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Abstract

A Young diagram Y is called wide if every sub-diagram Z formed by a subset of the rows of Y

dominates Z′, the conjugate of Z. A Young diagram Y is called Latin if its squares can be assigned
numbers so that for each i, the ith row is filled injectively with the numbers 1, . . . , ai, where ai is the
length of ith row of Y , and every column is also filled injectively. A conjecture of Chow and Taylor,
publicized by Chow, Fan, Goemans, and Vondrak [3] is that a wide Young diagram is Latin. We prove a
dual version of the conjecture.

1 Introduction

Young diagrams are a way of representing partitions of natural numbers. Given a partition n = a1 + a2 +
· · ·+ am of a number n, where a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥ am ≥ 0, the corresponding Young diagram Y is formed by m

rows of squares that are left-aligned and the ith row consists of ai squares. The size n of Y is denoted by |Y |.
The ith row (resp. column) of Y are denoted by ri(Y ) (resp. ci(Y )). We write ai(Y ) for |ri(Y )| and bi(Y )
for |ci(Y )|. When the identity of Y is clear from the context we omit its mention, and write ri, ci, ai, bi.

The conjugate Y ′ of a Young diagram Y is obtained by transposing the diagram. In terms of partitions,
this is the partition n = b1 + b2 + · · ·+ ba1 with b1 ≥ b2 ≥ · · · ≥ ba1 ≥ 0, where bj = |cj |, the length of the
jth column of Y . The left-aligned-ness of the diagram implies

bk = |{i : ai ≥ k}|, (1)
∑

1≤j≤k

bj =
∑

1≤i≤m

min(k, ai) and
∑

1≤i≤k

ai =
∑

1≤j≤a1

min(k, bj). (2)

A Young diagram X dominates a diagram Y partitioning the same n if

k∑

i=1

ai(X) ≥
k∑

i=1

ai(Y )

for every k ≥ 1, where partitions are extended by appending zero parts at the end as necessary.

Definition 1.1. A Young diagram is said to be wide if for every subset S of its rows, the diagram Z formed
by S dominates Z ′.

Definition 1.2. A filling of a Young diagram Y is an assignment of a number y(i, j) to each square (i, j)
that is in the ith row and jth column of Y , satisfying that for each i, the assignment is an injection from
the ai many squares in row i to [ai] = {1, . . . , ai}. A filling is Latin if it is injective also in each column. A
Young diagram is Latin if it has a Latin filling.

In [3] the following is ascribed to Victor Reiner:
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Theorem 1.3. A Latin Young diagram is wide.

Proof. Let Y be a Latin Young diagram with a Latin filling (y(i, j))i,j . Let

Tk = |{(i, j) : y(i, j) ≤ k}|.

Clearly, ai(Y ) ≥ k if and only if {y(i, j) : 1 ≤ j ≤ ai} contains [k]. So, for every row i,

|{j : y(i, j) ≤ k}| = min(k, ai).

Summing over all rows and using (2) gives

Tk =
∑

1≤i≤m

min(k, ai) =
∑

1≤j≤k

bj . (3)

On the other hand, the injectivity of y in every column implies that for every fixed j,

|{i : y(i, j) ≤ k}| ≤ k,

implying
|{i : y(i, j) ≤ k}| ≤ min(k, bj).

Summing over all columns gives

Tk ≤
∑

1≤j≤ai

min(k, bj) =
∑

1≤i≤k

ai, (4)

where the last equality is again by (2). Combining (3) and (4), we have

∑

1≤i≤k

ai ≥
∑

1≤j≤k

bj.

This argument works also for sub-diagrams formed by a subset of rows of Y , which verifies that Y is wide.

A conjecture attributed in [3] to Chow and Taylor is that the converse is also true:

Conjecture 1.4. If a Young diagram Y is wide then it is Latin.

In [3] this is called the Wide Partition Conjecture, or WPC. The original motivation for the conjecture
comes from Rota’s basis conjecture [4]. Replacing the symbols with elements of a matroid and the condition
of injectivity by matroid independence yields a generalization of Rota’s conjecture.

1.1 A re-formulation in matching terminology

Following notation from [2], a k-matching in a hypergraph H is an edge subset of H in which every two edges
share fewer than k vertices (so, a 1-matching is a classical matching, i.e., a set of disjoint edges). The kth
matching number ν(k)(H) of H is the maximal size of a k-matching in H . Let H(k) be the hypergraph whose
vertex set is {K ⊆ V (H) : |K| = k,K ⊆ e for some e ∈ E(H)} and whose edge set is {

(
e
k

)
: e ∈ E(H)}. Then

a k-matching of H corresponds to a matching in H(k), so ν(k)(H) = ν(H(k)), where ν(F ) is the classical
matching number of a hypergraph F .

A k-cover of a hypergraphH is a subset P of V (H(k)) = {K ⊆ V (H) : |K| = k,K ⊆ e for some e ∈ E(H)}
covering all edges of H , namely for every edge e of H , there exists some K ∈ P such that K ⊆ e. By τ (k)(H)
we denote the integral LP-dual parameter of ν(k)(H), namely the minimal size of a k-cover of H . Again,
τ (k)(H) = τ(H(k)), where τ(F ) is the classical covering number of a hypergraph F . Obviously

τ (k)(H) ≥ ν(k)(H).

Below we shall only consider the case k = 2. We say that two sets e1, e2 are almost disjoint if |e1∩e2| ≤ 1.

Notation 1.5. Pairs and triples will be often written without delineating parentheses, so we write ab for
{a, b} and abc for {a, b, c}.
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To a Young diagram Y we assign a tripartite hypergraph H(Y ), as follows. Its three respective sides
are R = R(Y ) = {r1, . . . , rm} (the set of rows), C = C(Y ) = {c1, . . . , ca1} (the set of columns), and
S = S(Y ) = {s1, . . . , sa1} (the set of numerical symbols).

For 1 ≤ i ≤ m and ri ∈ R, let

Hi(Y ) = {ricjsk | cj ∈ C, sk ∈ S, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ ai}.

Let
H(Y ) =

⋃

1≤i≤m

Hi(Y ).

Observation 1.6. τ (2)(H(Y )) ≤ |Y |.

This follows from the fact that {ricj | 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ ai} is a 2-cover for H(Y ).
An equivalent formulation of the WPC is:

Conjecture 1.7. If a Young diagram Y is wide, then ν(2)(H(Y )) = |Y |.

To see the equivalence, assume there is an assignment y(i, j) satisfying the requirement of Conjecture 1.4.
Then M := {ricjsy(i,j) | 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ ai} is a 2-matching in H(Y ) of size |Y |. To see the almost
disjointness, note that ricj is contained in one edge of M by the construction; since y(i, j) is injective for
fixed i, then risk is contained in at most one edge of M ; since the assignment is injective in each column,
cjsk is contained in at most one edge of M . For the other direction, let M be a 2-matching in H(Y ) of size
|Y | =

∑m

i=1 ai. Then for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ ai, the pair ricj is contained in exactly one edge ricjsk
of M . Then we set y(i, j) := k. Note that 1 ≤ y(i, j) ≤ ai. Then y is a Latin filling of Y , where the row
injectivity and column injectivity requirements follow from the fact that risk and cjsk can each be contained
in at most one edge of M , respectively.

In this terminology Theorem 1.3 says that if ν(2)(H(Y )) = |Y | then Y is wide.
We prove a weaker version of Conjecture 1.7:

Theorem 1.8. If a Young diagram Y is wide, then τ (2)(H(Y )) = |Y |.

The converse is also true:

Theorem 1.9. If τ (2)(H(Y )) = |Y |, then the Young diagram Y is wide.

This is a strengthening of Theorem 1.3, since if ν(2)(H(Y )) = |Y | then τ (2)(H(Y )) = |Y |. By these
theorems, Y is wide if and only if τ (2)(H(Y )) = |Y |.

Theorem 1.9 is proved in Section 3 and Theorem 1.8 in Section 4. In Section 5 we discuss fractional
versions. In Section 6 we post some questions strengthening Conjecture 1.7.

2 Preliminaries

Notation 2.1. For two disjoint sets A and B, we denote {ab | a ∈ A, b ∈ B} by A×B.

This notation is usually reserved for the set of ordered pairs, but the assumption A ∩B = ∅ removes the
risk of ambiguity.

Given a tripartite hypergraph F with sides A,B,C, we denote {bc ∈ B×C | abc ∈ F for some a ∈ A} by
F [B × C].

Notation 2.2. We abbreviate {c1, . . . , ci} × {s1, . . . , sj} ⊆ C × S by [i]× [j].

Notation 2.3. Given an integer ℓ and a subset Q of C × S, let

ν(ℓ,Q) := ν([ℓ]× [ℓ]−Q).

Lemma 2.4. For any Q ⊆ C × S and 1 ≤ i ≤ m, the minimal number of pairs in {ri} × (C ∪ S) needed to
cover all the edges of Hi that are not covered by Q is ν(ai, Q).
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Proof. Let Ti be a minimum collection of pairs in {ri} × (C ∪ S) that cover all the edges of Hi that are not
covered by Q. Then ∪t∈Ti

t∩ (C ∪ S) is a cover of the bipartite graph [ai]× [ai]−Q, otherwise suppose cjsk
is not covered by ∪t∈Ti

t ∩ (C ∪ S), then ricjsk ∈ Hi is not covered by Ti or Q, a contradiction. Hence

|Ti| ≥ ν(ai, Q),

by König’s theorem.
On the other hand, let Zi be a minimum cover of the bipartite graph [ai]× [ai]−Q, it is routine to check

that {ri} × Zi forms a 2-cover that covers all the edges of Hi that are not covered by Q. Therefore

|Ti| ≤ ν(ai, Q).

This proves that ν(ai, Q) is the desired covering number.

Corollary 2.5. For any Q ⊆ C × S, there exists a 2-cover P of H(Y ) satisfying

τ (2)(H) ≤ |P | = |Q|+
m∑

i=1

ν(ai, Q)

and Q = P ∩ (C × S).

Proof. Let P = Q ∪ ∪m
i=1Ti, where Ti is as in the proof of Lemma 2.4.

Observation 2.6. A pair in {ri} × (C ∪ S) does not cover any edge in Hj for i 6= j.

Notation 2.7. For a set of pairs P ⊆ (R × C) ∪ (R × S) ∪ (C × S) let Q(P ) = P ∩ (C × S).

Lemma 2.4 and Observation 2.6 imply the following.

Corollary 2.8. Let P be a 2-cover of H(Y ) and let Q = Q(P ). Then

|P | ≥ |Q|+
m∑

i=1

ν(ai, Q).

Lemma 2.9. For 0 ≤ p ≤ q, we have

ν(ℓ, [p]× [q]) =







0, if ℓ ≤ p.

ℓ− p, if p < ℓ ≤ q.

2ℓ− p− q, if q < ℓ ≤ p+ q.

ℓ if ℓ > p+ q.

Proof. For ℓ ≤ p, [ℓ]× [ℓ]− [p]× [q] = ∅ so that ν(ℓ, [p]× [q]) = 0.
For p < ℓ ≤ q, in [ℓ] × [ℓ] − [p] × [q] we can find a matching {cp+1sp+1, . . . , cℓsℓ} of size ℓ − p and a

vertex-cover {cp+1, . . . , cℓ} of the same size, implying ν(ℓ, [p]× [q]) = ℓ− p.
For q < ℓ ≤ p+q, in [ℓ]×[ℓ]−[p]×[q] we can find a matching {cp+1s1, . . . , cℓsℓ−p, sq+1c1, . . . , sℓcℓ−q} of size

(ℓ−p)+(ℓ−q) and a vertex-cover {cp+1, . . . , cℓ, sq+1, . . . , sℓ} of the same size, therefore ν(ℓ, [p]×[q]) = 2ℓ−p−q.
By the third line of Lemma 2.9, ν(p+ q, [p]× [q]) = p+ q, which means that [p+ q]× [p+ q]− [p]× [q] has

a perfect matching. Then for ℓ > p+ q, this matching together with {cℓ′sℓ′ | p+ q < ℓ′ ≤ ℓ} forms a perfect
matching in [ℓ]× [ℓ]− [p]× [q]. Therefore ν(ℓ, [p]× [q]) = ℓ for ℓ > p+ q.

3 τ (2)(H(Y )) = |Y | implies wideness of Y

We prove Theorem 1.9 in its contrapositive form.

Theorem 3.1. If a Young diagram Z is not wide, then τ (2)(H(Z)) < |Z|.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. By the assumption that Z is not wide, there exists a subpartition Y formed by a set
of rows of Z, such that Y does not dominate Y ′. Let k be the minimum number that witnesses this fact,
namely

k∑

i=1

ai(Y ) <

k∑

i=1

bi(Y ). (5)

Write ai = ai(Y ) and bj = bj(Y ).

Claim 3.1.1. k ≤ ak.

Proof. Assume the contrary and let ℓ = ak < k. We have

ℓ∑

i=1

ai =

k∑

i=1

ai −
∑

ℓ<i≤k

ai and

ℓ∑

j=1

bj =

k∑

j=1

bj −
∑

ℓ<j≤k

bj . (6)

If we show ∑

ℓ<i≤k

ai ≥
∑

ℓ<i≤k

bj, (7)

then combining (6), (7), and the assumption (5), we have

ℓ∑

i=1

ai <

ℓ∑

j=1

bj ,

contradicting the minimality of k.
To prove (7), on the one hand,

∑

ℓ<i≤k

ai ≥
∣
∣
∣

{

(i, j) ∈ Y : ℓ < i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ
}∣
∣
∣+
∣
∣
∣

{

(i, j) ∈ Y : ℓ < i ≤ k, ℓ < j ≤ k
}∣
∣
∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Lℓ,k

=(k − ℓ)ℓ+ Lℓ,k,

(8)

where the equality is because ai ≥ ak = ℓ for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
On the other hand,

∑

ℓ<j≤k

bj ≤
∣
∣
∣

{

(i, j) ∈ Y : 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, ℓ < j ≤ k
}∣
∣
∣+
∣
∣
∣

{

(i, j) ∈ Y : ℓ < i ≤ k, ℓ < j ≤ k
}∣
∣
∣

≤(k − ℓ)ℓ+ Lℓ,k,

(9)

where the first inequality is because ak = ℓ, then for each j > ℓ, bj = |{i : ai ≥ j}| ≤ k and then the squares
in the ℓ+1, . . . , kth columns of Y are contained in {(i, j) ∈ Y | 1 ≤ i ≤ k, ℓ < j ≤ k}. Combining (8) and (9)
yields (7), and thus the claim.

Claim 3.1.2. τ (2)(H(Y )) <
∑m

i=1 ai = |Y |.

Proof. Let Q = [k]× [ak], T0 = {i : ai ≤ k, i ≥ k + 1}, T1 = {i : k < ai ≤ ak, i ≥ k + 1}, T2 = {i : ak ≤ ai ≤
k + ak, i ≤ k}, and T3 = {i : ai > k + ak}.

By Corollary 2.5 and Lemma 2.9 (that can be applied here in view of Claim 2.9,)

τ (2)(H(Y )) ≤ |Q|+
∑

i

ν(ai, Q)

= kak +
∑

i∈T1

(ai − k) +
∑

i∈T2

(2ai − k − ak) +
∑

i∈T3

ai, (10)
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and our aim is to show (10) is less than |Y | =
∑

i ai, i.e.,

kak +
∑

i∈T1

(ai − k) +
∑

i∈T2

(2ai − k − ak) +
∑

i∈T3

ai <
∑

i∈T0

ai +
∑

i∈T1

ai +
∑

i∈T2

ai +
∑

i∈T3

ai.

This is equivalent to showing

kak +
∑

i∈T2

(ai − ak) +
∑

i∈T3

(ai − ak) <
∑

i∈T0

ai + k|T1|+ k|T2|+
∑

i∈T3

(ai − ak). (11)

Noting that |T2 ∪T3| = k, the left-hand side of (11) is
∑

i∈T2
ai+

∑

i∈T3
ai, i.e., the sum of the lengths of the

first k rows of Y . Since ai− ak ≥ k for i ∈ T3, the right-hand side is at least
∑

i∈T0
ai+ k|T1|+ k|T2|+ k|T3|,

which is the sum of the lengths of the first k columns of Y . By our assumption (5),

∑

i∈T2

ai +
∑

i∈T3

ai <
∑

i∈T0

ai + k|T1|+ k|T2|+ k|T3|.

Therefore , (11) holds, completing the proof of Claim 3.1.2.

Now, let P be the minimum 2-cover of H(Y ). Then |P | < |Y |. Let W = {ricj | (i, j) ∈ Z \ Y }. Then
P ∪W is a 2-cover of H(Z), of size |P |+ |Z| − |Y |, which is less than |Z|. We prove the theorem.

4 Wideness of Y implies τ (2)(H(Y )) = |Y |

In this section we prove our main result, Theorem 1.8. Given a 2-cover P of H(Y ) for a wide diagram Y ,
we want to show that |P | ≥ |Y |. As a first step, we replace P by a 2-cover having the same size, but more
structure. We “shift” it, which in our context means that we “push left” the edges in P ∩(C×S) (the explicit
definition is given below).

4.1 Shifting

Shifting is defined for an arbitrary set P ⊆ (C×S)∪ (R×S)∪ (R×C) with respect to either the C or S side
of H(Y ) — we choose the first, namely C. Let Q = Q(P ) = P ∩ (C × S) and W = W (P ) = P ∩ (C ×R).

For an integer t let Lt = {rℓ ∈ R : aℓ < t}.
Let ci, cj be two elements of C with i < j. The shifting P ′ = φci,cj (P ) of P is obtained from P by

replacing all edges of P incident with {ci, cj} by

{ci} ×
(

NQ(ci) ∪NQ(cj)
)⋃

{cj} ×
(

NQ(cj) ∩NQ(ci)
)

⋃

{ci} ×
(

NW (ci) ∩
(
NW (cj) ∪ Lj

))⋃

{cj} ×
(

NW (cj) ∪
(
NW (ci) \ Lj

))

Lemma 4.1. Let i < j and let P ′ = φci,cj(P ). Then

1. |P ′| = |P |, and

2. If P is a 2-cover of H(Y ), so is P ′.

Proof. The first part follows from

|NQ(ci) ∪NQ(cj)|+ |NQ(ci) ∩NQ(cj)| = |NQ(ci)|+ |NQ(cj)|,

and for T1 = NW (ci) ∩ (NW (cj) ∪ Lj) and T2 = NW (cj) ∪ (NW (ci) \ Lj),

|T1|+ |T2| =|T1 ∪ T2|+ |T1 ∩ T2|

=|NW (ci) ∪NW (cj)|+ |NW (ci) ∩NW (cj)|

=|NW (ci)|+ |NW (cj)|.
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For the second part, since the pairs in P that are not incident to ci or cj are kept in P ′, we only need to
show that edges of the form e = rℓcisk or e = rℓcjsk are still covered by P ′.

Case I: e = rℓcisk.
If rℓsk or cisk is in P , then they are also in P ′ and then e is covered by P ′. So, we may assume that

rℓci ∈ P . If rℓci 6∈ P ′, then by the definition of P ′, rℓ 6∈ NW (cj) ∪ Lj . The fact that rℓ 6∈ Lj means that
j ≤ aℓ. Hence rℓcjsk ∈ H(Y ) (k ≤ aℓ follows from e ∈ H(Y )). The fact that rℓ 6∈ NW (cj) means that rℓcjsk
is covered by P via rℓsk or cjsk. If rℓsk ∈ P , then it is kept in P ′; If cjsk ∈ P , then by definition cisk ∈ P ′.
In both cases, e = rℓcisk is covered by P ′ and we are done.

Case II: e = rℓcjsk.
If e is covered by rℓsk or by rℓcj in P , then since these pairs are kept in P ′, e is covered in P ′. Thus we

may assume that cjsk ∈ P . On the other hand, the edge rℓcisk of H(Y ) is covered by P . If rℓsk ∈ P , then
rℓsk ∈ P ′ and e is covered by P ′. If cisk ∈ P , then sk ∈ NQ(ci) ∩NQ(cj), therefore by definition cjsk ∈ P ′

and e is covered by P ′. If rℓci ∈ P , since e ∈ H(Y ), then rℓ 6∈ Lj (rℓcjsk ∈ H(Y ) means that aℓ ≥ j).
Therefore rℓ ∈ NW (ci) \ Lj so that by definition rℓcj ∈ P ′ and e is covered by P ′.

By interchanging the roles of C and S, we can also define the shifting operation φsi,sj (P ) for si, sj ∈ S

with i < j, which satisfies similar property as Lemma 4.1.

Definition 4.2. A set Γ ⊆ C × S is called closed down (in C × S) if cpsq ∈ Γ implies [p]× [q] ⊆ Γ.

Lemma 4.3. For every set Γ ⊆ C × S there exists a closed down Γ′ that can be obtained from Γ by a finite
sequence of shifting operations.

Proof. We first show that after a finite sequence of shifting operations, we reach at a set that is stable under
shifting. And then we prove that a stable set is close down.

Claim 4.3.1. After finitely many shifting operations on Γ, we can reach Γ′ ⊆ [a1]× [a1] such that φci,cj(Γ
′) =

φsi,sj (Γ
′) = Γ′ for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ a1.

Proof of the claim. Set f(Γ′) =
∑a1

i=1 i
(

|NΓ′(ci)|+|NΓ′(si)|
)

. If φci,cj or φsi,sj shifts Γ
′ to Γ′′ that is different

from Γ′, then f(Γ′′) < f(Γ′). But f is non-negative, which means after finitely many shifting operations, the
resulting set becomes stable, which completes the proof of the claim.

Claim 4.3.2. If φci,cj (Γ
′) = φsi,sj (Γ

′) = Γ′ for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ a1, then Γ′ is closed down.

Proof of the claim. Assume Γ′ satisfies the shifting stable property. If cpsq ∈ Γ′, then for all p′ ≤ p, q′ ≤ q,
we have cp′sq′ ∈ Γ′: If p′ < p, the shifting-stability applied to cp, cp′ yields cp′sq ∈ Γ′. If q′ < q, then another
application of the shifting-stability of sq, sq′ yields cp′sq′ ∈ Γ′.

Combining the claims, we prove that after finitely many shifting operations on Γ, we can get a closed
down Γ′.

Combining Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3, we have the following:

Lemma 4.4. For any 2-cover P of H(Y ), there exists a 2-cover P ′ of H(Y ) such that |P ′| = |P | and
P ′ ∩ (C × S) is closed down.

4.2 More facts about |Q| and ν(ℓ, Q)

Lemma 2.9 provides the values of ν(ℓ,Q) when Q = [p] × [q]. In this section, we study ν(ℓ,Q) and |Q| for
general closed down Q. Together with Corollary 2.8, this will be the key in the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Throughout this section Q ⊆ C×S and is assumed to be closed down. Let p ≥ 0 be the maximum integer
such that [p]× [p] ⊆ Q. This is well-defined as |Q| is finite.

Observation 4.5.

(1) ν(ℓ,Q) = 0 for ℓ ≤ p.

(2) ν(ℓ,Q)− ν(ℓ− 1, Q) ∈ {1, 2} for every ℓ > p.

7



Proof. The first part is obvious by the definition of p. For the second part, for ℓ > p, by maximality of p
and the closed down property of Q, we have cℓsℓ 6∈ Q. Then ν(ℓ,Q) − ν(ℓ − 1, Q) ≥ 1 is because for every
matching in [ℓ − 1]× [ℓ − 1] avoiding Q, we can add the edge cℓsℓ to obtain a matching in [ℓ]× [ℓ] avoiding
Q. ν(ℓ,Q) − ν(ℓ − 1, Q) ≤ 2, since adding two vertices to a bipartite graph cannot increase τ = ν by more
than 2.

Let q ≥ 0 be the minimum integer such that ν(ℓ,Q) = ℓ for all ℓ ≥ p+ q. This is well-defined since it is
easy to check for all ℓ ≥ 2|Q|, ν(ℓ,Q) = ℓ. (See [1, Example 1.6 (4)] for a stronger bound.) In particular, we
have q ≥ p, since when p ≥ 1, for any p ≤ ℓ < p+ p, by Observation 4.5, ν(ℓ,Q) ≤ 2(ℓ− p) < ℓ.

By the second part of Observation 4.5, we can divide the interval (p, p+ q] into (left-open and right-closed
with integer endpoints) sub-intervals O0, T1, O1, T2, . . . , Ok−1, Tk in order such that

ν(ℓ,Q)− ν(ℓ − 1, Q) =

{

1, if ℓ ∈ Oj for some 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1.

2, if ℓ ∈ Tj for some 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Note that all these sub-intervals, except possibly O0, are non-empty. Furthermore, by the minimality of q,
the last sub-interval must be Tk (rather than some Oj).

Let Ij be the length of Oj for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1 and IIj be the length of Tj for 1 ≤ j ≤ k.
We can express ν(ℓ,Q) explicitly in terms of Q := {p, q, O0, T1, . . . , Ok−1, Tk, I0, II1, . . . , Ik−1, IIk} of Q,

as follows.

Lemma 4.6. For any closed down Q ⊆ C × S with Q defined as above, we have

Oj = (p+

j−1
∑

ℓ=0

Iℓ +

j
∑

t=1

IIt, p+

j
∑

ℓ=0

Iℓ +

j
∑

t=1

IIt], (12)

Tj = (p+

j−1
∑

ℓ=0

Iℓ +

j−1
∑

t=1

IIt, p+

j−1
∑

ℓ=0

Iℓ +

j
∑

t=1

IIt]. (13)

And

ν(ℓ,Q) =







0, if ℓ ≤ p.

ℓ − p+
∑

1≤t≤j IIt, if ℓ ∈ Oj for some 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1.

2ℓ− 2p−
∑

0≤t<j It, if ℓ ∈ Tj for some 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

ℓ, if ℓ > p+ q.

(14)

Proof. The endpoints in (12) and (13) follow from the definition of the intervals Oj and Tj . The first and
last items in (14) follow from the definitions of p and q.

To compute ν(ℓ,Q), when ℓ ∈ Oj , let ℓ0 be the left endpoint of Oj , which is p +
∑j−1

ℓ=0 Iℓ +
∑j

t=1 IIt

by (12). And ν(ℓ0, Q) =
∑j−1

ℓ=0 Iℓ + 2
∑j

t=1 IIt. Therefore

ν(ℓ,Q) = (ℓ− ℓ0) + ν(ℓ0, Q)

=
(

ℓ− (p+

j−1
∑

ℓ=0

Iℓ +

j
∑

t=1

IIt)
)

+

j−1
∑

ℓ=0

Iℓ + 2

j
∑

t=1

IIt = ℓ− p+
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt.

When ℓ ∈ Tj , let ℓ0 = p +
∑j−1

ℓ=0 Iℓ +
∑j−1

t=1 IIt be the left endpoint of Tj by (13). And ν(ℓ0, Q) =
∑j−1

ℓ=0 Iℓ + 2
∑j−1

t=1 IIt. Therefore

ν(ℓ,Q) = 2(ℓ− ℓ0) + ν(ℓ0, Q) = 2ℓ− 2p−
∑

0≤t<j

It.

Hence we complete the proof.

We have the following results about the sums of IIj and of Ij , and a lower bound on the size of Q with
respect to Iℓ, IIj .
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Corollary 4.7. For any closed down Q ⊆ C × S with Q defined as above, we have

k∑

j=1

IIj = p,

k−1∑

j=0

Ij = q − p, (15)

Proof. Note that by the definition of Oj , Tj , Ij , IIj ,

p+

k−1∑

j=0

Ij +

k∑

j=1

IIj = p+ q = ν(p+ q,Q) =

k−1∑

j=0

Ij + 2

k∑

j=1

IIj ,

from which the identities in (15) immediately follow.

Lemma 4.8. For any closed down Q ⊆ C × S with Q defined as above,

|Q| ≥
k∑

j=1

IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

. (16)

Proof. For 0 ≤ j ≤ k−1 and ℓ ∈ Oj , we take a maximum matchingMℓ−1 in ([ℓ−1]×[ℓ−1])\Q. The constraint
ν(ℓ,Q)−ν(ℓ−1, Q) = 1 implies that we cannot match both cℓ and sℓ to {c1, . . . , cℓ−1}∪{s1, . . . , sℓ−1} without
using edges in Q or intersecting with edges in Mℓ−1, otherwise we get a matching in ([ℓ] × [ℓ]) \ Q of size
|Mℓ−1|+2. Therefore for one of cℓ and sℓ, which we denote by zℓ, say zℓ = sℓ, all the edges {c1, . . . , cℓ−1}×{sℓ}
are either in Q or incident with edges in Mℓ−1. Since by (14)

|Mℓ−1| = ν(ℓ − 1, Q) = ν(ℓ,Q)− 1 = ℓ − 1− p+
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt,

then
|NQ∩([ℓ−1]×[ℓ−1])(zℓ)| ≥ (ℓ − 1)− |Mℓ−1| = p−

∑

1≤t≤j

IIt. (17)

For any 1 ≤ j ≤ k− 1, let ℓj be the largest integer in Tj. For all ℓ
′ ∈ Tj , since ℓ

′ < ℓj +1 ∈ Oj , by the closed
down property of Q,

NQ∩([ℓj]×[ℓj])(zℓj+1) ⊆ NQ∩([ℓj]×[ℓj ])(zℓ′),

where zℓ′ is set to be sℓ′ if zℓj+1 = sℓj+1, and to be cℓ′ if zℓj+1 = cℓj+1. Therefore

|NQ∩([ℓj]×[ℓj ])(zℓ′)| ≥ |NQ∩([ℓj]×[ℓj])(zℓj+1)| ≥ p−
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt. (18)

Remark 4.9. Since Q is closed down and p is maximal, the neighbors counted in (17) and (18) are the first
vertices among the first p vertices on the side opposite to the side of zℓ and zℓ′ . Counting the number of
edges of Q from that side also leads to the lower bound on |Q| as in Corollary 4.7 (for example, we can count
|Q| from the C-side of the Q constructed in the proof of Corollary 4.10) — a fact not used in the proof.

Hence by the choice of p, combining (17) with (18), and applying (15), we have

|Q| ≥
∣
∣
∣[p]× [p]

∣
∣
∣+

∑

ℓ∈O0

|NQ∩([ℓ−1]×[ℓ−1])(zℓ)|+
k−1∑

j=1

( ∑

ℓ′∈Tj

|NQ∩([ℓj]×[ℓj ])(zℓ′)|+
∑

ℓ∈Oj

|NQ∩([ℓ−1]×[ℓ−1])(zℓ)|
)

≥ p(p+ I0) +

k−1∑

j=1

(IIj + Ij)(p−
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt)

=

k∑

j=1

IIj(p+ I0) +

k−1∑

j=1

(IIj + Ij)
∑

j<t≤k

IIt

9



=

k∑

j=1

IIj(p+ I0) +

k∑

t=2

IIt

( t−1∑

j=1

(IIj + Ij)
)

=

k∑

j=1

IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

,

which completes the proof.

The next result will not be used, but it is of independent interest.

Corollary 4.10. For any integers 0 ≤ p ≤ q and division of the interval (p, p+ q] into (left-open and right-
closed with integer endpoints) sub-intervals O0, T1, O1, T2, . . . , Ok−1, Tk in order such that except possibly O0,
all the sub-intervals are non-empty, for Ij = |Oj | and IIj = |Tj |, there exists a closed down Q ⊆ C × S

(assuming |C| = |S| ≥ p+ q) satisfying (12)–(15) and attaining the lower bound in (16), i.e.,

|Q| =
k∑

j=1

IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

.

Proof. We set

Q :=

k⋃

j=1

(

{c
p−

∑j

ℓ=1 IIℓ+1, . . . , cp−
∑j−1

ℓ=1 IIℓ
} ×

(

{sℓ : ℓ ∈ [p] ∪O0} ∪ ∪j−1
ℓ=1{sℓ : ℓ ∈ Tℓ ∪Oℓ}

)
)

.

It is routine to verify Q satisfies all the requirements.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.8

We are now set to prove Theorem 1.8. We prove the contrapositive statement.

Theorem 4.11. If τ (2)(H(Y )) < |Y |, then the Young diagram Y is not wide.

4.3.1 A toy example

By Lemma 4.4, there exists a minimum 2-cover P of H(Y ) satisfying P ∩ (C × S) is closed down and
|P | = τ (2)(H(Y )) < |Y |. Furthermore, by Corollary 2.8 and the assumption |P | < |Y |, Q = P ∩ (C × S) is
non-empty. In a toy case, we assume that Q = [p]× [q] for some 1 ≤ p ≤ q. For this Q, we have O0 = (p, q],
T1 = (q, p+ q], I0 = q − p, and II1 = p. Let Z be the partition formed by the rows of Y whose lengths are
at most p + q. We shall show that the sum of the lengths of the first II1 = p rows of Z is less than that of
the first p columns of Z. Therefore Z does not dominate Z ′, hence Y is not wide.

Indeed, let

D = {i : ai ≤ p}, AO0 = {i : ai ∈ O0}, AT1 = {i : ai ∈ T1}, and U = {i : ai > p+ q}.

Let AT1 [II1] be the set of the first II1 = p elements of AT1 if II1 ≤ |AT1 |, and to be AT1 if II1 > |AT1 |.
The first observation is

the sum of the lengths of the first II1 rows of Z ≤ pq +
∑

i∈AT1 [II1]

(ai − q). (19)

To see this, note that if |AT1 | ≥ II1 = p, then the RHS is equal to the LHS, which is II1 ·q+
∑

i∈AT1 [II1]
(ai−

q) =
∑

i∈AT1 [II1]
ai. If |AT1 | < II1, then |AT1 |q +

∑

i∈AT1 [II1]
(ai − q) is the sum of the lengths of the first

|AT1 | rows of Z, and the sum of the lengths of the remaining II1−|AT1 | rows is at most (p−|AT1 |)q, because
each of these remaining rows is below those with indices in AT1 and has length at most q.

By Corollary 2.8, Lemma 2.9, and the assumption |P | = τ (2)(H(Y )) < |Y |, we have

pq +
∑

i∈AO0

(ai − p) +
∑

i∈AT1 [II1]

(2ai − p− q) +
∑

i∈AT1\AT1 [II1]

(2ai − p− q) +
∑

i∈U

ai <
∑

i∈D∪AO0∪AT1∪U

ai. (20)
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Note that

LHS of (20)

=
∑

i∈AO0

ai +
∑

i∈AT1

ai + pq +
∑

i∈AT1 [II1]

(ai − q) +
∑

i∈AT1\AT1 [II1]

(ai − q) +
∑

i∈U

ai − p(|AO0 |+ |AT1 |)

≥ the sum of the lengths of the first II1 rows of Z +
∑

i∈AO0∪AT1∪U

ai − p(|AO0 |+ |AT1 |), (21)

where the last inequality is by (19) and the fact that for each i ∈ AT1 \AT1 [II1], ai ≥ q. Then comparing (21)
with the RHS of (20), after cancellation, we have

the sum of the lengths of the first II1 rows of Z <
∑

i∈D

ai + p(|AO0 |+ |AT1 |),

where the RHS is the sum of the lengths of the first II1 = p columns of Z, since the rows with indices in
AO0 ∪ AT1 have lengths greater than p. We are done.

4.3.2 Proof of Theorem 4.11

Proof of Theorem 4.11. By Lemma 4.4, there exists a minimum 2-cover P of H(Y ) satisfying P ∩ (C × S)
is closed down and |P | = τ (2)(H(Y )) < |Y |. Let Q = P ∩ (C × S). By Corollary 2.8 and the assumption
|P | < |Y |, we have Q 6= ∅. By Corollary 2.8 and Lemma 4.8, and using notations there, where the non-
emptiness of Q implies 1 ≤ p ≤ q, we have

f(Q) :=

k∑

j=1

IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

+
∑

i

ν(ai, Q)

≤ |Q|+
∑

i

ν(ai, Q) ≤ |P | <
∑

i

ai,

(22)

where, as above, ai is the length of the ith row of Y .
Using the notation in Lemma 4.6, let

D = {i : ai ≤ p},

AOj
= {i : ai ∈ Oj} for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

ATj
= {i : ai ∈ Tj} for 1 ≤ j ≤ k,

U = {i : ai > p+ q}.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ k, let Zj be the subpartition of Y that consists of the rows with index in D ∪j−1
t=0 AOt

∪j
ℓ=1 ATℓ

.
We define ATj

[IIj ] to be the set of the first IIj elements of ATj
if IIj ≤ |ATj

|, and to be ATj
if IIj > |ATj

|.
We aim to show that the sum of the lengths of the first IIk rows of Zk is less than that of the first IIk

columns of Zk, which implies that Zk does not dominate Z ′
k and then Y is not wide.

(Note that in the toy example in Section 4.3.1, k = 1 and we set Z = Zk = Z1.)
As before, the first observation is an upper bound on the sum of the lengths of the first IIj rows of Zj .

Claim 4.11.1. For every 1 ≤ j ≤ k, the sum of the lengths of the first IIj rows of Zj is at most

hj := IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

+
∑

i∈ATj
[IIj ]

(ai − 2p−
∑

0≤t<j

It +

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ).

Note that the first item is part of f(Q) in (22).

Proof of Claim 4.11.1. To verify this, first observe that since p −
∑k

ℓ=j IIℓ =
∑j−1

ℓ=1 IIℓ by (15), then the
term in the second summand of hj satisfies

ai − 2p−
∑

0≤t<j

It +

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ
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=ai − p−
∑

0≤t<j

It − (p−
k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ)

=ai − p−
∑

0≤t<j

It −

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

IIℓ = ai −
(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

.

Note that wj := p+ I0 +
∑j−1

ℓ=1(IIℓ + Iℓ) appears in the first part of the definition of hj .
If IIj ≤ |ATj

|, then hj = IIjwj +
∑

i∈ATj
[IIj ]

(ai − wj) =
∑

i∈ATj
[IIj ]

ai, which is the sum of the lengths

of the first IIj rows of Zj .
If IIj > |ATj

|, then

hj =|ATj
| · wj +

∑

i∈ATj

(ai − wj) + (IIj − |ATj
|) · wj

=
( ∑

i∈ATj

ai

)

+ (IIj − |ATj
|) · wj .

Since the |ATj
|+1, . . . , IIjth rows of Zj are below the rows with indices in ATj

, by (13) in Lemma 4.6, each

of these IIj − |ATj
| rows has size at most wj = p+ I0 +

∑j−1
ℓ=1(IIℓ + Iℓ). Therefore in this case, the sum of

the lengths of the first IIj rows of Zj is at most hj .

Together with (14) in Lemma 4.6, we can rewrite the representation of f(Q) in (22) as follows.

f(Q) =

k∑

j=1

IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

+
k−1∑

j=0

∑

i∈AOj

(ai − p+
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt) +
k∑

j=1

∑

i∈ATj

(2ai − 2p−
∑

0≤t<j

It) +
∑

i∈U

ai

=
k∑

j=1

IIj

(

p+ I0 +

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

(IIℓ + Iℓ)
)

+

k−1∑

j=0

∑

i∈AOj

(ai − p+
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt) +

k∑

j=1

∑

i∈ATj

ai

+

k∑

j=1

( ∑

i∈ATj
[IIt]

+
∑

i∈ATj
\ATj

[IIj ]

)

(ai − 2p−
∑

0≤t<j

It +

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ)

−
k∑

j=1

|ATj
|

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ +
∑

i∈U

ai

=
k∑

j=1

hj +
k−1∑

j=0

∑

i∈AOj

(

ai − (p−
∑

1≤t≤j

IIt)
)

+
k∑

j=1

∑

i∈ATj

ai

+
k∑

j=1

∑

i∈ATj
\ATj

[IIj ]

(

ai − p−
∑

0≤t<j

It − (p−
k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ)
)

−
k∑

j=1

|ATj
|

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ +
∑

i∈U

ai

=
k∑

j=1

hj +
∑

i∈Zk∪U\D

ai −
k∑

j=1

|ATj
|

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ −
k−1∑

j=0

|AOj
|

k∑

ℓ=j+1

IIℓ
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+

k∑

j=1

∑

i∈ATj
\ATj

[IIj ]

(ai − p−
∑

0≤t<j

It −

j−1
∑

ℓ=1

IIℓ).

For the last term, for i ∈ ATj
, by (13) we have ai − p−

∑

0≤t<j It −
∑j−1

ℓ=1 IIj ≥ 0. Therefore

f(Q) ≥
k∑

j=1

hj +
∑

i∈Yk∪U\D

ai −
k∑

j=1

|ATj
|

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ −
k−1∑

j=0

|AOj
|

k∑

ℓ=j+1

IIℓ. (23)

On the other hand, by (22) we have

f(Q) <
∑

i∈Zk∪U

ai. (24)

Combining (23) with (24), we have

k∑

j=1

hj <
∑

i∈D

ai +

k∑

j=1

|ATj
|

k∑

ℓ=j

IIℓ +

k−1∑

j=0

|AOj
|

k∑

ℓ=j+1

IIℓ

=
∑

i∈D

ai +

k∑

j=1

IIj(
∑

1≤t≤j

|ATt
|+

∑

0≤ℓ<j

|AOℓ
|).

(25)

We may assume that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ k− 1, the sum of the lengths of the first IIj rows of Zj is at least that
of the first IIj columns of Zj , which is

IIj(
∑

1≤t≤j

|ATt
|+

∑

0≤ℓ<j

|AOℓ
|) +

∑

i: ai≤IIj

ai +
∑

i: ai>IIj ,ai∈D

IIj ,

otherwise Zj does not dominate Z ′
j and we already prove Y is not wide. (Note that the first two summands

arise from the fact that the lengths of the corresponding rows are greater than p and p ≥ IIj by (15).) Hence
by Claim 4.11.1, we have for every 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

hj ≥ IIj(
∑

1≤t≤j

|ATt
|+

∑

0≤ℓ<j

|AOℓ
|) +

∑

i: ai≤IIj

ai +
∑

i: ai>IIj ,ai∈D

IIj . (26)

Combining (25) with (26) and subtracting
∑k−1

j=1 hj from
∑k

j=1 hj , we have

hk < IIk(

k∑

t=1

|ATt
|+

k−1∑

ℓ=0

|AOℓ
|) +

∑

i∈D

ai −
k−1∑

j=1

(
∑

i: ai≤IIj

ai +
∑

i: ai>IIj ,ai∈D

IIj). (27)

If we can show

∑

i∈D

ai −
k−1∑

j=1

(
∑

i: ai≤IIj

ai +
∑

i: ai>IIj ,ai∈D

IIj) ≤
∑

i: ai≤IIk

ai +
∑

i: ai>IIk,ai∈D

IIk, (28)

then by Claim 4.11.1, we have the sum of the lengths of the first IIk rows of Zk is at most

hk < IIk(

k∑

t=1

|ATt
|+

k−1∑

ℓ=0

|AOℓ
|) +

∑

i: ai≤IIk

ai +
∑

i: ai>IIk,ai∈D

IIk,

where the right-hand side is the sum of the lengths of the first IIk columns of Zk and we complete the proof.
To see that (28) is true, we consider an equivalent form

∑

i∈D

ai ≤
k∑

j=1

∑

i: ai≤IIj

ai +

k∑

j=1

IIj
∑

i: ai>IIj ,ai∈D

1. (29)

Indeed, for each ai counted by the left-hand side, if ai ≤ max(II1, . . . , IIk), then it appears at least once in
the first summand on the right-hand side. If p ≥ ai > max(II1, . . . , IIk), then it is counted k times in the

second summand of the right-hand side, which by (15) contribute
∑k

j=1 IIj = p ≥ ai to the right-hand side.
Therefore we prove (29) and then (28), which completes the proof of the theorem.
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5 Fractional versions

An intermediate version between Theorem 1.8 and Conjecture 1.7 is a fractional version of the conjecture.
A fractional 2-matching in a hypergraph H is a fractional matching of H(2), i.e., a function y : E(H) →

R≥0 subject to the constraint

∑

e: p⊆e

y(e) ≤ 1 for every p ∈ V (H(2)), i.e., for every p ∈

(
e

2

)

with e ∈ E(H).

A fractional 2-cover of a hypergraph H is a fractional cover of H(2), i.e., a function f : V (H(2)) → R≥0

subject to the constraint
∑

p∈(e2)

f(p) ≥ 1 for every e ∈ E(H).

We denote by ν(2)∗(H) the maximal value
∑

e∈E(H) y(e) over all fractional 2-matchings y in H , and by

τ (2)∗(H) the minimal value
∑

p∈V (H(2)) f(p) over all fractional 2-covers f of H . Again we have ν(2)∗(H) =

ν∗(H(2)) and τ (2)∗(H) = τ∗(H(2)). By the definition and LP duality,

ν(2)(H) ≤ ν(2)∗(H) = τ (2)∗(H) ≤ τ (2)(H).

Definition 5.1. A Young diagram Y of size n is said to be fractionally Latin if ν(2)∗(H(Y )) = n.

Observation 5.2.

1. By the definition of n, there are n pairs in H [R× C].

2. In each row i there are ai symbols, so there are n pairs in H [R× S].

3. |H [C × S]| = (a1)
2 can be larger than n.

Corollary 5.3. Let y be a fractional 2-matching in H(Y ). Then
∑

e∈E(H) y(e) = n if and only if
∑

e: p⊆e y(e) =

1 for every pair p ∈ H [R× Z], where Z is C or S.

Proof. We have
∑

e∈E(H)

y(e) ≤
∑

p∈H[R×Z]

∑

e:p⊆e

f(e) ≤
∑

p∈H[R×Z]

1 = n,

where the equality is by (1) and (2) in Observation 5.2. Therefore
∑

e∈E(H) y(e) = n if and only if
∑

e: p⊆e y(e) = 1 for every pair p ∈ H [R× Z].

Conjecture 5.4. If a Young diagram Y is wide, then ν(2)∗(H(Y )) = |Y |.

The converse, generalizing Theorem 1.3, is true.

Theorem 5.5. If Z is a fractionally Latin Young diagram, i.e., ν(2)∗(H(Z)) = |Z|, then Z is wide.

This follows from Theorem 1.9 and the fact that ν(2)∗(H) = τ (2)∗(H) ≤ τ (2)(H). The direct proof below
follows the footsteps of the proof of Theorem 1.3, but is still worth noting.

Proof of Theorem 5.5. Suppose not. Let Y be a subpartition formed by a subset of rows of Z that does not
dominate Y ′. Then we have ν(2)∗(H(Y )) = |Y |, otherwise an optimal fractional 2-cover of Y together with
putting weight 1 on ricj for (i, j) ∈ Y \Z forms a fractional 2-cover of Z with weight ν(2)∗(H(Y ))+ |Z|− |Y |,
which is less than |Z|, a contradiction.

Assume the sum of the lengths of the first k rows of Y is less than that of the first k columns of Y , i.e.,
∑

1≤i≤k

ai <
∑

1≤i≤k

bi. (30)

Let y be a fractional 2-matching of Y of size |Y | = n. We abbreviate y(i, j, ℓ) for y(ricjsℓ) and without
loss of generality, we set y(i, j, ℓ) = 0 if ricjsℓ 6∈ H(Y ). Let

Tk :=
∑

1≤i≤m,1≤j≤ai,1≤ℓ≤k

y(i, j, ℓ).
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Claim 5.5.1. We have

1.
∑

1≤i≤k bi = Tk.

2.
∑

1≤i≤k ai ≥ Tk.

Remark 5.6. The source of the difference, why the first part is an equality and the second part is only an
inequality, is in the difference between (1)–(2) in Observation 5.2 and (3) of that observation.

Proof of Claim 5.5.1. To prove the first part, let i be fixed. By Corollary 5.3 for every 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ min(k, ai)
we have

∑

1≤j≤ai
y(i, j, ℓ) = 1. And for ℓ > ai, we have

∑

1≤j≤ai
y(i, j, ℓ) = 0 since no edge of H contains

such risℓ. Therefore
∑

1≤j≤ai,1≤ℓ≤k y(i, j, ℓ) = min(k, ai). Hence

Tk =
∑

1≤i≤m

min(k, ai) =
∑

1≤j≤k

bj ,

where the last equality is by (2).
To prove the second part, fix j. For each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, we have

∑

1≤i≤m y(i, j, ℓ) ≤ 1, hence

∑

1≤i≤m,1≤ℓ≤k

y(i, j, ℓ) ≤ k.

Similarly, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ bj , we have
∑

1≤ℓ≤k y(i, j, ℓ) ≤ 1. Since there is no edge of the form ricjsℓ for
bj < i ≤ m, we have

∑

1≤i≤m,1≤ℓ≤k

y(i, j, ℓ) =
∑

1≤i≤bj ,1≤ℓ≤k

y(i, j, ℓ) ≤ bj .

Therefore ∑

1≤i≤m,1≤ℓ≤k

y(i, j, ℓ) ≤ min(k, bj).

Summing over all 1 ≤ j ≤ ai yields

Tk ≤
∑

1≤j≤a1

min(k, bj) =
∑

1≤i≤k

ai,

where the last equality is by (2).

By Claim 5.5.1
∑

1≤i≤k ai ≥ Tk =
∑

1≤i≤k bi, a contradiction to (30).

6 τ (2) vs. ν(2) and some stronger questions

Observation 6.1. τ(H(Y )) = ν(H(Y )).

Proof. Let G = H [R × C] (as defined in Section 2). We claim that τ(H(Y )) = ν(H(Y )) = τ(G). Clearly,
τ(H(Y )) ≤ τ(G), and since ν(H(Y )) ≤ τ(H(Y )), by König’s theorem it suffices to show that ν(H(Y )) =
ν(G). As noted above, ν(H(Y )) ≤ ν(G). To show the converse, for any matching M in G, let M̃ = {rcjsj |

rcj ∈ M}, where C = {c1, . . . , ca1} and S = {s1, . . . , sa1}. Then, by the definition of H(Y ), M̃ is a matching

in H(Y ), and |M̃ | = |M |.

If the wide diagram conjecture is true, then τ (2)(H(Y )) = ν(2)(H(Y )) whenever Y is wide. We do not
know an example, wide or not, in which this integral duality relation fails. We post it as a question.

Question 6.2. Is it true that τ (2)(H(Y )) = ν(2)(H(Y )) for every Young diagram Y ?

Based on Theorem 1.8, solving Conjecture 1.4 is equivalent to solving this question, restricted to wide
diagrams.

We dare go even further. For bipartite graphsG1, . . . , Gm sharing the same bipartition define the following
hypergraph:

H = H(G1, . . . , Gm) = {ixy | xy ∈ Gi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m}.
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Question 6.3. Is it true that if G1 ⊇ G2 ⊇ . . . ⊇ Gm, then τ (2)(H) = ν(2)(H)?

Question 6.2 is the case in which Gi = [ai]× [ai] for some number ai, for every i.

Theorem 6.4. If all Gi are the same graph G, then the answer to Question 6.3 is positive.

Proof. Recall that ν(2)(H) is the maximal size of the union of m disjoint matchings in G. By König’s
edge-coloring theorem, this is the maximum of |E(F )|, over all subgraphs F of G with ∆(F ) ≤ m. This
is the integral object of an LP program which is the maximal value of

∑

e∈E(G) f(e) over all functions

f : E(G) → R≥0 satisfying f(e) ≤ 1 for every edge e of G and
∑

e:v∈e f(e) ≤ m for every vertex v of G. The
polytope defined by these inequalities is obtained from the matching polytope of the bipartite graph G, by
adding constraints of the form f(e) ≤ 1 for all the e ∈ E(G). The matrix defining the polytope is well-known
to be totally unimodular, so the polytope is integral. Hence there exists an integral solution.

In the dual program there is a variable xv for every v ∈ V (G) (corresponding to the degree constraint at
v in the primal) and a variable ye for every e ∈ E(G) (corresponding to the constraint f(e) ≤ 1), satisfying
the conditions xv, ye ≥ 0 and xu + xv + ye ≥ 1 for every edge e = uv. The object function of the dual is
the minimum of

∑

v∈V (G) mxv +
∑

e∈E(G) ye. By the duality theorem, it follows that ν(2)(H) is the minimal

value of
∑

v∈V (G) mxv +
∑

e∈E(G) ye. By minimality, we may assume that in a solution ye ≤ 1 for every

e ∈ E(G).
The dual, too, has an integral solution. Taking X to be the set of vertices v with xv = 1 in a solution of

the dual, by the minimality of the object function, ye = 1 precisely for those edges e that are not covered by
X , hence the value of the dual is the minimum, taken over all X ⊆ V (G), of m|X |+ |E(G −X)|.

Let X ⊆ V (G) attain the minimum and let Q = E(G − X). As in Corollary 2.5 we have τ (2)(H) ≤
|Q|+

∑m
i=1 τ(G −Q) ≤ |Q|+m|X | = ν(2)(H). Since τ (2)(H) ≥ ν(2)(H), equality holds.

Question 6.3 has a nice reformulation that relates to perfect graphs. For a graph G = (V,E) and a chain of
sets Vm ⊆ Vm−1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ V2 ⊆ V1 ⊆ V for some positive integer m, we obtain a new graph Lev(G;V1, . . . , Vm)
by taking vertex-disjoint copies of G[V1], . . . , G[Vm], and then for every v ∈ V1 we add a clique on the set of
copies of v. We say that Lev(G;V1, . . . , Vm) is an m-level graph of G.

We say that G is m-perfect if for every Vm ⊆ Vm−1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ V2 ⊆ V1 ⊆ V (G), the m-level graph L of G
satisfies

α(L) = κ(L),

where α is the independence number and κ is the coloring number of the complement. So clearly (up to
the Weak Perfect Graph Theorem) a graph is 1-perfect if and only if it is perfect (according to the original
definition of Berge).

We say that a graph is ∞-perfect if it is m-perfect for every m. For example, a complete graph is ∞-
perfect, because every level graph of the complete graph is the line graph of some bipartite graph, which
is known to be perfect. To see the isomorphism between the m-level graph L and the line graph of some
bipartite graph F , assume the vertex set of L is ∪m

i=1{vi,1, . . . , vi,pi
}, where {vi,1, . . . , vi,pi

} is the vertex set
of the copy of G[Vi] and {v1,j, . . . , vqj ,j} is the collection of the copies of vj for qj = {i | pi ≥ j}. Then the
bipartite graph F has two sides {x1, . . . , xm} and {y1, . . . , yp1} such that xi is connected to y1, . . . , ypi

. Then
the vertex vi,j corresponds to xiyj ∈ E(F ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ pi, and the level graph L is isomorphic
to the line graph of F .

Question 6.3 can now be reformulated as follows.

Question 6.5. Is the line graph of every bipartite graph ∞-perfect?

Proof that Questions 6.3 and 6.5 are equivalent. LetG = (V,E) be the line graph of some bipartite graphG1.
Then we note that for every subgraphGi of G1, the line graph of Gi is G[E(Gi)]. Therefore, if Gm ⊆ · · · ⊆ G1,
we can take Vi = E(Gi) and define the m-level graph L = Lev(G;V1, . . . , Vm), where the vertex set of L
is ∪m

i=1{xyi | xy ∈ E(Gi)}. Then the vertices of L are in one-to-one correspondence with the edges of
H = H(G1, . . . , Gm), where the vertex xyi of L, i.e., the copy of xy in the graph G[Vi], corresponds to
ixy ∈ E(H). We also note that for every pair of vertices of H , the set of edges of H containing this pair
correspond to the vertices of some clique in L. Conversely (using the fact that G1 has no triangles), the
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vertices of any clique in L correspond to a set of edges in H with two vertices in their intersection. In
addition, every independent set in L corresponds to a 2-matching in H and vice versa. From all these we get

τ (2)(H) = κ(L) and ν(2)(H) = α(L).

If we assume that the statement in Question 6.3 is true, and G = L(G1) and Vm ⊆ . . . ⊆ V1 = E(G1) are
given, then we can define Gi = (V (G1), Vi) for i = 2, . . . ,m and get κ(L) = τ (2)(H) = ν(2)(H) = α(L)
proving that the statement in Question 6.5 is true.

Conversely, if we assume that the statement in Question 6.5 is true, and we are given Gm ⊆ · · · ⊆ G1,
then we can define G = L(G1) and Vi = E(Gi) for i = 1, . . . ,m and get τ (2)(H) = κ(L) = α(L) = ν(2)(H),
proving that the statement in Question 6.3 is true.

An even stronger hypothesis is

Question 6.6. Is every perfect graph ∞-perfect?
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