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THE SCHUR POLYNOMIALS

IN ALL PRIMITIVE nTH ROOTS OF UNITY

MASAKI HIDAKA AND MINORU ITOH

Abstract. We show that the Schur polynomials in all primitive nth roots of unity are
1, 0, or −1, if n has at most two distinct odd prime factors. This result can be regarded
as a generalization of properties of the coefficients of the cyclotomic polynomial and its
multiplicative inverse. The key to the proof is the notion of a unimodular system of
vectors. Namely, this result is reduced in turn to four propositions on the unimodularity
of vector systems, and the last proposition is proved by using graph theory.

1. Introduction

The following assertion on the Schur polynomials in all primitive nth roots of unity is
the main theorem of this article1:

Theorem 1.1. Let ω1, . . . , ωd be all primitive nth roots of unity (thus d is equal to ϕ(n),
where ϕ is Euler’s totient function), and λ be a partition whose length is at most d.
Moreover, we assume the following condition on n:

(∗) n has at most two distinct odd prime factors.

Then, we have

sλ(ω1, . . . , ωd) = 1, 0, or −1.

Here, sλ is the Schur polynomial associated to λ.

The condition (∗) holds for many natural numbers. For example, all natural numbers
less than 105 = 3 · 5 · 7 satisfy (∗).

Theorem 1.1 has been known for λ = (1k) and (k) as properties of the coefficients of
the cyclotomic polynomial and its multiplicative inverse.

First, when λ = (1k), the Schur polynomial associated with λ equals the kth elementary
symmetric polynomial ek. Thus, we have

sλ(ω1, . . . , ωd) = ek(ω1, . . . , ωd),

and this equals the coefficient of xd−k in the cyclotomic polynomial Φn(x) (up to sign),
because

Φn(x) = (x− ω1) · · · (x− ωd).

As is well known, A. Migotti [Mi] showed that the coefficients of Φn(x) are all in the set
{1, 0,−1}, if n satisfies (∗).
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Secondly, when λ = (k), the Schur polynomial associated with λ equals the kth complete
homogeneous symmetric polynomial hk. Thus, we have

sλ(ω1, . . . , ωd) = hk(ω1, . . . , ωd),

and this equals the coefficient of xk in Φn(x)
−1. Indeed, we have

Φn(x)
−1 = (x− ω1)

−1 · · · (x− ωd)
−1

= (−)dω1 · · ·ωd(1− xω−1
1 )−1 · · · (1− xω−1

d )−1

=
∑

k≥0

xkhk(ω
−1
1 , . . . , ω−1

d )

=
∑

k≥0

xkhk(ω1, . . . , ωd),

because (−)dω1 · · ·ωd = 1 and hk(ω
−1
1 , . . . , ω−1

d ) = hk(ω1, . . . , ωd). P. Moree [Mo] showed
that the coefficients of Φn(x)

−1 are all in the set {1, 0,−1}, if n satisfies (∗)2.
Theorem 1.1 is a generalization of these two results.
The key to the proof is the notion of a unimodular system of vectors. Theorem 1.1 is

reduced in turn to four propositions on the unimodularity of vector systems, and the last
proposition is proved by using graph theory.

2. Unimodular systems

The key to the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the notion of a unimodular system of vectors
([DG]). We recall this notion in this section. Let K be a field of characteristic 0, and V
an n-dimensional K-vector space.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a finite subset of V satisfying 0 6∈ X and 〈X〉 = V . We say
that X is a unimodular system of V , if for any basis B ⊂ X the determinant of B does
not depend on B.

Here, the meaning of the determinant of B is as follows. We can express B as an
n by n matrix through a linear isomorphism f : V → Kn, so that we can define detB
excluding the sign through this correspondence (an ambiguity of sign caused by the order
of the elements of B). Let us put [a] = {a,−a} (this is the equivalent class determined
by identifying two scalars equal up to sign). From the above, we can determine [detB]
relative to f . Definition 2.1 does not depend on the choice of f .

Remark. The definition of unimodular system in [DG] does not require the conditions
0 6∈ X or 〈X〉 = V .

Proposition 2.2. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) For any basis B ⊂ X , the determinant detB does not depend on B.
(2) For any basis B ⊂ X , the set ZB does not depend on B.
(3) X can be identified with the columns of a totally unimodular matrix through a linear
isomorphism V → Kn.

Here, a totally unimodular matrix means a matrix for which the determinant of every
square submatrix is 1, 0, or −1.

The root systems of type A are a typical example of a unimodular system (in fact, this
is a maximal unimodular system).

2Interestingly, the proof in the case λ = (k) is easier than that in the case λ = (1k).
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3. Four propositions on the unimodularity of vector systems

In this section, we state four propositions on the unimodularity of vector systems
(Propositions 3.1–3.4). The main theorem is reduced to these four propositions sequen-
tially:

Theorem 1.1 ⇐ Proposition 3.1 ⇐ Proposition 3.2 ⇐ Proposition 3.3 ⇐ Proposition 3.4.

After all, to prove the main theorem, it suffices to show Proposition 3.4.
The four propositions are as follows:

Proposition 3.1. When n satisfies (∗), the following set is a unimodular system of Cd:

Ωn =











ωk
1
...
ωk
d





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1







.

Proposition 3.2. When n satisfies (∗), the following set is a unimodular system of Q(ζn):

Zn =
{

z ∈ C
∣

∣ zn = 1
}

.

Here, ζn is a primitive nth root of unity, and we regard the cyclotomic field Q(ζn) as a
d-dimensional Q-vector space.

Proposition 3.3. (1) If p is an odd prime, Zp is a unimodular system of Q(ζp).
(2) If p and q are odd primes,

Zp ⊗ Zq =
{

x⊗ y
∣

∣ x ∈ Zp, y ∈ Zq

}

is a unimodular system of Q(ζp) ⊗ Q(ζq), where “⊗” means the tensor product of two
Q-vector spaces.

Proposition 3.4. (1) IfX is a fundamental zero-sum system of V , thenX is a unimodular
system of V .
(2) If X and Y are fundamental zero-sum systems of V and W , respectively, then

X ⊗ Y =
{

x⊗ y
∣

∣ x ∈ X, y ∈ Y
}

is a unimodular system of V ⊗W .

Here, we define the notion of a fundamental zero-sum system as follows:

Definition 3.5. For a finite subset X of a finite dimensional Q-vector space V , we say
that X is a fundamental zero-sum system of V , when the following conditions hold:

|X| = dim(V ) + 1, 〈X〉 = V,
∑

X = 0.

Here, we put
∑

X =
∑

x∈X x.

For example, if {e1, . . . , en} is a basis of V ,

{

e1, . . . , en,−
n

∑

i=1

ei
}

is a fundamental zero-sum system of V . Conversely, any fundamental zero-sum system
of V can be expressed in this form. Hence, any two fundamental zero-sum systems of V
are interchanged by a linear automorphism.
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Moreover, when p is an odd prime, Zp is a fundamental zero-sum system of the Q-vector
space Q(ζp). Hence, Proposition 3.4 is a generalization of Proposition 3.3.

In the next section, we will explain the reduction of the main theorem Proposition 3.4
through Propositions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3. Moreover, we prove Proposition 3.4 in Section 5.

4. Reduction of the main theorem to Proposition 3.4

In this section, we explain the reduction of the main theorem to Proposition 3.4 through
Propositions 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3.

4.1. Theorem 1.1 ⇐ Proposition 3.1. First, Theorem 1.1 is reduced to Proposi-
tion 3.1. Indeed, using Proposition 3.1, we can prove Theorem 1.1 as follows.

The Schur polynomial sλ is expressed as

sλ(x1, . . . , xd) = aδ+λ(x1, . . . , xd)/aδ(x1, . . . , xd).

Here, aµ is a Vandermonde type determinant defined by

aµ(x1, . . . , xd) = det(x
µj

i )1≤i,j≤d

for µ = (µ1, . . . , µd) ∈ Zd
≥0. Moreover, we put

δ = (d− 1, d− 2, . . . , 1, 0).

For any µ ∈ Zd
≥0, there exist v1, . . . , vd ∈ Ωn such that

aµ(ω1, . . . , ωd) = det(v1, . . . , vd).

By Proposition 3.1, when n satisfies (∗), there exists a nonzero complex number a satis-
fying

{

aµ(ω1, . . . , ωd)
∣

∣µ ∈ Zd
≥0

}

=
{

det(v1, . . . , vd)
∣

∣ v1, . . . , vd ∈ Ωn

}

= {a, 0,−a}.

Moreover, we see aδ(ω1, . . . , ωd) 6= 0 easily. Theorem 1.1 is immediate from this.

4.2. Proposition 3.1 ⇐ Proposition 3.2. Proposition 3.1 can be reduced to Propo-
sition 3.2 through a natural linear isomorphism as follows.

To prove Proposition 3.1, it suffices to show that Ωn is a unimodular system of 〈Ωn〉,
the Q-vector space generated by Ωn. We note that 〈Ωn〉 is isomorphic to the cyclotomic
field Q(ζn) (as Q-vector spaces) through the correspondence





z1
...
zd



 7→ z1.

Moreover, Ωn is identified with Zn through this isomorphism. Thus, Proposition 3.1 is
equivalent to Proposition 3.2.

4.3. Proposition 3.2 ⇐ Proposition 3.3. Proposition 3.2 can also be reduced to
Proposition 3.3 through a natural linear isomorphism.

First we note the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. When X and Y are unimodular systems of V and W , respectively, X ⊔ Y
is a unimodular system of V ⊕W .
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Next, when we have n = pl11 · · · plkk where p1, . . . , pk are distinct primes, we can identify

Q(ζn) with the pl1−1
1 · · · plk−1

k -fold direct sum of

Q(ζp1)⊗ · · · ⊗Q(ζpk)

as Q-vector spaces. Moreover, through this isomorphism, we can identify Zn with the
pl1−1
1 · · ·plk−1

k -fold disjoint sum of

Zp1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Zpk .

This follows from (1) and (2) of the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. (1) When natural numbers a and b are coprime, there exists a linear iso-
morphism Q(ζab) → Q(ζa)⊗Q(ζb) such that the image of Zab is equal to Za ⊗ Zb.

(2) For any prime p, there exists a linear isomorphism Q(ζpl) → Q(ζp)
⊕pl−1

such that the
image of Zpl is equal to the pl−1-fold disjoint sum of Zp.

Proof. (1) We consider the following correspondence:

Q(ζa)⊗Q(ζb) → Q(ζab), z ⊗ w 7→ zw.

This gives a linear isomorphism, and the image of Za ⊗ Zb is equal to Zab.
(2) Let Q(ζp)

(j) denote a copy of Q(ζp) for j ∈ 0, 1, . . . , pl−1 − 1. Moreover, we denote
by z(j) the counterpart of z ∈ Q(ζp) in Q(ζp)

(j). Let us consider the following correspon-
dence:

pl−1−1
⊕

j=0

Q(ζp)
(j) → Q(ζpl), z(j) 7→ ζj

pl
z.

This gives a linear isomorphism (it suffices to show the surjectiveness because the dimen-

sions are equal). It is obvious that the image of
⊔pl−1−1

j=0 Z
(j)
p is equal to Zpl. �

Thus, we have the following isomorphism, because Q(ζ2) = Q:

Q(ζn) ≃







































⊕

i∈Λ Q
(i) (where |Λ| = 2k−1), n = 2k,

⊕

i∈Λ Q(ζp)
(i) (where |Λ| = pl−1), n = pl,

⊕

i∈Λ Q(ζp)
(i) (where |Λ| = 2k−1pl−1), n = 2kpl,

⊕

i∈Λ(Q(ζp)⊗Q(ζq))
(i) (where |Λ| = pl−1qm−1), n = plqm,

⊕

i∈Λ(Q(ζp)⊗Q(ζq))
(i) (where |Λ| = 2k−1pl−1qm−1), n = 2kplqm.

Here, p and q are odd primes. Through this isomorphism f , we can write the image f(Zn)
as

f(Zn) =







































⊔

i∈Λ Z
(i)
2 , n = 2k,

⊔

i∈Λ Z
(i)
p , n = pl,

⊔

i∈Λ(Z2 ⊗ Zp)
(i), n = 2kpl,

⊔

i∈Λ(Zp ⊗ Zq)
(i), n = plqm,

⊔

i∈Λ(Z2 ⊗ Zp ⊗ Zq)
(i), n = 2kplqm.

Thus, we see that Proposition 3.2 follows from Proposition 3.3. Indeed, we have Z2 =
{1,−1} and the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.3. If X is a unimodular system of V , then {1,−1} ⊗X is also a unimodular
system of V .

4.4. Proposition 3.3 ⇐ Proposition 3.4. When p is an odd prime, Zp is a fundamen-
tal zero-sum system of the Q-vector space Q(ζp). Thus, Proposition 3.4 is a generalization
of Proposition 3.3.

5. Proof of Proposition 3.4

The main theorem has been reduced to Proposition 3.4. In this section, we prove this
Proposition 3.4. First, we prove Proposition 3.4 (1) in Section 5.1 and Proposition 3.4
(2) using graph theory in Sections 5.2 and 5.3.

5.1. Any fundamental zero-sum system is unimodular. First, we prove Proposi-
tion 3.4 (1). Namely, we show that any fundamental zero-sum system is unimodular.

Proof of Proposition 3.4 (1). Let X be a fundamental zero-sum system of V . We take two
bases X1, X2 ⊂ X , and assume that X1 6= X2. Then, there exist two different elements
x1, x2 ∈ X satisfying

X1 = X r {x1} = X0 ⊔ {x2}, X2 = X r {x2} = X0 ⊔ {x1}.

Here, we put X0 = X r {x1, x2}. Thus, we have [detX1] = [detX2], because

[detX1] = [det(X0 ⊔ {x2})]

= [det(X0 ⊔ {x2 +
∑

X0})]

= [det(X0 ⊔ {−x1})]

= [det(X0 ⊔ {x1})]

= [detX2].

Here, the third equality is obtained by an elementary operation. Moreover, the fourth
equality follows from

x1 + x2 +
∑

X0 =
∑

X = 0. �

5.2. Reduction to a claim on an equivalence relation. In the remainder of this
section, we prove Proposition 3.4 (2). Namely, we show that if X and Y are fundamental
zero-sum systems of V and W , respectively, X ⊗ Y is a unimodular system of V ⊗W .

We put M = dimV and N = dimW , and consider the following two families of subsets
of X ⊗ Y :

A =
{

A ⊂ X ⊗ Y
∣

∣ |A| = MN
}

,

B =
{

A ⊂ X ⊗ Y
∣

∣A is a basis of V ⊗W
}

.

Note that B ⊂ A.
Let us consider an equivalence relation on A satisfying

A1 ∼ A2 ⇒ [detA1] = [detA2].

To introduce this, we first put

H =
{

X ⊗ y
∣

∣ y ∈ Y
}

∪
{

x⊗ Y
∣

∣x ∈ X
}

,

where
X ⊗ y =

{

x⊗ y
∣

∣ x ∈ X
}

, x⊗ Y =
{

x⊗ y
∣

∣ y ∈ Y
}

.
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Then, we have
∑

H = 0 for any H ∈ H. Indeed when H = X ⊗ y, we have
∑

H =
∑

(X ⊗ y) = (
∑

X)⊗ y = 0⊗ y = 0.

The proof for H = x⊗Y is almost identical. For A1, A2 ∈ A, we define A1 ∼̇ A2 to mean
that there exist H ∈ H and a1, a2 ∈ H satisfying

H ⊂ A1 ⊔ {a2} = A2 ⊔ {a1}.

Example 5.1. When X = {x1, x2, x3} and Y = {y1, y2, y3}, we have

H =
{

X ⊗ y1, X ⊗ y2, X ⊗ y3, x1 ⊗ Y, x2 ⊗ Y, x3 ⊗ Y
}

.

Let us put

A1 = {(x2, y2), (x2, y3), (x3, y2), (x3, y3)}, A2 = {(x2, y2), (x2, y2), (x3, y2), (x3, y1)}.

Then, we have A1 ∼̇ A2, because putting H = x3 ⊗ Y we have

H ⊂ A1 ⊔ {(x3, y1)} = A2 ⊔ {(x3, y3)}.

Lemma 5.2. If A1 ∼̇ A2, we have [detA1] = [detA2].

Proof. Since A1 ∼̇ A2, there exist H ∈ H and a1, a2 ∈ H satisfying

H ⊂ A1 ⊔ {a2} = A2 ⊔ {a1}.

We put

A0 = A1 r {a1} = A2 r {a1},

so that

[detA1] = [det(A0 ⊔ {a1})]

= [det(A0 ⊔ {a1 +
∑

(H r {a1, a2})})]

= [det(A0 ⊔ {−a2})]

= [det(A0 ⊔ {a2})]

= [detA2].

Here, the second equality is obtained by an elementary operation by noting Hr{a1, a2} ⊂
A0. Moreover, the third equality follows from

a1 + a2 +
∑

(H r {a1, a2}) =
∑

H = 0. �

Let ∼ denote the equivalence relation on A generated by the relation ∼̇. Then, the
following is apparent from the discussion so far:

Proposition 5.3. For A1, A2 ∈ A satisfying A1 ∼ A2, we have [detA1] = [detA2]. In
particular, the linear independence of A1 is equivalent to that of A2.

Thus, to prove that X ⊗ Y is unimodular, it suffices to show the following proposition:

Proposition 5.4. B is an equivalence class under the relation ∼.
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5.3. Graph theory. We can rephrase Proposition 5.4 neatly using the terminology of
graph theory.

Henceforth, we discuss the following families of sets instead of A and B:

A′ =
{

Ac
∣

∣A ∈ A
}

, B′ =
{

Ac
∣

∣A ∈ B
}

.

Here, we put Ac = X ⊗ Y r A. Since

|X ⊗ Y | = (M + 1)(N + 1) = MN +M +N + 1,

A′ is the family of all (M +N + 1)-point subsets of X ⊗ Y :

A′ =
{

A ⊂ X ⊗ Y
∣

∣ |A| = M +N + 1
}

.

We can define a natural equivalence relation ≈ on A′. Namely, for A1, A2 ∈ A, we define
Ac

1 ≈ Ac
2 to mean that A1 ∼ A2. In other words, this relation on A′ is the equivalence

relation generated by the relation ≈̇ on A′. Here, we define Ac
1 ≈̇ Ac

2 to mean that
A1 ∼̇ A2, namely, there exist H ∈ H and a1, a2 ∈ H satisfying

(5.1) H ∩Ac
1 = {a1}, H ∩Ac

2 = {a2}, Ac
1 r {a1} = Ac

2 r {a2}.

The final equality is equivalent to Ac
2 = (Ac

1 r {a1}) ⊔ {a2}.
Thus, to prove Proposition 5.4, it suffices to show the following:

Proposition 5.5. B′ is an equivalence class under the relation ≈ on A′.

The terminology of graph theory is useful to discuss this. We identify X ⊗ Y with the
complete bipartite graph with bipartition (X, Y ) (from now on, we fix the vertex set, and
we regard a graph as a set of edges). Thus, A′ is equal to the set of all bipartite graphs
with M +N + 1 edges.

We call a vertex of degree 1 a leaf (and the edge meeting a leaf is called a leaf edge).
Namely, x ∈ X is a leaf of E ∈ A′, if and only if there exists a unique y ∈ Y satisfying
(x, y) ∈ E. Similarly y ∈ Y is a leaf of B, if and only if there exists a unique x ∈ Y
satisfying (x, y) ∈ E.

Using the term “leaf,” we can state the definition of the relation ≈̇ on A′ elegantly.
Indeed, for E1, E2 ∈ A′, we have E1 ≈̇ E2, if and only if there exists v ∈ X ⊔ Y satisfying

• v is both a leaf of E1 and a leaf of E2.
• we have E1 r {a1} = E2 r {a2}, where a1 is the unique leaf edge of E1 meeting v,
and a2 is the unique leaf edge of E2 meeting v.

Namely, we can say that E1 ≈̇ E2, if E2 is obtained from E1 by an exchange of leaf edges.

Example 5.6. Let us revisit Example 5.1. We put E1 = Ac
1 and E2 = Ac

2. Then, we
have

E1 =
{

(x1, y1), (x1, y2), (x1, y3), (x2, y1), (x3, y1)
}

,

E2 =
{

(x1, y1), (x1, y2), (x1, y3), (x2, y1), (x3, y3)
}

.

Since we have previously shown A1 ∼̇ A2, we have E1 ≈̇ E2. Of course, the condition
(5.1) holds by putting

H = x3 ⊗ Y, a1 = (x3, y1), a2 = (x3, y3).
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As graphs, we can express E1 and E2 as follows (we denote by • and ◦ the elements of X
and Y , respectively):

E1 =
◦

•

•

◦

◦

•

y2

x2

x1

y1

y3

x3

, E2 =
◦

•

•

◦

◦

•

y2

x2

x1

y1

y3

x3

.

These are certainly trees. Moreover, E2 is obtained from E1 by an exchange of leaf edges
as follows:

E2 = (E1 r {(x3, y1)}) ⊔ {(x3, y3)}.

The following relation is a key of the proof of Proposition 5.5:

Proposition 5.7. We have B′ = T . Here, T is the set of all bipartite graphs with
bipartition (X, Y ) that are trees.

Before proving Propositions 5.5 and 5.7, we recall the following fundamental fact on
trees ([D]):

Lemma 5.8. For a graph E with an r-point vertex set, the following three conditions
are equivalent:

(1) E is a tree.
(2) E is connected, and |E| = r − 1.
(3) E has no cycle, and |E| = r − 1.

Therefore, T is a subset of A′. The following lemma is also immediate from this:

Lemma 5.9. Let E be a nonconnected graph with an r-point vertex set. If |E| = r − 1,
a connected component with no cycles exists.

From these lemmas, we see the following proposition on the equivalence relation ≈
on A′:

Proposition 5.10. Any graph in A′ having a cycle is equivalent to a graph with isolated
vertex with respect to ≈.

Proof. Let us take any graph E1 ∈ A′, and assume that this has a cycle but no isolated
vertex. By Lemmas 5.8 and 5.9, there exists a connected component E ′

1 ( E1, and we
can assume that E ′

1 has no cycle. Then, E ′
1 has a leaf v1. Since E1 rE ′

1 6= ∅, we can take
an edge (x1, y1) ∈ E1 rE ′

1. Noting this, we put

b1 =

{

(v1, y1), v1 ∈ X,

(x1, v1), v1 ∈ Y.

Moreover, we denote by a1 the unique edge of E ′
1 meeting v1. Using these, we put

E2 = (E1 r {a1}) ⊔ {b1}, E ′
2 = E ′

1 r {a1}.

Then, we have E2 ≈̇ E1. If E ′
2 = ∅, E2 has an isolated vertex. Thus, let us assume

that E ′
2 6= ∅. Then, E ′

2 is a connected component of E2 having no cycle. Hence, we can
construct E3 from E2 similarly. Then, the sequence |E ′

1|, |E
′
2|, . . . decreases by one, so

that there exists some k ∈ N satisfying E ′
k = ∅. �
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Using this proposition, we see one of the inclusions in Proposition 5.7 as follows:

Proof of (⊂) of Proposition 5.7. Take an E ∈ B′, and assume that E 6∈ T . Then, E has
a cycle by Lemma 5.8. By Proposition 5.10, E is equivalent to a graph R ∈ A′ with an
isolated vertex. Thus, there exists H ∈ H satisfying Hc ⊃ R, namely, H ⊂ Rc. Since H
is linearly dependent, Rc ∈ A is also linearly dependent. Thus, by Proposition 5.3, Ec is
also linearly dependent. This contradicts with Ec ∈ B. �

Now that we know B′ ⊂ T , to prove Proposition 5.5, it suffices to show that any two
elements of T (namely any two trees in A′) are equivalent with respect to ≈. This is
shown as follows (this also proves (⊃) of Proposition 5.7).

We consider the following subset of T :

S =
{

(x⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y)
∣

∣x ∈ X, y ∈ Y
}

.

To prove Proposition 5.5, it suffices to show the following two lemmas:

Lemma 5.11. Any element of T is equivalent to an element in S. Indeed, for E ∈ T ,
we have E ≈ (x⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y), if (x, y) ∈ E.

Lemma 5.12. Any two elements in S are equivalent to each other.

Proof of Lemma 5.11. We take an E1 ∈ T . We fix an edge (x∞, y∞) ∈ E1 and put
E∞ = (x∞ ⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y∞). Then, we have E1 ≈ E∞. To prove this, we consider the
following map:

f : A′ → {0, 1, . . . ,M +N + 1},

E 7→
∣

∣

{

v ∈ X
∣

∣ (v, y∞) ∈ E
}∣

∣+
∣

∣

{

v ∈ Y
∣

∣ (x∞, v) ∈ E
}∣

∣ .

Then, E∞ is the unique element of A′ for which the value of f is M +N +1. If E1 6= E∞,
we construct E2 ∈ T from E1 as follows. Since E1 6= E∞, we can take a leaf v1 ∈ E1 that
is not connected to either x∞ or y∞. Noting this, we put

E2 = (E1 r {a1}) ⊔ {b1},

where a1 is the unique leaf edge of E1 meeting v1, and b1 is the edge defined by

b1 =

{

(v1, y∞), v1 ∈ X,

(x∞, v1), v1 ∈ Y.

Then, we have E2 ≈̇ E1. Moreover, we see f(E2) = f(E1) + 1. If E2 6= E∞, we can
construct E3 from E2 similarly. Then, the sequence f(E1), f(E2), . . . increases by one, so
that there exists some k ∈ N satisfying Ek = E∞. �

Proof of Lemma 5.12. Take any x1, x2 ∈ X and y1, y2 ∈ Y . Then, we have (x1, y1), (x2, y2) ∈
(x2 ⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y1). Hence, by Lemma 5.11, we have

(x1 ⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y1) ≈ (x2 ⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y1) ≈ (x2 ⊗ Y ) ∪ (X ⊗ y2). �
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6. The root system of type A is unimodular

As explained in Section 2, the root system of type An is unimodular. This fact can be
proved in a way similar to the proof of Proposition 3.4 (2), but more easily. In this section,
we will state this proof roughly. This will help us to better understand the mechanics of
the discussion in the previous section.

We denote by Φn the root system of type An. Let us identify any vector v ∈ Φn with −v
(this identification has no adverse effect on discussing whether Φn is unimodular or not).
Then, we can regard Φn as a set of size n(n + 1)/2. We identify this with the complete
graph Kn+1 with n+ 1 vertices (as in the previous section, we regard a graph as a set of
edges). We put

Ã =
{

A ⊂ Kn+1

∣

∣ |A| = n
}

.

Moreover, we put

B̃ =
{

A ∈ Ã
∣

∣A is a basis of 〈Φn〉
}

,

T̃ =
{

A ∈ Ã
∣

∣A is a tree
}

,

H̃ =
{

A ⊂ Kn+1

∣

∣A is a cycle
}

,

S̃ =
{

A ∈ Ã
∣

∣A is a star
}

.

We consider an equivalence relation ≈ on Ã generated by exchanges of leaf edges. In
other words, this is the equivalence relation generated by the relation ≈̇ on Ã. Here, we
define A1 ≈̇ A2 to mean that there exist H ∈ H and a1, a2 ∈ H satisfying

H ∩Ac
1 = {a1}, H ∩Ac

2 = {a2}, Ac
1 r {a1} = Ac

2 r {a2}.

Then, we see that T̃ is an equivalence class of this equivalence relation (in the proof of
this fact, S̃ plays the role of S). As a consequence of this fact, we see that B̃ = T̃ . Thus,
we see that Φn is unimodular.

Our proof of Proposition 3.4 (2) can be regarded as the bipartite graph version of this
proof.

7. The relation to matroid theory

The discussion in the previous section has similarities to the matroid theory.
For a connected graph, the edge set forms a matroid by defining the bases by trees.

This is called a graphic matroid. Moreover, we call the dual matroid of a graphic matroid
a cographic matroid. In other wards, we define the bases by the condition that the
complement is a tree.

We see that X⊗Y is isomorphic to the cographic matroid determined by the complete
bipartite graph. Moreover, the root system of type An is isomorphic to the graphic
matroid determined by the complete graph Kn+1 (by identifying v with −v). Moreover,
it is known that graphic matroids and cographic matroids are regular matroids. Hence,
they can be realized by a unimoudlar system ([O]).

However, the discussion in the previous section is not contained in this discussion on
matroids. Indeed, we see thatX⊗Y is isomorphic to a unimodular system as matroids, but
this fact is weaker than Proposition 3.4 (2) (this asserts that X⊗Y itself is unimodular).
Thus, in this article, we directly proved Proposition 3.4 (2).
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