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REFLECTIONS OF CONVEX BODIES AND THEIR SECTIONS
JORGE L. AROCHA, JAVIER BRACHO AND LUIS MONTEJANO
Abstract. The purpose of this paper is to study the reflections of a convex body. In
particular, we are interested in orthogonal reflections of its sections that can be extended
to reflections of the whole body. For this reason, we need to study the case of a nonspherical ellipsoid, where a surprising structure arises (Section 2). These results allow
us to give a new characterization of ellipsoids in terms of their reflections and, on the
other hand, to prove a result deeply related to a conjecture due to K. Bezdek.

1. Introduction
Every nonempty planar section of a 3-dimensional ellipsoid is an ellipse. Hence, it admits at least two orthogonal reflections because the axes of the ellipse are reflection lines.
Likewise, every nonempty planar section of a 3-dimensional body of revolution admits a
reflection line (which is coplanar with the axis of revolution). Karoly Bezdek conjectured
in [2] that if every nonempty planar section of a 3-dimensional convex body admits an orthogonal reflection then it must be either an ellipsoid or a body of revolution. Some work
has been done in the direction of, or inspired by, this conjecture:
Given a convex body K, let us define a Bezdek plane (for K, it is understood) to be a
plane whose section with K admits an orthogonal reflection; observe that non-intersecting
planes are Bezdek planes. We know that if K is a convex body for which every plane is
a Bezdek plane (the hypothesis of the conjecture) then, through every interior point of K
there is a section which is a disk, [5]. Moreover, if every plane is a Bezdek plane with a
reflection line coplanar to a fixed line, then K is a body of revolution, [3]. For more related
problems see [6].
Here we prove a weaker form of the conjecture. It leads to the proof of a similar statement
in higher dimensions. First, we need to establish some terminology.
A convex body K ⊂ Rn is an ellipsoid if it is the image of a ball under an affine
automorphism. We say that a convex body K ⊂ Rn is a S1 -rotational body if there is a
(n − 2)-dimensional flat L, called the axis of rotation of K, with the property that for every
plane P orthogonal to L: P ∩ K is either empty, a single point or a disk centered at L ∩ P .
Clearly, in R3 an S1 -rotational body is a body of revolution.
Let K be a convex body in Rn and let Γ be a hyperplane. Generalizing directly, we say
that Γ is a Bezdek hyperplane if Γ ∩ K admits an orthogonal reflection. If, in addition,
this orthogonal reflection in Γ extends to a reflection r of K we say that Γ is strong-Bezdek
and we call r the strong reflection associated to Γ. Observe that in R3 , every plane is
strong-Bezdek for an ellipsoid or a body of revolution.
Our main purpose is to prove the following theorem which, in dimension 3, yields a weaker
version of Bezdek’s Conjecture. The other variation is on the set of planes considered.
Theorem 1. Let K be a n-dimensional convex body. If there exists an open subset of
the Grasmannian space whose elements are strong-Bezdek hyperplanes, then K is either an
ellipsoid or a S1 -rotational body.
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Given a reflection r : Rn → Rn , we must distinguish the following associated elements:
the mirror is the hyperplane which is pointwise fixed, and the direction which is a line
through the origin all of whose parallel lines are rigidly inverted at their intersection with
the mirror. The direction line is complementary to the mirror hyperplane. And if the
direction is orthogonal to the mirror, the reflection is said to be orthogonal.
We say that Γ is a ground hyperplane for the reflection r if Γ contains the direction of r
(which implies that Γ is invariant under r) and r restricted to Γ is an orthogonal reflection
in Γ. Observe that if Γ is a ground hyperplane of a reflection, so is any parallel hyperplane,
so that a ground hyperplane may be assumed to pass through the origin.
Let r be a reflection with direction ℓ and mirror M . If ℓ is not orthogonal to M then
the hyperplane Γ generated by M ∩ ℓ⊥ and ℓ is the unique ground plane for r. On the
other hand, if r is an orthogonal reflection then all the hyperplanes through ℓ are ground
hyperplanes for r.
Now, we can rephrase the definition of strong-Bezdek hyperplanes. First, a convex body
K ⊂ Rn has to be explicit in the context. Then, a hyperplane Γ is strong-Bezdek if it is a
ground hyperplane of a reflection of K (i.e., that leaves K invariant). If this is the case, all
the parallel hyperplanes to Γ are also strong-Bezdek because they are ground hyperplanes
of the same strong reflection associated to Γ. So the notion of strong-Bezdek is defined up
to parallelism. However, observe that even if all the parallel hyperplanes to Γ are Bezdek,
for Γ to be strong-Bezdek one still needs that they have mirrors that make them Bezdek
and align inside a hyperplane.
For the proof of Theorem 1, we need to understand the question of how many reflections
of a n-dimensional body K are enough to prove that K is an ellipsoid? A possible answer
to this question is given in Theorem 2 of the next section.
2. Characterizing ellipsoids by means of reflections
The main result of this section is the following characterization of ellipsoids, which is
critical for our proof of Theorem 1. To state it simply, let us define a subset of a topological
space to be thick if it contains a nonempty open set; that is, if it has non-empty interior.
Let G1,n and Gn−1,n be the Grassmannian of lines and hyperplanes, respectively, through
the origin in Rn .
Theorem 2. A convex body K ⊂ Rn is an ellipsoid if one of the following holds:
i) the lines ℓ whose midpoints of all chords of K parallel to ℓ lie in a hyperplane, are
thick in G1,n .
ii) the lines ℓ such that there is a reflection of K with direction ℓ, are thick in G1,n .
iii) the ground hyperplanes of non orthogonal reflections of K, are thick in Gn−1,n .
First we need to study ellipsoids with special attention to the ground planes of their non
orthogonal reflections. Then we use that knowledge to prove Theorem 2.
Let E ⊂ Rn be an ellipsoid; we may assume it is centered at the origin. Recall that
G1,n = G1 (Rn ) is the Grassmannian of lines through the origin in Rn . Any line ℓ ∈ G1,n is
the direction of a unique reflection rℓ of E. Indeed, the midpoints of all non-trivial chords in
E parallel to ℓ generate its mirror M (ℓ) = ME (ℓ), which is also the parallel at the origin of
the tangent hyperplanes to E at the endpoints of the chord ℓ ∩ E. So that rℓ is an orthogonal
reflection if and only if ℓ is a binormal line to E, that is, a line ℓ whose tangent hyperplanes
at the endpoints of ℓ ∩ E are orthogonal to ℓ; and this happens if and only if M (ℓ) is the
orthogonal hyperplane to ℓ. These lines are also called axes of the ellipsoid.
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We will use that the bijective assignment of mirror hyperplanes to lines given by the
ellipsoid E reverses inclusion; that is, given lines ℓ and ℓ′ in G1,n , then
(1)

ℓ′ ⊂ M (ℓ)

⇐⇒

ℓ ⊂ M (ℓ′ ) .

To see this, consider a quadratic form that defines E. It has an associated symmetric bilinear
form. What determines if a vector lies in the mirror of the line generated by another vector,
is that the symmetric bilinear form vanishes on that pair. Then, the assertion (1) easily
follows.
Let BE ⊂ G1,n be the set of binormal lines of E, and denote its complement by
(2)

DE = G1,n \ BE ;

it is the set of directions of non orthogonal reflections of E; we refer to the elements of DE as
diagonal lines of E. Assume henceforth that E is not a sphere so that DE is an open dense
subset of G1,n , instead of being empty.
Denote by Gn−1,n , the Grasmannian space of hyperplanes through the origin in Rn . Our
main goal is to understand the ground map
γ : DE → Gn−1,n
which sends ℓ ∈ DE to the unique ground hyperplane γ(ℓ) = Γℓ ∈ Gn−1,n of the reflection rℓ
of E in the direction ℓ. The binormals BE had to be removed from G1,n to have the ground
map well defined as a function.
Note that γ(ℓ) varies continuously with ℓ because we can write
γ(ℓ) = (M (ℓ) ∩ ℓ⊥ ) ⊕ ℓ ,
where “ ⊥ ” denotes the orthogonal complement and “⊕” the sum of complementary subspaces of Rn . And note also that ℓ ⊂ γ(ℓ) is an axis of the ellipsoid γ(ℓ) ∩ E, because the
reflection rℓ restricted to the hyperplane γ(ℓ) is an orthogonal reflection.
Indeed, given a diagonal line ℓ ∈ DE , γ(ℓ) is the unique hyperplane Γ containing ℓ for
which ℓ is a binormal of Γ ∩ E. To see this, observe that for any ℓ ∈ G1,n and Γ ∈ Gn−1,n
such that ℓ ⊂ Γ, the mirror of ℓ with respect to the ellipsoid Γ ∩ E is the intersection of Γ
with its mirror with respect to E, which we can write
MΓ∩E (ℓ) = Γ ∩ M (ℓ) .
So that a line which is an axis of two distinct hyperplane sections of E has to be a binormal
line of E, and by definition it is not a diagonal.
We can summarize these last remarks with the following:
Lemma 1. Let Γ ∈ Gn−1,n , then γ −1 (Γ) consists of the axes of the ellipsoid Γ ∩ E which
are not axes of E.

Theorem 3. There are open dense sets G ⊂ DE and T ⊂ Gn−1,n such that the ground map
of E restricts to a covering map γ : G → T.
Proof. Given a line ℓ ⊂ Rn , let us denote by λ(ℓ) the length of ℓ, that is, the length of the
segment ℓ ∩ E. Let
BE = B1 ∪ · · · ∪ Bk
be the partition of the binormal lines of E given by their lengths; that is, two binormals
of E, belong to the same class Bi if and only if they have the same length λi . Denote by
Vi ⊂ Rn the subspace generated by the lines in Bi ⊂ G1,n ; so that Bi = G1 (Vi ). We then
have that
Rn = V1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Vk
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is the orthogonal partition of Rn by the eigenspaces of the symmetric matrix associated to
a quadratic form that defines E; so, we may refer to the Vi as the eigenspaces of E. Observe
that the partitions are non-trivial (k ≥ 2) because we are assuming that E is not a sphere.
Let us define the generic diagonals
(3)

G = { ℓ ∈ G1,n | ℓ 6⊂ Vi⊥ and λ(ℓ) 6= λi , i = 1, . . . , k } .

Observe that G ⊂ DE because if ℓ 6∈ DE then ℓ ⊂ Vj for some j and Vj ⊂ Vi⊥ for all i 6= j.
So that the ground map γ is well defined on G.
Define the generic hyperplanes to be
(4)

T = { Γ ∈ Gn−1,n | Vi 6⊂ Γ, i = 1, . . . , k } .

First note that G ⊂ G1,n and T ⊂ Gn−1,n are open dense subsets. We will prove that the
ground map restricted to G is a covering map of k − 1 sheets over T, and in particular that
γ(G) = T.
To see that γ(G) ⊂ T consider ℓ ∈ G, and suppose Γ = γ(ℓ) ∈
/ T. This implies that Vi ⊂ Γ
for some i. Since any two binormals of an ellipsoid having different lengths are orthogonal
and both ℓ and the lines of Vi are binormals of the ellipsoid Γ ∩ E, then λ(ℓ) 6= λi implies
that ℓ ⊂ Vi⊥ ∩ Γ ⊂ Vi⊥ , which contradicts ℓ ∈ G.
Now consider a fixed hyperplane Γ ∈ T. For each i = 1, . . . , k, since Vi 6⊂ Γ, we can
choose a line ei ⊂ Vi which is not in Γ: if Vi is a line, then ei = Vi and if Vi is more than
a line we choose ei ⊂ Vi to be the orthogonal line to Γ ∩ Vi . Let us assume that e1 , . . . , ek
correspond to the first coordinate axes of Rn so that we can refer to the subspace they
generate as Rk , but observe, for later on, that it really depends continuously on Γ. By
construction, the binormal lines of E inside Rk are exactly the coordinate axis e1 , . . . , ek
and they all have different lengths. We will now prove that in Rk there are exactly k − 1
generic lines of different lengths which are the axes of Γ ∩ E. This implies, by Lemma 1,
that #γ −1 (Γ) = k − 1 because generic lines are not binormal to E.
Let ℓ ⊂ Γ ∩ Rk be a binormal line to Γ ∩ E, that is, such that MΓ∩E (ℓ) = M (ℓ) ∩ Γ is
orthogonal to ℓ. To prove that ℓ is generic, we first see that ℓ 6⊂ Vi⊥ . For this, it suffices
⊥
⊥
⊥
to prove that ℓ 6⊂ e⊥
⊂ e⊥
i because Vi
i . So suppose ℓ ⊂ ei . Since ei = M (ei ) (ei is
binormal to E) then, (1) implies that ei ⊂ M (ℓ). On the other hand, ei 6⊂ Γ yields by simple
dimension arguments that
M (ℓ) = (M (ℓ) ∩ Γ) ⊕ ei .
So that M (ℓ) is orthogonal to ℓ because both summands are orthogonal to ℓ. Then ℓ is
k
binormal to E, but being inside e⊥
i ∩ R , ℓ has to be ej for some j 6= i, which contradicts
⊥
that ej 6⊂ Γ. So, we have that ℓ 6⊂ Vi for i = 1, . . . , k.
We are left to prove λ(ℓ) 6= λi to conclude that ℓ ∈ G. Suppose not; that is, assume
λ(ℓ) = λi . Consider the plane P = ℓ ⊕ ei which intersects Γ in ℓ. The ellipse P ∩ E has
ei as an axis (because it is an axis of E). Then if another chord through its center has the
same length, it has to be a circle; because the length function of an ellipse reaches its unique
extremes at the axes unless it is constant. This implies that the orthogonal line to ℓ in the
plane P , ℓ′ = P ∩ ℓ⊥ , is contained in M (ℓ) but it is not in Γ, so that M (ℓ) = (M (ℓ) ∩ Γ) ⊕ ℓ′
is orthogonal to ℓ. Then, ℓ is a binormal of E, which implies, because of its length, that
ℓ ⊂ Vi ; but this contradicts that ℓ ∈ Rk .
So, we have proved that any axis of (Γ ∩ E) ∩ Rk is a generic line.
Now consider two different lines ℓ and ℓ′ in Γ ∩ Rk which are binormal to Γ ∩ E. Suppose
they have the same length λ. Let P = ℓ ⊕ ℓ′ ⊂ Γ ∩ Rk be the plane generated by them. All
of the lines in G1 (P ) are binormal to Γ ∩ E and have length λ. This implies, in particular,
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k
′′
that ℓ′′ = P ∩ e⊥
1 ⊂ R is a binormal line of Γ ∩ E. But ℓ is not generic (it is contained in
⊥
V1 ), contradicting the conclusion of the previous paragraph. And therefore, λ(ℓ) 6= λ(ℓ′ ).
Summarizing, given Γ ∈ T, since Γ ∩ E ∩ Rk is an ellipsoid of dimension k − 1, it has
k − 1 mutually orthogonal axes. We have proved that they are generic lines with different
lengths, so that, by Lemma 1, γ −1 (Γ) consists of exactly k − 1 isolated points in G because
all the other binormal lines to Γ ∩ E are also binormal lines to E.
Finally note that in a small neighborhood of Γ the order of the lengths of the axes of the
corresponding sections of E is well determined, which implies not only that #γ −1 (Γ) = k − 1
but also that γ : G → T is a (k − 1)-covering space, as we wished.

Now, we can prove Theorem 2. It will ease reading to restate it:

Theorem 2. A convex body K ⊂ Rn is an ellipsoid if one of the following holds:
i) the lines ℓ whose midpoints of all chords of K parallel to ℓ lie in a hyperplane, are
thick in G1,n .
ii) the lines ℓ such that there is a reflection of K with direction ℓ, are thick in G1,n .
iii) the ground hyperplanes of non orthogonal reflections of K, are thick in Gn−1,n .
Proof. With hypothesis (i) this theorem is a generalization of Brunn’s characterization of
ellipsoids (see Theorem 2.12.1 of [4] and [1]), in the sense that only thickness of such lines
is asked instead of being all of them.
First observe that hypothesis (i) and (ii) are equivalent because there is a reflection of
K in the direction ℓ if and only if the midpoints of all the chords of K parallel to ℓ lie in a
hyperplane (the mirror). So, it is enough to consider (ii).
Let E be the unique ellipsoid of minimal volume containing K, see e.g. [1]. Observe that
any affine symmetry of K is also an affine symmetry of E. Indeed, if g : Rn → Rn is an affine
map such that K = g(K), then g(E) is an ellipsoid that contains K, but since g preserves
volume (K is a body), the uniqueness of E implies that E = g(E).
Let ΛK ⊂ G1,n be the set of lines which are the direction of a reflection of K. As in
the beginning of this section, let rℓ be the reflection of E with direction ℓ, so that rℓ is well
defined for all ℓ ∈ G1,n . But observe that only for ℓ ∈ ΛK we have that rℓ is also a reflection
of K (that is, ℓ ∈ Λk ⇐⇒ rℓ (K) = K).
Suppose (ii) is true, that is, assume ΛK is thick. We will prove K = E.
To see that K = E, it is enough to prove that K ∩ ∂E is open in ∂E. Indeed, since
K ∩ ∂E = ∂K ∩ ∂E is non-empty and closed in ∂E, if it is also open it has to be all of ∂E,
which implies that K = E because both sets are convex.
Consider a point p ∈ K ∩ ∂E, and let Tp be the tangent plane to E at p (which is also
a support plane to K at p). Denote by Wp ⊂ G1,n the set of lines not parallel to the
hyperplane Tp ; it is an open dense set of G1,n homeomorphic to Rn−1 , also known as an
affine chart of G1,n . For any line ℓ ∈ Wp , we have that rℓ (p) 6= p because the parallel
to ℓ through p, which we will denote ℓ(p), intersects ∂E in another point which is rℓ (p);
that is, ℓ(p) ∩ ∂E = {p, rℓ (p)}. Since ΛK is thick in G1,n , there clearly exists an open set
V ⊂ ΛK ∩ Wp . Consider the set
Vp = { rℓ (p) | ℓ ∈ V } .
It is contained in K ∩ ∂E because p ∈ K ∩ ∂E and V ⊂ ΛK . And it is homeomorphic to
V because it can be identified with its image under the stereographic projection from p that
sends a line ℓ ∈ Wp to the point different from p in ℓ(p)∩∂E, and which is a homeomorphism
between Wp and ∂E \{p}. So that Vp is an open set in ∂E. Finally, fix any line ℓ0 ∈ V ⊂ ΛK .
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Since rℓ0 restricts to a homeomorphism of K and of ∂E, we have that rℓ0 (Vp ) ⊂ K ∩ ∂E is
an open neighborhood of p in ∂E and therefore K ∩ ∂E is open in ∂E: which proves K = E.
Next, assume (iii) and we will prove K = E showing that (ii) holds. Let ΩK ⊂ Gn−1,n
be the set of hyperplanes that are ground hyperplanes of non orthogonal reflections of K
(hypothesis (iii) is that ΩK is thick). That it is non-empty, implies that E is not a sphere
and so Theorem 3 with its notation applies. Since ΩK is thick, there exists a set U ⊂ ΩK ∩T
which is open in Gn−1,n and evenly covered by the ground map γ, so that
γ −1 (U ) = U1 ∪ · · · ∪ Uk−1
with each Ui homeomorphic to U via γ. Consider Γ ∈ U , the k − 1 reflexions rℓ with
ℓ ∈ γ −1 (Γ) are all the non orthogonal reflexions of E with ground hyperplane Γ. At least
one of them is a reflexion of K because Γ ∈ ΩK so that at least one of the lines in γ −1 (Γ)
is also in ΛK . This implies that
U = γ(U1 ∩ ΛK ) ∪ · · · ∪ γ(Uk−1 ∩ ΛK ) .
Observe that ΛK is closed, so that by Baire’s category theorem at least one of the Ui ∩ ΛK
has non empty interior. This implies that ΛK is thick and therefore, by (ii), that K is an
ellipsoid.

3. Proof of the main theorem
For the proof of Theorem 1, we need first the following lemma:
Lemma 2. Let K ⊂ R3 be a convex body which is not S1 -rotational. Then the set of
orthogonal reflections of K is finite
Proof. Let G be the group of isometries of K. We may assume that G ⊂ On . Note that
K is an S1 -rotational body if and only if the group G contains a copy of the group O2
of isometries of S1 ⊂ R2 . Therefore, G does not contain a copy of the group SO2 ⊂ O2
and, since it is a compact subgroup of On , it is a finite group. This implies that the set of
orthogonal reflections of K is finite.

Proof of Theorem 1. Recall that a hyperplane Γ ∈ Gn−1,n is strong-Bezdek if it is the
ground plane of a reflection of K, and by assumption there is an open subset U ⊂ Gn−1,n
of such hyperplanes.
Suppose K is not a S1 -rotational body. By Lemma 2, the set of orthogonal reflections of
K is finite. For each of them, the set of ground hyperplanes is homeomorphic to RPn−2 ∼
=
Gn−2,n−1 ⊂ Gn−1,n (the hyperplanes that contain the direction of the reflection). So that
the set of ground hyperplanes of orthogonal reflections of K is, at most, a finite collection
of flats RPn−2 contained in RPn−1 ∼
= Gn−1,n . In its complement, there clearly is an open
set U ′ ⊂ U of ground hyperplanes of non orthogonal reflections of K. Therefore, by item
(iii) of Theorem 2, K is an ellipsoid.
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