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1 Introduction

A positive integer partition of n is a non-increasing sequence of positive
integers A = (Ay,...,A\r) with 33°_ A = n. An overpartition of n allows
overlining the first occurrence of each distinct part in the partition. The
number of partitions and overpartitions of n are denoted by p(n) and p(n),
respectively.

Various inequalities concerning p(n) and p(n) have been explored using
analytical tools, incorporating the Hardy-Ramanujan-Rademacher formulae
for p(n) and p(n) and associated error bounds detailed in [16], 37, 38, [40], [56].

The first-order forward difference of a sequence f(n) is defined as
Af(n) = fln+1) = f(n).
Iterating this operation yields the k-th order forward difference,

A f(n) = A(A T f(n)).
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In 1977, Good [25] conjectured A"p(n) > 0 for a positive integer n(r).
Employing the Hardy-Ramanujan-Rademacher formula for p(n), Gupta [27]
proved A"p(n) > 0 for sufficiently large n. Subsequently, Odlyzko [43] con-
firmed Good’s conjecture and derived the asymptotic formula for n(r):

n(r) ~ (6/7%)r*log>r as r — oo.

Knessl and Keller [33],[34] refined this asymptotic approximation n’(r) of n(r)
by deriving a recursion equation for A"p(n) with respect to n and solving it
asymptotically. They showed that

In'(r) —n(r)] <2, forall r<T75.

Almkvist Il 2] discovered a more explicit formula for A"p(n) > 0 and es-
tablished specific equations satisfied by n(r). Wang, Xie and Zhang [50]
extended this to A"p(n) > 0 and provided an upper bound for A"p(n) for
any r > 1. Yang [54] extended this approach effectively to A"q(n) and
{A"Ak(n) }r=1,2, where ¢(n) is the distinct partition function and Ag(n) is
the broken k-diamond partition function.

Consider the j-shifted differences of a sequence f(n), denoted as A, f(n) =
f(n)— f(n—7), where 1 < j < n. Notably, for j = 1, this corresponds to the
first-order backward difference, distinct from the forward difference defined
earlier. Gomez, Males and Rolen [24] proved that

Afp(n) = Aj (Ajp(n)) = p(n) — 2p(n — j) +p(n —25) > 0

by using the Hardy-Ramanujan-Rademacher formula for p(n) and Lehmer’s
error bound. They conjectured Alp(n) > 0 for a fixed j, any given r, and
sufficiently large n. The case for j = 1 had been previously proved by Gupta
[27]. Banerjee [3] proved A?p(n) > 0 and A3p(n) > 0 using an elementary
combinatorial approach. Numerous related works exist [4] 8] [32, [41].

The Turan-type inequalities arise in the study of the Maclaurin coeffi-
cients of real entire functions in the Laguerre-Pdlya class. For a more detailed
study, we refer to [10] [18, 39} [46], 47].

A sequence {a,},>0 of real numbers is log-concave if it satisfies the (sec-
ond order) Turdn inequality a? > a,_1a,, for n > 1. It satisfies the third-
order Turan inequality if, for n > 1,

4(a2 = An-1an41) (a1 — Qnni2) > (Aplni1 — Gno1Gnio)’.

Note that the log-concavity of a sequence f(n) implies that —A?log f(n) > 0.
Define the operator L as

La, = a’ — ap_1an41  and  La, = L(L tay).



A sequence {ay,}n,>0 is said to be r-log-concave if, for 1 < k < r and n > k,
{Ekan}nzl are all nonnegative sequences. It should be noted that 2-log-
concavity is consistent with the double Turan inequality.

The Turan-type inequalities are closely related to the Jensen polynomials.
The Jensen polynomials of degree d and shift n associated with an arbitrary
real sequence {a,},>0 are defined by

d
d .
JEMX) = (j)anﬂ-)@.

J=0

In general, a sequence {a,},>o satisfies the Turdn inequality of order d
at n if and only if J%"~1(X) is hyperbolic. A real polynomial is said to be
hyperbolic if all of its zeros are real.

Pélya [46] proved that the Riemann hypothesis (RH) is equivalent to the
hyperbolicity of the polynomials Jffl’cn for all d,n > 0, where {9 }x>0 is the
sequence of Maclaurin coefficients of the Riemann Xi-function. Due to the
difficulty of proving RH, research has concentrated on proving hyperbolicity
for all n > 0 when d is small. The cases d = 2 and d = 3 imply that {Jx }r>0
satisfies both the Turdn inequality and the third-order Turan inequality, as
proved by Csordas, Norfolk and Varga [13], and Dimitrov and Lucas [19],
respectively.

Further properties of the Turan-type inequalities, the Laguerre-Pdlya
class, the Jensen polynomials, and the Riemann Xi-function are detailed
in [10] 3], 14} 18] 19} 29| [46].

The Laguerre inequality, also relevant to the Laguerre-Pdlya class, ini-
tially formulated for a polynomial function f(z), is expressed as

Li(f(x) = f'(2)* = f(2)f"(x) 20, z€R. (1.1)

Laguerre [35] stated that if f(z) is hyperbolic, then it satisfies (L.
Skovgaard [48] asserted that if f(z) belongs to the Laguerre-Pdlya class,
then for any p € Zso, fP(z) satisfies (LI)), where fP(z) represents the p-th
derivative of f(x) = fO(z).

In 1913, Jensen [29] defined a higher order generalization of the Laguerre
inequality, namely, for f(x) in the Laguerre-Pélya class,

2n

L) = 5 -0+ () oo 2o

These inequalities, often referred to as Laguerre-type inequalities, yield the
classical Laguerre inequality (ILI]) for n = 1. Csordas and Varga [14] showed
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that if a function f(z) satisfies L,(f(x)) > 0 for all n and all x € R, then
f(z) belongs to the Laguerre-Pdlya class.

Recently, Wang and Yang [51] considered whether the discrete sequence
{an}n>0 has the similar results with higher order Laguerre inequalities. They

defined that a sequence {a,},>o satisfies the Laguerre inequality of order m
if

\)

2m

1 2m

Lm(an) =z E (_1)k+m< k )an+ka2m—k+n > 0.
k=0

For m = 1, this reduces to

2
an+1 — GpQny2 2 Oa

which corresponds to the log-concavity of {a, }n>o.

Wang and Yang [51], 53] established the Laguerre inequality of order 2 for
some discrete sequences, including p(n), p(n), ¢(n), and others. Wagner [49]
proved that p(n) satisfies the Laguerre inequalities of any order as n — oo
and conjectured the thresholds of the m-rd Laguerre inequalities of p(n) for
m < 10. Dou and Wang [22] proved Wagner’s conjecture for 3 < m < 9.
For more work on the relation between the Laguerre inequality, the Turan
inequality and the Laguerre-Pélya class, refer to [5] 10} 111 12} [17) 23, [44] [45].

Chen [6] conducted a comprehensive study on inequalities related to in-
variants of a binary form. He examined the following three invariants asso-
ciated with the hyperbolicity of the Jensen polynomial of degree 4.

2
A(ao, ai, az, ag, a4) = apay — 4ajaz + 3as,
B _ 3 2 2 2
(Cl(), ap, ag, as, a4) = —Qapa20a4 + Ay + QpQsg + a4 — 2014203,

I(ao, a1, G2, a3, a4) = A(GO, a1, G2, a3, 04)3 - 273(00, Gy, az, as, 04)2-

Throughout the rest of this paper, we shall use the notations A, B, and
I to denote A(ag,ay,as,as,aq), Blag,a,as,as,ays), and I(ag,ai,as,as, ay)
respectively, associated with a sequence {a, }n>o.

Indeed, A > 0 coincides with the Laguerre inequality of order 2. B > 0
can be expressed as
Az az a4
a, ay as | >0,
ap Q1 G2

which has been proven to be equivalent to 2-log-concavity in combinatorics.
For p(n), B > 0 has been showed by Hou and Zhang [28], and Jia and Wang
[31] independently. Recently, Wang and Yang [52] proved det(a,—;+;)1<ij<4 >



0 for the sequence {a,}n>o involving p(n) and p(n) and provided an iterated
approach to compute det(a,—i+;)1<ij<m for any positive integer m.

Recent work by various mathematicians has established Turan inequali-
ties of order d for p(n). Nicolas [42] and DeSalvo and Pak [15] independently
confirmed the log-concavity of {p(n)},>25. Chen [6] conjectured and Chen,
Jia and Wang [7] proved the third-order Turdn inequality for {p(n)},>os.
Chen, Jia and Wang [7] extended this to propose a conjecture for Turan
inequalities of order d for p(n) with d > 4 and sufficiently large n, which
was proven by Griffin, Ono, Rolen and Zagier [26]. Larson and Wagner [30]
provided the thresholds for Turan inequalities of order 4 and 5.

Turan inequalities for other partition functions have been extensively in-
vestigated, refer to [0, 20, 2] 30, 53, [55] for further details.

Let

Ap(n) =p(n+1) —p(n) and  Ap(n) = p(n +1) = p(n).

This paper establishes the Turan inequalities, the Laguerre inequalities of
order 2, and the determinantal inequalities of order 3 for Ap(n) and Ap(n).
Our main tool, due to Dou and Wang [22], relies on Lemma [I1] for p(n) and
Lemma [[.2 for p(n), both provided by Wang and Yang [52].

Lemma 1.1 ([52, Lemma 2.1]). For any given integer l, there exists N(I)
such that for all n > N(I),

@<1 ! 1)<p(n)<@<1 ! 1),

362 362\ A

where p is the abbreviation for p(n), and

B T/ 24n — 1

- (1.2)

p1(n)

Lemma 1.2 ([52, Lemma 5.1]). For any given integer t, there exists N(t)
such that for all m > N(t),

w2l . 1 1 < p(n) < w2l . 1 N 1
_— o —_— n [ — JR—
8712 noop) P S ee i)

where [i is the abbreviation for i(n), and

fi(n) = m/n.

Wang and Yang [52] inferred that n > N(k) (k = [,{) in the above
Lemmas are solutions to 6e™2 < = (u = p, fi).

>



The remaining of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 estab-
lishes the Turan inequalities for Ap(n) and Ap(n). Section Bl following the
spirit of Section [2] establishes the Laguerre inequalities for Ap(n) and Ap(n).
Similarly, Section [l establishes the determinantal inequalities of order 3 for
Ap(n) and Ap(n). We conclude in Section [}l with open problems for further
exploration.

2 The Turan inequalities for Ap(n) and Ap(n)

In this section, we will establish the Turan inequalities for Ap(n) and
Ap(n), detailed in Theorem 2] and Theorem 2.2 respectively.

Theorem 2.1. Forn > 71, Ap(n) satisfies the Turdn inequality,

(Ap(n))* > (Ap(n — 1)) (Ap(n+1)). (2.1)
Theorem 2.2. Forn > 8, Ap(n) satisfies the Turdn inequality,
(Ap(n))* > (Ap(n — 1)) (Ap(n + 1)) . (2.2)

In fact, the entire approach used to prove Theorem [2.1] is also applicable
to Theorem Thus, we will provide a detailed proof only for the former.

Proof of Theorem[21]. Note that (2.I]) can be rewritten as
p(n)?* = p(n = 1)p(n+1) = p(n)p(n + 1) + p(n + 1)° 03
2.3
+p(n —1)p(n+2) — p(n)p(n +2) > 0.

To prove it, setting | = 6 in Lemma[L.T], obtaining the bounds for n > 391,

2 2
e“% < p(n) < eﬂ\/%‘é‘ifg”, (2.4)
where
at)=t"—t>+1,  B{t)=t"—1"—1. (2.5)
Define \/75( - /T3 ()
12 12
f(n) = eﬂw‘;”, g(n) == eﬂ%. (2.6)

Then, to establish (2.1]), we aim to show that
f(n)* = g(n—1)g(n+1) — g(n)g(n +1) + f(n+1)*
+f(n=1)f(n+2)—g(n)g(n+2) >0,
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which is equivalent to

f)?  gln—1)gn+1) g(n)gn+1)

+1
f(n+1)2 f(n+1)2 f(n+1)2 2
2.7
fn-Din+2) gmgn+2)
f(n+1)2 f(n+1)2 ’
For convenience, let
w=pn—1), r=pn), y=pn+1l), z=pn-+2).
Simplify the left-hand side of the inequality (2.7) as
—h16w_y — hge“’_y — hgex_2y+z + h462x_2y + hsew—2y+z + hﬁ (2 8)
hg ’
where
hy = 2% o (w)a(y),  hy = w2®yBLPa(x)a(y),
hs = WSy Sa(m)olz), s = wiySSB(), (2.9)

hs = 2'%y'°B(w)B(2), he = w'z'°2B(y)*.

Clearly, hg > 0 for n > 1. Thus, our focus is only on proving the positivity
of the numerator in [2.8), i.e.,

—hle“’_y — hgem_y — hgem_2y+z + h4€2m—2y + h5€w_2y+z + h6 > 0. (210)
To achieve this, we need to estimate hy, hs, hs, hg, hs, hg, €V7Y, 7Y,

Tz e22=2 and ew=W*2. We prefer to use the following equations to
estimate w, x, and z. For n > 2,

in? 22 2n2
R . S L O S (2.11)

S Y
z = S — i
Y3, T 18y T By

Then, it can be checked that for n > 2,

w; < w < wsy, 1 < T < I, 21 <z < 29, (2.12)
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where
or2  2xt 478 o2 2xt 376
W=y — — — —— — ' Wy =Y — —— — e — ———
VYT R T 9 T 2ty 2TV T3y T 0 21y
2 4 6 7T2 7.‘.4 71'6
T=y—— = — — —, Tg=Y — — — —— — ————,
VTV TR, T8y Bays 27V T3 TRy 10845

2 4 7T2 7T4 71'6
YT T ARy? 2TV, T A8y T Bay

Next, we estimate hq, ho, hs, hy and hs. Applying (2.12) to the definitions
25) of a(t) and B(t), we obtain that for n > 2,

w® — wow + 1 < a(w) < w® —ww* + 1,
2° — ot +1 < a(zr) <a® —mat +1,
D -t rl<alz) <2 — 22t +1,
w® —wow — 1 < Bw) < w® —ww* — 1,

6 —I1$4— 1,

2% —woxt — 1< B(zx) <
2D — 2t — 1< B(2) <28 — 22t — 1.
Substituting these «(t) and S(t) into hq, he, hs, hy, hs, we get
hy < x'%y328 (w6 —ww? + 1) (y6 — o+ 1) ,
hy < wdz®y®2® (x6 — rat + 1) (y6 — 1y’ + 1) ,
hs < wSaSy'® (:E6 — izt + 1) (26 — a2t + 1) , (2.13)
hy > wPy'02® (2% — zpat — 1)2 ;

hs > 21096 (w6 — wow®* — 1) (26 — 22t — 1) .

Next we turn to estimate e®=¥, e*Y, e W+2 222 and e¥~2¥7%. By
(2.12), it can be seen that for n > 2,

Wy —y<w—y<w:—Y,
T —yY<T—-y<o2—Y,
T1—2y+2 <2 —2y+ 2 <29 — 2y + 29,
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wy —2y+ 25 <w—2y+z<wy—2y+ 2.
This implies that
etV < eV < e,
eV < etV < e,
2T < Bl o 2272y (2.14)
EUITWRA o pt2te o oma2ytae

6w1—2y+z1 < ew—2y+z < 6w2—2y+zz‘

To provide a feasible bound for e*~2Y*# and e*~2Y*% we define
2t

d(t) =1 L I
(t) s+t ot o

2 ¢ 1o 16

For t < 0, it is evident that

P(t) < et < (t). (2.15)

To apply this to (2I4)), it suffices to show the negativity of ws —y, x2 —,
2wy — 2y, To — 2y + 29 and wy — 2y + 29. A direct calculation reveals that

70 + 271y? + 672yt

Wy —Y = — 9y5 )
7% + 67ly? + 36m2y!
To—Y = —
2—Y 1O8y5 )
(2.16)
76 — 127y?
_9 _rmeng
5% + 15mty? + 1872y?
Wy — 2y + 29 = — .

5415

Clearly, wy — vy, x9 — vy, 209 — 2y, 9 — 2y + 29 and wy — 2y + 2o are
negative for all n. Notably, for their negativity, a judicious choice of the
denominator in (2.7) is essential. Thus, applying (2.18) to [2.14]), we deduce



that for n > 2,
P(wr —y) < e’ < D(w —y),
Plzr —y) <€V < P(x2 —y),
(22, — 2y) < X7 < O(225 — 2y), (2.17)
d(ry — 2y + 21) < T < Dy — 2y + 2),

P(wy — 2y + 21) < 7T < D(wy — 2y + 2).
Now, we are ready for proving (ZI0). Combing expressions (2.9) and

(ZI00), we can get that hy, ho, hs, ha, hs, hg, €279, e®7Y, T2 222U and
e®~2Y%2 are all functions of y. For convenience, let

A(y) = —h1e" Y — hoe™ Y — hae™ 2T 4 hye® 2 hye " H1E 4 hg,
we need to show A(y) > 0. Using (2.13)) and (2.17), it holds that for n > 2,

Aly) > — 2'%9%2% (w® —wiw* + 1) (y° —y* + 1) (w2 — )
— wBaBy®:® (:)36 — zmat 4 1) (y6 — 9y + 1) Oz — )
S T (:1:6 — izt + 1) (z6 — 2t 1) O(xg — 2y + 29)
+ wy'02® (2° — wox* — 1)2 o2z, — 2y)
+ 216416 (w6 — wow® — 1) (26 — 22t — 1) o(wy — 2y + 21)
+ wbz' 22 B(y)2.

Represent the right-hand side of the above inequality as A;(y). With
Mathematica, we can quickly simplify A;(y) as

_ 226:0 ay"

Aily) = 218337527

Note that all the coefficients of A;(y) can be known, and the values of
(g4, Ggs, Gge are given below,

agy = 2'°3%5 (629856 + 2099527 — 77767° + 628567° — 21337 + 557'?) |
ags = —2'3%5 (1259712 — 155527° 4 119887° + 4327 + 137'%) |
ags = 2'°3%57°% (=6 + 7*) .
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Thus, for n > 2, we have
66 k

—o AxY
Aly) > =h=0 22 2.18
( ) 2183375y27 ( )

Since y is positive for n > 1, it follows that

66 64
Z ary” > Z —|ak|yk + agsy® + agey®.
k=0 k=0

For 0 < k < 64, it can be verified that
_‘ak‘yk > —agy™

holds when y > 7.68. This leads to

66 64
Zakyk > Z —lar|y"+aesy™ +aeey®® > (—65a61+agsy+aeey”)y™. (2.19)
k=0 k=0

Combing (2.I8) and (2.19), A(y) is positive provided
—65a64 + a5y + agey” > 0,

which holds for y > 126.22. From the relation between y and n in (I.2) and
(2110, we deduce that y > 126.22 is equivalent to n > 2421. Thus, (2.10)
is true for n > 2421, which implies (2I). Numerical verification further
confirms the truth of (1)) for 71 < n < 2420. Consequently, we conclude
the proof of Theorem 211 |

To prove Theorem 2.2 we employ Lemma and adopt notations con-
sistent with the proof of Theorem 211 except adjusting p(n) and p(n) to
p(n) and fi(n), respectively. The proof follows the framework established for
Theorem 2.1l Hence, in the remaining of this section, we will omit some
tedious formulae and statements and focus on presenting key modifications
resulting from substituting p(n) and p(n) with p(n) and f(n), respectively.

Considering the substitution of p(n) for p(n), we first adjust (2.3)) to
p(n)* =p(n = Dp(n+ 1) = p(n)p(n + 1) + p(n + 1)*
+p(n —1)p(n+2) — p(n)p(n + 2) > 0.

Furthermore, with the substitution of u(n) for u(n), (2.4) transforms to

FElDL.

= 2
T < pin) < i AT
I

8us
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where
at) =t - +1,  pEH)=t" -+ -1

Then (2.6) transforms to

Ba)r? _aa(p)r?
S : .

f(n) = &

As p(n) changes to fi(n), (Z11) transforms to, for n > 2,

w=\y2—212, w=+\y2-—7m2, z=\y2+ 7l

Their Taylor expansions are given by

For n > 2, it can be checked that

w < w < wsy, T < T < To, 21 < 2 < 29,
where

2 76 2 ot

Wy =y - = o Wy =y — =
y 2y 290 y o 2y®
2 76 2 ot

=Y - — — — — , Ty =Y — — — — —
VYT TR 1645 2T Ty TR
2 4 2l

A=yt - =Y+ — 5+

2y 8yd 2y 8y°
Furthermore, (2.16) should be adjusted to

w0+ 27T4y2 + 47T2y4

W2 —Y=—

e ’
70 + drty? + 167%y*
Ty —Y = —
2 Yy 32y5 ’
70 — 8rly?
—9 - I
o) Yy + 29 32y5 )
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5 _ 37% + 107y + 8wyt
Wy — 2y + 2y = — % :

Finally, applying similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.1] we
observe that A;(y) is a certain polynomial of degree 39 with a positive lead-
ing coefficient. Verification confirms the positivity of A(y) for n > 1641,
establishing the Turén inequality for Ap(n) in this range. For 8 < n < 1640,
numerical verification additionally supports the Turdn inequality for Ap(n).
Thus, the proof of Theorem is completed. |

3 The Laguerre inequalities for Ap(n) and Ap(n)

In this section, we will consider the Laguerre inequalities of order 2 for
Ap(n) and Ap(n) as showed in Theorem B.I] and Theorem B.2] respectively.
In fact, the approach given in Section [2 still works here. The key point in
the proof is to determine suitable values for [ (resp. t) in Lemma [[T] (resp.
Lemma [[.2]), choose an appropriate denominator as in (2.7)), and adjust the
terms of the Taylor expansion for the exponential function, as well as the

upper and lower bounds for /w? — % and y/w? + %, where 6 = 1,2,3
and n =1,2.

Since the procedure resembles that of Section 2, we will provide the proof
only for Theorem [3.1, omitting details and presenting the value of [, the
chosen denominator as in (27), the terms of the Taylor expansion of e,
and the terms of the Taylor expansion of the upper and lower bounds of

wz—% and \/w2+2"§2,where6: 1,2,3and n=1,2.

Theorem 3.1. Forn > 301, Ap(n) satisfies the Laguerre inequality of order
2,

3(Ap(n+2))* —4(Ap(n +1)) (Ap(n+3)) + (Ap(n)) (Ap(n +4)) > 0. (3.1

Theorem 3.2. For n > 50, Ap(n) satisfies the Laguerre inequality of order
2

Y

3(Ap(n+2))* — 4 (A(n + 1)) (AB(n + 3)) + (A(n)) (AB(n +4)) > 0. (3.2)
Proof of Theorem[3 1. Setting [ = 8 in Lemma [[T] yields, for n > 789,
V128(u)7 V12a(p)7?

6“736“10 < p(n) < 6“736‘#10 :

where
at) =t —t"+1, Bt)=t>—1"—1.
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Let

L V12B(p)7? L V12a(p)n?
fln) =e 56,00 g(n) =e REL

Then, when we reach the step ([2.7)), we select f(n + 3)? as the denominator.

Using the first 7 and 8 terms of the Taylor expansion of the exponential
function, we approximate the upper and lower bounds for ¢t < 0,

P(t) < et < (1),

where
2 ¢t 1o 16 7
dt)=14+t+—+—+ —F — + — + ——
(*) T 2 + 6 +24+120+720+5040’
2 ¢t 1o 16 7 18

:1 —_— - - - . *
ot) i 2 * 6 * 24jL 120 * 720 * 5040+40320

More precise estimates for x, y, 2z, r, and j are required, as in the proof
of Theorem [2.1], where

5 5 , Am? , 2m?
r=vVw* =214 y=\|w— —, z=1{|lw*——,

3 3
r = ,w2_|_2_ﬂ-2 ) — w2+4_77'2
- 3 I 3

We use the first 5 and 6 terms of the Taylor expansion of x, y, z, r and

7 to approximate their upper and lower bounds. It can be checked that for
n>1,

T <x<Ty Y1<Y<Y2, <2< 2, M<r<ry j1<j<Jo

where
w2 d 76 5n8  7xl0
rT1 =W — — — — — —
! w 2w 2wdS 8w’ Sw?’
A 76 58 6710
Ty =W — — — — — —
2 w  2wd 2w®  8w™ 8w?’
272 27t 478 1078 28710
= w _—— J— — —
n 3w 9w’ 27ws  Slw’ 243w
272 27t 478 1073 27710
= - — — — — —
2 3w 9w 2Tws  Slw’ 243w
w2 m 76 58 16
21 = —_

3w 18wd  54wS 648w’ 1944w’
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w2 7T4 76 58 6716

2= 0TS T 18w 5dws 648w’ 1944w’
L 2 7t n 76 578
rL=wW A o— — —
! 3w 18w3 | 54wd 648w’
n 2 it n 76 578 n Trlo
To = W _ —
2 3w 18w3 | 54wd 648w | 1944w°’
N o2 2t N 47 1078
= W - — —
S 3w 9w? | 2Tws  Slw'’
‘ N o2 2t N 47 1078 N 28710
=W+ -— — — .
J2 3w 9w® | 27Tws  8lw’ | 24300

Similar to Section [ we observe A;(w) is a certain polynomial of degree

68 with positive coefficient for the first term. For n > 4277, A(w) is positive.
Thus, for n > 4277, (81]) holds. Direct calculation reveals that for 301 < n <
4276, Ap(n) also satisfies (B.I]). The proof of Theorem B.1]is thus completed.
|

The proof of Theorem closely follows the structure of Theorem [3.11
Utilizing Lemma and maintaining the notations introduced in the proof
of Theorem Bl we adapt p(n) and p(n) to p(n) and fi(n), respectively, in
line with Section 2l Details are omitted for brevity, and we present the final
result.

Applying arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem Bl we con-
firm that A;(w), a polynomial of degree 68 with a positive leading coefficient,
remains positive for n > 2868. This establishes (8.2) for Ap(n) within this
range. Further numerical evidence reveals that for 50 < n < 2867, Ap(n)
also satisfies (8.2). Thus, the proof of Theorem [B.2]is concluded. |

4 The determinantal inequalities for Ap(n) and
Ap(n)

In this section, we investigate the determinantal inequalities of order 3 for
Ap(n) and Ap(n), as stated in Theorem .1l and Theorem [£.2], respectively.
The proof methodology for Theorem follows the structure established
in proving Theorem 1l Thus, we concentrate on a detailed proof for the
former, with details analogous to those in Section 2l Here, we present only
the value of [, the denominator as in (2.7)), the terms of the Taylor expansion
of !, and the terms of the Taylor expansion of the upper and lower bounds

of\/wz—% and \/w2+%,where(5:1,2,3 and n =1,2.
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Theorem 4.1. For n > 345, Ap(n) satisfies the determinant inequality,
Ap(n+2) Ap(n+3) Ap(n+4)
Ap(n+1) Ap(n+2) Ap(n+3) |>0. (4.1)

Ap(n)  Ap(n+1) Ap(n+2)
Theorem 4.2. Forn > 62, Ap(n) satisfies the determinant inequality,
Ap(n+2) Ap(n+3) Ap(n+4)

p(
Ap(n+1) Ap(n+2) Ap(n+3) | >0. (4.2)
Ap(n)  Ap(n+1) Ap(n+2)

Proof of Theorem [{.1. Setting | = 12 in Lemma [[.T] yields, for n > 2120,

12 2 12 2
wY128()m p(n) < Y 12a(p)m |
3614 3614
where
at)=t? -t 41, BEt)=t2 -t -1
Let , ,
12 12
flny m e Y2y o /12000
3614 3614

and choose f(n + 1)% as the denominator when we reach the step (7).

Denote ®(t) and ¢(t) as the first 11 and 12 terms of the Taylor expansion
of e!. Then, for t < 0, we have ¢(t) < e’ < ®(t). We employ the first

7 and 8 terms of the Taylor expansion of {/w? — 25?:’2 and 4/ w? + % to

approximate their upper and lower bounds, where 6 = 1,2,3 and n = 1,2,
as in the proof of Theorem [3.11

With the analogous arguments from Section [3, we determine that A;(w)
is a certain polynomial of degree 150 with a positive leading coefficient. For
n > 45284, A(w) is positive, leading to (A1) for Ap(n). The case for 345 <
n < 45283 can be verified with Mathematica. Hence, the proof of Theorem
4.1lis completed. ]

The proof of Theorem closely follows the structure of Theorem 411
Utilizing Lemma and maintaining notations from the proof of Theorem
41l we adapt p(n) and p(n) to p(n) and f(n), respectively, in line with
Section 2l Details are omitted for brevity, and we present the final result.

Applying arguments akin to those in the proof of Theorem [4.1] we observe
that A;(w) is a polynomial of degree 150 with a positive leading coefficient.
Verification confirms A(w) > 0 for n > 22275, establishing (£.2) for Ap(n)
within this range. Further numerical evidence reveals that for 62 < n <
22274, Ap(n) also satisfies (£2). Thus, the proof of Theorem [4.2is concluded.

|
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5 Open problems

In this section, we conjecture thresholds for Laguerre inequalities of order
m and the positivity of m-th order determinants. Moreover, we conjecture
thresholds for the third-order Turan inequalities and the positivity of invari-
ant /. These conjectures apply to the k-th order differences of p(n) and p(n),
where 1 <m <1l and 1 <k <5.

Conjecture 5.1. For1 <m <1l and 1 <k <5:

1. AFp(n) (resp. A¥p(n)) satisfies the Laguerre inequality of order m when
n > L,(k,m) (resp. n > Lz(k,m)).

2. The m-th order determinants of (resp. AFp(n)) are positive for n >
D,(k,m) (resp. n > Dyz(k, m)), except when both k > 3 and m are odd.

The values of L,(k,m), L;(k,m), D,(k,m) and D;(k, m) are specified in
Tables [Il 2] Bl and [, respectively. The symbol x indicates that there does
not exist a value satisfying corresponding conjecture.

Conjecture 5.2. For1 <k <5:

1. AFp(n) (resp. A*p(n)) satisfies the third-order Turdn inequality when
n > T,(k) (resp. n > T;(k)).

2. Akp(n) (resp. Akp(n)) satisfies I > 0 whenn > L,(k) (resp. n > I;(k)).

The values of T,(k), T5(k), 1,(k) and I;(k) are specified in Table

m
N | 1L 2 | 3 | 4| 5 | 6|7 8 9 10 | 11
1 70 | 301 | 738 | 1413 | 2346 | 3557 | 5062 | 6873 | 9006 | 11467 | 14270
2 138 | 451 | 986 | 1767 | 2816 | 4151 | 5786 | 7733 | 10006 | 12613 | 15566
3 234 | 637 | 1272 | 1767 | 3334 | 4795 | 6562 | 8649 | 11064 | 13819 | 16922
4 362 | 859 | 1602 | 2609 | 2346 | 5491 | 7394 | 9619 | 12180 | 15083 | 18340
5 522 | 1121 | 1974 | 3101 | 4518 | 6241 | 8280 | 10649 | 13356 | 16411 | 19822

Table 1: The values of L,(k, m).

Conclusion. The proof strategy for all inequalities in this paper relies on
the key Lemma [[.T] and Lemma The process involved determining an
appropriate [ (resp. t) in Lemma [Tl (resp. Lemma[[.2]), reasonably selecting
the denominator as in (2.7) to ensure the negativity of the power part of

2 20w
3

\Jw? + % (resp. vw? —dm? and /w? 4+ n7?), where 6 = 1,2,...,m and
n=1,2,...,m—1, at a suitable point depending on the Laguerre inequality of
order m — 1 or the positivity of m-th order determinants under consideration.

e!, truncating the terms of the Taylor expansion for e, {/w and

17



m
D\Lp(k,m) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 7| 50 | 142 | 294 | 509 | 799 | 1167 | 1616 | 2146 | 2778 | 3497
2 21| 89 | 208 | 390 | 641 | 967 | 1371 | 1859 | 2440 | 3111 | 3785
3 45| 131 | 277 | 489 | 773 | 1126 | 1575 | 2105 | 2722 | 3435 | 4241
4 69 | 179 | 352 | 588 | 908 | 1300 | 1779 | 2345 | 3001 | 3753 | 4601
) 98 | 232 | 429 | 698 | 1045 | 1473 | 1985 | 2587 | 3282 | 4073 | 4963
Table 2: The values of L;(k, m).
m
e L] 23 4|5 6| T8 9 | 0|1
1 1| 69 | 345 | 879 | 1709 | 2857 | 4347 | 6197 | 8419 | 11029 | 14039
2 7 | 137 | 503 | 1145 | 2091 | 3369 | 4995 | 6987 | 9359 | 12123 | 15293
3 X | 233 x | 1451 X 3929 X 7831 X 13275 X
4 67 | 361 | 929 | 1797 | 2997 | 4537 | 6443 | 8729 | 11405 | 14485 | 17979
5 x | 821 | x | 2189 | x 5197 | X 9683 X 15755 X
Table 3: The values of D,(k, m).
m
D\Dy(k, m) 1] 2 3 4 ) 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 1|6 | 62 | 185|389 | 674 | 1055 | 1535 | 2120 | 2813 | 3620
2 1 |20 | 104 | 257 | 494 | 821 | 1241 | 1766 | 2396 | 3134 | 3992
3 X |44 | x 335 | X 965 X 1991 X 3449 | X
4 10 | 68 | 200 | 416 | 716 | 1115 | 1613 | 2216 | 2930 | 3758 | 4706
) X |97 | x 496 | x | 1264 | x 2440 x | 4066 | X

Table 4: The values of Dj(k, m).

k 1

2

3

4

5

64

T,(k) | 174|284
Ty(k)| 33
:

o7

329|483

98

424
87
675
143

600
118

194

810
173
9031171
255

Table 5: The values of Conjecture [5.2]
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