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Abstract. Let Sn denote the symmetric group and let W (Sn) denote the weak order of Sn.
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 (Sn) and the total number of Boolean intervals of rank k in W (Sn). Furthermore, for any
π ∈ Sn, we establish that the number of Boolean intervals in W (Sn) with minimal element π 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 2I . If |I| = k < ∞, then a Boolean poset is a
distributive lattice, making it a ranked poset. Henceforth, we let Bk 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 groupSn [2, 11, 12, 13].
The weak order of Sn, denoted W (Sn), 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 1
highlights a B3 interval in W (S6).

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 si and sj commute whenever |i − j| > 1. We provide more background on the weak
order and Boolean intervals in Section 2. 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 π = π1π2 · · ·πn ∈ Sn be in one-line notation and partition its ascent set
Asc(π) = {i ∈ [n−1] : πi < πi+1} into maximal blocks b1, b2, . . . , bk of consecutive entries. Then, the
number of Boolean intervals [π,w] in W (Sn) with fixed minimal element π and arbitrary maximal
element w (including the case π = w) is given by

k∏
i=1

F|bi|+2,

where Fℓ is the ℓth Fibonacci number, and F1 = F2 = 1.
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451623 (3,5,6,1,2,4)

546132 (3,5,5,1,1,3)
 

654321
 

Figure 1. Illustration of W (S6). A Boolean interval B3 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 B3 with

minimal element 451623 and maximal element 546132, respectively.

Our proofs of Theorem 1.1 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 α ∈ [n]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 2.4 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 [8].

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 unit 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 3.6 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 (Sn) 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 1.2, this provides a count of Boolean intervals in
W (Sn) of rank k.

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

f(n, k) =
n!

2k

(
n− k

k

)
. (1)

Equation (1) recovers the following known results:

• f(n, 0) = n! is the number of permutations (B0) in Sn (OEIS A000142),

• f(n, 1) = n!(n−1)
2 is the number of edges (B1) in W (Sn) (OEIS A001286), and

• f(n, 2) = n!(n−2)(n−3)
8 is the number of 4-cycles (B2) in W (Sn) (OEIS A317487).

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

F (x, q) =
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

f(n, k)qk
xn

n!
=

1

1− x− q
2x

2
, (2)

Stanley [9] points out that the total number of Boolean intervals inW (Sn) (OEIS A080599) satisfies
the recurrence relation

f(n+ 1) = (n+ 1)f(n) +

(
n+ 1

2

)
f(n− 1), (3)

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 (1).

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 (Sn) of rank k. In
Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.3, giving a closed formula for the number of Boolean intervals in
W (Sn) 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 (Sn). 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}{1}

{1, 2}

∅

{1} {2} {3}

{1, 2} {1, 3} {2, 3}

{1, 2, 3}

Figure 2. Boolean posets B0, B1, B2, and B3.

Unless specified, we write permutations in one-line notation. The following definition plays a
key role in our proof of Theorem 1.1.

Definition 2.1. For a permutation σ = σ1σ2 · · ·σn ∈ Sn, the ascent set of σ is given by

Asc(σ) = {j ∈ [n− 1] : σj < σj+1}.
Let asc(σ) = |Asc(σ)| denote the number of ascents of σ. Similarly, the descent set of σ is given by

Des(σ) = {j ∈ [n− 1] : σj > σj+1}.
Let des(σ) = |Des(σ)| denote the number of descents of σ.

The right weak (Bruhat) order, denoted W (Sn), is a partial order on Sn. Its cover relations
are defined by the application of a single simple (adjacent) transposition on the right-hand side.
That is, τ ⋖ σ if and only if τsi = σ for some i ∈ Des(σ). In general, if τ ≤ σ, then there exists a
sequence si1 , . . . , sik of simple transpositions such that τsi1 . . . sik = σ.

In fact, W (Sn) is a bounded lattice for all n ≥ 2 [10]. In one-line notation, its minimal element
is 12 · · ·n while its maximal element is n(n−1) · · · 21. Figure 3 illustrates W (S4) with its elements
written in one-line notation.

Remark 2.2. In a similar way, we can define the weak left (Bruhat) order, where τ ≤ σ if and
only if there exists a sequence sk1 , . . . , skm of simple transpositions such that σ = skm · · · sk1τ . The
two weak orders are distinct, but isomorphic under the map σ 7→ σ−1.

A subset [σ, τ ] ⊆ W (Sn) is an (nonempty) interval if σ ≤ τ and π ∈ [σ, τ ] whenever σ ≤ π ≤ τ .
Tenner established that Boolean intervals in W (Sn) have the structure [v, w] if and only if v−1w
is a permutation composed of only commuting generators [13, Corollary 4.4].

Example 2.3. In Figure 3, if π ∈ S4, then the interval [π, π] is a Boolean interval of rank zero.
In addition, all intervals [π, πsi] where i ∈ Asc(π) are Boolean intervals of rank one. Finally, if
Asc(π) = {1, 3}, then the interval [π, πs1s3] is a Boolean interval of rank two. For example, the
interval [2314, 3241], highlighted in Figure 3, is one of the six Boolean intervals of rank two in
W (S4).
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1234
 

1243
 

1324
 

1342
 

1423
 

1432
 

2134
 

2143
 

2314
 

2341
 

2413
 

2431
 

3124
 

3142
 

3214
 

3241
 

3412
 

3421
 

4123
 

4132
 

4213
 

4231
 

4312
 

4321
 

Figure 3. Illustration of W (S4) with a highlighted Boolean interval B2.

2.2. Parking Functions, Unit Interval Parking Functions, and Fubini Rankings. A tuple
α = (a1, a2, . . . , an) ∈ [n]n is a parking function of length n if its weakly increasing rearrangement
α′ = (a′1, a

′
2, . . . , a

′
n) satisfies a′i ≤ i for all i ∈ [n]. For example α = (1, 6, 4, 4, 3, 3, 2) is a parking

function of length seven as its weakly increasing rearrangement α′ = (1, 2, 3, 3, 4, 4, 6) satisfies the
inequality conditions. However, α = (1, 5, 4, 6, 6, 3, 7) is not a parking function, as its weakly
increasing rearrangement α′ = (1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 6, 7) does not satisfy the inequality condition for i = 2.
Let PFn denote the set of parking functions of length n. Parking functions were introduced by
Konheim and Weiss [7], who established that |PFn| = (n+ 1)n−1 for all n ≥ 1.

One can interpret a tuple α = (a1, a2, . . . , an) ∈ [n]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 ai. If spot ai is unoccupied, car i parks there.
Otherwise, car i 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 i is unable to park. If all cars are able to park,
then α is a parking function. Figure 4 illustrates the order in which cars park on the street when
α = (1, 6, 4, 4, 3, 3, 2). We refer to the resulting parking order as the outcome of α.

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 UPFn 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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α = (1, 6, 4, 4, 3, 3, 2)

1 7 5 3 4 2 6

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Figure 4. The parking outcome of the preference tuple α = (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,

|UPFn| = Fubn =

n∑
k=1

k!S(n, k), (4)

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, r2, . . . , rn) ∈ [n]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, i+ 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 FRn 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 FRn ∩ UPFn 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 UFRn := FRn ∩ UPFn and its elements are referred to as
unit Fubini rankings.

Table 1 gives the cardinality of UFRn for small values of n, agreeing with OEIS A080599, which
Stanley identifies as the number of Boolean intervals in W (Sn). 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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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
|UFRn| 1 3 12 66 450 3690 35280

Table 1. The number of unit Fubini rankings with 1 ≤ n ≤ 7 competitors.

Definition 3.2 ([3]). Let α = (a1, a2, . . . , an) ∈ UPFn and α′ = (α′
1, α

′
2, . . . , α

′
n) be its weakly

increasing rearrangement. Let i1, i2, . . . , im ∈ [n] be the increasing sequence of indices satisfying
α′
ij
= ij. The partition of α′ as the concatenation b1|b2| · · · |bm where bj = (α′

ij
, α′

ij+1, . . . , α
′
ij+1−1)

is called the block structure of α. Each part bj for j ∈ [m] is called a block of α.

Next we state the characterization of unit parking functions by Bradt et al. [3, Theorem 2.9].

Theorem 3.3. ([3]) Given α = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ UPFn, let α
′ be its weakly increasing rearrangement

and α′ = π1 |π2 | . . . |πm be the block structure of α.

(1) There are (
n

|π1|, . . . , |πm|

)
(5)

possible rearrangements σ of α such that σ is still a unit interval parking function.
(2) A rearrangement σ of α is in UPFn if and only if the entries in σ respect the relative order

of the entries in each of the blocks π1, π2, . . . , πm.

For our purposes, we only need the following result, which follows from Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Let α ∈ UPFn and b1 | b2 | · · · | bm 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 bj = (ij) and
ij+1 = ij + 1. Otherwise, if |bj | = 2, then bj = (ij , ij) and ij+1 = ij + 2. Otherwise, |bj | ≥ 3,
bj = (ij , ij , ij + 1, ij + 2, . . . , ij + |bj | − 2︸ ︷︷ ︸

|bj |−2 terms

) and ij+1 = ij + |bj |.

We now give a characterization of unit Fubini rankings based on their block structure. We
employ this technical result in our proof of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 3.5. Let α ∈ UPFn and b1 | b2 | · · · | bm be its block structure. Then, α ∈ UFRn if and
only if |bj | ≤ 2 for each j ∈ [m].

Proof. First, suppose |bj | ≤ 2 for each j ∈ [m]. We need to show that α ∈ UFRn. To do this,
it suffices to show that for each pair bj , bj+1 of consecutive blocks with j ∈ [m − 1], the existence
of competitors whose ranks correspond to the block bj does not disallow there being a competitor
whose rank is the minimal element of block bj+1. Consider any such pair bj , bj+1 of consecutive
blocks and let ij and ij+1 be the minimal elements of blocks bj and bj+1, respectively. If |bj | = 1,
then by Corollary 3.4 we know that bj = (ij) and ij+1 = ij + 1, so there being a competitor whose
rank is ij does not disallow there being a competitor whose rank is ij+1 = ij + 1. If |bj | = 2, then
by Corollary 3.4 we know that bj = (ij , ij) and ij+1 = ij +2, so there being two competitors whose
ranks are both ij does not disallow there being a competitor whose rank is ij+1 = ij + 2.

Now, suppose |bj | = k > 2 for some j ∈ [m]. We need to show that α /∈ UFRn. Let ij be
the minimal element of block bj so that, by Corollary 3.4, bj = (ij , ij , ij + 1, . . . , ij + k). In bj , ij
appears twice while ij + 1 appears once. Therefore, similarly in α, ij appears twice while ij + 1
appears once. This implies that α /∈ UFRn, since there being two competitors whose ranks are
both ij disallows the subsequent rank ij + 1, which some competitor supposedly holds. □

The following corollary gives an alternative way to state Theorem 3.5.
7



Corollary 3.6. Let α ∈ UPFn. Then α ∈ UFRn if and only if α 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 α = (a1, a2, . . . , an) ∈ [n]n and α′ = (a′1, a
′
2, . . . , a

′
n) be its weakly increasing

rearrangement. Then, α ∈ UFRn if and only if ci ≤ a′i ≤ i for each i ∈ [n], where

ci =


1, if i = 1

i, if a′i−1 = i− 2 and 2 ≤ i ≤ n

i− 1, otherwise.

Proof. First, let α ∈ UFRn. Then, by Theorem 3.5, the block structure b1 | b2 | · · · | bm of α satisfies
|bj | ≤ 2 for each j ∈ [m]. This implies that ci ≤ a′i ≤ i for each i ∈ [n].

Now, let α ∈ [n]n such that ci ≤ a′i ≤ i for all i ∈ [n]. This implies that each number i ∈ [n]
occurs at most twice in α. Moreover, if i ∈ [n] occurs twice, then the next smallest number, if any,
is i+2. This implies that the block structure b1 | b2 | · · · | bm of α satisfies |bj | ≤ 2 for each j ∈ [m].
By Theorem 3.5, this implies α ∈ UFRn. □

We now take a quick aside to provide a connection between unit Fubini rankings and the Fi-
bonacci numbers (OEIS A000045), defined by Fn+1 = Fn + Fn−1 for n ≥ 2 and F1 = F2 = 1.

Theorem 3.8. Let UFR↑
n be the set of weakly increasing unit Fubini rankings of length n. Then,

for n ≥ 1 we have

|UFR↑
n| = Fn+1,

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

Proof. We will show that |UFR↑
n| = |UFR↑

n−1|+ |UFR↑
n−2|, |UFR

↑
2| = 2, and |UFR↑

1| = 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 α ∈ UFRn satisfies |{i ∈ [n] : ai = n}| ≤ 1. That is, among n competitors, at most
one is ranked n. Therefore, to compute |UFR↑

n|, we need only consider forming a block of size two

in which 2 participants tie and rank n−1 to any β ∈ UFR↑
n−2, or appending a block of size one with

rank n to any γ ∈ UFR↑
n−1. These cases are disjoint and exhaustive, and therefore give the required

recursion relation. To conclude, note |UFR↑
1| = |{(1)}| = 1 and |UFR↑

2| = |{(1, 1), (1, 2)}| = 2. □

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 δi : UFRn → UFRn by

δi(α) =

α, if
|{j:aj=i−1}|=2
or |{j:aj=i}|=2

or |{j:aj=i+1}|=2

α̂(i), otherwise;

(6)

where α̂(i) is obtained from α by decreasing the singular occurrence of i+ 1 to i.

For example, if α = (1, 3, 5, 3, 6, 1, 7), then δi(α) = α, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, while

• δ5(α) = α̂(5) = (1, 3, 5, 3, 5, 1, 7), because 6 occurs exactly once in α and
• δ6(α) = α̂(6) = (1, 3, 5, 3, 6, 1, 6), because 7 occurs exactly once in α.

One can readily confirm that all of the tuples above are in UFR7. This illustrates the next result.

Lemma 3.10. The functions δi for i ∈ [n− 1] are well-defined.
8
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Proof. Let α ∈ UFRn and let b1 | b2 | · · · | bm be its block structure. Consider any fixed but arbitrary
i ∈ [n− 1]. We need to show that δi(α) ∈ UFRn. There are two possibilities.
Case 1: Suppose δi(α) = α. The claim holds since α ∈ UFRn, by assumption.
Case 2: Suppose δi(α) = α̂(i). By definition of δi this means that if i − 1, i, or i + 1 appear in
α, then they appear at most once. In addition, by Corollary 3.7, if i + 2 ≤ n, then i + 2 appears
at least once in α. The only change that δi makes to obtain α̂(i) from α occurs at the value i+ 1,
which is decreased to i; all other entries of α remain unchanged. Therefore, the only change that
δi makes to the block structure b1 | b2 | · · · | bm is that the adjacent singleton blocks containing (i)
and (i+1) are turned into a single block of size 2 containing (i, i). Then, Corollary 3.4 guarantees
that α̂(i) ∈ UPFn while, in turn, Theorem 3.5 guarantees that α̂(i) ∈ UFRn, as claimed. □

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 π ∈ Sn, then δi(δj(π)) = δj(δi(π)).

Proof. Fix nonconsecutive integers i, j ∈ [n−1]. Without loss of generality, let i < j. By Lemma 2.5,
it suffices to consider only the identity permutation π = 12 · · ·n and the block structure of π is
b1 | b2 | · · · | bn with singleton blocks bi = (i) for each i ∈ [n].

If δi(π) has the block structure 1 | 2 | · · · | i − 1 | i i | i + 2 | · · · |n − 1 |n, then, since i < j, the
block structure of δj(δi(π)) is

1 | 2 | · · · | i− 1 | i i | i+ 2 | · · · | j − 1 | j j | j + 2 | · · · |n− 1 |n.

If i+ 2 = j, then the block structure would be

1 | 2 | · · · | i− 1 | i i | j j | j + 2 | · · · |n− 1 |n.

On the other hand, δj(π) has the block structure

1 | 2 | · · · | j − 1 | j j | j + 2 | · · · |n− 1 |n.

Then, since i < j, the block structure of δi(δj(π)) is

1 | 2 | · · · | i− 1 | i i | i+ 2 | · · · | j − 1 | j j | j + 2 | · · · |n− 1 |n.

Again, if i+ 2 = j, then the block structure would be

1 | 2 | · · · | i− 1 | i i | j j | j + 2 | · · · |n− 1 |n.

Therefore, for π = 12 · · ·n, we have δi(δj(π)) = δj(δi(π)). Finally, for any π ̸= 12 · · ·n, the
blocks (i, i) and (j, j) will be in the positions where the consecutive blocks · · · | i | i + 1 | · · · and
· · · | j | j + 1 | · · · originally appeared, respectively. □

Remark 3.12. In Theorem 3.11, it is important that i and j are nonconsecutive. To see this, let
π ∈ Sn and j = i+1. Then, the block structure of π changes in the following way upon application
of δi+1 followed by δi:

δi(δi+1(π)) = δi(· · · | i− 1 | j j | i+ 2 | · · · ) = · · · | i− 1 | i+ 1 i+ 1 | i+ 2 | · · · . (7)

On the other hand, the block structure of π changes in the following way upon application of δi
followed by δi+1:

δi+1(δi(π)) = δi+1(· · · | i− 1 | i i | i+ 2 | · · · ) = · · · | i− 1 | i i | i+ 2 | · · · . (8)

We now generalize Definition 3.9 to be indexed by subsets consisting of nonconsecutive integers.
9



Definition 3.13. Let I = {i1, i2, . . . , ik} ⊂ [n − 1] be a set of pairwise nonconsecutive integers
satisfying i1 < i2 < · · · < ik. If π ∈ Sn, then we define the composition

δI(π) := δi1 ◦ δi2 ◦ · · · ◦ δik(α). (9)

If I = ∅, then δI = Id is the identity map on Sn.

It follows from Theorem 3.11 that the composition defined in Equation (9) can be done in any
order.

Corollary 3.14. Let I = {i1, i2, . . . , ik} ⊆ [n − 1] be a set of nonconsecutive integers. If π ∈ Sn,
then the composition δI(π) ∈ UFRn.

4. Bijection

By definition, UFRn ⊆ UPFn, hence, we can treat unit Fubini rankings as parking functions.
We define the outcome map O : UFRn → Sn by O(α) = π = π1π2 · · ·πn where π ∈ Sn is written
in one-line notation and denotes the order in which the cars park on the street. That is, if j ∈ [n],
then πj = i denotes that car i is the jth car parked on the street. Given π ∈ Sn, we define the
fiber of the outcome map:

O−1(π) = {α ∈ UFRn : O(α) = π}.

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 [6, Theorem 2.2] and hence
we omit its proof.

Lemma 4.2. Let π ∈ Sn. Then α = π−1 is the unique permutation with outcome π.

For a fixed π ∈ Sn, we are interested in determining the elements of O−1(π). Next, we provide
the connection between the elements in O−1(π) and the ascent set Asc(π).

Lemma 4.3. Let π = π1π2 · · ·πn ∈ Sn. If j ∈ Asc(π), πj+1 = i, and α = (a1, a2, . . . , an) ∈
O−1(π), then ai ∈ {j, j + 1}.

Proof. Assume j ∈ Asc(π), so πj < πj+1. This means that car πj+1 = i arrived after car πj and is
parked immediately to the right of πj . Under unit interval parking rule, there are only two ways in
which car i 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 πj . Thus ai ∈ {j, j+1} as desired. □

Lemma 4.4. Let π = π1π2 · · ·πn ∈ Sn. If β ∈ O−1(π) has a block consisting of a repeated value
ii, then πi < πi+1 and the outcome permutation π has an ascent at index i.

Proof. Suppose that in β, bx = i and by = i, where x < y. Car x parks first, and parks in spot i.
This means that πi = x. Car y attempts to park in spot i, but must park in spot i + 1 instead.
That is, πi+1 = y. Since x < y, there is an ascent in π at i. □

Proposition 4.5. Let π = π1π2 · · ·πn ∈ Sn and α = π−1 ∈ O−1(π). Then

O−1(π) = {δI(α) : I ⊆ Asc(π) with nonconsecutive entries}.

Before we prove Proposition 4.5, we illustrate the effect of δI on a permutation π, when I is a
subset of nonconsecutive elements from Asc(π).

Example 4.6. Fix π = 412356. Then Asc(π) = {2, 3, 4, 5}. Then α = π−1 = 234156 is the
unique permutation in O−1(π). The only possible subsets of Asc(π) = {2, 3, 4, 5} consisting of
nonconsecutive integers are: ∅, {2}, {3}, {4}, {5}, {2, 4}, {2, 5}, and {3, 5} and
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δ∅(α) = 234156, δ{2}(α) = 224156, δ{3}(α) = 233156,
δ{4}(α) = 234146, δ{5}(α) = 234155, δ{2,4}(α) = 224146,
δ{2,5}(α) = 224155, δ{3,5}(α) = 233155.

Straightforward computations establish that the results are unit Fubini rankings with outcome π, 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 δ3,5(α) = 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 δ{3,5}(α) is a unit Fubini ranking. To conclude, we can
park the cars according to δ{3,5}(α): car 1 parks in spot 2 (i.e. π2 = 1), car 2 parks in spot 3 (i.e.
π3 = 2), car 3 parks in spot 4 (i.e. π4 = 3), car 4 parks in spot 1 (i.e. π1 = 4), car 5 parks in spot
5 (i.e. π5 = 5), and car 6 parks in spot 6 (i.e. π6 = 6). Thus, δ{3,5}(α) = 233155 has outcome
π1π2π3π4π5π6 = 412356 = π. Similar computations show all of the above listed expressions are in
fact in O−1(π).

Given that the only subsets of Asc(π) consisting of nonconsecutive integers are those we have
listed above, we have now confirmed that δI(α) ∈ O−1(π) for any such subset I.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. It suffices to show

(1) O−1(π) ⊆ {δI(π−1) : I ⊆ Asc(π) with nonconsecutive entries} and
(2) {δI(π−1) : I ⊆ Asc(π) with nonconsecutive entries} ⊆ O−1(π).

For (1): Fix β ∈ O−1(π) and consider the block structure of β. We will induct on the number of
blocks of size two. If the block structure of β has no blocks of size 2, then β is a permutation.
By Lemma 4.2, we know that β = π−1. If I = ∅ ⊆ Asc(π), then δ∅(π

−1) = π−1 = β. Thus
β ∈ {δI(π−1) : I ⊆ Asc(π) with nonconsecutive entries}, as desired. Now suppose that that the
block structure of β contains exactly one block of size two. Let the entries of that block be ii.
By Lemma 4.4, if i appears twice in β, then i ∈ Asc(π). We must also have that δi(π

−1) = β.
Let I = {i} ⊆ Asc(π) consisting of nonconsecutive integers. Then δI(π

−1) = β since by definition
δ{i} when applied to π−1 takes the unique value i + 1 and replaces it with i. Thus δ{i}(π

−1) = β

since we have exactly one block of size two with repeated entries ii. Therefore, β ∈ {δI(π−1) : I ⊆
Asc(π) with nonconsecutive entries}, as desired.

Inductively, for any β ∈ O−1(π) 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 π. Thus δI(π

−1) = β, which means that β ∈ {δI(π−1) : I ⊆ Asc(π) with nonconsecutive entries
in I = {i}}.
For (2): Let I = {i1, i2, . . . , ik} ⊆ Asc(π) consist of nonconsecutive integers. Without loss of
generality assume i1 < i2 < · · · < ik. By Corollary 3.14 we know δI(π

−1) ∈ UFRn, and the block
structure of δI(π

−1) is as follows:

• For each i ∈ I, there is a block of size two containing both instances of i in δI(π
−1), and

• for each i /∈ I, there is a block of size one containing the only instance i in δI(π
−1).

Since the entries in I are nonconsecutive, the block structure of δI(π
−1) ensures that if i /∈ I, car

πi with preference i parks in spot i, as needed to have outcome π. Moreover, if i ∈ I, then under
δI(π

−1), car πi has preference i and parks in spot i, and car πi+1 has preference i and as πi < πi+1

it finds spot i occupied and parks in spot i + 1, as needed to have outcome π. Thus establishing
that O(δI(π

−1)) = π, as desired. □
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Tenner established that Boolean intervals in the weak order all have the form [v, w] where w =
v
∏

i∈I si for some I ⊆ Asc(v) whose elements are nonconsecutive [13, 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 (Sn) of rank k.

Proof. Fix π ∈ Sn. Let Bn be the set of all Boolean intervals in W (Sn), and Bn(π) denote the set
of all Boolean intervals in W (Sn) with minimal element π. Define the map φπ : O−1(π) → Bn(π)
by

φπ(β) =

[
π, π

∏
i∈I

si

]
where I ⊆ Asc(π) of nonconsecutive integers is determined by β = δI(π

−1). Namely, the set I
consists of the repeated values in β, which is unique by Proposition 4.5. We begin by establishing
that φπ is a bijection.

The output φπ(β) is computed using the unique set I associated with each β, and hence is unique.
Furthermore, the output [π, π

∏
i∈I si] ∈ Bn is a Boolean interval [13, Corollary 4.4]. Therefore φπ

is well-defined.
For injectivity: If φπ(β) = φπ(γ) = [π, π

∏
i∈I si] for some (nonconsecutive) I ⊆ Asc(π), then

δI(π
−1) = β and δI(π

−1) = γ. Therefore, β = γ.
For surjectivity: Every Boolean interval in Bn(π) has the form [π, π

∏
i∈I si] where I ⊆ Asc(π)

consists of nonconsecutive integers [13, Corollary 4.4]. Then, by Proposition 4.5, we know that
δI(π

−1) ∈ O−1(π). Then φπ(δI(π
−1)) = [π, π

∏
i∈I si].

Together, this establishes that the map φπ is a bijection.
Now define ϕ : UFRn → Bn by ϕ(α) := φπ(α) where O(α) = π. Since φπ is a bijection for all π

and since O is well-defined (Remark 4.1), then ϕ is a bijection.
To conclude, we establish that φπ preserves the statistic of n − k distinct ranks in O−1(π) and

rank k in the Boolean interval. Let β ∈ UFRn such that O(β) = π where ties occur at ranks
denoted by r1, r2, . . . , rk. Then β has n − k distinct ranks. Then, by Proposition 4.5, the set
I = {r1, r2, . . . , rk} is a subset of Asc(π) consisting of k nonconsecutive integers, and δI(π

−1) = β.
Then φπ(β) corresponds uniquely to the rank k Boolean interval given by [π, π

∏
i∈I si]. □

5. Enumerations

In this section, we provide enumerative formulas for:

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

To establish (1), we begin with an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2.

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

By setting q = 1 into the exponential generating function [10, Exercise 3.185(h)]

F (x, q) =
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

f(n, k)qk
xn

n!
=

1

1− x− q
2x

2
, (10)

Stanley [9] points out that the total number of Boolean intervals inW (Sn) (OEIS A080599) satisfies
the recurrence relation

f(n+ 1) = (n+ 1)f(n) +

(
n+ 1

2

)
f(n− 1), (11)
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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

g(n+ 1) = (n+ 1)g(n) +

(
n+ 1

2

)
g(n− 1),

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

Proof. Let α be unit Fubini ranking of length n. The block structure of an element in UFRn 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.

• The last block has the form (n − 1)(n − 1): Then we may select one of the g(n − 1) unit
Fubini rankings in UFRn−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 UFRn−1 there are (

n+ 1

n− 1

)
=

(
n+ 1

2

)
ways to do this.

• The last block has the form n: Then we may select one of the g(n) unit Fubini rankings in
UFRn. Place the elements in the unit Fubini ranking in any of the n+ 1 possible spots for
the unit Fubini ranking of length n+ 1. For each unit Fubini ranking in UFRn there are(

n+ 1

n

)
= n+ 1

ways to do this.

The recursion follows from taking the sum of the counts in each case. The initial values arise
from the fact that |UFR1| = |{(1)}|, hence g(1) = 1, and |UFR2| = |{(1, 1), (1, 2), (2, 1)}|, hence
g(2) = 3. □

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

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

f(n, k) =
n!

2k

(
n− k

k

)
. (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) = n!
2k

(
n−k
k

)
.

If α ∈ UFRn has n− k distinct ranks, then its block structure has the form

b1 | b2 | · · · | bn−k,

where exactly k of the blocks have size two and all remaining blocks have size one. To enumerate
all such α, first select the indices of the blocks with size two. We can do this in

(
n−k
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 α. This can be done in

(
n
2

)
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 α. This can be
13



done in
(
n−2
2

)
ways. Through this process, the total ways in which we can place all repeated values

in α is given by the product(
n

2

)(
n− 2

2

)
· · ·
(
n− 2(k − 1)

2

)
=

k−1∏
i=0

(
n− 2i

2

)
.

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) =

(
n− k

k

)
(n− 2k)!

k−1∏
i=0

(
n− 2i

2

)
,

which simplifies to our desired result. □

Remark 5.3. In the introduction we referenced OEIS A001286, a sequence known as the Lah

numbers, which gives the values f(n, 1) = (n−1)n!
2 for the number of B1 in W (Sn). Theorem 1.3

implies that the Lah numbers also enumerate unit Fubini rankings with n−1 distinct ranks. Aguillon
et al. [1] 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

G(x, q) =
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

g(n, k)qk
xn

n!
=

1

1− x− q
2x

2
.

Proof. From Theorem 1.3, we know that g(n, k) = n!
2k

(
n−k
k

)
. Then

G(x, q) =
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

g(n, k)qk
xn

n!
=
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

1

2k

(
n− k

k

)
qkxn. (12)

Setting n = 0 in Equation (12) yields∑
k≥0

1

2k

(
−k

k

)
qkx0 = 1 +

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
−k

k

)
qk = 1 + 0. (13)

Substituting (13) into (12) gives

G(x, q) = 1 +
∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
n− k

k

)
qkxn. (14)

Using the binomial identity
(
n
k

)
=
(
n−1
k

)
+
(
n−1
k−1

)
, (14) becomes

G(x, q) = 1 +
∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

((
n− k − 1

k

)
+

(
n− k − 1

k − 1

))
qkxn, (15)

which can be rewritten as

G(x, q) = 1 +
∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
n− k − 1

k

)
qkxn +

∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
n− k − 1

k − 1

)
qkxn. (16)
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The first set of summands in (16) simplifies in the following way:∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
n− k − 1

k

)
qkxn = x

∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
n− 1− k

k

)
qkxn−1

= x
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

1

2k

(
n− k

k

)
qkxn, (17)

where the last equality in (17) follows from re-indexing with respect to n, and the fact that
(
n
k

)
= 0

whenever k > n. The second set of summands in (16) simplifies in the following way:

∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k

(
n− k − 1

k − 1

)
qkxn =

q

2
x2
∑
n≥1

∑
k≥1

1

2k−1

(
n− 2− k + 1)

k − 1

)
qk−1xn−2

=
q

2
x2
∑
n≥0

∑
k≥0

1

2k

(
n− k

k

)
qkxn, (18)

where the last equality in (18) follows from re-indexing with respect to n and k.
Substituting (17) and (18) into (16) allows us to reassemble everything to arrive at

G(x, q) = 1 + xG(x, q) +
q

2
x2G(x, q),

from which we arrive at

G(x, q) =
1

1− x− q
2x

2
. □

We now present our final enumerative result settling (3), which further connects this work to
Fibonacci numbers.

Theorem 1.1. Let π = π1π2 · · ·πn ∈ Sn be in one-line notation and partition its ascent set
Asc(π) = {i ∈ [n−1] : πi < πi+1} into maximal blocks b1, b2, . . . , bk of consecutive entries. Then, the
number of Boolean intervals [π,w] in W (Sn) with fixed minimal element π and arbitrary maximal
element w (including the case π = w) is given by

k∏
i=1

F|bi|+2,

where Fℓ is the ℓth Fibonacci number, and F1 = F2 = 1.

Proof. It is straightforward to prove that the number of ways to select nonconsecutive entries from
the set [n] is given by Fn+2. Thus, for each i ∈ [k], the number of ways to select nonconsecutive
elements from bi is given by F|bi|+2. As the blocks b1, b2, . . . , bk are pairwise disjoint, the total

number of ways to select subsets from ∪k
i=1bi consisting of nonconsecutive integers is given by∏k

i=1 F|bi|+2, as desired. □

Among the many results established by Tenner concerning Boolean intervals in both the Bruhat
order and in the weak order [13], we highlight the following.

Proposition 5.5. [13, Proposition 5.9] Let i ∈ [n − 1] be fixed. The number of Boolean intervals
in W (Sn) of the form [si, w] is Fi+1Fn−i+1, where Fi is the ith Fibonacci number.

For any i ∈ [n−1], we have that Asc(si) = [n]\{i}. Then b1 = [i−1] and b2 = {i+1, i+2, . . . , n−
1}, and Theorem 1.1 implies that the number of Boolean intervals in W (Sn) with minimal element
si is given by F|b1|+2 = F|b2|+2 = Fi+1Fn−i+1, recovering [13, Proposition 5.9].
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We remark that in the statement of Theorem 1.1, we allow [π, π] to be a Boolean interval. If we
impose the condition that the maximal element w cannot be equal to the minimal element π, then
we have the following.

Corollary 5.6. Let π = π1π2 · · ·πn ∈ Sn be in one-line notation and partition its ascent set
Asc(π) = {i ∈ [n − 1] : πi < πi+1} into maximal blocks b1, b2, . . . , bk of consecutive entries. Then,
the number of Boolean intervals [π,w] in W (Sn) with w ̸= π is given by(

k∏
i=1

F|bi|+2

)
− 1,

where Fℓ is the ℓth Fibonacci number and F1 = F2 = 1.

Proof. The result follows from Theorem 1.1, and noting that in creating a subset of Asc(π) 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 (Sn) 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?
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