arXiv:1812.09373v2 [math.CO] 26 Mar 2020

AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH TO VOLUMES OF MATROID POLYTOPES

A. U. ASHRAF

Abstract. We present a new algorithm for computing the volume of an arbitrary matroid base polytope. We provide two applications of this approach: a relation between the volume of the base polytope of a matroid M and its relaxation M^′, and a formula for the volume of an arbitrary sparse paving matroid base polytope.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. The Young poset on (�n�, d + 1)-Schubert matroids 3 3. Cyclic flats and Schubert matroids 5 4. Matroid relaxation and sparse paving matroid polytopes 7 References 9

1. Introduction

For a point p in the Grassmannian Gr_{k,n}(C ) with a representative k × n matrix A_p, the closure of the torus orbit of p is a toric variety denoted by X_p. It is known that the corresponding lattice polytope of X_p is the matroid polytope, P_M, of the matroid M of the matrix A_p. Thus, the degree of this variety is given by the volume of P_M. This motivates the interest in computing the volume of a general matroid polytope. There has been plenty of work done on this problem [ABD10] and its special cases [LP07]. Here we present another approach for the general case that is more amenable when the cyclic flats of the matroid are known. We assume familiarity with matroid theory and suggest the standard reference [Ox11] for further inquiry.

Let M be a matroid of rank d + 1 on a set E of size n + 1. The matroid (base) polytope P_M is defined as the convex hull of the incidence vectors of bases of M; that is,

P_M = conv ( ∑ i∈B e_i : B ∈ B(M) ) ⊆ R^E (1.1)

where B(M) is the collection of bases of M. The dimension and the facets of P_M were characterised combinatorially in [FS05]. In particular, they showed that the dimension of P_M is n + 1 − c, where c is the number of connected components

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 05B35 , Secondary 52B40. Key words and phrases. Matroid Polytopes, Schubert matroids.

This work was done while the author was a graduate student at University of Western Ontario. 1

of M. At about the same time, Ardila and Klivans [AK06] gave a combinatorial characterisation of all faces of P_M. It is worth mentioning that the face lattice of P_M is still not entirely understood.

We use Vol(P ) to denote the normalised volume of the polytope P in its affine hull aff(P ), fixing 1 to be the volume of the unit hypercube in aff(P ). We use the terminology matroid base polytope and base polytope of a matroid interchangeably. From the definition, it is clear that the volume of a matroid polytope is a matroid isomorphism invariant.

In the rest of the paper, we will fix our underlying set E to be the set �n� := {0, 1, . . . , n}, and assume n ≥ 1. In what follow, we assume the rank of our matroid is d + 1, where d is a positive integer. We also note that if M = M_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ M_k is a decomposition of M into its connected components, then P_M = P_{M1} × · · · × P_{Mk} . This implies that Vol(P_M) = Vol(P_{M1} ) · · · Vol(P_{Mk} ). Hence, we further reduce our discussion to the connected case.

We present a combinatorial approach to compute the volume of a (connected) matroid polytope. This approach is different from the one presented by Ardila, Benedetti and Doker in [ABD10]. As an application, we derive the relation between volume of a base polytope of a matroid M and its relaxation M^′. Using this relation inductively, we give a formula for volumes of sparse paving matroid polytopes. Note that the volume of a sparse paving matroid polytope can also be derived from a result of Joswig and Schröter (Theorem 26 in [JS17]) on split matroids. Our main result is primarily based on Hampe’s relation (Theorem 3.12 in [Ham17]) between a loopless matroid M and Schubert matroids associated with M. We state the main theorem below and provide its proof in Section 3.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a connected matroid on �n� of rank d + 1. Then the normalised volume of its base polytope is given by

Vol(P_M) = 1 n! ∑ F μ(F)δ_⪯(b_F )

(1.2)

where the sum is over all anchored chains of cyclic flats.

When the lattice of cyclic flats of a given matroid is known, we can explicitly compute this volume. In the special case of connected sparse paving matroids, we can reduce the summation to a closed formula.

Theorem 1.2. Let M_α be a connected sparse paving matroid on �n� of rank d + 1 with α circuit-hyperplanes. Then

Vol(P_{Mα} ) = 1 n! ( A_{n,d} − α ( n − 1 d )) (1.3)

where A_{n,d} is the (n, d)-th Eulerian number: the number of permutations of [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} with d descents.

We prove this in Section 4 as a consequence of Theorem 1.1. Another interesting application of this result is the relation between the volume of a base polytope of a matroid M and its relaxation M^′.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a matroid on �n� of rank d + 1 with a circuit-hyperplane H, and let M^′ be the relaxation of M with respect to H. Then

Vol(P_M′ ) = Vol(P_M) + ( n − 1 d ) (1.4)

This also implies that two matroid base polytopes have the same volume if they have a common relaxation (up to matroid isomorphism). In particular, the matroids R_6 and Q_6 both have a relaxation that is isomorphic to the matroid P_6. This provides a structural explanation to why the base polytopes of matroids R_6 and Q_6 have the same volume.

2. The Young poset on (�n�, d + 1)-Schubert matroids Let us denote by L_d(n) the set of all binary sequences of length n+1 with exactly d + 1 1s, that start with a 1 and end with a 0. We define the following partial order ⪯ on L_d(n):

a ⪯ b iff j∑ i=0 a_i ≤ j∑ i=0 b_i ∀j ∈ �n� (2.1)

Under this partial order, we have the top element ^1_{Ld(n)} = 1^{d+1}0^{n−d} and the bottom element ^0_{Ld(n)} = 10^{n−d−1}1^d0. Note that L_d(n) is isomorphic to its dual under the involution that maps a binary sequence b = (b_0, b_1, . . . , b_n) ∈ L_d(n) to b^∗ = (b_0, b_{n−1}, b_{n−2}, . . . , b_1, b_n). For a permutation w = w_1 . . . w_n of [n], the binary descent sequence des(w) = (d_0, d_1, . . . , d_n) of w is defined by

d_i = { 1 if w_i > w_{i+1} 0 if w_i < w_{i+1}

(2.2)

for i = 1, . . . , n − 1 where we set d_0 = 1 and d_n = 0 for all permutations. Note that the descent sequence des(w) is an element of L_d(n) for every permutation w. For each a ∈ L_d(n), let δ(a) denote the number of permutations on [n] with descent sequence a.

Lemma 2.1. For integers n ≥ d > 0, we have

δ(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) = ( n − 1 d ) (2.3) and δ((10)^{d+1}) = E_{2d}

(2.4)

where E_{2d} is the (2d)th Euler number that counts the number of zigzag permutations on [2d] := {1, 2, . . . , 2d}. Proof. For a permutation w on [n], the descent sequence des(w) = (1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) if w_1 > w_2 > · · · > w_d > w_{d+1} < w_{d+2} < · · · < w_n (2.5)

Note that this implies w_{d+1} = 1, and now choosing any d elements from [n] to write in increasing order as w_1, w_2, . . . , w_d determine the complete permutation. This implies the Equation (2.3). For Equation (2.4),observe that des(w) = (10)^{n+1} implies that

w_1 < w_2 > w_3 < w_4 · · · > w_{2d−1} < w_{2d}

(2.6)

It is well known that such permutations are counted by the Euler number E_{2d} (see Proposition 1.4.3 in [St12]). □

Furthermore, we denote

δ_⪯(b) := ∑ a⪯b δ(a)

(2.7)

We state the following observation as a lemma:

Lemma 2.2. For b = 1^{d+1}0^{n−d}, we have δ_⪯(b) = A_{n,d}, the (n, d)-Eulerian number; that is, the number of permutations on [n] with d descents.

Proof. Note that b = 1^{d+1}0^{n−d} is the top element of the poset L_d(n), so δ_⪯(b) equals the number of all permutations on [n] whose descent sequence has d + 1 ones. The number of ones in the descent sequence of a permutation w is exactly one less than the number of descents of the permutation w. Therefore, δ_⪯ counts the number of permutations with exactly d descents, which by definition equals the Eulerian number A_{n,d}. □

With each binary sequence b = (b_0, b_1, . . . , b_n) ∈ L_d(n), we can also associate a Schubert matroid S(b) of rank d + 1 on �n�, in the following manner: Starting from the empty set ∅, reading b from left to right, we add a coloop (coloop addition) for each 1 and extend freely (free extension) for each 0. We add the elements 0, 1, . . . , n in their natural order. This construction is also studied in [BJR09] with the roles of 0 and 1 reversed. We make the following observation:

Lemma 2.3. The set L_d(n) under the partial order ⪯ is isomorphic to the Young lattice L(η_{n,d}) where η_{n,d} = (n − d, . . . , n − d d ) is the rectangle partition.

Proof. The map φ : L_d(n) −→ L(η_{n,d}) is defined as follows: Let b ∈ L_d(n) and consider supp(b) := {i ∈ N : b_i ≠ 0, 0 < i < n}. If

supp(b) = {i_1 < i_2 < · · · < i_d}

(2.8)

Then we defined λ_j := #{k ∈ N : b_k = 0, i_j < k < n} for j = 1, . . . , d. This is the number of zeros to the right of (j + 1)st 1, minus one. We consider the decreasing sequence (λ_1, . . . , λ_d) of non-negative numbers and suppress any zeros at the end. We denote the resulting integer partition by λ and define φ(b) = λ. Note that the map φ, by construction, is an injective map between two equicardinal sets. To show that it is a poset isomorphism, we take two sequences a, b ∈ L_d(n) such that a ⪯ b. Let (λ_1, . . . , λ_d) and (μ_1, . . . , μ_d) be the respective decreasing sequence of non-negative integers. By construction λ_j ≤ μ_j for all j = 1, 2, . . . , d, therefore λ is below μ in the Young lattice L(η_{n,d}). □

The importance of the partial order ⪯ on L_d(n) in the context of matroid polytopes is evident from the result of Lam and Postnikov [LP07]: if the Schubert matroid S(b) is connected, then its base polytope is of dimension n whose normalised volume is given by

Vol(P_{S(b)}) = δ_⪯(b) n! (2.9)

Example 2.4. Note that for b = 1^{d+1}0^{n−d}, the matroid S(b) is the uniform matroid U_{d+1,n+1}. In this case, we have δ_⪯(b) = A_{n,d}. Equation 2.9 gives the number^1_{n!} A_{n,d} as the normalised volume of the hypersimplex △_{d+1,n+1}.

Another well-known example of Schubert matroid is the nth Catalan matroid C_n studied in [Ard03]. This corresponds to the case when n + 1 = 2(d + 1), and b = (01)^{d+1}. The normalised volume of the matroid polytope P_{Cn} was calculated in [BS11] to equal the Eulerian number^1_{n!}^1_d A_{n,d}.

It is worth mentioning that the duality of L_d(n) is not the same as matroid duality. Recall that for a matroid M and its dual M^∗, we have Vol(P_M) = Vol(P_M∗ ). For the duality of L_d(n), we have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.5. The function δ is invariant with respect to the duality of L_d(n); that is, for all b, δ(b) = δ(b^∗). In particular, if G(x) := {y ∈ L_d(n) : y ⪯ x}, then

Vol(P_{S(b)}) − Vol(P_{S(b}∗_)) = ∑ a∈G(b) ( Vol(P_{S(a)}) − Vol(P_{S(a}∗_)) ) (2.10)

Proof. Recall that δ(b) counts the number of permutations with descent sequence b. The reversal involution on permutations that maps a permutation w = w_1w_2 · · · w_n to w_nw_{n−1} · · · w_n maps a permutation of descent sequence b to one with the descent sequence b^∗. This map being an involution shows that δ(b) = δ(b^∗). Now notice that from Equation (2.9) it follows that δ(b) = δ(b^∗), can be rewritten as

Vol(P_{S(b)}) − ∑ a∈G(b) Vol(P_{S(a)}) = Vol(P_{S(b}∗_)) − ∑ a∈G(b^∗)

Vol(P_{S(a)})

(2.11)

This equation can then be rearranged to give Equation (2.10). □

3. Cyclic flats and Schubert matroids

Recall that a cyclic flat of a connected matroid M is a flat F for which the restriction M|F is connected. Note that in the case of loopless matroid the empty set ∅ and the underlying set �n� are cyclic flats. We call a chain of subsets (or flats) F : F_0 ⊊ F_1 ⊊ . . . F_k ⊆ F_{k+1} of �n� anchored if F_0 = ∅ and F_{k+1} = �n�. Let F_n be the collection of all anchored chains of subsets of �n�. Given a loopless connected matroid M on �n� of rank d + 1, we define a map F_n → L_d(n) that maps F −→ b_F given by

b_F = 1 . . . 1

ρ_M (F_1 ) 0 . . . 0 |F_1|−ρ_M (F_1) . . . 1 . . . 1 (d+1)−ρ_M(F_k ) 0 . . . 0 n+1−ρ(F_k ) (3.1)

For a binary sequence b, let b_{ij} be the jth occurrence of a 0 followed by a 1. We define a map L_d(n) → F_n that maps b −→ F_b, given by

F_b : ∅ ⊊ F_1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ F_t ⊊ �n�

(3.2)

where F_j = {0, 1, . . . , i_j }. Note that, for a fixed matroid M these maps are inverse of each other.

Lemma 3.1. The Schubert matroid S(b) has a unique maximal chain of cyclic flats given by F_b. Furthermore, if M is a loopless connected matroid on �n� of rank d + 1 with a unique maximal chain of cyclic flats F, then M ∼= S(b_F ).

Proof. Given b = (b_0, b_1, . . . , b_n) ∈ L_d(n), consider the flag of sets F_b. By construction of S(b) described in the paragraph, all F_j in F_b are cyclic flats. Note that ∅ and �n� are also cyclic flats of S(b). Consider any subset S ⊆ �n�, and let k be its maximal element with respect to the usual order on �n� . The coordinate b_k is either a 0 or 1. If b_k = 1, this implies k is a coloop and hence S is no longer cyclic. If b_k = 0, let i be the maximal index less than k such that b_i = 1 and let j be the minimal index greater than k such that b_j = 1. Then k belongs (only) to circuits that contain every index below j. Any of these circuits spans the set {0, 1, . . . , i, . . . , k, . . . , j − 1}, which is a cyclic flat. Hence, S is one of the flats in F_b. This implies that ∅ ⊊ F_1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ F_t ⊆ �n� (3.3)

is the unique maximal chain of cyclic flats of S(b).

The Schubert matroid S(b_F ) has a unique maximal chain of cyclic flats given by F with the rank function prescribed by the matroid M. Hence, M and S(b) have the same collection of cyclic flats with the same assigned ranks. Since the collection of cyclic flats along with their ranks uniquely determine a matroid (see [Bry75]). Therefore, M and S(b_F ) must be isomorphic. □ Proof of Theorem 1.1. For each anchored chain F of cyclic flats, we consider the polytope

P_F := ( ⋂ F ∈F h^≤_F ) ∩ △_{d+1,n+1} (3.4)

where by definition h^≤_F := {(x_0, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^{n+1} : ∑ i∈F x_i ≤ ρ_M(F )}, and ρ_M denotes the rank function of the matroid M. We recall the halfspace-intersection description of matroid polytopes:

P_M = ( ⋂ F ∈L(M) h^≤_F ) ∩ △_{d+1,n+1} (3.5)

where L(M) denote the lattice of flats of M. We can reduce the index set of intersection to the set L(M)_{>1} of flats of M of size strictly greater than 1. This is because the △_{d+1,n+1} ⊆ ∩_{|F |=1}h^≤_F . Feichtner and Sturmfels [FS05] gave an irredundant description of P_M for a connected matroid M, where the intersection varies over flats F such that the restriction M|F and the contraction M/F both are connected. All such flats of size 2 or bigger are cyclic flats. In particular for Schubert matroid S(b_F ), by Lemma 3.1, we have

P_F = P_{S(bF )}

(3.6)

In this notation, P_{∅⊊�n�} = △_{d+1,n+1}.

The set of all anchored chains of cyclic flats of M is naturally ordered by refinement (i.e. F ≤ G if F refines G), and we denote this poset by Γ. Note that the poset Γ is a lattice with the top element ∅, the empty chain, and is without a bottom element. Let Γ̂ be the lattice Γ along with a bottom element ^0_Γ adjoined. The Möbius function of Γ evaluated at F is defined by the equation μ_Γ(F) := −μ_{Γ̂}(^0_Γ, F). Let [P_F ] be the indicator function of the polytope P_F ; that is,

[P_F ] : R^{n+1} −→ R

(3.7)

[P_F ](x) = { 1 if x ∈ P_F , 0 otherwise

(3.8)

We consider the Möbius sum χ_M of these indicator functions over Γ:

χ_M = ∑ F∈Γ μ(F)[P_F ]

(3.9)

It lives in the R-vector space generated by indicator functions of polytopes (see [L06]). Evaluation of χ_M on points in P_M amounts to inclusion-exclusion over the Schubert matroids whose intersection is P_M. Therefore, the sum χ_M equals 1 at points inside P_M.

We also show that the evaluation of χ_M on points in △_{n+1,d+1}\P_M gives 0. First note that if F ≤ G, then P_F ⊆ P_G . This is because we get P_G from P_F be relaxing some of the half-space intersection conditions. This implies that [P_F ](x) = 1 for some x ∈ R^d implies [P_G ](x) = 1 for all G ≥ F. So the sum on the right-hand side in Equation (3.9) reduces to the Möbius sum over a proper order filter of Γ.

Let us denote the order filter by R. The sum χ_M(x) for x ∈ △_{n+1,d+1}\P_M equals ∑ F∈R μ(F). Hampe showed that this sum equals 0 (see Equation (1) and Equation (2) of [Ham17]). Now note that χ_M is zero outside the hypersimplex △_{n+1,d+1}. Integrating χ_M with respect to the Jordan measure gives

Vol(P_M) = ∑ F∈Γ μ(F) δ_⪯(b_F ) n! (3.10) □ Remark 3.2. This should be seen in contrast to Theorem 3.3 in [ABD10], where the sum is over all the ordered collections of coconnected flats satisfying the Dragon marriage condition (due to [Pos09]).

We recall that a coconnected flat of M is a flat F such that the contraction M/F is connected. In lattice-theoretic terms, a flat F is cyclic if the interval [∅, F ] is connected (as a subposet of lattice of flats), and a flat F is coconnected if the interval [F, �n�] is connected. It would be interesting to know further the relation between Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 3.3 of [ABD10].

4. Matroid relaxation and sparse paving matroid polytopes

Given a representable matroid M as a collection of vectors in a vector space over F. A hyperplane in M might exists as a consequence of this representation. Relaxing such a hyperplane might result in a non-representable matroid (over F). Examples of matroids obtained via this construction include the non-Fano matroid F^−_7 (from the Fano matroid), the non-Pappus N^−_9 (from the Pappus matroid). A hyperplane H of a matroid M is called a circuit-hyperplane if it is also a circuit (of M). Proof of Theorem 1.3. Note that if M^′ is a relaxation of M with respect to H, then Γ(M^′) consists of exactly one more element than Γ(M), namely H. Furthermore, H is incomparable to every element of Γ(M) except ∅. Hence, Möbius function of Γ(M^′) have the same value as Möbius function of Γ(M), except at ∅ and {H}. Therefore using Equation (1.2), we will have

Vol(P_M′ ) − Vol(P_M) = Vol(P_∅) − Vol(P_{{H}})

(4.1) = 1 n! [ δ_⪯(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) − δ_⪯(1^d010^{n−d−1}) ] (4.2)

Since δ_⪯(1^{d+1}0^{n−1}) = δ_⪯(1^d010^{n−d−1}) + δ(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}), the above expression simplifies as

Vol(P_M′ ) − Vol(P_M) = δ(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) n! (4.3) □ Theorem 1.3 also implies that if two matroids have isomorphic relaxations, then the volumes of their base polytopes are equal. This is the case with the matroids R_6 and Q_6. It also implies that if two matroids are relaxations of the same matroid, then the volumes of base polytopes of these relaxations are equal. This is the case with the matroids R_8 and F_8.

A matroid M of rank d + 1 on the ground set �n� is called sparse paving if each subset of �n� of size d + 1 is either a basis or a circuit-hyperplane.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since the only cyclic flats of M_α are the circuit-hyperplanes, say {H_i}^α_{i=1}. The lattice of cyclic flats of M_α is a rank 2 lattice with atoms H_i’s. Now using Equation (1.2), we get

Vol(P_{Mα} ) = 1 n! [_α∑ i=1 δ_⪯(1^d010^{n−d−1}) − (α − 1)δ_⪯(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) ] (4.4)

Since δ_⪯(1^{d+1}0^{n−1}) = δ_⪯(1^d010^{n−d−1}) + δ(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}), the above expression simplifies to

Vol(P_M) = 1 n! [ − αδ(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) + δ_⪯(1^{d+1}0^{n−d}) ] (4.5)

By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we have = 1 n! [ − α ( n − 1 d ) + A_{n,d} ] (4.6) □ This proof can also be seen as an inductive application of Theorem 1.2. Since we can take a connected sparse paving matroid polytope with α circuit-hyperplanes, and relax each circuit-hyperplane one by one, to get a uniform matroid.

Example 4.1. Consider M(K_4), the complete graphic matroid on �5�. It is a connected sparse paving matroid of rank d + 1 = 3 with α = 4 hyperplanes. In this case, the volume is given by

Vol(P_{M(K4 )}) = 1 5 (A_{5,2} − 4 ( 4 2 ) ) (4.7) = 1 5 (66 − 4 · 6) = 42 5! (4.8)

Remark 4.2. Connected sparse paving matroids are split matroids in the sense of [JS17]. They showed that the split flacets of such a matroid M are the same as the faces defined by cyclic flats. These faces can be written as h_F ∩ △_{d+1,n+1} where F is a cyclic flat. This implies that we get the polytope P_M by peeling off the polytopes h^≥_F ∩ △_{d+1,n+1}, each of which has volume^1_{n!} (_{n−1} d ) . Therefore, their result also implies Theorem 1.2,

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my supervisor, Graham Denham for his encouragement and helpful comments. And also for pointing out to me papers of Ardila, Benedetti and Doker [ABD10], and Ardila, Fink and Rincon [AFR10]. I would also like to thank Federico Ardila for encouragement and guiding comments. We also thank Jorn van der Pol for pointing out the paper of Joswig and Schröter [JS17] along with the Remark 4.2.

References

[Ard03] Ardila, Federico, The Catalan matroid, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A, 104, (2003), no. 1, 49–62, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0097-3165(03)00121-3.

[ABD10] Ardila, Federico and Benedetti, Carolina and Doker, Jeffrey, Matroid polytopes and their volumes, Discrete Comput. Geom., 43, (2010), no. 4, 841–854, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-009-9232-9.

[AFR10] Ardila, Federico and Fink, Alex and Rincón, Felipe, Valuations for matroid polytope subdivisions, Canad. J. Math., 62, (2010), no. 6, 1228–1245, https://doi.org/10.4153/CJM-2010-064-9.

[AK06] Ardila, Federico and Klivans, Caroline J., The Bergman complex of a matroid and phylogenetic trees, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 96, (2006), no. 1, 38–49, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jctb.2005.06.004.

[BS11] Bidkhori, Hoda and Sullivant, Seth, Eulerian-Catalan numbers, Electron. J. Combin.,18, (2011), no. 1, 187, 10.

[Bry75] Brylawski, Thomas H., An affine representation for transversal geometries, Studies in Appl. Math.,54, (1975), bo. 2, 143–160, https://doi.org/10.1002/sapm1975542143.

[BJR09] Billera, Louis J. and Jia, Ning and Reiner, Victor, A quasisymmetric function for matroids, European J. Combin., 30, (2009), no. 8, 1727–1757, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2008.12.007.

[DF10] Derksen, Harm and Fink, Alex, Valuative invariants for polymatroids, Adv. Math. 225, (2010), no. 4, 1840–1892, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2010.04.016.

[FS05] Feichtner, Eva Maria and Sturmfels, Bernd, Matroid polytopes, nested sets and Bergman fans, Port. Math. (N.S.), 62, (2005), no. 4, 437–468.

[Ham17] Hampe, Simon, The intersection ring of matroids, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 122, (2017), 578–614, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jctb.2016.08.004.

[JS17] Joswig, Michael and Schröter, Benjamin, Matroids from hypersimplex splits, J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A, 151, (2017), 254–284, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcta.2017.05.001. [L06] Lawrence J. Three Rings of Polyhedral Simple Functions, J Res Natl Inst Stand Technol, (2006), no. 111(2), 127134, doi:10.6028/jres.111.012.

[LP07] Lam, Thomas and Postnikov, Alexander, Alcoved polytopes. I, Discrete Comput. Geom., 38, (2007), no. 3, 453–478, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-006-1294-3.

[Ox11] Oxley, James, Matroid theory, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2011. [Pos09] Postnikov, Alexander, Permutohedra, associahedra, and beyond, Int. Math. Res. Not.

IMRN, (2009), no. 6, 1026–1106, https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnn153.

[St12] Stanley, Richard P., Enumerative combinatorics. Volume 1, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 49, Second ed., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, (2012),.

[Zei95] Ziegler, Günter M., Lectures on polytopes, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995.

Mathematics Department, University of Western Ontario, London, Ontario, Canada E-mail address: aashra9@gmail.com