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SUBSEQUENCE FREQUENCY IN BINARY WORDS

KRISHNA MENON AND ANURAG SINGH

AsstrACT. The numbers we study in this paper are of the form B,, ,(k), which is the num-
ber of binary words of length n that contain the word p (as a subsequence) exactly k times.
Our motivation comes from the analogous study of pattern containment in permutations.
In our first set of results, we obtain explicit expressions for By, ,,(k) for small values of .
We then focus on words p with at most 3 runs and study the maximum number of occur-
rences of p a word of length n can have. We also study the internal zeros in the sequence
(Bn.p(k))k>0 for fixed n and discuss the unimodality and log-concavity of such sequences.

1. INTRODUCTION

Binary words and their subsequences is a classical topic and has been well-studied. For
example, one direction is the study of subsequences whose indices are consecutive. Such
subsequences are usually called factors and there has been extensive study of words avoid-
ing a given set of factors (see, for instance, [12, 21]). Another direction is the study of
distinct subsequences that occur in a binary word. In [6], these numbers, graded by sub-
sequence length, are shown to be log-concave. Maximizing the total number of distinct
subsequences has been studied as well [9]. There have also been many other topics relating
to binary words and their subsequences that have been studied (see, for instance, [7, 8, 14]).

In this paper, we focus on counting binary word according to the number of its sub-
sequences that match a given word. Our motivation comes from the analogous study of
pattern containment in permutations. Although most of the work in permutation pat-
terns is about avoiding a given set of patterns, there have also been studies about permuta-
tions that contain a given pattern exactly & times for & > 0. However, the questions for
k > 1 seem to be more difficult than the & = 0 case, even for patterns of length 3 (see
[2, 3, 4, 10, 16, 19, 20]). Subsequences in binary words have also been used in the study of
permutation patterns, for example, see [11, 15, 17, 18]. We note that similar questions have
also been tackled for pattern containment in words over a finite (totally ordered) alphabet
[5, 13].

The numbers we study in this paper are of the form B, ,(k), which is the number of
binary words of length n that contain the word p exactly k times. In Section 2, we set up
notations and make relevant definitions. We then obtain explicit expressions for B, (k)
for small values of & in Section 3. In Section 4, for certain binary words p, we study
the maximum number of occurrences of p a binary word of length n can have. We also
study internal zeros in the sequence (B, ,(k))x>o for fixed n. Furthermore, we discuss the
unimodality and log-concavity of such sequences. We end this article with directions for
future research in Section 5.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

A binary word is a finite sequence w = wyws - - - w, where w; € {0,1} for all i € [n].
Here n is called the length of w. An occurrence of a binary word p = p1p, - - - py in a binary
word w = wywy - - - wy, is a subsequence of w that matches p, i.e., a choice of indices 1 <
i1 <ig < -+ < i < mnsuch that wyw;, - -w;, =p

Analogous to the notation of [4], we denote the number of occurrences of p in w by
¢p(w). For example, ¢10(10010) = 4. For any binary word p and n,k > 0, we define
B, »(k) to be the number of binary words of length n that have exactly k occurrences of
p. That is,

B, p(k) = #{w € {0,1}" | ¢,(w) = k}.
The following results are simple consequences of the definitions.
Result 2.1. Let p be a binary word of length l. For any n > 0, we have
o 3 B, (k)= 2"
k=0
[ ]
k=

) k- B (k) =2 (?)

From the second statement above, we also get that the average number of occurrences
of a binary word of length [ among binary words of length n is 27(7).

We denote the reverse of a binary word p by p”. The complement of a binary word is
the one obtained by changing each 1 in the word to 0 and vice versa. We denote the
complement of p by p°. We say that the words p, p", p¢, and p"® are trivially equivalent. Here
p"® is the complement of p". One can check that if p and ¢ are trivially equivalent, we have
By p(k) = By (k) for all n, k > 0.

For any binary word w, we use w; to denote the i*" letter in w. A run in a binary word
w of length n is a subsequence w;w; 2 - - - w; 4k of consecutive letters such that

(1) all letters are equal,

(2) either i = 0 or w; # w;41, and

(3) either i +k = n or Wi py1 # Wik
Here k is called the size of the run. Hence, a run is a maximal subsequence of consecutive
letters that are equal. For instance, the word 11100001 = 1?0*1" has three runs, which are
of sizes 3, 4, and 1 respectively.

For use in Section 4, we recall the following definitions. A sequence of non-negative
integers (ax)j, is said to have an internal zero if there exist 0 < k1 < ko < k3 < m such that
aky, ags 7 0 but ag, = 0. The sequence is said to be unimodal if there exists an i € [0, m]
such that ap < a; < --- < a; > a;41 > -+ > ay,. The sequence is said to be log-concave if
a? Z ;10541 fOI' alll € [m — 1]

3. BINARY WORDS WITH FEW OCCURRENCES
In this section, we obtain expressions for B, ,(k) for k € [0, 4].

3.1. The cases k = 0,1,2. Let p be a binary word of length [ that has r runs, r; of which
are of size ¢ for each i > 1.

Proposition 3.1. For any n > 0, we have
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Proof. The proof is in the same lines as that of [18, Proposition 3.22]. We have to count
the binary words w of length n that do not contain the subsequence p = pips - - - p;. Sup-
pose j € [0,1 — 1] is the largest number such that w contains pps - - - p;. Then, using the
rightmost occurrence of pips - - - p;, we can see that w must be of the form

(L =p)" o1 (L= p2) 2+ (L= )" py (1= py)®

where i > 0 for each k € [j + 1]. There are () such words of length n. Summing over
j €10,1— 1] gives us the required result. O

Proposition 3.2. For any n > 0, we have
n—r+1
Bap(1) = (l—r+1>'
Proof. We have to count the binary words of length n that contain the subsequence p exactly
once. We do this by seeing how we can add letters to p to obtain such a word. Consider
the spaces between the letters of p as slots, including the spaces before the first and after the
last letter.

If two adjacent letters of p are different, then adding any letter to the slot between them
will result in a word having more than one occurrence of p. If two adjacent letters of p
are equal, then adding a letter of the same type in the slot between them results in a word
having more than one occurrence of p. However, adding letters of the opposite type in
this slot will not increase the number of occurrences of p.

Also, we cannot add letters equal to the first letter of p in the first slot nor can we add
letters equal to the last letter of p in the last slot. But we can always add letters of the
opposite type before the first or after the last letter respectively.

Words constructed in such a way will have only one occurrence of p since the lexico-
graphically smallest and largest occurrence of p coincide.

Example 3.3. Suppose p = 100011. The procedure described above is represented in the
following, where the letters under the slots represent what types of letters can be inserted
in them.
1 0 0 0 1 1
L | - L L L L L
0 1 1 0 0

For example, one way to insert letters into slots is as follows.

00 1 0 010 1 00 1
e T e T

This gives the word 00100101001 that contains exactly one occurrence of p.

The observations above show that we can add letters into (I + 1) — (r — 1) slots and
in each slot there is only one type of letter we can add. Hence, the required count is the
number of ways to putting n — [ indistinguishable balls into [ — r + 2 distinguishable boxes,
which gives us the required result (see [22, Section 1.9]). O

Proposition 3.4. For any n > 0, we have
n—r
ifl>2
" (l —7r+ 1) lf -

(Z) ifl =1

Bn,p@) =



4 KRISHNA MENON AND ANURAG SINGH

Proof. The case | = 1 is straightforward, so we assume [ > 2. We first describe a way to
construct words of length n that contain p twice. We then show that all such words are
constructed by this procedure.

Suppose py forms a run of size 1 in p. Start with a word w’ of length n — 1 such that
¢p(w’) = 1. Suppose the occurrence of p in w' is at indices i1 < iy < -+ < 4;. The word w
of length n obtained by adding the letter p;, immediately after w; _satishes ¢,(w) = 2.

Example 3.5. Let p = 110100. Using the procedure described in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.2, we express an instance of the above method using a ‘slot diagram’. We choose
ps = 0 as the run of size 1.

110100

1

1100100

1

1 1 00 1 0 0
L L L L L L L
0 0 1 1
Inserting letters into the appropriate slots, we can get the word w = 10100101101.

The fact that ¢,(w) = 2 is illustrated below, where the two rows of dashes indicate the
occurrences.

101 0 0 1 011 01

Conversely, suppose w is a binary word of length n that has exactly 2 occurrences of p
at indices iy < iy < -+ < ijand j; < jo < -+ < j;. Let k € [I] be the smallest such that
i # Ji. Without loss of generality, we assume iy, < jj.

We must have i,, = j,, for all m > k. Otherwise, i; < is < -+ < i} < jpp1 < -+ < Ji
gives a third occurrence of p. Also, pj, must form a run of size 1 in p. If p;_1 = py, then
i1 <dg < v <o < i < Jk < Jey1 < --+ < ji gives a third occurrence of p. We get a
similar contradiction if py = py41. Using similar ideas, we can also prove that jj, = i + 1.

This shows that deleting wj, (or w;,) results in a word of length n — 1 that has exactly
one occurrence of p. Hence, w is obtained by the procedure described at the beginning of
the proof. Using Proposition 3.2, we get the required result. O

We also note the following result which is easy to verify by studying how many occur-
rences of a binary word p there are in a word obtained by adding a letter to p. Recall that
r; denotes the number of runs of length i in p.

Lemma 3.6. For any k > 2, we have
BH_LP(/{?) = Tk—_1-

Example 3.7. Let p = 100011. We obtain w from p by increasing the length of the last
run from 2 to 3 by adding a 1, i.e., w = 1000111. Clearly, ¢,(w) = (g) = 3.
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3.2. The case k = 3. Let p be a binary word of length [ that has r runs, r; of which
are of size i for each i > 1. Also, let ry, be the number of runs of size 2 in p that are ‘at
the boundary’, i.e., that are either the first or last run. For example, if p = 111010, then
rop = 0,if p = 1011, then 1, = 1, and if p = 1101100, then ry), = 2.

Proposition 3.8. For any n > 3, if | > 3, we have

n—r—1 n—r—1 n—r
B = —
np(3) rl(l—r+1)+(r2 T2’b)< l—r )+r2’b(l—7’+1)
and if | < 3, we have

_J6) ifr=1
BW@y_{an—@ ifr=2.

Proof. For | < 3, we deal with the case r = 2; the case = 1 is straightforward. Note that
this means p = 10 or p = 01, which are trivially equivalent. We assume p = 10. The
result follows since it can be checked that words that contain exactly 3 occurrences of 10
are those of the form

0%10001°® or 0%11101°® or 0%10101°

for some a, b > 0.

We now consider the case [ > 3. Just as in the previous proofs, we first describe methods
to construct words that have 3 occurrences of p. We then show that all such words are
obtain from these methods.

Method 3.1: Suppose py, is a run of size 1 in p and w’ is a word of length n — 2 such that
it has exactly one occurrence of p which is at indices i; < iy < - -- < 4;. Adding two copies
of the letter p immediately after w;, results in a word w of length n such that ¢, (w) = 3.

Example 3.9. Let p = 110100. Just as in Example 3.5, we express an instance of the above
method using a slot diagram. We choose p; = 0 as the run of size 1.

110100
1
11000100
1
1 1 000 1 0 0
| -] | - | -] | -] | -] | -] | -]
0 0 1 1

Inserting letters into the appropriate slots, we can get the word w = 101000101101.
The fact that ¢,(w) = 3 is illustrated below, where the two rows of dashes indicate the

occurrences.
101 0 0 0 1 0 11 01

Method 3.2: Suppose pypi+1 is a run of size 2 in p and w’ is a word of length n—1 that has
exactly one occurrence of p which is at indices i1 < iy < ... < 4. If k = 1, then the word
w of length n obtained by adding the letter p; immediately after w], satisfies ¢,(w) = 3.
If k = — 1, then the word w obtained by adding the letter p; immediately before wj
satisfies ¢,(w) = 3. Finally, suppose that & is neither 1 nor [ — 1, i.e., the chosen run of
size 2 is not at the boundary. In this case, we require i51 = iy + 1, i.e., w’ has no letters
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between wj and wj_ . Then, the word w obtained by adding the letter p, immediately
/ 1 —
after wj,_ satisfies c,(w) = 3.

Example 3.10. We illustrate the different cases for p = 110011 using slot diagrams.
110011 ———————— T L [ R Y [ T |
\ 0 0 0 0

From the above example, we can see that there is an extra slot for runs at the boundary
because letters inserted into it cannot be used to obtain more occurrences of p.

We now show that any word w such that ¢,(w) = 3 can be obtained by the methods
described above. Let w be a binary word of length n such that ¢,(w) = 3. Let ¢ : i < iy <
-+ < 4;, and similarly h and j be the indices where the occurrences of p in w appear. Also,
suppose that ¢ <jex b <jex J and that & is such that i, = j, for all m < k and i), < jj.. Here
<lex represents the lexicographic order.

Case 1: We first consider the case when i,, = j,, for all m > k. Note that since
i <iex b <iex J, we have h,, = i, = j,, for all m < k. If by = i), we get a fourth
occurrence of p at j; < jo < -+ < jx < g1 < hggo < -+ < hy. For use in the proof of
Proposition 3.11, we also note that this fourth occurrence is lexicographically larger than
J. We get a similar contradiction if h, = j,. Hence, we must have i, < hy < j;. Using
the same logic, we also get that h,,, = i,, = ji, for all m > k, py forms a run of size 1 in p,
and i +1 = hy = j — 1.

Just as in the proof of Proposition 3.4, we see that deleting wj,, and wj, results in a word
of length n — 2 having exactly one occurrence of p. This shows that w can be constructed
using Method 3.1. This gives us the first term in the expression for B, ,(3).

Case 2: Next, we assume that there exists some m > k such that 7,, # j,,. We first show
that iy41 = ji. If ix11 > Ji, then using the occurrences given by i1 < -+ < i) < i1 <
coo < grand ji < - < g < g < -+ < i, we get at least four occurrences of p in w.
Suppose that 4,41 < ji. Just as before, the indices i1 < in < -+ < iy < Jpy1 < -+ < Ji
give a third occurrence of p in w. For 4y < iy < -+ <41 < Jgio < --+ < j; to not be a
fourth occurrence, we must have i,, = j,, for all m > k + 1. Since [ > 2, we must have
either k > 1 or k + 1 < [. We deal with the case £ > 1 since the other can be dealt with
analogously. If py = pyi1, then iy < -+ < iy < i < Jp < -+ < Ji; gives a fourth
occurrence of p in w. Hence p, # prp41 and we show that p,_; can be neither of them.
If pro1 = py, then iy < -+ < 4y < 4 < ji < -+ < j; gives a fourth occurrence of p
in w. We get a similar contradiction if p,_; = pp,1. Hence, we must have i, = j;. In
particular, this shows that p; = py41.

Note that we have the third occurrence h = i, < -+ < i}, < jry1 < -+ < j; and for
there to be no other occurrences of p, we must have i,, = j,, for all m > k + 1. Using
similar ideas as before, we can show that pypj; forms a run of size 2 in p. If this run is
neither the first nor last run in p, then we must have i), + 1 = i;4; = jx = jip1 — 1 and
deleting w;, and w;, ,, gives a word of length n — 2 that has exactly one occurrence of p/,
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where p/ is the word obtained by deleting py1 from p. If k = 1, then jy1 = ji +1 and we
must have letters not equal to p;, between w;, and wj,. Also, in this case, deleting the letter
wj,,, results in a word of length n — 1 that has exactly one occurrence of p. Analogous
statements hold if k = [ — 1.

This shows that w can be constructed using Method 3.2. This gives us the second and
third term in the expression for B, ,(3). O

3.3. The case k = 4. Let p be a binary word of length [ that has r runs, r; of which are
of size i for each 7 > 1. Let 3 be the number of runs of size 3 in p that are either the first
or last run. Also, set r(1,2), to be 2 if the first two runs in both p and p” are of sizes 1 and
2 respectively, 1 if this happens for exactly one of p or p”, and 0 otherwise. For example, if
p = 10110, then r(; 2, = 1 since the first two runs of p” are of sizes 1 and 2 respectively.

Proposition 3.11. For any n > 5, if | > 4, we have
n—r—2 ri\ /n—r—1 n—r—1
B, ,(4) = _
»(4) nQ—H&)+Q)Q—%ﬂ)+% “w(Z—T)
n n—r n n—r—2
r
T37b l_r+1 (1,2),b l—T

and otherwise, we have
(0 ifl=2r=1

(Z) ifl=1o0r3,r=1
Bnp(4) =< (n—4)* ifl=3,r=2
5n—19 ifl =27 =2
(Tn—31 ifl=3,r=3.

Proof. We first consider [ < 4. The results for » = 1 are straightforward. For the other
cases, we state, without proof, the form of the words that contain exactly 4 occurrences of
p. The expressions for B, ,(4) can be derived from this description.

If | = 3and r = 2, we can assume that p = 100 using trivial equivalences. Any word
that contains exactly 4 occurrences of p must be of the form

0%10101°01¢ or 0%111101°01°¢

for some a, b, c > 0.
If | = r =2, we can assume p = 10. Any word that contains exactly 4 occurrences of p
must be of the form

0%11001° or 0%100101° or 09100001° or 0%101101° or 0%111101°

for some a, b > 0.
It | = r = 3, we can assume p = 101. Any word that contains exactly 4 occurrences of
p must be of the form

0%100110° or 0%101010° or 0%110010° or 0%110110° or
0%1000010° or 091011110° or 0%1111010°

for some a, b > 0.

We now consider the case [ > 4. Just as in the previous proofs, we first describe methods
to construct words that have 3 occurrences of p. We then show that all such words are
obtain from these methods.

Method 4.1: This method is very similar to Method 3.1 in Proposition 3.8. We illus-
trate it in the example below.
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Example 3.12. Let p = 110100. We express an instance of this method using a slot dia-
gram. We choose p; = 0 as the run of size 1.

110100
1
1 1 0000 1 0 0
i

Inserting appropriate letters into slots results in words that have 4 occurrences of p.

Method 4.2: Suppose py and p, for 1 < k < s < [ are runs of size 1 in p. Let w’ be a
word that has exactly one occurrence of p which is at indices i; < i < -+ < i;. Construct
a word w by adding a copy of the letter p;, immediately after w] and a copy of the letter
ps immediately after w] . Then w satisfies ¢,(w) = 4.

Example 3.13. Let p = 1101001. We express an instance of this method using a slot
diagram. We choose p; = 0 and p; = 1 as the runs of size 1.

1101001
1
1 1 00 1 0 0 11
G e T e

Method 4.3: This method is very similar to Method 3.2 in Proposition 3.8. We illus-
trate it in the example below.

Example 3.14. We illustrate the method for boundary and non-boundary runs of size 3
for p = 111000111 using slot diagrams.

1 1 11 0 0 0 1 1 1
— [N T T Y S S A A
0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0

/

111000111 — = — [N Ty W Iy Y R

Method 4.4: Suppose the first run of p is of size 1 and the second is of size 2. Without
loss of generality, let the first letter of p be 1. Let p’ be the word obtained by deleting the
first 3 letters of p. Suppose that w’ is a word that has exactly one occurrence of p’ which is
at indices 4; < iy < --- < i;_3. Then the word w obtained by inserting the letters 10100 in
w' immediately before w] satisfies ¢,(w) = 4. A similar method can be used to construct
words with 4 occurrences of p if the first two runs of p” are of sizes 1 and 2 respectively.

Example 3.15. We illustrate an instance of both cases of this method using p = 100110.
The slot diagram corresponding to using the first two runs is as follows.

100110
1
10100 1 1 0
| - | -] | -]
0 0 1
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The one corresponding to using the last two runs is as follows.
100110

1
1 0 0 11010
| -]

| - | -] | -] | -]
0 1 1

We now show that any word w such that ¢,(w) = 4 can be obtained by the methods
described above. Let w be a binary word of length n such that ¢,(w) = 4. Let ¢ : i < iy <
-+ < 4, be the lexicographically smallest occurrence of p in w and j be the largest. Let
k € [1] be the smallest such that i, < j. Note that i,, = j,, for all m < k.

Case 1: We first consider the case when i,, = j,, for all m > k. This case is very
similar to the analogous case in Proposition 3.8. This case corresponds to Method 4.1 and
contributes to the first term in the expression for B, ,(4).

Case 2: Next, we assume that there exists some m > k such thati,, # j,.. Lets € [k+1,1]
be the smallest such m.

Case 2(a): Suppose ji < is. We show that this case corresponds to Method 4.2. Note
that the four occurrences of p in w are as follows:

01l <y << Yy
00 <ip < <y < Js < Jsp1 < <
0 1 < o< < Jmt <l <y < -0 <Y
®J:j1<ja<--<J
For there to be no other occurrences of p in w, we must have the following:
® i, = jnforallm #k, s.
e j.=1p+1and j, =i, + 1.
e p;, and p, form runs of size 1 in p.
e Deleting wj, and w;, results in a word having exactly one occurrence of p.

Hence, w can be constructed using Method 4.2 and this case corresponds to the second
term in the expression for B, ,(4).

Case 2(b): Suppose ji. = is. Note that in this case we must have s = k+1 and hence p;, =
pr+1. First we consider the case py11 = py+2 and show that this corresponds to Method
4.3. We obtain four occurrences of p in w by taking the indices iy < iy < --+ < i) for
the first & — 1 letters of p, any three of the indices iy, ji, ji+1, jrto for the next 3 letters in
p, and finally the indices jy;5 < - -+ < j; for the remaining letters of p. For there to be no
other occurrences of p, the letters pjpi,1pr42 must form a run of size 3. Hence, w can be
constructed using Method 4.3 and this case corresponds to the third and fourth term in
the expression for B, ,(4).

Next, we assume that p; 1 # pri2. Note that if i, 5 > j..1, then we obtain more than
4 occurrences of p in w. Hence, iy4o < jir1. In fact, the indices iy 1, i512, jri1, jrso MUst
be consecutive. We can also check that we must have k +2 = [. Since [ > 4, k # 1 and we
can check that the letter p;_; # p; and this implies that iy, + 1 = 4541. Also, deleting the
letters w;, , Wi, 11, - .., Wy, +4 results in a word that has exactly one occurrence of p'. Here
p' is the word obtained from p by deleting its last three letters. This shows that w can be
constructed using Method 4.4 using the last two runs of p. Hence, this case accounts for
the last term in the expression for B, ,(4) corresponding to when p" has first two runs of
sizes 1 and 2 respectively.

Case 2(c): Finally we assume that j; > i,. In this case as well, we must have s = &k + 1.
If p, = pr+1, we obtain more than 4 occurrences of p in w by using the indices i1 < i» <
-+ <y for the first & — 1 letters of p, any two of iy, i1, jk, jr+1 for the next two letters,
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and jyio < .-+ < j; for the remaining letters. Hence p; # py+1. We can also show that
Prt2 = Prt1 using the fact that [ > 4. Similar to the previous case, we get that k = 1, the
indices iy, ix+1, i, Jr+1, Jo+2 are consecutive, and that deleting w;, , w;, +1, . . ., w;, +4 results
in a word with one occurrence of p/. Here p' is the word obtained by removing the first
three letters from p. This shows that w can be constructed using Method 4.4 using the
first two runs of p. Hence, this case accounts for the last term in the expression for B, ,(4)
corresponding to when p has first two runs of sizes 1 and 2 respectively. O

4. MAXIMUM OCCURRENCES AND INTERNAL ZEROES

Given n > 0 and a binary word p, we set M,,, to be maximum possible number of
occurrences of p in a binary word of length n. Hence,

M, , = max{c,(w) | w € {0,1}"}

= max{k | B, (k) # 0}.
A binary word w of length n is said to be p-optimal if c,(w) = M,
Proposition 4.1. Let p = 1°071* for some i,k > 0 and j > 1. For any n > i+ j + k, we have

o (Y () (0) v o).

Proof. Note that the number of occurrences of p in the binary word 10°1¢is () (?) (5). We
prove the result by showing that for any binary word w of length n, there exists a binary
word w’ = 190°1¢ of length n such that ¢,(w’) > ¢,(w).

Let w be a binary word of length n. Each occurrence of 07 in w contributes (%) (
the number of occurrences of p where

C

r) to
e a is the number of 1s in w before the first letter in the occurrence of 07 and
e b is the number of 1s in w after the last letter in the occurrence.

Consider an occurrence of 07 that makes the maximum contribution among all occurrences
of 0/ in w. Suppose its contribution is (%) ({) when written in the form mentioned above.

Let w’ be the binary word 170°1¢ where b = n — a — ¢. Note that there are at least as
many occurrences of 07 in w’ as there are in w since it has at least as many 0s. Also, each
occurrence of 07 in w’ contributes (¢)(5) to the number of occurrences of p. This shows

that ¢,(w’) > ¢,(w) and hence proves the required result. O

Any binary word with at most 3 runs is trivially equivalent to a word of the form men-
tioned in the above proposition. This gives us the following result, which can be viewed
as an analogue of [4, Theorem 3.1] for binary words.

Corollary 4.2. Let p be a binary word of length | that has r runs where r < 3. For any n > I,
there exists a p—oplimal binary word of length n that has v runs.

In fact, if p has 2 runs, then these are the only p-optimal binary words. We leave the
proof of this as an easy exercise.

Result 4.3. pr isa binary word with 2 runs, then any p—optimal binary word also has 2 runs.

This result does not extend to words with 3 runs. For example, it can be checked that
for p = 1101, the word 1110101 is p-optimal. However, an analogue of the above result
does hold for certain binary words with 3 runs (see Result 4.15).

We note that Corollary 4.2 does not hold for binary words with 4 or more runs. In
particular, we have the following: Let A; denote the alternating binary word of length
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starting with 1, i.e., 4; starts with 1 and has all runs of size 1. For example, Ay = 1010,
As = 10101. It can be shown that if [ > 4, the only A;-optimal binary word of length [ + 2
is Al+2'

Definition 4.4. A binary word p is said to have an internal zero at n if the sequence
(B, p(k))k>o has an internal zero. This means that there exist 0 < k; < ko < k3 such
that Bn,p(kl)a Bn,p(k?;) 7£ 0 but Bn,p(l{ig) =0.

Note that if p is of length [, then it cannot have an internal zero at any n < . It is easy
to see that for any n > [ + 1, we have B, ,(0), B, ,(1) # 0 (see Propositions 3.1 and 3.2).
Hence, to check if p has an internal zero at n, we only need to find 2 < ky < ks such that
Boy(ks) = 0 and B, ,(ks) # 0.

Proposition 4.5. Let p be a binary word of length | all of whose runs are of size at least 2. Then
p has an internal zero at n for alln > 1 + 1.

Proof. Let n > [ + 1. From Proposition 3.4, we see that B,, ,(2) = 0 since p has no run
of size 1. If the first letter of p is 1 and the first run is of size ¢, then the word 1"~!p has
k= (”_il“) occurrences of p. Since ¢ > 2, we have k£ > 3, and hence B, ,(k) # 0. This

shows that p has an internal zero at n. O
As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.6, we have the following.

Result 4.6. Let p be a binary word oflenglh l with maximum run size i. Then p does not have
an internal zero at | + 1 if and only if p has a run of size j for all j € [i].

In the following results, we characterize the values at which binary words with at most
3 runs have internal zeroes. We start with the following result for binary words with just
one run, which is easy to verify.

Result 4.7. Let p be a binary word with 1 run. If p = 0 or 1 then it does not have an internal
zero at any n > 0. Otherwise, ifp is oflength 1 > 2, it has an internal zero at all n > 1 + 1.

In fact, similar results hold for words with 2 or 3 runs as stated in the following theorem,
where we say that a binary word is alternating if all its runs are of size 1.

Theorem 4.8. Let p be a binary word oflength [ with at most 3 runs.

e If p is alternating, then p does not have an internal zero at any n > 7.
e If p is not alternating, then p has an internal zero at all n > 1 + 3. In fact, we have
B, ,(M,,—1)=0.

Moreover, the only non-alternating words p that do not satisty B, ,(M,,, — 1) = 0 for
n = 1 + 2 are those trivially equivalent to 1101. The propositions that follow prove the
above theorem.

Proposition 4.9. The binary word 10 does not have an internal zero at any n > 0.

Proof. A binary word that has at least one occurrence of 10 must have an occurrence at
consecutive indices. If not, then the word is of the form 0%1° for some a,b > 0 and hence
has no occurrences of 10. Let w be a binary word of length n with w; = 1 and w;4; = 0
for some i € [n — 1]. It can be checked that the word obtained by swapping w; and w; ;1
has exactly one less occurrence of 10. This can be used to show that 10 does not have any
internal zeroes by starting with a 10-optimal word w and repeatedly swapping consecutive
terms of the form 10.
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Example 4.10. Starting with the word 1100, which is 10-optimal, an instance of the above
procedure is as follows.

1100 — 1010 — 0110 — 0101 — 0011

It can be checked that these words have 4, 3,2, 1,0 occurrences of 10 respectively.
O

Proposition 4.11. Let p be a binary word with 2 runs that is of length 1 > 3. For all n > 1 + 2,
we have By, ,(M,,, — 1) = 0. In particular, p has an internal zero at n for all n > 1 + 2.

Proof. Using trivial equivalences, we can assume that p = 1°07 for some i > j and i > 2.
Suppose n > [ + 2. We first show that no word of the form 1¥0"~* for k € [i,n — j] can
have exactly M,,, — 1 occurrences of p. Set aj, = (%) (";k) for all k£ € [i,n — j]. Note that
the sequence a;, a;41, . . ., a,—; is unimodal since it is log-concave. By Proposition 4.1, we
have M, , = max{a;, | k € [i,n — j]}. Hence, we can prove our result by showing that
lar, — agq1| # 1 for any k € [i,n — j — 1]. This follows since |a;, — ag41| = 1 implies that

k—i+1 n—k—j

() (55

Using the fact that for any @ > b+ 1, (§) > b+ 1 with equality only whena = b+ 1 or
b = 0, we see that the left-hand side is an integer only in the following cases:

= +(ni — ki — kj — j).

e When k =i =n—j—1. In this case, we get n = i+ j+1 = [+ 1, which contradicts
our choice of n.
e When k£ =i and j = 1. In this case, the left-hand side is 1. But we also have

ni—ki—kj—j=in—i—1)—1>3
which means the right-hand side can never be 1.
This proves that no word of the form 1¥0"* can have M,, , — 1 occurrences of p.
We now show that any word that contains p and has at least one occurrence of 01 cannot
have exactly M,,, — 1 occurrences of p. Suppose to the contrary that such a word v exists.

Using Result 4.3, we can assume v has exactly one occurrence of 01 by swapping adjacent
occurrences of 01. Hence, we have

v = 1F"1o1on k!

for some k € [i,n — j]. Setting w = 1¥0"7*, we get

o) =et+ (FT ("I,

Since w has 2 runs and ¢,(v) = M, , — 1, we get ¢,(w) = M, ,. If j > 2, this gives k = ¢
and n — k = j and hence n = i + j = [, which is a contradiction. If j = 1, then we still get
k = i. But it can be checked that in this case, 17+10"~*~! has more occurrences of p than
w and hence contradicts the definition of M,, . O

Proposition 4.12. The binary word 101 does not have an internal zero at any n > 0 except
n = 6.

Proof. We prove this result by induction on n. Using Sage [23], it can be checked that
the result holds for n < 11. In particular, Bg101(5) = 0 and Bg101(6) = 9 and hence
101 has an internal zero at 6. We assume n > 12. Using the induction hypothesis, we
can obtain a binary word of length n — 1 that has k occurrences of 101 for any k €
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0, M,,—1,,). Appending a 0 to the end of this word gives a binary word of length n that
has k occurrences of 101. Hence, to prove the result we have to show that for any k €
(M1, +1, M, ], there is a binary word of length n that has exactly k occurrences of 101.

Using Proposition 4.1, we can show that there is a 101-optimal word of length n of the

form

1mo™1™  or 1™0m1™*t or 1momtigmtl
for some m > 4 (since n > 12). We consider the case when n = 3m, that is, when
w = 1M0™1™ is 101-optimal and M,, 101 = m?>. The other cases can be dealt with similarly.
Note that in this case, we have M,,_1 101 = m? — m?* since 1™~ 10™1™ is 101-optimal. We
prove the result by showing that, given any k& € [m?], we can shift Os in w so that the
resulting word has m? — k occurrences of 101.

Consider the spaces between the 1s in the third run of w as slots. Hence, there are m slots
where the i slot is the space immediately after the " 1 in the third run of w. We claim
that moving a 0 from the second run to the i slot reduces the number of occurrences
of 101 by ¢*. This is because the 0 originally contributed m? occurrences of 101 but now
contributes (m + ¢)(m — i) = m? — i* occurrences. Using the same idea, if j Os from the
second run are moved to the (not necessarily distinct) slots 4y, i, . . . , i;, then the number
of occurrences of 101 decreases by 47 + 45 + - - - + 3.

Example 4.13. For m = 4, suppose we shift 0s in w into slots as shown below.

111100001111
N

This results in the word 111101010011 which has 4% — 12 — 22 — 22 = 55 occurrences of
101.

Since m > 4, the result now follows from Lagrange’s four-square theorem [1, Theorem
11-3] which states that any positive integer can be written as the sum of 4 integral squares.
O

Proposition 4.14. Let p be a binary word with 3 runs that is of length | > 4.

e If p is not trivially equivalent to 1101, we have By, ,(M,,, — 1) =0 forall n > 1 + 2. In
particular, p has an internal zero at n for all n > 1+ 2.

° pr is lrivially equivalent to 1101, then p does not have an internal zero at 6 = [ + 2, but
forn > T, we have B,, ,(M,, — 1) = 0.

Proof. Using trivial equivalences, we can assume p = 1°071% for some 4, j, k > 1. We will
first show that it is enough to prove that no word of length n with 3 runs has M, , — 1
occurrences of p.

We first assume that j > 2. In this case, we show that a binary word of length n that has
more than 3 runs can have at most M, , — 2 occurrences of p. Let w be a binary word of
length n with b 0s that has more than 3 runs. If the first or last letter of w is not 1 then it
cannot have more than M, , — 2 occurrences of p. This is because, using Proposition 4.1,
we can show that M,,_;, < M, , — 2. In fact, we can assume that the first run of w is of
size at least i and the last is of size at least k.

Since w has more than 3 runs, we can select a 1 in w that has 0s both before and after it.
Hence, we can choose j Os in w in such a way that some 0s before this 1 as well as some
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0s after this 1 are chosen. This means that ¢,(w) < ((;’) — 1)M,,_y1ior + M, _4 1 4ior. Note
that we have ¢, (w) < (;’) M, 4 yigr < M, ,. First assume that w has at least ¢ + &k + 2 letters

equal to 1. Using the fact that M,, jior — M,, | jigr > 2 for m > i + k + 2, we can show
that ¢,(w) < M, , — 2. If w has i + k + 1 letters equal to 1, then it is of the form

1" 0% 1 ob* 1F

for some a € [1,b — 1]. Without loss of generality, assume ¢ > k. It can be checked that
the word 17710°1* has at least 2 more occurrences of p than w. Hence, c,(w) < M,,, — 2.

Next, we assume that j = 1. Let w be a word of length n with b 0s that has more than
3 runs. Just as before we can assume that the first run of w consists of at least i 1s and the
last consists of at least & 1s. The number of occurrences of p is a sum of b terms of the form
(i) (7) where [ 4+ r < n — b. This is because each 0 that has [ 1s before it and r 1s after it
contributes (') (7) occurrences of p.

First suppose n — b > i + k + 2. In this case, if the contribution of any of the 0s is not
M,y yior, then we have seen in Proposition 4.11 that it is at most M,, ;,ior — 2. Hence,
the maximum number of occurrences of p in a word with b 0Os is attained only when all
terms are equal to M, ;ior and otherwise it is at least 2 less than this. Hence, it is enough
to show that M,, , — 1 occurrences of p is not possible in any word with 3 runs.

Next, suppose n — b =i + k + 1. Just as before, this means that w is of the form

1" 0% 1 ob* 1F

for some a € [1,b—1]. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ > k. It can be checked that
if i > 3, then the word w’ = 17+20°~11* has at least two more occurrences of p than w. If
i = 2,thenp = 1101 or p = 11011. Even in these cases, if n > (43, then ¢,(w') > ¢, (w)+2.
For n = | + 2, one can check that 1101 does not have internal zeroes whereas p = 11011
satisfies B,, ,(M,, — 1) = 0.

We now show that no binary word with 3 runs can have exactly M, , — 1 occurrences
of p. Using Proposition 4.16 and the same ideas as Proposition 4.11, we have to show that
if 170°1¢ is p-optimal of length at least [ + 2, then

G-

and similar expressions cannot be equal to 1. We have already seen that this is not possible
if either j > 2 or k > 2. If j = k = 1, then since 170°1¢ is p-optimal and of length at least
[ + 2, one can show that we must have a > i + 1. This gives us the required result. O

We also note the following result, which is a consequence of the first part of the above

proof.

Result 4.15. Let p be a binary word with 3 runs whose second run has size at least 2. Then any
p—optimal word also has 3 runs.

4.1. Log-concavity and unimodality. If p has an internal zero at n, then the sequence
(Bnp(k))k=o0 can not be unimodal. Hence, by Theorem 4.8, the only binary words with
at most 3 runs for which these sequences might be unimodal are the alternating words.
Clearly, (B,1(k))k>o is the sequence ((}))i>0 which is not only unimodal, but also log-
concave. For p = 10,101 and n > 4, by Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.4, we have B, ,(0) >
B, (1) < B, ,(2) and hence the sequence (B, ,(k))x>o is not unimodal.
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Proposition 4.16. Let A = (a;)i>0 and B = (b;);>0 be log-concave sequences of non-negative
numbers without internal zeroes. For each n > 0 and i € [0,n] define ¢, (i) = a;b,—;, C,, =
(cn ()i, and M, = max(C,,). The following hold for any n > 0.

e The sequence C,, is log-concave and does not have internal zeroes.

o If c,(i) = ¢c,(i + 1) for some i € [0,n — 1], then M, = ¢, (7).

o If M, = ¢, (i) for some i € [0,n)], then M, 1 = max{c,41(2), cnp1(i + 1)}

o The sequence (M), is log-concave and does not have internal zeroes.

Proof. Log-concavity of C,, is a direct consequence of the log-concavity of the sequences
A and B. The remaining claims can be proved using the following which hold for any
n>0andi € [0,n—1].

o ¢, (i) < c,(i + 1) implies ¢, 41(2) < cppa (i + 1)

o ¢, (i) > cy(i + 1) implies cpy1 (1 4+ 1) > cpy1 (i 4+ 2)

® ¢, (i) = ¢, (i + 1) implies ¢,41(2) < (i + 1) and ¢ (i + 1) > i (i + 2)
We omit the proofs of the above statements as well as how they imply the proposition since
they mostly consist of case-by-case checks. O

Together with Proposition 4.1, this gives us the following result. Note that any word
with at most 3 runs is trivially equivalent to one of the form mentioned in the following
result.

Theorem 4.17. Let p = 1°071* for some i, k > 0 and j > 1. We have the following:

o The sequence (M, p,)n>0 is log-concave.
e [f1°0°1¢ is p-optimal, so is at least one word in {1°T1001¢, 120011 190P1F1},

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this section, we discuss some directions for future research.

(1) Just as in permutation patterns, two binary words p and g are said to be Wilf-equivalent
if By, ,(0) = B, 4(0) for all n > 0. From Proposition 3.1, we see that any two words of
the same length are Wilf-equivalent. A more interesting notion is that of strong Wilf-
equivalence.

Definition 5.1. Two binary words p and ¢ are said to be strongly Wilf-equivalent if
Byp(k) = B (k) for all n, k > 0.

It p and ¢ are strongly Wilf-equivalent, it is clear that their lengths must be the same.
From Lemma 3.6, we see that they must also have the same number of runs of each size.
We have already noted that if p and ¢ are trivially equivalent, then they are strongly Wilf-
equivalent. Computations suggest that these are the only strong Wilf-equivalences.

Conjecture 5.2. Two binary words p and q are strongly Wilf-equivalent if and only if they

are lrivially equivalent.

We have verified the above conjecture for binary words of length up to 13 using Sage
[23]. There is a natural composition we can associate to a binary word using its runs.
For example, to 110001, we associate the composition (2,3,1). Words being trivially
equivalent is equivalent to the associated compositions being equal or reverses of each
other. From the expressions for B, ,(k) for k < 4 in Section 3, we see that terms such as
the number of 1s in the composition, number of 2s at the start or end (boundary) of the
composition, etc. play a role. One would hope that the composition can be determined
up to reversal if enough such terms play a role in expressions for higher values of &.
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(2) One obvious direction to extend the results in this paper would be to consider m-ary
words for m > 2 instead of just binary words. Another possible direction is to refine the
numbers B, ,(k) by keeping track of statistics such as number of 1s, number of runs,
etc.

(3) In this paper, we have studied binary words by focusing on their runs. Are there other
viewpoints that can be used to obtain better results? For example, in Corollary 4.2, we
have proved that if p has at most 3 runs, then for any length there exists a p-optimal
word with the same number of runs as p. Is there a nicer (non-trivial) family of binary
words F such that for any p € F, there exist p-optimal words of any given length in
F?

(4) Another direction for future research could be finding expressions or generating func-
tions for the numbers B,, ,(k) for k& > 5 as well as for M, ,. This question might be
easier to tackle for specific words p. For example, it is not too difficult to show that for
any i, j > 0,

> pawtier = (v22) (ST e

k>0 k>0 1=1 1 — xt\W g

A particular class of words that might be interesting to study is the alternating binary
words. These words are already interesting from the subsequence viewpoint since the
alternating word of length [ has the highest number of distinct subsequences among all

binary words of length [ (see [9]).
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