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Abstract

Two subsets A,B of the plane are betweenness isomorphic if there is a

bijection f : A → B such that, for every x, y, z ∈ A, the point f(z) lies on

the line segment connecting f(x) and f(y) if and only if z lies on the line

segment connecting x and y. In general, it is quite difficult to tell whether

two given subsets of the plane are betweenness isomorphic. We concen-

trate on the case when the sets A,B belong to the family Ac of unions of

pairs of concentric circles in the plane. We prove that A,B ∈ Ac are be-

tweenness isomorphic if and only if they are similar. In particular, there

are continuum many betweenness isomorphism classes in Ac, and each

of these classes consists exactly of all scaled translations of an arbitrary

representative of the class. Furthermore, we show that every betweenness

isomorphism between sets A,B ∈ Ac is exactly the restriction of a scaled

isometry of the plane.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we continue our research, started in [4], aimed at the classification
and characterization of the (Euclidean) betweenness isomorphism classes of sets
in the plane; this time we focus on a different family of sets. Sets A, B in the
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plane are said to be betweenness isomorphic if there exists a bijection f : A→ B
such that, for all x, y, z ∈ A, we have f(x) ∈ [f(y), f(z)] if and only if x ∈ [y, z],
where [u, v] denotes the line segment

[u, v] =
{
w ∈ R

2 : w = λu+ (1− λ)v for some λ ∈ [0, 1]
}
, u, v ∈ R

2.

Basic information on the ternary relation called betweenness, which is widely
studied in connection with broadly understood geometry, can be found, e.g.,
in [6, 8]. The reader may also consult [9].

A common generalization of two problems posed by Wiesław Kubiś (see [4,
Problems 1.1 and 1.2]) reads as follows.

Question 1.1. Let F be a family consisting of certain subsets of the plane.

(A) For which pairs A,B ∈ F does there exist a betweenness isomorphism
f : A→ B?

(B) How many betweenness isomorphism classes in F are there? How to char-
acterize these classes?

Note that Problem 3.29.3 from [9] is in the spirit of Question 1.1 since it con-
cerns the classification of betweenness isomorphism classes of convex polytopes
in Euclidean spaces.

Denote by Ac the family of all sets that are the union of two concentric
circles in the plane and by Bl the family of all subsets of the plane of the form
C ∪ F , where C is a circle and F is a set of l pairwise distinct points enclosed
by C. Then Question 1.1 with F = Bl reduces to [4, Problem 1.1], whereas with
F = Ac to [4, Problem 1.2].

A difficulty in answering Question 1.1 is that tools developed for a given
family F may be completely useless for another family. This is the case with
the two families from Kubiś’ problems. Namely, in [4] we gave an answer to
part (A) of Question 1.1 for the family F = Bl and a full answer to part (B) for
a special subfamily of F = B3; our main tool was a certain group action on the
circle (using ‘reversions’ about the points). Unfortunately, the same tool may
not be used in the case of the family F = Ac: the difference is that the orbit
(introduced in [4, Section 2.3]) of any point of the outer circle would be the
whole outer circle, and determining the isomorphism class of the relevant group
action then remains as the unresolved part of the task. Therefore, to provide
an answer to [4, Problem 1.2] we need to develop some new tools.

Assuming that we know the answer to part (A) of Question 1.1, it is natural
to ask what do the betweenness isomorphisms f : A → B look like. Unfortu-
nately, it seems that not much is known. From the results proven in [5], we
immediately obtain at least some answers in the case when the sets A,B are
convex. For example, by [5, Theorem 2.1], if one (or, equivalently, both) of the
sets A,B is not contained in a single line, then every betweenness isomorphism
f : A→ B extends to a unique homography of the plane.

For non-convex sets the situation can be more complicated, as can be seen
in [4, Theorem 3.1] for the case of the family Bl. For example, let Ai = Ci ∪
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{pi} ∈ B1, for i = 1, 2. Let also Ei be the intersection of the circle Ci with
an open half-plane determined by any line passing through the point pi. Then
any bijection h : E1 → E2 has exactly two distinct extensions to a betweenness
isomorphism f : A1 → A2. A very simple example showing that a betweenness
isomorphism of two non-convex sets A,B ∈ F can be very far from a "regular"
function (as in the case above) is the family F = B0 consisting of all circles in the
plain; indeed, any bijection between two circles is a betweenness isomorphism.

Assume again that we know the answer to part (A) of Question 1.1. Clearly,
every betweenness isomorphism f : A → B keeps the collinearity of points, i.e.
for every a, b, c ∈ A, the points a, b, c are collinear if and only if the points
f(a), f(b), f(c) are collinear. This exactly means that every betweenness iso-
morphism is also a collinearity isomorphism. Therefore, we can ask for which
families F both the isomorphisms coincide. It is not difficult to see that there are
families F for which betweenness isomorphisms and collinearity isomorphisms
cannot coincide (see Example 5.1 for the family F consisting of five points sets,
and Example 5.2 for the family consisting of subsets of a line).

In the context of the results obtained, it is natural to ask for an answer to
Question 1.1 in the case where the family F consists of all sets that are the
union of two non-concentric circles in the plane. Let us denote this family by
Anc. We do not yet have a comprehensive answer to Question 1.1 for F = Anc.
However, some basic facts about the family Anc can be formulated easily.

Our paper concerns the family Ac, and is organized as follows.
In Section 2 we introduce notions and formulate basic facts needed in the

next sections.
Section 3 aims to provide a complete answer to Kubiś’ Problem 1.2 from [4],

i.e., to give an answer to Question 1.1 with F = Ac, by proving that two sets
from the family Ac are betweenness isomorphic if and only if they have the same
ratio of the radii of the two concentric circles (see Corollary 3.3). In particular,
we obtain that there are continuum many betweenness isomorphism classes in
Ac, and each of these classes consists exactly of all scaled translations of an
arbitrary representant of the class. While not too much surprising, these results
are in sharp contrast with the situation considered in [4] in the case where
F = B1, or F = B2, or F = Bcol

3 ⊂ B3 where the three points are required to
be collinear.

In Section 4, we describe all betweenness isomorphisms between sets of the
considered family Ac belonging to the same betweenness isomorphism class.
It turns out that these are exactly the restrictions of those scaled isometries
that map A onto B (see Theorem 4.1). Recall that a scaled isometry (or, a
similarity) is a map Φ: R2 → R

2 for which there exists C > 0 such that

‖Φ(x)− Φ(y)‖ = C‖x− y‖, x, y ∈ R
2. (1)

Again we see that the obtained result is in sharp contrast with the case of the
family Bl considered in [4].

The goal of Section 5 is to show that any collinearity isomorphism between
two sets of the family Ac is also a betweenness isomorphism. Therefore, both
isomorphism notions coincide on sets of the family Ac.
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Finally, in Section 6, we give an example of a set S ∈ Ac that is not be-
tweenness isomorphic with any set R ∈ Anc and vice versa.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, the symbol Ac is reserved for the family consisting of
those sets A ⊆ R

2 which are the union of two distinct concentric circles.
We denote the circle with center c ∈ R

2 and radius ρ ∈ (0,∞) by S(c, ρ).
We say that y ∈ R

2 lies between x ∈ R
2 and z ∈ R

2 if y = λx + (1 − λ)z for
some λ ∈ [0, 1]. For S ⊆ R

2 and x, z ∈ S, we put

[x, z]S = {y ∈ S : y lies between x and z},

and
(x, z)S = {y ∈ S \ {x, z} : y lies between x and z}. (2)

We recall the notions of extreme points and collinear hulls from [4]. Let
S ⊆ R

2. A point y ∈ S is said to be extreme in S if there are no x, z ∈ S \ {y}
such that y lies between x and z. The set of all extreme points in S is denoted by
ext(S). By [4, Lemma 2.1(i)], all betweenness isomorphisms preserve extreme
points. A set A ⊆ S is called collinearly closed in S if z ∈ A whenever z ∈ S and
there exist distinct x, y ∈ A such that x, y, z are collinear. The collinear hull
c-hullS(A) of an arbitrary set A ⊆ S in S is the smallest set which is collinearly
closed in S and which contains A. By [4, Lemma 2.1(ii)], every betweenness
isomorphism maps the collinear hull of a given set onto the collinear hull of its
image.

Given a set A, we denote its cardinality by cardA.
We begin with the following lemma that will be useful later.

Lemma 2.1. Let S ⊆ R
2 be a set which intersects each line in finitely many

points only. Let g : S → S be a betweenness isomorphism of S onto itself. Then
the set W = {s ∈ S : g(s) = s} is collinearly closed in S.

Proof. Suppose that x, y ∈ W are distinct. Suppose also that z ∈ S is such that
x, y, z are collinear; we must show that z ∈ W . We have

g(c-hullS({x, y}))
[4, Lemma 2.1(ii)]

= c-hullS({g(x), g(y)}) = c-hullS({x, y}),

which means that the restriction of g to c-hull({x, y}) is a betweenness isomor-
phism of c-hull({x, y}) onto itself. As the set c-hullS({x, y}) is contained in a
single line, it is finite by our assumption on S. This, together with the fact that
g fixes both x and y, easily implies that g must be the identity on c-hullS({x, y}).
In particular, g(z) = z as we needed.

Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) where c ∈ R
2 and ρ < ρ′. For every α ∈ R, we

define

AS(α) =
{
c+ ρ′(cos θ, sin θ) : θ ∈

(
α− arccos

ρ

ρ′
, α+ arccos

ρ

ρ′
)}
,
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cf. Figure 1. So each AS(α) is an arc of the circle S(c, ρ′) of length 2ρ′ arccos ρ
ρ′

.
Moreover, straightforward calculations show that the line passing through the
two endpoints of AS(α) is a tangent line of the circle S(c, ρ).

Lemma 2.2. Let S,R ∈ Ac and suppose that f : S → R is a betweenness
isomorphism. Then for every α ∈ R there is β ∈ R such that f(AS(α)) =
AR(β), and such that f maps each of the two endpoints of the arc AS(α) onto
an endpoint of the arc AR(β).

Proof. Suppose that S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′), where c ∈ R
2 and ρ < ρ′, R =

S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) with d ∈ R
2 and τ < τ ′, and α ∈ R. By [4, Lemma 2.1(i)],

we have f(ext(S)) = ext(R). Obviously, it holds that ext(S) = S(c, ρ′) and
ext(R) = S(d, τ ′). As f is a bijection, it follows that f(S(c, ρ)) = S(d, τ). In
particular,

f(c+ ρ(cosα, sinα)) ∈ S(d, τ).

So there is β ∈ R (which is unique modulo 2π) such that

f(c+ ρ(cosα, sinα)) = d+ τ(cos β, sinβ). (3)

We put

uS = c+ ρ(cosα, sinα),

vS = c+ ρ′
(
cos
(
α− arccos

ρ

ρ′
)
, sin

(
α− arccos

ρ

ρ′
))
,

wS = c+ ρ′
(
cos
(
α+ arccos

ρ

ρ′
)
, sin

(
α+ arccos

ρ

ρ′
))
,

see Figure 1. Then vS , wS are the endpoints of the arc AS(α). Similarly, we put

uR = d+ τ(cos β, sinβ),

vR = d+ τ ′
(
cos
(
β − arccos

τ

τ ′
)
, sin

(
β − arccos

τ

τ ′
))
,

wR = d+ τ ′
(
cos
(
β + arccos

τ

τ ′
)
, sin

(
β + arccos

τ

τ ′
))

;

then vR, wR are the endpoints of the arc AR(β).
By (3), we have f(uS) = uR. Further, for every s ∈ S, we have

card c-hullR({f(s), uR} =card c-hullR({f(s), f(uS)}
[4, Lemma 2.1(ii)]

= card c-hullS({s, uS}) = card c-hullS({s, uS}).
(4)

It is easy to see from the picture that

{vS , wS} = {s ∈ S : card c-hullS({s, uS}) = 3}

and similarly

{vR, wR} = {r ∈ R : card c-hullR({r, uR}) = 3}.
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AS(α)

c

S(c, ρ′)

uS

S(c, ρ)

α

wS

vS

Figure 1: Position of the arc AS(α) and the points uS , vS , wS in S.

Combining this observation with (4), it follows that

f({vS, wS}) = {vR, wR},

which proves the assertion concerning the endpoints. Further, one can easily
check that

AS(α) = {s ∈ ext(S) : card c-hullS({s, uS}) = 4 and (s, uS)S = ∅}, (5)

and similarly

AR(β) = {r ∈ ext(R) : card c-hullR({r, uR}) = 4 and (r, uR)R = ∅}. (6)

As f(ext(S)) = ext(R) and f(uS) = uR, we have by (6) that

AR(β) = {f(s) : s ∈ ext(S) and card c-hullR({f(s), uR}) = 4

and (f(s), uR)R = ∅}. (7)

By comparing (5) and (7), we see that in order to conclude that f(AS(α)) =
AR(β), it only remains to apply equation (4) and the obvious fact that

(s1, s2)S = ∅ ⇐⇒ (f(s1), f(s2))R = ∅, s1, s2 ∈ S.

In Section 3, we define an invariant M(·) of sets from the collection Ac with
respect to betweenness isomorphisms. This invariant will be used in Corollary 3.3
to determine which pairs of sets from Ac are betweenness isomorphic. But be-
fore doing so, we introduce a simpler invariant which will hopefully provide some
insight to the ideas described later.
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Let S ∈ Ac. We define m(S) to be the smallest natural number n such that
there exist α1, . . . , αn ∈ R with

ext(S) =
n⋃

i=1

AS(αi).

Lemma 2.3. m(·) is an invariant with respect to betweenness isomorphisms.

Proof. Suppose that S,R ∈ Ac are betweenness isomorphic, i.e., there exists a
betweenness isomorphism f : S → R. Suppose that α1, . . . , αn ∈ R are such
that ext(S) =

⋃n
i=1AS(αi). By Lemma 2.2, there are β1, . . . , βn ∈ R such that

f(AS(αi)) = AR(βi), i = 1, . . . , n.

Then

ext(R) = f(ext(S)) = f
( n⋃

i=1

AS(αi)
)
=

n⋃

i=1

AR(βi).

By the definition of m(·), it follows that m(R) ≤ m(S).
As the situation is completely symmetric, we must also have m(S) ≤ m(R),

and so m(S) = m(R).

Example 2.4. Let S = S(0, ρ)∪ S(0, 1) and R = S(0, τ)∪ S(0, 1) where ρ < 1
2

and
√

1
2 ≤ τ < 1. Then the sets S and R are not betweenness isomorphic. py

Proof. Each of the arcs AS(α), α ∈ R, has length

2 arccosρ > 2 arccos
1

2
=

2

3
π,

and so the set ext(S) = S(0, 1) can be covered by three such arcs. Consequently,
m(S) ≤ 3 (in fact, m(S) = 3).

On the other hand, each of the arcs AR(β), β ∈ R, has length

2 arccos τ ≤ 2 arccos

√
1

2
=

1

2
π,

and we need at least 4 such arcs to cover the set ext(R) = S(0, 1). So m(R) ≥ 4.
As m(S) 6= m(R), we conclude by Lemma 2.3 that S and R cannot be

betweenness isomorphic.

3 Answer to Question 1.1 for F = Ac

For a natural number k, we say that a collection O of sets is a k-cover of a set
S if S =

⋃O and every s ∈ S belongs to at least k elements of O.
For S ∈ Ac, we define M(S) by

M(S) = inf
{n
k
: n, k ∈ N are such that there exist α1, . . . , αn ∈ R

such that
{
AS(α1), . . . , AS(αn)

}
is a k-cover of ext(S)

}
.
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Lemma 3.1. M(·) is an invariant with respect to betweenness isomorphisms.

Proof. Suppose that S,R ∈ Ac are betweenness isomorphic, i.e., there exists
a betweenness isomorphism f : S → R. Suppose that α1, . . . , αn ∈ R are such
that the collection {AS(α1), . . . , AS(αn)} is a k-cover of ext(S). By Lemma 2.2,
there are β1, . . . , βn ∈ R such that

f(AS(αi)) = AR(βi), i = 1, . . . , n.

We fix r ∈ ext(R). As f is a bijection and f(ext(S)) = ext(R), we have
f−1(r) ∈ ext(S). So there are at least k distinct indices i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such
that f−1(r) ∈ AS(αi). For each such index i, we then have r ∈ AR(βi). As this
holds for every r ∈ ext(R), the collection {AR(β1), . . . , AR(βn)} is a k-cover of
ext(R). By the definition of M(·), it follows that M(R) ≤M(S).

As the situation is completely symmetric, we must also have M(S) ≤M(R),
and so M(S) =M(R).

As we will see in the next lemma, for a given S ∈ Ac, M(S) equals the
ratio of the circumference of the bigger circle and the length of each of the arcs
AS(α), α ∈ R.

Lemma 3.2. Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) where c ∈ R
2 and ρ < ρ′. Then

M(S) =
π

arccos ρ
ρ′

.

Proof. Fix 0 < ε < 2 arccos ρ
ρ′

. For every i ∈ N, we define

αi = i
(
2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
− ε
)
.

Then the intersection of the arcs AS(αi) and AS(αi+1) is an arc of length ρ′ε,
i ∈ N. Moreover, if n, k ∈ N are such that

αn = n
(
2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
− ε
)
≥ 2kπ,

then the collection {AS(α1), . . . , AS(αn)} is a k-cover of S(c, ρ′) = ext(S). This
provides the estimate

M(S) ≤ inf
{n
k
: αn ≥ 2kπ

}
= inf

{n
k
≥ 2π

2 arccos ρ
ρ′

− ε

}
=

2π

2 arccos ρ
ρ′

− ε
.

Since this holds for every 0 < ε < 2 arccos ρ
ρ′

, we conclude thatM(S) ≤ π
arccos ρ

ρ′
.

To prove the opposite inequality, suppose that α1, . . . , αn ∈ R are such that
the collection {AS(α1), . . . , AS(αn)} is a k-cover of ext(S) = S(c, ρ′). Then, if
we denote by λ1 the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the circle S(c, ρ′), we
have

2nρ′ arccos
ρ

ρ′
=

n∑

i=1

λ1(AS(αi)) =

n∑

i=1

∫

S(c,ρ′)

χAS(αi) dλ
1

=

∫

S(c,ρ′)

n∑

i=1

χAS(αi) dλ
1 ≥ kλ1(S(c, ρ′)) = 2kπρ′,

(8)
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and consequently
n

k
≥ π

arccos ρ
ρ′

.

The inequality M(S) ≥ π
arccos ρ

ρ′
follows by taking the infimum over all choices

of α1, . . . , αn as above.

Corollary 3.3. Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) and R = S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) where
c, d ∈ R

2, ρ < ρ′ and τ < τ ′. Then the sets S, R are betweenness isomorphic if
and only if

ρ

ρ′
=

τ

τ ′
. (9)

Proof. Suppose first that the sets S,R are betweenness isomorphic. By Lemma 3.1,
we have M(S) =M(R). Then (9) immediately follows by Lemma 3.2.

Now suppose that (9) holds true. For every C > 0 and every u ∈ R
2, let

MC : R2 → R
2 and Tu : R2 → R

2 be the maps given by

MC(x) = Cx and Tu(x) = x+ u, x ∈ R
2. (10)

Obviously, all these maps are betweenness isomorphisms of R2 onto R
2. We put

f = Td ◦M τ′

ρ′
◦ T−c.

Then f , being a composition of betweenness isomorphisms, is also a betweenness
isomorphism (of R2 onto R

2). Moreover, we have f(S(c, ρ′)) = S(d, τ ′) and

f(S(c, ρ)) = S
(
d,
ρτ ′

ρ′

)
(9)
= S(d, τ).

So f(S) = R, and the restriction of f to S is a betweenness isomorphism from
S onto R.

4 The betweenness isomorphisms in Ac

By the proof of Corollary 3.3, whenever two sets from Ac are betweenness iso-
morphic, the betweenness isomorphism between them can be chosen as (the
restriction of) the composition of two translations and a rescaling. There ex-
ist more betweenness isomorphisms of sets from Ac. Indeed, fix ρ′ > ρ and
put S = S((0, 0), ρ) ∪ S((0, 0), ρ′) ∈ Ac. Then any rotation (restricted to S)
centered at the origin is a betweenness isomorphism of S onto itself. Similarly,
any reflection (restricted to S) through a line passing through the origin is a
betweenness isomorphism of S onto itself.

Note that all the transformations of the plane mentioned above (i.e., transla-
tions, rescalings, rotations and reflections) are special cases of a scaled isometry
of the plane (that is, of a map Φ: R2 → R

2 for which there is C > 0 with (1)).
In fact, every scaled isometry can be expressed as a composition of an isome-
try and a rescaling (see [1, 5.51 and 5.61]), and every isometry is well known
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to be a composition of a translation, a rotation and, possibly, of a reflection
(see [1, 3.51]). We also note that each scaled isometry of the plane is a between-
ness isomorphism of the plane onto itself, because the Euclidean betweenness
(as a ternary relation) can be characterized using distances in an obvious way.

In the next theorem, we will show that every betweenness isomorphism f
between sets from Ac extends to a unique scaled isometry of the plane.

Theorem 4.1. Let S,R ∈ Ac and suppose that f : S → R is a betweenness
isomorphism. Then f extends to a unique scaled isometry Φ: R2 → R

2.

Proof. The uniqueness is very easy, and so we prove only the existence.
Suppose that S = S(c, ρ)∪S(c, ρ′) and R = S(d, τ)∪S(d, τ ′) where c, d ∈ R

2,
ρ < ρ′ and τ < τ ′. By Corollary 3.3, we have

r :=
ρ

ρ′
=

τ

τ ′
.

For every C > 0 and every u ∈ R
2, let MC : R2 → R

2 and Tu : R2 → R
2 be the

maps given by (10). Then M 1

ρ′
◦ T−c, resp. M 1

τ′

◦ T−d, is a scaled isometry (in

particular, a betweenness isomorphism) of the plane which maps S, resp. R,
onto S(0, r) ∪ S(0, 1). So the map

h := (M 1

τ′

◦ T−d) ◦ f ◦
(
(M 1

ρ′
◦ T−c)

−1|S(0,r)∪S(0,1)

)
(11)

is a betweenness isomorphism of S((0, 0), r)∪S((0, 0), 1) onto itself. If we prove
that h extends to a scaled isometry H of the plane then, by (11), f extends to
the scaled isometry

(M 1

τ′

◦ T−d)
−1 ◦H ◦ (M 1

ρ′
◦ T−c)

of the plane. Thus, without loss of generality, we can assume that S = R =
S((0, 0), r) ∪ S((0, 0), 1) for some r ∈ (0, 1).

By [4, Lemma 2.1(i)], f preserves extreme points, that is, f maps S((0, 0), 1)
bijectively onto itself. We will show that the restriction of f to S((0, 0), 1) is
continuous. By Lemma 2.2, f maps each AS(α) (which is an open arc of the
circle S((0, 0), 1) of length 2 arccos r), α ∈ R, onto some AR(β), β ∈ R. Every
open arc of the circle S((0, 0), 1) of length at most 2 arccos r equals AS(α1) ∩
AS(α2) for a suitable choice of α1, α2 ∈ R. So f maps every such arc onto
AR(β1) ∩ AR(β2) for some β1, β2 ∈ R. In particular, all such arcs are mapped
by f onto open sets. As the collection of all open arcs of the circle S((0, 0), 1) of
length at most 2 arccos r forms a base of the topology of the circle S((0, 0), 1),
we obtain that the restriction of f−1 to S((0, 0), 1) is continuous. But f−1 maps
the compact set S((0, 0), 1) bijectively onto itself, and so f = (f−1)−1 restricted
to S((0, 0), 1) is continuous, as well.

Next, we will show that f is continuous. As we already know that f is
continuous on S((0, 0), 1), it only remains to verify continuity on S((0, 0), r).
We put

U = {(u, v) ∈ (S((0, 0), 1))2 : card (u, v)R = 2},
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where (u, v)R is as in (2). That is, U is the set of all pairs (u, v) ∈ (S((0, 0), 1))2

such that there are two distinct points in S((0, 0), r) lying strictly between u and
v. For every (u, v) ∈ U , let ψ(u, v) ∈ S((0, 0), r) be the unique point such that
ψ(u, v) ∈ (u, v)R and (u, ψ(u, v))R = ∅. That is, ψ(u, v) lies strictly between u
and v and, from the two elements of R with this property, it is the one lying
closer to u. The map ψ : U → R is obviously continuous. For the rest of the
proof, we apply the notation

P (α) := (cosα, sinα), α ∈ R.

Let θ : S(0, r) → U be the map given by

θ(rP (α)) = (f(P (α)), f(P (α + π))), α ∈ R.

The fact that the range of θ is a subset of U is given by the facts that

card (P (α), P (α + π))S = 2

and that f : S → R is a betweenness isomorphism. By the already proven
continuity of f on S((0, 0), 1), the map θ is also continuous, as well as the
composition ψ ◦θ : S((0, 0), r) → R. So it remains to show that f coincides with
ψ ◦ θ on S((0, 0), r). To this end, we fix s ∈ S((0, 0), r). Let α ∈ R be such that
s = rP (α). Then s is the unique element of S belonging to (P (α), P (α + π))S
such that (P (α), s)S = ∅. As f : S → R is a betweenness isomorphism, f(s)
must be the unique element of R belonging to (f(P (α)), f(P (α + π)))R such
that (f(P (α)), f(s))R = ∅. By the definition of the maps ψ, θ, we immediately
obtain that f(s) = ψ ◦ θ(s). As s ∈ S((0, 0), r) was chosen arbitrarily, the
continuity of f follows.

Let a, b be the endpoints of the arc AS(0). By Lemma 2.2, there is β ∈ R

such that f maps a, b to the endpoints of the arc AR(β). Let Φ± : R2 → R
2 be

the map given by

Φ± : tP (α) 7→ tP (β ± α), t ≥ 0, α ∈ R. (12)

Then Φ+ is a rotation and Φ− is a composition of a rotation and a reflection.
So, both Φ+ and Φ− are isometries of the plane onto itself and, in particular,
betweenness isomorphisms of the plane onto itself. As the arcs AS(0), AR(β)
have the same length (equal to 2 arccos r), we see that, for some choice of the
sign ±, the restrictions of f and Φ± to the two-element set {a, b} coincide; let
us denote the corresponding choice of Φ+ or Φ− shortly by Φ. If we show that
Φ−1 ◦f extends to a scaled isometry H̃ of the plane then f extends to the scaled
isometry Φ ◦ H̃ of the plane.

So, without loss of generality, we can assume that f fixes both a and b
(because Φ−1 ◦ f does). Under this additional assumption, we will in fact prove
that f is the identity on S, and so it extends to the identity of the plane, which
is a particular case of a scaled isometry of the plane onto itself.

We put
W = {s ∈ S : f(s) = s}. (13)
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The set W is non-empty, as a, b ∈ W . Since the intersection of S with any
line consists of at most four points, we may apply Lemma 2.1 to obtain that
the set W is collinearly closed in S. Further, as f is continuous, the set W is
topologically closed in S.

Our next goal is to show that the set W ∩ S((0, 0), 1) is topologically dense
in S((0, 0), 1). Let α ∈ R and γ ∈ R be such that f(P (α)) = P (γ). We will
verify that

f(P (α+ 2k arccos r)) = P (γ ± 2k arccos r), k ∈ N ∪ {0}, (14)

where the sign ± does not depend on k. (However, we do not claim at this
moment that the sign would be independent of α.) For k = 0, (14) is just the
equality f(P (α)) = P (γ). Let k = 1. Then P (α) and P (α + 2 arccos r) are
endpoints of the arc AS(α+ arccos r), and so it is enough to apply Lemma 2.2.
Indeed, the lemma implies that f(AS(α + arccos r)) equals AR(β) for some β
and that one of the endpoints of the arc AR(β) is the point f(P (α)) = P (γ).
The other endpoint necessarily is P (γ+2 arccosr) or P (γ−2 arccosr); this also
determines the sign. Now suppose that k ∈ N is such that the assertion is true
for every i = 0, 1, . . . , k. We will assume that

f(P (α+ 2i arccos r)) = P (γ + 2i arccos r), i = 0, 1, . . . , k;

the other case (with the sign ‘−’ instead of ‘+’) is completely analogous. Then
the induction hypothesis, together with another application of Lemma 2.2 (on
the arc with endpoints P (α+ 2k arccos r) and P (α+ 2(k + 1) arccos r)), tell us
that

f(P (α+ 2(k + 1) arccos r)) = P (γ + 2k arccos r ± 2 arccos r).

Now it only suffices to observe that, since f is a bijection and since 0 <
4 arccos r < 2π, we have

P (γ + 2k arccos r − 2 arccos r) = f(P (α+ 2(k − 1) arccos r))

6= f(P (α+ 2(k + 1) arccos r)),

and so
f(P (α+ 2(k + 1) arccos r)) = P (γ + 2(k + 1) arccos r),

as we needed. This concludes the proof of (14).
As the two points a, b lie inW and are of the form P (± arccos r), we have (14)

for α = γ = − arccos r and with ‘plus’ sign; consequently

f(P ((2k − 1) arccos r))) = P ((2k − 1) arccos r)), k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

So all the points P ((2k− 1) arccos r), k = 0, 1, 2, . . ., belong to W . If 2 arccos r
2π is

an irrational number then these points form a dense subset of S((0, 0), 1), and
so W ∩S((0, 0), 1) is also a dense subset of S((0, 0), 1). From now on, we assume
that 2 arccos r

2π is a rational number.
Let j be the smallest natural number such that j arccos r is a multiple of π.

We will show that if α ∈ R is such that P (α) ∈ W then also P (α+π) ∈W . This
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is easier if j is an even number. Indeed, then j arccos r must be an odd multiple
of π (otherwise, j

2 arccos r is still a multiple of π and j
2 < j, a contradiction),

and so
P (α+ π) = P (α+ j arccos r) = P (α− j arccos r).

As j is even and f(P (α)) = P (α), it follows by (14) used with γ = α that

f(P (α+ π)) = f(P (α+ j arccos r)) = P (α± j arccos r) = P (α+ π).

So P (α+ π) ∈ W , as we wanted. Now suppose that j is an odd number and let
l ∈ N be such that j arccos r = lπ. Then, as j + 1 is even, (14) implies that the
two element set consisting of the points

A+ := P (α+ lπ + arccos r) = P (α+ (j + 1) arccos r)

and
A− := P (α+ lπ − arccos r) = P (α− (j + 1) arccos r)

is mapped by f onto itself. As rP (α + lπ) is the unique element of S lying
strictly between A+ and A− and as f is a betweenness isomorphism, it follows
that rP (α+ lπ) is a fixed point of f , that is, rP (α+ lπ) ∈ W . The points P (α),
rP (α + lπ) and P (α+ π) are collinear, and we already know that the first two
of them belong to W . Since W is collinearly closed in S, P (α+ π) must belong
to W as well. This completes the proof of the fact that P (α+π) ∈W whenever
P (α) ∈W .

Now it is easy to verify that if α ∈ R is such that P (α) ∈ W then also
rP (α) ∈ W . Indeed, if P (α) ∈W , then, as we already know, P (α+π) ∈ W . As
the point rP (α) is collinear with P (α) and P (α+π) and the set W is collinearly
closed in S, the assertion follows.

Now we are ready to show the density of W ∩ S((0, 0), 1) in S((0, 0), 1).
Suppose, for a contradiction, that W ∩ S((0, 0), 1) is not dense in S((0, 0), 1).
Let A ⊆ S((0, 0), 1) be a maximal open arc which does not intersect W . Since
a, b ∈ W , (14) used with α = γ = − arccos r implies that P ((2k − 1) arccos r)
belongs to W for all k = 0, 1, 2, . . .; hence the length of the arc A is at most
2 arccos r < π. So there are α ∈ R and γ ∈ (0, π) such that P (α) and P (α+ γ)
are endpoints of the arc A and

A = {P (α+ ω) : ω ∈ (0, γ)}. (15)

As A is a maximal open arc not intersecting W and the set W is closed, both
P (α) and P (α+ γ) belong to W . It is easy to see that there is some ω ∈ (0, γ)
such that the points P (α+π), rP (α+γ) and P (α+ω) are collinear, see Figure 2.
But, by what we proved earlier, the points P (α+π) and rP (α+γ) belong to W .
Since W is collinearly closed in S, the point P (α+ ω) belongs to W , too. But,
by (15), P (α+ω) also belongs to A. This is a contradiction with the assumption
that the arc A does not intersect W . It follows that the set W ∩ S((0, 0), 1) is
dense in S((0, 0), 1).

We already know that, whenever α ∈ R is such that P (α) ∈ W , then also
rP (α) ∈ W . Since W ∩ S((0, 0), 1) is dense in S((0, 0), 1), we immediately
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(0, 0)

S((0, 0), 1)

S((0, 0), r)

P (α)

P (α + γ)

rP (α + γ)
P (α + π)

P (α + ω)

A

Figure 2: The line passing through the points P (α+π) and rP (α+γ) intersects
the arc A at P (α+ ω) for some ω ∈ (0, γ).

obtain that W ∩ S((0, 0), r) is also dense in S((0, 0), r). Altogether, W is dense
in S = S((0, 0), r) ∪ S((0, 0), 1). As the set W is also closed in S, we conclude
that W = S. So, by (13), f is the identity on S, which completes the proof.

5 Collinearity vs. betweenness in Ac

It follows directly from definitions that every betweenness isomorphism is a
collinearity isomorphism. However, the converse is not true in general, as we
can see from the following easy examples.

Example 5.1. Let

A = {(−1, 0), (0,−1), (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0)}

and
B = {(0,−1), (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), (2, 0)}.

Then the map f : A→ B given by

f(a) =

{
(2, 0) if a = (−1, 0)

a if a 6= (−1, 0)

is a collinearity isomorphism of A and B. However, A and B are not betweenness
isomorphic (because the sets do not have the same number of extreme points). py

Example 5.2. Let A = {(x, 0) ∈ R
2 : x ≥ 0} and B = {(x, 0) ∈ R

2 : x ∈ R}.
Then any bijection between A and B is a collinearity isomorphism of A and B
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but A and B are not betweenness isomorphic (because A has an extreme point
while B does not). py

Nevertheless, we will show that if A,B belong to the class Ac (consisting
of sets which are the union of two distinct concentric circles) then there is no
difference between collinearity and betweenness isomorphisms from A to B.
As a consequence, we can equivalently formulate our main results in terms of
collinearity instead of betweenness.

We start by a variant of Lemma 2.2. But this time, it seems to be easier to
consider arcs of double length (compared to the arcs AS(α), α ∈ R) first.

Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) where c ∈ R
2 and ρ < ρ′. For every α ∈ R, we

define

ÃS(α) =
{
c+ ρ′(cos θ, sin θ) : θ ∈

(
α− 2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
, α+ 2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
)}

= AS(α− arccos
ρ

ρ′
) ∪
{
c+ ρ′(cosα, sinα)

}
∪ AS(α+ arccos

ρ

ρ′
).

Lemma 5.3. Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) and R = S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) where c, d ∈
R

2, ρ < ρ′ and τ < τ ′. Suppose that f : S → R is a collinearity isomorphism.
Then f(S(c, ρ′)) = S(d, τ ′). Moreover, for every α ∈ R there is β ∈ R such that

f(ÃS(α)) = ÃR(β), and such that f maps each of the two endpoints of the arc

ÃS(α) onto an endpoint of the arc ÃR(β).

Proof. Suppose that S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) where c ∈ R
2 and ρ < ρ′, R =

S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) where d ∈ R
2 and τ < τ ′, and α ∈ R. We have

S(c, ρ′) =
{
s ∈ S : ∃s′ ∈ S ∀s′′ ∈ S \ {s, s′} s, s′, s′′ are not collinear

}
,

and similarly

S(d, τ ′) =
{
r ∈ R : ∃r′ ∈ R ∀r′′ ∈ R \ {r, r′} r, r′, r′′ are not collinear

}
.

As f is a collinearity isomorphism, it follows that

f(S(c, ρ′)) = S(d, τ ′). (16)

Let β ∈ R be such that

f(c+ ρ′(cosα, sinα)) = d+ τ ′(cos β, sinβ). (17)

We put

uS = c+ ρ′(cosα, sinα),

vS = c+ ρ′
(
cos
(
α− 2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
)
, sin

(
α− 2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
))
,

wS = c+ ρ′
(
cos
(
α+ 2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
)
, sin

(
α+ 2 arccos

ρ

ρ′
))
,

uR = d+ τ ′(cosβ, sinβ),

vR = d+ τ ′
(
cos
(
β − 2 arccos

τ

τ ′
)
, sin

(
β − 2 arccos

τ

τ ′
))
,

wR = d+ τ ′
(
cos
(
β + 2 arccos

τ

τ ′
)
, sin

(
β + 2 arccos

τ

τ ′
))

;
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then f(uS) = uR, vS , wS are endpoints of the arc ÃS(α) and vR, wR are end-
points of the arc ÃR(β). It is easy to check that

ÃS(α) = {uS} ∪ {s ∈ S : card c-hullS({s, uS}) = 2},

and
ÃR(β) = {uR} ∪ {r ∈ R : card c-hullR({r, uR}) = 2}.

As every collinearity isomorphism obviously preserves collinear hulls, we obtain
f(ÃS(α)) = ÃR(β).

Further,

{vS , wS} = {s ∈ S(c, ρ′) : card c-hullS({s, uS}) = 3}

and
{vR, wR} = {r ∈ S(d, τ ′) : card c-hullR({r, uR}) = 3},

and so, by (16), it follows that

f({vS, wS}) = {vR, wR}.

Lemma 5.4. Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) and R = S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) where c, d ∈
R

2, ρ < ρ′ and τ < τ ′. Suppose that f : S → R is a collinearity isomorphism.
Then the restriction of f to S(c, ρ′) is continuous.

Proof. We would like to apply the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.1
but we must be a little cautious this time. In Theorem 4.1, we used the fact that
the collection of sets AS(α1) ∩ AS(α2), α1, α2 ∈ R, is a base of the topology
of the outer circle of S. However, this is not necessarily true if we replace
arcs AS(·) by arcs ÃS(·). Indeed, each AS(α) is always contained in some
semicircle. But, if ρ

ρ′
< 2−

1

2 , then none of the (bigger) arcs ÃS(α) is contained

in a semicircle. In that case, two arcs ÃS(α1), ÃS(α2) may intersect at two
disjoint smaller arcs (lying on the opposite sides of S(c, ρ′)). Fortunately, the
collection of all finite intersections of the arcs ÃS(α), α ∈ R, still forms a base
of the topology of S(c, ρ′). By Lemma 5.3, each set from this base is mapped
by f onto ÃR(β1) ∩ . . . ∩ ÃR(βj) for some β1, . . . , βj ∈ R. In particular, each
set from the base is mapped onto an open subset of R. As f is a bijection from
S(c, ρ′) onto S(d, τ ′) by Lemma 5.3, we obtain that the restriction of f−1 to
S(d, τ ′) is continuous. By compactness of the two circles, continuity of f on
S(c, ρ′) follows as well.

Lemma 5.5. Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) and R = S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) where c, d ∈
R

2, ρ < ρ′ and τ < τ ′. Suppose that f : S → R is a collinearity isomorphism.
Then f is a betweenness isomorphism.

Proof. It suffices to show that f preserves betweenness; then we just apply
this weaker result on both f and f−1. So suppose that x, y, z ∈ S are such
that y lies between x and z; we want to prove that f(y) lies between f(x) and
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f(z). This is trivial if y ∈ {x, z}, so we may assume that y ∈ (x, z)S ; then,
in particular, y ∈ S(c, ρ). By Lemma 5.3, f(S(c, ρ′)) = S(d, τ ′). So, as f
preserves collinearity, we easily obtain the desired claim if both x and z belong
to S(c, ρ′). If this is not the case then at least one of the points x, z must still
belong to S(c, ρ′) (otherwise (x, z)S = ∅), so we may assume that x ∈ S(c, ρ′)
and z /∈ S(c, ρ′) (the other case is completely analogous). Then f(x) ∈ S(d, τ ′)
and f(y), f(z) ∈ S(d, τ). So, either f(y) is between f(x) and f(z), or f(z) is
between f(x) and f(y); we just need to exclude the latter option.

We fix an arbitrary point w ∈ S(c, ρ′) which is not collinear with x, y, z;
then f(w) ∈ S(d, τ ′) is not collinear with f(x), f(y), f(z). Let w1 be the unique
element of S(c, ρ′) \ {w} which is collinear with w, y, and let w2 be the unique
element of S(c, ρ′)\{w1} which is collinear with w1, z. Then f(w1) is the unique
element of S(d, τ ′) \ {f(w)} which is collinear with f(w), f(y), and f(w2) is
the unique element of S(d, τ ′) \ {f(w1)} which is collinear with f(w1), f(z).
The set S(c, ρ′) \ {w1, w2}, resp. S(d, τ ′) \ {f(w1), f(w2)}, has two connected
components. From a picture, one can easily check that

• x and w belong to the same connected component of S(c, ρ′) \ {w1, w2},

• if f(y) is between f(x) and f(z) then f(x) and f(w) belong to the same
connected component of S(d, τ ′) \ {f(w1), f(w2)},

• if f(z) is between f(x) and f(y) then f(x) and f(w) belong to distinct
connected components of S(d, τ ′) \ {f(w1), f(w2)}.

By Lemma 5.4, the restriction of f to S(c, ρ′) is continuous, and so each con-
nected component of S(c, ρ′) \ {w1, w2} is mapped onto a connected subset of
S(d, τ ′)\{f(w1), f(w2)}. Thus, it cannot happen that f(z) is between f(x) and
f(y) which completes the proof.

Corollary 5.6. Let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) and R = S(d, τ) ∪ S(d, τ ′) where
c, d ∈ R

2, ρ < ρ′ and τ < τ ′. Then the sets S, R are collinearity isomorphic if
and only if

ρ

ρ′
=

τ

τ ′
.

Proof. Apply Lemma 5.5 and Corollary 3.3.

Corollary 5.7. Let S,R ∈ Ac and suppose that f : S → R is a collinearity
isomorphism. Then f extends to a unique scaled isometry Φ: R2 → R

2.

Proof. Apply Lemma 5.5 and Theorem 4.1.

6 A little about the family Anc

Fix S ∈ Anc and let S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c′, ρ′), where c, c′ ∈ R
2 and c 6= c′. Then

exactly one of the five conditions holds (cf. also Figure 3):
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(a) one of the circles is strictly inside the other one; i.e. |c−c′| < max{ρ, ρ′}−
min{ρ, ρ′},

(b) the circles are internally tangent; i.e. |c− c′| = max{ρ, ρ′} −min{ρ, ρ′},

(c) the circles intersect in exactly two points; i.e. max{ρ, ρ′} −min{ρ, ρ′} <
|c− c′| < ρ+ ρ′,

(d) the circles are externally tangent; i.e. |c− c′| = ρ+ ρ′,

(e) the circles are strictly outside each other; i.e. |c− c′| > ρ+ ρ′.

The following observation shows that betweenness isomorphisms distinguish
the five subfamilies of the family Anc discerned by the above conditions.

Remark 6.1. (i) If two sets from the family Anc are betweenness isomorphic,
then both must meet the same condition out of the five listed above.

(ii) None of the sets from the family Anc that meet one of the conditions (b)−
(e) is betweenness isomorphic with a set belonging to the family Ac.

Proof. (i) For every j ∈ {a, b, c, d, e}, let Aj
nc denote the subfamily of Anc

consisting of all sets that meet condition (j). Fix S,R ∈ Anc and assume
that f : S → R is a betweenness isomorphism. Our proof will be divided into
five cases.

Case S ∈ Ab
nc. Fix x ∈ ext(S) such that for every y ∈ ext(S) \ {x} we

have card (x, y)S = 1 (such a point exists and it is unique; see Figure 3b).
From [4, Lemma 2.1(i)] we conclude that for every z ∈ ext(R) \ {f(x)} we have
card (f(x), z)R = 1, which can happen only for R ∈ Ab

nc, see again Figure 3. So
far we have proved that S ∈ Ab

nc if and only if R ∈ Ab
nc.

Case S ∈ Aa
nc. In this case we see that for all distinct u,w ∈ S \ext(S) there

are x, y ∈ ext(S) such that (x, y)S = {u,w} (see Figure 3a). By [4, Lemma
2.1(i)], for all distinct u′, w′ ∈ R \ ext(R) there are x′, y′ ∈ ext(R) such that
(x′, y′)R = {u′, w′}, which is possible only for R ∈ Aa

nc ∪ Ab
nc since otherwise

this fails for u′, w′ lying, e.g., on a suitable vertical line in Figure 3c,d,e. But
from the previous case, we infer that R /∈ Ab

nc, and hence R ∈ Aa
nc.

Case S ∈ Ad
nc. Fix w ∈ S \ ext(S) such that for every x ∈ ext(S) we have

(w, x)S = ∅ (such a point exists and it is unique; see Figure 3d). [4, Lemma
2.1(i)] implies that for every x′ ∈ ext(R) we have (f(w), x′)R = ∅, which can
take place only for R ∈ Ad

nc.
Case S ∈ Ae

nc. In this case for all w ∈ S \ ext(S) and x ∈ ext(S) we
have card (w, x)S ∈ {0, 1} (see Figure 3e). By [4, Lemma 2.1(i)] for all w′ ∈
R \ ext(R) and x′ ∈ ext(R) we have card (w′, x′)R ∈ {0, 1}, which is true only
for R ∈ Aa

nc ∪ Ab
nc ∪ Ae

nc. But from the previous cases, we conclude that
R /∈ Aa

nc ∪ Ab
nc, and hence R ∈ Ae

nc.
Case S ∈ Ac

nc. This immediately follows by the previous cases.
(ii) It suffices to note that the proof of (i) will remain valid if we replace the

subfamily Aa
nc with the family Ac.
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Figure 3: Sets from Anc that meet the respective conditions (a)–(e) from Sec-
tion 6. The arcs marked red consist of the extreme points of the sets.

Assertion (i) of Remark 6.1 allows us to guess that answering Question 1.1
for the family F = Anc is a more involved task than that for the family F =
Ac as in Section 3. Without further refinements, the method used to answer
Question 1.1 for the family F = Ac is not sufficient to answer Question 1.1
for the family F = Anc. However, in view of assertion (ii) of Remark 6.1 it
is natural to ask if there exists a set belonging to the family Ac which is not
betweenness isomorphic with any set of the family Anc that meets condition
(a). The following example shows that this is the case.

Example 6.2. Fix c ∈ R
2, ρ ∈ (0,∞), and consider the set S = S(c, ρ)∪S(c, 2ρ)

that belongs to the family Ac. We show that S is betweenness isomorphic to
no member of the family Anc.

Let aa′e be an equilateral triangle inscribed into the outer circle of S, as
in Figure 4a. Then the sides of the triangle are tangent to the inner circle,
meaning that (a, e)S = {b}, (a′, e)S = {b′}, and card (a, a′)S = 1. Also, the
invariant M(S) has value 3 by Lemma 3.2. Let d and d′ be the points on the
outer circle of S such that b ∈ (a′, d)S and b′ ∈ (a, d′)S , respectively. Then, due
to the symmetry of S, we have card (d, d′)S = 1 (see Figure 4a).

By Remark 6.1 the set S cannot be betweenness isomorphic to any set be-
longing to the family Anc that meets one of the conditions (b)–(e). We want
to show that the set S is also not betweenness isomorphic to any set belonging
to the family Anc that meets condition (a). So, let us fix a set R ∈ Anc that
meets condition (a). By rescaling, translating, and rotating, we can assume
that R = S((0, 0), 1) ∪ S((0, y0), r) with y0 ∈ (−1, 1) \ {0}, or, if we wish, with
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a)

aa′

bb′

dd′

e b) E

AA′

DD′

BB′

M

Figure 4: A pair of a) concentric circles S with M(S) = 3 b) non-concentric
circles R with ‘M(R) = 3’.

y0 ∈ (0, 1), and with r ∈ (0, 1 − |y0|). Now let us suppose that, contrary to
our claim, there exists a betweenness isomorphism f : S → R. Using the ro-
tational symmetry of S and, eventually, reassigning the positions of the points
in Figure 4a we can assume that f(a) = A, f(a′) = A′ are positioned on a
horizontal line above (0, y0), which is then tangent (by the properties of f) to
the inner circle of R, as in Figure 4b. Then, with f(e) = E, the other two sides
of triangle AA′E are tangent to the inner circle at f(b) = B, f(b′) = B′, as f
is a betweenness isomorphism. Likewise, the points f(d) = D and f(d′) = D′

take the position indicated by Figure 4b. Finally, DD′ should be tangent to the
inner circle, in contradiction to the figure and the following discussion.

Before we continue our argument, we wish to stop to make a remark related
to the triangle AA′E: By Poncelet’s porism (see [7, Sections 565–567)], cf. also
the survey [2,3]), there are many triangles inscribed into S((0, 0), 1) whose sides
are tangent to S((0, y0), r). We may use (6) (with arbitrary uR ∈ R\ ext(R)) to
make a non-concentric version of definition of the arcs “AR(β)” (here uR takes
the role of the parameter β; the relation is uR = uR(β) = (0+r cosβ, y0+r sinβ)
in our case) and then define M(·) as usual, which makes M(·) applicable to R.
Then the porism may be used to show that M(R) = 3. It also implies that
we cannot try to prove our non-isomorphism claim building merely on (alleged)
non-existence of the triangles or on the value of the invariant M(·) as such
without further development.

We have A = (
√
1− y2, y) for some y ∈ (−1, 1) \ { 1

2}; y = 1
2 leads to the

concentric case. Tedious calculations give

y0 = 1−
√
2− 2y, r = y +

√
2− 2y − 1,

B =

(
(y − 1)

√
1 + y +

√
2− 2y2√

2
,

√
2y − (1 + y)

√
1− y√

2

)
;
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the second coordinates of points D and D′ are the same and equal to

Dy =
2y2 + (2 + 4y)

√
2− 2y − 4y − 1

2
√
2− 2y − 5

,

whereas the second coordinate of the lowest point M of the inner circle in R
equals

My = 2− y − 2
√
2− 2y.

Then (see Figure 4b)

My −Dy =
2
(√

1− y −
√
2
)2 (√

1− y −
√
2
2

)2

5− 2
√
2− 2y

> 0;

equality My = Dy can happen only for y ∈ {−1, 12}, but both these numbers
are outside of our domain. In consequence,

0 = card (D,D′)R = card f((d, d′)S) = card (d, d′)S = 1,

a contradiction. py

We finish this paper with an example showing that there are sets belonging
to the family Anc that meet condition (a) which are not betweenness isomorphic
with any set of the family Ac.

Example 6.3. Fix y ∈ (−1, 12 ) ∪ (12 , 1) and consider the set R = S((0, 0), 1) ∪
S((0, 1−√

2− 2y), y+
√
2− 2y− 1) ∈ Anc occurring in Example 6.2. We show

that R is betweenness isomorphic to no member of Ac. Put A = (
√
1− y2, y),

A′ = (−
√
1− y2, y), and E = (0,−1). Then the sides of the triangle AA′E

are tangent to the inner circle, i.e. (A,E)R = {B}, (A′, E)R = {B′}, and
card (A,A′)R = 1.

Fix now S = S(c, ρ) ∪ S(c, ρ′) ∈ Ac with ρ < ρ′ and suppose, to derive a
contradiction, that there exists a betweenness isomorphism f : R → S. Then
the points A,A′, E are mapped onto some points a, a′, e, respectively, where the
sides of the triangle aa′e are tangent to the inner circle S(c, ρ). As we deal with
concentric circles, we obtain ρ′ = 2ρ (see Figure 4). Now, Example 6.2 reveals
that f cannot be a betweenness isomorphism. py
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