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A NOTE ON THE STICKY MATROID CONJECTURE

JOSEPH E. BONIN

ABSTRACT. A matroid is sticky if any two of its extensions by disjoirgts can be glued
together along the common restriction (that is, they havemaalgam). The sticky matroid
conjecture asserts that a matroid is sticky if and only ifiodular. Poljak and Turzik
proved that no rank-matroid having two disjoint lines is sticky. We show that; fo> 3,
no ranks matroid having two disjoint hyperplanes is sticky. Thesd earlier results
show that the sticky matroid conjecture for finite matroidsuid follow from a positive
resolution of the rank case of a conjecture of Kantor.

1. INTRODUCTION

A matroid M is stickyif whenever the restrictions of any two matroidsand N’ to
E(N) N E(N') are equal to each other and isomorphicMg then N and N’ have an
amalgam, thatis, a matroid on the &tV )U E(N') having bothV and N’ as restrictions.
Modular matroids are sticky; seel [6, Theorem 12.4.10]. Tthekys matroid conjecture,
posed in[[7], asserts the converse: sticky matroids are frandu

Poljak and Turzik[[7] showed that the conjecture holds faiked matroids. Bachem
and Kern[[1] showed that a rankmatroid is not sticky if the intersection of some pair of
planes is a point. We prove that, for> 3, a ranks matroid is not sticky if it has a pair of
disjoint hyperplanes.

Lemma 6 in[[1] says the conjecture holds for all matroids hgthe following property.

The intersection propertywhenevef X, Y') is a non-modular pair of flats
of M, there is a modular cut g¥/ that includesX andY butnotX NY.

We give a counterexample to an assertion used in the protiedemma; we also show
that the lemma is correct. Using this lemma, Bachem and Kleowsd that the sticky

matroid conjecture is true if and only if it holds for radkmatroids. They also show that
for rank<4 matroids, the intersection property is equivalent to thiefang condition.

The bundle conditiongiven four lines in rank with no three coplanar, if
five of the six pairs of lines are coplanar, then so is the gxtin

Thus, future work on the conjecture can focus on rdamkatroids in which each pair of
planes intersects in a line and in which the bundle condfais. Modular matroids and
their restrictions satisfy the bundle condition, so theseilts imply that the sticky matroid
conjecture for finite matroids would follow from a positivesolution of the rankt case
of Kantor’s conjecture_ [5]: for sufficiently large, if a finite rank+ matroid M has the
property that each pair of hyperplanes intersects in a flatiok» — 2, then M has an
extension to a modular matroid. (Sée [5, Example 5] for theessity of the finiteness
hypothesis in Kantor’s conjecture.)

The results and proofs below apply to both finite and infinitnwids.
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FIGURE 1. The Vamos matroid.

2. BACKGROUND

We assume familiarity with basic matroid theory, includsiggle-element extensions
and modular cuts [4,6]. We will use the formulation of matisvia cyclic flats and their
ranks stated below. Byclic setof a matroid is a union of circuits. It is easy to see that the
cyclic flats of a matroidV/ form a lattice; we denote this lattice [8/(A). Brylawski [3]
observed that a matroid is determined by its cyclic flats aei tank; the following result
from [8,[2] carries this further.

Theorem 2.1. Let Z be a collection of subsets of a s¢tand letr be an integer-valued
function onZ. There is a matroid for whiclZ is the collection of cyclic flats andis the
rank function restricted to the sets i if and only if

(20) Z is alattice under inclusion,

(Z1) r(0z) = 0, where0z is the least element &,

(Z22) 0<r(Y)—r(X) < |Y — X|forallsetsX,Y in Zwith X C Y, and
(Z3) for all pairs of incomparable setX, Y in Z,

1) r(X)+r¥Y)>r(XVY)+r(XAY)+|(XNY) - (X AY)].

The Vamos matroid (Figufd 1) motivates our constructiditiss rank4 matroid on the
set{a,a’,b,V',¢c, ¢, d,d'} has as its nonempty, proper cyclic flats, all of rénlall sets of
the form{z, z’, y,y'} except{a, d’,d,d'}. It does not satisfy the bundle condition.

3. RESULTS

Bachem and Kern [1] showed that contractions of sticky nid¢rare sticky. They noted
a corollary of this result and that of Poljak and Turzik: ifdyglanes in a rank-matroid
intersect in a point, then the matroid is not sticky. The ease4 of the following result
addresses disjoint planes; the case 3 is the result of Poljak and Turzik.

Theorem 3.1. For r > 3, a rank+ matroid having two disjoint hyperplanes is not sticky.

Proof. Let H and H' be disjoint hyperplanes in a matroid of rankr. In M, the set
M = {H,H' /E(M)} is a modular cut. If~ > 3, then, in the extension t&'(M) U p
corresponding toM, the set{ H U p, H' U p, E(M) U p} is a modular cut. Continuing
this way yields an extensiolp of M to E(M) U P in which P is an independent set of
sizer — 2 with P C cly;, (H) Ncly, (H'). To show thatMf is not sticky, we construct an
extensionV of M that contains no elements 8fand so thatv andMp have no amalgam.
Add a point freely toH (respectively,H’) if it is not already cyclic. This gives a
matroid M’ in which the flatsH, = cly/ (H), Hy = cly(H'), and E(M’) are cyclic.
(Constructing)’ is not essential; it makes the proof slightly easier to staféix two
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FIGURE 2. The latticeZ(N) in the proof of Theoremn 3] 1.

(r — 1)-element setsA and B that are disjoint from each other and fraB(M’). We
define the extensiofV of M’ by its lattice of cyclic flats and their ranks. The cyclic flats
of N are those of\/’ (these have the same ranks in the two matroids) along with

(1) E(M')u AU B ofrankr + 1, and

(2) HHUA, Hi UB, Hy U A, andH> U B, all of ranksr.
(See Figur€2.) To show that the resulting collecti®fiV) is a lattice, it suffices to show
that each paitX,Y € Z(NN) of incomparable sets has a join; if bofi andY are in
Z(M'), thentheir joinis as in the lattic& (M), otherwise itisE(M')U AU B. Properties
(Z1) and (Z2) in Theorerh 2.1 are easy to see, so we turn to (B&)ce Z(M’) is a
sublattice ofZ (V) and since the functionon Z (V) extends that o2 (M), inequality [1)
in property (Z3) holds ifX, Y € Z(M’). Inequality [1) is easy to check when andY
are sets in item (2) above. Lastly, by symmetry it sufficesaiosiderX = H; U A and
an incomparable flat” € Z(M’). Inequality [1) follows easily in this case from two
observations: (i) the flatil; U A)NY = H; NY of M’ has rank at most(Y’) — 1 and
(i) r(HiNY)=r(H1 AY)+|(H1NY) — (H1 AY)|. Thus, property (Z3) holds, s¥
is indeed a matroid.

Finally, we prove thatV and Mp have no amalgam by showing that in any extension
N’ of Nto E(N)U P with P C cly/(H) Nncly (H') (i.e., cly:(Hy) N cly/ (Hz)), we
havery/(P) < r — 3, which conflicts withry,,. (P) = r — 2. SinceP C cly/(H; U A)
andP C cly/(H2 U A), and sincg H, U A, Hy, U A) is a modular pair of flats idv, we
getP C cly/(A). Similarly, P C cly.(B). Semimodularity gives

’I’N/(AUP) +7’N/(B @] P) > TN/(AUB UP) +7’N/(P),
thatis2(r — 1) > r+ 1+ rn/(P), S0, as claimed;y (P) <r — 3. O
We now turn to[[1, Lemma 6] and the flawed assertion used inridsfp Recast in

matroid terms, the assertion is the following.

If a rank+ matroid M contains three ranks — 2) flats Dy, D2, and D3,
and a linel, such thatD; U D, spansM but D1 U D3, Ds U D3, and
D; u ¢y, fori € {1,2,3}, span five different hyperplanes, théh does
not have the intersection property [1, Example (b), p. 14.]
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For a counterexample, consider the rankatroid M that is represented by the following
matrix overR (or over any field of characteristic other th2zuar 3).

0 0 10 0 1|0 0 1|1
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The bars separate four groups of columns correspondingtthtlee plane®, Ds, D3,
and the line/4 respectively. Sincé/ is representable ove, it has the intersection prop-
erty. The following observations show that it satisfies tgpdtheses of the claim. The
unionD; U /44 is the flat of rankt that consists of all columns in which the last two entries
are equal. SimilarlyDs U 44 is the rank4 flat of that consists of all columns in which the
second and third entries are equal, @&/, is the rank4 flat that consists of all columns
in which the second and last entries are equal. The ubionD, spansM, while D; U D3
is the hyperplane consisting of all columns whose last estaero, andDs U Ds is the
hyperplane consisting of all columns whose second entrgris.z

We next offer a proof of [1, Lemma 6].

Theorem 3.2. For r > 4, if a rank+ matroid M has a line/ and hyperpland{ that are
disjoint, thenM has a loopless extensiaw with cly-(¢) N cly:(H) = @ for all loopless
extensionsV’ of N. Thus, ifM also has the intersection property, then it is not sticky.

Proof. Let A be an(r — 3)-element set disjoint fronf’ (/). ObtainM’ from M by adding
the elements ofd freely to H. Let H' = H U A. Fix (r — 1)-element supersef®; and
D, of A with D; — A andD — A disjoint from each other and frof()’). The ground
set of N will be E(M’) U D; U Dy. We obtainZ(N) by adjoining toZ (M) the sets
E(M'"YU D1 U Dy (of rankr + 1) andD, U H', D, U¥, Dy U H’, and D, U ¢ (all of rank
r). As above, properties (Z0)—(Z3) of TheorEml2.1 hold.

We now show that ifV’ is a single-element extension &fon the set?'(N)U{q} and if
q € cly/(£)Ncly/ (H'), theng is aloop of N’. Note that D, U¢, D;UH’) is a modular pair
of flats in N andgq is in the closures, itV’, of both sets; thereforge cly/ (D1). Similarly,
q € cly/(D3). Since(Dy, D<) is a modular pair of flats iV, we getq € cly/(A4). The
elements ofd were added freely té, so(A, ¢) is a modular pair of flats aV. Moreover,
A and/ are disjoint andy € cly/(¢) Ncly/(A), so it follows thats is a loop of N'. O

Bachem and Kern[1] showed that a rafkaatroid satisfies the intersection property if
and only if it satisfies the bundle condition. (A careful rimaof their proof reveals gaps;
however, the gaps can be filled with the type of argument tisey)One direction of this
equivalence is transparent. To highlight how the bundlelitam enters from the perspec-
tive of modular cuts, we give a brief alternate proof of theregubstantial direction.

Theorem 3.3. For rank-4 matroids, the bundle condition implies the intersectioogarty.

Proof. Let M be a rankd4 matroid in which the bundle condition holds. We need to show
that for each non-modular pair of flatX, Y") in M, there is a modular cut of/ that
containsX andY butnotX NY. If X andY are planes, thedX,Y, E(M)} is the
required modular cut. I is a planeY is a line, andY” is not coplanar with any line in
X, then the filter of flats generated B andY” is the required modular cut. Thus, only the
case of disjoint coplanar lines remains to be addressed.

Let¢; and/; be disjoint lines in the plan® of M. Consider the sef that is the union
of the following three sets{¢;, {2}, the setls of all lines not in the planeP that are
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coplanar with botl{; and/,, and the set p of all lines in P that are coplanar with at least
one line inL 5. The bundle condition shows théthas the following properties.

(a) Alllinesin L are coplanar.
(b) LinesinLp are coplanar with all lines if 5.
(c) Any line that is in two distinct planes with two lines 6fis also inL.

Furthermore, any two lines ig are disjoint. It follows that the filter thaf generates is a
modular cut. Thus, the intersection property holds. O
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