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Hyperbolic embedding of infinite-dimensional

convex bodies

Yusen Long

Abstract

In this article, we use the second intrinsic volume to define a metric on the
space of homothety classes of Gaußian bounded convex bodies in a separable real
Hilbert space. Using kernels of hyperbolic type, we can deduce that this space is
isometrically embedded into an infinite-dimensional real hyperbolic space. Ap-
plying the Malliavin calculus, it is possible to adapt integral geometry for convex
bodies in infinite dimension. Moreover, we give a new formula for computing the
second intrinsic volumes of convex bodies and a characterisation of the equality
case of Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality in infinite dimension, offering a descrip-
tion of the completion for the hyperbolic embedding of Gaußian bounded convex
bodies with dimension at least two and thus answering a question asked by Debin
and Fillastre [DF22].
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1 Introduction

The idea of endowing the collection of flat figures with a hyperbolic structure dates
back to W. P. Thurston’s work [Thu98], where he provides a complex hyperbolic de-
scription of “triangulations” of a 2-sphere using flat metrics, denoted by P. A notable
generalization of this concept is the study of subspaces of P endowed with an iso-
metric involution, as explored in [BG92]. To begin, it is important to recognize that
the homothety classes of ellipses in R2 naturally correspond to the real hyperbolic
plane. These subspaces are isometric to spaces of homothety classes of plane convex
polygons with fixed edge directions and real hyperbolic distances. This approach
has been extended to higher dimension by using mixed volumes to define hyperbolic
metrics on spaces of convex polytopes in Rn. For n = 3, some of these spaces, which
are isometric to real hyperbolic polyhedra, can be isometrically embedded into P

[FI16; FI17]. Further, Debin and Fillastre advance this methodology by using intrinsic
volumes to hyperbolise the homothety classes of Euclidean convex bodies in higher
dimension [DF22].

Given 2 ≤ d < ∞, a convex body in Rd is a non-void convex compact subset of Rd.
Between any two convex bodies, it is possible to define an “area distance” by using
the intrinsic volumes of convex bodies and mimicking the definition of the distance on
the Klein model of real hyperbolic spaces. The “area distance” then becomes a metric
on the space of homothety classes of convex bodies K in Rd with 2 ≤ dim(K) ≤ d. In
[DF22], Debin and Fillastre show that this metric space can be isometrically embedded
into a real hyperbolic space of dimension at most ℵ0. Their idea is to identify convex
bodies with their support functions restricted to the unit sphere Sd−1, which reside
in the Sobolev space of functions defined on Sd−1, and then compare the Sobolev
subspace with the Klein model. Moreover, they show that if one normalises the convex
bodies K ⊂ Rd so that diam(K) = 1 and positions them in the way that their Steiner
points lie at 0, then the hyperbolic embedding will be homeomorphic to the space of
normalised convex bodies equipped with the Hausdorff distance.

At the end [DF22, §4], they consider the canonical isometric embedding of Rd

into Rd+k. By identifying two convex bodies K ⊂ Rd and K′ ⊂ Rδ if K only differs
K′ from a homothety in Rmax(d,δ), they are able to send all convex bodies of finite
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dimension into an infinite-dimensional real hyperbolic space. But this space is not
complete. Examples are the sequence of n-dimensional unit balls (Example 3.1) and
the increasing sequence of non-GB rectangles (Example 3.2). So they ask the following
question: can one give a description on the completion of the hyperbolic embedding of finite-

dimensional convex bodies?

In answering this question, the present article first gives an elementary proof for
embedding homothety classes of Euclidean convex bodies into a real hyperbolic space.
This proof relies on the result about kernels of (real) hyperbolic type given in [MP19].
These kernels can be viewed as the hyperbolic analogue to kernels of positive and
of conditionally negative type (compare to, for example, [BLV08, Appendix C]). The
definition of the herein involved kernel of hyperbolic type only uses the intrinsic

volumes of convex bodies.
For finite-dimensional convex bodies, the volume of K + rBd ⊂ Rd, where Bd is

d-dimensional unit ball, is polynomial in r > 0 (Steiner formula) and the intrinsic
volumes of K are defined as the normalised coefficients of this polynomial. When it
comes to infinite dimension, the intrinsic volume of a convex body K will be defined
as the supremum of intrinsic volumes of finite-dimensional convex bodies contained
in K. So a natural extension of the aforementioned hyperbolisation process to infinite-
dimension is to consider the class of infinite-dimensional convex bodies with finite
intrinsic volumes.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space over R. Dudley introduces the notion of
Gaußian bounded (abbv. GB) subsets [Dud67]. This family of subsets in H has been
profoundly studied in the context of geometric probability and also finds its applica-
tions in ergodic theory [Dud73; Bou88; Web94]. In [Che76], Chevet first defines the
i-th intrinsic volume Vi, for i ≥ 1, of an infinite-dimensional convex compact subset
K in H (called an infinite-dimensional convex body in H) by the supremum of Vi(K

′) for
all finite-dimensional convex bodies K′ ⊂ K and then shows that K ⊂ H is GB if and
only if its intrinsic volumes Vi(K) are finite for i ≥ 1 (see Proposition 2.1). So the
hyperbolisation process is naturally applied to the homothety classes of GB convex
bodies in H, wherein are contained the finite-dimensional ones.

Recall that a real hyperbolic space Hα
R

is defined by the hyperboloid model con-
structed from a Hilbert space H′ on R via a Lorentzian quadratic form (see Section
3.A), where α = dim(H′) is a cardinal and is called the dimension of Hα

R
. It is a

Gromov-hyperbolic space. A real hyperbolic space is of infinite dimension if α ≥ ℵ0,
and if α = ℵ0, one simply writes H∞

R
for convenience.

Theorem 1.1. Let H be a separable Hilbert space over R. Let K2 be the collection of homothety

classes of GB convex bodies in H with dimension at least 2. Then there exists an embedding

ι : K2 →֒ H∞
R

of K2 into the ℵ0-dimensional real hyperbolic space, thus defining a metric on

K2, and its image ι(K2) forms a convex subset.

Moreover, the map ι extends continuously to the homothety classes of segments in H and

sends them to the Gromov boundary ∂
(
ι(K2)

)
.

To understand GB convex bodies of infinite dimension, the techniques of infinite-
dimensional analysis become indispensable.
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Sudakov discovers that a GB convex body K can be associated to a random variable
hK(X) in L1(Ω), where (Ω,F , P) is the probability space on which the isonormal
Gaußian process is defined, and the first intrinsic volume is the expectation of this
random variable [Sud71]. It is after decades that this random variable is recognised
as the support function of the convex bodies in a separable real Hilbert space H and
notions such as the Steiner point (or “centre”) find their generalisations in the context
of infinite-dimensional GB convex bodies [Vit01].

To treat these random variables, we turn to Malliavin calculus, which allows us
to compute the Malliavin derivatives DhK(X) of support function of a GB convex
body, an H-valued random variable representing an extremal point in K where the
isonormal Gaußian process is maximised (see Proposition 4.12), so that K can be
recovered by taking the closed convex hull of the essential range of DhK(X) (see
Corollary 4.13). Moreover, the Steiner point of K is exactly the barycenter in K with
respect to the pushforward probability measure induced by ω 7→ DhK(X)(ω) (see
Proposition 4.14).

The support function hK(X) of any GB convex body K ⊂ H lies in the Sobolev
space D

1,2 and in particular, if K is of finite dimension, then it recovers the Sobolev
space introduced in [Sch14; DF22]. Moreover, one can also generalise the formula
from [Sch14, pp.298] or [Che76, Théorème 3.10]. If we set the polarisation

V2(K1, K2) :=
1
2
(V2(K1 + K2)− V2(K1)− V2(K2)) ,

then we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let K, K′ ⊂ H be GB convex bodies and X be an isonormal Gaußian process

on H. Then

V2(K) = πE

[
|hK(X)|2 − ‖DhK(X)‖2

H
]

(1.1)

and

V2(K, K′) = πE [hK(X)hK′ (X)− (DhK(X), DhK′ (X))H ] , (1.2)

where hK, hK′ are the support functions of K and K′.

With formulae (1.1) and (1.2) above, we are able to characterise the equality cases of
Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality for the second intrinsic volumes of GB convex bodies:

Theorem 1.3. Let K, K′ ⊂ H be GB convex bodies in H of dimension at least 2. Then

V2(K, K′)2 = V2(K)V2(K
′) if and only if K = tK′ + v for some t > 0 and v ∈ H.

For polytopes, Chevet also gives general formulae to compute their intrinsic vol-
umes of higher degree using the support function hP(X) and some other quantities
[Che76, Proposition 3.6’]. The technique of associating an infinite-dimensional GB
convex body to its support function will allow us to work on function spaces instead
of geometric objects while we try to understand GB convex bodies. But the answer
to the following question remains unclear: is it possible to generalise the formulae for GB

convex bodies, e.g. using the notions from Malliavin calculus?
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Recall that L2(Ω) admits an orthogonal decomposition
⊕

n≥0Hn by the n-th Wiener

chaos. It turns out that the orthogonal projections of the support function hK(X) in
Hn’s can completely determine the size, position and shape of K. The support function
hK(X) of K is approximated by the support functions hP(X) of polytopes contained in
it. In a more general context, it is the estimation of the suprema for infinite Gaußian
processes by its finite sub-processes [BLM13, Chapter 13].

It is worth remarking that in [DF22], Debin and Fillastre also discuss the orthogo-
nal projection of hK(X) to Hn. The Malliavin calculus generalises their discussion and
further gives to these projections geometric significations: the projection of hK(X) to
H0 is the constant function of V1(K)/

√
2π, the projection to H1 is the Steiner point of

K and its projection to
⊕

n≥2Hn stands for its shape (see Section 4.B). Nevertheless, is

it possible to tell the geometric signification of the projections of hK(X) to Hn for each n ≥ 2?

Debin and Fillastre [DF22] show that the homothety classes of the n-dimensional
unit balls [Bn] converge to a point O ∈ H∞

R
(see also Example 3.1), but they do

not converge to any point in ι(K2). Using the tools from Malliavin derivative, it
is possible to adapt integral geometry into infinite dimension. Particularly, we are
able to answer the question asked by Debin and Fillastre: the completion for the
hyperbolic embedding of finite-dimensional convex bodies is but the convex hull in
H∞

R
of homothetic GB convex bodies and the point O, i.e.

Theorem 1.4. Let H be a separable Hilbert space over R and ι : K2 → H∞
R

be the embedding

in Theorem 1.1. Then ι(K2) = co (ι(K2) ∪ {O}) is the geodesic convex hull, or equivalently

each point in ι(K2) is uniquely associated to a function hK(X) + c ∈ D1,2, where c ≥ 0 is a

constant, K ⊂ H is a GB convex body with Stein(K) = 0 and hK(X) is its support function.

Organisation of the article. In Section 2.A, the notions of isonormal Gaußian process
and GB convex bodies are introduced. Section 2.B gives the definition of intrinsic
volumes and Section 2.C is dedicated to some concrete examples of GB sets. In Section
2.D, we introduce the Vitale distance as well as the notion of Steiner point of infinite-
dimensional GB convex bodies.

Section 3.A gives an introduction to infinite-dimensional hyperbolic space. In Sec-
tion 3.B and Section 3.C, we prove Theorem 1.1 via kernels of hyperbolic type and
some other results of the hyperbolic embedding. Section 3.D provides some examples
of Cauchy sequences in ι(K2).

Section 4.A records some basic facts of Malliavin calculus. Section 4.B treats the
support function of GB convex bodies in the context of Malliavin calculus. Section 4.C
describes the relation between a GB convex body and its support function. The proof
of Theorem 1.4 is provided in Section 4.D.

Acknowledgement. The author wishes to express his sincere gratitude to Bruno
Duchesne, Chenmin Sun and Richard A. Vitale for their helpful discussion and in-
sightful comments. The author also thanks François Fillastre for inspecting the draft
of this paper.
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2 Gaußian bounded convex bodies

In the sequel, unless otherwise indicated, the space H will be referred to as a separable
infinite-dimensional real Hilbert space carrying an inner product (·, ·)H. Let (ei)i≥1
be an orthonormal basis of H.

2.A. GB and GC sets. Recall that a centred Gaußian process on T is a collection of
random variables on a probability space (Ω,F , P) indexed by t ∈ T such that for any
finite subset {v1, . . . , vn} of T, the random vector (Xv1 , . . . , Xvn) ∼ N (0, Σ) is Gaußian.

For the Hilbert space H, a centered isonormal Gaußian process is a Gaussian
process (Xv)v∈H on H such that E[Xv] = 0, E[XvXu] = (v, u)H for every v, u ∈ H and
Xav+bu = aXv + bXu for any a, b ∈ R and any v, u ∈ H.

The term “isonormal” is due to Segal and this process is introduced in [Seg54]
where it bears the name of “canonical normal distribution”.

Such a process can be constructed explicitly as the following. Let (Xi)i≥1 be a se-
quence of orthogaußian random variables, i.e. independent and identically distributed
random variables following N (0, 1). Then an isonormal Gaußian process on H can
be defined by

Xv(ω) :=
∞

∑
i=1

(v, ei)HXi(ω)

for all v ∈ H and all ω ∈ Ω.
Conversely, for any orthonormal basis (ei)i≥1 in H, an isonormal Gaußian process

(Xv)v∈H on H must be such that (Xei
)i≥1 are orthogaußian. So the isonormal Gaußian

process on H is essentially unique.
Alternatively, it is also possible to regard the isonormal Gaußian process as a

random variable X : Ω → RN and identify H with ℓ2, so that the Gaußian variable
Xv = (v, X) = ∑

∞
i=1 viXi ∼ N (0, ‖v‖2).

It is a consequence of Weil’s converse to Haar theorem [Wei65, Appendice] that in
infinite-dimensional real Hilbert space H, there is no complete analogue to Lebesgue
or Haar measure. But there is still a need for measuring subsets in H. In view of
this, Dudley introduced the following class of subsets that are suitable for measuring
[Dud67]:

Definition 2.1 (Gaußian bounded sets). Let K be a subset of H and (Xv)v∈H be an
isonormal Gaußian process over H. Then K is Gaußian bounded, or GB for abbrevi-
ation, if for any countable (dense) subset C ⊂ K,

P

({
ω ∈ Ω : ∃M ∈ (0, ∞) such that sup

v∈C

Xv(ω) < M

})
= 1.

Remark 2.1. For a countable set C, the supremum supv∈C Xv clearly defines a random
variable. Since the isonormal Gaußian process X is linear, if K ⊂ H is in addition
convex, then for any dense subset C ⊂ K, supv∈C Xv is actually supv∈K Xv. So being
GB means that the sample function X(·, ω) of the isonormal Gaußian process is uni-
formly bounded on K for almost all ω ∈ Ω. We also remark that for every countable
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index set C, the random variable supv∈C |Xv| is almost surely bounded if and only
if it has a finite expectation [LS70]. Moreover, for a GB convex body K, the random
variable supv∈C Xv(ω) does not depend on the choice of countable dense subsets in K

[Vit01]. Thus, we will simply write this random variable as supv∈K Xv in the sequel.

Let us focus on some properties of GB sets in a separable Hilbert space for a while.
For two sets A, B in the vector space H, one can define the Minkowski sum by

A + B := {x + y ∈ H : x ∈ A and y ∈ B} .

Moreover, subsets of H are also carrying the scalar multiplication

tA := {tx ∈ H : x ∈ A}

for any t, and when t > 0, it is called a dilation. As usual, a translation is a map
A 7→ A + p for some vector p ∈ H. A finite combination of dilations and translations
will then be called a homothety. It is obvious from the definition that the class of GB
sets are stable under Minkowski additions and homotheties, as it is also remarked in
[DFL71].

Moreover, if K is a GB set in H, then so will be its convex hull, which is the
collection of all convex combinations of points in K. A subset of the GB set K in
H is also GB. These follow directly from the definition. Since being GB is a closed
condition, this implies that the closure of a GB set K is also GB.

Finally, let us mention the following compactness result about GB set: every GB set

in H is totally bounded and thus is relatively compact [Dud67, Proposition 3.4].
By taking the closed convex hull of a GB set, we are allowed to only focus on

convex, compact, GB subsets in H, which will be called GB convex bodies in H. It
is clear that a GB convex body in H cannot have a non-empty interior, otherwise it
would contain an open ball and would not be totally bounded.

Another similar notion to GB sets is the following:

Definition 2.2 (Gaußian continuous set). Let K be a subset of H and (Xv)v∈H be
an isonormal Gaußian process over H. Then K is Gaußian continuous, or GC for
abbreviation, if for almost all ω ∈ Ω, the sample function X(·, ω) is continuous on K.

It is clear that every compact GC set is GB. But the non-GC compacta amongst the
GB sets are quite narrow.

Let K be a subset of H that is convex and symmetric. For each v ∈ H, define
‖v‖K := sup {|(u, v)H | : u ∈ K}. For any two bounded convex subsets K, K′ in H, note
K ≺ K′ if K ⊂ span(K′) and K is compact for ‖ · ‖s(K′), where s(K′) is the symmetric
closed convex hull of K′. Then a maximal GB set is such that K′ will never be GB
whenever K ≺ K′. As a result, every GB set is either maximal or GC [Dud67, Theorem
4.7].

2.B. Intrinsic volumes. Let K be a subset of H. The dimension of K will be defined
by the dimension of the subspaces in H generated by K. If K is a convex body in H
of dimension d < ∞, then it can be identified with a convex body in Rd and its k-th
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intrinsic volume, denoted by Vk(K), is a positive function that can be characterised
by the Steiner formula

vold

(
K + rBd

)
=

d

∑
k=0

rd−kκd−kVk(K), (2.1)

where vold is the Lebesgue measure in Rd, Bd is the unit ball in Rd and κk is the
Lebesgue measure of the unit k-ball. Although Steiner formula depends on the di-
mension of the ambient Euclidean space, we emphasise that the intrinsic volumes
are independent of the dimension of the ambient Euclidean space. We remark that if K is
d-dimensional, then Vd(K) is its Lebesgue measure in Rd.

The polarisation of V2 by setting

V2(K1, K2) :=
1
2
(V2(K1 + K2)− V2(K1)− V2(K2))

provides a positively bilinear form on finite-dimensional convex bodies. More pre-
cisely, V2(·, ·) enjoys the following properties for finite-dimensional convex bodies:
(A1) V2(K, K) = V2(K).
(A2) V2(K1, K2) = V2(K2, K1)
(A3) For any t ≥ 0, V2(tK1, K2) = tV2(K1, K2).
(A4) V2(K1 + K2, K3) = V2(K1, K3) + V2(K2, K3).
(A5) K1 ⊆ K2 implies V2(K1, K3) ≤ V2(K2, K3).
(A6) V2(K1, K2) ≥ 0 and the equality holds if and only if K1 or K2 is a point, or both

are segments in the same direction.
(A7) (Alexandrov-Fenchel) for convex bodies K1 and K2 in Rd of dimension at least

2, V2(K1, K2)
2 ≥ V2(K1)V2(K2), and equality holds if and only if K1 = tK2 + v

for some t > 0 and v ∈ R
d.

These properties are classical and can be shown in geometrical means, see for example
[Sch14, §5]. In terms of mixed volume or quermaßintegrals, V2(K, K′) = V2(K, K′, Bd, . . . , Bd)
if K, K′ ⊂ Rd, where Bd is the unit ball in Rd [Sch14, §5 & §6].

If K is a convex body in H with infinite dimension, then following [Che76], its k-th
intrinsic volume will be defined by

Vk(K) := sup {Vk(C) : C ⊂ K convex body with dim(C) < ∞} .

With this definition, the following properties give a full characterisation of GB
convex bodies in H [Che76, Proposition 4.1]:

Proposition 2.1. Let K be a convex body in H. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) K is GB.

(ii) For all k ≥ 1, the intrinsic volume Vk(K) is finite.

(iii) There exists a k ≥ 1 such that the intrinsic volume Vk(K) is finite.

Remark 2.2. The definition of the intrinsic volumes of a finite-dimensional convex body
K in H does not rely on the choice of the ambient finite-dimensional subspace. So the
intrinsic volumes are invariant under the action of the orthogonal group O(H). The
same holds for infinite-dimensional GB convex bodies.
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In particular, the first intrinsic volume of a GB convex body K is given by

V1(K) =
√

2πE

[
sup
v∈K

Xv

]
< ∞, (2.2)

see [Sud71; BC74]. More generally, the following formula due to Tsirelson (called
Kubota-Tsirelson formula) provides a way to define or to compute the intrinsic volumes
of a GB convex body without approximating it by finite-dimensional convex bodies
[Tsi86]:

Vk(K) =
(2π)k/2

k!κk
E

[
λk

({
(X1

v , . . . , Xk
v) ∈ R

k : v ∈ K
})]

, (2.3)

where X1, · · · , Xk are k independent isonormal Gaußian process on H and λk is the
Lebesgue measure on Rk. In particular, we remark that it is direct from Kubota-
Tsirelson formula that V1 is additive.

By passing to the limit, properties (A1)-(A7) also hold for all GB convex bodies
(but not the equality condition in (A7)).

2.C. Examples. In this section, we record three examples of infinite-dimensional GB
convex bodies given in [Dud67]. Again, let (ei)i≥1 be an orthonormal basis of the
separable Hilbert space H.

Let (bi)i≥1 be a sequence of non-negative real numbers. We define the associated
ellipsoid by

E(
(

bi), (ei)
)
=

{
x = ∑

i≥1
xiei ∈ H : ∑

bi>0

x2
i

b2
i

≤ 1

}
.

We remark that such an ellipsoid is compact if and only if bi > 0 converges to 0. It is
shown that E(

(
bi), (ei)

)
is GB if and only if (bi)i≥1 ∈ ℓ2, or if E is a Schmidt ellipsoid

[Dud67, Proposition 6.3]. Again, the closed unit ball in H is not GB.
Also, for a sequence (ℓi)i≥1 of positive real numbers, we define the rectangle by

R
(
(ℓi), (ei)

)
=

{
x = ∑

i≥1
xiei ∈ H : |xi| ≤ ℓi/2

}
.

Similarly, the rectangle R
(
(ℓi), (ei)

)
is GB if and only if (ℓi)i≥1 ∈ ℓ1 [Dud67, Propo-

sition 6.6]. Moreover, we can explicitly compute out the intrinsic volumes of a GB
rectangle:

Lemma 2.2. Let R = R
(
(ℓi), (ei)

)
be a GB rectangle as above. Then

Vk(R) = ∑
i1<i2<···<ik

ℓi1ℓi2 · · · ℓik
.

Proof. Recall the formula of intrinsic volumes for orthogonal product (see [Che76,
(4.4.2)] or [KR97, Proposition 4.2.3, Theorem 9.7.1] for example): for every GB convex
bodies A, B ⊂ H with (A, B)H = 0,

Vk(A + B) = ∑
i+j=k

Vi(A)Vj(B), (2.4)

where V0(A) = V0(B) = 1. The result follows from an induction on k ≥ 1.
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It is worth noticing that both GB ellipsoids and GB rectangles are not maximal, i.e.

they are all GC sets.
Another important example are infinite-dimensional hyperoctahedra. Let (ai)i≥1

be a sequence of positive numbers. Define

Oc
(
(ai), (ei)

)
=

{
v = ∑

i≥1
aixiei ∈ H : ∑

i≥1
|xi| = 1

}

to be the symmetric closed convex hull of {0} ∪ {aiei ∈ H : i ≥ 1}. Then Oc
(
(ai), (ei)

)

is GB if and only if ai = O
(
(log i)−1/2), and it is GC if and only if ai = o

(
(log i)−1/2).

2.D. Vitale distance. Recall that the support function of a convex body K is defined
by hK(x) = supv∈K(v, x)H. The support function can also be formally extended to RN

by

hK(~x) = sup
v∈K

∑
i≥1

(v, ei)Hxi (2.5)

for every ~x = (xi)i≥1 ∈ RN.
The random variable hK(X) makes sense for an isonormal Gaußian process X and

coincides with supv∈K Xv, so V1(K) =
√

2πE[hK(X)].
Recall that for a GB convex body K, the Steiner point of K is defined (formally) by

Stein(K) := E [hK(X)X] , (2.6)

where X is the isonormal Gaußian process on H (see [Vit01]). This definition of
Steiner point is understood in the sense that it is uniquely determined by

(
Stein(K), v

)
H = E[hK(X)Xv ] ∈ R

for every vector v ∈ V (see Section 4.A and Section 4.B for discussions on the conver-
gence of this expectation). For finite-dimensional convex bodies in H, this definition
is the same as the original definition introduced in [Grü03]. Moreover, we will later
see that the Steiner point Stein(K) is exactly the barycenter of K with respect to the
probability supported on the extremal points Ext(K) and inherited from the isonormal
Gaußian process (Xv)v∈H (see Proposition 4.14).

In the context of a Hilbert space H, the Hausdorff distance between two convex
bodies K, K′ ⊂ H is given by dHaus(K, K′) = ‖hK − hK′‖L∞(BH), where BH is the closed
unit ball in H. But this distance function is insufficient for describing the behaviours
of GB convex bodies: the Steiner point is not continuous with respect to the Hausdorff
distance [Vit85] and neither are intrinsic volumes (a unit ball of radius r always has
infinite intrinsic volumes even when r → 0, while {0} is GB with Vk({0}) = 0 for all
k ≥ 1).

Let K, K′ be two convex bodies in H. A GB convex body L ⊂ H is said to be
equalising K and K′ if K ⊂ K′ + L and K′ ⊂ K + L. So mimicking the definition of the
Hausdorff distance, Vitale defines in [Vit01] the Vitale distance for GB convex bodies
by

dVit(K, K′) := inf
{

V1(L) : L ⊂ H is GB equalising K and K′} .

10



The function dVit(·, ·) yields a distance on GB convex bodies and a pseudodistance on
compact convex subsets of H.

On one hand, for any convex body K, K′ ⊂ H, dHauss(K, K′) ≤ dVit(K, K′): the
diameter of L must be less than V1(L) by monotonicity of V1, thus must be contained
in a Hilbert ball with radius V1(L), and if in addition L equalises K and K′, then
dHauss(K, K′) ≤ V1(L).

On the other hand, if K, K′ ⊂ R
d, then the GB set L that equalises K and K′ in

Rd is at most a Euclidean ball, so dVit(K, K′) ≤ V1(B
d)dHaus(K, K′), where Bd is the

d-dimensional Euclidean unit ball.
Equipped with dVit, both the space of all GB convex bodies and the space of all GC

convex bodies are complete, and the completion of finite-dimensional convex bodies
under dVit is GC convex bodies [Vit01, Theorem 5]. Also, there exists a constant C > 0
such that ‖Stein(K) − Stein(K′)‖H ≤ CdVit(K, K′) [Vit01, Theorem 8], and this also
demonstrates that the Steiner point is well-defined for all GB convex bodies.

Readers can refer to [Vit01] and [Le08] for further discussion on Vitale distance
and its relation with oscillation of GB convex bodies.

3 Embedding into hyperbolic space

In this section, we will construct a distance function for the family of GB convex
bodies in H and isometrically embed it into the infinite-dimensional real hyperbolic
space and its boundary.

3.A. Hyperbolic space. Let J be an index set. We define the associated ℓ2-space by

ℓ
2(J) :=

{
(xj)j∈J ∈ R

J : ∑
j∈J

|xj|2 < ∞

}
.

We insist that J is not necessarily countable, and when it is uncountable, the summa-
tion ∑j∈J |xj|2 makes sense when every but countably many xj’s are null.

Let B : ℓ2(J)× ℓ2(J) → R be a symmetric bilinear form. Let us consider the vector
space L := R ⊕ ℓ2(J) carrying the bilinear form

B0
(
(x0, x), (y0, y)

)
= x0y0 − B(x, y).

The associated quadratic form B0(x, x) is called a Lorentzian quadratic form and the
space L is a Minkowski space.

Let PL be the projective space of L, i.e. the quotient space of L \ {0} under the
equivalent relation x ∼ tx for every t ∈ R \ {0} and every x ∈ L \ {0}. The hyperboloid

model for the |J|-dimensional real hyperbolic space is given by

H
J
R

:= {[x] ∈ PL : B0(x, x) > 0}
equipped with a distance function dH : H

J
R
× H

J
R
→ R+ given by

dH([x], [y]) = cosh−1

(
|B0(x, y)|√

|B0(x, x)| · |B0(y, y)|

)

11



for every [x], [y] ∈ H
J
R

.
In the following, we will use the notation Hα

R
to denote an α-dimensional real

hyperbolic space, i.e. α is the cardinal of J, and if α ≥ ℵ0, we may simply call Hα
R

an
infinite-dimensional real hyperbolic space.

Recall that a geodesic in a metric space is an isometric embedding of a real interval.
A metric space is called geodesic if there is a geodesic segment connecting every two
points in the space, and it is called uniquely geodesic if such geodesic is unique.

The metric topology induced by dH on the hyperbolic space Hα
R

coincides with
the quotient topology inherited from PL and the metric space Hα

R
is thus uniquely

geodesic and complete [DSU17, Proposition 2.2.2].
It is classical that the curvature of real hyperbolic spaces is −1. Readers can refer to

the proof of [BH13, §II.10, Theorem 10.10]. Although it is done for finite-dimensional
hyperbolic space, no dimensional argument is involved in the proof and thus the
result also holds for Hα

R
. Moreover, by the virtue of [DSU17, Proposition 3.3.4], the

geodesic metric space H
α
R

and all CAT(−1) spaces are Gromov hyperbolic in the
sense that any side of a geodesic triangle is included in the log 2-neighbourhood of
the other two sides, or “all geodesic triangles are log 2-thin” in metric geometry jargon.

More generally, let (X, d) be a metric space. The Gromov product of two points
x, y ∈ X based at o ∈ X is given by

〈x, y〉o :=
1
2
(d(x, o) + d(y, o)− d(x, y)) .

The space (X, d) is called Gromov hyperbolic if there exists a δ ≥ 0 such that

〈x, y〉o ≥ min {〈x, z〉o , 〈z, y〉o} − δ (3.1)

for all x, y, z, o ∈ X. This definition is coherent to the thinness of geodesic triangles
mentioned above, if the concerned metric space is geodesic [BH13, §III.H]. If the
space is δ-hyperbolic and geodesic, then we can interpret the Gromov product by the
distance between the based point and the geodesic connecting the two points in the
following sense:

d(o, [x, y])− δ ≤ 〈x, y〉o ≤ d(o, [x, y]), (3.2)

where [x, y] is any geodesic between x and y, see for example [BH13, III.H.1].
A sequence (xn)n∈N in a Gromov hyperbolic metric space (X, d) is called Cauchy-

Gromov if 〈xn, xm〉o → ∞ as n, m → ∞. This definition does not depend on the choice
of the based point o ∈ X. The Gromov boundary ∂X of (X, d) is the equivalent
classes of Cauchy-Gromov sequences in it and two sequences (xn)n∈N and (yn)n∈N

are equivalent if 〈xn, ym〉o → ∞ as n, m → ∞. We denote X = X ∪ ∂X. The Gromov
product can be extended to ∂X by defining for all x ∈ X and ξ ∈ ∂X

〈x, ξ〉o := sup lim inf
n→∞

〈x, xn〉o,

where the supremum is taken among all Cauchy-Gromov sequences in ξ ∈ ∂X, and
also by setting for all η, ξ ∈ ∂X

〈η, ξ〉o := sup lim inf
n,m→∞

〈ym, xn〉o,

12



in a similar way. In particular, 〈ξ, ξ〉o = ∞ for all ξ ∈ X ∪ ∂X. Also, for any ξ, η ∈ ∂X

and any two sequences xn → ξ and ym → η,

〈ξ, η〉o − 2δ ≤ lim inf
n,m→∞

〈xn, ym〉o ≤ 〈ξ, η〉o . (3.3)

Readers may refer to [HG90, §7.2, Remarque 8]. Thus we can generalise inequality
(3.1) to the entire X with a larger δ′ > 0. We say that x ∈ X converges to ξ ∈ ∂X if
〈x, ξ〉o → ∞.

If γ : [0, ∞) → X is a geodesic ray in a Gromov hyperbolic space, then γ(n) forms
a Cauchy-Gromov sequence. Also, using the δ-thinness of geodesic triangles, it is
not hard to see that two geodesic rays converging to a same point on the Gromov
boundary will eventually fall into the δ-neighbourhood of each other; conversely, two
geodesic rays converging to different points on the boundary are forcibly to have an
infinite Hausdorff distance (see for example [BH13, §III.H]).

Finally, we mention that complete CAT(−1) spaces X are regularly geodesic: X is
uniquely geodesic and the unique geodesics [xn, yn] converge to the unique geodesic
[x, y] provided xn → x and yn → y for any pair (x, y) ∈ X × X [DSU17, Proposition
4.4.4]. In particular, the space Hα

R
is regularly geodesic.

3.B. Kernel of hyperbolic type. Kernels of positive and of conditionally negative
type are classical tools for the study of embeddings into spherical and Euclidean
spaces respectively. A similar notion is also available for embedding into hyperbolic
spaces.

Definition 3.1. Given a set X, a kernel of (real) hyperbolic type on X is a function
β : X × X → R that is symmetric, non-negative, equal to 1 on the diagonal with

n

∑
i,j=1

cicjβ(xi, xj) ≤
(

n

∑
k=1

ckβ(xk, x0)

)2

for all n ≥ 1, any x0, x1, . . . , xn ∈ X and any c1, . . . , cn ∈ R.

By rearranging the terms, it is not hard to see that β(·, ·) is a kernel of hyperbolic
type if and only if for every z ∈ X, the function

N(x, y) := β(x, z)β(y, z) − β(x, y)

is a kernel of positive type, i.e. ∑
n
i,j=1 cicjN(xi, xj) ≥ 0 for all n ≥ 1, any x0, x1, . . . , xn ∈

X and any c1, . . . , cn ∈ R.
Using the GNS construction (see [MP19, §3.B] and [BLV08, Appendix C]), if a set X

is equipped with a kernel of hyperbolic type, then X can be endowed with a distance
function given by

dH(x, y) = cosh−1 (β(x, y)
)
, (3.4)

and can be isometrically embedded into Hα
R

, where α is a cardinal that is at most |X|,
the cardinality of X [MP19, Theorem 3.4].
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Let K2 be the family of translation classes of GB convex bodies in H with dim(K) ≥
2, i.e. K and K′ are identified in K2 if there exists a p ∈ H such that K = K′ + p.

Two main inconveniences of treating (K2, V2) are that (A3) only holds for positive
numbers and that K + (−K) 6= {0}, say Bn + (−Bn) = 2Bn. Due to these observations,
the space K2 looks more like the positive cone of a vector space instead of the entire
space. To rule out the difficulties, let K̃2 be the real vector space spanned by elements
K̃ for all K ∈ K2, with the identification tK̃ = t̃K for every t ≥ 0 and K̃1 + K̃2 =

K̃1 + K2 for every K1, K2 ∈ K2. Under this convention, we have formally K̃ + (−K̃) =

0. As a result, any v ∈ K̃2 can be decomposed into K̃1 − K̃2 for some K1, K2 ∈
K2. Furthermore, we can also linearly extend V2 to K̃2 by setting V2(−K̃1, K̃2) =
−V2(K̃1, K̃2).

Choose an M ∈ K2 and define

ρM(v, w) := V2

(
v, M̃

)
V2

(
w, M̃

)
− V2(M)V2(v, w) (3.5)

for every pair v, w ∈ K̃2.

Proposition 3.1. For any M ∈ K2, the bilinear form ρM given as (3.5) defines a positive

semi-definite scalar product on the vector space K̃2.

Proof. It is clear from the definition that ρM is symmetric and bilinear. So it suffices
to show the positive semi-definiteness. Since ρtM = t2ρM for every t > 0, we may
assume that V2(M) = 1. Take any t > 0 and K1, K2 ∈ K2, by Alexandrov-Fenchel
inequality, we have

0 ≤ V2(K1 + tM, K2 + tM)2 − V2(K1 + tM)V2(K2 + tM)

= t2[2V2(K1, K2) + V2(K1, M)2 + V2(K2, M)2 − 2V2(K1, M)V2(K2, M)

− V2(K1)− V2(K2)
]
+ C1(K1, K2)t + C0(K1, K2),

where C1(K1, K2) and C0(K1, K2) are constants depending only on K1 and K2. Because
the above polynomial in t always stays positive, its leading coefficient must be non-
negative as well, i.e.

2V2(K1, K2) + V2(K1, M)2 + V2(K2, M)2 ≥
2V2(K1, M)V2(K2, M) + V2(K1) + V2(K2).

(3.6)

Now taking any v ∈ K̃2, we may write v = K̃1 − K̃2 and

ρM(v, v) = ρM

(
K̃1 − K̃2, K̃1 − K̃2

)

= ρM

(
K̃1, K̃1

)2
+ ρM

(
K̃2, K̃2

)
− 2ρM

(
K̃1, K̃2

)

= 2V2(K1, K2) + V2(K1, M)2 + V2(K2, M)2

− [2V2(K1, M)V2(K2, M) + V2(K1) + V2(K2)
]

≥ 0.

This completes the proof.
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Let us consider the projective space of K̃2, denoted by PK̃2.
Recall that two sets K, K′ ⊂ H are homothetic if they K′ is the image of K under

a homothety, which is a finite combination of translations and dilations. By starting
with K̃2, we are taking the quotient by translations; by taking the projective space,
we rule out the dilations. So the projective space PK̃2 contains all homothety class
of GB convex bodies of dimension at least 2. We denote by K2 ⊂ PK̃2 the space of
homothety classes of GB convex bodies of dimension at least 2 and the elements in it
by [K] for some K ∈ K2.

Proposition 3.2. There is an embedding ι : K2 →֒ Hα
R

for some cardinal α.

Proof. By [MP19, Proposition 3.3] and the discussion above, it suffices to design a
kernel of hyperbolic type for K2. We claim that

β([K1], [K2]) :=
V2(K1, K2)√
V2(K1)V2(K2)

is of hyperbolic type. By Proposition 3.1, this is equivalent to saying that for any
M ∈ K2, the kernel

NM([K1], [K2]) := β([K1], [M])β([K2 ], [M])− β([K1], [K2]) =
ρM

(
K̃1, K̃2

)

V2(M)
√

V2(K1)V2(K2)

is of positive type. Since V2(M) > 0, we have

n

∑
i,j=1

cicjNM([Ki], [Kj]) = ρM

(
n

∑
i=1

ciK̃i√
V2(Ki)

,
n

∑
i=1

ciK̃i√
V2(Ki)

)/
V2(M) ≥ 0,

for any c1, . . . , cn ∈ R and K1, . . . , K2 ∈ K2. This finishes the proof.

Remark 3.1. We notice that the orthogonal group O(H) also acts on the homothety
classes of GB convex bodies in H and, as mentioned in Remark 2.2, this action pre-
serves the intrinsic volumes, so it induces an isometric action of O(H) on ι(K2) ⊂ Hα

R
.

Moreover, as per (3.4), there is an explicit formula for computing the distance of
homothety classes of two GB convex bodies, namely

dH

(
ι([K]), ι([K′ ])

)
= cosh−1

(
V2(K, K′)√
V2(K)V2(K′)

)
. (3.7)

It is immediate that dH is continuous with respect to dVit for convex bodies with
V2(K) = 1: if L is a GB set body K and K′, then dVit(K, K′) → 0 implies that we can
make V1(L) → 0, which further indicates that V2(L) → 0 as per [Che76, (4.4.1)] or
(4.12), hence V2(K, K′) → 1 and dH

(
ι([K]), ι([K′ ])

)
→ 0 after property (A4) and (A5).

For the embedding granted by Proposition 3.2, there is a minimal cardinal ([MP19,
§3]). Nevertheless, to conclude the minimal dimension α, we still need some more
information on the hyperbolic geometry of convex bodies.
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3.C. Hyperbolic geometry of GB convex bodies. Debin and Fillastre show that the
image of ι restricted to homothety classes of finite-dimensional convex bodies is
geodesic [DF22]. The same result also holds for infinite-dimensional GB convex bod-
ies:

Proposition 3.3. Let K0, K1 ⊂ H be two GB convex bodies with dim(K0), dim(K1) ≥ 2.

Then there is a unique geodesic in Hα
R

connecting ι([K0]) and ι([K1]) given by ι([(1− t)K0 +
tK1]) for t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that V2(K0) = V2(K1) = 1. Let
a = V2(K0, K1). By Alexandrov-Fenchel inequality, we have a ≥ 1. Define Kt =
(1 − t)K0 + tK1 for t ∈ [0, 1]. Then we will have

dH

(
ι([K0]), ι([Kt])

)
+ dH

(
ι([K1]), ι([Kt])

)

= cosh−1

(
V2(Kt, K0)√

V2(Kt)

)
+ cosh−1

(
V2(Kt, K1)√

V2(Kt)

)

= cosh−1

(
ta + (1 − t)√

t2 + (1 − t)2 + 2t(1 − t)a

)
+ cosh−1

(
(1 − t)a + t√

t2 + (1 − t)2 + 2t(1 − t)a

)

= cosh−1
(
(1 − t + t2)a + (t − t2)a2

t2 + (1 − t)2 + 2t(1 − t)a

)
=: cosh−1 (φ(t, a)

)
.

If a = 1, then it implies that [K0] = [K1] = [Kt] and the existence of a geodesic is
automatic. So suppose that a > 1. Since

∂

∂t
φ(t, a) =

(a − 1)a(2t − 1)
(
t2 + (1 − t)2 + 2t(1 − t)a

)2 ,

the function has maxima φ(1, a) = φ(0, a) = a. Also, we notice that φ(t, a) ≥ 0. It
soon follows that

dH

(
ι([K0]), ι([Kt ])

)
+ dH

(
ι([K1]), ι([Kt ])

)
≤ cosh−1(a) = dH

(
ι([K0]), ι([K1 ])

)
.

By triangle inequality, it forces the path
(
ι([Kt])

)
t∈[0,1] to be the geodesic between

ι([K0]) and ι([K1]) after a suitable parametrisation.

A quick computation allows us to give an isometric parametrisation for the geodesic
segments in ι(K2):

Corollary 3.4. Let K0, K1 ⊂ H be two GB convex bodies with dim(K0), dim(K1) ≥ 2. Then

ι

([
K0

V2(K0)
+

K1

V2(K1)

])
∈ H

α
R

is the midpoint on the geodesic segment between ι([K0]) and ι([K1]).

Proof. By assuming V2(K0) = V2(K1) = 1, we will have

dH

(
ι([K0]), ι([K0 + K1])

)
= dH

(
ι([K1]), ι([K0 + K1]))

)
= cosh−1

(
V2(K0, K1) + 1√

V2(K0 + K1)

)
,

which completes the proof.
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Let K be the homothety classes of GB convex bodies with non-zero dimension in H,
i.e. GB convex bodies that do not reduce to a singleton. Then we have the following
result:

Corollary 3.5. The embedding ι can be extended to K →֒ Hα
R

and there is a bijection between

the Gromov boundary ∂
(
ι(K)

)
and the projective space PH.

Proof. It suffices to show that homothety classes of segments are embedded in ∂Hα
R

.
Take a GB convex body K ⊂ H with dim(K) ≥ 2 and V2(K) = 1. Let P be any
segment. Then for every t ∈ [0, ∞), we have dim(K + tP) ≥ 2. It is clear that the
path

(
ι([K + tP])

)
t∈[0,∞)

is a geodesic ray, since any finite segment of it is geodesic by
Proposition 3.3 and

lim
t→∞

dH(ι([K]), ι([K + tP])) = lim
t→∞

cosh−1

(
tV2(K, P) + 1√
2tV2(K, P) + 1

)
= ∞.

In particular, the sequence
(
ι([K + nP])

)
n∈N

is a Cauchy-Gromov sequence converg-
ing to a point ∂Hα

R
, denoted by ι([P]).

We remark that ι([P]) does not depend on the choice of K. Indeed, for two distinct
GB convex bodies K, K′ ⊂ H with dim(K), dim(K′) ≥ 2 and V2(K) = V2(K

′) = 1, we
have that

dH

(
ι([K + tP], ι([K′ + tP]

)
= cosh−1

(
tV2(K + K′, P) + 1√

(1 + 2tV2(K, P))(1 + 2tV2(K′, P)

)

is bounded uniformly in t ∈ [0, ∞), thus both ι([K + tP]) and ι([K′ + tP]) converge to
the same point on ∂Hα

R
.

We shall now show that ι is injective. Given two segments P, P′ ⊂ H that are not
in the same direction, then we have

dH

(
ι([K + nP], ι([K + mP′]

)

= cosh−1

(
1 + nV2(K, P) + mV2(K, P) + nmV2(P, P′)√

(1 + 2nV2(K, P))(1 + 2mV2(K, P′))

)
→ ∞

as n, m → ∞. This means that the geodesic between ι([K]) and ι([P]) is not fellow
travelling with the one between ι([K]) and ι([P′]), which forces ι([P]) 6= ι([P′]).

Finally, we remark that the homothety classes of 1-dimensional convex bodies are
in bijection with PH ≃ Gr(1,H) by sending a segment passing through the origin
0 ∈ H to the subspace generated by it. Hence PH is in bijection with ∂

(
ι(K)

)
via

ι.

Remark 3.2. The fact that PH = ∂ι(K) is not trivial. The Hilbert space that we use
to construct H∞

R
is an abstract Hilbert space K̃2 obtained via GNS construction and

the projective space PK̃2, which is in bijection with ∂H
∞
R

, does not a priori have a
relation with PH. It is still unclear, for example, whether ι restricted to the segments,
ι : K \ K2 → ∂H∞

R
is surjective or not. The same remark implies that the action of

O(H) by isometries on ι(K2), as mentioned in Remark 3.1, is also non-trivial.
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Since the space Hα
R

is regularly geodesic, we can further generalise the result of
Proposition 3.3 to the boundary as follows:

Corollary 3.6. For any distinct [K1], [K2] ∈ K, the geodesic connecting ι([K1]) to ι([K2]) is

the path ι([tK1 + (1 − t)K2]) for t ∈ (0, 1) under a suitable parametrisation. �

In the hyperbolic structure, any GB convex bodies can be approximated by the
finite-dimensional convex bodies contained in it.

Proposition 3.7. Let K be a GB convex body in H and (Kn)n≥1 be a sequence of finite-

dimensional convex bodies contained in K such that V2(Kn) → V2(K) as n → ∞. Then

ι([Kn] converges to ι([K]).

Proof. Indeed, the Alexandrov-Fenchel’s inequality and the monotonicity of V2 gives
the following estimation

1 ≤ V2(Kn + K)− V2(Kn)− V2(K)

2
√

V2(Kn)V2(K)
≤ 4V2(K)− V2(Kn)− V2(K)

2
√

V2(Kn)V2(K)
→ 1

as n → ∞.

Let K2, f be the homothety classes of finite-dimensional convex bodies that do
not reduce to a singleton or a segment. In view of Proposition 3.7, if ι(K2, f ) is the
completion of ι(K2, f ) in Hα

R
, then ι(K2) ⊂ ι(K2, f ).

Corollary 3.8. The space ι(K2) is separable and the minimal dimension α ≤ ℵ0.

Proof. For any d ≥ 2, the image in Hα
R

of the homothety classes of the convex bodies
in Rd is homeomorphic to the space of all convex bodies K in Rd with Stein(K) = 0
and V2(K) = 1, endowed with Hausdorff distance [DF22]. So it is separable. It soon
follows that ι(K2, f ) is a countable union of separable spaces and is thus separable. As
a subspace of ι(K2, f ), ι(K2) is also separable.

Proposition 3.9. The minimal dimension α for the embedding K → Hα
R

is ℵ0.

Proof. Corollary 3.8 proves one side, so it remains to show that α ≥ ℵ0. Suppose ab ab-

surdo that α < ℵ0. Then ∂Hα
R

is homeomorphic to Sα−1. Let (ei)i≥1 be an orthonormal
system and let σi = {x ∈ H : x = tei, t ∈ [0, 1]} be the corresponding unit segments.
Suppose that the σi are sent to ηi ∈ ∂Hα

R
via ι. Passing to a subsequence, we may

assume by compactness of Sα−1 that (ηi)i≥1 converges to some η in ∂Hα
R

.

For each i ≥ 1, we choose a Cauchy-Gromov sequence
(
ι([K

(n)
i ])

)
n≥1 along the

geodesic [ηi, ηi+1] that converges to ηi. By Corollary 3.6, the convex bodies K
(n)
i are

rectangles of the form tσi + (1 − t)σi+1. For convenience reasons, fix a rectangle

R =

{
x1e1 + x2e2 ∈ H : −1

2
≤ x1, x2 ≤ 1

2

}
.

By choosing K
(i)
i so that 〈ηi, ι([K

(i)
i ])〉ι([R]) ≥ 2i, the δ-hyperbolicity of Hα

R
yields that

〈ι([K(i)
i ]), η〉ι([R]) ≥ min

(
〈ηi, η〉ι([R]), 〈ηi, ι([K

(i)
i ])〉ι([R])

)
− 2δ → ∞
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as i → ∞. Hence
(
ι([K

(i)
i ])

)
i≥1 is a Cauchy-Gromov sequence converging to η.

Let ti ∈ (0, 1) be such that

K
(i)
i = tiσi + (1 − ti)σi+1.

We may also assume a posteriori that ti → 0 as i → ∞. For any λ ∈ [0, 1], we pose

Ki
λ = λK

(i)
i + (1 − λ)K

(i+1)
i+1 = λtiσi + (λ − λti + ti+1 − λti+1)σi+1 + (1 − λ)ti+1σi+2.

Applying Lemma 2.2, we have for sufficiently large i

dH

(
ι([R]), ι([Ki

λ ])
)
= cosh−1




1
2

(
V2(R + Ki

λ)− V2(R)− V2(K
i
λ)
)

√
V2(R)V2(K

i
λ)




∼ cosh−1

(
1√

λ(1 − λ)

)
≥ cosh−1(2),

where we have used the asymptotic identification ti, ti+1 ∼ 0 as i becomes large
enough. Hence by (3.2), we have

〈ι([K(i)
i ]), ι([K

(i+1)
i+1 ])〉ι([R]) ≤ min

λ∈[0,1]
dH

(
ι([R]), ι([Ki

λ ])
)
∼ cosh−1(2) < ∞,

which contradicts to
(
ι([K

(i)
i ])

)
i≥1 being Cauchy-Gromov.

For convenience, we will simply denote in the sequel by H∞
R

the ℵ0-dimensional
real hyperbolic space, in which K2 is embedded.

Moreover, it is worth remarking that the homothety classes of polytopes are dense
in ι(K2).

Proposition 3.10. The image of homothety classes of polytopes with dimension at least two is

dense in ι(K2) ⊂ H
∞
R

.

Proof. By the remark [Che76, (3.9.1)] (this is an important fact and will be used fre-
quently in the sequel), for any GB convex body K ⊂ H with dimension at least
2, V2(K) is the supremum amongst V2(P) of polytopes P contained in K. Then
it is possible to choose a sequence (Pn)n≥1 of polytopes contained in K such that
V2(Pn) → V2(K) as n → ∞. Then

dH

(
ι([Pn]), ι([K])

)
= cosh−1

(
V2(Pn + K)− V2(Pn)− V2(K)

2
√

V2(Pn)V2(K)

)

≤ cosh−1

(
V2(2K)− V2(Pn)− V2(K)

2
√

V2(Pn)V2(K)

)

→ cosh−1(1) = 0

as n → ∞.
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3.D. Examples and non-examples of Cauchy sequences. At the end of [DF22], Debin
and Fillastre ask about the completion of ι(K2, f ) inside of H

∞
R

. One pathological
phenomenon observed by Debin and Fillastre is that there are Cauchy sequences in
ι(K2, f ) that do not converge to any GB convex body. In this section, some more
examples will be presented. In fact, these examples suggest that this is the only ill-
behaved case.

As we remark, ι(K2) ⊂ ι(K2, f ). But the converse is not true, i.e. ι(K2) is not the
completion of ι(K2, f ) in H∞

R
. Here are several examples:

Example 3.1 (Unit balls). Let Bn ⊂ span(e1, . . . , en) be the unit ball of dimension n in
H. Then by the Steiner formula (2.1), one can compute that V1(B

n) = nκn/κn−1 and
V2(B

n) = (n − 1)π. Using the Steiner formula (2.1), for m ≥ n

volm(B
n + rBm) =

m

∑
k=0

rm−kκm−kVk(B
n + Bm) =

m

∑
k=0

(r − 1)m−kκm−kVk(B
n),

and comparing the terms for k = 0, 1, 2 while r → ∞, we are able to compute
V2(B

n + Bm) in terms of κk’s, so hence V2(B
n, Bm)/

√
V2(Bn)V2(Bm). By Stirling’s

approximation, we can deduce that
(
ι([Bn])

)
n≥2 is a Cauchy sequence in H∞

R
. This is

already known in [DF22, §4]. We remark that V1(B
n)/
√

2V2(Bn) → 1 as n → ∞.

Example 3.2 (Non GB rectangles). Let (ℓi)i≥1 be a sequence of strictly positive numbers.
Suppose that (ℓi)i≥1 is not in ℓ1 so that R

(
(ℓi), (ei)

)
is not GB. But its n-dimensional

sections Rn := ∏
n
i=1[−ℓi/2, ℓi/2] still define a Cauchy sequence in H∞

R
if, and only if,

lim
n→∞

∑
n
i=1 ℓ

2
i(

∑
n
i=1 ℓi

)2 = 0,

or equivalently if

lim
n→∞

∑
n
i=1 ℓi√

2 ∑1≤i<j≤n ℓiℓj

= lim
n→∞

V1(R
n)√

2V2(Rn)
= 1.

The proof of this claim is an asymptotic analysis exercise: it suffices to use

∑
1≤i<j≤n

ℓiℓj ∼
1
2

(
n

∑
i=1

ℓi

)2

to prove the necessity and for the sufficiency, we can deduce a contradiction by as-
suming

n

∑
i=1

ℓ
2
i ∼ k

(
n

∑
i=1

ℓi

)2

for some k ∈ (0, 1]. In particular, if ℓi is of at most polynomial growth, then the
corresponding sections converge; but they diverge when ℓi is exponentially increasing.
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Moreover, given any two sequences (ai)i≥1 and (bi)i≥1 as in the claim above, we
likewise define the n-dimensional sections Rn and R′

n. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

0 ≤ ∑
n
i=1 aibi(

∑
n
i=1 ai

)(
∑

n
i=1 bi

) ≤

(
∑

n
i=1 a2

i

)1/2(
∑

n
i=1 b2

i

)1/2

(
∑

n
i=1 ai

)(
∑

n
i=1 bi

) → 0

as n, m → ∞. Hence

V2(Rn, R′
n)√

V2(Rn)V2(R′
n)

∼

(
∑

n
i=1 ai

)(
∑

n
i=1 bi

)
− ∑

n
i=1 aibi

(
∑

n
i=1 ai

)(
∑

n
i=1 bi

) → 1

as n → ∞. This shows that all convergent n-dimensional sections that are not con-
verging to a GB rectangle converge to the same point in H∞

R
.

Example 3.3 (Comparison between rectangles and balls). Let In = ∏
n
i=1[−1, 1] and Bn

be the unit ball as in Example 3.1. Both (In)n≥2 and (Bn)n≥2 define a priori convergent
sequences in H

∞
R

. Since In and Bn both lie in span(e1, . . . , en) ≃ R
n, the identity (see

[Sch14, pp.298] for example)

V2(K, K′) =
n − 1
2κn−2

(
(hK, h′K)L2(Sn−1) −

1
n − 1

〈∇hK ,∇hK′〉L2(Sn−1)

)
, (3.8)

where ∇ is the gradient on Sn−1, yields

V2(In, Bn) =
n − 1
2κn−2

∫

Sn−1
hIn(v)dv. (3.9)

Notice that hIn(v) = ∑
n
k=1 |vk| for every v ∈ Sn−1, where vk = (v, ek)H. Applying

orthogonal decomposition and Fubini’s theorem to (3.9), we get

V2(In, Bn) =
n

∑
k=1

(n − 1)πκn−3

κn−2

∫ 1

−1
|t|
(

1 − t2
) n−3

2
dt =

2nπκn−3

κn−2
.

Hence by Stirling’s approximation

dH

(
ι([In]), ι([Bn ])

)
= cosh−1

(
2nπκn−3

κn−2

1√
2πn(n − 1)2

)
→ 0

as n → ∞. As a result, those two sequences converge to the same point in H∞
R

.

Now, let O ∈ H∞
R

be the limit of homothety classes of n-dimensional unit balls as
in Example 3.1.

Example 3.4 (Other non-GB limits). It is possible to construct some more Cauchy se-
quences of ι(K2) in H∞

R
that do not converge to the image of any homothety class of

a GB convex body in H. Let I = {te1 : t ∈ [0, 1]} be the unit interval. Then for every
n ≥ 1, Kn := I + cnBn+1 is a GB convex body in H of dimension at least 2 for some
cn > 0. Corollary 3.5 indicates that ι([Kn]) is on the geodesic between ι([Bn+1]) and
ι([I]) ∈ ∂H∞

R
. As H∞

R
is regularly geodesic, by choosing a suitable parameter cn > 0

for every n ≥ 1 according to Corollary 3.4, we can make sure it converges in H∞
R

to a
point on the geodesic between O and ι([I]).
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4 Malliavin calculus and intrinsic volumes

Debin and Fillastre show that the hyperbolisation process can be realised by treating
the Sobolev space via spherical harmonics [DF22]. When it comes to infinite dimen-
sion, spherical harmonics will no longer be available since the unit sphere in the
Hilbert space H does not admit a Haar measure (due to the converse Haar’s theorem
of Weil [Wei65]). In infinite dimension, Malliavin calculus becomes indispensable.

4.A. Wiener-Itô decomposition and Malliavin derivative. Let (Ω,F , P) be a prob-
ability space and L2(Ω) be the space of real L2-functions on Ω with respect to the
probability measure P. Let H be a separable Hilbert space on R and X be an F -
measurable isonormal Gaußian process on H.

Recall that the Hermite polynomials are polynomials (Hn)n≥0 determined by the
recurrence relation H0 = 1 and H′

n(x) = nHn−1(x) for all n ≥ 1 and that E[Hn(Z)] = 0
for all n ≥ 1, where Z ∼ N (0, 1) is a normal Gaußian random variable with variance
1. For each n ≥ 0, the n-th Wiener chaos Hn is defined as the closure in L2(Ω) of
the linear span of the set {Hn(Xv) : v ∈ H}, where X is the concerned isonormal
Gaußian process on the Hilbert space H. In particular, the space H0 consists of all
constant functions and H1 = {Xv : v ∈ H}.

The terminology follows from the original article [Wie38] where the construction
is similar to the one introduced here, yet the equivalent definition appears decades
later in [Seg56]. The following decomposition is considered due to [Itô51] and reader
can refer to [Nua06, Theorem 1.1.1] or [Wie33, pp.64] for a detailed proof:

Theorem 4.1 (Wiener-Itô decomposition). Let (Ω,F , P), L2(Ω) and Hn be as above. Then

one has an orthogonal decomposition L2(Ω) =
⊕

n≥0Hn.

Remark 4.1. Here the symbol
⊕

refers to the Hilbert space direct sum, which is the
closure of algebraic direct sum inside of a Hilbert space.

Let d > 0 be an integer and C∞
P (Rd) be the space of smooth functions on Rd which,

together with all their partial derivatives, have at most polynomial growth. By S one
denotes the class of random variables ϕ : Ω → R such that there exists an n ∈ N,
vectors v1, . . . , vn ∈ H and a function f ∈ C∞

P (Rd) verifying

ϕ(ω) = f
(
Xv1(ω), · · · , Xvn(ω)

)

for almost every ω ∈ Ω. The random variables ϕ ∈ S are then called smooth random

variables and the function f ∈ C∞
P (Rd) appearing in the definition for ϕ ∈ S is then

called a (smooth) representation of ϕ.
By using the derivatives of its smooth representation, the definition of Malliavin

derivative for smooth random variables soon follows:

Definition 4.1 (Malliavin derivative). Let ϕ(ω) = f
(

Xv1(ω), · · · , Xvn(ω)
)

be a smooth
random variable as above and f be its smooth representation. Then the Malliavin

derivative Dϕ of ϕ is defined by the H-valued random variable

Dϕ :=
n

∑
j=1

∂j f
(

Xv1(ω), · · · , Xvn(ω)
)

vj : Ω → H,
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where ∂j f is the j-th partial derivative of f .

Following from Cameron-Martin theorem (see for example [Bog98]), this definition
does not depend on the smooth representations of random variables.

Moreover, Malliavin derivative enjoys the integral-by-parts property, namely

E [(Dϕ, v)H] = E [ϕXv] (4.1)

for every v ∈ H and every ϕ ∈ S [Nua06, Lemma 1.2.1].
For each N ≥ 0, the space

⊕N
n=0 Hn consists of smooth random variables with

polynomial representations of degree at most N. By Stone-Weierstraß Theorem, the
set S ∩⊕N

n=0 Hn is dense in
⊕N

n=0 Hn. It soon follows from Wiener-Itô decomposition
that S is dense in L2(Ω). So it is possible to define the Malliavin derivative of an
L2-random variable via approximating by smooth ones.

Let E and F be two Banach spaces. Let A : Dom(A) → F be an (unbounded)
operator from E to F, where Dom(A) is a subspace of E on which A is defined. Such
an operator is called closed, if its graph Γ(A) := {(x, Ax) ∈ E × F : x ∈ Dom(A)} is
closed. An operator is called closable, if the closure of its graph is again the graph of
an operator, called the closure of A.

By virtue of the following result, the Malliavin derivative can be extended to the
entire L2(Ω) [Nua06, Proposition 1.2.1]:

Proposition 4.2. The Malliavin derivative D : S ⊂ L2(Ω) → L2(Ω;H) is closable.

Abusing notation, let D be again the closure of Malliavin derivative defined on
S and by density, D : L2(Ω) → L2(Ω;H) gives the Malliavin derivative for all L2-
random variables. By passing to limits, the formula (4.1) also holds for every v ∈ H
and every ϕ ∈ L2(Ω).

The Sobolev space D1,2 is the Hilbert space defined by the random variables ϕ ∈
L2(Ω) such that the norm

‖ϕ‖1,2 :=
(

E

[
|ϕ|2

]
+ E

[
‖Dϕ‖2

H
])1/2

is finite, where the inner product is given by 〈ψ, ϕ〉1,2 = E[ψϕ] + E [(Dψ, Dϕ)H]. In
particular, for each n ≥ 0, Hn ⊂ D1,2.

Let us introduce the adjoint of the Malliavin derivative. One defines the adjoint
operator δ, called the divergence operator or Skorohod integral, by setting taking a
random variable δV for an H-valued random variable V ∈ L2(Ω;H) such that

E[X(δV)] = E[(V, DX)H ] (4.2)

for every X ∈ L2(Ω). Moreover, Meyer’s inequality implies that δ : L2(Ω;H) → L2(Ω)
is well-defined and is a continuous operator [Nua06, Proposition 1.5.4].

One also defines the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator by △ = δD : L2(Ω) → L2(Ω).
The following result seems to be folklore. The proof is not difficult, but it is crucial
for our purpose, so a brief proof is provided:
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Proposition 4.3. For every n ≥ 0, the n-th Wiener chaos Hn is the eigenspace of Ornstein-

Uhlenbeck operator △ for the eigenvalue n.

Proof. Let (ei)i≥1 be an orthonormal basis of H. Let ~k be a multi-index on N and
define

Φ~k
:= ∏

i∈supp(~k)

Hki
(Xei

) , (4.3)

where the Hj are the Hermite polynomials and X is an isonormal Gaußian process on
H. By definition, the collection of Φ~k

with |~k| = n is dense in Hn. By the recurrence
relation DHn(Xv) = nHn−1(Xv)v, one has

DΦ~k
= ∑

i

kiΦ~k−δi
ei,

where δi(j) = δi,j is the Kronecker multi-index. Recall that by [Nua06, (1.46)], one has
δ(ϕv) + (Dϕ, v)H = ϕXv for every ϕ ∈ S and every v ∈ H. Hence

△Φ~k
= ∑

i

kiΦ~k−δi
Xei

−∑
i,j

ki

(
kj − δi(j)

)
Φ~k−δi−δj

(ei, ej)H

= ∑
i

ki

(
Φ~k−δi

Xei
− (ki − 1)Φ~k−2δi

)
.

Since the Hermite polynomials also enjoy the relations

Hki−1(x)x − (ki − 1)Hki−2(x) = Hki
(x),

it soon follows that △Φ~k
= nΦ~k

, which extends to the entire Hn by density. This
proves the claimed.

4.B. Support functions as random variables. In conformity with Section 2.D, let K

be a GB convex body in H and let hK be its support function. Then hK(X) becomes a
random variable over Ω. In particular, 2.2 implies that K is a GB convex body if and
only if the random variable hK ∈ L1(Ω).

Let P = co(v1, . . . , vn) be the closed convex hull of n points v1, . . . , vn ∈ H, i.e. the
polytope generated these points. By [Che76, Théorème 3.10],

V2(P) = πE

[
hP(X)2 − ‖σP(X)‖2

H
]

(4.4)

where σP(X) is the H-valued random variable such that (σP(X), X) = hP(X), and for
any two polytopes P, P′ ⊂ H,

V2(P, P′) = πE [hP(X)hP′ (X)− (σP(X), σP′ (X))H ] . (4.5)

However, since P, P′ ⊂ Rd = span(e1, . . . , ed) for some d > 0, after [Sch14, §1.7], it
is clear that σP(X) = σP((Xe1 , . . . , Xed

)) = ∇hP((Xe1 , . . . , Xed
)). As a result, (4.5) is

exactly the same as (3.8).
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Remark 4.2. More precisely, in [Sch14, §1.7], it is seen that σP(X) is the Fréchet derivative

of the support function hK(X). For more information about the connection between
the Malliavin derivative and the Fréchet derivative of functions in the Wanatabe-
Sobolev space, one can refer to for example [CKL06; Kru14]. But the situation here is
much simpler.

Since a polytope is always bounded, σP(X) ∈ L2(Ω;H). It soon follows from (4.4)
that hP(X) ∈ L2(Ω). Moreover, the random variable hP(X) has a almost-everywhere
differentiable representation, namely hK : R

d → R, it soon yields σP(X) = DhK(X).
Although the Malliavin derivative is closable, it is in general not continuous. To

generalise the formulae (4.4) and (4.5), the following lemmata will be needed:

Lemma 4.4. Let ϕn ∈ D1,2 be a sequence of random variables such that ϕn → ϕ in L2(Ω).
Suppose that supn∈N

E[‖Dϕn‖2
H] < ∞. Then ϕ ∈ D1,2 and Dϕn converges weakly in

L2(Ω;H) to Dϕ, or equivalently, ϕn converges weakly to ϕ in D
1,2.

Proof. Since ϕn converges to ϕ in L2(Ω) and supn∈N
E[‖Dϕn‖2

H] < ∞, (ϕn)n∈N is a
bounded sequence in D1,2. As D1,2 is a Hilbert space, by Banach-Alaoglu theorem,
one can extract a subsequence (ϕnk

)k∈N that converges weakly to a function φ ∈ D1,2.
In particular, the sequence ϕnk

converges to φ in L2(Ω), which indicates that φ = ϕ

and ϕ ∈ D
1,2. These arguments can be applied to any subsequence of ϕn. It follows

that ϕn converges weakly to ϕ in D1,2. This proves the claimed result.

Lemma 4.5. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex body and let hK(X) ∈ D1,2 be its support function.

If there exists a sequence of polytopes (Pm)m≥1 such that hPm(X) converges weakly to hK(X)
in D1,2, then there exists another (P̃m)m≥1 such that hP̃m

(X) → hK(X) in D1,2.

Proof. By Banach-Saks theorem, one can extract a subsequence Pnk
such that the

Cesàro sums
P̃m =

Pn1 + Pn2 + · · ·+ Pnm

m

have support functions hP̃m
(X) converging to hK(X) in D1,2.

Proposition 4.6. Let K ⊂ H be GB convex bodies and X be an isonormal Gaußian process

on H. Then there exists a sequence of polytopes (P̃N)N≥1 such that V2(P̃N) → V2(K) and

hP̃N
(X) converges to hK(X) in D1,2 as N → ∞.

Proof. Let (Pn)n∈N be an increasing sequence of polytopes included in a GB convex
body K such that Vi(Pn) → Vi(K) as n → ∞ for i = 1, 2. Since hPn(X) ≤ hPn+1(X) ≤
hK(X), it turns out that hPn(X) converges to hK(X) in L1(Ω). By passing to a subse-
quence, we may assume that hPn(X) converges to hK(X) almost surely. By monotone
convergence theorem, hPn(X) also converges to hK(X) in L2(Ω). Since K is bounded,
there exists an R > 0 such that the random variable taking values amongst the ex-
tremal points of Pn satisfies ‖DhPn(X)‖H < R for every n ∈ N. By Lemma 4.4,
hK(X) ∈ D1,2 and hPn(X) converges weakly to hK(X) in D1,2. By Lemma 4.5, it is
possible to construct polytopes P̃N contained in K with V1(P̃N) → V1(K) as N → ∞
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and that hP̃N
(X) converges to hK(X) in D1,2. Note that Proposition 3.10 asserts that

V2(Pi, Pj) → V2(K) as i, j → ∞. Moreover, by (A1) and (A4), we have

V2(P̃N) =
∑

N
i,j=1 V2(Pni

, Pnj
)

N2 → V2(K)

as N → ∞.

Remark 4.3. In [Che76, Proposition 3.6’], a more general form for Vk(K) with k ≥ 1 is
given. But it is yet unclear whether Vk(K) can also be rewritten in a similar way as
(1.1).

Corollary 4.7. Let K be a GB convex body in H and X be an isonormal Gaußian process over

H. Then there exists M > 0 such that the Malliavin derivative of its support function satisfies

‖DhK(X)‖2
H ≤ M almost surely.

Proof. Since K is compact, there exists M > 0 such that K ⊂ BH(0, M). Let P̃N be
as in the proof of Proposition 4.6. Then DhP̃N

(X) converges to DhK(X) in L2(Ω;H).

By passing to a subsequence, the convergence is with probability 1. But P̃N ⊂ K ⊂
BH(0, M), so ‖DhP̃N

(X)‖2
H ≤ M. The desired result follows from letting N tend to

∞.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Formulae (1.1) and (1.2) follows directly from (4.5) and (4.4) by
passing to the limits.

Debin and Fillastre in [DF22] show that the support functions of convex bodies in
Rd of dimension at least 2 is embedded into a Sobolev space and if in addition that
their Steiner points are positioned at 0, then the support functions restricted to Sd−1

are L2-orthogonal to the eigenspace of spherical Laplacian for the minimal positive
eigenvalue. This result also holds for infinite-dimensional GB convex bodies in the
context of Malliavin calculus.

Lemma 4.8. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex bodies such that Stein(K) = 0, X be an isonormal

Gaußian process over H and hK be the support function of K. Then hK(X) ∈ ⊕n 6=1Hn.

Proof. The formula (1.1) shows that hK ∈ D
1,2. By definition (2.6), E[hK(X)X] = 0, in

particular, for every v ∈ H, (E[hK(X)X], v)H = E[hK(X)Xv ] = 0. But Xv are exactly
the elements in H1. This proves the desired result.

Let Jn : L2(Ω) → Hn be the orthogonal projection onto the n-th Wiener chaos.
Then more generally than Lemma 4.8, for a GB convex body K ⊂ H and an isonormal
Gaußian process X over H, the image J0

(
hK(X)

)
= E[hK(X)] = V1(K)/

√
2π and

J1
(
hK(X)

)
= XStein(K).

Moreover, by Proposition 4.3, the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator △ is commutative
with Jn by linearity of the operator and orthogonality of Hn. At this point, it is pos-
sible to deduce the following Rayleigh’s eigenvalue theorem for random variables in⊕

n 6=1Hn:
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Proposition 4.9. Let ϕ ∈⊕n 6=1Hn. Then E[‖Dϕ‖2
H] ≥ 2‖ϕ‖2

L2(Ω)
− 2 (E[ϕ])2 ≥ 0.

Proof. By orthogonality, ϕ = ∑n 6=1 Jnϕ. Using (4.2), one can compute

E[‖Dϕ‖2
H] + 2 (E[ϕ])2 = ∑

n 6=1
E[Jn ϕ(△Jn ϕ)] + 2 (E[ϕ])2

= ∑
n 6=1

nE[|Jn ϕ|2] + 2 (J0ϕ)2

= ∑
n≥1

nE[|Jn ϕ|2] + 2 (J0ϕ)2

≥ 2 ∑
n 6=1

‖Jn ϕ‖2
L2(Ω) = 2‖ϕ‖2

L2(Ω).

The inequality 2‖ϕ‖2
L2(Ω)

− 2 (E[ϕ])2 ≥ 0 is a direct application of Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality. This completes the proof.

Remark 4.4. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex body with dimension at least 2 and positioned
so that Stein(K) = 0. Let Jn : L2(Ω) → Hn be the orthogonal projection. Then it is
clear that hK(X) ∈ ⊕

n 6=1Hn and J0(hK(X)) = E[hK(X)] = V1(K)/
√

2π > 0. Similarly
to the discussion above, if h ∈ D1,2 ∩⊕n≥2Hn, we shall have E[‖Dh‖2

H] ≥ 2E[h2],
hence −V2(·, ·) defines an inner product on the space D1,2 ∩⊕n≥2Hn. This implies
that the bilinear form V2(·, ·) defined on the space of support functions of GB convex
bodies with dimension at least 2 and Stein(K) = 0 is of Lorentzian signature, from
which one can construct the infinite-dimensional hyperbolic space H∞

R
. This recovers

the discussion in [DF22, Proposition 2.4], in which D1,2 ∩⊕n≥2Hn is identified with
H1(Sn−1)01.

4.C. Convex bodies and support functions. This section mainly concerns the follow-
ing question: given a function in the Sobolev space D

1,2, how can one tell whether it is the

support function of a GB convex body in H?

In finite dimension, the support function of a convex body is a function Rd → R

that is convex, positively homogeneous and semi-lower continuous. Moreover, each
of such functions uniquely define a convex body in Rd by

K =
⋂

x∈Rd

{
y ∈ R

d : x · y ≤ hK(x)
}

.

It turns out that K′ ⊂ K ⊂ R
d if and only if hK′(x) ≤ hK(x) for all x ∈ R

d.
This property can be further generalised to infinite dimension:

Proposition 4.10. Let K′, K ⊂ H be two GB convex bodies. Then K′ ⊂ K if and only if

almost surely hK′(X) ≤ hK(X), where X is an isonormal Gaußian process on H.

Proof. It is clear that K′ ⊂ K implies hK′(X) ≤ hK(X) by definition. So it remains
to show the converse. Note that by taking the contraposition, the converse is equiv-
alent to P{hK(X) < 0} > 0 whenever 0 /∈ K. So suppose now that K ⊂ H is
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a GB convex body and 0 /∈ K. Then there exists a unique point v ∈ K such that
‖v‖H = inf {‖v′‖H : v′ ∈ K}. Indeed, v is the nearest point projection to K and if two
distinct points v, v′ ∈ K have both the least distance to 0 amongst points in K, then the
midpoint v′′ = v/2 + v′/2 ∈ K would have a strictly lesser distance to 0. By Gram-
Schmidt process, let (ei)i≥1 be an orthonormal basis of H such that v = te1 with t < 0.
Hence

t = sup
w∈K

(w, e1)H. (4.6)

For simplicity, we write wi = (w, ei)H. So

hK(X) = sup
w∈K

(
w1Xe1 +

∞

∑
i=2

wiXei

)
≤ sup

w∈K

w1Xe1 + sup
w′∈K

∞

∑
i=2

w′
iXei

. (4.7)

When Xe1 > 0, one can use (4.6) to rewrite the right-hand side of (4.7) into

tXe1 + sup
w′∈K

∞

∑
i=2

w′
iXei

. (4.8)

Since K is GB, the last term of (4.8) supw′∈K ∑
∞
i=2 w′

iXei
is almost surely finite. By

independence of Xei
for i ≥ 1, the two terms in (4.8) are also independent. By making

Xe1 ≫ 0 large enough, (4.8) will be negative for a positive probability, and so will be
hK(X).

So it immediately follows from Proposition 4.10 that for any index set I, we have

sup
i∈I

hKi
(X) = hK̃(X), (4.9)

where K̃ = co
(⋃

i∈I Ki

)
is the closed convex hull of the union of Ki’s.

Let φ ∈ D1,2. Define

Fφ := {K ⊂ H : K is a convex body with hK(X) ≤ φ} .

Then the following result can be deduced immediately from Proposition 4.10:

Corollary 4.11. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex body. Then

K = co
( ⋃

P∈FhK(X)

P
)

. (4.10)

Proof. Let K′ be the right-hand side of (4.10). It is clear that K ⊂ K′ since K ∈ FhK(X).
Conversely, by (4.9),

hK′(X) = sup
P∈FhK(X)

hP(X) ≤ hK(X),

which implies K′ ⊂ K by Proposition 4.10. Hence the equality is obtained.
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Remark 4.5. It is somehow tautological but Corollary 4.11 also means that K is the
maximal convex body so that hK(X) is bounded by φ = hK(X) ∈ D

1,2.

For GC convex body, the isonormal Gaußian process has almost surely a contin-
uous sample function, so the maxima of the sample function are well-defined and
attained. More generally, for GB convex body K ⊂ H, we can similarly define a point
v ∈ K to be the maximal point of K at state ω ∈ Ω if for every ε > 0,

sup {Xw(ω) : w ∈ K ∩ BH(v, ε)} = hK(X)(ω).

Since H is separable and hK(X) < ∞ almost surely for any K ⊂ H GB convex body,
for almost every state ω ∈ Ω, there exists a maximal point of K. Moreover, for each
v ∈ K, the asymptotic error

lim
ε→0

sup
{

Xw(ω)− X′
w(ω) : w, w′ ∈ K ∩ BH(v, ε)

}

is uniformly bounded in L1(Ω) sense [Vit01].
The Malliavin derivative of the supremum of a Gaußian process is almost surely

the maximal point:

Proposition 4.12. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex body and hK(X) be its support function. Then

for almost every ω ∈ Ω, DhK(X)(ω) is the unique maximal point of K.

Proof. Note that the proof of [KP90, Lemma 2.6] is available for any non-degenerate
Gaußian process on a compact subset of a separable Banach space, with continuous
covariance kernel and having at least a maximal point for almost every ω ∈ Ω. It
soon follows that almost surely there exists a unique maximal point for the isonormal
Gaußian process (Xv)v∈K. The fact DhK(X) being the unique maximal point of K can
be deduced via approximation arguments [DN08, Lemma 3.1].

Recall that for f ∈ L2(Ω;H), one can define its essential range by

ess(f) :=
⋂

u=f a.s.

u(Ω).

This intersection is non-void since H is supposed to be separable. Note that by defini-
tion the essential range remains the same for functions that only differ on a negligible
set.

Corollary 4.13. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex body and hK(X) be its support function. Then the

closed convex hull of the essential range of the Malliavin derivative co
(
ess(DhK(X))

)
= K.

Proof. Let K′ = co
(
ess(DhK(X))

)
. A priori K′ ⊂ K, as DhK(X) ∈ K almost surely by

Proposition 4.12. Conversely, note that

K′ =
⋂

n≥1

{[
co
(
ess(DhK(X))

)
+ BH (0, 1/n)

]
∩ K

}
=:

⋂

n≥1

Kn.

Moreover, the support function hKn(X) is a decreasing sequence convergent to hK′(X).
But for every n ≥ 1, by the definition of maximal points hKn(X) ≥ hK(X). Letting
n → ∞ yields hK′(X) ≥ hK(X), which indicates that K ⊂ K′ after Proposition 4.10.
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A Maximal point of a GB convex body K, if it is well-defined, is necessarily con-
tained in the extremal points Ext(K) of K. Hence we can define a measurable map
Ω → Ext(K) by ω 7→ DhK(X)(ω), which will further yield a probability measure µK

on Ext(K) by pushing-forward.
From a functional analysis point of view, for a GB convex body in H, Choquet’s

theory also provides a natural center called the barycenter when a probability mea-
sure µ is defined on Ext(K). The barycenter is the unique point b ∈ K such that∫

Ext(K) φ(v)dµ(v) = φ(b) for every affine function φ defined on H. See [Phe01] for
more details.

The following proposition allows us to connect the stochastic point of view to this
functional analysis point of view:

Proposition 4.14. Let K ⊂ H be a GB convex body and let µK be the pushforawrd measure

as above. Then Stein(K) is the barycenter for µK.

Proof. By Riesz representation theorem, it suffices to show that

(
Stein(K), w

)
H =

∫

Ext(K)

(
v, w

)
H dµK(v)

for any w ∈ H. Since we have δ(ϕv) + (Dϕ, v)H = ϕXv for every ϕ ∈ D1,2 and every
v ∈ H [Nua06, (1.46)], it follows that

E
[(

DhK(X), w
)
H
]
= E

[
hK(X)Xw − δ

(
hK(X)w

)]

=
(
Stein(K), w

)
H − E

[
δ
(
hK(X)w

)]

=
(
Stein(K), w

)
H − E

[(
hK(X)w, D1

)
H
]

=
(
Stein(K), w

)
H,

where we have applied the definition of the Steiner point (2.6) and the definition of
the divergence operator δ. As

E
[(

DhK(X), w
)
H
]
=
∫

Ext(K)

(
v, w

)
H dµK(v)

following from the definition of the pushforward measure, we thus complete the
proof.

Now we can show Theorem 1.3 with the descriptions above.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. In classical spectral theory, it is well-known that we can find an
orthonormal basis (φn)n≥1 in L2(Ω) such that △φn = λnφn for every n ∈ N. This
basis can be constructed using the Gram-Schmidt process from the random variables
Φ~k

as described in (4.3). By Proposition 4.3, we may assume that λ0 = 0, φ0 = 1 and
λn ≥ 1 for all n > 0.

Let K, K′ ⊂ H be two GB convex bodies such that V2(K, K′)2 = V2(K)V2(K
′).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that Stein(K) = Stein(K′) = 0. It suffices
to show that K = tK′ for some t > 0.
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By eigendecomposition, we write hK(X) = ∑n≥1 anφn and hK′(X) = ∑n≥1 bnφn

with an, bn ∈ R. By Remark 4.4, we have λn > 1 for all n ≥ 1. Using the formulae
(1.1) and (1.2), as well as substituting hK(X), hK′(X) by the eigendecompositions, we
can equivalently write the assumption V2(K, K′)2 = V2(K)V2(K

′) as
(

a0b0 + ∑
n≥1

(1 − λn)anbn

)2

=

(
a2

0 + ∑
n≥1

(1 − λn)a
2
n

)(
b2

0 + ∑
n≥1

(1 − λn)b
2
n

)
,

where we have also used the definition △ = δD. Rearranging this formula by group-
ing terms into sums of squares, we then get

∑
n≥1

(1 − λn)(anb0 − a0bn)
2 = ∑

i<j

(1 − λi)(1 − λj)(aibj − ajbi)
2. (4.11)

Since λn > 1 for all n ≥ 1, the left-hand side of (4.11) is non-positive, while the right-
hand side of (4.11) is non-negative. This forces each square in (4.11) to vanish, i.e.

aibj = ajbi for all i, j ≥ 0. Consequently, we have hK(X) = thK′(X) for some t ∈ R.
Applying (1.2) again, we then have tV2(K

′) = V2(K, K′) > 0, which shows that t > 0.
Finally, Corollary 4.13 allows us to deduce K = tK′ by taking the closed convex hull
of the essential range of the Malliavin derivatives.

4.D. Completion of hyperbolic embedding. Let us consider any sequence (Kn)n≥1 of
GB convex bodies in H of dimension at least 2 such that V2(Kn) = 1 and Stein(Kn) = 0
for all n ≥ 1. In this section, the criteria for ι([Kn]) defines a Cauchy sequence in H∞

R

will be treated.
Recall the following inequality from [Che76, (4.4.1)]:

V2(K) ≤
V1(K)

2

2
≤ 2πdiam(K) + V2(K). (4.12)

Since there is a segment of length diam(K) contained in K, the monotonicity of the
intrinsic volume implies V1(K) ≥ diam(K). Hence we can conclude the following
result:

Proposition 4.15. Let (Kn)n≥1 be a sequence of GB convex bodies of dimension at least 2
with V2(Kn) = 1 and Stein(Kn) = 0 for all n ≥ 1. If diam(Kn) → ∞ as n → ∞, then

ι([Kn]) will eventually leave every bounded subset of H∞
R

.

Proof. Let (Kn)≥1 be a sequence as above. Suppose that K is also a GB convex body
with dim(K) ≥ 2, V2(K) = 1 and Stein(K) = 0. Then one has by (4.12) and V1(K) ≥
diam(K) the inequality

cosh dH

(
ι([K]), ι([Kn ])

)
=

V2(Kn + K)− 2
2

≥ (V1(K) + V1(Kn))2 − 4 − 4πdiam(K)− 4πdiam(Kn)

4

≥ (V1(K) + diam(Kn))2 − 4 − 4πdiam(K)− 4πdiam(Kn)

4
,

which diverges to ∞ as n → ∞.
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Let O ∈ H∞
R

be the limit of the image under ι of the homothety classes of the
n-dimensional unit balls. If Kn are GB convex bodies as above with diam(Kn) → 0 as
n → ∞, then they forcibly converge to O ∈ H∞

R
. This result is already suggested by

Example 3.1 and Example 3.2.

Proposition 4.16. Let (Kn)n≥1 be a sequence of GB convex bodies of dimension at least 2
such that V2(Kn) = 1 and Stein(Kn) = 0 for all n ≥ 1. Let O ∈ H∞

R
be the limit of the

image under ι of the homothety classes of the n-dimensional unit balls. If diam(Kn) → 0 as

n → ∞, then ι([Kn]) converges to O in dH.

Proof. Let (Kn)n≥1 be such that diam(Kn) → ∞ as n → ∞. Taking limits on every
terms in (4.12) by letting n tend to ∞ yields V1(Kn) →

√
2. Hence

1 ≤ cosh
(

dH

(
ι([Kn]), ι([Km ])

))
=

V2(Kn + Km)− 2
2

≤ (V1(Kn) + V1(Km))2 − 4
4

→ 1

as n, m → ∞. So ι([Kn]) defines a Cauchy sequence in H∞
R

converging to a point. If
we take the sequence K1, B2/V2(B

2), K2, B3/V2(B
3), . . . , then their images under ι will

become a new Cauchy sequence, which implies that ι([Kn]) converges to O ∈ H∞
R

.

Remark 4.6. Although this proof is geometric, the point O has a very specific meaning
in the Sobolev space D1,2. Under the setting above, ι([Kn]) yields a Cauchy sequence
in H

∞
R

if and only if V2(Kn, Km) → 1 as n, m → ∞, which is again by (1.2) equivalent
to

E[‖DhKn(X)− DhKm(X)‖2
H − |hKn(X)− hKm(X)|2] → 0 (4.13)

as n, m → ∞. If diam(Kn) → 0, it turns out that ‖DhKn(X)‖L∞(Ω;H) → 0. Hence in
view of Proposition 4.9 and (1.1), hKn(X) converges in D1,2 to the constant function
1/

√
π. This function corresponds to the limit O of the unit balls in H∞

R
but it is not

the support function of any GB convex body in view of Corollary 4.11 and Corollary
4.13: it only bounds the singleton {0} but differs from the support function of {0}.

Now we are able to conclude Theorem 1.4:

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let (Kn)n≥1 be a sequence of GB convex bodies in H. Suppose
that dim(Kn) ≥ 2, Stein(Kn) = 0 and V2(Kn) = 1, such that ι([Kn]) defines a Cauchy
sequence in H∞

R
. By Proposition 3.10, we may assume that Kn’s are all polytopes.

Now suppose that there exists < A < ∞ such that diam(Kn) ≤ A for every n ≥ 1.
Hence V1(Kn) is bounded after (4.12). By passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that V1(Kn) converges. Together with Proposition 4.9, one gets

‖hKn(X)− hKm(X)‖2
L2(Ω) − (V1(Kn)− V1(Km))

2/2π

≤E[‖DhKn(X)− DhKm(X)‖2
H − |hKn(X)− hKm(X)|2 ].

Letting n, m → ∞, (4.13) forces ‖hKn(X) − hKm(X)‖2
L2(Ω)

→ 0 as n, m → ∞. Hence

hKn(X) converges to a random variable φ ∈ L2(Ω). Moreover, by assumption and
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Corollary 4.7, we have ‖DhKn‖H ≤ diam(Kn) < A almost surely, by Lemma 4.4,
hKn(X) converges to φ weakly in D

1,2.
By Lemma 4.5, it is possible to construct another sequence (Pm)m≥1 of polytopes

with Stein(Pm) = 0 and hPm(X) → φ in D1,2 as m → ∞; indeed, Pm is the m-th Cesàro
sum of a subsequence of (Kn)n≥1. Moreover, by passing to a subsequence, we may
assume that hPm(X) (resp. DhPm(X)) converges to φ (resp. Dφ) almost surely.

Let Fφ be the collection of GB convex bodies such that hK(X) ≤ φ almost surely.
Define

Kφ := co


 ⋃

P∈Fφ

P




to be the largest GB convex body such that hKφ(X) ≤ φ and define ψ = φ − hKφ(X).
We claim that co

(
ess(Dφ)

)
⊂ Kφ. To this end, it suffices to show that for every

v ∈ ess(Dφ), the random variable satisfies Xv ≤ φ almost surely. Let S ⊂ Ω be a
subset such that P(S) = 1 with hPm(X) → φ and DhPm(X) → Dφ pointwisely on S.
Then for each v ∈ ess(Dφ), there exists ω′ ∈ S with DhPm(X)(ω′) → v as m → ∞.
Moreover,

E

[∣∣∣Xv − XDhPm (X)(ω′)

∣∣∣
2
]
= ‖v − DhPm(X)(ω′)‖2

H → 0

as m → ∞, i.e. the convergence is in L2(Ω). By passing to a subsequence, there exists
Sv ⊂ S ⊂ Ω with P(Sv) = 1 such that XDhPm (X)(ω′)(ω) converges to Xv(ω) for every
ω ∈ Sv. By taking the limit along the subsequence (and abusing the notations since
the limits are the same), it soon follows that

Xv(ω) = lim
k→∞

XDhPm (X)(ω′)(ω) ≤ lim
m→∞

XDhPm (X)(ω)(ω) = lim
m→∞

hPm(X)(ω) = φ(ω)

for every ω ∈ Sv. Hence co
(
ess(Dφ)

)
⊂ Kφ. As hKφ(X) + ψ = φ, by taking the

Malliavin derivative and their closed convex hull on both sides, we have by Corollary
4.13 that

Kφ ⊂ co
(
ess(DhKφ(X))

)
⊂ co

(
ess(DhKφ(X)) + ess(Dψ)

)
= co

(
ess(Dφ)

)
⊂ Kφ.

But co
(
ess(DhKφ(X)) + ess(Dψ)

)
= co

(
ess(DhKφ(X)) + co

(
ess(Dψ)

)
. As a result,

Kφ + co
(
ess(Dψ)

) ⊂ Kφ, which forces Dψ = 0 almost surely, i.e. ψ is almost surely a
constant function. Also, because Pm is the Cesàro sum of Kn’s, it is clear that V2(Pm)
converges to 1 as m → ∞. By convergence of hPm(X) to φ in D1,2, it soon yields that

πE

[
φ2 − ‖Dφ‖2

H
]
= lim

m→∞
V2(Pm) = 1.

Alternatively, the function φ is also the limit point of the support function of the
GB convex body Kφ + bnBn, where bn > 0 and Bn is the n-dimensional unit ball, with
bnhBn(X) → ψ in D1,2. But ι([Kφ + bnBn]) is a point on the geodesic between ι([Kφ])
and ι([Bn]) in view of Proposition 3.3. As H

∞
R

is regularly geodesic, φ also represents
a point on the geodesic ι([Kφ]) and O. In particular, one remarks that dim(Kφ) < 2 is
possible. If dim(Kφ) = 1, then ι([Kφ ]) ∈ ∂H∞

R
; or if dim(Kφ) = 0, i.e. Kφ = {0}, in

which case hKφ(X) = 0 and the sequence (Kn)n≥1 converges to O ∈ H∞
R

.
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Remark 4.7. As mentioned in Remark 3.1, the orthogonal group O(H) acts on ι(K2)
by isometries. This action soon extends to the completion ι(K2) and the point O is
the unique O(H)-invariant point.
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