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Abstract
Bolsinov, Matveev, Miranda and Tabachnikov (Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A, 2018) asked to prove the

algebraic version of the Birkhoff conjecture for outer billiards on a non-Euclidean surface of constant
curvature. We observe that it follows from published theorems of A. Glutsyuk. Let γ be a simple
closed C4 curve with nowhere vanishing geodesic curvature on the sphere (inside a hemisphere) or
on the hyperbolic plane, realised as quadrics in R3. If the outer billiard about γ has a first integral
which is the restriction of a polynomial, or of a rational function, of the coordinates of R3, then
γ is a conic; conversely, conics have quadratic integrals. In the gnomonic and Klein models the
point reflection which defines the outer billiard is the projective involution of the tangent line fixing
the point of tangency and interchanging the points of the line on the absolute I. So the outer
billiard is an I-angular billiard in Glutsyuk’s sense (J. Eur. Math. Soc. 2021), and his theorem
on such billiards gives the polynomial case; his classification of rationally integrable dual billiards
(Invent. Math. 2026) gives a second proof, also for rational integrals. On the sphere the polynomial
case also follows, for C3 curves, from his theorem on polynomially integrable billiards through the
spherical duality. The theorems are Glutsyuk’s; the note contributes the identification and the
reduction, and we did not find the corollary stated in print. Algebraic non-rational integrals and
the smooth version are not treated. This is an unrefereed note.

1 Introduction
Bolsinov, Matveev, Miranda and Tabachnikov recall that outer billiards can be defined on the sphere
and the hyperbolic plane, and Problem 4.4 of [BMMT18] (numbered as in arXiv:1804.03737v2) asks
to “prove the algebraic version of Birkhoff conjecture for outer billiards” on a non-Euclidean surface
of constant curvature. The preceding paragraph of [BMMT18] fixes the meaning: a polynomial first
integral should force a conic, as in the polynomial Birkhoff conjecture for inner billiards, proved
also on surfaces of constant curvature [BM17b, BM17a, Glu21], and for outer billiards in the plane
[Tab08, GS18]. The source also recalls that on the sphere inner and outer billiards are conjugate
under the spherical duality, so on the sphere the question was within reach of [Glu21]. We show that
it follows from published theorems of Glutsyuk.

1.1 Setting

Let 〈x, y〉A := xTAy on R3. The sphere is Σ = S2 = {〈x, x〉A = 1} with A = I, and the hyperbolic
plane is Σ = H2 = {〈x, x〉A = −1, x3 > 0} with A = diag(1, 1,−1); we write ε := 〈P, P 〉A for P ∈ Σ,
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so ε = 1 on S2 and ε = −1 on H2. The metric of curvature ε is induced by 〈·, ·〉A; the geodesics are
the non-empty sections Σ ∩W by planes W 3 0. The projection π : R3 \ {0} → RP2 maps an open
hemisphere of S2 onto an affine chart (gnomonic model) and H2 onto the disc D = {[x] : 〈x, x〉A < 0}
(Klein model), and geodesics into lines. The absolute I := {[x] ∈ CP2 : 〈x, x〉A = 0} is a regular conic,
without real points for S2; for H2 its real points form ∂D.

Definition 1.1. (a) An oval is a simple closed curve γ ⊂ Σ of class C4 with nowhere vanishing
geodesic curvature, contained in an open hemisphere if Σ = S2. As π maps geodesics into lines, it
preserves the order of contact with tangent geodesics; so γ̄ := π(γ) is a closed C4 curve with nowhere
vanishing curvature in an affine chart, it bounds a strictly convex domain, and each tangent line of γ̄
meets γ̄ only at its point of tangency. Let Ω ⊂ Σ be the corresponding domain bounded by γ.

(b) Outer billiard map. For X ∈ Σ \ Ω near γ there are two geodesics through X tangent to γ;
let L be the one for which γ lies on the right when L is traversed from X to its point of tangency
P . Then T (X) is the point of L at the same distance from P as X, on the other side of P . We fix a
connected neighbourhood U of γ in Σ\Ω on which T is defined (the other side convention gives T−1).

(c) A rational first integral is a quotient F = F1/F2 of polynomials in x1, x2, x3 such that F2 has
no zero on U , F1(TX)F2(X) = F1(X)F2(TX) for X ∈ U , and F is not constant on U ; a polynomial
first integral if F2 = 1. (A polynomial in the coordinates of the gnomonic, Klein or Poincaré model
is such a rational function, and Tabachnikov’s algebraic integrability [Tab08] gives a polynomial first
integral.)

(d) A conic in Σ is Σ∩ {〈Bx, x〉 = 0} with B real symmetric of rank 3 and not proportional to A
(on S2 also each of its two antipodal components).

1.2 Result

Theorem 1.2. Let Σ ∈ {S2,H2} and let γ be an oval in Σ. If the outer billiard map about γ has a
polynomial first integral, or more generally a rational first integral, then γ is a conic in Σ.

Proposition 1.3. Conversely, let γ = Σ ∩ {〈Bx, x〉 = 0} (on S2 one of its two components) be a
conic which is an oval. Then F (x) := 〈Bx, x〉 is a polynomial first integral of the outer billiard map
about γ, and in the chart the invariant curves are the conics of the pencil spanned by γ̄ and I.

In the chart, the reflection defining T is the I-angular symmetry of [Glu21, Definition 2.4]
(Lemma 2.1); a polynomial integral gives a rational function with poles on I invariant under these
symmetries (Lemma 3.2), and [Glu21, Theorem 1.25] applies (Section 4.1); [Glu26b, Theorem 1.16]
gives a second proof, also for rational integrals (Section 4.2); on the sphere [Glu21, Theorem 1.6]
applies through the duality (Proposition 4.2). The theorems are Glutsyuk’s; the note contributes the
identification and the reduction, which is what the hyperbolic plane needs: there the dual of an inner
billiard lives on the de Sitter surface [BM17a]. Algebraic non-rational integrals, C2 or C3 ovals on
H2 and the smooth version are not treated (Section 6).

2 The outer billiard map as an I-angular billiard
For P ∈ Σ let P⊥ := {y ∈ R3 : 〈y, P 〉A = 0}, and define the linear map

ρP (x) := 2ε 〈x, P 〉A P − x (x ∈ R3). (1)

In the terminology of [Glu21, Definition 2.2], ρP is the pseudo-symmetry with respect to the line RP .
We write P̄ := π(P ) and σP̄ for the projective transformation of RP2 (and of CP2) induced by ρP .
In the chart {x3 = 1} (for S2 we rotate so that γ ⊂ {x3 > 0}) we use z = (x1/x3, x2/x3); then
〈(z, 1), (z, 1)〉A = Q(z) with Q(z) := |z|2 + ε, and I ∩ {x3 6= 0} = {Q = 0}.
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Lemma 2.1. Let P ∈ Σ. (a) ρP is an involution and an isometry of 〈·, ·〉A; it fixes P , acts as −1 on
P⊥, satisfies 〈ρPX,P 〉A = 〈X,P 〉A, and maps Σ onto Σ. (b) Let V ∈ P⊥ with 〈V, V 〉A = 1 (a unit
tangent vector of Σ at P ), and let x(t) = P cos t+V sin t for S2, resp. x(t) = P cosh t+V sinh t for H2,
be the unit-speed geodesic through P with velocity V . Then ρP (x(t)) = x(−t). In particular, if X lies
on the tangent geodesic LP of γ at P ∈ γ, and LP is the geodesic selected for X in Definition 1.1(b),
then T (X) = ρP (X). (c) σP̄ fixes P̄ and every line through P̄ , and it fixes the polar line π(P⊥) of P̄
pointwise. On every line L through P̄ which is not tangent to I it interchanges the two points of L∩I;
on a line tangent to I it fixes the point of tangency. Thus σP̄ is the I-angular symmetry with centre P̄
of [Glu21, Definition 2.4]. (d) If P̄ = z0 lies in the chart and w ∈ R2, then σP̄ (z0 + tw) = z0 + µ(t)w
with

µ(t) = − ct

c+ bt
, c := Q(z0), b := 2 z0 · w, (2)

and Q(z0+µ(t)w) (c+bt)2 = c2Q(z0+tw). The map µ is an involution with µ(0) = 0 and µ′(0) = −1.

Proof. (a) As 〈P, P 〉A = ε 6= 0, R3 = RP ⊕ P⊥ orthogonally, and ρP is +1 on RP and −1 on P⊥;
so it is an involutive isometry and 〈ρPX,P 〉A = 〈ρPX, ρPP 〉A = 〈X,P 〉A. It preserves {〈x, x〉A = ε},
fixes P , and by continuity maps the component Σ onto itself. (b) 〈x, x〉A = ε, 〈x′, x′〉A = 1, x(t) ∈
Σ ∩ (RP + RV ), and ρP (x(t)) = P cos t− V sin t = x(−t) (resp. with cosh, sinh): ρP maps the point
of LP at signed distance t from P to the point at signed distance −t, as T does. (c) A line through P̄
is π(W ) with W = RP ⊕Ry, y ∈ P⊥; so ρP (W ) = W , and in coordinates x = aP + by, ρP is b 7→ −b
and 〈x, x〉A = εa2 + 〈y, y〉A b2. If 〈y, y〉A 6= 0, the two points b/a = ±(−ε/〈y, y〉A)1/2 of π(W ) ∩ I
are interchanged; if 〈y, y〉A = 0, the line touches I at the fixed point π(y). (d) Let P̂ := (z0, 1) and
Y := (z0 + tw, 1). Since ρP depends only on RP , ρP (Y ) = 2〈Y, P̂ 〉AP̂ /〈P̂ , P̂ 〉A − Y with 〈P̂ , P̂ 〉A = c
and 〈Y, P̂ 〉A = c+ bt/2, so ρP (Y ) = c+bt

c P̂ − t(w, 0) = c+bt
c (z0 + µ(t)w, 1); the identity for Q follows

from 〈ρPY, ρPY 〉A = 〈Y, Y 〉A = Q(z0 + tw).

So in the chart the outer billiard map is z 7→ σP̄ (z), and (σP̄ )P̄∈γ̄ is a dual billiard structure on γ̄
[Glu26b, Definition 1.6] made of I-angular symmetries. (For H2: in the Klein model, reflecting a chord
in one of its points fixes that point and swaps the ends.) Statement (c) is [Glu21, Proposition 2.5] for
ρP ; there it serves the dual picture of inner billiards.

3 Descent to a rational integral on the projective plane
In this section γ is an oval and F = F1/F2 a rational first integral (Definition 1.1). For P ∈ γ let VP

be a unit tangent vector of γ at P , WP := RP + RVP , and

QP := {x ∈ WP : 〈x, x〉A = ε} = {aP + bVP : εa2 + b2 = ε}.

For S2, QP is the tangent great circle LP ; for H2, QP = LP ∪ (−LP ), where −LP lies on the lower
sheet −H2.

Lemma 3.1. For every P ∈ γ the polynomial ΦP (x) := F1(ρPx)F2(x) − F1(x)F2(ρPx) vanishes
on QP .

Proof. In the chart, γ̄ lies on one side of its tangent line at P̄ and touches it only at P̄ ; so LP meets
γ only at P , and LP \ {P} lies outside Ω. For X ∈ LP close to P , LP is one of the two tangent
geodesics through X, and it is the one selected in Definition 1.1(b) exactly when X lies on a fixed
one of the two arcs of LP \ {P} next to P . Let J be such an arc, short enough to lie in U . For X ∈ J ,
T (X) = ρP (X) by Lemma 2.1(b), so ΦP (X) = 0. In the coordinates x = aP + bVP , the restriction
of ΦP to WP is a polynomial in (a, b) which vanishes at the infinitely many points of J on the conic
εa2 + b2 = ε. This conic is non-degenerate, hence irreducible over C, and by Bézout’s theorem ΦP

vanishes on all of it.
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For a polynomial G write G±(x) := 1
2(G(x)±G(−x)) for its even and odd parts, and put s(x) :=

ε〈x, x〉A, so that s = 1 on Σ̃ := {〈x, x〉A = ε} = Σ∪(−Σ) and the zero set of s in CP2 is I. For an even
polynomial G =

∑
k Gk (Gk homogeneous of degree k, k even) and an integer m with 2m ≥ degG let

G̃ :=
∑
k

Gk s
(2m−k)/2, RG := G̃/sm. (3)

Then G̃ is homogeneous of degree 2m, and G̃ − G is divisible by s − 1, so G̃ = G on Σ̃. Thus RG

is homogeneous of degree 0, that is, a rational function on RP2 (and CP2) whose poles lie on I, and
RG(πx) = G(x) for x ∈ Σ̃. Two homogeneous polynomials of the same degree which agree on Σ̃ agree
on the cone RΣ̃, which is open in R3; so G̃ is unique, and G̃H = G̃ H̃.

Lemma 3.2. Let F be a polynomial first integral, F = F+ + F−, and R+ := RF+, R− := R(F−)2.
(a) For every P ∈ γ, R± ◦ σP̄ = R± on the line LP̄ := π(WP ), as rational functions on this line. (b)
At least one of R+, R− is not constant. (c) Each of R+, R− is constant on γ̄.

Proof. (a) The map −Id commutes with ρP and preserves QP . Lemma 3.1 at x and at −x gives
F (ρPx) = F (x) and F (−ρPx) = F (−x) for x ∈ QP , hence F±(ρPx) = F±(x) and (F−)2(ρPx) =
(F−)2(x). (For H2 this uses the second branch −LP of QP ; this is why Lemma 3.1 is stated on all
of QP .) For x ∈ QP ⊂ Σ̃ we get R+(σP̄πx) = R+(πρPx) = F+(ρPx) = F+(x) = R+(πx). The
restrictions of R+ and of R+ ◦ σP̄ to LP̄ are rational functions of one variable (s does not vanish
identically on WP , as s(P ) = 1), and they agree on the infinite set π(QP ) (the whole line for S2,
the chord LP̄ ∩ D for H2); so they are equal. The same argument applies to R−. (b) If R+ ≡ c1
and R− ≡ c2, then F+ = c1 and (F−)2 = c2 on Σ; then F− is a continuous function with values in
{±√

c2} on the connected surface Σ, hence constant, and F would be constant on Σ ⊃ U . (c) Let
R ∈ {R+, R−}, P̄ ∈ γ̄, let w be a tangent vector of γ̄ at P̄ , and f(t) := R(P̄ + tw); R is regular at P̄ ,
since P̄ /∈ I. By (a) and Lemma 2.1(d), f(µ(t)) = f(t) near t = 0, with µ(0) = 0 and µ′(0) = −1; so
f ′(0) = −f ′(0) = 0. The derivative of R along γ̄ vanishes, and γ̄ is connected.

4 Proof of the theorem

4.1 Polynomial integrals, through I-angular billiards

We recall [Glu21, Definition 2.10 and Theorem 1.25]. Let I ⊂ CP2 be a conic (regular, or a pair of
distinct lines) and let Γ ⊂ CP2 be an irreducible algebraic curve which is neither a line nor I. One says
that Γ generates a rationally integrable I-angular billiard if there is a non-constant rational function
G on CP2 with poles contained in I such that for every C ∈ Γ\I the restriction of G to the projective
tangent line of Γ at C is invariant under the I-angular symmetry with centre C. Theorem 1.25 of
[Glu21] states that every such curve Γ is a conic.

Lemma 4.1. Let F be a polynomial first integral, let R = N/sm be a non-constant one of the
functions R± of Lemma 3.2, and let Γ ⊂ CP2 be an irreducible algebraic curve, neither a line nor I,
which contains an open arc J of γ̄. Then Γ generates a rationally integrable I-angular billiard with
integral R.

Proof. The poles of R lie on I. For C ∈ C3 with 〈C,C〉A 6= 0 let ρ̂C(y) := 2〈y, C〉AC − 〈C,C〉A y;
its projectivization is the I-angular symmetry with centre [C] (the proof of Lemma 2.1(c) works
over C), and 〈ρ̂Cy, ρ̂Cy〉A = 〈C,C〉2A〈y, y〉A. So, where s(y) 6= 0, R(ρ̂Cy) = R(y) if and only if
H(C, y) := N(ρ̂Cy)− 〈C,C〉2mA N(y) = 0. Let f be the homogeneous equation of Γ and Γ◦ the set of
smooth points [C] of Γ with 〈C,C〉A 6= 0 and C · C 6= 0; it is cofinite, as Γ is neither I nor the conic
{x ·x = 0}, which has no real points. For [C] ∈ Γ◦, v(C) := ∇f(C)×C is not zero (by Euler’s identity
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∇f(C) · C = 0, and ∇f(C) ∈ CC would give C · C = 0), and C, v(C) span the tangent line at [C].
The coefficients of (λ, ν) 7→ H(C, λC + νv(C)) are homogeneous polynomials in C; by Lemma 3.2(a)
they vanish on the infinite set J ∩ Γ◦, where the tangent lines of Γ and γ̄ agree, hence on Γ (Bézout).
At the finitely many other points of Γ \ I the tangent line of each local branch is a limit of tangent
lines at points of Γ◦, and H is continuous.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 for polynomial first integrals. Let R = N/sm be a non-constant one of R±
(Lemma 3.2(b)), and r0 its value on γ̄ (Lemma 3.2(c)). Then γ̄ lies on the algebraic curve Z :=
{N − r0s

m = 0}; note that N − r0s
m 6≡ 0.

Step 1. The set E of points of γ̄ lying on two different irreducible components of Z is finite. Each
connected component J of γ̄ \E is covered by the sets J ∩Γ, Γ a component of Z, which are closed in
J and pairwise disjoint; so J lies in one component ΓJ . It is not a line, as γ̄ has non-zero curvature,
and ΓJ 6= I, as γ̄ ∩ I = ∅ (for H2, γ̄ lies in the open disc D).

Step 2. By Lemma 4.1 and [Glu21, Theorem 1.25], ΓJ is a conic, and a non-degenerate one, being
irreducible and not a line.

Step 3 (pasting). Let P̄ ∈ E, and let C ′ and C ′′ be the conics containing the arcs of γ̄ \E on the
two sides of P̄ . In affine coordinates in which the tangent of γ̄ at P̄ is horizontal, γ̄ is near P̄ the
graph of a C4 function g, and C ′, C ′′ are graphs of analytic functions g′, g′′, with g = g′ on one side
of the abscissa x0 of P̄ and g = g′′ on the other. As g is of class C4, g′(k)(x0) = g(k)(x0) = g′′(k)(x0)
for k ≤ 4; so C ′ and C ′′ meet at P̄ with multiplicity at least 5. Two different conics meet with total
multiplicity 4, hence C ′ = C ′′. Therefore γ̄ lies on a single non-degenerate conic C.

Step 4. The real points of C form a topological circle, which contains the closed embedded curve
γ̄; hence γ̄ is all of it. Write C = π({〈Bx, x〉 = 0}) with B real symmetric of rank 3. For H2, π maps
H2 bijectively onto D ⊃ γ̄, so γ = H2∩{〈Bx, x〉 = 0}; for S2, S2∩{〈Bx, x〉 = 0} = γ ∪ (−γ). Finally
B is not proportional to A, since C 6= I.

4.2 Rational integrals, through dual billiards

We recall [Glu26b, Definitions 1.6, 1.12, Theorem 1.16] (numbering of arXiv:2112.07056v4). A dual
billiard structure on a curve γ̄ ⊂ RP2 is a family of non-trivial projective involutions σP̄ of the
tangent lines LP̄ fixing P̄ ; it is rationally integrable if some non-constant rational function R satisfies
R ◦ σP̄ = R on LP̄ for all P̄ . By [Glu26b, Theorem 1.16], a non-linear C4 germ of curve in R2 ⊂ RP2

with such a structure is a conic.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 for rational first integrals. Write F = N/D with N(x) := F1(x)F2(−x) and the
even polynomial D(x) := F2(x)F2(−x). Neither factor of D vanishes identically on Σ (F2 6= 0 on
U , and if F2 vanished on −Σ it would vanish on its Zariski closure Σ̃ ⊃ Σ), so D 6≡ 0 on Σ. Let
F± := N±/D, so F±(x) = 1

2(F (x)± F (−x)) where D(x) 6= 0. Lemma 3.1 holds as stated, and as in
Lemma 3.2(a), F±(ρPx) = F±(x) for x ∈ QP with D(x)D(ρPx) 6= 0. Homogenizing N+ and D, and
(N−)2 and D2, to common degrees by (3), let R+ := Ñ+/D̃ and R− := (̃N−)2/D̃ 2; so R+ ◦ π = F+

and R− ◦π = (F−)2 on Σ̃\{D = 0}. As D̃ 6= 0 has finitely many linear factors and the planes WP are
pairwise different, the set E of P ∈ γ for which the linear form of WP divides D̃ is finite. For P /∈ E,
D has only finitely many zeros on the irreducible conic QP (otherwise D̃ = D would vanish on QP ,
hence on the cone RQP , which contains an open subset of WP ), and the argument of Lemma 3.2(a)
gives R± ◦σP̄ = R± on LP̄ . If R+ ≡ c1 and R− ≡ c2, the continuous function F takes only the values
c1 ±

√
c2 on the dense subset U \ {D = 0} of the connected set U , so it is constant on U . Let R be

a non-constant one of R±. For P̄0 ∈ γ̄ \ π(E), the germ of γ̄ at P̄0 is C4, non-linear and in an affine
chart, and the dual billiard structure (σP̄ ) is rationally integrable on it with integral R. By [Glu26b,
Theorem 1.16] the germ lies on a conic, non-degenerate since the germ is not in a line. Conics sharing
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an arc coincide, so each arc of γ̄ \ π(E) lies on one non-degenerate conic, and Steps 3 and 4 above
conclude.

For F2 = 1 this is a second proof of the polynomial case; it does not need Lemma 4.1.

4.3 The sphere, through the spherical duality

Proposition 4.2. Let γ ⊂ S2 be a closed embedded curve of class C3 with nowhere vanishing geodesic
curvature, contained in an open hemisphere. If the outer billiard map about γ has a polynomial first
integral, then γ is a conic.

Proof. Here A = I, ε = 1. Definition 1.1(b),(c) and Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 apply to γ: their proofs
use only that γ is of class C2 with nowhere vanishing geodesic curvature. Let P (s) be an arc-length
parametrization of γ, V = P ′, and κ the geodesic curvature, so V ′ = −P + κP × V . The dual curve
γ∗ of the poles P ∗ := P × V of the tangent great circles satisfies (P × V )′ = −κV ; classically, it is a
C2 oval (in the hemisphere {〈x, o〉 > 0} or {〈x, o〉 < 0} for o inside Ω), bounding a convex domain Ω∗,
and its tangent great circle at P ∗ is P⊥. So at Q := P ∗ the reflection of velocities is the restriction of
ϱ(x) := x− 2〈x, P 〉P to TQS

2 = Q⊥ = WP , and for v ∈ TQS
2 the pole Q× v ∈ WP of the great circle

through Q with velocity v satisfies, as ϱ(Q) = Q, Q×ϱ(v) = det(ϱ) ϱ(Q×v) = ρP (Q×v). Let G := F̃+

if F+ is not constant on S2, and G := (̃F−)2 otherwise. By the proof of Lemma 3.2, G is not constant
on S2 and G◦ρP = G on QP = LP , hence on WP by homogeneity. So Φ(q, v) := G(q×v), polynomial
in the velocity, is invariant under the geodesic flow (the moment q× v is constant along great circles)
and under the reflections at γ∗, and it is not constant on the unit vectors over Ω∗, which (q, v) 7→ q×v
maps onto an open set. The billiard in Ω∗ is thus polynomially integrable [Glu21, Definition 1.1]; by
[Glu21, Theorem 1.6] γ∗ is a conic, and so is its dual γ [Glu21, Proposition 2.13].

This is the duality of [BMMT18, Section 4.2] (see also [BM17a], [Glu22, Remark 1.12]); for H2 it
leads to the de Sitter surface [BM17a], and this route is not available.

5 Conics
Proof of Proposition 1.3. Let P ∈ γ, V = VP . Differentiating 〈BP,P 〉 = 0 along γ gives 〈BP, V 〉 = 0,
so for x = aP + bV ∈ WP , 〈Bx, x〉 = b2〈BV, V 〉, which is invariant under ρP (aP + bV ) = aP − bV ;
hence F ◦T = F . If 〈Bx, x〉 = c on an open subset of Σ, then 〈(B−εcA)x, x〉 vanishes on an open subset
of the open cone RΣ, and B = εcA, which is excluded. In the chart let C(z) := 〈B(z, 1), (z, 1)〉. For
P̄ = z0 ∈ γ̄ and a tangent vector w, C(z0+ tw) = t2C2(w) (C2 the quadratic part), and Lemma 2.1(d)
gives, for every λ, (C − λQ)(z0 + µw)(c+ bt)2 = c2(C − λQ)(z0 + tw). So σP̄ is the involution which
the conics of the pencil spanned by γ̄ and I cut out on the tangent line (Desargues), and C/Q is an
integral.

This is the conical pencil type of [Glu26b, Theorem 1.16] (Tabachnikov’s observation, [Glu26b,
Example 1.14]). A geodesic circle {〈x, c〉A = const}, c ∈ Σ, also has the linear integral 〈x, c〉A:
〈ρPx, c〉A − 〈x, c〉A = 2(ε〈c, P 〉A〈x, P 〉A − 〈x, c〉A) vanishes at x = P and at x = VP , hence on WP .

6 Remarks
C4 is used only in [Glu26b, Theorem 1.16] and in Step 3 of Section 4.1. In the Euclidean plane
the point reflection is the central symmetry, which corresponds to the line at infinity counted twice,
excluded in [Glu21, Definition 2.4]; the planar case is the theorem of Glutsyuk and Shustin [GS18]

6



(Tabachnikov [Tab08] under a non-degeneracy assumption). Not covered: (i) algebraic, non-rational
first integrals (for dual billiards the source asks this in its Problem 4.5(ii)); (ii) ovals of class C2 or
C3 on H2; (iii) the smooth version, a neighbourhood of γ foliated by closed invariant curves without
an algebraic integral, which even in the plane is posed as a question in [BFG+22]. For dual billiards
with such a foliation and a rational integral (Problem 4.5(i) of [BMMT18]) Glutsyuk proved that the
curve and the leaves are conics of a pencil [Glu26b, Theorem 1.11].

Verification. The result was first obtained with the proof of Section 4.2. Two independent ver-
ification runs, both AI-assisted, followed, each with its own programs. The first re-derived every
step, found the route through [Glu21, Theorem 1.25], computed T from its definition on S2 and H2

(agreement with ρP within 2.5 · 10−15), and found exactly the invariant homogeneous polynomials of
degree ≤ 6 along germs (for two non-conic germs only the powers of 〈x, x〉A). The second computed T
in 50-digit arithmetic (agreement within 10−49), showed by exact linear algebra that up to degree 14
the invariant polynomials are those of the pencil for conic germs and the powers of 〈x, x〉A for three
non-conic germs, ran controls, and observed the route through [Glu21, Theorem 1.6]. They found no
gap and required corrections of the account of the literature and the condition rankB = 3, which
were made.

A third independent verification run, also AI-assisted, examined the text of this note. It compared
the statement with the TeX source of [BMMT18] (v2), and the definitions and theorems quoted here
with [Glu21] (published version), [Glu26b] (arXiv v4), [Glu22] (arXiv v2) and [BM17a]; it re-derived all
proofs line by line, in particular Lemma 4.1, which had been added after the first two runs, checked
the hypotheses of [Glu21, Theorems 1.25 and 1.6] and [Glu26b, Theorem 1.16], and repeated the
literature search. Its exact program (114 checks) verifies Lemma 2.1 over C, including the harmonic
position of the two points of a line on I with respect to the two fixed points, the algebra of the proof
of Lemma 4.1 (for integrals of a conic the invariance holds at all its complex points, and on a cubic it
fails), Proposition 1.3, the descent of an integral with even and odd parts and the duality identities.
Its program in 40-digit arithmetic computes T from its definition on S2 and H2 for a conic and a
non-conic oval; in the chart, T agrees within 2 · 10−41 with the involution constructed directly from
[Glu21, Definition 2.4], which fixes the centre and interchanges the two points of the line on I. It ran
the programs of the package again from the archive and reproduced all recorded outputs. It found
no mathematical error and required seven corrections of the text and of the package, which were
made; among them are the date, the version of [Glu22] whose numbering is used, one sentence of the
abstract, two sentences of the account of the literature and a remark on regularity in the proof of
Proposition 4.2.

The exact program of this note, check_note.py, verifies Lemma 2.1, the identities of Proposi-
tion 1.3, the homogenization, the descended integrals on two examples and the duality identity (71
checks). No proof depends on a computation.

Scope and priority. The note answers Problem 4.4 of [BMMT18] in the reading of its source
(polynomial integrals), and for rational integrals, for ovals of class C4 (C3 on the sphere for poly-
nomial integrals). The question is due to Bolsinov, Matveev, Miranda and Tabachnikov. The the-
orems which carry the proof are Glutsyuk’s ([Glu21, Theorems 1.25 and 1.6], completing work of
Bialy and Mironov [BM17b, BM17a], and [Glu26b, Theorem 1.16]); the spherical duality is clas-
sical [BMMT18, BM17a, Glu22], and Proposition 1.3 is Tabachnikov’s observation [Glu26b, Ex-
ample 1.14]. The note contributes the identification with I-angular billiards, the reduction (Lem-
mas 3.1, 3.2 and 4.1) and the write-up of a corollary; we claim no priority. We did not find this
corollary stated in print. Sources searched: [BMMT18]; Glutsyuk’s papers on integrable billiards
[Glu21, Glu26b, Glu24, Glu26c, Glu26a, Glu22, GS18] and his minicourse abstract [Glu] (planar,
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dual and projective billiards); [BM17b, BM17a, BM18, BM25, Tab08, Tab02, BFG+22]; arXiv, Cross-
ref, zbMATH Open, Semantic Scholar (partly rate-limited) and OpenAlex, including the lists of works
citing [Glu21] and [Glu26b], and four web searches, on 16–17 October 2026. There, outer billiards on
S2 and H2 appear only through the duality and, for other questions, for example in [Tab02, Glu22].
A search that finds nothing is not a proof of novelty. We read [Glu21] in the published version (its
numbering agrees with arXiv:1706.04030v7), [Glu26b] in arXiv version v4 and [Glu22] in arXiv version
v2, whose numbering we use (the journal versions were not compared), [BMMT18] in arXiv version
v2 and [BM17a] in arXiv version v1; the proofs of the cited theorems were not checked.

AI-assisted tools were used to search the problem corpus and the literature, to find the arguments,
to write and run the verification programs, and to help prepare this manuscript. The author has
reviewed the proofs, the computations and the sources and is responsible for all claims. The note has
not been peer reviewed.
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