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Given an integer k ≥ 3 and an initial k− 1 isolated vertices, an antireg-
ular k-hypergraph is constructed by alternatively adding an isolated vertex
(connected to no other vertices) or a dominating vertex (connected to every
other k − 1 vertices). Let ai be the number of independent sets of cardi-
nality i in a hypergraph H , then the independence polynomial of H is de-
fined as I(H;x) =

∑m
i=0 aix

i, where m is the size of a maximum inde-
pendent set. The main purpose of the present paper is to generalise some
results of independence polynomials of antiregular graphs to the case of an-
tiregular k-hypergraphs. In particular, we derive (semi-)closed formulas for
the independence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraphs and prove their
log-concavity. Furthermore, we show that antiregular k-hypergraphs are T2-
threshold, which means there exist a labeling c of the vertex set and a thresh-
old τ such that for any vertex subset S of cardinality k,

∑
i∈S c(i) > τ if

and only if S is a hyperedge.

1. Introduction. Let G = (V,E) be a simple (i.e., finite, undirected, loopless, no mul-
tiple edges) graph with the vertex set V and edge set E, then G is called antiregular [11],
quasiperfect [1], maximally nonregular [14] if its vertex degrees take on |V | − 1 different
values, i.e., two vertices share the same degree, where |V | is the cardinality of V .

Let G1,G2 be two simple graphs, the disjoint union of them, denoted by G1 ∪G2, is the
graph G with the vertex set V (G) = V (G1) ∪ V (G2) and the edge set E(G) = E(G1) ∪
E(G2). For two given disjoint graphs G1 and G2, their Zykov sum, denoted by G1 +G2, is
the graph G with the vertex set V (G) = V (G1)∪ V (G2) and the edge set E(G) =E(G1)∪
E(G2) ∪ {uv|u ∈ V (G1), v ∈ V (G2)}. Then the antiregular graphs can also be defined by
the following recurrence relationship [11]

(1)
A1 =K1,An+1 =K1 + Ān, n≥ 1, or

A1 =K1,A2 =K2,An+2 =K1 + (K1 ∪An), n≥ 1,

where K1 denotes a graph with an isolated vertex only, K2 denotes the complete graph on
two vertices, Ān is the complement of An.

By the relation (1), an antiregular graph can be constructed by adding an isolated vertex
or a dominating vertex alternatively. A vertex is called isolated if it is connected to no other
vertex, and dominating if it is connected to every other vertex. Then, an antiregular graph can
be represented by a binary string, called binary building string [10],

00101010 . . . or 01010101 . . . ,(2)

where 0 stands for adding an isolated vertex and 1 stands for adding a dominating vertex.
Recall that a graph G is called threshold if it can be constructed from K1 by iterating the
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operations of adding an isolated vertex and adding a dominating vertex in any order [2].
Therefore, every antiregular graph is threshold.

Given a simple graph G= (V,E), a vertex subset W ⊆ V is called an independent set if it
does not include two adjacent vertices. The independence polynomial I(G;x) of a graph G
is defined as [6]

I(G;x) =

α∑
i=0

six
i,(3)

where si is the number of independent sets of cardinality i in the graph G, 0 ≤ i ≤ α, α is
the size of a maximum independent set.

Levit and Mandrescu in [10] derived closed formulas for the independence polynomial
I(G;x) of an antiregular graph G and showed that I(G;x) is log-concave with at most two
real roots. Moreover, they found that antiregular graph is uniquely determined by its inde-
pendence polynomial within the family of threshold graphs, which follows from the fact that
independence polynomials of threshold graphs are unique [8].

The motivation of the present paper is to generalise some results of independence polyno-
mials of antiregular graphs in [10] to the so-called antiregular k-hypergraphs. A hypergraph
H = (V,E) is an order pair of a set of vertices V and a set of hyperedges E, where each
hyperedge e ∈E is a non-empty subset of the vertex set V . Further, if |e|= k for any e ∈E,
then H is called k-uniform hypergraph, k-hypergraph or k-families. Note that 2-hypergraphs
are the usual graphs. Throughout this paper, we set k ≥ 3 if no specific declaration.

The disjoint union of two hypergraphs H1,H2 is the hypergraph H =H1 ∪H2 having the
disjoint union of V (H1), V (H2) as a vertex set, and the disjoint union of E(H1), E(H2) as
a hyperedge set. Let H1, H2 be disjoint hypergraphs and |V (H2)| ≥ k − 1 for some k ≥ 2,
their generalized Zykov k-sum is the hypergraph H =H1 ⊕k H2 with V (H1) ∪ V (H2) as a
vertex set and E(H1) ∪E(H2) ∪ {vw1w2 · · ·wk−1|v ∈ V (H1),w1, · · · ,wk−1 ∈ V (H2)} as
a hyperedge set. Note that the generalised Zykov 2-sum is the usual Zykov sum. For k > 2,
the generalised Zykov k-sum is not commutative in general, i.e., H1 ⊕k H2 6=H2 ⊕k H1 for
general hypergraphs H1,H2.

Now we give a formal definition of an antiregular k-hypergraph as follows.

DEFINITION 1.1. For k ≥ 3, the antiregular k-hypergraphs can be defined by the follow-
ing recurrences,

(4)

Ai = iK1,1≤ i≤ k− 1,

An+2 =K1 ⊕k Ān+1 =K1 ⊕k (K1 ∪An),or

Ān+2 =K1 ∪An+1 =K1 ∪ (K1 ⊕k Ān), n≥ k− 1,

where K1 is the hypergraph with one isolated vertex only, iK1 denotes the disjoint union of
i copies of the hypergraph K1, 1≤ i≤ k − 1, Ān is the complement of An. We call An the
connected antiregular k-hypergraph with n vertices, Ān the disconnected one.

Similar to the graph case, we use 0 to denote adding an isolated vertex (connected to no
other vertices) and 1 to denote adding a dominating vertex (connected to every other k − 1
vertices). Then the antiregular k-hypergraphs can be represented by the following binary
building strings,

(5)
(k = 3) 000101010 . . . or 001010101 . . . ,

(k > 3) 0[k]101010 . . . or 0[k− 1]1010101 . . . ,
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where 0[k] means a string with k zeros. If the last bit of the binary building string of an
antiregular k-hypergraph is 1, then the hypergraph is connected. Otherwise, it is discon-
nected. More generally, we call a k-hypergraph {0,1}-constructable if it can be constructed
by adding isolated and dominating vertices in some order.

The vertex-degree of a vertex in a hypergraph is the number of hyperedges that contain this
vertex. By Definition 1.1, the first k added vertices have the same vertex-degree. Moreover,
from the (k + 1)-th or (k + 2)-th added isolated vertex to the last one, their vertex-degrees
are decreasing and from the first added dominating vertex to the last one, their vertex-degrees
are increasing. Therefore, we have the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 1.1. An antiregular k-hypergraph only has k vertices with the same
vertex-degree.

PROOF. Let bn = 0[k − 1]1010 . . . be the binary building string of an antiregular k-
hypergraph with n vertices (n ≥ k) (It is similar to show for bn = 0[k]1010 . . .). We will
show that the vertex-degree d satisfies

d(1) = . . .= d(k)> d(i1)> d(i2)(6)

for any isolated vertices k < i1 < i2, and

d(j1)< d(j2)(7)

for any dominating vertices j1 < j2 by induction on n.
If n= k, then d(1) = . . .= d(k) = 1. If n= k+ 1, then d(1) = . . .= d(k)> d(k+ 1) = 0.

If n= k+2, then d(i) = 1+
(
k
k−2
)
, where 1≤ i≤ k, and d(k+1) =

(
k
k−2
)
, d(k+2) =

(
k+1
k−1
)
.

Thus, d(k− 1)> d(k+ 1) and d(k)< d(k+ 2).
Suppose (6) and (7) hold for n≤m. Let d′, d be the vertex-degree sequences of bm, bm+1,

respectively. Ifm+1 is an isolated vertex, then d(m+1) = 0, d(i) = d′(i), where 1≤ i≤m.
Thus, d(m− 1) > d(m+ 1). If m+ 1 is a dominating vertex, then d(m+ 1) =

(
m
k−1
)

and
d(i) = d′(i) +

(
m−1
k−2
)
, where 1≤ i≤m. Thus, d(m− 1) =

(
m−2
k−1
)

+
(
m−1
k−2
)
< d(m+ 1).

In simple graphs, independent sets contain no two adjacent vertices, i.e., contain no edges.
Motivated by this idea, a vertex subset W ⊆ V is called an independent set in a hypergraph
H = (V,E) if W does not include any hyperedges, i.e., ∀e ∈E, e*W . Given a hypergraph
H = (V,E), the independence polynomial I(H;x) of H is defined as [13]

I(H;x) =
∑

W⊆V is independent in H

x|W |.(8)

For k-hypergraphs H , any vertex subset of size less than k cannot contain a hyperedge, thus,
the coefficient of xi in I(H;x) is

(|V (H)|
i

)
for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, and the coefficient of xk is(|V (H)|

k

)
− |E(H)|.

The main contributions of the present paper are listed as follows.

• We derive the recurrence relations (Theorem 2.2) and (semi-)closed forms (Theorems 2.3,
2.4) of independence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraphs.

• We show that independence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraphs are log-concave
(Theorems 3.2, 3.4).

• Every {0,1}-constructable (including antiregular) k-hypergraph is shown to be T2-
threshold (Theorem 4.3), which means there exist a labeling c of the vertex set and a
threshold τ such that for any vertex subset S of cardinality k,

∑
i∈S c(i)> τ if and only if

S is a hyperedge.
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The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. In section 2, with the help of a gen-
eral recurrence relationship of independence polynomial of hypergraphs derived by Trinks
[13], we present the recurrence relations of independence polynomials of antiregular k-
hypergraphs. Furthermore, (semi-)closed formulas for independence polynomials are ob-
tained. In section 3, by the induction on the number of vertices in an antiregular k-hypergraph,
we show that independence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraph are log-concave. In sec-
tion 4, we develop an algorithm and use it to prove that {0,1}-constructable (including an-
tiregular) k-hypergraphs are T2-threshold. A conclusion is given in the following section.

2. Closed and semi-closed forms of independence polynomials. Given a hypergraph
H = (V,E) and a vertex subset W ⊆ V , we define the following hypergraph operations:

• deletion of the vertices w ∈W , denoted by 	W , means the vertices w and their incident
hyperedges are removed.

• hiding of the vertices w ∈W , denoted by ∼W , means the vertices w are removed in the
vertex set V and in their incident hyperedges.

The following recurrence relations of independence polynomials of hypergraphs are es-
tablished by Trinks [13, Theorem 3].

LEMMA 2.1. Let H = (V,E) be a hypergraph and v ∈ V , the independence polynomial
I(H;x) of H satisfies

I(H;x) =

{
I(H	v;x) + xI(H∼v;x) if {v} /∈E,
I(H	v;x) otherwise.

(9)

Based on the definition of antiregular k-hypergraphs and Lemma 2.1, we can now derive
the recurrence relations of independence polynomials for antiregular k-hypergraphs specifi-
cally.

THEOREM 2.2. Let An be an antiregular k-hypergraph with n vertices and Ān the com-
plement of An, n ≥ 1, its independence polynomial satisfies the following recurrence rela-
tionship 

I(Ai;x) = (1 + x)i, 1≤ i≤ k− 1,

I(Ān+1;x) = (1 + x)I(An;x),

I(An+2;x) = I(Ān+1;x) +
∑k−1

i=1

(
n+1
i−1
)
xi, n≥ k− 1.

or(10)


I(Ai;x) = (1 + x)i, 1≤ i≤ k− 1,

I(An+1;x) = I(Ān;x) +
∑k−1

i=1

(
n
i−1
)
xi,

I(Ān+2;x) = (1 + x)I(An+1;x), n≥ k− 1.

(11)

PROOF. For 1≤ i≤ k− 1, I(Ai;x) = I(iK1;x) = (I(K1;x))i = (1 + x)i. We now only
prove the case where An+2 =K1 ⊕k Ān+1 =K1 ⊕k (K1 ∪An) as the other case is similar
to show.

Since Ān+1 =K1 ∪An, we have

Ān+1	K1
= Ān+1∼K1

=An.

By Lemma 2.1, we get

I(Ān+1;x) = I(Ān+1	K1
;x) + xI(Ān+1∼K1

;x) = (1 + x)I(An;x).
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Since An+2 =K1 ⊕k Ān+1, we have An+2	K1
= Ān+1 and

I(An+2∼K1
;x) =

k−2∑
i=0

(
n+ 1

i

)
xi,

which is because any vertex subset of size k− 1 of An+2∼K1
is a hyperedge. By Lemma 2.1,

we obtain

I(An+2;x) = I(An+2	K1
;x) + xI(An+2∼K1

;x) = I(Ān+1;x) +

k−1∑
i=1

(
n+ 1

i− 1

)
xi.

THEOREM 2.3. The independence polynomials of antiregular 3-hypergraphsAn and Ān
are given by the following closed forms,{

I(A2n−1;x) = 3(1 + x)n + (1 + x)n−1 − 2nx− 3,

I(Ā2n;x) = 3(1 + x)n+1 + (1 + x)n − (1 + x)(2nx+ 3),
n≥ 1, or(12)

{
I(Ā2n−1;x) = (1 + x)n+1 + 3(1 + x)n − (1 + x)((2n− 1)x+ 3),

I(A2n;x) = (1 + x)n+1 + 3(1 + x)n − (2n+ 1)x− 3,
n≥ 1.(13)

PROOF. We only prove the formula (12) by induction on n and the other one is similar to
show.

If n= 1, then

I(A1;x) = I(K1;x) = 1 + x= 3(1 + x) + 1− 2x− 3,

I(Ā2;x) = I(2K1;x) = (1 + x)2 = 3(1 + x)2 + 1 + x− (1 + x)(2x+ 3).

Suppose the formula (12) is true for n= 1, · · · ,m.
If m+ 1 = 2s+ 1, then, by Theorem 2.2 and induction hypothesis, we have

I(A2s+1;x) = I(Ā2s;x) + x(2sx+ 1)

= 3(1 + x)s+1 + (1 + x)s − (1 + x)(2sx+ 3) + x(2sx+ 1)

= 3(1 + x)s+1 + (1 + x)s − 2(s+ 1)x− 3.

If m+ 1 = 2s+ 2, using Theorem 2.2 and induction hypothesis again, we find

I(Ā2s+2;x) = (1 + x)I(A2s+1;x)

= (1 + x)
(
3(1 + x)s+1 + (1 + x)s − 2(s+ 1)x− 3

)
= 3(1 + x)s+2 + (1 + x)s+1 − (1 + x)(2(s+ 1)x+ 3).

Therefore, this theorem is true by induction.

From the theorem above, we can observe that once the formulas of independence poly-
nomials are given, it is not hard to check their correctness by the induction method. In what
follows, we will derive the formulas of independence polynomials for general antiregular
k-hypergraphs from Theorem 2.2 directly.
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THEOREM 2.4. The independence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraphsAn and Ān
are given by, for n≥ k+1

2 ,

I(A2n−1;x) =


(1 + x)n−1−

k−1

2

[
(1 + x)k−1 +

∑k−1
i=0 α

k−1
i xi

]
−
∑k−1

i=0 α
2n−2
i xi

+
∑k−1

i=1

(
2n−2
i−1
)
xi, k is odd,

(1 + x)n−1−
k

2

[
(1 + x)k +

∑k−1
i=0 α

k
i x

i
]
−
∑k−1

i=0 α
2n−2
i xi

+
∑k−1

i=1

(
2n−2
i−1
)
xi, k is even,

(14)

I(Ā2n;x) =

(1 + x)n−
k−1

2

[
(1 + x)k−1 +

∑k−1
i=0 α

k−1
i xi

]
−
∑k−1

i=0 α
2n
i x

i, k is odd,

(1 + x)n−
k

2

[
(1 + x)k +

∑k−1
i=0 α

k
i x

i
]
−
∑k−1

i=0 α
2n
i x

i, k is even,

(15)

where {α2n
i } satisfy

α2n−2
0 − α2n

0 = 0,

α2n−2
i + α2n−2

i−1 − α2n
i =

(
2n−1
i−1
)
, 1≤ i≤ k− 1,

α2n−2
k−1 =

(
2n−2
k−2

)
.

(16)

Or,

I(Ā2n−1;x) =

(1 + x)n−1−
k−1

2

[
(1 + x)k +

∑k−1
i=0 β

k
i x

i
]
−
∑k−1

i=0 β
2n−1
i xi, k is odd,

(1 + x)n−
k

2

[
(1 + x)k−1 +

∑k−1
i=0 β

k−1
i xi

]
−
∑k−1

i=0 β
2n−1
i xi, k is even,

(17)

I(A2n;x) =


(1 + x)n−1−

k−1

2

[
(1 + x)k +

∑k−1
i=0 β

k
i x

i
]
−
∑k−1

i=0 β
2n−1
i xi

+
∑k−1

i=1

(
2n−1
i−1
)
xi, k is odd,

(1 + x)n−
k

2

[
(1 + x)k−1 +

∑k−1
i=0 β

k−1
i xi

]
−
∑k−1

i=0 β
2n−1
i xi

+
∑k−1

i=1

(
2n−1
i−1
)
xi, k is even,

(18)

where {β2ni } satisfy
β2n−10 − β2n+1

0 = 0,

β2n−1i + β2n−1i−1 − β
2n+1
i =

(
2n
i−1
)
, 1≤ i≤ k− 1,

β2n−1k−1 =
(
2n−1
k−2

)
.

(19)

PROOF. We only show the formula (15), and (14) follows from (15) and I(A2n−1;x) =

I(Ā2n−2;x) +
∑k−1

i=1

(
2n−2
i−1
)
xi directly. The proof for (17) and (18) is similar.

By Theorem 2.2, we have

(20)

I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)I(A2n−1;x)

= (1 + x)

[
I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=1

(
2n− 2

i− 1

)
xi

]

= (1 + x)I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=1

(
2n− 1

i− 1

)
xi +

(
2n− 2

k− 2

)
xk,
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where we have used the formula
(
2n−2
i−1
)

+
(
2n−2
i−2
)

=
(
2n−1
i−1
)
.

Suppose

I(Ā2n;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

α2n
i x

i = (1 + x)

[
I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

α2n−2
i xi

]
,(21)

which implies
(22)

I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

(
α2n−2
i − α2n

i

)
xi +

k∑
i=1

α2n−2
i−1 xi

= (1 + x)I(Ā2n−2;x) + α2n−2
0 − α2n

0 +

k−1∑
i=1

(
α2n−2
i + α2n−2

i−1 − α
2n
i

)
xi + α2n−2

k−1 x
k.

By comparing (20) and (22), we find {α2n
i } satisfy the relation (16).

If k is odd,

I(Ā2n;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

α2n
i x

i = (1 + x)

[
I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

α2n−2
i xi

]

= (1 + x)n−
k−1

2

[
I(Āk−1;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

αk−1i xi

]
.

=⇒ I(Ā2n;x) =(1 + x)n−
k−1

2

[
(1 + x)k−1 +

k−1∑
i=0

αk−1i xi

]
−
k−1∑
i=0

α2n
i x

i.

If k is even,

I(Ā2n;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

α2n
i x

i = (1 + x)

[
I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

α2n−2
i xi

]

= (1 + x)n−
k

2

[
I(Āk;x) +

k−1∑
i=0

αki x
i

]
.

=⇒ I(Ā2n;x) =(1 + x)n−
k

2

[
(1 + x)k +

k−1∑
i=0

αki x
i

]
−
k−1∑
i=0

α2n
i x

i.

Though it is not hard to solve the algebraic equations (16) and (19) for small value of k,
it would be very nasty to write down closed forms of α2n

i and β2n+1
i for general k. Now we

verify Theorem 2.4 for k = 2 and k = 3.
For k = 2, solving (16),

α2n−2
0 − α2n

0 = 0

α2n−2
1 + α2n−2

0 − α2n
1 = 1

α2n−2
1 = 1

=⇒

{
α2n
0 = 1,

α2n
1 = 1.

Then, by (15), we have

I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)n−1
[
(1 + x)2 + α2

0 + α2
1x
]
− α2n

0 − α2n
1 x

= (1 + x)n+1 + (1 + x)n − x− 1,
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which has also been derived in [10, Theorem 2.6].
For k = 3, solving (16)

α2n−2
0 − α2n

0 = 0

α2n−2
1 + α2n−2

0 − α2n
1 = 1

α2n−2
2 + α2n−2

1 − α2n
2 = 2n− 1

α2n−2
2 = 2n− 2

=⇒


α2n
0 = 3,

α2n
1 = 2n+ 3,

α2n
2 = 2n.

Then, by (15), we have

I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)n−1
[
(1 + x)2 + α2

0 + α2
1x+ α2

2x
2
]
− α2n

0 − α2n
1 x− α2n

2 x2

= 3(1 + x)n+1 + (1 + x)n − (1 + x)(2nx+ 3),

which is consistent with Theorem 2.3.

3. Log-concavity of independence polynomials. A finite sequence of real numbers
(a1, a2, · · · , an) is called log-concave if a2i ≥ ai−1ai+1 for i = 2,3, · · · , n − 1. A polyno-
mial is called log-concave if the sequence of its coefficients is log-concave. The product of
two log-concave polynomials is log-concave [9]. In this section, we will show that the inde-
pendence polynomial of an antiregular k-hypergraph is log-concave.

Let G=An (Ān) be a connected (disconnected) antiregular k-hypergraph with n vertices.
Suppose its independence polynomial is given by

I(G;x) =

m∑
i=0

ani x
i,(23)

where m is the size of a maximum independent set. Since any vertex subset of size less than
k cannot include a hyperedge, we have

ani =

(
n

i

)
, i= 0,1, · · · , k− 1.(24)

In what follows, we first consider the log-concavity of independence polynomials of an-
tiregular 3-hypergraphs and then that of antiregular k-hypergraphs. The core proving strategy
is based on the induction on the number of vertices of antiregular hypergraphs.

LEMMA 3.1. The coefficients a2n3 and a2n4 of the independence polynomial I(Ā2n;x) of
the antiregular 3-hypergraph Ā2n are given by

a2n3 =
1

6
n(n− 1)(4n+ 1), a2n4 =

1

6
n2(n− 1)(n− 2).(25)

PROOF. By (12), we get

a2n3 = 3

(
n+ 1

3

)
+

(
n

3

)
=

1

6
n(n− 1)(4n+ 1),

a2n4 = 3

(
n+ 1

4

)
+

(
n

4

)
=

1

6
n2(n− 1)(n− 2).

THEOREM 3.2. The independence polynomials of antiregular 3-hypergraphsAn and Ān
are log-concave.
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PROOF. It is easy to see that I(A1;x) = 1 + x and I(A2;x) = (1 + x)2 are log-concave.
Suppose I(Ai;x) and I(Āi;x) are log-concave for i = 1,2, · · · ,m. Now we show that
I(Am+1;x) and I(Ām+1;x) are log-concave.

If m+ 1 = 2n, by Theorem 2.2, I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)I(A2n−1;x) is log-concave since the
product of two log-concave polynomials is log-concave.

If m+ 1 = 2n+ 1, by Theorem 2.2, I(A2n+1;x) = I(Ā2n;x) +x(2nx+ 1), which means

a2n+1
i = a2ni , i≥ 3.

Since I(Ā2n;x) is log-concave, then for i≥ 4,

(a2n+1
i )2 − a2n+1

i−1 a2n+1
i+1 = (a2ni )2 − a2ni−1a2ni+1 ≥ 0.

Note that (a2n+1
1 )2 − a2n+1

0 a2n+1
2 > 0 because of (24), therefore, we only have to check the

nonnegativeness of (a2n+1
i )2 − a2n+1

i−1 a2n+1
i+1 for i= 2,3.

By Lemma 3.1 and (24),

(a2n+1
2 )2 − a2n+1

1 a2n+1
3 =

((
2n+ 1

2

))2

−
(

2n+ 1

1

)
1

6
n(n− 1)(4n+ 1)

=
1

6
n(n+ 1)(2n+ 1)(8n+ 1)> 0,

(a2n+1
3 )2 − a2n+1

2 a2n+1
4 =

(
1

6
n(n− 1)(4n+ 1)

)2

−
(

2n+ 1

2

)
1

6
n2(n− 1)(n− 2)

=
1

36
n2(n− 1)(n+ 1)(4n2 + 6n− 1)≥ 0

Therefore, we complete this proof by induction.

LEMMA 3.3. The coefficients a2nk and a2nk+1 of the independence polynomial I(Ā2n;x)

of the antiregular k-hypergraph Ā2n are given by

a2nk =

n∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
, a2nk+1 =

n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
(n− i).(26)

PROOF. By Theorem 2.2, we have

(27)

I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)I(A2n−1;x)

= (1 + x)

[
I(Ā2n−2;x) +

k−1∑
i=1

(
2n− 2

i− 1

)
xi

]

= (1 + x)I(Ā2n−2;x) +

(
2n− 2

k− 2

)
xk +

k−1∑
i=1

(
2n− 1

i− 1

)
xi.

From (27), we get the recurrence relations

a2nk = a2n−2k + a2n−2k−1 +

(
2n− 2

k− 2

)
= a2n−2k +

(
2n− 1

k− 1

)
,(28)

where we have used (24) and
(
2n−2
k−1

)
+
(
2n−2
k−2

)
=
(
2n−1
k−1

)
. By induction on (28), we find

a2nk =

{
ak+1
k +

∑n
i= k+3

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is odd

akk +
∑n

i= k+2

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is even



10

=

{∑n
i= k+1

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is odd∑n

i= k

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is even

=

n∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
.

Similarly, from (27), we obtain

a2nk+1 = a2n−2k+1 +

n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)

=

a
k+3
k+1 +

∑n−1
i= k+3

2

∑j

i= k+1

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is odd

ak+2
k+1 +

∑n−1
i= k+2

2

∑j

i= k

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is even

=


∑n−1

i= k+1

2

∑j

i= k+1

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is odd∑n−1

i= k

2

∑j

i= k

2

(
2i−1
k−1
)
, k is even

=

n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
(n− i).

THEOREM 3.4. The independence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraphsAn and Ān
are log-concave.

PROOF. It is easy to see that I(Ai;x) = (1 + x)i are log-concave for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1.
Suppose I(Ai;x) and I(Āi;x) are log-concave for i = 1,2, · · · ,m (m ≥ k − 1). Now we
show that I(Am+1;x) and I(Ām+1;x) are log-concave.

If m+ 1 = 2n, by Theorem 2.2, I(Ā2n;x) = (1 + x)I(A2n−1;x) is log-concave since the
product of two log-concave polynomials is log-concave.

If m+ 1 = 2n+ 1, by Theorem 2.2,

I(A2n+1;x) = I(Ā2n;x) +

k−1∑
i=1

(
2n

i− 1

)
xi,

which means

a2n+1
i = a2ni , i≥ k.

Denote F 2n+1
i := (a2n+1

i )2−a2n+1
i−1 a2n+1

i+1 . Since I(Ā2n;x) is log-concave, then for i≥ k+1,

F 2n+1
i = (a2ni )2 − a2ni−1a2ni+1 ≥ 0.

Note that F 2n+1
i ≥ 0 for 1≤ i≤ k− 2 because of (24), therefore, we only have to check the

nonnegativeness of F 2n+1
i for i= k− 1, k.

By Lemma 3.3 and (24),

F 2n+1
k−1 =

((
2n+ 1

k− 1

))2

−
(

2n+ 1

k− 2

)
a2nk

>

((
2n+ 1

k− 1

))2

−
(

2n+ 1

k− 2

)(
2n+ 1

k

)
≥ 0.
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F 2n+1
k =

 n∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)2

−
(

2n+ 1

k− 1

) n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
(n− i)



≥

 n∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)2

−
(

2n+ 1

k− 1

) n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

) n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(n− i)



=

 n∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)2

−
(
n+ 1− bk+1

2 c
2

)(
2n+ 1

k− 1

) n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)

=

 n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)2

+

(
2

(
2n− 1

k− 1

)
−
(
n+ 1− bk+1

2 c
2

)(
2n+ 1

k− 1

))
×

n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
+

((
2n− 1

k− 1

))2

=: F̃ .

We observe that F̃ is a quadratic form of
∑n−1

i=b k+1

2
c
(
2i−1
k−1
)

and the quadratic form

r2 +

(
2

(
2n− 1

k− 1

)
−
(
n+ 1− bk+1

2 c
2

)(
2n+ 1

k− 1

))
r+

((
2n− 1

k− 1

))2

has two positive roots,

r± =
1

2

(
m− 2±

√
m2 − 4m

)(2n− 1

k− 1

)
,

where m= 2n(2n+1)
(2n−k+1)(2n−k+2)

(n+1−b k+1

2
c

2

)
. By induction hypothesis, F 2n−1

k ≥ 0 gives

n−1∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
≥
(

2n− 1

k− 1

) n−2∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
(n− 1− i)

 .

For n≥ bk+1
2 c+ 3,

n−2∑
i=b k+1

2
c

(
2i− 1

k− 1

)
(n− 1− i)≥m,

which is because the left side is at least O(n3) while the right side is O(n2). Thus, F̃ ≥ 0,
which implies F 2n+1

k ≥ 0. For n= bk+1
2 c+ 1 or n= bk+1

2 c+ 2, by straightforward calcula-
tions, we get

F
2b k+1

2
c+3

k =

{
k2

360

(
7k4 + 30k3 + 145k2 + 330k+ 568

)
, k is odd

1
24

(
5k4 + 6k3 + 19k2 + 18k+ 24

)
, k is even

> 0,

F
2b k+1

2
c+5

k =

{
11

302400k
10 + . . . , k is odd

1
960k

8 + . . . , k is even

> 0.
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Therefore, we complete this proof by induction.

4. Threshold of antiregular k-hypergraphs. Chvátal and Hammer [3] introduced
threshold graphs as the graphs with the following property: a simple graph G = (V,E) is
called threshold if there exist a labeling c of V and a threshold τ such that X ⊆ V is stable1,
i.e., any two vertices in X are not adjacent, if and only if

∑
x∈X c(x)≤ τ . Note that there are

several equivalent definitions of threshold graphs, readers may refer to [4, 5, 7]. Golumbic [5]
suggested to generalise the notion of threshold graphs to that of threshold hypergraphs and to
study their properties. The aim of this section is to show that antiregular k-hypergraphs and
a broader class of hypergraphs, {0,1}-constructable k-hypergraphs, are T2-threshold.

Recall the definitions of threshold hypergraphs proposed by Golumbic [5].

DEFINITION 4.1. Let H = (V,E) be a k-hypergraph, we consider the following proper-
ties:

(T1) There exist a labeling c of V and a threshold τ such that, for any vertex subsetX ⊆ V ,
X contains a hyperedge if and only if

∑
x∈X c(x)> τ .

(T2) There exist a labeling c′ of V and a threshold τ ′ such that, for any vertex subset
X ′ ⊆ V of size k, X ′ ∈E if and only if

∑
x∈X′ c

′(x)> τ ′.
(T3) For x, y ∈ V , define x� y if x can be replaced by y in any hyperedge, i.e., if for any

{x1, x2, . . . , xk−1} ∈ |V \ {x, y}|k−1, {x,x1, . . . , xk−1} ∈ E =⇒ {y,x1, . . . , xk−1} ∈ E.
Then, for any x, y ∈ V , either x� y or y� x or both holds.

The hypergraph H is called Ti-threshold if it satisfies (Ti), where i= 1,2,3.

It is easy to see that (T1) =⇒ (T2) =⇒ (T3) and the reversed implications are true
for k = 2. However, for k ≥ 3, neither (T3) =⇒ (T2) nor (T2) =⇒ (T1) holds. Some
counterexample are outlined in [5, 12].

DEFINITION 4.2. A k-hypergraph is called {0,1}-constructable if it can be constructed
by the operations of adding an isolated vertex (connected to no other vertices) and adding a
dominating vertex (connected to every other k− 1 vertices) in some order.

Not all k-hypergraphs are {0,1}-constructable. For example, the 3-hypergraph H =
([6],{{1,2,3},{3,4,5},{1,5,6}}) is not {0,1}-constructable, where [6] = {1,2, . . . ,6}.
Obviously, all antiregular k-hypergraphs are {0,1}-constructable. Figure 1 shows two ex-
amples of {0,1}-constructable 3-hypergraphs, where the binary building strings are 001101
and 00101 (antiregular).

For simplicity, we denote by bn the binary building string of a {0,1}-constructable k-
hypergraph with n vertices, c the labeling of bn, bni the i-th bit of bn (1≤ i≤ n), bn,j := {i ∈
[n]|bni = j} the set of all isolated vertices (j = 0) or dominating vertices (j = 1), bn,jm the last
m vertices in bn,j , i.e.,

bn,jm :={i1, i2, . . . , im ∈ bn,j | i1 < i2 < · · ·< im = max bn,j ,

∀s ∈ (i1, im) \ {i2, . . . , im−1}, bns = 1− j}, j = 0,1,

bn,0c,m the subset of bn,0 that c takes smallest m values on it, i.e.,

bn,0c,m :={i1, i2, . . . , im ∈ bn,0| c(i1)≤ c(i2)≤ · · · ≤ c(im),

∀s ∈ bn,0 \ {i1, . . . , im}, c(s)≥ c(im)}.

1It is now commonly called independent.
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1

2

3

4

5

FIG 1. Two {0,1}-constructable 3-hypergraphs corresponding to the binary building strings 001101 (left) and
00101 (right), respectively.

For example, let b9 = 001010001 with c = [32,32,48,24,56,4,6,7,102], then b7,0 =

{1,2,4,6,7,8}, b7,1 = {3,5,9}, b7,03 = {6,7,8}, b7,12 = {5,9}, b7,0c,2 = {6,7}.
Now we outline the algorithm of defining the labeling and threshold for {0,1}-constructable

k-hypergraphs as follows.

Algorithm 1 Construction of labels and thresholds for {0,1}-constructable k-hypergraphs
Require: Binary building string bn of a {0,1}-constructable k-hypergraph n vertices (n≥ k ≥ 2)
Ensure: A labeling c : [n]→ Z and a threshold τ ∈ Z

Suppose the first s bits of bn are 0’s and bns+1 = 1, where s≥ k− 1.
• If bn = 0[s]1, we define a labeling c : [n]→ Z as

c(i) =

{
2, if 1≤ i < n

3, if i= n
(29)

and set a threshold τ = 2k.
Let bm be the restriction of bn on the firstm bits, c′ : [m]→ Z and τ ′ its labeling and threshold. Setm= s+1
and continue the following two steps until m+ 1= n.
• If bnm+1 = 1, then we define a new labeling c : [m+ 1]→ Z as

c(i) =

c
′(i), if 1≤ i≤m
τ ′ + 1−

∑
j∈bm,0

c′,k−1

c′(j), if i=m+ 1(30)

and set a new threshold τ = τ ′.
• If bnm+1 = 0, then we define a new labeling c : [m+ 1]→ Z as

c(i) =


2c′(i), if 1≤ i≤m
2τ ′ + 1−

∑
j∈bm,1

k−1
2c′(j), if i=m+ 1 and |bm,1| ≥ k− 1

2τ ′ + 1−
∑
j∈bm,1 2c

′(j)−
∑k−1−|bm,1|
j=1 2c′(j), if i=m+ 1 and |bm,1|< k− 1

(31)

and set a new threshold τ = 2τ ′ + 1.

Next we will show that the labeling and threshold defined in Algorithm 1 for a {0,1}-
constructable k-hypergraph can make it T2 thresholdable.
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THEOREM 4.3. All {0,1}-constructable k-hypergraphs are T2-threshold, which are T3-
threshold as well. Therefore, all antiregular k-hypergraphs are T2- and T3-threshold.

PROOF. By (29) in Algorithm 1, it is easy to check that bn = 0[s]1 is T2-threshold.
Suppose bn is T2-threshold for n≤m. We assume the labeling and threshold for bm are c′

and τ ′, respectively, and construct the new labeling c and threshold τ for bm+1 by Algorithm
1. Now we show bm+1 is T2-threshold with respect to c and τ .

Let S = {i1, i2, . . . , ik} (i1 < i2 < . . . < ik) be a vertex subset of size k.
Case I: bm+1

m+1 = 1
(a) If ik <m+ 1, then by induction hypothesis and (30),

k∑
j=1

c(ij) =

k∑
j=1

c′(ij)> τ ′ = τ ⇐⇒ S is a hyperedge.

(b) If ik =m+ 1, then S is a hyperedge. By Lemma 4.4,

k∑
j=1

c(ij)≥ c(m+ 1) +
∑

j∈bm,0

c′,k−1

c′(j) = τ ′ + 1> τ ′ = τ.

Case II: bm+1
m+1 = 0

(a) If ik <m+ 1, then by induction hypothesis and (31),

k∑
j=1

c(ij) = 2

k∑
j=1

c′(ij)≥ 2(τ ′ + 1) = τ + 1> τ ⇐⇒ S is a hyperedge.

(b) If ik =m+ 1, then S is a non-hyperedge. By Lemma 4.4,

k∑
j=1

c(ij)≤

{
c(m+ 1) + 2

∑
j∈bm,1

k−1
c′(j), if |bm,1| ≥ k− 1

c(m+ 1) + 2
∑

j∈bm,1 c′(j) + 2
∑k−1−|bm,1|

j=1 c′(j), if |bm,1|< k− 1

= 2τ ′ + 1 = τ.

Thus, we complete this proof.

Let bn be the binary building string of a {0,1}-constructable hypergraph, an interval [i1, i2]
(1≤ i1 ≤ i2 ≤ n) is called a i-interval if bnj = i for i1 ≤ j ≤ i2 and bni1−1 = bni2+1 = 1− i (if
i1 − 1≥ 1 and/or i2 + 1≤ n), where i= 0,1. Further, [i1, i2] is called trivial if i1 = i2 and
non-trivial otherwise. For instance, bn = 00110001011, its 0-intervals are [1,2], [5,7], [9,9]
(trivial), and 1-intervals are [3,4], [8,8] (trivial), [10,11].

LEMMA 4.4. Let c and τ be the labeling and threshold of bn as constructed in Algorithm
1, where [1, s] (s≥ k− 1) is a 0-interval of bn.

(1) Let [i1, i2] and [i3, i4] (i2 < i3) be any two 1-intervals of bn, [i5, i6] any non-trivial
1-interval of bn, then

c(i)< c(j), if i ∈ [i1, i2], j ∈ [i3, i4](32)

c(i) = c(j), if i, j ∈ [i5, i6], i < j(33)

That is, from the left to right, the labels are increasing for vertices in different 1-intervals and
keep the same for vertices in the same 1-intervals.



INDEPENDENCE POLYNOMIALS AND THRESHOLDS OF ANTIREGULAR K-HYPERGRAPHS 15

(2) Let [i1, i2] and [i3, i4] (i1 > s, i2 < i3) be any two 0-intervals of bn, [i5, i6] any non-
trivial 0-interval of bn, then

c(i) = c(j), if i, j ∈ [1, s](34)

c(i)> c(j), if i ∈ [i1, i2], j ∈ [i3, i4](35)

c(i)< c(j), if i, j ∈ [i5, i6], i < j(36)

That is, from the left to right, the labels are decreasing for vertices in different 0-intervals
and increasing for vertices in the same 0-intervals except [1, s].

Therefore, labels of dominating vertices are always larger than those of isolated vertices.

PROOF. (1) Let bm+2 = 0[s]1 . . .011 be the restriction of bn, cl, τ l the labeling and thresh-
old generated by Algorithm 1 for bm+l, l= 0,1,2. Then

c2(m+ 2) = τ1 + 1−
∑

j∈bm+1,0

c1,k−1

c1(j)

= τ0 + 1−
∑

j∈bm,0

c0,k−1

c0(j)

= c1(m+ 1) = c2(m+ 1).

Therefore, (33) holds by induction.
Let bm+3 = 0[s]1 . . .101 be the restriction of bn, cl, τ l the labeling and threshold generated

by Algorithm 1 for bm+l, l= 0,1,2,3. Then

c3(m+ 3) = τ2 + 1−
∑

j∈bm+2,0

c2,k−1

c2(j)

> 2τ1 + 2−
∑

j∈bm,0

c1,k−1

2c1(j)

= 2τ0 + 2−
∑

j∈bm,0

c1,k−1

2c0(j)

= 2c0(m+ 1) = c3(m+ 1).

Therefore, (32) holds by induction.
(2) (34) follows from (29) and the labels of the first s bits are either kept the same or

doubled simultaneously in all iterations of Algorithm 1.
Let bm+2 = 0[s]1 . . .100 be the restriction of bn, cl, τ l the labeling and threshold generated

by Algorithm 1 for bm+l, l= 0,1,2. Then

c2(m+ 2) =

{
2τ1 + 1−

∑
j∈bm+1,1

k−1
2c1(j), if |bm+1,1| ≥ k− 1

2τ1 + 1−
∑

j∈bm+1,1 2c1(j)−
∑k−1−|bm+1,1|

j=1 2c1(j), if |bm+1,1|< k− 1

=

{
4τ0 + 3−

∑
j∈bm,1

k−1
4c0(j), if |bm,1| ≥ k− 1

4τ0 + 3−
∑

j∈bm,1 4c0(j)−
∑k−1−|bm,1|

j=1 4c0(j), if |bm,1|< k− 1

>

{
2(2τ0 + 1−

∑
j∈bm,1

k−1
2c0(j)), if |bm,1| ≥ k− 1

2(2τ0 + 1−
∑

j∈bm,1 2c0(j)−
∑k−1−|bm,1|

j=1 2c0(j)), if |bm,1|< k− 1

= 2c1(m+ 1) = c2(m+ 1).
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Therefore, (36) holds by induction.
Let bm+3 = 0[s]1 . . .010 be the restriction of bn, cl, τ l the labeling and threshold generated

by Algorithm 1 for bm+l, l= 0,1,2,3. Then

c3(m+ 3) =

{
2τ2 + 1−

∑
j∈bm+2,1

k−1
2c2(j), if |bm+2,1| ≥ k− 1

2τ2 + 1−
∑

j∈bm+2,1 2c2(j)−
∑k−1−|bm+2,1|

j=1 2c2(j), if |bm+2,1|< k− 1

<

{
2τ1 −

∑
j∈bm+1,1

k−1
2c1(j), if |bm+1,1| ≥ k− 1

2τ1 −
∑

j∈bm+1,1 2c1(j)−
∑k−1−|bm+1,1|

j=1 2c1(j), if |bm,1|< k− 1

=

{
4τ0 + 2−

∑
j∈bm,1

k−1
4c0(j), if |bm,1| ≥ k− 1

4τ0 + 2−
∑

j∈bm,1 4c0(j)−
∑k−1−|bm,1|

j=1 4c0(j), if |bm,1|< k− 1

=

{
2(2τ0 + 1−

∑
j∈bm,1

k−1
2c0(j)), if |bm,1| ≥ k− 1

2(2τ0 + 1−
∑

j∈bm,1 2c0(j)−
∑k−1−|bm,1|

j=1 2c0(j)), if |bm,1|< k− 1

= 2c1(m+ 1) = c3(m+ 1).

Therefore, (35) holds by induction.

Since there are no non-trivial 1-intervals in the binary building strings bn of antiregular
k-hypergraphs, the labels of dominating vertices are increasing. Except one non-trivial 0-
interval in bn, the labels of isolated vertices are decreasing afterwards.

EXAMPLE 1. Given a binary building string of a {0,1}-constructable 3-hypergraph
b13 = 0010100011101, by implementing Algorithm 1, we get the labeling

c= [64,64,96,48,112,8,12,14,204,204,204,−185,401]

and the threshold τ = 223.
Given a binary building string of an antiregular 3-hypergraph b13 = 0010101010101, by

implementing Algorithm 1, we get the labeling

c= [64,64,96,48,112,8,168,−60,276,−222,506,−559,1005]

and the threshold τ = 223. It is easy to see that these results are consistent with Lemma 4.4.

Threshold graphs are {0,1}-constructable [2], however, T2-threshold k-hypergraphs are
not always {0,1}-constructable. We illustrate this claim by the following example.

EXAMPLE 2. LetH = (V,E) be a 4-hypergraph, where the vertex set V = {w,−2,−1,0,1,2}
and the hyperedge set E = {{w} ∪ {x1, x2, x3}|

∑3
i=1 xi > 0}. By defining a labeling

c : V → Z,

c(v) =

{
10, v =w,

v, v ∈ {−2,−1,0,1,2}

and setting the threshold τ = 10, we can easily verify that H is T2-threshold.
Suppose H is {0,1}-constructable. Let b6 be its binary building string, then its first three

bits must be 000. Since H has 4 hyperedges, i.e.,

E = {{w,−2,1,2},{w,−1,0,2},{w,−1,1,2},{w,0,1,2}},

the last three bits of b6 could only be 010. Therefore, bn = 000010, whose vertex-degree se-
quence is (3,3,3,3,4,0), which contradicts with the vertex-degree sequence (4,1,2,2,3,4)
of H .
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The independence polynomials of antiregular graphs are unique within the family of
threshold graphs, however, to the author’s best knowledge, it is not known whether the in-
dependence polynomials of antiregular k-hypergraphs are uniquely determined within the
family of T2-threshold k-hypergraphs. The following example shows two non-isomorphic
k-hyeprgraphs can have the same independence polynomial.

EXAMPLE 3. Let

H1 = ([5],{{1,4,5},{2,3,5},{2,4,5},{3,4,5}}),

H2 = ([5],{{1,2,3},{1,3,4},{2,3,5},{3,4,5}})

be two 3-hypergraphs (see Figure 2), where [5] = {1,2, . . . ,5}. Then, their vertex-degree
sequences are [1,2,2,3,4] and [2,2,4,2,2], which means H1 and H2 are non-isomorphic.
Nonetheless, H1 and H2 share the same independence polynomial,

I(H1;x) = I(H2;x) = 1 + 5x+ 10x2 + 6x3 + x4.

1

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

FIG 2. Two non-isomorphic 3-hypergraphs H1 (left) and H2 (right) having the same independence polynomial.

In this example,H1 is T2-threshold, which can be verified by defining a labeling c1 : [5]→
Z as c1 = [−2,−1,0,1,2] and setting a threshold τ1 = 0. However, H2 is not T2-threshold
for the following reason. Suppose H2 is T2-threshold with respect to a labeling c2 and a
threshold τ2. Since {1,3,4} is a hyperedge but not {2,3,4}, we have

c2(1) + c2(3) + c2(4)> τ2, c2(2) + c2(3) + c2(4)≤ τ2,

which indicates c2(1)> c2(2). Since {2,3,5} is a hyperedge, we find

c2(1) + c2(3) + c2(5)> c2(2) + c2(3) + c2(5)> τ2,

which contradicts with the fact that {1,3,5} is not a hyperedge. Therefore, H2 is not T2-
threshold.
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5. Conclusion. Graph properties have been extensively studied in the literature, while
hypergraph properties receive much less attention, partly because graphs with some prop-
erties cannot be generalised to the hypergraph case naturally. For example, there are many
non-equivalent definitions of threshold hypergraphs while they are all equivalent in the graph
world by restricting the hyperedge-degree, i.e., the number of vertices contained in a hyper-
edge, to 2. In this paper, we focus on generalising some results of antiregular graphs to those
of antiregular k-hypergraphs.

In detail, we find the (semi-)closed forms of the independence polynomials of antiregular
k-hypergraphs. Further, we show that the independence polynomials are log-concave. These
results are consistent with Levit and Mandrescu’s work [10] by setting k = 2 in the present
paper. The third major contribution of this work is that we present an algorithm and prove
all {0,1}-constructable (including antiregular) k-hypergraphs are T2-threshold. Then, the
following implications of properties of k-hypergraphs hold,

antiregular =⇒ {0,1}-constructable =⇒ T2-threshold =⇒ T3-threshold.

However, the reversed implications are not true for k ≥ 3. We give an example that T2-
threshold 6=⇒ {0,1}-constructable in this paper.

One remaining question here is about the uniqueness of the independence polynomials of
antiregular k-hypergraphs. Alternatively, a more general question is, given two T2-threshold
k-hypergraphs with the same independence polynomial, are they isomorphic? These are left
for future work.
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