arXiv:1512.06699v1 [math.GT] 21 Dec 2015

The Grothendieck group of polytopes and norms

Jae Choon Cha, Stefan Friedl, and Florian Funke

Abstract. Polytopes in R^n with integral vertices form a monoid under the Minkowski sum, and the Grothendieck construction gives rise to a group. We show that every symmetric polytope is a norm in this group for every n.

1. Introduction

In this paper we define a polytope in R^n to be the convex hull of a finite subset of R^n . If the finite subset lies in the lattice Z^n in R^n , then we say that the polytope is integral.

We denote by P(n) the set of all integral polytopes in R^n . Given two polytopes P and Q in R^n , the Minkowski sum of P and Q is defined to be the polytope P + Q := {p + q | p ∈ P and q ∈ Q}. Under the Minkowski sum P(n) becomes an abelian monoid, where the identity element is the polytope consisting of the origin. We denote by G(n) the Grothendieck group of the monoid P(n). (See Section 2.1 for details.)

We introduce a few more definitions:

(1) The mirror image of a polytope P is P := {−x | x ∈ P}.

(2) A polytope P is symmetric if P = P. Symmetric polytopes form a submonoid P^{sym}(n) ⊂ P(n) and a subgroup G^{sym}(n) ⊂ G(n).

(3) An (integral) polytope P is an (integral) norm if there exists an (integral) polytope Q such that P = Q + Q. (What we call norms are often referred to as difference bodies, but in light of Section 2.2 we prefer the non-standard name of a norm.) Integral norms form a submonoid P^{norm}(n) ⊂ P(n) and they generate a subgroup G^{norm}(n) ⊂ G(n).

Clearly a polytope that is a norm is also symmetric. In the real setting the converse holds. More precisely, any symmetric polytope P can be written as

P =^1_2 P +^1_2 P =^1_2 P +^1_2 P.

This shows that symmetric polytopes are also norms.

In the remainder of the paper we study only integral polytopes and integral norms. Since any integral norm is symmetric it follows that P^{norm}(n) ⊂ P^{sym}(n) and G^{norm}(n) ⊂ G^{sym}(n) for any n. We address the question whether all symmetric integral polytopes are integral norms. The question arises naturally on its own, and in addition, there is a motivation from the study of group rings and low dimensional topology. See Section 2.2 for a related discussion.

Every one-dimensional symmetric integral polytope P is of the form P = [−x, x] for some x ∈ Z_{≥0}. It can be written as P = Q + Q where Q = [0, x]. This shows that every one-dimensional symmetric integral polytope is in fact an integral norm. Thus P^{norm}(1) = P^{sym}(1) and G^{norm}(1) = G^{sym}(1). 1

The situation is more subtle in dimension two and higher. First of all we have the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 1.1. For any n ≥ 2 we have P^{sym}(n) ≠ P^{norm}(n).

Our main result is, that at least to our surprise, the situation is very different if one considers the Grothendieck group. More precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. For any n we have G^{sym}(n) = G^{norm}(n).

Acknowledgments

The first author was supported by NRF grants 2013067043 and 2013053914. The second author was supported by the SFB 1085 ‘Higher invariants’, funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG). The third author was supported by the GRK 1150 ‘Homotopy and Cohomology’ funded by the DFG, the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics, and the Deutsche Telekom Stiftung. We wish to thank Matthias Nagel for helpful conversations.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The polytope group

Let n ∈ N. It is straightforward to show that the monoid P(n) of integral polytopes has the cancellation property, i.e. for polytopes P, Q, R ∈ P(n) with P + Q = P + R we have Q = R. (For instance see [Sc93, Lemma 3.1.8].)

On P(n) × P(n), define (P, Q) ∼ (P^′, Q^′) if P + Q^′ = P^′ + Q. This is an equivalence relation since P(n) has the cancellation property. Let G(n) be the set of equivalence classes. It is straightforward to see that G(n) is an abelian group under (P, Q) + (P^′, Q^′) := (P + P^′, Q + Q^′).

It is referred to as the Grothendieck group of P(n). It is also straightforward to see that the map P(n) −→ G(n) P −→ (P, 0) is a monomorphism. We will use this monomorphism to identify P(n) with its image in G(n). As usual, given P and Q ∈ P(n) we write P − Q = (P, Q).

2.2. Motivation: the marked polytope for a group ring element

Here we discuss a motivation which leads us to consider integral polytopes. Let G be a finitely generated group. An integral polytope in H_1(G; R) is the convex hull of a finite number of points in Im{H_1(G; Z) → H_1(G; R)}. All the concepts and definitions for polytopes in R^n generalize in an obvious way to polytopes in H_1(G; R). In particular we can consider the monoid P(H_1(G; R)) of integral polytopes in H_1(G; R) and we can consider the corresponding group G(H_1(G; R)).

We denote by ϵ: G → H_1(G; R) the canonical map. Given a non-zero element f = ∑ g∈G f_gg ∈ Z[G] (f_g ∈ Z) we refer to P(f) := convex hull of {ϵ(g) | g ∈ G with f_g ≠ 0} ⊂ H_1(G; R) as the polytope of f. Now suppose that the ring Z[G] is a domain, i.e. it has no non-zero element which is a left or right zero-divisor. Conjecturally this is precisely the case when G is torsion-free. It is straightforward to see, that in this case the map P : Z[G] \ {0} −→ P(H) f −→ P(f) is a monoid homomorphism. We refer to [FT15, Lemma 3.2] for details.

Now let G be a group that is torsion-free elementary amenable. It follows from [KLM88, Theorem 1.4] that the group ring Z[G] is a domain. Furthermore by [DLMSY03, Corollary 6.3] the ring Z[G] satisfies the Ore condition, that is, for any two non-zero elements x, y ∈ Z[G] there exist non-zero elements p, q ∈ Z[G] such that xp = yq. This implies that Z[G] admits a ‘naive’ ring of fractions, which usually is referred to as the Ore localization of Z[G]. We refer to [Pa77, Section 4.4] for details. In the following we denote by K (G)^×_{ab} the abelianization of the multiplicative group K (G)^× = K (G) \ {0}.

The inversion g → g^{−1} on G extends linearly to the standard involution f → f on Z[G]. It extends naturally to an involution on K (G) and on K (G)^×_{ab} . A norm in K (G)^×_{ab} is an element that can be written as f · f for some f ∈ K (G).

If G is an abelian group, then the question of whether elements in K (G)^×_{ab} are norms arises naturally in the study of Alexander polynomials of link concordance and homology cylinders. We refer to [Ka78, Na78, Tu86, CFK11, CF13] for details. To a given link or homology cylinder one can also associate ‘non-commutative Alexander polynomials’, that are elements in K (G)^×_{ab} , for appropriate choices of non-abelian torsion-free elementary amenable groups G. We refer to [COT03, Co04, Ha05, Fr07, FH07, FV10] for details. Again, in the study of link concordance and homology cylinders the question arises whether or not a given element in K (G)^×_{ab} is a norm, see e.g. [Ki12].

The group K (G)^×_{ab} is unwieldy and little understood. In particular it is difficult to determine whether or not a given element is a norm. It is straightforward to see that the above map P : Z[G] \ {0} → P(H) extends to a group homomorphism

P : K (G)^×_{ab} −→ G(H).

Furthermore this group homomorphism sends norms to norms. Thus the question arises which elements in G(H) are norms. It is a consequence of Poincaré duality, see e.g. [FKK12], that the aforementioned 3-manifold invariants in K (G)^×_{ab} are symmetric. In particular the corresponding elements in G(H) are symmetric. Thus the question arises, whether there exist symmetric elements in G(H) that are not norms.

3. Proofs

3.1. Proof of Lemma 1.1

Let P be a polytope in R^n . Recall that a face of P is a polytope in its own right. In fact a face of P is the convex hull of a proper subset of the vertex set of P. We call a polytope contained in a face a subface of P. We leave the proof of the following elementary lemma as an exercise to the reader.

Lemma 3.1. Let P and Q be polytopes in R^n . Then any face of P is, up to translation, a subface of P + Q.

Now we are in a position to prove Lemma 1.1.

Proof of Lemma 1.1. We first show that P^{sym}(2) ≠ P^{norm}(2). Let k ∈ N. We denote by P the integral 2-dimensional symmetric polytope spanned by (k, 0), (k, 1), (−k, 0) and (−k, −1). We want to show that P is not an integral norm. We denote by X the integral polytope spanned by (0, 0) and (2k, 1) and we denote by Y the integral polytope spanned by (0, 0) and (0, 1).

Suppose P is an integral norm. Thus we can write P = Q + Q, where Q is an integral polytope. By Lemma 3.1, each face of Q is, up to translation, a subface of P. This implies that, up to translation, each face of Q is a subface of X or of Y. Since neither X or Y admits one-dimensional integral subpolytopes we see that, up to translation, each face of Q is either X , Y or a point. In particular, up to translation, Q equals either {0}, X , Y or X + Y. But it is straightforward to verify that in each case Q + Q ≠ P.

This shows that P^{sym}(2) ≠ P^{norm}(2). Now let n ≥ 3. We consider the two maps

Φ: R^2 −→ R^n (x, y) −→ (x, y, 0) and Ψ: R^n −→ R^2 (x_1, . . . , x_n) −→ (x_1, x_2) .

Both maps induce homomorphisms on the polytope monoids that map symmetric polytopes to symmetric polytopes and integral norms to integral norms. Clearly Ψ is a splitting of Φ. Now it follows that if P is an integral symmetric polytope in R^2 that is not a norm, then Φ(P) ⊂ R^n is also a symmetric polytope that is not an integral norm. □

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we will prove Theorem 1.2. So given any n we want to show that G^{sym}(n) = G^{norm}(n). This is equivalent to showing that given any integral polytope P in R^n there exist integral polytopes Q and R such that

(∗) P + Q + Q = R + R.

The key idea is to prove this statement by induction on n where we perform the induction step by cutting along a hyperplane.

In the proof of Theorem 1.2 we will use the following definitions and notations. A hyperplane H in R^n can be written as H = {x ∈ R^n | x · v = 0} for some v ∈ R^n . We define the halves of a real polytope P ⊂ R^n with respect H to be P_+ := {x ∈ P | x · v ≥ 0}, P_− := {x ∈ P | x · v ≤ 0}. Informally speaking, when H meets P in a proper subset, P_+ and P_− are obtained by cutting P along H. We remark that P_+ and P_− may be exchanged depending on the choice of v, but it will not cause any issue for our purpose. It is known that each of P_+, P_− and P ∩ H is a real polytope whenever it is nonempty.

Lemma 3.2 (Normalization by a hyperplane). Suppose P ∈ R^n is a symmetric polytope and H ⊂ R^n is a hyperplane. Let P_+ and P_− be the halves of P with respect to H. Then

P_+ + P_+ = P_− + P_− = P_+ + P_− = P + (P ∩ H).

Proof. Since P is symmetric, P_± = P_∓. Therefore it suffices to show that P_+ + P_− = P + (P ∩ H). Each x ∈ P lies in either P_+ or P_−. If x ∈ P_+, then since P ∩ H = P_+ ∩ P_− ⊂ P_−, we have {x} + (P ∩ H) ⊂ P_+ + P_−. By symmetry, {x} + (P ∩ H) ⊂ P_+ + P_− when x ∈ P_−. It follows that P + (P ∩ H) ⊂ P_+ + P_−.

For the reverse inclusion, suppose x ∈ P_+ and y ∈ P_−. Since P is convex, there is t ∈ [0, 1] such that the point z := tx + (1 − t)y lies on P ∩ H. Consider p := (1 − t)x + ty. Since P is convex, p ∈ P. Therefore x + y = p + z lies in P + (P ∩ H). This shows P_+ + P_− ⊂ P + (P ∩ H). □

We can not directly apply Lemma 3.2 to an integral polytope, since in general, given an integral polytope P there does not exist a hyperplane, such that P ∩ H is again integral. To overcome this, the following is useful:

Lemma 3.3 (Vertical stretching). Let P be an integral polytope in R^n . Denote by dZ the line segment in R^n joining the origin and the point (0, . . . , 0, d). As usual, identify R^{n−1} with the hyperplane of points with last coordinate zero in R^n . Then for all sufficiently large d > 0, (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} is integral.

Proof. Denote by π : R^n → R^{n−1} the projection map which forgets the last coordinate. Denote by v_1, . . . , v_k ∈ Z^n the vertices of P. Let w_i = π(v_i) ∈ R^{n−1} and write v_i = (w_i, a_i) with a_i ∈ Z. Let Y be the convex hull of {w_1, . . . , w_k}. Suppose d satisfies d > |a_i| for all i. Now it suffices to prove the following:

Claim. (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} = Y.

Obviously we have (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} = π ( (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} ) ⊂ π(P + dZ + dZ). Since π(dZ) = {0}, π(P + dZ + dZ) = π(P). Since the projection of the convex hull of a set is the convex hull of the projection of the set, we have π(P) = Y. It follows that (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} ⊂ Y. For the reverse inclusion, observe that (w_i, a_i ± d) ∈ P + dZ + dZ for each i. Note that one of a_i ± d is negative and the other is positive. By convexity we have (w_i, 0) ∈ P + dZ + dZ. Once again by convexity, it follows that Y ⊂ (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} . □ Now we are ready for the proof of the main result of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We prove the theorem by induction on n. For n = 0, the statement is trivial. Suppose the conclusion holds for n − 1, and suppose P is a symmetric integral polytope in R^n . As above we identify R^{n−1} with the hyperplane of points with last coordinate zero in R^n . By Lemma 3.3, there is d ∈ N such that (P + dZ + dZ) ∩ R^{n−1} is an integral polytope in R^{n−1} . Write Y = P + dZ + dZ for brevity. Since Y is symmetric, Y ∩ R^{n−1} is symmetric too. Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, there are integral polytopes Q and R in R^{n−1} such that

(Y ∩ R^{n−1} ) + Q + Q = R + R.

By Lemma 3.2, we have Y + (Y ∩ R^{n−1} ) = Y_+ + Y_+ where Y_+ denotes a half of Y with respect to the hyperplane R^{n−1} . Since Y ∩ R^{n−1} is integral we also deduce that Y_+ is an integral polytope. From the above equations, it follows that P + (dZ + Q) + (dZ + Q) = (Y_+ + R) + (Y_+ + R). □

References

[CF13] J. C. Cha and S. Friedl, Twisted torsion invariants and link concordance, Forum Math. 25 (2013), 471–504.

[CFK11] J. C. Cha, S. Friedl and T. Kim, The cobordism group of homology cylinders, Comp. Math. 147 (2011), 914-942.

[Co04] T. Cochran, Noncommutative knot theory, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 4 (2004), 347–398. [COT03] T. Cochran, K. Orr and P. Teichner, Knot concordance, Whitney towers and L^2-signatures, Ann. of Math. (2) 157 (2003), 433–519.

[DLMSY03] J. Dodziuk, P. Linnell, V. Mathai, T. Schick and S. Yates, Approximating L^2-invariants, and the Atiyah conjecture, Preprint Series SFB 478 Münster, Germany. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, vol. 56, no. 7 (2003), 839-873.

[Fr07] S. Friedl, Reidemeister torsion, the Thurston norm and Harvey’s invariants, Pac. J. Math. 230 (2007), 271–296.

[FH07] S. Friedl and S. Harvey, Non–commutative multivariable Reidemeister torsion and the Thurston norm, Alg. Geom. Top. 7 (2007), 755–777.

[FKK12] S. Friedl, T. Kim and T. Kitayama, Poincaré duality and degrees of twisted Alexander polynomials, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 61 (2012), no. 1, 147–192.

[FV10] S. Friedl and S. Vidussi, A survey of twisted Alexander polynomials, in: The Mathematics of Knots: Theory and Application (Contributions in Mathematical and Computational Sciences), editors: Markus Banagl and Denis Vogel (2010), 45–94.

[FT15] S. Friedl and S. Tillmann, Two-generator one-relator groups and marked polytopes, Preprint (2015) [Ha05] S. Harvey, Higher–order polynomial invariants of 3–manifolds giving lower bounds for the Thurston norm, Topology 44 (2005), 895–945.

[Ka78] A. Kawauchi, On the Alexander polynomials of cobordant links, Osaka J. Math. 15 (1978), no. 1, 151–159.

[Ki12] T. Kitayama, Homology cylinders of higher-order, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 12 (2012), no. 3, 1585– 1605.

[KLM88] P. H. Kropholler, P. A. Linnell and J. A. Moody, Applications of a new K-theoretic theorem to soluble group rings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 104 (1988), no. 3, 675–684.

[Na78] Y. Nakagawa, On the Alexander polynomials of slice links, Osaka J. Math. 15 (1978), no. 1, 161–182.

[Pa77] D. S. Passman, The algebraic structure of group rings, John Wiley & Sons. XIV (1977) [Sc93] R. Schneider, Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, Cambridge Univ. Press (1993) [Tu86] V. Turaev, Reidemeister torsion in knot theory, Russian Math. Surveys 41 (1986), no. 1, 119–182. [Tu01] V. Turaev, Introduction to Combinatorial Torsions, Lectures in Mathematics, ETH Zürich (2001)

Department of Mathematics, POSTECH, Pohang 37673, Republic of Korea School of Mathematics, Korea Institute for Advanced Study, Seoul 02455, Republic of Korea E-mail address: jccha@postech.ac.kr

Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Regensburg, Germany E-mail address: sfriedl@gmail.com

Mathematisches Institut, Universität Bonn, Germany E-mail address: ffunke@math.uni-bonn.de