
ar
X

iv
:2

01
0.

13
61

7v
6 

 [
m

at
h.

C
O

] 
 1

7 
Ju

n 
20

21

CASTELNUOVO POLYTOPES

AKIYOSHI TSUCHIYA

ABSTRACT. It is known that the sectional genus of a polarized variety has an upper

bound, which is an extension of the Castelnuovo bound on the genus of a projective curve.

Polarized varieties whose sectional genus achieves this bound are called Castelnuovo. On

the other hand, a lattice polytope is called Castelnuovo if the associated polarized toric

variety is Castelnuovo. Kawaguchi characterized Castelnuovo polytopes having interior

lattice points in terms of their h∗-vectors. In this paper, as a generalization of this result, a

characterization of all Castelnuovo polytopes will be presented. Finally, as an application

of our characterization, we give a sufficient criterion for a lattice polytope to be IDP.

1. INTRODUCTION

For an n-dimensional complex projective variety X and an ample line bundle L on X , the

pair (X ,L) is called an n-dimensional polarized variety. Let χ(tL) be the Euler-Poincaré

characteristic of tL. Then χ(tL) is a polynomial in t of degree n. We put

χ(tL) =
n

∑
j=0

χ j(X ,L)
t [ j]

j!
,

where t [ j] = t(t + 1) · · ·(t + j − 1) for j ≥ 1 and t [0] = 1. Then the sectional genus of

(X ,L), denoted by g(X ,L), is defined by

g(X ,L) = 1−χn−1(X ,L).

The sectional genus g(X ,L) plays an important role in the classification theory of polar-

ized varieties (cf. [5]). Fujita gave an upper bound for the sectional genus as a higher-

dimensional version of the Castelnuovo bound.

Theorem 1.1 ([5, Theorem 16.3]). Let X be an n-dimensional complex projective variety

and let L be a line bundle on X. Assume that h0(L) ≥ n+2, L is basepoint free, and the

morphism defined by L is birational on its image. Then one has

g(X ,L)≤ m∆(X ,L)−
1

2
m(m−1)(Ln −∆(X ,L)−1),

where m = ⌊(Ln −1)/(Ln −∆(X ,L)−1)⌋ and ∆(X ,L) = Ln +n−h0(L), which is called

the ∆-genus of (X ,L).

We remark that the birationality of the morphism defined by L in Theorem 1.1 is essen-

tial (see [5, Remark 16.5]). A polarized variety (X ,L) is called Castelnuovo if it satisfies
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the assumption of Theorem 1.1 and the sectional genus achieves the upper bound in The-

orem 1.1. Even if (X ,L)= (Pn,O(1)), which does not satisfy the condition h0(L)≥ n+2,

we say that (X ,L) is Castelnuovo. Castelnuovo varieties contain many important exam-

ples such as the higher-dimensional version of del Pezzo surfaces and K3 surfaces. We

refer the reader to [5] for the detailed information about the sectional genus and Casteln-

uovo varieties. In the present paper, we focus on Castelnuovo toric varieties.

A lattice polytope is a convex polytope all of whose vertices have integer coordinates. A

full-dimensional lattice polytope defines a polarized toric variety and there is a one-to-one

correspondence between full-dimensional lattice polytopes and polarized toric varieties.

In particular, the ample line bundle associated to a full-dimensional lattice polytope is

basepoint free. We can read off properties of polarized toric varieties from the associated

lattice polytopes and vice versa. A lattice polytope is called Castelnuovo if the associated

polarized toric variety is Castelnuovo. In [10], Kawaguchi characterized Castelnuovo

polytopes having interior lattice points in terms of an invariant of lattice polytopes. Let

P ⊂ R
n be a full-dimensional lattice polytope and define h∗(P, t) by the formula

h∗(P, t) = (1− t)n+1

[

1+
∞

∑
k=1

|kP ∩Z
n|tk

]

,

where kP = {ka : a ∈ P}, the dilated polytopes of P . Then it is known that h∗(P, t)
is a polynomial in t of degree at most n with nonnegative integer coefficients ([13]) and

it is called the h∗-polynomial of P . Letting h∗(P, t) = ∑n
i=0 h∗i t i, the sequence h∗(P) =

(h∗0, . . . ,h
∗
n) is called the h∗-vector of P . It then follows that h∗0 = 1, h∗1 = |P ∩Z

n| −
(n+1) and h∗n = |int(P)∩Z

n|, where int(P) is the interior of P . Furthermore, ∑n
i=0 h∗i

is equal to the normalized volume of P , denoted by Vol(P). We refer the reader to [2]

for the detailed information about h∗-polynomials and h∗-vectors.

For a lattice polytope having interior lattice points, a lower bound on its h∗-vector is

known.

Theorem 1.2 ([8, Hibi’s Lower Bound Theorem]). Let P ⊂ R
n be a full-dimensional

lattice polytope with int(P)∩Z
n 6= /0. Then we have h∗1 ≤ h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n−1.

We can compute the sectional genus of a polarized toric variety by the h∗-vector of

the associated lattice polytope (see Section 2). In [10], Kawaguchi proved that a lattice

polytope having interior lattice points is Castelnuovo if and only if its h∗-vector achieves

the lower bound in Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.3 ([10, Theorem 1.3]). Let P ⊂R
n be a full-dimensional lattice polytope with

int(P)∩Z
n 6= /0. Then P is Castelnuovo if and only if h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n−1.

This result is equivalent to a characterization of Castelnuovo toric varieties (X ,L) with

h0(L+KX) ≥ 1. On the other hand, with respect to a polarized toric variety with h0(L+
KX) = 0, a general criterion to determine whether or not it is Castelnuovo, namely, a

characterization of Castelnuovo polytopes without interior lattice points is not known.

In the present paper, as a generalization of Theorem 1.3 we give a characterization of

all Castelnuovo polytopes. Denote deg(P) the degree of the h∗-polynomial of P . It then
2



follows from [1] that

deg(P) = n+1−min{k ∈ Z≥1 : int(kP)∩Z
n 6= /0}.

A lattice polytope P is called spanning if every lattice point in Z
n is affine integer com-

bination of the lattice points in P . Note that P is spanning if and only if the morphism

defined by the ample line bundle associated to P is birational on its image ([6, Proposi-

tion 2.11]). Hence Castelnuovo polytopes are spanning. Recently in [6] a generalization

of Hibi’s lower bound theorem was proven. When we restrict spanning lattice polytopes,

one has the following.

Theorem 1.4 ([6, Corollary 1.6]). Let P ⊂ R
n be a full-dimensional spanning lattice

polytope. Then we have h∗1 ≤ h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ deg(P)−1.

We will show that a lattice polytope is Castelnuovo if and only if it is spanning and

its h∗-vector achieves the lower bound in Theorem 1.4 and an additional condition is

satisfied. In fact, the following is the main theorem of the present paper.

Theorem 1.5. Let P ⊂R
n be a full-dimensional lattice polytope. Then P is Castelnuovo

if and only if P is spanning, h∗1 ≥ h∗
deg(P) and h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ deg(P)−1.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 in [10] missed the birationality of the morphism defined

by the ample line bundle associated to a full-dimensional lattice polytope P ⊂ R
n with

int(P)∩Z
n 6= /0 and h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n−1. In the present paper, we will fill this

gap. Moreover, we give an example which shows that we need the spanningness condition

in Theorem 1.5 (Example 3.7). Finally, in Section 4, we give a new sufficient criterion for

a lattice polytope to be IDP (Theorem 4.1) as an application of Theorem 1.5.

2. SECTIONAL GENUS

In this section, we recall formulas for the sectional genus of a polarized toric variety

and the upper bound in Theorem 1.1 in terms of their h∗-vectors of the associated lattice

polytope. Let (X ,L) be an n-dimensional polarized toric variety and P ⊂ R
n the associ-

ated lattice polytope. Set s = deg(P). Then we can read off many invariants of L from

P (see cf. [11]). In particular, one has

• h0(L) = |P ∩Z
n|= h∗1 +(n+1),

• Ln = Vol(P) = ∑s
j=0 h∗j .

Hence we obtain ∆(X ,L) = h∗2 + · · ·+ h∗s . Moreover, letting m be the integer defined in

Theorem 1.1, one has

m =

⌊
h∗1 + · · ·+h∗s

h∗1

⌋

.

Hence we obtain

m∆(X ,L)−
m(m−1)

2
(Ln −∆(X ,L)−1) = m(h∗2+ · · ·+h∗s )−

m(m−1)

2
h∗1.

On the other hand, the sectional genus g(X ,L) can be also expressed in terms of the h∗-

vector.
3



Lemma 2.1 ([10, p. 6]). Let (X ,L) be an n-dimensional polarized toric variety and P

the associated lattice polytope. Then one has

g(X ,L) =
deg(P)

∑
j=1

( j−1)h∗j.

Therefore, we can determine whether or not the sectional genus of the associated po-

larized toric variety achieves the upper bound in Theorem 1.1 from the h∗-vector of the

polytope.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5. Let 0 be the origin of Rn and ei the i-th unit coor-

dinate vector in R
n. The standard simplex of dimension n is the convex hull of 0,e1, . . . ,en.

It is well known that the associated polarized toric variety of a full-dimensional lattice

polytope of dimension n is (Pn,O(1)) if and only if the polytope is unimodularly equiv-

alent to the standard simplex of dimension n. Here two lattice polytopes P,Q ⊂ R
n

are said to be unimodularly equivalent if there exists f ∈ GLn(Z) and u ∈ Z
n such that

Q = f (P)+u.

Next we recall a geometric interpretation for spanning polytopes.

Lemma 3.1 ([6, Proposition 2.11]). A full-dimensional lattice polytope is spanning if

and only if the morphism defined by the associated ample line bundle is birational on its

image.

Now, we prove a sufficient criterion for a lattice polytope to be Castelnuovo.

Proposition 3.2. Let P ⊂ R
n be a full-dimensional lattice polytope. If P is spanning,

h∗1 ≥ h∗
deg(P) and h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ deg(P)−1, then P is Castelnuovo.

Proof. Assume that P is not unimodularly equivalent to the standard simplex of dimen-

sion n. Let (X ,L) be the associated polarized toric variety of P and m the integer defined

in Theorem 1.1. Since P is spanning, the morphism defined by L is birational on its

image by Lemma 3.1. Set s = deg(P). Then one has

Ln = 1+(s−1)h∗1+h∗s .

Hence we obtain

m = s−1+

⌊
h∗s
h∗1

⌋

=

{

s (h∗s = h∗1),

s−1 (h∗s < h∗1).

Now, assume that m = s, hence h∗s = h∗1. Then one has

m∆(X ,L)−
1

2
m(m−1)(Ln −∆(X ,L)−1) =

1

2
s(s−1)h∗1

=
s

∑
j=1

( j−1)h∗1

=
s

∑
j=1

( j−1)h∗j = g(X ,L).

4



This implies that g(X ,L) achieves the upper bound in Theorem 1.1. Therefore, (X ,L) is

Castelnuovo. Hence P is Castelnuovo.

Next, we assume that m = s−1, hence h∗s < h∗1. Then similarly, one has

m∆(X ,L)−
1

2
m(m−1)(Ln −∆(X ,L)−1) =

1

2
(s−1)(s−2)h∗1+(s−1)h∗s

=
s−1

∑
j=1

( j−1)h∗1 +(s−1)h∗s

=
s

∑
j=1

( j−1)h∗j = g(X ,L).

This implies that g(X ,L) achieves the upper bound in Theorem 1.1. Therefore, (X ,L) is

Castelnuovo, namely, P is Castelnuovo, as desired. �

From the lower bound in Theorem 1.4 we obtain the following lower bound for the

normalized volume of a spanning lattice polytope P .

Lemma 3.3. Let P ⊂ R
n be a full-dimensional spanning lattice polytope. Then one has

Vol(P)≥ 1+(deg(P)−1)h∗1+h∗deg(P)

and the equality holds if and only if for any 2 ≤ j ≤ deg(P)−1, h∗1 = h∗j .

Now, we prove a necessary criterion for a lattice polytope to be Castelnuovo.

Proposition 3.4. Let P ⊂R
n be a full-dimensional Castelnuovo polytope. It then follows

that P is spanning and for any 2 ≤ j ≤ deg(P)−1, h∗1 = h∗j and h∗1 ≥ h∗
deg(P).

Proof. Assume that P is not unimodularly equivalent to the standard simplex of dimen-

sion n. Let (X ,L) be the associated polarized toric variety of P and m the integer defined

in Theorem 1.1. Set s = deg(P). Since P is Castelnuovo, the morphism defined by L

is birational on its image. Hence P is spanning by Lemma 3.1. From Theorem 1.4 we

obtain

m ≥

⌊
(s−1)h∗1+h∗s

h∗1

⌋

= (s−1)+

⌊
h∗s

h∗1

⌋

≥ s−1.

First, assume that m = s−1 hence h∗1 > h∗s . Since P is Castelnuovo, we obtain

g(X ,L) = (s−1)(Vol(P)−h∗1−1)−
(s−1)(s−2)

2
h∗1.
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Since P is spanning, by Theorem 1.4, one has

0 ≤
s−1

∑
j=1

(s−1− j)(h∗j −h∗1)

=
s

∑
j=1

(s−1− j)h∗j +h∗s −
(s−1)(s−2)

2
h∗1

=
s

∑
j=1

(s−2)h∗j +
s

∑
j=1

(1− j)h∗j +h∗s −
(s−1)(s−2)

2
h∗1

= (s−2)(Vol(P)−1)−g(X ,L)+h∗s −
(s−1)(s−2)

2
h∗1

=−Vol(P)+1+(s−1)h∗1+h∗s ≤ 0,

where the last inequality follows from Lamma 3.3. Note that this is essentially the same

argument which was used in [10]. Hence we obtain Vol(P) = 1+(s−1)h∗1+h∗s . From

Lemma 3.3 this implies h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ s−1.

Next, we assume that m ≥ s, hence h∗1 ≤ h∗s . Let k ≥ 1 be the integer such that kh∗1 ≤
h∗s < (k+1)h∗1. Hence one has m = s−1+ k. Since P is Castelnuovo and spanning, it

then follows that

0 = m∆(X ,L)−
m(m−1)

2
(Ln −∆(X ,L)−1)−g(X ,L)

= (s−1+ k)
s

∑
j=2

h∗j

︸ ︷︷ ︸

−
(s−1+ k)(s−2+ k)

2
h∗1−

s

∑
j=1

( j−1)h∗j

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=






s

∑
j=1

(s+ k− j)h∗j

︸ ︷︷ ︸

−(s−1+ k)h∗1




−

(s−1+ k)(s−2+ k)

2
h∗1

=






s

∑
j=1

(s+ k− j)(h∗j −h∗1)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

+
s

∑
j=1

(s+ k− j)h∗1




− (s−1+ k)h∗1−

(s−1+ k)(s−2+ k)

2
h∗1

≥ k(h∗s −h∗1)+
s

∑
j=1

(s+ k− j)h∗1 − (s−1+ k)h∗1−
(s−1+ k)(s−2+ k)

2
h∗1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

= k(h∗s −h∗1)−
k(k−1)

2
h∗1

≥ k(k−1)h∗1−
k(k−1)

2
h∗1 =

k(k−1)

2
h∗1 ≥ 0,

where the first inequality follows from Theorem 1.4 and the second inequality follows

from kh∗1 ≤ h∗s . Therefore it holds that k = 1, h∗1 = h∗s and h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ s−1,

as desired. �
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Therefore, we can complete a proof of Theorem 1.5 by combining Propositions 3.2 and

3.4.

Next, we complete a proof of Theorem 1.3. We say that a full-dimensional lattice poly-

tope P ⊂ R
n possesses the integer decomposition property if for every integer k ≥ 1,

every lattice point in kP is a sum of k lattice points from P . A lattice polytope which

possesses the integer decomposition property is called IDP. In general, IDP polytopes are

spanning. On the other hand, a (lattice) triangulation of a full-dimensional lattice polytope

is called unimodular if every maximal face of the triangulation is unimodularly equivalent

to the standard simplex. It then follows that a lattice polytope with a unimodular triangu-

lation is IDP. We can determine whether a triangulation of a lattice polytope is unimodular

or not in terms of the h∗-vector of the polytope. Let ∆ be a simplicial complex of dimen-

sion n−1 with fi i-dimensional faces and f−1 = 1. Then the h-vector h(∆) = (h0, . . . ,hn)
of ∆ is defined by the relation

n

∑
i=0

fi−1(t −1)n−i =
n

∑
i=0

hit
n−i.

Lemma 3.5 ([3, Theorem 2]). Let P be a lattice polytope of dimension n, and let ∆ be

a triangulation of P with h(∆) = (h0, . . . ,hn+1). Then ∆ is unimodular if and only if

h∗(P) = (h0, . . . ,hn).

Now, we show the following.

Lemma 3.6. Let P ⊂R
n be a full-dimensional lattice polytope with int(P)∩Z

n 6= /0 and

h∗1 = h∗j for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n−1. Then P has a unimodular triangulation. In particular, P

is IDP and spanning.

Proof. Set int(P)∩Z
n = {v1, . . . ,vl}. We take any triangulation ∆(0) of the boundary

∂P with the vertex set ∂P ∩Z
n. Let ∆( j) be the triangulation of P with the vertex

set (∂P ∩Z
n)∪{v1, . . . ,v j} for each 1 ≤ j ≤ l defined in the proof of [8, Theorem 1.1].

We let (h0, . . . ,hn,hn+1) be the h-vector of ∆(l). Then one has h0 = h∗0 = 1, h1 = h∗1,

hn = h∗n and hn+1 = 0. Moreover, it follows from the proof of [8, Theorem 1.1] that for

any 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, we obtain h∗1 ≤ h j ≤ h∗j . Since for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, h∗1 = h∗j , one

has h∗j = h j. Hence, we have h∗(P) = (h0, . . . ,hn). It then from Lemma 3.5 that ∆(l) is

a unimodular triangulation of P , as desired. �

Therefore, by combining Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 3.6, we can complete a proof of

Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since P has an interior lattice point, we obtain deg(P)= n. From

Lemma 3.6 if for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n−1, h∗1 = h∗j , then P is spanning. On the other hand, it

always satisfies h∗1 ≥ h∗n. Therefore, from Theorem 1.5 we know that P is Castelnuovo if

and only if for any 2 ≤ j ≤ n−1, h∗1 = h∗j . �

Finally, we give an example which says that we need the spanningness condition in

Theorem 1.5. Namely, we can not determine whether or not a lattice polytope is Casteln-

uovo by using only the h∗-vector.
7



Example 3.7. Let P ⊂ R
4 be the lattice polytope which is the convex hull of

0,e1,e2,e3,e1 + e2 +2e4,e1 − e3 ⊂ R
4.

Then one has h∗(P) = (1,1,1,1,0). On the other hand, it is clear that P is not spanning.

In particular, P is not Castelnuovo.

4. AN APPLICATION OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we give an application of Theorem 1.5. Let P be a full-dimensional

lattice polytope and (X ,L) the associated polarized toric variety of P . We say that P is

very ample if for any sufficiently large k ∈Z every lattice point in kP is a sum of k lattice

points in P . It then follows that IDP lattice polytopes are very ample, and very ample

lattice polytopes are spanning. Note that P is very ample if and only if the associated

ample line bundle is very ample (cf. [4, Section 6]). In particular, if P is very ample,

then L is normally generated if and only if P is IDP (cf. [4, Theorem 5.4.8]). In [5,

p. 141], it is shown that for Castelnuovo varieties (X ,L), L is very ample and normally

generated. Therefore, Castelnuovo polytopes are IDP. Thus from Theorem 1.5 we obtain

the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let P be a full-dimensional spanning lattice polytope. If for any 2 ≤ j ≤
deg(P)−1, h∗1 = h∗j and h∗1 ≥ h∗

deg(P), then P is IDP.

If deg(P) = 2, then we do not need the spanningness assumption in Theorem 4.1. In

fact, one has the following.

Corollary 4.2 ([9, Corollary 1.2]). Let P ⊂ R
n be a full-dimensional lattice polytope

with deg(P) = 2. If h∗1 ≥ h∗2, then P is IDP.

Proof. In [9, Corollary 3.5], it is shown that P is spanning. Hence P is IDP from

Theorem 4.1, as desired. �

Remark 4.3. If deg(P)≥ 3, then we need the spanningness assumption in Theorem 4.1

(see Example 3.7).

A full-dimensional lattice polytope P ⊂ R
n is called smooth if it is simple and if its

primitive edge directions at every vertex form a basis of Zn. Smooth lattice polytopes

correspond to smooth polarized toric varieties. It is well-known that the ample line bun-

dle associated to a smooth lattice polytope is very ample. In [12], Oda conjectured the

following.

Conjecture 4.4 (Oda’s Conjecture). Every smooth lattice polytope is IDP.

Since Castelnuovo polytopes are IDP, Conjecture 4.4 holds for smooth Castelnuovo

polytopes. In particular, we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let P be a full-dimensional smooth lattice polytope. If for any 2 ≤ j ≤
deg(P)−1, h∗1 = h∗j and h∗1 ≥ h∗

deg(P), then P is IDP.

Finally, we give an example of a spanning lattice polytope which is not IDP and whose

h∗-vector achieves the lower bound in Theorem 1.4. This implies that the condition h∗1 ≥
h∗

deg(P) in Theorem 4.1 is necessary.
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Example 4.6. Let P ⊂ R
2a+1 be the lattice polytope which is the convex hull of

0,e1, . . . ,e2a,
a

∑
i=1

ei +
2a

∑
j=a+1

2ei +3e2a+1,−
2a+1

∑
i=a+2

ei.

Then P is spanning and one has

(h∗0, . . . ,h
∗
2a+1) = (1,1, . . . ,1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

a

,2,0, . . . ,0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

a

).

Hence we obtain deg(P) = a+ 1 and for any 2 ≤ j ≤ deg(P)− 1, h∗1 = h∗j and h∗1 <
h∗

deg(P). In particular,

P ∩Z
2a+1 =

{

0,e1, . . . ,e2a,
a

∑
i=1

ei +
2a

∑
j=a+1

2ei +3e2a+1,−
2a+1

∑
i=a+2

ei

}

.

On the other hand, one has

e1 + · · ·+ e2a+1 ∈ (a+1)P ∩Z
2a+1

However, this lattice point can not be a sum of a+1 lattice points in P2a+1. Hence P is

not IDP.
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