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Abstract

Inequalities among symmetric functions are fundamental questions in mathematics and have
various applications in science and engineering. In this paper, we tackle a conjecture about
inequalities among the complete homogeneous symmetric function H, ), that is, the inequal-
ity H, » < H, , implies majorization order A < p. This conjecture was proposed by Cuttler,
Greene and Skandera in 2011. The conjecture is a close analogy with other known results
on Muirhead-type inequalities. In 2021, Heaton and Shankar disproved the conjecture by
showing a counterexample for degree d = 8 and number of variables n = 3. They then asked
whether the conjecture is true when the number of variables, n, is large enough? In this
paper, we answer the question by proving that the conjecture does not hold when d > 8 and
n > 2. A crucial step of the proof relies on variables reduction. Inspired by this, we propose
a new conjecture for H, < H, .

Keywords: complete homogeneous symmetric function, majorization, symmetric
inequalities
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1. Introduction

Symmetric functions play indispensable ingredients in combinatorics ﬂﬂ, ], and have
various applications in diverse fields @, @, @%@] An important collection of tools in the
study of symmetric functions is various inequalities. Thus much research has been carried
out in the hope of discovering and proving inequalities among symmetric functions, to list a
few @, , B, 11, , , , , ﬁ 18, , 24, ] Some of them are well known and wide
used, such as arithmetic mean and geometric means, Schur, Maclaurin and Muirhead-type.

It turns out that all these are special cases of inequalities among the following fundamental
symmetric functions:
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Monomial symmetric functions m,, y: arithmetic means and geometric means ﬂﬁ],
Hardy, littlewood, Polya ﬂé],

Elementary symmetric functions e, : Maclaurin NE], Newton ﬂﬁ],

e Power-sum symmetric functions p, »: R. Gantmacher ﬂa], Ursell @],
e Schur functions s, y: Schur B]

e Complete homogeneous symmetric functions h,, y: Grommer ﬂ], Hunter ],

Naturally there have been extensive studies on inequalities among the above fundamental
symmetric functions ﬂﬂ, , ], resulting in much progress, providing very efficient way to
check the inequalities, which make various applications process more efficient.

First, we list some notions and notations before concisely illustrating these works. Given
a symmetric polynomial f(z), the term-normalized symmetric polynomial is

The inequation F, y < F,, means that F, \(z) < F, ,(z) for every x in R7 \ 0, where R
is the set of nonnegative real numbers and n > 2. Thus the term-normalized symmetric
functions of my, x, €n.x, Pnx, Sna and hy, y can be written by M, x, Ey, x, Pna, Spa and Hy, 5.
The following theorem is a summary of known results on these term-normalized symmetric
functions. The proofs of the these results can be found in M, , , , ]

Known results: ﬂ@] Let p, A € N™ such that |u| = |A|. Then

My, > M, <= p=A,
En,>E,\ <= =\
P,,>P,\ < pn=A
Snp = Sny == U= A,
Ho,> Huy <= = A

where "> 7 is majorization order (see ﬂﬂ] or Definition [@ of this paper).

Note that unlike the other, the family of complete homogeneous is still open. The tech-
niques successfully used for other families do not work well in general. Hence recently the
effort is focused on this, making incremental progresses, producing conjectures that says
that the technique could be used in large cases. In 2011, Allison Cuttler, Curtis Greene
and Mark Skandera M] conjectured that H,, > H,\ = p = \. Moreover, they indicated
the conjecture is true when the degree d = |A\| = |u| = 1,2,...,7, and lead the question to
d > 8. In 2021, Alexander Heaton and Isabelle Shankar found some counterexamples which
overturn the conjecture for d = 8,9, 10 (see E]) Specially, they bring the Hj 44y — Hj (52.1)
(d = 8,n = 3), and certified its nonnegativity by utilizing the sum of squares (SOS) method.



The positive semi-definite matrix they found is left on web page (see @]) due to the enor-
mous and complex output. Instead, they raised the following question in [9] and put the
hope to much more variables.

Question: “Is the following claim true asymptotically: H,, , > H,  implies p = \?”

In this paper, we conclude this line of research by showing the technique does not work for
even large cases. We show that for every sufficiently large n, there is a counter example. The
precise form of our main result is stated in Theorem [l So the answer of the above question
is as follows.

Answer: “No.”

Hence there is no hope in tackling the complete homogeneous case using the previous ap-
proach. There is a need for an alternative approach. In this paper, we suggest such a
potential alternative approach, as a conjecture.

Conjecture: Let p, A € N |u| = |A|, then
Hn,u Z Hn,)\ — v v Hn,u(tua 11)) Z Hn,)\(tua ]—v)

utv=n teR4

The above conjecture gives another ideas for studying Muirhead-type inequalities of complete
homogenous polynomials.

2. Preliminaries

In order to precisely state the main theorem, we recall some definitions and notations.

Definition 1 (Partition ﬂﬂ]) Let d > 1. The d-partition Par(d) is defined by
Par(d) = {(A,..., ) ENT: X > > 2 >0 and A\ + -+ A\g = d} .

Example 2. Note
Par(3) ={(3,0,0),(2,1,0),(1,1,1)}.

Remark 3.

1. We will delete O included in the elements of a partition if there is no confusion. For
example, (2,1,0) can be written briefly as (2,1).

2. If there are m consecutive \; that are same, then we can abbreviate them as A;,,. For
example, (1,1,1) can be written as (13).

Definition 4 (Complete homogenous symmetric function ﬂﬂ]) For a partition A\ € Par(d),
a complete homogeneous symmetric function h, x is written as

d
h’n,)\ = H hn,)\ia
=1

where

hn,)\i = Z .flfjl o 'IL’in, (wzth hn,O = 1)

1<j1 <<, <n



Remark 5. The term-normalized form of the complete homogeneous symmetric function is

! h
n+Ai— n - n,A-
(") )

Hn,)\ -

Definition 6 (Majorization ﬂﬂ]) Let u, A € Par(d). We say that p magjorizes A, and write

= A, if
j j
> y
1<% ;M - ;/\Z

3. Main theorem

Theorem 7 (Main Result). For everyn > 2 and d > 8, there exist u, A € Par(d) such that
H, , > H, but ;i does not majorizes A, that is,

v 3 H,,>H,, but A
n>2  p ePar(d) = A TEEH %
d>8

Before we plunge into technical details, we will first provide the top-level structure of the
proof, in the hope of helping the reader to grasp the essence.

TOP-LEVEL STRUCTURE:

Let n > 2 and d > 8 be arbitrary but fixed. It is sufficient to prove that there exist
A, it € Py such that H,, > H,, but u £ A. In general there are two different strategies
for proving existence: (1) constructive, guess a potential witness and check it. (2) non-
constructive, assume non-existence and derive contradiction. In this paper, we follow the
constructive approach, since it is more interesting.

1. Guess a witness for p, A.
Since Par(d) expands rapidly while d is growing. For example, |Par(17)| = 297 while
|Par(18)| = 385. It takes a little luck to guess the following witness.

Case d = 2m Copn=(2,...,2) = (2,) ) = (3, 1a/—3)
Cased=2m+1 : p=(2,...,2,1) = (2, ) = (3, 1a/—2)

2. Check that it is indeed a witness.
(a) p# A

Trivial.

(b) Hn,u > Hn,)\
This is non-trivial, requiring much technical details. Again before we plunge into
the detail, here we provide a high-level strategy. We first tackle the smallest still
“open” degree d = 8, that is,

p=(24) and A = (3,15)
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We prove it by transforming the problem into an optimization problem on the
simplex. The details are given in Lemma [[1l and its proof is given below. Briefly,
the proof is divided into two parts, interior and boundary of the simplex. In the
interior, we reduce the number of variables into 2 by Lagrange’s equation ( see
Lemma [ ). At boundary, we deal with it by proving an inequality ( see Lemma
10 ).

After this, we extend the result with degree 8 to arbitrary degree d by using
relaxation method repeatedly. The details are given in Lemma [12] and its proof
is given below.

This concludes the top-level structure of the proof.

Remark 8.

1. It will be interesting to find different counter-ezamples.

2. In fact, one wonders about the set of all counter-examples. Does it have any discernable
structure?

Lemma 9. Let = (24) and A = (3,15). Then we have

> .
u-‘rY:n tEYR+ anﬂ(t'u? 17.}) - Hn7)\(tu7 17_})
u,v>0

Proof. Let J, = H, , — H, . Note

VoV Ju(tu,1,) >0
u+v=n teR
u,v>0
— V YV Ju(t,,1,) >0 (sinceif u=0or v =0 then J,(t,, 1,) =0)
u+v=n teR
u,v>1

= v t6%+Jn(tk+1, 1,41) >0 (obtained by u=k+1andv=1+1)
k>0

Direct computation show that

(k+1)(+1)
n n 5 n
COIONEY

for some polynomial W. Thus it suffices to show that

Jn(tk-l-lvll—l—l) = 4 (t - 1)2W(k7l7t)

Vo W (k1) >0
k+l=n—2
k>0

Direct calculation shows that all the coefficients of W are non-negative (see Appendix).
Hence the claim holds. ]



Lemma 10. Let p = (24) and X\ = (3,15). We have the inequality

6

n
v H, ,0) — H, ,0) >
zER? 1 (,0) +1 (,0) (n+3)(n+1)

5 (Hnp () = Hox (7))

Proof. Note hyi1,, (2,0) = hy, (x) and hyyq5 (2,0) = hy (). Then we have

thrl,M(fc’O)

— 4
Hnt1,u(2,0) — }(7?2) — ((n;:)) — (L)4
Hp,u(2) (L;L,;l(;) ("; ) n+2/
hn+11,)\(z’0) . 1 5
H, 41,0 (2,0) _ (”f’) (n#) _ (n;2) (rlz) _ (L)l (L)s
Hn,A(x) hn,)\(m) (n;h%) (n«lkl) n+3 n+l .

(") (1)’

(i) ()

One can verify that

Thus
n ! n >
H H
n+1,u (ZL’,O) > (n+3) (n+1) n, ([L’)
1 5
n n
HTH-L)\ (':C7 0) - (n + 3) (n + 1) Hn7>\ (':C)
Thus
n6

Hn-i—l,u ([L’, O) - Hn-l-l,)\ (ZL’, 0) >

)1y e (@) = Haal2)).

Lemma 11. Let p = (24) and A = (3,15). We have
Hn,,u Z Hn,)\ (n Z 2)

Proof. Let J, = H,, — H, . We will prove J,, > 0 by induction on n.
Base case: The following calculation verifies that the claim is true when n = 2.

Direct computation show that

h h
Jo=Hy, — Hy ) = 1 22 = (2, — $2)2P($17$2),

SONNCYRGN

where

1
P (1, 29) = 10368 (47(2f + 25) + 120(2}ws + 2133) + 177(z125 + zixy) + 1763773 .
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Thus, J > 0 holds.

Induction step: Given that J,_1(z) > 0 holds for n > 3, we will show that .J,(z) > 0 holds
too.

Since J,(x) is homogeneous, it suffices to show that
min J,(z) > 0,
TEA,
where
Ap={zeR}: o1+ +x, =1}
Note that A,, is compact, hence there exists p € A,, such that J,,(p) = min J,,(x). It remains

IEGATL
to prove J,(p) > 0, and will be done in the following two cases.

1. p € A} (the interior of A,). We claim that p = (t,, r,) for some ¢, and u + v = n.
Since p is an extreme point, it follows from Lagrange multiplier theorem that there is
a real A such that p satisfies the following equations.

aJ, Ohor -
a:L" (p) - >\ al’l(p>’ L= 1’27"'7n-
Since
0 hypa
— =1
8@- ’
0 hn 2
2 — 2+ h, ’
0:)3,~ it 1
0 hy,
axfs =27 + hp12i + P2
S _ 0 (Hyy— o)
axi 8@ ’
a ( hflﬂ _ h?L,lhn73 )
ANGOINGING)
0:)3,~ ’

this in turn implies that each of the p; is a root of the quadratic equation

ax? +br; + ¢ =0,
where



Thus py, - - - , p, take at most two different numbers. Without loss of generality, suppose

{p1, -+ ,pn} = {t,r}. J, is symmetric, so p can be written as follows.
— t’...’t77”’~..77” = tU7rU7 ’LL,’UEN”LL—'—U:’[’]J.
p=( ) = (tu,r0)

Noticed that J,(t,,1,) > 0 <= J,(t,,r,) > 0 due to homogeneity of .J,,. Hence by
Lemma [@ we have

In(ty, 1,) > 0= J,(t,,1,) > 0= J,(p) > 0.

2. p € A, (the boundary of A,,). Let p = (p1, -+ ,pn_1,0) by symmetry. Thus, J,(p) >
0 is trivial. Since from Lemma [I0l and the induction hypothesis, we have

—1)6
Jn(xl’. .. 71'77,—170) > u

Jn— P > 0.
e

According to the principle of induction, the proof is done. 0
Lemma 12. We have
Hy2,) 2 Ho (3100 5)0 Hn20,1) 2 Hp (3,15, ) (m > 4).
where 2, = 2,-+--.,2, 1,=1,--- 1.
N — —

m v

Proof. From Lemma [II], we have

H,
7(24) 2 1’ (1)

H,, (315)
where n > 2 and m = 4.

Generally, let F,,, = HHL# We claim that

(3:12m—3)
Fom = Fom—1 o
It is because
R gy
F”,m (";1)"7‘ hn,S (hn,l)Q"”*S
Fomet (T
(n;q)mﬂ hn3 (hn1)2m 0

(n+ 1)(S, z)?
(O, 2 + n(X0, 7. . Y
> TSI S from n <Z 93,) > <Z xz)

=1




By using inequality (2]) repeatedly and combining formula (), we have

_ Hue
Fn,mZFn,m—l AR ZFnA—i > L.
Hy 315)
Hence
H (2,) 2= Hyy (310, )-
Further, note that M, ) is multiplicative, then
H, (2,.1) _ H, (2., s

Hn,(3,12m72) Hn,(3712m73) ’ B

Hence
Hy (2,,,1) 2 Hi,(3,1202)-

Now let us complete the proof of Theorem [7]

Proof. [Proof of Theorem [1]

1. d > 8 and even: Let d = 2m where m > 4. Take u = (2,,),A = (3,12p,—3). From
Lemma 2 we have H,, , = Hy, (2,,) > Hy (312,,_5) = Hnx, but

p=(2m) = (2,2 F (3,1, .., 1) = (3, Loms) = A.

m 2m—3

2. d>9 and odd: Let d = 2m + 1 for m > 4. Take p = (2,,,1),A = (3, 1g;,—2). From
Lemma [I2] we have H, , > H, \, but u % .

We have completed the proof. O

4. A conjecture

In this section, we propose a conjecture for an alternative characterization. The conjec-
ture (see below) is inspired by the following observation.

Proposition 13. Let pu, A € Par(d). We have

Mn,,u Z Mn,)\ — +v ' % Mn,u(tm 11)) Z Mn,)\(tua 1v)
utv=n teR,

En,u Z En,)\ — v v En,u(tua ]-v) 2 En,)\(tua ]—v)
utv=n teR4

Pn,u Z Pn,)\ <~ v v Pn,u(tua ]-v) 2 Pn,)\(tua ]—v)
utv=n teR4

Sn,,u Z Sn,)\ — v v Sn,,u,(tua 1v) Z Sn,)\(tuv 11))

utv=n teR4



Proof.

=
It
<~

is obvious.

M

The following proof is essentially based on comparing degrees. It is straightforward to
show

degt n,o tuu 1 Zal

Now observe

v v Mn,,u(tu; 11}) Z Mn,)\(tua 11})

u+v=n teR

- +V deg, M, ,,(t,,1,) > deg, M, A(t,,1,) by comparing them when ¢t — oo
— ;> A
s ZM Z
= u=A from the deﬁmtion of >
— M,,>M,,
S

The following proof is the same as the proof for M. It is straightforward to show
deg, Sp.a(tu, 1) Z o

Now observe
>
u+Y:n t€%+5n“u(t“’ 1U> = Sn,)\(tua 11})
=V deg, Sy u(ty, 1,) > deg, Spa(ty,1,) by comparing them when ¢t — oo

u+v=n
u u

i=1 i=1
<= u = A from the definition of >
— Snvl*’/ 2 Sﬂﬁ/”’

E
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The following proof is almost the same as the proof for M. However there is a subtle
difference. It is straightforward to show

deg, B o(ty, 1,) Za

where o/ denotes the conjugate of the partition «, that is, o; = max{i|a; > j}.

Now observe

v v En,,u(tua 11}) Z En,)\(tua 11})

u+v=n teR4
- +V deg, E, ,(ty,1,) > deg, B, A(ty,1,) by comparing them when ¢ — oo
= > bV
s Zm Z
— = X from the deﬁmtion of >
<= p =X from Theorem 3.2 of M]
— E,,>E,,
o P

It was proved in P.753 of M], using a proof technique quite different from the proof
for M, because the degree comparison does not provide any information since

deg, P, o(ty, 1,) = d.

The above results naturally leads to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 14. We conjecture that

Hn,u Z Hn,)\ — v v Hn,u(tua 11)) Z Hn,)\(tua ]—v)

utv=n teRy

Remark 15. The proof technique used for M, S and E does not work since deg, Hy, o(ty,1,) =
d. The proof technique used for P does not seem to work either.

Remark 16. We checked the conjeture on all possible p, A with increasing degrees and num-
ber of variables. We used the following tools.

1. LHS: difference substitution method (DS) [@, @, 29, [34, @]
2. RHS: Sturm sequence.

We have verified this by explicit computation up through d = 12 and n = 12, and have not
found any counter-example. We invite the reader to help complete the proof or disproof of
the conjecture.
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5. Appendix

Wk, 1,t) =(k+2) (k+1)° (K" + 2k 4+ k2> + 12,3 + 17 k2 + 5 kI® + 49k 4 43 ki
+ 52 482k 4320+ 4Nt +2 (k+2) (k+1)> 3k + 6 K212 + 3ki® + 2&°
+ 32K+ 3Tk + 71 +21k* + 106 kl + 521> + 64 k + 1091 + 60)t°
+(L+ 1) (E+1)* (15K + 30 K312 + 15 k213 4 11 k* + 173 k°1 4 208 k212
+ 46 kI + 121 k* + 677 k*1 + 426 kI* + 351 + 442 k* + 1074 kI + 2727
+ 662k + 5991 + 354)t* +4 (1+1)* (k+1)> 5kl + 10K + 5k + 6 k°
+53K%L + 53k +61° + 51 k* + 157kl +511* + 125k + 1251 + 88)¢3
+ (I + 1) (k+1) (15 K312 + 30 k%% + 15 kI* 4 46 k31 + 208 K212 + 173 ki
+ 110 + 35K + 426 k*1 + 677 kI® + 121 1% + 272 k* + 1074 kl + 4427
+ 599k 46621 +354) 2 +2 (1+2) (1+ 1) Bk + 6 k2% + 3k1> + Tk
+ 37Kl +32k1* + 213 +52Kk* + 106 kl + 21 1> + 109 k + 641 + 60)t
(1 4+2) (1) (KPP 2k + 1+ 5K + 1Tk +120° + 5 k% 4 43 kI
+491% + 32k + 821 + 47)
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