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SWITCHING ROOK POLYNOMIAL OF COLLECTIONS OF CELLS
FRANCESCO NAVARRA, AYESHA ASLOOB QURESHI, AND GIANCARLO RINALDO

ABSTRACT. We explore the novel connection between rook placements on collections of cells, also
known as pruned chessboards, and the algebraic properties of ideals generated by 2-minors. We
design an algorithm to compute the switching rook polynomial of a collection of cells and show that
it coincides with the h-polynomial of the associated coordinate ring for all collections up to rank 10
and polyominoes up to rank 12. Motivated by this evidence, we conjecture that the correspondence
holds in general, and we prove it for certain convex collections of cells by algebraic tools.

INTRODUCTION

Polyominoes are planar figures formed by joining unit squares edge to edge. Originating in recre-
ational mathematics and classical combinatorics, they have been extensively studied in connection
with tiling and enumeration problems; see [5]. The study of polyomino ideals, initiated in [I1], has
attracted considerable attention due to the rich interplay between the combinatorial structure of
a polyomino and the algebraic properties of its associated binomial ideal. Given a field K and a
polyomino P, the polyomino ideal Ip encodes the adjacency relations between the cells of P, and
its quotient ring K[P] = Sp/Ip captures important algebraic invariants deeply influenced by the
geometry of P. Since their first appearance in 2012, polyomino ideals have been the subject of a
broad and growing body of literature; see, for example, [9, Chapter 8|, [3] [7, 12l 13| 14, [17], and the
references therein. Let X be an m x n matrix of indeterminates. Polyomino ideals are generated
by certain sets of 2-minors of X, generalizing the notion of determinantal ideals I;(X) for ¢ = 2,
and include several well-known classes of binomial ideals, such as those generated by 2-minors of
ladder shapes and the join-meet ideals of planar distributive lattices (toric ideal of Hibi rings). We
refer reader to [12] for more details.

The initial motivation for connecting polyominoes with binomial ideals was to facilitate the
study of ideals generated by 2-minors and to translate their algebraic properties into combinatorial
aspects of polyominoes. In recent years, however, a surprising and elegant connection has emerged
between polyomino ideals and a classical object in enumerative combinatorics: the rook polynomial,
originally introduced to count non-attacking rook placements on chessboards. For instance, the
number of ways to place k indistinguishable non-attacking rooks on an mxn rectangular chessboard
B is captured by the well-known rook polynomial
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where P(n,k) = n(n —1)---(n — k +1). A convex polyomino can be viewed as a “muti-
lated” or “pruned” chessboard, possibly with corners removed. Studying rook polynomials in
this broader setting offers further combinatorial insights; see [, 14} [16], and the references therein.
Interestingly, algebraic invariants of the polyomino ideal, such as the Hilbert series and the Casteln-
uovo—Mumford regularity of K [P], encode combinatorially meaningful data: namely, the switching
rook polynomial (also referred to as the nested rook polynomial in [I]) and the rook number of P,
respectively. This connection was first observed in [3], where the authors showed that the Castel-
nuovo-Mumford regularity of K[P] coincides with the rook number of P when P is an L-convex
polyomino. The connection was further explored in [14], where it was observed that for simple thin
polyominoes, the rook polynomial coincides with the h-polynomial of K[P], and the rook number
again matches the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity. Subsequently, Qureshi, Rinaldo and Romeo
proposed the following conjecture:

Conjecture 0.1. [12, Conjecture 3.2] If P is a simple polyomino (a polyomino without holes),
then its switching rook polynomial coincides with the h-polynomial of the associated coordinate
ring K[P].

Since then, several researchers have investigated various classes of polyominoes to further explore
the relationship between rook polynomials and their algebraic counterparts. In this article, we
significantly extend the previous conjecture to the more general setting of arbitrary collections
of cells. We computationally verify that the switching rook polynomial of a collection of cells
coincides with the h-polynomial of the associated coordinate ring for all collections up to rank 10
and for all polyominoes up to rank 12. Furthermore, we show that the conjecture holds for convex
polyominoes P satisfying the conditions described in Theorem [B.Jl Our results offer an algebraic
framework for computing and understanding these combinatorial quantities for broad classes of
convex polyominoes, including directed convex polyominoes, see Figure 2l In fact, we prove our
main result, Theorem [4.1] in a more general setting by considering convex collections of cells rather
than polyominoes alone.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[Il we recall the necessary background on collections
of cells and their associated ideals of 2-minors, along with relevant definitions from commutative
algebra.

Section 2] provides a brief overview of the switching rook polynomial and related terminology,
and then presents Theorem 2.3] our main computational result. Complete details of the algorithm
are given in [10], where the reader can find: SageMath scripts to generate polyominoes and collec-
tions of cells, Macaulay2 code to compute the switching rook polynomial, the rook number, and
the h-polynomial of the coordinate ring, and pre-generated datasets of collections of cells up to
rank 10 and polyominoes up to rank 12 suitable for use with the code. Finally, based on these
computations, we state Conjecture 24 which significantly extends [12] Conjecture 3.2] to arbi-
trary collections of cells, and also includes the correspondence between the rook number and the
Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity of the coordinate ring.

In Section B, we review the conditions introduced in [I1] under which a collection of cells P
admits a quadratic Grobner basis. These are presented in Theorem B.I] as Condition (#) and
Condition (#').

In Section[], we prove our main result Theorem [T} if a convex collection of cells P (in particular,
any convex polyomino) satisfies either of Condition (#) or Condition (#'), then the switching
rook polynomial of P coincides with the h-polynomial of K[P], the coordinate ring associated
to P. Moreover, the rook number of P equals the Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity of K[P].
This framework allows rook polynomials and rook numbers to be computed using tools from
computational algebra. For example, we demonstrate in Example how Macaulay?2 [6] can be
used to efficiently compute these invariants, providing a practical enumeration in more general
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settings. The proof of Theorem [T relies on identifying a suitable symmetry of P that enables a
meaningful dissection of the collection, allowing us to apply additive properties of Hilbert—Poincaré
series.

1. REQUIRED TERMINOLOGIES RELATED TO COLLECTION OF CELLS

This section is devoted to introducing the definitions and notations related to collections of cells
and the associated ideals of 2-minors.

Let (i,7), (k,1) € N>. We define a partial order on N? by setting (i,5) < (k,!) if and only if
i <kandj<I Givena=(i,j) and b= (k,l) in N? with a < b, we define the set

[a,b) = {(m,n) eN? | i<m <k, j<n<l}

as an interval in N2, If i < k and j < [, then [a, b] is called a proper interval. In this case, we refer
to a and b as the diagonal corners of [a,b], and define ¢ = (i,1) and d = (k, j) as the anti-diagonal
corners. If j =1 (respectively, 1 = k), then a and b are said to be in a horizontal (respectively,
vertical) position.

A proper interval C = [a,b] with b = a + (1,1) is called a cell of N2. The points a, b,
¢, and d are referred to as the lower-left, upper-right, upper-left, and lower-right corners of C,
respectively. We denote the set of vertices and edges of C' by V(C) = {a,b,c,d}, E(C) =
{{a,c},{c,b},{b,d},{a,d}}. For a collection of cells P in N?, the sets of vertices and edges are
defined as V(P) = Upep V(C), E(P) = Ucep E(C). The rank of P, denoted by |P|, is the
number of cells in P. By convention, the empty set is considered a collection of cells of rank 0.

Consider two cells A and B in N2, with lower-left corners a = (i, j) and b = (k, 1), respectively,
and suppose that a < b. The cell interval [A, B], also referred to as a rectangle, is the set of all
cells in N? whose lower-left corners (r,s) satisfy i <7 <k and j < s <.

Let P be a collection of cells. The cell interval [A, B] is called the minimal bounding rectangle of
P if P C [A, B] and there exists no other rectangle in N? that properly contains P and is properly
contained in [A, B] (see Figure ). If the corners (i,7) and (k,[) are in horizontal (respectively,
vertical) position, we say that the cells A and B are in horizontal (respectively, vertical) position.
The cell interval [A, B] is called a column (respectively, 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 collection of cells in Figure [l (A) has thirteen columns and ten rows.

A finite collection of cells P is said to be weakly connected if, for any two cells C' and D in P,
there exists a sequence of cells C: C' = CY,...,C,, = D in P such that V(C;) N V(Ciy1) # 0 for
alli=1,...,m — 1. For an illustration, see Figure [ (B).

If P =J;_, P:, where each P; is a weakly connected collection of cells and V(P;) NV (P;) =0
for all ¢ #£ 7, then Py, ..., Py are called the weakly connected components of P. The collection of
cells in Figure [l (C) has three weakly connected components.

A finite collection of cells P is called connected, or simply a polyomino, if for any two cells C'
and D in P, there exists a sequence of cells C: C' = C4,...,C,, = D in P such that C; N ;1 is
an edge shared by both C; and C;,; for all+ =1,...,m — 1. Such a sequence is called a path from
C to D in P. An example of a polyomino is shown in Figure [l (A).

A subcollection P’ C P is called a connected component of P if P’ is a polyomino and is maximal
with respect to set inclusion; that is, for any A € P\ P’, the union P’ U {A} is not a polyomino.
For instance, the collection of cells in Figure [l (B) has two connected components P; and Ps.

A collection of cells P is called row convex (respectively, column convex) if, for any two cells
A and B of P in horizontal (respectively, vertical) position, the cell interval [A, B] is entirely
contained in P. If P is both row and column convex, it is called convexr. In Figure [l (C), the
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FIGURE 1. A polyomino, a weakly connected collection of cells with two connected
components, and a collection of cells with three weakly connected components.

collection P = P;UP,UPs is column convex but not row convex. Moreover, each weakly connected
component of P is convex.

A collection of cells P is said to be simple if, for any two cells C' and D not in P, there exists a
path of cells in the complement of P connecting C' to D. Roughly speaking, simple polyominoes
are the polyominoes without holes. The collections in Figures[I (A) and (B) are not simple, while
the one in (C) is.

Let P be a convex polyomino with minimal bounding rectangle [A, B]. Then:

(1) P is called a Ferrer diagram if at least three corner cells of [A, B] are in P (Figure 2 (A)).
(2) P is called a stack if two adjacent corner cells of [A, B] belong to P (Figure 2 (B)).

(3) P is called a parallelogram if two opposite corner cells of [A, B] belong to P (Figure[2 (C)).
(4) P is called directed convex if at least one corner cell of [A, B] belongs to P (Figure 2 (D)).

It follows directly from the above definitions that every Ferrer diagram, stack polyomino, and
parallelogram polyomino is a directed convex polyomino.
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FIGURE 2. From left to right: a Ferrer diagram, a stack, a parallelogram and a
directed convex.

1.1. Ideals of 2-minors Associated to Collections of Cells. Let P be a collection of cells,
and let Sp = Kz, : v € V(P)] be the polynomial ring associated to P, where K is a field. A
proper interval [a, b] is called an inner interval of P if all cells in Pj,p 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, — z.x4 is called an inner 2-minor of P. The ideal Ip C Sp generated by all inner
2-minors of P is called the ideal of 2-minors of P. If P is a polyomino, then Ip is referred to as
the polyomino ideal of P. The quotient ring K[P] = Sp/Ip is called the coordinate ring of P.

Remark 1.1. Let P be a collection of cells, and let Q be the collection obtained from P by a
symmetry of the plane—i.e., by a translation, rotation, reflection, or glide reflection. Then Ip and
Ig define the same ideal up to a relabeling of variables; in particular, K[P] = K[Q].

We conclude this subsection by introducing some notions and results related to the Hilbert-
Poincaré series of a graded K-algebra R/I. Let R be a graded K-algebra and I a homogeneous
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ideal of R. Then R/I inherits a natural grading given by R/I = @, y(R/I)i. The function
Hp/r: N — N defined by Hg/;(k) = dimg(R/I); is called the Hilbert function of R/I. The

associated formal power series

HPp/r(t) = Y Hpy(k)t*
keN
is called the Hilbert-Poincaré series of R/I. By the Hilbert—Serre theorem, there exists a unique
polynomial h(t) € Z[t], called the h-polynomial of R/I, such that h(1) # 0 and

h(t)
HPR/(t) = ——
Rry1(t) a_0
where d is the Krull dimension of R/I. Moreover, if R/I is Cohen—Macaulay, then the Casteln-
uovo-Mumford regularity satisfies reg(R/I) = deg h(t). If P is a collection of cells, we denote the

h-polynomial of K[P] by hgp)(t) throughout this paper.

2. SWITCHING ROOK POLYNOMIAL OF A COLLECTION OF CELLS AND A COMPUTATIONAL
APPROACH

This section is devoted to a substantial extension of the algorithmic and computational frame-
work introduced in [12 Section 3|, generalizing it to arbitrary collections of cells. We begin by
recalling the basic definitions and notation regarding the classical combinatorics of rook placements
on chessboard configurations. These concepts will be essential for interpreting algebraic invariants
in terms of rook-theoretic quantities.

Let P be a collection of cells. Two rooks, R; and Ry, are said to be in attacking position
(or are called attacking rooks) in P if they are placed on cells belonging to the same row or the
same column of P. On the other hand, two rooks are in non-attacking position (or, they are
non-attacking rooks) in P if they are not in attacking position. A j-rook configuration in P is a
placement of j rooks arranged in non-attacking positions in P, where j > 0; for convention, the
0-rook configuration is (). Figure Blillustrates two examples of 5-rook configurations.
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FiGurE 3. Two examples of 5-rook configurations in P.

The rook number r(P) is the maximum number of non-attacking rooks that can be placed in P.
For each j € [r(P)], we denote by R;(P) the set of all j-rook configurations in P, and by r;(P)
the number of such configurations. By convention, we set Ro(P) = () and r4(P) := 1. Moreover,

let R(P) = UZ(ZO)Rk(P). The rook polynomial of P is defined as
r(P)

ra(t) = 3 ry(P)E.

J=0



Two non-attacking rooks in P are said to be in switching position, or they are called switching
rooks, if they are placed in the diagonal (resp. anti-diagonal) cells of I, where [ is an inner interval
of P. In such a case, we say the rooks are in diagonal (resp. anti-diagonal) position.

Fix j € {0,...,7(P)}. Let FF € R;(P) and let R; and Ry be two switching rooks of F' in
diagonal (resp. anti-diagonal) position in I, where I is an inner interval of P. Let R} and R/, be
the rooks in the corresponding anti-diagonal (resp. diagonal) cells of I. Then the set

(F\{Ry,Ry}) U{R}, Ry}

is also an element of R;(P). This operation is called a switch of Ry and Ry. This induces an
equivalence relation ~ on R;(P): for Fy, Fy € R;(P), we write I} ~ F} if I, can be obtained from
F) through a sequence of switches. Let R;(P) = R;(P)/ ~ be the set of equivalence classes. We
set 7(P) = |R;(P)]| for all j € [r(P)], and conventionally 7o(P) = 1.

The switching rook polynomial of P is the polynomial in Z[t] defined by

7(P)
P(t) =) (P,
§=0
For instance, the rook polynomial of the polyomino P in FigureB(B) is rp(t) = 1+ 18t + 115t>+
33713 + 484t* 4 3395 + 108t% + 12t7, and its switching rook polynomial is 7p(t) = 1+ 18t + 112> +
314t* 4 428t* 4 283t° + 85¢° + 9¢7.
A collection of cells is called thin if it does not contain any square tetromino. A square tetromino
is a 2 x 2 block of adjacent cells forming a square. Observe that if P is a thin collection of cells,
then 7p(t) = rp(t).

Remark 2.1. Let P be a collection of cells with weakly connected components Py, Pa, ..., Ps.
Then, we have Tp(t) = 7p,(t) - - - Fp,(t). Moreover, since K[P] = K[P]| ® ---® K[P;s], we obtain
HP kp)(t) = HP gy (t) - - - HP e, (1)

Determining the rook number and rook polynomial of a polyomino, essentially a pruned chess-
board, remains a highly challenging combinatorial problem. Investigating the connection with
the associated polyomino ideal, along with the interplay between classical and switching rook
polynomials, may offer a promising approach to the rook placement problem.

Consider a rectangular polyomino, which can be viewed as a chessboard B,, ,, of size m x n. Its
rook polynomial is well known and given by

o= ()Pt

k=0

where P(n,k) = n(n —1)---(n — k 4+ 1). Moreover, an elegant relationship between the rook
polynomial and the switching rook polynomial of a board is given in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Let B,,,, be a rectangular polyomino of width m and height n. Then, for every
0 <k < min{m,n}, we have

Proof. Let k € {1,...,min{m,n}}, and let [T] € Ri(Bm.n). Denote by Ry, ..., Ry and Ci,...,Cy
the k rows and columns of B,,,, on which the rooks of R are placed.

Set S = (UiewRi) N (Ujer)C;), which can be viewed as a k x k square. Label the rows and
columns of § increasingly from 1 to k, left to right for columns and bottom to top for rows. Each
cell is then identified by a pair (i, 7) in [k] x [k], representing its row and column, respectively.
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In this setup, each configuration of k£ non-attacking rooks corresponds to a permutation o : [k] —
[k], and vice versa. We identify the identity permutation id(i) = ¢ with the k-rook configuration
7. Since the equivalence class [T contains exactly k! elements, thus

" Bmn) = > Tl = #(Bu) - k.
[TIERK (Brm,n)
O

For example, for the board Bs 4, we have
7(Bsa)(t) = 1+ 12t + 36t + 241> and  #(Bsy)(t) = 1 + 12t + 18t + 4¢3

It follows from the proof of Proposition that for any weakly connected collection of cells P,
we have
for every 0 < i < r(P).

We now describe the computational approach used to compute the switching rook polynomial
and the rook number of a collection of cells, which underlies the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let P be a collection of cells. Then hip(t) coincides with the switching rook
polynomial of P, and reg(K[P]) equals the rook number of P in the following cases:

e when P is a collection of cells of rank at most 10;
e when P is a polyomino of rank at most 12.

Proof. To establish this result, we implemented some routines in SageMath [15] and Macaulay2
[6], shared in [I0], which, for a fixed rank n, performs the following steps:

1) Compute the set L of all collections of cells of rank n (using SageMath). The corresponding
datasets are provided as plain-text files containing all collections of cells and polyominoes that
we tested. Tables [I] and 2] summarize the number of weakly connected collections of cells and
polyominoes, respectively.

Rank 2131415 6 7 8 9 10

Number weakly connected |5 | 5| 99 | 94 | 524 | 3031 | 18770 | 118133 | 758381
collections of cells

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

Rank 2134|561 7 8 9 10 11 12
Number of polyominoes | 1 | 2|5 | 12| 35 | 108 | 369 | 1285 | 4655 | 17073 | 63600

TABLE 2. Number of polyominoes up to symmetries.

2) We present an algorithm, implemented in Macaulay?2, for computing the switching rook
polynomial of a collection of cells (see Section 2, file RookPol.m2 in [10]). A collection is encoded
as a list of lists, where each cell is represented by the pair of lists corresponding to its diagonal
corners. For instance, the square tetromino is encoded as

{{1,13,{2,2}}, {{2,1},{3,2}},{{1,2},{2,3}}, {{2,2},{3,3}}}.

Let @ be a collection of cells. The first step consists in computing the set of all non-attacking rook
configurations in @) (see Algorithm/[I]); here we need the auxiliary function isNonAttackingRooks (A,B,Q),



Algorithm 1: Computation of all non-attacking rook configurations on )
Data: A collection of cells Q.
Result: All non-attacking rook configurations on (, grouped by cardinality.
Sort Q).
Initialize conf = {{c} | ¢ € @} (all 1-rook configurations).
Initialize A11Conf = {conf}.
while true do

out = .

for N € conf do

for c € Q do
if al1(N, n-> isNonAttackingRooks(c, n, Q)): c is in non-attacking

position with any rooks in N then
FF = sort(N U{c}).
out = out U{FF}.

Remove duplicates: out = set(out).
if #out = 0 then
L return Al1Conf.
Append level: A11Conf = Al1Conf U {out}.
Update current layer: conf = out.

which returns true if two cells A, B € Z2, where two rooks are placed, are in horizontal or vertical
position in Z? and, in addition, belong to an inner interval of Q.

The next step, where we compute the coefficients of the switching rook polynomial (see Algorithm
), requires the Macaulay2 package Graphs and two following two short auxiliary functions.

e SwitchOperation(A,B,Q) takes two rooks A, B € @ and checks whether they are in switch-
ing position; if so, it returns the switched configuration;

e By using the previous one, areSwitchEquivalent (R1,R2,Q) tests whether two rook con-
figurations R; and Ry can be obtained from one another by a single switch operation.

Algorithm 2: Algorithm for computing the switching rook polynomial of )
Data: A collection of cells Q).
Result: The coefficients list {1, ¢y, ca, ..., ¢} of the switching rook polynomial of Q).
RookConf <— AllNonAttackingRookConfigurations(Q)
RookNumber < |RookConf |
Initialize coeffRookPol = {1}
for k € {0,...,RookNumber — 1} do
kRookSet < RookConf#k
Build a graph Gy with:
(1) vertices = elements of kRookSet,
(2) edges between Rj, Ry if areSwitchEquivalent(R1,R2,Q)==true.
kCoeff< number of connected components of Gy
coeffRookPol = coeffRookPol U {kCoeff}

return coeffRookPol
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3) Let L be the list of all collections of cells of rank n. We finally provide the function
TestConj (L) to test the conjectures for all collections of cells in L. Specifically, for each col-
lection @ € L:
compute the inner 2-minor ideal of @) (see Section 1, file RookPol.m2 in [10]);
compute the h-polynomial and the regularity of K|[Q)];
compute the switching rook polynomial and the rook number of Q;
compare the two polynomials and check whether reg(K[Q)]) equal the rook number of Q).

The output is “Conjecture is ok” if both equalities hold; otherwise return counterexamples.

In all tested cases, that is, n = 2,..., 10 for collections of cells and n = 11, 12 for polyominoes,
the program confirmed the conjectured equalities. We point out that 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 large computational complexity, which made it impossible to
verify them on a standard machine. O

The previous result leads us to formulate the following.

Conjecture 2.4. Let P be a collection of cells. Then the switching rook polynomial of P coincides
with the h-polynomial of K[P], and the rook number of P equals the reqularity of K[P].

This extends previous conjectures, which were restricted to simple polyominoes [12, Conjecture
3.2] or non-simple polyominoes ([7, Conjecture 4.9]): here the conjecture is verified computation-
ally for collections of cells up rank 10, including also polyominoes. Although our experiments
provide strong evidence for the validity of the conjecture, they do not amount to a general proof.
Nevertheless, as we will show in the next section, the validity of Conjecture 2.4] could offer an
efficient algebraic method to determine the switching rook polynomial and the rook number for
arbitrary collections of cells (see Example L.12)).

3. QUADRATIC GROBNER BASIS OF COLLECTIONS OF CELLS

Let < be a monomial order on Sp. For any f € Sp and any ideal I C Sp, we denote by in(f)
the initial monomial of f and by in. (/) the initial ideal of I with respect to <. Throughout this
paper, we consider the following total order on the variables of Sp: For z,,x, € Sp with a = (4, j)
and b = (k,{), we set x, > xp if i > k, orif i = k and j > /.

Let <,y and <o denote the reverse lexicographical and lexicographical monomial orders on
Sp induced by this total order, respectively. Note that for any inner interval [p,q] of P with
anti-diagonal corners r and s, we have

inc . (xpr, — v,25) = 2, and  ine (2,20, — T,T5) = Tpiy.
We recall the following result from [11]:

Theorem 3.1 ([11, Theorem 4.1, Remark 4.2]). Let P be a collection of cells. The set of generators
of Ip forms a reduced (quadratic) Grébner basis with respect to <,ey if and only if the following
condition holds:

(#) For any two inner intervals [b, a] and [d, ] of P with anti-diagonal corners e, f and f,g, as
shown in Figure[§J(A), either the pair b, g or the pair e,c forms the anti-diagonal corners
of an wnner interval of P.
Moreover, the set of generators of Ip forms a reduced (quadratic) Grobner basis with respect to
<iex if and only if the following condition holds:
(#') For any two inner intervals [g, f] and [f,e] of P with anti-diagonal corners a,b and c,d,

as shown in Figure[J|(B), either the pair b, g or the pair e, c forms the diagonal corners of
an inner interval of P.
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F1GURE 4. Conditions for a quadratic Grobner basis with respect to <o, and <jey.

Remark 3.2. Let P be a collection of cells and Q be a reflection of P. Since the arrangements of
intervals described in Figure @A) and Figure d(B) are reflections of each other, it follows that P
satisfies Condition (#) if and only if Q satisfies Condition (#').

Proposition 3.3. Let P be a directed convex polyomino. Then Ip (up to a suitable symmetry of
P) has a quadratic Grébner basis with respect to <,ey. In particular, Ip (up to a suitable symmetry
of P) has a quadratic Grobner basis with respect to <,y when P is a parallelogram polyomino, a
stack polyomino, or a Ferrers diagram.

Proof. Let P be a directed convex polyomino with minimal bounding rectangle [A, Z]. Following
the definition of directed convexity and Remark [[.I we may assume that A € P. We only need
to show that P satisfies Condition (#) given in Theorem [B.11

Assume that [b, a] and [d, ¢| are inner intervals of P with anti-diagonal corners e, f and f, g, as
shown in Figure [d(A). We claim that b and g are anti-diagonal corners of an inner interval of P.

Let C' € P be the cell with top-right corner ¢, and let B, D € P be the cells with bottom-left
corners b and d, respectively. Since P is a polyomino, there exists a path of cells in P from A
to C. Then any such path must contain a cell that is either in a vertical position with B or in a
horizontal position with D. In both cases, due to the convexity of P, we immediately obtain an
inner interval of P with anti-diagonal corners b and ¢g. This completes the proof of the claim, and
therefore P satisfies Condition (#). O

Remark 3.4. Let P be a directed convex polyomino with minimal bounding rectangle [A, B], and
let A" and B’ be the anti-diagonal corners of [A, B]. Following the proof of Proposition and
using similar arguments, we have the following:

(1) If A€ P or B € P, then Ip has a quadratic Grobner basis with respect t0 <iey.
(2) If A" € P or B' € P, then Ip has a quadratic Grobner basis with respect t0 <jex.

We recall the following result from [I1], which provides insight into the structure of weakly
connected convex collections of cells.

Lemma 3.5. [11, Lemma 1.3] Let P be a simple collection of cells, and let Py and Py be two
connected components of V(P). Then |V (Py) NV (Py)| < 1.

Now we present another class of collection of cells that admit quadratic Grobner basis.

Proposition 3.6. Let P be a weakly connected convex collection of cells with more than one
connected component. Then, up to a suitable symmetry of P, the ideal Ip has a quadratic Grébner
basis with respect to <iey.

Proof. Let P be a weakly connected convex collection of cells with connected components Py, ..., P,
where r > 2. Due to the convexity of P, for any ¢ # j, none of the cells in P; is in horizontal or
vertical position with any cell in P;. Since every convex polyomino is also a simple polyomino,
Lemma yields |V (P;)) N V(P;)| < 1 for all i # j. Therefore, after renumbering the indices,
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we may assume that |V(P;) N V(Pir1)| = 1, and for all ¢ # 5 with 7 ¢ {i — 1,7 + 1}, we have

We first observe that P; and P, are directed convex, and P; is a parallelogram for all i €
{2,...,r — 1}. To see this, for each i € [r — 1], let C; € P; and D;;; € P;y1 be such that
V(C;) N V(D;11)] = 1. Moreover, for each i € [r], let [A;, B;] denote the minimal bounding
rectangle of P;. The convexity of P implies that for each i € [r — 1], the cells C; and D,; are
among the corner cells of [A;, B;]. Thus, P takes one of the forms shown in Figure [l (A) and (B).

Since the reflection of Figure [l (B) along the y-axis yields a collection of the form in Figure
(A), we may assume, by applying Remark [T, that P is of the form in Figure [ (A). In other
words, we assume that |V (A;11) NV(B;)| =1foralli € [r —1].

TE T
| 7 ]
As | | LA D, |
r B2 PS Cg Br_)_;
_ A J Palay| | | :‘
| B Py Cs 33I
P !
A O 1 Ps| 45] Dy T |

(a) (B) (©)

FIGURE 5. Two weakly connected convex collections of cells and a weakly connected,
simple and non-convex collection of cells, whose connected components are convex.

To complete the proof, by Theorem [3.1], it is enough to show that P satisfies Condition (#). This
follows by observing that if [b, a] and [d, ¢| are inner intervals of P with anti-diagonal corners e, f
and f, g as shown in Figured (A), then [b, a] and [d, ¢] are inner intervals of some P; for 1 <i <.
It then follows from item (1) of Remark B3] that P, ..., P, each have a quadratic Grébner basis
with respect to <,e,. In particular, each of Py, ..., P, satisfies Condition (#). O

Observe that the assumption of convexity is essential in the above result. For example, the
weakly connected collection of cells in Figure [l (C) does not satisfy either Condition (#) or
Condition (#').

4. HILBERT SERIES OF CONVEX COLLECTION OF CELLS WITH QUADRATIC (GROBNER BASIS

Our goal is to prove Conjecture [0.1] in the case of convex collections of cells with quadratic
Grobner basis. More precisely, we prove the following:

Theorem 4.1. Let P be a collection of cells whose weakly connected components are convex. If P
satisfies either Condition (#) or Condition (#'), then hip(t) is the switching rook polynomial of
P. Moreover, reg(K[P]) is equal to the rook number of P.

As a consequence, together with [2, Corollary 2.3], we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.2. Let P be a simple collection of cells whose connected components are convex
polyominoes satisfying Condition (#) or Condition (#'). Then hgp)(t) is the switching rook
polynomial of P and reg(K[P]) is equal to the rook number of P.

To prove the above theorem, we need some preparation. First, we find a suitable symmetry of
P which allows us to dissect P in a useful way. We begin with the following assumption.
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Assumption 4.3. Due to Remark[21], it is enough to consider the case when P has exactly one
weakly connected component. Furthermore, due to Remarks[L1 and[3.3, to prove Theorem[{.1], it
1s enough to consider the case when P is a weakly connected convex collection of cells satisfying
Condition (#). Following the proof of Proposition (3.4, we have that P satisfies Condition (#) if
and only if it is of the form shown in Figure[J(A). Therefore, in the sequel, we assume that P is
of the form given in Figure[A(A) and satisfies Condition (#).

Working under Assumption 4.3, we introduce the following setup, which will be used throughout
the following text.

Setup 4.4. Let P be a weakly connected convez collection of cells as illustrated in Figure [A(A).
Let C,...,C,, be the columns of P numbered from left to right, and let Ry, ..., R, be the rows of
P numbered from bottom to top. Let k be the minimum integer such that C,, N R, # 0. We refer
to the cell X in this intersection as the top left cell of P, and let v be the upper left corner of X.
Note that if v belongs to an inner interval I of P, then v is the left anti-diagonal corner of I. Let
P, be the union of all inner intervals of P containing v. Let [X,Z] and [Y, X]| be the mazimal
horizontal and vertical cell intervals of P, respectively. Then the minimal bounding rectangle of
P, is [Y,Z]. Note that P, is a Ferrers diagram because the three corners of Y, Z], namely X,
Y, and Z, belong to P,. LetY € R; and Z € C, for some j and p. We illustrate this setup in
Figurel[0(A). The weakly connected convex collections of cells considered in Figure[@ have only one
connected component; that s, they are polyominoes.

R, Rep,

L L Rp,
Ry P, v P,

R2 Pz! , g
; o e
1 Y !
Cy Cy C3 Cy Cy Cg
(a) (B) ()

FIGURE 6. An illustration of the setup

We make the following observations:

(1) If j > 1, then Cy "Ry =0 for all 1 < ¢ < j — 1, because [Y, X| is a mazimal vertical cell
interval of P.

(2) If p < m, then CyN R, =0 for allp+ 1 < € < m, because [ X, Z] is a maximal horizontal
cell interval of P.

We distinguish the following subcollections of cells of P; see Figures[@(B) and (C) for reference.
Simply speaking, these subcollections represent the cells of P that appear to the left, right, below,
and diagonally right-below of the Ferrers diagram P,.

(1) Lp, ={CeP:CeCjandl <q<k-—1}.

(2) Rp,={CeP:CeC,NRy andp+1<qg<m, j<q¢ <n-—1}

(3) Dp, ={CeP:CeC,NRy andk+1<q<p, 1<q¢g <j—1}

(4) Ep, ={CeP:CeC,NRy andp+1<qg<m, 1 <¢ <j—1}.

Note that Ep, # O only if [Y, Z] C P. Moreover, Lp, is disjoint from Rp,, Dp,, and Ep, .



13

Y

M/

Dp, Ep,

FIGURE 7. Convex polyomino with Ep, # () but not satisfying Condition (#).

With the setup introduced above, we proceed to identify a suitable symmetry of P in the
following proposition. For the polyomino P depicted in Figure [7, we observe that Ep, # (), which
implies that the subcollections Rp, and Dp, intersect at a vertex. It is easy to see that this
polyomino does not satisfy Condition (#). The proposition below clarifies this situation.

Proposition 4.5. Let P be a weakly connected convex collection of cells that satisfies Condi-
tion (#). Then:

(i) If Ep, # 0, then exactly one of Rp, or Dp, is nonempty, and the other must be empty.
(i) If Ep, = 0, then, up to a suitable symmetry of P, we may assume that both Ep, = O and
Dp, = 0.

Proof. Assume P is a weakly connected convex collection of cells satisfying Condition (#), and
let its connected components be Py, ..., P,., with |V (P;) N V(P;y1)| = 1 for each i. Recall the
configuration in Figure B(A).

If > 2, let v € V(P,) and observe that all other components lie in Lp,. Hence Dp, = Ep, = 0,
proving (ii).

Now consider r = 1, so P is a convex polyomino. Let us apply the Setup from (4.4l

(i) Suppose Ep, # (), and take any cell E € Ep,. We claim that exactly one of Rp,, Dp, is
nonempty. Indeed, if both were empty, Condition (#) would fail. If both were nonempty, pick
B € Rp, and D € Dp,. Let D lie in column C, for some k + 1 < a < p and B lie in row R, for
some j < b <n—1. Since Ep, # ), we obtain j > 1 and p < n. Observe that C,yy N Rj_; = 0.
Indeed, if Cpi1 N R;_y = C, then the cell interval [Y,Z] and C violate the condition (#), a
contradiction. Since P is convex, it follows immediately that C,y1 N Ry # @ and C, N R;_; # 0.
Since Cpy1 N Rj_1 = 0, due to the convexity of P, we obtain Cp i N Ry =0 forall 1 <¢' <j—1,
and C;, N R;_; = 0 for all p+ 1 < ¢ < m. Therefore, the cells in Ep, cannot be connected to
the cells in P\ &,, a contradiction to the definition of weakly connected collection of cells. Thus
exactly one of the subcollections is nonempty, proving (i).

(i) Now assume Ep, = ). Let ¢ be the maximum column index such that C; N Ry # (. Let [V, W]
be the maximal horizontal cell interval containing Y. Then W € C, for some k < a < p. The
convexity of P together with the assumption that Ep, = () and the observation that Cy N R;_; = ()
shows that k£ 4+ 1 < ¢ < p. Denote by X’ the cell in Cy, N Ry bottom right cell of P and the vertex
u= (L+1,1) € V(P) as bottom right corner of P. Let P, be the subpolyomino of P consisting
of all the inner intervals of P containing u. (The same way we constructed P,). Let [A, X'] be
the maximal horizontal cell interval containing X’. Since Cy N Ry =0 forall 1 < ¢ < j—1, we
obtain A € C, for some k£ +1 < ¢ < p. Thus, due to the convexity of P, we conclude that P, is
a rectangle [B, X'], where B € [X, Z]. We rotate P 180 degrees to obtain Q with top left cell X’
and top left corner u. Since this rotation preserves the Condition (#), and Ip = Ig as noted in
Remark [T, we may replace P with Q in our discussion above to obtain Dp, = Ep, = (). O
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Assumption 4.6. In light of Proposition [{.5, to prove Theorem [{.1, we may assume that the
weakly connected convex collection of cells P satisfies one of the following conditions:

(i) Ep, = Dp, = 0.

(ii) Ep, # 0, and exactly one of Rp, or Dp, is nonempty, while the other is empty.

In the sequel, we will work under Assumption [4.6 Next, we introduce the following notation:

Notation 4.7. We define:
o [f'DpU = @, then 'R,—pu = 'R,pu U gpv.
[ ] [f'R,pv = @, then 'D—’pv = 'D'pv U gpv.

Moreover, if at least one of Lp, or Rp, is nonempty, we define Lp, * Rp, to be the polyomino
obtained by identifying each (p + 1,q) € V(Rp,) with (k,q), as illustrated in Figure[8. In other
words, we shift each (i,7) € V(Rp,) backward by p+1— k units so that Lp, and Rp, can be glued
together. In the case where Lp, = Rp, =0, we set Lp, * Rp, = .

Note that Lp, * Rp, is also a weakly connected convex collection of cells. Furthermore:

o IfRp, =0, then Lp, * Rp, = Lp,;
o If Lp, =0, then Lp, * Rp, is simply a translation of Ryp, .

oy 7
Lp, Rp,
Y
Ep,
(A) Here Dp, =0 (B) Lp, * Rp,

FIGURE 8. An example of Lp, * Rp, .

We now recall some basic definitions in graph theory. Let G be a finite graph with vertex set
V(G) and edge set E(G). If {u,v} € E(G), then u and v are said to be adjacent in G. For a vertex
v € V(G), the open neighborhood of v, denoted by Ng(v), is the set of vertices of G adjacent to v.
The closed neighborhood of v, denoted by N¢g[v], is defined as Ng(v)U{v}. For a subset A C V(G),
the graph G \ A is obtained by removing all vertices in A and all edges incident to a vertex in A.

Let G be a graph with vertex set {zy,...,z,}, and let R = K[x1,...,z,] be a polynomial ring
over a field K. For convenience, we use x; both to denote a vertex of G and as a variable in R.
The edge ideal I(G) associated with G is the ideal in R generated by all squarefree monomials
x;x; such that z; is adjacent to z; in G.

Let P be a convex collection of cells satisfying condition (#). It follows from Proposition B.]
that the initial ideal of Ip with respect to the term order <,.,, denoted by in.,_ (Ip), is generated
by monomials x,x;, where a and b are the antidiagonal corners of some inner interval of P. Since
in._ (Ip) is generated in degree 2, we may view it as the edge ideal of a graph. In the sequel, we
denote by Gp the graph whose edge ideal is in_ (Ip).

Lemma 4.8. Let X be the top-left corner cell and let v be the top-left corner of a convex collection
of cells P satisfying condition (#). Let P’ =P\ {X}. Then P" also satisfies condition (#), and
Gp \{v} =Gp.

Proof. The statement follows from our choice of v. ([l
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Proposition 4.9. Let X be the top-left corner cell and v be the top-left corner of a convex collection
of cells P such that P satisfies condition (#). We define a collection of cells P" as follows:

P = EPU U D—Pm Zf DPu 7£ (2)7
Lp, *Rp,, otherwise.

Then P" also satisfies condition (#), and Gp \ N[v] = Gpn.

Proof. We first show that P” satisfies condition (#). Assume that in P” there exist two inner
intervals [b, a] and [d, ¢] as described in Figure @(A).

Consider first the case P = Lp, UDp,. Since Lp, NDp, = ) (see the last line in Setup E4), we
have either [b, a], [d,c] C Lp, or [b,al,[d,c] C Dp,.

Suppose [b,al, [d,c] C Lp,. Since P satisfies Condition (#), it follows that either b and g or e
and ¢ are antidiagonal corners of an inner interval of P, as in Figure d[(A). Suppose b and g are
such corners of an inner interval I in P. By the construction of Lp,, we have I C Lp . A similar
argument applies if [b, al, [d, c] C Dp,.

Now consider the case P” = Lp, *Rp,. The desired conclusion follows by an analogous argument,
using the observation that Lp, * Rp, is simply obtained by removing P, from P.

The isomorphism Gp \ N[v] = Gp~ follows directly from the construction of P”. O

Remark 4.10. Let P be a weakly connected convex collection of cells that satisfies the Condi-
tion (#). Let v be the top-left corner of P and X be the top-left corner cell of P, as in Setup[{.4)
Denote by H and V' the horizontal and vertical maximal edge intervals of P containing v, respec-
tively. From the results discussed so far, we can establish a natural identification of the vertices
V(Dp,) NV (P,) (resp. V(Rp,) NV (P,)) with some of vertices of H (resp. V). Specifically:

e for Dp, # 0, we identify each vertex (i,j) € V(Dp,) NV (P,) with (i,n) € H. In this
case, we define w(Dp,) as the set of vertices of H corresponding to this identification. For
convenience, we set w(Dp,) =0 if Dp, = 0.

o for Rp, # 0, we identify each vertex (p + 1,7) € V(Rp,) NV (P,) with (k,j) € V. In
this case, we define m1(Rp,) as the set of the vertices of V' corresponding to this identifi-
cation. For convenience, we set m1(Rp,) = 0 if Rp, = 0. We set I'(Rp,) = n(Rp,) U
(V(Lp,) NV (Py)).

Due to Proposition[].5, we have m(Dp,)NT(Rp,) = 0. Define the integer d = |HUV | —|x(Dp,)| —
IT(Rp,)I-

The notation introduced in Remark [4.10] is useful for the following result.

Proposition 4.11. Let P be a weakly connected convex collection of cells such that P satisfies
Condition (#). Let v be the top-left corner of P and X be the top-left corner cell of P. Then

t

where P' = P\ {X}, P" is the convex collection of cells defined in Proposition[{.9, and d is as
defined in Remark[4.10

Proof. Since HP kp)(t) = HPg,/in___(1)(t), see for example [8, Corollary 6.1.5], it is enough to
study the Hilbert-Poincaré series of Sp/in., (Ip). Let v be the top-left corner of P and consider
the following exact sequence:

0 —— Sp/(in,.,(Ip) : @) — Sp/inc,,,(Ip) — Sp/(inc,. (Ip),z,) — 0
This exact sequence gives

HPsp finc,e, (1p) (1) = HP sy /gine,, (5p),20) (0) + ¢ HP sy inc (1)) (1)
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We now analyze Sp/(in<,., (Ip), x,) and Sp/(in<,., (Ip) : xy):
(1) From Lemma 8] it follows that Sp/(in<, . (Ip),x,) = Sp//in.,. (Ip) = K[P']. Hence

HPS’P/(ln<rcv I’P :Eﬂ (t
(2) By Proposition[Z.9 and the identity in,_, (Ip
we obtain

Sp/(in<rev(lp) . l’v) = K[P”] QK K[l’u U € (H U V) \ (W(DP) L P(Bp))]

Since the Hilbert-Poincaré series is multiplicative under tensor products over K, it follows
that

HP o1 (1).

)=
)im, = 1H<rev([p//)+($u cu € V(P,)\(HUV)),

1
HP s/t <vee (12200 () = 7 —ga TP xP (1)

Thus, the claim follows directly from the previous two points. O
Now we present the proof of Theorem [4.1]

Proof of Theorem[.1] We proceed by induction on the number of cells in P. If |P| = 1, then Ip
is trivially the determinantal ideal of a 2 x 2 matrix. In this case, hxp)(t) = 1+ ¢, which coincides
with the switching rook polynomial of P.

Assume now that |P| > 1, and suppose that the claim holds for every collection of cells F with
1 < |F| < |P| satistying Condition (#) or Condition (#'), and such that each weakly connected
component of F is convex. That is, hx(r(t) equals the switching rook polynomial of F.

We aim to show that hgp)(t) is the switching rook polynomial of P. If P has more than
one weakly connected component, then the assertion follows from the inductive hypothesis and
Remark 2.1], using the multiplicativity of both the Hilbert series and the switching rook polynomial
under disjoint unions.

Now assume that P consists of a single weakly connected component. We use the notation and
assumptions introduced in Setup 1.4, Assumption [£.6] and Notation A7

By Proposition A.11], and using the notation defined therein, we have

(1) HP sy (£) = HP o (£) + ﬁHPKW] (t).

Denote by 7p/(t) = Z;(j)l) 7 (P and rpu(t) = Z;gl) 7;(P")t/ the switching rook polynomials
of P’ and P”, respectively. Note that P’ and P” are collections of cells with convex weakly
connected components and satisfy |P’|, |P”| < |P|.

Moreover, by Lemma [£.8 and Proposition [4.9, both P’ and P” satisfy Condition (#). Therefore,
by the inductive hypothesis, we have hgpi(t) = 7p/(t) and hgpr(t) = Fpr(t).

Since P, P’, and P” are simple collections of cells, by [2, Proposition 1.3], we have:

dim K[P] = |V(P)| —|P|, dim K[P']=|V(P")|—|P'|, and dim K[P"]=|V(P")|—|P"|.
Using Equation (1), we can rewrite the Hilbert series as:
hgp(t) e (t) trpn(t)
2) HPip(t) = (1—)VPIIPL — (1 — ¢)VE@IPT " (1 — ) VPP

Note that |[V(P’)| = |[V(P)| — 1 and |P’| = |P| — 1, which implies that
V(P —IP'| = [V(P)| — IP| = dim K[P].
We now prove that
[V(P")| = [P"| +d=|V(P) - [P
Indeed, we have:

V(P = IV(P)l = V(P + 7(Dp,) + [T (Rp,)I,  and [P"| = [P|— [Py



17

Observe that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the cells of P, and their lower-right
corners, which correspond exactly to V(P,)\ (HUV), where H and V' are the horizontal and vertical
maximal edge intervals of P containing v. Consequently, we obtain |P,| = |V (P,)| —|H UV, which
leads to:

|P"| =|P| = |[V(P,)| + |HUV].

Thus, we can compute:

VPO =[Pl +d=V(P)| - [Pl - [HUV|]=7(Dp,) — [I(Rp,)| + d
=|V(P)| =[Pl =d+d=|V(P)|—|P].

This confirms the claim. Hence, by Equation (2), we obtain that hgp|(t) = 7p/(t) + tipn(t).
Now, we write

(P)
7(t) == rpi(t) + trpn(t) = Z (Fi(P") + T 1 (P")
i=0
where we set 7;(P') = 0 for ¢ > r(P’) and 74(P") = 0 for i > r(P").
We prove that 7(t) is the switching rook polynomial of P. Fix ¢ € {0,...,r(P)} and we show
that the i-th coefficient of 7(¢) represents the number of i-rook configurations of P, up to switches.
To establish this, observe the following:

(1) 7(P’) is the cardinality of R;(P’), which can be viewed as the number of i-rook configura-
tions in P, up to switches, such that no rook is placed in the top-left corner cell X.

(2) Assume that a rook T} is placed on X, and let C be an (i — 1)-rook configuration in P. If
a rook of C, say T5, lies on a cell of P,, then T} and T occupy anti-diagonal cells of some
inner interval P; of P,. This implies that 77 and T5 are in switching position. Hence, the
configuration

C' = (C\{Th, Tr}) U{T{, 15},

where T and T} are the rooks placed in the diagonal cells of Py, belongs to R;(P’). However,
such a configuration has already been counted in point (1). Therefore, we only need to
count the (i — 1)-rook configurations in P, up to switches, where all rooks lie in P \ P,.
Accordingly, the number of i-rook configurations in P, up to switches, where a rook is placed
on X, coincides with the number of (i — 1)-rook configurations in P”; up to switches, that
iS, T’Ni_l (PH).

From the previous two points, we easily deduce that the i-th coefficient of 7(t) is the number of
i-rook configurations of P, up to switches. Hence hgp)(t) is the switching rook polynomial of P.

To conclude the theorem, it only remains to show that reg(K[P]) is the rook number of P. This
is a consequence of the result which we have just obtained. In fact, we know that, if P is a simple
collection of cells, then K[P] is a Cohen-Macaulay domain by [2, Proposition 1.3], so reg K[P]
is the degree of the h-polynomial of K[P] by [I8, Corollary B.4.1], which is the rook number of
P. O

Example 4.12. By Corollary 2] and through computations carried out with Macaulay2 ([6]),
we obtain that for the convex polyominoes P; and Py, illustrated in Figure2l (D) and Figure 3] (A)
respectively, and for the simple collection of cells P53 depicted in Figure[H (C), the rook numbers are
r(Py) = 6, r(Py) = 5, and r(Ps) = 11. Moreover, the corresponding switching rook polynomials
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are

P, () = hieppy (t) = 14 29t + 2156 4 533t° + 459t* + 121¢° + 7t°,

P, (t) = hipy (t) = 1+ 23t + 139¢2 + 302t + 257¢* + 81¢° + 7t°,

Py (t) = hieppy (t) = 1+ 19t + 152t 4 676> + 1851¢" + 3259¢° + 37421+
+ 27887 + 1319¢% + 379t + 60t + 4¢'t.

By using a standard machine and the proposed algorithm ([I0]), the computation of the rook
number and the switching rook polynomial for P, takes approximately 20 minutes, instead for
P1 and P requires excessive resources, making it practically infeasible within a reasonable time.
In contrast, the computation of the h-polynomial of the associated coordinate ring is extremely
efficient by Macaulay2, being completed almost instantaneously (about ~ 1 second) in all three
cases.

1]

[18]
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