arXiv:2403.07102v1 [math.CO] 11 Mar 2024

HOMOTOPY TYPE OF SHELLABLE q-COMPLEXES AND THEIR HOMOLOGY GROUPS

SUDHIR R. GHORPADE^1, RAKHI PRATIHAR^2, TOVOHERY H. RANDRIANARISOA^3, HUGUES VERDURE^4, AND GLEN WILSON^4

Abstract. The theory of shellable simplicial complexes brings together combinatorics, algebra, and topology in a remarkable way. Initially introduced by Alder for q-simplicial complexes, recent work of Ghorpade, Pratihar, and Randrianarisoa extends the study of shellability to q-matroid complexes and determines singular homology groups for a subclass of these q-simplicial complexes. In this paper, we determine the homotopy type of shellable q-simplicial complexes. Moreover, we establish the shellability of order complexes from lexicographically shellable q-simplicial complexes, that include the q-matroid complexes. This results in a comprehensive determination of the homology groups for any lexicographically shellable q-complexes.

1. Introduction

The notion of shellability garnered significant attention owing to its implications in combinatorics, commutative algebra, and algebraic topology. Historically, shellability was first implicitly assumed by Schläfli [23] for proving the Euler-Poincaré formula for higher-dimensional convex polytopes. However, the shellability of the boundary of convex polytopes was formally established after many decades by Bruggesser and Mani [7] in 1971.

Informally, for an abstract simplicial complex of dimension d, shellability gives a method to construct the complex by gluing one facet at a time to the previously constructed subcomplex in a nice way such that their intersection is topologically a

(1) Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, Powai, Mumbai 400076, India

(2) Inria Centre de Saclay, Campus Polytechnique, 91120 Palaiseau, France (3) Department of Mathematics and Statistics and Mathematical Statistics, Umea University, Umea, Sweden

(4) Department of Mathematics and Statistics, UiT - The Arctic University of Norway, Tromsø, Norway

E-mail addresses: srg@math.iitb.ac.in, rakhi.pratihar@inria.fr, tovo@aims.ac.za,

hugues.verdure@uit.no, glen.wilson@uit.no.

Sudhir Ghorpade is partially supported by the grant DST/INT/RUS/RSF/P-41/2021 from the Department of Science & Technology, Govt. of India.

During the course of this work, Rakhi Pratihar was supported by Grant 280731 from the Research Council of Norway. 1

pd´1q´sphere. From the topological point of view, a shellable simplicial complex is weak homotopy equivalent to a wedge sum of spheres, thus the homology groups are well understood [13, §2.3]. In commutative algebra, shellable simplicial complexes are important, partly because their “face rings” or Stanley-Reisner rings (over any field) are Cohen-Macaulay. These rings were introduced independently by Hochster and Stanley and they have nice properties. Since Gröbner degenerations of the coordinate rings of many classes of algebraic varieties turn out to be Stanley-Reisner rings of simplicial complexes, shellability provides a tool to prove their Cohen- Macaulayness. Motivated by Stanley’s work on R-labeling, Björner introduced the notions of EL-labelling and CL-labelling that give efficient methods for establishing shellability. Important known classes of shellable simplicial complexes include the boundary complex of a convex polytope [7], the order complex of a bounded, locally upper semimodular poset [10], and matroid complexes, i.e., complexes formed by the independent subsets of matroids [19]. For comprehensive background and the proofs supporting these claims, we refer to the literature, including the books by Stanley [26] and Bruns and Herzog [8], the compilation of lecture notes in [12], and Björner’s survey article [4].

We are interested in q-analogs of some of these results wherein finite sets are replaced by finite dimensional vector spaces over finite fields F_q . Our main objects of study are q-matroids and q-simplicial complexes, which are q-analogs of matroids and simplicial complexes, respectively. The q-matroids were studied more generally as complementary modular lattices by Crapo [9] and later rediscovered by Jurrius and Pellikaan [15] in connection with rank metric codes. On the other hand, the q-simplicial complexes found its mention at least in the work of Rota [22] and thereafter, Alder [1] studied this objects with more general notion of q-simplicial posets. But the very first non-trivial class of shellable q-complexes are obtained only recently in [11], where it is proved that the q-matroid complexes, i.e., the qcomplexes formed by independent spaces of q-matroids, are shellable. Furthermore, in [11], the use of shellability to determine the reduced singular homology groups has been extended to some classes of q-matroid complexes including the q-spheres. The results (e.g., [11, Theorems 5.11, 6.10]) show that there is only one non-trivial homology group at the top degree similar to the classical case of shellable simplicial complexes. This led us to consider the following questions:

Question 1: Does every q-matroid complex have only one non-trivial reduced singular homology group? Determine the reduced singular homology groups for any arbitrary q-matroid complex.

Question 2: What is the homotopy type of a q-matroid complex, more generally, of an arbitrary shellable q-complex?

We also mention that as explained in [11], studying the topology of shellable q-complexes appears to have potential applications to q-matroids and rank metric codes. For additional insights on this matter, we refer to [11, Remark 6.12] and the open question in section 5 at the end of this paper.

In this paper, we give complete answers to both the questions above. For determining the reduced singular homology of an arbitrary q-matroid complex, we still make use of shellability, but not that of the q-matroid complexes. Rather, we prove that the order complexes associated to q-matroid complexes are shellable as simplicial complexes. Thus following the classical method of determining reduced homology of shellable simplicial complexes, we give a complete combinatorial description of the reduced homology of the associated order complexes by counting certain maximal chains. The weak homotopy equivalence between the topological spaces associated to q-matroid complexes and their corresponding simplicial complexes implies that they have the same reduced singular homology groups. We make use of this result on weak homotopy equivalence to prove that the homotopy type of an arbitrary shellable q-simplicial complex is that of a wedge sum of spheres.

The significance of our main results are threefold: The shellability of order complexes associated to q-matroid complexes shows that the q-posets underlying qmatroid complexes are Cohen-Macaulay posets [3] (See Remark 2.21 for more on this). Secondly, the homotopy type reveals the topological structure of any shellable q-complexes, not necessarily the lexicographically shellable ones. Finally, we completely determine the singular homology of q-matroid complexes, of which partial results were obtained in [11].

The paper is organized as follows. The subsequent section is divided into two subsections: in subsection 2.1, we provide some preliminaries about q-complexes and q-matroids and review the findings on the shellability of q-matroid complexes from [11]. Subsection 2.2 focuses on proving the shellability of order complexes associated with q-matroid complexes. In section 3, we consider various topological spaces that can be associated to a q-simplicial complex and prove that their homotopy type is that of wedge sum of spheres (cf. Theorem 3.3). Section 4 revisits the results on the singular homology of certain classes of shellable q-complexes from [11] and explicitly determines the homology of arbitrary q-matroid complexes. The procedure we outline in section 4 is applicable to any shellable q-complexes whose order complex is a shellable simplicial complex. Finally, in section 5 we conclude our paper and mention an open question that appears to be the missing link to relate the singular homology with the coding theoretic parameters such as generalized rank weights of a rank metric code.

2. Shellability of order complexes of q-complexes

In subsection 2.1, we recall the relevant combinatorial notions and some results from [11]. The next subsection deals with the shellability of order complexes of shellable q-complexes.

2.1. Preliminaries. Throughout this paper, q denotes a power of a prime number and F_q the finite field with q elements. We fix a positive integer n and denote by E the n-dimensional vector space F^n_q over F_q . Let ΣpEq denote the set of all F_q -subspaces of E. For U, V P ΣpEq, we write U Ď V if U is contained in V and U Ă V if the containment is proper. Since any subspace U P ΣpEq in this paper is an F_q -subspace, we simply write dim U to mean the F_q -vector space dimension of U. We write N for the set of all nonnegative integers and N^` for the set of all positive integers. For a nonnegative integer k ď n, let

“_n k ‰ q denote the q-binomial coefficient given by

ś_{k´1} i“0 pq^n ´q^iq ś_{k´1} i“0 pq^k ´q^i q .

We will not review the basic definitions and results concerning simplicial complexes and matroids. Though the q-analogs we study in the paper are immensely inspired by these classical notions, we do not need them formally in this work. For a good exposition, one can refer to [26] or [12] for simplicial complexes, shellability and related concepts, and to the book [18, 31] for matroids.

Definition 2.1. [22, Section 5] A q-complex on E “ F^n_q is a set Δ consisting of subspaces of E satisfying the property that whenever A P Δ, all the F_q -subspaces of A are in Δ.

Let Δ be a q-complex. The elements of Δ are called faces. The maximal elements of Δ w.r.t. inclusion are called facets of Δ. We say Δ is pure if all the facets have the same dimension. The dimension of Δ, denoted as dim Δ, is maxtdim A: A P Δu.

The notion of shellability for q-complexes was introduced by Alder [1, Definition 1.5.1]. We recall a different but obviously equivalent definition of shellable q-complexes as proved in [11, Lemma 4.3].

Definition 2.2. A pure q-complex Δ on E “ F^n_q , of dimension r is called shellable if there is a total order F_1, . . . , F_t on the facets of Δ such that for every i, j P N^` with i ă j ď t, there exists k P N^` with k ă j such that

F_i X F_j Ď F_k X F_j and dim F_k X F_j “ r ´ 1.

Matroids have been thoroughly studied, for example in [18]. They have many equivalent definitions (via bases, independent sets, circuits, flats, rank function to name a few). They have natural q-analogues (see [15]). Here we give the definition of a q-matroid via its rank function.

Definition 2.3. A q-matroid M over E “ F^n_q is a pair M “ pE, ρq where ρ is a function ρ : ΣpEq Ñ N satisfying (R1) 0 ď ρpUq ď dim U for all U P ΣpEq, (R2) If U, V P ΣpEq with U Ă V , then ρpUq ď ρpV q, (R3) ρpU ` V q ` ρpU X V q ď ρpUq ` ρpV q for all U, V P ΣpEq.

Definition 2.4. Let M “ pE, ρq be a q-matroid. An element U P ΣpEq is said to be an independent space of M if ρpUq “ dim U; otherwise, it is called dependent. A basis of M is a maximal independent space U of M w.r.t inclusion of subspaces. We write I_M for the set of independent spaces of the q-matroid M and B_M for the set of all bases of M.

It is well known that the set I_M of independent spaces of a q-matroid M “ pE, ρq forms a q-complex Δ_M on E, which we refer to as the q-complex associated with M. By a q-matroid complex on E, we shall mean the q-complex associated with a q-matroid on E. It is easy to see that B_M is the set of facets of Δ_M and the q-matroid complex Δ_M is pure.

In [11, Theorem 4.4], it is proved that any q-matroid complex is shellable. A variant of row reduced echelon forms of subspaces, called tower decompositions [11, Section 3] has been used to order the facets in a shelling order [11, Lemma 3.6]. Next we give that definition of the ordering in [11, Definition 3.5] in an alternative form that will be more suitable for this paper. We prove the equivalence of the two orderings in Proposition 2.6.

First, as in [11], fix a linear ordering ĺ on F_q satisfying 0 ă 1 and p@x P F_q zt0, 1uqp1 ă xq. This ordering extends to the lexicographic ordering on F^n_q , which we still denote by ĺ, as follows: for α “ pα_1, . . . , α_nq, β “ pβ_1, . . . , β_nq P F^n_q , if i is the smallest integer such that α_i ‰ β_i, then

α ă β ô α_i ă β_i.

Definition 2.5. Let U ‰ V be two vector subspaces of F^n_q of the same dimension. We define a relation ă_q by

U ă_q V ô min UzV ă min V zU.

We show that the binary relation ă_q defines a total ordering on the subspaces of same dimension of F^n_q by proving its equivalence with the ordering defined in [11, Definition 3.5]. In the proof, we will use the notation of [11] without introducing it, except that we denote the ordering in [11, Definition 3.5] by !.

Proposition 2.6. The binary relation ă_q of definition 2.5 is the same as the ordering defined in [11, Definition 3.5]. As such, it defines a total ordering on the subspaces of same dimension of F^n_q .

Proof. Since ! is a total ordering on subspaces of a given dimension, if U ! V ñ U ă V for two subspaces of dimension r of F^n_q , this implies that the two binary relations are the same. So suppose that U ! V . Let τpUq “ pU_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , U_rq and τpV q “ pV_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , V_rq be their tower decompositions. Let 1 ⩽ e ⩽ r be such that U_j “ V_j for any j ă e and U_e ‰ V_e. By hypothesis, we have

u_e “ min U_e ă min V_e “ v_e.

Suppose if possible that u_e P V . By [11, Lemma 3.3], we have ppv_eq ⩽ ppu_eq. Further, if ppv_eq “ ppu_eq, then by [11, Lemma 3.2], u_e P V_e, which contradicts the minimality of v_e P V_e. Thus ppv_eq ă ppu_eq, and by [11, Lemma 3.3] again, this implies that u_e P V_s “ U_s for some s ă e, which is absurd. Thus u_e R V . An easy generalization of [11, Lemma 3.4] shows that min UzU_{e´1} “ min U_e and similarly for V , so that we get

u_e “ min U_e “ min UzU_{e´1} “ min UzV_{e´1} ă min UzV

but since u_e R V , there is actually equality. Further,

min UzV “ u_e ă v_e “ min V_e “ min V zV_{e´1} “ min V zU_{e´1} ă min V zU,

that is U ă_q V. □ Remark 2.7. Notice that the ordering ĺ_q can be used only to compare subspaces of the same dimension. For simplicity, we use the same notation for any dimension.

Theorem 2.8. [11, Theorem 4.4] Let M “ pE, ρq be q-matroid of rank r. With the ordering on r-dimensional subspaces of E from Definition 2.5, the q-complex Δ_M is shellable.

Note that the ordering in Definition 2.5 is essentially a lexicographic ordering, which motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.9. Let Δ be a pure q-complex on E “ F^n_q of dimension k. We say that Δ is a lexicographically shellable q-complex if the ordering ĺ_q gives a shelling of Δ.

It is well known that the topological space associated to the (punctured) simplicial complex is homotopy equivalent to a wedge sum of spheres [8]. Also, their homology groups are determined explicitly by counting certain facets [5]. An attempt to extend this results to shellable q-complexes was made in [11]. There the homology groups of a class of shellable q-complexes, including q-spheres, uniform qcomplexes, were described [11, Theorems 5.7, 5.8, 5.11, 6.10]. In a later section, we will completely describe these homology groups for any lexicographically shellable q-matroid complex. In this regard, we prove in the following subsection that the order complexes associated with any lexicographically shellable q-complexes are shellable.

2.2. The order complex of a lexicographically shellable q-complex. The order complexes (formally defined in Definition 2.10) of a large number of posets in combinatorics are shellable, e.g., bounded, locally upper semimodular posets. In literature, these posets are called shellable posets. More finer notions of shellable posets were introduced by Björner, which are called EL(edgewise lexicpgraphic)- shellable and CL(chainwise lexicogrpahic)-shellable posets [3, 4]. In fact, it is proved in [3, Proposition 2.3], that EL-shellabile ñ CL-shellable ñ shellable. However, in this section we prove that order complexes of lexicographically shellable q-complexes are shellable, without explicitly using the methods of EL-labeling or CL-labeling of [3].

Definition 2.10 (Order complexes). Let Δ be a q-complex over F^n_q . A chain in Δ is a subset U Ă Δ whose elements are linearly ordered under the subset relation. We abbreviate such a chain with the notation U “ tU_{i1} Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_{il} u. In addition, the empty set is also considered as a chain in Δ. The order complex KpΔq associated to Δ is the set of all chains in Δ.

The order complex associated to a q-complex is a simplicial complex. From an ordering of the facets of the original q-complex Δ, one can associate an ordering on the facets of the order complex KpΔq as follows.

Definition 2.11 (A lexicographic order on chains). Let KpΔq be the order complex associated to a q-complex Δ. Suppose that the facets of Δ of the same ranks are ordered with ĺ_q. If U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru and V “ tV_0 Ă V_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_ru are two maximal chains in KpΔq, we say that U ĺ_l V if one of the following is true.

(i) U “ V, (ii) e is the largest index such that U_e ‰ V_e and U_e ă_q V_e.

Proposition 2.12. Let Δ be a q-complex over F^n_q and let C_r be the set of all chains of the form tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru, where dim U_i “ i. Then ĺ_l is a total order.

Proof.

‚ Comparability (For any chains U, V, either U ĺ_l V or V ĺ_l U): If U “ V then it’s clear. If e is the largest integer such that U_e ‰ V_e then either U_e ă_q V_e or V_e ă_q U_e.

‚ Antisymmetry (If U ĺ_l V and V ĺ_l U, then U “ V): Suppose that U ‰ V, then let e be the largest index where U_e ‰ V_e. Then, we can only have one of U_e ă_q V_e and V_e ă_q U_e. Hence we can only have one of U ă_l V and V ă_l U.

‚ Transitivity (If U ĺ_l V and V ĺ_l W, then U ĺ_l W): We may assume that U ‰ V and V ‰ W. Let e be the largest index such that U_e ‰ V_e and U_e ă_q V_e. Similarly, let f be the largest index such that V_f ‰ W_f and V_f ă_q W_f .

– Case 1: e ą f. Then e is the largest index such that U_e ‰ W_e. And U_e ă_q V_e “ W_e and thus U ă_l W .

– Case 2: e “ f. Then e is the largest index such that U_e ‰ W_e. And U_e ă_q V_e ă_q W_e and thus U ă_l W .

– Case 3: e ă f. Then f is the largest index such that U_f ‰ W_f and U_f “ V_f ă_q W_f . □ Definition 2.13. Let U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru be a chain with dim U_i “ i and let A be a subspace of dimension i satisfying U_{i´1} Ă A Ă U_{i`1}. Define the chain U^{A,i} as U^{A,i} “ tU_0 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_{i´1} Ă A Ă U_{i`1} Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru.

Lemma 2.14. Let U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru be a chain and let A be a subspace of dimension i satisfying U_{i´1} Ă A Ă U_{i`1}. If A ă_q U_i , then

#pU X U^{A,i}q “ r ´ 1 and U^{A,i} ă_l U.

Proof. This directly follows from the definition of ă_l. □

Lemma 2.15. Let s and s_1 be two integers such that s_1 ď s ´ 2. Let V “ tV_{s1} Ă V_{s1 `1} Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_su be a chain such that for all i with s_1 ă i ă s, V_i “ min_{ĺq} tF : V_{i´1} Ă F Ă V_{i`1}u. Then for all i with s_1 ă i ă s, V_i “ V_{i´1} ‘ ⟨u_i⟩ and u_{s1`1} ă u_{s1`2} ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă u_s where u_i “ min V_szV_{i´1} “ min V_izV_{i´1}.

Proof. Let u_i “ min V_szV_{i´1} for s_1 ă i ă s. Then we claim that V_i :“ min_{ĺq} tF : V_{i´1} Ă F Ă V_{i`1}u “ V_{i´1} ‘ ⟨u_i⟩.

Proof of the claim: Let W “ V_{i´1} ‘ ⟨u_i⟩ and suppose that W ‰ V_i. By the definition of V_i, V_i ă_q W . Thus, min V_izW ă min W zV_i. Note that V_izW Ď V_{i`1}zV_{i´1} Ď V_szV_{i´1}. Hence u_i “ min V_szV_{i´1} ĺ min V_izW ă min W zV_i. On the other hand, since u_i R V_i, then u_i P W zV_i. Hence min W zV_i ĺ u_i, which gives a contradiction. This proves the claim.

Thus it is proved that V_i “ min_{ăq} tF : V_{i´1} Ă F Ă V_{i`1}u “ V_{i´1} ‘ ⟨u_i⟩, where u_i “ min V_szV_{i´1} for s_1 ă i ă s. Now, note that since u_i P V_i, minimality of u_i in V_szV_{i´1} implies that u_i “ min V_izV_{i´1}.

On the other hand, since u_i “ min V_szV_{i´1} for all s_1 ă i ď s, it immediately follows that u_{s1`1} ă u_{s1`2} ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă u_s. Thus it completes the proof of the lemma. □ We show that the order complex of a q-sphere is a shellable simplicial complex.

Theorem 2.16 (Shellability of the order complex of a q-sphere). Suppose that U_{r`1} is a vector space of dimension r ` 1. Let S^r_q be the set of all codimension 1 subspaces of U_{r`1} and let KpS^r_q q be the corresponding order complex. Then ĺ_l defines a shelling on KpS^r_q q.

Proof. Let U ‰ V be two maximal chains in KpS^r_q q such that U ă_l V where

U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru and V “ tV_0 Ă V_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_ru.

Let s be the largest index where U_s ‰ V_s. Therefore U_s ă_q V_s. If necessary, we add U_{r`1} to both sequences, and therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume that U_{s`1} “ V_{s`1}. Let a be the largest index such that a ă s and U_a “ V_a. Note that a must exist since U_0 “ V_0. If a “ s ´ 1, then we take the chain W “ V^{Us,s}. It is clear that U X V Ă W X V and by Lemma 2.14, #pW X Vq “ r ´ 1 and W ă_l V and we are done.

Next, we assume that a ď s´2. Suppose that V_i “ min_{ĺq} tF : V_{i´1} Ă F Ă V_{i`1}u for all a ă i ď s.

Let j be the largest integer such that a ď j ă s and that V_j Ă U_s. Such j exists since V_a “ U_a Ă U_s. Since U_s Ă V_{s`1}, then U_szV_s Ă V_{s`1}zV_s. Therefore

min V_{s`1}zV_s ĺ min U_szV_s. (1)

Now V_j Ă V_s and this implies that V_{s`1}zV_s Ă V_{s`1}zV_j . Therefore

min V_{s`1}zV_j ĺ min V_{s`1}zV_s. (2)

Equations (1) and (2) implies that

min V_{s`1}zV_j ĺ min U_szV_s. (3)

Since U_s ă_q V_s, then by definition, min U_szV_s ă min V_szU_s. This together with equation (3) implies that

min V_{s`1}zV_j ă min V_szU_s. (4)

Now, from Lemma 2.15, let v_{j`1} :“ min V_{s`1}zV_j “ min V_{j`1}zV_j . Since v_{j`1} P V_{j`1} and V_{j`1} Ă V_s, then v_{j`1} P V_s. If v_{j`1} R U_s, then v_{j`1} P V_szU_s and therefore min V_szU_s ĺ v_{j`1}. By definition of v_{j`1}, this means that

min V_szU_s ĺ min V_{s`1}zV_j . (5)

Equations (4) and (5) implies min V_{s`1}zV_j ă min V_{s`1}zV_j which is impossible. Hence, we must have v_{j`1} P U_s. That implies V_{j`1} Ă U_s. By our hypothesis, j is the largest integer such that a ď j ă s and V_j Ă U_s. Therefore j `1 ě s. Therefore V_s Ă V_{j`1} Ă U_s. Since V_s and U_s have the same dimension, then U_s “ V_s which is again a contradiction.

Hence, for some a ă i ď s, V_i ‰ min_{ĺq} tF : V_{i´1} Ă F Ă V_{i`1}u. Then take W_i “ min_{ĺq} tF : V_{i´1} Ă F Ă V_{i`1}u. Define the chain W “ V^{Wi,i} we see that U X V Ă W X V and by Lemma 2.14, #pW X Vq “ r ´ 1 and W ă_l V and we are done. □

In the previous theorem, we have a statement written using the term shellability of the order complex of a q-sphere. In the following corollary, we rewrite it explicitly in terms of properties of chains to make it easy to use it in the next theorem.

Corollary 2.17. Let U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru and V “ tV_0 Ă V_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_r u be two chains such that U_r and V_r are of dimension r and they are contained in a common subspace V_{r`1} of dimension r ` 1. Then there exists a subspace A_i of dimension i ď r such that V^{Ai,i} ă_l V and U X V Ă V^{Ai ,i} X V.

Theorem 2.18. Let Δ be a lexicographically shellable q-complex . The ordering ĺ_l is a shelling on the order complex KpΔq.

Proof. Let U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru and V “ tV_0 Ă V_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_ru be two distinct chains. Let e be the largest index such that U_e ‰ V_e.

Case 1: Suppose that e ă r and thus there is U_{e`1} “ V_{e`1}. Let f be the largest index smaller than e such that U_f “ V_f . Such f exists because U_0 “ V_0. Consider the two chains

U “ tV_0 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_f Ă U_{f `1} Ă . . . U_eu V “ tV_0 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_f Ă V_{f `1} Ă . . . V_eu

We see that U_e and V_e are both of dimension e and they are contained in U_{e`1} which is of dimension e ` 1. Thus by the Corollary 2.17, there exists a subspace A_i of dimension i such that f ă i ď e, V^{Ai,i} ă_l V and U X V Ă V^{Ai ,i} X V. This implies that V^{Ai ,i} ă_l V and U X V Ă V^{Ai,i} X V and we are done. Case 2: Suppose that e “ r so that U_r ă_q V_r. Let f be the largest index such that U_f “ V_f . Again f exists because U_0 “ V_0. Now, since Δ is lexicographically shellable, there is W_r such that W_r ă_q V_r , W_r X V_r is of dimension r ´ 1 and U_r X V_r Ď W_r X V_r. Let t be the largest index such that V_t Ă W_r. Then t ě f. Now, take the chains

W “ tV_0 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_f Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_t Ă W_{t`1} Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă W_ru, V “ tV_0 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_f Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_t Ă V_{t`1} Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă V_ru.

Since dim W_r “ dim V_r “ r and dim W_r X V_r “ r ´ 1, then dim W_r ` V_r “ r ` 1, i.e., W_r and V_r are contained in a subspace W_r ` V_r of dimension r ` 1. Thus we can apply Corollary 2.17 to deduce that there exists a subspace A_i of dimension i such that t ă i ď r, V^{Ai ,i} ă_l V and W X V Ă V^{Ai ,i} X V. Since U X V Ă W X V, then we are done. □

Remark 2.19. Notice that in order to apply Corollary 2.17 (which is essentially Theorem 2.16), we need to use the ordering ĺ_q. Due to this, Theorem 2.18 works only when the shelling of the q-complex is given by ĺ_q i.e the q-complex is lexicographically shellable. It is still an open question whether the statement holds for any shelling of the q-complex.

At this point one might wonder if the order complex of a lexicographically shellable q-complex, which is proved to be shellable, is a matroid complex. We show next that it is not true almost all the time, even if the q-complex is not shellable.

Proposition 2.20. Let Δ be a nontrivial q-matroid complex on F^n_q of dimension d ě 2. Then its order complex KpΔq is not a matroid complex.

Proof. Let E be the ground set of KpΔq, i.e. E consists of all the faces of Δ. If the order complex is a matroid complex, then for any subset A Ď E, the restricted complex KpΔq|_A should be a pure simplicial complex. This is an easy consequence of the augmentation axiom of the independent sets of matroids (see, e.g., [5, Exercise 7.3.1]). Since Δ is nontrivial, it has at least two distinct facets of dimension d, and therefore, there exists two distinct 2-dimensional faces of Δ, say, F_1, F_2. Since F_1, F_2 are distinct, there exist x_1, x_2 P F^n_q such that x_1 P F_1zF_2 and x_2 P F_2zF_1. Now if we take A “ t0, xx_1y, xx_2y, F_1u, then 0 Ď xx_1y Ď F_1 and 0 Ď xx_2y are two maximal chains of different lengths. Thus the restricted complex is not pure and hence we can conclude that the order complex is not a matroid complex. □

Remark 2.21. We note that Theorem 2.18 implies that the Stanley-Reisner ring corresponding to the order complex of a lexicographically shellable simplicial complex is Cohen-Macaulay (over any field). Thus the posets underlying the lexicographically shellable q-complexes are Cohen-Macaulay posets. The Cohen-Macaulay posets were introduced by Baclawski [2, Section 3] in purely combinatorial way, whereas Reisner [21] and Stanley [25] independently gave a ring theoretic characterization of Cohen-Macaulay posets, with Reisner proving their equivalence in [21]. We leave open the question whether the underlying poset of any shellable q-complex is Cohen-Macaulay poset.

3. The homotopy type of a pure shellable q-complex

From a q-complex, we can build three different kinds of spaces from it. (1) A q-complex Δ is a partially ordered set that is also finite, therefore Δ determines a finite topological space by equipping the set Δ with the order topology. We write T pΔq for this space. The space T pΔq is in fact an Alexandroff T_0-space.

(2) Every partially ordered set determines a simplicial set via the nerve construction. For a q-complex Δ, we write NpΔq for its nerve. The sets NpΔq_i consist of the chains of subspaces of length i, that is, V_0 Ď V_1 Ď ¨ ¨ ¨ V_i. The face and degeneracy maps come from composition of inclusions (removing a subspace) or insertion of an equality (duplicate a subspace in the chain).

(3) Every simplicial set has a geometric realization, so a q-complex Δ also determines a topological space BpΔq “ |NpΔq|.

Remark 3.1. All of the above constructions yield contractible spaces due to the presence of the minimal element t0u P Δ for every q-complex. It is therefore more useful for us to study the above constructions on the poset Δ̊ “ Δztt0uu where the zero subspace has been removed. We will therefore study the spaces T pΔ̊q, NpΔ̊q, and BpΔ̊q instead.

Remark 3.2. The order complex KpΔq of definition 2.10 is an abstract simplicial complex, not a simplicial set. However, the geometric realizations of KpΔq and NpΔq are homeomorphic, and we may therefore study the homotopy type of NpΔq in the more suitable homotopy category of simplicial sets. A rough explanation for why these spaces are homeomorphic is that the order complex KpΔq records the non-degenerate simplices of NpΔq, and the geometric realization of NpΔq is built out of the non-degenerate simplices. See [29, §8.1, Exercise 8.1.4] for details.

The partially ordered set Δ̊ has three different kinds of spaces associated to it, which live in three different model categories. In what sense are these constructions equivalent or different? Our motivation from coding theory motivates us to understand the homology groups of these spaces. We can in fact do better and understand the (weak) homotopy type of these spaces. Since integral homology is a weak homotopy invariant, knowing the homotopy type of these spaces determines their homology [13, Proposition 4.21].

3.1. Background on topology. The basic theory of topological spaces, homotopy, and homology can be found in the books [24], [27], and [13]. For rhetorical purposes, we will emphasize the key ideas and constructions that will be used in the argument of this section.

If f_0 : X Ñ Y and f_1 : X Ñ Y are continuous maps between topological spaces, a homotopy between the maps f_0 and f_1 is a continuous map H : X ^ r0, 1s Ñ Y that satisfies f_0pxq “ Hpx, 0q for all x P X and f_1pxq “ Hpx, 1q for all x P X. Intuitively, a homotopy gives a continuous deformation of the function f_0 into f_1.

Two topological spaces X and Y are homeomorphic if there exists an invertible, continuous function f : X Ñ Y whose inverse f^{´1} : Y Ñ X is also continuous. The idea of homotopy equivalence is to weaken the notion of homeomorphism, so that a map f : X Ñ Y is not strictly invertible, but instead, invertible “up to homotopy.” A continuous function f : X Ñ Y is a homotopy equivalence if there exists a continuous function g : X Ñ Y such that g ˝ f is homotopic to id_X and f ˝ g is homotopic to id_Y . The notion of homotopy equivalence acts as an equivalence relation on the category of topological spaces. As such, the category of topological spaces is partitioned up into equivalence classes for the homotopy equivalence relation. The strict homotopy type of a space is the equivalence class of the space under the homotopy equivalence relation.

The notion of strict homotopy equivalence is a bit too strict. The notion of weak homotopy equivalence and weak homotopy type turns out to better reflect our intuition in homotopy theory. A map f : X Ñ Y is a weak homotopy equivalence if the induced map f_˚ : π_nX Ñ π_nY is an isomorphism for all natural numbers n. (We gloss over the discussion on basepoints here). The notion of weak homotopy equivalence again acts as an equivalence relation on topological spaces, and to understand the (weak) homotopy type of a topological space is to determine its equivalence class for the relation of weak homotopy equivalence.

The CW -approximation theorem [13, Proposition 4.13] says that every topological space has the weak homotopy type of a CW -complex. Note that CW complexes are especially nice kinds of spaces, built up inductively by gluing together euclidean balls of increasing dimensions. The benefit of this theorem is that we can always describe the weak homotopy type of a space with a CW -complex, and the simplest kinds of CW -complexes are spheres S^n and wedge-sums of spheres—much like Z and finite direct sums of Z are the simplest kinds of abelian groups up to isomorphism.

3.2. Relevant constructions interpreted with model categories. Recall that to a q-complex Δ, we have defined three different kinds of spaces: T pΔ̊q, NpΔ̊q, and BpΔ̊q. These three spaces live in different categories, but are all equivalent in a precise sense. With the framework of model categories, it has been shown that the three relevant model categories these spaces live in are all equivalent. The framework of model categories and the equivalences between the categories serve as a dictionary to translate between the different spaces and their properties. We summarize the key results now.

The category of posets Pos is isomorphic to the category of T_0 Alexandroff spaces A [20, Proposition 4.2]. The isomorphism is given by the functors T : Pos Ñ A and P : A Ñ Pos, which are defined in [17, Proposition 4.2]. There are thus two evident choices of weak equivalences in the categories A – Pos. One choice, when viewing X, Y P A as topological spaces is to use the usual notion of weak homotopy equivalence, essentially, f : X Ñ Y is a weak homotopy equivalence if it induces isomorphisms in all homotopy groups. The other notion is to use the nerve functor N : Pos Ñ sSet to define weak equivalences. A morphism f : C Ñ D in Pos is a weak equivalence if the corresponding map of simplicial sets Npfq : NpCq Ñ NpDq is a weak equivalence of simplicial sets. McCord has shown that these two notions of weak equivalence coincide [20, Theorem 4.5], [17]. As a consequence, every Aspace X P A is weak homotopy equivalent to its classifying space BX. Raptis has also developed a model category structure on Pos in [20, Theorem 2.6] that fits into a zig-zag of Quillen equivalences Pos Ñ sSet Ð T op, enriching McCord’s result.

A oo^P_T // Pos^i // Cat^{Ex2N} // sSet T op^{S˚}oo

The above diagram appeared in [20, p 223]. Here S_˚ : T op Ñ sSet is the singular chains functor. Note that the functor Cat Ñ sSet is not just the nerve functor, but rather Ex^2N. Since Ex : sSet Ñ sSet is a Quillen equivalence too, the natural map NpCq Ñ Ex^2NpCq is a weak equivalence for any small category (or poset) C P Cat. The use of Ex^2 is necessary for certain properties of a Quillen equivalence to hold. See Thomason’s paper where the model category structure on Cat is introduced [28].

We show these equivalences to suggest how to work and think about the various spaces that can be constructed out of a q-complex. All of the constructions land in one of these Quillen-equivalent categories, and at the level of homotopy categories, all of the constructions correspond to one another up to homotopy via the categorical equivalences in the diagram below.

HpAq^P // HpCatq^N // HpsSetq_{|´|} // HpT opq

S_˚oo (6) As a practical matter, we can think of a sphere S^n in any one of these categories by using these equivalences. The simplest illustration of this is that the standard n-simplex Δ^n is a simplicial set whose boundary BΔ^n models the sphere S^{n´1} in the category of simplicial sets. It may be readily verified that indeed the geometric realization of BΔ^n is weak equivalent to the euclidean sphere S^{n´1} in T op. Since BΔ^n is a simplicial set model for the homotopy type of the sphere S^{n´1}, and the homotopy categories HpsSetq and HpT opq are isomorphic, we may abuse notation and write S^{n´1} for the homotopy type of BΔ^n in sSet.

3.3. Proof of the result. Our main theorem will establish the homotopy type of the spaces associated to a pure, shellable, q-complex, which matches well with the corresponding result about shellable simplicial complexes. The proof given below can be easily simplified to give a proof in the simplicial complex case.

Theorem 3.3. Let Δ be a pure, shellable, q-complex of dimension k that arises from an n-dimensional vector space over a finite field F “ F_q . The homotopy type of the spaces T pΔ̊q, NpΔ̊q, and BpΔ̊q is that of a wedge sum of spheres of dimension k ´ 1.

We prove the result for the spaces NpΔ̊q, as the homotopy type of the other spaces is then determined from the properties of the equivalences in diagram 6. The proof is broken into two steps: (1) Δ is a codimension 1 pure, shellable, qcomplex in F^n_q , induction on n; (2) Δ is a pure, shellable, q-complex of dimension k, induction on k.

The key idea of the proof is that by focusing only on the weak homotopy type of the spaces, we can exploit the shellability property by using homotopy pushouts to identify the correct homotopy type of the resulting space at each stage of the construction given by the shelling. The interested reader can learn more about homotopy pushouts and homotopy colimits in [6] and [16]. The style of argument is very similar to the way one can compute the homology of these spaces with the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, we just have to be more careful about the details in finding the correct homotopy type of the result of the gluings using homotopy colimits.

Lemma 3.4. Every pure q-complex Δ in F^n_q of dimension n ´ 1 is shellable.

Proof. The q-complex Δ is generated by a finite list of n ´ 1 dimensional subspaces of F^n_q , which we enumerate as F_1, . . . , F_k. Any ordering of the facets F_1, . . . , F_k is a shelling of Δ. The key observation is that xF_1, . . . F_iy X xF_{i`1}y is generated by the subspaces F_j X F_{i`1} for 1 ď j ď i, all of which have dimension n ´ 2 since F_j ‰ F_{i`1} are distinct codimension 1 subspaces of F^n_q . □

Lemma 3.5. Let Δ be a pure q-complex of codimension 1 in F^n_q . The homotopy type of NpΔ̊q is that of a wedge sum of spheres of dimension n ´ 2.

Proof. To avoid trivialities, consider n “ 2 as the base case, in which case Δ̊ is just a set of 1-dimensional subspaces of F^2_q . No two distinct elements of Δ̊ are comparable, hence NpΔ̊q has the homotopy type of a finite set of points, i.e., a wedge sum of 0-dimensional spheres.

Now make the induction hypothesis, with n ě 2, that any pure, codimension 1 q-complex Δ of F^n_q has the homotopy type of a wedge of n ´ 2-dimensional spheres Ž I S^{n´2} where I is some finite indexing set depending on Δ.

Consider now Δ a pure, codimension 1 q-complex of F^{n`1}_q . By lemma 3.4, any ordering of the facets of Δ is a shelling. Write F_1, . . . , F_k for some ordering of the facets of Δ. We build NpΔ̊q one facet at a time and determine its homotopy type at each stage. Write xF_1, . . . , F_j y for the nerve of the q-complex generated by the facets F_1, . . . F_j , but with the 0-dimensional subspace removed. Note all such simplicial sets are subcomplexes of NpΔ̊q.

To start, xF_1y is contractible since the partially ordered set defining it contains a terminal element F_1 [30, IV Example 3.2.2]. Suppose now as an induction hypothesis that xF_1, . . . F_j y has the homotopy type of a wedge of n ´ 1 dimensional spheres. We now see what the effect of adding the facet F_{j`1} is on the homotopy type of our space. The diagram below is a homotopy push-out square, since the upper row and left column are cofibrations [6, Ch. XII, §3, 3.1 Examples].

xF_1, . . . F_j y X xF_{j`1}y fflffl

// xF_1, . . . , F_j y

fflffl xF_{j`1}y // xF_1, . . . F_{j`1}y

Thus the space xF_1, . . . , F_{j`1}y models the homotopy push-out of xF_{j`1}y Ð xF_1, . . . F_j yX xF_{j`1}y Ñ xF_1, . . . F_j y. Our induction hypothesis allows us to compute this homotopy push-out with the equivalent diagram

xF_{j`1}y » fflffl xF_1, . . . , F_j y X xF_{j`1}y » fflffl

// oo xF_1, . . . , F_j y » fflffl pt Ž I S^{n´2} oo // Ž_J Sn´1

The left hand homotopy equivalence is due to xF_{j`1}y containing a terminal element, and so is contractible. The right most homotopy equivalence comes from our induction hypothesis. The middle homotopy equivalence comes from the observation that xF_1, . . . F_j y X xF_{j`1}y is a subcomplex of xF_{j`1}y, which arises from a pure q-complex of codimension 1 in the F_q -vector space F_{j`1} of dimension n by the defining property of a shelling (as given in [1, Definition 1.5.1.]). As such, our induction hypothesis applies to show that xF_1, . . . F_j y X xF_{j`1}y has the homotopy type of a wedge sum of spheres of dimension n ´ 2.

To conclude, the homotopy push-out of the diagram pt Ž I S^{n´2} oo // Ž_J S^{n´1}

is simply the mapping cone of the map Ž I S^{n´2} Ñ Ž J S^{n´1}. Since the homotopy group π_{n´2}p Ž J S^{n´1}q is trivial for all n ě 2, the map is homotopic to a constant map. Therefore the mapping cone is simply Ž J S^{n´1} _ Σ Ž I S^{n´2} » Ž J S^{n´1} _ Ž I S^{n´1}, where ΣX denotes the reduced suspension of a space X. The result now follows. □

We can now prove the main result with essentially the same argument.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We run induction on the dimension k of the pure, shellable, q-complex Δ in F^n_q . The case k “ 1 is immediate, as NpΔ̊q is just a finite set of points. Assume that all pure, shellable q-complexes of dimension k have the homotopy type of a wedge of k ´ 1-dimensional spheres, with k ě 1. Consider now a pure, shellable, q-complex of dimension k ` 1. We are given an ordering of its facets F_1, . . . F_ℓ. We inductively add facets one at a time and keep track of how the homotopy type of its nerve changes.

We start with xF_1y, which is a contractible simplicial set as its defining poset contains F_1 as a maximal element. Suppose now for an induction argument that xF_1, . . . , F_j y has the homotopy type of a wedge sum of spheres Ž I S^k. Adjoining one more facet yields the following homotopy pushout diagram

xF_1, . . . F_j y X xF_{j`1}y fflffl

// xF_1, . . . , F_j y

fflffl xF_{j`1}y // xF_1, . . . F_{j`1}y

The key observation is that xF_1, . . . F_j y X xF_{j`1}y comes from a pure q-complex of codimension 1 in the vector space F_{j`1} of dimension k by the shellability property. Hence lemma 3.5 shows that this space has the homotopy type Ž J S^{k´1}. The same considerations as in lemma 3.5 allow us to identify this homotopy push-out as the mapping cone of the homotopically trivial map Ž J S^{k´1} Ñ Ž I S^k, which gives the result. □

Corollary 3.6. If Δ is a pure, shellable q-complex of dimension k, then the reduced integral homology of the spaces T pΔ̊q, NpΔ̊q, BpΔ̊q, KpΔ̊q is concentrated in a single degree.

Proof. As all of the spaces are a finite wedge sum of spheres of the same dimension, the wedge axiom and dimension axiom for Eilenberg–Steenrod homology theories yield the result [13, §2.3]. □

Remark 3.7. The proof of theorem 3.3 gives an algorithm for computing the homology of a pure shellable q-complex. One recursively identifies the homology groups H̃_˚pxF_1, . . . , F_j y X xF_{j`1}yq and H̃_˚pxF_1, . . . F_j yq, while H̃_˚pxF_{j`1}yq “ 0. The map in homology H̃_˚pxF_1, . . . , F_j y X xF_{j`1}yq Ñ H̃_˚pxF_1, . . . F_j yq is trivial for dimension reasons. Then the Mayer–Vietoris sequence yields the isomorphism H̃_npxF_1, . . . F_{j`1}yq – H̃_{n´1}pxF_1, . . . F_j y X xF_{j`1}yq ‘ H̃_npxF_1, . . . F_j yq.

Remark 3.8. The same style of argument above also proves that the homotopy type of a shellable simplicial set is a wedge of spheres too. The only difference in the argument is that when adding the next simplex Δ^n, its intersection with the complex constructed up to that point is a pure simplicial set of dimension n´1 that is also a subcomplex of BΔ^n. In this case, though, the homotopy type of a pure n´1- dimensional subcomplexes of BΔ^n is either that of a sphere BΔ^n or contractible. But for the case of q-complexes, the homotopy type of these intersections can vary much more, being either contractible or a wedge sum of spheres. The number can vary from 0 up to the number of spheres in the q-sphere of the facet F_i.

Since we now know that the homotopy type of the order complex KpΔ̊q for a pure, shellable q-complex is a wedge sum of spheres, we can now identify exactly how many spheres are in the wedge sum by calculating the rank of its homology groups. We carry out this calculation in the next section.

4. Homology of some classes of shellable q-complexes

In this section, we make use of the shellability of the order complexes proved in the previous section to determine the singular homology of lexicographically shellable q-complexes. It completes the determination of singular homology of qmatroid complexes which was partially done in [11, Theorem 6.10] by a method parallel to the classical one for shellable simplicial complexes.

Definition 4.1. Let K be a shellable simplicial complex whose shelling is given by F_1, . . . , F_t. For a facet F_i in K, the restriction of F is defined as RpF_iq “ tx P F_i : F_iztxu P K_{i´1}u, where K_{i´1} is the simplicial complex generated by F_1, . . . , F_{i´1}.

Proposition 4.2. Let Δ be a lexicographically shellable q-complex on F^n_q of dimension r and KpΔq be the corresponding order complex. Let F_1, . . . , F_t be the shelling associated to ĺ_q on Δ and ĺ_l be the shelling on the order complex KpΔq. Then for a maximal chain U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_r “ F_j u in KpΔq, RpUq “ U if and only if there exists 1 ď i ă j ď t such that U_{r´1} Ď F_i and U_k ‰ min_{ăq} tA : U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1}u for 1 ď k ă r.

Proof. For a maximal chain U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_r “ F_j u in KpΔq, RpUq “ U implies that every maximal subchain is contained in a maximal chain of KpΔq preceding U (w.r.t. the reverse lexicographic order ĺ_l). Now we take a maximal subchain Ũ of U of length r ´ 1 which is obtained by removing U_k from U for some 1 ď k ď r. If k “ r, then Ũ is contained in a maximal chain preceding U if and only if U_{r´1} Ď F_i for some 1 ď i ă j ď t. On the other hand, if k ‰ r, then U_k ‰ min_{ăq} tA : U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1}u, as otherwise, there will be no maximal chain preceding U that contains Ũ.

Conversely, it is clear that if there exists 1 ď i ă j ď t such that U_{r´1} Ď F_i and U_k ‰ min_{ăq} tA : U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1}u for 1 ď k ă r, then any maximal subchain of U is contained in a previous maximal chain of KpΔq. □

Proposition 4.3. Let Δ be a lexicographically shellable q-complex on F^n_q of dimension r and KpΔq be the corresponding order complex. For any chain U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_tu in KpΔq, if U_{t´1} contains the minimum nonzero vector of U_t, then

U_s “ mintA: U_{s´1} Ă A Ă U_{s`1}u

for some 1 ď s ă t.

Proof. Let v be the minimum nonzero vector in U_t and U_{t´1} contains v. Thus v is also the minimum nonzero vector of U_{t´1}. Suppose s is the smallest integer with 1 ď s ď t ´ 1 such that v P U_s. Then U_s “ U_{s´1} ‘ xvy with v “ min U_{s`1}zU_{s´1}. Then Lemma 2.15 implies that U_s “ mintA: U_{s´1} ă F ă U_{s`1}u. Indeed, since we proved in Lemma 2.15 that if for an unrefinable chain U_{s´1} Ă U_s Ă U_{s`1}, U_s “ min_{ăq} tA: U_{s´1} ă A ă U_{s`1}u implies U_s “ U_{s´1} ‘ ⟨a⟩ where a “ min U_{s`1}zU_{s´1}. □ Corollary 4.4. Let U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_ru be a maximal chain in the order complex KpΔq of a q-complex Δ of dimension r. Then U_k ‰ min_{ăq} tA: U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1}u for all 1 ď k ă r if and only if U_k does not contain the minimum nonzero vector of U_{k`1} for all 1 ď k ă r.

Proof. Suppose U_k ‰ min_{ăq} tA: U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1}u for all 1 ď k ă r and assume that U_i contains the minimum nonzero vector of U_{i`1} for some 1 ď i ă r. By Proposition 4.3, there exists 1 ď s ă i ` 1 ď r such that

U_s “ mintA: U_{s´1} Ă A Ă U_{s`1}u,

which contradicts the assumption.

For the converse, assume that a_{k`1} is the minimum nonzero vector of U_{k`1} for all 1 ď k ă r and a_{k`1} R U_k for all 1 ď k ă r. Note that a_{k`1} “ min U_{k`1}zU_{k´1}. Then U_k ‰ min_{ĺq} tA: U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1}u for all 1 ď k ď r ´ 1, since min_{ĺq} tA: U_{k´1} Ă A Ă U_{k`1} “ U_{k´1} ‘ ⟨min U_{k`1}zU_{k´1}⟩ as proved in Lemma 2.15. □

Next we count the number of maximal chains U with the property RpUq “ U in KpΔ_qpk, nqq where Δ is the uniform q-complex of dimension k on F^n_q . This recovers a result from [11, Theorem 5.11] on singular homology of Δ_q pk, nq.

Proposition 4.5. Let Δ :“ Δ_q pk, nq be the uniform q-complex of dimension k on F^n_q and KpΔq its corresponding order complex. Then

|tU P KpΔq: U is maximal and RpUq “ Uu| “ q^{kpk`1q{2} „ n ´ 1 k ȷ q . The idea is to use the characterization of the maximal chains U satisfying the property RpUq “ U as proved in Proposition 4.2. We prove the following Lemma that will be useful in proving the Proposition.

Lemma 4.6. Let Δ be a lexicographically shellable q-complex over F^n_q of dimension k. Let U be a maximal chain in KpΔq ending with a facet F_j of Δ. If x is the minimum (w.r.t. ă) nonzero vector in F^n_q such that xxy P Δ and F_j contains x, then RpUq ‰ U.

Proof. Let U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_k “ F_j u and t is the smallest integer 1 ď t ď k such that x “ min_{ĺUt zUt´1} .

If t “ k, then x “ min_ă F_j zU_{k´1}. Thus U_{k´1} cannot be contained in a facet F_i where F_i ă_q F_j . Indeed, U_{k´1} Ď F_i will imply F_i X F_j “ U_{k´1} and therefore x P F_j zF_i. Since x is the minimum nonzero element such that ⟨x⟩ P Δ, it is clear that F_j ă_q F_i.

On the other hand, if t ă k, then by Lemma 2.15, U_t “ min_{ăq} tA: U_{t´1} Ă A Ă U_{t`1}u since U_t “ U_{t´1} ‘ ⟨x⟩. Therefore, in both the cases, the maximal chain U ending with F_j does not satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 4.2 and we can conclude that RpUq ‰ U. □

Proof of the Proposition 4.5. Let x be the minimum nonzero vector in F^n_q such that xxy P Δ. Following Lemma 4.6, we know that if a facet F of Δ contains x, then no maximal chain U in KpΔq ending with F can have the property RpUq “ U. On the other hand, if a facet F_j of Δ does not contain x, then any codimension 1 subspace of

F_j is contained in a facet F_i preceding F_j . Indeed, since for any subspace U_{k´1} Ď F_j of dimension k ´ 1, the subspace F_i :“ U_{k´1} ‘ ⟨x⟩ is a facet of Δ “ Δ_q pk, nq and F_i must precede F_j since x P F_izF_j . Moreover, Corollary 4.4 imply that a maximal chain U “ tU_0 Ă U_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_k “ F_j u has the property RpUq “ U if and only if min U_{i`1} R U_i for all 1 ď i ď k ´ 1. Thus for a fixed facet F_j that does not contain x, the number of maximal chains U ending with F_j and satisfying the property RpUq “ U is p

“_k k´1 ‰ q´ “_{k´1} k´2 ‰ qq ¨ ¨ ¨ p

“_2 1 ‰ q ´ 1q “ q^{k´1}p

“_{k´1} k´1 ‰ q qq^{k´2}p

“_{k´2} k´2 ‰ q q ¨ ¨ ¨ pq ` 1´ 1q “ q^{kpk´1q{2}. Now the number of the facets F_i of Δ not containing the minimum vector x is

“_n k ‰ q´ “_{n´1} k´1 ‰ q “ q^k “_{n´1} k ‰ q. Thus

|tU P KpΔq: U is maximal and RpUq “ Uu| “ q^{kpk´1q{2}q^k „ n ´ 1 k ȷ q “ q^{kpk`1q{2} „ n ´ 1 k ȷ q . □ Next we give a method of computing the simplicial homology of the order complex corresponding to any lexicographically shellable q-complex.

Theorem 4.7. Let Δ be a lexicographically shellable q-complex of dimension k on F^n_q . Suppose F_1, . . . , F_t are the facets of Δ ordered according to the shelling ă_q. Let the first s facets contain the minimum nonzero vector x of Δ. Also, for s ` 1 ď j ď t, if x_j is the minimum nonzero vector in F_j , then we set r_j “ |tF_i X F_j : dim F_i X F_j “ k ´ 1, F_i ă_q F_j , and x_j R F_i X F_j u|. Then

|tU P KpΔq: U is maximal and RpUq “ Uu| “ q^{pk´1qpk´2q{2} tÿ i“s`1 r_i. Proof. The proof is essentially same as the proof of Proposition 4.5. First we note that the facets of Δ that contains the minimum nonzero vector of Δ are always in the beginning of the shelling order ă_q. Therefore, the facets of Δ containing the minimum nonzero vector x of Δ are precisely the first s facets that contain x. Following Lemma 4.6, it is clear that for the maximal chains U ending with any of the first s facets RpUq ‰ U. Now for any s ` 1 ď j ď t, if a maximal chain U “ U_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_{k´1} Ă F_j has the property RpUq “ U, then following Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.4 U has to satisfy the following:

(i) U_{k´1} Ď F_i for some 1 ď i ă j, (ii) min U_{i`1} R U_i for all 1 ď i ă k.

The condition (i) is equivalent to the existence of a facet F_i such that F_i ă_q F_j with F_i X F_j “ U_{k´1}. Also, condition (ii) implies that min F_j R U_{k´1}, i.e., x_j R F_i X F_j . Thus there are r_j choices for U_{k´1} for a maximal chain U “ tU_0 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_{k´1} Ă F_j u for each s ` 1 ď j ď t. For the remaining U_i’s with 1 ď i ď k ´ 2, we use condition (ii) to count the possible number of subchains Ũ “ tU_0 Ă U_1 Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă U_{k´2}u that can be extended to maximal chains U “ tŨ Ă U_{k´1} Ă F_j u with the desired property RpUq “ U. The number of such subchains Ũ is p

“_{k´1} k´2 ‰ q´ “_{k´2} k´3 ‰ q q ¨ ¨ ¨ p

“_2 1 ‰ q ´ 1q “ q^{pk´1qpk´2q{2}. Thus combining with the choices of U_{k´1} we can conclude that the number of the maximal chains satisfying RpUq “ U is q^{pk´1qpk´2q{2 t} ř i“s`1 r_i. □ Corollary 4.8. Let Δ be any lexicographically shellable q-complex of dimension k on F^n_q . Suppose F_1, . . . , F_t are the facets of Δ ordered according to the shelling ă_q. Let the first s facets contain the minimum nonzero vector x of Δ. Also, for s ` 1 ď j ď t, if x_j be the minimum nonzero vector in F_j , then we set r_j “ |tF_i X F_j : dim F_i X F_j “ k ´ 1, F_i ă_q F_j , and x_j R F_i X F_j u|. Then

ĂH_pp 8Δq “ $ ’& ’% Z^q pk´1qpk´2q{2 tř i“s`1 r_i if p “ k ´ 1, 0 otherwise.

Proof. This follows from [5, Theorem 7.7.2]. □

Remark 4.9. Note that the way we calculated the homology of these spaces really just uses the axioms for homology [13, §2.3]. This shows that it doesn’t matter which version of the spaces Δ̊ you work with. Whether you work with T pΔ̊q, NpΔ̊q, or BpΔ̊q, what is important is just the way the space is glued together from simple pieces. A homology theory in any of these categories needs to satisfy the basic axioms of a homology theory, and these are all we use in the calculation. What is both interesting and fortuitous is that the argument for computing the homology of these spaces can be reworked to also identify their homotopy type. There do exist spaces that have the same homology as a sphere, but are not in fact weak equivalent to spheres.

We end this section by determining the singular homology for the q-matroid complex in [11, Example 6.13]. This q-complex was shown to not satisfy the hypothesis of [11, Theorem 6.10], but we show that it is possible to ‘rearrange’ its facets to apply the technique in [11] for determining singular homology.

Example 4.10. Consider the field extension F_24 {F_2 of degree 4, and let a be a root in F_24 of the irreducible polynomial X^4 ` X ` 1 in F_2 rXs so that F_24 “ F_2 paq. Let C be the rank metric code of length 4 over the extension F_24 of F_2 such that a generator matrix of C is given by

G :“ ¨ ˚ ˝ a^2 ` a ` 1 a^2 a^3 ` a ` 1 a^3 ` a^2 ` a ` 1 a^2 ` a ` 1 a^3 ` 1 a a ` 1 a^2 ` 1 1 a^2 ` 1 a^3 ` 1

˛ ‹ ‚.

Let Δ_C be the q-matroid complex on F^4_2 associated to C as in Example 2.9. Then dim Δ_C “ rankpGq “ 3. There are

“_4 3 ‰ 2 “ 15 subspaces of F^4_2 of dimension 3 and it turns out that 14 among these are in Δ_C . In the shelling order of Definition 3.5, these 14 facets of Δ_C , say F_1, . . . , F_{14}, can be explicitly listed as follows.

xe_2, e_3, e_4y, xe_1 ` e_2, e_3, e_4y, xe_1, e_2, e_4y, xe_1 ` e_3, e_2, e_4y, xe_1, e_2 ` e_3, e_4y, xe_1 ` e_3, e_2 ` e_3, e_4y, xe_1, e_2, e_3y, xe_1 ` e_4, e_2, e_3y, xe_1, e_2 ` e_4, e_3y, xe_1 ` e_4, e_2 ` e_4, e_3y, xe_1, e_2, e_3 ` e_4y, xe_1 ` e_4, e_2, e_3 ` e_4y, xe_1, e_2 ` e_3, e_3 ` e_4y, xe_1 ` e_4, e_2 ` e_4, e_3 ` e_4y,

where for 1 ď i ď 4, by e_i we have denoted the element of F^4_2 with 1 in the ith position and 0 elsewhere. We can take a generator matrix of F_j to be the 3 ^ 4 matrix Y_j , which has as its rows the elements of the given ordered basis of F_j , and it can be checked that the rank of the 3 ^ 3 matrix GY^T_j is indeed 3 for each j “ 1, . . . , 14. Incidentally, the only 3-dimensional subspace of F^4_2 missing in the above list is F :“ xe_1, e_3, e_4y and its generator matrix Y has the property that rankpGY^T q “ 2; indeed,

Y “ ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

˛ ‹ ‚ and pGY^T q ¨ ˚ ˝ 1 a^3 ` a^2 ` a ` 1 a^2 ` a

˛ ‹ ‚“ ¨ ˚ ˝ 0 0 0

˛ ‹ ‚.

We consider a new ordered basis β :“ pe^1, e^1_2, e_3, e_4q of F^4_2 , where e^1 “ p0, 1, 0, 0q and e^1_2 “ p1, 0, 0, 0q. With respect to the new basis, the space F , the only 3- dimensional space missing in the list of facets of Δ, is xe^1_2, e_3, e_4y.

Proposition 4.11. Let Δ_C be the q-complex of dimension 3 as in Example 4.10. Then

ĂH_pp 8Δ_C q “ $ & % Z^{7q} 3 if p “ 2, 0 otherwise.

Proof. Let J^1 :“ tj P t1, . . . , 14u | e_2 P F_j u and J :“ t1, . . . , 14uzJ^1. Since all the 3- dimensional spaces of F^4_2 except xe_1, e_3, e_4y are facets of Δ_C , we have |J^1| “

“_3 2 ‰ 2 “ 7 and |J| “ 7. Consider the subcomplex Δ^1 :“ xF_j | j P J^1y. Since e_2 is contained in all the facets of Δ^1, the punctured q-complex 8Δ^1 is contractible (by [11, Lemma 5.3]).

For any j P J, let U be a 2-dimensional subspace of F_j . Since e_2 R F_j , dim_{F2} U ‘ xe_2y “ 3. Therefore, U ‘ xe_2y “ F_s for some s P J^1 and hence U P Δ^1. This implies that 8Δ^1 Y 8ΣpF_j q “ 8S^2_q for any j P J. Recall that

ĂH_pp 8S^2_q q “ $ & % Z^q 3 if p “ 1, 0 otherwise.

Now using the suitable Mayer-Vietoris sequences and proceeding as in the proof of [11, Theorem 5.7], we obtain the desired result about the reduced homology groups of Δ_C . □

Remark 4.12. It is indeed possible to ‘rearrange’ the 3-dimensional subspaces of F^4_2 such that the only nonface appears at the end. Corresponding to the total order we considered on the Grassmannian G_3 pF^4_2 q, the space xe_1, e_2, e_3y is the one that appears at the end. In our example xe_1, e_3, e_4y is the nonface. Considering an isomorphism of F^4_2 which sends xe_1, e_3, e_4y to xe_1, e_2, e_3y, we rearrange the 3- dimensional subspaces so that the nonface is now moved to the end for the new q-complex which is isomorphic to the one we considered in the example. Note that the posets and the order topology corresponding to two isomorphic q-complexes are also isomorphic.

5. Conclusion and open question

In this paper, we proved that shellable q-complexes have homotopy type of wedge sum of q-spheres. Moreover, we determined explicitly the singular homology groups of a class of shellable q-complexes that we call lexicographically shellable q-complexes. This completes the study in [11], whereas we leave open the question of shellability of order complexes of any shellable q-complexes.

Moreover, looking back at the motivation behind the work in [11] from a coding theory perspective, an unresolved question remains: What is the connection between the generalized rank weights of a vector rank metric code and the singular homology of the associated q-matroid complex? More details on this inquiry can be found in [11, Introduction]. We must mention that a recent study [14] has indeed established a link between the generalized rank weights of a rank metric code and a set of invariants, called as ’Virtual Betti numbers’, of the associated q-matroids. These virtual Betti numbers are in fact the Betti numbers of the Stanley-Reisner rings of the classical matroids corresponding to the q-matroids [14]. Thus, the question of relating the singular homology computed in this paper to the generalized rank weights is reduced to identifying the missing connection: How does the singular homology of a q-matroid complex relate to the N-graded Betti numbers of the Stanley-Reisner rings of its associated classical matroid?

References

[1] S. J. Alder. On q-simplicial posets. Ph.D. Thesis, Univ. of East Anglia, UK, 2010. [2] K. Baclawski. Cohen-macaulay ordered sets. J. Algebra, 63:p. 226–258, 1980. [3] Anders Björner and Michelle Wachs. On lexicographically shellable posets. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 277(1):323–341, 1983.

[4] A. Björner. Shellable and cohen-macaulay partially ordered sets. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 260(1):159 – 183, 1980.

[5] Anders Björner. Homology and Shellability of Matroids and Geometric Lattices, page 226–283. Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, 1992.

[6] A. K. Bousfield and D. M. Kan. Homotopy limits, completions and localizations. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 304. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1972.

[7] H. Bruggesser and P Mani. Shellable decompositions of cells and spheres. Mathe. Scand., 29(2):197 – 205, 1971.

[8] W. Bruns and J. Herzog. Cohen-Macaulay Rings. Revised Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998.

[9] H Crapo. On the Theory of Combinatorial Independence. PhD thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, USA, 1964.

[10] Jon Folkman. The homology groups of a lattice. Journal of Mathematics and Mechanics, pages 631–636, 1966.

[11] S. R. Ghorpade, R. Pratihar, and T. H. Randrianarisoa. Shellability and homology of qcomplexes and q-matroids. J. Algebraic Combin., 56(4):1135–1162, Dec 2022.

[12] S. R. Ghorpade, A. R. Shastri, M. K. Srinivasan, and J. K. Verma. (Eds.): Combinatorial Topology and Algebra. RMS Lecture Notes Series, Ramanujan Mathematical Society, Mysore, 2013.

[13] Allen Hatcher. Algebraic topology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002. [14] T. Johnsen, R. Pratihar, and H. Verdure. Weight spectra of gabidulin rank-metric codes and betti numbers. São Paulo J. Math. Sci., 17:208–241, 2023.

[15] Relinde Jurrius and Ruud Pellikaan. Defining the q-analogue of a matroid. Electron. J. Combin., 25(3):3–2, 2018.

[16] J. P. May and K. Ponto. More concise algebraic topology. Chicago Lectures in Mathematics. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 2012. Localization, completion, and model categories.

[17] Michael C. McCord. Singular homology groups and homotopy groups of finite topological spaces. Duke Math. J., 33:465–474, 1966.

[18] James G. Oxley. Matroid Theory (Oxford Graduate Texts in Mathematics). Oxford University Press, Inc., USA, 2006.

[19] J. S. Provan. Decompositions, shellings, and diameters of simplicial complexes and convex polyhedra. Thesis, Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., 1977.

[20] George Raptis. Homotopy theory of posets. Homology Homotopy Appl., 12(2):211–230, 2010. [21] G. A. Reisner. Cohen-macaulay quotients of polynomial rings. Adv. Math., 21(1):30–49, 1976. [22] G. C. Rota. On the combinatorics of the euler characteristic. In: L. Mirsky (ed.) Studies in Pure Mathematics (presented to Richard Rado), pp. 221–233. Academic Press, London (1971) [Reprinted in: J. P. S. Kung (Ed.), Gian-Carlo Rota on Combinatorics: Introductory Papers and Commentaries, Birkhäuser Boston, 1995.

[23] Ludwig Schläfli. Theorie der vielfachen Kontinuität, pages 167–387. Springer Basel, Basel, 1950.

[24] Allan J. Sieradski. An introduction to topology and homotopy. The Prindle, Weber & Schmidt Series in Advanced Mathematics. PWS-KENT Publishing Co., Boston, MA, 1992.

[25] R. P. Stanley. Cohen-Macaulay rings and constructible polytopes. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 81(1):133 – 135, 1975.

[26] R.P. Stanley. Combinatorics and Commutative Algebra, volume 2nd Ed. Birkhäuser Boston, 1966.

[27] Robert M. Switzer. Algebraic topology—homotopy and homology. Classics in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2002. Reprint of the 1975 original [Springer, New York; MR0385836 (52 #6695)].

[28] R. W. Thomason. Cat as a closed model category. Cahiers Topologie Géom. Différentielle, 21(3):305–324, 1980.

[29] Charles A Weibel. An introduction to homological algebra. Number 38. Cambridge university press, 1994.

[30] Charles A Weibel. The K-book: An Introduction to Algebraic K-theory, volume 145. American Mathematical Soc., 2013.

[31] N. White. (ed):Theory of Matroids, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. vol.

26., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1986.