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REPRESENTATIONS OF MATROIDS AND FREE RESOLUTIONS

FOR MULTIGRADED MODULES

ALEXANDRE B. TCHERNEV

ABSTRACT. Let k be a field, let R = k[z1,...,2zm] be a polynomial ring with
the standard Z™-grading (multigrading), let L be a Noetherian multigraded
R-module, and let Ei> G — L — 0 be a finite free multigraded presen-
tation of L over R. Given a choice S of a multihomogeneous basis of E, we
construct an explicit canonical finite free multigraded resolution Te(®, S) of
the R-module L. In the case of monomial ideals our construction recovers
the Taylor resolution. A main ingredient of our work is a new linear algebra
construction of independent interest, which produces from a representation ¢
over k of a matroid M a canonical finite complex of finite dimensional k-vector
spaces Te(¢) that is a resolution of Ker ¢. We also show that the length of
Te(¢) and the dimensions of its components are combinatorial invariants of
the matroid M, and are independent of the representation map ¢.
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INTRODUCTION

In her thesis [14], Diana Taylor constructs an explicit finite free resolution for
an arbitrary monomial ideal. Even though the Taylor resolution is generally non-
minimal, its canonical combinatorial description has turned this construction into
one of the main tools in the study of the homological structure and combinatorics
of monomial ideals. It is therefore a natural and important question whether a
similarly explicit construction exists in the more general setting of multigraded
modules. The difficulty of studying resolutions of mutigraded modules is apparent
from the fact that most of the published work in this area deals exclusively with
homological properties of monomial ideals, and until recently there were only a few
general results available on the structure of free resolutions of multigraded mod-
ules that are not cyclic: Lescot [8] shows that the multigraded Poincaré series of a
multigraded module is rational, the papers of Bruns and Herzog [2] and Iyengar [7]
provide bounds for the shifts in a minimal multigraded resolution, and the papers
of Santoni [13], Charalambous [3], and Rémer [12] provide bounds for the Betti
numbers of a multigraded module. In the last five years however there has been
an increased interest in the study of the homological properties of multigraded
modules. The papers of Yanagawa [19, 20, 21] introduce and study the class of
squarefree multigraded modules. The work of Romer [11] introduced the Alexan-
der duality functor for squarefree modules; at the same time and independently
Miller [9] defined Alexander duality for arbitrary multigraded modules and used
his breakthrough to exhibit the fundamental correspondence between minimal free
and minimal injective resolutions of multigraded modules. These results provide a
wonderful insight into the homological structure of multigraded modules, and they
also make the problem of finding an explicit construction for free resolutions even
more interesting because a solution would automatically provide via Alexander du-
ality an explicit construction for injective resolutions. Along the lines of explicit
constructions, starting with a minimal free presentation of a multigraded module
Charalambous and Deno [4] compute the module of second syzygies, while Char-
alambous and Tchernev [5] introduce the notion of a generic multigraded module
and construct explicitly the entire minimal free resolution of such a generic module.

The main goal of this paper is to address the still remaining question on the exis-
tence of an explicit free resolution for an arbitrary Noetherian multigraded module,
and to answer it in the affirmative. The principal tool for achieving such an ex-
plicit description is a new construction of a complex of vector spaces that lies at
the crossroads of matroid theory and multilinear algebra, and has the potential
for applications to both of these fields, as well as to other areas such as group
representation theory. The properties of this new complex give a strong indica-
tion that there are two main combinatorial ingredients determining the structure
of the minimal free resolution of a Noetherian multigraded module L. The first
ingredient is, as expected from the case of monomial ideals, the combinatorics of
the multidegrees of a (fixed) set of minimal generators of the first syzygy module
of L. The second ingredient, which is new but probably not very surprising, are
the combinatorial properties of the matroid asociated with this fixed set of minimal
generators. What is surprising however, is that our construction makes it possible
to obtain an explicit description of the interaction between these two ingredients;
a more detailed investigation of this interaction in a generic situation is carried out
in [6].
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To describe the results of the present article in more detail, let k be a field, let W
be a finite dimensional k-vector space, let S be a finite set, let Ug be the k-vector
space with basis the set of symbols {e, | a € S}, and let ¢: Us — W be a vector
space homomorphism. We construct in a canonical way a finite complex To(¢) of
finite dimensional k-vector spaces that we call the T-complex of ¢. The length of
this complex and the ranks of the vector spaces in it depend only on the matroid
M on S that is represented by the map ¢, and not on the actual map ¢. The
T-complex T, (¢) behaves very well with respect to the operations contraction and
restriction of matroids, and the first main result of this paper, Theorem 6.5, states
that this complex is a resolution of the kernel Ker(¢).

In the process of defining T(¢) we introduce for each subset A C S a certain
multiplicity vector space Sa(¢), which appears to capture subtle combinatorial
properties of the matroid M, and seems to be of independent interest. For example,
we show in Theorem 10.5 that S (¢) # 0 if and only if A is a connected dependent
set in M. Furthermore, a consequence of Theorem 6.5 is that the dimension of
Sa(¢) is an invariant of the matroid M, and is independent of the presentation ¢.
The space S4(¢) has a natural system of generators indexed by a certain collection
Cwm(A) of maximal chains of flats in the dual matroid M*, and it is a very interesting
open question whether the corresponding representable matroid on the set Cp(A)
is independent of the representation map ¢.

Next, let R = Kk[z1,...,2,] be a polynomial ring with the usual Z™-grading
(multigrading), let L be a multigraded Noetherian R-module, let

E2G—IL-—0

be a finite free (not necessarily minimal) multigraded presentation of L over R,
and let S be a multihomogeneous basis of E. Consider k as an R-module via the
canonical projection R — k that sends each variable z; to the identity element
1 €k, and let ¢ =k ®p ®. By a standard procedure we use the multidegrees of the
elements in S to transform the complex of vector spaces To(¢) into a complex of
multigraded free R-modules To(®, S) that we call the T-resolution of the pair (P, S).
This complex is non-minimal in general, even if the presentation ® is minimal. Its
length, and the ranks of the free modules in To(®,S) are completely determined
by the rank of L and by the matroid M(®,S) on the set S represented by the
map ¢. When the matroid M(®, S) is a uniform matroid, the complex T, (®, S) is
canonically isomorphic to the Buchsbaum-Rim-Taylor complex from [5]; in partic-
ular we recover the usual Taylor resolution of a monomial ideal. The second main
result of this paper, Theorem 7.5, is that the T-resolution of (®,.5) is always a free
multigraded resolution of the R-module L.

It should be emphasized that different choices for the basis S produce in gen-
eral nonisomorphic matroids M(®, S), and also nonisomoprhic T-resolutions. It is
certainly an important open problem to analyze whether there exists an optimal
choice of S, and what are the properties of a “generic” choice of S.

This paper is written from the point of view of a commutative algebraist. Thus,
while we employ many concepts and results from matroid theory, an attempt has
been made to have a self-contained presentation of these facts. In particular we
review all relevant definitions about matroids, and we have included the proofs of
all facts about matroids that appear after Section 1, even when a reference was
available in the literature. The material is organized as follows.
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In the first part of the paper, Section 1 through Section 5, we introduce all the
objects necessary to define the T-complex T4(¢) and its augmentation Ts(¢) . The
content is mostly of definitions, and should make for a relatively easy and smooth
reading. More specifically, in Section 1 we review the basic notions from matroid
theory that we will need, and in Section 2 we reintroduce (under a slightly different
name) the somewhat neglected in the literature notion of a T-flat of a matroid and
discuss its most basic properties; we also define the T-parts of a T-flat. In Section 3
we consider a representation ¢ of a matroid M on a set S, and for each subset A
of S we define its multiplicity space. We also introduce the notions of T-space,
multiplication maps, and diagonal maps. In Section 4 we construct the maps ¢~/
that will be the building blocks for the differentials of the complexes To(¢) and
To(¢)". Finally, in Section 5 we give the definitions of the complex To(¢) and of
its augmentation Ty ().

Sections 6 and 7 constitute the second part of the paper. They are meant to
serve as a reference to a reader who is not interested in the technical details of the
proofs, but would like a good overview of the essential features of our constructions.
In Section 6 we state all the main properties of the complexes To(¢p) and To(¢))™.
In Section 7 we apply these results to construct from a finite free multigraded
presentation ® : E — G of a Noetherian multigraded module L and a chosen
multihomogeneous basis S of F a finite free multigraded complex T, (®, S) and to
prove in our second main result that this complex is a free resolution of L.

In the next part of the article we work towards the proofs of all results stated
in Section 6. In Section 8 we study the behavior of T-flats under restriction and
contraction. Section 9 is devoted to the structure of the T-parts of a T-flat, while
Section 10 explores the relationship between connectedness properties of T-flats
and the dimension of their multiplicity spaces. Section 11 provides key results on
the behavior of multiplicity spaces under restriction and contraction.

From Section 12 and on we plunge into the most technical part of the paper, and
we prove that Te(¢) and Te(¢)" are indeed complexes. The hard work continues
in Sections 13 and 14, where we relate the T-complex of ¢ with the T-complex of
a contraction of ¢. This provides all the facts that are needed in Section 15 to
complete the proof of our first main result, namely that the T-complex of ¢ and its
augmentation are resolutions of Ker(¢) and of Coker(¢), respectively.

I would like to thank Hara Charalambous, Bernd Sturmfels, Jerzy Weyman,
and Thomas Zaslavski for very useful conversations on questions related to the
material in this paper. Their comments contributed to my better understanding of
the structures involved, and helped greatly improve the presentation in this article.

We conclude this section with some remarks on notation. Throughout this paper
k is a field, vector spaces are over k, and unadorned tensor operations are over k.
For a finite dimensional vector space X we denote by A X its top non-zero exterior
power. We will often use that an exact sequence 0 — X S5 Y —Z—0 of
finite dimensional vector spaces induces a canonical isomorphism A X @ A Z 2 AY
given by the formula z; A~ Az, ®Z1 A AZg—> 1 A---Axp Az1 A+ --ANzqg Where
p=dim X, ¢ = dim Z, and each z; is an element of Y mapping onto z;. Finally, if
Ce = (Ci,1;) is a chain complex, its shift C[k|e is the complex (C[k];, ¥[k];) with
Clk)i = Ciyr and Y[k]; = (—1) it
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1. MATROIDS

For the convenience of the reader and to establish our notation we recall here
some notions and facts from matroid theory that will be needed. For further details
and proofs the reader is refered to an introductory textbook on matroids such as
[18] or [10]. We also note that for completeness (and in many cases due to lack of
appropriate references) throughout the paper we provide a proof for every result
on matroids that we use but have not mentioned in this section.

1.1. Basics. A matroid M on a finite set S is given by a nonempty collection I of
subsets of S that satisfies the following two properties:

(1) X CY and Y €1 then X €1;
(2) I X,Y €1, and |Y| = | X|+1 then there is y € Y\ X such that XU{y} € L.

The matroid M is called the empty matroid if S = @ and I = {@}. The sets
in I are refered to as the independent sets of the matroid M. A base of M is a
maximal independent set. The matroid M is completely determined by specifying
the collection B of its bases. A set is dependent if it is not independent. A circuit
of M is a minimal dependent subset of S. Again, M is completely determined by
specifying the collection of its circuits. The rank in M of a subset A of S is the
number Y = max{|I| | I C A, € I}. Tt is clear that

<Al

with equality precisely when A is independent. When there can be no confusion,
we will omit the superscript M. For any A, B C S we have

TA+7TB 2 TAUB +TANB
and clearly r4 < rp when A C B. We define the level of A C S to be the integer
EAzﬁfXI: |A|—7°}>(I—1.

In particular, a set A is dependent if and only if £4 > 0. The closure in M of a
subset A C S is the (unique) maximal subset A“™M of S that contains A and has
the same rank as A. When there can be no confusion we will simply write AC.
The set A is closed or a flat in M if the closure of A is A. The intersection of
flats is a flat. A maximal proper flat of M is called a hyperplane. Every proper
flat of M is an intersection of hyperplanes of M. A flat B is a cover for a flat A
if A C B and there are no other flats between A and B. It is clear this happens if
and only if rg = r4 + 1. Furthermore, if B and C are distinct covers for A then
their intersection is a flat containing A hence equals A; thus the sets B ~. A and
C ~\ A are disjoint. Also, since every element x € S ~\ A belongs to a cover of A,
the union of the covers of A equals S. Therefore, if Ay,..., Ay are all the distinct
covers of A, we obtain a disjoint union

(1.1) SNA=(A1NA) U U4 N A).

1.2. Minors, duality, connected components. Let Y be a subset of S. The re-
striction of M to Y is the matroid M|Y on the set Y with collection of independent
sets IIY = {I| I CY, I €1}. It follows that for A CY one has

M|Y M
TA =T4 .

A subset A C Y is a flat of M|Y if and only if A = A NY. The contraction of M
to Y is the matroid M.Y on Y with collection of independent sets 1.Y defined as
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follows. A subset I C Y is independent in M.Y if I U J € I for every independent
subset J C S\ Y. For a subset A CY we have

Y = T}X[U(S\Y) -8ty
A subset A C Y is a flat of M.Y precisely when AU(S\Y) is a flat of M. A minor
of M is a matroid obtained from M by a sequence of restrictions and contractions.
The dual matroid of M is the matroid M* on S with collection of bases given
by B* = {B| S~ B € B}. We have

(1.2) I — |A|—rg~/[+rg/[\A = rgA*—Zg/I\A—l.

We also have M*|T = (ML.T)* and M*.T = (M|T)*. Tt is straightforward from
the rank formula for M* that a set C' is a circuit of M if and only if S~ C'is a
hyperplane of M*.

Let M7 be a matroid on a set Sy, and let My be a matroid on a set S;. Then
M +M, is the matroid on the set S7U.S5 where a subset A C S711.55 is independent
in M +Mo, if and only if the sets ANS; and ANSy are independent in My and Mo,
respectively. Thus if M is a matroid on S, and M = M; + M5 then S = 57 U S,,
and M; = M|Sy, and My = M|Ss. Tt is immediate in this case that a subset C C S
is a circuit of M if and only if it is a circuit of either My or My, and, furthermore,
for a subset A C S one has

M _ M, M,
T4 =Tans, TTAAS,:

A matroid M is called connected if it is not a sum of two nonempty matroids.
A subset Y C S is called connected in M if the matroid MY is connected. In
particular S is connected in M precisely when M is connected. It is also straight-
forward from the definitions that a circuit is connected. The maximal connected
subsets of Y are called the connected components of Y in M. The operation sum of
matroids is associative and commutative. If Y3,... Y} are subsets of Y such that
M|Y = M|Y; + -+ + MY}, then we write Y =Y, @ --- @ V). It is clear in that
case we also have for any subset A C Y that

(1.3) TA=TAny; T+ Tany,-

A convenient criterion which we will use often in the sequel without explicit refer-
enceisthat Y =Y1®--- @Y, ifandonly if Y = YiU---UY, and ry = ry, +- - -+71y,.
See Proposition 16.10 for the proof.

1.3. Representations. Let M be a matroid on S. Let W be a k-vector space,
and let ¢: S — W be a function of sets. We will abuse notation and write ¢ also
for the canonically induced homomorphism of vector spaces

¢: Us — W,

where U = Ug is the k-vector space with basis the set of symbols {e, | a € S}. We
write V = V(¢) = Im ¢ for the corresponding vector subspace of W. For a subset
I of S we denote by U; the span in U of the set {e; | i € I}, and by V; = Vi(¢)
the span in W (hence in V') of the set {¢(i) | ¢ € I'}; thus V7 is simply the image
under ¢ of Uy. Given a € I we always denote by e the element of the dual space
Uj such that e’ (e,) = 1 and ej(e;) = 0 for j € I \ {a}. We will often write U,,
Va, and S\ a instead of Uyqy, Viqy, and S\ {a}, respectively.
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The map ¢ is called a representation of the matroid M (over the field k) if
a subset A C S is independent in M precisely when |A] = dimg V4. If ¢ is a
representation of M then clearly r; = dimy V7.

Let ¢ be a representation of M. For a subset Y C S let ¢|Y be the restriction
of ¢ to the subspace Uy. Then

Y: Uy — W

is a representation of the matroid M|Y", and we obviously have for any subset A of Y’
that Va(¢) = Va(¢|Y); in particular Vy-(¢) = V(¢|Y). Note that if Y = Y U - -LUY},
then

PY = ¢lY1+ -+ ¢|Vi;

if in addition Y =Y, @ - - - @Y}, then the formula (1.3) yields for any subset A CY
the direct sum decomposition of vector spaces

Va=Vary, @ ® Vany,-

Also, let ¢.Y = wfﬁ o (¢|Y), where ﬂ'?}: W — W = W/Vs_y(¢) is the canonical
projection (when ¢ and/or Y are clear from the context, we will write my or simply
7 instead of 7T$) Then

¢.Y: Uy — W

is a representation of the matroid M.Y.

1.4. Group actions. Let M be a matroid on a set S. We say that a group H
acting on the set S also acts on the matroid M if the collection of independent sets
I is invariant under the action of H on S. It is clear in this case that if h € H and
A is a circuit (respectively, base, flat, dependent set) of M then so is h(A). Since a
base of the dual matroid M* is the complement of a base of M, it follows that H
acts on M* as well.

Let H be a group acting on M, and let ¢: Ugs — W be a representation of M
over a field k. If in addition H also acts by linear transformations on the vector
spaces Ug and W so that for every h € H and every a € S one has

h’(ea) = X(ha a)eh(a)

for some (necessarily nonzero) scalar x(h,a) € k, and so that the map ¢ is H-
equivariant, then we say that ¢ is an H -equivariant representation of the matroid
M. In that case for every h € H and every A C S we have canonical isomorphisms
h: Uas — Upay and h: Va — Via), as well as h, = (R=1)*: Vi — V.

Example 1.4. Let M be the matroid on S with I consisting of all subsets of S of
size less than or equal to . M is called the uniform matroid of rank r on S. It is
clear that a subset A C S is a base of M precisely when |A| = r, and is a circuit
precisely when |A| = r+ 1. Also, r4 = min{r,|A4|} and {4 = max{—1,|A4| —r —1}.

Example 1.5. Let S = {1,2,3,4}, let W = Q?, and let v; and 72 be the standard
basis vectors of W. Define ¢: S — W by letting ¢ (i) be the ith column of

11 1 1
M= <1 1 2 3) '
Thus the corresponding map ¢: Ugs — W is given by M. Let M be the matroid
represented by ¢. Then the circuits of M are {1,2}, {1, 3,4}, and {2, 3,4}.
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2. T-FLATS

For the rest of the paper M denotes a matroid on a finite set .S, and all sets
considered are subsets of S.

The main goal of this section is to recall (under a slightly different name) the
somewhat neglected in the literature notion of a T-flat of M. Its importance
for us lies in the fact that the collection of T-flats provides the most convenient
canonical indexing set for the components of the complex To(®P, S) from Section 7,
which generalizes to the setting of multigraded modules the Taylor resolution of a
monomial ideal. The study of the collection of T-flats of a matroid goes back to the
papers of Tutte [16] and [17] who refers to T-flats of level n > 0 as “flats of M” or as
“n~-cells of M”. From our point of view the flats terminology is more appropriate.
Unfortunately, in modern language the term “flat of M” has taken on a different
and well established meaning. Thus we decided on “T-flat” as a smallest deviation
from “flat” with the “T” intended as a reference to both Tutte, and Taylor.

Definition 2.1. (a) A set A is called a T-flat of M if and only if S\ A is a proper
flat of the dual matroid M*.

(b) When n > 0 we write 7, = T,,(M) for the collection of T-flats of level n in
M. We also write 7_1 = 7-1(M) for the collection of 1-element subsets of S.

The following observations are essentially due to Tutte [16].

Remarks 2.2. ([16]). Let A be a T-flat in M of level n.

(a) Then S\ A is a proper flat in M* of rank rg/l\*A = rg/l* —n —1. In particular
n > 0, and when n = 0 the flat S~ A is a hyperplane in M* hence A is a circuit
of M. Thus the T-flats in M of smallest level all have level 0 and are nothing but
the circuits of M.

(b) Let n > 1, and let B C A be a T-flat. Then S~ A C S~ B, hence a
straightforward application of (1.2) yields /¥ < n — 1 with equality precisely when
S~ B is a cover for S~ A in M*, that is, when B is a maximal T-flat properly
contained in A. Therefore the T-flats of M that are maximal with respect to the
property of being properly contained in A are precisely the T-flats of level n — 1
contained in A.

(c) It is immediate from parts (a) and (b) that a T-flat is minimal if and only if
it is a circuit, and that every chain of maximal length of T-flats contained inside A
has the form

70 cC--- gj(n) —A
where for each i the set I is a T-flat of level i.

(d) Let n > 1 and let Ay, ..., A be all the T-flats of level n — 1 contained in A.

Applying part (b) and (1.1) yields a natural partition of A as a disjoint union

(2.3) A=ILU---UlL,

where I; = A~ A; for each 1.

(e) Since S \ A is a proper flat in M* precisely when it is an intersection of
hyperplanes of M*, it is immediate from part (a) that A is a T-flat precisely when
it is a union of circuits of M. In particular, unions of T-flats are T-flats.

(f) Let A = {a} be a singleton, i.e. A € 7T_1(M). Note that £4 < 0 with equality
if and only if A is dependent, in which case A is a circuit. (An element a € S such
that {a} is a dependent is called a loop of M.) Thus A is an element of both 7o(M)
and 7_1(M) if and only if A = {a} for some loop a € S. It is clear that this is
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the only case when two sets 7;(M) and 7;(M) with —1 < i < j have a nontrivial
intersection.

Definition 2.4. Let A be a T-flat in M of level n, and let Ay, ..., Ag be all elements
of T,—1(M) contained in A.

(a) We refer to the sets I; = A\ A; as the T-parts of the T-flat A.

(b) When n > 1 the natural partition (2.3) is called the T-partition of A.

Remark 2.5. Let H be a group acting on M, and let h € H. It is clear that if
I is an element of T, (M) (respectively, a T-part of a T-flat A), then h(I) is an
element of T, (M) (repsectively, a T-part of the T-flat h(A)). In particular, h sends
the T-partition of a T-flat A into the T-partition of the T-flat h(A).

The following proposition provides an alternative description of the T-flats of
the matroid M.

Proposition 2.6. Let A be a set of level n > 1.

Then A is a T-flat if and only if it has a decomposition A = Iy U --- U I, such
that Aj = AN I; is a T-flat of level n — 1 for each j. In that case Ai,..., Ay are
all the T-flats of M of level n — 1 that are contained in A.

Proof. The “only if” part of the proposition is immediate from Remark 2.2(b). To
show the “if” part, assume A = I; U-- U, with A; = A~ I; a T-flat of level n —1
for each j. Since n > 1, we must have k£ > 2. Then A = A; U A5, and since each
A, is a T-flat the desired conclusion follows by Remark 2.2(c). O

Example 2.7. Let M be the uniform matroid of rank  on the set S as in Exam-
ple 1.4. Tt is clear that a subset A C S is a T-flat of level n > 0 in M if and only if
|A] = n+r+ 1. Therefore when n > 1 and A is a T-flat of level n the T-parts of
A are all the 1-element subsets of A.

Example 2.8. Let M be the matroid from Example 1.5. The T-flats of M are:
level 0: {1,2},{1,3,4},{2,3,4}
level 1:  {1,2,3,4}.

In particular, {1,2,3,4} = {3,4} {2} U {1} is the T-partition of the only T-flat of
positive level in M.

3. MULTIPLICITY SPACES, T-SPACES, DIAGONAL MAPS

In this section ¢: Ug — W is a representation over a field k of a matroid M
on a finite set S.

Our main goal is to introduce in Definition 3.3 the multiplicity space Sa(¢) of a
set A. This is a new object, which appears to encode subtle combinatorial properties
of the matroid M|A. A detailed investigation of the properties of these multiplicity
spaces will be carried out in later sections. For us their significance lies in the fact
that the multiplicity space of a set A of level n > 0 measures the contribution of A
to the component of homological degree n in the complex T, (¢). We also introduce
in Definition 3.6 the diagonal maps between mutiplicity spaces. These maps are the
essential ingredients out of which the differentials of the complex T, (¢) are built.

We begin by introducing the following objects associated with a T-flat I.
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Definition 3.1. (a) Let I be a T-flat of level n. We write
Om(I) = {19 ¢ ... 1™ =T | where I € T; for each i > 0}

for the collection of all maximal chains of T-flats contained in the T-flat 7. When
there can be no confusion we will write simply C'(I).

(b) Let T be a chain I® C ... € 1™ in C(I). When n = 0 then T is the only
element of C'(I), and we set V(I) = SoW = k. When n > 1 we define the vector
subspace V(I) C S, of the nth symmetric power of W as

V(H) = (Vl(l)\l(o) n V](o)) EEPOR (Vj(n)\I(nfl) n ‘G(n—l)),
where the product of these vector spaces is taken in the symmetric algebra of W.

Remark 3.2. Since the levels of () and IV differ by exactly one, a straight-
forward computation shows that each space V;uy -1 N Via-1) is either 0 or is
1-dimensional. Therefore the space V(I) is either 0 or is 1-dimensional. This ob-
servation is refined further in Remark 9.2

We are now ready to give the definition of multiplicity space.

Definition 3.3. Let I C S be a set of level n.
(a) If I is not a T-flat then we set Sy(¢) = 0. If T is a T-flat, then we set

Si(@) = > V(D).
1eC(I)
We call the space S;(¢) the multiplicity space of the dependent set I. When there
can be no confusion, we simply write S;.
(b) When n > 0 we set

Ti(¢) = Si(¢)* @ AU @ AVi(¢)*

and call the space T7(¢) the T-space of I. When there can be no confusion, we
simply write T7.

(c) Note that when A = {a} is an element of 75(M) then we have by Re-
mark 3.4(a) that S% =k* =k, also AU4 = U,, and V4 = 0 hence A Vi =k; thus
for the T-space Ty we have Ty =k ® U, ® k = U,. We extend this identification
to all 1-element subsets of S by setting

Ta(¢) =Ta=U,
for every element A = {a} € T_1(M).

Remarks 3.4. Let I be a T-flat of level n.

(a) When n = 0 there is exactly one chain I in C(I), thus S; = V(I) = SoW =k.

(b) We should note that the T-space of I is essentially the dual of S; tensored
with a copy of the field k; in particular the dimensions of 77 and S; are the same.
The special form of T is what turns out to be necessary in order to define in a
canonical way the differentials in our complex Ty ().

(¢) While the multiplicity space Sy(¢) clearly depends on the representation ¢, we
will show that its dimension is an invariant of the matroid M|/, and is independent
of the representation map ¢.

(d) The collection of spaces V(I) determine in a natural way a representation of
a certain matroid on the set of chains Chi(I). It is a very interesting open question
whether this matroid is in fact independent of the representation map ¢.
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Remarks 3.5. Let ¢ be an H-equivariant representation of M, and let h € H.
(a) If Tis a chain 1) C ... C I in C(I) then we obtain that h(I) is a chain
h(I(O)) c---C h(I("))

in the set C'(h(I)). In particular, h induces a bijection of the sets C(I) and C'(h()).

(b) The action of h on W induces canonically an automorphism of the symm-
metric algebra of W. Furtermore, if T is a chain (9 C --. C I(™ in C(I), then h
induces for each ¢ > 1 an isomorphism

h: Vie-y NVioga-ny — Vh([(i—l)) N Vh([(i))\h(l(i—l)).

Thus h induces an isomorphism of the spaces V(I) and V (h(I)), hence also an
isomorphism
h: S[(¢) — Sh([)((b)
of multiplicity spaces.
(c) Let I be a T-flat of level n. We have an isomorphism h: T7(¢) — Tj(1)(¢)
given by

h @ARQ@AR

Ty =S; @ AU @ AV} Siiry ® AUy @ AV = Ty

where we write h, for (h=1)*.

We conclude this section with the definition of the multiplication maps and the
diagonal maps. These maps are the essential ingredient of the differentials in the
complex To (o).

Definition 3.6. Let I be a T-flat of level n > 1 and let J C I be a T-flat of level
n — 1. Multiplication in the symmetric algebra of W induces an injective map
v: (V] n V]\J) ®S; — Sy.

which we call the multiplication map. Summing over all T-flats of level n — 1 in I,
we obtain a surjective map with the same name

(3.7) @ VinVie)®8S; — S

JETn-1
JCI

Taking duals we obtain a surjective map
A ST — (VynViy) ®S5

which we refer to as the diagonal map, and an injective map with the same name

(3.8) Si S P NV es;
JETn-1
JCI

Remark 3.9. Let ¢ be H-equivariant representation of M, and let h € H. Let I
be a T-flat of level n > 1, and let J be a T-flat of level n — 1 contained inside I.
It is straightforward to verify that the map h: Sr — Sp(;) from Remark 3.5(c)
commutes with the multiplication maps v, thus setting h, = (h™1)* yields a
commutative diagram

* A * *
S —— VinVies) @585

h*l lh*@)h*

* A * *
wy > (Vaeny N Vay~n(n)” ® Sk
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with vertical maps that are isomorphism.

Example 3.10. Let ¢: Us — W be a representation of the uniform matroid M
of rank r on S, and let V' = Im ¢. Then for each T-flat I of level n in M we clearly
have Vi = V. Furthermore,

Sr(¢) = S, V.

Indeed, this is trivially true when n = 0. When n > 1 by Example 2.7 the T-flats
of level n — 1 in I are all sets of the form J = I \ {a} for some a € I, therefore we
have ZDJeTn,l VinVies =2 wer VicaNVa =3 1 Va = Vi = V. The desired

equality now follows by induction on n in view of the surjectivity of (3.7).

Example 3.11. Let ¢: Us — W be the representation of the matroid M from
Examples 1.5 and 2.8. Let {77,743} be the basis of W* dual to the standard basis
of W. Then we have

St12.34y = Vingy NV a4y + Vinsay N Viey + Vigzay N Viny = Vi oy,
therefore for the T-spaces of the T-flats of M we obtain
T{LQ} = Q ® /\2U{112} ® ‘/{*112}
=Q- <1 ®e12 ® (M +”Yz)*>

Tasay =Q® AU sy @ N2W
= Q- (1®e13a ®75a)

Traz4y = Q@ A°Ugz 3.4y ® AW
= Q- (1 ®e21®73)

Trip34) = S{i234 ® NU 2,34y @ N2W?
=Q-{(11+72)" ®e1231 ® o)

where we use the shorthand z,, ., for z,, A--- A z4,. The remaining nonzero
T-spaces of M are, for trivial reasons, Ty = Uy =Q-e; fori=1,2,3,4.

4. THE HOMOMORPHISMS ¢!/

As in the previous section, we fix a representation ¢ : Ug — W over k of
a matroid M on a finite set S. Our goal is to introduce in Definition 4.2 for
every T-flat I of level n and for every element J € 7,,_1(M) contained inside I a
homomorphism between T-spaces

on’: Ti(¢) — Ts(9).

The maps ¢’ will be used in the next section as the building blocks of the differ-
entials of the complex To(¢). First, we establish the following notation.

Definition 4.1. Let J C I be subsets of S.
(a) We define the space K;; by the formula

Kry=Vi/Vj.
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(b) Since Vi = V; + V;; we have a natural commutative diagram

0 —— VinVrys S Vies Kig —— 0
<| <| -|
0o —— V; < Vi Kig —— 0

with exact rows; we use it to identify canonically Ky and Vi ;/(V; N Vi ).
(c) We have a natural diagonal isomorphism

0 =013 7\U] — /O\U[\J®7\UJ
and a canonical isomorphism
a=aM: AV — AK;;, @AV

induced by the bottom row of the commutative diagram from Part (b) above.

(d) Let I be a T-flat of level n > 1, and let J be a T-flat of level n — 1 inside 1.
Recall from Remark 3.2 that the space V; N Vi s is either 0 or has dimension 1.
In particular, the top row of the commutative diagram from Part (b) induces a
canonical homomorphism

b=by: (VynViw) @AK;, — AV,
which is zero when V; N V;; =0, and is an isomorphism otherwise.
We are now ready to state the desired definition.

Definition 4.2. Let I be a T-flat of level n > 0, and let J be an element of
Trn—1(M) contained inside I. We define a homomorphism

on’: Tr(¢) — Ty(¢)

as follows.
(a) When n = 0 the T-flat I is a circuit and J = {a}, hence I \ a is independent
with V; = Vi ,. Furthermore S;(¢)* =k* =k and T;(¢) = U,, and we define the

homomorphism (;5711‘] = (bé’a . Ty — U, as the composition
St AU @AV}

126®1

k® (U, @ AUra) @ AVF,

T

AUra @ AVE_,®U,

APBIR1

AVia®@AVE )@ U,

ne1

Ua

where p: X ® X* — k is the canonical evaluation map, and 7 is the isomorphism
which simply permutes the components of the tensor product as indicated.
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(b) When n > 1 then J is a T-flat of level n — 1 and we define the map ¢2” as
the composition

ARI® bdNPp®R1
A®sga borésl,

Qrs(¢) —— Ris(9) Sri(¢) —Z Ty(9)

Q1 =(VynViy) @85 ® (AU, @ AUS) @ (AKf; @ AVy),
Ry = [(VinViy)* @ AK} ;] @ AU @ (S50 AU, @ AVY),
St =AV @AV ® Ty,

the map A: ST — (V;NVios)* ® S7 is the diagonal map from Definition 3.6,
and the map A¢: AUr_; — A Vi is zero if I~ J is not independent, and is the
canonical isomorphism induced by ¢ otherwise.

Remarks 4.3. (a) If I = {a} is a T-flat of level n = 0, then the only element of
Trn—1 = T-1 contained inside I is J = {a} = I. In that case Tt = U, = Ty, and the
formula for ¢/ = ¢3*: U, — U, yields simply the identity map of U,,.

(b) We note that when n > 1 the map ¢.” is essentially the same as the diagonal
map A. In fact, all other maps appearing in the definition are isomorphisms except
possibly the map A¢ which is zero if I\ J is not independent. In that case however
we have V; N Vi ; = 0 by Remark 9.2, hence also both A = 0 and ¢{ZJ = 0.
Therefore we always have Ker(¢L’) = Ker(A) @ AU @ A V.

Remarks 4.4. Let ¢ be an H-equivariant representation of the matroid M, and
consider an element h € H.

(a) It is straightforward to verify from the definitions that for each T-flat I of
level n > 1 and each T-flat J of level n—1 contained inside I we have a commutative
diagram

g
T] e TJ

") [
¢}L(I),}L(J)
n

Thiy —— Thp

where the vertical maps are the isomorphisms from Remark 3.5(c).
(b) Similarly, when I is a circuit and a € I one verifies from the definitions that

I,a
n - U,
hl lh
g(I),h(a)
Thiry — Un(a)

is a commutative diagram.

Example 4.5. Let M be the matroid represented by the map ¢ from Example 1.5.
In Example 3.11 we described all the nonzero T-spaces and gave a basis for each one
of them over the field Q. Here we compute the images of these basis elements under
each of the maps ¢./. Consider, say, the map ¢i1’2’3’4}’{1’2}: Ti12,34y — Ti12y-
According to Definition 4.2 the image of the basis element of T(; 3 3 4, is obtained
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through the following sequence of transformations:
(M +72)" ® e1231 @ Yo

ARIRQa * * * *
2082 (11 +712) ®1®eza @ e12 ® (v — 73) ®72‘V{1,2}

s (A1) (1) Ress @1 Qe ® (71 4 72)*

b®/\ ®1 * * *
PO A (1 —13) ® (1 +272) A (1 +372) @ 1 ® €12 @ (11 +72)

— =Y 07121 ®e1 ® (11 +72)*

®1 «
ey —1®e12® (71 +72)".

Proceeding in a similar fashion one obtains the following list for the maps ¢{”:

¢i1,2,3,4}7{1,2} (71 + 72)* ® e1234 ®,ﬁ2 — —1®e1n ® (11 +72)"

%1,2,3,4}7{1,3,4} (71 +72)* @ e1231 ® ”Yfz — —1®e131 @75

%1,2,3,4}7{2,3,4} (11 +72)" ® €123 @Yy — 1® e23s ® Vs
Finally, we give the corresponding list for the maps (;56’“:

31’2}’1 D 1®e2® (m+ )"

— €1
31’2},2 Pl®en®Mntn) — —e
(13,411 1® e134 @7y — “
(13,43 1®e134 @7y 2
{13,434 1 ® e134 ® V5o — “

2842 1 ® €234 ® V5o @

2843 1 ® €234 ® V5o — 2

p2AA 1 ® eazs @Yo o

5. THE DEFINITION OF To(¢) AND To(¢)™

As in the previous section, here ¢ : Ug — W is a representation over k of
a matroid M on a finite set S. The main goal is to present in Definition 5.5 the
description of the chain complex To(¢) and of its augmentation T4(¢)". We begin
with the chains in homological degree n.

Definition 5.1. For n > —1 we define the space T,, = T,,(¢) by the formula

T, = @ TI(¢)

I1€T, (M)

and note that when n = —1 this simply yields T_; = @
A=|S|—rM -1

aeS U, = Ug. Next, we set

and observe that for trivial reasons 7;, = 0 when n > A+1. Finally, we set TOJr =W,
while for n > 1 we set T)F = T, _o.

Next we describe the differentials of our complexes.
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Definition 5.2. Let n > 0. We define the map
¢n: Tn — Tnfl
by specifying that its restriction to the component T7(¢) of T, be given by
Suly, = D (=DMl

JETn—1(M)
JCI

When n = 0 we will refer to the map ¢g also as the augmentation or splicing
homomorphism. We also define for n > 1 the map

o T5 — T4
by setting ¢ = ¢, and by setting ¢;7 = ¢,,_o for n > 2.
Remark 5.3. If n > 1 then by Remark 4.3(b) and the injectivity of (3.8) we have
Ker(qﬁn‘Tl) =Ker(A) @ AU @ AV) =0,
therfore the map ¢,

|T1 18 Injective.

Remark 5.4. Let ¢ be an H-equivariant representation of the matroid M. Putting
Remark 4.4 together with the definition of the maps ¢,, and ¢;, it follows that for
each n > 0 we have a canonically induced action of H on the spaces T, and T,F
such that when n > 1 the maps ¢,, and ¢, are H-equivariant.

We are now ready to achieve the main goal of this section.
Definition 5.5. (a) We write To(¢) for the sequence
To(@) =0 — Ty 2T — ... —T1 25 Ty — 0

and call it the T-complex of the representation ¢.
(b) We write Ty ()™ for the sequence

o3 i o7

¢+
To(@)t =0T, — T, = = Ty

and call it the augmented T-complex of the representation ¢.

T — 0

Remark 5.6. Since the maps ¢35 : Ty — Ty and ¢f : 17,7 — T are just
the maps ¢g: Ty — Us and ¢: Ug — W respectively, the sequence Ty (p)T is
nothing but the shifted sequence To(¢)[—2], spliced via the splicing homomorphism
¢o: To — U with the map ¢: U — W.

Example 5.7. Let ¢: Ugs — W be a representation over k of the uniform matroid
M of rank r on S. Then using Example 3.10 we obtain for each n > 0 canonical
isomorphisms

Tu(9) = @|z|zn+r+1T1(¢)
= EB|1|:n+r+1(S"V) QAU @AV

~ D VAU @ ATV

We use these to identify T}, (¢) with the space D, V* @ A" 1Ug @ ATV*. Tt is
immediate from the definitions that under these identifications for each n > 0 the
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vector space T, becomes precisely the vector space of chains B, of the Buchsbaum-
Rim complex B, (¢) from [1] (in the form described in [5, Section 3]). Furthermore,
the maps ¢ and —¢; transform exactly to the differentials ¢ and ¢ respectively,
of the complex Be(¢). Finally, when n > 3 the morphism ¢ of T4(¢)™ becomes
precisely equal to (—1)" 72" times the differential ¢,, of Be(0).

In summary, when ¢ represents a uniform matroid, the sequence T, ()™ is canon-
ically isomorphic to the Buchsbaum-Rim complex Be(¢), in particular it is a reso-
lution of Coker(¢).

Example 5.8. Let M be the matroid represented by the map ¢ from Example 1.5.
In Example 3.11 we described all the nonzero T-spaces and gave a basis for each one
of them over the field Q. In Example 4.5 we described where these basis elements get
mapped under each of the homomorphisms ¢/. Putting this information together
with the definitions of the maps ¢, yields that in these bases the sequence Ty ()™
can be written as

0—Q 23 3 ¢ 4 28 Q? —0.
-1 -1 -1 0 1 1 1 1
1 1 0 -1 (1 1 2 3)
-1 0 2 2
0o -1 -1

It now straightforward to verify this is a complex that is a resolution of Coker(¢).

6. THE MAIN PROPERTIES OF T4(¢) AND To(¢)*

As in the previous two sections, throughout this one we fix a representation map
¢: Us — W over a field k of a matroid M on a finite set S.

Our goal is to present the statements of all key results about the complexes To (o)
and Ty (¢)T. Their proofs are with a few exceptions technically involved and are
given in later sections. In particular, this and the next sections can be considered as
a summary of all the main results of this paper, and will serve as a useful reference
to a reader who is not interested in the technical details of the proofs but would
like to get a good overview of the essential features of our construction. However,
since several interesting facts especially on the behaviour of multiplicity spaces
have not been mentioned here, for those interested in a more detailed overview we
recommmend to browse also through the statements of the results in Sections 8
through 11.

We begin with the following fundamental assertion, which justifies our use of the
word “complex” in the definitions of Ty (¢) and T ().

Theorem 6.1. The sequences Te(¢) and To(¢)T are complexes of vector spaces.

Next, we describe the behaviour under the operation restriction of matroids.
This property is a key ingredient in the proof of the second main result of this
paper, Theorem 7.5.

Theorem 6.2. Let Y be a subset of S. Forn > —1 we define
Ty = Tu(@)], = @ Ti9).

I€T,(M)
ICY

Similarly, we set TOJF‘Y = T(;L =W, and for n > 1 we set T;HY =Th-2|- Then:
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(a) The sequence of vector space maps

$1

Tu(@)|y =0 = Th|y, —2 Taoaly = = Ti|y, —2 Tol, =0

is a subcomplex of Te(¢), and we have To(¢|Y) = T.(QS)‘Y.
(b) The sequence of vector spaces and homomorphisms Te ((b)*“y defined as

v

X 1o oF oF

0— Ty Tj+1|y—>...—>T2+\Y —2 T1+|Y — T0+|Y—>o

vely
is a subcomplex of Te($)T, and we have To(¢|Y)t = T.((b)ﬂy.

The content of Theorem 6.2 is probably best stated informally: to obtain the
component in homological degree n of the (augmented) T-complex of ¢|Y, one
simply needs to select from the degree n component of the corresponding complex
of ¢ those T-spaces that are indexed by subsets of Y.

We also record the behavior under the operation sum of matroids:

Theorem 6.3. If Si,..., Sk are subsets of S such that M = M|Sy +-- -+ M]|S,
then we have a canonical decomposition

To(9) =To(]S1) ® - © To(0]Sk)
of the T-complex of ¢ as a direct sum of subcomplexes.

Next comes the behavior under the operation contraction of matroids. This
result together with Theorem 11.5 are the key ingredients in the proof of the first
main result of this paper, Theorem 6.5.

Theorem 6.4. Let Y be a subset of S such that S \Y is independent in M.

There exists a canonical morphism of complezes (w.Y)3: To(¢.Y) — To(e)
(described in a very explicit combinatorial way in Section 13) which is injective and
an isomorphism in homology.

We finally arrive at the statement of the first main result of this paper, which
asserts the acyclicity of our complexes.

Theorem 6.5. The T-complex To(9) is a resolution of Ker ¢, and the augmented
T-complex To(¢p)t is a resolution of Coker¢p =W/V.

As one of the important consequences of this theorem we have that the numerical
characteristics of our complexes are independent from the representation ¢.

Theorem 6.6. For any subset A C S the dimension of the multiplicity space Sa ()
is an invariant of the matroid M|A, and does not depend on the representation map
¢. In particular, the length and the ranks of the components of the T-complex To(¢)
are invariants of the matroid M, and do not depend on the representation map ¢.

We conclude this section with a result which will be of interest to group repre-
sentation theorists. This theorem simply brings together properties that we have
already observed in Remarks 2.5, 3.5, and 5.4.

Theorem 6.7. Let ¢ be an H-equivariant representation of M.

Then for each n > 0 we have canonically induced linear actions of H on the
vector spaces Ty, and T, such that the differentials of the complexes To(¢) and
To(p)t are H-equivariant. O
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While leaving a more detailed investigation for a separate paper, we remark
here that a situation as in Theorem 6.7 arises for example when H = %, is the
symmetric group, the space W is an irreducible representation of H corresponding
to some Young diagram I' with n boxes, the set S is the collection of all row-
standard tableaux of shape I' with entries from 1 to n, and the map ¢ sends a
row-standard tableau to the corresponding uniquely determined element of the
irreducible representation W.

7. FREE RESOLUTIONS OF MULTIGRADED MODULES

Throughout this section R = k[z1, ...,z is a polynomial ring over a field k with
the standard Z™-grading, L is a Noetherian Z™-graded (multigraded) R-module,

E2G-—IL-—50

is a finite free multigraded presentation of L, and S is a multihomogeneous basis
of E. The main goal is to introduce in Definition 7.3 a finite free complex of
multigraded R-modules To(®,.S) which we call the T-resolution of the pair (®,S).
In the second main result of this paper, Theorem 7.5, we show that the T-resolution
of the pair (®,.5) is a finite free resolution of the R-module L.

Before we proceed with the statements, we introduce some more notation. First,
we consider the field k as an R-module via the canonical projection R — k that
sends each variable z; to the identity element 1 € k. The set Z™ has a partial
ordering =< defined for sequences & = (ay,...,a,) and B = (by,...,by) by the
formula

a=<pB <= a; <b; for every i.
With this partial order Z™ is a lattice, the join (or lem) of o and B being their
componentwise maximum

lem(a, B) =V B :(max(al, b1), ..., max(am,, bm)).

Similarly, the meet of & and 3 is their componentwise minimum. When o € N™
we write z* for the monomial z7* - -- 2% € R. If z is a multihomogeneous element
inside a Z™-graded R-module, we write deg z for its multidegree. In particular,
deg(x®) = a. More generally, if A = {z1,...,2;} is a collection of multihomoge-
neous elements in a multigraded R-module, we set

deg A = lem(deg 21, . .., deg z).

For example, since S is a collection of multihomogeneous elements in the multi-
graded R-module F, for any subset I C S we have that deg I is the componentwise
maximum of the multidegrees of the elements of I.

We are now ready to introduce the key ingredients from which the T-resolution
of (®,5) is built. First is the representation of the matroid that governs the linear
algebraic structure of our resolution.

Definition 7.1. (a) We define the k-vector space W as
W=k®grG.

(b) We note that the elements {1 ®g a | a € S} form a basis of the k-vector
space k ®p F, and we set for each a € S

e, =1®pga.

We use this to identify canonically k ® g £ with the space Usg.
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(c) We set ¢ =1 ®p ®. Thus we have a k-vector space homomorphism
¢: Us — W,
and we write M = M(®, S) for the matroid on the set S represented over k by ¢.

Next we introduce the components out of which we will construct the chains and
the differentials for our resolution.

Definition 7.2. Let n > —1, and let I be an element in 7, (M).

(a) We define

T1(®,S) = Rk T1(o).
A canonical multigrading on this free R-module is defined by the formula
deg(z ®@v) = degz + deg I

for any vector v € T;(¢) and any monomial z € R.

(b) When n > 0 and J is an element of 7,_1(M) contained inside I, we define
the canonical morphism of multigraded free R-modules

Ly Ti(®,8) — Ty(2,5)
by the formula
®£i2(2 ® ’U) _ :CdcglfdcgJZ ® QbyllJ(v)
Finally, here is the definition of the T-resolution of the pair (®,.S).

Definition 7.3. (a) We define Ty(®, S) = G, while for n > 1 we define the multi-
graded free R-module

I€T, 2(M)
Note that the module T3 (®,.S) is simply the free R-module E.
(b) For n > 1 we define the morphism of multigraded free R-modules

D, T,o(9,5) — Tp1(®,5)

as follows. When n > 2 we define ®,, by requiring that its restriction to the
component Ty (P, S) of the module T, (P, S) be given by the formula

(I)"’TI({),S) = Z (—1)V1@17.
JETn—3(M)
JCI
When n =1 we simply set &, = ®.
(c) With A = |S| — rM + 1, we define the sequence To(®, S) as

To(®,8) =0 — Th(D,8) 25 Ty _1(®,8) = - — T1(D, 5) =5 Tp(P,5) = 0

and call it the T-resolution of the presentation ® with respect to the basis S, or for
short, the T-resolution of (®,5).

Remarks 7.4. (a) Suppose that a basis S can be chosen so that the matroid
M(®, S) is uniform (in the terminology of [5] this is the case of the map ® having
uniform rank). We saw in Example 5.7 that in such a situation the complex Ty ()™
is canonically isomorphic to the Buchsbaum-Rim complex. It is now straightforward
to verify from the definitions that this isomorphism carries through to give an
isomorphism of the T-resolution T, (®, S) with the Taylor complex T,(®) from [5].
In particular the T-resolution of (®,.5) is a free resolution of L = Coker(®), and
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when @ is the standard minimal presentation of R/I for a monomial ideal I and
S is the basis of E whose elements map to the minimal generators of I, then the
T-resolution of the pair (®,.5) recovers the usual Taylor resolution of R/I.

(b) Tt is clear from part (a) that, just as the Taylor resolution, the complex
To(®,S) is in general not minimal. Furthermore, the ranks of its components
depend substantially on the choice of the basis S. It is a very interesting open
problem to investigate the properties of To(®, S) under a “generic” choice of S.

The second main result of this paper is:

Theorem 7.5. The sequence To(P, S) is a complex, and is a finite free multigraded
resolution of the R-module L = Coker(®).

Proof. As ®; = &, we have Coker ®; = L. Thus to prove the theorem it suffices
to prove that the sequence T' = T,(®,S) is a complex, and is acyclic, i.e. it has
zero homology in positive homological degree. Since all the maps in the sequence
T = Teo(®,S) are morphisms of multigraded modules, T splits as a direct sum
of sequences of multigraded vector spaces T' = @, cyn Ta, Where each Ty is a
sequence of vector spaces, with all their vectors multihomogeneous of the same
multidegree . Thus it suffices to show that each sequence T, is a complex of
vector spaces and has zero homology in positive (homological) degree. Let I, be
the subset of S consisting of all elements of S with multidegree < «. Since for
an element A € T,(M) the R-module T4(®,S) contributes to T if and only if
A C I, in which case it contributes precisely z*~9°84 @ Ty (¢), it is immediate
that T, can be canonically identified with a subcomplex of the restricted complex
TT = To(P|lls)t, and that T, and T may possibly differ only in homological
degree 0. Thus T, is a complex, and the desired acyclicity is now immediate from
Theorem 6.5 applied to the restricted complex 7. O

As an interesting immediate consequence we obtain a nice upper bound on the
projective dimension of a Noetherian multigraded R-module L. Further applica-
tions of Theorem 7.5 will appear in [6] and [15].

Theorem 7.6. Let L be a multigraded Noetherian R-module of rank r, and let By
and 1 be its zeroth and first Betti numbers, respectively.
Then pdpL < 1 —po+7r+1.

Proof. Since in a minimal free presentation ® of L one has Sy = rankG, and
31 = rank F, the result is immediate in view of Theorem 7.5 and the fact that the
resolution To (P, S) has length at most A = 81 — (Bo — r) + 1. O

8. T-FLATS OF MINORS

In this section M is a matroid on a finite set S. We describe in Theorems 8.1
and 8.3 the relationship between the T-flats of M and the T-flats of the minors of
M. All results stated here are due to Tutte [16], and will play an essential role in
the proofs of the main theorems of our paper. For completeness we have included
their short proofs (which may differ from the arguments used in [16]).

Theorem 8.1. ([16]). Let Y be a subset of S and let A be a subset of Y. Then:

(1) The set A is a T-flat of M|Y if and only if A is a T-flat of M. In that
case the T-parts of A in M and in MY coincide.
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(2) The set A is a T-flat of M.Y if and only if A=1NY for some T-flat I of
M. If A is a T-flat of M.Y then in fact A= BNY where B is the T-flat
of M given by B =5~ (Y ~ A)*™~,

Proof. Since the circuits of MY are precisely the circuits of M that are contained
in Y, part (1) is immediate from Remark 2.2(c).

Next, A is a T-flat of MY precisely when Y \ A is a flat of (M.Y)* = M*|Y.
This happens if and only if there is a flat I’ of M* with Y\ A = I'NY’, in which case
also Y N A = (Y~ A)*M* NY. This in turn occurs if and only if A = INY = BNY
where I = S~ I' and B = S~ (Y ~ A)*v~, O

Remarks 8.2. ([16]). Let A be a T-flat of MY of level n, and B = S~ (Y~ A)“m~ .
(a) Since (Y ~ A)*™* is the unique smallest flat of M* containing Y \ A, the
set B is the unique maximal T-flat of M whose intersection with Y is A.
(b) Since rM 5 =M, = T}I\,/I\*QY = Tg,l\f':()* = Tg,M'Y)* —n—1= Ti\//l*\Y —n—1=
T)M* —n — 1, we obtain from (1.2) the equality
=3 M

In particular EI}BA > n, and the set S \Y is independent in M if and only if the set
B is a T-flat in M of level exactly n.

Theorem 8.3. ([16]). Let A C Y be a T-flat of level n > 1 in the contracted
matroid M.Y. Let B = S~ (Y ~ A)v* and let Jy,...,Jy be those of the T-parts
of B in M that intersect Y nontrivially. Let I; = J; Y, let A; = AN I;, and let
Bi =B~ Ji.

Then the sets I; are all the T-parts of A in MY and B; = S~ (Y ~ A;)*™* for
each i.

Proof. Let B; = B~ J; and A; = B;,NY = A~ I;. Thus by Theorem 8.1 the set
A; is a T-flat of MY and also A; = B,NY for B} = S~ (Y ~ A&+ in particular
(Y A £ (Y~ A;)vr . Note furthermore that Y\ 4; = (S~ B;)NY and
S\ B; is a cover in M* of the flat S~ B = (Y ~ A)*™* . Since

SNB=(Y~A™M C (Y A)™M CS\B;,

it follows that S~ B; = (Y < Ai)CM*. Therefore each A; is a maximal T-flat of
M.Y properly contained in A. Since A = I; U --- U I, the desired conclusion is
immediate from Remark 2.2(b). O

The following special case is of particular importance to us.

Corollary 8.4. Let a € S be an element with {a} independent in M, and let
S, =S8~1{a}. Let AC S,, and let B =S ~ (S, ~ A)*™*. Then A is a T-flat of
M.S,, if and only if for the T-flat B of M we have B = A or B = AU{a}.
Furthermore, when A is a T-flat of M.S, we have:
(1) If B = A then AU {a} is not a T-flat of M, the T-flats of M inside B
coincide with the T-flats of M.S, inside A, and rAMU{a} =rM 41
(2) If B= AU{a} and A is not a T-flat of M, then {a} is not a T-part of B
and T,lXIu{a} =i
(3) If B= AU{a} and A is a T-flat of M, then {a} is a T-part of B and

Tg/lu{a} = T}X[' O
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9. THE STRUCTURE OF THE T-PARTS OF A T-FLAT

In this section M is a matroid on a finite set S. The main assertions on the
structure of T-parts are Theorems 9.1, 9.5, and 9.8. This last theorem is essentially
due to Tutte and is a straightforward consequence of the results in [16]. We proceed
by first stating our three theorems together with some remarks, and then we present
their proofs including for completeness a proof of Theorem 9.8.

Theorem 9.1. Let I be a T-flat in M of level n, and let J be a T-part of I.

(1) If J is independent then rj+rr y =rr + 1.
(2) If J is not independent then J is a circuit, n > 1, and rj+r; g =17.
(3) If J' is a proper subset of J then vy 4171 5 =T u1~J)-

Remark 9.2. Let ¢: Us — W be a presentation of M and let J be a T-part
of the T-flat I. In that setting the rank conditions from parts (1), (2), and (3) of
Theorem 9.1 are equivalent to

(1) dimg V; NVy; =1 when J is independent,

(2) V;N Vi =0 when J is a circuit, and

(3) VN Vi s =0 when J’ is a proper subset of J,

respectively.

The following useful remarks will be needed several times in later sections. Also,
they should give the reader a better feel for the role played by T-parts when it
comes down to linear algebra.

Remarks 9.3. Let ¢: Us — W be a presentation of M, let I be a T-flat of level
n, and let I, ..., I; be all the T-parts of I. For each 1 < i <k let

Uj = § Cia€a

acl;

be an arbitrary element of the vector space Uy,. Also, let
Vi=V, NVis,-
Furthermore, for each 1 <i < k let

U = § diaea

acl;

be an element in Uy, such that the vector w; = ¢(v;) is a basis of the 1-dimensional
space V; in case I; is independent, and such that v; is a basis for the (1-dimensional)
kernel of ¢|I; in case I; is a circuit. Then:

(a) Tt is clear that the vectors v; are uniquely determined up to a nonzero scalar
multiple.

(b) If I; is a circuit then ¢(v;) = 0 and therefore d;, # 0 for each a € I;.

(c) If I; is independent then 0 # ¢(v;) € Vi, hence there is a 0 # v’ € Uy, such
that ¢(v; + v’) = 0; therefore by Theorem 9.1(3) and Remark 9.2 it follows again
that d;, # 0 for each a € I;.

(d) If n > 1 and ¢(>_,; u;) = 0, then in view of the T-partition [ = I; LI --- U I},
we have ¢(u;) € V; for each i, hence every u; is a multiple of v;. In particular, any
syzygy of ¢ on Uy is a linear combination of the vectors v;.

(e) If n > 1 and ¢(3_, u;) = 0, then it is immediate from parts (b), (c), and (d)
above that whenever u; # 0 then also ¢;, # 0 for every a € I;.
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Remark 9.4. Let I be a T-flat of level n > 2 with T-partition I = I; LI --- L If.
Then for each j the set I \ I; is a T-flat of level n — 1 and can be written as

I\Ij:Il|_|-"|_|Ij_1|_|Ij+1|_|"'|_|I]g,

however in general this is not the T-partition of I \ I;. The next theorems are
aimed at clarifying this issue further.

Theorem 9.5. Let I be a T-flat in M, and let J be a T-flat in M of level n
properly contained inside I.

The T-flat J is a disjoint union of T-parts of I. If in addition n > 1, then each
T-part of J is the disjoint union of T-parts of I.

Corollary 9.6. Let I be a T-flat in M, and let J' be a T-part of I. There exists
a circuit C inside I that contains J'.

We will also need the following observations in Section 11.

Remarks 9.7. Let ¢: Us — W be a representation of M, let I = I U--- U I} be
the T-partition of a T-flat I, and let the vectors v; € Uy, be chosen as in Remark 9.3.
Let J be a T-flat of level n properly contained inside I, let J’ be an independent
T-part of J, and let v € Uy be such that the vector w = ¢(v) is a basis of the
(1-dimensional) space V' = V; N V;_ ;. By Corollary 9.6 the set J’ is contained
in a circuit C inside J, and let

u = Z daeq

acC

be a basis vector of the 1-dimensional kernel of the map ¢|C. Then:

(a) By Remarks 9.3(a) and 9.3(b), the vectors v and u are uniquely determined
up to a multiple by a nonzero scalar, and we have d, # 0 for each a € C.

(b) Since ¢(u) = 0, it follows from part (a) that the element v’ =5
a multiple of v.

(¢) If n > 1 then by Theorem 9.5 the set J’ is the disjoint union of T-parts of I,
say J' = 1I;, U---UI;,. Therefore, by Remark 9.3(d) for each 1 < p <t the partial
sum u;, = Zaelip dae, is a multiple of v;,.

ac’ dy€q 18

(d) Suppose n > 1. It is immediate from parts (b) and (c) above that v is a
linear combination of the vectors v;,. Applying ¢ to that linear combination yields
that w (and hence also the entire space V') lies inside the subspace Vi + -+ + V},
of the vector space W.

Theorem 9.8. ([16]). Let [ =1, @ --- @ I}, with k > 2 and each set I; nonempty.
(1) We have by =4y, +---+ {5, +k—1.
(2) The set I is a T-flat if and only if all the sets I; are T-flats. In that case
a subset J is a T-part of I if and only if either J = I; for some circuit I;
or J is a T-part of some I; of level {1, > 1.

The proofs of these theorems require some preparation. We turn our attention
first to the proof of Theorem 9.1. We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 9.9. Let I be a T-flat, and let J C I be a nonempty independent subset.
Then rr g+ry>rr+1.

Proof. We induce on n, the level of I. In the case n = 0 the set [ is a circuit, hence
the set I ~ J is independent. Therefore ry ;y+ry =~ J|+|J|=|I| > r;+ 1.
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Assume next that n > 1 and that the lemma is true for T-flats of level n — 1.
Since r;y + 1y > r; always, we need to show that we cannot have equality in this
formula. Assume that is not the case, i.e., assume we have r;_y +r; = r;. Let
I = I U---UI; be the T-partition of I. Then for some 1 < k < t the independent set
J' = JN1I; is not empty, and let 1 < j < ¢ be an integer different from k. Since .J is
independent and J' is a subset of J we obtain r;._js + 75 = r; by Lemma 16.7, and
therefore r(r 1,y + 7, = rr<1; by Lemma 16.9. This contradicts our induction
hypothesis, because I' = I \ I; is a T-flat of level n — 1 and J’ is a nonempty
independent subset of I’. O

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Assume J is independent. Since I has level n and I \. J has
level n — 1, we have ry +rp gy = |J|+ | I~ J| = I|+rr+1=rr+1.

Next, assume that J is not independent, or equivalently that |J| —r; > 1.
Clearly n > 1, because otherwise I is a circuit, and J has to be idependent as a
proper subset of I. Since |[I| —r; =n+ 1 and |I \ J| —r;; = n, we obtain that
|J| —rr +rroy=1. Thus

1<\ =ryg=14+rr—rrwg—rs <1,

hence |J|—7; = 1 and rj+7r; s = r;. We need to show that J is a circuit. Assume
not, and let J' be a circuit properly contained in J. Then |J'|—rp =1=|J| -7,
hence Lemma 16.1 yields 0 < |J N J'| —ryjop < 1. If [J~J'| —ry p =1, then by
Lemma 16.2 we obtain 0 = [J'N(J~J")|=7 sy = 1, a contradiction. Therefore
|~ J| —ryy =0, yielding that J” = J ~ J’ is independent. Furthermore we
have ry +ryr =rp +|J| — |J'| =r;. Since rjr +rry = rrj by Lemma 16.9,
we obtain ry» + ry g = vy +ry +rr g = ry+ry.y = rr, which contradicts
Lemma 9.9.

Finally, let J' be a proper subset of .J. Since J is either independent or a
circuit the set J’ is independent. If .J is a circuit then 7; + r;; = 77, hence
Ty 471 =rpua~r by Lemma 16.9. If J is independent we get

rpua~g) Srytri g =rr+ 1 —ryp p S gy = rrud)s

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 9.9. This completes the proof of the
theorem. (]

Next, we begin work towards the proof of Theorem 9.5 and its corollary. We will
need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 9.10. Let I be a T-flat, and let J be a circuit properly contained in I such
that ry g +ry=rr. Then {1 > 1, and J is a T-part of 1.

Proof. Tt is clear that £; > 1 since I contains properly a circuit. Let I = I LI-- - 1;
be the T-partition of I and assume that J is not a T-part of I. Then for some k
the set Jx = Iy N J is a proper nonempty subset of both I} and J. But then the set
J' = J ~ Ji is a nonempty independent subset of the level n — 1 T-flat I’ = I \ I,
and rpy +ry =rp by Lemma 16.9. This contradicts Lemma 9.9. 1

Lemma 9.11. Let I be a T-flat, and let J be an independent subset of I such that
riwg+ry=r;r+1. Then J is contained in a T-part of the T-flat I.

Proof. The statement is obvious when [ is a circuit, thus we assume that ¢; > 1.
Let I = I, U---U I be the T-partition of I. Suppose J is not contained in a T-part
of I. Then for each k the set Jy = J N I is either empty, or a proper subset of
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J. Since J is not empty, Ji is not empty for some k. Then J = J \ J is a
nonempty independent subset of the T-flat I’ = I \ Iy, hence iy +ry > rp+1
by Lemma 9.9, and therefore r;/;» + 75 = rp + 1 by Lemma 16.4. But then
Lemma 16.5 yields r;j, + 7, = 71, which contradicts Lemma 9.9. O

Proof of Theorem 9.5. It suffices to prove the theorem in the case when the level
of I is n 4+ 1. The first assertion is then clear, since J is obtained by the removal
of a single T-part of I. To prove the second assertion, assume n > 1 and let .JJ’ be
a T-part of I different from I’ = I ~ J. It suffices to prove that J’ is contained in
a T-part of J. If J’ is a circuit, then we have rj + r;j» = r; by Theorem 9.1(2),
hence from Lemma 16.9 we obtain rj +7 ;. = r;. Therefore J’ is a T-part of the
T-flat I’ by Lemma 9.10. If J’ is independent, then from Theorem 9.1(1) we have
ryg +rrey =rr+1, hence ry +ry_ 5 =71y + 1 by Lemma 9.9 and Lemma 16.4.
Therefore J' is contained in a T-part of J by Lemma 9.11. O

Proof of Corollary 9.6. We induce on the level n of I. Let J” be a T-part of I
different from J’. When n = 0 then I itself is the desired circuit. When n = 1
the set C' =1~ J” is a circuit containing J. Assume n > 2 and that the result is
true for n — 1. Then the set I’ = I ~ J” is a T-flat of level n — 1, and contains .J'.
Therefore J’ is contained in a T-part of I’ by Theorem 9.5, hence in a circuit C
inside I’ C I by the induction hypothesis. 0

Finally, we proceed with the proof of Theorem 9.8. The next lemma is a needed
ingredient.

Lemma 9.12. Let I and J be disjoint sets such that r; +r; = ryuy. If I' is a
T-flat of M inside I U.J such that I' NI # & then the set I' NI is a T-flat of M.

Proof. Let J' be a T-part of I’ that contains elements of J. By induction on the
size of I’ it is enough to show that .J’ is contained in J. Since I’ is a T-flat, by
Corollary 9.6 there is a circuit C' in I’ that contains J’. Therefore by Lemma 16.11
the set C, hence also J’, is inside the set J. ]

Proof of Theorem 9.8. (1) We have ¢; = |I| —r; — 1= Zle |I;] — Zle r, —1=
S +1) =1 =Ly 44 Ly, + R — 1.

(2) Assume first that k& = 2. In that case if I = I} & I1 is a T-flat, then I; and
I are T-flats by Lemma 9.12. Conversely, if both I; and I, are T-flats then so is
I =1, ® I, by Remark 2.2(c). The first assertion of part (2) now follows from the
case k = 2 by an elementary induction.

Next we consider the second assertion. Since k > 2 and by the first assertion
each set I; is a T-flat, we have that n = ¢; > 1. Furthermore, if I; is a circuit then
it is a T-part of I by Lemma 9.10. Since [ is the disjoint union of its T-parts, to
complete the proof it suffices by Remark 2.2(b) to show that when J is a T-part of
some non-circuit I; then the set I . J is a T-flat of level n — 1. Let I' = B, ,; L.
Then I =I'® I; and by Lemma 16.9 we get I~ J = I' @& (I; . J). Therefore I \J
is a T-flat by the first assertion and we have by part (1)

breg=Lp+Llyg+1=Llp+ U -1)+1=lr—1=n—1,

which is the desired equality. 0
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10. CONNECTED T-FLATS AND MULTIPLICITY SPACES

In this section M is a matroid on a finite set S. The following theorems describe
the structure of the connected T-flats of M.

Theorem 10.1. Let I be a connected set of level n > 0.

(1) The set I is a T-flat, and every T-part of I is independent.
(2) The T-parts of I are all the mazimal elements of the partially ordered set

{J | J is an independent subset of I with ry y+ry=rr+1},
where the partial ordering is by inclusion.

Proof. (1) Let I’ be the union of all circuits contained in I. Since n > 0 the set
I’ is nonempty hence a T-flat, and is clearly the unique maximal T-flat contained
in I. Furthermore, the set I ~. I’ contains no circuits, hence is independent, and
also no circuit in I intersects I ~ I’. It follows that I = (I ~ I') @ I’, and by the
connectedness of I we get I = I’, therefore I is a T-flat. Let J be a T-part of I. If
J is not independent, then by Theorem 9.1 it is a circuit and rjy +r;; = r7. Thus
I =J @& (I~ J) which contradicts the connectedness of I.

(2) This is immediate from part (1), Theorem 9.1, and Lemma 9.11. O

As direct corollary of the proof above we have

Corollary 10.2. Let A be a subset of S, and let I be the union of all circuits
contained in A (in particular I is empty when A is independent, and is the unique
mazimal T-flat contained inside A otherwise). Let J = AN 1.

The set J is independent, and A=1® J. O

The next result plays a key role in the characterization of connected sets via
their multiplicity spaces. It is due to Tutte and is a straightforward consequence of
[16, p. 148, (3.3)]. For completeness, we provide a (different) proof.

Theorem 10.3. ([16]). Let I be a connected T-flat of level n > 1. Then I contains
a connected T-flat of level n — 1.

Proof. We induce on n. When n = 1 the result is immediate because circuits are
connected, so we assume that n > 2 and that the result holds for connected T-flats
of smaller levels. Pick a T-part J of I such that I\ J has a connected component of
lowest possible level. Thus by Proposition 16.12 and Theorem 9.8 the T-flat I ~ J
decomposes as
INJ=J1®---DJ)p

for some connected T-flats J;, where J; is the connected component of lowest
possible level. Note that if p = 1 then we are done, thus for the rest of this proof
we assume that p > 2.

We select a subset Cy of J; as follows: if J; is circuit we take C; = J, otherwise
we choose C; to be a T-part of J; such that J; \ C is a connected T-flat (a T-part
like that exists by our induction hypothesis). Thus by Theorem 9.8 the set C} is a
T-part of I ~. J, while by Theorem 9.5 we have that C; is a union of T-parts of I.
Let J’ be one of these T-parts. Then I . J' is a T-flat of level n — 1 and contains
the level n — 2 T-flat (I . .J) \ C1. Therefore Cf = (Cy ~ J')UJ is a T-part of the
T-flat I~ J'.

We claim that I~ J’ is a connected T-flat. Suppose not, and let

INJ =l
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with ¢ > 2, each I a connected T-flat, and (] contained in I7. Since by Lemma 16.9
and Proposition 16.10 we have

(INCHOL® - =(INJ)NCi=I~NJ)NC1=(J1iNC1)D 2D @ Jp,

it follows from Lemma 16.11, Theorem 16.12, and the connectedness of I} that I
equals one of the connected components J; \ C; or J; for some ¢ > 2. In particular,
either J; \. C; or J; for some 7 > 2 is a connected component of I \. J'. However,
J1 ~ Cp cannot be a connected component of I . J' because of the minimality
property of J. Thus without loss of generality we may assume that J5 is a connected
component of I~\..J'. Then r, Fr(I~ T~ T = TI~g7s and 7y, +r71 g, > r7+1 because
I is connected. However, J; is a T-flat containing the independent by Theorem 10.1
T-part J' of I, and disjoint from Jy. Thus by Theorem 9.1 and Lemma 16.4 we
have ry + rn~g =71y + 1 Therefore r; — ry ;= Ty = TINJ and we have
inclusions J' C J; C I~ Jo C 1. Tt follows that rj, — 75y =T gy — T(IJa)~J’
by Lemma 16.6. This yields r; — 7, + 7,/ = T(1~J)~Jo =TI —TI~J,- From here
weget rp—ry+1— TU~J)NJ2 =TT =TI J2s hence r;_ ;- — T(I~J)~J2 =TT =TI\ J2-
Therefore we obtain

O=ryp+rawiyg, — T~y =75 trie g, —rr =1,

yielding the desired contradiction. Thus the T-flat I ~ J’ is connected, hence the
connected T-flat I contains a connected T-flat of level n — 1. O

Proposition 10.4. Let A be a T-flat of level n which is not connected, and let T
be a connected T-flat of level n — 1 inside A. Then the T-part A~ I is a circuit.

Proof. By Lemma 16.11, Proposition 16.12, Theorem 9.8, and the fact that A is
not connected, the connected T-flat I is a connected component of A, we have
A= (A~NT)® I, and A\ T is a T-flat of level 0 hence a citcuit. O

Finally, let ¢: Us — W be a representation of the matroid M over a field k.
We have the following important characterization of connected T-flats in terms of
their multiplicity spaces.

Theorem 10.5. We have S;(¢) # 0 if and only if I is a connected T-flat.

Proof. To prove the “only if” part of the theorem we assume that I is not a con-
nected T-flat and we will show that S;(¢) = 0. This is clear from the definition
if I is not a T-flat, so we assume that I is a T-flat but is not connected. Let n
be the level of I. Since the T-flat I is not connected, we have n > 1. We prove
our assertion by induction on n. When n = 1 the non-connected T-flat I must
by Theorem 9.8 and Theorem 16.12 have a decomposition into connected compo-
nents of the form I = I; & Is with I; and I5 circuits, in particular I = I U I
is the T-partition of I. Thus by Remark 9.2 we have Vi, NV, = 0, hence from
Definition 3.3 we get St = Vi, NV, = 0. Therefore we assume n > 2 and that
our assertion is true for T-flats of level n — 1. In view of the surjectivity of the
map (3.7), it is enough to show that for each T-flat J of level n — 1 in I we have
either V; N Vi sy =0 or S; = 0. Since I is not connected, by Theorem 9.8 and
Theorem 16.12 the T-part I ~ J is either a circuit, or is a T-part of one of the
connected components A of I with /4 > 1, and we have a non-trivial direct sum
decomposition I = A® (I ~ A). If I < J is a circuit, then by Theorem 9.1 and
Remark 9.2 we have V7 ;N V;=0. If I . J is not a circuit, then by Lemma 16.9
we get a non-trivial direct sum decomposition J = AN (I J)® I\ A, yielding that
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the T-flat J is not connected. Therefore by our induction hypothesis S; = 0, which
completes the proof of our assertion, hence of the “only if” part of the theorem.
To prove the “if” part of the theorem we again induce on n, the level of I. The
result is trivial for n = 0, thus we assume that n > 1 and that the assertion is true
for connected T-flats of level n—1. By Theorem 10.1 for each T-flat J of level n—1
in I the space V; N V7 is 1-dimensional. In view of the injectivity of the map v,
it is enough to show that for some T-flat J of level n — 1 in I the multiplicity space
Sj is not zero. By Theorem 10.3 the connected T-flat I contains a connected T-flat
J of level n — 1. Therefore S; # 0 by our induction hypothesis. O

11. MULTIPLICITY SPACES FOR MINORS

In this section ¢: Ug — W is a representation over k of a matroid M on a
finite set S. We study the relationship between the multiplicity spaces of M and
the multiplicity spaces of the minors of M. We also present (modulo Theorem 6.1)
the proofs of Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.3.

We begin with the (relatively simpler) behavior under the operation restriction.

Theorem 11.1. Let Y be a subset of S, and let I be a subset of level n in Y.
(1) I € To(M|Y) if and only if I € T, (M).

(2) S1(¢) = 51(¢lY) and Ti(¢) = Ti(¢|Y).
(3) If I€T,(M) and J C I is an element of T,—1(M) then ¢L7 = (¢|Y)L.

Proof. When n = —1 part (1) is immediate from the definitions. When n > 0 part
(1) is immediate by Theorem 8.1. It follows from that same theorem that a chain
['is in Cam(I) if and only if it is a chain in Cygy (I). Since for any subset A CY
the spaces Uy and V are the same for ¢ and for ¢|Y, part (2) follows from the
definitions of multiplicity space and T-space. Part (3) is now also clear, since all
spaces and maps appearing in the definitions of ¢!” and (¢|Y)!” are the same. [

We are now ready to give the proofs of Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.3.

Proof of Theorem 6.2. It is immediate from Theorem 11.1(2) that for each n > 0
we have T,,(¢]Y) = Tu(¢)|, and T,7(¢]Y) = T,f(¢)|,. Similarly, from Theo-
rem 11.1(3) we obtain for each n > 1 that ¢n‘Tn‘Y = (¢|Y),, and gbf{‘TTﬂy = (o|Y);}.
The desired conclusion now follows in view of Theorem 6.1. (]

Proof of Theorem 6.3. The inclusion O is clear from Theorem 6.2. If a T-flat A of
M is not contained in some S;, then we have by Lemma 16.9 a nontrivial decom-
position A = ANS; ®---® ANSy, and therefore T4 (¢) = 0 by Theorem 10.5. The
desired equality of complexes is now immediate. 0

Next, we turn our attention to the significantly more complicated behavior of
multiplicity spaces under the operation contraction.

Theorem 11.2. Let Y be a subset of S with S Y independent in M, let ACY
be a T-flat of M.Y of level n, let B = S~ (Y ~ A)v* et W = W/Vs.y, and let
71 W — W be the canonical projection map.

Then the canonical surjection of symmetric powers w,: Sp,W — S, W induces
by restriction a surjection of multiplicity spaces W?;_A =mya: Sp(p) — Sa(0.Y).
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Proof. Note that by Remark 8.2(b) the set B is a T-flat in M of level n. Let I be a
chain 1® C ... € 1™ in Cy(B) and for each k let J*) = 1¥) 0Y. Since S\ Y is
independent, each set J*) is nonempty. Let Cy1(B) be the collection of all chains in
Cwm(B) such that J®) and J* =1 are distinct for every k > 1. Note that if T is not
in Cf\//l(B) then for some k > 1 we have J*) = J(k_l), hence I*) < [(k=1) C § < Y;
therefore V(I) C Vs.y (¢)S" W, yielding that m, (V (I)) = 0. On the other hand
if Tis in O3z (B) then by Theorem 8.1 and Remark 8.2(b) each set J*) is a T-flat
in MY of level k; thus intersection with Y produces a chain TNY in Cyhy (A),
and, by Theorem 8.3, every chain in Cp.y (A) can be obtained in this way from a
chain in Cy;(B).

Next, assume I is in O}y (B) and consider the set I, = I®) ~ T¢+=D. Tt is a
T-part of I®*) and the nonempty set J, = I, NY is a T-part of J*) in M.Y.
Recall that Jj is independent in M.Y if and only if Jx U L is independent in M for
every independent in M subset L of S \\Y. Therefore if Jj is independent in M.Y
we have Vj, (¢) N Vs y(¢) = 0, and also

‘/Ik (¢) N VS\Y(¢) = VIk\Jk (¢)

Furthermore, for each I the space Vi(¢) maps under m onto Viny(¢.Y). This
induces for each k > 1 a map

7™ Vi1 (0) N Vi (¢) — Viwen (0.Y) N Vi (6.Y).

We claim that 7(®) is surjective. Indeed, if Jj is not independent in M.Y then
Vio-n (6.Y) NV, (6.Y) =0, hence 7(*) is surjective in that case. Assume that Jj
is independent in M.Y. Then Vw1 (¢.Y) N Vy (¢.Y) is a 1-dimensional vector
space, and Iy is independent in M. Since the kernel of 7(*) is the space

ker W(k) = V](kﬂ) ((b) n V[,c (¢) N VS\Y(¢)

and V-1 (¢) NV, (¢) is 1-dimensional, to prove surjectivity it is enough to show
that V-1 (¢) N V7, (¢) N Vs y(¢) = 0. Since I’ = I} \ Jj is a strict subset of
the independent T-part I, we have by Theorem 9.1 that r}\f{ﬂ(kq) = T}\{I + r%c,l).
Therefore

Vit-0 () N Vi, (¢) N Vs (0) = Vie-n () N Vi (¢) =0,

completing the proof of our claim.

It follows that for each chain I in Cy;(B) the space V(I) is mapped under 7,
surjectively onto the space V(INY). Since every chain in Cpnpy (A) comes from a
chain in CY;(B), and 7, (V(I)) = 0 when I is not in Cy;(B), it is clear from the
definitions that 7, (Sp(¢)) = Sa(¢.Y). O

Remark 11.3. Let Y C Y] be subsets of S such that S\ Y is independent, let A be
a T-flat of MY, let B = S~ (Y~ A)“™*  and let A; = Y, N B. It is straightforward
to verify that ¢.Y = (¢.Y7).Y, that w?ﬁ = w?i’yl o w?il, and therefore we have

o oY1 ¢
Ty A =Ty ©Ty, A;-

In particular, to study the properties of the maps w{’i* one may contract one element
at a time. We examine this situation in more detail in the following two theorems.

Theorem 11.4. Let a € S with {a} independent in M, let A C S, be a T-flat of
M.S,, and let B =S~ (Sy ~ A)*™*. Then:
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(1) If the set {a} is not a T-part of B in M then the surjective homomorphism
ws,.A: Sp(@) — Sa(¢.S,) is an isomorphism.
(2) If the set {a} is a T-part of B then we have a canonical complex

0 — Sa(d) @ Va(d) - Sp(d) —=25 S4(¢.5,) — 0

of vector spaces over the field k.

Proof. (1) It suffices to show that Sp(¢) and S4(¢.S,) have the same dimension.
Note that (M.S,)|A = (M|A U a).A, and similarly (¢.5,)|A = (¢|A U a).A. Since
by Corollary 8.4 we have B C AU a, in view of Theorem 8.1 and Theorem 11.1 we
may assume that S = AU a (hence also S, = A).

Suppose now that a ¢ B. Then by Corollary 8.4 we have B = A, and rg/l =
M + M. Therefore M = M|B + M|a, and it is straightforward to verify that in
such a situation we have W = Vg (¢) @V, (¢) @ W' for some subspace W'. It follows
that the kernel of the map m,: S,W — S, W does not intersect S,,Vz(¢), hence
the induced map 7g, 4: Sp(¢) — Sa(¢.A) is injective, therefore an isomorphism
by Theorem 11.1 as desired.

Consider now the remaining case B = AUa. If B is a circuit in M then so is A
in M.A, and the desired equality of dimensions is immediate from the definitions.
Thus we assume in the sequel that B has level 51]\3/1 >1. Let B=I1U---UI be
the T-partition of B, and let I = Ij be the T-part of B that contains (properly)
a. For each i let B; = B~ I; and let V; = Vpg,(¢) N V;,(¢). Thus each V; is
either 0 or 1-dimensional, and it follows from Remark 9.7(d) that the space Sp(¢)
is contained inside the subalgebra of the symmetric algebra S(W) generated by
the subspace W = Vi+---+V, C W. Note that the nonzero vector ¢, = ¢(a) is
not in W. Indeed, otherwise we would have ¢, = v + - -+ + v with each v; € V;,
hence €, — cxvy € Vi; thus €, € Vi, and therefore 0 # €, € Vi, (¢) N Vo(¢) which
contradicts Theorem 9.1(3). It follows that (€4.5,—1W)NSp(¢) = 0, hence the map
Ts,,A is injective as desired.

(2) We have by Corollary 8.4 that A = B ~ {a} is a T-flat in M. Also, since
{a} is independent, we have that V4(¢) N V,(¢) is 1-dimensional, therefore equals
Va(¢). Finally, since the kernel of mg, 4 is the space (€,.5,—1W)NSp(4), the desired
conclusion is immediate from the definitions. O

We close this section with the statement of a key result that strengthens the
conclusion of part (2) of Theorem 11.4. We postpone the proof till Section 15.

Theorem 11.5. Let a € S with {a} independent in M, let A C S, be a T-flat of
M.S,, and let B =S~ (Sq ~ A" If {a} is a T-part of B then

TSq,A

0 — Sa(d) ® Vald) - Sp(d)

is an exact sequence of vector spaces.

SA(¢-Sa) — 0

12. To(¢p) AND To(¢)t ARE COMPLEXES

In this section ¢: Ug — W is a representation over k of a matroid M on a
finite set S. Our goal is to give the proof of Theorem 6.1. The main ingredient in
the proof is the following result.
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Theorem 12.1. Let I be a T-flat of level n > 1 and let A C I be an element of
Tn—2(M). Let Jy,...,Jx be the T-flats of level n — 1 inside I that contain A. Then

|J \d)JJ ¢IJ

M?r

jﬂ

The proof of this theorem relies on explicit computations. In order for us to do
these computations effectively, we will need to fix a linear ordering with certain
properties on the elements of the T-flat I. The exact properties required from this
ordering will be specified later, but once an ordering has been fixed, we will use the
following notation.

Definition 12.2. Let I be a set of level n with a fixed linear oredring on its
elements. R

(a) If I is independent we set [ = I.

(b) If I is a T-flat, we introduce the following objects. Let I(®) = I, and let (%)
be the smallest element of I(°). Proceeding inductively on r, given we have already
defined 1) and i(") for some 0 < r < n, we write 1"tV for the only T-flat of level
n—r—1 inside I that does not contain (") and set ("+1) for its smallest element.
Note that if C' is a circuit inside I(") then C' is a union of T-parts of I("), therefore
if C' does not contain (") it must be a circuit inside 7"+, Finally we set

T=T~{i®, . . imy.

(c) If I is neither independent nor a T-flat, then by Corollary 10.2 we have a
nontrivial decomposition I = K@®.J where K is the unique n maximal T-flat contained
in I, and J is independent. In that case we set I=KuUlJ.

Remark 12.3. It is clear from this construction that I does not contain any
circuits, and since r; = |I| the set I is a maximal independent set in I.

Proof of Theorem 12.1. We assume that both I and A are connected, since other-
wise the result is immediate from Theorem 10.5. Let I; = I \ J;, thus the sets
Iy,..., I} are the T-parts of I that are disjoint from A. Since A € T, _o, it is clear
that £ > 2. When n > 2 we set J = A, and when n = 1 we set J = I;;1 where
Ij41 is the T-part of T that contains the singleton A = {a}.

We choose a linear order on the set I such that the elements of the set J are the
biggest |J| elements of I. Then it is clear that J C I. In addition we require that
all the elements of I; = I . J; are smaller than the elements of I; for ¢ < j, and,
when n = 1, that a is the smallest element of J. Let 7, be the smallest element
of I, and let I}, = I, \ {i,}, in particular when n = 1 we have a = dr41. Thus
i =i =min{i, | 1 <p <k}, weset I' = I~ {i®}, and, when n = 1 we set
J' = J~ a. Also we have i) =iy, and clearly

T=IUlLulsu---Ul,ulJ.
Similarly, for J; we have Jc jl-, and
Jo=ILulsu---UL,ulJ,
Jo=I,Ulsu---UL;UJ, and
Ji=IULU--UL_ UL U---Ul,uJ fori>3.
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Using the linear ordering on I we identify each subset of I with the increasing
sequence of its elements. For a sequence K = (a1, ..., a,) we set

ex =€a N Neg, € NU  and  vg = P(eq,) A= AN dleq,) € NTV.

If K is a subset of I and the elements ¢(eq, ), ..., d(eq,) form a basis of Vi, we
write e and vy for the unique elements of AU} and AV respectively, such that
ek (ex) =1 and vy (vk) = 1. In particular v; is a basis of A™ V7 and v% is the dual
basis of A" V}*. With this notation we also have

v, =vr, ANvrg A== ANvg, Avg

vy, =vrg ANvrg A== Nop, Avg

vj]; :v[{AU[2/\"'/\U[j71/\U[j+1

A ANop, ANvg for 3<j<k

Next, forp=1,....k (orp=1,...,k+ 1 when n = 1) let
up:inei
iel,

be the unique element of Uz, such that z;, = 1 and w, = ¢(u,) € Vi, N Viy,.
Since I is connected for each j we have that the T-part I; is independent, and

V1.

; =wj ANvrs.

Also, for each j > 2 let
Vj = U1 + Z Qi Us
2<i#]

be the unique element in Uy, s such that y; = ¢(v;) € V;NV;, (s (we know that v,
has to be a unique linear combination of the u; because of Remarks 9.3, which also
imply that we have a;; # 0 for all i # j). When j = 1 we define analogously vy,
and y1, and again we have a unique linear combination with non zero coefficients

1)1:UQ—|— E A1 UG

3<i
It follows that v; = vy A vy and v = (—1)‘I{W§|vlé Av., while for j > 3 we have
v; = v ANop, Avpg A--- Avp, Avg

=wvpy Ao Avrg A== Aoy A (w AU[;)/\’U]].+1 A---Avp Avg

Pv1)—w2—3 5, Q1w
Qg1

:U]{/\U[é/\vl3/\"'/\( /\U]]{)/\"'/\U]k/\vj

—Ws

—U]{/\vlé/\vh/\---/\v[jl/\( /\v1]<) /\U]j+1/\"'/\vjk/\vj

Q1

(_1)‘12‘+"'+‘Ij—1‘
(—>vli /\(wz/\v[é)/\v]3 Ao Ao A Aoy Avg

Qg1
(_1)\12\+~~+U]‘71\
=\ ) ANvrp, Nvogg A== Nogy /\v1]< ANV, Ao Ao, Avg
B (71)\%\(2{;; 1L D+124111 |
= o 1)];/\’0[{/\v]2/\"'/\’01j71/\v]j+1/\-~-/\v[k/\vj.
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Therefore for 3 < j < k we obtain the formula

(12.4) v = (—1)Tj vy A Uj:

Q1
where 7; = 1+ || + [I;| (1 + S02) 1)
In order to prove the Theorem it is enough to show that

(—D)! (@l 7)o (g1 =0,

1

k
=
and for the rest of this argument we will concentrate on proving this equality. Also,
despite their similarity there are enough distinctions that unfortunately force us to
treat the cases n > 2 and n = 1 separately.

Case n > 2. In this case A is a connected T-flat. Furthermore, if J; is not
connected, then (since we are assuming that J = A is connected) Proposition 10.4
implies that J; . J must be a circuit, and we must have y; = 0. When J; is

connected we get

Y1 ANvg ANvgg A--- Ay if j =1;
(12-5) VT = y2/\'U]i Nvgg N+ ANvg, if j =2
yj Ao Ao Ao Aoy Ao A Awg i > 3.

Let us take an arbitrary element z in 7;(¢)* = S;(¢) @ AVIU% @ A7 V. Thus
2z has the form 2z = 2 ® €% ® v; for some z € S;(¢). Computing the image ¢; of z
in T,(¢)* we obtain

Jj,d *
tj = (6,21)"(2) =yjz @€, ® vy

Indeed, this is trivially true when .J; is not connected since then y; = 0. When J;
is connected, this follows from (12.5) in view of the definition of y;, the definition of
¢;"", and the fact that the map AV} _, — AU; _, induced by ¢* sends v} _,
to €} ;. Similarly, computing the image of ¢; in Tr(¢)* for j > 3 we obtain

(6L (t;) = (-1)% ajiwy;z ® €] @ v;

where 6; = 7; + |I;| 3272 |I,], and therefore (—1)% = (=1)"*I1I+15L1 0 For the
remaining possibilities j = 1 and j = 2 we obtain

* = if j =1;

LI;ye (4.} — w1Y1 ® e @ v3 if j ;

(6n7)"(t5) {(—1)1+|11+|I2w2y2 Qej@u; ifj=2.
In particular, this yields

k
> D)) (1)
j=1
k
(_1)\Jl|wly1$ _ (—1)|Il‘+|1|w2y2x _ Z(_l)”l“‘r'['ajleij ® e} ®vp
j=3

k
I|+|1
= (=D)L gy 2 — woypz — g ajiw;y;r | @ e @ ;.
=3
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Thus to complete our proof of the case n > 2, it suffices to show that the expression

k

(12.6) Z = wiy1 — way2 — Z Qj1W;Y;j
j=3

is equal to zero in the symmetric algebra of the space W. Since wiy; = wawy +
Zf:g ajw;wy and waeys = wiws + Zf:g ajpw;wa, while for j > 3 we have wj;y; =
wiw; + Zzgi# aj;wiw;, we obtain

k k=1 k
Z =— E (an + ozjlagj)ijg - E E (ozjlozij + OéilOéji)wi’LUj.
J=3 Jj=3i=j+1

Let U’ be the subspace of U ; spanned by the (independent) vectors uq, ..., u.
Note that by Remark 9.3(d) a vector in Ur._; gets mapped under ¢ inside V; only
if that vector belongs to the subspace U’, in particular K/ = ker¢ N Uy is a
subspace of U'. Let V' = ¢(U’). Thus Vi sy NV; =V’ NV, and (since the level of
Jis n —2) we get

dim V' NV; =dim V;y +dimV; — dim V;
rivg + (= (n=2)=1) = (I[-n—1)
=rrg—|I~NJ—-n+2—-1+n+1
:T[\J—|I\J|+2
=2 — dim K’

Therefore the kernel of the induced by ¢ map U’ — W/V is exactly 2-dimensional.
On the other hand, each of the vectors vy, ..., v, belong to that kernel. It follows
that the matrix

0 1 1 1 1 1
1 0 Q23 HN Q2 HN o; e (0533
31 (32 0 A3k
Q1 Q2 0 Qi
Qi1 Q;j 0
A1,k
L1 L2 PN PN Oék,k—l 0

has rank at most two, hence all minors of size 3 are zero. Since the minor on rows
1,2,7 and columns 1,2, j is precisely the coefficient of w;ws in Z, and since the
minor on rows 1, 7,7 and columns 1, j, ¢ is precisely the coefficient of w;w; in Z, the
desired conclusion is immediate.

Case n = 1. In this case J = I41 is the independent T-part of the connected
T-flat I of level 1 that contains the singleton A = {a}. Furthermore, since each
Jj is a circuit, there is a unique «; € k such that y; = ajwg11. Since we have
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vy = Wgy1 A vy, we obtain
yir ANvp Avgg A Ao Ao if j = 1;
VJjjNa = y2/\U]{/\U[3/\"'/\U]k/\’UJ/ ifj:Q;

(12.7) AeeAog Avg i3 <

Yi Nvr ANvp, A Ao Aoy,
Jil=1J]-1
— (_1)| il=1J1 ajvy
In order to complete the proof of the theorem it is enough to show that
k

S0 (617) 0 (671 el) = 0.

j=1
Computing the image t; of e} in Ty, (¢)* = A Uj, @ A Vy, we obtain
Ji, .
t] = (¢OJ a)*(ea) = —aj(ef}j ®’Ujj).
Jj,ll

Indeed, this follows from (12.7) in view of the definition of ¢y
the isomorphism induced by ¢*

AV @Us — AU; ,oUr 5 Us 9 AUS , — AU;,

, and the fact that

sends vj _, ® e to the element e; A1) € A Uj, where ¢ € /\‘Jf‘_lUjj is an element
such that ¢¥(es;<a) = 1 (which implies

[er A el(es,) = (=)l [er Ag)(ea Aegya) = (1)1 171
and therefore e A1p = (—1)I7il=1/le% ).
J

Computing the image of ¢; in T7(¢)* for j > 3 we obtain as in the Case n > 2

that
IJj\ % _ 8 *
(¢17)7(t5) = (=1)¥ ajia;w; @ e @ vp

where 6; = 7; + 1+ |I;] Ef;ll |I;|, and therefore (—1)% = (—1)1I+15] For the
remaining possibilities j = 1 and j = 2 we obtain

(615) (1) = { T @1 v; if j = 1;
(—1)‘11‘+|f2\a2w2 ® €} ® vy if j = 2.
In particular, this yields
k
NI Tj s
=D ) (85)
j=1

k
_ J1 I |+|1 I |+|1]| . . * »
= [ =(=)"ayw; 4+ (1)1l Ilozgwg—l—g (—)I o aw; ® e ®v;
Jj=3
k
*
1w — W — E Q51 Wy ®6[ ®’Uf.
Jj=3

_ (_1)\1\+|h|+1

Thus to complete our proof, it suffices to show that the vector
k
(128) Z = A1W1 — QW — Z Q1 Wy
j=3

is equal to zero in the space W.
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Let U’ be the subspace of U spanned by the (independent) vectors uy, . .., ug, u
Note that by Remark 9.3(d) a vector in U; gets mapped to 0 under ¢ only if that
vector belongs to the subspace U’, in particular K’ = ker ¢ N U; is a subspace of
U’. Since I has level 1, we have dim K’ = |I| — r; = 2. Furthermore, the vectors

V1 —Q1U, . .., v, —aiu belong to K’, and the first two are clearly independent hence
form a basis for K’. It follows that the matrix
0 1 1 . 1 . 1
1 0 Q23 . Q2; e Q2k
Q31 Q32 0 . Q3 . A3k
Q1 Q2 Q3 . 0 N Qjk
L1 L2 QL3 N Ay N 0
—Q —Q2 —Q3 ... —Qy ... —

has rank exactly two, hence all minors of size 3 are zero. In particular, the minor
on rows 1,5,k + 1 and columns 1,2, j is zero, which yields that for each 7 > 3 we
have

Q10 = Q10 — Q.
Therefore we get

k k
Z =« | —aow +wy + E Qjow; | —ag | —aqw + wa + E Qj1W;
Jj=3 Jj=3

The desired conclusion is now immediate since —asw + w1y + Zj::), ajow; = ¢(vg —

asu) = 0 and similarly —ajw + wq + 2?23 ajw; = ¢(v1 —agu) = 0. O

Now we can give the proof of Theorem 6.1, in this way completing also the proofs
of Theorem 6.2 and Theorem 6.3.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Assume first that n > 1. We need to show that if z € T
for some connected T-flat I of level n then [¢,—1 0 ¢,](2) = 0. Thus it is enough
to show that the component of [¢,—1 0 ¢,](2) in Ty is zero for every A € T,,_o(M).
By the definitions of ¢, and ¢,,_1 it is clear that this component is zero when A is
not a subset of I; and when A is a subset of I this component is precisely

DML RS

where we use the same notation as in Theorem 12.1, hence is zero by that theorem.

It remains to show that ¢_1 o ¢9 = 0. However, when I is a circuit the map ¢|I
represents a uniform matroid and therefore the sequence To(¢|I)" is a complex,
see Example 5.7. Since by Theorem 11.1 the sequence To(¢|I)" is the same as the
sequence

fon) b1

0— T[((b) U] W — 07
we obtain that (¢_;1 o ¢0)|Tz = 0. It is now immediate that ¢_1 o ¢g = 0. O
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13. THE DEFINITION OF (m.Y)2: T4(¢.Y) — To(9)

In this section ¢ : Ug — W is a representation over k of a matroid M on
a finite set S, the set Y is a subset of S such that S \ Y is independent, and
7T$ =m: W — W =W/Vs_y(¢) is the canonical projection.
Our main goal is to present the definition and some basic properties of the
morphism of complexes
(r.Y)?: Tu(6Y) — Tu(@)

mentioned in the statement of Theorem 6.4. We will use these in Section 15 for
the proofs of both Theorem 6.4 and Theorem 6.5. We begin by introducing some
notation.

Definition 13.1. Let A be a T-flat of MY, and let B = S~ (Y ~ A)"™~,

(a) By repeatedly using Corollary 8.4 and contracting one element at a time, it

is clear that one always has an equality 7M., +7¥Y = r¥ and an exact sequence

(13.2) 0 — Veua(g) — Ve(¢) — Va(é.Y) — 0.

(b) Since S \Y is independent, r¥ , = |B \ A| and we have canonical isomor-
phisms
cfa=cy=c: AVa(e.Y) ®AVp.a(d)" — AVs(4)*
and
df ,=dj =d: k — AUp.a®@A Vs a(9)*
induced by the canonical projection 7: W — W and by the map ¢, respectively.

We are now ready to proceed with the definition of the canonical morphism of
complexes (1.Y)3: To(4.Y) — To().

Definition 13.3. (a) Let A be a T-flat of MY, and let B = S~ (Y ~ A)*™M* . We
define a canonical inclusion homomorphism

(m.Y)4: Ta(6.Y) — Ts(0)
as the composition

Ty, A®NRC

(134) Ta(pY) =24 70) ——— 173)

where

TB(¢))

T{% = Ta(6.Y) © AUp 4 ® AVBoa(9)*,
(13.5) = S4(0.Y)* @ AUA®@AVA(9.Y)" @ AU a ® AV a(9)",

T = 54(0.Y)* @ AUL @ AUpa ® AVa(6.Y)* @ AVpal(d)*,

and the map 7 is, as usual, the canonical isomorphism that simply rearranges the
components of the tensor product in the indicated order.
(b) For each n > 0 we define a canonical injective homomorphism

by the requirement that it restricts to the component Ty (¢.Y') of T,,(¢.Y') as
o n|B~ A )
(W'Y)2|TA(¢.y) - (_1) | l(ﬂ-Y)A
for every T-flat A in MY of level n.
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(¢) We write (m.Y)$ for the sequence of homomorphisms {(7.Y)%},>0. When ¢
is clear from context we omit superscripts and write (7.Y) 4, (7.Y),, and (7.Y ).

The main results in this section are the following two theorems.

Theorem 13.6. Let Y be such that S \'Y is independent in M, and let Y C Y.
Let A be a T-flat in MY , let B =S~ (Y ~ A)*™*  and let Ay = BNY;. Then

(r.Y)% = (m.Y1)%, o (. Y)5 7.
Furthermore, (7.Y)% = (.Y1)% o (x.Y)$ .

Theorem 13.7. Let Y be a subset of S such that S \'Y is independent in M.
Then (W.Y)? is an injective morphism of complexes from Te($.Y) into Te(d).

The proof of Theorem 13.7 is involved, and we present it in the next section. We
conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 13.6.

Proof of Theorem 13.6. The second assertion of the theorem is an immediate con-
sequence of the first, and we proceed with the proof of that first assertion.

Since S \ Y is independent, we have that B and A; are T-flats of level n in
M and M.Y7, respectively. For the same reason the sets A; ~ A and B ~\ A are
independent in M.Y; and M respectively. Therefore B \ A; is also independent in
M and we have a canonical exact sequence of k-vector spaces

.
0 — Vaen, (6) —— V() — Va,a(d.Y1) — 0

which induces an isomorphism

e: AVa, (oY1) @ AVeoa,(¢)" — AVe_ale)*.
To make our commutative diagrams more compact, for the rest of this proof we
use the following notation: given subsets X, X;,...,X; we set Vx = Vyx (0.Y)
and Vx = Vx(¢.Y7), as well as /O\UXI,,,,,Xt = 7\UX1 Q- ® /O\UXt. Using the
associativity of the wedge product and the definitions of the maps c, d, and e, it
is now straightforward to verify that the diagrams

o =* 0 —=% o 1 o =* o
AVARAV L, A ®AVE 4, —2 AVA@AVE 4

c?;’yl®1J( J{c;ﬁ

®
¢ Yy o

AV, @ AVE 4, LS TN AV
and

o 1®/\ o
ANUs A ~A,B A, — NUa Ba

ret | |~

o A o
/\UAl,B\Al _— ANUp

together with

6.Y1 o 1
ro (dY’Al ®dY1,A1)

o o —=%k [e]
k ANUa~A,B A, @AV 4 4 @ANVE 4,

:l J{A@e

k —, AU a®AVE 4
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are commutative. It follows that the diagram

o =* = o =* = o —=*
/\UA@VA _— /\UA@VA —_— /\UA®VA
TO(1®d)l ‘ro(1®d®d)J/ TO(1®d)l
° ~ o(ld o =~ 1ARLE ° ~
ANUA A ARV roaed, 2 Uaa,~a.Ba, @V SORBIe, A Uapa®Vi

A®cl /\®1®c®1l /\®cl

o o0 — 1d o ~ o o
AUL AT, 208D Ry poa®Va 225 AUz AV

is also commutative, where

V=AVA @AV, A ®AVE_ 4,
Vi=A ﬁ; ®AVE 4

Vo= AV, @ AVE 4,

Vs = AV, @AV, 4

The desired conclusion now follows from Remark 11.3 and Definition 13.3. O

14. (7.Y)? 1S A MORPHISM OF COMPLEXES

In this section ¢: Ug — W is a representation over k of a matroid M on a
finite set S. Our goal is to present the proof of Theorem 13.7. The following result
is a key ingredient.

Theorem 14.1. Let a € S be such that {a} is independent in M. Let A be a
T-flat in ML.S, of level n > 1, let A’ be a mazimal proper T-flat of M.S,, let
B =5~ (S, ~ A" and let B' = S~ (Sq ~ A" Then

(11471 (8.54) 244"
_—l

TA(¢-Sa) Tar (¢-Sa)
(14.2) (—1)"‘B\A‘(w.sa)Al l(—l)("’l)‘B,\Al‘(w.Sa)A/
(—1)1B1pBE
Tp(¢) ————  Tp(9)

is a commutative diagram.

Proof. Throughout this proof we use the following notation: for X C S, we set
Ty = r%'s‘l and Vx = Vx(¢.5,), as well as Tx = Tx(4.S,). By Theorem 8.3
the set B’ is a maximal proper T-flat of M inside B and as in (13.2) we have an
equality rp/. a4 + T4 = rp, and an exact sequence.

00— VB/\A/ — VB/ —)VA/ — 0.

Since B’ A’ C BN A, if B= A then B’ = A’ and it is straightforward to verify
from the definitions that the diagram (14.2) is commutative. Our next goal is to
show that this diagram commutes also in the remaining case B = A U {a}. This
is obvious if T4 = 0, therefore until stated otherwise, in the sequel we will always
assume that B = AU {a} and that the T-flat A is connected in M.S,.
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Now we look at the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

T

0 —— Vprea Vg VA/ 0
| | |
0 —— Vpua VB ul VA 0.

In it all the vertical maps are canonical inclusions. Furthermore, the cokernel of
the middle one is precisely Kgp/, and we write K 44/ = VA/VA/ for the cokernel
of the inclusion to the right. Thus 7 induces a canonical map 7: Kgp — Kan.
Also, since we are assuming B = AU{a}, we have V. 4 = V,. Since either B’ = A’
or B = A" U{a}, we treat these two cases separately.

Assume first that B’ = A’ U {a}. Then we have the canonical isomorphisms 7
and

¢ AV, @VF — AV,
and an equality B~ B’ = A~ A’. Furthermore, since A is connected the T-part

A~ A’ is independent in M.S,, therefore the map 7 induces an isomorphism from
Ve to V. We write 7’ for the canonically induced inverse isomorphism

7 KVA\A/ — 7\VB\B’~

It is now routine to check that the canonically induced diagrams

AV, @V — AV
(14.3) 5®1l la
ARy @AV @ Vr 278 AR @AV
and
AUs @ U, SENATEN AUg

(14.4) 5@11 lg

/O\UA\A/ ®/O\UA/ ® U, % 7\UB\B’ ®/O\UB/
together with

(VA/ ﬁVA\A/)* ® /O\FZA/ m (VB/ n VB\B/)* ® KKEB’

(14.5) gl lb

and

o =% o — AT QAT o o
/\VA\A’ @AV aa B 7T> /\VE\B/ QR AVep

(14.6) won | e

k e k
are commutative. Write S 4 and S 4 for for S4 (¢.S,) and Sy (¢.S,), respectively.
Since the maps m, : S,W — S,W commute with the multiplication in the



42 A. TCHERNEV

symmetric algebras, by taking duals we obtain a commutative diagram

*
TSa,A

5 Sk

(14.7) Zl lA
_ _ s  TRTE
(VA/QVA\A/)*(X)SA/ e

Now we consider the following diagram:

(VB/ n VvB\B/)A< ® S%,.

= 1®d (1) T (2) TS, a®N®C
Ty ——— Thp —— Typ Tg
ARsxa ARspanl ARQleawl ARSRa
Oan —— QB ——— 9@ — (0):3:%
1ed T TRy, QIRARAT®c!
T T T T
_ T QAT QLIITE  , OARC’
(14.8) Ry —24, rOO 7, R Sa.A Rep
bRO®1 bRo®1 bRo®1 bR¢p®1
_ 1od AT @' @y 4 ®ARC
Sax —255 §O T SO Sppr

u®1l u®1l lu@l lu@l

* ’
= 1®d 1 T 2 TSa,ar ONOC
TA/ % ngl)B/ % ng,)Bl TB/

where we use  to denote objects for M.S,, we use A X for the d-th exterior power
of a vector space X of dimension d, and

QW =Qua U, @V}
=(VanNVaa) @Sy @AUsa @AUL @AK 40 @AV 4 @ Uy @ V.5
O = (VanVau) @Sy @AUsn @AUL @U, @ AR 30 @ AV oy ® V2

RO = Raa @ U, ® Vv
=(VanNVaa) @AK 40 @AUsa @Sy @AUL @AV 3 @ Uy @ V5
R(?) = (VA/ QVA\A/)* ®/O\FZA/ ®/O\UA\A/ ®§*A/ ®/O\UA/ ®Ua®/o\V*A/ ®Va*;

S — Saa @ U, RV
= AV @AV Aaa @Sy @ AUL @AV 3, @ Uy @ V5
S = AV, 4w AV 4n @80 @AUL QU @AV 5 @ V.

Since the second column (from the left) is obtained from the first column by ten-
soring with U, ® V.*, the squares that involve only these two columns commute.
The squares that involve only the second and third columns commute for trivial
reasons. Next, look at the squares that involve only the third and the last column.
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The top one commutes because the diagrams (14.7), (14.3), and (14.4) commute.
The second one (from the top) commutes for trivial reasons. The third and the last
squares commute because the canonical diagrams (14.5) and (14.6) commute. Thus
the diagram (14.8) is commutative. Note that the composition of the maps in its
top and bottom rows give (7.5,) 4 and (7.5,) a7, respectively. Also, the composition
of the maps in the first and the last columns give (gb.Y);?A, and (be/ respectively.
Since |A’| + 1 = |B’|, this yields the desired commutativity of (14.2) in the case
when B’ = A’ U {a}.

Now we turn to the only other possible case: when B’ = A’. Then the map
m: Vg — V 4/ is an isomorphism, and the map 7 induces as usual a canonical
isomorphism

"t AK 0 @V — AKgp.
Furthermore, 7 induces a canonical isomorphism

b AV 0@V — AVE i,
and, in conjunction with the exact sequence

0— Uy -5 Vi = Vawa — 0,
also the canonical isomorphism
' 7\7,4\,4/ QR U, — /O\VB\B/.
In particular, the diagram
AUsn @U, —2 AUp_p

(14.9) Ag@l l”’

/O\VA\A’(X)UU, 7T—> /O\VB\B’

is commutative. Furthermore, it is routine to check that the canonically induced
diagrams

(14.10)

AV, RV — AV, @V — AV

a ®1J{ J/(_l)(?m)a
AR @AV @V — T ARG @VF @AV <207 AR, @ AT,
and
(14.11)

AUL @ U, = AUL @ U, AN AUg

5®1l l(fl)‘A/‘S

AUsn @ AUy @ U, —— AUaa ®@U, @ AUL L2 AUB 5 @ AU
together with
VanVaua) @AK @V T2 (Ve NVeip) ®@AKLy

(14.12) g®1l lb

o —= b’ o
AVia @V — AVE g



44 A. TCHERNEV

and
o —=% o T -
AVioa @ AVan @U@ Ve £25 k
(14.13) AVaa ®VIQAV 4n @ U, k
b/®ﬂ_1/l l:
/O\Vg\Bl ®/O\VB\B’ % k

are commutative. We write q1 (g2, respectively) for the composition of the maps in
the bottom row of (14.10) (of (14.11), respectively). Now we consider the diagram

= 1®d 1) T (2) TS0, A®N®C
Ty —— Tip — Typ Tg
Z®5®El lZ®6®E®1 lZ®6®1®5®1 (*1)"A®5®al
Qan —— QB —— 0®) Opp
1®d T ﬂ-*®ﬂ';‘a,A’®q2®ql

Tl lf lf Tl

(14.14) R, 24, RO 7, RG) TR QARTE 4 O1QAT R
E®$®1l lB@E@l lg®1®5®1 b®¢®ll

i o g gw MEremesien o
u®1l Lu@l@d*l ”®1l

Ta —— T —— T, 75 4 ®LOAT -

where
R(3) = (VA/ QVA\A/)* ®/O\F2A/ ®Va* ®/O\UA\A/ ®Ua ®§2/ ®/O\UA/ ®/O\VT4/3
8(3) = KVZ\A’ ®Va* ®/O\VA\A’ ®Ua®§j{/ ®7\UA’ ®7\Vj{’

This diagram differs in several places from (14.8). We will show that it is commuta-
tive. The squares that involve the first two columns (from the left) are commutative
because they are the same as in (14.8), except for the bottom one, which commutes
for trivial reasons. Among the three squares that involve the second and third col-
umn, we only need to consider the one involving S®), but that one is commutative
for trivial reasons as well. Next comes the parallelogram with corners in S (1), SBr/,
Tg/, and Tlgl,ig,; it is commutative because of the commutativity of (14.13). Finally,
we deal with the three squares that involve the third and the fourth columns. The
top one commutes because (14.7), (14.10), and (14.11) commute, plus the fact that

(17 (~)T = ()1 = (-1

The second square from the top commutes for trivial reasons, and the third square
from the top commutes because (14.9) and (14.12) are commutative. Therefore



MATROIDS AND FREE RESOLUTIONS 45

the diagram (14.14) is commutative. The desired commutativity of (14.2) is now
immediate by looking at the outer rows and columns of (14.14). The proof of the
proposition is now complete. 0

Proof of Theorem 13.7. Since each map 7y, 4 Is injective (as the dual of a surjective
map) the map (7.Y),, is injective for each n > 0. Thus it remains to show that
(m.Y')e is a morphism of complexes. Furthermore, by Theorem 13.6 it suffices to
prove our theorem under the assumption that Y = S, with {a} an independent set
in M. So let A be a T-flat in M.S, of level n > 1. It suffices to show that

(7.5a)n—1 0 (¢"Sa)”|TA<¢.sa) =¢no (”'S“)”‘TM.SJ

Let B =S~ (S, ~ A)“™"  and observe that if B” is a T-flat inside B of level n — 1
which is not of the form S\ (S, ~ A)*M* for some T-flat A’ C A in M..S, of level
n—1, then by Theorem 8.3 we must have that (B~ B”)NS, = @. Therefore (since
the T-part B ~ B” is nonempty) we must have that B ~ B” = {a}, hence {a} is
a T-part of B and B” = A. In particular, by Theorem 11.4 we obtain that the
composition ¢ZB" o 75, 4 = 0. The desired conclusion is now immediate in view
of the commutativity of (14.2). O

15. ACYCLICITY

In this section ¢: Ug — W is a representation over k of a matroid M on a finite
set S. We tie the remaining loose ends by presenting the proofs of Theorem 6.4,
Theorem 6.5, Theorem 6.6, and Theorem 11.5. We begin with a lemma.

Lemma 15.1. The image of the augmentation map ¢o: To(¢p) — Ug is precisely

Im(¢o) = Ker(¢).

Proof. Let I be a circuit of M. Since T7 is a 1-dimensional vector space and for each
a € I the map (bé’a: Tr — U, is an isomorphism, the map ¢0|T1 == aer gbé’a
is injective; therefore 0 # ¢o(T7) C Ker(¢|I) and hence ¢o(T7) = Ker(¢|I) because
Ker(¢|I) is 1-dimensional due to the fact that I is a circuit. Thus we obtain

¢o(Tr) = > Ker(g|l)

IeTo(M)

and so it suffices to show that Ker(¢) =3~ ;<7 ) Ker(¢[I). For each circuit I let

vr = § dl,aea

acl

be a basis vector for the 1-dimensional space Ker(4|I). By Remark 9.3(b) we have
dr,q # 0 for each a € I. For a vector v = Y ¢ ceeq in Us let supp(v) = {a € S |
ca 7 0}. Suppose that v is a vector in Ker(¢) but not in K’ =3, ) Ker(¢[])
and of smallest support. Then A = supp(v) is a dependent set in M, hence contains
a circuit /. Let a be an element of I. But then the vector w = d ,v — c,vr has
smaller support than v. 1
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Lemma 15.2. Let Y be a subset of S such that S\'Y is independent in M. Then
the diagram

To(s.Y) 222 1y

¢
(w.Yjﬁl Tproi

To(9) —* Us
18 commutative.
Proof. By Theorem 13.6 it is enough to consider the case when Y = S, with {a}

independent in M, so we assume this is the situation. Then it suffices to show that
for each circuit A in M.S, and each element ¢ € A the diagram

A,c
TA(¢'Sa) (@5 ? Uc
(msgﬁl l:
b0 ¢

TB(¢) e Uc

is commutative, where B = S\ (S, ~ A)*™M*. This is trivially true when B = A.
In the only other possible case B = AU {a}, we consider the diagram

TA TO(6®1)> 7\ UA\C ® /O\VZ\C 2y Uc HO(A¢®1)> Uc
To(l®d)l TO(l®d)l l:
TR 200D, R U4 AT, @ U, ® Vr @ U, LEWNICIE08D, )

/\®cl (/\®c)o7'l l:

TO(S o o o
Tg ﬂ AU ® AVE_ @ U. M

where we use notation as in the proof of Theorem 14.1. The two squares that
involve the left column of this diagram commute for trivial reasons, and it is a
routine exercise in multilinear algebra to verify that the two squares involving the
right column also commute. Thus this diagram is commutative. The assertion of
the lemma is now immediate. (]

Proof of Theorems 6.4, 6.5, and 11.5. Note that by Lemma 15.1, Theorem 13.6,
and Theorem 13.7, it is enough to prove by induction on m = |S| that

(1) The complex T,(¢) is a resolution of Ker(¢);

(2) Theorem 11.5 holds; and

(3) If {a} is independent in M then the morphism (7.5,)% : Ta($.Ss) — To(¢)
is an isomorphism in homology.

These statements are true trivially when m = 0. More generally, when ¢ is
a representation of a uniform matroid assertion (1) is true by Example 5.7; the
matroid M.S, is also uniform and therefore in view of Example 3.10 assertion (2)
is just a well known property of symmetric powers; while (3) follows from (1) in
view of Lemmas 15.2 and 15.1, and the fact that by the independence of {a} the
canonical projection Us — Ug, induces an isomorphism of Ker(¢) onto Ker(¢.5,).
In particular, assertions (1), (2), and (3) are true also in the case m = 1.
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Next, we assume that m > 2, that M is not uniform, and that our assertions are
true for smaller values of |S|. Furthermore, by Theorem 6.3, Theorem 11.1, and
Theorem 10.5 we may assume that S is connected (hence the unique largest T-flat
is S itself and therefore 3 > 1 by the non-uniformity of M).

In addition, suppose ¢ € S is such that {c} is not a T-part of S. Then {c} is
independent and is not a T-part of any T-flat of M, hence by Theorem 11.4 the
canonical morphism (7.5,)8: Tu(¢.S.) — Te(¢) is an isomorphism and therefore
(1) is true by the induction hypothesis. Also, if a = ¢ then (3) is trivial. Further-
more, when {a} is independent and a # ¢ then both {a} is independent in M.S, as
well as {c} is independent in M.S, (otherwise {a,c} is a circuit in M hence either
S = {a, ¢} which contradicts ¥ > 1, or {a, c} is a T-part of S which contradicts the
connectedness of S, or {a,c} is a disjoint union of at least two nonempty T-parts
of S which is ruled out because {c} is not a T-part of S); thus by Theorem 13.6

(7"~Sa0)f’sa
I

Te(P.Sac) To($.54)
(W~Sa0)?'scl l(ﬂ“sa)?
(m-Sc)3
To((bsc) —_— To((b)
is a commutative diagram, where Sq. = S ~ {a,c}. It follows that (7.5,)s is
an isomorphism in homology because the other three maps in that diagram are
isomorphisms in homology (here we are applying to the morphisms (W.Sac)?'s"

and (m.5,.)2%¢ our induction hypothesis). Thus (3) is true. Finally, let {a} be

independent in M, and let A be a T-flat of M.S, such that {a} is a T-part of
B =85~ (Sa~ A If B # S then (2) holds for A and B by passing to ¢|B
and applying our induction hypothesis. If B = S then necessarily A = S, and
{a} is a T-part of S. It follows that a # ¢ and that {a} is an independent T-
part of S; in ML.S.. Then by Theorem 11.4 we have Sg,(¢.S,) = Ss,.(¢.Sac) and
Ss(¢) =2 Ss.(¢.S:) aswell as Sg, (¢) = Ss,.(4.5¢), thus by our induction hypothesis

dim Ss(gf)) = dim Ssa ((bSa) + dim Ssa ((b)

and therefore (2) holds in this last remaining case by Theorem 11.4(2).
Summarizing the last paragraph, if S has a T-part that is not a singleton, then
(1), (2), and (3) hold. Therefore in the sequel we will always assume that every
T-part of the connected T-flat S is (independent and) a singleton.
Let a € S. By our induction hypothesis the complex To(¢.S,) is a resolution of
Ker(¢.S,), and for every T-flat A in M.S,, such that A # S, and such that {a} is
a T-part of B =S~ (S, ~ A)*™* the sequence

ﬂ.¢
0 — Sa(¢) @ Va(6) -2 Sp(9) —=% Sa(¢.S,) — 0

is exact. It remains to show that Te(¢) is a resolution of Ker(¢), that the sequence

ﬂ_¢
(15.3) 0 — S5, (6) ® Va(6) - Ss(¢) —25% S (6.50) — 0

is exact, and that (7r.Sa)ﬁ5 is an isomorphism in homology. Consider the exact
sequence of complexes

(7.54)¢

0 — To(.S4) Te(¢p) — C — 0
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where by definition C' = Coker(m.S,)s. Let n = (3 = /55 Since M is not
uniform and every T-part of S is an independent singleton we have n > 2. Thus
H,—1(Te(9.S4)) = 0, and since Ty, (¢) = Ts(¢) the map ¢p: Tp(¢d) — Th_1(¢) is
injective by Remark 5.3. Thus the long homology exact sequence yields H, (C') = 0,
and therefore the differential ¢,,: C,, — C,,_1 is injective. On the other hand,

Cn = (S5(0)/75, 5.,[55.(6-50)"]) @ AUs ® AV

and C,,_ is the direct sum of T, (¢) = Ss, (¢)* @A Us, @A V¢ with all components
of the form
(Sx ()" /75, x<alSx~a($-5a)]) ® AUx ® AV

where X is a T-flat in S of level n — 1 such that {a} is a T-part of X. In fact, by
Theorem 8.4 and Theorem 11.4 in every degree k the space Cf is the direct sum
C}. of all components of the form Tz(¢) for Z a T-flat in M of level k such that
a ¢ Z and ZU{a} is a T-flat in M of level k + 1; plus the direct sum C}/_; of all
components of the form

C% = (Sx(0)" /75, x-alSxa($-S)*]) @ AUx @ AVZ

where X is a T-flat in S of level k such that {a} is a T-part of X. In particular we
have C,, = C//_, and C},_; = Ts,(¢). Furthermore, it is clear from the definitions
that ¢’ = () is a subcomplex of C, and that the shifted down quotient complex
C" = (C/C")[1] has component C}/ in homological degree k.

Now, for each component C% of C}/, the map

()P EIGETE L Ty (9) — T (o) (9)

induces by Theorem 11.4 a surjective homomorphism v,f 0 C% — Tx{a}(0), and
it is straightforward to verify that this induces a surjective morphism of complexes
~v: C" — C" such that C is precisely the mapping cone of 7. Furthermore, by our
induction hypothesis 7, is in fact an isomorphism except possibly for £ = n — 1.
It follows that Hy(C) = 0 for K < n — 1, and H,,(C) = Ker(y?_;). Since we know
that H,,(C) = 0 (because ¢, is injective), we conclude as desired that the sequence
(15.3) is exact, and that the complex C is exact. Therefore, the map (7.5,) is a
quasiisomorphism and the complex T, (¢) is a resolution of Ker(¢.S,) = Ker(¢). O

Proof of Theorem 6.6. In view of Theorem 11.1 and Theorem 10.5 it suffices to
consider the case when A = S is a connected T-flat of M. We induce on the level n
of S. The case n = 0 is trivial. When n > 1 the assertion follows from Theorem 6.5
due to the fact that the nonzero component of Ty (¢) of highest homological degree is
Tn(9) = Ts(¢) = Sg(4)* and its dimension is the alternating sum of the dimensions
of the components in lower homological degrees. The dimensions of these lower
components however are invariants of M by our induction hypothesis. O

16. APPENDIX ON MATROIDS

The appendix contains some general results about matroids that will be needed
at one point or another in our exposition. They are elementary in nature and well
known. Due to the lack of appropriate references, and also for completeness, we
have included their short proofs.

Throughout this section M is a matroid on a finite set .S, and all sets considered
are subsets of S.
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Lemma 16.1. If J C I then |J| —ry < |I| —r;.
Proof. Let J' be a maximal independent subset of J, and let I’ be an extension of
J’ to a maximal independent subset of I. Thus J' = I’ N J hence
rr—ry =\ J|<|I~J|=|I]—|J].
The desired conclusion is now immediate. O
Lemma 16.2. Let I and J be sets such that
[I|—rr=|J|—ry=TUJ —rius=k
for some k. Then also [INJ| —riqy = k.
Proof. We have [INJ| = |I|+|J| = |[IUJ| and ring <rp+rs;—7rus. So
k>IN —=riag > I+ || - TUJ|—rf—ry+rog > k+k—k=k,

where the first inequality is by Lemma 16.1. The desired conclusion is now imme-
diate. (]

Lemma 16.3. Let J be an independent subset disjoint from I such that ry+ry =
riug+k. If I' is a maximal independent subset of IUJ such that I'NI is a maximal
independent subset of I, then |[I'NJ|=|J| — k.

Proof. We have the equalities r7uy = |I’| and r; = |I’ N I|. Since J is independent
we get

|J| —k=r;—k=riyy—1r1r= |I/| — |I/ﬂI| = |I’ﬂJ|,
which is the desired conclusion. ]

Lemma 16.4. Let J be an independent set disjoint from I and such that rjy+ry =
riug+k. If J' is a subset of J and I’ is a subset of I such that ry+rp > rpuy +k,
then we have vy +1rp =rpuy + k.

Proof. Take a maximal independent subset I; of I’ and extend it to a maximal
independent subset I of I. Extend I to a maximal independent subset I3 of
I'UJ’, and then I3 to a maximal independent subset Iy of I U.J. Let I} = Is N .J'.
Note that I, N (I UJ') = I3, so Iy N J' = I,. On the other hand |, NJ| =|J| -k
by Lemma 16.3, hence |I}| = |Iy N J'| > |J'| — k; thus

rooy 2 W0+ LN | >rp + || —k=rp +rp —k>rpuy.
The desired conclusion is now immediate. O

Lemma 16.5. Let J be an independent set disjoint from I and such that r;+ry =
riug+k. If J' is a subset of J and I' is a subset of I such thatry +rp =rpop+k
then we have rjy_jy +rroy = riuJ.

Proof. Let I, be a maximal independent subset of I such that I; = I, NI is a
maximal independent subset of I’.

Let I3 be any extension of I to a maximal independent subset of I U J. We
claim that [IsNJ'| = |J'| —k and I3 N (J N J") = J~ J'. Indeed, let Iy = I3NJ".
Since I3 NI = Is, we have

|IgﬁJ| e |Ig|—|]2| =rg—rr=ry—k= |J|—k,
therefore |I4] > |J'| — k; thus we get
rptry —k=rpoy 2| LAV = L]+ L >rp +rp — K
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whence the claimed equalities |I4] = |J'| =k and Iz N (J N J') =T~ J.

Next, we prove that the set I = I3 N (I UJ’) is a maximal independent subset
of TU.J'. Tt is certainly independent, hence contained in a maximal independent
set I” of TUJ'. Since I C I, we have I”" N1 = I, = I; N 1. Extend I” to
a maximal independent set I§ of I U .J. By the claim from previous paragraph
|[I§ N J'| = |J'| — k; therefore the inclusions

LnJ =nnJ cIr'nJ crnJ
together with the equality [N J'| = |J/| =k yield I"NJ = 15N J'". Thus I = 1",
hence I} is a maximal independent subset of 7 U J'.
Finally, since J \. J' C I3, we observe that
rrug = |I3| = |J N J/| =+ |Ig M (IU JI)| =ryj y +riug,
which is the desired conclusion. O

Lemma 16.6. Let J C I; C I, be sets with J independent and such that

T = TI,~J =TI —T1~J = k.
If I is a set with Iy C I C I, thenry —rr g =k.

Proof. Let I C I C I,. Choose a maximal independent set B of Iy such that the
sets BN (I1 N J), BN (I~ J),and BN (I \ J) are maximal independent subsets
of I ~J, I~ J,and I \ J, respectively. Let B’ = BN J. Then

|B'| = |B|—|BN(Ix~\J)| =1, —r,w5 =k

Furthermore |[BN 1| = |[BN (I N~ J)| 4+ |B’| = ri,<s +k = r1,, hence BN 1 is
a maximal independent subset of I;. Then every element of I; is in the closure of
BN1I;, and since every element of I~ J is in the closure of BN(I~\.J), it follows that
every element of I = (I\.J)UI is in the closure of BNI. Therefore BNI is a maximal
independent subset of I, thus r; = |BNI|=|BN{I N J)|+|B|=rrs+k O

Lemma 16.7. Let J be an independent subset of I such thatry+r; y;=r;. If J
is a subset of J, then ry +rr g =rr.

Proof. Assume rj +ry_j > ry+ 1. Then, since rj_j + ryp = ry, we would get
rr =T+ 1 g =Ty +ryg Frieg 2y +rieg 2+ 1,

which is impossible. O

Lemma 16.8. Let I and Iy be sets with vy, + 71, = r1,ur,, and let J C I U 5.
The set J is a maximal independent subset of I1 U Iy if and only if the sets J, =
ILNJ and Jo = I N J are mazimal independent subsets of Iy and I5, respectively.

Proof. Assume first that J is a maximal independent subset of I = I1 U I5. Then
the sets J; and Jy are independent, and ry, +rjy, > r; = r;. Therefore we have

rr=ryn +rn >r, +rn, >rr,

thus necessarily r;, = ry, = |J;| for i = 1,2.

Conversely, if J; and Jo are maximal independent subsets of I; and I, respec-
tively, then clearly every element of I = I; U I5 is in the closure of J = J; U Js.
Therefore J contains a maximal independent subset J’ of I. By the first part of
the lemma we must have J' N I; = J; for ¢ = 1,2, hence J' = J. O
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Lemma 16.9. Let I1 and Is are sets with ri, +rr, = rur,- If J1 C I and Jo2 C Iy
then TJl + TJQ - TJlUJz .

Proof. Let J = J; U Ja, and let J! be a maximal independent subset of J; for
i =1,2. Then ry, = |J/|. Extend J/ to a maximal independent subset I/ of I;. Then
I' = Il U I} is a maximal independent subset of I = I; U Iy by Lemma 16.8, hence
the set J' = Jj UJ, C I'NJ is an independent subset of J. Also note that Jj N .J;
is an independent subset of I1 N I, and since 0 < rpqr, < v +71, —rnun =0,
we must have r,nr, = 0 and therefore J| N J5 = @. Furthermore for each i every
element of J; is in the closure of the set J/, therefore every element of J is in the
closure of J'. Thus
ry = |J/| - |J£| + |Jé| =7 T,

which is the desired conclusion. O

Proposition 16.10. Let I1,...,I; be subsets of A. Then A=11 ®---® I}, if and
OTLZy ZfAzjll—lUIk ‘deA:TIl‘F"'—FT],C-

Proof. The “only if” direction was already done in Section 1. To prove the “if”
direction, we induce on k. In view of the definition of direct sum, the case k = 2 is
a straightforward consequence of Lemma 16.8. Thus we assume k > 3 and that the
result is true for k — 1. Let A’ =I; U---UIx_1. Then A = A’ U I}, and we have

rA<Ta +r, <A+ T =14

It follows that r4 = ras + 7y, and that r4» = r;, +--- 4+ 77, ,. Since the direct
sum operation is associative, our induction hypothesis concludes the proof. O

Lemma 16.11. Let I and J be subsets of A such that A = 1® J. If C is a
connected subset of A then either C C 1 or C' C J.

Proof. Let I' =INC and J' = JNC. By Proposition 16.10 and Lemma 16.9 we
have rpy + 75 = rpuy = 1o, hence C = I’ ® J’. The desired conclusion is now
immediate. O

Proposition 16.12. Let Ay,..., Ay be the connected components of A. Then we
have A=A, & - D A.

Proof. The proposition is trivially true if A is connected, hence we assume that A
is not connected. Then A = I & J for some nonempty subsets I and J. Since each
connected component of A is either inside I or inside J (by Lemma 16.11) it follows
that the connected components of I together with the connected components of J
give the connected components of A. An elementary induction on the size of A now
completes the proof. 1
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