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TORIC RINGS OF (0, 1)-POLYTOPES WITH SMALL RANK

KOJI MATSUSHITA

Abstract. The rank of a d-dimensional polytope P is defined by F − (d+1), where F

denotes the number of facets of P . In this paper, We focus on the toric rings of (0, 1)-
polytopes with small rank. We study their normality, the torsionfreeness of their divisor
class groups and the classification of their isomorphism classes.

1. Introduction

Throughout the present paper, let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0,
for simplicity.

1.1. Backgrounds. For an integral polytope P ⊂ Rd, let k[P ] denote the toric ring of P ,
i.e.,

k[P ] = k[tv11 · · · tvdd t0 : (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ P ∩ Zd].

Toric rings of integral polytopes are homogenous affine semigroup rings and their alge-
braic properties have been well investigated. In particular, normality provides various
important properties to toric rings and some algebraic objects can be described in the
terms associated with polytopes. In fact, it is well known that normal toric rings are
Cohen-Macaulay for any field k ([18]) and that the canonical module of the normal toric
ring is described as the ideal generated by the monomials corresponding to the elements
in the interior of Z≥0A(P ) ([28]), where A(P ) = {(v, 1) ∈ Zd+1 : v ∈ P ∩ Zd} and
Z≥0A(P ) = {a1x1 + · · · + anxn : x1, . . . ,xn ∈ A(P ), a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥0}. Moreover, the
toric ring k[P ] is normal if and only if it is a Krull ring (cf. [33, Theorem 9.8.13]). In this
case, the divisor class group of k[P ] can be easily computed by using the generators and
the support forms of Z≥0A(P ) (see Section 2.1).

The divisor class group Cl(k[P ]) of a normal toric ring k[P ], which is a finitely generated
abelian group, is one of the most interesting invariants. Its elements are identified with the
isomorphism classes of the divisorial ideals of k[P ]. Recently, conic divisorial ideals, which
are a certain class of divisorial and a special kind of maximal Cohen-Macaulay modules
of rank one, are well studied (see, e.g., [1, 2]). Indeed, they play beneficial roles in the
theory of non-commutative algebraic geometry as well as commutative rings. For example,
we can construct non-commutative crepant resolutions (NCCRs, for short), which were
introduced by Van den Bergh ([32]), by considering the endomorphism ring of the direct
sum of some conic divisorial ideals. In fact, they are constructed for many classes of toric
rings (see, e.g., [15, 17, 21, 22, 27, 32], and so on). However, in general, the existence of
NCCRs for Gorenstein toric rings is still open. In solving this problem, it is natural to
consider the case of the toric rings whose divisor class groups have small rank. On the
other hand, it was shown in [7] that if a Cohen-Macaulay normal domain R has an NCCR,
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then R is Q-Gorenstein. In particular, if the divisor class group of R is torsionfree and R
is not Gorenstein, then R does not have an NCCR. Therefore, it is important to decide
whether divisor class groups are torsionfree.

The convex hull of a finite set of (0, 1)-vectors is called a (0, 1)-polytope. It arises from
various combinatorial objects such as partially ordered sets (posets, for short), graphs and
matroids. For instance, the following are families of (0, 1)-polytopes and their toric rings
are well studied:

• Order polytopes (see [30] and Section 2.2);
• Stable set polytopes ([6]) ⊃ Chain polytopes ([30]);
• Edge polytopes (see e.g., [24, 26]);

Of course, these are not the only ones, there are much more; cut polytopes ([8]), perfect
matching polytopes ([9]), matroid polytopes ([23]), and so on. In addition, compressed
polytopes introduced by Stanley [29] are a natural class of integral polytopes and in-
clude some of the (0, 1)-polytopes mentioned above. It is known that the toric ring of a
compressed polytope is isomorphic to that of a (0, 1)-polytope ([31, Theorem 2.4]).

By studying the commutative ring-theoretic properties of their toric rings, we can solve
problems related to underlying combinatorial objects.

In the present paper, we focus on the rank of an integral polytope P , which is defined
by

rankP = F − (dimP + 1),

where F denotes the number of facets of P . Note that rankP is a nonnegative integer.
Actually, the rank of P coincide with that of Cl(k[P ]) if P is normal (see Section 2.1).
Namely, we deal with toric rings whose divisor class groups have small rank.

The goal of the present paper is to analyze the normality and torsionfreeness of (0, 1)-
polytopes, and to classify the isomorphism classes of their toric rings in the case where
the underlying polytopes have small rank.

1.2. Normality. We say that an integral polytope P is normal if so is k[P ]. The normality
of an integral polytope P can be characterized in terms of the lattice points generated
by A(P ) (see Section 2.1). In general, it is not easy to determine if P is normal or not,
but there is a useful sufficient condition for P to be normal; P is normal if P possesses a
unimodular triangulation (cf. [13, Corollary 4.12]). This implies that order polytopes and
stable set polytopes of perfect graphs including chain polytopes are normal since these are
compressed polytopes (see [25]), which possess a unimodular triangulation. Meanwhile, it
is known that the edge polytope of a graph G is normal if and only if G satisfies the odd
cycle condition ([24, 26]).

As this shows, (0, 1)-polytopes are not necessarily normal. However, non-normal (0, 1)-
polytopes seem to have large rank. In fact, we can observe that the rank of a non-normal
edge polytope is at least 4 by [16, Proposition 4.4] and some arguments. Therefore, we
are interested in the normality of integral polytopes with small rank and consider the
following problem:

Problem 1. Examine the normality of (0, 1)-polytopes with small rank.

1.3. Torsionfreeness. We say that a normal integral polytope P is torsionfree if so is
Cl(k[P ]). The torsionfreeness of a normal integral polytope P can be determined by
computing the Smith normal form of the matrix constructed from the lattice points in P
and the facet defining inequalities of P (see Section 2.1). In [20], a sufficient condition
for P to be torsionfree is given. As a corollary, it follows that compressed polytopes are
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torsionfree ([20, Corollary 3.4]), and so are order polytopes and stable set polytopes of
perfect graphs. Moreover, normal edge polytopes are also torsionfree ([16, Theorem 3.6]).
Furthermore, recently, the divisor class groups of toric face rings, which can be regarded
as the toric rings of (0, 1)-polytopes arising from simplicial complexes, are investigated in
[12]. It is shown that they are torsionfree if their underlying toric face rings are normal
([12, Corollary 1.8]).

These facts pose us the following problem:

Problem 2. Are normal (0, 1)-polytopes always torsionfree?

1.4. Classification. The classification of the isomorphism classes and relationships among
certain classes of the toric rings whose divisor class groups have small rank have been stud-
ied in [16] as follows. Let Ordern (resp. Stabn, Edgen) denote the sets of isomorphic
classes of the toric rings of order polytopes (resp. stable set polytopes of perfect graphs,
normal edge polytopes) with rank n. Then, the following relationships hold:

• Ordern = Stabn = Edgen if n ≤ 1.

• Stab2 ∪Edge2 = Order2 and no inclusion between Stab2 and Edge2;

• there is no inclusion among Ordern, Stabn and Edgen if n ≥ 3.

In particular, the relationship Stabn ∪Edgen ⊂ Ordern holds if n ≤ 2.
Now, we consider a generalization of this result. Let (0,1)n denote the sets of isomorphic

classes of the toric rings of (0, 1)-polytopes with rank n. Clearly, the relationship Ordern∪
Stabn ∪ Edgen ⊂ (0,1)n holds. It follows from the third relationship of the above three
families that one has Ordern ( (0,1)n if n ≥ 3. On the other hand, in the case n ≤ 2,
the relationship between (0,1)n and Ordern is very close.

Problem 3. Determine the set (0,1)n. Also, does the relationship (0,1)n = Ordern hold
if n ≤ 2?

In classifying isomorphism classes of the toric rings of (0, 1)-polytopes, to consider Gale-
diagrams, which is an effective way to investigate the combinatorial types of polytopes with
“few vertices”, is compatible with our study. In this paper, we treat polytopes with small
rank, i.e., “few facets”, so we can apply the method of Gale-diagrams by considering the
dual polytopes. We present the following problem:

Problem 4. Does the combinatorial equivalence of two (0, 1)-polytopes imply the isomor-
phism of their toric rings?

1.5. Results. Let P be a (0, 1)-polytope. We give complete or partial answers to Prob-
lems 1, 2, 3 and 4 in each case;

(r1) rankP = 0 or 1, (r2) rankP = 2, (r3) rankP ≥ 3.

First, we provide the complete answers to the above problems in case (r1). Actually,
most of this result has been already given in [20]:

Theorem 1.1 (Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.3). Let P be a (0, 1)-polytope with rankP ≤
1. Then, P is normal and torsionfree. Moreover, the following relationships hold:

(0,1)0 = Order0 = {k[x1, . . . , xn] : n ∈ Z>0} and

(0,1)1 = Order1 = {(k[x1, . . . , xn+1]#k[y1, . . . , ym+1])⊗k k[z1, . . . , zl−1] : n,m, l ∈ Z>0}.

Furthermore, for two (0, 1)-polytopes P1 and P2 with rankPi ≤ 1, these polytopes have the
same combinatorial type if and only if k[P1] ∼= k[P2].

3



Next, we discuss case (r2). Before that, we need to introduce a new family of (0, 1)-
polytopes Pn1,...,nk

.
Let Bn denote the standard basis of Rn. For n1, . . . , nk ∈ Z>0, the (0, 1)-polytope

Pn1,...,nk
is defined as the convex hull of the origin, Bd, where d := n1 + · · ·+ nk, and the

product Bn1
× · · · × Bnk

.
In Section 3, we study several properties of Pn1,...,nk

. Specifically, we describe the facet
defining inequalities of Pn1,...,nk

(Proposition 3.2). Moreover, we show that k[Pn1,...,nk
]

possesses a squarefree initial ideal (Proposition 3.4). Furthermore, the following facts
hold (Theorem 3.6):

• Pn1,...,nk
has the integer decomposition property, and hence it is normal.

• k[Pn1,...,nk
] is Gorenstein if and only if n1 = n2 = · · · = nk.

• Cl(k[Pn1,...,nk
]) ∼= Zk−1.

• If k ≥ 3, then k[Pn1,...,nk
] /∈ Orderk−1 for any n1, . . . , nk ∈ Z>0.

We provide various observations on Problems 3 and 4 in case (r2):

• The above facts imply that rankPn1,n2,n3
= 2 and k[Pn1,n2,n3

] /∈ Order2 for any
n1, n2, n3 ∈ Z>0, this is a counterexample to the equality (0,1)2 = Order2 of
Problem 3.

• We study the combinatorial types of the dual polytopes of OΠ1
, . . . ,OΠ4

(these are
the order polytopes with rank 2) and Pn1,n2,n3

by drawing their standard Gale-
diagrams (see Figures 5,6,7,8 and 9). In particular, Problem 4 has positive answers
for (0, 1)-polytopes that the standard Gale-diagrams of their dual polytopes coin-
cide with Gale1 or Gale2. (Theorems 4.4 and 4.5)

Finally, we give answers to the above problems in case (r3), although they are negative:

Theorem 1.2 (Propositions 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8). For any positive integer r ≥ 3, there exist
non-normal (0, 1)-polytope P and non-torsionfree normal (0, 1)-polytope P ′ with rankP =
rankP ′ = r, respectively. Moreover, there exist two (0, 1)-polytopes Q and Q′ with the
same combinatorial type and rankQ = rankQ′ = r such that their toric rings are not
isomorphic to each other.

1.6. Organization. In Section 2, we recall the definitions and notation of toric rings of
integral polytopes and give an algorithm to compute divisor class groups of toric rings
of normal integral polytopes. We also recall the toric rings of certain (0, 1)-polytopes,
especially the order polytopes, and recall its several properties. Moreover, we recall the
notion of Gale-diagrams and provide a method to obtain the Gale-diagram of the dual
polytope of a given polytope. In Section 3, we introduce a new family of (0, 1)-polytopes
and study its properties. In Section 4, we give complete or partial answers to Problems 1,
2, 3 and 4 in each case; rankP = 0 or 1, rankP = 2, and rankP ≥ 3.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Akihiro Higashitani for a lot of
his helpful comments and instructive discussions. The author is partially supported by
Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows Grant JP22J20033.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Toric rings of integral polytopes and their divisor class groups. In this
subsection, we recall the definitions and notation of polytopes and toric rings. We refer
the readers to e.g., [3] or [33], for the introduction.
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First, we introduce toric rings of integral polytopes. An integral polytope P ⊂ Rd is a
polytope whose vertices sit in Zd. For an integral polytope P ⊂ Rd, we define φP as the
morphism of k-algebras:

φP : k[xv : v ∈ P ∩ Zd] → k[t0, t
±1
1 , . . . , t±1

d ], induced by φP (xv) = tvt0,

where tv = tv11 · · · tvdd for v = (v1, . . . , vd) ∈ Zd. Then, the kernel of φP , denoted by IP ,
is called the toric ideal of P . Moreover, the image of φP , denoted by k[P ], is called the
toric ring of P . Note that k[P ] ∼= k[xv : v ∈ P ∩ Zd]/IP .

It is well known that the toric ideal IP is generated by homogeneous binomials. The toric
ring k[P ] is a standard graded k-subalgebra of k[t0, t

±1
1 , . . . , t±1

d ] by setting deg(tvt0) = 1

for each v ∈ P ∩ Zd. The Krull dimension of k[P ] is equal to the dimension of P plus 1.
For an integral polytope P ∈ Rd, let A(P ) = {(v, 1) ∈ Zd+1 : v ∈ P ∩ Zd} and let

Z≥0A(P ) = {a1x1 + · · · + anxn : x1, . . . ,xn ∈ A(P ), a1, . . . , an ∈ Z≥0} (we define ZA(P )
and R≥0A(P ) analogously).

Then, the following facts hold:

• P is normal (i.e., k[P ] is normal) if and only if Z≥0A(P ) = ZA(P )∩R≥0A(P ) (cf.
[33, Theorem 9.8.13]).

• Suppose that ZA(P ) = Zd+1. Then, P is normal if and only if P has the integer
decomposition property (IDP, for short), that is, for any n ∈ Z>0 and any a ∈
nP ∩ Zd, there exist a1, . . . ,an ∈ P ∩ Zd such that a = a1 + · · · + an (cf.[13,
Theorem 4.7]).

We also define the product of two polytopes P ⊂ Rd and Q ⊂ Re as

P ×Q = {(x,y) : x ∈ P,y ∈ Q} ⊂ Rd+e.

We can see that P × Q is a polytope of dimension dim(P ) + dim(Q), whose nonempty
faces are the products of nonempty faces (including itself) of P and Q. In particular, the
number of facets of P × Q is equal to |Ψ(P )| + |Ψ(Q)|, where Ψ(P ) denotes the set of
facets of P . Therefore, we have rankP ×Q = rankP + rankQ+ 1.

The toric ring of the product of two integral polytopes corresponds to the “Segre prod-
uct” of these toric rings; let P1 and P2 be two integral polytopes, then k[P1 × P2] is
isomorphic to the Segre product of k[P1] and k[P2]. Here, for two standard k-algebras
R =

⊕
n≥0Rn and S =

⊕
n≥0 Sn, we define their Segre product R#S as the graded

k-algebra:

R#S = (R0 ⊗k S0)⊕ (R1 ⊗k S1)⊕ · · · ⊂ R⊗k S.

Next, we give an algorithm to compute divisor class groups of toric rings of normal
integral polytopes. We use theories in [33, Section 9.8].

Let 〈·, ·〉 denote the natural inner product of Rd. For a ∈ Rd and b ∈ R, we denote
by H+(a; b) (resp. H(a; b)) a closed half-space {u ∈ Rd : 〈u,a〉 + b ≥ 0} (resp. an affine
hyperplane {u ∈ Rd : 〈u,a〉 + b = 0}). In particular, we denote the linear hyperplane
H(a; 0) by Ha.

For each F ∈ Ψ(P ), there exist a vector aF ∈ Qd and a rational number bF with the
following conditions:

(d1) H(aF ; bF ) is a support hyperplane associated with F and P ⊂ H+(aF ; bF );

(d2) dF (v) ∈ Z for any v ∈ P ∩ Zd;

(d3)
∑

v∈P∩Zd dF (v)Z = Z,
5



where dF (v) = 〈v,aF 〉 + bF for v ∈ Zd. We can see that dF (v) for v ∈ P ∩ Zd is
independent of the choice of aF and bF .

In this situation, P has the irreducible representation:

R≥0A(P ) = aff(A(P )) ∩


 ⋂

F∈Ψ(P )

H+
cF


 , (2.1)

where cF := (aF , bF ) ∈ Qd+1. Given v ∈ P ∩Zd, we define wv belonging to a free abelian
group F =

⊕
F∈Ψ(P ) ZǫF with its basis {ǫF }F∈Ψ(P ) as follows:

wv =
∑

F∈Ψ(P )

〈(v, 1), cF 〉ǫF =
∑

F∈Ψ(P )

dF (v)ǫF .

Let

S =
∑

v∈P∩Zd

Zwv =





∑

F∈Ψ(P )

〈v′, cF 〉ǫF : v′ ∈ ZA(P )



 (2.2)

and let MP be the matrix whose column vectors consist of wv for v ∈ P ∩ Zd, that is,
MP = (dF (v))F∈Ψ(P ),v∈P∩Zd . Then we can compute the divisor class group of k[P ] as

follows:

Theorem 2.1 (cf. [33, Theorem 9.8.19]). Work with the same notation as above and
suppose that P is normal. Then, we have

Cl(k[P ]) ∼= F/S.

In particular, we have

Cl(k[P ]) ∼= Zr ⊕ Z/s1Z⊕ · · · ⊕ Z/smZ,

where m = dimP + 1, r = |Ψ(P )| − m and s1, . . . , sm are positive integers appearing in
the diagonal of the Smith normal form of MP .

The integers s1, . . . , sm are called the invariant factors of MP .
Let P ⊂ Rd be an integral polytope and let kP be a maximal nonnegative integer

satisfying the following statement:

(∗) There exist distinct integral points v1, . . . ,vkP ∈ P ∩ Zd and distinct facets

F1, . . . , FkP of P such that vi ∈
⋂i−1

l=1 Fl for each 1 < i ≤ kP and dFi
(vi) = 1

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ kP .

Theorem 2.2 ([20, Theorem 3.2]). Let P ⊂ Rd be a normal integral polytope and let
s1, . . . , sm be the invariant factors of MP . Then, s1 = · · · = skP = 1. In particular,
Cl(k[P ]) is torsionfree if kP = dimP + 1.

Finally, we explain that normal toric rings whose divisor class groups are torsionfree can
be described as the ring of invariants under an action of torus on polynomial rings. Suppose
that P ⊂ Rd is a d-dimension normal integral polytope and satisfies ZA(P ) = Zd+1.
Moreover, we assume that Cl(k[P ]) ∼= Zr. We fix an isomorphism ι : F/S → Zr and let
βF := ι(ǫF ) for each F ∈ Ψ(P ). In this paper, we call βF ’s weights of k[P ]. We consider
the action of the algebraic torus G = (k×)r on the polynomial ring S = k[xF : F ∈ Ψ(P )],
which is the action induced by g · xF = βF (g)xF for g ∈ G. Then, we have R = SG (see
e.g., [2, Theorem 2.1]).
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2.2. Toric rings of certain (0, 1)-polytopes. In this subsection, we introduce some
properties associated with toric rings of certain (0, 1)-polytopes.

First, we introduce certain polytopes and propositions associated with their toric rings.

• A polytopes P is called a (0, 1)-polytope if its all vertices are (0, 1)-vectors.

• A pyramid P ⊂ Rd is the convex hull of the union of a polytope Q ⊂ Rd (basis
of P ) and a point v0 ∈ Rd (apex of P ), where v0 does not belong to aff(Q). Note
that the basis of a pyramid P is a facet of P .

• A polytope P ⊂ Rd is simple if each vertex of P is contained in precisely dimP
facets.

Proposition 2.3 ([19, Theorem 1]). A (0, 1)-polytope P ⊂ Rd is simple if and only if it
is equal to a product of (0, 1)-simplices.

Proposition 2.4. Let P ⊂ Rd be a (0, 1)-pyramid with basis Q. Then, k[P ] is the poly-
nomial extension of k[Q]. In particular, if P is normal, then so is Q and we have

Cl(k[P ]) ∼= Cl(k[Q]).

Next, we introduce the certain class of (0, 1)-polytopes, which are arising from posets.
These are called order polytopes ([30]) and play an important role in this paper.

Let Π be a finite poset equipped with a partial order �. For a subset I ⊂ Π, we say
that I is a poset ideal of Π if p ∈ I and q � p then q ∈ I. Note that ∅ is regarded as

a poset ideal. Let Π̂ = Π ⊔ {0̂, 1̂}, where 0̂ (resp. 1̂) is a new minimal (resp. maximal)
element not belonging to Π.

For a poset Π = {p1, . . . , pd}, let

OΠ = {(x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd : xi ≥ xj if pi � pj in Π, 0 ≤ xi ≤ 1 for i = 1, . . . , d}.

A convex polytope OΠ is called the order polytope of Π. It is known that OΠ is a (0, 1)-
polytope and has IDP. According to [30], the vertices of OΠ one-to-one correspond to
the poset ideals of Π. In fact, a (0, 1)-vector (a1, . . . , ad) is a vertex of OΠ if and only if
{pi ∈ Π : ai = 1} is a poset ideal. Moreover, the facets of OΠ one-to-one correspond to

the edges of the Hasse diagram of Π̂. In fact, for pi, pj ∈ Π with pi ≺ pj, {pi, pj} is an

edge of the Hasse diagram of Π̂ if and only if the inequality xi ≥ xj defines a facet of OΠ,

where we let xi = 1 (resp. xj = 0) if pi = 0̂ (resp. pj = 1̂).
The toric ring k[OΠ] is called the Hibi ring of Π, which was originally introduced in

[14]. We denote the Hibi ring of Π by k[Π] (instead of k[OΠ] for short).
Let P and Q be two posets with P ∩Q = ∅. The disjoint union of P and Q is the poset

P +Q on P ∪Q such that x � y in P +Q if (a) x, y ∈ P and x � y in P , or (b) x, y ∈ Q
and x � y in Q. The ordinal sum of P and Q is the poset P ⊕Q on P ∪Q∪{z} such that
x � y in P ⊕ Q if (a) x, y ∈ P and x � y in P , (b) x, y ∈ Q and x � y in Q, (c) x ∈ P
and y = z, or (d) x = z and y ∈ Q, where z is a new element which is not contained in
P ∪Q. By observing poset ideals of P +Q and P ⊕Q, the following proposition holds:

Proposition 2.5. Let P and Q be two posets with P ∩Q = ∅.

(i) One has k[P +Q] ∼= k[P ]#k[Q].
(ii) One has k[P ⊕Q] ∼= k[Q⊕ P ] ∼= k[P ]⊗k k[Q].
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We provide the description of the divisor class groups of Hibi rings, which is given in

[11]. Let n be the number of edges of the Hasse diagram of Π̂. Then, it is proved in [11]
that

Cl(k[Π]) ∼= Zn−d−1. (2.3)

In particular, the rank of OΠ is equal to n− (d+ 1).
The characterization of posets Π with rankOΠ ≤ 2 has been investigated in [22, 16]:

Theorem 2.6 ([22, Lemma 3.2] and [16, Proposition 4.1]). Let Π be a poset. Then,

(i) rankOΠ = 0 if and only if (the Hasse diagram of) Π is a chain.

Moreover, assume that k[Π] is not a polynomial extension of a Hibi ring. Then,

(ii) rankOΠ = 1 if and only Π is the disjoint union of two chains.
(iii) rankOΠ = 2 if and only if Π is one of the posets Π1,Π2,Π3 or Π4 (see Figures 1,

2, 3 and 4).

n1 n2 n3

Figure 1. The poset Π̂1

n1 n2

m1 m2

Figure 2. The poset Π̂2

n1 n2

n3

m1

Figure 3. The poset Π̂3

m1

l1

n1

l2

n2

Figure 4. The poset Π̂4

Here, n1, n2, n3,m1 and m2 are the number of edges. Note that the Hibi ring of OΠ with
rankOΠ = 0 is isomorphic to a polynomial ring. Moreover, it follows from Proposition 2.5
(i) that the Hibi ring of OΠ with rankOΠ = 1 is isomorphic to the Segre product of two
polynomial rings.
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Weights of the Hibi rings whose divisor class groups have rank 2 are computed In
[22, Sections 3.2 and 3.3]. The following table summarizes the weights of the Hibi rings
associated with the posets in Figures 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Poset Π1 Π2 Π3 Π4

Weights

(1, 0) × n1

(0, 1) × n2

(−1,−1)× n3

(1, 0) × n1

(−1, 0) × n2

(0, 1) ×m1

(0,−1) ×m2

(1, 0) × n1

(−1,−1) × n2

(0, 1) × n3

(0,−1) ×m1

(1, 0) × n1

(−1, 0) × n2

(−1, 1) ×m1

(0, 1) × l1

(0,−1) × l2

Here ×ni, ×mi and ×li stand for the multiplicities.

2.3. Gale-diagrams. In this subsection, we recall the notation of Gale-diagrams of a
polytope, which helps us to classify the isomorphic classes of toric rings.

Throughout this subsection, let P ⊂ Rd be a d-dimensional polytope with the vertex
set {v1, . . . ,vn} and suppose that P has the irreducible representation (2.1).

We consider

D(P ) =



(α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Rn :

∑

i∈[n]

αivi = 0 and
∑

i∈[n]

αi = 0



 .

We can see that D(P ) is a (n − d − 1)-dimensional subspace of Rd. Let b1, . . . ,bn−d−1

be a basis of D(P ). Moreover, for i ∈ [n], let bi denote the i-th column vector of the

(n − d − 1) × n matrix




b1
...

bn−d−1


, that is, bi = (b

(i)
1 , . . . ,b

(i)
n−d−1), where for a vector

v ∈ Rn, v(i) denotes the i-th coordinate of v.
Then, the n-tuple (b1, . . . ,bn) is called the Gale-transform of {v1, . . . ,vn} (or of P ).

Furthermore, let

b̂i =

{
bi/||bi|| if bi 6= 0,

0 if bi = 0

for each i ∈ [n], where ‖v‖ =
√

〈v,v〉 for a vector v ∈ Rn. Then, the n-tuple (b̂1, . . . , b̂n)
is called the Gale-diagram of {v1, . . . ,vn} (or of P ). Gale-transforms and Gale-diagrams
depend on the choice of the basis of D(P ).

Especially, we are interested in the case n− d− 1 = 2, that is, P just has d+3 vertices.
In this case, we can draw a standard (or reduced) Gale-diagram from the Gale-diagram

b̂1, . . . , b̂n, which consists of the unit circle centered at the origin of R2 and diameters
having at least one endpoint with multiplicity. See [10, Section 6.3] for the precise way to
draw it.

We say that two polytopes Q and Q′ are combinatorially equivalent or of the same
combinatorial type (resp. dual to each other) if there exists a one-to-one mapping Φ
between the set of all faces of Q and the set of all faces of Q′ such that Φ is inclusion-
preserving (resp. inclusion-reversing). Note that the classes of simplicial polytopes, which
are polytopes whose facets are simplices, and simple polytopes are dual to each other.

9



According to [10, Sections 5.4 and 6.3], the following facts are known:

• Two d-dimensional polytopes with d+ 3 vertices are combinatorially equivalent if
and only if their standard Gale-diagrams are orthogonally equivalent (i.e., isomor-
phic under an orthogonal linear transformation of R2 onto itself).

• P is simplicial if and only if no diameter of the standard Gale-diagram has both
endpoints.

Clearly, all polytopes which are dual to P have the same combinatorial type. Whenever
we consider dual polytopes, we focus on their combinatorial type, so we call them the dual
polytope of P .

For the remainder of this subsection, we will explain how to obtain a Gale-diagram of
the dual polytope P . The polar P ◦ of P is defined as

P ◦ = {x ∈ Rd : 〈x,y〉 ≥ −1 for any y ∈ P}.

It is known that if the origin is an interior point of P , then P ◦ is a polytope and is dual
to P . Moreover, {aF /bF : F ∈ Ψ(P )} is the vertex set of P ◦.

The following theorem means that we can get a Gale-diagram of the dual polytope of
P from weights of its toric ring.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that P is normal, ZA(P ) = Zd+1 and Cl(k[P ]) ∼= Zr. Let
{βF }F∈Ψ(P ) be weights of k[P ]. Then, (βF /‖βF ‖)F∈Ψ(P ) is a Gale-diagram of the dual
polytope of P .

Before we give the proof, we prepare the following lemma:

Lemma 2.8. Work with the same assumption and notation as Theorem 2.7. Then, we

have
∑

F∈Ψ(P ) β
(j)
F aF = 0 and

∑
F∈Ψ(P ) β

(j)
F bF = 0 for each j ∈ [r].

Proof. Let ei be the i-th unit vector of Zd+1. Since ei ∈ ZA(P ) for each i ∈ [d + 1],∑
F∈Ψ(P )〈ei, cF 〉ǫF belongs to S from (2.2). Thus, by considering its image in Zr, we

can obtain that
∑

F∈Ψ(P ) c
(i)
F βF = 0 for each i ∈ [d + 1]. This fact is equivalent to

∑
F∈Ψ(P ) β

(j)
F cF = 0 for each j ∈ [r]. Therefore, we obtain the desired equations. �

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Let w ∈ Rd be a vector such that the interior of P+u has 0. Then,
Q = (P+u)◦ is the dual polytope of P . Moreover, P+u has the irreducible representation

P + u =
⋂

F∈Ψ(P )

H+(aF ; b
′
F ),

where b′F = bF − 〈aF ,u〉. Note that b′F 6= 0 for any F ∈ Ψ(P ) since 0 belongs to the
interior of P + u.

We show that (b′FβF )F∈Ψ(P ) is a Gale-transform of Q. For each j ∈ [r], we define the

vector bj of R|Ψ(P )| as bj := (b′Fβ
(j)
F )F∈Ψ(P ). Then, we can see that

bj = (b′Fβ
(1)
F , . . . , b′Fβ

(r)
F ) = b′FβF and b̂j = βF /‖βF ‖.

Hence, it is enough to show that bj ’s satisfy the following:

(i) for each j ∈ [r], bj is in D(Q) and (ii) b1, . . . ,br form a basis of D(Q).
10



(i) Note that the vertex set of Q is {aF /b
′
F : F ∈ Ψ(P )}. From Lemma 2.8, for each

j ∈ [r], ∑

F∈Ψ(P )

b′Fβ
(j)
F · aF /b

′
F =

∑

F∈Ψ(P )

β
(j)
F aF = 0.

Moreover,
∑

F∈Ψ(P )

b′Fβ
(j)
F =

∑

F∈Ψ(P )

bFβ
(j)
F −

∑

F∈Ψ(P )

〈aF ,u〉β
(j)
F

= 0− 〈
∑

F∈Ψ(P )

β
(j)
F aF ,u〉 = −〈0,u〉 = 0.

Therefore, we have bj ∈ D(Q) for all j ∈ [r].

(ii) Note that D(Q) is a r-dimensional subspace of R|Ψ(P )|. Thus, it is enough to show
that b1, . . . ,br are linearly independent. Suppose that there exists a = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ Rr

such that

a1b1 + · · · + arbr = 0.

Then, for each F ∈ Ψ(P ), one has

a1(b
′
Fβ

(1)
F ) + · · ·+ ar(b

′
Fβ

(r)
F ) = b′F 〈a, βF 〉 = 0.

Since b′F 6= 0, we have 〈a, βF 〉 = 0 for any F ∈ Ψ(P ), equivalently, βF ’s lie on the
hyperplaneHa. This is a contradiction to the fact that βF ’s span F/S ∼= Zr as a semigroup
([5, Theorem 2]). �

3. A new family of (0, 1)-polytopes

In this section, we construct a new class of (0, 1)-polytopes, denoted by Pn1,...,nk
, and

study its properties. We show that Pn1,...,nk
is normal and torsionfree. Moreover, we see

that if k ≥ 3, then k[Pn1,...,nk
] is not isomorphic to any Hibi ring.

Let n1, . . . , nk be positive integers and let d = n1 + · · · + nk. Moreover, let Bn be the
standard basis of Rn and let Bn1,...,nk

= Bn1
× · · · × Bnk

. Then, we define the subset

Vn1,...,nk
of Zd as

Vn1,...,nk
= {0} ∪ Bd ∪ Bn1,...,nk

and define the (0, 1)-polytope Pn1,...,nk
= conv(Vn1,...,nk

).

Example 3.1. We can see that

P1,1,1 = conv({(0, 0, 0), (1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1), (1, 1, 1)})

and

k[P1,1,1] ∼= k[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5]/(x2x3x4 − x20x5).

In addition, we can see that

P1,1,1,2 = conv({(0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 0, 0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0, 0)

(0, 0, 0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 0, 0, 1), (1, 1, 1, 1, 0), (1, 1, 1, 0, 1)})

and

k[P1,1,1,2] ∼= k[x1, . . . , x8]/(x6x7 − x5x8, x2x3x4x6 − x31x8, x2x3x4x5 − x31x7).
11



First, we describe the facet defining inequalities of Pn1,...,nk
. By considering the embed-

ding

Bnp →֒ Rd ip 7→ (0, . . . . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
n1+···+np−1

, ip , 0, . . . . . . , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
np+1+···+nk

),

we regard ip ∈ Bnp as the element of Rd.
For p ∈ [k], let fp = (k − 2)1p −

∑
q∈[k]\{p} 1q, where 1p =

∑
ip∈Bnp

ip.

Proposition 3.2. The (0, 1)-polytope Pn1,...,nk
has the irreducible representation:

Pn1,...,nk
=

( ⋂

e∈Bd

H+
e

)
∩
( ⋂

p∈[k]

H+(fp; 1)
)
.

Proof. If k = 1, then Pn1
= conv({0} ∪Bn1

) and we can see easily that Pn1
has the above

irreducible representation. In what follows, suppose that k ≥ 2.
We can find d affinely independent vectors in Vn1,...,nk

on each hyperplane. Thus, these
define facets of Pn1,...,nk

.

Let P ′ =
(⋂

e∈Bd
H+

e

)
∩
(⋂

p∈[k]H
+(fp; 1)

)
and we show P = P ′. It is clear that P ⊂ P ′

since Vn1,...,nk
⊂ P ′. Also, each vertex of Pn1,...,nl

is on d affinely independent hyperplanes
He orH(fp; 1), that is, the set of vertices of P

′, denoted by V , contains Vn1,...,nk
. Therefore,

it is enough to show that V ⊂ Vn1,...,nk
.

Note that if x ∈ P ′, then x ∈ H+(fp; 1), i.e., 〈x, fp〉 + 1 ≥ 0 for all p ∈ [k]. Thus, for
any p ∈ [k], we have

∑

q∈[k]\{p}

(〈x, fq〉+ 1) = −(k − 1)〈x,1p〉+ (k − 1) ≥ 0 ⇒ 〈x,1p〉 ≤ 1. (3.1)

Moreover, since x ∈ H+
e for all e ∈ Bd, we see that V ⊂ P ′ ⊂ [0, 1]d.

Assume that there exists an element v in V \ Vn1,...,nk
. First, suppose that v ∈ {0, 1}d.

In this case, we see that 〈v,1p〉 = 0 or 1 holds for all p ∈ [k] from (3.1). One of the
following three cases happens;

(i) 〈v,1p〉 = 0 for all p ∈ [k] or 〈v,1p〉 = 1 for all p ∈ [k].
(ii) 〈v,1p〉 = 1 for some p ∈ [k] and 〈v,1q〉 = 0 for all q ∈ [k] \ {p}.
(iii) There exist p1, p2, p3 ∈ [k] such that 〈v,1p1〉 = 〈v,1p2〉 = 1 and 〈v,1p3〉 = 0.

In the cases (i) and (ii), v must lie in Vn1,...,nk
. In case (iii), we have 〈v, fp3〉+1 < 0, that

is, v /∈ H+(fp3 ; 1), a cotradiction.

Now, suppose that v /∈ {0, 1}d. If there are two elements ip, jp ∈ Bnp with 〈v, ip〉, 〈v, jp〉 >
0 for some p ∈ [k], then v is not a vertex of P ′. Indeed, let

v′ = v + ǫip − ǫjp, v′′ = v − ǫip + ǫjp,

where ǫ > 0 is sufficiently small. Then, we can check that v′,v′′ ∈ P ′ and v = 1
2(v

′ +v′′).
Therefore, we assume that for each p ∈ [k], 〈v, ip〉 ≥ 0 for some ip ∈ Bnp and 〈v, jp〉 = 0
for all jp ∈ Bnp \ {ip}. Let t =

∑
p∈[k]〈v, ip〉. In the case t ≤ 1, let tp = 〈v, ip〉 for p ∈ [k]

and tk+1 = 1− t. Then, we have v =
∑

p∈[k] tpip + tk+10 and
∑

p∈[k+1] tp = 1, and hence

v /∈ V . Finally, we consider the case of t > 1. If there exists p ∈ [k] such that 〈v, ip〉 = 0
then we have 〈v, fp〉+1 = −

∑
q∈[k]\{p}〈v, iq〉+1 = −t+1 < 0, a contradiction. Thus, we

can see that 〈v, ip〉 > 0 for all p ∈ [k]. Moreover, since v must lie on d affinely independent
hyperplanes He or H(fp; 1), we have v ∈ H(fp; 1) for all p ∈ [k], that is, 〈v, fp〉 + 1 = 0
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holds for any p ∈ [k]. We may assume that 〈v, i1〉 = min{〈v, ip〉 : p ∈ [k]}, and let

tp =

{
〈v, ip〉 − 〈v, i1〉 if p 6= 1,

〈v, i1〉 if p = 1
for p ∈ [k]. Then, we obtain

v =
∑

p∈[k]\{1}

tpip + t1
∑

p∈[k]

ip

and∑

p∈[k]

tp = −(k−2)〈v, i1〉+
∑

p∈[k]\{1}

〈v, ip〉 = −(k−2)〈v,11〉+
∑

p∈[k]\{1}

〈v,1p〉 = −〈v, f1〉 = 1.

Therefore, v is not a vertex of P ′, and hence V coincides with Vn1,...,nk
.

�

Example 3.3. We consider P1,1,1. Then,

xi ≥ 0 (i = 1, 2, 3),

〈fp,x〉+ 1 = xp − (xq1 + xq2) + 1 ≥ 0 (p = 1, 2, 3 and {p, q1, q2} = {1, 2, 3})

are the facet defining inequalities of P1,1,1.
Moreover, we consider P1,1,1,2. Then, the following are the facet defining inequalities of

P1,1,1,2:

xi ≥ 0 (i = 1, . . . , 5),

2xp − (xq1 + · · ·+ xq4) + 1 ≥ 0 (p = 1, 2, 3 and {p, q1, . . . , q4} = {1, . . . , 5}) and

2(x4 + x5)− (x1 + x2 + x3) + 1 ≥ 0.

Next, we investigate the initial ideal of the toric ideal IPn1,...,nk
with respect to a mono-

mial order and provide its Gröbner basis, which allows us to study the normality. For the
fundamental materials on initial ideals and Gröbner bases, consult, e.g., [13].

For xv ∈ T = k[xv : v ∈ Pn1,...,nk
∩ Zd], we denote by xi1,...,ik instead of x(i1,...,ik) for

(i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Bn1,...,nk
. Let < denote the reverse lexicographic order on T induced by the

ordering of the variables as follows:

• xe < xi1,...,ik for any e ∈ {0} ∪ Bd and any (i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Bn1,...,nk
;

• For e, e′ ∈ {0} ∪ Bd (resp. for (i1, . . . , ik), (j1, . . . , jk) ∈ Bn1,...,nk
), xe < xe′ (resp.

xi1,...,ik < xj1,...,jk) if and only if e < e′ (resp. (i1, . . . , ik) < (j1, . . . , jk)), which
means that the leftmost nonzero component of the vector e′ − e (resp. (j1 −
i1, . . . , jk − ik)) is positive.

Moreover, let Gn1,...,nk
be the sets of the following binomials in T :

(b1) xi1xi2 · · · xik − xk−1
0 xi1,...,ik for (i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Bn1,...,nk

;
(b2) xjpxi1,...,ip,...,ik − xipxi1,...,jp,...,ik for (i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Bn1,...,nk

, jp ∈ Bnp with ip < jp;
(b3) xi1,...,ikxj1,...,jk − xi′

1
,...,i′

k
xj′

1
,...,j′

k
for (i1, . . . , ik), (j1, . . . , jk) ∈ Bn1,...,nk

,

where we define i′p =

{
ip if xip < xjp ,

jp else
and define j′p as satisfying {i′p, j

′
p} = {ip, jp}.

Note that each leading term of these binomials is the initial monomial with respect to
<. Furthermore, these binomials belong to the toric ideal of Pn1,...,nk

, that is, Gn1,...,nk
⊂

IPn1,...,nk
.
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Proposition 3.4. Let the notation be the same as above. Then, Gn1,...,nk
is a Gröbner

basis of IPn1,...,nk
with respect to <.

To show this proposition, we use the following lemma:

Lemma 3.5 ([13, Theorem 3.11]). Let I ⊂ S = k[x1, . . . , xn] be the toric ideal of an
integral polytope and G = {g1, . . . , gs} the set of binomials in I. Fix a monomial order < on
S and let in<(G) be the ideal of S generated by the initial monomials in<(g1), . . . , in<(gs),
that is, in<(G) = ({in<(g) : g ∈ G}). Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) G is a Gröbner basis of I with respect to <.
(ii) For monomials u, v ∈ S, if u /∈ in<(G), v /∈ in<(G) and u 6= v then u− v /∈ I.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. We show that Gn1,...,nk
satisfies the condition (ii) in Lemma 3.5.

Let u be a monomial in T . Then, u can be written by

xa0xe1xe2 · · · xesxi11,...,i1k · · · xit1,...,itk ,

where a ∈ Z≥0, e1, . . . , es ∈ Bd and i1p, . . . , itp ∈ Bnp for each p ∈ [k]. Let Mp =
{e1, . . . , es} ∩ Bnp and Np = |Mp| for p ∈ [k]. Then, if u /∈ in<(Gn1,...,nk

), we can see that:

(a) there exists p ∈ [k] such that Mp = ∅ from (b1);
(b) for each p ∈ [k], we have ei ≤ ilp for any e ∈ Mp and for any l ∈ [t] from (b2);
(c) i1p ≤ i2p ≤ · · · ≤ itp for all p ∈ [k] by permuting xi11,...,i1k , . . . , xit1,...,itk from (b3).

Let φPn1...,nk
(u) = tr11 tr22 · · · trdd tr00 . Now, we may assume that M1 = ∅. Then, we can

see that t = r1 + r2 + · · · + rn1
. Similarly, Np and a can also be represented by ri’s.

Moreover, it follows from (b), (c) that ei and i1p, . . . , itp can be determined uniquely from
r0, . . . , rd. Therefore, we can recover u from tr11 tr22 · · · trdd tr00 . This is equivalent to (ii) in
Lemma 3.5. �

Now, we give the main theorem in this section.

Theorem 3.6. The (0, 1)-polytope Pn1...,nk
has the following properties:

(i) Pn1,...,nk
has IDP.

(ii) k[Pn1,...,nk
] is Gorenstein if and only if n1 = n2 = · · · = nk.

(iii) Cl(k[Pn1,...,nk
]) ∼= Zk−1.

(iv) If k ≥ 3, then k[Pn1,...,nk
] /∈ Orderk−1 for any n1, . . . , nk ∈ Z>0.

Proof. (i) It follows from Proposition 3.4 that the initial ideal of In1,...,nk
is squarefree,

and hence Pn1,...,nk
possesses a regular unimodular triangulation (cf. [13, Theorem 4.17]).

This implies that Pn1,...,nk
is normal. Moreover, ZA(Pn1,...,nk

) coincides with Zd+1 since
{0} ∪ Bd ⊂ Pn1,...,nk

, and hence Pn1,...,nk
has IDP.

(ii) Since k[Pn1,...,nk
] is a normal affine semigroup ring, the canonical module ωk[Pn1,...,nk

]

is isomorphic to the module generated by all monomials whose exponent vector is a lattice

point in
(⋂

e∈Bd
H+((e, 0); 1)

)
∩
(⋂

p∈[k]H
+((fp, 1); 1)

)
. By the parallel translation by

(1, . . . , 1, α) for some integer α, we can see that it is also isomorphic to the module gener-

ated by all monomials whose exponent vector is a lattice point in
(⋂

e∈Bd
H+((e, 0); 0)

)
∩

(⋂
p∈[k]H

+((fp, 1);mp)
)
, where mp = 1− α− (k − 2)np +

∑
q∈[k]\{p} nq.

Thus, if k[Pn1,...,nk
] is Gorenstein, then the equality m1 = · · · = mk = 0 must hold. This

implies n1 = · · · = nk. Conversely, if n1, . . . , nk are equal, then we can see that ωk[Pn1,...,nk
]

is isomorphic to k[Pn1,...,nk
] by setting α = n1 + 1, that is, k[Pn1,...,nk

] is Gorenstein.
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(iii) Let v1, . . . ,vd be vectors in Zd satisfying {v1, . . . ,vd} = Bd and let vd+1 = 0.
Moreover, for i ∈ [d], let Fi be the facet of Pn1,...,nk

defined by H(vi; 0) and let Fd+1 be
the facet of Pn1,...,nk

defined by H(f1; 1). Then, we can see that these sequences satisfy the

statement (∗) and we have kPn1,...,nk
= d + 1. Therefore, we have Cl(k[Pn1,...,nk

]) ∼= Zk−1

from Theorem 2.2.
(iv) Since Gn1,...,nk

is a Gröbner basis, the binomials (b1), (b2) and (b3) generate
IPn1,...,nk

. Consider a minimal generators G′ of IPn1,...,nk
contained these binomials. If

G′ does not contain any binomial xi1xi2 · · · xik − xk−1
0 xi1,...,ik in (b1), then there exists an

expression:

xi1xi2 · · · xik − xk−1
0 xi1,...,ik =

s∑

i=1

αix
wifi,

where αi ∈ Z, xwi is a monomial of the polynomial ring k[xv : v ∈ P ∩ Zd] and fi’s are
binomials in (b2) or (b3) (cf. [13, Lemma 3.7]). However, it is impossible because the
variable xi1,...,ik for some (i1, . . . , ik) ∈ Vn1,...,nk

must appear in the terms of fi. Therefore,

G′ contains xi1xi2 · · · xik − xk−1
0 xi1,...,ik for some i1, . . . , ik. This implies that In1,... cannot

be generated by quadratic binomials.
On the other hand, the toric ideals of Hibi rings are generated by quadratic binomials

([14]). Thus, k[Pn1,...,nk
] is not isomorphic to any Hibi ring. �

Finally, we compute weights of k[Pn1,...,nk
]. Let Fe denote the facet Pn1,...,nk

∩H(e; 0)
for e ∈ Bd and let Fi denote the facet Pn1,...,nk

∩ H(fp; 1) for p ∈ [k]. From (2.2) and
Theorem 3.6 (i), the following elements in F belong to S:

∑

F∈Ψ(Pn1,...,nk
)

〈(ip, 0), cF 〉ǫF = ǫFip
+ (k − 2)ǫFp −

∑

q∈[k]\{p}

ǫFq (3.2)

for each p ∈ [k] and ip ∈ Bnp and

∑

F∈Ψ(Pn1,...,nk
)

〈(0, 1), cF 〉ǫF =
∑

p∈[k]

ǫFp . (3.3)

We consider the map ι : F/S → Zk−1; let ι(ǫFi
) = ei for i ∈ [k − 1], where ei denotes

the i-th unit vector of Zk−1. This induces an isomorophism ι : F/S → Zk−1 and we can
calculate the remaining weight from (3.2) and (3.3):

ι(ǫFk
) = −(e1 + · · · + ek−1);

ι(ǫFip
) = −(k − 1)ep for each p ∈ [k − 1] and any ip ∈ Bnp ;

ι(ǫFik
) = (k − 1)(e1 + · · ·+ ek−1) for any ik ∈ Bnk

.

In particular, we can get the weights of the case k = 3 as follows:

(1, 0), (0, 1), (−1,−1), (−2, 0) × n1, (0,−2) × n2, (2, 2) × n3. (3.4)

4. Answers to the problems

Throughout this section, let P ⊂ Rd be a (0, 1)-polytope. We give complete or partial
answers to Problems 1, 2, 3 and 4 in each case;

(r1) rankP = 0 or 1, (r2) rankP = 2, (r3) rankP ≥ 3.
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4.1. Case (r1). First, we discuss the case rankP = 0, this case is trivial. Notice that
P has rank 0 if and only if P is a simplex. Moreover, it is known that the toric ring of
d-dimensional (0, 1)-simplex is isomorphic to the polynomial ring with d+1 variables over
k (cf. [33, Lemma 3.1.5]).

Clearly, polynomial rings are normal and their divisor class groups are torsionfree.
Moreover, for two (0, 1)-simplices P and P ′, one has k[P ] ∼= k[P ′] if and only if P and
P ′ are combinatorially equivalent (equivalently, they have the same number of vertices).
Therefore, we get the following theorem:

Proposition 4.1. All (0, 1)-polytopes with rank 0 are normal and torsionfree. Moreover,
the following relationship holds:

(0,1)0 = Order0 = {k[x1, . . . , xk] : k ∈ Z>0}.

Furthermore, for two (0, 1)-polytopes P1 and P2 with rankPi = 0, they have the same
combinatorial type if and only if k[P1] ∼= k[P2].

Next, we discuss the case rankP = 1. This case has been investigated in [20] as follows:

Theorem 4.2 ([20, Theorem 3.7]). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) P has rank 1, that is, P has just dimP + 2 facets;
(ii) k[P ] is isomorphic to the Segre product of two polynomial rings k[x1, . . . , xn+1] and

k[y1, . . . , ym+1] for some n,m ∈ Z>0 or its polynomial extension;
(iii) P is normal and Cl(k[P ]) ∼= Z.

Therefore, (0, 1)-polytopes which have rank 1 are normal and torsionfree. Moreover,
the equivalence (i) and (ii) imply that for two (0, 1)-polytopes P and P ′ with rankP =
rankP ′ = 1, one has k[P ] ∼= k[P ′] if and only if P and P ′ are combinatorially equivalent.
Hence, the following theorem holds:

Theorem 4.3. All (0, 1)-polytopes with rank 1 are normal and torsionfree. Moreover, the
following relationship holds:

(0,1)1 = Order1 = {(k[x1, . . . , xn+1]#k[y1, . . . , ym+1])⊗k k[z1, . . . , zl−1] : n,m, l ∈ Z>0}.

Furthermore, for two (0, 1)-polytopes P1 and P2 with rankPi = 1, they have the same
combinatorial type if and only if k[P1] ∼= k[P2].

4.2. Case (r2). By Proposition 2.4, in what follows, we may assume that P is not pyra-
midal.

By Theorem 2.7, we can obtain the standard Gale-diagrams of the dual polytopes of the
order polytopes which have rank 2 and Pn1,n2,n3

. We draw the standard Gale-diagrams as
follows; the dual polytopes of OΠ1

,OΠ2
,OΠ3

,OΠ4
and Pn1,n2,n3

correspond to the standard
Gale-diagrams Gale1,Gale2,Gale3,Gale4 and Gale5, respectively.

Theorem 4.4. The following are equivalent:

(i) The standard Gale-diagram of the dual polytope of P is orthogonally equivalent to
Gale1.

(ii) The toric ring of P is isomorphic to the Segre product of three polynomial rings
over k.

In particular, let P1 and P2 be two (0, 1)-polytopes which have a standard Gale-diagram
Gale1, then P1 and P2 are combinatorially equivalent if and only if k[P1] ∼= k[P2].
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n1

n3n2

Figure 5.

The Gale-diagram Gale1

n1

n2

m2m1

Figure 6.

The Gale-diagram Gale2

n1

m1

n3n2

Figure 7.

The Gale-diagram Gale3

n1

n2

l1

l2
m1

Figure 8.

The Gale-diagram Gale4

n1

1

1

n3

1

n2

Figure 9.

The Gale-diagram Gale5

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) : Since no diameter of the standard Gale-diagram has both endpoints,
the dual polytope of P is simplicial, that is, P is simple. Therefore, P is the product of
just three (0, 1)-simplices from Proposition 2.3, and hence k[P ] is isomorphic to the Segre
product of three polynomial rings.

(ii) ⇒ (i) : It follows from Proposition 2.5 that the Segre product of three polynomial
rings can be realized as the Hibi ring of a poset Π1. Its weights have been already given
in Section 2.2. By Theorem 2.7, we can obtain the standard Gale-diagram of the dual
polytope of P which is orthogonally equivalent to Gale1.

The last statement follows from the equivalence (i) and (ii).
�

Theorem 4.5. The following are equivalent:

(i) The standard Gale-diagram of the dual polytope of P is orthogonally equivalent to
Gale2.
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(ii) The toric ring of P is isomorphic to R1 ⊗k R2, where Ri is the Segre product of
two polynomial rings over k.

In particular, let P1 and P2 be two (0, 1)-polytopes which have a standard Gale-diagram
Gale2, then P1 and P2 are combinatorially equivalent if and only if k[P1] ∼= k[P2].

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) : Since the standard Gale-diagram of the dual polytope of P is orthogo-
nally equivalent to Gale2, P is combinatorially equivalent to OΠ2

. Therefore, there exists
a one-to-one mapping Φ between the set of all faces of OΠ2

and the set of all faces of P
such that Φ is inclusion preserving.

Let u1, . . . ,un denote the vertices of OΠ2
corresponding to the poset ideals of Π2 includ-

ing the element which is comparable with any other element of Π2, and let v1, . . . ,vm de-
note the remaining vertices ofOΠ2

. Notice that any facet F ofOΠ2
contains {u1, . . . ,un} or

{v1, . . . ,vm}, that is, dF (ui) = 0 for all i ∈ [n], or dF (vj) = 0 for all j ∈ [m]. Moreover,
we can see thatO1 = conv({u1, . . . ,un}) andO2 = conv({v1, . . . ,vm}) are (0, 1)-polytopes
with rankO1 = rankO2 = 1.

Let wi = Φ(ui), zj = Φ(vj), Q1 = Φ(O1) = conv({w1, . . . ,wn}) and Q2 = Φ(O2) =
conv({z1, . . . , zm}). We show that k[P ] ∼= k[Q1] ⊗k k[Q2], equivalently, IP = RIQ1

+

RIQ2
, where R = k[xv : v ∈ P ∩ Zd]. Since IP ⊃ RIQ1

and IP ⊃ RIQ2
, we have

IP ⊃ RIQ1
+ RIQ2

. To prove the reverse inclusion, it is enough to show that a binomial
b = xwi1

· · · xwip
xzj1 · · · xzjq − xwh1

· · · xwhs
xzg1 · · · xzgt ∈ IP belongs to RIQ1

+RIQ2
.

In this situation, we have

w′
i1
+ · · ·+w′

ip
+ z′j1 + · · ·+ z′jq = w′

h1
+ · · ·+w′

hs
+ z′g1 + · · ·+ z′gt ,

where for v ∈ Zd, we define v′ = (v, 1).
Since for any F ′ ∈ Ψ(P ), dF ′(wi) = 0 for all i ∈ [n], or dF ′(zj) = 0 for all j ∈ [m], we

can see that 〈
∑

k∈[p]w
′
ik
−

∑
l∈[s]w

′
hl
, cF ′〉 = 0 for all F ′ ∈ Ψ(P ). Indeed, if F ′ contains

wi for all i ∈ [n], then

〈
∑

k∈[p]

w′
ik
−

∑

l∈[s]

w′
hl
, cF ′〉 =

∑

k∈[p]

〈w′
ik
, cF ′〉 −

∑

l∈[s]

〈w′
hl
, cF ′〉

=
∑

k∈[p]

dF ′(wik)−
∑

l∈[s]

dF ′(whl
) = 0.

Moreover, if F ′ contains zj for all j ∈ [m], then

〈
∑

k∈[p]

w′
ik
−

∑

l∈[s]

w′
hl
, cF ′〉 = 〈

∑

k∈[p]

w′
ik
+

∑

k∈[q]

z′jk −
∑

l∈[s]

w′
hl
−

∑

l∈[t]

z′gl , cF ′〉

= 〈0, cF ′〉 = 0.

The homomorphism from ZA(P ) onto S given by v′ 7→
∑

F∈Ψ(P )〈v
′, cF 〉ǫF is an isomor-

phism (cf. [33, Proposition 9.8.17]). Therefore, we have
∑

k∈[p]w
′
ik

−
∑

l∈[s]w
′
hl

= 0.

Similarly, we have
∑

k∈[q] z
′
jk

−
∑

l∈[t] z
′
gl
= 0, and hence

b = xwi1
· · · xwip

(xzj1 · · · xzjq − xzg1 · · · xzgt ) + xzg1 · · · xzgt (xwi1
· · · xwip

− xwh1
· · · xwhs

)

∈ RIQ1
+RIQ2

.

Since Q1 and Q2 have rank 1, it follows from Theorem 4.2 that k[Q1] and k[Q2] are the
Segre products of two polynomial rings, we get desired.
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(ii) ⇒ (i) : By Proposition 2.5 (i) and (ii), k[P ] can be realized as the Hibi ring of a
poset Π2. From its weights given in Section 2.2 and Theorem 2.7, we can see that the
standard Gale-diagram of the dual polytope of P is orthogonally equivalent to Gale2.

The last statement follows from the equivalence (i) and (ii). �

These theorems do not give a complete answer to our problems. We are left with the
following questions:

Question 1. For any (0, 1)-polytope P with rankP = 2, is k[P ] isomorphic to a Hibi
ring or k[Pn1,n2,n3

] for some n1, n2, n3 ∈ Z>0? In other words, does the relationship
(0,1)2 = Order2 ⊔ {k[Pn1,n2,n3

] : n1, n2, n3 ∈ Z>0} hold?

Question 2. For any (0, 1)-polytope P with rankP = 2, is the standard Gale-diagram of
the dual polytope of P orthogonally equivalent to one of the Galei’s? Also, let P and P ′

be two (0, 1)-polytopes whose dual polytopes have the standard Gale-diagrams Gale3, Gale4
or Gale5, then does the combinatorial equivalence of P and P ′ imply the isomorphism of
their toric rings?

If Question 1 has a positive answer, then all (0, 1)-polytopes with rank 2 are normal and
torsionfree.

4.3. Case (r3). Finally, we discuss the normality, torsionfreeness and classification in the
case rankP ≥ 3. In fact, unlike the previous cases, these properties are not guaranteed.

Proposition 4.6. For any positive integer r ≥ 3, there exists a non-normal (0, 1)-polytope
P with rankP = r.

Proof. Let

Q1 = conv({(0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0, 0), (1, 0, 1, 0), (0, 1, 1, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1), (1, 1, 1, 1)}).

Then, we can see that Q1 has rank 3 and is not normal. Indeed, we can check that
dimQ1 = 4 and Q1 has 8 facets by using Magma ([4]), thus rankQ1 = 3. Moreover, one
has (1, 1, 1, 0, 2) ∈ ZA(Q1) ∩ R≥0A(Q1) while (1, 1, 1, 0, 2) /∈ Z≥0A(Q1).

Furthermore, Q1 × [0, 1]r−3, where [0, 1]d denotes the d dimensional unit cube, is also a
non-normal (0, 1)-polytope and its rank is equal to r. �

Proposition 4.7. For any positive integer r ≥ 3, there exists a non-torsionfree normal
(0, 1)-polytope P with rankP = r.

Proof. Let

Q2 = conv({(0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0, 1), (0, 0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1, 0), (1, 1, 1, 1)}).

Then, we can see that Q2 has rank 3 and is normal but not torsionfree. Indeed, we can
see that ZA(Q2) = Z5 and Q2 has IDP by using Magma, so Q2 is normal. Moreover, we
can compute MQ2

and its Smith normal form as follows:

MQ2
=




1 0 2 0 0 0
1 0 0 2 0 0
1 0 0 0 2 0
1 0 0 0 0 2
0 1 2 0 0 0
0 1 0 2 0 0
0 1 0 0 2 0
0 1 0 0 0 2




−→




1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0




.
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Therefore, we have Cl(k[Q2]) ∼= Z3 ⊕ (Z/2Z)3.
Moreover, P := Q2 × [0, 1]r−3 is also a normal (0, 1)-polytope and its rank is equal to

r. We can calculate MP and its Smith normal form as follows:

MP =

(
MQ2

· · · MQ2

Ar−3

)
−→




1
. . .

1
2

2




,

where we define A1 =

(
1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1

)
and

An =




An−1 An−1

1 · · · 1 0 · · · 0
0 · · · 0 1 · · · 1




for n ≥ 2. Therefore, we obtain Cl(k[P ]) ∼= Zr ⊕ (Z/2Z)2. �

It seems so hopeless to classify the isomorphism classes in this case because even in
the case of the Hibi ring, it is difficult to give a complete classification. In addition, the
method using Gale-diagrams is no longer useful. In fact, there exist two (0, 1)-polytopes
which have the same combinatorial type such that their toric rings are not isomorphic to
each other.

Proposition 4.8. For any positive integer r ≥ 3, there exist two (0, 1)-polytopes P and
P ′ with the same combinatorial type and rankP = rankP ′ = r such that their toric rings
are not isomorphic to each other.

Proof. Actually, Q1 and Q2 appearing in Propositions 4.6 and 4.7 satisfy those conditions.
Magma confirms that these are combinatorially equivalent. On the other hand, k[Q2] is
normal, but k[Q1] is not. Therefore, these are not isomorphic.

The same holds for Q1 × [0, 1]r−3 and Q2 × [0, 1]r−3. �
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