-Santaló inequality due to Bourgain and Milman [6]:

(2.1)
πn

n!
< vol(K ⋆)vol(K ),

where K ∈K
n

os and K ⋆ = {y : x · y ≤ 1, for all x ∈ K } denotes the polar body of K .
The famous Mahler conjecture states that the optimal bound is 4n/n! (see, e.g.,
[11]).

Secondly, we utilize a well-known result by Rogers and Shephard [33] which
allows us to compare the volume of K ∈K

n to the volume of its difference body
K −K ∈K

n
os :

(2.2) vol(K −K ) ≤
(

2n

n

)
vol(K ).

The bound is attained if and only if K is a simplex, and we note that
(2n

n

)
< 4n .

We recall that a lattice Λ⊂R
n is a discrete subgroup of Rn . If dimΛ= dimK =

d and K ∈K
n

os is contained in the linear hull of Λ, i.e, K ⊂ linΛ, then for 1≤ i ≤ d ,
the i th successive minimum of K with respect to Λ is given by

λi (K ,Λ)= min{λ≥ 0: dim(λK ∩Λ)≥ i }.

The successive minima are related to the volume by Minkowski’s second theo-
rem [16, Theorem 23.1]:

(2.3) λ1(K ,Λ) · · ·λd (K ,Λ)vold (K ) ≤ 2d detΛ,

where detΛ is the determinant of the lattice, i.e., the d-dimensional volume of a
fundamental domain of the action of Λ on linΛ. For K ∈K

n we denote by

GΛ(K ) = |K ∩Λ|

the lattice point enumerator of K with respect to lattice points of Λ. In order to
bound GΛ(K ) of a convex body K ⊂ linΛ in terms of the number of lattice points
of lower dimensional sections we need its lattice width with respect to Λ which
is given by

(2.4) wΛ(K )= min
y∈Λ⋆\{0}

max
x1,x2∈K

(x1 −x2) · y.

Here, Λ⋆ = {y ∈ linΛ : x · y ∈Z for all x ∈Λ} is the polar lattice of Λ. In particular,
we have (Zn)⋆ =Z

n . The lattice width can be also expressed in terms of the first
successive minimum on the polar side via

wΛ(K )=λ1((K −K )⋆,Λ⋆).

A k-dimensional plane will be called a lattice plane if it contains k +1 affinely
independent points of Λ. The orthogonal complement L⊥ of a k-dimensional
lattice plane L containing the origin is an (n−k)-dimensional lattice plane of Λ⋆.
The (dimΛ−1)-dimensional lattice planes are called lattice hyperlanes and can
be parameterized via the primitive vectors of Λ⋆, i.e., such a lattice hypperlane
H is given by

H (y,β)= {x ∈ linΛ : x · y =β}
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where y ∈Λ
⋆\{0} is a generator of the 1-dimensional lattice lin{y}∩Λ⋆ andβ ∈Z.

The lattice Λ can be decomposed as

Λ=
⋃

β∈Z

(
Λ∩H (y,β)

)
,

where none of the sections is empty. From (2.4), we can see that wΛ(K ) de-
scribes, up to a rounding, the minimum number of parallel lattice planes in-
tersecting K . In particular, we have

(2.5) GΛ(K ) ≤ (wΛ(K )+1)GΛ(K ∩H (y⋆,β)),

where y⋆ ∈ λ1((K −K )⋆,Λ⋆)(K −K )⋆∩Λ
⋆ \{0} and β is chosen such that GΛ(K ∩

H (y⋆,β)) is maximized among β ∈ Z. If dim(K ∩Λ) = dimΛ we have wΛ(K ) ≥ 1
and, thus, (2.5) yields

(2.6) GΛ(K ) ≤ 2wΛ(K )GΛ(K ∩H (y⋆,β))

for such convex bodies.
The final lattice parameter that we take into account is the covering radius

µΛ(K ) of K . It is commonly defined as

µΛ(K )= min{µ≥ 0: µK +Λ= linΛ}.

Due to a result of Khinchine [20], there exists a constant depending only on the
dimension d of Λ that bounds the product wΛ(K )µΛ(K ) from above for all con-
vex bodies K ⊂ linΛ. The smallest number ω(d ) with

(2.7) wΛ(K )µΛ(K ) ≤ω(d )

is the so-called flatness constant. To this day, the best known upper bound on
ω(d ) stated in (1.3) follows from a very recent result of Reis and Rothvoss [32]
which in turn builds upon [3]. On the other hand, it is easy to see that ω(d ) ≥ d

and the current best lower bound is due to a recent result of Mayrhofer, Schade
and Weltge [28], showing thatω(d ) ≥ 2d−o(d ). Moreover, ω(d ) is monotonous in
d as can be seen by extending a d-dimensional lattice Λ to a (d+1)-dimensional
lattice Λ via Λ=Λ⊕Zed+1 and replacing K ⊆ linΛ by K =K × [0,ω(d −1)] ·ed+1:
it is w

Λ
(K ) =wΛ(K ) and µ

Λ
(K ) =µΛ(K ).

Since the lattice width and covering radius are translation invariant, their def-
inition and properties extend naturally to affine lattices Λ+ t , where Λ⊂ R

n is a
lattice and t ∈R

n , together with convex bodies K ⊂ t + linΛ.
Another key ingredient of our proofs is the following result that has been ob-

tained recently in [13, Proposition 1.6] (where the lower bound was proven in-
dependently by Dadush [9]):

(2.8) (1−µΛ(K ))d vold (K )

detΛ
≤GΛ(K ) ≤

vold (K )

detΛ
(1+µΛ(K ))d .

For the lower bound it is necessary to assume µΛ(K ) ≤ 1. Although (2.8) is stated
in [13] only for the case Λ=Z

n , the above generalization follows easily by apply-
ing a linear isomorphism that maps Zd to Λ.

For the sake of brevity, ifΛ=Z
n , we writeµΛ(K ) =µ(K ) and, likewise, λi (K ,Λ)=

λi (K ), wΛ(K ) = w(K ) and GΛ(K ) = G(K ). Affine planes containing the origin will
be called central planes.
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3. AFFINE SLICES

In [12] it was already shown that for any K ∈K
n there exists an affine hyper-

plane A ⊂R
n such that

G(K )
n−1

n ≤O(n2)G(K ∩ A).

Here we refine this inequality by replacing the constant O(n2) with O(ω(n)).
More generally, we show the following.

Theorem 3.1. Let K ∈ K
n , n ≥ 2, and let k ∈ {1, . . . ,n − 1}. There exists a k-

dimensional affine plane A ⊂R
n such that

(3.1) G(K )
k
n ≤O(ω(n))n−k G(K ∩ A).

Before we come to its proof, we remark that Rabinowitz [30] settled the case
k = 1 as he showed that for any convex body K ∈ K

n there exists a line ℓ ⊂ R
n

with

(3.2) G(K )
1
n ≤ G(K ∩ℓ).

We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let n ≥ 2, K ∈ K
n with dimK = n and let m ∈ {1, . . . ,n}. Then we

have
(
λ1((K −K )⋆) · · ·λm((K −K )⋆)

)n ≤
(
n!

(
8

π

)n

vol(K )

)m

.

Proof. Let λ⋆

i
=λi ((K −K )⋆), 1 ≤ i ≤ n. As

(λ⋆

1 · · ·λ⋆

m)n ≤ (λ⋆

1 · · ·λ⋆

n )m ,

Minkowski’s second theorem (2.3) yields

(λ⋆

1 · · ·λ⋆

m)n ≤
2n

vol((K −K )⋆)
.

The bound now follows by first applying Kuperbergs reverse Blaschke-Santaló
inequality (2.1) to vol((K − K )⋆), followed by the Rogers-Shephard inequality
(2.2). �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We prove (3.1) by induction on the ambient dimension n

and so we may assume dim(K ∩Z
n) = n. In view of (3.2), we may also assume

k ≥ 2. We distinguish two cases depending on the lattice width of K .

First we assume that w(K ) ≤ ω(n)+n. Let H = H (y⋆,β) as in (2.6). Then we
have

(3.3) G(K ) ≤O(w(K ))G(K ∩H ) =O(ω(n))G(K ∩H ).

If k = n −1 we are done, so we can assume k < n −1. By induction, there exists a
k-dimensional affine plane A ⊂ H with

(3.4) G(K ∩H )
k

n−1 ≤O(ω(n −1))n−1−k G(K ∩ A).

Substituting (3.4) into (3.3) gives

G(K ) ≤O(ω(n))1+ (n−1)(n−k−1)
k G(K ∩ A)

n−1
k

≤O(ω(n))
n(n−k)

k G(K ∩ A)
n
k ,
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where we used the monotonicity of the flatness constant. Taking powers, we
obtain

G(K )
k
n ≤O(ω(n))n−k G(K ∩ A)

as desired.
Next, we assume that w(K ) ≥ω(n)+n. In this case, (2.7) implies

(3.5) µ(K ) ≤
ω(n)

ω(n)+n
< 1.

Let y1, . . . , yn−k ∈Z
n \ {0} be linearly independent with

yi ∈λi ((K −K )⋆)(K −K )⋆∩Z
n , 1≤ i ≤ n −k ,

and let L = lin{y1, . . . , yn−k }. Moreover, let K̃ = K |L the orthogonal projection of K

onto L and we also consider the lattice Λ̃= Z
n|L. Taking polars in the subspace

L, we find

(K̃ − K̃ )⋆ = (K −K )⋆∩L and Λ̃
⋆ =Z

n ∩L.

Hence, by the choice of L we have

λi ((K̃ − K̃ )⋆,Λ̃⋆)=λi ((K −K )⋆) ≥λ1((K −K )⋆)= w(K ) ≥ 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n −k .

As pointed out in [19, Proposition 4.1] it follows that

G
Λ̃

(K̃ ) ≤
n−k∏

i=1

(
λi ((K̃ − K̃ )⋆,Λ̃⋆)+1

)
≤ 2n−k

n−k∏

i=1

λi ((K̃ − K̃ )⋆,Λ̃⋆).

Applying Lemma 3.2 yields

(3.6) G
Λ̃

(K̃ )≤O(n)n−k vol(K )
n−k

n .

In view of (3.5) we can apply the volume approximation by the covering radius
(2.8) and obtain

vol(K )≤ (1−µ(K ))−n G(K ) ≤
(
ω(n)+n

n

)n

G(K ).

Combining this with (3.6) gives

G
Λ̃

(K̃ ) ≤O(ω(n))n−k G(K )
n−k

n .

Hence we obtain

G(K ) =
∑

x∈K̃∩Λ̃
G(K ∩ (x +L⊥))

≤ G
Λ̃

(K̃ )max
x∈Λ̃

G(K ∩ (x +L⊥))

≤O(ω(n))n−k G(K )
n−k

n max
x∈Λ̃

G(K ∩ (x +L⊥)).

Thus

G(K )
k
n ≤O(ω(n))n−k G(K ∩ A),

where A = x̃+L⊥ for some x̃ ∈ Λ̃ is a k-dimensional lattice plane such that G(K ∩
A) = maxx∈Λ̃ G(K ∩ (x +L⊥)). �
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4. FROM AFFINE TO CENTRAL SLICES

For an origin-symmetric convex body K ∈K
n

os the classical concavity princi-
ple of Brunn states that for any k-dimensional plane A

(4.1) volk (K ∩ A) ≤ volk (K ∩ (A− A)),

where A − A is the central plane parallel to A passing through the origin (see,
e.g., [2, Theorem 1.2.1]). If the centroid of an n-dimensional convex body K ∈
K

n is at the origin, i.e., we have 0 = vol(K )−1
∫

K x dx, we will call the body K

centered. For those bodies the following analogue of (4.1) has been obtained by
Grünbaum [18] for k = n −1 and by Fradelizi [10] for general k :

(4.2) volk (K ∩ A) ≤
(

n +1

k +1

)k

volk (K ∩ (A− A)).

For k = n − 1, the constant in the above inequality is bounded from above by
e. In the discrete setting, however, this factor must be replaced by 2n−1 (even
in the symmetric case) as the example K = conv(±([0,1]n−1 × {1}) with A = {x ∈
R

n : xn = 1} shows (see, e.g., [1, 12]). Nonetheless, we will show that a central
plane containing “many” lattice points does still exist.

Proposition 4.1. Let n ≥ 2, k ∈ {1, . . . ,n −1}, and let A ⊂ R
n be a k-dimensional

plane.

i) Let K ∈ K
n , dimK = n, be centered. Then there exists a k-dimensional

central plane L ⊂R
n such that

G(K ∩ A) ≤O

(
max

{(
n +1

k +1

)k

,k nω(k)

})
G(K ∩L).

ii) Let K ∈ K
n

os , dimK = n. Then there exists a k-dimensional central plane

L ⊂R
n such that

G(K ∩ A) ≤O

(
ω(k)k

log(k +1)

)
G(K ∩L).

In both bounds, if k ∈O(1), the asymptotic order of the constant is the same as
in the corresponding continuous inequalities (4.1) and (4.2), respectively. More-
over, for k =n −1 the maximum in i) is of order O(ω(n)n2).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. LetΛ=Z
n∩A. We may assume thatΛ is a k-dimensional

(affine) lattice.
For i), we first assume that

(4.3) µΛ(K ∩ A) ≤ 1
(k+1)(n+2) .

Let L = A − A and let Λ0 = Z
n ∩L. Then Λ = t +Λ0 for some t ∈ R

n and as K is
centered we have (K −K ) ⊆ (n +1)K (cf. [34, Lemma 2.3.3]). Hence,

(K ∩ A)− (K ∩ A) ⊆ (n +1)(K ∩L),

and as the covering radius is translation invariant and homogeneous of degree
(−1) we obtain

(4.4) µΛ0 (K ∩L) ≤ (n +1)µΛ(K ∩ A) < 1.
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Next we apply again the volume approximation via the covering radius (2.8) and
together with (4.2) and on account of (4.4) and detΛ= detΛ0 we obtain

G(K ∩ A) ≤
volk (K ∩ A)

detΛ
(1+µ(K ∩ A,Λ))k

≤
(

n +1

k +1

)k volk (K ∩L)

detΛ
(1+µ(K ∩ A,Λ))k

≤
(

n +1

k +1

)k (
1+µΛ(K ∩ A)

1−µΛ0 (K ∩L)

)k

G(K ∩L)

≤
(

n +1

k +1

)k (
1+µΛ(K ∩ A)

1− (n +1)µΛ(K ∩ A)

)k

G(K ∩L).

(4.5)

With (4.3) we find

(
1+µΛ(K ∩ A)

1− (n +1)µΛ(K ∩ A)

)k

≤
(

(k +1)(n +2)+1

(k +1)(n +2)− (n +1)

)k

=
(

(k +1)(n +2)+1

k(n +2)+1

)k

≤
(

k +1

k

)k

≤ e.

Combining this with (4.5) yields

(4.6) G(K ∩ A) ≤O

((
n +1

k +1

)k
)

G(K ∩L).

Now suppose that (4.3) does not hold. Then (2.7) gives

w(K ∩ A) ≤ω(k)(k +1)(n +2).

In the special case that dim(K ∩ A ∩Z
n) < k , it suffices to consider the central

plane L = lin(K ∩ A ∩Z
n) whose dimension is at most k . For this choice of L

we clearly have G(K ∩ A) ≤ G(K ∩L). We are done after extending L to a linear
k-space, if necessary.

So we can assume that K ∩ A contains k affinely independent lattice points.
Thus, it follows from (2.6) that there exists an affine (k −1)-dimensional lattice
plane Ã ⊂ A such that

G(K ∩ A) ≤O(w(K ∩ A))G(K ∩ Ã)

≤O (ω(k)k n)G(K ∩ lin Ã).
(4.7)

If 0 ∈ Ã ⊂ A, then A is a linear space itself and the statement of the proposition is
obvious. Otherwise, lin Ã is a k-dimensional central plane. Taking the maximum
of the upper bounds in (4.6) and (4.7) yields the claim in the centered case.

For ii), we replace the threshold value in (4.3); We start by assuming

(4.8) µΛ(K ∩ A) ≤
log(k +1)

3(k +1)
.

Since K is symmetric, we have 1
2 ((K ∩A)−(K ∩A)) ⊆ K ∩L, where again L = A−A

is the central plane parallel to A. This implies µΛ0 (K ∩L) ≤ 2µΛ(K ∩A). Following
the lines of (4.5) (but using Brunn’s concavity principle (4.1) instead of Fradelizi’s
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bound (4.2)) we obtain

G(K ∩ A) ≤
(

1+µΛ(K ∩ A)

1−2µΛ(K ∩ A)

)k

G(K ∩L) =
(
1+

3µΛ(K ∩ A)

1−2µΛ(K ∩ A)

)k

G(K ∩L)

=
(

1+
1

k
·

3k

1/µΛ(K ∩ A)−2

)k

G(K ∩L) ≤ exp(3kµΛ(K ∩ A))G(K ∩L),

where we used the concavity of the function x 7→ log(1+ x) in the last step. Due
to our assumption (4.8) we have

(4.9) G(K ∩ A) ≤ (k +1)G(K ∩L).

On the other hand, if µΛ(K ∩ A) ≥ log(k+1)
3(k+1) , the same argument as in i) gives

G(K ∩ A) ≤O(wΛ(K ∩ A))G(K ∩L′)

≤O

(
ω(k)

µΛ(K ∩ A)

)
G(K ∩L′) ≤O

(
ω(k)k

log(k +1)

)
G(K ∩L′),

(4.10)

for some central k-plane L′ ⊂ R
n . Since the bound obtained in (4.9) is smaller

than the one obtained in (4.10), the claim follows. �

From here on, the proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 1.2 can be obtained
easily by first considering a large affine slice and then estimate it against a cen-
tral one using Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. With the help of Theorem 3.1 we obtain an affine plane
A ⊂R

n of dimension k such that

G(K )
k
n ≤O(ω(n))n−k G(K ∩ A).

Proposition 4.1 i) yields a linear k-dimensional central plane L ⊂R
n with

G(K ∩ A) ≤O

(
max

{(
n +1

k +1

)k

,ω(k)k n

})
G(K ∩L).

The theorem is proven. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Lemma 3.2 with m = 1 tells us that

w(K )≤O(n)vol(K )
1
n

Hence, (2.6) gives the existence of an affine hyperplane A such that

(4.11) G(K ) ≤O(w(K ))G(K ∩ A) ≤O(n)G(K ∩ A)vol(K )
1
n .

Applying Proposition 4.1 ii) to G(K ∩ A) shows that there exists a central hyper-
plane H with

G(K ∩ A) ≤O

(
nω(n)

log(n)

)
G(K ∩H )

≤O
(
n2 log(n)2)G(K ∩H ),

where for the last inequality we used the bound (1.3). �

Clearly, any strengthening of the flatness theorem (1.3) directly yields an im-
provement of (1.4) in Corollary 1.2. On the other hand, the affine estimate (4.11)
is sharp as the following example from [1] shows: Let C⋆

n = conv{±e1, . . . ,±en},
where ei denotes the i th standard basis vector. Then, C⋆

n contains 2n +1 lattice
points, its vertices together with the origin. Its volume is 2n/n!. Moreover, it is
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easy to check that any hyperplane section of C⋆
n can contain at most 2n−1 lattice

points of C⋆

n . This value is attained by the coordinate sections C⋆

n ∩e⊥
i

. Hence,

G(C⋆
n )

maxA G(C⋆
n ∩ A)vol(C⋆

n )
1
n

=O(n),

where A ranges over all affine hyperplanes. This shows that the linear order in
(4.11) cannot be improved.
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