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Abstract

Puzzles are a versatile combinatorial tool to interpret the
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients for Grassmannians. In this paper,
we propose the concept of puzzle ideals whose varieties one-one corre-
spond to the tilings of puzzles and present an algebraic framework
to construct the puzzle ideals which works with the Knutson-Tao-
Woodward puzzle and its T -equivariant and K-theoretic variants for
Grassmannians. For puzzles for which one side is free, we propose
the side-free puzzle ideals whose varieties one-one correspond to the
tilings of side-free puzzles, and the elimination ideals of the side-free
puzzle ideals contain all the information of the structure constants for
Grassmannians with respect to the free side.

Besides the underlying algebraic importance of the introduction
of these puzzle ideals is the computational feasibility to find all the
tilings of the puzzles for Grassmannians by solving the defining polyno-
mial systems, demonstrated with illustrative puzzles via computation
of Gröbner bases.

Key words: Puzzle ideal, Grassmannian, Littlewood-Richardson rule, Gröbner

basis, polynomial system

1 Introduction

The Grassmannian Grk(C
n) is the set of all the k-dimensional linear

subspaces of Cn, and the cohomology ring H∗(Grk(C
n)) of the Grassman-

nian is one underlying algebraic structure for counting intersections of pro-
jective linear spaces in the intersection theory of algebraic geometry or in
Schubert calculus [7, 16]. The Schubert classes {[Xλ] : λ a partition} form
a Z-linear basis of H∗(Grk(C

n)), and thus the product of two Schubert
classes can be expanded as [Xλ][Xµ] =

∑
ν c

ν
λµ[Xν ], where λ, µ, and ν are

partitions. The coefficients cνλµ here are called the Littlewood-Richardson
coefficients, and the famous Littlewood-Richardson rule based on Young
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tableaux, among other combinatorial rules, can fully describe these struc-
ture constants [6]. The standard representations of the Schubert classes
for Grk(C

n) are the Schur polynomials defined by semi-standard Young
tableaux and thus Littlewood-Richardson rule can also be viewed as with
respect to (w.r.t. hereafter) Schur polynomials. We would like to mention
that for the cohomology ring of the complete flag variety there is a similar
formula [Xµ][Xν ] =

∑
ω∈Sn

Cω
µν [Xω] for all the Schubert classes, indexed by

permutations in Sn, which are also a Z-linear basis of the cohomology ring.
The coefficients Cω

µν here, which are called the Schubert structure constants
and have been proved to be non-negative integers [9], are one central object
in the study of Schubert calculus.

In this paper we are interested in puzzles, another versatile combinato-
rial tool for interpreting the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients and more.
Puzzles are tilings of an equilateral triangle labeled by λ, µ, and ν in the
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients with a set of specific puzzle pieces. Puz-
zles are first introduced in the seminal paper of Knutson, Tao, and Wood-
ward [12] and it is proved there that the number of puzzles equals the
Littlewood-Richardson coefficient by relating puzzles to the honeycombs for
solving the Horn conjecture [10]. Then a combinatorial proof for the equal-
ity is given in [11] by considering a new kind of puzzles for the T -equivariant
cohomology. In his geometric interpretation of the Littlewood-Richardson
rule [18], Vakil also studies puzzles for the K-theory of Grassmannians, ex-
ploiting the structure constants in the multiplication of K-theoretic classes,
or equivalently of stable Grothendieck polynomials [5]. A similar puzzle is
also proposed by Wheeler and Zinn-Justin for the K-theoretic Littlewood-
Richardson rule in [19]. Then the structure constants in multiplication of
the Schubert bases in the K-homology ring of Grasssmannians are studied
with another kind of puzzles by Pylyavskyy and Yang in [17]. The interpre-
tation of structure constants for Grassmannians in different settings above
by means of puzzles gives manifestly positive formulae for the corresponding
structure constants.

The Schubert structure constants in the cohomology ring of complete
flag varieties are central in Schubert calculus, and the power of puzzles, al-
ready fully demonstrated for Grassmannians, also extends to complete flag
varieties: the attempts to exploit the Schubert structure constants with puz-
zles are also successful for special cases like when the indexing permutations
have (almost) separate descents in [14]. It is worth mentioning here that yet
another tool to study the Schubert calculus of the complete flag variety is
the (bumpless) pipe dream [15, 4, 8].

In this paper we focus on the puzzles for Grassmannians in different
settings and propose a general algebraic framework to construct polynomial
ideals from the puzzles whose varieties one-one correspond to all the tilings
of the puzzles. To construct these puzzle ideals, we first refine the F2-valued
puzzle pieces into unit triangle puzzle pieces with F3-values by introducing
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sides of the additional 2-value. In this way a refined puzzle with the new
set of F3-valued puzzle pieces is constructed from the original puzzle, and
we define the atomic puzzle ideal whose variety one-one corresponds to the
tilings of the refined puzzle. The next step is to restrict the tilings of the
refined puzzle so that they can be recovered to those of the original one.
For this we introduce an intermediate tiling obtained by stitching F3-valued
puzzle pieces with shared 2-sides in the tiling of the refined puzzle, and
study the differences between this intermediate tilling against the original
tiling, which lie in the appearances of forbidden puzzle pieces which are not
original pieces and implicit puzzle pieces which are hidden in the original
pieces. By adding corresponding polynomials for these puzzle pieces, we
extend the atomic puzzle ideal for the refined puzzle to the puzzle ideal
for the original puzzle and prove the one-one correspondence between the
variety of the puzzle ideal and the tilings of the original puzzle.

Besides the underlying algebraic importance of the introduction of puz-
zle ideals is the computational feasibility now to find all the tilings of the
puzzles for Grassmannians by solving the defining polynomial systems of
the puzzle ideals, a topic extensively studied in symbolic computation [3]
and for which one highly efficient method is based on the computation of
Gröbner bases [2]. For the side-free puzzles for which the values of one side
of the equilateral triangle are not determined a prior, their tilings cover all
the structure constants. Very naturally from puzzle ideals, we introduce the
side-free puzzle ideals whose varieties one-one correspond to the tilings of
side-free puzzles. Then one can reveal all the information of the structure
constants w.r.t. the undetermined side by considering the elimination ideals
of the side-free puzzle ideals, which again can be efficiently computed by
using the elimination property of lexicographic Gröbner bases. We show
that the prime decomposition of this radical elimination ideal corresponds
to all the non-zero structure constants and that the puzzle ideals w.r.t. each
value assignment of the undetermined side can be constructed by taking the
sum of the side-free puzzle ideal and the corresponding prime ideal in the
decomposition.

The underlying ideas of refining the original puzzles for atomic puzzle
ideals and how to deal with the forbidden and implicit puzzle pieces in the
stitching are demonstrated in Sections 3, 4, and 5 respectively in our treat-
ments of Knutson-Tao-Woodward, T -equivariant, and K-theoretic puzzles.
Then we formulate the framework for defining the puzzle ideals for general
puzzles with separable puzzle pieces and prove the one-one correspondence
in Section 6. The side-free puzzle ideals and their properties are discussed
in Section 7.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Schur polynomial and Littlewood-Richardson coefficient

Schur polynomials are an important kind of symmetric polynomials de-
fined with semi-standard Young tableaux. A Young diagram is a finite
collection of boxes arranged in left-justified rows such that the number of
boxes in the rows weakly decrease. Young diagrams can be identified with
sequences of weakly decreasing non-negative integers, which are called par-
titions. Let λ be a partition. Then a semi-standard Young tableau of shape
λ is a filling of the Young diagram identified with λ with positive integers
such that in each row the integers weakly increase and in each column the
integers strictly increase. For each integer in a semi-standard Young tableau
T , the number of its occurrences is called its weight in T .

Let λ = (λ1, λ2, . . . , λn) be a partition. Then we denote |λ| :=
∑n

i=1 λi or
equivalently the number of boxes in the Young diagram corresponding to λ.
To an arbitrary semi-standard Young tableau T of shape λ we can associate a
term x

T in n variables x1, . . . , xn: the variable xi corresponds to the integer
i in T , and the term is defined as x

T = xt11 · · · x
tn
n , where ti is the weight

of i in T . Then the Schur polynomial w.r.t. λ is sλ(x1, . . . , xn) =
∑

T x
T ,

where the summation is taken over all the semi-standard Young tableaux T
of shape λ.

Example 2.1. For the simple partition (3, 1), all the three semi-standard
Young tableaux of shape (3, 1) are listed in Figure 1. Then the Schur poly-
nomial is S(3,1) = x31x2 + x21x

2
2 + x1x

3
2.

2

1 1 1

2

1 1 2

2

1 2 2

Figure 1: All the semi-standard Young tableaux of shape (3, 1)

Schur polynomials are symmetric polynomial and they form a Z-linear
basis of the space of all symmetric polynomials. Then the product of any
two Schur polynomials sλsµ can be written uniquely as a linear combination
of Schur polynomials in the form sλsµ =

∑
ν c

ν
λµsν . The coefficient cνλµ in the

expression above is called the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient. It can be
shown that cνλµ 6= 0 if and only if |ν| = |λ|+ |µ|. Then the sum in

∑
ν c

ν
λµsν

can be taken for |ν| = |λ|+ |µ|, and thus it is a finite sum. These coefficients
are also the structure constants for the cohomology ring H∗(Grk(C

n)) of the
Grassmannian Grk(C

n). With Schubert classes indexed by partitions as the
Z-linear basis of this cohomology ring, the product of two Schubert classes
can be written as [Xλ][Xµ] =

∑
ν c

ν
λµ[Xν ].
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The Littlewood-Richardson rule is a rule to determine these coefficients
based on skew Young tableaux [6]. In this paper, we consider the puzzles for
interpreting the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients, and here Schur polyno-
mials are indexed by binary sequences defined in the following way.

Let n ≥ k > 0. Consider a rectangle of k× (n− k) boxes and a partition
λ whose corresponding Young diagram fits inside this rectangle. We locate
the Young diagram identified with λ at the top left corner of the rectangle.
Then we construct a binary sequence for λ by moving from the top right
corner to the bottom left one of the rectangle along the boundaries of the
rectangle and the Young diagram: for each horizontal edge we write a 0,
and for each vertical edge a 1. At the endpoint, we will have a binary
sequence of length n with k 1s and n− k 0s, and this is the binary sequence
corresponding to λ. We use

{
n
k

}
to denote the set of such binary sequences.

Clearly when n and k are fixed, there is a one-one correspondence between
the Young diagrams inside the k × (n− k) rectangle and

{
n
k

}
.

Example 2.2. Let us continue with the partition (3, 1). Its corresponding
binary sequence in

{6
3

}
and how it is constructed are shown in Figure 2

below.

λ = (3, 1) ←→ ←→

1 0

1 0 0

1

←→ 100101

Figure 2: The binary sequence for (3, 1)

2.2 Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle for the Littlewood-

Richardson rule

In their seminal paper [12], Knutson, Tao, and Woodward introduce puz-
zles and prove that the numbers of tilings of puzzles equal the Littlewood-
Richardson coefficients. Next we first define puzzles in a more general set-
ting.

Let λ, µ, ν ∈
{
n
k

}
. Then△ν

λµ is the upward equilateral triangle with side-
length of n units such that the n units of its left, right, and bottom sides are
assigned to the F2-value of λ, µ, and ν from left to right respectively (see
Figure 3 below for an illustration). A (Fq-valued) puzzle piece is a convex
polygon such that each of its sides is parallel to one side of △ν

λµ and of
length of multiple units and each unit of the side is assigned to an Fq-value.
We will work with F3-valued puzzle pieces in this paper, and this justifies
our definition with Fq-valued pieces.

Let p be an Fq-valued puzzle piece (possibly △ν
λµ itself after embedding

F2 to Fq) and Ω be a set of Fq-valued puzzle pieces. Then by a tiling of
p with Ω we mean a covering of p using the puzzle pieces in Ω (possibly

5



0

1

0

1

0

1

1

0

1

0

1

0

1 0 1 1 0 1

Figure 3: An illustrative △ν
λµ

multiple times) with no overlaps and no gaps such that the values of the
common edges of any two adjacent pieces match. Note that rotating or
mirroring a puzzle piece in general results in a different piece, and thus no
rotation and mirroring is allowed in the tiling.

A puzzle consists of the F2-valued △
ν
λµ and a set Ω of F2-valued puzzle

pieces, and we denote this puzzle by P ν,Ω
λµ . For a puzzle P ν,Ω

λµ , its solution is

a tiling of △ν
λµ with Ω, and we denote the set of all its solutions by S(P ν,Ω

λµ ).
Note that in the literature, a puzzle usually refers to a tiling, which is
different from our notions. We prefer to view the puzzle as the game we
want to solve, with the tilings as its solutions. This is consistent with our
treatment with puzzle ideals for puzzles and the varieties of puzzle ideals (or
solutions of the defining polynomial systems) for the solutions of puzzles in
this paper.

The puzzle pieces in the Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle are those shown
in Figure 4 below, and we denote the set of such puzzle pieces by Ω0 through-
out this paper.

0 0
0

0

0 0 1 1
1

1

1 1
0
1

0

10 1

01

1
0

1

0

Figure 4: The puzzle pieces for Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzles

Example 2.3. Consider λ = 0101, µ = 0101, and ν = 0110 from
{4
2

}
. One

tiling of the Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ is illustratived in Figure 5
below.
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0 0
0

1 1
1

1 1
1

1

1 10 1

01

0
1

0

1

1
0

1

0

0

0 0 0 0
0

0 0
0

1 1
1

0 1

01

Figure 5: One tiling of Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ

The following theorem relates the numbers of solutions of the Knutson-
Tao-Woodward puzzle to the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

Theorem 2.4 ([12, Theorem 1]). Let λ, µ, and ν be partitions in
{
n
k

}
. Then

#S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) = cνλµ.

2.3 T -equivariant puzzle for equivariant cohomology of

Grassmannians

In the combinatorial proof of Theorem 2.4 in [11], the equivariant coho-
mology ring of Grassmannians is considered and a corresponding puzzle is
proposed in the equivariant case.

The equivariant cohomology ring H∗
T (Grk(C

n)) is naturally a graded
module over the polynomial ring Z[y1, . . . , yn] and it has a basis of equivari-
ant Schubert classes {[X̃λ]}. The equivariant cohomology ringH∗

T (Grk(C
n))

and the ordinary one H∗(Grk(C
n)) are connected by a natural forgetful map

H∗
T (Grk(C

n)) → H∗(Grk(C
n)) which sets all the yi to 0. In particular,

this forgetful map takes each equivariant Schubert class [X̃λ] to the corre-
sponding counterpart [Xλ]. Then the product of two equivariant Schubert
classes can be uniquely expanded as [X̃λ][X̃µ] =

∑
ν c̃

ν
λµ[X̃ν ]. The coeffi-

cients c̃νλµ ∈ Z[y1, . . . , yn] are the equivariant structure constants, and they
agree with the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients cνλµ when |ν| = |λ|+ |µ|.

To interpret these equivariant structure constants, the T -equivariant
puzzle is proposed in [11] with an additional rhombus puzzle piece shown
in Figure 6 (left). We call this additional piece the equivariant puzzle piece
and denote by ΩT the set obtained by adjoining Ω0 with it. An illustrative
tiling in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) is shown in Figure 6 (right).
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1 1
1

1 1
1 0

1

0

1 1 1
1 0

1

0

1 1 0

10

0 0
0

1

1 1

1

1 1

1
0

1

0 0 0
0 1

0

1

0 0 0
0

0

0 0

0

0 0

1
0

1

0 0 0
0 1

0

1

0 0 0
0

0

0 0

1 1
1
1 0

10

0 0
0
0 1

01

1 1
1

1

1 1

1 1
1

1 0

10

Figure 6: The equivariant puzzle piece (left) and a tiling of a T -equivariant
puzzle (right)

For any tiling t ∈ S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ), to each equivariant puzzle piece p appearing
in t we associate a weight wt(p) in the following way: We drag the piece p
in the South-East direction parallel to the right side of △ν

λµ until it pokes
out the i-th interval of the bottom side of △ν

λµ, and drag it in the South-
West direction until it pokes out the j-th interval. Then we set the weight
wt(p) = yi− yj. Taking the product of all the weights of equivariant puzzle
pieces appearing in t gives the weight of t: wt(t) =

∏
p∈twt(p). For the

tiling t in Figure 6, one can see that the weights of two equivariant puzzle
pieces are y5−y1 and y6−y5 respectively, and thus wt(t) = (y5−y1)(y6−y5).

The construct structures c̃νλµ in the equivariant cohomology ring of Grass-

mannians can be described by the weights of tilings in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ).

Theorem 2.5 ([11, Theorem 2]). Let λ, µ, and ν be partitions in
{
n
k

}
. Then∑

t∈S(P
ν,ΩT
λµ )

wt(t) = c̃νλµ.

2.4 Puzzles for K-theory of Grassmannians

The K-theory of a Grassmannian Grk(C
n) studies its Grothendieck ring

K◦Grk(C
n), and the structure constants in this case are for the multiplica-

tion of two classes of the structure sheaves in K◦ Grk(C
n) [1]. The represen-

tatives of the classes of the structure sheaves in K◦Grk(C
n) are the stable

Grothendieck polynomials [5]. The stable Grothendieck polynomial Gλ, in-
dexed by a partition λ, is defined with semi-standard set-valued tableaux of
shape λ and thus generalization of Schur polynomials.

It is shown in [1] that the Z-linear span of all the stable Grothendieck
polynomials forms a bialgebra with the product given by

GλGµ =
∑

ν

(−1)|ν|−|λ|−|µ|ĉνλµGν

8



and the coproduct △ by

△(Gν) =
∑

λ,µ

(−1)|ν|−|λ|−|µ|d̂νλµGλ ⊗Gµ.

Note that here we explicitly extract the sign (−1)|ν|−|λ|−|µ| out so that the
structure constants ĉνλµ for the product and d̂νλµ for the coproduct are non-
negative integers. For the product, when |ν| < |λ|+ |µ|, we have ĉνλµ = 0 and
when |ν| = |λ| + |µ|, the coefficient ĉνλµ equals the Littlewood-Richardson

coefficient cνλµ. For the coproduct, when |ν| > |λ|+ |µ|, we have d̂νλµ = 0.

The following variants of ĉνλµ and d̂νλµ are studied. Let G̃λ = Gλ ·(1−G1).
Then similarly we have

G̃λG̃µ =
∑

ν

(−1)|ν|−|λ|−|µ|čνλµG̃ν .

A corresponding coefficient ďνλµ can also be defined from d̂νλµ (see [17] for
the details).

K-theoretic puzzles are proposed in [18, 19, 17] to describe the structure
constants ĉνλµ, d̂

ν
λµ, č

ν
λµ, and ď

ν
λµ respectively. These results can be viewed as

puzzle interpretation of the K-theoretic Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.
We refer to the puzzle pieces shown in the figure below as the A-, B-, C-,
and D-pieces form left to right. The set ΩA of puzzle pieces is defined to
the union of Ω0 and the A-piece, and ΩB, ΩC , and ΩC are similarly defined.

0

1
0 1

0

1 0

1

1 0

0

1
1

0

1
0

1

0
0

1

0
1

0

1

Figure 7: Four additional puzzle pieces for K-theory of Grassmannians

Then the puzzle interpretation of theK-theoretic Littlewood-Richardson
coefficients are the following theorems for the structure constants in the K-
theory of Grassmannians.

Theorem 2.6 ([18, 19]). Let λ, µ, ν be partitions in
{
n
k

}
with |ν| ≥ |λ|+ |µ|.

Then #S(P ν,ΩA

λµ ) = ĉνλµ and #S(P ν,ΩB

λµ ) = čνλµ.

Theorem 2.7 ([17]). Let λ, µ, ν be partitions in
{
n
k

}
with |ν| ≤ |λ| + |µ|.

Then #S(P ν,ΩC

λµ ) = d̂νλµ and #S(P ν,ΩD

λµ ) = ďνλµ.
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3 Atomic puzzle ideal for Knutson-Tao-

Woodward puzzle

In this section, we first take the original Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzles
for example to show how to find all their solutions by reducing the problem
to polynomial systems solving.

Let P ν,Ω0

λµ be a Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle with λ, µ, ν ∈
{
n
k

}
, where

Ω0 consists of the F2-valued puzzle pieces as shown in Figure 4. There are
two kinds of pieces in Ω0: four unit triangles and three rhombuses. Our key
idea to construct a corresponding polynomial system from P ν,Ω0

λµ is to cut
each of the rhombus piece into two unit triangles by adding an extra side
with the assigned value 2 in the middle of the piece. In this way, we turn
the F2-valued puzzle pieces in Ω0 to the following F3-valued ones shown in
Figure 8, which are all unit triangles.

0 0
0

1 1
1

1 0
2

2 1
0

0 2
1

0
00

1
11

2
01

0
12

1
20

Figure 8: Atomic puzzle pieces constructed from the Knutson-Tao-
Woodward pieces

An F3-valued puzzle piece is said to be atomic if it is a unit triangle
whose assigned values sum up to 0 in F3. Then the four triangular puzzle
pieces in Ω0 are all atomic if we embed its F2-values in F3. Denote by Ω0

this new set of F3-valued atomic puzzle pieces, and we call Ω0 the atomic
refinement of Ω0. We will formally define it in a more general setting later
in Section 6. We also embed the F2-valued △

ν
λµ in F3 and keep the same

notation as long as no ambiguity occurs. In this way, the original puzzle

P ν,Ω0

λµ is transformed into a new puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ consisting of the F3-valued

△ν
λµ and the set Ω0 of atomic puzzle pieces. Similarly for P ν,Ω0

λµ , we can

consider its solutions as the tilings of △ν
λµ with Ω0, and S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) denotes

the set of all its solutions, in the same way as for P ν,Ω0

λµ . It turns out that

finding S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) is equivalent to solving a polynomial system associated to

the puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ .

Remark 3.1. The new puzzle pieces in Ω0 shown in Figure 8 are exactly the
same as those in Section 1.1 of [13] for the particular case of Grassmannians,
with the difference that the additional value 2 ∈ F3 is used to label the
unit triangle pieces here while a non-numeric 10 is labeled instead in [13].
Furthermore, we call F3-valued puzzle pieces atomic if the values of their
three sides sum up to 0 in F3, while in [13] three directions are introduced
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to 3 groups of combinations of sides with their labels so that the new puzzle
pieces there have their directions sum up to 0 in the sense of vectors. We
feel that our treatment with the introduction of 2 ∈ F3 and embedding F2-
valued puzzle pieces in F3 is more algebraic and thus natural for constructing
polynomial systems to define puzzle ideals, and this technique turns out to
be adequate for handling existing puzzles for Grassmannians.

Let P ν,Ω0

λµ be a Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle with λ, µ, ν ∈
{
n
k

}
and

P ν,Ω0

λµ be the puzzle induced by the atomic refinement of Ω0 as stated above.

Then inside △ν
λµ there are n2 unit triangles with N = 3n(n+1)

2 unit intervals
as their sides. Out of these N unit intervals, 3n ones in the left, right, and
bottom sides of △ν

λµ have assigned values determined by λ, µ, and ν. At

this step it is not hard to see that a tiling of △ν
λµ with Ω0 is equivalent to

assigning values to the N unit intervals such that the following conditions
hold:

1. (F3-valued) The assigned values are all in F3.

2. (matching λ, µ, ν) The values assigned to the unit intervals in the left,
right, and bottom sides of △ν

λµ match λ, µ, and ν.

3. (atomic) For each unit triangle, the sum of the assigned values of its
three sides is 0 in F3.

4. (allowed pieces) Each unit triangle with the assigned values is a puzzle
piece in Ω0 (for example, a (2, 2, 2)-valued piece is not allowed).

We introduce one variable for the value of each of these unit intervals so
in total we have N variables x1, . . . , xN (at this point we are not particularly
interested in how the variables correspond to the unit intervals), and consider
the polynomial ring F3[x], where x := {x1, . . . , xN}. Then the constraints
listed above on the assigned values can all be formulated as equations of
polynomials in F3[x] in the following way.

1. For each i = 1, . . . , N , x3i − xi = 0. These are the field equations, and
there are N of them.

2. Let xl1, . . . , xln be the n variables corresponding to the n intervals of
the left side of △ν

λµ. Then xlj − λj = 0 for j = 1, . . . , n. The same
equations should hold between the other 2n variables for the right and
bottom sides and µ and ν. In total we have 3n equations in this form.

3. Let △k (k = 1, . . . , n2) be a unit triangle inside △ν
λµ and xk1, xk2, and

xk3 be the variables corresponding to its three sides in the clockwise
direction. Then xk1 + xk2 + xk3 = 0. There are n2 such equations.

11



4. For each △k, let xk1, xk2, and xk3 be the assigned values of xk1, xk2,
and xk3. Then we define a polynomial function fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) ∈
F3[x, y, z] such that fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) = 0 if the assigned values corre-
spond to a puzzle piece in Ω0 and fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) 6= 0 (for example
= 1) otherwise.

Note that the general form of a polynomial f(x, y, z) ∈ F3[x, y, z] has
27 undetermined coefficients (modulo 〈x3−x, y3− y, z3− z〉), and the
constraints on f(x, y, z) above can be translated as

f(0, 0, 0) = f(1, 1, 1) = f(0, 2, 1) = f(2, 1, 0) = f(1, 0, 2) = 0,

f(0, 1, 2) = f(1, 2, 0) = f(2, 0, 1) = f(2, 2, 2) = 1.

These constraints form a system of 9 linear equations with 27 undeter-
mined coefficients as the variables, and thus this is an underdetermined
linear system. Picking a specific solution of this linear system, we have
f(x, y, z) = x + x2 + 2y + y2 + z2 + xyz + 2x2yz as a feasible choice.
We call such a polynomial f(x, y, z) a distinguishing polynomial w.r.t.
Ω0.

Then for the specific △k (k = 1, . . . , n2), the polynomial equation to
confine the unit triangle to lie in Ω0 is

xk1 + x2k1 + 2xk2 + x2k2 + x2k3 + xk1xk2xk3 + 2x2k1xk2xk3 = 0.

There are n2 such equations in total.

Remark 3.2. The underlying reason why we can assign one uniform distin-
guishing polynomial for all the atomic puzzle pieces in Ω0 is that the pieces in
Ω0 are closed under rotation (by 120 degrees) and mirroring (upside down).

Let Fa be the set of all the polynomials in left hands of the equa-

tions of four group listed above for the puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ , and now consider

the ideal 〈Fa〉 ⊆ F3[x] and denote it by aI
ν,Ω0

λµ . Then clearly we have one-

one correspondence between the solutions in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) and the points in

V(aI
ν,Ω0

λµ ) ⊆ FN
3 , where V(Iν,Ω0

λµ ) is the F3-variety of aI
ν,Ω0

λµ . We call the

ideal aI
ν,Ω0

λµ the atomic puzzle ideal of the puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ . Finding V(aI
ν,Ω0

λµ ),
or equivalently solving the polynomial system Fa = 0, can be efficiently

done by computing a lexicographic Gröbner basis of the ideal aI
ν,Ω0

λµ .

In particular, for any tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ), if we further tile any puzzle piece

in Ω0 occurring in this tiling with its atomic refinement in Ω0, we will obtain

a tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ). This implies that

#S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) ≤ #S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) = #V(aI
ν,Ω0

λµ ).
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This inequality holds in general between any puzzle and the new puzzle
induced by an atomic refinement of its puzzle pieces if such a refinement ex-
ists (see Proposition 6.2 in Section 6). But for the Knutson-Tao-Woodward
puzzles, the inequality can be proved to be an equality. To show this, we
need to study the reverse process of atomic refinement to turn a tiling in

S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) to one in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ).

If we compare a tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) with one in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ), it is easy to

find that the atomic puzzle pieces in Ω0 \ Ω0 containing 2-sides make the

underlying differences. To turn a tiling t in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) to one in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ),

we need to glue the puzzles pieces in Ω0 \ Ω0 which share 2-sides in the
tiling together to F2-valued rhombus, which is the only shape of non-atomic
puzzle pieces in the original Ω0. We call the new tiling after this process
the stitching of t. Then one can easily check that stitching of t only results
in the following three cases according to the direction of the shared 2-side
of two atomic puzzle pieces. All of the three stitched puzzle pieces belong

to Ω0, and this means that the stitching of any tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) becomes a

tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ), and thus the following theorem follows.

0 1
22
10 01

01
0 2
1

1
20

1
0
1

0 2 1
0

0
12

0
1

0
1

Figure 9: Gluing together two atomic puzzle pieces with shared 2-sides

Theorem 3.3. Let P ν,Ω0

λµ be an arbitrary Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle

with λ, µ, ν being partitions in
{
n
k

}
and P ν,Ω0

λµ be the puzzle induced by the

atomic refinement Ω0 of Ω0. Then there exists a one-one correspondence

between S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) and S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ).

The one-one correspondence in Theorem 3.3 is quite straightforward: For
any tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ), cut each rhombus puzzle piece there into two atomic

puzzle pieces by adding a 2-side in the middle; for any tiling in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ),
remove any 2-side to stitch two atomic puzzle pieces sharing this side to a
rhombus puzzle piece in Ω0.

Example 3.4. Let λ = (0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1), µ = (0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1), ν =
(1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0) ∈

{6
3

}
which correspond to the partitions (2, 1), (2, 1), and

(3, 2, 1) respectively. The equilateral triangle △ν
λµ has N = 63 unit intervals

and we assign one variable to each interval as specified in Figure 10.
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x1 x2
x3

x4 x5
x8

x6 x7
x9

x10 x11
x16

x12 x13
x17

x14 x15
x18

x19 x20
x27

x21 x22
x28

x23 x24
x29

x25 x26
x30

x31 x32
x41

x33 x34
x42

x35 x36
x43

x37 x38
x44

x39 x40
x45

x46 x47
x58

x48 x49
x59

x50 x51
x60

x52 x53
x61

x54 x55
x62

x56 x57
x63

Figure 10: Assigned variables to intervals inside an equilateral triangle of
size 6

With these variables, the defining polynomials of the atomic puzzle ideal

aI
ν,Ω0

λµ in the four groups are as follows.

• (F3-valued) x
3
i − xi for each i = 1, . . . , 63.

• (matching λ, µ, ν) x46, x31− 1, x19, x10− 1, x4, and x1− 1 for the left
side; x2, x7−1, x15, x26−1, x40, and x57−1 for the right side; x58−1,
x59, x60 − 1, x61, x62 − 1, and x63 for the bottom side.

• (atomic) x1 + x2 + x3, x4 + x5 + x8, x5 + x3 + x6, . . . , x56 + x57 + x63
for all the unit triangles inside △ν

λµ.

• (distinguishing polynomial) For example, x1 + x21 + 2x2 + x22 + x23 +
x1x2x3 +2x21x2x3 for the triangle ∆(x1,x2,x3) and x5 + x25 +2x3 + x23 +
x26 + x3x5x6 + 2x3x

2
5x6 for ∆(x5,x3,x6). For each unit triangle inside

△ν
λµ, there is such a polynomial.

The variety V (Iν,Ω0

λµ ) can be obtained by computing the lexicographic

Gröbner basis G of aI
ν,Ω0

λµ w.r.t. the variable order x1 > · · · > x63 as follows.

14



G = {x63, x62−1, x61, x60−1, x59, x58−1, x57−1, x56−2, x55−1,

x54−1, x
2
53+2x53, x53+x52, x53+x51+1, 2x53+x50, x49, x48,

x47−2, x46, x45, x53+x44+1, x53+x43+2, x53+x42, x41−1,

x40, x39, x38+x53, x53+x37+2, x36+x53+2, x53+x35+2,

x53+x34+2, x53+x33+1, x32−1, x31+2, 2x53+x30, x53+x29+2,

x53+x28+2, 2x53+x27, x26−1, x53+x25+1, x53+x24+2,

x53+x23+2, x53+x22+2, x53+x21+2, x53+x20, x19, x53+x18,

x53+x17+2, x53+x16+1, x15, 2x53+x14, x53+x13+1, x53+x12,

2x53+x11, x10−1, x9−1, x8, x7−1, x6−1, x5, x4, x3−2, x2, x1−1}.

From G one can compute easily the variety V (Iν,Ω0

λµ ) as

{(1, 0, 2, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 2, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1,

2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 2, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0),

(1, 0, 2, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 2, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1,

1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 1, 2, 0, 1, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0)}.

These two points in V (Iν,Ω0

λµ ) determine the values assigned to the variables

and thus correspond to the two tilings in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) as shown in Figure 11
below.
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Figure 11: The two tilings of the refined puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ

Then we glued together all the puzzle pieces in the two tilings in Figure 11
which share 2-sides to get their stitchings as shown in Figure 12, which are
also all the tilings in S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ).
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Figure 12: The two tilings of the original puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ

4 Forbidding puzzle ideal for T -equivariant puzzle

The set Ω0 of puzzle pieces for the Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzles is the
simplest, enabling us to derive the one-one correspondence in Theorem 3.3.
Now let us take a look at ΩT for the T -equivariant puzzles to see what
happens if we follow the same process as for the Knutson-Tao-Woodward
puzzles.

First ΩT is obtained by adjoining Ω0 with the equivariant piece, and
thus the atomic refinement of ΩT results in two additional pieces as shown
below.

1 0
2

2

0 1

Figure 13: Additional atomic puzzle pieces in ΩT

Then for any T -equivariant puzzle P ν,ΩT

λµ we obtain a puzzle P ν,ΩT

λµ in-

duced by the atomic refinement ΩT . The system of polynomial equations
can be similarly constructed, and the only difference from the Knutson-Tao-
Woodward puzzles is the construction of the distinguishing polynomial, for
we have two more allowed pieces which break the closeness with rotation.

To restrict an atomic puzzle piece to lie in ΩT , we need to consider the
two cases when the unit triangle of the piece is upward or downward. For
each upward unit triangle △k inside △ν

λµ, let xk1, xk2, and xk3 be the vari-
ables corresponding to its left, right, and bottom sides. In the same way by
solving an underdetermined linear system, we can construct a distinguishing
polynomial

fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) = x2k1xk2 + 2xk1x
2
k2 + 2x2k1 + xk1
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such that fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) = 0 if the assigned values xk1, xk2, and xk3
correspond to an upward atomic puzzle piece in ΩT and fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) 6= 0
(for example = 1) otherwise. Similarly for each downward unit triangle ▽k

with xk1, xk2, and xk3 corresponding to its left, right, and top sides, a
distinguishing polynomial is

fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) = xk1x
2
k2 + 2x2k1 + xk1xk2 + 2x2k2 + xk1 + 2xk2.

From the defining polynomials of the system above we have the atomic

puzzle ideal aI
ν,ΩT

λµ , and clearly the inequality #V(aI
ν,ΩT

λµ ) = #S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) ≥

#S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) also holds. The fundamental difference lies in the process of
stitching atomic puzzle pieces sharing 2-sides: stitching all the puzzle pieces
in ΩT \ ΩT to F2-valued rhombuses will result in two new F2-valued puzzle
pieces not contained in ΩT , as shown in Figure 14 below. We call these two
new pieces the forbidden puzzle pieces, and the existence of forbidden pieces

means that any tiling in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) for which its stitching contains either of

the forbidden pieces does not correspond to a tiling in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ). As a result,

we only have a strict inequality #S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) 
 #S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) now, and finding

V(aI
ν,ΩT

λµ ) is not enough to recover S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ).

1 0

1 0

0 1

0 1

Figure 14: The forbidden puzzle pieces for P ν,ΩT

λµ

This observation leads us to add a new group of polynomial equations
to remove the existence of forbidden pieces in stitching of the tilings in

S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ). This process is similar to the construction of the distinguishing
polynomial, except that now we need to deal with rhombuses. Note that
both of the forbidden pieces are of the shape of a vertical rhombus and they
are obtained by stitching a pair of upward and downward atomic puzzle
pieces sharing a 2-side. All the possible F3-valued vertical rhombus pieces
consisting of atomic puzzle pieces in ΩT are demonstrated in the picture
below, with the two forbidden puzzle pieces in the rightmost column.
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Figure 15: All the vertical rhombus puzzle pieces consisting of atomic puzzle
pieces in ΩT

As a result, to ensure that neither of these two forbidden pieces appears

in the stitching of a tiling in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ), we need to forbid the assigned values
to any vertical rhombus inside △ν

λµ to make it either of the forbidden puzzle

piece. For each vertical rhombus ♦ℓ (ℓ = 1, . . . , n(n−1)
2 ) inside △ν

λµ, let xℓ1,
xℓ2, and xℓ3 be the the variables assigned to the left, right, and bottom sides
of its upward atomic puzzle piece, and xℓ4 and xℓ5 be those assigned to the
left and right sides of the downward atomic puzzle piece. Then we want to
construct a polynomial function fℓ(xℓ1, xℓ2, xℓ3, xℓ4, xℓ5) over F3 such that

fℓ(0, 0, 0, 0, 0) = fℓ(0, 0, 0, 1, 2) = fℓ(1, 1, 1, 2, 0) = fℓ(1, 0, 2, 0, 1) =

fℓ(1, 1, 1, 1, 1) = fℓ(2, 1, 0, 0, 0) = fℓ(2, 1, 0, 1, 2) = fℓ(0, 2, 1, 1, 1) =

fℓ(0, 2, 1, 2, 0) = fℓ(0, 1, 2, 1, 0) = 0, fℓ(1, 0, 2, 1, 0) = fℓ(0, 1, 2, 0, 1) = 1.

Again this forms an underdetermined linear system with the undetermined
coefficients of fℓ as the variables, and solving this system furnishes a choice
of fℓ as

fℓ = x2ℓ1xℓ4 + x2ℓ2xℓ4 + 2x2ℓ1 + 2xℓ1xℓ2 + 2x2ℓ2 + xℓ2xℓ4 + xℓ1 + 2xℓ2.

We call fℓ above a forbidding polynomial w.r.t. ΩT .

Let Fa be the defining polynomials of the atomic puzzle ideal aI
ν,ΩT

λµ and
Ff be the set of all the forbidding polynomials for all vertical rhombuses
inside △ν

λµ. Now consider the ideal 〈Fa ∪ Ff 〉 ⊆ F3[x]. We call this ideal

the forbidding puzzle ideal of P ν,ΩT

λµ and denote it by f I
ν,ΩT

λµ . Clearly we

have V(fI
ν,ΩT

λµ ) ⊆ V(aI
ν,ΩT

λµ ). Note that V(aI
ν,ΩT

λµ ) one-one corresponds

to S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ), and by the construction of fI
ν,ΩT

λµ we know that V(f I
ν,ΩT

λµ )

corresponds to the tilings in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) such that neither of the two forbidden

pieces appears in the stitching of the tilings. Denote by Sf (P
ν,ΩT

λµ ) this

subset of S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ). Then we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.1. Let P ν,ΩT

λµ be an arbitrary T -equivariant puzzle with λ, µ,

ν being partitions in
{
n
k

}
and P ν,ΩT

λµ be the puzzle induced by the atomic

refinement ΩT of ΩT . Then there exists a one-one correspondence between

S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) and Sf (P
ν,ΩT

λµ ).

The one-one correspondence in Theorem 5.1 is exactly the same as the
one in Theorem 3.3, stated below that theorem. Let us go back to our treat-
ment of the Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle P ν,Ω0

λµ in Section 3. Form the

viewpoint of forbidding puzzle ideals, we know that for P ν,Ω0

λµ , its forbidding

puzzle ideal f I
ν,Ω0

λµ is equal to its atomic one aI
ν,Ω0

λµ , for the set of forbidding
polynomials is empty. This explains why it suffices to use only the atomic
puzzle ideal to solve the Knutson-Tao-Woodward puzzle.

5 Implying puzzle ideals for K-theoretic puzzles

Either of Ω0 and ΩT in the two previous sections only contains puzzle
pieces in the shape of unit triangle and rhombus. In this section we study
the K-theoretic puzzles, in particular those with the set ΩC of puzzle pieces
for example.

Note that for the C-piece, there are three tilings of it with the atomic
puzzle pieces as shown in Figure 16 below. To obtain an atomic refinement
of the C-piece, we can take any of the tiling, and in the sequel we fix the
first one in Figure 16, and the resulting atomic refinement ΩC induced by
this tiling is shown in Figure 17 below.
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Figure 16: Three tiling of the C-piece
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Figure 17: Atomic puzzle pieces in ΩC
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The construction of the four groups of defining polynomials of the atomic

puzzle ideal aI
ν,ΩC

λµ is the same as that for the T -equivariant puzzles, and we
only present the upward and downward distinguishing polynomials for each
triangle inside △ν

λµ:

fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) = x2k2xk3 + 2xk2x
2
k3 + 2x2k2 + xk2,

fk(xk1, xk2, xk3) = xk2x
2
k3 + 2x2k2 + xk2xk3 + 2x2k3 + xk2 + 2xk3.

Next let us stitch all the puzzle pieces in ΩC \ΩC to F2-valued rhombuses
and this will result in three new F2-valued puzzle pieces not contained in
ΩC , as shown in Figure 18 below. But if one takes a further look at the
tiling of the C-piece we choose in Figure 16, he will see that the last new
rhombus puzzle piece is indeed hidden in the tiling: stitching the two atomic
puzzle pieces at the bottom by removing their shared 2-side will result in
this rhombus puzzle piece. On one hand, this rhombus puzzle piece, though
not contained in ΩC directly, should not be considered as a forbidden one;

on the other, if we want to turn a tiling t in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ) to one in S(P ν,ΩT

λµ ), any

occurrence of this puzzle piece in the stitching of t implies that the C-piece
containing it must also appear in the tiling of △ν

λµ with ΩC . We call this
rhombus puzzle piece an implicit one.

1

0 1

0

0

1 0

1 1

0

1

0

Figure 18: New rhombus pieces after stitching

The first two puzzle pieces in Figure 18 are the forbidden ones and both
of them have their middle interval parallel to the left side of△ν

λµ, and we call
such rhombus left ones. For each left rhombus ♦ inside △ν

λµ, let xℓ1, . . . , xℓ5
be the variables of its unit intervals as shown in Figure 19 below. Then one
forbidding polynomials for ♦ can be constructed as

fℓ(xℓ1,xℓ2, xℓ3, xℓ4, xℓ5) =

x2ℓ1xℓ4 + x2ℓ2xℓ4 + 2x2ℓ1 + 2xℓ1xℓ2 + 2x2ℓ2 + xℓ2xℓ4 + xℓ1 + 2xℓ2.

x4

x5x3 x1
x2

Figure 19: The variables for a left rhombus
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Now let us work on this particular implicit rhombus puzzle piece. Note
that it only appears inside the C-piece in the stitching of a tiling of △ν

λµ

with ΩC . This means that its occurrence implies that of the C-piece, and
we need to construct a polynomial for this implication. We call it an imply-
ing polynomial. The C-piece is an F2-value puzzle piece of the shape of a
hexagon, which contains 12 unit intervals, and thus the implying polynomial
we want to construct has 12 variables at most. Any hexagon contains two
left rhombuses inside, and with the atomic puzzle pieces in ΩC , the assigned
values of the five unit intervals of each of these two left rhombuses can be
determined by two of them, namely by the one assigned to the middle unit
interval and any of the two assigned to the unit intervals inside the hexagon.
For each hexagon 7m, let xm1, xm2, xm3, and xm4 be the variables indicated
in the figure below. Then one can observe that if we fix the values of these
4 variables, the values for the remaining variables of an F2-valued hexagon
7m tiled with ΩC are also fixed. To see this, one needs to bear in mind that
the unit intervals on the boundary of the hexagon are assigned F2-values.

x4

x3

x4

x2
x3

x2x1

Figure 20: The hexagon with 4 variables

Remember that we want to construct an implying polynomial to repre-
sent the condition that the occurrence of the implicit rhombus puzzle piece
implies that of the C-piece. With the values assigned to an F2-valued 7m

determined by those of the four variables xm1, xm2, xm3, and xm4, the above
implication is equivalent to that xm3 = 1 and xm4 = 2 imply xm1 = 2 and
xm2 = 1. Then the implying polynomial gm(xm1, xm2, xm3, xm4) for 7m

should satisfies gm(2, 1, 1, 2) = 0 and gm(xm1, xm2, 1, 2) 6= 0 for any values
(xm1, xm1) ∈ F2

3 \ {(1, 2)}. Again by solving a system of linear equations
determined by the 9 constraints above, we can have an implying polynomial
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for 7m as

gm(xm1, xm2, xm3, xm4) =

2x2m1x
2
m2x

2
m3x

2
m4 + x2m1x

2
m2x

2
m3xm4 + 2x2m1x

2
m2xm3x

2
m4 + 2x2m1xm2x

2
m3x

2
m4+

xm1x
2
m2x

2
m3x

2
m4 + x2m1x

2
m2xm3xm4 + x2m1xm2x

2
m3xm4 + 2x2m1xm2xm3x

2
m4+

2xm1x
2
m2x

2
m3xm4 + xm1x

2
m2xm3x

2
m4 + xm1xm2x

2
m3x

2
m4 + x2m1xm2xm3xm4+

2x2m1x
2
m2xm3xm4 + 2xm1xm2x

2
m3xm4 + xm1xm2xm3x

2
m4 + 2xm1xm2xm3xm4+

x2m3x
2
m4 + 2x2m3xm4 + xm3x

2
m4 + 2xm3xm4.

Let Fa be the defining polynomials of the atomic puzzle ideal aI
ν,ΩC

λµ ,
Ff be the set of all the forbidding polynomials for all left rhombuses inside
△ν

λµ, and Fi be the set of all the implying polynomials for all the hexagons
inside △ν

λµ. Now consider the ideal 〈Fa ∪ Ff ∪ Fi〉 ⊆ F3[x]. We call this

ideal the implying puzzle ideal of P ν,ΩC

λµ and denote it by iI
ν,ΩC

λµ . Then

V(iI
ν,ΩC

λµ ) corresponds to the tilings in S(P ν,ΩC

λµ ) such that in their stitchings
neither of the two forbidden pieces occurs and the occurrence of the implicit
piece implies that of the C-piece in the tiling of △ν

λµ with ΩC . Denote by

Si(P
ν,ΩC

λµ ) this subset of S(P ν,ΩC

λµ ). Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let P ν,ΩC

λµ be an arbitrary K-theoretic C-puzzle with λ, µ,

ν being partitions in
{
n
k

}
and P ν,ΩC

λµ be the puzzle induced by the atomic

refinement ΩC of ΩC . Then there exists a one-one correspondence between

S(P ν,ΩC

λµ ) and Si(P
ν,ΩC

λµ ).

To send a tiling t in Si(P
ν,ΩC

λµ ) to one in S(P ν,ΩC

λµ ), one needs to construct

the stitching t̃ of t and then for each occurrence of the implicit puzzle piece
in t̃, find the four additional atomic puzzle pieces which form a C-piece with
it and stitch them together to the C-piece. In this way, the tiling t̃ will
be transformed into a tiling in S(P ν,ΩC

λµ ). With the D-piece just a rotation
of the C-piece by 60 degrees, the method above naturally works with the
K-theoretic puzzles with ΩD.

It is time to summarize what we have done to the three kinds of puzzles
before we formulate the method based on puzzle ideals for solving puzzles.
The atomic puzzle ideal deals with the case when neither forbidden nor im-
plicit rhombus puzzle piece appears after the process of stitching a tiling
with atomic puzzle pieces. In this case, the defining polynomials of the ide-
als distinguish the allowed atomic puzzle pieces in the atomic refinement
by including the distinguishing polynomials. If forbidden rhombus puzzle
pieces do appear, the defining polynomials of the ideals need to be expanded
with the forbidding polynomials which forbids these rhombus puzzle pieces,
and then we have the forbidding puzzle ideals. For all the puzzles with the
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pieces of the shapes of unit triangle and rhombus, the varieties of their for-
bidding puzzle ideals one-one correspond to their solutions. The situation
becomes trickier when the puzzle pieces are of the shapes of unit triangle,
unit rhombus, and another bigger polygon, for we have to deal with the im-
plicit rhombus puzzle pieces which are neither original pieces for the puzzle
nor the forbidden pieces after stitching a tiling with atomic puzzle pieces.
For the implicit pieces we further introduce the implying polynomials to
define the implying puzzle ideals, whose variety again one-one correspond
to the solutions of the original puzzles under some conditions we will soon
reveal in the next section.

6 Puzzle ideal

In this section, we formulate a general framework to construct the puzzle
ideals for the puzzles under certain conditions such that the varieties of the
puzzle ideals one-one corresponds to the solutions of the puzzles.

6.1 Atomic refinement

Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle consisting of the F2-valued △

ν
λµ and the set Ω of

F2-valued puzzle pieces. Recall that an atomic puzzle piece is an F3-valued
unit triangle whose assigned values sum up to 0 in F3. For any puzzle piece
p ∈ Ω, let tp be a tiling of p with a set of atomic puzzle pieces, if it exists (in
this process the F2-value of p is naturally embedded in F3). In this case, p is
said to be refinable, and the set of atomic puzzle pieces effectively appearing
in tp is called the atomic refinement of p induced by tp and denoted by Ω(tp).
The set Ω is said to be refinable if each p ∈ Ω is so. In this case, let tp be such
a tiling of p. Then the set Ω =

⋃
p∈ΩΩ(tp) is called the atomic refinement

of Ω induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}. When we are not particularly interested in the
tilings, we say that Ω is an atomic refinement of Ω for short. Since tilings of
the puzzle pieces in Ω may not be unique, in general the atomic refinement
of Ω is also not unique.

Remark 6.1. For atomic refinement, we have the following straightforward
observations.

(1) The only F2-valued atomic puzzle pieces are the four illustrated in
Figure 4, and thus any Ω containing an F2-value piece of unit triangle
other than these four is not refinable.

(2) The six sets Ω0, ΩT , ΩA, ΩB , ΩC , and ΩD of puzzle pieces are all
refinable. In particular, atomic refinement of Ω0, ΩT , ΩA, and ΩB is
unique and there are three different atomic refinements of ΩC and ΩD.
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Clearly our treatment in the previous sections only works with puzzles
with refinable sets of puzzle pieces, so hereafter when referring to a puzzle,
we assume that it has a refinable set of puzzle pieces.

Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle and Ω be an atomic refinement of Ω induced by the

tilings {tp : p ∈ Ω}. Then the puzzle P ν,Ω
λµ consisting of △ν

λµ and the set Ω

of atomic puzzle pieces is called the refined puzzle of P ν,Ω
λµ w.r.t. Ω. Recall

that we use S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) to denote the set of all the solutions of P ν,Ω

λµ , namely

all the possible tilings of △ν
λµ with Ω. Then for each tiling in S(P ν,Ω

λµ ), if we

replace any puzzle piece p ∈ Ω in this tiling with the tiling tp, we will have

a tiling in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), and thus the following proposition follows.

Proposition 6.2. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be the refined puzzle of P ν,Ω

λµ w.r.t. an atomic

refinement Ω of Ω. Then #S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) ≤ #S(P ν,Ω

λµ ).

6.2 Atomic puzzle ideal

Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle of size n and P ν,Ω

λµ be the refined puzzle of P ν,Ω
λµ

w.r.t. Ω, an atomic refinement of Ω. Next we construct the polynomials to
define the atomic puzzle ideal as in Section 3. First we formally define the
distinguishing polynomials and prove their existence.

Let Φ be the set of all the possible atomic puzzle pieces, with Φ△ and
Φ▽ being its subsets of all the upward and downward ones respectively.
Then #Φ△ = #Φ▽ = 9. Clearly an upward atomic puzzle piece p ∈ Φ△ is
determined by the assigned values x, y, and z of its left, right, and bottom
sides. Abusing the notations, we use (x, y, z) ∈ F3

3 to denote both the vector
of assigned values of p and p itself.

Definition 6.3. Let Ω be a set of atomic puzzle pieces. Then a polynomial
f(x, y, z) ∈ F3[x, y, z]/〈x3−x, y3−y, z3−z〉 is called an upward distinguishing
polynomial w.r.t. Ω if for each (x, y, z) ∈ Φ△, we have f(x, y, z) = 0 if and
only if (x, y, z) ∈ Ω.

Taking the quotient ring of F3[x, y, z] modulo 〈x3 − x, y3 − y, z3 − z〉
restricts the polynomial f(x, y, z) to take only F3-values.

Proposition 6.4. Let Ω be an arbitrary set of atomic puzzle pieces. Then
there exists an upward distinguishing polynomial w.r.t. Ω.

Proof. A general polynomial in F3[x, y, z]/〈x
3−x, y3−y, z3−z〉 is of the form

f(x, y, z) =
∑

0≤d1,d2,d3≤2 cd1d2d3x
d1yd2zd3 and thus has 27 terms, where

d1, d2, and d3 are all integers. Set f(x, y, z) = 0 if (x, y, z) ∈ Φ△ ∩Ω and set
f(x, y, z) = 1 if (x, y, z) ∈ Φ△\Ω. These conditions form a system of 9 linear
equations over F3 w.r.t. 27 variables cd1d2d3 for 0 ≤ d1, d2, d3 ≤ 2. Then the
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solution set of this underdetermined linear system is non-empty, and any
solution will furnish an upward distinguishing polynomial w.r.t. Ω.

For each downward atomic puzzle piece in Φ▽, it is determined by the
assigned values x, y, and z of its left, top, and right sides. In the exact same
way, we can define the downward distinguishing polynomial w.r.t. Ω and
prove its existence.

The triangle △ν
λµ is an upward equilateral one of side-length of n units

and inside△ν
λµ there are n2 unit triangles (including n(n+1)

2 upward ones and
n(n−1)

2 downward ones) with N = 3n(n+1)
2 unit intervals as their sides. We

introduce the variables x1, . . . , xN for the values of theN unit intervals. Now
we are ready to construct the polynomials in F3[x], where x = {x1, . . . , xN},
in the following four groups to define the atomic puzzle ideal.

1. Let F1 = {x
3
i − xi : i = 1, . . . , N}. They represent the field equations

to restrict the variable values in F3.

2. Let xl1, . . . , xln be the variables in x corresponding to the n intervals
of the left side of △ν

λµ from left to right and xr1, . . . , xrn, xb1, . . . , xbn
be those for the n intervals of the right and bottom sides, also from
left to right. Then let F2 = {xlj−λj , xrj−µj, xbj −νj : j = 1, . . . , n}.

3. For each unit triangle △k (k = 1, . . . , n2), let xk1, xk2, and xk3 be
the three variables in x corresponding to its three sides. Then let
F3 = {xk1 + xk2 + xk3 : k = 1, . . . , n2}.

4. Let f△(x, y, z) and f▽(x, y, z) be an upward and downward distin-
guishing polynomial for Ω respectively. For each upward unit triangle
△p (p = 1, . . . , n(n+1)

2 ) inside △ν
λµ, let xp1, xp2, and xp3 be the three

variables in x corresponding to its left, right, and bottom sides, and
for each downward ▽q (q = 1, . . . , n(n−1)

2 ), let xq1, xq2, and xq3 be the
three variables corresponding to its left, top, and right sides. Then let

F4 ={f△(xp1, xp2, xp3) : p = 1, . . . ,
n(n+ 1)

2
}

∪ {f▽(xq1, xq2, xq3) : q = 1, . . . ,
n(n− 1)

2
}.

Remark 6.5. Clearly with the linear polynomials in F2, we can remove the
polynomials in F1 for the variables corresponding to the unit intervals of
the three sides of △ν

λµ. But for the consistency of presentation, we decide
to keep F1 as it is. Furthermore, from the definition of F4 we can find that
the upward and downward distinguishing polynomials are indeed templates
we apply to each triangle inside △ν

λµ.
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Definition 6.6. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a refined puzzle of P ν,Ω

λµ and F1, F2, F3, and F4

be as defined above with a pair of fixed upward and downward distinguishing
polynomials. Then the ideal in F3[x] generated by

⋃
i=1,...,4 Fi is called the

atomic puzzle ideal of P ν,Ω
λµ and denoted by Iν,Ωλµ .

Since the defining polynomials in F4 are dependent on the choice of
upward and downward distinguishing polynomials, the atomic puzzle ideal

Iν,Ωλµ is not unique. But in fact any atomic puzzle ideal has the desired
property in the following theorem, and we decide to be a bit flexible to
remove the dependency of atomic puzzle ideals on the choices of upward

and downward distinguishing polynomials. Recall that V(Iν,Ωλµ ) denotes the

F3-variety of the ideal Iν,Ωλµ .

Theorem 6.7. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a refined puzzle of P ν,Ω

λµ and Iν,Ωλµ be the atomic

puzzle ideal of P ν,Ω
λµ . Then there is a one-one correspondence between V(Iν,Ωλµ )

and S(P ν,Ω
λµ ).

Proof. Any tiling in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) is tiling of △ν

λµ with the set Ω of atomic puzzle
pieces, and it can be regarded equivalently as assigning values to the N unit
intervals in △ν

λµ such that (1) the assigned values are in F3; (2) the assigned
values to the unit intervals of the left, right, and bottom sides of △ν

λµ match
λ, µ, ν; (3) the assigned values make each unit triangle in △ν

λµ an atomic
puzzle piece; and (4) the atomic puzzle pieces constructed in (3) are from
Ω. Comparing the 4 conditions above with F1, . . . ,F4, we know that the
assigned values x1, . . . , xN to x1, . . . , xN satisfying the 4 conditions form a
vanishing zero (x1, . . . , xN ) of the ideal 〈∪i=1,...,4Fi〉, and vice versa. This
proves the existence of the one-one correspondence.

6.3 Forbidden and implicit puzzle pieces

From now on, we restrict ourselves to study a refinable set Ω of puzzle
pieces which are of the shapes of unit triangle, unit rhombus, and a bigger
polygon (rotation and mirroring are not allowed). Such an Ω covers the
puzzle pieces of all the six puzzles mentioned above. Denote by Ωt, Ωr,
and Ωb the subsets of the puzzle pieces in Ω of the three shapes above
respectively. In the sequel, when we write Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb, we mean that
the puzzle pieces in Ω are of the three shapes above with Ωt, Ωr, and Ωb

being the corresponding subsets. Clearly for each puzzle piece p ∈ Ωt ∪ Ωr,
its atomic refinement is unique and atomic refinement of each p ∈ Ωb is not
necessarily unique.

Let Ω be an atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωb induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}.

As shown in Section 4, the number of points in V(Iν,Ωλµ ) may be strictly
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greater than that of the tilings in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) of our original puzzle. That means,

in order to have an ideal whose variety one-one corresponds to the tilings in
S(P ν,Ω

λµ ), we need to further add more algebraic constraints in the defining
polynomials. These constraints indeed come from the stitching process, in
which we want to recover a tiling of △ν

λµ with Ω back to a tiling with Ω.
Out of the 18 possible atomic puzzle pieces, the 12 ones which are not

(0, 0, 0)-, (1, 1, 1)-, and (2, 2, 2)-valued are said to be regular. Clearly any
pair of regular atomic puzzle pieces sharing a 2-side form a rhombus with
four sides of F2-values.

Definition 6.8. Let Ω be an atomic refinement of Ω, p be △ν
λµ or a puzzle

piece in Ω, and t be an arbitrary tiling of p with Ω. Then the stitching of t
is the new tiling of p obtained by replacing any pair of regular atomic puzzle
pieces sharing a 2-side with their corresponding F2-valued rhombus.

From the definition, it is easy to see that the stitching of any tiling of
p with Ω is unique and that any remaining 2-side in a stitching is from a
(2, 2, 2)-valued atomic puzzle piece.

In Section 5 we have seen an example of an implicit rhombus puzzle
pieces which is hidden in the puzzle piece in Ωb. Now we give a formal
definition of such pieces. Recall that Ω is an atomic refinement of Ω induced
by {tp : p ∈ Ω}. For each p ∈ Ωb, let t̃p be the stitching of tp. Then the
puzzle pieces in Ω(t̃p)\Ω is said to be implicit w.r.t. tp. Denote by Ωi(tp) the
set of implicit puzzle pieces of p, and then the puzzle pieces in ∪p∈ΩΩi(tp) is
said to be implicit w.r.t. Ω. For the particular (2, 2, 2)-valued atomic puzzle
piece, it is always implicit w.r.t. tp as long as it appears in the tiling tp. By
definition, an implicit puzzle piece is either the (2, 2, 2)-valued atomic one
or an F2-valued rhombus one.

Definition 6.9. Let Ω be an atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωb induced
by {tp : p ∈ Ω} and t̃p be the stitching of tp. Then Ω is said to be separable
if the following two conditions hold:

(1) for any implicit puzzle piece p̃ w.r.t. tp, p̃ occurs only once in t̃p;

(2) for any distinct p, q ∈ Ωb, Ωi(tp) ∩ Ωi(tq) = ∅.

All the six kinds of puzzles above have separable atomic refinements:
condition (2) is trivial because for them #Ωb = 0 or 1, and one can verify
that for ΩA and ΩB whose atomic refinement is unique and for ΩC and ΩD

who have 3 atomic refinements, condition (1) also holds. In general we allow
an Ω with Ωb containing several puzzle pieces in the same shape of a bigger
polygon as long as its atomic refinement is separable.

As shown in Section 5, implicit puzzle pieces can appear in the stitching

of some tiling t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) and if we want to recover t to some tiling t ∈

S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), then their appearance needs to imply that of the original puzzle
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pieces in Ωb corresponding to them. The conditions of Ω being separable
ensure that once an implicit puzzle piece p̃ appears, there is only one puzzle
piece p in Ωb corresponding to it (condition (2)) and the relative position
of p̃ in p is also determined (condition (1)), so that we can generalize the
method based on implying polynomials to deal with them as in Section 5.

For the atomic refinement Ω of Ω = Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωb induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω},
let Ωi be the set of all the implicit puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω. Consider the set

Ωr = {F2-valued rhombus puzzle piece p̃ : p̃ has a tiling with Ω

but not with Ω}.
(1)

Then the puzzle pieces in Ωf := Ωr \ Ωi are said to be forbidden w.r.t. Ω.
By definition, forbidden puzzle pieces are all F2-valued rhombus ones.

Let Ω be a separable atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt ∪Ωr ∪Ωb induced by

{tp : p ∈ Ω}. For any tiling t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), denote the stitching of t by t̃, which

represents our first step to transform t to a tiling in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ). Note that

by definition, the set Ωr above covers all the possible F2-valued rhombus
puzzle pieces in t̃ which can be tiled with Ω but cannot with Ω. The F2-
valued rhombus puzzle pieces in Ωr are divided into two groups. The subset
Ωf covers those whose appearance will directly disable the transformation,
for these pieces do not have tilings with Ω and cannot be expanded to some
bigger puzzle pieces in Ωb. Or in other words, if we forbid the appearance
of all the puzzle pieces in Ωf in t̃, then t̃ will only have original puzzle
pieces in Ωt ∪ Ωr and implicit ones w.r.t. Ω, which can all be expanded to
bigger bigger puzzle pieces in Ωb. With Ω separable, each implicit puzzle
piece p̃ ∈ Ωi corresponds to only one piece p ∈ Ωb and its position in t̃p
is determined, where t̃p is the stitching of tp. And if we further restrict
the tiling t̃ such that the appearance of each p̃ will force the puzzle pieces
around p̃ in t̃ to form t̃p, then replacing t̃p in t̃ with p will result in a tiling

in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ).

For all the forbidden puzzle pieces in Ωf , we forbid their appearance in
t̃ by ensuring that the assigned values to the edges of all the rhombuses in
△ν

λµ will not turn them into forbidden puzzle pieces, and this is achieved
by associating a forbidding polynomial to each rhombus in △ν

λµ. For each

implicit puzzle piece p̃ appearing in t̃, we ensure the puzzle pieces around p̃
to form the tiling t̃p of the corresponding p ∈ Ωb by restricting the assigned
values to the edges of the surrounding puzzle pieces to match those of p,
and this is achieved by associating an implying polynomial to each polygon
in △ν

λµ of the shape of p.
We first define forbidding polynomials and prove their existence similarly

to what we have done for distinguishing polynomials. Let

Ψ = {F3-valued rhombus puzzle piece p̃ : there exists a tiling of p̃ with Ω}
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and Ψl, Ψr, and Ψb being its subsets of all the rhombus puzzle pieces whose
middle unit intervals are parallel to the left, right, and bottom side of △ν

λµ

respectively. Then one can check that in the extreme case when Ω contains
all the 18 possible atomic puzzle pieces, we have #Ψl = #Ψr = #Ψb = 27,
and thus for general Ω the three numbers are ≤ 27. For any rhombus puzzle
piece p ∈ Ψl, let x1 be the F2-value assigned to its top side and x2, x3, and
x4 be those assigned to the other 3 sides in a clockwise direction. Then p
is determined by the four assigned values (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ F4

3. Abusing the
notations, we use (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ F4

3 to denote both the vector of assigned
values of p and p itself.

Definition 6.10. Let Ω be an atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb and
Ωf be the set of all the forbidden puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω. Then a polynomial
fl(z1, z2, z3, z4) ∈ F3[z1, z2, z3, z4]/〈z

3
1−z1, z

3
2−z2, z

3
3−z3, z

3
4−z4〉 is called a

left forbidding polynomial w.r.t. Ω if for each (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ Ψl, we have
fl(x1, x2, x3, x4) 6= 0 if and only if (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ Ωf .

Proposition 6.11. Let Ω be an atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt ∪Ωr ∪Ωb and
Ωf be the set of all the forbidden puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω. Then there exists a
left forbidding polynomial w.r.t. Ω.

Proof. Comparing the number of coefficients 81 in the general form of
f(z1, z2, z3, z4) and the maximum number of linear equations 27 from the
constrains f(x1, x2, x3, x4) = 0 or 1 for (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ Ψl, we know that
the solution set of this underdetermined linear system is non-empty.

In the same way we can define the right and bottom forbidding poly-
nomials fr(z1, z2, z3, z4) and fb(z1, z2, z3, z4) w.r.t. Ω and prove their exis-
tence. These forbidding polynomials allow F3-valued rhombus puzzle pieces
in Ψ \Ωf , according to their directions, to appear and disallow the appear-
ance of forbidden rhombus puzzle pieces in Ωf .

To deal with implicit puzzle pieces we need the atomic refinement Ω of
Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω} to be separable. Let Ωi be
the set of all the implicit puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω. Then for each p ∈ Ωi,
with Ω separable, we know that there exists a unique p ∈ Ωb such that
p is implicit w.r.t. tp. Consider the convex polygon of the shape of the
puzzle pieces in Ωb, and assume that there are m unit intervals inside the
polygon. Then the tiling tp of p with atomic puzzle pieces essentially assigns
F3-values to all the m intervals of the polygon. Let the implicit puzzle piece
p be determined by the assigned values x1, . . . , xi, where i = 3 if p is the
(2, 2, 2)-valued atomic puzzle piece and i = 4 if p is an F2-valued rhombus
puzzle piece. Then the condition that appearance of p in the stitching of

a tiling t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) implies the puzzle pieces around p to form a tiling of

the corresponding p ∈ Ωb means that the assigned values to the surrounding
puzzle pieces match those assigned by tp as long as the values x1, . . . , xi
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match those assigned to the rhombus by tp. This observation motivates us
to study the following implying polynomial for each implicit puzzle piece.

Let the puzzle pieces in Ωb be of the shape of a convex polygon with
m unit intervals inside. Label all the m unit intervals of the polygon by
I1, . . . , Im. Then the F3-values x1, . . . , xm assigned to I1, . . . , Im respectively
determine an F3-valued puzzle piece. For each implicit puzzle piece p which
corresponds uniquely to p ∈ Ωb, let t̃p be the stitching of tp. We take a
puzzle piece p in Ψl for example. With Ω induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω} separable,
we know that there is only one occurrence of p in t̃p. Let Ik1 be the interval
in I1, . . . , Im the top side of p takes, and Ik2 , Ik3 , and Ik4 be the intervals
the other sides take clockwisely. Then for a vector x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Fm

3 ,
we use x⊖ to denote the (m− 4)-long vector obtained by removing xk1 , xk2 ,
xk3 , and xk4 . Also for an (m−4)-long vector y1 = (y11, . . . , y1,m−4) ∈ Fm−4

3

and a 4-long vector y2 = (y21, . . . , y24) ∈ F4
3, we use y1 ⊕ y2 to denote the

m-long vector obtained by inserting y2,1, . . . , y2,4 in y1 so that y2,j occurs
at the kj-th position of the resulting vector for j = 1, . . . , 4.

Definition 6.12. Let Ω be a separable atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωb

induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω} and p = (y1, . . . , y4) ∈ F4
2 be an implicit puzzle

piece w.r.t. Ω which is in Ψl and corresponds to p ∈ Ωb. Let I1, . . . , Im be
the m unit intervals inside p, Ik1 , . . . , Ik4 being the intervals p takes, and
x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Fm

3 be the assigned values of tp to I1, . . . , Im. Then a
polynomial fp(z1, . . . , zm) ∈ F3[z1, . . . , zm]/〈z31 − z1, . . . , z

3
m − zm〉 is called

an implying polynomial of p w.r.t. Ω if f(y ⊕ p) = 0 when y = x
⊖ and

f(y ⊕ p) = 1 for any y ∈ Fm−4
3 \ {x⊖}.

Proposition 6.13. Let Ω be a separable atomic refinement of Ω = Ωt ∪
Ωr ∪ Ωb induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω} and p be any implicit puzzle piece w.r.t. Ω
in Ψl. Then there exists an implying polynomial of p w.r.t. Ω.

Proof. This can be similarly proved by considering the corresponding un-
derdetermined linear system.

Implying polynomials for implicit puzzle pieces in Ψr and Ψb and their
existence can be studied in the exactly same way. For that for the (2, 2, 2)-
valued atomic puzzle piece, the study is similar.

For each implicit puzzle piece p1 w.r.t. Ω, there is only one p ∈ Ωb corre-
sponding to it if Ω is a separable, but there may be another implicit puzzle
piece p2 which corresponds to p too. Then we will have the implying polyno-
mials f1 for p1 and f2 for p2 respectively. With some further investigation on
the definition of implying polynomials, one will see that f1(x) = f2(x) = 0
for the assigned values x of tp and that f1(z) = f1(z) for any vector z ∈ Fm

3

which can be taken for both p1 and p2. This means that our definition of
implying polynomials does not introduce inconsistent polynomial equations
for multiple implicit puzzle pieces inside the same piece in Ωb.
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6.4 Puzzle ideal

Now we are ready to adjoin the forbidding and implying polynomials
to the defining polynomials of the ideals. Let Ω be a separable atomic
refinement of Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}, and Ωf and Ωi be
the sets of forbidden and implicit puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω respectively. Let
fl(z1, z2, z3, z4), fr(z1, z2, z3, z4), and fb(z1, z2, z3, z4) be a left, right, and
bottom forbidding polynomial w.r.t. Ω respectively, and for each p ∈ Ωi,
let fp(z1, . . . , zm) be the implying polynomial of p w.r.t. Ω, where m is the
number of unit intervals inside the polygon which is the shape of puzzle
pieces in Ωb.

For the triangle △ν
λµ of size n, there are n(n−1)

2 left rhombuses ♦, right
ones ♦, and bottom ones ♦ inside △ν

λµ respectively. For each category of
rhombuses inside △ν

λµ, order them row by row from top to bottom and from
left to right. Then for the k-th left rhombus ♦ and k-th right one ♦, let
xl,k1, . . . , xl,k4 and xr,k1, . . . , xr,k4 be the variables in x corresponding to the
top, right, bottom, and left sides of the rhombus respectively. And for the
k-th bottom rhombus ♦, let xb,k1, . . . , xb,k4 be variables for the NW, NE,
SE, and SW sides. Then let

F5 = {fl(xl,k1, . . . , xl,k4), fr(xr,k1, . . . , xr,k4), fb(xb,k1, . . . , xb,k4) :

k = 1, . . . ,
n(n− 1)

2
}.

They are the forbidding polynomials applied to each rhombus inside △ν
λµ

and #F5 =
3n(n−1)

2 .
Assume that the puzzle pieces in Ωb are of the shape of a convex polygon

and there are M such polygons inside △ν
λµ. We also order these polygons

row by row from top to bottom and from left to right. Then for the k-
th polygon, let xk1, . . . , xkm be the variables in x corresponding to the m
intervals. Then let

F6 = {fp(xk1, . . . , xkm) : p ∈ Ωi, k = 1, . . . ,M}.

They are the implying polynomials for all the implicit puzzle pieces applied
to each polygon inside △ν

λµ and #F6 =M#Ωi.

Definition 6.14. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle with Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb, Ω be a

separable atomic refinement of Ω induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}, and F1, . . . ,F6 be
as defined above for fixed choices of distinguishing, forbidding, and implying
polynomials. Then the ideal in F3[x] generated by

⋃
i=1,...,6 Fi is called the

puzzle ideal of P ν,Ω
λµ and denoted by Iν,Ωλµ .

Next we prove the one-one correspondence between the variety V(Iν,Ωλµ )

and S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), which justifies the name of puzzle ideals.
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Theorem 6.15. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle with Ω = Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωb, Ω be a separable

atomic refinement of Ω induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}, and Iν,Ωλµ be the puzzle ideal

of P ν,Ω
λµ . For any t ∈ S(P ν,Ω

λµ ), let t̃ be its stitching and for any p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃)∩Ωi,
let p be the puzzle piece in Ωb corresponding to p̃. Denote

S = {t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) : Ω(t̃) ∩ Ωf = ∅ and for any p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃) ∩ Ωi, p̃ and its

surrounding puzzle pieces form the stitching of tp}.

Then there is a one-one correspondence between V(Iν,Ωλµ ) and S.

Proof. Let ψ : V(aI
ν,Ω
λµ ) → S(P ν,Ω

λµ ) be the one-one correspondence in The-

orem 6.7. With V(Iν,Ωλµ ) ⊆ V(aI
ν,Ω
λµ ) and S ⊆ S(P ν,Ω

λµ ), next we prove the

restriction of ψ on V(Iν,Ωλµ ) maps one-one to S. For any zero z ∈ V(Iν,Ωλµ ),

ψ(z) ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ). To prove ψ(z) ∈ S, it suffices to show that the tiling ψ(z)

satisfies the two conditions in S.
Recall that F5 ⊆ Iν,Ωλµ , and thus f(z) = 0 for any f ∈ F5. The polyno-

mials in F5 cover all the rhombuses inside △ν
λµ and they are the forbidding

polynomials applied to the rhombuses. Therefore f(z) = 0 is equivalent to
that the assigned values of z to the rhombus corresponding to f do not make
the rhombus any of the forbidden pieces. The latter condition implies that
there is no forbidden piece in the stitching of ψ(z): this proves condition
(1).

Recall that F6 ⊆ Iν,Ωλµ , and thus f(z) = 0 for any f ∈ F6. For each

p̃ ∈ Ωi, the polynomials in F6 for p̃ cover all the polygons inside △ν
λµ, and

they are the implying polynomial of p̃ applied to the polygons. Let f be a
polynomial in F6 for p̃. Then f(z) = 0 is equivalent to that the assigned
values of z to the polygon corresponding to f make the tiling t̃p of p ∈ Ωb

as long as the assigned values of z to the rhombus inside the polygon make
it to p̃. The latter condition implies that, if in the stitching of ψ(z) there
exists some implicit puzzle p̃, then for any occurrence of p̃ in the stitching
of ψ(z), the polygon in which p̃’s position coincide with the position in t̃p
becomes the tiling tp of p with the assigned values of z, and thus p̃ and its
surrounding puzzle pieces form t̃p. This proves condition (2).

Now we prove that the restriction of ψ on V(Iν,Ωλµ ) is onto S. Assume

that there is a tiling t ∈ S such that no points in V(Iν,Ωλµ ) maps to it. With

t in S ⊆ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), from the one-one correspondence ψ we know that there

exists some points z ∈ V(aI
ν,Ω
λµ ) such that z = ψ−1(t). But z 6∈ V(Iν,Ωλµ ),

and thus there exists a polynomial f ∈ F5 ∪ F6 such that f(z) 6= 0.
If f ∈ F5, then f is a forbidding polynomial for some rhombus inside

△ν
λµ, and f(z) 6= 0 is equivalent to that the assigned values of z to this
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rhombus makes it a forbidden puzzle piece. This implies that Ω(t̃)∩Ωf 6= ∅:
a contradiction with condition (1).

If f ∈ F6, then f is an implying polynomial for some implicit puzzle
piece p̃ in Ω(t̃) applied to a polygon inside △ν

λµ. In this case f(z) 6= 0 is
equivalent to that the assigned values of z to the surrounding unit intervals
inside the corresponding polygon do not math those of p, and thus together
with p̃ they do not form t̃p: a contradiction with condition (2).

Theorem 6.15 above identifies the tilings in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) which the variety

V(Iν,Ωλµ ) corresponds to. Next we show that these tilings in S are those

which can be recovered to tilings in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ).

Lemma 6.16. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle with Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb and Ω be a

separable atomic refinement of Ω. For the stitching t̃ of any t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ),

let Ω(t̃) be the set of puzzle pieces appearing in t̃. If Ω(t̃) does not contain
any forbidden puzzle piece, then Ω(t̃) ⊆ Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωi, where Ωi is the set of
implicit puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω.

Proof. For any p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃), we know that p̃ is of the shape of a unit triangle
or rhombus.

If p̃ is of the shape of a unit triangle, then by the fact that there is no
regular atomic puzzle pieces in t̃, we know that p̃ ∈ Ωt or p̃ is the (2, 2, 2)-
valued atomic one, which is always in Ωi.

If p̃ is of the shape of a unit rhombus, then it comes from a pair of upward
and downward regular atomic puzzle pieces sharing a 2-side, which implies
that p̃ is an F2-valued rhombus puzzle piece. If p̃ ∈ Ωr, then we finish the
proof. Otherwise p̃ is in the stitching t̃q for some q ∈ Ωb, and thus p̃ ∈ Ωr in
(1). From the assumption we know that p̃ is not a forbidden puzzle piece,
which implies that p̃ is an implicit one.

Theorem 6.17. Let P ν,Ω
λµ be a puzzle with Ω = Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωb, Ω be a separable

atomic refinement of Ω induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}, and Iν,Ωλµ be the puzzle ideal

of P ν,Ω
λµ . Then there exists a one-one correspondence between V(Iν,Ωλµ ) and

S(P ν,Ω
λµ ).

Proof. Let S be as defined in Theorem 6.15. With the one-one correspon-
dence between S and V(Iν,Ωλµ ) in that theorem, it suffices to find a one-one

correspondence between S and S(P ν,Ω
λµ ).

For any tiling t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), replacing any puzzle piece p ∈ Ω with the

tiling tp will give a tiling t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ). Let t̃ be the stitching of t. We first

prove that there is no forbidden puzzle piece in t̃. Otherwise assume that p̃
is a forbidden puzzle piece in t̃. Note that t̃ can be regarded as the union
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of the stitching of tp for p ∈ Ω, and thus there exists p ∈ Ω such that p̃
is in the stitching of tp. But by definition, this means that p̃ is implicit:

a contradiction. This implies that t corresponding to t ∈ S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) satisfies

condition (1) of S. For each implicit puzzle piece p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃), let p ∈ Ωb be
the puzzle piece corresponding to p̃. Then we know that p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃p), where
t̃p is the stitching of tp with p̃. Note that t is obtained by replacing p in t
by tp, and thus the surrounding puzzles form t̃p. This proves condition (2)
of S, and thus the tiling t constructed from t belongs to S.

Let t be any tiling in S and t̃ be its stitching. Then there is no forbidden
puzzle pieces in t̃, and thus by Lemma 6.16 we know that Ω(t̃) ⊆ Ωt∪Ωr∪Ωi.
This means that apart from the original puzzle pieces in Ωt ∪ Ωr, there are
only implicit puzzle pieces w.r.t. Ω. For each p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃)∩Ωi, let p ∈ Ωb be the
puzzle piece corresponding to p̃. Then by condition (2) of S, the surrounding
puzzle pieces form the stitching of tp with p̃. Replacing the stitching of tp
with p for each p̃ ∈ Ω(t̃) will turn the tiling t̃ to a tiling of △ν

λµ with puzzle

pieces from only Ωt∪Ωr ∪Ωb, which means a tiling in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ). This finishes

the proof.

For any puzzle P ν,Ω
λµ whose puzzle pieces are of the shapes of unit trian-

gle, rhombus, and a bigger polygon such that Ω is refinable with a separable
atomic refinement, one can construct the puzzle ideal Iν,Ωλµ for it and its va-

riety V(Iν,Ωλµ ) one-one corresponds to S(P ν,Ω
λµ ). This one-one correspondence

enables us to compute all the tilings in S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) by solving the defining poly-

nomial system of Iν,Ωλµ , say by using the Gröbner basis. The puzzle pieces
of all the six puzzles for Grassmannians in Section 2 satisfy the conditions
above and thus our treatment with the puzzle ideal Iν,Ωλµ works for all of
them.

7 Side-free puzzle ideal

Recall that for λ, µ, ν ∈
{
n
k

}
, △ν

λµ is the upright equilateral triangle
whose left, right, and bottom sides are assigned the values of λ, µ, and ν
and P ν,Ω

λµ is the puzzle consisting of △ν
λµ with a set Ω of puzzle pieces. Then

S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) consists of all the tilings of △ν

λµ with Ω. For an upward equilateral
triangle of side-length of n units, if two of its sides are assigned F2-values
and the remaining one is not, say the left and right sides are assigned values
of λ, µ ∈

{
n
k

}
but the bottom one is not, then we denote it by △∅

λµ. The

puzzle consisting of △∅
λµ and the set Ω of F2-valued puzzle pieces is called

the ν-free puzzle w.r.t. Ω and denoted by P ∅,Ω
λµ . Similarly one can define

P ν,Ω
∅µ and P ν,Ω

λ∅ , and they are called side-free puzzles. In the sequel we work

with P ∅,Ω
λµ for example, and the discussions for the other side-free puzzles

34



P ν,Ω
∅µ and P ν,Ω

λ∅ are the same.

Similarly, the set of tilings of △∅
λµ with Ω is denoted by S(P ∅,Ω

λµ ). Fix a

vector ν ∈ Fn
2 , we have the puzzle P ν,Ω

λµ and clearly S(P ν,Ω
λµ ) ⊆ S(P ∅,Ω

λµ ). In

particular, for ν1, ν2 ∈
{
n
k

}
with ν1 6= ν2, we have S(P ν1,Ω

λµ ) ∩ S(P ν2,Ω
λµ ) 6= ∅.

This means that S(P ∅,Ω
λµ ) =

⋃
ν∈{nk}

S(P ν,Ω
λµ ), and indeed {S(P ν,Ω

λµ ) : ν ∈
{
n
k

}
}

forms a partition of S(P ∅,Ω
λµ ). Take Ω = Ω0 for the Knutson-Tao-Woodward

puzzles for example, then #S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) is equal to the Littlewood-Richardson

coefficient cνλµ, and thus #S(P ∅,Ω0

λµ ) =
∑

ν∈{nk}
#S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) =
∑

ν∈{nk}
cνλµ.

Note that when |ν| 6= |λ| + |µ|, we have cνλµ = 0 and thus #S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ) = 0.

This means that we can safely replace
{
n
k

}
in the summand by Fn

2 .

Like the puzzle ideal Iν,Ω0

λµ whose varieties one-one correspond to

S(P ν,Ω0

λµ ), for the side-free puzzles we can define the side-free puzzle ideals as

follows. Take the ν-free puzzle S(P ∅,Ω
λµ ) for example, we only need to change

the defining polynomials in F1 and F2 for the puzzle ideals Iν,Ωλµ to loose

the restrictions on the values of the bottom side of △∅
λµ. Let xb1, . . . , xbn be

the variables assigned to the n intervals of the bottom side of △∅
λµ. Then

in F1 we replace the field equations {x3bj − xbj : j = 1, . . . , n} for F3 by

{x2bj − xbj : j = 1, . . . , n} for F2 to have a new set F̃1 and in F2 we remove

the polynomials {xbj − νj : j = 1, . . . , n} to have a new set F̃2.

Definition 7.1. Let P ∅,Ω
λµ be a ν-free puzzle with Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb, Ω

be a separable atomic refinement of Ω induced by {tp : p ∈ Ω}, and
F̃1, F̃2,F3, . . . ,F6 be as defined above for fixed choices of distinguishing,
forbidding, and implying polynomials. Then the ideal in F3[x] generated by

F̃1 ∪ F̃2 ∪F3 ∪ · · · ∪ F6 is called the ν-free puzzle ideal of P ∅,Ω
λµ and denoted

by I∅,Ωλµ .

The following theorem can be proved in almost the same way as the
proof of Theorem 6.17, and the one-one correspondence is also the same as
that in Theorem 6.17.

Theorem 7.2. Let P ∅,Ω
λµ be a ν-free puzzle with Ω = Ωt ∪ Ωr ∪ Ωb, Ω be a

separable atomic refinement of Ω, and I∅,Ωλµ be the puzzle ideal of P ν,Ω
λµ . Then

there exists a one-one correspondence between V(I∅,Ωλµ ) = S(P ∅,Ω
λµ ).

Take the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients in Knutson-Tao-Woodward
puzzles for example. Let xb be the variables in x corresponding to the n
intervals of the bottom side of △∅

λµ. Recall that #S(P ∅,Ω0

λµ ) =
∑

ν∈Fn
2

cνλµ,

and thus to recover the coefficients cνλµ for all possible ν ∈ Fn
2 , we can com-
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pute the variety V(I∅,Ω0

λµ ) by solving the corresponding polynomial system
and then partition all the solutions according to the values restricted to xb.

Let I∅,Ωλµ ⊆ F3[x] be a ν-free puzzle ideal and xb be the set of vari-

ables corresponding to the n intervals of the bottom side of △∅
λµ. Then the

elimination ideal I∅,Ω0

λµ ∩ F3[xb] is denoted by I∅,Ω0 , and it contains all the

information we need for the values ν ∈ Fn
2 for the coefficients cνλµ, as shown

in the proposition below.

Proposition 7.3. Let P ∅,Ω
λµ be a ν-free puzzle with Ω = Ωt∪Ωr ∪Ωb, Ω be a

separable atomic refinement of Ω, I∅,Ωλµ be the ν-free puzzle ideal of P ∅,Ω
λµ , and

I∅,Ω be the elimination ideal of I∅,Ωλµ w.r.t. xb. Then the following statements
hold.

(1) I∅,Ω is radical.

(2) Let I∅,Ω = ∩kpk be the prime decomposition of I∅,Ω. Then each pk is
of the form 〈xb1 − νk1, . . . , xbn − νkn〉, where νki ∈ F2 for i = 1, . . . , n.

(3) Let νk = (νk1, . . . , νkn) ∈ V(I∅,Ω) and pk be the prime ideal corre-

sponding to it. Then Iνk,Ω
λµ = I∅,Ωλµ + pk.

Proof. (1) With {x2bi − xbi : i = 1, . . . , n} ⊆ I∅,Ω0 , clearly I∅,Ω0 is radical.
(2) Let J be the ideal generated by the field polynomials {x2bi − xbi :

i = 1, . . . , n}. Then consider the quotient ideal I∅,Ω0/J ⊆ F3[xb]/J . The
quotient ring F3[xb]/J is a finite commutative ring so that every prime ideal
is maximal. Therefore, the prime ideal in prime decomposition of I∅,Ω0/J is
of the form 〈xb1 − νk1, . . . , xbn − νkn〉, where νki ∈ F2 for i = 1, . . . , n. The
same also holds for the ideal I∅,Ω0 .

(3) It follows directly from the definitions of puzzle ideals and side-free
puzzle ideals.

In the remaining part of this section we present a non-trivial example of
side-free puzzle ideals and demonstrate how to obtain all the information of
the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients for given λ and µ with computation
of Gröbner bases for side-free puzzle ideals.

Consider λ = (1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0) and µ =
(0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1) ∈

{16
8

}
which correspond to the

partitions (8, 7, 6, 5, 4, 3, 2, 1) and (6, 5, 4, 3, 2, 1, 1) respectively. Now we

construct the side-free puzzle ideal I∅,Ω0

λµ for the Knutson-Tao-Woodward

puzzle P ∅,Ω0

λµ and compute all the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients for λ
and µ.

Inside△∅
λµ there are 256 unit triangles with 408 unit intervals. The defin-

ing polynomials of I∅,Ω0

λµ can be constructed in the four groups discussed in
Section 6.2. Fix a variable order in which the variables xb corresponding
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to ν are ordered smaller than the others, then the lexicographic Gröbner
basis G of I∅,Ω0

λµ contains 544 polynomials, among which 232 are linear, 222

are quadratic, and 90 are cubic. For the elimination ideal I∅,Ω0 , its lexico-
graphic Gröbner basis G ∩ F3[xb] contains 61 polynomials, and the prime
decomposition of I∅,Ω0 tells us that the corresponding variety V(I∅,Ω0) has
11 points, which means that there are 11 non-zero Littlewood-Richardson
coefficients in the expansion sλsµ =

∑
ν c

ν
λ,µsν for ν ∈

{
16
8

}
. These 11 points

are listed below.

V(I∅,Ω0) =

{(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)

(1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0)

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0)

(1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0)}.

Take one point ν = (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0) ∈ V(I∅,Ω0) for
example and let pν be the prime ideal in the prime decomposition of I∅,Ω0

which corresponds to ν. By computing the Gröbner basis of Iν,Ω0

λµ = I∅,Ω0

λµ +

pν we know that the variety V(Iν,Ω0

λµ ) contains 5 points, which implies that

cνλµ = 5. One out of the 5 tilings in P ν,Ω0

λµ is shown in Figure 21 below.
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Figure 21: One tiling of a puzzle of size 16.
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