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Abstract. The iterated composition of two operators, both of which are involutions and
translation invariant, partitions the set of lattice points in the plane into an infinite se-
quence of discrete parabolas. Each such parabola contains an associated stairway-like path
connecting certain points on it, induced by the alternating application of the aforemen-
tioned operators. Any two lattice points in the plane can be connected by paths along the
square grid composed of steps either on these stairways or towards taxicab neighbors. This
leads to the notion of the parabolic-taxicab distance between two lattice points, obtained
as the minimum number of steps of this kind needed to reach one point from the other.

In this paper, we describe patterns generated by points on paths of bounded parabolic-
taxicab length and provide a complete description of the balls centered at the origin. In
particular, we prove an earlier conjecture on the area of these balls.

1. Introduction

Inspired by the Ducci game [4, 5] and the Proth-Gilbreath procedure (see [2, 11] and
the references therein), which involves higher-order differences calculated recursively, in a
tessellation problem [3] regarding covering the plane with integers, a particular type of
operators that are linear in all their components are proven to be useful. Following [8],
their two-dimensional version is defined as follows: for any (x, y) ∈ Z2 let

L′(x, y) = (−x+ 2y + 1, y), and L′′(x, y) = (x, 2x− y + 1).

Among operators of this type that are linear in both variables and have arbitrary coefficients,
L′ and L′′ are the only ones that are both involutions and translation invariant. Starting
with an arbitrary point P ∈ Z2, the repeated application of L′ and L′′ generates a sequence
of points, which are the nodes of a stairway-like path situated alternately on the branches
of a parabola. These parabolas are parallel and the plane Z2 is completely covered by them.

In order to be able to jump from one parabola to another, let M ′,M ′′,M ′′′,M iv be the
operators that provide movement on the grid in all directions towards the nearest neighbors:

M ′(x, y) = (x+ 1, y), M ′′(x, y) = (x− 1, y),

M ′′′(x, y) = (x, y + 1), M iv(x, y) = (x, y − 1).

These four operators lead to the taxicab geometry initiated in 1952 by Menger [10] (see
Çolakoğlu [9] and the references therein for more recent developments on a generalization
of the taxicab distance). From a geometric perspective, we now have two ways of moving
in Z2: one fast, following the steps of the stairways, and the other slow, moving only towards
the nearest points in the grid. Then, by combining in any order the operators from L∪M,
where L = {L′, L′′} and M = {M ′,M ′′,M ′′′,M iv}, we see that there are infinitely many
paths in Z2 from one point to another. Considering each step to have a length of 1, whether
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it is on a parabola or towards a nearby neighbor point, we obtain the parabolic-taxicab
distance dpc, which is defined as the number of steps of the shortest path connecting two
points. Thus, for every P,Q ∈ Z2, let

dpc(P,Q) := min{n ∈ Z≥0 : F1, . . . , Fn ∈ {id} ∪ L ∪M, F1 ◦ · · · ◦ Fn(P ) = Q}.

Upon observing that dpc satisfies the axioms of a distance, for every point C ∈ Z2 and
every non-negative integer r, we can define the parabolic-taxicab closed ball with center C
and radius r as the set of lattice points that are at a distance at most r from C, that is,

Bpc(C, r) :=
{
X ∈ Z2 : dpc(C,X) ≤ r

}
.

Then, the perimeter or the boundary of Bpc(C, r) is

∂Bpc(C, r) := {(x, y) ∈ Z2 : dpc(C,X) = r}.
A representation of these objects can be seen in Figure 1. A tally on the small balls with
center O = (0, 0) indicates that for r ≥ 0 the number of points in Bpc(O, r) belongs to the
sequence:

1, 5, 15, 37, 75, 135, 221, 339, 493, 689, 931, 1225, 1575, 1987, 2465, 3015, 3641, 4349, 5143,. . .

Then the sequence of the perimeters coincides with the sequence of gaps of the above
sequence, except for r = 0, where #∂Bpc(O, 0) = 1. Thus, for r ≥ 0, the number of points
in ∂Bpc(O, r) = 1 generate the sequence:

1, 4, 10, 22, 38, 60, 86, 118, 154, 196, 242, 294, 350, 412, 478, 550, 626, 708, 794,. . .
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Figure 1. In the image on the left-side Bpc(O, 13) is shown, and in the image on the
right-side the three consecutive borders of the balls with radii 10, 11, and 12 are shown.
The cardinalities are: #Bpc(O, 13) = 1987, #∂Bpc(O, 10) = 242, #∂Bpc(O, 11) = 294,
and #∂Bpc(O, 12) = 350.

Our aim here is to explore the atypical implications of measuring distances with dpc. A
series of tests with small radii show that parity plays an essential role in how the circles
∂Bpc(O, r) with 0 ≤ r ≤ R add up in successive layers to form a complete ball Bpc(O,R).
For instance, we noted that ∂Bpc(O, r) contains points on the diagonal y = x if and only
if r is even. Furthermore, we observed that ∂Bpc(O, r) does not contain points on the lines
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y = x + |r − 1| and also, alternatively, not on the parallel lines of integer y-intercept that
are increasingly closer to the diagonal y = x. Since the number of points added at step r
is as large as O

(
r2
)
, when the parity shifts from one radius to the next, it causes the balls

to develop a pulsating characteristic as their radius increases. These preliminary remarks
indeed prove to be true for every r ≥ 0, and they are part of the complete characterization
of Bpc(O, r), as described in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let r ≥ 0 and let c be integers. Let S(r, c) be the set that contains the first
coordinate of all points situated on both the boundary of Bpc(O, r) and the line y = x + c.
We denote the negative part of this set by S-(r, c) = S(r, c) ∩ Z<0.

I. If r and c have opposite parity, or |c| > r, then S(r, c) = ∅.

II. Suppose r and c have the same parity and let k be an integer defined by |c| = r − 2k.
Then S(r, c) and S-(r, c) are translations of intervals of integers, which can be explicitly
expressed as follows:

(a) If |c| < r and c ≡ r (mod 2), then:

S(r, c) ∩ Z≥0 =


[(

r − 1− k

2

)
+ k,

(
r − k

2

)
+ k

]
∩ Z, if 0 ≤ c ≤ r − 2;[(

r − k

2

)
+ 1,

(
r − k + 1

2

)]
∩ Z, if − (r − 2) ≤ c < 0.

(1)

(b) If −r + 2 ≤ c ≤ 0, then:

S-(r, c) =


(
[k − r,−1] ∩ Z

)
+ c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2);(

[0, r − k − 1] ∩ Z
)
+ ck −

(
k + 1

2

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2),

(2)

(c) If 0 < c ≤ r − 2, then:

S-(r, c) =


(
[0, r − k − 1] ∩ Z

)
− c(k + 1)−

(
k + 1

2

)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2);(

[k − r,−1] ∩ Z
)
− ck −

(
k

2

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).

(3)

(d) Lastly, we have:

S(r, r) =
[
−r,

(
r

2

)]
∩ Z, and S(r,−r) =

[
0,
(
r + 1

2

)]
∩ Z. (4)

Next, as a result, we obtain the area #Bpc(O, r) and the perimeter #∂Bpc(O, r).

Theorem 2. Let r ≥ 0 be an integer. Then the number of points on the boundary of the
closed parabolic-taxicab ball of radius r and center O = (0, 0) is

#∂B(O, r) =
1

2

(
5r2 − r

)
−
⌈
r − 1

2

⌉
+

⌈
r

r + 1

⌉
+ 1, (5)

and the number of points on the entire closed ball is

#Bpc(O, r) =
1

12

(
10r3 + 9r2 + 23r

)
+

1

2

⌈r
2

⌉
+ 1. (6)

Theorem 2 proves, in particular, the unfolded formula for the area of the parabolic-taxicab
ball centered at the origin as conjectured in [8].
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2. Notation and Notes

2.1. Notation. Let Z≥0 denote the set of non-negative integers and let O = (0, 0) denote
the origin of Z×Z. The set of lattice points in each of the four quadrants of the real plane
are:

QI := {(x, y) ∈ Z2 : x ≥ 0, y ≥ 0}, QII := {(x, y) ∈ Z2 : x ≤ 0, y ≥ 0},
QIII := {(x, y) ∈ Z2 : x ≤ 0, y ≤ 0}, QIV := {(x, y) ∈ Z2 : x ≥ 0, y ≤ 0}.

We use Minkowski’s notation for the sum between a number and a set:

a+M :=
{
a+ x : x ∈ M

}
=: M+ a.

We let L (c) denote the set of lattice points that lie on the line y = x+ c, that is,

L (c) := {(x, y) ∈ Z2 : y = x+ c}.

Further, let F(r, c) denote the set of points on the frontier of Bpc(O, r) that are aligned
along the line L (c), so that

F(r, c) := ∂Bpc(O, r) ∩ L (c).

With these notations, the sets characterized in Theorem 1 are exactly the projections
of F(r, c) onto the x-axis:

S(r, c) :=
{
x : (x, x+ c) ∈ F(r, c)

}
,

and

S-(r, c) := S(r, c) \ Z≥0.

Examples of such sets are shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Highlighted are the sets whose projections on the first coordinate are equal
to S(r, c) and S-(r, c) for r = 9, c = ±9 (left) and r = 9, c = ±5 (right). Thus, we have:
S-(9, 9) = [−9,−1] ∩ Z, S(9, 9) = [−9, 36] ∩ Z; S(9,−9) = [0, 45] ∩ Z, S-(9,−9) = ∅;
S-(9, 5) = [−18,−12]∩Z, S(9, 5) =

(
[−18,−12]∪[17, 23]

)
∩Z; S-(22,−5) = [−13,−7]∩Z,

S(9,−5) =
(
[−13,−7] ∪ [22, 28]

)
∩ Z.
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2.2. Notes. We include here a few general introductory remarks on the parabolic-taxicab
distance and the ball centered at the origin that it generates.

2.2.1. The set of lattice points Z2 partitioned by parabolas, and the stairways induced within
parabolas by alternating L′ and L′′. Given a point P ∈ Z2 and a sequence of operators
{Ln}n≥0 ⊂ LN, we obtain the sequence of points P = {

(
L1 ◦ · · · ◦ Ln

)
(P )}n≥0. According

to [8, Theorem 2], all points in P belong to a parabola of vertex (m,m), where m is
the minimum of all coordinates of points in P. These parabolas are disjoint, they are
translations of one another along the first diagonal y = x (see image on the left of Figure 3),
and their union partitions the set of all lattice points in the plane. Also, since both L′ and L′′

4 2 0 2 4
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16

Figure 3. The real plane partitioned by parabolas x+ y+ 2m = (x− y)2, with m ∈ Z
(left). Steps of length 1 as measured by the parabolic-taxicab distance (right) by apply-
ing L′, then L′′, (or vice-versa) and continuing to alternate. The indicated points have

coordinates (Tk, Tk+1) and (Tk+1, Tk), where Tk =
(
k + 1

2

)
are the triangular numbers.

are involutions, that is, L′ ◦ L′ = id = L′′ ◦ L′′, let us remark that P has no repetitions
if and only L′ and L′′ appear in the compositions in alternating order. Furthermore, the
first application of either operator L′ or L′′ in the sequence of compositions establishes the
direction in which the stairway-like pattern created by the points of P arranged on the
parabola is traversed alternately on one branch and then on the other (see the image on
the right of Figure 3).

2.2.2. Chords in the parabolic-taxicab distance. In distance dpc, the chords and, in particu-
lar, the diameters (the longest chords) of ∂Bpc(O, r), have unusual characteristics compared
to those in Euclidean spaces. For example, if r = 6, there are no chords of length 2 · 6 = 12,
so that the parabolic-taxicab diameter of ∂Bpc(O, 6) is 10. Also, we note that in this case,
P = (−6,−6) has four diametrically opposite points, while P = (2, 8) and P = (21, 15)
have none.

Furthermore, we found that all the tested chords have an even parabolic-taxicab length
as we did not find any with an odd length. In Figure 4, all points situated at a certain
parabolic-taxicab distance from the three chosen points are shown in a specific color and
their frequencies are given in Table 1.
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dpc(∗, Q) = 8
dpc(∗, Q) = 10

Figure 4. The boundary of Bpc(O, 6). Three points P marked with ∗ are chosen as
follows: P = (−6,−6) (left), P = (2, 8) (middle), P = (21, 15) (right). All points
Q ∈ ∂Bpc(O, 6) are shown in colors indicating the parabolic-taxicab distance from P
to Q.

dpc(P,Q) = 2 dpc(P,Q) = 4 dpc(P,Q) = 6 dpc(P,Q) = 8 dpc(P,Q) = 10

P = (−6,−6) 7 13 32 29 4

P = (2, 8) 6 23 37 19 0

P = (21, 15) 9 32 41 3 0

Table 1. The frequency of points Q ∈ ∂Bpc(O, 6) that are at the parabolic-taxicab
distance 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 from P = (−6,−6), P = (2, 8), and P = (21, 15). The location of
these points is indicated by colors in Figure 4. (Note, the cardinality#∂Bpc(O, 6) = 86.)

A more in-depth study is necessary to characterize the properties of the parabolic-taxicab
distances between pairs of points in ∂Bpc(O, r). Here are some interesting questions to
consider.

Problem 2.1. Let r > 3 be integer.

(1) What is the parabolic-taxicab diameter of ∂Bpc(O, r)?
(2) Show that there are no chords PQ with P,Q ∈ ∂Bpc(O, r) and odd dpc(P,Q).
(3) Is it true that the parabolic-taxicab diameter of ∂Bpc(O, r) is < 2r?

2.2.3. The Euclidean width and diameter. The geometric form of the ball is somewhat
reminiscent of the shape of the swallows representing the neighbor spacing distribution
between Farey fractions (see [1,6,7]), only this time the wings are attached along the body.
According to Theorem 1, for each r ≥ 0, the ball Bpc(O, r) is tangent to and completely

contained between the lines y = x± r. Thus, the Euclidean width of Bpc(O, r) is
√
2r.

The Euclidean diameter of Bpc(O, r) is determined by the pairs of points farthest away
from each other (in the Euclidean distance). Theorem 1 shows that there are two such pairs
of points, symmetric to each other with respect to the first diagonal y = x. Indeed, by
formula (4) we can choose Q = Q(r), where

Q(r) =
(
r(r + 1)/2, r(r − 1)/2

)
, for r ≥ 0. (7)

Letting dE denote the Euclidean distance, we find that for any (x, y) ∈ QIII, we have:

dE
(
Q, (x, y)

)
> dE

(
Q, (x+ 1, y − 1)

)
, (8)

dE
(
Q, (x, y)

)
> dE

(
Q, (x, y + 1)

)
. (9)
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Then, (8) shows that P , the Euclidean diametrically opposite point to Q, must lay above
the diagonal x = y and as far to the left as possible, and condition (9) shows that P must
be the lowest point among the potential multiple options of points that could be located on
the same leftmost vertical line that borders the ball.

We let P = P (r), where

P (r) =
(
x(r), y(r)

)
, (10)

be the Euclidean diametrically opposite point to Q(r). Let c = c(r) be the y-intercept of
the line y = x + c where point P (r) lies. Then, following (3), we find that, for r ≥ 0, we
have:

c(r) = r − 2⌊r/3⌋; (11)

x(r) = −⌊(r + 1)(r + 2)/6⌋; (12)

y(r) = x(r) + c(r). (13)

Note that sequence {c(r)}r≥0, whose elements begin with: 0, 1, 2, 1, 2, 3, 2, 3, 4, 3, 4, 5, 4, . . . ,
follows the ‘terza rima’ rhyme scheme of Dante Alighieri’s “Divine Comedy”, starting from
its second term [12, A008611]. The absolute values of the initial elements of {x(r)}r≥0 are:
0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 9, 12, 15, 18, . . . , and the absolute values of the initial elements of {y(r)}r≥0

are: 0, 0, 0, 2, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11, 15, . . . (see [12, A001840], [12, A236337] and the references cited
there for an overview of the properties that these sequences have).

Let diamE

(
Bpc(O, r)

)
denote the Euclidean diameter of the ball. Then, on using rela-

tions (7), (10), (11),(12), and (13), we calculate dE(P,Q), which gives the following closed
form formula for the Euclidean diameter:

diamE

(
Bpc(O, r)

)
=

((
r(r + 1)

2
+
⌊
(r + 1)(r + 2)

6

⌋)2

+

(
r(r − 3)

2
+
⌊
(r + 1)(r + 2)

6

⌋
+ 2
⌊
r

3

⌋)2
)1/2

,

for r ≥ 0. This generates a sequence in which the squares of the initial elements are:
0, 4, 26, 106, 306, 680, 1360, 2500, 4122, 6516, . . .

2.2.4. Remarks on the symmetry. Let ‘∼’ be the operator that makes the associations:

L̃′ = L′′; L̃′′ = L′; M̃ ′ = M ′′′; M̃ ′′′ = M ′; M̃ ′′ = M iv; M̃ iv = M ′′. This pairwise symmetry
of the operators in L ∪ M = {L′, L′′,M ′,M ′′,M ′′′,M iv} causes, geometrically, the points
transformed by their compositions to mirror across the first diagonal. To be exact, if
F1, . . . , Fn ∈ L∪M, then for every (a, b) ∈ Z2 the midpoint of the segment with endpoints

F1 ◦ · · · ◦Fn(a, b) and F̃1 ◦ · · · ◦ F̃n(a, b) has equal coordinates. This explains why Bpc(O, r)
is symmetric with respect to y = x for all radii r ≥ 0. Likewise, the more general balls
whose centers are sets of lattice points that are symmetric with respect to the first diagonal
maintain their symmetry for all r ≥ 0 (see Figure 5 for two such examples).

However, the projections onto the first coordinate of the cross-sections made in Bpc(O, r)
are not identical for c < 0 and c > 0, and although the formulas for S(c, r) and S-(c, r)
in the two cases can be derived from one another, we have chosen to keep them all in
Theorem 1 for completeness. In the proofs that follow in the next sections, we present the
arguments for one of the cases c ≥ 0 or c ≤ 0, or just for a specific value of c, with the
goal of concluding a corresponding result for the value −c, too. Then, symmetry, or the
same framework of proof described, can be used to deduce the given result for all c under
consideration.

https://oeis.org/A008611
https://oeis.org/A001840
https://oeis.org/A236337
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Figure 5. The set of lattice points situated at distance at most 4 from the points in
the set C =

{
(3,−3), (−3, 3)

}
(left) and C =

{
(0, 0), (4,−4), (−4, 4)

}
(right).

3. Preparatory lemmas and the proof of Theorem 1 Part I. and Part II.(d)

Our first result shows that the ball Bpc(O, r) is contained between the lines with equations
y = x+ |r|, for every r ≥ 0, as stated in Theorem 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let r ≥ 0 be an integer. If |c| > r, then F(r, c) = ∅.

Proof. The statement verifies if r = 0 because Bpc(O, 0) = {(0, 0)}. If r = 1, then
L′(0, 0) = (1, 0), and L′′(0, 0) = (0, 1), as seen in Figure 6, and the rest of the points at
parabolic-taxicab distance 1 from the origin are (−1, 0) and (0,−1), so the statement is
also verified.

Let us assume the statement holds for all radii r, 1 ≤ r ≤ R. Suppose there exists
a point (a, b) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R+ 1) with b = a + c for some |c| > R + 1. Then, since both
|c|+ 1 > R, and |c|− 1 > R, and the points at taxicab distance 1 from (a, b) lie on the lines
y = x+ (|c| ± 1), by induction there must exist an integer a∗ such that (a∗, b) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R)
with L′(a∗, b) = (a, b), or an integer b∗ such that (a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R) with L′′(a, b∗) = (a, b).

But if the former were true, then b− a∗ = a− b− 1 = −(c+ 1). Then, if c ≥ 0, we have
|b − a∗| > R + 2, and if c < 0, then |b − a∗| > R, contradicting the inductive assumption.
Similarly, if the latter were true, we obtain b∗−a = a−b+1 = −(c−1) and so |b∗−a| > R,
which is once again a contradiction, thus concluding the proof of Lemma 3.1. □

Lemma 3.2. Let r ≥ 0 be an integer. If |c| < r and c ̸≡ r (mod 2), then F(r, c) = ∅.

Proof. This is vacuous for r = 0, and evident for r = 1 since the points in the ball of
radius 1 centered at O in the parabolic-taxicab distance lie on the lines y = x± 1. Suppose
the statement holds for 1 ≤ r ≤ R. If there is a point (a, b) ∈ F(R + 1, c) such that
|c| < R + 1 and c ̸≡ R + 1(mod 2), then since the four points at taxicab distance 1 from
(a, b) lie on the lines y = x+(c±1) and c±1 ̸≡ R (mod 2), these points cannot be members
of ∂Bpc(O,R) by induction.

Thus, L′′(a, b∗) = (a, b) for some (a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R), or L′(a∗, b) = (a, b) for some
(a∗, b) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R).
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Figure 6. The smallest seven balls with highlighted centers and boundaries. Notice
the developing pulsatory effect that is becoming visible here, mainly along the diagonal
y = x as the radius increases.

In the former case, we have b∗ − a = a− b+ 1 = −(c− 1) ̸≡ c(mod 2). However, this is
precluded by induction if | − (c − 1)| < R, since c ≡ R (mod 2). If | − (c − 1)| ≥ R, since
F(R, c′) = ∅ for |c′| > R, we have | − (c− 1)| = R, contradicting c ̸≡ R+ 1(mod 2).

Similarly, in the latter case, we have b − a∗ = a − b − 1 = −(c + 1) ̸≡ c(mod 2). This
is impossible if | − (c + 1)| < R by induction, since c ≡ R (mod 2). Otherwise, we obtain
| − (c+ 1)| = R, which contradicts c ̸≡ R+ 1(mod 2).

This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.2. □

Note that Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 prove Theorem 1 Part I.

Lemma 3.3. For any integer r ≥ 0, we have:

F(r, r) \ QI =
(
L (r) ∩QII

)
\ {(0, r)},

and

F(r,−r) \ QI =
(
L (−r) ∩QIV

)
\ {(0,−r)}.

Proof. When r = 0 this is clear since F(0, 0) \ QI = ∅ and the only point in L (0) that
lies in QII (resp. QIV) is O. For |r| = 1, the statements are true since ∂Bpc(O, 1) =
{(0,±1), (±1, 0)}. Suppose the the statements hold for 1 ≤ |r| ≤ R.

Each point (a, a + R) in F(R,R) \ QI contributes a unique point (a − 1, a + R) to
F(R + 1, R + 1) \ QI. Moreover, (a, a + R + 1) = ((a + 1) − 1, a + R + 1) and the point
(a + 1, a + R + 1) ∈ F(R,R) \ QI as long as a < −1. Since (0, R) ∈ QI, we obtain that
(−1, R−1) is the only point in F(R,R)\QI that contributes two points to F(R+1, R+1)\QI,
namely (−2, R− 1) and (−1, R).

Thus,

|F(R+ 1, R+ 1) \ QI| ≥ |F(R,R) \ QI|+ 1.
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Note that

|L (R+ 1) ∩QII| − 1 = |L (R) ∩QII| = |F(R,R) \ QI|+ 1,

by induction, and each contributed point above is a member of QII, lies on the line
y = x+ (R+ 1), and has strictly negative first coordinate (that is, each such point is in
the set (L (R+ 1) ∩QII) \ {(0, R+ 1)}).

We conclude that

F(R+ 1, R+ 1) \ QI ⊇ L (R+ 1) ∩QII \ {(0, R+ 1)}.

If there was another point (a, b) in F(R + 1, R + 1) \ QI, it follows that a < −(R + 1)
and b < 0, and so by induction (a + 1, b), (a, b − 1) ̸∈ F(R,R). Since F(R, c) = ∅ for
|c| > R, the other two points at taxicab distance 1 from (a, b) are not in ∂Bpc(O,R), so
it must be the case that (a, b) = L′(a∗, b) for some a∗ ∈ Z such that (a∗, b) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R),
or (a, b) = L′′(a, b∗) for some b∗ ∈ Z such that (a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R). But then either
a∗ = 2b− a+ 1 or b∗ = 2a− b+ 1.

In the former case, we have b − a∗ = a − b − 1 = −(R + 1) − 1 = −R − 2, which is
impossible since F(R,−R− 2) = ∅.

In the latter case, b∗ − a = a− b+ 1 = −(R+ 1) + 1 = −R: this is also impossible since
induction then yields that (a, b∗) ∈ QIV.

By symmetry or adapting the above argument from this proof, we also obtain

F(R+ 1,−(R+ 1)) \ QI =
(
L (−(R+ 1)) ∩QIV

)
\ {(0,−(R+ 1))},

thus concluding the proof of Lemma 3.3. □

Lemma 3.4. For every integer r ≥ 0, we have:

maxS(r, r) =
(
r

2

)
,

and

maxS(r,−r) =
(
r + 1

2

)
.

Moreover, the following statements hold:

(1) If (x, x+ r) ∈ L (r) ∩QI and x ≤
(
r

2

)
, then (x, x+ r) ∈ F(r, r);

(2) If (x, x− r) ∈ L (−r) ∩QI and x ≤
(
r + 1

2

)
, then (x, x− r) ∈ F(r,−r).

Proof. The two claims in the first sentence of the lemma hold for r ≤ 1. They also hold
for r = 2, since the ball of radius 2 centered at O in the parabolic-taxicab distance is the
ball of radius 2 in the taxicab distance along with the points (1, 3) and (3, 1), as seen in
Figure 6.

Suppose the two statements hold for all 2 ≤ r ≤ R. Then((
R+ 1

2

)
,
(
R+ 2

2

))
∈ L (R+ 1), and, moreover,

((
R+ 1

2

)
,
(
R+ 2

2

))
∈ F(R+ 1, R+ 1),

since, by induction, ((
R+ 1

2

)
,
(
R

2

))
∈ F(R,−R),

and by definition of L′′,

L′′
((

R+ 1

2

)
,
(
R

2

))
=
((

R+ 1

2

)
,
(
R+ 2

2

))
.
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Suppose there is a point (a, a+R+1) ∈ F(R+1, R+1) with a >
(
R+ 1

2

)
. Note that no

point at taxicab distance 1 from (a, a+R+1) is in ∂Bpc(O,R) by induction and Lemma 3.1
(no point in ∂Bpc(O,R) lies on the line y = x + R + 1). Since L′ and L′′ are involutions,
it follows that L′′(a, a+R + 1) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R) or L′(a, a+R + 1) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R). However,
both possibilities are precluded by induction and Lemma 3.1 (no point in ∂Bpc(O,R) lies
on the line y = x−R− 1).

By a slight modification of the argument in the last paragraph, we can also show that

there can be no point in F(R+ 1,−(R+ 1)) with first coordinate larger than
(
R+ 2

2

)
.

We now prove statement (1) in the second half of the lemma. (Then, the proof can be
simply adapted to prove statement (2), or alternatively, (2) can be deduced by symmetry.)

The statement holds for r ≤ 1, as well as for r = 2, by the explicit description of
∂Bpc(O, 2) given above. Suppose the statement holds for all 2 ≤ r ≤ R. Then, if

(a, a+R+ 1) ∈ L (R+ 1) with a ≤
(
R+ 1

2

)
, we have L′′(a, a+R+ 1) ∈ L (−R). Since L′′

preserves the first coordinate, induction yields that L′′(a, a + R + 1) ∈ F(R,−R), whence
(a, a+R+ 1) ∈ F(R+ 1, R+ 1), because L′′ is an involution.

This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.4. □

By Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, Theorem 1 Part II.(d) follows.

4. Proof of Theorem 1 Part II.(a)

Since the arguments in the proof are similar for the y-intercept c in the cases c ≥ 0
and c < 0, we will only analyze the former case. We also mention that the results can be
obtained from one another, by symmetry.

The statement is vacuous for r ≤ 1, and is directly verified for r = 2. Suppose it holds
for 2 ≤ r ≤ R. Note first that[(

R− 1

2

)
+ 1,

(
R

2

)
+ 1

]
∩ Z ⊆ S(R+ 1, R− 1) ∩ Z≥0,

since, by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.4,

S(R− 1, R− 1) ∩ Z≥0 =

[
0,
(
R− 1

2

)]
∩ Z,

S(R,R) ∩ Z≥0 =

[
0,
(
R

2

)]
∩ Z,

and

S(R′, R− 1) = ∅, for R′ < R− 1.

If there was a point (a, a+R− 1) ∈ F(R+ 1, R− 1) with a >
(
R

2

)
+ 1, induction yields

S(R,R− 2) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 2

2

)
+ 1,

(
R− 1

2

)
+ 1

]
∩ Z.

Therefore, it follows that L′(a∗, a + R − 1) = (a, a + R − 1) for some a∗ ∈ Z such that
(a∗, a + R − 1) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R), or L′′(a, b∗) = (a, a + R − 1) for some b∗ ∈ Z such that
(a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R).

In the former case, we have a = 2(a + R − 1) − a∗ + 1, and hence (a + R − 1) − a∗ =

a − (a + R − 1) − 1 = −R. But then a∗ = a + 2R − 1 >
(
R

2

)
+ 2R =

(
R+ 1

2

)
+ R, which
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contradicts the fact that

S(R,−R) ∩ Z≥0 =

[
0,
(
R+ 1

2

)]
∩ Z.

In the latter case, we have a+R− 1 = 2a− b∗ + 1, so that b∗ − a = −(R− 2). But this
is impossible since

S(R,−(R− 2)) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 1

2

)
+ 1,

(
R

2

)]
∩ Z,

by induction, provided b∗ ≥ 0. If b∗ < 0, we obtain
(
R

2

)
+ 1 < a < R − 2, which is a

contradiction.
The conclusion is that

S(R+ 1, R− 1) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 1

2

)
+ 1,

(
R

2

)
+ 1

]
∩ Z.

Now, fix a non-negative y-intercept 0 ≤ c < R − 1 with c ≡ R + 1(mod 2), and write
c = R+ 1− 2k. We can check that[(

R− k

2

)
+ k,

(
R+ 1− k

2

)
+ k

]
∩ Z ⊆ S(R+ 1, c) ∩ Z≥0,

since, by induction,

S(R− 1, c) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 2− (k − 1)

2

)
+ k − 1,

(
R− 1− (k − 1)

2

)
+ k − 1

]
∩ Z,

and

S(R, c+ 1) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 1− (k − 1)

2

)
+ k − 1,

(
R− (k − 1)

2

)
+ k − 1

]
.

Note that induction also yields:[
0,
(
R− k

2

)
+ k − 1

]
∩ Z

=

([
0,
(
R− 2k + 1

2

)]
∩ Z
)
⊔

⊔
1≤j≤k−1

([(
R− k − j

2

)
+ k − j,

(
R− k − j + 1

2

)
+ k − j

]
∩ Z
)

=
⊔

1≤j≤k

(
S(R+ 1− 2j, c) ∩ Z≥0

)
.

A consequence is that

min
(
S(R+ 1, c) ∩ Z≥0

)
=
(
R− k

2

)
+ k.

Suppose (a, a+ c) ∈ F(R+ 1, c) with a >
(
R+ 1− k

2

)
+ k. We observe that

S(R, c− 1) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 1− k

2

)
+ k,

(
R− k

2

)
+ k

]
∩ Z, if c ≥ 1,

and

S(R, c− 1) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− k

2

)
+ 1,

(
R− k + 1

2

)]
∩ Z, if c ≥ 0,

by induction. It therefore follows that L′(a∗, a + c) = (a, a + c) for some a∗ ∈ Z such
that (a∗, a + c) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R), or L′′(a, b∗) = (a, a + c) for some b∗ ∈ Z such that
(a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc(O,R).
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In the former case, we have 2(a+ c)− a∗ + 1 = a, so that (a+ c)− a∗ = −(c+ 1). But

then a∗ = a+ 2c+ 1 >
(
R+ 1− k

2

)
+ k + 2c+ 1. By induction,

S(R,−(c+ 1)) ∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− k

2

)
+ 1,

(
R− k + 1

2

)]
∩ Z,

and so we arrive at a contradiction.
In the latter case, we have 2a − b∗ + 1 = a + c, so that b∗ − a = −(c − 1). But, by

induction,

S
(
R,−(c− 1)

)
∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− 1− k

2

)
+ k,

(
R− k

2

)
+ k

]
∩ Z, if c ≥ 1,

and

S
(
R,−(c− 1)

)
∩ Z≥0 =

[(
R− k

2

)
+ k − 1,

(
R− k + 1

2

)
+ k − 1

]
∩ Z, if c = 0,

both of which are precluded by the inequality a >
(
R+ 1− k

2

)
+ k, if b∗ ≥ 0. If b∗ < 0, we

have that
(
R+ 1− k

2

)
+ k < a < R− 2k, which contradicts the assumption k ≥ 2.

5. Proof of Theorem 1 Parts II.(b) and (c)

5.1. A convenient signed counter function. For every integer x ∈ Z, we define

z(x) := ϵ(x)
(
|x|+ 1

)
, where ϵ(x) :=

{
−1, if x > 0;

1, if x ≤ 0.
(14)

Let z(k) denote the k-fold composition of z with itself, that is, z(k) := z ◦ · · · ◦ z︸ ︷︷ ︸
k times

.

Remark 5.1. We list some basic properties of z.

(1) By definition (14), z(x) ̸= 0 for every x ∈ Z, while z(x) > 0, if x ≤ 0, and z(x) < 0,
if x > 0.

(2) For every integer k ≥ 0, we have

z(k)(x) =

(−1)k(x+ k), if x > 0;

(−1)k−1(−x+ k), if x ≤ 0.
(15)

Proof. If y ∈ Z, note that (y − |x|) − (y − 1 − | z(x)|) = −|x| + 1 + |x| + 1 = 2. Then, it

follows that z(k)(x) = (−1)k(x + k) for every integer k ≥ 1, provided x > 0. Indeed, for
k = 1 this follows by definition of z, and assuming the equality holds for 1 ≤ k ≤ K, we
deduce:

z(K+1)(x) = z(z(K)(x)) = z
(
(−1)K(x+K)

)
= (−1)K+1(x+K + 1).

Similarly, when x ≤ 0, we have z(k)(x) = (−1)k−1(−x + k). Indeed, the equation holds in
the case k = 1, and with the assumption that it holds for 1 ≤ k ≤ K, it follows that

z(K+1)(x) = z
(
(−1)K−1(−x+K)

)
= (−1)K(−x+K + 1),

which concludes the proof of (15). □
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5.2. Recursion. The sets S-(r, c) exhibit the following recursive behavior:

Lemma 5.1. Let r ≥ 0 be an integer. Then, for every integer c such that |c| ≤ r − 2, and
c ≡ r (mod 2), we have:

S-(r, c) =

S-
(
r − 1, z(c)

)
, if c ≤ 0;

S-
(
r − 1, z(c)

)
+ z(c)− c, if c > 0.

We will prove Lemma 5.1 in Section 5.4. Before proving Lemma 5.1, we establish a useful
lemma in the following section, which will condense the inductive argument that we utilize
in Section 5.4. Informally, assuming that Lemma 5.1 holds for all integers r ≥ 0 up to a
non-negative integer R, we may “unfold” repeatedly using this assumption to obtain exact
formulas for the sets S-(r, c), as long as r is a non-negative integer not exceeding R.

5.3. Exact Formulas. We prove the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. Fix an integer R ≥ 0. Assume, for every pair of integers (r, c) such that
0 ≤ r ≤ R, |c| ≤ r − 2, and c ≡ r (mod 2), that

S-(r, c) =

S-
(
r − 1, z(c)

)
, if c ≤ 0;

S-
(
r − 1, z(c)

)
+ z(c)− c, if c > 0.

Then, if c ≤ 0, we have:

S-(r, c) =


(
[k − r,−1] ∩ Z

)
+ c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2);(

[0, r − k − 1] ∩ Z
)
+ ck −

(
k + 1

2

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2),

and, if c > 0, we have:

S-(r, c) =


(
[0, r − k − 1] ∩ Z

)
− c(k + 1)−

(
k + 1

2

)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2);(

[k − r,−1] ∩ Z
)
− ck −

(
k

2

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Proof. First, suppose c > 0. Observe that

r′ − k −
∣∣ z(k)(c)∣∣ = r′ − k − (r′ − 2k + k) = 0.

If k ≡ 1(mod 2), then by Lemma 3.3, we have S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
= [0, r′ − k − 1] ∩ Z, and

we obtain the following finite recursion by assumption:

S-(r′, c) = S-
(
r′ − 1, z(c)

)
+ z(c)− c

= S-
(
r′ − 2, z(2)(c)

)
+ z(c)− c

= · · ·

= S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
+

( k∑
j=1

(−1)j+1 z(j)(c)

)
− c

=
(
[0, r′ − k − 1] ∩ Z

)
− c(k + 1)−

(
k + 1

2

)
.
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If k ≡ 0(mod 2), then Lemma 3.3 yields S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
= [k − r′,−1] ∩ Z, and

S-(r′, c) = S-
(
r′ − 1, z(c)

)
+ z(c)− c

= S-
(
r′ − 2, z(2)(c)

)
+ z(c)− c

= · · ·

= S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
+

( k−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1 z(j)(c)

)
− c

=
(
[k − r′,−1] ∩ Z

)
− ck −

(
k

2

)
,

by assumption.
The case c ≤ 0 is similar, where we once again repeatedly apply the assumption made

in the statement of Lemma 5.2. Indeed, if k ≡ 1(mod 2), then by Lemma 3.3 we obtain

S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
= [k − r′,−1] ∩ Z, and

S-(r′, c) = S-
(
r′ − 1, z(c)

)
= S-

(
r′ − 2, z(2)(c)

)
+ z(2)(c)− z(c)

= · · ·

= S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
+

k−1∑
j=1

(−1)j z(j)(c)

=
(
[k − r′,−1] ∩ Z

)
+ c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

)
.

If k ≡ 0(mod 2), then by Lemma 3.3, we have S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
= [0, r′ − k − 1] ∩ Z, and

S-(r′, c) = S-
(
r′ − 1, z(c)

)
= S-

(
r′ − 2, z(2)(c)

)
+ z(2)(c)− z(c) =

= · · ·

= S-
(
r′ − k, z(k)(c)

)
+

k∑
j=1

(−1)j z(j)(c)

=
(
[0, r′ − k − 1] ∩ Z

)
+ ck −

(
k + 1

2

)
.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.2. □

5.4. Proof of Lemma 5.1 and the conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. For r ≤ 1 the statement holds vacuously, and by the first part of the
proof of Lemma 3.4, S-(2, 0) = {−1} = S-(1, 1). Thus, we may henceforth assume r ≥ 3.

Suppose the statement holds for all integers r′ such that 2 ≤ r′ ≤ r − 1. We will first
consider the case c = ±(r−2). Note that for each point (a, a−r+1) ∈ F(r−1,−(r−1))\QI,
we have L′(a, a− r+1) = (a− 2r+3, a− r+1), and a− r+1− (a− 2r+3) = r− 2. Thus,
L′(x, x− r + 1) ∈ F(r, r − 2) \ QI and therefore

S-
(
r − 1, z(r − 2)

)
+ z(r − 2)− (r − 2)

= S-
(
r − 1,−(r − 1)

)
− (r − 1)− (r − 2)

= ([0, r − 2] ∩ Z)− (2r − 3)

= {a− 2r + 3 : (a, a− r + 1) ∈ F(r − 1,−(r − 1)) \ QI}
⊆ {a∗ ∈ Z : (a∗, a∗ + r − 2) ∈ F(r, r − 2) \ QI}
= S-(r, r − 2),



ON THE CENTRAL BALL IN A TRANSLATION INVARIANT INVOLUTIVE FIELD 16

by Lemma 3.3.
If there was a point (a, a + r − 2) ∈ F(r, r − 2) \ QI with a ̸∈ [3 − 2r, 1 − r] ∩ Z, since

1− r+(r−2) = −1, by Lemma 3.3 it follows that a < 3−2r. Thus, by Lemma 3.3 and the
inductive assumption, there must exist a∗ ∈ Z such that (a∗, a + r − 2) ∈ ∂Bpc(O, r − 1)
with L′(a∗, a + r − 2) = (a, a + r − 2), or b∗ ∈ Z such that (a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc(O, r − 1) with
L′′(a, b∗) = (a, a+ r − 2).

In the former of these two possibilities, it follows that a∗ = a + 2r − 3. This implies
(a∗, a+ r − 2) ∈ F(r − 1,−(r − 1)), contradicting Lemma 3.3.

The latter possibility implies that b∗ = a−r+3, and therefore (a, b∗) ∈ F
(
r−1,−(r−3)

)
.

But then 2− r ≤ a < 3− 2r by induction, a contradiction.
For each (a, a + r − 1) ∈ F(r − 1, r − 1) \ QI, we have L′′(a, a + r − 1) = (a, a − r + 2),

and a− r + 2− a = −(r − 2). Thus, by Lemma 3.3, it follows that

L′′(x, x+ r − 1) ∈ F(r,−(r − 2)) \ QI,

and since L′′ preserves the first coordinate, we obtain

S-
(
r − 1, z(−(r − 2))

)
= S-

(
r − 1, r − 1

)
⊆ S-

(
r,−(r − 2)

)
.

If there was a point (a, a−r+2) ∈ F(r,−(r−2))\QI with a ̸∈ [1−r,−1]∩Z, Lemma 3.3
yields a < 1 − r. Then, by Lemma 3.3 and induction, there exists a′ ∈ Z such that
(a′, a− r+ 2) ∈ ∂Bpc(O, r− 1) with L′(a′, a− r+ 2) = (a, a− r+ 2), or there exists b′ ∈ Z
such that (a, b′) ∈ ∂Bpc(O, r − 1) with L′′(a, b′) = (a, a− r + 2).

In the former case, we have a′ = a− 2r + 5, and hence (a′, a− r + 2) ∈ F(r − 1, r − 3).
But then we obtain 3− 2(r − 1) ≤ a < 3− 2r, by induction, a contradiction.

In the latter case, we have b′ = a + r − 1, and hence (a, b′) ∈ F(r − 1, r − 1), which
contradicts Lemma 3.3.

Now, fix c ∈ Z with |c| < r − 2 and c ≡ r (mod 2). It is sufficient to present the proof
in the case c ≤ 0, as the case where c > 0 can be treated in an analogous manner or,
differently, the result can be obtained by applying symmetry. Thus, in the following we
assume that c ≤ 0. For each point

(
a, a+ z(c)

)
∈ F

(
r − 1, z(c)

)
\ QI, we have

L′′(a, a+ z(c)
)
= (a, a− z(c) + 1) = (a, a+ c).

We claim that this implies

L′′(a, a+ z(c)
)
∈ F(r, c) \ QI.

It suffices to show that L′′(x, x+z(c)) ̸∈ F(r−2, c)\QI. Since |c| = r−2k = (r−2)−2(k−1),
by Lemma 5.2 we obtain:

S-(r − 2, c) =


(
[0, r − 2− k] ∩ Z

)
+ c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2);(

[k + 1− r,−1] ∩ Z
)
+ c(k − 2)−

(
k − 1

2

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Since | z(c)| = |c| + 1 = r − 2k + 1 = (n − 1) − 2(k − 1) and z(c) = 1 − c, Lemma 5.2 also
yields:

S-(r − 1, z(c)) =


(
[k − r,−1] ∩ Z

)
+ (c− 1)(k − 1)−

(
k − 1

2

)
, if k ≡ 1 (mod 2);(

[0, r − 1− k] ∩ Z
)
+ (c− 1)k −

(
k

2

)
, if k ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Observing that

−1 + (c− 1)(k − 1)−
(
k − 1

2

)
−
(
0 + c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

))
= −1 < 0,
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and

r − 1− k + (c− 1)k −
(
k

2

)
−
(
k + 1− r + c(k − 2)−

(
k − 1

2

))
= −1 < 0,

the claim follows.
Thus, because L′′ preserves the first coordinate, S-

(
r − 1, z(c)

)
⊆ S-(r, c). Note that

more generally, for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, Lemma 5.2 yields:

S-(r − 2j, c) =


[
k + j − r,−1

]
+ c(k − j − 1)−

(
k − j

2

)
, if j ̸≡ k (mod 2);[

0, r − j − k − 1
]
+ c(k − j)−

(
k − j + 1

2

)
, if j ≡ k (mod 2),

since |c| = r − 2k = (n− 2j)− 2(k − j).
Also note that for every integer j with 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, we have

r − j − k − 1 + c(k − j)−
(
k − j + 1

2

)
+ 1

= k + (j + 1)− r + c(k − (j + 1)− 1)−
(
k − (j + 1)

2

)
,

and

−1 + c(k − j − 1)−
(
k − j

2

)
+ 1 = c(k − (j + 1))−

(
k − (j + 1) + 1

2

)
.

Thus, if k ≡ 1(mod 2), we obtain[
c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

)
,−c− 1

]
∩ Z =

([
c(k − 1)−

(
k

2

)
,−1

]
∩ Z
)
⊔ ([0,−c− 1] ∩ Z)

=

k⊔
j=1

S-(r − 2j, c),

and, if k ≡ 0(mod 2), we obtain[
k + 1− r + c(k − 2)−

(
k − 1

2

)
,−c− 1

]
∩ Z =

k⊔
j=1

S-(r − 2j, c).

Next, we need to distinguish two cases, depending on the parity of k. Since the analysis
with the appropriate modifications is similar in both cases, for the rest of the proof, we will
assume that k ≡ 0(mod 2).

If there was a point (a, a + c) ∈ F(r, c) \ QI such that (a, a + c) ̸∈ S-
(
r − 1, z(c)

)
, then

a < (c − 1)k −
(
k

2

)
, by the above. Noting that |c − 1| = r − 2k + 1 = (n − 1) − 2(k − 1),

Lemma 5.2 yields

S-(r − 1, c− 1) =
(
[k − r,−1] ∩ Z

)
+ (c− 1)(k − 2)−

(
k − 1

2

)
.

Since r− 2k = |c| ≥ 0 implies (c− 1)k−
(
k

2

)
+1 ≤ k− r+ (c− 1)(k− 2)−

(
k − 1

2

)
, it follows

that (a, a+ c− 1) ̸∈ F(r − 1, c− 1) \ QI, and (a+ 1, a+ c− 1) ̸∈ F(r − 1, c− 1) \ QI.
Likewise, if c ≤ −1, then |c+ 1| = r − 2k − 1 = (r − 1)− 2k. Therefore

S-(r − 1, c+ 1) =
(
[0, r − k − 2] ∩ Z

)
+ (c+ 1)k −

(
k + 1

2

)
,

by Lemma 5.2. Since k ≥ 1 implies (c − 1)k −
(
k

2

)
+ 1 ≤ (c + 1)k −

(
k + 1

2

)
, it follows that

(a− 1, a+ c), (a, a+ c+ 1) ̸∈ F(r − 1, c+ 1) \ QI.
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If c = 0, we obtain |c+ 1| = r − 2k + 1 = (r − 1)− 2(k − 1), and hence

S-(r − 1, c+ 1) =
(
[0, r − 1− k] ∩ Z

)
− (c+ 1)k −

(
k

2

)
,

once again by Lemma 5.2. Since a < (c − 1)k −
(
k

2

)
= −

(
k + 1

2

)
= −(c + 1)k −

(
k

2

)
, there

exists a∗ ∈ Z such that (a∗, a+ c) ∈ ∂Bpc

(
O, r− 1

)
, and L′(a∗, a+ c) = (a, a+ c), or there

exists b∗ ∈ Z such that (a, b∗) ∈ ∂Bpc

(
O, r − 1

)
, and L′′(a, b∗) = (a, a+ c).

In the first case, we have a∗ = a+ 2c+ 1, and a+ c− a∗ = −c− 1.
If a∗ ≥ 0, then by Lemma 3.3, r − 1 = −c − 1. Therefore, r = |c|, contradicting our

assumption that |c| ≤ r − 2.
If a∗ < 0, we obtain a∗ ∈ S-(r − 1,−c− 1) yet by Lemma 5.2, we have:

S-(r − 1,−c− 1) =


(
[0, r − k − 2] ∩ Z

)
− (c+ 1)k −

(
k + 1

2

)
, if c ≤ −1;(

[0, r − 1− k] ∩ Z
)
+ (c+ 1)k −

(
k

2

)
, if c = 0.

If c ≤ −1, then k ≥ 1 implies c(k + 2) + 1 ≤ −(k + 2) + 1 ≤ 0 ≤ −(c + 1)k and hence

a∗ < (c− 1)k −
(
k

2

)
+ 2c+ 1 ≤ −(c+ 1)k −

(
k + 1

2

)
.

If c = 0, then k ≥ 1 now implies a∗ < (c− 1)k−
(
k

2

)
+2c+1 ≤ k−

(
k

2

)
= (c+1)k−

(
k

2

)
.

In the second case, we have b∗ = a−c+1. Then a ∈ S-(r−1,−c+1). But, by Lemma 5.2,
we find that

S-(r − 1,−c+ 1) =
(
[k − r,−1] ∩ Z

)
+ (c− 1)(k − 1)−

(
k − 1

2

)
,

and (c− 1)k −
(
k

2

)
= k − r + (c− 1)(k − 1)−

(
k − 1

2

)
.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.1. □

By Lemma 5.1, Lemma 5.2 yields parts II.(b) and (c) of Theorem 1.

6. Proof of Theorem 2

Recalling the notation O = (0, 0) for the origin, the boundaries of the smallest balls
are: ∂Bpc(O, 0) = {O}, and ∂Bpc(O, 1) = {(±1, 0), (0,±1)}, as seen in Figure 6. Then
formula (5) is verified for r = 0 and r = 1, because 5/2 − 1 + 5/2 = 4. We may therefore
assume r ≥ 2.

For every c ∈ Z, writing |c| = r − 2k, the following statements hold:

(1) |F(r, c)| = 2r − 2k, if c ≡ r (mod 2) and |c| ≤ r − 2, by formula (3);

(2) |F(r, c)| = 0, if c ̸≡ r (mod 2) and |c| < r − 2, by Lemma 3.2;

(3) |F(r,±r))| =
(
r

2

)
+ 1 + r =

(
r + 1

2

)
+ 1, by formula (4).
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Consequently, we may determine the number of points on the boundary ∂Bpc(O, r). If r > 0
is even, we have:

#∂Bpc(O, r) = 2

((
r + 1

2

)
+ 1

)
+ r + 2

r/2−1∑
k=1

2r − 2k

= r2 + 2r + 2 + 4r
(
r

2
− 1
)
− 4

(
r/2

2

)
=

5r2

2
− r + 2.

Likewise, if r is odd, we have:

#∂Bpc(O, r) = 2

((
r + 1

2

)
+ 1

)
+ 2

(r+1)/2−1∑
k=1

2r − 2k

= r2 + r + 2 + 4r
(
r + 1

2
− 1
)
− 4

(
(r + 1)/2

2

)
=

5r2

2
− r +

5

2
.

Taking the sum over the interval [0, R]∩Z of the expressions (5) obtained for #∂Bpc(0, r),
where 0 ≤ r ≤ R, we obtain the area of the the ball Bpc(O,R):

R∑
r=0

#∂Bpc(O, r) = #∂Bpc(O, 0) +
R∑

r=1
r odd

#∂Bpc(O, r) +
R∑

r=2
r even

#∂Bpc(O, r)

=

R∑
r=1
r odd

(
5r2

2
− r +

5

2

)
+

R∑
r=2

r even

#∂Bpc(O, r)

(
5r2

2
− r + 2

)
.

It then follows that:

#Bpc(O,R) = 1 +

R∑
r=1

(
5r2

2
− r + 2

)
+

1

2

R∑
r=1
r odd

1

= 1 +
5R(R+ 1)(R+ 2)

12
− R(R+ 1)

2
+ 2R+

1

2

⌈
R

2

⌉
=

1

12

(
10R3 + 9R2 + 23R

)
+

1

2

⌈
R

2

⌉
+ 1.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.
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