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THE EULERIAN TRANSFORMATION

PETTER BRANDEN AND KATHARINA JOCHEMKO

ABSTRACT. Eulerian polynomials are fundamental in combinatorics and
algebra. In this paper we study the linear transformation A : R[t] — R]t]
defined by A(t") = An(t), where A, (t) denotes the n-th Eulerian poly-
nomial. We give combinatorial, topological and Ehrhart theoretic inter-
pretations of the operator A, and investigate questions of unimodality
and real-rootedness. In particular, we disprove a conjecture by Brenti
(1989) concerning the preservation of real zeros, and generalize and
strengthen recent results of Haglund and Zhang (2019) on binomial
Eulerian polynomials.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Eulerian numbers, { Ay }o<k<n, are among the most studied numbers
in combinatorics and algebra, see the extensive survey [18]. The Eulerian
polynomials may be defined by

An(t) = AnO + Anlt + -+ Anntn7

where A,j is the number of permutations ¢ in the symmetric group on

{1,2,...,n} for which o(i) > i for exactly k numbers 1.
Ag(t) =1, As(t) =t + 482 + 13,
Ay(t) =t, Ag(t) =t + 1182 + 1143 + ¢4,
Ag(t) =t + 1% As(t) = t + 26t + 661> + 26t* + 1°.

Already Frobenius [14] knew that for all n > 0, all the zeros of A,(t) are
real. This is not an isolated phenomenon. Many polynomials in combina-
torics and algebra are known or conjectured to be unimodal, log-concave or
real-rooted. Several techniques are now available for proving such results and
conjectures, see [8, 12, 23]. One approach is to study linear transformations
that preserve real-rootedness properties. This topic goes back to the works
of Jensen, Polya, Schur and Szegd, and has recently regained popularity and
importance, see [5], and the references therein. In 1989, Brenti [11] conjec-
tured that the linear operator A : R[t] — R[t] defined by A(t") = A,(t)
preserves the property of having only real and non-positive zeros. Although
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we disprove this conjecture here in its full generality (Proposition 2.1), we
go on to study more subtle properties of the operator A.

Of recent particular interest are binomial Eulerian polynomials, a variant
of Eulerian polynomials defined by

A =3 (1) 40 = A+ 1.

1=0

They appear in work by Postnikov et al. [20] as the h-polynomial of the
stellohedron. Binomial Eulerian polynomials share fundamental properties
with (ordinary) Eulerian polynomials: Postnikov et al. [20], and more re-
cently Shareshian and Wachs [22] showed that A, (t) is y-positive and pro-
vided different combinatorial interpretations of the v-coefficients. In par-
ticular, the coefficients of the binomial Eulerian polynomial A, (t) form a
symmetric and unimodal sequence for each n > 0. Recently, Haglund and
Zhang [15] proved that the binomial Eulerian polynomials are real-rooted,
affirming a conjecture by Ma et al. [17]. Indeed, they proved real-rootedness
of the binomial Eulerian polynomials for r-colored permutations introduced
by Athanasiadis [2], which may be seen to be equal to A, (t) = A((rt+1)").

We conjecture that A(f) is real-rooted whenever f is a nonnegative linear
combination of the polynomials {t!(t + 1)}, 1., (Conjecture 1). This
would imply that if f is real-rooted and all its zeros are contained in the
interval [—1,0], then A(f) is real-rooted. In support of this conjecture we
show in Section 3 that A(f) has alternatingly increasing and thus unimodal
coefficients whenever f is a nonnegative linear combination of the polyno-
mials {t'(t + 1)"*};—0.1,..n (Theorem 3.2). The proof uses a combinatorial
interpretation in terms of the excedance statistics on decorated permutations
(Proposition 3.1). In Section 3 we also give a new proof for the ~y-positivity
of A,(t) (Theorem 3.3) providing an interpretation for the y-coefficients that
is different from the previous ones given in [20, 22]. In Section 4 we prove
that A((t+¢)"™) is real-rooted for all real numbers 0 < g < 1 (Theorem 4.4).
In fact, we prove that A((t+q)") interlaces A((t+p)") forall0 < p < g <1
(Theorem 4.5), and that A((t + p)™) has an interlacing symmetric decom-
position (Corollary 4.6). This refines and strengthens the aforementioned
results by Haglund and Zhang [15].

We conclude our discussion by giving topological and Ehrhart theoretic
interpretations of the linear operator A. Given a simplicial complex A with
f-polynomial fa(t) we construct in Section 5 a simplicial complex A’ such
that A(fa) is equal to the h-polynomial of A’ (Theorem 5.1). In Section 6 we
give an interpretation for A((f1t+1)---(6,t+ 1)) as the h*-polynomial of a
lattice polytope whenever 01, . . ., 0, are nonnegative integers (Theorem 6.3).
In particular, the considered lattice polytopes have unimodal A*-polynomial,
a property of particular interest in Ehrhart theory, see the survey [10].
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2. COUNTEREXAMPLES TO BRENTI’S CONJECTURE

Brenti [11] conjectured that if f is a polynomial with nonnegative coeffi-
cients and only real zeros, then A(f) is a polynomial that has nonnegative
coefficients and only real zeros. To see that this conjecture is false, consider
the polynomials

w0 =A((1+2)) =3 (Aot =S oy 0

k=0
where 2z > 0 and n > 0. Notice that a,o = 1 and a1 = (1 +z/n)" — 1. Tt

follows from the Newton inequalities [8, Lemma 1.1] that if >} _, bxt*/k! is
a real-rooted polynomial with nonnegative coefficients and by = 1, then

b2 > bp_1bpy1, forall k> 1,

from which it follows that b, < b¥ for all k. Suppose now that p,(t) is
real-rooted for all n in some infinite set S of positive integers. Then a5 <
ak, < (e* — 1)k for all k >0 and n € S. Notice that

. k(T _l
. n <k>_k!'

By dominated convergence it follows that the series (1) converges to an
entire function (in t)

Z Ak(t)H‘ (2)
k=0

However, the series (2) has the form
1-1¢
1 —texp(x —tx)’

(3)

see [24, Proposition 1.4.5]. Moreover, the denominator of (3) is zero if and
only if (tz)e™® = we™®. This equation (in ¢) has two solutions counting
multiplicities. Hence (3) has a pole, and the series does not define an entire

function, which is a contradiction. We conclude

Proposition 2.1. For each x > 0, there exists an integer N such that the

polynomial (in t)
((1 H) >
n

fails to be real-rooted for all n > N.

A concrete counterexample is the polynomial A((1 + ¢/5)%), which is seen
to have two non-real zeros which are approximately —1.79 + 0.564.

We make the following conjecture, and we will provide some partial evi-
dence in the forthcoming sections.

Conjecture 1. If f = > 7_,apt*(1+1)" ", where ax > 0 for all0 < k <n,
then A(f) is real-rooted.
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3. COMBINATORIAL INTERPRETATION AND UNIMODALITY

If 0 is a permutation in the symmetric group &,, on [n] := {1,2,...,n},
then exc(o) = [{i : (i) > i}| is the number of excedances in o, and F( ) =
{i : 0(i) = i} is the set of fized points of o. Recall that the Eulerian
polynomials may be defined as

Ap(t) = Z pexc(@) | F (o)
O'EGn

Postnikov [19] considered the set &2 of decorated permutations, i.e., the
set of all permutations of [n] where the fixed points are colored by either 0
or 1. The excedance statistic on &2 is defined by

exc(o) = |{i : o(i) > i}| + | Fy (o)),

where F.(0) = {i: 0(i) =i and ¢ has color c¢}. It follows that

Proposition 3.1. For real numbers 01,...,0,,
A((t+01) - (t+6,) Zenk«%,..., = > > I 6,
ceG2 1€Fy(o)
(4)
where
er(01,...,0,) = > 0;,0i, - 0;,,

1< <ig << <n

is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial in 61, ...,0,.

Similarly if d,,(t) = 32, t°(%), where the sum is over all derangements in
S, i.e., the permutations in &,, with no fixed points, then

n

A+ 00) (4 00) =3 enilt 400, t+0)d(D). (5)
k=0
Next, we will see that A ((¢ + 601) - - - (t + 0,,)) is unimodal for all real numbers
0<6,...,0, <1,ie.,if cy,cq,...,c, is the sequence of coefficients then

o< <S> 20y
for some 0 < k < n. In fact, we will prove that the coefficients satisfy the
alternatingly increasing property
O0<co<cp<c1<cp1 <S¢
2

Let f(t) be a polynomial of degree at most n, and let Z,,(f)(¢t) := t" f(1/t).
We may write f as

f(t) :an(f)th'bn(f)v (6)
where
anf) = T g (= BT

Note that Z,,(an(f)) = an(f) and Zp,—1 (bn(f)) = bn(f). The presentation (6)
which was considered by Stapledon [25] is unique with these properties and
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is called the symmetric decomposition or Stapledon decomposition of f with
respect to n. Let AL, be the convex cone of all polynomials f of degree at
most n such that a,(f) and b,(f) have nonnegative and unimodal coeffi-
cients. It is not hard to see that AL,, consists of all polynomials that satisfy
the alternatingly increasing property (see, e.g., [3, Lemma 2.1]).

Theorem 3.2. If f = > 1_,aptt(1+)"7*, where a, > 0 for all 0 < k < n,
then A(f) € AL,. In particular, A(f) is unimodal.
Proof. Since T,,(Ay,) = t"F=1 A, for all k > 1,
1— tn—k

1—t 7’
for k > 1. Also an(Ap) =1+t+---+t". Thus a,(f) is unimodal, since
the product of two symmetric and unimodal polynomials with nonnegative
coefficients is again symmetric and unimodal, see [23].

By linearity we may assume f = [[;" (¢t + 6;), where 6; € {0,1} for all
i. Clearly ex(t + 61,...,t + 0,) has a nonnegative expansion in the basis
t'(1 4 t)k=%. Since

an(Ag) = Ag -

. . 1= ¢
b (F(L+ D) = (14

it follows that bg(ex(t + 01,...,t + 6,)) is unimodal and has nonnegative
coefficients. Furthermore, Z,,(d,,) = d,,, and d,,, € AL,,, see [9]. Hence

bn(ek‘(t + 917 St gn) : dn—k(t)) = bk(ek(t + 917 St Qn)) : dn—k(t)7

has nonnegative and unimodal coefficients, and so does A(f) by (5).
O

3.1. The binomial Eulerian polynomial. The binomial Fulerian poly-
nomials may be defined by A, (t) := A ((1 +t)"), see [22] and the references
therein. Any polynomial f for which Z,(f) = f may be written as

[n/2]

FO) = 3 w1+ 12,

k=0
where the 7,’s are real numbers, called y-coefficients. If v > 0 for all £, then
f is said to be y-positive. It is known that A,, is v-positive [20, 22]. Here
we will give a different proof of this fact. Let ¢ € &2. An element i € [n]
is a double excedance if o(i) > i > o~ '(i), and a double anti-excedance if
o(i) < i < o71(i). Let C be a cycle of o of length at least two, and let
x be the largest element of C. We may represent C' as xoriTs - Ty_1Xy,
where g = 2y = x and o(xj) = zj4q for all 0 < j < 4 If i = a1 s
a double anti-excedance, let m be the smallest index such that m > k
and z,, < 71 < Tpmy1. Let o’ be the decorated permutation obtained by
moving x into the slot between z,, and z,,+1 in the representation of C.
Similarly, if ¢ = zj is a double excedance, then let m be the greatest index
such that m < k and x,,,—1 > 2, > %,. Let further ¢” be the decorated
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permutation obtained by moving x; into the slot between x,,_1 and z,, in
the representation of C.

6

FiGURE 1. The action of 3 on the cycle xorixoxrsrsrsrs = 6425136.

For i € [n], define ¢; : &2 — &2 as follows. If i is a fixed point of
color ¢, then @;(o) is obtained by changing i to a fixed point of color 1 — c.
Otherwise, if 7 is in a cycle C of length at least two, then

o', if i is a double anti-excedance,
wi(o) =< o”, if i is a double excedance,
o, otherwise.

It follows that ¢; is an involution for each %, and ;p; = @;p; for all 4, j.
Moreover i is a double excedance in ¢ if and only if 7 is a double anti-
excedance in @;(0). Hence the maps ¢;, ¢ € [n], induce an Zj-action &2,
see [7]. Let Orb(o) denote the orbit of o under this action.

Theorem 3.3. If n is a nonnegative integer, then

b
An(t) = Z ’Ynktk(l + t)n—?k’
k=0

where Yni is the number of permutations in &, with exactly k excedances
and no double excedances.

Proof. Let o € &2 be a decorated permutation, and let & be the unique
permutation in Orb(o) with no double excedances and no fixed points of
color 1. Then
Z texc(o) _ texc(é’)(l + t)a7
m€0rb(o)

where a is the number of fixed points plus the number of double anti-
excedances in ¢. It follows that a = n — 2exc(d), from which the theorem

follows.
O
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4. REAL-ROOTEDNESS AND INTERLACING

If f(t) = (t + q)", then (4) specializes to

Atte+an =3 (a4 = 3 e+ ).

k=0 c€6n

In this section we will prove that A ((t 4+ ¢)") is real-rooted whenever 0 <
g<Ll
Let f,g € R[t] be two polynomials with positive leading coefficients and
real zeros only. Let further a; > a9 > --- > «, be the zeros of f, and let
81> B2 > -+ > By, be the zeros of g. We say that g interlaces f, denoted
by g 2 f, if
<Py <ar < B <.

The polynomial g strictly interlaces f (written f < g) if all the non-strict
inequalities between the zeros can be replaced by strict inequalities. By
definition, degg < deg f < degg + 1. By convention, we also define 0 < f
and f = 0, where 0 denotes the constant zero polynomial. The following
lemma collects well-known basic properties of interlacing polynomials.

Lemma 4.1 ([28, Section 3]). Let f,g,h € R[t] be polynomials with positive
leading coefficients and real-zeros only. Then

(i) if f,g have only nonnegative coefficients, then f =< g if and only if
g=3tf.
(ii) f < g if and only if cf < dg for all ¢,d > 0.
(iii) of f < g and f 2 h then f < g+ h.
(iv) if f < h and g X h then f+ g < h.

Furthermore, statements (i)-(iv) remain correct if < is replaced by <.

A sequence of polynomials (fi,..., f,) is called an interlacing sequence
it f; X fjforalll <i<j <n. The following lemma shows that not all
pairs of polynomials f; and f; have to be checked to guarantee an interlacing
sequence.

Lemma 4.2 ([6, Lemma 2.3|). Let fi, fo,..., fn be polynomials such that
fi X fix1 for all1 <i<n—1, and furthermore f1 =< fn. Then (f1,..., fn)
s an interlacing sequence.

Let F;I be the family of interlacing sequences of length n of polynomials
with only nonnegative coefficients. The following theorem characterizes all
matrices G = {G;;(t)}i; € R[t]™*™ that preserve interlacing sequences
when acting by multiplication, that is,

G f;—ﬂ-‘j,;
(fi, o f) =G (fr, )T

Theorem 4.3 ([8, Theorem 8.5]). Let G € R[t|"*"™ be a matriz of polyno-
mials. Then G: F,F — F.& if and only if
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(i) Gi;(t) has nonnegative coefficients for all 1 < i < m and all 1 <
j<mn; and
(ii) forall\,p>0,1<i<j<nandl <k<{<m

A+ 1) G (1) + Gr () 2 (M4 1) Gri(t) + Gra(t) -

The following theorem refines results by Haglund and Zhang [15] on bi-
nomial Eulerian polynomials for colored permutations.

Theorem 4.4. For alln >0 and q € (0,1],
At +™) < A+ ) .
In particular, T ((t + q)™) has only real and distinct zeros.

Proof. The proof uses similar techniques as in [15].
By a bijection due to Steingrimsson [26, Appendix],

Z teXC(U)(t + q)|F(U)| — Z des(o) (t + q)bad(g) ’
e, oceGy,
where
des(c)={i€en—1]:0(i) >o(i +1)}|, and
bad(c) = |[{k € [n]: o(k — 1) < (k) < o(m) for all m > k}|.
We consider the polynomials

fri = Z 7fdes(cr) (t + q)bad(a) )

4SS
o(1)=:

By observing the change of des(o) and bad(c) while inserting a letter i in
first position of a permutation on n letters in one line notation (after shifting
all letters j > ¢ to j + 1), we obtain the recursions

n
fosig = (@)Y fak
k=1

i—1 n
t < :
favri = ot D thak D fags for2<i<n+l,
k=2 k=i
Defining p, 1 = {i—’; and p,; = fn, for i > 1, we obtain
n
Porin = (t+@pui+ > pnk, and (7)
k=2
i—1 n
Pniti = D tPnk+ D Puk, for2<i<n+1. (8)
k=1 k=i
We claim that (pp1,...,Pn,n) is an interlacing sequence for all n > 1. If

n = 1, then the claim holds trivially since f11 =t+ ¢ and p11 = 1.
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For n > 1, we observe that (7) and (8) are equivalent to

ng-‘rLl p?z,l
P12 P
) 9 — G ,r'L7
pg7,+1,n+1 P%,n
where -~ ~
t+qg 1 --- 1
t1 - 1
a— t A |

To prove the claim it suffices to show that G preserves interlacing of se-
quences of polynomials with nonnegative coefficients. By Theorem 4.3, it
suffices to check this for all 2 x 2 submatrices of G:

R P R P B Y e B P

The first six matrices have been shown to preserve interlacing sequences
in [8, Corollary 8.7]. The last two matrices can be factored into matrices
that preserve interlacing sequences. Indeed,

=l L)
RN IR

Since 0 < ¢ < 1, all factors have only nonnegative coeflicients. To see that
all factors preserve interlacing we furthermore need to check the second
condition in Theorem 4.3. For example, for the first factor in the first
product we need to check that for all u, A > 0
MA4wp) - 14+0=(tA+p)-g+t.
This is equivalent to
P g
AT A +1

which is true. The other three factors preserve interlacing sequences by a
similar argument.

In summary, all factors and thus also their products preserve interlacing.
Therefore, (pp1,-..,Pnn) is an interlacing sequence.

We furthermore claim that p,, 1 strictly interlaces p, 2 for all n > 2 when-
ever ¢ > 0. We again argue by induction. For n = 2 we have po1 =t + ¢
and ps o =t and thus the claim holds. For n > 2. we obtain

n n
P12 = o1 + an,i = tpna + an,i + qpPn1 = Pnt1,1
i=2 i=2



10 PETTER BRANDEN AND KATHARINA JOCHEMKO

by Lemma 4.1, assuming that p, 1 < pn 2.
To complete the proof, we observe that

n+1 n+1
A ((t + Q)nH) = Z fot1i =t + @Opnt11 + anJrl,i
i=1 i=2

n
= pnt11 = (t+@)pna + an,i
i=2
=A(t+q9"),
since pp41,1 interlaces tp,41,1 as well as p,41,; for ¢ > 1. Since ¢ > 0 the
polynomial p,, 11,1 strictly interlaces pp41,2, and thus = can be replaced with
> by Lemma 4.1. This completes the proof. ([

Theorem 4.5. For all 0 <p < q <1,
A((t+9)") < At +p)") (9)
and
Zn(A((t +p)") 2 A((t+p)"). (10)
If p ¢ {0,1} then < can be replaced by < in Equation (10).

Proof. Let 0 < p < 1. For all € > 0,
A(t+p+e™) = At +p)") + enA((t +p)" 1Y) + €2r(t),

where r(t) is a polynomial of degree n — 2. Since A((t + p)" 1) strictly
interlaces A((t + p)™) by Theorem 4.4,

nA((t+p)" ") +er(t) < A((t+p)")
for sufficiently small € > 0, and thus by Lemma 4.1,
A((t+p+e)") < A(Et+p)"),

for sufficiently small e > 0. This is also true for p = 0, since A,_1/t < A, /t.

Similarly, if 0 < p < 1, then A((t +p)") < A((t+p —¢)") for all e > 0
sufficiently small. Let 0 < p < ¢ < 1. By compactness there exists a finite
sequence 1 = pg > p1 > -+ > pr_1 > pi = 0, such that p = p; and ¢ = ¢;
for some 1,7, and A((t + pe—1)") < A((t + pe)™) for all 1 < £ < k. Let
ge = A((t + p¢)™). Then

An/t:In(gk:) =< ’<In(gl) ’<In(90):.90’<91 ’<""<gk:Ana

and so the theorem follows from Lemma 4.2. O

Let a,(t) = t"a(1/t) and b,(t) = t"~'b(1/t) be the unique polynomi-
als such that f(t) = an(t) + tb,(t). Then f is said to have an interlacing
symmetric decomposition if by (t) interlaces ay(t). A systematic study of in-
terlacing symmetric decompositions was initiated in [9]. The following is an
immediate consequence of [9, Theorem 2.7], Theorem 3.2 and equation (10)
in Theorem 4.5.
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Corollary 4.6. The polynomial A((t + q)"™) has an interlacing symmetric
decomposition for all 0 < g < 1.

5. TOPOLOGICAL INTERPRETATION

A simplicial complex on the groundset [n] is a non-empty set A of subsets
of [n] that is closed under taking subsets. The elements of A are called
faces. The (combinatorial) dimension!, dim o, of a face ¢ is defined to be
dimo = |o|. The dimension of the simplicial complex A is defined as the
maximal dimension of one of its faces. The number of faces of dimension ¢ is
denoted by f;(A). In particular, fo(A) = 1. The f-polynomial records the
number of faces of A according to their dimension. If A is a d-dimensional
simplicial complex then

d
falty = Y thmr = " f(A).
1=0

ogEA

The h-polynomial h(t) of a d-dimensional simplicial complex A is defined
by

t
ha(t) = (1 —t)%fa ( — ) .
a0 == (1)
To any simplicial complex on the groundset [n] we can associate a simplicial
complex A’ on the ground set 2"\ @ LI [n/] where 2"l \ @ denotes the set of
all non-empty subsets of [n], and [n'] = {1’,2/,...,n'} an identical copy of
[n]. The faces of A’ consist of all sets of the form

{RCRhC--CEF:0<k<n}u{i:ieS} where SNF,=2,

and where F1 C Fp C --- C F}, is a chain of non-empty elements of A, called
flags. It is not hard to see that if A is a simplicial complex on the groundset
[n] then A’ is an n-dimensional simplicial complex. The following result
establishes an interpretation of A(f) as the h-polynomial of a simplicial
complex.

Theorem 5.1. Let A be a simplicial complex with groundset [n] and let
fa(t) = fo+ fit + -+ fqt? be its f-polynomial. Then the h-polynomial of
A’ is equal to

har(t) =Y fidi(t) = A(f).

Proof. We first determine the f-polynomial of A’. We observe that

INotice that the combinatorial dimension differs from the usual topological dimension
by one.
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falt) = ) > .,

FEA {FCFC--CF=F} S: SNF=g
_ Z (t + 1)n7dimF Z tk '
FeA {FICFRG - CF=F}
Further, if dim F' = ¢, then the set of flags {F1 C F» C --- C F, = F'} of
length k& with maximal element F' is in bijection with the collection of sur-
jective maps from [¢] to [k]. Their number is equal to kS (¢, k) where S(¢, k)

is the Stirling numbers of the second kind. Setting Sy(t) = Zi:l k'S¢, k)t
we obtain

d 0 d
fa®)=>" " @+t RSERT = fo(1+ )" S(t) .
(=0 Fea k=1 £=0

The Stirling numbers and the Eulerian numbers are related via the following
classical identity, see, e.g., [27, p. 314]:

m@ﬁ#1—#&<t>.

1—t¢
We therefore obtain

hat) = (-0a ()

= (1-9" ;;‘) fe <11_t>"—4 Se <1t_t>
::ﬁfnu—wa(lfJ
=0

d
= D fAl),
=0

as desired. O

As a corollary we obtain the following result for simplicial complexes with
nonnegative h-polynomials.

Corollary 5.2. Suppose A is a d-dimensional simplicial complex with h-
polynomial ha = ho + hit + - - - + hqt®, where hg, h1,...,hg > 0. Then the
h-polynomial of A’ is alternatingly increasing.

Proof. By definition,

d
fat)y => hit' (1484
=0

The claim follows therefore directly from Theorems 3.2 and 5.1. (|
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6. EHRHART THEORY

A lattice polytope is the convex hull of finitely many points in Z¢. Ehrhart
theory is concerned with the enumeration of lattice points in integer dilates
of lattice polytopes. Ehrhart [13] showed that for every lattice polytope
P C R? the number of lattice points in the n-th dilate of P, [nP N Z4|,
agrees with a polynomial Ep(n) of degree dim P for all integers n > 0.
The polynomial Ep(n) is called the Ehrhart polynomial of P. If P is a d-
dimensional lattice polytope, then the h*-vector h*(P) = (ho(P), ..., hq(P))
is defined by

Ep(n) = ho(P) <"§d> + hy(P) <”+3_ 1) + -+ he(P) (Z) .

The polynomial h*(P) = ho(P) + h1(P)t + - -+ + hq(P)t? is called the h*-
polynomial of P. In this section we give an interpretation of A((6:t +
1)---(04t+1)) as the h*-polynomial of a lattice polytope, whenever 61, ..., 0y
are positive integers.

To that end, we will make use of half-open decompositions of polytopes [16].
Consider a d-dimensional polytope P C R? with facets Fi,..., Fy,. A point
q € R is in general position if ¢ is not contained in the affine hull of F}, for
any 1 <i < m. A facet F; is visible from ¢, if P and ¢ lie on opposite sides
of the affine hull of F;. Let I,(P) = {i € [m]: Fj is visible from ¢}. Then
the set

H, (P)="P\ U F;
1€lq(P)
is a half-open polytope. The notions of Ehrhart polynomial and h*-polynomial
can be extended to half-open polytopes in a natural way by means of the
inclusion-exclusion principle.

Lemma 6.1 ([16]). Let Pi,..., Py be the mazimal cells of a polytopal sub-
division of P = PLU Py, U ---U P,. Let g € relint P be a point that is in
general position with respect to each P;. Then

Hp(t) = > Wiy (0.

We will also need the following lemma which is folklore (see, e.g.,[4]).

Lemma 6.2. Let P € R? be a lattice polytope and P%0 := conv((P x {1})U
0) C R¥L. Then

Wp(t) = hp,o(t) -
The preceding lemma remains true for half-open polytopes if we set
Hy(P)x0:=(Px0)\ |J (Fix0)
icly(P)

with the notation above.
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For positive integers 61, 0o, . .., 04, let Py(1,...,0;) C R% be the d-dimensional
lattice polytope defined by
Py(01,...,04) = conv ((—Ag) UQq(01,...,04)) ,
where Ay = conv(0,eq,...,ey) is the d-dimensional standard simplex and
Qa(01,...,04) :{XERd: 0<uz;<6; foralll <i<d}

is an axis-parallel parallelepiped with side lengths 61, ..., 04.

Theorem 6.3. For positive integers 01,0z, . ..,04,
d
}4(61,...,9d)(t) = A (H(GZH— 1)) .
i=1

Proof. For all 0 € {—1,1}4, let oR>o = {(z1071,...,2404): 7; > 0 for all i}
and let ot ={i€[d]: 0;, =1} and o~ = [d] \ oT.

Both polytopes Ay and Qg(01,...,04) are anti-blocking polytopes, that
is, if a point is contained in the polytope, then so are all their projections
on coordinate subspaces. Thus, by [1, Lemma 2.4], the subdivision induced
by the coordinate hyperplanes yields the decomposition

Pd(elv"‘76d) = U conv (Waf(_Ad)UWU+(Pd(617"'76d))) )
oe{-1,1}4

where 77 denotes the projection onto the coordinate subspace R = {x €
R?: z; = 0 for i ¢ I'}. Now, choosing a generic point ¢ € Py(61,...,04)NRL,
results in the half-open decomposition

Py0y,...,05) = || Hy(conv ((—A,-) UQu+(0)))
oe{-1,1}4
where A; = conv ({e;: i ¢ I} U0) C R! denotes a standard simplex and
Qi) ={xeR:0<uz; <6 foralligl}

a parallelepiped for all I C [d].
We observe that for all o € {£1}¢

Hy (conv ((—Ag-) U Qq+(0))) 2= Ryt (8) % 017,

where R;(6) denotes the half-open parallelepiped R;(6) = {x € R: 0 <
x; < 6; foralli € I}, and 0** denotes applying a many times the opera-
tion 0. The h*-polynomial of the half-open parallelepiped R;(6) is equal
to Iy ) = (Hzelﬁ)Am( ) (see, e.g., [3, Theorem 4.7]). Therefore, by
Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2,

d
Pa(01,0) (1) = > I1 ¢ | 40+ ®) (H (0t +1) )
=1

oe{-1,1}¢ \ieot
as desired. O
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Z2

FIGURE 2. The lattice polytope P»(2,1) and its half-open decomposition.

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorems 6.3
and 3.2.

Corollary 6.4. The coefficients of the h*-polynomial of Py(01,...,04) form
a unimodal sequence for all positive integers 61,...,0,.

Lattice polytopes with unimodal h*-polynomials are of particular interest
in Ehrhart theory [10]. A question by Schepers and Van Langenhoven [21]
asks whether every polytope having the integer decomposition property
(IDP) has a unimodal h*-polynomial. This question is part of a hierarchy of
conjectures and questions that originate from a conjecture by Stanley [23],
originally formulated in the language of commutative algebra, which is often
referred to as Stanley’s Unimodality Congjecture. A polytope P C R? has the
integer decomposition property (IDP) if for all integers n and all lattice points
p € nPNZ% in the n-th dilate of P there are lattice points p1, ..., p, € PNZ%
such that p = p; +-- -+ p,. It is not hard to see that lattice parallelepipeds
are IDP polytopes. Moreover, the operation x0 as well as taking unions
preserves the integer decomposition property. From the decomposition con-
sidered in the proof of Theorem 6.3 it therefore follows that P;(61,...,0y) is
an IDP polytope for all positive integers 64, ...,0,. Corollary 6.4 therefore
provides further evidence for the aforementioned conjectures.
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