
ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

00
22

1v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

C
O

] 
 1

8 
Ja

n 
20

23

POLYTOPES, POLYHEDRA, AND THE FARKAS LEMMA

MELVYN B. NATHANSON

Abstract. The Farkas lemma is proved and then applied to obtain a structure
theorem for polyhedra. These notes are based on a talk in the New York
Number Theory Seminar on October, 20, 2022.

1. Notation

For vectors u =

(
u1

...
un

)
and v =

(
v1
...
vn

)
in Rn we write u ≤ v (and also v ≥ u)

if ui ≤ vi for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. If u ≤ v and t ≥ 0, then tu ≤ tv. We denote
both the zero vector in Rn and the zero m × n matrix in Rm,n by 0. The vector
v is nonnegative if v ≥ 0 and nonpositive if v ≤ 0. The transpose of the column

vector u =

(
u1

...
un

)
is the row vector ut = (u1, . . . , un) and

utv = (u1, . . . , un)



v1
...
vn


 =

n∑

i=1

uivi.

If u ≤ 0 and v ≥ 0, then utv ≤ 0.
Let At denote the transpose of the matrix A. The matrix A =

(
ai,j
)
is nonneg-

ative, denoted A ≥ 0, if ai,j ≥ 0 for all i and j, and nonpositive, denoted A ≤ 0, if
ai,j ≤ 0 for all i and j. The inequalities A ≤ 0 and v ≥ 0 imply Av ≤ 0.

2. Convex sets and polyhedra

A subset X of a real vector space V is convex if λ1x1 + λ2x2 ∈ X for all
vectors x1,x2 ∈ X and all nonnegative numbers λ1, λ2 such that λ1 + λ2 = 1. The
intersection of convex subsets of V is a convex set in V . For example, for every
positive integer k, the set

∆k =




λ =



λ1

...
λk


 ∈ Rk : λ ≥ 0 and

k∑

i=1

λi = 1




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is a convex subset of Rk. The set X is convex if and only if
∑k

i=1 λixi ∈ X for

all k ≥ 1, (x1, . . . ,xk) ∈ Xk, and

(
λ1

...
λk

)
∈ ∆k. We call

∑k
i=1 λixi ∈ X a convex

combination of the k-tuple (x1, . . . ,xk).
The intersection of convex subsets of a real vector space V is convex. The convex

hull of a nonempty subset W of V is the intersection of all convex subsets of V that
contain W . This is the set X = conv(W ) of all convex combinations of k-tuples
of elements of W for all k ≥ 1. For j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, the standard basis vector
ej ∈ Rk is the vector whose jth coordinate is 1 and whose ith coordinate is 0 for
all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} \ {j}. The set ∆k is the convex hull of the set {e1, . . . , ek}. We
define conv(∅) = {0}.

The closed half-space in Rn defined by the vector a =

(
a1

...
an

)
∈ Rn and the

scalar b ∈ R is the set

H(a, b) =



x =

(
x1

...
xn

)
∈ Rn : atx =

n∑

j=1

ajxj ≤ b



 .

If x,y ∈ H(a, b) and if λ1 + λ2 = 1, then

at (λ1x+ λ2y) = λ1a
tx+ λ2a

ty ≤ λ1b+ λ2b = b

and so λ1x+ λ2y ∈ H(a, b). Thus, every closed half-space is convex.
If a 6= 0, then H(a, b) 6= {0} and H(a, b) 6= Rn. We have H(0, b) = ∅ if b < 0

and H(0, b) = Rn if b ≥ 0.
A polyhedron in Rn is the intersection of a finite number of closed half-spaces,

that is, a set P of vectors x =

(
x1

...
xn

)
whose coordinates satisfy a finite number

m of linear inequalities of the form
∑n

j=1 ai,jxj ≤ bi. These inequalities define the

m × n matrix A =
(
ai,j
)
and the vector b =

(
b1
...

bm

)
∈ Rm, which generate the

polyhedron P as follows:

P = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ b} =
m⋂

i=1

H(ai, bi)

where ati is the ith row vector of A. If x1,x2 ∈ P and if λ1 + λ2 = 1 with
λ1, λ2 ∈ R2

≥0, then

A (λ1x1 + λ2x2) = λ1Ax1 + λ2Ax2 ≤ λ1b+ λ2b = b

and so every polyhedron is convex.
The inequality

∑n
j=1 ajxj ≥ b is equivalent to the inequality

∑n
j=1(−aj)xj ≤ −b,

and the equation
∑n

j=1 ajxj = b is equivalent to the two inequalities
∑n

j=1 ajxj ≤ b

and
∑n

j=1(−aj)xj ≤ −b. Thus, the set of vectors x ∈ Rn that satisfy a finite

number of inequalities of the form
∑n

j=1 ajxj ≤ b, a finite number of inequalities

of the form
∑n

j=1 ajxj ≥ b, and a finite number of equations
∑n

j=1 ajxj = b is a
polyhedron.
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3. Projections

For all n ≥ 2 and k ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, the projection of Rn onto Rn−k is the
llinear transformation πn,k : Rn → Rn−k defined by

πn,k




x1

...
xk

xk+1

...
xn


 =

( xk+1

...
xn

)
.

We have

(1) πn,k = πn−k+1,1 · · ·πn−1,1πn,1.

For example,

π4,1π5,1




x1

x2

x3

x4

x5




= π4,1




x2

x3

x4

x5


 =



x3

x4

x5


 = π5,2




x1

x2

x3

x4

x5




Lemma 1. Let V and V ′ be real vector spaces and let T : V → V ′ be a linear

transformation. If X is a convex subset of V , then Y = T (X) is a convex subset of

V ′. In particular, the projection of a convex set in Rn is a convex set.

Proof. Let y1,y2 ∈ Y and (λ1, λ2) ∈ ∆2. There exist x1,x2 ∈ X such that
T (x1) = y1 and T (x2) = y2. If X is convex, then λ1x1 + λ2x2 ∈ X and so

λ1y1 + λ2y2 = λ1T (x1) + λ2T (x2) = T (λ1x1 + λ2x2) ∈ T (X) = Y.

Thus, Y is convex.
Every projection πn,k : Rn → Rn−k is a linear transformation and so the pro-

jection of a convex set is convex. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 1. The projection of a polyhedron is a polyhedron.

Proof. Identity (1) implies that it suffices to prove the Theorem for n ≥ 2 and
k = 1. The projection πn,1 : Rn → Rn−1 is defined by

πn,1




x1
x2

...
xn


 =

(
x2

...
xn

)
.

Let P = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ b} be the polyhedron in Rn defined by the m × n

matrix A =
(
ai,j
)
and the vector b =

(
b1
...

bm

)
∈ Rm. We have x =

(
x1

...
xn

)
∈ P if

and only if the following m inequalities are satisfied:

a1,1x1 + a1,2x2 + · · ·+ a1,nxn ≤ b1

a2,1x1 + a2,2x2 + · · ·+ a2,nxn ≤ b2

...

am,1x1 + am,2x2 + · · ·+ am,nxn ≤ bm
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Partition the set S = {1, 2, . . . ,m} as follows:

S1 = {p ∈ S : ap,1 > 0}

S−1 = {q ∈ S : aq,1 < 0}

S0 = {r ∈ S : ar,1 = 0}.

Let x =

(
x1

...
xn

)
∈ P . If p ∈ S1, then

x1 ≤ −
ap,2
ap,1

x2 − · · · −
ap,n
ap,1

xn +
bp
ap,1

.

If q ∈ S−1, then

−
aq,2
aq,1

x2 − · · · −
aq,n
aq,1

xn +
bq
aq,1

≤ x1.

For all p ∈ S1 and q ∈ S−1 we have

−
aq,2
aq,1

x2 − · · · −
aq,n
aq,1

xn +
bq
aq,1

≤ x1 ≤ −
ap,2
ap,1

x2 − · · · −
ap,n
ap,1

xn +
bp
ap,1

and so

(2)

(
ap,2
ap,1

−
aq,2
aq,1

)
x2 + · · ·+

(
ap,n
ap,1

−
aq,n
aq,1

)
xn ≤

bp
ap,1

−
bq
aq,1

.

For all r ∈ S0 we have

(3) ar,2x2 + · · ·+ ar,nxn ≤ br.

Thus, if x ∈ P , then the vector πn,1(x) is in the polyhedron defined by the linear
inequalities (2) and (3) for all p, q, and r. There are |S1| |S−1|+|S0| such inequalities.

Conversely, if the vector

(
x2

...
xn

)
∈ Rn−1 satisfies inequalities (2) and (3) for all

p, q, and r, then

(4) −
aq,2
aq,1

x2 − · · · −
aq,n
aq,1

xn +
bq
aq,1

≤ −
ap,2
ap,1

x2 − · · · −
ap,n
ap,1

xn +
bp
ap,1

for all p and q, and so

max
q∈S

−1

(
−
aq,2
aq,1

x2 − · · · −
aq,n
aq,1

xn +
bq
aq,1

)
≤ min

p∈S1

(
−
ap,2
ap,1

x2 − · · · −
ap,n
ap,1

xn +
bp
ap,1

)
.

The left side of this inequality is −∞ if S−1 = ∅ and the right side of this inequality
is ∞ if S1 = ∅. If x1 is any real number such that

max
q∈S

−1

(
−
aq,2
aq,1

x2 − · · · −
aq,n
aq,1

xn +
bq
aq,1

)

≤ x1 ≤ min
p∈S1

(
−
ap,2
ap,1

x2 − · · · −
ap,n
ap,1

xn +
bp
ap,1

)

then the vector x =

(
x1

...
xn

)
∈ Rn is in the polyhedron P , and πn,1(x) =

(
x2

...
xn

)
.

Thus, the projection of the polyhedron P in Rn is the polyhedron in Rn−1 defined
by the inequalities (2) and (3). This completes the proof. �
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The method of proof of Theorem 1 is sometimes called Fourier-Motzkin elimi-

nation.

4. Convex cones

A cone in Rn is a nonempty set C such that λw ∈ C for all w ∈ C and λ ≥ 0.
If w ∈ C, then 0 = 0w ∈ C and so every cone contains the zero vector. The set
{0} in Rn is a cone. The cone C is bounded if and only if C = {0}.

A convex cone in Rn is a cone that is convex. The set {0} in Rn is a convex
cone. If the cone C is convex, then for all w,w′ ∈ C we have

w+w′ = 2

(
1

2
w +

1

2
w′

)
∈ C.

Conversely, if C is a cone such that w + w′ ∈ C for all w,w′ ∈ C, then for all
(λ1, λ2) ∈ ∆2 we have λ1w, λ2w

′ ∈ C and so λ1w + λ2w
′ ∈ C. Thus, the cone C

is convex if and only if w +w′ ∈ C for all w,w′ ∈ C.
The union of cones is a cone, but the union of convex cones is not necessarily

convex. For example, the union of two distinct one-dimensional subspaces in Rn

(that is, two lines passing through the origin) is a cone that is not convex.

The vector space Rn2

can be viewed as the set of n × n matrices. An n × n
matrix A is positive semidefinite if xtAx ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Rn. The set of positive

semidefinite matrices is a convex cone in Rn2

.
A conic combination of a finite sequence of vectors (w1, . . . ,wn) in Rn is a

vector of the form λ1w1 + · · · + λnwn for some (λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ Rn
≥0. A nonempty

set W of vectors in Rn conically generates the cone C if C is the set of all conic
combinations of finite sequences of elements of W . We write C = cone(W) if C is
the cone generated by W . A cone is finitely generated if it is the set of all conic
combinations of a finite set of vectors. The zero cone C = {0} is the cone generated
by the empty set of vectors in Rn.

Theorem 2. The cone generated by a nonempty set of vectors is convex.

Proof. Let W be a nonempty set of vectors in Rn and let C = cone(W). The set C
is nonempty because W is nonempty. A conic combination of conic combinations
of finite sequences of vectors in W is also a conic combination of a finite sequence
of vectors in W , and so C is a cone. In particular, if w ∈ C and w′ ∈ C, then
w+w′ ∈ C. Thus, C is convex. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 3. Let W be an n×m matrix . The set

C(W ) = {Wy : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0}

is a convex cone in Rn.

Proof. For j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, let wj ∈ Rn be the the jth column vector of the matrix
W and let W = {w1, . . . ,wm}. We have

C(W ) = {Wy : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0}

= {y1w1 + · · ·+ ymwm : yj ≥ 0 for all j = 1, . . . ,m}

and so C(W ) is the set of all conic combinations of the sequence of vectors (w1, . . . ,wm),
that is, C(W ) = cone(W). By Theorem 2, the cone C(W ) is convex. This com-
pletes the proof. �
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A polyhedral cone in Rn is a polyhedron that is a cone.

Lemma 2. For every positive integer m and every m×n matrix A, the polyhedron

P (A) = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0}

is a polyhedral cone. Every polyhedral cone in Rn is of this form for some matrix

A.

Proof. If Ax ≤ 0, then A(λx) = λAx ≤ 0 for all λ ≥ 0 and so the polyhedron
{x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0} is a cone.

Let A =
(
ai,j
)
and b =

(
b1
...

bm

)
. Suppose that the polyhedron P = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ b}

is a cone. We have 0 ∈ P and so 0 = A0 ≤ b. Therefore, Ax ≤ 0 implies Ax ≤ b

and P contains the set {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0}.
If P contains a vector x such that Ax 6≤ 0, then the ith coordinate of the vector

Ax is positive for some i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. This coordinate is
∑n

j=1 ai,jxj and satisfies
the inequality

0 <
n∑

j=1

ai,jxj ≤ bi.

Because P is a cone, for all λ > 0 we have λx ∈ P and so λAx = A(λx) ≤ b. The
ith coordinate of the vector λAx satisfies the inequality

0 < λ

n∑

j=1

ai,jxj ≤ bi

for all λ > 0, which is absurd. Therefore, P = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0}. This completes
the proof. �

Lemma 3. Let V and V ′ be real vector spaces and let T : V → V ′ be a linear

transformation. If X is a cone in V , then Y = T (X) is a cone in V ′. In particular,

the projection of a cone in Rn is a cone.

Proof. Let C be a cone in V . If w ∈ T (C), then w = T (v) for some v ∈ V . For all
λ ≥ 0 we have λv ∈ C and so

λw = λT (v) = T (λv) ∈ T (C)

and so T (C) is a cone.
Every projection πn,k : Rn → Rn−k is a linear transformation and so the pro-

jection of a cone is a cone. This completes the proof. �

Notation. For y =

( y1

...
yp

)
∈ Rp and x ∈

(
x1

...
xn

)
∈ Rn, let

(
y

x

)
=




y1

...
yp
x1

...
xn


 ∈

Rp+n. Let In be the n× n identity matrix and 0p,n the p× n zero matrix.

Theorem 4 (Weyl). Every finitely generated convex cone is a polyhedral cone.

Proof. Let C be the convex cone in Rn generated by the finite set of vectors
{w1, . . . ,wp}. Let W be the n× p matrix whose column vectors are (w1, . . . ,wp).
Then

C = {Wy : y ∈ Rp and y ≥ 0} .
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Consider the set

P =

{(
y

Wy

)
: y ∈ Rp,y ≥ 0

}
⊆ Rp+n.

We have

P =

{(
y

x

)
: y ∈ Rp,y ≥ 0,x = Wy

}

=

{(
y

x

)
: y ∈ Rp,x ∈ Rn,−y ≤ 0,Wy− x ≤ 0,−Wy + x ≤ 0

}

=
{
z ∈ Rp+n : W̃z ≤ 0

}

where W̃ is the (p+ 2n)× (p+ n) matrix written in block form as

W̃ =



−Ip 0p,n

W −In
−W In


 .

It follows from Lemma 2 that P is a polyhedral cone.
Let y ∈ Rp and x ∈ Rn. The projection πp+n,p : Rp+n → Rn is defined by

πp+n,p

(
y

x

)
= x. We have the cone

πp+n,p(P ) = {Wy : y ∈ Rp and y ≥ 0} = C.

By Theorem 1, the set C = πp+n,p(P ) is a polyhedron, and so C is a polyhedral
cone. This completes the proof. �

The following result is an example of what is called a “theorem of the alterna-
tive.”

Theorem 5 (Farkas lemma). Let W be an n× p matrix and let b ∈ Rn. Exactly

one of the following two statements holds:

(a) There is a vector y ∈ Rp such that

y ≥ 0 and Wy = b.

(b) There is a vector v ∈ Rn such that

vtW ≤ 0t and vtb > 0.

Proof. Suppose that alternative (a) holds and that y ∈ Rp satisfies y ≥ 0 and
Wy = b. If v ∈ Rn and vtW ≤ 0t, then

vtb = vt (Wy) =
(
vtW

)
y ≤ 0

and so alternative (b) does not hold.
Let w1, . . . ,wp be the column vectors of the matrix W and let

C(W ) = {Wy : y ∈ Rp and y ≥ 0}

be the convex cone in Rn generated by the finite sequence (w1, . . . ,wp). By Weyl’s
theorem (Theorem 4), the finitely generated convex cone C(W ) is a polyhedral cone
and so there is an m× n matrix A such that

C(W ) = P (A) = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0}.

If alternative (a) does not hold, then b /∈ C(W ) and so Ab 6≤ 0. This means
that the ith coordinate of the vector Ab is positive for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let
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(ai,1, . . . , ai,n) be the ith row of the matrix A and let v = (ai,1, . . . , ai,n)
t ∈ Rn.

The ith coordinate of Ab is vtb =
∑n

j=1 ai,jbj and so vtb > 0.

For all j ∈ {1, . . . , p}, the jth column vector wj = Wej belongs to the convex
cone C(W ), and so Awj ≤ 0. The vector Awj is the jth column vector of the
matrix AW . Therefore, the m × h matrix AW is nonnegative. Because vt is the
ith row of A, it follows that vtW is the ith row of AW and so vtW ≤ 0t. Thus,
alternative (b) holds if alternative (a) does not hold. This completes the proof of
the Farkas lemma. �

5. A duality

Associated to every m× n matrix A are two convex sets in Rn: The polyhedral
cone

P = P (A) = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0}

and the finitely generated convex cone

C = C(At) =
{
Aty : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0

}
.

Consider, for example, the matrices

A1 =



−1 0
0 −1
−1 1


 and At

1 =

(
−1 0 −1
0 −1 1

)
.

We have the polyhedral cone

P (A1) =
{
x ∈ R2 : Ax ≤ 0

}

=





(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 :



−1 0
0 −1
−1 1



(
x1

x2

)
≤



0
0
0







=





(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 :




−x1

−x2

x2 − x1


 ≤



0
0
0







=

{(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 : 0 ≤ x2 ≤ x1

}

and the convex cone

C(At
1) =

{
Aty : y ∈ R3 and y ≥ 0

}

=





(
−1 0 −1
0 −1 1

)

y1
y2
y3


 : y1, y2, y3 ≥ 0





=

{(
−y1 − y3
−y2 + y3

)
: y1, y2, y3 ≥ 0

}
.

Setting x1 = −y1 − y3 ≤ 0 and x2 = −y2 + y3 = −x1 − y1 − y2 ≤ −x1, we obtain
{(

−y1 − y3
−y2 + y3

)
: y1, y2, y3 ≥ 0

}
⊆

{(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 : x1 ≤ 0 and x2 ≤ −x1

}
.

If x1 ≤ 0 and x2 ≤ −x1, then choosing y1 = 0, y2 = −x1−x2 ≥ 0, and y3 = −x1 ≥ 0
gives (

x1

x2

)
=

(
−y1 − y3
−y2 + y3

)
∈ C(At

1)
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Figure 1. The cone C(At
1) (blue) and the polyhedron P (A1) (red)

and so

C(At
1) =

{(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 : x1 ≤ 0 and x2 ≤ −x1

}
.

By Weyl’s theorem, the cone C(At
1) is a polyhedral cone. Indeed, C(At

1) is
defined by the inequalities x1 ≤ 0 and x2 ≤ −x1. Consider the 2× 2 matrices

B1 =

(
1 0
1 1

)
and Bt

1 =

(
1 1
0 1

)
.

We have the polyhedral cone

P (B1) =
{
x ∈ R2 : B1x ≤ 0

}

=

{(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 :

(
1 0
1 1

)(
x1

x2

)
≤

(
0
0

)}

=

{(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 : x1 ≤ 0 and x1 + x2 ≤ 0

}

= C(At
i).

Thus,

(5)
{
x ∈ R2 : B1x ≤ 0

}
=
{
At

1y : y ∈ R3 and y ≥ 0
}
.

The 2× 2 matrix Bt
1 defines the convex cone

C(Bt
1) =

{
Bt

1y : y ∈ R2and y ≥ 0
}

=

{(
1 1
0 1

)(
y1
y2

)
: y1, y2 ≥ 0

}

=

{(
y1 + y2

y2

)(
y1
y2

)
: y1, y2 ≥ 0

}

=

{(
x1

x2

)
∈ R2 : 0 ≤ x2 ≤ x1

}

= P (A1)
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and so

(6)
{
x ∈ R2 : A1x ≤ 0

}
=
{
Bt

1y : y ∈ R2and y ≥ 0
}
.

Relations (5) and (6) illustrate the following result.

Theorem 6. Let A be an m× n matrix and let B be an n× p matrix. If

(7) P (A) = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0} = {By : y ∈ Rp and y ≥ 0} = C(B)

then

(8) P (Bt) = {x ∈ Rn : Btx ≤ 0} = {Aty : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0} = C(At).

Proof. For j ∈ {1, . . . , h}, the jth column vector of B is

bj = Bej ∈ {By : y ∈ Rp and y ≥ 0}

and so
bj ∈ {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0}

by equation (7). The vector inequalities Abj ≤ 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , p} imply the
matrix inequality AB ≤ 0. The transpose of the matrix AB is also nonpositive:

BtAt = (AB)t ≤ 0.

It follows that for all y ≥ 0 we have

Bt
(
Aty

)
=
(
BtAt

)
y ≤ 0

and so

C(At) = {Aty : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0} ⊆ {x ∈ Rn : Btx ≤ 0} = P (Bt).

We must prove the reverse inclusion: P (Bt) ⊆ C(At). Let x ∈ Rn with Btx ≤ 0.
If Aty 6= x for all y ∈ Rm with y ≥ 0, then the Farkas Lemma (Theorem 5) implies
that there exists a vector v ∈ Rn such that

(9) (Av)t = vtAt ≤ 0t and vtx > 0.

The inequalities (Av)t ≤ 0t and Av ≤ 0 are equivalent. Equation (7) implies
v = By for some y ≥ 0. The inequalities y ≥ 0 and yt ≥ 0t are equivalent. From
yt ≥ 0t and Btx ≤ 0 we obtain

vtx = (By)tx =
(
ytBt

)
x = yt

(
Btx

)
≤ 0

which contradicts (9). Therefore,

P (Bt) = {x ∈ Rn : Btx ≤ 0} ⊆ {Aty : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0} = C(At).

This completes the proof. �

We can now prove the converse of Weyl’s Theorem.

Theorem 7 (Minkowski). Every polyhedral cone is a finitely generated convex cone.

Proof. Let A be an m×n matrix. Consider the polyhedral cone P (A) = {x ∈ Rn :
Ax ≤ 0} and the finitely generated convex cone C(At) = {Aty : y ∈ Rm and y ≥
0}. By Weyl’s theorem, the cone C(At) is polyhedral and so there is an n × p
matrix B such that

C(At) = {Aty : y ∈ Rm and y ≥ 0} = {x ∈ Rn : Btx ≤ 0} = P (Bt).

Theorem 6 implies that

P (A) = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ 0} = {By : y ∈ Rp and y ≥ 0} = C(B)
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Figure 2. The polyhedron P1 = Q1 + C1

and so P (A) is a finitely generated convex cone. This completes the proof. �

6. Structure of polyhedra

A polytope inRk is the convex hull of a finite set of points inRk. For example, the
set ∆k = conv(e1, . . . , ek) is a polytope. A triangle in Rk is a polytope that is the
convex hull of three non-collinear points. The convex hull of the set {( 0

0 ) , (
2
0 ) , (

0
2 )}

is the triangle

T =

{(
x1

x2

)
: 0 ≤ x1 ≤ 2 and 0 ≤ x2 ≤ 2− x1

}
.

The triangle T is also convexly generated by the set
{
( 00 ) , (

2
0 ) , (

1
1 ) ,
(

1
1/2

)
, ( 02 )

}

and by the set {(x, 0) : 0 ≤ x ≤ 2} ∪ {(0, 2)}.
The sum (sometimes called the Minkowski sum) of subsets C and Q in Rk is

the set

C +Q = {u+ v : u ∈ C and v ∈ Q}.

We shall prove that every polyhedron is the sum of a finitely generated convex cone
and a polytope, and that, conversely, every sum of a finitely generated convex cone
and a polytope is a polyhedron.

Here are two examples. Let

A1 =



−1 0
0 −1
−1 −1


 ∈ R3,2 and b1 =




0
0
−1


 ∈ R3.

The polyhedron

P1 =
{
x ∈ R2 : A1x ≤ b1

}

=

{(
x1

x2

)
: x1 ≥ 0, x2 ≥ 0, x1 + x2 ≥ 1

}
.

is the sum of the convex cone

C1 = {I2x : x ≥ 0} =

{(
x1

x2

)
: x1 ≥ 0, x2 ≥ 0

}
.

and the polytope Q1 = ∆2.
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Figure 3. The polyhedron P2 = Q2 + C2 and the polytope Q2

Let

A2 =




−1 1
1 −1
−1 −1
−2 −1
−1 −2




∈ R5,2 and b1 =




4
4
−3
−4
−4




∈ R5.

The polyhedron

P2 =
{
x ∈ R2 : A2x ≤ b2

}

=

{(
x1

x2

)
: −4 ≤ x1 − x2 ≤ 4, x1 + x2 ≥ 3, 2x1 + x2 ≥ 4, x1 + 2x2 ≥ 4

}
.

is the sum of the convex cone

C2 =

{(
1
1

)(
x1

)
: x1 ≥ 0

}
=

{(
x1

x1

)
: x1 ≥ 0

}
.

and the polytope

Q2 =




λ1

(
0
4

)
+ λ2

(
1
2

)
+ λ3

(
2
1

)
+ λ4

(
4
0

)
:




λ1

λ2

λ3

λ4


 ∈ ∆4





.

Theorem 8. A subset P of Rn is a polyhedron if and only if there is a polytope Q
and a finitely generated convex cone C such that P = Q+ C.

Proof. Every vector in Rn+1 can be written uniquely in the form

(
x

t

)
for some

x ∈ Rn and t ∈ R. For every ℓ×nmatrixA =
(
ai,j
)
and vector b =

(
b1
...
bℓ

)
∈ Rℓ, let

(A|b) be the ℓ×(n+1) matrix whose ith row is (ai,1, . . . , ai,n, bi) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}.

Every ℓ× (n+1) matrix Â can be written uniquely in the form Â = (A|b) for some

ℓ × n matrix A and vector b ∈ Rℓ. For x =

(
x1

...
xn

)
∈ Rn and t ∈ R, the ith
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coordinate of the vector (A|b)

(
x

t

)
∈ Rℓ is

∑n
j=1 ai,jxj + bit. Thus, the vector

inequality (A|b)

(
x

t

)
≤ 0 is equivalent to the ℓ inequalities

n∑

j=1

ai,jxj ≤ −tbi

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} and so

(10) (A|b)

(
x

t

)
≤ 0 if and only if Ax ≤ −tb.

More generally, let Ak =
(
a
(k)
i,j

)
be an m× nk matrix for all k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} and

let n =
∑ℓ

k=1 nk. Let

A = (A1| · · · |Ak| · · · |Aℓ)

be the m× n matrix obtained by concatenating the matrices A1, . . . , Aℓ. Thus, for

k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} and j ∈ {1, . . . , nk}, the
(∑k−1

r=1 nr + j
)
th column of A is

colj(Ak) =




a
(k)
1,j

...
a
(k)
m,j


 .

The coordinate in row i and column
∑k−1

r=1 nr + j of the matrix A is a
(k)
i,j .

Let Q be a polytope in Rnand let C be a finitely generated convex cone in Rn.
We shall prove that the sumset P = Q+ C is a polyhedron.

Let h ≥ 2 and let b1, . . . ,bh be vectors in Rn. For k ∈ {1, . . . , h− 1}, let P̂ be
the convex cone in Rn+1 conically generated by the finite sequence of vectors

((
b1

1

)
, . . . ,

(
bk

1

)
,

(
bk+1

0

)
, . . . ,

(
bh

0

))
.

Thus,

P̂ =





k∑

j=1

λj

(
bj

1

)
+

h∑

j=k+1

λj

(
bj

0

)
: λ1, . . . , λk, λk+1, . . . , λh ≥ 0



 .

By Weyl’s theorem (Theorem 4) and by relation (10), the finitely generated

convex cone P̂ is a polyhedral cone, and so there is an ℓ×n matrix A and a vector
b ∈ Rℓ such that the ℓ × (n+ 1) matrix (A|b) satisfies

(11) P̂ =

{(
x

t

)
∈ Rn+1 : (A|b)

(
x

t

)
≤ 0

}
=

{(
x

t

)
∈ Rn+1 : Ax ≤ −tb

}
.

Let (w1, . . . ,wk) be a finite sequence of vectors that convexly generates the
polytope Q and let (wk+1, . . . ,wh) be a finite sequence of vectors that conically
generates the cone C. If x ∈ Q+ C, then

x = xQ + xC

with

xQ =
k∑

j=1

λjwj ∈ Q and xC =
h∑

j=k+1

λjwj ∈ C
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and

λj ≥ 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , k, k + 1, . . . , h} and

k∑

j=1

λj = 1.

Thus,
(
x

1

)
=

(
xQ

1

)
+

(
xC

0

)

=




∑k
j=1 λjwj

∑k
j=1 λj


 +



∑h

j=k+1 λjwj

0




=

k∑

j=1

λj

(
wj

1

)
+

h∑

j=k+1

λj

(
wj

0

)

∈ P̂ .

It follows from (11) that Ax ≤ −b and so C +Q ⊆ {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ −b}.

Similarly, if x ∈ Rn and Ax ≤ −b, then

(
x

1

)
∈ P̂ and there exist nonnegative

numbers λ1, . . . , λk, λk+1, . . . , λh such that

(
x

1

)
=

k∑

j=1

λj

(
wj

1

)
+

h∑

j=k+1

λj

(
wj

0

)

=

(∑k
j=1 λjwj∑k
j=1 λj

)
+

(∑h
j=k+1 λjwj

0

)
.

It follows that
∑k

j=1 λj = 1 and so

xQ =

k∑

j=1

λjwj ∈ Q and xC =

h∑

j=k+1

λjwj ∈ C.

Thus, x = xQ + xC ∈ Q+C and {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ −b} ⊆ Q+ C. This proves that

Q+ C = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ −b}

and so the sum of a polytope and a finitely generated convex cone is a polyhedron.
Conversely, we shall prove that every polyhedron is the sum of a finitely generated

convex cone and a polytope. Let P be a polyhedron in Rn. There is an m × n
matrix A =

(
ai,j
)
and a vector b ∈ Rm such that

P = {x ∈ Rn : Ax ≤ b}.

Consider the (m+ 1)× (n+ 1) matrix

Â =




a1,1 a1,1 · · · a1,n −b1
a2,1 a2,2 · · · a2,n −b2
...

...
am,1 am,2 · · · am,n −bm
0 0 · · · 0 −1



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By Lemma 2, the set P̂ in Rn+1 defined by

P̂ =

{(
x

t

)
: x ∈ Rn, t ≥ 0, Ax ≤ tb

}
(12)

=

{(
x

t

)
∈ Rn+1 : Â

(
x

t

)
≤ 0

}

is a polyhedral cone. We have x ∈ P if and only if Ax ≤ b if and only if

(
x

1

)
∈ P̂

and so

P =

{
x ∈ Rn :

(
x

1

)
∈ P̂

}
.

By Minkowski’s theorem (Theorem 7), the polyhedral cone P̂ is a finitely generated
convex cone in Rn+1, and so there is an (n+ 1)× h matrix W such that

P̂ = {Wy : y ∈ Rh and y ≥ 0}.

The set P̂ is conically generated by the set of columns of W . For j ∈ {1, . . . , h},

let

(
wj

tj

)
be the jth column of W , where wj ∈ Rn and tj ∈ R. We have tj ≥ 0

because

(
wj

tj

)
= Wej ∈ P̂ .

Modify the matrix W as follows: If tj > 0, then multiply the jth column of
W by 1/tj > 0. If tj = 0, do not change the jth column of W . We obtain a
new matrix, which we shall also denote by W , whose jth column is of the form(
wj

εj

)
with εj = 0 or 1. Because the columns of the original matrix W have only

been multiplied by positive numbers, the new matrix W still conically generates P̂ .
Renumber the vectors w1, . . . ,wh so that

{wj : εj = 1} = {w1, . . . ,wk} and {wj : εj = 0} = {wk+1, . . . ,wh}.

Let Q be the polytope in Rn convexly generated by the set {w1, . . . ,wk} and
let C be the convex cone in Rn conically generated by the set {wk+1, . . . ,wh}. Let
Q = {0} if k = 0, that is, {wj : εj = 1} = ∅, and let C = {0} if k = h.

We have x ∈ P if and only if

(
x

1

)
∈ P̂ if and only if there is a nonnegative

vector λ =

(
λ1

...
λh

)
such that

(
x

1

)
= Wλ =

k∑

j=1

λj

(
wj

1

)
+

h∑

j=k+1

λj

(
wj

0

)

=




∑k
j=1 λjwj

∑k
j=1 λj


 +



∑h

j=k+1 λjwj

0


 .

It follows that
∑k

j=1 λj = 1 and so

k∑

j=1

λjwj ∈ Q and
h∑

j=k+1

λjwj ∈ C.
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We obtain

x =

k∑

j=1

λjwj +

h∑

j=k+1

λjwj ∈ Q+ C.

Thus, P ⊆ Q+ C.
Now we prove that Q+ C ⊆ P . If x ∈ Q+ C, then x = xQ + xC , where

xQ =

k∑

j=1

λjwj ∈ Q and xC =

h∑

j=k+1

λjwj ∈ C

and λ =

(
λ1

...
λh

)
∈ Rh is a nonnegative vector such that

∑k
j=1 λj = 1. Then

(
x

1

)
=

(
xQ

1

)
+

(
xC

0

)

=
k∑

j=1

λj

(
wj

1

)
+

h∑

j=k+1

λj

(
wj

0

)

∈ P̂

and so x ∈ P . Thus, C+Q ⊆ P . It follows that P = C+Q and so every polyhedron
is the sum of a finitely generated convex cone and a polytope. This completes the
proof. �

7. Notes

Much of the material in this paper derives from the classic paper of Weyl [3].
The English translation is Weyl [4]. Excellent introductions to convexity are the
books by Eggleston [1] and Lauritzen [2].
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