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We give bijective results between several variants of lattice paths of length 2n (or 2n−2) and integer
compositions of n, all enumerated by the seemingly innocuous formula 4n−1. These associations lead
us to make new connections between these objects, such as congruence results.
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1 Introduction

We explore several links between different variants of integer compositions and generalizations of Dyck
paths. Let us first introduce these objects. First, an integer composition of a nonnegative integer n is
a tuple (n1, . . . ,nk) of nonnegative integers such that n = n1 + · · ·+nk. Note that integer partitions are
integer compositions such that n1 ≥ n2 ≥ ·· · ≥ nk, (equivalently, the order of summands is not significant).
Second, a Dyck path is a sequence of steps up u= (1,1) and down d= (1,−1) that starts at the origin,
ends on the x-axis, and never crosses the x-axis. All classes of paths we consider will start at the origin
and consist of steps u and d, but the constraints will differ. Natural classes are Dyck walks that have no
constraints, i.e., they may end anywhere and go below the x-axis, and Dyck bridges (also known as grand
Dyck paths) that have to end on the x-axis but may go below it.

Our results reveal a series of bijections, shown in Figure 1, connecting these structures through a
common enumeration formula

4n−1.

This gives the corresponding integer sequence A000302 in the OEIS1 many new combinatorial interpre-
tations. Additionally, these bijections often map natural statistics onto each other, such as the height of
peaks and the number of crossings of the x-axis.

2 Bijections involving integer compositions

We start with the simple initial bijection, connecting pairs of compositions and Dyck walks.

Proposition 2.1. There exists a natural bijection between pairs of compositions of n and Dyck walks of
length 2n−2.

1The On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences: http://oeis.org/
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Figure 1: Bijections proved in this paper of classes of paths and integer compositions that are all
enumerated by 4n−1.

Proof. Let a pair (A,B) of two compositions of n be given. First, we convert each composition to a binary
sequence: for each element k in a composition, append k−1 zeros followed by a 1. By construction, both
of these sequences have to end in 1. So we remove these ones and then concatenate the binary sequences,
with A’s sequence coming first. Finally, after replacing each 0 by an up step u and each 1 by a down
step d the claim follows. For the reverse direction cut the walk in the middle into two parts, and re-add the
ones.

A k-composition is an integer compositions whose parts come in k different colors with the restriction
that the last part of the composition is of the first color; see [1]. We will consider only 3-compositions.

Proposition 2.2. There exists a natural bijection between 3-compositions of n and pairs of compositions
of n.

Proof. By definition, the parts of 3-compositions have three labels 1, 2, and 3. Anticipating the result, we
introduce a notion of left and right: remove the labels of color 1, use label L for color 2, and label R for
color 3.

Now, we describe a map from 3-compositions of n to pairs of compositions of n. First, we create
two identical copies. In the first copy, we remove the labels R and add the parts labeled by L to the next
part. If the next part has also a label L, then the addition continues to the next part, etc. This gives a
composition A without any labels. Similarly, in the second copy, we remove the labels L and add the parts
labeled by R to the next part. Again, if the next part has also a label R, then the addition continues, and
we get a composition B without any labels. Observe that the size of both compositions has not changed.
Therefore, (A,B) is a pair of compositions of n.

To prove that this map is in fact a bijection, let us consider an arbitrary pair (A,B) of compositions of n.
The key statistic to consider is the run of identical parts: Let A = (a1,a2, . . . ,aℓA) and B = (b1,b2, . . . ,bℓB).
A run is a sequence of maximal length such that a1 = b1, a2 = b2, and so on. If a1 ̸= b2 we say the run
has length 0.

For the inverse map, we will describe a recursive algorithm, which reduces the sizes of A and B
in the pair (A,B) step-by-step and builds a 3-composition C. We start with an empty 3-composition C.
Depending on the first parts of A and B we distinguish three cases:
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1. If a1 = b1 then we attach a1 with label 1 to C, remove a1 from A, and remove b1 from B.

2. If a1 > b1 then we attach b1 with color 2 to C, replace a1 in A by a1 −b1, and remove b1 from B.

3. If a1 < b1 then we attach a1 with color 3 to C, remove a1 from A, and replace b1 in B by b1 −a1.

We repeat this process with the new values of A, B, and C. As the sizes of A and B decrease in each step
by at least one, this process terminates. Moreover, note that in each step both parts decrease by the same
size. Hence, in the last step the process ends with case one where both parts are equal, and therefore the
final part gets label 1, as required in the definition of 3-compositions.

Example 2.3. Consider the 3-composition 61+12+43+21
of n = 13. First, we remove the labels of color 1, use
label L for color 2, and label R for color 3. Second, we
create two identical copies. In the first copy, we remove
the labels R and add the parts labeled by L to the next part.
If the next part has also a label L, then the addition to the
next part continues, etc. Similarly, in the second copy, we
remove the labels L and add the parts labeled by R to the
next part. This gives a pair of compositions of n without
any labels, and we have shown in Proposition 2.2 that this
is in fact a bijection.

61 +12 +43 +21

(6+1L +4R +2), (6+1L +4R +2)

(6+1L +4+2), (6+1+4R +2)

(6,1L +4,2), (6,1,4R +2)

(6,5,2), (6,1,6)

3 Bijections involving Dyck paths

Let us now consider more complicated classes of Dyck paths. All of them use the concept of a peak,
which is a consecutive pattern ud. The first class we consider are Dyck paths with a marked peak, which
are classical Dyck paths enriched by a marker on a distinguished peak. Two such paths are different, if
the underlying paths differ, or, if the paths are the same then two different peaks are marked. Therefore,
the number of these paths is equal to the number of peaks in all Dyck paths, whose enumeration is
well-known; see, e.g., [3, Section 6.1].

Theorem 3.1. There is an explicit bijection between Dyck paths with a marked peak of height h and
Dyck bridges starting with a d step and h−1 crossings of the x-axis preserving the length. Therefore, the
number of peaks in all Dyck paths of length 2n is equal to

(2n−1
n

)
; see A001700.

Proof. Let D be a Dyck path with marked peak at height h. Using this peak, we decompose the path D
into a left part L from the origin to this peak and a right part R from this peak to the end: D = LR such
that L ends with u and R starts with d. In L we perform a last-passage decomposition, cutting at the u

leaving a certain altitude for the last time; while in R we perform a first-passage decomposition, cutting at
the d bringing us down to a new altitude for the first time; see Figure 2. More formally, we have

L = L1uL2u . . .uLhu, R = dRhdRh−1d . . .dR1, (1)

where Li and Ri for i = 1, . . . ,h are Dyck paths. Now, we pair the paths Liu and dRi with the same index
and map them as follows to non-empty Dyck paths:

Di = uLidRi.

http://oeis.org/A001700
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Figure 2: A Dyck path with a marked peak (red dot) at height 6 and its image under the bijection from
Theorem 3.1 given by a Dyck bridge starting with a d step and 5 = 6−1 crossings (red dots). The black
steps are used in the last-passage (resp., first-passage) decomposition in the proof.

Then we concatenate these parts, after mapping each part with odd index to its image obtained by any
fixed bijection ϕ between Dyck paths and negative Dyck paths. This gives the Dyck bridge

ϕ(D1)D2ϕ(D3)D4 . . .ϕ(Dh−1)Dh (2)

when h is even. For odd h it ends with ϕ(Dh). This bridge starts with a down step d and crosses the
x-axis h−1 times, as claimed. Second, let a Dyck bridge starting with a d step be given. We cut at each
crossing of the x-axis and recover the components Di and ϕ(Di). Hence, it is straightforward to recover
the components Li and Ri and to rebuild the Dyck path D with marked peak.

Finally, bridges of length 2n are counted by
(2n

n

)
, as there is an equal number of up and down steps.

Since half of them start with a down step, we get

1
2

(
2n
n

)
=

(
2n−1

n

)
.

We return now to the bijections of Figure 1 and we connect our results with 2-colored bridges;
see [2, Section 6.4]. They are defined as the concatenation of two bridges such that the first bridge is
colored in color 1 and the second one in color 2. Note that contrary to [2], we allow each part to be
empty. Hence, it is easy to see that its generating function is equal to the square of the generating function
B(z) = 1√

1−4z2 of bridges:

B(z)2 =
1

1−4z2 .

Proposition 3.2. There is an explicit bijection between 2-colored Dyck bridges and unconstrained Dyck
walks of the same length 2n.

Proof. Recall the classical notion of a Dyck meander, which is defined as the prefix of a Dyck path, i.e.,
a path that starts at 0, never goes below the x-axis, but does not necessarily end on the x-axis. We will
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use repeatedly that there is an explicit bijection between Dyck bridges and Dyck meanders of the same
length 2n; see [6]. Sometimes, it will be necessary to transform a meander further into a negative meander,
by flipping all steps, i.e., exchanging u by d and vice versa.

We distinguish four cases. First, the first and second bridges are non-empty. The idea is that the
change in color corresponds to the last crossing of the x-axis. For this purpose we transform the second
bridge into a meander or negative meander and attach it to the first bridge such that the attached meander
continues on the other side of the x-axis. We can easily reverse this procedure by cutting at the last
crossing of the x-axis. All the other cases will have no crossings. Second, if the first bridge is non-empty
and the second one is empty, we transform the first bridge into a meander. Third, if the first bridge is
empty and the second on is non-empty, we transform the second bridge into a negative meander. Finally,
if both bridges are empty, we map them to the empty walk.

We continue, with Dyck bridges with marked strict left-to-right maximum. A strict left-to-right
maximum is any peak ud that has a greater height than all peaks to its left. We called it marked in the
previous sense, when it is attached with a distinguished marker.

Proposition 3.3. There is an explicit bijection between Dyck bridges of length 2n with marked strict
left-to-right maximum at height h and 2-colored Dyck bridges of length 2n−2 with h−1 crossings of the
x-axis in color 1.

Proof. Let us start with a Dyck bridge with marked strict left-to-right maximum of length 2n. Then, we
cut the bridge at the first return to the x-axis after this maximum. The second part to the right is a bridge,
which we give color 2. Onto the first part we apply a similar idea as in the bijection of Theorem 3.1. As
before, we cut the path at the marked left-to-right maximum into a left and right part given by LR, such
that L ends with u and R starts with d. Now, we decompose it similar to (1) into

L = ϕ(L1)uϕ(L2)u . . .uϕ(Lh)u,

R = dRhdRh−1d . . .R2d,

where h is the height of the peak, and Li and Ri are Dyck paths. Note that in this case R ends with a d step
and contains only h−1 Dyck paths Ri. As in the proof of Theorem 3.1 we form Dyck paths Di = uLidRi

for i = 2, . . . ,h. Finally, we remove the two steps of the marked peaks, and get the following bridges with
two steps less (compare with Equation (2)):

ϕ(L1)D2ϕ(D3)D4 . . .ϕ(Dh−1)Dh,

when h is even. For odd h it ends with ϕ(Dh).
The mapping may be reversed by repeating the aforementioned steps in reverse order.

We end the bijections shown in Figure 1 by the following link to Dyck paths with height-labeled peak
that are Dyck paths in which one peak is associated with a label from {1,2, . . . ,h}, where h is the height
of the specific peak.
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Figure 3: A Dyck path with a height-labeled peak (red dot) with label 4 at height 6 and its image under
the bijection from Proposition 3.4 given by a Dyck bridge with marked strict left-to-right maximum (red
dot) at height 4 and 2 = 6−4 crossings (red squares).

Proposition 3.4. There is an explicit bijection between Dyck paths with height-labeled peak with label µ

at height h and Dyck bridges of the same length with marked strict left-to-right maximum at height µ and
h−µ crossings of the x-axis after this maximum.

Proof. This bijection follows directly from the one described in the proof of Theorem 3.1, whose notation
we will use here. The difference is that here we concatenate the (positive and negative) Dyck paths
differently; see Figure 3.

Let a Dyck path with height-labeled peak be given. Let h be the height of this peak and µ ∈ {1, . . . ,h}
be its label. First, we apply the bijection ϕ onto all parts Li in (1). From that we get the following bridge
in which the height-labeled peak is now a left-to-right maximum (underlined):

ϕ(L1)uϕ(L2)u . . .uϕ(Lh)udRhdRh−1d . . .dR1.

Next, we transform this bridge, such that in the end the height-label µ constitutes the height of the left-
to-right maximum. For this purpose, we create and concatenate the paths Di and ϕ(Di) in an alternating
fashion at the end:

ϕ(L1)uϕ(L2)u . . .uϕ(Lµ)udRµdRµ−1d . . .dR1 ϕ(Dµ+1)Dµ+2ϕ(Dµ+3) . . .Dh, (3)

when h−µ is even. Otherwise, the last Dh is replaced by ϕ(Dh).
For the reverse direction, let a Dyck bridge with marked left-to-right maximum be given. It is

then straightforward to decompose it into (3) and to reverse the steps above to build a Dyck path. The
left-to-right maximum becomes the height-labeled peak, labeled by its current height. Observe that the
height-labeled peak is lifted by the number of crossings of the x-axis to the left of this peak.
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4 Conclusion and Outlook

Having established links between the internal structures of Dyck paths and integer compositions, it is only
natural to ask whether important theorems from one subject can be transported to the other. When we talk
about integer compositions or partitions we are keen to see arithmetic properties in those structures. In the
long version of this work [4], we give further bijective links and we show that such arithmetic results also
exist in lattice paths. In particular, we are pleased to note that:

Theorem 4.1 ([4, Theorem 3.8]). Let Dr(n) be the number of Dyck paths with semi-length n and with
exactly r peaks for every reached height. Then Dr(n)≡ 0 (mod r+1) for n > r.

In the opposite direction we also want to see if important theorems in integer compositions and
partitions can “generate” theorems in the world of lattice paths. In 2020, Kim, Kim, and Lovejoy [5]
observed the phenomenon of parity bias in partitions, where they showed that: if po(n) denotes the
number of partitions of n with more odd parts than even parts and if pe(n) denotes the number of partitions
of n with more even parts than odd parts, then po(n)> pe(n).

In a subsequent article we will show that the analogous theorem is true even for integer compositions.
Furthermore, we will demonstrate that even for Dyck paths a similar result holds, when segregating paths
with respect to whether they have more peaks at odd or even heights.
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