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NEW BORWEIN-TYPE CONJECTURES

ALEXANDER BERKOVICH AND ARITRAM DHAR

ABSTRACT. Motivated by recent research of Krattenthaler and Wang, we propose five new

“Borwein-type” conjectures modulo 3 and two new “Borwein-type” conjectures modulo 5.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1990, Peter Borwein unearthed several mysteries involving sign patterns of coefficients

of certain polynomials. He then personally communicated George Andrews who stated them

as the following in his paper [1]:

Conjecture 1.1. (First Borwein Conjecture) For the polynomials An(q), Bn(q), and Cn(q)
defined by

n
∏

j=1

(1− q3j−2)(1− q3j−1) = An(q
3)− qBn(q

3)− q2Cn(q
3),

each has non-negative coefficients.

Conjecture 1.2. (Second Borwein Conjecture) For the polynomials αn(q), βn(q), and γn(q)
defined by

n
∏

j=1

(1− q3j−2)2(1− q3j−1)2 = αn(q
3)− qβn(q

3)− q2γn(q
3),

each has non-negative coefficients.

Conjecture 1.3. (Third Borwein Conjecture) For the polynomials νn(q), φn(q), χn(q), ψn(q),
and ωn(q) defined by

n
∏

j=1

(1− q5j−4)(1− q5j−3)(1− q5j−2)(1− q5j−1)
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= νn(q
5)− qφn(q

5)− q2χn(q
5)− q3ψ(q5)− q4ω(q5),

each has non-negative coefficients.

Although Andrews did not prove any of the above conjectures, he stated [1, eq. (1.2)] a

partition theoretic analogue of Conjecture 1.1 and also derived explicit sum representations

of the polynomials An(q), Bn(q), and Cn(q). It was recently proved analytically by Chen

Wang using saddle point method [2]. Apart from other tools, his proof relied on a theorem of

Andrews [1, Theorem 4.1] and the following three recursive relations also given by Andrews

[1, eq. (3.1) - (3.3)]:

An(q) = (1 + q2n−1)An−1(q) + qnBn−1(q) + qnCn−1(q),

Bn(q) = (1 + q2n−1)Bn−1(q) + qn−1An−1(q)− qnCn−1(q),

Cn(q) = (1 + q2n−1)Cn−1(q) + qn−1An−1(q)− qn−1Bn−1(q).

Recently, Christian Krattenthaler and Chen Wang [3] proved Conjecture 1.1 and Conjec-

ture 1.2 completely. They also gave “two thirds” proof of the following cubic version which

was missed by both Borwein and Andrews and can be stated as follows:

Conjecture 1.4. (Cubic Borwein Conjecture) For the polynomials κn(q), δn(q), and θn(q)
defined by

n
∏

j=1

(1− q3j−2)3(1− q3j−1)3 = κn(q
3)− qδn(q

3)− q2θn(q
3),

each has non-negative coefficients.

Unlike Wang [2] who considered Andrews’ sum representations for his proof, Kratten-

thaler and Wang [3] applied the saddle point method directly to the “First Borwein polyno-

mial”
n
∏

j=1

(1−q3j−2)(1−q3j−1) and its higher powers. They also provided ideas [3, Conjecture

11.1] for (at least) “three fifths” proof of Conjecture 1.3 when the modulus 3 is replaced by 5.

From here on, let us consider the standard notation for q-Pochammer symbols,

(a; q)n =
n−1
∏

k=0

(1− aqk), for n ≥ 1,

(a; q)0 = 1.
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For positive integers k and i, we consider polynomials of the form

P
(k)
n,i (q) :=

(q; q)ikn
(qk; qk)in

.

For k = 7 above, Krattenthaler and Wang [3, Conjecture 11.5] stated an interesting mod-

ulus 7 Borwein Conjecture which is as follows:

Conjecture 1.5. (Modulus 7 Borwein Conjecture) For positive integers n, consider the ex-

pansion of the polynomial

P
(7)
n,1(q) :=

(q; q)7n
(q7; q7)n

=

21n2

∑

m=0

dm(n)q
m.

Then

d7m(n) ≥ 0 and d7m+1(n), d7m+3(n), d7m+4(n), d7m+6(n) ≤ 0, for all m and n,

while

d7m+5(n)

{

≥ 0, for m ≤ 3α(n)n2,

≤ 0, for m > 3α(n)n2,

where α(n) seems to stabilise around 0.302.

Motivated by Conjecture 1.5, in Section 2, we state new “Borwein-type” sign-pattern con-

jectures for the polynomialP
(k)
n,i (q)where (k, i) ∈ {(3, 4), (3, 5), (3, 6), (3, 7), (3, 8), (5, 2), (5, 3)}.

We conclude with some possible future directions in Section 3.

2. NEW CONJECTURES

In this section, we state the new “Borwein-type” conjectures.

Conjecture 2.1. Let n be a positive integer and i ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7, 8}. Consider the expansion

of the polynomial P
(3)
n,i (q) defined by

P
(3)
n,i (q) :=

(q; q)i3n
(q3; q3)in

=

3in2

∑

m=0

c(i)m (n)qm.
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Then

c
(i)
3m(n) ≥ 0, for all m and n,

while

c
(i)
3m+2(n)

{

≥ 0, for m ≤ α(i)(n)n2,

≤ 0, for m > α(i)(n)n2,

where α(i)(n) seems to stabilise around according to the following table

value of i limiting value of α(i)(n)
4 0.751
5 1.270
6 1.778
7 2.282
8 2.784

Remark 1. Since the polynomial P
(3)
n,i (q) is palindromic for any positive integer i, we can

also predict the signs of the coefficients c
(i)
3m+1(n) in Conjecture 2.1. This is true because of

the following duality result which is easy to prove.

Theorem 2.2. Consider the polynomial P
(3)
n,i (q) as defined in Conjecture 2.1. If we write

P
(3)
n,i (q) = Xn,i(q

3) + qYn,i(q
3) + q2Zn,i(q

3),

then the following relations hold

Xn,i(q) = qin
2

Xn,i(1/q)

and

Zn,i(q) = qin
2
−1Yn,i(1/q).

Conjecture 2.3. Let n be a positive integer and i ∈ {2, 3}. Consider the expansion of the

polynomial P
(5)
n,i (q) defined by

P
(5)
n,i (q) :=

(q; q)i5n
(q5; q5)in

=

10in2

∑

m=0

d(i)m (n)qm.
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Then

d
(i)
5m(n) ≥ 0, for all m and n,

while

d
(i)
5m+3(n)

{

≥ 0, for m ≤ α̃(i)(n)n2,

≤ 0, for m > α̃(i)(n)n2,

and

d
(i)
5m+4(n)

{

≥ 0, for m ≤ β̃(i)(n)n2,

≤ 0, for m > β̃(i)(n)n2,

where α̃(i)(n) and β̃(i)(n) seem to stabilise around according to the following table

value of i limiting value of α̃(i)(n) limiting value of β̃(i)(n)
2 1.133 1.011
3 2.132 2.001

Remark 2. Since the polynomial P
(5)
n,i (q) is palindromic for any positive integer i, we can

also predict the signs of the coefficients d
(i)
5m+1(n) and d

(i)
5m+2(n) in Conjecture 2.3. This is

true because of the following duality result which we leave as an exercise for the interested

reader to prove.

Theorem 2.4. Consider the polynomial P
(5)
n,i (q) as defined in Conjecture 2.3. If we write

P
(5)
n,i (q) = An,i(q

5) + qBn,i(q
5) + q2Cn,i(q

5) + q3Dn,i(q
5) + q4En,i(q

5),

then the following relations hold

An,i(q) = q2in
2

An,i(1/q),

Dn,i(q) = q2in
2
−1Cn,i(1/q),

and

En,i(q) = q2in
2
−1Bn,i(1/q).
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Remark 3. It must be noted that Krattenthaler and Wang [3, Remark 11.6.(2)] mention that

for δ ∈ {2, 3}, the coefficient of q5m in (q; q)δ5n/(q
5; q5)δn is non-negative for all m, however,

they don’t find the limiting values of α̃(δ)(n) and β̃(δ)(n).

3. CONCLUDING REMARKS

(1) It would be very interesting to investigate whether the asymptotic approach of Krat-

tenthaler and Wang in [3] applies to Conjecture 2.1 and Conjecture 2.3.

(2) The sign-pattern of coefficients is much more complicated for P
(3)
n,i (q) when i ≥ 9

and for P
(5)
n,i (q) when i ≥ 4 but is definitely something worth exploring more.
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