arXiv:2112.05243v1 [math.CO] 9 Dec 2021

THE h-VECTOR OF A POSITROID IS A PURE O-SEQUENCE

AMY HE, PIERCE LAI, SUHO OH

ABSTRACT. A well-known conjecture of Stanley is that the h-vector of any matroid is a pure Osequence. There have been numerous papers with partial progress on this conjecture, but it is still wide open. Positroids are special class of linear matroids that play a crucial role in the field of total positivity. In this short note, we prove that Stanley’s conjecture holds for positroids.

1. INTRODUCTION

A matroid is a structure which generalizes the notion of independence that rises in linear algebra, graph theory and other areas. From a matroid, we can construct a simplicial complex (matroid complex) and study its h-vector which provides the topological information of the complex. The following conjecture by Stanley is still wide open:

Conjecture 1.1 ([18]). The h-vector of a matroid is a pure O-sequence.

There are some specific classes of matroids for which the above conjecture has been established to be true. In particular, these include cographic matroids by Merino in [13], lattice-path matroids by Schweig in [17], cotransversal matroids by Oh in [15], paving matroids by Merino, Noble, Ramirez-Ibanez, and Villarroel-Flores [14], internally perfect matroids by Dall in [5], rank 3 matroids by Há, Stokes, and Zanello in [8], rank 3 and corank 2 matroids by DeLoera, Kemper, and Klee in [7], rank 4 matroids by Klee and Samper in [9], rank d matroids with h_d ≤ 5 by Constantinescu, Kahle, and Varbaro in [3] and some small special classes of graphic matroids by Kook [11], Preston et al [4] and David et al [6].

In this paper the focus will solely be on the class of positroids, which is a special class of realizable matroids, for which the conjecture is still wide open. Positroids come from the study of the nonnegative part of the Grassmannian [16] and have seen increased applications in physics, with use in the study of scattering amplitudes [2] and the study of shallow water waves [10]. Positroids contain the class of lattice-path matroids, but is incomparable with all other classes mentioned above. The closest class is perhaps that of transversal matroids since positroids and transversal matroids are both contained in the class called gammoids. Regardless, the class of positroids and the class of transversal matroids (and also the class of cotransversal matroids since dual of a positroid is again a positroid) are independent [12].

2. PRELIMINARY

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notation. When A is a set and a is a single element, instead of writing A \ {a}, we will write A \ a. Similarly, instead of writing A ∪ {a}, we will use A ∪ a. 1

FIG. 1. A -diagram. 12 435 FIG. 2. The corresponding -network.

2.1. Positroids. We will start with the definition of -diagrams and -graphs and use that to define positroids. A -diagram will be a Young diagram with filled dots in some boxes. Consider the southeastern boundary path of the diagram. We call this the boundary path of the diagram. Starting from the northeast corner and heading towards the southwest corner, label each edge of the boundary path with integers 1, . . . , n. We call these the boundary labels. We index each column and row of a diagram with the label of the unique boundary label it contains. A box at (i, j) stands for the box of L at row indexed with i and column indexed with j. For example, a box of L in Figure 1 at (2, 5) is the box at the second row from top (indexed with 2) and first column from left (indexed with 5). We write L_{i,j} = 1 if there the box at (i, j) contains a dot, and L_{i,j} = 0 otherwise.

Definition 2.1 ([16], Definition 6.1). For a partition λ, let us define a -diagram L of shape λ as a filling of boxes of the Young diagram of shape λ such that, for any three boxes at (i, j), (i^′, j), (i, j^′), where i^′ < i and j^′ > j, if L_i ′_{,j} = L_{i,j} ′ = 1 then L_{i,j} = 1. This property is called the -property.

From each -diagram L, we can get a planar network called the -graph in Definition 6.3 of [16], via the following way: place a dot in the middle of each step in the boundary lattice path of the diagram and mark these dots with the corresponding boundary labels (so 1, . . . , n from top to bottom). We will call these vertices the boundary vertices. For each dot inside the -diagram, draw a horizontal line to its right, and vertical line to its bottom until it reaches another dot. Next orient all vertical edges downward and horizontal edges to the right. The vertical labels will be the source vertices and the horizontal labels will be the sink vertices in the -graph. Since each -diagram encodes a unique -graph, we will abuse notation and go between a -diagram and its corresponding -graph freely in this paper. An example of a -graph obtained from the -diagram in Figure 1 is drawn in Figure 2.

The set [n] (where n is the length of the boundary path) is called the ground set (being consistent with the notation for the positroid that will be indexed by the -diagram). Let B_0 denote the set of source vertices in the -graph of L. For example, in the -diagram L drawn in Figure 1, we have B_0 = 124 as we can see from the corresponding -graph in Figure 2. A path in a -graph is a directed path that starts at some boundary vertex and ends at some boundary vertex. A family of non-touching paths is a family of paths where no two paths intersect within the graph. We say that a family of non-touching paths consisting of paths p_1, . . . , p_k represents a set B_0 \

Date: December 16, 2021.

{p^s_1, . . . , p^s_k} ∪ {p^e_1, . . . , p^e_k} where p^s_i stands for the starting point and p^e_i stands for the endpoint of the path p_i. For example, the bottom picture in Figure 3 shows an empty family, which represents the set 124. The leftmost picture at the top row in Figure 3 shows a family consisting of two paths, one starting at 1 and ending at 3, the other one starting at 4 and ending at 5: this represents the set 124 \ 14 ∪ 35 = 235. Notice that any set represented by a family of non-touching paths in a -graph will have the same cardinality as B_0.

From Theorem 6.5 of [16], there is a bijection between positroids and -diagrams. Moreover, the same theorem gives the following result, which we will use as the definition of a positroid in this paper:

Definition 2.2. Fix a positroid M_L that corresponds to a -diagram L. Then the set of bases of M_L is exactly the collection of sets represented by a family of non-touching paths in the -graph of L.

From the above definition, the set B_0 is naturally the lexicographic minimal basis of M_L. We call this the canonical basis of the positroid. For example, take a look at the -diagram in Figure 1. All the bases we can get are:

124, 125, 134, 135, 145, 234, 235, 245, 345,

as one can check from various families of disjoint paths drawn on the -graph as in Figure 3.

An element e of the ground set is called a loop if it is not contained in any basis and is called a coloop if it is contained in every basis.

2.2. Activity and the h-vector. From any ordering on the ground set E, we get an induced lexicographic ordering on the bases. An element i of a basis B is (internally) active if B \ i ∪ j is not a base for any j < i. Otherwise, it is called (internally) passive. There is also the notion of externally active and externally passive elements, but in this paper we will only stick to interally active and passive elements, and hence will skip the usage of the word internally throughout. Given a basis B of a matroid, we call its passivity as the number of (internally) passive elements it contains.

We will use this activity property of h-vectors as the definition of h-vectors of matroids in this paper.

Theorem 2.3. Let (h_0, . . . , h_r) be the h-vector of a matroid M. For 0 ≤ i ≤ r, the entry h_i is the number of bases of M with i passive elements.

Let us again look at the running example of Figure 3. Take a look at 135. Here 1 is active since it cannot be replaced with a smaller element to get a basis of M. On the other hand, 3 and 5 are passive since we can replace either of them with 2 to get a different basis of M. The h-vector of the corresponding positroid is (1, 2, 3, 3).

Remark 2.4. The class of positroids is closed under deletion and contraction [1]. Deleting a loop (simply remove that element from the ground set) or contracting by a coloop (remove that element from the ground set and all the bases) does not change the h-vector of the matroid. For sake of proving Stanley’s conjecture, we may assume that our matroid does not have any loops or coloops. Hence, from now on, throughout the entire paper, we are only going to deal with positroids with no loops nor coloops. In terms of the -diagram, it means there is no empty row nor column.

2.3. Order ideal and pure O-sequences. An order ideal is a finite collection X of monomials such that, whenever M ∈ X and N divides M, we have N ∈ X as well. We define a maximal monomial as the monomial such that all of other monomials in the order ideal are divisors of the maximal monomial. Given an order ideal its O-sequence is a sequence that can be obtained from counting monomials of each degree. We say that the order ideal is pure if all the maximal monomials are of the same degree, and also call the O-sequence pure if it comes from a pure order ideal.

For example, take a look at Figure 3 and focus only on the monomials. If we take any monomial among this collection, say x_3x^2_5, we can see that all divisors of it is again present in the collection. Hence this is an order ideal. Moreover, since the maximal monomials under division (which are usually not guaranteed to all have the same degree) here are x^2_3x_5, x_3x^2_5, x^3_5 which have the same degree, and hence this is a pure order ideal. Notice that the degree sequence of this pure order ideal is (1, 2, 3, 3). Hence we can see that the h-vector of the positroid coming from Figure 1, which was (1, 2, 3, 3), is indeed a pure O-sequence. We have just verified that Stanley’s conjecture is true for this case. What we want to do in this paper is to similarly construct a pure order ideal for each and every positroid, hence proving the conjecture for this class.

3. THE MAIN RESULT

Our goal in this section is to come up with an algorithm that maps a family of non-crossing paths to a monomial, using the elements of [n] \ B_0 as the variables. Then we will show that the image under this map is a pure order ideal to answer Stanley’s conjecture for positroids.

Given a path from a source s to sink k, we write it as (s → k). Since each basis B ∈ M is coming from a family of non-crossing paths from set of sources to set of sinks, we write B as a collection of (s → k)’s and call this the non-crossing matching representation (or simply a matching representation) of B ∈ M. Note that all sources s are elements of B_0 \ B, and all sinks k are elements of B \ B_0.

We will slightly abuse notation and go between the path (s → k) and the corresponding interval (s, k) freely. So for example, the path (2 → 5) contains 3 since 3 ∈ (2, 5). Given a matching representation R, we put a partial ordering ≺_R on elements of B_0 \ B (and also separately on elements of B \ B_0) by setting s^′ ≺ s (k^′ ≺ k respectively) if (s → k), (s^′ → k^′) ∈ R and s < s^′ < k^′ < k: i.e. if the path coming out of s^′ is nested inside (as intervals on [n]) the path coming out of s. For example, in the middle picture of the top row of Figure 3, we have 2 ≺_R 1 (also 3 ≺_R 5) since comparing the paths 2 → 3 and 1 → 5, the interval (2, 3) is nested inside the interval (1, 5). We put an ordering on the paths so it is compatible with the ordering we just discussed on the starting point: for example we have (2, 3) ≺_R (1, 5).

Lemma 3.1. Fix a positroid M_L. For each basis B ∈ M_L, there exists a unique matching representation of B. Proof. From Definition 2.2, there exists at least one matching representation of each B ∈ M_L. For sake of contradication, assume that for some B ∈ M_L we have two different matching representations R_1 and R_2. Consider the partial order ≺_{R1} on B_0 \ B. Under this ordering, pick any minimal element s of B_0 \ B such that (s → k) ∈ R_1 and (s → k^′) ∈ R_2 with k ≠ k^′. If k < k^′, then pick s^′ ∈ B_0 \ B so that (s^′ → k) ∈ R_2. Since R_2 is non-crossing we must have s < s^′. But then from the way s was chosen, we need to have (s^′ → k) ∈ R_1 as well and we get a contradiction. If k > k^′, then pick s^′ ∈ B_0 \ B so that (s^′ → k^′) ∈ R_1. Since R_1 is non-crossing we must have s < s^′ < k^′ < k. But then from the way s was chosen, we must have (s^′ → k^′) ∈ R_2 and we again get a contradiction. □

It is worth noting that although we are calling s → k a path, there might be multiple different paths in the -graph that are encoded by the same s → k. For example in the -graph of Figure 1, consider the path that starts from 1, goes left, left, down, down, down to 5. This path is encoded as 1 → 5 in the matching representation. If we look at the path that starts from 1, goes left, down, left, down, down to 5, this is a different path from above but is still encoded as 1 → 5. So even though Lemma 3.1 tells us that each B has a unique matching representation, there may be a number of different families of non-crossing paths that correspond to that same matching representation.

Thanks to Lemma 3.1, when considering the partial order ≺_R coming from a matching representation of some basis B ∈ M_L, we may instead write it as ≺_B. Using this, we slightly abuse notation and say (s → k) ∈ B if (s → k) is a path inside the unique matching representation of B. Given some fixed basis B ∈ M_L, we say that an element x ∈ [n] is associated under B (or simply associated, when it is clear we are dealing with the basis B) to a path (s → k) ∈ B if (s → k) is the unique minimal path containing x under the ordering ≺_B. Next we show that each passive element b in a basis of B is closely related to the matching representation of B.

Lemma 3.2. Fix a positroid M_L and a basis B ∈ M_L. For each passive b ∈ B ∩ B_0, there is a path (s → k) ∈ B containing b (i.e. s < b < k).

Proof. Pick b ∈ B ∩ B_0 that is passive. Assume for sake of contradiction there is no path (s → k) ∈ B such that s < b < k. From b being passive, there is some B^′ ∈ M_L such that B^′ = B \ b ∪ b^′ with b^′ < b and b^′ ∉ B. We have (b → k) ∈ B^′ for some k ∈ B^′ \ B_0. Then there is some c such that (c → k) ∈ B. From the assumption we have c > b.

Under the ordering ≺_B ′ , pick any minimal element x such that (x → y) ∈ B^′ and (x^′ → y) ∈ B with x^′ > x ≥ b. Such x exists thanks to the argument in the previous paragraph. Since (b, n] ∩ B = (b, n] ∩ B^′, we have x^′ ∉ B^′. So there is some y^′ such that (x^′ → y^′) ∈ B^′, with x < x^′ < y^′ < y. Then, this implies y^′ ∈ B, so there exists some x^{′′} > x^′ such that (x^{′′} → y^′) ∈ B. Since x^′ ≺_B ′ x, we get a contradiction with x being chosen as a minimal element within ≺^′_B. □ We are now ready to present the map ϕ which will be mapping each basis of a positroid into a monomial supported on variables indexed by [n] \ B_0. Given some basis B ∈ M_L, for each element b ∈ B \ B_0, we simply map it to the variable x_b. For a passive element b ∈ B ∩ B_0, we look at the unique minimum (under ≺_B) path s → k that contains b (recall that we called this as b being associated to s → k under B), then map b to x_k. Now take the product of all such variables to obtain a monomial, which is going to be supported on variables indexed by [n] \ B_0 as we wanted.

For example, take a look at the leftmost picture in the top row of Figure 3. This family of paths encodes the basis 235. The passive elements of this basis is actually all of 2, 3, 5. Since 3 and 5 are sinks of paths, 3 gives x_3 and 5 gives x_5. Now the minimum (under ≺_{235}) path containing 2 is (1 → 5) so 2 gives x_3. The resulting monomial is x^2_3x_5.

Proposition 3.3. Let M_L be a positroid. Given a basis B, we have ϕ(B) = � k∈B\B_0 x

|T^B_k |+1

k where T^B_k consists of elements x associated to (s → k) ∈ B such that replacing s → k with x → k gives some other basis in M_L.

Proof. From the way ϕ is defined, it is enough to show that T^B_k consists exactly of the passive elements of B ∩ B_0 associated to (s → k) ∈ B. It is clear that if we can replace s → k with x → k for x ∈ (s, k) then x is passive. Hence we only need to show the other direction: if x is passive then we can replace s → k ∈ B with x → k to get another basis.

Since x is passive, there is some x^′ < x such that B^′ = B \ x ∪ x^′ ∈ M_L. Consider the matching representation of B. Since we have a path (s → k) ∈ B, from the non-crossing property we have equal number of source points and sink points within (s, k). Moreover, since x is associated to s → k, we have equal number of source points and sink points within (s, x) and also within (x, k). This property for (x, k) carries over to the matching representation of B^′ as well. From this property, we have (x → k) ∈ B^′. □

For example, again take a look at the leftmost picture in the top row of Figure 3. The set T^{235}_5 is empty. The set T^{235}_3 consists of 2, since we have 2 ∈ (1, 3) and we can replace 1 → 3 with 2 → 3 to get the set 135, which is again a basis of the positroid.

The Proposition 3.3 together with Lemma 3.2 tells us that ϕ maps the passivity of the basis to the degree of the monomial:

Corollary 3.4. Let M_L be positroid. Then the passivity of B is equal to the degree of ϕ(B).

For example, take a look at the leftmost picture of second row from the top within Figure 3. We have the path 1 → 3 so the corresponding basis is 234. Here 2 and 3 are passive, but 4 is active. So 234 has passive degree to be 2. The corresponding monomial is x^2_3, which again has degree of 2.

Lemma 3.5. The map ϕ is a one-to-one map.

Proof. Assume for sake of contradiction that we can find two different bases B, B^′ of the positroid M_L such that ϕ(B) = ϕ(B^′). In B, under the ordering ≺_B, pick the minimal path (s → k) that isn’t contained in B^′. Since ϕ(B) = ϕ(B^′), there has to be some path (s^′ → k) ∈ B^′ with s ≠ s^′. If s < s^′, from the way s → k was chosen, we can replace s → k with s^′ → k within B to get a basis so we have T^{B ′}_k ⊊ T^B_k . If s > s^′, we cannot have a path in B^′ that starts within (s^′, s) and ends within (s, k) due to the way s → k was chosen. This means we can replace s^′ → k with s → k within B^′ to get a basis so we have T^{B ′}_k ⊋ T^B_k . □

Proposition 3.6. The map ϕ gives a pure order ideal.

Proof. We first start with the order ideal property. We need to show that given any basis B, for each variable x_k appearing in ϕ(B), we can find a basis B^′ such that ϕ(B^′) = ϕ(B)/x_k. To use induction, we introduce a new statistic on the poset with elements B \ B_0 and ordering ≺_B: we set σ(k) to stand for the length of the longest possible chain having k as the lower end within the poset.

We are going to use induction on σ(k). We start with the base case, when σ(k) = 1, that is when the path (s → k) ∈ B is not contained in any other path. If |T^B_k | = 1, we simply remove the path to get the B^′ we want. Otherwise, we replace s with the smallest element of |T^B_k | to get our desired B^′.

Now assume for sake of induction we have proven the result for σ(k) < t and are now considering the case σ(k) = t. Same as above, if |T^B_k | = 1, we simply remove the path to get the B^′ we want. Otherwise, we replace s with the smallest element of |T^B_k | to get some other basis B^{′′}. Then ϕ(B^{′′}) is obtained from ϕ(B) by dividing by x_k, but the powers of other variables x_k ′ might have gone up for k ≺_B k^′. Regardless, in such cases we have σ(k^′) < t, so we can find a new basis by shedding them off thanks to the induction assumption. This gives us the B^′ we were looking for.

Now for the pure part, fix a basis B. We know that every element of B \ B_0 is automatically passive since we can simply undo the corresponding path to get a smaller basis. So potential active elements only occur within B ∩ B_0. We want to show that if there is some active element, we can always find some basis B^′ such that ϕ(B^′) is divisible by ϕ(B). Let a be the largest element of B that is active. We do a case by case analysis based on whether a + 1 is in B_0 or not.

When a + 1 ∉ B_0: from Remark 2.4 we have L_{a,a+1} = 1. If a + 1 ∈ B, then we have s → a + 1 in B which is replaceable with a → a + 1 to get B^′. This means a is passive so we can ignore this case and say a + 1 ∉ B. In this case, we may add the path a → a + 1 to get B^′ we want (ϕ(B^′) = ϕ(B)x_{a+1}).

When a + 1 ∈ B_0: first assume for sake of contradiction that a + 1 ∈ B. Then it is passive thanks to the way a was chosen. This means we have s → k ∈ B such that a + 1 ∈ T^B_k . From the -property, the path s → k is replaceable with a → k as well, and we get a contradiction from Proposition 3.3.

Hence we have that a + 1 ∈ B_0 \ B. This means we have some (a + 1 → k) ∈ B. Let k^′ be the minimal element such that a → k^′ is possible inside the -graph. If k^′ ≤ k, from the -property we can switch a + 1 → k to a → k to get the B^′ we desire (ϕ(B^′) = ϕ(B)x_{a+1}). In the case k^′ > k, from the way k^′ was chosen and the -property, we have L_{a,k} ′ = 1 and L_{i,j} = 0 for i ≤ a and j ≤ k^′ except when (i, j) = (a, k^′). If the dot at (a, k^′) is already occupied in any family of non-crossing paths representing B, we can replace the starting point of this path with a. This would contradict a being active, so we may assume that the dot at (a, k^′) is never occupied. If there is some path s → k^′ ∈ B with s^′ > a, then replace s → k^′ with a → k^′ to get the desired B^′ (ϕ(B^′) = ϕ(B)x^t_{k ′} with t ≥ 1). Otherwise we can simply add a → k^′ to get the B^′ we desire (ϕ(B^′) = ϕ(B)x_k ′ ). □ Thanks to the above proposition, we have established Stanley’s conjecture for the class of positroids:

Corollary 3.7. The h-vector of any positroid is a pure O-sequence.

An example is shown in Figure 3. Using the -diagram from Figure 1, all the bases and the corresponding family of non-crossing paths are drawn in Figure 3. The monomials from the mapping ϕ are written below each picture. Proposition 3.6 guarantees that the collection of monomials we have obtained is indeed a pure order ideal.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The research started under the 2021-High school math camp hosted at Texas State University. The authors would like to thank the camp organizers for providing support and a great working environment.

REFERENCES

[1] F. ARDILA, F. RINCON, AND L. WILLIAMS, Positroids and non-crossing partitions, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 368 ((2016)), pp. 337–363.

[2] N. ARKANI-HAMED, J. L. BOURJAILY, F. CACHAZO, A. B. GONCHAROV, A. POSTNIKOV, AND J. TRNKA, Scattering Amplitudes and the Positive Grassmannian, (arXiv:1212.5605 [hep-th]).

1 x_3 x_5 x^2_3 x_3x_5x^2_5 x^2_3x_5x_3x^2_5x^3_5

FIG. 3. Hasse diagram of the -Diagrams which form the bases of the matroid. Each -Diagram is labelled with its corresponding monomial.

[3] A. CONSTANTINESCU, T. KAHLE, AND M. VARBARO, Generic and special constructions of pure O-sequences, Bull.

Lond. Math. Soc., 46 (2014), pp. 924–942.

[4] P. CRANFORD, A. DOCHTERMANN, E. HAITHCOCK, J. MARSH, S. OH, AND A. TRUMAN, Biconed graphs, edgerooted forests, and h-vectors of matroid complexes, The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics, 28 (2021).

[5] A. DALL, Internally perfect matroids, Electron. J. Combin., 24 (2017), pp. Paper No. 2.35, 31. [6] J. DAVID, P. LAI, S. OH, AND C. WU, Triconed graphs, weighted forests, and h-vectors of matroid complexes, 2021. [7] J. A. DE LOERA, Y. KEMPER, AND S. KLEE, h-vectors of small matroid complexes, Electron. J. Combin., 19 (2012), pp. Paper 14, 11.

[8] H. T. HÁ, E. STOKES, AND F. ZANELLO, Pure O-sequences and matroid h-vectors, Annals of Combinatorics, 17 (2013), pp. 495–508.

[9] S. KLEE AND J. A. SAMPER, Lexicographic shellability, matroids, and pure order ideals, Advances in Applied Mathematics, 67 (2015), pp. 1–19.

[10] Y. KODAMA AND L. WILLIAMS, Kp solitons and total positivity for the grassmannian, Inventiones mathematicae, 198 ((2014)), pp. 637–699.

[11] W. KOOK, The h-vector of coned graphs, Applied Mathematics Letters, 24 (2011), pp. 528–532. [12] C. MARCOTT, Basis shape loci and the positive grassmannian, 2019.

[13] C. MERINO, The chip firing game and matroid complexes, in Discrete Models: Combinatorics, Computation, and Geometry, DM-CCG 2001, vol. AA, 2001, pp. 245–256.

[14] C. MERINO, S. D. NOBLE, M. RAMÍREZ-IBÁÑEZ, AND R. VILLARROEL-FLORES, On the structure of the h-vector of a paving matroid, European Journal of Combinatorics, 33 (2012), pp. 1787–1799.

[15] S. OH, Generalized permutohedra, h-vectors of cotransversal matroids and pure O-sequences, The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics, 20 (2013).

[16] A. POSTNIKOV, Total positivity, Grassmannians, and Networks, ArXiv Mathematics e-prints, ((2006)). [17] J. SCHWEIG, On the h-vector of a lattice path matroid, The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics, 17 (2010). [18] R. STANLEY, Cohen-Macaulay Complexes, vol. 31 of Higher Combinatorics, D. Reidel Publishing Company, 1977.

BELLAIRE SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL Email address: he2023amy@gmail.com

MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER SCI-

ENCE

Email address: pwlai@mit.edu

TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS Email address: s o79@txstate.edu