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A LATTICE FRAMEWORK FOR GENERALIZING SHELLABLE

COMPLEXES AND MATROIDS

RAKHI PRATIHAR1 AND TOVOHERY H. RANDRIANARISOA2 AND KLARA STOKES2

Abstract. We introduce the notion of power lattices that unifies and extends
the equicardinal geometric lattices, Cartesian products of subspace lattices,
and multiset subset lattices, among several others. The notions of shellabil-
ity for simplicial complexes, q-complexes, and multicomplexes are then uni-
fied and extended to that of complexes in power lattices, which we name as
P-complexes. A nontrivial class of shellable P-complexes are obtained via P-
complexes of the independent sets of a matroid in power lattice, which we
introduce to generalize matroids in Boolean lattices, q-matroids in subspace
lattices, and sum-matroids in Cartesian products of subspace lattices. We
also prove that shellable P-complexes in a power lattice yield shellable order
complexes, extending the celebrated result of shellability of order complexes
of (equicardinal) geometric lattices by Björner and also, a recent result on
shellability of order complexes of lexicographically shellable q-complexes. Fi-
nally, we provide a construction of matroids on the lattice of multiset subsets
from weighted graphs. We also consider a variation of Stanley-Reisner rings
associated with shellable multicomplexes than the one considered by Herzog
and Popescu and proved that these rings are sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.

1. Introduction

Shellability is an important notion having interesting applications in combina-
torics, commutative algebra, and algebraic topology. Historically, it was introduced
to prove the Euler-Poincaré formula for higher-dimensional convex polytopes. The
shellability property was first implicitly assumed by Schläfli [20] in 1852 and was
formally established after many decades by Bruggesser and Mani [7] in 1971.

The original definition of shellability for polyhedral complexes takes the following
form for abstract simplicial complexes pioneered by Björner and Wachs [4]. An
abstract simplicial complex ∆ is said to be shellable if it is pure (i.e., all its facets
or maximal faces have the same dimension) and there is a linear ordering F1, . . . , Ft

of its facets such that for each j “ 2, . . . , t, the complex 〈Fj〉 X 〈F1, . . . , Fj´1〉 is
generated by a nonempty set of maximal proper faces of Fj . Here for i “ 1, . . . , t,
by 〈F1, . . . , Fi〉 we denote the complex generated by F1, . . . , Fi, i.e., the smallest
simplicial complex containing F1, . . . , Fi.

From the topological point of view, a shellable simplicial complex is weak ho-
motopy equivalent to a wedge sum of spheres, thus the homology groups are well
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2 GENERALIZING SHELLABLE COMPLEXES AND MATROIDS

understood [15, §2.3]. Shellable simplicial complexes are important in commutative
algebra, partly because their “face rings” or Stanley-Reisner rings (over any field)
are Cohen-Macaulay. These rings were introduced independently by Hochster and
Stanley and they have nice properties. Since Gröbner degenerations of the coor-
dinate rings of many classes of algebraic varieties turn out to be Stanley-Reisner
rings of simplicial complexes, shellability provides a tool to prove their Cohen-
Macaulayness. Even if the shellable simplicial complexes are not pure, the asso-
ciated Stanley-Reisner ring is still sequentially Cohen-Macaulay [27, Chapter 2,
Section 2]. The notion of shellability has been generalized to multicomplexes (e.g.
[9, Definition 3.4]). It was also shown that when a pure multicomplex is shellable,
the associated topological space is a wedge of spheres [9, Corollary 3.10]. More re-
cently, q-analogues of these results are obtained in [12, 13]where (multi)complexes
are replaced with q-complexes, introduced at least by Rota [25] and then by Alder
[1]. It was shown in [13] that when a q-complex is shellable, the associated topo-
logical space is also a wedge of spheres.

Motivated by Stanley’s work on R-labeling, Björner introduced the notions of
EL-labelling and CL-labelling that give efficient methods for establishing shellabil-
ity. Important known classes of shellable simplicial complexes include the boundary
complex of a convex polytope [7], the order complex of a bounded, locally upper
semimodular poset [11], and matroid complexes, i.e., complexes formed by the in-
dependent subsets of matroids [24]. Among different constructions, one can obtain
shellable multicomplexes and q-complexes as independent sets of discrete polyma-
troids [16] and q-matroids [12], respectively. For comprehensive background and
the proofs supporting these claims, we refer to the literature, including the books
by Stanley [27] and Bruns and Herzog [8], the compilation of lecture notes in [14],
and Björner’s survey article [4].

Furthermore, a more general notion of sum-matroids has been introduced in
[23], which is a direct generalization of the notions of matroids and q-matroids.
Therefore, it is natural to ask if the corresponding “independent elements” have
a “shellable” property and if the associated topological space is also a wedge of
spheres. With this primary motivation, we introduce the notion of power lattices
and give an affirmative answer to this question. Within this lattice, we define a
general notion of “P-complexes” and their shellability. We will show that the as-
sociated topological space is again a wedge of spheres. Our approach is similar
to the one in [13] where we show that the order complex associated to a shellable
P-complex is a shellable simplicial complexes, and then we use the homotopy equiv-
alence between the associated topological spaces. We obtain non-trivial classes of
shellable P-complexes by considering the P-complexes of independent sets of ma-
troids in power lattices, that we introduce to generalize the notion of matroids,
polymatroids, q-matroids.

In the remaining part of the paper, we focus on the Stanley-Reisner ring asso-
ciated with multicomplexes. It was shown in [17, Corollary 10.6] that the corre-
sponding quotient ring, which we denote by RpΓq is (sequentially) Cohen-Macaulay
when Γ is a shellable multicomplex. However, as mentioned in [9, Remark 1.5], the
ideal IpΓq is not the same as the Stanley-Reisner ideal IΓ when the multicomplex is
a simplicial complex. In [17], they consider the ideal IpΓq associated with a multi-
complex Γ where IpΓq is the monomial ideals spanned by all monomials which are
not in Γ. To provide an appropriate generalization, we consider a monomial ideal
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IΓ generated by monomials not in Γ but belonging to a power lattice of multiset
subsets of some fixed multiset. We justify this choice by showing that IΓ can be
obtained by using the same construction of the Stanley-Reisner ring using a section
ring of sheaves in [28]. Our result, therefore, states that the quotient ring RΓ by the
ideal IΓ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay whenever Γ is a shellable multicomplex.
Since, in general, a shellable multicomplex can be obtained from the independent
elements of a matroid on the lattice of multiset subsets, we show how we can con-
struct such matroids from weighted graphs. This construction can be seen as a
generalization of graphic matroids.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the
notion of power lattices and study their basic properties. We describe some classes
of lattices that it generalizes including the equicardinal geometric lattices and the
lattices of multiset subsets. In Section 3, we introduce the notion of complexes
in power lattices that generalizes the notions of simplicial complexes, q-complexes
and multicomplexes. In this section, we also introduce the notion of shellability
for complexes in a power lattice that extends and generalizes the existing notions
of shellability for the aforementioned complexes. The main result of this section
is the shellability of order complexes of a shellable complex in a power lattice.
Then, we introduce the notion of matroids in power lattices in Section 4 and prove
that the complexes induced by them are shellable complexes in power lattices. We
construct a matroid in the power lattice of multiset subsets from weighted graphs.
Finally, in Section 5, we associate Stanley-Reisner rings to multicomplexes, and
we establish the sequentially Cohen-Macaulayness of the Stanley-Reisner rings of
shellable multicomplexes.

2. Power lattices

In this section, we start with recalling basic notions and definitions regarding
finite posets. Then we introduce power lattices that generalize and extend the
equicardinal geometric lattices, subset lattices, subspace lattices and lattices of
multiset subsets, among others. We give a total order on the elements of the same
rank of a power lattice. This total order will be useful to study the complexes
associated to the lattice in the subsequent sections.

Definition 1 (Posets). A partially ordered set or poset is a set P with a binary
relation ĺ defined on its elements, which satisfies

P1: (Reflexive) for all x P P , x ĺ x,
P2: (Transitive) if x ĺ y and y ĺ z, then x ĺ z,
P3: (Antisymmetric) if x ĺ y and y ĺ x, then x “ y.

Throughout the text, we will use pP,ĺq to denote a poset. If the relation ĺ is clear
from the context, we simply use P omitting the symbol ĺ.

The symbol ĺ reads “precedes” or “contained in” or “is less than or equal to”.
For x, y P P , if x ĺ y and x ‰ y, then one writes x ă y. If x ă y and there exists
no z P P such that x ă z ă y, then one writes x ă̈ y that reads y covers x (or x

is covered by y). A poset P is said to have a lower (resp. upper) bound x P P if
@y P P , x ĺ y (resp. y ĺ x). A poset is bounded if it admits both an upper and a
lower bound (which must be unique). In a bounded poset, the unique lower (resp.

upper) bound is denoted by 0̂ (resp. 1̂). A subposet pS,ĺq of pP,ĺq is a subset
S Ă P with the partial order in S induced from the partial order ĺ on P .
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Definition 2. Let x, y be elements of the poset pP,ĺq. The join of x and y (if
it exists) is an element z P P such that x, y ĺ z and every u P P with x, y ĺ u

satisfies z ĺ u. The join of x and y is denoted by x _ y. The meet of x and y (if
it exists) is an element z P P such that z ĺ x, y and every u P P with u ĺ x, y

satisfies u ĺ z. The meet of x and y is denoted by x ^ y.

By definition, meet and join of two elements in a poset are unique. The meet
and join satisfy the following properties.

x ĺ y ðñ x _ y “ y ðñ x ^ y “ x. (1)

Definition 3 (Lattices). A join-semilattice (resp. meet-semilattice) is a poset P in
which every pair of elements admits a join (resp. meet). A poset is called a lattice
if it is both a join-semilattice and a meet-semilattice.

Definition 4 (Ranked lattices). A rank function on a poset pP,ĺq is a non-negative
integer valued function ρ : P Ñ N which satisfies

(i) if x ă y P P , then ρpxq ă ρpyq,
(ii) if x ă̈ y, then ρpyq “ ρpxq ` 1.

A lattice pP,ĺq with a rank function ρ is called a graded or ranked lattice, often
denoted as pP,ĺ, ρq or simply as pP, ρq. We denote by P plq the elements of P of
rank l.

For a bounded ranked lattice P , the standard convention is to take ρp0̂q “ 0 and

the rank of the lattice P is defined to be ρpP q :“ ρp1̂q.

Definition 5 (Semimodular lattice). A semimodular lattice is a ranked lattice
pP, ρq such that for all x, y P P ,

ρpx _ yq ` ρpx ^ yq ď ρpxq ` ρpyq. (2)

If equality holds in (2), the lattice is called modular.

The elements of P p1q of a ranked lattice pP, ρq are called atoms of P . These

elements cover 0̂. We introduce the notion of multiplicity of an element of P with
respect to an atom.

Definition 6 (Multiplicity in a lattice). Let pP, ρq be a ranked lattice. For any
element x P P , we describe the set of all atoms preceding x by

Apxq :“ tw P P p1q : w ĺ xu.

In the case Apxq “ twu, we call x P P a power of the atom w. The set of all
powers of an atom w is denoted by powpwq :“ ty P P : Apyq “ wu. In this case
vwpyq :“ ρpyq is called the w-multiplicity of y (or the valuation of y at w).

For an atom w ĺ y, the w-multiplicity of y (or the valuation of y at w) is defined
as

vwpyq :“ maxtvwpzq : z ĺ y and z P powpwqu.

If an atom w ł y, then we define vwpyq “ 0.

Definition 7. A power lattice is a finite, semimodular lattice pP, ρq which satisfies
the following properties:

(i) For any w P P p1q and integer r, there exists at most one element in powpwq
of rank r.

(ii) For any x, y P P ,
ř

wPP p1q

vwpxq “
ř

wPP p1q

vwpyq ðñ ρpxq “ ρpyq.
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Since by definition, a power lattice is finite, it is bounded. If y is a power of x,
for some atom x, then we write y “ xρpyq “ xvxpyq.

Lemma 8. Given a power lattice P , if x ĺ y, then vwpxq ď vwpyq for all w P P p1q.

Proof. Suppose x ĺ y, then for an atom w, wvwpxq ĺ x ĺ y and therefore vwpxq ď
vwpyq. �

Later we will see that the converse of this lemma is also true.

Example 9.

The example on the right provides a finite
ranked lattice pP, ρq which is semimodu-
lar. Moreover, 3 is the only element of
rank 2 which is power of the atom 6. No-
tice that ρp3q “ ρp2q “ 2, but Ap3q “ t6u
and Ap2q “ t4, 5, 6u. Thus the total val-
uation of 3 is

ř

wPP p1q

vwp3q “ 2, whereas

ř

vwp2q “ 3. Hence it does not satisfy
Definition 7 piiq and thus P is not a power
lattice.

1̂

2 3

4 5 6

0̂

Following the non-example, now we give a list of some lattices which are included
in the class of power lattices.

Example 10. (1) For a finite set A, the Boolean lattice 2A of all subsets of A is a
power lattice p2A,Ďq, where _ is the union of two sets and ^ is the intersection.
The rank ρ is given by the size of subsets. For any subset U P 2A, vtxupUq “ 1
if x P U and vtxupUq “ 0, otherwise. Thus for any atom w, the power set
of w is powpwq “ twu. Also, the condition of equal rank elements having
equal cardinality in Definition 7 piiq is satisfied from the definition of the rank
function.

(2) Let pΣpFn
q q,Ďq be the lattice of Fq-subspaces of the n-dimensional vector space

F
n
q over Fq, where _ is the sum of two spaces and ^ is the intersection. Then

pΣpFn
q q,Ďq is power lattice with the rank function ρ given by dimension. Here

the atoms are the one-dimensional subspaces. For U P ΣpFn
q q, v〈x〉pUq “ 1, if

x P U and v〈x〉pUq “ 0, otherwise. The conditions piq and piiq of Definition 7
are satisfied for similar reasons as in the previous example.

(3) Let n be an integer. The set divpnq of all divisors of n forms a power lattice
pdivpnq, |q where a|b if a divides b, _ is the least common multiple and ^ is
greatest common divisor of two numbers. The rank function ρ is the number of
prime factors counted with multiplicity. If x P divpnq and x “ pa1

1
. . . pat

t is the
prime factorization of x, then vpi

pxq “ ai, if p doesn’t divide x, then vppxq “ 0.
This is “equivalent” to the lattice of multiset we define next and which we will
also see in a later section.

(4) Let M be a multiset. The set 2M of all multiset subsets of M forms a power
lattice p2M ,Ďq where _ is the multiset union of two sets and ^ is the intersec-
tion. The rank function ρ is defined by the size of subsets (with multiplicity).
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Let U P 2M , if x P U , then vtxupUq is the multiplicity of x in U and if x R U ,
then vtxupUq “ 0.

(5) For i “ 1, . . . , l, let ni be an integer. The Cartesian product of lattices ΣpFn1

q qˆ
¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ ΣpFnl

q q is a power lattice. _ is defined by the componentwise sums of
subspaces whereas ^ is defined by the componentwise intersections. The rank
function ρ is the sum of the dimension of the components. Let U “ pU1, . . . , Ulq
and let u “ px0y, . . . , x0y, xxy, x0y, . . . , x0yq where x ‰ 0 and 〈x〉 is at the position
i for some 1 ď i ď l. If x P Ui then vupUq “ 1. Otherwise, vupUq “ 0.

(6) If G is a cyclic group, then the lattice of subgroups of G forms a power lattice
LpGq where _ is given by the subgroup generated by the union of two subgroups

and ^ is the intersection. Let H P LpGq such that |H | “
Q

plii , where pi’s are
pairwise coprime. Then ρpHq “

ř

i li. If C P LpHq with |C| “ pi, then
vCpHq “ li, otherwise if C R LpHq, then vCpHq “ 0.

(7) Let G be a finite abelian group, not necessarily cyclic. By the fundamental
theorem of finite abelian groups, G can be expressed as the direct sum of cyclic
groups of prime-power order say G “

Qs
i“1

Gi. So the lattice of subgroups
of G can be defined as the Cartesian product of lattices LpGq “

Qs
i“1

LpGiq.
Similarly to the Cartesian product of lattice of subspaces, we also get a power
lattice of subgroups of abelian groups.

(8) Equicardinal geometric lattices are power lattices. Indeed, a geometric lattice
is equicardinal if its elements of equal rank have equal cardinality. Note that,
the atomistic property of a geometric lattice implies that the valuation of an
element x w.r.t. any atom w is vwpxq “ 1 if w P Apxq and 0, otherwise. Thus
the property piiq of Definition 7 becomes equivalent to the property of the same
rank elements having the same cardinality. The other properties follows from
the definition of geometric lattices.

Remark 11. (a) Following the characterization of geometric lattices as lattices
of flats of simple matroids, the class of equicardinal geometric (semi)lattices
include the equicardinal matroids. For more on this topic, one can refer to,
e.g., the article [2] by Alon, Babai, and Suzuki and the references mentioned
there.

(b) There exists a solvable non-abelian group G whose subgroup lattice do not
satisfy the property (i) in the definition of a power lattice. For example, take the
quaternion group Q8 “ t˘1,˘i,˘j,˘ku. Then t´1, 1, i,´iu and t´1, 1, j,´ju
are two powers of the atom t´1, 1u and they have the same order.

Lemma 12. Let P be a ranked lattice with p P P p1q. Then for x, y P P ,

(1) vppx ^ yq “ mintvppxq, vppyqu,
(2) vppx _ yq ě maxtvppxq, vppyqu.

Proof. Since x ^ y ĺ x and x ^ y ĺ y, we have vppx ^ yq ď vppxq and vppx ^ yq ď

vppyq. Therefore vppx ^ yq ď mintvppxq, vppyqu. Now, pmintvppxq,vppyqu ĺ x and

pmintvppxq,vppyqu ĺ y. Therefore pmintvppxq,vppyqu ĺ x^ y. Hence mintvppxq, vppyqu ď

vppx ^ yq. Thus mintvppxq, vppyqu “ vppx ^ yq. For the second point, pvppx_yq ĺ x

and pvppx_yq ĺ x. Hence vppx _ yq ě vppxq and vppx _ yq ě vppxq. �

Remark 13. Notice that in the second point of Lemma 12, strict inequality can
happen. For example if we have the lattice of subspaces, the sum of two subspaces
can produce a new vector which was not in the two original subspaces.
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The rest of the section deals with defining a total order on the elements of same
rank of a power lattice. For that, first we will introduce the notion of factorization
of an element of P into atoms. We consider an arbitrary but fixed total order ĺ1

on P p1q i.e., the atoms of P .

Definition 14 (Factorization). Let x P P and Apxq “ tx1, . . . , xlu such that
x1 ă1 x2 ă1 ¨ ¨ ¨ ă1 xl. Then the factorization of x is defined as

F pxq “ p

vx1
pxq times

hkkkkikkkkj

x1, . . . , x1 , . . . ,

vxl
pxq times

hkkkkikkkkj

xl, . . . , xl q.

The length of the factorization of x is defined as
ř

xiPApxq

vxi
pxq. For brevity, we will

denote F pxq as

F pxq “
l
Y

i“1

x
vxi

pxq
i .

Remark 15. Because of the property (ii) in Definition 7 of a power lattice, the
factorizations of two elements of the same rank must have the same length i.e., the
cardinalities are the same when counted with multiplicity.

We show next that factorization uniquely defines an element of a power lattice.

Lemma 16. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice. For x P P , if F pxq “
Ql

i“1
xvi
i , then

x “
l

Ž

i“1

xvi
i . Moreover, if x, y P P such that x ‰ y, then F pxq ‰ F pyq.

Proof. Suppose that F pxq “
Ql

i“1
xvi
i . We know that vi “ vxi

pxq and from the

definition of vxi
pxq, xvi

i ĺ x and therefore, by definition of join,
l

Ž

i“1

xvi
i ĺ x. By

Lemma 8, vxi

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

ď vxi
pxq. On the other side, since xvi

i ĺ
l

Ž

i“1

xvi
i and

vi “ vxi
pxq, by Lemma 8, vxi

pxq ď vxi

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

. Hence vxi
pxq “ vxi

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

.

It is also clear that Apxq Ď A

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

. Since
l

Ž

i“1

xvi
i ĺ x, then A

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

Ď

Apxq. Thus Apxq “ A

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

. Therefore
ř

wPP p1q

vwpxq “
ř

wPP p1q

vw

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

.

By the property (ii) of a power lattice, this implies that ρpxq “ ρ

ˆ

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i

˙

. Since

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i ĺ x, we must have

l
Ž

i“1

xvi
i “ x.

For the second part, if F pxq “ F pyq “
Ql

i“1
x
vxi

pxq
i , then the first part of the

lemma says that x “ y “
l

Ž

i“1

x
vxi

pxq
i . �

Now, we can show that the converse of Lemma 8 is also true.

Corollary 17. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice. For x, y P P , x ĺ y if and only if
vwpxq ď vwpyq for all w P P p1q (equivalently, F pxq Ď F pyq).
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Proof. The first part of the proof is just Lemma 8. Conversely, suppose that for
all w P P p1q, vwpxq ď vwpyq. Therefore, wvwpxq ĺ wvwpyq ĺ

Ž

wPP p1q

wvwpyq “ y. The

last equality is a consequence of Lemma 16. This implies
Ž

w

wvwpxq ĺ y and by

Lemma 16, x ĺ y. �

Definition 18 (Total order on the elements of same rank). Let pP,ĺ, ρq be a
power lattice. For a positive integer l with P plq ‰ H, we define a total order on
P plq as follows. Let x, y be two distinct elements of P plq with the corresponding
factorizations F pxq “ px1, . . . , xtq and F pyq “ py1, . . . , ytq.

We say that x ĺl y if
#

x “ y or

x ‰ y and if i is the smallest integer such that xi ‰ yi, then xi ă1 yi.

From Remark 15, F pxq and F pyq in the previous definition have the same length.
Moreover, Corollary 16 says that two distinct elements of P plq must have distinct
factorization. The relation ĺl on the factorizations is just the lexicographic ordering
induced by ĺ1, so it is clear that we have a total order.

We give an equivalent definition of the total order of Definition 18, that will be
useful in the following sections.

Lemma 19. Let P be a power lattice and let x ‰ y be two elements of P plq. Then
x ăl y if and only if

min
ĺ1

F pxqzF pyq ă1 min
ĺ1

F pyqzF pxq,

where the multiset difference is done by also considering the multiplicity.

Proof. Since F pxq and F pyq have the same length and they are distinct, then
F pxqzF pyq and F pyqzF pxq are non-empty. Let F pxq “ px1, x2, . . . , xtq and F pyq “
py1, y2 . . . , ytq be the factorizations of x and y respectively. Suppose that j is
the smallest integer such that xj ‰ yj and xj ă1 yj . Then xj P F pxqzF pyq
and therefore minĺ1

F pxqzF pyq ĺ1 xj . Now F pyqzF pxq Ă tyj , . . . , ytu. Therefore
yj ĺ1 minĺ1

F pyqzF pxq. Since xj ă1 yj, we get the desired result.
Conversely, let minĺ1

F pxqzF pyq ă1 minĺ1
F pyqzF pxq. Suppose, x ąl y and

then it follows that xj ą1 yj . This implies yj P F pyqzF pxq and in fact, yj “
minĺ1

F pyqzF pxq. Combining all these we get,

min
ĺ1

F pxqzF pyq ă1 min
ĺ1

F pyqzF pxq “ yj ă1 xj . (3)

Since all xi for i ă j, precedes y, minĺ1
F pxqzF pyq ă1 xj gives a contradiction.

This proves x ăl y. �

Lemma 20. Let P be a power lattice. Let x, y P P be such that x P P p1q and
Apyq “ txu. Then there is a unique chain, i.e., totally ordered set x ă̈ x2 ă̈ ¨ ¨ ¨ ă̈

y “ xρpyq. The elements in this chain are all powers of x.

Proof. For the existence of such a chain, we first note that any element z P P

such that x ă z ă y “ xρpyq has to be in powpxq. Indeed, since Lemma 8 implies
txu “ Apxq Ď Apzq Ď Apyq “ txu and thus Apzq “ txu. The existence of power
of x for each r with 1 ď r ď ρpyq follows from Definition 4 of ranked lattice. The
uniqueness follows from piq of Definition 7 of a power lattice. �
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3. Complexes in power lattices

In this section, we introduce the notion of complexes in power lattices, that
we call P-complexes, to generalize and extend the notion of abstract simplicial
complexes, q-complexes, and multicomplexes. Then we define the notion of P-
shellability of P-complexes extending the existing notions of shellability of the
complexes mentioned above. The main result of this section is the shellability
of the order complex of a P-shellable P-complex.

Definition 21 (P-complexes). Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice. A P-complex S in
P is a non-empty subposet of P such that @x P S and y P P , y ĺ x implies y P S.

In other words, a P-complex is a subset of P which is closed under ĺ. For
Q Ď P , the P-complex generated by Q is the P-complex defined by

xQy :“ tx P P : x ĺ y for some y P Qu.

Definition 22. Let pP, ρq be a power lattice and let S be a P-complex in P . The
elements of S are called the faces of S and the maximum elements of S are called
the facets of S. If all the facets have same rank, then S is called a pure P-complex.
The rank of a P-complex is defined to be the maximum of ranks of its faces.

Definition 23 (P-shellable P-complexes). Let pP,ĺ, ρq be a power lattice. A P-
complex S Ď P of rank r is called P-shellable if S is pure and there exists an
ordering f1, f2, . . . , ft on the facets of S such that for all 1 ď i ă j ď t, there exists
k ă j for which fi ^ fj ĺ fk ^ fj and ρpfk ^ fjq “ r ´ 1.

If we take a finite set A as in Example 10, then we recover the notion of shellable
simplicial complex.

Definition 24. A simplicial complex S is a non-empty set of subsets of 2A such
that S is closed under inclusion. A shellable simplicial complex is a simplicial
complex S such that its facets have the same cardinality r and there exists an
ordering F1, F2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ft of all the facets of S such that for all i ă j ď t, there exists
k ă j such that Fi X Fj Ď Fk X Fj and |Fk X Fj | “ r ´ 1.

If we consider the power lattice ΣpFn
q q, then we have the q-shellable q-complexes

Definition 25 ([1, 12]). A q-complex S is a non-empty set of subsets of ΣpFn
q q such

that S is closed under inclusion. A q-shellable q-complex is a q-complex S such that
its facets have the same dimension r and there exists an ordering F1, F2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ft

of all the facets of S such that for all i ă j ď t, there exists k ă j such that
Fi X Fj Ď Fk X Fj and dimFq

Fk X Fj “ r ´ 1.

Definition 26. Let P be a power lattice of rank n. For l ď n´1, an l-sphere Sx of
P is a subposet such that there exists x P P pl ` 1q such that Sx “ ty P P : y ă xu.

Remark 27. When P “ 2A or P “ ΣpFn
q q, the l-spheres in P are P-shellable.

For the lattice 2A of subsets, the shellability helps to describe the homology
degrees of some topological space associated to the simplicial complex [3, Appendix].
For the lattice of subspaces ΣpFn

q q, the shellability helped partially to describe the
homology degrees [12]. However, by considering the associated order complex, the
homology can be fully obtained [13]. We generalize this results in the setting of
P-complexes in a power lattice.
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Definition 28 (Order complex). Let P be a poset. A chain in P is a totally
ordered subset of P and we write a chain as a sequence px1 ă x2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xlq. The
order complex of KpP q is the poset of all chains in P .

The order complex of a poset is known to be a simplicial complex. The next
theorem says that the order complex of an l-sphere is shellable as a simplicial
complex. For that we first need an ordering on the maximal chains.

Definition 29 (Reverse lexicographic ordering). Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice and
let S be a pure P-complex of rank r. Suppose that ĺi is the total ordering on
P piq. The reverse ordering Ĳ on the facets of KpSq is defined as follows: Let
X “ px0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ xrq and Y “ py0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ yrq be two maximal chains of S. X Ĳ Y

if X “ Y or if X ‰ Y and xi ăi yi where i is the largest integer such that xi ‰ yi.

It is clear that Ĳ is a total order, since this is just the reverse lexicographic order.

Lemma 30. Let pP,ĺ, ρq be a power lattice and let pxi1 ă̈ . . . ă̈ xisq be a chain in
P with ρpxij q “ ij. If for all i1 ă i ă is, xi “ minĺi

ta P P piq : xi´1 ă a ă xi`1u,
then for all i1 ă i ď is,

min
ĺ1

F pxiqzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxisqzF pxi´1q.

Proof. Let i1 ă i ă is. First we show that

min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxiqzF pxi´1q.

Let z “ minĺ1
F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q. Let t be the smallest positive integer such that

zt ł xi´1 and therefore surely zt ĺ xi`1. So xi´1 ă xi´1 _ zt ĺ xi`1 and by
semimodularity of the lattice, we have ρpxi´1_ztq ď ρpxi´1q`ρpztq´ρpxi´1^ztq “
pi ´ 1q ` t ´ pt ´ 1q “ i. Since ρpxi`1q “ i ` 1, we have xi´1 ă̈ xi´1 _ zt ă̈ xi`1 If
xi´1 _ zt ‰ xi, then xi ăi xi´1 _ zt. Thus by Lemma 19,

min
ĺ1

F pxiqzF pxi´1 _ ztq ă1 min
ĺ1

F pxi´1 _ ztqzF pxiq ĺ1 z. (4)

We get the second inequality because zt ł xi as otherwise xi´1_zt ĺ xi. And since
they have the same rank, they would be equal which contradicts our assumption.
Since F pxiqzF pxi´1 _ ztq Ď F pxiqzF pxi´1q Ď F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q,

z “ min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pxiqzF pxi´1 _ ztq.

But this together with Equation (4) implies z ă1 z, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, xi´1 _ zt “ xi and this implies zt ĺ xi. Thus z P F pxiqzF pxi´1q.

This implies that minĺ1
F pxiqzF pxi´1q ĺ1 z. On the other side, we know that z “

minĺ1
F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q ĺ1 minĺ1

F pxiqzF pxi´1q. Hence z “ minĺ1
F pxiqzF pxi´1q.

Thus it proves that

min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxiqzF pxi´1q, @i, i1 ă i ă is.

Let i1 ă i ď is. Now we show inductively that, for all i ă j ď is

min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxjqzF pxi´1q.

The case j “ is will give the result of the Lemma. The statement is obviously true
for j “ i ` 1. Suppose that it is true for j ą i i.e.

min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxjqzF pxi´1q. (5)
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We want to show that

min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxj`1qzF pxi´1q. (6)

Since xj ă xj`1, then, using Equation (5)

z :“ min
ĺ1

F pxj`1qzF pxi´1q ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pxjqzF pxi´1q “ min
ĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q. (7)

We claim that z P F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q. This implies that minĺ1
F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q ĺ1 z

and therefore minĺ1
F pxj`1qzF pxi´1q “ minĺ1

F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q which concludes
the proof.

Proof of claim: Suppose that z R F pxi`1qzF pxi´1q. Thus vzpxi´1q “ vzpxiq “
vzpxi`1q “ r. Since vzpxj`1q ą vzpxi´1q and i ` 1 ă j ` 1, then we can find
j ą k ě i such that vzpxk´1q “ vzpxkq “ vzpxk`1q “ r and vzpxk`2q ą r.

Now, take xk ĺ xk _ zr`1 ĺ xk`2. Since zr`1 ł xk, then xk ă xk _ zr`1.
Furthermore, by semimodularity, ρpxk _ zr`1q ď ρpxkq ` ρpzr`1q ´ ρpxk ^ zr`1q “
k ` 1 ă ρpxk`2q. Hence xk _ zr`1 ă xk`2. Hence xk ă xk _ zr`1 ă xk`2. By the
minimality of xk`1 in this interval, xk`1 ĺk`1 xk _ zr`1. Since zr`1 ł xk`1, then
xk`1 ăk`1 xk _ zr`1. By Lemma 19,

min
ĺ1

F pxk`1qzF pxk _ zr`1q ă1 min
ĺ1

F pxk _ zr`1qzF pxk`1q. (8)

Since zr`1 ł xk`1, then z P F pxk_zr`1qzF pxk`1q. Thus minĺ1
F pxk_zr`1qzF pxk`1q ĺ1

z. Combining this with Equation (8), we have

min
ĺ1

F pxk`1qzF pxk _ zr`1q ă1 z. (9)

Since k ă j, xk`1 ĺ xj . Therefore F pxk`1q Ď F pxjq. This implies that
F pxk`1qzF pxk _ zr`1q Ď F pxjqzF pxk _ zr`1q. Thus

min
ĺ1

F pxjqzF pxk _ zr`1q ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pxk`1qzF pxk _ zr`1q.

Together with Equation (9), this gives us

min
ĺ1

F pxjqzF pxk _ zr`1q ă1 z. (10)

Now, since i ď k, then xi´1 ĺ xi ĺ xk ĺ xk _ zr`1. Thus F pxjqzF pxk _ zr`1q Ď
F pxjqzF pxi´1q. Thus minĺ1

F pxjqzF pxi´1q ĺ1 minĺ1
F pxjqzF pxk _ zr`1q. To-

gether with Equation (7), this gives us z ĺ1 minĺ1
F pxjqzF pxk _zr`1q. Combining

this with Equation (10), we have z ă1 z which is impossible. Hence the claim. �

If P is the lattice of subsets or lattice of subspaces, the rank function ρ is modular.
In this case, every sphere is shellable as P is a modular lattice. For general power
lattices, we only have semimodularity of the rank function ρ. So we cannot directly
conclude whether the spheres are shellable P-complexes or not. However, we can
directly show the shellability of the associated order complexes.

Theorem 31 (Shellability of the order complex of a sphere). Let P be a power
lattice of rank n and let l be an integer such that l ď n ´ 1. For an l-sphere Sx

in P , the order complex KpSxq is a shellable simplicial complex with respect to the
ordering Ĳ on the facets of KpSxq.

Proof. Suppose that Sx “ Szl`1
where zl`1 P P pl ` 1q. Let xl, yl P P plq such that

xl ă zl`1 and yl ă zl`1. Suppose that X “ px0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xlq and Y “ py0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ylq



12 GENERALIZING SHELLABLE COMPLEXES AND MATROIDS

are two distinct maximal chains in P such that X Ÿ Y . We want to find a chain
U Ÿ Y such that X X Y Ă U X Y and |U X Y | “ l.

Let xl`1 “ yl`1 “ zl`1. Let s be the largest integer such that s ď l and xs ‰ ys.
Therefore, xs ăs ys and xs`1 “ ys`1. Since x0 “ y0, we can find integer r such
that 0 ď r ă s, xr “ yr and xi ‰ yi for r ă i ď s. If r “ s ´ 1, then take the chain

U “ py0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ys´1 ă xs ă ys`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ylq.

Otherwise, assume that r ď s ´ 2. We claim that yi ‰ minĺi
ta P P : yi´1 ă a ă

yi`1u for some r ă i ď s. In this case we take the chain

U “ py0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yi´1 ă min
ĺi

ta P P : yi´1 ă a ă yi`1u ă yi`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ylq.

That would conclude the proof.
Proof of claim: Assume that for all i such that r ă i ď s, yi “ minĺi

ta P
P : yi´1 ă a ă yi`1u.

Let j be the largest integer such that r ď j ă s and yj ĺ xs. Such j exists since
yr “ xr ă xs.

First, since yj ă ys ă ys`1, then F pyjq Ă F pysq Ă F pys`1q. Therefore

min
ĺ1

F pys`1qzF pyjq ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pys`1qzF pysq (11)

Now, since xs ă xs`1 “ ys`1, then F pxsq Ă F pys`1q. Therefore,

min
ĺ1

F pys`1qzF pysq ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pxsqzF pysq (12)

Equations (11) and (12) imply that

min
ĺ1

F pys`1qzF pyjq ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pxsqzF pysq (13)

Now, since xs ăs ys, by Lemma 19, minĺ1
F pxsqzF pysq ă1 minĺ1

F pysqzF pxsq
and together with Equation (13), this implies that

min
ĺ1

F pys`1qzF pyjq ă1 min
ĺ1

F pysqzF pxsq (14)

Now, by Lemma 30, we have a :“ minĺ1
F pys`1qzF pyjq “ minĺ1

F pyj`1qzF pyjq
and the second equality implies that vapyjq ă vapyj`1q ď vapysq. Hence a P
F pyj`1q Ď F pysq. If a P F pysqzF pxsq, then minĺ1

F pysqzF pxsq ĺ1 a i.e.

min
ĺ1

F pysqzF pxsq ĺ1 min
ĺ1

F pys`1qzF pyjq.

Together with Equation (14), this gives minĺ1
F pysqzF pxsq ă1 minĺ1

F pysqzF pxsq.
This is impossible and therefore, a R F pysqzF pxsq. This implies that vapysq ď
vapxsq and thus, vapyjq ă vapyj`1q ď vapysq ď vapxsq. Since a ĺ ys, this also
implies that a ĺ xs. Let t “ vapyj`1q and therefore, at ł yj , but at ĺ yj`1

and at ĺ xs. Since yj ă xs, then at _ yj ĺ xs. Now yj ĺ at _ yj ĺ yj`1.
The first inequality is strict because at ł yj and thus comparing the ranks, we
must have at _ yj “ yj`1. Therefore, yj`1 ĺ xs and by the property of j, we
have j ` 1 ě s. Hence ys ĺ yj`1 ĺ xs. Since ρpysq “ ρpxsq, then xs “ ys
which is a contradiction. Hence we conclude that there exists r ă i ď s such that
yi ‰ minăi

ta P P : yi´1 ĺ a ă yi`1u and we are done. �

Definition 32. Let P be a power lattice and suppose S is a shellable P-complex
of rank r with the linear ordering of facets given by ĺr. We define a linear ordering
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! on the maximal chains of S as follows. Suppose X “ px0 ă x1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xrq and
Y “ py0 ă y1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yrq with X ‰ Y . Define X ! Y if either xr ăl yr or

xr “ yr, and px0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ xr´1q Ÿ py0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ yr´1q.

This is again a total order. Now, we show the main theorem of this section
relating the shellability of a P-complex to the shellability of the associated order
complex.

Theorem 33. Let P be a power lattice. If S is a shellable P-complex with the
linear ordering of facets given by ĺr, then the order complex KpSq is a shellable
simplicial complex whose facets are ordered with !.

Proof. Let X “ px0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xrq and Y “ py0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yrq be two distinct maximal
chains in P such that X ! Y . Let e be the largest index such that xe ‰ ye.

Case 1. Suppose that e ă r and thus xe`1 “ xe`1, e ď r. Let f be the largest
index smaller than e such that Uf “ Vf . Such f exists because U0 “ V0. Consider
the two chains

X “ py0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ yf ĺ xf`1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ xeq

Y “ py0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ yf ĺ yf`1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ yeq

We see that ρpxeq “ ρpyeq “ e and xe ĺ xe`1, ye ĺ xe`1, with ρpxe`1q “ e ` 1.
Applying Theorem 31, we can find a chain U “ pu0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ ueq such that X XY Ă
U X Y , |U X Y | “ e and U Ÿ Y . Take U “ pu0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ ue ĺ ye`1 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ yrq and
we have X X Y Ă U X Y , |U X Y | “ r and U ! Y .

Case 2. Suppose that e “ r, we have xr ăr yr. Then let f be the largest index
such that xf “ yf . Again f exists because x0 “ y0. Now, by the shellability of
S, there is zr such that zr ăr yr, ρpzr ^ yrq “ r ´ 1 and xr ^ yr Ă zr ^ rr. Let t
be the largest index such that yt ă zr. Then t ě f . Moreover, since zr ‰ yr and
ρpzrq “ ρpyrq, then yr ł zr i.e. t ă r. Now, take the chains

Z “ py0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yf ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yt ă zt`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă zrq,

Y “ py0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yf ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yt ă yt`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă yrq.

Since yr ‰ zr, then yr ă yr _ zr. Therefore r “ ρpyrq ă ρpyr _ zrq ď ρpyrq `
ρpzrq ´ ρpyr ^ zrq (because of the semimodularity of P ). Since ρpzrq “ ρpyrq “ r

and ρpzr ^ yrq “ r ´ 1, then r ă ρpyr _ zrq ď r ` 1. Therefore zr and yr precede
yr ` zr which is of rank r ` 1. Thus we can apply Theorem 31 to find a chain
U “ pu0 ĺ ¨ ¨ ¨ ĺ ueq such that Z X Y Ă U X Y , |U X Y | “ e and U ! Y . This
concludes the proof. �

The main consequence of this theorem is that the homotopy type of a shellable
P-complex is understood.

As topological spaces, a finite poset and its associated order complex are weakly
homotopy equivalent [21]. Moreover, a shellable simplicial complex has the same
homotopy type as a wedge of spheres, i.e., the reduced simplicial homology is zero
except at maximal dimension [3, Appendix]. Therefore, by Theorem 33, we have
the following corollary that generalizes [13] and [9, Corollary 3.10].

Corollary 34. Let P be a power lattice. If S is a shellable P-complex of rank r

with the linear ordering of facets given by ĺr, then it has the homotopy type of a
wedge of spheres.
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As mentioned in the introduction, another way to obtain shellable simplicial
complexes is to start with EL-shellable or CL-shellable posets. The order complexes
associated to these posets give us a shellable simplicial complex [3, 5]. Our condition
is different as instead of using the EL/CL-shellability, we are using the P-shellability
of the poset as a P-complex in a power lattice. Shellable simplicial complexes are of
interests as they have nice topological and algebraic properties and the construction
via the order complex provides new classes of shellable simplicial complexes.

4. Matroids in power lattices

In the classical theory of matroids, the independent sets of a matroids form a
shellable simplicial complex. To continue with the analogy, we want to provide
constructions of shellable P-complexes via a generalization of matroids. Then we
show how to get shellable P-complexes from the matroids.

Definition 35. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice with rank function ρ. A matroid
pP, Iq on P is defined by a subset I of P such that

(I1) 0̂ P I,
(I2) if x ĺ y and y P I, then x P I,
(I3) For all x, y P I such that ρpxq ă ρpyq, there exists an atom a P P such that

vapxq ă vapyq, x _ avapxq`1 P I.

Remark 36. Notice that, this definition is more general to the definition of q-
matroids in the lattice of subspaces [19]. However, the axioms in the definition
were enough to get shellability of both for matroid and q-matroid [12, 4].

Example 37.

(1) Take pP, P q. This is a trivial matroid.
(2) More generally we can define the uniform matroids UkpP q. Let P be a

power lattice with ρp1̂q “ n. Suppose k ď n and let I “ UkpP q :“ tx P
P : ρpxq ď ku. Then (I1) and (I2) are clear. To check (I3). Suppose that
ρpxq ă ρpyq ď k and hence ρpxq ď k ´ 1. There exists an atom a P P such

that vapxq ă vapyq. Now take x _ avapxq`1. By semimodularity, we have

ρpx _ avapxq`1q ď ρpxq ` ρpavapxq`1q ´ ρpx ^ avapxq`1q

ď ρpxq ` ρpavapxq`1q ´ ρpavapxqq

ď ρpxq ` 1

ď k

Hence x _ avapxq`1 P I.

Example 38.

(i) The classical matroids on the lattice of subsets [22]. They consist of a set
I of a subsets of subsets of a finite set. I is closed under inclusion and for
two subsets A,B P I such that |A| ă |B|, there exists x P BzA such that
A Y txu P I.

(ii) The relatively recent q-matroids on the lattice of subspaces [19]. They consist
of a set I of subspaces of a vector space F

n
q . I is closed under inclusion and

for two subspaces A,B P I such that dimA ă dimB, there exists x P BzA
such that A Y txu P I.
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(iii) The discrete polymatroids on the lattice of multiset subsets [16]. They consist
of a set I of multiset subsets of a finite multiset. I is closed under inclusion
and for two subsets A,B P I such that |A| ă |B|, there exists x P BzA (the
difference takes into account the multiplicity) such that A Y txu P I, the last
union means that the multiplicity of x in A is increased by 1.

(iv) The sum-matroids on the Cartesian product of lattice of subspaces. Although
in [23], the sum matroids were defined by rank functions, one can show that
by taking the independent elements, i.e. the elements such that whose rank is
the same as the total dimension, we get a matroid over the Cartesian product
of lattice of subspaces.

Definition 39. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice with rank function ρ and let pP, Iq
be a matroid in P , the elements of I are called the independent elements of pP, Iq.
A maximum element in I with respect to ĺ is called a basis of pP, Iq. Let B denote
the set of all bases of pP, Iq.

Lemma 40. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice with rank function ρ and let pP, Iq be a
matroid in P . Let B be the set of bases of the matroid. All elements of B have the
same rank.

Proof. Let x, y P B. Suppose ρpxq ă ρpyq. By (I3), there exists an atom a P P

such that vapxq ă vapyq, x _ avapxq`1 P I. It is clear that x ĺ x _ avapxq`1 and
by Lemma 12, vapxq ă vapx _ avapxq`1q and this implies x ‰ x _ avapxq`1. This
contradicts the maximality of x in I. Therefore ρpxq “ ρpyq. �

Similar to classical matroids and q-matroids, the bases of a matroid satisfies the
following nice properties.

Theorem 41. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice with rank function ρ and let pP, Iq be
a matroid in P . Let B be the set of bases of the matroid. Then

(B1) B ‰ H,
(B2) For all x, y P B, if x ĺ y, then x “ y,
(B3) For all x, y P B, and for each u ĺ x with ρpuq “ ρpxq ´1 and x^ y ĺ u, there

exists an atom a such that vapuq ă vapyq and u _ avapuq`1 P B.

Proof.

(B1) I is non-empty and it is finite so there must be a least one maximal element.
(B2) Clear.
(B3) Let x, y P B, and let u ĺ x with ρpuq “ ρpxq ´ 1 and x ^ y ĺ u. By (I2)

u P I. Since ρpuq ă ρpxq, by Lemma 40, ρpuq ă ρpyq. Therefore, by (I3),
there exists an atom a P P such that vapuq ă vapyq, u _ avapuq`1 P I. Now

u ă u _ avapuq`1 and ρpuq “ ρpxq ´ 1. Therefore u _ avapuq`1 is a basis.

�

Remark 42. Again, the axioms are more general than in the case of q-matroids.

Now we show the dual basis exchange property for matroids.

Theorem 43 (Dual basis exchange property). Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice with
rank function ρ and let pP, Iq be a matroid in P . Let B be the set of bases of the
matroid. Let x, y P B such that x ‰ y and let a be an atom with vapyq ą vapxq.
Then there exist u P P with ρpuq “ ρpxq ´1 and an atom b such that vbpyq ă vbpxq,
x ^ y ĺ u, x “ u _ bvbpuq`1 and u _ avapuq`1 is a basis.
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Proof. Let r “ ρpxq and let s “ r ´ ρpx ^ yq. If s “ 1, then ρpx ^ yq “ r ´ 1. Take
u “ x ^ y. Then we observe that

(i) x ^ y ĺ u is true.
(ii) Since x ‰ y and ρpxq “ ρpyq, there exists b such that vbpyq ă vbpxq. Moreover,

we have x^y ĺ u ă u_bvbpuq`1. Since vbpuq ď vbpyq, vbpuq ă vbpxq. Therefore
bvbpuq`1 ĺ x. Hence x ^ y ĺ u ă u_ bvbpuq`1 ĺ x. Since ρpx ^ yq “ r ´ 1 and
ρpxq “ r, we have u _ bvbpuq`1 “ x.

(iii) Similarly, we can check that u _ avbpaq`1 “ y.

We proved that the statement holds for s “ 1. We now show the statement by
induction on s. Assume that the statement holds for r´ ρpx^ yq ă s, where s ą 1.
We want to show that the statement holds for r ´ ρpx ^ yq “ s.

Suppose that r ´ ρpx ^ yq “ s ě 2. Therefore x ^ y ă w ă y for some w

such that ρpwq “ r ´ 1 and vapwq ą vapx ^ yq. By (B3), there is an atom z

such that vzpwq ă vzpyq and t “ w _ zvzpwq`1 is a basis. Now, by Lemma 12,
vzpx ^ yq “ mintvzpxq, vzpyqu. Hence mintvzpxq, vzpyqu ď vzpwq ă vzpyq and
therefore vzpx ^ yq “ vzpxq. This gives us vzpxq ď vzpwq ă vzptq. So x ‰ t and
x^y ă x^t. Moreover, vapyq ě vapwq ą vapx^yq. By Lemma 12, vapx^yq “ vapxq.
In addition vaptq ě vapwq ą vapx ^ yq “ vapxq so that vaptq ą vapxq. By the
induction hypothesis, there exist u with ρpuq “ ρpxq ´ 1 and an atom b such that
vbptq ă vbpxq, x ^ t ĺ u, x “ u _ bvbpuq`1 and u _ avapuq`1 is a basis. We easily
check that x ^ y ĺ x ^ t ĺ u. Finally, x ^ y ĺ x ^ t implies that vbpx ^ yq ď
vbpx ^ tq. Since vbptq ă vbpxq, then vbpx ^ yq ď vbptq. If vbpxq ď vbpyq, then
vbpxq “ mintvbpxq, vbpyqu “ vbpx ^ yq ď vbptq which is a contradiction. Therefore
vbpyq ă vbpxq.

�

Theorem 44. Let pP,ĺq be a power lattice with rank function ρ and let pP, Iq be
a matroid in P . Let B be the set of bases of the matroid whose elements have rank
r. Then I is shellable where the elements of B are ordered with ĺr.

Proof. Let x and y be two bases such that x ăr y. Let F pxq “ px1, . . . , xtq and
F pyq “ py1, . . . , ytq be the factorization of x and y respectively. We also assume
that these factorizations are already written in such a way that xi ĺ1 xi`1 and
yi ĺ1 yi`1. Therefore

min
ĺ1

F pxqzF pyq ă1 min
ĺ1

F pxqzF pyq.

Let i0 be the smallest integer such that xi0 ‰ yi0 . In this case xi0 ă1 yi0 and
vxi0

pxq ą vxi0
pyq. By Theorem 43, There exists u with ρpuq “ ρpxq ´1 and yj such

that vyj
pxq ă vyj

pyq, x ^ y ĺ u and y “ u _ y
vyj puq`1

j and z “ u _ x
vxi0

puq`1

i0
is a

basis. We have x ^ y ĺ u ĺ z ^ y. The next step is to show that z ăr y.
For clarity, write

F pxq “
s
Y

i“1

a
vai

pxq
i , ai ă ai`1

and

F pyq “
s
Y

i“1

b
vbi pyq

i , bi ă bi`1



GENERALIZING SHELLABLE COMPLEXES AND MATROIDS 17

and i1 is the smallest integer such that vai
ą vbi . Notice that xi0 “ ai1 . For z, we

have p
Ži1´1

i“1
b
vbi pyq

i q _ b
vbi1

`1

i1
ă z. Moreover z may contain a new atom a which

is not equal to bi, i “ 1, . . . , i1 ´ 1. But in any case, whether a ă1 bi1 or not, we
always have z ăr y. This also implies that x ^ y ă z so that ρpx ^ yq ď ρpuq ď
ρpz ^ yq ă ρpzq. Hence ρpz ^ yq “ r ´ 1. �

4.1. Weighted graphic matroids in the lattice of multiset subsets. In this
subsection, we consider the particular power lattice of multiset subsets of a finite
multiset. We generalize the classical graphic to matroids on the lattice of multiset
subsets from weighted graphs.

Let S be a finite multiset i.e., some elements can be repeated. For simplicity, we

write S “
Ql

i“1
xni

i where the elements of S are the xi’s with the corresponding
multiplicities denoted by the ni’s. These elements of S can be thought as variables
whereas S can be thought as a monomial. The lattice P of subset of S is the set of
all multiset subsets of S (which can be thought as monomials) i.e.

P “

#

l
Y

i“1

xai

i : 0 ď ai ď ni

+

.

The atoms of P are the variables xi. The maximal element is 1̂ “ S and the
minimal element is 0̂ “ 1. The valuation of a monomial

Q

x
aj

j at a variable xi is

vxi
p
Q

x
aj

j q “ ai. The meet and join between two monomials are given by

p
Y

xai

i q X p
Y

xbi
i q “

Y

x
mintai,biu
i and p

Y

xai

i q Y p
Y

xbi
i q “

Y

x
maxtai,biu
i .

In fact the meet is just the greatest common divisors of two monomials whereas
the join is the least common multiple. The rank function ρ is the same as the sum
of the valuation at every atoms. It is not difficult to show that we have a power
lattice with the partial ordering defined by multiset inclusion, which we denote by
Ď. In the remaining part of this paper, whenever we talk about a lattice of multiset
subsets, we always use the above notations.

When P is the lattice of multiset subsets of a finite multiset, the P-complexes
in P are known as multicomplexes [27].

Definition 45. Let P be the lattice of multiset subsets of S “
Ql

i“1
xni

i . A
multicomplex ∆ in S is a subset of P such that

(i) ∆ ‰ H,
(ii) if x P ∆ and y|x, then y P ∆.

Here we recall the definition of shellable multicomplexes from [9] that is also
obtained as the particular case of general shellable P-complexes as we defined in
Definition 23.

Definition 46. [9, Definition 3.4] A pure shellable multicomplex is a multicomplex
S such that its facets have the same cardinality r when counted with multiplicity
and there exists an ordering F1, F2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ft of all the facets of S such that for all
i ă j ď t, there exists k ă j such that Fi X Fj Ď Fk X Fj and |Fk X Fj | “ r ´ 1,
where the cardinality is counted with multiplicity.

As we have seen in a previous section, one way to get a shellable multicomplex
is to build it from a matroid. For clarity, let us recall the definition of matroids in
the lattice of multiset subsets.
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Definition 47. Let P be a lattice of multiset subsets of S “
Ql

i“1
xni

i with rank
function ρ. A matroid pP, Iq on P is defined by a subset I of P such that

(I1) 0̂ P I,
(I2) if x Ď y and y P I, then x P I,
(I3) For all x, y P I such that ρpxq ă ρpyq, there exists xi such that vxi

pxq ă vxi
pyq,

x Y x
vxi

pxq`1

i P I.

Matroids on multisets are already known as discrete polymatroids. One can
have a look at the paper [16] and the properties (D1) and (D2) in the Introduction.
Various constructions of matroids on multisets therefore already exist (see also [6]).
In the following, we present a construction similar to graphical matroids, using
weighted graphs.

Definition 48 (Weighted graphs). A weighted graph G “ pV,Eq is a set of vertices
V together with a subset E Ď V ˆV such that to each e P E is attached a positive
integer wtGpeq, called the weight of e.

Definition 49. Let G “ pV,Eq be a weighted graph. A subgraph of G is a weighted
graph G1 “ pV1, E1q such that V1 Ď V , E1 Ď E and for e P E1, 0 ă wtG1

peq ď
wtGpeq. For a set of edges E1 we denote by V pE1q the set of vertices which are
either an origin or a tail of an edge in E1.

Definition 50 (Cycles). Given a weighted graph pV,Eq, a cycle of pV,Eq is a
subgraph G1 “ pV pE1q, E1q where E1 “ te0, . . . , enu Ă E such that wtG1

peiq “
wtGpeiq and the tail of ei´1 mod n is the origin of ei mod n for any i.

In other words, a cycle is similar to the classical notion of cycle on simple graph
except that the weight of every edge in the cycle must be maximal, i.e. the same
as its weight in the original graph.

Definition 51 (Lattice of multiset subsets associated to a weighted graph). Let

G “ pV,Eq be a weighted graph. Let S “
Q

ePE x
wtGpeq
e be a multiset on the

edges in E. Define P be the lattice of multiset subsets of S. For a multiset subset
H in P , the subgraph induced by H is the weighted graph pV pHq, EpHqq, where
EpHq is the set of elements of H , the weight of an edge is its multiplicity in H and
V pHq :“ V pEpHqq.

Definition 52. Let G “ pV,Eq be a weighted graph. The independent complex IG
associated toG is a set of multiset subsetsH of edges whereH P IG if pV pHq, EpHqq
doesn’t contain a subgraph which is a cycle ofG. In addition, the empty set is added
to IG.

Let P pGq be the power lattice of multiset subsets of the multiset S associated to
a graph G “ pV,Eq. It is clear that the independent complex IG is a P pGq-complex
i.e. it is not empty and it is closed under inclusion which we denote by ĺ. Now we
show that this form a matroid pP pGq, IGq in the lattice of multiset subsets P pGq.

Theorem 53. Let G “ pV,Eq be a weighted graph. Let IG be the independent com-
plex associated to G in the power lattice P pGq associated to G. Then, pP pGq, IGq
is a matroid and we call it the graphic matroid associated to a weighted graph
G “ pV,Eq.

Proof. What remains to show is the property (I3) which we recall:
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For all x, y P IG such that ρpxq ă ρpyq, there exists an atom a P P such that
vapxq ă vapyq, x Y avapxq`1 P IG.

For the proof, let x, y P IG such that ρpxq ă ρpyq, then there exist an edge e such
that vepxq ă vepyq. Let A “ te P E : vepxq ă vepyqu. Therefore A is non-empty.
Let AC “ EzA and therefore, for e P AC , vepxq ě vepyq. We distinguish two cases:

Case 1. Suppose there exists e P A, such that vepxq ă wGpeq ´ 1. Then
z “ x _ evepxq`1 P I, since the only change done to x to obtain z is to increase the
weight of one edge but the weight is still small and can’t be part of a cycle.

Case 2. Suppose that for all e P A, we have wtGpeq ´ 1 ď vepxq. Then
wtGpeq ´ 1 ď vepxq ă vepyq ď wtGpeq. Hence, for all e P A, wtGpeq “ vepyq “
vepxq ` 1. Since ρpxq ă ρpyq,

ř

ePE vepxq ă
ř

ePE vepyq and therefore

ÿ

ePAC

vepxq ă
ÿ

ePAC

vepyq ` |A|. (15)

Let

B “ te P AC : vepxq “ vepyq “ wtGpequ

and

C “ te P AC : vepxq ą vepyq or vepxq ă wtGpequ.

Hence B Y C “ AC . Equation (15) implies

ÿ

ePB

vepxq `
ÿ

ePC

vepxq ă
ÿ

ePB

vepyq `
ÿ

ePC

vepyq ` |A|.

By definition of B, the previous inequality implies

ÿ

ePC

vepxq ´
ÿ

ePC

vepyq ă |A|.

Let D “ te P AC : vepxq ą vepyqu. We have D Ď C. Then

ÿ

ePD

vepxq ´
ÿ

ePD

vepyq ď
ÿ

ePC

vepxq ´
ÿ

ePC

vepyq ă |A|.

Hence

|D| ă |A| i.e. |D| ` |B| ă |A| ` |B| (16)

Notice that B X D “ B X A “ H. Consider the simple graph Gx “ pV,Exq where
e P Ex if vepxq “ wtGpeq. Similarly, define Gy “ pV,Eyq where e P Ey if vepyq “
wtGpeq. One can check that Ex Ď B Y D and A Y B Ď Ey. These together with
Equation (16) implies |Ex| ă |Ey|. The number of connected components in Gx is
Nx “ |V | ´ |Ex| and the number of connected components in Gy is Ny “ |V | ´ |Ey|
and we have Ny ă Nx. By the pigeonhole principle, there is a component z of Gy

which contains vertices from two or more components of Gx. Take a path z in Gy

which connects two components of Gx. This path contains an edge a (i.e. a ĺ z

which connect two components of Gx. Therefore adding this edge to Gx cannot
produce a cycle when adding a to the graph Gx. More importantly, x _ avapxq`1

does not contain a cycle and hence it is independent.
�
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5. Stanley-Reisner rings associated to multicomplexes

The face rings or Stanley-Reisner rings associated to shellable simplicial com-
plexes are Cohen-Macaulay rings [27]. Thus for a shellable P-complex in a power
lattice, the Stanley-Reisner ring associated with its order complex is Cohen-Macaulay.
In this section, we consider a quotient of polynomial ring associated to a multicom-
plex and show that the ring is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if the multicomplex is
P-shellable. We also explain why the ring we consider corresponding to a multicom-
plex is a generalization of Stanley-Reisner ring of a simplicial complex. To do this,
we adapt the construction of sheaf of rings by Yuzvinsky in [28] for a multicomplex.

Let P be the lattice of multiset subsets of 1̂ “
Ql

i“1
xni

i and suppose that ∆ is

a multicomplex in P . In this section, we also assume that 1̂ R ∆. To this multiset,
we associate the ring R “ Frx1, . . . , xls, where F is any arbitrary field.

Let X “ Xp∆q be the set of all meets of facets of ∆. Consider X as a poset
where for A,B P X , A ĺ B if B Ď A. The minimal elements of the poset X are
therefore the elements of B.

Now, we construct a sheaf A of rings on X . For each σ P X , let the stalk

pAqσ “ Frx1, . . . , xls{px
vx1

pσq`1

1
, . . . , x

vxl
pσq`1

l q

be the quotient ring modulo the ideal px
vx1

pσq`1

1
, . . . , x

vxl
pσq`1

l q.
Let
Q

σPXpAqσ be the Cartesian product of the stalks associated to the elements
of X . For σ ĺ τ in X (i.e., τ Ď σ), we define the ring homomorphism ρτσ : pAqσ Ñ
pAqτ as the natural projection.

One can verify that these define a sheaf of rings A.

Definition 54. Let ∆ be a multicomplex and let X “ Xp∆q be the set of all meets
of facets of ∆. The ring of sections ΓpAq on X is defined by

ΓpAq “ tpfσqσPX P
Y

σPX

pAqσ : ρτσpfσq “ fτ , σ ĺ τ, σ, τ P Xu. (17)

The next theorem shows that the ring of sections on X is, in fact, isomorphic to
a quotient of Frx1, . . . , xls.

Theorem 55. Let P be the lattice of multiset subsets of 1̂ “
Ql

i“1
xni

i and let ∆
be a multicomplex in P . Suppose X “ Xp∆q is the set of all meets of facets of ∆
and I∆ is the ideal of Frx1, . . . , xls generated by the monomials corresponding to
the elements in P z∆. Then the ring of sections on X is isomorphic to the quotient
of the polynomial ring by I∆, i.e.,

ΓpAq » Frx1, . . . , xls{I∆.

Proof. Consider the homomorphism

φ : Frx1, . . . , xls ÝÑ ΓpAq

f ÞÝÑ pf ` px
vx1

pσq`1

1
, . . . , x

vxl
pσq`1

l qqσPX .

The above map is a well-defined ring homomorphism. We first show that kerφ “ I∆.
Let f P I∆ be a generator monomial. If φpfq ‰ 0, then there exists σ P X

such that f R px
vx1

pσq`1

1
, . . . , x

vxl
pσq`1

l q. This implies that vxi
pfq ď vxi

pσq for all
i P t1, . . . , lu, which contradicts that f is a monomial corresponding to a nonface,
i.e., elements in P z∆. Thus f P kerφ and therefore, I∆ Ď kerφ.



GENERALIZING SHELLABLE COMPLEXES AND MATROIDS 21

Conversely, let f P kerφ, i.e., f P px
vx1

pσq`1

1
, . . . , x

vxl
pσq`1

l q for all σ P X . For for

any σ P X , we associate the ideal Pσ “ px
vx1

pσq`1

1
, . . . , x

vxl
pσq`1

l q. Thus f P kerφ
implies that f P

Ş

σPX

Pσ. We claim that I∆ “
Ş

σPX

Pσ. That would imply that f P I∆

and therefore kerφ Ď I∆. Thus kerφ “ I∆. Finally, we note that the map φ is a
surjective map follows from Equation (17) since H P ∆ and pAqH “ Frx1, . . . , xls.
This would complete the proof of the Theorem.

Proof of the claim: It is well known that if J is a monomial ideal of Frx1, . . . , xls,
then pab, Jq “ pa, Jq

Ş

pb, Jq where a, b are relatively prime monomials. Thus the

monomial ideal I∆ can be written as intersection of ideals of the form pxb1
1
, . . . , xbl

l q
i.e.,

I∆ “
č

b1,...,bl

pxb1
1
, . . . , xbl

l q.

Note that if I∆ Ď pxb1
1
, . . . , xbl

l q, then the multiset
Ql

i“1
xbi´1

i is a face of ∆. In-

deed, otherwise, if it is a nonface, the corresponding monomial
Ql

i“1
xbi´1

i P I∆ Ď

pxb1
1
. . . , xbl

l q, which is not possible, considering the degrees. Thus the ideal I∆ is of
the intersection of ideals of the form Pσ for some faces σ P ∆ i.e.,

I∆ “
č

σPΓ

Pσ, (18)

where Γ Ď ∆. On the other hand, we claim that for any facet σ of ∆, I∆ Ď Pσ.

Let f “
Ql

i“1
xbi
i be any generator of I∆ corresponding to a nonface. That means

for any facet σ, bi ą vxi
pσq for some i. This implies

Ql
i“1

xbi
i P Pσ which proves

the claim. Thus we have
I∆ Ď

č

σ facet of ∆

Pσ. (19)

Moreover, if τ Ă σ, then Pσ Ă Pτ . Since any facet σ of ∆ is an element of X , we
have the following equalities

č

σ facet of ∆

Pσ “
č

σPX

Pσ “
č

σP∆

Pσ (20)

Now, since
Ş

σP∆

Pσ Ď
Ş

σPΓ

Pσ, combining equations (18), (19) and (20), we get I∆ Ď
Ş

σPX

Pσ “
Ş

σP∆

Pσ Ď
Ş

σPΓ

Pσ “ I∆ and that implies I∆ “
Ş

σPX

Pσ. This completes the

proof of the claim.
�

In the last theorem, if we consider ∆ to be a simplicial complex, then the ring of
sections becomes isomorphic to the Stanley-Reisner ring associated with ∆. This
leads to the next definition.

Definition 56. Let P be the lattice of multiset subsets of 1̂ “
l
Q

i“1

xni

i and let ∆

be a multicomplex in P . The Stanley-Reisner ideal associated to ∆ is the ideal I∆
generated by the monomials corresponding to the elements in P z∆. The quotient
ring Frx1, . . . , xns{I∆ is called the Stanley-Reisner ring associated with ∆.

Remark 57. Notice that our ideal I∆ is the monomial ideal generated by the
monomials in P z∆. On the other hand, the ideal considered in [17, 18, 26] is the
one generated by any monomials which are not in ∆, regardless of whether they
are in P or not. The difference is demonstrated by an example in [9, Remark 1.5].
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Our goal is to show that the shellability of ∆ implies that Frx1, . . . , xls{I∆ is
sequentially Cohen-Macaulay. To do this, we recall some notions in commutative
algebra. For detail, one can refer to, e.g., the ‘green book’ by Stanley [27].

Definition 58. Let R “ Frx1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xls be a polynomial ring. Suppose Mk “
x
ak,1

1
. . . x

ak,l

l is a monomial in R. We define the polarization of Mk to be the
square-free monomial

polpMkq “ x1,1x1,2 . . . x1,ak,1
x2,1x2,2 . . . x2,ak,2

. . . xl,1xl,2 . . . xl,ak,l

in the polynomial ring S “ Frxi,j : 1 ď i ď l, 1 ď j ď ak,is.
If I “ pM1, . . . ,Mtq is an ideal of R, then the polarization of I is the ideal,

polpIq “ ppolpM1q, . . . , polpMtqq,

in the polynomial ring Frxi,j : 1 ď i ď l, 1 ď j ď maxk ak,is.

Definition 59. Let R be a commutative Noetherian local ring and let M be an
R-module. An element a P M is said to be M -regular if ax ‰ 0 for all 0 ‰ x P M .
A sequence pa1, . . . , arq of elements of M is an M -sequence if

(a) a1 is M -regular and ai`1 is M{aiM -regular for every i ě 1, and
(b) M{p

ř

i aiMq ‰ 0.

Definition 60. Let R be a commutative Noetherian local ring and let M be a
finitely generated R-module. Every maximal M -sequences have the same length
depthpMq, which is called the depth of M .

Definition 61. Let R be a commutative Noetherian local ring and let M be a
finitely generated R-module. The Krull dimension dimM of the module M is the
Krull dimension of the ring R{pAnnRpMqq, where

AnnRpMq “ tx P R : xy “ 0 for all y P Mu,

the annihilator of M .

Definition 62. Let R be a commutative Noetherian local ring and let M be
a finitely generated R-module. We say that M is a Cohen-Macaulay module if
depthpMq “ dimM .

Definition 63. Let R be a commutative Noetherian local ring and let M be a
finitely generated (graded) R-module. A finite filtration 0 “ M0 Ă M1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă
Ml “ M of M by submodules of M is called a CM -filtration if every Mi{Mi´1 is
Cohen-Macaulay and

dimpM1{M0q ă dimpM2{M1q ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă dimpMl{Ml´1q.

M is said to be sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if M admits a CM -filtration.

For the rest of this paper, we fix an arbitrary multicomplex ∆ in a lattice P of

multiset subsets of 1̂ “
l
Q

i“1

xni

i and let I∆ be the monomial ideal generated by all

the monomials which are in P z∆ i.e., I∆ “ pM1, . . . ,M|P z∆|q where Mi’s are the
elements of P z∆. To prove the sequential Cohen-Macaulayness of R{I∆ when ∆ is
shellable, we will use the following relation between an ideal and its polarization.

Proposition 64 ([10, Proposition 4.11]). Let R and S be defined as in Defini-
tion 58. Then R{I∆ is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay if and only if S{polpI∆q is
sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.
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A set corresponds to a square-free monomial, when written multiplicatively. We

let P1 be the lattice of subsets of
l
Q

i“1

ni
Q

j“1

xi,j . Let J be the set of all monomials of S

which are in polpI∆q. Then ∆1 “ P1zJ is a P-complex and it is clearly a simplicial
complex. It is also clear by definition that the Stanley-Reisner ring associated to ∆1

is given by S{polpI∆q. The simplicial complex ∆1 is called the polarized simplicial
complex associated to the multicomplex ∆.

Here is another description of the polarized simplicial complex associated to ∆
that will be useful later.

Theorem 65. Let ∆1 be the polarized simplicial complex associated to a multicom-
plex ∆. Then

∆1 “

C

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j : x
a1

1
¨ ¨ ¨xal

l P ∆

G

.

Proof. Let ∆̃ be the simplicial complex given by

∆̃ “

C

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j : x
a1

1
¨ ¨ ¨xal

l P ∆

G

.

Our goal is to show that ∆1 “ ∆̃.
First, we show that ∆̃ Ď ∆1. To do this, since ∆1 is a simplicial complex, it

is enough to show that
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j P ∆1 for every xa1

1
¨ ¨ ¨xal

l P ∆. So, let

xa1

1
¨ ¨ ¨xal

l P ∆ and, by contradiction, suppose instead that
Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j R ∆1.

Hence
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j P J . Since J is a monomial ideal,
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j is divisible

by a monomial which is a generator in polpI∆q. More precisely
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j is

divisible by
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďbi

xi,j , where bi ď ai and xb1
1

¨ ¨ ¨xbl
l R ∆. But xa1

1
¨ ¨ ¨xal

l P ∆

implies that xb1
1

¨ ¨ ¨xbl
l P ∆ and hence we have a contradiction. Therefore, by

contradiction,
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰ai`1

xi,j P ∆1 and we are done with the first part of this

proof.
Conversely, let u “

Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

x
ri,j
i,j P ∆1, where ri,j P t0, 1u. Since u P ∆1, then

u R polpI∆q. Let bi “ maxtk : ri,j “ 1, for all 1 ď j ď ku (if the set is empty, we
take bi “ 0q. Now, v “

Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďbi

xi,j is not in polpI∆q (otherwise u would be in

polpI∆q as v divides u. Since v R polpI∆q, then
l
Q

i“1

xbi
i R I∆. Therefore

l
Q

i“1

xbi
i P ∆.

By definition of ∆̃, w “
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰bi`1

xi,j P ∆̃. The only variables which are not



24 GENERALIZING SHELLABLE COMPLEXES AND MATROIDS

in w are the variables in
l
Q

i“1

xi,bi`1. And by the definition of the bi’s, those are

variables neither in u. Therefore u divides w and since ∆̃ is a simplicial complex
and w P ∆̃, we have u P ∆̃. Hence ∆1 P ∆̃.

�

Remark 66. Notice that the polarized simplicial complex ∆1 associated with ∆
is not necessarily pure. For example, consider the power lattice of the multiset
subsets of 1̂ “ x3

1x
3
2. Let ∆ be the multicomplex with only two facets F1 “ x2

1x
2
2

and F2 “ x1x
3
2. Then the polarized simplicial complex ∆1 associated to ∆ has at

least two facets x1,1x1,2x2,1x2,2 and x1,1x1,3x2,1x2,2x2,3.

Corollary 67. Let ∆1 be the polarised simplicial complex associated to the multi-
complex ∆. Then ∆1 “ xF y where

F “

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰bi`1

xi,j : 0 ď bi ď ai,

l
Y

i“1

xai

i is a facet of ∆

,

/

/

.

/

/

-

Proof. This is clear. �

We recall the notion of shellability for non-pure simplicial complexes introduced
by Björner and Wachs.

Definition 68. Let ∆1 be a (not necessarily pure) simplicial complex. ∆1 is said
to be shellable if there exists an ordering of the facets of ∆1, F1, . . . , Fl such that
for every i ă j, there is k such that Fi X Fj Ď Fk X Fj and |Fk X Fj | “ |Fj | ´ 1.

Theorem 69. If ∆ is a shellable multicomplex, then the polarized simplicial com-
plex ∆1 associated to ∆, is a (not necessarily pure) shellable simplicial complex.

Proof. Let us denote by ă∆ the ordering of the facet of ∆ which makes it shellable.
For this proof, we need to define an ordering on the facets of ∆1. Notice that an
element of F in Corollary 67 is not necessarily a facet of ∆1. However, a facet of ∆1

must be an element of F . Let u “
l
Q

i“1

p
ni
Q

j“1

xi,jzxi,bi`1q be a facet of ∆1. To u, we

associated the face U1 “
l
Q

i“1

xbi
i of ∆ and the facet U “

l
Q

i“1

xai

i such that if U1 Ď U 1

for another facet U 1 of ∆, then U ă∆ U 1. This means that U is the smallest facet

of ∆ which contains U1. Similarly, let v “
l
Q

i“1

p
ni
Q

j“1

xi,jzxi,b1
i
`1q, V1 “

l
Q

i“1

x
b1

i

i be the

associated face of ∆ and V “
l
Q

i“1

x
a1

i

i be the associated facet. We say that u ĺ∆1
v

if either u “ v or u ‰ v and one of the following is satisfied:

(i) U “ V and if e is the smallest integer such that be ‰ b1
e, then be ą b1

e.
(ii) U ă∆ V .

This is a total ordering ĺ∆1
on the facets of ∆1. We now show that this defines a

shelling on ∆1.
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So, let us write u “
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰bi`1

xi,j and v “
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j and suppose

u ă∆1
v. Assume that u, v correspond, respectively, to U1 “

l
Q

i“1

xbi
i Ď

l
Q

i“1

xai

i “ U

and V1 “
l
Q

i“1

x
b1

i

i Ď
l
Q

i“1

x
a1

i

i “ V . There are two cases:

Case 1. U “ V . Let e be the smallest integer such that be ‰ b1
e. In this case

be ą b1
e. We can then takeW1 “ xbe

e

Q

1ďiďl
i‰e

x
b1

i

i Ď U . Since V1 Ď W1, then U must also

be the smallest (w.r.t ĺ∆) which contains W1. This defines w “
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j ,

where b˚
i “ b1

i for i ‰ e and b˚
e “ be. It is not hard to see that w ă∆1

v. What
remains is to show that u X v Ď w X v and |w X v| “ |v| ´ 1.

u X v “

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďiďl

ni
Y

j“1

j‰bi`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

“
Y

1ďiďl

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰bi`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰be`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰b1

e`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

¨
Y

1ďiďl
i‰e

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰bi`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

But for i ‰ e,

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰bi`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

Ď

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

“

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

.

Hence

u X v Ď

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰be`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰b1

e`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

¨
Y

1ďiďl
i‰e

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚
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Since be “ b˚
e , then

u X v Ď
Y

1ďiďl

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i `1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

Ď

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

Ď w X v.

Finally,

|w X v| “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďiďl

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Y

1ďiďl

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰be`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰b1

e`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

¨
Y

1ďiďl
i‰e

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďni

j‰b1

i`1

xi,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

But
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰be`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

X

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰b1

e`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

¨

˚

˚

˝

Y

1ďjďne

j‰b1

e`1

xe,j

˛

‹

‹

‚

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

´ 1.

Hence |w X v| “ |v| ´ 1
Case 2. U ă V . By shellability of the multicomplex, there isW ă∆ V such that

U XV Ď W XV and |W XV | “ |V | ´1. For |W XV | “ |V | ´1 to hold, W must be

of the form W “ x
a1

m`1

m x
a1

n´1

n

Q

1ďiďl
i‰m,n

x
a1

i

i for some 1 ď m,n ď l. Since W ă∆ V and

V being the “smallest” to contain V1, we must have V1 Ę W . Therefore b1
n ě a1

n.
By looking at the valuation at xn, vxn

pW X V q ď vxn
pW q “ a1

n ´ 1. Furthermore
U XV Ď W XV , therefore vxn

pU XV q ď vxn
pW XV q ď a1

n ´ 1. Since vxn
pV q “ a1

n

and vxn
pU X V q “ mintvxn

pUq, vxn
pV qu, we must have an “ vxn

pUq ď a1
n ´ 1.

Therefore bn ď an ď a1
n ´ 1. So we can take W1 “ xbn

n

Q

1ďiďl
i‰n

x
b1

i

i and we have

W1 Ď W . This gives us w “
Q

1ďiďl

Q

1ďjďni

j‰b˚

i
`1

xi,j , where b˚
i “ b1

i for i ‰ n and b˚
n “ bn.

Since W ă∆ V , then w ă∆1
v. Now bn ď a1

n ´ 1 ă a1
n ď b1

n so that b˚
n ‰ b1

n and
similarly to the previous case, one can show that uXv Ď wXv and |wXv| “ |v|´1.

�
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We record here a result about sequential Cohen-Macaulayness of the Stanley-
Reisner ring associated to a non-pure shellable simplicial complex.

Proposition 70 ([27, Sec III.2]). If ∆1 is a (not necessarily pure) shellable sim-
plicial complex whose associated Stanley-Reisner ideal in a polynomial ring R1 is
I∆1

, then R1{I∆1
is sequentially Cohen-Macaulay.

As a consequence of Proposition 70, Theorem 69 and Proposition 64, we have
the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 71. If ∆ is a shellable multicomplex in the power lattice of multiset sub-
sets of xn1

1
¨ ¨ ¨xnl

l , then the Stanley-Reisner ring Frx1, . . . , xls{I∆ is a sequentially
Cohen-Macaulay ring.

Acknowledgement. We thank Ananthnarayan Hariharan and Neeraj Kumar for
helpful discussion on questions related to Stanley-Reisner rings.
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