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Abstract

The width of a poset is the size of its largest antichain. Sperner’s theorem
states that (2I", C) is a poset whose width equals the size of its largest layer.
We show that Hamming ball posets also have this property. This extends
earlier work that proves this in the case of small radii. Our proof is inspired
by (and corrects) a result of Harper.

1 Introduction

Let P be an arbitrary set and < be an irreflexive, transitive relation on pairs of
its elements. Then we say that (P, <) is a partially ordered set, or to contract, a
poset.

In a poset P, with relation <, an element z is covered by y if x < y without
any intermediate z € P, such that x < z and z < y. For example, in the poset
of rational numbers, 0 is not covered by any element, by the Archimedean axiom.
However, in a finite poset, an intermediate element can only be found finitely many
times, and so every relation z < y can be deduced from a chain of covers x < zy,
21 < 22y vvvy Zh—1 < 2y 2k < Y.

Let (P, <) be a finite poset. Consider the function r : P — {0, 1,... } given by

(') = 0 if{reP:z<a'}=0,
© | max{r(z): z <2’} +1 otherwise.

The value r(x) = k is the rank of x. The set of x € P whose rank is k is layer P,.
Clearly, if 7(y) = k and = < y, then r(z) < 7(y).

Let (P, <) be a poset with C' C P and A C P. If any two elements z # y in
C' are comparable, we say that C'is a chain. If any two elements = # y in A are
incomparable, we say that A is an antichain. Observe that in this case, |ANC| < 1.

Definition 1. Ler (P, <) be a finite poset. The size of the largest antichain of P is
the width of P, denoted w(P). The size of the largest layer of P is denoted {(P).
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Since a layer of a finite poset P is an antichain, w(P) > ¢(P).
Theorem 2 (Sperner, 1928). In the poset P = (2", C), w(P) = ((P).

Sperner’s proof [1]] observes that if P is the union of ¢ chains, then w(P) < ¢
— a simpler proof of this is given by Greene and Kleitman [3]. However, a more
general approach to poset width calculation considers a collection of chains that
covers x € P with a certain multiplicity. [2]]

Definition 3. Let C be a collection of chains in a finite poset P. Suppose that if we
sample C' € C uniformly at random, then for all © € P, the chance that x € C'is

I Pl( T Then we say that C is a unit flow.

Applying our observation that an antichain A intersects a chain C' in at most
a singleton to a unit flow C, by linearity of expectation, we have the following

property.
Definition 4. Let P be a finite poset. If every antichain A C P satisfies
1

<1,

A ’Pr(x)‘
then we say that P is a LYM poset [4l] or that P is a strong Sperner poset [8|].

If Py is the largest layer of P, then for all z € P, |P, )| < |Pg|. We deduce
that if P is a LYM poset, then P is a Sperner poset.

Theorem 5 (Yamamoto-Meshalkin-Bollobas-Lubell). (2[", C) is a LYM poset.

Proof. Tt suffices to find a unit flow, letting the symmetries of [n] act on the chain
pcjc2]c---Cnl. O

Finding a unit flow, in general, is difficult. Hence, it is of benefit for us to know
a sufficient condition — a consequence of the Max Flow Min Cut theorem. [3]]

Proposition 6 (Kleitman, 1974). Ler (P, <) be a finite poset, where the LYM in-

equality ) 4 \Pr—lu)\ < 1 holds for all antichains A contained within two consec-

utive layers. For such a poset P, there is a unit flow.

We shall use this condition to prove that product posets and Hamming balls have
the LYM property.



2 Harper’s theorem on product posets

Definition 7. Let (P, <) be a finite poset, and let Py, have size py. If the fractions

Peil \ohen defined, are decreasing in k, we say that P is log-concave.
Pk

For instance, if P is log-concave, then the subset of P given by layers indexed
by an arithmetic progression is also log-concave. [7]

Definition 8. Let P and ) be posets. Then the set P x @ with partial order
(xp,zq) < (yp,yq) ifxp < yp and xq < yq is called the product poset P x Q.

For example, (2["], C) can be recognized as the n-fold product of ({(}, {#}}, ).

Theorem 9 (Harper, 1974). Let P and Q be finite posets. If both P and Q) are
log-concave LYM posets, then their product poset P x Q) is LYM and log-concave.

Proof. For completeness, we give a proof, while correcting an error made in [6]].
Let P and () consist of layers Fy, ..., P, and Qy,...,Q,, respectively. By
Proposition[6] there is a unit flow on P and on @, and particularly from Py, to Py
and from Q;to Q41 (0 <k < h, 0 <1 < p).
Every element of P, x QQ; C P x @ has rank k£ + [, and so

(PXQ)m: U PkXQl.

k+l=m

Consider a "block poset", whose elements are the "blocks" P, x @; (0 < k < h,
0 <1 < p) and relations are P, X Q; < Py x Qp for k < k' and [ < I’. Each
block P x (; occurs with multiplicity given by its numbers of elements. In this
block poset, by Proposition [6] a unit flow can be found if the LYM inequality holds
within consecutive layers. This would follow from the inequality

S | Pasi X Qi < S o |Peyi—i X Qul
(P X Qrvtl = (P XQ)ptir]

where ¢ is a positive integer, 0 < k+1[ < h+ u, and undefined P, or (); are empty.

Given a unit flow on the block poset, a unit flow on P x () emerges by replacing
P, xQ; < P41 % Q) in the random chain with elements of the respective blocks in
proportion to the unit flow from P, to Py 1, and similarly for P, x Q; < Pr X Q11.

't is this inequality, for a unit flow in the block poset, which [6] proves incorrectly. Estimating

Ph41—iPk—jQ+iQi+5 if J <4,
Dh—iDh+1—qi+iQi4; < e
PA1—(i+1)Ph— (G- 1) Qi+ (i+1) G+ (i—1) if § > 2.

and summing, [6] notes that "every term of the previous sum gives a unique term of this one", falsely,
because the contributions of upper bounds for j = ¢ — 1 and for ¢ = j — 1 involve ¢ — 1 duplicates.



To establish the requisite bounds, denote | Py| = px, and |Q;| = ¢;. We require

t—1 t
(Z pk—in—i—i) Zpk—i-l—jQH-j < <Z pk-i—l—iQH—i) Zpk—jQH-j ;
i=0 j i=0 j

t—1 t
Z Zpk—ipk—i-l—j(ﬂ-i-i‘ﬂ-i-j < Z Zpk—i-l—z’pk—j%—i-i(ﬂ-i-j'
i=0 j =0 j

Observe the dependence on q;; (j < 0). Its coefficients on either side are

t—1 t
Zpk—ipk—i-l—j(ﬂ-i-i and Zpk—i-l—ipk—j(ﬂ-i-i-
i=0 i=0

By log-concavity of P, py_ipr+1—j < Pr+1—iPk—j holds if © > 0 > j. Hence, if
only for the terms involving ¢;1; (j < 0), our inequality holds. The same is true
for the terms involving pj_; (j > t). Its coefficients, via summand (j + 1), are

t—1 t t
E Pk—iqQi+iQi+j+1 = E Pk4+1—iql+i-1q1+j+1 and E Pk+1—iQi+iq1+j-
=0 i=1 i=0

By log-concavity of Q, qi+i—1qi+j+1 < Qi+iqi+; holds if 7 < ¢ < j. Furthermore,
there is no term that involves both ;4 ; (7 < 0) and py_; (j > ). Finally, for terms
that involve neither, one observes an identity

t—1 t t t—1
(Z pk—in+i> Zpk—i-l—j(ﬂ—i—j = <Z pk+1—in+i> Zpk—jQH-j
i=0 j=0 i=0 j=0

Thus, the requisite bounds are valid. Hence, P x () is LYM, having a unit flow.
In [6], it was asserted that P x @ is log-concave, without proof. Following [9]],
the log-concave condition can be rewritten as

(P x Q)rl* 2 (P x Q)psa| - (P x Q).
(Zpk—iqz) : Zpk—qu' = (ZPk—i—l—i%’) : Zpk—l—j%' )
7 J ) i

Z(pk—ipk—j — Pr+1-iPk—-1-5)(4iq5 — ¢i-19j+1) > 0.

4,3
By log-convexity of P and (), these two brackets are both > 0 if ¢ < j and both
< 0if ¢ > j. The log-concavity criterion follows. O



3 Hamming balls are LYM posets

Definition 10. The hypercube graph is given by vertex set 2"}, with edges between
sets that only differ by a singleton. The family of subsets of graph distance at most
p from a given set of p elements is called a Hamming ball, denoted B,[p,n — p].

The following result confirms a conjecture of the author [10], who showed that
B,[p, q] is a Sperner poset, provided that p > 2i7p3 + O(p?).

Theorem 11. The Hamming ball B,[p, q] is a LYM poset.

Proof. Given p,q,r,let B; ; C B = B,[p, q| contain the subsets of [p + ¢] arising
by removing ¢ elements from {1, ..., p} and then including j elements from {p +
1,...,p+q}. The covers of subsets in B; ;j are then contained by B; 1 j or B; j 1.

By Proposition[6] to show this to be a LYM poset, it suffices to check the relevant
inequality for consecutive layers. Moreover, as in our proof of Theorem [9] this
reduces to verifying a condition for the block poset given by the blocks B; ; and
covers B; ; < B;_1, B; j < B; j1+1. Indeed, a flow from B; ; to B;_1 j or B; j 11
arises by letting the symmetries of {1,...,p}U{p+1,...,p+ g} act on a two-
element chain.

Therefore, like Theorem [9]and Proposition [6] we only have to establish that

Capacity(B- U B: LisiU---U B. ) ) — Zf;é |Bi—l7j—l|
i, i—1j— i—(t=1),j— (1) S 1Bic1 ]
. > =0 1Bi—t,j+1-1]
< capacity(B; iy1 UB;—1;U---UB,;,_; i 1)) = — : .
pacity (B; j+ i—1,j i—tj—(t-1)) S 1Bict 1l

Here, we allow B; ; = () whenever i + j > rori < 0 or j < 0, and we presume
these layers and B; ; to be nonempty. We can rearrange to

Y Bictgriil o Yi 1Bictjeil
YoulBicij—l — Zf;(lJ | Bi—t.j-1l

Call the first fraction f and the second one ¢. Notice that | B; ;| = () (;1) whence

[Bij+1l _ q—3 [Bi—1gl i
[Bijl i+ Bij|  p—i+l

These are decreasing in j and increasing in ¢, respectively. It follows that if
|Bi—1, 411 q—j
[Bi—i,j—1] — j+1
|Bit1,j+2] q—J
> |Big1,j+1] j+1°
merator and |Bi+1,j+1| in the denominator, then the fraction ¢ decreases. Just so,

B; 1,42 is nonempty, then whenever [ > 0. This implies that

q—J ; ; L ;
¢ > I However Hence, if we include |B;;1 j42| in the nu-



i—t > |Bi—t—1,5—t] . .
- and SO 1Incrementin
=G0+ = [Bis,j—d ° g

t decreases ¢. Therefore, for given f, the fraction ¢ is minimal when its numerator
includes the complete range of nonzero subset sizes from the corresponding layer.
But when the proportion of the covers equals 1, the inequality is obvious. O

if B;_;_1,j—¢ is nonempty, then ¢ >

Definition 12. Let (P, <) be a poset and Q C P. Suppose that whenever x < z <
yand x,y € Q, also z € Q. Then we say that Q, with < on its elements, is a
convex subposet of P.

The smallest convex set containing By[p, q] = U, <, Bij istheset{J; ;< , Bi ;.
This poset is also LYM, by the same proof as of Theorem [L1l
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