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THE POWER OF PYRAMID DECOMPOSITION IN NORMALIZ
WINFRIED BRUNS, BOGDAN ICHIM, AND CHRISTOF ©GER

ABSTRACT. We describe the use of pyramid decomposition in Normalénfaware tool
for the computation of Hilbert bases and enumerative datatiafnal cones and affine
monoids. Pyramid decomposition in connection with effitfgarallelization and stream-
lined evaluation of simplicial cones has enabled Normaljrbcess triangulations of size
~ 5-10" that arise in the computation of Hilbert series related tmbimatorial voting
theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

Normaliz is a software tool for the computation of Hilbersba and enumerative data
of rational cones and affine monoids. In the 14 years of itsterce it has found numerous
applications; for example, see Bogart, Raymond and ThoBlaLfaw, Maclagan and
Thomas[[10], Kappl, Ratz and Staudt [17] or Sturmfels andkéfe[22]. Normaliz is
used in polymake [16] and Regirid [9].

The mathematics of the very first version was described irgl@j the ideas leading to
version 2.2 (2009) are contained|in [6]. In this article wenwa document the most recent
developmeirttthat has extended the scope of Normaliz by several orderaghitude.

From the very beginning Normaliz has used lexicograph@ntyulations. (It also con-
tains a triangulation free Hilbert basis algorithm; se€g.[@]exicographic triangulations
are essentially characterized by being incremental indbh@¥ing sense. Suppose that the
coneC is generated by vectors, ..., x, € R4 and se€C; =R, x; +---+R %, i =0,...,n.
Then the lexicographic triangulatigw(for the ordered system, . .., x,) restricts to a tri-
angulation ofC; for i = 0,...,n. Lexicographic triangulations are easy to compute, and
go very well with Fourier-Motzkin elimination that compstthe support hyperplanes of
C by successive extension froGyto G, 1, 1 =0,...,n— 1. The triangulation\; of C; is
extended te&; 1 by all simplicial cones= + R, X, 1 whereF € A; is visible fromx; 1.

As simple as the computation of the lexicographic triantyoitais, the algorithm in
the naive form just described has two related drawbackon@) must storé\; and this
becomes very difficult for sizes 10?; (ii) in order to find the facetF that are visible from
X1 We must match the simplicial cones/M with the support hyperplanes Gf that are
visible fromx;, 1. While (i) is a pure memory problem, (ii) quickly leads to iogsible
computation times.

Pyramid decompositiois the basic idea that has enabled Normaliz to compute dimen-
sion 24 triangulations of sizes 5- 10 in acceptable time on standard multiprocessor
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systems such as SUN xFire 4450 or Dell PowerEdge R910. bhstiegoing for the lex-
icographic triangulation directly, we first decompd3énto the pyramids generated by
Xi+1 and the facets of; that are visible fromx, 1,1 =0,...,n—1. These pyramids (of
level 0) are then decomposed into pyramids of level 1 etc.|&\the level 0 decomposi-
tion need not be a polyhedral subdivision in the strict sgoyg@amid decomposition stops
after finitely many iterations at the lexicographic triatagion (see Section 2).

Pure pyramid decomposition is extremely memory friendly,its computation times
are even more forbidding than those of pure lexicograpaagulation since too many
Fourier-Motzkin eliminations become necessary, and arathof them are inevitably
wasted. That Normaliz can nevertheless cope with extretagle triangulations relies
on a well balanced combination of both strategies that wkneuin Sectior B.

In Sectior_ 4 we describe the steps by which Normaliz evaduhte simplicial cones in
the triangulation for the computation of Hilbert bases,uvoés and Hilbert series. The
evaluation almost always takes significantly more time tientriangulation. Therefore
it must be streamlined as much as possible. For the Hilbeessiormaliz uses a Stanley
decomposition[21]. That it can be found efficiently reliesaally on an idea of Koppe
and Verdoolaege [18].

We document the scope of Normaliz’ computations in Sectlo@&r main examples
come from combinatorial voting theory that we found in Sthénn’s paper [20]. The de-
sire to master the Hilbert series computations asked f@Ghyas an important stimulus
in the recent development of Normaliz.

For Hilbert basis computations pyramid decomposition h&asrther and sometimes
tremendous advantage: one can avoid the triangulatiorogktpyramids for which it is
a priori clear that they will not supply new candidates far Hilbert basis. This observa-
tion, on which the contribution of the authors to [5] is badeidgered the use of pyramid
decomposition as a general principle. See Remark 8 for adiseussion and Section 5.5
for data of computations.

Itis an important aspect of pyramid decomposition thatveig/ parallelization friendly
since the pyramids can be treated independently of each dtleemaliz uses OpenMP
for shared memory systems. Needless to say that triangungatf the size mentioned
above can hardly be reached in serial computation.

2. LEXICOGRAPHIC TRIANGULATION AND PYRAMID DECOMPOSITION

Consider vectorsy, ..., X, € R9. For Normaliz these must be integral vectors, but
integrality is irrelevant in this section. We want to comgattriangulation of the cone

C=conéxy,...,.Xn) =Rixg+---+Ryxy

with rays throughxy,...,xn. Such a triangulation is a polyhedral subdivisionGinto
simplicial subconeg generated by linearly independent subsetsS®f. .., xn}.
For a triangulatiork of a coneC and a subcon€’ we set

s|IC'={onC':0€Z, dmonC' =dimC'}.
In generalZ|C’ need not be a triangulation 6f, but it is so ifC’ is a face ofC.

The lexicographic(or placing) triangulation/A(Xy,...,%n) of congx,...,X,) can be
defined recursively as follows: (i) the triangulation of thero cone is the trivial one,
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(i) A(Xq,...,Xn) is given by
A(Xg,. .., Xn) = N\(Xg,. .., X—1) U{con€a,xn) : 0 € A(Xq,...,Xn—1) Visible fromxn}

whereo is visiblefrom xp if X, ¢ condXxy,...,X,—1) and the line segmenty, y| for every
pointy of o intersects cones,...,X,—1) only iny. Note that a polyhedral complex is
always closed under the passage to faces, and the definiiove dakes care of it. In
the algorithms below a polyhedral subdivision can alwaysapeesented by its maximal
faces which for convex full dimensional polyhedra are tHedimensional cones in the
subdivision. For simplicial subdivisions of cones one udfaeourse that the face structure
is completely determined by set theory: every sulisef the set of generators spans a
conical face of dimensiolE|.

We state some useful properties of lexicographic triartgaria:

Proposition 1. With the notation introduced, let & congXxg, ..., %) and/Aj = A(xq,. ..,
xj)fori=1,....n.

(1) An is the unique triangulation of C with rays through, x. ., X, that restricts to a
triangulation of G fori = 1,...,n and satisfied\|C; = A|Ci_1 if C; =Ci_1.

(2) For every face F of C the restrictiofd|F is the lexicographic triangulatioi(x;,,

5 Xi) Where{xX;,,.... X, } =FN{xq,....xa}and i < --- <im.

(3) If dimC; > dimGCi_1, thenA\ = A(X1, ..., X—2,X, X -1, X+1, - - -, Xn)-

(4) A = N(Xig, -5 Xigs Xj1» - -5 Xj,_4) Where(i,...,iq) is the lexicographic smallest
index vector of a rank d subset ff1,...,xp} and j; < --- < jn_q lists the com-
plementary indices.

Proof. (1) By construction it is clear th&t,, satisfies the properties of which we claim that
they determiné\ uniquely. On the other hand, the extensiom\pf; to a triangulation of
Ci is uniquely determined if one does not introduce furthesrdkie triangulation of the
partV of the boundary o€;_1 that is visible fromx; has to coincide with the restriction
of Ai_1toV.

(2) One easily checks thatF satisfies the conditions in (1) that charactelds;,, . . .,
Xirm)-

(3) It is enough to check the claim for= n. Then the only critical point for the
conditions in (1) is whetheA(Xy,...,Xn—2,%n, Xn—1) restricts toC,_1. But this is the
case sinc€,_; is a facet oC if dimC > dimC,,_.

(4) follows by repeated application of (3). O

In the following we will assume that is full dimensional: din€ = d = dimRY. Part
(4) helps us to keep the data structure of lexicographiogu#ations simple: right from
the start we need only to work with the list of dimens@simplicial cones of\ by search-
ing Xi,, ..., X, first, choosing cone,,...,x,) as the firsdd-dimensional simplicial cone
and subsequently extending the list as prescribed by theitilefi of the lexicographic
triangulation. In other words, we can assume that. ., xq are linearly independent, and
henceforth we will do so.

In order to extend the triangulation we must of course knowctvifacets ofC;_1 are
visible from x. Recall that a con€ of dimensiond in RY has a unique irredundant
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representation as an intersection of linear halfspaces:

C= (] HT,
Hes 7 (C)

where#(C) is a finite set of hyperplanes and the orientation of the dds#df spaces
H~ andH™ is chosen in such a way thatc H* for H € 2#(C). ForH € J#(Ci_;) the
facetH NCi_1 is visible fromx; if and only if x; lies in the open halfspadé< = H~ \ H.
When we refer to support hyperplane in the following we alsveyean those that appear
in the irredundant decomposition Gfsince only they are important in the algorithmic
context.

Hyperplanes are represented by linear forms (RY9)*, and we always work with the
basise], ..., €] that is dual to the basks, . .. ,eq of unit vectors. For rational hyperplanes
the linear formA can always be chosen in such a way that it has integral coprone
efficients and satisfied(x) > 0 for x € C. This choice determinek uniquely. (If one
identifiesey, ..., €; with ey,...,eq via the standard scalar product, thens nothing but
the primitive integral inner (with respect ©) normal vector ofH.) For later use we
define thelattice) heightof x € RY overH by

it (X) = A ().

If F =CnH is the facet ofC cut out byH, we set ht (x) = hty ().

We can now describe the computation of the triangulafiéx, . .., xn) in a more for-
mal way in Tabléll. For simplicity we will identify a simplai coneo with its generating
setC {Xg,...,Xn}. It should be clear from the context what is meant. For furtiee we
introduce the notation

H7(C,x)={H € #(C),xe H"} wherex € {<,>,+,—}.
Tablel[1 formalizes the computation of the lexicographrtgulation.

LEXTRIANGULATION (X, ..., Xn) EXTENDTRI(i)
1 ADDSIMPLEX (X1,...,Xd) 1 parallel for H € 72<(Ci_1,%)
2 fori<d+1ton 2 do
3 do 3 for o€ A(Xq,...,%-1)
4 EXTENDTRI(i) 4 do
5 FINDNEWHYP(i) 5 if  oNH|=d-1
6 then ADDSIMPLEX (XU (0 NH))

TABLE 1. Incremental building of lexicographic triangulation

The function ADDSIMPLEX adds a simplicial cone to the (initially empty) list of sim-
plicial cones that, upon completion, contains the lexiepgic triangulation oC. The
function ANDNEWHYP computess’(C;) from #(Ci_1) by Fourier-Motzkin elimina-
tion. (It does nothing ifx; € Ci_1.) Its Normaliz implementation has been described
in great detail in[[6]; therefore we skip it here. The funatiBXTENDTRI does exactly
what its name says: it extends the triangulathdry, ..., x;_1) of C_1 to the triangulation
NA(Xq,...,%) of G (again doing nothing ik; € Cj_1).
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Note that the set of hyperplanes over which the loop XTENDTRI runs is given by
A= (Cio1,%).

One is tempted to improveX@ENDTRI by better bookkeeping and using extra infor-
mation on triangulations of cones. We discuss our more arflestless attempts in the
following remark.

Remark 2. (a) If one knows the restriction @f(x,...,X_1) to the facets o€;_1, then
A(x1,...,%) can be computed very fast. However, unlessn, the facet triangulation
must now be extended to the facet<nfand this step eats up the previous gain, as exper-
iments have shown, at least for the relatively small tridations to which XTENDTRI

is really applied after the pyramid decomposition desctibelow.

(b) The test of the conditiolo NH| = d — 1 is satisfied if and only il — 1 of the
generators ob lie in H. Its verification can be accelerated if one knows which foét
the d-dimensional cones in(xy,...,X_1) are already shared by another simplicial cone
in A(xg,...,X%—1), and are therefore not available for the formation of a newnpécial
cone. But the extra bookkeeping requires more time thanimeday its use.

(c) One refinement is used in our implementation, thougmftsence is almost unmea-
surable. Each simplicial cone M(xy,...,%—1) has been added with a certain generator
Xj, ] <i. (The first cone is considered to be added with each of itsrgéms.) It is
not hard to see that only those simplicial cones that hava bdded with a generator
Xj € H can satisfy the conditiofo NH| = d — 1, and this information is used to reduce
the number of pairéH, o) to be tested.

@) If [HN{xq,...,%-1}| =d—1, thenH € #<(Ci_1,X) produces exactly one new
simplicial cone of dimension, namely conéx,H N{x1,...,X_1}), and therefore the
loop overo can be suppressed.

The product|#<(Ci_1,%)| - |Z| determines the complexity of ENDTRI. Even
though the loop oveH is parallelized (as indicated kparallel for), the time spent in
EXTENDTRI can be extremely large. (The “exterior” loops iWBNEWHYP are par-
allelized as well.) The second limiting factor foiXEENDTRI is memory: it is already
critical to store triangulations of size 4@nd impossible for size- 10°. Therefore the
direct approach to lexicographic triangulations does rarkvior truly large cones.

Now we present a radically different way to lexicographiarigulations via iterated
pyramid decompositionsThe cones that appear in this type of decomposition aredall
pyramidssince their cross-section polytopes are pyramids in thalisanse, namely of
type conyF,x) whereF is a facet an is a vertex not contained if.

Definition 3. The pyramid decompositiofl (X1, ...,X,) of C = conéXxy,...,Xs) iS recur-
sively defined as follows: it is the trivial decompositiom fo= 0, and

M(X1,..., %) = M(X1,...,%—1) U{con&F,xy) :
F aface ofC(xy,...,X,—1) visible fromx,}.
Note that the pyramid decomposition is not a polyhedral sugidn in the strong sense:

the intersection of two faces andF’ need not be a common face BfandF’ (but is
always a face oF or F’). See Figur€]l for an example.
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X4
X1 X5

X2

FIGURE 1. Cross-section of a pyramid decomposition

In order to iterate the pyramid decomposition we EQ(xl,...,xn) =M(X1,...,%n),
and
NK(xa, ..., %) = U N(x:xcP)}  fork>0.
PeM*—1(xq,...,.Xn)
Note that this recursion cannot descend indefinitely, sineenumber of generators goes
down in each recursion level. We denote tbtal pyramid decompositioby M%(xy, ...,
Xn). More precisely:

Proposition 4. One had1®(xq,...,X,) = M"9(Xg, ..., Xn) = A(X1, ..., %)

Proof. In the casen = d, the pyramid decomposition is obviously the face lattic&pf
and therefore coincides with the lexicographic triangatat Forn > d the first full di-
mensional pyramid reached is the simplicial cone ¢gne. ., xq). All the other pyramids
have at mosh — 1 generators, and so we can use induction: For &aeh1(xy,...,Xn)
the total pyramid decomposition &f is the lexicographic triangulatioN(x : X € P).
According to Propositioh]1(2) these triangulations matcimg the common boundaries
of the pyramids, and therefore constitute a triangulatib@.olt evidently satisfies the
conditions in Proposition] 1(1). O

This leads to a recursive computationdf,, . .., x,) by the algorithms in Tablg 2. The

TOTALPYRDEC(Xg,...,Xn) PROCES$YRSREC(i)

1 ADDSIMPLEX (X1,...,Xd) 1 forH e Z<(C_1,%)

2 fori<d+1ton 2 dokey+ {x}U({xq,...,X-1}NH)
3 do 3 ToTALPYRDEC(key)

4 PROCES$YRSREC(i)

TABLE 2. Total pyramid decomposition

first realizes the building dfl(xy,...,X,) (represented by its full dimensional members)
and the second takes care of the recursion that deflfi¢s,, ..., X,).

Pyramid decomposition has the virtue of requiring verydithemory since one needs
not store the triangulation in order to produce all the sini@lcones in it. However, there
is a severe drawback: as above, one must compute the sugperplanes i/ (P) for
all pyramids encountered. In a “pure” approach, one congpilte support hyperplanes
of the simplicial cones at the bottom of the pyramid decontjwos this is essentially the
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inversion of the matrix of its generators (see equafion)j4Then one passes them back
from a pyramid to its “mother”, discarding those that failltave all generators of the
“mother” in its positive halfspace or have been found preslg. These two conditions
are easily tested. SuppoBas the pyramid to which ®TALPYRDEC is applied in RRo-
CESPYRSREC andG € J#(P). ThenG € JZ(x1...,X) \ (X1, ...,X—1) if and only if
the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) xjeGtforj=1,...,i—1;
(i) xj € G~ forall j=1,...,i —1such thak; ¢ P.

One should note that pyramids effectively reduce the dim@nshe complexity of
condF,x,) is completely determined by the fadet which has dimensiod — 1.

While being extremely memory efficient, total pyramid degasition is usually much
slower than building the lexicographic triangulation ditg. For one of our standard
test examples (% 4 x 3 contingency tables, dimension 30 with 48 extreme raysf5ige
the lexicographic triangulation with respect to the ordegenerators in the input file has
2,654 272 full dimensional cones. In serial computation on anl iit2600 PC, LEXTRI-
ANGULATION computes it in approximately 2 minutes, whereasrALPYRDEC needs
about 11 minutes. The current implementation, describéldemext section, reduces the
serial computation time to 13 seconds.

Remark 5. Pyramid decomposition is not only extremely useful for tbenputation of
triangulations, but also helps in finding support hyperptanFor them the critical com-
plexity parameter i$2<(Ci_1,%)| - |2¢~ (Ci—1,%)|, and as in its use for triangulation,
pyramid decomposition lets us replace a very large produttieosizes of two “global”
lists by a sum of small “local” products—the price to be padhe computational waste
invested for the support hyperplanes of the pyramids thatagotten later on. Never-
theless pyramid decomposition leads to a substantial teduimn computing time also

for support hyperplanes, and Normaliz uses this effect. Mystiate this by computa-
tion times for the 5¢< 5 x 3 contingency tables (dimension 55 with 75 extreme rays; see
[5]). The cone has 30655 support hyperplanes. On a Sun xFire 4450 we measured a
serial computation time of 1822 seconds if only RDNEWHYP is used. The current
implementation reduces this to3B4 seconds.

3. THE CURRENT IMPLEMENTATION

Since version 2.7 (and partly since 2.5) Normaliz has coetbiexicographic trian-
gulation with pyramid decomposition. The support hypanpkand the triangulation are
extended from one generator to the next only until certaunbls are exceeded. From
that point on, the algorithm BLD CoNE described in Tablel3 switches to pyramid de-
composition, and the same mixed strategy is then appliduietpyramids.

We now use two types of passage to pyramids, a recursive arfRROICES$YRSREC
and a nonrecursive one ViRBCES$YRS. The main reason for this split approach is that
on the one hand recursion limits the effect of parallel@afas it does in Normaliz 2.7),
and, on the other hand, the recursive approach nevertlsgless time in the computation
of support hyperplanes for the top cone.



8 W. BRUNS, B. ICHIM, AND C. GER

BuiLD CONE(Xq, ..., Xn; recursion PROCES$YRSREC(i)
1 ADDSIMPLEX (Xq,...,Xd) 1 for He #Z<(C_1,%)
2 fori<d+1ton 2 dokey<+ {x}U({x1,...,X_1}NH)
3 do 3 BuiLD CONE(key;true)
4 if MakePyramidsSupg recursion
5 then PROCESPYRSREC(i) PROCES®YRS(i, level)
6 else ifMakePyramidsTri 1 forH e 2<(Ci_1,%)
7 then PROCES®YRs(i,level) 2 dokey« {x} U ({x1,...,X_1}NH)
8 else EXTENDTRI(i) 3 STOREPYR (key, level+1)
9 FINDNEWHYP (i)
10 if TopCone
11 then EVALUATE PYRS(0)

TABLE 3. Combining lexicographic triangulation and pyramid deposition

The booleamecursionindicates whether the recursive passage to pyramids isedlo
For the top cone BILD CONE is called withrecursion= true. The boolearMakePyra-
midsSupgombines two conditions:

(1) while set tdfalseinitially, it remainstrue once the branchROCES$YRSREC has
been taken the first time;

(2) itis settrueif the complexity parametgr#’<(Ci_1,X)| - |77~ (Ci_1,%)| exceeds
a threshold.

In the nonrecursive passage to pyramids we cut the umbdaral between a pyramid
and its mother and just store the pyramid for later evalmatibhe nonrecursive call is
controlled by the booleaMakePyramidsTrthat combines three conditions:

(1) while set tofalseinitially, it remainstrue once the branch ROCES$YRS has
been taken the first time;

(2) itis settrueif the complexity parametdrz’<(Ci_1,x)| - |Z| exceeds a threshold,;

(3) itis settrueif the memory protection threshold is exceeded,;

The last point needs to be explaineduiBbD CONE is not only called for the processing
of the top coneC, but also for the parallelized processing of the storedmyata. Since
each of the “parallel” pyramids produces simplicial cortég, buffer in which the sim-
plicial cones are collected for evaluation, may be severe@rrun without condition (3),
especially iff.77<(Ci_1,%)| is small, and therefore condition (2) is reached only fogéar
IA(X1,...,X%-1)|. The variabldevelindicates the generation of the pyramid; for the top
cone it has value-1, and increases by 1 with each new generation.

At the end of BuiLD CONE for the top coneC we start the evaluation of the stored
pyramids as described in Talble 4.

Remark 6. (a) For efficiency Normaliz completely avoids nested patiation. There-
fore the parallelization in KDNEWHYP and EXTENDTRI is switched off when the par-
allelization in EVALUATE PYRS is active. On the other hand, these are active when the top
cone or recursively built pyramids are being processed.
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EVALUATE PYRS(level)
if PyramidListlevell = 0
then return
parallel for P € PyramidLis{level
do
BUILD CONE(P, false)
EVALUATE PYRs(level+1)

OOk, WNPE

TABLE 4. Evaluation of pyramids

(b) Despite of considerable efforts we have not found a cetepf satisfactory solution
in which pyramids could always be processed recursivelysamdltaneously in parallel.
Because of (a) we can only parallelize the pyramids dirgmtigluced from the top cone in
the recursive approach, and then parallelization may bigégchiby an insufficient number
of hyperplanes i< (C;_1, ;) or, more often, by enormous differences in the sizes of the
pyramids, so that one of them may be running solo for a long-t#recognizing the size
in advance has turned out difficult. Parallelization iINGENEWHYP and EXTENDTRI is
then the better solution.

Moreover, a large pyramid together with its children mayduce a huge number of
simplicial cones and overrun the evaluation buffer. Séoiaps can be interrupted at any
time, and therefore the memory problem cannot arise.

(c) As soon as BILD CONE switches to pyramids, the triangulatidvxy, ..., Xi_1) is
no longer needed for further extension. Therefore it is@ipto the evaluation buffer.
The buffer is emptied whenever it has exceeded its presetasid program flow allows
its parallelized evaluation. (Because of (a) this is notegsvpossible.)

(d) The strategy for the evaluation of pyramids is simil&athe buffer forlevel+ 1 is
exceeded, evaluation on that level will be started as sopossible. Usually this results
in a tree of evaluations over several levels.

We add a few minor details of the implementation.

Remark 7. (a) For nonrecursive pyramids the support hyperplanesgrisom the last
generator need not be computed since they are irrelevamtidogulation and pyramid
decomposition.

(b) Simplicial facets ofC;_1 produce exactly one simplicial pyramid @. They are
treated directly by ADSIMPLEX.

(c) If the extreme rays df have been singled out from the given generaxars. . , X,
before BJiLD CONE is called, then only the extreme rays are used in the pyrascdrm-
position and the lexicographic triangulation.

(d) If a grading is defined explicitly (see Sectidn 4), themNaliz orders the generators
by degree and those of the same degree by input order befitldenguhe coneC. This is
an attempt to cover as much ground as possible by using derseecd small degree. On
the whole, we have reached good results with this choice.

Remark 8. (Partial triangulation) The idea of pyramid decomposition was born when
the authors observed that the computation of Hilbert baseally does not need a full
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triangulation ofC. If a simplicial coneo cannot contribute new candidates for the Hilbert
basis ofC, it need not be evaluated, and if a pyramid consists only ohsimplicial
cones, it need not be triangulated at all. This is the casig{4) = 1 in PROCES$YRS.

The resulting strategy has sometimes striking results aslalready described inl [5].
It is mentioned here only for completeness. If a full trialagion is not required, then
PROCES$YRS discards all pyramids of height 1 from further processittpwever, their
support hyperplanes must be computed if processed reelyr$ilf followed strictly, the
recursion will not stop before the simplicial cones at th#tdro of the pyramid decompo-
sition. As for full triangulations, this is usually not optal. Normaliz therefore switches
to EXTENDTRI for pyramids of height> 2 from a certain level on.

4. EVALUATION OF SIMPLICIAL CONES

The fast computation of triangulations via pyramid decosifpan must be accompa-
nied by an efficient evaluation of the simplicial cones intii@ngulation, which is almost
always the more time consuming step.

Let o be a simplicial cone generated by the linearly independentovsvy, ..., Vvy.
The evaluation is based on tigenerator matrix G whoserows arevs,...,vy. Before
we outline the evaluation procedure, let us substantiategimark made in Sectidn 2 that
finding the support hyperplanes amounts to the inversioB£€f Let H; be the support
hyperplane ofo opposite tovj, given by the linear form\; = aji€] + - - - 4 agjej with
coprime integer coefficients. Then

d hty, (Vi )7 k= i7
4.1 Ailv) = Y wiaj = ! ,
( ) |( k) ,-Zl kjji {0, k7él.
Thus the matrixa;j ) is Gg! up to scaling of its columns. Usually the inverse is computed
only for the first simplicial cone in every pyramid since itgpport hyperplanes are really
needed. But matrix inversion is rather expensive, and Nbzngaes to great pains to
avoid it.

Normaliz computes sets of vectors, primarily Hilbert bages also measures, for ex-
ample the volumes of rational polytopes. A polytdparises from a con€ by cuttingC
with a hyperplane, and for Normaliz such hyperplanes ar@eéfby gradings: grading
is a linear form degZ® — Z (extended naturally t&9) with the following properties: (i)
degx) > 0 forallxe C, x+# 0, and (i) degZ9) = Z. The first condition guarantees that
the intersectiof® = CN A for the affine hyperplane

A; = {xeRY: degx) = 1}

is compact, and therefore a rational polytope. The seconditon is harmless for in-
tegral linear forms since it can be achieved by extractirggifeatest common divisor of
the coefficients of deg with respect to the dual basis.

The grading deg can be specified explicitly by the user or @hasplicitly by Nor-
maliz. The implicit choice makes only sense if there is a ratgrading, namely one
under which the extreme integral generator€ @l have the same degree. (If it exists, it
is of course uniquely determined.)
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At present, Normaliz evaluates the simplicial comem the triangulation o€ for the
computation of the following data:

(HB) the Hilbert basis o€,

(LP) the lattice points in the rational polytope= C N Ay,

(Vol) the normalized volume vOP) of the rational polytopé (also called themulti-

plicity of C),

(Ehr) theHilbert or Ehrhart function HC, k) = |kPNZ%|, k€ Z...

Task (Vol) is the easiest, and Normaliz computes(Rplby summing the volumes
vol(o NA1) whereo runs over the simplicial cones in the triangulation. Witle tho-
tation introduced above, one has

| det(Gy)|
l(oNA) = :
volloNA) = Gegvr) - degv)
For the justification of this formula note that the simptexi A; is spanned by the vectors
vi/deqvi), i =1,...,d, and that the vertex O of thé-simplexd = conv0,0 N A;) has
(lattice) height 1 over the opposite faeeih A; of d so that volo N A1) = vol(9).
The remaining tasks depend on theEeff lattice points in the semi-open parallelotope

par(vi,...,Vq) = {hv1+---+0qvg : 0 < g < 1}.

For the efficiency of the evaluation it is important to gemeEa= Z9 Npar(vy,...,vq) as
fast as possible. The basic observation is that a set of representatives of the group
79 /U, where the subgroug, is spanned bys, ..., vy. Thus one find€ in two steps:

(Rep) find a representative of every residue class, and
(Mod) reduce its coefficients with respect to theébasisvy, . ..,vqg modulo 1.

The first idea for (Rep) that comes to mind (and used in theviesgion of Normaliz)
is to decompos&d /U, into a direct sum of cyclic subgrougl;, i = 1,...,d where
Us,...,Uq is aZ-basis ofZ% and~ denotes the residue class modulg. The elementary
divisor theorem guarantees the existence of such a decaopoand finding it amounts
to a diagonalization 0B, overZ. But diagonalization is even more expensive than matrix
inversion, and therefore it is very helpful that a filtratiohZ9 /U, with cyclic quotients
is sufficient. Such a filtration can be based on trigonalizati

Proposition 9. With the notation introduced, let e .., eq denote the unit vectors A
and let Xe GL(d,Z) such that XG is an upper triangular matrix D with diagonal ele-
ments a,...,aq > 1. Then the vectors

(4.2) bie; + - -+ byey, 0<b<aq,i=1,...,d,
represent the residue classeszfl/U.

Proof. Note that the rows oXG, are aZ-basis ofUy. Since|Z%/Uy| = |detGy| =
ai---a4 itis enough to show that the elements listed represent saraifferent residue
classes. Lep be the largest index such thegs > 1. Note that, is the order of the cyclic
groupZey, and that we obtain &-basis olU;, = Uy + Zey, if we replace thep-th row of
XGg by €p. If two vectorsbse; + - - - 4-bpep andbier +--- - +bj,ep in our list represent the
same residue class modig, then even more so moduld;. It follows thatb; = b for
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i=1,...,p—1, and taking the difference of the two vectors, we conclidéldt, = b’p as
well. OJ

The first linear algebra step that comes up is therefore itpentalization
(4.3) XGgy =D.

Let GI be the transpose @&,. For (Mod) it is essentially enough to reduce these
modulo 1 that appear with a coefficientO in (4.2), and thus we must solve the simulta-
neous linear systems

(4.4) Glxi=6, a>1,

where we considex; andeg as column vectors. In a crude approach one would simply
invert the matrixGY (or Gy), but in general the number éfsuch thatg; > 1 is small
compared tal (especially ifd is large), and it is much better to solve a linear system with
the specific multiple right hand side given lhy (4.4). The dinalgebra is of course done
overZ, usinga; ---a4 as a common denominator. Then Normaliz tries to produce the
residue classes and to reduce them modulo 1 (or, Byaroduloa; - - - ag) as efficiently

as possible.

For task (LP) one extracts the vectors of degree 1 fEnand the degree 1 vectors
collected from allo from the set of lattice points i? = CNA;. For (HB) one first
reduces the elements BfuU {vi,...,vy} to a Hilbert basis otr, collects these and then
applies “global” reduction irC. This procedure has been described_ in [6], and nothing
essential has been added meanwhile.

The most difficult and mathematically most interesting tesiEhr). For its solution
one uses the well-known fact that tHébert or Ehrhart seriesthe generating function

H :ch,kk,
c(t) k;)( )t

is a rational function of. For o one has
_ hg+hgt+--- +hgt®

HU(t)_(l—tgl)...(l—tgd)’ gi=degvi,  hj=|{x€E:deg=]}|.
This follows immediately from the disjoint decomposition
(4.5) z29no = Jx+Mg
xeE

whereMg is the (free) monoid generated oy, . . ., vq.

However, one cannot comput:(t) by simply adding these functions since points in
the intersections of the simplicial coneswould be counted several times. Fortunately,
the intricate inclusion-exclusion problem can be avoidadesthere existlisjointdecom-
positions ofC by semi-open simplicial cones\ SwhereSis a union of facets (and not
just arbitrary faces!) ob. The seriedd\ s(t) is as easy to compute &k (t) itself. Let
x € E, x=3 qvi. Then we defin&(x) as the sum of alW; such that (i)g; = 0 and (ii) the
facet opposite t@; belongs tdS. Then

S xeE tdege(x)+degx

(4.6) Hos(t) = (1—t9)... (1—t%)’
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This follows from the fact thafx+ My ) \ S= £(X) + X+ Mg, and so we just sum over the
disjoint decomposition d&9N (o' \ S) induced by[[4E). (Also seél[6, Lemma 11].)

The existence of a disjoint decomposition@into sets of typeo \ Swas shown by
Stanley [21] using the existence of a line shellingcgbroved by Bruggesser and Mani.
Instead of finding a shelling order for the lexicographiamgulation (which is in princi-
ple possible), Normaliz 2.0-2.5 used a line shelling fordeeomposition, as discussed
in [6]. This approach works well for cones of moderate sizé,Has a major drawback:
finding the setSrequires searching over the shelling order, and in pagidbke whole tri-
angulation must be stored. Koppe and Verdoolaege [18]gatevmuch simpler principle
for the disjoint decomposition (already implemented infkaliz 2.7). As a consequence,
each simplicial cone in the triangulation can be treatedmmete independence from the
others, and can therefore be forgotten once it has beenatgdl(unless the user insists
on seeing the triangulation):

Lemma 10. Let Q- be a vector in the interior of C such that-Qs not contained in
a support hyperplane of any simplicial in a triangulation of C. Foro choose g as
the union of the support hyperplang€<(o,Oc). Then the semi-open simplicial cones
o\ S form a disjoint decomposition of C.

See [18] for a proof. It is of course not possible to choos@w@er vector @ that
avoids all hyperplanes in advance, but this is not a reallpnob Normaliz choose®c
in the interior of the first simplicial cone, and works withexicographic infinitesimal
perturbationO. (This trick is known as "simulation of simplicity” in compational
geometry; se€ [11]). I10c € H< (or Oc € H”), thenOr € H< (or O € H”). In the
critical caseéD¢c € H, we take the linear form representingd and look up its coordinates
in the dual basisj, ..., €. If the first nonzero coordinate is negative, ti@&ne H<, and
elseO; € H”.

At first it seems that one must compute the support hyperplahe in order to apply
Lemmd10. However, it is much better to solve the system

(4.7) GUI? =QOc.

The solutionl ¢ is called theindicator of 0. One hafOc € H< (or Oc € H~) if I° <0
(or I.° > 0) for the generatov; opposite taH (A vanishes o). Let us callo genericif
all entries ofl © are nonzero.

If 1° = 0—this happens rarely, and extremely rarely for more thanindexi—then
we are forced to compute the linear form representing thpatipyperplane opposite of
vi. In view of (4.1) this amounts to solving the systems

(4.8) Gox=8g, 17=0,

simultaneously for the lexicographic decision.

If o is unimodular, in other words, jdetGy| = 1, then the only system to be solved is
@.1), provided that is generic. Normaliz tries to take advantage of this fact liysging
whethero is unimodular, testing two necessary conditions:

(PU1) Everyo (except the first) is inserted into the triangulation witreatain generator
X;. LetH be the facet o&r opposite to. If hty (X)) > 1, theno is nonunimodular.
(The number hi(x ) has been computed in the course of the triangulation.)
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(PU2) If gcddegvs,...,degvq) > 1, theno is not unimodular.

If o passes both tests, we calpibtentially unimodular (Data on the efficiency of this
test will be given in Remark12(e).
After these preparations we can describe the order in whantmidliz treats the trigo-

nalization [4.8) and the linear systerns {4.4),1(4.7) ang))(4.

(L1) If o is potentially unimodular, ther (4.7) is solved first. It caow be decided
whethero is indeed unimodular.

(L2) If o is not unimodular, then the trigonalizatidn (4.3) is cadrzut next. In the
potentially unimodular, but nongeneric case, the trigaasibn is part of the so-
lution of (4.8) (with multiple right hand side).

(L3) In the nonunimodular case, we now solve the systen @#h multiple right
hand side).

(L4) If o is not potentially unimodular and not generic, it remainsatve the system
(4.8) (with multiple right hand side).

As the reader may check, it is never necessary to performsaigk. In the unimodular
case, (L1) must be done, and additionally (L2¥ifs nongeneric. Io is not even poten-
tially unimodular, (L2) and (L3) must be done, and additibn@._4) if it is nongeneric. In
the potentially unimodular, but nonunimodular case, (I(L?) and (L3) must be carried
out.

Remark 11. (a) If one stores the transformation mat¥of (4.3) and its inverse (for ex-
ample as a sequence of row exchanges and elementary traasfors), then one can
solve the remaining systems without further trigonalimati However, in general the
bookkeeping needs more time than it saves as tests have shown

(b) The simplicial cones stored in the evaluation buffergi@cessed in parallel, and
parallelization works extremely well for them.

(c) Simplicial cones of height 1 need not be evaluated for)(&i2l (LP); see Rematk 8.

We conclude this section with a brief discussion of the cotaen and the represen-
tation of the Hilbert series by Normaliz. The reader can fiiecessary background in
[4), Chapter 6].

Adding the Hilbert seried (4.6) is very simple if they all leathe same denominator,
for example in the case in which the generator<ofor at least the extreme integral
generators) have degree 1. For efficiency, Normaliz firshfofdenominator classes” in
which the Hilbert series with the same denominator are actated. At the end, the class
sums are added over a common denominator that is extendewewdrenecessary. This
yields a “raw” form of the Hilbert series of type

R(t)
(1_t51)...(1_t5r>’

(4.9) He(t) = R(t) € Z[t],

whose denominator in general hagl factors.
In order to find a presentation witth factors, Normaliz proceeds as follows. First it
reduces the fraction to lowest terms by factoring the denator of [4.9) into a product
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of cyclotomic polynomials:

(4.10) Holt) = 2 Z() i), & 1200,

ly o,
which is of course the most economical way for represerttind) (as a single fraction).
The orders and the multiplicities of the cyclotomic polynals can easily be bounded
since all denominators i (4.6) dividd —t‘)d where is the least common multiple of
the degrees deg So we can find a representation

F(t)
(1_tel)...(1_ted)’

in which ey is the least common multiple of the orders of the cyclotonokypomials that
appear in[(4.10)eq_1 is the least common multiple of the orders that have mudiiyli
> 2 etc. Normaliz produces the presentation (4.11) whenbesdégree of the numerator
remains of reasonable size.

It is well-known that the Hilbert function itself is a quasignomial:

(4.12) H(C,k) = qo(K) + qu(K)k+ -+ gg_1 (KL, k>0,

where the coefficientg; (k) € Q are periodic functions df whose common period is the
least common multiple of the orders of the cyclotomic polymals in the denominator of
(4.10). Normaliz computes the quasipolynomial, with theyso that its period is not too
large. Itis not hard to see that the periods of the indiviadwefficients are related to the
representatiori (4.11) in the following wag is the common period of the coefficients
dd—1,---,9d—k- The leading coefficiently_1 is actually constant (henag = 1), and
related to the multiplicity by the equation

(4.11) Hel(t) = F(t) € Z[t],

I(P
Qd-1= %&;r

Sinceqq_1 and vol[P) are computed completely independently from each othegtemu
(4.13) can be regarded as a test of correctness for both mambe

The choice[(4.11) foHc(t) is motivated by the desire to find a standardized represen-
tation whose denominator conveys useful information. Tdealer should note that this
form is not always the expected one. For example et R2 with dege;) = 2 and
degey) = 3, the three representations (4.9)—(4.11) are

1 1 1-t4t?
1-t2)(1-t%)  {fllz  (1-1)(1-19)

Actually, it is unclear what the most natural standardizegkesentation of the Hilbert
series as a fraction of two polynomials should look like gsslthe denominator {4 —t)¢.
Perhaps the most satisfactory representation should useardnator(1 —tP).-..(1—

tPd) in which the exponentg; are the degrees of a homogeneous system of parameters
(for the monoid algebr& [Z9 N C] over an infinite field<). At present Normaliz cannot
find such a representation (except the one with the triviabdgnator(1 — t‘)d)), but
future versions may contain it.

(4.13)
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5. COMPUTATIONAL RESULTS

A driving force for the recent improvements in Normaliz tiaggt have described in the
previous sections was the desire to compute the volumes barithi series of certain
polytopes related to combinatorial voting theory.

5.1. Voting schemes and volumes of rational polytopeswWe briefly sketch the connec-
tion between rational polytopes and combinatorial votimgory, referring the reader to
[15], [20] or [23] for a more extensive treatment. We consithe three voting schemes
discussed in [20].

Consider an election in which each of tkeoters fixes a linear preference ordenmof
candidates. In other words, voiecthooses a linear ordeg = - - - = jn of the candidates
1,...,n. SetN = n!. Counting the preference orders givedNutuple(vy, ..., vn) in which
Vp is the number of voters that have chosen the preference prdérenvy +--- +vy =K,
and(vi,...,vN) can be considered as a lattice point in the positive orthiamﬁb more
precisely, as a lattice point in the simplex

2" =RN N A= Kk(RY NA) = ko ™

whereAy is the hyperplane defined by + - +xy = k, and %™ = %, is the unit
simplex of dimensiorN — 1 naturally embedded iN-space. All further discussion is
based on thiampartial Anonymous Culturassumption that all lattice points in the simplex

%k(”) have equal probability of being the outcome of the election.

We fix a specific outcome= (v1,...,VN). Let us say that candidajebeatscandidate
i’ with respect tov if
(5.1) Hitj=ijti=1. . kH>{i:]=j:i=1,..k}.

As the Marquis de Condorcet observed, the relation “beatsiontransitive in general,
and one must ask for the probability of Condorcet’s paradpramely an outcome with-
out a Condorcet winner where candidgtés a Condorcet winnerif | beats all other

candidateg’. LetC&”)(j) denote the probability that candidgtes the Condorcet winner,
andClgn) the probability that there is a Condorcet winner. By symmatrd by mutual

exclusiorC&”) = nC&”) (1). Usually the numbek of voters is very large, and therefore one
is mainly interested in the limit

(N _ i (M) _ i M1y — ne
C llka ndmock (1) =nC"(1).
Let us fix candidate 1. It is not hard to see that the 1 inequalities[(5/1) foj = 1

and j’ = 2,...,n constitute homogeneous linear inequalities in the vaemW, . .., V.

Together with the inequalitieg > 0 they define a semi-open subpolytdﬁfe”) of %k(”).
Then

%(n) N 7ZN |cg(n)
(5.2) (1) = fim 1% NZ71_ voley
k— o0 W/k( ) N ZN| V0|%1( )
where  denotes closure arg(" = %1(”). For the validity of [5.2) note that we work with
the lattice normalized volume in which the unit simplex hakime 1.

—volzg"
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In the case of two candidates Concordet’s paradox cannat @i€one excludes draws),
and for 3 candidates the relevant volume is not hard to complite situation changes
significantly for 4 candidates sin@* has dimension 23 and 234 vertices. As a subpoly-
tope ofZZ ¥, €™ is cut out by the inequalitiel (v) > 0,i = 1,2, 3 whose coefficients are
in the first 3 rows displayed in Tallé 5. For the assignmenidities the preference orders
are listed lexicographically, starting with-12 - 3 > 4 and ending with 4- 3 2 > 1.

A1 1211111-1-1-1-1-1 1 1-1-1 1-1 1 1-1-1 1-1
A1 11111112+-1-11-1-1-1-1-1-1-1 1 1 1-1-1-1
A 122111111 %+1-1-1111-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1-1
Agi-1-1-1-1-1-12 1 1 1 1 11 000 O0OOOO0OO0OO0OO0O0DO0
A 00O0OO0O0OO0O11111 %*¥1-2-2-1-1-1 0 0 0 0 0 O
d: 000 0O0OO0O0T1121121100O0O0O0H6-1-1-1-1-1

TABLE 5. Inequalities fors and 2%

The lexicographic triangulation used by Normaliz has (prilly473 107 simplicial
cones. Normaliz computes

(4 _ 1717
vole\™ = 8192
in a few seconds. It follows that(® = 1717/2048~ 0.8384. According to[[20], this
value was first determined by Gehrlein [14].

The simplest way out of the dilemma that there may not exisbadGrcet winner
is plurality voting candidatej is the plurality winnerif j has more first places in the
preference orders of the voters than any of the otherl candidates. Th€ondorcet
efficiencyof plurality voting (and similarly of other voting schemas)the conditional
probability that the Condorcet winner is elected, providezkists, ak — «. Therefore
one must compute the probability of the event that candiglatehe Condorcet winner,
but candidatg’ # | is the plurality winner. By symmetry, one can assune 1 and

j’ = 2. The semi-open polytopyﬁn) whose lattice points represent this unexpected

outcome is cut out fronsﬁk(”) by n— 1 further inequalities saying that 2 has more first
places than the other— 1 candidates. Thus one obtains
CcW —n(n—1)vol 2"
c

as the Condorcet efficiency of plurality voting whes(™ = 2"

The extra 3 inequalitied;(v) > 0,i = 4,5,6, given in the last 3 lines of Tallé 6 increase
the complexity of the polytope?(® enormously. It has 3928 vertices, and the triangu-
lation increases to 34225775 338 simplicial cones. Nevertheless, Normaliz computes
the volume and the Ehrhart series in acceptable time. We dtataéned

vol 2@ _ 3694037185290163550681491
~ 205426954327818240000000000
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so that the Condorcet efficiency of plurality voting turng tmube

C¥ —12vol™ _ 10658098255011916449318509, _
c ~ 14352135440302080000000000

in perfect accordance with [20].
Additional support (and tests for Normaliz) can be added blyaan of volume compu-
tations as follows. We start from the unit simplex = % ¥ and set

Pr={xe™:M(x),...,A(x) >0} and P~ =P, n{x:A(x)<0}, i=1,...,6
ThenPy = 2, and we must have
volP*, =volPt +voIP~, i=1,...,6.

The volumes computed by Normaliz satisfy all these equatias they should. We start
fromi = 3 sincePy = 24

voIP;:%;;
volp — 418988423262545 volp- — 2982999236660911
4 16231265527136256 4 16231265527136256
vol P — 1622886339180775733501803 volp- — 365671997787943700091947
S 77035107872931840000000000 ° 77035107872931840000000000
vol P — 3694037185290163550681491 volp- — 1900979157575715215969951
6 6 616280862983454720000000000

~ 205426954327818240000000000

The largest triangulation of 46813 250,401 simplicial cones was produced By .

The last problem discussed [n [20]pturality voting versus plurality cutofflt works
as follows. In the first round of the election the two top caladies in plurality voting
are selected, and in the second round the preference ondersstricted to these two
candidates. In order to model this situation by inequalitiee must fix an outcome of the
first round that involves alh candidates, say, 1 .,n in this order. This condition gives
rise ton— 1 inequalities. Then the-th inequality expresses that 2 is the winner of the
second round, despite the fact that 1 was the winner of thteréitsxd. The volume of
the corresponding polytope gives the probability of thisrév By mutual exclusion and
symmetry, we must multiply the volume y in order to obtain the probability for the
event that the winner of the first plurality round looses ragtgoff.

As a subpolytope o7 (4, the polytope2® is defined by the inequalities in Tatile 6.

11111 1-1-1-1-1-1-1 0 0 O O O O O O O O O O
oooo0o00601112111 *1-1-1-1-1-12 0 0 0 0 0 O
oooo0oo0oo000O0O0OO0OOO1I1111341-1-1-1-1-1
-1-1-1-1-12-17 171111 11 1-1 1-1 1-1 1-1 1-1 1

TABLE 6. Inequalities for2(¥
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It has 1872 vertices and the triangulation computed by Nbrrhas 257744, 341,008
simplicial cones. The volume is

2988379676768359
©292162779488452608

The total probability of the failure of the winner of the firsund is therefore 24/0l 2%
~ 0.2455, in accordance with the results bf [20] for this modelrtker support has
been given by De Loera, Dutra, Kbppe, Moreinis, Pinto and iw{L2], where LattE
Integrale [13] was used for the volume computation. (Aaditilly we have applied the
same verification as fa®? ().

vol 2% —

5.2. Ehrhart series and quasipolynomials. Normaliz has not only computed the vol-
umes, but also the Ehrhart series and quasipolynomial&éoclbsures of the semi-open

polytopesz®, 24 and 2. The Hilbert series 0" is the rational function with
numerator

1+t +5t1+ 133243633+ 45814
+8653° + 69821° 4+ 100915’ + 5968342 + 697232°
+ 32552260+ 3176870 + 122354412+ 101828873+ 33268048
+ 23917200 + 675091386 + 42243516 + 1042720068 + 5699004 8'°
+123966918°°+ 5917776121 + 1139258782 + 4733617673+ 807587912
+289938572° + 437701867° + 134150687 + 178378488 + 4580485%°
+5320122304+ 111197431+ 1113216%2+ 18085@°3 + 15289134

1+178453° 1+ 12346361+ 89037 + 481138 4 15t39 + 6t40,

and denominator
(1-t)(1-t?)M1-t%°
Numerator and denominator are coprime.

The quasipolynomial o?(‘l) has period 4. We give the numerators of its first two and
its last two coefficients; the denominatoids= 6939597901822221635907747840000:

0o(0) = 6939597901822221635907747840006- 1,

q1(0) = 20899225148336747959025664000000
Gp2(0) = O22(2) = 15982652918d,
023(0) = 23(1) = G23(2) = 23(3) = 56262656 = vol 2 /23],
Go(1) = 2034750310223351797008092160000
qu(1) = 7092764342142539187142971648000
a(1) = O2o(3) = 15528493056d,
qo(2) = 6933081849299152199775682560000
1(2) = 208924553117357562368549191680M0
(3

0o(3) =2034750310223351797008092160060
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qu(3) = 7092764342142539187142971648060

The reader may have noticed that the coefficientg(@j and q(3) coincide, as far as
listed. In fact, these two polynomials are equal.

For the other two polytopes we only list the denominatorghierrepresentation (4.111)
(with non-coprime numerators in both cases):

@(4): (1—t)(l—tz)z(l—t4)5(1—t12)4(1—t24)(1—t120)11,
Y. 10121 -tH51 -1,

So?(‘” has period 120 an@(‘” has period 12. On request the authors will provide full
sets of data.

For the exact counting of the frequency of Condorcet's paxad, and similarly for
the other events considered, one must compute the Ehrhigs séthe semi-open poly-
topes. At present Normaliz cannot do this directly so tha depends on cumbersome
inclusion/exclusion for the semi-open polytopes. We plareatension for semi-open
polytopes (or cones) the next version.

One should note that semi-open polytopes present an intaficulty since in general
a disjoint decomposition into sets\ S as discussed in Sectidh 4 does not exist. (Recall
thatSis a union of facets, not just arbitrary faces.) Supposedlhaktreme integral gen-
erators of the con€ have degree 1. Then all the Hilbert sert¢g s have denominator

(1—t)9 and a numerator polynomial with nonnegative coefficierita disjoint decompo-
sition into setsr \ Sexists, the resulting Hilbert series must have a numeratignpmial
with nonnegative coefficients as well. However, one canyefsd semi-open polytopes
for which this is not the case: remove two opposite edges tra@runit square; then the
Ehrhart series of the remaining semi-open polytop@i$—t3) /(1 —t)3.

5.3. Computation times. Table[T gives an indication of the computation times to be
expected for the volumes and Ehrhart series of the ratioolgtgpes discussed in the
previous subsection. The times have been collected atealiffstages of the development
on a SUN xFire 4450 with 20 threads (of the maximal number ¢f Zlowever, these
have differed only little in this respect, except that thenpaitation for24 has become
about 20% faster now.

Polytope| computation | triangulation size  real time| parllelization
A Ehrhart series 1,473,107 00:00:30 h serial
P4 Ehrhart series 347,225,775,338| 292:50:22 h 1981%
20 Ehrhart series 257,744,341,008| 175:11:26 h 1991%
P volume 383986,938 515 126:06:57 h 1953%
2% triangulation | 271,164,705,162 18:50:47 h 1779%

TABLE 7. Computation times
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Remark 12. (a) The size of the lexicographic triangulation dependserotrder in which
the extreme rays are processed. The polytopes in the tablee ave defined by their
support hyperplanes, and therefore Normaliz first compiliegxtreme rays from them.
The order used in the computations mentioned in Table 7 isnaoéssarily identical
with the order produced by the most recent version. In it westediminated any of the
unpredictable effects of parallelization in the function®NEWHYP (see Sectiof]?2).
See also Remafk 7(d).

That the order of the generators has some influence is showreliywo computations
of 24 in Table7.

(b) The table shows that the times needed for (i) pure trikatigu, (ii) volume com-
putation and (iii) Ehrhart series are in approximate praporl : 5 : 10 for this class of
cones.

(c) For the calculation of the Hilbert bases of the cones dédfly the polytopes’®,
2@ and 2™ one should use the dual mode of Normaliz. Then the Hilbeistzadcula-
tions are a matter of seconds. The Hilbert bases have tteaviol) numbers of elements:
242 forg'®, 25192 for?*), 9621 for.2(4.

(d) Normaliz needs relatively little memory. All the comptibns mentioned run stably
with < 1 GB of RAM.

(e) From the Ehrhart series calculation8f* we have obtained the following statis-
tics on the types of simplicial cones: @45, 707,957 are unimodular, 10815272 879
are not unimodular, but satisfy condition (PU1), of which®22 898 779 are potentially
unimodular. This shows that condition (PU2) that was addedater stage has a satisfac-
tory effect. (The number of potentially unimodular, but naomodular simplicial cones
is rather high in this class.) The average valugd#tG,| is ~ 10.

The number of nongeneric simplicial cones is J&®1 342. The total numbes of
linear systems that had to be solved for the computationeoEtirhart series is bounded
by 516245872 838<s< 516375534 180.

The total number of pyramids was &10,681. It depends on the number of parallel
threads that are allowed.

5.4. The exploitation of symmetry. The elegant approach of Schirmann in [20] for the
computation of the volumes &4, 2 and 2 uses the high degree of symmetries
of these polytopes. If certain variablgs, ..., v;, occur in all of the linear forms given in
Tabled b andl6, then any permutation of them acts as a symmetitye corresponding
polytope, and the variables, ..., Vi, can be replaced by their swy + - - - +vj, in them.
(The polytopes have further symmetries.) The substitutezm be used for a projection
into a space of much lower dimension, mapping the poly@®pader consideration to a
polytopeQ (this requires that the grading affine hyperpl#ads mapped onto an affine
hyperplane by the projection). Instead of counting thedatpoints inkP one counts the
lattice points inkQ weighted with their number of preimage lattice pointkid This
amounts to the consideration of a generalized Ehrhartifumct
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The theory of generalized Ehrhart functions has recentylgeveloped in several papers;
see [19], [[1], [2]. An extension of Normaliz to the computatiof generalized Ehrhart
functions and their generating functions is envisaged.

In [20], only the leading term of the polynomidlis used. Integration with respect to
Lesbesgue measure then yields the volume.

5.5. Previous challenging computations by Normaliz.We conclude by listing some
more performance data of previous computations in Tabled.tle 5x 5 x 3 contin-
gency tables seé|[5], and the computations of the statisaot models were done for
[22]. These computations, for which the triangulations\aey large, but not as mon-
strous as those a#?® and 2%, are now doable in comfortable time. The Hilbert basis
computations show the efficiency of partial triangulati¢ese Remark]8). The compu-
tations were done on our SUN xFire 4450 with 20 parallel thseat various stages of
the development. The degree of parallelization varies sdraebecause of the problems
discussed in RemafK 6(b). The computation times for tritatgun, volume and Hilbert

dim | |extr | computation |triangulation| real time
5x5x3 43| 75| Hilbert series 9,248,527,90%07:07:30 h
contingency tables Hilbert basis| 448,64| 00:20:31 h
linear rank 16| 720| Hilbert serieg 5,745,903,354 02:23:04 h
model forS Hilbert basis 7,783,191 00:09:56 h
ascending rank 27| 120| Hilbert serieg 20,853,141,97007:28:11 h
model forSs Hilbert basis 0] 00:00:01h

TABLE 8. Previous challenging computations

series of the % 5 x 3 contingency tables are in approximate proportion 2 : 5 :lis1s
not surprising since almost all simplicial cones are uniaiad
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