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CATALAN MATROID DECOMPOSITIONS OF CERTAIN POSITROIDS

BRENDAN PAWLOWSKI

ABSTRACT. A positroid is the matroid of a matrix whose maximal minors are all nonneg-
ative. Given a permutation w in Sy, the matroid of a generic n X n matrix whose non-zero
entries in row ¢ lie in columns w(?) through n+ 4 is an example of a positroid. We enumer-
ate the bases of such a positroid as a sum of certain products of Catalan numbers, each
term indexed by the 123-avoiding permutations above w in Bruhat order. We also give a
similar sum formula for their Tutte polynomials. These are both avatars of a structural
result writing such a positroid as a disjoint union of matroids, each isomorphic to a direct
sum of Catalan matroids and a matroid with one basis.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a permutation w € .S, consider a generic n X 2n matrix M,, whose nonzero entries

in row 4 are in columns [w(i), ¢ + n]. Here [a, b] denotes {a,a+1,...,b} for integers a and b;
we also write [n] for [1,n]. For example,
0 = = x x 0 0 O
x x % x x 0 0
Mass=10 0 0 « x % % 0
0 0 % * % * % x

Let P, be the set of bases of the matroid associated to M,,. That is, P,, is the set of I € ([2:])
such that the n X n minor of M,, in rows [n] and columns T is nonzero.

The matroid P,, belongs to (at least) two interesting classes of matroids. First, it is a
transversal matroid; see [4] for an introduction. Take a collection A = {A;,..., A,} of finite
sets. A transversal of A is a set {x1,...,x,} such that x; € A; for each ¢ and all the x; are
distinct. The set of all transversals of A is the set of bases for a matroid. Indeed, if M4 is a
generic matrix with n rows whose nonzero entries in row ¢ are in columns j € A;, then the
matroid of M, is exactly the transversal matroid of A. Thus, M,, is the transversal matroid
of the set collection {[w(i),i+mn]:1<i<n}.

Second, P, is a positroid: the matroid of a real matrix whose maximal minors are all
nonnegative. Let Gr(k, N) be the Grassmann variety of k-planes in CV. Given a rank k
positroid P on [N], Knutson, Lam, and Speyer considered the closure of the locus of points
in Gr(k, N) having matroid P [6]. Among other nice properties, these positroid varieties turn
out to be exactly the images of Richardson varieties in the complete flag variety under the
projection to Gr(k, N).

Given any set of intervals S = {[a1,b1], ..., [ar, bk]} in [N], taking the rowspans of matrices
of the form Mg gives a subset of Gr(k, N) whose closure is an irreducible variety called a rank
variety. Billey and Coskun showed that rank varieties are exactly the images of Richardson
varieties under the projection from the variety of partial flags F; C --- C Fj, C CYV, where
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dim F; = i [2]. Every rank variety is therefore a positroid variety, and in particular, P, is a
positroid.

Our main results concern the size and structure of P,,. An anti-fized point of w € S, is a
number ¢ € [n] such that w(i) = n — i + 1. Define a permutation statistic

g(w) = C€1+1 e Cék-i-lu

where /¢y, ..., ¢, are the lengths of the maximal runs of consecutive anti-fixed points in w,
and Cj is the 4t Catalan number. For example, in w = 869753421 we have underlined the
maximal runs of anti-fixed points, and g(w) = C3C3 = 10. Write < for the strong Bruhat
order on S,.

Theorem 1.1. P, has size Z g(v) for any w € S,,.

v>w
v avoids 123

Here, a permutation avoids 123 if it has no (not necessarily consecutive) increasing sub-
sequence of length 3. In the special case that w = wg = n(n — 1)---1, Theorem 1.1 reads
#Pw, = Crnt1. In fact, Py, is isomorphic to the rank n 4+ 1 Catalan matroid C,,+1 defined by
Ardila, whose bases are the Dyck paths of length 2n + 2, each path viewed as the set of its
upsteps [1].

Theorem 1.1 arises from a stronger structural result for P, (cf. Theorem 3.3 below).

Theorem 1.2. There is a partition of ([27?]) into sets Q, indexed by 123-avoiding permuta-
tions v such that for any w € S,

o P, is the disjoint union |_| Q,

>
v avvo;'dus} 123
o Ifv has runs of consecutive anti-fived points of lengths ¢1,. .., Uk, then Q, is isomor-
phic to a direct sum of the Catalan matroids Co, 41, ...,Ce.+1 plus a matroid with one

basis. In particular, #Q, = g(v).

In Section 2, we use a bijection of Krattenthaler between 123-avoiding permutations and
Dyck paths to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case where w is the identity permutation. This special
case will be useful in proving Theorem 1.2, which we do in Section 3. In Section 4, we give a
formula for the Tutte polynomial of P,, along the lines of Theorem 1.1. Section 5 concludes
with some conjectures about a related family of matroids also indexed by permutations.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Sara Billey, Zach Hamaker, Vic Reiner, Jose
Samper, Jair Taylor, and Alex Woo for helpful comments and discussions.

2. STANDARDIZING LATTICE PATHS TO DYCK PATHS

Given a positive integer n, a Dyck path of length 2n is a lattice path from (0,0) to (2n,0)
which only uses steps (1, 1) (upsteps) or (1, —1) (downsteps), and which never goes below the
line y = 0. Let D,, be the set of Dyck paths of length 2n. It is well-known that #D,, is the
nth Catalan number C,,, and that this is also the number of 123-avoiding w € S,,.

If w € Sy, is the identity permutation, then P, = ([27?]). In this case, Theorem 1.1 reads

2

vES,
v avoids 123
where /1, ..., ¢ are the lengths of runs of anti-fixed points of each v.
Here is a similar identity for Dyck paths. We can view any I € ([27?]) as a lattice path from

(0,0) to (2n,0) by taking one step for each i =1,2,...,2n, either (1,1) or (1,—1) depending
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on whether ¢ € T or i ¢ I. We say such a lattice path has a peak at step ¢ if step i is an upstep
and step i+1 is a downstep. The height of an upstep ¢ in a Dyck path is the y-coordinate of
its endpoint; that is, the number of upsteps (weakly) before ¢ minus the number of downsteps
before i. By the height of a peak ¢ we will mean the height of the corresponding upstep.

Definition 2.1. A sew in a lattice path is a maximal consecutive sequence of height 1 peaks.

Here, two peaks are consecutive if their upsteps occur in positions ¢ and ¢ + 2 for some 3.
The following identity will be the Dyck path analogue of (1).

Lemma 2.2. For any n,

2
E Coit1 Cop1 = < n),
n

DeD,

where 201, ...,20 are the lengths of the saws of each Dyck path D.

This identity is not hard to prove. Suppose I € ([2:]) is a lattice path. The standardization
of T is the Dyck path st(I) obtained by replacing each maximal segment of I below the z-axis
with a saw of the same length.

Example 2.3. If n =9 and I = {1,5,6,7,9,10,14,16,17}, so I is the lattice path

then st(7) is

AAAAS RAAA,

where we have indicated maximal segments below the z-axis and their replacements in st(I)
with bold red.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Suppose D € D,, is a Dyck path with saws of lengths 2¢4,...,2¢;. The
set st (D) then has size Cp, 11 -+ C, 1. Indeed, the members of st~ (D) are obtained from
D by replacing each saw of length 2¢; with an arbitrary lattice path of the same length which
starts and ends on the z-axis and stays below y = 1. Prepending a downstep and appending
an upstep shows that such lattice paths are in bijection with Dyck paths of length 2¢; + 2.
Thus Lemma 2.2 reflects the partition of ([27?]) into the fibers of the standardization map. [

Given Lemma 2.2, the identity (1) would follow from a bijection from 123-avoiding per-
mutations to Dyck paths which turns anti-fixed points into peaks of height 1. In fact, Krat-
tenthaler has defined such a bijection [7]. For the moment, view Dyck paths as proceeding
from the southwest corner of the square [n] x [n] to the northeast, and remaining above the
southwest-northeast diagonal. There is a partial order on Dyck paths where D; < Ds if Dy
lies between Dy and the diagonal of the square. If w € S,, is 123-avoiding, define K(w) to
be the reverse of the minimal Dyck path which is northwest of the graph of w, i.e. the set of
points {(¢,w(i)) : i € [n]} C [n] x [n].

Example 2.4. Say w = 6475312. The graph of w is represented using x’s, while K (w) is
the path in bold:
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X

Definition 2.5. A left-to-right minimum of w € S,, is a position ¢ € [n] such that j < ¢ implies
w(i) < w(j). A right-to-left maximum is a position ¢ such that j > ¢ implies w(i) > w(j).
Lemma 2.6. Say w € S,, avoids 123 and j € [n]. Then j is a left-to-right minimum if and
only if w(j) < n—j+1, a right-to-left mazimum if and only if w(j) > n—j+1, and an
anti-fized point if and only if it is both.

Proof. Suppose w(j) < n —j+ 1 but j is not a left-to-right minimum, so there is i < j with
w(i) < w(j). Since w avoids 123, every k such that w(j) < w(k) must be in [5] \ {¢}. But
there are at least j such values of k given that w(j) < n — j 4 1, so this is impossible by the
pigeonhole principle. Likewise, if w(j) > n — j + 1, then j is a right-to-left maximum. Every
entry of w is either a left-to-right minimum or a right-to-left maximum (a counterexample
would yield a 123 pattern), so the converses hold as well. 0

The Dyck path K(w) can now be described as follows. Say 1 = 43 < --- < i) are the
left-to-right minima of w. Set w(ig) = n + 1 = ixy1. Using U for an upstep and D for a
downstep,

K('LU) — U’w(io)—w(il)Dig—il Uw(il)—w(ig)Dig—ig L. Uw(ikfl)_w(ik)Dik#»l_ik' (2)

Lemma 2.7. Suppose w € S,, avoids 123. Then j is a left-to-right minimum of w if and only
if K(w) has a peak at n —w(j) + j, in which case the peak has height n +2 — w(j) — j.

Proof. Tt is clear from (2) that the left-to-right minima of w correspond to the peaks of K (w).
The peak corresponding to i, is preceded by >0, (w(ig—1)—w(iq)) = n+1—w(i,) upsteps and
by 27;:2(2'(1 —igq—1) = ip — 1 downsteps. The position and height of this peak are, respectively,
the sum and difference of these two counts: n — w(ip,) + ip and n+ 2 — w(ip) — ip. O

The next two corollaries follow using Lemmas 2.6 and 2.2.

Corollary 2.8. If w avoids 123 and has runs of anti-fixed points of lengths ¢y, ..., £, then
K (w) has saws of lengths 2/, ... ,2¢.

Corollary 2.9. For any n,

2n
g Co41- - Crpg1 = ( );
n

vES,
v avoids 123

where /1, ..., ¢, are the lengths of runs of anti-fixed points of each v.

3. THE STRUCTURE OF P,

Definition 3.1. The n'" Catalan matroid has groundset [n] and bases

c, & {{i € [n] : i an upstep of D} : D € D,,}.
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Ardila showed that C,, is indeed the set of bases of a matroid, and that this matroid can
also be represented by a generic n x 2n matrix of the form

* 00 0 O 0 0 O
* x x 0 0 --- 0 0 O
AndZCf * % ok ok ok 0 0 O
* ok x x % .- x x 0

That is, for an n-subset I of [2n], the minor of this matrix in rows [n] and columns I is nonzero
if and only if I € C,,.

Recall that P, is the matroid of the matrix M, as defined in the introduction. Write P,
for Py, where wg = n(n—1)---321 € S,,. Then P, is represented by the n X 2n matrix

00 --- 0 x x 0 --- 00

* ok k% 0

Muo=1o o . 0
* 0

KRR * |

Deleting row 1 and columns 1 and 2n + 2 of A, 11, then permuting columns appropriately,
gives the matrix M,,,. Hence P, is isomorphic to C,,+1. Specifically, say a : [2,2n+ 1] — [2n]
is the function sending 2,3,...,n+1ton+1,n,n+2,n—1,...,2n,1. Then D € C,4; if and
only if a(D\ {1}) € P,,.

Lemma 3.2. If wy € S, is the reverse permutation, P, is the set of I € ([27?]) such that
#UNn—j+1n—j])=jforl<j<n.

Proof. D € (®"+2)) is the set of upsteps of a Dyck path of length 2n + 2 if and only if [k]
contains at least as many members of D as of [2n 4+ 2]\ D, for each k. In fact, this only needs
to hold for each odd k. Equivalently, D € Cp41 if and only if #(DN[25+1]) > j + 1 for
0 < j < n. Setting I = a(D \ {1}), this condition is equivalent to the lemma. O

We will need to consider versions of P,, on groundsets other than [n], for which the following
notation will be useful. Given a subset X = {z1 < --- < a3} of [n], write Z; X for the set

{n—=z;+1,....n—x1+1,n+z1,...,n+z;}
Note that Z;X also depends on n, but we suppress that in the notation. We will abbreviate
Zux(X) as Z(X). Now for an interval K C [n] of size k, let fk , be the unique increasing
function [2k] — Z(K). Finally, define Pg , to be fx n(Pr). For example, P34 7 is the

matroid of a generic matrix

0000« 0O0O0O0S=«=20000
000 x % 0000 *x 00 0|
Alternatively, we can give a description in the style of Lemma 3.2: Pk, consists of the
k-subsets I of Z(K) such that #(I N Z;K) > j for each j in [k].
Let L(w) be the set of left-to-right minima of w which are not right-to-left maxima, and
R(w) the set of right-to-left maxima which are not left-to-right minima. We can now state
our main structural result for P,,.

Theorem 3.3. Say v,w € S,.
(a) If v < w in Bruhat order, then P, C P,.
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(b) The sets Qu d—ef'P \ Uypsw Po are pairwise disjoint.

(¢) If w contains 123, then Q,, is empty.

(d) If w avoids 123, let Ay, ..., Ay be the mazimal intervals in the set of anti-fixed points of
w. Then

k
Qu = EBPAi,n @ {w(L(w))} & {n + R(w)}.

Here, for two families of sets F and G, we write F & for the family {IUJ : [ € F,J € G}.
That is, if F and G are sets of bases for two matroids, then F & G is the set of bases for the

direct sum of the two matroids. Also, for a set A and integer n, we let n+ A Lof {i+n:ie A}

Example 3.4. Take w = 645312, which avoids 123. The runs of anti-fixed points occur in
positions 1 and 4, and L(w) = {2,5} and R(w) = {6,3}. Hence

Qu = Pay6 © Page ® {{4, 11} & {{12,9}}.
We have Py 16 = {{6},{7}} and Py 46 = {{3},{10}}. So, Q. consists of the four sets
13460(12), 13479(12), 1469(10)(12), 1479(10)(12).

Remark 3.5. The description of Q,, given by Theorem 3.3(d) can be rephrased in the manner
of Lemma 3.2. Let A be the set of anti-fixed points of w, and define

G(w) E w(L(w) UA) U (n+ (R(w) U A)) = w(L(w)) U (R(w) +n) U Z(A).
Then Q,, consists of the n-subsets I of G(w) such that #(I N Z,;K) > j for each maximal
interval K C A and each j € [#K]. In particular, #(I N Z(AN [j])) > #(A N [j]) for any
j € [n].
Alternatively, Q,, is the set of bases of a matroid. For w avoiding 123, let IV,, be a generic
matrix whose entries are zero except that
e The entries (¢, w(7)) for ¢ € L(w) are nonzero.
e The entries (i,i + n) for ¢ € R(w) are nonzero.
e Suppose w has runs of anti-fixed points in positions Aj,..., Ax. For each p, the
submatrix of N in rows A, and columns Z(A,) is My,, where wo € Sxa, .

Then Q,, is the matroid of N,,. For instance, if w = 645312 as above then

0 00OO0OO = = 0 O0O0O00O0
000 = 0O0O0O0O0O0OTO 0O
0 000O0OO0OO0OO0OS=* 000
00 x00O0O0OO0OTO0 == 020
*x 00 00 0 O0O0O0OO0OTO0OO
0 000 O0OO0OO0OO0OTO 0OO0 0 =

To prove Theorem 3.3, we begin with a characterization of positroids from [8]. An affine
permutation is a bijection f : Z — Z such that f(i +n) = f(i) + n for some fixed n (the
quasiperiod of f) and all i € Z. Notice that an affine permutation is determined completely
by the word f(1)f(2)--- f(n), and we will specify an affine permutation by this word. For
example, 4721 sends 4k + 1 — 4k + 4 for any k, sends 4k + 2 — 4k + 7, and so on.

An affine permutation f is bounded if i < f(i) < n+1i for each i € Z. Suppose f is bounded
and that exactly k of the values f(1),..., f(n) exceed n. The juggling sequence of f is the
sequence (Ji,...,J,) of k-subsets of [n] given by J; = {f(j) — i+ 1:j < i} NN. Finally, let
x be the cyclic shift permutation 23---nl € S,.
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Definition 3.6. The positroid associated to an f as described above is the matroid on [n]
with bases

{I € <[Z]> x> Jiforalli=1,.. n} , (3)

where {a1 < -+ <ag} <{bg <--- < by} if a; < b; for all 4.

Postnikov [10] gave various combinatorial descriptions of positroids, and conjectured that
Definition 3.6 agrees with the definition of positroid given in the introduction—this conjecture
was proven in [8]. The description in terms of bounded affine permutations is due to Knutson,
Lam, and Speyer [6].

For w € S,, let f,, be the bounded affine permutation of quasiperiod 2n with

f() t+n Hf1<i<n
(i) = )
w(@)+2n fn+1<i<2n

For instance, fo1435 = 5678(10)9(12)(11).
Theorem 3.7. P, is the positroid associated to f,.

Proof. Let II3, be the set of n-planes in Gr(n,2n) whose matroid is the positroid associated
to fu, and let 32 be the set of n-planes in Gr(n,2n) which are rowspans of matrices of the
form M,, whose nonzero entries are algebraically independent. It is shown in [9, §4] that the
Zariski closures I19, and X2, are equal. Because 112, is defined by requiring certain Pliicker
coordinates on Gr(n,2n) to be nonzero and the rest to be zero, it is locally closed, so IS, \ TI2,
is closed. This means that X2, cannot be contained in 12, \ I1S, because then its closure would
be, contradicting 115, = 2. Tt follows that X2 NI, is nonempty. Every member of X2 has
matroid P, so this proves the theorem. O

The juggling sequence (J1,. .., Joy) of fy, is easy to describe: J; = -+ = J,,41 = [n], while
Intj+r1 = [n — jlU{w([j]) + n — 5} for j € [n — 1]. This leads to a correspondingly simpler
version of the test for membership in P, given by Definition 3.6. Given I € ([27?]) and some
J, write x "I = {by < --- < b,}, and define Bj(I) = {bp—ji1,...,bn} —n+ 3.

Lemma 3.8. A set I € ([2"]) is i Py, if and only if B;(I) > w([j]) forj=1,...,n.

n

Proof. By Theorem 3.7, I € P,, if and only if x~**'I > J; for i € [2n]. This test is vacuous
for i <mn+1since J; = [n]. If i = n+j+1, it reads x "I > [n — j] U {w([j]) +n — j},
which is equivalent to B;(I) > w([j]). O

Lemma 3.8 can be simplified and rephrased in terms of Bruhat order on words.

Definition 3.9. An injective word on N is a word whose letters are all distinct, i.e. an
injective function v : [¢] = N for some ¢. The Bruhat order on injective words of length ¢ has
v > w if and only if v([j]) > w([j]) for j € [4].

When restricted to permutations of [¢], the definition of Bruhat order above is sometimes
called the tableau criterion, and it agrees with the usual strong Bruhat order on permutations
[3, Theorem 2.6.3].

Given
. . . . 2n
I={i1< - <ip<n<ipy <- - <iy}€ ([ ]),
n
let vy be the injective word with ip11,...,%, in positions i,+1 —n,...,4, —n (in increasing
order), and iy, ..., in the remaining positions (in decreasing order). For example, if n =6

and I = {1,2,5,7,10,11}, then v; = 752(10)(11)1.
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Lemma 3.10. For any w € Sy, and I € ([2") I € Py if and only if v > w.

Proof. This will follow from Lemma 3.8 if we show that B;_1(I) C B;(I) for each j and that
B;(I)\ Bj—_1(I) = {v1(j)}. For each j > 0, we have
XTI = {ipg(y —n <o <in—n<ir 0 < <dpyg(g-1+n} -,

where ¢(j) > 0 is such that iy < - < ipig0)—1 <N+ 7 < lprgy) < - < in. We must have
n—(p+4q(4)+1<2n— (n+j), or equivalently p + ¢(j) — 1 > j. Therefore

Bi(I) = {iptq()—j <+ <lptq)-1}- (4)
There are two cases now. If j = 4,4, — n for some r > 1, then qj)=q(j—-1)+1=r+1
One can then see from (4) that B;(I) C B;_1(I) and that

Bi(I)\ Bj—1(I) = {iptqi-1)} = {ipsr} = {v1(5)}-
On the other hand, if j ¢ {ip41 —n,... i, —n} and j > 1, then ¢(j) = ¢(j —1). Again (4)
shows that B;(I) C B;_1(I), and now
Bi()\ Bj—1(I) = {iprq(i-1)-3} = {iptat)—}-
Since the sets B;(I) are nested and get larger by one element with each step, the word
formed by the s1ngletons (1) \ Bj—1(I) must be injective, and its entries are the members

of I in some order by (4). We have seen that the entries in positions {ip11 —n,...,i, —n}
agree with those for v;. Therefore to show that the remaining entries are i,, ..., it suffices
to show that they come in decreasing order. This follows from the fact that the function
j—=p+q(j) — j is weakly decreasing, since q(j + 1) — ¢(j) € {0,1} for each j. O

Lemma 3.10 says that P, is the inverse image in ([2:]) of the order filter above w in the

poset of length n injective words under the map I — v;. The following dual perspective will

also be useful. Given a fixed I € (")), let W; ' {w € S, : I € P,}. By Lemma 3.10, Wy =

{w € S,, : v; > w}. Recall that part (b) of Theorem 3.3 claims that the sets Py, \ Uv>w
are pairwise disjoint for w € S,,, which is equivalent to the statement that W; has a unique
maximal element. If v; and wy = n(n—1)---321 have a greatest lower bound, it will be the
unique maximal element of W;. The poset of injective words with Bruhat order is not a
lattice, but in fact the greatest lower bound exists in this case.

Lemma 3.11. Let v be an injective word of length n and wo = n(n—1)---321. For each j,
define

s(7) = #([@ No(i])) = #{1 <0 <7 :0(i) < ()}
Let w € Sy, be such that u(j) = v(j) if v(j) < n —j+ s(j), and whose other entries are the
other members of [n], in decreasing order. Then u is a greatest lower bound for v and wg in
Bruhat order.

Proof. Define
E; = min(u(([j]), wo([j])) = {min(b1,n — j + 1) < - - < min(by, n)},

where v([j]) = {b1 < --- < bj}. If the sets E; are nested, the corresponding injective
word will be a greatest lower bound for v and wg, so we must show that E;_; C E; and
E;\ Ej—1 = {u(j)} for each j. The proof will be similar to that of Lemma 3.10.

For each j, take r(j) maximal such that b,;y <n —j+7(j), or 0 if there is no such r. For
a fixed j, write v([j —1]) = {b1 < --- <bj_1}. Then

Ej,lz{bl<-~-<br(j_1)<n—j—|—7“(j—1)+2<-~-<n}.

Now we consider two cases.
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e Suppose v(j) <n —j+ s(j). Then r(j) > s(j), sor(j) =r(j —1) + 1 and

Ej={by < - <bs1 <v(j) <bs <---<bpjory<n—j+r(j)+1<---<n}
={b1 < <bs_1 <w(j) <bs <---<bpj_py<n—j+r({ij-1)+2<---<n}

=E; 1 U{v(j)}

e Suppose v(j) > n—j+s(j). Thenr(j) < s(j)—1. In this case we have r(j) < r(j—1),
and if r(j) <i <r(j — 1), then b; = n — j + i+ 1. Therefore

Ej={h<---<bygy<n—j+r()+1<---<n}
Ej_lz{b1<-'-<b7«(j)<7’L—j+7'(j)+2<"'<n},

so Bj = Ej 1 U{n—j+r(j)+1}.
In both cases we see that E;_1 C Ej;, so the permutation u defined by E; \ E;_1 = {u(j)}
is a greatest upper bound for wy and v. Moreover, if v(j) < n — j + s(j), then u(j) = v(j).
If on the other hand j is such that v(j) > n — j + s(j), then u(j) = n — j + r(j) + 1; since
j — r(j) — j is a weakly decreasing function, we see that u is weakly decreasing on such
positions 7, as claimed. O

(2n]

Corollary 3.12. For any I € ( ), the set W; has a unique maximal element u;.

Proof. uy is the greatest lower bound of v; and wy given by Lemma 3.11. O

Remark 3.13. Calculating uy is simpler than Lemma 3.11 might lead one to believe, because
the entries of vy in [n] form a decreasing sequence, so in the case that vr(j) < n —j + s(j),
we actually have s(j) = 1. Hence uy is the permutation in S,, such that uy(j) = vr(j) when
vi(j) < n—j+ 1, and whose other entries form a decreasing subsequence. For example,
say n = 9 and T = {1,3,4,6,9,10,15,16,17}. Then v; = (10)9643(15)(16)(17)1 and u; =
986437521. The next lemma shows that u; is determined by even less information.

Lemma 3.14. For any I € ([2:]), we have up(j) <n—j+1 if and only if vi(j) <nm—j+1

(and in this case ur(j) = v(j)). Moreover, the permutation uy is uniquely determined by the
set {(j,vr(4)) :vr(y) <n—j+1}.

Proof. The description of u; in Remark 3.13 shows that w; is the union of two decreasing
subsequences, and so it avoids the pattern 123. A 123-avoiding permutation z € S, is uniquely
determined by the pairs (j, 2(j)) for which z(j) < n— j + 1, because the other entries will be
right-to-left maxima and come in decreasing order. Thus it suffices to prove the first claim.
By Remark 3.13, if v7(j) < n—j+1 then ur(j) = vr(j). Suppose that ur(j) < n—j-+1but
that ur(j) # vr(j). This implies v;(j) > n — j + 1. By the pigeonhole principle, there must
be k > j such that us(k) > n — k + 1, and the minimal such k¥ must satisfy ur(k) > ur(j).
For such a k we have v;(k) > n — k + 1. But then the construction of u; implies that u;(j)
and uy(k) are part of the same decreasing subsequence. This is a contradiction, since j < k
and uy(j) < ur(k). O

We now restate and prove Theorem 3.3.

Theorem (Theorem 3.3). Say v,w € S,,. Then

(a) If v < w in Bruhat order, then P, C P,.
(b) The sets Qu = Puw \ Uysy Po are pairwise disjoint.
(¢) If w contains 123, then Q,, is empty.
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(d) If w avoids 123, say w has runs of anti-fized points Aq,..., Ag. Then
k
Qu = P Pan® (w(Lw)) & [0+ Rw)}. )
i=1

Proof.

(a) Immediate from Lemma 3.10.

(b) We have I € Q,, if and only if w is a maximal element of W; = {w € S,, : I € Py}, so
this follows from Corollary 3.12.

(¢) Suppose I € Q.. As in (b), this is equivalent to maxW; = w. The description of
uy = max Wy in Remark 3.13 shows that u; is the union of two decreasing subsequences,
and so it avoids 123.

(d) Let Q,, be the set on the right-hand side of (5), and suppose I € Q.. Let us see that
w = uy, which implies I € Q,. By part (c), u; avoids 123. As mentioned in the
proof of Lemma 3.14, a 123-avoiding permutation z is completely determined by the set
{(4,2(3)) : 2(j) < n—j+ 1}. Hence, it is enough to show that if w(j) <n—j+1 or
ur(j) < n—j41, then w(j) = us(j). By Lemma 3.14, this is equivalent to the claim
that if w(j) <n—j+1orvi(j) <n—j+1,then w(j) = vi(j).

Observe that vr(j) < n—j+1 if and only if n+ j ¢ I and #(I N [vr(j),n + j]) = J.
Thus, we want either of w(j) < n—j+1 or v;(j) < n—j+1 to imply n 4+ j ¢ I and
#(I N [w(j),n+7]) = j. The first condition is easy: if n + j € I, then (1) w(j) > n—j+1
because j must be a right-to-left maximum of w, and (2) the construction of v; implies
vr(j) > n.

Let A be the set of anti-fixed points of w. Then I is the disjoint union of w(L(w)),
R(w) +n, and I N Z(A), and we consider these three pieces of I separately.

o #@(Tw) N [w(i)n + 7)) = £w(Lw) N w(),n]) = £(Lw) N [j]), where the

second equality uses the fact that j € L(w).
o #((R(w) +n) O [w(j), n +1]) = #(R(w) N [j]).
e Lemma 2.6 implies that [w(j),n+j] 2 [n—j+ 1,n+j],
#UNZA)Nw(G),n+J]) Z#UINZA)N[n—j+1,n+]])
=#INZAN[) = #AN[j)),
where the last inequality follows from the description of Q,, from Remark 3.5.
Putting these three pieces of I N [w(j),n + j] together,

#I N [w(f),n+41)) = #(L(w) N [j]) + #(R(w) N [5]) + #T 0 Z(A) 0 [w(5),n + j])
2 #(L(w) N [5]) + #(R(w) N [5]) + #(AN[5]) = J.

For the reverse inequality, we use the easy direction of Hall’s marriage theorem. Let
D; be the set of *’s in column 4 of the matrix N,, representing Q,, (cf. Remark 3.5). That
is,

{w=l(i)} if i € w(L(w))
D =< {i—n} ifi € R(w)+n
[ag — £+ k,ag] ifior 2n —i+1is k*"in a run of anti-fixed points ay, ..., as.

Since N,, has a transversal in columns I, we must have

#I N w(G),n+4]) < # U b

ieINn[w(j),n+j]
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Notice that if w(i) <’ <n or n > > i+ n, the contents of D;; are bounded above by
1. Therefore Uielﬁ[w(j),nJrj] D; C [j], and we get the desired inequality.

We have now shown that Q,, C Q,, for all 123-avoiding w. By parts (a) and (b), the
non-empty Q,, partition Pis...,, = ([2:]). Thus to get Q,, = Qu, it is enough to show that

~ 2n

> #e=(3)

weSy,
w avoids 123

which we have done in Corollary 2.9.

|
Because #Pk n = Cuxrt1, we get an immediate enumerative corollary.
Corollary 3.15. The size of P, is
Z Cri41- - Copta,
v>w
v avoids 123
where /1, ..., 0 are as in the statement of Theorem 3.3, the lengths of the runs of anti-fixed

points in each v.

We conclude this section with a few results on symmetries of positroids which will be useful
later. For x € [2n], write T Lon+1-1.

Theorem 3.16. P, = Py 1w, for any w € S,.

Proof. This follows from the matrix identity wow_lew((J2n) = Mygw—1w,, Where wy is the

. 2n) . .
reverse permutation in .S,, and w(() ) is the reverse permutation in So,. O

Corollary 3.17. uy = wou;lwo for any I € ([2,?])'

Proof. Theorem 3.16 is equivalent to W7 = woWl_lwo. Since w — wow !

phism of Bruhat order,

wp is an automor-

uy = max Wy = wo(max Wi) twg = wouflwo.
O

If M is a matroid with groundset F, then {E \ I : I a basis of M} is also the set of bases
for a matroid, the dual matroid M*.

Theorem 3.18. P is isomorphic to Py,-1 for any permutation w.

Proof. Set w) = (n+1)---(2n)1---n € S,,. Let us see that w} P} = P,-1. Since inversion is
an automorphism of Bruhat order and P, = |J,~,, Qv by Theorem 3.3, it is enough to show
that w’ Q! = Q, 1. Let A be the set of anti-fixed points of v, and A, ..., Aj the maximal
intervals in A. Since [n] is the disjoint union L(v) U R(v) U A, we have

k
Q; = {vR(v)} @ {L(v) + n} @ P Pi, -

i=1

Also, L(v) = v 'L(v=1) and R(v) = v~ R(v™1), so

k
wh Q= {v 'L )} & {Rv™") +n} & Puw,Pi, .

i=1
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The set of anti-fixed points of v™! is n4+1— A, so all we need to do is show WPk = Pny1-Kon
for any interval K C [n]. When pushed through the isomorphism of Pk ,, with Cxx 41 given at
the beginning of this section, this identity becomes woCj | = Cyx+1, where wo € Sy 1.
But the latter identity is certainly true: it reflects the existence of the automorphism of
the set of Dyck paths which reverses the path and interchanges the notions of upstep and
downstep. 0

4. THE TUTTE POLYNOMIAL OF P,

Theorem 3.3 writes P,, as the disjoint union of matroids 9, over 123-avoiding permutations
v above w in Bruhat order, with each Q, isomorphic to a direct sum of Catalan matroids
and a matroid with one basis. In this section we give an analogous formula for the Tutte
polynomial of P,,, writing it as a sum over 123-avoiding permutations v above w of certain
modifications of the Tutte polynomials of the Q,. First we recall one definition of the Tutte
polynomial.

Definition 4.1. Given a matroid M with groundset S, the rank of a subset I C S is the
maximal size of an intersection of I with a basis of M. Write rankp;(I) for this number. The
Tutte polynomial of M is then the bivariate generating function

TM(I, y) — Z(x _ 1)rank(M)7rankM(I)(y _ 1)#17rankM(I)'
ICS

Here rank(M) is the size of any basis of M.

Let T,,(z,y) be the Tutte polynomial of the matroid P,. If M is the matroid on {2n +
1,2n + 2} with bases {{2n+ 1}}, then M & P, is isomorphic to C,,4+1. The Tutte polynomial
of M is xy, and Tutte polynomials are multiplicative on direct sums, so T),(z,y) is the Tutte
polynomial of C, 11 divided by xy.

Given a Dyck path D, let ht(D) be the height of the first peak and tch(D) the number of
times D touches the z-axis, not counting the first. In [1], Ardila shows that

Z (D) teh(D)
DED,,

is the Tutte polynomial of C,,. Hence

Tn(x,y) _ Z xht(D)flytch(D)fl' (6)
DEDypt1

It is more natural to give T,,(x,y) as a sum over P,, using the bijection to Cj,41 given at
the beginning of Section 3. Define a total order < on [2n] by

n+l<n<n+2<n—-1<---<2n<1.

For I € P, define ¢(I) as the length of the longest <-initial segment of [2n], and d(I) as the
number of integers j € [2n] such that #(INn+1,n+j]) =#I N[n—j+ 1,n—1]). Then
Ardila’s formula (6) translates to

To(a,y) = 3 a<Dyd. (7)
IeP,
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Given an interval K C [n], define a modified version of T}, as follows:
Tyx(z,y) if K=[n]

Tyug(z,1) ifle Kandn¢ K

Tyux(l,y) ifl¢ Kandne K

Tur(1,1) ifl,n¢K

TKﬁn(xvy) =

Notice that Tux11(1,1) = Cui41, the number of bases in Pk . Also, given a 123-avoiding
w € S, with runs of anti-fixed points A1, ..., Ay, define

k
Uw(xa y) = H TAun(CEu y)
=1

Theorem 4.2. For any permutation w € S, the Tutte polynomial of P, is

Usp(w,9) + (1= (z=D(y—-1) Y Uulzy).
vlgiiz{;swl()QB

We start with a characterization of ranks in P,,. Recall that Lemma 3.10 associates to each
n-subset I of [2n] an permutation u; € S,, in such a way that I € P, if and only if u; > w.
We will follow a similar strategy here, and construct, for any nonnegative integer r and any
I C [2n], a permutation u} such that I has rank at least r in P, if and only if u} > w.

Say I C [2n] has size at least . Define J,.(I) to be the <-lexicographically smallest n-set
such that #(J.(I) N I) > r. Explicitly, if

I={iy<izg<---} and  [2n)\ {i1, ..., ir} ={j1 < ja < -},
then JT(I) = {il,...,ir,jl,...,jn_r}. Now define u? = Uy,(1)-

Theorem 4.3. The set I has rank at least r in Py, if and only if J.(I) € Py, or equivalently,
uy > w.

Remark 4.4. What is really important here is the partial order
n+l,n<n+2,n—1<---<2n,1.

One can show that although J,.(I) depends on the choice of linear extension of this partial
order to a total order, u} does not (indeed, this is a consequence of Theorem 4.3).

We postpone the proof of Theorem 4.3 since it is somewhat involved, and move on to its
consequences for ranks in P,. Let P, = {I C [2n] : I has rank at least r in P, }, and Q! =
Pi \Upsw Py Theorem 4.3 shows that Q, is the set of I such that uj = w. Equivalently,
if we think of J, as a function 212" — (2"}, then Q7 = Ukeo, Jr " (K), and we can give a
reasonable description of J1(K) for a fixed K.

Lemma 4.5. Let K be an n-subset of 2n], and 0 <r < n. Write K = EUF where E is the
mazimal initial segment of [2n] in K (in the order <). Then J(K) is the collection of sets

of the form E' U F UG, where E' € (#E;En_i_r) and G C [2n] satisfies min(G) > max(F').

Proof. Say I = E' UF UG where E', F, G are as in the statement of the lemma, and
write I = {i; < 42 < ---}. Since #E' + #F = r, we have {i1,...,4,} = E'UF. Thus
[2n] \ {i1,...,ir} contains E \ E’, which has size n — r. Since E is an initial segment, the
smallest n—r elements of [2n]\{i1, ..., i, } are exactly E\F’, so J,.(I) = (E'UF)JU(E\E') = K.

Conversely, suppose J,.(I) = K, with [2n]\ I = {ji < j2 < ---} as in the definition of J,.
Let E’ consist of the <-first #E — n + r elements of I (noting that #E —n +r <r < #I).
Since E is an initial segment of size #F’ + n — r, we must have E' U {j; < -+ < jp—r} = E.
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But this forces F' = {igg4+1 < -+ < i} C I, and then defining C = {i,41 < -+ < in} gives
the desired decomposition I = E' UF UQG. O

Finally, we will need a description of U, in the style of (7). As above, let ¢(K) be the
length of the largest <-initial segment of [2n] contained in K, and let ¢(K) be the length of
the largest <-final segment in [2n] \ K.

Lemma 4.6. For any 123-avoiding w # wo,

Un(a,y) = D aFOyoE)
KeQuw

Proof. Suppose w avoids 123, and has runs of anti-fixed points Ay, ..., Ax. Then any K € Q,,
is a disjoint union
LU - ULy Uw(L(w)) U (R(w) +n),

where L; € Py, n.

Suppose K € Q,, contains as a maximal <-initial segment £ = {n+1,...,n+ a,n,n —
1,...,n — B+ 1} for some «, 8. By definition of Q,,, this means w has right-to-left maxima
in positions 1,...,«. But this is only possible if w has anti-fixed points in those positions.
Likewise, w has left-to-right minima with values n,n—1,...,n—3+1, hence anti-fixed points
in positions 1,...,3. This shows that £ C L; if w(l) = n, and that £ = 0 if w(l) # n.
Hence ¢(K) = ¢(L1) if w(l) = n, and ¢(K) = 0 otherwise. An analogous argument shows
that é(K) = ¢(L,) if w(n) =1, and & K) = 0 otherwise. Now we see that:

o If w(1l) #n and w(n) # 1, then

k
Z 2 ye(K) — 40, = HT#Ai(la 1) = Uy(z,y).
i=1

KeQuw

e If w(l) =n and w(n) # 1, then using (7),

k
Z U oK) — Z ,TC(L)HT#Ai(]"]‘)

KeQuw LePya, =2
k
= Tya, (@, 1) [[ Tea.(1,1) = Un(z, ).
1=2

e If w(l) #n and w(n) =1, then

k—1
3 eyt = Ny O [T Tea,(1,1)
i=1

KeQy LePya,
k—1
=Y O[T
LEP#Ak =1

k—1
= Typa (v, 1) [] Toea(1,1)
=1

To get the second equality, we use the fact from Theorem 3.18 that I — w?([2n]\ I)
is an automorphism of P,, and that it exchanges the statistics ¢ and ¢. Taking the
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dual of a matroid corresponds to switching the variables in the Tutte polynomial, so
T, (z,y) = Ty (y, z) since Py, is self-dual. Thus

k—1
> a0yt =T (Ly) [] Twea (1,1) = U (2, ).
KeQ, =1

e If w(l) =n and w(n) = 1, then k > 1 since w # wy, and

k—1
Z o)) Z (D) Z yE(L)HT#Ai(l,l)
1=2

KeQy LePya, LePya,
k—1
= Tya, (2, 1)Tpa, (1,y) [ | Tea,(1,1) = Un(z, ).
=2

Let Ty, (x,y) be the Tutte polynomial of P,,. Recall that Theorem 4.2 claims that

Tw(x,y) ZUwO(LL',y)-‘r(l—(JJ—l)(y—l)) Z Uv(xvy)'
o voids 13

The Mébius function of Bruhat order on S,, is p(w,v) = (—1)4¥)=4®) By Mébius inversion,
for any particular w € S,,, Theorem 4.2 is equivalent to

Uwo(.f,y):Tn(I,y) 1fw:w0
D (=) OHIT (@, y) = ¢ (1= (2 = 1)(y — 1)U, if w # wo avoids 123 .
vZw 0 if w contains 123

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Write rank,, (I) for the rank of I in P,. By Theorem 4.3, rank, (I) = r
if and only if v < v} and v £ u’}“. Thus,

Z(_l)é(v)—f(w)Tv(:E’y) _ Z(_l)f(v)—é(w) Z (:E _ 1)n—rankv(1) (y _ 1)#I—rankv(1)
]

v>w v>w IC[2n
=Y ST Y (e,
IC[2n] r=0 ve[w,uf]\[w,uft]

The term (z — 1)"~"(y — 1)#=" will occur frequently, so we will simply write f for it in the
rest of the proof.

Any Bruhat interval with more than one element has the same number of elements of even
length and of odd length [3], so

0 ifw#uj andw;éu?"l
> (-1 = 1 i w = uf > )t

velw,up\w,uft] -1 ifuf>ujtt =w
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Observe that w = u} > u}" Lif and only if I € Q7 \ Q. and ul > uTH = w if and only if
I€Qrtt\ Qr. Therefore

> (=) IT, (2, y) = oof- > f
V2w =0 | reQr\ Q5! IeQih\Qr,
D DIE DD
r=0 | [€Qy, Iegnt!
n n+1
DI IR ECEN RS ID DN
r=01eQ1, r=1I1eQr,

We may as well assume w # wyo, in which case Q% = (). Also, Q%! = () for any w, so

S OO gy = - @13 Y f

v>w r=01IeQr,
=[1—(z—1)(y—1) Z > Z f.
r=0 KeQu 1eJ 1 (K)

As in Lemma 4.6, let ¢(K) denote the length of the largest initial segment of [2n] in K in
the order <, and ¢(K) the length of the largest final segment in [2n] \ K. By Lemma 4.5, a
member of J,~1(I) with size j + r corresponds to a choice of (1) a (¢(K) — n + r)-subset of a
set of size ¢(K), and (2) a j-subset of the maximal <-final segment of [2n] \ K. Hence

DR DR RS R

IeJ (K) IeJ N (K)

g tas e

L T

Continuing on,

S ()OI @y = 1= =Dy -1)] Y Y (C T T) (& — 1)y PO

v>w KeQ,, r=0
— — _ n—r, ¢(K)
=00 3 3 ()
KeQ,, r=0
This is equal to [1 — (z — 1)(y — 1)]Uw(z,y) by Lemma 4.6. O

To prove Theorem 4.3, we will need some lemmas giving a Bruhat relation between u; and
uy for two sets I and J. Write I < J if I is the <-lexicographically minimal #I-subset of
I U J. Equivalently, I < J if and ounly if J NI = J N [max<(I)]. This is a partial order on
finite subsets of N of a fixed size.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose I,J € ([2"]) are such that either
(a) I J, or
(b) J=TI\{i} U{j}, wherei is contained in a <-initial segment in I and i < j.
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Then uy > uy.

Proof. For the case where I <.J, we may assume that J = I\ {i} U {j} where i € I and
j > max<(I), since this is the covering relation for <. Recall the injective word vy, with the
property that u; is the greatest lower bound of vy and wy, and whose entries are IN[n+1, 2n]
in increasing order together with I N [n] in decreasing order.

Suppose for the moment that j < n. In passing from v; to vy, we remove one entry (i),
insert a new entry (j) into the decreasing subsequence formed by I N [n] in the unique way
that keeps the subsequence decreasing, and then shift part of the subsequence either right or
left to fill the gap left by i. If i < n, then j > ¢ implies j < ¢. Thus, j enters right of the gap
left by 4, so we shift leftward. This means that v; is entrywise less than or equal to vy, which
implies the weaker statement that v; < vy in Bruhat order. Therefore u; < uj.

Next suppose that j < n still, but now ¢ > n. We consider cases (a) and (b) separately. In
case (b), where 7 is contained in a <-initial segment in I, vr begins (n+1)(n+2)--- (n+b)---,
with ¢ being one of those first b entries. Thus, every entry of the decreasing sequence is right
of 4, and in particular j does enter to the right of it when we pass to v;. In case (a), we have
j = max<(I), which implies j < min(I) (in the usual order), so j will be the last entry in the
decreasing sequence in vy. In particular, j enters right of the gap where i was. In both cases
we end up with vy entrywise less than or equal to v; as before, as in the last paragraph.

Finally, assume that ;7 > n. We will apply the map ¢ — T = 2n 4+ 1 — x and use
Corollary 3.17. The arguments above only depend on < being a linear extension of the
partial order

n+ln<n+2n—-1<---<2n,1

and so they still go through if we replace < with the total order < defined by
n<n+l<n-1<n+2<---<1<2n.

The hypotheses of the lemma still hold for I, i, and j using the order =.

As j < n, the previous arguments show that uy > Uy, or wouflwo > woujlwo by Corol-
lary 3.17. Since w — wow 'wp is an automorphism of Bruhat order, this is equivalent to
ur Z uj.

Lemma 4.8. Say I,I' € ([277]), where r <mn. If 1<, then J.(I) < J.(I').

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 4.7, we can assume that I’ = I\ {i} N {j}, where i € I
and j > max<([). Write I = {iy < -+ <4y} and 2n|\ I = {j1 < j2 < ---}, s0 J,(I) =
{41, y%r, 415+« Jn—r}. There are several cases.
o If j < ju_,, then J,(I') = J,(I).
o Ifi < jnp <j, then Jo(I') = Jo(I) \ {jn—r} U{j}. Here j = max(I) and j = jn—r,
so j > max< J.(I).
o If j < i =<y, then J.(I') = J.(I) \ {i} U{j}. Once again, j = max~(I) and j > i =
Jn—r, 80 J = max~ J.(I).
0

We can now prove Theorem 4.3; recall it claims that I € P, has rank > r if and only if
up > w.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Define W} = {w € S, : I € P.}. It is clear from Theorem 3.3 that
W7 is a lower order ideal in Bruhat order. Theorem 4.3 is equivalent to the assertion that uj
is the unique maximal element of W7.
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First we reduce to the case where #I = r. Notice that I € P!, if and only if I’ € P! for
some r-subset I’ of I. Equivalently,

wi= J wp.
re(l)

If I is the <-lexicographically least r-subset of I, then J,.(I') = J.(I), so u}, = u}. For any
other r-subset I” of I, we have I’ < I"”. Lemma 4.8 then says J.(I') < J.(I"), so Lemma 4.7
implies u}, > u},. Thus if we knew that each W7y, has u}, as a unique maximum, we would
be done: the unique maximum of W} would be u},. In other words, we can assume #/ = r.

Now we induct (downward) on r, assuming #I = r. If r = n, then W] = W has u} = us as
its unique maximum by Theorem 3.3. Suppose 7 < n. Then I € P if and only if JUz € P!t
for some x ¢ I, or equivalently,

r o__ r+1
WI - U Wlux'
z¢l
By induction, each WITJ Il has u?ﬁ}c as its unique maximal element. What we want to show,

therefore, is that if ¢ I, then uj > u?j;, with equality holding for some z.

As in the definition of J,.(I), write I = {i; < -+ <4} and 2n]\ I = {j1 < j2 < ---}, so
that J-(I) = {i1, .., ir,J1, -+ Jn—r}. Then

Sl if & X o

Jrpi(IUz) = () _ IZE_]
Je()\ {Jn—r} U{z} ifz > jnr

In particular, if z is <-minimal in [2n]\ I, then = < jp,—,, so u} = uﬁi

We can now assume that « > j,_,. By definition, j,_, is part of a =<-initial segment in
Jr(I), so Lemma 4.7 shows that

r o__ _r+1
U = U (1) 2 UJ,yy(TUz) = Uplg-

5. TRANSVERSAL MATROIDS ASSOCIATED TO PERMUTATION DIAGRAMS

In this section we give some conjectures to the effect that results like Theorem 3.3 and
Theorem 4.2 hold for another family of rank n matroids on [2n] indexed by S,,.

Definition 5.1. The Rothe diagram of w € S, is

D(w) € {(i,w()) € [n] x [n] : i < j,w(i) > w(j)}.

Given w € S, let M, be a generic n x 2n matrix [I, | A], where I, is an n x n identity
matrix, and A is n X n with A;; = 0 whenever (¢,j) € D(w). The diagram matroid DM, of
w is the matroid of M,,.

Example 5.2. Say w = 31524. Then
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where we use matrix coordinates, and o for lattice points in D(w), - for those not in D(w).
The diagram matroid of w is then the matroid of a generic matrix

10 00 0 0 0 x % =x
01 0 0 0 % *x % *x x
0 01 00 = 0 % 0 =x
0 0 01 0 % =% % % 3
0 0 0 0 1 % % x x x
Conjecture 5.3. Theorem 1.1 holds for DM,,. That is, for any w € S,,, the number of bases
of DM, is
Z Ogl+1 T Ofk+17
v>w
v avoids 123
where /1, ..., ¢ are the lengths of the runs of anti-fixed points of v.

Theorem 3.3 no longer holds: it can happen that w < v but DM, € DM,. One can
still hope to prove Conjecture 5.3 by Mobius inversion, but a less trivial sign-reversing invo-
lution would be required. Conjecture 5.3 would follow from a stronger conjecture on Tutte
polynomials.

Conjecture 5.4. For any w € S, the Tutte polynomial of DM, is equal to the Tutte
polynomial of P,.

If DM, and P,, were isomorphic, then Conjecture 5.4 would of course be true, but this
need not be the case.

Conjecture 5.5. The matroids DM, and P, are isomorphic if and only if w avoids the
pattern 21354.

These conjectures have all been verified through S7. Despite this, their Tutte polynomials
seem to agree, also verified through S7.

There is a combinatorial procedure called shifting that relates DM, and P,, (and which has
geometric connections making it useful in studying positroid varieties and other subvarieties
of Grassmannians [5, 9]). Given integers ¢ and j, and a set I, let

I\{itu{j} ifielandj¢l
- {V UG it
I else

If X is a collection of sets, and I € X, then we define

I, xI =
X {I else

Finally, define ITI; ,; X to be {IIl,,; xI : I € X}.
Let B(A) denote the set of bases of the matroid of a matrix A. We can also apply shifting
to matrices. Let III;_,; A be the matrix of the same size as A such that

Ap; ifg=jand A,; =0
Apg =140 ifg=1iand A,; =0
Apq  else
We have #(III;,; X) = #X, but it need not be the case that B(II;_,;A) = III,_,,;B(A).

For example, if A is a 2 x 2 identity matrix, then Iy B(A) = {12}, while B(III;_,;A) is
empty. In general, we only get a containment.
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Lemma 5.6. If the entries of A are algebraically independent, then B(IIL;_,; A) C I, ; B(A).

Proof. Suppose I € B(IIl;,;A), where I = {b; < --- < b, }. Then there is a transversal of
A in columns I, i.e. a bijection 7 : I — [n] such that (III;—;A)r@s,), # 0 for each p. We
consider various cases.

o Ifi,j¢ I, then I € B(A) and IT;,_,;I =1, so I € II;,_,;B(A).

o Ifi eI, j¢I, then again I € B(A), because III;_,; A restricted to columns I is A
restricted to columns I with some nonzero entries made zero. Since (I_Hi_,jA)ﬁ(i)i is
nonzero, Ay ;; must be nonzero. Therefore the bijection 7' : I\ {i}U{j} — [n] which
agrees with 7 on I \ {¢} and having 7/(j) = =« (i) is a transversal of A. This shows
that B(A) also contains IIT;_,;I. But then I € ITI;_,;B(A).

e Supposei ¢ I, j € I. If Ay(j); # 0, then modifying 7 appropriately as in the last case
will give a transversal of A in columns I\ {j}U{¢}. Then I =11, ,;(I\ {j}U{i}) €
I, B(A).

If ATI'(])Z = O, then Aﬂ-(])] = (IH»L‘;JA)T((])] # 0, and so I € B(A) Then I =
IHi‘)jI S IHZHJB(A)

e Suppose i,j € I. Since (I1I;_,;A)(;); is nonzero, so is Ay ;. Therefore if A ;; # 0,
then 7 is still a transversal of A in columns 1.

Now suppose A(;); = 0. Then, since (III;,;A)~(;); is nonzero, so is A ;. Also,
since (I;—;A) @), is nonzero, so is Ar(;);. Therefore the bijection 7' : I — [n]
agreeing with 7 on I \ {4, j}, and having #’(i) = 7(j), ©’'(j) = (i), is a transversal of
A in columns I.

Either way we see that I € B(A), and so I = III,;,;I € III;_,;B(A).

g

The matrices M, and Mw defining P,, and DM, turn out to be related by a sequence of
shifts. Let III,, be the composition Mg,y (n) =+ * pi2w(2) W1 5w(1)-

Lemma 5.7 ([9], Theorem 5.5). For any permutation w, 11, M, = M,.

Thus, Lemma 5.6 shows that DM,, C III,P,. Since shifting preserves the size of a
collection of sets, we see that Conjecture 5.3 is equivalent to:

Conjecture 5.8. I, P, = DM, for any permutation w.
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