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ON SOME POLYNOMIALS ENUMERATING FULLY PACKED
LOOP CONFIGURATIONS, EVALUATION AT NEGATIVE
VALUES

TIAGO FONSECA

ABSTRACT. In this article, we are interested in the enumeration of Fully Packed
Loop configurations on a grid with a given noncrossing matching. These quan-
tities also appear as the groundstate components of the O(n) Loop model as
conjectured by Razumov and Stroganov and recently proved by Cantini and
Sportiello.

When considering matchings with p nested arches these quantities are
known to be polynomials. In a recent article, Fonseca and Nadeau conjec-
tured some unexpected properties of these polynomials, suggesting that these
quantities could be combinatorially interpreted even for negative p. Here, we
prove some conjectures in this article. Notably, we prove that for negative p
we can factor the polynomials into two parts a “positive” one and a “negative”
one. Also, a sum rule of the negative part is proven here.

INTRODUCTION

In 2001, Razumov and Stroganov [18] conjectured that there is a correspondence
between the Fully Packed Loop (FPL) configurations, a combinatorial model, and
the components of the groundstate vector in the O(n) Loop model, a model in
statistical physics. On the one hand, the connectivity of the FPL configurations
at the boundary is described by a perfect noncrossing matchings © of 2n points
(see definitions 1.1). The number of FPL configurations associated to a certain
matching 7 is denoted by A,. On the other hand, the O(n) model is defined on
the set of matchings and the groundstate components are naturally indexed by
the matchings and are written ¢,. Razumov and Stroganov conjectured that this
quantities are the same A, = ¢, for all matchings 7. This conjecture was proved
in 2010 by Cantini and Sportiello [2].

Consider matchings with p nested arches surrounding a smaller matching m,

which we denote (7), = (---(m)---). It was conjectured in [20], and after proved
in [3, 13], that the quantities A(y) and 9. are polynomials in p. In a recent
article, Nadeau and Fonseca [11] conjectured some surprising properties of these

polynomials. The goal of this article is to prove some of these conjectures, notably
3.8 and 3.11.

Let m be a matching composed by n arches. We denote by A (p) (respectively
Y= (p)) the polynomial which coincides with A(,) (respectively ) ) when p is a
nonnegative integer. In this paper we prove that, for p between 0 and —n, these
quantities are either zero or they can be seen as the product of two distinct terms.
One being a new quantity g, also indexed by perfect noncrossing matchings and
the other being again the quantities A, .

The quantities g, are surprisingly connected with the Fully Packed Loop model:
the sum of the absolute values of g, is equal to the number of FPL configurations.
This relation has been proven in [10]. Here we prove another sum rule also con-
jectured in [11]: the sum of the quantities g, is equal to the number of vertically
symmetric FPL configurations, up to an eventual sign. These sum rules, together
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with other properties of g, rises the idea that these numbers g, have some com-
binatorial meaning, i.e. they are counting something which is related to the FPL
configurations.

An interesting byproduct of the proofs are the multivariate integral formulae
proposed for g,, which allow us to reformulate the first mentioned conjecture in a
stronger form (a polynomial form).

Let us give a detailed outline of this article. In the first section, we introduce
the two models: the Fully Packed Loop (FPL) model and the O(n) Loop model,
and the associated quantities A, and 1, respectively. Furthermore, we give a brief
perspective of the case of m when it contains p nested arches.

In Section 2 we state the two conjectures that we solve here. They concern the
polynomials A (t).

In order to prove the first one, we introduce a multivariate polynomial ver-
sion of the quantities ¥, in Section 3, defined though the quantum Knizhnik—
Zamolodchikov equation. Although it seems a more complicated approach, this
version allows us to use some polynomial properties, which will be essential to the
proof.

The two further sections are dedicated to the proof of the conjectures. The
paper finishes with an appendix, where we describe some important results, which
are straightforward but a little bit tedious.

1. DEFINITIONS

In this section we introduce the concept of matchings. Furthermore, we briefly
describe the Fully Packed Loop model and the O(n) Loop model. Finally, we
introduce the concept of nested matching.

1.1. Matchings. A matching' 7 of size n is defined as a set of n disjoint pairs of
integers {1,...,2n}, which are noncrossing in the sense that if {7, j} and {k,{} are
two pairs in 7 with ¢ < j and k < [, then it is forbidden to have i < k < j < I
or k < i <!l < j. The number of matchings with n pairs is the Catalan number
en =7 ().

Matchings can be represented in several ways:

e A Link Pattern is a set of noncrossing arches on 2n horizontally aligned
points labelled from 1 to 2n. Given a pair in a matching {i, j}, the corre-
sponding arch connects point ¢ to the point j. This will be our standard
representation;

{{1,2},{3,6},{4,5}} & =~ L=

o A well-formed sequence of parentheses, also called parenthesis word. Given
an arch in a matching, the point connected to the left (respectively to the
right) is encoded by an opening parenthesis (resp. by a closing parenthesis);

=L < ()(0)

e A Dyck Path, which is a path between (0,0) and (2n,0) with steps NE
(1,1) and SE (1, —1) that never goes under the horizontal line y = 0. An
opening parenthesis corresponds to a NE step, and a closing one to a SE

step;
0(0) = AN\

Lthese matchings are usually called perfect noncrossing matchings in the literature, but this is
the only kind of matchings we will encounter so there will be no possible confusion.
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e A Young diagram is a collection of boxes, arranged in left-justified rows,
such that the size of the rows is weakly decreasing from top to bottom.
Matchings with n arches are in bijection with Young diagrams such that
the 7th row from the top has no more than n — i boxes. The Young dia-
gram can be constructed as the complement of a Dyck path, rotated 45°

counterclockwise;

e A sequence a = {ay,...,a,} C {1,...,2n}, such that a;_1 < a; and a; <
2i — 1 for all i. Here a; is the position of the ith opening parenthesis.

0(0) < {1,3,4}

We will often identify matchings under those different representations, through
the bijections explained above. We may need at times to stress a particular repre-
sentation: thus we write Y () for the Young diagram associated to 7, and a(n) for
the increasing sequence associated to m, etc...

We will represent p nested arches around a matching = by “(w),”, and p consec-
utive small arches by “()?”; thus for instance

((C00NNOO0O = (0?10,

We define a partial order on matchings as follows: o < 7 if the Young diagram
of w contains the Young diagram of o, that is Y (o) C Y (x). In the Dyck path
representation, this means that the path corresponding to ¢ is always weakly above
the path corresponding to 7; in the sequence representation, if we write a = a(o)
and @’ = a(m), then this is simply expressed by a; < a for all 7.

Given a matching 7, we define d(m) as the total number of boxes in the Young
diagram Y (7). We also let 7* be the conjugate matching of 7, defined by: {i,j} is
an arch in 7* if and only if {2n+1—j,2n+1—4} is an arch in 7. This corresponds
to a mirror symmetry of the parenthesis word, and a transposition in the Young
diagram. We also define a natural rotation r on matchings: ¢,j are linked by an
arch in r(7) if and only if 41, j+ 1 are linked in 7 (where indices are taken modulo
2n). These last two notions are illustrated on Figure 1.

= L N 7= LTSN 2\ A T(ﬁ):_®_

FIGURE 1. A matching, its conjugate, and the rotated matching.

We need additional notions related to the Young diagram representation. So let
Y be a young diagram, and u one of its boxes. The hook length h(u) is the number
of boxes below v in the same column, or to its right in the same row (including the
box wu itself). We note Hy the product of all hook lengths, i.e. Hy =[],y h(u).

1.2. Fully Packed Loop. A Fully Packed Loop configuration (FPL) of size n is a
subgraph of the square grid with n? vertices, such that each vertex is connected to
exactly two edges. We furthermore impose the following boundary conditions: we
select alternatively every second of the external edges to be part of our FPLs. By
convention, we fix that the leftmost external edge on the top boundary is part of
the selected edges, which fixes thus the entire boundary of our FPLs. We number
these external edges clockwise from 1 to 2n, see Figure 2.

In each FPL configuration F' the chosen external edges are clearly linked by
paths which do not cross each other. We define 7(F') as the set of pairs {7, j} of
integers in {1,...,2n} such that the external edges labeled 7 and j are linked by
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FicUre 2. FPL with its associated matching

a path in F. Then #(F) is a matching in the sense of Section 1.1; an example is
given on the right of Figure 2.

Definition 1.1 (A). For any matching 7, we define A, as the number of FPLs
F such that n(F) = 7.

A result of Wieland [20] shows that a rotation on matchings leaves the numbers
A, invariant, and it is then easily seen that conjugation of matchings also leaves
them invariant:

Theorem 1.2 ([20]). For any matching 7, we have Ayx = Ay(z) and Ay = Az-.

Now we let A,, be the total number of FPLs of size n; by definition we have
A, =Y Ay where 7 goes through all matchings with n arches. We also define
AY as the number of FPLs of size n which are invariant with respect to vertical
symmetry. It is easily seen that AY = 0. We have the famous product expressions
of these quantities:

B

1 (6k —2)!(2k — 1)!
(2) A1 = on 131 (4k — 1)1(4k = 2)!I"

The original proofs can be found in [22, 16] for A, and [17] for AY.

1.3. O(n) Loop model. In this subsection we briefly explain the O(n) Loop model
with periodic boundary conditions; for more details see [13, 25, 4]. Let n be an
integer, and define a state as a column vector indexed by matchings of size n.

Let e; be the operator on matchings which creates a new arch at (4,7 + 1), and
join the vertices formerly linked to ¢ and ¢ + 1, as shown in the following examples:

egﬂ_@_:ﬁ:@::m

643_@:@:3_@

The operator e creates an arch linking the positions 1 and 2n. Attached to these
operators is the Hamiltonian

2n—1

Hon = D (1—e),

i=0
where 1 is the identity. Ha, acts naturally on states, and the groundstate (¢ ) x:|x|=n
attached to Hsa,, is defined as follows:
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Definition 1.3 (¢). Let n be a positive integer. We define the groundstate in the
O(n) Loop model as the vector 1 = (¢ ) z:|x|=n Which is the solution of Ha,¢) =0,
normalized by vy, = 1.

By the Perron-Frobenius theorem, this is well defined. We have then the follow-
ings properties:
Theorem 1.4. Let n be a positive integer.
o For any 7, Yy(x) = Ype = .
o The numbers v, are positive integers.
o > .= A,, where the sum is over matchings such that |w| = n.

The stability by rotation and conjugation is clear from the symmetry of the
problem. The integral property was proved in [8, Section 4.4], while the sum rule
was proved in [7]. The computation of this groundstate has received a lot of interest,
mainly because of the Razumov—Stroganov (ex-)conjecture.

1.4. The Razumov—Stroganov conjecture. A simple computation shows that

Vnnn=2 Y =2 Y~ ~=1
Ya =1 Ve = 1

which are exactly the numbers that appear in the FPL counting:

r
~AAA ~ A~ AR AN A AN
Razumov and Stroganov [18] noticed in 2001 that this seems to hold in general,

and this was recently proved by Cantini and Sportiello [2]:

Theorem 1.5 (Stroganov—Razumov—Cantini-Sportiello Theorem). The ground-
state components of the O(n) Loop model count the number of FPL configurations:
for any matching =,

wﬂ' = Ar.

The proof of Cantini and Sportiello consists in verifying that the relations of
Definition 1.3 hold for the numbers A,. We note also that the results of Theorem 1.4
are now a corollary of the Razumov—Stroganov conjecture.

1.5. Matchings with nested arches and polynomials. In [26], Zuber com-
puted some t(,) for some small matchings 7, and p = 0,1,2,.... Among other
things, he conjectured the following:
Theorem 1.6 ([3, 13]). For any matching © and p a nonnegative integer, the
quantity Ay, can be written in the following form:
Pr(p)
A =
(m)p d(m)!”

where Pr(p) is a polynomial in p of degree d(m) with integer coefficients, and leading
coefficient equal to d(m)!/Hy (1.

This was proved first by Caselli, Krattenthaler, Lass and Nadeau in [3] for A ,
and by Fonseca and Zinn-Justin in [13] for ¢,y . Because of this polynomiality
property, we introduce the following notations:

Definition 1.7 (A, (t) and ¥ (t)). We let A.(t) (respectively 1, (t)) be the poly-
nomial in ¢ such that A (p) = A(y), (resp. Yz (p) = Y(x,) for all integers p > 0.
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By the Razumov—Stroganov conjecture 1.5 one has clearly for all 7:
Ar(t) = (D).
We introduced two different notations so that the origin of the quantities involved

becomes clearer; in most of this paper however we will only use the notation ¢ (¢).
The following proposition sums up some properties of the polynomials.

Proposition 1.8. The polynomial 1. (t) has degree d(m) and leading coefficient
1/Hy (). Furthermore, we have Y (t) = r=(t), and P r),(t) = Yz (t +£) for any
nonnegative integer £.

The first part comes from Theorem 1.6, while the rest is clear when ¢ is a non-
negative integer and thus holds true in general by polynomiality in ¢.

2. CONJECTURES

The aim of this article is to prove two conjectures presented in [11] about the
polynomials ¢, (t) for negative t. In fact, when computing these quantities, it is
natural to add an extra parameter 7, i.e. there is a bivariate polynomial ¢, (7,t)
which has the same properties as 9 (¢) and in the limit 7 = 1, it coincides with
().

In Section 3, where we explain how to compute the 1, (¢), the origin of this
parameter will be made more clear. For now, it will be enough to think at this
parameter as a refinement.

2.1. Integer roots. Let 7 be a matching, represented by a link pattern, and |x| =
n its number of arches. Define & :=2n+ 1 — z.

Definition 2.1 (my(7)). Let p be an integer between 1 and n— 1. We consider the
set AL(m) of arches {a1,as} such that a; < p and p < ag < p, and the set AF () of
arches {a1,as} such that p < a; < p and ag > p. It is clear that ‘Aﬁ(ﬂ')‘ + ’Af(ﬂ)’
is a even nonnegative integer, and we can thus define the nonnegative integer

_ A @[+ A ()|

= 5 )

For example, let m be the following matching with eight arches. For p = 4, we
get | AL (m)| = 3 and | A (7)| = 1, which count arches between the regions (O) and
(I), thus my(7) = 2. In the figure on the right we give an alternative representative
by folding the link pattern, it is then clear that my, () is half of the number of
arches linking (O) with (I).

my(m) :

m ~'

1234,56788%6354321 12345678
The reader can check that m, =0,1,2,2,2,1,1forp=1,...,7.
It was conjectured in [11] that these numbers correspond to the multiplicity of

the real roots of ¢ (t):

Conjecture 2.2. All the real roots of the polynomials V. (t) are negative integers,
and —p appears with multiplicity my,(m). Equivalently, we have a factorization:

|7|—1
0elt) = e | T+ ) -@et0,

where Q(t) is a polynomial with integer coefficients and no real roots.
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In the context of the O(n) Loop model, it is normal to have an extra parameter
7. We have then ¢ (7, t) which coincides with ¢, (7) whenever 7 = 1. The previous
conjecture seems to hold, the only difference being that @), depends now on 7.

In Section 4, we prove a weaker version of this conjecture: . (7,—p) = 0 if

mp(m) # 0.

2.2. Values at negative p. We are now interested in the value of the polynomial
Yr (1, —p) for integer values 0 < p < n. It has been already conjectured that it
vanishes if m,,(m) # 0.

So let m be a matching and p such that m,(7) vanishes. It means that there are
no arches that link the outer part with the inner part of 7. Ile. we can define a
matching sitting in the outer part (denote it by «) and an other in the inner part
(denote it by B), as shown in the picture:

«
7T:p 6 p

we introduce the notation m = a o 8 to describe this situation. We need one more
definition:

Definition 2.3 (g,). For any matching m we define
9x(7) = tu (1, —|m]),
and g, := gx(1).
We are now ready to present the main result of this article:

Theorem 2.4 (Generalization of Conjecture 3.8 of [11]). Let m be a matching and
p be an integer between 1 and |w|—1 such that my(7) =0, and write 1 = a0 B with
|a| =p. We then have the following factorization:

Yr (Ta _p) = Ya (T)’L/JB (T)

Notice that we are reducing the number of unknowns from ¢,, to ¢, + ¢,—p — 1.
The proof is postponed to Section 4.
2.3. Sum rules. It has been proved in [10] that these numbers g,(7) have some
interesting properties. For example g (—7) = (—=1)*™g, (1) and
Theorem 2.5 ([10]). We have the sum rule:

> gn(m) = 3 nl-).
7:|7|=n 7:|7|=n

This can be used to partially prove Conjecture 3.11 of [11]. Notice that, according

to the Conjecture 2.2, (—1)4™ g, = |g,|.

Theorem 2.6. For any positive integer n, we have

(3) > (—1)MMg. = 4,
| w|=n
(4) S o= (1T (AY)
| m|=n

where d(m) is the number of boxes of the Young diagram Y (7).

The first equation (3) has been proved in [10], and it follows from Theorem 2.5.
Here we will prove the second equation 4. The point is that > _gr = > _1(—1) is
equivalent to the minus enumeration of TSSCPP which appears in Di Francesco’s
article [0], and this can be computed, see Section 5.3 for a better explanation.
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3. MULTIVARIATE SOLUTIONS OF THE O(n) LOOP MODEL

In this section, we briefly describe a multivariate version of the O(n) Loop model.
This version, although more complicated, is useful to the proof of Theorem 2.4.

The O(n) model is an integrable model, meaning that there is an operator called
R-Matrix which obeys to the Yang-Baxter equation. We can add new parameters
{21, 2z2,..., 220}, called spectral parameters, which will characterize each column.
In this multivariate setting, the groundstate depends on the 2n spectral parameters
(and in an extra parameter ¢), in fact the components of the groundstate can be
normalized such that they are homogeneous polynomials W, (z1, ..., za,) of degree
n(n —1). The important fact about these solutions is that we recover the solutions
of the O(n) model, as stated in Section 1.3, in the limit z; = 1 for all ¢, and
q= 627ri/3-

We shall not describe this model in detail here, such detailed description can be
found in [13, 25, 8, 10].

In order to simplify notation we will use z = {z1,..., 22, }, thus we will often
write W, (z). Notice that these polynomials depend on ¢, but we omit this depen-
dence.

3.1. The quantum Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equation. The groundstate of
the multivariate O(n) model is known to solve the quantum Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov
(qKZ) equation in the special value ¢ = e2™"/3. See a complete explanation
in [25, 10].

The qKZ equation was firstly introduced in a paper by Frenkel and Reshetkhin [14].
Here we use the version introduced by Smirnov [19]. Let the R-Matrix be the fol-
lowing operator,

-1
y 24 — 2
Ri(zi,ziy1) = Lt j “Id + — i
qzi —q “Zi+1 qzi —q “Zit1
The quantum Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation:

i+l — %

e The exchange equation:
(5) Ri(2iy 20 1)U (21, oy 20y Zids -+ oy Zon) = W21,y Zi 1, Zie e -+ s Zom),
fori=1,...,2n.
e The rotation equation:
(6) P (21, 20, ...y 2on) = KV (22, . . ., Zon, 521),
W3}(16rel)n is a constant such that p=2" = 1. In our case s = ¢® and k =
q>\" .

3.2. Solutions of the quantum Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equation. We start
for pointing down some properties of the solutions of the qKZ equation without
proof.

e The solutions are homogeneous polynomials in 2n variables;
e The total degree is n(n — 1) and the individual degree in each z; is n — 1;
e They obey to the wheel condition:

P(a1, .. 2on)|mges,mgan, =0 VE>j >

In fact these three properties define a vector space:

Definition 3.1 (V,,). We define V,, as the vector space of all homogeneous polyno-
mials in 2n variables, with total degree § = n(n—1) and individual degree §; = n—1
in each variable which obey to the wheel condition.

This vector space has dimension c¢,, exactly the number of matchings of size
|| = n. Moreover, the polynomials ¥ (z) verify the following important lemma:
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Lemma 3.2 ([9]). Let ¢¢ = {¢,...,q*}, where ¢, = £1 are such that changing
g~ into “(” and changing q into “)” gives a valid parenthesis word m(e). Then

‘I’w(qe) = Td(ﬂ)(sﬂ,e;
where 6 = 1 when we have w(e) = w. T is related with q by the formula T =
—qg—q "
Since there are ¢, polynomials U, (2), this lemma shows that these polynomials

form a basis of V,,. Thus a polynomial in this space is determined by its value on
these points ¢°.

3.3. A different approach. We now define another set of polynomials, introduced
in [9], ®4(21,...,22,) (indexed by the increasing sequences defined earlier), by the
integral formula:

(7) (I)a(z) = kn H (qzi - qilzj)

1<i<j<2n

X ?{ ) jéﬁ dw; [i<icj<n(wi —wi)(qui — g twj)
=1

2mi ngkgai (w; — 1) Hai<k§2n(qwi —qta)’

where the integral is performed around the z; but not around ¢~2z;, and k, =

(¢q—q 1) 1.
It is relatively easy to check that these polynomials belong to the vector space
V., 80 we can write:

Da(2) =Y Carn(r)¥r(2),
where C, (7) are the coefficients given by the formula:
Do (q°) = 7V Cy (7).

An algorithm to compute the coefficients C, (7) is given in [9, Appendix A].
We just need the following facts:

Proposition 3.3 ([13, Lemma 3]). Let a and 7 be two matchings. Then we have:
0 if £ a;
Cor(r) =11 if m=aq;

P, (1) ifm<a,
where P, »(T) is a polynomial in T with degree < d(a) — d(m) — 2.
Moreover, we have
(8) Can(7) = (1)1 Co r(=7),

since it is a product of polynomials Us in 7 with degree of the form d(a) —d(7) — 2k,
k € N, and parity given by d(a) — d(m): this is an easy consequence of [13, p.12 and
Appendix C].

By abuse of notation, we write (a)p to represent {1, .,p,ptar,...,p+ an},
since this corresponds indeed to adding p nested arches to 7(a) via the bijections
of Section 1. Then one easy but important lemma for us is the following:

Lemma 3.4 ([13, Lemma 4]). The coefficients Cy »(7) are stable, that is:
Clayy, (), (1) = Can(r) ~ VpeN.

We remark that Proposition 3.3, Equation (8) and Lemma 3.4 also hold for the
coefficients C 1 (7) of the inverse matrix.
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3.4. The homogeneous limit. The bivariate polynomials ¥, (7, t) are defined as
the homogeneous limit of the previous multivariate polynomials (i.e. z; = 1 for
all ). Though we are mostly interested in the case 7 = 1, since we recover the
groundstate 1, (t) = ¥.(1,t), as explained in [25], the variable 7 it will be useful
for the proofs presented here.

Define ¢, (7) := ®,(1,...,1)% Using variable transformation

U; = 1
qw; — ¢

we obtain the formula:
du;
(9) 7{ %H Dmiu® — ;) (1 + Tuj + uiuy).
Thus, we can then obtain the 1/),,(7') via the matrix C(7):

(10) ba (T) = Z Ca,ﬂ‘(T)’l/)ﬂ‘ (T)a
(11) Yr(r) = Cr b(7T)¢a(7)

Let a; be the components of (a),. Now

n+p dus
D), (T 7{ j{ H - —w;)(1+ Tuj + uguy)

2muz ]>l

du;
7{ j{H 2 (1 + 7ui)? H(“J — ;) (14 Tuy + uguy),

>

where we integrated in the first p variables and renamed the rest upy; — u;. This
is a polynomial in p, and we will naturally note ¢, (7,t) the polynomial such that

¢a (Ta p) = ¢(a)p (T)

Finally, from Equation (11) and Lemma 3.4 we obtain the fundamental equation
(12) Z T)Pa (T, 1).
In the special case 7 = 1, we write Cyr = Co x(1), ¢a(t) = ¢o(1,t) and thus
Ar(t) = ¥e(t) =) Crida(t)
thanks to the Razumov—Stroganov conjecture 1.5.

4. DECOMPOSITION FORMULA

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 2.4. With this in mind, we intro-
duce two new multivariate polynomials ¥, _,(z) and G(z), which generalize the
quantities ¢ (7, —p) and g, (7) respectively.

4.1. New polynomials. Let 7 be a matching with size || = n and p be a non-
negative integer less or equal than n. We require that the new object U, _,(2) has
the following essential properties:

o It generalizes ¢ (7, —p), i.e. ¥ (T,—p) =V, _p(1,...,1);

e When p = 0, we have ¥, o(2) = U, (2), justifying the use of the same letter;

e They are polynomials on z;.

2Notice that P4 (z) depends on g, even if we do not write it explicitly.
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Thus, we can define a multivariate version of g, (7), by
(13) Gr(z1,. . 22n) = Vn _jr(21,. .+, 220),

such that g, (7) = G(1,...,1).
Surprisingly enough, using these new polynomials we can state a theorem equiv-
alent to Theorem 2.4:

Theorem 4.1. Let w be a matching and p be an integer between 1 and |w| —1 such
that mp(m) = 0, and write 1 = o B with |a| = p. We then have the following
factorization:

Ve _p(z1,- s 220) = Gal21, oo 2py 25y -3 27) VB (2pa1, - o5 Zp—1)-
In what follows we use the short notation z(©) for the outer variables {z1,..., 2p,
Zp,..., %} and z() for the inner variables {Zp+1,-- -, 2p-1}.

4.2. A contour integral formula. We will follow the same path as in Section 3.3.
That is, we introduce a new quantity @, _,(z) defined by a multiple contour integral
formula, and after we can obtain ¥, _,(z) by:

(14) Vr—p(z) = ZC;i(T)q)a,—p(z)-

This new quantity @, _p,(z) must be a generalization of the formula ®,(z), let
j=2n—j+1

o) =k [] (0z—a'2) [] (az—a"'%)

1<i,5<p 2<ij<p

P 2n—p

IT II ez —a =) J] (azi—a'2)

i=1j=p+1 p<i<j<p

7{ %H dw; Tl (w; —wi)(qui — g~ wy) H qui —q "'z
2mi H]<a w; — zj) Hj>ai (qwi — q=12;5) 1 9% — 4 Yw;’

where k,, is a normalization constant:

Lo Ja=a e if p = 0;
" (g - qfl)f(pfl)zf("ﬂ’)(n*?”*l) otherwise,

and the contours of integration surround all z; but not ¢*2z;. This means, that
integrating is equivalent to choose all possible combinations of poles (wy — z;) ™! for
all k < n such that ¢ < ai. Notice that the presence of the Vandermonde implies
that we cannot chose the same pole twice.

In the homogeneous limit z; = 1 for all ¢, we get:

du;
Do, p( 7{ %H DT (14 7u;)~? H — ;) (1 + Tuj 4+ uiuy),

7>

which is precisely ¢q(7, —p). In fact, this is the main reason for the formula pre-
sented here.
Therefore, we can write

(15) Gr(2) = D Crt(T)®a i (2),

where the sum runs over all matchings a. In fact, we will use this equation as

definition of G (z).
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4.3. Some properties of ®, _,(z). In Section 3.3, we have seen that ®,(z) are
useful because they are homogeneous polynomials with a certain degree which obey
to the wheel condition, thus they span V, and we can expand U.(z) as a linear
combination of ®,(z). We hope that we can find some properties of ®, _,(z) which
allow us to apply similar methods. Let us start with the polynomiality:

Proposition 4.2 (Polynomiality). The function ®q _p(21,...,22n) is a homoge-
neous polynomial on the variables z;.

Proof. 1t is obvious that ®, _,(z) can be written as a ratio of two polynomials.
Thus, to prove that this is a polynomial, it is enough to prove that there are no
poles. The proof is straightforward but tedious, thus we shall not repeat on the
body of this paper, see the Appendix A.1 for the details.

The fact that it is homogeneous is obvious from the definition, once we know
that it is a polynomial. (I

Proposition 4.3 (The individual degree). The degree of the polynomials ¥, _p(2)
at a single variable z; is given by:

0 ifi=1ori=1;
0 =<p—1 ifl<i<porp<i<lI;
n—p—1 ifp<i<p.
Proof. For a certain variable z; two things can happen when we perform the contour

integration. Either we chose a pole (wy — z;)~! for some k = 1,...,n or not. It is
enough to compute the degree in both cases and we arrive to the desired result. [

Proposition 4.4 (The combined degree). The degree of the polynomials ¥o _p(2)
in the outer variables is (p — 1)2, in the inner variables is (n —p)(n —p—1) and in
all variables is (p — 1)+ (n — p)(n —p — 1).

Proof. The total degree in all variables is easy to compute: § = (p — 1)? + (n —
p)(n—p—1).

The total degree in the inner variables (respectively outer variables) is more com-
plex. Assume that we choose « inner poles (w; — z;)~! for p < j < p (respectively
outer poles (w; — z;)~! for j < por j > p). The degree is a(2n —2p —a) —n+p
(respectively a(2p —a) —2p+1).

The maximum is when o« = n — p (respectively & = p), and it is equal to
(n—=p)(n—p—1) (vesp. (p —1)*). O

Notice that if we choose the maximum in both sets (the outer and the inner
variables) we obtain (p —1)% + (n —p)(n — p — 1), which is equal to §. Thus we can
write:

(16) ®a,—p(2) = Y Pi(z')Qi(=1),

where P; and @; are polynomials of total degree (p — 1)? and (n — p)(n —p — 1)
respectively.

Proposition 4.5 (The wheel condition). Let z;, = ¢*z; = ¢*z; forp <i < j <k <
p. Thus, ®q_p(z) =0.

Proof. The term [],_;;,(qzi —q~"2;) contain two zeros (if 21, = Pz = q*z), if
we want to prove the wheel condition it is enough to prove that it is impossible to
cancel both at the same time. In order to cancel the zero (gz; — ¢~ 12x), we need
to chose a pole (w; — z;)~! for some [ such that j < a; < k. In the same way we
must chose (w,, — 2z;)~! for some m such that i < a,, < j. But this implies that
m < 1, so (qu,, — g tw;) will be zero, making the whole expression to vanish. [J

-1



POLYNOMIALS COUNTING FPL CONFIGURATIONS AT NEGATIVE VALUES 13

Therefore the inner parts Q;(zp+1,. .., 23—1) are homogeneous polynomials with
total degree (n — p)(n — p — 1) and satisfy the wheel condition, so they belong to
the vector space V,_,, that is:

(17) P4, —p(2) = Z Pa;B(Z(O))‘I]ﬂ(Z(I))a
B:|Bl=n—p

where the sum runs over all matchings § of size n — p.

4.4. Computing F,.3. In order to compute these polynomials, we need a new
definition:

Definition 4.6. Let a = {a1,...,a,} be a matching of size n. Separate it into two
parts: the inner part composed by all p < a; < p subtracted by p, and the outer
part composed by all a; < p, and the a; > p subtracted by 2(n — p). Let ¢ be the
inner part and b the outer part. Moreover if the number of elements of ¢ is bigger
than n — p by s we add s times p to the outer part. b and ¢ are not necessarily
matchings.

Write a =bec.

If my(m) = 0, this definition coincides with the one of # = a o 5. For example,
let a ={1,3,5,6,7,10} and p = 4. Then, we have b = {1,3,4,6} and ¢ = {1, 2, 3}.

With this new notation, the polynomials P,.5(21,. .., 2p, 23, . ., 21) are given by
the following proposition:

Proposition 4.7.

Poac,—p(2) = Po,—p((9) Y Cep(r)Us (")
8

Proof. Remember that the coefficients C,, (1) are defined as C, (1) = 7-4™ &, (¢™)
and can be constructed using the algorithm based in a recursion formula proved in
Lemma A.2:

a(g") = [s]7 1D D4 (g7),

where 7 is a matching obtained by removing a small arch (j,7 4+ 1) from 7, a is a
matching obtained from a by removing one element a; of the sequence such that
a; = j, decreasing all elements bigger then j by two (a; — a; — 2 if a; > j) and by
one if the element is equal to j (a; = a; — 1 if a; = j), s is the number of a; such
that a; = J.

Therefore we can study the polynomial ®pe. _,(2) at the special points z =
{#1,...,2p,4%, 25, ..., 21}, because this is enough to characterize the polynomial.
It is not difficult to see that we obtain exactly the same recursion formula, see
Lemma A.4 for the technical details.

Thus, it is not hard to prove that

q)boc,fp(zla ce ey 2Dy qﬁv Zpy e Zi) = CC,ﬁ(T)Td(ﬁ)q)b,fp(zla sy Bpy RPy ey Zi)a

which is the object of Corollary A.5. This is equivalent to the result we wanted to
prove. (]

The remaining polynomial ®; _, can be expressed by means of the polynomials
Go:

Proposition 4.8.
Oy, p(2) =" Cha(r)Ga(z).
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Proof. If b is a matching, this proposition is equivalent to the definition of G,,.

Thus, the hard case is when b is not a matching. In that case Cy o(7) is defined
by the equation ®;(¢*). We know that V, is spanned by ®s(z1,. .., 2z2p) where f is
a matching of size p. So we can write ®y(21,...,22p) = Zf Ry s (T)®y (21, ..., 22p),
where Ry 7(7) is a matrix to be determined. This is equivalent to

(18) Ch,al(T ZRbf 7)Cfa(7)-

where f and « are matchings, but not necessarily b.

We shall determine an algorithm to compute the matrix Ry, (), but we shall
only treat the case when b; < 2¢ — 1 for all 4, but ignoring the condition b; # b; if
i # 7. Thus, the only “anomaly” which can occur is the existence of several b; with
the same value, this is, there are some p such that #{b; : b; = p} > 1.

Let b be such that it has one element repeated at least twice, say by = by+1 = J
and br_1 < j, so apart from the term (qwy — ¢~ 'wyy1) the integrand is antisym-
metric on wy, and wg4+1. Using the fact that

(19) A{ qui — ¢ wgp qui — ¢ wyt
(wp — z)(wrg1 — 25)  (que — ¢ 25)(qurs1 — g7 z5)
qui — ¢ w1 }
— =0
(qui, — q ' z5) (W1 — 25)

+ 7

we can write
Qy(21,...,20p) = —Pj(21,...,22p) — TPy(21,..., 22p)

where b is obtained from b by b — b — 1, and b is obtained from b by by — b — 1
and bk+1 — bk+1 —1.

If §{b; such that b; < j} > j the integral vanishes. Thus, we can follow this
procedure until we get either a matching or it vanishes.

Now, if we look to the expression of ®y _,(z1,...,22p), We can try to apply the
same procedure in order to get the same recursion. Two things are essential, the
vanishing conditions are the same, and if by = by41 = j the integrand should be
antisymmetric apart from the term (qwy — ¢~ 'wg1), which is true.

Having the same recursion, we can write:

@bﬁ,p(zl,...,z% ZRbf (I)f 21,...,22p)

_ZZRbf C‘f7 )Ga(zla""ZQP)
—ZC‘W Galz1,. .., 22)

from the first to the second equations we apply the definition of G,. O

4.5. Final details. In conclusion we have that

(20) Ppec,—p(2) = Z Z Ch,a(T)Ce,5(7)Ga (Z(O))\IJB(Z(I))-
o B

A simple consequence of the algorithm that we use to compute the coefficients
Co(7) is that it can be decomposed, as shown in Corollary A.3: Cy 40p(7) =
Ch,a(1)Ce,5(T), for a = b e c. Thus,

= Z Z Ca,aoﬂ(T)Ga(z(o))\ljﬁ(z(f)).
a p
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When we compare with the formula
z) = Z Car(T)¥r,—p(2),

we conclude that

0 if my(w) #0
21 U, _ = P
1) () {ca(z<0>>qfﬂ<z<f>> fr—aop
is a solution of the system of equations. And that solution must be unique because

Co.(7) is invertible. O

5. SUM RULE
The main purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 2.6:
> () ge=4,  and > gn= (1)) (4Y)*,
m:|7w|=n m:|7m|=n

the first one is a simple corollary of Theorem 6.16 at [10]:

Z gr(=7) = Z Y (T)

m:|7|=n m:|7|=n

because it is known that thl:n thx = Ay, proved in [7], and it is easy to check
that g(—1) = (=1)"™g,
5.1. An integral formula. The quantities g,(7) can be expressed by:

9 (1) = O a(T)a(

following the definition at Section 3.4, where

7, —lal)

|al

du;
¢a(T, —al) jé %HQWW (14 Tu)~l |H i — u) (14 Tu; + wiug).

7>

Notice that if we change the sign of 7 and at the same time the one from the
variables {u;};, the integral change like ¢, (7, —|a|) = (=1)* ¢, (1, —|a|), which in
conjunction with Equation 8, we obtain: g,(—7) = (=1)™ g, (7).

Let £, be the set of matchings (in the form of sequences) of size n defined by
a € L, if and only if a; = 29 — 1 or a; = 2i — 2 for all i.

Following Section 3.3 of article [ ] we can conclude that:

(22) E = > ¢alr, —lal).
m|w|= acLly,
This results in:

7{ 7{1_[ du: T (14u)(1+7u)” nH(Uj_Ui)(1+TUj+Uin),

21—
2miu; -
|7T‘ Jj>t

which can be compared with the formula:

> a(r 7{ j{H dus (1 + i) [ J (s — w) (X + 7y + wiy).

mi|m|=n J>i

In [10] has been proved that:

7{ %H%Zj; ! 1+u1)(1*mi>_nﬂ(“j*Ui)(lfTUjﬂLumj)
~ f T w0 Tt s+ ),
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The idea of the proof, which we shall not repeat here, is that both sides count
Totally Symmetric Self Complementary Plane Partitions (TSSCPP) with the same
weights. On the one hand, it was already known that the TSSCPP can be seen as
lattice paths. In this framework, we can count them using the Lindstrom—Gessel—
Viennot formula, moreover, in this case we have a weight 7 by vertical step. This
will be equivalent to the RHS. On the other hand, we can describe the TSSCPP
using a different set of lattice paths, which are called Dual Paths in [10]. This will
give rise to the LHS.

Corollary 5.1.

Z (71)d(ﬂ')gﬂ' =A,.

7| 7|=n

Proof. This is a consequence of the fact that me:n Yr = A, and gr(—1) =
(*1)d(ﬂ)gﬂ-
[l

5.2. Alternating Sign Matrices. In what follows, it will be convenient to see
the Fully Packed Loop as Alternating Sign Matrices. The bijection is well known,
but we shall give here a sketch of it.

An Alternating Sign Matrices (ASM) of size n is a matrix n x n containing entries
41 and 0, such that if we ignore the zeros, the 1 and —1 alternate in each column
and row, and every column and row sum up to 1.

Take a Fully Packed Loop Configuration on a n x n square lattice, in each vertex
write a number 0 if it corresponds to a corner and +1 otherwise, and choosing the
signs of the non-zero entries in such a way that we obtain a ASM. We claim that
this defines a bijection.

For example, the configuration on Figure 2 becomes the following ASM:

1000

S oo O+~ O

OO OO O

OO O oo
i)

O O OO
HO,'_.
OO~ OO

Obviously, the number of ASM of size n is the famous A,,. Using this transfor-
mation, we see that the vertically symmetric FPL configurations are in bijection
with vertically symmetric ASM.

There is only an 1 at the first row. Let A,, ; count the number of Alternating Sign
Matrices with the 1 of the first row at the ith column, it was proved by Zeilberger
in [24] that:

e (nﬂ—z) (2n—i—1)! i (35 + D!
’ i—1 (n—1)! o (n+j)!
We know also, see for example [12], that
An(z) = EA:C _ jé ) jé 1:1 ﬁa +zui>jﬂ>i<uj — ) (1 g+ ).
In fact, this was conjectured in Zinn-Justin and Di Francesco’s article [9], in the

same article the authors reformulate this conjecture in a different equation which
was proved by Zeilberger in [23].

Thus, it is straightforward to see that g = > ¥x(—1) = (71)(2)/1”(71).



POLYNOMIALS COUNTING FPL CONFIGURATIONS AT NEGATIVE VALUES 17

5.3. The —1 enumeration of ASM. Next, we prove that the —1 enumeration
of Alternating Sign Matrices A, (—1) is exactly the number of Vertically Symmet-
ric Alternating Sign Matrices AY squared. This result is already present in Di
Francesco [6, Equation 2.8] and a detailed proof can be found in Williams’ arti-
cle [21]. For the sake of completeness we shall prove it in detail.

Proposition 5.2. We want to prove that A, (—1) = (AY)?, i.e

fn+i—2\2n—i— 1) 35+ 1)
21 <11) (n —)! H(n+j)!

7 7=0

0 if n is even;
- mo Gi—2)12i-1)1\?
(L [Tz, %) if n=2m+ 1.

Proof. We can rewrite the expression:

_ i (n+i—2\2n—i—1)! .1 (3]+1)

An(-1) = (~) < i1 )Wm E)W _
PERS yerfni? (n+k—1 I 3+ 1)!
_;kzo( ) < i1—1 ) 1;[ n+] m"'*,

—1 n—1

where the subscript ™" means that we select the coefficient of 2™~ *. Changing
i—1 — 4 and changing the limits, because they do not interfere in our computation:

Rt n—l—z—l n+k—1 o T (354 1)!
- i:Ok:O ( )( k ) ( 1)!j1;[0 (n+J)! @
But
1 kel ifn+i—1
i+ ZZ;(‘M )
Applying this, we get:
1 1L (354 1)
An(=1) = (14 x)n (1—30)"( 1)!]_:0 (n+7)! o
v B+ 1)
(1—302)”( 1)!j:0 (n+j)! »
o (n+i—1 n_ T (35 +1)!
A QM TR0 ==

A simple manipulation shows that this is equal to (Agm +1)2. (]
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6. FURTHER QUESTIONS

6.1. Solving the conjectures. This paper is, in a certain way, the continuation of
the article [11]. Although, we solve here two conjectures, there still two more: the
fact that that all coefficients of A (t) are positive (in fact, we have some numerical
evidence that all roots of A,(t) have negative real part) and the multiplicity of the
real roots.

Also, the value of g(zm+1 it is still a conjecture. In [10] the author presents an
interpretation of this value as counting a certain subset R of the Totally Symmetric
Plane Partitions. In fact it is not hard to prove that this subset R is exactly the
subset PZ which appears in Ishikawa’s article [15]. Therefore, this conjecture it is
equivalent to the unweighted version of [15, Conjecture 4.2].

6.2. Combinatorial reciprocity. We recover here one of the ideas of [11]. The
Theorems proved here, together with the conjectures of [11] which remain unproved
suggest that g, and A;(—t) for t € N have a combinatorial interpretation. That
is, we believe that exist yet-to-be-discovered combinatorial objects indexed by the
matchings 7 counted by |g.| or by |Ax(—p)|.

Notice that, even if the sum rule of A, and g, are related (> _(—1)3(M9n=2x Ar),
both quantities are essentially different, it is, they have different symmetries. On
the one hand, the A, are stable in respect of the rotation and mirror symmetries.
On the other hand, the g, are stable by inclusion, this is g(r) = gx-

The well-known Ehrhart polynomial ip(t) of a lattice polytopes P, which counts
the number of lattice points in tP when ¢ is a positive integer, has an interesting
property. When ¢ is negative, (—1)4™ P () counts the lattice points strictly inside
of —tP (see [1] for instance). We believe that should be something similar in the
quantities A (¢).

6.3. A new vector space of polynomials. The polynomial ¥, (z1, ..., 22,) can
be seen as the solution of the quantum Knizhnik—Zamolodchikov equation, moreover
they define a vector subspace of polynomials characterized by a vanish condition
(the wheel condition) and a overall degree. These polynomials, are also related
to the non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials and can be constructed using some
difference operators as showed by Lascoux, de Gier and Sorrell in [5].

In the same way, Gr(21,...,22,) span a vector subspace of polynomials with a
certain fixed degree. Therefore, it will be interesting to fully characterize this vector
subspace, and see if there is some other way to construct them, as the difference
operator used in [5].
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS

A.1l. Polynomiality. In this section we prove that the quantities ®, _,(z) are
polynomials. Using Cauchy’s integral formula, the integral is not so complicated,
this is, it is enough to chose poles (wy — 2;)~! for all k such that j < ax (and
no repeated j), and compute the residues on these poles. Then we sum over all
possible choices. It is then clear that the result is a sum of ration of polynomials,
and we want to prove that this sum has no poles.

Looking to the integral formula we can identify three sources of problems:
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(1) The term []; [];,, (wi — 2;)~", which can originate poles like (2; — z;) ™"
with k # j and j, k < a; for some 1;

(2) The term []; [[;,, (qwi — g 'z;)7!, which can originate poles like (qz) —
q tz;)" with k < a; < j for some 4;

(3) The term [T, [T/_,(g2; — ¢~ "w;)~", which can originate poles like (gz; —
q 'zx)~t with j < p and k < a; for some i.

The proof follows always the same path, we isolate a certain pole, and then we
find that its coefficient vanishes.

A.1.1. Poles like (2, — z;)~'. In order to obtain this pole we need to chose the
residue at (w; — 2;) 7! with k < a; and/or the residue at (w; — ;)™ with j < a;.

Let us assume that we chose both of them. In the sum, there is an other term
coming from the opposite choice (w; — z;) ™! and (w; — 2;) ™! because j, k < a;, a;.
Notice that there is a term (w; —w;) which is (z; — zx) in the first case and (zx, — 2;),
so we can write the sum of these two terms:

f(zj, 21, wi = zj,wp = 21) (25 — 2i) + f(25, 20, Wi = 21, W = 25) (28 — 25)

(zj — z1)(2k — 25)

where f is some analytical function on the point z; = z;. So the pole disappears.
In the case that we chose only one of the poles, the analyse is the same. We
chose (w; — z;)~! and it is easy to verify that the pole will cancel with the one

coming from choosing the pole (w; — z)~*.

A.1.2. Poles like (qz; — ¢ 121). When k > p, the term is compensated by the zero
of [T} (qui — g7 '2;).

The poles from [, TT%_, (g2 —q~1w;) 7! will be cancelled by the term [li<ij<plazi—
q~'2) [o<ij<plazi — q_lzj-) I [l<jplazi — q !
taining z; which can be ruled out by picking the pole (w; — z1)7 L.

Finally, the only poles that can appear are coming from the term (qw; —q~12;)
with j < p. If j > p, the pole correspond to w; = z; with k& < a; < j, so

k < j and this is ruled out by the term [, _;_; 5(q2x — g 1z5). If j < p, such

zj) except for some terms con-

-1

term doesn’t exist. If we do not pick any pole (w; — z;)~! we can use the term
[Ti<ij<p(azi — a7 '25), if we pick (w; — z;)~" so we have that k < a; < j < a, s0
k <1 and we have the term (qw; — ¢~ w;) = (gzx — ¢ '2;). O

A.2. An anti-symmetrization formula. We anti-symmetrize the expression
[T;-;(qwi — ¢~ 'w;). This will be useful for some Lemmas A.2 and A.4. The
result is not complicated and can be obtained by several ways.

Define A as being the anti-symmetrization of a function: A (f(w,...,wy)) =

%TE:GGSkﬁgn&ﬂf(ublf")ubk)

Lemma A.1.

k [/{?]' k
A TT(qwi — ¢ wy) | = FH(W - wj),
i<j L i<y
where [k]! = [k][k — 1]...[1], and [k] := L= = k=1 4 gh=3 4 . 4 ¢~ F+1,

q9—q9-

Proof. Tt is obvious that the result is a homogeneous polynomial of degree (g), and
as it is antisymmetric on the {w;}1<i<k it must be a multiple of Ay := qu(wi —

w;). The only difficulty is to find the coefficient.
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Let ¢; ; := (qw; — ¢~ 'w;). On one hand we have:

k
A :l_[(qwZ —q tw;) = ¢k Akly, o

i<j wi=0

k-1
=ck <H wi) Ap_1.
=1

On the other hand, we have:

k
A HQi,j :% Z Sign(U)ani,aj

1<j Wwi=0 o€Sk i<j wi=0

" r=10€S; i<r j>r i<j

or=k ij#r =0

k k-1
LS S s [T T o
=1

K 1<j
r=k i, JF#r

k = k-1
_ (Z q2rk1> o <H wi) Z sign(e) H ese
r =1 €e€ESK_1 1<J
k
= [—k]ck—1Ak—1-
K]

So we have ¢, = T ck—1. We easily check that ¢; = 1, the result follows. O
A.3. The recursion formulse. In this section we prove the following lemma:

Lemma A.2. Let o be a matching of size n let p be a integer such that 0 < p < n,
and such that my(a) = 0, this means that we can write o = o~y with § and
two matchings of size, respectively, p and r := n — p. Let a be a second matching,
represented by a sequence. Write a = bec, such that b and c are the outer and
mner part, respectively, and are not necessarily matchings.

Clearly v has a small arch, say (j,j +1). Let & be the matching obtained from
v by removing the small arch (j,j 4+ 1). Let s count the ¢; such that ¢; = j. Let ¢
be the sequence obtained from c by keeping all ¢; < j, the s ¢; = j are transformed
in (s—1) j—1, and all the others ¢; > j are transformed ¢; — ¢; — 2.

We claim that

q)b.c(qﬂcw) — [S]Td(ﬁov)*d(ﬁﬁ)@b.é(qﬁOW)_

The proof of this lemma is rather long but straightforward. The proof can be
found in the literature, we shall reproduce it here because the understanding of the
proof is important to another result.

Proof. Notice that when z;41 = ¢%2z; the pre-factor vanishes, thus we need to
compensate it by choosing a pole (w¢ — z;)~! which will make appear the pole
(qzj — ¢ 'zj11)7t, so we must have j < ac < j + 1, which means a; = j. Assume
that there are s > 1 such ac.

The idea of the proof, is to pick all s different poles with this property, and we
will have a lot of cancellations, turning possible an identification with a smaller
integral ®pes(q”°7).

Because our formula is rather big, we will use the following shortcuts:



POLYNOMIALS COUNTING FPL CONFIGURATIONS AT NEGATIVE VALUES 21
We divide the z variables into two regions, and give different indices de-
pending on the region i < j, k > j+ 1;

For the variables in the integral, we divide in four regions (recall that we

have s a¢ = j, and let (w; —2;) ™! be the chosen pole), ¢ is such that a; < 7,

€ < ¢ such that a. = j, 7 > ¢ such that a, = j and 0 is such that ay > 7;

We will use the notation ¢ := ]_[Lk(qzZ — ¢ 'zx). And equivalently, for

any variable. For example g; o= [[,(¢z; — ¢ 'wy). Notice that we follow

the rule Latin letters for the variables z and Greek letters for the variables

w;

e We use also the notation 1;,, meaning that we replace g by 1;

e The symbol ' means smaller, for example 1, =[], (zi — 2ir);

e In order to keep simplicity, we omit every term which depends on none of
the following variables {z;, zj4+1, we, we, wy}, we omit even all integration
symbols except the one of w;

e Define n; as the number of z;, and equivalently for all other variables;

e Finally £ = (¢ —q71).

Let us rewrite our equation with this notation:

d’LUC 16 1< 17] 166,1<61’l7(:1 €
2mi G5 q5j+11eilejqej+1qek

S
Dpac(q”7) = Z§7n("71)qz'jqz‘j+1qg'j+1q]'kq]'+1k
¢

% 17]C1 Clnn/l nq5eq5¢qonqe eqe¢Genqe0q¢nq¢codn’ndn .
Leileiacivracklnilngni+idnilojlojv

We use Lemma A.1:

dwe 1esTesTyleaTedy Lo

278 @595 411eilejGejr1qen

o [s)' =, —n(ne
Dpec(¢”) = ?25 " g4 110554145k 4 1k
s
% Lncloclny YonGseqsc@onlecleclenqeolengeolyngn
Leilejaci+1ack yilnidnivianelojloj+a

And finally we integrate around w¢ = z;:

Le 1j 17; 156’1j€171€1 €
055955+11eilejQej+1qek

o [s]' =
Dpac(q”7) = ?Zf MO G441 Q41 Gk G 1k
¢
% Loglojlon Longseqsj@onleclejlenges Linso 1nman
13idji4+1495k Lnilnjdnj+1ankloj o541
1oL Ly Lol Lo
Gsj+11ciGejr1qek

[

s]! .

?25 " g1 Gk
¢

% Lyw Yon@seqonle clengeo Lingio Lymay

LijilniGnj+1anrloj+1

Using the fact that z;
forward:

= ¢ ! and zj;1 = ¢ the following equalities are straight-

qij+1 . 1j€ —n 1j —-n
— = (—q 7'; = _q) Ea =\~ )
Li -9 Qejt1 ( ¢oj+1
Lin _ —ny. 9o _ (_q)—n
Inj+1 Loj+1
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We obtain,

SRS TS DS TS P

o MG —MN5—Ne—Ny—"N [S]' - —nn—
Ppac(q”) = (—q)™ o yZﬁ g0k LeiGerLyiGor
! erektniYnk

¢
X 17777/1 77q €q T]le’ele’qqe 1nlnq7]
S
—(n—1 [s] Cn(n—1 1es1,51cer 1,101,001
= (*Q)n (n )? ;f n(n )QiijJrlk g T

1eiq€k 17]iQ7]k

X @5cQonGe'eQendetdn'nnd -
This is exactly the ®pes(q?°7):
Bpec(q™7) = (=@)™ "V [JE7 N g1545411 Poec (477
= (=) " s [a ! = @20 [[(@® — a7 20) Poec(a™).

k
Finally, if we replace each z; = ¢*! and z; = ¢!, we get that:
(q—l . q2z~) _ £ if z; = qil . (q2 . q_lzk) _ —7§ if 2, = q71
i) = . ) 2 ;
qr€ if zi=¢q € ifz=gq

Is a simple exercise to check that all factors ¢, (—1) and & cancel. We can

also check that the number of z; = ¢ plus the number of z, = ¢! is exactly
d(B o) —d(B o4), proving the lemma.

O

We have seen that the ¥, (2) form a basis of the vector space V,,. ®,(z1,. .., 22,)

lives at the vector space V,, too, so that we can write as ®,(2) =Y Ca.a(7)Va(2).

And this coefficients can be identified using the relation ®,(q%) = C, o (7)74),
Thus, this lemma is telling us how we construct these C, o(7): we pick a small
arch at a, we apply the recursion and we get smaller matchings a and &, and the
whole thing is multiplied by [s]74(®)~4(&) Thus, the coefficient C, o(7) it will be
the multiplication by [s] at each step, because the power on 7 it will be exactly
7_d(a)-

Following this procedure, we can see what happen in the case that a = g o~y:
Corollary A.3. The coefficients Chec,30-(T) 0bey to the simple decomposition
Chec,p0(T) = Cb,5(T)Coe,y (7).
Proof. On one hand, if we apply the algorithm n times, we get:
‘Pb.c(qﬁo"’) = Td(BO’y) Cboc,BO’y(T)'
On the other hand, we can do the recursion starting with the r inner variables,
but the algorithm is independent of all details, so:
Dpec(¢7°7) = 71BN =AB O, (7)Dy (¢P)
= 14BN, L (T)Cyp(T).
Notice that b is not necessarily a matching, but nevertheless the coefficient

Cy.5(7) is defined by ¥;(¢”) and similarly for c.
This completes the proof. (I

Now we repeat the procedure for the case ®, _p,(z). The point is that, this
polynomial is proportional to \I/.Y(Z(I )), where the ~ are of size 7. We then check
that the algorithm of Lemma A.2 remains essentially the same, i.e.



POLYNOMIALS COUNTING FPL CONFIGURATIONS AT NEGATIVE VALUES 23

Lemma A.4. Let o and a be two matching as in Lemma A.2, thus o = fory
and a = bec. Let (j,j+ 1) be a small arch on . 4, é and s are defined as in
Lemma A.2.

We claim that

(I)boc,fp(z ,q'y, z ) = [S]Td(v)id(;y)q)boé,fp(z 7q’}7 z )

The proof will follow exactly the same steps as the one for Lemma A.2, though
there are some details that differ. We should repeat it here for sake of completeness.

Proof. We use all definitions made on the proof of Lemma A.2, with only one
difference:

e We divide the z variables in four regions: / <p,p<i<j,j+1<k<p
and [ > p.

We rewrite the expression, using the new notation and applying Lemma A.1:

S
Ppac,—p(21,q7,21) = % Z&fr(r*l)f(pfl)zq 391§+19i59i5+1955+1 9k D5 +1k

¢

" 7{% Lonlocloelym lnelpelpsleclesleer e
210 Q55 Qo+1 enleilejqej1qerqerlenleiles
Gnodcodeo Lyrnlenlen@onlecocleocqse  gadeian

q¢i+19¢kq¢ 171 1nil71jQ71j+1QT1kQ71 1 j1 j+1 9nedncq n.
We integrate around we = z;:

X

s]! ul _ 1)V —(p—1)2
DPpac,—p(21,q7,21) = [S—]'Zf A R TRY PTERRT T
S

o LonLoe Loy Lyl Licdyo e Le
Cj+1lenleiqejr1qengerlsnlyi
% Q04090 Ly nljnleng@onlecqse qegy
LoynLniGni+1qnkdniloj+1 dneqnn
= (—q)"™ T (—q)~ ("D [g]¢r(r=D~(p-1)*

qijdj+1k
y Lonloelyy Lyelnsleerles @noqeo@nndenQonde cQoe geldn
15 1€iqdcq$k 171 17]iQ7]kQ7] qneqd 71,

but n;, = p.
Now we can identify ®pez,—p(21,q7,21):

Bpac,p(21,47,21) = (=¢)" "V eI (0 = P20 [[(@° = Han)
) k

X (I)boé,fp(z aqﬁ/az)

= [s]rd(”*d(”q)b,é,_p(z ’q’y’ ).

O
Now, we know that ®, _,(21,. .., z2,) lives at the vector space V), if we ignore the
outer variables, thus we can write it as linear combination of the ¥, (zp11, ..., 25-1)

and the coefficients will be a function on {z1,..., zp, 25, ..., 71 }-
Using Lemma A.4, we can construct these coefficients:

Corollary A.5. Using the last lemma in the inner part we get:
Boac(21,q7,21) = TV Con (T)B0 (21, 21).-

The proof is straightforward.
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