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CHARACTERISTIC SETS OF MATROIDS

DUSTIN CARTWRIGHT AND DONY VARGHESE

Abstract

We investigate possible linear, algebraic, and Frobenius flock characteristic sets
of matroids. In particular, we classify possible combinations of linear and algebraic
characteristic sets when the algebraic characteristic set is finite or cofinite. We also
show that the natural density of an algebraic characteristic set in the set of primes may
be arbitrarily close to any real number in the unit interval.

Frobenius flock realizations can be constructed from algebraic realizations, but the
converse is not true. We show that the algebraic characteristic set may be an arbi-
trary cofinite set even for matroids whose Frobenius flock characteristic set is the set
of all primes. In addition, we construct Frobenius flock realizations in all positive char-
acteristics from linear realizations in characteristic 0, and also from Frobenius flock
realizations of the dual matroid.

1 Introduction

A matroid is a combinatorial structure generalizing the concept of linear independence of
vectors in a vector space [Whi3h]. Explicitly, it is equivalent to the collection of all linearly
independent subsets of a fixed set of vectors in a vector space. However, not all matroids
have linear representations, and the existence of a linear representation can depend on
the field. The linear characteristic set of a matroid M, which we denote xr(M), is the
set of characteristics of those fields over which M does have a linear representation. The
linear characteristic set of a matroid is either a finite set of positive primes or a cofinite set
containing 0 [Rad57, Vam75]. Conversely, any such set occurs as the linear characteristic
set of some matroid [Kah82, [Rei.

Similar to the linear independence in a vector space, algebraic independence in a field
extension also defines a matroid. For a matroid M on a set F, an algebraic representation
over K is a pair (L, ¢) consisting of a field extension L of K and a map ¢: F — L such
that any I C E is independent in M if and only if the set ¢(I) is algebraically independent
over K. If a matroid has a linear representation over a field K, then it also has an algebraic
representation over K. Conversely, an algebraic representation over a field of characteristic 0
can be turned into a linear representation over a field of characteristic 0 by using derivations.
However, there are matroids with algebraic representations in positive characteristic, but

not linear representations 86.
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The algebraic characteristic set of a matroid M, denoted by xa(M), is the set of char-
acteristics of the fields in which a matroid M has algebraic representations. A classification
analogous to that for linear characteristic sets is not known. Nonetheless, our first result
shows that the algebraic characteristic set can be an essentially arbitrary finite or cofinite
set, with a restriction only for characteristic O:

Theorem 1. Let C;, € Cq C P U {0} be finite or cofinite subsets. Suppose either that
0 € Cr, and C1, is cofinite, or that 0 ¢ C4 and Cr, is finite. Then there exists a matroid M
such that x,(M) = Cr, and xa(M) = Ca.

Here, and throughout the paper, P denotes the set of all primes.

Unlike the linear characteristic set, the algebraic characteristic set of a matroid may be
neither finite nor cofinite [EH91, Ex. 2]. We extend this example to show that the possible
densities of the algebraic characteristic set are dense in the interval [0, 1]:

Theorem 2. Let 0 < o < 1 be a real number and € > 0. Then there exists a matroid M
such that |d(xa(M)) — o| < €, where d(xa(M)) refers to the natural density of xa(M) in
the set of all primes.

Recall that the natural density of a set of primes is defined as:

. H{peS|p<N}
d(s)_zvlféo\{pep\p<zv}y’

if that limit exists.

While derivations of algebraic representations in positive characteristic do not always
give linear representations of the same matroid, Lindstréom found cases where they did and
used that to prove that for p a prime, the so-called Lazarson matroids M,, have algebraic
characteristic set consisting of just p [Lin85|. Gordon extended this technique to give exam-
ples of matroids with some special non-singleton finite algebraic characteristic sets [Gor88].
He even went so far as to speculate that matroids with non-empty finite linear characteristic
set had finite algebraic characteristic set, which is false by Theorem [II

Inspired by Lindstrom’s work, Bollen, Draisma, and Pendavingh constructed what they
called a Frobenius flock from an algebraic realization of a matroid. The Frobenius flock of
an algebraic realization is a collection of compatible linear realizations of different matroids,
which collectively agree with the algebraic matroid [BDP18]. The examples of Lindstrom
and Gordon corresponded to the case where the flock was determined by a single one of
these linear realizations. Given the tight connection between the Frobenius flock realizations
and algebraic realizations in these cases, it is natural to wonder how different they are in
general. We can define the flock characteristic set xp(M) C PP, analogously to the linear
and algebraic characteristic sets, and the flock characteristic set is an upper bound on the
algebraic characteristic set. However, we show that their difference can be an arbitrary
finite set of primes:



Theorem 3. In Theorem [, the matroids constructed with infinite algebraic characteristic
set also have xp(M) =P.

It would be interesting to know if the flock characteristic set can be an arbitrary cofinite
set, like the linear and algebraic characteristic sets can be. However, the combinations of
flock characteristic set and linear characteristic set are constrained by the following;:

Theorem 4. Let M be a matroid. If 0 € xr(M), then xp(M) = P.

Theorem Ml together with results quoted above, show that Theorem [ constructs all pos-
sible triples of linear, algebraic, and flock characteristic sets, in the case where the linear
characteristic set includes 0.

The method for proving Theorem [ involves “stretching” linear flocks (which are Frobe-
nius flocks, but with a possible different automorphism than Frobenius). A consequence of
this construction, is the following, which disproves [Boll8, Conj. 8.21]:

Theorem 5. If M is a matroid, and M* is its dual matroid, then xp(M*) = xp(M).

While we don’t know about cofinite flock characteristic sets, any single prime may be a
flock characteristic set |Lin85, BDP18]|. Moreover, we show that certain finite sets are also
possible:

Theorem 6. Let C be any Gordon-Brylawski set of primes. Then there exists a matroid M
with xp,(M) = xa(M) = xp(M) =C.

Gordon-Brylawski sets are sets of primes satisfying a certain technical condition, given in
Definition 17 below. Although we don’t know if the cardinality of a Gordon-Brylawski
set is bounded, Example [I8 shows that a Gordon-Brylawski set may have as many as 80
elements.

Recently, matroids over hyperfields and tracts have attracted much attention, as a
generalization of both matroids and matroid realizations over a field [BB19, [Su23|. In
general, hyperfields and tracts don’t seem to have a natural notion of characteristic, and so
it’s not clear what would be the analogous definition of a characteristic set. Nonetheless,
Frobenius flock realizations are equivalent to realizations over a certain skew hyperfield
introduced in [Pen|, and so our results do cover characteristic sets for this specific class of
hyperfields. Further investigation of the characteristic sets of Frobenius flocks could give
some insight into what kind of behavior we should expect for realizations over tracts and
skew hyperfields in general.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we construct matroids
to prove Theorem [Il In Section ] we construct matroids whose algebraic characteristic set
is neither finite nor cofinite, and prove Theorem 2l In Section Ml we recall the definition
of linear flocks from [BDP18| and prove the Theorem El Finally in Section Bl we examine
examples of matroids with finite flock characteristic sets and prove Theorem



2 Specified characteristic sets

In this section, we introduce a lemma of Evans and Hrushovski and use it to construct
matroids with specified linear and algebraic characteristic sets. Evans and Hrushovski
constructed algebraic realizations of matroids using matrices of endomorphisms of a fixed
one-dimensional group. Moreover, they showed that for certain matroids, all algebraic
realizations are equivalent to realizations by such matrices.

This one-dimensional group construction simultaneously generalizes the realization of
linear matroids as algebraic matroids and the realization of rational matroids as algebraic
matroids over any field using monomials. The important point for us is that it depends on a
choice of one-dimensional connected algebraic group G over an algebraically closed field K.
Such groups can be classified as either G, the additive group of K, G,,, the multiplicative
group of K, or E an elliptic curve over K [BCD20l Sec. 2.1]. In each of these cases the
ring of endomorphisms of the algebraic group is an integral domain E, which can be shown
to be contained in a (possibly non-commutative) division ring D. The one-dimensional
group construction turns a linear representation of a matroid over D into an algebraic
representation over K. The standard translation of linear matroids into algebraic matroids
corresponds to the group G, with £ € K corresponding to the function x +— ka, which is
an endomorphism of G,. Likewise, the endomorphisms of the multiplicative group G,, are
just the integers with n corresponding to the multiplicative endomorphism = — 2", and
then the group construction translates an integer matrix into monomials.

Lemma 7 (Lem. 3.4.1 in [EHO1]). Let ® be a collection of equations in the variables
0, .., Ty, tncluding the equations and inequalities:

xo =0, x1 =1, and x; # x; (for all i # j),
together with some equations of the form:
x; = x; + x (where j,k #0,k #1i# j),x; = xj - x, (where 1,5,k # 0,1andk # i # j).
Then there exists a matroid M satisfying the following properties:

1. M has a linear realization over an infinite field K if and only if there exist (distinct)
values for xq, ..., T, in K which simultaneously satisfy every equation in P.

2. M has an algebraic realization over a field K if and only if there exists a linear
representation of M over the division ring generated by the ring of endomorphisms of
a I-dimensional algebraic group G over a field of the same characteristic as K.

From now on, we will refer to systems of equations satisfying the conditions of Lemma [
to mean the form in the first paragraph. Note that, because of the required inequalities, a
solution to such a system in a division ring () will always mean an assignment of distinct
values of () for the variables.



We now recall the classification of the endomorphism rings of a one-dimensional alge-
braic group. If characteristic of K is 0, then the endomorphism ring of G,, G.,, or an
elliptic curve is, respectively, K, Z, and either Z or an order in an imaginary quadratic
number field [Sil86, Thm. VI.6.1(b)|. If characteristic of K is p > 0, then the endomor-
phism ring of of G,, is again Z, but the endomorphisms of GG, are instead isomorphic to
the non-commutative ring of p-polynomials, denoted K[F] [Hum?75 Sec. 20.3]. Elements
of K[F| are written as polynomials in an indeterminate F', with coefficients in K, but with
the multiplication rule defined by Fa = o F, if a € K. In addition to the same possibilities
as characteristic 0, the endomorphism ring of an elliptic curve in positive characteristic may
be an order in a quaternion ring [Sil86, Cor. 111.9.4].

Lemma 8. Let n > 1 be an integer. Then there exists a system of equations ®,, satisfying
the conditions in Lemma[d, whose variables include y; for 1 <i < n+ 1, and w, with the
following properties:

1. For any solution in a division ring Q) to the system of equations ®,, the variables
satisfy y; = Yt for2 < i < mn+1 and w = y{”l + ny;‘_l + (n — 1)y?_2 and the
inequality y?_l + y1”_2 #0.

2. For any field K, there exists a finite set S C K of elements algebraic over the prime
subfield of K, such that for any t € K\ S, there exists a solution to ®,, with y; = t.

Proof. We define the system ®,, using variables denoted xg, Z1,Y1,- .-, Yn+t1,21s- -« Zn—1,
w1, ..., Won—3,w, and satisfying the following equations:
zg=0 Y2 =y1- Y1 Z1 =Y+ 21 w1 =yY3+ Y1
x1 =1 Ys=Y2- Y1 Zo =21Y1 wo = w1 + 21
23 =%22"Y w3 = w2 - Y1
Yn = Yn—1"Y1 : Wy = w3 + 22
Yn+1 =Yn "Y1 Zn—1 = Zn—-2 "Y1 W5 = W4 - Y1

Won—3 = W2n—-2 "Y1

W = Wap—3 + Zn—1

If we let ¢ denote the value of y1, then we can recursively evaluate the variables in terms
of t:



9 =0 y1 =1 z1=t+1 w1:t3+t
=1 =1t zp=t(t+1) wy =13+ 2t + 1
ys = t3 23 =12 (t+1) wg =t* + 262 + ¢

: wy =t + 362 + 2t
Up =17z =t"2(t+1) ws = t° + 3% + 212

Wop—3 = t" 4+ (n— 1) " 4 (n — 2)t" 2
w=t"" "l 4 (n— 1) "2

This proves the first claim.

For the second claim, we need to show that there exists a finite set S in K, such that
any element ¢ in K \ S provides a solution to ®,,. To show that, let us consider the above
solution to ®,, as polynomials in ¢ using the variable assignments as above and let P be the
set of those polynomials. Let S consist of all roots of equations of the form p— g = 0, for all
distinct p,q € P. Now, we need to show that for all p,q € P, p—q are non-zero polynomials,
independent of the characteristic, to know that S is finite. All the polynomials in P are
monic, and the difference between monic polynomials of different degrees is non-zero, so it
sufficient to show that p — ¢ # 0 for polynomials p and q of the same degree.

The polynomials with degree 1 are y; and z;. The difference between y; and z; is 1, so
they are distinct. Similarly, degree 2 elements are y5 and zo, their difference is ¢ so they are
distinct. For 3 < i < n, the elements with degree i are ¢/, ¢!+~ ¢14 (i — 2) #1724 (1 —3)t: 3
and ' + (i — 1)¢'=2 + (i — 2)t'=3. The difference between these terms are either a monic
polynomial, (i —2) 724 (i—3)t"3 or (i — 1) t"2 4 (i—2)#*~3. The terms (i — 2) "2+ (i —
3)t'=3 and (i — 1) #"=2 + (i — 2)t'~3 are not zero because a prime cannot divide consecutive
integers. So degree i elements are distinct for 3 < ¢ < n. The elements with degree n+1 are
Yn+1, Won—3, and wse,_s. The difference between these terms are either a monic polynomial,
(n—1)t" 14+ (n—2)t""2 or nt" 14 (n — 1) t"~2. These are not zero since because, again,
a prime cannot divide consecutive integers. Thus, S is a finite set of elements, all algebraic
over the prime subfield of F' and for any ¢ outside of S, each of the variables in the solution
to ®,, with y; = ¢ will be distinct. O

We now use Lemma 8] together with additional equations in order to construct matroids
with specified characteristic sets.

Proposition 9. Let C be a finite set of primes. Then there exists a matroid M such that
XL(M) =xa(M)=C.



Proof. Let n be the product of the primes in C. We use the system ®,, from Lemma [§ and
add the equation y,11 = w + yn_o. Now, use Lemma [7 to construct a matroid M. If &,
has a solution in a division ring @, then by Lemma [§], the two sides of our added equation
evaluate to y,11 = y1”+1 and w4+ y,_o = y?ﬂ + ny?_1 +ny" 2, with y?_l + y?_z non-zero
in Q. Therefore, for the equation to hold, n must be 0, which means the characteristic of @)
is contained in C. In other words, x(M) C C. Also, since the endomorphism ring of a
1-dimensional group can only have positive characteristic if the field of definition has the
same characteristic, then y4(M) C C.

On the other hand, for any infinite field K whose characteristic is contained in C', we
can choose t € K outside a finite set and have a solution to ®,, with y; = t*. Furthermore,
because n = 0 in K, this will also be a solution with the additional equation, showing that

X(M) D C and completing the proof of the proposition. O

Lemma 10. Let C be the union of {0} and a cofinite set of primes. Then there exists a set
of equations O, satisfying the set of constraints in Lemmald such that if o has a solution
over a division ring Q, then the characteristic of Q is contained in C'. Conversely if K is
any infinite field whose characteristic is contained in C, then ®c has a solution in K.

Proof. Let n be the product of the finite set of primes not in C' and consider ®,, from
Lemma We will construct a system of equations ®¢, by adding a variable v and the
equation v = w + y,_o to P,.

If Q is a division ring of characteristic not in C, then by Lemma 8 for any solution
in Q, yp_o = y{‘_2 and w = y{‘“ — y{’_2, where we’re using the fact that n = 0 in Q. By
the added equation, then, v = y?ﬂ and therefore v = y,, 41, so the variables are distinct.
We conclude that ®¢ does not have a solution with distinct values over a division ring with
characteristic not in C.

Conversely, if K is an infinite field whose characteristic is in C, then we can choose t
outside of the finite set S from Lemmal[§to get a solution with y; = t* and v = "1 fnt"~1 4
nt" 2. We only need to justify that v does not coincide with any of the variables used in ®,,.
First, as a polynomial in ¢, it has a different degree than all except y,41, Waon—3, and wa,_o.
The differences between v and each of these are polynomials with leading coefficients n, 1,
and 1 respectively, so they are distinct elements of K, because n is non-zero in K. We
conclude that ¢~ has a solution in K. O

Proposition 11. Let C' be the union of {0} and a cofinite set of primes. Then there exists
a matroid M such that x,(M) = C and xa(M) = {0} UP.

Proof. Let ®¢ be the system of equations from Lemma [I0l Then, use Lemma [{lto construct
a matroid M. By these two lemmas, M is realizable over any infinite field of characteristic
contained in C and not realizable over any field of characteristic not contained in C. There-
fore, x,(M) = C. In particular, M is realizable over QQ, which is the field of fractions of
the endomorphism ring of G,,, so M is algebraically realizable over any field. O



Proposition 12. Let C' be the union of {0} and a cofinite set of primes. Then there exists
a matroid M with xp(M) = xa(M) =C.

Proof. We start with the system ®¢ as in Lemma [I0, to which we add the variables uq,
uo, and us and the equations us = u1 - u1, ug = uo - uy, and 1 = x; = ug + uy to get .
Let M be a matroid constructed from this system according to Lemma [{l Any solution to
® in a division ring of characteristic 0 must satisfy u} +u; — 1 = 0. This polynomial is
irreducible in Q, so the value u; takes must be degree three over Q. However, the ring of
endomorphisms of G, or an elliptic curve is contained in either the rationals, a quadratic
number field, or a quaternion algebra over @@, and all elements of these rings have degree
at most 2 over Q. Therefore, any algebraic realization of M must come from the algebraic
group G, whose endomorphism ring has the same characteristic as the field of definition.
Then, by Lemma [I0, the characteristic of any division ring having solutions to ®, and thus
to ®¢ must be contained in C, and thus x4 (M) C C.

On the other hand, we want to show that x1(M) D C. Let K be a transcendental
extension of an algebraically closed field whose characteristic is contained in C. Let u
be any root of the polynomial u3 + u; — 1 so long as u; # —1 (which is only possible in
characteristic 3, and in characteristic 3 there are also other roots). Then, set ug = u%, and
uz = u3, and we claim that 0, 1, uj, ug, and ug are distinct. We consider the possible
equalities: First, if uy, ug, or ug is zero, then uy = 0, which is not possible because the
polynomial has a non-zero constant term. Second, if uy = 1, us = uq, or ug = us, then that
implies u; = 1, but the defining polynomial for u; evaluates to 1 # 0 in all characteristics
at u; = 1. Third, if uo = 1 or uz = wq, then that implies u; = %1, and we’ve assumed
that u; # —1 and shown that u; = 1 is not possible. Fourth, if u3 = 1, then substituting
u3 = u} into the defining polynomial yields u; = 0, which is a contradiction.

Now choose t to be transcendental over the prime field of K. Then it is not a root of
ui)’ + u1 — 1 and not equal to us or ug, either. Furthermore, all of the variables defined
in ®¢ are polynomials of ¢, and thus transcendental over the prime subfield of K, and
so distinct from the u;’s. This shows that all variables are distinct in this solution, and
therefore C' C x (M), which completes the proof of the proposition. O

Proposition 13. Let C be a finite set of primes. Then there exists a matroid M with
XL(M)=C and xa(M) = xp(Mp) =P.

Proof. Let n be the product of the primes in C. Consider the system of equations ® consist-



ing of ®,, from Lemma 8 together with additional variables uq,...,us and the equations:

U3 = U2 + 11
Ug = UL - U3
Us = U2 - U1
Ug = U5 + W
U7 = U + Yn—2
ug = Uq + Yn41
ug = Uy + Uy

Let M be the matroid defined from ® by Lemmal[7l If we have any solution to ® in a division
ring @, then there exists ¢ € @ such that y; = t* and w = "' + nt"2 + (n — 1)t"~2 by
Lemma B If we let a and b be the values of u; and ws, respectively. Then, the other
variables satisfy:

’ngzb—l—l
us = ab+a
us = ba

ug = ba + " 4+ " 4 (n — 1)t 2
uy = ba 4+ "t 4 g2
ug = ab+a + t"?

=ba+a+t"" 4"t 42

If Q is commutative, then ab = ba and so the last equation implies that nt" ! +nt" 2 = 0.
Since t" 1 4+ "2 is non-zero by Lemma [§ then n = 0, which means that the characteristic
of a commutative field which has solutions to ® must be contained in C. In particular,
xL(M) c C.

Conversely, let K = Fy(a,b,t), where p € C' and consider the solution formed by setting
y; = ', u1 = a, up = b, and assigning the other variables as above. Then the variables
uy,...,ug are distinct polynomials. Moreover, the variables u; are not contained in Fy(?),
whereas all the variables used by the system ®,, are contained in F,(¢), so these are also
distinct. This shows that xr(M) = C.

Finally, we want to show that M is algebraically realizable over the field E, for any
prime p. Since M is linearly realizable when p € C, it is sufficient to consider the case
when p € C, so n is non-zero. We construct an algebraic realization by finding a solution
to @ over the ring F,[F], which is the endomorphism ring of G,. We first choose o €
Fp\Fyn-1\Fyn-2. Thus, o' —aand a?"* —a are non-zero, so we set § = (aP" — )L

and v = (af""i2 —a)7l. Then, let y; = F, uy = BF" 1 + yF"2 4y = na, and the other



variables as:

uz3 =na—+1
us = (B + B)F" ! + (nya" " 4 ~)F"2
= (naf +n+ B)F" ! + (nay +n+ ) F"2
us = nafEF" + nayF"2
ug = F"™ + (naf +n)F" ' + (nay +n — 1)F"2
ur = F" 4+ (nafB +n)F" ! + (nay +n)F"2
ug = F" 4+ (naf +n+ B)F" 1 4 (nary +n + ) F" 2

All of these are distinct values in F,(F) and satisfy the equations in ®. Moreover, they
are distinct from the variables used in ®,,, because those all lie in the subfield F,(F"). We
conclude that x4(M) =P. O

Proof of Theorems [l and[3. We consider the different combinations of whether C4
and Cf, are finite or cofinite. First, suppose that Cj4 is finite, which implies that Cr C Cy
is also finite and that neither C4 nor Cf, contains 0. By Proposition [[3] there exists a ma-
troid M; such that xr(M;) = Cr and xa(M;) = P. By Proposition [ there exists another
matroid My such that xr(Ms) = x4(Ms) = C4. Since the characteristic set of a direct sum
is the intersection of the characteristic sets, xr(M; @& My) = Cr and x4(M; @ My) = Cy.

Second, suppose that C'4 is cofinite, but Cf, is finite, which again implies that 0 is not
in Cr, and Cy4. Then by Proposition [[2] there exists a matroid M; such that x(M;) =
xA(Mp) = C4aU{0}. By Proposition [I3] there exists a matroid My such that x(Ms2) = Cp,
and x4(Mz) = P. Again, the characteristic sets of a direct sum are the intersections of the
characteristic sets, so xr (M1 @ M) = Cr and xa(My & Ma) = Cy.

Third, suppose that C'4 and Cp, are both cofinite, which implies that 0 € C; C Cjy4.
Similarly, we use Proposition [[2]to construct a matroid M such that xp(My) = xa(My) =
C'a. Moreover, by Theorem 4 whose proof doesn’t use anything in this section, x p(M7) = P.
By Proposition [ there exists a matroid My such that xp(Mz) = Cr and xa(Ms) =
P U {0}, and consequently xr(M2) = P. Because characteristic sets of direct sums are the
intersections of characteristic sets, xr(M; @ My) = Cr, and x4 (M; @ M) = C4. The same
is true for Frobenius flock characteristic sets, by Theorems 4.11, 4.13, and 4.18 in|Bol18§],
SO XF(Ml@MQ) =P. |

3 Infinite algebraic characteristic sets

The following proposition gives explicit examples of algebraic characteristic set which are
neither finite nor cofinite. Our construction works similarly to Example 2 in [EH9I].
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Proposition 14. Let n be a positive integer. Then there exists a matroid M, such that

xXa(Mp)={p€P:p#1modn}.

Proof. Let k be the least integer such that m = kn is greater than 6. We define a new
system of equations ®,, satisfying the conditions in Lemma [7 in terms of the variables

TO,T1,Y1, " » Ym—1, 21, 22, 23 by the following equations:
o =0 Y2 =Y1- Y1 22 =Yk - 21
rp =1 Y3 =y2- Y1 Z3 =21 Yk

Ym—1 = Ym-2 "Y1
L1 = Ym—1"Y1
Now, use Lemma [7] to construct a matroid M,, from the equations ®,. Any algebraic

realization of M,, will yield a solution to these equations in the division ring of the endo-
morphism ring of a 1-dimensional group over K. This solution must satisfy:

290 =10 Y2 = i Z2 = Yk21
vy =1=y" T 23 = 21Yk
Ym—1 =y

Because the y;’s are distinct from 1 in this solution, y; must be a primitive mth root of
unity. Also, in order for zo = yr2z; and z3 = z1y; to be distinct, the division ring must be
non-commutative, which implies that 0 ¢ x 4(M,,) and in positive characteristic, a solution
must come from a non-commutative endomorphism ring of an elliptic curve or G,,.

In the former case, the endomorphism ring is contained in a quaternion algebra over Q,
all of whose elements have degree at most 2 over Q. On the other hand, a primitive mth
root of unity for m > 6 has degree at least 3 over Q, so the elliptic curve case is not possible.

Therefore, an algebraic realization corresponds to a solution to ®,, in the division ring @
of the ring of p-polynomials. The element y, = y{“ is a primitive nth root of unit. If
p = 1 mod n, then the polynomial ¢" —1 splits in I,,, and so yj, is contained in F,,. However,
any element of I, is in center of (), which contradicts the inequality between zo = yi21
and z3 = 2z1y. Therefore, if M), is algebraically realizable over a field, the field most have
positive characteristic p £ 1 mod n.

Conversely, suppose that p # 1 mod n, and we will construct a solution to ®,, in F,[F].
We choose 31 to be a primitive mth root of unit in E, and set y; = yf . In particular, y; is
a primitive nth root of unity, which is not contained in IF, because p # 1 mod n. We set
z1 = F, so that zo0 =y, F' and z3 = Fy, = yiF are distinct because yi, ¢ F,. Thus, M, is
algebraically realizable over Fp. O

11



The proof of Theorem 2l uses the following elementary lemma from analysis, whose proof
we include for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 15. Let (x,) be a sequence of positive numbers such that x, — 0 as n — oo but
Yool xn = 00. Then for any a,6 > 0, there exists a finite set of integers A such that
a—0<) catn <a+d.

Proof. Let N be such that z,, < 20 for all n > N. Let M > N be the minimal index
such that Ean N Tn > a — d, which exists since Y > vy @, = oo. Then, by minimality,
Zf‘;‘[z_]\}xnga—é, SO

M M—1
an: Z:pn+$M<(a—5)+25<a+5.
n=N n=N

Thus A={N,N +1,...,M} is a set as in the lemma statement. O

Proof of Theorem[2 Let ¢ be a fixed prime and M, be the matroid obtained from the
Proposition [[4] with x 4(M,) = {p prime :p # 1 mod ¢}. By Dirichlet’s theorem on arith-
metic progressions, the set of primes p such that p = 1 mod ¢ has natural density 1/(¢ — 1)
and therefore, x 4(M,) has natural density (¢ —2)/(¢ —1).

More generally, for any finite set S of primes, the algebraic characteristic set of the direct
sum @qes M, is the set of primes p such that p # 1 mod ¢ for all ¢ in S. By the Chinese
Remainder Theorem, there are qu 5(q — 2) non-zero congruence classes modulo qu 54
which satisfy these congruence inequalities for all ¢ € S. Therefore, by Dirichlet’s theorem
on arithmetic progression, the natural density of xa(D,cs Mq)) is [,e5(q —2)/(q — 1)

Now, we proceed to find a suitable set S. We let g,, denote the nth prime, and set

xn:—log<qn_2>:—log<1— L >2 L zi.
qn — 1 qn — 1 qn — 1 dn

Then z,, — 0 since g, — oo, and since » >~ 1/¢, diverges, so does > 7 x,. Therefore,
Lemma [I5] with ¢ = —log a and 6 = log(c + €) — log(c) gives us a finite set A such that

a—Z—logq":f

neA in

<.

Because log is a concave function, § < log(«) — log(ar — €), which implies

—2
O‘_HZZ—l

neA

<€

Then, consider M = @, . 4 Mg, , and we have shown that the density of x 4 (M) is [ [,,c 4 (¢n—
2)/(gn — 1), and so |d (xa(M)) — a| < e. O
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4 Stretching Frobenius flocks

In this section, we prove Theorem M establishing the existence of Frobenius flocks for any
matroid which is linear over a field of characteristic 0 and Theorem [l proving that the
Frobenius flock representability of a matroid is closed under duality. Both results use the
same technical tool, which is a way of stretching linear flocks, which are a more general
object than Frobenius flocks.

For the definition of the linear flock, we need notations and definitions of deletion and
contraction for vector spaces. Let E be a finite set and K a field. For v € K¥, and I C E,
define v; € K be the restriction of v to the coordinates indexed by I and for a linear
subspace V C K E and I C E define deletion and contraction to be

V\I={vg|veV} and V/I = {vg|ve V.o =0},

respectively, both of which are subspaces of K*~!. Since V' \ I is the projection of V to
K’ and V/(E — I) is the kernel of that projection, the rank-nullity theorem implies that
dimV \I+dimV/(E —1I) =dimV. It is also easy to see that when applied to disjoint
sets, deletion, and contraction commute with each other, and also that multiple deletions
or contractions can be combined.

Each vector space V' C K¥F defines a matroid whose bases are the sets B such that
V\(E — B) = KB. We denote it by M (V). The deletion and contraction of vector spaces
are closely related to deletion and contraction of matroids. For instance, for any I C F,
M(V/I)=M/I and M(V\I)=M\1I.

Now suppose that ¢ is an automorphism of K. Then for any v € K¥ we can define an
action of ¢ coordinate-wise:

¢v = (¢ (vi)) icE
and for a vector space V C K%, we have ¢V = {¢v | v € V'}, which is also a vector space.

Following [Boll8| Def. 4.1], a ¢-linear flock of E over K is defined to be a map Vg: o +—
V,, which assigns a d-dimensional linear subspace V,, € K¥ to each o € ZF, such that :

(LF1) Va/i = Vaie, \ 4 for all @ € Z¥ and i € E; and
(LF2) Va1 = ¢V, for all a € ZF.

Here e; is the i¢th unit vector in Z™ and 1 € Z™ is the vector whose entries are all 1. If
¢ = F~1, where F': © — 2P is the Frobenius map, then we call a F~!-linear flock a Frobenius
flock |[BDP18| Sec. 4].

For each o € Z", the vector space V, defines a matroid M (V,) whose bases are the
d-element sets B such that V \ (E — B) = K®. The union of these sets of bases, for all
a € Z™, is also a matroid, which we call the support matroid of V, [BDP18|, Lem. 17]. Let
M be a matroid. If there exists a Frobenius flock V4 with support matroid M, then V, is
a Frobenius flock representation of M.

We now establish a lemma allowing us to stretch Frobenius flock representations:

13



Lemma 16. Let V, be a ¢-linear flock over a field K. Suppose that o is an automorphism
of K such that ¥™ = ¢. Then, there exists a -linear flock V] where V!, = Vy for all
a € Z", and whose support matroid is the same as the support matroid of V.

Proof. Let f € Z", and write = ma+ (r1,...,7m,) where 0 < r; < m and « € Z". For any
0 <k < m, we define the sets I, ={i:rm <k}, Ispy ={i:rm >k} and I = {i:r; = k}.
Now let us define the K-vector space

m—1
Vi =@ Vo /Iok \ Ik,
k=0

and we claim that as 3 ranges over all elements of Z", V defines a 1-linear flock. Note
that a term ¢*V, /I~ \ Io; in the definition of Vﬁ’ is a subspace of K’k and so the direct
sum gives a vector subspace of K¥ via the isomorphism K = 692”:_01K T Also, if B = ma,
meaning that r; = 0 for all ¢, then only the & = 0 summand of the definition of Vﬁ/ is

non-trivial, and this shows that V)., = V.
As noted above, the rank-nullity theorem implies that

d=dimV, = dimV/I-o + dim V \ L.
By induction, and because the sets I partition F, d = zz:ol dim V,, /I \ I<k, which
implies that dim V = d.
We check the axiom (LF2) of a linear flock first. Consider
B+1=ma +(ry,...,7)

and if we define o’ = a+ey,, ,, [; ={i:rj=j} =I;—1 for 1 <j<m—1and [ = I;,1,

then similarly to the decomposition 8/ = ma/ + (r},...,7),), where r; = j if and only if
i € Ij. In addition, we also define I_; = UJ;, I} and IL; = (J;5 I}, which means that
I, = Icgy Uy and IL, = I.j_y — I,—1, where — denotes the set difference, to

distinguish it from matroid deletion.
For I C E, the following generalization holds in analogy with Lemma 9 of [BDP1§],

(LF1) Va/I = Vaye, \ I foralla € Z" and I C {1,2,...,n} where e = . ¢;.

14



Then, we have

m—1

Vi = @ WV J T\ Ty, by definition of V
k=0
m—1
= (@ ¢kva+61m71 / (I>k—1 - Im—l) \ (I<k—1 U Im—l))
k=1
D Va—i-ezm,l [T cm—1 by the above identities
m—1
= (@ PV Isp \f<k_1> ® Vata \ Tem—1 by (LF1)
k=1
m—1
= (@ Vo /Topy \I<k_1> ® ¢V \ Iem1 by (LF2)
k=1
m—1
= (@ PV /Isk \I<k_1> ®Y- " Wy \Iem1  because ¢ =™
k=1
=9V by definition of Vj

This completes the proof of (LF2).

Now we consider the axiom (LF1), which says that Vg/i = Vs, \ i. We first consider
the case when i ¢ Ip,—1 and let j = 74, so that i € I;. Therefore, the vector 5+ e; can
be written as ma + (r],...,r},), where r{,...,r;, < m and 7}, = rj unless k = ¢ in which
case rj = 13 + 1. Then, if I, = {i : rj < k} and I = {i : 7{ > k}, as usual, then
I_ ;4 = Icjy1 — {i} and I ; = I ; U {i}, but other than these two exceptions, I_, = Iy
and I, = I.j. Therefore, the definition of V] gives us:

m—1
Vﬁ/—l—ei = @ wkva/l>k \ I |® (WVa/ ([>j U {Z}) \[<j)
N

& (W Va/Isjia \ (Ijpr — {i}) ).

The deletion of the ith component only affects the summand contained in K%, which
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is the last summand, so by combining the deletions:

m—1
Viee \i=| B v Va/Lop\ Ik | @ (W Va/ (Is; U{i}) \ 1<)
k;]iﬁi—l

& (Yo /Isji1 \ Icjsn)

m—1

= | BV Iop \ Iy, | @ (V) (Isj U i) \ I;)
k=0
k#j

m—1
= (EB WV /Isi \ I<k> /it = VB//{Z}’

k=0

because the contraction of {i} only affects the k¥ = j summand. This completes the proof
of (LF1) when i & I,,_1.
Now suppose that ¢ € I,,,—1. In this case 8+ e; = ma/ + (1}, ..., ) where &/ = a +¢;

=il =k}=Iyfor k#0,m—1,1I | =1I,_1\{i} and I = Iy U {i}. Then,

Vﬁl+ei = (@ wkva-i-e@-/ ([>k - {Z}) \ ([<k U {Z})> S5 (Va-i-ei/ (I>0 - {Z}))

k=1
@(wm_lva—i-ei \ ([<m—1 U {Z}) )

m—2
Vige, \i = (EB P Vare,/ o\ i} \ (T U {i})> ® (Vase,/ (Iso = {i}) \ {i}))

k=1
@(¢m_1Va+ei \ (I<m—1 U {Z}) )

m—2

Vﬁl—i-ei \Z = (@ ¢kVa/I>k \I<k> @ (Va/I>0) ©® (T;Z)m_lva \ I<m—1/{i})
k=1

(by (LF1) in each summand)

— (6_9 zkaa/I>k\I<k> /{i}
k=0
= Va/i,

which completes the proof of (LF1) and thus that V[ is a matroid flock.

Finally, we want to show that the support matroids of V4 and V/ are the same. Since
V! . = Va, any basis of the support matroid of V, will also be a basis of the support matroid
of V/. For the converse, we suppose that § is any coordinate in Z™ and B is any subset
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of E. Then, with «, Is, and I.; as before,

m—1

V=P ¢"Va/Iop \ 1k

k=0
and

m—1
Vi/(E = B) = @ ¢*Va/Iok/ (I, — B) \ 1.
k=0

The deletion of a vector space always contains the contraction of the same set, and thus,

3

Vi/(E - B) C @ ¢*Va/Io/(Ir — B)/(I<x — B)\ (I<x N B)

x~
[l
— O

3

W*Vo/(E — B)/(Isg N B)\ (Icx, N B).
0

e
Il

However, this last expression is the same construction that was used to make VB/’ but applied
to Vo /(E — B). Therefore, its vector space dimension is the same as that of V,,/(E — B),
which, by the containment, implies that dim V/(E — B) < dim V,,/(E — B). If B is a basis
of the support matroid of V, then dim VB/ = | B|, which means that B is also a basis of the
support matroid of V,. This concludes the proof that V, and V] have the same support
matroids. O

Using Lemma, [I6] we now prove Theorem [ and Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem [}} By [Ing71], if 0 € xr(M), then M has a representation over a
finite extension of the rationals, i.e. a number field K. Let O be the ring of integers in
the number field K. Then, using going-up theorem [Marl8, Thm. 20|, for any prime p,
there exists a prime ideal 8 C Ok such that PPN Z = (p). By [Marl8, Thm. 14|, O
is a Dedekind domain and if J is any non-zero ideal in O, then Ok /7 is finite. So B is
a maximal ideal and Ok /B is a finite field. The containment of Z in Ok induces a ring-
homomorphism Z — O /B, and the kernel is P NZ = (p). So, we obtain an embedding
F, — Ok /%PB. Then Ok /P is an extension of finite degree over F,. Thus, Ok /P = Fpm
for some n. Also, any localization of a Dedekind domain at a non-zero prime ideal is a
discrete valuation ring [DF99, Thm. 15, Ch. 16|. So, there exists a valuation v : K* — Z
whose valuation ring has residue field isomorphic to F,m. Using this valuation with [BCD20),
Lem. 3.5], we can construct a linear flock with trivial automorphism over a finite field Fpm.

Now consider the inverse Frobenius automorphism F~': z + z7P of Fpm, whose it-
eration F'~" is the trivial automorphism. Then, using Lemma with ¢ = F~1, we
have M has a Frobenius flock representation over a field of characteristic p. Therefore,
xr(M) =P, O

17



Proof of Theorem [ Let V,: a+— V, be a Frobenius flock representation over K of M.
Then the dual of V, is a defined as V}*: a + V=, [Boll8| Def. 4.15], which form a F-linear
flock over K with support matroid M* [Boll8, Thm. 4.16]. By [Boll8, Thm. 4.30], the flock
V¥ is determined by its skeleton, which is a finite number of matroid realizations, together
with a finite number of compatibility conditions, all of which are algebraic. Therefore, we
can assume that the skeleton is defined over a finite extension of F,,, and thus that V" is a
F-linear flock over a finite extension of [F),.

Since the Frobenius endomorphism F' has finite order in a finite extension of I, then
F~™ = F for some m. Then, using Lemma [I6, we get a F~!-linear flock with the support
matroid M*. Therefore, M* has a Frobenius flock representation over K which implies
xr(M) C xp(M?*). Furthermore, since (M*)* = M, we have the inclusion in the other
direction, and so xp(M*) = xp(M). O

5 Finite Frobenius flock characteristic sets

In this section, we give an examples of matroids with finite, non-singleton Frobenius flock
characteristic set, based on the construction in |[Gor88|.

Definition 17. Consider a set of primes {p1,p2,...,px} and let n = p;---pr + 1 and
s = |loggn|. For 0 <i <s,set b; = [n/27" )|, Then by = 0,b; = 1, by = 2 or 3 and in
general, b; = 2b;_1 or 2b;_1 + 1. The Brylawski matriz N,, introduced in a slightly different
form in [Bry82], is the 3 x (2s 4 6) matrix:

U1 () V3 V4 Vs V6 w1 (75} w; Uy Wg Ug
10 o0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0

( 0o 1 0 1 1 0 2 1 2 1 2 1 )
o o 1 1 0 1 1 1 by b bs b

We call the set of primes {p1,po,...,pr} a Gordon-Brylawski set, if for each pair of indices
0 <i < j < ssuch that (i,7) € {(0,1),(1,2)}, and each prime p;, the difference b; — b; is
not 0 or =1 modulo p; [GorS8§|.

Note that the (0,1) and possibly (1,2) are the only pairs of indices (4, j) such that b; —b;
can equal 1. Since these differences will therefore be 1 uniformly modulo all primes p;, this
does not cause a problem for the construction.

Example 18. A computation shows that the 80 consecutive primes beginning with 12811987
form a Gordon-Brylawski set.

The following proposition proves Theorem

Proposition 19. Let N,, be the Brylawski matriz where n = py---pr + 1 and M, be
the matroid which is linearly represented over F, by the matriz N,,. Then, xp(M;) C

{p1,--- ok} If {p1,---,pr} is a Gordon-Brylawski set, then xp(My) = {p1,...,Dk}-
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Proof. Assume that M, has a Frobenius flock representation over a field K of characteris-
tic p. Let A be the restriction of M, to its first 4 elements, corresponding to first for columns
of N,,. Then A is isomorphic to Us 4, which is rigid [BDPI8| Lem. 53|, which means that any
valuations on the matroid Us 4 is projectively equivalent to the valuation which is constant 0.
Then by [BDPIS| Lem. 46], there exist o € Z¥ such that M, = M (V,) contains the ele-
ments of A as a circuit. Now we want to show that V,, equals the row space of the Brylawski
matrix N, over F,. Let B be the matrix representing V,, and v}, ... vg, wi, ), ..., wi,u) de-
note the columns of B, analogous to the labeling of the columns of the Brylawski matrix N,
in Definition [I7l

As the first four elements form a circuit, we may use row operations on the matrix B in
such a way that the columns corresponding to this circuit are as in the matrix N,. Since
{v1,v9,v5} is a circuit, the third entry in vf is 0 and since {v3,vs,vs} is a circuit, then
the two non-zero entries of v are the same. Then by the column scaling we get that the
v} is the fifth column of the matrix N,,. We can similarly conclude that, after scaling the
columns vy and u) are the same as the corresponding columns of N,,.

The fact that {ve,vg, w1} is a circuit forces the first and last entries of w; to be the same,
and the circuit {vs,u1, w1} is a circuit means the middle entry is the sum of the other two.
Therefore, after scaling, we can assume that w} is the same as w;. We now use induction
to show that for ¢ > 2, w) and v} are the same as w; and wu;, after scaling. Here, the circuit
{vs, w1, w;} forces the first two entries of w; to be 1 and 2 respectively, after scaling. Then,
the one of the minors

vl U1 w; Ve Ui—1 W
1 0 1 1 0 1
0 1 2 |=b;—2b;—1 or | 0 1 2 [=b;—2b1—1
0 bi—1 b 1 b1 b

is zero, depending on whether b; = 2b;_1 or b; = 2b;_1 + 1 and then this forces the last
entry of w] to be b;. Finally, u} is forced to agree with u;, after scaling, because of the
circuits {vs,w;,u;} and {ve,vs,u;}. Therefore, we conclude that V, is represented by the
Brylawski matrix N,,. We also have the minor

VW U
1 1 0
0 2 1 [=2s—1=n—-1=p1...pg,
0 1 b

which corresponds to a circuit of M, and therefore forces the characteristic p to be one of

P1,---DPk-
We have shown that p = p; for some i, so xp(M,) C {p1,...,px}. Since the set

of primes {pi1,p2,...,pr} is a Gordon-Brylawski set, then by [Gor88l Thm. 5|, we have
XL(MTL) = {ph v 7pk}7 therefore XF(MTL) = {p17 e 7pk} U
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