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Abstract. This paper addresses the computation of normalized solid angle

measure of polyhedral cones. This is well understood in dimensions two and

three. For higher dimensions, assuming that a positive-definite criterion is
met, the measure can be computed via a multivariable hypergeometric series.

We present two decompositions of full-dimensional simplicial cones into finite

families of cones satisfying the positive-definite criterion, enabling the use of
the hypergeometric series to compute the solid angle measure of any polyhe-

dral cone. Additionally, our second decomposition method yields cones with

a special tridiagonal structure, reducing the number of required coordinates
for the hypergeometric series formula. Furthermore, we investigate the con-

vergence of the hypergeometric series for this case. Our findings provide a
powerful tool for computing solid angle measures in high-dimensional spaces.

1. Introduction

The study of solid angles has gained a lot of traction in the past several years and
has been investigated in several publications (see [20], [5], [6], [9], [17] etc.). Of par-
ticular interest is the solid angle measure of a polyhedral cone in higher dimensions.
This measure has widespread potential applications, from computing the expected
number of simplices in a triangulation of an n-cube [19], to calculating relative pixel
purity index (PPI) scores [13], to computing the volume of the feasibility domain of
an ecological community [16]. The various ways in which higher-dimensional solid
angle measures appear in literature demonstrate the importance of the topic and
necessitate a deeper understanding of it.

Recall that a polyhedral cone is the intersection of a finite number of half-spaces
passing through the origin. By the well-known Minkowski–Weyl theorem, a polyhe-
dral cone is also the convex conic hull of a finite number of vectors. In R2, the solid
(or plane) angle measure can be computed via the standard inner product. In R3,
the solid angle measure of a cone generated by three unit vectors is the area of the
spherical triangle on the unit sphere formed by the unit vectors. There is a closed
formula dating back to Euler and Lagrange which uses the scalar triple product.
Assume that v1,v2 and v3 are unit vectors in R3. The solid angle measure of the
cone generated by v1,v2 and v3 is given by [8]:

E := 2 tan−1

(
|v1 · (v2 × v3)|

1 + v2 · v3 + v2 · v1 + v1 · v3

)
,

and the normalized solid angle measure of the cone, which is the proportion of R3

that the cone occupies, is therefore E
4π .

The authors gratefully acknowledge partial support from the National Science Foundation
through grant DMS-2012429, awarded to Y. Zhou.
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In higher dimensions, we define the solid angle measure of a polyhedral cone
according to [12], and we normalize it in such a way that the whole space has
measure 1, according to [20].

Definition 1.1. The normalized solid angle measure, of a polyhedral cone C ⊆ Rn
with respect to the space Rn, denoted by Ω̃n(C), is defined as the ratio of the
(n − 1)-dimensional volume of the intersection of the cone with the unit sphere
Sn−1 in Rn centered around the origin to the volume of the unit sphere, i.e.,

Ω̃n(C) =
voln−1(C ∩ Sn−1)

voln−1(Sn−1)
. (1)

We note that the above definition works for convex non-polyhedral cones as well.
It also matches with the definition in lower dimensions n = 2 and n = 3. When the
cone C is of dimension d < n, let Sd−1 denote the unit sphere centered around the
origin in the d-dimensional linear space containing C. We define the normalized
solid angle measure of C with respect to the linear span of C in a similar manner:

Ω̃d(C) =
vold−1(C ∩ Sd−1)

vold−1(Sd−1)
.

Remark 1.2. Without loss of generality, in the following, we need only consider full-
dimensional simplicial cones C. Indeed, if C is not simplicial, then triangulation
allows us to decompose C into simplicial cones (i.e. having a linearly independent

system of generators), and Ω̃n(C) is the sum of the normalized solid angles of the
cones in the decomposition. If C is not full-dimensional, then by our normalization,
Ω̃n(C) = 0. Note however that Ω̃d(C) 6= 0, where d is the dimension of the linear
span of C. Other papers normalize with respect to a half space [11] or the affine
space [15]. We show the distinction in the following example.

Example 1.3. Consider the polyhedral cone C ⊆ R3 generated by the vectors v1 =
(1, 0, 0), v2 = (0, 1, 0) and v3 = (−1, 0, 0). The ambient space has dimension
three. However, it is clear that C lies on the plane z = 0, and so the dimension
of the linear span of C is 2. Thus, Ω̃3(C) = 0. However, when the measure is

considered with respect to the linear span, we see Ω̃2(C) 6= 0. Note that although
C is not simplicial, it can be triangulated into two simplical cones: C1 generated
by the vectors v1 and v2, and C2 generated by the vectors v2 and v3. Thus,
Ω̃2(C) = Ω̃2(C1) + Ω̃2(C2) = 0.25 + 0.25 = 0.5.

To the best of our knowledge, there currently does not exist a neat closed formula
for the solid angle measure of polyhedral cones in dimensions greater than three.
As noted by Seeger and Torki [21], the derivation of an easily computable formula
for the solid angle measure is a difficult task and one must use other methods for
approximation. These include probabilistic methods, numerical integration meth-
ods, and the multi-variate power series method. In regard to the first two methods,
see [11]. In regard to the last method, Ribando [20] and Aomoto [3] independently
discovered a formula for the normalized solid angle measure of a simplicial cone, in
the form of a multi-variate hypergeometric series.

Ribando derived the power series formula by noting that there are many equiv-
alent ways to represent the normalized solid angle measure. It is natural to view
the volumes in Definition 1.1 as integrals. Doing so gives the following equivalent
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definitions of Ω̃n:

Ω̃n(C) =
voln−1(C ∩ Sn−1)

voln−1(Sn−1)
=

∫
C
f(x)dx∫

Rn f(x)dx
, (2)

where f : Rn → R is any function that is invariant under rotations around the

origin. Ribando determined that the form f = e−‖x‖
2

led to nice computations
with the integral

Ω̃n(C) =

∫
C
e−‖x‖

2

dx∫
Rn e−‖x‖

2dx
=

∫
C
e−‖x‖

2

dx

π
n
2

, (3)

which when simplified and expanded gave rise to a convergent hypergeometric se-
ries. Furthermore, Ribando showed that the convergence of the power series was
dependent on a certain matrix, which we call the associated matrix.

Ribando’s results are presented in Theorem 1.5 below. Recall that by Re-
mark 1.2, we will only consider full-dimensional simplicial cones.

Definition 1.4. Let C be a simplicial cone in Rn, whose generators are the linearly
independent unit vectors v1, . . . ,vn ∈ Rn. Then, the associated matrix of C,
denoted by Mn(C), is the n× n matrix whose (i, j)-th entry is −|vi · vj | for i 6= j,
and whose diagonal (i, i)-th entry is 1.

Mn(C) =


1 −|v1 · v2| · · · −|v1 · vn|

−|v2 · v1| 1 · · · −|v2 · vn|
...

...
. . .

...
−|vn · v1| −|vn · v2| · · · 1

 . (4)

Theorem 1.5 ([20, Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 3.3], rephrased). Let C ⊆ Rn be
the simplicial cone generated by the unit vectors v1, . . . ,vn. Let V ∈ Rn×n be the
matrix whose ith column is vi. Let αij = vi · vj for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Let

Tα =
|detV |
(4π)

n
2

∑
a∈N(n

2)

[
(−2)

∑
i<j aij∏

i<j aij !

n∏
i=1

Γ

(
1 +

∑
m 6=i aim

2

)]
αa. (5)

Then, Tα converges absolutely to the normalized solid angle measure Ω̃n(C) of the
cone if and only if its associated matrix Mn(C) is positive definite.

In the above series (5), Γ is the Euler-Gamma function; α = (α12, α13, . . . αn−1,n) is
a multivariable in

(
n
2

)
variables; and a = (a12, a13, . . . , an−1,n) is a multiexponent.

We define

αa :=

n∏
i<j

α
aij
ij .

When i > j, we set aij = aji, and we define
∑
m6=i aim to be the sum over all the

terms in the multiexponent where i appears as either the first or second index.
Other functionals f have been used in equation (2) to represent high-dimensional

solid angle measures as integrals. Hajja and Walker [12, Theorem 1] use f(x) = 1
and consider a standard change of variables, to obtain an integral formula for the
solid angle measures, where the integral is taken over the portion of the unit sphere
in the positive orthant. Kabluchko and Zaporozhets [15, Proposition 1.1] use a
form related to Gaussian distribution to present an equivalent formula for the solid
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angle measures of a specific class of cones. For the purposes of this paper, we will
focus exclusively on Ribando’s hypergeometric series formula.

As aforementioned, alternative methods exist for estimating solid angle measures.
Numerical integration methods often give rise to rough estimates of solid angle mea-
sures, or involve integrals that can only be computed under specific conditions [11].
Random estimation techniques require large samples for accurate approximations,
as discussed in [11]. Heylen and Scheunders [13] use a multi-dimensional exten-
sion of Monte–Carlo sampling to obtain estimates of solid angle measures. Adam
and Speciel [1] re-express the solid angle measure as in equation (2), using the
Heaviside step function followed by a Monte–Carlo approach for estimation. The
multi-variate power series method is arguably the method of choice for computing
exact high dimensional solid angle measures [1]. However, the power series method
has previously been deemed as too complex and technical [10], [2].

Ribando notes that there are two significant issues in applying the power series
method [20]. The first major issue is that in higher dimensions, computational
feasibility is hindered by the large number of coordinates needed to use the formula.
To compute the normalized solid angle measure of an n−dimensional simplicial
cone, one needs

(
n
2

)
coordinates. Several authors make reference to the power

series, but often cite it being computationally untractable for high dimensions.
The second issue is that the positive definite-ness of the associated matrix is an
essential assumption for applying the power-series formula. When this criterion is
not met, α lies outside of the domain of convergence of the series, and the formula
cannot be used in a way that is meaningful.

In this paper, we present a method that allows one to compute the normalized
solid angle measure of any polyhedral cone via the power series method. Moreover,
we address the two major issues standing in the way of widespread use of the power
series method as a means to compute solid angle measures.

We address the positive-definite-ness criterion via signed decompositions of cones.
In Section 2, we investigate Brion–Vergne decomposition of cones with respect to
hyperplanes. We demonstrate in Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6 that Brion–Vergne
decomposition of a simplicial cone with respect to a particular hyperplane results
in finitely many cones that either have a positive definite associated matrix (and
so their solid angle measures can be computed directly via the power series for-
mula), or contain lines (and so by applying Corollary 2.4, the computation of solid
angle measures can be simplified to a lower-dimensional problem, which can be
addressed using induction on dimension). In Section 3, we consider Brion–Vergne
decomposition of cones with respect to lines. We demonstrate in Theorem 3.3 that
Brion–Vergne decomposition with respect to a particular line leads to a second
decomposition of a simplicial cone into finitely many cones, each of which has a
positive definite associated matrix. This theorem gives a method to decompose
solid angles lying outside the domain of convergence into solid angles lying within
the domain of convergence of the series in Theorem 1.5.

We also address the computational feasibility of the power series method by re-
ducing the number of coordinates needed. In Section 4, we explore the properties
of cones resulting from the application of a stronger version of Theorem 3.3. These
cones have associated matrices that are not only positive-definite but also tridiago-
nal, reducing the number of required coordinates for the power series formula from(
n
2

)
to n− 1. Theorem 4.1 shows that under the tridiagonal assumption, the power
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series formula always converges to the solid angle measure. In Theorem 4.9, we
examine the asymptotic error of the power series formula for cones with tridiagonal
associated matrices.

In addition, we have developed software that can compute the normalized solid
angle measure of polyhedral cones in any dimension using decomposition methods
presented in the current paper. Our software is written in SageMath [22], a com-
prehensive Python-based open source computer algebra system. It is available at
https://github.com/yuan-zhou/solid-angle-code, and can be run on a local
installation of SageMath or online using SageMath on CoCalc. However, it is im-
portant to note that this software is not the focus of the present paper. We will
defer all computational questions and experiments to a forthcoming paper.

2. First decomposition method

2.1. Brion–Vergne decomposition with respect to a hyperplane. We will make use
of Brion–Vergne (B–V) decomposition (see [7], [4]) with respect to a hyperplane.
B–V decomposition is a signed decomposition of a simplicial cone into a finite family
of full-dimensional simplicial cones. The hyperplane determines a facet for each of
the cones in the decomposition. We adopt some of the notation used in [4] and
reformulate the decomposition below.

Definition 2.1. Let w1, . . . ,wd be vectors in Rn. We denote by 〈w1, . . . ,wd〉 the
linear span of w1, . . . ,wd. We denote by c(w1, . . . ,wd) the cone generated by the
vectors w1, . . . ,wd.

Let L ⊆ Rn be a hyperplane, and wi ∈ Rn \ L. We denote by ρi : Rn → L the
projection onto L, parallel to wi.

Let C be a cone. We denote by [C] the indicator function of the cone C.
In this paper, we say that a cone C can be decomposed into cones C1, . . . , Ck, if

their indicator functions satisfy the relation

[C] ≡
k∑
i=1

si[Ci], where si ∈ {±1},

modulo indicator functions of cones containing lines (in section 2) or modulo indi-
cator functions of lower-dimensional cones (in section 3).

Theorem 2.2 (Brion–Vergne decomposition with respect to a hyperplane [4, Propo-
sition 15b]). Let w1, . . . ,wn form a basis of Rn and let cone C = c(w1, . . . ,wn).
Let L ⊆ Rn be a hyperplane. Assume that wi ∈ L if and only if r + 1 ≤ i ≤ s and
that wi lie on one side of L for 1 ≤ i ≤ r, and on the other side for s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
Then, we have the following relation modulo indicator functions of cones containing
lines.

[C] ≡
r∑
i=1

[R+wi + ρi(C)]−
n∑

i=s+1

[R+(−wi) + ρi(C)].

2.2. Solid angle decomposition that includes cones containing lines. We will first
show that the normalized solid angle of an orthogonal sum of convex cones is the
product of the normalized solid angles of the cones in the orthogonal sum.

Lemma 2.3. Let C ⊆ Rn be a polyhedral cone (or more generally, a convex cone) of
dimension d. Suppose that C = C1 ⊕C2 is the orthogonal sum of cones C1 and C2

https://github.com/yuan-zhou/solid-angle-code
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of dimensions d1 and d2, respectively. Then, the normalized solid angle measure of
C with respect to the linear span of C satisfies that

Ω̃d(C) = Ω̃d1(C1) · Ω̃d2(C2).

Proof. Since C1 and C2 are orthogonal, d = d1 + d2. Any u ∈ C can be uniquely
expressed as u = v + w where v ∈ C1,w ∈ C2 and ‖u‖2 = ‖v‖2 + ‖w‖2. Thus,∫

C

e−‖u‖
2

du =

∫
C1⊕C2

e−‖v+w‖2d(v + w) =

∫
C1

e−‖v‖
2

dv

∫
C2

e−‖w‖
2

dw.

It then follows from equation (3) that

Ω̃d(C) =

∫
C
e−‖u‖

2

du

πd/2
=

∫
C1
e−‖v‖

2

dv

πd1/2
·
∫
C2
e−‖w‖

2

dw

πd2/2
= Ω̃d1(C1) · Ω̃d2(C2).

�

In the special case that one of the orthogonal parts is an `-dimensional linear
subspace L of Rn, since Ω̃`(L) = 1, we enjoy the following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. Let C ⊆ Rn be a polyhedral cone (or more generally, a convex cone)
of dimension d, such that C = C ′ ⊕ L is the orthogonal sum of a cone C ′ of
dimension d′ < d and a linear subspace L of Rn. Then, Ω̃d(C) = Ω̃d′(C

′).

Corollary 2.4 demonstrates how computing solid angles of cones containing lines
reduces to computing solid angles of lower dimensional cones.

We now present a signed decomposition of a given full-dimensional simplicial
cone whose solid angle measure is of interest (recall the assumption is without loss
of generality by Remark 1.2), in a way that the resulting cones either contain lines
so that Corollary 2.4 applies, or have positive definite associated matrices so that
Theorem 1.5 applies.

Theorem 2.5. Given linearly independent unit vectors w1,w2, . . . ,wn ∈ Rn, the
cone c(w1,w2, . . . ,wn) can be decomposed into a finite family of cones, each of
which is either:

(I) a cone containing lines, or
(II) a cone c(v1,v2, . . . ,vn) of dimension n whose associated matrix

Mn =


1 −|v1 · v2| · · · −|v1 · vn|

−|v2 · v1| 1 · · · −|v2 · vn|
...

...
. . .

...
−|vn · v1| −|vn · v2| · · · 1


is positive definite. In particular,
(a) ‖vi‖ = 1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , n
(b) vn = wn

(c) 〈v1,v2, . . . ,vn−1〉 = 〈w1,w2, . . . ,wn−1〉
(d) vi · vn = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 2

(e) xTMn x =
∥∥[ε1v1, . . . , εnvn

]
x
∥∥2

holds for every x ∈ Rn, where εi = ±1.

Before proving the theorem, we point out that the property (IIe) ensures the
positive definiteness of the associated matrix Mn given by equation (4). Indeed, for
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any nonzero vector x :=
(
x1, . . . , xn

)
, since v1, . . . ,vn are linearly independent,[

ε1v1, . . . , εnvn
]
x =

n∑
i=1

εixivi 6= 0,

and hence xTMn x =
∥∥[ε1v1, . . . , εnvn

]
x
∥∥2
> 0. As a consequence, the solid angle

formula (5) for a cone in the decomposition, which is of the latter form (II), is a
convergent power series.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the dimension.
Consider the base case n = 2. Let w1 =

(
w11, w12

)
and w2 =

(
w21, w22

)
be

linearly independent unit vectors. We show that the cone c(w1,w2) is already of
the form (II). The cone satisfies the properties (IIa) through (IId) trivially. Let
x =

(
x1, x2

)
∈ R2. The equation in property (IIe) has the left-hand-side

xTMn x =
[
x1 x2

]
·
[

1 −|w1 ·w2|
−|w1 ·w2| 1

]
·
[
x1

x2

]
= x1

2 +x2
2−2x1x2|w1 ·w2|,

and the right-hand side∥∥[ε1w1, ε2w2

]
x
∥∥2

=

∥∥∥∥[ε1w11 ε2w21

ε1w12 ε2w22

]
·
[
x1

x2

]∥∥∥∥2

= (ε1x1w11 + ε2x2w21)
2

+ (ε1x1w12 + ε2x2w22)
2

= x1
2(w2

11 + w2
12) + x2

2(w2
21 + w2

22) + 2ε1ε2x1x2(w11w21 + w12w22)

= x1
2 + x2

2 + 2ε1ε2x1x2(w1 ·w2).

Thus, for appropriate choices of ε1 and ε2, we see that property (IIe) is satisfied.
Suppose the statement is true for dimension n − 1. Now consider the cone

c(w1,w2, . . . ,wn) in dimension n which is not already of the form (I) or (II). We
distinguish two cases depending on the orthogonality.

Case 1: Suppose that wn is orthogonal to all wi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Set
vn = wn. By the inductive hypothesis, there is a (signed) decomposition of the
cone c(w1, . . . ,wn−1) into finitely many cones k1, . . . , kN that either contain lines
or are of the second form and satisfy the desired properties. Then, it is clear that
the cones

C1 := k1 + c(vn), C2 := k2 + c(vn), . . . , CN := kN + c(vn)

obtained by the Minkowski sums give a decomposition of c(w1, . . . ,wn).
If ki is a cone containing lines in the decomposition of c(w1, . . . ,wn−1), then Ci

also contains lines, and hence is of form (I). Otherwise, ki must be of the form
c(v1, . . . ,vn−1) that satisfies the properties (IIa)–(IIe) of dimension n − 1. It is
clear that Ci = c(v1, . . . ,vn−1,vn) satisfies properties (IIa), (IIb) and (IId) of
dimension n. By the inductive hypothesis, 〈v1, . . . ,vn−2〉 = 〈w1, . . . ,wn−2〉 and
vn−1 = wn−1. Thus, we have that 〈v1, . . . ,vn−2,vn−1〉 = 〈w1, . . . ,wn−2,wn−1〉
and so property (IIc) is satisfied. It remains to verify property (IIe). We note that
since vi · vn = 0, the associated matrix of Ci according to Definition 1.4 satisfies

Mn(Ci) =


0

Mn−1(ki)
...
0

0 . . . 0 1

 .
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By the inductive hypothesis, there exist ε1, . . . , εn−1 ∈ {±1} such that the left-
hand-side of the equation in property (IIe) can be written as

xTMn(Ci)x =
[
x1 · · ·xn−1

]
Mn−1(ki)

 x1

...
xn−1

+ x2
n

= ‖ε1x1v1 + · · ·+ εn−1xn−1vn−1‖2 + x2
n

=
∥∥[ε1v1, . . . , εn−1vn−1, εnvn

]
x
∥∥2
,

which is equal to its right-hand side, where we set εn = 1. Thus, property (IIe)
holds.

Case 2: Suppose that wn is not orthogonal to all w1, . . . ,wn−1. Without loss
of generality, we may assume that wn−1 ·wn 6= 0.

We construct a hyperplane L in order to apply Brion–Vergne decomposition
Theorem 2.2 as follows. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2, we define

`i := wi −
wi ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
wn−1. (6)

We remark that `i ·wn = 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 2. Let

L := 〈`1, . . . , `n−2,wn〉.

This L is a hyperplane of Rn, since if there are scalars λi’s making

0 =

n−2∑
i=1

λi`i + λnwn =

n−2∑
i=1

λiwi −
n−2∑
i=1

λi
wi ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
wn−1 + λnwn,

then the linear independence of the wi’s implies each λi = 0.
Next, we decide for each i whether wi ∈ L, and we use si = −1 or 1 to indicate

which open half-space that wi belongs to. It is clear that wn ∈ L. We also know
that wn−1 6∈ L, because otherwise L would contain all w1, . . . ,wn, a contradiction.
We set sn−1 = 1. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n−2, if wi ·wn = 0, then it follows from equation (6)
that wi = `i ∈ L; otherwise, wi ·wn 6= 0, then we have wi 6∈ L since

wi = `i +

(
wi ·wn

wn−1 ·wn

)
wn−1 (7)

again by equation (6). We let accordingly

si =

{
1, if wi and wn−1 are on the same side of L

−1, if wi and wn−1 are on the opposite sides of L.

Denote

I+ = {1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 | si = 1} and I− = {1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 | si = −1}.

We remark that I− ∪ I+ is the set of i such that wi ∈ Rn \ L, or equivalently, the
set of 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 such that wi ·wn 6= 0.

By Theorem 2.2, modulo indicator functions of cones containing lines, we can
decompose the cone C = c(w1,w2, . . . ,wn) as

[C] ≡
∑
i∈I+

[R+wi + ρi(C)]−
∑
i∈I−

[R+(−wi) + ρi(C)],
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which can be rewritten as

[C] ≡
∑

i∈I+∪I−
si [R+(siwi) + ρi(C)] . (8)

Therefore, it suffices to show that every cone on the right-hand side of (8) can be
decomposed into a finite family of cones of form (I) or (II).

To this end, we let i ∈ I+ ∪ I− and we consider the cone

ci := R+(siwi) + ρi(C).

According to Definition 2.1,

ρi(C) = c (ρi(w1), . . . , ρi(wi−1), ρi(wi+1), . . . , ρi(wn)) .

Since wn ∈ L, we have ρi(wn) = wn. Thus,

ci = c (siwi, ρi(w1), . . . , ρi(wi−1), ρi(wi+1), . . . , ρi(wn−1), wn) . (9)

Next, we determine the projections that arise on the right-hand side of equation (9),
by distinguishing the cases i = n−1 and i 6= n−1. In the former case where i = n−1,
it follows from equation (7) that ρi(wk) = `k for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2. Therefore,
equation (9) simplifies to

cn−1 = c(sn−1wn−1, `1, `2, . . . , `n−2,wn)

= c(sn−1wn−1,w1 −
w1 ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
wn−1, . . . ,wn−2 −

wn−2 ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
wn−1,wn).

In the latter case where i ≤ n− 2 and wi ·wn 6= 0, we have by equation (7)

wn−1 =
wn−1 ·wn

wi ·wn
(wi − `i),

so

ρi(wn−1) = −
(
wn−1 ·wn

wi ·wn

)
`i = −

(
wn−1 ·wn

wi ·wn

)(
wi −

wi ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
wn−1

)
= wn−1 −

(
wn−1 ·wn

wi ·wn

)
wi. (10)

For 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 such that k 6= i, we have

wk = `k +
wk ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
wn−1 = `k +

wk ·wn

wn−1 ·wn
· wn−1 ·wn

wi ·wn
(wi − `i).

It follows from (6) that

ρi(wk) = `k −
wk ·wn

wi ·wn
`i = wk −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi. (11)

Using (10) and (11), equation (9) simplifies to

ci = c

(
siwi,

{
wk −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi | 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, k 6= i

}
,wn

)
.

We observe that the generators of ci in the latter case agree with those of cn−1 in
the former case, by setting i = n− 1.

Therefore, we can rewrite the cone ci for any i ∈ I+ ∪ I− in the form of

ci = c

(
u1

‖u1‖
, . . . ,

un−2

‖un−2‖
,un−1,wn

)
,
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where

{u1, . . . ,un−2} =

{
wk −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi | 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, k 6= i

}
(12)

un−1 = siwi (13)

If the cone ci is already of the form (I) or (II), then no further decomposition is
needed. Otherwise, we apply the inductive hypothesis on the (n − 1)-dimensional
cone

c

(
u1

‖u1‖
, . . . ,

un−2

‖un−2‖
,un−1

)
to get its (signed) decomposition into cones k1, . . . , kM that are of the form (I) or
(II). That is, each cone km := c(v1, . . . ,vn−1) from {k1, . . . , kM} either (I) contains
lines, or (II) satisfies

(i) ‖vj‖ = 1 for j = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1
(ii) vn−1 = un−1

(iii) 〈v1,v2, . . . ,vn−2〉 = 〈u1,u2, . . . ,un−2〉
(iv) vj · vn−1 = 0 for j = 1, 2, . . . , n− 3

(v) xTMn−1(km)x =
∥∥[ε1v1, . . . , εn−1vn−1

]
x
∥∥2

holds for every x ∈ Rn−1, where
εj = ±1.

Let

Cm = km + c(wn) = c(v1, . . . ,vn−1,wn)

be the n-dimensional cone obtained by appending wn to the generators of km. Then,
the cones C1, C2, . . . , CM give a decomposition of the cone ci on the right-hand side
of (8). It is clear that if km contain lines, then Cm also contains lines, so it is of
the form (I). It remains to show that Cm = c(v1, . . . ,vn−1,wn) is of the form (II),
given that km = c(v1, . . . ,vn−1) satisfies properties (i)–(v).

We set vn = wn. Then, Cm = c(v1, . . . ,vn−1,vn) clearly satisfies property (IIa)
because of (i), and property (IIb). Property (IIc) holds because

〈v1, . . . ,vn−2,vn−1〉 = 〈u1, . . . ,un−2,un−1〉 = 〈w1, . . . ,wn−2,wn−1〉,

where the first equality follows from properties (ii) and (iii), and the second equality
follows from equations (12) and (13). For any 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, k 6= i, we have(

wk −
wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi

)
·wn = wk ·wn −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi ·wn = 0.

Thus, wn is orthogonal to all u1, . . . ,un−2 by (12). Property (IId) holds because
vn = wn is also orthogonal to all v1, . . . ,vn−2 by property (iii). Using prop-
erty (IId), the associated matrix of Cm can be written in relation to the associated
matrix of km, as

Mn(Cm) =


Mn−1(km)

0
...
0

−|vn−1 · vn|
0 . . . 0 −|vn−1 · vn| 1

 .
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Let vector x =
(
x1, . . . , xn

)
∈ Rn. Then,

xTMn(Cm)x =
[
x1 · · ·xn−1

]
Mn−1(km)

 x1

...
xn−1

− 2|vn−1 · vn|xn−1xn + x2
n.

By property (v), for the appropriate choice of ε1, . . . , εn−1 ∈ {±1}, the first term
on the right-hand side of the above equation is equal to

‖ε1x1v1 + · · ·+ εn−1xn−1vn−1‖2 .
By setting

εn =

{
−1, if vn−1 · vn and εn−1 have the same sign

1, otherwise,

we have that −|vn−1 · vn| = εn−1εn (vn−1 · vn), and hence

xTMn(Cm)x

= ‖ε1x1v1 + · · ·+ εn−1xn−1vn−1‖2 + 2εn−1εn (vn−1 · vn)xn−1xn + ε2
nx

2
n

=
∥∥[ε1v1, . . . , εn−1vn−1, εnvn

]
x
∥∥2
.

This implies that property (IIe) holds as well. We showed that in Case 2, every cone
obtained via B–V decomposition can be further decomposed into a finite family of
cones, each of which either contains lines or has an associated matrix that is positive
definite. This concludes the proof of the theorem. �

Corollary 2.6. The decomposition in Theorem 2.5 allows for the computation of the
normalized solid angle of a simplicial cone C ∈ Rn via the power series (5).

Proof. Suppose Theorem 2.5 yields the decomposition C1, . . . , CN of C such that

[C] =
∑N
i=1 si[Ci], where si = ±1. Then

Ω̃n(C) =

N∑
i=1

siΩ̃n(Ci).

For each Ci in the decomposition, if it is of the form (I), then we can apply Corol-
lary 2.4 to reduce it to a lower-dimensional problem; if it is of the form (II), then

Theorem 1.5 applies. By induction on the dimension, each Ω̃n(Ci) can be com-
puted. �

We note that in order to compute the solid angle measure using Theorem 2.5,
one must determine the cones that contain lines and take orthogonal projections to
reduce dimension, which is not immediately obvious. As such, we present another
decomposition method in the following section.

3. Second decomposition method

The decomposition Theorem 3.3 in this section gives a more direct way to com-
pute the normalized solid angle measure of a simplicial cone. The resulting cones are
either lower-dimensional cones or full-dimensional simplicial cones. In the former
case, the cones have normalized solid angle measure 0. In the latter, the generators
of the cones are explicitly given. This allows us to determine the normalized solid
angle measure of the original cone, according to Corollary 3.4.
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3.1. Brion–Vergne decomposition with respect to a line. We will make use another
variant of Brion–Vergne (B–V) decomposition (see [7], [4]), which is with respect
to a one-dimensional subspace. Each cone in the decomposition will contain a
generator along the given one-dimensional subspace. This B–V decomposition is
reformulated below.

Theorem 3.1 (Brion–Vergne decomposition with respect to a line [4, Proposition
15a], rephrased). Let w1, . . . ,wn form a basis of Rn and let cone C = c(w1, . . . ,wn).
Given a non-zero vector r =

∑n
i=1 λiwi ∈ Rn, let δi ∈ {−1, 0, 1} denote the sign of

λi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then, the following relation holds, modulo indicator functions of
cones containing lines.

[C] ≡
∑
i:δi 6=0

si [c (εi,1w1, . . . , εi,i−1wi−1, εi,i+1wi+1, . . . , εi,nwn, δir)] ,

where si, εi,k ∈ {±1} for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, k 6= i are given by

si =

{
(−1)card({1≤j<i | δj=1}), if δi = 1

(−1)card({i<j≤n | δj=−1}), if δi = −1
(14)

εi,k =

{
−1, if δi = δk = 1 and k < i, or if δi = δk = −1 and k > i

1, otherwise
. (15)

Recall that if C = c(w1, . . . ,wn) is a simplicial cone in Rn generated by some
basis w1, . . . ,wn ∈ Rn, then its dual cone

C∗ := {y ∈ Rn | y · x ≥ 0 ∀x ∈ C}
is also simplicial. The dual cone C∗ = c(w∗1 . . . ,w

∗
n) is generated by some dual

basis w∗1, . . . ,w
∗
n ∈ Rn such that for every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and j 6= i,

w∗i ·wi > 0 and w∗i ·wj = 0. (16)

Furthermore, the dual of the dual is the cone itself, i.e., (C∗)
∗

= C. The dual of a
cone containing lines is a lower dimensional cone (i.e., a cone whose affine dimension
is less than n).

By first passing to the dual cone, then applying Brion–Vergne decomposition
Theorem 3.1 with respect to a particular line, and finally taking the dual again,
we obtain the following decomposition which is modulo lower dimensional cones.
Furthermore, each cone in the decomposition shares at least two generators wi and
wn of the original cone.

Theorem 3.2. Let w1, . . . ,wn form a basis of Rn and let cone C = c (w1, . . . ,wn).
Let δi ∈ {−1, 0, 1} denote the sign of wi · wn for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and set δn = 0.
Suppose that the δi’s are not all zero. Then, the following relation holds, modulo
indicator functions of lower dimensional cones.

[C] ≡
∑
i:δi 6=0

si [ci] ,

where each cone ci is generated by ui,k (1 ≤ k ≤ n) defined as

ui,k =

{
wk, if δk = 0 or k = i

εi,k

(
wk − wk·wn

wi·wn
wi

)
, otherwise

(17)

and the signs si, εi,k ∈ {±1} are given by equations (14) and (15), respectively.
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Proof. Suppose that the dual cone C∗ is generated by w∗1, . . . ,w
∗
n ∈ Rn. Let

r =

n−1∑
i=1

(
wi ·wn

wi ·w∗i

)
w∗i .

We note that the signs δi agree with those defined in Theorem 3.1, since wi ·w∗i > 0.
We apply Theorem 3.1 to the dual cone C∗ = c (w∗1, . . . ,w

∗
n), with respect to the

non-zero vector r, and obtain that

[C∗] ≡
∑
i:δi 6=0

si
[
c
(
εi,1w

∗
1, . . . , εi,i−1w

∗
i−1, εi,i+1w

∗
i+1, . . . , εi,nw

∗
n, δir

)]
,

modulo indicator functions of cones containing lines.
Since linear identities that hold for indicator functions of cones also hold for their

duals, we have

[C] ≡
∑
i:δi 6=0

si

[
c
(
εi,1w

∗
1, . . . , εi,i−1w

∗
i−1, εi,i+1w

∗
i+1, . . . , εi,nw

∗
n, δir

)∗]
,

modulo indicator functions of lower dimensional cones.
We now show that each dual cone on the right-hand side of the above relation

is generated by the ui,k’s that are defined in (17). To this end, we verify that

wi · (δir) > 0 and wi ·
(
εi,jw

∗
j

)
= 0 ∀j 6= i, (18)

and that for any k 6= i,

ui,k · (δir) = 0, ui,k · (εi,kw∗k) > 0 and ui,k ·
(
εi,jw

∗
j

)
= 0 ∀j 6= i or k. (19)

The conditions in (18) trivially hold because of (16). To show (19) for k 6= i, we
first consider the case where δk = 0, which implies that wk ·wn = 0 and ui,k = wk

by (17). We have

wk · (εi,kw∗k) > 0, wk ·
(
εi,jw

∗
j

)
= 0 ∀j 6= i or k, and

wk · (δir) = wk ·

δi n−1∑
j=1

(
wj ·wn

wj ·w∗j

)
w∗j


which is equal to 0 when k = n, or equal to δi (wk ·wn) = 0 when k 6= n. Now
consider k 6= i such that δk 6= 0, which implies k 6= n. Since δi 6= 0, we also know
that i 6= n and wi ·wn 6= 0. Using (17), we obtain that

ui,k · (δir) = εi,k δi

(
wk −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi

)
·
n−1∑
j=1

(
wj ·wn

wj ·w∗j

)
w∗j

= εi,k δi

[
wk ·wn

wk ·w∗k
(wk ·w∗k)− wk ·wn

wi ·wn
· wi ·wn

wi ·w∗i
(wi ·w∗i )

]
= 0

ui,k · (εi,kw∗k) = ε2
i,k

(
wk −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi

)
·w∗k = wk ·w∗k > 0

ui,k ·
(
εi,jw

∗
j

)
= εi,k εi,j

(
wk −

wk ·wn

wi ·wn
wi

)
·w∗j = 0 ∀j 6= i or k.

Therefore, the conditions in (19) are all satisfied. The theorem holds. �
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3.2. Solid angle decomposition that includes lower dimensional cones. We present
another decomposition theorem for a given full-dimensional simplicial cone whose
solid angle measure is of interest. The theorem is analogue to Theorem 2.5. The
resulting cones from Theorem 3.3 are either lower dimensional and hence have 0
as normalized solid angle measures, or have positive definite associated matrices so
that Theorem 1.5 applies.

Theorem 3.3. Given linearly independent unit vectors w1,w2, . . . ,wn ∈ Rn, the
cone c(w1,w2, . . . ,wn) can be decomposed into a finite family of cones, each of
which is either

(I) a cone of affine dimension less than n, or
(II) a full-dimensional cone generated by some vectors v1, . . . ,vn that satisfy the

properties (IIa)–(IIe) in Theorem 2.5 so that its associated matrix is positive
definite.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.5. We proceed by induction on
the dimension. The base case n = 2 is trivial (same proof as in Theorem 2.5).
Suppose that the theorem holds for dimension n − 1. Now consider the cone
c(w1,w2, . . . ,wn) in dimension n which is not already of the form (I) or (II).

If wn is orthogonal to all wi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, then the arguments in Case 1 of
the proof of Theorem 2.5 (where we replace “contain lines” by “of affine dimension
less than n”) verbatim apply, so the statement is true for dimension n.

Next, we assume that wn is not orthogonal to all w1, . . . ,wn−1. Let δn = 0 and
δi ∈ {−1, 0, 1} be the sign of wi ·wn for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then, the δi’s are not all zero.
We apply Theorem 3.2, and obtain the (signed) decomposition

[C] ≡
∑
i:δi 6=0

si [ci] modulo indicator functions of lower dimensional cones, (20)

where each cone ci = c (ui,1,ui,2, . . . ,ui,n) is generated by the ui,k’s according to
equation (17). In particular, ui,i = wi and ui,n = wn. Thus, we can rewrite the
cone ci for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 such that δi 6= 0 in the form of

ci = c (u1, . . . ,un−2,un−1,wn)

with {u1, . . . ,un−2} =
{

ui,k

‖ui,k‖ | 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, k 6= i
}

and un−1 = wi.

If the cone ci is already of the form (I) or (II), then no further decomposition
is needed. Otherwise, by the inductive hypothesis, the (n − 1)-dimensional cone
c (u1, . . . ,un−2,un−1) can be decomposed into cones k1, . . . , kM , such that each
cone km := c(v1, . . . ,vn−1) from {k1, . . . , kM} is either (I) a cone of affine dimen-
sion less than n − 1, or (II) a cone with positive associated matrix satisfying the
properties (i)–(v). Let

Cm = km + c(wn) = c(v1, . . . ,vn−1,wn)

be the n-dimensional cone obtained by appending wn to the generators of km.
Then, the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.5 show that Cm has the
desired properties, and that the cones C1, . . . , CM give a (signed) decomposition of
the cone ci in the relation (20). This concludes the inductive step, and therefore,
the theorem holds. �

Corollary 3.4. Let C be a simplicial cone in Rn. Theorem 3.3 gives explicitly the
cones Ci whose normalized solid angle measures Ω̃n(Ci) can be computed via the
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power series formula (5) and the signs si ∈ {±1}, such that the normalized solid
angle measure of C satisfies

Ω̃n(C) =

N∑
i=1

siΩ̃n(Ci). (21)

Furthermore, the number of cones in the decomposition is N ≤ (n− 1)!.

Proof. Suppose that Theorem 3.3 yields a signed decomposition of the cone C:

[C] ≡
N∑
i=1

si [Ci] modulo indicator functions of lower dimensional cones.

Since the normalized solid angle measure of a lower dimensional cone with respect
to Rn is zero, equation (21) holds.

Since each full-dimensional cone Ci resulting from the decomposition has a
positive-definite matrix, Theorem 1.5 applies, and so Ω̃n(Ci) can be computed
via the power series (5).

Finally, we show that N ≤ (n − 1)! by induction on n. If n = 2, then the base
case in the proof of Theorem 2.5 shows that the cone C is already of the form (II),
so no further decomposition is needed. Suppose that an (n − 1)-dimensional cone
can be decomposed into at most (n−2)! cones. For an n-dimensional cone C whose
associated matrix is not yet positive-definite, Theorem 3.3 first decomposes it into
the cones ci for i such that δi 6= 0, according to (20). Since δn = 0, there are at most
n − 1 such cones ci = c(ui,1, . . . ,ui,n). Subsequently, for each ci whose associated
matrix is not yet positive-definite, we omit its generator ui,n = wn in order to
obtain the (n− 1)-dimensional cone c(ui,1, . . . ,ui,n−1), and we further decompose
it into at most (n − 2)! cones that satisfy the desired properties by the inductive
hypothesis. Therefore, the total number of cones resulting from Theorem 3.3 is at
most (n− 1)(n− 2)! = (n− 1)!. �

4. Asymptotic bound on the truncation error

4.1. Tridiagonal associated matrices. As aforementioned, the large number of co-
ordinates needed creates issues with computational feasibility of the power series
formula (5) in Theorem 1.5. Ribando [20, p. 487] states that “[ . . . ]accurate series
approximations will require theorems allowing us to reduce the number of terms that
need computing.” Note that when αij = 0, the only terms of αa in the series (5)
that are non-zero must have multiexponent a whose aij = 0. Thus, one possibility
for reducing the number of terms needed for computing is by decomposing into
cones with as many pairwise orthogonal generators as possible. One particular in-
teresting case is when (αij)1≤i,j≤n is a tridiagonal matrix (i.e., aij = vi · vj = 0

whenever i 6= j and i+ 1 6= j), as we will discuss in this section.
Given linearly independent unit vectors v1,v2, . . . ,vn ∈ Rn, let V ∈ Rn×n de-

note the matrix whose i-th column vector is vi. Suppose that V TV is the following



16 ALLISON FITISONE AND YUAN ZHOU

symmetric and tridiagonal matrix, where βi = vi · vi+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

V TV =



1 β1 0 . . . 0

β1 1 β2
. . .

...

0
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

... βn−2 1 βn−1

0 . . . 0 βn−1 1


. (22)

Then, the formula (5) simplifies to the following multivariate power series Tβ in
(n− 1)-variables.

Tβ =
|detV |
(4π)

n
2

∑
b∈Nn−1

[
(−2)

∑
bi∏n−1

i=1 bi!
Γ

(
1 + b1

2

)
Γ

(
1 + b1 + b2

2

)
· · ·

Γ

(
1 + bn−2 + bn−1

2

)
Γ

(
1 + bn−1

2

)]
βb.

(23)

Theorem 4.1. Let C = c(v1,v2, . . . ,vn) be a cone in Rn generated by the linearly
independent unit vectors v1,v2, . . . ,vn. Let V be the matrix whose column vectors
are v1,v2, . . . ,vn. Suppose that V TV is a tridiagonal matrix as in (22). Then, the
associated matrix Mn(C) has the same eigenvalues as V TV .

In particular, if V TV is tridiagonal, then Mn(C) is positive definite, and the

power series (23) converges absolutely to the normalized solid angle measure Ω̃n(C)
of the cone C.

Proof. When V TV is the symmetric and tridiagonal matrix given by equation (22),
the associated matrix of C is

Mn(C) =



1 −|β1| 0 . . . 0

−|β1| 1 −|β2|
. . .

...

0
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

... −|βn−2| 1 −|βn−1|
0 . . . 0 −|βn−1| 1


, (24)

which is also symmetric and tridiagonal.
Let Pj(λ) be the characteristic polynomial of the j-th leading principal minor of

V TV for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Set β0 = 0. We have P0(λ) = 1, P1(λ) = 1− λ and

Pj(λ) = (1− λ)Pj−1(λ)− β2
j−1Pj−2(λ) for 2 ≤ j ≤ n,

where the last recurrence relation is a well-known result for symmetric tridiagonal
matrix (e.g., see [18]). Since relation depends only on β2

j−1 = (− |βj−1|)2
, it is clear

that the characteristic polynomial of the associated matrix is the same as that of
V TV . Therefore, V TV and Mn(C) have the same eigenvalues.

Since the columns of V are linearly independent, for any x 6= 0, we have
xT (V TV )x = ‖V x‖2 > 0, showing that V TV is positive definite. Thus, Mn(C) is
also positive definite. It follows from Theorem 1.5 that the power series (23) con-

verges absolutely to the normalized solid angle measure Ω̃n(C) of the cone C. �
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Remark 4.2. We can strengthen property (IId) from “vi ·vn = 0 for i = 1, . . . , n−2”
in Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 3.3 to

vi · vj = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n such that j 6= i or i± 1. (IId’)

The proofs of the two theorems hold verbatim. The new property (IId’) ensures
that V TV is a tridiagonal matrix for any cone from the decomposition, so that
Theorem 4.1 applies. Therefore, we have the following variant of Corollary 3.4,
which takes advantage of the tridiagonal structure. We note that the number of
cones resulting from the new decomposition can be larger than that of Corollary 3.4,
but it is still upper bounded by (n− 1)!.

Corollary 4.3. Let C be a simplicial cone in Rn. Theorem 3.3 (with property (IId)
replaced by (IId’)) gives explicitly the cones Ci and the signs si ∈ {±1}, such that
the normalized solid angle measure of C satisfies

Ω̃n(C) =

N∑
i=1

siΩ̃n(Ci).

The cones Ci have positive-definite and tridiagonal associated matrices, so their
normalized solid angle measures Ω̃n(Ci) can be computed via the simplified power
series formula (23). Furthermore, the number of cones in the decomposition is
N ≤ (n− 1)!.

4.2. Eigenvalues and series truncation errors. In their study [11], Gourion and
Seeger observed that a particular power series exhibited slow convergence when
the associated matrix was close to being singular. Considering this observation
alongside the previous Theorem 4.1, it is reasonable to investigate the impact of
eigenvalues on the convergence of the power series.

We notice that if the linearly independent unit vectors vi’s are all pairwise
orthogonal, then the normalized solid angle measure of the cone C = c(v1, . . . ,vn)
is trivial:

Ω̃n(C) =
1

2n
.

Therefore, in the following, we further assume that n ≥ 2 and that vi · vj 6= 0 for
some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. Let V denote the matrix whose ith column is vi. Let λmin be
the smallest eigenvalue of V TV .

Lemma 4.4. The smallest eigenvalue λmin of V TV satisfies 0 < λmin < 1.

Proof. The matrix V TV is positive definite, since for any x 6= 0, we have that
xT (V TV )x = ‖V x‖2 > 0, where the last strict inequality follows from the linear
independence of the columns of V . Thus, λmin > 0.

By Cauchy interlacing theorem, λmin is less than or equal to the minimum eigen-
value of a principal submatrix of V TV . In particular, by taking the principal sub-

matrix

[
1 vi · vj

vi · vj 1

]
where vi · vj 6= 0, we have λmin ≤ 1− vi · vj < 1. �

For the rest of this section, we focus on the case where V TV is the tridiagonal
matrix as defined in equation (22). Theorem 4.1 implies that the power series Tβ
in n−1 variables as defined in equation (23) converges absolutely to the solid angle
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measure. For simplicity, we consider only the series part

(4π)n/2

|detV |
Tβ =

∑
b∈Nn−1

Ab β
b,

where, for any multiexponent b = (b1, . . . , bn−1) in Nn−1,

Ab :=
(−2)

∑
bi∏n−1

i=1 bi!
Γ

(
1 + b1

2

)
Γ

(
1 + b1 + b2

2

)
· · ·

Γ

(
1 + bn−2 + bn−1

2

)
Γ

(
1 + bn−1

2

)
.

(25)

We regard

T (x) =
∑

b∈Nn−1

Ab x
b1
1 x

b2
2 · · ·x

bn−1

n−1

as a hypergeometric series of (n − 1) variables x = (x1, . . . , xn−1) in Horn’s sense
[14].

Remark 4.5. We recall some standard notations and results from [14, 20] regard-
ing the convergence of a hypergeometric series. We rephrase them below for the
triadiagonal case to describe the domain of convergence of T (x).

Let ei denote the i-th standard basis vector. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we define the
ratio of the neighboring coefficients

fi(b) :=
Ab+ei

Ab
, (26)

and introduce the limit

Ψi(b) := lim
t→∞

fi(tb).

We can view Ab, fi(b) and Ψi(b) as functions of b ∈ Rn−1
+ instead of b ∈ Nn−1.

Then, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, fi is a rational function of the variables b ∈ Rn−1
+ . Set

b0 = bn = 0. The function Ψi satisfies

Ψi(b) = lim
t→∞

Atb+ei

Atb
= −

√
(bi−1 + bi)(bi + bi+1)

bi
, (27)

and it is a rational and homogeneous function of degree zero.

The parameterized curve
(

1
|Ψ1(b)| , . . . ,

1
|Ψn−1(b)|

)
describes an hypersurface that

bounds the convergence domain of the hypergeometric series T (x). That is, if a
point x lies on the boundary of the convergence domain, then for some b ∈ Rn−1

+ ,

|xi| =
1

|Ψi(b)|
∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. (28)

In addition, [20, Theorem 3.2] states that x lies on the boundary of the convergence
domain, if

det



1 −|x1| 0 . . . 0

−|x1| 1 −|x2|
. . .

...

0
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

... −|xn−2| 1 −|xn−1|
0 . . . 0 −|xn−1| 1


= 0. (29)



SOLID ANGLE MEASURE OF POLYHEDRAL CONES 19

It follows from Theorem 4.1 that in the tridiagonal case, the minimum eigenvalue
of the associated matrix M(C) given in (24) is also λmin, where 0 < λmin < 1 by
Lemma 4.4, and that x = β lies in the convergence domain of T (x). The following
lemma suggests that 1− λmin plays a role in the convergence of T (x).

Lemma 4.6. The point
(

β1

1−λmin
, . . . , βn−1

1−λmin

)
lies on the boundary of the domain of

convergence of the series T (x).

Proof. By Remark 4.5, it suffices to show that equation (29) holds for x = β
1−λmin

,

which is clearly satisfied since λmin is an eigenvalue of M(C). �

We show a lemma regarding the monotonicity of the functions fi in (26), which
will become useful later in analysing the series truncation errors.

Lemma 4.7. Let b ∈ Rn−1
+ and let 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1 such that i 6= j. Then,

|fi(b + ej)| ≥ |fi(b)|.

Proof. If j 6= i± 1, then it follows from equations (26) and (25) that |fi(b+ ej)| =
|fi(b)|. If j = i± 1, then the desired inequality is equivalent to

Γ
(

3+bi+bj
2

)
Γ
(

2+bi+bj
2

) ≥ Γ
(

2+bi+bj
2

)
Γ
(

1+bi+bj
2

) ,
which holds because the Γ function is log-convex on the positive real axis. �

We are interested in an asymptotic analysis on the truncation error of the series
T (β). Truncating the series in partial degrees (N1, . . . , Nn−1), the error term is
bounded by E(N1, . . . , Nn−1) defined below.

Definition 4.8. For partial degrees (N1, . . . , Nn−1) ∈ Nn−1, define the series T (β)
truncation error as

E(N1, . . . , Nn−1) =
∑
b∈B

∣∣Abβ
b
∣∣ ,

where B = {b ∈ Nn−1 | bi ≥ Ni for at least one i}.

We investigate the asymptotic decay of E(N1, . . . , Nn−1), in relation to 1−λmin.

Theorem 4.9. For any ρ such that 1 − λmin < ρ < 1, there exist partial degrees
N1, . . . , Nn−1 such that for any integer ` ≥ 1, we have

E(N1 + `, . . . , Nn−1 + `) ≤ ρ`E(N1, . . . , Nn−1).

To simplify the notation, we will prove Theorem 4.9 specifically for n = 3, which
we restate as Proposition 4.10 below. Note that the proof for general n follows in
the exact same manner.

Proposition 4.10. For any ρ such that 1− λmin < ρ < 1, there exist partial degrees
N1 and N2 such that for any integer ` ≥ 1, we have

E(N1 + `,N2 + `) ≤ ρ`E(N1, N2).

Proof. For the multiexponent (b1, b2), the coefficient Ab in equation (25) writes

Ab1,b2 =
(−2)b1+b2

b1! b2!
Γ

(
1 + b1

2

)
Γ

(
1 + b2

2

)
Γ

(
1 + b1 + b2

2

)
.
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N2

N1

θ1

θ2

θ

r

Figure 1. The (b1, b2)-plane corresponding to the proof of Propo-
sition 4.10. The purple sector region shows where the ratio bounds
in (34) hold; The red region and the blue region correspond to
Claim 4.11 (1) and (2), respectively.

By Lemma 4.6 and (28), there exist x1, x2 ∈ R+ such that

|β1|
1− λmin

=
1

|Ψ1(x1, x2)|
and

|β2|
1− λmin

=
1

|Ψ2(x1, x2)|
Thus,

|β1Ψ1(x1, x2)| = 1− λmin and |β2Ψ2(x1, x2)| = 1− λmin (30)

Since Ψ1,Ψ2 are rational and homogeneous functions of degree zero by (27), their
values only depend on the ratio between x1 and x2. (We note that for general n > 3,
each Ψi only depends on at most two consecutive pairwise ratios.) We express

(x1, x2) in polar coordinates (r0, θ0) with r0 =
√
x2

1 + x2
2 and θ0 = arctan(x2/x1).

It follows from (27) that |Ψ1(r cos θ, r sin θ)| =
√

1 + tan θ, which is increasing on
θ ∈ [0, π/2), and |Ψ2(r cos θ, r sin θ)| =

√
1 + cot θ, which is decreasing on θ ∈

(0, π/2]. We obtain from (30) that∣∣∣β1 lim
r→∞

f1(r cos θ0, r sin θ0)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣β2 lim
r→∞

f2(r cos θ0, r sin θ0)
∣∣∣ = 1− λmin. (31)

Let ε be a small positive number. Specifically, we set

ε :=

√
ρ

1− λmin
− 1 > 0. (32)

It follows from (31) that there exists r0 > 0 such that

∀ r ≥ r0, |βifi(r cos θ0, r sin θ0)| ≤ (1− λmin)(1 + ε/2) for i = 1, 2.

Since f1, f2 are rational functions, there exist θ1, θ2 with θ2 < θ0 < θ1 such that

∀ r ≥ r0 and θ ∈ [θ2, θ1], |βifi(r cos θ, r sin θ)| ≤ (1− λmin)(1 + ε) for i = 1, 2.

Let S be the sector whose polar coordinates r, θ satisfy

r > r0 and θ ∈ [θ2, θ1].
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Denote

µ := (1− λmin)(1 + ε) =
√

(1− λmin)ρ < 1. (33)

We note that for (b1, b2) ∈ R2
+,

β1f1(b1, b2) =
(
Ab1+1,b2 β

b1+1
1 βb22

)
/
(
Ab1,b2 β

b1
1 β

b2
2

)
;

β2f2(b1, b2) =
(
Ab1,b2+1 β

b1
1 β

b2+1
2

)
/
(
Ab1,b2 β

b1
1 β

b2
2

)
.

Thus, for any (b1, b2) ∈ R2
+ that lies in the sector S,∣∣∣Ab1+1,b2 β

b1+1
1 βb22

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ab1,b2 βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ≤ µ and

∣∣∣Ab1,b2+1 β
b1
1 β

b2+1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ab1,b2 βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ≤ µ. (34)

Let (N1, N2) be an integer point in the interior of S such that (N1 ± 1, N2) and
(N1, N2 ± 1) are also inside the sector S. Such point (N1, N2) exists because the
conditions below can always be met by scaling.

N2 cot θ1 + 1 ≤ N1 ≤ N2 cot θ2 − 1 and

N1 tan θ2 + 1 ≤ N2 ≤ N1 tan θ1 − 1.
(35)

We illustrate the parameters and the regions in Figure 1.
Using (34)–(35) together with Lemma 4.7, we obtain the following claim.

Claim 4.11. Let (b1, b2) ∈ N2.

(1) If b1 ≥ N1 and b2 ≤ b1 tan θ1, then

∣∣∣Ab1+1,b2
β
b1+1
1 β

b2
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ab1,b2
β
b1
1 β

b2
2

∣∣∣ ≤ µ.

(2) If b2 ≥ N2 and b2 ≥ b1 tan θ2, then

∣∣∣Ab1,b2+1 β
b1
1 β

b2+1
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣Ab1,b2
β
b1
1 β

b2
2

∣∣∣ ≤ µ.

In order to study the truncation errors E(N1, N2) and E(N1 + `,N2 + `), we
rewrite them as

E(N1, N2) = S1 + S2 + S3 (36)

and

E(N1 + `,N2 + `) ≤ S′1 + S′2 + S′3 + S′4, (37)

respectively, where

S1 =
∑
b1≥N1

0≤b2<N2

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ; S2 =
∑
b2≥N2

0≤b1<N1

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ;
S3 =

∑
b1≥N1
b2≥N2

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ,
and

S′1 =
∑

b1≥N1+`
0≤b2<N2

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ; S′2 =
∑

b2≥N2+`
0≤b1<N1

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ;
S′3 =

∑
b1≥N1
b2≥N2+`

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ ; S′4 =
∑

b1≥N1+`
b2≥N2

∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β
b2
2

∣∣∣ .
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N1

N2

θ1

θ2S2

S1

S3

s

N1

N2

θ1

θ2
S2
′

S1
′

S′3

N2 + `

N1 + `

S′4s

Figure 2. Planes of multiexponents (b1, b2) ∈ N2 for analysing
the series truncation errors E(N1, N2) (left) and E(N1 + `,N2 + `)
(right). The color of a point (b1, b2) indicates which series Sk the

term |Ab1,b2β
b1
1 β

b2
2 | belongs to in equations (36) and (37).

We view each term |Ab1,b2β
b1
1 β

b2
2 | in a series Sk as corresponding to the point (b1, b2)

in the first quadrant. See Figure 2.
We first consider S1 and S′1. Let (b1, b2) ∈ N2 such that b1 = N1 + i for some

i ≥ 0 and b2 ≤ N2. We compare the term corresponding to (b1, b2) with the term
corresponding to (N1, b2). Using Claim 4.11–(1), we have that∣∣∣∣∣AN1+i,b2β

N1+i
1 βb22

AN1,b2β
N1
1 βb22

∣∣∣∣∣ =

i−1∏
j=0

∣∣∣∣∣AN1+j+1,b2β
N1+j+1
1 βb22

AN1+j,b2β
N1+j
1 βb22

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ µi.
In particular, the above inequality holds for i = ` and any 0 ≤ b2 ≤ N2 − 1. This
implies that

S′1 ≤ µ`S1. (38)

Similarly, using Claim 4.11–(2), we obtain that

S′2 ≤ µ`S2. (39)

Next, we compare a term corresponding to (b1, b2) in S3 to the term s corre-
sponding to (N1, N2), which is defined by

s :=
∣∣∣AN1,N2β

N1
1 βN2

2

∣∣∣ .
Claim 4.12. Let b1 = N1 + i and b2 = N2 + j, where i, j are non-negative integers.
Then ∣∣∣Ab1,b2βb11 β

b2
2

∣∣∣
s

≤ µi+j .

Proof. Depending on whether the point (b1, b2) lies below or above the ray from the
origin through the point (N1, N2), we reduce either b1 or b2 by 1, as follows. By the
geometric conditions in (35), if (b1, b2) is below the ray, then b1−1 lies in the sector
S, and if (b1, b2) is above the ray, then b2− 1 lies in the sector S. In either case, we
can apply Claim 4.11 to obtain that the ratio between the terms corresponding to
(b1, b2) and (b′1, b

′
2) = (b1, b2 − 1) or (b1 − 1, b2) is at most µ. Repeat this process

until (b′1, b
′
2) = (N1, N2). By multiplying the sequences of ratios obtained in the

process, we have the desired inequality. �
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In particular, Claim 4.12 provides upper bounds of S′3 and S′4 in terms of s.

S′3 ≤ s
∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=`

µi+j =
µ`s

(1− µ)2
,

S′4 ≤ s
∞∑
i=`

∞∑
j=0

µi+j =
µ`s

(1− µ)2
.

(40)

Claim 4.13. For very large N1, N2, we may assume that s/S1 is sufficiently small.

Proof. Let (N∗1 , N
∗
2 ) ∈ N2 be a point in the sector S such that N∗1 ≥ N1, N

∗
2 =

N2 + k and k := bN∗2 − N∗1 tan θ2c is a large integer. Define s∗ to be the term
corresponding to the integer point (N∗1 , N

∗
2 ), and define the series S∗1 accordingly.

Notice that we can lower bound S∗1 by the single term t inside it, where t :=∣∣∣AN∗1 ,N2β
N∗1
1 βN2

2

∣∣∣ corresponding to the point (N∗1 , N2). Since this point lies in S

and N2 = N∗2 − k, Claim 4.11–(2) implies that s∗/t ≤ µk. Therefore, s∗/S∗1 ≤ µk,
which is sufficiently small for k large enough. �

In particular, we take large N1, N2 such that s/S1 ≤ 1
2ε(1−µ)2, or equivalently,

2s

(1− µ)2
≤ εS1. (41)

By combining (36)–(41), we obtain that

E(N1 + `,N2 + `) ≤ S′1 + S′2 + S′3 + S′4 ≤ µ`
(
S1 + S2 +

2s

(1− µ)2

)
≤ µ` (S1 + S2 + εS1) ≤ µ`(1 + ε)(S1 + S2 + S3)

≤ µ`(1 + ε)`(S1 + S2 + S3)

= (µ(1 + ε))`E(N1, N2).

Finally, according to the definitions (32) and (33),

µ(1 + ε) =
√

(1− λmin)ρ ·
√

ρ

1− λmin
= ρ.

Therefore, the desired inequality E(N1 + `,N2 + `) ≤ ρ`E(N1, N2) holds. �
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