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SCHUR POSITIVITY OF DIFFERENCE OF PRODUCTS OF

DERIVED SCHUR POLYNOMIALS

JULIUS ROSS AND KUANG-YU WU

Abstract. To any Schur polynomial sλ one can associated its derived poly-
nomials sλ(i) i = 0, . . . , |λ| by the rule

sλ(x1 + t, . . . , xn + t) =
∑

i

s
(i)
λ

(x1, . . . , xn)t
i.

We conjecture that

(s
(i)
λ

)2 − s
(i−1)
λ

s
(i+1)
λ

is always Schur positive and prove this when i = 1 for rectangles λ = (kℓ), for
hooks λ = (k, 1ℓ−1), and when λ = (k, k, 1) or λ = (3, 2k−1).

1. Introduction

Among the many notions of positivity for symmetric polynomials, one that has
attracted particular interest is Schur positivity [1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14,
15] that demands that a polynomial be written as a non-negative sum of Schur
polynomials. In this paper we explore a notion of Schur-positive log-concavity,
which results in new classes of polynomials that we conjecture to be Schur positive.

To describe this, for any partition λ, we let sλ(x1, . . . , xn) denote the associ-
ated Schur polynomial. Following [16], we define the derived Schur polynomials

s
(i)
λ (x1, . . . , xn) for i = 0, . . . , |λ| to be the symmetric polynomials required to sat-
isfy

sλ(x1 + t, . . . , xn + t) =

|λ|
∑

i=0

tis
(i)
λ (x1, . . . , xn) for all t.

All derived Schur polynomials are Schur positive by [5, Theorem 1.5] or [17, Remark
5.3], and hence products of derived Schur polynomials are also Schur positive. In
this paper, we consider the following:

Conjecture 1.1. Let λ be a partition. Then

(s
(i)
λ )2 − s

(i−1)
λ s

(i+1)
λ

is Schur positive for all i ≥ 1.

This conjecture can be thought of as a strong form of “log-concavity” of the

function i 7→ s
(i)
λ . It is motivated by the following weaker statement [17, Corollary

10.12], which states that if x1, . . . , xn are non-negative, then i 7→ s
(i)
λ (x1, . . . , xn) is

a log concave sequence of real numbers. Clearly this would be implied by Conjecture
1.1 since Schur polynomials are monomial positive.

An easy case in which Conjecture 1.1 is clear is where λ = (1n) = (

n copies
︷ ︸︸ ︷

1, . . . , 1)
and there are exactly n variables. Since s(1n) is the n-th elementary symmetric
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Figure 1. Examples of three different types of partitions of |λ| − 2,
where λ = (5, 3, 3, 2)

(a) λ(1,4) = (4, 3, 3, 1) (b) λ(3,↑) = (5, 2, 2, 2) (c) λ(1,←) = (3, 3, 3, 2)

polynomial en, the derived Schur polynomials s
(i)
(1n) are equal to en−i. Therefore,

(s
(i)
λ )2 − s

(i−1)
λ s

(i+1)
λ =

∣
∣
∣
∣

en−i en−i+1

en−i−1 en−i

∣
∣
∣
∣
= s(n−i,n−i)′ = s(2n−i)

by the Jacobi-Trudi identity.
Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2 (= Corollary 3.7, Theorem 4.1, Theorem 5.1, Theorem 6.3). The
polynomial

(s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ

is Schur positive if λ is a partition of one of the following forms.

(a) Rectangles, i.e. λ = (kℓ), where k, ℓ are positive integers.
(b) Hooks, i.e. λ = (k, 1ℓ−1), where k, ℓ ≥ 2
(c) λ = (k, k, 1), where k ≥ 3.
(d) λ = (3, 2k−1), where k ≥ 3.

1.1. Outline of the proof. Fix a partition λ. Using work of Corteel-Kim [5], the

i-th derived Schur polynomials s
(i)
λ can be expressed explicitly as a linear combina-

tions of Schur polynomials corresponding to partitions of |λ|− i contained in λ. For
partitions of |λ| − 1 contained in λ, we use λ(j) to denote the partition obtained by
removing the last cell from the j-th row of the Young diagram of λ. For partitions
of |λ| − 2 contained in λ, we split them into three different types depending on the
configuration of the two cells removed from the Young diagram of λ. (See Figure
1.)

(i) A type I partition λ(j,k) (of |λ| − 2 contained in λ) for j < k is obtained by
removing two nonadjacent cells from the j-th and the k-th rows.

(ii) A type II partition λ(j,↑) is obtained by removing the last cell from the j-th
row and the cell above it.

(iii) A type III partition λ(j,←) is obtained by removing the last two cells from
the j-th row.

Then, we rewrite (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ as a non-negative linear combination of three

classes of polynomials

2sλ(j)
sλ(k)

− sλsλ(j,k)
(Type I)

s2λ(j)
− sλsλ(j,↑)

(Type II)

s2λ(j)
− sλsλ(j,←)

(Type III)
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Now Type II and Type III polynomials are Schur positive by [11], from which
part (a) of Theorem 1.2 immediately follows as Type I partitions do not exist for
rectangles. However as Type I partitions are not Schur positive in general, more
work must be done for parts (b)-(d).

For partitions in (b) and (c) of Theorem 1.2, we proceed by showing that the
coefficient of sα in 2 sλ(j)

sλ(k)
− sλsλ(j,k)

is non-negative for most partitions α of

2|λ| − 2 and identify the partitions for which the coefficients are negative. This is
done by exhibiting maps between sets of Littlewood-Richardson tableaux that are
at most 2-to-1. For the partitions with negative coefficients, we compute their coef-

ficients in (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ directly by enumerating Littlewood-Richardson tableaux

and show that they are non-negative.
Finally, part (d) of Theorem 1.2 is obtained by taking conjugates of partitions

in (c).

1.2. Discussion. More generally, for any homogeneous symmetric polynomial p in
n variables, we may define p(i) for i = 0, . . . , deg p to be the symmetric polynomials
required to satisfy

p(x1 + t, . . . , xn + t) =

deg p
∑

i=0

tip(i)(x1, . . . , xn) for all t.

Example 1.3. The following example shows that p being Schur positive is not enough
to ensure that (p(1))2−pp(2) is Schur positive. Consider p = s(3)+s(1,1,1) with n = 3

variables. We have p(1) = 5s(2) + s(1,1,1) and p(2) = 11s(1). Thus, (p(1))2 − pp(2)

equals

(25s(4)+35s(3,1)+26s(2,2)+11s(2,1,1)+s(1,1,1,1))−11(s(4)+s(3,1)+s(2,1,1)+s(1,1,1,1))

= 14s(4) + 24s(3,1) + 26s(2,2) − 10s(1,1,1,1) ,

which is not Schur positive. We remark that this example also shows that the set
of p for which (p(1))2 − pp(2) is Schur positive is not convex.

Nevertheless we expect that Conjecture 1.1 holds even more generally.

Conjecture 1.4. Let λ, µ be partitions and define p = sλsµ. Then

(p(i))2 − p(i−1)p(i+1)

is Schur positive for all i ≥ 1.

Using SageMath, we have verified that Conjecture 1.1 is true for all partitions
λ with |λ| ≤ 15 in the cases of at most 100 variables, and that Conjecture 1.4 is
true for all pairs of partitions (λ, µ) with |λ|+ |µ| ≤ 10 in the cases of at most 100
variables.

Remark 1.5. If p and q are symmetric polynomials such that

(p(1))2 − pp(2) , (q(1))2 − qq(2)

are both Schur positive, then pq satisfies that

((pq)(1))2 − (pq)(pq)(2)
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Figure 2. Young diagram of (5, 32, 2)

is Schur positive. To this observe that since we have

(pq)(1) = p(1)q + pq(1) ,

(pq)(2) = p(2)q + p(1)q(1) + pq(2) ,

we obtain

((pq)(1))2 − (pq)(pq)(2)

=
(
(p(1))2 − pp(2)

)
q2 + pp(1)qq(1) + p2

(
(q(1))2 − qq(2)

)
.

This is Schur positive as derived Schur polynomials are Schur positive and Schur
positivity is preserved under taking products.

Acknowledgments. JR thanks Matt Larson for bringing up this Schur positive
question and for other stimulating discussions, as well as Allen Knutson for discus-
sion on this topic. This material is based upon work supported by the National
Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1749447.

2. Preliminaries

We list some standard definitions and facts regarding Schur polynomials and
Littlewood-Richardson coefficients that will be needed in this article. We refer
readers to [7, 18] for more details on this subject.

2.1. Partitions and Schur polynomials. A partition of a positive integer d is
a non-increasing sequence of non-negative integers λ = (λ1, λ2, λ3, . . .) with |λ| :=
∑∞

i=1 λi = d. Each entry λi of the partition λ is called a part of λ. The length
of a partition λ, denoted by ℓ(λ), is the number of non-zero parts of λ. The
zeros are often omitted when writing down a partition, i.e. if ℓ = ℓ(λ), we write
λ = (λ1, . . . , λℓ). We use the shorthand af for a, . . . , a (f times) in a partition. For
example, (5, 32, 2) = (5, 3, 3, 2) is a partition of 13 with length 4.

Each partition λ = (λ1, . . . , λℓ) corresponds to a Young diagram, which is a
left-justified array of square cells with exactly λi cells in the i-th row for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.
For example, Figure 2 is the Young diagram of (5, 32, 2). We use λ′ to denote the
conjugate partition of λ, which is defined to be the partition corresponding to the
reflection of the Young diagram of λ in the diagonal line.

We write µ ⊆ λ for two partitions µ, λ if µi ≤ λi for all i ≥ 1, or equivalently,
if the Young diagram of µ is contained in that of λ. In this case, we define the
skew shape λ/µ to be the diagram obtained by removing the Young diagram of µ
from that of λ. For example, Figure 3 is the skew shape (5, 32, 2)/(32, 1), and going
forward we will illustrate skew shapes in this way with white cells and gray shaded
region.

Given a partition λ and a positive integer n ≥ ℓ(λ), we let sλ ∈ Z[x1, . . . , xn]
be the Schur polynomial of the partition λ in n variables. By the Jacobi-Trudi
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Figure 3. The skew shape (5, 32, 2)/(32, 1)

identities, we have

sλ = det(hλi+j−i)
ℓ(λ)
i,j=1 = det(eλ′

i
+j−i)

ℓ(λ′)
i,j=1 ,

where hk is the k-th complete homogeneous symmetric polynomial and ek is the
k-th elementary homogeneous symmetric polynomial.

Each Schur polynomial sλ is a homogeneous symmetric polynomial of degree |λ|.
The vector space Λd of (rational coefficient) homogeneous symmetric polynomial
of a fixed degree d has a basis given by {sλ}λ:|λ|=d. We say that a symmetric
polynomial f ∈ Λd is Schur positive, and write f ≥s 0, if the coefficients in the
expression of f as a linear combination of sλ are all non-negative.

2.2. Littlewood-Richardson rule. Given two partitions µ, ν, the product sµsν
of Schur polynomials is a homogeneous symmetric polynomial and can be written
as

sµsν =
∑

λ:|λ|=|µ|+|ν|

cλµνsλ .

The integers cλµν are called the Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

Definition 2.1. A Littlewood-Richardson tableau T of shape λ/µ is a filling of
boxes of the skew shape λ/µ with positive integers that satisfies the following.

(a) The filling is weakly increasing across each row, and strictly increasing down
each column.

(b) The reverse reading word w = (w1, . . . , w|λ|−|µ|) of T , i.e. the sequence of
positive integers obtained by reading the entries of T from right to left and
top row to bottom row, is a lattice permutation, i.e. in every initial part
(w1, . . . , wj) of w the number of any positive integer i is not less than the
number of i+ 1.

The content of a Littlewood-Richardson tableau T is defined as a sequence of
integer ν = (νi)

∞
i=1 such that there are exactly νi of i’s in T . It follows from

condition (b) of Definition 2.1 that the content of a Littlewood-Richardson tableau
is always a partition.

The Littlewood-Richardson rule states that the Littlewood-Richardson coeffi-
cient cλµν is equal to the number of Littlewood-Richardson tableaux of shape λ/µ

with content ν. It follows that all Littlewood-Richardson coefficients cλµν are non-
negative, and hence products of Schur polynomials are Schur positive. By the fact
that cλµν = cλνµ and the Littlewood-Richardson rule, it is also clear that cλµν = 0 if
µ 6⊆ λ or ν 6⊆ λ.

For a skew shape λ/µ, if λi > µi then we call the i-th row of λ/µ a non-empty row.
The following simple criteria for non-existence of Littlewood-Richardson tableaux
will be useful.
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Lemma 2.2. Littlewood-Richardson tableaux of shape λ/µ with content ν do not
exist, and hence cλµν = 0 if any of the following statements is true.

(a) There exists a column of λ/µ with more than ℓ(ν) cells.
(b) There are more than ν1 cells in the first non-empty row of λ/µ.
(c) The skew shape λ/µ has fewer than ℓ(ν) non-empty rows.

Proof. Part (a) follows from the requirement for strictly increasing columns. Sup-
pose the shape λ/µ has a column with m cells, where m > ℓ(ν). Then the integer
placed in the last cell of this column must be at least m. However, we have µi = 0
for i ≥ m as m > ℓ(ν). Thus, Littlewood-Richardson tableaux of shape λ/µ with
content ν do not exist.

Parts (b) and (c) are corollaries of the following more general lemma (by taking
k = 1 and k equals the number of non-empty rows in λ/µ, respectively). �

Lemma 2.3. In a Littlewood-Richardson tableau T of shape λ/µ with content ν, for
every positive integer k ≤ ℓ(ν), the k-th non-empty row can only contain integers
1, . . . , k. In particular, in order for a Littlewood-Richardson tableau of shape λ/µ
with content ν to exist, the total number of cells in the first k non-empty rows of

λ/µ cannot exceed
∑k

i=1 νi for every positive integer k ≤ ℓ(ν).

Proof. Suppose the first statement is false. Let k0 be the smallest integer such that
the statement fails, and let A be the integer in the last cell of the k0-th non-empty
row of T . The integer A is the largest in this row, so we have A > k0. However,
the first (k0 − 1) non-empty rows of T only contain integers 1, . . . , k0 − 1. This
implies that A precedes all k0’s in the reverse reading word of T , which contradicts
condition (b) in Definition 2.1.

Now, since the first k non-empty rows of a Littlewood-Richardson tableau T
of shape λ/µ with content ν can only contain integers 1, . . . , k, the total number
of cells in the first k non-empty rows cannot exceed the total number of integers

1, . . . , k in T , which is exactly
∑k

i=1 νi. �

3. Setup

Fix a partition λ. We first define notations for partitions of |λ| − 1 and |λ| − 2
that are contained in λ.

Definition 3.1. Let J(λ) := {j : λj > λj+1}.

(a) For each j ∈ J(λ), define λ(j) to be the partition corresponding to the
Young diagram obtained by removing the last cell of the j-th row from the
Young diagram of λ; i.e. λ(j) = (λ(j),i) is defined by λ(j),j = λj − 1 and
λ(j),i = λi for i 6= j.

(b) For each pair of j, k ∈ J(λ) with j < k, define λ(j,k) to be the partition
corresponding to the Young diagram obtained by removing the last cell of
the j-th row and the last cell of the k-th row from the Young diagram of
λ; i.e. λ(j,k) = (λ(j,k),i) is defined by λ(j,k),j = λj − 1, λ(j,k),k = λk − 1 and
λ(j,k),i = λi for i not equal to j or k.

(c) Given j ∈ J(λ) with λj−1 = λj , define λ(j,↑) to be the partition corre-
sponding to the Young diagram obtained by removing the last cell of the
j-th row and the cell directly above it from the Young diagram of λ; i.e.
λ(j,↑) = (λ(j,↑),i) is defined by λ(j,↑),j = λ(j,↑),j−1 = λj − 1 and λ(j,↑),i = λi

for i not equal to j or j − 1.
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(d) Given j ∈ J(λ) with λj − λj+1 > 1, define λ(j,←) to be the partition
corresponding to the Young diagram obtained by removing the last two
cells of the j-th row from the Young diagram of λ; i.e. λ(j,←) = (λ(j,←),i)
is defined by λ(j,←),j = λj − 2 and λ(j,←),i = λi for i 6= j.

(e) For convenience, we also define sλ(j,↑)
:= 0 if λj−1 > λj (i.e. if λ(j,↑) does

not exist), and define sλ(j,←)
:= 0 if λj − λj+1 = 1 (i.e. if λ(j,←) does not

exist).

Example 3.2. Consider the partition λ = (3, 3, 2). We have J(λ) = {2, 3}. There are
two partitions of |λ|− 1 contained in λ, given by λ(2) = (3, 2, 2) and λ(3) = (3, 3, 1),
and three partitions of |λ| − 2 that are contained in λ, given by λ(2,3) = (3, 2, 1),
λ(2,↑) = (2, 2, 2), and λ(3,←) = (3, 3). We also have sτ(3,↑) = sτ(2,←)

= 0.

Let n be the numbers of variables. Note that sλ(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 whenever
n < ℓ(λ) by Jacobi-Trudi identity and the fact that em(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 whenever
m > n. Thus, without loss of generality, we may assume that n ≥ ℓ(λ).

By [5, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.5], we have

s
(1)
λ =

∑

j∈J

(n+ λj − j) sλ(j)
,

s
(2)
λ =

∑

j,k∈J
j<k

(n+ λj − j)(n+ λk − k) sλ(j,k)

+
∑

j∈J

1

2
(n+ λj − j)(n+ λj − j + 1) sλ(j,↑)

+
∑

j∈J

1

2
(n+ λj − j)(n+ λj − j − 1) sλ(j,←)

.

(†)

Example 3.3. Following Example 3.2, we have

s
(1)
(3,3,2) = (n+ 1)s(3,2,2) + (n− 1)s(3,3,1) ,

s
(2)
(3,3,2) = (n+ 1)(n− 1)s(3,2,1) +

1

2
(n+ 1)(n+ 2)s(2,2,2) +

1

2
(n− 1)(n− 2)s(3,3) .

Plug (†) into (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ , and we obtain the following.

(s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ =

∑

j,k∈J
j<k

(n+ λj − j)(n+ λk − k) (2 sλ(j)
sλ(k)

− sλsλ(j,k)
)

+
∑

j∈J

1

2
(n+ λj − j)(n+ λj − j + 1) (s2λ(j)

− sλsλ(j,↑)
)

+
∑

j∈J

1

2
(n+ λj − j)(n+ λj − j − 1) (s2λ(j)

− sλsλ(j,←)
)

(∗)

The second and the third term in (∗) are always Schur positive by the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.4. The polynomials s2λ(j)
− sλsλ(j,↑)

and s2λ(j)
− sλsλ(j,←)

are Schur pos-

itive.

Our proof of this lemma relies on results in [11] that we record here.
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Definition 3.5. Let λ = (λi)
∞
i=1 and µ = (µi)

∞
i=1 be two partitions.

(a) If λi + µi is even for all i, define λ+µ
2 :=

(
λi+µi

2

)∞

i=1
.

(b) Let ν1 ≥ ν2 ≥ ν3 ≥ · · · be the sequence obtained by collecting all parts of
λ and µ and reordering them in non-increasing order. Define two partitions
sort1(λ, µ) := (ν1, ν3, ν5, . . .) and sort2(λ, µ) := (ν2, ν4, ν6, . . .).

Theorem 3.6. Let λ = (λi)
∞
i=1 and µ = (µi)

∞
i=1 be two partitions. Then we have

(a)
(
sλ+µ

2

)2
≥s sλsµ if λi + µi is even for all i.

(b) ssort1(λ,µ)ssort2(λ,µ) ≥s sλsµ.

Proof. Part (a) is a special case of [11, Conjectures 1] with µ = ρ = 0, and part (b)
is [11, Conjectures 2], both of which are true by [11, Theorem 4]. �

Proof of Lemma 3.4. If λ(j,↑) or λ(j,←) do not exist, then we have sλ(j,↑)
= 0 or

sλ(j,←)
= 0 and the lemma follows from the fact that products of Schur polynomials

are Schur positive.
Suppose that λ(j,↑) exists. We have sort1(λ, λ(j,↑)) = sort2(λ, λ(j,↑)) = λ(j), and

hence s2λ(j)
− sλsλ(j,↑)

is Schur positive by part (b) of Theorem 3.6.

Suppose that λ(j,←) exists. We have 1
2 (λ + λ(j,←)) = λ(j), and hence s2λ(j)

−

sλsλ(j,←)
is Schur positive by part (a) of Theorem 3.6. �

Since the first term in (∗) does not exist for rectangles λ = (kℓ), Lemma 3.4
immediately implies the following.

Corollary 3.7. Let λ be a rectangle, i.e. a partition of the form (kℓ), where k, ℓ

are positive integers. Then (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is Schur positive.

The first term in (∗), however, is not necessarily Schur positive. In fact, since
sort1(λ(j), λ(k)) = λ and sort2(λ(j), λ(k)) = λ(j,k) in the sense of [11], we have
that sλ(j)

sλ(k)
− sλsλ(j,k)

is Schur negative by [11, Conjecture 2] (which is true by

[11, Theorem 4]). In each of the remaining sections, we pin down the negative
contributions in the first term in (∗) and show that they are compensated by the
other two terms in (∗).

4. Hooks

Fix positive integers k, ℓ ≥ 3 and consider the partition λ = (k, 1ℓ−1). Such a
partition is called a hook because of the shape of its Young diagram. Let n ≥ ℓ be
the number of variables. The goal of this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let λ be a hook, i.e. a partition of the form (k, 1ℓ−1), where k, ℓ ≥ 3.

Then (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is Schur positive.

There are two partitions of |λ| − 1 contained in λ, given by λ(1) = (k − 1, 1ℓ−1)

and λ(ℓ) = (k, 1ℓ−2), as well as three partitions of |λ| − 2 contained in λ, given by

λ(1,ℓ) = (k− 1, 1ℓ−2) and λ(ℓ,↑) = (k, 1ℓ−3) and λ(1,←) = (k− 2, 1ℓ−1). The theorem
will follow from the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let α be a partition of 2|λ| − 2 = 2(k+ ℓ− 2), containing λ and not
equal to (k2, 2ℓ−2). Then we have cαλ(1),λ(ℓ)

≥ cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)
.
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Figure 4. A tableau of shape α/λ, where α3 > 2

· · ·

.

.

.

A B

Lemma 4.3. Let β = (k2, 2ℓ−2). Then we have
(

cβλ(1),λ(ℓ)
, cβλ(ℓ),λ(ℓ)

, cβλ(1),λ(1)
, cβλ,λ(1,ℓ)

, cβλ,λ(ℓ,↑)
, cβλ,λ(1,←)

)

= (0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0) .

Proof of Theorem 4.1 . By Lemma 4.2 and equation (∗), the only possibly negative

coefficient in the Schur expansion of (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is that of s(k2,2ℓ−2). However,

by Lemma 4.3 and equation (∗), this coefficient is equal to

− (n+ k − 1)(n+ 1− ℓ) +
1

2
(n+ k − 1)(n+ k) +

1

2
(n+ 1− ℓ)(n+ 2− ℓ)

+
1

2
(n+ k − 1)(n+ k − 2) +

1

2
(n+ 1− ℓ)(n− ℓ)

= − (n+ k − 1)(n+ 1− ℓ) + (n+ k − 1)2 + (n+ 1− ℓ)2

=(n+ k − 1)(k + ℓ− 2) + (n+ 1− ℓ)2 ,

which is positive. �

Before proving Lemma 4.2, we observe that it is obviously true when cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)
= 0,

which occurs in the following case:

Lemma 4.4. Let α = (αi)
∞
i=1 be a partition of 2|λ| − 2 with α3 > 2 or αℓ+1 > 1.

Then we have cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)
= 0.

Proof. If αℓ+1 > 1, then the second column of α/λ contains at least ℓ cells. However,
we have ℓ(λ(1,ℓ)) = ℓ− 1 < ℓ. Thus, we get cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)

= 0 by Lemma 2.2(a).

Next, suppose α3 > 2 but cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)
> 0. Let T be a Littlewood-Richardson

tableau of shape α/λ with content λ(1,ℓ). See Figure 4. As α3 > 2, there are at
least two cells in the third row of T . Let A,B be the integers in the first two
cells of the third row of T , so certainly A ≤ B. Since there is a cell above each
of these two cells, both A and B are greater than 1. Note that λ(1,ℓ),i ≤ 1 for all
i > 1 as λ is a hook, so we must have A and B are distinct, thus A < B. Then
in the reverse reading word of T , the integer B comes before the only A in the
word. This contradicts condition (b) of Definition 2.1. Therefore, there do not
exist Littlewood-Richardson tableaux of shape α/λ with content λ(1,ℓ) in this case,
and we must have cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)

= 0. �

Proof of Lemma 4.2. For each partition α of 2|λ| − 2, containing λ and not equal
to (k2, 2ℓ−2), in order to prove the inequality cαλ(1),λ(ℓ)

≥ cαλ,λ(1,ℓ)
, we construct

an injection from LR(α/λ, λ(1,ℓ)), the set of Littlewood-Richardson tableaux of
shape α/λ and content λ(1,ℓ), to LR(α/λ(ℓ), λ(1)), the set of Littlewood-Richardson
tableaux of shape α/λ(ℓ) and content λ(1).

By Lemma 4.4, it suffices to consider α = (αi)
∞
i=1 with αℓ+1 ≤ 1 and α3 ≤ 2

(which implies αℓ ≤ 2). We divide into 3 cases, namely (1) αℓ = 1 (2) αℓ = 2
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Figure 5. The map LR(α/λ, λ(1,ℓ)) → LR(α/λ(ℓ), λ(1)) in Case 1.
In this and the following figures that illustrate maps, the cells that
will be changed are indicated by either a blue border, and the integer
that is added is indicated by a red border

1

2
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 · · · k

.

.

.

· · ·

· · ·

7→

1

2
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 · · · k

.

.

.

· · ·

· · ·

ℓ

Figure 6. The map LR(α/λ, λ(1,ℓ)) → LR(α/λ(ℓ), λ(1)) in Case 2

1

2
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

.

.

.

1

ℓ−2

ℓ−1

.

.

.

1

1

7→

1

2
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

.

.

.

1

ℓ−2

ℓ−1
.
.
.

1

1

ℓ

and αℓ+1 = 1 and (3) αℓ = 2 and αℓ+1 = 0. In each case, we give an algorithm
that turns a Littlewood-Richardson tableau T ∈ LR(α/λ, λ(1,ℓ)) into a Littlewood-
Richardson tableau T ′ ∈ LR(α/λ(ℓ), λ(1)) by adding an extra cell to the beginning
of the ℓ-th row and an extra integer ℓ to the content, and we check that T ′ satisfies
both conditions (a) and (b) in Definition 2.1.

As such we obtain a map

LR(α/λ, λ(1,ℓ)) → LR(α/λ(ℓ), λ(1))

which by the construction is clearly injective, proving the result.

• Case 1: αℓ = 1.
◦ T ′ is obtained by moving the first column of T one cell upward, and
then placing the integer ℓ in the last cell.

◦ Then (a) is clear as ℓ is larger than all other integers in T . For (b),
the integer ℓ is added to the end of the reverse reading word of T , so
the result remains a lattice permutation.

• Case 2: αℓ = 2 and αℓ+1 = 1.
◦ T ′ is obtained by moving the first column of T one cell upward, and
then placing the integer ℓ in the last cell.

◦ Then (a) is clear and (b) is proved similar to Case 1.
• Case 3: αℓ = 2 and αℓ+1 = 0, but α 6= (k2, 2ℓ−2).
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Figure 7. The map LR(α/λ, λ(1,ℓ)) → LR(α/λ(ℓ), λ(1)) in Case 3

1

2

3

4
.
.
.

ℓ

1 2 · · · α2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

.

.

.

1

2

3

ℓ−1

1

1

7→

1

2

3
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 · · · α2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

.

.

.

1

3

ℓ−1

2

1

1

2

1 ℓ

Figure 8. Skew shapes β/λ and β/λ(ℓ)

(a) β/λ = (k2, 2ℓ−2)/(k, 1ℓ−1)

1

2

3
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 3 · · · k−1 k

· · ·

.

.

.

· · ·

.

.

.

(b) β/λ(ℓ) = (k2, 2ℓ−2)/(k, 1ℓ−2)

1

2

3
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 3 · · · k−1 k

· · ·

.

.

.

◦ Note first the first column of T must contain 1, 2, . . . , ℓ − 1 since it is
strictly increasing. We define T ′ by moving the last 1 in the second
row to the first cell of the ℓ-th row, and move the 2 to the end of
the second row, move the 3, . . . , ℓ − 1 one cell upward, and place the
integer ℓ in the last cell of the second column.

◦ Then (a) is clear. For (b), note that there must be 1’s in the first row
as α 6= (k2, 2ℓ−2). Thus, there is at least one 1 in front of the 2 in the
reverse word of T ′.

�

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We claim cβλ(1),λ(ℓ)
= cβλ,λ(1,←)

= 0 by Lemma 2.2(c). In fact,

both skew shapes β/λ(ℓ) and β/λ have only ℓ − 1 non-empty rows (see Figure 8)
but ℓ(λ(1)) = ℓ(λ(1,←)) = ℓ, so there do not exist Littlewood-Richardson tableaux
of shape β/λ(ℓ) and content λ(1) or those of shape β/λ and content λ(1,←).

Next we claim cβλ,λ(ℓ,↑)
= 0, since by Lemma 2.2(a): the second column of β/λ(ℓ)

has ℓ− 1 cells (see Figure 8) but ℓ(λ(ℓ,↑)) = ℓ− 2, so there do not exist Littlewood-
Richardson tableaux of shape β/λ(ℓ) and content λ(ℓ,↑).

Finally, one may check that each of LR(β/λ(ℓ) , λ(ℓ)) , LR(β/λ(1), λ(1)) and
LR(β/λ, λ(1,ℓ)) is a singleton, the only element of which is depicted in Figure 9.

Therefore, we have cβλ(ℓ),λ(ℓ)
= cβλ(1),λ(1)

= cβλ,λ(1,ℓ)
= 1 which completes the proof.

�

Finally, we deal with hooks λ = (k, 1ℓ−1) with k = 2 or ℓ = 2 separately.

Theorem 4.5. Let λ be a hook, i.e. a partition of the form (k, 1ℓ−1), where k = 2

or ℓ = 2. Then (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is Schur positive.
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Figure 9. Littlewood-Richardson tableaux in LR(β/λ(ℓ), λ(ℓ)),
LR(β/λ(1), λ(1)), LR(β/λ, λ(1,ℓ))

(a) T ∈ LR(β/λ(ℓ), λ(ℓ))

1

2

3
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 3 · · · k−1 k

· · ·

.

.

.

1 1 1 1

2

ℓ−2

ℓ−11

(b) T ∈ LR(β/λ(1), λ(1))

1

2

3
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 3 · · · k−1 k

· · ·

.

.

.

1 1 1

1

2

3

ℓ−1

ℓ

(c) T ∈ LR(β/λ, λ(1,ℓ))

1

2

3
.
.
.

ℓ−1

ℓ

1 2 3 · · · k−1 k

· · ·

.

.

.

1 1 1 1

2

ℓ−2

ℓ−1

Proof. We will prove this theorem by direct computation. The main fact that we
will use in the computation is that the product of sλ and s(1ℓ) equals the sum of
Schur polynomials sµ corresponding to all partitions µ that can be obtained by
adding one block each to ℓ rows of λ.

• Case 1: λ = (2, 1).
By (†), we have

s
(1)
λ = (n+ 1)s(1,1) + (n− 1)s2

s
(2)
λ = (n+ 1)(n− 1)s1 .

Thus,

(s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ

=(n+ 1)2(s(2,2) + s(2,1,1) + s(1,1,1,1))

+ 2(n+ 1)(n− 1)(s(3,1) + s(2,1,1))

+ (n− 1)2(s(2,2) + s(3,1) + s(4))

− (n+ 1)(n− 1)(s(3,1) + s(2,2) + s(2,1,1)) .

It is easy to check that this polynomial is Schur positive.
• Case 2: λ = (2, 1ℓ−1) with ℓ ≥ 3.
By (†), we have

s
(1)
λ = (n+ 1)s(1ℓ) + (n+ 1− ℓ)s(2,1ℓ−2)

s
(2)
λ = (n+ 1)(n+ 1− ℓ)s(1ℓ−1) +

1

2
(n+ 1− ℓ)(n+ 2− ℓ)s(2,1ℓ−3) .

Thus,

(s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ =

(n+ 1)2s2(1ℓ) + 2(n+ 1)(n+ 1− ℓ)s(1ℓ)s(2,1ℓ−2) + (n+ 1− ℓ)2s2(2,1ℓ−2)

− (n+ 1)(n+ 1− ℓ)sλs(1ℓ−1) −
1

2
(n+ 1− ℓ)(n+ 2− ℓ)sλs(2,1ℓ−3) .

By Lemma 3.4, we have that s2(2,1ℓ−2) − sλs(2,1ℓ−3) is Schur positive, which

implies that

(n+ 1− ℓ)2s2(2,1ℓ−2) −
1

2
(n+ 1− ℓ)(n+ 2− ℓ)sλs(2,1ℓ−3)
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is Schur positive. The sum of the other three terms in (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is

also Schur-positive by the following.

s2(1ℓ) = s(2ℓ) + s(2ℓ−1,12) + · · ·+ s(2,12ℓ−2) + s(12ℓ)

s(1ℓ)s(2,1ℓ−2) = s(3,2ℓ−2,1) + s(3,2ℓ−3,13) + · · ·+ s(3,12ℓ−3)

+ s(2ℓ−1,12) + · · ·+ s(2,12ℓ−2)

sλs(1ℓ−1) = s(3,2ℓ−2,1) + s(3,2ℓ−3,13) + · · ·+ s(3,12ℓ−3)

+ s(2ℓ) + s(2ℓ−1,1,1) + · · ·+ s(2,12ℓ−2)

Therefore, (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is Schur positive.

• Case 3: λ = (k, 1) with k ≥ 3.
By (†), we have

s
(1)
λ = (n− 1)s(k) + (n+ k − 1)s(k−1,1)

s
(2)
λ = (n− 1)(n+ k − 1)s(k−1) +

1

2
(n+ k − 1)(n+ k − 2)s(k−2,1) .

Thus,

(s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ =

(n− 1)2s2(k) + 2(n− 1)(n+ k − 1)s(k)s(k−1,1) + (n+ k − 1)2s2(k−1,1)

− (n− 1)(n+ k − 1)sλs(k−1) −
1

2
(n+ k − 1)(n+ k − 2)sλs(k−2,1) .

By Lemma 3.4, we have that s2(k−1,1) − sλs(k−2,1) is Schur-positive, which

implies that

(n+ k − 1)2s2(k−1,1) −
1

2
(n+ k − 1)(n+ k − 2)sλs(k−2,1)

is Schur positive. The sum of the other three terms in (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is al-

most Schur positive by the following, which is obtained by taking conjugate
partitions in the previous case.

s2(k) = s(k,k) + s(k+1,k−1) + · · ·+ s(2k−1,1) + s(2k)

s(k)s(k−1,1) = s(k,k−1,1) + s(k+1,k−2,1) + · · ·+ s(2k−2,1,1)

+ s(k+1,k−1) + · · ·+ s(2k−1,1)

sλs(k−1) = s(k,k−1,1) + s(k+1,k−2,1) + · · ·+ s(2k−2,1,1)

+ s(k,k) + s(k+1,k−1) + · · ·+ s(2k−1,1)

The only problematic coefficient is that of s(k,k), but note that c
(k,k)
(k−1,1),(k−1,1) =

1 and c
(k,k)
λ,(k−2,1) = 0. Thus, the coefficient of s(k,k) in (s

(1)
λ )2−sλs

(2)
λ is given

by

(n− 1)2 − (n− 1)(n+ k − 1) + (n+ k − 1)2 ,

which is positive. Therefore, (s
(1)
λ )2 − sλs

(2)
λ is Schur positive.

�
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Figure 10. Positions where α cannot have cells in order for cαλ,λ(2,3)
> 0

1

2

3

4

5

6

1 2 · · · k k+1 · · · 2k

5. Partitions of the form (k, k, 1)

Fix a positive integers k ≥ 3 and consider the partition λ = (k, k, 1). Let
n ≥ ℓ(λ) = 3 be the number of variables. The goal of this section is to prove the
following.

Theorem 5.1. Fix a positive integers k ≥ 3, and let λ = (k, k, 1). Then (s
(1)
λ )2 −

sλs
(2)
λ is Schur positive.

There are two partitions of |λ|−1 contained in λ, given by λ(2) = (k, k−1, 1) and
λ(3) = (k, k), and three partitions of |λ|−2 contained in λ, given by λ(2,3) = (k, k−1)
and λ(2,↑) = (k − 1, k − 1, 1) and λ(2,←) = (k, k − 2, 1). The theorem follows from
the following two lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Let α be a partition of 2|λ| − 2 = 4k, containing λ and not equal to
(2k, k, k) or (k4). Then we have 2cαλ(2),λ(3)

≥ cαλ,λ(2,3)
.

Lemma 5.3. Let β1 = (2k, k, k) and β2 = (k4). Then we have, for i = 1, 2,
(

cβi

λ(2),λ(3)
, cβi

λ(2),λ(2)
, cβi

λ(3),λ(3)
, cβi

λ,λ(2,3)
, cβi

λ,λ(2,↑)
, cβi

λ,λ(2,←)

)

= (0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0) .

Proof of Theorem 5.1. By Lemma 5.2 and equation (∗), the only possibly negative

coefficients in the Schur expansion of (s
(1)
λ )2−sλs

(2)
λ are those of s(2k,k,k) and s(k4).

However, by Lemma 5.3 and equation (∗), both these coefficients are equal to

− (n+ k − 2)(n− 2) +
1

2
(n+ k − 2)(n+ k − 1) +

1

2
(n− 2)(n− 1)

+
1

2
(n+ k − 2)(n+ k − 3) +

1

2
(n− 2)(n− 3)

= − (n+ k − 2)(n− 2) + (n+ k − 2)2 + (n− 2)2

=(n+ k − 2)k + (n− 2)2 ,

which is positive. �

Before proving Lemma 5.2, we observe that it is obviously true when cαλ,λ(2,3)
= 0,

which occurs in the following case:

Lemma 5.4. Let α = (αi)
∞
i=1 be a partition of 2|λ| − 2 with α1 > 2k, α3 > k,

α5 > 1, or α6 > 0. Then we have cαλ,λ(2,3)
= 0.

Proof. If α1 > 2k, then there are more than k cells in the first (non-empty) row of
α/λ (see Figure 10). However, we have λ(2,3),1 = k. Then, it follows from Lemma
2.2(b) that cαλ,λ(2,3)

= 0.
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Figure 11. The map LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) → LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)) in Case 1

1

2

3

1 2 · · · α3 · · · k k+1

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

1

2 7→
1

2

3

1 2 · · · α3 · · · k k+1

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

1

2

3

Figure 12. The map LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) → LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)) in Case 2

1

2

3

4

5

1 2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

1

2

7→

1

2

3

4

5

1 2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

1

2

3

The other three conditions would imply that there is a column in α/λ with at
least 3 cells (see Figure 10). However, we have ℓ(λ(2,3)) = 2. Thus, Lemma 2.2(a)
implies that cαλ,λ(2,3)

= 0. �

Proof of Lemma 5.2. For each partition α of 2|λ| − 2, containing λ and not equal
to (2k, k, k) or (k4), in order to prove the inequality 2cαλ(2),λ(3)

≥ cαλ,λ(2,3)
, we con-

struct an at most 2-to-1 map from LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)), the set of Littlewood-Richardson
tableaux of shape α/λ and content λ(2,3), to LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)), the set of Littlewood-
Richardson tableaux of shape α/λ(3) and content λ(2).

By Lemma 5.4, it suffices to consider α = (αi)
∞
i=1 with α1 ≤ 2k, α3 ≤ k,

α5 ≤ 1 and α6 = 0. We divide into 3 different cases: (1) α4 = 0 (2) α5 = 1
and (3) α4 > 0 and α5 = 0. In each case, we give an algorithm that turns a
Littlewood-Richardson tableau T ∈ LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) into a Littlewood-Richardson
tableau T ′ ∈ LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)) by adding an extra cell to the beginning of the third
row and an extra integer 3 to the content, and we check that T ′ satisfies both
conditions (a) and (b) in Definition 2.1.

• Case 1: α4 = 0, but α 6= (2k, k, k).
◦ T ′ is obtained by moving the third row of T left by one cell, and placing
the integer 3 in the last cell of the third row.

◦ Then (a) is clear as 3 is larger than all other integers in T . For (b),note
that there must be a 2 in the second row as α 6= (2k, k, k). Thus, in
the reverse word of T ′, there is at least a 2 in front of the added 3.

• Case 2: α5 = 1.
◦ Note that the first column of T must contain 1 and 2. Then T ′ is
obtained by moving each them one cell upward, and then placing the
integer 3 in the last cell of the first column.

◦ For (a) note first that the third row remains increasing as 1 is the
smallest integer in T . Moreover, the fourth row remains increasing,
as all cells behind the first cell must contain 2. For (b), the integer
3 is added to the end of the reverse reading word of T , so the result
remains a lattice permutation.
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Figure 13. The map LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) → LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)) in Case 3.1

1
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3

4

1 2 · · · α4 · · · α3 · · · k k+1

· · ·

· · ·

· · · · · · · · ·

· · ·

1

1 1

2 21
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1
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· · ·

· · ·

· · · · · · · · ·

· · ·

1

1 1

2 2
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3

Figure 14. The map LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) → LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)) in Case 3.2
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Figure 15. The map LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) → LR(α/λ(3), λ(2)) in Case 3.3
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• Case 3: α4 > 0 and α5 = 0, but α 6= (k4). We further break this case
down into three sub-cases.
− Case 3.1: The first cell of the fourth row contains 1.

◦ T ′ is obtained by moving the 1 in the first cell of the fourth row
one cell upward, and moving the rest of the fourth row left by
one cell, and placing the integer 3 in the last cell of the fourth
row.

◦ Condition (a) is then clear. For (b), note that there is at least
one 2 in the third row, since α would have to be (k4) for all k−1
of 2’s to be in the fourth row. Thus, in the reverse word of T ′,
there is at least one 2 in front of the added 3.

− Case 3.2: The first cell in the fourth row contains 2, and there are
fewer 2’s in the second and third rows than the 1’s in the first row.

◦ Then T ′ is obtained by moving ove the third row left by one cell,
moving the 2 in the first cell of the fourth row to the last cell of
the third row, moving the rest of the fourth row left by one cell,
and placing the integer 3 in the last cell of the fourth row.

◦ Condition (a) is clear. For (b), note that the number of 2’s in
the second and third rows is no more than the number of 1’s in
the first row by assumption. Also, in the reverse reading work
of T ′, the 2 moved to the third row is in front of the added 3.

− Case 3.3: The first cell in the fourth row contains 2, and there are as
many 2’s in the second and third rows as the 1’s in the first row.
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Figure 16. Two distinct T1, T2 ∈ LR((4, 3, 3, 2)/(3, 3, 1), (3, 2))
mapped to the same T ′ ∈ LR((4, 3, 3, 2)/(3, 3), (3, 2, 1))

1

1 2

1 2 ,

1

1 1

2 2

7→
1

1 1 2

2 3

Figure 17. Skew shapes βi/λ and βi/λ(3)

(a) β1/λ = (2k, k, k)/(k, k, 1)

1

2

3

1 2 · · · k k+1 · · · 2k

· · ·

· · ·

(b) β1/λ(3) = (2k, k, k)/(k, k)
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(c) β2/λ = (k4)/(k, k, 1)
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1 2 · · · k

· · ·
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(d) β2/λ(3) = (k4)/(k, k)

1

2

3

4

1 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

◦ Then T ′ is obtained by moving the third row left by one cell,
and placing the integer 3 in the last cell of the third row.

◦ For condition (a) note the fourth row of T contains only 2’s, so
there are k − 1 − α4 of 2’s in the second and the third rows of
T and the same amount of 1’s in the first row of T . Thus, there
are k− (k− 1−α4) = α4 +1 of 1’s in the third row of T , which
ensures that the α4-th column of T ′ is strictly increasing.
The check for condition (b) is similar to before. As argued above,
there are α4 + 1 of 1’s in the third row of T , which implies that
there are at most (k − 1) − (α4 + 1) = k − 2 − α4 of 2’s in the
third row of T . Therefore, there is at least one 2 in the second
row of 2, and hence in the reverse reading work of T ′, there is
at least one 2 in front of the added 3.

Now the maps LR(α/λ, λ(2,3)) → LR(α/λ(2), λ(3)) in the first two cases are
clearly injective. In Case 3, note that the T ′ obtained in Case 3.3 is different from
the other two subcases since the integer 3 is placed in a different row. Thus, the
maps in case 3 are at most 2-to-1. (In fact it is in general 2-to-1 as Figure 16 shows
an example of two distinct T mapped to the same T ′.) �

Proof of Lemma 5.3. We have cβi

λ(2),λ(3)
= cβi

λ,λ(2,↑)
= cβi

λ,λ(2,←)
= 0, for i = 1, 2,

by Lemma 2.2(c): all four skew shapes βi/λ(3), βi/λ (i = 1, 2) have only two
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Figure 18. Littlewood-Richardson tableaux in LR(βi/λ(2), λ(2)),
LR(βi/λ(3), λ(3)), LR(βi/λ, λ(2,3)), i = 1, 2

(a) T ∈ LR(β1/λ(2), λ(2))

1

2

3

1 2 · · ·k−1 k k+1 · · · 2k

· · ·

· · ·

2 2 3
2

1 1

(b) T ∈ LR(β1/λ(3), λ(3))

1

2

3

1 · · · k k+1 · · · 2k

· · ·

· · ·

2 2

1 1

(c) T ∈ LR(β1/λ, λ(2,3))

1

2

3

1 2 · · · k k+1 · · · 2k

· · ·

· · ·

2 2

1 1

(d) T ∈ LR(β2/λ(2), λ(2))

1

2

3

4

1 2 · · · k−1 k

· · ·

· · ·

1 1

1 2 2

1

2

3

(e) T ∈ LR(β2/λ(3), λ(3))

1

2

3

4

1 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

1 1

2 2

(f) T ∈ LR(β2/λ, λ(2,3))

1

2

3

4

1 2 · · · k

· · ·

· · ·

1 1

1 2 2

non-empty rows (see Figure 17), but ℓ(λ(2)) = ℓ(λ(2,↑)) = ℓ(λ(2,←)) = 3, so
LR(βi/λ(3), λ(2)),LR(βi/λ, λ(2,↑)),LR(βi/λ, λ(2,←)), for i = 1, 2, are all empty.

One may check that each of LR(βi/λ(2), λ(2)),LR(βi/λ(3), λ(3)),LR(βi/λ, λ(2,3))
(i = 1, 2) is a singleton, the only element of which is depicted in Figure 18. There-

fore, we have cβi

λ(2),λ(2)
= cβi

λ(3),λ(3)
= cβi

λ,λ(2,3)
= 1 for i = 1, 2. �

6. Conjugate partitions and partitions of the form (3, 2k−1)

The conjugate partition of a partition λ, denoted by λ′, is defined to be the par-
tition corresponding to the transpose of the Young diagram of λ. The Littlewood-
Richardson coefficients are preserved under conjugation in the sense that cλ

′

µ′ν′ = cλµν
for all partitions λ, µ, ν. (See, for example, [7, Corollary 2, p. 62] for a combinato-
rial proof.) The corners are also preserved under conjugation, and we have J(λ′) =
{λj : j ∈ J(λ)}. It is also easy to see that (λ(j))

′ = λ′(λj)
, (λ(j,k))

′ = λ′(λj ,λk)
, and

that either (λ(j,↑))
′ = λ′(λj ,←) or neither partition exists.

Fix k ≥ 3. Now we consider the partition λ′ = (3, 2k−1), which is the conjugates
of the partition λ = (k, k, 1) considered in the previous section. The following
lemmas follow immediately from Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3.

Lemma 6.1. Let α′ be a partition of 2|λ′| − 2 = 4k, containing λ′ and not equal

to (2k, k, k)′ = (3k, 1k) or (k4)′ = (4k). Then we have 2cα
′

λ′
(1)

,λ′
(k)

≥ cα
′

λ′,λ′
(1,k)

.

Lemma 6.2. Let β′1 = (2k, k, k)′ = (3k, 1k) and β′2 = (k4)′ = (4k). Then we have,
for i = 1, 2,

(

c
β′i
λ′
(1)

,λ′
(k)

, c
β′i
λ′
(k)

,λ′
(k)

, c
β′i
λ′
(1)

,λ′
(1)
, c

β′i
λ′,λ′

(1,k)
, c

β′i
λ′,λ′

(k,↑)
, c

β′i
λ′,λ′

(k,←)

)

= (0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0) .

As a result, we obtain the following.

Theorem 6.3. Fix a positive integers k ≥ 3, and let λ′ = (3, 2k−1). Then (s
(1)
λ′ )

2−

sλ′s
(2)
λ′ is Schur positive.
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Proof. By Lemma 6.1 and equation (∗), the only possibly negative coefficients of

(s
(1)
λ′ )

2−sλ′s
(2)
λ′ are those of s(3k,1k) and s(4k). However, by Lemma 6.2 and equation

(∗), both these coefficients are equal to

− (n+ 2)(n+ 2− k) +
1

2
(n+ 2)(n+ 3) +

1

2
(n+ 2− k)(n+ 3− k)

+
1

2
(n+ 2)(n+ 1) +

1

2
(n+ 2− k)(n+ 1− k)

= − (n+ 2)(n+ 2− k) + (n+ 2)2 + (n+ 2− k)2

=(n+ 2)k + (n+ 2− k)2 ,

which is positive. �
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