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Abstract

To a finite poset P with n elements, Stanley introduced two n-dimensional poly-
topes, the order polytope O(P ) and the chain polytope C(P ). These polytopes are
known to have the same volumes and the same numbers of vertices and edges, while
C(P ) is known to have strictly more facets than O(P ), except in the cases where
the polytopes are unimodularly equivalent. In this paper, we study the structure of
the two-dimensional faces of the two polytopes.

We give combinatorial parametrizations of the 2-dimensional faces of both poly-
topes. In the case of the order polytope, these parametrizations are adaptions
of descriptions of faces by Geissinger and Stanley, while in the case of the chain
polytope, the characterizations themselves are novel. To parametrize the triangle
faces in particular, we introduce the notions of biconnected filters and biconnected
antichains in a poset, of possible independent interest.

Using these parametrizations, we show that for any P , C(P ) has equally many
square faces, and at least as many triangular faces, as O(P ) does. Moreover, the
inequality is shown to be strict except when O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly
equivalent. This proves the case i = 2 of a conjecture by Hibi and Li.

Mathematics Subject Classifications: 52B05, 06A07
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1 Introduction

A 0/1-polytope P ⊆ Rd is a convex polytope whose vertices all have coordinates in {0, 1}.
Stanley [12] introduced two types of 0/1-polytopes associated with a finite partially or-
dered set P (“poset” for short). These are known as the order polytope O(P ) and the
chain polytope C(P ). They form important classes of d-dimensional polytopes that have
been widely studied in combinatorics and commutative algebra. The order polytope O(P )
had previously been introduced by Geissinger in [6]. In this work, we study the face struc-
ture and the number of faces of O(P ) and C(P ). Let fi = fi(P) denote the number of
i-faces of P . The integer sequence f(P) = (f0, f1, . . . , fd−1) is called the f -vector of P .
Hibi and Li proposed the following conjecture with respect to the f -vectors of O(P ) and
C(P ):

Conjecture 1 ([8, Conjecture 2.4]). Let P be a finite poset with |P | = d > 1. Then

(a) fi(O(P )) ⩽ fi(C(P )) for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ d− 1, and

(b) if fi(O(P )) = fi(C(P )) for some 2 ⩽ i ⩽ d−1, then O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly
equivalent.

It is shown in [12] that f0(O(P )) = f0(C(P )). In [8], it was proved that fd−1(O(P )) ⩽
fd−1(C(P )) with equality holding if and only if O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly equiv-
alent, and that this happens if and only if P is X-free, meaning that it does not contain
the poset X depicted in Figure 1 as a subposet. Relatedly, [3] focuses on the difference
fd−1(C(P ))− fd−1(O(P )) and classifies the posets for which the difference is exactly one.
Moreover, it was shown in [9] that f1(O(P )) = f1(C(P )) for any poset P . Two-dimensional
faces of O(P ) and C(P ) have been studied in [10].

In [5], it was proved that if P is a poset built inductively by taking disjoint unions
and ordinal sums of posets, starting from X-free posets, then fi(O(P )) ⩽ fi(C(P )) holds
for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ d− 1. In [11], it was shown that if P is a maximal ranked poset, then the
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number of triangular 2-faces of O(P ) is less than or equal to that of C(P ), with equality
holding if and only if O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly equivalent. In this paper, we
generalize this result to the class of all posets.

The study of marked order and chain polytopes, which generalize the concepts of
O(P ) and C(P ), was initiated in [1], and has since been actively studied, motivated by
connections to representation theory of Lie algebras. A generalization of Conjecture 1(a)
to the setting of marked chain-order polytopes was proposed in [4, Conjecture 5.3], and
it was confirmed in [2] for the case where P is a (unmarked) maximal ranked poset.

In the present paper, we focus on the case of 2-dimensional faces in Conjecture 1.
Throughout this paper, we refer to a 2-dimensional face of a convex polytope as a square
face if it has four vertices, and as a triangular face (or a triangle) if it has three vertices.
We will denote by f□

2 (P) the number of square faces and by f∆
2 (P) the number of triangle

faces respectively, of a polytope P . It is an easy observation (Corollary 10) that every
2-dimensional face of O(P ) and C(P ) is a triangle or a square, so

f2(O(P )) = f∆
2 (O(P )) + f□

2 (O(P )) and f2(C(P )) = f∆
2 (C(P )) + f□

2 (C(P )).

The main results of this paper are summarized as follows.

• New combinatorial parametrizations of the triangular faces ofO(P ) (Proposition 22)
and C(P ) (Proposition 24).

• f∆
2 (O(P )) ⩽ f∆

2 (C(P )) for any poset P , with equality holding if and only if P is
X-free (Theorem 21).

• Explicit geometric descriptions of square faces of O(P ) (Theorem 33) and C(P )
(Theorem 40).

• f□
2 (O(P )) = f□

2 (C(P )) for any poset P (Theorem 42).

As a consequence, this paper proves the case i = 2 of Conjecture 1. As a corollary, we also
see that O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly equivalent if and only if f2(O(P )) = f2(C(P )).
In fact, unimodularity holds if and only if f∆

2 (O(P )) = f∆
2 (C(P )).

The present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review basics on posets,
along with known explicit descriptions of the faces of O(P ) and C(P ). In Section 3,
we present preliminary results on polytopes and posets. In particular, in Section 3.1 we
show that every 2-dimensional face of a 0/1-polytope is either a triangle or a square.
In Section 4.1, we give a new combinatorial description for the triangle faces in both
O(P ) and C(P ). In Section 4.2 we develop recursive (under quotients of subposets)
combinatorial formulas for the number of triangles in O(P ) and C(P ). These formulas
are then used to inductively prove that the number of triangular faces is always smaller or
equal in O(P ), than in C(P ). In Section 5.1, we provide an explicit description of square
faces of O(P ) in terms of filters. In Section 5.2, we give an explicit description of square
faces of C(P ) in terms of antichains. In this section, we also study the poset consisting of
the set of antichains of P , ordered by inclusion, and show that this poset reflects certain
types of edges in C(P ). In Section 5.3, we establish the equality of the number of square
faces of O(P ) and C(P ).
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Figure 1: The smallest posetX for whichO(X) and C(X) are not unimodularly equivalent.

2 The two polytopes and other definitions

2.1 Notation for partially ordered sets

In this section, we collect the basic terminology that we will use for posets. The experi-
enced reader may want to skip this section at a first read and refer back as needed.

Let P be a finite poset equipped with a partial order ⩽. We say that x and y are
comparable in P , denoted by x ⊥ y, if x ⩽ y or y ⩽ x. Otherwise they are incomparable,
denoted by x ∥ y. Let A and B be subsets of P . We say A and B are incomparable,
denoted A ∥ B, if a ∥ b for all a ∈ A and b ∈ B. Note that A ∥ B implies A ∩B = ∅. We
denote by P op the opposite poset of P , which is the poset whose ground set is identical
with that of P , and with x ⩽ y in P op if and only if y ⩽ x in P .

A non-empty poset P is said to be connected if for every x, y ∈ P , there exists a
sequence

x = p1 ⊥ p2 ⊥ · · · ⊥ ps = y

where p1, . . . , ps ∈ P . Equivalently, P is connected if it is not the disjoint union P = Q⊔R
of two non-empty subposets with Q ∥ R.

A filter (or an upset) of P is a subset F ⊆ P such that if x ∈ F and y ⩾ x, then
y ∈ F . Dually, an order ideal (or a downset) of P is a subset I ⊆ P such that if x ∈ I
and y ⩽ x, then y ∈ I. An antichain of P is a subset A ⊆ P such that x and y belonging
to A with x ̸= y are incomparable. Note that the empty set ∅ is considered both a filter
and an antichain of P .

For a subset S ⊆ P we get two antichains min(S) and max(S) consisting of the
minimal and maximal elements of S respectively. We also get a filter

⟨S⟩↑ := {y ∈ P : y ⩾ x for some x ∈ S},

and an order ideal
⟨S⟩↓ := {y ∈ P : y ⩽ x for some x ∈ S}.

There is a bijection between filters F and antichains A of P , given by

F = ⟨A⟩↑ and A = min(F ).

Similarly, there is a bijection between order ideals and antichains. For a given x ∈ P ,
the set ⟨x⟩↑ := ⟨{x}⟩↑ = {y ∈ P : y ⩾ x} is called the principal filter generated by
x. Similarly, the set ⟨x⟩↓ := ⟨{x}⟩↓ = {y ∈ P : y ⩽ x} is called principal order ideal
generated by x.
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A chain in P is a set of pairwise comparable elements in P , and the height of P is the
maximum size of a chain in P . We say that x covers y if x < y and x < z < y for no
z ∈ P . A subset S ⊆ P is called order-convex if x, y ∈ S and x ⩽ z ⩽ y implies z ∈ S.

In Section 4 we will use contractions of posets. Contractions of posets often need to
be defined with care, see e.g. [13], but in our case we will only need to do contractions by
either ideals or filters, where the definitions are more straightforward.

Definition 2. Let P be a poset and let J be either a filter or an order ideal. Partition
P as {{x} : x ∈ P \ J} ∪ {J} and let [p] denote the part containing p ∈ P . We define a
relation ⩽J on these parts by setting [x] ⩽J [y] if x′ ⩽ y′ for some x′ ∈ [x] and y′ ∈ [y].
By P/J we mean the poset with ground set {[x] : x ∈ P} and order relation ⩽J .

The above definition relies on the fact that ⩽J is indeed a partial order on the set
{[x] : x ∈ P}. Checking that this holds when J is a filter or an order ideal is straightfor-
ward and left to the reader.

If J is clear from the context, we shall write ⩽ instead of ⩽J . For any subset S ⊆ P
we write S/J := {[x] : x ∈ S} ⊆ P/J . If J ̸= ∅, we will denote the set [q], q ∈ J , by vJ .

Remark 3. Let P be a poset and J a filter or an order ideal. Let S ⊆ P be any subset.

(1) If S ∩J = ∅ then S can be identified with S/J via x↔ {x}. We shall identify S with
S/J when S ∩ J = ∅ without further comment.

(2) S ∩ J ̸= ∅ if and only if vJ ∈ S/J .

(3) If J ̸= ∅ is a filter (ideal) then vJ is maximal (minimal) in P/J .

(4) We may think of P/J as the poset with ground set (P \ J) ∪ {vJ} where vJ is a new
minimal or maximal element.

2.2 Order and chain polytopes

Stanley [12] defined two types of lattice polytopes arising from a poset. The order polytope
of P is defined by the following:

O(P ) =

{
x ∈ RP

∣∣∣∣∣ 0 ⩽ xp ⩽ 1 for all p ∈ P,

xp ⩽ xq if p ⩽ q in P

}
⊆ RP .

The chain polytope of P is defined by the following:

C(P ) =

{
x ∈ RP

∣∣∣∣∣ xp ⩾ 0 for all p ∈ P,

xp1 + · · ·+ xpk ⩽ 1 if p1 < · · · < pk in P

}
⊆ RP .

We briefly review the properties of these two polytopes as established by [12]. One has

dim(O(P )) = dim(C(P )) = |P |.
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To each subsetW ⊆ P , we associate χW ∈ RP which is the characteristic vector (function)
of W . In particular χ∅ is the origin of RP . The vertex sets of O(P ) and C(P ) are given
as follows, respectively:

vert(O(P )) = {χF : F is a filter of P},
vert(C(P )) = {χA : A is an antichain of P}.

By the bijections between antichains and filters, it follows that the number of vertices of
O(P ) is equal to that of C(P ).

The facet-defining inequalities of O(P ) are

• xp ⩾ 0, for all p ∈ P minimal,

• xq ⩽ 1, for all q ∈ P maximal, and

• xp ⩽ xq, for all pairs (p, q) where q covers p.

For C(P ), the facet defining inequalities are

• xp ⩾ 0, for all p ∈ P , and

• xp1 + · · ·+ xpk ⩽ 1, for all maximal chains p1 < · · · < pk of P .

The descriptions of edges of O(P ) and C(P ) are obtained as follows. Here A∆B
denotes symmetric difference of A and B, that is A∆B = (A \B) ∪ (B \ A).

Proposition 4 ([7, Lemma 4, Lemma 5]). Let P be a finite poset.

(a) Let F and G be filters of P with F ̸= G. Then conv(χF , χG) is an edge of O(P ) if
and only if F ⊆ G and G \ F is connected in P .

(b) Let A and B be antichains of P with A ̸= B. Then conv(χA, χB) is an edge of C(P )
if and only if A∆B is connected in P .

The descriptions of triangular faces of O(P ) and C(P ) are obtained as follows.

Proposition 5 ([11, Lemma 2.2]). Let F , G, and H be pairwise distinct filters of P and
let A, B, and C be pairwise distinct antichains of P .

(a) conv(χF , χG, χH) is a 2-face of O(P ) if and only if F ⊆ G ⊆ H and G \ F , H \G,
H \ F are connected in P .

(b) conv(χA, χB, χC) is a 2-face of C(P ) if and only if A∆B, B∆C and C∆A are
connected in P .

Proposition 5 implies that the triangles in the 1-skeleton of O(P ) or C(P ) correspond
to the triangular faces of each polytope.

the electronic journal of combinatorics 33(3) (2026), #P3.67 6



3 Preliminaries

In this section, we give some preliminary results that will be helpful throughout the paper.
In the first subsection we focus on geometric results and in the second we prove various
lemmas related to posets. The experienced reader can skip this section at the first read,
and refer back to it as necessary.

3.1 Geometric lemmas

We start by showing that there are only two possible combinatorial types of 2-dimensional
faces of order polytopes and chain polytopes: a triangle and a square. This is obtained
from a more general result which shows that any 0/1-polytope is isomorphic to a full-
dimensional 0/1-polytope. In fact, we will show an even more general result that any
polyhedron is isomorphic to a full-dimensional polyhedron via coordinate projections.

For all i ∈ [n] = {1, . . . , n} we let

πi : Rn → Rn−1, πi(x1, . . . , xn) = (x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xn).

In what follows, span refers to linear span, aff refers to affine span and conv refers to
convex hull.

Lemma 6. If S ⊆ Rn is any non-empty set such that for all i ∈ [n] there exists distinct
x, y ∈ S with x− y ∈ span(ei), then S is full-dimensional.

Proof. Fix x0 ∈ S. We have

aff(S) = x0 + span(x− y : x, y ∈ S).

By assumption, for all i ∈ [n] there exists distinct x, y ∈ S such that x− y = λei for some
λ ̸= 0. Hence span(x − y : x, y ∈ S) contains all standard basis vectors and hence S is
full-dimensional.

Corollary 7. If X ⊆ Rn is a non-empty and non-full-dimensional set, then there exists
i ∈ [n] such that πi is injective on aff(X).

Proof. Since aff(X) is not full-dimensional, by Lemma 6 there exists i ∈ [n] such that for
all distinct x, y ∈ aff(X) we have x− y ̸∈ span(ei). Since span(ei) = ker(πi) we have that
πi is injective on aff(X).

Note that since πi is injective on aff(X) it follows that dim(X) = dim(πi(X)). In
general, if an affine map f is injective on aff(X) then dim(X) = dim(f(X)).

Proposition 8. For any non-empty set X ⊆ Rn with dim(X) = d there exists a coordinate
projection f : Rn → Rd such that f is injective on aff(X).
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Proof. We prove the proposition with induction on n − d. In the base case n = d in
which case we can choose f = id. Suppose d < n. By Corollary 7 we find i ∈ [n] such
that πi : Rn → Rn−1 is injective on aff(X). Since dim(πi(X)) = d ⩽ n − 1, by induction
assumption we find a coordinate projection f : Rn−1 → Rd such that f is injective on
aff(πi(X)) = πi(aff(X)). Now f ◦ πi : Rn → Rd is a coordinate projection that is injective
on aff(X).

Proposition 9. Any non-empty polyhedron is affinely isomorphic to a full-dimensional
polyhedron via coordinate projection. In particular, any 0/1-polytope is affinely isomorphic
to a full-dimensional 0/1-polytope.

Proof. Let P ⊆ Rn be any non-empty polyhedron where dim(P ) = d. By Proposition 8
we find a coordinate projection f : Rn → Rd such that f is injective on aff(P ). Thus
P ∼= f(P ) where dim(f(P )) = dim(P ) = d.

The latter claim follows from the fact that if P = conv(v1, . . . , vk) is a 0/1-polytope
then f(P ) = conv(f(v1), . . . , f(vk)) is also a 0/1-polytope.

Since the only two-dimensional 0/1-polytopes in R2 are triangles and squares, Propo-
sition 9 immediately implies the following.

Corollary 10. A 2-face of O(P ) or C(P ) is either a triangle or a square.

By Corollary 10, we can write f2(P) = f∆
2 (P) + f□

2 (P) when P is an order or a chain
polytope, with notation as in the introduction. More generally, by Proposition 9, this
holds for any 0/1-polytope.

In Sections 5.1 and 5.2 we will study the square faces of O(P ) and C(P ) which we will
characterize in terms of filters and antichains of P . We will approach this by looking at
how four filters or four antichains corresponding to a square face can be contained in each
other. The following results will help us rule out some possible containments between
such filters and antichains.

Lemma 11. Let A,B,C,D ⊆ [n] be distinct subsets. If some i ∈ [n] is contained in
exactly 1 or 3 of the set A,B,C,D, then

dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 3.

Proof. Say i ∈ (A ∩ B ∩ C) \ D. Now the 0/1-vectors χA, χB, χC lie on the hyperplane
{x ∈ Rn | xi = 1} while χD does not. Thus dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 3. Then suppose
i ∈ D \ (A∪B ∪C). Now the vectors χA, χB, χC are on the hyperplane {x ∈ Rn | xi = 0}
while χD is not. Hence in this case also dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 3.

Corollary 12. If A,B,C,D ⊆ [n] are distinct sets such that

dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 2

then there can be no element in [n] that belongs to exactly 1 or 3 of the sets A,B,C,D.
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Lemma 13. Let A,B,C,D ⊆ [n] be distinct subsets. If in the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆)
there is a principal filter or a principal order ideal of size 3 then

dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 3.

Proof. Suppose A generates a filter, say {A,B,C}. Here A ⊆ B, A ⊆ C but A ̸⊆ D. Thus
there exists i ∈ A \D. Hence i ∈ (A ∩ B ∩ C) \D. Thus dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 3
by Lemma 11. Then suppose A generates an order ideal, say {A,B,C}. Here B ⊆ A,
C ⊆ A and D ̸⊆ A. Hence there exists i ∈ D \ A. Thus i ∈ D \ (A ∪ B ∪ C). Again,
dim(conv(χA, χB, χC , χD)) = 3 by Lemma 11.

The last result of this subsection shows how the sets corresponding to the diagonals
of a 0/1-square relate to each other.

Corollary 14. If A,B,C,D ⊆ [n] are distinct such that S = conv(χA, χB, χC , χD) is a
square where the diagonals are conv(χA, χD) and conv(χB, χC), then χA+χD = χB +χC.
In particular, A ∩D = B ∩ C and A ∪D = B ∪ C.

Proof. If n = 2 then the claim is clear. If n > 2 then by Corollary 8 we find a coordinate
projection f : Rn → R2 such that f is injective on aff(S). Now

f(S) = conv(f(χA), f(χB), f(χC), f(χD)) ⊆ R2

is a full-dimensional square with diagonals conv(f(χA), f(χD)) and conv(f(χB), f(χC))
(since f provides an affine isomorphism, it maps faces to faces). Thus f(χA) + f(χD) =
f(χB)+f(χC). From this we get f(χA) = f(χB +χC−χD). Since f is injective on aff(S)
we have χA = χB + χC − χD from which the result follows.

3.2 Combinatorial lemmas

As Proposition 5 suggests, we will repeatedly need to study connectivity of both order-
convex sets and unions of two antichains. For later use, we observe that these notions are
essentially equivalent, in the following sense.

Lemma 15. Let Q be a poset. Then Q is connected if and only if max(Q) ∪ min(Q) is
connected.

Proof. Suppose Q is connected. Consider any path in Q between q1, q2 ∈ min(Q) ∪
max(Q). Without loss of generality, we may assume that this path alternates between
going up in the poset and going down. Hence, say,

q1 ⩽ x1 ⩾ x2 ⩽ x3 ⩾ · · · ⩽ xn ⩾ q2

for some x1, . . . , xn ∈ Q (if xn ⩽ p2 the following argument will work the same way). Let
m1 ∈ max(Q) be such that x1 ⩽ m1. Replacing x1 with m1 we obtain

q1 ⩽ m1 ⩾ x2 ⩽ x3 ⩾ · · · ⩽ xn ⩾ q2.
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Let m2 ∈ min(Q) be such that x2 ⩾ m2. Replacing x2 with m2 we obtain

q1 ⩽ m1 ⩾ m2 ⩽ x3 ⩾ · · · ⩽ xn ⩾ q2.

We continue like this until all the xi are replaced with minimal or maximal elements.
Hence min(Q) ∪max(Q) is connected.

Any element of Q is comparable to some element in min(Q) ∪ max(Q). Hence, if
min(Q) ∪max(Q) is connected, so is Q.

Connectivity of posets behaves well with respect to contractions:

Lemma 16. Let P be a poset and let J ⊆ P be a filter or order ideal. Let S ⊆ P be any
subset.

(a) If S is connected, then S/J is connected.

(b) If both J and S/J are connected, then S is connected.

(c) If J is connected, then S is connected if and only if S/J is connected.

Proof. (a) A path p1 ⊥ p2 ⊥ · · · ⊥ pk in S induces a path [p1] ⊥ [p2] ⊥ · · · ⊥ [pk] in S/J .

(b) Let x, y ∈ S and let q ∈ J . If [x] ⊥ [q] ⊥ [y] then x ⊥ q′ and q′′ ⊥ y for some
q′, q′′ ∈ J . Since J is connected, we find a q′–q′′ path inside J . Using this idea, any
[x]–[y] path in S/J can be extended to an x–y path in S.

(c) Follows from (a) and (b).

The following will be used implicitly in Section 4.2.

Lemma 17. Let P be a poset, let I be an order ideal and let F be a filter. Then the
following hold.

(1) If I ̸= ∅ then min(P/I) = (min(P ) \ I) ∪ {vI}.

(2) If F ̸= ∅ then max(P/F ) = (max(P ) \ F ) ∪ {vF}.

(3) If I contains no maximal elements then max(P/I) = max(P ).

(4) If F contains no minimal elements then min(P/F ) = min(P ).

(5) If I ∩ F = ∅ then P/I/F ∼= P/F/I.

(6) Let I = ⟨e⟩↓ for some e ∈ P . If e is not minimal in P , then P/I ∼= (P − e)/(I − e).

(7) Let F = ⟨e⟩↑ for some e ∈ P . If e is not maximal in P , then P/F ∼= (P − e)/(F − e).
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Proof. All of the above are easily verified. For an illustration, we prove part (6). Suppose
e is not minimal in P . Let f < e. The ground set of P/I is (P \ I)∪{vI} and the ground
set of (P − e)/(I − e) is (P − e) \ (I − e) ∪ {vI−e} = (P \ I) ∪ {vI−e}. Here vI and vI−e

are minimal elements where for all x ∈ P \ I

vI ⩽ x in P/I ⇐⇒ x ⩾ y ⩽ e for some y ∈ P

⇐⇒ x ⩾ y < e or x ⩾ y = e > f

⇐⇒ x ⩾ z for some z ∈ I − e

⇐⇒ vI−e ⩽ x in (P − e)/(I − e).

Therefore P/I ∼= (P − e)/(I − e).

As familiar from graph theory, contraction commutes with deletion, as made precise
by the following lemma.

Lemma 18. Let P be a poset, let J be either a filter or an order ideal. Let S ⊆ P be a
subset such that either S ∩ J = ∅ or J ⊆ S. Then

(P/J) \ (S/J) = (P \ S)/J.

When J ⊆ S we have (P \ S) ∩ J = ∅ and hence we may identify (P \ S)/J with P \ S.

Proof. Proving (P/J) \ (S/J) ⊆ (P \ S)/J is straightforward. Suppose [x] ∈ (P \ S)/J
for some x ∈ P \ S. Assume towards contradiction that [x] ∈ S/J . Now [x] = [x′] for
some x′ ∈ S. We have two cases.

In the first case S ∩ J = ∅. Now x′ ̸∈ J . Therefore [x′] = {x′} and hence [x] = {x′}.
In the second case J ⊆ S. Now x ̸∈ J so [x] = {x} and hence {x} = [x′].

In both cases we have x = x′ which is a contradiction. We conclude that [x] ∈
(P/J) \ (S/J) finishing the proof.

The last two lemmas are not used until Section 5.3.

Lemma 19. Let X ⊆ P be a connected subset. Then ⟨X⟩↓ ∩ ⟨X⟩↑ is connected.

Proof. Let p1 and p2 be elements from ⟨X⟩↑ ∩ ⟨X⟩↓. Now p1 ⊥ x and x′ ⊥ p2 for some
x, x′ ∈ X. Since X is connected, we find x1, . . . , xn ∈ X such that

p1 ⊥ x ⊥ x1 ⊥ · · · ⊥ xn ⊥ x′ ⊥ p2.

Since X ⊆ ⟨X⟩↑∩⟨X⟩↓, we see that p1 and p2 are connected by a path inside ⟨X⟩↑∩⟨X⟩↓.

Lemma 20. Suppose X ⊆ P is a subset of height ⩽ 2. Let Y = ⟨X⟩↑ ∩ ⟨X⟩↓. Then
min(Y ) ∪max(Y ) = X.
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Proof. First we claim that min(X) ⊆ min(Y ). Let x ∈ min(X). Now x ∈ X ⊆ Y .
Suppose y < x for some y ∈ Y . Now x′ ⩽ y < x for some x′ ∈ X, which is a contradiction
since x ∈ min(X). Hence x has to be minimal in Y , that is, x ∈ min(Y ). One can prove
max(X) ⊆ max(Y ) in the same way. Since X has height ⩽ 2, we obtain

X = min(X) ∪max(X) ⊆ min(Y ) ∪max(Y ).

Then suppose y ∈ min(Y ). Now y ∈ Y and thus x ⩽ y for some x ∈ X ⊆ Y . By
minimality of y we cannot have x < y. Therefore x = y and thus y ∈ X. One can prove
similarly, that if y ∈ max(Y ) then y ∈ X.

4 Triangular faces

In this section, we will show the following theorem.

Theorem 21. Let P be a poset. Then f∆
2 (O(P )) ⩽ f∆

2 (C(P )), with equality holding if
and only if P is X-free.

4.1 Parametrization of triangular faces

We will start by giving a new combinatorial description of the triangles in both O(P )
(Proposition 22) and C(P ) (Proposition 24). Even though these two descriptions seem
more complicated than the descriptions given in Proposition 5, they will reveal a clear
path towards proving Theorem 21.

Proposition 22. The triangles in O(P ) are in bijection with triples (Q,W,G) where

• Q ⊆ P is a connected order-convex subposet of height ⩾ 2,

• W is an antichain of P with W ∥ Q, and

• G is a filter in Q such that G and Q \G are connected.

We would like to remind the reader that we do not consider the empty poset to be
connected. Note that in the following proof the tuples (Q,W, ∅) and (Q,W,Q) would map
to line segments rather than triangles.

Proof. We claim that the map

(Q,W,G) 7−→ conv(χF , χG̃, χH)

where

H = ⟨Q ∪W ⟩↑ F = H \Q G̃ = F ∪G

is a well-defined bijection from the set of triples (Q,W,G) satisfying the conditions in the
proposition to the set of triangles of O(P ).
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Well-defined: Given a triple (Q,W,G) we need to check that conv(χF , χG̃, χH) is a
triangle in O(P ). We start by checking that F, G̃ and H are filters of P . Clearly H is a
filter of P . We show that F is a filter of P . Let x ∈ F and suppose y ⩾ x. Now y ∈ H.
Suppose towards contradiction that y ∈ Q. We have x ⩾ z for some z ∈ Q ∪W . Since
Q is order-convex, z ⩽ x ⩽ y and x ̸∈ Q, we cannot have z ∈ Q. Thus z ∈ W , but this
contradicts the fact W ∥ Q. Hence y ̸∈ Q and therefore y ∈ F . Thus F is a filter of P .
Finally, we show that G̃ is a filter of P . Let x ∈ G̃ = F ∪G and suppose y ⩾ x. If x ∈ F
then y ∈ F . Suppose x ∈ G. If y ∈ Q then since G ⊆ Q is a filter in Q, this implies
y ∈ G. If y ̸∈ Q then since x ∈ Q we have y ∈ H and thus y ∈ H \ Q = F . In all cases
y ∈ G̃. Therefore G̃ is a filter of P .

Next, we show that conv(χF , χG̃, χH) is a triangle in O(P ). We note that F ⊆ G̃ ⊆ H.
Since G ̸= ∅ we have F ⊊ G̃. Since G ⊊ Q we have F ∪G ⊊ ⟨Q ∪W ⟩↑ and thus G̃ ⊊ H.
We have G̃ \ F = (F ∪ G) \ F ⊆ G. If x ∈ G then x ∈ Q and hence x ̸∈ F . Hence
G ⊆ (F ∪ G) \ F . Therefore G̃ \ F = (F ∪ G) \ F = G is connected. Since Q ⊆ H we
have that

H \ G̃ = H \ (F ∪G)

= (H \ F ) ∩ (H \G)

= (H \ (H \Q)) ∩ (H \G)

= Q ∩ (H \G)

= Q \G

is connected. Finally, H \ F = H \ (H \ Q) = Q is connected. By Proposition 5(a) the
set T = conv(χF , χG̃, χH) is a triangle face of O(P ). Hence the map is well-defined.

Injective: Suppose (Q1,W1, G1) and (Q2,W2, G2) are triples satisfying the conditions
of the proposition such that

conv(χF1 , χG̃1
, χH1) = conv(χF2 , χG̃2

, χH2).

From this we get {F1, G̃1, H1} = {F2, G̃2, H2}. Since F1 ⊊ G̃1 ⊊ H1 and F2 ⊊ G̃2 ⊊ H2,
we must have F1 = F2, G̃1 = G̃2 and H1 = H2. Now F1 = H1 \ Q1 = H1 \ Q2 = F2 and
since both Q1 and Q2 are subsets of H1, we get Q1 = Q2. We let Q := Q1 = Q2.

From H1 = H2 we obtain ⟨Q∪W1⟩↑ = ⟨Q∪W2⟩↑. Let x ∈ W1. Now x ⩾ y ∈ Q∪W2.
But since W1 ∥ Q, we must have y ∈ W2. Similarly, y ⩾ z for some z ∈ W1. Thus
z ⩽ y ⩽ x. Since W1 is an antichain, this implies z = x and hence x = y ∈ W2. Therefore
W1 ⊆ W2 and by symmetry W2 ⊆ W1. Thus W1 = W2. From G̃1 = G̃2 and F1 = F2

we obtain F1 ∪ G1 = F1 ∪ G2. Let x ∈ G1. Now x ∈ Q and hence x ̸∈ F1 = H1 \ Q.
Therefore x ∈ G2. Thus G1 ⊆ G2 and by symmetry G2 ⊆ G1. We have now obtained
(Q1,W1, G1) = (Q2,W2, G2). Hence the map is injective.

Surjective: Let T = conv(χF , χG̃, χH) be a triangle in O(P ) where F ⊊ G̃ ⊊ H. Let

Q = H \ F, W = F ∩min(H), G = G̃ \ F.
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Our aim is to show that (Q,W,G) is in the domain of our map, i.e. it satisfies the
conditions of the proposition and that it maps to conv(χF , χG̃, χH).

The set H \F is connected since conv(χF , χH) is an edge in O(P ). It is order-convex,
because if we have x < y < z with x, z ∈ H\F , then z ̸∈ F ⇒ y ̸∈ F and x ∈ H ⇒ y ∈ H,
so y ∈ H\F . Since F ⊊ G ⊊ H, the set H\F has cardinality at least 2, so by connectivity
it has height ⩾ 2. Clearly W is an antichain of P . We have F ∩min(H) ∥ H \F and thus
W ∥ Q. We claim G is a filter in Q. First we notice that G = G̃\F ⊆ H\F = Q. Suppose
x ∈ G and y ∈ Q such that x ⩽ y. Now x ∈ G̃ \F and y ∈ H \F . Since G̃ is a filter, this
implies y ∈ G̃ \ F = G. Thus G is a filter in Q. Furthermore, G ̸= ∅ since F ⊊ G̃ and
G ̸= Q since otherwise G̃\F = H \F which would imply G̃ = H. Since conv(χF , χG̃, χH)
is a triangle in O(P ) we have that G = G̃ \F and Q \G = (H \F ) \ (G̃ \F ) = H \ G̃ are
connected. Therefore the triple (Q,W,G) is in the domain of our map.

Finally, we have

⟨Q ∪W ⟩↑ = ⟨Q ∪ (F ∩min(H))⟩↑
= ⟨H ∩ (Q ∪min(H))⟩↑
= ⟨Q ∪min(H)⟩↑
= ⟨Q⟩↑ ∪ ⟨min(H)⟩↑
= ⟨Q⟩↑ ∪H

= H

as well as H \ Q = H \ (H \ F ) = F and F ∪ G = F ∪ (G̃ \ F ) = G̃. Therefore
(Q,W,G) 7→ conv(χF , χG̃, χH). Thus the map is surjective, finishing the proof of the
proposition.

The next lemma will help us give a similar characterization of the triangles in C(P ).

Lemma 23. Let T be a triangle in C(P ). Then there are unique antichains A,B,C such
that T = conv(χA, χB, χC) and A = min(A∪B∪C), C = max(A∪B∪C). Furthermore,
in this case A ∩ C ⊆ B.

Proof. By Proposition 5, we have T = conv(χA, χB, χC) for some distinct antichains
A,B,C such that A∆B, A∆C and B∆C are all connected. Denote A ∪B ∪ C = S, and
after relabeling, assume without loss of generality that A is the antichain among these
three that has the largest intersection with min(S). Suppose towards contradiction that
A ̸= min(S). Note that we cannot have min(S) ⊊ A as every element in S is comparable
to some element in min(S). Hence we find an element b ∈ min(S)\A, and we can assume
without loss of generality that b ∈ B. By maximality of |A ∩min(S)|, we must also find
some a ∈ (A \ B) ∩ min(S). Since a path in A∆B must both alternate between A and
B and alternate between up and down steps in the poset, there can not be such a path
between a and b, contradicting the connectivity of A∆B. Hence, A = min(S).

In the same way, one of the sets A, B, C has to equal max(S). Suppose towards
contradiction that A = min(S) = max(S). If we had some x ∈ S \ A then x would
be neither minimal nor maximal in S, and hence a < x < a′ for some a, a′ ∈ A, a
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contradiction. Hence S = A and thus B,C ⊆ A. Now A∆B = A \B and A∆C = A \C.
As they are connected, they are both singletons, so B = A \ {x} and C = A \ {y} for
some distinct x, y ∈ A. Hence B∆C is the antichain {x, y}, contradicting connectivity.
Therefore max(S) must equal B or C, and after relabeling, we conclude C = max(S).

Lastly, we show A∩C ⊆ B. Let x ∈ A∩C. Now x is isolated in A∪B ∪C. Suppose
towards contradiction that x ̸∈ B. Now x is isolated in A∆B and in C∆B. Since both
A∆B and C∆B are connected, we have A∆B = C∆B = {x}. Now B \ C = ∅ and
B \ A = ∅. Therefore B ⊆ A and B ⊆ C and hence A ∩ B = C ∩ B. We also have
C \B = A \B = {x}. But now

A = (A \B) ∪ (A ∩B) = (C \B) ∪ (C ∩B) = C,

a contradiction. We conclude x ∈ B, finishing the proof.

Proposition 24. The triangles in C(P ) are in bijection with triples (Q,W,B) where

• Q ⊆ P is a connected order-convex subposet of height ⩾ 2,

• W ⊆ P is an antichain with W ∥ Q, and

• B is an antichain in Q such that B∆min(Q) and B∆max(Q) are connected.

Proof. Our aim is to show that the map

(Q,W,B) 7−→ conv(χA, χB̃, χC),

where

A = W ∪min(Q), B̃ = W ∪B, C = W ∪max(Q),

is a well-defined bijection from the set of triples satisfying the conditions of the proposition
to the set of triangles in C(P ).

Well-defined: Given a triple (Q,W,B) we need to show that the set conv(χA, χB̃, χC)
is a triangle in C(P ). Clearly A, B̃, C are antichains of P . Since B ̸= min(Q), B ̸=
max(Q), Q has height ⩾ 2 and W ∥ Q, it is easy to check that A, B̃, C are pairwise
distinct. Here

A∆B̃ = (W ∪min(Q))∆(W ∪B) = B∆min(Q)

and
B̃∆C = (W ∪B)∆(W ∪max(Q)) = B∆max(Q)

are connected by assumption. Furthermore, by Lemma 15(a)

A∆C = (W ∪min(Q))∆(W ∪max(Q)) = min(Q)∆max(Q) = min(Q) ∪max(Q)

is connected since Q is connected. Therefore by Proposition 5(b), conv(χA, χB̃, χC) is a
triangle in C(P ). We also note that

min(A ∪ B̃ ∪ C) = min(W ∪min(Q) ∪B ∪max(Q)) = W ∪min(Q) = A
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and

max(A ∪ B̃ ∪ C) = max(W ∪min(Q) ∪B ∪max(Q)) = W ∪max(Q) = C.

Injective: Let (Q1,W1, B1) and (Q2,W2, B2) be tuples satisfying the conditions of
the proposition such that

conv(χA1 , χB̃1
, χC1) = conv(χA2 , χB̃2

, χC2).

From this we obtain {A1, B̃1, C1} = {A2, B̃2, C2}. Therefore

A1 = min(A1 ∪ B̃1 ∪ C1) = min(A2 ∪ B̃2 ∪ C2) = A2

and
C1 = max(A1 ∪ B̃1 ∪ C1) = max(A2 ∪ B̃2 ∪ C2) = C2.

It follows that B̃1 = B̃2. We now have W1∪min(Q1) = W2∪min(Q2) and W1∪max(Q1) =
W2 ∪ max(Q2). Since Wi ∥ Qi and max(Qi) ∩ min(Qi) = ∅ for i = 1, 2, this implies
min(Q1) = min(Q2) and max(Q1) = max(Q2). Since Q1 and Q2 are order-convex, we
get Q1 = Q2. We let Q := Q1 = Q2. From B̃1 = B̃2 we get W1 ∪ B1 = W2 ∪ B2.
Since Wi ∥ Q and Bi ⊆ Q for i = 1, 2, this implies W1 = W2 and B1 = B2. Hence
(Q1,W1, B1) = (Q2,W2, B2).

Surjective: Let conv(χA, χB̃, χC) be a triangle in C(P ) where by Lemma 23 we may
assume A = min(A ∪ B̃ ∪ C) and C = max(A ∪ B̃ ∪ C) and A ∩ C ⊆ B̃. We let

Q = {x ∈ P : a ⩽ x ⩽ c for some a ∈ A, c ∈ C} \ (A ∩ C),

W = A ∩ C,

B = B̃ \ (A ∩ C).

Our aim is to show that (Q,W,B) is in the domain of our map and that it maps to
conv(χA, χB̃, χC).

If Q contains x and z with a ⩽ x < y < z ⩽ c, then certainly y ∈ Q as well, so Q is
order-convex. Moreover, max(Q) = C \ A and min(Q) = A \ C, so min(Q) ∪max(Q) =
A∆C is connected since conv(χA, χC) is an edge in C(P ). By Lemma 15, it follows that Q
is connected. Since min(Q) ∩max(Q) = ∅, Q has height ⩾ 2. Clearly W is an antichain
in P . One easily shows that W ∥ Q. Also, clearly B is an antichain. We claim B ⊆ Q.
But this is clear since B = B̃ \ (A∩C) and A = min(A∪ B̃∪C) and C = max(A∪ B̃∪C).
We have

B∆min(Q) = (B̃ \ (A ∩ C))∆(A \ C)

=
(
(B̃ \ (A ∩ C)) ∪ (A ∩ C)

)
∆
(
(A \ C) ∪ (A ∩ C)

)
= B̃∆A

which is connected since conv(χA, χB̃) is an edge of C(P ). Similarly, we have that
B∆max(Q) = B̃∆C is connected. We have now shown that (Q,W,B) is in the domain
of our map.

the electronic journal of combinatorics 33(3) (2026), #P3.67 16



Lastly, we note that

W ∪min(Q) = (A ∩ C) ∪ (A \ C) = A,

W ∪max(Q) = (A ∩ C) ∪ (C \ A) = C,

W ∪B = (A ∩ C) ∪
(
B̃ \ (A ∩ C)

)
= B̃.

Hence (Q,W,B) 7→ conv(χA, χB̃, χC), finishing the proof.

4.2 Inequalities for the number of triangular faces

Using the characterizations obtained in the previous section, we will prove that the number
of triangle faces of O(P ) is at most the number of triangle faces in C(P ).

Propositions 22 and 24 are remarkably similar in their statements. Using these, we
can write the number of triangles in each of the polytopes as sums over connected order-
convex subposets of certain combinatorial invariants of these subposets. Let us define the
invariants in question.

Definition 25 (Biconnected filter). Let Q be a poset and let X ⊆ max(Q) and Y ⊆
min(Q). Let G ⊆ Q be a filter. We say G is biconnected in Q if Q\G and G are connected.
We say that G is an (X,Y )-filter in Q if (Q \G) ∩max(Q) = X and G ∩min(Q) = Y .

We denote by φ(Q,X, Y ) the number of biconnected (X,Y )-filters in Q.

Definition 26 (Biconnected antichain). Let Q be a poset and let X ⊆ max(Q) and
Y ⊆ min(Q). Let B ⊆ Q be an antichain. We say B is biconnected in Q if B∆min(Q)
and B∆max(Q) are both connected. We say that B is an (X,Y )-antichain in Q if
B ∩max(Q) = X and B ∩min(Q) = Y .

We denote by α(Q,X, Y ) the number of biconnected (X, Y )-antichains in Q.

Remark 27. By Proposition 22 the number of triangles in O(P ) is

f∆
2 (O(P )) =

∑
Q

#{W : W antichain in P, W ∥ Q}
∑

X⊆max(Q)

∑
Y⊆min(Q)

φ(Q,X, Y )

and by Proposition 24, the number of triangles in C(P ) is

f∆
2 (C(P )) =

∑
Q

#{W : W antichain in P, W ∥ Q}
∑

X⊆max(Q)

∑
Y⊆min(Q)

α(Q,X, Y ),

where in both cases the outer sum is over connected order-convex subposets Q ⊆ P of
height ⩾ 2. To finish the proof of the first part of Theorem 21, it remains to prove the
inequality φ(Q,X, Y ) ⩽ α(Q,X, Y ) for all suchQ,X, Y . To prove the second part, we also
need to show that if P is not X-free, then P has a connected order-convex subposet Q and
X ⊆ max(Q), Y ⊆ min(Q) for which strict inequality φ(Q,X, Y ) < α(Q,X, Y ) holds.

Remark 28. Recall that we do not consider the empty set to be connected. Therefore, the
empty filter is never biconnected. However, note that the empty antichain is biconnected
in Q if and only if min(Q) and max(Q) are singletons.
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We will derive recursive formulas for α(Q,X, Y ) and φ(Q,X, Y ). In what follows, we
will use the following setup, illustrated in Figure 2.

Setup 1. Let e be a non-extremal element of a connected poset Q, let Q′ = Q \ {e}, and

D = ⟨e⟩↓ ∩Q′ = {x ∈ Q : x < e} and U = ⟨e⟩↑ ∩Q′ = {x ∈ Q : x > e}.

By non-extremality of e, U and D will then be non-empty, but not necessarily connected.
We will also let X ⊆ max(Q) and Y ⊆ min(Q) be sets such that {e}, X and Y are
pairwise parallel.

max(Q)

min(Q)

...
...

...
...

X

Y

e

U

D

...
...

...

...
...

Figure 2: Schematic illustration of Setup 1, used in Lemmas 29–31.

Since e is parallel to X and Y , these sets do not intersect U or D, so we can think
of X and Y as sets of maximal and minimal elements in contractions of Q and Q′ by U
and D. By these observations, the invariants in Lemmas 29–31 are well-defined. Note
also that by Lemmas 15 and 16 the poset Q′ and all its contractions are connected and
of height at least 2.

Lemma 29. With notation as in Setup 1, α(Q,X, Y ) = α(Q′, X, Y )+α(Q′/U/D,X, Y ).

Proof. Let B be an antichain in Q with e ∈ B. Now B∩U = ∅ and B∩D = ∅. Hence we
may think of B − e as an antichain in Q′/U/D not containing vU or vD. Thus it should
be clear that we have a bijection

{antichains in Q containing e} ←→ {antichains in Q′/U/D not containing vU or vD}
B ←→ B − e.

Let B be an antichain in Q with e ∈ B. Now B ∩ U = ∅. As max(Q′/U) = max(Q′) \
U ∪ {vU} by Lemma 17 and max(Q′) = max(Q), we have
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(B − e)∆max(Q′/U) =
(
(B − e) \ (max(Q) \ U)

)
∪
(
(max(Q) \ U) \ (B − e)

)
∪ {vU}

=
(
(B − e) \max(Q)

)
∪
(
max(Q) \ (U ∪ (B − e))

)
∪ {vU}

=
(
(B − e)∆max(Q)

)
\ U ∪ {vU}

=
(
B∆max(Q)

)
\ F ∪ {vU}

∼=
(
B∆max(Q)

)
/F,

where F := {e} ∪
(
U ∩ max(Q)

)
= {x ∈ B∆max(Q) : x ⩾ e} is the principal filter

generated by e inside B∆max(Q). Dually,

(B − e)∆min(Q′/D) ∼=
(
B∆min(Q)

)
/J,

where J := {e} ∪
(
D ∩ min(Q)

)
= {x ∈ B∆min(Q) : x ⩽ e} is the principal ideal gen-

erated by e inside B∆min(Q). Since max(Q′/U) = max(Q′/U/D) and min(Q′/D) =
min(Q′/U/D), and since J and F are connected, by Lemma 16 we see that B is bicon-
nected in Q if and only if B−e is biconnected in Q′/U/D. Furthermore, using Lemma 17
we get

(B − e) ∩max(Q′/U/D) = (B − e) ∩
(
max(Q′) \ U ∪ {vU}

)
= B ∩max(Q)

and similarly (B − e) ∩ min(Q′/U/D) = B ∩ min(Q). With these observations we see
that B is a biconnected (X, Y )-antichain in Q if and only if B − e is a biconnected
(X, Y )-antichain in Q′/U/D. By restricting the above bijection, we see that the number
of biconnected (X, Y )-antichains in Q containing e is the number of biconnected (X,Y )-
antichains in Q′/U/D not containing vU or vD. Since U ∩X = ∅ and D ∩ Y = ∅ we have
vU ̸∈ X and vD ̸∈ Y . As vU and vD are maximal and minimal in Q′/U/D respectively,
we see that an (X,Y )-antichain in Q′/U/D never contains vU or vD. We conclude that
the number of biconnected antichains in Q containing e equals α(Q′/U/D,X, Y ).

The biconnected (X,Y )-antichains in Q not containing e are exactly the biconnected
(X, Y )-antichains in Q′. Therefore, the number of biconnected (X,Y )-antichains in Q
equals α(Q,X, Y ) = α(Q′, X, Y ) + α(Q′/U/D,X, Y ) as claimed.

Lemma 30. With notation as in Setup 1, we have

α(Q′, X, Y ) + α(Q′/U/D,X, Y ) ⩾ α(Q′/U,X, Y ) + α(Q′/D,X, Y ).

Moreover, if min(Q) ⊆ D, max(Q) ⊆ U , and |min(Q)| ⩾ 2 and |max(Q)| ⩾ 2, then the
inequality is strict.

Proof. Observe that all (X, Y )-antichains in Q′/U are contained in Q′ \ U , as vU is a
maximal element in Q′/U that is not contained in X. Similarly, all (X, Y )-antichains
in Q′/D are contained in Q′ \ D, and all (X, Y )-antichains in Q′/U/D are contained in
Q′ \ (U ∪D).
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Figure 3: On the left, a biconnected antichain (filled) in Q containing the element e. On
the right, the corresponding biconnected antichain in Q′/U/D. Here, we have X = Y = ∅
for simplicity.

Now, for an antichain B and a poset R, write tB(R) = 1 if B is biconnected in R and
0 otherwise. We can thus write

α(Q′, X, Y ) =
∑
B⊆Q′

B an (X,Y )-antichain in Q’

tB(Q
′), (4.1)

α(Q′/U,X, Y ) =
∑

B⊆Q′\U
B an (X,Y )-antichain in Q’

tB(Q
′/U), (4.2)

α(Q′/D,X, Y ) =
∑

B⊆Q′\D
B an (X,Y )-antichain in Q’

tB(Q
′/D), (4.3)

α(Q′/U/D,X, Y ) =
∑

B⊆Q′\(U∪D)
B an (X,Y )-antichain in Q’

tB(Q
′/U/D). (4.4)

Our aim is to prove (4.1)+ (4.4) ⩾ (4.2)+ (4.3). We split each sum according to whether
B intersects U or D. In what follows, the sums are over (X, Y )-antichains B ⊆ Q′. Note
that no antichain in Q′ can intersect both U and D. By grouping terms together we may
write

(4.1) + (4.4) =
∑

B∩D ̸=∅

tB(Q
′) +

∑
B∩U ̸=∅

tB(Q
′) +

∑
B∩(U∪D)=∅

[
tB(Q

′) + tB(Q
′/U/D)

]
and

(4.2) + (4.3) =
∑

B∩D ̸=∅

tB(Q
′/U) +

∑
B∩U ̸=∅

tB(Q
′/D) +

∑
B∩(U∪D)=∅

[
tB(Q

′/U) + tB(Q
′/D)

]
.

We claim that we have term-wise inequality, that is,

(a) tB(Q
′) ⩾ tB(Q

′/U) for all (X,Y )-antichains B ⊆ Q′ \ U, B ∩D ̸= ∅,

(b) tB(Q
′) ⩾ tB(Q

′/D) for all (X, Y )-antichains B ⊆ Q′ \D, B ∩ U ̸= ∅, and
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(c) tB(Q
′) + tB(Q

′/U/D) ⩾ tB(Q
′/U) + tB(Q

′/D) for all (X, Y )-antichains B such that
B ⊆ Q′ \ (U ∪D).

We start with proving (a). Let B ⊆ Q′ \ U such that B ∩ D ̸= ∅ and suppose B
is biconnected in Q′/U . Let d ∈ B ∩ D. Now B∆max(Q′/U) and B∆min(Q′/U) =
B∆min(Q′) are connected. Consider any path in B∆max(Q′/U). Every time this path
contains a subpath b1 < vU > b2 for some b1, b2 ∈ B, this means that we have b1 < u1 >
d < u2 > b2 in B∆max(Q′) for some u1, u2 ∈ max(Q′) ∩ U . Therefore this path can be
extended to a path in B∆max(Q′). Therefore B is biconnected in Q′. Hence we have
(a). One can prove (b) in a similar way.

It remains to show (c). Let B be an (X, Y )-antichain in Q′ with B ⊆ Q′ \ (U ∪
D). We have B∆min(Q′/U) = B∆min(Q′) and B∆max(Q′/U) is a contraction of
B∆max(Q′) by U ∩max(Q′). Therefore, by Lemma 16(a), if B is biconnected in Q′, then
it is biconnected in Q′/U . In other words, we have tB(Q

′/U) ⩾ tB(Q
′). For the same

reason tB(Q
′/U/D) ⩾ tB(Q

′/D).
If tB(Q

′/U) = tB(Q
′), then (c) follows. It only remains to study the case where

tB(Q
′/U) > tB(Q

′), meaning that B is biconnected in Q′/U but not in Q′. In other words,
this means that B∆max(Q′/U) = B∆max(Q′/U/D) and B∆min(Q′/U) = B∆min(Q′)
are both connected but B∆max(Q′) = B∆max(Q′/D) is not connected. By Lemma 16,
contracting the poset B∆min(Q′/U) with min(Q′/U) ∩ D gives us the connected poset
B∆min(Q′/U/D). It now follows that B is biconnected in Q′/U/D but not in Q′/D.
Therefore, in this case we have tB(Q

′/U) = tB(Q
′/U/D) = 1 and tB(Q

′) = tB(Q
′/D) = 0,

whence (c) follows. This finishes the proof of the first part of the lemma.
For the second part of the lemma, we assume that min(Q) = min(Q′) ⊆ D, max(Q) =

max(Q′) ⊆ U , and that |min(Q)| ⩾ 2 and |max(Q)| ⩾ 2. Here max(Q′) and min(Q′)
are not connected. The empty antichain ∅ is not biconnected in Q′ since ∅∆max(Q′) =
max(Q′) is not connected. Also, the empty antichain ∅ is not biconnected in Q′/U since

∅∆min(Q′/U) = min(Q′/U)
Lemma 17(4)

= min(Q′)

is not connected, and similarly, ∅ is not biconnected in Q′/D since

∅∆max(Q′/D) = max(Q′/D)
Lemma 17(3)

= max(Q′)

is not connected. However, the empty antichain ∅ is biconnected in Q′/U/D. This is
because

∅∆max(Q′/U/D) = max(Q′/U/D)

= max(Q′/D/U) [Lemma 17(5)]

= (max(Q′/D) \ U) ∪ {vU} [Lemma 17(2)]

= (max(Q′) \ U) ∪ {vU} [Lemma 17(3)]

= ∅ ∪ {vU} [max(Q′) ⊆ U ]

= {vU}
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is connected, and similarly ∅∆min(Q′/U/D) is a singleton and hence connected. We
therefore have

t∅(Q
′) + t∅(Q

′/U/D) = 0 + 1 > 0 + 0 = t∅(Q
′/U) + t∅(Q

′/D)

so the inequality in (c) is strict.

Lemma 31. With notation as in Setup 1,

φ(Q,X, Y ) = φ(Q′/U,X, Y ) + φ(Q′/D,X, Y ).

Proof. First, consider filters not containing e. For a filter G ⊆ Q we have e ̸∈ G if and
only if ⟨e⟩↓ ∩G = ∅. We have a bijection{

filters in Q not containing e
}
←→

{
filters in Q/⟨e⟩↓ not containing v⟨e⟩↓

}
G←→ G/⟨e⟩↓.

Let G ⊆ Q be a filter not containing e. Since G∩⟨e⟩↓ = ∅, we have G ∼= G/⟨e⟩↓, so clearly
G is connected if and only if G/⟨e⟩↓ is connected. Since ⟨e⟩↓ is connected, by Lemma 16,
Q \ G is connected if and only if (Q \ G)/⟨e⟩↓ is connected. Furthermore, by Lemma 18
we have (Q \G)/⟨e⟩↓ = (Q/⟨e⟩↓) \ (G/⟨e⟩↓). Hence we see that G is biconnected in Q if
and only if G/⟨e⟩↓ is biconnected in Q/⟨e⟩↓.

Moreover, by Lemma 17, max(Q/⟨e⟩↓) = max(Q) and

min(Q/⟨e⟩↓) ∩G =
(
(min(Q) \ ⟨e⟩↓) ∪ {v⟨e⟩↓}

)
∩G

= min(Q) ∩G.

Since X and Y do not intersect ⟨e⟩↓, we may think of them as subsets of max(Q/⟨e⟩↓)
and min(Q/⟨e⟩↓) respectively. Therefore, G is an (X, Y )-filter in Q if and only if G/⟨e⟩↓ is
an (X,Y )-filter in Q/⟨e⟩↓. By restricting the above bijection we obtain that the number
of biconnected (X,Y )-filters in Q not containing e equals the number of biconnected
(X, Y )-filters in Q/⟨e⟩↓ not containing v⟨e⟩↓ .

Since Y ∩ ⟨e⟩↓ = ∅ we have v⟨e⟩↓ ̸∈ Y . If G/⟨e⟩↓ is an (X, Y )-filter in Q/⟨e⟩↓ then v⟨e⟩↓
is a minimal element not in Y = min(Q/⟨e⟩↓)∩ (G/⟨e⟩↓), and thus v⟨e⟩↓ ̸∈ G/⟨e⟩↓. Hence,
in Q/⟨e⟩↓, the biconnected (X, Y )-filters not containing v⟨e⟩↓ are exactly the biconnected
(X, Y )-filters. Therefore the number of biconnected (X,Y )-filters in Q not containing e
equals φ(Q/⟨e⟩↓, X, Y ). The sets X and Y can be thought of as subsets of max(Q′/D)
and min(Q′/D) respectively, and by Lemma 17, Q/⟨e⟩↓ ∼= Q′/D. Therefore the number
of biconnected (X,Y )-filters in Q not containing e is

φ(Q/⟨e⟩↓, X, Y ) = φ(Q′/D,X, Y ).

Next, (X, Y )-filters G ⊆ Q with e ∈ G are in bijection with (Y,X)-filters J ⊆ Qop

with e ̸∈ J in the opposite poset, via the bijection G ↔ J = Q \ G. Indeed, for an
(X, Y )-filter G ⊆ Q we have

Y = min(Q) ∩G = min(Q) \ J = max(Qop) \ J
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and
X = max(Q) \G = max(Q) ∩ J = min(Qop) ∩ J.

Moreover, by definition of biconnectivity, we see that G is biconnected in Q if and only if
J is biconnected in Qop. Finally, by the first part of the proof, there are

φ ((Qop − e)/{x ∈ Qop : x <Qop e}, Y,X) = φ ((Qop − e)/{x ∈ Q : x > e}, Y,X)

= φ ((Q′/U)op, Y,X)

= φ(Q′/U,X, Y )

many such filters.
Therefore, the number of biconnected (X,Y )-filters in Q not containing e equals

φ(Q′/D,X, Y ), and the number of biconnected (X, Y )-filters in Q that do contain e
equals φ(Q′/U,X, Y ). We conclude that the number of biconnected (X,Y )-filters in Q
equals

φ(Q,X, Y ) = φ(Q′/U,X, Y ) + φ(Q′/D,X, Y )

as claimed.

D

U

e

Q

vU

Q′/U

D

U

e

Q

vD

Q′/D

Figure 4: Biconnected (filled) filters containing e (upper left) and not containing e (upper
right). Below are the corresponding biconnected filters in Q′/U and Q′/D respectively.
The grey shade is used for sets that are contracted when removing the node e. Again, we
have chosen X = Y = ∅ for simplicity.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 21. Recall that we want to prove the inequality
f∆
2 (O(P )) ⩽ f∆

2 (C(P )), and that equality holds if and only if P is X-free.

Proof of Theorem 21. By Remark 27, for the first part, we only need to show that

φ(Q,X, Y ) ⩽ α(Q,X, Y )
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for all connected posets Q of height at least 2, and all X ⊆ max(Q) and Y ⊆ min(Q).
First note that, if X ∦ Y , then there exist x ∈ X and y ∈ Y with y < x, since

X ∩ Y ⊆ min(Q) ∩ max(Q) = ∅ for connected posets of height at least 2. Clearly, no
antichain can contain both x and y, nor can any filter contain y without also containing x.
Therefore, α(Q,X, Y ) = φ(Q,X, Y ) = 0 if X ∦ Y .

We will now assumeX ∥ Y . We proceed by induction over the number of non-extremal
elements e ∈ Q such that e ∥ (X ∪ Y ).

As a base case, assume there is no non-extremal element that is parallel to X ∪ Y .
Then the only (X, Y )-filter is G = ⟨Y ⟩↑ ∪ (max(Q) \X), and the only (X, Y )-antichain is
B = X ∪ Y . In such case, we have

min(G) ⊆ min(Q) ∪max(Q),

since all non-extremal points in Q are either below X (and therefore not in G) or above
Y (and therefore not minimal in G). Noticing that

min(G) ∩min(Q) = Y,

min(G) ∩max(Q) = (max(Q) \X) \ ⟨Y ⟩↑,
max(G) = G ∩max(Q) = max(Q) \X,

we get

min(G) ∪max(G) = Y ∪ (max(Q) \X)

=
(
(X ∪ Y ) \max(Q)

)
∪
(
max(Q) \ (X ∪ Y )

)
= (X ∪ Y )∆max(Q)

= B∆max(Q). (4.5)

Dually, the only (Y,X)-filter in Qop is Q \ G and the only (Y,X)-antichain in Qop is
B. By (4.5), it follows that

min(Q \G) ∪max(Q \G) = max
Qop

(Q \G) ∪min
Qop

(Q \G)

= B∆max(Qop)

= B∆min(Q). (4.6)

where by maxQop(Q \G) and minQop(Q \G) we mean the maximal and minimal elements
of Q \G considered as a subposet of Qop.

It follows from (4.5), (4.6) and Lemma 15 that B is a biconnected antichain in Q if
and only if G is a biconnected filter in Q. Hence, φ(Q,X, Y ) = α(Q,X, Y ) ∈ {0, 1} holds.

For the induction step, let e ∈ Q\
(
max(Q)∪min(Q)∪⟨Y ⟩↑∪⟨X⟩↓

)
. Assume that the

inequality is proven for all triples (R,X ′, Y ′) that have strictly fewer such elements than
(Q,X, Y ) has. We define Q′ = Q \ {e}, D = ⟨e⟩↓ ∩Q′ and U = ⟨e⟩↑ ∩Q′ as in Setup 1.
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Y

X

Figure 5: The unique (X,Y )-antichain (red) and the unique (X,Y )-filter (filled), in the
base case when Q = ⟨Y ⟩↑ ∪ ⟨X⟩↓ ∪max(Q) ∪min(Q).

Combining this with Lemmas 29–31 and induction hypothesis, we get

φ(Q,X, Y ) = φ(Q′/U,X, Y ) + φ(Q′/D,X, Y ) [Lemma 31]

⩽ α(Q′/U,X, Y ) + α(Q′/D,X, Y ) [Ind. hyp.]

⩽ α(Q′, X, Y ) + α(Q′/U/D,X, Y ) [Lemma 30]

= α(Q,X, Y ). [Lemma 29]

By the principle of induction, φ(Q,X, Y ) ⩽ α(Q,X, Y ) holds for all connected posets Q
of height ⩾ 2 and all X ⊆ max(Q) and Y ⊆ min(Q). This concludes our proof of the first
part Theorem 21.

For the second part, we need to show that if P is not X-free, then there exists such
a triple (Q,X, Y ) for which the inequality is strict. If P is not X-free, we find elements
d1, d2, e, u1, u2 ∈ P with di < e < uj for i, j ∈ {1, 2}, and d1 ∥ d2 and u1 ∥ u2. Let Q be
the order-convex hull of this subposet, i.e.

Q = {x ∈ P : di ⩽ x ⩽ uj for some i, j ∈ {1, 2}}

and let X = Y = ∅. Here Q is a connected order-convex subposet of P of height ⩾ 2.
With the selected element e ∈ Q, U = {x ∈ Q : x > e} and D = {x ∈ Q : x < e} we have

max(Q) = {u1, u2} ⊆ U and min(Q) = {d1, d2} ⊆ D,

so by Lemma 30, the second inequality in the chain above is strict, so φ(Q,X, Y ) <
α(Q,X, Y ). Therefore, f∆

2 (O(P )) < f∆
2 (C(P )).

Notice that if P is X-free, then O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly equivalent [8], and
in particular f∆

2 (O(P )) = f∆
2 (C(P )). It follows that f∆

2 (O(P )) ⩽ f∆
2 (C(P )) for every

poset P , with equality if and only if P is X-free.

5 Square faces

In this section, we will study square faces of both O(P ) and C(P ). In [10, Theo-
rem 7.1.1], it is shown that f□

2 (O(P )) ⩽ f□
2 (C(P )) for any finite poset P . This, together

with Theorem 21, already is enough to prove Theorem 43 in this paper, namely that
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f2(O(P )) ⩽ f2(C(P )) for any finite poset P , with equality if and only if P is X-free. In
this section, we prove the stronger result that f□

2 (O(P )) = f□
2 (C(P )) for any poset P .

In Section 5.1 we give a combinatorial description of the square faces of O(P ), and in
Section 5.2 we give a similar description for C(P ). In Section 5.3 we use these descriptions
to provide a bijection that shows that the number of square faces in O(P ) and C(P )
coincide.

5.1 Square faces of order polytopes

Figure 6: All posets with four elements

We start by giving an explicit description of the square faces of O(P ). We approach
this by seeing how four filters in P corresponding to vertices of a square face of O(P ) can
be contained in each other as sets.

Lemma 32. Let P be a poset, and let A,B,C,D be pairwise distinct filters of P . If
conv(χA, χB, χC , χD) is a square face of O(P ), then the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is iso-
morphic to the poset shown in Figure 7.

Figure 7: The only way the filters corresponding to a square face in O(P ) can be contained
in each other.
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Proof. When we order the filters A,B,C,D by inclusion, then by Proposition 4 every
filter is comparable to at least two other filters. Since dim(χA, χB, χC , χD) = 2, by
Lemma 13 there cannot be principal order ideals or principal filters of size 3 in the poset
({A,B,C,D},⊆). Thus by going through all 4-element posets (shown in Figure 6), the
only possible 4-element poset is the one shown in Figure 7.

Theorem 33. The square faces of O(P ) are exactly the convex hulls of the form

conv(χF1∩F2 , χF1 , χF2 , χF1∪F2),

where F1 and F2 are filters such that F1 \ F2 and F2 \ F1 are connected.

Proof. Suppose A,B,C,D ⊆ P are filters such that conv(χA, χB, χC , χD) is a square face
of O(P ). By Lemma 32, the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic to the poset shown in
Figure 7. By renaming the filters if necessary, we may assume the bottom element is A
and the top element is D. Here A ⊆ B ∩ C. If we had a proper inclusion A ⊊ B ∩ C
then we would find i ∈ (B ∩ C) \ A and thus i ∈ (B ∩ C ∩ D) \ A. But this is not
possible by Corollary 12. Hence A = B ∩ C. One can show similarly that we must have
D = B∪C. Using Proposition 4, we see that the edges of the square must be conv(χA, χB),
conv(χA, χC), conv(χB, χD) and conv(χC , χD). Thus D \ B = (C ∪ B) \ B = C \ B and
D \ C = (B ∪ C) \ C = B \ C are connected. Hence by writing F1 = B and F2 = C we
see that conv(χA, χB, χC , χD) is as claimed.

We now prove that if F1 and F2 are as in the statement of the theorem, then

F := conv(χF1∩F2 , χF1 , χF2 , χF1∪F )

is a square face of O(P ). We prove this with induction on |P \ (F1 ∪ F2)|+ |F1 ∩ F2|.
In the base case we have F1 ∪ F2 = P and F1 ∩ F2 = ∅. Now P = F1 ⊔ F2. Note that

F1 \ F2 = F1 and F2 \ F1 = F2 are connected. Therefore by Proposition 4, conv(χ∅, χF1)
is an edge of O(F1) and conv(χ∅, χF2) is an edge of O(F2). Since F1 ∩ F2 = ∅ and F1 and
F2 are filters, we must have F1 ∥ F2. Thus O(F1 ⊔ F2) = O(F1)×O(F2). Hence

F = conv(χ∅, χF1 , χF2 , χF1⊔F2) = conv(χ∅, χF1)× conv(χ∅, χF2)

is a 2-dimensional face of O(F1) × O(F2) = O(F1 ⊔ F2) = O(P ) with 4 vertices, i.e. a
square face.

Suppose P ̸= F1 ∪ F2. Now there exists a minimal element p ∈ P \ (F1 ∪ F2). Hence
F is contained in the facet {xp = 0}. We may consider F1 and F2 as filters of P − p. By
induction assumption

conv(χF1∩F2 , χF1 , χF2 , χF1∪F2) ⊆ RP−p

is a square face of O(P − p) ∼= O(P ) ∩ {xp = 0}. Thus F is a square face of O(P ).
If F1∩F2 ̸= ∅ then there exists a maximal element p ∈ F1∩F2. Now F is contained in

the facet {xp = 1}. Here F1−p and F2−p are filters of P−p such that (F1−p)\(F2−p) =
F1 \ F2 and (F2 − p) \ (F1 − p) = F2 \ F1 are connected. By induction assumption

conv(χ(F1−p)∩(F2−p), χF1−p, χF2−p, χ(F1−p)∪(F2−p)) ⊆ RP−p

is a square face of O(P−p) ∼= O(P )∩{xp = 1}. Therefore F is a square face of O(P ).
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Corollary 34. The square faces of O(P ) are in bijection with the set

SO(P ) :=

{
{F1, F2}

∣∣∣∣ F1 and F2 filters such that
F1 \ F2 and F2 \ F1 are connected

}
.

Proof. Theorem 33 shows that the map from the set SO(P ) to the set of square faces of
O(P ) defined by

{F1, F2} 7→ conv(χF1∩F2 , χF1 , χF2 , χF1∪F2)

is well-defined and surjective. It remains to show injectivity. Let {F1, F2} and {F ′
1, F

′
2}

be elements from the set SO(P ). Let

Q1 = conv(χF1∩F2 , χF1 , χF2 , χF1∪F2),

Q2 = conv(χF ′
1∩F ′

2
, χF ′

1
, χF ′

2
, χF ′

1∪F ′
2
)

and suppose Q1 = Q2. We claim that F1 ∩ F2 = F ′
1 ∩ F ′

2. Let p ∈ F1 ∩ F2. Now every
vertex of Q1 is on the hyperplane {xp = 1}. Hence so is every vertex of Q2. In particular,
p ∈ F ′

1 ∩ F ′
2. Thus F1 ∩ F2 ⊆ F ′

1 ∩ F ′
2. Similarly, F ′

1 ∩ F ′
2 ⊆ F1 ∩ F2. We notice that we

can write

Q1 = conv(χ∅, χF1\F2 , χF2\F1 , χF1∆F2) + χF1∩F2 ,

Q2 = conv(χ∅, χF ′
1\F ′

2
, χF ′

2\F ′
1
, χF ′

1∆F ′
2
) + χF ′

1∩F ′
2
.

Since F1 ∩ F2 = F ′
1 ∩ F ′

2 we get

conv(χ∅, χF1\F2 , χF2\F1 , χF1∆F2) = conv(χ∅, χF ′
1\F ′

2
, χF ′

2\F ′
1
, χF ′

1∆F ′
2
)

and thus
{F1 \ F2, F2 \ F1, F1∆F2} = {F ′

1 \ F ′
2, F

′
2 \ F ′

1, F
′
1∆F ′

2}.

It follows that F1∆F2 = F ′
1∆F ′

2. We have

F1 = (F1 ∩ F2) ∪ (F1 \ F2) ⊆ (F ′
1 ∩ F ′

2) ∪ (F ′
1 \ F ′

2) ∪ (F ′
2 \ F ′

1).

Since F ′
1 and F ′

2 are filters, we must have (F ′
1 \F ′

2) ∥ (F ′
2 \F ′

1). Since F1 \F2 is connected,
it has to either be contained in F ′

1 \ F ′
2 or in F ′

2 \ F ′
1. In either case, we have that F1 is

contained in either F ′
1 or F ′

2. Similarly, F2 is contained in either F ′
1 or F ′

2. By symmetry,
F ′
1 is contained in either F1 or F2, and likewise, F ′

2 is contained in either F1 or F2. Since
we cannot have Fi ⊆ Fj or F ′

i ⊆ F ′
j for i ̸= j (since all the differences are non-empty),

this implies {F1, F2} = {F ′
1, F

′
2}.

5.2 Square faces of chain polytopes

Next, we give the characterization of square faces of the chain polytope C(P ) in terms of
antichains of P . Similarly to the case of O(P ), we will study the square faces of C(P ) by
seeing how four antichains corresponding to the vertices of a square face can be contained
in each other.
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Lemma 35. Let P be a poset, and let A and B be distinct antichains of P . If A∆B is
connected in P , then, up to renaming,

(i) A ⊊ B and |B \ A| = 1, or

(ii) A ⊈ B, and a < b holds whenever a ∈ A and b ∈ B are comparable and distinct.

Proof. In the proof of [9, Theorem 2.1], the following claim is obtained (up to renaming):
If A∆B is connected, then A and B satisfy either (i) A ⊊ B, or (ii) A ⊈ B and a < b
holds whenever a ∈ A and b ∈ B are comparable. In case (i), we have A∆B = B \ A.
Since B \ A is an antichain and connected, it follows that |B \ A| = 1.

Let P be a poset, and let A(P ) be the set of antichains of P . We let (A(P ),⊆) denote
the poset of A(P ) ordered by inclusion.

Proposition 36. Let Ai, Aj ∈ A(P ) be distinct antichains. Then Ai is covered by Aj

in the poset (A(P ),⊆) if and only if Aj = Ai ⊔ {p} for some p ∈ P . In this case
conv(χAi

, χAj
) is an edge of C(P ).

Proof. The first claim is clear. Suppose Aj = Ai⊔{p} for some p ∈ P . Then Ai∆Aj = {p},
which is connected. Thus, conv(χAi

, χAj
) is an edge of C(P ) by Proposition 4.

Proposition 37. Let P be a poset, and let A1, A2, A3, and A4 be pairwise distinct
antichains of P . Suppose that F = conv(χA1 , χA2 , χA3 , χA4) is a square face of C(P ). If
Ai is covered by Aj in the poset ({A1, A2, A3, A4},⊆) for some i, j ∈ [4], then Ai is also
covered by Aj in the poset (A(P ),⊆).

Proof. Suppose towards contradiction that Ai is not covered by Aj in A(P ). Now Ai ⊊ Aj

and |Aj \ Ai| ⩾ 2. Therefore Ai∆Aj = Aj \ Ai is an antichain of size ⩾ 2 and thus not
connected. Hence conv(χAi

, χAj
) is not an edge of C(P ). Let {k, ℓ} = [4]\{i, j}. Here the

diagonals of the square face F are conv(χAi
, χAj

) and conv(χAk
, χAℓ

). By Corollary 14
we have Ai ∩ Aj = Ak ∩ Aℓ and Ai ∪ Aj = Ak ∪ Aℓ. Since Ai ⊆ Aj we obtain

Ai = Ai ∩ Aj = Ak ∩ Aℓ ⊆ Ak ⊆ Ak ∪ Aℓ = Ai ∪ Aj = Aj,

that is, Ai ⊆ Ak ⊆ Aj. This contradicts the assumption that Aj covers Ai in the poset
({A1, A2, A3, A4},⊆).

From Proposition 36 and Proposition 37, we obtain the following corollary. This
implies that if {χA1 , χA2 , χA3 , χA4} forms a square face of C(P ), then the cover relations
in the poset ({A1, A2, A3, A4},⊆) correspond to edges of C(P ) that are of type (i) in
Lemma 35.

Corollary 38. Let P be a poset, and let A1, A2, A3, and A4 be pairwise distinct antichains
of P . Suppose that conv(χA1 , χA2 , χA3 , χA4) is a square face of C(P ). If Ai is covered by
Aj in the poset ({A1, A2, A3, A4},⊆) for some i, j ∈ [4], then there exists some p ∈ P such
that Aj = Ai ⊔ {p}. In particular, conv(χAi

, χAj
) is an edge of C(P ).
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Using the above arguments, we determine the Hasse diagram of ({A,B,C,D},⊆) that
corresponds to a square face of C(P ).

Proposition 39. Let P be a poset, and let A, B, C, and D be pairwise distinct antichains
of P . If F = conv(χA, χB, χC , χD) is a square face of C(P ), then the poset

({A,B,C,D},⊆)

is isomorphic to one of the posets shown in Figure 8.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 8: The only possible ways the antichains corresponding to a square face of C(P )
can be contained in each other.

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 9: Posets considered in the proof of Proposition 39.

Proof. Since dimF = 2, by Lemma 13 the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) cannot have principal
ideals or principal filters of size 3. By going through all 4-element posets (shown in
Figure 6), the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) has to be isomorphic to either one of the posets
shown in Figure 8 or to one of the posets shown in Figure 9. Our aim is to show that
none of the cases shown in Figure 9 are possible.

When the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic to either Figure 9 (e) or (f), three
edges are incident to a single vertex in F by Corollary 38. That is, dimF = 3. This
contradicts the assumption that F is a square face.

Suppose that the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic to Figure 9 (d), where ∅ ̸=
A ⊊ B. By Corollary 38, we know that B = A ⊔ {p} for some p ∈ P . Let the diagonals
of F be the segments conv(χA, χD) and conv(χB, χC). Then, conv(χA, χC) is an edge of
C(P ) and conv(χB, χC) is not an edge of C(P ). That is, A∆C is connected in P , while
B∆C is disconnected. We claim that p ̸∈ C. If not then p belongs to both antichains
B and C, and hence p is an isolated point in B ∪ C = A ∪ B ∪ C. In particular, since
p ∈ C \ A, p is isolated in A∆C. Since A ̸⊆ C and C ̸⊆ A we have |A∆C| ⩾ 2. This
contradicts the fact that A∆C is connected. Thus, we have p /∈ C.
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Next we claim that p is not comparable to anything in C \B. We have

B∆C = (A∆C) ⊔ {p},

where B∆C is not connected and A∆C is connected. If p was comparable to something
in C \ B, then p would be comparable to something in B∆C and hence comparable to
something in A∆C. But since A∆C is connected this would mean that also B∆C is
connected, which is not the case. Thus p is not comparable to anything in C \B.

The element p is also not comparable to anything in C ∩ B since otherwise p is
comparable to something in B but this is not possible since p ∈ B and B is an antichain.
Hence p is not comparable to anything in C and thus C ⊔ {p} is an antichain.

Now, let h : RP → R be a linear map and let α ∈ R be such that the equation
h(x) ⩽ α defines F as a face of C(P ). We have h(χA) = h(χB) = α and thus h(χ{p}) = 0.
Hence h(χC⊔{p}) = α. This implies that C ⊔ {p} ∈ {A,B,C,D}. Thus we need to have
C ⊔ {p} = B or C ⊔ {p} = D and consequently C ⊆ B or C ⊆ D. This contradicts the
fact that the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is of the form (d).

Theorem 40. Let P be a poset. The square faces of C(P ) are exactly the sets of the form

conv(χQ1∪R1∪S, χQ1∪R2∪S, χQ2∪R1∪S, χQ2∪R2∪S),

where S is an antichain of P , and Q and R are connected subposets of P satisfying

• Q = Q1 ⊔Q2 where Q1 and Q2 are antichains of P ,

• R = R1 ⊔R2 where R1 and R2 are antichains of P , and

• Q ∥ R, Q ∥ S and R ∥ S.

Q S R

Figure 10: Antichains corresponding to the vertices of a square face of C(P ).

A connected subposet that is a disjoint union of two antichains is either of height 2
or a singleton. Thus, either Q = min(Q) ⊔ max(Q) or Q = {p} ⊔ ∅. Hence the sets Q1

and Q2 are uniquely determined (up to renaming) by the set Q, and similarly R1 and R2

are determined by R. To illustrate Theorem 40, Figure 10 shows the case when Q and R
have height 2.
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Proof. Let A, B, C, and D be pairwise distinct antichains of P . Suppose that F =
conv(χA, χB, χC , χD) is a square face of C(P ), and let the diagonals of F be the segments
conv(χA, χD) and conv(χB, χC). We aim to show that

{A,B,C,D} = {Q1 ∪R1 ∪ S, Q1 ∪R2 ∪ S, Q2 ∪R1 ∪ S, Q2 ∪R2 ∪ S}

for some suitable Q,R and S. By Proposition 39 the poset ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic
to one of the posets shown in Figure 8. We split into cases accordingly. In all cases, we
choose S = A ∩B ∩ C ∩D.

Case 1: Suppose ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic to the poset in Figure 8(a). Now by
Corollary 38 we may assume that the bottom element in ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is A and the
top element is D. Thus S = A = A ∩B ∩C ∩D. By Corollary 38 we have B = A ⊔ {p},
C = A ⊔ {q} and D = A ⊔ {p} ⊔ {q} for some p, q ∈ P . Since D is an antichain, we
have p ∥ q, {p} ∥ A and {q} ∥ A. Hence we may choose Q = {q}, R = {p} with Q1 = ∅,
Q2 = {q} and R1 = ∅, R2 = {p}.

Case 2: Suppose ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic to the poset in Figure 8(b). We
may assume that ∅ ̸= A ⊆ B and ∅ ̸= C ⊆ D. By Corollary 38 we have B = A ⊔ {p}
and D = C ⊔ {q} for some p, q ∈ P . Here p ∈ B \ A. By Corollary 12, p cannot belong
the exactly 1 or 3 of the sets A,B,C,D. If p ∈ C then p ∈ (B ∩ C ∩ D) \ A which is
not possible. Thus p ∈ D \ C and hence p = q. Since conv(χA, χC) is an edge, A∆C
is connected by Proposition 4. As A ̸⊆ C and C ̸⊆ A we have |A∆C| ⩾ 2. Because
A∆C is connected and cannot have height > 2 it must have height 2. We let Q = A∆C
and R = {p}. Here Q = Q1 ⊔ Q2 where Q1 := min(A∆C) and Q2 := max(A∆C). Also
R = R1 ⊔ R2 where R1 := ∅ and R2 := {p}. Clearly Q ∥ S and R ∥ S. Since A ⊆ B
and p ∈ B, p cannot be comparable to any element in A. Similarly, because C ⊆ D
and p ∈ D, p cannot be comparable to any element in C. Thus Q ∥ R. Since A and C
satisfy the condition in Lemma 35 (ii), either max(A∆C) ⊆ A and min(A∆C) ⊆ C, or
max(A∆C) ⊆ C and min(A∆C) ⊆ A. Let (i, j) ∈ {(1, 2), (2, 1)} be such that Qi ⊆ A
and Qj ⊆ C. We claim that

A = Qi ∪R1 ∪ S, (5.1)

B = Qi ∪R2 ∪ S, (5.2)

C = Qj ∪R1 ∪ S, (5.3)

D = Qj ∪R2 ∪ S. (5.4)

The inclusion ⊇ in all cases is clear. Consider (5.1). Let a ∈ A. If a ∈ A ∩ C then
a ∈ A ∩ B ∩ C ∩D = S. So suppose a ̸∈ A ∩ C. Now a ∈ A∆C. Since A∆C has height
2 and Qi ⊆ A we need to have a ∈ Qi. Hence we have the inclusion ⊆ in (5.1). Since
B = A ⊔ {p} the inclusion ⊆ in (5.2) is clear. The inclusion ⊆ in (5.3) and (5.4) are
proven in the same way.

Case 3: Suppose ({A,B,C,D},⊆) is isomorphic to the poset in Figure 8(c). By
Corollary 12, no element of P can belong to exactly 1 or 3 of the sets A,B,C,D. Thus

A∆C = B∆D and A∆B = C∆D.
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Note that both of these sets have cardinality ⩾ 2, are connected, cannot have height > 2,
and thus have height 2. By Corollary 14 we have A ∩D = B ∩ C and A ∪D = B ∪ C.

We claim that
(A∆C) ∩ (C∆D) = ∅. (5.5)

Indeed, if an element x is in the set in (5.5) then either x ∈ (A∩D)\C or x ∈ C \(A∪D).
But the facts A ∩ D = B ∩ C and A ∪ D = B ∪ C give rise to a contradiction in both
cases. Therefore (5.5) holds.

We also claim that
(A∆C) ∥ (C∆D). (5.6)

Suppose towards contradiction that p ⊥ q for some p ∈ A∆C and q ∈ C∆D. Note that
p ̸= q by (5.5). We split into four cases depending on whether p ∈ A \ C or p ∈ C \ A
and whether q ∈ C \D or q ∈ D \C. As an example, we consider the case p ∈ A \C and
q ∈ C \D. In this case, p ∈ A∆C = B∆D so either p ∈ B or p ∈ D. Since A∩D = B∩C
and p ∈ A \ C, we must have p ∈ B. Similarly, q ∈ C∆D = A∆B and thus q is either
in A or B. But this is not possible since p ⊥ q, p ̸= q, p ∈ A ∩ B, and A and B are
antichains. Therefore the case p ∈ A \ C and q ∈ C \D is not possible. Other cases can
be proven to be impossible in a similar way. We therefore conclude that (5.6) holds.

Let Q = A∆C and R = C∆D. We saw above that Q ∥ R. Again, clearly Q ∥ S and
R ∥ S. Here, Q and R are connected and are of height 2. We let Q1 = min(A∆C), Q2 =
max(A∆C), R1 = min(C∆D), R2 = max(C∆D). Here Q1, Q2, R1, R2 are antichains such
that Q = Q1 ⊔ Q2 and R = R1 ⊔ R2. By Lemma 35(ii), we have either max(A∆C) ⊆ A
and min(A∆C) ⊆ C, or max(A∆C) ⊆ C and min(A∆C) ⊆ A. Similarly for C∆D. Let
(i, j), (k, ℓ) ∈ {(1, 2), (2, 1)} be such that

Qi ⊆ A, Qj ⊆ C, Rk ⊆ C, Rℓ ⊆ D.

We claim that

A = Qi ∪Rk ∪ S, (5.7)

B = Qi ∪Rℓ ∪ S, (5.8)

C = Qj ∪Rk ∪ S, (5.9)

D = Qj ∪Rℓ ∪ S. (5.10)

We prove (5.7).
For the inclusion ⊆, let x ∈ A. As A ∪D = B ∪ C, we have x ∈ B \ C, x ∈ C \ B or

x ∈ B ∩C. First, if x ∈ B ∩C then x ∈ A∩B ∩C, and since no element of P can belong
to exactly 3 of the sets A,B,C,D, this implies x ∈ A ∩ B ∩ C ∩ D = S. Then suppose
x ∈ B \ C. Now x ∈ A \ C ⊆ A∆C = Q = Qi ⊔ Qj, and as Qj ⊆ C we have x ̸∈ Qj so
x ∈ Qi. Lastly, suppose x ∈ C \B. Then x ∈ A∩C and as x ∈ D would imply x ∈ B, we
must have x ̸∈ D. Hence x ∈ C∆D = R = Rk ⊔ Rℓ. Since Rℓ ⊆ D we have x ∈ Rk. We
have now shown the inclusion ⊆ in (5.7). For the inclusion ⊇ it suffices to prove Rk ⊆ A.
Let x ∈ Rk ⊆ C. Now x ∈ R = C∆D = A∆B. If x ∈ A we are done, and if x ∈ B then
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x ∈ B ∩ C = A ∩ D so x ∈ A. We therefore have (5.7). One can prove (5.8), (5.9) and
(5.10) in a similar way.

We have now seen that each square face is as claimed.

Suppose Q,R, S satisfy the condition of the theorem. We aim to prove that

F = conv(χQ1∪R1∪S, χQ1∪R2∪S, χQ2∪R1∪S, χQ2∪R2∪S)

is a square face of C(P ). We prove this with induction on |P \ (Q ∪R ∪ S)|+ |S|.
In the base case we have P = Q ∪ R ∪ S and S = ∅. Now P = Q ⊔ R. Note that

Q1∆Q2 = Q. Since Q is connected and Q1, Q2 are antichains of Q, by Proposition 4 the
line segment conv(χQ1 , χQ2) is an edge of C(Q). Similarly, conv(χR1 , χR2) is an edge of
C(R). Since Q ∥ R, we have C(Q ⊔R) = C(Q)× C(R). Thus

F = conv(χQ1⊔R1 , χQ1⊔R2 , χQ2⊔R1 , χQ2⊔R2)

= conv(χQ1 , χQ2)× conv(χR1 , χR2)

is a 2-dimensional face of C(Q)× C(R) = C(Q ⊔ R) = C(P ) with 4 vertices, i.e. a square
face.

If there exists p ∈ P \ (Q∪R∪ S), then F is on the facet {xp = 0}. We may consider
S as an antichain of P − p and Q and R as connected subposets of P − p. By induction
assumption

conv(χQ1∪R1∪S, χQ1∪R2∪S, χQ2∪R1∪S, χQ2∪R2∪S) ⊆ RP−p

is a square face of C(P − p) ∼= C(P ) ∩ {xp = 0} and hence F is a square face of C(P ).
Then suppose P = Q ∪ R ∪ S. Suppose there exists p ∈ S. Now {p} is a maximal

chain since Q ∥ S and R ∥ S and S is an antichain. Hence F is on the facet {xp = 1}.
Here p ̸∈ Q ∪ R since Q ∥ S and R ∥ S. We may thus consider Q and R as connected
subposets of P − p and S − p as an antichain of P − p. We also have Q ∥ (S − p) and
R ∥ (S − p) in the poset P − p. By induction assumption we have that

conv(χQ1⊔R1⊔(S−p), χQ1⊔R2⊔(S−p), χQ2⊔R1⊔(S−p), χQ2⊔R2⊔(S−p)) ⊆ RP−p

is a square face of C(P − p) ∼= C(P )∩ {xp = 1} and hence F is a square face of C(P ).

Corollary 41. The square faces of C(P ) are in bijection with the following set, which
consists of ordered pairs of two subposets and an antichain of P :

SC(P ) :=

({Q,R}, S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q = Q1 ⊔Q2 connected, Qi antichains
R = R1 ⊔R2 connected, Ri antichains
S antichain
Q ∥ S, Q ∥ R, R ∥ S

 .

Given sets Q,R and S satisfying the conditions of Theorem 40, we can construct the
square face conv(χQ1∪R1∪S, χQ1∪R2∪S, χQ2∪R1∪S, χQ2∪R2∪S) of C(P ). Recall that the sets
Q1 and Q2 are uniquely determined (up to renaming) by the set Q. Similarly for R1 and
R2. Here Q and R play symmetric roles and hence in order to have a bijection we do not
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want to differentiate between them. However, the set S cannot be swapped with either
of the sets Q or R without changing the associated convex hull. Furthermore, the set S
cannot be distinguished given the triple {Q,R, S}. For example, it is possible that Q,
R and S are all singletons. Thus, in order to recognize which set plays the role of S,
we need the set SC(P ) to consist of ordered pairs ({Q,R}, S) instead of unordered triples
{Q,R, S}.

Proof. Theorem 40 shows that the map from the set SC(P ) to the square faces of C(P )
defined by

({Q,R}, S) 7→ conv(χQ1∪R1∪S, χQ1∪R2∪S, χQ2∪R1∪S, χQ2∪R2∪S)

is well-defined and surjective. It remains to show injectivity. Suppose ({Q,R}, S) and
({Q′, R′}, S ′) are elements from SC(P ). Let

F1 := conv(χQ1∪R1∪S, χQ1∪R2∪S, χQ2∪R1∪S, χQ2∪R2∪S),

F2 := conv(χQ′
1∪R′

1∪S′ , χQ′
1∪R′

2∪S′ , χQ′
2∪R′

1∪S′ , χQ′
2∪R′

2∪S′)

and suppose F1 = F2. Our aim is to show {Q,R} = {Q′, R′} and S = S ′. Suppose
towards contradiction that S ̸= S ′. Say p ∈ S \ S ′. Now every vertex of F1 is on the
hyperplane {xp = 1} and hence so is every vertex of F2. This implies that all the sets
Q′

i ∪ R′
j, i, j = 1, 2, contain the element p. But since Q′

1 ∩ Q′
2 = R′

1 ∩ R′
2 = Q′ ∩ R′ = ∅,

we have
p ∈ (Q′

1 ∪R′
1) ∩ (Q′

1 ∪R′
2) ∩ (Q′

2 ∪R′
1) ∩ (Q′

2 ∪R′
2) = ∅,

a contradiction. Therefore S = S ′. Note that we can write

F1 = conv(χQ1∪R1 , χQ1∪R2 , χQ2∪R1 , χQ2∪R2) + χS,

F2 = conv(χQ′
1∪R′

1
, χQ′

1∪R′
2
, χQ′

2∪R′
1
, χQ′

2∪R′
2
) + χS′ .

Since S = S ′ we get

conv(χQ1∪R1 , χQ1∪R2 , χQ2∪R1 , χQ2∪R2) = conv(χQ′
1∪R′

1
, χQ′

1∪R′
2
, χQ′

2∪R′
1
, χQ′

2∪R′
2
)

and therefore

{Q1 ∪R1, Q1 ∪R2, Q2 ∪R1, Q2 ∪R2} = {Q′
1 ∪R′

1, Q
′
1 ∪R′

2, Q
′
2 ∪R′

1, Q
′
2 ∪R′

2}.

For Q1 we find some i, j ∈ {1, 2} such that Q1 ⊆ Q′
i ∪ R′

j and for Q2 we find some
k, ℓ ∈ {1, 2} such that Q2 ⊆ Q′

k ∪R′
ℓ. Therefore

Q ⊆ Q′
i ∪R′

j ∪Q′
k ∪R′

ℓ.

Since Q is connected and Q′ ∥ R′, the set Q has to be contained in either Q′
i ∪ Q′

k or in
R′

j ∪ R′
ℓ, and hence in either Q′ or R′. Similarly, R is contained in either Q′ or R′. By

symmetry, Q′ is contained in either Q or R and similarly R′ is contained in either Q or
R. Since Q and R are not contained in each other, and since Q′ and R′ are not contained
in each other, we must have {Q,R} = {Q′, R′}.
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5.3 Equality of the number of square faces

In this section, we prove that the number of square faces in O(P ) and C(P ) always
coincide, or in other words that f□

2 (O(P )) = f□
2 (C(P )). This is a strengthening of [10,

Theorem 7.1.1], where it is shown that f□
2 (O(P )) ⩽ f□

2 (C(P )). The maps used in the
proof of Theorem 42 were inspired by the map constructed in [10, Section 7.1]. There,
the description of square faces of C(P ) was incomplete, wherefore the author was unable
to show surjectivity of the map analogous to our map Φ below.

We will obtain the equality f□
2 (O(P )) = f□

2 (C(P )) by constructing an explicit bijection
between the sets from Corollary 34 and Corollary 41 that parametrize the square faces of
each polytope.

Theorem 42. For any poset P , f□
2 (O(P )) = f□

2 (C(P )).

Q1

Q2

S

R1

R2

F1 F2

Figure 11: The sets involved in the maps Φ and Ψ.

Proof. By Corollary 34, the square faces of O(P ) are in bijection with the set

SO(P ) =

{
{F1, F2}

∣∣∣∣ F1 and F2 filters such that
F1 \ F2 and F2 \ F1 are connected

}
.

By Corollary 41 the square faces of C(P ) are in bijection with the set

SC(P ) =

({Q,R}, S)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Q = Q1 ⊔Q2 connected, Qi antichains
R = R1 ⊔R2 connected, Ri antichains
S antichain
Q ∥ S, Q ∥ R, R ∥ S

 .

We aim to find maps SO(P ) → SC(P ) and SC(P ) → SO(P ) that are inverses of each other.
First we define the map

Φ: SO(P ) −→ SC(P )

{F1, F2} 7−→ ({Q,R}, S),
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where

Q := min(F1 \ F2) ∪max(F1 \ F2),

R := min(F2 \ F1) ∪max(F2 \ F1),

S := {p ∈ min(F1 ∩ F2) : p ∥ Q and p ∥ R}.

See Figure 11 for a schematic picture of Φ. Clearly S is an antichain parallel to Q and
R. By Lemma 15, both Q and R are connected. Here both Q and R can be written as a
disjoint union of antichains (if, say, Q = {p} then we can write Q = ∅⊔{p}). Since F1 and
F2 are filters we have (F1 \ F2) ∥ (F2 \ F1) and thus Q ∥ R. Therefore Φ is well-defined.

We then define the map

Ψ: SC(P ) −→ SO(P )

({Q,R}, S) 7−→
{

F1 := ⟨Q⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓),
F2 := ⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓)

}
,

where for an ideal J ⊆ P we write Jc := P \ J , which is a filter. Figure 11 gives also a
schematic picture of the map Ψ. Clearly F1 and F2 are filters. Here

F1 \ F2 = ⟨Q⟩↑ \ (⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓))
∪ ⟨S⟩↑ \ (⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓))︸ ︷︷ ︸

=∅

∪ (⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓) \ (⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓))︸ ︷︷ ︸
=∅

= ⟨Q⟩↑ \ (⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓))
(∗)
= ⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩↓,

where we prove (∗) as follows: If x ∈ ⟨Q⟩↑ \ (⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓)) then

x ∈ ⟨Q⟩↑ \ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓) = ⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩↓.

If x ∈ ⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩↓ then we can’t have x ∈ ⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ since Q ∥ R and Q ∥ S. Therefore
x ∈ ⟨Q⟩↑ \ (⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓)). Thus we have (∗). By Lemma 19, F1 \ F2 =
⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩↓ is connected. By symmetry, we have F2 \ F1 = ⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩↓ which is also
connected by Lemma 19. Thus Ψ is well-defined.

We now turn to proving that Φ and Ψ are inverses of each other

Φ ◦ Ψ = id: Let ({Q,R}, S) ∈ SC(P ). Let

Ψ({Q,R}, S) =
{

F1 := ⟨Q⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓),
F2 := ⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓)

}
.

We need to show that ({Q,R}, S) = Φ({F1, F2}), that is,

{Q,R} =
{

min(F1 \ F2) ∪max(F1 \ F2),
min(F2 \ F1) ∪max(F2 \ F1)

}
(5.11)
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and

S = {p ∈ min(F1 ∩ F2) : p ∥ min(Fi \ Fj) ∪max(Fi \ Fj), i, j = 1, 2}. (5.12)

We saw above that F1 \F2 = ⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩↓ and F2 \F1 = ⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩↓. Since Q and R have
height ⩽ 2, we have min(F1 \F2)∪max(F1 \F2) = Q and min(F2 \F1)∪max(F2 \F1) = R
by Lemma 20. It remains to show (5.12). Let x ∈ S. Now x ∈ F1 ∩ F2. If we had y < x
for some y ∈ F1 ∩ F2 then this would be a contradiction since Q ∥ S, R ∥ S and S is an
antichain. Therefore x ∈ min(F1 ∩ F2). Since Q ∥ S and R ∥ S, x cannot be comparable
to any element in F1 \ F2 = ⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩↓ or to any element in F2 \ F1 = ⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩↓. In
particular, x cannot be comparable to any element in max(Fi \Fj) or min(Fi \Fj). Then
suppose x belongs to the set on the right-hand side in (5.12). Now x ∥ Q and x ∥ R.
Since x ∈ F1 ∩F2, we need to have x ∈ ⟨S⟩↑. Since x is a minimal element in F1 ∩F2, we
need to have x ∈ S. This finishes our proof of Φ ◦Ψ = id.

Ψ ◦ Φ = id: Let {F1, F2} ∈ SO(P ). Let Φ({F1, F2}) = ({Q,R}, S) where

Q := min(F1 \ F2) ∪max(F1 \ F2),

R := min(F2 \ F1) ∪max(F2 \ F1),

S := {p ∈ min(F1 ∩ F2) : p ∥ Q and p ∥ R}.

We aim to show that {F1, F2} = Ψ({Q,R, S}), that is,

{F1, F2} =
{
⟨Q⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓),
⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓)

}
. (5.13)

We claim that
⟨Q⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓) = F1. (5.14)

First we prove ⊆ in (5.14). Since F1 is a filter and S,Q ⊆ F1 we have ⟨Q⟩↑ ⊆ F1 and
⟨S⟩↑ ⊆ F1. Let x ∈ ⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓. Now x ⩾ r for some r ∈ R ⊆ F2. Thus x ∈ F2. If we
had x ̸∈ F1 then x ∈ F2 \ F1 and thus x would be below some element from max(F2 \ F1)
and hence x ∈ ⟨R⟩↓, which is a contradiction. Hence we must have x ∈ F1. We have
now shown ⊆ in (5.14). For the direction ⊇ let x ∈ F1. If x ̸∈ F2 then x ∈ F1 \ F2 and
thus x is above some element from min(F1 \ F2), which implies x ∈ ⟨Q⟩↑. Thus suppose
x ∈ F1 ∩ F2. Now x ⩾ m for some m ∈ min(F1 ∩ F2). If m is not comparable to any
element in Q or R, then m ∈ S and thus x ∈ ⟨S⟩↑. Thus suppose m is comparable to
some element in Q∪R. Suppose first that m ⊥ q for some q ∈ Q. Since Q ⊆ F1 \ F2 and
m ∈ F1 ∩ F2, m cannot be below any element from Q. Therefore m ⩾ q which implies
x ∈ ⟨Q⟩↑. Then suppose m ⊥ r for some r ∈ R. Similarly, we must have m ⩾ r and thus
x ∈ ⟨R⟩↑. Since R ⊆ F2 \ F1 and x ∈ F1, x cannot be below any element from R. Hence
x ∈ ⟨R⟩c↓ and therefore x ∈ ⟨R⟩↑ ∩ ⟨R⟩c↓. We have now shown (5.14). By symmetry, we
have

⟨R⟩↑ ∪ ⟨S⟩↑ ∪ (⟨Q⟩↑ ∩ ⟨Q⟩c↓) = F2.

Hence we have (5.13). We are now done showing Ψ ◦ Φ = id, which finishes the proof of
the theorem.
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6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied the structure of two-dimensional faces of the order polytope
O(P ) and the chain polytope C(P ). By Corollary 10, we have f2(P) = f∆

2 (P) + f□
2 (P)

when P is the order polytope or the chain polytope of the poset P . Combining Theorem 21
and Theorem 42, we thus deduce the case i = 2 for Conjecture 1:

Theorem 43. Let P be a poset. Then

f2(O(P )) = f∆
2 (O(P )) + f□

2 (O(P )) ⩽ f∆
2 (C(P )) + f□

2 (C(P )) = f2(C(P )),

with equality holding if and only if P is X-free.

We immediately get the following corollary, which adds to the list of equivalent con-
ditions in [9, Corollary 3.2].

Corollary 44. Let P be a poset. The following are equivalent.

• O(P ) and C(P ) are unimodularly equivalent.

• f2(O(P )) = f2(C(P )).

• f∆
2 (O(P )) = f∆

2 (C(P )).

Acknowledgements

This work was partially carried out while the third author was visiting Aalto University,
supported by the Visiting Researcher Program of the Aalto Science Institute. We thank
Aalto University and the Aalto Science Institute for their hospitality. We also thank the
anonymous referee for carefully reading the paper and providing valuable comments and
suggestions.

References

[1] F. Ardila, T. Bliem, and D. Salazar, Gelfand-Tsetlin polytopes and Feigin-Fourier-
Littelmann-Vinberg polytopes as marked poset polytopes, Journal of Combinatorial
Theory Series A 118 (2011), 2454–2462, doi:10.1016/j.jcta.2011.06.004.

[2] I. Ahmad, G. Fourier and M. Joswig, Order and chain polytopes of maximal ranked
posets, Discrete Applied Mathematics 390 (2026), 28–39, doi:10.1016/j.dam.

2026.03.036

[3] B. Bhandari, D. Cunningham, G. Morrell, S. Oh and P. Smith, Gap between
the number of facets of the two poset polytopes, Annals of Combinatorics (2025),
doi:10.1007/s00026-025-00776-9.

[4] X. Fang and G. Fourier, Marked chain-order polytopes, European Journal of Com-
binatorics 58 (2016), 267–282, doi:10.1016/j.ejc.2016.06.007.

the electronic journal of combinatorics 33(3) (2026), #P3.67 39

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcta.2011.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.\protect \penalty \z@ 2026.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.\protect \penalty \z@ 2026.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00026-025-00776-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2016.06.007


[5] R. Freij-Hollanti and T. Lundström, f -vector inequalities for order and chain poly-
topes, Mathematica Scandinavica 130 (2024), no. 3, doi:10.7146/math.scand.

a-143995.

[6] L. Geissinger, The face structure of a poset polytope, Proceedings of the Third
Caribbean Conference on Combinatorics and Computing (Bridgetown, 1981), Univ.
West Indies, Cave Hill, (1981), 125–133.

[7] T. Hibi and N. Li, Cutting convex polytopes by hyperplanes, Mathematics 7(5), no.
381, (2019), doi:10.3390/math7050381.

[8] T. Hibi and N. Li, Unimodular equivalence of order and chain polytopes,Mathematica
Scandinavica 118 (2016), 5–12, doi:10.7146/math.scand.a-23291.

[9] T. Hibi, N. Li, Y. Sahara, and A. Shikama, The numbers of edges of the order poly-
tope and the chain polytope of a finite partially ordered set, Discrete Mathematics
340 (2017), 991–994, doi:10.1016/j.disc.2017.01.005.

[10] D. Jahn, Two-faces of order and chain polytopes, Master thesis in research area of al-
gebraic combinatorics, Mathematical Institute, Faculty of Mathematics and Natural
Science, University of Cologne (2018).

[11] A. Mori, Triangular faces of the order and chain polytope of a maximal ranked poset,
Discrete Mathematics 348 (2025), 114480, doi:10.1016/j.disc.2025.114480.

[12] R. Stanley, Two poset polytopes, Discrete Computational Geometry 1 (1986), 9–23,
doi:10.1007/BF02187680.

[13] N. Williams, A survey of congruences and quotients of partially ordered sets, EMS
Surveys in Mathematical Sciences 11 (2024), 153–203, doi:10.4171/EMSS/79.

the electronic journal of combinatorics 33(3) (2026), #P3.67 40

https://doi.org/10.7146/math.scand.\protect \penalty \z@ a-143995
https://doi.org/10.7146/math.scand.\protect \penalty \z@ a-143995
https://doi.org/10.3390/math7050381
https://doi.org/10.7146/math.scand.a-23291
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.disc.2017.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.disc.2025.114480
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02187680
https://doi.org/10.4171/EMSS/79

	Introduction
	The two polytopes and other definitions
	Notation for partially ordered sets
	Order and chain polytopes

	Preliminaries
	Geometric lemmas
	Combinatorial lemmas

	Triangular faces
	Parametrization of triangular faces
	Inequalities for the number of triangular faces

	Square faces
	Square faces of order polytopes
	Square faces of chain polytopes
	Equality of the number of square faces

	Conclusions

