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OVER-MAHONIAN NUMBERS: BASIC PROPERTIES AND
UNIMODALITY

ALI KESSOURI, MOUSSA AHMIA, AND SALIM MESBAHI

Abstract. In this paper, we propose the number of permutations of length n having k

overlined inversions, which we call over-Mahonian number. We study useful properties
and some combinatorial interpretations by lattice paths/overpartitions and tilings. Fur-
thermore, we prove combinatorially that these numbers form a log-concave sequence and
therefore unimodal.

1. Introduction

Let [n] denote the set {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let σ = σ1σ2 · · ·σn be a permutation of length
n, i.e., a permutation of [n]. The group of all the permutations of [n] is the symmetric
group Sn. The identity element of Sn is the permutation ι = ι1ι2 · · · ιn where ιi = i for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Definition 1.1. A pair (σi, σj) is called an inversion of the permutation σ if i < j and
σi > σj .

Example 1.2. The permutation 2431 has 4 inversions: (2, 1), (4, 1), (4, 3) and (3, 1).

Remark 1.3. The only permutation with no inversion is the identity element ι, and
the permutation of length n with the maximum number of inversions is the permutation
α = α1α2 · · ·αn where αi = n + 1 − i, which has

(

n

2

)

inversions. Moreover the number of
inversions of a permutation and its inverse are equal.

The backward permutation of σ is the permutation σ′ where σ′
i = σn+1−i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

A pair (σi, σj) is called a backward inversion of the permutation σ if i < j and σi < σj .
If a permutation of length n has k inversions then it has

(

n

2

)

− k backward inversions [10].

The major index of a permutation σ of length n is the sum of indices i that satisfy
σi > σi+1. For instance the permutation 4231 has major index 1 + 3 = 4.

The enumeration of permutations of length n according to their number of inversions,
and the study of numbers i(n, k) of permutations of length n having k inversions, is a
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classic area of combinatorics. The best-known result is the following [12]:

(1)

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

i(n, k)xk = (1 + x) · · · (1 + x+ · · ·+ xn−1),

where i(n, k) is known as the Mahonian number. MacMahon [11] proved that this number
is equal to the number of permutations of length n with major index equal to k.

Our paper consists of three sections. In the first section, we define the over-Mahonian
numbers, and we give the combinatorial prove of some recurrence relations of these numbers
and some identities. Furthermore, we give the generating function of the over-Mahonian
numbers and we deduce an important identity in terms of the double factorial. In the second
section, we give combinatorial interpretations for the over-Mahonian numbers using lattice
paths/overpartitions and tilings. Finally, in the last section, we prove combinatorially that
these numbers form a log-concave sequence and therefore unimodal, by constructing the
appropriate injection.

2. Basic properties of over-Mahonian numbers

First of all, we propose the following definition.

Definition 2.1. Let (σi, σj) be an inversion of the permutation σ. We say (σi, σj) is an
overlined inversion if the entry σi is overlined or not.

According to this definition, we propose the definition of the following number.

Definition 2.2. Let
[

n

k

]↑

be the number of permutations of length n with k overlined
inversions. We call this number over-Mahonian number.

Example 2.3. The permutations of 3 with 2 overlined inversions are:

312, 312, 231, 231, 231, 231.

So
[

3

2

]↑

= 6.

From Definition 2.2, we can establish that the over-Mahonian number
[

n

k

]↑

satisfies the
following recurrence relation.

Theorem 2.4. For positive integers n and k,

(2)

[

n

k

]↑

=

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+ 2

n−1
∑

j=1

[

n− 1

k − j

]↑

,

where
[

n

0

]↑

= 1 and
[

n

k

]↑

= 0 unless 0 ≤ k ≤
(

n

2

)

.
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Proof. We prove this theorem combinatorially using the inversion combinatorial interpre-
tation given in Definition 2.2.

For any permutation σ = σ1 · · ·σn of length n having k overlined inversions. We remove
σ1 form σ we have either a permutation of length n−1 having k overlined inversions if the

entry σ1 does not form an overlined inversion with the others which corresponds to
[

n−1

k

]↑

,
or a permutation of length n − 1 having k − j overlined inversions if the entry σ1 is not
overlined and form j overlined inversions, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, with the others or the entry
σ1 is overlined and form j overlined inversions with the others, then we obtain for the both
[

n−1

k−j

]↑

, that gives us 2
∑n−1

j=1

[

n−1

k−j

]↑

, and therefore the equality (2). �

These numbers build a triangle which we call "over-Mahonian triangle", see Table 1.

n\k 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 1
2 1 2
3 1 4 6 4
4 1 6 16 26 28 20 8
5 1 8 30 72 126 172 188 164 112 56 16

Table 1: The over-Mahonian triangle.

From Theorem 2.4, we establish that the over-Mahonian numbers
[

n

k

]↑

satisfy the fol-
lowing recurrence relation.

Proposition 2.5. For 0 ≤ k ≤
(

n

2

)

, we have

(3)

[

n

k

]↑

=

[

n

k − 1

]↑

+

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

− 2

[

n− 1

k − n

]↑

.

Proof. By relation (2), we have

(4)

[

n

k

]↑

=

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+ 2

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

+ · · ·+ 2

[

n− 1

k − n+ 1

]↑

and

(5)

[

n

k − 1

]↑

=

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

+ 2

[

n− 1

k − 2

]↑

+ · · ·+ 2

[

n− 1

k − n

]↑

.
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It follows from relation (5) that
[

n

k

]↑

=

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

+

(

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

+ 2

[

n− 1

k − 2

]↑

+ · · ·+ 2

[

n− 1

k − n

]↑
)

− 2

[

n− 1

k − n

]↑

=

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

+

[

n

k − 1

]↑

− 2

[

n− 1

k − n

]↑

=

[

n

k − 1

]↑

+

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+

[

n− 1

k − 1

]↑

− 2

[

n− 1

k − n

]↑

.

As desired. �

From Definition 2.2, we have also the following identities.

Proposition 2.6. For any integer n ≥ 1, we have

(1) -
[

n

(n
2
)
]↑

= 2n−1.

(2) -
[

n

1

]↑

= 2× (n− 1).

(3) -
[

n

k

]↑

is even if n ≥ 2 and k ≥ 1.

Proof. (1) -
[

n

(n
2
)
]↑

counts the number of permutations of length n having
(

n

2

)

overlined

inversions, this means that σ1 > · · · > σn−1 > σn such that the entries σ1, . . . , σn−1

are overlined or not, that gives us 2n−1 possible permutations.

(2) -
[

n

1

]↑

counts the number of permutations of length n having one overlined inversion,
this means that σ1 < · · · < σj > σj+1 < · · · < σn such that σj is overlined or not,
for 1 ≤ j ≤ (n− 1), that gives us 2× (n− 1) possible permutations.

(3) - If n ≥ 2 and k ≥ 1, we can necessarily have overlined inversions, and for each
inversion (σi, σj) we have two possibilities: either the entry σi is overlined or not
overlined, then the total number of permutations of length n having k overlined
inversions is even.

�

The over-Mahonian numbers
[

n

k

]↑

have the following row generating function.

Theorem 2.7. For every positive integer n,

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

[

n

k

]↑

zk =

{

1, if n = 1,

(1 + 2z) · · · (1 + 2z + · · ·+ 2zn−1), if n > 1.

Proof. Let

fn(z) =

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

[

n

k

]↑

zk

be the row generating function of the over-Mahonian number.
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The case of n = 1 is trivial. For n ≥ 2, using (2) we obtain

fn(z) =

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

[

n

k

]↑

zk =

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

(

[

n− 1

k

]↑

+ 2

n−1
∑

j=1

[

n− 1

k − j

]↑
)

zk

=

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

[

n− 1

k

]↑

zk + 2

(n
2
)

∑

k=0

n−1
∑

j=1

[

n− 1

k − j

]↑

zk

= fn−1(z) + 2
n−1
∑

j=1

zj
(n
2
)−j
∑

k=j

[

n− 1

k − j

]↑

zk−j

= fn−1(z) + 2
n−1
∑

j=1

zj
(n−1

2
)

∑

k=0

[

n− 1

k

]↑

zk

= fn−1(z)

(

1 + 2

n−1
∑

j=1

zj

)

.

Iterating, we obtain

fn(z) = (1 + 2z) · · · (1 + 2z + · · ·+ 2zn−1).

�

By setting z = 1 in Theorem 2.7, we obtain the following interested result.

Corollary 2.8. For positive integer n, the over-Mahonian numbers satisfy the following

identity:
(n
2
)

∑

k=0

[

n

k

]↑

= (2n− 1)!!,

where (2n− 1)!! = 1× 3× · · · × (2n− 1).

3. Combinatorial interpretations of the over-Mahonian numbers

In this section, we give combinatorial interpretations for the over-Mahonian numbers
using lattice paths/overpartitions and tilings.

3.1. A lattice path interpretation. Ghemit and Ahmia in [8] established that the Ma-
honian number i(n, k) counts the number of lattice paths from u1 = (0, 0) to v1 = (n−1, k)
taking at most j North steps at the level j.

By the same approach, we give in this subsection a combinatorial interpretation for the

over-Mahonian numbers
[

n

k

]↑

by lattice path.

Let P↑

n,k denote the set of lattice paths from the point (0, 0) to the point (n − 1, k),
with only North steps (vertical steps = (0, 1)), East steps (horizontal steps = (1, 0)) and
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North-East steps (diagonal steps = (1, 1)), such that the number of North steps in each
level j is at most j if there is no a diagonal step before and at most j− 1 North steps after
the diagonal step, where the levels associated to vertical lines are from 0 to n−1 as shown
in the example of Figure 1.

v1

u1

levels 0 1 2 3

Figure 1. A path P in P↑
4,6.

Theorem 3.1. The over-Mahonian number
[

n

k

]↑

counts the number of lattice paths from

u1 = (0, 0) to v1 = (n − 1, k) taking at most j North steps at the level j if there is no a

diagonal step before, and at most (j − 1) North steps at the level j after a diagonal step.

That is
[

n

k

]↑

=| P↑

n,k | .

Proof. Since
[

n

k

]↑

counts the number of permutations of length n having k overlined inver-
sions, here it suffices to prove that there exists a bijection between these permutations and
the lattice paths of P↑

n,k. So we do this as follows:

For each path P ∈ P↑

n,k, we can easily find the permutation associated to P , this permu-
tation is obtained as follows : we associate to the point (0, 0) the entry 1, the first step
is necessarily an East step or a North-East step. If this step is an East step, we move to
the point (1, 0) and we add to this point the entry 2 on the right of 1 (i.e., 12) and if this
step is a North-East step, we move to the point (1, 1) and we add in this point the entry 2
to the left of 1 (i.e., 21, which gives us an inversion). At the point (1,0), we have three
cases: if the next step of P is an East step, we add the entry 3 to the right of 2 (i.e., 123
), if the next step of P is an North-East step, we add the entry 3 to the right of 2 and we
move the entry 3 one position to the left of 2 (i.e., 132, which gives us an inversion ), and
if the next step of P is an North step, here we move the entry 2 one position to the left
(i.e., 21, which gives us an inversion). At the point (1,1), here we have two cases: if the
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next step of P is an East step, we add the entry 3 to the right of 1 (i.e., 213 ), if the next
step of P is an North-East step, here we add the entry 3 to the right of 1 and we move the
entry 3 one position to the left of 1 (i.e., 231, which gives us an inversion ). We proceed
the same operations with next points until we arrive to the point (n− 1, k), that gives us
the desired permutation. An example is shown in Figure 2. �

v1

u1

1 12

21

231

321

3241

3421

4321

Figure 2. The path associated to the permutation σ = 4321.

3.2. An overpartition interpretation. In this subsection, we give a combinatorial in-
terpretations for the over-Mahonian numbers by overpartitions.

First of all, we start by the following two definitions.

Definition 3.2. A partition λ = (λ1, λ2, . . . , λk) of n is a non-increasing sequence of
positive integers (i.e., λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λk) whose sum is n, and p(n) denotes the number
of partitions of n. For convenience, define p(0) = 1.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, λi is called a part of λ. Although we considered each part in a partition is
positive, we sometimes allow "zero" as a part.

The length of λ denoted l(λ) is the number of parts of λ; and the weight of λ denoted |λ|
is the sum of the parts of λ.

Definition 3.3. [7, Corteel and Lovejoy] An overpartition of n is a non-increasing se-
quence of natural numbers whose sum is n in which the first occurrence of a number may
be overlined and p(n) denotes the number of overpartitions of n. For convenience, define
p(0) = 1.

For example, there are 8 overpartitions of 3 enumerated by:

3, 3, 2 + 1, 2 + 1, 2 + 1, 2 + 1, 1 + 1 + 1, 1 + 1 + 1.
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Since the bijection between lattice paths and tiling is weight-preserving, we obtain the
following overpartition interpretation of the over-Mahonian numbers.

Theorem 3.4. The over-Mahonian number
[

n

k

]↑

counts the number of overpartitions into

k parts in which each part j must be used at most j times if the part j is not overlined

before and at most j−1 times if the part j is overlined before, and the largest part ≤ n−1.

Proof. Since
[

n

k

]↑

counts the number of lattice paths from (0, 0) to (n−1, k) taking at most
j North steps at the level j if there is no a diagonal step before, and at most j − 1 North
steps at the level j after a diagonal step. So, if we take the parts (resp. the overlined parts)
as the number of the cases above each North step (resp. North-East step) in the paths

associated to
[

n

k

]↑

, then we can easily see that the over-Mahonian number
[

n

k

]↑

counts the
number of overpartition into k parts in which each part j must be used at most j times if
the part j is not overlined before and at most j − 1 times if the part j is overlined before,
and the largest part ≤ n− 1. �

For example, Figure 3 shows the 16 overpartitions into k = 2 parts and the largest part
is n− 1 = 3.

v1

u1

λ = (1, 2)

v1

u1

λ = (1, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (2, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (2, 2)

v1

u1

λ = (1, 2)

v1

u1

λ = (1, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (2, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (2, 2)

v1

u1

λ = (1, 2)

v1

u1

λ = (1, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (2, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (3, 3)
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v1

u1

λ = (1, 2)

v1

u1

λ = (1, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (2, 3)

v1

u1

λ = (3, 3)

Figure 3. All lattice paths/overpartitions for n = 4 and k = 2.

3.3. A tiling interpretation. Ghemit and Ahmia [9] proved also that the Mahonian
number i(n, k) counts the number of ways to tile a board of length (n + k − 1) using k

red squares and n − 1 blue squares with at most j red squares successively if there are j

blue squares before. Motivated by their work, we give in this subsection a combinatorial
interpretation for the over-Mahonian numbers using the same combinatorial objects.

Let T ↑

n,k be the set of all tilings of a board of length (n+ k− 1) using only at most n− 1
blue squares, at most k red squares and black rectangles with an area of two squares (square
pair), where the number of successive red squares is at most j if there is j blue squares
before, and the number of successive red squares is at most j−1 after black rectangle, and
it is necessary that the number of red squares plus the number of black rectangle is equal
to k, and the number of blue squares plus the number of black rectangle is equal to n− 1.
The black rectangle is considered as blue square and red square in that order.

Remark 3.5. There is a bijection between the sets P↑

n,k and T ↑

n,k indeed, each East step
is replaced by blue square and North step is replaced by red square and diagonal step is
replaced by black rectangle. See Figure 4.

v1

u1

1 12

21

231

.

Figure 4. The tiling/lattice path associated to the permutation σ = 231.

According to this remark, we can easily obtain the following tiling interpretation for the
over-Mahonian numbers.
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Corollary 3.6. The over-Mahonian number
[

n

k

]↑

is equal to the cardinal of the set T ↑

n,k.

That is
[

n

k

]↑

=| T ↑

n,k | .

Example 3.7. For n = 3 and k = 2, we obtain
[

3

2

]↑

tilings with 2 blue squares and 2 red
squares and black rectangle, as shown in Figure 5.

Figure 5. The tiling interpretation associated to
[

3

2

]↑

.

4. Combinatorial proof of the log-Concavity and unimodality of the

over-Mahonian numbers

Log-concave and unimodal sequences arise often in combinatorics, geometry and algebra.
The reader is referred to [6, 14] for surveys of the diverse techniques employed to sequences
and polynomials for which are log-concave or unimodal.

A sequence of nonnegative numbers {xk}k is log-concave if xi−1xi+1 ≤ x2
i for all i > 0,

which is equivalent to (for relevant results one can see [5, 14]):

xi−1xj+1 ≤ xixj for j ≥ i ≥ 1.

A finite sequence of real numbers a0, . . . , am is said to be unimodal if there exist an index
0 ≤ m∗ ≤ m, called the mode of the sequence, such that ak increases up to k = m∗ and
decreases from then on, that is, a0 ≤ a1 ≤ · · · ≤ am∗ and am∗ ≥ am∗+1 ≥ · · · ≥ am. It is
easy to see that if a sequence is log-concave then it is unimodal [5].

A polynomial is called log-concave (resp. unimodal) if its coefficients form a log-concave
(resp. an unimodal) sequence. As examples, it is well-known that Gaussian polynomi-
als and q-multinomial coefficients [15, Theorem 3.11] are unimodal. And it is a classic
result (see for instance [4] for a proof) that the product of log-concave (resp. unimodal)

polynomials is log-concave (resp. unimodal). For example
∑(n

2
)

k=0
i(n, k)xk is log-concave

(resp. unimodal) polynomial, that is, the sequence i(n, 0), . . . , i(n,
(

n

2

)

) is log-concave (resp.
unimodal).

The first non-generating function proof of the log-concavity of the Mahonian numbers
i(n, k) in k is proposed by Bóna [3]. He used an injection property and the induction
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hypothesis over n, but this injection is non-constructive. For this, Ghemit and Ahmia
proposed in their paper [9] a constructive proof to replace the non-constructive injection
of Bóna.

The generating function proof of the log-concavity (resp. the unimodality) of the

over-Mahonian numbers
{

[

n

k

]↑
}

k
in k is easy to establish from Theorem 2.7, because

∑(n
2
)

k=0

[

n

k

]↑

xk is the product of log-concave (resp. unimodal) polynomials. But in this
section, motivated by work of Ghemit and Ahmia [9], we show that the over-Mahonian

numbers
{

[

n

k

]↑
}

k
form a log-concave sequence in k and therefore unimodal by constructing

the appropriate injection.

First of all, we propose the following key definition.

Definition 4.1. Let σ be a permutation of length n. For 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, let mσ
i be the

number of appearances of the entry i+ 1 as the first element of the overlined inversions of
σ. The total number of overlined inversions of σ is exactly

∑n−1

i=0
mσ

i .

Theorem 4.2. The sequence of over-Mahonian numbers
{

[

n

k

]↑
}

k
is log-concave in k, that

is :
(

[

n

k

]↑
)2

−

[

n

k − 1

]↑[
n

k + 1

]↑

≥ 0,

for all 0 < k ≤
(

n

2

)

.

Proof. Let P (n, k) denote the set of permutations of length n with k overlined inversions,

and
[

n

k

]↑

= |P (n, k)| the number of permutations of length n with k overlined inversions.

To prove the log concavity of the sequence of over-Mahonian numbers {
[

n

k

]↑

}k, it is

equivalent to find an injection fn,k,k from P (n, k+1)×P (n, k−1) to P (n, k)×P (n, k), such
that, fn,k,k(σ, τ) = (θ, π) with (σ, τ) ∈ P (n, k+1)×P (n, k−1) and (θ, π) ∈ P (n, k)×P (n, k).

Let (σ, τ) ∈ P (n, k + 1) × P (n, k − 1). We will define I as the largest integer which
satisfies the following three conditions:

∑

j≥I

mσ
j ≥

∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j + 1, if the entry (j + 1) = (I + 1) of the σ not overlined,(6)

∑

j≥I

mσ
j >

∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j + 1, if the entry (j + 1) = (I + 1) of the σ is overlined(7)

and
∑

j≥I

mτ
j + 1−

∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j ≤ I, if

∑

j≥I

mσ
j <

∑

j≥I

mτ
j + 1.(8)
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Now, we define the map fn,k,k as follows:

fn,k,k(σ, τ) = (θ, π),

where :

• θ is obtained by the following modifications on τ :

– For the entry (j+1), from (I +2) to n in ascending order: if the entry (j+1)
from σ is overlined, then overlined the entry (j + 1) from τ , else not overlined
the entry (j + 1) from τ .

– For the entry (j + 1), from n to (I + 2) in decreasing order: the entry j + 1
moves mτ

j positions to the right and overlined, if the entry j + 1 is overlined.
Else, the entry j + 1 only moves mτ

j positions to the right.

– For the entry j +1 = I +1: the entry j + 1 moves
(

∑I

i=1
mσ

i −
∑I

i=1
mτ

i − 1
)

positions to the left and overlined, if the entry j + 1 is overlined. Else, the

entry j + 1 only moves
(

∑I

i=1
mσ

i −
∑I

i=1
mτ

i − 1
)

positions to the left.

– For the entry (j + 1), from (I + 2) to n in ascending order: the entry j + 1
moves mσ

j positions to the left and overlined, if the entry j + 1 is overlined.
Else, the entry j + 1 only moves mσ

j positions to the left.

• π is obtained by the following modifications on σ:
– For the entry (j+1), from (I +2) to n in ascending order: if the entry (j+1)

from τ is overlined, then overlined the entry (j + 1) from σ, else not overlined
the entry (j + 1) from σ.

– For the entry (j + 1), from n to (I + 2) in decreasing order: the entry j + 1
moves mσ

j positions to the right and overlined, if the entry j + 1 is overlined.
Else, the entry j + 1 only moves mσ

j positions to the right.

– For the entry j +1 = I +1: the entry j + 1 moves
(

∑I

i=1
mσ

i −
∑I

i=1
mτ

i − 1
)

positions to the right and overlined, if the entry j + 1 is overlined. Else, the

entry j + 1 only moves
(

∑I

i=1
mσ

i −
∑I

i=1
mτ

i − 1
)

positions to the right.

– For the entry (j + 1), from (I + 2) to n in ascending order: the entry j + 1
moves mτ

j positions to the left and overlined, if the entry j + 1 is overlined.
Else, the entry j + 1 only moves mτ

j positions to the left.

To prove that fn,k,k is well defined we only need to check that:

0 ≤
I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≤ mσ

I(9)
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and

mτ
I +

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≤ I.(10)

Now, we simplify the inequality (9) as follows:

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 =

n−1
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j −

n−1
∑

j=1

mτ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j − 1

=

(

k + 1−
n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j

)

−

(

k − 1−
n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j

)

− 1

= 1−
n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j .

Then inequality (10) becomes:

mτ
I +

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 = mτ

I + 1−

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j

= 1−

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I

mτ
j .

Now, we show inequality (9), i.e.

0 ≤
I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≤ mσ

I .

Here, we have two cases :
First case : If

∑

j≥I m
σ
j ≥

∑

j≥I+1
mτ

j + 1, we have:

1−
∑

j≥I

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j ≤ 0 ⇔ 1−

∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j −mσ

I +
∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j ≤ 0

⇔ 1−
∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j ≤ mσ

I

⇔
I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≤ mσ

I .
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Second case : If
∑

j≥I m
σ
j >

∑

j≥I+1
mτ

j + 1, we have :

1−
∑

j≥I

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j < 0 ⇔ 1−

∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j −mσ

I +
∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j < 0

⇔ 1−
∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I+1

mτ
j < mσ

I

⇔
I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 < mσ

I .

It remains to show that :

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≥ 0.

For this, we have two cases:
First case : If

∑n−1

j=I+1
mσ

j <
∑n−1

j=I+2
mτ

j + 1, we have :

−
n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j > −

n−1
∑

j=I+2

mτ
j − 1 ⇔ 1−

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j > −

n−1
∑

j=I+2

mτ
j

⇔ 1−
n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+2

mτ
j > 0

⇔ 1−

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j > mτ

I+1 ≥ 0

⇔ 1−

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j > 0

⇔

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 > 0.

Second case : If
∑n−1

j=I+1
mσ

j ≥
∑n−1

j=I+2
mτ

j +1 and
∑n−1

j=I+1
mσ

j <
∑n−1

j=I+1
mτ

j +1, we have

1−
n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j > 0 ⇔

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 > 0.

We show the inequality (10): mτ
I +

∑I

j=1
mσ

j −
∑I

j=1
mτ

j − 1 ≤ I.
Here, we have two cases:
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First case : If
∑

j≥I m
σ
j <

∑

j≥I m
τ
j + 1, using the condition (8), we obtain:

∑

j≥I

mτ
j + 1−

∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j ≤ I ⇔ mτ

I +

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≤ I.

Second case : If
∑

j≥I m
σ
j ≥

∑

j≥I m
τ
j + 1, we have :

1−
∑

j≥I

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I

mτ
j ≤ 0 ⇔ 1−

∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I

mτ
j ≤ mσ

I ≤ I

⇔ 1−
∑

j≥I+1

mσ
j +

∑

j≥I

mτ
j ≤ I

⇔ mτ
I +

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1 ≤ I.

Now, we must check that (θ, τ) ∈ P (n, k) × P (n, k) which means that the number of
inversions in θ is k and the number of inversions in π is k.

The number of inversions in θ is calculated as follows
I
∑

j=1

mτ
j +

(

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1

)

+

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j =

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j +

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mσ
j − 1

=
n−1
∑

j=1

mσ
j − 1

= (k + 1)− 1 = k.

The number of inversions of π is calculated as follows
I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

(

I
∑

j=1

mσ
j −

I
∑

j=1

mτ
j − 1)

)

+

n−1
∑

j=I+1

mτ
j =

n−1
∑

j=1

mτ
j + 1

= (k − 1) + 1 = k.

Then (θ, τ) ∈ P (n, k) × P (n, k). Furthermore, f−1

n,k,k = fn,k+1,k−1, which gives us the
injectivity of fn,k,k and completes the proof. �

Here, we give an illustrative example.

Example 4.3. Let σ = 32451 a permutation with 5 overlined inversions and let τ = 12543
a permutation with 3 overlined inversions.

mσ
1 = 1

mσ
2 = 2

mσ
3 = 1

mσ
4 = 1

mτ
1 = 0

mτ
2 = 0

mτ
3 = 1

mτ
4 = 2
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First, we must find the index I, we have :

For I = 4, I+1 = 5, so mσ
4 = 1 = 0+1 then I = 4 does not satisfy the second condition

(7).

For I = 3, I + 1 = 4, so mσ
3 + mσ

4 = 2 < mτ
4 + 1 = 3 then I = 3 does not satisfy the

second condition (7).

For I = 2, I + 1 = 2, so mσ
2 + mσ

3 + mσ
4 = 4 = mτ

3 +mτ
4 + 1 = 4 then I = 2 does not

satisfy the second condition (7).

For I = 1, I + 1 = 3, so mσ
1 +mσ

2 +mσ
3 +mσ

4 = 5 > mτ
2 +mτ

3 +mτ
4 + 1 = 4 then I = 1

satisfies the second condition (7). Thus, I = 1 and our application gives :

32451 → 32451 → 32415 → 32145 → 21345 → 21435 → 21543

12543 → 12543 → 12435 → 12345 → 31245 → 31425 → 31452

Hence, f5,4,4(32451, 12543) = (21543, 31452), where θ = 21543 has 4 overlined inver-
sions, and π = 31452 has 4 overlined inversions.

Since the log-concave sequence is unimodal [5], we have immediately from the previous
theorem the following result.

Corollary 4.4. The sequence of over-Mahonian numbers
{

[

n

k

]↑
}

k
is unimodal in k.

Remark 4.5. Since there is a bijection between the permutations with overlined inversions
and the paths as shown in Subsection 3.1, then the previous theorem can be proved using
Sagan’s paths approach [13] by adding a new condition to his involution as follows. (See
also the approaches proposed in [8, 2]).

Let P1, P2 ∈ P
↑

n,k. And let u
P

−→ v denote P has initial vertex u and final vertex v.

Definition 4.6. Given u1

P1−→ v1 and u2

P2−→ v2. Then define the involution ϕI(P1, P2) =
(P

′

1, P
′

2) where :

P
′

1 = u1

P1−→ v0
P2−→ v2 and P

′

2 = u2

P2−→ v0
P1−→ v1,

i.e., switches the portions of P1 and P2 after v0 (see, Figure 6), where v0 is the last
vertex of P1 ∩ P2.
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u1

u2

v1

v2

v0
ϕI

u1

u2

v1

v2

v0

Figure 6. The involution ϕI .
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