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CATALAN MATROIDS ARE EHRHART POSITIVE

YIMING CHEN, YAO LI, AND MING YAO

Abstract. We show that the Ehrhart polynomials of (a, b)-Catalan matroids are positive combinations
of the Ehrhart polynomials of uniform matroids. Since Ferroni has shown that uniform matroids are
Ehrhart positive, we obtain the Ehrhart positivity of (a, b)-Catalan matroids.

1 Introduction

Catalan matroids are a subfamily of Schubert matroids, first studied by Ardila [1], and independently
by Bonin, de Mier, and Noy [2]. Bonin, de Mier, and Noy [2] also introduced (a, b)-Catalan matroids,
which reduce to Catalan matroids when a = b = 1. In [5], Fan and Li provided a formula for the
Ehrhart polynomials of Schubert matroids. As an application, they obtained a recursive formula for
the Ehrhart polynomials of (a, b)-Catalan matroids, and conjectured that (a, b)-Catalan matroids are
Ehrhart positive.

Although Ferroni [10] showed that not all matroids are Ehrhart positive, disproving conjectures of
De Loera, Haws and Köppe [15] and Castillo and Liu [3], various specific subclasses of matroids turn
out to be Ehrhart positive. For instance, uniform matroids, minimal matroids, sparse paving Schubert
matroids, panhandle matroids, and all matroids of rank two are Ehrhart positive, see [4, 5, 8, 9, 11].
In this note, we express the Ehrhart polynomials of (a, b)-Catalan matroids as positive combinations
of Ehrhart polynomials of uniform matroids, and thus obtain the Ehrhart positivity of (a, b)-Catalan
matroids.

Suppose that M = ([n],B) is a matroid with ground set [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} and base set B. The
matroid polytope P(M) of M is the convex hull

P(M) = conv{eB : B ∈ B}, (1.1)

where eB = eb1 + · · · + ebk for B = {b1, . . . , bk} ⊆ [n], and ei is the i-th standard basis of Rn. Given
a polytope P and a positive integer t, the t-dilation of P is defined as tP = {tα : α ∈ P}. Let
i(P , t) = |tP ∩ Zn| denote the number of lattice points in tP . For integral polytopes, i(P , t) is a
polynomial in t, called the Ehrhart polynomial of P . For simplicity, we write i(M, t) for i(P(M), t).

For a, b ≥ 1, let Ua,b
n := Unb,n(a+b) denote the uniform matroid on [n(a + b)] with bases {B : B ⊆

[n(a + b)], |B| = nb} and Ca,b
n be the (a, b)-Catalan matroid on [n(a + b)]. When a = b = 1, write

Un := U1,1
n,2n and Cn := C1,1

n for short.

Recall that a sequence of positive integers λ = (λ1, . . . , λk) is called a partition of n, denoted as
λ ⊢ n, if λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λk ≥ 1 and λ1 + · · ·+ λk = n. Let

zλ =

n∏

i=1

iαiαi!,

where αi is the number of appearances of i in λ. A sequence of positive integers γ = (γ1, . . . , γk) is
called a composition of n, if γ1 + · · ·+ γk = n. Define

i(Ua,b
γ , t) :=

k∏

i=1

i(Ua,b
γi

, t).

Theorem 1.1. We have

i(Cn, t) =
∑

λ⊢n

1

zλ
i(Uλ, t). (1.2)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.19621v2


Moreover, we can also obtain the Ehrhart polynomials of (a, b)-Catalan matroids.

Corollary 1.2. Let a, b be positive integers, we have

i(Ca,b
n , t) =

∑

λ⊢n

1

zλ
i(Ua,b

λ , t). (1.3)

As will be seen, the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 are almost the same, for notational
simplicity, we just give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

Remark 1. Since our study of the Ehrhart polynomial of Catalan matroids is based on the subdivi-
sion of matroid polytopes, it follows that for any valuative invariant f(e.g., the Tutte polynomial, the
Kazhdan–Lusztig polynomial, or Whitney polynomial and so on, see [12]), we have

f(Ca,b
n , t) =

∑

λ⊢n

1

zλ
f(Ua,b

λ , t).

The following corollary follows easily from Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.3. The volume of P(Cn) is given by

vol(P(Cn)) =
1

n(2n− 1)!
A(2n− 1, n− 1), (1.4)

where A(n, k) denotes the Eulerian number, which counts the number of permutations on [n] with exactly
k − 1 descents. Similarly, the volume of P(Ca,b

n ) is given by

vol(P(Ca,b
n )) =

1

n(2n− 1)!
A(n(a+ b)− 1, nb). (1.5)

2 Preliminaries

A matroid is a pair M = (E, I) consisting of a finite set E, and a collection I of subsets of E, satisfies:
(i) ∅ ∈ I; (ii) If J ∈ I and I ⊆ J , then I ∈ I; and (iii) If I, J ∈ I and |I| < |J |, then there exists
j ∈ J \ I such that I ∪ {j} ∈ I. By (ii), a matroid M is determined by the collection B of maximal
independent sets, called the bases of M . By (iii), all the bases have the same cardinality, called the
rank of M , denoted as rk(M). So we can write M = (E,B). The dual of M is a matroid M∗ = (E,B∗)
where B∗ = {E \B : B ∈ B(M)}. The rank function rkM : 2E → Z of M is defined as

rkM (T ) = max{|T ∩B| : B ∈ B}, for T ⊆ E.

The closure of a set A ⊆ E is the biggest set that contains A and has the same rank. A set is a flat if
its closure is same as itself. A set A ⊆ E is called separable if there are disjoint subsets R and T such
that A = R ∪ T and rkM (A) = rkM (R) + rkM (T ). Otherwise, A is called inseparable.

Let [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} and S be a subset of [n]. The Schubert matroid SMn(S) is the matroid with
ground set [n] and bases

{T ⊆ [n] : T ≤ S},

where T ≤ S means that: |T | = |S| and the i-th smallest element of T is less than or equal to that
of S for 1 ≤ i ≤ |T |. The indicator vector of S is the 0-1 vector I(S) = (i1, . . . , in), where ij = 1 if
j ∈ S, and 0 otherwise. Without loss of generality, we can assume that 1 6∈ S and the largest element
of S is n. Thus i1 = 0 and in = 1. For simplicity, write I(S) = (0r1 , 1r2 , . . . , 0r2m−1 , 1r2m), where 0r1

represents r1 copies of 0’s, 1r2 represents r2 copies of 1’s, etc. Then S can be written as a sequence
of positive integers r(S) = (r1, r2, . . . , r2m) of length 2m. It is easy to see that given such an integer
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sequence r, there is a unique set S whose indicator vector I(S) can be written in this way. For example,
let S = {2, 5, 7, 8, 9} ⊆ [9], then I(S) = (0, 1, 02, 1, 0, 13) and r(S) = (1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 3).

Let r(S) = (n− k, k), (1, k − 1, n− k − 1, 1), (k − 1, 1, 1, n− k − 1), we obtain the uniform matroids
Uk,n [8], the minimal matroids Tk,n [9], and the sparse paving Schubert matroids Spk,n [5], respectively.
For any positive integers a, b, c, d, r(S) = (a, b, c, d) corresponds to the notched rectangle matroids [5],
which are conjectured to be Ehrhart positive. In particular, r(S) = (a, b, c, 1) corresponds to the

panhandle matroids Panb+1,a+b,n [4,14], where n = a+b+c+1. Moreover, let r(S) = (

2n
︷ ︸︸ ︷

a, b, a, b, . . . , a, b),
we obtain the (a, b)-Catalan matroids Ca,b

n introduced by Bonin, de Mier and Noy [2, Definition 3.7].
Notice that Ca,b

n is a matroid on [n(a + b)]. When a = b = 1, C1,1
n is the n-th Catalan matroid Cn as

first studied by Ardila [1].

It is well known that the matroid polytope P(M) defined in (1.1) is a generalized permutohedron
parametrized by the rank function of M , see, for example, Fink, Mészáros and St.Dizier [13]. More
precisely,

P(M) =






x ∈ Rn

≥0 :
∑

i∈[n]

xi = rkM ([n]) and
∑

i∈T

xi ≤ rkM (T ) for T ( [n]






. (2.1)

Feichtner and Sturmfels [7] provided a minimal system of inequalities for all matroid polytopes (2.1). In
order to give a minimal system of inequalities for Schubert matroid polytopes, we recall the combinatorial
algorithm of computing the rank function rkS(T ) of a Schubert matroid SMn(S) provided by Fan and
Guo [6, Theorem 3.3]. Given a subset S = {s1, . . . , sk} on [n], view S as n× 1 grids such that there is
a box in row j for j ∈ S, and the other rows are empty. The left diagram in Figure 2.1 is an illustation
for S = {2, 4, 5, 6, 8} ⊆ [8].

For a permutation w = w1w2 · · ·wt of elements of T ⊆ [n], define FS(w) to be the filling of S with
w as follows. For j from 1 to t, put wj into the first (from top to bottom) empty box whose row index
is larger than or equal to wj . If there are no such empty boxes, then wj does not appear in the filling
and skip to wj+1. Let |FS(w)| denote the number of non-empty boxes of S after filling the elements
of w. The right diagram in Figure 2.1 is the filling FS(w) of S = {2, 4, 5, 6, 8} with w = 67185, where
|FS(w)| = 4.
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Figure 2.1: The filling FS(w) for w = 67185.

Theorem 2.1 ( [6]). Let w = w1w2 · · ·wt be any permutation of elements of T ⊆ [n]. Then

rkS(T ) = |FS(w)|. (2.2)

We have the following minimal system of inequalities for Schubert matroid polytopes.

Lemma 2.2. For any S = {s1, s2, . . . , sk} ⊆ [n], we have

P(SMn(S)) =






x ∈ Rn

≥0 :
∑

i∈[n]

xi = k,

sj∑

i=1

xi ≥ j, for j = 1, 2, . . . , k






. (2.3)
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Proof. By Feichtner and Sturmfels [7, Proposition 2.6], the facets of any matroid polytope P(M) is

xF :=
∑

e∈F

xe ≤ rkM (F ),

where xe ≥ 0 and F is a flacet of M , i.e., F is an inseparable flat of M and F c = [n] \ F is inseparable
in M∗.

For i = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1, let
Di = {si + 1, si + 2, . . . , sk},

where s0 = 0. It is easy to check that Di is a flacet of SMn(S), and rkS(Di) = k − i. Moreover, since
x1 + · · ·+ xn = k, the inequality

∑

e∈Di
xe ≤ rkS(Di) = k − i is equivalent to x1 + · · ·+ xsi ≥ i.

Let F be any flacet of SMn(S). We aim to show that F ∈ {D0, D1, . . . , Dk−1}. For i = 0, 1, . . . , k−1,
let

D′
i = {si + 1, si + 2, . . . , si+1},

where s0 = 0. Firstly, we show that D′
k−1 ⊆ F . Suppose that D′

k−1 ∩ F = ∅. Then D′
k−1 ⊂ F c, so we

can separate F c into two disjoint subsets: D′
k−1 and F c \D′

k−1. It’s easy to check that

rkM∗(F c) = rkM∗(D′
k−1) + rkM∗(F c \D′

k−1),

which implies that F c is separable in M∗, contradiction. Consequently, D′
k−1 ∩ F 6= ∅. If there exists

b ∈ D′
k−1 but b /∈ F , then we claim that

rkS(F ) = rkS(F ∪ {b}),

which contradicts F being a flat. In fact, choose any element a ∈ D′
k−1 ∩F , arrange a and b as the last

two elements of a permutation of F ∪ {b}. By Theorem 2.1, since a and b can only occupy the box in
row sk of S (i.e., the last row of S) and a appears before b, we see that b will not appear in the filling.
Thus the claim follows. Then we have D′

k−1 ⊆ F .

If D′
i ∩ F 6= ∅ for any i = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1, then using similar arguments as above, one can show

that F = [n] recursively, namely, F = D0. Let j be the largest index such that D′
j ∩ F = ∅. That is,

D′
i ∩F 6= ∅ for i ≥ j +1. Similarly, we can obtain D′

i ⊆ F for i ≥ j + 1. Since Dj+1 = D′
j+1 ∪ · · · ∪D′

k,
we obtain Dj+1 ⊆ F . We claim that F = Dj+1.

Suppose to the contrary F \Dj+1 6= ∅. We aim to show that F is separable, that is,

rkS(F ) = rkS(F1) + rkS(F2),

where F1 = F \Dj+1 and F2 = Dj+1.

Arrange the elements of F decreasingly, and then apply Theorem 2.1. Since the elements of Dj+1

occupy all the boxes from row sj+2 to row sk, and can not be filled into the first sj+1 rows, we see
that rkS(F ) is determined by how many elements of F1 can be filled into the first sj+1 rows of S. For
convenience, let S′ = {s1, . . . , sj+1}, then we have rkS(F ) = rkS′(F1) + rkS(F2).

To prove F is separable, it suffices to show that rkS′(F1) = rkS(F1). Clearly, rkS′(F1) ≤ rkS(F1).
Assume that rkS′(F1) < rkS(F1). Then the box in row sj+1 must be occupied in any filling of S′ with
elements of F1. This would imply F is not a flat. Actually, for any e ∈ D′

j , let us consider rkS(F ∪{e}).
Arrange the elements of F decreasingly and append e at the end, and then apply Theorem 2.1. Since
the last k− j − 1 rows are all occupied by elements in Dj+1, and the box in row sj+1 is occupied by an
element of F1, the element e will not appear in the filling. That is, rkS(F ∪ {e}) = rkS(F ), which is a
contradiction.
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Recall that the Catalan matroid Cn corresponds to r(S) = (

2n
︷ ︸︸ ︷

1, 1, . . . , 1, 1). By Lemma 2.2, we have

P(Cn) =






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

i∈[2n]

xi = n,
∑

i∈[2j]

xi ≥ j, for j = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1






. (3.1)

For m = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, define

P(Cn,m) :=






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

i∈[2n]

xi = n,
∑

i∈[2j]+2m

xi ≥ j, for j = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1






, (3.2)

where, for simplicity, xi is understood as xi−2n if i > 2n. Clearly, P(Cn) = P(Cn,0). Moreover, it is
well known that

P(Un) =






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

i∈[2n]

xi = n






.

Lemma 3.1. We have

P(Un) =

n⋃

j=1

P(Cn,j−1). (3.3)

Proof. It is obvious that P(Cn,j−1) ⊆ P(Un) for any j = 1, . . . , n. Let (x1, . . . , x2n) ∈ P(Un), i.e.,
x1 + · · ·+ x2n = n, we aim to show that (x1, . . . , x2n) ∈

⋃n
j=1 P(Cn,j−1).

For i = 1, 2, . . . , n, let ci = x2i−1+x2i−1. If c1+· · ·+ck ≥ 0 for all k = 1, 2, . . . , n, then it is clear that
(x1, . . . , x2n) ∈ P(Cn) = P(Cn,0). Suppose that there exists some index k such that c1 + · · · + ck < 0.
Let m = min{c1, c1 + c2, c1 + c2 + c3, . . . , c1 + · · ·+ cn}. Then m < 0. Choose the smallest index l such
that c1 + · · ·+ cl = m. We claim that (x1, . . . , x2n) ∈ P(Cn,l).

Actually, the sequence (c1, c2, . . . , cn) can be viewed as a path from (0, 0) to (n, 0) such that each ci is
a step from (i−1, ci−1) to (i, ci), where c0 = 0. By cutting off the first l steps of (c1, . . . , cn) and appending
them to the end, we obtain (cl+1, cl+2, . . . , cn, c1, . . . , cl). It is easy to see that (cl+1, cl+2, . . . , cn, c1, . . . , cl)
is a path whose steps never go below the x-axis. That is, (cl+1, cl+2, . . . , cn, c1, . . . , cl) ∈ P(Cn,0), which
implies (x1, . . . , x2n) ∈ P(Cn,l).

For any subset A ⊆ [n], denote

Q(A) =
⋂

j∈A

P(Cn,j−1).

By (3.1) and the inclusion-exclusion principle, we have

i(Un, t) =
∑

A⊆[n]

(−1)|A|−1 · i(Q(A), t). (3.4)

Assume that A = {a1, . . . , ar} ⊆ [n] arranged increasingly, let λ(A) be the partition obtained by
arranging the integers

a1, a2 − a1, . . . , ar − ar−1, n− ar + a1

decreasingly. Actually, if we put 1, 2, . . . , n on a circle, i.e., 1 and n are viewed as adjacent to each
other, then the elements of λ(A) are gaps between the ai’s. For example, let A = {1, 2, 4, 5} ⊆ [7], then
λ(A) = (3, 2, 1, 1).
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Lemma 3.2. Let λ ⊢ n be a partition of n and A ⊆ [n] such that λ(A) = λ. Then

i(Q(A), t) = i(Cλ, t).

Proof. Suppose that A = {a1, . . . , ar}≤ and by convention let a0 = 0. By (3.2), we have

Q(A) =

r⋂

i=1






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

k∈[2n]

xk = n,
∑

k∈[2j]+2ai−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1







=






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

k∈[2n]

xk = n,
∑

k∈[2j]+2ai−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r and 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1






. (3.5)

Notice that there are r(n− 1) inequalities in (3.5). For any 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, since

∑

k∈[2j]+2ai−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

let j = ai+1 − ai, we have

x2ai−1 + x2ai
+ · · ·+ x2ai+1−2 ≥ ai+1 − ai. (3.6)

By letting j = n− ai+1 + ai in

∑

k∈[2j]+2ai+1−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

we get

x2ai+1−1 + · · ·+ x2n+2ai−2 = x2ai+1−1 + · · ·+ x2n + x1 + · · ·+ x2ai−2 ≥ n− ai+1 + ai,

which is equivalent to

x2ai−1 + · · ·+ x2ai+1−2 ≤ ai+1 − ai. (3.7)

Combining (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain that

x2ai−1 + · · ·+ x2ai+1−2 = ai+1 − ai. (3.8)

Moreover, by putting j = n− ar + a1 in

∑

k∈[2j]+2ar−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

we have

x2ar−1 + · · ·+ x2n+2a1−2 = x2ar−1 + · · ·+ x2n + x1 + · · ·+ x2a1−2 ≥ n− ar + a1. (3.9)

By plugging j = ar − a1 into

∑

k∈[2j]+2a1−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

we find
x2a1−1 + · · ·+ x2ar−2 ≥ ar − a1,

which is equivalent to

x1 + · · ·+ x2a1−2 + x2ar−1 + · · ·+ x2n ≤ n− ar + a1. (3.10)
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Combining (3.9) and (3.10), we obtain that

x1 + · · ·+ x2a1−2 + x2ar−1 + · · ·+ x2n = n− ar + a1. (3.11)

Therefore, we have







x2ai−1 + · · ·+ x2ai+1−2 = ai+1 − ai, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1,

x1 + · · ·+ x2a1−2 + x2ar−1 + · · ·+ x2n = n− ar + a1,

x2ai−1 + · · ·+ x2ai−2+2j ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ r.

(3.12)

On the other hand, it’s easy to see that (3.12) implies (3.5), so we conclude that (3.5) is equivalent to
(3.12), namely, Q(A) is the set of nonnegative solutions of equation (3.12).

We proceed to show that the set of nonnegative solutions of equation (3.12) is isomorphic to the
direct sum of some Catalan matroid polytopes. For 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1, by (3.1),

P(Cai+1−ai
) =






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

k∈[2(ai+1−ai)]

xk = ai+1 − ai,
∑

k∈[2j]

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ ai+1 − ai − 1






,

which is isomorphic to






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :

2ai+1−2
∑

k=2ai−1

xk = ai+1 − ai,
∑

k∈[2j]+2ai−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ ai+1 − ai − 1






. (3.13)

Notice that in (3.13), if ai+1−ai ≤ j ≤ n−1, since x2ai+1−1+· · ·+x2ai+1−2+2k ≥ k for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1,
we see that the inequality

∑

k∈[2j]+2ai−2

xk = ai+1 − ai +

2j+2ai−2
∑

k=2ai+1−1

xk ≥ ai+1 − ai + (j − ai+1 + si) = j

automatically holds. That is to say, P(Cai+1−ai
) is isomorphic to






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :

2ai+1−2
∑

k=2ai−1

xk = ai+1 − ai,
∑

k∈[2j]+2ai−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1






.

Similarly,

P(Cn−ar+a1) =






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :
∑

k∈[2(n−ar+a1)]

xk = n− ar + a1,
∑

k∈[2j]

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− ar + a1 − 1






.

After shifting all the indices by 2ar − 2, we see that P(Cn−ar+a1) is isomorphic to






x ∈ R2n

≥0 :

2n+2a1−2∑

2ar−1

xk = n− ar + a1,
∑

k∈[2j]+2ar−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− ar + a1 − 1






. (3.14)

Notice that in (3.14), if n−ar+a1 ≤ j ≤ n−1, since x2a1−1+ · · ·+x2a1−2+2k ≥ k for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1,
we see that the inequality

∑

k∈[2j]+2ar−2

xk = n− ar + a1 +

2j−2n+2ar−2
∑

k=2a1−1

xk ≥ n− ar + a1 + (j − n+ ar − a1) = j
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always holds. Thus P(Cn−ar+a1) is isomorphic to





x ∈ R2n

≥0 :

2a1−2∑

k=1

xk +

2n∑

2ar−1

xk = n− ar + a1,
∑

k∈[2j]+2ar−2

xk ≥ j, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1






.

Therefore, the set of nonnegative solutions of equation (3.12) is isomorphic to the Cartesian product
of the Catalan matroid polytopes P(Cn−ar+a1) and P(Cai+1−ai

) for 1 ≤ i ≤ r − 1. That is,

Q(A) = P(Ca2−a1)× P(Ca3−a2)× · · · × P(Car−ar−1)× P(Cn−ar+a1). (3.15)

Therefore,

i(Q(A), t) = i(Ca2−a1 , t) · · · i(Car−ar−1 , t) · i(Cn−ar+a1 , t) = i(Cλ, t),

as required.

For a partition λ = (λ1, . . . , λk) of n, let ℓ(λ) denote the number of parts of λ, i.e., ℓ(λ) = k. We
can also write λ = (1α1 , . . . , nαn), where αi is the number of appearances of i in λ. Denote p(λ) by the
number of permutations of the parts of λ, that is,

p(λ) =
ℓ(λ)!

α1!α2! · · ·αn!
.

For a composition γ = (γ1, . . . , γk) of n, if there exists an integer m > 0 such that γi = γi+m for all
1 ≤ i ≤ k −m, then we call m a period of γ. Let T (γ) denote the least period of γ. If there does not
exist such a positive integer m, set T (γ) = k. For instance, if γ = (2, 2, 1, 2, 2, 1, 2, 2, 1), then T (γ) = 3.
If γ = (2, 1, 3, 2), then T (γ) = 4.

Lemma 3.3. Let λ ⊢ n be a partition. Then we have

#{A ⊆ [n] : λ(A) = λ} =
n

ℓ(λ)
p(λ).

Proof. Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λk). Given a permutation γ = (λi1 , λi2 , . . . , λik ) of λ, we can construct n subsets
A ⊆ [n] such that λ(A) = λ as below

{j, j + λi1 , j + λi1 + λi2 , . . . , j + λi1 + · · ·+ λik−1
}, (3.16)

where 1 ≤ j ≤ n and any λm is understood as λm−n if m > n. It is easy to see that all subsets A ⊆ [n]
such that λ(A) = λ can be generated in this way. However, there are repetitions in (3.16). To be exact,
it is easy to see that the set

{j′, j′ + λi1 , j
′ + λi1 + λi2 , . . . , j

′ + λi2 + · · ·+ λik−1
},

where j′ = j + λi1 + · · ·+ λiT (γ)
is the same as the set in (3.16). Therefore, for a given a permutation γ

of λ, each subset A of [n] such that λ(A) = λ is generated ℓ(λ)
T (γ) times.

On the other hand, different permutations of λ may generate the same subset A. More precisely, for
a shifting γ′ = (λi2 , λi3 , . . . , λik , λi1) of γ, if γ

′ 6= γ, then we can construct the following subset

{j′′, j′′ + λi2 , j
′′ + λi2 + λi3 , . . . , j

′′ + λi2 + · · ·+ λik}, (3.17)

where j′′ = j + λi1 . Since j′′ + λi2 + · · ·+ λik = j + n, the two sets in (3.16) and (3.17) are the same.
Each permutation γ of λ can shift T (γ) different times, all generating the same subset. Thus the total
number of repetitions of each A is ℓ(λ).

Since there are p(λ) permutations of λ, and for each permutation of λ, we constructed n subsets A
as in (3.16), but there are ℓ(λ) copies of A constructed in this way, we conclude that the total number
of subsets A with λ(A) = λ is n

ℓ(λ)p(λ).
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Suppose that τ = (τ1, . . . , τk) and σ = (σ1, . . . , σs) are two compositions of n. we say that τ and σ
are equivalent , denoted as τ ∼ σ, if they have the same multiset of parts. Obviously, if τ ∼ σ, then
i(Uτ , t) = i(Uσ, t). We say that τ is a refinement of σ, denoted as τ ≺ σ, if each σi can be obtained by
adding a sequence of consecutive factors of τ . More precisely, there exists i1, i2, . . . , is−1 such that

σ1 = τ1 + · · ·+ τi1 , σ2 = τi1+1 + · · ·+ τi2 , . . . , σs = τis−1+1 + · · ·+ τk.

Let F (λ) be the set of refinements of λ. For instance, let λ = (3, 2), then F (λ) = {(3, 2), (2, 1, 2), (1, 1, 1, 2),
(3, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1, 1, 1)}.

For a partition λ ⊢ n, let Kλ denote the set of permutations on [n] with cycle type λ. Recall that
a permutation w ∈ Sn has cycle type λ = (1α1 , . . . , nαn) means that when converted into cycles, w has
αi cycles of length i, for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. It is well known that

|Kλ| =
n!

zλ
,

see, for example, Sagan [17].

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By (3.4), Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we have

i(Un, t) =
∑

λ⊢n

(−1)ℓ(λ)−1np(λ)

ℓ(λ)
i(Cλ, t). (3.18)

Then

i(Cn, t) =
1

n
i(Un, t) +

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)
i(Cλ, t). (3.19)

Since z(n) =
1
n
and i(U(n), t) = i(Un, t), by (3.19), it suffices to show that

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)
i(Cλ, t) =

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

1

zλ
i(Uλ, t). (3.20)

We make induction on n. By induction,

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)
i(Cλ, t)

=
∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)

ℓ(λ)
∏

j=1




∑

σj⊢λj

1

zσj

i(Uσj , t)





=
∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)

∑

σ∈F (λ)

1

zσ1zσ2 · · · zσℓ(λ)

i(Uσ, t), (3.21)

where, given a refinement σ ∈ F (λ) of λ, there is a unique way to cut σ into ℓ(λ) factors σ1, σ2, . . . , σℓ(λ)

such that each σi ⊢ λi is a partition of λi.

In order to prove (3.20), we need to show that for any partition µ of n with µ 6= (n), the coefficient
of i(Uµ, t) in (3.21) is equal to 1/zµ. Since i(Uσ, t) = i(Uµ, t) if σ ∼ µ, the coefficient of i(Uµ, t) in (3.21)
is

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)

∑

σ∈F (λ),σ∼µ

1

zσ1zσ2 · · · zσℓ(λ)

.
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That is, we need to show that

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)

∑

σ∈F (λ),σ∼µ

1

zσ1zσ2 · · · zσℓ(λ)

=
1

zµ
,

which is equivalent to

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)

∑

σ∈F (λ),σ∼µ

λ1!

zσ1

λ2!

zσ2

· · ·
λℓ(λ)!

zσℓ(λ)

·

(
n

λ1, . . . , λℓ(λ)

)

=
n!

zµ
.

Therefore, it is enough to show that for any partition µ = (µ1, . . . , µr) ⊢ n, µ 6= (n), there holds

∑

λ⊢n,λ6=(n)

(−1)ℓ(λ)
p(λ)

ℓ(λ)

∑

σ∈F (λ),σ∼µ

|Kσ1 ||Kσ2 | · · · |Kσℓ(λ) | ·

(
n

λ1, . . . , λℓ(λ)

)

= |Kµ|. (3.22)

Suppose that w ∈ Kµ, that is, when converted in cycles, w has cycle type µ. In particular, w has
r cycles. We need to show that the total number of appearances of w in the left-hand side of (3.22) is
equal to 1. To this end, we discuss according to the number of parts of λ in the left-hand side of (3.22).
We claim that for any fixed k = ℓ(λ) ≥ 2, w is counted in

∑

λ⊢n,ℓ(λ)=k

(−1)k
p(λ)

k

∑

σ∈F (λ),σ∼µ

|Kσ1 ||Kσ2 | · · · |Kσk | ·

(
n

λ1, . . . , λk

)

(3.23)

by (−1)k(k − 1)!S(r, k) times, where S(r, k) is Stirling number of the second kind.

Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λk) = (1α1 , . . . , nαn) ⊢ n. Notice that if σ ∈ F (λ), then σ admits a unique
decomposition into factors σ1, . . . , σk such that σi ⊢ λi. Choose an ordered partition of [n], i.e.,

T1 = {j1, . . . , jλ1}, T2 = {jλ1+1, . . . , jλ1+λ2}, . . . , Tk = {js, . . . , jn}, (3.24)

where s = n− (λ1 + · · ·+ λk−1) + 1, such that |Ti| = λi, Ti ∩ Tj = ∅ for i 6= j and T1 ∪ · · · ∪ Tk = [n].
There are

(
n

λ1,...,λk

)
such ordered paritions of [n]. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let Ti form a permutation of cycle type

σi, there are |Kσi | ways. Suppose that w is counted in (3.23) at least once. Then each Ti in (3.24) must
be a union of some cycles of w. Moreover, although each Ti can form |Kσi | different permutations of
cycle type σi, there is exactly one way to obtain the cycles of w. Thus w is counted exactly once by a
given ordered parition of [n] in (3.24).

Assume that |Ti| = |Tj | for some i < j and Ti forms a permutation of cycle type σi, Tj forms a
permutation of cycle type σj . Then we can exchange the positions of Ti and Tj in (3.24) to obtain k
ordered disjoint subsets of [n]:

T1, . . . , Tj, . . . , Ti, . . . , Tk,

and let them form k permutations of cycle types σ1, . . . , σj , . . . , σi, . . . , σk, respectively. Clearly, w can
also be obtained once in this way. In other words, for a given λ ⊢ n of length k, w is counted in

∑

σ∈F (λ),σ∼µ

|Kσ1 ||Kσ2 | · · · |Kσk | ·

(
n

λ1, . . . , λk

)

by α1!α2! · · ·αn! = k!/p(λ) times.

To prove the claim, we need to sum over all partitions λ ⊢ n with ℓ(λ) = k. If w is counted once
by (3.23), then each Ti in (3.24) is a union of some cycles of w. In other words, for a given w ∈ Kµ,
we can merge the r cycles of w to obtain k sets Ti in (3.24). If we run over all possible ways of “cycles
merging ” of w, then we actually obtain all partitions of n with exactly k parts. Obviously, there are
S(r, k) such ways. Therefore, w is counted in (3.23) by

(−1)k
p(λ)

k

k!

p(λ)
S(r, k) = (−1)k(k − 1)!S(r, k)
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times.

By summing for all k ≥ 2 and noticing that S(r, k) = kS(r − 1, k) + S(r − 1, k − 1), we conclude
that the total number of w ∈ Kµ counted in the left-hand side of (3.22) is

r∑

k=2

(−1)k(k − 1)!S(r, k)

=

r∑

k=2

(−1)k(k!S(r − 1, k) + (k − 1)!S(r, k − 1))

= S(r − 1, 1) + (−1)nn!S(r − 1, n) +

r−1∑

k=2

(k!S(r − 1, k)− k!S(r − 1, k))

= S(r − 1, 1)

= 1,

as desired.

For example, let µ = (2, 2, 1, 1) and w = (1, 4)(2, 5)(3)(6) ∈ Kµ. We enumerate how many times w
is counted in (3.23). The set of partitions λ ⊢ 6, λ 6= (6) such that there exists a refinement σ ∈ F (λ)
with µ ∼ σ is

{(2, 2, 1, 1), (3, 2, 1), (2, 2, 2), (4, 1, 1), (5, 1), (4, 2), (3, 3)}.

For λ = (2, 2, 1, 1), among the
(

6
2,2,1,1

)
= 180 possible ordered partitions of {1, . . . , 6}, there are four

that can be used to obtain w, i.e.,

T1 = {1, 4}, T2 = {2, 5}, T3 = {6}, T4 = {3},

T1 = {1, 4}, T2 = {2, 5}, T3 = {3}, T4 = {6},

T1 = {2, 5}, T2 = {1, 4}, T3 = {6}, T4 = {3},

T1 = {2, 5}, T2 = {1, 4}, T3 = {3}, T4 = {6}.

For each of ordered partition above, we let T1, T2 form permutations with cycle type σ1 = σ2 = (2) and

let T3, T4 form permutations with cycle type σ3 = σ4 = (1). Thus w is counted (−1)ℓ(λ) p(λ)
ℓ(λ) · 4 = 6

times in (3.23) for λ = (2, 2, 1, 1).

For λ = (3, 2, 1), there are four ordered partitions of {1, . . . , 6} that can be used to obtain w, i.e.,

T1 = {1, 4, 3}, T2 = {2, 5}, T3 = {6},

T1 = {1, 4, 6}, T2 = {2, 5}, T3 = {3},

T1 = {2, 5, 3}, T2 = {1, 4}, T3 = {6},

T1 = {2, 5, 6}, T2 = {1, 4}, T3 = {3}.

For each of them, let T1 form a permutation of cycle type σ1 = (2, 1), T2, T3 form permutations of cycle

types σ2 = (2), σ3 = (1), respectively. Thus w is counted (−1)ℓ(λ) p(λ)
ℓ(λ) · 4 = −8 times in (3.23) for

λ = (3, 2, 1).

Similarly, w is counted −2 times for λ = (4, 1, 1), −2 times for λ = (2, 2, 2), 3 times for λ = (4, 2), 2
times for λ = (5, 1), and 2 times for λ = (3, 3), respectively. In total, w is counted 6−8−2−2+3+2+2= 1
time.

As an extension of the preceding discussion, we are now at a position to consider the volume of
P(Cn) and P(Ca,b

n ).

Proof of Corollary 1.3. It is clear that

dim(P(Cn,j−1)) = dim(P(Cn)) = dim(P(Un)) = n− 1.
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Since the intersection Q(A) =
⋂

j∈A P(Cn,j−1) is a face of P(Cn,j−1) for any j ∈ A, the dimension of
Q(A) is smaller than n− 1. Consequently, for any subset B ⊆ [n], we have

∑

j∈B

vol(P(Cn,j−1)) = vol(∪j∈BP(Cn,j−1)).

By Lemma 3.1, we deduce that

vol(P(Un)) =

n∑

j=1

vol(P(Cn,j−1)) = n vol(P(Cn)).

Let A(n, k) be the Eulerian number, which is the number of permutations on [n] with k − 1 descents.
It is well known that

vol(P(Uk,n)) =
1

(n− 1)!
A(n− 1, k − 1),

see, for example, [18, Exercise 4.59(b)]. Therefore,

vol(P(Un)) =
1

(2n− 1)!
A(2n− 1, n− 1).

Thus (1.4) holds. Similarly, (1.5) follows.

4 Concluding remarks

Recall that notched rectangle matroids are Schubert matroids SMn(S) with r(S) = (a, b, c, d). In partic-
ular, r(S) = (a, b, c, 1) corresponds to the panhandle matroid Panb+1,a+b,a+b+c+1, which was conjectured
to be Ehrhart positive in [14], and proved in [4]. When c = 1, r(S) = (a, b, 1, 1) corresponds to the
panhandle matroid Panb+1,a+b,a+b+2.

For simplicity, write i(r(S), t) for i(SMn(S), t). By [5, Theorem 1.5], there holds

i((a, b, a, b), t) =
1

2
i(U2b,2a+2b, t) +

1

2
i(Ub,a+b, t)

2,

i((a, a, b, b), t) =
1

2
i(Ua+b,2a+2b, t) +

1

2
i(Ua,2a, t)i(Ub,2b, t),

i((1, 1, a, a+ 1), t) =
1

2
(t+ 2)i(Ua+1,2a+2, t).

In this paper, we express i(Ca,b
n , t) in terms of the Ehrhart polynomials of uniform matroids. Therefore,

it seems feasible to express other families of Ehrhart polynomials in terms of the Ehrhart polynomials
of uniform matroids. McGinnis [16] showed that Panb+1,a+b,a+b+2 is Ehrhart positive by using intricate
combinatorial arguments. We propose the following Conjecture, which manifestly shows the Ehrhart
positivity of Panb+1,a+b,a+b+2.

Conjecture 4.1. Let a, b be positive integers, we have

i(Panb+1,a+b,a+b+2, t) = i((1, 1, a, b), t) =

(
a+ 1

a+ b+ 1
t+ 1

)

· i(Ub,a+b+1, t).

We remark that the Schubert matroid SMn(S) is paving if and only if r(S) = (a, 1, b, c). In particular,
SMn(S) is a paving panhandle matroid if and only if r(S) = (1, 1, a, b).
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