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SWITCHING ROOK POLYNOMIALS OF COLLECTIONS OF CELLS:
PALINDROMICITY AND DOMINO-STABILITY

FRANCESCO NAVARRA, AYESHA ASLOOB QURESHI, AND GIANCARLO RINALDO

ABSTRACT. The rook polynomial is a generating function that enumerates the number of ways to
place rooks, with no two in the same row or column, on a collection of cells regarded as a pruned
chessboard. In combinatorial commutative algebra, special attention is devoted to its variant, the
switching rook polynomial, which is conjectured to coincide with the h-polynomial of the K-algebra
associated with the given collection of cells. In this context, palindromicity plays a crucial role, as it
reflects the algebraic property of Gorensteinness. In this paper, we introduce a new combinatorial
property, called domino-stability, and we prove that the switching rook polynomial of a collection
of cells P is palindromic if and only if P is domino-stable. Building upon this result, we derive new
insights into the characterization of Gorenstein K-algebras arising from collections of cells.

INTRODUCTION

Chess is one of the most famous board games in the world, and throughout its history it has
inspired a wide variety of combinatorial problems. One of the most classical examples, known as
the rook problem, involves rooks, i.e., the chess pieces that can attack only horizontally or vertically.
This problem consists in determining the rook polynomial, that is, the generating function whose
k-th coefficient is the number of ways to place k rooks on a pruned chessboard with at most one
rook per row and column. The rook polynomial of a skew diagram is intimately connected with the
enumeration of permutations with specific properties, a relation first explored in [13] and further
developed in [23]. For a comprehensive treatment of permutations with forbidden positions, we
refer the reader to |26, Chapter 2].

Over the years, rook polynomials have gained prominence due to their applications in various
areas (see [7, 8] and the references therein), and several variants have been proposed, as in [5].
One of the most relevant in combinatorial commutative algebra is the switching rook polynomial.
To provide a working formulation of it, let us consider a collection of cells P, viewed as a pruned
chessboard. We say that one or more rooks are non-attacking on P whenever no horizontal or
vertical path of edge-adjacent cells in P connects two of them. Furthermore, if F} and F;, are two
placements of k non-attacking rooks on P, we identify F} and F5 whenever F, can be obtained
from F; through a finite sequence of switchings, i.e., by moving pairs of rooks occupying opposite
corners of a rectangle entirely contained in P, from the diagonal to the anti-diagonal or vice versa.
Then, the switching rook polynomial of P is defined as

r(P)
p(t) = #(P)t,
k=0
where 7(P) denotes the rook number of P, i.e., the maximum number of non-attacking rooks

that may be placed on P, and 7(P) is the number of equivalence classes of configurations of k
non-attacking rooks on P under switching operations, for 0 < k < r(P).
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The significance of the switching rook polynomial arises in combinatorial commutative algebra
from its connection with the Hilbert—Poincaré series of the K-algebras associated with collections
of cells. Starting from a collection of cells P, one may construct the binomial ideal Ip generated
by the inner 2-minors of P in the polynomial ring Sp = K|z, : v is a vertex of P], where K is a
field. The K-algebra K[P| := Sp/Ip is called the coordinate ring of P. This construction was
introduced in [19] as a generalization of the well-known theory of 2-minor determinantal ideals of
an m x n matrix of indeterminates. Refer to [2] for more details on determinantal ideals. The main
focus of this research line is the study of the algebraic invariants of K[P] via the combinatorial
geometry of P. Since its introduction, this topic has been extensively investigated, leading to
almost forty related publications, which the reader may consult in the recent survey [17].

What grants the switching rook polynomial its central relevance in the study of ideals of inner
2-minors of a collection of cells P is its matching with the h-polynomial of K[P]. A first connection
was studied for polyominoes, that is, planar figures formed by joining unit squares edge to edge; for
a comprehensive overview of polyominoes, see [6]. It was initially observed in [4] that the Castel-
nuovo-Mumford regularity of K[P] coincides with the rook number of P, when P is an L-convex
polyomino. Later, it was shown in [22] that the h-polynomial of K[P] coincides with the switching
rook polynomial of P, if P is a free-hole polyomino containing no square tetromino. An analogous
result was obtained in [10, 14, 20] for polyominoes with at most one hole and possibly containing
square tetrominoes. A further step forward was recently made in [18], where this equality between
the h-polynomial and the switching rook polynomial was proven for convex collections of cells with
quadratic Grébner bases. In the same work, the authors also provided an algorithm for computing
the switching rook polynomial and, on the basis of extensive computations, conjectured that this
equality holds for arbitrary collections of cells ([18, Conjecture 2.4]). In this setting, the founda-
tional work of Stanley [24] provides a nice and strong inspiration for analyzing the palindromicity
of the switching rook polynomial, as it relates the palindromicity of the h-polynomial of a standard
graded K-algebra to its Gorenstein property. Recall that a polynomial p(t) = pg + - - - + pat? in
Z~ot] is said to be palindromic if p; = pg_; for all i = 0,...,[d/2]|. It is worth mentioning that
palindromic polynomials are studied not only in algebraic combinatorics for their elegant symme-
tries, but also in fields such as analysis and cryptography for their applications (see [12]); however,
no analogous applications have been observed for the switching rook polynomial to date.

In this work, we geometrically characterize all collections of cells with palindromic switching
rook polynomial. For this purpose, we introduce a novel combinatorial and geometric property,
termed domino-stability (see Definition 24]), and show that, if P is a collection of cells, then its
switching rook polynomial 7p(t) is palindromic if and only if P is domino-stable (see Theorem [B.T]).

The paper is organized as follows. Section[Ilserves as a preliminary section and is divided into two
subsections for clarity. In Subsection [I.I] we provide all relevant definitions and known properties
of collections of cells, and in Subsection [[.2] we formally define the switching rook polynomial and
discuss its properties.

In Section 2l we introduce and investigate the notion of domino-stability for a collection of cells
(see Definition 2.4]). We first show that every domino-stable collection of cells contains at least
one stable square (see Proposition and Definition [2.7). We then examine the switching rook
polynomial of a square polyomino, providing an explicit bijection that explains its palindromicity
(see Discussion [28]), and conclude with Proposition 2.9, showing that certain cells of a domino-
stable collection of cells are aligned horizontally and vertically with some stable squares.

Section [3] is devoted to establishing that domino-stability constitutes a sufficient condition for
the palindromicity of the switching rook polynomial. The section begins with Lemma [B.I] a
preliminary yet fundamental result, which shows that for a domino-stable collection of cells P there
exists, up to switches, a unique placement of r(P) non-attacking rooks on P, obtained by placing
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all rooks exclusively on the stable squares of P. This key result, together with Discussion and
Proposition 2.9 is then employed in Proposition B.2], in order to explicitly construct a bijection
between the equivalence classes of configurations of k£ non-attacking rooks and those of r(P) — k
rooks. As a consequence, the switching rook polynomial of P is shown to be palindromic.

In Section 4] we establish that domino-stability is a necessary condition for the palindromicity
of the switching rook polynomial (see Proposition [£.3]). The core of the argument lies in Propo-
sition .2] where we show that if a collection of cells P is not domino-stable and admits, up to
switches, a unique configuration of r(P) non-attacking rooks on P (equivalently, 74(P) = 1 with
d = r(P)), then necessarily 74_1(P) > 7 (P). In other words, the number of equivalence classes of
(r(P) — 1) non-attacking rooks on P strictly exceeds the number of cells of P.

Finally, in Section [B, we present the main result of this paper, stated below.

Theorem 0.1. (Theorem[5.1]) Let P be a collection of cells and 7p(t) be the switching rook poly-
nomial of P. Then, 7p(t) is palindromic if and only if P is domino-stable.

Notably, the above theorem largely recovers [1l Corollary 5.16], which describes the palindromic-
ity of the switching rook polynomial (referred to there as the nested rook polynomial) for skew
diagrams. Furthermore, we present an interesting and unexpected development arising from the
above result, that is, a potential characterization of the Gorenstein coordinate rings of collections
of cells. Assuming that [18, Conjecture 2.4] holds and in light of Stanley’s results [24], we have
the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 0.2. (Corollary[5.3) Let P be a collection of cells satisfying [18, Conjecture 2.4], i.e.,
such that the h-polynomial of K[P] coincides with the switching rook polynomial of P.

(1) If K[P] is Gorenstein, then P is domino-stable;
(2) Suppose that K[P] is a Cohen-Macaulay domain, then the converse of (1) is true: that is,
if P is domino-stable, then K[P| is Gorenstein.

This naturally motivates the search for supplementary geometric conditions on the structure of
collections of cells to be imposed alongside domino-stability, in order to obtain a sufficient criterion
for the Gorenstein property, in the non-domain case. The evidence presented below provides sub-
stantial support for the belief that domino-stability may, surprisingly, be sufficient to characterize
Gorensteinness.

Proposition 0.3. (Proposition [5.0) Let P be a domino-stable collection of cells with rank less
than or equal to 10 or a domino-stable polyomino with rank less than or equal to 12. Then K|[P|
1s Gorenstein.

The proof of the above result is purely computational and is based on the framework developed in
[16]. This evidence naturally suggests the following conjecture:

Conjecture 0.4. (Conjecture[5.8) Let P be a collection of cells. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) K[P] is Gorenstein;
(2) the h-polynomial of K[P] is palindromic;
(8) the switching rook polynomial of P is palindromic;
(4) P is domino-stable.

This phenomenon is rather surprising. As noted by Stanley in |24, Example 4.5], even for rela-
tively simple monomial ideals, weakening the primality assumption shows that palindromicity does
not guarantee the Gorenstein property: for example, K[z, y, z, w]/(zw, yw, xyz) is a reduced Co-
hen-Macaulay K-algebra with a palindromic hA-polynomial, yet it is not Gorenstein. In contrast,
for ideals of inner 2-minors of collections of cells, palindromicity alone appears sufficient to ensure
the Gorenstein property.
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1. COLLECTIONS OF CELLS AND SWITCHING ROOK POLYNOMIALS

In this section, we present the combinatorial preliminaries on collections of cells and provide the
definition and basic properties of the switching rook polynomial.

1.1. Collection of cells. Let (i,7), (k,1) € Z*>. We define the partial order (i,7) < (k,[) if and
only if i < k and j <. Given a = (i,j) and b = (k,[) in Z? with a < b, the set [a,b] = {(m,n) €
72 i <m <k, j<n <I}is called an interval of Z*. If i < k and j < [, the interval [a, ] is
said to be proper, in which case we refer to a and b as diagonal corners of [a,b], and to ¢ = (i,1)
and d = (k,j) as the anti-diagonal corners. If j =1 (or ¢ = k) then a and b are in a horizontal (or
vertical) position. We denote by ]a, b[ the set {(m,n) € Z*> : i <m < k, j <n <l}. A proper
interval C' = [a, b] where b = a+(1, 1) is called a cell of Z?. The points a, b, ¢, and d are respectively
referred to as the lower left, upper right, upper left and lower right corners of C. We denote the
set of vertices and edges of C' by V(C) = {a,b,c,d} and E(C) = {{a,c},{c,b},{b,d},{a,d}},
respectively.

Let P be a non-empty collection of cells in Z?. We define the vertex and edge sets as V(P) =
Ucep V(C) and E(P) = Joep E(C), respectively. The rank of P, denoted by |P|, is the number
of cells in P. We say that P is a polyomino if for any two distinct cells C' and D in P there exists a
sequence of cells C : C' = C4,...,C,, = D of P such that C;NCj;; is an edge of C; and C 1, for all
1=1,...,m—1. Analogously, P is weakly connected if for any two distinct cells in P there exists
such a sequence with C; NCiyq # 0, for alli =1,...,m — 1. A connected component P" of P is a
polyomino contained in P which is maximal with respect to the set inclusion, that is if A € P\ P’
then P’ U{A} is not a polyomino. For instance, in Figures[l (A) and (B) we illustrate a polyomino
and a weakly connected collection of cells with three connected components, respectively.

(a) (B) ()

FIGURE 1. A polyomino, a weakly connected collection of cells and a bounding
rectangle of a polyomino.

Consider two cells A and B of Z? with a = (4, j) and b = (k,[) as the lower left corners of A and
B, respectively, with a < b. The cell interval [A, B], also called a rectangle, is the set of the cells
of Z? with lower left corner (r,s) such that i < r < k and j < s < [. The width and the height of
[A, B], denoted by w([A, B]) and h([A, B]), represent the number of horizontal and vertical cells
of [A, B], respectively. Specifically, w([A,B]) = k —i+ 1 and h([A,B]) = [ — j + 1. The size
of [A, B] is defined by h([A, B])w([A, B]) and is denoted by size([A, B]). We say that [A, B] is
horizontal (respectively, vertical) if h([A, B]) > w([A, B]) (respectively, h([A, B]) < w([A, B])).
If h([A, B]) = w([A, B]), then [A, B] is said to be a square. Note that a square can be regarded
simultaneously as both a vertical and a horizontal rectangle. If P is a collection of cells, then
we say that [A, B] is the minimal bounding rectangle of P if P C [A, B] and there does not exist
any rectangle of Z?* containing P that is properly contained in [A, B] (Figure [l (C)). A mazimal
rectangle of P is a rectangle R of cells of P such that no other rectangle whose cells are all in
P properly contains R. If (i,7) and (k,) are in horizontal (or vertical) position, we say that the
cells A and B are in a horizontal (or vertical) position. Consider two cells, A and B, of P in a
vertical (respectively, horizontal) position. The cell interval [A, B] is called a column (respectively,
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a row) of P if the cells A and B are in vertical (respectively, horizontal) position, all the cells in
[A, B] belong to P, and there is no cell interval [A’, B'] with A’ and B’ in vertical (respectively,
horizontal) position such that [A, B] C [A’, B']. The polyomino in Figure[Il (A) has eight maximal
rectangles, nine columns and seven rows.

Since an interval in Z? uniquely corresponds to a cell interval in Z2, we associate an interval I of
Z? with its corresponding rectangle, denoted by R(I). If I = [a,b] and ¢, d are the anti-diagonal
corners of I, then the two cells of R(I) containing a or b (respectively, ¢ or d) are called diagonal
(respectively, anti-diagonal) corner cells of R(I). We say that an interval I is an inner interval of

P it R(I) C P.

1.2. Switching rook polynomial. We now introduce the terminology of non-attacking rooks on
a collection of cells and the switching rook polynomial.

Let P be a collection of cells. We say that two rooks Ry and Ry coincide or overlap if they are
located in the same cell of P. Two rooks R; and R, are in attacking position or attacking rooks
in P if they do not overlap and there exists a row or a column of P that contains the cells where
Ry and R, are placed. In contrast, two rooks are in non-attacking position or non-attacking rooks
in P if they do not overlap and they are not in attacking position. A j-rook configuration in P
is a set of j rooks arranged in non-attacking positions within P, where 57 > 0; for convention, the
0-rook configuration is (). We say that a j-rook configuration in P is maximal if there does not
exist any k-rook configuration in P, with k& > j, that properly contains it. The rook number r(P)
is the maximum number of rooks that can be placed in P in non-attacking positions. In Figures
(A) and (B), we illustrate a maximal 5-rook configuration and an r(P)-rook configuration in the
same collection P of cells, respectively, where r(P) = 7.

We denote by R;(P) the set of all j-rook configurations of P for j € {0,...,r(P)}, with the conven-
tion that Ro(P) represents the empty configuration (i.e., |[Ro(P)| = 1). Note that the collection

U;(j)) R;(P) forms a simplicial complex, known as the rook compler of P. Two non-attacking
rooks in P are said to be in switching position if they are placed in the diagonal (respectively,
anti-diagonal) corner cells of R(I), for some inner interval I of P, and in such a case we say that
the rooks are in a diagonal (respectively, anti-diagonal) position.

Fix j € {0,...,7(P)}. Let F' € R;(P). Consider two switching rooks, R; and Ry, within F, posi-
tioned diagonally (or anti-diagonally) in R(/) for some inner interval I. Let R} and R} be the rooks
in the anti-diagonal (or diagonal, respectively) cells of R(I). Then the set (F\{Ry, R2})U{ R}, Ry}
also belongs to R;(P). This operation of replacing Ry and Ry by R} and Ry is called a switch of
Ry and R,. This defines an equivalence relation ~ on R,;(P): Fy ~ F; if F5 can be obtained from
F} through a sequence of switches. In this case, we say that I} and F, are equivalent with respect
to ~ (or same up to switches). Figures 2 (C) and (D) show two 4-rook configurations that are
equivalent with respect to ~. .

Let R;(P) = R;(P)/ ~ be the quotient set of equivalence classes. We define 7;(P) = |R;(P)|
for 7 € {0,...,7(P)}, with the convention that 7o(P) = 1. The switching rook polynomial of P is
then defined as the polynomial in Z-[t]:

(P)
p(t) =Y (P,
=0
For example, for the collection of cells in Figures2 (C) or (D), rp(t) = 1+ 8t +19t* + 14¢* + 3t*. In

general, the switching rook polynomial of a collection of cells can be computed using the routine
implemented in [15].

Definition 1.1. Let Q be a rectangle with w(Q) = m and h(Q) = n. After a suitable translation
in the plane, we may assume that @ = R([(1,1),(m + 1,n + 1)]). We denote by A;; the cell of
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(a) (B) (©) (D)

FiGURE 2. Examples of some arrangements of non-attacking rooks.

Q with lower left corner (7, j), for all ¢ € [m] and j € [n]. For simplicity, we can identify a rook
arrangement with the set of the cells of Q where the rooks are placed. We say that a k-rook
configuration R = {A4;,j,,..., A .} in Qis canonical if then the indices satisfy iy < --- < i and
1< <

Remark 1.2. Let Q be a rectangle with notations as in Definition [L.Il Then, for every k-rook
configuration R in Q there exists a unique canonical k-rook configuration € in Q such that € ~ ‘R.
Indeed, if R = {A;,j,,..., A4, .} is a non canonical k-rook configuration in Q, then we have two
rooks of R, namely A;,;, and A;,;, for some ¢,¢" € [k], that are in anti-diagonal position. Assume
iy < iy and j; > jy. Then one can replace A;;, and A;,;, by A;;, and A;,; in R, respectively.
Repeating the same process, if needed, one obtains the canonical form of R after finite number of
steps.

The aim of next discussion is to suitably extend the previous definition to the context of a
collection of cells. Specifically, for every k-rook configuration fR in a collection P of cells, we define
a unique k-rook configuration € in P such that € ~ R and the arrangement of the rooks of § in
the maximal rectangles of P is canonical in according to Definition [LIl This configuration § will
serve as the representative of the class [R]..

Discussion 1.3. Let P be a collection of cells and M(P) = {B;,...,B,} be the set of maximal
rectangles of P. Let R be a k-rook configuration in P. Let R; be the set of rooks of SR which are
placed on the cells of B; and r; = |R;|, for i € [p]. We perform a sequence of switches step by step
over the maximal rectangles B, ..., B, of P, to transform R into a k-rook configuration in P such
that the r;-rook configuration in B; is canonical, for all i € [p].

Let 1 < i < p. Denote by R(B;,&;_1) the set of rooks of C; which are placed on the cells of
B; (with Cy = R). By Remark [[L2] there exists a unique canonical r;-rook configuration in B;,
denoted by €(B;, €;_1), such that €(B;, €;_1) ~ R(B;, €;_1). We then define €; = (R\R(B;, €;_1))U
R(B;, ;). At the final step, when we obtain €,, we set § = €,. It is straightforward that § is
a k-rook configuration in P with § ~ PR. For each i € [p], let §; be the set of rooks in § that
are placed on the cells of B;, and let us show that §; is canonical. Suppose, for contradiction,
that there exists an index j € [p] such that §; is not canonical. This means there are two rooks
in §; that are in anti-diagonal position. If Bj for some k > j contains both A; and A,, then
the diagonal position of R; and R, is trivially preserved. If A; lies in B, and Ay in B;, with
J1,J2 > j and j; # jo, then the diagonal position is also preserved. Indeed, let C; and Cy
(respectively, H; and Hj) be the maximal columns (respectively, rows) of P that contain A; and
Ay, respectively. Define: Cy = Cy \ B, Cy = Cy \ Bj, Hi = {C € H; : C is at West of 4;} and
Hy = {C € Hy : C is at East of Ay}. Then R, (respectively, Ry) can be moved to a cell in C; U H;
(respectively, Cy U Hs), so in the new configuration, R; and R, are either in diagonal position or
no longer in switching position. Hence, two rooks in §; cannot be in anti-diagonal position, which
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yields a contradiction.
Hence, § is a k-rook configuration in P such that § ~ 9 and §; is canonical, for every ¢ € [p].

Definition 1.4. Let P be a collection of cells, and let M(P) = {B;,...,B,} denote the set of
maximal rectangles in P. Given a k-rook configuration R in P, the configuration § defined in
Discussion [[.3 is called the canonical k-rook configuration of R (with respect to By, ..., B,).

Remark 1.5. In general, it is important to note that, given a k-rook configuration R in P,
there does not necessarily exist a unique k-rook configuration € in P such that € ~ R and the
arrangement of the rooks of § in the maximal rectangles of P is canonical. In Figure B (A) we
have a 3-rook configuration 2R, and in (B) and (C) two 3-rook configuration in P, namely §; and
S2, such that §1,82 ~ R and the arrangements of the rooks of both §; and 2 in the maximal
rectangles of P is canonical. Uniqueness is achieved only after fixing an ordering of the maximal
rectangles of P. Indeed, different labeling may lead to different canonical k-rook configurations.
If we fix the labeling By = [A, B|, By, = [C, D], B3 = [A, D], and By = [C, B], the corresponding
canonical configuration of fR is shown in Figure B (B). On the other hand, if we instead fix the
labeling By = [C, D], By = [A, B|, B3 = [A, D], and B, = [C, B], then the canonical configuration
becomes the one shown in (C).

D h=4 h=
c & B hei p=g
AR g g

(A) R (B) &1 (C) S2

F1GURE 3. Three 3-rook configurations in P.

2. A COMBINATORIAL PROPERTY: DOMINO-STABILITY OF A COLLECTION OF CELLS

In this section, we introduce a new combinatorial property, called domino-stability, which is
closely related to the geometric structure of a collection of cells (see Definition 2.4]). This property
plays a crucial role, as it characterizes precisely those collections of cells whose switching rook
polynomial is palindromic.

We begin by introducing a new operation on axis-aligned rectangles, termed gluing, which consists
of joining them along parallel edges to form a larger rectangle.

Definition 2.1 (Gluing of axis-aligned rectangles). Let {R;; : i € [r],j € [s]} be a non-empty
family of axis-aligned rectangles and let B = (J{R;; : i € [r], j € [s]}. We denote by AE;%’") the
(m,n)-th cell of R;;, indexed from left to right and from bottom to top (see Figure @ (A)). For
all i € [r] and j € [s], we define ¢; = I(Ri1) and w; = w(Ry;). Moreover, we set £ = > £,
and w = Zzzl wg. Let R be a rectangle with cell By, where 1 < u </ and 1 < v < w, indexed
from left to right and from bottom to top. The rectangle R is said to be the gluing of B, and it is
denoted by G(B).

Furthermore, the (m,n)-th cell of R;; is mapped to B,,, where u = m + Z;_:ll l, and v = n +
S- . 1wy, and conversely, B,, maps to Ag-n’"), where m = u — Z;_:ll lyand n = v — 37~ o LW, In
this case, we say that AE;%’") (respectively, B,,) corresponds to B, (respectively, Agj ), under

the gluing, or that Ag»n’") and B, are corresponding cells under gluing.
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A§12.1) A%l) R ASZIQ.I) Ag,l) A;?;.l) - Aglz,l) Ras
Biz | By | Bsz | Bus | Bss | Bes
By | B2 | Bs2 | Baz| Bs2 | Bea
A AR A5 AGY AR G Bii | Ba | Bsi | Ba | Bsi | Ba
Ao D O T A T
(A) B=Ri1URy U R31 UR12 URas UR3o (B) R = G(B)

FIGURE 4. A family of axis-aligned rectangles and its gluing.

A vertex a € V(P) is called an interior vertex of P if a is a vertex of four distinct cells of P,
otherwise it is called a boundary vertex of P.

Proposition 2.2. Let P be a collection of cells and M(P) = {Bi,...,B,} be the set of all mazimal
rectangles of P. Set B; = B; \ (Ujem\{i} Bj>, fori € [p] and assume that B; # 0. Then B; consists
of a union of axis-aligned rectangles.

Proof. Observe that if B; By = 0 for all k € [p]\ {i}, then B; = B;, and the claim follows trivially.
Otherwise, let j; be the smallest index in [p]\ {#} such that B;NB;, # 0. We distinguish two cases,
depending on whether V' (B;,) contains a corner of B;.

(1) Suppose that a corner of B; belongs to V(B,). Note that at most one corner of B; can lies
in the interior of V(B;,), otherwise B; would not be maximal, and that the four corners of
B; cannot belong to V (B, ) at the same time, otherwise B; C B;, so against the maximality
of B;. If one of the corners of B; lies in the interior of B;,, then there exist two distinct
maximal rectangles of P, one horizontal and one vertical, say B,,, and B,, (with my,n; €
[p] \ ([71]U{i})), containing B; N Bj,; in this case, B; \ (B;, U By, U B,,) consists of a single
rectangle, which we denote by ;. If no corner of B; is in the interior of B;,, then B; \ B;,
still consists of a single rectangle, which we again denote by R;.

(2) Suppose now that no corner of B; is in V(B;,). Then B; \ Bj, clearly consists of two
axis-aligned rectangles, which we indicate by R; and R, and set R; = Ry U Rs.

Now, if Ry N By, =0 for all k € [p] \ ([j1] U {i}), then B; = fR,. In this case, R, is either a single
rectangle or a union of two axis-aligned rectangles, and the claim follows. Otherwise, let j, be the
minimum index in [p]\ ([j]U{:}) such that R, N B;, = 0. If R, is a rectangle, then we can proceed
exactly as before in (1) or (2), replacing B; with 93;. This yields, in the end, a single rectangle,
which we denote by PRs. Now, suppose that R, consists of the two axis-aligned rectangles R; and
Ry. We have then to consider the possible situations depending on whether V(B;,) contains a
corner of R; or Ry, or not.

(A) Suppose that V' (B;,) contains at least one corner of Ry or Ry. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that both R; and R, are horizontally axis-aligned. We denote the lower-left,
upper-right, upper-left, and lower-right corners of R;, by ay, by, ¢, and dj,, respectively,
for h € 1,2. With this notation, {c1,bs}, {bo,ds}, {a1,ds}, and {a;,c1} cannot lie in the
interior of B;,, and the set {ay,c1,ds, bo} cannot be contained in V'(Bj,), as this would
contradict the maximality of B;. If at least one of the corners by, d;, o, as lies in the
interior of B;, then R, \ B;, is either a rectangle or two aligned-axis rectangles, denoted
by PRa. If one of the corners aj,cy,bs,dy is in the interior of Bj,, then there exist two
distinct maximal rectangles of P, one horizontal and one vertical, say B, and B,  (with
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m/,n" € [p|\ ([j2] U{i})), containing R N Bj,; in this case, Ry \ (B, U B,y UB,) consists of
either a single rectangle or of two axis-aligned rectangles i1, which we still denote by fR,.

(B) Suppose now that V(B;) contains no corner of Ry and Ry. Then R, \ B;, clearly consists
of either three or four axis-aligned rectangles. We set Ry = R, \ Bj,.

Now, if Ry N By = O for all k € [p] \ ([h] U {i}), then B; = R, and either R, is a rectangle
or consists of two, three or four axis-aligned rectangles, so the claim follows. In the opposite
case, we consider the smallest index jo in [p] \ ([j2] U {i}) such that Ry N B;, = 0. We then repeat
arguments similar to those used before. In conclusion, since [p] is finite, by iterating this argument,
we eventually find s € [p] such that R, N By, = 0 for all k € [p] \ {i}, R; is a union of axis-aligned
rectangles, and B; = R,, which proves the claim. U

Example 2.3. Consider the polyomino P in Figure [ (A). The maximal intervals of P are:
B, = R([(273)>(1O> 7)])7 By = R([(174)7(1175)])7 B; = R([(4v 3)7(679)])’ By = R([(7>1)7(97 7)])7

Bs = R([(7,1),(8,9)]) and Bs = R([(7,8),(9,9)]). Observe that B consists of axis-aligned rect-
angles, which ave { ALY, ABDY LA ] LA00N L4040 0 a20), £a00 00)

and {Aglz’l), Agé’z)}. The gluing of B; is a rectangle, illustrated in Figure [l (B).

(6, 9) (8,9 (9,9

Bs
.8 Bs
Bs
By (9,7) (10,7)
Ao ap g A
12 2 32
Bz | Bas | By | Bas
(1,1)] 4(2,1) (1,1) (1,1)
Az Ar Az Az (11, 5) B | B Bsy | Ba
BZ 22 :
s Bi | Ba | B3 | Ba
’ 1,1 2, 1,1 .
] ag a4 Ay
(2,3) (4,3)
By
71
(a) (B)

FIGURE 5. A polyomino and a gluing of B;.

Definition 2.4 (Domino-stable). Let P be a collection of cells and let M(P) = {By,...,B,} be
the set of all maximal intervals of P. Let B; = B; \ (Uje[p}\{i} Bj>, for all i € [p]. We say that P

is domino-stable if, for all ¢ € [p], one of the following conditions holds:
(1) if B; # 0, then G(B;) is a square; or
(2) if B; = 0, then for every cell C' in B; there exist two unique distinct indices j, k € [p] \ {i}
such that B; (respectively, By) contains a cell of P in horizontal (respectively, vertical)
position with C.

Remark 2.5. Note that in Definition 2.4, both B; and By, are non-empty. Consequently, according
to condition (1), G(B;) and G(By) are squares. In Figures [f] (A) and (B), we have two convex
polyominoes which are domino-stable. In contrast, Figures [0l (C) and (D) show two polyominoes,
P1 and Ps, which do not satisfy this property. The failure occurs because the cell C' lies in a
maximal rectangle B; for which B; = (), and there is no vertically aligned cell with C' that belongs
to B for any maximal rectangle of P; or Ps.
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B;

(a) (B) (©) (D)

FIGURE 6. Two domino-stable polyominoes on the left, two no domino-stable on
the right.

Proposition 2.6. Let P be a collection of cells and let M(P) = {B1,...,B,} be the set of all
mazimal rectangles of P. Then there exists an index i € [p] such that B; # (.

Proof. Let us assume that P is a polyomino. Let R = [R;, R4] be the minimal bounding rectangle
of P, and let Ry and R3 be the anti-diagonal cells of R such that [R;, R,] form a horizontal cell
interval. Since R is the minimal bounding rectangle of P, we obtain that P N [Ry, R4 # (). Then,
consider a maximal row [A, B] of P such that [A, B] C [Ry, R4]. Due to the maximality of [A, B],
there is exactly one maximal rectangle of P, say B; for some i € [p], such that [A, B] C B;. Due to
the maximality of B;, there is a maximal vertical column in B;, denoted by [C, D], such that the
cell at North of D is not in P. Moreover, the adjacent cells at East of A, West of B and South of
C do not belong to P. Then C ¢ B; for all j € [p]\ {i}, that is, C € B;, so B; # ). Finally, if P is
a collection of cells, it is enough to consider one connected component, which is a polyomino, and
the claim follows from the preceding discussion. O

Definition 2.7 (Stable-square). Let P be a collection of cells. We set
S(P) ={G(B) : B€ M(P) and B # 0},

which is non-empty by Proposition If P is domino-stable, then every element of S(P) is a
square; in this case, we refer to the elements of S(P) as the stable squares of P.

Stable squares will play a crucial role in the subsequent results, so we first review a fundamental
property of the switching rook polynomial of a square.

Discussion 2.8. Let S be a square of size n?, where n € Z-o. The rook number of S is n,
so let 7s(t) = > p_, 7k(S)t* be the switching rook polynomial of S. It is well known that K[S]
is Gorenstein ([27, pp.451-452]) and that the h-polynomial of K|[S] coincides with the switching
rook polynomial of § ([20]). Therefore, by [24, Theorem 4.1], we have that 7s(¢) is palindromic,
meaning that 7,(S) = 7,_(S) for all £ € {0,...,n}. This symmetry implies the existence of a
bijective correspondence between Ry (S) and R,,_1(S), so, in what follows, we explicitly construct
such a bijection. We may assume that S = R([(1,1), (n + 1,n + 1)]) and we denote by A;; the
cell of § with lower left corner (i,j), for all 4,5 € [n]. Moreover, we refer to A;; for ¢ € [n] as a
diagonal cell of S. For a non-empty canonical k-rook configuration A = {4, ;,,..., A}, we set
P\ {ir <+ < ikh = {6 < -+ < f_g} and [0\ Ljs < - < jeb = 45 < -+ < Fy}. Then, we
define ¢, : Ryp(S) — Rp_i(S) as:

y [{Ai 1€ [n]}. if k=0 and A =0,
¢k([ ]N)— [{Ai’jiu---vAi’ kj;b—k} 1f0<]€§7’(8) andA:{Ahju---aAikjk}-

1 n—

It is an easy exercise to verify that this map is well-defined and bijective. In Figure[7] we illustrated
that, if A = {Alg, A64, A76}, then ¢3([A]N) = [{Agl, A33, A45, A57, Agg}]N. We provide an intuitive
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explanation of how the construction of ¢([A].) proceeds, as this may help the reader grasp the
underlying philosophy of the arguments throughout the remainder of the paper.

(1) Given a k-rook configuration in S, consider its canonical arrangement namely .A.

(2) Remove the rows and columns of S that contain a rook of A and glue the remaining rows
and columns of S to obtain a square S’ of size n — k.

(3) Place the rooks on the diagonal cells of &’ and map these rooks back into S by placing
them in the corresponding cells under the gluing.

— N W s OO N

- EREEE
X |

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

FIGURE 7. Rooks of A (white) and of the representative of ¢3([.A].) (black).

We conclude this section with the following result, which will be used throughout the paper. It
formulates condition (2) of domino-stability for the cells in B; \ B;, when B; is non-empty.

Proposition 2.9. Let P be a domino-stable collection of cells. Let M(P) = {Bi,...,B,} be the
set of all mazimal rectangles of P and B; = B; \ (Uje[p]\{i} Bj> , fori € [p], with B; # 0. Then for

every cell C' of B;\ B; there exist two unique and distinct indices j, k € [p] such that B; (respectively,
By, ) contains a cell of P in horizontal (respectively, vertical) position with C'.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the claim when P is a polyomino. Then, suppose P is a polyomino
and consider C' € B; \E Let H be the maximal row of P containing C, and let B; be the maximal
rectangle in M(P) containing H. We claim B; # ). Suppose, for contradiction, that B; = 0.
Then, by condition (2) of Definition 2.4] there exists a unique index h € [p] \ {i} such that B,

contains a cell of H; let us denote this cell by D. Since By, = By, \ (Uae[p}\ n Ba), it follows that D

cannot be in B;, contradicting the fact that D € H C B;. Hence, B; # (). We now show that there
exists a cell of # which belongs to B;. Since B; # ), we may consider a cell in B;, that we denote
by E. If E € H, then we are done. If £ ¢ H, then consider the column of P which contains E,
that we indicate by C. We denote by A the unique cell in # N C and we claim that A € B;. In
fact, C is not contained in By, for all £ # i, otherwise E would not belong to Bj; the conclusion
same holds for H. Therefore A € B;. To prove the uniqueness of the index j, suppose, for the
sake of contradiction, that there exists an index j' € [p] \ {7, j} such that B, contains a cell A’ of

P in horizontal position with C, so A’ € H. Since H C B, and B = Bj: \ (Uﬁe[p}\{j’} 15’5) , then
A’ cannot be in B_jr, which is a contradiction. The existence and uniqueness of the index k € [p]

such that Bj, contains a cell of P in vertical position with C' can be proven by applying similar
arguments as before. This completes the proof of the proposition. O
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3. DOMINO-STABILITY AS A SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR THE PALINDROMICITY OF THE
SWITCHING ROOK POLYNOMIAL

The aim of this section is to prove that domino-stability provides a sufficient condition for
the switching rook polynomial to be palindromic. Before establishing this result, we present a
preliminary lemma that describes the arrangement of a maximum number of non-attacking rooks
in a domino-stable collection of cells, as well as its uniqueness up to switching operations.

Lemma 3.1. Let P be a domino-stable collection of cells. Let M(P) = {Bi,...,B,} and S(P) =
{S1,...,8,} be the sets of mazimal rectangles and single squares of P, respectively, where ¢ < p.
Then there ezists a unique r(P)-rook configuration of P, up to switches, and

r(P) = Z \/size(S;).

Proof. After suitable labeling of the maximal rectangles of P, we may assume that B; # (), for
all 1 < i < g. Moreover, we set S; = G(B;) and d; = /size(S;), for each i € [q]. Let T; denote
the arrangement of d; rooks, placed on the cells of B;, which correspond under the gluing to the
diagonal cells of §;, for all i € [¢] (see Discussion 2.8). Finally, define 7 = 7; U --- U7, and set
d=>"1,d; =|T|. We now prove that 7 provides the unique way to place the maximum number
of non-attacking rooks on P, up to switches.

1) We firstly show that 7 is a d-rook configuration in P. Let i € [¢]. Since each rook in 7; is
placed in a cell of B;, and by definition B; = B; \U i B;, it follows that all rooks in 7; are in
non-attacking positions with those in 7; for all j # i. Moreover, by definition of 7;, every rook in
7T; is in non-attacking position with a rook in 7;. Hence, T is a d-rook configuration in P.

2) Next, we prove that 7 is maximal. Suppose, by contradiction, that there exists a k-rook
configuration 77 in P with k& > d such that 7 C 7. It is not restrictive to assume that k = d + 1,
that is, 7" = T U {R}, where R is a rook not in 7. Let Cg be the cell of P where R is placed
and B; be a maximal rectangle of P containing C, for some i € [p|. Since P is domino-stable, the
following holds.

o If Oy € B;, then B; # 0, so G(B;) is a square by (1) of Definition 4] and all the columns
and rows of B; are occupied by a rook of 7. Consequently, R is in an attacking position
with a rook in 7, a contradiction.

o If B; # () and Cy € B; \ B;, then by Proposition there exist two cells A and B of P in
horizontal and vertical position with Cg, and only two distinct indices j, k € [p] such that
A € Bj and B € Bi. Hence R is necessarily in an attacking position with a rook of 7T,
which is a contradiction

e On the other hand, if B; = (), then a similar previous contradiction arises from (2) of
Definition 2.4]

In each case, we get a contradiction; therefore, we can conclude that 7 is maximal.

3) First, observe that if U is a d-rook configuration in P, with all rooks placed only on cells
of Uie[q} B;, then U ~ T by Discussion 2.8l We now show that if / is an arrangement of k& non-
attacking rooks, not all placed in cells of Uie[q} B;, then k < d. To this end, we decompose U into
q + 1 disjoint subsets: for each i € [q], let U; consist of the rooks placed on the cells of B;, and
let Q consist of those placed on the cells of P that do not belong to Uie[q] B;. For each i € [q],
let 7; = |U;], so that 0 < r; < d;. Define r = 7 | r;, and note that >/ (d; —r;) =d —r. We
now claim that 2|Q| < d — r. Each rook R in Q is placed on a cell, denoted by Cg, of B; \ B;,
for some j € [p]. By (2) of Definition 2.4 or Proposition [20] in correspondence of Cg, there exist
two unique and distinct indices j, k € [g] such that B; (respectively, By) contains a cell of P in
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horizontal (respectively, vertical) position with Cg. For all i € [q], let T; the set of rooks of T;
which are in attacking position with some rook of Q. Then |7_;| < d; — r;. Observe that, for each
rook T in 7;, T attacks a unique rook in Q, which in turn is attacked by a unique rook in Tj, for
some j # i. Then 2|Q| = 7 | |T;] < d —r. Hence, it follows that 2|Q| < d — r, in particular,
19| < d—r—|Q|. Therefore, since U = (| |JI_, ;) U Q and from the inequality |Q| < d —r —|Q|,
we obtain k=7 + Q| <d—r—|Q|+r=d—1|Q] <d.

In conclusion, 7T yields the unique r(P)-rook configuration of P, up to switches, thus completing

the proof of our claim, since r(P) = |T| = > 1, v/size(S;). O

We are now ready to prove that the switching rook polynomial of a domino-stable collection
of cells is always palindromic. The key idea is that, starting from the r(P)-rook configuration
described in the Lemma [B.I], any configuration of £ rooks can be transformed, up to switches, into
a configuration of (r(P) — k) non-attacking rooks, and vice versa.

Proposition 3.2. Let P be a collection of cells and 7p(t) = Z?:o 7;(P) be the switching rook

polynomial of P, where d = r(P). If P is domino-stable then 7p(t) is palindromic.

Proof. To show that 7p(t) is palindromic, that is, 7;(P) = 74—;(P) for all j € {0,...,d}, we
define a bijection pg : Rp(P) — Rai(P), for all k € 0,...,d. Let us start by defining M(P) =
{Bi,...,B,} and S(P) = {S1,...,S,} as the sets of maximal rectangles and stable squares of P,
respectively, where ¢ < p and B; # () for all i € [g]. Moreover, set S; = G(B;) and d; = \/size(S;),
for all i € [g]. According to Lemma [B.1] there exists a unique r(P)-rook configuration 7 in P, up
to switches. Such a rook configuration is described in the first paragraph of the proof of Lemma
[3.1] in particular, 7 = 7; U --- U7, where 7; denotes the arrangement of d; rooks, placed on the
cells of B;, which correspond under the gluing to the diagonal cells of S;, for all i € [g]. Moreover,
we also have d = > 7 d; =|T|.

Let now k € {1,...,d — 1} and [R]. € Ri(P). Then we assume that R is a canonical k-rook
configuration in P (with respect to By, ...,B,). To define pg([R].), we distinguish the following
cases based on the placement of the rooks of R in P.

Case 1) We suppose that the rooks of R are placed exclusively on cells belonging to the stable
squares of P (For an example, see Figure® (A)).

b=t X

p=d
X

X g

FIGURE 8. Case 1)

For all i € [g], let R; denote the set of rooks of | which are placed on B; and r; = |RR;], so
0 < r; < d;. Observe that a rook in R; either overlaps a rook of 7; or is in attacking position

with two rooks of 7; (see Figure B (B), where 7 is in black). Next, consider S; = G(B;). Let &;
be the r;-rook configuration obtained by placing rooks on the cells of S; that correspond, under
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the gluing, to the cells of B;, where the rooks of R; are placed. We then apply ¢,, to [&;]_ as
defined in Discussion 2.8] and denote by & the representative of ¢,,([&;]_). We can now map
back &) from S; to B;, that is, define SR} as the (d; — r;)-rook configuration whose rooks are placed
on the cells of B; which correspond, under the gluing, to the cells of S;, where the rooks of &/ are
placed. It is straightforward that >, (d; — ;) = d — k and ;¢ R} € Ra—k(P). We thus define
pre([R]~) = [R]., where R = [, Ri- See Figure 8 (C) for an example of 2.

Case 2) Suppose that the rooks of %R are placed exclusively on cells belonging to B; \ B;, for
i € [p] (see Figure[@ (A)).

X b=t

L]
e - et

=4 =4
| X b=¢
) ¢

(A) R (B) (c) R

FIGURE 9. Case 2)

Let R; denote the configuration of rooks located on a cell of B; \ B;. Note that $R; may be empty
if no rooks of R are positioned on B; \ B; for a given i € [p]. Let I = {i € [p] : |Ri| # 0}. Now,
for all i € I, regardless of whether B; is empty or non-empty, by condition (2) of Definition 2.4l or
Proposition 2.9 each rook of fR; is in an attacking position with only two rooks of 7. Therefore,
denote by Atkr(R;) be the set of rooks of 7 that are in attacking position with those in 2; (see
Figure @ (B), where 7 is in black). Set

R =RU <T\ <U AtkT(D%i)) ) .

It is straightforward to verify R’ € Ry (P). We thus define py([R].) = [R']~ (see Figure [ (C)).
Case 3) Assume that the rooks of JR are placed both on cells belonging to B; \ B;, for i € [p],
and on cells belonging to the stable squares of P. Let us first introduce the following notation.

e For all i € [g], M; denotes the set of rooks of R on the cells of B;, r; = |R;| and I = {i €
lq] : 9% # 0},

o Atky (9R;) represents the set of rooks of 7; that are in attacking position or overlap with
those in R;, for all i € [¢]. -

e 3§, denotes the set of rooks of PR which are located in the cells of B; \ B;, for all i € [p], and
J={iclp: 5 0.

e [; is the set of indices of i € I such that a rook of 7; is in attacking position with a
rook of §; for some j € J. For all i € I; and j € J, denote by Atks(F;) the set of
rooks of 7; that are in attacking position with a rook of §;. Moreover, for each i € Iy, let
J(i) = {j € J Atk (§,) £ D).

o [, := [q] \ I; represents the set of indices of i € I such that no rook of 7; is in attacking
position with a rook of §;, for all j € J.
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Here, we need to distinguish two sub-cases depending on whether Atky; (9R;) NAtky, (§;) is empty
or not. Specifically, this distinction determines whether the switching of a rook in R; and a rook
in §;, where ¢ € I and j € J(i), causes one of the two to coincide with a rook in 7;.

(1) Suppose that Atks, (R;) N Atk (F;) =0, for all i € I, and j € J(i) (see Figures[I0 (A) and
(B)).

b=t

X
p=q

EX
X B

(a) % (B) (o) R

FIGURE 10. Case 3)-(1)

For all i € I and j € J(i), consider the rooks of R; U Atky (F;) and proceed as in Case
1), obtaining a rook configuration denoted by R}, which contains d; —r; — |Atky; (F;)| rooks.
For all i € I, we consider R; and we apply again the arguments as in Case 1), obtaining
a (d; — r;)-rook configuration, namely R/. We define

-] () )

Observe that >, (di — ;) + > icq (di — 1o — [Atkr ($5)]) + D_,e, I185] = d — k and R’ €
Ra—r(P). We thus define pi([R]~) = [R']~ (see Figure [I0] (C)).

(2) Suppose that Atk(R;,T;) N Atk(F;, 7;) # 0, for some ¢ € I; and j € J(i) (see Figure [l
(A).

For each (i, j) such that Atk(9R;, 7;) N Atk(F;, 7;) # 0, we can perform suitable switches
between the rooks of 9; and the rooks of §;. These operations leads one of the rooks of R;
or §; to coincide with a rook in 7;. After all the switching operations, we obtain two new
arrangements of non-attacking rooks, namely 9} and §7, such that Atkz,(R}) NAtks (F5) =
() (see Figures [l (B), (C) and (D)). Define

o= (U)o () (us)

Then, we define pi([PR]~) as pg, defined previously in Case 3)-(1), acting on [R*]. (Figure
11 (E)).
It is now easy to verify that for each k € {1,...,d — 1} we have pg_j o pp = idm(P) and
Pr © pa—k = 1dg,  (py- Therefore, py is bijective. In addition to Lemma 3.1} the latter means that
7;(P) = 74—;(P) for all j € {0,...,d}. In conclusion, 7p(t) is palindromic. O
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FIGURE 11. Case 3)-(2)

4. DOMINO-STABILITY AS A NECESSARY CONDITION FOR THE PALINDROMICITY OF THE
SWITCHING ROOK POLYNOMIAL

Just as the previous section established a sufficient condition for the palindromicity, we now
show that domino-stability is also a necessary condition for a switching rook polynomial to be
palindromic. Before presenting the main result, we state a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let P be a collection of cells, M(P) = {Bi,...,B,} be the set of maximal rectangles
of P and 7p(t) = Z;l:o 7;(P) be the switching rook polynomial of P, where d = r(P). Suppose
that 7q(P) = 1 and let T be the unique canonical r(P)-rook configuration in P (with respect to
Bi,....B,). Then:

(1) every column of P contains a cell occupied by a rook of T, and the same holds for every
row of P;

(2) if R is a rook placed in a cell of P, that does not contain any rook of T, then there exist
two unique rooks in T that are in attacking position with R.

Proof. (1) Assume by contradiction that C' is a column of P whose cells do not have any rook of
T. Now, if there were a row L of P that intersects C' and whose cells do not have any rook of
T, then we could consider 7 U {F'}, where F' is a rook placed in the cell C'N L; this would be a
contradiction with the maximality of 7. Therefore, there must be a rook 7" in a cell of every row
of P that intersects C'. Now, select a rook 7" in a row L, and consider (T \ {T'}) U{T"}, where T"
is placed in the cell C'N L'. This provides a r(P)-rook configuration in P that is not equivalent
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to T, contradicting the assumption 74(P) = 1. A similar argument shows that every row of P
contains a cell occupied by a rook of 7.

(2) Suppose that there are no two rooks of 7 that are in attacking position with R. Indeed, if no
rook of 7 is in an attacking position with R, then 7 U {R} would be a set of non-attacking rooks,
which contradicts the maximality of 7. Furthermore, suppose that there exists no rook of 7 which
is in the same row (respectively, column) of R, but R is in the same column (respectively, row) of
arook T of 7. In this case, replacing 7" with R yields a new configuration 7' = (T \{T})U{R} €
Ra4(P). Since T is obtained from T by swapping a rook in the same column (respectively, row),
then 7 and T are not equivalent with respect to ~, contradicting the assumption that 74(P) = 1.
Finally, to prove uniqueness, it is enough to observe that we cannot have three rooks of T in
the attacking position with R, since this would imply that 7 contains two attacking rooks, which
contradicts the definition of 7. O

Proposition 4.2. Let P be a collection of cells and 7p(t) = Z;l:o 7 (P)t) be the switching rook

polynomial of P, where d = r(P). Suppose that 7¢(P) = 1 and P is not domino-stable. Then
fl(P) < fd_l(,P).

Proof. Let M(P) = {By,...,B,} be the set of maximal rectangles of P. Since 74(P) = 1, there
exists a unique way to place r(P) non-attacking rooks on P, up to switches. Let [T]. € Ra(P),
where 7 is the unique canonical r(P)-rook configuration in P (with respect to By, ..., B,). Note
that 7, (P) = |P|. Let us begin by easily establishing an injection 7 from Ry(P) to Re_1(P). If R
is a rook of T, then T\ {R} € Ry—1(P). If R ¢ T, by Lemma 1] (2), there exists a unique pair
of rooks of 7, namely TI(R) and TQ(R), that are in attacking position with R. We now define the
map 7 : R1(P) = Ra_1(P) by

[T\ AR}~ ifReT,
(T {2 PV uRY] it RET.

for every [R]. € Ry(P). It is easy to verify that 7 is well-defined and injective. Therefore,
71 (P) < Fq1(P). ) )
Now, we show that there exists [R]. € Rg4_1(P) such that [R]. ¢ 7(Ri(P)). The aim is to
find three rooks R, Ry, and Rz in 7 such that the cells A and B, defined respectively as the
intersection of the column of R; with the row of Ry, and the intersection of the column of Ry with
the row of R3, do not belong simultaneously to the same inner interval of P. In other words, two
rooks placed in A and B are not in switching position, then, by removing Ry, Ro, and R3 from T
and placing two new rooks in A and B, we obtain a (d — 1)-rook configuration whose equivalent
class cannot come under 7 from no class in R;(P). We now distinguish two cases, which involve
negating conditions (1) and (2) of Definition 2.4] respectively.

Case 1) Suppose that (1) of Definition 2.4 is false, that is, there exists i € [p] such that B; # ()
and G(B;) is not a square. We may suppose that G(B;) is a rectangle with width m and height
n, where m < n. Moreover, for j € [m], we denote by H} and V] the bottom-most row and the

leftmost column, respectively, of G(B;)\ (H;_,UV}_,), where Hy = Vj = (); let us set G; = H;NV].
We denote by C; the cell of B;, corresponding to G; under the gluing (see Figure 12 (A)) and by
H; and Vj be the column and the row of P that contain C}, respectively.

We briefly show that there exists a d-rook configuration 7, equivalent to 7, such that a rook
of 7" is placed in C}, for every j € [m]. Indeed, by Lemma ETI(1), there exists a rook of 7 in
a cell of H; and another in a cell of V;. If a rook is already placed in Cj, there is nothing to
do. Otherwise, since C; € B;, both H; and V; are entirely contained in B;, so we can switch the
rooks in H; and V;. This yields a d-rook configuration equivalent to 7 in which a rook is placed

T({R}]~) = {
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FIGURE 12. Some illustrations for the proof of Case 1 of Proposition 4.3l

in C;. Repeating this procedure for every j € [m], we obtain the desired claim. Therefore, it is not
restrictive to assume that a rook of 7 is placed in C; for every j € [m]. In particular, we denote
by R; the rook of T placed in Cj.
From this point onward, we invite the reader to keep Figure [2 (A) in mind, as it may assist in
following the argument. Let N be the cell at North of C,,. Since G(B;) is a rectangle and m < n,
the row of P containing N is entirely contained in B;; we denote this row by Hpy. Furthermore,
let A be the cell given by V; N Hy. By Lemma [4.1] (1), there exists a rook of 7 placed in a cell of
Hy; we denote this cell by D and the corresponding rook by R,. Moreover, since for all j € [m]
the cell C; contains a rook of T, it follows that D lies in B; \ B;. Denote by Vp the column of P,
which contains D. Let B the cell in V \ B; having an edge in common with B;. We can easily
see that at least one of the adjacent cells of B at West or at East belongs to P; indeed, if any of
the adjacent cells of B at West or at East belongs to P, then 7' = (T \ {R2}) U{R'}, where R’ is
a rook placed in B, is a d-rook configuration in P not equivalent to 7', which is a contradiction
with 74(P) = 1. Consider the row of P that contains B, denoted by Hp. Then, by Lemma 1] (1),
there exists a rook of 7 in a cell of Hp \ { B}, which we denote by R;. Remind that R; and Ry are
on C; and D, respectively. Denote by R4 and Rp the rooks to be placed at A and B, respectively.
Define R = (T \ {Ri, Rz, R3}) U{Ra, Rp}. It is clear from the construction that [R]. € R4—1(P)
and [R]. & 7(R1(P)), as required. Look at Figure [2 (B) for an example.

Case 2) Suppose, now, that (2) of Definition 2.4 is false. We may assume that there exists
i € [p] such that B; = () and there is a cell C' in B; for which there does not exist a unique index
j € [p] \ {4} such that B; contains a cell in horizontal position with C. If there are two indices
j1,72 € [p] \ {i} such that B;, and Bj, contain a cell, let us say C’, in horizontal with C, then

C' e B;, =B, \ (Uke[p]\{jl} Bk>, so C' ¢ Bj,, which contains Bj,; therefore, C’ ¢ Bj,, that is a

contradiction. Hence, we have that B; does not have a cell in horizontal position with C, for all
J € [p]\ {i}. This guarantees that the row of P that contains C, namely Hc, is entirely contained
in B;. By Lemma [.T] (1), there is a rook of 7 in a cell of Hg; we denote such a cell and rook by
D and Ry, respectively. We know that B; = (); it is not restrictive to assume that B; and B, are
maximal intervals of P (with u,t € [p] \ {i}), such that B; \ (B; U B,) = 0, as in Figure I3 (A).
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FIGURE 13. Some illustrations for the proof of Case 2 of Proposition 4.3l

Then D belongs to B, or B;. Observe that the cell X (respectively, Y) does not belong to B,
(respectively, B;), otherwise B; would not be maximal. Let V] (respectively, V3) be the left-most
(respectively, right-most) column of B; (respectively, B,), V1 N He = {A} and Vo N Hy = {A'}.
Let Vp be the column of P containing D. We need to distinguish two cases, depending on if
D e B,or D e B;,. Assume D € B,. Let B the cell in Vp \ B; having an edge in common with
B;, so B € P. Let now Hp be the row of P containing B, so |Hg| > 2 and a rook Ry of T is
in Hp \ {B}, otherwise 74(P) # 1. By Lemma A1 (1), there is a rook of 7 also in Vi \ {A},
that we call R3. Denote by R4 and Rp the rooks to be placed at A and B, respectively. Define
R = (T \ {R1,R2, R3}) U{Ra, Rp}. Tt is clear from the construction that [R]. € R4_1(P) and
[R]~ ¢ 7(R1(P)), as required. See Figure I3 (B) for an example.
In the second case, that is, D € B, we can argue similarly as done before. Let B’ be the cell in
Vp \ B; having an edge in common with 5;, Hg be the row of P containing B’ and Ry be a rook
of Tin Hg \ {B}. We denote by Rj3 the rook of 7 in V5 \ {A'}. Denote by R4 and Rps the rooks
to be placed at A" and B’, respectively. Define R = (T \ {R1, R2, R3}) U {Ra, Rp'}. It is clear
from the construction that [R]. € Ry_1(P) and [R]. ¢ 7(Ri(P)), as required.

Both cases lead to that there exists [R]. € Rq_1(P) such that [R]. ¢ 7(Ri(P)), that is,
fl(P) <fd_1(,P). O

d

Proposition 4.3. Let P be a collection of cells and 7p(t) = >°5_7;(P)t’ be the switching rook
polynomial of P, where d = r(P). If 7p(t) is palindromic, then P is domino-stable.

Proof. We proceed by contradiction, assuming that P is not domino-stable. Since 7p(t) is palin-
dromic, then 74(P) = 1. By Proposition [4.2] it must hold that 7,(P) < 74—1(P), a contradiction.
Therefore, P is domino-stable, as claimed. O

5. THE MAIN THEOREM AND AN APPLICATION TO GORENSTEIN INNER 2-MINOR IDEALS

In this section, we present the main theorem of the paper, which provides a complete character-
ization of the palindromicity of switching rook polynomials in terms of the geometry of the related
collections of cells.

Theorem 5.1. Let P be a collection of cells and 7p(t) be the switching rook polynomial of P.
Then, 7p(t) is palindromic if and only if P is domino-stable.
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Proof. This result follows directly from Propositions and [4.3] O

A natural application of Theorem [5.T] arises in combinatorial commutative algebra. In [24], the
Gorenstein property of a K-algebra is discussed in terms of the palindromicity of its associated
h-polynomial. Let us briefly recall the definition of h-polynomial of a K-algebra.

Let R be a polynomial ring over a field K and I be a homogeneous ideal of R. Then R/I
has a natural structure of graded K-algebra as @, (R/1)i. The formal power series HPg/;(t) =
> wen dimg (R/I)t* is called the Hilbert-Poincaré series of R/I, and by the Hilbert-Serre Theorem

we can write HPp/;(t) = %, where h(t) € Z[t] with h(1) # 0 and d is the Krull dimension of

R/I. The polynomial h(t) is called the h-polynomial of R/I.
For our intention, the results in [24] can be summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2 (R. Stanley). Let R be a G-algebra.

(1) If R is Gorenstein, then the h-polynomial of R is palindromic ([24, Theorem 4.1]).
(2) Suppose that R is a Cohen-Macaulay domain. Then, R is Gorenstein if and only if the
h-polynomial of R is palindromic (|24, Theorem 4.4]).

The switching rook polynomial of a collection of cells P is expected to provide a combinatorial

description of the h-polynomial of the coordinate ring of the so-called inner 2-minor ideal of P
([18, Conjecture 2.4]). This binomial ideal was introduced for the first time in [I9]. We now recall
the construction.
Let P be a collection of cells, and let Sp = K[z, | v € V(P)] be the polynomial ring associated
with P, where K is a field. A proper interval [a, b] is called an inner interval of P if all cells in
R([a,b]) belong to P. If [a,b] is an inner interval of P, with diagonal corners a and b and anti-
diagonal corners ¢ and d, then the binomial x,x, — x.x4 is called an inner 2-minor of P. The ideal
Ip of Sp generated by all inner 2-minors of P is called the ideal of 2-minors of P. The quotient
ring K[P] = Sp/Ip is called the coordinate ring of P.

As an application of Theorem [5.1l, combined with Theorem [5.2] we obtain the following imme-
diate result.

Corollary 5.3. Let P be a collection of cells such that hgp(t) = 7p(1).

(1) If K[P] is Gorenstein, then P is domino-stable;
(2) Suppose that K[P] is a Cohen-Macaulay domain, then the converse of (1) is true: that is,
if P is domino-stable, then K[P] is Gorenstein.

To highlight the scope of Corollary B.3] we present the following example.

Example 5.4. In [2]] it was proven that if P is a simple polyomino (that is, a polyomino without
holes), then K[P] is a normal Cohen—Macaulay domain. In particular, for a parallelogram poly-
omino P (a special class of simple polyominoes that can be viewed as a planar distributive lattice
when regarded as a poset) [20, Theorem 3.5] shows that hgp)(t) = 7p(t). Hence, Corollary 5.3
encompasses [20, Theorem 4.10]. From this perspective, domino stability extends the S-property
introduced in [20, Definition 4.1]. For example, the polyomino in Figure [@ (A) is domino-stable
(and thus its coordinate ring is Gorenstein), but it does not satisfy the S-property. Moreover,
parallelogram polyominoes can also be regarded as skew diagrams; in this setting, Theorem [(5.1]
recovers [Il, Corollary 5.16].

Furthermore, in [10] and [18] the question of Gorensteinness was not initially addressed due to its
difficulty. Corollary 5.3l now provides such a description: for convex collections of cells considered
in [I8] via [I8, Corollary 4.2], and for frame polyominoes studied in [10] via [I0, Proposition 3.2
and Theorem 4.7]. In Figures @l (A) and (B) we display two polyominoes whose coordinate rings
are Gorenstein, while Figure [I4] shows an additional example of a frame polyomino with the same

property.
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FIGURE 14. A frame polyomino with Gorenstein coordinate ring.

The previous corollary motivates us to search for additional geometric conditions on the shape of
domino-stable collections of cells that would yield a sufficient criterion for the Gorenstein property.
However, the computational evidence suggests a stronger phenomenon: domino-stability alone
already appears to be sufficient for the Gorenstein property. By using Theorem [G.Il we can
computationally establish the following result.

Proposition 5.5. Let P be a domino-stable collection of cells with rank less than or equal to 10
or a domino-stable polyomino with rank less than or equal to 12. Then K[P] is Gorenstein.

Proof. Observe that, if P is a domino-stable collection of cells and K[P] is a Cohen-Macaulay
domain, then by (2) of Corollary 53] it follows that K[P] is also Gorenstein. Then, it is enough
to restrict ourselves to the case where Ip is not prime. We implemented scripts in SageMath [25]
and Macaulay2 [9], which are available in [16], and here described.

(A) Compute the set L of all collections of cells of rank n (using SageMath). The resulting
datasets, that is, plain-text files listing all tested collections of cells and polyominoes, are included
in [16, sage].

(B) We need to verify that, if P is a domino-stable collection of cells and K[P] is not a domain,
then K[P] is Gorenstein. For this purpose, we provide a concise Macaulay2 algorithm (see the file
TestGorenstein.m2 in [16]), which implements the following steps:

(1) for a given collection of cells P, it computes the inner 2-minor ideal of P;

(2) it discards the non-prime instances by using the function binomialIsPrime, provided in
the package Binomials ([11]);

(3) it retains only those with a palindromic h-polynomial, using a short preliminary auxiliary
function isPalindromic;

(4) it verifies the Gorenstein property of K [P], by using isGorenstein provided in the package
TorAlgebra ([3]).

Indeed, filtering out domino-stable collections of cells from the lists of all collections of cells (or
polyominoes) of the given ranks reduces to checking the palindromicity of the h-polynomial, by
[18, Theorem 2.3] and Theorem [5.1]

(C) For n < 8 in the case of collections of cells and for n < 11 in the case of polyominoes,
the computations were performed on a standard machine. The cases n = 9,10 for collections of
cells and n = 12 for polyominoes were verified using the HPC cluster Tosun provided by Sabanci
University, due to their high computational complexity. In all tested cases, namely, for n < 10 in
collections of cells and for n < 12 in polyominoes, the program confirmed the conjectured claim.
Tables [[l and 2] summarize the numbers of weakly connected collections and polyominoes we tested,
indicating which of them have non-domain or Gorenstein coordinate ring. U

The previous computational evidence suggests the following conjecture.
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Rank 513[4 5] 6 1 7 | 8 9 10
Number Weaklyoir;ﬁi“ed collections | 5 | 51 99 | 94 | 524 | 3031 | 18770 | 118133 | 753381

Number weakly connected collections
of cells whose coordinate ringisnot a |00 1 | 2 [ 20 | 135 | 1080 | 8149 | 61834
domain
Number weakly connected collections
of cells whose coordinate ring isnot a |00 | 1 | 1 | 9 | 39 | 233 | 1258 | 7074

domain and Gorenstein

TABLE 1. Number of weakly connected collections of cells up to symmetries.

Rank 2134|5161 7 8 9 10 11 12
Number of polyominoes 112]5]112]35] 108|369 | 1285 | 4655 | 17073 | 63600

Number of polypmmoes Whoge ololololol o 0 9 12 73 388
coordinate ring is not a domain

Number of polyominoes whose
coordinate ring is not a domain [0 |0 [0 0O | 0 | O 0 0 0 3 4
and Gorenstein

TABLE 2. Number of polyominoes up to symmetries.

Conjecture 5.6. Let P be a collection of cells. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) K[P] is Gorenstein;
(2) the h-polynomial of K[P] is palindromic;
(8) the switching rook polynomial of P is palindromic,
(4) P is domino-stable.
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