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PETTY PROJECTION INEQUALITY ON THE SPHERE AND ON THE
HYPERBOLIC SPACE

YOUJIANG LIN AND YUCHI WU

ABSTRACT. Using gnomonic projection and Poincaré model, we first define the spherical
projection body and hyperbolic projection body in spherical space S™ and hyperbolic space
H™, then define the spherical Steiner symmetrization and hyperbolic Steiner symmetrization,

finally prove the spherical projection inequality and hyperbolic projection inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the Brunn-Minkowski theory of Euclidean space R"™, the two classical inequalities which
connect the volume of a convex body with that of its polar projection body are the Petty
and Zhang projection inequalities, see e.g. [19,30]. The Petty projection inequality shows
that among all convex bodies with the same volume, the ellipsoids have the largest volume
of polar projection body. The Zhang projection inequality shows that the simplices minimise
the volume of polar projection body. Petty projection inequalities have been extended to the
L,, Petty projection inequalities and Orlicz projection inequalities, see e.g. [20,22]. Moreover,
the functional versions of Petty projection inequality—affine Pdlya-Szego inequality and affine
Sobolev inequality have been largely studies, see e.g. [9,15,21,29].

Recently some researches on isoperimetry in Euclidean space have been extended to spher-
ical or hyperbolic space, see e.g. [1-3,5,6, 10,12, 14,23 25 26]. F. Besau and E.M. Werner [3]
introduced the spherical convex floating body for a convex body on the FEuclidean unit sphere
and define a new spherical area measure—the floating area. We are convinced that the floating
area will become a powerful tool in spherical convex geometry. F. Besau, T. Hack, P. Pivo-
varov and F.E. Schuster [2] introduced the spherical centroid body of a centrally-symmetric
convex body in the Euclidean unit sphere, studied a number of basic properties of spherical
centroid bodies and proved a spherical analogue of the classical polar Busemann-Petty cen-
troid inequality. F. Gao, D. Hug and R. Schneider [12] proved the Urysohn inequality and
the Blaschke-Santal6 inequality in the spherical and hyperbolic space. Later, T. Hack and
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P. Pivovarov [14] proved a randomized version of the spherical and hyperbolic Urysohn-type
inequalities. G. Wang and C. Xia [25] solved various isoperimetric problems for the quermass-
integrals and the curvature integrals in the hyperbolic space H" and established quite strong
Alexandrov-Fenchel type inequalities.

In comparison with the Euclidean case there are very few results and techniques available
in spherical and hyperbolic space. In [12] and [14], the authors use the two-point symmetriza-
tion procedure together with rearrangement inequalities in order to prove their result. In [2],
the authors used a probabilistic approach to prove the spherical centroid inequality. In [25],
the authors used quermassintegral-preserving curvature flows approach to solve the isoperi-
metric type problems in the hyperbolic space. It is well-known that Steiner symmetrization
is a fundamental tool for attacking problems regarding isoperimetry and related geometric
inequalities in Euclidean space R™, see e.g. [4,7,8]. In this paper, we define the spherical and
hyperbolic Steiner symmetrizations on S” and H" which preserve the property of star bod-
ies, the volume invariance after a Steiner symmetrization and convergence of iterative Steiner
symmetrizations. Using the spherical and hyperbolic Steiner symmetrizations, we prove the
spherical projection inequality and hyperbolic projection inequality, respectively.

In this paper, first we study the spherical projection body in spherical space, which is a
natural analog of Petty projection body in Euclidean space. Using the gnomonic projection
from S onto R™ and the definition of classical Euclidean Petty projection body, we define
the spherical Petty projection body. Using the monotonic increasing property of the mea-
sures of the polar bodies of spherical projection bodies after performing a spherical Steiner
symmetrization and the continuity of spherical projection operator with respect to spherical
Hausdorff distance, we proved the spherical Petty projection inequality. Let Sp(S’}) denote
the set of spherical star bodies with respect to a spherical cap in S7 (see Definition 5). Let
[Ig(K) denote the spherical polar body of spherical projection body of K (see Definition 3
and Definition 10).

Theorem 1.1. If K € Sp(S}) and K* is the spherical cap center at e,y with the same

measure as K, then
H" (Hg(K)) < H" (Ig(K7)), (1.1)
with the equality if and only if K = K*.

In hyperbolic geometry, we will use Poincaré model. In this model, the hyperbolic space
H" is identified with the open Euclidean unit ball B" equipped with a certain metric. In this
paper, we give a ¢ transformation from B"™ to the Euclidean space R"”. Combining Poincaré
model and ® transformation, we can define hyperbolic Steiner symmetrizations, hyperbolic
projection bodies and hyperbolic polar bodies. Using the monotonic increasing property of

the measure of the polar bodies of hyperbolic star bodies and the continuity of hyperbolic
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projection operator with respect to hyperbolic Hausdorff distance, we proved the hyperbolic
Petty projection inequality. Let Sp(H") denote the set of hyperbolic star bodies with respect
to a hyperbolic ball in H" (see Definition 8). Let IIf(K) denote the hyperbolic polar body of
hyperbolic projection body of K (see Definition 11 and Definition 13).

Theorem 1.2. [f K € Sg(H") and K* is the hyperbolic ball center at e, 1 with the same

measure as K, then
H" (g (K)) < H" (LK), (1.2)
with the equality if and only if K = K*.
2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basic facts from Euclidean convex geometry. Let R" denote n-dimensional Eu-
clidean space. Let o denote the origin of R". Let ey,--- e, denote the standard orthonor-
mal basis of R". Let R""! denote the subspace of R® with the n-th component is 0, i.e.,
R ! :={r e R" x-¢e,=0}. Let S"! denote the set of unit vectors of R". Let B,(r) denote
the closed ball centered at the origin o with radius r in R”. Let H* denote the k-dimensional
Hausdorff measure. Let w, denote the volume of B,(1), i.e., w, := H"(B,(1)). A convex body
K is a compact convex subset of R™. The set of convex bodies in R" is denoted by I (R™).
We denote by K, (R") the set of convex bodies that contain the origin in their interiors. Let
| - || denote the Euclidean norm. For K € K (R"), K is uniquely determined by its support
function hg defined by

hg(z) =max{zr-y:ye K}, zeR"
The support function is homogeneous of degree 1, i.e.,
hx(rz) = rhg(xz), forr > 0. (2.1)

For K € I, (R™), its radial function is defined by

pr(x) :=max{r >0: re € K}, z¢&R"\{o}. (2.2)
The radial function is homogeneous of degree —1, i.e.,
1
pi(rx) = —pg(z), forr >0. (2.3)
r

A compact set K C R" is a star-shaped set with respect to the z € K if the intersection of
every straight line through z with K is a line segment. Let K C R" be a compact star shaped
set with respect to z € K, the radial function pg .(-) : R*\{o} — R is defined by

pi(x) =max{r >0: z+rzec K}. (2.4)

If pg . is strictly positive and continuous, then we call K a star body with respect to the z,
denotes the class of star bodies in R™ by S,(R™). If K C R" is a star body with respect to
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each point of ball B,(r), then we say K is a star body with respect to a ball. The class of star
bodies with respect to ball B,(r) will be denoted by Sg(R™). It is clear that IC,(R™) C Sp(R"),
i.e., any convex body with the origin as its interior is a star body with respect to a ball. For

K € Sg(R™), we have the following volume formula

1
) = [ okl (2.5)
n Snfl
and the perimeter formula
H L (OK) = / ) [ v (pre(w)w)] ™ du, (2.6)
Snfl

where 1% (pg(u)u) denotes the outer unit normal vector of K at the boundary point px (u)u.
For K € S, (R"), its polar body is defined by

K :={yeR": y-x <1 forany z € K}.
It is well-known that if K € K, (R"),
(K*)" =K. (2.7)
The support function and radial function of K € IC,(R™) have the following relationship:
hg(z)pr-(x) =1, x € R"\{o}. (2.8)
The radial distance between K, L € S,(R") is defined by
A L) = Iprc = puloo = mass [pic() = pu(u)] (2.9)
The Hausdorff distance between the compact sets K, L C R" is defined by
dy(K,L):=min{r >0: K C L+ B,(r), L C K+ B,(r)}. (2.10)

For K € Sg (R™), its Petty projection body is defined with its support function:

1
o 2) =5 [ () 2| i a), (2.11)
K

where K denotes the boundary of K, v (z) denotes the unit outer normal vector of K at
the boundary point x € 9K, “” denotes the Euclidean scalar product and H"~! denotes the
(n — 1)-Hausdorff measure. The polar body of II(K) will be denoted by IT*(K) rather than

(I(K))".
The following lemma shows that the Petty projection operator I : Sp (R") — IC,(R™) is

continuous when K; converges to K in the Hausdorff distance.

Lemma 2.1. [10, Proposition 4.1] Let Ky, K; € Sp(R"™), i € N. If K; — Ky in the Hausdorff
distance and H" Y (OK;) — H" Y (0Ky), then IIK; — 11K, in the Hausdorff distance.
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For K € S, (R"), its Steiner symmetrization along the direction u € S"~! is defined by
1 1
S = | {:c' +tu: te l_§H1<K“’”*“')’ éHl(Kw/)} } : (2.12)
!L'/GK|UL
where u' denotes the orthogonal complementary space of u, i.e., ut :={z € R": z-u = 0};

K]|,. denotes the orthogonal projection of K onto ut, i.e.,

K|, := {2’ € u™ : there exits some € R such that 2’ + ru € K};

K, denotes the intersection of K and the straight line parallel to u and passing through
point 2/, i.e.,
Kio ={reK: z=2"+ru, r e R}
For simplicity of notation, we write SK, K" and K,/ instead of S, K, K|.. and K., ., Te-
spectively.
Let K € S, (R™). Its symmetric rearrangement K* is the closed centered ball whose volume

agrees with K,
K*:={x e R": wy,|lz||" <H"(K)}.

Let f:R™ — [0,+00) be a nonnegative measurable function that vanishes at infinity, in the

sense that all its positive level sets have finite measure,
H" ({xz: f(z)>1}) <oo, forallt>0.

We define the symmetric decreasing rearrangement f* of f by symmetrizing its the level sets,

(@) = / X{f>tp ()dt, (2.13)
0
where yg denote the characteristic function of £ C R", i.e.,

{1 if r e F,

xe(z) = (2.14)

0 otherwise.

The following lemma provides some properties on the Steiner symmetrizations of star bodies.
Lemma 2.2. [17, Lemma 5.1] If K € Sg(R"), then S,K € Sg(R") for every u € S*1.

Lemma 2.3. [17, Theorem 2.2] Let K, K; € Sg(R"), i € N. Then, the fact that K; converges

to K in Hausdorff distance is equivalent to the fact that K; converges to K in radial distance.

Lemma 2.4. [17, Theroem 2.3] If K € Sg(R") and T is a dense subset of S"~', then there
is a sequence {u;} C T such that K; := Sy, - - - Sy, K converges to K* in radial distance.

The following lemma characterizes the structures of the boundaries of star bodies with

respect to a ball.
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Lemma 2.5. [18, Theorem 8.1] Let K € Sg(R™). Then, for almost all u € S*™, there is a
sequence of disjoint open subsets G,,, C K', and two sequences of graph functions fy, ;, Gm.; :
G — R, 1 <5 <m, satisfying

(i) U, Gy, is open dense in K', and fin1 < gm1 <+ < fnj < Gmj;

(ii) K has the representation (if we neglect an H"-null set)

K= U (@ ) fus(@) < 20 < guy(a)}
m=1 2'eGmn
1<j<m
and OK has the representation (if we neglect an H" *-null set)
U U{ S (7)) 2’ € G} U{(2!, gm,; () - 2" € G}
m=1j=1
(111) fm.j, gm,; are differentiable at each z' € G,,, and
V fmi(@), —1 —Vgm,i(2'),1
VK(SL’I,fm,j(Jf/)): ( ,]( ) )2’ I/K(.T/,ng(.T/)): ( ]( ) )2.
V1 Vs (@) V14 V0]

The following well-known fact, which is provided by Lutwak, Yang and Zhang [22], estab-

lishes the relationship between Steiner symmetrizations and polar bodies.

Lemma 2.6. [22, Lemma 1.1.] For two convex bodies K, L € K,(R"),
Se, L* C K~

if and only if

t
hp(Z,t) =hp(2',—s) =1, witht # —s = hg (z', S;_ ) <1.

In addition, if S., L* = K*, then hg(2',**) =1 for any (#,t), (¢, —s) € R"! x R satisfying
t# —s and hp(2',t) = hr(2',—s) = 1.

2.2. Basic facts from Spherical convex geometry. Let R"™! denote (n + 1)-dimensional
Euclidean space. Let R" := {z € R""! : x-¢,,; = 0}. Let o denote the origin of R"*!. Let
€1, ,€n, eny1 denote the standard orthonormal basis of R"*1. We denote the Euclidean unit
sphere in R"*! by S n > 2. For u € S, let S, denote the set {v € S*: v-u = 0}. Let S
denote the set {v € S": v-u > 0} and S denote the set {v € S*: v-u < 0}. To simplify
and S denote ST . A set A C S" is called (spherical)

notation, we let S"~! denote S, ., -

convez if its radial extension
rad A = {TUGR"“:TZOELHdUGA}

is convex in R"™!. A closed convex subset of S" is called a (spherical) convexr body. The set

of convex bodies is denoted by K (S™). Furthermore, the set of convex bodies contained in S
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with e, 1 as its interior point is denoted by I, (S’}r) And the set of convex bodies contained
in S” with —e, 11 as its interior point is denoted by /C, (Sﬁ).

The natural spherica distance d; is given by ds(u,v) = arccos(u - v) for u,v € S". For
spherical compact sets K, L C S", the spherical Hausdorff distance of K and L is defined by

ds(K,L) :=inf{r >0: KCL, and L C K, }, (2.15)
where L, denotes the spherical parallel set of L, which is defined by
L, :=={w € S": there exists v € L such that ds(w,v) <r}.
Let Bs(«) denote the spherical cap of radius o € (0,7/2) and center e, in S™, i.e.,
Bs(a) :={v e S": ds(v,ens1) < a}.

The convex hull conv A of A C S™ is the intersection of all convex bodies in S™ that contain

A. The convex hull of two spherical convex bodies K, L is denoted by conv(K, L), i.e.,
conv(K, L) := conv(K U L).

The segment spanned by two points u, v € S*, u # —wv, is given by conv(u, v) = conv({u}, {v}).
A k-sphere S, k € {0,...,n}, is the intersection of a (k + 1)-dimensional linear subspace of
R™! with S™. Let S be a k-sphere and let K € K (S™). Then the spherical projection K | S
is defined by

K|S :=conv(5°,K)NS,
where S°:={w € S": w-u =0 for all u € S}. The spherical projection about point is given

by x| S :={z}|S.

Definition 1. For K € K, (Sﬁ), the spherical support function h(K,-) : S*~! — (O, g) of K
is defined by

hs(K,v) = max {sgn(v- w)ds (epp1,w [ S, ) weK}, veS (2.16)

€n+1,V
where Sénﬂm denotes the 1-sphere spanned by e, and v.
The intuitive interpretation of the spherical support function is as follows: If v € S*~! then

the projection K | Simw is a spherical segment and the spherical support function measures

the width along the direction v with respect to e, ;. We have

K |S! = {cos(a)e,1 +sin(a)v : a € [=h(K, —v), h(K,v)]}.

€n41,V

Definition 2. For K € IC,(S%), its spherical radial function is defined by
ps(K,v) :=max {sgn(v - w)ds (en41,w) : w € K N S;nﬂ,v b, ovesth (2.17)

Definition 3. For K € IC,(S%), its spherical polar body K° is defined by

K={veS": v-w<0 forallwe K}. (2.18)
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By the above definition, if K € IC,(S" ), then K° € IC,(S™).

Definition 4. The gnomonic projection g : S, — R" is defined by

(%
g(v) = -
€ny1 -V

The inverse gnomonic projection g~* : R™ — S’ is defined by

g (z):

o T+ €n+1
|l + entall

By the definition of gnomonic projection of K € IC,(S%), the following equalities show the
relations between spherical support function (spherical radial function) of K and the Euclidean

support function (Euclidean radial function) of g(K):

h(g(K),v) = tan hy(K,v), ve S, (2.19)

p(9(K),v) = tan p,(K,v), ve S (2.20)
Moreover, it is easily to prove that for K € IC,(S%),
9(K)" = —g(=K7). (2.21)
By (2.7) and (2.21), for K € K,(S7), we have
(K°)° =K. (2.22)

By (2.19), (2.20) and (2.21),
1 1 1
tan (K v) = g (). v) = Sy sy = pa ), —0) — tanpn (Ko, o)

Therefore, for K € K,(S) and v € S",

ho(K,v) + ps(—K°, —v) = +. (2.23)

By Definition 4 and the definitions of star bodies in R", we define spherical star bodies as

follows.

Definition 5. For a spherical compact set K C S, if its gnomonic projection g(K) is a star
body with respect to o in R”, then K is called as spherical star body with respect to e,1. If
g(K) is a star body with respect to a ball B,(tan ) in R", then K is called as spherical star
body with respect to a spherical cap Bs(«).

The set of spherical star bodies with respect to e,;; is denoted by S,(S7). The set of
spherical star bodies with respect to B,(«) is denoted by Sp(S?). Similarly, IC,(S™) C Sp(ST).
For K € §,(S"), its spherical radial function px can be defined as in (2.17).
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Definition 6. For K € K,(R"), its spherical measure is defined by
_ oy — 2L
M(K) = / (T4 [|lz[]?) * da. (2.24)
K

By [2, Lemma 2.3], the spherical measure of K € K,(R") equals the n-Hausdorff measure
of its inverse gnomonic projection H" (¢~*(K)). Thus, for K € K,(S.), we have

H'(K) = M(g9(K)). (2.25)
Lemma 2.7. ( [27, Lemma 6.5.1]). Let S be a k-sphere, 0 <k <n—1, and let f : S" — R
be a non-negative measurable function. Then

= sin ° u)¥ f(u)dudo. :
[ o= [ [ s (57 0)" (2.20)

2.3. Basic facts from Hyperbolic convex geometry. Let us recall some facts about

hyperbolic geometry; see e.g. [24]. In R let
H" = {(z,2041) € R l2]® — 274y = =1, @010 > 0}
denote the upper sheet of a two-sheet hyperboloid.

Definition 7. (Poincaré model) Let o' := —e,1. For any = := (z,2,41) € H", Poincaré
model projection point of z, denoted by P(Z), is the intersection of the half-line o'z and R™.
In Poincaré model, H" is identified with the following open unit ball equipped with a certain

metric
B" = {(2,2041) € R™ ¢ [laf| <1, 2pp1 = O} (2.27)

We call the projection P : H" — B" as Poincaré model projection. In Poincaré model, the
corresponding metric is
dei+ -+ da?

ds? =4 5
(1= (2% +---+22))

(2.28)

In this metric, geodesic segments are arcs of the circles orthogonal to the boundary of the
ball B". If a segment passes through the origin, then the circle becomes a straight line. We
say that a body K C B" is h-convez if it is convex with respect to the metric (2.28). The
h-convexity means that for any two points = and y in K the geodesic segment connecting
these two points is also in K.

For two compact sets K, L C H", their hyperbolic Hausdorff distance is defined by
dp(K,L):=inf{r>0: KCL,, LCK,}, (2.29)
where

K, = {y € H" : there exits z € K such that ds*(P(z), P(y)) < r*}.
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Let Bp(a) C H" denote the hyperbolic ball centered at e, with radius «, i.e.,
By(a) :={z e H": ds*(P(z),0) < a’}.

The volume element of the metric (2.28) equals

dry---dx, dx
dp, =2" =~ =2" . (2.30)
(1— (2t 4+ +23)) (1 —l=]*)

Therefore, for K C B", the hyperbolic volume is then given by
_ dx
hvol,,(K) = / du, = 2”/ _ . (2.31)
: T = J2IP)

K K

If K is a star body in B", we can write its hyperbolic volume in polar coordinates,
B pi(u)  pm—1
hvol,,(K) = 2" ————drdu, 2.32
voln(K) /S/O (1 — 2y (2:32)

where pg denotes the radial function of K in R given in (2.2).

Definition 8. For K C H", if P(K) is a star body with respect to the origin in R", then we
call K is a hyperbolic star body with respect to e,yq. If P(K) is a star body with respect to

a ball B,(r) in R", then K is called as a hyperbolic star body with respect to some hyperbolic
ball.

We denote the class of hyperbolic star bodies with respect to e,y in H" by S,(H") and
denote the class of hyperbolic star bodies with respect to a hyperbolic ball by Sg(H").

3. SPHERICAL PROJECTION BODY AND SPHERICAL PROJECTION INEQUALITY

3.1. Spherical Steiner symmetrization. In this section, we define the spherical Steiner
symmetrization for spherical star bodies and study its some fundamental properties. Without
loss of generality, we only consider the Steiner symmetrization along the direction e,. If
K € Sp(St), then g(K) € Sp(R™). By Lemma 2.5, there is a sequence of disjoint open

subsets G, C K’, and two sequences of graph functions
fmJ,ng . Gm — R, 1 Sj S m,

satisfying (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 2.5. In particular, g(K) has the representation (if we

neglect an ‘H"-null set)

g() = U @ 20): fus(@) S 20 < gy} (3.1)

By (2.12), the Euclidean Steiner symmetrization Sg(K) of g(K) along the direction e, (if

we neglect an H™-null set)

Sg(K) = {(z’,xn) eR": 2 € U Gm, o(z) <z, < @(x’)} , (3.2)
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where for 2’ € G,,,

m ! (!
oat) = Y2 2l " ImalE) i (33
7=1
The following lemma shows that the spherical measure of Sg(K) is not less than the spherical
measure of g(K).
Lemma 3.1. For convez body K € K,(S"), we have
M, (Sg(K)) = M, (9(K)), (3-4)
with the equality if and only if Sg(K) = g(K).

Proof. By Fubini’s theorem and the definition of spherical measure (2.24), we only need to

prove that for any 2/ € g(K)|gn-1,

_n+1 _n4l
/ (1 + ||12'|1* + |xn|2) 2 dx, > / (1 + ||2'))* + |xn|2) 2 dx,,. (3.5)
(S9(K)), 9K )
Let
_ntl
filan) = L+ 1217+ 12a?) 2, fal@a) = Xoux),, (Tn)-
Then

fi=fi, and f3 = xsgx),,,
where f* denotes the symmetric decreasing rearrangement of f (see (2.13) for specific defini-
tion).

By Hardy-Littlewood inequality, we have

[ @+ o) da, (36)
9(K) zr
= /fl(xn)ﬁ(xn)dxn
R
< / Fi (@) 5 (),

_ntl
:/ (1+ (12} + 2a2) F d.
(Sg(K)),r

Moreover, since f; is an even nonnegative unimodal integrable function, the equality in (3.6)
holds if and only if g(K),, = Sg(K),. Thus, the equality in (3.4) holds if and only if
S9(K) = g(K). O O

By Lemma 3.1, M (Sg(K)) > M (g(K)). Thus, there exists some real number rg € (0, 1]
such that

Sg(K) :={(2/,z,) eR": 2’ € K|gn—1, rro(2) <z, <rgo(a)} (3.7)
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satisfies
M, (Sg(K)) = M, (9(K)). (3.8)

Definition 9. For K € K,(S"), its spherical Steiner symmetrization SenK along the direction
e, € S" 1 is defined by

(K) =g (Sg(K)), (3.9)
where Sg(K) is defined in (3.7).

For simplicity of notation, we write SK instead of S. (K). In Definition 9, g and g
denote the gnomonic projection and the inverse gnomonic projection (see Definition 4). If
K € K,(S"), then g(K) € K,(R"). Thus Sg(K) € K,(R"). By (3.7), Sg(K) € K,(R"). Thus
by (3.9),

K € K,(S") = SK € K,(ST). (3.10)

By Lemma 2.2, (3.7), (3.9) and the definition of spherical star bodies with respect to a spherical
cap (see Definition 5),

K € Sp(St) = SK € Sp(Sh). (3.11)

By (2.25) and (3.8), the spherical Steiner symmetrization maintains the invariance of n-

Hausdorff measure, i.e.,
H'(SK) = H"(K). (3.12)
Similarly, for compact set K C S™, we define the spherical symmetric rearrangement K* as
following

K*:={veS§": dy(v,e,41) <, H'(K)=H"(Bs(a))}. (3.13)

Lemma 3.2. For K € Sg(S7), there exists a sequence of directions {u;}32, C S*"! such that
the sequence of successive spherical Steiner symmetrizations of K converges to K* in spherical

Hausdorff distance, i.e.,

lim dy(S,, - Sy, (K), K*) = 0. (3.14)

1—+00
Proof. By Lemma 2.4, there exists a sequence of directions {u;}22, € S"~! such that

Let ry € (0, 1] satisfy
M; (Suyri (9(K))) = H"(K),

where S, »,(g(K)) denotes the star body with the overgraph function on the direction u,

Ouy (Surm (9(K)), ) = 1104, (Su (9(K)), )
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and the undergraph function on the direction wuy

o (Sm,m <g<K>>7 ) = Tlgm (Sm <g<K>>7 ) :

=u1

Let 7} € (0,1] satisfy M, (Su,r, (9(K))) = M, (rg(K)*). Let r5 € (0, 1] satisfy
wars (9080, (K))) ) = My Sy (KO)

. Let ry € (0,1] satisfy M; (guwg (g(Sul(K)))) = M, (rhrig(K)*). Repeating the previous

process, we can get a sequence of real numbers {r;}3°, C (0, 1] such that

M, (S (9 (S-S (8)) ) ) = Mo (Sucy -+ Sun () )

and a sequence of real numbers {r/}3°, C (0, 1] such that

M, (S (9 (S-S (K)) ) ) = Mo (- g (5)") (3.16)

Since 7} € (0, 1], the product of 7} - --r4r} is monotonically decreasing on ¢ and 7} ---rhr] €

~

Ms<

(0,1]. Let 7 := lim; oo (rjr}_, ---7}). Since spherical Steiner symmetrization maintains the
invariance of n-Hausdorff measure, 7 € (0,1]. Thus, by the definition of spherical Steiner

symmetrizations, the continuity of inverse gnomonic projection and (3.15), we have

lim ds (Sul T Sul (K)7 gil (T‘; o Tig(K)*))

= Jimd (g7 (Suur (9 (S-S (5)) ) ) o7 (- g (5))

= lim ds (g_l (Sui,ri T Sm,rl (g(K))) 79_1 (T; T Tig(K)*))

1—>00
< ,hm dR (Sui,n o 'Sm,rl <g<K>>7 T; o 'Tig<K)*) =0.
1— 00
By (3.12) and (3.16), K* = g~ ! (fg(K)*). This is the desired conclusion. O

3.2. Spherical projection body. In this section, using the Euclidean projection bodies, we

introduce the notion of spherical projection bodies and study some elementary properties.
Definition 10. For K € Sp(S%), its spherical projection body Ils(K) is defined by
K =g ' (Tlg(K)) . (3.17)

By the definition of spherical projection body (3.17), (2.19) and (2.11), for u € S*~,

1
tanh, (MsKou) =5 [ fu- o 80) | a1 ). (3.18)
9g(K)

The following lemma shows that the spherical projection operator Il : Sp(S7) — Ko(S") is

continuous.
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Lemma 3.3. For a sequence of spherical star bodies {K;};2, C Sp(S%), if

lim dy(K;, Ko) =0, (3.19)
1— 00
then
lim ds(Is K, TIs Kg) = 0. (3.20)
71— 00

Proof. By the continuity of gnomonic projection and (3.19), we have

lim dy (g(K;), g(Ko)) = 0. (3.21)

1—00
Since {K;}2, C Sp(Sh), g(K;) € Sp(R"). By Lemma 2.3 and (3.21), g(Kj;) converges to
g(Ky) in radial distance. By (2.6) and Lemma 2.1, we have

lim dyr (I(g(K.)), T(g(Ky))) = 0.

11— 00

Thus by the definition of spherical projection body and the continuity of gnomonic projection,

we have
lim d, (5K, TlsKo) = lim d. (97 (11(9(K,))) g~ ((g(K0)))
< lim dyy (I1(g(£5)), (9 (Ko)))
= 0.
This is the desired conclusion. U

Let O(n + 1) denote the set of rotation transformations around the z,,,;-axis in R**!. The

following lemma demonstrates the rotation covariance of the spherical projection operator.

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ € O(n+ 1) be a rotation transformation on R"*' and K € Sp(S™). Then
s(pK) = ¢lIsK. (3.22)
Proof. For ¢ € O(n + 1), there exists a rotation transformation ¢ € O(n) on R” such that
9(¢K) = ¢ (9(K)). (3.23)
By [18, Lemma 6.4], we have
(¢ (9(K))) = oIl (g(X)) - (3.24)
Therefore,
s(¢K) = g~ (H(g(0K))) = g~ (M(dg(K))) = g7 (¢Il(9(K))) = ¢g~" (IL(9(K))) = ¢TI K,

where first equality is due to (3.17), the second is due to (3.23), the third is due to (3.24),
the fourth is due to (3.23) and the last equality is due to the definition of spherical projection
body (3.17). O
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3.3. Spherical projection inequality.
Lemma 3.5. Let K € Sp(S%). Then
21 (ng (SK)) > H (2K (3.25)
with equality if and only if SK =K.

Proof. If K € Sp(S"), then g(K) € Sp(R"). For g(K'), by Lemma 2.5, there is a sequence of

disjoint open subsets G, C g(K)’, and two sequences of graph functions
fmJ,ng . Gm — R, 1 Sj S m,

satisfying (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 2.5. In particular, dg(K’) has the representation (if we

neglect an H"'-null set)

a9(K) = U (& frny (&) - 2" € G} U{(2, g (2)) - 2" € G} .
Let (2/,t), (2/,—s) € OII* (g(K)) and t # —s, i.e.,
h(I(g(K)), 2" t) =1=h(II(9(K)),2, —s). (3.26)

By the definition of projection body (3.26), (2.11) and (iii) in Lemma 2.5, we have

1 = h(ll(g9(K)),2t) (3.27)
= / }(z’,t) . I/Q(K)(:E)} d'Hn_l(x)
9g9(K)
-3y )+ (Vg () =Dl gy
le ; /{(:v’vfm,j(r/)): @'€Gm} \/1 4 \me,j(ﬂf’)\Q
Y (1) - (=Vgg (&) D] s
+ ’ dH" " (x)
;Z/HWG} 1+ Vg

= 2.2 /G (1) - (V fony (@), =Dl da’ +> > /G (2, 8) - (=Yg (2'), 1)] da'.

m=1 j=1 m=1 j=1

Similarly, we have

1 = h(II(9(K)),2, —s) (3.28)
= ZZ/ |(Z/>—3)'(me7j($')7—1)|d$'+ZZ/ (', =5) - (= Vg ('), 1)] da’.

Therefore, we have

h <H (Sg(K)), 2, - F S) (3.29)

2
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(=rgVo(x'),1)|dx’ + /K, <z’, t ; S) . (TKVQ(SC’), —1)

[(5)
< /K <Z/,t+3) (=Va(z), 1) d:zc’+// <z’,t;8) - (Vo(a'),—1)
[)(5)

mejx’—Vm,jx/
~(—Z G >2 f <>’1>

J=1

dx’

dx’

dz’

da’

(+15) <_ $° Vnle!) = V) _1>

J=1

A
N =
WE
N

(2, 1) - (=Yg (2'), 1)] dz’ + % > Z/ (', =8) - (V frny(2'), —1)| da’

1 =1 /G m=1 j=1
+3 22 / (1) (V fong (o), ~1) '+ éle 2 / (2, =8) (= Vagm(a'), 1) da’
= Lh((g(K)), #.1) + Sh(M(g(K)), 2, —s) = 1,

where the first equality is due to (3.7) and the same reasoning process as (3.27), the first
inequality is due to rx < 1 and the monotonically increasing property of |a + bt| + |a — bt| on
t > 0 for any a,b € R, the second equality is due to (3.3), the second inequality is due to the
triangle inequalities for absolute value functions, the last two equalities are due to (3.27) and
(3.28).

By (3.29) and Lemma 2.6,

SI* (g(K)) C TI* (Sg(K)) . (3.30)
By Lemma 3.1 and the above containment relationship, we have
M, (I (9(K))) < M, (STI* (g(K))) < M, (I" (Sg(K))) -

By the above inequality, the definition of spherical projection body (3.17), the definition of

spherical Steiner symmetrization (3.9) and (2.21), we have
W (I3(K)) < 1 (TE(SK))

If H™ (LIS(K)) = H"” (Hg(SK)>, then the equality in the first inequality of (3.29) is estab-
lished. Thus by the arbitrariness of 2/, rx = 1. By Lemma 3.1, Sg(K) = g(K). Therefore,
SK =K. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 3.2, there exists a sequence of directions {u;}°, such that
Sui x -gulK converges to K* in spherical Hausdorff distance. By the continuity of spherical

projection operator (see Lemma 3.3), we have

lim d, (HS (Su - SUIK> ,HS(K*)> — 0. (3.31)

1—00
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By Lemma 3.5, H"™ (H;’ (S’u e S’UIK)> is increasing with respect to ¢. Thus, by (3.31), we
have
H" (IE(K)) < H" (IT(K7)) (3.32)

If K # K*, then there exists some u, € "' such that S, (K) # K. By Lemma 3.5, we

have
W (TE(K)) < H" <H§ (ﬁuo(K))) . (3.33)
By (3.32) and (3.33), we have
H" (Lg(K)) < H" ((K7)).
Therefore, the equality in (3.32) holds if and only if K = K*. O

3.4. Spherical projection inequality and an inequality on perimeters. In this section,
we shall prove that spherical projection inequality is stronger than an inequality on perimeters.
Let
Fi(t) := g —arctant, t € (0,00)

and

Fy(s) := /Os(sin'r’)”ldr, s € (0, g)

Let ' := F; o F} be the composition function of F; and F,. It is easily to check that F} and
Fy are strictly convex functions, F is strictly increasing and F} is strictly decreasing. Thus
F is strictly convex and strictly decreasing. Let F~! be the inverse function of F', then F~!

is also strictly convex and strictly decreasing.

Theorem 3.6. Let K € Sg(S}) and ¢, = wp—1/(nwy,). Then

coH" H (0g(K*)) = (min (T1g K*))) (3.34)

1
P (S ) < e @ul).
Moreover, H" ' (0g(K*)) = H" ' (0g(K)) if and only if K* = K.
Proof. For K € Sp(S%), by Lemma 2.7, (2.23) and (3.18),
H" (Ilg(K)) = [5(K))

- / sin (dy (ens1,u))" " X2 () (u)dudv (3.35)
Sn—1 COHV(€n+1 v)

(—TIE(K),v)
- /Snl

(sint)"dtdv
N /S‘n 1

\

__hs HS K) )
(sint)" 'dtdv

O\JN
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g—arctan<% fag(K) ‘v.yg(K) (v) |d’Hn71(y))
- / / (sint)"dtdv.
Sn—l 0

By (3.35), we have

H™ (TI(K)) = /S F (% /8 o v - 2 ()] d%“l(y)) dv. (3.36)

By Theorem 1.1,

Pl (niwn}z" (Hg(fm)) < p! (i

Wy,

W (H;(K))) . (3.37)

By Jensen’s inequality, (3.36) and Fubini’s theorem, we have
1 1 1
F! <—7—[" Ig(K ) < / (—/ v - VI ()| dHHy ) dv
o) ) < [ (S e )
1 / (/ g(K) ) n—1
= v y)|dv | dH" (y
ann dg(K) sn—1 ‘ ( )‘ ( )

= nmlynl(9g(K)). (3.38)

nwy,

Similarly, by the equality case of Jensen’s inequality, (3.36) and Fubini’s theorem, we have
1 1 1 x
F! (—7—[" Mg (K™ ) = / <—/ v - VI () dH T (y ) dv
o ) = [ (S e e )
1 / (/ g(K™) ) n—1
= v y)ldv | dH" " (y
2nwn dg(K*) sn—1 ‘ ( )‘ ( )

Wn—1 -1 *
= —H"" (0g9(KY)). 3.39
L (9g(K) (339)
Note that the first equality of (3.39) is due to the fact that the following integral is a constant

for any v € S* 1,

/ o v ()| dH" " (y).
dg(K*)

Then, the desired inequality follows from (3.37), (3.38) and (3.39).
If H 1 (0g(K*)) = H" ! (0g(K)), then by strict monotonicity of F~! and (3.34), we have
H™ (HY(K™)) = H" (II(K)) . Thus, the equality case of Theorem 1.1 gives K* = K. O

4. HYPERBOLIC PROJECTION BODY AND HYPERBOLIC PROJECTION INEQUALITY

4.1. ®, transformation of Hyperbolic space. First, we give a transformation from Poincaré
model B™ onto R™. Let & : B" :— R" be a transformation given by
2z

T
y = ®(z) := tan (2 arctan ||z||) = : (4.1)
(e ——EA
Then its inverse transformation ®~!: R” — B" is
r=0"1(y) = Y (4.2)

1+ /1+[ly[*
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Let @, := ® o P denote the composite of ® transformation defined in (4.1) and the Poincaré
model projection defined in Definition 7.
By (4.2), we have

dy; yz‘(@J : dy)

e 5 — 3 .
PV (14 T+ TP) VI TP

Combining (2.28), (4.2) and (4.3), let |dz|* ;= dx? + - - - + dz2, the metric in Poincaré model

(4.3)

2
n

2 . .

5 Yi
a=lal?? 5 (1+ VIFToP) VIFTl?
VA ]t [

(1+ VIFTOE) (1 sl

y - dy)’

-d
= WM”—%%Wgﬁ- (4.4)
By the above equality, we have
2| |2 dul?
= st = ayp - W — M (45)
By (4.2) and the area formula (see [11, Theorem 3.8]), we have the volume element
dr = ! =dy. (4.6)
VITIP (14 I+ TP)
Combining (2.30), (4.2) and (4.6) we obtain
dpt, = ;dy (4.7)
V1 lyll?
Therefore, for K € S,(H"),
)= [ iy (48)
o, (5) /14 [lyl?
By the same proof process as that of Lemma 3.1, we have
[y [ (4.9)
sep(k) /14 [yl @, () v/ 1+ [lyl]”

with equality if and only if S®,(K) = ¢,(K).

Lemma 4.1. For K ¢ H", K € S,(H") is equivalent to ®,(K) € S,(R™). Moreover, K €
Sp(H") is equivalent to ®,(K) € Sp(R™).
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Proof. By (4.1) and (4.2), P(K) is a star-shaped set with respect to origin if and only if ®,(K)

is a star-shaped set with respect to origin in R"™. Moreover, by (4.1) and (4.2), we have

R (09150 e R™ (o
p@F(K)< ) T HSL’H2/)?3(K)(37)’ cR \{ } (4'10)
and
pr) () Py (1) (2) , = e R"\{o}. (4.11)

L 1+ 1223, ) ()

Therefore, pp(f is strictly positive and continuous in R™\{o} if and only if pg k) is strictly
positive and continuous in R™\{o}. Moreover, by (4.10) and (4.11), pp(x) is locally Lipschitz
continuous in R™\{o} if and only if pg,x) is locally Lipschitz continuous in R™\{o}. By
[17, Theorem 2.1], a Lipschitz star body (its radial function is locally Lipschitz continuous
in R"\{o}) is a star body with respect to a ball and vice versa. This shows the desired

conclusion. U
Definition 11. For K € S,(H"), its hyperbolic polar body K° is defined by
K° = @, (@,(K))"). (4.12)
By the above definition and Lemma 4.1, if K € S,(H"), then K° € S,(H").
4.2. Hyperbolic Steiner symmetrization.

Definition 12. For K € Sg(H"), its hyperbolic Steiner symmetrization S(K) is defined by
S(K) =0, " (reSP,(K)), (4.13)
where rg € (0,1] satisfies 1, (S(K)) = pn(K).

By [17, Lemma 5.1], if K € Sg(R"), then SK € Sp(R"). Moreover, it is clear that
rSK € Sz(R™) for r € (0,1]. Thus, the hyperbolic Steiner symmetrization maintains the
property of star bodies, i.e., if K € Sp(H"), then S(K) € Sp(H"). Moreover, by Definition
12, the hyperbolic Steiner symmetrization maintains the invariance of u, measure.

Similarly, for compact set K € H", we define the hyperbolic symmetric rearrangement K*

as following
K*:={veH": ds’(P(v),0) <’ p(K)=pn(Bn(a))}. (4.14)
Next, we prove the convergence of hyperbolic Steiner symmetrizations.

Lemma 4.2. For any K € Sg(H"), there exists a sequence of directions {u;}3°; C S"™! such
that

lim dy, (S, -+ Sy (K), K*) = 0. (4.15)

1—00
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Proof. Since K € Sg(H"), ®,(K) € Sp(R™). By [L6, Theorem 3.1], for the compact set
®,(K), there exists a sequence of directions {u;}3°; C S"! and a ball B(r,) C R" with the

same volume as ®,(K) such that

1—00

84, ®,(K), B(r,)) = 0. (4.16)

i

Let ry € (0, 1] satisfy

" (118, @p(K)) = S, (K).
Let ry € (0, 1] satisfy
D, (2, @ (S, (K))) = Sy S ().

Repeating the previous argument, we get a sequence of positive real numbers {r;}3°, satisfying
r; € (0,1] and

(I);l (Tisuiq)p(gui—1 e Sm (K))) - Suisui—l e SM(K) (417)
Let 7 := lim; oo (1371 - - 71), by (4.17), (4.5) and (4.16),
lim dj, (Sy, -+ Sy (K), Ot (ry- 11 B(r,)))

71— 00
}EEO dp (q);l (ri+ 71y, - Su Pp(K)) (I);l (7~ 'TlB('f’o)))
< limdy (r; - r1Su, - Suy @p(K), 13- - -1 B(1))

71— 00

— 7 lim dy (Su, - Su, @, (K), B(ry))

1—00

Since iy, (Su. e

7

Su(K)) = pn(K) for any i € N, K* = @' (FB(r,)). This completes the
proof. O

4.3. Hyperbolic projection body.
Definition 13. For K € Sg(H"), its hyperbolic projection body I1,(K) is defined by
II,(K) := @, (I1(Dy(K))) . (4.18)
By (4.7),

(I, (K)) / L / / e (4.19)
i, (1T, = ——dy = rdu. .
(@, (k) 1+ |yl? sn=1Jo V14 r?

Next, we show that the hyperbolic projection operator Sg(H™) — Sp(H") is continuous.

Lemma 4.3. For K; € Sg(H"), 1 =0,1,2,..., if

lim dj, (K;, K,) = 0, (4.20)
1— 00
then
lim dj, (I, (K;), I, (K,)) = 0. (4.21)

1—00
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Proof. By the relation between ds® and |dy|? (see (4.5)), if (4.20) holds, then

lim dy (@, (K;), ®,(K,)) =0.

1—00

By [17, Theorem 2.2] and the above equality, ®,(K;) converges to ®,(K,) in radial distance.
Thus by (2.6), their perimeters satisfy

lim H" (90, (K,)) = H" (00, (K.))

1— 00
By the above equality and the continuity of projection operator (see [16, Proposition 4.1]), we
have

i di (11 (®,(K,)) 11 (®,(K,))) = 0. (4.22)

By (4.18), (4.5) and (4.22),

lim d, (11, (K), T(K,) = lim dy (95 (IL(®,(K,)) , 051 (11 (,(K.)))

i—00 1—00 p

< lim dy (I (,(K)) T(®,(K,)) = 0.
This completes the proof. O

The following lemma shows that the rotation invariance of the hyperbolic projection oper-

ator.
Lemma 4.4. If K € Sp(H") and ¢ € O(n + 1), then

(6K) = 611, (K). (4.23)
Proof. For ¢ € O(n + 1), there exists a rotation transformation ¢ € O(n) in R” such that

@, ($(K)) = ¢ (Py(K)) .

By the definition of hyperbolic projection body (4.18) and the affine invariance of Euclidean

projection body on Lipschitz star bodies (see [18, Lemma 6.4]), we have

(oK) = @, (I1(®, (¢K))) = @, (I (2, (K)))
©, ! (S11 (D, (K))) = 6@, (T1(D, (K))) = ¢I1,(K).

This completes the proof. O
4.4. Hyperbolic projection inequality.
Lemma 4.5. For K € Sg(H"), we have

pn (IG(K)) < o (I17,(SK)) (4.24)

with equality if and only if K = SK.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.1, if K € Sg(H"), then ®,(K) € Sg(R"). By [18, Theorem 7.1],
SII* (@,(K)) C II" (SP,(K)) . (4.25)
Therefore,

i (I1(SK))

> de:,un (I(K))

1 1

/sn*@pwn Vi1 Hszdy - /*(%(K» 1+ [ly|
where the first equality is from (4.7), the second equality from (4.12), (4.18) and (4.13), the
first inequality from rg € (0, 1], the second inequality from (4.25), the third inequality from
(4.9) and the last equality is from (4.7) and (4.18).

If the equality in (4.24) holds, then the equality in the first inequality of (4.26) holds. This
implies rx = 1. By the sufficient and necessary conditions of the equality holds in (4.9),
S®,(K) = ®,(K). Thus, K = SK. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By the convergence of hyperbolic Steiner symmetrizations (see
Lemma 4.2), for K € Sg(H"), there exists a sequence of directions {u;}22, C S*! such that
the iterative hyperbolic Steiner symmetriztions Sui ... 8, K converge to K* in hyperbolic
Hausdorff distance. Then by the continuity of hyperbolic projection operator (see Lemma
4.3), the sequence of the hyperbolic projection bodies IIj (S SulK) converge to I, (K*)
in hyperbolic Hausdorff distance. By the monotonically increasing property of p, (IIf(K))

with respect to hyperbolic Steiner symmetrization (see Lemma 4.5), we have

o (TS (K)) < i (T5(K)) (4.27)

If there exists u € S"~! such that K # S, K, then by Lemma 4.5, p,, (II5,(K)) < 1, (I15,(S, K)).

By (4.27) and the above inequality, p, (II5(K)) < p, (IIg(K*). Therefore, if the equality in
(4.27) holds, then for any direction v € S"', K = S,K. By the arbitrariness of u € S",
K=K~ U

4.5. Hyperbolic projection inequality and isoperimetric inequality on H". In this
section, we show that the hyperbolic projection inequality is stronger than the hyperbolic
isoperimetric inequality in the sense of ®, transformation.

On the one hand,

i (T (K)) = paa (057 (@3 (T,(K)))) = i (95 (I1°0,(K) (4.28)

Tn—l

/ 1 1(H(‘:I)p
=) ——
1 (@, (K)) v/ 1+ [[y||? sn=1 Jo 1+ 72

where the first equality is from the definition of hyperbolic polar body (4.12), the second

drdu,

equality from the definition of hyperbolic projection body (4.18), the third from (4.7) and the

1 1 1
AP(H%SK)) VI lyl2 11 (rc S0, (K)) /1 + VIt P |2 w(sa,(K) 1+ [y IIyII2

(4.26)
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last equality from (4.19) and (2.8). Let Fi(¢) := 1, ¢ > 0, then F} is a decreasing convex

function. Let

S Tnfl
Fy(s ::/ ——dr, s> 0,
( ) o V1+1r2
then Fy is a increasing convex function. Thus, the composite function F' := Fy o F} is a

decreasing convex function. Then its inverse function F'~! is also decreasing convex function.

Therefore, by (4.28), Jensen’s inequality and Fibini’s theorem,

o 1 — o 1 hHIN(@p(K)) ) n—1 i
T (I = F~ — 4.29
(nwnu (1T ( ))) e, /Snlfo N rdu ( )

= F—l( ! /Sn_lF(h(H(ép(K)),u))du)

nwy,
1

nwy /Sn_l h (IL(®y(K)) ,u) du

L] T
= w- v )| dH" " (x) | du
i | ( e ()| ™ (2)

1
= / </ ’u -y B () (x)’ du) dH"(z)
2nwn Jos, (1) \Jsn-1

= Dl (00,(K))

nwy,

On the other hand, the same reasoning applies to K*, the only difference being the equality

in Jensen’s inequality, we have

P (o () ) = 200 00, (1), (430)

nwy,

Let ¢, := wy_1/(nw,). By (1.2), (4.29), (4.30) and the monotonicity of F'~1,

coH" (0P, (K*) = F~* ( !

nwy,

i (550 ) < £ (o (()) ) < 6 00,80

n

Therefore, hyperbolic projection inequality is stronger than the hyperbolic isoperimetric in-

equality on ®;, transformation.
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