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Abstract. The chromatic number related to a colouring of facets of certain
classes of generalised associahedra is studied. The exact values are obtained

for permutohedra, associahedra and simple permutoassociahedra, while lower

and upper bounds are established for cyclohedra and stellohedra. The asymp-
totic values of the chromatic numbers for associahedra, cyclohedra and simple
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1. Introduction

James Stasheff, in his remarkable paper [27] from 1963, brought to the scientific
community’s attention a simple polytope (in dimension n, every vertex is incident
with exactly n facets) with outstanding combinatorial properties, today known as
the associahedron or Stasheff polytope. The fact that this polytope was constructed
by Dov Tamari in 1951 (see [30]) was pointed out by Stasheff himself in [29]. In the
1990s, several other constructions of series of polytopes under the common name
“generalised associahedra” appeared in the literature, finding numerous applica-
tions in algebraic geometry [18], the theory of operads [28], cluster algebras [17]
and knot theory [4].

An essential class of generalised associahedra is the class of nestohedra. It could
be introduced either geometrically by using a Minkowski sum of simplices, or com-
binatorially by relying on concepts of nested sets and building sets. Feichtner and
Kozlov, [15], defined the notions of building sets and nested sets in a pure com-
binatorial manner. Feichtner and Sturmfels, [16], and Postnikov, [26], used these
concepts to describe the face lattices of a family of simple polytopes named nesto-
hedra in [25]. An inductive approach that leads to the same family of polytopes is
given in [14], and Carr and Devadoss used graphs in [8] to define a related family
of polytopes. A possibility to iterate this construction and to extend this family is
given in [24] (see also [3] and [20]). All these families of simple polytopes lie at the
crossroads of algebra, combinatorics, geometry, logic, topology, and other fields of
mathematics and physics.

In the paper, we study the chromatic number of some nestohedra together with
the simple permutoassociahedron concerning proper colourings of their facets, i.e.
colourings such that two facets sharing a vertex have distinct colours. It should be
noted that the colouring of the vertices of graphs is the most studied one in the
literature; for example, the chromatic number of proper colourings of vertices of the
associahedron was studied in [19] and [1]. Our definition of proper coloring applied
to a simple polytope P is equivalent to the standard proper colouring of the vertices
of its dual polytope, which is simplicial (see e.g. [32] for more details). However,
we prefer to work with graph associahedra, instead of their dual polytopes, as the
latter are much less known objects in mathematics.
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Our investigation of colourings of the facets of simple polytopes in the families
listed above is motivated by the fact that they are all Delzant polytopes (see [31],
[26] and [24]). Recall that a polytope is called Delzant if, for each of its vertices,
the outward normal vectors of the facets containing it can be chosen to make up
an integral basis for Zn. The normal fan of a Delzant polytope is a complete non-
singular fan, thus defining a projective toric manifold and a real toric manifold by
the fundamental theorem. This fact opened the possibility of calculating some of
their combinatorial invariants, such as their h-vectors and the Betti numbers of
the corresponding toric manifolds (see [12] and [11]). However, a projective toric
manifold is also a quasitoric manifold, while a real toric manifold is a small cover,
a topological generalisation introduced by Davis and Januszkiewicz in [13]. This
remarkable paper traced the foundation of toric topology as a new mathematical
discipline at the junction of equivariant topology, algebraic geometry, combina-
torics and commutative algebra. Toric topology has found its applications in the
chemistry of fullerenes [5] and topological data analysis [23]. The main objects
of study here are topological spaces and manifolds with torus actions defined in
combinatorial terms.

Among the most investigated and best-understood objects in toric topology are
quasitoric manifolds. From a topological point of view, a quasitoric manifold M2n

is a smooth closed 2n-dimensional manifold with a smooth locally standard action
of torus Tn such that its orbit space is a simple convex n-polytope Pn regarded as
a manifold with corners. However, its combinatorial description provides further
insights as it introduces a quasitoric manifold as a characteristic pair (Pn,Λ) where
Pn is a simple polytope and Λ is the characteristic map that assigns a vector of Zn

to each facet of Pn so that for each its vertex, the assigned vectors of the facets
containing it span an integral basis for Zn. A detailed exposition on the construction
of a quasitoric manifold from a characteristic pair and the equivalence of topological
and combinatorial definition may be found in [6, Construction 5.12]. The main
problem in toric topology is the classification problem of quasitoric manifolds, which
asks whether a given polytope Pn appears as the orbit space of a quasitoric manifold
and, if it appears, to determine all such quasitoric manifolds. Up to the action of the
symmetry group of combinatorial polytope Pn and the general linear group GL(n),
the question reduces to describing all characteristic maps on the facets of Pn. The
chromatic number for proper colouring of the facets of a simple n-polytope is the
only known obstruction to the existence of a characteristic map on Pn; it is always
greater than n and less or equal to 2n−1 [7, Example 3.3.4]. However, it is unknown
whether the upper bound in this inequality is sharp or not. In the literature, to
the best of our knowledge, the families of polytopes admitting a characteristic map
have small or linear values of the chromatic number [2].

The number of vectors of Zn in the image of a characteristic map on Pn is an
upper bound for the chromatic number of a proper facet colouring of Pn. How-
ever, the characteristic map associated with projective toric manifolds arising from
Delzant realizations of the permutohedron, the associahedron, the cyclohedron,
the stellohedron, and the permutoassociahedron assign distinct vectors to distinct
facets so they produce the coloring with the maximum number of colours. This fact
motivated us to study the natural question of determining their chromatic numbers
as the first step to classifying the quasitoric manifolds over the nestohedra. The
deep connection between topology and combinatorics of quasitoric manifolds has
exciting applications in binary coding [10]. The results obtained in the paper for
the associahedron, the cyclohedron, the stellohedron and the permutoassociahedron
are the first to point out classes of simple polytopes admitting a characteristic map
where the chromatic number is not a linear function of the dimension.
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2. Preliminaries

Throughout the text, the cardinality of a set X is denoted by |X|. For n ≥ 1,
the sets {1, . . . , n} and {0, 1, . . . , n} are denoted by [n] and [n]0, respectively. The
subset relation is denoted by ⊆, while the proper subset is denoted by ⊂. Also, by
comparability of sets, we mean the comparability with respect to ⊆.

There are several definitions of building and nested sets, and we recall one stem-
ming from [16].

Definition 2.1. A collection B of nonempty subsets of [n]0 containing all singletons
{x}, x ∈ [n]0, and satisfying that for any two sets S1, S2 ∈ B such that S1 ∩S2 ̸= ∅,
their union S1 ∪ S2 also belongs to B, is called a building set.

For a family of sets N , we say that {X1, . . . , Xm} ⊆ N is an N -antichain, when
m ≥ 2 and X1, . . . , Xm are mutually incomparable. Let B be a building set such
that [n]0 ∈ B. We say that N ⊆ B is a nested set when the union of every N -
antichain is not an element of B.

A subset of a nested set is again a nested set, hence the nested sets with respect
to B make a simplicial complex. The link of [n]0 in this complex (i.e. the set of all
nested sets N such that [n]0 ̸∈ N) is the nested-set complex of B.

We say that a polytope P (geometrically) realises a simplicial complex K, when
the semilattice obtained by removing the bottom (the empty set) from the face
lattice of P is isomorphic to (K,⊇). Note that P must be simple, and for every B,
there is a polytope, called nestohedron, that geometrically realises the corresponding
nested-set complex (see [26, Theorem 7.4], or [14, Theorem 9.10]).

Consider the following four graphs with [n]0 as the set of vertices: the complete
graph on [n]0, the path 0− . . .−n, the cycle 0− . . .−n−0 and the star with n edges
connecting the vertex 0 with all the other vertices. For every such graph Γ, the set
of all nonempty and connected subsets of vertices in Γ make a building set. Each
of these building sets gives rise to a nested-set complex, which can be realised as
an n-dimensional simple polytope. In this way the n-dimensional permutohedron,
associahedron, cyclohedron and stellohedron (we prefer its entirely Greek name
astrohedron), correspond to the complete graph on [n]0, the path 0 − . . . − n, the
cycle 0− . . .− n− 0 and the star with n edges, respectively.

Example 2.1. The 3-dimensional associahedron corresponds to the path graph
0− 1− 2− 3, and its building set B is the following:

{{0}, {1}, {2}, {3}, {0, 1}, {1, 2}, {2, 3}, {0, 1, 2}, {1, 2, 3}, {0, 1, 2, 3}}.
Note that {{1, 2}, {2, 3}} is an N -antichain for N = {{1}, {1, 2}, {2, 3}}, but N
is not a nested set since {1, 2} ∪ {2, 3} = {1, 2, 3} ∈ B. On the other hand,
{{1}, {0, 1}, {3}} is a nested set since neither {1, 3}, nor {0, 1, 3} belongs to B.
For X = {0, 1, 2}, the nested set {X} corresponds to a facet of this polytope. This
facet is a pentagon whose edges correspond to the nested sets

{{0}, X}, {{0, 1}, X}, {{1}, X}, {{1, 2}, X}, {{2}, X},
and whose vertices correspond to the nested sets

{{0}, {0, 1}, X}, {{0, 1}, {1}, X}, {{1}, {1, 2}, X}, {{1, 2}, {2}, X}, {{2}, {0}, X}.

Note that the facets of nestohedra always correspond to singleton nested sets of
the form {X}, with X a proper subset of [n]0. Throughout the paper, a facet will
be identified with X ⊂ [n]0 such that the nested set {X} corresponds to this facet.
The pentagonal facet from the preceding example is identified with X = {0, 1, 2}.

Definition 2.2. We say that two facets of a polytope are separated when they
have no vertex in common.
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Remark 2.2. Two facets of a realisation of a nested-set complex are separated if
and only if there is no nested set that contains them both.

Proposition 2.3. Two facets are separated if and only if they are incomparable
and their union belongs to the building set.

Proof. (⇐) It is clear that if two facets are incomparable and their union belongs
to the building set, then there is no nested set that contains them both.

(⇒) By contraposition, if two facets X and Y are comparable or their union
does not belong to the building set, then {X,Y } is a nested set that contains them
both. □

Definition 2.3. For F being the set of facets of a given polytope, a function
f : F → [m] is a proper colouring of this polytope when every two facets of the
same colour are separated. The chromatic number of a polytope is the minimal m
such that a proper colouring of its facets with m colours exists.

3. Permutohedra

The facets of the n-dimensional permutohedron are identified with the proper
subsets of [n]0. Two facets X,Y ⊂ [n]0 have a common vertex, i.e. there is a nested
set containing both if and only if X and Y are comparable, which entails that
the colouring f : F → [n] defined by f(X) = |X| is proper. Since the chromatic
number of an n-dimensional polytope has n as the lower bound, this means that
the chromatic number πn of the n-dimensional permutohedron is n.

Figure 1. Proper colourings of the 3-dimensional permutohedron
and the 3-dimensional associahedron

4. Associahedra

The building set for the n-dimensional associahedron consists of the sets of the
form

[a, b] = {x ∈ [n]0 | a ≤ x ≤ b},
for 0 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n. The elements of the building set that are proper subsets of
[n]0 are called segments of [n]0. The facets of the n-dimensional associahedron are
identified with the segments of [n]0.

Remark 4.1. The facets [a, b] and [c, d], with a ≤ c, are incomparable and their
union belongs to the building set if and only if a+1 ≤ c ≤ b+1 and b < d. In this
case we say that [a, b] precedes [c, d].

As a corollary of Proposition 2.3 and Remark 4.1 we have the following.
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Corollary 4.2. For mutually separated facets X1, . . . , Xk and all i, j, l ∈ [k] we
have:

Xi ∩Xj = Xi ∩Xl ⇒ j = l.

Proposition 4.3. Let f : F → [m] be a proper colouring of the n-dimensional
associahedron. Then for a facet X of cardinality κ the cardinality of {Y | f(Y ) =
f(X)} is at most min{κ+ 1, n− κ+ 2}.

Proof. Let FX = {Y | f(Y ) = f(X)} − {X}. It suffices to show that |FX | ≤
min{κ, n− κ+ 1}. Let g : FX → X and h : FX → [n]0 −X be defined as

g(Y ) =

{
max(Y ) + 1 if Y precedes X,

min(Y )− 1 if X precedes Y,

h(Y ) =

{
min(Y ) if Y precedes X,

max(Y ) if X precedes Y.

That h is one-one follows easily from Proposition 2.3. By Corollary 4.2, we
have that g restricted to the members of FX that precede X and g restricted
to the members of FX preceded by X are one-one. It remains to conclude, by
Proposition 2.3, that for every Y preceding X and every Z preceded by X, we have
g(Y ) > g(Z). Hence, g is one-one. □

Consider the following two sequences of integers Ai and Bi, for 2 ≤ i ≤ ⌈n/2⌉+1.

Bi =

{
0 if i = 2,

n+ 3 +Bi−1 − (i− 1)Ai−1 if 2 < i ≤ ⌈n/2⌉+ 1,

Ai =

{ ⌈
n+3+Bi

i

⌉
if n is even or i ≤ ⌈n/2⌉,

1 if n is odd and i = ⌈n/2⌉+ 1,

Lemma 4.4. There is a proper colouring of the n-dimensional associahedron with
⌈n/2⌉+1∑

i=2

Ai colours.

Proof. If n = 2k − 1, then we consider the following sequences of facets

(2) [0, 0], . . . , [n, n], [0, n− 1], [1, n]

(3) [0, 1], . . . , [n− 1, n], [0, n− 2], [1, n− 1], [2, n]

...

(k) [0, k − 2], . . . , [k + 1, n], [0, k], . . . , [k − 1, n]

(k + 1) [0, k − 1], . . . , [k, n],

and if n = 2k, then we replace the last two rows by

(k) [0, k − 2], . . . , [k + 2, n], [0, k + 1], . . . , [k − 1, n]

(k + 1) [0, k − 1], . . . , [k + 1, n], [0, k], . . . , [k, n]

The rows denoted by (2) − (k) have n + 3 members, while the cardinality of
the last row is k + 1, i.e. ⌈n/2⌉ + 1, in the case n = 2k − 1, or n + 3, in the
case n = 2k. Note that every i consecutive members of the row denoted by (i)
are mutually separated and that the last j members of the row denoted by (i),
where i > j, together with the first i − j members of the row denoted by (i + 1)
are mutually separated. Thus, we can properly colour the facets according to the
following procedure: start with the first two facets in row (2) and use one colour
for them, continue with the second pair of facets in this row and use another colour
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for this pair, and so on until ⌈(n+ 3)/2⌉ = A2 colours are used and all the facets
from the first row are coloured.

In the case n = 2k, the last colour is used just for one (the last) facet in row (2),
and since this facet is separated with the first member of row (3), one can colour
this member with the same colour. The number of remaining facets in row (3) is
n+3+B3, where B3 counted as above is n+3+B2 − 2A2 = n+3− 2⌈(n+ 3)/2⌉,
which is 0 when n is odd, and −1 when n is even. The remaining facets of row (3)
are coloured three consecutive in one colour, and again, one or two facets from
row (4) are borrowed and coloured with the last colour in case 3 does not divide
n + 3 + B3. This means that we have used ⌈(n+ 3 +B3)/3⌉ = A3 new colours to
finish with all the facets from row (3).

We proceed with such a colouring showing that
∑k

i=2 Ai colours is sufficient for
rows (2)-(k). When we reach the last row, in the case n = 2k − 1, the members
of this row are mutually separated and could be coloured with one colour, hence
Ak+1 = 1. In the case n = 2k, we proceed as with all the other rows, which means
that ⌈(n+ 3 +Bk+1)/(k + 1)⌉ = Ak+1 of new colours is sufficient for the remaining

facets of the last row. Hence, we have a proper colouring with
∑⌈n/2⌉+1

i=2 Ai colours.
□

In order to show that there is no proper colouring with less colours than we used
in Lemma 4.4, let us consider a slightly more general and more intuitive problem.
Instead of facets ordered in rows as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, assume we have
l2 ≥ 0 balls of weight 1/2, l3 ≥ 0 balls of weight 1/3, and so on, up to lm ≥ 0
balls of weight 1/m. (The balls here represent facets, the number li represents the
number of facets in row (i), and the denominator in the weight of a ball represents
min{κ+1, n−κ+2}, where κ is the cardinality of the corresponding facet.) These
balls should be packed into boxes (the boxes present colours) such that if n balls
x1, . . . , xn are packed in one box, then for µ(x) being the weight of x

n ·max{µ(x1), . . . , µ(xn)}
does not exceed 1.

Remark 4.5. According to Proposition 4.3, every proper colouring corresponds
to a packing where l2 = . . . = lk = n + 3 and lk+1 = k + 1, when n = 2k − 1, or
lk+1 = n+3 when n = 2k. One will see below that the proof of Lemma 4.7 requires
to allow all nonnegative values for l2, . . . , lm.

We are now in a position to generalise the proper colouring used in Lemma 4.4,
and to formulate this generalisation in terms of packing. Let (∗) be the following
packing: start with l2 balls of weight 1/2 and pack them into ⌈l2/2⌉ boxes, where
the last box, in case l2 is odd, contains a ball of first lower weight if there is any.
The remaining balls of weigh 1/3 are packed three per box, and one or two balls of
first lower weights are borrowed if 3 does not divide the number of these remaining
balls of weight 1/3. We proceed analogously for all the remaining balls of weight
less than 1/3.

Remark 4.6. Our proper colouring from Lemma 4.4 corresponds to the packing
(∗), where l2, . . . , lk+1 are as in the first sentence of Remark 4.5.

Definition 4.1. A packing is better than another if it uses fewer boxes.

Lemma 4.7. There is no packing better than (∗).
Proof. Suppose that n = l2 + . . . + lm is the smallest number of balls such that
there exists a packing (∗∗) better than (∗). Let i be the smallest integer such that
li > 0 (l2 = . . . = li−1 = 0). Consider the first box A in (∗). From the definition of
this packing one concludes the following:
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(1) A contains a ball of maximal weight (here 1/i);
(2) except for the balls of the lowest weight in A, it contains all the balls with

higher weight;
(3) the integer i defined above is greater or equal to the number of balls in A;
(4) in any correct packing of these n balls, a box that contains a ball of the

maximal weight cannot have more elements than A.

Let us denote the balls of weight 1/i by •, with the first lower weight by ◦, with
the second lower weight by ⋆, and take the following example of A:

• • • • ◦ ◦ ⋆ ⋆ ⋆.
From above we conclude that i ≥ 9 and that the number of balls denoted by • and
◦, among the n balls, is 4 and 2, respectively and that a box containing a ball • in
any other packing of these balls cannot have more than 9 elements.

Consider a box B in (∗∗) that contains •. From the preceding sentence we know
that B contains not more than 9 balls and not more than 4 balls • and not more
than 2 balls ◦. We have the following cases.

(i) If A and B have the same content, then by eliminating A from (∗) and B
from (∗∗), one obtains a packing better than (∗) with fewer than n balls, which
contradicts our assumption on minimality of n.

(ii) If B contains just the balls •, then we move balls from other boxes in (∗∗) to
B in order to make it identical to A. The obtained packing remains correct and this
step does not increase the number of boxes, hence the new packing is still better
than (∗). By proceeding as in (i), we obtain a contradiction.

(iii) If B contains balls of not maximal weight, then we make some replacements
in (∗∗). In order to help the reader to follow this procedure, let us assume that B
is of the form:

• • ◦ ⋆ ⋆⋄,
where the weight of the ball denoted by ⋄ is lower than the weight of a ball denoted
by ⋆.

If we have fewer than 4 balls • in B, we replace a ball from B that is of the first
lower weight than • (in our case this is a ball ◦) with a ball • from some other box
C in (∗∗). In our example B becomes

• • • ⋆ ⋆ ⋄ .
The box A is a witness that B is not overburden, and a heavier ball is replaced by a
lighter ball in C. Moreover, this step does not increase the number of boxes, hence
the packing obtained by this replacement is still better than (∗). We continue with
these replacements until we reach 4 balls • in B, or B contains only the balls •.
In the latter case we proceed as in (ii) in order to obtain a contradiction. In the
former case, as in our example when B becomes

• • • • ⋆⋄
and it contains some balls other than •, we continue with such replacements with
the balls of the first lower weight in the place of •, and in our example B becomes

• • • • ◦ ◦ .
Eventually, we transform B into an initial (not necessarily proper) segment of A. If
so obtained B is not the same as A, then as in (ii), we move balls from other boxes
in (∗∗) to B in order to make it identical to A. In our example, three balls ⋆ are
moved from some other boxes to B, without replacement. We conclude, as above,
that the obtained packing remains correct, and that the number of boxes in it does
not increase. This brings us to the case (i), which leads to a contradiction. □
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From Lemmata 4.4, 4.7 and Remarks 4.5, 4.6 it is easy to conclude the following
result concerning the chromatic number αn of the n-dimensional associahedron.

Theorem 4.8. αn =

⌈n/2⌉+1∑
i=2

Ai.

On the other hand, it is not easy to deduce an explicit formula for αn from
Theorem 4.8 . However, it is clear that for all 2 ≤ i ≤ ⌈n/2⌉ + 1 it holds that
−i + 1 ≤ Bi ≤ 0. This observation, together with some elementary minimisa-
tion/maximisation principles, delivers the following inequalities.

(4.1) αn ≥ n

(
1

1
+

1

2
+ · · ·+ 1

⌈n/2⌉

)
+ 4

(
1

1
+

1

2
+ · · ·+ 1

⌈n/2⌉

)
− 3n+ 8

2

(4.2) αn ≤ n

(
1

1
+

1

2
+ · · ·+ 1

⌈n/2⌉+ 1

)
+ 3

(
1

1
+

1

2
+ · · ·+ 1

⌈n/2⌉+ 1

)
These inequalities indicate the importance of the harmonic number 1

1+
1
2+· · ·+ 1

n
for understanding the asymptotic behavior of the chromatic number αn. By Euler-
Maclaurin formula, when n tends to infinity, we have

(4.3)
1

1
+

1

2
+ · · ·+ 1

n
= lnn+ γ + o(1),

where γ ≈ 0.5772 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Theorem 4.9. When n tends to infinity, we have that αn ∼ n lnn.

Proof. Using the inequalities (4.1), (4.2), and the equality (4.3), we obtain

ln⌈n/2⌉+ γ

lnn
+ o(1) ≤ αn

n lnn
≤ ln(⌈n/2⌉+ 1) + γ

lnn
+ o(1).

Applying the sandwich theorem, it follows that

lim
n→+∞

αn

n lnn
= 1,

as it was claimed. □

5. Cyclohedra

In order to estimate the chromatic numbers of cyclohedra, we have to generalise
some notions introduced at the beginning of Section 4. Throughout this section, ⊞
denotes +n+1, i.e. the addition modulo n+ 1.

Definition 5.1. For a, b ∈ [n]0, a segment [a, b] of [n]0 is a proper subset of [n]0 of
the form

{i | a ⩽ i ⩽ b} if a ⩽ b, or

{i | a ⩽ i ⩽ n} ∪ {i | 0 ⩽ i ⩽ b} if a > b.

For two segments [a, b] and [c, d] of [n]0 we say that:

(i) [c, d] overlaps [a, b], when c > a and these two segments are neither disjoint
nor comparable;

(ii) [c, d] follows [a, b], when b⊞ 1 = c (note that ⊞ is +n+1);

(iii) [a, b] precedes [c, d], when [c, d] overlaps [a, b] or [c, d] follows [a, b].

The facets of the n-dimensional cyclohedron correspond to the segments of [n]0.
As in the case of associahedra, the following proposition can be proved analogously.

Proposition 5.1. Two facets are separated if and only if one precedes the other.
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For n ≥ 1, let γn be the chromatic number of the n-dimensional cyclohedron.

Proposition 5.2. αn−1 + 1 ⩽ γn ⩽ αn−1 + n.

Proof. First of all, notice that Fa ⊂ F , where Fa and F are the facets of the
(n−1)-dimensional associahedron and the n-dimensional cyclohedron, respectively.
If X ∈ F −Fa then X = [0, n− 1] or n ∈ X. Since every element of Fa is a subset
of [0, n − 1], we have to use at least αn−1 + 1 colours in order to colour properly
the facets of the cyclohedron. This extra colour can also be used for the facet [n, n]
preceded by [0, n− 1].

If among the remaining elements of F we observe two of the same cardinality,
then, since they both contain n, one of them precedes the other, i.e., by Propo-
sition 5.1, they can be coloured with the same colour. Hence, if h : Fa → [αn−1]
is a proper colouring described in the proof of Lemma 4.4, then the colouring
f : F → [αn−1 + n] defined by

f(X) =


h(X) if n /∈ X and X ̸= [0, n− 1],

[αn−1] + 1 if X = [0, n− 1],

[αn−1] + |X|, otherwise.

is also proper. □

Using the Sandwich theorem, from Theorem 4.9 and Proposition 5.2 we obtain
the asymptotic value of γn.

Corollary 5.3. When n tends to infinity, we have that γn ∼ n lnn.

We are ready to introduce a sharper upper bound for γn. Consider the following
two sequences Ai and Bi , 2 ⩽ i ⩽ ⌈n

2 ⌉+ 1, of integers.

Bi =

{
0, if i = 2,

n+ 1 +Bi−1 − (i− 1)Ai−1, if 2 < i ⩽ ⌈n
2 ⌉+ 1,

Ai =


⌈
n+1+Bi

i

⌉
, if i ⩽ ⌈n

2 ⌉,
1, if n is even and i = ⌈n

2 ⌉+ 1,

0, if n is odd and i = ⌈n
2 ⌉+ 1.

Theorem 5.4. γn ⩽

⌈n
2 ⌉+1∑
i=2

(Ai + 1).

Proof. If n = 2k − 1, then we consider the following sequences of facets

(2) [0, 0], . . . , [n, n] [0, n− 1], [1, n], . . . , [n, n− 2]
(3) [0, 1], . . . , [n, 0] [0, n− 2], [1, n− 1], . . . , [n, n− 3]

...
(k) [0, k − 2], . . . , [n, k − 3] [0, k], . . . , [n, k − 1]
(k + 1) [0, k − 1], . . . , [n, k − 2].

The rows denoted by (2) − (k) are separated in two blocks, the left-block and the
right-block, while the last row has only the left-block. Each block in each row has
n+ 1 members.

Note that all the members of the last row are mutually separated, and hence, they
can be coloured with the same colour. Also, note that every i consecutive members
of the left-block of the row denoted by (i) are mutually separated, and that the last
j, where i > j, members of the left-block in that row together with the first i − j
members of the left-block of the row denoted by (i+ 1) are mutually separated. It
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means that we can colour the members of the left-blocks of the rows as in the proof
of Lemma 4.4 and the packing procedure (∗), where l2 = . . . = lk+1 = n+1. Thus,
it is straightforward to see that we need

1 +

k∑
i=2

Ai

colours for a proper colouring of all the members of the left-blocks. Since for every
2 ≤ i ≤ k, the members of the right-block of the row denoted by (i) are mutually
separated, they can be coloured with the same colour. This means that we have
coloured properly all the facets using exactly

k +

k+1∑
i=2

Ai

colours.
If n = 2k, then we consider the same sequences of facets as above save that the

rows denoted by (k) and (k + 1) are of the form:

(k) [0, k − 2], . . . , [n, k − 3] [0, k + 1], . . . , [n, k]
(k + 1) [0, k − 1], . . . , [n, k − 2] [0, k], . . . , [n, k − 1].

Observe that the members of the right-block of the row denoted by (k + 1) are
mutually separated, and can be coloured with the same colour. By repeating the

procedure as above, we use
k+1∑
i=2

Ai colours for a proper colouring of all the members

of the left-blocks and then k colours for all the members of the right-blocks, which
delivers the same conclusion as above. □

It can be verified that Theorem 5.4 gives a significantly better upper bound than
Proposition 5.2. For example, by Proposition 5.2 we have 5 ≤ γ4 ≤ 8, 7 ≤ γ5 ≤ 11,
9 ≤ γ6 ≤ 14, 11 ≤ γ7 ≤ 17, 360 ≤ γ100 ≤ 459, 5809 ≤ γ1000 ≤ 6808, 37028 ≤
γ5000 ≤ 42027, 80967 ≤ γ10000 ≤ 90966, while by Theorem 5.4 we obtain γ4 ≤ 6,
γ5 ≤ 8, γ6 ≤ 10, γ7 ≤ 13, γ100 ≤ 406,γ1000 ≤ 6302, γ5000 ≤ 39520, γ10000 ≤ 85958.

Still, for some n, one can improve the upper bounds for γn given in Theorem 5.4.
Namely, for 2 ⩽ i ⩽ ⌈n

2 ⌉, let

[a1, b1] = X1, . . . , [ai, bi] = Xi

be i consecutive facets coloured with the same colour according to the procedure
from the proof of Theorem 5.4, i.e. X1, . . . , Xi are i consecutive members of the
left-block of the row denoted by (i), or the last j members of the left-block of that
row, together with the first i − j members of the left-block of the row denoted by
(i+1). Recall that ⊞ denotes +n+1. Consider the following sequence of i−1 facets

Y1 = [ai ⊞ 1, a1 ⊞ n], Y2 = [ai ⊞ 2, a1], . . . , Yi−1 = [ai ⊞ (i− 1), a1 ⊞ (i− 3)].

Since ai = a1⊞ (i−1), the cardinality of these facets is n− i+1, which implies that
they belong to the right-block of the row denoted by (i+ 1) (when n = 2k− 1 and
i = k, they belong to the left-block of the last row). Let us show that the facets
X1, . . . , Xi, Y1, . . . , Yi−1 can be coloured by the same colour, i.e. that the colour
used for the facets X1, . . . , Xi, can be also used for the facets Y1, . . . , Yi−1. Since
a1 ⊞ n⊞ 1 = a1, it is obvious that for every 1 ≤ l ≤ i− 1 the facet Xl follows the
facet Yl. If X2 belongs to row (i), then the following equations hold:

b2 ⊞ 1 = b1 ⊞ 2 = a1 ⊞ (i− 2)⊞ 2 = a1 ⊞ (i− 1)⊞ 1 = ai ⊞ 1,

which entails that Y1 follows X2. Otherwise, if X2 belongs to row (i + 1), then
b2 = a2 ⊞ (i − 1) = a1 ⊞ (i − 1) ⊞ 1 = ai ⊞ 1, and Y1 overlaps X2. Hence, X2
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precedes Y1 and similarly, for every 1 ≤ l ≤ i− 1, the facets Xl+1 precedes Yl. All
this, together with the following equations

a1 ⊞ (i− 3) = a1 ⊞ n⊞ (i− 2) = b1 ⊞ n,

implies that for every m /∈ {l, l+1}, either Yl precedes Xm or Xm precedes Yl. We
conclude that the facets X1, . . . , Xi, Y1, . . . , Yi−1 are mutually separated, and they
can be coloured with the same colour.

Note that the segments Y0 = [ai, a1⊞(n−1)] and Xi are mutually comparable, as
well as the segments Yi = [ai⊞i, a1⊞(i−2)] and X1, and hence, by Proposition 5.1,
Y0 and Yi cannot be included in this set of mutually separated facets.

It remains to conclude that during the colouring of i consecutive members of the
left-block of row (i) or of the last j members of the left-block of this row, together
with the first i− j members of the left-block of row (i+1), we can colour with the
same colour exactly i− 1 corresponding members of the right-block of row (i+ 1).
This potentially gives a procedure to spend less than ⌈n

2 ⌉ colours for the remaining,
still uncoloured facets.

Whether that possibility can really be exploited is independent of the number of
the remaining facets. It depends more on what precisely the remaining facets are,
i.e., it depends on their characteristics determined by the nature of the dimension n.
For example, assume that for some 1 ≤ m ≤ n+1, the m-th member of each of the
right-blocks remains uncoloured. Since they are mutually comparable, they are not
separated and have to be coloured with different colours—there is no improvement.

Example 5.5. Let f be the proper colouring of the 7-dimensional cyclohedron
described in the proof of Theorem 5.4, i.e.

f([0, 0]) = f([1, 1]) = 1,

f([2, 2]) = f([3, 3]) = 2,

f([4, 4]) = f([5, 5]) = 3,

f([6, 6]) = f([7, 7]) = 4,

f([0, 1]) = f([1, 2]) = f([2, 3]) = 5,

f([3, 4]) = f([4, 5]) = f([5, 6]) = 6,

f([6, 7]) = f([7, 0]) = f([0, 2]) = 7,

f([1, 3]) = f([2, 4]) = f([3, 5]) = f([4, 6]) = 8,

f([5, 7]) = f([6, 0]) = f([7, 1]) = f([0, 3]) = 9,

f([0, 6]) = f([1, 7]) = . . . = f([7, 5]) = 10,

f([0, 5]) = f([1, 6]) = . . . = f([7, 4]) = 11,

f([0, 4]) = f([1, 5]) = . . . = f([7, 3]) = 12,

f([1, 4]) = f([2, 5]) = . . . = f([7, 2]) = 13.

By the procedure described above, there is a proper colouring h, which saves one
colour, and is defined as follows:

h([0, 0]) = h([1, 1]) = h([2, 7]) = 1,

h([2, 2]) = h([3, 3]) = h([4, 1]) = 2,

h([4, 4]) = h([5, 5]) = h([6, 3]) = 3,

h([6, 6]) = h([7, 7]) = h([0, 5]) = 4,

h([0, 1]) = h([1, 2]) = h([2, 3]) = h([3, 7]) = h([4, 0]) = 5,

h([3, 4]) = h([4, 5]) = h([5, 6]) = h([6, 2]) = h([7, 3]) = 6,

h([6, 7]) = h([7, 0]) = h([0, 2]) = h([1, 5]) = h([2, 6]) = 7,
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h([1, 3]) = h([2, 4]) = h([3, 5]) = h([4, 6]) = h([5, 0]) = h([6, 1]) = h([7, 2]) = 8,

h([5, 7]) = f([6, 0]) = h([7, 1]) = h([0, 3]) = h([1, 4]) = h([2, 5]) = h([3, 6]) = 9,

h([0, 6]) = h([1, 7]) = . . . = h([7, 5]) = 10,

h([1, 6]) = f([3, 0]) = f([5, 2]) = f([7, 4]) = 11,

h([0, 4]) = f([5, 1]) = f([4, 7]) = 12.

One can notice that the total number of colours used for the colouring h is
equal to α7, i.e. to the minimal number of colours needed for proper colouring of
the 7-dimensional associahedron. On the other hand, it can be verified that when
n = 8, no colour can be saved, while, when n = 9, this procedure saves one colour.
However, we can say nothing more about the relation between αn and γn, except
that these two chromatic numbers are equal for n ≤ 5.

Figure 2. Proper colourings of the 3-dimensional cyclohedron and
the 3-dimensional stellohedron

6. Stellohedra

The facets of the n-dimensional stellohedron correspond to the proper subsets
of [n]0 containing 0 together with the singletons {1}, . . . , {n}. Two facets X and
Y have a common vertex if and only if they are singletons among {1}, . . . , {n} or
comparable. Let σn denote the chromatic number of the n-dimensional stellohe-
dron. In order to give the upper bound for σn we introduce the following function
on

H = {Y ⊆ N | 0 ∈ Y and Y is finite}.
By induction on k = |Y − {0}|, we define h : H → N+ and the set FY ⊆ N+,

and we show that

(∗) h(Y ) /∈ FY and FY ∪ {h(Y )} consists of the elements of

(Y )01 = (Y − {0}) ∪ {1} and at most k initial elements of N+ − (Y )01.

For k = 0, we define F{0} = ∅, h({0}) = 1 and it is straightforward to see that
this satisfies (∗). Assume that FY and h(Y ), which satisfy (∗), are defined for every
Y ∈ H such that |Y − {0}| < k. For Y = {0, i1, . . . , ik}, let Yj = Y − {ij} and let
Zj = FYj

∪ {h(Yj)}, 1 ≤ j ≤ k. We define

FY = (Y )01 ∪ (
⋃

{Zj | 1 ≤ j ≤ k}), h(Y ) = min(N+ − FY ).

For example, it follows that F{0,1} = {1}, h({0, 1}) = 2, F{0,2} = {1, 2},
h({0, 2}) = 3, and for i ≥ 3, F{0,i} = {1, i}, h({0, i}) = 2. Also, F{0,4,7} =
{1, 2, 4, 7}, h({0, 4, 7}) = 3.
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By the induction hypothesis, every Zj consists of the elements of (Yj)
0
1 together

with at most k− 1 initial elements of N+ − (Yj)
0
1, and these k− 1 elements belong

to the union of (Y )01 and the set of initial k − 1 elements of N+ − (Y )01. Hence,
FY is the subset of this union, and it is straightforward to see that it consists of
the elements of (Y )01 and at most k − 1 initial elements of N+ − (Y )01. When we
add h(Y ) to this set, we see that (∗) holds. Note that from (∗) it follows that
h(Y ) ≤ 2k + 1 when |Y − {0}| = k.

Remark 6.1. If Y,Z ∈ H and Z ⊂ Y , then h(Z) ∈ FY , hence h(Y ) ̸= h(Z). If
0 ̸= i ∈ Y ∈ H, then i ∈ FY , hence h(Y ) ̸= i.

For F being the set of facets of the n-dimensional stellohedron, consider the
following function

f : F → [2n− 1− ⌊n− 1

2
⌋].

Let f({0} = f({1})) = 1 and for 2 ≤ i ≤ n, let f({i}) = i. For 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n−1
2 ⌋

and the face Y such that |Y − {0}| = k, let f(Y ) = h(Y ) (note that in this case
h(Y ) ∈ [n]). For k > ⌊n−1

2 ⌋ and Y such that |Y −{0}| = k, let f(Y ) = n+k−⌊n−1
2 ⌋.

Theorem 6.2. The function f is a proper colouring.

Proof. It suffices to see that for two faces Y and Z such that Z ⊂ Y ∈ H and
|Y −{0}| ≤ ⌊n−1

2 ⌋ we have that f(Y ) ̸= f(Z), which follows from Remark 6.1. □

The stellohedron has pentagonal 2-faces, so by [21, Theorem 16] it requires at
least n+1 colors for a proper colouring of its facets. This observation and Theorem
6.2 are summarized in the next corollary, with an open question whether the lower
bound can be further improved for sufficiently large n.

Corollary 6.3. n+ 1 ≤ σn ≤ 2n− 1− ⌊n−1
2 ⌋.

7. Permutoassociahedra

The last section of this paper is devoted to a family of polytopes whose construc-
tion is similar to the construction of nestohedra, but it is slightly more general. This
family is presented in details in [3] and its geometric realisation through Minkowski
sum of polytopes is obtained in [20]. The construction of such polytopes is a conse-
quence of the possibility to iterate the standard nested-set construction (see [24]).
One can notice an analogy between the polytopes obtained by the iterated nested-
set construction and geometric realisations of finite simplicial complexes appearing
in cluster algebras (see [9] and [17]). We emphasize an evident correspondence be-
tween the notation used for the facets of both families. Our plan is to explore this
analogy in a future work.

In order to introduce a family of polytopes obtained by an iterated nested-set
construction, we have to define the notion of building sets of simplicial complexes
and to adjust the definition of complexes of nested sets. These notions are just
restrictions of the notions defined in [15] for arbitrary finite-meet semilattices.

Definition 7.1. A collection B of nonempty subsets of a finite set V containing
all singletons {v}, v ∈ V and satisfying that for any two sets S1, S2 ∈ B such that
S1 ∩ S2 ̸= ∅, their union S1 ∪ S2 also belongs to B, is called a building set of P(V ).
Let K be a simplicial complex and let V1, . . . , Vm be the maximal simplices of K. A
collection B of simplices of K is called a building set of K when for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m,
the collection

BVi = B ∩ P(Vi)

is a building set of P(Vi).
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We recall that for a family of sets N , we say that {X1, . . . , Xm} ⊆ N is an
N -antichain, when m ≥ 2 and X1, . . . , Xm are mutually incomparable.

Let B be a building set of a simplicial complex K. We say that N ⊆ B is a
nested set with respect to B when the union of every N -antichain is an element of
K − B.

Let C0 be the simplicial complex P([n]0)−{[n]0}, i.e. the boundary complex ∂∆n

of the abstract n-simplex ∆n, and let C1 be the simplicial complex of nested sets
corresponding to the complete graph on [n]0, i.e. the one whose realisation is the
n-dimensional permutohedron. A nested set A ∈ C1 is of the form {X1, . . . , Xl},
where

[n]0 ⊃ X1 ⊃ . . . ⊃ Xl ⊃ ∅.
For a permutation π : [n]0 → [n]0 and A ∈ C1 let

Aπ = {{π(i1), . . . , π(ik)} | {i1, . . . , ik} ∈ A}.

Let B1 ⊆ C1 be the building set of C1 given by the family of all sets of the form{
{ik+l, . . . , ik, . . . , i1}, . . . , {ik+l, . . . , ik, ik−1}, {ik+l, . . . , ik}

}
,

where 1 ≤ k ≤ k + l ≤ n and i1, . . . , ik+l are mutually distinct elements of [n]0. It
is clear that

(†) if A ∈ B1, then Aπ ∈ B1 for every permutation π

holds for B1.
The nested sets with respect to B1 are called 1-nested sets and the complex of

1-nested sets is denoted by C. The existence of a simple n-dimensional polytope
that geometrically realises C is shown in [3, Theorem 5.2] (see also [24] and [20]).
This polytope is called simple permutoassociahedron and it is denoted by PAn. The
rest of this section examines its chromatic number.

Remark 7.1. Simple permutoassociahedron PAn appears as the orbit space of
torus action Tn on a smooth projective toric variety which is a manifold. The object
more known in the literature, the permutoassociahedron introduced by Kapranov
in [22] is not simple, therefore does not posses these properties. However, finding
the chromatic number of Kapranov’s permutoassociahedron is still natural and
interesting question for itself.

Definition 7.2. Let E be a subset of B1. We say that a function f : E → [m] is
proper, when for all A,B ∈ E it holds that

if f(A) = f(B), then A and B do not belong to the same 1-nested set.

Since the facets of the simple permutoassociahedron correspond to the elements
of B1, it is not difficult to conclude that if f : B1 → [m] is proper, then it corresponds
to a proper colouring of the facets of this polytope. Let M be the following maximal
nested set in C1

{{n− 1, . . . , 0}, . . . , {n− 1, n− 2}, {n− 1}}.

Recall that BM
1 is B1 ∩ P(M).

Proposition 7.2. Let f : B1 → [m] be a function such that f(A) = f(Aπ) for every
A ∈ B1 and every permutation π. If f restricted to BM

1 is proper, then f is proper.

Proof. Let A,B ∈ B1 be such that both belong to a 1-nested set N . The definition

of C1 guarantees that there is a permutation π such that N ∈ P(Mπ−1

). Both Aπ

and Bπ belong to Nπ, which is a 1-nested set by (†). Hence, f(Aπ) ̸= f(Bπ) holds,
and therefore f(A) ̸= f(B). □
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Proposition 7.3. If A1 and A2 are two different members of BM
1 , then for arbitrary

permutations π1 and π2 we have Aπ1
1 ̸= Aπ2

2 .

Proof. Since A1 ̸= A2 and A1, A2 ∈ BM
1 , there is k ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that one of

A1, A2 contains a set from M of cardinality k, while the other does not contain a
set of this cardinality. Hence, the same holds for Aπ1

1 i Aπ2
2 . □

Corollary 7.4. For an arbitrary function fM : BM
1 → [m] there exists its exten-

sion f : B1 → [m], which satisfies f(Aπ) = fM (A) for every A ∈ BM
1 and every

permutation π.

Let δn be the chromatic number of the n-dimensional permutoassociahedron and
recall that αn−1 is the chromatic number of the (n−1)-dimensional associahedron.
Then we have the following.

Theorem 7.5. δn = αn−1 + 1

Proof. Let f be a proper colouring of PAn and let A be a facet of PAn that is an
(n − 1)-dimensional associahedron (such a facet exists by the definition of B1). It
is easy to see that f induces a proper colouring of the facets of A, from which one
concludes that

δn ≥ αn−1 + 1.

To prove the equality, by Proposition 7.2 and Corollary 7.4, it suffices to show the
existence of a proper fM : BM

1 → [αn−1 + 1].
Let fM be defined so that fM (M) = αn−1+1, and the remaining facets belonging

to BM
1 are coloured according to the procedure introduced in Section 4. For the

sake of simplicity, one can rename the members of these facets to their minimal
elements (e.g. the set {n− 1, . . . , n− k} is renamed to n− k) and precede exactly
as in Section 4 in order to define a proper function from BM

1 − {M} to [αn−1]. □

Figure 3. A proper colouring of the 3-dimensional permutoassociahedron

An immediate corollary of the above result and Theorem 4.9 is the following.

Corollary 7.6. When n tends to infinity, we have that δn ∼ n lnn.
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[24] Z. Petrić, On stretching the interval simplex-permutohedron, Journal of Algebraic Com-
binatorics, vol. 39, (2014) pp. 99-125

[25] A. Postnikov, V. Reiner and L. Williams, Faces of generalized permutohedra, Documenta
Mathematica vol. 13, (2008) pp. 207-273

[26] A. Postnikov, Permutohedra, associahedra, and beyond, International Mathematical Re-
search Notices, vol. 2009, (2009) pp. 1026-1106

[27] J. Stasheff, Homotopy associativity of H-spaces, Transactions of American Mathemati-
cal Society , vol. 108, (1963) pp. 275-292

[28] J. Stasheff, From operads to “phisically” inspired theories in Operads: Proceedings of Re-

naissance Conferences (Hartford, CT/ Luminy, 1995) Contemporary Mathematics, vol.
202, AMS, Providence, RI (1997) pp. 53-81

[29] J. Stasheff, How I ‘met’ Dov Tamari, (F. Müller-Hoissen, J. Pallo, J. Stasheff ditors) Asso-
ciahedra, Tamari Lattices and Related Structures, Progress in Mathematics, Birkhäuser,
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[31] A. Zelevinsky, Nested complexes and their polyhedral realizations, Pure and applied Math-
ematics Quarterly , vol. 2, (2006) pp. 655-671

[32] G. Ziegler, Lectures on Polytopes, Springer New York, NY Graduate Texts in Mathemat-
ics, vol. 152 (1995).

Mathematical Institute SANU, Knez Mihailova 36, p.f. 367, 11001 Belgrade, Serbia

Email address: djbaralic@mi.sanu.ac.rs, zpetric@mi.sanu.ac.rs

University of Belgrade, Faculty of Architecture, Bulevar Kralja Aleksandra 73/II, 11000 Bel-

grade, Serbia

Email address: jelena.ivanovic@arh.bg.ac.rs


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Permutohedra
	4. Associahedra
	5. Cyclohedra
	6. Stellohedra
	7. Permutoassociahedra
	References

