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1 Introduction

A large literature has been devoted to studying the f and h polynomials of convex poly-
topes. Given an m-dimensional polytope P, we define its f-vector f(P) := (fo, f1,...,fn)
where f; is the number of i-dimensional faces of P. Encoding this vector in a polyno-
mial fo + fit + f,t> + -+ + f.t™, we can define the h-vector h(P) = (hy,...,h,) via
ho+hit+ -+ hyt" = fo+fi(t—1) +f2(t = 1)+ - + f(t — 1)™. In the case of a
simple polytope P, h(P) is nonnegative symmetric, unimodal, and can be interpreted as the
rational cohomology group of an associated toric variety X(P).

However, when P is not simple, the h-vector is more mysterious and encodes less infor-
mation about the polytope. In search of a similar quantity, we more closely examine the
poset structure of the polytope. One such invariant is the cd-index, which is a noncommu-
tative polynomial in variables ¢ and d that encodes the flag f-vector of an Eulerian poset.
We are are interested in studying these invariants in the case of weight polytopes. Given
(W, S) a finite reflection group with generating set S acting on R™ and a vector A € R™, the
weight polytope P, is the convex hull of the W-orbit of A. Let J(A) ={s € S : s(A) = A} be
the generators that fix A. In [3], Renner uses monoid methods to describe the facial structure
of Py in terms of J(A) and (W,S) when W is a Weyl group. He also gave a complete clas-
sification of simple weight polytopes for each irreducible Dynkin diagram. Using Renner’s
work, Golubitsky compiled generating functions of the f-polynomials for two families of type
A simple weight polytopes.

In this paper, we extend Golubitsky’s work to find generating functions for all possible
infinite families of simple weight polytopes from irreducible Dynkin diagrams. Along the
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way, we also derive a generating function for the f-polynomials of hypersimplices. We then
focus on the nonsimple polytopes. We first detail the results of Maxwell[2], and show that
Renner’s result holds for arbitrary finite reflection groups. We then use Maxwell to derive
a generating function of the cd-index of hypersimplices A(n, k). As a corollary, we recover
the cd-index for simplices from Stanley [5].

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will give some preliminary knowledge and define some terminologies. We
assume the readers are familiar with the definition of polytopes and (graded) posets/lattices.

2.1 Polytopes

A r-dimensional polytope is the convex hull of a finite number of points in R" that spans the
space. On the boundary of the polytope, there lies objects called faces of a polytope. A face
is the intersection of the polytope with an arbitrary hyperplane that does not intersect the
interior of the polytope. A face is a polytope itself. A j-dimensional face is called a j-face
(i.e. a vertex is a O-face, and the polytope itself is a r-face).

For a polytope P, define the f-vector f(P) := (fo,...,f;) where f; is the number of i-
dimensional faces of P. Define its f-polynomial as:

T
fp(t) = Z tdim(Z) == Z fiti.
face LCP i=0

The h-polynomial is:
Re(t) = fo(t—1) = ) fi(t—1)"
i=0

If we expand hp(t) = Y I, hit', then h(P) := (hy,...,h,) is the h-vector of polytope P.
Example 2.1.1. A cube has f-vector (8,12,6,1) and h-vector (1,3,3,1).

A r-dimensional polytope is called a simple polytope if and only if each vertex has
exactly 1 incident edges. For example, a cube is a simple polytope. A simple polytope has
extremely nice structure, which is encoded in its symmetric h-vector.

Theorem 2.1.2. (Dehn-Sommerville equation) For a v-dimensional simple polytope P, de-

note its h-vector h(P) := (hg,..., h). Then for any i, h; = h,_;.

2.2 Face Lattice and cd-index

Given a polytope P with dimension 1, define the face lattice of P as L = {faces of P}U{@, T}
ordered by inclusion of faces. It’s known that L is a finitely graded lattice of rank r+ 1 with



0and T.
We use the terminology of posets from [5]. Let p denote the rank function of L, where
p(0)=0and p(T) =7+1. Let S C [n] ={1,2,...,n}. The rank-selected poset Lg of L is

Ls = {x € Lp(x) € S;uU{0, 1.

Define the flag f-vector «(S) = «;(S) as the number of maximal chains in Ls. Based on
that, define the flag h-vector 3(S) = B.(S) as

or,

=> B(T)

TCS

Now, we want to encode all flag h-vector into one polynomial. Consider the free algebra
ring C[a, b] where a and b are non-commutative. Given set S C [n], define its characteristic
monomial as Us = UpW,_1 - - - Wy, Where

a, ifi¢$
w =
b, ifics.

For example, if n =5 and S ={2,5}, then us = baaba. Now we define

®p(a,b) = Di(a,b ZB Jus, Ye(a,b) =Yi(a,b) =) «(S)u

SCln]

The polynomial ¢p is called the ab-index of polytope P. We have a simple relation between
(Dp and Yp:
TL(a)b) :®P(a+b»b)) (DP(a>b) :YP(a_b)b)-

One amazing result is from [4, Theorem 6.1]

Theorem 2.2.1. For any polytope P, there exists a polynomial Wp(c, d) in the non-commuting
variables ¢ and d such that

q)p((l,b) :‘Pp(a—l—b, ab +b(1)

Wr(c, d) is also called the cd-index of polytope P.

2.3 Finite Coxeter Group

In order to discuss the Maxwell’s results in depth, we need to know about Coxeter groups
and their properties. We now define these.



Definition 2.3.1. A Coxeter presentation for a group W is of the form
W= <S1)°")Sn ’ Siz =€, (Sisj)mij = >

for some my; € {2,3,4,...}U{co}. In such case, W is called a Coxeter Group. If W is finite,
then W is called a Finite Coxeter Group. S = {si,s3,...,s,} is called the Generating
Set of W.

One way to view a Coxeter group that will be useful later on is the following

Definition 2.3.2. Given a Coxeter presentation (W,S), we can encapsulate it in the Cox-
eter Diagram, denoted I'(W), a graph with V =S and if my; = 3, s; and s; are connected
with no label and if my; > 3, s; and s; are connected with label my;.

From now on, we work with a Coxeter Group W with generating set S.

Definition 2.3.3. For any set X C S, define Wx = (X) as the subgroup generated by
elements in X. Specifically, W = Ws. First, define Xt to be the largest subset X1 C X such
that no connected component of Xt on the Coxeter diagram lies entirely in T. Define the set
X+ C S as the set of those s € S which commute with every element of X. We also define

X* = XT U (XT)J‘.

Definition 2.3.4. For any w € W, define the length of w, or len(w), as the minimal integer
such that w can be decomposed into the product of len(w) elements in S.

Proposition 2.3.5. For any w € W, if W = $1S3 - - Sien(w), then the set {s1,2,. .., Sien(w)}
1s independent of the choice of such decomposition. We denote that set as S,,.
Proposition 2.3.6. For anyw € W and X C W,

Proposition 2.3.7. For anyw € W and s € S, if w commutes with s, then either s € S,,
ors € Sy

Proposition 2.3.8. For any X, Y C S and a € W, double coset WxaWy contains a unique
element w of minimal length. When w = a, we say a is (X,Y)-reduced.

Theorem 2.3.9. Finite Cozeter Groups W are reflection groups.

We can thus think of any Coxeter group as acting on a Euclidean space, so we can
consider the orbits of vectors under these groups.

Definition 2.3.10. For T C S, define the shadow poset L(W, T) = {gWxWr|g € W, X C S}
ordered by inclusion.

Theorem 2.3.11 ([2], Theorem 5.11). L(W, T) is isomorphic to the face lattice of the poly-
tope Py, where T C S such that Wt is the stabilizer of A.

In order to actually understand the poset, we emphasize the following results of Maxwell
Proposition 2.3.12 ([2], Proposition 2.2). We have gWxWt C hWyWr iff X1 C Y1 and
Sw C XT, where w is the (X,Y)-reduction of g—'h
Proposition 2.3.13 ([2], Corollary 2.3). We have gWxWr = hWWyWr iff Xy = Y1 (so that
Xt = Y*) and QWX* = hWY* .



2.4 Coxeter Invariant Polytopes

Given a finite Coxeter system (W, S), we know from the previous that it can be thought of
as a finite reflection group in some Euclidean R™.

Definition 2.4.1. Given A € R", we define the weight polytope P, to be the convex hull
of {w-A|w e W}

Definition 2.4.2. If A is chosen so that Py is a simple polytope, we call J(A) combinato-
rially smooth.

For a simple polytope, the h-vector encodes a tremendous amount of geometric infor-
mation about P,. In order to derive generating functions for their f-polynomials, we need a
theorem of Renner, which gives the facial structure of a weight polytope P, in terms of the
Weyl group (W, S) and J(A) ={s € S| s(A) = A}

Theorem 2.4.3 (Renner, [3] Corollary 1.3). Let W be a Weyl group and let v: W — GL(V)
be the usual reflection representation of W. Let € C V be the rational Weyl chamber and let
A€ C. Then

e Py has exactly one W orbit of faces for each 1 C S such that no connected component
of 1 lies entirely in J(A). The collection of all such 1 is S(A).

e This W-orbit is represented by a face Fy whose relative interior intersects C and has
parabolic subgroup Wi = (s)e1 stabilizing Fy, but acting nontrivially on Fy.

o The W-stabilizer of F; is Wy where I* =1 U{s € J(A) : st =ts, Vt € I}.

Remark 2.4.4. Renner’s result is stated for Weyl groups, not all finite reflection groups.
Our calculations of generating functions for f-vectors in Section 3 only uses Weyl groups,
but more generally the structural result holds for all finite reflection groups. See Section J
for details about this.

This theorem is the primary method of deriving generating functions. More specifically,
the above statement about stabilizers implies the W-orbit of F; for I € S(A) in Py has the
coset structure W/Wp.. We then have

Corollary 2.4.5.

W
fi(PA) = Wol
eSO, I=i '
and
W]
)= 2w |t“‘
respy



3 Results on Simple Polytopes

In this section, we derive generating function expressions for new cases of simple polytopes.
Renner’s classification result gives the exact cases for simple weight polytopes arising from
irreducible Dynkin diagrams:

Theorem 3.0.1 ([3], Corollary 3.5). For the infinite families Ay, By, Dy, the subsets {] C
S | ] is combinatorially smooth} are the following

1. A,
(a) J=10
(b) J={s1y...,si}, T<i<mn
(c) J={sjy...,sn}, 1 <j<m.
(d) JT={s1,...,Si,8jy..,sn}, 1 <1, 1<j =3, andj <n.

2. Bn
(a) J=0
(b) J={s1,...,sd 1<i<n
(C)I:{sn}
(d) J={s1y...ys,8n}, 1 <1, 1<n—3
3. Dy
(a) J=10
(b) J={s1y...,s1}, 1 <i<n-—1
(C)I:{Sn—1}
(d) ] ={sn}

(6) I:{Sl ---)Siasn71}; i Sn_4
(f) I:{sl °°')Si)sn}; 1§ n—4
Here we use the convention that for type B/D, the fork and doubled edge are on the

right. In [1], Golubitsky derives the following generating functions for the weight polytopes
of type A, in the case that J(A) =0 and J(A) ={1,...,k}

Theorem 3.0.2 (Golubitsky). For A,, denote the f-polynomial as F(t) for ] =0 and Fpx(t)
for ] ={1,...,k}. Then we have the generating functions

n+1 tx
ZF"(t)'(XJrU':tL—]tX
= n ! e
and +1, .k y txy 1
x" My ex e™ —t —
Frx(t) - = . —_— ] =1
n>Zk>o k() m+1)1 y—1 (y+t+1—et’<)



Renner’s classification implies that there is one more type A class of simple polytopes.
We find a generating function for f-polynomial of these simple polytopes.

Theorem 3.0.3. Let F, qp(t) be the f-polynomial associate to the type-A, polytope with
JA) ={1,...,a,...,n—=b+1,...n}. Then we have the generating function

n+l,,a~,b Ny B XZ)
Z ZFn,a,b(t)'X v <X+(Xy eV +1)(xz —e¥)

I 42
a,6>0 n>a+b (m+1! Yy —y y
Xz __ + _ olt+l)xz ty+(t+1)e(xv) —g—el(t+1)xy) ()
(tz+ (t+T)e*—t—e ) ( (e 1)s e
_|_
tly—1)z
e(xy+xz) (Ze(txy) _ ye(txz)) e(xg+xz,]
+ +
ty tly—z)y

To prove this fact, we will rely on this incredibly useful recurrence.
Proposition 3.0.4. We have the recurrence of f-polynomials as

n+1\ (t+1)T —t—1
b+1 t

Fn,a,b (t) - Fn,a,b—l (t) - Fn—b—],a,O(t) : (

Proof. Label the vertices of the Dynkin diagram [1],...,[n]. Let Sgpn be the permissible
subsets such that no connected components lies in | = {1,...,a,n—b+ 1,...,n}. Then
Sapn C Sab-1n, so it suffices to find the discrepancy between these two sets. The elements of
Sao-1,n \Sapn are subsets T such that [n—b] ¢ T but n—b+1],[n—b+2],...,In—b+kl €T
such 1 <k <'b, and these are the only elements larger than n —b in T. The first n —b — 1
vertices are free to choose. Using Corollary 2.3.5, for fixed k we can write the f-polynomial

as Fn_p_1,q0(t) - t°- EEE)%: . (k+1)!](bfk)!’ so summing over all n yields
b
n+1\/b+1 n+1\ t+1D)"*"—(b+1)t—1
Frb_1.a0(t) - ) =f v 1a0- i
b-tao(t) (;(bﬂ)(kH) > ohal (b+1> t

Meanwhile, we also need to consider cases in Sqp—1n Where the coefficient from Corollary
2.3.5 changes. Note that |I| and |W/| are unchanged, but the set I* changes depending on
whether | ={1,...,a,n—b+2,...,ntor ] ={1,...,an—Db+ 1,...,n}. The elements
such that the coefficient changes are those where [n — b + 1] commutes with T, which are
subsets where the last [n —b],[n—b+1],...,[n] are not in the set. In one case, there is an
extra element s such that st = ts for all t € T, so |[W}+| should be multiplied by b+ 1. We
can write the difference between the two f-polynomials of these cases as

(m+1)! m+1DY\ n—+1
Fuoaolt) (e~ ogyter ) = Footeolth (5 1) (= (0 1)




Combining all these terms yields

n+1\ t+1)°T—(b+1)t—1 n+1
Fn,a)b (t) = Fn,a,b—] (t) - Fn—b—],a,O(t) : ( ) : ( ) ( ) - Fn b—1 aO( ) : ( ) b

b+1 t b+1
n+1\ (t+1)°"" —t—1
:Fnaft_anfat' '
a0 = Fasraa(0- (1) :

O

Note that this sum includes cases where n = a + b + 1, which are actually nonsimple.
The reason for this is that it significantly simplifies our recursion.
In order to prove this, we need to understand a preliminary result about hypersimplices:

Proposition 3.0.5.

ZF yz _ i (zety—yetz+y—z>
a+b+1, ab a+ b + 2) tyl(y — Z)

a,b>0

Proof. Note that subsets that have no connected component in J(A) subsets T that are
connected components of the graph and have [a + 1] € T. Let the endpoints of T be

[w+ 1], [In—v]. Then Wy =ulvli(n—u—v+ 1) and |W| = (n+ 1)!, so that
(a+b+2)!
Farvenap(t) = ) IR ]
u,v>0,w>1
utv+w=n+1

Summing over all possible a, b yields

a.b

yz (a+b+2)! 4 yz
Fa a, - t
D Farvtan [CEES 2 X whviw! (a+b+2)!

a,b>0 a,b>0 u,v>0,w>1
u<a,v<b
ut+v+w=a+b+2

tw—]

=2 )

a,b>0 u,v>0,w>1
u<a,v<b
ut+v+w=a+b+2

Z Z tT‘-‘rS-‘r]y Z TZS
N ulv! r+s+2)'y

1,s>0u,v>0

Z U U Zstr+s+1

uv>0 > T TSt 2)
_ y-z’ ! - Kk
—Zum' Z CEPAk

u,v>0 T,5>0 r+s—n

1 n—H n+1
T ( Z\,,Znﬂ YT =2
u>0 v>0



eytz tn+2 n+2 tn+2 n+2
=z} Yy Yy vE -
tyz(y — z) = (n+2)! = (n+2)!

= e (z(e¥ —ty —1) —y(e* —tz—1))
tyz(y —z)
__ e (ze" —z —ye® +y)
tyz(y —z)
as desired. O

Proof of Theorem 3.0.3. Using the the recurrence from Proposition 3.0.3, when summing
over all x,y,z we get a nice recurrence which only depends on the ability to calculate the
sum in Proposition 3.0.5 and Golubitsky’s formula for J(A) = {1,...,k}. Solving for our
generating function yields the desired formula. O]

We obtain similar generating functions for the simple polytope cases of B,,, according to
Renner’s classification:

Theorem 3.0.6. In B, denote the f-polynomial as Fn(t) when ] =0, and as Fx(t) when
] ={1,...,k} Then we have the generating functions

Z Fn(t) ’ ﬁ te”

l: _ZtX_
= nl t+1-—e

D Fuklt) LA N QIS L et (2 — (4 1) e2Y 1t — ty)
n, n! (t T 1— GZtX)y

n>k>0 y—1
We use the following lemma, similar to Lemma 3.0.4

Lemma 3.0.7. Define Hy =) Fn‘k(t)"n then

nl

Foxe1 —Fux=F klo-Zk“( n >.(t+1)k+]_(t+”

k+1 t

K 2 [ DT — (1)
it — Hie = (£ 4+ 2)*= 4 (Ho+ 1) - . .
k=1 = (t+ )k!+( o+ 1) +1)! n

Theorem 3.0.8. In B,,, denote the f-polynomial as F,(t) when ] ={n}, and as Fnx(t) when
J={1,...,k,n}. Then we have the generating functions

x™ te™ — (t+ 1)tx
th)'ﬁ_ trl e

n>1



Z Fo(t) xmHyk _ 1 (xy+(y N (t+1)e@w) B o2 (t+1)xy) B ]) ((t+ itx — te®
n—2>k>0 b m+1)! y>—y t t t— el 11

((t+Dxy + 1 +1)ev) — w _ e((t+2)xy)>
y
We actually end up having the same recurrence as in the case with no {n} C J, the only
difference being the initial conditions.

Lemma 3.0.9. Define Hy =3 _ ., ., Fn‘k(t)%, then
n 4+ —(t+1)
k+1 t

Xk+1 2k+1xk+1 (t_|_1)k+1 _ (t—l—”
oy T ety T !

_ k+1
Fn,k—] - Fn,k - Fn—k—l,O -2 (

Hi—1 — Hi = B
where

K+1
it (t) = =25(k + 1) (t + 1) + 2 MU% + (t+2)F =2,

4 Maxwell implies Renner

This section provides a complete proof of Renner’s result about the facial structure of weight
polytopes. First, we prove the following fact

Proposition 4.0.1. Let (g, X, T) < (h, Y, T) under the Mazwell poset. Say a face (g’ X', T)
is X-type if X7 = Xt. Then, a X-type face is inside a Y-type face iff Xv C Y1, and the number
of X-type face inside a fived Y-type face is
Wyl
Wi | - [Wyex

Proof. By 2.3.12, we have that gWxW; € hWyWs iff Xy € Y7 and S,, € X*t. In other
words, w € WxWy.Wy. WLOG, by writing h™'gWxWs € WyW5 we can assume that
h = 1. Therefore, the number of possible orbits is the size [WxWy. Wy|. By definition of X+,
Wx Wy = Wy Wy commute, so this size is actually [WxWxWy| = [Wy1 Wy| since X C Y.
By 2.3.13, the stability consists of all elements such that h™'gWx. = Wx~, which implies
g '"h € Wx.. So the size of the stabilizer is [Wx-|. We thus have that the number of faces is
the number equality modulo the stabilizer, which is

WEWAL _ Wi WAL (WA
|Wxi| |WximY| |WXimY|

10

)



Note that if Y = S, then we just get the formula V\\/I‘Xi—l = \Vle)\:‘*I’

derived from Renner’s theorem. We are now in a p081t10n to prove Renner’s theorem.

which the formula

proof of 2.4.3. We have a natural action of W on L(W,T) via w(hWxWs) — whWyxWr.
Fixing T = J(A), note that the subsets that have no connected component lying entirely in
J are precisely the sets X such that X; = X. Given subsets K,L C S, if K; # L then 2.3.13
implies they cannot be in the same orbit. Alternatively, if K; = Lj then we claim any two
sets gWxW) and hWi W, are in the same W-orbit. This statement boils down to the fact
that WxW; = W Wj, which is true by 2.3.13.
For the second statement we consider the face WiWj where Iy = I. Through Maxwell’s
bijection, one fundamental chamber corresponds to elements (id, X) = WxWj;. Therefore,
taking X = | gives the desired face. Note then that W; acts on WiWj, but non trivially as
the action of a nontrivial group on itself permutes the elements.
The third statement about the stabilizer follows immediately from setting Y = S in 2.3.13.
O

5 The nonsimple case: flag-f vectors and ab-index

We now turn to the case of nonsimple weight polytopes. We wish to find generating functions
for the ab and cd-indices, as these carry more information about the polytope than the f
and h-polynomials.

5.1 Hyper-simplices

Definition 5.1.1. For integers n,k where n > k > 1, the (n,k)-hypersimplex, denoted
A(n, k), is the convex hull of the S, orbit of (1,1,...,1,0,0,...,0) where there are k 1’s
and n —k 0’s.

Note that k = 1 yields the normal n-dimensional simplices. When looking at the A, _;
diagram, these are the weight polytopes where J(A) = S\ {sy}, where we have included all the
generators except for the kth element. By Renner’s classification of combinatorially smooth
J(A) for the type A Dynkin diagram, A(n, k) is nonsimple unless k = 1, n. Recall in Section 3
that in finding a generating function for the last simple case, we actually found a generating
function for the f-polynomial for A(n,k). But instead, we would like to have a generating
function for cd-index. For the sake of notational convenience, we define

(a— N k
D(x) i= ———— ¢ Z b 1X

k=1

We now give our generating function for the ab-index of the hypersimplex

11



Theorem 5.1.2. Let @, x(a,b) denote the ab-index of the hypersimplex A(n, k). Then we
have the generating function

5 @nalayb) o = (1-Dly +1) ) (DIDIb+ L (D) —yD(1)
n>k>1 ' Y

Proof. we have the following simple recurrence for Yp:

This recurrence comes from the fact that Yp is a sum over all possible chains that doesn’t
contain 0 or 1 in P. Now, we group all chains according to the highest-ranked element. We
say it is x. Then, the sum of all chams in this group is the same as Yj,, which gives us the

recurrence formula. The coefficient a?®~Tb means x is being there while all higher-ranked
elements are absent. The constant term comes from the unique empty chain.

To derive a similar recurrence for the ab-index, replace a with a — b and we have
q)P — @641\ — Z (a — b)p(xj\)_1b®6x _|_ (a _ b)p(aj\)_]
O<x<T
According to Maxwell’s Theorem, when P = L(n, k), all sub-lattices [6, x] are isomorphic

to the face lattice of some hyper-simplices as well, and the number of x € P such that
[O,X] = (DL(n’,k’) is equal to

m+1)!
M +Dk—=Kk)Nn-—n'+k'—k)!’

If we plug in this fact into the recurrence for q)n,k(ﬁfﬂ—)!, then in the recurrence expansion,
the coefficient of (Dn/yk/?JrL] will be
(a o b)k—k’yk—k’ (a o b)n—n’+k’—k »
(k—k)! (n—n’+k’—k)! (a=b)7b.

Therefore, if we define F = ankz1 O (c, d) SR NE

is true be comparing coefficients (the first term comes from the the analysis above, the second
term comes from the terms that looks like atb and rhe last term comes from terms that look
like a'):

( _b)P p ( _b)q B ( _b)n%b k
- [(ZGP—'H> (Z a >_1] (@-00 P+ 3 Mk

q>0 n>k>1

then we can show the following equation




which concludes our proof. O]

Note that since a,b do not commute, it is crucial to write the fraction with an inverse
on the left. As a corollary, we derive a nice generating function for the normal simplices, is:

Corollary 5.1.3. Let ®(n)(a,b) denote the element ab-index of the n-dimensional simplex.
Then we have the generating function

5 D~ (1-p(1p) " D(1)

n>1

This result is essentially the same formula as [5] Corollary 1.4.

6 cd-index

Given our formula for the generating function for the ab-index, one might hope we can
rewrite the generating function as a cd-index. The closest we can get to this task is to write
the generating function in terms of

1 e . X2 > . x3
c(x) :=cosh((a—Db)x) = s (e ¥+ el =) (a—1)? =) (¢?—2d)—
'=3 )= 2 (a=b)5y = 2 2!
and
sinh((a—b)x) elebx __glb—ax 2 2% X2+ = o xAT!
= = = — _— = —2 L —
s(x) a—b 2(a—b) j_ZO(a R ;O(C VG

which are clearly functions of ¢,d. Denote these functions as c(x), s(x), respectively. We
then have

Theorem 6.0.1.

y* a (cly+D—cly)—c(1) +1
nzzwwn,k(c,d)mm!=(1—s(y+1)-c+c(y+m‘-( o) .
~sty+ 1)+ 0 sty) - s0))

First Proof. First we "multiply” numerator and denominator by z := 1 + e®=9WU+1)  That
is, we have the equality

1

(z(1=D(y+1)-b))" - 2(D(y)D(1)b + g1 (D(y) —yD(1)))
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Now it suffices to write this numerator and denominator in terms of ¢, d, c(x), s(x). First,

(1 4+ e (1 ZD(y +1) - b) = 1 — (el 1) _ 7). 2 4 glo-alyst) _ (1 _ go-aluny . D
a—b a—b>b
b

—1— (e(a—b)(yH) . _ e(b—a)(y+1)) — elb—ad)y+1)
a—>b

=1—s(y+1)-2b+cly+1)—sy+1)-(a—D>b)

=1—-s(y+1)-c+cly+1)

Now, for the numerator we have

(1-+ ¢ ) D)D) + — (Dly) ~yDI1)

=(1+ e(b—a)(yH))(e(a—b)(yH) — ela=bly _ ola=b) +1)(a— b)_zb

+(14+ eV ((y =1 (a—b)) (e =14y —ye* ™)

— (e(a—b)(y+11 41— elably _ plb—a) _ pla=b) _ olb—aly 4 1 | e(b—a)(y+1))(a _ b)_zb

+(1+e® ) /(a=Db) + ((y—N(a—1b)) (el ™Y +e" ¢ —ye® ® —yel® W)
=(cly+1)-2b—c(y)-2b—c(1)-2b+2b+a—b+(a—Dblcly+1))(a—b)?—s(y+1)

+((y—N(a—Db))" <y2i(€(ab)y — elbmay) _ 1%(emb)y + eb-aly)
_yi (a=b) _ S(b—a)y y— 1 (a—b) (b—a)
> (e € ) 3 (e +e )

1 1
2 LAY U sty) — s()) — sly -+ 1)
:c(y+1)—c(y)—c(1)+1

c2—2d

=(cly+1)-c—(cly)+c(1)-2b+c)(a—Db)

y+1

-C—S(y+1)+y_1(8(y)—5(1))

The result thus follows.
O

Second Proof. This result can also be derived directly from Stanley’s recurrence function for
cd-indices. In [5] Theorem 1.1, we have

a . 2(c2—2d)" if p(0,T) =2k —1
2Yp =25 = Z (CZ_Zd)J 1c\l’6x+ Z (CZ_Zd))‘P@X—F{O . p(@:ﬁ\) — 9k

0<x<T 0<x<T

p(X,]):2]—1 p(X,])ZZ]

According to Maxwell’s Theorem, when P = L(n, k), all sub-lattices [6, x] are isomorphic

to the face lattice of some hyper-simplices as well, and the number of x € P such that
[0,x] = L(n’,k’) is equal to

(n+1)!
M +Dk—=Kk)Nn—n/+k" —k)!’
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Therefore, if we define F =} -, Wnk(c,d) 5l o then

2F = (cosh(y)sinh(1) + sinh(y)cosh(1))c - F
— (sinh(y)sinh(1)(c? — 2d) + cosh(y)cosh(1) — 1) - F
+ (cosh(y)cosh(1)(c* — 2d) + sinh(y)sinh(1))c
— (cosh(y)sinh(1) 4 sinh(y)cosh(1))(c* — 2d) +

where

which further reduces to the form in Theorem 6.0.1.

7 Future Directions

Here are some ideas for future work:

e [4] and [5] discuss a correspondence between the ab-index of ordinary simplices and
simsun permutations, a special kind of alternating permutation. We attempted to find a
correspondence between pairs of simsun permutations and ab-indices of hypersimplices,
but were unable to do so. Exploring more in this direction could be interesting.

e Find the generating functions for f-polynomials of type D, although we may do this
later.

o We wrote a much faster program for determining the f-polynomials and cd-index with-
out drawing a polytope. From here we can actually calculate all possible f-polynomials
and cd-indices for the exceptional Coxeter groups. Expect such data in a later edition
of the report.
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