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Abstract

We characterize the shifted simple graphs and the 3-uniform shifted hypergraphs whose inverse
image under exterior shifting is the set of bases of a matroid: those are exactly the hypergraphs
whose hyperedges form an initial lex-segment. There are several examples of known matroids arising
in this way: the simplicial matroid, the hyperconnectivity matroid and the area-rigidity matroid. For
k ≥ 4, we provide a similar characterization for shifted k-uniform hypergraphs satisfying an additional
combinatorial condition.

For symmetric shifting, we prove an analogous characterization for shifted simple graphs, where
the classical generic rigidity matroid is an example of a matroid arising in this way.

1 Introduction
A collection H of k-element subsets of [n] is shifted if for every i < j, j ∈ S ∈ H, i /∈ S, also (S \ {j}) ∪
{i} ∈ H. After fixing a field, a canonical operation of algebraic shifting, which associates with every
simplicial complex K a shifted simplicial complex ∆(K), was introduced by Kalai [9, 10]. This operation
preserves some important properties of K, such as its f -vector and β-vector, while loses others, such
as the homotopy type of K. Various properties of K are described in terms of its shifting, such as its
homology and Cohen-Macaulyness over the fixed field.

Two different variations of algebraic shifting were introduced by Kalai: exterior shifting and symmetric
shifting. Given a simplicial complex K we denote by ∆e(K) and ∆s(K) its exterior and symmetric shifting
respectively, and sometimes omit the superscript for statements that hold for both types of algebraic
shifting. Throughout the paper all results on exterior shifting are satisfied over any field, and all results
on symmetric shifting are satisfied over any field of characteristic zero.

We start our exposition with a simple known example. Let n be a positive integer. The graphic
matroid of the complete graph on n vertices is a collection of all spanning trees on the vertex set [n]. Let
G be such a spanning tree. Note that since algebraic shifting preserves Betti numbers, for every edge
e ∈ ∆(G), we have 1 ∈ e. Note also that since algebraic shifting preserves f -vector, it then follows that
∆(G) = {12, 13, . . . , 1n}. Conversely, one can similarly verify that every G ∈ ∆−1({12, 13, . . . , 1n}) is a
spanning tree on [n]. Thus, we conclude that ∆−1({12, 13, . . . , 1n}) coincides with the graphic matroid of
the complete graph on n vertices. The main goal of this paper is to study this phenomenon in a general
setting.

Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n] (equivalently, the collection of facets of a pure
simplicial complex). Denote by

M(H) =

{
G ⊆

(
[n]

k

)
| ∆e(G) = H

}
all k-uniform hypergraphs whose exterior shifting is H. We say that H is matroidal if M(H) is the set
of bases of a matroid; we abuse notation and also denote that matroid by M(H).

For example, if H is the collection of k-subsets of [n] containing 1, then M(H) is the Crapo-Rota
simplicial matroid [6, 7], whose independent sets are the (k − 1)-acyclic collections of k-subsets of [n],
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namely those that do not support any (k − 1)-homology cycle over a fixed field; see e.g. [19, Chapter 6]
and [12, Section 4, Remark (2)] for further background. If H = {ij : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, i ≤ k} then M(H)
is Kalai’s k-hyperconnectivity matroid [11]; see e.g. [12, Section 4, Remark (2)] and [10, Section 2.7] for
further background. If H = {1ij : 2 ≤ i < j ≤ n, i ≤ 3} then M(H) is the area-rigidity matroid, as
recently proved in [5, Theorem 1.2].

We conjecture a combinatorial characterization of the algebraic property of being matroidal :

Conjecture 1.1. For every natural numbers 1 ≤ k ≤ n, a shifted k-uniform hypergraph H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
is

matroidal if and only if the hyperedges of H form an initial segment w.r.t. the lexicogrpaphic order (initial
lex-segment for short).

The "if" part follows easily from a result of Kalai [12, Section 4]. We prove the "only if" part for
k = 2 (i.e. for graphs) and for k = 3:

Theorem 1.2. For k = 2, 3, a shifted k-uniform hypergraph H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
is matroidal if and only if the

(hyper)edges of H form an initial lex-segment.

For k ≥ 4 we prove the "only if" part for k-uniform hypergraphs satisfying some technical condition
on their structure.

Theorem 1.3. Let k ≥ 4 and let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph such that sH /∈ H, where

sH is defined in terms of the lex-maximum element of H by (11)-(13). Then H is matroidal if and only
if the hyperedges of H form an initial lex-segment.

For the "only if" part of Theorem 1.2 we first make a reduction of the general problem to a certain
restricted subset of hypergraphs; and for each of them we find a suitable permutation π : [n] → [n]
such that the pair (H,π(H)), where π(H) = {π(T ) : T ∈ H}, violates the exchange axiom among the
elements of M(H). For the "only if" part of Theorem 1.3 we find a suitable such permutation π = π(sM )
for each H.

The analog of Theorem 1.2 for symmetric algebraic shifting is proved for k = 2 in Proposition 4.2.
For H = {ij : 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, i ≤ k} the corresponding matroid is the (generic) k-rigidity matroid, see
e.g. [14] and [10, Section 2.7], [16, Section 3.2] for further background, references and for a discussion of
this correspondence.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give a background on algebraic shifting and
matroids. In Section 3.1 we prove lemmas needed for proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3, and in
Section 3.2 we prove these theorems. In Section 4 we consider matroids arising from symmetric shifting,
and in Proposition 4.2 classify all matroidal simple graphs w.r.t. symmetric shifting. In Section 5 we
replace the matroidal property by a stronger algebraic property in Conjecture 1.1 that allows us to prove
the resulted "iff" combinatorial characterization. In Section 6 we conclude with related open problems.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Hypergraphs and simplicial complexes

Let [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}. Denote by
(
[n]
k

)
the set of subsets of [n] of size k. A simplicial complex K is a

collection of subsets of [n] which is closed under inclusion, i.e. S ⊆ T ∈ K implies S ∈ K. The elements
of K are called faces. The i-th skeleton of K is Ki = {S ∈ K : |S| = i + 1}. Faces which belong to Ki

are i-dimensional faces. The 0-dimensional faces are called vertices and the maximum faces with respect
to inclusion are called facets. If all facets have the same dimension, K is pure.

The f-vector (face vector) of K is f(K) = (f−1, f0, f1, . . .) where fi = |Ki|. The dimension of K
is dim(K) := max{i : fi(K) ̸= 0}. In particular, a 1-dimensional simplicial complex is a simple graph,
whose 1-dimensional faces are called edges.

The join of two simplicial complexes K and L with disjoint sets of vertices is the simplicial complex
K ∗ L = {S ∪ T : S ∈ K,T ∈ L}. The cone over a simplicial complex K is the join of K with a single
vertex, denoted by Cone(K).

Denote by βi(K,L) the i-th Betti number of K with coefficients in L, or simply βi(K) if L was
specified earlier. Denote by β(K) = (β0(K), β1(K), . . .) the Betti vector of K.

A simplicial complex K is shifted if for every i < j, j ∈ S ∈ K, also (S \ {j}) ∪ {i} ∈ K. Let <p

be the product partial order on equal sized ordered subsets of N. That is, for S = {s1 < . . . < sk} and
T = {t1 < . . . < tk} S ≤p T iff sj ≤ tj for every 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Then K is shifted iff S <p T ∈ K implies
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S ∈ K. Every simplicial complex has a shifted simplicial complex with the same f -vector given by the
combinatorial shifting K 7→ ∆c(K) introduced in [8]. We briefly describe this construction: for some
1 ≤ i < j ≤ n apply S 7→ (S \ {j}) ∪ {i} for all j ∈ S ∈ K, i /∈ S to obtain K ′, which is also a simplicial
complex, with the same f -vector. Repeat this process as long as possible to obtain a shifted simplicial
complex which we denote ∆c(K). Note that ∆c(K) depends on the order of choices of pairs i < j.

Note that a shifted simplicial complex K is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of spheres, where the
number of i-dimensional spheres in this wedge is |{S ∈ Ki : S ∪ {1} /∈ K}|. In particular, βi(K,L) =
|{S ∈ Ki : S ∪ {1} /∈ K}| for every field L.

A k-uniform hypergraph on n vertices is a collection of subsets of
(
[n]
k

)
. In particular, k-uniform

hypergraphs are in bijection with pure (k − 1)-dimensional simplicial complexes, by closing down to
subsets H 7→ K(H). We denote by Hi, fi(H), βi(H) the i-skeleton, number of i-faces, and i-th Betti
number of the corresponding simplicial complex K(H), resp.

Let <lex be the lexicographic order on equal sized subsets of N, i.e. S <lex T iff min(S△T ) ∈ S.
Throughout the paper, we will use a convention that writing {i1, i2, . . . , ik} means an ordered set, namely
i1 < i2 < . . . < ik, unless specified otherwise.

2.2 Algebraic shifting
The presentation in this section is based mainly on [10, 16].

Exterior shifting. Let F be a field and let L be a field extension of F of transcendental degree ≥ n2.
(e.g. F = Q and L = R). Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over L with a basis {e1, . . . , en}. Let∧

V be the graded exterior algebra over V . Denote eS = es1 ∧ . . .∧ esk where S = {s1 < . . . < sk}. Then
{eS : S ∈

(
[n]
k

)
} is a basis for

∧k
V , the k-th exterior power of V . Note that as K is a simplicial complex,

the ideal (eS : S /∈ K) of
∧
V and the vector subspace span{eS : S /∈ K} of

∧
V consist of the same set

of elements in
∧
V . Define the exterior algebra of K by∧

K = (
∧

V )/(eS : S /∈ K).

Let {f1, . . . , fn} be a basis of V , generic over F with respect to {e1, . . . , en}, which means that the
entries of the corresponding transition matrix X (eiX = fi for all i) are algebraically independent over
F. Let f̃S be the image of fS ∈

∧
V in

∧
(K). Define

∆e(K) = {S : f̃S /∈ span{f̃S′ : S′ <lex S}}

to be the exterior shifting of K.
Here is an equivalent definition of exterior shifting. Let X = (xij)1≤i≤n,1≤j≤n be an n by n matrix

over L which is generic over F, i.e. a matrix whose entries are algebraically independent over F. Let
X

((
[n]
k

)
;
(
[n]
k

))
be the k-th compound matrix of X, i.e., the

(
n
k

)
by

(
n
k

)
matrix of k by k minors of X.

Assume that the rows and the columns of X
((

[n]
k

)
;
(
[n]
k

))
are ordered lexicographically.

Given a collection H of k-subsets of [n] with |H| = m, let X
(
H;

(
[n]
k

))
be the m by

(
n
k

)
submatrix

of X
((

[n]
k

)
;
(
[n]
k

))
whose rows correspond to the k-sets in H. Now choose a basis of columns for the

column-space of X
(
H;

(
[n]
k

))
in the greedy way w.r.t. the lexicographic order: by simply taking those

columns which are not spanned by previous columns in the lexicographic order. Starting from a generic
over F matrix X define ∆e(H) to be the family of sets which are the indices of the chosen columns. For
a simplicial complex K define ∆(K) = ∪i∆(Ki), where Ki is an i-dimensional skeleton of K.

The equivalence of the definitions follows from the fact that fS =
∑

XST eT , where XST is the k by
k minor of X with rows and columns corresponding to the elements of S and T respectively.

Symmetric shifting. Let K be a simplicial complex and let R(K) be its Stanley-Reisner ring (face
ring):

R(K) = L[x1, . . . , xn]/IK ,

where IK is the homogeneous ideal generated by the monomials whose support is not in K, i.e. monomials
xi1 · xi2 · . . . · xir where {i1, i2, . . . , ir} /∈ K. Let y1, . . . , yn be generic over F linear combinations of
x1, . . . , xn. All monomials in yi’s span R(K). We now construct the basis GIN(K) of monomials in
the variables yi in the greedy way w.r.t. the lexicographic order. That is, a monomial m belongs to
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GIN(K) if and only if its image m̃ in R(K) is not a linear combination of images of monomials which are
lexicographically smaller, i.e.

GIN(K) = {m : m̃ /∈ spank{m̃′ : deg(m′) = deg(m),m′ <lex m}},

where
n∏

i=1

yai
i <lex

n∏
i=1

ybii iff for j = min{i : ai ̸= bi} aj > bj .

For example, y21 <lex y1y2 <lex y1y3 <lex . . . <lex y1yn <lex y22 <lex . . ..
The combinatorial information in GIN(K) is redundant: if m ∈ GIN(K) is of degree i ≤ dim(K) then

y1m, . . . , yim are also in GIN(K). Thus, GIN(K) can be reconstructed from its monomials of the form
m = yi1 · yi2 · . . . · yir where r ≤ i1 ≤ i2 ≤ . . . ≤ ir, r ≤ dim(K) + 1. Denote this set by gin(K), and
associate the set Sun(m) = {i1 − r + 1, i2 − r + 2, . . . , ir} with such a monomial m. Denote

∆s(K) = ∪{Sun(m) : m ∈ gin(K)}

to be the symmetric shifting of K.
Given a simplicial complex K, we will use the notation ∆(K) in the cases where a statement is satisfied

for both ∆e(K) and ∆s(K).
Both exterior and symmetric shiftings are canonical in the sense that they do not depend on the

choice of a generic basis and for a permutation π : [n] → [n] the induced simplicial complex K satisfies
∆(π(K)) = ∆(K). The following Theorem summarizes other properties of algebraic shifting (from now
on we will consider Betti numbers with coefficients in L):

Theorem 2.1. [10, Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and 3.2] Let K and L be simplicial complexes, and let ∆ denote
algebraic shifting (exterior or symmetric). Then:

1. ∆(K) is a simplicial complex.

2. ∆(K) = ∆(L) for L combinatorially isomorphic to K, see [4, Claim 1].

3. f(K) = f(∆(K)), see [4, Theorem 3.1].

4. β(K) = β(∆(K)), see [4, Theorem 3.1].

5. ∆(K) is shifted, see [4, Theorem 3.1], [12, Remark (4)].

6. If K is shifted then ∆(K) = K, see [4, Claim 1], [12, Remark (4)].

7. If L ⊆ K, then ∆(L) ⊆ ∆(K).

8. ∆(Cone(K)) = Cone(∆(K)), see [15, Corollary 5.4], [2, Lemma 3.3].

9. ∆(K) depends only on the characteristic of F.

2.3 Matroids
Throughout this section we follow [18].

Definition 2.2. A matroid M (on E) is an ordered pair (E, I) consisting of a finite set E and a collection
I of subsets of E having the following three properties:

(I1) ∅ ∈ I.

(I2) If I ∈ I and I ′ ⊆ I, then I ′ ∈ I.

(I3) If I1 and I2 are in I and |I1| < |I2|, then there is an element e of I2 \ I1 such that I1 ∪ e ∈ I.

The members of I are the independent sets of M , and E is the ground set of M . The maximal
independent sets are called bases. Here is an equivalent definition of a matroid in terms of bases:

Definition 2.3. A matroid M is an ordered pair (E,B) consisting of a finite set E and a collection B of
subsets of E having the following two properties:

(B1) B is non-empty.

(B2) If B1 and B2 are members of B and e1 ∈ B1 \B2, then there is an element e2 ∈ B2 \B1 such that
(B1 \ e1) ∪ e2 ∈ B.

The property (B2) is called the exchange axiom.

Example 2.4. Any finite collection of vectors is a ground set for a matroid whose independent sets are
linearly independent subsets of this collection and bases are linear bases of the linear span of this collection.
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3 Matroids arising from exterior shifting
Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n]. Denote by

M(H) =

{
G ⊆

(
[n]

k

)
| ∆e(G) = H

}
the set of all k-uniform hypergraphs on [n] whose exterior shifting equals H.

Definition 3.1. Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n]. H is matroidal if M(H) is the set of
bases of a matroid on

(
[n]
k

)
.

Kalai’s construction: Let X = (xij)1≤i≤n,1≤j≤n be an n× n-matrix over L.
For S, T ∈

(
[n]
k

)
let XST be the minor which corresponds to the k rows of X indexed by the elements of

S and the k columns of X indexed by the elements of T . That is, if S = {i1, . . . , ik} and T = {j1, . . . , jk},
then XST = det(xisjt)1≤s≤k,1≤t≤k.

Let B and H be subsets of
(
[n]
k

)
. Denote by X(B,H) the matrix (XST )S∈B,T∈H . Here, the rows and

the columns of X(B,H) are ordered by the lexicographic order on
(
[n]
k

)
.

The following definition appeared in [12, Section 4] and allows to construct a symmetric matroid for
any given H ⊆

(
[n]
k

)
.

Let X = (xij)1≤i,j≤n be an n× n-matrix over L which is generic over F. For a k-uniform hypergraph
H ⊆

(
[n]
k

)
define a matroid M ′(H) on

(
[n]
k

)
as follows: B ⊆

(
[n]
k

)
is independent in M ′(H) iff the rows of

X(B,H) are linearly independent.

Remark 3.2. [12, Section 4, Remark (2)] For H = {S ⊆
(
[n]
2

)
: S ∩ [k] ̸= ∅}, M ′(H) is the k-

hyperconnectivity matroid.
In fact, a more general statement is straightforward from the construction above. We call a subset

H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
an initial lex-segment if H =

{
T ′ ∈

(
[n]
k

)
| T ′ ≤lex T

}
for some T ∈

(
[n]
k

)
.

Corollary 3.3. Let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a k-uniform hypergraph whose hyperedges form an initial lex-segment.

Then H is matroidal.

Proof. We will verify that M(H) is the set of bases of the matroid M(H ′), or M(H) = M ′(H) for short.
Let B ∈ M(H), then H is a column basis chosen in the greedy way for the matrix X(B,

(
[n]
k

)
). Thus, the

columns of the matrix X(B,H) are linearly independent, hence B ∈ M ′(H).
For a basis B ∈ M ′(H) let us compute the exterior shifting of B: as the columns in X(B,H) are

linearly independent, and as for exterior shifting the basis of columns in the compound matrix is chosen
in the greedy way, ∆e(B) is given by some set G corresponding to |H| columns lexicographically smaller
than or equal to H. However, since H is an initial lex-segment, we conclude that this set G coincides
with H, namely ∆e(B) = H. Thus, M(H) = M ′(H) as desired.

3.1 Preparatory lemmas
In this section we present a series of lemmas and reductions which we will use in proofs of Theorems 1.2
and 1.3. In order to show that a shifted but not initial lex-segment k-uniform hypergraph H, satisfying
some extra condition, is not matroidal, we will choose a permutation π on [n] and an element e1 ∈ H for
which we then show that for every e2 ∈ π(H)\H holds ∆(H \e1)∪e2) ̸= H. Thus, using Theorem 2.1(2),
we will conclude that M(H) violates the exchange axiom.

Here is the first such extra condition, giving the first reduction.

Lemma 3.4 (Isolated vertex). Let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph such that n is an isolated

vertex and {2, 3, . . . , k + 1} ∈ H. Then H is not matroidal.

Proof. Consider two k-uniform hypergraphs H1 = H and H2 obtained from H by flipping the vertex 1
with the vertex n (see Fig. 1 for illustration). By its structure H1 contains the facets of the boundary
complex ∂σ of the simplex σ = {1, 2, . . . , k + 1}. In order to show that the pair H1, H2 violates the
exchange axiom we have to find e1 ∈ H1\H2 such that for every e2 ∈ H2\H1 we have that (H1\e1)∪e2 /∈
M(H). Let us take as e1 an arbitrary facet of ∂σ which contains 1. Such e1 indeed lies in H1 \H2 since
1 is an isolated vertex in H2. Note that βk−1(H1 \ e1) < βk−1(H1). As e2 we can take only hyperedges
containing the vertex n, which is an isolated vertex in H1. Thus, e2 does not belong to any (k − 1)-
homology cycle in (H1 \ e1) ∪ e2. Thus, βk−1((H1 \ e1) ∪ e2) = βk−1(H1 \ e1) < βk−1(H1). However,
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j

j − 1

3

n

2

1

H1

j

j − 1

3

n

2

1

H2

Figure 1: The graphs H1 and H2 violate the exchange axiom

since algebraic shifting preserves Betti numbers, see Theorem 2.1(4), we have βk−1(∆((H1 \ e1) ∪ e2)) =
βk−1((H1 \ e1) ∪ e2) = βk−1(H1 \ e1) < βk−1(H1) = βk−1(H). Thus, ((H1 \ e1) ∪ e2) /∈ M(H).

For a shifted k-uniform hypergraph H on [n] let its cone be the (k+1)-uniform hypergraph Cone(H) =
{{0} ∪ F : F ∈ H} where 0 < 1 for the definition of the lexicographic order over the larger vertex set
{0} ∪ [n].

Lemma 3.5 (Cone). Let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph. Suppose that H is not matroidal.

Then the (k + 1)-uniform shifted hypergraph Cone(H) ⊆
({0}∪[n]

k+1

)
is also not matroidal.

Proof. H is not matroidal, thus there is a pair of hypergraphs in M(H), denoted H1 and H2, that violates
the exchange axiom among the elements of M(H). Recall that by Theorem 2.1(8), for a k-uniform
hypergraph G, ∆(Cone(G)) = Cone(∆(G)). In particular, the hypergraphs {0} ∗H1 and {0} ∗H2 belong
to M({0} ∗H).

We now prove that {0} ∗ H1 and {0} ∗ H2 form a violating pair for the exchange axiom among the
elements of M({0} ∗ H). Since H1 and H2 violate the exchange axiom among the elements of M(H),
there exists e1 ∈ H1 \H2 such that for every e2 ∈ H2 \H1 we have that (H1 \ e1) ∪ e2 /∈ M(H). Since
every element in ({0} ∗H2) \ ({0} ∗H1) has a form e2 ∪ {0} for some e2 ∈ H2 \H1, it suffices to show
that ({0} ∗H1 \ {e1 ∪ {0}}) ∪ {e2 ∪ {0}} /∈ M({0} ∗H).

By Theorem 2.1(8) again,

∆(({0} ∗H1 \ (e1 ∪ {0})) ∪ (e2 ∪ {0})) = {0} ∗∆(((H1 \ e1) ∪ e2)).

On the other hand, since ∆((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= H, we get {0} ∗∆(((H1 \ e1) ∪ e2)) ̸= {0} ∗H.

We use this Cone Lemma to prove the lemma below, which in turn serves in the inductive step in the
proof of Theorem 1.2. While the base case is proven differently in the 2-uniform case and the 3-uniform
case of Theorem 1.2, the induction step is proved uniformly in both cases, so it is separated in the lemma
below. Denote st(1) := {S ∈

(
[n]
k

)
| 1 ∈ S}.

Lemma 3.6 (Reduction). Assume that for every shifted k-uniform hypergraph H whose hyperedges do
not form an initial lex-segment and additionally satisfies the two conditions below, it holds that H is not
matroidal.

(i) {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1} is a hyperedge of H.
(ii) There exists a subset {1, i2, . . . , ik} /∈ H with i2 > 2.
Then, for every shifted k-uniform hypergraph H whose hyperedges do not form an initial lex-segment

it holds that H is not matroidal.

Proof. Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n] whose hyperedges do not form an initial lex-
segment.

Assume that H does not satisfy (i). We prove by induction on k that H is not matroidal.
As {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1} is not in H and H is shifted, H has no hyperedge of the form {i1, i2, . . . , ik}

with i1 ≥ 2, i.e. H = {1} ∗ H ′ where H ′ is a (k − 1)-uniform shifted hypergraph (on [n] \ {1}) whose
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hyperedges do not form an initial lex-segment. Thus, by the induction hypothesis H ′ is not matroidal.
Hence by Lemma 3.5 H is not matroidal. To conclude, we may assume that the set {2, 3, . . . , k, k+1} is
a hyperedge of H.

Assume that H does not satisfy (ii). First note that this means that for every 1 ∈ S ∈
(
[n]
k

)
it

holds that S ∈ H. Indeed, if not then there exists {1, i2, . . . , ik} /∈ H. However, {1, i2, . . . , ik} ≤p

{1, n− k + 2, . . . , n− 1, n}, and as H is shifted we obtain {1, n− k + 2, . . . , n− 1, n} /∈ H. Negating (ii)
gives 2 = n− k + 2, hence n = k and H = {[n]} which is an initial lex-segment, a contradiction.

We now prove by induction on n that H is not matroidal. By assumption H \ st(1) is not an
initial lex-segment (on [n] \ {1}), and by the induction hypothesis it is not matroidal. Then there is a
pair of k-uniform hypergraphs G1, G2 on {2, . . . , n} violating the exchange axiom among the elements of
M(H\st(1)), i.e. there exists e1 ∈ G1\G2 such that for every e2 ∈ G2\G1 we have that ∆((G1\e1)∪e2)) ̸=
H \ st(1). (Here we shift w.r.t. the lexicographic order on k-subsets of {2, . . . , n}.)

We now prove that st(1) ∪ G1, st(1) ∪ G2 ∈ M(H), and they form a violating pair for the exchange
axiom among the elements of M(H).

On the one hand, st(1) ⊆ st(1) ∪ G1. Thus, by shiftedness of st(1) and the containment preserving
property, Theorem 2.1(7), we have that

st(1) = ∆(st(1)) ⊆ ∆(st(1) ∪G1). (1)

On the other hand, K({1} ∗ G1)≤k−1 ⊆ K(st(1) ∪ G1). Thus, since algebraic shifting is defined
degreewise and by Theorem 2.1(7) again,

∆
(
K ({1} ∗G1)k−1

)
⊆ ∆(st(1) ∪G1) . (2)

Since algebraic shifting is defined degreewise,

∆
(
K ({1} ∗G1)k−1

)
= (∆ (K({1} ∗G1))k−1 . (3)

By the Cone property Theorem 2.1(8) applied to the (k − 1)-skeleton we have:

(∆ (K({1} ∗G1)))k−1 = ({1} ∗∆(K(G1)))k−1. (4)

Substituting (4) in (3), and then (3) in (2) we obtain:

({1} ∗∆(K(G1)))k−1 ⊆ ∆(st(1) ∪G1) . (5)

Note that since ∆(G1) = H \ st(1), we get

({1} ∗ (K(H \ st(1))))k−1 ⊆ ∆(st(1) ∪G1) . (6)

Since algebraic shifting preserves the f -vector, the conditions (1) and (6) determine the algebraic
shifting of st(1) ∪G1, which is then equal to:

∆(st(1) ∪G1) = H.

Similarly for st(1) ∪G2.
We now show that the pair st(1)∪G1, st(1)∪G2 violates the exchange axiom among the elements of

M(H). For every e2 ∈ (st(1) ∪G2) \ (st(1) ∪G1) we have that

((st(1) ∪G1) \ e1) ∪ e2 = st(1) ∪ ((G1 \ e1) ∪ e2) ,

because e1 ∈ G1 \G2 and e2 ∈ G2 \G1, in particular e2 /∈ st(1).
Substituting in (5) the hypergraph (G1 \ e1) ∪ e2 instead of G1 we get:

({1} ∗∆(K((G1 \ e1) ∪ e2)))k−1 ⊆ ∆(st(1) ∪ ((G1 \ e1) ∪ e2)) .

Then, since ∆((G1 \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= H \ st(1), we conclude that

∆(st(1) ∪ ((G1 \ e1) ∪ e2)) ̸= H.

7



Lemma 3.7 (Homology). Let H ⊂
(
[n]
k

)
be a k-uniform shifted hypergraph such that a subset {1, i2, . . . , ik} /∈

H and all facets of a k-simplex boundary complex ∂T are hyperedges of H. Then, for every facet e1 of
∂T and every e2 ∈

(
[n]
k

)
such that {i2, . . . , ik} ⊂ e2, we have ∆((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= H.

Proof. The deletion of a hyperedge e1 from H decreases βk−1, i.e. βk−1(H \ e1) < βk−1(H). Since
{1, i2, . . . , ik} is not a hyperedge of H, then by shiftedness there are no hyperedges in H which contain
the set {i2, . . . , ik}. Thus, adding e2 completes no (k−1)-homology cycle, and thus βk−1((H \e1)∪e2) =
βk−1(H \ e1) < βk−1(H). Hence, by Theorem 2.1(4), ∆((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= ∆(H) = H.

Lemma 3.8 (Small e2). Let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph and let e1 ∈ H. Then for every

e2 ∈
(
[n]
k

)
such that e2 /∈ H and e2 <lex e1, ∆e((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= H.

Proof. Denote H ′ := (H \ e1) ∪ e2. Consider a compound matrix X(H ′, H ′). By the same argument as
in [12, Proposition 4.2] we get that detX(H ′, H ′) ̸= 0. Thus, the greedy basis for the column space of
the matrix X(H ′,

(
[n]
k

)
) is lexicographically not greater than H ′. Hence ∆e(H ′) ≤lex H ′. On the other

hand, H ′ <lex H since e2 <lex e1. We conclude that ∆e((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= ∆e(H) = H.

Denote by mH the maximum element of H w.r.t. the lexicographic order. If e1 = mH , then the
assertion of Lemma 3.8 holds also for symmetric shifting. The proof below works for both exterior and
symmetric shifting.

Lemma 3.9 (Case e2 <lex mH). Let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph. Then for every

e2 ∈
(
[n]
k

)
such that e2 /∈ H and e2 <lex mH , ∆((H \mH) ∪ e2) ̸= H.

Proof. Consider the hypergraph H ′ given by the initial lex-segment consisting of all elements up to mH not
including mH . H ′ is shifted, thus by Theorem 2.1(6) ∆(H ′) = H ′. On the other hand, ((H \mH)∪e2) ⊂
H ′, and thus by the containment preserving property Theorem 2.1(7), we have that ∆((H \mH)∪ e2) ⊂
∆(H ′). Note that mH /∈ H ′ = ∆(H ′) and thus mH /∈ ∆((H \mH)∪e2). However, mH ∈ H = ∆(H).

Lemma 3.10 (Induced subgraph). Let H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph, let e1 ∈ H and let

e2 ∈
(
[n]
k

)
such that max e2 < max e1. Then, ∆((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= H.

Proof. Denote t = max e2. Consider the induced k-uniform hypergraph H ′ ∈
(
[t]
k

)
given by

H ′ :=

{
I ∈ H| I ∈

(
[t]

k

)}
.

Note that since H is shifted, then so is H ′.
On the one hand, H ′ ∪ e2 ⊆ (H \ e1) ∪ e2, and thus by the containment preserving property, Theo-

rem 2.1(7), ∆(H ′ ∪ e2) ⊆ ∆((H \ e1) ∪ e2). On the other hand, since H ′ is shifted, by Theorem 2.1(6)
we have H ′ = ∆(H ′) ⊂ ∆(H ′ ∪ e2). Thus, ∆(H ′ ∪ e2) = H ′ ∪ {J}, where J ∈

(
[t]
k

)
. We conclude that

J ∈ ∆((H \ e1) ∪ e2) while J /∈ H.

Lemma 3.11 (Case e2 is almost small.). Let H ∈
(
[n]
k

)
be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph. Let e1 ∈ H

and let e2 ∈
(
[n]
k

)
such that e2 /∈ H. Let S ∈

(
[n]
k

)
such that S <lex e1, S /∈ H and |e2 \ S| = |S \ e2| = 1.

Then ∆e((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= H.

Proof. Denote e2 = {l1 < l2 < . . . < lk}, e2 \ S = {li} and S \ e2 = {y}. For convenience order
S = {l1, . . . , li−1, y, li+1, . . . lk}. Consider the compound matrix X((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S). Contrary
to the usual notations order its rows and columns in the following way: rows and columns corresponding
to H \ e1 are ordered in the lexicographic order, the row corresponding to e2 is the last row, and the
column corresponding to S is the last column, see Fig. 2.

Note that the reorderings made above do not affect the invertibility of X((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S)
since reordering of the subset S leads to the same ±1 sign change in front of all the entries in the column
corresponding to S, which preserves the linear span of the columns, and reordering rows and columns
also only changes the sign of the determinant.

Next we prove that the following determinant is nonzero:

detX((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) =
∑

σ∈Sfk−1(H)

(−1)sgn(σ)XT1σ(T1) · . . . ·XTfk−1(H)σ(Tfk−1(H)), (7)
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where Sm is a permutation group of the set [m].
Note that each factor XTiσ(Ti), where 1 ≤ i ≤ fk−1(H), in the expression above is a certain determi-

nant by itself:
XTiσ(Ti) =

∑
σ∈Sk

(−1)sgn(σ)xt1σ(t1) · . . . · xtkσ(tk), (8)

for Ti = {t1, . . . , tk}.
We call the diagonal monomial the monomial in detX((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) corresponding to

the choice of the identity permutations both in (7) and in (8) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ fk−1(H).
In order to prove that the matrix X((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) is invertible we will prove that the

coefficient of the diagonal monomial in detX((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) is nonzero.
Since |S \ e2| = 1 and |e2 \ S| = 1 the diagonal monomial has the form

k(fk−1(H)−1)+(k−1)∏
j=1

xijij · xpq, (9)

where p ̸= q, in fact p = li and q = y.
Note that every nondiagonal entry of the matrix X((H\e1)∪e2; (H\e1)∪S) contains in each summand

of its expansion a variable xpq where the two indices differ, namely p ̸= q. Thus, any permutation except
for the identity contributes to (7) only monomials with at least two nondiagonal entries. Thus, monomials
in detX((H \ e1)∪ e2; (H \ e1)∪S) of the form (9) can appear only in the summand in (7) corresponding
to the identity permutation. Any permutation on [k] except for the identity contributes to (8) at least
two factors xpq with p ̸= q. Thus, monomials in detX((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) of the form (9) can
appear only in the summand corresponding to the identity permutation in (7) and only when picking the
identity permutation in (8) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ fk−1(H). However, this is the definition of the diagonal
monomial. Thus, the only monomial of the form (9) is the diagonal monomial, so its coefficient is 1.

Since the matrix X((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) is invertible, the basis for the column space of the
matrix X((H \ e1)∪ e2;

(
[n]
k

)
) chosen in the greedy way is not lexicographically greater than (H \ e1)∪S.

Thus,
∆e((H \ e1) ∪ e2) ≤lex (H \ e1) ∪ S.

However, since S <lex e1, we have that

(H \ e1) ∪ S <lex H = ∆e(H).

Taking these together we conclude that ∆e((H \ e1) ∪ e2) <lex H.

H \ e1

H \ e1

e2

S

Figure 2: Compound matrix X((H \ e1) ∪ e2; (H \ e1) ∪ S) and diagonal monomial.

3.2 Proofs of main results
In this section we prove Theorem 1.2 and 1.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2, 2-uniform case. By Corollary 3.3 if the edges of H form an initial lex-segment,
then H is matroidal. For the opposite direction, by Lemma 3.6 we can assume that there is a subset
I ∈

(
[n]
2

)
such that 1 ∈ I and I /∈ H. Denote by {1, i} the lexicographically first such subset. Then by

shiftedness of H we conclude that {1, n} /∈ H, i.e. n is an isolated vertex. Since the edges of H do not
form an initial lex-segment, we conclude that {2, 3} ∈ H. Thus, by Lemma 3.4 we get that H is not
matroidal.

Recall that mH denotes the maximum element of H w.r.t. the lexicographic order, and the convention
of writing in order the elements of a set.

Proof of Theorem 1.2, 3-uniform case. By Corollary 3.3 if the hyperedges of H form an initial lex-
segment, then H is matroidal. For the opposite direction, By Lemma 3.6 we can assume that {2, 3, 4} ∈ H,
and that there is a subset I ∈

(
[n]
3

)
such that 1 ∈ I and I /∈ H. Denote by {1, j, i} the triple not in H

such that for every other triple {1, j′, i′} /∈ H, either i < i′, or i = i′ and j < j′. Equivalently, we can
order all triples in as on Fig. 3 and start moving a vertical line from the right side to the left until we
reach a situation where all triples from the left side of the line are hyperedges of H. Then, we take as
{1, j, i} the highest triple which is not a hyperedge of H from the first column on the right side of the
line.

1, 2, 3 1, 2, 4 1, 2, 5 1, 2, i 1, 2, n

1, 3, 4 1, 3, 5 1, 3, i 1, 3, n

1, j − 1, i 1, j − 1, n

1, j, i− 1 1, j, i 1, j, n

1, n− 1, n

Figure 3: Choice of {1ji}.

We now define a suitable permutation π and prove that the pair (H,π(H)), where π(H) = {π(T ) :
T ∈ H}, violates the exchange axiom among the elements of M(H). In order to do that we have to
provide an element e1 ∈ H \π(H) such that for every e2 ∈ π(H) \H we have that (H \ e1)∪ e2 /∈ M(H).

We split the argument according to the following two cases.
Case 1: {2, 3, n} ∈ H. Consider the transposition π = (1, i− 1) on [n] written in one-row notation.
By shiftedness of H and the assumption {2, 3, n} ∈ H, we have that {1, 2, n} ∈ H. Note also that

{1, 2, n} /∈ π(H) since π−1({1, 2, n}) = {2, i − 1, n} >p {1, i − 1, n} ≥p {1, j, i} /∈ H. We use above that
i− 1 > 2, which holds since otherwise {1, 2, 3} /∈ H and thus H would be empty. Take e1 = {1, 2, n}.

As e2 ∈ π(H) \H, by the definition of π, either 1 ∈ e2 or i− 1 ∈ e2. We exclude the former: if 1 ∈ e2
then π−1(e2) contains i− 1, hence π−1(e2) >p e2 /∈ H, so π−1(e2) /∈ H, a contradiction. Thus, i− 1 ∈ e2,
and we split into two cases:

1. e2 = {i − 1, x, y} (not assumed to be ordered) for some x < y and y ≥ i. Since {1, j, i} /∈ H also
{1, i− 1, y} /∈ H and we apply Lemma 3.7 (with T = {1, 2, 3, n} and {i2, i3} = {i− 1, y}).

2. e2 = {i − 1, x, y} (not assumed to be ordered) for some x < y and y < i. Then max e2 = i − 1 <
n = max e1 and we apply Lemma 3.10.

Case 2: {2, 3, n} /∈ H. Denote mH =: {a, b, c}, in order. We split the argument according to the
following two subcases: either a = 2, b = 3 or not, and find a suitable permutation π for each (we set
e1 = mH for both cases).

1. {a, b} ̸= {2, 3}.
Define a permutation π : [n] → [n] written in the two-row notation as:

π =

(
1 ... a ... b−1 b

∣∣ order

1 ... a ... b−1 n
∣∣ preserving

)
,

i.e. the set [b] is mapped as specified above and π : [n] \ [b] → [n] \π([b]) is the order-preserving bijection.
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Take e1 = mH . Note that e1 /∈ π(H). Indeed, if c < n then π−1(mH) = {a, b+ 1, c+ 1} >p mH , thus
π−1(mH) /∈ H by maximality of mH , and if c = n then mH = {a, b, n} ≥p {2, 3, n} /∈ H, a contradiction
to H being shifted.

We deal separately with the cases e2 <lex mH and e2 >lex mH (since e2 ∈ π(H) \H and mH ∈ H we
do not need to consider the case e2 = mH):

• e2 <lex mH. By Lemma 3.8 with e1 = mH we get that ∆((H \ mH) ∪ e2) <lex ∆(H). Thus,
(H \mH) ∪ e2 /∈ M(H) and we are done.

• e2 >lex mH. Then, by the definition of π and mH , e2 has the form e2 = {a, π(i), n} for some b <
i ≤ c. We argue by Lemma 3.11 with e1 = mH , and with S = {2, a, n} if a ̸= 2 and S = {a = 2, b− 1, n}
otherwise (here b − 1 ̸= 2 as we assumed {a, b} ̸= {2, 3}). Note that in either case S < mH and S /∈ H
since {2, 3, n} /∈ H, so the lemma applies.

2. {a, b} = {2, 3}.
Define a permutation π : [n] → [n] written in the two-row notation as:

π =

(
1 2 3

∣∣ order

1 n−1 n
∣∣ preserving

)
,

i.e. the set [3] is mapped as specified above and π : [n]\ [3] → [n]\π([3]) is the order-preserving bijection.
Set e1 = mH . Note that e1 /∈ π(H) since {n−1, n} ⊂ π−1(e1) but no element of H contains {n−1, n}

as {1, j, i} ≤p {1, n− 1, n} and {1, j, i} /∈ H.
Again, we deal separately with the cases e2 <lex mH and e2 >lex mH (we do not need to consider the

case e2 = mH as e2 ∈ π(H) \H):
• e2 <lex mH. By Lemma 3.8 we get ∆((H \mH) ∪ e2) <lex ∆(H), thus (H \mH) ∪ e2 /∈ M(H).
• e2 >lex mH. Then e2 has the form e2 = {π(i), n−1, n} for some b < i ≤ c. We argue by Lemma 3.7,

with T = {1, 2, 3, c} and i2 = n− 1, i3 = n.
This completes the proof of the theorem.

We now turn to prove Theorem 1.3. Recall that this theorem applies to shifted k-uniform hypergraphs
which do not contain a certain k-subset sH defined in terms of mH . We define sH by (11)-(13) based on
the following two cases:

Case 1: The maximum element of mH is not equal to n. Then mH has the form

mH = {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, . . . , c+ l, d} (10)

with d ̸= n and b < c − 1, where l ∈ Z≥0. Note that possibly c is the smallest element of mH in
which case mH = {c, c+ 1, c+ 2, . . . , c+ l, d}, namely {a, . . . , b} could be the empty set.

If c = 1, then mH = {1, 2, 3, . . . , l + 1, d}. Then by the shiftedness of H the hyperedges of H form
an initial lex-segment. Thus, we can assume c ̸= 1. (Actually, by Lemma 3.6 we can even assume
that 1 /∈ mH , but we will not use it.)

Then define:
sH = {a, . . . , b, c− 1, n− (l + 1), n− l, . . . , n− 1}. (11)

Case 2: The maximum element of mH is equal to n. Then mH has the form

mH = {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, c+ 2, . . . , c+ l, n−m,n−m+ 1, . . . , n− 1, n}, (12)

where b < c − 1, l,m ∈ Z≥0. Note that n − m might be the smallest element of mH , and then
mH = {n−m,n−m+1, . . . , n−1, n}, namely {a, . . . , b, c, c+1, c+2, . . . , c+ l} could be the empty
set. However, if n−m is the smallest element of mH , H is a complete hypergraph, and, in particular,
its hyperedges form an initial lex-segment. Thus, from now on we will assume that n − m is not
the smallest element of mH . In particular, that c+ l < n−m− 1. This implies that c ∈ mH (still c
might be the smallest one, and then mH = {c, c+1, c+2, . . . , c+ l, n−m,n−m+1, . . . , n− 1, n},
namely {a, . . . , b} is an empty set).

If c = 1, then mH = {1, 2, 3, . . . , l + 1, n − m,n − m + 1, . . . , n − 1, n}. Then by the shiftedness
of H the hyperedges of H form an initial lex-segment. Thus, we can assume c ̸= 1. (Again, by
Lemma 3.6 we can even assume that 1 /∈ mH , but we will not use it).

Then define:

sH = {a, . . . , b, c− 1, n−m− l, n−m− l + 1, . . . , n−m− 1, n−m, . . . , n}. (13)
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Note that in both cases sH is a k-subset of [n] since b ̸= c− 1 and c > 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Corollary 3.3 if the hyperedges of H form an initial lex-segment, then H is
matroidal. We now prove the opposite direction.

We define a permutation π : [n] → [n] according to Case 1 and Case 2 separately:

Case 1: In this case we define a permutation π : [n] → [n] written in the two-row notation as:

π =

(
a ... b

∣∣ c c+1 c+2 ... c+l d
∣∣ order

a ... b
∣∣ n−(l+1) n−l n−l+1 ... n−1 n

∣∣ preserving

)
,

i.e. the elements of mH are mapped as specified above and π : [n] \ mH → [n] \ π(mH) is the
order-preserving bijection.

a b c+ 1 c+ l d

id

nc

Figure 4: Image of mH under the permutation π, Case 1.

Case 2: In this case we define a permutation π : [n] → [n] written in the two-row notation as:

π =

(
a ... b

∣∣ c c+1 c+2 ... c+l
∣∣ n−m n−m+1 ... n−1 n

∣∣ order

a ... b
∣∣ n−m−(l+1) n−m−l n−m−l+1 ... n−m−1

∣∣ n−m n−m+1 ... n−1 n
∣∣ preserving

)
,

i.e. the elements of mH are mapped as specified above and π : [n] \ mH → [n] \ π(mH) is the
order-preserving bijection.

a b c+ 1 c+ l n−m

id id

nc

Figure 5: Image of mH under the permutation π, Case 2.

In Figures 4 and 5 we pictorially explain the definition of π according to Cases 1 and 2 respectively.
The element mH ∈ H is drawn in grey above the horizontal line and its image π(mH) is drawn below
the horizontal line.

Claim 1. Every x ∈ {1, . . . , c− 1} is a fixed point of π, i.e. π(x) = x.

Proof of Claim 1. In Case 1 n− (l+1) > c since d < n and in Case 2 n−m− (l+1) > c by assumption
that c + l < n − m. Thus, in either case, π is the identity on [c − 1] ∩ mH and order-preserving on
[c− 1] \mH , hence the restriction of π to [c− 1] is the identity map.

We now prove that the pair (H,π(H)), where π(H) = {π(T ) : T ∈ H}, violates the exchange axiom.
Again, we will provide an element e1 ∈ H \ π(H) such that for every e2 ∈ π(H) \ H we have that
(H \ e1) ∪ e2 /∈ M(H). Denote mH =: {a1, a2, . . . , ak}.

Claim 2. In Case 1 every e ∈ π(H) such that e ≥lex mH has the following form:

e = {a, . . . , b, n− (l + 1), n− l, . . . , n− 1} ∪ {π(i)}, where c+ l < i ≤ d. (14)

In Case 2 every e ∈ π(H) such that e ≥lex mH has the following form:

e = {a, . . . , b, n−m− (l + 1), n−m− l, . . . , n−m− 1, n−m, . . . , n}. (15)

Proof of Claim 2. Suppose e ∈ π(H) is such that e ≥lex mH . Denote by f = {f1, . . . , fk} := π−1(e) the
inverse image of e under π. Since f,mH ∈ H, and mH is the lex-maximum of H, either f = mH or
there exists a minimal i ∈ [k] such that fi < ai. We now split our argument according to the cases in the
definition of π.

Case 1: We prove that f has the form {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, . . . , c+ l} ∪ {i}, where c+ l < i ≤ d.
First, we show that f starts with a, . . . , b, c. Indeed, suppose not, for a contradiction. Denote t =

|{a, . . . , b, c}|. Then as f <lex mH , the set of least t elements of f is lexicographically smaller than the
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set of least t elements of mH . But then f contains an element of the set [c − 1] \mH , denote it x. By
Claim 1, π(x) = x, hence x ∈ e. Thus, e <lex mH , a contradiction. Thus,

f = {a, . . . , b, c, . . .}.

Since f ≤ mH and mH has the form (10), we get that

f = {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, c+ 2, . . . , c+ l, . . .}.

As f has one more element than already specified we conclude that

f = {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, . . . , c+ l} ∪ {i}, where c+ l < i ≤ d.

Thus, by the definition of π and by Claim 1,

e = {a, . . . , b, n− (l + 1), n− l, . . . , n− 1} ∪ {π(i)}, where c+ l < i ≤ d.

Case 2: Similarly to the previous case we prove that

f = {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, c+ 2, . . . , c+ l, n−m, . . . , n}.

We have that f starts with a, . . . , b, c by the same argument as the one used for Case 1. Thus,
f = {a, . . . , b, c, . . .}. Since f ≤ mH and mH has the form (12), we get that f = {a, . . . , c, c + 1, c +
2, . . . , c+ l, . . .}.

Note that f has m + 1 more elements. Suppose for contradiction that the set of greatest m + 1
elements of f is not the set {n−m, . . . n}. Then, since π({n−m, . . . , n}) = {n−m, . . . , n}, we get that
mH > π(f) = e, contrary to our assumption e ≥ mH . Thus,

f = {a, . . . , b, c, c+ 1, . . . , c+ l, n−m, . . . , n}.

By the definition of π and by Claim 1

e = {a, . . . , b, n−m− (l + 1), n−m− l, n−m− l + 1, . . . , n−m− 1, n−m, . . . , n}.

Note that since π([c− 1]) = [c− 1] (Claim 1) and π(c) > c, then π(mH) > mH in both cases. Hence,
π(mH) /∈ H. Thus, H ̸= π(H).

We now prove that by the definition of π and Claim 2, mH actually belongs to the difference H \π(H).
Indeed, by Claim 2 every e ∈ π(H) such that e ≥ mH has the form (14) in Case 1 and (15) in Case

2. In Case 1, by (14) and assuming (for a contradiction) e = mH , we get c = min(n − (l + 1), π(i)).
If c = n − (l + 1) then c + l = n − 1 so π(i) = n ∈ e = mH , a contradiction; else c = π(i) hence
c + 1 = n − (l + 1), . . . , c + l = n − 2 thus d = n − 1, but then by the definition of π we have π(n) = c.
Combined, we get π(n) = c = π(i), so n = i ≤ d. However, d < n, a contradiction. In Case 2 π−1(c) > c,
thus from (15) we conclude that e ̸= mH . Hence mH /∈ π(H).

Take e1 = mH . Let e2 ∈ π(H) \H.
We deal separately with e2 <lex mH and e2 >lex mH (again, since e2 ∈ π(H) \H and mH ∈ H we do

not need to consider the case e2 = mH):
• e2 <lex mH. By Lemma 3.8 we get ∆((H \mH) ∪ e2) <lex ∆(H), thus, (H \mH) ∪ e2 /∈ M(H).
• e2 >lex mH.
First, note that |sH \ e2| = 1 and |e2 \ sH | = 1. This is a straightforward comparison of the equations

(14) with (11) and (15) with (13). Also, sH <lex mH by construction and sH /∈ H by assumption.
By Lemma 3.11 with e1 = mH and S = sH we get ∆e((H \mH) ∪ e2) <lex H.
Thus, the pair (H,π(H)) violates the exchange axiom among the elements of M(H).

Example 3.12. Consider the 2-uniform hypergraph H = {12, 13, 23} on [5]. Note that the (hyper)edges
of H do not form an initial lex-segment. Thus, by Theorem 1.3 H is not matroidal. In this case one can
verify this directly. Since algebraic shifting preserves f -vector and β-vector (see Theorem 2.1(3,4)) and
the only shifted 2-uniform hypergraph on [5] with 3 (hyper)edges and an one cycle is H, we conclude that
M(H) consists of all 2-uniform hypergraph on [5] with 3 edges forming a triangle boundary. However,
the pair of elements {12, 13, 23}, {14, 15, 45} ∈ M(H) does not satisfy the exchange axiom.
Remark 3.13. Let us now restrict our attention to a class of shifted k-uniform hypergraphs which are
given by picking a single k-subset and closing down w.r.t. the partial order <p. Shifted pure simplicial
complexes of this type were called shifted matroids in [1, Section 4], and principal order ideals in [13,
Section 5.4]. For a shifted hypergraph which belongs to this class and which is not an initial lex-segment,
we have sH /∈ H. It follows that Theorem 1.3 covers all shifted hypergraphs from this class.
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4 Matroids arising from symmetric shifting
Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n]. Denote by

Ms(H) = {G ⊆
(
[n]

k

)
| ∆s(G) = H}

the set of all k-uniform hypergraphs whose symmetric shifting is H.

Definition 4.1. Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n]. H is s-matroidal if Ms(H) is the set
of bases of a matroid on

(
[n]
k

)
.

Proposition 4.2. A simple graph H ⊆
(
[n]
2

)
is s-matroidal if and only if the edges of H form an initial

lex-segment.

The fact that the inverse image of an initial lex-segment w.r.t. the lexicographic order under exterior
shifting is a set of bases of a matroid was proven via providing a concrete representation of this matroid.
This representation was given by a compound matrix. The main goal of this section is finding an analogue
of this result for the symmetric shifting of graphs.

Let x1, x2, . . . , xn be a set of n variables, and y1, y2, . . . , yn be their generic linear combinations over
the field F. Let B be some subset of all squarefree monomials in xi’s of degree 2, and H some subset of
squarefree monomials in yi’s of degree 2. Denote by Y (B,H) the n+ |B| by n+ |H| matrix whose rows
are labeled by the set {x2

i | i ∈ [n]} ∪ B, and columns are labeled by the set {y1yi| i ∈ [n]} ∪ S−1
un (H),

where S−1
un is the inverse of the unsquaring operation Sun, see Section 2.2; indeed the image of S−1

un involve
only monomials in y2, . . . , yn. Here, the rows and columns of X(B,H) are ordered in such a way that
Y (B,H) is a block matrix whose top left block is labeled by {x2

i | i ∈ [n]} and {y1yi| i ∈ [n]}, and the
bottom right block by B and S−1

un (H), see Fig. 6. The rows and columns in each block are labeled by
the lexicographic order on monomials.

x2
i

y1yi S−1
un (H)

B

Figure 6: Matrix Y (B,H).

Any monomial in yi’s can be decomposed uniquely in terms of monomials in xi’s: yS =
∑

αSTxT ,
where S and T are multisets. We are now ready to define the entries of the matrix Y (B,H): at the entry
corresponding to the row xS and the column yT we put αST .

For a set of degree 2 squarefree monomials H define a matroid N ′(H) on
(
[n]
2

)
as follows: B ⊆

(
[n]
2

)
such that |B| = |H| is a basis in N ′(H) if the rows of Y (B,H) are linearly independent.

For graphs B,H we will write Y (B,H) and N ′(H) identifying the graphs with the monomials spanned
by their edges.

Proposition 4.3. Let H ⊆
(
[n]
2

)
be a simple graph whose edges form an initial lex-segment. Then H is

s-matroidal.

Proof. In order to prove that Ms(H) is a matroid, we will prove that Ms(H) = N ′(H), where the latter
is a matroid.

We first prove that Ms(H) ⊆ N ′(H). Consider a graph G ∈ Ms(H), i.e. G such that ∆s(G) = H.
Since ∆s(G) = H and by Theorem 2.1(3) algebraic shifting preserves f -vector, we know that S−1

un (G) ⊆
GIN(G) is the set of first |H| monomials in the lexicographic order starting from x2

2. By the same reason
GIN(H) contains n monomials of degree 1. However, there are only n of them in total, namely, y1, . . . , yn,
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so GIN(H) contains {yi| i ∈ [n]}. By the redundancy property of GIN(H), the other monomials that
GIN(H) contains are of the form y1yi for every i ∈ [n]. Thus, the columns of the matrix Y (G,H) are
linearly independent. Hence so are the rows, and we conclude that G ∈ N ′(H).

We now prove that N ′(H) ⊆ Ms(H). Consider a graph G ∈ N ′(H), i.e. G such that the rows of the
matrix Y (G,H) are linearly independent. If the rows of the matrix Y (G,H) are linearly independent,
then so are its columns. This means that a basis for the column space of Y

(
G,

(
[n]
2

))
chosen in the

greedy way, is lexicographically not greater than {y1yi| i ∈ [n]} ∪ S−1
un (H). On the other hand, the latter

is an initial lex-segment, hence it cannot be smaller, so they are equal. Applying the operation Sun to
the monomials labeling these columns, we conclude that ∆s(G) = H.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. If the hyperedges of H form an initial lex-segment, then H is matroidal by
Proposition 4.3. Conversely, note that in the proof of Theorem 1.2 for k = 2 for the "only if" direction,
we have used only properties of algebraic shiftings which are satisfied for both exterior and symmetric
shifting, namely Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6. Thus, that proof is valid in the symmetric case as well.

5 Lex-matroidal hypergraphs

For any S ∈
(
[n]
k

)
denote by

H(S) = {T ∈
(
[n]

k

)
| T ∈ H and T ≤lex S}

the sub-hypergraph of H consisting of all hyperedges in H that are lexicographically not greater than S.

Definition 5.1. Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph on [n]. H is lex-matroidal if H(S) is matroidal
for every S.

We prove the analog of Conjecture 1.1 for this stronger notion:

Proposition 5.2. A shifted k-uniform hypergraph H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
is lex-matroidal iff the hyperedges of H form

an initial lex-segment.

Proof. By Corollary 3.3 if the hyperedges of H form an initial lex-segment, then H is matroidal. For
every hyperedge S of H the set H(S) is an initial lex-segment, and thus it is matroidal.

We now prove that if the hyperedges of H do not form an initial lex-segment, then H is not lex-
matroidal.

By Lemma 3.6 we can assume that there is a set {1, i2, . . . , ik}, where i2 > 2, which is not the
hyperedge of H and that {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1} is a hyperedge of H. Define a permutation π : [n] → [n]
written in the two-row notation as:

π =

(
3 4 . . . k k + 1

∣∣ order
i2 i3 . . . ik−1 ik

∣∣ preserving

)
,

i.e. the elements of {3, 4, . . . , k, k + 1} are mapped as specified above and π : [n] \ {3, 4, . . . , k, k + 1} →
[n] \ π({3, 4, . . . , k, k + 1}) is the order-preserving bijection.

Since i2 > 2 we note that π(1) = 1 and π(2) = 2.
Note also that by shiftedness of H and the fact that {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1} is a hyperedge of H we have

that all facets of the boundary complex of the simplex {1, 2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1} are hyperedges of H. Then
π(H) contains as hyperedges all facets of the boundary complex of the simplex {1, 2, i2, . . . , ik}.

Take S = {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1}. By Theorem 2.1(2,6), ∆(π(H(S))) = ∆(H(S)) = H(S). I ′ :=
{1, i2, i3, . . . , ik} /∈ H(S), however I ′ ∈ π(H(S)) since π({1, 3, 4, . . . , k, k + 1}) = I ′. Thus, H(S) ̸=
π(H(S)). We claim that the pair of k-hypergraphs H(S), π(H(S)) ∈ M(H(S)) violates the exchange
axiom among the elements of M(H(S)).

Since π(1) = 1 the only hyperedge of π(H(S)), which does not contain 1, is π(S) = {2, i2, i3, . . . , ik−1, ik}.
By shiftedness of H(S), {2, i2, i3, . . . , ik−1, ik} ̸= {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1}. Thus, e1 = {2, 3, . . . , k, k + 1} ∈
H(S) \ π(H(S)). The deletion of the hyperedge e1 form H(S) decreases βk−1, i.e. βk−1(H(S) \
e1) < βk−1(H(S)). There is no hyperedge of π(H(S)) except possibly {2, i2, . . . , ik} whose addition to
H(S) \ e1 increases βk−1, because all these hyperedges contain 1. For e2 = {2, i2, . . . , ik} by Lemma 3.7
∆((H(S) \ e1) ∪ e2) ̸= ∆(H(S)), hence (H(S) \ e1) ∪ e2 /∈ M(H(S)). Thus, the pair H(S), π(H(S))
violates the exchange axiom among the elements of M(H(S)), hence H(S) is not matroidal. Thus, H is
not lex-matroidal.
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Corollary 5.3. Let H be a shifted k-uniform hypergraph which is the union of an initial lex-segment and
another set T , such that H is not an initial lex-segment. Then H is not matroidal.

Proof. Note that H(S) for every {S ∈ H| S <lex T} is an initial lex-segment, and H(S) = H(T ) for
every S ≥lex T . Hence H is not matroidal iff H(T ) is not matroidal iff H is not lex-matroidal. Then the
assertion follows from Proposition 5.2.

6 Concluding remarks
We state here several directions for further research related to our results.

We characterized s-matroidal simple graphs in Proposition 4.2. The next natural question is to study
s-matroidal hypergraphs.

Problem 6.1. Characterize which shifted k-uniform hypergraphs are s-matroidal.

Note that algebraic shifting can be defined not only w.r.t. the lexicographic order, but also w.r.t.
any linear extension of the partial order <p, see [10, Section 2.1, Remark]. Thus, one can extend the
definition of matroidal hypergraph w.r.t. any linear extension of <p and try to characterize them.

Remark 6.2. If H ⊆
(
[n]
k

)
is a shifted k-uniform hypergraph whose hyperedges form an initial segment

w.r.t. some linear extension of the partial order <p, then H is matroidal in this extended sense if we shift
w.r.t. the same linear extension. In order to see it, one can simulate the proof of Corollary 3.3.

The other direction is not clear.

Problem 6.3. Characterize combinatorialy which shifted k-uniform hypergraphs are matroidal when we
shift w.r.t. an arbitrary linear extension of the partial order <p.

Any initial segment H w.r.t. the lexicographic order gives rise to a matroid M(H) which we can
describe in two different ways. The first one is via exterior shifting: M(H) = {G ⊆

(
[n]
k

)
| ∆e(G) = H}.

The second one is via a concrete representation given by the matroid M ′(H), as described in Section
3. For the Crapo-Rota simplicial matroid M(H), where H = {S ⊂

(
[n]
k

)
| 1 ∈ S}, we have a third

description which is a combinatorial characterization. Namely, the independent sets of M(H) are the
(k− 1)-acyclic collections of k-subsets of [n]. However, for other initial segments H such a combinatorial
characterization of the matroid M(H) is not known. For area-rigidity, and more generally volume-rigidity,
this was addressed in [5, Problem 5.3].

Problem 6.4. Find a combinatorial characterization of the matroid M(H) for every initial lex-segment H.

One can also hope to find a rigidity-style description for any matroid given by an initial lex-segment,
like it exists, for example, for H = {{i, j}| {i, j} ≤lex {k, n}} via hyperconnectivity and for H =
{{1, i, j}| {1, i, j} ≤lex {1, 3, n}} via area-rigidity.

A computational direction is whether there exists a deterministic polynomial-time algorithm that
given a uniform hypergraph checks its membership in M(H) for a fixed initial lex-segment hypergraph
H. In general, the computation of algebraic shifting involves the computation of symbolic determinants;
see [10, Problem 8]. Even the case of 2-hyperconnectivity, namely H = {A : A ≤lex {2, n}}, is open [3].
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