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EQUIVARIANT TUTTE POLYNOMIAL

MARIO BAUER, MATĚJ DOLEŽÁLEK, MAGDALÉNA MIŠINOVÁ, SEMEN S LOBODIANIUK,
AND JULIAN WEIGERT

Abstract. We use the equivariant cohomology ring of the permutohedral variety to study
matroids and their invariants. Investigating the pushforward of matroid Chern classes defined
in [BEST] to the product space Pn×Pn, we establish an equivariant generalization of the Tutte
polynomial of a matroid. This was suggested in [Mi, §4.5]. We discuss how this polynomial
encodes properties of the matroid by looking at special evaluations. We further introduce an
equivariant generalization of the reduced characteristic polynomial of a matroid.

1. Introduction

Let n ∈ N and consider the Cremona map

P(Cn+1) 99K P(Cn+1)

(x0 : . . . : xn) 7→ (x−1
0 : . . . : x−1

n ).

Let further L ⊆ Cn+1 be a linear subspace representing a matroid M . Restricting the
Cremona map to the projectivization of L and taking the Zariski-closure of its graph gives a
closed subvariety ΓL ⊆ Pn × Pn. June Huh in his famous paper [Hu] showed that up to sign
the coefficients of the reduced characteristic polynomial of M coincide with the multidegree of
ΓL. In other words he found a way to interpret a combinatorial invariant of M as the class of
ΓL in the cohomology ring of Pn × Pn. This allowed him to use algebraic machinery, namely a
generalization of the Hodge Index Theorem, to prove a longstanding conjecture about the log-
concavity of the coefficients of the reduced characteristic polynomial of representable matroids
and in particular of graphs. In [AHK] this result was generalized to arbitrary matroids.
Blowing-up Pn in the undeterminacy locus of the Cremona map yields the permutohedral variety
Πn, which comes with projections to the domain and codomain of the Cremona map as the
following diagram shows:

(1)

Πn

Pn × Pn

Pn Pn

πn

Crem

It was noticed from the beginning that in this picture all objects come with a natural action
of the torus T = (C∗)n+1, induced by the action on the domain of the Cremona map given by

(t0, . . . , tn) · [x0 : . . . : xn] := [t0x0 : . . . : tnxn]

for (t0, . . . , tn) ∈ T, [x0 : . . . : xn] ∈ Pn. In particular, instead of working in the usual cohomology
ring we can now also work in the equivariant cohomology ring. This ring is well studied for all
appearing varieties and has accessible combinatorial descriptions. As an example, for Πn we
get

HT (Πn) =
{

(fσ)σ∈Sn+1 ∈
∏

σ∈Sn+1

Z[t0, . . . , tn] | ∀σ ∈ Sn+1 :

∀i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} : fσ ≡ fσ◦(i,i+1) (mod tσ(i) − tσ(i+1))
}
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where Sn+1 denotes the permutation group on n+1 elements 0, . . . , n. For a detailed discussion
of equivariant cohomology we refer to [AF].
Each equivariant cohomology ring also comes with a natural surjection to its non-equivariant
version, so we can ask for analogues of the class [ΓL] in the equivariant cohomology of Πn. In
[BEST] the authors define the following tautological classes in HT (Πn) associated to a matroid.

Definition 1.1. Let M be a matroid on E = {0, . . . , n}. For each permutation σ ∈ Sn+1

write Bσ for the lexicographically first basis of M according to the order induced by σ. For
i = 0, . . . , rk(M), the i-th tautological sub Chern class of M is defined as

ci([S
∨
M ]) := (Elemi({te}e∈Bσ ))σ∈Sn+1 ,

where Elemi({te}e∈Bσ ) denotes the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial in the variables (te)e 6∈Bσ .
Similarly for i = 0, . . . , crk(M) = n + 1 − rk(M), the i-th tautological quotient Chern class of
M is defined as

ci([QM ]) := (Elemi({−te}e/∈Bσ
))σ∈Sn+1 .

We will also write

c([S∨
M ], z) :=

rkM∑

i=0

ci([S
∨
M ])zi ∈ HT (Πn)[z],

c([QM ], w) :=

crkM∑

i=0

ci([QM ])wi ∈ HT (Πn)[w].

Recall the map πn introduced in diagram (1). Theorem A of [BEST] relates the non-
equivariant pushforward along πn of the class c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w) to Pn × Pn with the Tutte
polynomial of the matroid M . More precisely note that Pn×Pn has non-equivariant cohomology
H(Pn × Pn) = Z[x, y]/〈xn+1, yn+1〉, so the pushforward of c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w) to Pn × Pn can
be understood as a polynomial with integer coefficients in four variables x, y, z, w of degree at
most n in x and y. This polynomial is precisely 1

(xy)|E|−1

(
1

x
+

1

y

)−1(1

y
+ z

)rk(M)(1

x
+w

)|E|−rk(M)

TM

(
x+ y

x(yz + 1)
,

x+ y

y(wx + 1)

)

where TM (x, y) :=
∑

S⊆E(x − 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)|S|−rkM (S) denotes the Tutte-polynomial of

M . This can be viewed as a generalization of the connection between [ΓL] and the character-
istic polynomial. In fact for representable matroids, [ΓL] coincides with the top Chern class
ccrk(M)([Q]).

In this article we will generalize this formula to equivariant cohomology, that is we compute
the pushforward of c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w) to Pn×Pn as an element of HT (Pn×Pn). The equivari-
ant cohomology ring of Pn×Pn under our T -action is isomorphic to Z[t0, . . . , tn][x, y]/〈

∏n
i=0(x+

ti),
∏n

i=0(y− ti)〉. The map HT (Pn×Pn) → H(Pn×Pn) which forgets the torus action is in this
description given by substituting ti = 0 for all i = 0, . . . , n. Therefore in fact our computation
will specify to Theorem A of [BEST] precisely when setting ti = 0 for all i = 0, . . . , n. Since the
non-equivariant version relates the pushforward πn∗ (c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w)) to the Tutte polyno-
mial TM of M , we can ask what plays the role of TM in the equivariant setting. This leads us
to the definition of the equivariant Tutte polynomial.

In Section 2 we will recall some standard definitions and results that we will use throughout
the article. Most importantly we will briefly recall the definition of the Permutohedral variety
and its equivariant cohomology ring as well as the tautological classes associated to a matroid
from [BEST]. For more background on matroids in general we refer to [Ox], for equivariant

1This polynomial is equal to (xy)|E|−1tM
(

1
x
, 1
y
, z, w

)

in Theorem A from [BEST]. The reason for inverting

the grading of the variables x, y is the difference between pushing c([S∨
M ], z)c([QM ], w) to Pn ×Pn as we did here

and intersecting it with strict transforms of hyperplanes from the left and right Pn and then pushing the result
to a point, as the authors of [BEST] do. For a more detailed discussion of this issue we refer to Chapter 4.
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cohomology our main source is [AF]. For a very good introduction to toric varieties we refer to
[CLS], for quick overview we recommend [MS, Chapter 8].

Section 3 contains the main computation. Our main tool to do so is recursion on matroids: All
appearing cohomology classes associated to a matroid M can be described in terms of the corre-
sponding classes associated to the contraction M/e and deletion M \e, where e ∈ E. This allows
us to inductively prove Theorem 3.1 which gives an explicit formula for πn∗ (c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w))
in terms of the rank function of the matroid M .
We then proceed to motivate the definition of the equivariant Tutte polynomial in Section 4 as
follows.

Definition 1.2 (Equivariant Tutte polynomial). Let M be a matroid with ground set E. Then
we define the equivariant Tutte polynomial of M as the following four-variable polynomial with
coefficients in Z[E]:

T̂M (x, y, r, s) =
∑

S⊆E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste).

By convention, we set T̂M (x, y, r, s) = 1 ∈ Z for M supported on the empty ground set.

The remainder of Section 4 is dedicated to checking basic properties of this polynomial such
as recursive behavior, compatibility with direct sums and duals of matroids and valuativity.

One reason for the popularity of the usual Tutte polynomial is that this invariant can specify
to any other generalized Tutte-Grothendieck invariant, that is any invariant behaving nicely
with respect to deletion and contraction of elements of the matroid. In Section 5 we will show
that the equivariant Tutte polynomial satisfies a similar universality result among functions
assigning some value in a ring to labeled matroids and behaving well with respect to deletion
and contraction.
In the final chapter we are interested in the combinatorial properties of the equivariant Tutte
polynomial. One of the key results is Proposition 6.2 which states that setting the last two vari-
ables (r, s) to (1, 0) (respectively (0, 1)) read as a polynomial in the variables te has coefficients
in Z[x, y] that are usual Tutte polynomials of smaller matroids obtained from M via contraction
(respectively deletion) of subsets. This allows us to identify a number of combinatorial inter-
pretations for certain evaluations of the equivariant Tutte polynomial, they are summarized in
table 1. We also define an equivariant analogue of the reduced characteristic polynomial of a
matroid, which for graphic matroids is closely related to the chromatic polynomial. Just like
for the Tutte polynomial this is done by performing the pushforward of c([QM ]) to Pn × Pn

equivariantly. The result is the following definition.

Definition 1.3. Let M be a matroid on a groudset E. We define the equivariant reduced
characteristic polynomial χ̂M (q) ∈ Z[E][q] of M as follows:

χ̂M (q) =
(−1)rk(M)

q − 1
· T̂M (1−q, 0, q, 1) =

1

q − 1
·
∑

S⊂E

qrk(M)−rkM (S)(−1)|S| ·
∏

e/∈S

(1+ te)
∏

e∈S

(1+qte).

We observe that both T̂M and χ̂M as well as many of their specializations recover the labelled

matroid M . Our final result investigates precisely which evaluations of T̂M can still recover M .

Acknowledgements. We thank Mateusz Micha lek who introduced us to this subject and
supervised us in the process of writing this article. We further thank Andrzej Weber and
Jaros law A. Wísniewski for helpful discussions on equivariant cohomology rings. The second,
third and fourth author are partially funded by the German Academic Exchange Service DAAD.

2. Preliminaries

We start by briefly recalling a useful tool for studying equivariant cohomology: the localiza-
tion principle. We further describe how the equivariant Gysin homomorphism looks like. In
Section 2.2 we will describe a polytope called permutohedron, to which we associate a smooth,
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toric variety in Section 2.3, called the permutohedral variety. In Section 2.4 we will briefly
discuss its equivariant cohomology ring and how the localization principle applies to it. In Sec-
tion 2.5 we will describe how to pass between localization formula and another description of
equivariant cohomology. We also introduce an equivariant map πn : Πn → Pn × Pn which will
play a crucial role in Section 3. In the last section of the preliminaries we recall the construction
of tautological classes of matroids which were introduced in [BEST]. The pushforward along πn

of these classes gives rise to many interesting polynomials, for example an equivariant version
of the Tutte polynomial, which motivates us to write this article.

2.1. Localization and Gysin pushforward. For the discussion which follows we make a
technical definition:

Definition 2.1. We say that characters χ1, χ2 of a torus T are relatively prime if there are no
a, b ∈ Z \ {0} such that χa

1 = χb
2.

We recall a version of the localization principle, known as Goresky-Kottwitz-MacPherson
theorem, see [AF, Corollary 4.3].

Theorem 2.2. Let X be a nonsingular variety with an action of a torus T such that the set of
torus fixed points XT finite. Let HT (X) be the equivariant cohomology ring with coefficients in
Z. Assume that HT (X) is free over HT (pt). Suppose that for each p ∈ XT , the characters acting
on the tangent space over p are relatively prime. Then the ring HT (XT ) is just Πp∈XTHT (pt),

and HT (X) ⊂ HT (XT ) consists of exactly those tuples (fp)p∈XT ∈ HT (XT ) where the difference

fp−fq is divisible by the character acting on 1-dimensional orbit cp,q connecting points p, q ∈ XT

for all such cp,q.

Suppose that we have smooth varieties X,Y equipped with action of a torus T , such that the
torus-fixed loci XT and Y T are finite. Fix an equivarant map f : X → Y . Let ιX : XT → X and
ιY : Y T → Y be the inclusions of the fixed loci. Then the pullback map f∗ : HT (Y ) → HT (X)
of a class c ∈ HT (Y ) viewed from the perspective of localization principle looks as follows:

(f ◦ ιX)∗(c) =
(
ι∗Y (c)f(p)

)
p∈XT .

For every p ∈ XT and q ∈ Y T denote by T X
p and T Y

q the product of the characters acting
on the tangent spaces over p and over q respectively. The following proposition describes how
the equivariant pushforward in cohomology along the map f looks like in terms of localization.

Proposition 2.3. For a class c ∈ HT (X), points p
ιp
−֒→ XT and f(p)

ιf(p)
−֒−→ Y T the following

diagram is commutative:

HT (X) HT (Y )

HT (p) HT (f(p)).

f∗

ι∗p ι∗
f(p)

·
T Y
f(p)

T X
p

Summing over all points p ∈ f−1(q) gives a formula

ι∗Y (f∗(c))q =
∑

p∈f−1(q)

T Y
q

T X
p

· ι∗X(c)p.

In particular, if q 6∈ f(X) then ι∗Y (f∗(c))q = 0.

2.2. The permutohedron. Let Sn+1 be the group of all bijections of the set [n] = {0, 1, . . . , n}
onto itself. For every σ ∈ Sn+1 we define the corresponding point pσ to be

pσ := (σ−1(0), σ−1(1), . . . , σ−1(n)) ∈ Rn+1.

The permutohedron Pn is defined as the convex hull of the pσ. One can easily show that it

has nonempty interior in the affine hyperplane {v ∈ Rn+1 :
∑n

i=0 vi = n(n+1)
2 }, hence it is an
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n-dimensional polytope, and its vertices are exactly the pσ. For every nonempty, proper subset
S ( [n] we have a corresponding facet FS of Pn, where

FS = conv({v ∈ Pn | vi ∈ {0, . . . , |S| − 1} for all i ∈ S}).

Consider the linear functional ℓS : Rn+1 → R, v 7→
∑

i∈S vi. Since every v ∈ Pn clearly satisfies
ℓS(v) ≥ 0+1+ . . .+(|S|−1) =: cS , Pn is contained in the closed halfspace {v ∈ Rn : ℓS(v) ≥ cs}
and the intersection of Pn with the affine hyperplane {v ∈ Rn : ℓS(v) = cS} is exactly FS . In
fact every facet of Pn arises in this way. This also determines all of the faces of Pn, since every
face is the intersection of the facets containing it. Two vertices pσ, pσ′ of Pn are connected by
an edge, if and only if there is some i ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} such that σ = σ′ ◦ (i, i + 1).

2.3. The permutohedral variety. Let us consider an action of the (n+ 1)-dimensional torus
T ∼= (C∗)n+1 on a vector space V ∼= Cn+1 given in coordinates by

(t0, t1, . . . , tn) · (x0, x1, . . . , xn) = (t0x0, t1x1, . . . , tnxn)

for every (ti)i ∈ T and (xi)i ∈ V . The above action induces a natural action of T on
∧k Cn+1 as

well as on P(
∧k Cn+1) ∼= P(n+1

k )−1, where k is any positive integer. Let
([n]
k

)
denote the set of all

k-element subsets of [n]. If e0, . . . , en is the standard basis of Cn+1, the vectors (
∧

i∈S ei)S∈([n]
k )

form a basis of
∧k Cn+1, which is why we use coordinates p = [pS ]

S∈([n]
k ) or often just p = [pS ]S

for a point p ∈ P(n+1
k )−1.

For all k = 1, . . . , n we have an embedding

(2) φk : T → P(n+1
k )−1, (ti)i 7→

[∏

i∈S

ti
]
S
.

Let Ik be the ideal of C[x0, . . . , xn] generated by all monomials of degree k. We define the
map

(3) φ : T →
n∏

k=1

P(n+1
k )−1

as the product of the maps φk. The n-dimensional permutohedral variety Πn is defined as
the closure of the graph of the map φ. Since the graph of φ is constructible, Zariski- and

Euclidean closure coincide. Using the Segre embedding ψ :
∏n

k=1 P
(n+1

k )−1 → P
∏n

k=1 (n+1
k )−1

one can also view the above construction as a blowup of Pn along the closed scheme given
by the homogeneous ideal I :=

∏n
k=2 Ik. One can also realize this blowup as a sequence of

consecutive blowups: starting from I2 and ending at In, which corresponds to firstly blowing up
the points that have all but one coordinate nonzero, secondly blowing up the strict transforms
of the projective lines given by the vanishing all but two coordinates, and so on. Note that
at every step the strict transforms will be disjoint, because the previous blowup was along an
intersection. In particular every consecutive blowup will be smooth and toric, since we always
blow up along smooth, torus invariant loci. It can be shown that Π is a resolution of singularities
of the graph of the Cremona transformation

P(Cn+1) 99K P(
∧n

Cn+1),

which simply inverts homogeneous coordinates. Note that this rational map is T -equivariant.
If we consider the map

(4) ψ ◦ φ : T → P(n+1
k )−1,

one can easily see that the permutohedron Pn is the polytope corresponding to the permuto-
hedral variety, since Pn is the Minkowski-sum of the hypersimplices ∆k := conv(

∑
i∈S ei : S ⊆

[n], |S| = k), and the Minkowski-sum of polytopes corresponds exactly to the Segre-embedding
of varieties.
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2.4. Torus orbits and the Cohomology Ring of Πn. So far we worked with n+ 1 dimen-
sional torus T ∼= (C∗)n+1 acting on Πn, but there is a smaller, embedded torus i : T ′ → P(Cn+1)
which is just quotient of T by the one-dimensional isotropy subtorus scaling all coordinates of
Cn+1 simultanously. Note that the map p : T → T ′ is surjective. In particular orbits of the
action of T are orbits of the action of T ′ and we can use toric geometry to easily describe
the latter. For any projective toric variety that is given by a polytope, the torus fixed points
correspond to the vertices, and one-dimensional orbits correspond to the edges of the polytope.
It is thus convenient to index fixed points of Πn by permutations.

Remark 2.4. A torus-fixed point qσ corresponding to a vertex pσ can be obtained as a limit of
a special monomial curve cσ defined on T ′. Firstly, consider the curve

cσ1 : C∗ → T, t→ (tσ
−1(0), tσ

−1(1), . . . , tσ
−1(n))).

Composing with the map i ◦ p yields a curve cσ in the permutohedral variety Πn. Identi-
fing Πn with the image of its embedding coming from the polytope Pn (cf. (4)), we see that
lim|t|→∞ cσ(t) = [0 : · · · : 0 : 1 : 0 : · · · : 0] = qσ, where the only nonzero coordinate is the one
indexed by the vertex pσ.

In a similar manner one can show that the one-dimensional orbits are tori given by the
nonvanishing of coordinates pσ and pσ◦(i,i+1) and compute that T acts on this orbit with the

character tσ(i) · t
−1
σ(i+1). Combining the above data with Theorem 2.2 we arrive at the following

result:

Proposition 2.5. The equivariant cohomology ring HT (Πn) of Πn can be viewed as a subring
of

HT (ΠT
n ) =

∏

σ∈Sn+1

Z[t0, t1, . . . , tn]

via restriction to the fixed points. An element (fσ)σ∈Sn+1 ∈ HT (ΠT
n ) belongs to the image of

this map, if and only if fσ − fσ◦(i,i+1) = 0 (mod tσ(i) − tσ(i+1)) holds for all σ ∈ Sn+1 and
i ∈ {0, . . . , n}.

2.5. Equivariant cohomology of Pn×Pn and the map πn : Πn → Pn×Pn. Let us consider
again the (n+ 1)-dimensional torus T = (C∗)n+1 that acts on Cn+1 by scaling each coordinate,
as in Section 2.3. The space

∧nCn+1 can be identified with the dual vector space of Cn+1. We
thus fix the convention that t = (t0, . . . , tn) ∈ T acts on

∧nCn+1 by scaling the i-th basis vector∧
j 6=i ej with t−1

i , where the ei are the standard basis of Cn+1. Proposition 6.1 from [AF, §2]

allows us to describe the equivariant cohomology ring of P(Cn+1):

HT (P(Cn+1)) =
Z[t0, t1, . . . , tn][α](∏n

i=0(α+ ti)
) .

Here the variables ti correspond to the equivariant first Chern class of the trivial bundle over
P(Cn+1), with action given by rescaling the i-th coordinate by ti, and α is the equivariant first
Chern class of the dual of the equivariant tautological bundle. Similarly, because we fixed the
convention of the action of T on

∧nCn+1, we get the natural identification

HT (P(
∧n

Cn+1)) =
Z[t0, t1, . . . , tn][β](∏n

i=0(β − ti)
) .

Here β is again the equivariant first Chern class of the dual tautological bundle. The product
P(Cn+1) × P(

∧nCn+1) is one of the main varieties we will discuss in this article. By abuse of
notation we will often just write Pn × Pn. The Kunneth formula yields that

(5) HT (Pn × Pn)) =
Z[t0, t1, . . . , tn][α, β](∏n

i=0(α + ti),
∏n

i=0(β − ti)
) .

Every element of the equivariant cohomology ring can be identified with a polynomial F in
Z[t0, t1, . . . , tn][α, β] of degree less than n+ 1 with respect to both α and β.



EQUIVARIANT TUTTE POLYNOMIAL 7

Note that for every torus fixed points a ∈ P(Cn+1) and b ∈ P(
∧nCn+1) we have a fixed point

(a, b) ∈ P(Cn+1) × P(
∧nCn+1) in the product, and every fixed point arises in such way. We

now show how to pass from the description (5) to the description via localization.

Proposition 2.6. The restriction map HT (Pn × Pn) → HT ([Pn × Pn]T ) is given by

Z[t0, t1, . . . , tn][α, β]∏n
i=0(α + ti),

∏n
i=0(β − ti)

→
∏

0≤i,j≤n

Z[t0, . . . , tn],

where each tk is mapped to tk, α is mapped to (−ti)i,j and β is mapped to (tj)i,j .

Indeed, the torus acts on the product of tautological bundles OP(Cn+1)(−1) ×OP(
∧n Cn+1)(−1)

over fixed point (i, j) with characters ti and −tj respectively.
For n > 1 we define

(6) πn : Πn → P(Cn+1) × P(
∧n

Cn+1)

to be the composition of the closed embedding Πn →
∏n

k=1 P(
∧k Cn+1)) with the natural

projection to the first and the last factors. For n = 1 we see that Π1
∼= P1 and we define

π1 : Π1 → P1 ×P1 to be the identity on the first factor and the Cremona transformation on the
second (note that the Cremona transformation is an automorphism of P1 and in particular a
regular map). In the case n = 0 we define Π0 to be a point and formally π0 : Π0 → P0 × P0 is
the identity.

Remark 2.7. T -fixed points of Πn are mapped to T -fixed points of Pn × Pn. While the fixed
points of Πn are indexed by permutations, the fixed points of Pn×Pn can be indexed by [n]× [n]
in a natural way. Note that the image of φ, φ1 and φn is dense in respectively Πn,P(Cn+1)
and P(

∧nCn+1). In particular, fixed points can be described as limits of monomial curves as
in Remark 2.4. Composing a curve cσ1 (as in Remark 2.4) with πn ◦ φ = φ1 × φn, and looking
at the coordinate with the largest exponent, we see that the torus-fixed point qσ gets mapped to
(σ(n), σ(0)) by πn.

2.6. Matroids and their tautological (Chern) classes. A matroid M is a pair M = (E,B),
where E is a finite set and B is a non-empty collection of subsets of E, called the bases of M .
The bases of M are required to satisfy the base exchange property, which is inspired by the
Steinitz exchange lemma for vector spaces: If B1, B2 ∈ B are two bases and if v ∈ B1 \B2, then
there exists some w ∈ B2 \B1 such that (B1 \{v})∪{w} ∈ B is a basis. Matroids generalize the
concept of linear dependence in a vector space. For a comprehensive introduction to matroid
theory we recommend [Ox].

When a subset S ⊆ E is considered, we denote its rank as rkM (S) and its nullity as nlM (S) :=
|S| − rkM (S). We also write rk(M) := rkM (E) and crk(M) := nlM (E) for the rank of M and
its dual respectively. We further say that an element e ∈ E is general (in M), if it is neither a
loop nor a coloop in M . By abuse of notation, we will sometimes write ∅ for the unique matroid
with groundset E = ∅.

For this article the most important invariant of a matroid will be its Tutte polynomial
TM (x, y), which was defined in [BO] as

TM (x, y) =
∑

S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S) · (y − 1)nlM (S) ∈ Z[x, y].

This invariant satisfies the following deletion-contraction relation for every matroid M = (E,B)
and each element e ∈ E:

TM (x, y) =





TM\e(x, y) + TM/e(x, y), if e is a general element in M ,

yTM\e(x, y), if e is a loop in M ,

xTM/e(x, y), if e is a coloop in M .

Together with the base case T∅(x, y) = 1 this also uniquely determines TM (x, y) for every ma-
troid.
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In [BEST], the authors assign classes in the equivariant cohomology ring of the permutohedral
variety to a matroid M with groundset [n] := {0, . . . , n}. To do so they consider the lex-first-
basis of M associated to a permutation σ ∈ Sn+1, which can be constructed as follows. First
order the elements of the groundset according to σ:

(σ(0), σ(1), . . . , σ(n)).

Set I−1 = ∅ and traverse the above list from left to right in n + 1 steps. For k = 0, . . . , n set
Ik := Ik−1 ∪ {σ(k)} if Ik−1 ∪ {σ(k)} is independent and set Ik := Ik−1 otherwise. Then In will
be a basis of M and varying σ every basis of M will arise in this way. Equivalently In is the
first basis that appears if one orders all bases of M lexicographically according to σ.

Definition 2.8 (lex-first-basis). The basis In in the above is called the lex-first-basis of M
associated to the permutation σ and is denoted by Bσ.

For any finite set E, we define

Z[E] := Z[te | e ∈ E]

to be the polynomial ring over Z with free variables indexed elements of E. For E′ ⊆ E we will
consider Z[E′] as a subring of Z[E].

Definition 2.9 (tautological classes of matroids). Let us fix a matroid M on ground set E = [n].
We define the i-th tautological sub Chern class of the matroid M as ci([SM ]) ∈

∏
σ∈Sn+1

Z[E]

with

(7) ci([SM ]) := (Elemi({−te}e∈Bσ ))σ,

where Elemj stands for the j-th elementary symmetric polynomial.
Similarly, we define the i-th tautological quotient Chern class ci([QM ]) through

(8) ci([QM ]) := (Elemi({−te}e/∈Bσ
))σ .

Using Theorem 2.2 one can check that the class ci([SM ]) lies in the image of the restriction
HT (Πn) → HT (ΠT

n ). In Section 2.7, we supply a concrete geometrical meaning of the tautolog-
ical classes for representable matroids: this is the first equivariant Chern class of the bundle S
in the Lemma.

We will also work with i-th Chern classes of the duals of the above which are defined simply
by changing −te to te in all polynomials and geometrically indeed corresponds to taking the
dual. For example:

ci([S
∨
M ]) := Elemi({te}e∈Bσ)σ .

To keep track of all classes at the same time we will consider the following graded classes.

Definition 2.10. We define the graded total Chern sub-class c([SM ], x) ∈ HT (Πn)[x] of a
matroid M to be

c([SM ], x) :=

rk(M)∑

j=0

cj([SM ])xj .

Similarly we have the graded total Chern quotient-class c([SM ], y) ∈ HT (Πn)[y] of a matroid
which is

c([SM ], y) :=

crk(M)∑

j=0

cj([QM ])yj .
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2.7. The representable case. A matroid M on a groundset [n] is called representable over
a field K if there exists a set of vectors {v0, . . . , vn} inside some vector space over K such that
{vi}i∈I is independent if and only if I is independent in the matroid M .

We now describe how one can associate a geometric structure to a matroid M . At first
suppose that M is representable by a set of vectors {ē0, . . . , ēn} in a quotient space Cn+1/L for
some r-dimensional space L ⊂ Cn+1. To the subspace L of Cn+1 we associate an equivariant
bundle SL. This bundle is a subbundle of an equivariant trivial bundle isomorphic to Πn×Cn+1

with ti ∈ Tn+1 acting on Cn+1 by scaling ei by t−1
i . As seen in Section 2.3, we have a morphism

Φ : T → T/C∗ →֒ Πn of the (n + 1)-dimensional torus to the permutohedral variety. We start
by defining SL to be L ⊂ Cn+1 over Φ(1 : . . . : 1), and use the torus action of T on L to extend
it to the whole image of Φ, by putting the vector space t · L := {(t−1

0 v0, . . . , t
−1
n vn) | v ∈ L}

over the point Φ(t). Note that if t, t′ ∈ T differ by a constant factor c ∈ C∗, then t · L = t′ · L,
so this is well-defined. Since Φ(T ) is dense in Πn, for arbitrary p ∈ Πn there exists a sequence

(t(m))m ⊂ T such that tm → p. We get a corresponding sequence (t(m) ·L) in the Grassmannian
Gr(r,Cn+1). It is a remarkable property of the permutohedral variety that this limit does not

depend on the choice of the sequence (t(m))m, see [BEST, Lemma 3.5]. By this we get a vector
bundle SL over the permutohedral variety. By doing this for the quotient space Cn+1/L instead
of L, we get a vector bundle QL, which is also the dual bundle of QL.

In the following lemma we describe the characters acting on the bundle SL over the fixed
points. In other words we have to determine what subspace of Cn+1 corresponds to the fiber of
SL over a fixed point and read off the characters of the torus action on this space.

Lemma 2.11. In description oh HT (Πn) via localization, the first equivariant Chern class
c1(SL) is equal to (−

∑
i∈Bσ

ti)σ. In other words, if Lσ is the fiber of SL over qσ, then

Lσ = span(ei | i ∈ Bσ).

We will only sketch a proof here. For a formal proof we refer to [BEST, 3.7].
We look at a torus fixed point qσ corresponding to a permutation σ ∈ Sn+1. Consider the

ordered basis eσ(0), eσ(1), . . . , eσ(n) of Cn+1. Recall that we can reach qσ as a limit of a curve
cσ as described in Remark 2.4. Note that the curve is connecting the point Φ(1 : . . . : 1) with
qσ and we know the fiber over Φ(1 : . . . : 1). All we have to do is to act on the fiber along the
segment joining the two points and see what we get in the limit. Namely on eσ(i) we act with

t−σ−1(σ(i)) = t−i.
Write the spanning vectors of L in the rows of a matrix and take the reduced row echelon

form of the matrix. By definition Bσ =: {i1, . . . , ir} is the set of indices of columns that contain
a leading 1 in the reduced row echelon form. Consider the k-th row of our matrix, where
k ≤ r = dim(L):

(0, . . . , 0, 1, ∗, . . . , ∗)

where 1 appears on position ik. Acting on the span of this vector and taking t→ ∞ we obtain
span(eik), so eik ∈ Lσ. Performing the above for all k we see that the subspace L degenerates
to the subspace spanned by (ei1 , ei2 , ..., eir ).

3. Pushforward of graded total chern classes

We consider the result in this section as an equivariant analog of [BEST, Theorem A]. We
will establish a closed formula for the pushforward of product of c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w) along the
map πn : XE → Pn × Pn (see formula (6) in Section 2.5 for the definition of πn and Definition
2.10 for graded Chern classes). Adapting the approach of [BEST, §4], we will accomplish this by
proving analogous deletion-contraction relations for both the pushforward and the desired closed
formula, allowing for a straightforward inductive proof. Relating to notation from Proposition
2.3 we will abbreviate Tσ for Tqσ for a fixed point qσ ∈ Πn. Similarly we set Ta,b to be the
product of the characters acting on the tangent space over a point in P(Cn+1) × P(

∧nCn+1)
indexed by (a, b) ∈ [n] × [n] (see Remark 2.7 for more about indexing).
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Theorem 3.1. Let M be a matroid on a ground set E of cardinality n+ 1, where n ≥ 0. Then
for any a, b ∈ E, we have

πn∗

(
c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w)
)
a,b

= FM (−ta, tb, z, w),

where FM ∈ Z[E][α, β, z, w] is a polynomial given by

FM (α, β, z, w) :=
1

α+ β

∑

S⊂E

(1 − αz)rk(M)−rkM (S)(1 + αw)crk(M)−nlM (S)(1 + βz)rkM (S) ·

· (1 − βw)nlM (S)
∏

e∈S

(α+ te)
∏

e/∈S

(β − te).

Observe that FM is indeed a polynomial, since mod α+ β, the sum becomes
∑

S⊆E

(1 + βz)rk(M)(1 − βw)crk(M)
∏

e∈E

(β − te) · (−1)|S| =

=

[
(1 + βz)rk(M)(1 − βw)crk(M)

∏

e∈E

(β − te)

]
· (1 − 1)|E| = 0.

Note that when viewing the cohomology of Pn × Pn as (5), the Theorem simply states that

πn∗

(
c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w)
)

= FM (α, β, z, w)

holds in HT (Pn×Pn)[z, w]. For convenience, let us denote ξM := c([S∨
M ], z)c([QM ], w). We first

establish a deletion-contraction relation for FM :

Proposition 3.2. Let ê ∈ E. Then

FM =





(1 + αw)(β − tê)FM\ê + (1 + βz)(α + tê)FM/ê, if ê is a general element in M ,

(1 − têw)(α + β)FM\ê, if ê is a loop in M ,

(1 + têz)(α + β)FM/ê, if ê is a coloop in M .

Proof. In the sum over S ⊆ E defining FM , let us split the terms into a sum over ê /∈ S ⊆ E
and another sum over ê ∈ S ⊆ E.

Let us first work in the case when ê is general. For ê /∈ S ⊆ E, we then have rkM (S) =
rkM\ê(S), and thus nlM (S) = nlM\ê(S), as well as rk(M) = rk(M \ ê) and crk(M) = crk(M \
ê) + 1, giving

1

α+ β

∑

ê/∈S⊂E

(1 − αz)rk(M)−rkM (S)(1 + αw)crk(M)−nlM (S)(1 + βz)rkM (S)(1 − βw)nlM (S) ·

·
∏

e∈S

(α+ te)
∏

e∈E\S

(β − te).

= (1 + αw)(β − te)
1

α+ β

∑

S⊆E\{ê}

(1 − αz)rk(M\ê)−rkM\ê(S)(1 + αw)crk(M\ê)−nlM\ê(S) ·

· (1 + βz)rkM\ê(S)(1 − βw)nlM\ê(S)
∏

e∈S

(α+ te)
∏

e∈(E\{ê})\S

(β − te)

= (1 + αw)(β − tê)FM\ê.

In a similar vein, if we consider ê ∈ S ⊆ E and denote S′ := S \ {ê}, we observe rkM (S) =
rkM/ê(S

′) + 1, nlM (S) = nlM/ê(S
′) (in particular, this holds for S = E) and obtain

1

α+ β

∑

ê∈S⊂E

(1 − αz)rk(M)−rkM (S)(1 + αw)crk(M)−nlM (S)(1 + βz)rkM (S)(1 − βw)nlM (S) ·
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·
∏

e∈S

(α+ te)
∏

e/∈S

(β − te).

= (1 + βz)(α + tê)FM/ê,

which finishes the proof of the case when ê is a general element.
Since the loop and coloop cases are very analogous, let us only show the former. As in the

previous case, the ê /∈ S ⊆ E terms contribute (1 + αw)(β − tê)FM\ê. But since we know ê is a
loop, we may relate the ê ∈ S ⊆ E terms to FM\ê as well. In particular, denoting S′ = S \ {ê},

we get rkM (S) = rkM\ê(S
′) and nlM (S) = nlM\ê(S

′) + 1 (again, this holds for S = E as a
special case), so the ê ∈ S ⊆ E terms contribute

(1 − βw)(α + tê)FM\ê,

giving

FM =
(

(1 + αw)(β − tê) + (1 − βw)(α + tê)
)
FM\ê = (1 − têw)(α + β)FM\ê

in total. �

Now we focus on establishing an analogous relation for πn∗ (ξM ). Since in the map πn :
XE → Pn × Pn, the torus-fixed point of XE corresponding to a permutation σ̃ ∈ Bij(E) will be
mapped to the torus-fixed point of Pn×Pn corresponding to the pair (σ̃(n), σ̃(0)), we write the
pushforward in terms of the localizations at fixed points using the respective tangent directions
as

(9) πn∗ (ξM )a,b = T Pn×Pn

a,b

∑

σ̃∈Bij(E)
σ̃(n)=a
σ̃(0)=b

(ξM )σ̃

T XE
σ̃

.

In the following, we will treat permutations as ordered tuples of elements. The main idea for
the deletion-contraction relation for this pushforward is that we group together the terms for
those σ̃ ∈ Bij(E) that, as tuples, yield the same tuple σ ∈ Bij(E \ {ê}) by omitting the element
ê. For this, we use several observations from [BEST] connecting σ̃ and σ in this situation. We
denote by σℓ, for ℓ = 0, . . . , n, the permutation in Bij(E) that is obtained from σ by inserting
ê in position ℓ, i.e. so that σℓ(ℓ) = ê.

Lemma 3.3 ([BEST], Lemma 4.4, Definition 4.5). Consider a matroid M on ground set E and
a permutation σ ∈ Bij(E \ {ê}). Then there exists an index kσ = kσ(M) ∈ {−1, . . . , n} such
that

• Bσℓ(M) = Bσ(M / ê) ⊔ {ê} whenever ℓ ≤ kσ,
• Bσℓ(M) = Bσ(M \ ê) whenever ℓ > kσ, and
• Bσ(M / ê) ⊔ {kσ} = Bσ(M \ ê).

Note that ê is a loop exactly when kσ = −1, and a coloop exactly when kσ = n.

As an immediate consequence of these relations of bases, we can observe the behavior of
Chern classes under this omission-insertion:

Lemma 3.4 ([BEST], Lemma 4.6). Let M be a matroid on ground set E ∋ ê and consider
σ ∈ Bij(E \ {ê}).

(a) For any ℓ = 0, . . . , n, we have

c([S∨
M ], z)σℓ =

{
(1 + têz) · c([S

∨
M/ê], z)σ , if ℓ ≤ kσ(M),

c([S∨
M\ê], z)σ , if ℓ > kσ(M),

c([QM ], w)σℓ =

{
c([QM/ê], w)σ , if ℓ ≤ kσ(M),

(1 − têw) · c([QM\ê], w)σ , if ℓ > kσ(M),
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(ξM )σℓ =

{
(1 + têz) · (ξM/ê)σ , if ℓ ≤ kσ(M),

(1 − têw) · (ξM\ê)σ, if ℓ > kσ(M).

(b) If ê is a general element in M , i.e. if k = kσ(M) is neither −1 nor n, then

(1 + tσ(k)z) · c([S
∨
M/ê], z)σ = c([S∨

M\ê], z)σ ,

(1 − tσ(k)w) · c([QM\ê], w)σ = c([QM/ê], w)σ .

With these lemmas, we may prove the deletion-contraction relation for the pushforward:

Proposition 3.5. Let ê ∈ E be distinct from both of a, b ∈ E. Then

πn∗ (ξM )a,b =





(1 − taw)(tb − tê)π
n−1
∗ (ξM\ê)a,b + if ê is a general

+ (1 + tbz)(tê − ta)πn−1
∗ (ξM/ê)a,b, element in M ,

(1 − têw)(tb − ta)πn−1
∗ (ξM\ê)a,b, if ê is a loop in M ,

(1 + têz)(tb − ta)πn−1
∗ (ξM/ê)a,b, if ê is a coloop in M .

Proof. We start by recalling

(9) πn∗ (ξM )a,b = T Pn×Pn

a,b

∑

σ̃∈Bij(E)
σ̃(n)=a
σ̃(0)=b

(ξM )σ̃

T XE
σ̃

.

We reorder the sum by setting σ̃ = σℓ, where σ runs through those permutations in Bij(E \{ê})
that satisfy σ(n− 1) = a, σ(0) = b and ℓ runs through 1, . . . , n− 1 (since ê cannot be the first
or the last element in σ̃).

With this reordering, we wish to rewrite (ξM )σℓ and T XE

σℓ more directly in terms of σ and ℓ.
For (ξM )σℓ , this is contained in Lemma 3.4(a), whereas for the tangent directions, we easily see

T XE

σℓ =

n∏

i=1

(tσℓ(i−1) − tσℓ(i)) =
(tσ(ℓ−1) − tê)(tê − tσ(ℓ))

tσ(ℓ−1) − tσ(ℓ)

n−1∏

i=1

(tσ(i−1) − tσ(i)) =

=
(tσ(ℓ−1) − tê)(tê − tσ(ℓ))

tσ(ℓ−1) − tσ(ℓ)
T

XE\{ê}
σ .

Similarly, we can also express the tangent directions on Pn × Pn in relation to those on Pn−1 ×
Pn−1, where we use coordinates E \ {ê}:

T Pn×Pn

a,b =
∏

e 6=a

(te − ta)
∏

e 6=b

(tb − te) = (tê − ta)(tb − tê) · T
Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b .

At this point, it is advantageous to distinguish the loop and coloop cases:

• Case kσ(M) = −1, i.e. ê is a loop in M . Then all the terms in (9) relate to classes
corresponding to M \ ê:

πn∗ (ξM )a,b = (tê − ta)(tb − tê) · T
Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

n−1∑

ℓ=1

(1 − têw)(ξM\ê)σ · (tσ(ℓ−1) − tσ(ℓ))

T
XE\{ê}
σ (tσ(ℓ−1) − tê)(tê − tσ(ℓ))

=

= (1 − têw) · T Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(tê − ta)(tb − tê)
n−1∑

ℓ=1

(
1

tσ(ℓ−1) − tê
−

1

tσ(ℓ) − tê

)
.

In the last expression, we recognize a telescoping sum, allowing a simplification

n−1∑

ℓ=1

(
1

tσ(ℓ−1) − tê
−

1

tσ(ℓ) − tê

)
=

1

tσ(0) − tê
−

1

tσ(n−1) − tê
=

1

tb − tê
−

1

ta − tê
=

tb − ta
(tb − tê)(tê − ta)

.
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Thus we finish this case with

πn∗ (ξM )a,b = (1 − têw)(tb − ta) · T Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

= (1 − têw)(tb − ta) · πn−1
∗ (ξM\ê).

• Case kσ(M) = n, i.e. ê is a coloop in M . We proceed in almost the same way as in the
previous case obtaining

πn∗ (ξM )a,b = (1 + têz)(tb − ta) · πn−1
∗ (ξM/ê).

• Case 1 ≤ kσ(M) ≤ n− 1, i.e. ê is general in M . In accordance with Lemma 3.4(a), we
split our sums into ℓ ≤ kσ and ℓ > kσ:

πn∗ (ξM )a,b = T Pn×Pn

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

[
kσ∑

i=1

(ξM/ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 + têz)

(
1

tσ(ℓ−1) − tê
−

1

tσ(ℓ) − tê

)
+

+
n−1∑

i=kσ+1

(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 − têw)

(
1

tσ(ℓ−1) − tê
−

1

tσ(ℓ) − tê

)
 .

We telescope the inner sums and obtain

πn∗ (ξM )a,b = T Pn×Pn

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

[
(ξM/ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 + têz)
tσ(kσ) − tb

(tb − tê)(tσ(kσ) − tê)
+

+
(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 − têw)
ta − tσ(kσ)

(tσ(kσ ) − tê)(ta − tê)

]
=

= T Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

[
(ξM/ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 + têz)(tê − ta)
tσ(kσ) − tb

tσ(kσ) − tê
+

+
(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 − têw)(tb − tê)
tσ(kσ) − ta

tσ(kσ) − tê

]
.(10)

At this point, let us subtract the right hand side

(1 − taw)(tb − tê)π
n−1
∗ (ξM\ê)a,b + (1 + tbz)(tê − ta)πn−1

∗ (ξM/ê)a,b =

= T Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

[
(ξM/ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 + tbz)(tê − ta) +
(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(1 − taw)(tb − tê)

]

of the deletion-contraction formula we wish to prove from (10) and show the result will
be zero. It turns out that this resulting “error sum” is actually term-wise zero, after we
further simplify expressions using Lemma 3.4(b):

πn∗ (ξM )a,b −
(

(1 − taw)(tb − tê)π
n−1
∗ (ξM\ê)a,b + (1 + tbz)(tê − ta)πn−1

∗ (ξM/ê)a,b

)
=

= T Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

[
(ξM/ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(
(1 + têz)(tê − ta)

tσ(kσ) − tb

tσ(kσ) − tê
− (1 + tbz)(tê − ta)

)
+
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+
(ξM\ê)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ

(
(1 − têw)(tb − tê)

tσ(kσ) − ta

tσ(kσ) − tê
− (1 − taw)(tb − tê)

)]
=

= T Pn−1×Pn−1

a,b

∑

σ∈Bij(E\{ê})
σ(n−1)=a
σ(0)=b

c([S∨
M/ê], z)σc([QM\ê], w)σ

T
XE\{ê}
σ (tσ(kσ) − tê)

·

·
[
(1 − tσ(kσ)w)(tê − ta)

(
(1 + têz)(tσ(kσ) − tb) − (1 + tbz)(tσ(kσ ) − tê)

)
+

+ (1 + tσ(kσ)z)(tb − tê)
(

(1 − têw)(tσ(kσ) − ta) − (1 − taw)(tσ(kσ ) − tê)
)]
.

Finally, it suffices to show that the last expression in brackets is identically zero, which
is easy to verify directly thanks to

(1 + têz)(tσ(kσ) − tb) − (1 + tbz)(tσ(kσ ) − tê) = −(1 + tσ(kσ)z)(tb − tê),

(1 − têw)(tσ(kσ ) − ta) − (1 − taw)(tσ(kσ ) − tê) = (1 − tσ(kσ)w)(tê − ta). �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. From Propositions 3.2 and 3.5, we see that FM (−ta, tb, z, w) and πn∗ (ξM )a,b
satisfy the same deletion-contraction relations. Hence, once we verify their equality on base
cases, an induction on the cardinality of E will prove the theorem.

Given a, b, as long as E \ {a, b} is non-empty, we choose an ê from it and apply the deletion-
contraction relations along with the inductive hypothesis to prove the theorem. Thus, as base
cases, it suffices to check the cases when E = {a, b}, which specifically only allows for n ∈ {0, 1},
i.e. matroids on 1 or 2 elements:

• n = 0. Then XE = pt = Pn × Pn and the map πn is the identity. Suppose E = {e} (so
a = b = e), then

π0
∗(ξM )e,e = (ξM )(e) =

{
1 − tew, if e is a loop,

1 + tez, if e is a coloop.

On the other hand, we see

Fm(α, β, z, w) =

{
1

α+β ((1 + αw)(β − te) + (1 − βw)(α + te)) , if e is a loop,
1

α+β ((1 − αz)(β − te) + (1 + βz)(α + te)) , if e is a coloop

=

{
1 − tew, if e is a loop,

1 + tez, if e is a coloop,

so indeed FM (−te, te, z, w) = π0
∗(ξM )e,e.

• n = 1. If it were the case that a = b, we could choose an ê ∈ E \ {a} and apply the
deletion-contraction relation, so it suffices to check the case when a 6= b. In (9), the
conditions σ̃(1) = a, σ̃(0) = b completely determine the permutation as σ̃ = (b, a), so

π1
∗(ξM )a,b = (tb − ta)2 ·

(ξM )(b,a)

tb − ta
= (tb − ta)(ξM )(b,a).

On the other hand, in FM (−ta, tb, z, w), we are dividing by the non-zero element tb− ta,
so we may ignore zero terms in the sum, i.e. all terms except S = {b}. Thus we get

FM (−ta, tb, z, w) =
1

tb − ta
· (1 + taz)

rkM ({b,a})−rkM ({b})(1 − taw)nlM ({b,a})−nlM ({b}) ·

· (1 + tbz)
rkM ({b})(1 − tbw)nlM ({b}) · (tb − ta)2.

Since

(1 + taz)
rkM ({b,a})−rkM ({b})(1 − taw)nlM ({b,a})−nlM ({b}) =

{
1 + taz, if a ∈ B(b,a)(M),

1 − taw, if a /∈ B(b,a)(M)
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and similarly

(1 + tbz)
rkM ({b})(1 − tbw)nlM ({b}) =

{
1 + tbz, if b ∈ B(b,a)(M),

1 − tbw, if b /∈ B(b,a)(M),

we conclude that indeed FM (−ta, tb, z, w) = (tb − ta)(ξM )(b,a) = π1
∗(ξM )a,b. �

4. Equivariant Tutte polynomial

In this section, we define a polynomial invariant of matroids that generalizes the usual Tutte
polynomial to an equivariant context, and relate it to the pushforward of c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w).
We are motivated in this by a non-equivariant result of [BEST], Theorem A. There the authors
prove that

(11)

∫

XE

c([S∨
Un,E

], x)c([QU1,E
], y)c([S∨

M ], z)c([QM ], w) =

=
(y + z)rk(M)(x +w)crk(M)

x+ y
TM

(
x + y

y + z
,
x+ y

x+ w

)
,

where
∫
XE

denotes the degree map (i.e. pushforward to a point) and everything is considered

non-equivariantly.
The left-hand side can be viewed as a non-equivariant analog of FM (α, β, z, w). As we proved

in Section 3, the polynomial FM is the pushforward of c([S∨
M ], z)c([QM ], w) to Pn × Pn, with

the variables α, β corresponding to pullbacks of hyperplanes coming from the two projective
spaces. In contrast, (11) is obtained by first intersecting with pullbacks of α, β to XE a number
of times and then pushing forward to a point. Since non-equivariantly intersecting with α,
β to a power higher than the dimension of a subvariety will give zero, one may think of the
repeated intersection with α, β as a way to eliminate terms of high degree, while the degree map
annihilates terms of low degree. Hence, varying the exponents i, j in αi, βj will precisely give
the coefficients of the pushforward of c([QM ], z)c([SM ], w) in the non-equivariant cohomology
ring of Pn × Pn extended with two formal variables z, w, namely in

(
Z[r, s]/〈rn+1, sn+1〉

)
[z, w].

These are therefore precisely the coefficients of the non-equivariant version of FM (r, s, z, w)
read as a polynomial in r, s, i.e. the polynomial in r, s that we obtain when we substitute
all te = 0 in the FM . However, note that the grading is reversed: The term that comes from
intersecting with αiβj will give the coefficient of rn+1−isn+1−j. Therefore we will reverse the
grading of the first two variables r, s in FM (r, s, z, w) by replacing them by 1

r ,
1
s and cancelling

the denominators. In other words, we will now consider

(rs)|E|−1FM

(
1

r
,
1

s
, z, w

)
∈ Z[E][r, s, z, w].

From (11) we know that after substituting all te = 0 this will exactly be

(rs)|E|−1FM

(
1

r
,

1

s
, z, w

)∣∣∣∣
te=0,e∈E

=
(s+ z)rk(M)(r + w)crk(M)

r + s
TM

(
r + s

s+ z
,
r + s

r + w

)
.

We will now use this to motivate a definition an equivariant verion of the Tutte polynomial of a

matroid M by not substituting the te-variables to zero. The polynomial T̂M (x, y, r, s) that we
want to define should therefore satisfy

T̂M

(
r + s

s+ z
,
r + s

r + w
, r, s

)
= (rs)|E|−1 r + s

(s+ z)rk(M)(r + w)crk(M)
FM

(
1

r
,
1

s
, z, w

)
.(12)

Unraveling the closed form of FM , a straightforward manipulation reveals the following:

FM

(
1

r
,
1

s
, z, w

)
=

1
1
r + 1

s

∑

S⊂E

[(
1 +

z

s

)rkM (S) (
1 −

w

s

)nlM (S) (
1 −

z

r

)rk(M)−rkM (S)

(
1 +

w

r

)crk(M)−nlM (S) ∏

e/∈S

(
1

s
− te

)∏

e∈S

(
te +

1

r

)]
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=
rs

r + s
·

1

(rs)|E|

∑

S⊂E

[
(s+ z)rkM (S)(s− w)nlM (S) (r − z)rk(M)−rkM (S)

(r + w)crk(M)−nlM (S)
∏

e/∈S

(1 − ste)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)

]

=
(s + z)rk(M)(r + w)crk(M)

(rs)|E|−1(r + s)

∑

S⊂E

[(
r − z

s+ z

)rk(M)−rkM (S)(s− w

r + w

)nlM (S)

∏

e/∈S

(1 − ste)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)

]

=
(s + z)rk(M)(r + w)crk(M)

(rs)|E|−1(r + s)

∑

S⊂E

[(
r + s

s+ z
− 1

)rk(M)−rkM (S)( r + s

r + w
− 1

)nlM (S)

∏

e/∈S

(1 − ste)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)

]
.

Hence, after substituting back into (12), all the factors cancel and we get

T̂M

(
r + s

s+ z
,
r + s

r + w
, r, s

)
=
∑

S⊂E

[(
r + s

s+ z
− 1

)rk(M)−rkM (S)( r + s

r + w
− 1

)nlM (S)

∏

e/∈S

(1 − ste)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)

]
.

Therefore, we propose the following definition of an equivariant version of the Tutte polynomial
associated to a matroid M :

Definition 4.1 (Equivariant Tutte polynomial). Let M be a matroid with ground set E. Then
we define the equivariant Tutte polynomial of M as the following four-variable polynomial with
coefficients in Z[E]:

T̂M (x, y, r, s) =
∑

S⊆E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste).

By convention, we set T̂M (x, y, r, s) = 1 ∈ Z for M supported on the empty ground set.

Note that setting either r and s, or te for all e to zero recovers the usual Tutte polynomial.
The usual Tutte polynomial satisfies a number of notable properties, for example passing to

the dual matroid corresponds to exchanging the variables. Further, the Tutte polynomial is also
multiplicative under direct sum of matroids. It turns out that the equivariant Tutte polynomial
satisfies similar properties.

Proposition 4.2 (dual matroid, sum of matroids). Let M and N be matroids and M∗ the dual
of M . Then

T̂M∗(x, y, r, s) = T̂M (y, x, s, r),

T̂M⊕N = T̂M · T̂N .

Proof. We will prove the claim about the dual matroid first. Since rkM∗(S) = |S| + rkM (E \
S) − rk(M), we have

rk(M∗) − rkM∗(S) = |E \ S| − rkM (E \ S) = nlM (E \ S)

and

nlM∗(S) = rk(M) − rkM (E \ S)

and so

T̂M∗(x, y, r, s) =
∑

S⊆E

(x− 1)rk(M∗)−rkM∗ (S)(y − 1)nlM∗ (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste) =
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=
∑

S⊆E

(y − 1)rk(M)−rkM (E\S)(x− 1)nlM (E\S)
∏

e∈E\S

(1 + ste)
∏

e/∈E\S

(1 + rte) =

= T̂M (x, y, s, r).

In the last equality we used the fact that summing over subsets is the same as summing over
their complements.

Now we will prove the second claim for matroids M and N . Set P = M ⊕N . If the ground
sets of M and N are E and F respectively, then the ground set of P may be identified with
the disjoint union E ∪ F . If we consider S ⊆ E ∪ F and denote S1 = S ∩ E, S2 = S ∩ F , then
rkP (S) = rkM (S1) + rkN (S2). As a special case, this means rk(P ) = rk(M) + rk(N). Lastly,
since cardinality is additive with respect to disjoint unions, we also have

nlP (S) = nlM (S1) + nlN (S2).

Thus we obtain

T̂P (x, y, r, s) =
∑

S⊆E∪F

(x− 1)rk(P )−rkP (S)(y − 1)nlP (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e∈(E∪F )\S

(1 + ste)

=



∑

S1⊆E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S1)(y − 1)nlM (S1)
∏

e∈S1

(1 + rte)
∏

e∈E\S1

(1 + ste)


 ·

·


∑

S2⊆F

(x− 1)rk(N)−rkN (S2)(y − 1)nlN (S2)
∏

e∈S2

(1 + rte)
∏

e∈F\S2

(1 + ste)




= T̂M (x, y, r, s) · T̂N (x, y, r, s).

The second equality holds because of the additive behaviors above and the bijective correspon-
dence between subsets S ⊆ E ∪ F and pairs of subsets S1 ⊆ E, S2 ⊆ F . �

One of the definitions of the usual Tutte polynomial is by a deletion-contraction relation.
Our equivariant Tutte polynomial satisfies a similar relation. In our case, the relation involves
expressions that are linear in te, where e is the element being deleted-contracted. Once again, by
setting all te to zero, one recovers the deletion-contraction relation of the usual Tutte polynomial.

Proposition 4.3 (Deletion-contraction relation of equivariant Tutte polynomial). The equi-
variant Tutte polynomial of a matroid M satisfies the following relation with respect to deleting
or contracting an edge ê depending on whether ê is a general element, a loop or a coloop:

(a) If ê is a general element, then

T̂M = (1 + stê) · T̂M\ê + (1 + rtê) · T̂M/ê.

(b) If ê ∈ E is a loop, then

T̂M =
(

(y − 1)(1 + rtê) + (1 + stê)
)
· T̂M\ê.

(c) If ê ∈ E is a coloop, then

T̂M =
(

(x− 1)(1 + stê) + (1 + rtê)
)
· T̂M/ê.

Proof. First we resolve the case when ê is a general element. We split the sum indexed by
S ⊆ E in the definition of the equivariant Tutte polynomial according to whether ê belongs to
S or not:

T̂M (x, y, r, s) =
∑

S⊆E
ê/∈S

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste) +(13)

+
∑

S⊆E
ê∈S

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste).
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If ê /∈ S, then we can identify S as a subset in the matroid M \ ê. Note that rk(M \ ê) = rk(M)
and rkM\ê is merely a restriction of rkM , so if we compare the first sum in (13) to the definition

of T̂M\ê, we see that exponents are the same, meaning the only difference is the additional factor

1 + ste. Thus the first sum adds up to (1 + stê)T̂M\ê.

Now we will similarly prove that the second sum in (13) is equal to (1 + rtê)T̂M/ê. To
see this, note that the rank of M decreases by one after contraction of ê. Under the natural
identification of subsets of S containing ê of M with subsets S′ := S \ {ê} of M/ê, we further
have |S| − 1 = |S′|, rkM (S) − 1 = rkM/ê(S

′). So as above, in comparing the second sum in (13)

to the definition of T̂M/ê, the expressions differ only by an additional factor of 1 + rte, meaning

we obtain (1 + rte)T̂M/ê. Adding the two sums yields our claim (a).
Next, let us assume that ê is a loop. Then we have rk(M \ ê) = rk(M). Also, if ê /∈ S, then

rkM (S) = rkM\ê(S), so the first sum in (13) is equal to (1+stê)T̂M/ê as before. As to the second

sum, we can naturally identify a subset S of M containing ê with the subset S′ := S \ {ê} of
M \ ê. We then have rkM (S) = rkM\ê(S

′) but |S| − 1 = |S′|. Using this, we see that compared

to the definition of T̂M\ê, the second sum in (13) differs in the exponent of y−1 being greater by

1 as well as in an additional factor of 1+ rte, so the second sum adds up to (y−1)(1+ rte)T̂M\ê.
Adding the two results together, we obtain our claim (b).

The case of a coloop proceeds analogously, so we omit it. �

Our next goal is to prove that the assignment M 7→ T̂M (x, y, r, s) ∈ Z[E][x, y, r, s] is valuative,
i.e. is compatible with subdivisions of the base polytope of M into base polytopes of smaller
matroids. We quickly recall the following definition.

Definition 4.4. (a) Let M be a matroid of rank r on the groundset E, then the base poly-
tope of M is by definition

P (M) := conv

({
∑

b∈B

eb | B is a basis of M

})
⊂ RE

where eb ∈ RE denotes the b-th standard basis vector. This polytope is contained in the
affine subspace of vectors with coordinate sum r. We denote by 1P (M) : RE → {0, 1} its
indicator function which takes value one exactly when the input belongs to P (M).

(b) Fix r ∈ N0, a finite set E and an abelian group G. Denote by Matr(E) the free abelian
group generated by rank r matroids on E. A group morphism f : Matr(E) → G is said
to be valuative if for every element

∑
M zMM ∈ Matr(M), where the sum ranges over

all rank r matroids on E and zM ∈ Z are integers, we have the following implication:

∑

M

zM1P (M) ≡ 0 on all of Rn =⇒ f

(
∑

M

zMM

)
= 0 ∈ G

For more details on valuativity we refer to [EHL]. Here we will only prove the following result
which follows from a valuativity result shown in [BEST].

Proposition 4.5. The map M 7→ T̂M (x, y, r, s) ∈ Z[E][x, y, r, s] assigning to a matroid its
equivariant Tutte polynomial extends to a valuative group morphism Matr(E) → Z[E][x, y, r, s]
for every r ∈ N0 and every finite set E. In particular the same is true for any evaluation of

T̂M (x, y, r, s), and therefore for any of the entries of table 1.

Proof. Proposition 5.6 from [BEST] shows that the assignment M 7→ c([S∨], a)c([QM ], b) ex-
tends to a valuative morphism. Since the pushforward map is additive, we conclude that
the same holds for the pushforward of this product to Pn × Pn, that is for the assignment
M 7→ FM (a, b, z, w) ∈ HT (Pn × Pn)[a, b]. Any sort of substitution preserves this property, but

to obtain T̂M we also need to multiply by some factor. For this to preserve valuativity it is
important that this factor does not depend on the matroid M but only on its rank and on E,

which are both fixed. The first step to get T̂M from FM was to revert the grading of the first two
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variables. To do so we substitute a→ 1
r , b→

1
s and then multiply by (rs)|E|−1. Since this factor

is independent of M we see that the assignment M 7→ (rs)|E|−1FM (1
r ,

1
s , z, w) ∈ Z[E][r, s, z, w]

extends to a valuative group morphism. Next note that by 12

T̂M

(
r + s

s+ z
,
r + s

r + w
, r, s

)
= (rs)|E|−1 r + s

(s+ z)rk(M)(r +w)crk(M)
FM

(
1

r
,

1

s
, z, w

)
.

Since the factor r+s
(s+z)rk(M)(r+w)crk(M) depends only on the rank of M and on E, this is still

valuative. Lastly we perform the substitution z → r+s−sx
x , w → r+s−ry

y to obtain T̂M (x, y, r, s).

As substitutions preserve valuativity, we get the desired result. �

To close out this section, we examine some particular examples of the equivariant Tutte
polynomial in families of matroids where we can express it in a simple form.

Example 4.6. Let us a consider a matroid M on ground set E that contains no general ele-
ments, i.e. is a collection of loops and coloops. Denoting its set of loops as L ⊆ E, an easy
induction via Proposition 4.3 (b), (c) then yields

T̂M (x, y, r, s) =
∏

e∈L

(
y + (yr − r + s)te

)∏

e/∈L

(
x+ (xs− s+ r)te

)
.

Example 4.7. Next we express the equivariant Tutte polynomial of the corank 1 uniform ma-
troid M = Un,E on ground set E of size n+ 1, that is the graphic matroid coming from a cycle
of length n + 1. In Definition 4.1, each term corresponding to S ⊆ E depends just on the set
itself, its rank rkM (S) and the overall rank rk(M). The rank function of Un,E agrees with that
of Un+1,E for all S except S = E, while the overall rank is smaller by 1. Further, we know the
equivariant Tutte polynomial of Un+1,E from the previous example, since it is just a collection
of coloops. So, accounting for these discrepancies, we get

T̂M =
T̂Un+1,E

− (x− 1)0(y − 1)0
∏

e∈E(1 + rte)

x− 1
+ (x− 1)0(y − 1)1

∏

e∈E

(1 + rte) =

=
1

x− 1

(
∏

e∈E

(
x+ (xs− s+ r)te

)
−
∏

e∈E

(1 + rte)

)
+ (y − 1)

∏

e∈E

(1 + rte).

Notice that uniform matroids are preserved under relabeling their groundset, hence this polyno-
mial has to be symmetric in the te-variables. Indeed, if we factor out the product above to write
it in terms of the monomial basis in the te-variables, we see that for each A ⊆ E the coefficient
of the monomial tA :=

∏
e∈A te only depends on |A|. This makes it easy to write the expression

in terms of elementary symmetric polynomials.

T̂M =
∑

A⊆E

(
(xs − s+ r)|A|x|E\A| − r|A|

x− 1
+ (y − 1)r|A|

)
∏

e∈A

te =

=

n+1∑

k=0

(
(xs− s+ r)kxn+1−k − rk

x− 1
+ (y − 1)rk

)
Elemk({te}e∈E).

5. Equivariant Tutte-Grothendieck

Our tool to understand the pushforward of c([QM ], w)c([S∨
M ], z) was by analyzing how these

invariants change under deletion and contraction of an element in M . In general there is a way
to express a matroid invariant that satisfies certain deletion-contraction-relations in a closed
form. The classically known way to do this is via the following result from ([BO], Section 6.2).

Proposition 5.1 (Generalized Tutte-Grothendieck invariants). Associated to a matroid M with
finite ground set E, there is a unique polynomial GM (u, v, a, b, γ) ∈ Z[u, v, a, b, γ] that satisfies
the following recursive relations:
Base case: If E = ∅ then

GM (u, v, a, b, γ) = γ.
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Recursion: If E 6= ∅ and e ∈ E then

GM (u, v, a, b, γ) =





aGM\e(u, v, a, b, γ) + bGM/e(u, v, a, b, γ), if e is a general element in M ,

vGM\e(u, v, a, b, γ), if e is a loop in M ,

uGM/e(u, v, a, b, γ) if e is a coloop in M .

In closed form this polynomial is given as

GM (u, v, a, b) = γbrk(M)acrk(M)TM

(u
b
,
v

a

)
∈ Z[u, v, a, b, γ],

where

TM (s, t) =
∑

S⊆E

(s− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(t− 1)nlM (S)

is the usual Tutte polynomial.

We say that some matroid invariant GM with values in some ring R is a specialization of the
Tutte polynomial if we can find elements x, y, z, w ∈ R such that GM = xrk(M)ycrk(M)TM (z, w).
The statement above then says that every matroid invariant that satisfies deletion-contraction
relations with a, b 6= 0 (in the notation of the Proposition) is a specialization of TM . However,
if for some matroid invariant we have a = 0 or b = 0, then this invariant cannot be obtained
by multiplying some evaluation of TM (s, t) by a factor that only depends on the rank of the
matroid. Such invariants can still be recovered from TM (s, t) but the process requires to read
of certain coefficients rather than just performing substitutions.

Notice that for the invariants that we considered so far this result cannot be applied since the
deletion-contraction relations for us linearly depend on the variable te indexed by the element e
that we choose to remove from the matroid. For this situation we obtain the following extension
of the usual result.

Proposition 5.2 (Equivariant Tutte-Grothendieck).

(a) Associated to a matroid M on the finite ground set E there exists a unique 7-variable
polynomial HM ∈ Z[E][a1, a2, b1, b2, α, β, γ] that satisfies the following recursion.
Base case: If E = ∅, then

HM = γ.

Recursion: If E 6= ∅ and e ∈ E then

HM =





(a1te + a2)HM\e + (b1te + b2)HM/e, if e is a general element in M ,

((b1α+ a1)te + (b2α+ a2))HM\e, if e is a loop in M ,

((a1β + b1)te + (a2β + b2))HM/e if e is a coloop in M .

This polynomial is given in closed form as

HM = γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2 T̂M

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)
.

(b) The above result is optimal in the following sense: Let R be any integral ring and fix
γ, a1, a2, b1, b2, c1, c2, d1, d2 ∈ R. Assume there exists a well-defined matroid invariant
GM ∈ R[te | e ∈ E] such that the following recursion holds for all matroids M over the
ground set E.
Base case: If E = ∅, then

GM = γ.

Recursion: If E 6= ∅ and e ∈ E, then

GM =





(a1te + a2)GM\e + (b1te + b2)GM/e, if e is a general element in M ,

(c1te + c2)GM\e, if e is a loop in M ,

(d1te + d2)GM/e, if e is a coloop in M .
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Assume further that a2, b2 6= 0 and at least one of the parameters c1, c2, d1, d2 is not
zero (otherwise GM = 0 for all non-empty M), then there exist α, β in the fraction field
of R such that we have

c1 = b1α+ a1,

c2 = b2α+ a2,

d1 = a1β + b1,

d2 = a2β + b2

and therefore

GM = γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2 T̂M

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)
.

We can see that part (a) naturally extends Proposition 5.1 and hence further justifies call-

ing T̂M the equivariant Tutte polynomial: Just like the usual Tutte polynomial is a universal
deletion-contraction-invariant in the sense of 5.1, the equivariant Tutte polynomial is universal
for deletion-contraction-relations that linearly depend on the deleted/contracted element in the
sense of 5.2.
Part (b) justifies the very specific coefficients in the relations, which come from the observation
that when M is a uniform matroid, then the resulting invariant has to be symmetric in the
variables te. Note that just as in the non-equivariant version this statement says that almost
every deletion-contraction invariant HM as in part (a) of the Proposition is a specialization of

T̂M . The only exception is for invariants where a2 = 0 or b2 = 0, which would require to read

of coefficients instead of just doing evaluations of T̂M .

Proof of Proposition 5.2. (a) By induction on the number |E| it is clear that if such an
invariant HM exists, it will be unique and polynomial in all occuring variables. To show
existence it is therefore enough to check that the closed form that we claim for HM

satisfies the correct deletion-contraction relations.
Base case: Assume that E = ∅. In this case M is the empty matroid with rank 0. Then

by definition T̂∅ = 1 and so we have

γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2 T̂M

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)
= γa0

2b
0
2 = γ

Recursion: Now assume E 6= ∅ and e ∈ E. We consider the usual three cases:
(1) If e is neither loop nor coloop in M , then deleting e will preserve the rank of M

while contracting e will reduce the rank by one. By applying the corresponding
case of Proposition 4.3 we obtain

γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2 T̂M

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2

(
1 +

a1

a2
te

)
T̂M\e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)
+

+ γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2

(
1 +

b1
b2
te

)
T̂M/e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= γa
crk(M)−1
2 b

rk(M)
2 (a1te + a2)) T̂M\e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)
+

+ γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)−1
2 (b1te + b2) T̂M/e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= (a1te + a2)

(
γa

crk(M\e)
2 b

rk(M\e)
2 T̂M\e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

))
+

+ (b1te + b2)

(
γa

crk(M/e)
2 b

rk(M/e)
2 T̂M/e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

))
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as claimed.
(2) If e is a loop in M , then deleting e will not change the rank of M and so we again

just apply the corresponding case of Proposition 4.3 to see

γa
crk(M)
2 b

rk(M)
2 T̂M

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= a2

(
αb2
a2

(
1 +

b1
b2
te

)
+

(
1 +

a1

a2
te

))

γa
crk(M\e)
2 b

rk(M\e)
2 T̂M\e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= (α(b1te + b2) + (a1te + a2))

γa
crk(M\e)
2 b

rk(M\e)
2 T̂M\e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= ((b1α+ a1)te + (b2α+ a2))

γa
crk(M\e)
2 b

rk(M\e)
2 T̂M\e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

(3) If e is a coloop in M , then contracting e will reduce the rank of M by one and so
similarly we get

γa
crk(M)
2 b

rkM (E)
2 T̂M

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= b2

(
βa2

b2

(
1 +

a1

a2
te

)
+

(
1 +

b1
b2
te

))

γa
crk(M/e)
2 b

rk(M/e)
2 T̂M/e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= (β(a1te + a2) + (b1te + b2))

γa
crk(M/e)
2 b

rk(M/e)
2 T̂M/e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

= ((a1β + b1)te + (a2β + b2))

γa
crk(M/e)
2 b

rk(M/e)
2 T̂M/e

(
βa2

b2
+ 1,

αb2
a2

+ 1,
b1
b2
,
a1

a2

)

(b) Assume that GM is a well-defined invariant of labeled matroids that satisfies the given
recursion and assume a2, b2 6= 0. We will only show that it is possible to choose α
according to the claim as then for β we can argue as follows: Consider the matroid
invariant G∗

M := GM∗ that to a matroid M assigns whatever GM would assign to the
dual matroid. Since for e ∈ E and any matroid M on E we have (M∗ \ e) = (M / e)∗

and (M∗ / e) = (M \ e)∗ (whenever these operations are well-defined), we see that G∗
M

satisfies the following recursion for all matroids M on E 6= ∅ and e ∈ E:

G∗
∅ = G∅ = γ

G∗
M =





(b1te + b2)G∗
M\e + (a1te + a2)G∗

M/e if e is neither a loop nor a coloop in M

(d1te + d2)G∗
M\e if e is a loop in M

(c1te + c2)G∗
M/e if e is a coloop in M.

In particular we observe that choosing appropriate β for GM is the same as choosing
appropriate α for G∗

M .
To show that such α exists for GM we will consider two cases, namely whether b1 is zero
or not.
Case 1: b1 6= 0
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First consider the matroid M = U1,3 with ground set E = {0, 1, 2}. Since the set of
bases of this matroid is preserved under any permutation of E, any deletion-contraction
invariant for this M must return a polynomial in R[t0, t1, t2] that is symmetric in the
three variables. We compute GM recursively by first removing 0, then 1 and finally 2
from the ground set. This yields

GU1,3 = (a1t0 + a2)GU1,2 + (b1t0 + b2)GU0,2

= (a1t0 + a2)((a1t1 + a2)GU1,1 + (b1t1 + b2)GU0,1) + (b1t0 + b2)(c1t1 + c2)GU0,1

= (a1t0 + a2)((a1t1 + a2)(d1t2 + d2) + (b1t1 + b2)(c1t2 + c2))+

+ (b1t0 + b2)(c1t1 + c2)(c1t2 + c2)

=
(
a1b2c2 + b1c

2
2 + a1a2d2

)
t0+

+ (a2b1c2 + b2c1c2 + a1a2d2) t1

+
(
a2b2c1 + b2c1c2 + a2

2d1

)
t2+

+ a2b2c2 + b2c
2
2 + a2

2d2 + h.o.t,

where h.o.t stands for the remaining terms which are of degree at least 2 in the variables
t0, t1, t2 By the symmetry of the matroid, if we chose to eliminate the elements 0,1,2 in
any other order instead, we would get the same expression but with permuted roles of
the variables t0, t1, t2. In particular the coefficients in front of the linear terms in these
variables need to be all equal for GM to be well-defined. Comparing the t0 and the t1
coefficient, we see

a1b2c2 + b1c
2
2 = a2b1c2 + b2c1c2.(14)

As long as c2 6= 0, this allows us to define

α :=
c1 − a1

b1
=
c2 − a2

b2
,

which gives

c1 = b1α+ a1,

c2 = b2α+ a2

as desired.
This proof seems to only work for c2 6= 0 as we had to divide by c2 on our way. However,
we assumed that at least one of the parameters c1, c2, d1, d2 is non-zero (such that GM is
not just the trivial invariant that returns 0 on all non-empty matroids). By changing the
matroid from U1,3 to U2,3 (again on E = {0, 1, 2}) and by also considering degree two
terms instead of linear terms, we can conduct the same proof but change by which of the
four parameters c1, c2, d1, d2 we need to divide. The terms to consider are recorded in
the following table, where we always assume that GM is build from M on E = {0, 1, 2}
recursively by first removing 0, then 1 and lastly 2.

M monomials

c1 6= 0 U1,3 t0t2 ↔ t1t2
c2 6= 0 U1,3 t0 ↔ t1
d1 6= 0 U2,3 t0t1 ↔ t0t2
d2 6= 0 U2,3 t1 ↔ t2

Case 2: b1 = 0

In this case we can choose α = c2−a2
b2

, which will clearly force c2 = b2α + a2. Since
b1 = 0 we now need to show that also c1 = a1 = b1α+a1. If one of the parameters c1, c2
is non-zero, the same trick as in the first case works: Assuming c2 6= 0, equation (14)
gives a1 = c1 as desired, and assuming c1 6= 0 we can look at the t0t2 and t1t2 term in
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U2,3 to conclude. We will therefore assume now c1 = c2 = 0.
Next we consider M = U1,2 on the groundset E = {0, 1}. We recursively compute

GM = (a1t0 + a2)(d1t1 + d2) + (b1t0 + b2)(c1t1 + c2) = a1d1t0t1 + a1d2t0 + a2d1t1 + a2d2.

Again this needs to be a symmetric polynomial, so we conclude a1d2 = a2d1.
Next we compare the degree two terms of U2,3 on E = {0, 1, 2}. The coefficients of t0t2
and t1t2 after substituting b1 = c1 = c2 = 0 reveal that a1d2d1 = a2d

2
1 + b2a1d1. Since

we already know a1d2 = a2d1, this implies b2a1d1 = 0. In particular if we have d1 6= 0,
we can conclude a1 = 0 = c1 as desired. We therefore now assume that also d1 = 0
and hence for sure d2 6= 0 as otherwise all four parameters c1, c2, d1, d2 would be zero,
contradicting our assumption.
To conclude we finally consider the matroid U2,3 on E = {0, 1, 2} and look at the
coefficients in front of the monomials t0 and t1. After substituting c1 = c2 = d1 = b1 = 0
all terms vanish except for one and we get b2a1d2 = 0, which after noting b2, d2 6= 0
gives again a1 = 0 = c1.

�

6. Evaluations of equivariant Tutte polynomial

In this section we study specializations of the equivariant Tutte polynomial via its evalua-
tions. There are many known combinatorial interpretations of evaluations of the usual Tutte
polynomial, some of them are listed in the second column of table 1. The first aim of this
section is to find analogues for the equivariant Tutte polynomial. Another specialization of
Tutte polynomial is the reduced characteristic polynomial. We propose an analogue definition
of an equivariant reduced characteristic polynomial which is motivated by connections between
the usual reduced characteristic polynomial and the non-equivariant push-forward of the tau-
tological classes c([QM ]), first observed in [Hu]. In the last section we investigate how much
information we lose by evaluating the equivariant Tutte polynomial.

6.1. Combinatorial interpretations. We have already seen that setting te = 0 for all e ∈ E
results in obtaining the usual Tutte polynomial. In other words, the constant term with respect
to the te-variables is the usual Tutte polynomial. This motivates us to study other coefficients
in the te-variables.

Notation 6.1. For S ⊂ E we denote tS :=
∏

e∈S te.

We start with special evaluations for r and s. The following result will allow us to transfer
the known results in table 1 to the equivariant Tutte polynomial.

Proposition 6.2. Let A be a subset of E. The coefficient of tA in T̂M (x, y, 1, 0) is

(y − 1)nlM (A)TM/A(x, y)

and the coefficient of tA in T̂M (x, y, 0, 1) is

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (E\A)TM\A(x, y).

Proof. First we prove the statement about T̂M (x, y, 1, 0). For any S ⊂ E we know rkM\A(S \
A) = rkM (S \ A), rkM/A(S \ A) = rkM (S ∪ A) − rkM (A). In particular, if S ⊂ E \ A,
rkM\A(S) = rkM (S), and if A ⊂ S, rkM/A(S \ A) = rkM (S) − rkM (A). We will use the closed
form of the equivariant Tutte polynomial. The term tA can appear only in those summands,
for which A ⊂ S. Thus the desired coefficient can be expressed as

∑

A⊂S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S) =

=
∑

A⊂S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (A)+rkM (A)−rkM (S)(y − 1)|S|−|A|+rkM (A)−rkM (S)+|A|−rkM (A) =

= (y − 1)|A|−rkM (A)
∑

A⊂S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M/A)−rkM/A(S\A)(y − 1)|S\A|−rkM (S\A) =
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= (y−1)|A|−rkM (A)
∑

S⊂E\A

(x−1)rk(M/A)−rkM/A(S)(y−1)|S|−rkM/A(S) = (y−1)|A|−rkM (A)TM/A(x, y).

Now we will prove the second part of the proposition by passing to dual matroid. Recall
rkM∗(A) = |A| + rkM (E \ A) − rk(M).

T̂M (x, y, 0, 1) = T̂M∗(y, x, 1, 0) = (x− 1)|A|−rkM∗ ATM∗/A(y, x) =

= (x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (E\A)TM\A(x, y). �

We now give a list of some of evaluations of T̂M and their combinatorial interpretations.

Theorem 6.3. For a matroid M on a groundset E and its subset A there is a combinatorial
interpretation of the coefficient of tA after special evaluation, listed in table 1. The first column
contains the values of (x, y, r, s) that are substituted, the second column refers to TM (x, y) and

the last column describes the coefficient of the monomial tA in T̂M (x, y, r, s). For the last two
lines, we work with a graph, its corresponding graphic matroid and Tutte polynomial.

Evaluation Classical result Combinatorial interpretation of the coefficient of tA

(1,1,1,0) Number of bases Number of bases containing A

(2,2,1,0) 2|E| 2|E\A|

(2,1,1,0) Number of indepen-
dent sets

Number of independent sets containing A

(1,2,0,1) Number of spanning
sets

Number of spanning sets disjoint from A

(2,0,1,0) Number of acyclic
orientations

For A independent: number of orientations of E \ A,
so that the orientation of all edges is acyclic no matter
how A is oriented.

(0,2,1,0) Number of strongly
connected orienta-
tions

Number of strongly connected orientations if we allow
edges from A to be directed in both ways

Table 1. Special evaluations of the equivariant Tutte polynomial

Proof. All the conclusions follow from the classical results and 6.2. For an illustration we give
a detailed proof of the case of evaluating in (1,1,1,0). By 6.2 we know the coefficient of tA is

(1 − 1)nlM (A)TM/A(1, 1). Clearly this is 0 when A is not independent, i.e. if there is no basis
containing A. If A is independent, this is TM/A(1, 1). By the corresponding classical result this
is the number of bases of M / A. Since A is independent, unifying a basis of M / A with A
gives a basis of M . On the other hand for all bases B of M containing A, B \ A is a basis of
M / A. �

Remark 6.4. Setting A = ∅ in the previous theorem gives the classical results, so in this case
the last two columns of 1 agree. Since t∅ = 1, we can find the classical result as the free term
of the evaluated polynomial.

We now continue Example 4.7 of a graphic matroid coming from just one cycle of length
n+ 1.

Example 6.5. Let M = Un,n+1, we computed in 4.7, that

T̂M (x, y, r, s) =

n+1∑

k=0

(
(xs− s+ r)kxn+1−k − rk

x− 1
+ (y − 1)rk

)
Elemk({te}e∈E).
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Evaluating at (r, s) = (1, 0) this yields

T̂M (x, y, 1, 0) =
n+1∑

k=0

(
xn+1−k − 1

x− 1
+ y − 1

)
Elemk({te}e∈E)

=

n∑

k=0

(
y +

n−k∑

i=1

xi

)
Elemk({te}e∈E) + (y − 1) Elemn+1({te}e∈E).

This means that the coefficient of tA for some k-element subset A ( E and k 6= n+1 is precisely

y +
∑n−k

i=1 x
i, which is the classical Tutte polynomial of the n+ 1 − k cycle Un−k,n+1−k. Indeed

this is precisely the matroid that we obtain from M by contracting any k-element subset, so 6.2
confirms our computation. Even for A = E we obtain the result from 6.2 by noting that in this
case (y − 1)|A|−rkM (A)TM/A = (y − 1).

We have been evaluating only in x, y, r and s so far. By evaluating some of the te-variables
we can recover the equivariant Tutte polynomial for smaller matroids.

Proposition 6.6. Let A ⊂ E. Then

T̂M (x, y, r, s)
∣∣∣
te=− 1

s
,e∈A

=
(

1 −
r

s

)|A|
(y − 1)nlM (A)T̂M/A(x, y, r, s),

T̂M (x, y, r, s)
∣∣∣
te=− 1

r
,e∈A

=
(

1 −
s

r

)|A|
(x− 1)rk(M)−rk(E\A)T̂M\A(x, y, r, s).

Proof. We proceed similar to the proof of 6.2.

T̂M (x, y, r, s)|te=− 1
s
,e∈A =

=
∑

A⊂S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)
∏

e∈A

(
1 −

r

s

) ∏

e∈S\A

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste)+

+
∑

A 6⊂S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte) · 0 =

=
(

1 −
r

s

)|A| ∑

A⊂S⊂E

(x− 1)rk(M)−rkM (A)+rkM (A)−rkM (S)(y − 1)nlM (S)−nlM (A)+nlM (A)·

·
∏

e∈S\A

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + ste) =

=
(

1 −
r

s

)|A|
(y−1)nlM (A)

∑

S⊂E\A

(x−1)rk(M/A)−rkM/A(S)(y−1)nlM/A(S)
∏

e∈S\A

(1+rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1+ste) =

=
(

1 −
r

s

)|A|
(y − 1)nlM (A)T̂M/A(x, y, r, s).

For the second statement, we again pass to the dual matroid.

T̂M (x, y, r, s)|te=− 1
r
,e∈A = T̂M∗(y, x, s, r)|te=− 1

r
,e∈A =

=
(

1 −
s

r

)|A|
(x− 1)rk(M)−rk(E\A)T̂M∗/A(y, x, s, r) =

=
(

1 −
s

r

)|A|
(x− 1)rk(M)−rk(E\A)T̂M\A(x, y, r, s).

�
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6.2. Equivariant characteristic polynomial. Another polynomial associated to a matroid
is its reduced characteristic polynomial

χM (q) := (−1)rk(M)TM (1 − q, 0)

q − 1
∈ Z[q].

In the case of a graphic matroid coming from some graph G, the above notion agrees with
the reduced chromatic polynomial of the graph G up to a factor qc(G) where c(G) denotes the
number of connected components of G and therefore is not a matroid invariant. The latter
polynomial, when multiplyied by q − 1, evaluates for any natural number q to the number of
valid vertex colorings of the graph G.

Just as we did to define the equivariant Tutte polynomial, we will recall a geometric inter-
pretation of the reduced characteristic polynomial and lift it to an equivariant setting. The
geometric interpretation was first observed by June Huh in [Hu]. However, it can also be seen
from 11. Indeed non-equivariantly we have∫

XE

c([S∨
Un,E

], x)c([QU1,E
], y)ccrk(M)([QM ]) |y=−1 = χM (x)

Hence to define an equivariant analog of the reduced characteristic polynomial, we will push-
forward the top Chern class of the QM bundle. Since we already know how to pushforward the
whole graded Chern class already, this is straightforward.

Proposition 6.7 (Pushforward of the top Chern class of the quotient bundle).

πn∗

(
ccrk(M)([QM ])

)
= PM (α, β)

holds in HT (Pn × Pn), where PM ∈ Z[E][α, β] is given by

PM (α, β) =
1

α+ β

∑

S⊂E

αcrk(M)−nlM (S)(−β)nlM (S) ·
∏

e∈S

(α+ te)
∏

e/∈S

(β − te).

Proof. This follows from 3.1 by looking at the coefficient of z0wcrk(M). �

Again we want to reverse the grading in the variables α, β for the reasons described in Section
4. Then we do the same substitutions as in the non-equivariant case, i.e. we set β = −1 and
read α as a formal variable. This results in the following definition.

Definition 6.8. Let M be a matroid on a groudset E. We define the equivariant reduced
characteristic polynomial χ̂M (q) ∈ Z[E][q] of M as follows:

χ̂M (q) =
(−1)rk(M)

q − 1
· T̂M (1−q, 0, q, 1) =

1

q − 1
·
∑

S⊂E

qrk(M)−rkM (S)(−1)|S| ·
∏

e/∈S

(1+ te)
∏

e∈S

(1+qte).

Indeed we have the following relation between the equivariant reduced characteristic polyno-
mial and the pushforward of the top Chern class of the quotient bundle of M :

Proposition 6.9 (Relating equivariant reduced characteristic polynomial and the pushfor-
ward). Let PM be as in the previous proposition. Then

PM

(
1

q
,−1

)
=

1

(−q)|E|−1
· χ̂M (q)

Proof.

PM

(
1

q
,−1

)
=

1
1
q − 1

∑

S⊂E

1

qcrk(M)−nlM (S)
· 1nlM (S) ·

∏

e∈S

(
1

q
+ te

)∏

e/∈S

(−1 − te) =

=
−q

q − 1

∑

S⊂E

qrk(M)−rkM (S)q−|E|q|S|−|S| · (−1)|E\S| ·
∏

e∈S

(1 + qte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + te) =

=
1

(−q)|E|−1
·

1

q − 1

∑

S⊂E

·(−1)|S| ·
∏

e/∈S

(1 + te)
∏

e∈S

(1 + qte) =
1

(−q)|E|−1
· χ̂M (q)

�
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Notice that setting te = 0 for all e ∈ E, we recover the usual characteristic polynomial. More
generally, we have the following result.

Proposition 6.10 (Combinatorial interpretation of the equivariant reduced characteristic poly-
nomial). Let A ⊂ E. Then setting te = −1 for e ∈ A and te = 0 for e /∈ A in the equivariant
reduced characteristic polynomial χ̂M (q) gives

(1 − q)|A|(−1)|A|χM/A(q).

Proof. We will use Proposition 6.6 to show that substituting te = −1 for e ∈ A and te = 0 for
e /∈ A yields the desired result.

χ̂M (q)|te=−1,e∈A =
(−1)rk(M)

q − 1
· T̂M (1 − q, 0, q, 1)|te=−1,e∈A =

=
(−1)rk(M)

q − 1
· (1 − q)|A| (0 − 1)nlM (A)T̂M/A(1 − q, 0, q, 1) =

=
(−1)rk(M/A)

q − 1
· (q − 1)|A| T̂M/A(1 − q, 0, q, 1) = (1 − q)|A|(−1)|A|χ̂M/A(q).

By setting the remaining te to zero we obtain the usual reduced characteristic polynomial. �

An easy corollary to the valuativity of T̂M (Proposition 4.5) is that the equivariant reduced
characteristic polynomial is also valuative. Alternatively this also follows immediately from
noting that crkM ([QM ]) is valuative by [BEST], Proposition 5.6 and the pushforward map is
additive.

Corollary 6.11. The assignment M 7→ χ̂M that assigns to a matroid M its equivariant reduced
characteristic polynomial is valuative.

Since we already computed T̂M for M = Un,n+1 in Examples 4.7 and 6.5, we can now easily
obtain its equivariant reduced characteristic polynomial.

Example 6.12. Let M = Un,n+1, recall from 4.7 that we have

T̂M (x, y, r, s) =

n+1∑

k=0

(
(xs− s+ r)kxn+1−k − rk

x− 1
+ (y − 1)rk

)
Elemk({te}e∈E).

Note that the substitution (x, y, r, s) = (1 − q, 0, q, 1) makes the term (xs − s + r)k vanish for
k > 0, so we split the sum to get

χ̂M (q) =
(−1)n

q − 1

(
(1 − q)n+1 − 1

−q
− 1 +

n+1∑

k=1

(qk−1 − qk) Elemk({te}e∈E)

)

In fact if we fix some k-element subset A and set te = −1 for e ∈ A and te = 0 else, only the
terms tS for S ⊆ A are non-zero. We hence obtain contributions from the first k summands
only. Hereby the summand corresponding to a cardinality l ≤ k subset of A contributes once for
each l-element subset of A, i.e. with factor (−1)l

(k
l

)
. We hence get

χ̂M (q)|te=−1,e∈A,te=0,e/∈A =
(−1)n

q − 1

(
(1 − q)n+1 − 1

−q
− 1 +

k∑

l=1

(
k

l

)
(ql−1 − ql)(−1)l

)
.

Careful manipulations of this expression indeed yield

χ̂M (q)|te=−1,e∈A,te=0,e/∈A = (1 − q)k(−1)k
(−1)n−k

q − 1

n−k∑

i=1

(1 − q)i = (1 − q)k(−1)kχUn−k,n+1−k
(q)

and hence confirms the connection to the usual reduced characteristic polynomial of an n+1−k-
cycle, which was predicted by 6.10.
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6.3. Uniqueness of evaluation for matroids. We have seen that after evaluating at (1, 1, 1, 0)

in T̂M , tA has non-zero coefficient if and only if A is independent. In particular, we can recover

M from T̂M . It turns out there are not many evaluations destroying this uniqueness as long as
we keep the te-variables untouched.

Proposition 6.13. Let R be an integral domain and pick x, y, r, s ∈ R. Assume there exist two

different matroids M1,M2 on the same groundset E such that T̂M1(x, y, r, s) = T̂M2(x, y, r, s)
holds in R[E], then either r = s or (x− 1)(y − 1) = 1.

Proof. For brevity we will write T̂M instead of T̂M (x, y, r, s) for any matroid M . Also note that
since we can pass to the fraction field of R, we may assume that R is a field.

We will proceed by a contradiction. Suppose that M1 and M2 are different matroids, r 6= s,

(x − 1)(y − 1) 6= 1 but T̂M1 = T̂M2 . Furthermore, suppose that the cardinality of E is the
smallest possible among such examples of M1 and M2. We consider three cases:

(a) There exists ê ∈ E such that it is general in both M1 and M2. Then

(1 + stê)T̂M1\ê + (1 + rtê)T̂M1/ê = T̂M1 = T̂M2 = (1 + stê)T̂M2\ê + (1 + rtê)T̂M2/ê.

These polynomials can be regarded as one variable polynomials in tê with coefficients in
R[te | e ∈ E \ {ê}]. Their equality yields the equality of their corresponding coefficients.
Comparing the constant term we get

(15) T̂M1\ê − T̂M2\ê = T̂M2/ê − T̂M1/ê

and similarly for the linear terms we get

(16) sT̂M1\ê − sT̂M2\ê = rT̂M2/ê − rT̂M1/ê.

Denoting c the constant term, that is equal to both sides of (15), we can rewrite (16)
as (s − r)c = 0. Since r 6= s, we obtain c = 0. By minimality of |E| this can be true
only if M1 \ ê = M2 \ ê and M1 / ê = M2 / ê. But this implies that M1 and M2 are the
same matroid, a contradiction 2.

(b) There exists ê ∈ E such that it is general in one of M1, M2 but it is loop or coloop in the
other one. Since the situation is symmetric with respect to M1 and M2, let us presume
ê is general in M1. Similarly, passing to dual matroids changes ê being a coloop in M2

to it being a loop, so let us presume that ê is a loop in M2.
Then we have

(1 + stê)T̂M1\ê + (1 + rtê)T̂M1/ê = T̂M1 = T̂M2 = (y + (yr − r + s)tê)T̂M2\ê.

Comparing the coefficients with respect to the variable tê, we get

T̂M1\ê + T̂M1/ê = yT̂M2\ê,(17)

sT̂M1\ê + rT̂M1/ê = (yr − r + s)T̂M2\ê.(18)

We can substitute yT̂M2\ê from the first expression into the second, obtaining

(s − r)T̂M1\ê = (s− r)T̂M2\ê.

Dividing by s − r we obtain T̂M1\ê = T̂M2\ê. Thanks to the minimal choice of M1 and
M2, this yields M1 \ ê = M2 \ ê.

Now, if there were a general element in the matroid M1 \ ê = M2 \ ê, it would remain
general in both M1 and M2. This would allow us to reduce to the case (a). Consequently,
if suffices for us to treat just the case where no element of M1 \ ê = M2 \ ê is general.

First let us assume M1 has no loops nor coloops. As deletion does not create any
new loops, M1 \ ê is a collection of coloops. So M1 = Un,n+1. Further, we deduce that
M2 consists of n coloops and one loop. If s 6= 0, we can use Proposition 6.6. We choose

2Notice that we really use the fact that M1 \ ê = M2 \ ê and M1 / ê = M2 / ê are equalities of labeled matroids.
In general for a matroid M and an element e from its groundset, it is not true that knowing M / e and M \ e up
to isomorphism uniquely determines M up to isomorphism.
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some e′ ∈ E \ ê and set te′ to −1
s . The element e′ is a coloop in M2 and a general

element in M1.
(

1 −
r

s

)
T̂M1/e′ = T̂M1 |te′=− 1

s
= T̂M2 |te′=− 1

s
=
(

1 −
r

s

)
T̂M2/e′

T̂M1/e′ = T̂M2/e′

Since M1 / e
′ = Un−1,n and M2 / e

′ is a collection of n− 1 coloops and one loop, we get
a contradiction with minimality of E. So s = 0.

From (17) we get

T̂Un−1,n = (y − 1)T̂Un,n

We can expand those expressions by the definition of the equivariant Tutte polynomial.
Since nlM (S) = 0 and rkM (S) = |S| for independent S, it will simplify to:

(x− 1)0(y − 1)1
∏

e∈E

(1 + rte) +
∑

S(E

(x− 1)n−1−|S|(y − 1)0
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + 0 · te) =

= (y − 1)
∑

S⊂E

(x− 1)n−|S|(y − 1)0
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)
∏

e/∈S

(1 + 0 · te),

∑

S(E

(x− 1)n−1−|S|
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte) = (y − 1)(x− 1)
∑

S(E

(x− 1)n−1−|S|
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte)

We get a contradiction with (x− 1)(y − 1) 6= 1, unless
∑

S(E

(x− 1)n−1−|S|
∏

e∈S

(1 + rte) = 0.

Then the coefficients of tA for all A ⊂ E must be zero. We choose A such that |A| = n−1.
Then coefficient of tA is simply rn−1, since tA can appear only if S = A. Since s = 0,
r 6= 0 and this coefficient is non-zero.

Now we assume there exists e′ ∈ E such that it is a loop in M1. It has to be a loop
in M2 too. Then

(y + (yr + s− r)te)T̂M1\e′ = T̂M1 = T̂M2 = (y + (yr + s− r)te)T̂M2\e′ .

SinceM2\e
′ is collection of loops and coloops andM1\e

′ is not, certainly M1\e
′ 6= M2\e

′.
So y+ (yr+ s− r)te = 0, else we get a contradiction by the minimality of E again. But
this yields y = 0, s = r, a contradiction.

The case when e′ is a coloop can be treated analogously.
(c) Both M1 and M2 are collections of loops and coloops. Let us denote fe := [(y − 1)(1 +

rte) + (1 + ste)] and ge := [(x− 1)(1 + ste) + (1 + rte)]. If L1, resp. L2, is the set of all
loops in M1, resp. M2, then we get from Example 4.6 that

∏

e∈L1

fe
∏

e/∈L1

ge = T̂M1 = T̂M2 =
∏

e∈L2

fe
∏

e/∈L2

ge.

Note that since R is a field, R[E] is a UFD and the fe, ge are linear in the te-variables
and therefore irreducible. Hence the factors on the left- and right-hand side of (c) are
pairwise associated to each other. As for any e ∈ E, the factors fe or ge respectively
only use the variable te and none of the others, we know exactly which factors are paired
up. By our assumption the matroids are different, so there exists ê ∈ E that is a loop
in one of the matroids and a coloop in the other one. Without loss of generality we may
assume that ê ∈ L1 \L2, then we get that fê and gê are associated. Being both linear in
tê, this means they differ only by a constant multiple (with respect to tê). Writing them
as fê = atê + b and gê = ctê + d, with a = (y − 1)r + s, b = (y − 1) + 1, c = (x− 1)s+ r
and d = (x− 1) + 1, we get the equation ad = bc, i.e.

y · (xs− s+ r) = x · (yr − r + s)

(x− 1)(y − 1)(s − r) = s− r
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(x− 1)(y − 1) = 1,

and we arrive at the desired contradiction.

�

Let us note that the last proposition heavily relies on the fact M1 and M2 are on the same
groundset. Usually, the groundset can be read off from the variables te. But for example if

x = 1, r = 0, contraction relation for a coloop ê from a matroid M simplifies to T̂M = T̂M/ê, so
the variable tê never appears. Analogously, if y = 1 and s = 0, tê never appears if ê is a loop.
Those evaluations together with E still uniquely determine the matroid, namely the evaluation
(1, 1, 1, 0) directly gives the independent sets.
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