
DEEP LATTICE POINTS IN ZONOTOPES, LONELY RUNNERS, AND LONELY RABBITS

MATTHIAS BECK AND MATTHIAS SCHYMURA

ABSTRACT. Let K ⊆ Rd be a convex body and let w ∈ int(K) be an interior point of K. The coefficient of
asymmetry ca(K,w) := min{λ ≥ 1 : w−K ⊆ λ (K−w)} has been studied extensively in the realm of Hensley’s
conjecture on the maximal volume of a d-dimensional lattice polytope that contains a fixed positive number
of interior lattice points. We study the coefficient of asymmetry for lattice zonotopes, i.e., Minkowski sums
of line segments with integer endpoints. Our main result gives the existence of an interior lattice point whose
coefficient of asymmetry is bounded above by an explicit constant in Θ(d log logd), for any lattice zonotope that
has an interior lattice point. Our work is both inspired by and feeds on Wills’ lonely runner conjecture from
Diophantine approximation: we make intensive use of a discrete version of this conjecture, and reciprocally, we
reformulate the lonely runner conjecture in terms of the coefficient of asymmetry of a zonotope.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study two seemingly disjoint problems, namely the determination of the coefficients of asymmetry of
zonotopes – a concept from the geometry of numbers – and the lonely runner conjecture from Diophantine
approximation. As we will see, the two problems feed on each other in more than one way. We start by
introducing them one at a time.

The following conjecture was raised by Jörg M. Wills in the 1960’s [29].

Lonely Runner Conjecture. Given pairwise distinct integers n0,n1, . . . ,nd , for each 0≤ i≤ d there exists
a real number t such that for all 0≤ j ≤ d, i 6= j, the distance of t (ni−n j) to the nearest integer is at least

1
d+1 .

Wills originally formulated this conjecture for real numbers n0,n1, . . . ,nd , but it can be reduced to the
rational and thus integral case [7, 18]. The lower bound 1

d+1 is best possible, as the case n j = j for 0≤ j ≤ d
and a classic result of Dirichlet on Diophantine approximation (see, e.g., [8]) show. The name Lonely Runner
Conjecture, introduced by Goddyn in [6], stems from the charming model of d +1 runners going at different
constant speeds around a circular track of length 1 (having started at the same place and time); the conjecture
says that each of them will at some point have distance at least 1

d+1 to the other runners. For more on
the Lonely Runner Conjecture’s history, proofs for d ≤ 6, and connections to Diophantine approximation,
view-obstruction problems, and graph theory, see [2, 5, 7, 10, 11, 20, 27].

A simple observation leads to a more convenient formulation of the problem: The distance of any two
runners at any given time depends only on their relative speeds. So we may pick a fixed runner, say the one
with speed n0, reduce the speed of every runner by n0 and consider only the loneliness of the first runner that
is now stagnant. So with

(1) Run(d) := inf
α∈Zd

sup
Q∈R

min
1≤i≤d

‖Qαi‖Z ,
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where ‖ · ‖Z denotes the distance to the nearest integer, we may restate the lonely runner conjecture as

Run(d) =
1

d +1
.

A related quantity, stemming from an inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation problem (we will give
more details in Section 4 below), is

Rab(d) := inf
α∈(R\Z)d

sup
Q∈Z

min
1≤i≤d

‖Qαi‖Z .(2)

The lonely runner view is that now the runners are only allowed to take simultaneous jumps rather than
continuous moves. (Also each of them has a non-integer velocity.) We therefore refer to the challenge of
determining Rab(d) as the Lonely Rabbit Problem. Contrary to the situation of the lonely runner, this problem
has long been solved. The first three values and a first general bound were provided by Wills [30], who
showed that

Rab(1) =
1
3
, Rab(2) =

1
5
, Rab(3) =

1
8

and Rab(d)≤ 1
6(d−2)

for d ≥ 4.(3)

Cusick [9] conjectured the precise value of Rab(d), for any given d, and proved his claim for d ≤ 7.
Confirming Cusick’s conjecture in general, Schark [21] completely solved the Lonely Rabbit Problem by
proving that

Rab(d) =
1

w(d)
with w(d) := max

{
z ∈ Z>0 : 1

2 ϕ(z)+h(z)≤ d
}
,(4)

where ϕ(z) = #{a ∈ Z>0 : 1≤ a≤ z, gcd(a,z) = 1} is Euler’s totient function and

h(z) :=

{
0 if z is prime,
h if z is composite,

with h being the number of distinct prime divisors of a composite number z. On the asymptotic side, it was
shown by Schark & Wills [22] that

lim
d→∞

Rab(d) ·d · log logd = e−2γ ,(5)

where γ = 0.57721... is the Euler–Mascheroni constant.
Next we introduce the main geometric players of this paper. Let K ⊆ Rd be a convex body and let

w ∈ int(K) be an interior point of K. The coefficient of asymmetry of w inside K is defined as

ca(K,w) := max
r∈Rd\{0}

max{λ > 0 : w+λr ∈ K}
max{λ > 0 : w−λr ∈ K}

= min{λ ≥ 1 : w−K ⊆ λ (K−w)} .(6)

The first definition is worked with, for instance, in [19] and the second in [15]. The equivalence of both
definitions can be easily checked (see, e.g., [28, Lem. 3.2.3]). Clearly, ca(K,w)≥ 1 and equality holds if and
only if K is symmetric about w, meaning that K−w = w−K. We collect a few more salient properties of
ca(K,w) in Section 2.

Given n = (n1, . . . ,nd) ∈ Zd
>0 with distinct entries (which we may assume to be relatively prime), let

Z(n) := Rn+[0,1]d ,

which we call the lonely runner zonohedron associated to n; here + refers to Minkowski (i.e., pointwise)
sum. Up to a translation and a dilation, the lonely runner zonohedron was introduced in [3], following a
view-obstruction formulation of the Lonely Runner Problem by Cusick [10]. Here we develop this geometric
picture further by deriving (in Section 3) the following equivalent formulation.
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Lonely Runner Conjecture. Let n ∈ Zd
>0 have pairwise distinct entries. Then there exists an interior lattice

point w ∈ int(Z(n))∩Zd such that ca(Z(n),w)≤ d.

Given g1, . . . ,gm ∈ Rd , let

Z (g1, . . . ,gm) :=
m

∑
j=1

[0,g j]⊆ Rd ,

the zonotope generated by g1, . . . ,gm; alternatively, we can think of Z (g1, . . . ,gm) as the projection of [0,1]m

under the matrix with column vectors g1, . . . ,gm. We call Z (g1, . . . ,gm) a lattice zonotope if g1, . . . ,gm ∈ Zd .
Thus Z(n) is an infinite version of the lonely runner zonotope Z (e1, . . . ,ed ,n), where ei is the ith coordinate
unit vector.

The above geometric connection to the Lonely Runner Conjecture suggests a study of the coefficient of
asymmetry of lattice zonotopes, and the following is our main result.

Theorem 1. Let Z = Z (g1, . . . ,gm) ⊆ Rd be a lattice zonotope with m ≥ d generators and such that
int(Z)∩Zd 6=∅. Then there exists an interior lattice point w ∈ int(Z)∩Zd such that

ca(Z,w)≤ w(d)−1 ∈Θ(d log logd).

Moreover, the bound is best possible.

We note that our above reformulation of the Lonely Runner Conjecture gives a strong connection to the
coefficient of asymmetry of an (infinite version of a) zonotope, and reciprocally, Theorem 1 yields an intimate
connection of the coefficient of asymmetry of a zonotope with the lonely rabbit constant w(d) = Rab(d)−1.

The coefficient of asymmetry of interior lattice points of general lattice polytopes has been studied
extensively in the realm of Hensley’s conjecture on the maximal volume of a d-dimensional lattice polytope
that contains a fixed positive number of interior lattice points. We refer to [1, 19] and the references therein
for more information. The best-known bound to date is the following:

Theorem 2 (Averkov, Krümpelmann & Nill [1, Proof of Theorem 1.4]). Let P⊆ Rd be a lattice polytope
with int(P)∩Zd 6=∅. Then there is an interior lattice point w ∈ int(P)∩Zd with

ca(P,w)≤ d(2d +1)(s2d+1−1)−1,

where s1 = 2 and si = 1+s1 · · · · ·si−1, for i≥ 2, denotes the double exponentially growing Sylvester sequence.

The optimal such bound needs to be of double exponential growth in dependence on the dimension d, as
the so-called Zaks-Perles-Wills-simplices show (see [1]).

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review fundamental properties of the coefficient of
asymmetry. Section 3 discusses the derivation of the equivalent formulation of the Lonely Runner Conjecture
in terms of deep interior lattice points in the zonohedron Z(n). Afterwards in Section 4 we describe the
Diophantine approximation problem behind the lonely rabbits problem in detail, and discuss examples of
non-integral vectors α that attain Rab(d). With these preparations we give the proof of Theorem 1 in two
steps. First, we establish it for lattice parallelepipeds in Section 5 and construct examples that attain the stated
upper bound w(d)−1. Second, in Section 6, we derive a Carathéodory/Steinitz type result for zonotopes
which enables us to reduce Theorem 1 to parallelepipeds. Complementing the discussion of lattice zonotopes
that relate to the lonely runner problem, we devote Section 7 to the determination of the number of interior
lattice points of the lonely runner zonotope and derive a geometric intuition for a finite checking result of
Tao [27] for the lonely runner conjecture. We conclude the paper with an outlook for future work and some
open questions in Section 8.
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2. THE COEFFICIENT OF ASYMMETRY

We start by collecting basic properties of the coefficient of asymmetry which we will continuously use
in the remainder of the paper. Most of the statements below are well-known, folklore or follow from first
principles. Since they are rather scattered in the literature [15, 19] and appear often without proof, we aim to
give a complete account.

Our first observation is that the coefficient of asymmetry cannot increase under linear transformations.

Proposition 3. Let K ⊆ Rd and L⊆ Rm be convex bodies such that there is a linear map A : Rm→ Rd with
K = AL. Then for every w ∈ int(K) and every v ∈ A−1(w)∩ int(L),

ca(K,w)≤ ca(L,v) .

Moreover, if m = d and A : Rd → Rd is invertible, then ca(K,w) = ca(L,v).

Proof. We use the second definition of ca(L,v) in (6) and obtain

ca(L,v) = min{λ ≥ 1 : v−L⊆ λ (L−v)} ≥ min{λ ≥ 1 : A(v−L)⊆ λ A(L−v)}= ca(K,w).

For the second claim, we apply the just established inequality to both A and A−1. �

Now, let K ⊆ Rd be a centrally symmetric convex body, that is, K is symmetric about 0 so that K =−K.
Each such K induces a norm ‖ · ‖K : Rd → R via

‖x‖K := min{λ ≥ 0 : x ∈ λK}, for x ∈ Rd .

This norm function obeys an exact relationship with the coefficient of asymmetry:

Proposition 4. Let K ⊆ Rd be a centrally symmetric convex body and let w ∈ int(K) be an interior point.
Then

ca(K,w) =
1+‖w‖K

1−‖w‖K
and ‖w‖K =

ca(K,w)−1
ca(K,w)+1

.

Proof. The two relations are equivalent, so that it suffices to prove the second. Moreover, we use the second
definition in (6) and recall that ca(K,w) equals the minimal λ ≥ 1 such that w−K ⊆ λ (K−w). In view of the
symmetry K =−K and the cancellation laws for Minkowski addition of convex bodies (see, e.g., [23, p. 48]),
the following equivalences hold for every λ ≥ 1:

w−K ⊆ λ (K−w) ⇐⇒ (1+λ )w+K ⊆ λK ⇐⇒ (1+λ )w ∈ (λ −1)K.

Therefore, ca(K,w)≤ λ if and only if ‖w‖K ≤ λ−1
λ+1 , which implies ‖w‖K = ca(K,w)−1

ca(K,w)+1 . �

As a useful corollary, we obtain that the coefficient of asymmetry is monotonically non-increasing on
centrally symmetric convex bodies:

Corollary 5. Let K,L ⊆ Rd be centrally symmetric convex bodies with K ⊆ L, and let w ∈ int(K) be an
interior point in K. Then ca(L,w)≤ ca(K,w).

Proof. By definition of the norm associated with K and L, we have ‖w‖L ≤ ‖w‖K . In view of Proposition 4
this implies

ca(L,w) =
1+‖w‖L

1−‖w‖L
≤ 1+‖w‖K

1−‖w‖K
= ca(K,w),

where we have also used that the function x 7→ 1+x
1−x is non-decreasing on [0,1). �
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Note that the symmetry condition on K and L is crucial. For example, consider K = [−1,1]d , v ∈ Rd \K
and let L be the convex hull of K and v. Then for the center w = 0 of K, we have ca(K,w) = 1 < ca(L,w),
since otherwise L would be centrally symmetric as well.

Furthermore, ca(L,v) is invariant under simultaneous translations and scalings of L and v. More precisely:

Proposition 6. Let K ⊆ Rd be a convex body with an interior point w ∈ int(K). Then for every translation
vector t ∈ Rd and every scaling factor s > 0,

ca(K + t,w+ t) = ca(K,w) and ca(sK,sw) = ca(K,w).

Proof. This follows directly from the second definition in (6). �

In later sections, we often need the precise description of the coefficient of asymmetry of an interior point
in a lattice parallelepiped, and thus record this as a corollary of the properties above:

Corollary 7. Let P = [0,v1]+ · · ·+[0,vd ]⊆ Rd be a lattice parallelepiped and let w = ∑
d
i=1 αivi ∈ int(P),

for some α = (α1, . . . ,αd) ∈ (0,1)d . Then

ca(P,w) =
1
2 +max1≤i≤d |αi− 1

2 |
1
2 −max1≤i≤d |αi− 1

2 |
.

Proof. Using Propositions 3, 6, and 4 (in this order), we obtain

ca(P,w) = ca
(
[0,1]d ,α

)
= ca

(
[−1,1]d ,2α−1

)
=

1+‖2α−1‖∞

1−‖2α−1‖∞

=
1
2 +max1≤i≤d |αi− 1

2 |
1
2 −max1≤i≤d |αi− 1

2 |
,

where 1 = (1, . . . ,1)ᵀ denotes the all-one vector and ‖ · ‖∞ the maximum norm. �

The second definition in (6) of the coefficient of asymmetry can be extended to any, possibly unbounded,
closed convex set C ⊆ Rd with respect to an interior point w ∈ int(C), via

ca(C,w) = min{λ ≥ 1 : w−C ⊆ λ (C−w)} .
If the recession cone rec(C) :=

{
r ∈ Rd : x+ r ∈C for all x ∈C

}
of C is a linear subspace L⊆ Rd , then we

obtain the following simple description of the coefficient of asymmetry of C by projecting out L.

Proposition 8. Let C ⊆ Rd be a closed convex set such that L = rec(C) is a linear subspace. Then, for every
w ∈ int(C),

ca(C,w) = ca
(

C|L⊥,w|L⊥
)
.

Proof. For the sake of brevity, we write CL =C|L⊥ and wL = w|L⊥. Since L is a subspace, C =CL +L and
w = wL +y, for some y ∈ L. Thus

ca(C,w) = min{λ ≥ 1 : (wL +y)− (CL +L)⊆ λ ((CL +L)− (wL +y))}

= min{λ ≥ 1 : wL−CL ⊆ λ (CL−wL)}= ca(C|L⊥,w|L⊥) . �

3. LONELY RUNNERS AND LONELY RUNNER ZONOHEDRA

Let n ∈ Zd
>0 be a velocity vector, by which we mean its d ≥ 2 entries are distinct and relatively prime. For

such an n, we denote by

gap(n) := max
β∈R

min
1≤i≤d

‖βni‖Z = max
β∈[0,1]

min
1≤i≤d

‖βni‖Z

the gap of loneliness of n. We can restrict to the range β ∈ [0,1] since the ni are all integers, and we can
define gap(n) by a maximum because it is attained at some β = a

ni+n j
, for some i 6= j and some integer
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0 < a < ni + n j (see [12, Theorem 6]). Observe that we always have gap(n) > 0 by using an irrational
multiple β . The original version of Wills’ conjecture is as follows.

Lonely Runner Conjecture. For any velocity vector n ∈ Zd
>0 we have gap(n)≥ 1

d+1 .

The well-known (and easily seen to be equivalent) visibility version is:

Lonely Runner Conjecture. For any velocity vector n ∈ Zd
>0, there exists m ∈ Zd such that

(7) m ∈ Rn+
[ 1

d+1 ,
d

d+1

]d
.

We seek to understand the gap of loneliness geometrically in terms of the lonely runner zonohedron. This
will allow us to reformulate the Lonely Runner Conjecture via the coefficient of asymmetry. To this end, we
note that (7) is equivalent to

m ∈ Rn+ 1
d+1 1+ d−1

d+1 [0,1]
d = 1

d+1 1+ d−1
d+1 Z(n) ,

which yields the reformulation

Lonely Runner Conjecture. For any velocity vector n ∈ Zd
>0 the zonohedron 1

d+1 1+ d−1
d+1 Z(n) contains a

lattice point.

The lonely runner zonohedron Z(n) is symmetric about any point on the line 1
2 1+Rn, in particular about

cn := 1
2(1+n). The following characterization allows for a geometric interpretation of the gap of loneliness

gap(n) in terms of Z(n).

Proposition 9. Let n ∈ Zd
>0 be a velocity vector and let 0 < γ ≤ 1

2 . The following statements are equivalent:

(i) There is some β ∈ R such that ‖βni‖Z ≥ γ , for every 1≤ i≤ d.
(ii) There is some w ∈ int(Z(n))∩Zd such that w ∈ cn +(1−2γ)(Z(n)− cn).

Proof. We first prove the implication (i) =⇒ (ii): If γ = 1
2 , then ‖βni‖Z = 1

2 , which means that ni is odd,
for every 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Consequently, w = cn = 1

2(1+n) is a lattice point satisfying (ii). Now let γ < 1
2 . By

assumption, there are integers zi ∈ Z such that zi + γ ≤ βni ≤ zi + 1− γ , for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Hence, there are
α1, . . . ,αd ∈ [0,1] such that βni = zi + γ +(1− 2γ)αi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Since γ +(1− 2γ)αi ∈ [γ,1− γ], we
write w =−(z1, . . . ,zd) ∈ Zd and obtain

w− cn ∈ [γ,1− γ]d−βn− cn = (1−2γ)
(
[0,1]d− 1

2 1
)
− (β + 1

2)n

= (1−2γ)

(
[0,1]d +

(
1
2 −

β+
1
2

1−2γ

)
n− cn

)
⊆ (1−2γ)(Z(n)− cn) .

Because γ > 0, we have 1−2γ < 1, and thus w ∈ cn +(1−2γ)(Z(n)− cn)⊆ int(Z(n)) as claimed.
Now, we prove (ii) =⇒ (i): Let w∈Zd with w∈ cn+(1−2γ)(Z(n)− cn) = 2γ cn+(1−2γ)Z(n). Hence,

there exist α0 ∈ R and α1, . . . ,αd ∈ [0,1] such that

w = γ(1+n)+(1−2γ)

(
α0n+

d

∑
i=1

αiei

)
and thus

wi = γ +(1−2γ)αi +(γ +(1−2γ)α0)ni for all i ∈ [d].

Writing β = γ +(1− 2γ)α0 and noting that γ +(1− 2γ)αi ∈ [γ,1− γ], we obtain ‖βni‖Z ≥ γ , for every
i ∈ [d], because wi ∈ Z. �
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Writing

λ (C,w) := min{λ ≥ 0 : w− c ∈ λ (C− c)} ,

for any closed convex set C ⊆ Rd that is symmetric about c ∈ Rd , Proposition 9 implies that

min
w∈int(Z(n))∩Zd

λ (Z(n),w) = 1−2gap(n) .(8)

Now, let L = rec(Z(n)) = Rn. Then, for every w ∈ int(Z(n)), we have ca(Z(n),w) = ca(Z(n)|L⊥,w|L⊥) in
view of Proposition 8, and moreover for every 0 < γ ≤ 1

2

w− cn ∈ (1−2γ)(Z(n)− cn) ⇐⇒ w|L⊥− cn|L⊥ ∈ (1−2γ)
(

Z(n)|L⊥− cn|L⊥
)
.(9)

Because the projection Z(n)|L⊥ is a zonotope that is symmetric about cn|L⊥, the right hand side of (9) can be
understood as a bound on the length of the vector w|L⊥− cn|L⊥ measured by the norm that is induced by
Z(n)|L⊥− cn|L⊥. By virtue of Proposition 4 and (8) this translates into

min
w∈int(Z(n))∩Zd

ca(Z(n),w) =
1+(1−2gap(n))
1− (1−2gap(n))

=
1

gap(n)
−1 .(10)

Since the Lonely Runner Conjecture states that gap(n)≥ 1
d+1 for every velocity vector n∈Zd

>0, we established
the desired reformulation in terms of the coefficient of asymmetry.

Lonely Runner Conjecture. Let n ∈ Zd
>0 be a velocity vector. Then there exists an interior lattice point

w ∈ int(Z(n))∩Zd such that ca(Z(n),w)≤ d.

We conclude with a localization version of this reformulation. A natural choice for a Lonely Runner
Zonotope would be Zn := Z (e1, . . . ,ed ,n), which has center cn (we study this zonotope in more detail in
Section 7). But in general, we cannot just replace the zonohedron Z(n) above by Zn and obtain an equivalent
version, because the integral translates kn+ cn +

d−1
d+1(Zn− cn), k ∈ Z, may not cover cn +

d−1
d+1(Z(n)− cn),

so that we may miss lattice points that are present in the formulation with respect to Z(n). One can check
that this happens, for example, for the velocity vector n = (2,5)ᵀ.

However, taking a suitable dilate of n as the last generator will do. For instance, for Tn :=Z (e1, . . . ,ed ,3n)
we have

cn +
d−1
d+1(Z(n)− cn) =

⋃
k∈Z

(
kn+ cn +

d−1
d+1(Tn− cn)

)
.

Thus the Lonely Runner Conjecture is equivalent to the zonotope 1
d+1 1+ d−1

d+1 Tn containing a lattice point,
for any velocity vector n ∈ Zd

>0. In terms of the coefficient of asymmetry, this reads as follows.

Lonely Runner Conjecture. Let n ∈ Zd
>0 be a velocity vector. Then there exists an interior lattice point

w ∈ int(Tn)∩Zd such that ca(Tn,w)≤ d.

4. SIMULTANEOUS DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION PROBLEMS AND LONELY RABBITS

A classical result in simultaneous Diophantine approximation theory is Dirichlet’s Approximation Theorem
(see, e.g., [17, §11.12]). It states that for any real numbers α1, . . . ,αd ∈ R there are integers Q,P1, . . . ,Pd ∈ Z
with Q > 0 such that

|Qαi−Pi| ≤
1

Q
1
d
, for all 1≤ i≤ d.
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Motivated by its utility for our proof of Theorem 1, we are interested in an inhomogeneous variant of
Dirichlet’s theorem. More precisely, we define δd > 0 as the smallest positive number such that for any
α1, . . . ,αd ∈ R\Z, there are integers Q,P1, . . . ,Pd ∈ Z with∣∣∣∣Qαi−Pi−

1
2

∣∣∣∣≤ δd , for all 1≤ i≤ d.(11)

Since we assume that all the αi are non-integral, we clearly have δd < 1
2 , but of course we are interested in a

much better bound, or even the exact value of δd . For every d, we have δd ≤ δd+1, which can be seen by just
repeating one of the α j from an extremal set of numbers attaining δd .

It turns out that the inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation problem of determining δd can be phrased
as a discrete variant of the Lonely Runner Conjecture. To see this, write Rab(d) := 1

2−δd . Then the condition

∃Q,P1, . . . ,Pd ∈ Z such that max
1≤i≤d

∣∣∣∣Qαi−Pi−
1
2

∣∣∣∣≤ δd =
1
2
−Rab(d)

is equivalent to saying that

∃Q ∈ Z such that ‖Qαi‖Z ≥ Rab(d) for every 1≤ i≤ d .

Thus, the constant Rab(d) can be compactly written as (2). The first 20 values of w(d), Rab(d) and δd are
written down in Table 1.

d 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

w(d) 3 5 8 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 60 60 66 72 90 90 90 96 120 120

Rab(d) 1
3

1
5

1
8

1
12

1
18

1
24

1
30

1
36

1
42

1
48

1
60

1
60

1
66

1
72

1
90

1
90

1
90

1
96

1
120

1
120

δd
1
6

3
10

3
8

5
12

4
9

11
24

7
15

17
36

10
21

23
48

29
60

29
60

16
33

35
72

22
45

22
45

22
45

47
96

59
120

59
120

TABLE 1. The first 20 values of w(d) and of the approximation constants Rab(d) and δd .

The definition (4) of the parameter w(d) suggests what an extremal set of numbers 0 < α1, . . . ,αd < 1
attaining Rab(d) looks like. To this end, given a vector α = (α1, . . . ,αd) ∈ (R\Z)d of non-integers, we write

ψ(α) := sup
Q∈Z

min
1≤i≤d

‖Qαi‖Z .

Furthermore, for z ∈ Z>0, we write

Φ(z) :=
{

a ∈ Z : 1≤ a≤ z
2
, gcd(a,z) = 1

}
.

Extremal vectors have been identified by Cusick [9, Proof of Lemma 1]. We give the arguments here for
completeness and because, later in Section 5, we turn those vectors into lattice zonotopes that attain the
bound in Theorem 1.

Proposition 10. Let the prime factorization of an integer z ∈ Z>0 be given by z = ∏
h
i=1 pci

i , where p1 <

p2 < · · ·< ph and ci ≥ 1. Further, write k = 1
2 ϕ(z) and let a1,a2, . . . ,ak be the elements of Φ(z) labeled in

increasing order. We define αz ∈ (Q\Z)k+h(z) by

α
z
i =

ai

z
for 1≤ i≤ k and α

z
k+ j =

1
p j

for 1≤ j ≤ h(z).

Then ψ(αz) = 1
z .
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Proof. First, since 1
z ≤ α

z
i ≤

z−1
z , for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k+ h(z), we clearly have ψ(αz) ≥ 1

z . For the reverse
inequality, we need to show that for every integer Q∈Z there is some 1≤ i≤ k+h(z), such that ‖Qα

z
i ‖Z ≤

1
z .

This is certainly true for all Q with gcd(Q,z)> 1, because of α
z
k+ j =

1
p j

, for 1≤ j ≤ h(z).
Thus, let Q∈Z be such that gcd(Q,z) = 1. Then Q has a multiplicative inverse P∈ {1, . . . ,z−1}modulo z,

that is, QP ≡ 1 mod z. If 1 ≤ P ≤ z
2 , then P ∈ Φ(z). Thus, P

z equals one of the first k entries of α , and
satisfies ‖Q P

z ‖Z = 1
z . If z

2 < P < z, then P′ = z−P ∈Φ(z) and thus P′
z equals one of the first k entries of α ,

and satisfies ‖Q P′
z ‖Z = ‖−1

z ‖Z = 1
z . �

Now, if we take z = w(d), then the vector αz from Proposition 10 has dimension 1
2 ϕ(z)+h(z) ≤ d. In

the case that m = d− 1
2 ϕ(z)− h(z) ≥ 1, we repeat the first coordinate 1

z of αz m times and get a vector
ᾱz ∈ (Q\Z)d with ψ(ᾱz) = 1

w(d) = Rab(d).

5. DEEP LATTICE POINTS IN LATTICE PARALLELEPIPEDS

In this section, we aim to prove Theorem 1 for the case of lattice parallelepipeds. We use the simultaneous
Diophantine approximation problem behind the constant δd from Section 4 in order to adjust the approach of
Pikhurko [19] which established the existence of deep interior lattice points in lattice simplices.

Theorem 11. Let P⊆Rd be a lattice parallelepiped such that int(P)∩Zd 6=∅. Then there exists an interior
lattice point w ∈ int(P)∩Zd such that

ca(P,w)≤
1
2 +δd
1
2 −δd

= w(d)−1.

Proof. Write P = [0,v1]+ · · ·+[0,vd ]⊆ Rd for suitable generators v1, . . . ,vd ∈ Zd , and let w = ∑
d
i=1 αivi ∈

int(P)∩Zd be an interior lattice point in P. In particular this means that 0 < α1, . . . ,αd < 1. In view of
Corollary 7, the coefficient of asymmetry ca(P,w) corresponds to max1≤i≤d |αi− 1

2 |. If this maximum is not
yet itself bounded above by δd , we “jump” inside P with the help of the inhomogeneous problem in (11).
More precisely, we find integers Q,P1, . . . ,Pd ∈ Z such that |Qαi−Pi− 1

2 | ≤ δd , for all 1≤ i≤ d. We claim
that the lattice point

w′ = Qw−
d

∑
i=1

Pivi =
d

∑
i=1

(Qαi−Pi)vi

lies in the interior of P as well and satisfies ca(P,w′) ≤
1
2+δd
1
2−δd

. The former holds, since we must have

0 < Qαi−Pi < 1, because δd < 1
2 . The latter holds by Corollary 7, as max1≤i≤d |Qαi−Pi− 1

2 | ≤ δd . �

Inspired by the examples in Proposition 10 that attain w(d), we construct, for each integer z≥ 3, a lattice
parallelepiped, all of whose interior lattice points have coefficient of asymmetry equal to z−1.

Proposition 12. For an integer z ≥ 3, we write k = 1
2 ϕ(z) and d(z) = k+ h(z). Let αz ∈ (Q \Z)d(z) be

defined as in Proposition 10 and let Pz = [0,vz]+ [0,e2]+ · · ·+[0,ed(z)]⊆ Rd(z) be the lattice parallelepiped
whose first generator is given by

vz :=
(

z, zα
z
2, . . . , zα

z
k , zα

z
k+1, . . . , zα

z
k+h(z)

)ᵀ
∈ Zd(z).

There are ϕ(z) interior lattice points in Pz and each such w ∈ int(Pz)∩Zd(z) satisfies ca(Pz,w) = z−1.
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P 4 P 5

FIGURE 1. The lattice parallelograms P4 and P5 and their interior lattice points.

Proof. Let w = (w1,w2, . . . ,wd(z))
ᵀ ∈ int(Pz)∩Zd(z) be an interior lattice point. By construction, a := w1 ∈

{1,2, . . . ,z−1}, and there are uniquely determined coefficients β2, . . . ,βd(z) ∈ (0,1) such that

w =
a
z

vz +β2e2 + · · ·+βd(z)ed(z) =
(

a,β2 +aα
z
2, . . . ,βd(z)+aα

z
d(z)

)ᵀ
.(12)

Now, if gcd(a,z) ≥ 2, then h(z) ≥ 1 as z cannot be prime, and one of the prime factors p1, . . . , ph(z) of z,
say p j, divides a. Since α

z
k+ j =

1
p j

, this means that aα
z
k+ j ∈ Z and thus βk+ j ∈ Z, contradicting that all

βi ∈ (0,1). Therefore, we necessarily have gcd(a,z) = 1.
On the other hand, for a given a ∈ {1,2, . . . ,z− 1} with gcd(a,z) = 1, there is a unique interior lattice

point w in Pz. In fact, by (12) the only choice of the coefficients β j to make w integral is β j = 1−{aα
z
j},

where {. . .} denotes the fractional part. By assumption on a and the definition of αz, we obtain 0 < β j < 1,
as desired.

We now argue that each interior lattice point w ∈ int(Pz)∩Zd(z) satisfies ca(Pz,w) = z− 1. In view of
Corollary 7, ca(Pz,w) corresponds to max

{
|az −

1
2 |,max2≤i≤d(z) |βi− 1

2 |
}

. We need to show that this number
always equals 1

2 −
1
z . Using the representation (12) for w again, we first see that this maximum is at most

1
2 −

1
z , because by the definition of αz, we have βi = 1−{aα

z
i } ∈ (1

zZ)\Z, for 2≤ i≤ d(z). On the other
hand, as a and z are coprime, there is an integer r ∈ Z such that ar ≡ 1 mod z. Recall that the first k = 1

2 ϕ(z)
entries of αz are given by α

z
i =

ai
z , 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and where 1 ≤ a1 < · · · < ak ≤ z

2 constitute the first half of
coprime integers to z. This means that there is an index 1≤ i≤ k such that r≡±ai mod z, that is, ai =±r+`z,
for some ` ∈ Z. Thus

{aα
z
i }=

{
aai

z

}
=

{
±ar

z
+ `

}
=

{
±ar

z

}
=

{
±1

z

}
.

For the corresponding coefficient βi this means that |βi− 1
2 |= |1−{aα

z
i }−

1
2 |=

1
2 −

1
z . �

Some data on the parallelepipeds Pz from Proposition 12 is collected in Table 2, and Figure 1 shows the
particular instances P4 and P5 and their interior lattice points.

Once we take care of a subtlety regarding the dimensions of Pz, we can turn them into examples that
show that the bound in Theorem 11 is best possible, for any given dimension d. This subtlety arises from
the fact that there are integers d such that for the maximal z ∈ Z with d(z) = 1

2 ϕ(z)+ h(z) ≤ d, we have
strict inequality d(z) < d. For instance, this happens for the first time for d = 12. Here w(12) = 60, but
d(60) = 1

2 ϕ(60)+h(60) = 11 (see Table 1). However, in such cases we may suitably lift Pz into the correct
dimension.

Proposition 13. Let d ∈Z>0 and let z=w(d). Then every interior lattice point w of the lattice parallelepiped

P(d) := Pz +[0,2ed(z)+1]+ · · ·+[0,2ed ]⊆ Rd

satisfies ca(P(d),w) = w(d)−1, where we think of Pz as embedded into the subspace Rd(z)×{0}d−d(z).
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z k = 1
2 ϕ(z) h(z) αz vz dim(Pz) = d(z)

3 1 0 (1
3) (3) 1

4 1 1 (1
4 ,

1
2) (4,2) 2

5 2 0 (1
5 ,

2
5) (5,2) 2

6 1 2 (1
6 ,

1
3 ,

1
2) (6,2,3) 3

7 3 0 (1
7 ,

2
7 ,

3
7) (7,2,3) 3

8 2 1 (1
8 ,

3
8 ,

1
2) (8,3,4) 3

9 3 1 (1
9 ,

2
9 ,

4
9 ,

1
3) (9,2,4,3) 4

10 2 2 ( 1
10 ,

3
10 ,

1
2 ,

1
5) (10,3,5,2) 4

11 5 0 ( 1
11 ,

2
11 ,

3
11 ,

4
11 ,

5
11) (11,2,3,4,5) 5

12 2 2 ( 1
12 ,

5
12 ,

1
2 ,

1
3) (12,5,6,4) 4

13 6 0 ( 1
13 ,

2
13 ,

3
13 ,

4
13 ,

5
13 ,

6
13) (13,2,3,4,5,6) 6

14 3 2 ( 1
14 ,

3
14 ,

5
14 ,

1
2 ,

1
7) (14,3,5,7,2) 5

15 4 2 ( 1
15 ,

2
15 ,

4
15 ,

7
15 ,

1
3 ,

1
5) (15,2,4,7,5,3) 6

16 4 1 ( 1
16 ,

3
16 ,

5
16 ,

7
16 ,

1
2) (16,3,5,7,8) 5

17 8 0 ( 1
17 ,

2
17 ,

3
17 ,

4
17 ,

5
17 ,

6
17 ,

7
17 ,

8
17) (17,2,3,4,5,6,7,8) 8

18 3 2 ( 1
18 ,

5
18 ,

7
18 ,

1
2 ,

1
3) (18,5,7,9,6) 5

19 9 0 ( 1
19 ,

2
19 ,

3
19 ,

4
19 ,

5
19 ,

6
19 ,

7
19 ,

8
19 ,

9
19) (19,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9) 9

20 4 2 ( 1
20 ,

3
20 ,

7
20 ,

9
20 ,

1
2 ,

1
5) (20,3,7,9,10,4) 6

TABLE 2. The definining data and the dimension of the parallelepipeds Pz, for 3≤ z≤ 20.

In particular, the bound in Theorem 11 is best possible.

Proof. Every interior lattice point w ∈ int(P(d))∩Zd is of the form w = (w′1, . . . ,w
′
d(z),1, . . . ,1), where

w′ = (w′1, . . . ,w
′
d(z)) is an interior lattice point of Pz. The coefficients in the representation of w in the basis

of generators of P(d), which correspond to the last d−d(z) coordinates are equal to 1
2 , independently of the

particular choice of w. Thus, in view of Corollary 7 and Proposition 12,

ca(P(d),w) = ca(Pz,w′) = z−1 = w(d)−1 ,

as desired. �

Remark 14. The parallelepipeds P(d) in Proposition 13 exhibit an even stronger extremality property.
Namely, one may ask whether one can improve and refine the bound in Theorem 11 in terms of the number
`= #

(
int(P)∩Zd

)
≥ 1 of interior lattice points in a given lattice parallelepiped P⊆Rd . However, since P(d)

has exactly ϕ(w(d)) interior lattice points (see Proposition 12)—a number that asymptotically grows to
infinity with d—such a refinement is not possible when we ask the parameter ` to be independent of the
dimension d.
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6. DEEP LATTICE POINTS IN ARBITRARY LATTICE ZONOTOPES

In this section, we extend the bound in Theorem 11 from lattice parallelepipeds to arbitrary lattice
zonotopes, and thus complete the proof of Theorem 1. Our argument is based on a zonotopal version of the
following theorem of Steinitz.

Theorem 15 (Steinitz 1914). Let S ⊆ Rd and let w be a point in the interior of the convex hull of S. Then
there are at most 2d points in S that contain w in the interior of their convex hull.

Steinitz’ work [26, §20] is in the language of “all-sided families of rays”; Gustin [16] gives a different
proof in the formulation above, and we also refer to Grünbaum [14] for more pointers to incarnations of
Steinitz’ result in various other contexts. Our zonotopal version now reads as follows:

Theorem 16. Let Z = Z (g1, . . . ,gm) be the zonotope generated by g1, . . . ,gm ∈ Rd , and let c be its center.
For every v ∈ int(Z), there is a (d−1)-dimensional parallelepiped Q that is a translate of a parallelepiped
generated by a subset of {g1, . . . ,gm} such that v is contained in the interior of the parallelepiped P ⊆ Z
given by P = conv(Q,2c−Q).

Moreover, if Z is a lattice zonotope, then P is a lattice parallelepiped.

Proof. Let c = 1
2(g1 + · · ·+gm) be the center of Z. Consider the line ` passing through c and v. In the special

case that v = c, we let ` be an arbitrary line through c. Now, ` intersects the boundary of Z in a pair of
opposite points p and p′. Let F be a facet of Z that contains p. Facets of zonotopes are zonotopes themselves,
and in particular, we can write

F = Z (gσ(1), . . . ,gσ(s))+ εs+1gσ(s+1)+ · · ·+ εmgσ(m),(13)

for some s ∈ [m], some permutation σ of [m], and some εi ∈ {0,1} (see, e.g., [24]).
By a result of Shephard [24] (see also [4, Chapter 7]) the zonotope F admits a tiling into parallelepipeds

of the form (13), for suitable s, σ and εi. Upon taking Q to be a parallelepiped in such a tiling of F with
p ∈ Q, we find that the interior of the segment with endpoints p and p′ is contained in the interior of the
d-dimensional parallelepiped P = conv(Q,2c−Q)⊆ Z, and in particular v ∈ int(P).

If Z is a lattice zonotope, every zonotope of the form (13) is a lattice zonotope itself, in particular Q is.
Moreover, 2c ∈ Zd and thus 2c−Q is a lattice parallelepiped, implying that the constructed parallelepiped
P⊆ Z is a lattice parallelepiped as well. �

Proof of Theorem 1. Let v∈ int(Z)∩Zd . Then, by Theorem 16, we find a lattice parallelepiped P⊆ Z having
the same center as Z and with v ∈ int(P). Applying Theorem 11 to P, we obtain an interior lattice point
w ∈ int(P) with ca(P,w) ≤ w(d)− 1. Since P and Z are symmetric about the same point, we can use the
translation invariance of the coefficient of asymmetry (see Proposition 6) and obtain ca(Z,w)≤ ca(P,w)≤
w(d)−1 by Corollary 5.

The asymptotic behavior w(d)−1 ∈Θ(d log logd) follows from the one of Rab(d) in (5). Optimality of
the derived bound has been established already in Proposition 13. �

7. INTEGER-POINT ENUMERATION FOR THE LONELY RUNNER ZONOTOPE

In this part, we aim to give a geometric intuition for the “finite checking” result for the Lonely Runner
Conjecture due to Tao [27].

Theorem 17 (Tao [27, Theorem 1.4]). There exists an absolute and explicitly computable constant C0 > 0,
such that the following statements are equivalent for every natural number d0 ≥ 1:

(i) The Lonely Runner Conjecture holds for every dimension d ≤ d0.
(ii) The bound gap(n)≥ 1

d+1 holds for every velocity vector n ∈ Zd
>0 with d ≤ d0 and ni ≤ dC0d2

, i ∈ [d].
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We take the viewpoint of the lonely runner zonotope Zn = Z (e1, . . . ,ed ,n), that we introduced at the end
of Section 3. Based on the reformulation of the Lonely Runner Conjecture in that earlier section on the
existence of deep interior lattice points in the zonohedron Z(n), the heuristic thought is as follows: If there is
a sufficiently large number of interior lattice points in any localized version of Z(n), then one of those lattice
points lies deep enough in Z(n) to satisfy the conjectured bound.

It turns out that the number of (interior) lattice points in Zn can be calculated explicitly.

Theorem 18. Let n ∈ Zd
>0 be a velocity vector. Then vol(Zn) = 1+n1 + · · ·+nd and

#(int(Zn)∩Zd) = ∑
`∈Z>0 such that

`|n j for some j∈[d]

ϕ(`) and #(Zn∩Zd) = 2d + ∑
`∈Z>0 such that

`|n j for some j∈[d]

ϕ(`)
(
2#J`−1

)
,

where J` is the inclusion-wise maximal subset J ⊆ [d] such that ` | n j, for all j ∈ J.

Proof. We write

Zn =
d+1

∑
j=1

[0,v j], where V = (v1, . . . ,vd+1) = (e1, . . . ,ed ,n) .

We now employ Ehrhart theory; see, e.g., [4]. The lattice-point counting function #(kZn∩Zd) is a polynomial
in the positive integer variable k, which we write as

#(kZn∩Zd) =
d

∑
j=0

g j(Zn)k j.

Since ni 6= 0, for every i ∈ [d], Stanley’s formula (see, e.g., [25, Ex. 31, p. 272]) for the Ehrhart coefficients
gi(Zn) of Zn yields

gi(Zn) = ∑
J∈([d+1]

i )

gcd(i-minors of VJ) =

(
d
i

)
+ ∑

J∈( [d]
i−1)

gcd(n j : j /∈ J) ,(14)

where VJ denotes the subset of V indexed by J. In terms of the Ehrhart coefficients, the three functionals we
are after have the expressions [4, Chapter 5]

vol(Zn) = gd(Zn), #(int(Zn)∩Zd) = (−1)d
d

∑
i=0

(−1)igi(Zn) and #(Zn∩Zd) =
d

∑
i=0

gi(Zn) .

The formula vol(Zn) = 1+n1 + · · ·+nd thus follows directly from (14), while we have to work a little more
for the lattice point counts. We first consider the number of interior lattice points of Zn:

#(int(Zn)∩Zd) = (−1)d
d

∑
i=0

(−1)igi(Zn) = (−1)d
d

∑
i=0

(−1)i
(

d
i

)
+(−1)d

d

∑
i=0

(−1)i
∑

J∈( [d]
i−1)

gcd(n j : j /∈ J)

=
d

∑
i=1

(−1)d+i
∑

J∈( [d]
i−1)

gcd(n j : j /∈ J) =
d

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1
∑

J∈([d]i )

gcd(n j : j ∈ J) .(15)

Now, we employ Gauß’ identity m = ∑`|m ϕ(`) for the totient function, where the sum runs over all divisors `
of a given positive integer m. In order to apply it for m = gcd(n j : j ∈ J), for some J ⊆ [d], we use the
notation ` | nJ for the statement that ` | n j for every j ∈ J. Also, writing gcd(nJ) := gcd(n j : j ∈ J), we obtain

gcd(nJ) = ∑
`|gcd(nJ)

ϕ(`) = ∑
`|nJ

ϕ(`) .
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With (15) this gives

#(int(Zn)∩Zd) =
d

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1
∑

J∈([d]i )

gcd(nJ) =
d

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1
∑

J∈([d]i )
∑
`|nJ

ϕ(`)

=
d

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1
max(n)

∑
`=1

ϕ(`) ·#
{

J ∈
(
[d]
i

)
: ` | nJ

}

=
max(n)

∑
`=1

ϕ(`)
d

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1 ·#
{

J ∈
(
[d]
i

)
: ` | nJ

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:s`(n)

.

In order to proceed, we let D`(n) := {i ∈ [d] : ` | ni}. Clearly, if none of the coordinates of n is divisible by `,
that is, D`(n) =∅, we get s`(n) = 0. If D`(n) 6=∅, then

s`(n) =
#D`(n)

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1 ·#
{

J ∈
(

D`(n)
i

)
: ` | nJ

}
=

#D`(n)

∑
i=1

(−1)i+1
(

#D`(n)
i

)
= 1

and we arrive at

#(int(Zn)∩Zd) =
max(n)

∑
`=1

ϕ(`)s`(n) =
max(n)

∑
`=1

D`(n)6=∅

ϕ(`)s`(n) = ∑
`∈Z>0 such that

`|n j for some j∈[d]

ϕ(`) ,

as desired.
For the total number of lattice points in Zn we argue similarly and observe that in view of (14)

#(Zn∩Zd) =
d

∑
i=0

gi(Zn) = 2d +
d

∑
i=0

∑
J∈( [d]

i−1)

gcd(n j : j /∈ J) = 2d +
d

∑
i=1

∑
J∈([d]i )

gcd(nJ)

= 2d +
d

∑
i=1

∑
J∈([d]i )

∑
`|nJ

ϕ(`) = 2d +
max(n)

∑
`=1

ϕ(`) ·#{J ⊆ [d] : J 6=∅, ` | nJ}

= 2d + ∑
`∈Z>0 such that

`|n j for some j∈[d]

ϕ(`)
(
2#J`−1

)
,

as claimed. �

Let’s focus for a moment on the supposedly extremal instance d = (1,2, . . . ,d) for the lonely runner
problem. By the formula in Theorem 18, we obtain #(int(Zd)∩Zd) = ∑

d
`=1 ϕ(`) =: Φ(d) – the totient

summatory function. The first few values of Φ(d) are given in Table 3 and its asymptotic behavior is given by
Φ(d) = 3

π2 d2 +O(d logd) (see, e.g., [17, Section 18.5]).

d 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Φ(d) 1 2 4 6 10 12 18 22 28 32 42 46 58 64 72

TABLE 3. The first few values of the totient summatory function Φ(d).
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Corollary 19. Let n ∈ Zd
>0 be a velocity vector. Then

max
1≤i≤d

ni ≤ #(int(Zn)∩Zd)≤
d

∑
i=1

ni.

Moreover, if max
1≤i≤d

ni ≥Φ(d), then #(int(Zn)∩Zd)≥ #(int(Zd)∩Zd), where d = (1,2, . . . ,d).

Proof. By Theorem 18, we have #(int(Zn)∩Zd) = ∑`|n j for some j∈[d] ϕ(`). Thus, for every i ∈ [d], Gauß’
identity gives us #(int(Zn)∩Zd)≥ ∑`|ni ϕ(`) = ni. Likewise, we obtain

#(int(Zn)∩Zd)≤
d

∑
i=1

∑
`|ni

ϕ(`) =
d

∑
i=1

ni . �

The corollary details the geometric heuristic for Tao’s result described in the beginning of this section.
In fact, by virtue of the second part, if any of the velocities ni exceeds Φ(d), then there are at least as many
interior lattice points in Zn as in the supposedly extremal instance Zd.

Remark 20. The velocity vector d is not the only supposedly extremal case for the Lonely Runner Conjecture.
Goddyn & Wong [13] identified numerous non-canonical extremal examples, for instance, (1,3,4,7) and
(1,3,4,5,9), and also described how to obtain such an example, for any given d, by carefully modifying d.
Regarding the number #(int(Zn)∩Zd) for any of those extremal instances n, the canonical velocity vector d
always is the unique such instance with the minimal number of interior lattice points. In this sense the count
of interior lattice points of Zn distinguishes between those extremal instances.

For 2≤ d ≤ 5, the Φ(d) interior lattice points in Zd are given by the columns of the following matrices,
respectively. The coefficient of asymmetry of the respective column is written in the very last additional row:


1 1

1 2

2 2

 ,


1 1 1 1

1 1 2 2

1 2 2 3

3 4 4 3

 ,



1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 2 2 2

1 1 2 2 3 3

1 2 2 3 3 4

4 6 4 4 6 4


,



1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2

1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 3 3

1 1 2 2 2 3 3 3 4 4

1 2 2 2 3 3 4 4 4 5

5 8 6 7 6 6 7 6 8 5


.

Since d is an extremal velocity vector, we need to have ca(Zd,w) ≥ d, for every interior lattice point
w ∈ int(Zd). As the data in small dimensions suggest, this bound is in fact attained by w = 1 ∈ int(Zd) in any
dimension d.

Proposition 21. For every d ∈ Z>0, we have ca(Zd,1) = d.

Proof. In view of Proposition 4 it suffices to prove that ‖1− c‖Zd−c =
d−1
d+1 , which is equivalent to showing

that the point c+ d+1
d−1(1−c) lies in the boundary of Zd, where c = 1

2(1+d) is the center of Zd. An elementary
computation yields

c+
d +1
d−1

(1− c) =
(

1,
d−2
d−1

, . . . ,
1

d−1
,0
)ᵀ

,

from which the containment in the boundary of Zd is clear. �



16 MATTHIAS BECK AND MATTHIAS SCHYMURA

8. OUTLOOK AND QUESTIONS

Our bound in Theorem 1 on the coefficient of asymmetry concerns arbitrary lattice zonotopes. For the
Lonely Runner Conjecture these are too general, while from the viewpoint of the class of symmetric lattice
polytopes they are too special. As an outlook for future work, we discuss an open question in each of the two
settings.

8.1. Cubical lattice zonotopes. A zonotope is called cubical if each of its facets (and thus each of its proper
faces) is a parallelepiped. Equivalently, a d-dimensional zonotope is cubical if and only if every d of its
generators are linearly independent (see, e.g., [24]).

Given a velocity vector n ∈ Zd
>0, the lonely runner zonohedron Z(n) projects along Rn onto a cubical

(d − 1)-dimensional zonotope with d generators. It is a lattice zonotope with respect to the projected
lattice Zd |n⊥, and by Proposition 8, we have ca(Z(n),w) = ca(Z(n)|n⊥,w|n⊥), for every interior point
w ∈ int(Z(n)). In terms of (10) and Wills’ bound gap(n)≥ 1

2d [29], we always find an interior lattice point
w ∈ int(Z(n)) such that ca(Z(n),w)≤ 2d−1. Compared to the bound in Theorem 1 this is a linear bound in
the dimension d.

The lower bound of Wills on gap(n) has been gradually improved over time, but even the best-known
bound gap(n)≥ 1

2d +
c log(d)

d2(log logd)2 , for some c > 0, due to Tao [27] does not reduce the factor 2 in 1
2d . Thus, a

positive answer to the following question would be great progress on the lonely runner problem:

Question 22. Is there a universal constant γ < 2 such that every cubical lattice zonotope Z ⊆ Rd with d +1
generators contains an interior lattice point w with ca(Z,w)≤ γ d ?

8.2. Arbitrary symmetric lattice polytopes. The slightly superlinear upper bound in Theorem 1 for lattice
zonotopes is in stark contrast to the necessarily double exponential upper bound in Theorem 2 on arbitrary
lattice polytopes. One may wonder where the family of symmetric lattice polytopes is situated between these
two extremes. We think of symmetric lattice polytopes here as polytopes P⊆Rd with P−c = c−P, for some
not necessarily integral point c ∈ Rd . As for lattice zonotopes, the center of P is necessarily half-integral,
meaning c ∈ 1

2Z
d .

Question 23. What is the best possible constant νd such that every symmetric lattice polytope P⊆ Rd with
int(P)∩Zd 6= ∅ contains an interior lattice point w ∈ int(P) such that ca(P,w) ≤ νd ? Can we at least
determine the asymptotic behavior of νd?

Using Carathéodory’s Theorem in the boundary of P, one can argue similarly as in Theorem 16 and obtain
a specialized version of Steinitz’ result for symmetric lattice polytopes, in which the 2d points span a lattice
crosspolytope in P. This reduces the question above to the case of lattice crosspolytopes. Just like Theorem 11
connects the lonely rabbit problem with lattice parallelepipeds that have interior lattice points, the constant νd
in Question 23 connects to a Diophantine approximation problem behind crosspolytopes. More precisely, we
find that νd ≤ 1+κd

1−κd
, where

κd := sup
α∈Rd

‖α‖1<1

inf
P∈Zd

min
ε∈{−1,1}d

‖α− (εᵀP)α−P‖1 .

Here, ‖v‖1 = ∑
d
i=1 |vi| denotes the `1-norm of v ∈ Rd . For d ≤ 2, the class of lattice parallelepipeds agrees

with the class of lattice crosspolytopes, so it is only consistent that one finds κ1 = 2δ2 =
1
3 and κ2 = 2δ2 =

3
5

(see Theorem 11). However, we do not know the exact value of any κd , with d ≥ 3, nor do we know the
asymptotic behavior of κd as a function of d.
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14. Branko Grünbaum, The dimension of intersections of convex sets, Pac. J. Math. 12 (1962), 197–202.
15. , Measures of symmetry for convex sets, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Vol. VII, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R.I., 1963,

pp. 233–270.
16. William Gustin, On the interior of the convex hull of a Euclidean set, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 53 (1947), no. 4, 299–301.
17. Godfrey H. Hardy and Edward M. Wright, An introduction to the theory of numbers, 5th ed., Oxford at the Clarendon Press,

1979.
18. Matthias Henze and Romanos-Diogenes Malikiosis, On the covering radius of lattice zonotopes and its relation to view-

obstructions and the lonely runner conjecture, Aequat. Math. 91 (2017), no. 2, 331–352.
19. Oleg Pikhurko, Lattice points in lattice polytopes, Mathematika 48 (2001), no. 1-2, 15–24.
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