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Counting fibres of the Hadamard product using Bergman fans
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Abstract

We study the generic fibre of the Hadamard product of linear spaces via matroid theory
and tropical geometry. To do so, we introduce the flip product, a numerical invariant associ-
ated to a pair of matroids defined via the stable intersection of their (flipped) Bergman fans.
Our first main result is that the cardinality of a generic fibre for the Hadamard product
of linear spaces is exactly the flip product of their matroids. We also provide a recursive
algorithm for computing the flip product of any pair of matroids. As an application of our
techniques, we extend the notion of realisation numbers from rigidity theory to rotational-
symmetric and periodic realisation numbers and we provide combinatorial algorithms to
compute them. Finally, we show a number of existing matroid invariants are specialisations
of the flip product, including the beta invariant.

1 Introduction

Given a finite indexing set F and linear spaces U,V C C¥, we define the Hadamard map of U,V
to be the bilinear map

fov:UxV = CE, (U, V) = u©®V = (UeVe)ecE-

The Zariski closure of firy (U x V) is called the Hadamard product of U and V', and is denoted
by U®V. The Hadamard map is invariant under the natural action of the algebraic torus C\ {0}
on U x V that sends a pair (u,v) € U x V and a scalar t € C \ {0} to the pair (tu,t 'v) since
(tu) ® (t7*v) = uw ® v. With this in mind, our aim in this paper is to address the following
problem:

Problem 1.1. Determine the number of points contained in a gemeric fibre of the Hadamard
map fu,y modulo the natural torus action on U x V.

The first appearance of Hadamard products of algebraic varieties can be traced to the
papers [21, 22]. After that, several papers and books appeared on the topic, including [12, 13].
The Hadamard product of two linear spaces U,V C CF is closely tied to the behaviour of
their algebraic matroids M(U) and M (V); see [43]. For example, Bernstein [9] proves that
the dimension of the Hadamard product U ® V' is entirely determined by the matroids M (U)
and M (V); see Theorem 2.12.
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1.1 Introducing: the flip product of matroids

In this paper, we introduce the following concept that was previously alluded to in [19]. An
early version of the concept can be found in [34, Proposition 5.2 and Lemma 6.1] for the special

case where one of the matroids is uniform.

Definition 1.2. The flip product of matroids M and N with shared ground set FE is given by
the formula
M+ N := (=Trop(N)) - Trop(M) € Z>oU {o0},

where Trop(M) is the projective Bergman fan of M (see Definition 2.7), — Trop(V) is the
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tropical cycle {—z : € Trop(V)}, and the operation is the tropical intersection product

(see Section 2.2).

In addition to the convention that M * N = 1 when E = (), the flip product satisfies the
following properties:

(i) M+ N =N x M,
(ii) if either M or N contain a loop, then M « N = 0 (Proposition 3.1);

(iii) if r(M)+r(N) < |E|+1, then M*N = 0 and if (M )+7(N) > |E|+1, then M*N € {0, 00}
(Proposition 3.2); here r(-) denotes the rank of a matroid.

1.2 Main results

Our first main result describes how flip products can be used to solve Problem 1.1. Specifically,
we show that for any C-representable matroids M, N with the same ground set E, the flip
product M %« N can be geometrically interpreted as the degree of the Hadamard product of the
C-representations for M and N.

Theorem 1.3. Let U,V C C¥ be linear subspaces and let M(U) and M (V') be the representable
matroids defined by U and V, respectively. Then, for any generic A € CF we have

#(foy(N)/~) = MU) = M(V),

where ~ is the equivalence relation on U x V' where (u,v) ~ (u',v") if and only if v’ = tu and
v = t"lv for some t € C\ {0}, i.e., the pairs (u,v) and (u',v') are in the same orbit of the

natural torus action on U x V.

Notice that the condition dim(U) 4 dim (V') = |E| 4+ 1 is necessary in order to ensure a finite
number of preimages modulo torus action.

Our second main result provides a recursive algorithm for computing flip products of ma-
troids when combined with the following base case: if |E| = 1, then

- {1 if M= Up; and N 2 Uy,

0 otherwise,

where Uy is the rank-1 uniform matroid with 1 element (Lemma 3.7).



Theorem 1.4. Let M, N be loopless matroids on E such that r(M) +r(N) = |E| + 1, and let
e € E. Then the following equality holds:

MN =Y ((M/Er) = (N\ E)((M\ By + (N/E»)),

Eq,E2
where each pair E1, Ey C E satisfies By U Ey = E and E1 N Ey = {e}.

Using the convention that 0 - co = 0, the summation given in Theorem 1.4 always provides
a finite value; see Remark 5.8 for more details.

Theorem 1.4 is the matroidal analogue of the main result of Capco et al. [16, Theorem 4.7].
There, they combine techniques from algebraic geometry and ideas from tropical geometry to
obtain their result, which only applies to graphic matroids. In contrast, our proof solely uses
tropical geometry because neither matroid in the flip product is required to be realisable.

Remark 1.5. The authors believe that Theorem 1.3 should extend to Hadamard products of
linear spaces over other algebraically closed fields with odd or zero characteristic, although
proving this would require generalising many of the tools used throughout the paper (e.g.,
Bernstein’s theorem — Theorem 2.12). If this generalisation does indeed go through with no
issues, then Theorem 1.4 can be immediately applied to provide an inductive algorithm for
computing the cardinality of generic fibres for the relevant Hadamard map. It is, however,
unclear to the authors whether Theorem 1.3 holds for fields of characteristic 2. For example,
many of the key steps in proving Theorem 1.3 fail over characteristic 2 since they require using
squared values.

1.3 Applications: counting symmetric/periodic framework realisations

One important application of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 is within the field of rigidity theory.
Here, we consider a graph to yield a bar-and-joint framework in the plane, with edges modelling
stiff bars and vertices modelling flexible joints. Formally, given a graph G = ([n], E) and a
natural number d, we define a realisation of G' to be a map p: [n] — R? and we say that the
pair (G, p) is a framework. If the only continuous motions of the framework that preserve edge
lengths are rigid body motions, then the framework is said to be rigid. Asimow and Roth [§]
proved that rigidity is a generic property, in that either every generic framework is rigid, or
none of them are. Hence, we say that a graph is rigid if any generic framework (G, p) is rigid.

An equivalent definition for a generic framework (G,p) to be rigid is that the number of
frameworks (G, ¢), modulo isometries, with the same edge lengths is finite. Unlike rigidity, this
value is not a generic property if we restrict ourselves to real frameworks. However, if we allow
for complex solutions, this value (here denoted by c4(G)) is the same for all generic frameworks.
It was proven by Clarke et al. [19] that when the graph in question is minimally rigid — in that
the graph contains no proper spanning rigid subgraph — then the realisation number co(G) is
exactly half the flip product of two copies of the graphical matroid for G:

Theorem 1.6 (Clarke et al. [19]). Let G be a minimally rigid graph. Then, given M(G) is the
graphical matroid for G, we have

es(@) = %M(G) « M(G).



Building on this idea, the paper [10] studies how the product (— Trop(21)) - Trop(22) be-
haves, where ¥; and X9 are tropical stars along rays of Trop(M(G)), with the aim to provide
better lower bounds for the realisation number c(G).

Using Theorem 1.4, we extend the ideas in [19] to counting the number of edge-length
equivalent frameworks when some type of symmetry is enforced. The two types of symmetric
rigidity that we can approach using Hadamard products are k-fold rotation symmetric rigidity,
where every framework is assumed to have k-fold rotational symmetry, and periodic rigidity,
where every framework is assumed to be an infinite framework that has either 1- or 2-periodic
symmetry. Since we only care about our frameworks with enforced symmetry, we can quotient
out any graph by a particular symmetry I' to form a I'-gain graph (see Section 6.1.2).

The number of complex symmetric edge-length equivalent frameworks modulo isometries is
again a generic (up to enforced symmetry) property. By adapting Theorem 1.3, we obtain the
following flip product expressions for the symmetric variants of co(G). All relevant terminology
can be found in Section 6.

Theorem 1.7. Let (G, ¢) be a Z-gain graph. If (G, ¢) is minimally k-fold rotation symmetri-
cally rigid, then, given M (G, ) is the Zy-gain graphical matroid for (G, ¢), we have

¢5H(G,0) = SM(G,6) * M(G,6).

Theorem 1.8. Let (G, ¢) be a ZF-gain graph for k € {1,2}. If (G, ¢) is minimally periodically
rigid, then, given M(G, @) is the ZF-gain graphical matroid for (G, ¢), we have

¢5(G,0) = M(G,0) « M(G,0).

Both Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8 can be combined with Theorem 1.4 to provide an
inductive formula for computing symmetric realisation numbers. In fact, this can be streamlined
into an inductive formula using gain graphs instead of matroids (see Sections 6.2.1 and 6.3.1).
The immediate advantage here is that matroids can require a lot of information for storage
(such as a list of bases) while gain graphs require relatively little.

1.4 1In the language of Chow rings and toric varieties

Flip products admit another description when we think of balanced fans as classes in the Chow
ring of some complete toric variety. We very briefly sum up this construction, leaving to the
interested reader to go into more depth via the references provided afterwards.

Let A be a rational fan in R™ with |[A| = R™ and let X(A) the corresponding toric variety.
A codimension k Minkowski weight on A is the data of multiplicities mult(o) € Z for each cone
o € A of dimension n — k which makes the (n — k)-skeleton of A balanced. With addition given
by adding the weights on each cone, the set MW’“(A) of codimension k Minkowski weights on A
is an abelian group. Furthermore,

MW®(A) := é MW*(A)
k=0

is a graded ring with product given by stable intersection (see Appendix A.3). Fulton and
Sturmfels proved in [30] that MW*(A) and the Chow cohomology ring A*(X(A)) (as defined
by Fulton and MacPherson, see [28, 29]) are canonically isomorphic as graded rings.



A particular case of interest for us is when A = A, is the fan underlying Top(U[nLn)
(see Definition 2.5), where Uy, is the rank n uniform matroid with ground set [n]. Notice
that the (projective) Bergman fan of any matroid M of rank r with ground set [n]| defines a
codimension n—r Minkowski weight on A,, and thus defines a class aps € A" "(X(A,,)). Finally,
the linear map A, — A, given by scalar multiplication by —1 defines a toric automorphism
Crem: X (A,) — X(A,). Each pullback Crem*(«) € A*(X(A,)) is the class corresponding to
the Minkowski weight multcrem+(o)(0) 1= multy(—0); that is, if we consider a as a balanced
fan, then Crem*(«) = —c«. In this language, we can restate Definition 1.2 as the following:

Definition 1.9. The flip product of matroids M and N with shared ground set [n] is given by
the following formula, calculated in A®*(X(Ay)):

M % N = deg(aps ~ Crem*(an)),
where « denotes the cup product in A°(X(A,)).

Using Definition 1.9, any results presented in this work concerning flip products can be
restated as intersection products in some toric variety. We use this interpretation in Section 7.2.
For further information about this approach, see [1, 6, 34].

1.5 Structure of paper

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we provide background on the most impor-
tant concepts that are used throughout the paper, such as matroids, the tropical intersection
product, Bergman fans, and Hadamard products of matroids. Additional background material
for tropical geometry can also be found in Appendix A. In Section 3 we introduce the flip
product and investigate some of its basic properties, mostly regarding when it attains values 0
and co. We prove Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 in Section 4 and Section 5 respectively. In
Section 6 we prove both Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8 on using Theorem 1.3. After doing so,
we then use Theorem 1.4 to provide an iterative combinatorial algorithm for computing reali-
sation numbers for symmetric frameworks. In Section 7 we provide characterisations for beta
invariants and characteristic polynomials using the flip product. In Section 8, we investigate
the behaviour of the flip product with respect to matroid partitions. We conclude the paper in
Section 9 with a computational analysis of flip products for matroids with small ground sets.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we cover the preliminaries for algebraic geometry and tropical geometry needed
throughout the paper. First, we remark on the notion of ‘genericity’ used in this paper.

Given an irreducible algebraic set S over a field K, we say that a property P of the points
in S holds for almost all points of S or generic points of S, if P holds for all points in some
non-empty Zariski-open subset of S. For K = R or K = C specifically, the definition of ‘generic’
used here is a strictly weaker notion than what is usually used in most rigidity theory literature.
There, a point (xi)l-e[n] € C" is ‘generic’ if x1,...,x, are algebraically independent over Q.



2.1 Matroid notation and terminology

We here introduce a few pieces of notation and terminology that we are freely using in this
paper.

Given a matroid M, we denote by r(M) its rank, and more generally we denote by rps(-) its
rank function. We denote the dual of M (i.e., the matroid whose bases are the complements of
bases of M) by M*. An element e of M is a loop if the set {e} is a circuit. An element f of M
is a coloop (also known as a bridge) if f is a loop of M*; equivalently, f is a coloop if and only
if f is not contained in any circuit.

There are two important families of matroids we need throughout the paper:

 Given a finite set £ and a number r € N with » < |E|, we denote by Ug, the uniform
matroid of rank r on the ground set F, i.e., the matroid whose bases are all and only the
subsets of I of cardinality 7. When E = [n], we write Uy, instead of Uy, .

 The graphic matroid Mg for a (multi)graph' G with edge set E is the matroid with ground
set F and circuits given by the edge subsets that form cycles of G.

Given a matroid M and a subset F' of the ground set F, we denote the contraction of F in
M by M/F and the deletion of F' from M by M \ F. Throughout the paper we use, without
proof, the elementary fact that (M/F)* = M*\ F and (M \ F)* = M*/F.

Given two matroids M7 and My on two disjoint ground sets 7 and Fo, we define the direct
sum of My and Ms, denoted M7 @ My as the matroid whose ground set is Fy LI Es and whose
collection of independent sets is the union of the collections of independent sets of My and M.

A key aspect in the paper is the assignment of matroids to algebraic structures via their
coordinate projections. We recall that a morphism of varieties f: X — Y is dominant if the

image of f is Zariski-dense in Y, i.e., f(X) =Y. Notice that here by “variety” we mean an
irreducible algebraic set.

Definition 2.1. Given a variety X C C¥, we construct the algebraic matroid M(X) with
ground set E and independent sets given by

F independent in M (X) <«<— 7p:X — CF, (Te)ecr > (Ze)ecr is dominant.

Example 2.2. Our key example of an algebraic matroid is M (U), where U C CF is a linear
space. In this case, the algebraic matroid has a particularly simple form. Let A be any |E| x
dim(U) matrix whose column span equals U. Then M (U) is just the row matroid on A. For
more general varieties X C CF, their algebraic matroids M (X) are also representable over C,
but the construction is more involved; see [44].

2.2 Tropical intersection product

We freely use terminology from tropical geometry. For the user’s convenience, we recall the
most basic concepts in Appendix A.

We denote the stable intersection of balanced polyhedral complexes 31,...,3; contained
in R™ by X1 A -+ A Xg. We define the tropical intersection product Y1 - Yo - -+ X to be the

LAll multigraphs are assumed to have finitely many vertices and edges. We reserve the term ‘graph’ for
multigraphs with no parallel edges or loops.



cardinality of 31 A --- A X counted with multiplicity. We use the conventions that when X AY
is empty, X - Y = 0, and when X AY is of positive dimension, we say X -Y = oo. The following
result describes when the stable intersection of two polyhedral complexes is empty (and hence
their tropical intersection product is zero).

Theorem 2.3 (see [39, Theorem 3.6.10]). Let X1 and g be balanced polyhedral complezxes
in R™ of codimensions d and e, respectively, and let ¢ be the dimension of the intersection
of their lineality spaces. Then the stable intersection 1 A Xo is either empty or a balanced
polyhedral complex of codimension d+e. If d4+e+ € > n, then the stable intersection is empty.

We can give a precise characterisation of when the stable intersection is non-empty. The
proof of the following lemma is due to Yue Ren.

Lemma 2.4. Let 31 and Yo be as in Theorem 2.3 and with only positive multiplicities. Then
V1A #0) <= oy € Xq,dog € Xy : aff(0q) + aff(o2) = R”
— dim(X; +3X2)=n
Proof. We begin with the first equivalence.

(=) If aff(01) + aff(o2) # R™ for all o1 € ¥; and all o9 € X5, then dim(o; + 02) # n for all
o1 € X1 and all o9 € 9. Hence, X1 A Yo = () by definition.

(<) We may assume without loss of generality that the o; are maximal, so that stary, (o;) =
aff (o;) —w; for w; € relint(o;). Then, as aff(01) + aff(02) = R™, we have that star,, (o1) +
stary, (02) = R™. Hence, by definition of stable intersection and Theorem 2.3, stary,, (o1) A
stary, (02) = stary, (o1)Nstary,, (o2) is of codimension d+e. Let L be the d+e dimensional
linear space in R™ orthogonal to star,, (1) Nstar,, (02), so that they have a unique point
of intersection. By [19, Lemma 5.6], we have

Y1 - 8o L > stary, (X1) - stary, (X2) - L > 0.
Hence, X1 A Yo # (.

The second equivalence follows from the fact that X1 4+ Yo is the finite union of cells o1 + o9,
hence
dim(2; + ¥2) = max (dim(oy + 02)) . O
0;,€245

2.3 Bergman fans

We now introduce one of the key players in the paper: the Bergman fan.

Definition 2.5. Let M be a matroid on E. The Bergman fan of M, denoted Trop(M), is the
polyhedral fan contained in R¥ given by

{(we)ee E Ielélél W, attains its minimum at least twice for every circuit C of M }

with the fan structure induced as follows. For any point € RF and any t € R, we fix
Ey>i ={eec E:z. >t}
Then w,w’ € Trop(M) are in the relative interior of the same cone if

{Eth : tER} = {Ew’Zt : tER}.
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Remark 2.6. The fan structure defined above is referred to as the fine structure of the Bergman
fan. This was first introduced in [5].

We note that if M has a loop then Trop(M) is the empty set, as the set containing such
loop is a circuit for which no point can attain its minimum at least twice. On the other hand,
if M is loopless then (0,...,0) € Trop(M). In this case, if w € Trop(M), then each set E,>; is
a flat of M and {E,>¢ : t € R} is totally ordered by inclusion, defining a chain of flats which
contains () and E. Moreover, any such chain of flats 7 : ) = Fy C F} € --- C Fj, = E defines a
cone of Trop(M)

or=Rso-xpm +- +Rs0-xp,_, +R-XE

where xr € RF denotes the indicator function of a subset FF C E (i.e., xr(e) = 1 if e € F,
xr(e)=0if e ¢ F).

Note that, in particular, each cone o contains R - xg = R -1 in its lineality space, so that
the quotient oz /R - 1, where 1 is the all-ones vector, is a well defined cone in RE /R 1.

Definition 2.7. Let M be a matroid on E. We define projective Bergman fan, denoted
Trop(M), to be the image of the Bergman fan of M in the quotient R¥ /R - 1.

Both the Bergman fan and projective Bergman fan are balanced fans where every maximal
cell is assigned multiplicity 1 (see Appendix A.2).

2.4 Generic root counts

So as to better consider the properties of generic fibres, we introduce the following concepts.

Definition 2.8. Let
Clallz*) = Clay | j € [m]] [2" |i € [n]

be a parametrised (Laurent) polynomial ring with parameters a; and variables z;. Let f €
C[a][z*] be a parametrised polynomial, say f = 3 czn car® With ¢, € Cla], and let I C Cla][z™]
be a parametrised polynomial ideal. We define their specialisation at a choice of parameters
P eC™to be

fr=Y ca(P)-2%€Clz*] and Ip:=(hp|hel)CCla*].

aeZn

The root count of I at P is defined to be the vector space dimension
tr,p = dime(Clz™]/Ip) € Z>o U {o0}.

Definition 2.9. Let I C C[a][z¥] be a parametrised polynomial ideal. Let C(a) := C(a; | j €
[m]) denote the rational function field in the parameters a;. The generic specialisation of I is
the ideal in C(a)[zT] generated by I, i.e.,

Ica) = (h: h € I) C C(a)[z™].

The generic root count of I is {1 ¢, = dimg(q)(C(a) [:ri]/l(c(a)) € Z>p U {oo}.
We say that I is generically a complete intersection if I¢(,) is a complete intersection, and
that I is generically zero-dimensional if I¢(,) is zero-dimensional (in which case ¢; ¢ (q) < 00).



Remark 2.10. The name ‘root count’ for the vector space dimension /7 p is derived from the
fact that it is the number of roots counted with a suitable algebraic multiplicity [20, §4, Corol-
lary 2.5]. The name ‘generic root count’ for the vector space dimension /; ¢, is justified by
the fact that there is an Zariski-open subset in the parameter space U C C* over which it is
attained, i.e., {1 p = {1 c(q) for all P € U.

Example 2.11. Consider the parametrised principal ideal
I = {(ag + a1z + asz®) C Clag, a1, as][z*].

Then ¢1 90,0y = 20, £1,(1,00) = 0, £1,0,1,0) = 1 and the generic root count is ¢ ¢(,) = 2, which is
attained whenever ay # 0.

2.5 Hadamard product of matroids

Given matroids M, N with shared ground set E, we define the Hadamard product M ® N to be
the matroid with ground set E where a non-empty set F' is independent if and only if

rav(F) +ry(F') > |F'| + 1 forall 0 C F CF

That M ® N is a matroid follows from classical results of Edmonds [24] (which were later
independently proven by Dunstan [23]); see [4, Theorem 2.7] for an explicit proof.

In [9], Bernstein proved that the Hadamard product of the algebraic matroids for two linear
spaces is equal to the algebraic matroid of the Hadamard product of those linear spaces.

Theorem 2.12 (Bernstein [9, Theorem 3.1]). Let U,V C CF be linear spaces that are not
contained in any coordinate hyperplane (equivalently, M (U) and M (V') are loopless). Then

MU V) = MU) © M(V).
In particular, the dimension of U ® V is equal to the rank of the matroid M(U) ® M (V).

A key step in Bernstein’s proof is to describe the rank function of the Hadamard product
of matroids using Bergman fans.

Theorem 2.13 (Bernstein [9, Theorem 3.3]). Let M, N be loopless matroids with a shared
ground set E£. Then a subset F' C E is independent in M ® N if and only if

dim(wF(Trop(M) + Trop(N))) =|F|+1,

where g is the projection (xe)ecp = (Te)eer -

Remark 2.14. The matroid M ® N can be alternatively defined by the following procedure.
First, one considers the monotone submodular function F' +— rp/(F) + ry(F) — 1, for F C E.
Taking the Dilworth truncation (see [45, Section 48]) of the latter function yields a submodular,
nonnegative function. Finally, using methods of Edmonds and Rota [25], one gets the desired
matroid.



3 Flip products of matroids

In this section, we collect some useful observations about the flip product that are required
throughout the paper.

First of all, now that we have introduced all the relevant notions, let us recall how we define
the flip product between two matroids M and N over the same ground set E':

M N = (—Trop(N)) - Trop(M).

We often use the equivalent definition for the flip product in terms of affine Bergman fans. With
this, the flip product of M and N is the tropical intersection product

M # N = (= Trop(N)) - Trop(M) - Trop(ye — 1)

for any arbitrary choice of € € E. Since Trop(y. — 1) = R\ x {0} and Trop(M) contains R - 1,
the flip product can be expressed as the cardinality of a set for some generic w € R¥:

M« N = ’Trop(M) N (— Trop(N) + w) N Trop(ye — 1)’ (1)

By a direct inspection of how the stable intersection is defined, one has that M * N = N x M.
We begin with the following observation regarding matroids with loops.

Proposition 3.1. Let M, N be matroids that share a ground set E. If either M or N contains
a loop, then M «= N = 0.

Proof. If M say contains a loop, then Trop(M) = () by definition. This implies that the stable
intersection of Trop(M) and Trop(XN) is empty, hence (— Trop(N)) - Trop(M) = 0. O

We next identify exactly when the flip product of matroids is a finite positive integer.
Proposition 3.2. Let M, N be matroids that share a ground set E.
(i) If r(M)+r(N) < |E|+1, then M * N = 0.
(i) If r(M)+r(N) = |E| + 1, then M % N is finite.
(tii) If r(M)+r(N) > |E|+ 1, then M %« N is either 0 or co.

(iv) M x N is positive if and only if M ©® N is a free matroid, i.e., all subsets of E are
independent in M ©® N.

Proof. The flip product M x N is a positive integer if and only if Trop(M) A (— Trop(N)) is zero-
dimensional, or equivalently Trop(M) A (— Trop(/N)) is one-dimensional. Similarly, M« N = 0 if
and only if Trop(M) A (— Trop(N)) is empty. Each of Trop(M) and Trop(N) have codimension
|E| — r(M) and |E| — r(N) respectively, hence Theorem 2.3 gives that the stable intersection
Trop(M) A (— Trop(INV)) is either a polyhedral complex of codimension 2|E| —r(M)—r(N) or it
is empty. Moreover, since the intersection of the linearity spaces of Trop(M) and Trop(N) has
dimension ¢ > 1, if 2|E| — r(M) — r(N) + 1 > |E| then the stable intersection is empty. With
this, we make three observations:

o Ifr(M)+r(N) < |E|+1, then 2|E|—r(M)—r(N)+1 > |E| and so the stable intersection
is empty (and so M * N = 0).
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o If r(M)+r(N)=|E|+1, then either Trop(M) A (— Trop(IN)) is one-dimensional (and so
M = N is a positive integer) or Trop(M) A (— Trop(N)) is empty (and so M « N = 0).

o If r(M)+r(N) > |E|+1, then Trop(M)A(— Trop(NN)) is either empty (and so M« N = 0)
or has dimension greater than 1 (and so M * N = oo). In either case, M * N is not a

positive integer.

These observations prove points (i), (ii) and (iii) hold.

We now proceed to show (iv) holds. From our previous observations, we can assume that
r(M)+r(N) = |E|+ 1, and by Proposition 3.1 we can assume both M and N are loopless. By
Lemma 2.4, the stable intersection is non-empty if and only if dim(Trop(M) + (— Trop(N))) =
|E|. By various properties of the affine span, we have

|E| = dim(Trop(M) + (— Trop(N))
= n}?,g)((dim(df + (—Ug)))

= max(dim(aff (o) + aff(—0g)))

)

= max(dim(aﬁ(d}‘) + aﬁ(ag)))

)

= dim(Trop(M) + Trop(N)).
The result now follows from Theorem 2.13. O

Example 3.3. Consider the graph G = ([6], E') on six vertices and nine edges obtained by gluing
a copy of K4 and a 4-cycle along an edge; see Figure 1. The corresponding graphic matroid Mg
has rank 5, hence taking M = N = M satisfies the rank condition r(M) + r(N) = |E| + 1.
However, consider F' = E(K4) C E: this subset has ryz, (F) = 3, hence |F|+1 > r(M) +r(N).
Proposition 3.2 tells us that Mg * Mg = 0. Now consider the graph G’ = ([6], E') obtained

Figure 1: The graph G formed from a Ky glued to a Cjy.

from the graph G by moving a single edge; see Figure 2. Taking M = N = Mg, we have that
M ® N is a free matroid and r(M) + r(N) = |E’| + 1. Hence, Proposition 3.2 tells us that
Mg * Mg is a positive integer (in fact, Mg * Mg = 16).

Figure 2: The graph G’ formed from the graph G by moving a single edge.

Example 3.4. Let M be a non-uniform matroid on a ground set £. Since M is non-uniform,
then there exists a dependent set D whose cardinality equals the rank of M. We define N to
be the matroid Ug\p i, ® Up,1, where k = |E| — 7(M). Note that

r(M)+r(N)=r(M)+ |E|—r(M)+1=|E|+1

11



so M x N is finite by Proposition 3.2 (ii), and as rp(D) + ry(D) < 7+ 1 = |D| + 1, by
Proposition 3.2 (iv) we have that M « N = 0. Hence, for every non-uniform matroid M, there
exists another loopless matroid N on the same ground set E such that (M) 4+ r(N) = |E| +1
and M * N = 0.

If our choice of matroids M and N have the same separation, we can also prove that the
flip product M x N is zero.

Lemma 3.5. Let M, N be matroids with shared ground set E. If M x N is finite and there
exists a set ) # F C E such that

M=(M\F)o(M\(E\F)), N=(N\F)o(N\(E\F)),
then M x N = 0.

Proof. As M * N is finite, the result follows immediately from Proposition 3.2 (i) and (iii)
if r(M) +r(N) # |E| + 1. Now, assume that r(M) + r(N) = |E| + 1. As, by hypothesis,
F(M) = r(M\F)+r(M\(E\ F)) = rar(B\ F) 34 (F) and r(N) = r(N\ F) +r(N\ (E\F)) =
rnv(E\ F)+rn(F), we have that

rm(E\F)+ry(F)+ry(E\NF)+ry(F)=|E|+1<(|E\F|+1)+ (|F|+1).

Therefore ryf(E\ F) +ry(E\F) < |E\ F|+ 1 or ry(F) +ry(F) < |F| + 1, either implying
M x« N = 0 by Proposition 3.2 (iv). O

Remark 3.6. If M and N share a coloop e € E and |E| > 2, then Lemma 3.5 implies that
M %N = 0, as in this case we have that M\ (E'\e) = N\ (E\e) = Uiy 1, M = (M\e) Uy
and N = (N \e) ® U -

When the ground set of both matroids contains exactly one element, it is easy to determine
the exact value of the flip product.

Lemma 3.7. Let M and N be matroids over E. If |E| =1, then

Mx N — 1 Z'fMgULl cmngUl,l,
0 otherwise.

Proof. Up to swapping M and N, there are three cases to consider: (i) neither M nor N are
isomorphic to Uy 1, (ii) M is not isomorphic to Uy but N is, and (iii) both M and N are
isomorphic to Uy;. The first two cases both imply M contains a loop, which implies that
M * N = 0 by Proposition 3.1. If both M and N are isomorphic to Uy 1, then

Trop(M) = Trop(N) =R = Trop(M) - (— Trop(V)) - Trop(y. — 1) =1,

and so M * N = 1. O
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4 Hadamard products for representable matroids

We recall from Section 1 that for linear spaces U,V C C¥, the map fu,v is the Hadamard map,
the set U ® V is the Hadamard product, and ~ is the equivalence relation on U x V given by
the action of the algebraic torus.

It follows from Theorem 2.12 that the value #(ff; L(A)/~) for generic A € CF is a positive
integer if and only if fyy is dominant and

r(M(U)) +r(M(V)) = |E| + 1. (2)

In particular, if fyv is not dominant then #(f;; V(A)/~) = 0, whilst if fy is dominant but
Equation (2) does not hold then (M (U)) +r(M(V)) > |E| + 1 and #(f(z%/(/\)/w) = 0.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We first reframe enumerating generic fibres as a generic root count. Recall that given a linear
space U C CF, for each circuit C of M (U), there exists a unique, up to scalar, linear polynomial
heu € Clz. | e € E] with support equal to C' that vanishes in U [39, Lemma 4.1.4]. Explicitly,
if U is the column span of a matrix A, then for each circuit C € M(U), the rows {A¢}ecc
of A indexed by C' are minimally linearly dependent, i.e., there exist unique (up to a scalar
factor) non-zero coefficients o € C such that Y ..o acAe = 0 and we define hoy = Y .co Qete.
Furthermore, these polynomials completely determine U, since

U=V({hcy: C is a circuit of M(U)}),
where V(S) denotes the algebraic set generated by S.

Lemma 4.1. Let U,V C CF¥ be linear subspaces not contained in any coordinate hyperplane
and fix some e € E. Consider the parametrised Laurent polynomial ring

Cla, b][u*, vF] = C{ae |ee E} [bl,bg] {uil,vil |e e E}

with parameters ae, by and variables ue,ve. Let Iy be the parametrised polynomial ideal gen-
erated by
fe =Ue-ve —ae  foreache€e E
g = biuc + bav,
hey € Cluf | e € E]  for each circuit C of M(U),
hey € CloE | e € E]  for each circuit C of M(V).

Then the generic root count Ly, . c(ap) s equal to 2 - #(f&%/()\)/w) for any choice of generic
A eCE.

Proof. As mentioned in Remark 2.10, we can choose generic (, ) € C¥xC? so that ¢ vy Clab) =
Cry v (a,p)- In particular, we can assume that (c, B) has nonzero coordinates. It is clear that
the collection of linear polynomials hc, hc,y cut out the set U x V in CF x CF. When
combined with the collection of polynomials f, , g), this describes the fibre fi %/(oz). Hence
V(I (as) = fov(@) N V(ga,p).

We first note that 2#(f[7’%,(04)/~) = #V(Iy v a,p)) Indeed, if (z,y) € f(z%,(a), we have
for any ¢t € C\ {0} that (tx,t"ly) € V(Iyv,(a,p)) if and only if (tz,t7ty) € V(9(a,)), that
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is, tB1zc +t 1By = 0. As (a, ) has nonzero coordinates, the latter happens if and only if
t? = —Baye/(B1xe), which has exactly 2 solutions generically. Thus, each equivalence class of
points in fi%,(oz) has exactly two representatives in V(I v, (a,8))-

Now, we want to show that 1, . .8) = #V(Iy,v,(a,p))- This is automatic if #V(Iyy,(a,8)) €
{0,000}, so we need only consider the case where #V(Iy;y,(a,)) i3 a positive integer. Here,
we need to show that every point in V(Iyy,(4,8)) has multiplicity one. By [20, Chapter 4,
Corollary 2.6], it is sufficient to prove that each point in V(1 y,(q,g)) has full rank Jacobian. In
fact, since V(Iyv,(a,8)) = f[j%/(a) NV(g(a,p)), it suffices to show that the intersection of tangent
space of f[j%,(a) and V(g(a,5)) at each point (x,y) € V(I (a,3)) is zero-dimensional.

Choose any (z,y) € V(Iy v, (a,8) CF x CE. By Theorem 2.12, the map fyy is dominant
and Equation (2) holds. Taking into account the natural action of the algebraic torus on U ® V'
and the genericity of (x,y) (the latter being a consequence of the genericity of (a,3)), this
implies that the kernel of the derivative D fy v (x,y): U x V — CF is the linear space {(z, —y)).
Hence, the tangent space of f(}%/(oz) at (z,y) is ((x,—y)). Since iz + B2ye = 0 and (by
genericity) we have that $1z. — B2y # 0. It hence follows that the tangent space for V(g(,,3))
at (x,y) does not contain the linear space ((x, —y)), and so the intersection of tangent spaces
is zero-dimensional. This now concludes the proof. ]

We can then reformulate this into a more ‘tropical-friendly’ format:

Lemma 4.2. Let U,V C CF¥ be linear subspaces not contained in any coordinate hyperplane
and fix some € € E. Consider the modified parametrised Laurent polynomial ring

C{ae e e E} [bl,bg] [yécl e e E],

with parameters ae, b; and variables ye. Let IEG’H) be the parametrised polynomial ideal generated

by:

hew = Lovw)(y) for each circuit C of M(U),
hey = KC’M(V)((aeye_l)) for each circuit C of M(V),
g = b1y’ + bs.

Then Ly, c(ap) is equal to 2 - #(fi%/()\)/w) for any choice of generic A € CF.

Proof. Using that f. = 0 implies v, = aeugl, we make the substitution v, — y. and ve — aey, 1
in the ideal I7y for each e € E. ]

We now prove our first main theorem, which we recall is the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let U,V C C¥ be linear subspaces and let M (U) and M (V') be the representable
matroids defined by U and V, respectively. Then, for any generic A € CF we have

#(fgy (W) /~) = MU) = M(V),

where ~ is the equivalence relation on U X V where (u,v) ~ (u',v") if and only if u' = tu and
v = t"lv for some t € C\ {0}, i.e., the pairs (u,v) and (u',v') are in the same orbit of the
natural torus action on U x V.

14



Proof. The proof proceeds almost identically to the specific case outlined in [19, Theorem 3.8]
when M = N = Mg for some graph G. We now provide a short proof outlining the key details.

If either of U or V' are contained in a coordinate hyperplane then #(f;; V(\)/~) =0 and
(since one of M (U) or M (V') contain a loop) M (U) * M (V') = 0, so we may suppose this is not
the case. By Theorem 2.12 and Proposition 3.2, we may assume that #(fi%/()\)/w) is finite
and (M) +r(N) = |E| + 1. Consider the ideals from Lemma 4.2:

I = '(/Y,M(U) | C C E circuit of M(U)), I ={ 'CY,M(V) | C C E circuit of M(V)), I3 ={d").

Using the exact same techniques as described in [19, Theorem 3.8|, we see that their tropical
varieties are

Trop(I;) = Trop(M(U)), Trop(I3) = — Trop(M(V)), Trop(I3) = Trop(y? — 1).

It is immediate that codim(Trop(y? — 1)) = 1. As dim(Trop(M)) = r(M) for any matroid M
and tropicalisation preserves dimension (see, for example, [39, Theorem 3.3.5]), we deduce that

codim (I} ¢(a,0) + codim (I ¢q.0) + codim(Ty ¢a) = (E| - r(M)) + (|B| — #(N)) +1 = ||

Using the same method described in [19, Theorem 3.8], it can be checked that I, I, I3 satisfy
the necessary conditions to apply [33, Proposition 1], and so

Cpr - c(ap) = Trop(I1,p)-Trop(Ia p) - Trop(I3 p) = Trop(M(U))- (— TYop(M(V))) -Trop(y? — 1)

u,v>

for generic P € C¥ x C2. The statement then follows from Lemma 4.2 and the fact that
Trop(y2 — 1) and Trop(y. — 1) coincide set-theoretically, but the one cell of Trop(y2 — 1) is of
multiplicity 2, whereas the cell of Trop(y. — 1) has multiplicity 1. O

Theorem 1.3 can be simplified in the special case where both U and V are generic linear
spaces (i.e., generic points in their corresponding Grassmannians):

Corollary 4.3. Let U,V C CF be generic linear subspaces. If dimU + dimV = |E| + 1, then
for any generic A € CF we have

#(fovN)/~) = (dii‘U_ _1 1) - <di|§|v_ —1 1)'

Proof. As U and V are generic, we have that M (U) = Ug gimv and M (V) = Ug qimv, where
Ug,, is the uniform matroid with ground set F' and rank r. By Theorem 7.6, we have that
M(U) « M(V) is equal to the number of nbe-bases of M(U) (equivalently, of M (V). It is easy
to check that nbe(Ug,) = (‘fl:ll), which concludes the result. O

Remark 4.4. Note that, by [48, Theorem 5.1, Corollary 6.2], it was known that if U is a generic
linear subspace of CPY{e} of dimension d and V = ﬁ{ then the cardinality of a fibre of a
generic point in their Hadamard product is 8(Ugy{a},q) = (‘5':11) (see Section 7). By projecting
away the coordinate a, namely, by considering 7: CFUat — CE. we get the situation of
our Corollary 4.3 with U = «(U) and V = «(V). Hence, Corollary 4.3 may be viewed as
a generalisation of this fact, as U and V are now not required to be related to each other.
Corollary 4.3 may also be viewed as a corollary of [38, Theorem 5.2], by using a similar trick:
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if U , V C CEYa} are (unrelated) generic linear subspaces of complementary dimensions, then
the projection
w: P (U V) CPCEADY) - P(CF)

is a rational map is of degree (‘g'__ll), which in turn implies that the “projective Hadamard map”

P(r(U)) x P(x(V)) --» P(CF) is also of degree (@:11).

4.2 Reformulating as squared distance map

We now reformulate Theorem 1.3 into a format that is directly applicable for some specific
situations (see Section 6).

Let X,Y be complex matrices of size |E| X nx and |E| X ny respectively, each with rows
X, € C¥nx Y, € CY*™ for each e € E. From this, define the maps

S EE L CE, () — (Xe) - (Yey)
gxy: ker X ker Y ) Y e ey ecE
cnx cnx E 2 2
: — — (X X, .
hx ker X X ker X €% (@) (( e?)” + (Xey) )eEE

We fix the equivalence relations ~, ~j, such that:
(i) (z,y) ~¢ (2',y') if and only if there exists r € C\ {0} where 2/ = rz and y' = Ly;

(ii) (z,y) ~n (2,9 if and only if there exists a 2 x 2 matrix A with ATA = AAT = I, where
for each v € [nx] we have

Simply put, the relation ~, describes equivalence by torus action, while ~;, describes equivalence
by rotation and/or reflection.

Theorem 4.5. Let X,Y be complex matrices of size |E| X nx and |E| X ny respectively, and fix
U,V to be the column spaces of X and Y respectively. Then for any generic A € CF, we have

# (9xy V/g) = M(U) = M(V).

Proof. By Theorem 1.3, it suffices to show that

# (9xy W/~g) = # (fay V/~) (3)
for generic A € CF. Observe that the map
nx ny
: ¢ X ¢ — U XV, (z,y) — (Xz,Yy)

ker X kerY

is a linear isomorphism such that gxy = fyv o ¢. Also, the equivalence classes under ~

are mapped to equivalence classes under ~. Hence, ¢ defines a bijection between g)_(}y(A) / ~g
-1

and frv(A)/ ~. O

Theorem 4.6. Let X be a |E| X nx complex matriz, and fix U to be the column space of X.
Then for any generic A\ € C¥, we have

# (2 W) /) = S (M(U) « M(U)).
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Proof. Given i is the imaginary unit of C, fix the linear isomorphism

Ccnx Cnx Cnx Cnx
P Yer X % ker X - ker X X ker X’
(z,y) — (z+iy,z —iy)

We observe that gx x o p = hx, and (z,y) ~5 (2/,3') if and only if either p(z,y) ~4 p(2’,y’) or
p(z,y) ~g p(y',2"). Hence,

4 (h}l()\) /Nh) = % -# (9)_(,1)((/\)/"’9) :

The result now follows from Theorem 4.5. O

5 Inductive algorithm for flip products

In this section, we prove our inductive algorithm: Theorem 1.4. For this, we require the following
two lemmas that we prove later in Appendix B:

Lemma 5.1 (Coloop removal). Let M, N be matroids that share a ground set E. If r(M) +
r(N) = |E|+ 1 and e is a coloop of N but neither a coloop or a loop of M, then

M+« N=(M\e)x(N\e).

Lemma 5.2 (Tropical untangling). Let E1 and Eo be finite sets with E1 N Ey = {e}. Let
My, Ms, Ny and No be matroids with ground sets as follows:

matroid My Mo Ny Ny
ground set FEy Es\e Ej\e Es

Assume that

(i) My and N2 are loopless;

(ii) € is not a coloop of My or Na;

(iit) v(My \ €) +r(N1) = |Enl;

(Z"U) T(MQ) + ’I“(NQ \ 6) = |E2|

Then

(My @ My) + (Ny @ N) = (M \ €) # N1 ) (Mo (N3 \ €)).
Remark 5.3. Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 are the tropical counterparts of [16, Lemma 2.19] and
[16, Proposition 2.21] respectively.
For the rest of the section, we use the convention that 0- oo = 0 and we fix the following

notation. For any loopless matroids M, N on the ground set E and any vector A € RF we set

(M AN)y:=(A—Trop(N)) A Trop(M) A Trop(ye — 1).

By [39, Proposition 3.6.12], the (M A N)) contains exactly M * N points when each point
is counted with multiplicity. Moreover, if A is generic, then every point of (M A N), has
multiplicity 1 and the cardinality of the set is exactly M * N. For any point z € R¥, any e € E
and any ¢t € R, we fix

E,~t:={f € E:x(f) >t} E,«i:={f€E:x(f) <t}
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5.1 Proof of Theorem 1.4

For the following result, we recall that star, (X) denotes the star of a tropical cycle at a point x
and M), ,, denotes the matroid generated by the tropical Pliicker coordinates p and weight w;
see Definition 8.2 and Appendix A for definitions and more details.

Lemma 5.4. Let M, N be loopless matroids with shared ground set E with M * N € Z~yg.
Choose any € € E and any A\ € RE. Given points x € RE and y € RF satisfying x +y = X and
x(e) = 0, the multiplicity’ of the point x in (M A N)y is

(@ M\Eac<t/E:Jc>t> * ( @ N\Ey<t/Ey>t)-

teimax teimy

Proof. As (M AN), is zero dimensional (Proposition 3.2), we have that star, (M AN),) consists
solely of the zero vector 0 with multiplicity equal to the multiplicity of x in (M A N),; here,
we allow the point = to be in (M A N), with multiplicity zero. By [39, Lemma 3.6.7] and [39,
Corollary 4.4.8], we have

stary (M A N)y) = star, (Trop(M)) A starg (A — Trop(N)) A starg (Trop(ye — 1))
= star, (Trop(M)) A (— stary_, (Trop(N))) A starg (Trop(ye — 1))
= Trop(Mo ) A (— Trop(No,y)) A Trop(ye — 1).

Finally, [5, Proposition 2] tells us that

Mop= P M\ Evci/Ewst,  Noy= @ N\ Eyct/Eypst,

t€imzx teimy
and so x has the desired multiplicity in (M A N)y. O

Lemma 5.5. Let M, N be loopless matroids on E such that r(M)+r(N)=|E|+1. Lete € E
and E1, Es C E be such that Ey U Ey = E and Ey N Ey = {e}. If |E1| > 2, |Es] > 2 and € is a
coloop of either M\ (E2 \ €) or N\ (E1 \ €) or both, then

(M\ (E2\ &) & M/Ey) « (N \ (Ey \ ) & N/Ey) = 0.

Proof. First assume that € is a coloop of exactly one, say M \ (F2 \ €). Then by Lemma 5.1 we
have that

(M\ (E2\€)® M/Ey) * (N\ (E1\€) ® N/Ez) = (M\ E;® M/Ey) * (N \ By © N/E)

and the right hand side is 0 by Lemma 3.5. If, on the other hand, € is a coloop of both M\ (Ex\€)
and N\ (E1 \ €), then the desired equality follows from Remark 3.6. O

Lemma 5.6. Let M, N be loopless matroids on E such that r(M)+r(N)=|E|+1. Lete € E
and E1,Es C E be such that Ey UEy = E and Ey N Ey = {e}. If |E1| > 2, |E3] > 2 and € is a
coloop of either M\ (E3 \ €) or N\ (Ej \ €) or both, then

(M1 B2) # (N/En)) ((M/E2) = (N \ En)) = 0.

*Here multiplicity 0 would mean that 2 ¢ (M A N)s.
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Proof. Define the constants

{1 if € is a coloop of M \ (Es \ €), {1 if € is a coloop of N\ (E1 \ €),
¢ = c

0 otherwise, 0 otherwise.

By our assumption, ¢; + c2 > 0. Then
r(M\ E3) +r(N/Es) +r(M/E1) +r(N \ Eq)
=r(M\ (E2\€)) +r(M/Ey) +r(N/E2) + (N \ (E1\ €)) — (c1 + ¢2)
= ru(By) + (r(M) = rag(Bn)) + (r(N) = v (B2)) + rn(Ba) — (1 + )

=r(M)+7r(N)— (c1 + c2)
< |E|+1.

(
)

Since |Eq| + |Eq| = |E| + 1, either r(M \ E3) +7(N/E3) < |Ey| or r(M/Ey) +17(N \ Eq) < |Es|
or both. The result now follows from Proposition 3.2 (i). O

Lemma 5.7. Let M, N be loopless matroids on E such that r(M)+r(N)=|E|+1. Lete € E
and E1,Ey C E be such that £y U Ey = E and E1 N Ey = {e}. Then

(M\ (B2 \ €)@ M/Ey) « (N\ (B \ ) & N/E)
= (M \ Bz) + (N/Ey)) (M/Ey) (N \ Ex)).

Proof. By Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6, we need only consider the remaining cases where either |E| = 1,
|E2| =1, or € is not a Coloop of M\ (E- \ €) and also not a coloop N \ (Ej \ €).

If € is not a coloop of either M \ (Ez \ €) or N\ (E1 \ €), then we immediately get the result
by Lemma 5.2 with the following identifications:

(4)

My =M\ (Bx\e), My=M/E, Ny=N/E,  Ny=N\(E\e.

Now suppose without loss of generality that |E1| = 1. Then E; = {€} and Fy = E. Recalling
that the flip product of two empty matroids is by convention 1, Equation (4) that we are aiming
to prove becomes

(M\(E\ €)@ M/e)x N = (M/e) (N \e). (5)

Note that M \ (E'\ €) = Uy as M is loopless, and so € is a coloop of M \ (Ea \ €) © M/e. If
€ is not a coloop of N then Equation (5) is true by Lemma 5.1. If € is a coloop of N, then the
left hand side of Equation (5) is 0 by Remark 3.6 and, since

r(M/€) +r(N\ ) = (r(M) = 1) + (r(N) = 1) = |E| < |B| + 1,
the right hand side of Equation (5) is 0 by Proposition 3.2 (i). O]

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.4, which we recall is the following:

Theorem 1.4. Let M, N be loopless matroids on E such that r(M) +r(N) = |E| + 1, and let
e € E. Then the following equality holds:

MaN= 3 (/B « (N E) (M \ E) « (N/E)).

E1,E2

where each pair E1, Ey C E satisfies By U Ey = E and Ey1 N Ey = {¢}.
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Proof. By Lemma 5.4, we have

MxN = Z mult(M/\N)A(a:) = Z < @ M\Ez<t/E:c>t> * ( @ N\Ey<t/Ey>t) .

xe(M/\N)A reRE tEimx teimy
z(€)=0
Y=A—zx

Pick A € RF with A(e) = —1 for each e # ¢, and A(e) = 0. For each € (M AN)y, let y = A —x;
we observe that this then implies « € Trop(M) and y € Trop(N). By [7, Lemma 2.3], we have
r,y € {—1,0}¥, with x(¢) = y(e) = 0. Note that, given E1(z) := 27 1({0}) (i.e., we consider
the indices where the coordinates of = are zero) and Eo(x) := y~({0}) for each € {—1,0}F
with x(e) = 0, we have

( D M\ E/E> — M\ Buco/Eas ® M\ Eac1/Bast = M\ (Es(x) \ €) & M/Ey (x)

teimax
( EB N\ Ey<t/Ey>t) =N\ Ey<0/Ey>0 SN\ Ey<71/Ey>fl = N\ (Ei(z) \ €) & N/ Es(z).
teimy
Using the bijection
{ze{-1,01":2() =0} — {(B1, ) €28 x 2P : BLU By = B, B\ E> = {¢}}
z— (Ey(x), Ea(x)),
the above equations combine to give

MaN= Y (M\(Ba@)\9 & M/E)) * (N\ (Bi(@)\ ) & N/Eaf))
xe{—l,O}E
z(€)=0

= > (M\(B\)@M/E)x (N\(B\eN/E).

B, FB>CE
F1UE>y=F
Ey OEQZ{E}

The result now follows from applying Lemma 5.7. 0

Remark 5.8. Since some of the summation terms given in Theorem 1.4 can be oo, it is not
immediately clear if Theorem 1.4 always provides a finite answer. That it does stems from the
observation that, if we have some F1, Ey with EY\UEy = E, E1NEy = {e} and (M/E1)*(N\E1) =
00, then the flip product (M \ E2) x (N/E3) is equal to 0. To see this, first observe that, as
(M/Ey) % (N \ Ey) = o0, it follows from Proposition 3.2 that

r(M/Ey) +r(N\ Ey) > |E| — |E1| + 1. (6)

Recall from minor rank formulas that »(M/X) = ry(E) —rpy(X) and (N \ X) = rn(E\ X).
Substituting these into Remark 5.8, we get
[El = [Er| +1 <rm(E) —ru(Ern) +rn(EN\ Er)
— ry(E1) <rn(E\E)+ |Ei|+ru(E)—|E]—1
—rn(E)
=rN(E\ E1) + |Er| - rn(E)
=ry«(Er)
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where the final step follows by the dual rank formula. As removing an element can decrease the
rank by at most one, we have ry/(E; —€) < ry«(E; —€). Using this with the dual rank function
for N*, we observe that

r(M\ Ez) +7(N/E2) =rm(E\ E2) + rn(E) — ry(E?)
=rum(Er\€) +ry(E) —rn(E\ (B \€))
=ru(Er\€) —rn+(Er\€) + |[Er \ €

< |E| — | B

<‘E|*‘E2|+1.

With this, Proposition 3.2 implies that (M \ E3) % (N/E2) = 0.

We can drastically reduce the number of pairs E7, Fs required for the summation given in
Theorem 1.4 using Lemma 5.5. Doing so gives us the following corollary to Theorem 1.4, which
more closely matches the main result of Capco et al. [16, Theorem 4.7].

Corollary 5.9. Let M, N be loopless matroids on E such that r(M) +r(N) = |E|+ 1, and let
e € E. Then the following equality holds:

M %N i= (Mfe)+ (N \e) + (M \ e) «(Nfe) + Y ((M/Er)« (N \ Ey))((M\ By) « (N/Ey)),
E1,Es

where each pair Eq, By C E satisfies the following conditions:
(7,) FEiUFE, =F and E1NEy = {6},‘
(ii) |E1] > 2 and |Eq| > 2;

(iii) r(M/E1) +r(N\ E1) = |E|— |E1| + 1 and r(M \ E3) +r(N/Es) = |E| — |Ea| + 1.

6 Counting symmetric and periodic graph realisations

The original motivation for the flip product in [19] was to count the number of edge-length
equivalent realisations for generic rigid frameworks in the plane. In this section we extend this
to counting realisations for frameworks with rotational symmetry or periodicity. We additionally
provide streamlined variants of Theorem 1.4 for these cases, since here we can store each matroid
as a smaller object — specifically, a I'-gain multigraph (defined in Section 6.1.2).

6.1 Section preliminaries

Before we discuss applications, we first cover the following preliminaries on contractions, dele-
tions and gain graphs and respective matroids.

6.1.1 Contractions and deletions for representable matroids

For a chosen characteristic 0 field IF, let X be a matrix over F of size |E| x n and let M be the
matroid on F given by X. It is easy to see how to create a matrix from X that generates the
matroid M \ € for any € € E: simply delete row € from X. The same operation for contracting a
non-loop edge € € E is a little trickier. First, we choose a column v € [n] for which X (e, v) # 0,
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which is guaranteed to exist since € is not a loop. We now construct the |E| x n matrix X
formed by adding column v scaled by —X (¢,u)/X (¢,v) to column u to cancel out the X (e, u)
entry. With this, the matrix X generates the same matroid M, and the only non-zero entry for
the e-th row is X(e,v) in the v column. Now fix Y to be the matrix formed by deleting row e
and column v from X. With this, we see that the matroid for Y is M/e.

6.1.2 Gain multigraphs

We fix throughout this section that G = ([n], E, f) is a (finite) multigraph; i.e., [n] is a vertex
set, F is a set of labels for the edges and f maps a label to the vertices of that edge. We define
E to be the set of all possible ordered triples (e, v, w), where e € E and v, w € [n] are the ends
of e (note that E contains both (e, v, w) and (e, w,v) when v # w). Each element (e, v,w) € E
is said to be a directed edge with source v and sink w.

Now let (T', 4+) be an abelian group with identity 0. A I'-gain map is a map ¢: E — T where
ole,v,w) = —¢(e,w,v) for all (e,v,w) € E where v # w. We refer to the pair (G, ¢) as a I'-gain
multigraph. We say that (G, ¢) is a T'-gain graph if ¢ satisfies the additional conditions:

(i) for every distinct pair of edges e, ¢’ between vertices v, w we have ¢(e, v, w) # ¢(e/,v,w),
and

(ii) ¢(e,v,v) # 0 for every loop e € E.

A gain graph/map/multigraph is any I'-gain graph/map/multigraph for some group I'.

We always can form a gain (multi)graph by quotienting. Specifically, if H is a (multi)graph
and T is abelian group that acts on H freely, then we can form a I'-gain (multi)graph by setting
G = H/T and using the gain map to ‘record’ the original structure of H. This process can be
reversed to ‘lift” any I'-gain (multi)graph to a unique (multi)graph known as its cover. For more
detail on covers, see [32, Section 2.1]°.

One method for generating a new I'-gain graph (G, ¢') with the same cover as a I'-gain graph
(G, ¢) is by using a switching operation: given a vertex v and a group element v € T', we define
¢’ to be the I'-gain map where

o(e,z,y) ifx,y£Avorx=y=nu,
d'(e,z,y) =< ole,v,y)+~ ifz=vandy#v
ole,z,v) —y ifx#vandy=n.

We say that any two gain graphs are gain-equivalent if there exists a sequence of switching
operations that take one gain graph to the other.

One important concept we require is the following. Let W = (ej,...,e;) be a walk in G.
We define ¢(W) := >, é(e;). A cycle C of G is called balanced if $(C) =0. A set F C E is
called balanced if every cycle in F' is balanced.

Remark 6.1. In this paper we are only concerned with abelian gain graphs: in particular, those
coming from either the cycle group with k elements Zj, or the rank k commutative free group Z*.
All of the above concepts can, however, be extended to non-abelian groups. More on the general
theory of non-abelian gain graphs can be found in [32, Section 2].

3Gross and Tucker use slightly different terminology to our own: gains are ‘voltages’, gain (multi)graphs are
‘voltage graphs’ and covers are ‘derived graphs’.
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6.1.3 Zp-gain graphic matroid

Let (G, ¢) be a Zi-gain multigraph with an arbitrary total ordering on its vertices. Fix I(G, ¢)
to be the |E| x n matrix where any edge e connecting vertices v < w with gain « corresponds
to the row

v w

6[0 i 0010 .- 0 —e2mr/k g ... 0},

and any loop £ at vertex v with gain v corresponds to the row

e[o S0 1—61;7“% 0 - 0]

We now fix M(G, ¢) to be the row matroid formed from the matrix I(G, ¢).

To get a better understanding of M (G, ¢), let us investigate the rank function of the matroid.
Choose any subset F' C E and let (G[F], ¢|r) be the Zj-gain graph formed by restricting to the
multigraph G[F] = (V[F], F') with induced vertex set

V[F] :={v € [n] : v source or sink for some e € F'}.
We now see that
r(F) =rank I(G[F], ¢|p) = |V[F]| — # connected balanced components of G[F].

It is now easy to check that gain equivalent Zj-gain graphs generate the same matroid.

6.1.4 ZF-gain graphic matroid

Let (G, ¢) be a ZF-gain multigraph with an arbitrary total ordering on its vertices. Fix I(G, ¢)
to be the |E| x (n+k) matrix where any edge e connecting vertices v < w with gain  corresponds
to the row

v w 7k
e[o 010 -0 =10 - 0 J},
and any loop ¢ at vertex v with gain ~ corresponds to the row

v zk

e[o 000 -0 fﬂ.

We now fix M (G, ¢) to be the row matroid formed from the matrix I(G, ¢).
The rank function for M (G, ¢) can be described as follows. We define the lattice rank of a
connected ZF-gain multigraph (G, ¢) (here denoted rank(G, ¢)) to be the rank of the lattice

(¢(C): C is a directed cycle of G).

Now let F' C E be an edge set and let F1, ..., F, be the edge sets of the connected components
of G[F]. With this, we have the rank function

n

r(F) = rank I(G[F],é|p) = Y _ [V[F]| - 1+ rank (G[F}], ¢|r,).
=1

It is now easy to check that gain-equivalent Z*-gain graphs generate the same matroid.
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6.2 Rotationally symmetric frameworks

In lieu of a proper definition of rotationally-symmetric framework rigidity, we instead opt to de-
scribe all properties using gain graphs and fibre dimensions. For more background on rotational-
symmetric frameworks, see [36].

Let (G, ¢) be a Zj-gain graph. Given the rotation matrix

R [cos(27r/k:) —sin(QW/k)]
sin(2r/k)  cos(2w/k) |’

we define the rotational-symmetric measurement map for (G, ¢):

2
mqg,e: ((CQ)n — (CE’ p= (p(v))ve[n] — <Hp(2}) — Ri(e)p(w)H ) ,
(e;v,w)eEE
where || - ||? is the quadratic form on C? given by (z,y) + 2% + 2.
It is immediate that, given A € O(2,C), the rotational-symmetric measurement map mg 4 is
invariant under the action p — (Ap(v))yepn)- This motivates the following definition for rigidity.

Definition 6.2. A Zj-gain graph (G, ¢) is k-fold rotation symmetric rigid if ma}d)(mgj(i,(p))
is 1-dimensional for generic p € (C?)". If in addition the map mg 4 is dominant, then (G, @)
is minimally k-fold rotation symmetric rigid; equivalently, (G, ¢) is minimally k-fold rotation
symmetric rigid if it is k-fold rotation symmetric rigid but is not if an edge is removed.

Fortunately, minimal k-fold rotation symmetric rigidity (and hence also k-fold rotation sym-
metric rigidity) has an exact combinatorial characterisation.

Theorem 6.3 (Malestein and Theran [41]). Let (G,¢) be a Zg-gain graph. Then (G, ) is
minimally k-fold rotation symmetric rigid if and only if |E| = 2n — 1 and one of the following
holds for every non-empty subset FF C E:

(i) (GF], ¢|r) is balanced and |F| < 2|V[F]| — 3; or
(ii) (G[F), ¢|r) is not balanced and |F| < 2|V[F]| — 1.

Given a minimally k-fold rotation symmetric rigid Zg-gain graph (G, ¢), we define cg(z’(G ,0)

to be the cardinality of a generic fibre of mg 4 modulo the action of O(2,C) described above.

In the language of rigidity theory, cgk (G, ¢) is counting the number of edge-length equivalent

forced-symmetric frameworks one would expect for a generic choice of edge lengths that respect
symmetry. Using techniques from Section 4, we can now characterise this value:

Theorem 1.7. Let (G, ¢) be a Z-gain graph. If (G, ¢) is minimally k-fold rotation symmetri-
cally rigid, then, given M (G, ) is the Zy-gain graphical matroid for (G, ¢), we have
1

Proof. Set 0, = 2w /k and choose any p = (x(v),y(v))ve[n] € (C?)". We first observe the
following equality that holds for any edge (e, v, w) with gain v = ¢(e):

(2(v) = cos(r0x)(w) + Sin('y@k)y(w))2 + (y(v) — sin(v0)z(w) - COS('YHk)y(w))2

= (@) +iy©) =" (@(w) +iy(w))) (@) = iy©) — e (@(w) - iy(w)))
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If we now apply the linear transformation z(u) + iy(u) — Z(u) and z(u) — iy(u) — g(u) to the
left hand side for each vertex u € [n], we see that we obtain the equation

mG0(P) ey = (F(v) = 7% 3 (w)) (5(v) — e P g(w)) .
With this reformulation, we see that for generic A € C¥ we have

265 (G, 8) = # (95 (V)/~g)
where X = I(G,¢), Y = I(G,—¢) (with —¢ being the gain map that takes value —¢(e) at
each edge) and gxy is the map introduced in Section 4.2. By comparing each matroid’s rank
function, we see that M(G,—¢) = M(G,$). Hence, c;*(G, ¢) = %M(G,cb) x M(G, ¢) by
Theorem 4.5. O

6.2.1 Deletion-contraction computation of realisation numbers
We now want to describe a variant of Theorem 1.4 for Zg-gain matroids that is solely described
by Zi-gain graphs. To do so, we need to understand how deletions and contractions of a gained
edge (e¢,v,w) change a given Zg-gain matroid M (G, ¢).
How to delete e¢:
(i) Fix ¢’ to be the gain map for G \ € formed from ¢ by restricting to {(e,v,w) € E:e# €}
(ii) It is now easy to see that M (G \ €,¢') = M(G,¢) \ €.
How to contract € if w # v: (Here we assume our contraction leaves the vertex v and

removes the vertex w.)

(i) By applying switching operations, form a gain-equivalent Zj-gain multigraph (G, ¢') where
¢ (e,v,w) = 0.

(ii) Fix ¢” to be the gain map for G/e formed from ¢’ by setting for any triple (e,x,y) for
G/e stemming from (e, a’,y) € E the gain

/

-

) oifw ¢ {a Y},
7’U) ifylzw’ xJ#“?

€,

8
<

/
Y
/ /

-

€,

8

¢ (e,z,y) =

-

€,

<

/

(
(
'(e,v,y) ifa’ =w, y #v,
(e,v,w) if {2/,y'} = {v,w}.

-

e,

<

(iii) We now have M (G /e, ¢") = M (G, ¢') /e.

How to contract ¢ if w = v and ¢(¢,v,v) # 0: Here we assume that the loops at v are
€, fl, e ,ft

(i) Fix G’ to be the graph formed from G by deleting the vertex v, changing each edge from

w # v to v to be a loop at w, and adding the loops ¢1,...,¥¢; at an arbitrary vertex u # v.
If G only has a single vertex, we rename the vertex v to be v and add the loops /1, ..., ¢;
to u.

25



(ii) Fix ¢' to be the gain map for G’ formed from ¢ by setting for any triple (e, z,y) for G’
stemming from (e, #’,y') € E the gain

ole,a’,y) ifv ¢ {a,y'},
' (e,z,y) =141 if ¥’ = v and y # v, or vice versa,
0 if e = ¢; for some i € [t].
Note that the 0 gain on loops here is intentional.
(iii) We now have M(G',¢') = M (G, ¢)/e.
Contracting a loop with gain 0 is just the deletion of that loop.
Example 6.4. Let (G, ¢) be the Z4-gain graph depicted in Figure 3.

Figure 3: A Z4-gain graph (left) and a 4-fold symmetric realisation of the cover (right).

Using Theorem 1.7 we can compute now c§4(G, ¢) = 6. For this graph we can indeed find
for certain edge lengths six real realisations by solving the system of distance equations; see for
example Figure 4. Note however, that this latter method is computationally not feasible for
larger graphs.

6.3 Periodic frameworks with flexible lattices

Again, in lieu of a proper definition for periodic framework rigidity, we instead opt to describe all
properties using gain graphs and fibre dimensions. For more on the general theory surrounding
periodic frameworks, see [14].

Let (G, ¢) be a ZF-gain graph. We define the following map, known here as the periodic
measurement map for (G, ¢):

mG7¢: ((CQ)n X (C2><k — (CEv (pv L) = ((p(v))'ue[n]’L) — <||p(’U) _p(w) T L¢(€)||2) (e,v

)

Ww)EE

|2 is the quadratic form on C2 given by (z,y) — 22 + y2.

where || -
It is immediate that, given A € O(2,C) and ¢ € C?, the periodic measurement map mg
is invariant under the action p = (Ap(v) + ¢)ye[n)- This motivates the following definition for
rigidity.
Definition 6.5. A ZF-gain graph (G, ¢) is periodically rigid if mé}(b(mg,(ﬁ(p, L)) is 3-dimensional
for generic p € (C?)" and L € C***. If in addition the map mg 4 is dominant, then (G, ¢) is
minimally periodically rigid; equivalently, (G, ¢) is minimally periodically rigid if it is periodi-
cally rigid but is not if an edge is removed.
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Figure 4: Six real realisations of the graph from Figure 3.

Here we also have an exact combinatorial characterisation.

Theorem 6.6 (Malestein and Theran [40]). Let (G, $) be a Z¥-gain graph for k € {1,2}. Then
(G, @) is minimally periodically rigid if and only if |E| = 2n — 3 + 2k and the following holds
for every non-empty subset F' C E that induces a connected subgraph:

2|VIF]| -3 if (G[F],¢|r) is balanced,
Fl < {2VIF) 1 f rank(G[F], 6lr) = 1,
2lVIF]|+1 if rank(G[F], ¢|r) = 2.

Remark 6.7. Malestein and Theran’s main result in [40] is stated for the k = 2 case. To get the
k =1 case, we convert each gain n € Z into the lattice point (n,0) € 72, then add two loops
with gain (1,0) and (1,1). With this, the original Z-gain graph is minimally periodically rigid
if and only if the new Z?-gain graph is minimally periodically rigid.

Given a minimally periodically rigid Z*-gain graph (G, ¢), we define c2‘j k(G, ®) to be the
cardinality of a generic fibre of mg 4 modulo the action of O(2,C) x C? described above. In the
language of rigidity theory, cz‘:k(G , @) is counting the number of edge-length equivalent periodic
frameworks (allowing for lattice deformation) one would expect for a generic choice of edge
lengths that respect symmetry. Using techniques from Section 4, we can now characterise this

value:

Theorem 1.8. Let (G, ¢) be a ZF-gain graph for k € {1,2}. If (G, ¢) is minimally periodically
rigid, then, given M (G, @) is the ZF-gain graphical matroid for (G, ¢), we have

(G, 6) = S M(G,6) = M(G,6).

Proof. Here we observe that mg 4 is exactly the map hx described in Section 4.2 with X =
I(G, ¢). The result now follows from Theorem 4.6. O
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6.3.1 Deletion-contraction formula for periodic realisation numbers
As like before, we want to describe a variant of Theorem 1.4 for Z*-gain matroids that is solely
described by ZF-gain graphs. To do so, we need to understand how deletions and contractions
of a gained edge (e,v,w) affect a given Z¥-gain matroid M (G, ¢).
How to delete ¢:
(i) Fix ¢’ to be the gain map for G \ € formed from ¢ by restricting to {(e,v,w) € E : e # €}.
(ii) It is now easy to see that M (G \ €,¢') = M(G,¢) \ €.
How to contract ¢ if w # v: (Here we assume our contraction leaves the vertex v and

removes the vertex w.)

(i) By applying switching operations, form a gain-equivalent Z*-gain multigraph (G, ¢') where
¢ (e,v,w) = 0.

(ii) Fix ¢” to be the gain map for G/e formed from ¢’ by setting for any triple (e,x,y) for
G/e stemming from (e,2’,y') € E the gain

/

-

) ifw g {2y},

v) ify =w, 2 #wv,

€,

8
<

/
Y
/ /

-

€,

8

¢ (e,x,y) =

-

€,

<

(
(
'(e,v,y) ifal =w, y #v,

'(e,v,w) if {2/,y'} = {v,w}.

-

€,

<

(iii) We now have M (G/e, ¢") = M (G, ¢)/e.

How to contract € if w = v and ¢(e,v,v) # 0: Here we set v := ¢(e,v,v) and we assume
that the loops at v are €,£1,..., ;.

(i) Fix G’ to be the graph formed from G by deleting the loop e.
(ii) Choose an index j € [k] so that ; # 0.
(iii) Fix ¢’ to be the gain map for G’ formed from ¢ by setting
¢'(e,x,y) = vidle,x,y) =7 © dle, ,y),
where ® represents the Hadamard product.

(iv) We now have M(G \ €,¢') = M(G, ¢)/e.

7 Matroid applications of the flip product

In this section we outline some matroidal applications for the flip product.
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7.1 Beta invariant

Let M be a matroid with ground set E. The beta invariant of M is the non-negative integer

BM) = (=17 37 (=) (X).

XCE

In [7], Ardila-Mantilla, Eur and Penaguiao described the beta invariant in terms of tropical
objects:

Theorem 7.1 (Ardila-Mantilla, Eur and Penaguiao [7]). Let M be a matroid with ground set E.
Then the beta invariant B(M) of M satisfies the following equality for any € € E that is neither
a coloop nor loop:

B(M) = {a: e RE\ : (2,0) e Trop(M)} - (= Trop ((M/e)")).
We now recharacterise this result in terms of flip products.

Theorem 7.2. Let M be a matroid with ground set E, where |E| > 2. If e € E is any element,
then

BM) = (M \ €)* (M" \ e).

Proof. Consider the case when ¢ € E is a coloop of M (and hence a loop of M*). As M is
disconnected and |E| > 2, we have B(M) = 0. Since € is a coloop of M but not a coloop of M*,
we have

r(M\e)=r(M)—1, r(M*\e)=r(M")=|E| —r(M).

Hence,
r(M\e)+r(M*\e)=|E|-1<|E\€¢+1,

and thus (M \ €) x (M™* \ €) = 0 by Proposition 3.2. If, instead, € € E is a loop of M, then it is
a coloop of M* and a similar count shows (M) =0= (M \ €) * (M*\ €). We are left with the
case when ¢ € F is neither a loop or a coloop.

We first note that (M/e)* = (M*\ €). It follows from Theorem 7.1 that

B(M) = Trop(M) - (= Trop(M" \ €) x R) - Trop(ye — 1). (7)
Fix N = (M*\ €) ® U1, where Uy} ; is the uniform matroid on the set {€} of rank 1. Then
Trop(N) = Trop(M™ \ €) x Trop(Uyg,1) = Trop(M* \ €) x R.
When combined with eq. (7), we have
B(M) = Trop(M) - (— Trop(N)) - Trop(y. — 1) = M x . ®)

Since (N) =r(M*)+1 = |E| —r(M)+1, we have r(M ) +r(N) = |E|+1. As € is not a coloop
of M but it is a coloop of N, we can apply Lemma 5.1 to the M * N term in eq. (8) to obtain
the desired result. O
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Remark 7.3. The statement of Theorem 7.2 at first looks a little odd, since it is a statement
about a matroid gleamed from two of its minors. However, if we know the matroids M \ e
and M /e, we can reconstruct M uniquely. One method for seeing this is via bases: a set B is
a basis of M if and only if it does not contain e and is a basis of M \ €, or it does contain €
and B\ € is a basis of M/e. Now, the knowledge of M \ € M /e is equivalent to the one of M \ €
and M* \ €, since (M/e)* = M* \ € and matroid duality is invertible. Hence, we can uniquely
reconstruct M from our original input.

Remark 7.4. An n-state linear discrete probability model consists of a linear space X C R" that
intersects the probability simplex A, := {p € R, : >°7"; p(i) = 1} and is not contained in any
coordinate hyperplane. Given u(i) is the fraction of samples in state ¢ from our sampled data,
we determine the best-fitting probability distribution by maximising the log-likelihood function

n
log Ly: X NA, — R, pr— > u(i)logp(i).
i=1
Here we observe that domain of the derivative map p — D) (log £,) can be extended to Y N(C\
{0})™, where Y is the complex Zariski-closure of X N A,, (and hence an affine space). With this
in mind, we define the mazimum likelihood degree (ML-degree) of X to be the number of points
p €Y N(C\{0})" for which the derivative Dp(log L,,) is the zero map, where u is an arbitrary
generic point of A,. In some sense, the ML-degree of X represents the ‘complexity’ of working
with the linear discrete probability model described by X. Given Z C C"*! is the linear space
formed from homogenising the affine space Y, it now follows from a result of Agostini et al. [2,
Theorem 7.1] along with Theorem 7.1 and Theorem 7.2 that the ML-degree of X is exactly

(M(Z2)\ (n+ 1)) % (M(2)"\ (n+1)).

7.2 Coefficients of the characteristic polynomial and non-broken circuit bases

Let M be a matroid with ground set E. Its characteristic polynomial is defined as

pM()\) — Z (_1)‘A|)\TJ\/I(E)_7'M(A)'
ACFE

Notice that pas(1) = 0, so we can define the reduced characteristic polynomial as the degree
r(M) — 1 polynomial

r(M)—1 . .
PN =pu(N)/(A—=1) = ‘ (_1)Z/$i>\T(M)_1_Z.

s
Il
=)

Translated into our setting, the content of [34, Proposition 5.2] is that each coefficient p; can
be expressed as flip products of a uniform matroid with a ‘rank-reduced’ copy of M. For
ke{0,...,7r(M)}, we set the truncation Truncg(M) of M to be the matroid with ground set
E and rank function 7 (A) = min{rys(A), k}.

Theorem 7.5 (Huh and Katz [34]). For a simple matroid M, the coefficients of Dy;(A) are
given by
px = Ug, | gk * Truncy 1 (M).
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We obtain a particular case of this result by considering the constant coefficient p,(pr)—1,
which has a special meaning explained below.

Let M be a matroid with ground set E and a total ordering < on E. A broken circuit is a
set C' C FE formed from a circuit C’ C E by removing its smallest element with respect to <.
A non-broken circuit basis (nbc-basis) is any basis of M that does not contain a broken circuit.
Although the set of nbc-bases of a matroid is dependent on the choice of ordering <, the number
of nbe-bases of a matroid is independent of this choice and, in fact, coincide with the number
pr(ary—1 (see [11, Theorem 7.4.6]).

Theorem 7.6 (Huh and Katz [34]; see also [19]). Let M be a matroid of rank r with ground
set [n]. Then
M % Uy p—rs1 = nbe(M).

Remark 7.7. Every loopless matroid has at least one nbc-basis under any ordering. Hence,
Theorem 7.6 informs us that for every loopless matroid M there exists a matroid IV that shares
the same ground set such that M * N is a positive integer.

Remark 7.8. It is easy to see from the definition that the number of nbc-bases of a uniform
matroid U, is (:f:ll) This can now also be derived by picking generic subspaces U,V C C"
such that M(U) = U,, and M(V) = Uy n—r+1 and applying Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 4.3
alongside Theorem 7.6:

—1
<77:L — 1) =# (fi%/()\)/w) = Unyr % Unjn—r+1 = an(Un,r) .

Clarke et al. proved in [19] that nbec-bases provide an effective upper bound for flip products.

Theorem 7.9 (Clarke et al. [19, Lemma 5.8]). Let M, N be matroids with shared ground set E
where (M) +r(N) = |E|+ 1. Then

M +« N < min{nbc(M),nbc(N)}.

Remark 7.10. If a matroid M has a loop, then the empty set is a broken circuit under any choice
of ordering. This in turn implies that nbc(M) = 0. Theorem 7.9 now implies M * N = 0 for
any choice of matroid NV that shares a ground set with M, which agrees with Proposition 3.1.

8 Flip products and matroid subdivision

Recall that the set of matroids on a fixed ground set E form a poset under the weak order of
matroids, where M7 = My if every independent set of M; is also an independent set of My. If
M; and M, are of the same rank, we can also characterise M7 = My as every basis of M is a
basis of M.

A straightforward corollary of Theorem 7.6 is that if M < M’ with (M) = r(M') = k, the
flip product M * Uy, p—py1 < M " x Un n—k+1 can only increase. This follows as every nbc-basis
of M must also be an nbc-basis of M’. A natural question is whether we can replace the uniform
matroid with an arbitrary matroid of the correct rank.

Question 8.1. Let M and N be matroids on E such that r(M) +r(N) = |E|+ 1. If M a
matroid satisfying M < M' and r(M) = r(M'), do we have M« N < M'x N?¢
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We give a partial answer to this question by demonstrating the flip product increases under
a certain polyhedral condition in terms of matroid polytopes.
We begin with the following definition.

Definition 8.2. Given a set system B C (f), we define the polytope

P(B) =conv(xp | Be B) CRE, yp= er.
ecB
If B = B(M) is the set of bases of a matroid M, then we call this the matroid polytope of M,
and denote it by P(M) := P(B(M)).
Given a weight function p: B(M) — R on the bases of M, we let A,(M) be the polyhedral
subdivision of P(M) whose pieces are of the form

Ap(M) = {P(B,) | weRE}, B, = {B’ € B‘ min (pB - sz) attained at B’} .
Be(y) icB

We say that A,(M) is a matroid subdivision® if it is a subdivision into matroid polytopes, i.e.,
each B, is the set of bases of some matroid M), .

We are interested in matroid polytopes and matroid subdivisions for two reasons. The first
is that they give an alternative characterisation of tropical linear spaces, detailed in [47] and
[39, Section 4.4]. Let M be a matroid and p: (f) — R U {oo} where p(B) # oo if and only if
B € B(M). We can consider p as a weight function on B(M) and so the subdivision Ay (M)
is well-defined. We say p is a tropical Plicker vector if A,(M) is a matroid subdivision, or
equivalently B, ,, is the set of bases of a matroid M, ,, for all w € R". We define its associated
tropical linear space to be

L, ={weR"| M,, is a loopless matroid} . (9)

The set L, can be endowed with the structure of a balanced polyhedral complex where each
maximal cell has multiplicity one. We emphasise that Bergman fans fit into this regime: the
Bergman fan Trop(M) is the tropical linear space L, where ¢(B) equals zero if B € B(M) and
infinity otherwise.

The second reason we are interested in matroid polytopes is they give a geometric intuition
to the weak order of matroids. It is straightforward from the definitions that M < M’ if and
only if P(M) C P(M'). We investigate a stronger property, where there exists a matroid
subdivision A(M’) of P(M') that contains P(M) as a cell. Our main result of this section is
that under this condition, the flip product is increasing.

Proposition 8.3. Let M and N be matroids on E such that r(M)+r(N) = |E|+ 1. Let M’
be a matroid such that there exists a matroid subdivision A(M') of P(M') containing P(M) as
a cell. Then M« N < M'«xN.

We prove this by deforming Trop(M) into Trop(M') and tracking its intersection points with
— Trop(N). A similar proof technique was implemented in proving [19, Lemma 5.8], which is

“This definition implicitly requires the subdivision to be regular, i.e., induced by a weight function. Some
places in the literature do not require that the subdivision need be regular. We do insist this as only regular
subdivisions have a correspondence with tropical linear spaces.

32



the special case where M’ is uniform: in this case, the matroid subdivision of P(M’) containing
P(M) is the corank subdivision described in [37]. In fact, this special case was used in [19] (in
combination with Theorem 7.6) to prove Theorem 7.9.

Lemma 8.4. Let X be a balanced polyhedral complex in R™ of dimension 1 < s <n—1 and
let Ly a tropical linear space with tropical Pliicker vector q: (nﬂs) — RU{oo}. Let M, be the
matroid where B is a basis if and only if gp # co. Then ¥ - Ly =X - Trop(M,).

Proof. [39, Theorem 4.4.5] states that the recession fan of L, (see Definition A.3) is precisely
Trop(M,). Furthermore, the recession fan of Trop(M,) is itself as it is already a fan. Thus
rec(Ly) = rec(Trop(M,)). By [3, Theorem 5.7}, if X and Y are polyhedral complexes with
codimension complementary to that of X, then rec(X) = rec(Y) implies that ¥ - X = X -Y.
Thus ¥ - Ly = X - Trop(M,). O

Proof of Proposition 8.5. If M contains a loop, by Proposition 3.2 (ii) we have M * N = 0,
hence M’ x N > M % N trivially. Hence we can assume M is loopless.

Let 3 = (— Trop(V)) A Trop(ye — 1), then M « N = Trop(M) - ¥. By assumption, there
exists some weight function ¢: B(M’) — R such that Ay(M’) contains P(M) as a cell. We can
extend the domain of ¢ to (f) by setting q(B) = oo for all B ¢ B(M'). By Lemma 8.4, we see
that Trop(M') - ¥ = L, - . As P(M) is a cell of Ay(M), there exists some w € R¥ such that
My = M. Moreover, as M is assumed to be loopless, we have w € L4 by Equation (9).
By [39, Corollary 4.4.8] we have star,(L;) = Trop(M), and by [19, Lemma 5.6] we have
star, (Lq) - £ < Ly - X. Putting this all together gives the required inequality:

M« N = Trop(M)-% = stary,(Ly)-X < Ly-¥X = Trop(M')-X = M'xN. O

Remark 8.5. We note that the proof of Proposition 8.3 does not make any use of Trop(N)
beyond that it is a balanced polyhedral complex of the correct dimension. As such, we state a
more general form of Proposition 8.3 as follows. Let M and M’ be as stated, and let ¥ be a
balanced polyhedral complex of dimension |E| — (M) with only positive multiplicities. Then
Trop(M) - ¥ < Trop(M') - 3.

Remark 8.6. Proposition 8.3 only gives a partial answer to Question 8.1, as there exists ma-
troids M and M’ with M < M’ that do not satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 8.3. Brandt
and Speyer exhibit two matroids M, M’ with P(M) C P(M’) but show there exists no matroid
subdivision of P(M') containing P(M) as a cell [15, Theorem 5.2]. However, this does not lead
to a counterexample to Question 8.1 as far as we know.

FExample 8.7 and Example 8.9 give two applications of Proposition 8.3: the first to pertur-
bations of representable matroids and the second to relaxations of matroids.

Example 8.7. Let X be a complex |E| x r matrix with rank r, and let U c CF be its column
span. For any choice of complex |F| x r matrix Y and any ¢t € C, set U; to be the column
span of X +tY. As the determinant map for square matrices is a polynomial, it follows that
there exists a matroid M’ such that M (U;) = M’ for all but finitely many ¢t. We now show
that M(U)* N < M’ x N for any matroid N of rank |E| —r + 1, in essence showing that small
rotations of linear spaces can only increase flip products.

To show this, we use the linear spaces to construct a matroid subdivision A(M') of P(M")
that contains P(M) as a cell. For a |E| x r matrix A, we write [A]; for the minor of a |E| x r
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matrix A with rows labelled by I € (f), here we recall that the bases of the row matroid of A
are exactly the set of bases of A are exactly the r-sets I such that [A]; # 0. By considering
each minor [X + tY]; to be an element of the field of Puiseux series C{{t}}, we now define a
weight function ¢ on B = B(M') by ¢(I) = v([X + tY]), where v is the valuation described
in Appendix A.1. This is the tropicalisation of the Pliicker vector of U; viewed as a linear
subspace of (C{{t}})¥, and hence induces a matroid subdivision A,(M’) [39, Prop 4.4.3]. Since
each [X +tY]; is a polynomial in ¢, we have that ¢(I) = 0 if and only if [X]; # 0, and ¢(I) > 0
otherwise. As such, setting w = 0 gives that P(M) = P(B ) is a cell of Ay(M’). Our claim
then follows from Proposition 8.3.

Remark 8.8. For any connected multigraph G' = ([n], E), most® ZF-gain assignments ¢ for G
produce a matrix M (G, ¢) with the same row matroid as [I(G) A], where A is a generic |E| x k
complex matrix; namely, the matroid union Mg V Ug 2. Now, assuming (G, ¢) is a minimally
periodic ZF-gain graph, take X to be the matrix formed from M (G, ¢) by deleting an arbitrary
vertex column and Y = [0/g|y(n—1) B] with B € CIEIXE chosen to be generic. With this, we
obtain the following upper bound on cfk(G, ¢) courtesy of Theorem 1.8 and Example 8.7:

¢5(G,9) = SM(G,0) x M(G,6) < 5(MgV Upa) » (Ma V Up).

Example 8.9. Let M be a matroid on F and let X C E be both a circuit and a hyperplane of M.
The circuit-hyperplane relazation of M is the matroid M’ with bases B(M') = B(M) U {X}.
By definition we have M < M’. We show that the flip product is non-decreasing under circuit-
hyperplane relaxations, i.e., M * N < M’ % N for any matroid N of rank |E| — (M) + 1.

We demonstrate that we can construct a matroid subdivision A(M’) that contains P(M) as
a cell; the claim then follows from Proposition 8.3. Define the weight function p on B’ = B(M')
by p(B) = 0 for all I € B(M) and p(X) = 1. Then A,(M’) decomposes into two maximal
pieces: P(M) = P(B,,) and P(B,,) where w; = 1 if i € X and w; = 0 otherwise. It is

straightforward to verify that B, ,, ={Y € B(M) [ [X NY|=r(M) — 1} U{X} form the bases
of a matroid, hence A,(M’) is a matroid subdivision.

Remark 8.10. Circuit-hyperplane relaxations are a special case of the more general family of
matroid relazations, introduced in [26]. We refrain from giving a formal definition: both con-
structions look to give a systematic way of adding bases to a matroid while remaining a matroid,
but relaxations allow us to relax more general ‘stressed sets’. If M’ is a relaxation of M, a similar
argument to above says there exists a matroids subdivision A(M’) containing P(M) as a cell:
see [26, Theorem 3.30] for details. Applying Proposition 8.3 gives that M x N < M’ % N holds
for any matroid N of rank |E| —r(M) + 1.

9 Computational results

In this short section we discuss the possible values of the flip product, and families of matroids
where these values are attained. A few easy examples of such values are the following:

(i) 0 is easy for any size ground set: see Example 3.4.

®BEach gain assignment can be considered to be a vector in Z”. We now view ‘most’ to mean that the subset
S C ZF where the condition does not hold satisfies the limit equality limy o0 S N {=N,..., N}’C =0.
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p
n o (ky, ko) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 (1L 0
2 (1,2) 2 2
3 (1,3) 12 6

(2,2) 32 16 6
4 (14) 72 24

(2,3) 414 174 60 24
5 (L1,5) 480 120

(24) | 5208 1416 768 288 120

(3,3) | 11724 3864 2596 1192 508 276 120
6 (1,6) | 3600 720

(2,5) | 66624 16296 9792 4248 1680 720

(3,4) | 335160 85116 78172 51624 32808 18128 14372 7772 3824 1584 720
7 (1,7)] 30240 5040

(2,6) | 916704 163152 119376 61488 28080 11520 5040

Table 1: Values of hy, ,(p): the number of pairs of matroids on the ground set [kq + k2 — 1],
up to permutations, with ranks k1, k9 and whose flip product equals p.

(ii) 11is also easy to achieve for any size ground set: if M is independent (i.e., (M) = |E|) and
N =Ugy, then M * N = 1. This is as Trop(M) = C¥ and so (— Trop(M)) A Trop(N) =
Trop(N) =R - 1.

(iii) In fact, every positive integer is possible so long as F is allowed to grow. If M, N are
uniform then M x N = (r‘(ﬂ;—l1)’ which (by [19, Lemma 5.8], or alternatively by Proposi-
tion 8.3 using the corank subdivision described in [37]) is the largest possible value over
all pairs of matroids with the same ground set and ranks r(M),r(N). Hence, we have

Unn—1* Uy 2 =n — 1 for each positive integer n.

(iv) By the previous point, the maximal value for M % N for a fixed ground set E is when both
M and N are uniform and one has rank [|E|/2]: in such a case, we achieve

B |E| -1 N _
M= ((Evzw - 1) =2

It is possible to enumerate all matroids on small ground sets. For instance, this functionality
can be found in the Matroids package [17] for the computer algebra system Macaulay2 [31].
Let M, denote a set of isomorphism class representatives of rank  matroids on [n]. For any
collection of positive integers ki, ko, p, let n = k1 4+ ko — 1 and define

Y

B ks () = [{(M, N, 0) : M € My, N € Mgy, 0 € Sy, M o(N) = p}

where o € S, is a permutation that acts by permuting the ground set of N. Note that the
value hy, r,(p) does not depend on the choice of representatives M,, .. These values have the
property that hy, r,(p) > 0 if and only if there exist matroids M, N of rank &y, ko respectively
onn = ki + kg — 1 such that M « N = p.

In Table 1, we write down values of hy, j, for small values of ki, ko. These computations
lead us to the following conjectures.
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) 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

n,

N OO
p—
)

(

(1,1) 1

(3,2) 0 1

(5,3) |10 0 0 2

(74|71 0 00 1 15 1 12 3 2 2 1

Table 2: Number of matroids M on [n] of rank r with M « M = p

Conjecture 9.1. For any pair of positive integers ki, ko let n = ki + ko — 1. We have the
following:

(1) hiyko(p) > 1 for all 0 < p < Up g, *Up g, and n > 2,
(it) for n >3, we have hy, k,(p) < n! if and only if p= Uy * Up i, -

We observe that the reverse direction for Conjecture 9.1(ii) follows from a straightforward
nbc-basis count combined with Theorem 7.6. We note that it may be possible to prove Conjec-
ture 9.1(i) using nbec-bases and Theorem 7.6. A straightforward computation of the flip-product
with an appropriate uniform matroid verifies this conjecture for all matroids in M,, ;, for with
n <8 and (n,k) € {(9,1),(9,2),(9,3)}.

In [35], Jackson and Owen conjectured that for a minimally rigid n-vertex graph, the
value c2(G) (described in Section 1) is bounded below by 2773. Inspired by Theorem 1.6,
Matt Larson asked whether this bound holds for all matroids:

Question 9.2. Let M be a matroid on E such that 2r(M) = |E|+ 1. If M « M > 0, then is
M« M > 2rM)-1g

When M is a graphic matroid, this is precisely the conjecture of Jackson and Owen, which
is open. To investigate this, we record in Table 2 the number of rank k£ matroids M on the
ground set [n] with M % M = p for small values of k and p, where n = 2k — 1. For arbitrary
matroids, we observe from Table 2 that there is a counterexample to Question 9.2 which we
describe below.

Example 9.3. Consider the column matroid M of the following matrix over Fs:

1110000
1001100
0101010
1101001
It is rank 4 on seven elements, so satisfies 2r(M) = |E| + 1. However, a computer check

demonstrates that M * M = 6 < 27)=1 1t can be seen in Table 2 that this is the smallest
counterexample to Question 9.2.

The matroid described in Example 9.3 is an example of a sparse paving matroid, namely,
a matroid M where every subset of (M) elements is either a basis or a circuit-hyperplane. It
is conjectured that most matroids are sparse paving matroids [42]. Because of this, we suspect
that Question 9.2 can fail infinitely often, potentially with high probability as the ground set

Zrows.
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Remark 9.4. Supplementary software to this paper — including a Macaulay2 implementation
of Theorem 1.4 — can be found at the Zenodo repository [18].
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A Tropical geometry background

In this appendix section we cover all the necessary tropical geometry background material
required throughout the paper.

A.1 Tropicalisation and tropical varieties

Let K be an algebraically closed field with valuation v; i.e., a map v: K\ {0} — R such that
for all a,b € K we have:

o v(ab) =v(a)+ v(b),

40


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcta.2017.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1307/mmj/1571731287
https://doi.org/10.1090/gsm/161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2012.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-015-9692-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00454-015-9692-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2011.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.2020.1689781
https://arxiv.org/abs/2507.07220
https://arxiv.org/abs/2507.07220
https://doi.org/10.1137/110850141
https://doi.org/10.1137/080716219
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2009.01.010

e v(a+b) > min{v(a),r(b)} with equality if v(a) # v(b).

A valuation is said to be non-trivial if it is not identically zero. If our valuation is non-trivial,
we define the tropicalisation of an algebraic set X C K™ to be the Euclidean closure of the
coordinate-wise valuation of its points with non-zero coordinates:

Trop(X) := {(V(:cl),y(fvg), conv(zg)ireX, x £0Vie [n]} C R™

We now say that Trop(X) is a tropical variety. If I C K[mli, ...,xt] is the set of Laurent

rrn
polynomials that vanish on X N (K '\ {0})", we set Trop([) := Trop(X). For a single Laurent
polynomial f € K[zT,...,z;F] we use the shorthand Trop(f) = Trop((f)).
Typically we work with polynomials over the field C, which does not naturally come equipped
with a non-trivial valuation. Thus we extend C to field of Puiseux series C{{t}} with the

valuation
[e.9]
v (Z a,-t“") :=k/n where ay, #0.
i=k

Specifically, given an algebraic set X C C™ where X N(C\{0})" is the vanishing set of the ideal

I CClat,...,zF], weset T:=1-C{t}[zF,...,2E] and then define Trop(X) := Trop(I).

rrn r'n

Example A.1. The linear form =1 — 1 € C[xy,...,z,] has zero set {(1,z2,...,2,) : z; € C}.
Thus its tropicalisation is Trop(z; — 1) = {0} x R*~1,

A.2 Balanced polyhedral complexes
A polyhedral complex ¥ in R™ is a collection of (convex) polyhedra in R™ such that:

e If 0 € X then every face of o is contained in X,

e If 0,7 € 3 then 0 N7 is a face of o and 7.

The support of a polyhedral complex ¥ is the union || := Uyex 0 € R™. The dimension of
a polyhedral complex is the maximum of the dimensions of its polyhedra. The inclusion-wise
maximal polyhedra of 3 are the mazimal polyhedra or mazimal cells of 3. A polyhedral complex
is called pure if each of its maximal polyhedra have the same dimension. The lineality space of
a polyhedral complex ¥ is the largest affine subspace L C R™ such that for all points z € |X|
and all y € L we have x +y € |X|. For each face o € X, the relative interior of o is

relint(c) = {z € 0 : ¢ 7 for any proper face 7 C o}.

A polyhedral complex is called a fan if all its faces are convex cones, and a polyhedral complex
is rational if each polyhedra P € X is defined by rational hyperplanes. A weighted polyhedral
complex ¥ is a polyhedral complex together with the data of multiplicities multy (o) € Z for
each maximal polyhedron o € X.

With this terminology, we can now state the following definition.

Definition A.2. Let ¥ be a d-dimensional pure rational weighted polyhedral complex. For each
polyhedron 7 € ¥, define the lattice NV, := Z™ N Span(n — u) for some arbitrary element u € 7.
Fix a (d — 1)-dimensional cell 7 and, for each d-dimensional cell o containing 7, let v, € Z" be
a vector such that Z - v, + Ny = N,. We say that X is balanced at 7 if -, multy(0)v, € Ny,
and that 3 is a balanced polyhedral complex (or tropical cycle) if it is balanced at every (d — 1)-
dimensional cell.
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It is good to keep in mind the following key examples:
(i) Every tropical variety is a balanced polyhedral complex [39, Theorem 3.3.5].

(ii) By assigning multiplicity 1 to each maximal cell, every Bergman fan is a balanced fan, a
balanced polyhedral complex that is also a fan [39, Theorem 4.4.5].

(iii) We can extend our definition of balanced polyhedral complexes to allow for polyhedral
complexes contained within spaces such as R"/R - 1. Because of this, we consider the
projective Bergman fan to also be a balanced fan.

A.3 Stable intersection

Let 31,39 be two balanced polyhedral complexes in R™. Their stable intersection is the pure
rational polyhedral complex consisting of the polyhedra

Y1 AY9 = {Ulﬂag ‘ o1 621,02622,(11111(0'1—1-0'2):71}.

We make the stable intersection 3; A 39 into a balanced polyhedral complex by assigning the
following multiplicity to each maximal cell o1 Moy € 31 A Xa:

multy, Ay, (01 N o) = Z multy, (71) multy, (72)[Z" : N+, + No,],
T1,7T2

where the sum is over all maximal cells 7; € 3; with o1Noy C 7; for i = 1,2, and 1N (12 +e-v) # 0
for a fixed generic v € R™ and € > 0 sufficiently small. The integer [Z" : N + N;,] denotes
the indez of the sublattice N;, + N, C Z". The multiplicity of the stable intersection does not
depend of the choice of v, hence it is well-defined.

The assumption that ¥; and Yo are balanced is important, since it implies the following
two properties. Firstly, if the stable intersection 1 A X9 is 0-dimensional, then the summation

> mults, A(s3y40) (T)

taken over each maximal cell 7 € ¥ A (X2 + u), is independent of the choice of u. Secondly,
it implies that stable intersection is associative, and so the stable intersection > A -+ A X is
well-defined for any choice of balanced polyhedral complexes ¥q, ..., 2.

A.4 Recession fans and stars

We now describe two balanced fans that can be formed from a balanced polyhedral complex 3:
recession fans and stars.

Definition A.3. Given a polyhedra ¢ = {z € R" | Az < b} for some matrix A € R¥™" and
b € R%, we define the recession cone of ¢ as rec(c) := {x € R" | Az < 0}. From this, we
define rec(X) to be the union of all cones rec(o) taken over polyhedra o € ¥. The set rec(X)
can always be given the structure of a polyhedral fan, which we then call the recession fan
of ¥. Additionally, rec(X) is a balanced fan when assigned the multiplicities mult,ec(s)(7) =

ZI‘BC(T/)ZT multy; (TI) :

If > is another polyhedral complex with the same support as X, then the recession fans
rec(X) and rec(X’) have the same support, hence the recession fan is well-defined on supports.
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Definition A.4. Let w be a point in the support |X|. The star of ¥ at w is the balanced fan
star,, (2) with maximal cells

ow:={ANv—w)|veo, A >0}, for each maximal cell o € ¥ containing w € o,

where each cone o, has multiplicity multy (o).

Intuitively, star,,(3) is ¥ viewed locally around w. In the case that ¥ is the Bergman fan of a
matroid M, its stars are given by Bergman fans of the initial matroids M, ,,. See Definition 8.2.

Proposition A.5 ([39, Corollary 4.4.8]). Let M be a matroid of rank r on [n] and p € R"
be tropical Pliicker vector. Let o € L, be a cone of the tropical linear space L, = {w € R™ :
M, ., has no loops} and w € o be a point in its relative interior. Then stary,(Ly) = Trop(M, ),
in particular, we have

0 if BeB(M),
stary (Trop(M)) = Trop(Mp.w)  for pp = {oo i;B Z BEM;

B Proof of Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2

Before we prove our previously deferred key lemmas, we require the following technical result
regarding projections of Bergman fans.

Lemma B.1 ([27, Lemma 3.8]). Let M be a loopless matroid with ground set E and let F C E
be a flat of M where r(M \ F) =r(M) (e.g., F' = {e} where e is not a coloop). Let

mp: Trop(M) — Trop(M \ F), (ze)eck = (Te)ecE\F-

Then wg is surjective. Moreover, mg is injective when restricted to the union of the relative
interiors of mazimal cones of Trop(M) not containing xs in their linear span for every non-
empty subset S C F (e.g. not containing {0}7\¢ x R in the case F = {e}).

Proof. The only difference with [27, Lemma 3.8] is the explicit condition on when the 7 is
injective. However, their proof notice that this happens in the relative interior of cones og
corresponding to maximal chains of flats G : ) = Gg € G; € --- € G, = FE such that
0 =Go\FCG \FC---CG,\F=F\F is amaximal chain of flats of M \ F’; that is, when
Gic1 \F # G\ F for all i € {1,...,r}. Now, this is equivalent to saying that G; \ G;—1 € F'
foralli € {1,...,r}. If we had S := G, \ Gj—1 C F for some j, then

xs € lin(og) = lin({xc\c:y 17 € {1, 7}}).

Conversely, if x5 € lin(og) for some non-empty S C F then, being {xg,\q,_, : 4 € {1,...,7}}
a basis of lin(og) with disjoint supports, we have that there exists j € {1,...,r} such that
G;\Gj—1 C S C F. Hence, G; \ G;—1 € F for all i € {1,...,r} is equivalent to lin(sg) not
containing xg for every non-empty subset S C F. O

We recall the statement of Lemma 5.1:
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Lemma 5.1 (Coloop removal). Let M, N be matroids that share a ground set E. If r(M) +
r(N)=|E|+ 1 and e is a coloop of N but neither a coloop or a loop of M, then

M« N=(M\e)x(N\e).

Proof. If M has a loop ¢ then, since e is not a loop of M, we have that ¢ is a loop M \ e.
Similarly, if N has a loop ¢ then, since e is coloop of N and thus cannot be a loop, we have
that ¢ is a loop N \ e. In either case, it follows from Proposition 3.1 that M * N = 0 and
(M\e)*(N\e)=0. We may now assume that M and N are loopless.

As e is a coloop of N, then N = (N \ e) ® Uy, and

Trop(N) = Trop(N \ e) x Trop(Uyey,1) = Trop(N \ e) x R. (10)

Now choose generic w = (v,v,) € RF\¢ x R and fix an element € € E \ {e}. By Equation (10),
we have

—Trop(N) + w = (— Trop(N \ e) +v) x R.

Combining this with the representation of the flip product as a cardinality (see Equation (1)),
we have that

M x N = ’ Trop(M) N (— Trop(N) + w) N Trop(ze — 1)‘

= 'Trop(M) N ({(— Trop(N \ e) + v) N Trop(ye — 1)} X R) ) (11)

(where Trop(z. — 1) € R” and Trop(y. — 1) € RPMe}) and

(M\e)x(N\e)= ‘Trop(M \ e) N (= Trop(N \ e) +v) N Trop(ye — 1)|, (12)

and all points in the respective intersection lie in the relative interior of maximal cones of each
complex. With this in mind, we define the finite sets

A :=Trop(M) N <[(— Trop(N \ e) + v) N Trop(y. — 1)} X R)
B := Trop(M \ e) N (— Trop(N \ e) + v) N Trop(ye — 1).

From Equations (11) and (12), M x N = |A| and (M \ e) * (N \ e) = [B|. Let m := m.) be
the map defined in Lemma B.1 for M and F = {e}. Since m.(A) = B and each point of A is
contained within the relative interior of the cones of Trop(M), it now suffices to show that no
point in A is contained in a maximal cone of Trop(M) that contains {0}”\* x R in its linear
span.

Suppose otherwise, and set (p,p.) € A to be a point that is contained in a maximal cone
o of Trop(M) which in turn contains {0}¥\¢ x R in its linear span. Since (p,p.) is contained
within the relative interior of o, there exists 9 > 0 such that (p, p.+1) € o for each 0 < r < ry.
However, this now implies that (p,pe + 1) € A for each 0 < r < 7y, contradicting that A is a
finite set. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

We recall the statement of Lemma 5.2:
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Lemma 5.2 (Tropical untangling). Let Ey and Eo be finite sets with E1 N Ey = {e}. Let
My, Ms, Ny and No be matroids with ground sets as follows:

matroid M1 M2 N1 N2
ground set FEy FEs\e FEj\e Es

Assume that

(i) My and Na are loopless;

(ii) € is not a coloop of My or Na;
(iii) r(Mi\ €) +r(N1) = |E];

(i) r(Mz) + (N2 \ €) = |Eal.

Then
(M @ M) (N1 @ Ny) = ((M1 \€) N1> (M2 (N \ e)).

Proof. Fix the following Bergman fans:
Y1 := Trop(M \ €), 31 == Trop(My), Y9 := Trop(Ma),
T := Trop(Ny), Ty := Trop(N2 \ €), Ty := Trop(Ny).
By construction,
$1 X B9 = Trop(My & M), Ty x Ty = Trop(Ny & Ny).

Choose a generic point (A1, A, A2) € RF\E xR xRF2\¢. With this, each of the pairs (X1, \{ —T1),
(X2, A2 —T3) and (31 X Xa, (A1, A, A2) — (T1 X T»)) intersect transversally in the relative interior
of maximal cones. Now consider the sets

S = {(3317332,y17y2) eEXi xYoxTi xTyixi+yi=N, i € {172}},

S = {(ZL‘l,ZEG,IL’Q,yl,yE,yQ) EXy X Do x Ty xTh : a +y; =N, 1€ {1,2,6}}.

Taking just the z-coordinates, S and S correspond to the intersections
(21 X 22) N ((Al,)\g) — 1T X TQ) and (il X 22) N (()\1,)\€, Ag) — 1T X Tg),

respectively. Consider as well the equivalence relations ~; and ~2 on S and S, respectively,
given by

(ZL‘l,ZCE,.TQ,yl, yeayQ) ~1 (:Ul + a17 Te+a, T2 + alayl - alaye —a,Y2 — a1)7
(z1,72,Y1,y2) ~2 (v1 + b1, 29 + 1,41 — b1, y2 — cl)
for any a,b,c € R, where 1 = (1,...,1) in the corresponding Euclidean space. Note that:

(My @ M)+ (N1 & Na) = |S/mr [, (M1 \€) 5 N ) (Mo (N2 \ €)= [S/ms |.

Hence, it is enough to give injective functions ¢: §/~1—> S/~g and 1p: S/~o— §/~1.
By [46, Proposition 2.25], there exist functions g: 7> — R and h: ¥; — R such that the
following holds:
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(a) g (respectively, h) is linear when restricted to each cone of T5 (respectively, ¥1);

(b) the maps
Ty =Ty (v,9), 11— %1, 20 (2,h(2))

are right inverses of the projections Ty —s Ty and &1 — 31, respectively;

(¢) gly+al)=g(y)+aand h(z +al) = h(xz) + a forany a € R, y € Ty, = € ¥.

With these two functions, we make the following key observation we exploit later on. Choose
any (1, Te, T2, Y1, Ye, Y2) € S. Then (x1,22,y1,y2) € S, and so x; is in the relative interior of a
maximal cell of X1 and y is in the relative interior of a maximal cell of T5. An application of
Lemma B.1 then gives that . = h(z1) and ye = g(y2) must hold.

Define the (possibly poorly-defined) maps ¢: S/~1— S/~g and ¥: S/~o—s S/~ as
follows:

So(xla $67$2)y17y67y2) — (l’l + 5661,332 - 556173/1 - 5561792 + x61)7
(w1, 22, y1,92) = (21 — h(21)1,0, 22 4+ (9(y2) — A)L, 1 + h(z1)1, A, y2 — (9(y2) — Ae)1).

We now prove both ¢ and v are well-defined and injective.

Claim 1. ¢ is well-defined and injective.

Proof. Choose any (1, Zc, T2, Y1, Ye, Y2) € S. Tt is clear that (r1 + zl, 20 — zl,y1 — 1, y2 +
zl) € S, and

(@1 +a1) + (@ + )1, (w2 + al) = (z+ @)1, (1 — al) = (wc + @)1, (g2 — al) + (zc + a)1)
= ((151 +x1) 4+ 2al, 29 — x1, (y1 — xl) — 2al,y2 + IL‘el)
~9 (xl +z 1,29 — 21, y1 — 21, y2 + argl),

proving that ¢: S/ ~1— S/ ~yg is indeed well-defined.
Now assume there exists (2}, 2L, 5, v, y., y5) € S such that

<x1+m61,x2—m61,yl—:vel,y2+m€1) = (x'1+m21+a1,mé—xél—{—bl,yi—m’el—al,yé—l—m’el—bl)
for some a,b € R. Then 2} = 21 + (zc — 2. — @)1, which implies that
xe — b = h(z1) — h(z}) = h(z1) — h(z1 + (e — 2L —a)1) = —(zc — 7)) + a.
Thus a = 2(x. — 2.). Similarly, y5 = y2 + (x. — 2. + b)1 implies that y. — ye = x. — 2. + b, but
yé—yez)\e—xé—)\e—l-xe:a:e—x;

and thus b = 0. Substituting the values of a and b we get

7y =21 — (a/2)1 y1 =y + (a/2)1
vy =22 — (a/2)1 ys = y2 + (a/2)1
55/52556‘}'372_1'6:1'6_@/2 yé:y€+yé_y6:ye+$e_$/g
=y +a/2.
Hence, (2}, 2., x5, y1, vl vh) ~1 (1, Te, T2, Y1, Ye, Y2), Proving injectivity. [
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Claim 2. ¢ is well-defined and injective.

Proof. Choose any (x1,x2,y1,y2) € S. We first observe that

z2 4+ (9(y2) — A)1 € X, y1 + h(z1)1 € Ty,
(331 - h(xl)]'?O) € il? ()\67:92 - (g(yQ) - )\6)1) € 1.

From this it is clear that

($1 —h(x1)1, 0, 22+ (9(y2) = AL, y1 +h(z1)1, A, y2 — (9(y2) — )\e)1> €.

For each a,b € R we have

x1+al — h(z; +al)l z1+ (a — h(z1) —a)l x1 — h(x1)1
0 0 0
T2+ b1+ (g(y2 —01) —A)1 | _ | w2+ (b+9g(y2) —b—A)1 | _ | 22+ (9(y2) — A)1
y1 —al + h(zy +al)l | oyt (—a+h(z)+a)l | y1 + h(z1)1
A A A
y2 — b1 — (g(y2 — b1) — Ao)1 Y2 + (=b—g(y2) + b+ A)1 y2 — (9(y2) — Ae)1

proving that 1: S/ ~o—> S / ~1 is indeed well-defined.
Now assume there exists (), x5, v}, v5) € S such that

z1 — h(z1)1 i — h(z))1+al
0 a
z2 4+ (9(y2) = A)1 | _ [ 22+ (9(y2) — A1 +al
y1 + h(z1)1 Yy + h(z])1l —al
Ae Ae — Q
y2 — (9(y2) — A1 Yo — (9(ya) — A)1 —al
for some a € R. Direct comparison gives a = 0. Using this with the substitutions b

h(z}) = h(z1) and ¢ = g(y2) — g(y3), we get
Ty =z + b1, Ty = x9 + 1, Yy =y — bl, yh = ys — cl.
Hence, (¢4, 2,5} yb) ~2 (21,22, 41, y2), proving injectivity.

This now concludes the proof of the result.
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