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Abstract

Chvatal conjectured that a star is amongst the largest intersecting sub-
familes of a finite subset-closed family of sets. Kleitman later strengthened
Chvatal’s conjecture, suggesting that maximal intersecting subfamilies of
2" when naturally embedded into ]Rz[n] take on a particular form. We
provide a construction which succeeds in expressing certain families as
required by Kleitman’s conjecture. We then provide a partial characteri-
zation of these families, showing central and certain near-central families
in particular to be amongst them.

1 Introduction

We say a family of sets F is intersecting if AN B # 0 for all A,B € F. Let
F* ={A°: A € F} be the setwise complement of F. Moreover, we say a family
F C 27 ig gelf-dual if F U F* = 2[, We define the star centered on a of a
family F to be Su(F) ={A € F:a € A}

It is well-known that a family F is a maximal intersecting subfamily of 2["
if and only if F is superset-closed and self-dual @] We will use this result
throughout the paper.

In 1961, Erdés, Ko, and Rado published their seminal theorem M], that for
any family F = ([Z]) where 2k < n, amongst the largest intersecting subfamilies
of F is a star, known as the Erdés-Ko-Rado theorem.

In 1972, Chvatal conjectured the following variant of the Erdds-Ko-Rado
theorem.

Conjecture 1.1. B] Let F C 2[ be subset-closed. Then amongst the largest
intersecting subfamilies of F is a star.

Kleitman later strengthened Chvatal’s conjecture in 1979 in the following
way.

Definition 1.1. Let F C 2["). We define the R2" embedding of F

+1, fAe FANA¢ F
;E:ZeA -1, f A¢ FANA° e F.
AC[n] 0, otherwise
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Conjecture 1.2. [6] Let F be a maximal intersecting subfamily of 2["1 Then

F=> S+ > MNaples—ea)

a€ln] ACBCIn]
where Zae[n] ca = 1 and all (cq)aepn) and (A(4,B)) acBC[n] are non-negative.

Note that in Kleitman’s original statement of his conjecture, the vector of a
family is formed from the sum of unit vectors of its sets, without negative com-
ponents. These two forms are equivalent however. We can see how Kleitman’s
conjecture implies Chvétal’s as follows.

Lemma 1.1. Conjecture implies [ 11

Proof. Without loss of generality, let F be a maximal intersecting subfamily of
2[7l and G C 2™ a subset-closed family.
By Kleitman’s conjecture,

Fog={Y cSa@)+ > Maples—ea) |-G
a€[n] ACBC[n]
< D calSa2)-6)
a€n]

Noting that Lo
F-G=4FngG|-2|9|,

Chvatal’s conjecture thus follows. O

There are a number of partial results on Chvétal’s conjecture. Chvétal [3]
first showed his own conjecture to hold for all left-compressed subset-closed
families. This result would later be generalized by Wang and Wang [9], then by
Snevily [8], and most recently by Borg [2]. Kleitman and Magnanti 7] showed
Chvatal’s conjecture to hold for intersecting families contained in the union of
two stars. More recently, Friedgut, et al. [5] suggested a connection between
Kleitman’s conjecture and correlation inequalities.

2 A construction for Kleitman’s conjecture

Let F be a maximal intersecting subfamily of 2["l. We construct coefficients
satisfying Kleitman’s conjecture as follows. Take the hypercube of vertices 21"
and edges (A, B) € 2" x 2["l such that |A @ B| = 1. For all vertices A € F*,
construct all directed paths from A to A€, traversing each axis once. Call A(F*)
the sum of all such paths. We show that each edge of A(F*) is directed away
from the vertex (). It then follows that if the sum of each minimal axis crossing

is n!, then coefficients as required by Kleitman’s conjecture can be constructed
from A(F™).



Definition 2.1. A commonly used technique in variants of the Erdos-Ko-Rado
theorem is shifting, where a shift operator s injectively maps a set A to s(F, A).
For brevity, we will write s(F) for {s(F,A): A € F}.

Let (si)icx) be a sequence of shift operators, F C oMl and A € F. We
define the partial composition sequence (I'§);e[o,x) as follows.

A, ifi=0

I'(F,A) = . _
o ) {si(l"?sl(f),l"él(f, A)), otherwise

where _ _
Ii(F) ={TUF,A): Ae F}.

Definition 2.2. Let s be a shift operator, F C 2"l and A € F. Consider the
directed graph (2, 2[") x 2["1). The shift operator s can be seen as moving F

to s(F) via edges (A, s(F,A)). We thus define the natural mapping from the

edge traversed by A under s to R2"x2"

E(F,A) = e(s(F,A),4) = €(A,s(F,A))-

Moreover, let (s;);c[x) be a sequence of shift operators, F C 2"l and A € F.
We define ‘ ‘ ‘
E;(]:7 A) = ESi (1—‘;_1 (]:)7 1—‘;_1 (]:7 A))

Lemma 2.1. Let (s;)icpo,r) be a sequence of shift operators, F C 2l and
A C[n]. Then

Z Z Z E{(F,C) = laerr(r) — laer.

BC[n] \CEFi€[k] (A,A®B)

Proof. Note that

> <Z E,, (T H(F), TN F, O)))
(A,A®B)

BC[n] \CEF
= Z (Z €ri(F,0)ri N (F,0) _e<rél<f,c>,rz<f,c>>>
BC[n] \CeF (A,A®B)

=laeri(F) — 1Aeri*1(f)

where the second equality follows from I'i~1 and T'; being injective.
We now proceed by induction. The case of &k = 0 is trivial. For the inductive



step, we have

| L 2 EFO

BC[n] \CEFi€[k] (A,ADB)

:1A€F§’1(]-') — laer + Z (Z EE(]:’ C)>
BC[n] \CeF (A,A®B)
:1Aer’§*1(f) —laer + Laers(r) — 1A6F’§*1(F)
=laerrF) — laer.
O

Definition 2.3. Let F C 2"}, A € F, and a € [n]. We define the following
shift operators.

aq(F,A) = A®{a}

AU{a}, if AU{a} ¢ F
sulF, )= b AV ¢
A, otherwise
Let o be a permutation on [n]. Note that T*__(F) = {A® B : A € F} where

B = {0(i)}ier)- We will sometimes write this as B @ F.

Lemma 2.2. Let o be a permutation on [n], F C 2" subset-closed, and k €
[0,n]. Then Tioq (F) = Tho, (F).

Proof. We proceed by induction. The case of & = 0 is trivial. For the inductive
step, we have

where the third equality follows from F being subset-closed, the fourth from o
being a permutation, and the fifth from the inductive hypothesis. o

Definition 2.4. Let F C 2[". We define the sum of all paths induced by I'nop
on F over all permutations o

=2 > Z Epeo(F

o€X AC[n] k€[n

where ¥ is the set of permutations on [n].



Definition 2.5. Let F C 2" A C [n], and B C [n] \ A. We define
(F/A)(B)={CCA:BUC € F}.

Note that for G C 24, we have (F/A)~'(G) C 2"\, and thus complements of
sets of the preimage of G will be taken with respect to [n] \ A.

Lemma 2.3. Let F C 2" a € [n] and A C [n]\ {a}. Then

A(]:)(A.,Au{a}) = Z|B|!|BC|! _ Z|B|!|Bc|!
BeA®F({0}) BeA®F({{a}})

where F(GQ) = (F/{a})"YG).

Proof. Let o be a permutation on [n]. We define i = 07!(a) the index of a
in o and B = {01 }rep,) and C = {0k }re(i,n the set of values of o occurring
before and after a respectively. Under the action of o, on I L(F) = B® F,

aoo

the edge (A, AU {a}) is increased when ((B & F)/{a})(A) = {0}, decreased
when (B @ F)/{a})(A) = {{a}}, and left unchanged otherwise. Noting that
(Bo® F)/{a})(A) = (F/{a})(A® B) and counting all |B|!|C|! permutations
equivalent to o, equality thus follows. o

Lemma 2.4. Let F C 2" be subset-closed, a € [n], and A C [n]\ {a}. Then

A(F)(a.a0{ay) = »_|BJ!|B|!
BeAaF({0})

where F(G) = (F/{a})~}(9).

Proof. By subset-closure, F/({{a}}) = 0 due to lemma2.21 Equality thus follows
by lemma O

Definition 2.6. Let F be a maximal intersecting subfamily of 2["). We say F
is (-minimal if

A(F")@0,1ay) = min{A(F")(4,a0{a}) }AC[n]\{a}
for all a € [n].

Theorem 2.1. Let F C 21" be (-minimal. Then

F= Z caSa(2M) + Z Aa,p)(eB —ea)
]

a€[n] ACBC|n
where Zae[n] ca = 1 and all (cqa)aepn) and (Aa,B)) acBC[n] are non-negative.

Proof. Let
1 .
Ca = S AF) @ {ap)



and
o {%(A(f*)w,m ~AF) o), i BVA={a)
(A,B) —

0, otherwise.

It thus follows that

F=3 aS@™)+ D MNaples —ea)
a€n]

ACBC[n]

and

anzl

a€n]

from lemma 2.1l Non-negativity of (ca)ac[n) follows from lemma 2.4 Non-
negativity of (Aa,py) acBcn follows from (-minimality of F. O

3 Central families

Though a complete characterization of (-minimal families remains to be given,
here we show central and certain near-central families to be (-minimal. We also
give examples of families for which this property fails to hold.

Definition 3.1. Let F be a maximal intersecting subfamily of 2[". We say
that F is central if 2|A| > n for all A € F.

Theorem 3.1. Let F C 2" be central. Then F is O-minimal.

Proof. Let a € [n]. We define F(G) = (F*/{a})"1(G). By lemma 24

A(F*)(a,a0tap) = p_IBI![B|! =Y |Ae@ B|l|(A® B)°|!
BeAoF({0})  BEF({0})

for all A C [n]\ {a}. Since F is central, we have F({0}) C (T&aj}) U ([FEGW})’
2 2

and thus each |[A® B|!|(A® B)¢|! is minimal when A = () for all B € F({0}). O

Theorem 3.2. Let F C 227+ pe central and G C ([2”;”) intersecting such
that |G| < 3 (°"). We define H = (F\ G*)UG. Then H is O-minimal.

Proof. Note that F being a maximal intersecting subfamily of 22"*1 implies
that so too must be H, since G is intersecting and G* a subset-closed subfamily
of F.

Let a € [2n + 1]. We have

(1 /{ah) ({0} = ((F7/Hah) ™ (0D \ Gy ) UGy
(24 VD) gy ) Ui

n



where
Goy = (G/{a}) " {0} U (G /{a}) " ({{a}})
Gitapy = (G/{a) T {{a}) U (G"/{ah) M ({0)).

By lemma 2.4} to show that () minimizes A(H*)(4,au{a}) amongst A C [n]\
{a}, it suffices to show that () maximizes |(A® (H*/{a})"1({0}))N ([2”+g\{a}) [,
since for (), all sets of size not equal to n are either n — 1 or n + 1 and thus
contributing minimally to A(H*)(a,aufa}) amongst sets of size not equal to n.

We now proceed by cases, considering the parity of |A|. In the case that |A]
is even, () must be maximal since all sets of parity equivalent to n, consisting of
(F*/{a}) 1 ({0})\Gqpy, are already of size n. In the case that |A| is odd, at most
|G{1a}}| sets could be of size n. Our assumption that |G| < %(27?), which implies
that [(F*/{a})"'({0}) \ G{o3] = |G((ay} |, thus suffices for maximality. O

Theorem 3.3. Let F be a mazimal intersecting subfamily of 2" and A a
minimal set of F such that {|A],|A°[} # {|5], [5]}. We define

G=({BC[n+1]:Bnn] e F}\{A4}) U{A}.
Then G is not B-minimal.

Proof. We have

(G /{n+1})71({0}) = {4, A°}.
Thus by lemma 24 A(G*) B, Bufn+1}) is minimal for B C [n] if and only if [A©
Bl e {[%],[%1}. Our restriction on A thus precludes () from being minimal. [

4 Conclusion

The first maximal intersecting families which fail to be ()-minimal appear for
n = 5. It appears that most @-minimal families are either central or nearly
central, and for small n this covers all families. In general, behavior for large
n appears difficult to predict, e.g. do @-minimal families have positive density
amongst maximal intersecting subfamilies of 2" for large n?

Generalizations of A can yield stronger results. One such generalization,
where each edge involved in the construction of A is weighted by its associated
permutation, suffices to provide constructions as required by Kleitman’s conjec-
ture for all maximal intersecting subfamilies of 2[" for n = 5, though whether
this continues for larger n remains to be investigated.
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