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Discrete intrinsic volumes

Mariia Dospolova, *f

Abstract

For a convex lattice polytope P C R? of dimension d with vertices in Z¢, denote
by L(P) its discrete volume which is defined as the number of integer points inside
P. The classical result due to Ehrhart says that for a positive integer n, the function
L(nP) is a polynomial in n of degree d whose leading coefficient is the volume of P.
In particular, L(nP) approximates the volume of nP for large n.

In convex geometry, one of the central notion which generalizes the volume is the
intrinsic volumes. The main goal of this paper is to introduce their discrete counter-
parts. In particular, we show that for them the analogue of the Ehrhart result holds,
where the volume is replaced by the intrinsic volume.

We also introduce and study a notion of Grassmann valuation which generalizes
both the discrete volume and the solid-angle valuation introduced by Reeve and Mac-
donald.
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1 Introduction and main results

Consider the integer lattice Z¢. The main object of our interest is a convex lattice polytope P C R,
that is, a convex hull of a finite number of points from Z9. Denote by P(Z?) the set of all (including
the empty set) convex lattice polytopes in RY.

By definition, aff P, the affine hull of P, is the least affine subspace of R? containing P, and
dim P, the dimension of P, is the dimension of this subspace. We say that P is of full dimension if
dim P = d. Equivalently, P has a non-empty interior or the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of P
is positive.

Denote by |P| the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure of P, where k = dim P. Thus for P # () we
have |P| > 0. In particular, if P coincides with a point, then |P| = 1. If P = (), then, by definition,
dim P =0 and |P| =0.

1.1 Discrete volume

For n € N! define the n-dilate of P by
nP:={nu:ue€ P}
and for P of full dimension define the discrete volume of P as the number of points from Z¢ lying
in P:
L(P):=|PNZ%. (1)
This term arose from the easy observation (see, e.g., [4]) that if dim P = d, then

lim 20 i py. @)

nooo nd o

If dim P = k < d, then (2) still holds with zero right-hand side. However, if we we replace the
normalization term n? by n*, we get (see, e.g., [2, Section 5.4])
L(nP) 1P|

Jdim = = Py )

where det(P) denotes the determinant of the k-dimensional lattice Z2 N aff P.
Thus the natural generalization of the discrete volume to the lattice polytopes in R¢ of any
dimension is

L(P) := det(P) - |[P N 24,
which coincides with (1) when dim P = d. With this notation, (2) takes the following general form:

lim LnP) (nP)

n—oo pdim P

=|Pl. (4)

One of our goals is to naturally generalize the definition of the discrete volume of P to the
definition of the k-th discrete intrinsic volume and to obtain the generalization of (4) with the k-th
intrinsic volume in the right-hand side.



To this end, given a convex cone C' C R?, denote by a(C) the solid angle of C' measured with
respect to the linear hull of C' as the ambient space, so we always have «(C) > 0 (similar to | - |,
see Subsection 2.3 for details). The usual (not discrete) k-th intrinsic volume of P is defined (see,
e.g., [16, Relation 4.23]) as

Vi(P)= Y a(Np(P))-|F|, (5)

FeFi(P)

where Ng(P) is the normal cone of P at face F (see Subsection 2.4 for the definition) and Fj(P)
denotes the set of all k-dimensional faces (for short, k-faces) of P. Note that if dim P = k, then
Vi(P) = |P| and Vi41(P) = --- = V4(P) = 0 (the latter holds if k& < d).

The first naive idea for the discrete intrinsic volume is to consider the following quantity:

L(P)= S a(Np(P))- det(F) - L(F). (6)

FeF (P)
Indeed, it easily follows from (5) and (4) that

Li(nP
lim 7]“(” )

n— oo n

= Vi(P). (7)

However, Ly(-) defined in (6) does not possess one important property: it is not a valuation. A real
function ¢ : P(Z%) — R! is called a valuation if ¢(()) = 0 and for all P,Q € P(Z%),

P(PUQ)=¢(P)+¢(Q) —o(PNQ) whenever PUQ € P(zY). ()

We say that ¢ is translation-invariant with respect to Z® if p(t + P) = (P) for all P € P(Z%) and
t € Z%. All valuations that we consider are translation-invariant.

Both Vj,(+) and L(-) are valuations on P(Z%) which implies many of their nice properties, some
of them being considered in Subsection 1.2. Moreover, the intrinsic volumes defined in (5) are
valuations on the set of convex compacts in R?.

Thus it is essential to find a definition for the discrete intrinsic volume which satisfies both (7)
and (8).

As a possible clue to this problem, let us consider another measure of discrete volume, a so-
called solid-angle valuation introduced by Reeve [14], [15] and Macdonald [11], [12] (see also |2,
Section 13.1]). To this end, let us represent (1) as

L(P)= Y 1eP. (9)
vEZ®

Now let us define the solid-angle valuation of P as a slight modification of (9):

> 1ve P] -aT,(P)) ifdimP =d,
A(P) = { vezd
0 otherwise,

where T,(P) is the tangent cone of P at point v (see Subsection 2.4 for the definition). In other
words, when we count point inside P, we leave the interior points untouched and multiply the



boundary points by the corresponding solid angles. Since for large n the proportion of the boundary
points of nP is negligible, as in (2) we have
. A(nP)
nh_}rrgo e |P|. (10)
On the other hand, A(-) differs from L(-) in a substantial way: if P,Q, P UQ € P(Z%) and we also
have dim(P N Q) < d, then

APUQ) = A(P)+ A(Q).

Clearly, L(-) lacks this property. Essentially, this is a reason why defined above Ly () failed to be
a valuation. On the contrary, the generalization of A(-) which we are going to introduce now will
turn out to be a valuation.

For P € P(Z%) of any dimension and k = 0,1,...,d, let

A(P):= Y > 1fv e Fldet(F)a(Np(P))a(T,(F)),

veEPNZE FEF(P)

where «(T,(F)) is the solid angle of the tangent cone of F' at point v, a(Np(P)) is the solid angle
of the normal cone of P at face F.
In our first theorem we collect some properties of A(+) including the connection with A(-).

Theorem 1.1. For any k € {0,1,...,d}, the k-th discrete intrinsic volume Ay () is a translation-
invariant valuation on P(Z%). Furthermore, for all P € P(Z%) we have

1. Ag(P) =1.

2. Ay(P) = A(P).

3. Ifdim P < k, then Ay(P) = 0.

4. limy, oo 2202 — y(P), k=0,1,...,d.

nk

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given in Section 4.1. The fourth part of Theorem 1.1 immediately
follows from the first part of Theorem 1.2 below.

In the next subsection, we will take a closer look at L(nP), A(nP), and A (nP) as functions of
n.

1.2 Ehrhart’s and Macdonald’s polynomials

The fundamental results due to Ehrhart [6], [5] and Macdonald [11], [12] state that if P is a convex
lattice polytope in R? of full dimension, then for n € Z, the functions L(nP) and A(nP) are
polynomials in n of degree d:

d
L(nP)=> LY(P)n', AnP)=>_ AW(P)n’. (11)
=0 3

These polynomials, which we denote by

LP(t)yAP(t)’t € Rlv



are called Fhrhart’s and Macdonald’s polynomials.
It readily follows from (2) and (10) that

L@(P)=AD(P) = |P|, (12)
and it is known that (see [2, Corollary 3.15., Theorem 13.8.])
LOP)=1 and A (P)=0. (13)

Moreover, it is not hard to show that

_ 1 |F| _ _
(d—1) - e (d—1) — Ald=3) — .=
L (P) 5 E et (F) and A (P)=A (P) 0, (14)
FeFq_1(P)

see [2, Theorem 5.6] and second part of (15) below.
The important properties of Ehrhart’s and Macdonald’s polynomials are the reciprocity rela-
tions:

Lp(—t) = (=1)¥™PL(t - relint(P)) and Ap(—t) = (=1)4™FAp(1), (15)

where relint(P) denotes the relative interior of P, the interior with respect to the affine hull of P.

Later McMullen [13] generalized (11) to all translation-invariant valuations on P(Z%). Specif-
ically, he showed that if P € P(Z?) and ¢ is a valuation on P(Z%), then for n € Z,, the function
©(nP) is a polynomial in n of degree r < d:

p(nP) = o™ (P)n*, (16)
k=0

where p(F)(.) is a homogeneous valuation on P(Z%) of degree k.
Therefore, since the k-th discrete intrinsic volume Aj(-) is a valuation on P(Z?) (see Theo-
rem 1.1), Ax(nP) is also a polynomial in n € Z, (of degree k, which will be seen later):

k
Ar(nP) =Y AD (P,
1=0

where we tacitly assumed that dim P > k, otherwise we would have Ag(nP) = 0. We call this
polynomial the k-th intrinsic Ehrhart polynomial and denote it by Ax p(t),t € R

In our next theorem, we derive different properties of the intrinsic Ehrhart polynomials and its
coefficients similar to (12), (13), (14), and (15).

Theorem 1.2. Let P € P(Z%) and k € {0,1,...,d}. If dim P < k, then A p(t) = 0. Otherwise,
A, p(t) is always even or odd polynomial of degree k,

k
App(t) =Y AV (Pt
=0

with the following properties of the coefficients:



1. AP (P) = Vi(P),
2. AY(P)=o.

Moreover, Ay p(t) satisfies the following reciprocity law:
A p(—t) = (1) Ay, p(t).

The proof of Theorem 1.2 will be given in Subsection 4.2. Now we would like to introduce one
more family of discrete measures which simultaneously generalizes both the discrete volume L(-)
and the solid-angle valuation A(-).

1.3 Grassmann angle valuations

If C C R? is a convex cone with non-empty interior (i.e., dim C' = d) such that
C # R4, (17)

then its solid angle a(C) can be calculated as the one-halfed probability to be non-trivially inter-
sected with the random line through the origin randomly chosen with respect to the Haar measure.
This observation encouraged Griinbaum [8] to introduce the following generalization of the solid
angle:

’}/k(C) = P[CﬂWd,k#{O}], k=0,1,...,d,

where W,_y, is a random (d — k)-dimensional linear subspace randomly chosen with respect to the
Haar measure on the Grassmannian of all linear (d — k)-dimensional subspaces. Since by definition
Ya-1(C) = 2a(C) (when C # R%) and 7o(C) = 1, the natural generalization of both L(-) and A(:)
is

Gr(P):= Y w(T,(P)).

ve PNZ4

However, there are 2 problems with this definition. The first one, for £k = d — 1 it is not with full
accordance with A(-): if C = RY, then 3v4-1(C) # a(C). The second problem is more crucial:
Gr(P) is not a valuation for all k # 0,d. It easily follows from the fact that - coincides for
(k 4+ 1)-dimensional linear subspaces and half-subspaces.

Let us suggest a possible solution. In the above definition of the solid angle we can omit
Assumption (17) if instead of a random line we consider the probability of the intersection with a
random ray, i.e. half-line. Then, a modification of Grassmann angles fully agreed with the solid
angle is

ar(C):=PlCNW , #{0}, k=0,1,...,d,

where Wj_ & is a random (d — k)-dimensional linear half-subspace randomly chosen with respect to
the Haar measure on the Grassmannian of all linear (d — k)-dimensional subspaces (for details, see
Subsection 3.1). Let

Gu(P):= 3 anl(@(P)).

ve PNZ



Now, with this modification of the Grassmann angles, Gj(-) becomes a valuation (see Theorem 1.3).
We call it the k-th Grassmann angle valuation. The basic properties of the Grassmann angle
valuations are collected in the next theorem.

Theorem 1.3. G(-) is a translation-invariant valuation on P(Z). Moreover, for all P € P(Z%)
we have

1. Go(P)=L(P)-1.
2. Ga_1(P) = A(P).
3. G4(P)=0.

4. If dim P = k, then

0=Gy(P)="-=Gp(P) < Gp-1(P) < Gyp—2(P) < ... < Go(P) = L(P) — 1.

The proof is postponed to Subsection 4.3.
Again, since the k-th Grassmann angle valuation Gy (+) is a valuation on P(Z?) it follows from
the result of McMullen (see (16)) that G (nP) is also a polynomial in n € Z:

d
Gp(nP) =" GV (P)n',

=0

where for simplicity we assume that P is of full dimension. We call this polynomial the k-th
Grassmann polynomial and denote it by Gy p(t),t € R

In the next theorem, we derive different properties of the Grassmann polynomials and its
coefficients similar to (12) and (13).

Theorem 1.4. Let P € P(Z%) be of full dimension and k € {0,1,...,d —1}. Then Gy p(t) is a
polynomial of degree d,

d
Grp(t) =Y GY (P,

i=0
with the following properties of the coefficients:
d
1. G7(P)=|P|,
2. G\ (P)=0.

The proof of Theorem 1.4 will be given in Subsection 4.4. In the next section we discuss the
question of the positivity of the Grassmann polynomials coefficients.

1.4 Reeve tetrahedron

Although it follows from (12), (13), (14) that the d-th, (d — 1)-th and the constant coefficients
of Ehrhart’s and Macdonald’s polynomials are non-negative, in general it does not hold for all
coefficients. It could be easily seen from the well-known example of Reeve [14] which was used by
him to show that higher-dimensional generalizations of Pick’s theorem do not exist.



Specifically, for h € N consider a tetrahedron in R?® defined as
Ay, = conv{(0,0,0),(0,1,0),(1,0,0),(1,1,h)},

which is called the Reeve tetrahedron. It was shown in [2, Section 3.7] and [3] that

h h h h
Lay(t) = 587+ + (2 — 6) b+l and An, (1) = 174+ (5 _ 6) ¢,

where S = S(A},) is the sum of the solid angles at the vertices of Aj. Thus, for h large enough, the
linear coefficients in the Ehrhart and in the Macdonald polynomials are negative. Our next result
shows that the same holds for all Grassmann polynomials of the Reeve tetrahedron.

In terms of Grassmann polynomials for A we can rewrite as

h h
Go,a,(t) = La, (t) =1 = gtB + %+ (2 - 6) t,

h h
Gg)Ah(t) = AAh(t) = Etg + (S — 6) t.

So it is enough to consider only Gi a,, (t).

Theorem 1.5. The first Grassmann polynomial of the Reeve tetrahedron has the following form:
h h
GMM@)—6ﬁ+t2+(S6>t

Note that it is well known that S < % (see [3, Proposition 11]). Therefore, S — % < 0if

h > 3. So, for the Reeve tetrahedron Ap with h > 3 the Grassmann polynomials have negative
linear coefficients. Theorem 1.5 is proved in Subsection 4.5.
1.5 Positive valuations

Let P € P(Z%),dim P = r. As was observed in Section 1.4, it is not true that the coefficients
of the Ehrhart polynomial Lp(t) are always non-negative. However, in his groundbreaking works
Stanley [18], [19] showed that if we represent Lp(t) as

o (t+ L (t+r—1 Lt
2oy = 1) (") e (T v ().
then we have hij(P), hi(P),...,h*(P) > 0, and moreover, if P’ € P(Z%) such that P’ C P, then
0< hi(P') < h(P), k=0,1,...d,

where we set hj.(P) =0 for k > dim P.
Later the similar result was proved for the Macdonald polynomial in [3].

Encouraged by these 2 examples, Jochemko and Sanyal [9] introduced the following notion. Let
¢ be a valuation on P(Z%) and P € P(Z%) with dim P = r. Let us represent (16) in the following

o etr) = ) (") e (T ) wnze ().

9



Following the definitions and notation of [9], we call a valuation ¢ combinatorially positive if
h{(P) > 0 and combinatorially monotone if hf (P’) < h{(P) whenever P’ C P.

As was mention above, the discrete volume and the solid angle valuation are combinatorially
positive and monotone. The natural question is if it is true for the discrete intrinsic volumes and
the Grassmann angle valuations? As for the former, we conjecture that the answer is positive.

Conjecture 1.1. For any k € {0,1,...,d} the k-th discrete intrinsic volume is combinatorially
positive and monotone.

Concerning the Grassmann angle valuations, our next theorem shows that in general, the answer
is negative.

Theorem 1.6. The k-th Grassmann valuation is not combinatorially positive for 0 < k < d — 2.

The proof is given in Subsection 1.6. The main ingredient of the proof is the following complete
characterization of combinatorially positive and combinatorially monotone valuations which was
obtained in [9]. Assume that ¢ is a translation-invariant valuation on P(Z?). Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) ¢ is combinatorially monotone;
(ii)  is combinatorially positive;

(iii) For every simplex A € P(Z%)

p(relint(A)) = Y (~1)HmAImFuE) > 0,
FeF(A)

where the sum is taken over all faces F' of A.

Note that from that we can conclude that due to Theorem 1.6 the k-th Grassmann valuation
is also not combinatorially monotone for 0 < k < d — 2.

Let us conclude this introductory section by describing how the rest of the paper is organized.
In the next section, we collect the necessary notion, definitions and facts from the convex geometry.
Some of them have been already briefly introduced in this section, however, for the subsequent 2
sections we will need a more detailed account of the theory. The detailed proofs of all theorems
announced in this section are given in Section 4. Section 3 lies a little apart from the main line of
our work. To introduce the generalization of the discrete volume and the solid-angle valuation which
still keep the valuation property, it was necessary to modify the original definition of the Grassmann
angles. However, besides that, it turned out that these slightly modified Grassmann angles possess
many interesting properties which, in some sense, make them preferable to the original ones. We
consider this question in details in Section 3.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Convex sets

For a set K C R? denote by conv K its convex hull,

k k
conv K := { > Nai a1, ap € KoM, A 20,) N =1,k €N},

=0 =0

10



and by pos K — its conic (or positive) hull:

k
pos K := {Z)‘ixi cxq, ..., €K A, A 20,k € N} ={dx:x € conv K,\ > 0}.
i=0
Let now K be a compact convex subset of RY. Then, the intrinsic volumes Vo(K),. .., Va(K)

are defined as the coefficients in the Steiner formula

d
K+ 7B =" ka xVe(K)r‘", 7 >0,
k=0
where B* denotes the k-dimensional unit ball, and ry, := |B¥| = 7%/2/I'(£ + 1) is the volume of B*

(ko :=1). In the other words, the volume of expansion is a polynomial whose coefficients depend
on the set K.
There is an equivalent way to define the intrinsic volumes by Kubota’s formula [17, Section 6.2]:

() = () )

where W), is a random k-dimensional linear subspace of R? uniformly chosen with respect to the Haar
measure on the Grassmannian of all such subspaces, and K|W}, denotes the orthogonal projection
of K onto Wj.

In particular, V(-) is the d-dimensional volume, Vy_1(+) is half the surface area, and V;(-) is
the mean width, up to a constant factor.

The intrinsic volumes of a set have the property of being independent on the dimension. This
means that if we embed K into RY with N > d, the intrinsic volumes will be the same.

2.2 Polyhedral sets

An intersection of finitely many closed half-spaces of the form
x ={(x1,...,2q) € R? : 121 + aszo + - - + agrq < b for some ay,...,aq,b € RY}

is called a polyhedral set in R?. In our paper, we mostly deal with 2 special cases: a polyhedral cone
and a convez polytope which will be the objects of the following 2 subsections. In this subsection,
we introduce the basic notion and definitions applied to them both.

Let P C R? be a polyhedral set. A linear hyperplane (linear subspace of codimension one) H,
such that P lies entirely on one side of H, is called a supporting hyperplane of P. A face of P is
either a set of the form P N H, where H is a supporting hyperplane of P, or P itself.

The dimension of a P is defined as the dimension of its linear hull (the minimal linear subspace,
containing P:

dim P := dimlin P,

and the relative interior of P is defined as the interior of P with respect to lin P and denoted by
relint(P). The same definitions are also applied to the faces of P, since they are polyhedral sets as
well.

11



Let us denote by F(P) the set of all faces of convex cone P, including the empty set anf P
itself, also Fi(P) denotes the set of k-dimensional faces, and fj(P) denotes the number of k-faces
of P. It is easy to see that

P= U relint(F).
FeF(P)
2.3 Polyhedral cones

A non-empty set C C R? is called a convex cone or just a cone if C' is a convex set such that A\C' = C
for all A > 0. A polyhedral set which is also a cone is called a polyhedral cone.

Specifically, linear subspaces are polyhedral, and polyhedral cones are closed. In the following,
we will assume that all cones C' are polyhedral and non-empty unless otherwise stated. Following
[1] let us recall some basic facts about polyhedral cones.

A polyhedral cone is called pointed if the origin 0 is a zero-dimensional face, or, which is the
same, if it does not contain a linear subspace of positive dimension.

For a polyhedral cone C' C R?, the following relation obtained by Euler is well known (see, e.g.,

[10]): )
dim C : : :
Z(_l)lfz(c) _ {(_1) if C is a linear Subspace, (18)

— 0 otherwise.

The solid angle of C' is defined as the probability for the random vector U uniformly distributed
over lin C' N'S?~! (the unit sphere in the span of C) to hit C:

a(C) :=P[U € (.

We stress that a(C) is measured inside lin C' and does not depend on the ambient space, so we
always have a(C) > 0. By definition, a({0}) = 1.
The polar cone of the convex polyhedral cone C' is the set

C°:={veR?: VweC, (wv) <0}

Note that C° is also a convex polyhedral cone.
Let us recall the basic properties of the polar cones:

1. If C is a linear subspace, then C° = C is the orthogonal complement;
2. C°° = (C°)° =C;
3. If C C D, then C° D D°;

For a polyhedral cone C' C R, denote by Il the metric projection defined as

le(x) = arg min{[lz — |2 | y € C}.
The Moreau decomposition of a point 2 € R? is the sum representation
x =Ieo(x) + Hee (),

where IIo(x) and IIgo (z) are orthogonal.

12



The conic counterparts of the intrinsic volumes are the conic intrinsic volumes. They are defined
for an arbitrary convex cone, however for our purposes it is more convenient to use the following
definition which is applied for a polyhedral cone only.

Let C C R? be a polyhedral cone and let U be a random vector uniformly distributed over the
unit sphere S?~!. Then for 0 < k < d we define the k-th conic intrinsic volume as the probability
that the metric projection of U onto C' lies in relative interior of a k-dimensional face of C"

v (C) =P{II¢(U) € Upe}-k(c)relint(F)}.
In particular, if dim C' = k, then by definition,
vE(C) = a(C).

It immediately follows from the definition that the conic intrinsic volumes form a probability
distribution on {0, 1,...,d} for a fixed cone C:

d
ZU;C(C) =1

k=0

In particular, if C' is a linear subspace of dimension j, then v;(C) =1 and v, (C) = 0 for k # j.

The conic intrinsic volumes satisfy the following version of the Gauss—Bonnet theorem (see [17,
Section 6.5]):

d
> (=1kup(C) = (19)

{(—1)dimc if C'is a linear subspace,
k=0

0 otherwise.

For a polyhedral cone C it was shown by Griinbaum [8, Theorem 2.8| that

(—Dfun(C) = Y (=) Fu(F). (20)

FeF(C)
Also, it is easy to see that the conic intrinsic volumes of the polar cone satisfy
vk(C") = ’Ud,k(C).

For k > d we write by definition vy (C) = 0.

Another important geometric characteristic of a convex cone closely associated with the conic
intrinsic volumes is the Grassmann angles which have been introduced and studied by Griin-
baum [8]. Define the k-th Grassmann angle of the convex cone C' C R as the probability for C' to
be intersected by the random (d — k)-plane Wy_, (defined in Subsection 2.1) non-trivially:

1 (C) := P[C N Wy_y, # {0}].
It is not hard to prove that for any convex cone C C R% with C # {0},

1=7(C) 2 1(0) > ... 2 7(C) = 0. (21)

13



If C is of full dimension, its solid angle can be expressed in terms of the Grassmann angles as
follows:

1 1 1 1
a(C) = ifyd,l(C) + 5]1[0 =RY = §IP’[C NWy # {0}] + 51[6’ =R4]. (22)
In [8], Griinbaum proved that, like the solid angle, the Grassmann angles do not depend on the
dimension of the ambient space: if we embed C in RY with N > d, the Grassmann angles will be
the same. Thus for a linear k-plane L, C R%, k € {1,...,d}, we have

’YO(Lk) =...= ’Yk—l(Lk) = 1, 'Yk(Lk) = ...= ’Yd(Lk) =0.

For C = {0}, we have v,(C) =71 (C) =...=0.
The mentioned above connection between the conic intrinsic volumes and the Grassmann angles
is expressd via the Crofton formula (see, e.g., [17, p. 261]): for all k =0,1,...,d we have

Y,(C) = 2(vk41(C) + vi43(C) +...) (23)

provided that the cone C' is not a linear subspace.

2.4 Convex polytopes

A bounded polyhedral set in R? is called a convex polytope, or just a polytope. An equivalent
definition for the convex polytope is a convex hull of finitely many points in R%. The equivalence
of these two definitions is proved in [2, Appendix A].

For non-negative n the n-th dilation of a polytope P is defined by: nP = {nx : x € P}.

Faces of dimension 0,1 and dimP — 1 are called vertices, edges, and facets respectively. For
polytopes, Euler’s relation (cf. (18)) takes the form (see, e.g., [2, Theorem 5.2.])

d

S (=Difi(P) =1 (24)

=0

Further, for a convex polytope P, face F of P and v € relint(F') we define a tangent cone T,(P)
as

T,(P) = pos(P —v).

It is easy to understand that T,(P) is a polyhedral cone and for any two different points vy, ve €
relint(F') we have T,, (P) = Ty, (P), hence the tangent cone of P at point v depends only on the
face, in the relative interior of which v lies. Sometimes we will denote the tangent cone of P
corresponding to the face F' by Tr(P). Finally, the normal cone Ng(P) to P at F is defined by
identity Np(P) = Tp(P)°.

The solid angles of the tangent cones of a polytope app = a(Tp(P)) (inner angles) are
connected according to the Brianchon—Gram relation (see, e.g., [2, Corollary 13.9.]) which is a
multi-dimensional generalization of the fact that the angles of a plane triangle sums up to m/2:

> app(-1)*mF =0 (25)

FeF(P)
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If P is a polytope, then it is known that (see [16, Relation 4.23|) its k-th intrinsic volume can
be calculated as

Vi(P)= Y aNp(P)-|Fl= Y w(Tr(P))-|F|. (26)

FeFi(P) FeFi(P)

3 DModified Grassmann angles

In this section we introduce the modified definition of Grassmann angles and consider their main
properties, as well as the relationship with the original definition.

3.1 Definition and basic properties

Let us recall that W} denotes a random k-dimensional linear subspace randomly chosen with respect
to the Haar measure on the Grassmannian of all linear k-dimensional subspaces. Let U be a random
vector uniformly distributed over the unit sphere S*~! independently from Wj. Denote by W]j a
random closed half-subspace defined as

Wh =Wy nUL,

where U j_‘ is the closed half-space containing U with the boundary orthogonal to U:

Ut :={xeR%: (x,U) > 0}.
Also denote by W~ the complementary random half-subspace

W, = W \ relint(W,;").

We define the k-th modified Grassmann angle (k € {0,...,d}) of a convex cone C' C R? as

o (C) = BIW] . N C # {0}].
Let us recall that the original Grassmann angles are defined as

Y (C) :=P[CNWy_ #{0}], k=0,1,...,d.
The next theorem establishes a connection between these two definitions.

Theorem 3.1. Let C C R? be a convex cone such that C #* RA~F 1 gnd 0 < k <d—1. Then

an(C) = 7 (C) +2'Yk+1(0).

Note that for k =1 and C # R we really have
1 1
PW;"NnC # {0}] = gP[Wl NC#{0}]+0= EIP’[Wl NC # {0}].

The main ingredient of the proof of Theorem 3.1 is the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let C C R< be a convex cone, 1 < k < d and C #+ R4=*+1 Then

P nC 2 {oh Wy nC#{0}] =PWianC # {0}]. (27)

The proofs of all results of this section are collected in Subsection 3.3.
Now let us present a modified version of the Crofton formula, cf. (23):

Theorem 3.2 (New version of Crofton formula). Let C' C RY be a convex cone; then
C) = vei(C). (28)
i>1

Let us stress that unlike in (23), here we do not assume that C' is not a linear subspace, so (28)
holds for any convex cone C.
The following is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 3.1. With modified definition of the Grassmann angle, we have
1. If dimC =k, then a,_1(C) = v(C) = a(C);
2. Oéo(C) = Z ’UZ(C) = Z ’UZ‘(C) — U()(C) =1- UO(C).

i>1 i>0

Also, by Theorem 3.2, v;(C) = ap—1(C) — i (C) for k > 1
Thus, using (20) and (19) we obtain the following formulae:

Corollary 3.2. Let C C R? be a polyhedral cone. Then for k > 1

(~D*(ar-1(C) —an(C)) = Y- (=) (a1 (F) — aw(F)),

FeF(C)
where F(C) - the set of all faces of the cone C.

Corollary 3.3. For a polyhedral cone C:

1—ap(C —I-Z akl C)—ax(0)) =

k=1

d (—1)4mC if C is a linear subspace,
0 else.

We conclude this section by presenting the formula which is an analogue of one obtained by
Griinbaum [8, Theorem 3.3.] for the original Grassmann angles.

Theorem 3.3 (Griinbaum’s formula for modified Grassmann angles). Let P C RY be an arbitrary
convez polytope of full dimension and 1 < k< d—1. Then

d—

2> (-1 Y Z "g—pin(Tp(P)) = ()% = (-1)%.

3=0 FeF;(P)n=0

i
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3.2 Expected angles of Gaussian convex cones

Let k € {1,...,d} be fixed. Consider a random linear operator A : RY — R* whose matrix, also
denoted by A, is given by
N11 . Nld
A= : € RF*d
Nigio ... Ngg
where Ni1,..., Niq are independent standard Gaussian random variables.

For M C R the set
AM :={Az:x € M} C R*

is called the Gaussian image (or spectrum) of M. In [7, Corollary 3.7.] it was found the following
connection between the expected angle of the Gaussian image of a cone and its Grassmann angles:

7:(C) +7-1(C)

Elux (AC)] = 5

(29)

provided that C is not a linear subspace. Note that since AC' C R*, then vy (AC) = a(AC) if AC
is of full dimension and vi(AC) = 0 otherwise.
With the modified Grassmann angles, it possible to obtain (29) for arbitrary convex cones:

E[ui(AC)] = ax_1(C). (30)

Indeed, due to Theorem 3.1 it suffices to check (30) for the linear subspaces only.
Let C = R", where 0 < n < d.
It is known (see 7, Proposition 5.7]) that for any ¥ € N and for arbitrary cone C' C R?,

Pldim AC' = min(k,dim C)] = 1.

Consider two cases:

1. Case 1: n < k—1.
Then v (AC) = 0 with probability 1, because P[dim AC = min(dim C, k) = n] = 1.
So, E[vk(AC)] = 0.
On the other hand, ay_1(C) =0, because dimC + (d—k+1)=n+(d—k+1) < d.
2. Case 2: n > k.
By the same argument,
vk(AC) = 1 with probability 1, because P[dim AC' = min(dim C, k) = min(n, k) = k|, and
E[ur(AC)] = 1;
ar—1(C) =1, because dimC + (d—k+1)=n+(d—k+1) > d.

So,
Efog(AR™)] = Y v 1i(R™) = a1 (R™).

i>0

This completes the proof of (30).
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3.3 Proofs

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Note that from the definition of W, W,j , as well as from the properties of
probability, it follows that:

B(W, N.C £ {0}] = B[, NC # {0}). (31)
PIW; NC # {0}] + PIW,; NC # {0)]

=P ne A {onJwr ne# op] +P (Wi ne £ o) (Wi nC #{o})]
= P(Wf UW)NC £ {0} + P [(W nC # {0} (YW nC # {0})]
= P[Wi N C # {0}] + P [(WF nC £ {0) (J(Wi7 nC # {o})]. (32)

Taking into account Lemma 3.1, we obtain
P (W nC # {0 (Wi NC #{0})] =P Wi nC # {0}].

Combining (31) and (32), we get the required.

O

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Let us prove (27) by proving the two following inequalities:
B[(W; nC #{0) Wi NC #{0h)] = PIWieanC # {0}, (33)
P ne 2 {oh Wy nC#{0h] <PWiinC #{0}]. (34)

Let us start with (33). From the definition of half-subspaces it is clear that W, N W, = Wj_q,
which means that if the cone intersects Wj,_1, then both Wl:r and W, are intersect with the cone
nontrivially. Thus,

P nC £ {0h Wy nC #{0h)] > PWianC £ {0}].

To show (34) let us assume that the intersection of the cone with both half-subspaces is nontrivial.
Then there are points x # 0,y # 0 such that = € W,:' NC,y € W, NC. 1If at least one of the
points x or y lies in Wy_1, then the cone intersects Wj_; in a nontrivial way, hence the inequality
holds.

Therefore, we can assume that in Wy, the points & and y are separated by the subspace Wy,_1.

By the convexity condition, the entire segment zy lies inside the cone.

Consider two cases:

1. If x and y are not collinear, then xy intersects Wj_; at a point different from 0. Hence, in
this case, the intersection of the cone with Wj_; is nontrivial.
2. If z,y,0 are on some line [, then this whole line lies inside C' and does not lie inside Wj,_1.

In the case when C N Wy, = [ U A, where A # (), consider a point a € A. If a € Wjy_1, then
the intersection of C' with Wj_; is nontrivial, which is what we need. If a ¢ Wj_1, then a
lies in one of the open half-spaces W,:r ,W, . Let us connect a with one of the two points
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x or y, which lies in the other half-subspace. Without loss of generality, we can assume that
this is the point z. Then the segment ax lies in the cone C' and intersects Wj_, at a point
different from 0.

Thus, it remains to consider the case when C' N W), = L.

We represent C' as C = L U C, where L is the largest linear subspace contained in the cone

C.

(a) Let dimL < d — k. In this case, P[C N W), =] = 0, since C N W}, = [ implies that
LNWy =1, but PILNW; =1] = 0. So the left and right hand sides of (27) are equal
to 0.

(b) Let dim L > d — k + 2, then C'N W}, contains a two-dimensional plane with probability
1, and this contradicts our assumption.

(c¢) Finally, we need to consider the last option, when dim L =d — k + 1.
Under the conditions of the lemma, C' # R?~*+1  Hence, there is z € C=cC \ L.
Consider the linear hull of L and z, denote it by L. So, dim L = d — k + 2.
It follows that L N Wj_; contains some line | with probability 1. The line [ can be
represented as [ = \w for some vector w € L and A € R. Since w = A1z + Ao for some
A, A € R,v e L, we have | = \w = A(A1z + Agv), where v € L, A € R.
If Ay =0, then [ =X\ = S\v, that is, [ lies in L, which means that the intersection of
C with Wj_, is nontrivial. If \; # 0, then I = A(A1z 4+ Aav) = A (2 + %v) = ANz +9),
and for nonnegative A, points of the form A(z + ©) lie in the cone. It follows that the
intersection of C' with Wj,_1 is nontrivial.

O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let us consider three cases:

1. If C is not a linear subspace in R?, then using the Theorem 3.1 and Crofton formula (23),
we obtain the following chain of equalities:

PIW; 1O # {0)] = 3 (BIWa_k 1 C # {0)] + B[Wa_i 1 N C # {0)])

=% 2 ) uei(C) 42 ) vk (0) | =) ukg(©).

i>1 odd j>1 odd i>1

2. If C is a linear subspace of dimension n in R%, but at the same time C' # RF*! then:

(a) Suppose k < n; then n +d — k > d, moreover, since n # k + 1, we see that n > k + 2,
therefore, by Theorem 3.1,

PW,_, N C # {0}]

1
=3 (PWa—i N C # {0} + P[Wa—r—1 N C # {0}])
1
=51+ =1
On the other hand, > vi4;(C) = 1, since v, (C) = 1,v,;(C) =0 for j # n.
i1
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(b) Suppose k > n; then n+ d — k < d, hence,
P[W,_, NC # {0}]

(PWa—i, N C # {0}] + P[Wy_r—1 N C # {0}])

DN =

1
= 5(0+0) =0.
At the same time, ) vp4,(C) = 0, since v, (C') = 1,v;(C) = 0 for j # n.
i1

3. Finally, consider the case when C' = R¥*1. In this case, on the one hand, d — k + k + 1 =
d+ 1 > d and therefore,
BW,,NC # {0}] = 1.

On the other hand, ) vi4i(C) = 1, because vy41(C) = 1,v;(C) =0 for j # k + 1.
i>1

O
Proof of Theorem 3.3. For the proof, it is convenient to denote by ay, r p the k-th modified Grass-
mann angle for a tangent cone of P at face F, i.e., ay pp = ax(Tr(P)).
According to Grinbaum [8] (with the slightly different notation), we introduce:
ROy == P[W N CT # {0},
oM () = 1= AHHCT) = BWn O = {0)],
where C” C R% is a convex cone of dimension 1 < r < d and W}, is a random k-dimensional linear
subspace having the uniform distribution on the Grassmann manifold of all such subspaces in R<.
For a polytope P and its j-dimensional face FV let
b (P, F7) .= o™ (Tps (P)),
VP, F7) = M (T (P)),

where Tr; (P) was defined in section 2.4.
Also, define

FieF;(P)

In [8, Theorem 3.3.], Griinbaum proved that for each d-polytope P and 1 < k < d — 1 the
following identity holds:

d—

D

k—1
Jj=0

(~1Yof(P) =1~ (-1)*" (35)

We rewrite the last identity in terms of v*¢(P,F7) = 1 — o®4(P, FJ). First note that the
superscript d — k — 1 in the sum on the left hand side can be increased to d, while the value of the

20



sum will not change, since o*?(P, FZJ) =0 for j >d— k. We get:

d—k—-1 d
PORCVEISED SV DI
=0 =0 FieF;(P)
d
DI DN CERLCEED)
§=0 FieF;(P)
S BCIED SCIVD DA 4}
7=0 7=0 FieF;(P)

Using Euler’s identity (24) for a convex d-dimensional polytope we obtain:

d d d

SCWH-Y Y MR =1-Y () Y M),

j=0 j=0 FieF;(P) j=0 FieF;(P)
Then, comparing the last equality with equality (35), we can conclude that

d
=1y Y AP F) = (-1 (36)

j=0 Fje]:j(P)

Further, using the definitions of ak’FJ"p;'yk’d(P, F7) and Theorem 3.1, we obtain for F7 # P and
1<k<d-1:

ag,pip =5 (VTP FT) 44T FY)) (37)

N |

Substituting d — 1 for k in (37), we get

Qq_1,Fi,p = (71’d(P7 FI)+ O) .

N | =

Hence,
71’d(P7 Fj) =2a4-1,Fi p-

Repeating the argument above, we get

1 . )
Qg_2.Fi p= 5 (72’d(Pa FI) +484(P, F))

[\

VHUP, FI) =200 pi p — 204_1,p1 p
1 . )
Qd-3,FI,P = 5 (737d(Pa FI) +4*4(P, F7))
VHUP,F7) = 20_5, 5 p — 204_2, i p + 204_1,p3 P
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Continuing this line of reasoning, we see that
i d(Pa Fj) =2 Z(—l)nad—k+n,Ff,P-

Finally, substitute the last identity in (36) (note that for F9 = P we have v*¢(P, P) = 1) to obtain

-1 k-1
2> (-1 > D (D" = (DT = (-1)%
=0 FieF;(P)n=0

4 Proofs of main results

4.1 Theorem 1.1: Properties of discrete intrinsic volumes
Proof. Since a(NF(P)) = vi(Tr(P)) we can rewrite Ai(P) in the following form:
= > Y 1 € Fldet(F)up(Tp(P)a(T,(F)). (38)
vEPNZI FEF) (P)
Obviously, Ay () = 0. First, we must show that for all P,Q € P(Z%) such that PUQ € P(Z%)
Ap(PUQ) = Ap(P) + Ax(Q) — A(P N Q),
that is,

Z Z 1jv € Fldet(F)ue(Tr(PUQ))a(T,(F)))

vE(PUQ)NZL FEF, (PUQ)

= Y 1fv € Fldet(F)oe(Tr(P))a(T,(F))

veEPNZE FeEFL(P)

+ > Y 1y e Fldet(F)og(Tr(Q))a(T,(F))

veEQNZE FEFL(Q)

- ¥ > 1 € Fldet(F)uor(Te(P N Q))o(T,(F)).

ve(PNQ)NZE FEFL(PNQ)

We will prove that the equality holds for every v € (PUQ)NZ%. In other words for a fixed v € PUQ
we have

> v € Fldet(F)ur(Tr(PUQ))a(T,(F)) (39)
FeF,(PUQ)
= Y 1 € Fldet(F)up(Tr(P))a(T,(F))
FEFL(P)
+ Y 1 € Fldet(F)ur(Tr(Q)) (T, (F))
FeFr(Q)
= Y 1[v e Fldet(F)ve(Tr(P N Q))a(T,(F)).
FeF,(PNQ)
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Definition. We say that two k-dimensional polytopes are collinear if they are in the same k-
dimensional subspace.

Consider some cases.
Case 1. v ¢ PN Q. Without loss of generality, v € P\ Q. Then (39) becomes

> 1 € Fldet(F)ur(Tr(PUQ))a(T,(F))
FeF,(PUQ)

= Z 1[v € Fldet(F)vr(Tr(P))a(T,(F)),
FeF(P)

which is trivial, since vy and « are both defined by a small neighborhood of v, and polytopes PUQ,
P are identical in the neighborhood of v.

Case 2. v € PN Q. To deal with this case we need to describe the connections between faces
of P,Q and faces of P U Q, PN Q. We will need two following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let F' be a k-dimensional face of PUQ or PN Q. Then there exists a k-dimensional
face F of P or of Q such that F' and F are collinear.

Proof of Lemma /4.1. Let us consider two cases:

1. F is a k-dimensional face of P U Q. By definition (see Subsection 2.2), the face F' can be
represented in the form F' = Hp N (P U Q), where Hp is a supporting hyperplane of P U Q.
In this case, Hr N P and Hr N Q are faces of P and @ respectively. Now we show that both
of these faces are k-dimensional. Indeed, if Hr N P and Hr N @ have dimension less than k,
then F = HrN(PUQ) = (HFrNP)U(HrNQ) has dimension less than k, which contradicts
our assumption.

2. F is a k-dimensional face of P N Q. By the same argument, F' = Hrp N (P N Q) for some
supporting hyperplane Hr of PN Q.

First note that at least one of the polytopes P or @ lies on one side of the Hp. In fact,
by convexity of the union of P and @, if p € P, ¢ € @, then the segment pg contains at
least one point from P N Q. So, if we assume that there are points p; and ¢; on one side of
the Hp, ps and g2 on the other side of the Hp, then, according to the above, there exists
T € p1q1,Y € P2qo, such that z,y € PN Q. Consequently, P N @ does not lie on one side of
Hp, which contradicts the assumption.

We can assume without loss of generality that P lies on one side of the Hp. Then Hp N P
is a face of P. It remains to check that Hr N P is k-dimensional.
Assume the converse: the dimension of Hr N P at least k + 1. There are three cases.

(a) @ does not lie on one side of Hp. Since dim Hp NP > k + 1, there is a point w ¢ F,
w € Hp N P, such that dimlin(w, F) = k + 1, where lin(w, F') is a linear hull of w
and F. Let us prove that in this case w € @. By assumption, there are two points
q1,q2 € @, such that q1,¢> lie on opposite sides of Hrp. Both segments ¢;w and gaw
contain points from PN Q. But PNQ lies on one side of Hp. Therefore, the only point
on the segments g w, gaw lying at the PN Q is w. This contradicts our assumption that
F =Hp N (PNQ) is k-dimensional.
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(b) @ and P lie on opposite sides of Hr. This case is analyzed similarly to the previous
one.

(¢) @ lies on the same side of Hr as P. Then Hp N Q is a face of Q. If Hp N Q is k-
dimensional, then the lemma is proved with F=HpnN @. Now suppose that dim Hgp N
Q > k+ 1. There are a points wy ¢ F, wy € Hr NP, wy ¢ F, we € Hp N Q, such
that dimlin(wy, F') = dimlin(wse, F') = k 4+ 1. Suppose that dimlin(wy, ws, F) = k + 2.
As above, the segment wjwsy contains a point z € P N Q. Moreover, z ¢ F, since
dimlin(wy, we, F) = k + 2. On the other hand, z € Hrp N (P N Q) = F, which is the
desired contradiction. If dimlin(w,we, F') = k+1, then wy and ws are collinear. In the
case that w; and we co-directed, we have dim Hr N (PN Q) = k + 1, which contradicts
our assumption. If w; and ws are oppositely directed, then F' is a face of Hr N P, and
hence F is a face of P. This concludes the proof.

O

Lemma 4.2. Let E be a k-dimensional face of P, such that there does not exist face of Q collinear
to E. Then E is a k-dimensional face of PN Q or of PU Q.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Following the notation of the previous lemma consider a hyperplane Hg such
that £ = Hg N P and consider three cases

1. @ entirely lies on the same side of Hg as P. In this case Hg is a supporting hyperplane for
PUQ@ and F C HeN(PUQ). Assume that there does not exist a face of P U Q) collinear to
E, then Hg N (P U Q) has dimension at least k + 1 and therefore Hg N @ is of dimension at
least k 4+ 1 and consequently Hg NP C Hg N Q. Hence Hp N (PNQ)=Hg NP =E.

2. @ does not lie entirely on the one side of Hg. In this case by the same argument as in case
2a of the previous lemma we get that ¥ C @ and E is a face of PN Q.

3. @ lies entirely on the opposite side of Hg than P. Here proof follows by the same argumetns
as in case 2b of Lemma 4.1.

O

With these lemmas in hand, we can prove (39) by independent consideration of collinear classes
of faces. Fix k-dimensional face E of P.
Case 2.1. There is no face of @ collinear to E. The second lemma gives that F is a face of P U Q
or PNQ.
Case 2.1.1 F is a face of P N Q. We will need the following.

Lemma 4.3. Let C; and C5 be cones of different dimensions such that their union is convex. Then
one of them contains the other.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Suppose that dimC; = k,dimCy = n,k > nand z € C; U Cs. By the
convexity condition, z + Cy U Cy C C; U Cs. Hence for every neighorhood U of z U N (Cy U Cs) is

at least k-dimensional, hence x € Cf.
O
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We know that £ C @ and E is not a face of Q. Hence the cone Tg(Q) := T.(Q) (for some
e € relint(F)) contains a k-dimensional subspace. Also, we know that @ has no faces collinear to
E, therefore Tr(Q) is a cone of dimension at least k + 1 while Tg(P) is of dimension exactly k.
Lemma 4.3 gives Tg(P) C Tg(Q); therefore Tr(P) = Te(P N Q). Now we see that in (39), the
terms with face F coincide and have different signs: one term is in the sum for P and the other is
in the sum for PN Q.
Case 2.1.2 FE is a face of PUQ. By the same argument as above we conclude that cone T,(Q), e € E,
is at most (k — 1)-dimensional and Tg(P) = Tr(P U Q); therefore terms for face E again coincide.
Case 2.2 There exists face Fy of () such that F; and E are collinear. Then there is a face
FEy, = FEU FE; of PUQ collinear to E.
Case 2.2.1 There is no face of PN Q collinear to E. Consider an arbitrary point p € relint(E). It
is easy to see that p ¢ Q. Then,

Tu(P) =Ty(P) =T,(PUQ) = Tr,(PUQ). (40)

By doing the same for @) we establish
Tp(P)=Tp,(Q) = TE,(PUQ). (41)
Denote the cone in the latter equation by C. Now the terms in (39) for a face E are the following:
det(Eq)vr(C)a(Ty (E2)) = det(E)vg (C)a(Ty(E)) + det(Er)vg (C)a(Ty (EL)).

All three determinants are equal, hence the equality follows from the additivity of the solid angle
(in this case o(T,(PNQ)) = 0).
Case 2.2.2. There exists a k-dimensional face F3 = EN E; of PN Q. In this case we have four
polytopes E, E1, Es, E3 which can be in a different relations.

Case 2.2.2.1. E ¢ E; and Ey ¢ E. Then (41) holds by the same argument as in the previous
case. Also, consider point r € relint(FEs3) C relint(F). We have

Te,(PNQ)=T.(PNQ)=T.(P)NT.(Q) =T.(P) = Tr(P). (42)
Therefore,
Tp(P) =Tg,(Q) =TE,(PUQ) =Tk, (PNQ).
If we denote the cone in the latter equality by C, the terms in (39) collinear to E will be

det(E2)vi(C)a(T, (E2)) = det(E) v (C)a(T,(E))
+ det(Er)vg (C)a(T, (Er)) — det(Es)vg (C)a(Ty(E3)).

And again we have equal determinants and additivity of the solid angle.
Case 2.2.2.2 4 = E. Then F = E; = E5 = FE3 and

a(T,(E)) = a(T,(Er)) = a(T,(Es)) = a(T,(E3)) = a.
In this case (39) is reduced to

(T, (PUQ)) = v (Te(P)) + vk (Tr, (Q)) — vk(Tr, (P N Q)),
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which follows from the additivity property of the conic intrinsic volume (see [17, Section 6.5]).
Case 2.2.2.3 E C Ey, E # E;. Then Ey = E;, E3 = E. The same arguments as in (40) and in
(42) give

TE, (Q) =TE,(PUQ), Tp(P)=Tg,(PNQ).

Now the terms in (39) for P coincide with the terms for P N @ and the terms for @) coincide
with the terms for P U Q.

Thus, Ak(+) is a valuation. The translation-invariance of Ag(+) is trivial.

It is easily shown that Ag(P) =1 and A4(P) = A(P):

A(P)= D w(Tu(P) =1,

v—vertex of P

Aa(P)= > w(Tp(P)(Ty(P)) = Y a(T,(P))=A(P).

ve PNZ4 vePNZ4

Here, we write by definition «(7,(v)) = 1,det(v) = 1 when v is vertex of P, and used the prop-
erties of the conic intrinsic volumes, in particular, the fact that for any P € P(Z%) we have

> vo(Ty(P)) = 1.
v—vertex of P
Evidently, A;(P) = 0 in the case when dim P < k, since P has no k - dimensional faces.

The fourth part of Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to the first part Theorem 1.2, the proof of which
is presented below. O

4.2 Theorem 1.2: Properties of intrinsic Ehrhart polynomials

Proof. Rewrite (38) in the following way:

= > > 1 € Fldet(F)op(Tr(P))e(Ty(F))

FeF(P)veFNZY

> det(F)op(Te(P)) > 1[v € Flo(T,(F))

FeF,(P) ve FNZ4

= Z det( Vk TF Z Z a(Tv(F))
FeFi(P) E'E]"(F)vGrchnt(E)

= Z det Uk TF )) Z Lrelint(E)a(TE(F))'
FeFy(P) EeF(F)

Hence,
Ak P Z det Uk TF Z Lrehnt(E) ( ( )) (43)
FEF(P) EeF(F)
= Y det(F)up(Tr(P))Ar(t).

FG.Fk(P)

Here by Ap(t) we mean the sum Y Lyeiing(r) (t)a(TE(F)) in k-dimensional space in R?, gener-
EeF(F)
ated by the face F. The results mentioned in section 1.2 are correct for Ag(t) with minor changes.
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By (13), (14), Ap(t) is always even or odd polynomial of degree k with zero constant term. There-
fore, the same holds for Ay p(t).

To calculate the leading coefficient notice that the terms in (43) where E # F have degree
strictly less than k and consequently do not impact the leading coefficient; the terms Lielint () (%)
where E = F, by (3) and (15), have the leading coefficient #&,) Thus, the leading coefficient of
A, p(t) equals

S det(F)o TF(P))deZL:): S T (P)IF 2 Vi(P).

FeFy P) FE.Fk(P)
Finally we shall show that reciprocity law holds:

App(—t)= > det(F)op(Tr(P))Ap(-t)

FeFi(P)

DS det(F)op(Tr(P))(—1)%™F Ap(1)
FG]'—;C(P)

= (=1)* Ay p(t).

4.3 Theorem 1.3: Properties of Grassmann angle valuations
Proof. By the definition of translation-invariant valuation, we need to show that
1. Gr(0) =
2. GL(PUQ)+ Gr(PNQ) = Gr(P) + Gr(Q) for any P,Q € P(Z%);
3. Gi(P + 2) = Gi(P) for any P € P(Z%) and z € Z<.

The first and third properties are obvious. Let us check the second one.
We must prove that

Yo aTPu)+ > an(TW(PNQ)

ve(PUQ)NZ4 ve(PNQ)NZ
= Y TP+ Y a(T(@Q).
vePNZ4 veQNZ4

Using Theorem 3.2 and the trivial fact that

Tv(PUQ) = Tv(P) UTv(Q)7
Tv(PmQ) - Tv(P) ﬂTv(Q),
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we get

Yo a@@u)+ D aw(T(PNQ)

ve(PUQ)NZ? ve(PNQ)NZ?
= Y D unTWPUu)+ Y Y u(T(PNQ)
ve(PUQ)NZY i1 ve(PNQ)NZ i1
= Z Z Uk}-‘rl U U T’U(Q)) + Z Z Uk-i—z u m j—ZU(Q))
ve(PUQ)NZI 121 ve(PNQ)NZ i1

By the additivity of the conic intrinsic volumes (see [17, Section 6.5]), we can rewrite the last
expression in the following form:

Yo D un@PIUT@)+ D D u(Tu(P)NTL(Q))

ve(PUQ)NZE i21 vE(PNQ)NZA i>1

= Z ka+i(Tv(P)) + U1 (T0(Q)) — Vi (T (P) N T (Q))

ve(PUQ)NZ4 i1

+ ) D ul(T(P)NT(Q))

vE(PNQ)NZ i>1

= Z Z Vk+4 (Tv (P)) + Uk+i (TU(Q))

vE(PUQ)NZ? i>1

Z ka+i(Tu(P))+ Z ka+i(T

vePNZ4 i1 veEQNZ 121
= > WP+ Y aT(Q).
vePNzZd veEQNZA

This implies that Gy(-) is a translation-invariant valuation on P(Z?).
Further, we see that for full-dimensional P € P(Z%),

Ga1(P)= > aaa(Tu(P)= Y aT,(P)) =A(P)

ve PNZ ve PNZ4

is the solid-angle valuation for the polytope P € P(Z4).
Note also that since ay(C) = 0 for any cone C, we have

Gd(P) =0.

The following step is to show that the Ehrhart valuation L(P), up to a constant, coincides with
G() (P)

Go(P)= > a(Tu(P))= > Y wi(Ty(P

veEPNZ4 veEPNZ i21
> 1—w(Tu(P) =L(P) = > vo(Ty(P)).
ve PNZ4 ve PNZ4
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Further, v(T,(P)) = 0 when v is not a vertex of the polytope P. Indeed, vo(T,(P)) = P[Il1, py(g) €
relint (of some 0 — dimensional face of T, (P))]. But if v is not a vertex of P, then T, (P) does not
contain 0 — dimensional faces.

So,
Go(P)=L(P)— Y  w(Tu(P))=L(P)—1
v— vertex of P
In the last step, we used the fact that > vo(Ty(P)) = > a(T,(P)°) = 1 for
v— vertex of P v— vertex of P
P e P(z%).
The fourth part of Theorem 1.3 easily follows from inequality (21) and properties of angles ay,
including Theorem 3.1. O

4.4 Theorem 1.4: Properties of Grassmann polynomials

Proof. Theorem 1.3 implies polynomiality of G, p(t) because of McMullen’s result (see (16)). Nev-
ertheless, let us show another standard short reasoning.
We can represent the dilated polytope tP as a disjoint union of its relative open faces:

tP = U relint(¢tF).
FeF(P)

Hence we can write

Grpt)= > a(Tu(tP)= > > ap(Ty(tP))1[v € relint(tF)].

vetPNZ FeF(P)vetPNZa

Since T, (tP) = Ty, (tP) for any vy,vs € relint(tF'), we see that ay(T,(tP)) is constant on each
relatively open face relint(¢F'), and we denote this constant by oy, g p, whence,

Gk p Z Q. F,P Z ’U S rehnt(tF Z (73 FPLrehnt(F)( ) (44)

FeF(P) vetPNZ4 FeF(P)

Thus Gy, p(t) is a polynomial in ¢ of degree at most d, because Lycjint(r) is a polynomial.

Next, notice that every term in the right hand side of (44) has degree strictly less then d, except the
one where F' = P. Hence, the leading coefficient of Gy, p(t) is equal to ag, p p|P|, since the leading
coefficient of Lyeling(p)(t) is |P|, because P is full-dimensional. Moreover, oy pp = 1, therefore

d
6" (P) = |P|.
It remains to check that G,(CO) (P)=0.

For k = 0 it follows from the fact that constant term of Lp(t) is 1 and Go p(t) = Lp(t) —
Otherwise, first note that from (44) we have the relation

JdimF
Gr.,p( E g, F,P Lyeling(r) (0 E ag,rp( e
FeF(P) FEF(P)

Here the last equality holds due to the fact that Lp(0) = 1 and due to the Ehrhart-Macdonald
reciprocity law, which was mentioned in the introduction:

Lp(—t) = (_l)dimPLrelint(P) (t).

29



So, to express the constant term of the polynomial Gy p, we need to understand what is the sum

> g pp(—1)%mE.
FG]‘_(P)

Again, as in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we apply formula (37) to obtain

d

Z ag,r,p(— de:Z(_l)j Z Qg Fi, P
FeF(P) J=0 FieF;(P)
d—1
, 1, , L ,
=2 (07 Y 5 (PP 44N F)) + (1) ok pp.
3=0 FicF;(P)

Next, we use formula (36) and the fact that ay pp = 1 and v¥~%4(P, P) = v?~%=14(P P) = 1 to
obtain

1 j d—k,d j 1 j d—k—1,d j d
5o (1 D ATRUR )+ 51T 3D AR ) 4 (-1
0 FieF;(P) 7=0 FieF;(P)

((_1)k+1 _ (_l)ulq/dfkfl,d(lg7 P)) + (—l)d
(-DF — (=% + (- =0.

Thus, >  ag rp(—1)%"F =0, which completes the proof. O
FeF(P)

In the process of proving Theorem 1.4 we established the following analogue of the Brianchon—
Gram relation (25) for the modified Grassmann angles.

Statement 1. If P € P(Z%) is d-dimensional polytope, then

§ a, FP dsz =0.
FeF(P)

4.5 Theorem 1.5: Grassmann polynomials of Reeve’s tetrahedron
Proof. Let us find the coefficients of the polynomial Gy a, (t):
Gra, ()= Y  ai(T,(tAn)).
vELALNZA

To this end, we need to recall the definition of the polar cone (see Section 2.3) and prove the
following statement. Let n denote the normal to the random subspace W, 1 in d-dimensional
space, with a fixed direction, passing through 0.

Statement 2. For P € P(Z%) and v € PNZ% the following two conditions are equivalent:
(a) To(P)NWy-1 = {0};
(b) {nnrelint(T,(P)°)} U{ — nNrelint(T,(P)°)} # {0}.
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Proof. The proof is a chain of equivalent transitions:

T,(P) N Wy_1 = {0} & {Vx € T,(P) (z,n) > 0} | J{vz € T,(P) (z,n) <0} &
{n Nrelint(T,(P)°)} U { = nnrelint(T,(P)°)} # {0}.

Denote by [ the line containing the normal n. Then

P[Wy_1 NTy(P) # {0} =1 —P[Wy_1 NT,(P ) = {0}]
=1—"P[{n € relint(7, }U{ —n € relint(T,(P)°) }]
=1—P[ Nrelint(T, (P ) ) {0}].

Further, we apply Theorem 3.1 and Statement 2 to P € P(Z3) with dim P = 3:

Gir(t)= Y a(f,(tP)= Y PBW; N(T,(tP))# {0}]

vELPNZ3 vELPNZ3
S % (P[Wa N (T, (tP)) # {0}] + B[Wy N (T, (¢P)) # {0}])
vetPNZ3
_ % ( Z 1— Z P[l N relint(T, (¢P)°) # {0}]>
vELPNZ3 vetPNZ3

% ST BWiN(Ty(tP)) # {0}].
vELPNZ3

In the case of Reeve’s tetrahedron, we have

Gia, ()= Y a(f(tdn)= Y PWy N (T,(tA)) # {0}]

vELALNZ3 vELA,NZ3
- ¥ %(P{Wmm(mh))#{O}HP[wm(TU(tAh))#{O}D
vEtANZ3

(45)

= %( Z 1-— Z P[l N relint(Tv(tAh)O) + {0}] ) + % Z IP W1 tAh)) o {OH

vELALNZ3 vELALNZ3 vELALNZ3

1
7Lre1int(Ah) (t)

1
= iLAh (t) =14 Aa, (t) — 5

N | =

h h
= —¢3 4+ ¢2 S— =t
by +( 6)

Here the fifth equality follows from the fact that

> Pl nrelint(T,(tAR)°) # {0}] = > P[l N relint (T, (tAR)°) # {0}] .

vELA,NZ3 v— vertex of tAp

31

hy o h h oy h 1(hy h
- 29— ) t41)—1+— R 2- 2 )t—1
(6t +1 —I—( 6>t—|— ) + 6t + (S 6>t 5 (67,‘ t + 6 t



Indeed, if v € tA, NZ3 is not a vertex of tAy, then the polar cone lies in a linear subspace of
dimension at most 2, hence P[l Nrelint(T, (tAp)°) # {0}] = 0.
Moreover, from (22) and the identity

Y. allu(p)) =1

v— vertex of P

for P € P(Z4) it easily follows that

> P[l N relint (T, (tAR)°) # {0}] = > 20a(T (tAR)°) = 2.

v— vertex of tAy v— vertex of tAy

In the penultimate step in (45), we used the Ehrhart-Macdonald reciprocity law La, (—t) =
(_1)3Lre1int(Ah)(t) to find the polynomial

h h
Liyclint(an) (t) = 5t3 —t2 4 (2 - 6) t—1.

Thus,
h h
G, (t) = g753 + 2+ (S - 6> t.

The proof is complete. O

4.6 Theorem 1.6: Grassmann angle valuations are not combinatorially
positive
Proof. Asnoted in the introduction, it suffices to prove that there is a simplex Ag € P(Z%) such that
Gr(relint(Ag)) :== > (=1)4mAo—dimFGy (F) < 0. Let A € P(Z9) be an arbitrary simplex.
FeF(Ao)
From the definition of Gi(relint(A)) and Theorem 3.2 it follows that

Z (71)dim A—dim FGk(F)

FeF(A)

Z (71)dimAfdimF Z OLk(TU(F))

FeF(A) veFNZ?

= ) (~pImATImE NN o (Tu(F).

FeF(A) veEFNZA i>1

G (relint(A)) :

By Fubini’s theorem we have

Z (_1)dimA—dimF Z Z'UkJrz(Tv(F))

FeF(A) veFNZd i>1

_ Z Z Z (71)dimA7dim FUk+i(Tv(F))'

vEANZ? 121 FEF(A):weZINF
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Using (20) and the fact that T,(F') are the faces of the cone T, (A), we rewrite the sums in the
following form:

Z (_1)dim A—dim FUk+z(Tu(F))
FeF(A):weZinF

= (-1tma Yo D)Mo (Ty(F)

FeF(A):weZinF
= (=) A (=) o (T (D))

Therefore,

Gk(relint(A)) e Z (_1)dimAfdim FGk(F)
FEF(A)

= (=AY (D) o (T (A).

vEANZE i1

Now, by Crofton’s formula (23),

> (D) (Ty(A))

i>1
(=) (Ve (To(A)) = yes1(To(A))) if T,(A) is not a linear subspace,
= (—1)dimAa if T,,(A) is a linear subspace, k < dim A,
0 if T,,(A) is a linear subspace, k > dim A.

Combining this with the fact that T;,(A) is a linear subspace if and only if v € relint(A), we get

Gi(relin(A)) = (~1)m 2 > LD (T (8)) = 3 (T(A))
vE(A\(relint(A))NZ4

> (—=1)4mA if T,(A) is a linear subspace, k < dim A
+(_1)dimA vErelint(A)NZ2

> 0 if T,,(A) is a linear subspace, k > dim A
vErelint(A)NZ4
; 1
= (~pdmAthL > (1(To(A)) = 141(Tu (D))

2 vE(A\(relint(A))NZzd
n L(relint(A)) if T,(A) is a linear subspace, k < dim A
0 if T,(A) is a linear subspace, k > dim A.
Further, as we mentioned in Subsection 2.3, for any convex cone C' C R? with C' # {0} we have:
1=7%(C)Z2n(C)=...274(C)=0.

Since we can find a simplex Ag € P(Z?) such that dim Ay and k € {0,...,d — 2} have the same
parity, L(relint(Ag)) = 0 and v, (T%(A0)) > Vi1 (T (Ao)) for some v € Ag \ relint(Ay), it follows
that the Gy (relint(Ag)) is negative for the simplex Ag. Thus, condition (iii) (see Subsection 1.5)
does not hold for Ay, which proves our claim. O
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Remark. Let us consider case k = d — 1. In this case, Gq_1(relint(A)) coincides with G4_1(A) =
A(A) and hence G4_1(-) is combinatorially positive:

Ga-i1(relint(A)) : = > (=1)tma-dmlg, ,(F)
FeF(A)

(—1)dima Z Z(_l)d’1+ivd—1+i(ﬂ;(A))

vEANZ i>1

:(_1)dimA+d Z Ud(Tv(A))

veEANZL

= (~1)ImAT N T ag 1 (Th(A)) = Gar(A) = A(A).

veEANZL

Here the fifth equality follows from the fact that ag—1(7,(A)) # 0 if and only if dim A = d.
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