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On the total volume of the double hyperbolic space

Lizhao Zhang

Abstract

Let the double hyperbolic space DH", proposed in this paper as an extension of the
hyperbolic space H"”, contain a two-sheeted hyperboloid with the two sheets connected
to each other along the boundary at infinity. We propose to extend the volume of convex
polytopes in H™ to polytopes in DH", where the volume is invariant under isometry
but can possibly be complex valued. We show that the total volume of DH" is equal
to i"V,,(S™) for both even and odd dimensions, and prove a Schléfli differential formula
(SDF) for DH". For n odd, the volume of a polytope in DH" is shown to be completely
determined by its intersection with OH" and induces a new intrinsic volume on OH"
that is invariant under Md&bius transformations.

1 Introduction

In this paper we extend the hyperbolic space H" to a space formed by a two-sheeted hyper-
boloid by identifying their boundary at infinity projectively, and extend the volume properly
to the new space. Denote the new space by double hyperbolic space DH"™, and the other
sheet by H”. We remark that H” is not isometric to H" and the length element ds on H™
is negative, with the associated volume element also negative for n odd (see Section 2] for
more details).

1.1 Background and motivation

Among the models of H", two of them are the upper half-space model and the hemisphere
model, and in both models the boundary at xg = 0 corresponds to the boundary at infinity
OH"™. Tt seems natural to ask if some kind of theory can be developed across the boundary, so
that the upper half-space model can be extended to the lower half-space, and the hemisphere
model to the lower hemisphere, making them more like a “full-space model” or “full-sphere
model” in some sense.

In this note, we attempt to provide such a theory by adding H” to the picture as the lower
half-space or the lower hemisphere respectively with a natural identification OH"™ = OH" at
2o = 0. Notice that DH" is homeomorphic to the standard unit n-sphere S™.
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1.2 Main results

We first introduce some (new) basic notions of DH" using the hyperboloid model, but the
notions can be easily extended to other models. An isometry of DH" is an isometry of H"
that also preserves the antipodal points (the counterpart) in H™ still as antipodal points.
A half-space in DH" is obtained by gluing a half-space in H" and its antipodal image in H"™
along their common boundary on OH" (after the identification, see Figure [I). Note that
by the definition, H" and H" are not half-spaces in DH", though both of them look like a
“half” of DH". A polytope in DH" is a finite intersection of half-spaces in DH", the same
as the union of a polytope in H" (possibly unbounded) and its antipodal image in H". So
a polytope in DH" is always symmetric between H™ and H” through antipodal points, but
by definition a polytope in H" by itself is not a polytope in DH".

Figure 1: A hyperplane cut DH" into two half-spaces, the union of C' and C”, and the union
of D and D’

Our focus is to extend the volume on H"™ to DH"™ in a proper way, such that it is
compatible with the volume elements of both H" and H”, and is also properly defined
across OH™. However, the integral of the volume element across OH" cannot be defined by
the standard Lebesgue integration. To fix this issue, we treat the volume as the limit of the
integral of a complex perturbation of the volume element (as a complex measure on R™). We
shall note that in the complex perturbation the underlying space is still real, but endowed
with complex valued “Riemannian metrics” instead, with no complex geometry involved.
Thus we only use complex analysis in a very limited way mainly to compute the integral
of complex valued functions in the real space. In fact, except for some basic understanding
of the Riemannian metrics on the different models of H", no prior knowledge of differential
geometry is assumed of the reader.

For this newly introduced volume on DH", it is shown in Theorem (whose proof
constitutes an essential part of this paper) that the volume of a polytope P in DH" (denote
by V,,(P)) is well defined and invariant under isometry. This is true even when P contains
a non-trivial portion of OH™, but in this case the volume is only finitely (but not countably)
additive and may also be complex valued. A central tool we use to develop the theory is
the Schlafli differential formula (SDF), a formula that applies to the volume of polytopes
in the spherical, Euclidean, or hyperbolic space of constant curvature x. Some remarks on
the history of the formula can be found in Milnor [7]. See also Rivin and Schlenker [9] and
Sudrez-Peir6 [I1] for some generalizations.



With a proper choice of the extension of the volume from H" to DH" (Definition A2
though the choice is not unique), we obtain the total volume of DH" in the following.

Theorem 1.1. The total volume of DH" is
Vo (DH™) = i"V,(S™) (1.1)

for both even and odd dimensions, where V,,(S™) is the n-dimensional volume of the standard
unit n-sphere S™.

Heuristically, the two-sheeted hyperboloid may be thought of as a “sphere” of radius
i = v/—1 in the hyperboloid model, and therefore it suggests why the formula above might
make sense. While the choice of the value of Vi(DH') is not unique as explained later
in Section Fl we provide more reasoning about the choice of 27 in the sense of complex
analysis. We prove a SDF for DH".

Theorem 1.2. (Schléfli differential formula for DH™) For n > 2, let P be a polytope in
DH" that does not contain any ideal vertices, and for each (n — 2)-dimensional face F', let
O be the dihedral angle at F'. Then for k = —1,

1
nan(P) = —1 Vn_g(F) d@F, (1.2)
T F
where the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F' of P. For n —2 =0, Vo(F) is the number
of points in F.

If the intersection of P and the faces of some of the closed half-spaces (that form P)
is a point on OH", we call it an ideal vertex (see Figure [ for an illustration using the
upper half-space model). The main reason for excluding ideal vertices in Theorem is to
simplify the proof. To some extent, we were expecting a SDF for DH" first, and then used
it as a guideline to properly introduce a volume on polytopes in DH". We also have the
following finiteness result.

Theorem 1.3. (Uniform boundedness of V,,(P) for a fixed m) Let P be a polytope in DH"
and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces in DH", then

m
Vo (P)| < WVn(S"). (1.3)

The bound given in ([L3]) is very loose, but it serves our main purpose of showing that
V,(P) is finite and uniformly bounded for a fixed m.

Theorem 1.4. Let H be the algebra over DH" generated by half-spaces in DH", and P €
H. Then V,(P) is real for n even, and V,(P) is imaginary for n odd and is completely
determined by P N oH"™.

Remark 1.5. Assume n is odd. Although a convex polytope in H" always has real volume,
recall that by definition a convex polytope is not an element in #, so it does not contradict
Theorem [[L4l Theorem [[L4] means that the information of V,,(P) is completely encoded in
the boundary at infinity OH", which is crucial for exploring new geometric properties of
OH" on top of the standard conformal structure on a sphere. In fact, assuming V,,(P) is well
defined (Theorem [L.0)), the interested reader may directly read the proof of Theorem [[.4]
without first going through the long proof of Theorem[4L.6], as the two proofs are independent.



An important application of Theorem [[4] is that for n odd and P € H, it induces
an intrinsic volume on OH" by simply assigning V,,(P) to G where G = P N oH" (will
be adjusted by a constant factor later). For n = 2m + 1, denote the volume of G by
Voo.2m (@), then Vg 2, (G) is invariant under Mébius transformations (Theorem M271)). To
our knowledge, both the definition of Vi 2,,(G) and its (conformal) invariance property are
new. Thus on top of the standard conformal structure on OH?*™*! as a sphere, we obtain
Voo,2m(G) as a new geometric invariant of OHZm+1 We also show that OH2 ! has hidden
geometric properties of the spherical, (double) hyperbolic, and Euclidean spaces at the same
time (Theorem [[29]). We remark that Vi 2, (G) is not induced by any volume form on
OH?"+1 as a differentiable manifold, and it takes values positive, negative or zero as well.

If P is also a polytope in DH", namely, a finite intersection of closed half-spaces in DH",
we call G a polytope in OH". We show that Vi 2,,(G) satisfies a new version of SDF for
OH?™+1 (Theorem [T2.6]).

1.3 Related works

In the hyperboloid model of H”, though the hyperboloid in R™! has two sheets, usually
most works deal with only one of the two sheets of the hyperboloid or identify the two
sheets projectively. For some basic notions of hyperbolic space, see Cannon et al. [2] and
Milnor [6]. To extend the hyperbolic space H" beyond the boundary at infinity and have
a well defined volume across the boundary, one way is to use the de Sitter space as an
extension. In the Klein model of H", which is the interior of an open disk in the projective
space RP"™ and has a metric
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Cho and Kim [3] applied the same metric formula to the outside of the disk and defined a
complex valued volume on the extended space. In this interpretation, straight lines in the
projective space across the boundary OH" can also be viewed as geodesics in the extended
space, which in fact was the main motivation for the construction. At the outside of the
disk, the de Sitter part, it is shown in [3] that its metric ds? is the negative of the metric
ds? on the de Sitter space. Under a similar setting, the basic notions such as length and
angle were also explored through cross ratio (see Schlenker [10]).

More precisely, the extended space Cho and Kim [3] considered is a double covering
of the projective space and homeomorphic to the standard n-sphere S”. It can be viewed
as obtained from a radial projection from the origin of R™! that maps the two-sheeted
hyperboloid and the de Sitter space to the unit sphere :173 +---+22 =1, and then changing
the induced metric on the de Sitter part from ds? to —ds?. Namely, changing the spacelike
geodesics to timelike geodesics, and vice versa. In this model, the extended space contains
three open parts, with one de Sitter part (for n = 1 it has two connected components) and
two hyperbolic parts that both are isometric to H”. In our construction of DH", the lower
sheet H” is not isometric to H"™.

While the complex valued geometry Cho and Kim constructed is consistent with both
the hyperbolic and the de Sitter space as well as across the boundaries, an obvious drawback
of this extension is that it is a mizture of Riemannian geometry (the hyperbolic parts) and



Lorentzian geometry (the de Sitter part). Actually, the de Sitter part cannot be directly
taken out to leave the remaining two hyperbolic parts to form a consistent geometry across
the boundary, so this model does not serve the purpose if one wants the extension to contain
only hyperbolic parts.

The crucial difference of our construction of DH" is to treat the length element ds in
the lower sheet H" as being negative, which makes it possible to use complex analysis to
obtain a well defined volume on an extension that contains only hyperbolic parts. To our
knowledge, this construction we made is the first of its kind in hyperbolic geometry.

2 Preliminaries

We recall some basic properties of H" and introduce new notions for DH". Let R™! be the
(n + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space endowed with a bilinear product

Ty =—xoyo+T1y1 + - + Tnyn, (2.1)
then in the hyperboloid model the hyperbolic space H" is defined by
{:EGR”’l cx-x=—1, x0>0},

the upper sheet of a two-sheeted hyperboloid in R™!. The bilinear product induces a
metric ds?> = —da} + dz? + - + da2, and by convention the length element ds is (ds?)'/2
in R™!. But in this paper ds can also be —(ds?)"/? in some other cases (which is one of the
most important features of the construction), so sometimes we explicitly specify the length
element ds for ds?. Let R™! be a copy of R™! namely it has the same bilinear product

(&) as in R™!, but the ds on R™! is the negative of the ds on R™!
ds = —(—dad + da? + - - + da2)'/%. (2.2)

Define H" by
{:L'GRTl::E-:E:—l, x0<0},

the lower sheet of a different two-sheeted hyperboloid in RY_L’I, namely, H” is not the lower
sheet of the hyperboloid in R™!. If we treat OH" as the end of those half-lines that lie on
the future light cone {x € R™!' : 2 -2 =0, x¢ >0} in R™! and OH" as the end of those
half-lines that lie on the past light cone {x € R™' : z- 2 =0, z¢ < 0} in R™', then by
identifying OH" with 0H" projectively, we glue H"™ and H" together and obtain DH".
Notice that the length element ds on H™ is negative, hence H" is not isometric to H".
However, this change of metric does not affect the constant curvature x of H", which is
still =11 To have a well defined “distance” (which can be complex valued) between a pair

of points in H" and H" respectively, we will show that it is necessary to require the length

1t should not be confused with changing the metric from ds® to —ds?, which does change the sign of the
constant curvature . In this paper, to clear up any confusion, for a sign change of metric we always specify
whether we are referring to —ds or —ds>.



element ds in H” to be negative as defined in (IEI)H The associated volume element of H™
needs to multiply (—1)" compared to the H™ case, so it is also negative if n is odd.

Recall that a half-space in DH" is obtained by gluing a half-space in H" and its antipodal
image in H" along their common boundary. It can be expressed as

{z e DH" : {(z)z - e > 0}, (2.3)

where e with e-e = 1 is the inward unit normal to the half-space along the face in the upper
sheet, z - e is the same bilinear product (2] for both zp > 0 and z¢ < 0, and ¢(z) = 1 if
xg > 0 and £(x) = —1 if 29 < 0. The sign of /() has more to do with the linear space (R™!
or R™") each of the two sheets is embedded in than with the sheet itself, but for now this
definition of ¢(x) is convenient and enough for our purpose. As OH" and OH" are identified
projectively, it suggests that it is crucial to use ¢(z) to define the half-space in DH". We
also call a 1-dimensional half-space in DH' a half circle.

Let M™ be the spherical, Euclidean, or hyperbolic space (including H" as well) of
constant curvature . Unlike in M"™ where a half-space is always on the same side of a
plane, in DH" notice that in (23] (see Figure [Il) the half-space’s upper and lower parts
appear to be on different sides of a plane {x € R™! : .- e = 0}. Although seemingly
counterintuitive, this rather strange property can be explained by the fact that the upper
and the lower sheets are embedded in different linear spaces R™! and RrR™! respectively.
However for two half-spaces of DH" whose faces intersect, the intersecting angle is the same
in both the upper and the lower sheets, which is important for the development of the
theory.

By an n-dimensional convexr polytope in M™, we mean a compact subset which can
be expressed as a finite intersection of closed half-spaces. If we remove the compactness
restriction and the resulting intersection is unbounded, then the intersection is an unbounded
polytope. (In H" for n > 2, if we relax the convex polytope to also include ideal vertices,
then it still has finite volume. See Haagerup and Munkholm [4], see also Luo [5] and Rivin
[8].) For an overview of polytopes see Ziegler [13].

Remark 2.1. While a convex polytope in M" is always conver and homeomorphic to a
closed ball, this is not so for a polytope in DH", e.g., it can possibly contain a pair of
connected components in H” and H"™ respectively. Also DH" itself is a polytope, but
without boundary.

3 Models for DH"

To analyze DH", we will apply the same models of H" to DH"™ with some simple adjust-
ment, and we will need those models before we can introduce the definition of V,,(P) in
Section @l As the details of the models of H" are well known (see, e.g., [2 Section 7]) and
our adjustment is straightforward, we will just jump to the details of the adjusted models
for DH" directly. In fact, by restricting the adjusted models to H"™ only, one can obtain the

2In fact, this is expected even without using complex analysis. Let  and —z be the vertices of a half-
space in DH', and y and —y be the vertices of a “smaller” half-space sitting completely inside the first one.
If we expect all half-spaces to have a fixed length ¢, then the distance from —z to —y inside HL has to be
negative.



original models of H". By convention, we will use the same model names of H" to describe
DH" as well. But the models for DH™ are not restricted only to the regions as the model
names may suggest, e.g., the hemisphere model for DH" is no longer only restricted to the
region of a hemisphere but instead uses the full sphere.

3.1 Hemisphere model

We start with the hemisphere model of H', which comes from a stereographic projection
of the upper hyperboloid H" from (—1,0,...,0) to the upper half of the unit n-sphere:

$g+---+$%:1,x0>0vvithamap

(0,21, xpn) — (1/xo, 21 /20, .., Tn/T0). (3.1)

The following argument is crucial for this paper. The same stereographic projection
(BI) also maps the lower hyperboloid H" to the lower half of the unit sphere with zy < 0,
and maps the boundary at infinity projectively to the unit (n — 1)-sphere on zy = 0 with a
natural identification OH" = OH". So DH" is mapped one-to-one to the full unit sphere.
The projection (B maps any pair of antipodal points = and —z to a pair of mirror points A
and A’ with respect to the plane 2y = 0 (see Figure2), and also maps any DH' embedded in
DH" to a small circle on the n-sphere that is perpendicular to g = 0. A simple but crucial
fact is that, as a consequence of the way a half-space in DH" is defined in the hyperboloid
model in (23]), by (BI]) any half-space in the hemisphere model is an intersection of the unit
n-sphere and a half-space in R™! whose face is a vertical plane to zo = 0. In fact, the half-
space in the hemisphere model also gives a new explanation that why in the hyperboloid
model a half-space’s upper and lower portion need to appear on different sides of a plane.
Notice also that a half-space in DH™ can be fully contained in another half-space, a feature
different from the standard sphere.

Figure 2: The stereographic projection from —1 maps C' and C” (a half-space in hyperboloid
model) to D and D’ (a half-space in hemisphere model) respectively

The associated metric on the upper hemisphere is

ds = (dz? + - + da?)'/? /g, (3.2)



and as the length element ds on H” is negative, the same form applies to the lower hemi-
sphere with xg < 0 as well. In the Euclidean space, let S]' be the sphere centered at O with
radius r, and dA, be the Euclidean volume element (or “area element”) on SJ'. Then at
any point on S)' with xg # 0, dA, is the volume element of the tangent space and can be

written as dﬁgéd;f", where 6 is the angle between the outward unit normal at this point and

the xp-axis (see Figure B]). As cosf = xy/r, then

dry - - da,
dA, = £ 50 (3.3)
g

with the plus sign for x¢p > 0 and the minus sign for zg < 0.

o

Figure 3: Euclidean volume element dA,
So with = 1, the associated volume element of ([B.2]), multiplying i% by %, is

+day - da J2iT (3.4)

Notice that for n odd, the coefficient is negative for xg < 0.

3.2 Upper half-space model

The upper half-space model for DH" comes from a stereographic projection of the unit
n-sphere of the hemisphere model from (0,...,0,—1) to the plane z,, = 1 (see Figure HI):

(Xoy ey Tp—1,2n) — 2zo/(xn +1),...,2¢,-1/(z, + 1)). (3.5)

A half-space is either the inside or the outside of a ball whose center is on g = 0, or a
Euclidean half-space whose face is a vertical plane to zyp = 0. We remark that the upper or
lower half-space is not a half-space in DH". The geodesics are either straight lines or circles
that are perpendicular to zyp = 0. For both the upper half-space of zg > 0 and the lower
half-space of zy < 0, the associated metric is

ds = (dz? + - + dz?_ )"/ )y, (3.6)
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Figure 4: Stereographic projection from hemisphere model to upper half-space model

and the associated volume element is
dxg - - dry_1/xg. (3.7)

Notice that for n odd the coefficient is negative for x¢ < 0.

Remark 3.1. We can also view the metric ds (8.6 as conformally equivalent to the standard
metric ds = (dz? + - + dz2_;)"/? on the Euclidean space (except at xo = 0) by a factor
1/xo (referred as the conformal factor). While 1/xg is not continuous at zo = 0, when
extending to the lower half-space as a complex variable, it preserves the analyticity of xg
and thus in some sense makes the metric in ([3.6)) “conformal” across z¢p = 0. This also
makes it possible to use complex analysis to compute the integral across OH" with respect
to xg, so heuristically making it a better choice for the extension than other factors like
|1/z0]|. It is also worth noting that this argument works not only for the Riemannian metric,
but also for the pseudo-Riemannian metric like the Lorentz metric.

Remark 3.2. Notice the similarity between the metric above of the upper half-space model
(B6) and the metric of the hemisphere model ([B.2). It suggests that a hemisphere model for
DH" can also be viewed as embedded in an upper half-space model for a higher dimensional
DH"*!, which will be helpful in understanding the proof of the SDF for DH" in later
sections.

3.3 Klein model

Finally, the Klein model for DH"™ comes from a central projection from the origin that maps
the two-sheeted hyperboloid H" and H” to the disk: 2%+ --+22 < 1,29 = 1. The boundary
at infinity is mapped projectively to the boundary of the disk with a natural identification
OH"™ = OH". The projection forms a double coveringEl of the disk, where H" is mapped to
the upper and H™ to the lower cover, with the length element ds on the lower cover being
negative. We will use this model mainly for visualization purposes as a polytope always
has “flat” faces as a Euclidean polytope does, but we will not use its metric to compute the
volume which is rather cumbersome.

3In this paper the term “double covering” is used loosely to only refer to the open part of a space, usually
with the boundary points ignored, and the metrics on the two covers need not agree.



4 A definition of V,(P) for polytopes in DH"

4.1 Using the upper half-space model

In the upper half-space model, for a Lebesgue measurable set U in H", the standard hyper-
bolic volume of U is defined by integrating the volume element ([B.7]) in R”

dzg - - - d,,_
Vi (U) :/ M
UCR” Lo

The integral also applies to regions in H”. For a set U in DH", if both Uy in H" and
U_ in H" has finite standard hyperbolic volume, then we say that U has finite standard
hyperbolic volume and define V,,(U) by V,,(Uy)+ V,,(U-), and let Uy be the collection of all
those sets. For U € Uy, V,,(U) is invariant under isometry (recall that an isometry of DH"
is an isometry of H" that also preserves the counterpart in H™, which is the mirror image
in H” in the upper half-space model). But for regions sitting across OH", the integral is
not well defined at xg = 0. To fix this issue, we want to define a volume as the integral of a
complex perturbation of the volume element (as a complex measure on R™). But we shall
note that in the complex perturbation the underlying space is still real, even for coordinate
Zg. So in this paper complex analysis is used in a very limited way mainly to compute
the integral of complex valued functions in the real space. See also a similar but slightly
different methodology called “e-approximation” employed by Cho and Kim [3] using the
Klein model.
For any € # 0, let R™ be endowed with a complex valued “Riemannian metric”

dsc = (da2 + - + da?_)Y?/(xo — €i), (4.1)

namely, the inner product on the tangent space at a point is 1/(xg — €i)? times the standard
Euclidean inner product. It is conformally equivalent to the standard Euclidean metric
ds = (dad+---+dx2_,)"/? by a factor 1/(z — €i), so the angle at each point is the same as
the Euclidean metric, independent of the value 1/(xg — €i). The associated volume element
of (A1) is dxo 4Tn1  One may view the (singular) metric (3:6) on R” as a limit of ds, with

(Eo ez ”
e — 0T, and we study the volume as a limit of the complex valued volume induced by ds..
In the following we denote U a Lebesgue measurable set in R™, and define

e(U) = /U RM W(U) = tim o (U), (4.2)

(xg — €)™ =0+

whenever the integral exists (finite).

We call U p-measurable if 1(U) exists, and let U be the collection of ,u -measurable sets.
Clearly p is finitely additive on . If U is in a finite region in R”, as \ |, then
it automatically guarantees the existence of . (U), but not of M(U ). We remark that R™ is
not p-measurable, as p(R™) does not exist.

For U € Uy (namely, both U, and U_ has finite standard hyperbolic volume, and
Vo (U) = V,,(Uy) + Vo, (U2)), as |W| < | 2 —|, the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem applies, thus u(U) exists and u(U) = V,,(U). So Uy C U. Our goal is to extend
V,(U) to more sets beyond Uy, preferably by using x(U) on some p-measurable sets U, but

(Eo ez"‘—’

10



some issues need to be addressed. First, any extension of V,,(U) should be invariant under
isometry, but we don’t know if (U) is invariant under isometry for all y-measurable sets
in U. Even if so, U is not an algebra in the sense that there are u-measurable sets U and
U’ such that U N U’ is not p-measurable

We will show that if we only extend V,,(U) to those sets generated by half-spaces in
DH"™ and elements in Uy, then all those issues above will be resolved. Without affecting the
computation of volume, here a half-space can be either a closed or open half-space, and let
H be the algebra over DH" generated by half-spaces in DH™. Recall from above that R"™ is
not p-measurable, and as DH™ only has an extra point co compared to R™, so it does not
affect the computation of the p.-measure and p-measure of DH", and thus DH" & Y. In
order to have a finite value of V,,(DH") as in Theorem [T the definition of V,,(U) need to
deviate from p(U) for certain sets U when p(U) does not exist. However, this is a minor
issue that will be handled in Definition

Proposition 4.1. For n > 1 and P € H in DH", if P is in a finite region in R™, then
w(P) exists and is invariant under isometry.

Proposition [£1lis a special case of Theorem F.6] that will be proved later. Now we define
V,(P) as a measurable algebra on H.

Definition 4.2. For n > 1 and P € X in DH", if P is in a finite region in R", define V,,(P)
by u(P); otherwise we first map P to a finite region in R™ by an isometry g of DH", then
define V,,(P) by u(g(P)). For n = 0, define V5(DH") = 2, the number of points in DHC.

For DH" whose volume cannot be computed as a single piece by Definition [2.2] we can
cut DH" into two half-spaces and compute the volume of each piece using Definition 2] and
then sum them up. Proposition [4.] ensures that V,,(P) is well defined and finitely additive
on H. (We will show in Example that V,,(P) is not countably additive.)

We check some simple cases. For n = 1, if P is a half circle in DH' and satisfies
—a < x9 < a, we have pc(P) = ffa% = f;_ﬂﬂ C?—OO. For € > 0, the path is below
the origin in the complex plane of xg, and thus Vi(P) = u(P) = lim o+ pe(P) = mi,
independent of the value of a. (We remark that this is not the unique way to define V;(P),
say if we define Vi(P) by lim,_,o- pc(P) instead, then Vi(P) = —mi.) As DH! is made of
two half circles, this gives

Vi(DHY) = 2mi = iV;(Sh). (4.3)

So under this definition the total length of a 1-dimensional polytope in DH! only takes the
values of 0, i, or 2mi.

In general, if P € H is in a finite region in R™, and denote by Py and P_ the upper and
the lower portion of P respectively, we have (be aware of the signs below)

pe(P) = pe(Py) + pe(P-) = pe(Py) 4+ (=1)" p—e(Py). (4.4)

Thus pe(P) = p—e(P) for n even and p(P) = —p_(P) for n odd, which suggests that the
choice of the sign of € only affects the definition of V,,(P) for n odd but not for n even.

“Let U be a unit ball centered at the origin. For U’, let U} = Uy and U’ be a translation of U- such
that U’ is still centered on xo = 0 but U NU_ = @. By Proposition @1l U is p-measurable; by ([@2) we
have pe(U") = pe(U), so U’ is also p-measurable. But UNU’ = Uy is a half-space in H", not py-measurable.
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If P, has finite standard hyperbolic volume, for n even then V,,(Py) = V,,(P-), thus
Vo (P) = 2V, (Py); for n odd then V,,(Py) = —V,,(P-), thus they cancel each other out and
therefore V,,(P) = 0. But V,,(P) is not trivial on H for n odd, as V,,(P) is not zero when P
contains a non-trivial portion of OH".

4.2 Measure theory on DH"

To make V,,(P) on H truly an extension of the standard hyperbolic volume, we show that
the definition of V,,(U) can be further extended to H', the algebra over DH" generated by
H and Uy. If U € H', denote U® the complement of U in DH" (not in H", even if U is
entirely in H").

Proposition 4.3. For n > 1, by Definition [{.3 of V,,(P) on H in DH", the definition of
Vo (U) can be uniquely extended to H' as a measurable algebra. Particularly for P € H and
Uy € Uy, we have V(P \ Uy) = V,(P) — V(P N Uyp).

Proof. For any U € H’, assume U is generated by half-spaces Hy,...,H and Uy,...,U; €
Up. Then by a property in set theory, U is the disjoint union of regions F in the form
(ﬂle Ai) N (nz':l Bj), where A; is either H; or H{ and B; is either U; or Us. For any of
the region E, if at least one Bj is Uj, then E € Uy and thus V,,(E) exists.

Now for a region E assume all B; is U7, and denote ngl Uj by Uy and ﬂle A; by P.
Then P € H and Uy € Uy, and

E=Pn(\U)=Pn(JUj)*=PNnUs =P\

As P is the disjoint union of PN Uy and E = P \ Uy, and both V,,(P) (by Definition [£2])
and V,,(P N Up) are well defined, we define V,(E) = V,(P) — V,(P N Up). Sum up all
those regions F, then V,(U) is uniquely defined on H’ as a measurable algebra, and is also
invariant under isometry. U

Remark 4.4. In general, if V,,(U) is already extended to an algebra F over DH", then by the
same method in the proof of Proposition 3] we can show that V,,(U) is also well defined
on F', the algebra over DH" generated by F and Uj.

To summarize, to ensure that V;,(U) is well defined on H’, by Proposition all left to
do is to verify Proposition [1], which is a special case of Theorem

Remark 4.5. As P € H is generated by half-spaces in DH", so P is the disjoint union of the
intersection of half-spaces (see also the proof of Proposition [£3] for reference), thus P can
be cut into a union of polytopes. So for convenience from now on for P € H we can focus
our attention on polytopes P only.

4.3 Using the hemisphere model

We need to compute V,,(P) in the hemisphere model as well, which we address next. The
Euclidean volume element on S™ can be written as i%, with the plus sign for zg > 0
and the minus sign for zyp < 0 (see ([B:3]). When the above ds, in (41I]) (of a higher dimen-
sional R™1) is restricted to S™, the induced volume element on S", multiplying i%

12



zyﬁ(xo_ld)n, is ixﬁ?;oflzgn Let P be a polytope in DH" in the hemisphere model, for n > 0
efine

dry---dz, .
(P) = LT (P =1 (P). 4.5
pine(P) /P B o p(P) = lm pip o(P) (4.5)

For the general case that a polytope P in DH" is on an non-unit n-sphere S with radius
r > 0in R"*! (and with the center on zg = 0), we also provide a formula for py, ((P), which
will be particularly useful when the n-sphere is treated as a subspace of a higher dimensional

space. Note that the constant curvature x of S' is still —1, independent of . The Euclidean
volume element on S is i% (see B3)). When ds, in (I]) (of a higher dimensional

R"*1) is restricted to S”, the induced volume element on S”, multiplying i% by

L is £1dzidin  Define
(zo—et)™? xo(xo—en)™”
rdxy - - dz, .
P) = . P) = lim P). 4.6
he(P) /pcS:} wo(zo — €i)” #(P) 0+ Hne(P) (4.6)

In the hemisphere model, for technical reasons we also introduce a variant of u;(P) that
is more convenient to use in the later proof of the SDF for DH". We directly work with the
general case that P is on an n-sphere S7', and define

dry---dx
’P:/ g ram M pY = tim il (P). 47
11, (P) [ e T2 pn(P) = lim p (P) (4.7)

We will later show that p5,(P) = p, (P) (Proposition B3]).

For n = 0, in the upper half-space model, the definition of ,u(]D)HO) is not needed for our
purpose. In the hemisphere model, for the O-sphere S? with radius r, by (@8] and {@1) we
have

272
0y _ 0y _
pne(Sy) =2 and p (S)) = 2y (4.8)
So
/ 0 0y — /g0y
Mh,s(sr) <2 and /Lh(sr) = luh(sr) = 2. (49)

Notice that for n > 1, the values of ue(P), pp,(P) and p, (P) are not invariant under
isometry. But for p(P), pup(P) and ), (P), we have the following important property.

Theorem 4.6. Let P be a polytope in DH™. In the upper half-space model we assume P
18 in a finite region in R™. For n =0, we are only concerned with the hemisphere model on
SV but not the upper half-space model.

(1) Then pu(P), pn(P) and p) (P) exist and are invariant under isometry, including isome-
tries between the models.

(2) (Uniform boundedness for a fixed m) For a fized m, if P is the intersection of at most
m half-spaces, then pe(P), pn(P) and w, (P) are uniformly bounded for all P and
e>0.

Proposition [4.1]is a special case of Theorem See Remark
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Remark 4.7. In the hemisphere model, Theorem works uniformly for all n-spheres S}’
with » > 0. This is because if we switch from S’ to the unit n-sphere S™ by change of
variables, r and € can be combined into a single variable €¢/r, so the information of r is
“absorbed” by e. Then for convenience we can switch to work on S™ with e only but not r.

As the proof of Theorem is intertwined with our proof of the SDF for DH" (Theo-
rem [[L2) in an inductive manner, it is placed much later in Section [@ The induction step
runs through Section [7THS]

5 Proof overview of Theorem and

The SDF plays a crucial role in this paper. Consider a family of n-dimensional polytopes
P which vary smoothly in M™ of constant curvature k. For each (n — 2)-dimensional face
F, let Or be the dihedral angle at F'. Then for n > 2, the SDF states that

1
n—1

k- dV,(P) = > Vio(F)dbp, (5.1)
F

where the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F' of P. For n —2 = 0, Vp(F) is the number of
points in F'. Though the original SDF did not include H” , it is clear that the SDF is true
for H” with k = —1.

The SDF was also generalized into other forms. Sudrez-Peiré [I1] proved a SDF for
simplices in the de Sitter space with Riemannian faces. Rivin and Schlenker [9] obtained a
smooth analogue of the SDF for the volume bounded by a hypersurface moving in a general
Einstein manifold. A SDF for simplices in M"™ based on edge lengths was obtained by
the author [I2], Proposition 2.11]. For DH", it has constant curvature k = —1 everywhere
except on JH" = OH"™, so with a proper setting it seems natural to expect a SDF in some
form for DH" as well. In Theorem [[L2 we show that (5.I]) also holds for DH".

Milnor [7] gave a very transparent proof of the SDF for M™, and particularly for the
hyperbolic case, we essentially adopt its methodology with some adjustments, and make
the argument work for DH" as well. Our proof emphasizes on dealing with the differences
between DH" and H". But unlike in H" where convergence issues are generally not the
main concern of proving SDF, in DH" we need to make efforts to show that V,,(P) is well
defined (Theorem [.6]), which makes our proof much longer than Milnor’s original proof.

The main idea of our proof of Theorem is to compute the n-dimensional volume of a
polytope P in DH" by integrating the volumes of lower dimensional faces through various
special versions of SDF for DH". This is the reason that why we prove both Theorem .6l and
together with the proofs intertwined (with the focus more on the former). Our proof
runs by induction on n, with dimension 0 and 1 of Theorem verified in Lemma
The induction step runs through the entire Section [1 and [ by proving the statements of
w(P), pp(P) and p) (P) inductively. Those intermediate results that rely on the induction
assumption are stated with “Assuming Theorem is true up to ...” at the beginning.
But for those results not dependent on the induction assumption, they can be freely applied
to higher dimensions. The proof of Theorem follows next in Section

In the upper half-space model, to compute u(P), for convenience we will assume P is
in a finite region in R™ unless specified.
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6 Theorem for dimension 0 and 1

We first prove Theorem [£.6] for dimension 0 and 1. The proof below is mainly computational
and not used in other sections, the reader not interested in technicalities may skip it for
now and come back later to check the details.

Lemma 6.1. Theorem [{.0 is true for dimension 0 and 1.

Proof. For n = 0, by @8) and @J), Theorem E.6lis true. For n = 1, as a polytope in DH!
is either a half circle, or the union or difference of two half circles, so we only need to show
that for a half circle P, it satisfies the invariance and boundedness properties.

In the upper half-space model, assume —a < xg < a for P, then

¢ dxg @ 1 1 ¢ el
= [ (L Yo [,
_a X0 — € 0 xTo — €1 xo + €1 0 THTE

2t
212
As fooo b(x,1)dx = 7, by change of variable (substitute xg by xe), then

ale 9 ale
Iue(P)lz/O x2+1d:v:/0 b(z,)dz < =

Let
b(x,t) =

and
aje
P lim p.(P) =1 lim b(x,1)dx = mi.
u(P) = lim p(P) =i tim [ b
So pie(P) is uniformly bounded and u(P) = i.

In the hemisphere model, without loss of generality we use the unit 1-sphere S' (see
Remark E7)). Notice that any polytope in DH! can be cut into two parts with z; < 0 and
x1 > 0, and each part is either a half circle or the difference of two half circles. By symmetry,
without loss of generality we further assume P is a half circle that satisfies 0 <ty <z <1
for some ty. Let g be a stereographic projection of the unit circle from (0, —1) to the space
x1 = 1 (we use coordinate y for this space, see Figured)): g(zo, xl) =y. By B3) y = 29521.

We first consider u,(P) and pp,(P) (then next pj, (P) and pj, (P)). By (£3)

dxl i) da;l
,Ufh,e(P) :/ + - :/ + 2
PcSt xo(x() - 62) PcSt Xo — €l Ty

with the plus sign for 29 > 0 and the minus sign for g < 0. As g is an isometry, so (g~!)*
maps the volume element :l:dx L in the hemisphere model (on S') into the volume element dy

in the upper half-space model with the appropriate orientation of each coordinate system

Thus J J J
o Y Y Y
) = [ Do [ 62
gP)CRT0— €L Y Jop)cr Y — o€l Jypycr Y — c(y)ei
where c(y) == . By @.3) c(y) = 3 2+1, particularly ¢(0) = 1. As 0 <ty < z1 < 1, therefore
1<ely )Sto-i-l < 2. Denotembyco,sol<c( ) <co<2.
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Assume —a < y < a for g(P), as ¢(y) = ¢(—y), then by (G2

[ 1 B 1 [ 2e(y)ei
/%Apy_é (y—dwd y+dwd>@%_é 7+ eype ™ 03
By (GJ)), for e > 0

P = [ by, c(y)e)dy. (6.4)

Notice that for a fixed y > 0, for ¢ > 0 the function b(y,t) = yfﬁ peaks at t = y and thus
is increasing if 0 < t < y and decreasing if ¢ > y.

Now fix € > 0. To show that (6.4)) is uniformly bounded, without loss of generality we
assume a > cpe. As 1 < ¢(y) < ¢p (as shown above) and thus € < ¢(y)e < g€, accordingly
we break the right side of (6.4]) into three parts: y < €, y > ¢pe, and € < y < cpe. For a
fixed y < €, because b(y,t) is decreasing for ¢ if ¢ > y and c(y)e > €, so b(y, c(y)e) < b(y, €),
therefore

€ € 1
/Ob(y,c(y)e)dyg/o b(y,e)dy:/o b(xz,1)dx <, (6.5)

where the second step is by change of variable.
Similarly for a fixed y > cpe, because b(y, t) is increasing for t if 0 < ¢ < y and ¢(y)e < coe,
S0 b(yv C(y)E) < b(yv 606)7 hence

a a a/coe
/ by, cly)e)dy < / by, coe)dy = / b, 1)de < 7, (6.6)
Cp€ cpe 1

where the second step is again by change of variable.
Finally, for € < y < ¢pe, because 1 < ¢(y) (as shown above),

CoE€ Cco€E 20 € CcoE€ 26
/ by, c(y)e)dy < / We 4 < / 2y =2~ 1) (6.7)

c(y)e ” ~

Adding (63), [6.6), and (67) together, by (64]) we have |up(P)| < 2w +2(co — 1). As
co < 2 (see above), thus p, (P) is uniformly bounded.

In ([63]) as € — 07, the left side is up(P), but the right side is independent of the value
of a; and since ¢(0) = 1 (non-zero) and c¢(y) is continuous at 0, the right side only depends
on the value of ¢(y) at y = 0, so we may replace c¢(y) with ¢(0) = 1. Then in ([G.2]) as
e — 0T, we have

pr(P) = Hm i (P) = lim W

e—0t e—0t J_, Yy — €t

S0 fip,e(P) is uniformly bounded and pp,(P) = mi.
We next consider yj,(P) and pj, ((P). By @) (with r = 1) we have

dxq x? dxrq
/ 0
h75( ) PcSt (.Z'() — 62)2 PcS!t (.Z'() - 61)2 ZE%

Again (¢~!)* maps the volume element :l:dmi%1 in the hemisphere model (on S') into the

in the upper half-space model, thus

2 d
’5P=/ —ijﬁz/ S E— 6.8
Hine(P) g(P)cRr (To —€i)? y gP)cr (Y — 35€0)? 68)
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Use the same notations of —a <y < a and c(y) = ;- as above, as c(y) = c(~y),

/ [ Yy B Y (" AyPe(y)e
o0 = [ (=l rreter) 9= ) G tagpat 9
So for € > 0 - .
(P < [ty =2 [ bty (6.10)

By (@64) we have |u}, (P)| < 2|un,e(P)|. As pp(P) is uniformly bounded, so pj (P) is
uniformly bounded as well. 7

In [69) as e — 0T, the left side is p},(P) but the right side is independent of the value
of a. As before, to compute 1}, (P), in (6.8) we replace ;= with 1, then

a

' (P) = lim 4, (P) = li N
pn(P) = lim p, (P) = lim G ap®

. “ 1 : “dy .
= lim — yd - | = lim - = 1.
e—0t —a Yy — €l e—0t J_o Yy — €l

So p, .(P) is uniformly bounded and pj} (P) = mi.
Finally, u(P), pn(P), and pj (P) all agree with the same value 7i, so they are invariant
under isometry. Thus Theorem is true for dimension 1. O

7 Special cases of SDF for DH"

We first clarify some notions by pointing out some combinatorial differences between DH™
and H". Recall that a polytope P in DH" is a finite intersection of closed half-spaces in
DH"™. A face of P is an intersection of P and the faces of some of the closed half-spaces.
(Due to the symmetry between H"™ and H", a O-dimensional face is always a DHC that
contains a pair of vertices.) When the intersection is a point on OH", it is called an ideal
vertex, see Figure Bl In H™ if we relax the convex polytope to include ideal vertices, then
an ideal vertex is also a 0-dimensional face of the convex polytope. But in DH"™ we do not
treat ideal vertex as a face of P, because an ideal vertex is not a vertex of any 1-dimensional
face of P. Any face of P in DH" is a lower dimensional polytope itself.

Figure 5: In upper half-space model, A is an ideal vertex of polytope P

We next prove Theorem (with dimension 0 and 1 verified in Lemma [6.1]) and
together by induction. We start with some special cases of the SDF for DH".
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7.1 First special case

Assuming Theorem is true up to dimension n — 1 > 1, then for dimension n, we first
prove a special case of SDF of p(P) in the upper half-space model. Let P, be a family of
polytopes in DH" with a single parameter ¢ that is the intersection of a fixed P with a
moving half-space x,_1 < t. Here we allow P to be any polytope in DH" and with ideal
vertices allowed, but assume that P is in a finite region in R" that satisfies g < x,,_1 < t7.
The proof runs inductively on n > 2 with Vo(DHY) = 2 and Vi (DH') = 27i as given (see
@3).
By ([£2]) we have

dxo - drp_q .
(D) = Lo @l pY = lim p(P).
uelF2) /ptcRn (wo—eiyr M= g wdlB)

If E; is the facet (which may possibly contain two connected pieces) of P; in the plane
Tn_1 =t, let

dm0~~~dazn_2
(t) = _— 7.1
.t /E e (.1)
then observe that . e
we(P) = [ f.(t)dt and ”;(t D . (7.2)
to

On the right side of (), integrating with respect to xg, we obtain

folt) = — 1 /E)E iw (7.3)

n—1 (xg — €)1~

We next explain the “+” in (Z3]).

Recall that in the upper half-space model a half-space is either the inside or the outside
of a ball, or a Euclidean half-space whose face is a vertical plane to g = 0. Respectively, we
call the corresponding face top, bottom, or side, for both the parts in the upper and lower
half-spaces (see Figure[d]). In E}, for a top (n —2)-dimensional face F', the part in the upper
half-space is counted positively in (Z3]), and in the lower half-space is counted negatively.
For a bottom face F' of E}, the part in the upper half-space is counted negatively, and in
the lower half-space is counted positively. The side faces of E;, where dxy - - - dx,—2 is 0, do
not contribute to (Z3]).

Next we show that the contribution of any (n — 2)-dimensional face F to the integral in
[3) is u;hE(F)dg—f, where pj, (1) is defined in (1) and 0 is the dihedral angle of P; at
F. If F is the intersection of E; and a fixed vertical plane, then 0 is fixed over ¢ and thus
as expected dc(?—f = 0. Otherwise, F' is the intersection of F; and a fixed (n — 1)-sphere E’
with radius r, where F' is on an (n — 2)-sphere with radius r (see Figure [1]).

In ([Z3), by using [@T) for non-unit spheres, we have

£l =~ S (), (7.4)

n—1
F

with the plus sign for a top face and the minus sign for a bottom face, where only those
(n — 2)-faces F on E; in x,_1 =t contribute to the formula.
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side fact

bottom face

bottom face

top fac side face
Figure 6: The top, bottom, and side faces
)

i F

I

Figure 7: The dihedral angle 65 at the intersection of F; and E’, assuming £’ is a top face
of Pt

By Figure[7 it is easy to check that g satisfies
. T
sinfp = —, —rcosfp ==+(t—c), (7.5)
r

where c is the coordinate x,_1 of the center of E’, with the plus sign if E’ is a top face of
P and the minus sign if E’ is a bottom face. Differentiating the right hand equation with
respect to t, we obtain rsin g - dg—f = +1. By the left hand equation, therefore dg—F =+1

t rp’
In (Z4) replacing :I:% with dc(i—f, we have

1 do
Jet) = ——= > i (F) =~ (7.6)
F
So by (T.2)
- n—1athet T '



Notice that dgf , whose value is i— above, depends only on the value of r, but not

r (the radius of E’), though 6p depends on both. This is expected, as for a fized t, fc(t)
depends on F' but not on how F is fitted in E’; particularly, f.(t) depends on r, but not
on r. In fact, we have the following general statement.

Lemma 7.1. For a polytope P in DH", let F' be the intersection of two (n — 1)-faces E
and E', and O be the dihedral angle. If E' is fized but E can have any small movement,
then for a fized F', dOp does not depend on (the choice of) E'.

Proof. This property does not depend on the model we use, for our convenience we use the
hyperboloid model. In the upper sheet, let u » be the inward unit normal to P at its face
E. ur be the inward unit normal to E at its face F', and so on. It is easy to check that

dip = upp - dupp + Up g - dup p,

a formula used by Alexander [I] to give a proof of the SDF for the Euclidean case. As F’ is
fixed, so duy p = 0, thus dfp = us - dug p, which does not depend on the choice of E/. [J

Let f(t) be the pointwise limit of fc(t) as e — 07,

f(t) = lim_fe(t), (7.8)

e—0t+
then by (.6]) we immediately have the following.

Lemma 7.2. Assuming Theorem [[.0] is true up to dimension n —1 > 1, then

F1) =~ S Vao(F) 2F (7.9

n—1

and f(t) is continuous except at a finite number of points where P; changes its combinatorial
type.

We remark that f(¢) may also not be bounded at those points when 6 = 0 or m where
rr = 0, but we will show that f(¢) is still integrable. We have the following special case of
SDF of u(P).

Lemma 7.3. Assuming Theorem [{.6] is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. For a fized
m, let P be a polytope in DH"™ and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces. In the
upper half-space model let P; be the intersection of P and x,_1 < t, and assume P satisfies
to < xp_1 < ty.

(1) Then f(t) is integrable, u(P) exists and u(P;) is continuous for t with u(P;) =
ft t)dt, and

d,u Pt N
T _n_lzvn o(F (7.10)

where the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F of P, on x,—1 =t.

(2) For a fized m, u.(P) is uniformly bounded for all P and e > 0.
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Proof. We first prove (1). As it is assumed that Theorem is true for dimension n — 2,
there is a constant ¢ > 0, depending only on m but not P and €, such that |u}, .(F)| < ¢ for
all (n — 2)-faces F of P;. By (Z.6]), we have

d0
()] < =k

For any non-empty (n — 2)-face F', as 0 is a monotonic function of ¢ that takes values in
an interval between 0 and 7, therefore in this interval ]deF | is integrable and

/'d@p

Set g(t) = S5 > p ]dGF\ then |fe(t)| < g(t). As there are at most m half-spaces, so there
are at most m such (n — 2)-faces F' of P, on x,,_1 = t, thus we have

/g(t)dt < ;””Tl <0

Therefore Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem applies to {fc} and f is integrable, and

by (2] and (8]

w(P) = hm te(Pr) = lim fe(t)dt 1; f(t)at

e=07 Jt,

So u(P) exists and p(P;) is continuous for ¢ with p(P;) ft t)dt. Then M = f(¢)
except at a finite number of points where P, changes its comblnatorlal type (and f(t) may
not be continuous or even bounded). Then in (Z9)) multiplying by x = —1, we prove (Z10).
This finishes the proof of (1).

By ([Z2) we also have |uc(P)| < [|fe|dt < [gdt < 2% So for a fixed m, pc(P) is
uniformly bounded. This proves (2) and finishes the proof. O

Remark 7.4. Due to the rotational symmetry of u(P), Lemmall3may apply to any vertical
plane to zg = 0 that sweeps through P parallelly, not just for plane z,_1 = t.

We have the following result that will be useful for later use, for both the hemisphere
model and the upper half-space model.

Lemma 7.5. Assuming Theorem [{.6] is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. For a fized m,
let E be an (n — 1)-dimensional polytope (in DH"™') on SP=' and be the intersection of at
most m half-spaces. Then %,u;LE(E) is uniformly bounded for all v, E and ¢ > 0.

Proof. By (A1) we have

S (B)| =

edxy - dx,—1 €
/ $ L) < & davy -y
Ecsr—? (zo — €i) € JEcsr!
n—1

r pnl 1
§ — gnfldxl"'dxn_lzz en—l 'QV%_l(B %

6n—l
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where V,,_1(B"™1) is the Euclidean volume of the unit (n — 1)-ball B"~!, and V,(BY) = 1.
Denote 2V, _1(B"!) by ¢;. On the other hand, as it is assumed that Theorem is true
for dimension n — 1, there is a constant co > 0 such that |u, (E)| < ¢z for all £ and € > 0.

So )
€, e AT e\ 5t 1 na
— E ‘ <min<ci—,co0—» < [ c1 . <02—> =c "
‘Tuh,e( ) = en—10 20 (= en—1 r 1 2

where the second step is the weighted geometric mean of 0122—:1 and cpr with weights %
and "T_l Then for a fixed m, £uj, (F) is uniformly bounded. O

7.2 Second special case

Before proving that p(P) is invariant under isometry, we show that u(P) also satisfies a
special SDF in the radial direction. For n > 2, let B, be a ball centered at O with radius
r > 0 where 12 = :17% +---+ 22, and S"! be the spherical boundary of B,. Denote the
intersection of P and B, by P/. We have the following important generalization of (7).

Lemma 7.6. Forn > 2, let E be the (n — 1)-face of P! on S*~'. Then

T

dpc(Py) 1 , dor e,
dr  ~ n-1 ZF:“M(F) T ﬁ#h,e(E% (7.11)

where the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F' on E, with O the dihedral angle.

Proof. We only need to prove the case at a fixed » = rg when E is non-empty. Let F; be
the intersection of E and a fixed (n — 1)-face Fj;, then F; lies on the intersection of F and

a vertical plane H; to g = 0 (see FigureB). At a fixed r = rg, by Lemma [[T], the value of
dflfi does not depend on how Fj is fitted in F;, and thus dgfi can be computed as if E; is
replaced by a fixed H;; and for a fixed ¢ > 0, because the coefficient of the volume element
(xo_lﬂ.)n and bounded by ﬁ from above, so d“éd—(rprl) e does not depend on how F;

is fitted in E; either. So to prove (T.II), without loss of generality we assume that for P/,
except for E, all remaining (n — 1)-faces are side faces on fixed H;.

of p is

Figure 8: E; is replaced by a fixed vertical plane H;
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When r varies at rg, for P/, E varies but H; are fixed. By ([£2]), notice that p(P)) is

T
“almost” invariant under similarity, in the sense that only € needs to be adjusted properly.

This property suggests that, by a composition of the following two steps, d”sd—(rprl) can be
r=ro
. . . dOp.
computed as if F is fixed but H; are moving parallelly (at paces that preserve dfl as before),
but € needs to be adjusted to “2¢ over r. When varying H; parallelly the dihedral angles

between the side faces do not change, so by applying (7.7)) to all H; with the adjustment of

€ to P/ , we have
d/,LE(P;) 1 ’ dHF d/’LToe/T(P’r/‘o)
= - pun,e(Fi) ——= s (7.12)
dr|,—, n—1 %: Y dr r—ro dr r—ro
By ([@2), we have
d/‘roe/r(Pvfg) _ _nTQEi / drg - dr,_1q
dr - r2 Pl (g — 2ei)ntt .

Denote E at r = ry by Ey, the above becomes

€l / Todxo e dxn_l €l / i?‘odxl e dxn_l €l ’ (E )
2 ; 1 2 . = S Hp\ L),
6 Jpy, (xg — €i)™™ re J e, (xg — €i)™ TS

where the first step is by integrating with respect to zg, and the last step is by applying
1) to Ey. Plug it into (TI2)), we then prove (TII)) at r = ro. O

Let JA
ae(r) = 7r,, 7.13
(r) /Pmsﬁl (g — €i)” (7.13)

where dA, is the Euclidean volume element on (n — 1)-sphere S”~!. Then by using polar
coordinates to e (P)), for any ro > 0 we have

pe(Pl) — pe(Py) = /T ae(r)dr and %TP’:) = ac(r). (7.14)

0

Adding this rg > 0 is for handling convergence issues that may arise at » = 0 at later
moments. So ae(r) is the derivative of u(P) with respect to r in the radial direction, while
fe(t) in a side direction (see (T2))). By Lemma and (TI4), we immediately have the
following.

Lemma 7.7. Forn > 2 and r > 0,

1 dor et
ae(r) = e ZM;L,E(F) o ﬁ“;z,e(E)7 (7.15)
F

where E = PN S" ', and the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F on E, with O the

dihedral angle at F'.
In (ZI5), for dg—f we now provide an explicit formula. We first consider a special case

that O is the dihedral angle between S"~! and a fixed side face.
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Lemma 7.8. Let O be the dihedral angle between S*~' and a side face H of a fized half-
space in DH"™, and rp be the radius of F'. Then

dfr r2 —r2)1/2
T (716)

taking the plus sign or the minus sign according as the origin O lies outside or inside of the
fized half-space. If O is on H, then rr = r and 0F is a constant w/2.

Proof. Denote =+(r? — 7‘127)1/ 2 by d, the signed Euclidean distance from O to H, taking the
plus sign or the minus sign according as the origin O lies outside or inside of the fixed
half-space. As H is fixed, so d is a constant and 0p satisfies (see also Figure[7 but be aware
of the notational difference)

. Tr
sinfp = —, rcosfp =d.
r

In the right hand equation, on both sides first divide by r and then differentiate with respect
to 7, we have

—sinf dr__4
Ear — 2
So combined with the left hand equation,
dop __d___ d__ (=)'
dr r2sinfp r-rpe rere
This finishes the proof. O

We next consider the general case that # is the dihedral angle between S”~! and a
non-side face F’. By Lemma [.I] we immediately have the following.

Corollary 7.9. Let 0p be the dihedral angle between S~ and a fived (n — 1)-face E'

2_,.2\1/2
(not necessarily a side face), and rp be the radius of F. Then Cg—f = %, and by
Lemma [7.77]
1 (r? —r2)1/2 €l
=— + il b (F) + <) (B, 717
a’E(T) n—1 ZF: reorp :u‘h,e( ) + rguh,e( ) ( )

where E = PN S ! and the “+” is explained in Lemma [7.3,

Remark 7.10. In Corollary [[.9] while #r may not be monotonic over r, dc‘lg—f will change sign
at most once, which happens when r = r.

For 7 > 0, let a(r) be the pointwise limit of a.(r) as e — 0%,

a(r) = lim ac(r), (7.18)

e—0t

then we have the following.
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Lemma 7.11. Assuming Theorem [{.0] is true up to dimension n —1> 1, then

-1

and a(r) is continuous for r > 0 except at a finite number of points where P! changes its
combinatorial type.

Proof. As it is assumed that Theorem is true up to dimension n — 1 > 1, in (ZIH)
Wy, (E) is uniformly bounded for all € > 0, so lim._,o+ ep), (E) = 0. Then in (ZI3]) by
taking the limits on both sides as € — 07, we prove (Z.19)). O

We next prove a convergence property of a.(r), which will be useful for both the upper
half-space model and the hemisphere model.

Lemma 7.12. Assuming Theorem [4.0] is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. For a fized m,
let P be a polytope in DH™ and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces. Then for any
ro and r1 with 0 < ro < r1, the sequence {ac(r)} is dominated by an integrable function g(r)
on [ro,r1] with |ac(r)| < g(r) for all € > 0. Thus Lebesque dominated convergence theorem
applies and a(r) is integrable on [ro,r1], and

1

lim ac(r)dr = /Tl a(r)dr. (7.20)

e—0t ro o
Also for fixed m, ro and rq, fT:)l ae(r)dr is uniformly bounded for all P and e > 0.

Proof. As it is assumed that Theorem is true up to dimension n — 1 > 1, there is a
constant cj, depending only on m but not on P and e, such that for all (n — 2)-faces F' of
Py, we have |u, (F)] < c1. Let £ =Pn Sn=1 so r is the radius of E. Then by Lemma [7.5]
there is also a constant cz that depends only on m, such that |Fp;, (E)| < co. By Lemmal[Z7]

we have

daF = (7.21)

|ae(r

Set g(r) = -2 35 |%2| 4+ 2 then |ac(r)] < g( ). By Corollary [Z9] and Remark [10], %~
will change sign at most once. So on any interval [rg,r;] with o > 0, | df | is 1ntegrable
and fr:;l |dg—f|dr < 7w+ m = 2m. As there are at most m half-spaces, so there are at most
m such (n — 2)-faces F of P/ on S*~!, thus g(r) is also integrable on [rg,71]. Therefore on
[ro, 1] Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem applies to {ac(r)} and a(r) is integrable,

and thus proves (7.20).
For fixed m, 9 and r1, we have % < % for ro < r < rq, so by (.21

1
/ ac(r)dr| <
ro

201m7r (&) (7"1 — 7"0)

)

n—1 Ia)
and thus f ae(r)dr is uniformly bounded. This finishes the proof. O

Then we have a second special case of SDF of u(P).
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Lemma 7.13. Assuming Theorem [{.6] is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. Let P be a
polytope in DH" and P. = P N By, then u(P)) is continuous for r > 0 and

du( P, d9F
e _n_lzvng (7.22)

where the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F of P! on SP~1.

T
Proof. For any ¢ > 0, by (Z.14])

T

W) — p(Pl) = lim (ue(P) — pe(PL)) = Tim [ ac(r)dr.

" e—0t e—=0% Jrg
By Lemma [7.12] we have
s T
lim ae(r)dr = / a(r)dr,
T

e=0T Jrg o
so u(P)) — u(Py,)) = f:; a(r)dr, and thus u(P)) is continuous for > 0. Then %frl) =a(r)
except at a finite number of points where P/ changes its combinatorial type (and a(r) may
not be continuous or even bounded). In (Z.I9]), multiplying by x = —1, we prove (.22) and
finish the proof. O

8 Invariance properties

In the upper half-space model, if a polytope P is isometric to Q and both are in a finite
region in R™, then the isometry can be expressed as a finite composition of translations,
similarities, orthogonal transformations and inversions. In fact it need to involve up to only
one inversion, so the polytopes in the middle steps of those basic types of isometries are all
in a finite region in R™ too. By the definition in ([@2]), u(P) is clearly invariant under those
basic types of isometries except that it is not obvious for inversion. So to show that p(P)
is invariant under isometry we only need to show that it is invariant under inversion.

As before, let B, be a Euclidean ball centered at O with radius » > 0 where r? =
3+ +x2_,, and S?! be the (n — 1)-sphere with radius 7.

Proposition 8.1. Assuming Theorem [{.0] is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. Let P be a
polytope in DH", then pu(P) is invariant under inversion, and thus u(P) is invariant under
1sometry.

Proof. Without loss of generality, in the upper half-space model let g be an inversion that
maps P to Q with y; = x;/(23 + - +22_;). As it is assumed that both P and @ are in a
finite region in R™, thus they also do not contain a neighborhood of the origin O. Denote
PN B, by P.. By Lemma [[.13]

du(P, d9F
e _n_lzvng : (8.1)
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Similarly, we denote @ N B, by @, and for all (n — 2)-faces F’ of Q.. on S~ !, let ¢p be
the dihedral angle at F’. Then

dﬂ( / d‘PF’
s _n—1ZV”2F . (8.2)

When the sphere S?~! sweeps through P, we have S,
opposite direction, so P/ is isometric to Q \ Q] = For any (n — 2)-face F of P! on S"~1 it

1/ ! sweeping through @ from the

is isometric to the corresponding (n — 2)-face F’ of Ql/r on Sl/r ,and O0p =7 — ppr. As it
is assumed that Theorem [0l is true for dimension n — 2, so V,,_o(F) = V,_o(F”’). In (82)
replace du(Q..) with du( ’1/7,), and add it to (81]) and drop off x, then

du(P)) | du(@Qy,,)

=0.
dr dr

By Lemma [ZI3] both p(P)) and pu( ,1/7«) are continuous for r > 0, so u(P)) + pu( ’l/r) is a
constant, and for very small value of r it is ©(Q), while for very large value of r it is u(P).
So u(P) = u(Q). Then p(P) is invariant under inversion, and thus p(P) is invariant under
isometry. O

Next we show that in the hemisphere model pp,(P) is invariant under isometry. Propo-
sition is an important middle step as it is used to prove Proposition R3] which will be
applied many times in the induction step to prove Theorem

Proposition 8.2. Assuming Theorem [{.0 is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. For a fized
m, let P be a polytope in DH" and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces. Then in
the hemisphere model on n-sphere S, (1) pp(P) is invariant under isometry, and agrees
with the value u(g(P)) for any isometry g mapping to the upper half-space model, and (2)
n.e(P) is uniformly bounded.

Proof. In the hemisphere model, without loss of generality we use the unit n-sphere S™ (see
Remark 7). Let (to,t1) = (—@, 4), and we use two planes z,, = tg and x, = t1 to
cut P into up to three pieces. The “middle” piece satisfies ty < =z, < t1, and both the
“side” pieces satisfy tg < zp,—1 < t1 (not x,,). (We intentionally choose the value to make
them match, but the value itself does not have any special meaning.) By symmetry we only
need to prove the statement for the middle piece, so for convenience we assume P satisfies
to < zp < 1.

By @5)

dry---dx zl dry---dx
)= [t [ e
pcsn To(wo — €i) pcsn (zo — €i) Ty

Let g be a stereographic projection of the unit n-sphere from (0,...,0,—1) to the space
x, = 1 (we use coordinates y’s for this space): g(zo,...,2n) = (Yo,---,Yn—1). See (B3] for

the formula of g. As g is an isometry, so (¢~1)* maps the volume element i% in the
0
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dyo---dyn—1
T

hemisphere model (on S™) into the volume element in the upper half-space model

0
with the appropriate orientation of each coordinate system, thus

xg  dyo---dyn—1 dyo - - - dyn—1
Nh,e(P) :/ _0 n n L = W%' (83)
g(P)CR" (wo — €i) Yo g(P)CR™ (o x—oﬂ)
By B.5), £ = mn2+1. Let r2 =y +---+y2_,. As x,, determines (and is determined by) r,
we denote g—g by ¢(r). Further computation shows that ¢(r) = 42’"2, but we do not need it.

As P does not contain a neighborhood of the points z,, = +1, so g(P) is bounded in R™
and does not contain a neighborhood of the origin of space y’s. Let

be(r) :/ &ln,
g(P)nsr—t (Yo — c(r)ei)

where dA, is the Euclidean volume element on (n — 1)-sphere S?~! (in space y’s). In (83)
using the polar coordinates, then

pne(P) = [,

0

where 0 < rg < r1 is determined by ty and t1. Also let

b(r) = El_1>1%1+ be(r).
Notice that if we use the notation a(r) from (ZI3]), and ignore the differences between P
and g(P) for a moment, then be(r) = a.()e(r). In (L2I)), on [ro, 1] ac(r) is bounded by an
integrable function that does not depend on the value of €, therefore b(r) is also bounded by
the same integrable function with ¢(r) playing no role in the argument. Then Lemma
also applies to {b.(r)} (replacing {a.(r)}), thus Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
applies to {be(r)} and b(r) is integrable on [rg,r1], and

T1 T1
pr(P) = lim pp(P) = lim be(r)dr :/ b(r)dr.

+ +
e—0 e—=07" Jrg 0

Also for fixed m, r¢g and r1, by Lemma we have fr? be(r)dr uniformly bounded. As 7

and 7 are determined by fixed constants (tg,t1) = (—@, @), so for a fixed m, pp, (P) is
uniformly bounded. This proves (2).

As the ¢(r) in b(r) can be dropped without affecting the calculation of b(r), so by
applying Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem again, we have

T1 T1
/ b(r)dr = lim / diArn dr
0 =0t Jrg g(P)NSp—1 (yO - EZ)

o dn=1 _ 0Py,

= lim <
=0t Jopycrn (Yo — €i)

where the second step uses polar coordinates to g(P) in R™ and the last step is by Lemmal[7.3]
So up(P) = p(g(P)). So by Proposition BTl up(P) is also invariant under isometry. This
proves (1) and finishes the proof. O
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In the hemisphere model on n-sphere S}, let

rdxy - - dz,
(P) = t— A4
gne(P) /PcSp xo(wo — €i)n ! (84)
with the positive sign for zy > 0 and the minus sign for zy < 0. By (£0) and (L7, we have
pn,e(P) = pne(P) = €gn.e(P)i. (8.5)

Finally, as the last part of the induction step to prove Theorem 6], we show that p), (P)
is invariant under isometry.

Proposition 8.3. Assuming Theorem [{.0 is true up to dimension n —1 > 1. For a
fixed m, let P be a polytope in DH"™ and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces.
Then in the hemisphere model on n-sphere Sy, (1) p;, (P) is invariant under isometry and
1, (P) = pn(P), and (2) w, (P) is uniformly bounded.

Proof. In ([84]), by using polar coordinates, we have

dA,
€ P) = T N1
9he(P) /Pcs:z (zo — €i) !

where dA, is the Euclidean volume element on n-sphere S;’. Notice that g, (P) has the same
form as ac(r) in (CI3)), except that in (I3 P is in a different context and the integration
is on an (n — 1)-dimensional region instead. In fact, the formula of ac(r) in (ZI7]) does
not rely on any induction assumption and can be freely applied to higher dimensions to
compute gp, ((P) as well. By using (ZI7)) and working carefully with those minor notational
differences, we have
2 _ ,2\1/2 :
Py =230 Ty S (), (56)
(= T r
where the sum is taken over all (n — 1)-faces E of P, and rj is the radius of E. The “+”
is explained in Lemma [Z.8] but this sign is not important for our purpose as we are only
concerned with its magnitude.
In (B4]), multiplying ei on both sides and then substituting the left side with “;u [(P) —

n.e(P) (by ([B3)), we have

1 2 —r2)1/2 2
b (P) — pn(P) = —2 S0 2Ty ().
B * T‘E T
Rearrange the terms, then
€2 1 7’ —r 1/2 €
(1+ h(P)=—-=> "+ s —pth (E) + pi (P),
n < rp
thus 2 2 1/2; 2
T (2% e, .
,uh,e( ) (7‘2 + 62) Z r rEMh’E( ) + 2 5 Hh ( ) (8 7)



For a fixed m, by Lemma o 14, ((E) is uniformly bounded, and by Proposition
2_,2\1/2
fth.e(P) is uniformly bounded. As % <1 and 2= < 1, so the right side of B) is

2re
uniformly bounded. Thus pj, ((P) is also uniformly bounded and this proves (2).
By the uniform boundedness of ,u’h’e(E) by induction, lim,_ o+ e,u’h’e(E) = 0. Then in

B7) as e — 0" we have

. . r
i (P) = lim i ((P) = lim = o(P) = pn(P),

where the last step is by Proposition This proves (1) and finishes the proof. O

9 Proof of Theorem

The proof of Theorem is simply a summarization of early results.

Proof of Theorem[{.6] For dimension 0 and 1, Theorem is verified in Lemma [6.1l Now
assuming it is true up to dimension n — 1 > 1, and for a fixed m, let P be an n-dimensional
polytope in DH" and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces. By Lemma [73] u(P)
exists and i (P) is uniformly bounded. By Proposition 8] x(P) is invariant under isometry.
By Proposition[8.2], uy,(P) is invariant under isometry and agrees with the value u(g(P)) for
any isometry g mapping to the upper half-space model, and py, ¢(P) is uniformly bounded.
By Proposition B3] p,(P) is invariant under isometry and yj, (P) = up(P), and pj, (P) is
uniformly bounded. So we prove Theorem for dimension n by induction, and finish the
proof. O

10 Proof of Theorem

With Theorem .6 proved, in this section we prove Theorem [[.21 We first have the following
analogue of a classical formula for polygons in dimension two.

Lemma 10.1. Forn = 2, let P be a polytope in DH?Z. If P, in H? has m sides with dihedral
angles 0; between consecutive sides (the sides in H? can always be arranged in a circular
order, and denote 0; = 0 if two consecutive sides do not intersect), then

Va(P) =2(m —2)m -2 0, (10.1)

Proof. We will use the upper half-space model. By Lemma we have Vo(P) = u(P) =
[ f(t)dt where by (T9) f(t) = -2 5 dc(?—f (the coefficient 2 is because each 0O-face F' has
two points and Vo(F') = 2). By integrating f(¢) over ¢, with the details skipped, we then

verify (I0.I)). O

In Theorem [[2], the assumption that P does not have any ideal vertices will greatly
simplify the proof of the SDF for DH" without affecting other main results.
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Theorem 10.2. (Theorem [[2] Schlifli differential formula for DH") For n > 2, let P be a
polytope in DH" that does not contain any ideal vertices, and for each (n — 2)-dimensional
face F, let O be the dihedral angle at F'. Then for k = —1,

1

F

where the sum is taken over all (n — 2)-faces F' of P. For n —2 =0, Vo(F) is the number
of points in F.

Proof. For n = 2, by Lemma [0 we have V5(P) = 2(m —2)7 —2 ), 6;, so it automatically
satisfies (10.2)). We assume n > 3 in the following.

For an arbitrary polytope P in DH", first we want to cut P into some subdivisions, such
that each subdivision is a polytope and all the (n — 1)-dimensional faces meet transversally.
In the Klein model for DH", which is a double covering of a disk, if we only consider the
upper portion Py of P, then Py lies on a real projective space RP". We can find a bounded
region P’ in RP" with flat facets only (like a Euclidean polytope), such that each flat facet
of Py is also part of a flat facet of P’. With P’ we can have a standard triangulation with
flat planes, and when restricting this triangulation to Py and performing the same cut on
the lower portion P_ of P, we cut P into some pieces of polytopes in DH"™. As P does
not contain ideal vertices, the cut can be general enough such that for each subdivision
there is still no ideal vertices. If we vary P smoothly in a small neighborhood, then we
can vary each subdivision smoothly as well. As both sides of (I0.2]) are additive with
respect to those subdivisions, thus proving ([I0.2]) for a general P can be deduced to proving
for each subdivision of P. For any subdivision of P, as all its (n — 1)-dimensional faces
meet transversally, so any small variation can be obtained by varying the (n — 1)-faces
independently.

Without loss of generality, we still denote the subdivision by P. It suffices to consider
just varying any one of the (n — 1)-faces E. By Lemma [.3] it shows that (I0.2)) is true for
a special one-parameter family of polyhedra. Next we extend it to an n-parameter family
where E can move freely.

We first use the hyperboloid model. Let H be the (n — 1)-dimensional DH""! that
contains F, and e be the inward unit normal to P along the face E in the upper sheet. We
have e-e = 1 and any small movement of e corresponds to a small movement of . As both
sides of (I0.2]) are additive with respect to subdivisions of P, without loss of generality we
assume FE is not a full DH""!. As n > 3, there is a point p in OH" N H (a OH"') but
outside of F, thus p is also outside of P.

Fix any finite p’ on the light cone to represent p. Since p is on H, so p’-e = 0. As on
light cone we have p' - p’ = 0, so (e + sp’) - (e + sp’) = 1, hence e may vary along the line
of e + sp’ while still being a unit vector. Now switching to the upper half-space model by
mapping p (under an isometry) to the point at infinity xg = oo (so P is mapped to a finite
region in R™). Then varying e along the line of e + sp’ corresponds to a moving plane of
the form x, 1 = t sweeping through the Euclidean space parallelly. By Lemma [Z.3] this
special case satisfies (I0.2]).

Now switch back to the hyperboloid model. As E intersects other faces transversally,
dV,,(P) is linear to the change of e. To show that (I0.2) is true when e varies along any
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direction in a small neighborhood, it suffices to find n linearly independent vectors that
satisfy (I02]) as p does. As n > 3, this can be achieved by selecting n such linearly
independent rays pi,...,p, in a small neighborhood of p on OH" N H (a OH"!). This
completes the proof. O

11 Proofs of Theorem 1.1}, 1.3], and 1.4

As an elementary application of the SDF for DH" (Theorem [[.2]), we prove Theorem [LT],
with a proof similar to [7, Example 2] about standard unit spheres.

Theorem 11.1. (Theorem [1)) The total volume of DH" is
Vo (DH") = "V, (S") (11.1)

for both even and odd dimensions, where V,,(S™) is the n-dimensional volume of the standard
unit n-sphere S™.

Proof. In the hemisphere model on the unit n-sphere S™: m% + .-+ 22 =1, where OH" is
on zg = 0, define an n-dimensional lune Lj to be the portion of DH" such that the last two
coordinates can be expressed as

Tp—1 =TcCOSp, xp=rsing, with r>0 and 0< ¢ <46.

Then Ly has just two (n — 1)-dimensional faces of ¢ = 0 and ¢ = . Their intersection is
an (n — 2)-dimensional DH"~? with z,,_; = x,, = 0, and with a dihedral angle  between
the two faces. So by Theorem [[.2] we have

1

As V,,(Ly) = 0 for 8 = 0, so integrating the above one gets

1 _

Taking 6 = 27, then Ly is the full DH", and therefore

2T

K - Vo (DH") =

: Vo (DH"2).

Notice that with the exception of the extra coefficient k, it is exactly the same recursive
formula for V;,(S"). As v = —1 = 42, as well as Vo(DH") = 2 = V,(SY) and V3 (DH') =
2mi = iV1(S') of @3], we immediately obtain

V,(DH") = i"V,,(S™).
This finishes the proof. O

Let H be the algebra over DH" generated by half-spaces in DH", for n > 2 we show
that V,,(P) is not countably additive on H.

32



Ezxample 11.2. For n > 2, in the upper half-space model of DH", let B; be a closed ball
centered at O with radius 1/i. Let P, = B; \ B4+, then By \ {O} = J;2; Pi. Notice
that {O} is the intersection of two closed half-spaces tangent at O, so {O} € H and hence
B; \ {O} € H. As a ball is a half-space and always has non-zero volume %VH(DH"), SO
V(U2 Bi) = Viu(B1 \ {O}) # 0. We also have V,,(P;) = V,(B;) — Vu(Big1) = 0, so
V(U2 Pi) # 302, Vu(P;). Thus V,(P) is not countably additive on .

Theorem 11.3. (Theorem [[3] Uniform boundedness of V,,(P) for a fixed m) Let P be a
polytope in DH" and be the intersection of at most m half-spaces in DH™, then

m!

[Va(P)| < om T

Vo (S™). (11.2)

The bound for V,,(P) in (II.2) is very loose, but it provides an explicit bound and can
be verified by running a rather simple induction on both m and n. On the other hand,
there is no fixed bound for V,,(P) for all m. For example, when P is obtained by “cutting”
m non-intersecting half-spaces from DH" for m > 2, then |V, (P)| = mT—z Vi (S™).

Proof. First, for all m > 0 we have 25’]—,'1 > 1. For n = 0, P is DH?, so (IL2) is true. For
n =1, as V1(P) only takes values of 2i, 7i, or 0, so |V1(P)| < V1(S!) and [IT2) is true as
well. We assume n > 2 in the following. For m < 1, P is either the full DH" or a half-space
in DH", so by Theorem [[.Tl we have |V,,(P)| < V,,(S™) and thus (IT.2)) is also true. Now we
run induction on m for m > 2.

We use the upper half-space model for DH", and without loss of generality, we assume P
is in a finite region in R™. Denote by H; the face of each half-space, which is also a DH" !,
Let P, be the intersection of P and z,_; <t, E; be the (n — 1)-face of P on H;, and F; be
the intersection of E; and z,—1 =t (it is ok if F; is an empty face). As there are at most
m such (n — 1)-faces of P, by Lemma [(.3] (and replacing p(P;) with V,,(P;)) we have

an(Pt)_ 1 ‘dHFl.
R D I I (11.3)

i<m

For a given non-empty (n — 2)-face Fj of P, on z,_; = t, F; lies on a DH" 2 that is the
intersection of H; and z,_; = t. In this DH" 2, F} is the intersection of at most m — 1
half-spaces (with the possibility of F; being the full DH"~?2), contributed by other H. i (J #1,
but not H;) intersecting with this DH"~2. By induction we have

Va(Fy) < (ML)

S Tom Vn—2(Sn_2)7

so by (I13))

‘dV(Pt) (11.4)

L m=Dl < [d0,
dt ' Vn—2(S )Z :

“n—1 2m2 dt

i<m
When F; is not an empty face, we also have 0, as a monotonic function over ¢ that takes

values in an interval between 0 and 7. By this monotonicity of 6f,, no matter increasing

. . . . . dOp. . .
or decreasing, integrating in this range only we have [ | dfl |dt < m. Thus by integrating

(T.4)
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1 (m—1)!
dt < .
“—n—1 2m-2

fle

m!
2m—1

2 m)! _
T hn-1 ‘WV”Q(SH 2) =

Vo (S™),

where the last step uses a recursive formula V;,(S") = -2%-V;,_5(S"2). So

T n—1
v < [ |47

m! "
y Vo (S™).

dt < om—1 "

This completes the proof. O
We also immediately prove Theorem [L.4l

Theorem 11.4. (Theorem [[4]) Let H be the algebra over DH" generated by half-spaces in
DH", and P € H. Then V,,(P) is real for n even, and V,(P) is imaginary for n odd and is
completely determined by P N OH"™.

Proof. In the upper half-space model, without loss of generality we assume that P is in a
finite region in R™. By (£4) we have

1e(P) = He(Py) 4 j1e(P) = je(Py) + (—1)" e (Py).

Taking the pointwise sum of (pe + (—1)"p—c) on P, observe that it is real for n even and
imaginary for n odd. As V,(P) = u(P) = lim_,g+ p(P), so V,,(P) is also real for n even
and imaginary for n odd.

For n = 1, if P N OH' contains 0, 1, or 2 points, Vi(P) takes value of 0, i, or 27i
respectively. So V;(P) is determined by the number of points in P N 9H!.

For n odd and n > 3, assume P, P’ € H and P N OH" = P’ N OH". We first show that
Vo(P\ P') = 0. It is convenient to use the Klein model for visualization, and denote the
upper portion of P\ P’/ by (P \ P’),. Using flat planes (P \ P’); can be cut into the union
of hyperbolic simplices (with ideal vertices allowed, see also Remark [L1]), so (P \ P’) has
finite volume. As n is odd, so V,,((P\ P')-) = —=V,((P \ P’)1), hence V(P \ P') = 0.
Therefore

Vo (P) = Vo (P\ P') + V(PO P') = V(PN P).

By symmetry we also have V,,(P’) = V,,(P N P'), therefore V,,(P') = V,,(P). Thus for n
odd, V,,(P) is completely determined by P N oH". O

Theorem [[4] is crucial for exploring new geometric properties of 9H™ on top of the
standard conformal structure on a sphere. We will discuss this in more detail next.

12 A volume on OH2?™H!

As an important application of Theorem [L4] for n odd, we show that the volume on DH"
induces an intrinsic volume on 0H" on regions generated by half-spaces in OH", with the
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induced volume invariant under M&bius transformations. But this volume on OH™ is not
induced by any volume form on OH" as a differentiable manifold.

Here we clarify some notions that apply to all n > 1, both even and odd. For a half-
space in DH", its restriction to OH" is called a half-space in OH". If using R"~! (plus a
o0) as a model for OH", then a half-space is either the insider or the outside of a ball, or
a Euclidean half-space; if using S"~! as a model for OH", then any hyperplane crossing
S"=1 cuts OH" into two half-spaces. Let F (resp. H) be the algebra over OH" (resp. DH")
generated by the half-spaces in OH" (resp. DH"). A polytope in OH" is a finite intersection
of closed half-spaces in JH", which can also be viewed as a restriction of a polytope P in
DH" to OH" (but the choice of P may not be unique, see Remark [[2.5]).

For n =2m+1 and P € H, let G = PN OH?>"*!. We define a real valued volume of G
by ,

m
Vooom(G) = cam - Vam41(P), where cop, = i2m+1‘1//2:n(i (S)2m+1)' (12.1)
The factors ¢y, are chosen to normalize Vap,11(P) in a way such that (1) for m = 0, Vi o(G)
is the number of points in G, and (2) for a polytope G, Vi 2, (G) satisfies a SDF for 9H?" 1
with the appropriate coefficients (Theorem I2.6]). Setting P = DH?"*! by Theorem [I]

and (I21]), we have

Voo 2m (OHZ™H) = Vo, (§2™). (12.2)

It is worth noting that the choice of the set of factors cs), is not unique, e.g., we can just as
well choose a different set of factors such that Vig om (OH?™ 1) = (—1)"V4,, (S*™) instead,
then the SDF for OH?™*! in Theorem [[2.6] should add a minus sign.

Theorem 12.1. Form > 0, Vi om(G) is well defined on F, and is invariant under Mébius
transformations of OH2™ L.

Proof. For G € F, let P,P' € H and satisfy P N 0H?>"t! = P’ N oH*"+! = G. By
Theorem [[4] we have Vay,11(P) = Vapy1(P’), 80 Vg 2m(G) is well defined and independent
of the choice of P € H. By Theorem L6}, Va1 (P) is invariant under isometry of DH>™+!,
therefore Vg o, (G) is invariant under Mébius transformations of OH?Z™m L, O

Remark 12.2. We remark that Vg 2,,(G) is not countably additive on F. This can be shown
by using the sets in DH?"*! from Example IT.2, and then restricting them to JHZ™*1.

Remark 12.3. If we use R?™ (plus a o) as a model for OH?*™! any ball in R?™ is a half-
space in OH?>™*!, then by Theorem [I2.1] it has a fixed non-zero volume in OH?"t1.  As
a ball can be arbitrarily “small” in R?™, thus it implies that the volume Voo 2m (G) is not
induced by any volume form on R?™ as a differentiable manifold.

Liouville’s theorem states that all conformal mappings on a domain of R and S™ for
n > 3 are restrictions of Mobius transformations. So the volume Vi 2,,(G) on OH?™*1 for
m > 1 is also invariant under conformal mappings. To our knowledge Vi 2 (G) is a new
invariant we discovered on OH?™*!. We have the following question.

Question 12.4. Can the volume Vi 9,,(G) be defined in OH?™+1 for a larger class of
regions than F, such that it is still invariant under M6bius transformations?
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Say, for closed regions in OH*™*+! with piecewise smooth boundary, and if so, how?ﬁ For
n even, we do not have notions of length or volume for JH": this is because it is possible
for V,,(P) to be non-zero while G = P N OH" is the empty set (e.g., when P, is a convex
polytope in H"), thus we cannot simply assign V,,(P) to G to obtain a well defined function
of G. For n = 2, another way to see this is that any interval on OH? is a half-space, so we
cannot define a non-trivial length on OH?2.

Remark 12.5. We remark that unlike the polytopes in M™ or DH", a polytope G in OH"
may not be formed by a unigue minimal set of half-spaces. For example in OH?® (a 2-sphere),
the intersection of three properly chosen half-spaces may contain two simplicial components
G and F' (like in DH? the intersection of three half-spaces may contain a pair of simplices
in H? and H? respectively). But in order to make G itself a polytope in OH3, a fourth
half-space, whose choice is not unique, has to be added to separate G and F'. So while G
only has three visible sides, it is formed by a set of at least four half-spaces in H? whose
choice is not unique. See Figure

the fourth spher:
Figure 9: A polytope G in JH" not formed by a unique minimal set of half-spaces

For n > 3, for two half-spaces in OH" whose boundaries intersect, an intersection angle
is well defined, which is the same intersection angle between the two corresponding half-
spaces in DH". For a polytope P in DH?>"*! we already prove that Vom+1(P) satisfies
the SDF for DH?™*+!. For all codimension 2 faces of P, as their volumes and the dihedral
angles can also be passed through to OH?"*! with a restriction to OH?"*!, so the SDF for
DH?™*! can also be passed through to JH?™*! adjusted by a set of factors ¢, in (IZ.1).
By Theorem [[2], we have the the following new version of SDF for OH?"+!,

Theorem 12.6. For m > 1, let P be a polytope in DH>™ and G = PN oHZ"H . If P
does not contain any ideal vertices, then

1

dVoo,2m(G) — 1 Z Voo,2m—2(F) der (123)
F

2m

®For m = 1, for any closed region U in OH? with piecewise smooth boundary, a potential definition of the
volume Vao 2(U) (that is still finitely additive) is as follows. First partition U into some simplicial regions
with piecewise smooth boundaries, for each region define the volume as a + 8 + v — m where «, 8 and ~
are the dihedral angles, then sum them up to define Vo 2(U). It can be shown that Vg 2(U) is well defined
and independent of the partition (see also Corollary [27)). By the definition, Vi 2(U) is not only invariant
under Mobius transformations, but also invariant under any conformal mappings on the closed region U. It
should not be confused with the Riemman mapping theorem (for mapping to an open disk) whose subjects
are simply connected open regions where the mapping may not be necessarily conformal on the boundary.

36



where the sum is taken over all codimension 2 faces F' of G. For 2m — 2 = 0, Voo o(F) is
the number of points in F.

We immediately have the following result for dimension two.

Corollary 12.7. Let G be a polytope in OH? homeomorphic to a closed disk, and have k
sides with dihedral angles 6; between consecutive sides, then

Voo 2(G) = > 0 — (k — 2). (12.4)

Proof. In (IZ3]), for m = 1 by integrating both sides we have Vi 2(G) = >, 6, + ¢. By a
limiting case with ¢; = 0 = 0 and 0; = 7 for 2 < i < k — 1, where the volume is 0, the
constant term is determined to be —(k — 2)w. This finishes the proof. O

We fix a standard unit sphere S as a model for OH?>™*!. Let G be a spherical convex
polytope in S*™ and Vs, (G) be the standard spherical volume. As Vs, (G) satisfies a SDF
with k = 1, then by Theorem [I2.6] and an induction on m, we have

Voo,2m(G) = Vo (G). (12.5)

But somewhat surprisingly, this identity does not hold in general when G is not a spherical
convex polytope, as Voo 2, (G) is invariant under Mobius transformations while V5, (G) is
not.

Ezample 12.8. For m = 1, let G be formed by three non-intersecting segments of small circles
on S? with interior angles «, 3, and . By Corollary [27 we have Voo 2(G) = a+ B+ — .
When the three sides of G form a small circle on S? with o = 8 = v = 7, then Vi 2(G) = 27,
but V3(G) can take any value between 0 and 4. Thus Vg 2(G) # Va(G).

Recall that S, DH?™, and R?™ (plus a co) are all naturally endowed with the same
conformal structure as of 9H2"*!, so for a polytope G in M?™ or DH?", we can also assign a
value Vi 2, (G) to G. We show that OH?"+1 exhibits geometric properties of the spherical,
(double) hyperbolic, as well as Euclidean spaces at the same time, in the following sense.
For a polytope G in DH?™, as Va,,(G) satisfies a SDF with x = —1, then by Theorem
and an induction on m, we have Vi o (G) = (—1)"Vay,(G). If the upper portion of G
(denote by G4) is also a convex polytope in H?*™, then Vi om(G1) = %Voo,gm(G) and
Vom(G4) = 3Vom(G), thus Vi om(G4) = (—1)"Vam(G4); but it is not so if G4 is an
unbounded polytope in H?*™, since Vooom(G4) = %ngm(G) still holds but V5,,(G4) does
not exist. To summarize, we have the following result generalizing (IZ3]).

Theorem 12.9. Let G be a convex polytope in M?™ or a polytope in DH?*™ of constant
curvature K, then Vg om(G) = K" Vo, (G).

Proof. The only case left is to show that when G is a convex polytope in R*™ (with x = 0),
we have Vg 20, (G) = 0. Without loss of generality, we assume G is a simplex. For m =1,
by (IZ4) we have Vy 2(G) = 0. For m > 1, by induction the right side of (I23) is 0, so
dVoo,2m(G) = 0. As G can continuously deform to a degenerate Euclidean simplex with
zero volume, thus Vi 2, (G) = 0. O
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Similar to Example [2.8] Theorem 12.9]does not hold in general when G is not a convex
polytope in M?™ or a polytope in DH?™. In the (double) hyperbolic case, this is so because
Vio.2m(G) is invariant under M&bius transformations of DH*™ while Va,,, (G) is not (when the
Mdbius transformation does not preserve the boundary at infinity OH?™). In the Euclidean
case, if G is a ball in R*™, then Voo,2m(G) has a fixed non-zero volume (see Remark [[2.3))
while £V, (G) is 0. We also remark that if G is an unbounded polytope in R?™  we do
not have Vi 2,,(G) = 0 either.
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