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ABSTRACT

We study a number of topics in the theory of Boolean Representable Simplicial Com-
plexes (BRSC). These include various operators on BRSC. We look at shellability
in higher dimensions and propose a number of new conjectures.
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1 Introduction

2 Preliminaries

A simplicial complex is a structure of the form H = (V, H), where V is a finite nonempty set and
H C 2V satisfies:

e P (V)C H;

e if X CI€H,then X € H.

3 The up operator

In this section we explore the up operator, which associates a BRSC to each simplicial complex.
Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex. We define

HY =HU{IU{p}|I€H pecV\I} and H" = (V,H").

We show that
H™ =2V \{X €2V \ {0} | X\ {z} ¢ H for every = € X}. (1)

Indeed, X € H"P if and only if
X =0or X\ {z} € H for some z € X

if and only if X belongs to the right hand side of (1). Thus (1) holds.
Assume that () # R C 2. Let M(R) denote the R x V boolean matrix (m,.,) defined as follows:
forallr € Rand v € V| let
— { 0 ifver

1 otherwise

If R contains V and is closed under intersection, it is said to be a Moore family (see [5]). We shall
assume also that () € R (since ) is a flat in every simplicial complex). If R is a Moore family, then
(R,N) constitutes a A-semilattice and since V' € R then R has a lattice structure if we consider
the determined join. We can view V as a V-generating set for the lattice R through the mapping
¢V — R defined by

vp=n{re R|ver}.

Then M (R) is the matrix determined by the lattice (R, V') (see [10, Section 3.3]), and so the BRSC
defined by M(R) is the complex J(R) = (V,J(R)), where J(R) is the set of transversals of the
successive differences for some chain of R ([10, Theorem 5.4.2]). It follows from ([10, Lemma 5.2.1])
that

R CFUV, J(R)). 2)

Now let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex. Since H is closed under taking subsets, it is
closed under intersection and so H U {V'} is a Moore family. We can prove the following result.



Theorem 3.1 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex. Then M(H U {V'}) is a boolean matriz
representation for H"P.

Proof. Assume first that p1,...,p, is an enumeration of the elements of I € H. Then [ is a
transversal of the successive differences for the chain

DCpiCpip2C...Cp1...pn=1

of H, hence I € J(HU{V}). Furthermore, if ¢ € V'\ I, then IU{q} is a transversal of the successive
differences for the chain
@Cpl Cpip2C...Cp1...pn=1CV

of HU{V}, hence I U{q} € J(HU{V}) and so H'? C J(H U{V}).
Conversely, let X ¢ H be a transversal of the successive differences for a chain

Ihchc...cl,

of HU{V}. Since X C I,,, it follows that I,, = V and I,,_1 € H. Denoting by p the single element
of X\ I,—1, we get X\ {p} € H and X € H"P, hence J(HU{V}) C H"Y and so J(HU{V}) = H"P
as required. [
Corollary 3.2 Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex. Then H U {V} C FI(H"P).
Proof. By [10, Lemma 5.2.1], we have H U{V} C FI(M(H U{V})) C FI(H#"?). O
The following example shows that the inclusion in Corollary 3.2 may be strict.
Example 3.3 Let V = 1234 and H = P<1(V) U {12,34}. Then FI(H"P) = P<3(V)U{V}.
Indeed, H" = (V, P<3(V')) and this easily yields the claim.
Proposition 3.4 Let H = (V,H) be a matroid. Then H" is a matroid.
Proof. We may assume that V' ¢ H, otherwise H"P = H.
Let I’, J' € H"P with |I'| = |J'|+ 1. The exchange property holding trivially if J' € H, we may
assume that J' = JU{p} ¢ H with J € H. Write I' = TU{q} with I € H and ¢ ¢ I. Since H is a

matroid, we have JU{i} € H for some i € T\ J. Since J' ¢ H, we have i # p, hence J' U{i} € H"P
and ¢ € I' \ J'. Therefore the exchange property holds in H"P and so H"P is a matroid. OJ

Given a simplicial complex H = (V,H) and k > 0, the k-truncation of H is the simplicial
complex Hy, = (V, Hy) defined by Hy, = H N P<i(V).

Proposition 3.5 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex. Then:
(i) If V ¢ H, then dim(H"P) = dimH + 1.



(i) If V ¢ H and H € Pav(d), then H" € BPav(d + 1).
(i1i) (H"P) = (Hp—1)" for every k > 0.

Proof. (i) Immediate.
(ii) In view of Theorem 3.1.
(iii) Since

(H"), = HyU{IU{p}|I€ Hx_1, peV\I}
= HpU{IU{p}|I € Hy1, pe V\I} = (Hp1)"™.

A simplicial complex H = (V, H) is said to be graphic boolean if it can be represented by a
boolean matrix M such that:

e M contains all possible rows with one zero;
e cach row of M has at most two zeroes.

In [10, Section 6.2], it is remarked that either H = Us |y or H € BPav(2). However, H is not
necessarily a matroid. We can of course represent H by a graph where the edges correspond to the
flats of the matrix having precisely two elements.

We view graphs as simplicial complexes I' = (V, E) with P(V) C E C P<s(V). Now the
following result follows from the definitions.

Proposition 3.6 The following conditions are equivalent for a simplicial complex H.:
(i) H is graphic boolean;

(ii) H =T"P for some graph T.

Other interesting examples connected to graphs arise from considering some class G of graphs
closed under removing an edge. Edgeless graphs, forests, triangle-free graphs or graphs containing
no cycle of length < ¢ (for a fixed ¢ > 3) consitute examples of such classes.

Given a graph I' = (V| E), we define a simplicial complex Hg = (V, Hg) where Hg is the set of
all W C V such that the subgraph of I'" induced by W belongs to G.

In general, Hg is not a BRSC. If G is the class of all edgeless graphs, then the faces of Hg
are the anticliques of I'; and (PR) is not always satisfied by Hg. However, (Hg)"P is a BRSC by
Theorem 3.1, and these construction will merit our attention in future sections.

We consider now the iteration of the up operator. Given m > 0, we denote by H"
(V,H up(m)) the simplicial complex obtained by applying m times the up operator to H = (V, H).

pm

Theorem 3.7 Let H = (V,H) € Pav(d) and m > 0. Then

7 Peapmi1(V)\A{X € Poym1(V) | Papr(X) N H = 0} 3)



Proof. We use induction on m. The case m = 0 is easy to check, hence we assume that m > 0 and
(3) holds for m — 1. We have '™ ¢ BPav(d + m) by Proposition 3.5(ii), hence we only need to
discuss membership on both sides of (3) for a fixed Y € Pyyppy1-

Assume first that Y € H'"™ . Then there exists some y € Y such that ¥’ \{y} € H"
the induction hypothesis, we get

(m—1)

By

Y \{y} € P<arm(V)\{X € Pupn(V) | Paya(X) N H =0}

Hence there exists some Z € Py (Y \{y}) N H C Pi1(Y)NH. Thus Y € Pcgypm1 (V) \{X €
Pipm1(V) | Past(X) N H = 0}

Suppose now that Y ¢ Hw»'™ By (1), we have Y \ {y} ¢ H™”'" ™ for every y € Y. By the
induction hypothesis, we get Pyy1(Y \ {y}) " H = 0 for every y € Y. But then Py 1(Y)NH =10
and so (3) holds for m as required. O

Corollary 3.8 LetI' = (V, E) be a graph and m > 0. Then

pup(™

= Pepo(V)\{X € Ppy2(V) | X is an anticlique of T'}.

It follows that T"" is an uniform matroid if the greatest anticlique of I' has at most m + 1
elements.

For all k < n, consider the uniform matroid Uy, ,, = (V,,, P<x(V3)).

By a classical Ramsey theory theorem (see [6]), for every m > 2 there exists some integer R(m)
such that every graph with at least R(m) vertices admits an m-clique or an m-anticlique. This
yields a corollary to Corollary 3.8:

Corollary 3.9 Let m > 2 and let I' = (V,E) be a graph with |V| > R(m). Then T has a

)

. . . . (m—2 . .
restriction isomorphic to Us y, 41 or TP is not uniform.

In terms of shellability, it remains an open problem whether or not H"P is shellable when H is
shellable. For the converse implication, we have the following counterexample:

Example 3.10 Let H = (V5, H) be the pure complex defined by H = 2123 U 2345, Then HP is
shellable but H is not.

Indeed, FetH = {123,345} and so H is not shellable. However, FctH = {1234, 1235, 1345, 2345}
and this particular enumeration provides a shelling for H"P.

3.1 Unimodality

Given a simplicial complex H = (V, H), we define the counting function of H to be the function
ay : N — N defined by
nay = |[HN P,(V)|.

A function « : N — N is unimodal if there exists some m € N such that



o i <j<m=1ia< ja;

o m>1i < j=1ia> jao.

Giancarlo Rota conjectured that ag is unimodal for every matroid H. We discuss next this
conjecture for BRSCs.

For every n > 1, write V,, = {1,...,n}.

For all integers n > m >k > 1, let Jp, m i = (Va, H) be the simplicial complex defined by

H = Pl(Vn) @] ng(Vm)
It follows that J;’%k = (V,, H"P) with
H™ = Pey(Vi) U Peeis (Vi) U{L U {p} | T € Py(Vin), p € Vi \ Vin}. (4)

Proposition 3.11 For all integers n > m > k > 1, let Jpmpi = (Vo, H) and J = j;?ﬂ’k. Then
F17 = HU{V,}.

Proof. In view of Corollary 3.2 and the definition of flat, it suffices to show that every X €
2Vn \ (H U{V,,}) contains a facet of H.
Assume first that there exists some distinct ¢, € X \ V,,,. Then X contains the facet gr.
Assume now that | X \ V;,,| < 1. Then X ¢ H yields | X N'V,,,| > k. Then any (k + 1)-subset of
X is a facet. [J

The following example features a BRSC of dimension 2 with a non unimodal counting function:

Example 3.12 Let J = Jigp3. Then

lay =16, 2ay = <g> =15, 3ay = <g> = 20.

However, J16,6,3 is not connected. We discuss now the connected case.
Proposition 3.13 Let H = (V, H) be a connected BRSC of dimension < 2. Then ayy is unimodal.

Proof. We may assume that dimH = 2 and lagy = n. Since the graph H; has a 3-cycle, it is a
connected graph on n vertices which is not a tree. Hence

20y > lay > 1 = 0ay

and so ay is unimodal. [



We discuss now the counting function of J = j,‘; En 3. In view of (4), we have

° 2&7 = (TQL) - n(nz_l);
e 3oy = (g"b) 4 (73) (n B m) _ m(m—%)(m—2) + m(m—lz)(n—m);

o dag = (T) + (7:7;) (n . m) _ m(m—l)(r;4—2)(m—3) + m(m—l)(rré—2)(n—m)

To ensure 3a7 < 4oy, we must have 6 < m < n — 2, and it is straightforward to check that for
m = 6 we have 2a 7 > 3a 7 if and only if n > 26. In view of Theorem 3.1, we obtain:

Example 3.14 Let J = ‘72“6‘7)673. Then J is a simple BRSC of dimension 3 such that oy is not
unimodal. Moreover, this is the smallest counterexample among complezxes of the form J(n,m,k).

It is easy to check that ayuw can be unimodal even if oy is not, H = J(16,6,3) providing a
straightforward example. It remains an open question whether aigy unimodal implies agup unimodal.
We can show that the implication holds for complexes of the form H = J(n,m,3), but the general
case remains open.

4 Adding one point

In this section we discuss alternative constructions designed to add one extra vertex to a complex.

4.1 The operator H +p
Given H = (V,H) and H' = (V', H'), we write
H<H ifVCV and HCH'

and we define the join of the simplicial complexes X = (V,H) and H' = (V',H') to be the
simplicial complex

(HVH)= VUV HUH.
Given a simplicial complex H = (V, H) and p ¢ V, we define

H+p=(VU{p}, HU{p}).

Then H +p = (H V S,), where S, is the unique simplicial complex having p as its unique vertex.
It is easy to see that H +p satisfies the point replacement property (PR) if and only if dimH < 0.
Since every BRSC satisfies (PR), it is easy to check that H + p only is a BRSC if dimH < 0.
The next result relates H + p with the up operator and contraction.

Proposition 4.1 Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex and p ¢ V. Then (H + p)*®/p =H.

Proof. We have
(Hu{ph)™ =H"U{pg|qe V}U{Iu{p}|Iec H},

thus the set of faces of (H +p)"?/pis P(V)UH =H. O



We use Proposition 4.1 in the discussion of the relationship between contractions and the up
operator.

Proposition 4.2 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex and let W C V. Then H"P/W <
(H|y\w)"P. Equality does not hold in general.

Proof. It follows from the definitions that V'\ W is the vertes set of both complexes. Let X C V\W.
If X is a face of H"P/W, then X UW € H"™ and so XUW € H or X UW = I U {p} for some
I'€ HandpeV\I. In the first case, we get X € Hly\y, in the second X \ {p} € H|y\w, so in
any case X is a face of (H|y\y)"P. Therefore H'P /W < (Hl|y\w)"P.
Suppose now that V' ¢ H and p ¢ V. Since V = (V U {p}) \ {p}, to complete the proof it is
enough to show that
(H+p)™/p < (H+p)v)™. (5)

By Proposition 4.1, we have (H + p)"?/p = H. On the other hand, ((H +p)|y )" = H"P. Since
V ¢ H, we have H < H" and so (5) holds as required. [J

4.2 The operator H @ p
Let V and V' be disjoint sets. Given X C 2" and X’ C 2V', we write
XX ={XUX' | XeX, X €X'}

Given simplicial complexes H = (V,H) and H' = (V/,H') with V. NV’ = (), we define the
simplicial complex

HoH =(VUV' He H).
Lemma 4.3 Let H = (V,H) and H' = (V',H') be simplicial complezes with V NV’ ={. Then:
(i) FiltH e H') = FIH & FIH;
(11) H & H' is boolean representable if and only H and H' are both boolean representable.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Let C € FI(H®H'). By [10, Proposition 8.3.3(1)], CNV is a flat of the restriction
of H&H toV,ie. CNV € FIH. Similarly, C NV’ € FIH'. Hence

C=(CnV)u(CnV')eFIHoFIH

and so FI(H @ H') C FIH @ FIH'.
Conversely, let F' € FIH and F' € FIH'. Let X € (H® H)N2FY and p € (VUV')\ (FUF).
We must show that X U {p} € H & H'. Without loss of generality, we may assume that p € V.
Write X = TUI' with I € H and I’ € H'. Then I € HN2" and p € V \ F. Since F € FIH,
we get IU{p} € Handso XU{p} =T U{p})UI' € H® H' as required. O



Given a simplicial complex H = (V, H) and p ¢ V, we write
Hop=(VU{ph, HU{IU{p}|I € H}).
Thus HOp=H D S)p.
Proposition 4.4 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex and let p ¢ V. Then:
(i) dim(H ® p) = dimH + 1;
(i) Fi(H & p) =FIHU{F U{p} | F € FIH};
(iii) H is boolean representable if and only H @ p is boolean representable;

(iv) H satisfies (PR) if and only H @ p satisfies (PR);

(v) H™ = \/ (Hhnp ©p).
peV

Proof. (i), (iv). Immediate.

(ii), (iii). By Lemma 4.3.

(v). Both complexes have vertex set V. Now X C V is a face of the right hand side complex if
and only if X is a face of H|y\ () @ p for some p € V. But X is a face of H|y () @ p if and only if

X =TITor X =1U{p} for some I € HN 2V\MP} . Since p is arbitrary, we obtain precisely the faces
of H'P. OJ

4.3 The operator HHp
Given a Moore family R C 2" and p ¢ V, we define the Moore family
REp=(R\{V}) U{V U{p},{p}} C 2"},

This Moore family determines the BRSC 7 (RHp), whose faces are the transversals of the successive

differences for some chain of R H p.
If

0 0 0
a1l a2 ce Q1n
M(R) = a21 a2 B a2n,
Am1 Am?2 N Amn
then
0 0 0 0
ai1 a2 e A1n 1
any ago e aon 1
M(RHp) =
Aml Am2 ... Amn 1
1 1 . 1

10



The following example shows that J(R H p) is not determined by J(R).
Example 4.5 Let V = 1234 and consider the Moore families
R={0,1,2,123,V}, R =1{0,4,14,24,V}.
Then J(R) = J(R') but J(RHp) # J(R' Bp).

Indeed, it follows from [10, Proposition 5.7.2] that J(R) = J(R') = P<3(V) \ {123}. However,
125 € J(REp) \ J(R Bp).

Given a BRSCH = (V,H) and p ¢ V, we define the BRSC
HEp=JFEHBp) = (VU{p}, JEHBEp)).
Proposition 4.6 Given a BRSCH = (V,H) and p ¢ V, we have
JFIHBp)=HU{IU{p} | IT€H, T#V,qcI}U{vp|veV]},
where I denotes the closure of I in F1H.

Proof. The nonempty elements of J(FIH Hp) are the transversals of the successive differences for
chains in FIH B p, where we may assume that V' U {p} is the biggest element. For a chain of the
type

FhCFiC... CFk:VU{p},

consider a transversal x1xs...x with z; € F; \ F;_1 for every i.

If Fi,_1 = {p}, we get as transversals the elements in P;(V)U{vp |v € V} (for k =0and k = 1,
respectively). Assume now that Fy_1 # {p}. If x; # p, then we get as transversals all the nonempty
elements of H. If x; = p, we get faces of the form z1...xp_1p, with Ty ... Tp_1 C Fp_1 C V. [

Note that dim(H B p) = dimH unless dimH = 0.

5 Computing the flats of paving complexes

We present in this section a method to compute the flats of a paving complex.
We recall the following result.

Proposition 5.1 [10, Proposition 4.2.3] Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex. Then B =V
for every facet of H.

Let H = (V,H) be a paving simplicial complex of dimension d > 2. Then facets may have
dimension d or d — 1. A facet of dimension d is called large, otherwise it is small.

We say that X € P>q41(V) is a long hyperplane of H (long line if d = 2) if X contains no facet
of H. The set of mazimal long hyperplanes (with respect to inclusion) is denoted by L.

11



Lemma 5.2 Let H = (V,H) € Pav(d) with d > 2. For every L € L3, we have either L = L or
L=V.

Proof. Assume L # V. By Proposition 5.1, we have B = V for every B € FctH. Hence L can
contain no facet and is thus a long hyperplane containing L. Therefore L = L by maximality of L.
O

In view of Lemma 5.2, we consider now a partition
Ly=LPucPucd (6)
defined as follows:
o L) ={LeLynFIH||LNL|<d—1forevery L' € L\ {L}};
o LY ={Le Ly \FIH||LNL|<d—1forevery L' € Ly \{L}};
o 55’) ={L € Ly \FIH||LNL|>dfor some L' € L3\ {L}}.

We note that
L=V forevery L € £g) U £g_?z). (7)

Indeed, since L ¢ F1#H, then L strictly contains L and thus L = V by Lemma 5.2. Thus (7) holds.
The following example shows that the partition (6) may be nondegenerate, even for dimension
d=2.

Example 5.3 Let H = (V, H) be defined by V ={0,1,...,9} and
H = P<s(V)\ ({123,345,789,800} U {56p | p € V' \ {5,61}).

Then
) =123y, £P = {345}, £ = {789,890},

Indeed, it is easy to check that these four 3-sets are the unique long hyperplanes of H (and

therefore maximal). It follows immediately that ﬁg) = {789,890} and 123 € ﬁ%)' Since 45 € H
but 456 ¢ H, we get 6 € 345, hence 345 contains the facet 56 and so 345 = V by Proposition 5.1.
Therefore 345 € Eg) as claimed.

Problem 5.4 Can we find such an example with H boolean representable?
The next result shows that for some classes of complexes, the partition (6) may be degenerate.
Proposition 5.5 Let H = (V,H) € Pav(d) with d > 2. If H is pure, then ng) = (.

Proof. Let L € Ly \ FIH. Since L contains no facet and P<4(V) C H, then there exists some
A€ HNPy(L) and p € V \ L such that AU {p} ¢ H. Since H is pure, it follows that A U {p}
contains no facet of # and is consequently a long hyperplane. Thus AU{p} C L' for some L' € Ly.

Butpe L'\ Land AC LNL yields [LNL'| >d, henceLGﬁg_?z) andsoﬁg):(b. O

12



Now we can describe all the flats of H € Pav(d).
Theorem 5.6 Let H = (V,H) € Pav(d) with d > 2. Then
FIH = Peg (V) U{A € Py(V) |Vpe V\AAU{p} e H} UL U{V}. (8)

Proof. It is easy to check that the right hand side of (8) consists solely of flats. Conversely, let
F € FIH. We may assume that d < |F| < |V].

Suppose first that |F| = d. Since Py(V) C H, it follows that AU {p} € H for every p € V' \ A,
hence we may assume that d < |F| < |V].

In view of Proposition 5.1, F' contains no facet of #, hence it is a long hyperplane. Suppose
that p € V' \ F and take A € Py(F') C H. Since F € FIH, we get AU {p} € H (therefore a facet),

hence F'U {p} is not a long hyperplane. Thus F' € L4 and so F € 52) N £S). In view of (7), we
get F € E%) and so (8) holds as required. O

Note that, by [10, Proposition 4.2.4], every F' € FIH is of the form I for some I € H. Combined
with Proposition 5.1, this implies that every F' € FIH\{V'} is of the form I for some I € HNP<4(V).
In the particular case d = 2, we generate all the flats (except possibly V) as the closure of a set
with at most 2 elements.

Remark 5.7 Let H = (V,H) € Pav(d) with d > 2. Let
J=Peq1(V)U{A e Py(V)|VpeV\AAU{p} € H}.
Then:
(1) J =FIH N P<y(V);
(ii) J® C H;
(ii) if (V, K) is a simplicial complex such that K"? C H, then K C J.

Proof. (i) By Theorem 5.6.

(ii) Let A € Jand let p € V. If |A| < d, then AU {p} € H since P;(V) C H. Hence we
may assume that |A| = d. Then AU {p} € H if p ¢ A by definition of J. If p € A, we get
AU{p} = A e Py(V)C H, therefore AU {p} € H in any case as required.

(iii) Let A € K. Since K"? C H, we have |A| < d. Since Py_1(V) C J, we may assume that
|A| =d. Let pe V' \ A. Since K"P C H, we have AU {p} € H. Hence A € J and so K C J. J

13



6 Truncation

Given a simplicial complex H = (V, H) and k > 1, the k-truncation of H is the simplicial complex
Hi = (V, Hy) defined by Hy = H N P<i(V).

We say that a simplicial complex H = (V, H) is a TBRSC if H = J for some BRSC J and
k > 1. For every d > 1, we denote by TBPav(d) the class of all paving TBRSCs of dimension d.

It is known that not every simplicial complex is a TBRSC [10, Example 8.2.6] and not every
TBRSC is a BRSC [10, Example 8.2.1].

To understand TBRSCs, we need the following definition.

Given a simplicial complex H = (V, H) of dimension d, we define

TH)={TCV|VXecH;n2"VpeV\T XU{p}ecH}.
Lemma 6.1 [10, Lemma 8.2.3] Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex. Then:
(i) T(H) is closed under intersection;
(it) FIH CT(H).
Thus T'(H) is a Moore family and J(T'(H)) is a BRSC.

Theorem 6.2 [10, Theorem 8.2.5] Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex of dimension d. Then
the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) H is a TBRSC;
(i) H = (T (T(H)))a+1-
Furthermore, in this case we have FIT(T(H)) =T(H).

6.1 Low dimensions

Proposition 6.3 Fvery TBRSC of dimension 1 is boolean representable.
Proof. Let # = (V,H) be a TBRSC of dimension 1. Let
TH = (V. P<i(V) U(B(V) \ H)).

By [10, Proposition 5.3.1], H is a BRSC if and only if the connected components of I'H are cliques.

Let a — b — ¢ be distinct edges in I'H. Suppose that ' has no edge a — c¢. Then
ac € HN Py(V) and so by Theorem 6.2 there exists some T' € T'(H) such that [T Nac| = 1. We
may assume that a € T, but then ab ¢ H yields b € T and be ¢ H yields ¢ € T, a contradiction.
Thus a — ¢ is also an edge of ['H and so the connected components of I'H are cliques. Therefore
H is a BRSC. O

14



The following example shows that Proposition 6.3 fails for dimension 2, even in the paving case.
Example 6.4 Let V = 123456 and
H = Py(V)U{X € P3(V) | [X Nn56| =1} U {123,124}
Then H = (V,H) € TBPav(2) \ BPav(2).
Indeed, it is easy to check that FIH is the lattice

V

N

and so ‘H ¢ BPav(2) since 135 is not a transversal of any chain in FIH.
On the other hand, T'(H) is the lattice

/f/ \\\

and it is easy to check that H = (J(T'(H)))s. Therefore H € TBPav(2).

The next result shows that, when it comes to separate BRSCs from TBRSCs, the above example
has the minimum number of vertices.

Proposition 6.5 Fvery TBRSC with at most 5 vertices is boolean representable.

15



Proof. Let H = (V,H) be a TBRSC with |V| < 5. In view of Proposition 6.3, we may assume
that |V| > 4 and dimH > 2.

Suppose first that |[V| = 4. We may assume that dimH = 2. If X = J3 for some BRSC
J = (V,J) of dimension 4, then H is the uniform matroid Us 4 and is therefore a BRSC.

Thus we may assume that [V| = 5. If dimH = 3 and H = Ji for some BRSC J = (V,J)
of dimension 4, then # is the uniform matroid Uy 5 and so a BRSC. Hence we may assume that
dimH = 2.

Suppose that H is not a BRSC. Then FIH C T(H). Let T € T(H)\ FIH. Then H N P3(T) # 0,
hence we may take ajasas € HNP3(T). Since ajazas € J(T(H)), we may assume that there exists
a chain ) =Ty C Ty C To C T3 in T'(H) such that a; € T; \ T;—1 for i = 1,2,3. By Lemma 6.1(i),
ajasas is also a transversal of the successive differences for the chain

bchinTcTLonTCcTsNT
in T(H), hence there exists a chain
D=T)cTiCcTyCcTyCcTy=V

in T(H). Since |[V| = 5, there exists some j € 1234 such that [T} \ T;_,| = 2. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that TJ( = T]{_1 U 12. It is easy to check that

abc € J(T(H)) if |abe N12] <1,

hence the only possible elements of P3(V)\ H = P3(V) \ (J(T'(H)))s are 123,124, 125.
If 12 ¢ H, we have necessarily

H = {X S ng(V) | 12 /@ X},

hence we have a matroid (therefore boolean representable).
Thus we may assume that we have one of the following four cases:

Cl) H = P3(V)\ {123,124,125};

( (V)
(C2) H = P<3(V) )\ {123,124}
(C3) H = P<3(V)\ {123};

( (

)
)
)
C4) H = P<3(V).

Now (C3) and (C4) are both matroids (hence BRSCs). We can show that (C1) is a BRSC by
checking that 34, 35,45 are flats. Similarly, (C2) is a BRSC because 15, 34, 35, 45 are flats. Therefore
every TBRSC with 5 vertices is a BRSC. O
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6.2 Union

Given two simplicial complexes H = (V, H) and H' = (V, H') we define the union of H and H' as
the simplicial complex
HUH =(V,HUH').

This is the join of complexes restricted to the case when the vertex sets coincide.

Proposition 6.6 Let H = (V,H) and H' = (V,H') be BRSCs with |V| < 4. Then HUH' is a
BRSC.

Proof. If dim(H UH') = 1, we may use Theorem 6.8. The only other nontrivial case is dim(H U
H') = 2. But it is easy to check that if |V| = 4 and dimH = 2, then H is a BRSC if and only if
|H N P3(V)| # 1. It follows that if H UH' is not a BRSC, then H or H' is not a BRSC. O

The next example shows that neither BRSCs nor TBRSCs are closed under union when we
consider 5 vertices (even at dimension < 2).

Example 6.7 Let V = 12345 and let Hy = (V, P<a(V)) and
Hy = (V, P<1(V) U {13,14,23,24, 135,145, 235, 245}).
Then H1 and Ho are both matroids but Hi U Hs is not a TBRSC.
Indeed, it is easy to check that H; and Hs are matroids. We may write Hy UHo = (V, H) with
H = P-5(V) U {135,145, 235,245}

Let T € T(H).
If 13 C T, then 123 ¢ H yields 2 € T, and 125 ¢ H yields 5 € T
If 15 C T, then 125 ¢ H yields 2 € T, and 123 ¢ H yields 3 € T
If 35 C T, then 345 ¢ H yields 4 € T, and 134 ¢ H yields 1 € T
It follows that 135 ¢ (J(T(H)))s and so H; U Hsg is not a TBRSC by Theorem 6.2.

Theorem 6.8 Let d > 1 and let (V,H),(V,H') € TBPav(d). Then (V,H U H') € TBPav(d).

Proof. Let
R = {TﬂT’ | T € T(H), T € T(H')}.

In view of Lemma 6.1(i), R is a Moore family and so J(R) = (V, J(R)) is a BRSC. We claim that
HUH'" = (J(R))at1- (9)
Let X € H. By Theorem 6.2, there exists a chain

ThcThCc...CcT, (10)
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in T(H) and an enumeration zy,...,x, of the elements of X such that z; € T; \ T;_; for every
i. Since V € T(H'), then (10) is also a chain in R, hence X € J(R). But |X| < d + 1, thus
H C (J(R))d+1 and also H' C (J(R))4+1 by symmetry.
Conversely, let X € (J(R))4+1. Since H, H' € Pav(d), we may assume that |X| =d + 1. Then
there exists a chain
RQCRlc...CRd_H (11)

in J(R) and an enumeration 1, ..., z441 of the elements of X such that x; € R; \ R;—; for every i.
Write Ry = TNT' with T € T(H) and T’ € T(H'). Since x4y1 ¢ R4, we may assume that
xg+1 ¢ T. Since H € TBPav(d) yields P<4_1(V) C T'(H), we have P<4_;(V') and so

0 CaxyCxia9C...Cx1...¢g1 CTCV

is a chain in T'(H) having X as a transversal of the successive differences. Thus X € H by Theorem
6.2 and so (6.8) holds.
Therefore (V,HUH') = (J(R))44+1 € TBPav(d). O

The next example shows that we cannot replace TBPav(d) by BPav(d) in Theorem 6.8.
Example 6.9 Let V = 123456, H = P<o(V') U {123,124, 125,126} and
H' = Py(V)U{X € P3(V) | |X N56] = 1}.
Then (V,H),(V,H") € BPav(d) but (V,HU H') ¢ BPav(d).
Indeed, it is easy to check that
FI(V,H) = P<1(V)U{12,V}, FIV,H') = P<1(V)U{1234,V},

and it follows easily that (V, H), (V, H') € BPav(d). We have seen in Example 6.4 that (V, HUH') ¢
BPav(d).

Let V be a finite nonempty set and let L C V be such that 2 < d < |L| < |V|. We write
Ba(V,L) = (V,Ba(V, L)) = T (P<q-1(V) U{V, L}).

Lemma 6.10 Let V' be a finite nonempty set and let L CV be such that 2 < d < |L| < |V|. Then
Ba(V, L) € BPav(d).

Proof. We know that the operator J yields a BRSC. Considering the chains of the form
@Cal Cajas C...a1...a9-1 CLCV

for aj,...aq—1 € V distinct, we confirm that P<4(V)) C By(V,L). Since these are the unique
maximal chains of maximal length in P<4_1 (V) U{V, L}, it follows that By(V, L) € BPav(d). O
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We can now prove the following result.

Theorem 6.11 Letd > 2 and H = (V,H) € Pav(d). Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) H € TBPav(d);
(11) H =U{B4(V,L) | L € L} for some nonempty L C P>q\ {V}.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Let £ = (P>4\ {V}) NT(H). Since dimH = d, we have L # (.
Let X € H be a facet. By Theorem 6.2, there exists a chain

ToCTy C...CTyn

in T(H) and an enumeration ay,...ag4q of the elements of X so that a; € T; \ T;—; for i =
1,...,d+1}. Noway...a; e FIH CT(H) for i =0,...,d—1, hence X is a transversal of the chain

@Ca1Ca1a2C...a1...ad_1CTdCV

and so X € By(V,Ty). Since Ty € L, we get H C U{By(V,L) | L € L}.
The opposite inclusion is immediate.
(ii) = (i). By Lemma 6.10 and Theorem 6.8. [J

6.3 The six point case

We identify next, up to isomorphism, all the complexes with 6 points in TBPav(2) \ BPav(2). We
fix V =1{1,...,6} as the set of points and we consider H = (V, H) € TBPav(2) \ BPav(2). Then
there exists some BRSC H/ = (V, H') such that # = H}. Given X C V, let X (respectively X)
the closure of X in FIH' (respectively FIH).

Since H ¢ BPav(2) and P<; (V) C FIH, there exists some X € P3(V) N H such that

X C X/\a} for every x € X. (12)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that X = 345. On the other hand, since H' € BPav(2)
and 345 € H', there exists some x € 345 such that x ¢ 345\ {z}. We may assume that 2 = 5. We
claim that

|34] = 4. (13)

Indeed, we know already that 5 ¢ 34. Suppose that 34 = 34. Then 34y € H’ (and therefore
34y € H) for every y € 1256, yielding 34 = 34, contradicting (12). Without loss of generality, we
may assume that 34y ¢ H' for some y € 126, say y = 1. Hence 134 C 34. Suppose that 34 = 134.
Since 134 ¢ H, it is easy to see that this implies 34 = 134, contradicting (12). Thus |34| > 4, and
we may assume without loss of generality that 1234 C 34.

Suppose that 1234 C 34. Since 5 ¢ 34, we get 34 = 12346. It follows that 45z € H' for every
z € 1236, hence 45 = 45, contradicting (12). Therefore 34 = 1234. Tt follows that abb,ab6 € H
for all a,b € 1234 distinct. Since 134 = 1234, it follows that {123,124,234} ¢ H. Together with
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134 ¢ H, this implies that the restriction H” = (1234, H”) of H' to 1234 misses at least two
triangles.

On the one hand, 134 ¢ H and {123,124,234} ¢ H yield 1234 C 34. On the other hand, it
follows from (12) that 5 € 34, hence 12345 C 34. Since ab5,ab6 € H' for all a,b € 1234 distinct,
then 1234 ¢ FIH implies that 1234 \ {c} € H for some ¢ € 1234. Therefore H" has exactly one or
two triangles. Since H” is a restriction of the BRSC #H/, it follows from [10, Proposition 8.3.1] that
H"” is a BRSC. On the other hand, it follows from [10, Example 5.2.11] that a paving BRSC with
4 points cannot have exactly one triangle, hence H” has exactly two triangles, whose intersection
has two points, say de.

Together with 1234 € FIH’, this implies that de € FIH'. Since 134 ¢ H, we have de €
{12,23,24}. Since we have not distinguished 3 from 4 so far, we may assume that de € {12,23}.

In any case, having 1234 € FIH' determines that ab5,ab6 € H for all a,b € 1234 distinct (16
elements), and de € FIH' determines which two elements among the four elements of P3(1234)
belong to H. Thus we only need to discuss what happens with 156,256, 356,456. If 356 € H,
then 35 € FI#' (in view of 1234 € FIH/), implying 35 = 35 and contradicting (12). Therefore
356 ¢ H. Similarly, 456 ¢ H. It follows that we reduced the discussion to determine whether or
not 156,256 € H, for each choice of de € {12,23}.

We use now a simplification of the notation By(V, L) introduced in Section 8. Given L C V
with 1 < |L| < |V, let B2(L) = (V, B2(L)) be defined by

By(L) = P<o(V)U{X € P5(V) : [ X NL| =2}.
If we omit both 156,256 from H, we get the two cases
(1) H = B9(1234) U By(12),
(1") H = B(1234) U By(23),

which are clearly isomorphic.
Now adding 156 (respectively 256) is the only consequence of adding 15 (respectively 25) as a
line, and these additions do not interfere with each other. We are then bound to consider the cases:

(2) H = By(1234) U By(12) U By(15);
(2) H = B5(1234) U B(12) U By(25);
(3) H = By(1234) U By(12) U By(15) U By(25);
(4) H = By(1234) U By(23) U By(15);
(27) H = By(1234) U By(23) U By(25);
(5) H = By(1234) U By(23) U By(15) U By(25).

The cases (2), (2’) and (2”) are clearly isomorphic. Applying the transposition (31) to 12345
in the cases (4) and (5), we have reduced our discussion to the cases
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(1) H = By(1234) U By(12);;

(2) H = By(1234) U By(12) U By(15);

(3) H = By(1234) U By(12) U By(15) U By(25);
(4) H = By(1234) U By(12) U By(35);

(5) H = By(1234) U By(12) U B5(25) U By(35).

We list below the triangles missing in each of the cases:

1) 134, 234, 156, 256, 356, 456;

2) 134, 234, 256, 356, 456;

4) 134, 234, 156, 256, 456;

5

(1)
(2)
(3) 134, 234, 356, 456;
(4)
(5) 134, 234, 156, 456.

Out of cardinality arguments, we only have to distinguish (2) from (4) and (3) from (5). Now 1
appears only once in (2), and all points appear more often in (4); 1 and 2 appear only once in (3),
but only 2 has a single occurrence in (5). Therefore these complexes (1) — (5) are nonisomorphic.

By construction, any one of these 5 complexes is in TBPav(2). We confirm now that neither of
them is a BRSC. For the first three cases, we take 345 € H.

~

(1) 134 ¢ H, hence 1 € 34 234 ¢ H, hence 2 € 34; 34 contains the facet 123, hence 34 = V.
356 ¢ H, hence 6 € 35; 456 ¢ H, hence 4 € 35. Similarly, 45 = V.

(2) Same argument as in (1).

(3) Same argument as in (1).

For the remaining two cases, we take 145 € H.

~

(4) 134 ¢ H, hence 3 € 14; 234 ¢ H, hence 2 € 14; 14 contains the facet 123, hence 14 = V.
156 ¢ H, hence 6 € 15; 456 ¢ H, hence 4 € 15. Similarly, 45 = V.

(5) Same argument as in (4).

We have therefore proved:

Proposition 6.12 Up to isomorphism, the complexes with 6 points in TBPav(2) \ BPav(2) are of
the form (123456, H) for:

(1) H = By(1234) U B5(12);
(2) H = By(1234) U B5(12) U By(15);
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(3) H = B,(1234) U By(12) U By(15) U By(25);
(4) H = B9(1234) U B5(12) U By(35);
(5) H = By(1234) U By(12) U B5(25) U B5(35).

Moreover, all the above 5 cases are nonisomorphic.

Remark 6.13 We can build the following diagram

\/\
/\

(V, Bo(1234) U {123}) (V, By(1234) U {124})

\/

(V, B2(1234))
The missing triangles in the three lowest elements are respectively

124, 134, 234, 156, 256, 356, 456 123,134, 234, 156, 256, 356, 456

123,124,134, 234,156, 256, 356, 456

hence all the edges correspond to covering relations (recall the previous enumeration of the missing
triangles for (1)-(5)).

We note that:
e (V,By(1234)) € BPav(2) by Proposition 6.15.

o (V,By(1234) U {123}) ¢ TBPav2. Indeed, suppose that there exist T € T'(B2(1234) U {123})
such that |T°N 123 = 2. Since 124,134,234 ¢ H, we successively get 4 € T and 1234 C T, a
contradiction. In view of Theorem 6.2, this implies (V, B2(1234) U {123}) ¢ TBPav2.

o (V,B(1234) U {124}) ¢ TBPav2. Similar to the preceding case.
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e No simplicial complex isomorphic to (4) embeds in (3). To prove this, recall the missing
triangles in (3) and (4). We can check that 3z is contained in a missing triangle of (3) for
every  # 3. On the other hand, 4y is contained in a missing triangle of (3) for every x # 4.
Suppose that ¢ € Sg is such that the isomorphic image of (3) through ¢ (call it (3”)) has
(4) as subcomplex. Then the missing triangles of (3”) are a proper subset of the missing
triangles of (4). Hence (3p)z is contained in a missing triangle of (4) for every x # 3¢, and
(4p)x is contained in a missing triangle of (4) for every = # 4. However, only 4 satisfies this
property, yielding 3¢ = 4 = 4¢p, a contradiction.

6.4 On TBPav(d) \ BPav(d)

Fix d > 2. Given L € P>4(V) \ {V'}, the complex By(V, L) = (V, Bq(V, L)) can be described by
Ba(V.L) = Pea(V) U{X € Paa (V) | 1X 1 L] = d}.

Lemma 6.14 Let d > 2 and L € Pog(V)\ {V}. Then

Pear (V) U{L,V} fIL < V-1
Peq-r(V)ULL VYU (Pa(V)\ Pu(L))  if || = V] —1

Proof. Write H = By(V, L). Assume first that |L| < |[V| — 1. Let F € FI(B4(V, L)) and assume
that F' ¢ P<4_1(V)U{V}. Then d < |F| < |V|. Suppose that F* € L. Then there exists some
ac€ F\L FixbeV\ (LU{a}).

Suppose that b € F'. Since d < |F| < |V, we can choose some X UP;_o(F\{a,b}) and c € V\ F.
Since X U{a,b} € Py(F) C H and ¢ ¢ F, we get X U{a,b,c} € H, a contradiction since a,b ¢ L.

Hence we may assume that b ¢ F. Choose X U Py_1(F \ {a,b}). Since X U{a} € Py(F)C H
and b ¢ F, we get X U{a,b} € H, a contradiction since a,b ¢ L.

Thus we may assume that F' C L. Suppose that F' C L. Take X € Py(F) and p € L'\ F. Since
X € Py(F)CHandp¢F, we get XU{p} € H, a contradiction since X U {p} € Pyy1(L).

Therefore F1(By4(V, L)) € P<q—1(V)U{L,V}. The opposite inclusion is straightforward and we
omit it.

Assume now that |L| = [V|—1, and denote by a the single element of V\ L. Let F' € F1(B,4(V, L))
and assume that F' ¢ P<g_1(V)U{V}. Then d < |F| < |V|.

Suppose that ' C L. Take X € Py(F) C H and b€ L\ F. Then X U{b} € HN Py41(L), a
contradiction. Thus we may assume that a € F'.

Suppose that |[F| > d. Since a € F, it follows that F' contains a facet of B4(V, L) and therefore
F =V, a contradiction. It follows that |F| =d and so F' € Py(V') \ Py(L).

Therefore F1(By(V,L)) € P<q_1(V) U{L,V} U (Py(V) \ Ps(L)). The opposite inclusion is
straightforward and we omit it. [

FI(By(V, L)) = {

Proposition 6.15 Let d > 2 and O # L C P>4(V) \ {V} such that
|ILNL'|<d—1 for all distinct L,L' € L. (14)

Then (V, U By(V, L)) is boolean representable.
LeLl
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Proof. Write H = UresBq(V,L) and H = (V, H). Since P<4(V) C H, we have P<4_; (V) C FIH.
Let K € £ and suppose that X € HN 2K and p € V\ K. Since P<4(V) C H C P<4.1(V), we may
assume that |X| =d or d + 1.

Suppose that |X| = d+ 1. Since X € H = UperBg(V, L), we have X € By(V, L) for some
Le L. Thus [ XNL|=dandso|KNL|>d Inview of (14), we get K = L, hence X C L, a
contradiction since |X| = d+1 and | X NL| = d. Therefore | X| = d, hence X U{p} € B4(V,K) C H
and so K € FIH.

Let ai,...,aq—1 € V be distinct. Then

@CalCa1a2C...Ca1...ad_1CV (15)
is a chain in FIH. If ay,...,a4-1 € L € L, then (14) can be refined to
P Ca Cajaa C...Cay...aq1 CLCV (16)

It is easy to check that every X € H is a partial transversal of the successive differences for some
chain of type (15) or (16), hence H is boolean representable.

Proposition 6.16 Let d > 2, H = (V,H) € BPav(d) and L = {L € FI(V,H;) | d < |L| < |V|}.
Then H = (V, | ] Ba(V, L)).
Lel

Proof. Since P<;_1(V) U {V} C FIH and the maximum length of a chain in FIH is d + 1, it
follows easily that the maximal chains in FIH must be of the form (15) or (16), with L € £. Thus

H=|] ByV,L). O
LeLl

Proposition 6.17 The following conditions are equivalent for a simplicial complex H = (V, H) of
dimension d > 2:

(i) H € TBPav(d);
(it) H= Bg(L1)U...U Bg(Ly,) for some m >1 and Li,...,Ly € P>q(V)\{V}.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Write H = J441 for some BRSC J = (V,J). Since P<4(V) C H C J, we have
Pcq_1(V) CF1TJ. Let Ly,..., Ly, be an enumeration of the elements of

£ =FIT\ (Pear(V)U{V}),

Note that £ # (), otherwise the maximal length of a chain in F1.7 is d and J would have dimension
d, contradicting H = Jg+1. We claim that

H = By(L1) U...UByg(Ly). (17)
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Let X € H. Since P<4(V) C By(L;) by definition, we may assume that |[X| = d 4+ 1. Since
H C J, there exists a chain
FoCFlc...CFCH_l (18)
in F17 and an enumeration z1,...,2z441 of the elements of X such that z; € F; \ F;_; for i =
1,...,d + 1. But then we may replace (18) by the chain

lCcxyC...Cxy...09-1CEF;CV.
Since z1...2q C Fy C V, we have F; = L; for some ¢ € {1,...,m}. Thus X € By(L;) and
HC Bd(Ll) u...u Bd(Lm).
Conversely, assume that X € Bg(L;). Then X is a partial transversal of the successive
differences for some chain of type (15) or (16), which is in any case a chain in F17. Thus

X € JNP<qy1(V) = H and (17) holds.
(ii) = (i). Let R denote the Moore family generated by

PSd—l(V) U {L17 cee 7Lm}

and write J = J(R). Then J = (V,J) is a BRSC. We prove that H = Jg1.
Let X € H. If | X| <d, say X = x; ...z, then X is a transversal of the successive differences
for some chain in R C F17, namely

@Cazlc...Cazl...xi_lcV

Hence X € J.

Thus we may assume that |X| = d + 1. Since X € By(L;) for some i € {1,...,m}, we may
assume that X = zy...24y with z1,...,24 € L; and y € V' \ L;. Thus X is a transversal of the
successive differences for some chain in R C F1J, namely

@C:Elc...C:El...:Ed_lCLiCV.

Hence X € J and so H C J N P<gy1(V).
Conversely, let X € JNP<q11(V). Since H O By(L1) D Py(V), we may assume that | X| = d+1.
Then X is a transversal of the successive differences for some chain

RQCRlC...CRd+1 (19)

in R, so there exists an enumeration xy, ..., 2441 of the elements of X such that z; € R; \ R;_; for
i=1,...,d+ 1. But then we can replace (19) by

@Cl‘lc...C$1...$d_1CRdCV,

which is also a chain in R. Since R; € R, then R, is necessarily an intersection of some elements of
R. Since d < |R4| < |V, it follows that Rq = Lj, N...NL;, for some ji,...,j; € {1,...,m}. Since
Zg+1 ¢ Rq, then xqy ¢ Lj, for some s € {1,...,k}. Thus X is also a transversal of the successive
differences for the chain

0CaxyC...Cx1...04q-1 C Lj, CV,

yielding X € Bg(Lj,) € H. Therefore J N P<g+1(V) = H and so H = J44+1, implying H €
TBPav(d). O
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Lemma 6.18 Let d > 2 and let V be a finite set with |V| > d+ 1. For every a € V, we have

By(V,V\{a}) = | Ba(V,L), (20)
LeL,

where L, ={L € Py(V) |a € L}.

Proof. It suffices to show that both sides of (20) contain the same X € Pyy1(V). So let X €
P (V).
Suppose that X € By(V,V \ {a}). Then a € X. Take b € X \ {a}. Then X \ {b} € L, and so

X e By(V, X\ {b}) € |J Ba(V,L).
LeLl,

Conversely, suppose that X € By(V,L) with L € L,. Since |X| = d+ 1 and |L| = d, we
must have X = L U {c} for some ¢ € V' \ L. Hence a € L C X yields |[X N (V' \ {a})| = d and
X € By(V,V \ {a}). Therefore (20) holds as required. [J

Proposition 6.19 Let d > 2 and and let V be a finite set with |V| > d+1. Let ) # £ C 2V be

such that |L| € {d,d+1,|V|—1} for every L € L. Then (V, U By(V, L)) is boolean representable.
Lel

Proof. In view of Lemma 6.18, we may assume that |L| € {d,d + 1} for every L € L. Write
H = U By(V,L) and H = (V,H). Since P<4(V)) C H, we have P<4_1(V) C FIH, thus we only

Lel
need to show that every X € H N Pyy1(V) is a transversal of the successive differences for some

chain in FIH.

Let X € HN Pj1(V). Then X € By(V, K) for some K € L, hence the elements of X admit
an enumeration z1,...,z4y1 such that X N K = x1...x4. If |K| = d, then it is easy to see that
K € FIH, and X is a transversal of the successive differences for the chain

PCaxiCayzeC...Cax1...091 CKCV (21)

in FIH.

Hence we may assume that |K| = d + 1. Suppose that K ¢ H. We claim that K € FIH.
Let Y € HN2% and p € V\ K. Since K ¢ H , we may assume that |Y| < d. But then
YU{p} € B4(V,K) C H. Therefore K € FIH{ and so X is a transversal of the successive differences
for the chain (21).

Thus we may assume that K € H. We claim that X NK € FIH. Note that XNK € Py(V) C H.
Let pe VN\(XNK). If p ¢ K, then (XNK)U{p} € By(K)C H. If pe K, then (XNK)U{p} =
K € H,so XN K € FIH. It follows that X is a transversal of the successive differences for the
chain

0CaxyCaiaaC...Cx1...0¢-1 CXNKCV

in FIH. Therefore H is a BRSC. O
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It follows from Proposition 6.15 that (V, B4(L)) is a BRSC for every L € P>4(V)\{V}. In view
of Proposition 6.12, it follows that there exist (V, Hy), (V, Hz) € BPav(d) such that (V, Hy U Hy) is
not a BRSC.

Thus we define, for every d > 2 and every finite set V with at least d + 2 elements,

Y(V)={(V,H) € BPav(d) | (V, H) has no restriction isomorphic to Ug 12}
Proposition 6.20 Let d > 2 and let V be a finite set with at least d + 2 elements. Then
(V,Hy),(V,Hs) € Y(V) implies (V, Hy U Hy) € Y(V).

Proof. Let i € {1,2} and F € FI(V, H;). Suppose that d +1 < |F| < |V|. Since Py(V) C H;
and no restriction of (V, H;) to a 4-subset of F' is isomorphic to Ugg12, there exists some X €
Pyy1(F) N H;. But then F' contains a facet of (V, H;) and so F' = V, a contradiction. Therefore
FI(V, H;) € P<q41(V) U{V}.
Now let
L= {(F e FI(V.Hy) | d < |F| < |V}

By the preceding claim, we have
Li={F e FIV. H;) | [F| € {d,d+ 1} }. (22)

Since (V, H;) € BPav(d), we have H; = U B4(V,L) by Proposition 6.16. Thus H; U Hy =
LeL;
U By(V, L) and so (V, Hy U Hy) € BPav(d) by (22) and Proposition 6.19.

LeL1ULo
Suppose that there exists some W € Py o(V) such that Py (W) N (Hy U Hy) = (. Then

Py 1(W) N Hy = 0, contradicting (V, Hy) € Y(V). Therefore (V, H; U Hy) € Y(V). O

Note that an arbitrary H € TBPav(d) \ BPav(d) needs not having a restriction isomorphic to
Ug,a+2- The BRSCs featuring Proposition 6.12 constitute all counterexamples for d = 2.

We intend now to show that TBPav(d) \ BPav(d) is in some sense finitely generated. We start
with a couple of lemmas.

Let TBR (respectively TBP) denote the class of all finite truncated boolean representable sim-
plicial complexes (respectively finite paving truncated boolean representable simplicial complexes).

Lemma 6.21 The classes TBR and TBP are prevarieties of simplicial complexes.

Proof. Let H = (V,H) € TBR and let ) # W C V. Since H € TBR, there exist a BRSC
J = (V,J) and m > 1 such that H = J,,,. We claim that

Hw = (Tw)m- (23)
This is equivalent to the equality

Hn2W = (Jn2%)n P, (W). (24)
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Now H = T, yields H = J N P<,, (V) and so
Hn2W = (JN P, (V)N 2% = (Jn2) N P, (W).

Hence (24) and consequently (23) do hold.

Since BRSCs are closed under restriction by [10, Proposition 8.3.1(i)], then Jy isd a BRSC
and it follows from (23) that Hy € TBR. Thus TBR is closed under restriction. Since it is also
closed under isomorphism, then 7BR is a prevariety of simplicial complexes.

On the other hand, the class of all finite paving simplicial complexes is a prevariety in view
of [10, Proposition 8.3.1(ii)]. Since the intersection of two prevarieties is obviously a prevariety, it
follows that 7BP is a prevariety itself. [

Let H € TBPav(d) \ BPav(d). By Lemma 6.21, every restriction of # is in 7BP (with possibly
lower dimension). We say that H is minimal if every proper restriction of # is boolean representable.

Lemma 6.22 Let d > 2. Then the mazimum number of vertices for a minimal H € TBPav(d) \
BPav(d) is (d+ 1)(d + 2).

Proof. Let H = (V, H) € TBPav(d) \ BPav(d) be minimal. Hence H ¢ BPav(d) but every proper
restriction of H is boolean representable. By [10, Theorem 8.5.2(ii)], we get |V| < (d 4+ 1)(d + 2).
Now we consider the Swirl, the simplicial complex defined in the proof of [10, Theorem 8.5.2(ii)],
where it is proved that every proper restriction of this complex is boolean representable, but the
Swirl is not. The Swirl is defined as follows:
Let A = {ao,...,aq} and B; = {bjg,...,biq} for i =0,...,d. Write also A; = A\ {a;} and
Ci = Pap1(A; U (B \ {bio})) U{B:}.
We define
d d
V=AUl JB;, H=Paa(M)\|JC
i=0 i=0
It is easy to check that all the X € H N Py;1(V) fall into four cases (not necessarily disjoint):
(a) there exist b;j, bye € X with 7 # k;
(

)
b) there exist b, a; € X;
(c) there exist b;j,a; € X with j > 0;
(d) X =ap...aq.

Define
L = {LePy(V)| there exist some b;j,bx, € L with i # k}
U {L € Py(V)| there exist some b, a; € L}
U {L € Py(V)| there exist some b;;,a; € L with j > 0}
U {AiUBi|’i:0,...,d}.
It is straightforward to check that H = U By(L), hence (H,V') € TBPav(d) by Proposition 6.17.
Lel

Since |V| = (d+1)(d+2)), we have found some minimal H € TBPav(d)\BPav(d) with (d+1)(d+2)
vertices as required. [
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Let V be a prevariety of simplicial complexes. We say that V is finitely based if there exists
some m > 1 such that every simplicial complex not in ¥V admits a restriction not in V with at most
m vertices.

Given a prevariety V of simplicial complexes and d € N, we define the prevariety

Vi={H €V|dimH <d}.

Let BP denote the class of all finite paving boolean representable simplicial complexes. By [10,
Theorem 8.5.2], BP, is finitely based for every d > 1. Since TBP; = BP; by Proposition 6.3, it
follows that 7BP; is finitely based.

Theorem 6.23 7T BPy is not finitely based.

Proof. It suffices to build arbitrary large simplicial complexes not in 7 P2 with all proper restric-
tions in 7 BPs.
Let n > 6 and take as vertex set

V: {"B()?"'?xn?y()?”’7y67207”’726}7

where we identify
To=Yo =26, T1=20=1Ye Yl=21=Tn}

Let
S={ririp1zite |1 =0,...,n =2} U{yiyir1¥ire | 0 < i <4} U{zizip12i12 | 0 <0 < 4,

H= ng(V) \S and H = (V,H)
Clearly, H € Pav(2). Hence P<1(V) C FIH C T'(H). Thus

H € TBP, if and only if, for every X € H N P3(V),
there exists some T' € T'(H) such that |[X NT| = 2. (25)

First, we note that
for every X € (HN P3(V)) \ {xox1y1}, there exists some F' € FIH such that [ X N F|=2. (26)

Indeed, such an X contains necessarily some element of V' \ {xgz1y1}. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that this element is among xo, ..., z,_1 (the other cases follow by symmetry).

Suppose that X C zg...x,, say X = x;xj2;, with i < j < k. Since X € H, then ¢, j,k are not
consecutive integers. If kK < n, then &£ > 1 and k — ¢ > 2, hence z;x; € FIH and we are done. Thus
we may assume that kK = n. If ¢ > 1, then k£ — i > 2, hence z;x; € FIH and we are done. Thus
we may assume that ¢ < 1. Since k = n, this implies 2 < j < n — 1. Since n > 6, we get either
k—j > 2 (yielding zjzi, € FIH) or j —i > 2 (yielding z;z; € FIH).

Hence we may assume that at least one of the other elements of X (say a) is not of the form
xj. Let i € {2,...,n — 1} be such that x; € X. It is easy to check that xz;a € FIH. Therefore (26)
holds.
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Next we show that
for every T € T(H), |T N{zoz1y1}| # 2. (27)

Let T € T(H) and assume that |T'N {zoz1y1}| > 2. Assume first that zo,z1 € T. Since
Tixip1Tivo & H for i =0,...,n — 2, we get successively x5 € T ..., 2, € T. Since x,, = y1, we get
zor1y1 €T

Suppose now that xg,y1 € T. Since xg = o, we use the same argument to deduce that
v €T,...,ys € T. Since yg = x1, we get rox1y1 C T

Finally, suppose that x1,y1 € T. Since x1 = 29 and y; = 21, we use the same argument to
deduce that zo € T, ..., 26 € T. Since zg = ¢, we get zox1y1 C T and (27) is proved.

In view of (25), it follows from (27) that H ¢ TBPa.

Fix now v € V and write W = V' \ {v}. We must show that H|y € TBPy (since TBP2 is
closed under restrictions, this implies that M|y € TBPs for any W' C V).

Since H € Pav(2), we only need to show that the righthand side of (25) holds when we replace H
by H|w. Let X € HN P3(W). Suppose first that X # xgz1y;. By (26), there exists some F' € FIH
such that | X N F| = 2. By [10, Proposition 8.3.3(1)], F N W € Fl(H|w). Since |[ X N (FNW)| =2,
the desired condition is satisfied if X # xox1y;.

Thus we may assume that X = xgxiy;. It follows that either v = z; with 2 < i <n—1 or
v=y;orv=z with 2 <j <5.

Suppose that v = x;. Let T = x¢...2;_;. It is immediate that T € T(HN2") and |[TNzoz1y1| =
2. If v = y; (respectively v = z;), we take T'=yq...y;—1 (respectively T'= 2y...zj_1). Therefore,
in view of (25), we get H|w € TBP; as required. O

7 The Pure Conjecture
Let H = (V, H) be a simplicial complex of dimension d. We define pure(H) = (V', H') by
V' =UH NPy (V), H' =Uxepnp,,, 12"

It is immediate that pure(H) is the largest pure subcomplex of H.
This section is devoted to the following conjecture, which we call the Pure Conjecture:

Conjecture 7.1 Let H be a BRSC and let k > 1. Then pure(Hy) is a BRSC.
We can disprove the conjecture for dimH = 3 and k£ = 3.
Example 7.2 Let H = (V, H) with V = Ujeg,{i,i',i"},
Z =Uiezz{i(i+ V)G + 1), "+ 1) (i + 1)}
and

H = (Pos(V\Z)U{ii"(i+1)p|i€Zs, peV\ii"(i+ 1)+ 1)}
U {ii"(i+1)p|i€Zs, peV \ii"(i+1)(i+1)}.

Then H is a BRSC but pure(Hs) is not.

30



It is easy to check that H is indeed a simplicial complex. Clearly, P<;(V) C FIH. If X € P»(V)
is not contained in any element of Z, then X = X. Hence, if abc € H and ab is not contained in
any element of Z, then abc is a transversal of the successive differences for the chain

lcacabCV

in FIH. On the other hand, it is easy to check that the unique X € P3(V') N H having all 2-subsets
contained in elements of Z is 123 (see the picture below, where the yellow triangles are the elements
of Z):

2//

1 3

2/ 1//

Now we check that " (i + 1)(i + 1)’ € FIH for every i € Zs. It follows that 123 is a transversal
of the successive differences for the chain

fcl1c11"22 cv

in F1H.
Finally, each facet of the form " (i+1)p or i (i+1)'p is a transversal of the successive differences
for the chain
Dcica"ciu"i+1)(E+1) CV

in FIH. Since we have now checked all facets, it follows that H is a BRSC.

Let CI(X) denote the closure of X C V in FIH3. For each i € Zs, we have i(i+1)(i+1)",¢" (i +
1)(i+1)" ¢ Hs, so we successively get (i +1)" € Cl(i(i + 1)) and ¢ € Cl(i(i +1)). Thus CI(i(i + 1))
contains ii” (i + 1) € FctHg, yielding Cl(i(: + 1)) = V. But then i € C1(123\ {i}) for every i € 123.
Since 123 € Hj, it follows from [10, Corollary 5.2.7] that #Hs is not boolean representable.

We remark that # is not pure since it is straightforward to check that 1'2'2” is a facet. But H3
is pure because there are nine vertices and |Z| = 6.

Another counterexample is given by the boolean module B®): a simplicial complex admitting
a 4 x (2* — 1) boolean matrix representation where all columns are distinct and nonzero.
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Example 7.3 The boolean module B® is pure and its truncation to rank 3 is a pure TBRSC which
s not a BRSC.

Let M be such a boolean matrix. Since the columns are all distinct and nonzero, every pair of
distinct columns is independent. Now let X be a set of independent columns with |X| = 2 or 3.
Let I C 1234 be such that the square matrix M[I, X] is nonsingular. Let j € 1234 \ I and let ¢ be
the column of M having a 1 at row j and 0 elsewhere. Then the permanent of M[I U {j}, X U{c}]
equals the permanent of M[I, X], hence M[I U {j}, X U {c}] is nonsingular. and so X U {c} is
independent. Thus B® is pure.

Since B is by definition a BRSC, then B§4) is a TBRSC. Let X denote the closure of X in

F IB§4). Consider the columns of M defined by

1 1 1
0 1 1
“=lol P= 10 T o
0 0] 1
The permanent of the matrix
1 1 1
MI134,abc] = [0 1 0O
0 0 1
is 1, hence abc is independent. Define
0 1 0 1
1 0 0 0
d_ 1 9 €= 1 I f_ 1 g_ 1
0 0 1 1
We have
1 10 1 0 1 1 1 1
01 1 1 10 010
M[1234, abd) = 01 1l M[1234, bde] = 111l M1234, abe] = 01 1
000 000 000

Since no row of M[1234, abd] has precisely two zeroes, abd is dependent. The same occurs with bde.
It is immediate that M[123, abe]_has permanent 1, hence abe is independent. Thus we successively

deduce d € ab, e € ab and so ab contains the facet abe. Therefore ab is the full set of vertices.
Similarly, so is ac.

Now
1 1 0 1 1 1 1 01
M[1234,bef] = || (1) U an2sabeg) = | (1) Nl mpoasgg = | )Y
0 1 1 01 1 0 1 1

32



Since no row of M [1234, bef] has precisely two zeroes, bef is dependent. The same occurs with beg.
It is immediate that M[123,bfg] has permanent 1, hence bfg is independent. Thus we successively
deduce f € be, g € be and so be contains the facet bfg. Therefore be is the full set of vertices. This
proves that Bé ) is not a BRSC.

However, the Pure Conjecture holds for particular cases as we shall see.

Lemma 7.4 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex and let I,J € H be such that I C J. Then
there exists some I' € H such that I CI' and I’ = J.

Proof. Let I' ¢ H lze maximal with respect to I C I’ CJ. If I’ C J, we can take p € J \ I’ and
get I' U {p} € HN27, contradicting the maximality of I’. Thus I’ = J and we are done. O]
It is well known that a simplicial complex H = (V, H) is a matroid if and only if
ai Cayaz C...Cay...ax (28)

holds for every a; ...ay € H (where the enumeration is arbitrary).
We present next a characterization of matroids:

Proposition 7.5 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:
(i) H is a matroid;
(ii) for all X,Y € H, X =Y implies | X| = |Y|.
Proof. (i) = (ii). Suppose that X,Y € H are such that X =Y and |X| < |Y|. By the exchange
property, we have X U {y} € H for some y € Y\ X. Hence X U {y} =Y = X, contradicting (28).
(ii) = (i). Let I,J € H be such that |I| = |J|+1. Suppose that JU{i} ¢ H for every i € I\ J.
Then I C J and so by Lemma 7.4 this contradicts condition (ii). Thus H satisfies the exchange
property and is therefore a matroid. [
A simplicial complex H = (V, H) is said to be a near-matroid if
X =Y CV implies | X| = |Y]
for all X,Y € H. In this case we can define a function p : FIH\ {V} — N by
Fp=|X]|, where X € H is such that X = F.

Note that such an X exists by [10, Proposition 4.2.4].
It follows from Proposition 7.5 that every matroid is a near-matroid. The following result shows
that the converse fails.

Proposition 7.6 Let d > 0 and H € BPav(d). Then H is a near-matroid.

Proof. Write # = (V,H) and suppose that X,Y € H are such that X =Y C V. By [10,
Proposition 4.2.3], X and Y are not facets. Suppose that |X| < d. Since Py(V) C H, it follows
that X = X, so in this case we get indeed Y = X. Thus we may assume by symmetry that
|X|,|Y| > d. Since X and Y are not facets, then |X| = d = |Y| and so H is a near-matroid. [J
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The following example shows that not every near-matroid is boolean representable, even in the
paving case.

Example 7.7 Let H = (V, H) be the simplicial complex defined by V' = 1234 and H = P<3(V) U
{123}. Then H is a near-matroid which is not boolean representable.

Indeed, it is easy to check that FIH = P<;(V)U{V} and H is a near-matroid. On the other
hand, H is not boolean representable by [10, Example 5.2.11].

Lemma 7.8 Let H = (V,H) be a near-matroid and let F,F' € FIH be such that F C F' C V.
Then Fp < F'p.

Proof. Suppose that Fp > F’'p. Then there exist I,J € H such that F =1, F' = J and |I| > |J|.
Hence I C J and so by Lemma 7.4 there exists some I’ € H such that I C I’ and I’ = J. But we
have then |I'| > |I| > |J|, a contradiction since H is a near-matroid. Therefore Fp < F'p. O

Lemma 7.9 Let H = (V, H) be a near-matroid and let F, F' € FIH be such that F C F' C V. Let
a1 € F'\ F and k = F'p — Fp. Then there exist as,...ar € V such that

FCFUa1CFUalaQC...CFUal...ak:F'.

Proof. Write F' = I with I € H. Since a; € F'\ F, we have I Uay € H. Thus

FCIUaleUalgF’.

Moreover,
FUap=[IUa|=|I|+1=Fp+1.

If FUa, = F’, we can now iterate this argument to produce a chain

FCFUa1CFUalaQC...CFUal...ast’

for some ag,...as € V such that FUa;...ajp = FUay...aj_1p+1for j = 1,...,s. Thus
s=F'p— Fp =k and we are done. [J

We can now prove the Pure Conjecture for boolean representable near-matroids.

Theorem 7.10 Let H be a boolean representable near-matroid and let k > 0. Then:
(i) Hy is a BRSC;
(11) pure(Hy) is a BRSC.
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Proof. (i) Write H = (V, H) and define
Fo={F cFIH | Fp < k}u{V}).

We claim that the matrix M (Fy) is a boolean representation of Hy, i.e. Hy = J(Fy).
Let X € Hy, and let s = |X|. Then there exists an enumeration aq, ..., as of the elements of X
such that
ai Cajaa C...Ca1...as.

Hence X is a transversal of the successive differences for
dcaiCaiaz C...Caj...as_1 cV,

which is a chain in Fj. Thus X € J(Fy).

Conversely, assume that X € J(F). Since Fi, C FIH and M (F17H) is a boolean representation
of H by [10, Theorem 5.2.5], it follows that X € H.

Suppose that |X| > k. Since X € J(Fy), there exist some F' € F and z € X such that
FNX=X\{z}. But F =Y for some Y € Hj_;. Hence X \ {z} CY and by Lemma 7.4 there
exists some Z € H such that X \ {#} C Z and Z =Y = F. But then |Z| > |X \ {z}| > k> |YV], a
contradiction since H is a near-matroid. Thus X € Hy and so Hy = J(Fj) as claimed.

(ii) Let Fj, denote the set of all the flats of H occurring in chains of the form

FhCFkh C...CkFE

in F;. Note that
Fi is closed under intersection. (29)

Indeed, by [10, Proposition 4.2.2(ii)], F1#H is closed under intersection, and the bound for p follows
easily from Lemma 7.8.
Next we show that
F, is closed under intersection. (30)

Let F,F' € F;. Then F N F' € Fj, by (29). Since F' € F}, there exists some F” € FIH such that
F C F” and F'p = k — 1. Now we apply Lemma 7.9 to both inclusions ) C FNF C F”. This
ensures that F' N F’ will appear in some chain of flats of length k in FIH of the form

Since F"p =k — 1, it follows from Lemma 7.8 that this is in fact a chain in Fj, and therefore in Fj.
Thus F N F’ € F;, and so (30) holds.
We claim that the matrix M(F}) is a boolean representation of pure(Hy).
Let X € HN Pi(V). Then there exists an enumeration aq,...,a; of the elements of X such
that
a1 Caa; C ... C ar - ax.

Hence X is a transversal of the successive differences for

(Z)Ca_1Ca1a2C...Cal...ak_lcV,
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which is a chain of length k in Fj. Thus X € J(F}).
Conversely, assume that X € J(F;). We may assume that X is a facet of J(F,). In view of
(30), we may assume that X is a transversal of the partial differences for some chain in F., say

FyCcF,C...CF;. (31)

Thus there exists some enumeration aq,...,as of the elements of X such that a; € F; \ F;_; for
i=1,...,s. Since X is a facet, we must have Fy = () and F, = V. Suppose that F,_1p=1r < k—1.
Since F,_; € F,, then it must occur in some chain of length k in F;, hence we have some chain

Fo 1=F,CF C...CF/CF, =V

in JF}, for some t > 1. Since as € Fy,; \ Fj, we have a; € F}\ Fj_; for some j € {1,...,t+1}, hence
there exists some Y € J(F}) € Psy4(V) containing (strictly) X, contradicting X € Fct(J(F})).
Thus Fs_1p=k — 1.

Now a; € F; \ F—1 for i = 1,...,s — 1 and so we can apply Lemma 7.9 s — 1 times to refine
(31) to a chain of length k in FIH of the form

FpCcFkyUa C...CFiCFiUayC...CF, 1 CFg,

which admits a transversal of the successive differences containing X. Since X € Fct(J(F})), it
follows that s = k and so in view of Lemma 7.8 we have X € Hy N P(H), hence X is a facet of
pure(Hy). Therefore M(F}) is a boolean representation of pure(Hj) as claimed. [

It remains an open problem whether or not H boolean representable implies that pure(H) is
boolean representable. But we can settle the question for low dimensions.

Proposition 7.11 Let H be a BRSC of dimension < 2. Then pure(H) is a BRSC.

Proof. Write H = (V, H). The claim holds trivially for dimension 0 since  must be itself pure.
Assume next that dimH = 1. By [10, Proposition 5.3.1], a simplicial complex J = (W, J)

of dimension 1 is boolean representable if and only if the connected components of the graph

Iy = (W,P(W)\ J) are cliques. Now I'(pure(#)) and I'(H) differ at most on a few isolated

points, corresponding to the facets of H of dimension 0. Thus the claim holds for dimension 1.
Therefore we may assume that dim* = 2. We define a graph

I = (V,(Po(V) NFetH) U (Po(V) \ H)).

We show that
the connected components of I' are cliques. (32)

Let a,b,c € V be distinct and assume that ab, ac are edges of I'. We must show that bc is also
an edge of I, i.e. there is no d € V'\ be such that bed € H. We split the discussion into three cases:

Case 1: ab,ac € FctH.
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Suppose that bed € H. Hence d # a since ab € FctH. In view of[10, Theorem 5.2.6], and by
symmetry, we may assume that d ¢ bc or ¢ ¢ bd.
However, ab, ac € FctH imply abe, acd ¢ H, hence we successively get a € be and d € abe = be.
On the other hand, abd, acd ¢ H successively yield a € bd and ¢ € abd = bd.
Therefore we reach a contradiction.

Case 2: ab,ac ¢ H.
If ab,ac ¢ H then b=a = ¢ and so bc ¢ H in view of [10, Theorem 5.2.6]. Therefore bc ¢ H.
Case 3: ab € FctH and ac ¢ H.

Suppose that bed € H. Hence d # a since ac ¢ H. In view of[10, Theorem 5.2.6], we may assume
that d ¢ bc or ¢ ¢ bd or b ¢ cd.

However, ac ¢ H implies a € bc and abd ¢ H implies d € abc = be.

On the other hand, abd ¢ H yields a € bd and ac ¢ H yields ¢ € abd = bd.

Finally, ac ¢ H implies a € c¢d and abd ¢ H implies b € acd = cd.

Thus we reach a contradiction in all cases.

Therefore we cannot have bed € H and so be is an edge of I', completing the proof of (32).

Now write pure(H) = (V/, H'). We show that pure(H) is boolean representable. Let abc be a
facet of pure(H). Since abc € H and H is a BRSC, we may assume that the closure ab of ab in FI1H
does not contain c. Let C; C V denote the connected component of a in I'. We claim that

DcConV' CcabnV' c V' (33)

is a chain in Fl(pure(#)).

Indeed, (), V' € Fl(pure(H)) trivially. Let d € C, NV’ and e € V' \ C,. Then de is not an edge
of I' and so de € H. Thus C, NV’ € Fl(pure(H)).

Next we show that C, NV’ C abNV’. Let d € C, N V'. We may assume that d # a. If ad ¢ H,
then d = @ and so d € ab. Hence we may assume that ad € FctH. Since ab € H and abd ¢ H, we
get d € ab also in this case. Thus C, NV’ C ab. Since there is no edge ab in T, it follows from (32)
that b ¢ C, and so the inclusion is strict. -

Finally, we show that abNV’ € Fl(pure(H)). Let X € H'N2% and p € V'\ ab. We may assume
that [X| > 1.

Suppose that X = d € V’. Since @ # b, we must have either d # @ or d # b, hence ad € H or
bd € H. Tt follows that adp € H or bdp € H, hence dp = X U {p} € H'.

If | X| =2, then X U{p} € HN P3(V), hence X U {p} € H'.

If | X| > 2, then X U{p} € HN P>4(V), contradicting dim#H = 2. Thus abNV’ € Fl(pure(H)).
Since ¢ € V' \ ab, it follows that (33) is a chain in Fl(pure(#)). Since abc is a transversal of the
successive differences for this chain, and abc is an arbitrary facet of a pure complex, then pure(H)
is a BRSC. O

7.1 Second version of the Pure Conjecture

The second version of the Pure Conjecture may be stated as follows:
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Conjecture 7.12 Let H be a BRSC and let k > 1. Then pure(Hy) is a TBRSC.

Note that this is equivalent to the statement:
Let ‘H be a TBRSC and let & > 1. Then pure(Hy) is a TBRSC. (34)

For the nontrivial implication, let H be a TBRSC of rank r and assume that Conjecture 7.12 holds.
Since H is a TBRSC, we have ‘H = J,. for some BRSC J.

Suppose first that & > r. Then Hj, = H, hence we must show that pure(#) is a TBRSC. Since
H = J,, our goal follows from applying Conjecture 7.12 to J and r.

Assume now that k& < r. It is easy to check that Hj = J. Since Conjecture 7.12 implies that
pure(Jx) is a TBRSC, then pure(#Hy) is a TBRSC and so (34) holds.

Therefore (34) is equivalent to Conjecture 7.12.

Example 7.13 Let V = 12345678 and let H = (V, H) be the BRSC defined by the lattice

where we associate the points of V to a V-generating set. Then pure(H) is not a TBRSC.
Write pure(H) = H' = (V, H'). The maximal chains in the lattice yield the facets
1782,1783,1784,1785,1786,3416,3417, 3418, 3426, 3427, 3428, 3456, 3457, 3458,

hence H' consists of these facets and their subsets.
Suppose that H' is a TBRSC.

Consider
TH)={TCV|VXecHyn2l Ype V\T XU{p}eH.
Let J = J(T(H")) be defined by the transversals of the successive differences for chains in T (H).
By Theorem 6.2, we have H' = J4.
We have 3456 € H'. Since 3456 is a transversal of the successive differences for some chain in
T(H'), there exists some T' € T'(H') such that |T' N 3456] = 3. We consider now the four possible
cases for T'MN 3456, and reach a contradiction in any one of them.
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Case 1: T'N 3456 = 345.

Since 345 C T, 345 C 3456 € H but 3451,3452 ¢ H, we have 1,2 € T. Since 12 C T,12 C 1782 € H
but 126 ¢ H, we have 6 € T'. Hence 3456 C T, a contradiction.

Case 2: T'N 3456 = 346.

Since 346 C T, 346 C 3426 € H but 3467,3468 ¢ H, we have 7,8 € T. Since 786 C T, 786 C
1786 € H but 7865 ¢ H, we have 5 € T'. Hence 3456 C T, a contradiction.

Case 3: T'N 3456 = 356.

Since 356 C T', 356 C 3456 € H but 3567,3568 ¢ H, we have 7,8 € T. Since 786 C T, 786 C
1786 € H but 7864 ¢ H, we have 4 € T'. Hence 3456 C T, a contradiction.

Case 4: T'N 3456 = 456.

Since 456 C T, 456 C 3456 € H but 4567,4568 ¢ H, we have 7,8 € T. Since 786 C T, 786 C
1786 € H but 7863 ¢ H, we have 3 € T. Hence 3456 C T', and we have reached a contradiction in

all four cases.
Therefore pure(#) is not a TBRSC.

Corollary 7.14 Conjecture 7.12 fails for the BRSC of Example 7.18 and k > 4.
Next we show that Conjecture 7.12 holds for k < 3.
Theorem 7.15 Let H be a BRSC and let 1 < k < 3. Then pure(Hy) is a TBRSC.

Proof. Suppose first that k£ < 2. By Proposition 6.3, Hy is a BRSC, therefore pure(Hy) is a BRSC
by Proposition 7.11.
Thus we may assume that k = 3. Let

V' ={a €V |abc € HN P3(V) for some b,c € V}.

Then V is the vertex set of pure(Hs3). Let H* denote the restriction of H to V’. Then pure(Hs3) =
pure(#£). Since BRSCs are closed under restriction by [10, Proposition 8.3.1], H is also a BRSC.
Therefore we may assume that V/ = V.

We show next how we can reduce the problem to the simple case. Indeed, suppose that H =
(V, H) is not simple. Let H* denote the simplification of H. Following [7], we can provide an easy
description of H°. Assume that H is represented by the R x V boolean matrix M. Since we are
assuming that P, (V) C H, every column of #H is nonzero, and ab ¢ H if and only if the columns
corresponding to a and b are equal. Then Hg is the BRSC represented by the matrix obtained by
removing repeated columns from M. More precisely, we define an idempotent mapping a: V. — V
such that aoe = ba if and only if the columns of a and b are equal, and H® = (Va, H N 2V?) is the
restriction of H to Va. Moreover, for every X C V| we have

X € H if and only if a|x in injective and X € H. (35)

Note that V' =V’ implies that also every vertex of Va occurs in some triangle of .
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Write pure(H3) = (V, H') and pure(H5) = (Va, H"). Note that the vertex set of the latter
complex must be indeed Ve, in view of (35). We claim that, for every X C V:

X € H' if and only if o|x in injective and Xa € H”. (36)

Suppose that X € H'. Then X C Y for some Y € H N P3(V). It follows from (35) that a|y
in injective and Yo € H. Hence Yo € H N P3(Va) and so Ya € H”, yielding Xa C Ya € H” as
well.

Conversely, assume that «|x in injective and Xa € H”. Then there exists some Y € P3(V)
containing X such that a|y in injective and Yo € H” C H. By (35), we get Y € H, hence Y € H’
and so X € H' as well. Thus (36) holds.

Now if the theorem holds for the simple case, we apply it to the simplification H® (which is
a BRSC by [7]), to deduce that pure(H3) is a TBRSC. We may assume that pure(H5) = J3 for
some BRSC J = (V,J), represented by some R’ x Vi boolean matrix N. Let N’ be the R’ x V
boolean matrix where the column p € V' equals the column pa of N. Given X € P<3(V), it is easy
to see that X is recognized by N’ if and only if a|y in injective and X« is recognized by N, that
is, if and only if a|x in injective and Xa € J. Since pure(H5) = J3, we can replace Xa € J by
Xa € H”, and in view of (36) we get that

X is recognized by N’ if and only if X € H'. (37)

Let J' be the BRSC represented by the boolean matrix N'. It follows from (37) that pure(Hs3) = J3,
hence pure(H3) is a TBRSC as required.

Therefore we only need to deal with the simple case (and recall that we are also assuming that
each p € V occurs in some X € H N P3(V)). Assume so that H = (V,H) is a simple BRSC
and pure(Hs) = (V, H'). For every X C V, let X denote the closure of X in FIH. We show the
following:

if ab is a facet of H, then ap = bp for every p € V' \ ab. (38)

Indeed, suppose that b ¢ ap. Since H is simple, then ap € H and so b ¢ ap yields abp € H,
contradicting ab € fctH. Hence b € @p and so @p = abp. By symmetry, we get ap = abp = bp and
o (38) holds.

We define a relation 7 on V' by:

atb if a=2>bor abis a facet of H.

This relation is obviously reflexive and symmetric. To show it is transitive, it is enough to consider
the case ab,bc € FctH with a # ¢. Suppose that ac ¢ FctH. Then acp € H for some p € V' \ ac.
Since ab € Fct’H, we have p # b.

Since H is a BRSC, acp € H implies one of the cases

pé&acorcé¢apora ¢ cp.

Suppose that p ¢ @c. Since the closure of a facet is always V, then b ¢ @e. But H is simple, hence
ac € H yields abc € H, contradicting ab € FctH. Thus, out of symmetry, we may assume that
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c ¢ @p. But now, since ab,bc € FctH, (38) yields ap = bp = ¢p and ¢ € ap, also a contradiction.
Thus ac € Fct’H and so 7 is an equivalence relation on V.

Next we distinguish an element inside each 7-class of V. More precisely, we fix an idempotent
mapping 5 : V — V such that Ker 8 = 7. We claim that

abc € HN P3(V) if and only if a’bc € H N P3(V) (39)

holds for all a,a’,b,c € V such that arda’.

We may assume that a # a’. Assume that abc € H N P3(V). If @’ € be, then abe contains two
elements in the same 7-class, a contradic tion since two 7-related vertices must constitute a facet.
Thus |a’be| = 3. Now abc € H N P3(V) implies one of the options

a¢bcorb¢acorcd ab.

Suppose first that a ¢ be. Since aa’ € FctH, it follows from (38) that a’b = ab. But then
a’ € be implies be = a’bc = abe, contradicting a ¢ be. Thus a’ ¢ be and be € H (H is simple) yields
a'bc € H.

Suppose next that b ¢ @c. Since aa’ € FetH, it follows from (38) that a’c = @e. But then b ¢ d’c
and a’c € H yields a’bc € H.

The case ¢ ¢ ab follows by symmetry, hence the direct implication of (39) holds, and so does
the opposite implication (also out of symmetry).

Assume now that M is an R x V boolean matrix representing H. Let N be the R x V boolean
matrix obtained from M by replacing the column p by the column pg, for every p € V. Let
J = (V,J) be the BRSC represented by the matrix N. We prove that

pure(Hs) = J3. (40)

Let abc € H N P3(V'). Using three times (39), we obtain (af3)(b53)(cf) € HN P3(V). Write X =
(aB)(bB)(cB). Then M[R, X] contains a nonsingular square submatrix of size 3. Since N[R, X]| =
MR, X], the same applies to N[R, X|. But N[R, abc] equals N[R, X] up to permutation of columns,
so also N[R,abc] contains a nonsingular square submatrix of size 3. Thus abc € J. Therefore
H CJ.

Suppose now that abc € J N P3(V). Then N[R,abc] contains a nonsingular square submatrix
of size 3. Write X = (af)(bp3)(cB). If | X| < 3, then abc contains two 7-related elements, which
would constitute a facet, contradiction. Thus |X| = 3. Since N[R,abc| equals N[R, X] up to
permutation of columns, so also N[R, X| contains a nonsingular square submatrix of size 3. Since
MIR, X] = N|[R, X|, the same applies to M[R, X], hence X € H N P3(V). Using three times (39),
we obtain abc € H N P3(V'). Therefore J N P5(V) C H'.

Suppose now that ab € JNPy(V'). Then the columns a and b are different in N, hence (a,b) ¢ 7.
Similarly to the preceding case, we get (af)(b3) € J N Py(V) and (af)(b5) € H. Since (a,b) ¢ 7,
ab ¢ FctH, hence abc € H for some ¢ € V' \ ab. But then abc € H' and so ab € H'. Since V has
been established to be the vertex set of pure(Hs) anyway, we have shown that J N P<3(V) C H'.

Therefore (40) holds and so pure(H3s) is a TBRSC as required. O
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8 Sum of complexes

Let H = (V,H) and H' = (V, H') be simplicial complexes. The sum H + H' = (V,H + H') is
defined by
H+H ={Iul'|TeH, I'e H}.

Example 8.1 Ifn >2m > 2, then Up, p, + Upn = Uz -
Given L € P>o(V) \ {V}, the complex By(V, L) = (V, Ba(V, L)) can be described by
By(V,L) = Pey(V) U{X € Py(V) | X N L| = 2}.
Indeed, the maximal chains in P<;(V) U{L,V} are of the form
PCacV or DCbCLCV,
where a € V'\ L.

Theorem 8.2 Let L, L' € P>o(V)\ {V}. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) Bo(V,L) + By(V, L) is a BRSC;
(it) B2(V, L) + Ba(V, L") is a TBRSC;

(ii)) |[L\L'| <3 or |L'\ L| <3.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Trivial.

(ii) = (iil). Write H = By(V, L), H' = Bo(V, L"), H" = H+ H' and H" = By(V, L)+ B2(V, L’).

Suppose that 0123 C L\ L’ and 4567 C L'\ L. Then 014 € H and 256 € H'. Hence 012456 € H".
Since H" is a TBRSC, it follows from Theorem 6.2 that there exists some 7' € T'(H") such that
|T"N 012456| = 5. By symmetry, we may assume that 7' N 012456 = 01245. Now we successively
deduce the following:

Since 01245 € H” N 27 but 012345 ¢ T, then 3 € T.

Since 01234 € H” N 27 but 012346 ¢ T, then 6 € T

This contradicts 7'M 012456 = 01245, hence |L\ L'| <3 or |[L'\ L| < 3.

(iii) = (i). Without loss of generality, we may assume that |L\ L'| < 3. Let C1(X) (respectively
Cl'(X), C1"(X)) denote the closure of X C V in the lattice of flats of Ba(V, L) (respectively
Ba(V, L"), H"). Since P<3(V) € H N H', we have P<4(V) C H” and P<3(V) C FIH”. Thus it
suffices to show that:

if X € H”" N P5(V), then there exists some z € X such that = ¢ C1"(X \ {z}); (41)

if X € H" N Ps(V), then there exists some z € X such that z ¢ ClI"(X \ {z}); (42)

Assume that X = abede € H” N P5(V'). By symmetry, we may assume that abc € H U H'. But
then abedy € H” for every y € V' \ abed, hence C1”(X \ {e}) = abed and so (41) holds.
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Before proving (42), we establish several preliminary results.
IfabC L\L,ce LNL and de € L'\ L, then abcde € FIH". (43)

First, note that abede = abd U ce € H + H' = H”, so we need to show that abedef € H” for every
f eV \ abcde.

If f € LNL', we have abedef = acdUefb € H+H'. If f ¢ L, we get abedef = acfUdeb € H+H'.
If f ¢ L' weget abedef = abd U cef € H + H'. Therefore (43) holds.

L, L' e F1". (44)

Let I € H" N 2% Then |I| < 4. Since Py(V) C H”, we may assume that I = abed. Given
peV\L,wehave IU{p} =abpUcd € H+ H', hence L € FIH". Similarly, L’ € FIH" and so (44)
holds.

Ifpe V\(LUL'), then (LNL")U{p} € FIH". (45)

Let I C (LNL)U{p} satisfy I € H” and let ¢ € V' \ (LN L") U {p}). We need to show that
I'U{q} € H". It is straightforward to see that we may assume that || = 5 and p € I. Write
1 = abedp.

If g ¢ L, we have IU{q} = abqUcdp € H+ H'. If ¢ ¢ L', we have TU{q} = abpUcdq € H+ H'.
Therefore (45) holds.

If abc C L\ L' and de C L'\ L, then abcde € FIH". (46)

First, note that abcde = abd U ce € H + H' = H”, so we need to show that abcdef € H” for
every f € V '\ abede.

If f ¢ L, then abedef = abf Udec € H+ H'. If f € L, then f € LN L' in view of |[L\ L'| <3
and we get abedef = abdU efc € H + H'. Therefore (46) holds.

Back to the proof of (42), we assume now that X € H” N P(V). We may write X = abcUdef,
where a,b€ L, c¢ L,de € L' and f ¢ L'

We consider several cases.

Case l: ¢f Z LUL'.
Subcase 1.1: abde C LN L.

By (45), we have (LN L") U {p} € FIH" for p € ¢f \ (LU L'). Taking = € cf \ {p}, we get
x ¢ Cl"(X \ {z}) as required.

Subcase 1.2: abde LN L'.

Take y € ¢f \ (LU L'). Tt suffices to show that abdey € FIH. Let p € V \ abdey. If p ¢ L, we
get abdeyp = abpUdey € H+ H'. If p ¢ L', we get abdeyp = aby Udep € H + H'. Hence we may
assume that p € L N L. Out of symmetry, we can now reduce the discussion to two cases: a ¢ L’
and d ¢ L.

If a ¢ L', we get abdeyp = bpyU dea € H+ H'. If d ¢ L, we get abdeyp = abd U epy € H + H'.
Case 2: ¢f CLUL'.

43



Subcase 2.1: [L\ L'| <1lor|L'\ L] <1.

We assume that |L\ L'| < 1, the case |L'\ L| < 1 being analogous. Since ¢f C LU L, we
have X C LUL' and so | X NL'| > 5. But X C L' is obviously impossible, so there exists some
rz€ X\ L and so X \ {z} C L' € FIH" by (44). Therefore z ¢ Cl”(X \ {z}).

Subcase 2.2: [L\ L'| > 2 and |L'\ L| > 2.

Suppose first that LN L' # (). Then there exists some x € X such that X \ {z} € FIH” by (43).

On the other hand, if L N L’ # (), then we must necessarily have |L \ L'| = |L' \ L| = 3. Taking
re XNL, weget X\ {z} € FIH" by (46). Thus in any case x ¢ C1"(X \ {z}).

Therefore (42) holds as required. [

It follows that Bo(V, L) + B2(V, L’) is a BRSC if |[V| < 7 and there is a unique counterexample
(up to isomorphism) for |[V| = 8.

9 Going from dimension 2 to dimension 3

In this section we explore a systematic way of producing BRSCs of dimension 3 from TBRSCs of
dimension 2.

Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex of dimension d. An eztension of H is a simplicial
complex H' = (V, H') such that # = H[,,, (ie. H is a truncation of H'). If # is a BRSC of
dimension 3, then # is an extension of Hg, which is a TBRSC of dimension 2. So we can aim
at classifying BRSCs of dimension 3 by discussing the extensions of dimension 3 of TBRSCs of
dimension 2.

Recall the definition of T'(H) in Section 6.

Proposition 9.1 Let H = (V,H) be a simplicial complex of dimension > 3. Then:
(i) FI1H C T(Hs);
(11) T(H3) N P<a(V) C FIH;

(i1i) (T'(Hs) N P3(V))\ H C FIH.

Proof. (i) Let F' € FIH. Suppose that X € (H3)2N2" and p € V'\ F. Since (H3)y = Hy C H and
F € FIH, we get X U{p} € H and so X U{p} € Hs. Thus F € T(Hs).

(ii) Let T € T(Hs) N P<2(V). Suppose that X € HN 2T and p € V\ T. Since X € Hy = (H3)2
and T € T'(Hjs), we get X U {p} € H3 C H and so T € FIH.

(iii) Let T" € (T'(H3) N P3(V)) \ H. Suppose that X € HN 2" and p € V\ T. Since T ¢ H, we
also get X € Hy = (H3)a, yielding X U {p} € H3 C H and T € FIH. O
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9.1 The Desargues complex

In this subsection, let K5 = (V, E) denote the complete graph on V' = 12345. We discuss the
Desargues complex D = (E, D), where D consists of all the subforests of K5 with at most 3 edges
(including the empty forest). The lines of D are the elements of P3(E) of the form

Py(abc) = {ab, ac, be}, where a,b,c € V are distinct.

Note that these are the 10 lines of the famous Desargues configuration [12]. As subsets of edges of
K3, the lines of D are in fact triangles. If £ denotes the set of lines of D, then

D = Pey(E) \ L. (47)

We say that a graph is transitive if its edge set (viewed as a binary relation on the vertex set)
is transitive. Equivalently, a transitive graph is a disjoint union of complete graphs (cliques).

Lemma 9.2 (i) T(D) = {transitive subgraphs of K5} and is isomorphic to the partition lattice
of 12345;

(ii) FID = {transitive subgraphs of K5 with at most 3 edges} U {E};
(ii) D and J(T(D)) are matroids.

Proof. (i) Let T € T(D). Suppose that ab, bc € T are distinct and ac ¢ T. Then {ab, bc} € DyN27
and ac € E\T. Since T € T(D), we get {ab,ac,bc} € D, a contradiction. Hence ab,bc € T' implies
ac € T and so T is transitive.

Suppose now that 1" is not transitive. Then there exist distinct a,b,c € V such that ab,bc € T
but ac ¢ T. Tt follows that {ab,bc} € Dy N 2T, ac € E\ T. Since {ab,ac,bc} ¢ D, then T ¢ T(D).

It is easy to see that transitive subgraphs of K5 correspond precisely to partitions of 12345: we
identify the transitive subgraph T with the partition induced by the cliques of T', and inclusion is
preserved.

(ii) Let F' € FID. By Lemma 6.1(ii) and part (i), F' is transitive. Suppose that 3 < |F| < 10.
Out of symmetry, we may assume that

F=Py(1234) or F = Py(123) U {45}.

Suppose that F' = P»(1234). Then {12,23,34} € DN 2" and 45 € E\ F, hence F € FID yields
{12,23,34,45} € D, a contradiction.

Suppose now that F' = P,(123) U {45}. Then {12,23,45} € DN 2" and 34 € E\ F, hence
F € F1D yields {12,23,34,45} € D, once again a contradiction.

Therefore F' = E or |F| < 3.

The opposite inclusion follows from Proposition 9.1.

(iii) Since D is paving of dimension 2, it suffices to check the exchange property for I,J € D
such that |J| +1 = |I| = 3. In view of (47), we may assume out of symmetry that J = {12,23}.
Since {12,13,23} ¢ D, we may assume that 4 or 5 occurs in some ab € I, hence J U {ab} € D and
so D is a matroid.
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Next we show that
J(T(D)) = {subforests of K5}. (48)

Assume that eq,...,e,, is a transversal of the successive differences for some chain
TochhCc...CcTy

in T(D) (so that e; € T; \ T;—; for i = 1,...,m). If this transversal contains a cycle, then there
exists some j > 2 such that e; C e; U...Ue;_1 (as subsets of V). But then eq,...,e;_1 € Tj_1,
which is a transitive graph, and so also e; € Tj_1, a contradiction. Therefore our transversal must
be a forest.

Conversely, every forest can be enumerated as ey, ..., e, with ¢; € e U...Ue;_1 for every i.
It is immediate that e; does not belong to the transitive closure T; of eq,...,e;. Thus eq,..., e, is
a transversal of the successive differences for the chain Ty C ... C T, and so (48) holds. It follows
that J(T'(D)) is the graphic matroid defined by K5. O

Note that FID consists of:

e the empty set and the full set F;
e singletons and lines;

e pairs of two disjoint edges.

The latter type (which we may call short lines) correspond to the edges of the Petersen graph
(viewed as a Kneser graph) [13].

There exist thousands of boolean representable extensions of D with dimension 3. We prove
next that only one of them is a matroid.

Theorem 9.3 J(T(D)) is the only proper matroid extension of D.

Proof. Suppose that H is a proper matroid extension of D. Then D = Hj3. By Proposition 9.1,
we have

T(D) N (P<2(E) U (P3(E)\ H)) C FIH C T(D). (49)

It follows from Lemma 9.2(i) that FIH contains all the transitive subgraphs of K5 with at most 3
edges, and E € FIH trivially. We show next that

if T € T(D) satisfies 3 < |T'| < 10, then T € FIH. (50)

Note that T'(D) is a geometric lattice by Lemma 9.2(i), and the height of an element may be
any number from 0 to 4:

e height 0: the empty graph
e height 1: one edge

e height 2: two disjoint edges, or one triangle
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e height 3: a 4-clique, or the disjoint union of a triangle with an edge
e height 4: the full graph

By Lemma 9.2, FID contains all the elements of T'(D) except those of height 3 (which are the
transitive graphs T satisfying 3 < |T'| < 10). Since H is a proper matroid extension of D, then FIH
must contain some Ty € T(D) of height 3. Let T' € T'(D) be another element of height 3. It is easy
to check that T'N Ty # () in every possible case.

Assume first that [T'"NTp| > 1 (so has height 2). Suppose that T ¢ FI1H. Let S € T(D)\{T'NTp}
be covered by T (every element of height 3 in T'(D) covers at least 4 elements of height 2). We

claim that
/ FE
To \
/ S

ToNT
ToNnTNS
is a sublattice of FIH.
Indeed, it suffices to check that
ToNnS=TyNTNS and (T(]OT)\/S:E (51)

hold in FIH.

Since S € T, we have ToNS C Ty NT and so To NS = ToNT NS. On the other hand,
(ToNT)Vv S =T in T(D) since T covers both S and Ty N T', which are distinct elements of height
2. It follows that the join of (IpNT)V S in FIH is > T. But T is a co-atom of T'(D) which is not
in FIH, hence (Io NT) v .S = E holds in FIH.

Thus (51) holds and so FIH is not semimodular, and consequently not geometric. This contra-
dicts the fact that H is a matroid, whence T € FIH.

We must now deal with the case |T'NTy| = 1. Let T} be a 4-clique. It is easy to check that
|TyNT'| > 1 for every T" € T(D) of height 3, so we can use the preceding case to yield successively
Ty € FIH and T € F1H. Therefore (50) holds.

Together with (49), this yields FIH = T'(D). Hence the faces of both H and J(T'(D)) are the
transversals of the successive differences for chains in FIH = T'(D). Therefore H = J(T'(D)). O

9.2 The non Desargues complex

In this subsection, we keep the notation of Subsection 9.1 and discuss the non Desargues complex
N = (E,N). We fix Ly = {34,35,45} and set N = D U L.
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Lemma 9.4 (i) T(N) = {subgraphs of K5 where each connected component is either a clique or
a 2-subset of Lo};

(ii) FIN = (FID \ {Lo}) U P»(Lo);
(iii) N is a matroid.
Proof. (i) Let T € T(N). If abc € P5(V) \ {345}, we claim that
ab,bc € T implies ac € T. (52)

Indeed, we have {ab,bc} € N N 27, hence ac € E\ T would imply {ab, bc,ac} € N a contradiction.
Hence (52) holds. Let C' be a connected component of 7' (seen as a subgraph of K5). It follows
from (52) that C' is a clique unless |C' N Ly| = 2. What can C' be then? Out of symmetry, we may
assume that C'N Ly = {34,45}. Suppose that C'  Lg. Since C is connected, we may assume that
ab € C with a € 12 and b € 345. Using successively (52), we deduce that a3,a4,ab € T, which
imply then that 35 € T', a contradiction. Therefore C' is either a clique or a 2-subset of Ly.

Now let X € 28\ T(N). Then there exist ab,cd € X and ef € E\ X such that {ab,cd,ef} ¢ N.
Then {ab,cd,ef} € L\ {Lo} and we may assume without loss of generality that d = b and ef = ac.
But then the connected component of X containing ab and bc is neither a clique nor a 2-subset of
Ly.

(ii) By [10, Proposition 4.2.3], no F' € FIN \ {E} can contain a facet of dimension 2. It follows
easily that FIN contains F and the elements of T'(N) which contain no facet of dimension 2. With
respect to the characterization of T'(N) in part (i), this excludes:

e all 4-cliques;

e the 3-clique Ly;

e the simultaneous presence of a 3-clique and a 2-clique;

e the simultaneous presence of a 2-clique and a 2-subset of L.

Straightforward checking shows that we are left precisely with (FID\ {Lo}) U Pa(Ly).

(iii) Since N is paving of dimension 2, it suffices to check the exchange property for I,J € D
such that |J| +1 = |[I| = 3. T We may assume that J is connected, otherwise J is a flat and
JU{i} € N for every i € I\ J. Assume then that J = {ab,bc}. We may also assume that J ¢ I,
but in this case some k € 12345\ abc occurs in some i € I. Thus JU{i} € N and so N is a matroid.
U

There exist thousands of boolean representable extensions of N/ with dimension 3. We prove
next that none of them is a matroid.

Theorem 9.5 There exists no proper matroid extension of N .
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Proof. Suppose that H is a proper matroid extension of N'. Then N = H3. Since H is a proper
extension, we have dimH > 3.
Note that FIH C T(N) by Proposition 9.1(i). Now

0 c {12} C P,(123) C P»(1234) C E

is a maximal chain in T'(N) in view of Lemma 9.4(i). Since H is a matroid, then F1# is a geometric
lattice, so in particular all maximal chains in FI1H have the same length (every semimodular lattice
satisfies the Jordan-Dedekind property). Thus dim#H = 3.
By Proposition 9.1,
0 c {34} Cc {34,45} C F (53)

is a chain of length 3 in FIH C T'(N). By the Jordan-Dedekind property, this chain may be refined
to a chain of length 4, which is then a maximal chain. It follows from Lemma 9.4(i) that the only
possible candidates are:

A) P5(i345) with i =1 or 2;
B) Lo;
C) Lo U {12};

)
)
)
D)

(
(
(
(D) {34,45,12}.

We claim that, for each one of these cases, FIH must contain one of the following sublattices:

Py(i345)
{34,45}/ /
{34} {i3,i5,35} {34, 45} {12 13,23}
\@ / @
(A) (B)

49



e -

Lou {12} {34,45,12}
34‘45} {13, 24} {34 ‘45} {13, 24}
(@) (D)

Indeed, we always get empty intersections for elements from distinct sides. In case (A), we have
{34} Vv {i3,i5,35} = P5(i345) because P»(i345) is the smallest clique of K5 containing the edges
{34,43,15,35} (and 2-subsets Ly won’t do either!). In case (B), we have {34,45} Vv {12,13,23} = F
because there exist no proper clique of K5 containing the edges {34,45,12,13,23} (let alone 2-
subsets of Ly). In cases (C) and (D), we have {34,45} V {13,24} = E because there exist no proper
clique of K5 containing the edges {34, 45,13,24}.

Thus in any possible case we have shown that FIH is not semimodular, and consequently not
geometric. This contradicts the fact that H is a matroid, therefore there exists no proper matroid
extension of A/. [J

The non Desargues complex shows that things are much more complicated when we go from
dimension 2 to dimension 3, with respect to the transition from dimension 1 to dimension 2.

Consider also the problem of existence of a proper matroid extension for a simplicial complex
‘H = (V, H) of dimension d. Since matroids are closed under truncation (the exchange property is
trivially inherited), there exists a proper matroid extension of H if and only if there exists a proper
matroid extension of H of dimension d+ 1. Moreover, in this case H must be a matroid itself, being
the truncation of a matroid. But there exists another obvious necessary condition: if H admits a
proper matroid extension, then there exists some X € Py 2(V) such that Pyy;(X) C H. The next
result shows that these conditions suffice to characterize the situation at dimension 1. Recall that
a simplicial complex of dimension 1 can be viewed as a graph with at least one edge.

Proposition 9.6 Let H = (H,V) be a matroid of dimension 1. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) H admits a proper matroid extension;
(i) H is not a complete bipartite graph;

(iii) there exists some X € P3(V') such that Po(X) C H.
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Proof. It is known that a simplicial complex H = (V, H) of dimension 1 is a matroid if and only
it is boolean representable if and only if V' admits a nontrivial partition V = V3, U ... U V,, such
that

HNPy(V) =P (V) \ (UL Pa(Vi)) (54)

(so we have a complete m-partite graph). Indeed, the second and the third conditions are equivalent
by [10, Proposition 5.3.1], and every matroid is a BRSC by [10, Theorem 5.2.10]. It is immediate
that (54) implies the exchange property, so the three conditions above are indeed equivalent.

We may assume then that V' admits a nontrivial partition V' = V; U... UV, such that (54)
holds.

(i) = (iii). Let J = (V,J) be a proper extension of H. Then dim7 > 2 and Jo = H. Let
X € JN P3(V). Then Py(X) C JN P<2(V) = H and (iii) holds.

(iii) = (ii). Suppose that H is a complete bipartite graph. Then m = 2. Let X € P3(V). Then
there exists distinct =,y € X and ¢ € {1,2} such that z,y € V;. Hence zy ¢ H and so P,(X) ¢ H.
Therefore (iii) fails.

(ii) = (i). If H is not a complete bipartite graph, then m > 2. Let J = (V,J) be defined by

J ={Y € P<3(V) | no two elements of Y belong to the same V;}.

Then H = J5 and H C J since m > 2. It remains to show that 7 is a matroid. Since Jo = H is a
matroid itself, we only need to check the exchange property for X, Y € J such that | X| = |Y|+1 = 3.

Now the two elements of ¥ belong to two distinct Vj}, say V;, and Vj,, and the three elements
of X belong to three distinct V;, say V;,, V;, and V;,. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that i & {j1,j2}. fx € X NV, we get Y U{x} € J and z € X \ Y, thus the exchange property
holds as required. [

Now N stands as a counterexample for a possible generalization of Proposition 9.6: N = (E, N)
is a matroid of dimension 2, there exists X € P4(F) such that P3(X) C N, and yet N admits no
proper matroid extension.

10 Matroids of codimension 1

Assume that H = (V, H) is a TBRSC of dimension d. Then # = H; , for some BRSC H' =
(V,H'). By Theorem 6.2, we have H = (J(T(H)))4+1. We claim that

FI#' C T(H) and H' C J(T(H)). (55)

Indeed, let F € FIH'. Let X € HyN2" and p € V\ F. Since Hy C H' and F € FIH', we
get X U{p} € H'. Hence X U{p} € Hj , = H and so F € T(H). Thus FI{' C T(H). Now
H' = J(FIH’) since H' is a BRSC, and so FIH' C T'(H) yields H' = J(FI1H') C J(T(H)). Therefore
(55) holds.

It follows from (55) that dim#' < dimJ (T'(H)) whenever a BRSC H’ is a extension of H. The
codimension of H is defined as

codim#H = dimJ (T'(H)) — dim#.
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It is easy to see that a TBRSC of codimension 0 must be a BRSC and admits no proper
extensions. Thus we turn our attention into codimension 1.

Theorem 10.1 Let H = (V, H) be a matroid of codimension 1. Then H has at most one proper
matroid extension, which will then be J(T(H)).

Proof. Assume that dim* = d. Suppose that H' = (V, H') is a proper matroid extension of H.
Since matroids are boolean representable, it follows from (55) that H' C J(T'(H)). It remains to
be proved that J(T(H)) C H'. We denote by CI: 2" — FIH’ the closure operator on 2" induced
by flatxzH' (so that C1I(X) = N{F € FIH' | X C F}).

Let X € J(T(H)). Suppose first that |X| < d 4+ 1. By Theorem 6.2, we have X € H and so
X € H'. Since dimJ(T(H)) = d + 1, we may assume then that |X| = d 4+ 2. Then there exists
some chain

ToCcTC... CTd+2

in T(H) and an enumeration x1,...,2Z41o of the elements of X such that z; € T; \ T;—; for ¢ =
1,...,d+2. Let X’ = X \ {z44+2}. By the first case, we get X' € H C H'. Now let Y € H' N Pj;9
(it exists since H' is a proper extension of H). Since H' is a matroid, we may apply the exchange
property to X', Y € H', hence X' U {y} € H' for some y € Y \ X’. Since H' is a matroid, any
enumeration of the elements of X’ U {y} can be a transversal of the successive differences for some
chain in FIH' [9]. Tt follows that y ¢ Cl(X'). Write C' = CI(X").

Suppose that x4.0 € C. Then x1,...,2412,y becomes a transversal of the successive differences
for

ThonCchinCcC...CTpoNCCV,

which is a chain in T'(H), in view of (55) and Lemma 6.1(i). Thus XU{y} € J(T'(H)), contradicting
dimJ (T(H)) = d + 1.

Therefore x4, ¢ C € FIH'. Since X’ € H' N2Y, we get X € H' and so J(T(H)) C H' as
required. [

It follows easily from (48) that the Desargues complex D has codimension 1. Note that 7 (7'(D))
is a matroid by Lemma 9.2(iii), so Theorem 10.1 provides an alternative proof for Theorem 9.3.
The next example shows that proper matroid extensions do not always exist at codimension 1.

Example 10.2 Let H = (V,H) be defined by V' = 123456 and H = P<3(V) \ {124,135,236}.
Then:

(i) H is a matroid of dimension 2 and codimension 1;

(1) ‘H admits no proper matroid extension.

Indeed, let I,J € H with |I| = |J| + 1. We may assume that |I| = 3 and J Z I. Then
|I\ J| > 2. Since any two of the three forbidden 3-subsets will intersect at just one point, it follows
that J U {i} € H for some ¢ € I\ J. Thus H is a matroid (of dimension 2).
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Write £ = {124, 135,236} (lines). We claim that
TH)={XCV||XNnL|<1lforevery Le L}ULU{V}. (56)

Indeed, let T € T'(H). We may assume that |T’NL| > 2 for some L € L. Since L ¢ H, it follows
easily that L C 7. Now we may assume that L C 7. Then [T'N L'| > 2 for some L' € L\ {L}.
Since L' ¢ H, we get L’ C T. The same argument shows that the third line is contained in T,
hence T'=V.

The proof for the opposite inclusion is straightforward, therefore (56) holds.

Suppose that J(T'(H)) is a matroid. It is easy to check that

fcacd5C456CV (57)

is a chain in T(H) of maximum length, hence codim™ = 1. Moreover, 4,5,6,1 is a transversal
of the successive differences for (57), hence I = 1456 € J(T'(H)). On the other hand, 1,2,3 is a
transversal of the successive differences for another chain in T'(H), e.g.

Dclci124cCV,

hence J =123 € J(T'(H)).

By the exchange property, J U {i} € J(T(H)) for some i € I\ J. Out of symmetry, we may
assume that i = 4. But then there exists some T' € T'(H) such that |T' N 1234| = 3, which implies
T = 123 in view of (56). But then 7" must contain some 7" € T(H) such that |T' N 123| = 2,
contradicting (56). Thus J(T'(H)) is not a matroid. By Theorem 10.1, H admits no proper
matroid extension.

We consider next codimension 2. We start by returning to the non Desargues complex A/. In
view of Lemma 9.4(i), it is easy to see that

0 C {34} C {34,45} C {34,35,45} C {12,34,35,45} C E

is a chain in T(N), and there are no longer chains. Hence dim7(T(N)) = 5 and so codimA = 2.
Thus Theorem 9.5 shows that it is possible that a matroid of codimension 2 admits no proper
matroid extension.

The next example shows that a matroid of dimension 2 and codimension 2 can admit several
proper matroid extensions of dimension 3.

Example 10.3 Let H = (V, H) be defined by V = 123456 and H = P<3(V') \ {456}. Then:
(i) H is a matroid of dimension 2;
(i) J(T(H)) is a matroid of dimension 4;

(1111) if Q@ = {X € P<4(V) | 456 € X}, then Qi = (V,Q \ {123k}) is a matroid extension of H of
dimension 3 for k =4,5,6.
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To check the exchange property for #, it is enough to consider I, J € H with |I| = |J]|+1 = 3.
We may assume that J ¢ I, hence |\ J| > 2. Since 456 is the only 3-subset of V' which is not in
H, it follows that J U {i} € H for some ¢ € I\ J. Thus H is a matroid (of dimension 2).

It is straightforward to check that

T(H) = {T CV:|T N456| # 2}.

We claim that
J(T(H)) ={X CV:|XN456| < 2}. (58)

Indeed, the direct inclusion follows from the fact that every 7" € T'(H) containing two elements
from 456 must contain the three of them. For the opposite inclusion, and out of symmetry, it
suffices to check that 12345 € J(T'(H)). This follows from 1,2,3,4,5 being a transversal of the
successive differences for the chain

fclci12ci123cC1234cCV

in T(H). Therefore (58) holds.

We check now the exchange property for J(T'(H)). Let I,J € J(T(H)) with |[I| = |J| + 1. We
may assume that |JN456] = 2, otherwise we may pick any element of I\ to get IU{j} € J(T(H)).
But then |I\ 456] > |J \ 456] and I U {j} € J(T(H)) holds for some i € I\ (J U 456). Therefore
J(T(H)) is a matroid, and has dimension 4 since 12345 is a facet of maximum dimension.

Now fix k € 456 and write Qr = Q \ {123k}. Let I, J € Qj, with |I| = |J|+1. Since Py(V)\ Qp,
we may assume that |J| > 2. Suppose that |J| = 2. If J € 456, then JU{i} € Qi for any i € I\ J,
hence we may assume that J C 456. But then I Z 456 and we get JU{i} € Qy, for some i € I\ 456.

Finally, we are left with the case |J| = 3. Suppose first that |J N 456] = 0. Then J = 123.
Since I # 123k, we get J U {i} € Qy for any i € I\ 123k. Suppose now that |J N 456] = 2.
Since |I N 123| > 2, we get J U {i} € Q for any ¢ € I\ (J U456). Finally, we assume that
|JN456] = 1. If I ¢ JU123, then we get JU{i} € Qy, for any ¢ € I'\ (JU123). If I C JU123, then
|J N456| = |[I N456| = 1 yields J C I and the exchange property holds in every case. Therefore Qy
is a matroid, indeed a matroid extension of H of dimension 3.

However, part of Theorem 10.1 can still be true:
Problem 10.4 Is there a matroid H = (V,H) of codimension 2 such that J(T(H)) is not a
matroid but H admits a proper matroid extension?
11 On the Dowling and Rhodes matroids

11.1 The reduced Rhodes matroid

We recall the definition of the reduced Rhodes matroid from [8]. Let G be a finite nontrivial group
and fix an integer n > 2. Let n = {1,...,n}. Given I C n, we denote by F(I,G) the collection of
all functions f : I — G. Given a partition 7 of I C n and f,h € F(I,G), we write

fr~ah if f|z, € G(h|s,) for each block m; of 7.
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Then ~ is an equivalence relation on F(I,G). Let [f], denote the ~, i class of f € F(I,G). We
define SPC(n, G) as the set of triples of the form (I, ,[f]r), where I C n, 7 is a partition of I and
feF(I,G).

Let V denote the set of all (I, ,[f]r) € SPC(n,G) such that |I| = 2 and 7 is the trivial partition
(one single block). Then V is the set of atoms of the reduced Rhodes lattice defined by G and n
(see [8]). If I = {i,5} and (f(7))"'f(j) = g € G, we define I'(I, 7, [f]») to be the directed labeled
graph

< = (59)

Assuming the necessity of the inverse edges, it is of course enough to represent the above graph by
the one-edge graph i—2» (or jg—>i). To simplify notation, we shall denote by (i, g, j) (or (j,97 %, 1))
the unique a € V such that I'(a) is i35,

Now each Z C V can be represented by a directed labeled graph I'(Z). We denote by I'g(Z)
the undirected multigraph with the same vertex set as I'(Z) and an edge i — j for each pair of
inverse edges (59) in I'(Z).

We say that a multigraph I" is unicyclic if:

e I' is connected,;
e I has no loops;
e the number v of vertices equals the number e of edges in I'.

Since finite trees can be characterized as connected graphs satisfying e = v — 1 [4, Theorem 5.1.2],
it follows that unicyclic graphs are precisely those graphs which can be obtained from a tree by
adding a new edge connecting two distinct vertices.

If Z CV, we say that I'(Z) is G-trivial if, for every cycle

g1 g2 gm
q—q1— ... ——qm = qo

in I'(Z), the equality g192...¢m = 1 holds in G. Otherwise, I'(Z) is G-nontrivial. It is a simple
exercise to show that I'(Z) is trivial whenever I'y(Z) is a tree. On the other hand, if I'y(Z) is
unicyclic, G-triviality is determined by the unique nontrivial cycle of I'(Z) (we call a cycle of the
form (59) trivial).

Let H denote the set of all Z C V such that

e each connected component of I'g(Z) is either a tree or a unicyclic graph:
e at most one connected component of I'g(Z) is unicyclic;

e if I'g(Z) has a unicyclic connected component, then I'(Z) is G-nontrivial.

Then H = (V,H) is reduced Rhodes matroid defined by G and n. Note that H has dimension
n — 1 and every facet has n elements.

Given a partition 7 of I C 7, let C(7) denote the set of all ({i,j},7,[f]x) € V such that i,
belong to the same 7 class.
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Lemma 11.1 The flats of H are the sets of the following two types:
(i) C(m), where w is a partition of I C n;
(i1) Z CV such that T'o(Z) is a union of cliques and I'(Z) is G-trivial.
Recall that Hj = (V, Hy) denotes the truncation defined by Hj, = H NP<y. Hence
T(Hy) ={TCV |VX € H,1n2'Vpe V\T XU{p}ec H}.
Lemma 11.2 Let H be a BRSC and let k > 0. Then FIH C T(Hy).

Proof. We have FIH C T(H) by Lemma 6.1(ii). We may assume that £ < dimH, otherwise
H = Hy. We claim that T(H) C T(Hy). Indeed, let T € T(H). Let X € Hy N2 andp € V\T.
Since k — 1 < dimH and T € T(H), it follows that X U {p} € H. Since |X| < k — 1, we get
X U{p} € Hy and so T € T(Hy). Thus FIH C T(H) C T(Hy) and so FIH C T(Hj) holds in any
case. U

Theorem 11.3 If k > 4, then H = J(T'(Hy)).

Proof. We start by showing that
FIH = T(Hy). (60)

The direct inclusion follows from Lemma 11.2.

Conversely, let Z € T'(Hy). Suppose that there exist edges ii>ji>€ in I'(Z) for some g,h € G
but no edge i 0. Then {(,9,7), (4, h,0),(i,gh,0)} ¢ H and so {(i,g,7), (4, h,?), (i,gh,0)} & Hy.
However, {(i,g,7), (4,h,€)} € Hy_1 N 2%, yielding Z ¢ T(Hy). Thus we may assume that

%3, i eD(Z) implies 250 e D(2) (61)

holds for all 4, 5,4, g, h.

Suppose first that I'g(Z) has parallel edges. It follows that there exist edges i-Ls j and i 7 in
I'(Z) for some distinct i, 7 € n, with g, h € G distinct. Let I be the set of all vertices in I'y(Z) and
let 7 be the partition of I defined by the connected components of I'g(Z). Clearly, Z C C(7). We
claim that equality holds. Let ', j' € I be distinct elements of the same block of 7 and let ¢’ € G.
We must show that (i/,¢',5") € Z.

We consider two subcases. Assume first that {7/, j'} = {¢,j}. Then we may assume that ¢/ =4
and j' = j, as well as ¢’ ¢ {g,h}. Then {(i,g,j), (i,h,j), (4,9, 7)} ¢ H and so {(i,g,]), (i, h, j),
(i,g',7)} ¢ Hy. However, {(i,9,7), (i,h,7)} € H,_1N2%. Since Z € T(Hy), this yields (i,¢',j) € Z
as required.

Assume now that {4, 5} # {i,j}. By definition of 7, we have some path

9, . 9 g4
. . i -/ -/
i =iy = i =
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inI'(Z). Let b’ = ¢ ...g.. Inview of (61), we have (¢',h',j') € Z. Then {(4,9,j), (¢, h,7), (¥, ¢, 7)
(@',0',5)} ¢ H and so {(i,g,4),(i,h,5), (i, 9", 5"), @',/ j")} ¢ Hy. However, {(i,g,7),(i,h, )
(i', 1,3} € Hy_1 N 2%. Since Z € T(Hy), this yields (i, ¢',j') € Z.

Thus Z = C(w) when I'g(Z) has parallel edges and so Z € FIH by Lemma 11.1.

Hence we may assume that I'g(Z) is a graph (without parallel edges!). In view of (61), I'o(2)
is a union of cliques. Suppose that I'(Z) is G-nontrivial. We claim that I'(Z) has a G-nontrivial
triangle. Indeed, let

)
)

. 1 . g2 gm_ . .
W—>l1——> ... —lm = 10
be a G-nontrivial cycle of I'(Z) of shortest length. Suppose that m > 3. By (61),

9m—19m . .
>1m = 10

. 91 . 92 gm—2 .
W—>11—> ... - ?lm—2

is a shorter G-nontrivial cycle of I'(Z), a contradiction. Therefore m = 3 and so I'(Z) has a
G-nontrivial triangle
LN NN

Hence s # (gh)~t. Now {(4,9,7), (j, h,?), (¢,5,i)} € Hp_1 N2%. On the other hand, since I'g(Z)
has no parallel edges, we have (i,gh,¢) ¢ Z. Since Z € T(Hy), we get {(i,g,7), (j, h,?), (¢, s,9),
(i,gh,0)} € Hr C H, a contradiction.

Therefore I'(Z) is G-trivial and so Z € FIH by Lemma 11.1. This establishes (60).

Since H is a matroid, the elements of H are precisely the transversals of the successive differences
for chains in FIH = T'(Hy). Therefore H = J(T(Hy)) and so H = J(T(Hy)). O

We show next that the value £ > 4 in Theorem 11.3 is optimal. Assume that n > 3. Write
(1,G,2) ={(1,9,2) | g € G}. Tt is straightforward to check that

0 ci{1,1,2)} c(1,G,2) c (1,G,2) U{(2,1,3)} CV

is a chain in T'(H3), hence dimJ (T (Hs)) > 3. However, dimH = 2.

11.2 The Dowling matroid

Let G be a finite nontrivial group and fix an integer n > 2. In this subsection V' denotes the set of
all (I, m,[f]x) € SPC(n,G) of the following two types:

(V1) |I| =n — 1 and 7 is the identity partition;
(V2) I =n and 7 has precisely n — 1 blocks.

Thus V' is the set of atoms of the Dowling lattice Q,,(G). Also in this case, the elements of V' admit
a graph-theoretical description. For this, we fix some element y € G \ {1}. If (I, 7, [f]:) is of type
(V1) and I =n\ {i}, we define T'(1, 7, [f]) to be the directed labeled graph

i
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We shall use the simplified notation (i,y,7) to denote the above (I,7,[f]).
If (1,7, [f]x) is of type (V2), {i, j} is the unique nonsingular block of 7 and (f(i)) "' f(j) = g € G,
we define I'(1, 7, [f]r) to be the directed labeled graph

g
i< (62)
g1

-1
Once again, it suffices to represent the above graph by the one-edge graph ii>j (or jg—m'). To

simplify notation, we shall denote by (i,g,7) (or (j,¢7!,4)) the above (I, 7, [f]~).

Now each Z C V can be represented by a directed labeled graph I'(Z). We denote by T'g(Z)
the undirected multigraph with the same vertex set as I'(Z) and an edge i — j for each pair of
inverse edges (62) in I'(Z).

We say that a multigraph T" is unicyclic with loops if:

e I' is connected,;
e the number v of vertices equals the number e of edges in I'.

Since finite trees can be characterized as connected graphs satisfying e = v — 1, it follows that
unicyclic graphs are precisely those graphs which can be obtained from a tree by adding a new
edge.

The concept of G-trivial cycle or graph is inherited from Subsection 11.1.

Let H denote the set of all Z C V such that

e each connected component of I'g(Z) is either a tree or a unicyclic graph:

e cvery unicyclic connected component of I'g(Z) arises from a G-nontrivial cycle of I'(Z).

Then H = (V, H) is the Dowling matroid defined by G and n. Note that H has dimension n — 1.

Since the Dowling lattice @, (G) is geometric and generates H, then @, (G) is isomorphic to
F1H. So the flats of H correspond to the vertices of Q,(G), which are precisely the elements
of SPC(n,G). More precisely, the flat of H determined by (I,7,[f]z) € SPC(n,G) is the set of
elements of V' (i.e. atoms of Q,(G)) lying below (I,7,[f]r) for the Dowling order. These are
elements of the following three types:

e (i,y,i) withien\ I,
e (i,9,7) with 4,5 € n\ I distinct and g € G;
e (i,g,7) with 4,5 € I distinct in the same block of m and g = (f(7)) "1 f(j).

In graph theoretical terms, this amounts to say that there is (at most) one connected component
in I'g(Z) which contains all possible edges (one loop at each vertex plus |G| parallel edges between
any pair of distinct vertices), while the remaining connected components are complete graphs (no
loops, no parallel edges) and arise from G-trivial components of I'(Z).
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Theorem 11.4 If k > 3, then H = J(T(Hy)).
Proof. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 11.3, it suffices to show that
FIH =T(Hy). (63)

The direct inclusion follows from Lemma 11.2.

Conversely, let Z € T'(Hy). Suppose that there exist edges ii>ji>€ in I'(Z) for some g,h € G
but no edge i2"¢. Then {(i,9,7), (4, h,0), (i,gh,0)} ¢ H and so {(i,g,7), (4, h,?), (i,gh,0)} & Hy.
However, {(i,9,7), (j,h,£)} € H,_1 N 27, yielding Z ¢ T(H}). Thus we may assume that

i-%3j, j-"0 e D(Z) implies 250 € D(2) (64)
holds for all 4, 5,4, g, h.
Suppose now that some connected component of FO(Z ) arises from a G-nontrivial component
C of I'(Z). We claim that this same component must contain a loop. Indeed, let
io-Tin 22 0, = g
be a G-nontrivial cycle of I'(Z) of shortest length. Suppose that m > 2. By (64),

. g1 . 92 gm—2 . m—19Gm . .
W—>1—> ... - Zm_gm mZm:’Lo

is a shorter G-nontrivial cycle of C, a contradiction. Therefore m < 2. Suppose that m = 2. Then
C contains edges

for some distinct g, h € G. Note that {(i,9,7),(i,h,j)} € He_1NZ but {(4,9,7), (4, h,7), (i,y,7)} ¢
H (and therefore ¢ Hy). Thus (7,y,4) and so the component C' must contain some loop.

Next we show that at most one connected component of I'g(Z) can arise from a G-nontrivial
component of I'(Z). Indeed, suppose there exist two such components. By the preceding claim,
each of these two components contains a loop. Let (i,y,1), (j,y,7) correspond to loops in different
components. Then {(i,y,7), (j,y,5)} € Hp_1 N2% but (i,1,5) ¢ Z. Since Z € T(H}), we get
{(i,9,7), (4,9,7),(4,1,7)} € H, a contradiction. Thus at most one connected component of I'y(Z)
can arise from a G-nontrivial component of I'(Z).

Note that in this G-nontrivial component C each pair of vertices are connected by some edge
in view of (64). Suppose that (i,y,i) produces a loop in C' and j is another vertex of C. Then
(i,9,j) € Z for some g € G. Then {(i,y,1), (i,9,7)} € Hr_1N02% but {(3,y,4), (i,9,7), (4,4,5)} ¢ H.
Since Z € T(Hy), it follows that (j,y,j) € Z. Therefore C' has loops at every vertex.

Finally, suppose that ¢,j are distinct vertices of C and g € G. Then {(4,y,1),(j,y,j)} €
Hy_1 N 27 but {(i,y,4),(i,9,5), (G, y,5)} ¢ H. Since Z € T(Hy), it follows that (i,g,7) € Z.
Therefore the unique G-nontrivial component of I'(Z) contains all possible edges (one loop at each
vertex plus |G| parallel edges between any pair of distinct vertices), while the remaining connected
components are complete graphs (in view of (64)) and arise from G-trivial components of I'(Z).
This implies that Z € FIH and so (63)) holds as required. OJ
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12 Shellability for high dimensions

In this section, we discuss shellablity in paving boolean representable simplicial complexes.
Let H = (V, H) € BPav(d) for d > 2. We say that F' € FIH is a line of H if d < |F| < |V]|. Let
L4, denote the set of lines of H. Given L € L4, write

Lp={1U{p}|IecFy(L), peV\L}
Lemma 12.1 Let H = (V,H) € BPav(d). Then:
(i) FIH = Peg_1(V) U Ly U {V};
(i1) if L, L' € Ly are distinct, then |[LNL'| < d—1;

(iii) H=P<q(V)U( | Lp).
LeLy

Proof. (i) By [10, Lemma 6.1.1].
(i) Suppose that |[L N L'| > d. We may assume that L ¢ L’ and take distinct elements
ai,...,ag—1 € LN L. Since FIH is closed under intersection by [10, Proposition 4.2.2(ii)], then

0CarCajaaC...Cay...a1 CLNL CLCV

is a chain in FIH, which admits a transversal of the successive differences with d + 2 elements,
contradicting H € BPav(d).
(iii) Since H € BPav(d), we have P<4(V) C H C P<4+1(V). Now it follows from the definition

of flat that U Ly CH.
Lely
Finally, let I € HNPy11(V). Then I is a transversal of the successive differences for some chain

FoCFyC...C Fyguq

in FIH. Since this chain is necessarily maximal, we have F;,1 = V, and it follows from part (i)
that Fy € L. Hence I € Fyu as required. [

We denote by Fct;H the set of facets of H of dimension i. Since H € BPav(d), we have
FctH = FetgH U Fetg_1H, and it follows from Lemma 12.1(iii) that

FetgH = | Lu. (65)
Lely

Now define a simplicial complex H* = (V*, H*) of dimension d — 1 by

Ve=JLn, H = |J P<(D).
LeLy

We tried to determine if there is any relationship between shellability of # € BPav(d) and shella-
bility of H*. The following two examples show that neither of the two implications holds in general.
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Example 12.2 LetV =6 and let H = P<3(V)U{X € Py(V) | X contains three consecutive numbers }.
Then H € BPav(3) is not shellable but H* it is so.

Indeed, it is straightforward to check that
FIH = P<3(V) U {123,234, 345,456,V },
and it follows easily that # is a BRSC. Moreover, Ly = {123,234, 345,456} and H* = (V, H*) with
H* = P<;1(V)U{12,13,23,24, 34,35,45,46,56 } U L.

Thus FctH* = L4 and 123,234, 345,456 constitutes a shelling of H*.
Since 16 € H, we can consider the contraction

H/16 = (2345, P<1(2345) U {23,45}).

It is easy to check that a graph is shellable if and only if it has at most one nontrivial connected
component. Hence 7 /16 is not shellable. Since the class of shellable simplicial complexes is closed
under contraction [10, Proposition 7.1.5], it follows that H is not shellable either.

Example 12.3 Let V =7 and let H = P<3(V)U{X € P3(V) | X contains 12, 23, 45, 56 or 67 }.
Then H € BPav(2) is shellable but H* is not.

Indeed, it is straightforward to check that
FIH = P<;(V) U {12,23,45,45,56,67,V },

and it follows easily that H is a BRSC. Moreover, Ly = {12,23,45,45,56,67} and H* = (V, H*)
with
H* = P<;(V)U Ly.

Since the graph H* has two nontrivial connected components, then H* is not shellable.
Now H* coincides with the graph of flats defined in [10, Section 6.4]. Therefore H is shellable
by [10, Theorem 7.2.8].

The best we can do is to show that the implications just disproved hold in some particular
cases:

Proposition 12.4 If H € BPav(2) and H* is shellable, so is H.
Proof. We have already remarked that H* is the graph of flats of H, which has at least an edge

since H* has dimension 1. Thus H* shellable is equivalent to say that the graph of flats of H has
a single nontrivial connected component. Therefore H is shellable by [10, Theorem 7.2.8]. [
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Proposition 12.5 Let H € BPav(d) be shellable. If V* C V', then H* is shellable.

Proof. Let z € V' \ V*. Since shellability is preserved under contraction, H/z is shellable as well.
Clearly,
Feti* = | Pa(L).
LeLy
We claim that
FcetH* = Fetg_1H/ 2. (66)

Let X € FctH*. Then X € Py(L) for some L € L. Since z € V' \ V*, we have X U {z} € Ly and
so X U{z} € H by Lemma 12.1(iii). Thus X U H/z. Since |X| = d and H/z has dimension d — 1,
we get X € Fety 1 H/z.

Conversely, let X € Fctg_1H/z. Then X U {z} € H and |X| = d. Hence there exists an
enumeration x1,...,z441 of the elements of X U {z} and a chain

FoCFiC...C Fyguq

in FIH such that x; € F; \ F;_; for each i € d+ 1. In view of Lemma 12.1(i), we must have
Fi1=V,F;€ Ly and |F;| =ifori=0,...,d — 1. Since z ¢ F,;, we must have z = 24,1 and so
X C Fy. Thus X € H*. Since |X| =d, we get X € FctH*. Therefore (66) holds.

Now H/z is shellable. By [2], % /z admits a shelling where the dimension of the facets is not
increasing. In view (66), H/z admits a shelling which starts by an enumeration of the facets of H*.
Therefore H* is itself shellable. [J

13 Going up (or not) for paving complexes

Let d > 1 and let H = (V, H) € Pav(d). Since P<4_1(V)U{V} C FIH C T(H) by Lemma 6.1(ii),
we have dimJ7 (T (H)) > d — 1.

Note that equality may occur, take for instance V' = 1234 and H = P<3(V) U {123}, when
T(H) = P<1(V)U{V}. However, if H € TBPav(d), then dim7(T(H)) > d because H C J(T(H))
by Theorem 6.2(ii). We say that H € Pav(d) goes up if dimJ (T (H)) > d. Otherwise, we say that
H does not go up. We denote by GU(d) (respectively NGU(d)) the class of all # € Pav(d) which
go up (respectively, do not go up).

Lemma 13.1 Let (V,H),(V,H') € Pav(d) with H C H'. Then:
(i) T(H) C T(H");
(ii) J(T(H)) < J(T(H")).

Proof. (i) Let T € T(H). Let X € H' N P<4(T) and p € V\ T. Since H' N P<4(T) = P<4(T) =
HNPy(T)and T € T(H), we get X U{p} € H andso X U{p} € H'. Thus T € T(H').
(ii) Immediate. O
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Corollary 13.2 Let (V,H),(V,H') € Pav(d) with H C H'.
(i) If (V, H) goes up, so does (V,H").
(ir) If (V, H') does not go up, neither does (V, H).
Proof. (i) If (V, H) goes up, then there exists a chain
ToCTy C...CTyo (67)

in T(H). By Lemma 13.1(i), this is also a chain in T'(H’). Therefore (V, H'") goes up.
(ii) By part (i). O

In view of Corollary 13.2, it is only natural to define the following two classes of complexes:

e If (V,H) € GU(d) and (V, H') € NGU(d) whenever H D H' D P—4(V'), we say that (V, H) is
minimal going up and we write (V, H) € mGU(d).

e If (V,H) € NGU(d) and (V,H') € GU(d) whenever H C H' C P<441(V), we say that (V, H)
is minimal not going up and we write (V, H) € MNGU(d).

Our main focus in this context is the class MNGU(d).
Given (V, H) € Pav(d), we define a closure operator Cly : 2" — T(H) by

Clp(X)=({T e T(H) | X C T}

Note that Cly is well defined since V € T(H) and T(H) is closed under intersection by Lemma
6.1(i).

Lemma 13.3 Given (V,H) € Pav(d), the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) (V,H) goes up;
(i) There exist X € Pyy1(V) and 'Y € Py(X) such that Clp(Y) C Clp(X) C V.

Proof. (i) = (ii). If (V, H) goes up, there exists a chain of the form (67) in T'(H). Since P<4_1(V)U
{V} CFIH C T(H), we may assume that (67) is of the form

@Ca1Ca1a2C...Ca1...ad_1CTdCTd+1CV.

If we pick ag € Ty \ ay...aq-1, then ay ...aq-1 C Clp(ay ...aq) C Ty. Choosing agy1 € Ty \ Ty,
we get Clr(ay ...aq) C Clr(ay ...aq+1) C Tysq1 C V, so condition (ii) is satisfied by X = a; ... ag41
and Y =a;1...aq.

(ii) = (i). If a1,...,aq—1 are distinct elements of Y, then we obtain a chain

@Ca1 Ca1a2C...Cal...ad_lCCIT(Y)CC1T(X)CV

in T(H) and (V, H) goes up. O
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Lemma 13.4 If (V,H) € MNGU(d) and W € Py.o(V), then H N Py (W) # 0.

Proof. Suppose that HNPy1 (W) = 0. Fix W’ € Py (W) and let H' = HU{W’}. Then (V,H') €
Pav(d) and T(H) C T(H') by Lemma 13.1(i). Suppose that F' € T(H’). Let X € H N P<4(F) and
peV\F. Since HC H and F € T(H'), we get X U{p} € H'. Suppose that X U{p} = W'. Then
W = X U{p,q} for some other vertex ¢g. Now F € T(H'), X € H' N P<4(F) and X U {q} ¢ H'
together yield ¢ € F. Take now r € W \ {p,¢q}. Then F € T(H'), W\ {r,p} € H' N P<4(F)
and W\ {r} ¢ H' together yield p € F, we reach a contradiction. Hence X U {p} € H and so
T(H') =T(H). Since dimJ(T(H)) < dim(V, H) = dim(V, H"), it follows that (V, H") € NGU(d),
contradicting (V, H) € MNGU(d). Therefore H N Py (W) # 0. O

Given H = (V, H) € Pav(d), we define the defect of H through
defH = Pyy1(V) \ H.

If d =1, we can view defH as the set of edges of a graph with vertex set V', denoted by DefH.
Proposition 13.5 The following conditions are equivalent for H € Pav(1):

(i) H € GU(1);

(i) DefH has more than two connected components.
Proof. Write H = (V, H). we start by showing that

T(H) consists of unions of connected components of Def#. (68)

Indeed, let C' C V be a union of connected components of DefH{. Suppose that X € HNP<;(C)
and p € VsetminusC. Since P (V) C H, we may assume that X = {z}. If zp ¢ H, then xp would
be an edge of Def#, contradicting p ¢ C. Hence X U {p} € H and so C € T'(H).

Suppose now that 7' € T'(H) and there exists some edge pq in DefH with ¢ € T'. Since pq ¢ H
and ¢ € H N P<(T), it follows from T' € T'(H) that p € T as well. Therefore T is a union of
connected components of DefH and (68) holds.

But H € GU(1) if and only if there exists some chain of the form

ToCTi CTy CTy

in T(H). In view of (68), this is possible if and only if Def has at least three connected components.
If C1,C5, C3 are three distinct connected components, then § € C; € C1UCy C C1 UCy U Csg is
the desired chain in T'(H). O

Corollary 13.6 The following conditions are equivalent for H € Pav(1):
(i) H € MNGU(1);
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(ii) DetH is a forest with exactly two connected components.

Proof. By Proposition 13.5, H € NGU(1) if and only if DefH has at most two connected compo-
nents.

Suppose that DefH is connected. Let pg be an edge of DefH and let H' = H U {pq}. Then
Def(V, H') is obtained by removing the edge pq from DefH, hence Def(V, H') has at most two
connected components. It follows that (V, H') € NGU(1) and so H ¢ NGU(1).

Suppose now that DefH contains a cycle. Then we can remove an edge pq from DefH without
changing the number of connected components. This corresponds to adding pq to H to obtain
(V,H U{pq}) € NGU(1). Thus H ¢ NGU(1).

Therefore (i) implies (ii). Assume now condition (ii). If we remove an edge from a forest with
two connected components, we obtain three connected components. Hence any complex (V, H')
such that H' C H is in GU(1) by Proposition 13.5. Thus H € MNGU(1) as required. [J

Corollary 13.7 The following conditions are equivalent for H € Pav(1):
(i) H € mGU(1);
(ii) DefH is a union of three disjoint cliques.

Proof. We can adapt the arguments used in the proof of Corollary 13.6. Indeed, it follows from
Proposition 13.5 that having at least three connected components in DefH is a necessary condition
for H € mGU(1). Now we are looking for graphs such that, by adding any edge, we obtain a graph
with less than three connected components. This happens precisely when DefH is a union of three
disjoint cliques. [J

We compute next the complexes in MNGU(2) with 4, 5 and 6 vertices.

Proposition 13.8 Up to isomorphism, there is only one H = (1234, H) € MNGU(2), which can
be defined by defH = {123}.

Proof. Suppose that H = (1234, H) € GU(2). By Lemma 13.3, there exist distinct a,b,c € 1234
such that ab,abc € T(H). We may assume that 12,123 € T'(H). Since 123 € T'(H), 4 cannot occur
in defH. But 12 € T(H), so 123 € H and so defH = (). Now the claim follows. O

Proposition 13.9 For five vertices, there exist two isomorphism classes in MNGU(2), with repre-
sentatives H; = (12345, H;) (i = 1,2) defined by defH, = {123,124,134} and defHo = {123, 345}.

Proof. Suppose that H; € GU(2). By Lemma 13.3, there exist distinct a,b,c € 12345 such that
Clr(ab) C Clp(abe) C 12345. But |abe N 1234| > 2, and it is easy to see that Clp(X) = 1234 for
every X € P5(1234). Hence T'(abc) = 1234, yielding T'(ab) = 1234 as well, a contradiction. Thus
Hi € NGU(2).
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Suppose now that we add a triangle to H;. Without loss of generality, we may consider the
complex H' = (12345, H') defined by defH’ = {123,124, }. But then we get a chain

lc3c34c345CV

and so H' goes up. Thus H; € MNGU(2).

Suppose that He € GU(2). By Lemma 13.3, there exist distinct a,b,¢ € 12345 such that
Clr(ab) C Clp(abe) C 12345. If abe € {123,345}, then T'(abc) = abc = T'(ab). Otherwise, we may
assume out of symmetry that |abc N 123| = 2 and it follows easily that T'(abc) = 12345, in any case
a contradiction. Thus Hy € NGU(2).

Suppose now that we add a triangle to Hy. Without loss of generality, we may consider the
complex H" = (12345, H") defined by defH” = {123}. Since H” contains H; € MNGU(2) as a
proper subcomplex, it follows that H” goes up. Thus Hy € MNGU(2).

It is obvious that H; and Hs are not isomorphic. Now let (12345, H) € MNGU(2) be arbitrary.

If |defH| < 2, then either H = Hy or contains a proper subcomplex isomorphic to either H; or
Ho. Thus we may assume that |defH| > 3. We may also assume that

|abe Ndef| > 2 for any distinct abe,def € defH (69)

otherwise H contains a proper subcomplex isomorphic to Hs.

We may now assume that 123,124 € defH. Let zyz be a third element of defH. If 5 ¢ zyz,
then H is isomorphic to a subcomplex of H1, hence H = H;. Thus, in view of (69), we may assume
that 125 € defH as well.

If defH = {123,124,125}, then Clp(34) = 34 C 345 = Clp(345), hence H goes up by Lemma
13.3. Thus we may assume that defH contains a fourth element wvw. But then |uvw N 12k| =1
for some k € 345 and so H is isomorphic to a proper subcomplex of Hs. Therefore H is isomorphic
to either H1 or Ho. [

Proposition 13.10 For sixz vertices, there exist ten isomorphism classes in MNGU(2), with rep-
resentatives M; = (123456, M;) (i = 1,...,10) defined by:

o defM; = {124,134, 234, 356},

o def My = {124,134, 234, 456},

o def My = {124,134,234,135,245},

o def My = {124,134,234, 145,245, 345},
o def M5 = {123,134,125, 346},

o def Mg = {123,134, 256, 346},

o def My = {123,134, 245, 356},

o def Mg = {123,134, 235, 346, 356},
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o def Mg = {123,134, 145,235,245}
o def Mo = {123,146, 245, 356}

Proof. Write V' = 123456. If V = ay...a6 and H = (V,H), we denote by H(ai,...,as) the
complex obtained from H by replacing j by a; for every j € V.
We start showing that M; € MNGU(2) for i =1,...,10.

M;: Suppose that there exist distinct a, b, ¢ € V' such that Clp(ab) C Clp(abe) C V. If abe C 1234,
then Clr(ab) = 1234 = Cly(abc). If abe = 356, then Cly(ab) = 345 = Cly(abc). In any other case,
it is easy to deduce first that 3 € Cly(abc) and then Clp(abc) = V. Therefore we cannot have
Clr(ab) C Clr(abe) C V and so M; € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that M; € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defM;:

e If we remove 356, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).
e If we remove 124, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 125 = Clp(125).
e If we remove 134, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 1356 = Clp(156).

The remaining case follows by symmetry, thus M; € MNGU(2).
My Suppose that there exist distinct a, b, ¢ € V' such that Cly(ab) C Cly(abc) C V. If abe C 1234,
then Cly(ab) = 1234 = Clp(abe). If abe = 356, then Cly(ab) = 345 = Cly(abc). In any other case,
it is easy to deduce first that 4 € Clp(abc) and then Clp(abc) = V. Therefore we cannot have
Clr(ab) C Clr(abc) C V and so My € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that My € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMo:

e If we remove 356, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).
o If we remove 124, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 125 = Clp(125).

The remaining case follows by symmetry, thus My € MNGU(2).
Ms: If X € P3(V), then |X N 12345 > 2. Since every Y € P5(12345) is contained in some
Z € defMs, it is easy to check that Clp(Y) = V and therefore Cly(X) = V. Thus M3 € NGU(2)
by Lemma 13.3.

To show that My € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMs:

e If we remove 134, we get Clp(15) = 135 C 1356 = Clp(1356).

e Whichever other element we remove, we end up with some distinct a,b € 12345 such that
Clr(ab) = ab C ab6 = Clp(ab6).
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Thus M3 € MNGU(2).

My: Tt is easy to see that Clp(X) = 12345 for every X € P»(12345). Suppose that there exist
distinct a, b, ¢ € V such that Clp(ab) C Cly(abc) C V. Then we may assume that 6 € ab, but then
Cly(abc) = V. Thus My € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that My € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMy:

o If we remove 124, we get Clp(12) = 12 C 126 = Clp(126).
e If we remove 145, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).

The remaining cases follows by symmetry, thus My € MNGU(2).

Ms: Suppose that X € P3(V). It is easy to check that | X NY| > 2 for some Y € defMs5, and this
eventually yields Clp(X) = V. Therefore M5 € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that M5 € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from def Ms:

e If we remove 125, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).
e If we remove 123, we get Clp(15) = 125 C 1256 = Clp(156).

The remaining cases follows by symmetry, thus M5 € MNGU(2).
Me: Suppose that there exist distinct a, b, ¢ € V such that Clp(ab) C Clp(abe) C V. If abe C 12346,
then Cly(abc) = V in any case. If 5 € abc and abe N 134 # (), we also get Clp(abe) = V. So it
remains the case abc = 256, but then Cly(ab) = 256 = Cly(abc). Thus Mg € NGU(2) by Lemma
13.3.

To show that Mg € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMg:

e If we remove 123, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 1256 = Clp(156).
e If we remove 134, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 145 = Clp(145).
e If we remove 256, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).

The remaining case follows by symmetry, thus Mg € MNGU(2).

M7 Suppose that there exist distinct a,b,¢ € V such that Clp(ab) C Clp(abe) C V. Since
Clp(12) = Clp(13) = Clp(14) = Clp(23) = Clp(34) = V, we may assume that abc = 245 or 246 or
i56 with i € 1234. If abc = 245, then Clp(ab) = 245 = Clyp(abc). If abe = 246, then we successively
deduce 5,3 € Clp(abe) and therefore Cly(abe) = V. If abe = 356, then Clp(ab) = 356 = Clp(abe).
Finally, if abc = i56 with ¢ € 124, we get 3 € Cly(abc) and consequently Clr(abc) = V. Thus
M7 € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that M7 € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMy:

o If we remove 123, we get Clp(12) = 12 C 126 = Clp(126).
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e If we remove 245, we get Clp(25) = 25 C 245 = Clp(245).
e If we remove 356, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).

The remaining case follows by symmetry, thus M7 € MNGU(2).

Msg: Suppose that X € P3(V). It is easy to check that | X NY| > 2 for some Y € def M35, and this
eventually yields Clp(X) = V. Therefore Mg € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that Mg € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when we
remove one element from defMg. If we remove 123, we get Clp(12) = 12 C 126 = Clp(126). Now
we can picture defH building a planar graph from a cycle 125641 and a central vertex 3 of degree
5. Hence the remaining cases follow by symmetry, and so Mg € MNGU(2).

May: Tt is easy to check that Clp(X) = 12345 for every X € P»(12345). Suppose that there exist
distinct a,b,c € V such that Clp(ab) C Cly(abc) C V. If 6 € abe, it follows that Cly(abc) = V. If
6 ¢ abc, we get Clp(ab) = 12345 = Cly(abc), a contradiction in either case. Thus Mg € NGU(2)
by Lemma 13.3.

To show that Mg € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMqg:

e If we remove 145, we get Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156).
e If we remove 123, we get Clp(12) = 12 C 126 = Clp(126).
o If we remove 134, we get Clp(34) = 34 C 346 = Clp(346).

The remaining case follows by symmetry, thus Mg € MNGU(2).

Myp: Notice that we can picture def My taking four nonadjacent faces of an octahedron, which
ensures a remarkable degree of symmetry in def M. Suppose that there exist distinct a,b,c € V
such that Clp(ab) C Clp(abe) C V. If abe € defMyg, we get Clr(ab) = abc = Cly(abe), hence we
may assume that abc ¢ defMyq. It is easy to check that |abcN X| = 2 for some X € def Mg, hence
X C Clg(abc), which must contain also a fourth element. This easily yields Clr(abc) = V, thus
Mo € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

To show that My € MNGU(2), we must show that condition (ii) in Lemma 13.3 holds when
we remove one element from defMyg. If we remove 146, we get Clp(14) = 14 C 146 = Clp(146).
The remaining cases follow by symmetry, therefore My € MNGU(2).

We show next that the complexes M; (i = 1,...,10) are all mutually nonisomorphic.

Clearly, My cannot be isomorphic to any other complex because has larger defect. The same
cardinality argument separates Mg, Mg and Mg from the remaining cases. Now UdefMg =V D
UdefM3 = Udef My, hence M3 ¥ Mg % My. Now M3 ¥ Mg because 4 occurs in four elements
of def M3, but no element occurs in four elements of defMy.

We also separate My from the others because def Mg is a PEG and this happens in no other
case.

We still have to separate the cases M; for ¢ € 12567. The property

there exists W € Py(V') such that |P3(W) N defM;| =3
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separates M7 and My from the others. Since NdefM; = 0 # NdefMsy, then M; % Ms. Now
the number of vertices which appear in just a single element of defM; is 2 when ¢ = 5 and 1 when
i € 67. Thus we only have to separate Mg from M. Since the property

there exists some a € V such that, for every b € V'\ {a}, ab C X for some X € defM,;

holds for i = 7 but not for i = 6, we get Mg % M7. Therefore the complexes M; (i = 1,...,10)
are all mutually nonisomorphic.

Finally, we prove that every H = (V,H) € MNGU(2) is isomorphic to M; for some i €
{1,...,10}.
We define
w(H) =min{|H N P3(X)|: X € Py(V)}.

Since |P3(X)| = 4 for every X € Py(V), we have 0 < w(H) < 4. However, we claim that values 0
and 4 can be excluded. Indeed w(H) > 0 by Lemma 13.4, and w(H) = 4 yields H = Us s € GU(2),
thus we may split our discussion into four mutually exclusive cases.

Case A: w(H) = 1.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that HNP;(1234) = {123}. This implies {124, 134,234} C
defH.

Suppose first that a56 € defH for some a € 1234. If a = 4, then defH D def My , hence H C M
and so H = My since H € MNGU(2). Thus, out of symmetry, we may assume that a = 3, yielding
defH O defM; and consequently H = M;.

Thus we may assume that ab6 € H for every ¢ € 1234.

Suppose now that UdefH C V. Note that we cannot have UdefH = 1234 since otherwise
defH = {124,134,234} and we have already established that M; € MNGU(2). Hence we may
assume that UdefH = 12345. It follows that defH = {124,134,234} U @ for some nonempty
Q C {125,135, 235, 145, 245, 345}.

Write

defoH = UXedef?—LP2 (X)

Suppose that i5 ¢ defoaH for some i € 1234. Then Clr(i5) = i5 C i56 = Clr(i56) and so H € GU(2)
by Lemma 13.3. Hence 15,25,35,45 € defsH.

If @ D {145,245,345}, the usual maximality argument yields H = My. Thus, out of symmetry,
we may assume that 345 ¢ ). Suppose that 145,245 € Q. Since 35 € defoH, we get 135 € Q or
235 € Q. If 135 € Q, then H is a subcomplex of M3 € MNGU(2), hence H = Ms. If 235 € @, then
H is a subcomplex of M3(2,1,3,4,5,6) € MNGU(2), hence H = Mj. Therefore we may assume
that 245 ¢ Q. Since 45 € defyH, we get 145 € Q.

If 235 € @, then H is a subcomplex of M3(2,1,3,4,5,6) € MNGU(2), hence H = Mj3. Hence
we may assume that 235 ¢ Q. Since 25,35 € defoH, we get Q@ = {125,135,145}. Let H' =
(V, HU{134}). Then defH’' = {124,234,125,135,145}, hence H' = M3(2,5,4,1,3,6) € MNGU(2),
contradicting H € MNGU(2).

Therefore H = M3 or My if UdefH C V. Thus we assume now that UdefH = V.

Suppose that i5,i6 ¢ defo for some i € 1234. Then Clp(i5) = i5 C i56 = Clp(i56) and so
‘H € GU(2) by Lemma 13.3. Hence, for each i € 1234, at least one among i5,i6 belongs to defa?.
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Suppose next that
{45,146} N defH # () for every i € 123. (70)

Then we may assume that both 5 and 6 occur in these intersections, otherwise H would be a proper
subcomplex of either My or My(1,2,3,4,6,5). Without loss of generality, we may assume that
145,345,246 € defH. Let H' = (V, H U{124,234}). Then defH’ D {134,145,345,246}, hence H' is
a subcomplex of Ms(1,5,3,4,2,6). This contradicts H € MNGU(2), hence (70) fails.

Thus, out of symmetry, we may assume that 345,346 € H. Suppose that

{i45,446} N defH # O for every i € 12. (71)

We know that at least one among 35,36 belongs to defo{. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that 35 € defy?H. Since 345 € H, we may assume out of symmetry that 135 € defH. But by
(71), at least one among 245,246 belongs to defH. If 245 € defH, then H is a subcomplex of M3,
a contradiction, hence we may assume that 246 € defH. Let H' = (V, H U {234}). Then defH’ D
{124,134,135,246}, hence H' is a subcomplex of Ms5(1,3,4,2,5,6) € MNGU(2), a contradiction.
Therefore (71) also fails, and we may assume that 245,246 € H.

Since at least one among 45,46 belongs to defyH, we may assume out of symmetry that 145 €
defH. If 235 or 236 € defH, we proceed as in the discussion of (71), hence we may assume that
235,236 € H. Therefore we have

245,246, 345, 346,235,236 € H, 124,134,234,145 € defH.
On the other side, for each i € 23, at least one among 5,16 belongs to defsH. Thus
{125,126} NdefH # 0, {135,136} N defH # 0.

If 125,135 € defH, we get a subcomplex of one of the complexes studied in the subcase UdefH C V,
hence we may assume out of symmetry that 126 € defH{. We are now left with a final alternative:
Suppose that 135 € defH. Let H' = (V, H U {124,234}). Then defH’ D {134,126, 135,145},
hence H’ is a subcomplex of M3(4,5,3,1,2,6) € MNGU(2), a contradiction.
Suppose now that 136 € defH. Let H' = (V, HU{124,134}). Then defH’ D {234,126, 136,145},
hence H’ is a subcomplex of M7(6,2,1,3,4,5) € MNGU(2), also a contradiction.

Case B: w(H) = 2 and there exist distinct aq,...,a5 € V such that ajasas, ajasay, asaszas € defH.
We may assume that a; =i fori=1,...,5.
Subcase Bl: defH N P3(12345) D {123,134, 235}.

Suppose first that 345 € defH. Note that defH D {123,134,235,345}, otherwise Clp(15) =
15 € 12345 = Clp(125). Let X € defH \ {123,134,235,345}. If 6 ¢ X, we fall into Case A, hence
we may assume that 6 € X. Out of symmetry, we may assume that X € {256, 356, 246}.

Suppose that X = 256. Let H' = (V, H U {123}). Then defH’ D {134,235, 345,256}, hence H’
is a subcomplex of M5(3,4,5,2,1,6) € MNGU(2), a contradiction.

Suppose next that X = 356 and 126, 146, 256,456 ¢ defH (out of symmetry). Note that defH D
{123,134, 235,345,356}, otherwise Cly(24) = 24 C 246 = Clp(246). To avoid this inclusion, defH
must contain some Y such that 6 € Y and |Y N 24| # (. Out of symmetry, we may assume that
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Y € {236,246}. Now Y = 236 makes us fall into Case A, and Y = 246 yields a subcomplex of
M~7(1,2,3,4,6,5) € MNGU(2).

Finally, suppose that X = 246 and 126, 146, 256, 456, 136, 236, 346, 356 ¢ defH (out of symme-
try). Note that defH D {123,134, 246,345}, otherwise Clp(15) = 15 C 156 = Clp(156). With all
the exclusions stated, the only possibility left is now defH = {123,134, 156,246, 345}. But now H
is a subcomplex of M7(3,2,1,4,6,5).

Hence we may assume that 345 ¢ defH. To avoid falling back into Case A, and since we are
in Subcase B1l, we may assume that {145,245} N defH # 0. If 145,245 € defH, then defH 2
{123,134,235,145,245} and so H = My since H € MNGU(2).

On the other hand, if we define J = (V,J) and J' = (V,J') by def7 = {123,134,235,245}
and def7’ = {123,134, 235,145}, then J' = J(4,3,1,5,2,6), hence we may assume that defH =
{123,134,235,245} U @, where 6 € X for every X € Q.

e If 126 € @), then H is a proper subcomplex of M~7(5,3,2,4,1,6), a contradiction.

If 136 € @, then H is a proper subcomplex of M5(2,5,3,1,4,6), a contradiction.

( )

( )

If 146 € @, then H is a proper subcomplex of Mj5(1,4,3,2,6,5), a contradiction.

If 156 € @, then H is a proper subcomplex of M~ (3,2,1,4,5,6), a contradiction.
(

If 256 € @, then H is a proper subcomplex of Mj5(2,5,3,1,6,4), a contradiction.

If 356 € @), then H is a proper subcomplex of M7, a contradiction.
e If 456 € @, then H is a proper subcomplex of Mg(1,4,3,2,6,5), a contradiction.

Therefore we must have @ O {236,246, 346}. But then we have in any case Clp(15) = 15 C 156 =
Clr(156), contradicting H € MNGU(2).

Subcase B2: defH N P3(12345) = {123, 134, 235}.
Since {123,134,235} C defMyg, then defH must contain extra elements, and 6 must belong to

each one of them.
o If 456 € defH, then H is a subcomplex of Mg(1,4,3,2,6,5) and so H = M.
o If 146 € defH, then H is a subcomplex of M5(1,4,3,2,6,5) and so H = Ms.
o If 256 € defH, then H = Mj follows out of symmetry.

Thus we may assume that 456, 146,256 ¢ defH.

Suppose now that 126 € defH. If | X N456] < 1 for every X € defH, we get Clp(56) = 56 C
456 = Clp(456), a contradiction in view of Lemma 13.3. Hence there exists some X € defH such
that | X' N456| > 2. If X = 456, then H is a proper subcomplex of Mg(1,5,2,3,4,6), a contradiction.
Thus | X N 456] = 2, and we can assume out of symmetry that X N 456 = 56 and X = 156. But
then we fall into Subcase B1 by applying the permutation (12)(465) to V.
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Therefore we may also assume that 126 ¢ def?{. Then defH = {123,134,235} U Q@ for some
nonempty
Q@ C {136, 156,236, 246, 346, 356} .

If 2 and 4 do not occur in @, we get Clp(24) = 24 C 246 = Clp(246), a contradiction. Similarly, 1
or 5 must occur in ), and 4 or 6 must occur in () as well. Hence

(4 and 1 occur in Q) or (4 and 5 occur in @) or (2 and 5 occur in Q).

Out of symmetry, we may assume that one of the first two alternatives holds. Also out of symmetry,
we can restrict the discussion to five cases:

o If 246,136 € defH, then H is a proper subcomplex of M~(1,4,3,6,2,5), a contradiction.
e If 246,156 € defH, then H is a proper subcomplex of M1¢(3,2,5,4,6,1), a contradiction.
o If 346,136 € defH, we fall into Case A since H N P3(1346) = {146}.

e If 346,156 € defH, then H is a proper subcomplex of M7(2,5,3,1,6,4), a contradiction.

o If 246,136 € defH, then H = Ms.

Case C: w(H) = 2 and there exist no distinct ag,...,a5 € V such that ajasas,ajazay, azasas €
defH.

The assumptions made so far imply that defH = {123,134,235} U Q with

Q@ C {135,136, 245, 246, 156, 256, 356, 456 }.
Suppose first that 245,246 ¢ Q.
o If 256,456 ¢ @, then Clp(24) = 24 C 245 = Clp(245), contradicting Lemma 13.3.
o If 135,136 ¢ @, then Clp(24) = 24 C 1234 = Clp(124), contradicting Lemma 13.3.
e If 156,356 ¢ @, then Clp(24) = 24 C Clp(245) C 2456, contradicting Lemma 13.3.

Thus we may assume out of symmetry that 135,156,256 € (). But then we fall into Case B.

Suppose next that 245,246 € Q. To avoid Case A, it follows that 256,456 ¢ Q. Suppose
that 156,356 ¢ Q. Then Clp(56) = 56 C 256 = Clp(2456), contradicting Lemma 13.3. Out of
symmetry, we may assume that 156 € @) and so defH D {123, 134,245,246,156}. But then # is a
subcomplex of M7(2,5,4,6,1,3), thus H = Mj.

Therefore we may assume that |Q N {245,246} = 1. Out of symmetry, we may assume that
245 € Q. Suppose that 156,256,356 ¢ Q). Then Clp(26) = 26 C 2456 = Clp(246), contradicting
Lemma 13.3. Tt follows that @ N {156, 256,356} # (.

o If 156 € Q, then H = M+(3,2,1,4,5,6).
e If 356 € @, then H = M.
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Thus we may assume that @ N {156,256,356} = {256}. Suppose that 456 € ). Then we fall into
Case A since H N P3(2456) = {246}. Hence 456 ¢ (). But then Clp(46) = 46 C 2456 = Clp(246),
contradicting Lemma 13.3.

Case D: w(H) = 3.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that 123,245 € defH. Since {123,245} C defMz7,
there exists some X € defH \ {123,245}. Since |X N 123],|X N 245| < 1, we may assume without
loss of generality that X = 356. Since {123,245,356} C defMy, there exists some Y € defH \
{123,245,356}. Since |Y N Z| < 1 for every Z € {123,245,356}, it follows that 2,3,5 ¢ Y. Thus
Z = 146 and so H = Ml(]. ]

13.1 Computing mGU(2)

Let (V,H) and (V',H') be two simplicial complexes. Given a bijection ¢ : V. — V' we write
Hp={Xp| X € H}. We will adopt the notation (V, H) < (V’, H') to express that there exists a
bijection ¢ : V' — V' such that Hp C H'.

In this section, we adopt the notation V;, = 1...n. Given natural numbers 2 < i < j < n, we
define a simplicial complex J (i, j,n) = (V,, J(4,j,n), where

J(i,j,n) = P<o(Vp) U{ad'b |1 <a<d <i<b<jlu{bbc|1<b<b <j<ec<n}

Lemma 13.11 Let H = (V,H) € GU(2). Then H > J(i,j,n) for some natural numbers 2 < i <
7 <n.

Proof. Since H goes up, it must have at least 4 vertices. Since H € mGU(2), it follows from
Lemma 13.3 that there exists a chain A € B C V in T(H) with |A] > 2. Replacing H by an
isomorphic image if needed, we may assume that V =V,, A = 1...7 and B = 1...j. Hence
2<i1 <7 <n.

Suppose that 1 < a < a <i <b < j. Since ad’ € H, aa’ C A € T(H) and b ¢ A, we get
aa’b € H. Suppose now that 1 < b <V < j<ec¢<n. Since b/ € H, bb' C B T(H) and ¢ ¢ B,
we get bb'c € H.

Thus J(i,j,n) € H and so H > J (i,j,n). O

Lemma 13.12 (i) If2<i<n—1, then J(2,i+1,n) < J(i,n —1,n).
(11) If also n > 4, then J(2,i+ 1,n) 2 J(i,n —1,n).

Proof. (i) Let ¢ : V,, = V}, be the cyclic permutation (n...321). We show that (J(2,i4+1,n))¢ C
J(i,n —1,n).

Let X € J(2,i+ 1,n) N P3(V,,). Suppose first that X = ad’b with 1 <a<ad <2<b<i+1.
Then X¢ =1(b—1)n € J(i,n — 1,n).

Suppose now that X = bb'c with 1 <b < ¥ <i+1 < ¢ < n. Consider first the case b = 1. Then
Xo=('-1)(c—1)n € J(i,n—1,n). On the other hand, if b > 1, then X¢ = (b—1)(b'—1)(c—1) €
J(i,n —1,n) as well.
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Therefore (J(2,7+1,n))p C J(i,n —1,n) and so J(2,i+ 1,n) < J(i,n —1,n).

(ii) A cardinality argument will suffice. Let (n —3)(n —2)n € J(i,n — 1,n). Then ((n — 3)(n —
2)n)p~t = 1(n —2)(n — 1) ¢ J(2,i + 1,n). Therefore (J(2,i + 1,n))¢ C J(i,n — 1,n) and so
J2,i+1,n) 2 J(,n—1,n). O

Lemma 13.13 If3<i<n—1, then J(2,i+1,n) < J(i,i+1,n) and J(2,i+1,n) 2 T(i,i+1,n).

Proof. Let ¢ : V;, — V, be the cyclic permutation ((i + 1)4...321). We show that (J(2,i +
1,n))e C J(i,i+1,n).

Let X € J(2,i+ 1,n) N P3(V,,). Suppose first that X = aa’b with 1 <a<d <2<b<i+ 1.
Then X =1(b—1)(i +1) € J(i,i+ 1,n).

Suppose now that X = bb'c with 1 <b < ¥ <i+1 < ¢ < n. Consider first the case b = 1. Then
Xo =0 —=1)(i+1)c e J(i,i+ 1,n). On the other hand, if b > 1, then Xp = (b —1)() — 1)c €
J(i,i 4+ 1,n) as well.

Therefore (J(2,7+1,n))p C J(i,i+ 1,n) and so J(2,i+ 1,n) < J(i,i + 1,n).

Now let (i — 1)i(i + 1) € J(i,5 + 1,n). Then ((i — 1)i(i + 1))t = 1i(i + 1) ¢ J(2,i + 1,n).
Therefore (J(2,i+ 1,n))e C J(i,i+ 1,n) and so J(2,i+ 1,n) 2 J(i,i+ 1,n). O

For each n > 4, we define
Qn={(i,j) EN*|2<i<j—1<n—-2}U{(23)}
Lemma 13.14 Let (i,j) € Qp.
(1) If (i,7) # (2,3), then T(J(i,4,n)) = P<1(V,,) U{12...4,12... 5,V }.
(11) If (i,7) = (2,3) and n > 4, then T'(J(i,j,n)) = P<1(V,) U {12,13,23,123,V,, }.
(i4i) If (i,7) = (2,3) and n = 4, then T(J(i,j,n)) = 2"".

Proof. (i) It follows from the definitions that the subsets in the right hand side are indeed in
T(J(i,j,n)).

If X € P<1(Vy,), then Clp(X) = X. We consider now the case X € P(V;,). We may assume
that X = ab with a < b.

Suppose first that b < i. Then a < i. For every ¢ € X \ ab, we have abc ¢ H, hence
12...7 C Clp(X). Since 12...7i € T(J(i,7,n)), we get Clp(X) =12...1.

Suppose next that i < b < j. If i < a, then abc ¢ H for every ¢ € 12...5 \ ab, hence
12...5 C Clp(X). Since 12...5 € T(J(i,j,n)), we get Clp(X) =12...j. If a < i, take some ¢ # b
such that i < ¢ < j (there exists since i < j —1). Then abc ¢ H, hence ¢ € Clp(X) and so the
previous case yields 12...j = Cly(ac) C Clp(X) C 12...j. Therefore Clp(X) =12...j.

Thus we may assume that j < b. If j < a, then abc ¢ H for every ¢ € V,, \ ab, hence
Cly(X) = V,,. Hence we may assume that a < j. Take some ¢ > j distinct from b (there exists
since j —1 < n —2). Then abc ¢ H, hence ¢ € Clp(X) and by the preceding case we get
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V, = Clp(be) C Clp(X). Therefore Clp(X) =V, and so Clp(X) € {12...4,12...4,V,} for every
X e Pg(Vn)

So let Y € T(J(i,j,n)). We may assume that [Y| > 2. If Y C 12...4, it follows from the
discussion of 2-set closures that Y = Clp(Y) =12...¢. f Y C12...5 but Y € 12...4, it follows
from the discussion of 2-set closures that Y = Clp(Y) =12...5. Y € 12...j, it follows from the
discussion of 2-set closures that Y = Clp(Y) = V/,.

(ii) It follows from the definitions that the subsets in the right hand side are indeed in T'(J (¢, 7, n)).
Similarly to the proof of (i), we compute Clp(X) for every X € P5(V), getting Clp(X) € {12,13,23,V,,}.
The claim now follows easily.

(ii) Since J(2,3,4) = Uz 4. O

Lemma 13.15 Let d > 2 and (V,H),(V,H') € Pav(d). Then H C H' implies T(H) C T(H').
Proof. Since Py(V) C H, we have

TH)={TCV|XU{pteHforal X € Py(T) and pe V\T}.

The analogous equality holds for T'(H'), hence H C H' implies T(H) C T(H'). O

Theorem 13.16 Let n > 4. For n vertices, there exist precisely W

mGU(2), given by representatives J(i,j,n), for (i,5) € Qn.

isomorphism classes in

Proof. Assume first that n = 4. By the proof of Proposition 13.8, (V4, H) € NGU(2) if H C
P.3(Vy). On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 13.14(iii) that J7(2,3,4) = (V4, P<3(V4)) €
GU(2). Thus, up to isomorphism, J(2,3,4) is the unique complex in mGU(2) with 4 vertices.
Since 42#;“’” = 1, the theorem holds for n = 4.

Assume from now on that n > 5. Suppose that J(i,5,n) < J(i,7,n) for some distinct
(i,7),(',7") € Q. Then there exists some permutation ¢ of V;, such that (J(i,7,n))e C J(&', 5 ,n).
By Lemma 13.15, we get T((J(¢,4,n))p) € T(J(¢,5',n)). By Lemma 13.14, the cardinalities of
the elements of T'(J(i,j,n)) and therefore of T'((J(i,7,m))p)) can be ordered by 0 < 1 < i < j < n.
On the other hands, the cardinalities of the elements of T'(J(i',j’,n)) can be ordered by 0 < 1 <
i’ < j' < n. Since (i,5) # (i,7'), the two sets of cardinalities are incomparable, contradicting
T((J(i,4,n))p) CT(J(,j',n)). Therefore J(i,7,n) < J(i',5',n) implies (i,j,n) = (¢, 5, n).

We show next that J(i,j,n) € mGU(2) for every (i,j) € Qn. Let H = (V,,, H) with H =
J(i,7,n) \ {X}, where X € P3(V,,) N J(i,j,n). Since H C J(i,7,n), it follows from Lemma 13.15
that T'(H) C T'(J(i,j,n)). Note that P<1(V,,) U{V,} C T(H) in any case since P,(V) C H.

Assume first that (i,7) # (2,3). Suppose that X = aa’b with 1 < a < a <i < b < j. Since
aa’b ¢ H, we have 12...i ¢ T(H). Hence T(H) C T(J(4,j,n)) and Lemma 13.14(i) yield T(H) C
P<1(V,)U{12...4,V,}. Therefore H € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3. Suppose now that X = bb'c with
1<b< ¥ <j<c<n. Since bb'c ¢ H, we have 12...5 ¢ T(H). Hence T(H) C T(J(4,7,n)) and
Lemma 13.14(i) yield T(H) C P<1(V,,) U{12...4,V,,}. Therefore X € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.
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Assume now that (i,j) = (2,3). Suppose that X = 123. Since 123 ¢ H, we have {12,13,23} N
T(H) = 0. Hence T(H) C T(J(i,7,n)) and Lemma 13.14(ii) yield T(H) C P<;(V,) U {123,V,,}.
Therefore H € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3. Suppose now that X =bb/c with 1 <b< b <3 <c<n.
We assume that b = 1 and b’ = 2, the other cases being similar. Since 12¢ ¢ H, we have 12,123 ¢
T(H). Hence T(H) C T(J(i,j,n)) and Lemma 13.14(ii) yield T(H) C P<;(V,) U {13,23,V,,}.
Therefore H € NGU(2) by Lemma 13.3.

Therefore J (i,j,n) € mGU(2) for every (i,7) € Q. It follows from Lemmas 13.11, 13.12 and
13.13 that every H € mGU(2) with n vertices satisfies H > J(i,j,n) for some (i,j) € @Q,. Thus
H = J(i,j,n). Since we have already proved that the J(i,7,n) are nonisomorphic elements of
NGU(2) with 6 vertices, it follows that they act as representatives of the isomorphism classes of
mGU(2) with n vertices.

Their number is

Qul = IS YD+ 1= (I (n—i=3)+1=(n—5)(n—3)— (Li5'1) +2

= (n—5)(n—3)— W 49 = (n=3)@n— 10- ntd)+d _ (n— 3)(2 6)+4 n2—92n+22

as claimed. O

The next two corollaries help to classify the complexes in mGU(2):
Corollary 13.17 Let n >4 and (i,j) € Qp. Then:
(1) J(i,7,n) € TBPav(2);
(i) J(i,j,n) € BPav(2) if and only if j = 3.

Proof. (i) We have J(i,j,n) = Ba(V,,,12...i) U Bo(V,,12...j), hence J(i,j,n) € TBPav(2) by
Proposition 6.17.

(ii) Assume first that j = 3. Then i = 2 and it follows from Lemma 13.14 that P»(123) C
T(J(2,3,n)). It follows easily that

Pgl(vn) U P2(123) U {Vn} - Flj(2, 3, n)

Since every X € J(2,3,n) N P3(V,) has at least two elements in 123 (say a and b), then X is a
transversal of the successive differences for the chain

DCacabCV,

in F17(2,3,n). Therefore J(2,3,n) is boolean representable.
Assume now that j # 3. Then j > 3 and so
T(J(i,5,n)) = P<1(V,) U{12...4,12...5,V,}

by Lemma 13.14. Now 12j € J(i,j,n) but 12jn ¢ J(i,j,n), hence 12...5 ¢ F17(i,j,n). In view
of Lemma 6.1(ii), we get
F1T(i,5,n) C P<1(Vy,) U{12...4,V,, }.

It follows that 1jn € J(i,j,n) is not a a transversal of the successive differences for any chain in
F17 (i, j,n). Therefore J(i,j,n) is not boolean representable. [J
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Corollary 13.18 Given H € mGU(2), the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) H is a matroid;

(ii) H is pure;

(iii) H has 4 vertices.

Proof. (i) = (ii). It follows from the exchange property that every matroid is pure.
(ii) = (ili). In view of Theorem 13.16, we may assume that H = J(i,7,n) with n > 4 and
(1,7) € Qp. Since j — 1 < n — 2, it follows that (n — 1)n is a facet of H. Therefore H is not pure.
(iii) = (i). In this case, it follows from Theorem 13.16 and Lemma 13.14(iii) that H is the
uniform matroid Us 4. [

Theorem 13.19 Let H = (V,H) € mGU(2) have more than four vertices. Then there exists some
p € V such that the restriction of H to V' \ {p} is in mGU(2).

Proof. By Theorem 13.16, we may assume that H = J (i, j,n) for some (i,j) € Q,. Given p € V,,,
let H;, = (Vo \ {p}, J (i, 4,n) N 2Vn\{P}) denote the restriction of H to V' \ {p}.

Suppose that i > 2. Take p = 1. Then J(i,j,n) N 2V"\P} = By(2...4) U By(2...j) and
H, = J(i—1,j—1,n—1) € mGU(2) by Theorem 13.16. Thus we may assume that i = 2.

Suppose that j > 3. Take p = j. Then J(i,j,n) N 2V»\{P} = By(12) U By(12...(j — 1)) and
H, = T (2,5 —1,n — 1) € mGU(2) by Theorem 13.16. Thus we may assume as the last final case
that j = 3.

Take p = n. Then J(i,§,n) N 2""\{P} = B,(12) U B(123) and H}, = J(2,3,n — 1) € mGU(2)
by Theorem 13.16. [

Corollary 13.20 Let Q), denote the isomorphism classes of complezes in mGU(2) with n vertices
where every restriction to n — 1 vertices is still in mGU(2).

(i) These isomorphism classes are given by representatives J (i, j,n), where 3 <i < j—3 <n—6.
(i) The smallest such representative is J(3,6,9).

(ii1) Q.| = m for every n > 9.

Proof. (i) In view of Theorem 13.16, we can restrict our attentions to complexes of the form
H =T (i,5,n) with (i,7) € Qp. If 3 <1 < j—3 < n—6, astraightforward adaptation of the proof
of the aforementioned theorem yields:

o if p<i, then H, = J(i—1,j —1,n—1) € mGU(2);
o ifi <p <j, then H), = J(i,j — 1,n — 1) € mGU(2);

e if j <p, then H, = J(i,j,n — 1) € mGU(2).
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Suppose now that i = 2. Then H| = (V,,, B2(2...7)) ¢ mGU(2) in view of Theorem 13.16.

Suppose next that 3 < = j —2. Then H) = J(i,i + 1,n — 1) ¢ mGU(2) in view of Lemma
13.13.

Thus we may assume that 3 <i < j—3 =n—5. But then H/, =2 J(i,n —2,n — 1) ¢ mGU(2)
in view of Lemma 13.12.

(ii) By part (i).

(iii) By part (i), we have

Q.| = 2?2—36 E?:—i?:rg 1= E?:—gﬁ(n —i—5)=(n—8)(n—5)— (n—3)2(n—8) _ (n—8)(2n;10—n+3)

n%2—15n+56
2

as claimed. [
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