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1 Introduction

Univariate polynomials with only real roots often occur in combinatorics and can lead to interest-
ing conclusions. There are several real-rooted univariate polynomials in combinatorics, including
FEulerian polynomials, Narayana polynomials, matching polynomials of graphs, and indepen-
dence polynomials of claw-free polynomials. We refer to the following surveys [6, 10, 11, 33].

Due to the work of Borcea and Brandén [2, 3, 4], a successful multivariate generalization
of real-rooted polynomials, called stable polynomials, have been developed. Now let us recall
the notion of real stability, which generalizes the notion of real-rootedness from univariate real
polynomials to multivariate real polynomials. Given a positive integer n, let & be an n-tuple
(x1,...,2p). Let Hy = {z € C : Im(z) > 0} denote the open upper complex half-plane. A
polynomial f € R[z] is said to be (real) stable if f(x) # 0 for any € H} or f is identically
zero. Note that a univariate polynomial f(z) € R[z] is stable if and only if it has only real
roots. Multivariate stable polynomials have been studied in many different areas, including
control theory, statistical mechanics, partial differential equations, and functional analysis. See
the surveys [6, 29, 35] for further applications of stable polynomials. It is remarkable that an
extension of stable polynomials, namely Lorentzian polynomials, was studied by Brandén and
Huh [8].

A natural question to ask is to find a stable multivariate generalization of real-rooted uni-
variate polynomials in combinatorics. Several multivariate polynomials have been found in
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combinatorics. The multivariate Fulerian polynomials and more general Eulerian-like polyno-
mials were introduced by Bréandén, Haglund, Visontai, and Wagner in [7] and used to prove a
conjecture of Haglund, Ono, and Wagner [7]. Subsequently, multivariate Eulerian polynomials
over Stirling permutations [16, 22], colored permutations [9, 34], segmented permuations [37],
and related combinatorial models have been studied.

In this paper, we focus on finding stable multivariate generalizations of two kinds of Narayana
polynomials. The Narayana polynomial of type A, defined as N (z) = pya %(2‘) (kfl)a;k, is
a g-analogue of the famous Catalan number, and the coefficent of ¥ in N/ (z), usually called
Narayana number, counts Dyck paths of semilength n with & peaks, or unlabeled plane trees
with n edges and k leaves, see [32, A001263]. Remarkablely, Narayana polynomial of type A is
also the h-polynomial of the simplicial complex dual to an associahedron of type A,, see [21].
The Narayana polynomial of type B, defined as NP (z) = Y h—o (Z)233k, is the h-polynomial of
the simplicial complex dual to an associahedron of type B,, (a cyclohedron), see [32, A008459].
It is known that both N/(x) and N2 (x) are real-rooted for any integer n > 1, see Briindén [5],
and Liu and Wang [26].

Our multivariate polynomials are based on labeled plane trees. A labeled plane tree with n
nodes refers to a rooted plane tree in which each node is assigned a unique label from the set
[n] ={1,2,...,n}. Denote by 7, the set of labeled plane trees with n nodes and by 7,* the set
of labeled plane trees with n + 2 nodes in which the node 1 is the leftmost leaf of the node 2.
Now we define

F,.(x,y,s,t) = Z wt(T')
T€Tn+1

and
Fr(x,y,s,t) = Y _ wt(T).
TeT;
Here the details of the definition of wt(7") will be given in Section 4. Note that labeled plane

trees are in bijections with quasi-Stirling permutations, which have been extensively studied by
Elizalde [20], and Yan and Zhu [36].

A Cayley tree refers to a tree where the children of each node are unordered. It is well-known
there are n"~2 Cayley trees on [n]. To give a combinatorial proof of this enumerative result,
Shor [31] introduced the notion of improper edges, and provided a method to construct Cayley
trees on [n+ 1] from Cayley trees on [n]. Inspired by Shor’s work, we give an insertion algorithm
for labeled plane trees and introduce the notion of improper edges.

Our construction of F,(x,y,s,t) and F(x,y,s,t) is via a context-free grammar as well as
a grammatical labeling of labeled plane trees. Chen [12] initiated the study of applications of
context-free grammars to combinatorics. Chen and Fu [14] introduced the notations of gram-
matical labelings to generate combinatorial structures, such as permutations and increasing
trees, via a recursive process. Further study on grammatical labelings related to trees are given
in [15, 16, 17].

The main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1. For any positive integer n, we have



(i) Fn(x,y,s,t) and F*(x,y,s,t) are multivariate generalizations of N2 () and NB(x), re-
spectively. Namely,

Ey(z,x,...,x,1,1,... 1, t,t) = (n+ D" NA(2), (1)
and

Fi(z,x,...,x,1,1,...,1,t,t) = nt" " IND(2). (2)

(ii) Fn(x,y,s,t) and F}(x,y,s,t) are real stable over variables x and 'y for any positive real
numbers s and t.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce an insertion al-
gorithm for labeled plane trees. Section 3 is devoted to a context-free grammar as well as a
grammatical labeling which can be used to generate labeled plane trees. Our grammar can be
transformed to a bivariate grammar of Ma, Ma, and Yeh [27] during their study of Narayana
polynomials. As applications of our grammar, we give grammatical proofs of convolution identi-
ties and generating functions of N*(x) and N2 (x). In Section 4, we define a refined grammatical
labeling for labeled plane trees to prove Theorem 1 by Borcea and Brandén’s characterization of
stability-preserving linear operators. We also present two applications of Theorem 1. In partic-
ular, we give an alternative multivariate stable refinement of second-order Eulerian polynomials,
distinct from that provided by Haglund and Visontai [22].

2 An insertion algorithm for labeled plane trees

For each edge of the tree, we call the node closer to the root as the parent node of the edge,
and the node farther from the root as the child node of the edge. Nodes with the same parent
are called siblings and the siblings to the left of a node v are called elder siblings of v. A node
is called a leaf if it has no children and an interior node otherwise. Following Chen [13], a node
is called old if it is the leftmost child of its parent; otherwise, it is young. For our convenience,
we call the node labeled ¢ as node i.

In this section, we provide an insertion algorithm for labeled plane trees by adding a new
node n 4+ 1 from a tree in 7, via one of the following manners:

N1: Choose a node i, which can be a leaf or an interior node, and add n + 1 to be the old leaf
of i. In the new tree, the node n + 1 is an old leaf.

n+1



N2: Choose a node i, relabel the node i by n+ 1, and add a new node i as the old leaf of
n + 1. In the new tree, the node n + 1 is an interior node whose old child is a leaf.

E1l: Choose an edge (i,j), and add n + 1 to be a leaf as the younger brother of j. In the new
tree, the node n + 1 is a young leaf.

jn+1

E2: Choose an edge (i,j). We relabel i by n 4+ 1 and make i be the old child of n 4+ 1. Mean-
while, assign the elder siblings of j as well as itself to be the children of i, and assign the
remaining children of i to be the younger siblings of i. In the new tree, the node n + 1
is an interior node whose first child is interior. Note that a similar operation appeared in
Shor’s paper [31].

For instance, the following sequence shows the progress of generating a labeled plane tree
with seven nodes.

3 3
N1 ! N2 /\ N2
o — — — 4

2
2
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—_ 4 — 3 4 — 3 4
1 5 5 5
2 1 2 2
1 7



The trees obtained in the four manners are distinct. We claim that the insertion algorithm
can generate all trees in 7,11 from trees in 7,. To do this, we just need to construct the
corresponding deletion algorithm for a tree T' € Tp41:

e If the node n + 1 is a leaf, we delete the node directly;

e If the node n + 1 is an interior node with the oldest child k, we contract the edge (n + 1,k)
to a node k, and the children of k and n + 1 keep the previous order respectively and the
children of k is elder than the children of n + 1.

It is not difficult to verify the deletion algorithm described above is well-defined.

As a direct application of this insertion algorithm, we can give the following combinatorial
interpretation of the recurrence relation of Narayana numbers.

Proposition 2 ([18, 27]). The Narayana numbers satisfy the following identity.
(n+2)N(n+1,k) = (n+2k)N(n,k) + (3n +4 — 2k)N(n,k — 1). (3)

Therefore, the Narayana polynomials satisfy

/

(n+2)N;1(x) = (Bn + 2)a +n) N (2) + 2(z — 2) (N;}(2)) - (4)
Proof. It is known that the number of labeled plane trees on n+ 1 nodes with k leaves are given
by (n+ 1)!N(n, k). We shall show that labeled plane trees on n + 2 nodes with k leaves can be
obtained from labeled plane trees on n + 1 nodes via the following two cases:

e Given a labeled plane tree on n 4+ 1 nodes with k leaves, we have the option to perform
insertion either in Case E2 for every edge in the tree, or in Case N1 and Case N2 for every
leaf. Thus the number in this case is n + 2k.

e Given a labeled plane tree on n+ 1 nodes with k — 1 leaves, we have the option to perform
insertion either in Case E1 for every edge in the tree, or in Case N1 and Case N2 for every
non-leaf node. Thus the number in this case isn +2(n+1—k+1) =3n+4 — 2k.

This completes the proof of (3). O

Note that the recurrence relation (3) was found by Ma, Ma, and Yeh [27, Lemma 9], and (4)
was found by Chen, Yang, and Zhao [18].

3 A context-free Grammar for Narayana Polynomials

In this section, we first introduce the notion of improper edges on labeled plane trees and then
define a context-free grammar that can be used to generate labeled plane trees. We use the
grammar to generalize NA(z) and N2 (x) to N2 (z,v,s,t) and NP(z,v,s,t) as shown in (5) and
(9), respectively. Besides, as an application of our grammar, we give a grammatical proof of



a convolution identity and a formula of the generating function of N/A(x) and N2 (z). For the
sake of convenience, we consider a homogeneous version of N/} (x) and N2(z) as

n

1/n n e

k=1

and

n 2
n e
Ny (x,y) =Z<k> by k.

k=0

Here we set N§'(z,y) = y.

Inspired by Shor’s work [31] on Cayley trees, we define improper edges on labeled plane trees
as follows. Given a labeled plane tree T', we define the S-value of a node j, denoted 3(j), as the
smallest label on any node in the subtree rooted at i (it is possible that 8(j) = j). Meanwhile,
we define the a-value of a node j, denoted a(j), to be the minimum among the label of its
father and the [-values of its elder brothers. Precisely, let i be the father of j and suppose
that ky,ka, -+, k¢—1,j,Kes1, -, km are the children of i listed from left to right. Then «(j) is
defined as

a(j) = min (i, B(k1), B(kz2), -, B(ke-1)) -

The edge e = (i,j) is called proper if a(j) < B(j); otherwise, it is called improper. Take the
tree T in Figure 1 for instance. The edge (4, 2) is an improper edge since a(2) = 4 and 3(2) =
Meanwhile, the edge (6,4) is a proper edge since since «(4) = 1 and §(4) =

Notice that Cayley trees can be considered as labeled plane trees where the children of each
node are arranged in increasing order of their S-values. It is worth noting that an edge e = (i, j)
in a Cayley tree T is improper if and only ¢ > 5(j). Thus the definition of improper edges can
be viewed as a generalization of the definition of Cayley trees given by Shor.

Let N(n, k, ) denote the number of labeled plane trees on [n+1] with k leaves and r improper
edges. We define a homogeneous multivariate polynomial:

Na;y,st ZZNnkT”TtTk”kH.
=1r=0

Especially, we set Né“(x, y,8,t) =y. It can be seen that

N w,y,1,1) = (n+ DIN (z, y). ()

Following Chen [12], a context-free grammar G over an alphabet set A = {z,y,z,...} of
variables is a collection of substitution rules that replace a variable in A with a Laurent poly-
nomial of variables in A. The formal derivative D associated with a context-free grammar G
over A is a linear operator that acts on Laurent polynomials with variables in A and satisfies
the following relations for each substitution rule:

D(u+v) = D(u) + D(v),
D(uv) = D(u)v + uD(v).



Dumont and Ramamonjisoa [19] found a grammar {4 — A35,S — AS?} to generate Cayley
trees.

We next pose the following grammar on the alphabet A = {s,¢,z,y},
G:={s = s(szx+ty),t = t(sz+ty),x = (s+ t)zy,y — (s + t)zy} (6)

to generate labeled plane trees, as well as Narayana polynomials. Let D denote the formal
derivative concerning the grammar (6). The next theorem shows the relation between the
grammar (6) and labeled rooted trees.

Theorem 3. For any integer n > 0, we have

D*(y) = Nyl (9, 5,1). 7

Proof. 1t is evident for n = 0. For n > 1, to complete the proof, we introduce a grammatical
labeling of labeled rooted trees. For a tree T € T,, we label each leaf by z and label each
interior node by y. Meanwhile, we label each proper edge by ¢ and label each improper edge by
s. Finally, we define the weight of T' to be the product of all the labels on 7', namely,

wt(T) = gProp(T) imp(T) xZ(T)yi(T)‘
Here we use prop(T), imp(T), £(T), and i(T) to denote the number of proper edges, improper

edges, leaves, and interior nodes in 7', respectively. For instance, the tree T has the grammatical
labeling as shown in Figure 1 and wt(T) = s3t3x4y3.

Figure 1: A labeled plane tree with its grammatical labeling

This implies that (7) is equivalent to
D'y)= > wt(). (8)
T€7;L+1

We prove the relation (8) by induction on n. For n = 1, (8) holds since the two trees in 73 are
with labels szy and txy. Now we assume that (8) holds for n — 1, that is,

D" y) = Y wH(T).
T€Tn

To show that (8) holds for n, we turn to establish the relationship between labeled rooted trees
and grammar (6).



Let us recall the four cases of insertion steps of the node n + 1. Here we view the insertion
in Case N1 and Case N2 as an action on a node and view the insertion in Case E1 and Case E2
as an action on an edge. Consider a tree T in T,.

If we add a new node n + 1 as in Case N1 and Case N2, we first choose a node i, labeled by
Z or y.

e When we add n + 1 to be the old leaf of i as Case N1, we assign x to the new leaf n + 1,
and assign s to the new edge (i,n+ 1). We label the node i by y, no matter y or x is
assigned to iin 7T

e When we add n + 1 to be the father node of i as Case N2, we assign y to the new leaf n + 1,
and assign t to the new edge (n+ 1,i). We label the node i by x, no matter y or x is
assigned to iin 7T

Combining both two cases, whether the target node is labeled by a letter y or x, we get zwt+zws,
which is equivalent to the action of the substitution rule y — (s + t)xy or x — (s + t)xy.

For instance, if we apply y — (s + t)xy to the label y on the node 6, we get two new trees
Ty and T in Tg. Clearly, the trees T7 and T5 are labeled by consistent grammatical labels as
shown in Figure 2.

(a) wt(Ty) = s*t3259y> (b) wt(Ty) = s3t*a5y3
Figure 2: An examples for y — (s + t)zy

If we apply © — (s + t)zy to the label x on the node 5, we get two new trees 75 and 7} in
Ts. The trees T3 and Ty are labeled by consistent grammatical labels as shown in Figure 3.

If we add a new node n + 1 as in Case E1 and Case E2, we first choose an edge (i, j), which
is labeled by a letter ¢ or s.
e When we add n + 1 to be the younger brother of j as Case E1, we keep all old labels on T,

assign = to the new leaf n + 1, and assign s to the new proper edge (i,n + 1).

e When we add n + 1 to be the father of i as Case E2, we keep all old labels on T, assign y
to the new interior node n + 1, and assign t to the new edge (n+ 1,1i).



(a) wt(T3) = s*t3ziy* (b) wt(Ty) = s3ttzty?

Figure 3: An examples for z — (s + t)zy

Combining both two cases, whether the target edge is labeled by a letter ¢t or s, we obtain
new labels sx + ty, which is equivalent to the action of the substitution rule s — s(sx + ty) or
t — t(sx + ty).

For instance, if we apply s — s(sz + ty) to the label s on the edge (3,7), we get two new
trees Ts and Ty in Tg. Clearly, the trees T5 and Ty are labeled by consistent grammatical labels
as shown in Figure 4.

(a) wt(Ts) = s*t325y3 (b) wt(Ts) = s3t*aty?
Figure 4: An examples for s — s(sz + ty)
If we apply t — t(sx + ty) to the label ¢ on the edge (6,3), we get two new trees 77 and

Ty in Tg. Clearly, the trees 17 and T3 are labeled by consistent grammatical labels as shown in
Figure 5.

Above all, the action of the operator D on wt(T) is equivalent to the insertion of n+ 1
into T'. Thus we have

D"(y) =D <Z wt(T)) = > wt(T*).

TeETn T*ETn+1



(a) wt(Tr) = s*t32%y3 (b) wt(Tg) = s3ttzty?

Figure 5: An examples for ¢t — t(sz + ty)

This completes the proof. O

Next, we give a combinatorial description of Narayana polynomials of Type B in the notion
of labeled rooted trees. Let 7, denote the set of labeled plane trees on [n + 2] in which 1 is the
old child of 2. Let Np(n,k,r) denote the number of labeled rooted trees in 7, with k leaves
and 7 improper edges. Define N2 (z,y, s,t) as follows:

n n+l

N $y,8t ZZNBnk,rn—l—lrtrklynk—l—l
k=0 r=0

Theorem 4. For n >0, it holds that

NP (z,y,t.t) = nlt""INE (2, y). 9)

To prove (9), we need the following conclusion given by Chen, Deutsch, and Elizalde [13].

Lemma 5 ([13]). The number of unlabeled plane trees with n + 1 nodes, k leaves, and i old

leaves 1is
. '_l n\/n—1\/n—=k
T\ ) \k—i)\i-1)

Proof of Theorem 4. It can be seen that

NB(z,y,t,t) =t Z 2HT)=1i(T)=1
TET
= pl¢Hl Z ol(T) - xZ(T)_1yi(T)_1
TGM7L+2

where U,, denotes the set of unlabeled rooted tress with n nodes, and ol(T") denotes the number
of old leaves of T. The last equation holds since a tree in 7, can be obtained from an unlabeled
tree T with n + 2 nodes by labeling freely {3,4,...,n + 2} on all nodes of T" except for an old
leaf and its father.

10



It follows from Lemma 5 that

n+l k

Z Ol(T)xZ(T)—lyi(T)—l _ Z Zirnﬂ,k,iiﬂk_lyn_kﬂ

TeUn+2 k=1 i=1
B 0 MmN\ l—d\ 1=\ o e
:Zzn—l—l ; k—i i—1 )% Y
k=1 i=1
_%i n n+1—2 n+1—k xk_l n—k41
T Z\i—1)\ ki i—1 Y
_"Z*:lz’“: no\ (k=1 (At L=k g
Tl Z k1) \k-i)\ i1 4

n+1 k
N n k—1 n—l—l—k‘ k—1 n—k+1
_Z<k—1>z<k—z’>< i—1 >x Y

The second last equation holds from the famous Vandermonde’s identity. U

Theorem 6. Let D denote the formal derivative associated with grammar (6). For any integer
n >0, we have N
D™(t) = N (x,y, s,1). (10)

Proof. For a tree T in 7T.*, we define the weight of 7" as a normal labeled rooted tree, except for
the labels on the node 1 and 2. Then a tree 7" in 7, with k leaves and r improper edges has
the weight wt(T) = s"1=7¢" 2k~ 1yn=*+1 which implies (10) is equivalent to

D(t) = Y wi(T). (11)

TET;:

For n = 0, the only tree in 77 is the tree on [2] where 2 is root, whose weight is . Now
consider a tree in 7,7 ;. Notice that there is no label in 1 and 2. Thus we forbid the insertion
of n+ 2 on 1 and 2. Since we do not insert n+ 2 on 1, the node 1 is always a leaf. Since we
do not insert n + 2 on 2, the node 1 is always the first child of 2. This completes the proof. [

Setting s = t in grammar (6), we get a grammatical description of N2 (z,y) and N2 (z,y).

Theorem 7. Let Dy denote the formal derivative associated with the grammar

H:={t > t}*(x+1y),r — 2txy,y — 2tzy}. (12)

For n >0, it holds that
D} (y) = (n+ "N (2, y), (13)
Dy (t) = "I NE (2, ). (14)

11



FEspecially,

D (y)ly=1 = (n+ D" N;(x), (15)
DY (t)|y=1 = nt"TINP(2). (16)
This implies Equation (14). O

Remark 8. Ma, Ma, and Yeh [27] provided a context-free grammar
{u — u?v3, v — udv?}, (17)

and showed that

Dn(u2) — (n + 1)' ZN(n7 k)u3n—2k+2vn+2k
k=0
and

n 2
n _
Dn(uv) —n! § : <k> u3n 2k+1vn+2k+1'
k=0

By setting t = uwv, x = u?,y = v, the grammar (12) can be changed into the grammar (17).

As an application of the grammar H given in (12), we next show a grammatical proof of the
following convolution identities of N/ (z,y) and N2(z,y). Note that our definition of N/ (x)
here is different from that in Petersen [30] due to a shift of x.

Theorem 9. For n > 2, we have

n—1
NA@,y) = (@ + 9N (@,5) + 3 NA (@ 9)NA 4 (,9) (90, Theorem2.2]), (1)
k=2
n—2
k=0

Proof. Consider the following Leibnitz-type convolution

Dy =Y (1) DDy e, (20)

k=0
One can verify that
Dy(t™?) = =2tz +vy), D4t %) =2y—2z)?, Dyt 2)=0, forn >3,
and
Dyt ™) = —(z+y), Dyt =—-20""'N2 (z,y), forn>2.

Thus for n > 3, the left side of (20) vanishes, while the right side of (20) can be calculated as
follows,

n—2
RHS. =2t7"Dy(t™") + 20Dy (Dt +> (Z) Dy (t Dk,
k=2

12



which can be reduced to

n—2

—4n!t"_2N;?_1(x, y) + 477"(‘7: + y)tn_2NTIL4—2(‘T7 y) + 4n!tn_2 Z Nl?—l(xa y)Nf‘?—k—l('x7 y)
k=2
Now we get
n—2
Ny (z,y) = (2 +y) N o (2,y) ZNk (@) N (2, y),
k=2

which is equivalent to (18).

Similarly, (19) can be obtained in a similar calculation from the following Leibnitz-type
convolution

0= i) =3 ()l )

This completes the proof. O

Let C4(z,y,2) and CB(x,y, ) denote the generating function of Narayana polynomials of
type A and type B, respectively. Namely,

(z,y,2) = Y _ NiHz,y)z (21)
n>0

(x,y, 2 ZNB x,Y)z (22)
n>0

Let Gen(f,t) be the generating function of a Laurent polynomial f associated with the operator
D, as defined by

Gen(f,t) ZD"

The following relations of Gen(f,t) are fisrt given by Chen [12]:

Gen(f +g,t) = Gen(f,?) + Gen(g, ),
Gen(f 9, t) = Gen(f7 t) ' Gen(g7 t)7
d

I Gen(f,t) = Gen(D(f),t).

Based on the relation (18), Petersen [30] provided a formula for C4(xz,, z). Here we give a
grammatical proof in the following equivalent form. Our approach also leads to a formula for
CP(a,y, 2).

Theorem 10. We have

1+ (@y—2)z—/1-2(+y)z+ (y — x)222

5y ([50, Equation (2.6)]), (23)

CA(z,y,2) =

CB(z,y,z2) =

1
V1=2+y)z+ (y — x)222

(24)

13



Proof. Notice that

Dyt %) =2t (y+2), D4t % =2y—=x)? D}t ?) =0, forn>3,

We obtain
Gen(t™2,u) =t72 = 2t7 (y + x)u + (y — x)%u?.
Equivalently,
Gen(t™ ' u) = t72 =2t~ L(y + x)u + (y — x)2u?.
Thus,

1
VEZ =2ty + )u+ (y — 2)%u?

Gen(t,u) =

It follows from (14) and (22) that
Gen(t,u) = tCB(z,y, tu),

which leads to Equation (24).
According to Dy (—t~1) =y + z, it holds that

n
Gen(—t 1 u) =t + (z+y)u+2 Z Dz_l(:n)u
n>2

=t (@t yu+2) Nyt "
n>2

=t + (2 + y)u + 2u (CHa,y, tu) — ).

n!

This implies

L+ (y—2)tu — /1 —2(z + y)tu + (y — v)2t2u2

CA(:anvtu) = 2% )

which is equivalent to Equation (23). This completes the proof. O

4 Stable multivariate Narayana polynomials

The main objective of this section is to prove Theorem 1. By introducing a multivariate
refinement of the Narayana grammar, we give a further generalization of ﬁf(x,y,s,t) and
]W? (z,y,s,t), and then confirm their real stability via Borcea and Brandén’s characterization of
stability-preserving linear operators. Besides, two results derived from Theorem 1 are given as
applications of the theory of stable polynomials.

We first define a refined grammatical labeling for a labeled plane tree T' € T,,. We shall assign
variables to each node and edge in T'. Following the previous section, we assign the variable s
to an edge (i,j) if it is proper, and assign the variable ¢ otherwise. Besides, for any node i, the
label function f(i) and the variable associated with it are defined as follows:
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e Ifiis aleaf node in 7', then we let f(i) = max{7, (i)} and assign the variable ;) to the
leaf i.

e If i is an interior node, we let f(i) = max{i, 3(j)}, where j is the old child of i, and assign

the variable y; ;) to the interior node i.

Then, we define the refined weight of the tree T' on [n], denoted wt(T"), as the product of the
variables corresponding to all nodes and edges of T. Namely,

wt(T) = stmp(gn=t=imp(t H xf(l H Yra)»
iel(T JEMIN\L(T)

where £(T') is denoted the leaf set of T'.

Take the tree T in Figure 1 as an example. For the leaf 2, we have f(2) = 4 due to «(2) =4
and thus assign the variable x4 to the leaf 2. Similarly, for the interior node 6, we have f(6) = 6
due to 5(3) = 1 and thus assign the variable yg to the interior node 6. Consequently, the tree T'

has the refined grammatical labeling as follows and wt(7") = 3303245 T7Y3Y4Y6.-
6(yes)
3(y3) 4(y4)
t
Wag) ¢ 7(x7) 2(z4)

Figure 6: A labeled plane tree with its refined grammatical labeling

Recall that

Fu(x,y,5t) = Y wt(T) (25)
T€7;L+1
and
Fi(xy,s,t) = > wt(T), (26)
TeTy

where 7, is the set of labeled plane trees on [n] and 7" is the set of labeled plane trees on [n + 2]
in which 1 is the old leaf of 2.

We next consider the following refined context-free grammar:

Gn = {Jfk — (3+t)xn+lyn+la Y — (3+t)xn+1yn+la s — S(an-i—l"’_tyn-‘rl): t— t(8$n+1+tyn+1)}-

From the insertion rule of the new node n+ 1, one can easily derive the following relation
between the grammar GG, and the polynomials F,(x,y,s,t) and F}(x,y,s,t).
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Theorem 11. Let D,, be the linear operator associated with G,. For n > 1, it holds that
Fo(x,y,8,t) = DpDp—1 - Di(y1) (27)
and
F;Lk(x7y737t):Dn-i-an"'DQ(t)' (28)

Now we prove the first part of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1 (i). The grammar G,, can be reduced to G, as given in (6), by setting x; = x
and y; = y. According to Theorem 7, we know that F,(x,y,s,t) (respectively F(x,y,s,t) ) is
a generalization of N/'(z) (respectively N2 (x)). O

To prove the stability of multivariate polynomials, we need a multi-affine version of Borcea
and Bréndén’s characterization. A polynomial f(x) is said to be multi-affine if the power of
each indeterminate z; is at most one. For a set P of polynomials, let PM4 be the set of multi-
affine polynomials in P. Borcea and Brandén [2] gave a complete characterization of the linear
operators which preserve stable multivariate polynomials.

Lemma 12 ([35, Theorem 3.5]). Let T : Rjx]M4 — R[x] be a linear operator acting on the
variables € = (x1,...,xy,). If the polynomial

Gr =T <H(:EZ + i‘l)>
=1

is a stable polynomial of variables x = (x1,z2,...,xy) and & = (&1, T2,...,Ty), then T preserves
real stability.

We next prove the second part of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1 (ii). Let F,, = F,,(x,y,s,t) and F' = F}(x,y,s,t). Notice that each mono-
mial in F,_; is in form s*¢"717F f(x,y). Thus, Fy = y; and

- OF,,_
= s(sTpt1 + tyYnt1) (‘;; " (5@t + tYng) ant 1
n
b 0
t 9 L9 \p
+ (5 + 1) Tn1Yn+1 ;Z:l <8:Ek " ayk) "

- 0 0
= (n — 1)(S$n+1 + tyn+1)Fn_1 + (S + t)xn+1yn+1 kZ:l <8—xk + 8—yk> Fn—l

= Tn(Fn—l)7

where T, denote the linear operator

/0 )
Tn = (n = 1)(sTpt1 + tynt1) + (s + ) Tnt1Ynt Z <a—ﬂjk + 8—yk>
k=1
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in variables x and y with parameters s and ¢t. Similarly, F}" = t(sz3+tys) and F); = T, 1 (F}_,).
It follows that the power of each indeterminate x; and y; is at most one, and thus F), and F};
are multi-affine polynomials in variables « and y.

We proceed to show the linear operator T, preserves real stability. By Lemma 12, we shall
prove

Gr, =T, <H(l’k + i) (yr + @k))
k=1

is stable. The linear operator 7T,, actions on the x- and y-variables and treats the variables s,t
as positive real constants. A straightforward computation leads to

Gr,

n
S 1 1
— —=(n—1 + +(s+t E — + — .
Tn1Yn+1 [Ty (T + 2x) (Yk + k) ( ) <yn+1 $n+1> (s+1) pt <l‘k + & Ykt yk)

Each term on the right side has a negative imaginary part whenever all variables have positive
imaginary parts. Hence we prove the real stability of G7,. Therefore, we complete the proof of
the second part of Theorem 1. O

Once multivariate polynomials are shown to be real stable, we can then reduce them to
real-rooted polynomials by using the following operations.
Lemma 13 ([35, Lemma 2.4]). Given i,j € [n], the following operations preserve real stability
of f € Rlx]:

e Differentiation: f +— Jf/0x;.

e Diagonalization: f + f|s;=s;-

e Specialization: for a € R, f — flz,=a-

As an application of Theorem 1, we derive the following result from Lemma 13, which extends
the real-rootedness of N/ (x) and NP ().
Theorem 14. For any positive real numbers s and t, the polynomials

NMx,1,s,t) = Z <Z N(n, k,r)s"_’"tr) zk
k=1 \r=0

and
_ n n+1 _
NB(z,1,s,t) = Z (Z Np(n, k,r)s”+1_rtr> z*
k=0 \r=0

have only real roots.

Another application of Theorem 1 is a new version of multivariate stable refinement of the
second-order Eulerian polynomial. By setting ¢ = 0, we restrict labeled rooted trees to those
with all edges proper. Such trees are called increasing plane trees, the usual definition of which
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is requiring that the labels along any path from the root to a leaf are increasing. Due to the
famous glove bijection [24], we adopt the notion of Stirling permutations to present our result.
A permutation m = 7 -9, on the multiset [n]o = {1,1,2,2,--- ,n,n} is called a Stirling
permutation if m; = m; implies 7, < m; for any 1 <i < k < j < n. We let mg = w41 = 0 for no-
tional convenience. Let Q,, denote the set of Stirling permutations on [n]s. The second Eulerian
polynomial can be interpreted as the generating polynomial of Stirling permutations over one
among ascent, plateau, and descent statistics, whose triple equidistribution was discovered by
Boéna [1]. For more properties about Stirling permutations, we refer the reader to [22, 24, 25, 28|.

For a Stirling permutation m € Q,, let P(n) denote the set of plateaux in m, namely,
P(m) ={i:m =mit1}. We also let FA(m) denote the set of ascents whose corresponding letter
is the first appearance of the letter in 7. More precisely,

FA(m)={i:0<i<2n, m <m4 and m; # m; for all 1 < j < i},
where m9 = 0.

Theorem 15. For any positive integer n, the multivariate polynomial of Stirling permutations

> II o= II wein (29)

TEQn 1€P(m) JEFA(m)

is real stable over the variables x and y.

Proof. Let Z,, be the set of increasing plane trees on [n]. For an increasing tree T € Z,,, it can
be seen

f) =

i, iisaleafin T,
j, 1is an interior node in T with its old child j.

Thus we have

Fn_l(X,y,S,O) =" Z H L H Y@

Telniel(T) jen\L(T)

is real stable over the variables x and y.

Given an increasing tree T' € Z,,, let m be the corresponding permutation under the glove
bijection (also known as the “depth-first walk” ) [24, 25]. It is easy to verify that iis a leaf in T
if and only if the two i’s appearing consecutively contribute a plateau to m. Meanwhile, i is an
interior node with its old child j in 7" if and only if the first occurrence of 7 appears as an ascent
bottom in 7, whose next letter is j. Removing the first and last letter 1 in 7 and decreasing
each remaining letter by one, we obtain a Stirling permutation on [n — 1]o. This indicates that

Fn—l(X7Y7 870) = tn_l Z H Loy +1 H yol+1+1-

0€Qn_1 keP(0) LeFA(0)

Finally, we complete the proof of the stability of the multivariate polynomial (29) from that of
Fn—l(X7Y7870)‘ D

By letting x; = = and y; = 1 in (29), our multivariate polynomial can be reduced to the
second Eulerian polynomial in terms of plateau statistic. It is remarkable to mention that our
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polynomial (29) is a distinct generalization of the second Eulerian polynomial from the one given
by Haglund and Visontai [22].
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