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Abstract. Universal cover in En is a measurable set that contains a congruent copy of any

set of diameter 1. Lebesgue’s universal covering problem, posed in 1914, asks for the convex

set of smallest area that serves as a universal cover in the plane (n = 2).

A simple universal cover in En is provided by the classical theorem of Jung, which states

that any set of diameter 1 in an n-dimensional Euclidean space is contained in a ball Jn of

radius
√

n
2n+2 ; in other words, Jn is a universal cover in En.

We show that in high dimensions, Jung’s ball Jn is asymptotically optimal with respect to

the volume, namely, for any universal cover U ⊂ En,

Vol(U) ≥ (1− o(1))nVol(Jn).

1. Introduction and main result

1.1. Asymptotic bound on the volume of a universal cover. A measurable set U ⊂ En

is called a universal cover if it contains a congruent copy of every set A ⊂ En of diameter 1.

Lebesgue’s universal covering problem asks for the convex universal cover of smallest possible

area in the plane (n = 2). Originally posed by Lebesgue in a 1914 letter to Pál and first

published by Pál in [31], the problem has since been the focus of much activity, leading to a

sequence of improvements both in lower bounds and explicit constructions. Important contribu-

tions include those of Sprague [33], Hansen [16], Elekes [13], and Baez–Bagdasaryan–Gibbs [3].

Despite this progress, the problem remains open: the best current lower bound, 0.832, is due

to Brass and Sharifi [9], while the smallest known convex universal cover, of area 0.8440935944,

is due to Gibbs [14] (pre-print). Although a non-convex cover of smaller area was obtained by

Duff [11], it is now surpassed by the most recent convex construction [14]. Universal covers are

closely linked to a range of classical extremal problems in convex and discrete geometry, with

a notable connection to Borsuk’s question on decomposing a set into parts of strictly smaller

diameter.
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The broader question of existence, structure, and optimality of universal covers in various

dimensions has also inspired substantial work, especially in the context of polyhedral cover-

ings. Notable contributions include a series of papers by Makeev [25–29], as well as results of

Kovalev [22], Kuperberg [23], and Hausel–Makai–Szûcs [17]. For further perspectives, related

problems, and survey material, see [8, Sect. 11.4] and [10, Section D15].

By Bn we denote the unit ball in En, and by Vol(·) the Lebesgue measure in En. A classical

theorem of Jung [18] states that the Euclidean ball Jn = rnBn with radius rn :=
√

n
2n+2

is a

universal cover. Our main result shows that, in high dimensions, the volume of any universal

cover is at least (1− o(1))nVol(Jn), so Jung’s ball is an asymptotically optimal universal cover,

up to a subexponential factor.

Theorem 1. Let U be a universal cover in En. Then

Vol(U) ≥ exp
(
−
√
(5/4 + o(1))n log n

)
Vol(Jn) ,

where Jn is the ball of radius
√

n
2n+2

.

1.2. Relation to Borsuk’s question. Let b(n) denote the smallest number b such that any

bounded set in En can be partitioned into b subsets of strictly smaller diameter. The example of

a regular simplex shows that b(n) ≥ n+1. In 1933, Borsuk [6] asked whether b(n) = n+1 holds

in all dimensions. This was verified for n = 2, 3, but, unexpectedly, the conjecture fails in high

dimensions: in 1993, Kahn and Kalai [19] proved that b(n) > 1.2
√
n for all sufficiently large n.

The problem of determining b(n), along with many related questions, remains of significant

interest; see, for example, the survey by Kalai [20].

In small dimensions, universal covers can be used to derive good estimates on b(n) by parti-

tioning a universal cover into pieces of diameter < 1. For example, the regular hexagon whose

opposite sides are at distance 1 is a universal cover in the plane (see Pál [31]), giving b(2) ≤ 3.

Similarly, suitably truncated octahedra were used by Eggleston [12] and Grunbaum [15] to ob-

tain b(3) ≤ 4. For general n, Lassak [24] observed that for a unit vector u the set Jn∩(rnu+Bn)

is a universal cover and used this to show b(n) ≤ 2n−1+1, which remains the best known upper

bound for 4 ≤ n ≤ 17.

For high dimensions, Theorem 1 implies that universal covers must have volume at least

(1− o(1))n( 1√
2
)nVol(Bn). Hence, if a universal cover in En could be partitioned into M subsets

of diameter 1, then by the isodiametric inequality and simple volume estimates one would

obtain M ≥ (
√
2 − o(1))n. This is weaker than the currently best known asymptotic bound

b(n) ≤ (
√

3/2 + o(1))n established by Schramm [32] and by Bourgain and Lindenstrauss [7].

Thus, one cannot hope to improve the estimate on b(n) by partitioning universal covers into

subsets of diameter strictly less than 1.

1.3. Asymptotic optimality for other geometric measures. A sharp result analogous

to Theorem 1, but restricted to translative universal covers, was obtained independently by

Bezdek and Connelly [4] and by Makeev [28, Th. 1], who proved that the minimal value of
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mean width of a translative universal cover is exactly the mean width of Jung’s ball Jn. For

general congruent (not necessarily translative) universal covers, Jn is not an exact minimizer

for either volume or mean width, since, for example, for a unit u ∈ En the set Jn ∩ (rnu+Bn)

is a universal cover with both smaller volume and smaller mean width than Jn.

As a corollary of Theorem 1, we deduce that Jn has asymptotically minimal mean width

among all convex universal covers: by Urysohn’s inequality (see, e.g. [2, Sect. 1.5.5]), any

convex universal cover in En must have mean width at least (1−o(1)) times that of Jn. We also

remark that, similarly, by using Alexandov inequality (see, e.g. [2, Sect. 1.1.5]), the asymptotic

optimality of Jn also holds with respect to any quermassintegral/intrinsic volume, for example,

w.r.t. the surface area.

1.4. Outline of the proof of Theorem 1. Assume, to the contrary, that U is a minimal

universal cover whose volume is too small (smaller than claimed by Theorem 1). For an appro-

priately chosen radius r very close to rn =
√

n
2n+2

, we will construct a discrete set X ⊂ rBn

of diameter at most 1 which is not contained in any member of the family U consisting of all

congruent copies of U that intersect rBn. Although the family U is infinite, it admits a dis-

cretization in the following sense: there exists a finite family Uε of congruent copies of a small

“thickening” U + εBn such that every member of U is contained in some member of Uε; see

Theorem 7. So, it remains to construct the desired X which is not contained in any member

of Uε. The cardinality of Uε is quite large (bounded above by nn3
), but remains sufficiently

controlled for our argument.

The set X is then chosen probabilistically: we take a suitable number of random points in

rBn, and, if necessary, delete certain points to ensure that the resulting set X has diameter ≤ 1.

The probability that such a construction produces a set not covered by a fixed member of Uε

can be estimated in terms of Vol(U + εBn), which is very close to Vol(U); see Section 2.2. If

Vol(U) is too small, and since the cardinality of Uε is manageable, then such a set X must

exist.

In Section 2.3 we develop a general framework for these probabilistic constructions, providing

lower bounds on covering numbers by elements of a discrete family in terms of measurable

graphs. This framework generalizes the deletion method previously used in [1]. Its application

to our geometric setting is carried out in Section 2.4.

2. Proofs

2.1. Notations. Let µ be the rotation invariant probability measure on Sn−1, the unit sphere

in En, and let

C(x, α) := {y ∈ Sn−1 : x · y ≥ cosα}
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be the spherical cap of radius α centred at x ∈ Sn−1. We denote the measure of the spherical

cap of radius α by m(α) := µ(C(x, α)). By [5, Cor. 3.2], for α ∈ (0, π/2) we have

(1)
sinn−1 α√

2πn
< m(α) <

sinn−1 α√
2π(n− 1) cosα

.

We use | · | to denote the cardinality of a finite set, while ∥ · ∥ denotes the Euclidean norm.

2.2. Lemma about ε-thickening of a minimal universal cover. In each dimension, uni-

versal covers of minimal volume exist by [28, Th. 2]. To prove Theorem 1 we need the following

property.

Lemma 2. There is n0 such that for any n > n0, any universal cover U of minimal volume in

En and any 0 < ε < 1
55

we have

(2)
Vol(U + εBn)

Vol(U)
≤ 1 + ε · 55 · 5n .

While an estimate of the type (2) is natural to expect, U is not assumed to be convex which

causes certain additional difficulties. We also remark that only a rough estimate is needed and

the result does not contribute significantly in Theorem 1. We need the following two auxiliary

results for the proof of Theorem 2.

Lemma 3. For any measurable U ⊂ En, direction ρ ∈ Sn−1, and scalars 0 < h1 < h2, the set

T (ρ, h1, h2, U) := {x ∈ En : x+ tρ ∈ U for all t ∈ [h1, h2]}

satisfies

Vol(T (ρ, h1, h2, U) \ U) ≤ h1

h2 − h1

Vol(U).

Proof. It suffices to consider the case n = 1, as for larger n the inequality follows from the one-

dimensional case by considering restrictions to the lines with the direction ρ. Now assuming

n = 1 and ρ = 1, define Q = {x ∈ ∂U : [x, x+h2−h1] ⊂ U}. If Q is infinite, then Vol(U) = ∞
and the inequality is trivial. Otherwise, observe that

(T (1, h1, h2, U) \ U) ⊂
⋃
x∈Q

[x− h1, x],

so

Vol(T (ρ, h1, h2, U) \ U) ≤ h1|Q| = h1

h2 − h1

Vol

(⋃
x∈Q

[x, x+ h2 − h1]

)
≤ h1

h2 − h1

Vol(U). □

Let K(a, ξ, α, l) be the cone with apex a ∈ En, axis direction ξ ∈ Sn−1, height ℓ > 0, and

angle α ∈ (0, π/2):

K(a, ξ, α, ℓ) := {x ∈ En : ∥x− a∥ cosα ≤ (x− a) · ξ ≤ l}.
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Lemma 4. Suppose α ∈ (0, π/2) and ℓ > 0. For constants ε0 =
ℓ
3
tan α

2
cosα, c1 =

1
sinα/2

, c2 =
ℓ
3
, for any a ∈ En, ξ ∈ Sn−1, ρ ∈ C(ξ, α/2), 0 < ε < ε0, we have

a+ εBn ⊂ T (ρ, c1ε, c1ε+ c2, K(a, ξ, α, ℓ)).

Proof. For any 0 < ε < ε0, let Kε := K(a, ξ, α
2
, 2
3
ℓ) \ K(a, ξ, α

2
, ε cot α

2
) be the corresponding

“truncated cone” having half the angle of that of K(a, ξ, α, ℓ), the same axis and direction. It

is elementary to check that dist(Kε, ∂K(a, ξ, α, ℓ)) = ε. The required inclusion follows provided

a + tρ ∈ Kε whenever ρ ∈ C(ξ, α/2) and c1ε ≤ t ≤ c1ε + c2. Projecting on the direction of ξ,

we observe that for ρ ∈ C(ξ, α/2) we have a+ tρ ∈ Kε if ε cot
α
2
≤ t cos ρ ≤ 2

3
ℓ, in particular, if

c1ε ≤ t ≤ c1ε+ c2 (note c1ε <
ℓ
3
by the choice of ε0). □

Proof of Theorem 2. It is well-known that for any body W of constant width 1, the largest

inscribed ball and the smallest circumscribed ball have the same centre and the sum of their

radii is 1, see [30, Th. 3.4.1, p. 69]. By the Jung’s theorem [18], the radius of the circumball of

W is less than R := 1√
2
, so the radius of the inscribed ball is at least r := 1 − 1√

2
. Thus, by

convexity of W , for any x ∈ W , one can find ξ ∈ Sn−1 with K(x, ξ, α, r) ⊂ W and α = arcsin r
R
.

As sin(α/2) > 1/5, by standard sphere covering arguments ([5, Th. 1.1], (1)), for sufficiently

large n0 we can find a set X ⊂ Sn−1 of N = 5n directions (independent of W ) such that any

spherical cap of radius α/2 contains a direction from X. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 4

(with α = arcsin r
R

and ℓ = r) to obtain the following statement: for any body of constant

width 1 in En, any x ∈ W , and any 0 < ε < ε0, there exists ρ ∈ X such that

x+ εBn ⊂ T (ρ, c1ε, c1ε+ c2, K(x, ξ, α, r)) ⊆ T (ρ, c1ε, c1ε+ c2,W ).

Since any minimal universal cover U is the union of a family of bodies of constant width 1, the

above statement is true when W is replaced with U . Now we apply Theorem 3 for each ρ ∈ X

and obtain

Vol((U + εBn) \ U) ≤ N
c1ε

c2
Vol(U),

which concludes the proof after the constants are tracked. □

2.3. General lower bound on covering in terms of measurable graphs. We now give

a general probabilistic construction of cocliques in graphs that are hard to cover by sets from

a given finite family. A graph Γ is a pair (V,E) where E ⊆ V × V is the set of edges of Γ; we

always assume that Γ is unoriented, that is, (x, y) ∈ E if and only if (y, x) ∈ E. We will also

denote by ∆(V ) the diagonal {(v, v) : v ∈ V } ⊆ V × V .

Given a set Ω, a family Y of subsets of Ω, and X ⊂ Ω, we define the covering number as

N(X,Y) := min

{
|U| : X ⊂

⋃
Y ∈U

Y, U ⊂ Y
}
.

In other words, N(X,Y) is the minimal number of sets from Y needed to cover X.

Our key auxiliary result is the following lemma.
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Lemma 5. Let Γ = (V,E) be a graph and assume that V is equipped with a probability measure ν

satisfying (ν × ν)(∆(V )) = 0. Let Y be a finite family of measurable subsets of V . Assume

0 < p < 1
2
, M,k ∈ Z>0 and 1 ≤ k ≤ 1

2p
. If

ν(Y ) ≤ p for all Y ∈ Y ,(3)

|Y| ≤ 1

2
(2ekp)−

M
2k , and(4)

(ν × ν)(E) ≤ 1

2M
,(5)

then there exists a coclique X ⊂ V such that

|X| ≥ M/2 and N(X,Y) > k .

Informally, the lemma asserts that one can construct a sufficiently large coclique X in a

measurable graph Γ that is difficult to cover by members of Y . The sets in Y play the role

of potential “covering pieces”, and the assumptions require only that each such set is not too

“large” (3) and that the total number of these sets is controlled in a relatively “mild” way (4).

The edges of Γ encode an “undesirable” relation between vertices — one that we want to avoid

in our final set X. Thus, in order for a large coclique to exist, we require that the graph

does not contain “too many” edges (5). The construction itself is probabilistic: we begin by

randomly selecting M vertices of Γ, and then delete at most M/2 of them to remove all edges

among the chosen vertices, leaving a coclique of the desired size.

Proof of Theorem 5. Let z1, . . . , zM be i.i.d. random variables in V distributed with respect

to ν, and let Z = {z1, . . . , zM}. Since ∆(V ) has ν × ν measure 0, we have |Z| = M with

probability 1.

Next, for any Y ∈ Y the cardinality |Z ∩ Y | has binomial distribution Bi(M, p̃) where

p̃ = ν(Y ) ≤ p. Applying Chernoff’s bound [35, Th. 2.3.1] we have

P(|Z ∩ Y | ≥ M
2k
) < (2ekp)

M
2k .

Therefore, by the union bound, with probability > 1/2 we have |Z ∩ Y | < M
2k

for all Y ∈ Y .

Finally, since P((zi, zj) ∈ E) ≤ 1
2M

for all i < j, the expected number of edges in Z is at

most
(
M
2

)
1

2M
< M

4
. Then by Markov’s inequality with probability > 1/2 the number of edges in

Z is at most M/2, and so removing one vertex from each edge gives a coclique X with ≥ M/2

elements and with nonzero probability it satisfies |X ∩ Y | < M
2k

for all Y ∈ Y , completing the

proof. □

2.4. Volume bound for universal covers. Now we apply the general bound for our geo-

metric setting. Recall (see Section 2.1) that C(v, α) is the spherical cap of radius α centered

at v ∈ Sn−1, and m(α) is the measure of such a cap.
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Lemma 6. Let 0 < α < π/2, 0 < p < 1
2k
, k ∈ Z>0, and suppose that Y is a family of

measurable sets in En such that

Vol(Y ∩ rBn) ≤ pVol(rBn) for all Y ∈ Y .

If N(X,Y) ≤ k for any subset X ⊂ rBn with diam (X) < 2r cos(α/2), then

|Y| > 1

2
(2ekp)−1/(4m(α)k).

Proof. After rescaling we may assume that r = 1. We are going to apply Lemma 5 with V = Bn,

E = {(x, y) ∈ V 2 : ∥x− y∥ ≥ 2 cos(α/2)}, and ν(A) = Vol(A∩Bn)
Vol(Bn)

. The only thing that we need

is an estimate on the measure of E. We claim that for any x ∈ Bn

(6) ν({y ∈ Bn : ∥x− y∥ ≥ 2 cos(α/2)}) ≤ m(α).

Note that 2 cos(α/2) >
√
2, so (6) is trivial when x = 0. Assuming x ̸= 0, set v := −x/∥x∥.

Then for any y ∈ Bn satisfying ∥x− y∥ ≥ 2 cos(α/2), we have

−x · y ≥ 2 cos2(α/2)− ∥x∥2 + ∥y∥2

2
≥ cosα ≥ ∥x∥ cosα,

i.e., v·y ≥ cosα. This means that such y must belong to the convex hull of C(v, α), hence, to the

convex hull K of C(v, α) and the origin. It remains to observe that Vol(K) = m(α)Vol(Bn),

and (6) follows. This clearly implies that (ν × ν)(E) ≤ m(α). Now taking M = 1
2m(α)

in

Lemma 5 we complete the proof. □

Next we need a construction of an appropriate finite family of sets covering any congruent

copy of a given set in En. For ε > 0 and bounded X ⊂ En we will denote the ε-covering number

of X by N(X, ε) := N(X,Bε), where Bε is the collection of all closed balls of radius ε in En. In

other words, N(X, ε) denotes the size of the smallest ε-covering of X.

Lemma 7. Suppose D, ε > 0 and V ⊂ En is bounded. Then there exists a finite set T of

isometries of En with

|T | ≤ 2N(V, ε
2D

)(500D
ε

)
n(n−1)

2 ,

such that for any compact set K ⊂ En of diameter D containing the origin and any congruent

copy K ′ = AK + v with A ∈ O(n), v ∈ V , we have K ′ ⊆ g(Kε) for some g ∈ T , where

Kε = K + εBn is the ε-thickening of K.

Proof. Let G be the isometry group of En, with the metric d(f, g) = max∥x∥≤1 ∥f(x) − g(x)∥.
Note that for f, g ∈ G we have f(K) ⊆ g(Kε) provided ρ(f(K), g(K)) ≤ ε, where ρ is the

Hausdorff metric on compact subsets of En. Since K is contained in the ball of radius D, we

have ρ(f(K), g(K)) ≤ D·d(f, g). Note that any f ∈ G can be uniquely written as f(x) = Ax+v

with v = f(0) ∈ En and A ∈ O(n). Therefore, it suffices to take T to be an (ε/D)-covering in

the set G′ = {f ∈ G : f(0) ∈ V }.
For f(x) = Ax + v and g(x) = Bx + w, where A,B ∈ O(n) and v, w ∈ En, we have

d(f, g) ≤ ∥A−B∥op+∥v−w∥ with ∥·∥op denoting operator norm for matrices. By [34, Prop. 6]
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(see also [34, Cor. 4] for derivation of the constants) any minimal ε-net in O(n) has size at most

2(c/ε)
n(n−1)

2 , where c = 3πeπ < 220. Taking T consisting of f(x) = Ax+ v with A running over

an ε
2D

-net in O(n) and v over an ε
2D

-covering in V , we get the required bound on |T |. □

As a corollary, if V is a ball of radius R one can find T with |T | ≤ Rn(500D
ε

)
n(n+1)

2 .

Proof of Theorem 1. Assume that U is a universal cover in En of minimal volume, n ≥ n0. By

Lemma 2, if we take Uε = U + εBn with ε = 1
55·5n , we have

Vol(Uε) ≤ 2Vol(U) .

In the proof of [28, Th. 2], it is shown that diam (U) ≤ 2(1+vn)/vn, where vn = Vol((1− 1√
2
)Bn).

Therefore, as n ≥ n0, we get diam (U) < nn/2−1. Thus, applying Lemma 7 withK = U and V a

ball of radius nn/2 gives us a finite family T of isometries, with |T | ≤ n
n2(n+3)

4 (500
ε
)
n(n+1)

2 < 1
2
nn3

,

such that any isometric copy of U intersecting Bn is contained in g(Uε) for some g ∈ T .

Applying Lemma 6 with r < rn, cos(α/2) = 1
2r
, k = 1, and the family Y = {g(Uε) : g ∈

T} with T constructed as above (so |Y| < 1
2
nn3

), we get that for p = Vol(U)/Vol(rnBn),

Vol(Uε ∩ rBn) ≤ 2p(rn/r)
nVol(rBn), and so for all sufficiently large n

1

2
(4ep(rn/r))

−1/4m(α) ≤ |Y| < 1

2
nn3

,

or

(7) 4ep ≥ (r/rn)
nn−4m(α)n3

.

We choose α so that sin(α) = 1− λ logn
n

. Then a simple calculation shows that cos(α) ∼
√

2λ logn
n

,

(rn/r)
n ∼ exp(

√
(λ/2)n log n − 1

2
), and using (1) we get 4m(α) ≤ c1

nλ
√
logn

. Plugging these

estimates into (7) we obtain

p ≥ c2 exp(−
√

(λ/2)n log n− c1n
3−λ
√
log n) ,

so for any λ > 5/2 we get p ≫ exp(−
√

(λ/2)n log n), proving the claim. □
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