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PÁL’S ISOMINWIDTH PROBLEM IN THE HYPERBOLIC SPACE

KÁROLY J. BÖRÖCZKY, ANSGAR FREYER, ÁDÁM SAGMEISTER

Abstract. The paper focuses on possible hyperbolic versions of the classical Pál isominwidth
inequality in R2 from 1921, which states that for a fixed minimal width, the regular triangle
has minimal area. We note that the isominwidth problem is still wide open in Rn for n ≥ 3.
Recent work on the isominwidth problem on the sphere S2 shows that the solution is the regular
spherical triangle when the width is at most π

2
according to Bezdek and Blekherman, while Freyer

and Sagmeister proved that the minimizer is the polar of a spherical Reuleaux triangle when the
minimal width is greater than π

2
.

In this paper, the hyperbolic isominwidth problem is discussed with respect to the probably
most natural notion of width due to Lassak in the hyperbolic space Hn where strips bounded by
a supporting hyperplane and a corresponding hypersphere are considered. On the one hand, we
show that the volume of a convex body of given minimal Lassak width w > 0 in Hn might be
arbitrarily small; therefore, the isominwidth problem for convex bodies in Hn does not make sense.
On the other hand, in the two-dimensional case, we prove that among horocyclically convex bodies
of given Lassak width in H2, the area is minimized by the regular horocyclic triangle. In addition,
we also verify a stability version of the last result.

1. Introduction

In his famous paper from 1917, Kakeya [18] asked for the infimum of the Lebesgue measure of a
convex set in R2 that contains a unit segment parallel to any direction, and he indicated the same
question for measurable sets as well. For measurable sets, A. Besicovitch in his 1919 paper [3]
showed that the infimum is zero. On the other hand, in his celebrated paper [24] from 1921, Pál
proved that if planar convex bodies are considered, then the infimum of the area is attained for
the a regular triangle of height 1.

We call a compact convex set with non-empty interior a convex body. In the convex setting, a
notion related to Kakeya’s questions is the minimal width, or sometimes also called thickness of a
convex body K ⊂ Rn, which is the minimum distance of two parallel supporting hyperplanes of
K. More formally, it is defined as

w(K) = min
u∈Sn−1

max
x,y∈K

〈u, x− y〉,

where Sn−1 denotes the unit sphere in Rn. We observe that if a convex body K contains a segment
of unit length parallel to any direction, then w(K) ≥ 1. Therefore, a generalization of Kakeya’s
problem for convex bodies is asking for the minimal volume of a convex body of given minimal
width, the so-called isominwidth problem. This latter problem was also solved in R2 by Pál in a 1921
paper [24]; namely, among convex bodies in R2 of given minimal width w > 0, the regular triangles
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minimize the volume. This beautiful result may be regarded as a dual version of the isodiametric
inequality due to Bieberbach (in the plane) [5] and Urysohn [32] (in higher dimensions), which
states among all convex bodies K ⊂ Rn of fixed diameter d, the Euclidean n-balls of diameter
d uniquely maximize the volume. While the isodiametric inequality holds in all dimensions, a
higher-dimensional analogue of Pál’s result is not known. The problem of determining among the
convex bodies K ⊂ Rn of fixed width w the ones of minimal volume is known as Pál’s problem, or
as the isominwidth problem.

Apart from the Euclidean setting, an isominwidth (or isodiametric) problem may be posed in
each kind of geometry that allows for a definition of width (diameter) and volume. For spaces
of constant curvature, the isodiametric problem has been solved by Schmidt [29, 30] (see also
Böröczky, Sagmeister [7,8]). While there exists a natural definition of minimal width in terms of the
smallest lune enclosing a convex body in the spherical case Sn, there are various different notions
of minimal width in the hyperbolic space Hn starting with an approach by Santaló [26] in 1945
(see, for example, Fillmore [10], Horváth [15], Jerónimo-Castro, Jimenez-Lopez [17], Lassak [19],
Leichtweiss [20], and the surveys [6, 15]).

On the 2-sphere S2, the isominwidth inequality has been proven by Bezdek and Blekherman [4]
for width w ≤ π

2
. Here the minimal with (thickness) of a convex body K ⊂ S2 is the minimal

width of a lune containing K; namely, the minimal α ∈ (0, π) such that there exist u, v ∈ S2 with
angle π − α and satisfying that 〈x, u〉 ≤ 0 and 〈x, v〉 ≤ 0 hold for any x ∈ K.

Theorem 1.1 (Pál [24], Bezdek–Blekherman [4]). Let M2 be either R2, or S2, and let w > 0

where w ≤ π
2
if M2 = S2. If K ⊂ M2 is a convex body of minimal width w, and T̃w ⊂ M2 denote

an equilateral triangle of minimal width w, then

VM2 (K) ≥ VM2

(
T̃w

)
,

with equality if and only if K is congruent with T̃w where VM2(·) is the Lebesgue measure in M2.

We note that Freyer, Sagmeister [11] proved that if the minimal width is larger than π
2
in the

spherical case, then the area minimizer convex body is the polar of a spherical Reuleaux triangle.
In addition, stability versions are due to Lucardesi, Zucco [21] in the case of the classical Pál
theorem in R2, and to Freyer, Sagmeister [11] in the spherical versions of the Pál theorem.

This paper focuses on possible hyperbolic versions of Pál’s isominwidth inequality. We use a
recently introduced natural width function from Lassak [19]; namely, given a supporting hyperplane
H to a convex body K ⊂ Hn, the Lassak width of K with respect toH is the maximal distance of
the points of K from H . In this case, the minimal Lassak width; namely, the “Lassak thickness”
wL(K) of K is the smallest value of the Lassak with respect to a supporting hyperplane of K, and
wL(K) is actually the minimal width of a strip that contains K and is bounded by a hyperplane
and a corresponding hypersphere. The fundamental properties of Lassak width in Hn are discussed
in Section 2.5.

Surprisingly enough, Pál’s problem does not have a solution in the hyperbolic space for general
convex bodies with respect to the Lassak width. For a convex body K ⊂ Hn (compact convex set
with non-empty interior, see Section 2.3), we write VHn(K) to denote its hyperbolic volume.

Theorem 1.2. For w > 0 and n ≥ 2, we have

inf {VHn (K) : K ⊂ Hn convex body, wL (K) ≥ w} = 0.

As a corollary, we deduce that no hyperbolic analogue of Steinhagen’s theorem about the inradius
and the minimal width of convex bodies in Rn exists (cf. Corollary 3.3).
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However, we can obtain a planar result within a distinguished class of convex bodies introduced
by Santaló [27] in 1968. A closed set X ⊂ Hn is h-convex or horocyclically convex (sometimes
called horoconvex) if for any x, y ∈ X , x 6= y, σ ⊂ X holds for any horocyclic arc σ connecting
x and y (see Section 2.4); or equivalently, X is the intersection of horoballs (see Corollary 2.22).
We call a compact h-convex set with non-empty interior an h-convex body. H-convex sets have
been studied as the natural analogues of Euclidean convex sets in Hn from the point of view of
conformal geometry, integral geometry, curvature flows, fundamental gap, etc (see, for example,
Andrews, Chen, Wei [1], Gallego, Naveira, Solanes [12], Gallego, Reventos, Solanes, Teufel [13],
Grossi, Provenzano [14], Hu, Li, Wei [16] Mej́ıa, Pommerenke [22] Nguyen, Stancu, Wei [23],
Santaló [27] for studies on h-convex sets or on their boundaries).

Given three vertices q1, q2, q3 ∈ H2 of a regular triangle, the corresponding regular horocyclic
triangle T is the intersection of the three horoballs Ξ1,Ξ2,Ξ3 where qm, qk ∈ ∂Ξj , {j,m, k} =
{1, 2, 3} and Ξj contains qj (see Section 4, T is actually the h-convex hull of q1, q2, q3). As we
will see in Section 4, the minimal Lassak width w = wL(T ) is the distance of qj from ∂Ξj ,
that is, the length of intersection of T and the perpendicular bisector of the segment [qm, qk],
{j,m, k} = {1, 2, 3}. In particular, we frequently write T = Tw.

Theorem 1.3. For w > 0, if K ⊂ H2 is any h-convex body of minimal Lassak width at least
w > 0, and Tw is a regular horocyclic triangle of minimal Lassak width w, then

VH2 (K) ≥ VH2 (Tw)

with equality if and only if K is congruent to Tw.

We also prove a stability version of Theorem 1.3. We write d(x, y) to denote the hyperbolic
geodesic distance of x, y ∈ Hn, and given compact X, Y ⊂ Hn, their hyperbolic Hausdorff distance
is

δ(X, Y ) = max

{
max
x∈X

min
y∈Y

d(x, y), max
y∈Y

min
x∈X

d(x, y)

}
.

We note that the Hausdorff distance is a metric on the space of compact subsets of Hn.

Theorem 1.4. For w > 0, if K ⊂ H2 is an h-convex body of minimal Lassak width at least w
and VH2(K) ≤ (1 + ε)VH2(Tw) for ε ∈ [0, 1] and a regular horocyclic triangle Tw of minimal Lassak
width w, then there exists an isometry Φ of H2 such that

δ(K,ΦTw) ≤ c
√
ε

where c > 0 is an explicitly calculable constant depending on w.

Most probably, the error term of order
√
ε in Theorem 1.4 can be improved to an error term of

order ε. The order of the error term cannot be less than ε, as taking the h-convex hull of Tw and
a point pε of distance c0ε from Tw for suitable c0 > 0 depending on w shows.

The paper is organized as follows. In the upcoming Section 2, we recall the basic terms and
concepts in hyperbolic geometry that are needed for the study of convex and h-convex sets. In
particular, we introduce the notions of Lassak width w, and establish its basic properties. First
Section 3 proves Theorem 1.2, that the isominwidth problem for the minimal Lassak width of
convex bodies does not make sense in the hyperbolic space Hn (cf. Theorem 3.2).

Concerning positive results in H2, Section 4 proves the two-dimensional hyperbolic analogue
of Steinhagen’s theorem among h-convex domains; namely, the extremality of the horocyclic reg-
ular triangles with respect to minimal Lassak width and inradius (cf. Theorem 4.6). Finally,
Theorem 1.3 is proved in Section 5, and Theorem 1.4 is verified in Section 6.
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2. Life in the hyperbolic space

For a background on hyperbolic geometry, see Ratcliffe [25] Chapters 3 and 4. In this paper,
we use the Poincaré ball model to represent the Hyperbolic space Hn. We mostly survey the main
notions and their properties, and only prove some simple technical estimates that we will need in
the sequel.

2.1. The Poincaré ball model of the hyperbolic space. In the Poincaré ball model, the
hyperbolic space Hn is identified with the interior of the unit Euclidean ball Bn in Rn, and the
set of ideal points is just ∂Bn. For p, q ∈ intBn, their hyperbolic distance is defined to be (cf.
Ratcliffe [25] Chapter 4)

(1) d(p, q) = arcosh

(
1 +

2‖p− q‖2
(1− ‖p‖2)(1− ‖q‖2)

)
,

where ‖p‖ denotes the Euclidean norm. In the special case, when p = o, then the center of Bn,
the hyperbolic distance is (cf. Ratcliffe [25] Chapter 4)

(2) d(o, q) = ln
1 + ‖q‖
1− ‖q‖ and ‖q‖ =

ed − 1

ed + 1
for d = d(o, q).

For p ∈ intBn and radius r > 0, the hyperbolic ball of center p and radius r is B(p, r) = {q ∈
intBn : d(p, q) ≤ r}. Actually, B(p, r) is a Euclidean ball as well, only its Euclidean center is
different from p unless p = o. We observe that the hyperbolic and the Euclidean topologies on
intBn coincide. When we want to emphasize the intrinsic hyperbolic geometry, then we simply
write Hn for intBn.

In the following, a k-sphere is the relative boundary of a solid (k+1)-dimensional Euclidean ball
in Rn, k = 1, . . . , n−1. If the center and the radius of an (n−1)-sphere Σ is p and r, respectively,
and the center and the radius of a k-dimensional sphere C are q and ̺, respectively, then we say
that C is orthogonal to Σ if and only if ‖p− q‖2 = r2 + ̺2. For example, if k = 1, then the circle
C ⊂ Rn is orthogonal to the (n − 1)-sphere Σ ⊂ Rn if there exists x ∈ C ∩ Σ, and the exterior
normals to Σ at x are tangent to C. In addition, if k ≥ 2, then C is orthogonal to Σ if and only if
C contains a great circle (whose center is q) that is orthogonal to Σ.

Let us discuss the basic objects in the Poincaré ball model of the hyperbolic space. A hyperbolic
line in the Poincaré ball model is the intersection of intBn and either a Euclidean circle that is
orthogonal to ∂Bn at the two intersection points, or a Euclidean line containing o, and hence any
hyperbolic line connects two ideal points. These hyperbolic lines are the geodesics with respect to
the hyperbolic distance in (1). If ℓ is a hyperbolic line and x, y ∈ ℓ, then [x, y] ⊂ ℓ denotes the
unique hyperbolic (geodesic) segment connecting x and y.

A particular property of the Poincaré ball model is that it preserves Euclidean angles, namely,
if σ1, σ2 ⊂ intBn are closed Euclidean circular arcs or segments meeting at a common endpoint p,
then the hyperbolic angle of σ1 and σ2 at p coincides with the Euclidean angle of the two tangent
vectors at p. In addition, σ1 is orthogonal to a part X of an (n−1)-sphere or Euclidean hyperplane
containing p in terms of the hyperbolic geometry if and only if it is orthogonal in the Euclidean
sense. For pairwise different p, q, r ∈ intBn, we write ∠(p, q, r) to denote the angle of the hyperbolic
half-lines emanating from q and passing through p or r, and hence 0 ≤ ∠(p, q, r) ≤ π.

In general, if k = 1, . . . , n−1, then a hyperbolic k-space Π in Hn is the intersection of intBn and
either a k-sphere orthogonal to ∂Bn, or a Euclidean k-subspace of Rn containing o. We observe
that Π equipped with the restriction of the hyperbolic metric (1) is isomorphic to Hk.

In particular, a hyperbolic hyperplane H in the Poincaré ball model is the intersection of intBn

either with a Euclidean (n − 1)-sphere orthogonal to ∂Bn at the (n − 2)-sphere S of intersection
points, or with a Euclidean hyperplane containing o that intersects ∂Bn in a great sphere S.



PÁL’S ISOMINWIDTH PROBLEM IN THE HYPERBOLIC SPACE 5

Actually, H is the unique hyperbolic hyperplane whose set of ideal points is S. We observe that
intBn\H has two connected components, and the closure of either of them is called a closed half-
space, and its boundary is H . For ̺ > 0, the surface of points in one of the half-spaces whose
hyperbolic distance from H is ̺ is a so-called hypersphere, and it is of the from Σ ∩ intBn for an
(n−1)-sphere Σ where S ⊂ Σ, Σ 6= ∂Bn and H 6⊂ Σ. In addition, any hyperbolic line ℓ orthogonal
to the hyperbolic hyperplane H is also orthogonal to any hypersphere corresponding to H . If
n = 2, then hyperspheres are frequently called hypercycles.

In the Poincaré ball model, a horoball Ξ at an ideal point i ∈ ∂Bn is of the form G \ {i} for a
Euclidean n-ball G ⊂ Bn of radius less than one and touching ∂Bn at i, and the corresponding
horosphere ∂Ξ at i ∈ ∂Bn is ∂G \ {i}. It also follows that for a hyperbolic line ℓ, i is an ideal
point of ℓ if and only if ℓ is orthogonal to ∂Ξ. If n = 2, then horospheres are frequently called
horocycles. Actually, even if n ≥ 3, if C ⊂ Bn is a Euclidean circle such that C ∩ ∂Bn = {i}, then
C\{i} is a horocycle with ideal point i.

In summary: let G ⊂ Rn be a Euclidean ball such that ∂G∩ intBn 6= ∅. Then G is a hyperbolic
ball if G ⊂ intBn, and G\{i} is a horoball if G touches ∂Bn in the ideal point i. In the other
cases, ∂G ∩ ∂Bn is an (n − 2)-sphere S, and for the hyperbolic hyperplane H whose set of ideal
points is S, either ∂G ∩ intBn = H provided that ∂G is orthogonal to ∂Bn, or ∂G ∩ intBn is a
hypersphere corresponding to H ; namely, there exists ̺ > 0 and a half-space H+ of Hn bounded
by H such that ∂G ∩ intBn is the set of points of H+ whose distance from H is ̺.

Concerning properties and examples of isometries of the Poincaré ball model, the restrictions of
the orthogonal transformations of Rn to intBn form the isometries of the Poincaré ball model fixing
o. For a hyperplane H ⊂ Hn, a fundamental example of isometries is the orientation reversing
reflection through H , which leaves the points of H fixed, and for x ∈ Hn\H , the image x′ satisfies
that H is the perpendicular bisector of the segment [x, x′]. Given p, q ∈ Hn, p 6= q, there is a unique
orientation preserving “hyperbolic translation” Φ that maps p into q, where Φ maps any point of
the line ℓ of p and q into a point of ℓ, and if x 6∈ ℓ, then Φx lies on the hypercycle σ corresponding
to ℓ and passing through x where σ is contained in the hyperperbolic 2-space spanned by ℓ and x.

The following lemma allows us to choose a specific point in Hn occurring in a problem as the
center o of the Poincaré ball model intBn (cf. Ratcliffe [25] Chapters 3 and 4).

Lemma 2.1. Isometries of the hyperbolic space Hn are transitive on hyperplanes and also transitive
on horospheres, even allowing to fix a point on these objects. In addition, they keep angles, and
map hyperspheres into hyperspheres.

Two hyperbolic lines ℓ1, ℓ2 ⊂ Hn are parallel if they have a common ideal point i. For pj ∈ ℓj,
j = 1, 2, the half-lines g1 and g2 where gj ⊂ ℓj connects pj to i are also called parallel. A
characteristic property of parallel lines is that for a half-line g emanating from p2 and lying on the
same side of the line of [p1, p2] as g1, g2, we have

g ∩ g1 6= ∅ if and only if the angle of [p1, p2] and g at p2 is less(3)

than the angle of [p1, p2] and g2 at p2.

The law of cosines for angles (cf. Lemma 2.7) yields that if g2 is orthogonal to segment [p1, p2],
then the angle α of [p1, p2] and the half-line g1 parallel to g2 satisfies

(4) sinα =
1

cosh a
for a = d(p1, p2).

On the other hand, two hyperbolic hyperplanes H1, H2 ⊂ Hn are ultraparallel, if H1 ∩ H2 = ∅
and they do not have a common ideal point either. Since the hyperspheres corresponding to H1

have the same sets of ideal points as H1, we deduce that there exist x1 ∈ H1 and x2 ∈ H2 such
that d(x1, x2) minimizes the distance between points of H1 and H2, and hence the line ℓ of x1 and
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x2 is the unique line orthogonal to both H1 and H2. In particular, two hyperplanes H1, H2 ⊂ Hn

are ultraparallel if and only if there exists a (unique) line ℓ orthogonal to both H1 and H2 at some
pj = ℓ ∩Hj, j = 1, 2. Concerning the distance d(x,H2) of an x ∈ H1 from H2,

(5) d(x,H2) tends to infinity if d(x, p1) tends to infinity for x ∈ H1.

We will need estimates between the hyperbolic and the Euclidean distance of points p, q ∈ intBn.
On the one hand, if d(o, q) ≤ D, then (2) yields that

(6) ‖q‖ ≤ eD − 1

eD + 1
.

On the other hand, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. If ‖p‖, ‖q‖ ≤ θ < 1, then

2‖p− q‖ ≤ d(p, q) ≤ 2

1− θ2
· ‖p− q‖.

Proof. If t ≥ 0, then comparing the Taylor series of cosh t and 1 + t2

2
yields that

(7) arcosh

(
1 +

t2

2

)
≤ t.

We deduce from (1) and (7) that if ‖p‖, ‖q‖ ≤ θ < 1, then

d(p, q) ≤ arcosh

(
1 +

2‖p− q‖2
(1− θ2)2

)
≤ 2

1− θ2
· ‖p− q‖.

For the lower bound on d(p, q), if t ∈ [0, 1), then comparing the Taylor series of e2t and 1+t
1−t

=

1 +
∑∞

k=1 2t
k implies that

(8) ln
1 + t

1− t
≥ 2t.

For p, q ∈ intBn, we deduce from (1) and the AM-GM inequality that

d(p, q) = arcosh

(
1 +

2‖p− q‖2
(1− ‖p‖2)(1− ‖q‖2)

)
≥ arcosh


1 +

2‖p− q‖2
(
1− ‖p‖2+‖q‖2

2

)2


 .

For z = p+q

2
and y = p−q

2
, we have p− q = 2y and ‖p‖2 + ‖q‖2 = 2(‖z‖2 + ‖y‖2) ≥ ‖y‖2 + ‖ − y‖2.

Therefore, (8) yields that

d(p, q) ≥ arcosh


1 +

2‖y − (−y)‖2
(
1− ‖y‖2+‖−y‖2

2

)2


 = arcosh

(
1 +

2‖y − (−y)‖2
(1− ‖y‖2)(1− ‖ − y‖2)

)

=d(y,−y) = 2d(o, y) = 2 · ln 1 + ‖y‖
1− ‖y‖ ≥ 4‖y‖ = 2‖p− q‖.

�

Given compact X, Y ⊂ intBn, their hyperbolic Hausdorff distance is

δ(X, Y ) = max

{
max
x∈X

min
y∈Y

d(x, y),max
y∈Y

min
x∈X

d(x, y)

}
.
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In addition, the Euclidean Hausdorff distance of X and Y is

(9) δEuc(X, Y ) = max

{
max
x∈X

min
y∈Y

‖x− y‖,max
y∈Y

min
x∈X

‖x− y‖
}
.

Both δ(·, ·) and δEuc(·, ·) are metrics on compact subsets of intBn. We deduce from Lemma 2.2 the
following.

Lemma 2.3. If θ ∈ (0, 1) and X, Y ⊂ θBn are compact, then

2 · δEuc(X, Y ) ≤ δ(X, Y ) ≤ 2

1− θ2
· δEuc(X, Y ).

The Euclidean Hausdorff metric in (9) can be naturally extended to compact subsets of Bn,
and the resulting metric space on compact subsets of Bn is also compact according to Hausdorff’s
theorem from 1911. We also observe that if a sequence of closures of hyperbolic hyperplanes - that
are intersections of Bn and (n−1)-spheres or hyperplanes orthogonally intersecting ∂Bn - tends to
a compact set in Rn that intersects intBn, then the limit is also the closure (in Rn) of a hyperbolic
hyperplane. The same holds for horospheres, and if the limit of a sequence of closures (in Rn) of
hyperbolic hyperspheres intersects intBn, then the limit is either a hypersphere, or a horosphere,
or a hyperplane. We consider the space of hyperbolic hyperplanes, hyperspheres and horospheres
with this “standard topology”. Let us provide an intrinsic approach.

Lemma 2.4. For a (non-empty) compactK ⊂ intBn, and a sequence {Xj} where each Xj ⊂ intBn

intersects K and

(a): either each Xj is a hyperbolic hyperplane,
(b): or each Xj is a horosphere,
(c): or each Xj is a hypersphere,

there exists a subsequence {Xj′} ⊂ {Xj} that converge to some X such that X is a hyperbolic
hyperplane in the case of (a), X is a horosphere in the case of (b), and X is a hyperplane,
horosphere or hypersphere in the case of (c) depending on whether the distance ̺j′ of Xj′ to its
corresponding hyperplane Hj′ tends to 0, ∞ or a positive finite number.

In particular, if K ⊂ intB(p, R) for R > 0 and p ∈ Hn, then {Xj′∩B(p, R)} tends to X∩B(p, R)
with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

For a non-empty compact X ⊂ Hn that is not a singleton, let the circumradius R(X) be the
minimal radius of balls containing X . Since the intersection of two ball of radius R in Hn is
contained in a ball of smaller radius, we have the following.

Lemma 2.5. If X ⊂ Hn is compact and is neither empty nor a singleton, then there exists a
unique ball of radius R(X) containing X that is called the circumscribed ball of X.

Concerning volume of a Borel measurable X ⊂ intBn, we write |X| to denote the Euclidean
Lebesgues measure, and V (X) = VHn(X) to denote the hyperbolic volume (cf. Ratcliffe [25]
Chapter 4)

(10) V (X) =

∫

X

(
2

1− ‖x‖2
)n

dx

where the integration is with respect to the Euclidean Lebesgue measure. We deduce the following
estimate.

Lemma 2.6. If θ ∈ (0, 1) and X ⊂ θBn is Borel measurable, then

2n|X| ≤ V (X) ≤
(

2

1− θ2

)n

|X|.
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If n = 2, then some exact formulas are known for hyperbolic triangles and circular disks (cf.
Ratcliffe [25] Chapter 3). For A,B,C ∈ intB2 that are not contained in a hyperbolic line, the
corresponding triangle T with vertices A,B,C is the intersection of the three half-planes containing
A,B,C such that exactly two of the points A,B,C lie on the boundary. Then α = ∠(B,A,C),
β = ∠(A,B,C) and γ = ∠(A,C,B) are the angles of T at A,B,C, and a = d(B,C), b = d(A,C)
and c = d(A,B) are the lengths of the sides of T opposite to A,B,C. We recall that if t ∈ R, then

cosh t = et+e−t

2
and sinh t = et−e−t

2
.

Lemma 2.7. Using the notation as above, we have the following.

Area as angle deficit: V (T ) = π − α− β − γ.
Law of sines: sinα

sinha
= sinβ

sinh b
= sinγ

sinh c
.

Law of cosines for sides: cosh a = cosh b cosh c− sinh b sinh c cosα.
Law of cosines for angles: cosα = − cos β cos γ + sin β sin γ cosh a.

Remark. The Area formula and the law of cosines for Angles also hold if A is an ideal point, and
hence the sides BA and CA of the triangle are parallel half-lines and α = 0.

The area of a circular discs can be easily expressed.

Lemma 2.8. If r > 0 and p ∈ H2, then

V (B(p, r)) = 2π(cosh r − 1),

and hence V (B(p, r)) < 2πr2 if r ∈ (0, 2).

2.2. Some basic properties of horoballs and horospheres. In this section, we survey some
properties of horoballs and horospheres that are frequently used throughout the paper (cf. Ratcliffe
[25] Chapters 3 and 4). The first two properties readily follow from the representation of horoballs
in the Poincaré ball model in intBn as Euclidean spheres touching ∂Bn.

Lemma 2.9. If p, q ∈ H2, p 6= q, then there exist exactly two horocyclic arcs connecting p and q,
and their ideal points correspond to the perpendicular bisector of [p, q].

Lemma 2.10. If Ξ1,Ξ2 ⊂ Hn are horoballs corresponding to different ideal points, and the interiors
of Ξ1 and Ξ2 intersect, then Ξ1∩Ξ2 is compact, and ∂Ξ1∩∂Ξ2 is an (n−2)-dimensional sphere. In
particular, if n = 2, then the two horocycles intersect in two points p and q, and the two horocyclic
arcs between p and q bound Ξ1 ∩ Ξ2.

Intersection patterns of horospheres and hyperspheres are important for our paper. Since in the
Poincaré ball model a hypersphere or a horosphere X is a subset of a Euclidean (n − 1)-sphere
Σ, it makes sense to speak about an open spherical cap on X that is of the form X ∩ intG 6= ∅
where G is a Euclidean n-ball such that G ∩ clX ⊂ intBn. Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.12 below
follow from the intersection patterns of Euclidean spheres used in the Poincaré ball model. For
Lemma 2.11, we observe that in the Poincaré ball model, a Euclidean sphere Σ lies in Bn if Σ
represents a horosphere, and has points outside of Bn, if Σ represents a hypersphere.

Lemma 2.11. Let X ⊂ Hn be a hypersphere and Ξ ⊂ Hn be a horoball. If X has a common point
p with the horosphere ∂Ξ, then either they are tangent at p and X ∩ Ξ = {p}, or int Ξ intersects
X in an open spherical cap.

In particular, if n = 2 and the hypercycle X and the horocycle ∂Ξ are not tangent at the
intersection point p, then X∩intΞ is an open hypercycle arc emanating from p whose other endpoint
is either a point of X or the ideal point of Ξ.
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For Lemma 2.12, we observe that in the Poincaré ball model, a Euclidean sphere Σ lies in intBn

if Σ represents a hyperbolic sphere, and has a point in ∂Bn (the ideal point), if Σ represents a
horosphere.

Lemma 2.12. Let B(z, r) ⊂ Hn be a hyperbolic ball, r > 0, and let and Ξ ⊂ Hn be a horoball
intersecting intB(z, r). If ∂B(z, r) has a common point p with ∂Ξ, then either they are tangent at
p with B(z, r) ⊂ Ξ and ∂B(z, r) ∩ ∂Ξ = {p}, or intB(z, r) intersects ∂Ξ in an open spherical cap.

In particular, if n = 2 and the circle ∂B(z, r) and the horocycle ∂Ξ are not tangent at the
intersection point p, then they intersect in another point q, and the open arc of ∂Ξ between p and
q is contained in intB(z, r) and intersects the perpendicular bisector of [p, q].

Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.12 also follow from the curvature of the corresponding curves, as the
geodesic curvature at each point is 1 for a horocycle, 1/ tanh r > 1 for a hyperbolic circle of radius
r > 0, and tanh r < 1 for a hypercycle whose points are of distance r from the corresponding line.

A fundamental property of horospheres is that they are symmetric through the perperpendicular
bisector of any secant.

Lemma 2.13. Let Ξ ⊂ Hn be a horoball with the ideal point i.

(a): If x, y ∈ ∂Ξ with x 6= y, and H ⊂ Hn is the hyperplane through the midpoint p of [x, y]
and H is perpendicular to [x, y], then Ξ is symmetric through H and i is an ideal point of
H.

(b): If i is an ideal point of a hyperplane H ⊂ Hn, then Ξ is symmetric through H.

Proof. We use the Poincaré ball model. For both (a) and (b), we may assume that H is part of a

Euclidean hyperplane H̃ containing o by Lemma 2.1.
For (b), since i ∈ H̃ and Ξ as a Euclidean ball touches Bn at i, the Euclidean center of Ξ is

contained in the line passing through o and i; therefore, Ξ is symmetric through H̃ .
For (a), we may also assume that p = o, and hence [x, y] is a Euclidean segment whose Euclidean

perpendicular bisector is H̃ . In this case Ξ as a Euclidean ball is symmetric through H̃, and hence

i ∈ H̃ . �

We deduce from Lemma 2.11 the following extremal property of horospheres.

Lemma 2.14. For a half-space H+ ⊂ Hn bounded by the hyperplane H and y ∈ H+\H, let Ξ be
the horoball with y ∈ ∂Ξ such that the center of Ξ is the ideal point of the half-line emanating from
y and orthogonal to H. Then the unique farthest point of H+ ∩ Ξ from H is y.

2.3. Convex sets in the hyperbolic space. We say that an X ⊂ Hn is convex if [x, y] ⊂ X for
any x, y ∈ X . Readily, the intersection of convex sets in Hn is convex; therefore, for any X ⊂ Hn,
we can consider its convex hull convX , that is the minimal convex set containing X . A compact
convex set X ⊂ Hn with non-empty interior is called a convex body

Lines and hyperplanes are convex by definition, and let us see some full dimensional examples.

Lemma 2.15. The following closed subsets of Hn are convex.

(a): Half-spaces.
(b): Horoballs.
(c): For a hypersphere X corresponding to a hyperplane H, the part of Hn bounded by X and

contaning H.

Proof. Let Z be either of the sets in (a), (b) or (c). It is sufficient to prove that if x ∈ intZ
and y ∈ Z, then [x, y] ⊂ Z. We may assume after an isometry that x = o in the Poincaré ball
model by Lemma 2.1, and hence [x, y] is a Euclidean segment in the Poincaré ball model. Since
Z = G ∩ intBn in this case for a Euclidean n-ball G, we conclude that [x, y] ⊂ Z. �
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A characteristic property of convex sets is the unique closest point to an exterior point, and the
existence of support hyperplane at boundary points. We say that a hyperplane H ⊂ Hn separates
X, Y ⊂ Hn if X and Y lie in different closed half-spaces bounded by H .

Lemma 2.16. Let K ⊂ Hn be a closed convex set.

(a): For p ∈ Hn\K, there exists a unique z ∈ K closest to p, and the hyperplane H ⊂ Hn

passing through z and orthogonal to [p, z] separates p and K.
(b): For any z ∈ ∂K, there exists a so-called supporting hyperplane H ⊂ Hn to K containing
z; namely, K lies in one of the closed half-spaces bounded by H.

(c): For any z ∈ ∂K and supporting hyperplane H to K at z, if K ⊂ H+ for a closed half-
space H+ bounded by H, and p ∈ ℓ− for the half-line ℓ− emanating from z, orthogonal to
H and not contained in H+, then z is the closest point of K to p.

Proof. For (a), let r = d(p, z), and hence K ∩ intB(p, r) = ∅. Using the Poincaré ball model, we
may assume that z = o by Lemma 2.1, and hence the symmetries of the Poincaré ball model yield

that B(p, r) is a Euclidean ball whose center lies on the line of z and p. Let H̃ be the Euclidean
hyperplane tangent to B(p, r) at z = o, thus it is orthogonal to [p, o] = [p, z]. For any x ∈ K, the
hyperbolic segment [x, o], that is a Euclidean segment, as well, avoids intB(p, r), and hence it is

separated from p by H̃ . Thus H = H̃ ∩ intBn.
For (b), let pm ∈ Hn\K be a sequence of points tending to z, and let zm ∈ K be the closest point

of K to pm, and hence zm also tends to z. According to (a), there exists a (hyperbolic) half-space
H+

m ⊃ K with zm ∈ ∂H+
m. Taking a convergent subsequence of {H+

m} leads to the supporting
hyperplane H at z.

For (c), H is tangent to the ball B(p, r) (is a common supporting hyperplane separating B(p, r)
and K) where r = d(p, z). �

Corollary 2.17. A closed set X ⊂ Hn, X 6= Hn, is convex if and only if it is the intersection of
closed half-spaces.

The following properties follow from using the Bertrami–Cayley–Klein model of the hyperbolic
space (where the hyperbolic universe is still intBn, but hyperbolic convex sets coincide with the
Euclidean ones), and properties of convex sets in Rn.

Lemma 2.18 (Carathéodory). Let X ⊂ Hn be compact.

(a): The convex hull of X is compact.
(b): If z lies in the convex hull of X, then z lies in the convex hull of some x1, . . . , xk ∈ X

for k ≤ n+ 1.

2.4. h-convex (horocyclically convex) sets in the hyperbolic space. We say that a hy-
perplane, a hypersphere or a horosphere supports a convex body K if it intersects K, and K is
contained in one of the two closed regions of Hn bounded by the corresponding hypersurface. The
following definition—that is a core notion of our paper—was introduced by Santaló [27] in 1968.

Definition 2.19 (h-convex sets). An X ⊂ Hn is h-convex if for any x, y ∈ X, x 6= y, σ ⊂ X holds
for any horocyclic arc σ connecting x and y (cf. Lemma 2.9).

Remark. These sets are also called horocyclically convex or horoconvex.

Lemma 2.20.

(i): Arbitrary intersection of h-convex sets is h-convex,
(ii): h-convex sets are convex,
(iii): horoballs are h-convex, and hence convex.
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Proof. (i) directly follows from the definition. For (ii) and (iii), we use the Poincaré ball model.
For (ii), letX ⊂ intBn be h-convex, and let x, y ∈ X , x 6= y. We may assume that the hyperbolic

midpoint of the hyperbolic segment s connecting x and y is o by Lemma 2.1, and hence s is a
Euclidean segment. Let Π be any hyperbolic two-plane containing x and y, and let σ, σ′ ⊂ Π be
the two horocyclic arcs in Π connecting x and y. As any horocyclic arc connecting a point of σ
and a point of σ′ is part of X , X contains the intersection of the two horoballs whose boundaries
contain σ and σ′. In particular, s ⊂ X .

For (iii), let x, y ∈ Ξ, x 6= y, for a horoball Ξ ⊂ intBn, and let σ be a horocyclic arc connecting
x and y. Let σ̃ be the Euclidean circle containing σ. Since the Euclidean ball Ξ contains x and y,
either σ ⊂ Ξ, or σ contains the arc of σ̃ lying outside of Ξ. However, in the second case, σ would
contain its ideal point, which is a contradiction; therefore, σ ⊂ Ξ. �

Lemma 2.21. If X ⊂ Hn is h-convex and closed and y 6∈ X, then for the unique point z ∈ X
closest to y, X ⊂ Ξ for the horoball Ξ such that z ∈ ∂Ξ and the center of Ξ is the ideal point of
the half-line emanating from y and passing through z.

Proof. The proof is indirect; therefore, we suppose that there exists an x0 ∈ X\Ξ. Let Π be the
two-plane containing x0, y, z, and let σ ⊂ Π be the horocyclic arc connecting x0 and z such that
σ∩Ξ = {z}. It follows that the tangent line to σ at z is different from Π∩H , where H denotes the
supporting hyperplane of X at z orthogonal to [z, y]. Therefore, there exists an x ∈ σ, and hence
x ∈ X such that it lies in the same open half-space bounded by H as y, this ϕ = ∠(y, z, x) < π

2
.

Setting t0 = d(x, z), for any t ∈ (0, t0), there exists a wt in the geodesic segment between x and z
with d(wt, z) = t. As X is convex, we have wt ∈ X , and the law of cosines for sides (cf. Lemma 2.7)
yields that

(11) cosh d(wt, y) = cosh t cosh d(z, y)− sinh t sinh d(z, y) · cosϕ.
Differentiating the right hand side of (11) with respect to t implies that d(wt, y) < d(z, y) for small
t > 0, which is a contradiction proving Lemma 2.21. �

Lemma 2.21 yields the following statements:

Corollary 2.22. A closed set K ⊂ Hn is h-convex if and only if K is the intersection of horoballs.

Corollary 2.23. Let K ⊂ Hn be h-convex, and let H be a supporting hyperplane at z ∈ ∂K.

(i): There exists a horoball Ξ ⊃ K such that H is a supporting hyperplane to Ξ.
(ii): H ∩ Ξ = {z}.

Proof. (ii) directly follows from (i). For (i), take a point y 6= z that is separated from K by H and
the segment connecting y and z is orthogonal to H . Then z is the closest point of K to y, and
hence Lemma 2.21 yields (i). �

A compact h-convex set K ⊂ Hn is called an h-convex body if it is neither empty nor a singleton;
or equivalently, if it has non-empty interior. The largest radius of a ball contained in K is the
inradius r(K).

Lemma 2.24 (Inscribed ball of an h-convex body). Let K ⊂ Hn be an h-convex body.

(a): There exists a unique ball of radius r(K) contained in K, the so-called inscribed ball.
(b): A ball B(p, r) ⊂ K is the inscribed ball of K if and only if there exists x1, . . . , xk ∈
∂B(p, r) ∩ ∂K such that k ≤ n+ 1 and p lies in the convex hull of x1, . . . , xk.

Proof. We note that an inscribed ball exists by the compactness of K. The uniqueness part of (a)
is proved by contradiction, so we suppose that there exists q 6= p such that B(p, r), B(q, r) ⊂ K
for r = r(K). Let ℓ be the line through p and q, and let m be the midpoint of [p, q].
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First let n = 2. We write ℓ′ ⊂ H2 to denote the line passing through m and orthogonal to ℓ, and
i1 and i2 to denote the ideal points of ℓ′. For j = 1, 2, there exists a horoball Ξj with ideal point
ij containing B(p, r) and B(q, r) such that ∂Ξj is tangent to B(p, r) at pj and B(q, r) at qj by the
symmetry of horocycles (cf. Lemma 2.13) and the intersection pattern of horoballs and spheres
(cf. Lemma 2.12). As K is h-convex, the horocyclic arc of ∂Ξj between pj and qj is contained in
K. As K is convex, Lemma 2.12 also yields that B(m, ̺) ⊂ K where ̺ is the common distance of
ℓ′∩∂Ξ1 and ℓ

′∩∂Ξ2 from m (and hence from ℓ). However, ̺ > r by Lemma 2.14, which is absurd,
proving (a) if n = 2.

If n ≥ 3, then (a) follows by assuming m = o in the Poincaré ball model, and applying the
two-dimensional case for Π ∩K where Π is any Euclidean two-plane containing ℓ.

For (b), first we assume that B(p, r) ⊂ K is the inscribed ball of K. The maximality of r
yields that ∂B(p, r) ∩ ∂K 6= ∅. Here the convex hull C of ∂B(p, r) ∩ ∂K is compact according to
Lemma 2.18 (a). We claim that

(12) p ∈ C.

We suppose that p 6∈ C, and seek a contradiction. For the closest point z of C, the hyperplane H̃
containing z and orthogonal to [p, z] separates p and ∂B(p, r)∩ ∂K according to Lemma 2.16. Let
H be the hyperplane containing p and orthogonal to [p, z], and let H+ be the half-space bounded
by H and not containing z. It follows that H+ ∩ C = ∅, and hence there exists ̺ > r such that
d(p, x) ≥ ̺ for any x ∈ ∂K ∩H+. Choose a q ∈ ∂K ∩ intH+ that lies on the line of p and z—that
is orthogonal to H—and d(q, p) < ̺ − r. It follows from the triangle inequality that d(q, x) > r
for any x ∈ ∂K ∩ H+. On the other hand, if x ∈ ∂K\H+, then ∠(q, p, x) > π

2
, and the law of

cosines for sides (cf. Lemma 2.7) yields that d(q, x) > d(p, x) ≥ r. Therefore, B(q, r) ⊂ intK,
which contradicts the maximality of r, and proves (12). In turn, combining (12) and Lemma 2.18
(b) implies the existence of x1, . . . , xk ∈ C, k ≤ n+ 1, whose convex hull contains p.

Finally, we assume that B(p, r) ⊂ K, and p lies in the convex hull of x1, . . . , xk for some
x1, . . . , xk ∈ ∂B(p, r) ∩ ∂K. We suppose that B(p, r) is not the inscribed ball of K, and hence
there exists B(q, r) ⊂ K with q 6= p, and seek a contradiction. For the half-space H+ that contains
q and whose bounding hyperplane H contains p and is orthogonal to [p, q], we claim that

(13) H+ ∩B(p, r) ⊂ intK.

If n = 2 and z ∈ ∂B(p, r) ∩ ∂K, then there exists a horoball Ξ ⊃ K ⊂ B(p, r) such that z ∈ ∂Ξ
by Corollary 2.23. For the secant s of Ξ orthogonal to [z, p] and passing through p, Lemma 2.14
yields that z is the farthest point from s of the cap of Ξ cut off by s. As B(q, r) ⊂ Ξ, we deduce
that ∠(z, p, q) > π

2
, yielding (13). If n ≥ 3, then we use rotational symmetry of B(p, r) ∪ B(q, r)

around the line passing through p and q as in (a) to verify (13).
Now p lies in the convex hull of x1, . . . , xk; therefore, there exists an xi ∈ H+. This is absurd

by (13), completing the proof of Lemma 2.24. �

Lemma 2.24 (a) does not hold if K is only assumed to be convex. For example, we can take K
to be the convex hull of two balls of radius r.

2.5. Lassak width in the hyperbolic space. In Rn, the width function of a convex body with
respect to a certain direction is the distance of the two parallel supporting hyperplanes orthogonal
to this direction. In the hyperbolic space, one can interpret the Euclidean concept in many ways as
the distance of a pair of supporting hypersurfaces (see Fillmore [10], Santaló [28], Leichtweiss [20],
Jerónimo-Castro–Jimenez-Lopez [17], G. Horváth [15], Böröczky–Csépai–Sagmeister [6], Lassak
[19]), and they all give different width functions. For a comparison of width functions, see G.
Horváth [15] and Böröczky, Csépai, Sagmeister [6]. It is verified in [6] that all width functions are
continuous, and their maximal value equals the diameter of the respective convex body. We also



PÁL’S ISOMINWIDTH PROBLEM IN THE HYPERBOLIC SPACE 13

expect the minimal width to be a monotone function with respect to containment, and also we
expect the minimal width of a lower dimensional convex body to be zero. Hence, in this paper,
we consider the definition of width recently given by Lassak [19]:

Definition 2.25 (Lassak width). Let K ⊂ Hn be a convex body.

Lassak width with respect to a supporting hyperplane: For a supporting hyperplane
H ⊂ Hn, the Lassak width with respect to H is the maximal distance of the points of K
from H.

Minimal Lassak width: The minimal Lassak width wL(K) of K is the minimum of Lassak
widths with respect to supporting hyperplanes, whose minimum is achieved by Lemma 2.4.

Remark. For a supporting hyperplane H , ̺ is the maximal distance of the points of K from H
if and only if K lies in the convex “strip” bounded by H and the hypersphere X of distance ̺
from H where X is a supporting hypersphere (see Lemma 2.15 for the convexity of the strip). In
particular, Lemma 2.4 yields that

wL(K) =minimal width of a strip that contains K,

and is bounded by a hypersphere and the corresponding hyperplane,

and the width of a strip is the common length of the secants orthogonal to the boundary of the strip.

We may extend the notion of minimal Lassak width to a compact convex set K ⊂ Hn contained
in a hyperplane by setting wL(K) = 0. Therefore, a simple argument based on Lemma 2.4 yields
the following.

Lemma 2.26 (Lassak [19]).

• The Lassak width wL(K) is a continuous function of a compact convex set K ⊂ Hn.
• If K1 ⊂ K2 ⊂ Hn are compact convex sets, then wL(K1) ≤ wL(K2).

We observe that any supporting hyperplane to a closed h-convex set intersects the set in a single
point. Therefore we have Proposition 2.27, due to Lassak [19], that is useful in order to determine
the Lassak width of an h-convex body.

Proposition 2.27 (Lassak [19]). Let K ⊂ Hn be an h-convex body. If H is a supporting hyperplane
such that the maximal distance of points of K from H is wL(K), and X is the support hypersphere
of K corresponding to H, then X ∩K and H ∩K are unique points that lie on a line orthogonal
to X and H, and hence the distance of these points is wL(K).

Proposition 2.27 does not hold if we only assume that K is convex. For example, if n = 2, then
one can consider a convex body K ⊂ H2 for small ε > 0 that is the convex hull of p1, p2, q1, q2, σ
where

• p1, p2 ∈ [q′1, q
′
2] in a way such that d(pj, q

′
j) = ε, j = 1, 2 and d(p1, p2) = 1/ε,

• q1, q2 lie on the same side of of the line ℓ of [q′1, q
′
2], and are of distance ε from ℓ, and the

orthogonal projection of qj into ℓ is q
′
j ,

• σ is a “convex” C1 arc connecting q1 and q2 in a way such that σ lies on the same side of
the hypercycle X connecting q1 and q2 corresponding to ℓ where ℓ is, intersects X only in
q1, q2, and is tangent to X at q1 and at q2.

3. The isominwidth problem for convex bodies in the hyperbolic space

In this section, we verify that among convex bodies of fixed Lassak width in Hn, the infimum of
volume and the infimum of the inradius are both zero.

First we state a claim that directly follows from the use of the Poincaré ball model in a way
such that the center o of Bn is contained in the orthogonal projection of ℓ into H .
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Lemma 3.1. For a line ℓ ⊂ Hn and a hyperplane H ⊂ Hn such that ℓ is not orthogonal to H and
ℓ 6⊂ H, the orthogonal projection of ℓ into H is an open segment contained in a line ℓ′ ⊂ H, and
ℓ and ℓ′ span hyperbolic two-dimensional subspace Π orthogonal to H.

Theorem 3.2. Let w > 0 be a fixed positive number. Then, for n ≥ 2,

inf {V (K) : K ⊂ Hn convex body, w (K) ≥ w} = 0.

Proof. It follows from (5) that for r ∈ (0, 1
2
), there exists a g(r) > 1 with the following property:

If a1, a2 ∈ H2 satisfies d(a1, a2) = r, and ℓ1, ℓ2 ⊂ H2 are the ultraparallel lines such that ℓj,
j = 1, 2, passes through aj and is orthogonal to the segment [a1, a2], then a point b1 ∈ ℓ1 with
d(b1, a1) = g(r) satisfies that the distance d(b1, ℓ2) of b1 from ℓ2 is

(14) d(b1, ℓ2) ≥
1

r
.

We note that if we keep the condition that ℓ2 is orthogonal to the segment [a1, a2], but the other
conditions are changed into d(a1, a2) ≥ r, d(b1, a1) ≥ g(r), and ∠(a2, a1, b1) ≥ π

2
, then (14) still

holds.
For n ≥ 2, let us fix a line ℓ ⊂ Hn, and a point m ∈ ℓ, and let H0 ⊂ Hn be the hyperplane

containing m and orthogonal to ℓ. To define a convex body Kr for r ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
, we consider pr, qr ∈ ℓ

such that m is the midpoint of the segment [pr, qr] and d(pr, m) = d(qr, m) = g(r), and define Kr

as the convex hull of B(m, r), pr and qr. We observe that Kr is symmetric through H0, and claim
that

wL(Kr) ≥ 1
r
for r ∈

(
0, 1

2

)
, and hence lim

r→0+
wL(Kr) = ∞,(15)

lim
r→0+

V (Kr) = 0.(16)

Before proving (15) and (16), we observe that these two inequalities verify Theorem 3.2, as for
fixed w > 0, wL(Kr) > w for small r > 0 by (15).

For (15), let H be a supporting hyperplane of Kr. We write m′ to denote the orthogonal
projection of m into H . Possibly after interchanging pr and qr, we may assume that ∠(m′, m, qr) ≥
π
2
. Since d(m′, m) ≥ r as B(m, r) ⊂ Kr and d(m, qr) = g(r), combining Lemma 3.1 and (14) yields

(15).
For (16), we write αs ∈

(
0, π

2

)
to denote the “angle of parallelism” corresponding to s > 0 as

defined in (4):

(17) sinαs =
1

cosh a
.

In addition, let H+
0 ⊂ Hn be the half-space bounded by H0 and containing pr, and let i be the ideal

point of ℓ “in H+
0 .” First, we have Kr ⊂ K̃r for the closure of convex hull K̃r of ℓ and B(m, r).

Here K̃r is symmetric through H0, and the closure of (∂K̃r ∩ H+
0 )\B(m, r) is the union of half-

lines parallel to ℓ of the following form: We choose an x ∈ ∂B(m, r) such that ∠(x,m, pr) = αr,
and consider the half-line connecting x and i, that is actually tangent to B(m, r) at x. Since

limr→0+ αr =
π
2
by (17), we have K̃r ⊂ Cr for small r > 0 where Cr is the closure of the convex hull

of H0 ∩ B(m, 2r) and ℓ. Now Cr is symmetric through H0 and has rotational symmetry around
ℓ, and H+

0 ∩ ∂Cr is the union of half-lines parallel to ℓ that connect an x ∈ (H0 ∩ ∂B(m, 2r) to i.
We observe that the angle of a half-line connecting an x ∈ (H0 ∩ ∂B(m, 2r) to i and [x,m] is α2r.
Readily, (16) follows if

(18) lim
r→0+

V (Cr) = 0.
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If n = 2, then V (Cr) = 4(π
2
− α2r) by Lemma 2.7; therefore, (18), and in turn Theorem 3.2 follow

from (17).
In order to verify (18) for any dimension n ≥ 2, we use the Poincaré ball model where m = o, the

center of Bn, and hence ℓ is an open Euclidean segment having i as an endpoint. For t ∈ (0, 1], let
zt ∈ ℓ such that ‖zt − i‖ = t, and let let ̺(r, t) be the Euclidean radius of the (n− 1)-dimensional

Euclidean ball that is the intersection of Cr and the Euclidean hyperplane H̃t passing through zt
and orthogonal to ℓ. We observe that z1 = o and 1

2
r ≤ ̺(r, 1) ≤ r if r ∈ (0, 1

8
) by Lemma 2.3.

To estimate ̺(r, t) in terms of r and t, we may assume that n = 2. If xr is one of the endpoints
of H0 ∩ Cr, then the hyperbolic half-line connecting xr to i is the circular arc of Euclidean radius
Rr ≥ 2 assuming r ∈ (0, 1

8
). Now if t = Rr sinϕr,t for ϕr,t ∈ (0, π

2
), then ̺(r, t) = Rr(1− cosϕr,t) =

Rr

(
1−

√
1− t2

R2
r

)
, and hence

t2

2Rr

< ̺(r, t) <
t2

Rr

assuming r ∈ (0, 1
8
) and t ∈ (0, 1]. In particular, r ≥ ̺(r, 1) > 1

2Rr
yields that Rr >

1
2r
, and hence

if r ∈ (0, 1
8
) and t ∈ (0, 1], then

(19) ̺(r, t) < 2rt2.

Finally, let n ≥ 2, and we estimate V (Cr) using the formula (10) for the hyperbolic volume in

the Poincaré ball model. Now if x ∈ H̃t ∩ Cr, then (19) implies that

‖x‖2 ≤ (1− t)2 + ̺(r, t)2 < 1− t

2
.

Therefore, writing ωn = |Bn|, (10) and (19) yield that

V (Cr) < 2

∫ 1

0

ωn−1̺(r, t)
n−1

(
4

t

)n

dt < rn−123nωn−1

∫ 1

0

tn−1 dt = rn−1 · 2
3nωn−1

n
.

We conclude (18), and in turn Theorem 3.2. �

Remark. The bodies Kr constructed in the proof of Theorem 3.2 are not reduced, i.e., we can
find a convex body K ′

r ( Kr with wL(K
′
r) = w(Kr). For n = 2, a natural choice is the rhombus

Pr ( Kr given as the convex hull of the points pr and qr and the two points xr and yr on the
orthogonal bisector of [pr, qr] that are of distance r to o, if yr is closer to the line ℓ through xr
orthogonal to [xr, yr] than pr. One checks that w(Pr) = w(Kr) and that there exists no convex
body K ′

r ⊂ Pr of the same width. Thus, Pr is called a reduction of Kr.

Let us consider the relation between the minimal width and the inradius r(K) of a convex body K
where r(K) the maximal radius of a ball contained in K. We recall that according to Steinhagen’s
theorem (cf. P. Steinhagen [31] or Eggleston [9]), among convex bodies in Rn of given minimal
width w > 0, the regular simplex minimizes the inradius. However, we conclude from Theorem 3.2
that no analogue of Steinhagen’s theorem hold in Hn with respect to the minimal Lassak width.

Corollary 3.3. Let w > 0 be a fixed positive number. Then,

inf {r (K) : K ⊂ Hn convex body, w (K) ≥ w} = 0.
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opr qr

i1 i2

i −i
Kr

ℓr

G
′H

Figure 1. The convex body Kr ⊂ H2 with “large” width and “small” area.

4. The regular horocyclic triangle and its extremality with respect to width

and inradius

The goal of this section is to show that regular horocyclic triangles minimize the inradius among
h-convex bodies of fixed Lassak width.

For horoballs Ξ1,Ξ2,Ξ3 ⊂ H2 whose ideal points are different, and ∂Ξj intersects the non-empty
interior of the intersection of Ξm ∩Ξk, {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}, the h-convex body T = Ξ1 ∩Ξ2 ∩Ξ3 is
called a horocyclic triangle. Then T is compact, and there exist qj = ∂Ξm ∩ ∂Ξk ∩ Ξj, {j, k,m} =
{1, 2, 3} according to Lemma 2.10. We call q1, q2, q3 the vertices of T where T is bounded by the
three horocyclic arcs obtained as the arc of ∂Ξj between qm and qk, {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}, and T
is actually the h-convex hull of q1, q2, q3. Actually, for any three non-collinear points of H2, their
h-convex hull is a horocyclic triangle.

For a hyperbolic circular disc B(p̃, r) ⊂ H2, choose three equally spaced points z̃1, z̃2, z̃3 ∈
∂B(p̃, r), and hence ∠(z̃i, p̃, z̃j) =

2π
3
for i 6= j. Then the corresponding regular horocyclic triangle

T with inradius r is obtained as the intersection of the three horoballs Ξ̃j , j = 1, 2, 3 containing

B(p̃, r) such that ∂Ξ̃j is tangent to B(p̃, r) at z̃j , j = 1, 2, 3 (cf. Lemma 2.12). Here T is symmetric
through the common line of z̃j , q̃j , p̃ for j = 1, 2, 3 by the symmetry of the arrangement of z̃1, z̃2, z̃3
and of the horoballs (cf. Lemma 2.13), and hence T has threefold rotational symmetry through p̃.

For {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3} and q̃j = ∂Ξ̃k ∩ ∂Ξ̃m ∩ Ξ̃j , (cf. Lemma 2.10) we have:

• q̃1, q̃2, q̃3 are called the vertices of T where T is the h-convex hull of q̃1, q̃2, q̃3,

• the arc of ∂Ξ̃j between q̃k and q̃m is called the side of T opposite to q̃j where the midpoint
of this side is z̃j . We observe that ∂T is the union of its three horocycle sides.

Since the circumscribed circular disk of T is unique (cf. Lemma 2.5), the threefold rotational sym-
metry of T around p̃ yields that p̃ is the center of the circumscribed circular disk, and Lemma 2.12
yields that

R(T ) = d(p̃, q̃i), i = 1, 2, 3.

We also observe that if j 6= k, then p̃ ∈ intΞ̃k and [z̃k, p̃] is orthogonal to ∂Ξ̃k, and hence according
to (3), there exists an acute angle ℵ(T ) ∈

(
0, π

2

)
depending on r such that the horocyclic arc of
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∂Ξ̃k emanating from q̃j and passing through z̃k encloses an angle ℵ(T ) with the half-line emanating
from q̃j and passing through p̃.

Lemma 4.1. Let T be the regular horocyclic triangle of inradius r > 0.

(a): wL(T ) = r +R(T ) = d(q̃j, z̃j), j = 1, 2, 3, where q̃1, q̃2, q̃3 are the vertices of T , and z̃j is
the midpoint of the side of T opposite to q̃j, j = 1, 2, 3.

(b): If K ⊂ T is h-convex and K 6= T , then wL(K) < wL(T ).
(c): If T ′ is a regular horocyclic triangle of inradius r′ > r, then wL(T

′) > wL(T ).

Proof. We use the notation as before Lemma 4.1. For j = 1, 2, 3, let hj be the half-line emanating
from z̃j and passing through q̃j , and hence hj is orthogonal to ∂Ξj .

As ℵ(T ) < π
2
, we deduce that the line ℓ̃j passing through q̃j and orthogonal to [q̃j , z̃j ] is a

supporting line of T . Now Lemma 2.11 yields that the hypercycle Xj corresponding to ℓ̃j and
passing through z̃j is a supporting hypercycle to T ; therefore,

wL(T ) ≤ d(q̃j , z̃j).

On the other hand, Proposition 2.27 yields the existence of a line ℓ0 such that the length of ℓ0∩K
is wL(T ), and the two lines orthogonal to ℓ0 at the endpoints of ℓ0 ∩K are supporting lines to T .

We claim that if ℓ is a line intersecting intT such that the two lines orthogonal to ℓ at the
endpoints of ℓ ∩ T are supporting lines to T , then

(20) either ℓ ∩ T = [q̃j , q̃m], or ℓ ∩K = [q̃j , z̃j ], for some j,m ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j 6= m.

We suppose that (20) does not hold, and seek a contradiction. Then we may assume that one
endpoint p of ℓ ∩ T lies on the open arc of ∂Ξ1 between q̃2 and z̃1, and hence ℓ - being orthogonal
to Ξ1 - is parallel to h1, and the other endpoint q of ℓ ∩ T lies on the open arc of ∂Ξ3 between
q̃1 and q̃2. Since ℓ is orthogonal to Ξ3 at q, we deduce that ℓ is also parallel to h3, which is a
contradiction, because h1 and h3 intersect in p̃. In turn, we conclude (20).

In (20), Lemma 2.12 yields that d(q̃j, q̃m) > d(q̃j, z̃j) for j,m ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j 6= m. Therefore,
wL(T ) = d(q̃j , z̃j), j = 1, 2, 3, by Proposition 2.27.

Turning to (b), since T is the h-convex hull of q̃1, q̃2, q̃3, K ⊂ T is h-convex and K 6= T , we

deduce the existence a q̃j 6∈ K, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. By compactness, there exists a supporting line ℓ̃′j
of K intersecting [q̃j , z̃j ] in a point q′j, q

′
j 6= q̃j , z̃j , such that K lies between ℓ̃′j and the hypercycle

Xj corresponding to ℓj above. According to Lemma 2.11, the hypercycle X ′
j corresponding to ℓ̃′j

and passing through z̃j intersects Ξj in z̃j , thus K ⊂ T lies between ℓ̃′j and X
′
j . We conclude that

wL(K) ≤ d(q̃′j , z̃j) < wL(T ).
Finally, (c) follows by containment and Lemma 2.26. �

Given a circular disk B(p, r) ⊂ H2 for r > 0 and u 6∈ B(p, r), the spike with apex u corresponding
to B(p, r) is C\B(p, r) where C is the h-convex hull of u and B(p, r). It follows that the spike
is neither closed nor open, and is bounded by three arcs: the two hypercycle arcs σj , j = 1, 2,
emanating from u and ending at the xj ∈ ∂B(p, r) such that σ1 and σ2 are subsets of the supporting
horocycles to B(p, r) at x1 and x2, and the third arc bounding the spike is one of the arcs of ∂B(p, r)
connecting x1 and x2.

Example 4.2. If T is a regular horocyclic triangle with incircle B(p, r), then T\B(p, r) is the
union of three congruent spikes whose apexes are the three vertices of T , and the closure of each
spike contains one third of ∂Bn.

The first property in Lemma 4.3 holds by rotation around p, while the second property follows
from Lemma 2.10.
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Lemma 4.3. Let u 6∈ B(p, r), r > 0. For the spikes corresponding to B(p, r) we have:

• if d(v, p) = d(u, p), then the spikes with apex u and with apex v are congruent,
• if the spike Σu with apex u contains v 6= u, then it contains the whole spike Σv with apex
v, and the circular arc of ∂B(p, r) bounding Σv is strictly contained in the circular arc of
∂B(p, r) bounding Σu.

The following technical statement has a key role in understanding the width of an h-convex set
whose incircle is given.

Lemma 4.4. For p ∈ H2 and r > 0, let z1, z2, z3 ∈ ∂B(p, r) be such that no two of z1, z2, z3 are
opposite, and p lies in the convex hull of z1, z2, z3. We write q1, q2.q3 to denote the vertices of the
horocyclic triangle T = Ξ1 ∩ Ξ2 ∩ Ξ3 where Ξj is the horoball containing B(p, r) and satisfying
zj ∈ ∂Ξj and qm = ∂Ξj ∩ ∂Ξk ∩ Ξm, {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}.

If {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}, ℓj is the tangent line at zj to Ξj, then any point of the spike Σk with
apex qk corresponding to B(p, r) is of distance less than 2r from ℓj.

Proof. As no two of z1, z2, z3 are opposite, and p lies in the convex hull of z1, z2, z3, we deduce
that the arc of ∂B(p, r) bounding Σk is the shorter arc between zj and zm. In particular, the
point z′j ∈ ∂B(p, r) that is opposite to zj is not contained in the closure of the spike Σk. Let
Ω = B(p, r) ∪ Σk be the h-convex hull of qk and B(p, r), and let ∂Ξ be the common supporting
horocycle at z′j ∈ ∂Ω to Ω and B(p, r) for the horoball Ξ ⊃ Ω. Writing ℓ+j to denote the half-plane

bounded by ℓj and containing Ξj , we have Ω ⊂ ℓ+j ∩ Ξ, and Lemma 4.4 follows as z′j is the unique

farthest point of ℓ+j ∩ Ξ from ℓj by Lemma 2.14. �

In Proposition 4.5, we use Lemma 4.4 to identify a core part of an h-convex body K ⊂ H2 of
Lassak width w > 0 that can be naturally compared to the regular horocyclic triangle Tw.

Proposition 4.5. Let K ⊂ H2 be an h-convex body of minimal Lassak width at least w and of
inradius ̺ < w/2 for w > 0. If B(p, ̺) is the incircle, then there exist u1, u2, u3 ∈ K with
d(uj, p) = w − ̺, j = 1, 2, 3, such that the spikes with apexes u1, u2, u3 are pairwise disjoint.

Proof. As ̺ < w/2, ∂K ∩ ∂B(p, ̺) contains no pair of opposite points of ∂B(p, ̺). Therefore,
Lemma 2.24 yields that p is contained in the convex hull of z1, z2, z3 ∈ ∂K ∩ ∂B(p, ̺), and no two
of z1, z2, z3 are opposite.

Let T = Ξ1 ∩Ξ2 ∩Ξ3 be the horocyclic triangle, where Ξj is the horoball containing B(p, r) and
satisfying zj ∈ ∂Ξj , and hence K ⊂ T as K is h-convex. We write q1, q2, q3 to denote the vertices
of T where qm = ∂Ξj ∩ ∂Ξk ∩ Ξm, {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}. If {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}, then let ℓj be the
tangent line at zj to Ξj , and let Σm ⊂ T be the spike with apex qm corresponding to B(p, r). In
particular, T = B(p, r)∪Σ1 ∪Σ2 ∪Σ3, and Lemma 4.4 yields that the distance of any point of Σk

from ℓj is less than 2̺ for k 6= j.
As wL(K) ≥ w > 2̺ and K ⊂ T , there exists an xj ∈ Σj ∩ K whose distance from ℓj is at

least w for j = 1, 2, 3, and hence the convexity of (Σj ∪ B(p, r)) ∩K, the triangle inequality and
w − ̺ > ̺ imply the existence of a uj ∈ Σj ∩K such that d(uj, p) = w − ̺. Finally, Lemma 4.3
and the h-convexity of K yield that the spike with apex uj is contained in Σj ∩K. �

For w > 0, we write Tw to denote a regular horocyclic triangle with wL(Tw) = w (cf. Lemma 4.1).
We now prove the two-dimensional hyperbolic analogue of Steinhagen’s theorem among h-convex
domains; namely, the extremality of the horocyclic regular triangle among h-convex domains with
respect to minimal Lassak width and inradius.

Theorem 4.6. For w > 0, among h-convex bodies of minimal Lassak width at least w in H2,
the regular horocyclic triangle Tw of minimal Lassak width w minimizes the inradius, and any
minimizer is congruent to Tw.
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Proof. For w > 0, let r = r(Tw), and let K ⊂ H2 be an h-convex body of minimal Lassak width
wL(K) ≥ w, and let B(p, ̺) ⊂ K be the incircle. In particular, p is contained in the convex hull
of ∂K ∩ ∂B(p, ̺) according to Lemma 2.24. We note that r < w/2 according to Lemma 4.1.

For the inradius ̺ = r(K) of K, let B(p, ̺) be the incircle of K. If ̺ > r, then we are done;
therefore, we assume that ̺ ≤ r. In this case ̺ < w/2, and hence Proposition 4.5 yields the
existence of u1, u2, u3 ∈ K with d(uj, p) = w − ̺, j = 1, 2, 3, such that the spikes with apexes
u1, u2, u3 are pairwise disjoint.

Let w′ be the minimal Lassak width of a regular horocyclic triangle T ′ of inradius ̺ whose
incircle is also B(p, ̺) and whose vertices are q′1, q

′
2, q

′
3. We observe that d(q′j , p) = w′ − ̺, and the

closure of a spike with apex q′j covers one third of ∂B(p, ̺) (cf. Example 4.2). On the other hand,
the congruent spikes with apexes u1, u2, u3 are pairwise disjoint; therefore, their closures cover at
most the one third of ∂B(p, ̺). We deduce from Lemma 4.3 that d(uj, p) ≤ d(q′j , p), j = 1, 2, 3,
and hence w ≤ w′. In turn, we conclude that r(Tw) = r ≤ ̺ = r(K) by Lemma 4.1.

If r(K) = r(Tw), then the argument above shows that u1, u2, u3 are vertices of a regular horocyclic

triangle T̃ ⊂ K whose incircle is B(p, r). As B(p, r) is the incircle of the h-convex body K, the

three horocycles bounding the three horoballs whose intersection is T̃ are supporting horocycles

of K; therefore, T̃ = K. �

5. The Isominwidth Theorem for h-convex domains

This section proves the hyperbolic version of Pál’s theorem.

Theorem 5.1. For w > 0, the regular horocyclic triangle is the unique h-convex body with the
smallest area among h-convex bodies in H2 whose minimal Lassak width is w.

The main idea of the proof of Theorem 5.1 comes from Proposition 4.5. Let K ⊂ H2 be an
h-convex body of minimal Lassak width at least w, and hence r(K) ≥ r(Tw) by Theorem 4.6.
For this sketch of ideas, let us assume that r(K) = ̺ < w/2. If B(p, ̺) is the incircle, then
Proposition 4.5 yields the existence of u1, u2, u3 ∈ K with d(uj, p) = w − ̺, j = 1, 2, 3, such
that the spikes Σ1,Σ2,Σ3 with apexes u1, u2, u3, respectively, are pairwise disjoint. Now the core
statement is that

(21) V (B(p, ̺) ∪ Σ1 ∪ Σ2 ∪ Σ3) ≥ V (Tw)

where the union on the left hand side is the h-convex hull of u1, u2, u3 and B(p, ̺). Actually, we
prove a somewhat stronger statement than (21) (cf. Proposition 5.2), because technically that is
easier to handle.

5.1. The geometric setup. Let us introduce some notations that we use throughout Sections 5
and 6. We fix a point p ∈ H2, and three half-lines f1, f2, f3 ⊂ H2 emanating from p such that the
angle of fi and fj is 2π

3
for i 6= j. For {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, we also consider the half-line f̃i that is

collinear with fi and f̃i ∩ fi = {p}, and hence f̃i bisects the angle of fj and fk.

We fix a w > 0, and r = r(Tw) < w/2. If ̺ ∈
[
r, w

2

]
and i = 1, 2, 3, then let mi(̺) ∈ f̃i and

qi(̺) ∈ fi satisfy that d(mi(̺), p) = ̺ and d(qi(̺), p) = w − ̺. As ̺ ∈
[
r, w

2

]
, it follows that

mi(̺) ∈ ∂Cw(̺) for the h-convex hull Cw(̺) of q1(̺), q2(̺), q3(̺) and B(p, ̺). We observe that
Cw

(
w
2

)
= B

(
p, w

2

)
, Cw(r) is congruent to the regular horocyclic triangle Tw of Lassak width w,

and if ̺ ∈
[
r, w

2

)
, then Cw(̺) is the disjoint union of B(p, ̺) and the three spikes with apexes

q1, q2, q3. Using the notion of (21), if ̺ ∈ [r, w
2
), then (cf. Lemma 4.3)

V (B(p, ̺) ∪ Σ1 ∪ Σ2 ∪ Σ3) = V (Cw(̺)).
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We set f1 = f , q1(̺) = q(̺) ∈ f , f̃2 = f̃ and m2(̺) = m(̺) ∈ f̃ , and hence the convex intersection

Γw(̺) of Cw(̺) and the convex cone bounded by f and f̃ satisfies that

(22) V (Cw(̺)) = 6 V (Γw(̺)).

If ̺ ∈ [r, w
2
), then let v(̺) ∈ ∂Γw(̺) ∩ ∂B(p, ̺) be the point such that the supporting horocycle to

B(p, ̺) at v(̺) passes through q(̺), and hence Γw(̺) is bounded by the segments [p, q(̺)], [p,m(̺)],
the horocyclic arc between q(̺) and v(̺), and the shorter circular arc of ∂B(p, ̺) between v(̺)
and m(̺).

We replace Γw(̺) by a somewhat smaller set ∆w(̺) whose boundary structure is simpler. We note
that B(p, r) lies in the horoball whose boundary contains the horocyclic arc on ∂Γw(̺) connecting
q(̺) to v(̺). According to Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 2.12 on the intersection patterns of horocycles
and circles, there exists a horoball Ξ(̺) such that p ∈ Ξ(̺), and the bounding horocycle h(̺)
contains q(̺) and m(̺), and if ̺ ∈

(
r, w

2

]
, then the open horocyclic arc of h(̺) between q(̺) and

m(̺) lies in intΓm(̺). We define ∆w(̺) to be the intersection of Ξ(̺) and the convex cone bounded

by f and f̃ . Thus, for any ̺ ∈
[
r, w

2

]
, ∆w(̺) is bounded by the segments [p, q(̺)], [p,m(̺)], and

the horocyclic arc of h(̺) between q(̺) and v(̺), and

(23) ∆w(̺) ⊂ Γw(̺) with equality if and only if ̺ = r.

In particular, V (Tw) = 6V (∆w(r)).

5.2. Proof of the h-convex isominwidth theorem. After our preparations, the following
proposition implies Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 5.2. For given w > 0, V (∆w(̺)) is an increasing function of ̺ ∈
[
r, w

2

]
.

The proof of Proposition 5.2 is prepared by a series of lemmas. If x, y ∈ h(̺) for some ̺ ∈ [r, w
2
],

then we write >xy to denote the horocyclic arc of h(̺) connecting x and y.
Roughly speaking, as ̺ increases, we “gain area” at the “vertex” m(ρ) of ∆w(r), while we “lose

area” at the vertex q(̺) of ∆w(r). In the remainder of the proof, we formalize this intuition and
show that we actually gain more area than we lose.

We recall (cf. Lemma 2.7) that the area of a hyperbolic triangle T with angles α, β, γ is

(24) V (T ) = π − α− β − γ.

For x, y, z ∈ H2, we write [x, y, z] the denote their convex hull.

Definition 5.3. If [x, y, z] ⊂ H2 is an isosceles triangle with ∠(y, x, z) = ϕ and d(x, y) = d(x, z) =
ℓ, then we set

µ(ϕ, ℓ) = ∠(x, y, z) <
π

2
.

Remark. The law of cosines for the angles of the triangle [x, y, x0] (cf. Lemma 2.7) where x0 is
the midpoint of [y, z] shows that

(25) 1 = tanµ(ϕ, ℓ) · tan ϕ
2
· cosh ℓ.

We deduce from (25) that if ℓ2 > ℓ1 > 0 and ℓ0 > 0, then

µ(ϕ, ℓ2) < µ(ϕ, ℓ1),(26)

lim
ϕ→0+

µ(ϕ, ℓ0) =
π

2
.(27)

Definition 5.4. If d(x, y) = ℓ > 0 for x, y ∈ H2, and σ is a horocyclic arc connecting x and y,
then the angle of σ and [x, y] at x (or at y) is denoted by ξ(ℓ).
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x
yℓ

ξ(ℓ)ξ(ℓ)ξ(ℓ)

Since the half-line connecting x to the ideal point of σ is orthogonal to σ and parallel to the
perpendicular bisector of [x, y], the law of cosines for the angles of the resulting asymptotic triangle
with right angle yields

(28) ξ(ℓ) = arccos

(
cosh

ℓ

2

)−1

<
π

2
.

We deduce from (28) that if ℓ2 > ℓ1 > 0, then

ξ(ℓ2) > ξ(ℓ1),(29)

lim
ℓ→0+

ξ(ℓ) = 0,(30)

lim
ℓ→∞

ξ(ℓ) =
π

2
.(31)

We say that two horocycles h and h̃ cross at an x ∈ H2 if they intersect at x and their tangent
lines at x are different. We deduce from Lemma 2.10 the following property.

Lemma 5.5. Let h, h̃ be horocycles crossing at an x and bounding the horoballs H and H̃, re-
spectively. Then one of the arcs of h̃\{x} avoids H, and the other arc of h̃\{x} intersects H in a
bounded arc.

Remark. We call the angle ϕ(h, h̃) = ϕ(h̃, h) of the arc of h̃\{x} avoiding H and the arc of h\{x}
intersecting H̃ the angle of the horocycles h and h̃.

It follows from (26), (27), (29), (30) and (31) that for any ϕ ∈
(
0, π

2

)
, there exists ℓ0(ϕ) > 0

such that

ξ(ℓ) < µ(ϕ, ℓ) if 0 < ℓ < ℓ0(ϕ),

ξ(ℓ) ≥ µ(ϕ, ℓ) if ℓ ≥ ℓ0(ϕ).

In addition, we deduce that

(32) lim
ϕ→0+

ℓ0(ϕ) = ∞.
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x

y

ỹ

h

h̃

Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ)

ℓ ℓ

Let h 6= h̃ be horocycles crossing at an x ∈ H2 and bounding the horoballsH and H̃, respectively,

and let h0 be the arc of h\{x} avoiding H̃ , and h̃0 be the arc of h\{x} intersecting H . If 0 < ℓ <

ℓ0(ϕ(h, h̃), then let y ∈ h0 and ỹ ∈ h̃0 such that d(yℓ, x) = d(ỹℓ, x) = ℓ, and let Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ) be

the compact set bounded by [y, ỹ], and the horocyclic arcs of h between x and y and of h̃ between

x and ỹ, and we call x, y, ỹ the vertices of Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ). We observe that the angle of the two

horocyclic arcs bounding Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ) is ϕ(h, h̃).

As the cap of H cut off by [x, y] from Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ) is congruent to the cap of H̃ cut off by [x, ỹ],

we deduce that (recall that we have 0 < ℓ < ℓ0(ϕ(h, h̃))

V (Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ)) = V ([x, y, ỹ]),(33)

∠(y, x, ỹ) = ϕ(h, h̃).(34)

It also follows that

(35) Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ) and Ω(h̃, h, x, ℓ) are congruent,

and if 0 < ℓ1 < ℓ2 < ℓ0(ϕ(h, h̃), then the containment relation implies

(36) V (Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ2)) > V (Ω(h, h̃, x, ℓ1)).

Definition 5.6. Let h, hn, n ≥ 1 be horocycles enclosing the horoballs H,Hn, respectively. We say
that hn tends to h if for any p ∈ intH, we have p ∈ Hn for large n, and for any q 6∈ H, we have
q 6∈ Hn for large n.

We observe that in the Poincaré disk model, the convergence of hn to h is equivalent to saying
that the Euclidean circular disk representing Hn tends to the Euclidean circular disk representing
H with respect to the Hausdorff distance in R2. In turn, we deduce Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8.

Lemma 5.7. If ℓ > 0, and h, hn, n ≥ 1 are horocycles enclosing the horoballs H,Hn, respectively,
and xn, y ∈ h and xn, yn ∈ hn for n ≥ 1 such that ℓ ≤ d(xn, y) ≤ 2ℓ and yn tends to y, and the arc
>ynxn of hn between yn and xn avoids intH, then hn tends to h.

Proof. Using the Poincaré disk model, any convergent subsequence of the Euclidean closures of
{Hn} in R2 tends to the Euclidean closure of some horoball H ′. Let {Hn′} be such a subsequence
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of {Hn} where using ℓ ≤ d(xn′, y) ≤ 2ℓ, we may also assume that {xn′} tends to an x ∈ h with
x 6= y. As the arc>yn′xn′ of hn′ between yn′ and xn′ avoids intH , it tends to the arc >yx of h between
y and x with respect to the Hausdorff metric either in terms of the hyperbolic metric of Poincaré
disk or the Euclidean metric of R2. Therefore H ′ = H .

Since any convergent subsequence of the Euclidean closures of {Hn} in R2 tends to the Euclidean
closure of H , we deduce that hn tends to h. �

Lemma 5.8. Let x ∈ H2 and h, hn, n ≥ 1 be horocycles enclosing the horoballs H,Hn, respectively,
such that hn tends to h and x ∈ h ∩ hn, and let ℓ0 > 0. In addition, let p ∈ intH, and let y ∈ h
lie on the arc of h\{x} avoiding Hn for n ≥ 1, and let z ∈ h ∩ intHn for n ≥ 1.

(i): hn intersects [p, y] in a unique point yn for large n, and yn tends to y, and there exists a
unique point zn ∈ hn such that z ∈ [p, zn].

(ii): The angle of [p, yn] and the arc of hn connecting x and yn tends to the angle of [p, y]
and the arc of h connecting x and y, and the angle of [p, zn] and the arc of hn connecting
x and zn tends to the angle of [p, z] and the arc of h connecting x and z.

(iii): limn→∞ ϕ(h, hn) = 0, and hence ℓ0 < ℓ0(ϕ(h, hn)) for large n (cf. (32)), and we can
speak about Ω(h, hn, x, ℓ) and Ω(hn, h, x, ℓ) provided ℓ ∈ (0, ℓ0] and n is large where ϕ(h, hn)
is also the angle at x of the horocycle arcs bounding Ω(h, hn, x, ℓ) and of the horocycle arcs
bounding Ω(hn, h, x, ℓ).

(iv): For ℓ ∈ (0, ℓ0], limn→∞ V (Ω(h, hn, x, ℓ)) = limn→∞ V (Ω(hn, h, x, ℓ)) = 0.

Proof. The lemma follows from the facts that the Euclidean closure of Hn in R2 tends to the
Euclidean closure of H , and hyperbolic angle of two differentiable arcs meeting at point w in the
Poincaré disk model coincides with the Euclidean angle of the two arcs in R2. �

Our last auxiliary statement is directly about ∆w(̺).

Lemma 5.9. For ̺ ∈ (r, w/2), if δ+(̺) is the angle of the horocyclic arc
>

m(̺)q(̺) and [m(̺), p]

at m(̺), and δ−(̺) is the angle of the horocyclic arc
>

m(̺)q(̺) and [q(̺), p] at q(̺), then

(37) δ−(̺) < δ+(̺) < π/2.

Proof. Let ℓ(̺) = d(m(̺), q(̺)). Since d(m(̺), p) = ̺ < w − ̺ = d(q(̺), p), we have

δ−(̺) = ∠(m(̺), q(̺), p) + ξ(ℓ(̺)) < ∠(q(̺), m(̺), p) + ξ(ℓ(̺)) = δ+(̺).

To prove δ+(̺) < π/2 in (37), we extend the definition of δ+(̺) to ̺ = r, and observe that
δ+(r) =

π
2
by the definition Tw(r) ⊂ Rw. Therefore, it is sufficient to verify that

(38) δ+(̺) = ∠(q(̺), m(̺), p) + ξ(ℓ(̺)) is strictly monotone decreasing for ̺ ∈ [r, w/2).

First we claim

(39) ∠(q(̺), m(̺), p) is strictly monotone decreasing for ̺ ∈ [r, w/2).

For r ≤ ̺1 < ̺2 < w/2, we observe that [m(̺1), q(̺1)] and [m(̺2), q(̺2)] intersect in a point s. As
the sum of the angles of a hyperbolic triangle is less than π according to (24), we deduce that

∠(q(̺2), m(̺2), p) + π − ∠(q(̺1), m(̺1), p) = ∠(s,m(̺2), m(̺1)) + ∠(s,m(̺1), m(̺2)) < π,

proving (39).
Next we prove that

(40) ℓ(̺) = d(q(̺), m(̺)) is strictly monotone decreasing for ̺ ∈ [r, w/2).
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p

q0

m0

mη

qη
sη,−

sη,+

w0

δ0,+

δ0,−

According to the hyperbolic law of cosines for sides, we have

d

d̺
cosh ξ(̺) =

d

d̺

(
cosh ̺ · cosh(w − ̺)− 1

2
sinh ̺ · sinh(w − ̺)

)

=3
2
sinh ̺ · cosh(w − ̺)− 3

2
cosh ̺ · sinh(w − ̺) =

3

2
sinh(2̺− w) < 0,

as 2̺ < w. We deduce (40), which together with (39) and (29) yields (38). �

Proof of Proposition 5.2. It is enough to prove that if ̺ ∈ (r, w/2), and η > 0 is small (in particular,
̺+ η < w/2), then

(41) V (∆w(̺+ η))− V (∆w(̺)) ≥ 0,

as (41) implies that d
d̺
V (∆w(̺)) ≥ 0.

In order to prove (41), we introduce some notation given a small η > 0. Since ̺ is kept fixed
during the proof of (41), we do not signal it in our notation. We write hη = h(̺+η) and h0 = h(̺);
moreover, m0 = m(̺), mη = m(̺+ η), q0 = q(̺), qη = q(̺+ η), and hence

(42) m0 ∈ [p,mη] and qη ∈ [p, q0], and d(m0, mη) = d(q0, qη) = η.

It follows that the horocyclic arcs >mηqη and >m0q0 intersect in a unique point wη, and let w0 be
the midpoint of >m0q0. We write Θη,+ to denote the compact set bounded by [mη, m0],

>mηwη and
>m0wη, and Θη,− to denote the compact set bounded by [qη, q0],

>qηwη and >q0wη. Since Θη,+ =
cl (∆w(̺+ η)\∆w(̺)) and Θη,− = cl (∆w(̺)\∆w(̺+ η)), the estimate (41) is equivalent with

(43) V (Θη,+)− V (Θη,−) ≥ 0.

The core of the proof of (43), and hence of Proposition 5.2 is the claim that

(44) wη ∈>w0q0.

Let h̃η be the horocycle passing throughmη and w0 such that the corresponding horoball contains

[p,mη]. In this case, h̃η tends to h0 according to Lemma 5.7, and hence Lemma 5.8 yields the

existence of a unique intersection point q̃η of h̃η and [p, q0] for small enough η > 0. It follows from
Lemma 5.5 that (44) is equivalent with the estimate

(45) d(q̃η, q0) > η = d(qη, q0).
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According to Lemma 5.9, the angles δ0,+ = δ+(̺) and δ0,− = δ−(̺) of
>m0q0 with [m0, p] at m0,

and with [q0, p] at q0, respectively, satisfy

(46) δ0,− < δ0,+ < π/2.

The way to prove (45) (and in turn (44)) is verifying the formula (cf. (42))

(47) lim
η→0+

sinh d(q̃η, q0)

sinh d(mη, m0)
=

sin δ0,+
sin δ0,−

.

Let ℓ = d(m0, w0) = d(q0, w0). Let sη,+ ∈ h̃η be the third vertex of Ω(h̃η, h0, w0, ℓ) besides w0 and

m0, and let sη,− ∈ h̃η be the third vertex of Ω(h0, h̃η, w0, ℓ) besides w0 and q0. In order to prove
(47), we compare the triangles [mη, m0, sη,+] and [q̃η, q0, sη,−]. We deduce from (35) that

(48) d(m0, sη,+) = d(q0, sη,−).

First we consider the triangle [mη, m0, sη,+]. As limη→0+ ∠(m0, w0, sη,+) = 0, and d(w0, sη,+) =

d(w0, m0) = ℓ, and limη→0+ V ([m0, w0, sη,+]) = limη→0+ V (Ω(h̃η, h0, w0, ℓ)) = 0 by (33), (34) and
Lemma 5.8, the area formula (24) for [m0, w0, sη,+] yields that

(49) lim
η→0+

∠(w0, sη,+, m0) = lim
η→0+

∠(w0, m0, sη,+) =
π

2
.

The first consequence of (49) is that

(50) the angle of [m0, sη,+] and
>m0w0 tends to π

2
− ξ(ℓ).

Since δ0,+ < π/2 according to (46) for the angle π − δ0,+ > π
2
of [m0, mη] and

>m0w0, we deduce

that sη,+ 6= mη lies in the arc>mηw0 of h̃η between mη and w0. In other words,>sη,+mη ⊂>w0mη for

the arc>sη,+mη of h̃η between sη,+ and mη.
It follows from the definition of ξ (ℓ) and (49) that the angle of [sη,+, m0] and

>sη,+w0 tends to
π
2
+ ξ(ℓ), and in turn

(51) the angle of [sη,+, m0] and
>sη,+mη tends to π

2
− ξ(ℓ).

As limη→0+ d(sη,+, q̃η) = 0 by the triangle inequality and Lemma 5.8, we deduce from (30) and
(51) that

(52) lim
η→0+

∠(mη, sη,+, m0) =
π

2
− ξ(ℓ).

As ∠(sη,+, mη, m0) + ξ(d(sη,+, mη)) is the angle of the horocyclic arc>mηsη,+ and [mη, m0], which
equals the angle of the horocyclic arc >mηw0 and [mη, p], which in turn tends to δ0,+ according to
Lemma 5.8, we deduce from limη→0+ d(sη,+, mη) = 0 and (30) that

(53) lim
η→0+

∠(sη,+, mη, m0) = δ0,+.

Combining (52) and (53) with the hyperbolic law of sines leads to

(54) lim
η→0+

sinh d(mη, m0)

sinh d(sη,+, m0)
= lim

η→0+

sin∠(mη, sη,+, m0)

sin∠(sη,+, mη, m0)
=

sin(π
2
− ξ(ℓ))

sin δ0,+
.

Next we consider the triangle [q̃η, q0, sη,−] on our way to verify (47). As limη→0+ ∠(q0, w0, sη,−) =

0, and d(w0, sη,−) = d(w0, q0) = ℓ, and limη→0+ V ([q0, w0, sη,−]) = limη→0+ V (Ω(h0, h̃η, w0, ℓ)) = 0
by (33), (34) and Lemma 5.8, the area formula (24) for [q0, w0, sη,−] yields that

(55) lim
η→0+

∠(w0, sη,−, q0) = lim
η→0+

∠(w0, q0, sη,−) =
π

2
.
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The first consequence of (55) is that

(56) the angle of [q0, sη,−] and
>q0w0 tends to π

2
+ ξ(ℓ).

As δ0,− < π/2 according to (46) for the angle δ0,− of [q0, q̃η] and
>q0w0, we deduce from (56) that

q̃η 6= sη,− lies in the arc>sη,−w0 of h̃η between sη,− and w0. In other words,
>

sη,−q̃η ⊂>sη,−w0 for the

arc
>

sη,−q̃η of h̃η between sη,− and q̃η.
It follows from the definition of ξ (ℓ) and (55) that the angle of [sη,−, q0] and

>sη,−w0, and in turn

(57) the angle of [sη,−, q0] and
>

sη,−q̃η tends to π
2
− ξ(ℓ).

As limη→0+ d(sη,−, q̃η) = 0 by the triangle inequality and Lemma 5.8, we deduce from (30) and
(57) that

(58) lim
η→0+

∠(q̃η, sη,−, q0) =
π

2
− ξ(ℓ).

As ∠(sη,−, q̃η, q0)− ξ(d(sη,−, q̃η)) is the angle of the horocyclic arc
>

q̃ηsη,− and [q̃η, q0], which equals

the angle of the horocyclic arc
>

q̃ηw0 and [q̃η, p], which in turn tends to δ0,− according to Lemma 5.8,
we deduce from limη→0+ d(sη,−, q̃η) = 0 and (30) that

(59) lim
η→0+

∠(sη,−, q̃η, q0) = δ0,−.

Combining (58) and (59) with the hyperbolic law of sines leads to

(60) lim
η→0+

sinh d(q̃η, q0)

sinh d(sη,−, q0)
= lim

η→0+

sin∠(q̃η, sη,−, q0)

sin∠(sη,−, q̃η, q0)
=

sin(π
2
− ξ(ℓ))

sin δ0,−
.

We conclude (47) from (48), (54) and (60), which in turn implies (45). Therefore, we have
wη ∈>w0q0, as it was claimed in (44).

Finally, to prove (43), we compare Θη,+ to Ω(hη, h0, wη, ℓ+) and Θη,− to Ω(h0, hη, wη, ℓ−) where
ℓ+ = d(m0, wη), and ℓ− = d(q0, wη) < ℓ, and ℓ ≤ ℓ+ < 2ℓ.

It follows from Lemma 5.7 that hη tends to h0 as η tends to zero. We deduce from Lemma 5.8
that V (Ω(hη, h0, wη, ℓ+)) tends to zero, and the angle at wη of the horocyclic arcs bounding
Ω(hη, h0, wη, ℓ+),—and hence the angle of the same size at wη of the horocyclic arcs bounding
Ω(h0, hη, wη, ℓ−)—tends to zero. As ℓ− ≤ ℓ+, also V (Ω(h0, hη, wη, ℓ−)) tends to zero as η tends to
zero. We write tη+ to denote the third vertex of Ω(hη, h0, wη, ℓ+) besides wη and m0, and tη− to
denote the third vertex of Ω(h0, hη, wη, ℓ−) besides wη and q0.

Similarly to (50), we deduce that the angle of [m0, tη,+] and
>m0wη tends to π

2
− ξ(ℓ+). Since

δ0,+ < π/2 holds according to (46) for the angle π− δ0,+ > π
2
of [m0, mη] and

>m0wη, it follows that
tη,+ lies in the arc >mηwη of hη between mη and wη, and hence

(61) Ω(hη, h0, wη, ℓ+) ⊂ Θη,+.

Similarly to (56), we deduce that the angle of [q0, tη,−] and
>q0wη tends to π

2
+ ξ(ℓ−). Since

δ0,− < π/2 according to (46) for the angle of [q0, qη] and
>q0wη, it follows that qη lies in the arc

>

tη,−wη of hη between tη,− and wη, and hence

(62) Θη,− ⊂ Ω(h0, hη, wη, ℓ−).

We conclude from (61), (62) and ℓ+ ≥ ℓ− that (cf. (36))

V (Θη,+)− V (Θη,−) ≥ V (Ω(hη, h0, wη, ℓ+))− V (Ω(h0, hη, wη, ℓ−)) ≥ 0,

proving (43), and in turn (41). �
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. Since Cw(
w
2
) = B(p, w

2
), we deduce from (22), (23) and Proposition 5.2 that

(63) V
(
B
(
p,
w

2

))
= 6V

(
Γw

(w
2

))
> 6V

(
∆w

(w
2

))
≥ 6V (∆w(r)) = V (Tw).

Now let K ⊂ H2 be an h-convex body of minimal Lassak width at least w, and hence r(K) ≥
r(Tw) by Theorem 4.6. If r(K) ≥ w

2
, then (63) yields that V (K) > V (Tw); therefore, we assume

that r(K) < w
2
. For ̺ = r(K), we may assume that B(p, ̺) is the incircle into K. Now Proposi-

tion 4.5 yields the existence of u1, u2, u3 ∈ K with d(uj, p) = w−̺, j = 1, 2, 3, such that the spikes
Σ1,Σ2,Σ3 with apexes u1, u2, u3, respectively, are pairwise disjoint. We deduce from Lemma 4.3
that

(64) V (B(p, ̺) ∪ Σ1 ∪ Σ2 ∪ Σ3) = V (Cw(̺)).

Therefore, combining (64), (22), (23) and Proposition 5.2 implies that

(65) V (K) ≥ V (B(p, ̺) ∪ Σ1 ∪ Σ2 ∪ Σ3) = 6V (Γw (̺)) ≥ 6V (∆w (̺)) ≥ 6V (∆w(r)) = V (Tw).

Let us assume that V (K) = V (Tw). We deduce from (63) that r(K) < w
2
, and hence we have

equality everywhere in (65). Equality in (23) yields that r(K) = ̺ = r(Tw). It follows that the
closure of each spike Σi covers one third of the boundary of B(p, r(Tw)). Since the spikes Σ1,Σ2,Σ3

are pairwise disjoint, it follows that A = B(p, ̺)∪Σ1 ∪Σ2 ∪Σ3 is congruent to Tw. As A ⊂ K, we
conclude that A = K. �

6. The stability of the isominwidth inequality for h-convex bodies

The goal of this section is to prove a stability version of Theorem 5.1.

Theorem 6.1. For w > 0, if K ⊂ H2 is an h-convex body of minimal Lassak width at least w and
V (K) ≤ (1 + ε)V (Tw) for ε ∈ [0, 1], then there exists an isometry Φ of H2 such that

δ(K,ΦTw) ≤ c
√
ε

where c > 0 is an explicitly calculable constant depending on w.

We use the notation set up in Section 5.1 proving the isominwidth inequality, thus r = r(Tw).
We recall that for ̺ ∈

(
r, w

2

]
, ∂Γw(̺) contains the shorter circular arc of ∂B(p, ̺) between m(̺)

and v(̺), and define

(66) α(̺) = ∠(m(̺), p, v(̺)) ∈
(
0,
π

3

]
.

If ̺ = r, then we set v(r) = m(r) and α(r) = 0. We note that α(w
2
) = π

3
as Cw(

w
2
) = B(p, w

2
).

The estimates in Proposition 6.2 and in Proposition 6.4 form the basis of the proof of Theo-
rem 6.1.

Proposition 6.2. For w > 0, if ̺ ∈ [r(Tw),
w
2
], then

(67) V (Γw(̺)\∆w(̺)) ≥ cα(̺)2,

where c > 0 is a calculable constant depending on w.

Proof. All the objects we consider during our argument are contained in B(p, w). We use the
Poincaré disk model during certain parts of the proof where p = o, and hence (cf. (6))

(68) B(p, w) ⊂ θB2 for θ =
e2w − 1

e2w + 1
.

In addition, B(p, ̺) is a Euclidean circular disk of center o and of radius (cf. (2))

(69) s =
e̺ − 1

e̺ + 1
.
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We prove (67) in two steps.

Step 1. If ̺ ∈
(
r, w

2

]
, then

(70) V (Γw(̺)\∆w(̺)) ≥ c1α(̺)
3

where c1 > 0 is a calculable constant depending on w.
According to Lemma 2.12, there exists an open horocyclic arc σ between m(̺) and v(̺) that

lies between [m(̺), v(̺)] and the shorter arc η of ∂B(p, ̺) connecting m(̺) and v(̺). We deduce
via Lemma 2.10 that σ ⊂ Γm(̺)\∆m(̺), and it is sufficient to verify that

(71) V (Θ) ≥ c1α(̺)
3

for the bounded set Θ = B(p, ̺)\Ξ bounded by η and σ where Ξ is the horoball containing σ in its
boundary. We use the Poincare disk model to prove (71) by setting p = o, and hence B(p, ̺) ⊂ θB2

(cf. (68)) and the union of Ξ and its ideal point i ∈ ∂B2 are Euclidean circular disks. We set

a = v(̺)+m(̺)
2

, and write aη ∈ ∂B(p, r) and aσ ∈ ∂Ξ to denote the midpoints of η and σ, and
a′η ∈ ∂B(p, r) to denote the point opposite to aη. Thus the perpendicular bisector of the common
secant connecting v(̺) and m(̺) of B(p, r) and Ξ contains i, a′η, a, aσ, aη, and

‖a− aη‖ · ‖a− a′η‖ = ‖a− v(̺)‖ · ‖a−m(̺)‖ = ‖a− aσ‖ · ‖a− i‖.
We deduce that

(72)
‖a− aσ‖
‖a− aη‖

=
‖a− a′η‖
‖a− i‖ = 1− ‖a′η − i‖

‖a− i‖ ≤ 1− 1− θ

2
.

Let the ellipse E be the image of Ξ by the affine transformation of R2 that leaves the points of the
Euclidean line l passing through v(̺) and m(̺) fixed, and maps aη ∈ ∂B(p, r) into aσ ∈ ∂Ξ. For
the Euclidean half-plane l+ bounded by l and containing aσ, we have l+ ∩Ξ ⊂ l+ ∩E because the
boundary of an ellipse may have at most 4 common points with a circle counting multiplicities.
We deduce via (72) that

|Θ| ≥ |l+ ∩B(p, ̺)| − |l+ ∩ E| =
(
1− ‖a− aσ‖

‖a− aη‖

)
· |l+ ∩ B(p, ̺)| ≥ 1− θ

2
· |l+ ∩ B(p, ̺)|.

As the Euclidean radius of B(p, ̺) is s = e̺−1
e̺+1

(cf. (69)) and ∠(v(̺), o,m(̺)) = α(̺), it follows
that

|Θ| ≥ 1− θ

2
· |l+ ∩ B(p, ̺)| = 1− θ

2
· s

2

2
· (α(̺)− sinα(̺)) ≥ 1− θ

4

(
er − 1

er + 1

)2
α(̺)3

6
.

Thus, Lemma 2.6 yields (71), and in turn (70) in Step 1.

Step 2. For some ̺0 ∈
(
r, w

2

)
depending on w, if ̺ ∈ (r, ̺0), then

(73) V (Γw(̺)\∆w(̺)) ≥ c2α(̺)
2

where c2 > 0 depends on w.
We choose ̺0 ∈ (r, w

2
) in a way such that if ̺ ∈ (r, ̺0), then

(74) d(q(̺), v(̺)) ≥ d(q(r), m(r))

2
.

Let Ξ̃ be the horoball whose boundary contains the horocyclic arc on ∂Γw(̺) between v(̺) and

q(̺), and hence Γw(̺) ⊂ Ξ̃. First we prove that if ̺ ∈ (r, ̺0), then

(75) B(m(̺), c3α(̺)
2) ⊂ Ξ̃
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for some c3 > 0 depending on w. To prove (75), we use the Poincaré disk model assuming that
p = o, and hence B(p, ̺) is a Euclidean circular disk of center o and of radius s = e̺−1

e̺+1
(cf. (69)),

and Ξ̃ is a Euclidean circular disk of radius 1+s
2
. Let u be Euclidean center of Ξ̃, thus ‖u‖ = 1−s

2
.

It follows that m(̺) + tB2 ⊂ Ξ̃ for t = 1+s
2

− ‖m(̺)− u‖ where ∠(u, o,m(̺)) = π − α(̺) and the
law of cosines applied to the Euclidean triangle with vertices m(̺), o and u implies that

t =
1 + s

2
−

√

s2 +

(
1− s

2

)2

+ 2s · 1− s

2
· cosα(̺)

=
1 + s

2
−

√(
1 + s

2

)2

− s(1− s)(1− cosα(̺)).

Here
√
1− x < 1 − x

2
for x ∈ (0, 1) and 1 − cosα(̺) > α(̺)2

4
yield that t > s(1−s)

4(1+s)
· α(̺)2. Since

er−1
er+1

≤ s ≤ ew−1
ew+1

, we conclude (75) by Lemma 2.2.

Now let σ′ be the horocyclic arc on ∂∆w between q(̺) and m(̺), and let h̃ be the infinite

horocyclic arc of ∂Ξ̃ emanating from q(̺) and passing through v(̺), and hence h̃ contains the

horocyclic arc bounding Γw(̺). If m̃ ∈ h̃ satisfies that d(q(̺), m̃) = d(q(̺), m(̺)) < w, then
d(m̃,m(̺)) ≥ c3α(̺)

2 by (75), and hence ∠(m̃, q(̺), m(̺)) ≥ c4α(̺)
2 for a c4 > 0 depending on

w by the hyperbolic law of sines (cf. Lemma 2.7). Thus (34) implies that that the angle of the

horocyclic arcs σ′ and h̃ at q(̺) is at least c4α(̺)
2.

In turn, let v′ ∈ σ′ be the point such that d(q(̺), v′) = d(q(̺), v(̺)) ≥ d(q(r),m(r))
2

(cf. (74)), and
let Θ′ be the part of Γw(̺)\∆w(̺) in B(q(̺), d) for d = d(q(̺), v(̺)); namely, Θ′ is bounded by

the horcycle arc of h̃ between q(̺) and v(̺), the horocyclic arc of σ′ between q(̺) and v′, and the
shorter arc of ∂B(q(̺), d). We deduce from (33) that the area of Θ′ is the same as the area of the
circular sector of B(q(̺), d) between [q(̺), v(̺)] and [q(̺), v′] where ∠(v(̺), q(̺), v′) ≥ c4α(̺)

2 by
(34). It follows that (cf. (74))

V (Γw(̺)\∆w(̺)) ≥ V (Θ′) ≥ c4α(̺)
2(cosh d− 1) ≥ c4α(̺)

2

(
cosh

d(q(r), m(r))

2
− 1

)
,

completing the proof of (73) of Step 2.
Finally, combining (70) and (73) yields (67). �

Lemma 6.3 is needed in the proof of Proposition 6.4

Lemma 6.3. Given w > 0, α(̺) is strictly monotone increasing for ̺ ∈ [r, w
2
].

Proof. It is equivalent to verify that if r < ̺ < ̺′ < w
2
, then

(76) α(̺) < α(̺′).

As q(̺′) ∈ [p, q(̺)], considering spikes with apexes q(̺′) and q(̺) corresponding to B(p, ̺) (cf.
Lemma 4.3) shows that there exists a ṽ in the open shorter arc of ∂B(p, ̺) between v(̺) and m(̺)

such that the supporting horocycle h̃ to B(p, ̺) at ṽ passes through q(̺′), and hence

(77) α(̺) < ∠(m(̺), p, ṽ).

On the other hand, let v′ ∈ ∂B(p, ̺′) such that ṽ ∈ [p, v′]. Then the horoball bounded by the

supporting horocycle h′ to B(p, ̺′) at v′ contains h̃ as they have the same ideal point; therefore,
q(̺′) ∈ [p, q′]\{q′} for some q′ ∈ h′. We deduce via Lemma 4.3 that

(78) α(̺′) > ∠(m(̺′), p, v′) = ∠(m(̺), p, ṽ).

Finally, combining (77) and (78) yields (76). �
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Proposition 6.4. For w > 0, if ̺ ∈ [r, w
2
] for r = r(Tw), then

α(̺) ≥ c · (̺− r)

where c > 0 is a calculable constant depending on w.

Proof. We deduce from Lemma 6.3 that it is sufficient to prove Proposition 6.4 if ̺ ∈ (r(Tw), ̺0)
for ̺0 ∈

(
r(Tw),

w
2

)
where ̺0 depends on w. We recall that ℵ(Tw) ∈ (0, π

2
) is the angle of the

horocyclic arc on ∂Γw(r) and [q(r), p] at q(r), and we consider

(79) ℵ̃ =
ℵ(Tw)

3
<
π

6
.

We also recall that q(̺) ∈ [p, q(r)] and d(q(̺), q(r)) = ̺− r.

Let h̃ be the supporting horocycle to B(p, r) at a point ṽ ∈ Γw(r)∩ ∂B(p, r) such that q(̺) ∈ h̃.

In addition, let q̃ ∈ h̃ satisfy that the arc of h̃ between ṽ and q̃ contains q(̺), and

d(ṽ, q̃) = d(m(r), q(r)).

If v′ ∈ ∂B(p, ̺) satisfies that ṽ ∈ [p, v′], then q(̺) lies in the interior of the horoball whose boundary
is the supporting horocycle to B(p, ̺) at v′. It follows that

(80) α(̺) = ∠(v(̺), p,m(r)) > α̃ for α̃ = ∠(ṽ, p,m(r)).

Now the triangle with vertices p, ṽ, q̃ is obtained from the triangle with vertices p,m(r), q(r) by a
rotation of angle α̃ around p, and hence

(81) ∠(q̃, p, q(r)) = α̃ and d(q̃, p) = d(q(r), p) = w − r.

We observe that if γ ∈
(
0, π

2

]
and t ∈ (0, w], then the convexity of the function sinh t yields that

(82)
γ

2
≤ sin γ ≤ γ and t ≤ sinh t ≤ sinhw

w
· t.

Combining (80), (81) and (82), and using the law of sines (cf. Lemma 2.7) in the two halves of
the triangle [p, q̃, q(r)] implies that

(83) d(q̃, q(r)) = 2arcsinh

(
sinh(w − r) · sin α̃

2

)
≤ w · α̃ ≤ w · α(̺).

On the other hand, we consider the triangle [q(̺), q̃, q(r)]. Let us choose ̺0 ∈
(
r, w

2

]
such that if

̺ ∈ (r, ̺0], then (cf. (79), Definition 5.4 and (28))

∠(p, q(r), q̃) ≥ π

2
− ℵ̃,(84)

ξ(2(̺− r)) ≤ ℵ̃,(85)

V (B(q(r), ̺− r)) ≤ ℵ̃.
We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. d(q(r), q̃) ≥ ̺− r.
In this case, (83) directly yields Porposition 6.4.

Case 2. d(q(r), q̃) ≤ ̺− r = d(q(̺), q(r)).
In this case, the triangle inequality yields that d(q(̺), q̃) ≤ 2(̺ − r). Let g be the tangent

half-line to the horocycle h̃ at q̃ such that g̃ intersects the interior of the triangle [q(̺), q̃, q(r)]. As

q(̺) ∈ h̃, it follows from the condition (85) that the angle ξ (d(q(̺), q̃)) (cf. Definition 5.4) of g̃
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and [q̃, q(̺)] at q̃ is at most ℵ̃. On the other hand, the angle of g̃ and [q̃, p] at q̃ is ℵ(Tw) by the
contruction of q̃, and hence the angle of g̃ and [q̃, q(̺)] at q̃ is less than π

2
− ℵ(Tw); therefore,

(86) ∠(q(r), q̃, q(̺)) ≤ π

2
− ℵ(Tw) + ℵ̃ =

π

2
− 2ℵ̃.

We observe that [q(̺), q̃, q(r)] ⊂ B(q(r), ̺ − r) by the condition in Case 2, and hence the area
formula for the triangle [q(̺), q̃, q(r)] (cf. Lemma 2.7) implies that

ℵ̃ ≥ v (B(q(r), ̺− r)) ≥ π − ∠(q̃, q(r), q(̺))− ∠(q(r), q̃, q(̺))− ∠(q(r), q(̺), q̃).

Here ∠(q̃, q(r), q(̺)) = ∠(q̃, q(r), p < π
2
, thus (86) yields that

∠(q(r), q(̺), q̃) ≥ ℵ̃.
On the other hand, ∠(q(r), q(̺), q̃) ≤ π

2
+ ℵ̃ < π − ℵ̃ by (84). We deduce from (82) and applying

the law of sines in the triangle [q̃, q(r), q(̺)] that

d(q̃, q(r)) ≥ w

sinhw
· sinh d(q̃, q(r)) = w

sinhw
· sin∠(q(r), q(̺), q̃)
sin∠(q(̺), q(r), q̃)

· sinh d(q(̺), q(r))

≥ w

sinhw
· sin ℵ̃ · (̺− r).

Combining the last estimate with (83) completes the proof of Porposition 6.4 if ̺ ∈ (r(Tw), ̺0),
and the case ̺ ∈

[
̺0,

w
2

]
follows from Lemma 6.3. �

To prove Theorem 6.1, we still need two technical statements about horocycles, like Lemma 6.5,
Lemma 6.6 and Lemma 6.7. For a horocyclic arc σ ⊂ H2, we write ℓH(σ) to denote its length.

Lemma 6.5. For w > 0 and ̺ ∈ (0, w], let h be the supporting horocycle of B(p, ̺) at an a ∈
∂B(p, ̺). If ∠(a, p, qi) ≤ π

2
for q1, q2 ∈ h and i = 1, 2, then the arc σ of h between q1 and q2

satisfies

ℓH(σ) ≤ c · ∠(q1, p, q2) for c = ew + 1.

Proof. We use the Poincaré disk model such that p = o. It follows that ‖a‖ = e̺−1
e̺+1

(cf. (2)), and

h is a Euclidean circle of radius 1+‖a‖
2

< 1 whose center u satisfies ‖u‖ = 1−‖a‖
2

and o lies on the
Euclidean segment between a and o. Let b1, b2 ∈ h such that b2 = −b1, and hence b1, b2 as vectors

are orthogonal to a and satisfy ‖bi‖ =
√

‖a‖, i = 1, 2. We deduce that ‖z‖ ≤ θ =
√

ew−1
ew+1

for

any z ∈ σ. To estimate ‖q1 − q2‖, we actually estimate ℓE(σ) where ℓE(·) is the Euclidean length
of a circular arc. Let q′1, q

′
2 ∈ ∂B2 such that qi is contained in the Euclidean segment between

o and q′i, i = 1, 2, and let σ′ be the shorter circular arc of ∂B2 connecting q′1 and q′2, and hence
ℓE(σ

′) = ∠(q1, p, q2). For x ∈ σ′, we write π(x) to denote the radial projection of x onto σ, and
ϕ(x) to denote the angle of the tangent line to B2 at x and the Euclidean tangent line to h at
π(x). It follows that

(87) ‖q1 − q2‖ ≤ ℓE(σ) =

∫

σ′

‖π(x)‖
cosϕ(x)

dx.

Now for any x ∈ σ′, ϕ(x) coincides the angle of the Euclidean segments between π(x) and o and
π(x) and u. We observe that the angle of the Euclidean vectors π(x) ∈ σ and u is at least π

2
, and

hence there exists a yx in the Euclidean segment between π(x) and u such that the line through o
orthogonal to the vector π(x) passes through y. We deduce that

‖π(x)‖
cosϕ(x)

= ‖π(x)− yx‖ ≤ ‖π(x)− u‖ ≤ 1,
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thus (87) yields that ‖q1 − q2‖ ≤ ℓE(σ
′) = ∠(q1, p, q2). We conclude that

d(q1, q2) ≤
2

1− θ2
· ∠(q1, p, q2) = (ew + 1) · ∠(q1, p, q2)

for θ =
√

ew−1
ew+1

by q1, q2 ∈ θB2 and Lemma 2.2. �

Lemma 6.6 and Lemma 6.7 are well-known (cf. Berger [2, Chapter 19] and Ratcliffe [25, Chapters
3 and 4]).

Lemma 6.6. Let Ξ′ ⊂ Ξ ⊂ H2 for horoballs Ξ′ 6= Ξ sharing the same ideal point i, and for x ∈ ∂Ξ,
let π(x) ∈ ∂Ξ′ be the closest point of Ξ′ to x; or in other words, π(x) is the intersection of the line
through x and i (and orthogonal to ∂Ξ and ∂Ξ′) with ∂Ξ′.

Then there exists an η > 0 such that d(x, π(x)) = η holds for any x ∈ ∂Ξ, and if σ ⊂ ∂Ξ is a
bounded horocyclic arc, then σ′ = π(σ) satisfies ℓH(σ) = eηℓH(σ

′).

Lemma 6.7. If a, b ∈ h, a 6= b for a horocycle h ⊂ H2, then the arc σ of h between a and b
satisfies

2 sinh ℓH(σ) = d(a, b).

To estimate Hausdorff distance in the proof of Theorem 6.1, we use that if compact X, Y ⊂ H2

are convex, then

(88) δ(X, Y ) = δ(∂X, ∂Y ) = max {δ(∂X, Y ), δ(X, ∂Y )}
according Lemma 2.16.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. For w > 0, it is sufficient to prove that if K ⊂ H2 is an h-convex body of
minimal Lassak width at least w and V (K) ≤ (1 + ε)V (Tw) for ε ∈ [0, ε0), then there exists an
isometry Φ of H2 such that

(89) δ(K,ΦTw) ≤ c
√
ε

where c, ε0 > 0 are explicitly calculable constants depending on w (cf. (90) and (94)).
We recall that Cw(

w
2
) = B(p, w

2
), and(22), (23) and Proposition 5.2 yield that

V
(
B
(
p,
w

2

))
= 6V

(
Γw

(w
2

))
> 6V

(
∆w

(w
2

))
≥ 6V (∆w(r)) = V (Tw).

One of the conditions on ε0 > 0 is that

(90) (1 + ε0)V (Tw) ≤ V
(
B
(
p,
w

2

))
,

and hence ̺ = r(K) < w
2
. Let B(p, ̺) be the incircle into K where ̺ ≥ r = r(Tw) by Theorem 4.6.

As ̺ < w/2, ∂K ∩∂B(p, ̺) contains no pair of opposite points of ∂B(p, ̺). Therefore, Lemma 2.24
yields that p is contained in the convex hull of z̃1, z̃2, z̃3 ∈ ∂K ∩ ∂B(p, ̺), and no two of z̃1, z̃2, z̃3
are opposite. Let T̃ = Ξ1 ∩ Ξ2 ∩ Ξ3 be the horocyclic triangle where Ξj is the horoball containing

B(p, r) and satisfying z̃j ∈ ∂Ξj , and hence K ⊂ T̃ as K is h-convex. We write q̃1, q̃2, q̃3 to denote

the vertices of T̃ where q̃m = ∂Ξj ∩ ∂Ξk ∩Ξm, {j, k,m} = {1, 2, 3}. Next, let Σ̃m ⊂ T̃ be the spike
with apex q̃m corresponding to B(p, r).

Now the proof of Proposition 4.5 yields the existence of uj ∈ Σ̃j ∩ K with d(uj, p) = w − ̺,

j = 1, 2, 3, therefore, Σj ⊂ Σ̃j for the spike Σj with apex uj and corresponding to B(p, r) (cf.

Lemma 4.3). In particular, the spikes Σ1,Σ2,Σ3 are pairwise disjoint, and C̃ = B(p, ̺)∪Σ1 ∪Σ2 ∪
Σ3 ⊂ K satisfies that (cf. Lemma 4.3)

(91) V (C̃) = V (Cw(̺)).
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For the rest of of the argument, we write ϕ≪ ψ or ψ ≫ ϕ for two quantities ϕ, ψ > 0 if ϕ ≤ c · ψ
for a calculable constant c > 0 depending only on w. It follows from (91), Proposition 5.2 and
Proposition 6.2 that

ε · V (Tw) ≥ V (K)− V (Tw) ≥ V (C̃)− V (Tw) = 6V (Γw(̺))− 6V (∆w(r))

≥ V (Γw(̺)\∆w(̺)) ≫ α(̺)2;

therefore,

(92) α(̺) ≤ c0
√
ε

for a calculable constant c0 > 0. In turn, Proposition 6.4 yields that

(93) ̺− r ≪
√
ε.

According to (92), we may choose ε0 in a way such that

(94) c0
√
ε0 ≤

π

72
, and hence if ε ≤ ε0, then α(̺) ≤ π

72
.

In the following, if x 6= y are contained in a supporting horocycle h to B(p, ̺), then >xy denotes
the arc of h between x and y. If {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, then let ỹij, ỹik ∈ ∂B(p, r) be the two endpoints

of the circular arc B(p, r) ∩ ∂Σi in a way such that ỹij is closer to z̃j than to z̃k, and hence
>

ỹijui
and

>

ỹikui are the two horocyclic arcs bounding Σi. It follows from the definition α(̺) (cf. (66))
and Lemma 4.3 that

(95) ∠(ỹij, p, ui) = ∠(yik, p, ui) =
π

3
− α(̺),

and as z̃j lies on the arc of ∂B(p, r) between Σi and Σk, we deduce that

(96)
2π
3
− 4α(̺) ≤ ∠(z̃i, p, z̃j) ≤ 2π

3
+ 6α(̺), and hence

π
3
− 2α(̺) ≤ ∠(z̃i, p, q̃j) ≤ π

3
+ 3α(̺) < π

2
.

It follows from ̺ ≤ w
2
and (96) that there exists a calculable constant Rw > 0 such that

(97) d(p, q̃i) ≤ Rw, i = 1, 2, 3.

As for {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, either z̃i lies on the shorter arc of ∂B(p, ̺) between ỹji and ỹki, or
ỹji = ỹki = z̃i, we deduce from (95), (96) and (92) that

(98) ∠(z̃i, p, ỹji) ≤ 6α(̺) ≪
√
ε.

One of the observations we use in our argument below that if d(p, x) = d(p, v) ≤ Rw and
∠(x, p, v) ≤ 12α(̺) (cf. (97) and (98)), then (92) yields that

(99) d(x, v) ≪
√
ε.

Using the notation set up at the beginning of Section 5, we may assume that mi(̺) ∈ ∂B(p, ̺)
used in the definition of Cw(̺). We recall that if {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, then ∠(mi(̺)), p,mj(̺)) =
2π
3
, and Cw(̺) is the h-convex hull of B(p, ̺) and q1(̺), q2(̺), q3(̺) where p ∈ [mi(̺), qi(̺)] and

d(p, qi(̺)) = d(p, ui) = w − ̺ for i = 1, 2, 3. We may also assume by (92) and (96) that

(100) z̃1 = m1(̺) and ∠(z̃2, p,m2(̺)) ≤ 6α(̺) ≪
√
ε and ∠(z̃3, p,m3(̺)) ≤ 6α(̺) ≪

√
ε.

Concerning Tw, we may also assume that B(p, r) is the incircle of Tw for r = r(Tw), and ∂Tw ∩
∂B(p, r) = {m1(r), m2(r), m3(r)} wheremi(r) ∈ [p,mi(̺)], and the vertices of Tw are q1(r), q2(r), q3(r)
with p ∈ [mi(r), qi(r)] for i = 1, 2, 3.

After this much preparation, we complete the proof of Theorem 6.1 in three steps.
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Step 1.

(101) δ(K, C̃) ≪ √
ε.

As C̃ ⊂ K ⊂ T̃ , it is sufficient to prove that δ(C̃, T̃ ) ≪ √
ε. In turn, (88) yields that it is sufficient

to verify that if {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, then

(102) δ
(
>

z̃iq̃j ,
>

ỹjiuj

)
≪

√
ε.

Let q̃′j be the image of q̃j by the rotation around p that maps z̃i into ỹji, and hence (97), (98) and
(99) imply that

(103) δ
(
>

z̃iq̃j ,
>

ỹjiq̃
′
j

)
≪ √

ε.

On the other hand, we deduce from Lemma 6.5, (95) and (96) that
∣∣∣ℓH

(
>

ỹjiq̃
′
j

)
− ℓH

(
>

ỹjiuj

)∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣ℓH

(
>

z̃iq̃j

)
− ℓH

(
>

ỹjiuj

)∣∣∣ ≪
√
ε;

therefore,

(104) δ
(
>

ỹjiq̃
′
j,
>

ỹjiuj

)
≪

√
ε.

Combining (103) and (104) yields (102), and in turn the estimate (101) of Step 1.

Step 2.

(105) δ(C̃, Cw(̺)) ≪
√
ε.

If {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, then let yij(̺) and yik(̺) be the endpoints of the circular arc of ∂B(p, ̺) on
the boundary of the spike with apex qi(̺) corresponding to B(p, ̺) in a way such that yij(̺) is
closer to mj(̺) than yik(̺), and hence (92), (95) and (100) imply

(106) ∠ (yij(̺), p, ỹij)) ≤ 12α(̺) ≪
√
ε.

We observe that uj is the image of qj(̺) by the rotation around p that maps yji(̺) into ỹji, and
hence (97), (99) and (106) imply that

δ
(
>

yij(̺)qj(̺),
>

ỹjiuj

)
≪

√
ε.

Therefore, (88) yields the estimate (105) of Step 2.

Step 3.

(107) δ(Cw(̺), Tw) ≪
√
ε.

We deduce via (88) that it is sufficient to verify that if {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, then

(108) δ
(
>

yji(̺)qj(̺),
>

mi(r)qj(r)
)
≪

√
ε.

In this final part of the argument, if x is a point of the supporting horocycle hi to B(p, r) at mi,
then we also write >mix to denote the horocyclic arc between mi, x.

As ∠ (yij(̺), p,mj(̺)) = α(̺) ≪ √
ε (cf. (92)), (93) and the triangle inequality yield that

|d(yij(̺), qi(̺))− d(mj(r), qi(r))| ≪
√
ε, and in turn we deduce via Lemma 6.7 that

(109)
∣∣∣ℓH

(
>

yji(̺)qj(̺)
)
− ℓH

(
>

mi(r)qj(r)
)∣∣∣ ≪

√
ε.
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Abusing the usual notation for derivative, let qj(̺)
′ be the image of qj(̺) by the rotation around

p that maps yji(̺) into mi(̺), and hence (97), (99) and ∠ (yij(̺), p,mj(̺)) = α(̺) ≪ √
ε imply

that

(110) δ
(
>

yij(̺)qj(̺),
>

mi(̺)qj(̺)
′
)
≪

√
ε.

Let qj(̺)
′′ be the closest point of hi to qj(̺)

′, and hence Lemma 6.6 and (93) yield that

δ
(
>

mi(̺)qj(̺)
′,
>

mi(r)qj(̺)
′′
)
≪ √

ε(111)
∣∣∣ℓH

(
>

mi(̺)qj(̺)
′
)
− ℓH

(
>

mi(r)qj(̺)
′′
)∣∣∣ ≪

√
ε.(112)

We deduce from (109) and (112) that

(113) δ
(
>

mi(r)qj(̺)
′′,
>

mi(r)qj(r)
)
≪ √

ε;

therefore, combining (110), (111) and (113) leads to (108), and in turn to the estimate (107) of
Step 3.

Finally, combining the estimates in Steps 1, 2 and 3 yields (89), and in turn Theorem 6.1. �
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[4] K. Bezdek and G. Blekherman. Danzer-Grünbaum’s theorem revisited. Period. Math. Hungar., 39(1-3):7–15,

1999. Discrete geometry and rigidity (Budapest, 1999).
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