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Integer Carathéodory results with bounded multiplicity

Stefan Kuhlmann∗

Abstract. The integer Carathéodory rank of a pointed rational cone C is the
smallest number k such that every integer vector contained in C is an integral non-
negative combination of at most k Hilbert basis elements. We investigate the integer
Carathéodory rank of simplicial cones with respect to their multiplicity, i.e., the
determinant of the integral generators of the cone. One of the main results states that
simplicial cones with multiplicity bounded by five have the integral Carathéodory
property, that is, the integer Carathéodory rank equals the dimension. Furthermore,
we give a novel upper bound on the integer Carathéodory rank that depends on the
dimension and the multiplicity. This bound improves upon the best known upper
bound on the integer Carathéodory rank if the dimension exceeds the multiplicity.
At last, we present special cones that have the integral Carathéodory property such
as certain dual cones of Gorenstein cones.

1 Introduction

Given a full-dimensional pointed rational cone C ⊆ R
n, every vector contained in C

is a non-negative combination of the generators of C, i.e., vectors that lie on extreme
rays of C. A classical result by Carathéodory states that each x ∈ C is a non-
negative combination of at most n generators. In this manner, an integral analogue
of Carathéodory’s theorem is to ask whether every integral vector z ∈ C ∩ Z

n can
be expressed as the non-negative integral combination of at most n elements from
the unique minimal generating set of C ∩ Z

n, the Hilbert basis of C; see Section 2.1
for more details concerning Hilbert bases.

This was proven to be false [Bruns et al., 1999]. The authors present cones Cn

that require at least
⌊

7
6n
⌋

elements from the Hilbert basis to express certain integral
vectors in Cn for each n ≥ 1. This example raises the question of what the correct
upper bound on the smallest number k is such that every integer vector in C is an
integral non-negative combination of at most k Hilbert basis elements. We write
ICR(C) for this number k and refer to it as the integer Carathéodory rank of C; see
Section 2.1 for a precise definition. The best known upper bound on ICR(C) is due
to Sebő:
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Theorem A ([Sebő, 1990, Theorem 2.1]). Let C ⊆ R
n be a full-dimensional pointed

rational cone. Then

ICR(C) ≤ 2n− 2.

The lower bound in [Bruns et al., 1999] and Sebő’s upper bound remain the best
known bounds since decades. It is open whether both bounds can be improved. An-
other challenge concerning the integer Carathéodory rank is to classify and identify
cones that admit ICR(C) = n, the minimal possible integer Carathéodory rank
for full-dimensional cones. Throughout this paper, we refer to a cone C with
ICR(C) = n that C has the integral Carathéodory property and abbreviate this
by (ICP). One of the important results concerning the (ICP) is again due to Sebő:

Theorem B ([Sebő, 1990, Theorem 2.2]). Let C ⊆ R
n be a full-dimensional pointed

rational cone with n ≤ 3. Then

ICR(C) = n.

From the counterexamples in [Bruns et al., 1999] it is known that cones with
n ≥ 6 do not have the (ICP), in general. It is open whether cones in dimension
n ∈ {4, 5} admit the (ICP). To prove both theorems, Theorem A and Theorem
B, Sebő relied on simplicial cones, i.e., full-dimensional cones that have precisely
n extreme rays; see Section 2.1 for a more general definition. He employed the
following high-level strategy:

1. Reduce from the general cone C to a special simplicial subcone C ′ ⊆ C.

2. Exploit the simplicial structure of C ′.

In fact, this strategy is commonly utilized when proving results concerning ICR(C)
or other variants of this problem; cf., for instance, with [Bruns and Gubeladze, 2009,
Chapter 3]. This leads to the following open intriguing question:

Does every simplicial cone have the (ICP)?

An affirmative answer has far-reaching consequences: It implies that the zonotope
spanned by the integral generators of a cone contains a set of integral vectors, not
necessarily the Hilbert basis, that admits the (ICP).

We contribute to the question of every simplicial cone having the (ICP) by
investigating simplicial cones with respect to their multiplicity. In the following, we
make precise what we mean by multiplicity in the full-dimensional case; see Section
2.1 for a more general definition. Let r1, . . . , rn ∈ Z

n be linearly independent
vectors. Then pos{r1, . . . , rn} is a full-dimensional simplicial cone, where posX
denotes the set of all finite non-negative combinations of elements in X ⊆ R

n.
The multiplicity of pos{r1, . . . , rn} is given by

∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣. This quantity has
various interpretations, for instance, it is known that

∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣ coincides with
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the number of integer vectors contained in the half-open parallelepiped spanned by
r1, . . . , rn; see, e.g., [Sebő, 1990, Lemma 2] for a proof.

One of our main results states that simplicial cones with small multiplicity have
the (ICP).

Theorem 1.1. Let r1, . . . , rn ∈ Z
n satisfy 1 ≤

∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣ ≤ 5. Then

ICR(pos{r1, . . . , rn}) = n.

We also provide a novel bound on the integer Carathéodory rank that improves
upon Sebő’s bound, Theorem A, if the multiplicity is bounded by the dimension,
that is,

∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣ ≤ n.

Theorem 1.2. Let r1, . . . , rn ∈ Z
n satisfy 6 ≤

∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣ ≤ n. Then

ICR(pos{r1, . . . , rn}) ≤ n+
∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣− 3.

We allude that these statements resemble recent results on the integer Carathéo-
dory rank and the (ICP) when the simplicial cone is given as a polyhedral represen-
tation [Aliev et al., 2024, Theorem 4]. Although these results seem to be related,
their proofs differ significantly. Also, we remark that it will become evident from
the proofs that both results remain valid for k-dimensional simplicial cones in R

n

with the respective notion of multiplicity; see Section 2.1 for an introduction of these
concepts.

An immediate follow-up question is to ask whether these bounds generalize to
non-simplicial cones. We emphasize that this is not the case for Theorem 1.1: A
natural generalization of the multiplicity for a full-dimensional non-simplicial cone
pos{r1, . . . , rt} given by r1, . . . , rt ∈ Z

n is to define δ(r1, . . . , rt) as the largest
multiplicity of any simplicial subcone formed by r1, . . . , rt, that is,

δ(r1, . . . , rt) := max
{∣

∣det(ri1 , . . . , rin)
∣

∣ : i1, . . . , in ∈ [t]
}

.

If we assume that δ(r1, . . . , rt) = 1, then the cone pos{r1, . . . , rt} satisfies a strong
property: It is possible to construct a unimodular triangulation of pos{r1, . . . , rt}
using the vectors in {r1, . . . , rt}. This implies that cones with δ(r1, . . . , rt) = 1
have the (ICP); see Section 2.1 for a definition and discussion of unimodular trian-
gulations. However, in contrast to Theorem 1.1, one example given in [Bruns et al.,
1999] has a representation that only uses 0/1-vectors as generators. Those vectors
collectively satisfy δ(r1, . . . , rt) = 3. So already cones with δ(r1, . . . , rt) = 3 do not
have the (ICP). This demonstrates that the simplicial case contains more structure.
We emphasize that it is open whether cones with δ(r1, . . . , rt) = 2 have the (ICP).

The key technique when proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is a projection argument,
Lemma 3.1, which we devote an extra section, Section 3. Afterwards, we prove our
main results in Section 4. As an application of Lemma 3.1, one can collect various
well-known cones that have the (ICP); see Corollary 4.2 and Section 5. These include
among others special instances of dual cones of simplicial Gorenstein cones.
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1.1 Related work

Despite the existence of counterexamples to the question whether every cone has the
(ICP), it remains an active research area to bound the integer Carathéodory rank
and identify cones with minimal integer Carathéodory rank. In [Gijswijt and Regts,
2012], the authors show that cones that arise from polyhedra with additional proper-
ties, e.g., polyhedra defined by a totally unimodular constraint matrix or (poly)ma-
troid base polytopes have the (ICP). The latter improved upon an earlier result,
which states that ICR(C) ≤ n + r(M) − 1, where C is given by the incidence vec-
tors of bases of a matroid M and r(M) denotes the rank of M [de Pina and Soares,
2003]. More recent bounds on the integer Carathéodory rank and novel instances
that admit the (ICP) are given in [Aliev et al., 2024]. For those results, the authors
assume that the cone is represented as the intersection of half-spaces.

Sebő introduced stronger versions of the (ICP) [Sebő, 1990]. He asked whether
the Hilbert basis of a given cones gives a unimodular cover of the cone or, even
stronger, a unimodular triangulation; see Section 2.1 for a definition and discussion
of unimodular covers and triangulations. Both questions turned out to be false since
they would imply the (ICP). Nevertheless, this led to the search of quantitative
upper bounds on the size of a set that admits a unimodular cover or triangulation;
see [Bruns and Gubeladze, 2009, Chapter 3B and 3C] or [Bruns and von Thaden,
2017; von Thaden, 2021] for some more recent work. This work relies on carefully
analyzing the simplicial case.

Bruns and Gubeladze introduced a notion of an asymptotic integer Carathéodory
rank. They proved an upper bound of 2n−3 on this asymptotic version of the integer
Carathéodory rank [Bruns and Gubeladze, 1999]. Recently, this was improved to
⌊3n2 ⌋ in [Aliev et al., 2024]. This is the first improvement on any version of the integer
Carathéodory rank that does not have the factor 2 in front of n. In [Gubeladze,
2023], the author conjectured that the 2 in front of the n in Theorem A can not be
improved for the integer Carathéodory rank of so-called normal polytopes.

Instead of analyzing the integer Carathéodory rank with respect to the Hilbert
basis of a cone, it is also of interest to study the integer Carathéodory rank for
general generating sets. This relates to studying the sparsity of feasible non-zero
integral vectors to systems of linear Diophantine equations. A first contribution to
this is due to [Eisenbrand and Shmonin, 2006]. Over the last years, more results on
this topic and the related question of finding sparse integer optimal solutions were
obtained; see [Aliev et al., 2017, 2018, 2022; Dubey and Liu, 2023], to name a few.

2 Notation and definitions

In this section, we introduce additional notation and definitions that we use through-
out the paper. In particular, we define the notion of Hilbert bases, integer Carathéo-
dory rank, the multiplicity, unimodular covers, and unimodular triangulations. More-
over, we introduce lattices and discuss a projected version of the integer Carathéodory
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rank. We abbreviate [m] := {1, . . . ,m}. By intX we denote the interior of a set
X and linX is the linear hull of X. The standard unit vectors of Rn are denoted
by e1, . . . ,en. Let r1, . . . , rk ∈ Z

n. We abbreviate the linear hull lin{r1, . . . , rk} by
linR for R = (r1, . . . , rk) ∈ Z

n×k. Similarly, we write posR for pos{r1, . . . , rk}.

2.1 Hilbert bases, integer Carathéodory rank, multiplicity, and uni-
modular covers/triangulations

A cone C is pointed if 0 is the vertex of C. The Hilbert basis of a pointed rational
cone C with respect to Z

n is the minimal set of integral vectors in C such that every
element in C ∩Z

n is a non-negative integral combination of the elements in the set.
We denote the Hilbert basis of C by H(C). The integer vectors in the Hilbert basis
are called Hilbert basis elements. It is known that the Hilbert basis is finite and
unique for each pointed rational cone C; see [van der Corput, 1931]. Moreover, a
Hilbert basis element can not be written as the sum of two non-zero integral vectors
in C ∩ Z

n. The integer Carathéodory rank of C is defined as

ICR(C) := max
z∈C∩Zn

min

{

k : z =
k
∑

i=1

λih
i with λi ∈ N, hi ∈ H(C) for all i ∈ [k]

}

.

Let r1, . . . , rk ∈ Z
n be linearly independent and R = (r1, . . . , rk). Then the k-

dimensional cone posR is referred to as simplicial. We define by

par{r1, . . . , rk} :=

{

x ∈ R
n :

k
∑

i=1

λir
i, λi ∈ [0, 1) for all i ∈ [k]

}

∩ Z
n

the set of integer vectors in the k-dimensional half-open parallelepiped spanned
by r1, . . . , rk. According to the previously introduced notation, we abbreviate
par{r1, . . . , rk} by parR. The multiplicity of pos{r1, . . . , rk} is given by the number
of integer vectors contained in the half-open parallelepiped spanned by r1, . . . , rk,
that is,

∣

∣par{r1, . . . , rk}
∣

∣. We write ∆(r1, . . . , rk) for the multiplicity. Observe that
∆(r1, . . . , rn) =

∣

∣det(r1, . . . , rn)
∣

∣ when k = n; see, e.g., [Sebő, 1990, Lemma 2]
for a proof. If ∆(r1, . . . , rk) = 1, we call posR unimodular. Given a finite set
S ⊆ posR ∩ Z

n, then a cover of posR using S is given by a collection of simplicial
cones C such that posR ⊆ ⋃C∈C C and for each C ∈ C the generators can be chosen
to be elements in S. If in addition to this each C ∈ C is unimodular, we refer to C
as a unimodular cover of posR using S. A triangulation of posR using S is given
by a collection of simplicial cones T such that posR ⊆ ⋃T∈T T , for each T ∈ T the
generators can be chosen to be elements in S, and any pair T ,T ′ ∈ T intersect in a
common face of T and T ′. Similarly as before, we call T a unimodular triangulation
of posR using S if each T ∈ T is unimodular. The important connection between
unimodular covers/triangulations and the integer Carathéodory rank is given by
the following observation: Let C be pointed rational cone and S ⊆ H(C). If there
exists a unimodular cover or even a unimodular triangulation of C using S, then
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this implies that C has the (ICP). This is true because unimodular cones have the
(ICP) and every integral vector in C is contained in a unimodular cone spanned by
the Hilbert basis elements since S ⊆ H(C). It is known that having a unimodular
triangulation given by the Hilbert basis elements is a strictly stronger property than
having a unimodular cover given by the Hilbert basis elements, meaning there are
cones that have a suitable unimodular cover but admit no unimodular triangulation
[Bouvier and Gonzalez-Springberg, 1992; Firla and Ziegler, 1999]. Similarly, having
a unimodular cover given by the Hilbert basis elements is a strictly stronger prop-
erty than having the (ICP) [Bruns, 2007]. For an exposition concerning unimodular
covers and triangulations, we refer the reader to [Loera et al., 2010, Section 9.3].

2.2 Lattices

We introduce lattices and discuss several useful properties that we need through-
out the paper; see [Lekkerkerker and Gruber, 1987] for an introduction to lattices.
A lattice Λ is a discrete subgroup of R

n. A basis of Λ consists of k linearly in-
dependent vectors b1, . . . , bk ∈ Λ such that Λ = (b1, . . . , bk)Zk. If k = n, the
lattice is full-dimensional. The determinant of Λ is given by detΛ =

√
detBTB for

B = (b1, . . . , bk). Let Λ̃ ⊆ Λ be a sublattice, then the quotient group Λ/Λ̃ is finite

and the cardinality of Λ/Λ̃ equals det Λ̃
detΛ . The vectors (b1)∗, . . . , (bk)∗ ∈ lin Λ form

the dual basis of b1, . . . , bk if

(bi)T (bj)∗ =

{

1, for i = j,

0, otherwise
.

The set

Λ∗ := {x ∈ lin Λ : yTx ∈ Z for all y ∈ Λ}

is a lattice and referred to as the dual lattice of Λ. Note that (b1)∗, . . . , (bk)∗ ∈ Λ∗ is
a basis of Λ∗ if Λ = (b1, . . . , bk)Zk for i ∈ [k]. Moreover, we have detΛ∗ = (det Λ)−1.
In the case k = n, the dual basis of B = (b1, . . . , bn) is given by the columns of
B−T .

2.3 Projections and the integer Carathéodory rank

Let M ⊆ R
n be a linear subspace. For a set X ⊆ R

n, we denote by X|M the
orthogonal projection of X onto M . If X = {x}, we simply write x|M and treat
x|M as a vector. We denote by r⊥ the orthogonal complement of the linear space
spanned by the vector r ∈ R

n\{0}. Let r1, . . . , rk be linearly independent with R =
(r1, . . . , rk) and M = (rk)⊥. Observe that posR|M is a (k−1)-dimensional pointed
cone given by the generators r1|M, . . . , rk−1|M ; see also the first part of Lemma
3.3. We define ICR(posR|M) to be the integer Carathéodory rank of posR|M with
respect to the projected lattice (linR ∩ Z

n)|M . Indeed, this is equivalent to our
setting, where we consider the integer lattice, due to the following transformation:

6



If v1, . . . ,vk−1 is a basis of (linR ∩ Z
n)|M , we can supplement this basis with

w1, . . . ,wn−k+1 such that B = (v1, . . . ,vk−1,w1, . . . ,wn−k+1) is invertible. We
return to the integer lattice by transforming everything with B−1. So we obtain
the cone B−1 · (posR|M) with B−1 · (ri|M) ∈ Z

n for all i ∈ [k − 1] and the lattice
B−1 · ((linR ∩ Z

n)|M) ⊆ Z
n. This does not alter the integer Carathéodory rank.

3 A projective lemma

We formulate the key result for proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Lemma 3.1. Let r1, . . . , rk ∈ Z
n be linearly independent, R = (r1, . . . , rk), and

L = linR.

1. If (ri)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z
n)∗ for some i ∈ [k] , then

ICR(posR) ≤ ICR(pos{r1, . . . , ri−1, ri+1, . . . , rk}) + 1.

2. If (ri)∗ − (rj)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z
n)∗ for some i, j ∈ [k] with i 6= j, then

ICR(posR) ≤ max
{

ICR(posR|(ri)⊥), ICR(posR|(rj)⊥)
}

+ 1.

The aim of this section is to prove Lemma 3.1. To do so, we need two results,
which we state and prove below.

Lemma 3.2. Let r1, . . . , rk ∈ Z
n be linearly independent, R = (r1, . . . , rk), and

L = linR. Then (ri)∗ − (rj)∗ ∈ (L∩Z
n)∗ for i, j ∈ [k] if and only if λi− λj = 0 for

all y ∈ parR with y =
∑k

l=1 λlr
l.

Proof. Let (ri)∗ − (rj)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z
n)∗. We have

λi − λj = ((ri)∗ − (rj)∗)Ty ∈ Z

for y ∈ parR with y =
∑k

l=1 λlr
l by the definition of the dual lattice. As λi, λj ∈

[0, 1), we obtain λi − λj = 0.
We prove the converse direction. At first, we claim that the Hilbert basis of

posR is contained in the parallelepiped spanned by r1, . . . , rk. Let y ∈ posR ∩ Z
n

be such that y =
∑k

i=1 λir
i and λj > 1 for some j ∈ [k], i.e., y is not contained

in the parallelepiped spanned by r1, . . . , rk. Then we can decompose y into two
integral vectors such that

y =



(λj − 1)rj +

k
∑

i=1,i 6=j

λir
i



+ rj .

Both vectors are integral, contained in posR, and not 0. Therefore, y is not a
Hilbert basis element. Thus, we get that the Hilbert basis is contained in parR ∪

7



{r1, . . . , rk}. So the elements in parR combined with r1, . . . , rk generate posR∩Z
n

with integral and non-negative coefficients. We claim that they integrally generate
L ∩ Z

n as well. To see this, take some w ∈ L ∩ Z
n. We have

w =
k
∑

i=1

µir
i =

k
∑

i=1

⌊µi⌋ri +
k
∑

i=1

(µi − ⌊µi⌋)ri,

where the first term is an integer vector and, thus, the second term is contained
in posR ∩ Z

n. Hence, the second term is a (non-negative) integral combination
of the Hilbert basis. We obtain that the set parR ∪ {r1, . . . , rk} is a generating
set of the lattice L ∩ Z

n. Since ((ri)∗ − (rj)∗)Ty = 0 ∈ Z for all y ∈ parR and
((ri)∗ − (rj)∗)T rl ∈ {0,±1} for l ∈ [k], we conclude (ri)∗ − (rj)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z

n)∗.

The proof of Lemma 3.1 consists of a projection argument. In the following, we
verify that posR and parR behave well under certain orthogonal projections.

Lemma 3.3. Let r1, . . . , rk ∈ Z
n be linearly independent, R = (r1, . . . , rk), and

L = linR. Then we have

1. posR|(ri)⊥ = pos{r1|(ri)⊥, . . . , ri−1|(ri)⊥, ri+1|(ri)⊥, . . . , rk|(ri)⊥} and

2. parR|(ri)⊥ = par{r1|(ri)⊥, . . . , ri−1|(ri)⊥, ri+1|(ri)⊥, . . . , rk|(ri)⊥}, where the
second set is defined with respect to (L ∩ Z

n)|(ri)⊥.

Proof. The linearity of the orthogonal projection onto (ri)⊥ and the fact that
ri|(ri)⊥ = 0 imply the first claim and the inclusion ” ⊆ ” in the second claim.

Without loss of generality let i = 1. Given y ∈ par{r2|(r1)⊥, . . . , rk|(r1)⊥},
there exist λ2, . . . , λk ∈ [0, 1) such that y =

∑k
j=2 λj(r

j |(r1)⊥). We also know there

exists λ ∈ R such that
∑k

j=2 λjr
j + λr1 ∈ Z

n since y ∈ (L∩Z
n)|(r1)⊥. Subtracting

⌊λ⌋r1 ∈ Z
n yields

ỹ =

k
∑

j=2

λjr
j + (λ− ⌊λ⌋)r1 ∈ parR.

The claim follows from the observation that ỹ|(r1)⊥ = y.

We are in the position to prove the main statement of this section.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. We select an arbitrary z ∈ posR∩Z
n with z =

∑k
l=1 µlr

l for
µ1, . . . , µk ∈ R≥0. For the first statement, we observe that

µi = zT (ri)∗ ∈ Z

as (ri)∗ ∈ (L∩Z
n)∗. Hence, z−µir

i ∈ pos{r1, . . . , ri−1, ri+1, . . . , rk}. This implies
already the first statement.

8



For the second statement, we assume without loss of generality that µi ≥ µj .
There are y1|(ri)⊥, . . . ,ys|(ri)⊥ and coefficients σ1, . . . , σs ∈ N such that

z|(ri)⊥ =

s
∑

l=1

σl(y
l|(ri)⊥)

with s ≤ ICR(posR|(ri)⊥) and y1, . . . ,ys ∈ parR ∪ {r1, . . . , rk} by Lemma 3.3.
Hence, there exists some σ ∈ R that satisfies

z = σri +
s
∑

l=1

σly
l.

Our goal is to show that σ ∈ N, which then implies the second statement. There
are τ t1, . . . , τ

t
k ∈ [0, 1] such that yt =

∑k
l=1 τ

t
l r

l for each t ∈ [s]. So we get

z = R

(

s
∑

l=1

σlτ
t + σei

)

,

where τ t ∈ R
n with τ t

j = τ tj for all j ∈ [n] and t ∈ [s]. This yields

0 ≤ µi − µj = σ +
s
∑

l=1

σlτ
l
i −

s
∑

l=1

σlτ
l
j .

Further, we obtain τ ti = τ tj if yt ∈ parR from Lemma 3.2. This implies that the

difference of the two sums above is 0 provided that yt ∈ parR∪{r1, . . . rk}\{ri, rj}
for all t ∈ [s]. In this special case, we get σ ∈ N as

σ = µi − µj = ((ri)∗ − (rj)∗)Tz ∈ Z

and µi − µj ≥ 0. So we are left with the case yl = ri or yl = rj for some l ∈ [s].
Note that yl = ri is not possible since this would mean yl|(ri)⊥ = 0. Hence, we
assume yl = rj . Here, the difference of the two sums above is −σl. As σl ∈ N by
construction, we get σ ∈ Z by the same argument as before. Furthermore, we have
0 ≤ µi − µj ≤ σ. We conclude that σ ∈ N, which proves the second part of the
lemma.

4 Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

To prove Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2, and the Corollary 4.2 below, we employ the
following strategy: First, we observe that we are in the situation of the first or second
case of Lemma 3.1. After applying the lemma once, we argue that the multiplicity
and coset structure of the elements in parR behave well. Afterwards, we transform
everything back to integer lattice via the transformation outlined in Section 2.3 if
necessary and repeat this procedure. Before we begin to prove Theorems 1.1 and
1.2, we have to ensure that the second step above is well-defined.
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Lemma 4.1. Let r1, . . . , rk be linearly independent, R = (r1, . . . , rk), and L =
linR. Then

1. ∆(r1|(ri)⊥, . . . , ri−1|(ri)⊥, ri+1|(ri)⊥, . . . , rk|(ri)⊥) ≤ ∆(r1, . . . , rk), where the
left term is defined with respect to (L ∩ Z

n)|(ri)⊥, and

2. (rs|(ri)⊥)∗ − (rt|(ri)⊥)∗ ∈ ((L ∩ Z
n)|(ri)⊥)∗ if (rs)∗ − (rt)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z

n)∗ for
s, t ∈ [k] with s 6= t.

Proof. We begin by proving the first statement. By Lemma 3.3, we know that
par{r1|(ri)⊥, . . . , ri−1|(ri)⊥, ri+1|(ri)⊥, . . . , rk|(ri)⊥} = parR|(ri)⊥. This implies
the first statement since

∆(r1|(ri)⊥, . . . , ri−1|(ri)⊥, ri+1|(ri)⊥, . . . , rk|(ri)⊥) =
∣

∣

∣
parR|(ri)⊥

∣

∣

∣

≤ |parR|
= ∆(r1, . . . , rk).

For the second claim, let ỹ ∈ par{r1|(ri)⊥, . . . , ri−1|(ri)⊥, ri+1|(ri)⊥, . . . , rk|(ri)⊥}
with ỹ = y|(ri)⊥ for y =

∑k
l=1 λlr

l. We obtain

ỹT
(

(rs|(ri)⊥)∗ − (rt|(ri)⊥)∗
)

= (y|(ri)⊥)T
(

(rs|(ri)⊥)∗ − (rt|(ri)⊥)∗
)

=

k
∑

l=1

λl(r
l|(ri)⊥)T

(

(rs|(ri)⊥)∗ − (rt|(ri)⊥)∗
)

= λs − λt = 0,

where we utilize that λs − λt = 0 by Lemma 3.2. This holds for all elements
in parR|(ri)⊥. After using the transformation outlined in Section 2.3 from (L ∩
Z
n)|(ri)⊥ to Z

n, we can apply Lemma 3.2 as the coefficients remain unchanged. We
conclude that (rs|(ri)⊥)∗ − (rt|(ri)⊥)∗ ∈ ((L ∩ Z

n)|(ri)⊥)∗.

This in combination with Lemma 3.1 and Theorem B has the following direct
implication.

Corollary 4.2. Let r1, . . . , rk ∈ Z
n be linearly independent, R = (r1, . . . , rk), and

L = linR. Then posR has the (ICP) if {(r1)∗+(L∩Z
n)∗, . . . , (rk)∗+(L∩Z

n)∗} ⊆
(L∩RZ

n)∗/(L∩Z
n)∗ contains at most three non-trivial pairwise different elements.

Proof. Every three-dimensional cone has the (ICP) due to Theorem B. Therefore, we
assume that k ≥ 4. The assumption that {(r1)∗ + (L ∩Z

n)∗, . . . , (rk)∗ + (L∩Z
n)∗}

contains at most three non-trivial pairwise different elements implies that there
either exists i ∈ [k] such that (ri)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z

n)∗ or there exist pairwise different
indices i, j ∈ [k] such that (ri)∗ − (rj)∗ ∈ (L ∩ Z

n)∗. Hence, we are in one of the
cases of Lemma 3.1.

In the first case, we pass to pos{r1, . . . , ri−1, ri+1, . . . rk}. This is a (k − 1)-
dimensional cone, which still satisfies that {(r1)∗ + (L̃ ∩ Z

n)∗, . . . , (ri−1)∗ + (L̃ ∩

10



Z
n)∗, (ri+1)∗ + (L̃ ∩ Z

n)∗, . . . , (rk)∗ + (L̃ ∩ Z
n)∗} contains at most three non-trivial

pairwise different elements for L̃ = lin{r1, . . . , ri−1, ri+1, . . . rk}.
In the second case, we know from the second part of Lemma 4.1 that {(r1|(ri)⊥)∗+

Λ, . . . , (ri−1|(ri)⊥)∗ + Λ, (ri+1|(ri)⊥)∗ + Λ, . . . , (rk|(ri)⊥)∗ + Λ} contains at most
three non-trivial pairwise different elements, where we have Λ = ((L ∩ Z

n)|(ri)⊥)∗.
Transforming back to the integer lattice via the transformation outlined in Section
2.3 gives us a (k − 1)-dimensional cone defined by integral generators.

Hence, we can apply Lemma 3.1 as long as the dimension is at least four. In
each step, we only add one element to our non-zero integral combination. We repeat
this procedure until the dimension equals three. In this case, we utilize Theorem B
to finish the proof of the statement.

We are in the position to prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. Here, we apply
Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 4.1 in a similar manner as in the proof of Corollary 4.2.
The main part of the proof is concerned with constructing a unimodular cover in
the case when |detR| = 5.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The assumption 1 ≤ |detR| ≤ 5 implies that the number
of cosets in Z

n/RZ
n is bounded by five. Hence, by duality, the number of cosets

in (RZ
n)∗/Zn is bounded by five as well. Since one of those cosets is trivial, the

set {(r1)∗ + Z
n, . . . , (rn)∗ + Z

n} contains at most four non-trivial pairwise different
elements. In particular, if |detR| ≤ 4, the number of non-trivial pairwise different
cosets is bounded by three. In this case, the claim follows from Corollary 4.2.

It is left to show that posR has the (ICP) if |detR| = 5. Following the arguments
given in the proof of Corollary 4.2, we assume that {(r1)∗+Z

n, . . . , (rn)∗+Z
n} does

not satisfy one of the two assumptions in Lemma 3.1. In other words, there exists no
trivial element in {(r1)∗+Z

n, . . . , (rn)∗+Z
n} and all elements are pairwise different.

Since |detR| = 5, we get that n = 4. Moreover, we have Z
4/RZ

4 ∼= Z/5Z, which
implies that Z

4/RZ
4 is cyclic. So there exists an element y1 ∈ parR such that

y1 + RZ
n generates Z

4/RZ
4. We can write y1 = λ1r

1 + λ2r
2 + λ3r

3 + λ4r
4 for

λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4 ∈ 1
5{0, 1, 2, 3, 4} by Cramer’s rule. Further, we can assume that λi 6= λj

for i, j ∈ [4] with i 6= j. Otherwise, we have that µi = µj for all y ∈ parR with
y = µ1r

1+ . . .+µ4r
4 as y1+RZ

4 generates Z4/RZ
4. However, this contradicts the

assumption that the set {(r1)∗+Z
4, . . . , (r4)∗+Z

4} contains only pairwise different
elements by Lemma 3.2. In a similar manner, we have λi 6= 0 for all i ∈ [4]. So we
assume without loss of generality that λi =

i
5 for i ∈ [4]. Let us denote by y2,y3,y4

the other non-trivial elements in parR. Since y1 +RZ
4 generates Z4/RZ

4, we can
write

(r1, r2, r3, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4) = R









1 0 0 0 1/5 2/5 3/5 4/5
0 1 0 0 2/5 4/5 1/5 3/5
0 0 1 0 3/5 1/5 4/5 2/5
0 0 0 1 4/5 3/5 2/5 1/5









.
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Observe that the vectors y1,y2,y3,y4 are contained in the affine hyperplane given
by {x ∈ R

4 : (1, 1, 1, 1)R−1x = 2}. Hence, each yi can not be written as a non-
negative integral combination of elements in {r1, r2, r3, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4}\{yi}. We
conclude that the Hilbert basis of posR equals {r1, r2, r3, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4}.

We show that posR has the (ICP) by constructing a unimodular cover C of posR
using the Hilbert basis of posR. The resulting unimodular cover implies the (ICP)
since every integer vector in the cone is contained in a unimodular subcone spanned
by the Hilbert basis. We proceed as follows: First, we present the construction of
the cover in detail. In this process, it is important that the interiors of the subcones
do not intersect. For the sake of readability and brevity, we do not formally verify
this property. This can be done by formulating for each pair of simplicial subcones
a linear program with an arbitrary non-zero linear functional, where the constraints
are given by the polyhedral description of the two subcones with strict inequalities.
The resulting linear program will turn out to be infeasible as the intersection of
the interiors are empty. Alternatively, one can utilize suitable software such as
polymake or SageMath that is capable of computing the intersection and dimension
of polyhedra. Once we have the collection of subcones, we prove that they indeed
cover posR via a volume argument.

To motivate the unimodular cover, observe that pos{y1,y2,y3,y4} is a three-
dimensional cone contained in R

4∩{x ∈ R
4 : (1,−1,−1, 1)R−1x = 0}. For each one-

dimensional face of pos{y1,y2,y3,y4}, there exists a unique three-dimensional face
of posR such that the cone spanned by the one-dimensional and three-dimensional
face is unimodular. For instance, select y1, a generator of a one-dimensional face of
pos{y1,y2,y3,y4}. Then, the unique three-dimensional face of posR corresponding
to y1 is pos{r2, r3, r4}. Repeating this procedure for every one-dimensional face of
pos{y1,y2,y3,y4} yields

C(2,3,4),(1) = pos{r2, r3, r4,y1}, C(1,3,4),(3) = pos{r1, r3, r4,y3},
C(1,2,4),(2) = pos{r1, r2, r4,y2}, C(1,2,3),(4) = pos{r1, r2, r3,y4}.

By computing determinants, one can verify that each cone is indeed a unimodu-
lar subcone of posR. Moreover, it is possible to check that the interiors of these
subcones do not intersect. In a similar manner, we fix two-dimensional faces of
pos{y1,y2,y3,y4}. As earlier, for each of those faces, there exists a unique two-
dimensional face of posR such that the resulting subcone is unimodular. This gives
us the subcones

C(1,2),(2,4) = pos{r1, r2,y2,y4}, C(1,3),(3,4) = pos{r1, r3,y3,y4},
C(2,4),(1,2) = pos{r2, r4,y1,y2}, C(3,4),(1,3) = pos{r3, r4,y1,y3}.

Again, one can verify that the cones are unimodular and the interiors of all our
current subcones do not intersect. We are left with constructing a unimodular
cover for the three-dimensional cone pos{y1,y2,y3,y4}. In addition to this, we still
need to utilize the remaining two-dimensional faces of posR, which are pos{r1, r4}
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and pos{r2, r3}. We proceed with constructing a unimodular cover for the sub-
cones pos{r2, r3,y1,y2,y3,y4} and pos{r1, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4}. This suffices to cover
posR, which we verify at the end of the proof. By symmetry, we only present a uni-
modular cover of pos{r2, r3,y1,y2,y3,y4} in detail. The construction of a unimodu-
lar cover for pos{r1, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4} works analogously. We begin with construct-
ing a unimodular triangulation for pos{y1,y2,y3,y4} using the two-dimensional
subcone pos{y2,y3}. This yields the unimodular subcones

C(2),(2,3,4) = pos{r2,y2,y3,y4}, C(2,3),(2,3) = pos{r2, r3,y2,y3},
C(3),(1,2,3) = pos{r3,y1,y2,y3}.

We are left with the unimodular subcones

C(2,3),(1,2) = pos{r2, r3,y1,y2}, C(2,3),(3,4) = pos{r2, r3,y3,y4}.
Again, one can verify that the interiors have an empty intersection. When con-
structing a unimodular cover for the other subcone pos{r1, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4}, one
has to choose the two-dimensional subcone pos{y1,y4} to obtain a unimodular tri-
angulation of pos{y1,y2,y3,y4} and select the corresponding subcones as above.

Let C be the collection of the subcones above, including the unmentioned sub-
cones in the unimodular cover of pos{r1, r4,y1,y2,y3,y4}. We claim that C is a
unimodular cover posR. To show this, let H = {x ∈ R

4 : (1, 1, 1, 1)R−1x ≤ 2}.
Since it is possible to verfiy that the pairwise intersection of each subcone in C has
empty interior, it suffices to argue that

vol

(

⋃

C∈C

C ∩H

)

≥ vol(posR ∩H),

where vol(·) denotes the four-dimensional Lebesgue measure. This is indeed suffi-
cient because the volume inequality implies posR ∩H ⊆

⋃

C∈C C ∩H. By scaling,
this gives us posR ⊆ ⋃

C∈C C. In the following, we prove the volume inequality
above. Observe that we have posR ∩H = 2 · conv{0, r1, r2, r3, r4}, where convX
denotes the convex hull of the set X ⊆ R

n. So we deduce

vol(posR ∩H) =
24

4!
|detR| = 10

3
.

To determine the volume of the simplices corresponding to unimodular subcones
in C, we have to take into account that the vertices coming from the generators
are scaled to 2r1, 2r2, 2r3, 2r4. So we begin by counting the number of generators,
r1, r2, r3, r4, in each subcone. There are four subcones with precisely three genera-
tors, ten subcones with two generators, and four subcones with only one generator.
As every subcone is full-dimensional and unimodular, we calculate

vol

(

⋃

C∈C

C ∩H

)

=
∑

C∈C

vol(C ∩H) =
1

4!
(4 · 23 + 10 · 22 + 4 · 21) = 80

4!
=

10

3
.

So we conclude that posR =
⋃

C∈C C.
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Although the collection of subcones C from the previous proof form a unimod-
ular cover and their interiors do not intersect, C does not give a unimodular tri-
angulation of the cone posR. The reason for this is that the three-dimensional
cone pos{y1,y2,y3,y4} is triangulated by once using pos{y2,y3} and once using
pos{y1,y4}. So there are cones in C whose intersections do not correspond to a
common face.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since n ≥ |detR| and (RZ
n)∗/Zn has cardinality |detR|,

either one of the vectors (r1)∗, . . . , (rn)∗ is integral or the difference of two pairwise
different vectors is integral by the pigeonhole principle. So we are in the situation
of Lemma 3.1. Thus, we can reduce the dimension by one. By the first part of
Lemma 4.1, the corresponding lower-dimensional volume of the respective paral-
lelepiped does not exceed ∆(r1, . . . , rn) = |detR|. We repeat this procedure until
the dimension equals |detR|−1. As |detR|−1 ≥ 5 > 2, we can apply Sebő’s bound,
Theorem A, and obtain

ICR(posR) ≤ 2(|detR| − 1)− 2 + (n− (|detR| − 1)) = n+ |detR| − 3.

5 Special cones with the (ICP)

Utilizing our methods, we collect special instances of well-known simplicial cones
that have the (ICP). In fact, it should not be too challenging to obtain more examples
using the methods from the earlier chapters. We proceed by applying the slightly
more abstract statement given in Corollary 4.2. We will see that the restriction on
the number of cosets naturally translates to restrictions on the representation of our
following cones.

The first example is given by n−1 standard unit vectors and one additional inte-
gral vector r. This setting has been studied with respect to the integer Carathéodory
rank and only special instances with the (ICP) are known; see [Henk and Weismantel,
2002] for some of them. We assume rn = ∆ and that the first n − 1 coordi-
nates of r admit at most two different values apart from 0 and ∆ − 1, e.g., r =
(0, . . . , 0, a, . . . , a, b, . . . , b,∆− 1, . . . ,∆ − 1,∆)T for some a, b ∈ {1, . . . ,∆− 2}.

Proposition 5.1. Let R = (e1, . . . ,en−1, r) ∈ Z
n×n with rn = ∆ ≥ 1. Further, let

I ⊆ {0, . . . ,∆− 1} such that ri ∈ I for all i ∈ [n− 1]. If |I\{0,∆ − 1}| ≤ 2, then

ICR(posR) = n.

Proof. We claim that {R−Te1 + Z
n, . . . ,R−Ten + Z

n} contains at most three non-
trivial cosets in R−T

Z
n/Zn. Then, the statement follows from Corollary 4.2. Ob-

serve that R−T = (e1, . . . ,en−1, r∗)T , where r∗i = −ri

∆ for i ∈ [n − 1] and r∗n = 1
∆ .

So we have R−Tei ∈ Z
n if and only if ri = 0. Further, if 0 6= rk = rl for

k, l ∈ [n − 1], we obtain R−T (ek − el) ∈ Z
n. Also, we have R−T (ej − en) ∈ Z

n
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for j ∈ [n − 1] if rj = ∆ − 1. Therefore, every non-zero element in I contributes
exactly one non-trivial coset. There are at most three non-zero elements in I since
|I\{0}| ≤ 1 + |I\{0,∆ − 1}| ≤ 3. The claim follows from Corollary 4.2.

For our second example, we assume that there exists y ∈ int(posR) ∩ parR
with y + (posR ∩ Z

n) = int(posR) ∩ Z
n. Special cones satisfying this premise are

dual cones of simplicial Gorenstein cones. The general class of Gorenstein cones and
polytopes plays an important role in the study of toric varieties; see, e.g., [Batyrev,
1994] for the first appearance of Gorenstein cones and their related polyhedra.

Proposition 5.2. Let R = (r1, . . . , rn) ∈ Z
n×n be such that there exists a vector

y ∈ int(posR)∩parR with y+(posR∩Z
n) = int(posR)∩Z

n. Further, let |detR|
have at most four divisors and let Zn/RZ

n be cyclic. Then

ICR(posR) = n.

Proof. Let y = Rλ with λ ∈ 1
|detR|{1, . . . , |detR| − 1}n by Cramer’s rule. Observe

that λi 6= 0 for i ∈ [n] since y is in the interior of the cone. As a first step, we prove
that the coefficients of λ have to be small. To do so, we apply the transformation
R−1 and analyze the elements in R

n
≥0 ∩Λ for Λ = R−1

Z
n. Note that R−1 · parR =

[0, 1)n ∩ Λ. Let µ ∈ R
n
≥0 ∩ Λ and let µk 6= 0. If µ lies in the interior of Rn

≥0, we
must have λk ≤ µk by λ + (Rn

≥0 ∩ Λ) = intRn
≥0 ∩ Λ. Thus, we assume that µ is

contained in the boundary of Rn
≥0, i.e., there exists l ∈ [n] such that µl = 0. Let

I = {l ∈ [n] : µl = 0}. This yields

µ+
∑

l∈I

el ∈ intRn
≥0 ∩ Λ.

As k /∈ I and λ+ (Rn
≥0 ∩Λ) = intRn

≥0 ∩Λ, we get λk ≤
(

µk +
∑

l∈I e
l
k

)

= µk. As a
result, we conclude

λk = min{µk : µ ∈ R
n
≥0 ∩ Λ with µk 6= 0} (1)

for all k ∈ [n].
As a next step, we show that λ has at most three different entries. To do

so, we need that Z
n/RZ

n is cyclic. This is equivalent to Λ/Zn being cyclic. We
want to show that λ + Z

n generates Λ/Zn. Since Λ/Zn is cyclic, there exists a
µ ∈ [0, 1)n ∩Λ such that µ+ Z

n generates Λ/Zn. This means that some entry of µ
indexed by j ∈ [n] satisfies µj =

s
|detR| for s ∈ {1, . . . , |detR|}, where s and |detR|

are coprime. There exists m ∈ {1, . . . , |detR|−1} with ms ≡ 1 mod |detR|, which
implies that mµ−⌊mµ⌋ ∈ [0, 1)n∩Λ has j-th entry 1

|detR| . So we obtain λj =
1

|detR|

by (1). This yields that λ + Z
n is a generator of Λ/Zn. We argue that λ has at

most three different entries. Select i ∈ [n]. Let λi = pi
qi

for qi ∈ {1, . . . , |detR|}
and pi ∈ {1, . . . , qi − 1}. Since λ + Z

n generates Λ/Zn, we have qiµi ∈ N for all
µ ∈ [0, 1)n ∩ Λ. By a similar argument as before, there exists m ∈ {1, . . . , qi − 1}
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such that mpi ≡ 1 mod qi and, thus, mµ−⌊mµ⌋ ∈ [0, 1)n ∩Λ with µi =
1
qi
. Again,

we conclude that λi =
1
qi

by (1). We know that qi divides |detR| by Cramer’s rule.
Since there are only four divisors of |detR|, where one of them is 1, we conclude
that λ has at most three different entries.

As a final step, we claim that λk = λl for k 6= l implies R−T (ek − el) ∈ Z
n.

This property combined with the fact that λ has at most three different entries and
Corollary 4.2 prove the statement. Every µ ∈ [0, 1)n∩Λ can be written asmλ−⌊mλ⌋
for m ∈ {0, . . . , |detR|−1} since λ+Z

n generates Λ/Zn. Therefore, we deduce that
µk = µl for all µ ∈ R

n
≥0 ∩ Λ if λk = λl. The claim that R−T (ek − el) ∈ Z

n follows
from Lemma 3.2.

In Proposition 5.2 we assume among other things that y ∈ parR. The statement
remains valid if we drop this assumption and suppose that y ∈ int(posR)∩Z

n with
y+(posR∩Z

n) = int(posR)∩Z
n. In this case, it is possible to deduce that a face

of posR satisfies the premises of Proposition 5.2. Below, we present a cone that
meets the assumptions of Proposition 5.2 and does not satisfy the assumptions of
Proposition 5.1. Let p, q ∈ N be distinct prime numbers and k ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1} and
l ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1} such that kp + lq = pq − 1. The integers k and l always exist.
For instance, choose k ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1} such that kp ≡ q − 1 mod q, which implies
pq − 1 − kp ≡ 0 mod q. So we have pq − 1 − kp = lq for some l ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1}.
We define

R =









1 0 l k
0 1 l k
0 0 p 0
0 0 0 q









.

Note that detR = pq has four divisors, 1, p, q, and pq, and observe that

λ =











1
pq
1
pq
1
p
1
q











yields y = Rλ ∈ Z
4. So y +RZ

4 generates Z4/RZ
4, which implies that Z4/RZ

4 is
cyclic. If there exists some z ∈ int(posR)∩Z

4 with z = Rµ that is not contained in
y+(posR∩Z

4), then there exists some j ∈ [4] with 0 < µj < λj . As λ1 and λ2 are
already minimal, j has to be either three or four. However, 0 < µj < λj implies that
(Rµ)j /∈ Z, a contradiction. So we get y + (posR ∩ Z

4) = int(posR) ∩ Z
4. Thus,

y meets the assumptions of Proposition 5.2. The matrix R is already in Hermite
normal form; see [Schrijver, 1986, Chapter 4] for more about Hermite normal forms
and unimodular transformations. As the Hermite normal form is unique, the matrix
R can not be transformed into a matrix given by three standard unit vectors and
an additional vector r via a unimodular transformation. So posR does not satisfy
the assumptions of Proposition 5.1.
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