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A SHARP BOUND ON LARGE PLANAR SIGNED VECTOR SUMS

FLORIAN GRUNDBACHER

Abstract. We give a sharp lower bound to the largest possible Euclidean norm of signed sums
of n vectors in the plane. This is achieved by connecting the signed vector sum problem to
the isoperimetric problem for the circumradius of polygons. In turn, we apply the sharp bound
for the signed vector sum problem to establish a sharp lower bound to the circumradius of the
Minkowski sum of n planar symmetric convex bodies. We also determine a tight lower bound to
the circumradius of the Minkowski sum of general convex bodies in any dimension independent of
their number.

1. Introduction

Vector sum problems have a long history. Especially problems concerned with finding small signed
sums or small sums of subsets of prescribed cardinality have gained attention in the past literature
since they provide a unified framework to deal with various problems from other areas. A general
overview of the many variants of these vector sum problems and related results is provided in [2, 4].

Recently, a new variant of these vector sum problems that is in spirit dual to the ones mentioned
above has been considered by Ambrus and González Merino in [2]. Instead of considering how small
appropriate choices of (signed) vector (subset) sums can be made, they asked for best possible lower
bounds to the largest of these sums. Formally, for integers n ≥ k ≥ 1, they asked to determine

c(d, n, k) := min
u1,...,un∈Sd−1

max
1≤i1<...<ik≤n

εi1 ,...,εik∈{−1,1}

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

k
∑

j=1

εiju
ij

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

where Sd−1 is the Euclidean unit sphere in Rd and ‖·‖ denotes the Euclidean norm. Already in [2],
multiple sharp results on the asymptotic behavior of c(d, n, k) in its three parameters are obtained
by again establishing connections to many other mathematical areas. Furthermore, in the planar
case, improved lower bounds to c(2, n, k) and its precise value when k − 1 divides n are provided.

The results in [2] leave open the very natural problem of computing c(d, n, n). This appears to
be a difficult task, as even c(d, d + 1, d + 1) is unknown for d ≥ 3 (see [2, Conjecture 1]). Given
that the precise value of c(2, n, k) has been obtained in special cases, one may hope that at least
c(2, n, n) can be found for general n. The main problem in this direction with the lower bounds to
c(2, n, k) in [2, Theorem 5] is that their strength comparatively declines as k becomes larger. They
eventually even decrease despite c(2, n, k) clearly increasing in k.

The main goal of this note is to remedy the above problem in the planar case by computing
c(2, n, n) precisely for all n. As a corollary, we also improve the lower bound to c(2, n, k) for large k.

Our approach is based on the connection between the problem of computing c(d, n, n) and the
isoperimetric problem for the circumradius of polytopes established by Joós and Lángi in [18].
Although using different terminology, they point out that c(d, n, n) is equal to the minimal circum-
radius of a zonotope in Rd generated from n segments of length 2. Using a Dowker-type result
for the circumradius-perimeter-ratio of polygons, which is discussed in Section 2, this leads us to a
straightforward proof for the precise value of c(2, n, n) in Section 3.
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2 F. GRUNDBACHER

In Section 4, we show that the connection between signed vector sum problems and problems
related to the circumradius is mutually beneficial. As already discussed, c(2, n, n) can be computed
via the isoperimetric problem for the circumradius of polygons. In turn, this approach allows us to
find a sharp lower bound to the circumradius of the Minkowski sum of n planar symmetric convex
bodies. Problems of the latter type were first studied in [16] and have since been generalized to
various other settings (cf. [1, 10, 15, 17, 19]), typically only for sums of two convex bodies. See also
[9], where sums of n convex bodies are considered in connection to other vector sum problems.

2. Preliminaries

For X,Y ⊂ Rd, their Minkowski sum is given by X + Y := {x + y : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y }. The
t-translation and ρ-dilatation of X for t ∈ Rd and ρ ∈ R are defined as t + X := {t} + X and
ρX := {ρx : x ∈ X}. We abbreviate −X := (−1)X . The closed segment connecting x, y ∈ Rd is
denoted by [x, y]. A convex body K ⊂ R

d is a non-empty compact convex set. It is (t-)symmetric if
there exists t ∈ Rd with −t+K = t−K, or equivalently K = t+ K−K

2 .

The circumradius of K is given by R(K) := min{ρ ≥ 0 : K ⊂ t + ρBd, t ∈ Rd}, where Bd is the
Euclidean unit ball in Rd. This functional is by definition translation invariant. It is well-known
(see, e.g., [7, Section 35]) that K possesses a unique circumball. The center of this ball is not an
extreme point of K (unless K is a singleton) and coincides with the center of K if K is symmetric.
For d = 2, we denote the perimeter of K by L(K). Let us point out that the perimeter is Minkowski
additive and strictly increasing (see, e.g., [7, Paragraph 7]).

The key ingredient for our proof of Theorem 3.1 in the next section is the following solution to
the isoperimetric problem for the circumradius of polygons.

Proposition 2.1. Let P ⊂ R2 be a convex m-gon for integers 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Then

2n sin
(π

n

)

R(P ) ≥ L(P ),

with equality if and only if P is a regular n-gon or a singleton.

The above proposition falls into the category of Dowker-type results (in reference to the funda-
mental paper [11] by Dowker; see [12, 13, 20] for the corresponding results involving the perimeter).
Despite the elementary nature of the problem underlying the proposition, a clear proof of the com-
plete result appears difficult to establish in the literature (see [5, 14] for the inequality without the
characterization of the equality case, and [3, Open Problems (3a)] for mention of the entire result
but without proof). For the sake of completeness, we provide a short proof below.

Proof. Let t ∈ R2 and ρ ≥ 0 be such that t+ ρBn is the circumcircle of P . All claims are clear if P
is a singleton, so we may assume ρ > 0. It is well-known that t must be a non-extreme point of P in
this case. If P ′ denotes the convex m-gon whose vertices are the intersection points of t+ ρS1 with
the rays emanating from t through the vertices of P , then t ∈ P ⊂ t+ ρB2 implies P ⊂ P ′. We may
further enlargen P ′ to a convex n-gon P ∗ whose vertices all lie in t+ρS1. The strict monotonicity of
the perimeter shows L(P ) ≤ L(P ∗), with equality if and only if P is an n-gon with all of its vertices
in t+ ρS1. Since R(P ∗) = R(P ), it suffices to prove the proposition for P ∗.

The assumption ρ > 0 implies by R(P ∗) = ρ that n ≥ 2. Let v1, . . . , vn be the distinct vertices
of P ∗ and write vn+1 := v1. We may further assume that the vertices are indexed such that vi and
vi+1, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, are connected by an edge of P ∗. For i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let αi ∈ [0, π] be the angle
enclosed between vi − t and vi+1 − t. Since these two vectors have norm ρ, the distance between
them, and consequently the distance between vi and vi+1, equals 2ρ sin

(

αi

2

)

. Note that t ∈ P ∗

implies
∑n

i=1 αi = 2π. Hence, the concavity of sine on the interval [0, π] yields

L(P ∗) =
n
∑

i=1

2ρ sin
(αi

2

)

= 2nρ

n
∑

i=1

sin(αi

2 )

n
≤ 2nρ sin

(

n
∑

i=1

αi

2n

)

= 2n sin
(π

n

)

R(P ∗).

Equality holds if and only if every αi equals
2π
n
, or equivalently if P ∗ is a regular n-gon as claimed. �



LARGE PLANAR SIGNED VECTOR SUMS 3

3. Signed Sums of Planar Vectors

Our main result on signed vector sums concerns a generalization of the problem underlying
c(2, n, n). Instead of dealing only with unit vectors, we can allow arbitrary vectors.

Theorem 3.1. Let u1, . . . , un ∈ R2. Then

max
ε1,...,εn∈{−1,1}

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

εiu
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≥
1

n sin
(

π
2n

)

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥ui
∥

∥ ,

with equality if and only if {±u1, . . . ,±un} forms the vertex set of a regular 2n-gon or equals {0}.

Our main proof idea is to relate the expressions in the above inequality to the circumradius and
perimeter of a certain zonotope. A direct application of Proposition 2.1 then yields the claimed
inequality. As initially mentioned, this approach (up to the last step) is also pointed out in [18,
Section 2]. While the identities (1) and (2) below are also derived in [18, Corollary 1 and (5)], as
well as the inequality in Proposition 2.1 being mentioned in the proof of [18, Lemma 6], they were
not combined to obtain the above inequality.

Proof. Let P :=
∑n

i=1[−ui, ui] be a zonotope. Since the perimeter is Minkowski additive, we have

(1) L(P ) = 4

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥ui
∥

∥ .

The zonotope P is 0-symmetric, so it is further clear that

(2) R(P ) = max
v∈P

‖v‖ = max
ε1,...,εn∈{−1,1}

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

εiu
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

It is easy to see that any edge of P must be parallel to one of the segments [−ui, ui]. Therefore, P
has at most 2n edges (less if some ui are scalar multiples of each other), which means P is an m-gon
for some m ≤ 2n. Proposition 2.1 now shows

max
ε1,...,εn∈{−1,1}

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

εiu
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= R(P ) ≥
L(P )

4n sin
(

π
2n

) =
1

n sin
(

π
2n

)

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥ui
∥

∥ ,

which, read from left to right, is the claimed inequality.

Equality holds if and only if P is a regular 2n-gon or a singleton. The latter is equivalent to all
ui being zero, which is the second claimed equality case. For the other equality case, we first note
that P is a 2n-gon if and only if all ui are non-zero and no two of them are scalar multiples of each
other. In this case, we may assume that u1, . . . , un are ordered and oriented in sign such that they
induce consecutive edges of P , i.e., P has a vertex v0 such that vi := vi−1 + 2ui is a vertex of P for
all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now, P is additionally regular if and only if all of its edges are of equal length and
all interior angles at its vertices coincide. The first condition is equivalent to all ui having the same
positive norm. The second condition is equivalent to the angles enclosed between ui and ui+1 for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , n−1}, as well as the angle enclosed between un and −u1, all being the same. Altogether,
P is a regular 2n-gon if and only if {±u1, . . . ,±un} itself forms the vertex set of a regular 2n-gon,
which is the first claimed equality case. �

The special case of the above theorem where all ui are unit vectors immediately establishes the
precise value of c(2, n, n). We also obtain the desired improvement of the lower bound to c(2, n, k)
for large k compared to [2, Theorems 2 and 5].

Corollary 3.2. Let n ≥ k ≥ 1 be integers. Then

c(2, n, k) ≥
1

sin
(

π
2k

) ,

with equality if and only if k ∈ {1, n}.
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Proof. The inequality is immediately obtained from the above theorem. Equality holds if and only
if there exist n unit vectors in R2 such that for every choice of k of them, the chosen vectors and
their negatives together form the vertex set of a regular 2k-gon. This is easily seen to be the case if
and only if k ∈ {1, n}. �

Our result also impacts the upper bound to c(d, n, k) for general dimensions d ≥ 2. The mono-
tonicity of c(d, n, k) in its three parameters (see the discussion below [2, Definition 1]) yields

c(d, n, k) ≤ c(2, n, n) =
1

sin
(

π
2n

) .

By the above corollary and [2, Proposition 2], equality holds if k = n and min{d, n} ≤ 2. A closer
analysis of the monotonicity of c(d, n, k) shows that these are the only equality cases, though we omit
the details. While the above constitutes for d ≥ 2 the best possible upper bound that is independent
of d and k, the asymptotically much stronger bounds in [2, Theorem 2] show that the new estimate
is rather weak if d is large or k is small.

4. Circumradius of Minkowski Sums of Convex Bodies

As initially mentioned, the theory of circumradii also benefits from the link to vector sum prob-
lems. First results derived from this connection appeared in [9]. Our focus lies on the setting of
[9, Corollary 1.1], where a sharp lower bound to the circumradius of the Minkowski sum of three
planar convex bodies with unit circumradii is established. The theorem below generalizes this result
to an arbitrary number of planar convex bodies with any circumradii, though under the additional
assumption that the convex bodies involved are symmetric. Afterward, we use a simplified (but also
coarser) method to determine the best possible absolute constants (independent of the number of
convex bodies) that can be used in such a lower bound for sums of general convex bodies in arbitrary
dimensions.

Theorem 4.1. Let K1, . . . ,Kn ⊂ R2 be symmetric convex bodies. Then

R(K1 + . . .+Kn) ≥
1

n sin
(

π
2n

)

(

R(K1) + . . .+R(Kn)
)

.

For n ≥ 2, equality holds only if there exist ρ ≥ 0 and ϕ ∈ [0, π) such that each of the segments
[

−ρ

(

cos

(

jπ

n
+ ϕ

)

, sin

(

jπ

n
+ ϕ

))

, ρ

(

cos

(

jπ

n
+ ϕ

)

, sin

(

jπ

n
+ ϕ

))]

, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

is the unique longest segment in one of the convex bodies Ki−Ki

2 . Moreover, the inequality is sharp.

0 0

Figure 1. Two examples for Theorem 4.1: K1 (dashed, blue), K2 (dotted, red),
K1 + K2 (dash-dotted, purple), R(K1)B2 = R(K2)B2 and R(K1 + K2)B2 (solid,
black). The constant in Theorem 4.1 for n = 2 equals 1√

2
. The left-hand example

shows that the necessary equality condition in Theorem 4.1 cannot be reduced to
K1 and K2 consisting of only the described segments. The right-hand example
shows that the necessary condition is, in general, not sufficient for equality.
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Proof. Let C1 := K1−K1

2 , . . . , Cn := Kn−Kn

2 be the 0-symmetric translates of K1, . . . ,Kn. By the

translation invariance of the circumradius, it suffices to prove the theorem for the Ci.

It is well-known that the circumcircle of any Ci has its center at the origin. We may therefore
choose some ui ∈ Ci with

∥

∥ui
∥

∥ = R(Ci) for every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since the circumcircle of the set

C1 + . . .+ Cn is also centered at the origin, we obtain from Theorem 3.1 that

R(C1 + . . .+ Cn) = max
v∈C1+...+Cn

‖v‖ ≥ max
ε1,...,εn∈{−1,1}

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

εiu
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≥
1

n sin
(

π
2n

)

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥ui
∥

∥ =
1

n sin
(

π
2n

)

(

R(C1) + . . .+R(Cn)
)

.

(3)

If equality holds and excluding the trivial instance {±u1, . . . ,±un} = {0}, Theorem 3.1 implies
that {±u1, . . . ,±un} forms the vertex set of a regular 2n-gon. In this case, it is easy to see that the
segments [−ui, ui] can be written in the way outlined in the present theorem. Since Ci ⊂ R(Ci)B2,
it is further clear that these segments are always longest segments in the Ci. For n ≥ 2, they must
indeed be the unique longest segments in the Ci: Again by Ci ⊂ R(Ci)B2, any other longest segment
in Ci could be written in the form [−ũi, ũi] for some ũi ∈ Ci with

∥

∥ũi
∥

∥ = R(Ci). However, replacing

ui with ũi in (3) would now lead to a strict inequality since ({±u1, . . . ,±un}\{±ui})∪{±ũi} cannot
also form the vertex set of a regular 2n-gon for n ≥ 2.

Finally, it is clear that (3) is satisfied with equality from left to right if Ci = [−ui, ui] for every
i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and {±u1, . . . ,±un} forms the vertex set of a regular 2n-gon. �

With 1 < x
sin(x) → 1 for 0 < x → 0 and 0 < π

2n → 0 for n → ∞, the above theorem yields the

inequality R(K1 + . . .+Kn) ≥ 2
π

(

R(K1) + . . .+R(Kn)
)

for any planar symmetric convex bodies

K1, . . . ,Kn ⊂ R
2. This result is generalized with a more direct proof in the remark below. We write

κd for the volume of Bd and Wd−1(K) for the (d− 1)-th quermassintegral of a convex body K ⊂ Rd.
Recall that Wd−1 is translation invariant, Minkowski additive, positive homogeneous of degree 1,
and strictly increasing (see, e.g., [7, Paragraph 7]). Moreover, we have Wd−1(B

d) = κd and

κdR(K) ≥ Wd−1(K) ≥
2κd−1

d
R(K).

For non-singleton K, equality holds in the first inequality if and only if K is a Euclidean ball, and
in the second inequality if and only if K is a segment. The first inequality is immediate from the
properties of Wd−1 and the fact that K is contained in a Euclidean ball of radius R(K). The second
inequality is shown in [8, Theorem 1.4] (using the first intrinsic volume V1(K) := d

κd−1

Wd−1(K)).

Remark 4.2. For convex bodies K1, . . . ,Kn ⊂ Rd, we have the inequality

R(K1 + . . .+Kn) ≥
1

κd

Wd−1(K
1 + . . .+Kn)

=
1

κd

(

Wd−1(K
1) + . . .+Wd−1(K

n)
)

≥
2κd−1

dκd

(

R(K1) + . . .+R(Kn)
)

.

Equality holds in the second inequality if and only if all Ki are singletons or segments. In this case,
K1 + . . . +Kn is a polytope, which implies that the first inequality is strict unless d = 1 or all Ki

are singletons. Thus, the inequality from left to right is strict unless d = 1 or all Ki are singletons.

To see that 2κd−1

dκd
is nevertheless the best possible absolute constant for the inequality from left to

right, we use the well-known fact that Bd is a zonoid [6]. This means that for any ε > 0, there exist
n ∈ N and segments S1, . . . , Sn ⊂ Rd such that S1 + . . .+ Sn ⊂ Bd ⊂ (1 + ε)(S1 + . . .+ Sn). Now,

R(S1 + . . .+ Sn) ≤ R(Bd) =
1

κd

Wd−1(B
n) ≤

1

κd

Wd−1

(

(1 + ε)(S1 + . . .+ Sn)
)

=
1+ ε

κd

(

Wd−1(S
1) + . . .+Wd−1(S

n)
)

= (1 + ε)
2κd−1

dκd

(

R(S1) + . . .+R(Sn)
)

.
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We end this note with some final remarks. It would be interesting to know if Theorem 4.1 remains
true if the convex bodies are allowed to be non-symmetric. The results in [9] already partially verify
this for n ≤ 3. Moreover, Remark 4.2 shows that an only slightly weaker inequality is, in fact,
true. One approach to extend Theorem 4.1 to general planar convex bodies might be to generalize
Theorem 3.1 in the sense of the vector sum problems considered in [9].

Another interesting direction for future research would be to generalize Theorem 4.1 to dimensions
d ≥ 3. As the proof of Theorem 4.1 indicates, this problem is naturally connected to computing
c(d, n, n). The latter appears to be a difficult task for n > d as outlined in the introduction.
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