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ABSTRACT. We provide a sharp upper bound on the quotient of the rank of an A-hypergeometric
system with a three-dimensional torus action by the normalized volume of A; in this case, the upper
bound is two.

INTRODUCTION

A-hypergeometricD-modules, also known as GKZ-systems, were introduced in [GGZ87, GKZ89]
to generalize classical hypergeometric equations. These systems of linear partial differential equa-
tions in several complex variables are determined by a matrix A = (ai,j) ∈ Zd×n with columns
ak ∈ Zd such that ZA = Za1 + · · · + Zan = Zd and a parameter vector β ∈ Cd. We assume that
A is pointed, i.e., that all columns in A lie in a single linear halfspace of Rd that does not contain
the origin.

Definition 1.1. Let x1, x2, . . . , xn be coordinates on Cn, with corresponding partial derivatives
∂1, ∂2, . . . , ∂n, so that the Weyl algebra D on Cn is generated by x1, . . . , xn, ∂1, . . . , ∂n. Let

IA ..= 〈∂u − ∂v | u, v ∈ Nn, Au = Av〉 ⊆ C[∂1, . . . , ∂n]

denote the toric ideal of A, and let Ei ..=
∑n

j=1 ai,jxj∂j be the ith Euler operator of A. The
A-hypergeometric D-module with parameter β ∈ Cd is the left D-module

MA(β) ..= D/D · 〈IA, E1 − β1, . . . , Ed − βd〉.

For any choice of A and β, the module MA(β) is holonomic [GGZ87, Ado94]. Consequently, the
dimension of the space of germs of holomorphic solutions of MA(β) at a nonsingular point, also
known as its (holonomic) rank, is finite. When β ∈ Cd is generic, the rank of MA(β) is equal to
the normalized volume vol(A) of the matrix A [GKZ89, Ado94] inside the lattice Zd, which is the
Euclidean volume of the convex hull ∆A ⊆ Rd of the columns of A and the origin divided by d!;
but in general, this is only a lower bound [SST00, MMW05]. The set

E(A) ..= {β ∈ Cd | rank(MA(β)) > vol(A)}

is called the exceptional arrangement of A, which is an affine subspace arrangement of codimen-
sion at least two that is closely related to the local cohomology modules of the toric ring C[∂]/IA
[MMW05]. A parameter β ∈ E(A) is called a rank jumping parameter. Combinatorial formulas to
compute the rank ofMA(β) in terms of the ranking lattices Eβ ofA at β appear in [Oku06, Ber11].
Unfortunately, the presence of alternating signs in these formulas do not yield a strong upper bound
for the rank of MA(β). One exception is the case d = 2, where it was shown in [CDD99] that
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rank(MA(β)) ≤ vol(A) + 1 is a sharp bound. For arbitrary d, A, and β, previously known upper
bounds for the holonomic rank of MA(β) are as follows:

rank(MA(β)) ≤

{
4d · vol(A) if IA is homogeneous [SST00],
4d+1 · vol(A) otherwise [BFM18].

However, it is believed that these upper bounds are much too large. In [BF22], we showed that
when β is generic among rank-jumping parameters (i.e., simple in [Ber11]), then

rank(MA(β))

vol(A)
≤ (d− 1), (1.1)

and we showed that this bound is tight by constructing a sequence of examples for which the ratio
rank(MA(β))/vol(A) tends to d − 1. Still, this case neglects the rank-jumping parameters β for
which the highest jumps are possible. In fact, there are families of examples for which the ratio
rank(MA(β))/vol(A) grow exponentially with d [Fer13]. In this note, we show that when d = 3,
the bound (1.1) holds for all parameters β, with a strict inequality.

Theorem 1.2. There is a strict sharp inequality for all A ∈ Z3×n and β ∈ C3:
rank(MA(β))

vol(A)
< 2. (1.2)

Outline. We begin with results in Ehrhart theory in §2 and rank jumps in §3. Next, in §4, we
consider rank jumps in the case that ∆A has degree one. Finally, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is
completed in §5.

Acknowledgements. We thank Christian Haase for stating and proving Lemma 5.1, providing the
catalyst for this article. We are also grateful to Laura Felicia Matusevich, Vic Reiner, and Uli
Walther for helpful conversations related to this work.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON EHRHART THEORY

Let ∆ ⊆ Rd be a lattice polytope, that is, the convex hull in Rd of a finite set of points in Zd. We
denote by |∆ ∩ Zd| the cardinality of the set of lattice points in ∆. The function g∆(t) : N −→ N
defined by

g∆(k) := |k∆ ∩ Zd|
counts the number of lattice points in the k-fold dilatation of ∆. Ehrhart proved that this function is
a polynomial in k, which is now called the Ehrhart polynomial of ∆. Moreover, he also proved that
when the polytope ∆ ⊆ Rd is d-dimensional the degree of g∆(k) is d and its leading coefficient is
equal to the normalized volume of ∆ with respect to Zd, that is, the Euclidean volume of ∆ divided
by d! [Ehr62]. The Ehrhart series of ∆ is the generating function

E∆(t) :=
∑
k≥0

g∆(k)tk.

The following result is well known (see, for example, [BN07] and the references therein).

Theorem 2.1. For a lattice polytope ∆ ⊆ Rd, there exists

h∗(t) = 1 + h∗1t+ · · ·+ h∗kt
k,

called the h-polynomial of ∆ such that the following properties hold:
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(1) E∆(t) = h∗(t)/(1− t)d+1,
(2) h∗j ∈ Z≥0 for all j = 1, . . . , k,
(3) vol(∆) = 1 + h∗1 + · · ·+ h∗k,
(4) h∗1 = |∆ ∩ Zd| − d− 1, and
(5) the leading coefficient h∗k = |(d+ 1− k)∆◦ ∩ Zd|, where ∆◦ denotes the interior of ∆.

The degree of ∆, denoted deg(∆), is defined to be the degree of the h-polynomial of ∆. An
interesting fact is that

deg(∆) = min{j ∈ N | |i∆◦ ∩ Zd| = ∅, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ d− j}.

It follows from Theorem 2.1 that lattice polytopes of degree zero are basic simplices, that is, lattice
polytopes whose vertices form an affine lattice basis of Zd. Batyrev and Nill classified those
polytopes having degree one [BN07, Theorem 2.5]; they proved that deg(∆) ≤ 1 if and only if ∆
is an exceptional simplex or a Lawrence prism, which we now define.

First, if F is a face of ∆ such that |∆ ∩ Zd| − |F ∩ Zd| − codim(F ) = 0, then we say that ∆ is an
iterated pyramid over F . An exceptional triangle is a 2-dimensional basic simplex multiplied by
2. An exceptional simplex is a simplex that is the (d−2)-fold pyramid over an exceptional triangle.
In other words, ∆ is the convex hull in Rd of

e0, e0 + 2(e1 − e0), e0 + 2(e2 − e0), e3, . . . , ed

where e0, . . . , ed is some affine lattice basis of Zd. Finally, a Lawrence prism of heights b1, . . . , bd ≥
0, denoted by L(b1, . . . , bs), is the convex hull in Rd of

e0, e0 + b1(ed − e0), e1, e1 + b2(ed − e0), . . . , ed−1, ed−1 + bd(ed − e0),

where e0, . . . , ed is some affine lattice basis of Zd.
A Lawrence prism L(b1, . . . , bd) has degree one if b1 + · · · + bd ≥ 2 [BN07, Proposition 2.4].
Otherwise, it is a basic simplex of degree zero.

Remark 2.2. The normalized volume of the Lawrence prism L(b1, . . . , bd) is b1 + · · ·+ bd.

3. PRELIMINARIES ON RANK JUMPS

In this section, we return to the setting of a pointed matrix A ∈ Zd×n with ZA = Zd. We will soon
restrict to the case d = 3, but it is not needed for the following definitions. Recall that ∆A ⊆ Rd

denotes the convex hull of the columns of A and the origin. The set of columns of A will be also
denoted by A. A submatrix F of A (or a subset of its set of columns) is called a face of A, denoted
F � A, if ∆F is a face of the polytope ∆A ⊆ Rd and A ∩ ∆F = F . In particular, the empty set
and A are faces of A. For a face F � A, consider the union of the lattice translates

EβF ..=
[
Zd ∩ (β + CF )

]
r (NA+ ZF ) =

⊔
b∈BβF

(b+ ZF ),

where Bβ
F ⊆ Zd is a set of lattice translate representatives. Since |Bβ

F | is the number of translates
of ZF appearing in EβF , it is by definition equal to the difference between [Zd ∩QF : ZF ] and the
number of translates of ZF along β + CF that are contained in NA+ ZF .
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Given the set J (β) ..= {(F, b) | F � A, b ∈ Bβ
F}, the ranking lattices of A at β are defined to be

Eβ ..=
⋃

(F,b)∈J (β)

(b+ ZF ).

Note that the ranking lattices of A at β are precisely the union of those sets (b+ ZF ) contained in
Zd \NA such that β ∈ (b+CF ). This is closely related to the set of holes of the affine semigroup
NA, namely the set (Zd ∩ R≥0A) \ NA.

A rank jumping parameter β is simple (for a faceG � A) if the set of maximal pairs (F, b) in J (β)
with respect to inclusion on b+ ZF all correspond to a unique face G � A.

The main result in [Ber11] states how the rank of MA(β) can be computed from the combinatorics
of Eβ and ∆A. An explicit formula for the rank is given when the rank jumping parameter β is
simple for a face G � A (see [Oku06] for this particular case); in this case,

rank(MA(β)) = vol(A) + |Bβ
G| · (codim(G)− 1) · volZG(G). (3.1)

Example 3.1. It is shown in [Ber11, Example 6.21] that if β ∈ Cd is such that the ranking lattices
of A at β involve only two faces, F1 and F2, then the rank jump of M at β is

rank(MA(β))− vol(A) =
2∑
i=1

(
|Bβ

Fi
| · [codim(Fi)− 1] · vol(Fi)

)
+ |Bβ

G| · C
β · vol(G), (3.2)

where G = F1 ∩ F2 and the constant Cβ is given by

Cβ =

(
codim(G)

2

)
− codim(G) + 1−

(
codim(F1)

2

)
−
(

codim(F2)

2

)
+

(
codim(CF1 + CF2)

2

)
.

When d = 3, Okuyama [Oku06] provided a formula for the rank of MA(β), as follows.

Theorem 3.2. [Oku06, Theorem 2.6] Let d = 3 and β ∈ C3. Define an equivalence relation on
J (β) by

(F, b) ∼ (G, c) if and only if (b+ ZF ) ∩ (c+ ZG) 6= ∅.

Let FA(β) denote the set of equivalence classes of J (β) under ∼. For each Λ ∈ FA(β), let J β
Λ

denote the order complex on the face poset of faces F with (F, b) ∈ Λ for some b ∈ Z3. Then the
rank jump of A at β ∈ Cd is given by

rank(MA(β))− vol(A) =
∑

Λ∈FA(β)

jΛ(β),

where

jΛ(β) :=



∑
rays F∈J βΛ

(vol(F )− 1) +m− 1 if H̃p(J β
Λ ) ∼= 0 for p 6= 0, H̃0(J β

Λ ) ∼= Cm−1 with m > 1,

vol(F ) if H̃p(J β
Λ ) ∼= 0 for all p, so J β

Λ consists of a ray F ,
2 if H̃−1(J β

Λ ) ∼= C, H̃p(J β
Λ ) ∼= 0 for p 6= −1,

0 otherwise.
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4. RANK JUMPS FOR MA(β) WHEN ∆A HAS DEGREE ONE

Recall that we denote the convex hull of the columns of A and the origin by ∆A. When ∆A

is a lattice polytope of degree one, it is an exceptional simplex or a Lawrence prism of heights
b1, . . . , bd ∈ N. In this section, we compute the possible rank jumps for MA(β) when ∆A is the
former or if it is the latter and d = 3.

Lemma 4.1. If ∆ = ∆A is an exceptional simplex, then MA(β) has no rank-jumping parameters.

Proof. If ∆A is an iterated pyramid over an exceptional triangle, then one of the following cases
holds:

(i) ∆A is an exceptional triangle,
(ii) ∆A is (up to rigid transformation) the convex hull of the origin in R3 and

[
1 1 1
0 2 0
0 0 2

]
,

(iii) A is an iterated pyramid as defined in [SW12, Definition 3.4] over a face F � A for which
∆F is a polytope of the form of ∆A in cases (i) or (ii).

For (iii), Cd = CF ⊕ CF and rank(MA(β)) = rank(MF (βF )), where β = βF + βF for unique
βF ∈ CF and βF ∈ CF (see [SW12, Lemma 3.7]). Thus, it is enough to handle cases (i) and (ii).

For (i), we can assume for simplicity that e0 is the origin of R2. In this case, the vertices 2e1, 2e2 of
∆A are columns of A. Moreover, since ZA = Zd, at least two elements of the set {e1, e2, e1 + e2}
are also columns ofA. If e1, e2 are columns ofA, then e1 +e2 is in NA and NA is normal. If e1 +e2

and one ei are columns of A, then NA has a one dimensional set of holes, given by ej + N{ej}
with j 6= i. As this is a codimension-one lattice translate in Z2 and it is the only set of holes in
NA, it does not yield rank-jumping parameters by (3.1).

For (ii), since ZA = Z3, it must be that at least two of the vectors in
[

1 1 1
1 0 1
0 1 1

]
must also be in A. An

exhaustive search reveals that none of these configurations yield any rank jumping parameters.

Thus in all cases where ∆A is the exceptional simplex, MA(β) admits no rank-jumping parame-
ters β. �

The final case to consider in this section is that ∆A is a Lawrence prism of heights b1, b2, b3 ∈ N.

Lemma 4.2. If ∆ is isomorphic to a three-dimensional Lawrence polytope of the form L(b1, b2, b3),
then

rank(MA(β)) < 2 · vol(A).

Proof. Since MA(β) is invariant under GL3(Z)-transformation and its rank is invariant under re-
ordering of the columns ofA, we first note that if ∆ = ∆A is isomorphic to a Lawrence prism, then
we may assume for simplicity that ∆ = L(b1, b2, b3) as in §2, where e0 is the origin and {e1, e2, e3}
is the standard basis for R3.

If either b2 or b3 are zero, then A is a pyramid over a face of dimension 2 and this implies that
rank(MA(β)) ≤ vol(A) + 1; indeed, the pyramid construction does not increase rank [SW12],
and vol(A) + 1 is the maximal rank possible when d = 2 [CDD99]. Thus, we can assume that
b2, b3 ≥ 1.

If b2, b3 ≥ 1 but b1 = 0, then ∆ has four edges that contain the origin, each of volume 1 and
lattice index 1. Working from Theorem 3.2, there are six nontrivial potential order complexes



6 CHRISTINE BERKESCH AND MARÍA-CRUZ FERNÁNDEZ-FERNÁNDEZ

J β
Λ to consider, noting that each β has a unique nontrivial Λ ∈ FA(β). For the possible J β

Λ with
H̃0(J β

Λ ) ∼= Cm−1 form > 1, jA(β) = jΛ(β) = m−1 ≤ 3. In the remaining cases, jA(β) ∈ {1, 2}.
It now follows that

rank(MA(β)) ≤ 3 + vol(A). (4.1)

If vol(A) is 2 or 3, then ∆A is equal to the convex hull of the origin and the columns of
[

1 1 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 1 0 1

]
or
[

1 1 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 2 0 1

]
, respectively. In both cases, EA = ∅, so jA(β) = 0. Thus, if b1 = 0, b2 ≥ 1, b3 ≥ 1,

and jA(β) > 0, then vol(A) ≥ 4. Therefore by (4.1), rank(MA(β)) < 2 · vol(A) when b1 = 0.

We can assume for the rest of the proof that b1, b2, b3 ≥ 1. Thus, the edges of A are the lines
`1 = Re1 ∩ A, `2 = Re2 ∩ A, and `3 = Re3 ∩ A. However, since the vertices e1 and e2 of ∆ are
necessarily columns of A, volZ`j(`j) = 1 for all j = 1, 2 and |Bβ

`j
| ≤ 1 for all j = 1, 2 and all

β ∈ C3.

Again working from Theorem 3.2, there are seven possible order complexes J β
Λ for a given Λ ∈

FA(β). We consider these options now.

Let v denote the normalized volume of the convex hull of A∩Re3 with the origin inside the lattice
spanned by Z(A ∩ Re3). If the maximal lattice translates under inclusion in Λ are the three rays
corresponding to `1, `2, and `3, then jΛ(β) = 1 + v. If all maximal elements under inclusion in
Λ are facets, then Theorem 3.2 implies that jΛ(β) = 0. The remaining cases involve maximal
elements of FA(β) being a facet and a line, two lines, or one line. In each case,

jΛ(β) =

{
v if (one of) the line(s) is `3,
1 if `3 is not among the lines.

In all cases, the only additional Λ available in FA(β) come from translates of `3. Such Λ will each
have jΛ(β) = v, and there are at most [Ze3 : Z(A ∩ Re3)]− 1 such Λ in FA(β).

Comparing the possible sums of jΛ(β) that are allowed in Theorem 3.2 when computing the rank
jump of MA(β) at β, it follows that

rank(MA(β))− vol(A) ≤ 1 + [Ze3 : Z(A ∩ Re3)] · v
= 1 + [Ze3 : Z(A ∩ Re3)] · volZ(A∩Re3)(conv({0, A ∩ Re3}))
= 1 + b3.

Finally, we rearrange the inequality to compute the desired result when b1 + b2 ≥ 2, the last
remaining case:

rank(MA(β)) ≤ vol(A) + 1 + b3

< vol(A) + 2 + b3

≤ vol(A) + b1 + b2 + b3

= 2 · vol(A). �

5. UPPER BOUND FOR RANK IN DIMENSION THREE

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2. First, we state a lemma shared with us by Christian Haase.
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Lemma 5.1. Let ∆ ⊆ R3 be a convex lattice polytope and `1, . . . , `r be the edges of ∆ that contain
a fixed vertex v. Then

r∑
j=1

vol(`j) ≤ vol(∆) + 2. (5.1)

Moreover, if equality holds in (5.1), then ∆ is a 3-simplex with at least one facet of normalized
volume one.

Proof. Since vol(`) = |Z3 ∩ `| − 1 for any edge `, then by Theorem 2.1,
r∑
j=1

vol(`j) + 1 ≤ |∆ ∩ Z3| = h∗1 + 4 ≤ vol(∆) + 3. (5.2)

This yields the desired inequality. Moreover, if

h∗1 + 4 = vol(∆) + 3, (5.3)

then h∗2 = h∗3 = 0, so ∆ has degree 1. Batyrev and Nill characterized all polytopes with h-
polynomial of degree one in [BN07, Theorem 2.5]. Within this classification, the only polytopes
for which the first inequality in (5.2) is an equality are precisely the simplices with at least one
facet of volume one. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By [BF22, Corollary 2.2], we may assume without loss of generality that
β ∈ EA is not simple. From Okuyama’s formula in Theorem 3.2, in the case d = 3,

rank(MA(β))− vol(A) ≤

(∑
F

volZ3∩CF (F )

)
− 1, (5.4)

where F runs over all one dimensional faces of A.

By way of contradiction, suppose that there is some A ∈ Z3×n and β ∈ C3 such that

rank(MA(β)) ≥ 2 · vol(A);

in particular, the rank jump of MA(β) at β would be at least vol(A). Then by (5.4),

vol(A) ≤

(∑
F

volZ3∩CF (F )

)
− 1, (5.5)

where the summation runs over all edges F in ∆ that contain the origin. Combining this with (5.2)
yields

vol(A) + 2 ≤

(∑
F

volZ3∩CF (F )

)
+ 1 ≤ |∆ ∩ Z3| = h∗1 + 4 ≤ vol(A) + 3, (5.6)

where again the summation runs over all edges F in ∆ that contain the origin. Comparing the
outer terms of (5.6), it follows that exactly two of the three inequalities present must be equalities.
We distinguish two cases, based on the third inequality.

First, consider the case in which the third inequality in (5.6) is an equality, so that h∗1 +1 = vol(A).
This implies by Theorem 2.1 that h∗2 = h∗3 = 0. Thus by [BN07, Theorem 2.5], ∆ is either an
(iterated) pyramid over the exceptional triangle or a Lawrence polytope. These cases are handled
in Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, showing that the inequality (1.2) is strict in this case.
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Finally, we are left to consider the case that the third inequality in (5.6) is strict, so that the first
two inequalities are both equalities. Now (5.6) becomes

vol(∆) + 2 =

(∑
F

volZ3∩CF (F )

)
+ 1 = |∆ ∩ Z3| = h∗1 + 4 < vol(∆) + 3.

Since the summation is over all edges F of ∆ with the origin as a vertex, the second equality
implies that all lattice points in ∆ lie on an edge of ∆ that has the origin as a vertex and ∆ has
no interior lattice points. Thus every edge of ∆ that does not contain the origin has volume 1.
We will show that no ∆ fitting this case admits a rank-jump higher than one. To begin, note that
h∗1 + 2 = vol(∆), so h∗2 + h∗3 = 1 since h∗1 + h∗2 + h∗3 + 1 = vol(∆).

If h∗2 = 0 and h∗3 = 1, then ∆ must have an interior lattice point by property (5) in Theorem 2.1, a
contradiction. Thus, we must be in the case that h∗2 = 1 and h∗3 = 0. Given that d = 3, it follows
that deg(∆) = 2. By [Tre10, Theorem 2], ∆ satisfies one of two possible cases.

First, ∆ could be isomorphic to the convex hull of the origin and the columns of conv
[

3 0 0
0 3 0
0 0 1

]
in

R3, so that vol(∆) = 9 and |∆ ∩ Z3| = 11. In this case, ∆ is a pyramid over a face of dimension
two, so by [CDD99, SW12],

rank(MA(β)) ≤ vol(A) + 1 < 2 · vol(A).

Second, since ∆ is not isomorphic to the convex hull of the origin and the columns of conv
[

3 0 0
0 3 0
0 0 1

]
in R3, then [Tre10, Theorem 2] implies that the following equivalent statements hold:

(1) vol(∆) ≤ 4 · (|(2∆)◦ ∩ Z3|+ 1),
(2) |∆ ∩ Z3| ≤ 3 · |(2∆)◦ ∩ Z3|+ 7, and
(3) |∆ ∩ Z3| ≤ 3

4
· vol(∆) + 4.

Also, by [Tre10, Lemma 9], vol(∆) = |∆∩Z3|+|(2∆)◦∩Z3|−3. Combining this with |∆∩Z3| =
vol(∆) + 2 from (5.6) implies that |(2∆)◦ ∩ Z3| = 1. Thus

|∆ ∩ Z3| ≤ 3|(2∆)◦ ∩ Z3|+ 7 = 10 and vol(∆) = |∆ ∩ Z3| − 2 ≤ 8.

Now the Ehrhart polynomial of ∆,

g∆(t) = g3t
3 + g2t

2 + g1t+ 1,

satisfies the following constraints. First, |∆ ∩ Z3| = vol(∆)− 2, so

g3 + 2 = vol(∆) + 2 = b = g∆(1) = g3 + g2 + g1 + 1,

which implies that g1 = 1− g2. Next, since ∆ has no interior lattice points, by Ehrhart reciprocity,
which states that g∆◦(t) = (−1)dg∆(−t),

0 = |∆◦ ∩ Z3| = −g∆(−1) = g3 − g2 + g1 − 1.

Finally, since i = |(2∆)◦∩Z3| = 1, 1 = −g∆(−2) = 8g3−4g2 + 2g1−1. However, the equations

g1 = 1− g2, 0 = g3 − g2 + g1 − 1, and 1 = 8g3 − 4g2 + 2g1 − 1

are incompatible, so there is no ∆ that fits this case. Having exhausted all possibilities, we conclude
that if the third inequality in (5.6) is strict, then rank(MA(β)) < 2 · vol(A).

Finally, the sequence of examples constructed in [BF22, Section 3] proves that the upper bound
in (1.2) is sharp. �
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DEPARTAMENTO DE ÁLGEBRA, UNIVERSIDAD DE SEVILLA.

Email address: mcferfer@algebra.us.es


	Introduction
	Outline
	Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries on Ehrhart theory
	3. Preliminaries on rank jumps
	4. Rank jumps for MA() when A has degree one
	5. Upper bound for rank in dimension three
	References

