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Volume growth of Funk geometry and the flags of polytopes

DMITRY FAIFMAN
CONSTANTIN VERNICOS
CORMAC WALSH

We consider the Holmes—Thompson volume of balls in the Funk geometry on the interior of a convex
domain. We conjecture that for a fixed radius, this volume is minimized when the domain is a simplex
and the ball is centered at the barycenter, or in the centrally symmetric case, when the domain is a Hanner
polytope. This interpolates between Mahler’s conjecture and Kalai’s flag conjecture. We verify this
conjecture for unconditional domains.

For polytopal Funk geometries, we study the asymptotics of the volume of balls of large radius, and
compute the two highest-order terms. The highest depends only on the combinatorics, namely on the
number of flags. The second highest depends also on the geometry, and thus serves as a geometric
analogue of the centro-affine area for polytopes.

We then show that for any polytope, the second highest coefficient is minimized by a unique choice
of center point, extending the notion of Santalé point. Finally, we show that, in dimension two, this
coefficient, with respect to the minimal center point, is uniquely maximized by affine images of the regular

polygon.

51K99, 51M10, 52A38, 52A40, 52B05

1 Introduction

We are interested in the volume of metric balls in the Funk geometry —a Finsler geometry with a
nonreversible metric defined on the interior of a convex body, closely related to the Hilbert metric. The
forward metric balls in this geometry take a particularly simple form: they are merely scaled versions of
the body itself. We use the Holmes—Thompson definition of volume.

Our interest stems in part from a connection with a longstanding conjecture in convex geometry. As the
radius R of the ball tends to zero, the volume is asymptotic to R” times the Mahler volume (volume
product) of the body, with the polar body taken relative to the center of the ball. The Mahler conjecture
states that the Mahler volume is minimized when the body is a simplex, or, if the body is required to
be centrally symmetric, when it is a Hanner polytope. For a recent survey of the problem, see Fradelizi,
Meyer and Zvavitch [8].
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3774 Dmitry Faifman, Constantin Vernicos and Cormac Walsh

We recall that a Hanner (or Hansen—Lima) polytope is any polytope that can be constructed from line
segments by taking Cartesian products and polar bodies. One may ask if the same bodies minimize the
volume for all R > 0.

Conjecture 1.1 Let K be a centrally symmetric convex body in R”, and let R > 0. Then, the volume of
the (forward) ball in the Funk geometry of radius R centered at the origin is minimized when the body is
a Hanner polytope. Explicitly,

2" (log(2eR — 1))"
Volg (Bk (R)) = Vol (B (R)) = = ———"—,
n. Wy
where H is any Hanner polytope of dimension n, and w, the volume of the n-dimensional Euclidean ball

of unit radius.

If K is not assumed to be centrally symmetric, then the centered n-dimensional simplex minimizes
Volg (Bk (R)).

Our first theorem shows that as the radius becomes large, the asymptotic behavior of the volume of the
ball is determined by the number of flags of the polytope. Let P be a polytope of dimension n endowed
with its Funk geometry, and denote again by Volp(Bp(R)) the Holmes—Thompson volume of the ball
of radius R about the origin, which we assume to be contained in the interior of P. Also, denote by
Flags(P) the set of flags of P.

Theorem 1.2 For any polytope P of dimension n,
R [Flags(P)|
lim —Volp(Bp(R)) = —————.
A g Vol (Bp(R) === 13

That the asymptotic volume on the left-hand side is proportional to the number of flags can be established
by adapting the proof of Vernicos and Walsh [24] from Hilbert geometry, where the same statement holds
with a different constant. The proof there makes use of the invariance of the volume under collineations
(invertible projective transformations), which holds for any reasonable definition of volume in the Hilbert
case. For the Funk metric, however, invariance of the volume under collineations is a special property of
the Holmes—-Thompson definition, as observed by Faifman [6]. The explicit constant (n!)~2 can then be
determined, for example, by computing the case of Hanner polytopes, which is done in Section 4.

We will however take a different approach, and deduce this theorem from a comprehensive computation
of the first two terms of the asymptotic expansion of Volp(Bp(R)), as explained in Theorem 1.5. Let us
mention here that volume growth behavior in metric geometry similar to Theorem 1.2 has been observed
by Pansu [16] on the universal cover of nilmanifolds, and by Burago and Ivanov [4] in the special case
of tori, allowing characterization of flat ones (see also [24] for an analogous rigidity result in Hilbert
geometry by the last two authors). However, an explicit second-order term, which we obtain in the present
paper, is usually far more complicated, and may not even exist.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)



Volume growth of Funk geometry and the flags of polytopes 3775

In light of Theorem 1.2, our conjecture would imply that, out of all centrally symmetric polytopes of a
given dimension, Hanner polytopes have the fewest flags. This statement is known as the flag conjecture
and has been ascribed in [23, Chapter 22] to Kalai. It appears as a special case of Conjecture C of
Kalai [10], although this conjecture was shown to be false in general in Sanyal, Werner and Ziegler [20].

We show that Conjecture 1.1 is true for unconditional bodies, and describe all equality cases under
that assumption. Recall that an unconditional body is one that is symmetric through reflections in the
coordinate hyperplanes.

Theorem 1.3 Let K C R” be an unconditional convex body, and let H be any Hanner polytope of the
same dimension. Then,

e Volg (Bg(R)) = Volg (Bg(R)) forall R > 0;
e equality holds if and only if K is a Hanner polytope.

Letting R tend to infinity and invoking Theorem 1.2, we then deduce the following.

Corollary 1.4 For an unconditional n-dimensional convex polytope P, and a Hanner polytope H of the
same dimension, we have
|Flags(P)| > |Flags(H)| = 2"n!.

While we lose track of the equality cases when passing to the limit, we do obtain necessary conditions for
equality as a corollary of Theorem 1.5 —see Corollary 1.6 below. We remark that recently, the related
34 conjecture of Kalai concerning the minimal total face number of a symmetric polytope was proved
in the unconditional case by Chambers and Portnoy [5], with equality cases established by Sanyal and
Winter [21].

Since the highest-order term in the asymptotics of the volume depends only on the combinatorics of the
polytope and not on its geometry, it is interesting to look also at the second-highest order term. Let us
stress once again that this second-order term is usually not easy to obtain, for instance for the closely
related Hilbert metric, a second-order term is not known. In the present setting of Funk geometry, the
second-order term is a new affine invariant of convex polytopes.

Recall that polytopes have the following property: if F and F’ are two faces of dimensioni — 1 and i + 1,
respectively, and F C F’, then there are exactly two faces G of dimension i such that F C G C F’'. So,
foreachi €{0,...,n—1} and flag f € Flags(P), there is a unique flag, which we denote r; f, that differs
from f only by having a different face of dimension i. The group (rg, ..., r,—1) generated by these
maps is known as the monodromy group or connection group of the polytope P. To express the second
term in the asymptotics of the volume, we will need a particular element of this group, the complete flip

Fi=Ty_10---07.
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3776 Dmitry Faifman, Constantin Vernicos and Cormac Walsh

Theorem 1.5 The volume of the ball of radius R in the Funk geometry on a polytope P satisfies

wnVolp(Bp(R)) = co(P)R" + ¢ (P)R" ™' +o(R"™1),

where Flags(P)|
co(P) = T
and
(1 ¢1(P) = (n’f)2 3 tog(1— (2 nm1. fo))-
7 f€Flags(P)

Here, we are identifying the facet (rf),—1 with the associated vertex of the dual polytope.

Let ¢ (P, x) denote the corresponding coefficient with x taking the place of the origin as the center of the
ball. Recall from Berck, Bernig and Vernicos [2] and Faifman [6] that for a sufficiently regular convex
body K C R”, one has

1
a)nVolp(BK(R)) ~ nle—%(n—l)Qn(K)e%(n—l)R,

where Q2,(K) is the centro-affine surface area of K. Thus ¢ (P) can be seen as a geometric analogue for
polytopes of the centro-affine surface area. Both c¢; (P, x) and the centro-affine surface area can be seen
as versions of the Margulis function [13] in the respective settings of Funk geometry.

Corollary 1.6 For an unconditional n-dimensional convex polytope P, and a Hanner polytope H of the
same dimension, assume
|Flags(P)| = |Flags(H)]|.

Then for any flag f € Flags(P), we have — fo € (rf)n—1.

We remark that all centrally symmetric 2-level polytopes satisfy this condition.

We next consider the dependence of the volume of the metric ball on the choice of its center. Vernicos
and Walsh [25] show that, for any R > 0, the volume Volp(Bp(R)) is minimized by a unique choice of
center, denoted by sg(P), generalizing the notion of the Santal6 point of a convex body. Here we study
the behavior of this point as R tends to infinity.

Theorem 1.7 Let P be a polytope. Then, x + c1 (P, x) is proper and strictly convex, and finite in the
interior of P, and hence attains its minimum at a unique point S0 (P) in the interior.

This point can be characterized as follows: soo(P) = 0 if and only if the center of mass of the vertices
of P° lies at the origin, where each vertex is assigned a weight equal to the number of flags of P° that
contain it.

Moreover, we have
Seo(P) = lim sg(P).
R—>o0

Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)
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The characterization of soo(P) in this theorem is analogous to that of the classical Santal6 point, namely
that the Santal6 point is at the origin if and only if the center of mass of the polar body is at the origin.

In dimension two, the second term (1) of Theorem 1.5 reduces to

@) a(P)i=1 3 og(l—fer, vy)),

i,ji~]j
where the v; are the vertices of the polygon, the ¢; are the edges, which correspond to the vertices of the
dual polytope, and i ~ j means that {e;, vj) # 1 and (e;,vj1x) = 1 for some k € {—1, 1}. We consider
how the functional ¢ varies as the polygon varies, with the number of vertices being fixed. It is of course
GL, (R)-invariant. We show that every stationary point of ¢; is the image under an element of GL,(R)
of the regular polygon.

Theorem 1.8 Consider the space %' of convex polygons with m > 3 vertices containing the origin in
their interior. If the functional ¢y : P7' — R is stationary at P, then P is a linear image of the regular
polygon D™ with m vertices, centered at the origin. Moreover, among all P € %' with s (P) at the
origin, ¢y (P) is uniquely maximized by linear images of D™,

This should be compared with Meyer and Reisner [15] (see also Alexander, Fradelizi and Zvavitch [1]),
where the regular polygon is shown to uniquely maximize the volume product among all polygons with a
fixed number of vertices. One could ask if the regular polygon similarly maximizes Volp(Bp(R)) for
general 0 < R < oo.

1.1 Plan of the paper

After some preliminaries, we prove Theorem 1.3 in Section 4. In Section 5, we decompose the polytope
and its polar into flag simplices, and show that the volume of a ball can be expressed as the sum of a
certain integral over all pairs consisting of a flag simplex of the polytope and a flag simplex of the polar.
We then calculate the two highest-order terms contributed by each of these pairings. In Section 6, we
combine this information to prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 7, we prove Theorem 1.7 concerning the
convergence of the Funk—Santal6 point, and in Section 8 we study two-dimensional Funk geometries,
proving Theorem 1.8 and developing an exact expression in dimension two for the growth rate of the
volume at any finite radius. We establish a recursive formula for the growth of the volume in the case
of the simplex in Section 9. We conclude in Section 10 with some further conjectures, questions and
thoughts.

Acknowledgements Faifman was supported by the Israel Science Foundation grant 1750/20, and carried
out this work during his term at Tel Aviv University.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Funk geometry

Let K be an open bounded convex body in R”. Consider a point p € K and a vector v € R”. Since K is
convex, there exists a unique real number ¢ > 0 such that p + ¢v is on the boundary 0K of K. We define
the Funk weak norm of v at p to be

S 1
Fg(p,v):= r

This has all the properties of a norm, except that it is not necessarily homogeneous, only positively
homogeneous, and so the associated unit ball is not necessarily symmetric. Some call this the tautological
Finsler structure associated to K, because at each point p of K the unit ball of the norm Fg is just the
convex set K itself centered at p.

Given any two points p and ¢ in K, we can look at all piecewise C! paths y: [0, 1] = K from p to g,
and compute their Funk length

1
Ir(y) = /0 Fx(y(0). 7)) dr.

If we denote by b the intersection of the half line [p, ¢) with dK, then the infimum of these lengths over
all paths from p to g is the Funk weak distance and is equal to

b
dp(p.q) :=log 2.
qb

Here, pb/qb is to be understood as the real number A such that pb = A qu. The quantity dg is a weak
distance in the sense that it is nonnegative for any two distinct points, it satisfies the triangle inequality,

and dr(x,x) = 0 for every point x. However, it is not symmetric. For simplicity, we will drop the
adjective “weak” from now on.

The forward Funk metric ball centered at p € K of radius R is
Bg(p.R):={z€ K |dg(p.z) = R}.

One easily finds that
Bk (p, R)=p+(1—e ®) (K- p),

that is, the image of K by the dilation of ratio (1 — e~ ®) with respect to p. We shall denote by A the
number (1 — e~ %) in what follows to simplify the exposition.

The Holmes—Thompson, sometimes also called symplectic, volume in Funk geometry can be defined as
follows. Given a Lebesgue measure p on R”, there exists a unique dual Lebesgue measure 1™ on the
dual of R” such that, for any basis ¢ = (ey, ..., ey,) and its dual one e* = (e, ..., e;), we get

wref Ao nep) e Ao Aep) = 1.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)
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Denote by K7 the polar body of K with respect to p € K. Then, for any Borel set U in K, its
Holmes—Thompson measure is given by

* D
Volg (U) i= /U D 4.

n
where wj, is the volume of the n-dimensional Euclidean unit ball.
Typically in computations, once coordinates p = (py, ..., pn) are fixed, one takes du(p) = dLeb,(p) =
dpi - dpy, where dp; := p}, hence

VolK(U)=a)n_1/ |K?|dp with |1<P|=/ dp}---dp}.
U Kr

2.2 Faces and flags

A face of a convex polytope P is the intersection of the polytope with a closed halfspace such that no point
of the interior of the polytope lies on the boundary of the halfspace. Note that the polytope itself is a face,
as is the empty set. The dimension of a face is the dimension of the affine subspace it generates. As usual,
(n—1)-dimensional faces are called facets, 0-dimensional ones vertices and 1-dimensional ones edges.

The set of faces of a polytope is a partially ordered set with the inclusion relation. In fact, it forms a
lattice, called the face lattice.

A flag of P is a sequence f = (fo, f1,..., fn) of faces such that, for all i € {0, ...,n}, the face f; is an
i-dimensional face, and, for i € {0,...,n—1}, we have f; C f;+1. We denote the set of flags of P by
Flags(P).

Polytopes have the following so-called diamond property: if F and F’ are two faces of dimensions
i —1andi + I, respectively, and F C F’, then there are exactly two faces G of dimension i such that
FCGCF'. Foreachi €{0,...,n— 1}, define the map r; : Flags(P) — Flags(P) in the following way.
For each flag f of P,and j € {—1,...,n}, let

i f); = {

where G is the unique face of dimension i distinct from f; satisfying f;_; C G’ C fi+1.

G ifj=i,
Jj otherwise,

The two flags r; f and f are said to be i-adjacent. The group (rg, ..., ,—1) generated by these maps is
known as the monodromy group or connection group of the polytope P.

2.3 Taking the polar with respect to different points

We have the following relationship between the polar of a convex body at the origin and its polar at
another point.

Lemma 2.1 Let K be a convex body, and x a point in int K. Then,

X . o __ w o
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3 Properties of the Holmes—Thompson volume in Funk geometry

While the Funk geometry is only an affine invariant, many of its aspects are more naturally considered
within projective geometry, as was observed in [6]. In particular, the associated Holmes—Thompson
volume exhibits two projective invariance properties. Firstly, it is invariant under collineations.

Proposition 3.1 If g: RP” — RP” is a collineation, and K C R” is a convex body in an affine chart
such that gK C R", then Volg (U) = Volg g (gU) for any Borel subset U C K.

Secondly, the Holmes—Thompson volume in Funk geometry is invariant under projective polarity
[6, Proposition 7.2]. This can be stated as follows.

Proposition 3.2 If K and L are convex bodies in R”, with K C int(L), and p € int(K), then Vol (K) =
Volg» (LP).

We now establish a multiplicative property of the volume in Funk geometry.

Lemma 3.3 If K CR¥ and L c R’ are convex bodies, then
() (k+ 1) ok Volgxr(Brxr((a,b), R)) = (k! wg Volg (Bk (a, R))) (/! w;Volr (BL (b, R))).

Proof For convex bodies 4 C R¥ and B C R/, we define the convex body
Ax;B={(tx,(1—1)y)|x€ A yeB,0<1<1}Cc R,

Assuming 0 € 4 and 0 € B, it has Lebesgue volume

(k—‘i-.l)!

Write A = 1 — e~ R, and assume for simplicity that @ = b = 0. It holds, for all (x, y) in the interior of
K x L, that (K x L)%Y = K* x; L”, and so

|A %y B| =

|A[[B].

KxAL

k'l / le|d / |Ly|d
= — X s
k+0)! Jix il

concluding the proof. O

op 1 1Volgxr (Bixr (@, b), R)) = A o (L dxdy = A K%, L?] dx dy
X

We can now calculate the volume of Funk balls in Hanner polytopes.

Lemma 3.4 Let H be a Hanner polytope in R" centered at the origin, and Iet R > 0 and A = 1 —e ™R,

Then,

" 1+A\" 2n
Vol (B (R)) = —— (log 1—x) = (log(2e® —1))".
- Wnp -%n

Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)
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Proof An elementary calculation shows that, for Q =[—1, 1] C R, we have

1+ A
-2

The conclusion follows on applying Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, since any Hanner polytope can be

w; Volg(Bp(0, R)) = 2log
constructed from intervals by taking products and polars. a

4 The Mahler inequality for unconditional bodies

It is convenient to extend the Funk Holmes—Thompson volume to functions, as was done in [6]. For a
convex function ¢: V — R U {400} defined on V' =R", and R > 0, set

~ AT
e =2 / ~PCI—LBEOFAE) g e
n: Jyxy*

where A = 1 — e~ R, and & is the Legendre transform given by

L (&) = sup ((x.§) —¢(x)).

xeV

Clearly M. 3 (e7?) = MX e~¥9). Note also that 1$° := —log 1 is a convex function when K is convex.
y K g

The following was verified in [6, Lemma 8.5].

Lemma 4.1 For a convex body K and 0 < A < 1, one has
onVolg (LK) = My (1) = My, (e7"%),

where hg is the support function of K.
Proof The first equality is [6, Lemma 8.5]. Since £(1%) = hg, we get the second one. m|

Theorem 4.2 Let K C R” be an unconditional convex body, and H C R" a Hanner polytope centered at
the origin. Then, for any 0 < R < oo, we have

Volg (Bk (R)) = Volg (Bu (R)).

Equality is uniquely attained by Hanner polytopes.

Proof Consider an unconditional convex function ¢: R” — R U {4o00}.

Unconditional here means again that it is invariant under reflections in the coordinate hyperplanes. Define,
for each j > 0,

L) = / (x.£)2 ¢=0I—F®) gy gt
R" xR

Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)
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Due to the unconditionality of ¢, we have

Izj(e_¢)= Z (;?)/ x2 o= qx - 5216_2(’5(5) dé
=j

[]=
2j x) 21 ,~%$(§)
_gn x
=4 2(21)/nxe dx/é dé
= +
where the sum is over all n—tuples I = (i1, ...,in) of nonnegative integers with |I|:=Y 7 _ ix = j.
We are using here the notation x? ]_[ k=1 xi”‘ and
2177 i)t Qin)!
By the inequality of Fradelizi and Meyer [7, Theorem 6], we have
(4) / x21 e—¢(x) dx/ 521 —§£¢(§') dé: l_[ F(Zlk + 2)
R’ Qix+ 1?2’

where I" denotes Euler’s gamma function. Equality, for any given j and 7, occurs (nonuniquely) when
o(x) = ||x||¢111 := Y |xx/|, the support function of the cube [—1, 1]".

Denoting A = 1 —e ™R, we have Bg (R) = AK. Since K = —K, we have by Lemma 4.1,

n

wn Volg (AK) = My (1) = —
n! K xR”?

)\n
= — e_hK(S)cosh(k(x, &))dx dé

n! K xRn
[e.e]

_1 1 —hg\yn+2j
_n_!j;)(zj)!lzj(e A )

The last equality here is obtained by expanding the hyperbolic cosine as a power series, and using that
Lj(exp(—1%)) = I»j(exp(—hk)).

Thus all summands in the series for Volg (AK) are simultaneously minimized when /g is the support

e Mk @+A(x.E) 4 d¢

function of the cube. That is, among all unconditional convex bodies in R”, the cube minimizes Volg (AK).
Applying Lemma 3.4, we see that the minimum is also attained by any Hanner polytope.

For the equality cases, it follows from the proof that equality must hold in equation (4) for every [, in
particular when I = (0, ...0), so that

/ 1) gy / oM ® gg 1,
it i

that is,
n! o
4—,,|K||K |=1.

The minimizers of the volume product among unconditional convex bodies were shown to coincide with
the Hanner polytopes by Meyer [14] and Reisner [17]. This concludes the proof. |
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5 A decomposition of the volume

In this section and the next, we determine the two highest-order terms of growth of the balls in the Funk
geometry on a polytope P. Our strategy will be to decompose both P and its polar into flag simplices,
and to consider separately each pairing of a flag simplex with a dual flag simplex.

To this end, for each face F of P, we make a choice of point p(F) in the relative interior of F. When F
is a vertex, this choice of course can only be the vertex itself. When F' = P, we choose p(P) to be the
origin. Our choice of points leads to a flag decomposition of P: to each flag f of P is associated a flag
simplex, which is the convex hull of the points p( fo), ..., p(fx). The interiors of these simplices are
pairwise disjoint, and their union equals P.

Similarly, for each face G of P°, we make a choice of point ¢(G) in the relative interior of G. Again,
this leads to a flag decomposition of P°.

For each flag / of P, denote by A/ := conv{p(fp)...., p(f,,)} the associated flag simplex. We also
define, for each flag f and 7 € (0, 1), the truncated simplex A = (1—7)A/. Recall here that p(P) =

For each dual flag g € Flags(P°) and i €{0,...,n— 1}, let x;.g(-) :=1—{q(gi), ). The functions x;.g
provide a set of coordinates on R”, for any given dual flag g. We denote by Leb,, the n-dimensional

Lebesgue measure.

Lemma 5.1 The Holmes—Thompson volume of the ball Bp(0, R) in the Funk geometry is given, for
T :=exp(—R), by

1 (5)’... S

fEFlags(P) g €Flags(P°)

Proof The volume of the ball is

Vol Bp . R) = - [P dLeba (),
n pP\Y,

where P? denotes the polar of P with respect to the point y. Observe that Bp(0, R) is the union of the
simplices A,f , and that the interiors of these simplices do not intersect. We conclude that

1
5) Vol(BpO. R) = L Y / |P?|dLeba(y).
f €Flags(P)
The n-dimensional Lebesgue volume of a simplex with vertices vy, ..., vy—1,01s |[vg A+ Avy—1|/n!.
So, we have

1
Pl=— D lalgo) A+ Ag(gn)l.

" g€Flags(P°)
Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)
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As we vary y over int P, the shape of the polar P” changes according to Lemma 2.1. Note that the
combinatorics stay the same. In fact, the change of shape is always by a projective map. For each face G
of P° and point y in int P, let

9(G)
77(G) = —————.
1—(q(G), y)
Then, the g7 (G) define a flag decomposition of P”. So, we may write
1
6) 1PY== Y 1a7 () A Ag (g1l
n!
g€Flags(P°)
_ 1 9(g0) A--- A q(gn—1)
a2

) g €Flags(P°) (1 - <q(g0)’ y)) o (1 - (q(gn—l)v J/>) .

Changing to the coordinates xlg changes the measure in the following way:

dxg -+ dx;_; = lg(go) A+++ Aq(gn-1)| dLeby.
Combining this with (5) and (6) gives the result. O
So we see that the Funk volume can be computed by calculating an integral of a relatively simple function

over a truncated flag simplex with respect to a coordinate system coming from the dual flag simplex. This
is done for every combination of flag simplex and dual flag simplex, and the results are added.

We will see that the highest-order term as R tends to infinity is determined by the flag simplices combined
with their duals; the second-highest order term is determined by these pairs as well as pairs where the
flag simplex and the dual flag simplex are nearest neighbors, in the sense that the associated flags differ
by exactly one face; in the following sections we calculate the contributions of the relevant pairs.

Let us fix notation that will be used throughout this section. Recall that f(x) = O(x) means that f(x)/x
is bounded, whereas f(x) = o(x) means that f(x)/x converges to zero as x tends to infinity.

Recall that we have the following elementary integral: for« € R and k € N,
1 k
7 /(0gx+a) d =
X

For each k € N, define the function F¥: RZ? , — R by

1
T (log x —i—a)kJrl +C.

Fk(X) = (IOg Xn —IOg r)k )
xl ...xn

Here R~ is the set of positive real numbers. We use the convention that N, the set of natural numbers,
contains 0.
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5.1 Combining a flag simplex and its own dual

We start off by considering the case where the flag simplex and the dual flag simplex are associated to the
same flag. These pairs will be seen to contribute to both the R” and R"~! terms.

Let
) A :=conv{vg, ..., Uy}
be an n-dimensional simplex with vertices
vo:=(0,0,...,0), v;:=1,0,...,0), ..., vy:=(Vu1,Vp2,...,Vnn).
All nonzero coordinates are assumed positive.

Denote by A, the set A\(R”~! x [0, 7)), in other words, the subset of A where the last coordinate is

greater than or equal to 7.

We are interested in the growth of the integral of F k over Ay, as T decreases. It is actually the case k =0
that we will use later, but it is important for the inductive proof to consider more general k.

We will need the following two lemmas. The first shows that, by scaling the coordinates, we may fit the

simplex A into the “ordered simplex”.

Lemma 5.2 Let A be a simplex of the form (8). Then, there exist positive real numbers a; such that
O0<ayxp=<---<ay1x1 <1 forall x € A.

Proof First, choose a; > 0 so that a;v;; <1 for all i. Then, choose a, > 0 so that a,v;, < a;v;; for

all i. Continue in this way until all the a; are chosen. It is clear that any convex combination of the v;
then satisfies the required relations. O

The next lemma shows that, when we restrict our attention to a region where one of the coordinates is
bounded below, we get a bound on the growth rate of the integral of F k.

Lemma 5.3 Let U(R) be the integral of F¥ over the intersection of A with the region {x i > B}, where
je{l,...,n—1}and B > 0, with t = exp(—R). Then, U(R) = O(R" k7).

Proof Using Lemma 5.2, we see that the domain of integration is contained in
o, vV x [§7. 91"~ x [z, v,

with §, o and y positive real numbers. The integrand can be integrated easily over this set with the help
of (7), and thus we get the following bound:
)k-H

. (1 R
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Lemma 5.4 Let A be of the form (8), and let A; be defined as above. For each R > 0 and k € N, write

1
V(R):=— [ F*dLeby,
k' Ja,
where T = exp(—R). Then, forall k € N,

Rn-‘rk Rn+k—1 n n—1 k1
—_— PR R— . . n -
VR = ol T k- (;bg i = ) log v’“”) O

i=1

Proof We use induction on the dimension n. When n = 1, the integral can be evaluated exactly using (7),
and we get that
(logvy,1 + R)FF1

(k+1)!

V(R) =
So, we see that the statement of the lemma is true in this case.

Assume that #» > 2 and that the statement is true when the dimension is # — 1. Choose « > 0 such that
a < v;; forall 1 <i <n. Decompose the integral into two parts, where x; > «, and where x; < a.
Consider the simplices A’ = AN{x; =} and A, = A; N{x; = «}. The vertices of A’ are

v v

/. /. n,2 n,n

v; = (,0,...,0), ..., vn.:(a,oe e, )
vn,l Un,l

Let A’ and 3’, be the projections of A" and A’, respectively, to the last # — 1 coordinates.

Consider the part of A; with x; < . This part can be written

Xo0 Xpot ~
{(xl,xz,...,xn)‘()fxlfa, (x_x )EA’, anf}-
1 1

We introduce new coordinates y; := xja/x; for j € {2,...,n}. In the coordinates xy, 2, ..., yu, the
above set takes the form

Am{xlsa}={;—“5x1§a, yeﬁ’,}-

n

Thus, we can write the contribution to V(R) of this piece as

1 o n—1
_/; / x_l Fk xl,x—lJ’2,---,EJ’n dXIdLebn_l
k' Jar Jeasy, \ o o o

_1/ /“ (logy,,—i—logxl—logcx—logr)k
k! JR; Jeasya X1¥2+ P

dX1 dLebn_l .

We do the inner integral using (7), and then use the induction hypothesis:
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1 / (log yn + log x; —loga —log )k +1 ¢ dLeb
(k+ D J3 Y2ttt In wlyn
1 (log y, —logr)**! .
T kDR, 2 ont
_ Rntk N Rntk—1 ( Z log v/, — Z logv{~)+0(Rn+k_1)~
(n+it - (n+k—Dt i,j>2:i=j N iji=j+1 N

The sum of the logarithm terms within the parentheses can be re-expressed as

o

log — + Z log vij — Z log v;;.
v
21 i>0i= i j>2i=j+1

Here we have used that vlfj = avjj/v;; forall i and j withi > 2.

Now we turn our attention to the part of A; with x; > «. Let A be the projection of A onto the last n — 1
coordinates. Choose small € > 0. By Lemma 5.3, we may neglect any region outside of the set

Kg:={xeR"|x;<pfor2<j<n-—1j},

where f is an arbitrary positive number. The definition of A in (8) implies that, by taking 8 small enough,
we can ensure that
PiCKgNAN{xeR"|a<x;}C P,

where
Py :=KgN([a,vy,1 —€] 3) and P := KgN([o,v1,1 +€]x 3)

Denote by P, P2I and &r the intersections of the set {x € R” | x,, > 7} with, respectively, P;, P, and A.

Let K/’g = {(x]-);?=2 e R"1 | x; < B for2 < j <n—1} be the projection of Kpg onto the last n — 1
coordinates.

Using the induction hypothesis together with Lemma 5.3,

1 1 1 1 —log 7)¥
— / F¥(x)dLeb, = ( f —dxl)(— /  (logxn—logr) dLebn_l)
k! P! [a,v1.1—€] X1 k! K/’gﬂAr X2 Xp

=11 1 R’H‘k—l 9] Rn+k—2
—(Og(vl,l—é)— Oga)(m‘i‘ ( ))-

When the integral is over PJ instead of P, a similar equation holds with the sign of € changed. Since €

is arbitrarily small, we conclude that

1 / " n+k—1 el
— F¥(x) dLeb, = (log vy —log o) ——————— 4+ o(R"T*71).
k! KgNA;N{xeR"|a<x1} 8 (I’l +k— 1)!
Combining this equation with the previous calculation, we get the result. |
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The log terms in the statement of Lemma 5.4 follow the following pattern, shown here for n = 3:

000
+ 00
-+ 0
- +
The plus and minus signs represent the sign of the log term in the expression; a dot means that the term is
not present, and 0 stands for a null coordinate. Note that when the vertices of A are of the form

000
a00
ab 0]’
abc
the proof of the Lemma 5.4 can be adapted to give an exact formula for V(R):
Rl Atk
V(R) = (R +logc)
(n+k)!

5.2 Combining a flag simplex with the dual of a neighbor

In this section, we take A to be of the same form as in equation (8), except with a single additional
positive entry on the upper diagonal. That is, the entry v; ;4 is now positive for some 7 € {0,...,n —1}.
As before, let A; be the set A\(R"~! x[0, 7)) and, for each R > 0 and k € N, write

k!

where T = exp(—R). Sometimes we write simply V' (R) when the simplex is clear from context.

) Va(R) := 1 / F¥(x) dLeb,,
Az

Lemma 5.5 If the extra positive entry is Vg, 1, then, for all k € N,

Rn+k—l Vo 1
10 V(R)= ——— - |log —% Rk,
(10) (R = e [+ oR™ 7
If, on the other hand, the extra positive entry is v; j41, withi € {1,...,n —1}, then
n+k—1 Vii U; ,
i Vitli+l n+k—1
(11) V(R)= ———- 10g( bl ’—)‘ +o(R ).
(n+k—1)! Vii+1 Vit1,i

Proof Again, we use induction on the dimension n. When n = 1, we can calculate the integral exactly
using (7), and get that, for sufficiently small t,

V(R) = |(log vo,1 + R)kjLl —(logvy,1 + R)k+1|.

1
(k+1)!
This implies the statement of the lemma, in the case where n = 1.

Now, assume that #» > 2 and that the statement is true when the dimension is n — 1. There are two
possibilities to consider.
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Case1l (vo,; > 0) For simplicity, we assume that vg ; > vy, 1; the proof is similar when the inequality
is in the other direction. The simplex A can be expressed as the difference (up to a set of measure zero)
of the two simplices

A :=conv{0,vg,v2,...,0,} and A’ :=conv{0,v{,vs,...,V,}.

Both simplices are of the form assumed in Lemma 5.4. Applying this lemma to each of them and
subtracting the results gives (10).

Case 2 (v;;j+1 > 0forsomei > 1) As in the proof of Lemma 5.4, choose a > 0 such that « is less
than each of the first coordinates of the nonzero vertices of A.

Let A’ be the intersection of the hyperplane {x; = «} with the simplex A. Observe that the vertices of A’
are exactly the vertices of A (apart from the origin) rescaled so as to have the first coordinate equal to «.
Denote these vertices by v, where i € {1,...,n}. Also, let A7, be the intersection of {x; = a} with the
set Ay := A\{x;, < t}, which is not necessarily a simplex.

Look at the part A, of A; on the same side of the hyperplane as the origin. Just as in the proof of
Lemma 5.4, we do a change of coordinates and perform a one-dimensional integration to get that the
contribution of this part is

1 (log x, — log )k +1

1
— F*(x)dLeb, = dLeb,_.
k!/A; (x) dLebn = G AL Xg e X On-1

Now we use the induction hypothesis. If v} , > 0, we get that the contribution is

Rn+k—1 U/I 5
- |log =22 | + o(R" K1,
(n+k—1)! Ulz,z

Otherwise, we get

Rn+k—1 AT .
‘log( i, l+1,l+1)‘+0(Rn+k_1)’

’ 7 7
(n+k—1! Vii41 Vit1,i

where the extra positive entry is vl’. i+1- Recalling that V] j = Qv /v;.1 for each i and j, we get in both
cases that the right-hand side of (11) is a lower bound on V(R).

Now we want to show that the same expression is also an upper bound. Choose 8 > 0 such that g is
greater than each of the first coordinates of the nonzero vertices of A. Let A” be the projection of A onto
the hyperplane {x; = B} along rays passing through the origin. In other words, A” is the intersection of
that hyperplane with the cone over A’. Observe that the vertices of A” are exactly the points (8/a)v;
with i € {1,...,n}. Another important thing to note is that conv({0} U A”) contains A. So we get an
upper bound on V(R) by calculating the integral in (9) with A; replaced by conv({0} U A”) N {x, > t}.
This calculation is formally the same as the one we have just done, with « replaced by f, and it has the
same answer. |
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Figure 1: The integral of 1/xy over the infinite gray region is finite.

Let ®,:R"” — R” be the map ®,(x) := (1 —1)x + Tv, that shrinks by a factor 1 —t towards the point vy,.
Write Ag := ®.(A). For each R > 0 and k € N, write

- 1
VA(R) := o /Z F¥*(x)dLeb,,

where T = exp(—R). Again we omit the A when the simplex is clear from context. Observe that if
the n™ coordinate of v, is 1, and the n™ coordinate of every other v; is zero, then A; = Zt and so
VA(R) = Va(R) for all R > 0.

The case when the extra positive entry is the coordinate v,_; , presents a special difficulty, because in
this case the region we must integrate over to compute the Funk volume is not A; but instead Ar. We
show however that, for our purposes, the difference between the two integrals is unimportant because it is
of order R"~2. We first consider the two-dimensional case.

Lemma 5.6 Let m, m, and t be positive real numbers, with m| < m,. Define the region
(12) Ay = {(x,y) CR? ‘ T <y,mx <yand ml(x—mL) zy—r}.
2

Then, the integral over A; of 1/xy against the Lebesgue measure is finite. Moreover, it depends on n
and m,, but noton t.

The region A is illustrated in Figure 1.

Proof Observe that the vertical distance between the two parallel lines bounding A is h:=t(1—m/m>).
Since y > mx for (x, y) € A, and the integrand is decreasing in y, we have the following bound:

1 (o) mix+h 1 —h oo
/ —dydxf/ / dydy=—| =2,
A XY t/ms Jmix nmpx miX\e/m, Ml

That the integral is independent of = follows from the invariance of the integrand under the map (x, y) —

(ax,ay) mapping A; to Ag/q, for any a > 0. |
We now consider the n-dimensional case. Note that Zt C Ay for all 7.

Lemma 5.7 Assume that A is of the form (8), except that the entry v,_1 5 is positive. Also, assume that
vy =(1,...,1). Then,

VX(R) := / _dLebn O(R"™?).

AN\A; X1 Xn
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Proof We treat the case where v,_1 ,—1 = vy—1 5. The other case can be handled similarly.

Let x € A,\Z,. Since x € A; we have

Xn Xn—1
Xp, >71 and >

Un—1,n Up—1,n—1

Since x € A\ A, we have
Xn—T _Xp—1—T

Un—1,n - Un—l,n—l'
Let W C R? be the set of pairs (x,_1,X,) such that these three inequalities hold.

Project A to the coordinate hyperplane x,_; = 0 to obtain the simplex A. We may then apply Lemma 5.2
to A and find positive constants a1, ..., d,—2, dy such that, for all x € A, we have

AnXp < ap—2Xp—2 <---<a;x; <1.

In particular, for all x € A;, we have

an— ap— apx 1
r< n 2xn—2§ n 3Xn—3§"'§ 1 15_‘
dn an an an
Let A’ C R"™2 be the set of points (xy, ..., X,—2) satisfying this inequality. Observe that this set is a

simplex.

Since A\ A, is a subset of A" x W, we have

VE(R) < /

Ay X1 Xp—2

dLebn_z / dLebz
W Xn—1Xn .

The first factor grows like O(R"~?) according to Lemma 5.4, and the second is bounded, by Lemma 5.6. O

5.3 Combining a flag simplex with the dual of a nonneighbor

Let the n-dimensional vectors v; for i € {0, ..., n} be such that v;; > 0 for all j <i. Here j indexes the
coordinates and ranges from 1 to n. Assume that A := conv{vy, ..., vy} is a nondegenerate n-dimensional
simplex.

On R” we use =< to denote the coordinatewise partial order, thatis, x < y if x; < y; forall j € {1,...,n}.

If A C R”, we write |A| for its Lebesgue volume.

Lemma 5.8 Let Ay and A, be nondegenerate simplices in R with vertices u; fori € {0, ...,n}, and
v; fori €{0,...,n}, respectively. Let R > 0, and take k = 0. If u; < v; foralli € {0,...,n}, then

Va,(R) _ Va,(R)
Al T A
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Proof There exists an affine transformation 7" taking u; to v; for all . Each x € A; can be expressed as
a convex combination of the vertices {u;}, and so T x is a convex combination of the {v;} with the same
coefficients. We conclude that 7'x > x for all x € A. Noting that F° is monotone decreasing and that
T takes Zf = O (A7) to Z; = D (A,), we get

ATl 0 0 0

= |. F(x)dLeb, = |_ F"(T'x)dLeb, < [ F"(x)dLeby.

|A31 43 i A
It just remains to observe that ®° shrinks Lebesgue volume by the constant factor (1 — 7). |
Lemma5.9 Let A be a nondegenerate simplex in R”, with vertices u; fori €40, ...,n}, such thatu; j >0
wheni > j. Assume that there are two distinct vertices v,_1 and vy_q of A, with p,q € {1, ... ,n}, such

that v,y , and vg_; 4 are positive. Take k = 0. Then,

Va(R) = o(R"™1).

Proof Let € :=min{v;; | v;j > 0} be the smallest strictly positive coordinate amongst the vertices of A.
By Lemma 5.8, it is enough to show that the result is true for the simplex obtained from A by replacing
the lower triangular coordinates, that is, v;; with i > j, by €, the two diagonal coordinates v,_1,, and
Vg—1,4 by €/2, and all the other coordinates by zero. We verify that this simplex is nondegenerate by
subtracting vy from each of the other vectors, and calculating the determinant of the resulting matrix,
that is, det(v;; — vo;)1<i,j<n. This determinant equals €"/4, as can be easily verified by separately
considering the cases when 0 € {g — 1, p—1}and 0 &€ {g—1, p—1}.

Thus we assume that A is of this new form. Now scale A so that all coordinates of all vertices lie in
{O, %, 1}. Notice that VA does not change, as the integrand is invariant under diagonal linear maps.

Since we now have vy, = 1, the inclusion Kr C Ay holds for each 7 € (0, 1), and so
(13) Va(R) < VA(R) forall R > 0.

By switching labels if necessary, we can assume that ¢ > p. Let v’ be the vector having the same
coordinates as vg, except for the g™ coordinate, which we set equal to 0. So,

v'=(1,...,1,0,0,...,0), vg_1=(1,...,1,4,0,...,0), vg=(1,...,1,1,0,...,0).

Observe that the simplex A can be expressed as the difference (up to a set of measure zero) of the two

simplices
R /
Ay i=conv{vg, ..., Vg—2,V ,Vg—1,Vg41,--- Vn}s

Aj :=conv{vg, ..., Vg—2. V', Vg, Vg1, ... Un}.

Here A is the simplex obtained from A by replacing the vertex v, with the vertex v’, and A, is obtained
similarly by replacing vy,—; with v’. Both of these simplices are of the form assumed in Lemma 5.5. We
apply this lemma to each of them, with k = 0, and see that the term of order n — 1 is the same in each
case. Subtracting, we get that V5 (R) = o(R"~!). That the same holds for Va (R) follows from (13). O
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6 The contribution of a flag simplex

Recall that a flag decomposition of a polytope involves, for each face F of the polytope, a choice of
point p(F) in the relative interior of F. The polytope P is itself a face, and we choose p(P) to be the
origin, which we have assumed to be in the interior of P. We also take a flag decomposition of the dual
polytope, and so for each face F we also have a dual point ¢(F') in the relative interior of the dual face
of F. To simplify notation, we write

L(F,G):=log(1 - (q(F), p(G)))

for faces F and G of the polytope P. Observe that L(F, G) is finite as long as G is not a subset of F.
For a face F of P, by F° we mean the face of P° that is dual to F.

We will make use of the following basic fact from linear algebra: the space of linear antisymmetric
2-forms on V, which can be thought of as the space (A?V)* of linear functionals on the exterior square
of V, is naturally isomorphic to the exterior square AZ(V*) of the dual. The corresponding pairing
A2V* x A2V — R is given on simple 2-vectors by

(vi Avg,ug Aug) = (Vi ug){va, uz) — (V1. uz)(va, uy).

Lemma 6.1 Fix1<i <n—2.Let f beaflagof P,andg:=r;f. For j € {i —1,i,i 4+ 1} choose points
p(fj) in the relative interior of fj, and ¢(g;) in the relative interior ofg;.’. Write

uj = p(fj)—p(fi—1) for jeli.i+1},
vi=q(gj) —q(gj+1) for jeli,i—1}.

Then (v; Av;_,, u; Aujyq) > 0.

_1?

Proof Let E be the 2-dimensional affine plane through ¢(g;), where j € {i —1,7,i + 1}. It lies in the

(o]
_1 b
This interval cannot lie inside f;° ; = g7, for in this case £ would lie inside the affine span of g7, and

affine span of g7, = f;>,, and since it contains ¢( ;7 ), it intersects the face f;° along an interval /.

so would not contain ¢( ;> ;). Therefore, I passes through the relative interior of f;°. Choose any point
q(f;) in the interior of 7, and define v; := q(f;) —q(g;+1) and v;—1 :=¢q(gi—1) —¢q(fi)- Since {v;, v;_;}

and {v;,v_,} are bases of the linear space of E having opposite orientations, v; A v;—1 = cv; Av;_, for
some ¢ < 0. Thus it remains to check that (v; A v;—y,u; Auj+q) <0.
Note that, since (v;, u;) = 0, we have
(Vi ANvi—1 ui Autjpr) = — (Uit wi) (Vi Uigr).
Now
(i1 ui) = (q(fi-1) —q(f), p(Ji) — p(fi-1)) = {q(fi-1), p(Ji)) =1 =0,
and similarly (v;, #;4+1) < 0. This concludes the proof. |
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Lemma 6.2 The volume of the Funk outward ball of radius R inside a polytope P satisfies

(14) @nVolp(Bp(R)) = co(P)R" +c1(P)R"™! +o(R"™1),

where co(P) = |Flags(P)|/(n!)? and

n—1 n—1
(15) cl(P)=;, >, (ZL((rif)i,/;')—ZL((rif)i,ﬁH))-

| —
l’l.(l’l 1)' f€Flags(P) " i=0 i=0

Proof Lemma 5.1 tells us that to find the contribution of a flag f to the volume, we must consider it
paired with each of the dual flag simplices. We use the results of the previous section to determine the
contribution of each of these pairings. This contribution depends on the degree of proximity of the dual

flag to f.

Indeed, Lemma 5.9 shows that only the dual of f and its nearest neighbors are important, when paired
with £, while all other dual flags only contribute to the o( R”~!) error term. Recall that a nearest neighbor
of a flag is one that differs in exactly one face. Moreover, by Lemma 5.5, only the pairing of the flag with
its own dual contributes to the R” term. Together, those observations confirm the asymptotic formula (14),
and it remains to compute the values of co(P) and ¢q (P).

We apply Lemma 5.4 to the simplex having vertices v; for 0 <i < n, given by

vij = x]_ (p(fD)) = 1= {q(f—1). p(fi)) for 1<) <n,

taking k& = 0. The contribution of £, paired with its dual, to the leading term is (1/n!) R". Together with
Lemma 5.1, the value for ¢(P) follows. The contribution to ¢; (P) of f paired with its own dual is

n—1 n—2

YOL(fi fis) = Y L(fis fiv2):

i=0 i=0
When we consider a nearest neighbor having a different face of dimension i, all that changes is the
(i + )" coordinate of each vertex. Using Lemmas 5.5 and 5.7, we get that the contribution to ¢; of f
paired with this neighboring dual flag simplex is, up to sign,

L((ri f)is fi) + L(fi—1, fi+1) — L(fi—1, J) = L((ri )is fir1)
wheni € {l,...,n— 1}, while for i =0 we get

L((ro.f)o, fo) — L((ro.f)o, f1)-

We will now confirm that we have chosen the sign correctly, namely that these expressions are positive in
all cases. For i = 0, this is straightforward to check, so we assume i > 1.

Write f’:=r; f. We must check that

(1 —{g(f). PN =g (fi-). p(Six D) Z A= {g(fi1). PN =g (S, (i)
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Figure 2: The contribution of a single flag simplex.

First consider the case i = n — 1. Then p(f;+1) = 0, and it remains to check that
(a(fi-1). p()) = {a(S). p(JD)) <= {q(fi-1) —q(J)). p(fi)) Z 0,
which holds since ¢( fi—1) —q(f;) = c(q(fi) —q(fi-1)) for some ¢ > 0.

For1<i<n-2,setuj = p(fj)—p(fj—1)for j €{i,i+1},and vJ/. =q(fj’)—q(fj/+1)f0rj efi—1,i}.
One computes

g, p(fD)) = 14 (v, ui),
(q(fic)s p(fig 1)) = 14 (), i) 4 (V] wigr) + (i, ui) + vy, i),
(g(fic). p(fD) = 1+ (vf, i) + (vj_ . uy),
(D p(firD) =1+ (vj ui) + (V) uig1)

Then the desired inequality is easily seen to be equivalent to

(Vi ui) iy uiger) = (Vi g ui) (V7. uig),
which holds by Lemma 6.1.
Adding up all these contributions, recalling that L( f,—1, f») = 0, we get the stated formula for ¢;(P). O
This is illustrated in Figure 2. The dotted line represents the flag, connecting the full polytope face at the
top to the empty set at the bottom. The arrows represent the terms of the above expression. An arrow

starting at a face F' and ending at face G represents the term + log(1 — (¢(G), p(F))), with a positive
sign if the arrow is full, and a negative sign if the arrow is dashed.

It will be convenient to express the sum in (15) in a different way.
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Figure 3: The contribution of a flag simplex after the sum is rearranged.

Lemma 6.3 Assume we are given a polytope P with a flag decomposition, and a flag decomposition of
its dual. Then, the sum over the flags in (15) is equal to

n—1 n—1
> (ZL((rf)i, S =Y L), fi+1))-
i=0

f€Flags(P) ~i=0

Proof Fix i, and observe that r;_; - - - g is a permutation of the flags. If g and f are two flags such that
g=ri_1---rof,then
gi=/fi, g+1=fit1 and (rig)i=(rf)i.

Therefore,
Yo L(rigig)= Y, LN fi).
g€<Flags(P) f €Flags(P)
Y L(i®igiv) = Y L fiyn)
g<Flags(P) f €Flags(P)
Summing over all i gives the result. a

These terms are illustrated in Figure 3 (for a single flag /) using the same convention as before.

In the following lemma, we are using the convention that faces are closed. We use aff F' to denote the
affine hull of a set F, and by X —Y we mean the Minkowski sum of X and —Y.

Lemma 6.4 Let F and G be faces of P such that F C G anddimG = dim F + 1. If p, p’ € G and
q.q € F°, then

(16) (1—{g. PN —{q". p") = (1 —{q. P N1 —(q". p)).
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Proof Because the dimensions of F and G differ by exactly 1, we can write p =s+av and p’ =s'+a’v,
with s, s” € aff F and «, o’ € R, and where v is some element of (aff G \ aff F) — aff F. Likewise, we
can write ¢ = r + Bu and ¢’ = r’ + B’u, with r, " € aff G° and B, B’ € R, and where u is some element
of (aff F°\ aff G°) —aff G°.

Note that (r,s) = 1 and {r,v) = (u,s) = 0. We calculate that 1 — (¢, p) = —aB{u, v), and the other
factors in (16) can be calculated similarly. The conclusion then follows. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 Let f be a flag of P. Foreachi € {0,...,n—2}, we apply Lemma 6.4 with
F:=(rf)i and G := f;4+1. Observe that ¢((rf);+1) and q((rf);) are in F°, and that p(f;+1) and
p(fo) are in G. From the lemma,

L((rf)i+1, fo) + LU )iy fiv1) = L f)iv1s fiv1) + L((r])is fo)-

It is clear that no proper face of the flag f is a subset of any proper face of r . Hence, all four of these
terms are finite. Summing over i € {0, ...,n — 2}, and using that L((rf),—1, fn) = 0 (this is because
p(P) is the origin), we get

n—1 n—1
L(rNn—1 SO+ D LW fix1) = Y LS )i ).
i=0 i=0
Summing over all flags, and comparing with Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, we get the result. a

Proof of Corollary 1.6 Let Q be a cube of the same dimension as P. Both P and Q have 2"n! flags.
Using Theorem 1.5 we may write

anVolp(Bp(R) = R+ s 30 log(1= (0 et o)) ™! +o(R™),
) /" f€Flags(P)

We have by Theorem 1.3 that
Volp(Bp(R)) = Volg(Bg(R)) forall R> 0.

As the leading term in the asymptotics for the volume is the same for Q and P, it must hold that
(17) S log(1— (et fo)) =Y Tog(l— (et fo)-
f €Flags(P) S €Flags(Q)
For each f € Flags(Q), one easily verifies that ((rf),—1, fo) = —1. Thus the right-hand side of (17)
equals 2"n! log 2.

For each f € Flags(P), it holds by the central symmetry of P that ((rf),—1, fo) = —1, and so none of
the summands on the left-hand side of (17) exceed log 2. As there are 2"n! summands, it follows that each
summand must equal log 2, that is, {((rf),—1, fo) = —1 for all f € Flags(P). Thus ((rf)y—1,—fo) =1,
or equivalently, — fo € (rf),—1 for all f € Flags(P), concluding the proof. O
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7 The limit of the Funk—Santalé point for polytopal Funk geometries as
the radius tends to infinity

Santal6 [19] studied the dependence of the Mahler volume of a convex body on the point in the body
through which the polar is taken. He showed that there is a unique point in the interior of the body where
this quantity is minimized. This point is now known as the Santalo point of the body.

This notion is generalized in [25], where, instead of the Mahler volume, the Holmes—Thompson volume
of metric balls of the Funk geometry was considered. The following theorem appears there.

Theorem 7.1 [25] Let K be a convex body, and let R > 0. Then, the function fx g: K — R, defined by

Jk,R(X) :== Volg (Bk (x, R)),

is proper and strictly convex, and hence attains its infimum at a unique point s g (K) in the interior of K.

Proper means that the function converges to infinity as the boundary of K is approached. We call the
point s g (K) the Funk—Santalé point of the convex body K, for radius R.

It is shown in [25] that the Funk—Santal6 point of a convex body converges to the Santal6 point as the
radius tends to zero. Here, we study the behavior of the Funk—Santal6 point as the radius becomes large
in the case of polytopes. We will see that this behavior is governed by the second-highest order term of
the volume growth at infinity.

Recall that if a sequence f; of convex functions converges pointwise on a dense subset D of an open
convex set C in R”, then the limit function f exists on C, and the convergence is locally uniform on C;
see [18, Theorem 10.8].

The following lemma concerning the convergence of infima of convex functions is established in [25].

Lemma 7.2 Let f; be a sequence of lower semicontinuous convex functions defined on a convex body K
in a finite-dimensional vector space, taking values in R U {oo}. Assume that f; converges pointwise on
int K to a lower semicontinuous convex function f that is finite on int K. Then, inf f; converges toinf .
Moreover, if for each j, the function f; attains its infimum at xj, and this sequence of points has a limit
point x, then f attains its infimum at x.

Proof of Theorem 1.7 By Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 2.1, we have

) _ 1 _ (rfIn-1 - >)
o e "!(’”"”’fegg‘;(mlog(l (P o
1
—C_ n'(n——l)' FGFnX_:l(P) |[Flags(F)|log(1 —(g(F), x)),
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where C is a constant that does not depend on x, F,_; (P) denotes the set of facets of P, and g(F) is
the vertex of P° corresponding to the facet F.

Notice that each nonconstant term is minus the logarithm of an affine function, and hence convex. In fact,
the level sets of any one of these terms are parallel hyperplanes, and the term is strictly convex along
line segments that do not lie in one of these hyperplanes. Since the vertices of P°, that is, the set of dual
vectors ¢(F) with F € F,_1(P), affinely generate the whole dual space, these points separate R”, and
so there is no nondegenerate line segment lying in a level set of every one of the terms. We conclude that

¢1 (P, x) is strictly convex.

The function ¢; (P, x) is clearly continuous, and finite in int P. If x is on the boundary of P, then there is
at least one facet F for which x € F, or equivalently (¢(F), x) = 1. Since none of the terms can be —o0,
we deduce that ¢ (P, x) = oo. This establishes that c¢{ (P, x) is proper.

It follows immediately that the infimum of ¢; (P, x) is attained at a unique point, which we denote
by s00(P).

As ¢ (P, x) is smooth in X, soo(P) must be its unique stationary point. Thus

1
Flags(F F)=0,
FanZ_ml (Ol sa )

and assuming Seo(P) = 0 we obtain the asserted characterization of soo(P).

For each R > 0, define a function of x € int P by

fp.r(x) = % (a)nVol(Bp (x,R))— (’1%|Flags(P)|R”).

By Theorem 7.1, this function is a proper convex function for all R > 0, and its infimum is attained
at sg(P). By Theorem 1.5 it holds that

lim fp r(x)=ci(P,x) forall x €intP.
R—o00

Thus the conditions of Lemma 7.2 are satisfied, and it follows upon applying that lemma that s (P)
converges to Soo(P) as R — oo. |

8 Stationary points of the second-highest-order-term functional in 2D

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.8, that is, that, in dimension two, the only stationary points of the
second-highest order term ¢ (P) in the expansion of the volume of balls are the regular polytopes, up to
linear transformations. We show moreover that they uniquely maximize ¢ (P, Soo(P)).

The proof will rely on the following lemma concerning polygons where ¢; remains stationary under
certain perturbations of a single vertex. Recall that %' denotes the space of convex polygons in R? with
m vertices that contain the origin in their interior.
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Lemma 8.1 Let vy, vy, v3 be consecutive vertices of a polygon K € P7'. Denote by e, e3 and e4 the
consecutive vertices of K° such that

(e2,v1) = (e2,v2) = 1 = (e3,v2) = (e3,v3) = (e4, v3).

For small t € R, let K" be the polygon obtained from K by moving v, by an amount t (v, — vy). If  is
small enough, then K' is a convex polygon. Assume that

d

—c1(K' =0.

7, 1K) Y
Then, there is an element y of GL,(R) such that y(vq) = e4, y(v2) = e3 and y (v3) = .

Proof As ¢ varies, so do v, and e3. So there are four terms in the expression for ¢; (K") that change
with z. More precisely, by equation (2),

2¢1(K") =log(1 — (1, v2(1))) +log(1 — (€4, v2(1))) +log(1 — {e3(r). v1)) +log(1 — {e3(r). va)) + C.

where C is a constant independent of 7. Here, v4 and e; are the vertices of K and K° respectively, such
that v,, vy and v4 are consecutive, and e, e, and e3 are consecutive. So

2icl(Kt) :_<31’U2_U1>_(€4,U2—U1)_ (é3,v1) B (é3,v4)

dt =0 1—{eq,v2) 1—(es,v2) 1—{(e3,v1) 1—{(e3,va)

Here, é3 denotes the derivative of e3 with respectto ¢ att = 0.

To simplify calculations, we choose (e3, €5) as a coordinate basis for R2. With respect to this basis
vy =(x,1), vy=(1,1) and wv3;=(1,y),

with x and y in (—o0, 1). Moreover, with respect to the dual basis,
er=1(0,1), e3=(1,0) and e4=(w,2z),

where w and z satisfy

(19) w+yz=1.
Since (e4, v3 — V) > 0, we have z < 0. A short calculation shows that
) l—x
€3 = 1 (J’» _1)
-
Denote the coordinates of v4 by v4 = (a, b). Since (e4, v3) = (e4,v4) =1, wehave w+yz =aw+bz =1,
and hence
b—y w
l—a =z

Using these coordinates, and that (e;, v;) = 1, we get

1=-x)w 1—-xy 1—-x ay—>b

d
2—ci(KYH| =1 .
dt 1=0 l-w—z 1—-y 1=y 1l-a
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Observing that

ay—b y(l—a)+((b—y) w
- = :y—i_—’
1—a 1—a z
we have J a ) . .
—x)w —Xxy —X w
2— K! =1 _
TR )t=0 +(1_y)z+ 1—y+1—y(y+2)

= L((l—x)g+l—xy).
l—y z

By assumption, this expression is zero, so we obtain a linear relation between w and z, which combined
with (19) gives us a pair of equations having the unique solution

1—xy 1—x
w= and z=-— .
1=y 1=y
The linear map defined by the matrix
1 -y 1
Y ( ; 1)
—y —
satisfies y(vy) = e4, ¥ (v3) = e3 and y(v3) = e3. |

We will also need to know that the Funk—Santal6 point depends smoothly on P.
Lemma 8.2 The map soo: P4 — R? is C*-smooth.

Proof As 5o commutes with translations, it suffices to consider the open subset U C %7 consisting
of polygons containing 0 in their interior. For P € U, let ¢; for 1 <i < m be a cyclical ordering of the
vertices of P° By Theorem 1.7 and equation (18), soo(P) is the unique minimum of the following strictly
convex smooth function defined on the interior of P:

fp(2) ==) log(1—(e;, 2)).

i=1

It follows that so0(P) is the unique solution of the equation H(P,-) = 0, where
“ 1

H(P.z):=Vfp(z)=)

i=1

—e;.
1—(ej,z) '

Let us verify that dH /dz has rank 2, so that by the implicit function theorem z = 5o, (P) depends smoothly
on P.

! ¢2), for each i. Observe that the Jacobian is

We write z = (21, z2) and ¢; = (¢; , ¢

0H; = eijel{c
— = ————— for j €{l,2}.
o By e e R L
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For clarity we write x(e;), y(e;) for the coordinates of e;. So, the determinant is given by
o _i x(ei)? Z y(e,) - i x(en)y(en) \°
0z (1—A{ej,z )2 (1—{ej,z P (1—{e;,z))?

(x(ei)y(ej) — x(ej)y(é’i))
Z (1—(ei,z)2(1 —(ej, z))?

If 0H /9z were not of rank 2, then we would have x(e;)y(ej) = x(ej)y(e;) for all i and j, that is, all

1<i<j<m

the points e; would lie on a line, which is impossible. O
Lemma 8.3 The function f(P) = c{(P, Seo(P)) has a global maximum on %%’ for each m > 3.

Proof Let X,, denote the set of m-sided convex polygons P C R? in John’s position. Recall that P is
said to be in John’s position if the John ellipse of P — the unique maximal volume ellipse it contains —
is the unit Euclidean ball centered at the origin.

Since f(P) is invariant under affine transformations of P, and any P € %P7 has an affine image in John’s
position, it suffices to show that f(P) attains a global maximum on X,.

Let B denote the Euclidean unit disc around the origin. It follows from John’s theorem that each polygon
P € Xy, is contained in 2B. Also, as P contains B, it holds that the polar body P° lies inside B. We
conclude that for all v € P and e € P°, one has |{e, v)| < 2. It follows that each summand in the expression
in (2) for ¢; (P) = c¢1 (P, 0) is bounded from above by %log 3.

Let vy, ..., vy by the consecutive vertices of P, with cyclical index, and let eq, ..., e, be the vertices
of P° such that (e;, v;) = (e;, vj—1) = 1 for all i.

By Blaschke’s selection theorem, X, is precompact within the space ¥ (R?) of convex bodies equipped
with the Hausdorff distance. Its closure X, in H(R?) is X, U Xy, where X, := Xpp—i U---U X3 is
the geometric boundary of X,,.

Suppose now that P € Xy, approaches the boundary dX,,. This implies that there is some i for which
either |v; — v; 41| or |e; —e; 41| tends to zero. If the former is the case, then

I —(ei. vig1) = (e vi = Vig1)
tends to zero. Similarly, in the latter case, 1 — (e; 41, v;—) tends to zero.

We conclude that at least one of the summands in (2) for ¢; (P) tends to —oo. Since we have seen that
each of the summands is bounded above, we conclude that ¢; (P) tends to —oo, as P approaches the
boundary. It follows that f(P) also tends to the same limit as P — 0.X},, since

S(P) =c1(P.500(P)) = c1(P.0) = c1(P),

by the definition of soc(P).
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Using this, and that the function f(P) is continuous on X3,, we deduce that it attains a global maximum

in X, and thus in %™, concluding the proof. |
Proof of Theorem 1.8 Let the function ¢; be stationary at a polygon K € P7'. Let vy,..., vy be
the consecutive vertices of K with cyclical index, and ey, ..., e, the consecutive vertices of K° as in

Lemma 8.1, so that (e;, v;) = (e;, vi—1) = 1 for all i. By that lemma, there is an element y of GL,(R)
such that the triple of vertices (vq, v,, v3) is mapped to the triple (e4, €3, e3) of dual vertices. We apply
the same lemma again, this time to K°, to get that there exists another element 3’ of GL,(R) such that
the triple (e;, €3, e4) is mapped to (v4, v3, V2). Composing these maps, we get an element y” of GL, (R)
taking the triple of points (vy, v3, v3) to (v3, V3, v4). Similarly, we have an element of GL,(R) taking
the triple (v,, v3, v4) to (v3, V4, vs). Note that this is actually the same map, because it agrees with "
on vy and v3. Proceeding inductively, we get that " takes v; to vj 1 for all j. It follows that (y”)™
is the identity map. The iterates (y”)* for k € {0, ...,m — 1} form a finite subgroup of GL,(R), and
are therefore contained in some maximal compact subgroup conjugate to the orthogonal group O;(R).
Thus, we may write y” = ghg ™! for some g € GL,(R) and & € O5(R). So, K = gD,,, where D, is
the regular polygon Dy, := conv{i* (g7 v;) |k €{0,...,m—1}}.

It remains to show that P = Dy, maximizes ¢1 (P, soo(P)) among all P € P’ with so(P) at the origin,
uniquely up to linear transformations.

By Lemma 8.2, 5o : 5! — R? is smooth. As it commutes with translations, it is everywhere submersive.
It follows that Yy, := { P € P | s0o(P) = 0} is a smooth submanifold of 7'

By Lemma 8.3, the function ¢ (P, soo(P)) has a global maximum on %7'. In fact, since it is affinely
invariant, the maximum, which we denote by Py, can be taken to be in Y,,. Note that on Y, we have

c1(P,500(P)) = c1(P).
We can write the tangent space at Py as

Tpo@rzn = TPO Y, & TPO (GP()),
where G = R? is the group of translations of R2.

It follows from the definition of s that Py is a local minimum of ¢ (P) in the directions of Tp,(GPy),
while by the above it is a local maximum in the directions of T'p,Yy,. Thus, Py is a stationary point of
c1(P) in 7. By the first part of the theorem, Py coincides with Dy, up to a linear transformation. The
assertion of the theorem readily follows. |

Next we consider the derivative of Vg (L) := w,Volp(Bg (R)), where the radius R is related to A by
R = —log(1 — 1). In general, this derivative can be written as an integral over the boundary of the ball.
For K = P € ®7', this integral can be computed explicitly, as follows.

Let vy, vy, ..., vy be the consecutive vertices of P with cyclical index, and eq, ..., e, the consecutive
vertices of P°, so that (e;, v;) = (e;,v;—;) = 1 for all i. For each i and j, write G;; := 1 —A{e;j,vj),
understood as a function of A.
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Proposition 8.4 It holds that

eis v eir . vir) — (e vjr1){eivi, vl

dVK()\) Z)" G,] i+1,j+1

Gijr1 Givrj |Gij Git1,j+1 = Gij+1 Gt
_ZlogM ‘ e v)) + (e vir) = (e via) = et ) [
ij i,j+1Git1,j (ei.vj){eit1.Vj+1) — (ein vjt1){€it1,v))

Proof Observe that the proof of Lemma 5.1 can be repeated to show that

onVol(Bp(0, R)) = 3 Z Z/ dyj dyjer

im1j=1 AA(0,v;,Vi41) YiVi+1

where y; = 1—(ej,-) and A(0, v;, v;41) is the triangle with the listed vertices. We then parametrize

p=s(1—1t)v; +stv;y1, with0 <5 <X and 0 <¢ <1, and use the fundamental theorem of calculus to
deduce the stated formula. d

Let us finish this section by pointing out that for the regular polygon D;, we have a very simple formula
for the second-order term:

¢1(Dm) =2m 10g(2 sin(z)) =2m 10g(£),
m r

where / is the length of an edge, and r is the radius of the circumscribed circle.

9 Simplices

Theorem 9.1 Consider the Funk geometry of the simplex A, C R". The Holmes—Thompson volume of
the forward ball A, (R) of radius R centered at the barycenter is 1/w, times

n+1/ dxq---dxy
\ .

(20) Va,(R) ==,
n! W(R) X1+ Xp

We also have a recursive formula for n > 2,

1 1 1 1

20 VA (R) = nt —RVAn—1 (R + log(l + —— —e_R)).

" n - e” n n

n+1
For all n > 1 it holds for R — oo that
!
(22) Va,(R) = (n( —{'_)2) R"(1+nlog(n+ 1R~ +o(R7),
n!

while for R — 0 we have
(n + l)n—i-l

(23) Va,(R) = =5

(Rn _ %an+l +0(Rl’l+1)).
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Proof Consider the standard n-dimensional simplex A, with vertices Cy =0,Cy; =eq,...,Cy = ey,

where e; is the standard basis. We will consider a point C = Z?:o a;iCi € Ay, witho; >0and > o; =1,

whose barycentric coordinates are therefore (g, ..., ®,). Then in standard Euclidean coordinates,
C=(xy,...,an).

Notice that g = 0 corresponds to the face Fj belonging to the hyperplane > ;_, x; =1, and for 1 <i <n,
a; = 0 corresponds to the face F; belonging to the hyperplane x; = 0. It follows that the vectors

V1=(—(X1,0,...,0), V2=(0,—O(2,0,...,0), ey Vn=(0,...,0,—an),

are unit vectors with respect to the Funk metric at C. The same is true for the vector

V(1—2?=1°‘i 1‘2?:1“!’)
0 n EAR A ) n .

Hence fori = 1,...,n, the hyperplanes X; = —c«; are the faces of the tangent unit ball, and so is the
hyperplane Y 7_; X; = 1—Y_7_, & = ao. Then the dual simplex can be seen as the convex hull of the
following vectors in the dual space:

W, = (_—1,0,...,0), e W= (0_—) and Wozi(l,...,l).
o1 Un &0
The volume of this simplex is the sum of the volumes of the simplices defined by 0 and any # of this
points. For instance, the volume defined by 0, Wy, ..., W}, is exactly
1 1
oy oy

hence by adding all these terms we get the Holmes—Thompson density in the form

1 1 1
24 A (A)=— =— ,
( ) ﬁAn( ) n!zao...&i...an n!ao...an

where the ~ means that the term is removed). Recall that the Funk ball A, (R) is the image of A, under

the dilation with ratio (1 — e~ ®) centered at the barycenter (1/(n 4+ 1))(1, ..., 1). Then
1 & 1
Va,(R) = — Z — dx.
n! i:() An(R) ao-..ai-..an
If fori =1,...,n we use the change of variable

n
Fi(x) = (xl,...,xi_l,l— ZXk,Xi+1,...,xn),
k=1
we get that

1 1
/ A—dx=/ g
An(R) Co -0+ 0ty An(R) @1 0p
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which allows us to get the formula

(25) VA, (R) =

n—l—l/ dxqy---dx,
n!' Ja,(R) X1+ Xn
for the volume of the forward ball of radius R centered at the barycenter of the simplex in euclidean

coordinates.

Denote by

1 1
Ag = e
n+1 n+1

the barycenter of A,. Then for 1 <k <n,
1 n—k
—R
Ap(R) = Ao+ (1—e )(m X;ej —Ao)
]:

are the vertices of a simplex S, (R) in the barycentric subdivision of A, (R).

Explicitly,
1 e R 1 e R e R
26 AR =\-"——"F"" ., . — |,
(26) 1(R) (n nn+1) n nn+1) n+1)
1 k g X
27 Ar(R) = - , ,
7) K(B) (n—k—l—l n+ D—k+1)° n+1)
~——

n—k times k times

‘ —R —R
e e
An(R) = .
n(R) (n+1 n+1)

Therefore, because of the symmetries involved, using the right equality in (24) with X = x; +--- + xp,

we have
dxq---d dxq---d

(28) / Rl I Y S

Ap(R) (1= X)x1 - xp Sp(R) (1= X)x1 -+ xp
Let us focus on

dxq---d
(29) Wi(R) = / SRR ,
Sp(R) (1= X1 — - —Xp)X1 -+ Xy

so that

Va,(R) = (n+ )Wa(R).

We can rewrite W, (R) using Fubini’s theorem, and writing s = X,

Wa(R) = /1/(n+1) ds dxy---dx,—;
" e RJn+1) 5 J 8, (—loglst1))N{xn=s} (1 —8) = X1 — -+ —=Xp_1)X1 - X1
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Now let us proceed with the change of variable t; = x; /(1 —s) fori = 1,...,n — 1 in the inner integral.
This gives
Vet g dry - - dt,_
(30)  Wau(R) = / . S
e—R/m+1) S(1=5) Jis,_ | (og(sn/(1—s))) (L =11 =+ —=Xp—1) 11 Iy—1

/1/(”+1) ds s-n
_ &y, (_log )
e—R/(nt1) S(1—5) " 1—s

Hence it holds that

1 n
W)(R) = ——W,_{| —-log ———— ).
n(R) l_e_R nl( g(n-l—l)eR—l)
n+1
from which we get the following differential equation by multiplying by (n + 1):
1 1 1 1
(31) VA (R) = nt ——x VA (R—{—log(l—l————e_R)),
" e n o n
n+1

as claimed.

Next consider the asymptotic behavior as R — 0. The one-dimensional case follows from Lemma 3.4,
yielding

Va,(R) =2log(2e® —1) = 2R +2log2 + 2log(1 — 1e7®) = 4R - 2R? + o(R?).
Next we proceed by induction, utilizing the recursive formula. Writing
VA, (R) = anyR" + by R"™ 4 o(R"1),

and taking into account that

1 1 _ n+2 R
R+log(14+ ——— R) = R(1- R)).
+°g( LT R ) nt ( st T ))
we get that
(32)  Wa, (R):=Va [ R+1log[1+ ! L r
= s} _ e
An An g I’l+1 n+1
n+2\" n+2\"(n+2 n
— R" Ly S - Rn+1 Rn-l-l )
(n—l—l) n +(n+1) (n—|—1 " a"z(n+1)) ol )

Now equation (31) implies

n—+2
n+1

2 R
Vi@ = (223 (1= 5 +otm)wa, (a)

to obtain

n+2\"12 R 1 (n+2 n
Vi (R) = R(1—— po®)x(1+—("Zp,—ap—"" )R+ 0(R
B (R) (n—i—l) n ( PRI ))X( +an(n+1 n a"z(n+1)) ol ))’
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which finally gives us

n+2\""? n+2
' (R)= R T+ ———(by—La,)R R)).
(33) VAn+1( ) (n+1) a ( +a,,(n+1)(b 2a) +o( ))

After integration, we get

n+2n+2 1 n+2n+2 1
dp+1 = ( ) n and by = ( ) (bn - %an)

a
n—+1 n+1 n+1 n+1
Taking into account that ¢; = 4 and by = —2, we easily deduce by induction that for all n > 2,
(n+ l)n—l-l n(n+ 1)n+1
n=——-—+— and by=————7—,
(n})? 2 ((mhH?
as stated.

Finally, the asymptotics as R — oo follow at once from Theorem 1.5, or they can be deduced from the
recursive formula as in the R — 0 regime. O

10 Reflections and questions

10.1 Flags of polytopes and comparison of volume growth

Another conjecture related to flags and Mahler volume, and which may be related to Funk volume, is:

Conjecture 10.1 Let P be a centrally symmetric polytope in dimension n. Then,

(n))? o
|Flags(P)| = 2—n|P||P E

Kalai [11] talks about this conjecture in a YouTube video, around 32 minutes in. He ascribes it to conver-
sations with Freij, Henze, Schmitt and Ziegler, about a decade ago, based on computer experimentation.

We might be so bold as to make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 10.2 Let 2 be a centrally symmetric convex body, and let H be a Hanner polytope of the
same dimension. Then, for any r and R positive real numbers withr < R,

Volg(Be(R)) _ Volg (B (R))
Volg(Bq(r)) ~ Volg(By(r))

This is a strengthening of Conjecture 10.1. Indeed, we recover that conjecture from Conjecture 10.2 by
letting r approach zero, and R approach infinity.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 29 (2025)



Volume growth of Funk geometry and the flags of polytopes 3809

Conjecture 10.2 reminds us of the Bishop—Gromov theorem in Riemannian geometry, but with the
inequality reversed. The inequality in Funk geometry directly corresponding to the Bishop—Gromov
theorem would be

Volg(Ba(R)) _ Volg(BE(R))

Volg(Bgq(r)) ~ Volg(BE(r))
where E is a centered ellipsoid. This inequality is false: considering small radii, it would imply the
inequality

2 L o
| beeraxds < —sialer),

which was shown to be false for large n by Klartag [12, Proposition 1.5], even for unconditional bodies.

10.2 Some further questions and remarks

The paper [9] studies Hansen polytopes of split graphs. This class contains polytopes that are only slightly
worse than the Hanner polytopes with respect to the Mahler conjecture, the flag conjecture, and also
Kalai’s 3¢ conjecture concerning the minimal number of faces of a centrally symmetric polytope. It
would be interesting to see how closely these polytopes come to minimizing the volume of Funk balls.

In [22], it was shown that the number of flags of a polytope determines the asymptotics of the volume
of its floating body. This phenomenon was later studied in greater generality in [3]. Since for smooth
bodies the asymptotics is governed by the affine surface area, the authors consider the flag number to be
an analogue of the affine surface area for polytopes. One could ask if it is possible to obtain a refinement
that depends on the geometry of the polytope, similarly to how we have the second-highest order term for
the Funk volume.

It was conjectured in [6] that, if one considers the volume of a ball in a Funk geometry centered about
the centroid of the body, then this quantity is maximized when the body is an ellipsoid. This is an upper
bound counterpart to Conjecture 1.1. It likewise interpolates between two inequalities, this time that
of Blaschke—Santal6é when the radius goes to zero, and the centro-affine isoperimetric inequality when
the radius tends to infinity; see [25]. This upper bound conjecture was established [6] in the case of
unconditional bodies.
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