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PARKING FUNCTIONS, FUBINI RANKINGS, AND BOOLEAN INTERVALS
IN THE WEAK ORDER OF G,

JENNIFER ELDER, PAMELA E. HARRIS, JAN KRETSCHMANN, AND J. CARLOS MARTINEZ MORI

ABSTRACT. Let &, denote the symmetric group and let W(&,) denote the weak order of &,.
Through a surprising connection to a subset of parking functions, which we call unit Fubini rankings,
we provide a complete characterization and enumeration for the total number of Boolean intervals
in W(6&,) and the total number of Boolean intervals of rank k in W(&,). Furthermore, for any
m € &, we establish that the number of Boolean intervals in W(&,,) with minimal element 7 is a
product of Fibonacci numbers. We conclude with some directions for further study.

1. INTRODUCTION

A poset is called Boolean if it is isomorphic to the poset of subsets of a set I ordered by inclusion.
The term Boolean poset is inherited from Boolean algebras, given that one of the most familiar
examples of a Boolean algebra is the power set 2. If |I| = k < oo, then a Boolean poset is a
distributive lattice, making it a ranked poset. Henceforth, we let By denote a Boolean poset of
rank k.

Boolean posets appear frequently in combinatorics, especially as intervals (subposets) within
larger structures. In these cases, they are referred to as Boolean intervals. One notable example is
that of Boolean intervals in the right weak (Bruhat) order on the symmetric group &,, [2) 111 12} 13].
The weak order of &,,, denoted W (&,,), is generated by transpositions

si=(i,i+1)

for i € [n — 1], where [n] := {1,2,...,n}. That is, cover relations arise from the (right-hand side)
application of a single simple transposition, and simple transpositions generate this group. Figure
highlights a Bs interval in W(&g).

Tenner established that Boolean posets appear as intervals [v, w] in the weak order if and only if
v~ 1w is a permutation composed of only commuting generators [13, Corollary 4.4]. We recall that
generators s; and s; commute whenever |i — j| > 1. We provide more background on the weak
order and Boolean intervals in Section 2l Tenner also established that Boolean intervals with a
generator as minimal element are enumerated by products of at most two Fibonacci numbers [13,
Proposition 5.9]. Our first result generalizes Tenner’s result as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 = mmg---m, € &, be in one-line notation and partition its ascent set
Asc(m) = {i € [n—1] : m; < miq1} into mazimal blocks by, b, . .., by of consecutive entries. Then, the
number of Boolean intervals [m,w| in W(S&,,) with fized minimal element m and arbitrary maximal
element w (including the case ™ = w) is given by

k
HF\biHZ’
=1

where Fy is the £th Fibonacci number, and F1 = Fo = 1.
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Ficure 1. Illustration of W(Sg). A Boolean interval Bs with minimal element
451623 and maximal element 546132, written in one-line notation, is highlighted.
The tuples (3,5,6,1,2,4) and (3,5,5,1,1,3) indicate the unit Fubini rankings
associated with the minimal and maximal Boolean subintervals of Bs with
minimal element 451623 and maximal element 546132, respectively.

Our proofs of Theorem and subsequent results rely on a class of combinatorial objects we
refer to as unit Fubini rankings, which are a subset of Fubini rankings. A tuple a € [n]™ is a Fubini
ranking of length n if it records a valid ranking over n competitors with ties allowed, where the
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distinct values in the tuple are the ranks (refer to Definition for a technical definition). For
example, (4,1,1,1) is a Fubini ranking since competitors 2, 3, and 4 are tied and rank first, and
competitor 1 ranks fourth. However, (1,1,2,3) is not a Fubini ranking since competitors 1 and 2
are tied and rank first, implying no competitor can rank second (indeed, the next available rank
would be third). Fubini rankings are enumerated by the Fubini numbers (OEIS |A000670), which
first appeared in the work of Cayley in enumerating trees with certain properties [4]. For more on
competitions allowing ties we recommend Mendelson [§].

Unit Fubini rankings are the subset of Fubini rankings in which ranks are shared by at most
two competitors. For example, (4,2,2,1) is a unit Fubini ranking, whereas (4,1,1,1) is not a
unit Fubini ranking. The term “unit” is derived from wunit interval parking functions, these are
parking functions in which cars park at most one spot away from their preference [5]. We employ
this language as in Corollary we show that the set of unit Fubini rankings is precisely the
intersection between the set of Fubini rankings and the set of unit interval parking functions.

Prior to stating our main result, we acknowledge the double use of the word “rank” when
describing the rank of a poset and the ranks used in a Fubini ranking.

Theorem 1.2. The set of unit Fubini rankings with n — k distinct ranks is in bijection with the set
of Boolean intervals in W(S,,) of rank k.

We leverage the parking interpretation of unit Fubini rankings to count unit Fubini rankings
with n — k distinct ranks. In turn, by Theorem this provides a count of Boolean intervals in
W(&,,) of rank k.

Theorem 1.3. Let f(n,k) denote the number of Boolean intervals in W(&,,) of rank k. Then,
n! (n—k
s =g (") 1)

Equation ([1) recovers the following known results:
e f(n,0) = n!is the number of permutations (By) in &,, (OEIS A000142),
o f(n,1) = ™D is the number of edges (B;) in W(S,) (OEIS A001286), and
o f(n,2) = M=203) ig the number of 4-cycles (Bs) in W(S,) (OEIS A317487).

To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to establish a general formula for f(n, k).
By setting ¢ = 1 into the exponential generating function [10, Exercise 3.185(h)]

F(%Q)ZZZf(mk)qk%:ﬁ, (2)

— 3T
n>0 k>0 2

Stanley [9] points out that the total number of Boolean intervals in W (&,,) (OEIS A080599) satisfies
the recurrence relation

fn ) =g+ (M3 ) -, ®

where f(0) =1 and f(1) = 1. However, Stanley did not provide a closed formula for the values of
f(n, k) as we do in Equation ([I)).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we provide necessary background
on Boolean intervals, parking functions, and Fubini rankings. In Section |3| we present preliminary
results on unit Fubini rankings, including an inequality characterization and operations that pre-
serve unit Fubini rankings. In Section 4] we prove Theorem [1.2] establishing a bijection between
unit Fubini rankings with n — k distinct ranks and Boolean intervals in W (&,,) of rank k. In
Section [b| we prove Theorem giving a closed formula for the number of Boolean intervals in
W (&,) of rank k. We conclude with Section [6] providing directions for future study.
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2. BACKGROUND

We now present necessary background on Boolean intervals in W(&,,). We then provide some
history and results related to Fubini rankings and their interpretation as parking functions, which
we will use in the proofs of our main results.

2.1. Boolean Intervals in the Weak Order. Boolean posets are constructed by subsets of a set
I ordered by inclusion. Figure [2] illustrates some small examples.

{1,2 3}

{1,2} {12}, {1 3}
{1 \
P \ A RNC /

FIGURE 2. Boolean posets By, By, B2, and Bs.

= e
= e

Unless specified, we write permutations in one-line notation. The following definition plays a
key role in our proof of Theorem

Definition 2.1. For a permutation o = o109+ 0, € G, the ascent set of o is given by
Asc(o)={je[n—1] : 0 <ojs1}.

Let asc(o) = |Asc(o)| denote the number of ascents of o. Similarly, the descent set of o is given by
Des(o) ={je[n—1] : 0 >0j41}.

Let des(o) = |Des(0)| denote the number of descents of o.

The right weak (Bruhat) order, denoted W(&,,), is a partial order on &,,. Its cover relations
are defined by the application of a single simple (adjacent) transposition on the right-hand side.
That is, 7 < o if and only if 7s; = o for some i € Des(o). In general, if 7 < o, then there exists a
sequence s;,, ..., s;, of simple transpositions such that 7s;, ...s; =o.

In fact, W(&,,) is a bounded lattice for all n > 2 [I0]. In one-line notation, its minimal element
is 12+ - - n while its maximal element is n(n—1) - --21. Figure [3|illustrates W (&) with its elements
written in one-line notation.

Remark 2.2. In a similar way, we can define the weak left (Bruhat) order, where 7 < o if and
only if there exists a sequence Sy, , ..., Sk, of simple transpositions such that o = sy, --- s, 7. The
two weak orders are distinct, but isomorphic under the map o — o 1.

A subset [0, 7] C W(S,,) is an (nonempty) interval if o < 7 and 7 € [0, 7] whenever 0 < 7 < 7.
Tenner established that Boolean intervals in W (&,,) have the structure [v,w] if and only if v~'w
is a permutation composed of only commuting generators [13, Corollary 4.4].

Example 2.3. In Figure @ if m € &y, then the interval [m, 7| is a Boolean interval of rank zero.
In addition, all intervals [m,7s;] where i € Asc(m) are Boolean intervals of rank one. Finally, if
Asc(m) = {1,3}, then the interval [m,ms183] is a Boolean interval of rank two. For example, the
interval [2314,3241], highlighted in Figure @ is one of the siz Boolean intervals of rank two in
W(Sy4).
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F1GURE 3. Illustration of W (&,) with a highlighted Boolean interval Bs.

2.2. Parking Functions, Unit Interval Parking Functions, and Fubini Rankings. A tuple
a = (ay,a9,...,a,) € [n]™ is a parking function of length n if its weakly increasing rearrangement
o = (a},d),...,a),) satisfies a; < ¢ for all ¢ € [n]. For example o = (1,6,4,4,3,3,2) is a parking
function of length seven as its weakly increasing rearrangement o = (1,2, 3, 3,4, 4,6) satisfies the
inequality conditions. However, o = (1,5,4,6,6,3,7) is not a parking function, as its weakly
increasing rearrangement o = (1,3,4,5,6,6,7) does not satisfy the inequality condition for i = 2.
Let PF,, denote the set of parking functions of length n. Parking functions were introduced by
Konheim and Weiss [7], who established that |PF,| = (n + 1)""! for all n > 1.

One can interpret a tuple a = (a1, ag, . ..,a,) € [n]™ as encoding the parking preferences of n cars
that attempt to park, one at a time, on a one-way street with n parking spots. When car i € [n]
arrives, it attempts to park in its preferred spot a;. If spot a; is unoccupied, car i parks there.
Otherwise, car ¢ continues driving down the one-way street until it parks in the first unoccupied
spot, if there is one. If no such spot exists, then car 7 is unable to park. If all cars are able to park,
then « is a parking function. Figure [4]illustrates the order in which cars park on the street when
a=(1,6,4,4,3,3,2). We refer to the resulting parking order as the outcome of a.

Hadaway and Harris introduced unit interval parking functions, which are the subset of parking
functions in which cars park exactly at their preferred spot or one spot away [5]. For example,
(1,2,3,4,5), (1,1,3,4,5), (1,1,2,4,5) are unit interval parking functions (of length 5), whereas
(1,1,1,1,1) is a parking function but not a unit interval parking function. Let UPF,, denote the
set of unit interval parking functions of length n. Hadaway and Harris established bijectively that
the number of unit interval parking functions of length n is the Fubini numbers, also known as the
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a=(1,6,4,4,3,3,2)

FIGURE 4. The parking outcome of the preference tuple o = (1,6,4,4,3,3,2). The
upper row of data (in boxes) gives the car labels and the bottom row of data gives
the parking spots.

ordered Bell numbers (OEIS |A000670). That is,

[UPF,,| = Fub, = » _k!S(n, k), (4)
k=1

where S(n, k) are Stirling numbers of the second kind (OEIS |A008277), which count the number
of set partitions of [n] with k£ non-empty parts.

To establish their result, Hadaway and Harris proved that the set of unit interval parking func-
tions is in bijection with the set of Fubini rankings.

Definition 2.4. A Fubini ranking of length n is a tuple r = (r1,72,...,ry) € [n]™ that records a
valid ranking over n competitors with ties allowed (i.e., multiple competitors can be tied and have
the same rank). However, if k competitors are tied and rank ith, then the k — 1 subsequent ranks
i+ 1,0+2,...,i+ k — 1 are disallowed.

For example, if two competitors are tied and rank first, then the second rank is disallowed and
the next available rank is the third.

Similarly, (1,1,3,3,5), (1,2,3,4,5), (1,1,1,1,1), (3,1,5,1,3) are all Fubini rankings (of length
5) while (3,1,5,1,2) is not, as competitors 2 and 4 are tied and rank first, implying no competitor
can rank second. Let FR,, denote the set of Fubini rankings of length n.

By the definition of Fubini ranking, any rearrangement of a Fubini ranking is itself a Fubini
ranking. In other words, Fubini rankings are invariant under permutations. As we reference this
fact in a later section, we state it formally below.

Lemma 2.5. Fubini rankings are invariant under permutations.

In the remainder of this paper, we consider the intersection of Fubini rankings and unit interval
parking functions, which we describe in the next section.

3. UNIT FUBINI RANKINGS

The intersection FR,, N UPF,, is non-trivial for all n > 1 and this set plays a key role in our
arguments.

Definition 3.1. For all n > 1, the set UFR,, '= FR,, N UPF,, and its elements are referred to as
unit Fubini rankings.

Table [1] gives the cardinality of UFR,, for small values of n, agreeing with OEIS A080599, which
Stanley identifies as the number of Boolean intervals in W (&,,). His remark motivates this work.
Bradt, Elder, Harris, Rojas Kirby, Reutercrona, Wang, and Whidden [3], gave a complete char-
acterization of unit interval parking functions, which we utilize to give a characterization of unit
Fubini rankings.
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[2]3]4]5 ) 6 | 7
131266 | 450 | 3690 | 35280

n__|

[UFR, |

1
1
TABLE 1. The number of unit Fubini rankings with 1 < n <7 competitors.

Definition 3.2 ([3]). Let o = (a1,a2,...,a,) € UPF, and o/ = (of,0),...,al) be its weakly
increasing rearrangement. Let i1,i9,...,1, € [n] be the increasing sequence of indices satisfying
/

o, =i;. The partition of o' as the concatenation by |by| - - - |by, where b; = (oz;j, a;-j_H, ce oz;jﬂ_l)

is called the block structure of a. Fach part bj for j € [m] is called a block of a.
Next we state the characterization of unit parking functions by Bradt et al. [3, Theorem 2.9].

Theorem 3.3. ([3]) Given a = (aq,...,a,) € UPF,, let &/ be its weakly increasing rearrangement
and o/ =my |ma| ... | mm be the block structure of .

(1) There are
<|7T1|’--n-,|7Tm|> (5)

possible rearrangements o of a such that o is still a unit interval parking function.
(2) A rearrangement o of o is in UPF,, if and only if the entries in o respect the relative order
of the entries in each of the blocks m1,ma, ..., Tm.

For our purposes, we only need the following result, which follows from Theorem

Corollary 3.4. Let o € UPF,, and by |ba| --- | by, be its block structure. For each j € [m], let
ij be the minimal element of bj. Consider any j € [m — 1]. If |bj| = 1, then b; = (i;) and
ij4+1 = i; + 1. Otherwise, if |bj| = 2, then b; = (ij,4;) and ij41 = i; + 2. Otherwise, |bj| > 3,
bj = (ij,ij,ij + l,ij +2,... ,ij + ’b]‘ - 2) and ij+1 = ij + ‘bJ’

bi|—2 terms
[b;

We now give a characterization of unit Fubini rankings based on their block structure. We
employ this technical result in our proof of Theorem

Theorem 3.5. Let o € UPF,, and by |ba| - -+ | by, be its block structure. Then, o € UFR,, if and
only if |bj| <2 for each j € [m].

Proof. First, suppose |bj| < 2 for each j € [m]. We need to show that « € UFR,,. To do this,
it suffices to show that for each pair b;,b;11 of consecutive blocks with j € [m — 1], the existence
of competitors whose ranks correspond to the block b; does not disallow there being a competitor
whose rank is the minimal element of block b;y1. Consider any such pair b;, b1 of consecutive
blocks and let i; and ;41 be the minimal elements of blocks b; and bj; 1, respectively. If |b;| = 1,
then by Corollary we know that b; = (i;) and ;41 = i; + 1, so there being a competitor whose
rank is i; does not disallow there being a competitor whose rank is i;41 = i; + 1. If |b;| = 2, then
by Corollary we know that b; = (i;,4;) and ij11 = i; + 2, so there being two competitors whose
ranks are both i; does not disallow there being a competitor whose rank is 411 = i; + 2.

Now, suppose |bj| = k > 2 for some j € [m]. We need to show that a ¢ UFR,. Let i; be
the minimal element of block b; so that, by Corollary bj = (ij,45,% + 1,...,9; + k). In bj, i;
appears twice while i; + 1 appears once. Therefore, similarly in «, i; appears twice while i; + 1
appears once. This implies that a ¢ UFR,,, since there being two competitors whose ranks are
both i; disallows the subsequent rank i; + 1, which some competitor supposedly holds. O

The following corollary gives an alternative way to state Theorem
7



Corollary 3.6. Let « € UPF,. Then o € UFR,, if and only if « is a Fubini ranking with the
additional constraint that ranks are shared by at most two competitors.

We also give an inequality description of unit Fubini rankings.

Corollary 3.7. Let o = (a1,az,...,an) € [n|" and o/ = (a},d), ... al) be its weakly increasing

rearrangement. Then, o € UFR,, if and only if ¢; < a <'i for each i € [n], where
1, ifi=1
ci =<1, ifa,_1=i—2and2<i<n

1 —1, otherwise.

Proof. First, let a € UFR,,. Then, by Theorem 3.5 the block structure by | by | - - - | by, of « satisfies
|bj| <2 for each j € [m]. This implies that ¢; < a; <1 for each i € [n].

Now, let o € [n]™ such that ¢; < a} < i for all ¢ € [n]. This implies that each number i € [n]
occurs at most twice in . Moreover, if i € [n] occurs twice, then the next smallest number, if any,

is 44+ 2. This implies that the block structure by |ba| - - - | by, of « satisfies |b;| < 2 for each j € [m].
By Theorem this implies a € UFR,,. O

We now take a quick aside to provide a connection between unit Fubini rankings and the Fi-
bonacci numbers (OEIS A000045), defined by F,41 = F, + F,—1 for n > 2 and F} = F, = 1.

Theorem 3.8. Let UFRIL be the set of weakly increasing unit Fubini rankings of length n. Then,
forn > 1 we have
[UFR| = Fpy1,

where Fp41 is the (n + 1)th Fibonacci number.

Proof. We will show that [UFR!| = [UFR! | |+|UFR! |, |[UFR]| = 2, and [UFR!| = 1. By Theo-
rem [3.5] the block structure of any unit Fubini ranking has blocks of size at most two. Moreover, for
any n € N, each o € UFR,, satisfies |{i € [n] : a; = n}| < 1. That is, among n competitors, at most
one is ranked n. Therefore, to compute [UFR] |, we need only consider forming a block of size two

. . .. . 1
in which 2 participants tie and rank n—1 to any 5 € UFR, _,,

or appending a block of size one with
rank n to any v € UFR;_l. These cases are disjoint and exhaustive, and therefore give the required
recursion relation. To conclude, note |UFR1| =H{(1)}| =1 and |UFR£| ={(1,1),(1,2)}=2. O
Lastly, we describe a set of functions on unit Fubini rankings used in future sections to establish
Theorem [1.2
Definition 3.9. For each i € [n — 1] define ¢; : UFR,, — UFR,, by
r \{j:la{j:i—l}}||=2
«, ) or [{j:a;=1}|=2
Si(a) = or [{iia;=i+1}|=2 (6)

a(i), otherwise;
where a(i) is obtained from « by decreasing the singular occurrence of i + 1 to i.
For example, if o = (1,3,5,3,6,1,7), then §;(a) = a, for 1 < i < 4, while

e J5(a) = a(b) = (1,3,5,3,5,1,7), because 6 occurs exactly once in o and
e Js(a) = @(6) = (1,3,5,3,6,1,6), because 7 occurs exactly once in a.

One can readily confirm that all of the tuples above are in UFR;. This illustrates the next result.

Lemma 3.10. The functions d; for i € [n — 1] are well-defined.
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Proof. Let aw € UFR,, and let by | by | - - - | by, be its block structure. Consider any fixed but arbitrary
i € [n — 1]. We need to show that J;(a)) € UFR,,. There are two possibilities.

Case 1: Suppose d;(a) = a.. The claim holds since o € UFR,,, by assumption.

Case 2: Suppose 0;(«) = @(i). By definition of ¢; this means that if ¢ — 1, 4, or i + 1 appear in
«, then they appear at most once. In addition, by Corollary if i +2 < n, then 7 + 2 appears
at least once in «. The only change that J; makes to obtain a(i) from « occurs at the value i + 1,
which is decreased to 7; all other entries of a remain unchanged. Therefore, the only change that
d; makes to the block structure by |ba| - - | by, is that the adjacent singleton blocks containing (7)
and (¢ + 1) are turned into a single block of size 2 containing (¢,7). Then, Corollary [3.4] guarantees
that a(i) € UPF,, while, in turn, Theorem [3.5 guarantees that a(i) € UFR,,, as claimed. O

Next we show that the functions of Definition [3.9] commute whenever their domain is restricted
to the set of permutations and they are applied on nonconsecutive indices.

Theorem 3.11. Let i,j € [n — 1] be nonconsecutive. If m € &,,, then 6;(0;(m)) = §;(d;()).

Proof. Fix nonconsecutive integers i, j € [n—1]. Without loss of generality, let i < j. By Lemma
it suffices to consider only the identity permutation m# = 12---n and the block structure of 7 is
bi|ba| -+ | by with singleton blocks b; = (i) for each i € [n].

If §;(m) has the block structure 1|2| -+ |i —1|ii|i+2]|---|n — 1|n, then, since i < j, the
block structure of §;(d;(m)) is

|2 |i—=1]ii|i+2|---|j—=1]jjli+2|-|n—1|n.
If © 4+ 2 = j, then the block structure would be
|2 |i—=1]eiljjlj+2|---|n—1|n.
On the other hand, d;(m) has the block structure
12| |G- 113315 +2] - In—1|n.
Then, since i < j, the block structure of 6;(d;()) is
1[2] - [i—1]iii+2]---|j—1]jjlj+2] - |n—1]|n.
Again, if i + 2 = j, then the block structure would be
|2 |i—=1]iiljjlj+2|---|n—1|n.

Therefore, for m = 12---n, we have 6;(0;(m)) = 0;(6;(7)). Finally, for any m # 12-.-n, the
blocks (7,7) and (7, ) will be in the positions where the consecutive blocks --- |i|i+ 1] --- and
717+ 1]--- originally appeared, respectively.

Remark 3.12. In Theorem|3.11], it is tmportant that © and j are nonconsecutive. To see this, let
e &, and j =i+ 1. Then, the block structure of w changes in the following way upon application
of di+1 followed by 6;:

i (6 (M) = 0i(-+ |i—1]jjli42] )= i—1]i+1 i+1]i+2]--. (7)

On the other hand, the block structure of w changes in the following way upon application of J;
followed by ;41

Siv1(6i(m)) = Gur(--- |i—1]dd|i4+2] - )=---|i—1]ii|i+2] . (8)

We now generalize Definition to be indexed by subsets consisting of nonconsecutive integers.
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Definition 3.13. Let I = {iy,i2,...,it} C [n — 1] be a set of pairwise nonconsecutive integers
satisfying i1 <9 < --- < 1ig. If m € &,, then we define the composition

07(m) = 0iy © 83y © -+ 0 b5, (). (9)
If I =0, then 6; = Id is the identity map on &,.

It follows from Theorem that the composition defined in Equation @D can be done in any
order.

Corollary 3.14. Let I = {iy,i2,...,ix} C [n— 1] be a set of nonconsecutive integers. If m € &y,
then the composition 0r(m) € UFR,,.

4. BIJECTION

By definition, UFR,, C UPF,,, hence, we can treat unit Fubini rankings as parking functions.
We define the outcome map O : UFR,, - &,, by O(a) = 7 = mymy - - - m, where m € &,, is written
in one-line notation and denotes the order in which the cars park on the street. That is, if j € [n],
then m; = 4 denotes that car 4 is the jth car parked on the street. Given m € &,,, we define the
fiber of the outcome map:

O~ (1) = {a € UFR,, : O(a) = 7}.

Remark 4.1. Since no car can park in more than one spot, O is a well-defined map.

In what follows, we write both Fubini rankings and permutations in one-line notation. We now
provide some initial technical results. The first result is analogous to [0, Theorem 2.2] and hence
we omit its proof.

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 € &,,. Then a = m~ ! is the unique permutation with outcome 7.

For a fixed ™ € &,,, we are interested in determining the elements of O~1(7). Next, we provide
the connection between the elements in O~!(7) and the ascent set Asc(7).

Lemma 4.3. Let 7 = mymp---m, € &,. If j € Asc(n), mjy1 = i, and o = (a1,a2,...,ap) €
O~Y(rm), then a; € {j,7 + 1}.

Proof. Assume j € Asc(m), so m; < mj41. This means that car 71 = ¢ arrived after car 7; and is
parked immediately to the right of 7;. Under unit interval parking rule, there are only two ways in
which car 7 can park in spot j+1, either spot j+ 1 was its preference and that spot was available, or
its preference was the spot j, which it found occupied by car 7;. Thus a; € {j,j+1} as desired. [

Lemma 4.4. Let m = mymy---mp € 6. If B € 071<7T) has a block consisting of a repeated value
it, then m; < mi+1 and the outcome permutation m has an ascent at index 1.

Proof. Suppose that in 8, b, = ¢ and b, = 7, where x < y. Car x parks first, and parks in spot 1.
This means that m; = z. Car y attempts to park in spot ¢, but must park in spot ¢ 4+ 1 instead.
That is, m;41 = y. Since z < y, there is an ascent in 7 at <. ]

Proposition 4.5. Let 7 = mmy -7, € &, and a = 7w+ € O~ Y(x). Then
O Yrm) = {61(a) : T C Asc(r) with nonconsecutive entries}.

Before we prove Proposition [4.5] we illustrate the effect of §; on a permutation 7w, when [ is a
subset of nonconsecutive elements from Asc().

Example 4.6. Fiz m = 412356. Then Asc(m) = {2,3,4,5}. Then a = n~! = 234156 is the
unique permutation in O~Y(w). The only possible subsets of Asc(m) = {2,3,4,5} consisting of
nonconsecutive integers are: 0, {2}, {3}, {4}, {5}, {2,4}, {2,5}, and {3,5} and

10



0p(a) = 234156, 5{2}(a) = 224156, 5{3}(01) = 233156,
5{4} (o) = 234146, 5{5}(0&) = 234155, 5{274} (o) = 224146,
(5{275}(04) = 224155, 5{375}(04) = 233155.

Straightforward computations establish that the results are unit Fubini rankings with outcome m, we
illustrate one such computation next. To check that any of the above expressions are unit Fubini
rankings, requires that we confirm they are a Fubini ranking, and that any rank appears at most
twice. Consider 635(ct) = 233155, which encodes the information that competitor 4 ranks first,
then competitor 1 ranks second, competitors 2 and 3 tie for rank three (disallowing rank four), and
competitors 5 and 6 tie and rank fifth (disallowing rank six). Moreover, the ranks that appear,
appear at most twice. This confirms that d¢35y(a) is a unit Fubini ranking. To conclude, we can
park the cars according to 6y3 5 (a): car 1 parks in spot 2 (i.e. w2 = 1), car 2 parks in spot 3 (i.e.
w3 =2), car 3 parks in spot 4 (i.e. w4 = 3), car 4 parks in spot 1 (i.e. w1 =4), car 5 parks in spot
5 (i.e. m5 =5), and car 6 parks in spot 6 (i.e. mg = 6). Thus, d(351(a) = 233155 has outcome
mmomsmyTsTg = 412356 = w. Similar computations show all of the above listed expressions are in
fact in O~1(r).

Given that the only subsets of Asc(w) consisting of nonconsecutive integers are those we have
listed above, we have now confirmed that 6;(c)) € O~(x) for any such subset I.

Proof of Proposition[4.5. It suffices to show

(1) O~ Y(w) C {6;(m~Y) : I C Asc(m) with nonconsecutive entries} and
(2) {8;(71) : I C Asc(r) with nonconsecutive entries} C O~1().

For (I): Fix 3 € O~!(x) and consider the block structure of 3. We will induct on the number of
blocks of size two. If the block structure of 8 has no blocks of size 2, then 5 is a permutation.
By Lemma we know that 3 = 7w~ !. If I = () C Asc(n), then dp(7~1) = 7#=! = B. Thus
B € {0r(m7") : I C Asc(m) with nonconsecutive entries}, as desired. Now suppose that that the
block structure of 8 contains exactly one block of size two. Let the entries of that block be 7.
By Lemma if i appears twice in 3, then i € Asc(m). We must also have that &;(7~!) = 3.
Let I = {i} C Asc(r) consisting of nonconsecutive integers. Then d;(7~!) = 3 since by definition
d¢iy when applied to 7! takes the unique value i + 1 and replaces it with i. Thus Ogiy (=) =8
since we have exactly one block of size two with repeated entries ii. Therefore, 3 € {§;(7=1): I C
Asc(m) with nonconsecutive entries}, as desired.

Inductively, for any 3 € O~!(7) with k blocks of size 2, we can reconstruct the set I by looking at
the entries in those k£ blocks. The indices in I must all be more than one unit away, are determined
by the minimum element in each block of size two, and must have all come from the ascent set
of 7. Thus 67(7~') = 3, which means that 3 € {§;(7~!) : I C Asc(r) with nonconsecutive entries
in I ={i}}.

For ([2): Let I = {i1,i2,...,ir} C Asc(m) consist of nonconsecutive integers. Without loss of
generality assume ¢; < iy < --- < ig. By Corollary we know d7(7~1) € UFR,,, and the block
structure of d7(7~!) is as follows:

e For each i € I, there is a block of size two containing both instances of i in §;(7 '), and
e for each i ¢ I, there is a block of size one containing the only instance i in §;(7~1).

Since the entries in I are nonconsecutive, the block structure of d;(7~!) ensures that if i ¢ I, car

m; with preference 7 parks in spot 4, as needed to have outcome w. Moreover, if ¢ € I, then under

§7(m=1), car m; has preference i and parks in spot i, and car ;1 has preference i and as m; < 741

it finds spot ¢ occupied and parks in spot i 4+ 1, as needed to have outcome 7. Thus establishing

that O(6;(71)) = 7, as desired. O
11



Tenner established that Boolean intervals in the weak order all have the form [v, w] where w =
v][;cr si for some I € Asc(v) whose elements are nonconsecutive [I3, Corollary 4.4]. We use this
result in the proof of our main result, which we restate for convenience.

Theorem 1.2. The set of unit Fubini rankings with n — k distinct ranks is in bijection with the set
of Boolean intervals in W(S,,) of rank k.

Proof. Fix m € &,,. Let B, be the set of all Boolean intervals in W(&,,), and B, (7) denote the set
of all Boolean intervals in W(&,,) with minimal element 7. Define the map ¢, : O~L(7) — B, ()

by
or(B) = lm T H Si]

where I C Asc(n) of nonconsecutive integers is determined by 8 = 6;(7~1). Namely, the set I
consists of the repeated values in 3, which is unique by Proposition We begin by establishing
that ¢, is a bijection.

The output ¢, () is computed using the unique set I associated with each (3, and hence is unique.
Furthermore, the output |7, 7 [[;c; si] € By is a Boolean interval [13, Corollary 4.4]. Therefore ¢
is well-defined.

For injectivity: If ¢(8) = ¢x(v) = [m,7[];c; 5] for some (nonconsecutive) I C Asc(r), then
S;(m71) = B and §;(71) = ~. Therefore, 3 = 7.

For surjectivity: Every Boolean interval in B, () has the form [, 7 [[;c; s:] where I C Asc()
consists of nonconsecutive integers [13, Corollary 4.4]. Then, by Proposition we know that
Sp(m1) € O~ (). Then o (6;(7 1)) = [m, 7 [L;c; sil-

Together, this establishes that the map ¢, is a bijection.

Now define ¢ : UFR,, — B,, by ¢(«) := ¢r(a) where O(a) = 7. Since ¢, is a bijection for all 7
and since O is well-defined (Remark , then ¢ is a bijection.

To conclude, we establish that o, preserves the statistic of n — k distinct ranks in O~!(x) and
rank k in the Boolean interval. Let 5 € UFR,, such that O(8) = m where ties occur at ranks
denoted by rq,72,...,7%. Then 8 has n — k distinct ranks. Then, by Proposition the set
I={ry,re,...,m%} is a subset of Asc(r) consisting of k nonconsecutive integers, and d;(7~!) = 3.
Then () corresponds uniquely to the rank k Boolean interval given by [, 7 [[;c; si]- O

5. ENUMERATIONS

In this section, we provide enumerative formulas for:

(1) f(n), the total Boolean intervals in W (&,,),
(2) f(n,k), the total number of rank k£ Boolean intervals in W(&,,), and
(3) the number of Boolean intervals in W(&,,) with minimal element 7 .

To establish , we begin with an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2

Corollary 5.1. The total number of Boolean intervals in W(&,,) is equal to the number of unit
Fubini rankings of length n.

By setting ¢ = 1 into the exponential generating function [10, Exercise 3.185(h)]
o kxn o 1
F(z,q) = ZZf(n>k)q o T_%ﬂa
n>0 k>0

Stanley [9] points out that the total number of Boolean intervals in W (&,,) (OEIS A080599) satisfies
the recurrence relation

(10)

fn 1) = e f+ (M5 -, (1)
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where f(0) =1 and f(1) = 1. In light of Corollary [5.1] we give a combinatorial proof of this result
from the perspective of unit Fubini rankings.

Theorem 5.2. Let g(n + 1) denote the number of unit Fubini rankings of length n + 1. Then
g(n + 1) satisfies the recursion

gt 1) =+ gty + ("5 ot - )

where g(1) =1 and g(2) = 3.

Proof. Let o be unit Fubini ranking of length n. The block structure of an element in UFR,, means
we have two options for the final block: it either ends in an (n — 1)(n — 1) or an n. We have total
freedom in the remaining positions. Thus there are two mutually exclusive cases to consider.

e The last block has the form (n — 1)(n — 1): Then we may select one of the g(n — 1) unit
Fubini rankings in UFR,,_1. Place the elements in the unit Fubini rankings in any of the
n—+1 possible spots for the unit Fubini ranking of length n+ 1. For each unit Fubini ranking

in UFR,,_ there are
n+1 n+1
()=
ways to do this.
e The last block has the form n: Then we may select one of the g(n) unit Fubini rankings in

UFR,,. Place the elements in the unit Fubini ranking in any of the n 4+ 1 possible spots for
the unit Fubini ranking of length n + 1. For each unit Fubini ranking in UFR,, there are

<n+1>
=n+1
n

The recursion follows from taking the sum of the counts in each case. The initial values arise
from the fact that |[UFR;| = |[{(1)}], hence ¢g(1) = 1, and |UFRy| = |{(1,1),(1,2),(2,1)}|, hence
g(2) = 3. O

ways to do this.

For (2), we begin with the following combinatorial proof.

Theorem 1.3. Let f(n,k) denote the number of Boolean intervals in W(&,,) of rank k. Then,

s =g (") (1)

Proof. Let g(n, k) denote the number of unit Fubini rankings of length n that have n — k distinct
ranks. Theorem 1.2/ implies that g(n, k) = f(n, k), hence it suffices to show that g(n, k) = %(";k)
If « € UFR,, has n — k distinct ranks, then its block structure has the form

bl|b2| |bn—k,

where exactly k of the blocks have size two and all remaining blocks have size one. To enumerate

all such «, first select the indices of the blocks with size two. We can do this in (”;k) ways. Then

select the indices at which to place the repeated values within the blocks of size two. We do so

iteratively, by first selecting two indices among n where we will place the smallest repeated values

of a. This can be done in (;L) ways. Then we repeat this process by selecting two indices among

the remaining n — 2 indices in which we place the next smallest repeated values of a. This can be
13



done in (";2) ways. Through this process, the total ways in which we can place all repeated values
in « is given by the product

()37 () =T ()

Finally, the values in the blocks of size one can appear in any order within the remaining available
indices. We can place them in (n — 2k)! ways. Thus

g(n,k:)z(nk )n—Qk H()( )

which simplifies to our desired result. (|

Remark 5.3. In the introduction we referenced OFIS |A001286, a sequence known as the Lah
numbers, which gives the values f(n,1) = w for the number of By in W(&,,). Theorem
implies that the Lah numbers also enumerate unit Fubini rankings with n—1 distinct ranks. Aguillon
et al. [I] showed that the number of unit interval parking functions in which exactly n — 1 cars
park in their preference is also enumerated by the Lah numbers. This result was established via a
bijection between those parking functions and ideal states in the game the Tower of Hanoi, which
were enumerated by the Lah numbers.

We now prove that g(n, k) has the same generating function as ((10)).
Theorem 5.4. The exponential generating function for g(n, k) has the closed form

1
=33 B =

n>0k>0

Proof. From Theorem we know that g(n, k) = 2 (n k) Then
x n—k n
:ZZg(n,k)qkn':ZZQk< K )qu . (12)

n>0 k>0 ’ n>0 k>0

Setting n = 0 in Equation yields
1 [(=k\ & o 1 [(—k\ &
Z%(k)qx:1+z2k<k>q =1+0. (13)
k>0
Substituting into gives
1 (n—k\ , .
G(x,q)—1+222k( . )qa:. (14)
n>1k>1

Using the binomial identity (}) = (", 1) + (3= ), (14) becomes

Gla,g) =1+ ((n_ _1)+<n;fIl>>qu”, (15)

n>1k>1
which can be rewritten as

CCYEEED 3 D51 (RN TR 95 DE 1 (g Ve (16)

n>1k>1 n>1k>1
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The first set of summands in simplifies in the following way:

1 /n—k—1\ , . 1 (n—1-k\ , ,_
D) (i PR 3) DEY (i PO
n>1k>1 n>1k>1
—e X (") e a7)
n>0 k>0

where the last equality in follows from re-indexing with respect to n, and the fact that (Z) =0
whenever k£ > n. The second set of summands in simplifies in the following way:

1 mn—k—=1\ 1, q o 1 (n=2—k+1)\ 11 no
IO G PR B 5 D A e
n>1k>1 n>1k>1
_q 9 1 (n—k k..n
1Y ()t s)
n>0 k>0
where the last equality in ([18]) follows from re-indexing with respect to n and k.
Substituting and ((18) into allows us to reassemble everything to arrive at

G(r,q) = 1+2G(2,q) + 22°G(x,q).

from which we arrive at .
G(z,q) = ———- 0
(z,4) 1 —x— 422
We now present our final enumerative result settling , which further connects this work to
Fibonacci numbers.

Theorem 1.1. Let m = mmy---m, € &, be in one-line notation and partition its ascent set
Asc(m) = {i € [n—1] : m; < miq1} into mazimal blocks by, ba, . .., by of consecutive entries. Then, the
number of Boolean intervals [, w] in W(&,,) with fixzed minimal element m and arbitrary mazimal
element w (including the case m = w) is given by

k
HﬂbiH—Qa
i=1

where Fy is the £th Fibonacci number, and F1 = Fo = 1.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to prove that the number of ways to select nonconsecutive entries from
the set [n] is given by F,yo. Thus, for each i € [k], the number of ways to select nonconsecutive
elements from b; is given by Fjy,1o. As the blocks by, b, ..., b are pairwise disjoint, the total

number of ways to select subsets from Ulebi consisting of nonconsecutive integers is given by
k .
[Ti—1 Fip,|+2, as desired. O

Among the many results established by Tenner concerning Boolean intervals in both the Bruhat
order and in the weak order [I3], we highlight the following.

Proposition 5.5. [I3, Proposition 5.9] Let ¢ € [n — 1] be fized. The number of Boolean intervals
in W(&,,) of the form [s;,w] is Fi11Fn—_i+1, where F; is the ith Fibonacci number.

For any i € [n—1], we have that Asc(s;) = [n]\{i}. Then b; = [i—1] and by = {i+1,i+2,...,n—
1}, and Theorem [1.1|implies that the number of Boolean intervals in W (&,,) with minimal element
s; is given by Fjy, |2 = Fly, |42 = Fit1Fn—i+1, recovering [13, Proposition 5.9].
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We remark that in the statement of Theorem [1.1] we allow [m, 7] to be a Boolean interval. If we
impose the condition that the maximal element w cannot be equal to the minimal element 7, then
we have the following.

Corollary 5.6. Let m1 = mmo---m, € &, be in one-line notation and partition its ascent set
Asc(m) ={i € [n — 1] : m; < mix1} into mazimal blocks by, ba, ..., by of consecutive entries. Then,
the number of Boolean intervals [m,w]| in W(&,,) with w # 7 is given by

k
<H FbHrQ) -1
i=1

where Fy is the £th Fibonacci number and Fy = F5 = 1.

Proof. The result follows from Theorem and noting that in creating a subset of Asc(w) con-
sisting of nonconsecutive elements we cannot utilize the empty set. (]

6. FUTURE WORK

To the best of our knowledge the formula of Theorem [1.3} which counts the Boolean intervals of
rank k in W(&,,) did not exist previously in the literature. We gave a combinatorial proof of this
result via the enumeration of unit Fubini rankings with n — k distinct ranks. We wonder whether
this new proof and combinatorial object might shed light on how a symmetric group proof may be
constructed.

Tenner has provided many results for intervals in the weak (Bruhat) order [13]. The paper also
provides results on the Bruhat order, which leads us to wonder if there are other connections from
Fubini rankings that can be used to count intervals in the Bruhat order. We also wonder if it may
be possible to utilize unit Fubini rankings, or a slight generalization thereof, to enumerate Boolean
intervals in Bruhat and weak orders of other Coxeter systems. To this end we state the following:
How many Boolean intervals are there in the weak order of the hyperoctahedral group?

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors thank Bridget E. Tenner for helpful discussions and references. The authors thank
Richard P. Stanley for suggestions on a draft of this manuscript. J. Elder was partially supported
through an AWM Mentoring Travel Grant. P. E. Harris was supported through a Karen Uhlenbeck
EDGE Fellowship. J. C. Martinez Mori was partially supported by NSF Grant No. 2144127,
awarded to S. Samaranayake. J. C. Martinez Mori is supported by Schmidt Science Fellows, in
partnership with the Rhodes Trust.

REFERENCES

[1] Yasmin Aguillon, Dylan Alvarenga, Pamela E. Harris, Surya Kotapati, J. Carlos Martinez Mori, Casandra D.
Monroe, Zia Saylor, Camelle Tieu, and Dwight Anderson Williams, II. On parking functions and the tower of
Hanoi. Amer. Math. Monthly, 130(7):618-624, 2023.

[2] Anders Bjorner and Torsten Ekedahl. On the shape of Bruhat intervals. Ann. of Math. (2), 170(2):799-817,
2009.

[3] S. Alex Bradt, Jennifer Elder, Pamela E. Harris, Gordon Rojas Kirby, Eva Reutercrona, Yuxuan Wang, and
Juliet Whidden. Unit interval parking functions and the r-Fubini numbers. Matematica, 3(1):370-384, 2024.

[4] Arthur Cayley. Xxviii. on the theory of the analytical forms called trees. The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin
Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science, 13(85):172-176, 1857.

[5] K. P. Hadaway. On combinatorical problems of generalized parking functions. Williams College, Honors Thesis,
2022.

[6] Pamela E. Harris, Brian M. Kamau, J. Carlos Martinez Mori, and Roger Tian. On the outcome map of MVP
parking functions: permutations avoiding 321 and 3412, and Motzkin paths. Enumer. Comb. Appl., 3(2):Paper
No. S2R11, 16, 2023.

16



[7] Alan G. Konheim and Benjamin Weiss. An occupancy discipline and applications. SIAM J. Appl. Math.,
14(6):1266-1274, 1966.
[8] Elliott Mendelson. Races with ties. Math. Mag., 55(3):170-175, 1982.
[9] R. P. Stanley. https://mathoverflow.net/questions/253773/number-of-boolean-algebra-subintervals-i
n-weak-order-of-s-n/253781#253781. Online, accessed 06-12-2023.
[10] Richard P. Stanley. Enumerative combinatorics. Volume 1, volume 49 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Math-
ematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2012.
[11] Bridget Eileen Tenner. Reduced decompositions and permutation patterns. J. Algebraic Combin., 24(3):263-284,
2006.
[12] Bridget Eileen Tenner. Pattern avoidance and the Bruhat order. J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 114(5):888-905,
2007.
[13] Bridget Eileen Tenner. Interval structures in the Bruhat and weak orders. J. Comb., 13(1):135-165, 2022.

(J. Elder) DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTER SCIENCE, MATHEMATICS AND PHYSICS, MISSOURI WESTERN STATE UNI-
VERSITY
Email address: |jelder8@missouriwestern.edu

(P. E. Harris) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN-MILWAUKEE
Email address: peharris@uwm.edu

(J. Kretschmann) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN-MILWAUKEE
Email address: kretsc230uwm. edu

(J. C. Martinez Mori) H. MILTON STEWART SCHOOL OF INDUSTRIAL AND SYSTEMS ENGINEERING, GEORGIA
INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
Email address: |jcmm@gatech.edu

17


https://mathoverflow.net/questions/253773/number-of-boolean-algebra-subintervals-in-weak-order-of-s-n/253781#253781
https://mathoverflow.net/questions/253773/number-of-boolean-algebra-subintervals-in-weak-order-of-s-n/253781#253781
mailto:jelder8@missouriwestern.edu
mailto:peharris@uwm.edu
mailto:kretsc23@uwm.edu
mailto:jcmm@gatech.edu

	1. Introduction
	2. Background
	2.1. Boolean Intervals in the Weak Order
	2.2. Parking Functions, Unit Interval Parking Functions, and Fubini Rankings

	3. Unit Fubini Rankings
	4. Bijection
	5. Enumerations
	6. Future work
	Acknowledgements
	References

