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Abstract

Deletion and contraction operations on lattices enriched with a generating set were
introduced by the author in [10]; and from these a notion of minors. When applied to
the lattice of flats of a graph, these correspond to the same operations applied to the
graph when the vertices are labeled and the edges unlabeled, followed by simplifying
the resultant graph. We introduce a partial ordering of the minors of a given generator
enriched lattice which we call the minor poset. We show that the minor poset of any
generator enriched lattice is isomorphic to the face poset of a regular CW sphere, and
in particular, is Eulerian. Furthermore, inequalities for the coefficients of cd-indices of
minor posets are established. We also give a forbidden minor characterization of the
generator enriched lattices whose minor poset is itself a lattice. Minor posets admit a
decomposition into a disjoint union of Boolean algebras. We use this decomposition to
derive formulas for the rank generating function of minor posets associated to geometric
lattices with generating set consisting of the join irreducibles, and for minor posets
associated to a class generalizing distributive lattices.

1 Introduction

Let G be a finite graph with labeled vertices and unlabeled edges. The minors of G, that
is, graphs obtained by deleting and contracting edges of G, inherit a vertex labeling. These
vertex labeled minors of G may be partially ordered by defining H1 ≤ H2 when H1 is a minor
of H2. When G admits a planar embedding where all the vertices lie on a circle, this partial
order on the simple minors of G arises as a lower interval in the well-studied uncrossing
poset; see [11, 15, 16]. In [11] Hersh and Kenyon show the uncrossing poset is isomorphic to
the face poset of a regular CW complex. Hence, the poset of minors of a graph admitting a
planar embedding with all vertices on a circle is the face poset of a regular CW sphere, and
in particular, is Eulerian.
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It is natural to ask whether this result holds for larger classes of graphs, or even if this
construction may be extended to matroids. Given a graph, the minors of the lattice of flats
(defined in Section 2.1), are in bijection with the vertex labeled minors of the graph ([10,
Theorem 3.9]). This result generalizes to the setting of polymatroids ([10, Theorem 3.11]). In
this work we begin the study of minor posets of generator enriched lattices, which generalize
the notion of posets of simple vertex labeled minors discussed above.

In Section 2 generator enriched lattices and the notions of deletion and contraction on gen-
erator enriched lattices are defined, and some basic results are discussed. In Section 3 the
minor poset is introduced. The class of generator enriched lattices for which the minor poset
is itself a lattice is characterized in terms of five forbidden minors in Proposition 3.3.2 and
Theorem 3.3.6. A decomposition of the minor poset into Boolean algebras is given in Theo-
rem 3.4.1. This decomposition is used to give expressions for the rank generating function of
minor posets of geometric lattices with generating set consisting of the join irreducibles and
of lattices with the no parallels property (Definition 3.3.1). This class includes distributive
lattices with generating set consisting of the join irreducibles. See Theorems 3.4.3 and 3.4.5.

In Section 4 the minor poset of any generator enriched lattice is shown to be isomorphic to
the face poset of a regular CW sphere; see Section 4.3.3. This is done via a construction
using the zipping operation of Reading [18] in Theorem 4.3.1. Using this construction,
in Corollaries 4.3.4 and 4.3.5 we derive inequalities between the coefficients of cd-indices of
minor posets when there is a structure preserving surjection between the associated generator
enriched lattices. In particular, we show that the cd-index of the n-dimensional cube is the
coefficientwise maximum of cd-indices of minor posets of rank n+ 1.

We discuss some open questions and future work in Section 5.

2 Lattice minors

2.1 Definitions

We begin by defining a few basic notions, which were introduced by the author in [10].

Definition 2.1.1. A generator enriched lattice is a pair (L,G) such that L is a finite lattice
and G ⊆ L \ {0̂} generates the lattice L via the join operation.

Given a generator enriched lattice (L,G) the elements of G will be referred to as generators
of (L,G). Necessarily G must include the set of join irreducibles of L, which we denote
by irr(L). When G = irr(L) the generator enriched lattice (L,G) is said to be minimally
generated. Note that the generating set G may be empty. In this case the lattice L consists
of a single element, say x, and we denote this generator enriched lattice as (x, ∅) as opposed
to ({x}, ∅).
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Figure 1: In (a) is the Hasse diagram of a lattice L with irr(L) = {g, h, i}, and in (b) is
the diagram of the associated minimally generated lattice (L, irr(L)). In (c) is the Hasse
diagram of the Boolean algebra B2, which is also the diagram of the minimally generated
lattice (B2, {j, k}), and in (d) is the diagram of the generator enriched lattice (B2, {j, k, 1̂}).

Given a lattice L, let H ⊆ L\{0̂} and let z ∈ L be an element such that z < h for all h ∈ H.
Define the generator enriched lattice with generating set H and minimal element z to be

〈H|z〉 =

({
z ∨

∨

x∈X

x : X ⊆ H

}
, H

)

=

(
{z} ∪

{∨

x∈X

x : ∅ 6= X ⊆ H

}
, H

)
.

Usually when listing H explicitly the set brackets will be omitted.

Generator enriched lattices will be depicted by diagrams analogous to Cayley graphs for
groups. The diagram of a generator enriched lattice (L,G) is a directed graph with vertex
set L. The edges are all pairs (`, `∨g) for ` ∈ L and g ∈ G provided ` 6= `∨g. Similar to Hasse
diagrams all diagrams of generator enriched lattices will be depicted with edges directed
upwards. The diagram determines the generator enriched lattice. The minimal element 0̂
is the unique source vertex and the generating set consists of all elements incident to 0̂.
Furthermore, the order relation is read off just as from a Hasse diagram, the relation `1 ≤ `2

holds if and only if there is a directed path in the diagram from `1 to `2. Figure 1 shows
examples of diagrams of generator enriched lattices.

The structure preserving maps between generator enriched lattices are called strong maps.

Definition 2.1.2. Let (L,G) and (K,H) be two generator enriched lattices. A strong map
is a map f : L → K that is join-preserving and satisfies f(G) ⊆ H ∪ {0̂K}. We use the
notation f : (L,G)→ (K,H) to denote a strong map f from (L,G) to (K,H).

A strong map f : (L,G)→ (K,H) is said to be injective when it is injective as a map on the
underlying lattices, and surjective when f(G ∪ {0̂L}) = H ∪ {0̂K}. Two generator enriched
lattices are said to be isomorphic when there is a strong bijection between them.

3



If both L and K are minimally generated geometric lattices then the definition of a strong
map from L to K given here agrees with the usual definition of a strong map between simple
matroids as introduced by Higgs in [12, pp. 1].

Let Bn denote the Boolean algebra of rank n, that is, the set of all subsets of [n] = {1, . . . , n}
ordered by inclusion. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) with n generators there is a
strong surjection from (Bn, irr(Bn)) onto (L,G). To construct such a map, label the elements
of the generating set as G = {g1, . . . , gn}. Let θ : Bn → L be the map defined for X ⊆ [n]
by

θ(X) =
∨

x∈X

gx.

This map θ will be referred to as the canonical strong map onto (L,G).

Definition 2.1.3. Given a generator enriched lattice (L,G) and I ⊆ G the deletion by I is
the generator enriched lattice

(L,G) \ I = 〈G \ I|0̂〉.
Set i0 =

∨
i∈I i and J = {g ∨ i0 : g ∈ G} \ {i0}. The contraction of (L,G) by I is the

generator enriched lattice
(L,G)/I = 〈J |i0〉.

The restriction of (L,G) by I is the generator enriched lattice

(L,G)|I = (L,G) \ (G \ I) = 〈G ∩ I|0̂〉.

It will be convenient at times to instead index deletion and contractions by subsets of [n] or
by elements of L. To this end given a labeling G = {g1, . . . , gn} of the generating set define
deletions and contractions of (L,G) by X ⊆ [n] as:

(L,G) \X = (L,G) \ {gx : x ∈ X},
(L,G)/X = (L,G)/{gx : x ∈ X}.

Deletions and contractions of (L,G) by an element ` ∈ L are defined by as:

(L,G) \ ` = (L,G) \ {g ∈ G : g ≤ `},
(L,G)/` = (L,G)/{g ∈ G : g ≤ `}.

Finally a minor of (L,G) is any generator enriched lattice that is the result of some sequence
of deletions and contractions applied to (L,G). See Figure 2 for examples.

Remark 2.1.4. By definition the underlying lattice of a minor of (L,G) is a join subsemi-
lattice of L. In general the underlying lattice of a minor of (L,G) may not be a sublattice
of L. For example, consider the partition lattice Π4 with minimal generating set

irr(Π4) = {12/3/4, 13/2/4, 14/2/3, 1/23/4, 1/24/3, 1/2/34}.
Deleting the atom 13/2/4 results in a minor that is not a sublattice of Π4. In said minor
the meet of 123/4 and 134/2 is the minimal partition 1/2/3/4 as opposed to 13/2/4 when
computed in L.
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1234

12 13 24 34

1 2 3 4

0̂

(a) (L,G) = ⟨1, 2, 3, 4|0̂⟩ (b) (L,G) \ 1 = ⟨2, 3, 4|0̂⟩

1234

24 34

2 3 4

0̂

(c) (L,G)/1 = ⟨12, 13, 1234|1⟩

1234

12 13

1

(d) ((L,G)/1) \ (1234) = ⟨12, 13|1⟩

1234

12 13

1

Figure 2: In (a) is the diagram of the face lattice of the square as a minimally generated
lattice. In (b)-(d) are several minors.

Remark 2.1.5. Any interval of L is the underlying lattice of a minor of (L,G). If a ≤ b
in L then the minor (K,H) = (L/a)|b has underlying lattice K = [a, b] of L. The example
given in Remark 2.1.4 shows the converse is false, that in general not all minors of (L,G)
have as underlying lattice an interval of L.

Example 2.1.6. The deletion and contraction operations of generator enriched lattices do
not in general commute. For example, consider the generator enriched lattice (L,G) de-
picted in Figure 3. The contraction (L,G)/2 has a single generator 1̂ = g3 ∨ g1 = g2 ∨ g3

labeled both by 1 and 3. Thus, the minor ((L,G)/2) \ 1 has a single element g2, while the
minor ((L,G) \ 1)/2 has a single generator, namely 1̂ = g3 ∨ g2.

0̂

g1 g2 g3

1̂

(L,G)

0̂

g2 g3

1̂

(L,G) \ 1

g2

1̂

(L,G)/2

g2

1̂

((L,G) \ 1)/2

g2

((L,G)/2) \ 1

Figure 3: A generator enriched lattice (L,G), where G = {g1, g2, g3}, for which deletions
and contractions do not commute, along with the relevant minors.
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2.2 Basic results

We record a few basic results for minors of generator enriched lattices. The proofs can be
found in [10, Lemma 3.6, Lemma 3.7, Lemma 3.8].

Lemma 2.2.1 (Gustafson). Any minor of a generator enriched lattice (L,G) may be ex-
pressed as the result of a contraction followed by a deletion. Namely, a minor (K,H) of (L,G)
may be expressed as (K,H) = ((L,G)/0̂K)|H .

Lemma 2.2.2 (Gustafson). For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) the minors
are precisely generator enriched lattices of the form 〈` ∨ g1, . . . , ` ∨ gk|`〉 for ` ∈ L
and {g1, . . . , gk} ⊆ G such that gj 6≤ ` for 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Lemma 2.2.3 (Gustafson). If L is a geometric lattice then the minors of (L, irr(L)) are the
generator enriched lattices of the form 〈`1, . . . , `k|`〉 such that `i � ` ∈ L for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. In
particular, every minor of (L, irr(L)) is minimally generated and geometric.

We present here a few results which give an alternate description of minors for minimally
generated distributive lattices. Recall that the fundamental theorem of finite distributive
lattices states that every finite distributive lattice L is isomorphic to the lattice of lower
order ideals of the subposet irr(L) of L [5, Theorem 3, Chapter VIII].

Definition 2.2.4. Let P be a poset. An order minor of P is a pair (I, J) of disjoint subsets
of P such that J is a lower order ideal of P .

When (L, irr(L)) is the minimally generated lattice of lower order ideals of a poset P there
is an implicit bijection between P and the generating set irr(L). Through this bijection
deletions and contractions of (L, irr(L)) may be indexed by subsets of P , just as deletions
and contractions indexed by subsets of [n] are defined. The following bijection between
order minors of the poset P and minors of the generator enriched lattice (L, irr(L)) was
given in [10, Proposition 3.14].

Proposition 2.2.5 (Gustafson). Let L be the lattice of lower order ideals of a poset P . The
order minors of P and the minors of (L, irr(L)) are in bijection via the map

(I, J) 7→ ((L, irr(L))|I∪J)/J.

Not only do the order minors of a poset index the minors of the minimally generated lattice of
lower order ideals, the order minor also describes the isomorphism type of the corresponding
lattice minor ([10, Proposition 3.15]).

Proposition 2.2.6 (Gustafson). Let P be a poset and L the lattice of lower order ideals
of P , and let (I, J) be an order minor of P . The minor ((L, irr(L))|I∪J)/J of (L, irr(L)) is
isomorphic to the minimally generated lattice of lower order ideals of I.
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Figure 4: The minor poset of a generator enriched lattice. The elements are depicted via
their diagrams.

3 The minor poset

In this section a partial order structure on the set of minors of a given generator enriched
lattice called the minor poset is studied. We begin with some basic results for minor posets
in 3.1. In Section 3.2 we discuss a few operations on generator enriched lattices and their
effects on the minor poset. In Section 3.3 a characterization is given of the generator enriched
lattices for which the minor poset is itself a lattice. In Section 3.4 a decomposition theorem
is presented which is used to derive expressions for the rank generating function of minor
posets in special cases.

3.1 Basic results

Definition 3.1.1. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice. The minor poset, de-
noted M(L,G), is the poset consisting of a unique minimal element ∅ and the minors
of (L,G) and with order relation defined by (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2) when (K1, H1) is a minor
of (K2, H2).

As an immediate observation, the lower interval [∅, (K,H)] in the minor poset M(L,G) is
the minor poset M(K,H). See Figure 4 for an example of a minor poset.
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Recall a ranked poset is said to be thin if all length 2 intervals are isomorphic to the Boolean
algebra B2. The following lemma is used to show minor posets are thin and graded.

Lemma 3.1.2. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice and let (K1, H1) and (K2, H2) be
minors of (L,G) such that (K1, H1) < (K2, H2) in the minor poset M(L,G). If |H2|−|H1| = 2
then the interval [(K1, H1), (K2, H2)] of M(L,G) is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra B2.

Proof. The minor (K1, H1) may be presented as ((K2, H2)/I)\J for some sets of generators I
and J . We proceed by considering the different possibilities for I and J . When I is empty
the set J must contain two elements, say j1 and j2. Then (K1, H2) = (K2, H2) \ {j1, j2}
and the open interval ((K1, H1), (K2, H2)) consists of the two minors (K2, H2) \ {j1}
and (K2, H2) \ {j2}.

Now consider the case where J is empty. In this case I may consist of either one element or
two elements. First suppose I = {i1, i2}. As a further subcase assume i1 6< i2 and i1 6> i2.
Since by assumption |H2| − |H1| = 2, every generator j of (K1, H1) corresponds to a unique
generator i of (K2, H2) such that i∨i1∨i2 = j. Due to this uniqueness no deletion of (K2, H2)
has (K1, H1) as a minor. If (K,H) = (K2, H2) \ {j′} then j′ ∨ i1 ∨ i2 is not an element
of (K,H)/{i1, i2} but is an element of K1. By similar reasoning no contraction of (K2, H2)
other than (K2, H2)/i1 and (K2, H2)/i2 as well as (K1, H1) itself has (K1, H1) as a minor. This
establishes the open interval ((K1, H1), (K2, H2)) consists solely of the minors (K2, H2)/i1
and (K2, H2)/i2.

Now return to the case I = {i1, i2} and suppose i1 < i2. In this case i1 ∨ i2 = i2 so
(K2, H2)/{i1, i2} = (K2, H2)/{i2}. By a similar argument as used in the previous sub-
case each generator j of (K1, H1) corresponds to a unique generator j′ of (K2, H2) such
that j′ ∨ i2 = j. Due to this uniqueness no deletion of (K2, H2) other than (K2, H2) \ {i1}
contains (K1, H1) as a minor. Similarly, no contraction of (K2, H2) with the exceptions
of (K2, H2)/i1 and (K1, H1) itself contain (K1, H1) as a minor. Thus, the open inter-
val ((K1, H1), (K2, H2)) consists solely of the minors (K2, H2)/i1 and (K2, H2) \ i1.

Suppose I = {i} and J = ∅. If there exists i′ ∈ H2 such that i′ < i then we may
take I = {i, i′} which falls under a previous case. Otherwise, there is one generator j ∈ H1

that corresponds to two generators j1, j2 ∈ H2. All other generators in H1 correspond to a
unique generator in H2. Thus in this case

((K1, H1), (K2, H2)) = {(K2, H2) \ {j1}, (K2, H2) \ {j2}}.

What remains is the case when both I and J are singletons. Suppose I = {i} and J = {i∨j}
for some generator j of (K2, H2). Once again since |H2|−|H1| = 2, every generator of (K1, H1)
corresponds to a unique generator of (K2, H2). Hence for all generators j1, j2 of (K2, H2) the
joins i ∨ j1 and i ∨ j2 are distinct. Hence, the open interval ((K1, H1), (K2, H2)) consists of
the minors (K2, H2) \ j and (K2, H2)/i.

Lemma 3.1.3. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) the minor poset M(L,G) is graded
by rk(K,H) = |H|+ 1 and is thin.
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Proof. First observe the atoms of the minor poset M(L,G) are the minors of (L,G) that
contain one element. A generator enriched lattice with a single element has no generators,
and thus has no minors. Thus, such elements cover the minimal element ∅ of M(L,G).
On the other hand if a minor of (L,G) covers the minimal element ∅ of M(L,G), then by
definition it must have no minors. A generator enriched lattice with no minors must have
no generators and thus consists of a single element.

By Lemma 3.1.2 whenever (K1, H1) ≺ (K2, H2) the difference |H2| − |H1| must be less
than 2. Clearly this difference is positive, so it must be equal to 1. Since every atom has
zero generators every saturated chain from the minimal element ∅ to a minor (K,H) must
have the same length, namely |H|+ 1.

Having proven the minor poset M(L,G) is graded by rk(K,H) = |H| + 1, it follows from
Lemma 3.1.2 that the poset M(L,G) is thin.

The order relation of the minor poset of a generator enriched lattice satisfying the join
irreducible lift property is reduces to inclusion.

Definition 3.1.4. A generator enriched lattice (L,G) is said to lift join irreducibles if for
all ` ∈ L and i ∈ G the element i ∨ ` is join irreducible in [`, 1̂].

Taking ` = 0̂ in the above definition it is seen a generator enriched lattice that lifts join
irreducibles must be minimally generated. This property may be equivalently stated as every
minor of (L,G) is minimally generated. In particular, a minimally generated distributive
lattice has the join irreducible lift property by Proposition 2.2.6, as do minimally generated
geometric lattices by Lemma 2.2.3. Figure 2 shows that the face lattice of the square is an
example of a minimally generated lattice that does not lift join irreducibles.

Proposition 3.1.5. If (L,G) is a generator enriched lattice with the join irreducible lift
property, and (K1, H1) and (K2, H2) are minors of (L,G) then (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2) if and
only if K1 ⊆ K2.

Proof. If (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2), that is, (K1, H1) is a minor of (K2, H2), then clearly K1 ⊆ K2.
Now assume conversely K1 ⊆ K2. Set k1 = 0̂K1 and k2 = 0̂K2 . Let M1 = [k1, 1̂]
and M2 = [k2, 1̂]. Since (L,G) has the join irreducible lift property, H1 = irr(K1) ⊆ irr(M1).
Furthermore,

irr(M1) = {i ∨ k1 : i ∈ irr(L)} = {i ∨ k1 : i ∈ irr(M2)}.
By assumption K1 ⊆ K2. Thus irr(K1) ⊆ irr(M1) ∩ K2. Irreducibility in M1 implies
irreducibility in M1 ∩K2. Thus irr(K1) ⊆ irr(M1 ∩K2), and (K1, H1) is a deletion of

(M1 ∩K2, irr(M1 ∩K2)) = (K2, H2)/k1.

Therefore (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2) in M(L,G).

9



At this point the isomorphism type of the minor posets of Boolean algebras and chains are
readily determined.

Proposition 3.1.6. The minor poset M(Bn, irr(Bn)) of the Boolean algebra Bn with minimal
generating set is isomorphic to the face lattice of the n-dimensional cube.

Proof. Recall the face lattice of the n-dimensional cube is isomorphic to the poset of intervals
of Bn with a unique minimal element 0̂ appended [21, Chapter 3, Exercise 177]. It is easy
to see from Lemma 2.2.3 that the minors of (Bn, irr(Bn)) are exactly the intervals of Bn.
Proposition 3.1.5 implies the order relations are the same.

Proposition 3.1.7. The minor poset of the length n chain is isomorphic to the rank n+ 1
Boolean algebra.

Proof. In a chain every element except the minimal element is join irreducible and must be
a generator. As a result, every subset of a chain is a minor. Proposition 3.1.5 implies the
minors are ordered by inclusion.

Minor posets of minimally generated distributive lattices can be described in terms of order
minors.

Proposition 3.1.8. Let (L, irr(L)) be the minimally generated lattice of lower order ideals
of a poset P . The minor poset M(L, irr(L)) is isomorphic to the poset of order ideals of P
ordered via (I1, J1) ≤ (I2, J2) when I1 ⊆ I2 and the maximal elements of J1 are contained
in I2 ∪ J2.

Proof. Recall from Proposition 2.2.5 that an order minor (I, J) corresponds to the lattice
minor ((L, irr(L))|I∪J)/J . Let

(K1, irr(K1)) = ((L, irr(L))|I1∪J1)/J1,

and
(K2, irr(K2)) = ((L, irr(L))|I2∪J2)/J2.

We have (K1, irr(K1)) ≤ (K2, irr(K2)) if and only if 0̂K1 ∈ K2 and

irr(K1) ⊆ {i ∨ 0̂K1 : i ∈ irr(K2)}.

The former occurs precisely when the maximal elements of J1 are contained in I2 ∪ J2. The
latter condition holds if and only if I1 ⊆ I2.

See Figure 5 for an example.

The lowest three ranks of minor posets are easily described. In particular, from Lemma 2.2.2
the rank 1 elements of M(L,G) are in bijection with the elements of L and the rank 2 elements

10



0̂

Figure 5: The poset of order minors of a 3 element poset P . An order minor (I, J) is depicted
by coloring the elements of I ∪ J black, circling the elements of J and coloring the elements
of P \ (I ∪ J) white.

of M(L,G) are in bijection with the edges of the diagram of (L,G). Somewhat more can be
said for the rank 2 and 3 minors when (L,G) is minimally generated and geometric. The
following lemma will be used for this purpose.

Lemma 3.1.9. A generator enriched lattice is minimally generated and geometric if and
only if it has no minors isomorphic to the length 2 chain.

Proof. The class of minimally generated geometric lattices is closed under taking minors and
the length 2 chain is not geometric. Conversely, consider a generator enriched lattice (L,G)
that is not a minimally generated geometric lattice. First consider the case in which (L,G)
has some generator g that is not an atom. There must be some atom a with a < g.
Observe the minor L|{a,g} is isomorphic to the length 2 chain. Now suppose L is not upper
semimodular. Let x, y ∈ L such that x ∧ y ≺ x and x ∧ y ≺ y but x 6≺ x ∨ y. Since y
covers x ∧ y it is a generator in the contraction (L,G)/(x ∧ y). This implies x ∨ y is a
generator of the minor (L,G)/x = ((L,G)/(x ∧ y))/x. Since x 6≺ x ∨ y the minor (L,G)/x
has a generator that is not an atom. By the preceding case (L,G)/x has a minor isomorphic
to the length 2 chain, which is a minor of (L,G) as well.

Proposition 3.1.10. The diagram of a generator enriched lattice (L,G) is equal to the
Hasse diagram of L if and only if (L,G) is minimally generated and geometric.

11



Proof. First assume (L,G) is minimally generated and geometric. A minor (L,G) with one
generator is of the form 〈b|a〉 for a, b ∈ L with a ≺ b. Thus all edges of the diagram are
edges of the Hasse diagram of L. Since the converse always holds the two graphs are equal.

Now let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice that either is not minimally generated or is
not geometric. By Lemma 3.1.9 the generator enriched lattice (L,G) must have a minor
isomorphic to the length 2 chain. The diagram of a minor of (L,G) is a subgraph of the
diagram of (L,G), so there must be an edge in the diagram of (L,G) that is not an edge of
the Hasse diagram of L.

Proposition 3.1.11. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) the lower intervals [0̂, (K,H)]
where rk(K,H) = 3 of the minor poset M(L,G) are each isomorphic to the Boolean alge-
bra B3 or the face lattice Q2 of a square. Moreover, all intervals [0̂, (K,H)] with rk(K,H) = 3
are isomorphic to Q2 if and only if (L,G) is minimally generated and geometric.

Proof. The only possible isomorphism types of a generator enriched lattice with 2 generators
are the minimally generated Boolean algebra (B2, irr(B2)) and the length 2 chain. The minor
poset of the Boolean algebra B2 is isomorphic to the face lattice of a square while the minor
poset of the length 2 chain is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra B3. The second statement
follows from Lemma 3.1.9.

3.2 Operations on generator enriched lattices

In this subsection we discuss several operations on generator enriched lattices and how these
affect the associated minor posets. First we establish the following lemma which allows us to
induce order-preserving maps on minor posets from strong maps. Incidentally, Theorem 4.3.1
is a considerable strengthening of this lemma in the particular case of strong surjections.

Lemma 3.2.1. Let f : (L,G)→ (K,H) be a strong map between generator enriched lattices.
The induced map F : M(L,G)→ M(K,H) defined by

F (〈I|z〉) = 〈f(I)|f(z)〉

is order-preserving.

Proof. Let (L1, G1) and (L2, G2) be minors of (L,G) such that (L1, G1) ≤ (L2, G2).
Set (K1, H1) = F (L1, G1) and (K2, H2) = F (L2, G2). Since (L1, G1) is a minor of (L2, G2)
the generating set G1 is a subset of the set {g ∨ 0̂L1 : g ∈ G2} \ {0̂L1}. Applying the map F
the set H1 is a subset of the set

{f(g) ∨ f(0̂L1) : g ∈ G2} \ {f(0̂L1)} = {h ∨ 0̂K1 : h ∈ H2} \ {0̂K1}.

This establishes that if the contraction (K2, H2)/0̂K1 is defined then (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2).
For the contraction to be defined the element 0̂K1 must be able to be expressed as a join of
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elements from H2. The element 0̂L1 can be expressed as a join 0̂L1 = g1 ∨ · · · ∨ gr for some
generators gi ∈ G2 for i = 1, . . . , r. Applying the map f we have 0̂K1 = f(g1) ∨ · · · ∨ f(gr),
the elements f(gi) are contained in H2 ∪ {0̂K2}. Possibly for some i we have f(gi) = 0̂K2 ,
removing all such elements results in an expression of 0̂K1 as a join of elements from H2.
Therefore (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2) and the induced map F is order-preserving.

We first examine the Cartesian product of generator enriched lattices. Given two generator
enriched lattices (L,G) and (K,H) define the Cartesian product (L,G)× (K,H) to be the
generator enriched lattice

(L,G)× (K,H) = (L×K, (G× {0̂K}) ∪ ({0̂L} ×K)).

This operation behaves nicely on the minor posets, it corresponds to the diamond prod-
uct. Recall that for two posets P and Q the diamond product P � Q is defined to be the
poset ((P \ {0̂P})× (Q \ {0̂Q})) ∪ {0̂}. The pyramid and prism operations are defined on a
poset P as Pyr(P ) = P ×B1 and Prism(P ) = P �B2. We define Pyr on generator enriched
lattices in the same manner as Pyr(L,G) = (L,G) × (B1, irr(B1)). For a discussion of the
diamond product, see [9, end of Section 2].

Proposition 3.2.2. For any generator enriched lattices (L,G) and (K,H) we have

M((L,G)× (K,H)) ∼= M(L,G) �M(K,H).

In particular, M(Pyr(L,G)) ∼= Prism(M(L,G)).

Proof. Let π1 : (L,G) × (K,H) → (L,G) and π2 : (L,G) × (K,H) → (K,H) be the
projection maps. By Lemma 3.2.1 these induce order-preserving maps π1 and π2 between
the minor posets. Neither of these maps send a minor to the minimal element ∅, so we have
an order-preserving map φ : M((L,G) × (K,H)) → M(L,G) �M(K,H) defined on minors
by φ(M, I) = (π1(M, I), π2(M, I)).

The inverse of φ is the map ψ defined for ((L′, G′), (K ′, H ′)) ∈ (M(L,G)�M(K,H))\{∅} by

ψ((L′, G′), (K ′, H ′)) = 〈(G′ × {0̂K′}) ∪ ({0̂L′} ×H ′)|(0̂L′ , 0̂K′)〉.

To see that the image under ψ is indeed a minor, let G′′ ⊆ G such that G′ = {g∨0̂L′ : g ∈ G′′}.
Similarly define H ′′. The generating set of the image under ψ can be described as

{(g, 0̂K) ∨ (0̂L′ , 0̂K′) : g ∈ G′′} ∪ {(0̂L, h) ∨ (0̂L′ , 0̂K′) : h ∈ H ′′}.

Lemma 2.2.2 implies the image is indeed a minor of the Cartesian product.

Observe that for I ⊆ G′ we have

ψ((L′, G′) \ I, (K ′, H ′)) = ψ((L′, G′), (K ′, H ′)) \ (I × {0̂′K}),
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and
ψ((L′, G′)/I, (K ′, H ′)) = ψ((L′, G′), (K ′, H ′))/(I × {0̂′K}.

A similar statement holds for deletions and contractions of (K ′, H ′). Thus the map ψ is
order-preserving.

We now consider the minor poset of the result of adjoining a new maximal element to a
generator enriched lattice. Given a generator enriched lattice (L,G) let L̂ denote the lattice

obtained from L by adjoining a new maximal element m > 1̂L and let Ĝ = G ∪ {m}.
Proposition 3.2.3. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) we have

M(L̂, Ĝ) ∼= Pyr(M(L,G)).

Proof. Let m be the maximal element of L̂. Observe since m is join irreducible and
maximal in L̂, for any minor (K,H) 6= (m, ∅) of (L̂, Ĝ), both (K ∪ {m}, H ∪ {m})
and (K \ {m}, H \ {m}) are minors of (L,G). Define a map φ : M(L̂, Ĝ) → Pyr(M(L,G))
by setting φ(∅) = (∅, 0̂), and for minors (K,H) of (L,G) setting

φ(K,H) =





(K,H, 0̂) if m 6∈ K,
(K \ {m}, H \ {m}, 1̂) if m ∈ H,
(∅, 1̂) if K = {m}, H = ∅.

The map φ is order-preserving. Define ψ : Pyr(M(L,G)) → M(L̂, Ĝ) by setting ψ(∅, 0̂) = ∅
and ψ(∅, 1̂) = (m, ∅) and setting

ψ(K,H, ε) =

{
(K,H) if ε = 0̂,

(K ∪ {m}, H ∪ {m}) if ε = 1̂.

Clearly the map ψ is order-preserving and is the inverse of φ.

3.3 The lattice property for the poset of minors

In this subsection we characterize the generator enriched lattices where the associated minor
poset is itself a lattice. This characterization (Theorem 3.3.6 and Proposition 3.3.2) is in
terms of five forbidden minors.

To prove the characterization the following concept of a lattice with no parallels is required.
This property is weaker than the property that the minor poset is a lattice, and is crucial to
the proof of Theorem 3.3.6.

Definition 3.3.1. A generator enriched lattice (L,G) has no parallels if for any ele-
ment ` ∈ L and generators g, h ∈ G whenever g∨ ` 6= ` then g∨ ` 6= h∨ `. If g∨ ` = h∨ ` 6= `
holds the generator enriched lattice (L,G) is said to have a parallel.
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Figure 6: The forbidden minors for the no parallels property.

A parallel in a minimally generated geometric lattice corresponds to a nontrivial parallel
class in a loopless contraction of the associated simple matroid. It is straightforward to show
any minimally generated distributive lattice has no parallels ([10, Lemma 3.13]).

Proposition 3.3.2. A generator enriched lattice has no parallels if and only if it has no
minor isomorphic to one of the four generator enriched lattices whose diagrams are depicted
in Figure 6.

Proof. It is clear from the definition that the class of generator enriched lattices with no
parallels is closed under taking minors. Observe that each of the four depicted generator
enriched lattices has a parallel formed by the elements labeled g, h and `. Thus any gener-
ator enriched lattice with a minor isomorphic to one of the four generator enriched lattices
depicted in Figure 6 has a parallel.

Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice with a parallel. By definition there exists an
element ` ∈ L and generators g1, g2 ∈ G such that g1∨` = g2∨` 6= `. Choose `′ to be minimal
among such `, that is, g1∨ `′ = g2∨ `′ 6= `′ and for all ` < `′ the elements g1∨ ` and g2∨ ` are
distinct. Choose an element `0 of L such that there is a generator h of (L,G) with h∨`0 = `′.
Now consider the contraction (L,G)/`0. The elements g1 ∨ `0, g2 ∨ `0 and `′ are distinct and
each is a generator of the contraction (L,G)/`0. Let (K,H) = ((L,G)/`0)|{g1∨`0,g2∨`0,`′}. The
generator enriched lattice (K,H) has a parallel and three generators. It is readily checked
that the only possibilities for (K,H) are the four generator enriched lattices depicted in
Figure 6.

Figure 7 gives an example of a generator enriched lattice which is not distributive and has no
parallels. The same example also shows a lattice with no parallels need not be semimodular.
On the other hand the generator enriched lattice shown in Figure 6 (a) is an example of a
minimally generated modular lattice which has a parallel.

Recall a generator enriched lattice (L,G) is said to lift join irreducibles if for any generator g
and element ` ∈ L the element g ∨ ` is join irreducible in the interval [`, 1̂]. Equivalently
a generator enriched lattice lifts join irreducibles whenever every minor is minimally gener-
ated. The following forbidden minor characterization shows this property is weaker than the
property of no parallels.
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Figure 7: The diagram of a generator enriched lattice with no parallels which is not distribu-
tive.

Lemma 3.3.3. A generator enriched lattice lifts join irreducibles if and only if it has no
minors isomorphic to the generator enriched lattice depicted in Figure 6 (d).

Proof. The generator enriched lattice depicted in Figure 6 (d) has underlying lattice isomor-
phic to B2 and has three generators. Since this generator enriched lattice is not minimally
generated, it does not lift join irreducibles. Since the join irreducible lift property is closed
under taking minors, no generator enriched lattice with a minor isomorphic to B2 with three
generators lifts join irreducibles.

Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice that does not lift join irreducibles. There is some
minor (K,H) of (L,G) that is not minimally generated. Let h be a generator of (K,H) that
is not join irreducible. The element h may be expressed as the join of join-irreducibles of K,
say

h = i1 ∨ · · · ∨ ir.
Assume this set I = {i1, . . . , ir} is minimal in the sense that for any proper subset of I the
join is not equal to h. Consider the contraction (K ′, H ′) = (K,H)/(i1 ∨ · · · ∨ ir−2). Note
that the element h is equal to h ∨ i1 ∨ · · · ∨ ir−2 hence h is a generator of (K ′, H ′). By the
minimality of I the generators a = i1 ∨ · · · ∨ ir−1 and b = i1 ∨ · · · ∨ ir−2 ∨ ir of (K ′, H ′) are
not equal to h. Furthermore, a and b must be incomparable since a∨ b = h. This shows the
minor (K ′, H ′)|{a,b,h} of (L,G), which has three generators, has underlying lattice isomorphic
to B2.

The following lemma gives a third equivalent definition of the no parallels property. This is
needed to prove Theorem 3.3.6.

Lemma 3.3.4. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice and let θ : B|G| → L be the
canonical strong surjection. The generator enriched lattice (L,G) has no parallels if and
only if for every ` ∈ L the set θ−1(`) has a unique minimal element in the Boolean algebra.

Proof. Label the elements of G as g1, . . . , gn. Assume (L,G) has a parallel, that is, for some
element ` ∈ L and i, j ∈ [n] we have gi ∨ ` = gj ∨ ` 6= `. Choose some X ⊆ [n] such
that θ(X) = `. Observe that θ(X ∪ {i}) = θ(X ∪ {j}) = gi ∨ `. For any sets A ⊆ B that
are elements of the fiber θ−1(gi ∨ `), we have [A,B] ⊆ θ−1(gi ∨ `). Since the preimage set
contains X ∪{i} and X ∪{j} but not the intersection X, it does not have a unique minimal
element.
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To show the converse, suppose for some ` ∈ L the preimage θ−1(`) has two minimal el-
ements X and Y . If either X or Y is of cardinality 1 then ` is a generator of (L,G).
Furthermore, the existence of a second minimal element of the preimage θ−1(`) implies ` is
join reducible in L. Thus in this case (L,G) does not lift join irreducibles, hence (L,G) has
a parallel. Now assume |X| ≥ 2 and |Y | ≥ 2. Choose some x ∈ X \Y and set X ′ = X \ {x}.
Since X is minimal in θ−1(`) the image θ(X ′) is not equal to `. Consider the contrac-
tion (L,G)/X ′. Since θ(X ′) ∨ θ({x}) = ` the element ` is a generator of (L,G)/X ′. On the
other hand, ` = θ(Y ) = θ(X ′) ∨ θ(Y ) so

` = θ(X ′) ∨
∨

y∈Y

θ({y}).

Either θ(X ′) ∨ θ({y}) = ` for some y ∈ Y or ` is not join irreducible in (L,G)/X ′. The
first case shows (L,G) has a parallel and the second shows that (L,G) does not lift join
irreducibles. In either case (L,G) has a parallel.

The above lemma can be restated as: a generator enriched lattice has no parallels if and
only if every element has a unique minimal expression as a join of generators. Dilworth
characterized lattices satisfying this condition as lower semi-modular lattices in which every
modular sublattice is distributive; see [7, Theorem 1.1].

The following lemma characterizes the join operation in the minor poset for any generator
enriched lattice.

Lemma 3.3.5. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice, let (K1, H1) and (K2, H2) be mi-
nors of (L,G) and set `0 = 0̂K1∧0̂K2. The join (K1, H1)∨(K2, H2) in the minor poset M(L,G)
exists if and only if the following three conditions hold:

1. Let θ be the canonical strong map onto (L,G)/`0. The fibers θ−1(0̂K1) and θ−1(0̂K2)
each have a unique minimal element, say X1 and X2 respectively.

2. For each generator h of (K1, H1) there is a unique generator g of (L,G)/`0

with g ∨ 0̂K1 = h, and similarly for (K2, H2).

3. Any minor (K,H) of (L,G) such that (K,H) ≥ (K1, H1) and (K,H) ≥ (K2, H2)
contains the element `0.

Let I be the set

I ={θ({x}) : x ∈ X1 ∪X2}
∪{g ∨ `0 : g ∈ G and g ∨ 0̂K1 ∈ H1}
∪{g ∨ `0 : g ∈ G and g ∨ 0̂K2 ∈ H2}.

If the above conditions are satisfied then the join (K1, H1)∨(K2, H2) is the minor ((L,G)/`0)|I .
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Figure 8: A generator enriched lattice whose minor poset is not a lattice. The other four
obstructions appear in Figure 6.

Proof. Assume the join (K1, H1)∨(K2, H2) exists in M(L,G). Both (K1, H1) and (K2, H2) are
a minor of the contraction (L,G)/`0, hence the join (K1, H1)∨(K2, H2) is a minor of (L,G)/`0

as well. Let z be the minimal element of the underlying lattice of (K1, H1) ∨ (K2, H2).
We have that z ≥ `0. On the other hand 0̂K1 ≥ z and 0̂K2 ≥ z so z ≤ `0. There-
fore z = `0. The join (K1, H1) ∨ (K2, H2) is thus a deletion of the minor (L,G)/`0,
say (K1, H1) ∨ (K2, H2) = ((L,G)/`0)|J for some set J of generators. The set J must
be the unique minimal set with the properties 0̂K1 can be expressed as a join of elements
in J , the set H1 is included in the set {j ∨ 0̂K1 : j ∈ J}, and the corresponding statements
hold for (K2, H2). For if J ′ is another set with these properties then ((L,G)/`0)|J ′ is greater
than or equal to both (K1, H1) and (K2, H2); thus ((L,G)/`0)|J ≤ ((L,G)/`0)|J ′ and J ⊆ J ′.
The existence of the set J implies Conditions 1 and 2 hold. Condition 3 holds since the
join (K1, H1) ∨ (K2, H2) contains the element `0.

Now suppose Conditions 1 through 3 are satisfied. Let I be the set defined in the statement
and let (K0, H0) = ((L,G)/`0)|I . Consider a minor (K,H) of (L,G) with (K,H) ≥ (K1, H1)
and (K,H) ≥ (K2, H2). By Condition 3 the minor (K,H) contains `0. The contrac-
tion (K,H)/`0 satisfies (K,H)/`0 ≥ (K1, H1) and (K,H)/`0 ≥ (K2, H2). Thus the set

{g ∨ 0̂K1 : g is a generator of (K,H)/`0)}

includes H1 and similarly for (K2, H2). Furthermore 0̂K1 ∈ (L,G)/`0 and 0̂K2 ∈ (L,G)/`0

so by condition 1 the generating set of (L,G)/`0 includes {θ(x) : x ∈ X1 ∪ X2}. By con-
dition 2 the generating set of (L,G)/`0 and H include I, hence (K,H) ≥ ((L,G)/`0)|I .
Therefore ((L,G)/`0)|I is the join (K1, H1) ∨ (K2, H2).

Theorem 3.3.6. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) the poset of minors M(L,G) is
a lattice if and only if (L,G) has no parallels and no minor isomorphic to the generator
enriched lattice whose diagram is depicted in Figure 8.

Proof. Since for any minor (K,H) of (L,G) the minor poset M(K,H) is a lower interval
in M(L,G), the property that the minor poset is a lattice is closed under taking minors. It
is readily checked that for each of the five generator enriched lattices depicted in Figures 6
and 8 the minor poset is not a lattice.
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Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice with no parallels and such that there are two
minors (K1, H1) and (K2, H2) of (L,G) for which the join (K1, H1) ∨ (K2, H2) in M(L,G)
does not exist. Set `1 = 0̂K1 , `2 = 0̂K2 and `0 = `1 ∧ `2. It will be shown (L,G) must have a
minor isomorphic to the generator enriched lattice in Figure 8. Since (L,G) has no parallels
conditions 1 and 2 in Lemma 3.3.5 must be satisfied; condition 1 follows from Lemma 3.3.4
and condition 2 follows from the definition of the no parallels property. Thus condition 3
must fail, that is, there is some minor (K,H) with (K,H) ≥ (K1, H1) and (K,H) ≥ (K2, H2),
but where `0 is not an element of K. In particular this implies the element `0 is neither `1

nor `2.

Let θ be the canonical map from B|G| onto (L,G). The fiber θ−1(`0) contains a unique
minimal element, say X. Let I0 be the θ images of all singletons included in X, that is,

I0 = {θ({x}) : x ∈ X}.

Similarly define I1, I2 and I for `1, `2 and 0̂K respectively. By Lemma 3.3.4 and choice of I0

the join of a set of generators is greater than or equal to `0 only if said set includes I0. A
similar statement holds for I1 and I2. Since `0 6∈ K the set

I ∪ {g ∈ G : g ∨ 0̂K ∈ H}

does not include I0. On the other hand since `1 and `2 are elements of K the sets I1 and I2

are included in the above set. Thus, there is some i0 ∈ I0 \ (I1 ∪ I2). Recall `0 is neither `1

nor `2. Thus `1 6≤ `2 = `2 ∨ `0 so I1 cannot be included in I0 ∪ I2. Let i1 ∈ I1 \ (I0 ∪ I2).
Similarly, there is some element i2 ∈ I2 \ (I0 ∪ I1).

Let i be the join of all elements in the set

J = I0 ∪ I1 ∪ I2 \ {i0, i1, i2}.

Since i is the join of the elements of J , and this set includes none of I0, I1 or I2 the element i
is not greater than or equal to any of i0, i1 or i2. Thus, the elements i ∨ i0, i ∨ i1, and i ∨ i2
are each distinct from i. Furthermore, they are generators of the contraction (L,G)/i and
by the no parallels assumption must be distinct. We claim the minor ((L,G)/i)|{i0∨i,i1∨i,i2∨i}
is isomorphic to the generator enriched lattice depicted in Figure 8. Note that ij ∨ i = `j ∨ i
for j = 0, 1, 2. Since taking the join with i is an order-preserving map, we have i0∨ i ≤ i1∨ i
and i0∨i ≤ i2∨i. It remains to show that i1∨i and i2∨i are incomparable. The element i2∨i
is the join of the elements of I2 ∪ J which does not contain i1 hence does not include I1.
Thus i2 ∨ i 6≥ i1 hence i2 ∨ i 6≥ i1 ∨ i. Similarly i1 ∨ i 6≥ i2 ∨ i.

The four generator enriched lattices depicted in Figure 6 and the generator enriched lattice
depicted in Figure 8 together form a forbidden minor characterization of the generator en-
riched lattices for which the minor poset is a lattice. Since all five of these generator enriched
lattices have three generators the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 3.3.7. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) the minor poset M(L,G) is a
lattice if and only if every interval [∅, (K,H)] such that rk(K,H) = 4 is a lattice.
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Recall that the minors of a minimally distributive lattice are in bijection with the order mi-
nors of the poset P of join irreducibles. Furthermore, the minors are all minimally generated
and distributive and are isomorphic to the lattice of lower order ideals of a subposet of P ;
see Proposition 2.2.6. Since any minimally generated distributive lattice has no parallels, the
forbidden minor characterization reduces to the following characterization for distributive
lattices. In particular this indicates that minimally generated distributive lattices whose
minor poset is a lattice are quite sparse.

Corollary 3.3.8. Let L be a finite distributive lattice. The minor poset M(L, irr(L)) is a
lattice if and only if the poset irr(L) contains no triple x, y, z such that x, y ≥ z and x and y
are incomparable.

3.4 A decomposition theorem

In this subsection we describe a decomposition of minor posets into a disjoint union of
Boolean algebras. This decomposition is leveraged to derive formulas for the rank generating
function of minor posets of minimally generated geometric lattices, and of generator enriched
lattices with no parallels.

To state the decomposition theorem some notation is needed. Let (L,G) be a generator
enriched lattice and let ` ∈ L. Define M(L,G, `) to be the subposet of M(L,G) consisting
of the minors of (L,G) for which the minimal element is `.

Theorem 3.4.1. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice. The poset M(L,G) \ {∅} de-
composes as a disjoint union of the subposets M(L,G, `), that is,

M(L,G) \ {∅} =
⋃̇

`∈L
M(L,G, `).

Furthermore, the subposet M(L,G, `) is the interval [(`, ∅), (L,G)/`] of M(L,G), and each
such interval is isomorphic to a Boolean algebra.

Proof. Clearly the union is disjoint and consists of all elements of the minor M(L,G) \ {∅}.
Fix ` ∈ L and (K,H) ∈ M(L,G, `). Deleting all generators from (K,H) results in
the minor (`, ∅) consisting of only the minimal element ` of K. Thus (K,H) ≥ (`, ∅).
By Lemma 2.2.1 the minor (K,H) can be expressed as ((L,G)/`) \ I for some set I.
Thus (K,H) ≤ (L,G)/` and M(L,G, `) ⊆ [(`, ∅), (L,G)/`]. The minimal element of any mi-
nor of (L,G)/` is greater than or equal to `. On the other hand if (K,H) is a minor of (L,G)
such that (`, ∅) is a minor of (K,H), then 0̂K ≤ `. Thus [(`, ∅), (L,G)/`] ⊆ M(L,G, `) so
equality holds.

Since the contraction operation changes the minimal element of a generator enriched lattice,
all relations (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2) in the interval M(L,G, `) must be induced by deletions.
Thus, (K1, H1) ≤ (K2, H2) in M(L,G, `) if and only if H1 ⊆ H2. Therefore M(L,G, `) is
isomorphic to the Boolean algebra Brk((L,G)/`)−1.
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Figure 9: The Boolean decomposition of the minor poset depicted in Figure 4.

See Figure 9 for an example.

For a ranked poset P we denote the rank generating function as F (P ; q). The rank generating
function of the Boolean algebra Bn is F (Bn; q) =

∑
X⊆[n] q

|X| = (1 + q)n. Since the minimal

element of each interval M(L,G, `) is rank 1 in M(L,G), the decomposition theorem above
implies the following.

Lemma 3.4.2. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice and for ` ∈ L set

α(`) = |{g ∨ ` : g ∈ G} \ {`}|.

The rank generating function of the minor poset M(L,G) is given by

F (M(L,G); q) = 1 + q
∑

`∈L

(1 + q)α(`).

We now proceed to derive more compact formulas for minimally generated geometric lattices
and generator enriched lattices with no parallels. The formula for the first of these is in terms
of the incidence algebra of the lattice. See [21, Section 3.6] for a more thorough introduction
to incidence algebras.

Recall the incidence algebra of a finite poset P is the set of all maps f : Int(P ) → C,
where Int(P ) denotes the set of intervals of P . The incidence algebra is equipped with a
product, known as the convolution:

(f ∗ g)(x, y) =
∑

x≤z≤y

f(x, z)g(z, y).
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The identity is the map δ defined by δ(x, x) = 1 for all x ∈ P and δ(x, y) = 0 for all x 6= y
in P . The zeta function ζ : Int(P )→ C is defined by ζ(x, y) = 1. In order to state the rank
generating function formula an exponentiation operation is needed. This is the operation
defined by

f g(x, y) =
∏

x≤z≤y

f(x, z)g(z,y).

We also need the map κ which encodes cover relations, defined by κ(x, y) = 1 when x ≺ y
and κ(x, y) = 0 otherwise.

Theorem 3.4.3. Let L be a geometric lattice. The rank generating function of the minor
poset M(L, irr(L)) is

F (M(L, irr(L)); q) = 1 + q(ζ ∗ (ζ + qκ)ζ)(0̂L, 1̂L).

Proof. Since the lattice L is geometric,

{i ∨ ` : i ∈ irr(L)} \ {`} = {`′ ∈ L : `′ � `}.

Applying this substitution to the sum from Lemma 3.4.2 and expanding the term inside the
sum gives

∑

`∈L

(1 + q)|{`
′∈L:`′�`}| =

∑

`∈L

∏

`′≥`

{
1 + q if `′ � `,

1 if `′ 6� `,

=
∑

`∈L

∏

`′≥`

(ζ + qκ)(`, `′)

=
∑

`∈L

∏

`′≥`

(ζ + qκ)ζ(`
′,1̂L)(`, `′)

=
∑

`∈L

(ζ + qκ)ζ(`, 1̂)

= (ζ ∗ (ζ + qκ)ζ)(0̂, 1̂).

For generator enriched lattices with no parallels, we give an expression for the rank generating
function of M(L,G) in terms of the rank generating function of the dual lattice L∗. First we
establish that a lattice with no parallels is indeed ranked. In fact, we give a description of
the rank function which gives another characterization of lattices with no parallels.

Proposition 3.4.4. A generator enriched lattice (L,G) has no parallels if and only if the
lattice L is graded and the rank function is given by rk(`) = |{g ∈ G : g ≤ `}|.

Proof. For ` ∈ L let r(`) = |{g ∈ G : g ≤ `}|. First assume (L,G) has a parallel, say
for g, h ∈ G and ` ∈ L we have ` ∨ g = ` ∨ h 6= `. If x ≺ ` ∨ g then g, h 6≤ x. Thus we must
have r(` ∨ g)− r(x) ≥ 2 so r cannot be the rank function of L.
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Now assume (L,G) has no parallels. For any atom a ∈ L clearly r(a) = 1, so it will suffice
to show that whenever x ≺ y we have r(y) − r(x) = 1. Since x ≺ y for any g ∈ G such
that g ≤ y but g 6≤ x we have y = x ∨ g. If y = x ∨ g = x ∨ h then since (L,G) has no
parallels we have g = h. Thus there is exactly one such generator and r(y)− r(x) = 1.

Theorem 3.4.5. If L is a lattice with no parallels then the rank generating function of the
poset of minors M(L, irr(L)) is given by

F (M(L, irr(L)); q) = 1 + qF (L∗; 1 + q).

Proof. Since (L, irr(L)) has no parallels |{g ∨ ` : g ∈ G} \ {`}| = |{i ∈ irr(L) : i 6≤ `}|. On
the other hand, the rank of the element ` ∈ L is given by

rk(`) = |{i ∈ irr(L) : i ≤ `}|.

The cardinality |{i ∈ irr(L) : i 6≤ `}| is the corank of `, that is, rk(1̂)− rk(`). This difference
is equal to the rank of ` in the dual lattice L∗. Substituting the rank of ` in L∗ for the
exponent in Lemma 3.4.2 results in the desired expression.

4 The zipping construction

In this section a construction is given for strong minor posets using the zipping operation
introduced by Reading in [18]. This construction implies that any minor poset is isomorphic
to the face poset of a regular CW sphere, and in particular is Eulerian. The construction
also yields inequalities for the cd-indices of minor posets.

4.1 Background

To begin with some background on Eulerian posets, the zipping operation and PL-topology
as related to posets is recalled. The order complex ∆(P ) of a poset P is the simplicial
complex consisting of all chains in P . The proper part of a poset P with 0̂ and 1̂ is the
subposet P \ {0̂, 1̂}.

A simplicial complex ∆ is a PL-sphere when there is a piecewise linear homeomorphism
from ∆ to the boundary of a simplex. A poset is said to be a PL-sphere when the order
complex is a PL-sphere. A basic fact of PL-topology is that the proper part of the face
lattice of any polytope is a PL-sphere.

The link of a face X in a simplicial complex ∆ is the subcomplex

link∆(X) = {Y ∈ ∆ : Y ∩X = ∅ and Y ∪X ∈ ∆}.
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Lemma 4.1.1 (Hudson [13, Corollary 1.16]). Given a simplicial complex ∆ that is a PL-
sphere, for any face X of ∆ the link link∆(X) is a PL-sphere.

Let P be a poset with 0̂ and 1̂ where the proper part is a PL-sphere and let [x, y] be an interval
of P . The order complex ∆((x, y)) is the link link∆(P )(C) where C is the union of a maximal

chain in [0̂, x] and a maximal chain in [y, 1̂]. By Lemma 4.1.1 the order complex ∆((x, y))
is a PL-sphere. In summation, if P is a poset such that the proper part is a PL-sphere then
the proper part of any closed interval of P is a PL-sphere as well.

The following definition and theorem due to Björner characterize face posets of regular CW
complexes.

Definition 4.1.2 (Björner [6, Definition 2.1]). A poset P is a CW poset if the following
three conditions hold:

1. P has a unique minimal element 0̂ and a unique maximal element 1̂.

2. |P | ≥ 3.

3. ∆((0̂, p)) is homeomorphic to a sphere for all elements p in the open interval (0̂, 1̂).

The definition we give differs slightly from the one given in [6] since in the present context
face posets are adjoined with a maximal element which does not correspond to a cell.

Theorem 4.1.3 (Björner [6, Proposition 3.1]). A poset is a CW poset if and only if it is
isomorphic to the face poset of a regular CW complex.

A graded poset P with 0̂ and 1̂ is said to be Eulerian if for all x < y in P ,

∑

x≤z≤y

(−1)rk(z) = 0.

Equivalently the Möbius function of P satisfies µ(x, y) = (−1)rk(y)−rk(x). Face lattices of
polytopes are the motivating examples of Eulerian posets. More generally face posets of
regular CW spheres are Eulerian posets.

The zipping operation was introduced by Reading in [18, Section 4] as a tool to study Bruhat
intervals.

Definition 4.1.4. Let P be a poset and let x, y, z ∈ P . The triple x, y, z is said to form a
zipper if the following three conditions hold:

(i) z covers only the two elements x and y.
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(ii) z = x ∨ y.

(iii) {p ∈ P : p < x} = {p ∈ P : p < y}.

Let P be a poset with a zipper x, y ≺ z. The poset zip(P, z) has underlying set obtained
from P by replacing the elements x, y and z with a new element w. The order relation
of zip(P, z) is defined by the following three conditions that hold for all p and q in P \{x, y, z}.

(a) p ≤ w in zip(P, z) if and only if p ≤ z in P .

(b) w ≤ p in zip(P, z) if and only if x ≤ p or y ≤ p in P .

(c) p ≤ q in zip(P, z) if and only if p ≤ q in P .

When P and zip(P, z) are graded we have rkzip(P,z)(w) = rkP (z)− 1.

Let Q be a poset obtained from P by a sequence of zipping operations and let π : P → Q
be the projection map induced by the zipping operations. The relation q1 ≤ q2 in Q holds if
and only if there exist p1 ≤ p2 in P such that π(p1) = q1 and π(q1) = q2.

A graded poset is said to be thin if all length two intervals are isomorphic to the Boolean
algebra B2.

Remark 4.1.5. If P is a thin poset then x, y ≺ z form a zipper whenever conditions (i)
and (ii) in Definition 4.1.4 are satisfied. Condition (iii) in the same definition follows from
thinness and condition (i).

Proposition 4.1.6 (Reading [18, Proposition 4.4]). If P is a graded and thin poset, with a
zipper x, y ≺ z, then the poset zip(P, z) is graded and thin as well.

Theorem 4.1.7 (Reading [18, Theorem 4.7]). If the proper part of P is a PL-sphere
and x, y ≺ z form a zipper, then so is the proper part of zip(P, z).

The definition of the cd-index is briefly presented here. For a further discussion of the
cd-index see the survey by Bayer [1].

Let P be a graded poset of rank n+1 with 0̂ and 1̂. Let a and b be noncommuting variables of
degree 1. For each chain C = {0̂ < x1 < · · · < xk < 1̂} in P define a weight w(C) = w1 · · ·wn
by

wi =

{
b if there is a rank i element in C,

a− b otherwise.

The ab-index of P is the polynomial

Ψ(P ) =
∑

C

w(C),
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where the sum above is over all chains C = {0̂ < x1 < · · · < xk < 1̂}. Define noncommutative
variables c = a + b and d = ab + ba of degree 1 and 2, respectively. If the ab-index of P
can be expressed in terms of c and d, the resulting polynomial is called the cd-index of P
and is also denoted Ψ(P ). Not every poset has a cd-index, but every Eulerian poset has a
cd-index [2, Theorem 4].

In order to establish certain cd-index inequalities for minor posets we will need a condition
for nonnegativity of the cd-index. The Gorenstein* condition is such a condition. A poset P
whose proper part is P ′ is said to be Gorenstein* when the order complex ∆(P ′) is a real
homology sphere. This means the homology groups of the order complex and of every link
in the order complex are isomorphic to those of a sphere of the same dimension. See [8,
Section 2.1] for a precise definition of Gorenstein* posets. A Gorenstein* poset is necessarily
Eulerian. Lemma 4.1.1 implies that any poset P whose proper part P ′ is a PL-sphere is a
Gorenstein* poset.

Many results on nonnegativity of cd-indices led up to the nonnegativity result for Goren-
stein* posets. Purtill showed that the coefficients of the cd-index are nonnegative for
polytopes of dimension at most 5 ([17, Proposition 7.11]), and polytopes with simplicial
facets ([17, Corollary 7.8]). More generally Purtill showed that any CL-shellable Eulerian
poset whose proper upper intervals are all Boolean algebras has a cd-index with nonnegative
coefficients in [17, Corollary 7.4]. Stanley showed that the cd-index of the face poset of any
S-shellable regular CW sphere, a class which includes all polytopes, has nonnegative coeffi-
cients in [20, Theorem 2.2], and also that the cd-index of any Gorenstein* poset such that
all lower intervals are Boolean algebras has nonnegative coefficients in [20, Corollary 3.1].
Reading established the nonnegativity of certain coefficients of cd-indices of all Gorenstein*
posets in [19, Theorem 3]. We will require nonnegativity of the cd-index in the most general
case as stated below. This was conjectured by Stanley in [20, Conjecture 2.1]

Theorem 4.1.8 (Karu [14, Theorem 1.3]). If P is a Gorenstein* poset then the coefficients
of the cd-index Ψ(P ) are nonnegative.

There has also been interest in inequalities relating cd-indices of different posets, in par-
ticular, cd-index inequalities imply flag vector inequalities. Billera, Ehrenborg and Readdy
showed that the set of cd-indices of lattices of regions of oriented matroids is minimized by
the cd-index of the cross polytope ([4, Corollary 7.5]), and in particular that the set of cd-
indices of zonotopes is minimized by the cd-index of the cube ([4, Corollary 7.6]). Billera and
Ehrenborg gave certain inequalities between the cd-index of a polytope and the cd-index of
a face ([3, Theorem 5.1]), a particular case being Ψ(P ) ≥ Ψ(Pyr(F )) where F is a facet of
the polytope P ([3, Corollary 5.2]). This result was then used to show that the set of cd-
indices of polytopes is minimized by the cd-index of the simplex, that is, the cd-index of the
Boolean algebra ([3, Theorem 5.3]). Billera and Ehrenborg also showed that the cd-indices
of the cyclic polytopes coefficientwise maximize cd-indices of polytopes in [3, Theorem 6.5].
Generalizing the lower bound for polytopes, Ehrenborg and Karu showed that cd-index of
the Boolean algebra is the minimum among all Gorenstein* lattices.
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Reading gave a formula for how zipping operations affect the cd-index, we will use this to
derive inequalities between cd-indices of minor posets in Section 4.3.

Theorem 4.1.9. If P is an Eulerian poset and x, y ≺ z form a zipper, then the poset zip(P, z)
is Eulerian as well.

(a) (Reading [18, Proposition 4.5, Theorem 4.6]) If z 6= 1̂P then

Ψ(zip(P, z)) = Ψ(P )−Ψ([0̂, x]P ) · d ·Ψ([z, 1̂]P ).

(b) (Stanley [20, Lemma 1.1]) If z = 1̂P then

Ψ(zip(P, z)) = Ψ(P ) · c.

4.2 Factoring strong surjections

In this subsection we provide a process to factor any strong surjection into strong surjections
that only identify two elements. For the maps appearing in this factorization we give a
description of the fibers of the induced map between the minor posets which is needed for
the proof of Theorem 4.3.1.

Definition 4.2.1. Let E(L,G) denote the poset consisting of edges of the diagram of a gen-
erator enriched lattice (L,G), that is, pairs (`, `∨g) for ` ∈ L and g ∈ G such that `∨g 6= `.
The order relation of E(L,G) is defined by (`, ` ∨ g) ≤ (a ∨ `, a ∨ ` ∨ g) for a ∈ L.

An oriented edge in the diagram of a generator enriched lattice (L,G) is determined by its
vertices. For notational convenience the elements of E(L,G) will be denoted as unordered
pairs.

Definition 4.2.2. Given an equivalence relation φ on a generator enriched lattice (L,G),
an edge of φ is an edge (`, ` ∨ g) of (L,G) such that ` ≡ ` ∨ g(φ). Let E(φ) denote the set
of edges of φ. The equivalence relation φ is said to be connected if for all a ≡ b(φ) there is
a sequence a = c0, c1, . . . , ck = b such that for 1 ≤ i ≤ k the pair {ci−1, ci} is an edge of φ.

Note that a connected relation is determined by its set of edges.

Lemma 4.2.3. Let φ be an equivalence relation on a generator enriched lattice (L,G). The
relation φ is join-preserving if and only if (i) it is connected and (ii) the set of edges E(φ)
forms an upper order ideal in the poset E(L,G) of edges of (L,G).

Proof. Let φ be a join preserving equivalence relation on (L,G). To show φ is connected
let a, b ∈ (L,G) with a ≡ b(φ). Then a ≡ a ∨ b ≡ b(φ). Choose some sequence g1, . . . , gr of
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generators of (L,G) such that a < a ∨ g1 < · · · < a ∨ (g1 ∨ · · · ∨ gr) = a ∨ b. Each term of
the sequence must be congruent to a since said terms lie in the interval [a, a∨ b]. Thus each
pair of subsequent terms in the sequence is an edge of φ. There exists a similarly defined
sequence from b to a ∨ b. Concatenating these two sequences gives a sequence from a to b
consisting of edges of φ. Therefore φ is connected.

In order to show the set E(φ) forms an upper order ideal of the poset E(L,G), let {a, b} be
an edge of φ and let ` ∈ L. Since a ≡ b(φ) and φ is join-preserving a ∨ ` ≡ b ∨ `(φ). Hence
if a∨` 6= b∨` then {a∨`, b∨`} is an edge of φ. Thus E(φ) is an upper order ideal of E(L,G).

Conversely, consider a connected equivalence relation φ on L such that the set of edges E(φ)
forms an upper order ideal in the poset E(L,G) of edges of (L,G). Let a, b ∈ L such
that a ≡ b(φ). Since φ is connected there is a sequence a = c0, c1, . . . , ck = b such that
for 1 ≤ i ≤ k the pair {ci−1, ci} is an edge of φ. Taking the join with any ` ∈ L results in
a sequence a ∨ ` = c0 ∨ `, c1 ∨ `, . . . , ck ∨ ` = b ∨ `. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k either ci−1 ∨ ` = ci ∨ `
or {ci−1 ∨ `, ci ∨ `} is an edge of L. In the second case since E(φ) is an upper order ideal, the
edge {ci−1, ci} ∈ E(φ) implies that {ci−1∨ `, ci∨ `} ∈ E(φ). Removing repeated terms results
in a sequence from a∨ ` to b∨ ` consisting of edges of φ. Thus a∨ ` ≡ b∨ `(φ), hence φ is a
join preserving equivalence relation.

Lemma 4.2.4. Let (L,G) and (K,H) be generator enriched lattices and f : (L,G)→ (K,H)
be a strong map. If the map f has a single nontrivial fiber {x, y} in L, then the element x
is only covered by y or vice versa.

Proof. Since f(x) = f(y) it must be that f(x∨y) = f(x)∨f(y) = f(x). Since f−1(x) = {x, y}
the element x ∨ y is either x or y. Without loss of generality we may assume x < y. In
fact x ≺ y, since if x ≤ z ≤ y then f(x) ≤ f(z) ≤ f(y) = f(x) so f(z) = f(x). Hence z
must be equal to x or to y. On the other hand, if z > x then f(z) = f(x ∨ z) = f(y ∨ z).
The map f is invertible when restricted to L \ {x}, so this implies y ∨ z = z hence y ≤ z.
Therefore x is only covered by y.

Lemma 4.2.5. Let (L,G) and (K,H) be generator enriched lattices. Any strong surjec-
tion f : (L,G) → (K,H) can be factored as f = fr ◦ · · · ◦ f1 where each map fi is a strong
surjection that identifies only two elements.

Proof. Consider the map f as an equivalence relation on L defined by a ≡ b(f)
when f(a) = f(b). By Lemma 4.2.3 this equivalence relation is connected and the
edges form an upper order ideal in the poset E(L,G) of edges of (L,G). Choose a linear
extension of E(L,G). Order the edges of f as {x1, y1}, . . . , {xr, yr} by the chosen linear
extension. Define equivalence relations fi for 1 ≤ i ≤ r by letting fi be the transitive
closure of the relation defined by xj ≡ yj for 1 ≤ j ≤ i. By definition fi is connected and
the edges of fi form an upper order ideal in E(L,G) so fi is join-preserving. Thus, each
relation fi defines a generator enriched lattice, namely the quotient (L,G)/fi. Furthermore,
for each i either (L,G)/fi+1 = (L,G)/fi or (L,G)/fi+1 is obtained from (L,G)/fi by
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identifying two elements, namely fi(xi+1) and fi(yi+1). Thus, the strong map f factors as
the product fr ◦ · · · ◦ f1 of the quotient maps. Removing any instances of identity maps
gives the desired factorization.

Recall from Lemma 3.2.1 that a strong map f : (L,G)→ (K,H) induces an order-preserving
map F : M(L,G)→ M(K,H) defined by

F (〈I|z〉) = 〈f(I)|f(z)〉.
Lemma 4.2.6. Let f : (L,G)→ (K,H) be a strong map between generator enriched lattices.
If the map f has a single nontrivial fiber x ≺ y then the induced map F : M(L,G)→ M(K,H)
has nontrivial fibers of the form

{(M, I), (Mx, Ix), (My, Iy)},
where

x, y ∈ I ∪ {0̂M},
(Mx, Ix) = (M, I) \ {y},

(My, Iy) =

{
(M, I) \ {x} if x ∈ I,
(M, I)/{y} if x = 0̂M .

Proof. Clearly such a triple {(M, I), (Mx, Ix), (My, Iy)} consists of a single fiber of F ,

and given any minor (M, I) with x, y ∈ I ∪ {0̂M} there is such a triple. Further-
more, the fiber containing (M, I) is precisely the set {(M, I), (Mx, Ix), (My, Iy)}. Now
suppose (M1, I1) and (M2, I2) are minors of (L,G) in the same fiber of F such that nei-
ther I1 ∪ {0̂M1} nor I2 ∪ {0̂M2} contains both x and y. By assumption f(0̂M1) = f(0̂M2).
Either 0̂M1 = 0̂M2 or one is x and the other y. Consider the case 0̂M1 = 0̂M2 . The
equality F (M1, I1) = F (M2, I2) holds, thus f(I1) = f(I2). Hence, these sets differ by
exchanging x and y. There is a minor (M, I) of (L,G) with I = I1 ∪ I2 and 0̂M = 0̂M1 .
This minor satisfies F (M, I) = F (M1, I1) = F (M2, I2) and (M1, I1) and (M2, I2) are the
minors (M, I) \ {x} and (M, I) \ {y}.

Now consider the case where 0̂M1 6= 0̂M2 . Since f(0̂M1) = f(0̂M2) one must equal x and the
other must equal y. Say 0̂M1 = x. Since x ≺ y the element y is a generator of the contrac-
tion (L,G)/x. Consequently, there is a minor (M, I) of (L,G) with 0̂M = x and I = I1∪{y}.
Furthermore, (M1, I1) = (M, I) \ {y} and (M2, I2) = (M, I)/{y}.

4.3 The main theorem

Theorem 4.3.1. Let (L,G) and (K,H) be generator enriched lattices such that there is
a strong surjection from (L,G) onto (K,H). The minor poset M(K,H) can be obtained
from M(L,G) via a sequence of zipping operations.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.2.5 we may assume f has a single nontrivial fiber {x ≺ y}.
Let F : M(L,G) → M(K,H) be the map induced by f . By Lemma 4.2.6 the nontrivial
fibers of F are of the form {(M, I), (Mx, Ix), (My, Iy)} in which (Mx, Ix) = (M, I) \ {y}
and (My, Iy) = (M, I) \ {x} when x 6= 0̂M and (My, Iy) = (M, I)/{y} when x = 0̂M .
Let Z be the set of maximal elements of these nontrivial fibers of F . Choose some total
ordering <zip of Z with the property that if (M1, I1) and (M2, I2) are elements of Z such
that rk(M1, I1) < rk(M2, I2) then (M1, I1)<zip(M2, I2). The poset M(K,H) will be obtained
from M(L,G) by identifying each of the triples {(M, I), (Mx, Ix), (My, Iy)} as described
above. It will be shown these identifications may be made by zipping each fiber containing
an element of Z with respect to the order <zip.

Let (M, I) ∈ Z and let (Mx, Ix) and (My, Iy) be the other elements of the same fiber as (M, I)
as before. Let P be the poset obtained from M(L,G) by zipping elements of Z in increasing
order with respect to <zip up to but not including the step of zipping the element (M, I).
The minor poset M(L,G) is graded and thin by Lemma 3.1.3, so Proposition 4.1.6 implies
that P is graded and thin as well. Let π : M(L,G) → P be the projection map induced
by the zipping operations. By Remark 4.1.5 to show the triple π(Mx, Ix), π(My, Iy), π(M, I)
forms a zipper in P it suffices to show that π(M, I) only covers the elements π(Mx, Ix)
and π(My, Iy), and show that the join π(Mx, Ix) ∨ π(My, Iy) in P is π(M, I).

We claim any minor (M ′, I ′) other than (Mx, Ix) or (My, Iy) covered by (M, I) satis-

fies x, y ∈ I ′ ∪ {0̂M ′}. This claim is obvious when (M ′, I ′) is a deletion of (M, I). Since x is
only covered by y, for any z ∈ L either z ∨ x = z ∨ y or z ≤ x. Thus contracting (M, I) by
an element ` 6= x either fixes both elements x and y or removes more than one generator.
We conclude any minor (M ′, I ′) ≺ (M, I) satisfies x, y ∈ I ′ ∪ {0̂M ′}. By construction
such a minor (M ′, I ′) was the maximal element of a zipper in the construction of P
and thus rkP (π(M ′, I ′)) < rkM(L,G)(M

′, I ′). Hence the element π(M ′, I ′) is not covered
by π(M, I). Therefore π(M, I) only covers the elements π(Mx, Ix) and π(My, Iy) in the
poset P .

It remains to show π(M, I) = π(Mx, Ix) ∨ π(My, Iy) in P . To this end, we first ob-
serve (M, I) = (Mx, Ix)∨ (My, Iy) in M(L,G). From the definitions of (Mx, Ix) and (My, Iy)

either 0̂Mx = 0̂My or 0̂Mx = x. In the case the minimal element 0̂Mx = x it is only covered

by 0̂My = y. With these relations in mind it is straightforward to check via Lemma 3.3.5
that (M, I) = (Mx, Ix) ∨ (My, Iy) in M(L,G).

Now consider an element p ∈ P that is an upper bound for the elements π(Mx, Ix)
and π(My, Iy). By construction, the fibers π−1 ◦ π(Mx, Ix) and π−1 ◦ π(My, Iy) are
trivial. The fact that p > π(Mx, Ix) implies there is some minor (Nx, Jx) of (L,G)
such that (Nx, Jx) > (Mx, Ix) and π(Nx, Jx) = p. Similarly, there is a minor (Ny, Jy)
of (L,G) such that (Ny, Jy) > (My, Iy) and π(Ny, Jy) = p. If (Ny, Jy) = (Nx, Jx)
then (Nx, Jx) ≥ (M, I), hence p ≥ π(M, I) as desired. It remains to show this equality
must hold. Since p > π(Mx, Ix) we have that rkP (p) ≥ rkP (π(Mx, Ix)) + 1 = rk(M, I). By
construction no minors of (L,G) of rank greater than rk(M, I) were the maximal element of
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Figure 10: An example of the zipping construction.

a zipper in the construction of P , so π−1(p) consists of minors with rank at most rk(M, I).
If the fiber π−1(p) was not trivial then since P was constructed via zipping operations
we have rkP (p) ≤ rk(M, I) − 1 = rkP (π(Mx, Ix)). Since p > π(Mx, Ix) this cannot be
the case. Hence, the fiber π−1(p) is trivial and the equality (Nx, Jx) = (Ny, Jy) holds,
hence p ≥ π(M, I). Therefore π(M, I) is the join of π(Mx, Ix) and π(My, Iy) in P . This
establishes the triple π(Mx, Ix), π(My, Iy), π(M, I) forms a zipper in P and completes the
proof.

Figure 10 depicts an example of the zipping construction.

Corollary 4.3.2. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) the minor poset M(L,G) is
Eulerian, and if G 6= ∅ the proper part of M(L,G) is a PL-sphere.

Proof. Let n = |G|. Proposition 3.1.6 says the minor poset M(Bn, irr(Bn)) is isomorphic
to the face lattice Qn of the n-dimensional cube. In particular, this poset is Eulerian and
the proper part is a PL-sphere. There is a strong surjection from (Bn, irr(Bn)) onto (L,G),
namely the canonical strong map. Thus, Theorem 4.3.1 implies the minor poset M(L,G) can
be obtained from the poset Qn via zipping operations. Theorem 4.1.9 and Theorem 4.1.7
imply the minor poset M(L,G) is Eulerian and that if G 6= ∅ then its proper part is a
PL-sphere.

Corollary 4.3.3. For any generator enriched lattice (L,G) with G 6= ∅ the minor
poset M(L,G) is isomorphic to the face poset of a regular CW sphere.

Proof. Since lower intervals of a minor poset are themselves minor posets, Section 4.3.2 along
with Theorem 4.1.3 implies the result.

Recall the rank 1 elements of the minor poset M(L,G) are in bijection with the elements
of (L,G) and the rank 2 elements are in bijection with the edges of the diagram of (L,G). The
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regular CW complex whose face poset is isomorphic to M(L,G) has a 1-skeleton isomorphic
to the diagram of (L,G). In particular, by Proposition 3.1.10 when (L,G) is minimally
generated and geometric, the 1-skeleton is isomorphic to the Hasse diagram of L. In any
case, when |G| = 3 the associated CW complex can be constructed simply by embedding
the diagram of (L,G) into the 2-sphere.

Corollary 4.3.4. Let (L,G) be a generator enriched lattice with n generators. The following
inequalities hold coefficientwise among the cd-indices:

0 ≤ Ψ(M(L,G)) ≤ Ψ(Qn).

Proof. The left-hand inequality is implied by Section 4.3.2 and Theorem 4.1.8. Theorem 4.1.8
also applies to the face lattice of the n-dimensional cube, to the intermediate posets in the
zipping construction of M(L,G) and to all intervals of these posets; as the proper parts of
these posets are PL-spheres. Theorem 4.1.9 implies the cd-index of the minor poset M(L,G)
may be obtained from the cd-index of the face lattice of the n-dimensional cube by sub-
tracting terms which all have nonnegative coefficients.

Corollary 4.3.5. Let (L,G) and (K,H) be generator enriched lattices such that there is a
strong surjection from (L,G) onto (K,H). The following inequality of cd-indices is satisfied
coefficientwise:

Ψ(M(K,H)) · c|G|−|H| ≤ Ψ(M(L,G)). (4.1)

Proof. First consider the case where |G| = |H|. By Theorem 4.3.1 we have a sequence of zip-
ping operations that takes the minor poset M(L,G) to M(K,H). The minor poset M(L,G)
has proper part a PL-sphere, hence so does every intermediate poset resulting from the
sequence of zipping operations. By Theorem 4.1.8 every intermediate poset, and every in-
terval of every intermediate poset, has a cd-index with nonnegative coefficients. By assump-
tion rk(M(L,G)) = rk(M(K,H)) so no zipping operation involves the maximal element.
Thus, Theorem 4.1.9 (a) implies each zipping operation corresponds, on the level of cd-
indices, to subtracting off some cd-polynomial with nonnegative coefficients. Therefore, we
have Ψ(M(K,H)) ≤ Ψ(M(L,G)) coefficientwise when |G| = |H|.

Now consider the case where |G| = |H|+ 1. Let f : (L,G)→ (K,H) be a strong surjection.
Factor the map f as in Lemma 4.2.5, and then group maps which do not decrease the number
of generators. This results in a factorization f = f3 ◦ f2 ◦ f1, for strong surjections

f1 : (L,G)→ (M, I),

f2 : (M, I)→ (N, J),

f3 : (N, J)→ (K,H),

such that |G| = |I| = |J | + 1. By the previous case we have Ψ(M(M, I)) ≤ Ψ(M(L,G))
and Ψ(M(K,H)) ≤ Ψ(M(N, J)) coefficientwise. Consider the zipping sequence induced by
the map f2. Since |I| − |J | = 1 we have rk(M(M, I)) − rk(M(N, J)) = 1, thus there is
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one zipping operation that involves the maximal element. By the construction given in
Theorem 4.3.1 this is the final zipping operation. Let P be the result of the zipping oper-
ations applied to M(M, I) with the exception of the final zipping operation. The zipping
operations used to construct P all correspond, on the level of cd-indices, to subtracting off
a cd-polynomial with nonnegative coefficients. Thus, we have Ψ(P ) ≤ Ψ(M(M, I)). The
minor poset M(N, J) is constructed from P by zipping the maximal element 1̂P . By Theo-
rem 4.1.9(b) we have Ψ(P ) = Ψ(M(N, J)) ·c. We have established the following inequalities:

Ψ(M(K,H)) · c ≤ Ψ(M(N, J)) · c ≤ Ψ(M(M, I)) ≤ Ψ(M(L,G)).

Finally, consider the case where |G| − |H| > 1. Factor the map f as in Lemma 4.2.5
and group maps so that each group ends with a map decreasing the number of genera-
tors by one. This results in a factorization f = fr ◦ · · · ◦ f1 consisting of strong surjec-
tions fi : (Mi, Ii)→ (Mi+1, Ii+1) such that

|Ii| − |Ii+1| = 1,

(M1, I1) = (L,G),

(Mr+1, Ir+1) = (K,H).

The previous case shows Ψ(M(Mi+1, Ii+1)) · c ≤ Ψ(M(Mi, Ii)) for i = 1, . . . , r. Set-
ting r = |G| − |H|, it follows that Ψ(M(K,H)) · cr ≤ Ψ(M(L,G)).

Remark 4.3.6. It would be too much to expect the converse of the above corollary to hold.
That is, to expect cd-index inequalities for minor posets to imply the existence of strong
surjections between the associated generator enriched lattices. Indeed, the converse is false.
As a counterexample, let (L,G) be the generator enriched lattice depicted in Figure 6 (b)
and let (K,H) be the generator enriched lattice depicted in Figure 6 (a). There is no strong
surjection from (L,G) onto (K,H), but the inequality is satisfied since

Ψ(M(L,G)) = c3 + 2cd + 3dc,

Ψ(M(K,H)) = c3 + cd + 3dc.

To end this section we consider a special case of inequality (4.1). Namely, it is shown any
generator enriched lattice with no parallels admits a strong surjection onto the chain with the
same number of generators. Thus, the set of cd-indices of minor posets of generator enriched
lattices with no parallels and n generators is minimized by the cd-index of the Boolean
algebra Bn+1. This result bares some similarity to the theorem due to Ehrenborg and Karu
that says the coefficientwise minimum of cd-indices of Gorenstein* posets is achieved by
the Boolean algebra ([8, Corollary 1.3]). The bound for minor posets of generator enriched
lattices with no parallels is not a special case of Ehrenborg and Karu’s theorem, Figure 8
depicts a generator enriched lattice with no parallels whose minor poset is not a lattice. On
the other hand, any minor poset that is a lattice must be the minor poset of a generator
enriched lattice with no parallels by Theorem 3.3.6.
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Lemma 4.3.7. If (L,G) is a generator enriched lattice with n generators and no parallels
then there is a strong surjection onto the length n chain.

Proof. Construct a linear extension g1, . . . , gn of the set G of generators as follows. For g1

choose any element minimal in the subposet G of L. Consider the contraction (L,G)/g1. By
the no parallels assumption, and the fact that g1 is minimal, the contraction (L,G)/g1 must
have n − 1 generators. Next choose any minimal generator g of (L,G)/g1. The element g
corresponds to a unique generator g2 of (L,G) satisfying g2∨g1 = g. Now the process repeats
considering the contraction (L,G)/{g1, g2}. This process ends with an ordering g1, . . . , gn
of G. This ordering has the property that for i < j

g1 ∨ · · · ∨ gi 6> gj ∨ (g1 ∨ · · · ∨ gi−1).

In particular, the ordering is a linear extension of the poset G.

Label the elements of the length n chain Cn as 0 < 1 < · · · < n. Define a map

f : (L,G)→ (Cn, irr(Cn))

by
f(`) = max({0} ∪ {i : gi ≤ `}).

To show f is join-preserving, let a, b ∈ L and suppose f(a) ∨ f(b) = i. Let j > i, by
construction gj 6≤ g1 ∨ · · · ∨ gi ≥ a ∨ b. Thus gj 6≤ a ∨ b, and f(a ∨ b) < j. Hence,
f(a ∨ b) ≤ f(a) ∨ f(b). Clearly f(a ∨ b) ≥ f(a) ∨ f(b) so f(a ∨ b) = f(a) ∨ f(b). Since the
ordering g1, . . . , gn is a linear extension of the subposet G of L, the image f(gi) is i, hence f
is a surjection.

Corollary 4.3.8. The class of cd-indices of minor posets of generator enriched lattices
with n generators and no parallels is coefficientwise minimized by the cd-index of the
rank n+ 1 Boolean algebra.

Proof. Lemma 4.3.7 and Section 4.3.4 imply

Ψ(Bn+1) = Ψ(M(Cn, irr(Cn))) ≤ Ψ(M(L,G)).

5 Concluding remarks

The original motivation for studying minor posets was an effort to describe the structure
of the uncrossing poset. The uncrossing poset of rank

(
n
2

)
is the poset on complete match-

ings of [2n] where the order relations correspond to resolving crossings in certain diagrams,
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adjoined with a unique minimal element 0̂. Certain lower intervals in the uncrossing poset
are isomorphic to the minor poset of the lattice of flats of a graph derived from a diagram
associated to the pairing. The structure of the entire uncrossing poset is more nuanced, the
author aims to describe the uncrossing poset as a generalized minor poset in future work.

The minor poset of a generator enriched lattice is isomorphic to the face poset of a CW sphere,
and such a CW sphere can be realized with piecewise linear cells. Another open question
the author plans to study is whether there is some combinatorially significant realization of
such CW complexes with piecewise linear cells. Certain polytopes defined from the canonical
strong map appear to be a promising candidate.

Stanley posed the broad open question of finding a direct combinatorial interpretation of the
coefficients of the cd-index for posets with a nonnegative cd-index in [20]. Is there a direct
combinatorial interpretation of the coefficients of the cd-index of the minor poset of a given
generator enriched lattice? A related question is whether the cd-index of the minor poset
can be calculated directly from the generator enriched lattice in some manner.

A further question about the cd-indices of minor posets is whether one can derive tight
bounds for the coefficients of cd-indices of minor posets over interesting classes of generator
enriched lattices. Section 4.3.4 and Section 4.3.8 provide a tight upper and lower bound
respectively for the class of generator enriched lattices with no parallels and n generators.
Another class of generator enriched lattices for which this question may be tractable is
minimally generated geometric lattices with n generators; and as a refinement, minimally
generated geometric lattices of rank at most r with n generators. Any minimally generated
geometric lattice of rank at most r is the image under a strong map of the lattice of flats
of the uniform matroid of rank r with ground set [n]. On the other end, every geometric
lattice with n generators admits a strong surjection onto the lattice of flats of the uniform
matroid of rank 2 with ground set [n]. Thus, calculating cd-indices of minor posets for
uniform matroids will produce tight bounds.
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