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ESCHERS AND STANLEY’'S CHROMATIC E-POSITIVITY CONJECTURE
IN LENGTH-2

ALEXANDRE ROK AND ANDRAS SZENES

ABsTRACT. We give a short proof of the chromatic e-positivity conjecture of Stanley
for length-2 partitions.

1. Introduction

Let G be a finite graph, V(G) - the set of vertices of G, E(G) - the set of edges of
G.

Definition 1.1. A proper coloring ¢ of G is a map
c:V—-N
such that no two adjacent vertices are colored in the same color.

For each coloring ¢ we define a monomial

x¢ = H Xc(v) ’
veV
where x1,%, ..., Xn, ... are commuting variables. We denote by IT(G) the set of all
proper colorings of G, and by A the ring of symmetric functions in the infinite set
of variables {x1,x2, ...}.
In [10], Stanley defined the chromatic symmetric function of a graph as follows.

Definition 1.2. The chromatic symmetric function Xg € A of a graph G is the sum of
the monomials x¢ over all proper colorings of G:

XG: Z xE.

cell(G)

Remark 1.3. We could equally consider a finite, but sufficiently large number colors
r. In this case, we would have Xg € A,, the set of symmetric polynomials in v
variables. This would somewhat complicate the notation, but would not change
any of our results.

Definition 1.4. Denote by e, the m-th elementary symmetric function:

€m = Z Xip " Xip *eee " Xipys
1 <ip<..<im
where 1ij, .., ik € IN. Given a non-increasing sequence of positive integers (we will
call these partitions)
A= (7\1 27\22...27\]{), A € NN,
k
we define the elementary symmetric function ey = [] ex,. These functions form a

i=1
basis of A.
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Definition 1.5. A symmetric function X € A is e-positive if it has non-negative
coefficients in the basis of the elementary symmetric functions.

Definition 1.6. Denote by p,, the m-th power sum symmetric function:
Pm = Z X
ielN
Given a partition A = (A > Ay > ... = A), we define the power sum symmetric

k
function p) = [] pa,. These functions also form a basis of A.
i=1

Definition 1.7. Given a partition A = (A; > Ay > ... = Ay ), we define the monomial

symmetric function
AN Al
my = Z Z xill ~xi21 e -xilf,
1 <ip<..<iyg )\’eSk()\)
where the inner sum is taken over the set of all permutations of the sequence A,
denoted by S (A).

Example 1. The chromatic symmetric function of K;,, the complete graph on n
vertices, is Xk, = n!ey; in particular, Xk, is e-positive.

Definition 1.8. For a poset P, the incomparability graph, inc(P), is the graph with

elements of P as vertices, where two vertices are connected if and only if they are
not comparable in P.

Definition 1.9. Given a pair of natural numbers a,b € INZ, we say that a poset P
is (a+b)-free if it does not contain a length-a and a length-b chain, whose elements
are incomparable.

Definition 1.10. A unit interval order (UIO) is a partially ordered set which is
isomorphic to a finite subset of U < R with the following poset structure:

foruwel: u>wiffu>w+1.

Thus u and w are incomparable precisely when |u —w| < 1 and we will use the
notation u ~ w in this case.

Theorem 1.11 (Scott-Suppes [5]). A finite poset P is a UIO if and only if it is (2 + 2)-
and (3 + 1)-free.

Stanley [10] initiated the study of incomparability graphs of (3 + 1)-free partially
ordered sets. Analyzing the chromatic symmetric functions of these incomparabil-
ity graphs, Stanley [10] stated the following positivity conjecture.

Conjecture 1 (Stanley). If P is a (3 + 1)-free poset, then Xin(p) is e-positive.

For a graph G let us denote by c)(G) the coefficients of Xg with respect to the
e-basis. We omit the index G whenever this causes no confusion. The conjecture
thus states that in the expansion

Xg = ZCM’J\,
A

for the case when G is the incomparability graph of a (3 + 1)-free poset, the coeffi-
cients c) are nonnegative for all partitions A.
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Conjecture [Il has been verified with the help of computers for up to 20-element
posets [4]. In 2013, Guay-Paquet [4] showed that to prove this conjecture, it would
be sufficient to verify it for the case of (3 4+ 1)- and (2 + 2)-free posets, i.e. for unit
interval orders (see Theorem [L.T1). More precisely:

Theorem 1.12 (Guay-Paquet). Let P be a (3 + 1)-free poset. Then, Xinc(P) is a convex
combination of the chromatic symmetric functions

{Xinc(P’) | P"isa (3+1)— and (2 + 2)—free poset}.

For a long time the strongest general result in this direction was that of Gasharov
[3].

Definition 1.13. For a partition A = (A; > A > ... > Ai), define the Schur functions
S\ = det(e)\*ﬂ_i)i,j, where A* is the conjugate partition to A. The functions {s,}
form a basis of A.

Definition 1.14. A symmetric polynomial X is s-positive if it has non-negative coef-
ficients in the basis of Schur functions.

Obviously, a product of e-positive functions is e-positive. This also holds for
s-positive functions. Thus, the equality e, = sy» implies that e-positive functions
are s-positive, and thus s-positivity is weaker than e-positivity.

Theorem 1.15 (Gasharov). If P is a (3 + 1)-free poset, then Xinc(p) is s-positive.

Gasharov proved s-positivity by constructing so-called P-tableau and finding a
one-to-one correspondence between these tableau and s-coefficients [3].

The strongest known result on the e-coefficients was obtained by Stanley in [10].
He showed that sums of e-coefficients over the partitions of fixed length are non-
negative:

Theorem 1.16 (Stanley). For a finite graph G and j € IN, suppose
X =Y caen,
A
and let sink(G,j) be the number of acyclic orientation of G with j sinks. Then
sink(G,j) = Z Ch-
LA)=j
Remark 1.17. By taking j = 1, it follows from the theorem that c,, is non-negative.

In [8], we introduced a combinatorial device that we called correct sequences ( or
corrects).

Definition 1.18. Let U be a UIO. We will call a sequence w = [wy,..., W] of
elements of U correct if

e wi bkwiygfori=1,2,...,k—1

e and for each j = 2,...,k, there exists i < j such that w; £ wj.

Every sequence of length 1 is correct, and sequence [wy, W] is correct precisely
when w; ~ wy. The second condition (supposing that the first one holds) may be
reformulated as follows: for each j = 1,...k, the subset {wy,...,w;} < U is con-
nected with respect to the graph structure (U, ~). Using this notation, we proved
the following.
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Theorem 1.19. Let Xj,c(u) = D, caen be a chromatic symmetric function of the n-element
A

unit interval order U. Then cy, is equal to the number of corrects of length n, in which
every element of U is used exactly once.

In particular, we showed that the coefficient ¢, of the chromatic polynomial
is non-negative for UlOs. This reproduced results by Stanley [11] and Chow [2],
who showed the positivity of ¢, for (3 + 1)-free posets using combinatorial tech-
niques, and linked e-coefficients with the acyclic orientations of the incompara-
bility graphs. Using corrects allowed us to go further, and show the following
(see [7]):

Theorem 1.20. Let Xj,(py = D caex be a chromatic symmetric function of the (3 + 1)-
A

free poset P, and k € IN. Then c,,_y 1x, Cn—22, Cn—32,1 and Cyx yn—2c are non-negative
integers.

In this article, we use an alternative combinatorial presentation of the coefficient
cn introduced by Siegl in [9], where they also showed e-positivity for all partitions
with equal parts. We took up this new tool, and managed to give a very sort, el-
egant proof of Stanley’s conjecture for all partitions of length 2: A = n > k. This
approach can be extended to the case of arbitrary partitions, but this work is some-
what more involved. Very recently, another proof was announced for the length-2
case by Abreu and Nigro [1] using substantially more complicated tools which
links this combinatorial problem to the topology of certain algebraic varieties. We
hope that the combination of these approaches will lead to further insights into the
meaning of e-positivity.

This short article is structured as follows: we begin with recalling Stanley’s
homomorphism, which we used in our previous work as well §21 We set up our
notations in §3 and give some initial structural statements in the §4 The main
construction and the proof is presented then in §5l

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Alexander Paunov for his help, ideas,
and his generous support.

2. Stanley’s G-homomorphism

Let G be a finite graph with vertex set V(G) = {vy,...,vn} and edge set E(G). We
will consider the vertices as formal commuting variables and introduce the poly-
nomial ring Ag = R[vy,...,vy]. Stanley [11, p. 6] defined a ring homomorphism
pg : A — Ag by setting the images of the free generators of A, the elementary

symmetric polynomials:
ef= 2 v

ScVv veSs
S—indep,#S=i

where the sum is taken over all i-element independent subsets S of V, in which no
two vertices form an edge, i.e. independent subsets. We set e$ = 1, and e = 0
fori<O.

The correspondence e; — ef then extends to the ring homomorphism pg : A —
Ag, called Stanley’s G-homomorphism. For f € A, we will use the notation S for
pa(f).

Remark 2.1. Note that the polynomials € are not necessarily symmetric.
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Example 2. Given a partition A = A} > A > ... > Ay, k € N, we have

For an integer function « : V — IN define the monomial

v — H voc(v),

veV

and introduce the notation [v*]fS for the coefficient of v* in the polynomial fC e
Ag.

Let G* denote the graph, obtained by replacing every vertex v of G by the
complete subgraph of size x(v): K‘(;(V). Given vertices u and v of G, a vertex of
K‘&(v is connected to a vertex of Kg(u) if and only if u and v form an edge in G.

Stanley [11} p. 6] found the following connection between the G-analogues of
symmetric functions and the chromatic polynomial X¢. Following Stanley [11].

Let x and y stand for two infinite set of variables. Using the Cauchy identity,

one can prove the well-known identity
ZSA(X)S?\*(U) = ZmA(X)CA(U) = Z ex(x)ma(y)
A A A

Applying the G-homomorphism pg, we obtain the function

@ T(x,v) = Y ma(x)er (v) = D sa(x)six (v) = Y ea(x)mg (v).
A A A
where the sums are taken over all partitions. Then
(2) [V¥]T(x,Vv) 1_[ a(v)! = Xge.
veV

An immediate consequence of the formulas () and (@) is the following result of
Stanley:

Theorem 2.2 (Stanley). For every finite graph G
(1) Xg« is s-positive for every o : V(G) — N if and only if s € IN[V(G)] for every
partition A.
(2) Xg« is e-positive for every o : V(G) — N if and only if m§$ € N[V(G)] for every
partition A.

Remark 2.3. If Xga = D> cfey, then cf = [v“]mf. Hence, monomial positivity of
A

m¢ is equivalent to the positivity of c§ for every .

From now on, we will concentrate on the incomparability graphs of UIOs, and
we will use the simplified notation mY for the relevant coefficient. Then Theo-
rem [2.2] combined with the reductions cited in §Il leads to the following simple
reformulation of Stanley’s chromatic conjecture in the language of G-polynomials.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that every UIO U = {vy,...,vn}, the coefficient of the mono-

(u)

mial [ [;Z, vj in the polynomial mi;\“c is nonnegative. Then Conjecture[lis true.
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We have thus defined for each UIO U of n unit intervals on the real line and each
partition A of n an integer [Hjn=1 v]-]ml)flc(u), which, from now on, we will simply

denote by m\!:

Our task is to show that this number is nonnegative for all partitions. We will treat
the case of length-2 partitions in this short paper.

3. Preparations

A key idea appeared in [], where an alternative definition of correct sequences
was introduced. It will be convenient to set the following notation for sequences
in unit interval orders.

Given two unit intervals wq, Wy on the real line there is a trichotomy of possible
relative position between them:

(1) wq intersects wo,
(2) w1 nwy = & and wy is left of wy,
(3) w1 nwy = J and wy is right of ws.
We will use the notation wy < wy for case (2), wi > wy for case (3) and wy; — wy if
either case (1) or case (2) holds.
Let U be a UIO, i.e a set of unit intervals on the real line. We will call a sequence
of elements of U

W1 <<wy -+ W] <Whp,
where, in each place, < is one of the symbols < or —, a logical sequence, which is,

in fact, a statement (which is either true or not).
We will use the structure of UIOs in the following form then.

Lemma 3.1. Let
W1 <wy - W1 <Whpp

be a logical sequence, which contains v <-symbols, and s —-symbols with r +s = m —1
and v = s. Then this statement is false.

Informally, we will call such sequences impossible.
We call a sequence [wy, wy, ..., wy] of different elements of U a k-Escher if

W1 > Wy — ... > W > Wq
holds. We will denote the operation of cyclic permutation on sequences by (:
C:[wi,wy, o, Wi] = [wig, wi, wa L, wie ]

Then acting by powers of ¢ on an k-Escher produces k — 1 new k-Eschers. As all
the k statements we obtain this way are equivalent, sometimes, we will use the
term cyclic Escher for the isomorphism class of sequences related by . An Escher
then is a cyclic Escher with a chosen initial point. Also, given a k-Escher, we will
think of the index set as integers reduced to modulo k; thus wy = wy, for example.

A key result of [] is that the number mY of a UIO is the same as the number
of Eschers of the same length. Combined with our earlier results, this leads to the
following statement.
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Theorem 3.2. Let U = {vq,...,vn} be a UIO. Then
mY = #{correct sequences of length n in U} = #{n-Eschers in U}.

This is thus the first instance of the conjecture: it shows that statement for all
"partitions"” of length 1.

Corollary 3.3. Since #{n-Eschers in U} = N - #{cyclic n-Eschers in U}, we can conclude
that mY is divisible by n.

4. The conjecture in the length-2 case

4.1. A reformulation using Eschers

Fix to positive integers n > k, and set N = n + k. In this paper, we will show
that mY, > 0 for any UIO U with N elements.
For a positive integer m, introduce the notation

P = {length-m Eschers in U}

Let us suppose, for simplicity, that n > k. To study mY, , we will use the formula

Mnk = Pn Pk — Pnk DA
Applying Stanley’s homomorphism, this implies that

myy = #Py - #P —#PL

Then the chromatic conjecture for length-2 partitions will follow from the fol-
lowing statement.
Theorem 4.1. Let n > k, and let U be a UIO of n + k intervals. Then
#PeL#P > #PH L

We will give a more precise statement below. For now, we begin with some
preparatory work.

4.2.  Sub-Eschers

We introduce a key notion in this paragraph.

Lemma 4.2. Let U be a UIO of N = n + k elements, and let w = [wy,...,Wn] € Pﬁ be
an Escher in U. Then for any value of the index m (all indices are understood modulo N),
we have 3 mutually exclusive possibilities:

(1) Wingx = Wit and Wiq — Winyx41
(2) Wingk > Wing1 and Wiq — Win ki1
(3) Witk = W1 and Win > Wi 41

Proof. Indeed, the last remaining possibility: w1k > Wint1 and wiy > Wingit1
would create the impossible sequence (cf. Lemma [3.1):

Wim = Wil < Wik 2 Wmpk4l < W
O

Note that in cases (1) and (3) the sequence [W+1,..., Wm4k] is a k-Escher, and
in cases (1) and (2), the sequence [Wmik+1,...,Wm] is an n-Escher. If case (1)
holds, then we will call the sequence [Wn 1, ..., Wmyi] a valid k-subEscher of w.

The statement of this Lemma may be strengthened as follows.
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Lemma 4.3. Assume that we are in case (2) of Lemmald.2] and thus the sequence [Wn 11, W42, - - -, Witk
is not a k-Escher. Then the three sequences

[Wm+k/Wm+k+1/ .. «/Wm+k+n—1]/
[Wm+k+lrwm+k+2/ cee /Wm+k+n]/
[Wm+k+2/ Win4+k+3/-- ~/Wm+k+n+l]‘

are all n-Eschers in U.

The proof is analogous to the one given above and will be omitted.
Now assume

Wo — W1 = - = WL-1 — WL.
We will call such a sequence pure if for all 0 < m < L —k, case (2) or (3) of Lemma

4.2lhold (i.e. there are no valid k-subEschers).
Then Lemma i.3] has the following important

Corollary 4.4. If wo — wy — --- — wi_1 — W is pure than either case (2) holds for
all 0 < m < L—kor case (3) holds for all 0 < m < L —k.

In the first case, we will call the sequence pure™, while in the second we will call
it pure®. These arguments have imply the following key statement.

Proposition 4.5. Let U be a UIO, and w € PH be an Escher. Then there exists an index 1
such that

[Wi+1/Wi+2/ Ce /Wi+k] is a valid k-ESCl’lé’?’, i.e. that such that [Wi+k+1rwi+k+2/ ce /Wi+k+n]
is an Escher as well.

Proof. Indeed, assuming the contrary, we would obtain an cyclic (infinite) length-
N pure sequence. If this sequence is pure™ , then we obtain an infinite logical
sequence

Wo < Wg_1 < Wyk-1) <...,

which is clearly impossible. The case of a pure™ sequence is similar. O

4.3. Insertions

Now we pass to a dual notion. Let u € PY and v € P)/. We have a similar set of
statements in this case.

Lemma 4.6. For each index i € IN, we have 3 mutually exclusive possibilities:
(1) ui = viy1 and vi — Uiy,
(2) uy > Vit1 and vi — Wiyl
(3) Wi — vig1 and vi > Ui

Moreover, between two subsequent indices of type (1), one has always only indices of same
type, (2) or (3).

Proof. The proof is similar to the one given above and will be omitted. O

Let us assume for simplicity that n and k are relatively prime. Then the pair
(u,v) gives rise to a cyclic sequence of n - k pairs in PY x P}, related by simulta-
neous rotations, all reducing to the same pair of cyclic Eschers, but identified by
their starting points at u; and v, respectively, i = 0,1,...,nk — 1. We will call a
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pair of subsequent indices k = (i,1+ 1) a valid insertion if the case (1) above holds.
Visually, we will think of this as

oLV ; Wig1...
oUWy Vigl--.
and writei <k <1i+ 1.

5. The proof

We fix a UIO U of N = n + k elements. If this causes no confusion, then we will
omit the index "U" from our notation. Following the ideas of [8], we will prove
Theorem statement by constructing an explicit injection ¢ = ¢ni : PL,
PY x P

Again, we will think of an element w € P} as a cyclic Escher with a marked start-
ing point indexed by 0. In particular, all indices are understood modulo N = n + k.
One subtlety in our conventions: even though the indices are arranged cyclically,
we will still talk about a smallest index satisfying a certain condition, starting at
some point. This will mean starting from a point, and then moving forward until
we reach the index with the required property.

The map ¢ : P — Pn X Px. Assume for simplicity n > k.

Then ¢ is defined as follows: let w € P}f define 0 < L < n+k—1 to be the
smallest index 1, starting from 0, such that

—>

Y%

[Wl+1, . ',Wl+k]

is a valid sub-Escher, i.e. [Wi x41,...,wi] is also an Escher. We will denote this in-
dex L by FE(w) sometimes We thus ended up with two, well-defined cyclic Eschers.
All is needed then is to fix their initial points. We define

e we set initial point of the k-Escher as the index q € [L + 1, L + k] such that
q = 0 mod k, and similarly,

e we set initial point of the n-Escher as the index q € [L + k + 1, L] such that
g =0 mod n.

Remark 5.1. Even though we have this uniform definition, there two distinct situ-
ations:

(1) The ordinary case: 0¢ [L+1,L + K].
(2) The exceptional case : 0 € [L +1,L +XK].

The "inverse map" 1\ : P, x Py — P, 4k. Let us take v and u, a k- and n-Escher,
respectively. Let L be the smallest integer 0 < 1 such that there is a valid insertion
after 1, i.e. vi — w41 and uy — vy (if there is no such 1, then we define the
map in an arbitrary fashion). We will denote this index L of first valid insertion by
FI(u,v) sometimes. This gives us immediately a cyclic n + k-Escher, and we just
need pick a initial point.

(1) The ordinary case: L < n. Then we take ug to be the initial point.
(2) The exceptional case: L > n. Then we take v;, to be the initial point.

The following theorem is a refinement of Theorem .1} and immediately implies
the chromatic conjecture for partitions of length 2.

Theorem 5.2.
P o ¢ is the identity
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Let us start with the ordinary case: w € P, and assume that the first k-Escher
occurs at FE(w) = L < n. It is clear that the pair ¢(w) = (u,v) has a valid insertion
right after the index L, in principle, recovering w. The danger is, however, that
if FI(u,v) < L, i.e. there are other valid insertions of the pair (u,v) before the
index L, then the map 1 will not take ¢(w) back to w. We thus need to show that
FI(¢(w)) = FE(w). This is, essentially the content of the following statement:

Proposition 5.3. Let 1 and «p be two consecutive valid insertions of the pair (u,v):
j<ki<j+1...,j+4r<kp<j+r+1,..., T<n

Then the sequence
W — Wy = = Wpr 2 Vjgr4l = 0 > Vigrgk

is not pure, i.e. has a valid k-subEscher.

Proof. For the purposes of the proof, we can set j = 0, as j simply introduces a
global shift in the arguments. Assume thus, ad absurdum that

U= U — o > Uy = Vgl = s = Vg

is pure.
Let us first consider the case when this sequence is pure™ . Then by definition
of these pure™ sequences, we have

Up < Uk <+ < Ug-1)(k=1)+1 < Vqk-1)+1 > Vq(k-1)42 > " > Vqk = Vo = U1,

which is an impossible sequence, because it has q < and q — symbols. If the
sequence is pure™ , then, on the other hand, by definition,

Up > Uk41 <~ Uk > -+ <~ U(g—1)k > Vgk+1 = V1 < Uy,

which is again an impossible sequence with q < and q — symbols.
O

We have thus shown that { o $(w) = w when FE(w) =L <n.

The exceptional case is similar, but requires a little more care. Again, it is easy to

see, that given an exceptional w € PYY, . , the pair (u,v) = ¢(w) has a valid insertion

at L = FE(w) > n, and the following statement will suffice.
Proposition 5.4. Let 1 and «p be two consecutive valid insertions of the pair (u,v):
O<ki<l1,...,L<ky<L+1,..., wherelL =n.
Then the sequence
Vn > Vn41 = - 2> VL > UL_n4l1 — - 2 UL = VL4l — - 2> VE4k
is not pure, i.e. has a valid k-subEscher.

Note that we have set the starting index j = 0, as in the proof of the case above.
Proof. Assuming the sequence is pure™ and L > n, we obtain the following se-
quence:

Vntl < Uk < < Uqg-1)(k=1)+1 < Vq(k=1)+1 — - -~

T > Vqk =V > W = Un4l < Vnik =Vn = Vnil,

which has with ¢ +1 < and q + 1 — symbols. When L = n, the sequence degener-
ates to the one used in the proof of Proposition 5.3l
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Assuming the sequence is pure™ , leads to the impossible sequence
Vn > Ukl < Uk > -0 <= Wig—1)k > Vgk+1 = V1 <~ U0 > Vnik+1 < Vn,

and this completes the proof. O
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