arXiv:2404.06002v1 [math.CO] 9 Apr 2024

THE CHROMATIC SYMMETRIC FUNCTION IN THE STAR-BASIS

MICHAEL GONZALEZ, ROSA ORELLANA, AND MARIO TOMBA

Abstract. We study Stanley’s chromatic symmetric function (CSF) for trees when expressed in the star-basis. We use the deletion-near-contraction algorithm recently introduced in [2] to compute coefficients that occur in the CSF in the star-basis. In particular, one of our main results determines the smallest partition in lexicographic order that occurs as an indexing partition in the CSF, and we also give a formula for its coefficient. In addition to describing properties of trees encoded in the coefficients of the star-basis, we give two main applications of the leading coefficient result. The first is a strengthening of the result in [2] that says that proper trees of diameter less than or equal to 5 can be reconstructed from their CSFs. In this paper we show that this is true for all trees of diameter less than or equal 5. In our second application, we show that the dimension of the subspace of symmetric functions spanned by the CSF of n-vertex trees is p(n) − n + 1, where p(n) is the number of partitions of n.

1. Introduction

In 1995, Stanley [25] introduced a symmetric function for a simple graph G with vertex set V = {v_1, . . . , v_n}. Let x_1, x_2, . . . be commuting variables, then the symmetric function associated to the graph G is defined by X_G := ∑ κ x_{κ(v1 )}x_{κ(v2 )} · · · x_{κ(vn )}, where the sum runs over all proper colorings κ : V → N. The function X_G is known as the chromatic symmetric function of G. By setting x_i = 1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and x_j = 0, for j > k, we recover χ_G(k), the one variable chromatic polynomial, which counts the number of proper colorings of G with k colors. In his seminal paper, Stanley expressed X_G using the classical bases of symmetric functions, proved many results and made several conjectures related to X_G. This function has attracted a lot of interest, see for example [3, 8, 7, 12, 10, 14, 16, 17, 20, 22, 24].

Most of the research related to X_G revolves around two main conjectures: The e-Positivity Conjecture, [25] which states that if a poset is (3+1)-free then its incomparability graph is a nonnegative linear combination of elementary symmetric functions [5, 10, 9, 14, 15]; and the Tree Isomorphism Conjecture, which states that the chromatic symmetric function distinguishes non-isomorphic trees. This conjecture is known to hold for trees with less than 30 vertices [16] and it has been verified for several subclasses of trees [2, 3, 17, 20]. Another problem that has drawn attention is in finding families of graphs for which X_G is Schur positive, [10, 11, 26], mainly because of connections to the representation theory of the general linear and symmetric groups.

Another line of research has involved generalizations of the chromatic symmetric function which contain X_G as a specialization, for example the q-quasisymmetric function of Shareshian and Wachs [24], non-commutative versions, [13], a rooted version, [18], and weighted versions [2, 8]. Most of these generalizations have been introduced as an approach to the two main open problems.

In proving results about X_G, we often use the modular relation or triple deletion property in [14, 22] which is a recursive formula satisfied by X_G. Another method involves writing X_G as 1

linear combination in the classical bases of symmetric functions. In a recent paper, Alieste-Prieto, De-Mier, Zamora and the second author [2] introduced the Deletion-Near-Contraction relation (DNC-relation) which can be interpreted as a faster modular relation.

Several results related to the Tree Isomorphism conjecture have been derived by relating X_G to other polynomials, such as the subtree polynomial of Chaudhary and Gordon [4], the W-polynomial of Noble and Welsh [21], the Tutte polynomial, and others. For example, Martin, Morin, and Wagner, [20], proved a number of results related to X_T , for a tree T , using the subtree polynomial, in particular, they showed that the diameter of a tree can be recovered from X_T . In another example, Loebl and Sereni, [17], showed that caterpillars are distinguished by the chromatic symmetric function using the W-polynomial.

Cho and van Willigenburg [6] defined multiplicative bases of symmetric functions from any sequence of connected graphs (G_n)_{n≥1} such that for each n the graph G_n has n vertices. In this article we are interested in working with the basis constructed from star graphs, that is, when G_n is the tree with one vertex of degree n − 1 and all other vertices having degree 1. We denote the star-basis of symmetric functions of homogeneous symmetric functions of degree n by {st_λ : λ is a partition of n}. Hence,

X_G = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ,

where λ ⊢ n denotes that λ is a partition of n. In this paper we give formulas for some of the coefficients c_λ when G = T is a tree. Our main result, Theorem 4.16, is the identification of the smallest partition that occurs with nonzero coefficient, λ_{lead}(X_T ), when we order the partitions using the lexicographic order. We call this partition the leading partition of X_T . In addition, we give a formula for the coefficient c_{λlead (XT )} in Theorem 4.29. Further, we explain the information about T encoded in λ_{lead}(X_T ) and its coefficient. Our work with the star-basis indicates that the indexing partitions encode information about edge adjacencies, see Proposition 5.14, while the coefficients seem to encode information about vertex degrees and the number of non-leaf-edges, see Proposition 3.8 and Theorem 4.29.

We give two applications of our main result on the leading partition. The first application is a strengthening of the result in [2] which shows that proper trees of diameter less than or equal to 5 are distinguished by their chromatic symmetric function. We show that all trees of diameter less than or equal to 5 are distinguished by the chromatic symmetric function. In Theorem 5.20 we show that trees of diameter four can be reconstructed from X_T ; and in Proposition 5.24 and Theorem 5.27 we show that those of diameter five are also reconstructible from X_T . Furthermore, in Corollary 5.15, we prove that proper trees whose leading partition have distinct parts can be reconstructed from X_T , as well as extended bi-stars, which are special cases of caterpillars that can be reconstructed directly from the leading partition in Corollaries 4.23 and 4.25. Our proofs are algorithmic, in the sense that they describe an algorithm on how to reconstruct the tree from its chromatic symmetric function.

For the other application, we define a subspace of the space of homogeneous symmetric functions of degree n, V_n = Span{X_T : T is an n-vertex tree}.

We use Theorem 4.16 to show that the dimension of this subspace is p(n) − n + 1, where p(n) is the number of partitions of n, see Theorem 6.12. In addition, we give a construction for a basis of caterpillars. Hence, for any tree X_T is a linear combination of the chromatic symmetric function of caterpillars. We hope that this basis will give a new approach to the Tree Isomorphism Conjecture.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we review some definitions and results about graph theory and symmetric functions. In Section 3, we review the deletion-near-contraction rule and give the algorithm for computing the chromatic symmetric function in the star-basis. In addition we give some basic results about the coefficients that occur. In Section 4, we present our main result about the leading partition and its coefficient. In Section 5, we prove that the Tree Isomorphism conjecture is true for all trees of diameter less than 6. Finally, in Section 6, we prove the dimension of the subspace spanned by the chromatic symmetric functions of trees and give a basis indexed by caterpillars.

Acknowledgements. MG was supported by the EE Just fellowship at Dartmouth College, RO was partially supported by NSF grant DMS–2153998, and MT was partially supported by the URAD office at Dartmouth College. We thank Andrew Koulogeorge for discussions and initial interest in this project.

2. Preliminaries and definitions

2.1. Graph theory. For details on the graph theory background, we refer the reader to an introductory graph theory textbook such as [27]. For the convenience and to set up notation needed for the paper, we include some of the basic concepts here.

A graph G is a pair (V, E), where V is the set of vertices and E is a multiset of edges. The order of a graph is the number of vertices, i.e., |V |. An edge e is an unordered pair of vertices uv, in which case u and v are its endpoints. The degree of a vertex v, denoted by deg(v), is the number of edges incident to it. A loop is an edge with equal endpoints. The neighborhood of a vertex v is the set of vertices that are adjacent to v and is denoted by N(v). Two graphs G, H are isomorphic if there exists a bijection f : V (G) → V (H) between the vertex sets of the graphs such that uv ∈ E(G) if and only if f(u)f(v) ∈ E(H).

If G does not contain loops or multiple edges between two vertices, we say that G is simple. A path in a graph G is a sequence of distinct vertices v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n, such that v_iv_{i+1} ∈ E(G) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. We call v_1 and v_n the endpoints of the path. The length of a path is the number of edges in the path. We say that G is connected if there is a path between any two vertices. A cycle in G is a sequence of distinct edges in which only the first and last vertex are equal.

A tree T is an acyclic connected graph. The diameter of a tree T , denoted by diam(T ), is the maximum length of a path between any pair of vertices in T . We say that a tree is proper if every non-leaf-vertex has at least one leaf in its neighborhood. A forest is a graph where each connected component is a tree.

Let P denote the positive integers. A proper coloring of G is a function κ : V → P such that, for any uv ∈ E, it satisfies κ(u) ≠ κ(v). If κ(V ) is the image of κ, i.e., the set of colors used and |κ(V )| = k, then we say that κ is a k-coloring. The number of k-colorings is denoted by χ_G(k), and it is a basic fact in graph theory that χ_G(k) is a polynomial of degree |V |, called the chromatic polynomial. It is well known that the chromatic polynomial satisfies the deletioncontraction formula. That is, for a non-loop edge e, we have: χ_G(k) = χ_{G\e}(k) − χ_{G/e}(k) , where G\e and G/e are the graphs obtained by deleting and contracting e, respectively. We remark that when we contract an edge in a simple graph, multiple edges might result. The convention is that multiple edges are replaced with a single edge. In the remainder of the paper, we will restrict our attention to forests and trees.

We now introduce some definitions and notation around special types of edges and vertices that we will use throughout the paper. An internal vertex is a vertex of degree at least two. A leafvertex , or simply leaf, is a vertex of degree one. An internal edge is a non-loop edge such that both its endpoints are internal vertices, and a leaf-edge is an edge such that one of its endpoints is a leaf. We denote by I(G) the set of internal edges of G and by IV (G) the set of internal vertices of G. ℓv uwe

Figure 1. The edge ℓ is a leaf-edge, while e is an internal edge. The vertex v is a leaf-vertex, and u and w are examples of internal vertices.

2.2. Symmetric functions. In this subsection, we review the basics that we need about symmetric functions. For a deeper coverage of the vast field of symmetric functions, see [19, 23].

A partition λ is a sequence of positive integers (λ_1, . . . , λ_k) such that λ_1 ≥ · · · ≥ λ_k . We say that |λ| := ∑ i λ_i is the weight of λ. If |λ| = n, we say that λ is a partition of n, and denote it λ ⊢ n.

Each λ_i is a part, and the number of parts is the length of λ, denoted ℓ(λ). There is a natural total ordering for partitions called lexicographic order. If λ, μ ⊢ n, we say that λ ≤ μ if λ = μ or if λ_i = μ_i for 1 ≤ i < j and λ_j < μ_j for some 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ(λ).

Let {x_1, x_2, . . .} be a countably infinite set of commuting variables, the algebra of symmetric functions is a subalgebra of Q[[x_1 , x_2, . . .]] and can be defined as follows. For r ≥ 1, let p_r denote the r-th power symmetric function which is defined by

p_r := x^r_1 + x^r_2 + x^r_3 + · · ·

and for a partition λ = (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_ℓ), the power symmetric function is defined by

p_λ := p_{λ1} p_{λ2} · · · p_{λℓ} .

The set {p_λ | λ ⊢ k} is linearly independent. The function p_λ is called symmetric because it is invariant under the action of the symmetric group, S_∞ = ⨆ n≥1 S_n (the disjoint union of all symmetric groups), which acts by permuting the indices of the variables.

The algebra of symmetric functions is defined as the graded algebra

Λ := Λ^0 ⊕ Λ^1 ⊕ Λ^2 ⊕ · · · ,

where Λ^0 := Q, and for k ≥ 1, we have Λ^k := Span_Q{p_λ | λ ⊢ k}.

In this paper we are concerned with the chromatic symmetric function introduced by Stanley in [25]. For any finite graph G with vertex set {v_1, . . . , v_n} define

X_G = ∑ κ x_{κ(v1 )}x_{κ(v2 )} · · · x_{κ(vn)}, where the sum runs over all proper colorings of the graph G. X_G is a homogeneous symmetric function of degree the order of G, i.e., n. In [25], Stanley described the expansion of X_G in terms of the power sum basis. To describe this expansion, we need some notation. Given a subset of edges A ⊆ E of the graph G, the spanning subgraph induced by A is the subgraph G|_A with vertex set V and edge set A. If G has n vertices, let λ(A) be the partition of n whose parts are the orders of the connected components of G|_A.

Theorem 2.1 ([25], Theorem 2.5). We have

X_G = ∑ A⊆E (−1)^{|A|}p_{λ(A)} In [6], Cho and van Willigenburg introduced new bases of symmetric functions using the chromatic symmetric function. They proved the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2 ([6], Theorem 5). For any positive integer k, let G_k denote a connected graph with k vertices and let {G_k}_{k≥1} be a family of such graphs. Given a partition λ ⊢ n of length ℓ, define G_λ = G_{λ1} ⊔ · · · ⊔ G_{λℓ} . Then, {X_{Gλ} : λ ⊢ n} is a basis for Λ^n.

The bases constructed in Theorem 2.2 are called chromatic bases. In this paper, we are concerned with the chromatic basis constructed from star graphs, where each G_k := St_k is a k-star. This basis was one of the examples in [6] and it was recently further explored in [2]. For any positive integer k, St_k denotes the tree with k − 1 vertices of degree 1 and one vertex of degree k − 1, and it is called the star graph on k vertices because of its shape. For example, for k = 5, we have

St_5 =

And for a partition λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ), define St_λ = St_{λ1} ⊔ · · · ⊔ St_{λℓ} as the disjoint union of λ_i-stars. For any positive integer k,

st_k := X_{Stk} and st_λ := st_{λ1} · · · st_{λℓ} for λ ⊢ n .

By Theorem 2.2, the set {st_λ | λ ⊢ n} is a basis for Λ^n, which we call the star-basis. There is a nice change of basis from the power sum basis to the star-basis that follows from the chromatic reciprocity theorem proved in [1].

Proposition 2.3. We have

st_{n+1} = n∑ r=0 (−1)^r ( n r ) p_{(r+1,1}n−r_) (1) and p_{n+1} = n∑ r=0 (−1)^r ( n r ) st_{(r+1,1}n−r_) (2)

By combining the proposition above (in particular (2)) with Theorem 2.1, we obtain the expansion of the chromatic symmetric function in terms of the star-basis. In [2], the authors gave an efficient algorithm for computing the star-basis expansion of X_G for any graph.

3. The Deletion-Near-Contraction relation

In this section we review the deletion-near-contraction (DNC) relation, introduced in [2]. This relation is a modification of the classical deletion-contraction relation used to compute the chromatic polynomial of any graph. The DNC relation leads to an algorithm for computing the chromatic symmetric function in the star-basis that avoids cancellation of terms. The DNC relation uses three operations on an edge: deletion, leaf-contraction, and dot-contraction.

• Deletion: this is the classical deletion of an edge in a graph. Given a graph G, we denote the resulting graph obtained by deleting an edge e by G \ e.

eG G \ e

• Leaf-contraction: Given a graph G and an edge e in G, the leaf-contracted graph, G ⊙ e, is obtained by contracting e and attaching a leaf, ℓ_e, to the vertex that results from the contraction of e. eG ℓ_eG ⊙ e

• Dot-contraction: Given an edge e, the dot-contracted graph, (G ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e, is obtained by contracting the edge e and adding an isolated vertex, v, to the graph. This can be formulated in terms of the leaf-contraction operation as simply removing the edge ℓ_e, hence the notation for the dot-contraction.eG v(G ⊙ e) \ ℓ^e

In [2], the authors proved that the chromatic symmetric function satisfies the following relation.

Proposition 3.1 ([2]). (The deletion-near-contraction relation or DNC relation) For a simple graph G and any edge e in G, we have X_G = X_{G\e} − X_{(G⊙e)\ℓe} + X_{G⊙e} In [2], the authors used the DNC relation to give a recursive algorithm for computing X_G in the star-basis.

Remark 3.2. (1) If e is a leaf-edge in G, i.e., one of its endpoints has degree 1, then G \ e ∼= (G ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e and G ∼= G ⊙ e. Therefore, applying the DNC relation to a leaf-edge e does not simplify the computation of X_G.

(2) If e is an internal edge in G, i.e., both endpoints have degree greater than 1, then G \ e, G ⊙ e and (G ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e are graphs with fewer internal edges than G.

(3) The only connected, simple graph without internal edges is the star graph.

As a consequence of Remark 3.2, we can recursively apply the DNC relation on internal edges until X_G can be written as a linear combination of X_H , where H is a forest of star graphs. This process is formalized in the Star-Expansion Algorithm presented in [2] which we include below.

We call the output of the star-expansion algorithm a DNC-tree. As shown by Aliste-Prieto, de Mier, Orellana and Zamora, the chromatic symmetric function of a graph G can be computed directly from a DNC-tree whose root is labeled by G.

Algorithm 1: The star-expansion algorithm.

1 Input: A simple graph G and an ordering of the internal edges. 2 Initialization: Let T be a rooted tree with root labeled by G and no edges. 3 Iteration: If H is a leaf of T labeled by a graph H and H has an internal edge e, then add three children to H labeled by the graphs H \ e, (H ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e, and H ⊙ e, and label these edges with + or − according to the coefficient of these graphs in the DNC relation. The algorithm terminates when all leaves in T have no internal edges.

4 Output: A rooted tree T (G) where the leaves are labeled by star forests.

Theorem 3.3 ([2]). For any simple graph G, let T (G) be a DNC-tree obtained from the starexpansion algorithm and let L(T (G)) be the multiset of leaf labels of T (G). Then

X_G = ∑ H∈L(T (G)) (−1)^{ι(H)−ι(G)}st_{λ(H)}

where ι(H) and ι(G) denote the number of isolated vertices in H and G, respectively, and λ(H) is the partition whose parts are the orders of the connected components of H. In addition, no cancellations occur in the computation; that is, for any partition λ, all terms st_λ appear with the same sign.

Example 3.4. Figure 2 shows an example of how to apply the star-expansion algorithm. In particular, it says that for the graph T at the root, we have X_T = −st_{(4,2,1)} + st_{(4,3)} + st_{(5,1,1)} + st_{(5,2)} − 2st_{(6,1)} + st_{(7)} .

In Figure 2 we use red to indicate the internal edge on which we are applying the DNC relation.

+ − +

+−+ +−+

Figure 2. A DNC-tree T (G)

In this paper we are interested in the coefficients that occur when X_G is written in the star-basis for any n-vertex graph G. That is, X_G = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ .

By Theorem 3.3 each path in T (G) from the root G to a star forest F produces a summand in X_G. Since there are no cancellations, i.e., a term obtained from one such path from G to F_1 does not cancel another from G to F_2, the coefficient of st_λ can be computed by counting paths from G to leaf-vertices F in T (G) such that λ(F ) = λ and counting the number of times we dot-contract in the path since ι(F ) − ι(G) is precisely the number of new isolated vertices created along the path.

In addition, the paths in T (G) can be encoded as sequences of operations. If we let L represent a deletion, M a dot-contraction, and R a leaf-contraction, then a path from the root G to a star forest F is a sequence of length at most #I(T ) of Ls, Ms, and Rs, see Example 3.6. Note that M is the only operation that results in isolated vertices as components and the only operation that changes the sign of the coefficient. We summarize these observations in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let G be an n-vertex graph and T (G) a DNC-tree corresponding to G. If X_G = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ, then c_λ = (−1)^m|S_λ|, where S_λ is the set of sequences from the root G to a forest F such that λ(F ) = λ and m is the number of Ms in each sequence.

Example 3.6. For the DNC-tree in Figure 2 we have the following correspondences to sequences. λ ⊢ n S_λ c_λ (7) {(R, R)} 1 (6,1) {(R, M), (M, R)} −2 (5,2) {(L)} 1 (5, 1^2) {(M, M)} 1 (4,3) {(R, L)} 1 (4,2,1) {(M, L)} −1

Our main interest is to study X_G when G = T is a tree; therefore, in what follows we will restrict ourselves to the case when G = F is a forest.

In the proof of Lemma 4.6, we will see that deleting an internal edge e from a forest G can result in a forest G \ e with one to three fewer internal edges than T . On the other hand, both leaf-contraction and dot-contraction result in a forest with only one fewer internal edge as we show in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.7. If G is a forest and e an internal edge, then G ⊙ e and (G ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e have exactly one fewer internal edge than G.

Proof. Notice that in both dot-contraction and leaf-contraction operations, we contract an internal edge to a vertex, thus reducing the number of edges by one in the case of a dot-contraction and leaving the number of edges the same in the case of a leaf-contraction in which an internal edge is contracted, but we add a leaf-edge.

Let e^′ ≠ e be another edge in G. Then if e^′ is an internal edge and e and e^′ are not incident, then the degrees of the endpoints of e^′ are unchanged by the contraction of e (contraction is a local operation). So, e^′ remains an internal edge. If e^′ is an internal edge and e and e^′ are incident, then the degree of the endpoint at which e and e^′ meet does not decrease under either a dot-contraction or a leaf-contraction. Hence, e^′ is still an internal edge in G ⊙ e and also in (G ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e. If e^′ is a leaf, then it remains a leaf in G ⊙ e and also in (G ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e as the endpoint of degree 1 remains an endpoint of degree 1 after a leaf- or dot-contraction. Hence the result follows. □

Proposition 3.8. Let T be an n-vertex tree and I(T ) the set of internal edges of T . If X_T = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ, then

c_{(n−m,1}m_) = (−1)^m ( #I(T ) m ) . In particular, |c_{(n−1,1)}| = #I(T ).

Proof. Notice that |c_{(n−m,1}m_)| is the number of paths in T (T ) from the root T to leaves labeled H = St_{n−m} ∪ St_1 ∪ · · · ∪ St_1 m . H can only be obtained through sequences with m Ms (dot-contractions)

and #I(T ) − m Rs (leaf-contractions).

By Corollary 3.5, the coefficient is c_{(n−m,1}m_) = (−1)^m|S_{(n−m,1}m_)|. Hence, we simply have to count the number of sequences in S_{(n−m,1}m_). By Lemma 3.7, these sequence have length #I(T ), so it suffices to choose which terms are Ms. There are (_{#I(T )} m ) such sequences. □

We remark that in the chromatic symmetric function of any n-vertex tree T , the coefficients

c_{(1}n_) = 0 and c_{(2,1}n−2_) = 0 ,

this is because we only apply the operations to internal edges and every tree has at least two leaves. In addition, for any n-vertex tree T , we have c_{(n)} = 1, this corresponds to the leaf in T (T ) obtained by applying only leaf-contractions, i.e., a sequence of #I(T ) Rs.

4. The leading partition in the star-basis

In the remainder of the paper, we assume that {st_λ | λ ⊢ k} is an ordered basis, ordered using the lexicographic order on partitions. In this section, we restrict ourselves to the study of the chromatic symmetric function of a tree, T , or a forest, F . For any n-vertex tree, T , we write

X_T = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ,

where the summands are listed in increasing lexicographic order. For example, if T = P_5, the path with 5 vertices, then

X_{P5} = −st_{(2}2_{,1)} + st_{(3,1,1)} + 2st_{(3,2)} − 2st_{(4,1)} + st_{(5)}.

At the end of the last section we observed that in the case of an n-vertex tree T , the largest indexing partition, in lexicographic order, with nonzero coefficient is (n), in fact c_{(n)} = 1. In this section, we are interested in the smallest indexing partition λ with nonzero coefficient in the expansion of X_T in the star-basis, as well as the value of this coefficient.

Definition 4.1. Let F be an n-vertex forest with chromatic symmetric function X_F = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ. The leading partition of X_F is the smallest partition λ ⊢ n, in lexicographic order, such that c_λ ≠ 0. We then say that c_λ is the leading coefficient and that c_λst_λ is the leading term. We denote the leading partition of F by λ_{lead}(X_F ).

For example, in X_{P5} , the leading partition is (2^2, 1), the leading coefficient is c_{(2}2_{,1)} = −1 and the leading term is −st_{(2}2_{,1)}.

Recall that I(F ) is the set of internal edges of F . We refer to the connected components of F \ I(F ) as the leaf components of F , and we denote by λ_{LC}(F ) the partition whose parts are the orders of the leaf components of F \ I(F ):

λ_{LC}(F ) := λ(F \ I(F )).

We will call this partition the leaf component partition of F . Notice that F \ I(F ) is a spanning subgraph, hence every vertex in F is also a vertex in F \ I(F ). Furthermore, F \ I(F ) is a forest whose connected components are all stars. Therefore, a leaf component is always a star tree.

Example 4.2. Consider the following tree T with two internal edges e_1, e_2. It has leaf components St_4, St_2, and St_1 and λ_{LC}(T ) = (4, 2, 1) T = T \ I(T ) = e_1e_2

Notice that the path P_5 has two internal edges, hence P_5 \ I(P_5) is equal to St_2 ⊔ St_2 ⊔ St_1 and λ_{LC}(P_5) = (2^2, 1) which is the same as the leading partition in X_{P5} . Note, however, that this is not so obvious. It is not even clear that the partition λ_{LC}(F ) can be reached in a DNC-tree since the path of all #I(F ) deletions is not always possible. In Example 3.4, the sequence that achieves the leading partition is (M, L), see the table in Example 3.6. Notice that (L, L) does not occur as a sequence in this DNC-tree. In fact, no DNC-tree for the tree in this example will contain the sequence (L, L).

The main objective of this section is to prove that for any forest F , λ_{LC}(F ) is equal to the leading partition of X_F .

Proposition 4.3. Let T be a tree on n vertices with n ≥ 3.

(a) There is a bijection between leaf components of T and internal vertices in T . (b) ℓ(λ_{LC}(T )) = #I(T ) + 1.

(c) If T has at least one internal edge, then λ_{LC}(T ) has at least two parts greater than 1.

Proof. A leaf component L in T is a star St_k for some k ≥ 1 where the center is an internal vertex in T and all other vertices in L are leaves in T as these are the only edges not in I(T ). This proves (a). For (b), observe that the number of internal vertices is #I(T ) + 1, hence the claim follows from (a). For (c), recall that any tree has at least two leaf-vertices v and v^′. Since T has an internal edge, v and v^′ are neighbors of internal vertices and, further, we can assume without loss of generality that v and v^′ are neighbors of distinct internal vertices. Let u be the internal vertex in N(v) and u^′ be the internal vertex in N(v^′). Then, the leaf component containing u has at least order 2, and so does the leaf component containing u^′. □

4.1. DNC operations and the leaf component partition. In this subsection, we consider how λ_{LC}(F ) relates to λ_{LC}(F \e), λ_{LC}((F ⊙e)\ℓ_e) and λ_{LC}(F ⊙e) for an arbitrary forest F with internal edge e. This will help us prove our main result by allowing us to identify the paths (or sequences) in the DNC-tree of F from F to a star forest H which satisfy λ(H) = λ_{LC}(F ).

Definition 4.4. Let F be a forest. An internal vertex u is a deep vertex if the leaf component containing u is L_u = St_1, the single vertex u. In other words, u is an internal vertex without leaves in its neighborhood.

Example 4.5. In the following tree, there are only two deep vertices labeled u and v_1. Notice that u is a deep vertex of degree 2 and v_1 is a deep vertex of degree 3 and v_2 is internal but not a deep vertex.

uv_1v_2

We define a function sort() which takes as input a sequence of positive integers and outputs the sequence containing those positive integers in nonincreasing order. Given two sequences a = (a_1, . . . , a_s) and b = (b_1, . . . , b_t), let a · b = (a_1, . . . , a_s, b_1, . . . , b_t). In addition, we will use the notation (a_1, . . . , ^a_i, . . . , a_s) to denote that the i-th term has been omitted.

The following lemma shows that in general deleting an edge e from a forest F produces a forest F^′ = F \ e such that λ_{LC}(F ) ≠ λ_{LC}(F^′). In addition, the lemma describes how these partitions would differ. It also describes for which edges e we have λ_{LC}(F ) = λ_{LC}(F^′).

Lemma 4.6. (Deletion Lemma) Let F be a forest with λ_{LC}(F ) = (κ_1, . . . , κ_m) and assume that e = uv is an internal edge of F .

(a) If both endpoints of e are deep vertices of degree 2 with N(u) = {t, v} and N(v) = {u, w}, then λ_{LC}(F \ e) = sort(κ_i + 1, κ_j + 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , ^κ_j , . . . , κ_{m−2}), where κ_i and κ_j are the orders of the leaf components containing t and w, respectively.

(b) If only one endpoint of e is a deep vertex of degree 2, without loss of generally assume u is this vertex and N(u) = {t, v}, then λ_{LC}(F \ e) = sort(κ_i + 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , κ_{m−1}), where κ_i is the order of the leaf component containing the vertex t.

(c) If neither u nor v are deep vertices of degree 2, then λ_{LC}(F ) = λ_{LC}(F \ e).

Proof. A forest F is a finite collection of trees, T_1 ⊔ T_2 ⊔ . . . ⊔ T_s and λ_{LC}(F ) = sort(λ_{LC}(T_1) · λ_{LC}(T_2) · · · λ_{LC}(T_s)). Deleting an internal edge affects only the connected component containing that edge. Hence, we can restrict ourselves to proving the three claims hold for a tree, T .

If e = uv ∈ I(T ), then T \ e has two connected components T_u and T_v containing the vertices u and v, respectively. In addition both u and v have degree greater than 1 in T . Then, u and v are leaves in T \ e = T_u ⊔ T_v if and only if they have degree 2 in T .

Recall that, by definition, the leaf components of T are the connected components of T \ I(T ) having orders κ_1 ≥ · · · ≥ κ_m, where m is the number of leaf components in T which is equal to #I(T ) + 1 by Proposition 4.3 (b).

We begin by proving (b). We assume u is a deep vertex of degree 2 and v is not. Hence u is a leaf component of T of size 1, implying that κ_m = 1 in λ_{LC}(T ). Since v is not a deep vertex of degree 2, there are two cases we need to consider, either v has degree at least 3 or v has degree 2, in which case it is adjacent to a leaf. If v has degree 2 and adjacent to a leaf, then T_v is a leaf component of size 2, St_2, and this is also a leaf component of T . If v has degree greater or equal to 3 in T , then v is an internal vertex in T_v since it has degree greater or equal to 2. No other vertex changes degree in T_v when we delete e; hence, all leaf components in T_v are leaf components in T of the same orders.

Since u has degree 2 and N(u) = {v, t} in T , u is a leaf in T_u adjacent to t. Therefore, the leaf component of T containing t, which had order κ_i in T , for some i ≤ m, will have order κ_i + 1 in T_u. In addition, u is not a leaf component of T \ e as the edge tu /∈ I(T \ e), hence κ_m = 0 in λ_{LC}(T \ e). Deleting e from T only decreases the degree of u in T_u, hence all other vertices in T_u have the same degrees as in T . In particular the only leaf in T_u that is not a leaf in T is u. Therefore, all leaf components not containing t in T_u have the same order as in T . Hence, the conclusion of the claim follows since λ_{LC}(T \ e) = sort(λ_{LC}(T_u) · λ_{LC}(T_v)).

Proving (a) is similar. Here we assume that both u and v are deep vertices of degree 2. This means κ_m = κ_{m−1} = 1 since u and v are each leaf components of order 1 in T . Since N(u) = {t, v} and N(v) = {u, w}, then both t and w are internal vertices. If the leaf components of t and w of T had orders κ_i and κ_j , respectively. Then, in T \ e the leaf component of t has one additional leaf, u, hence it has order κ_i + 1 and v is an additional leaf of the leaf component of w, hence it has order κ_j + 1 and deleting e only changes the degrees of v and u. Since the edges tu, vw /∈ I(T \ e), the vertices u and v are not leaf components of T \ e, hence κ_m = 0 and κ_{m−1} = 0 in λ_{LC}(T \ e). It also follows from the same argument as for (b) that all other leaf components have the same order in T as in T \ e, so (a) follows.

For (c), assume that u and v are both not deep of degree 2. Then there are three cases to consider: (1) both u and v have degree greater or equal to 3; (2) one of u or v has degree 2; and (3) both have degree 2. In the first case, if u and v have degree greater or equal to 3, then T \ e has the same internal vertices and same leaves as T . Together with Proposition 4.3(a), this implies λ_{LC}(T ) = λ_{LC}(T \ e). In case (2), we assume that v has degree 2 and u has degree greater or equal to 3. Since v is not deep, then T \ e = T_u ⊔ T_v and T_v = St_2, which is also a leaf component of T . Since u is an internal vertex in T \ e, then T and T \ e have the same leaf components. For case (3), if both u and v have degree 2, then they are not deep and each is adjacent to a leaf. Hence, T = P_4, the path with four vertices with the edge e = uv in the middle. Then T and T \ e both have two leaf components equal to St_2. □

Example 4.7. Figure 3 illustrates Lemma 4.6 parts (a),(b), and (c), respectively. tuvw tuvw e T_1 =

(a) T_1 \ e =

tuv tuv e T_2 =

(b) T_2 \ e =

uv uv e T_3 =

(c) T_3 \ e =

Figure 3. The leaf component partitions are (a) λ_{LC}(T_1) = (4, 2, 1, 1) and λ_{LC}(T_1 \ e) = (5, 3); (b) λ_{LC}(T_2) = (4, 2, 1) and λ_{LC}(T_2 \ e) = (5, 2); (c) λ_{LC}(T_3) = λ_{LC}(T_3 \ e) = (4, 2, 2).

Lemma 4.8. (Dot-contraction lemma) Let F be a forest and suppose that e = uv is an internal edge in F . If λ_{LC}(F ) = (κ_1, . . . , κ_i, . . . , κ_j , . . . , κ_m), where κ_i and κ_j are the orders of the leaf components of F that contain u and v, respectively, then λ_{LC}((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e) = sort(κ_i + κ_j − 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , ^κ_j , . . . , κ_m, 1). Proof. If F is a forest with connected components T_1, . . . , T_s, we have

λ_{LC}(F ) = sort(λ_{LC}(T_1) · λ_{LC}(T_2) · · · λ_{LC}(T_s)).

Dot-contracting an edge in F will change the leaf component partition of only one of the connected components in F . Therefore, we restrict ourselves to the case of a tree, T .

If λ_{LC}(T ) = (κ_1, . . . , κ_m) and e = uv is an internal edge with u having κ_i − 1 incident leaves and v having κ_j − 1 incident leaves in T , then (T ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e consists of two connected components, one is a single vertex and the other component has one fewer vertex than T since the endpoints of e contracted to a single vertex w with κ_i + κ_j − 2 incident leaves. Therefore, the leaf component containing w has order κ_i + κ_j − 1. All other leaf components in T are unchanged by the dotcontraction operation. Hence, λ_{LC}((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e) = sort(κ_i + κ_j − 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , ^κ_j , . . . , κ_m, 1). □

Example 4.9. Figure 4 illustrates Lemma 4.8. uve T = (T ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e =

Figure 4. We have λ_{LC}(T ) = (4, 4, 3), and λ_{LC}((T ⊙) \ ℓ_e) = (6, 4, 1)

As we will see later in Theorem 4.12, it will be possible to have λ_{LC}(F ) = λ_{LC}((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e). We now consider leaf-contractions.

Lemma 4.10. (Leaf-contraction lemma) Suppose F has an internal edge e = uv. If λ_{LC}(F ) = (κ_1, . . . , κ_i, . . . , κ_j , . . . , κ_m), where κ_i and κ_j are the orders of leaf components that contain u and v, then λ_{LC}(F ⊙ e) = sort(κ_i + κ_j , κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . ^κ_j , . . . , κ_m).

Proof. Similarly as in the proofs of Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.8, we observe that leaf-contraction only affects the connected component containing the edge e = uv and all other connected components of F are unchanged. Assume κ_i and κ_j are the orders of the leaf components containing u and v respectively.

The leaf-contraction operation on the edge e merges the leaf component containing u with the leaf component containing v into a single leaf component and adds one new leaf to this new leaf component. Hence, the order of the newly created leaf component is (κ_i + κ_j − 1) + 1 = κ_i + κ_j , where the minus 1 results from u and v merging into one vertex and the plus 1 is the contribution of the new leaf. Hence, the claim follows. □

Example 4.11. Illustration of Lemma 4.10.

uve T = (T ⊙ e) =

Figure 5. We have λ_{LC}(T ) = (4, 4, 3), and λ_{LC}(T ⊙ e) = (7, 4)

We remark that λ_{LC}(F ) ≠ λ_{LC}(F ⊙ e) for any F and any internal edge e. Thus, all sequences containing Rs in a DNC-tree of F cannot end in star forests H with λ(H) = λ_{lead}(X_F ).

In Lemmas 4.6, 4.10, and 4.8, we have computed the leaf component partitions after applying the three DNC operations to a forest F . We now use these lemmas to characterize when λ_{LC}(F ) is equal to λ_{LC}(F^′), where F^′ results from applying a DNC operation to F . In the next theorem, < denotes lexicographic order of partitions.

Theorem 4.12. Let F be a forest with λ_{LC}(F ) = (κ_1, . . . , κ_i, . . . , κ_j , . . . , κ_m) and at least one internal edge e = uv. Then (a) λ_{LC} (F ) = λ_{LC} (F \ e) if and only if neither u nor v is a degree-2 deep vertex.

(b) λ_{LC}(F ) = λ_{LC}((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e) if and only if at least one of u or v is a deep vertex. (c) λ_{LC}(F ) < λ_{LC}(F ⊙ e).

Proof. The lexicographic order is a complete order on partitions of the same weight. Since F^′ is the forest resulting from either deletion, dot-contraction, or leaf-contraction of an edge in F , the weights of λ_{LC} (F ) and λ_{LC} (F^′) are equal to the number of vertices in F .

Part (a) follows immediately from the arguments in Lemma 4.6. If neither endpoint of e is a deep vertex of degree 2, then by 4.6(c) we have λ(F ) = λ(F \ e). If one or both endpoints are deep vertices of degree 2, then by parts (a) and (b) of the lemma, we either have λ_{LC}(F \ e) = sort(κ_i + 1, κ_j + 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , ^κ_j , . . . , κ_{m−2}) or λ_{LC}(F \ e) = sort(κ_i + 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , κ_{m−1}). In both cases, λ_{LC}(F \ e) > λ_{LC}(F ).

Part (b) follows from Lemma 4.8. If we dot-contract the edge e, then λ_{LC} ((F ⊙ e)) \ ℓ_e) = sort(κ_i + κ_j − 1, κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , ^κ_j , κ_m, 1), where κ_i and κ_j are the orders of the leaf components in F containing u and v, respectively, and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m. Without loss of generality, assume u is a deep vertex in F . Then κ_i = 1 in F and κ_i + κ_j − 1 = κ_j in (F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e, in addition we gain an extra 1 from the single vertex added in the dot-operation. It then follows that λ_{LC} (F ) = λ((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e). Now if neither u nor v are deep vertices, then κ_i, κ_j ≥ 2. Then, κ_i + κ_j − 1 ≥ 3, so in particular κ_i + κ_j − 1 > κ_i and κ_i + κ_j − 1 > κ_j . Hence, λ_{LC}((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e) > λ_{LC}(F ).

Part (c) follows from Lemma 4.10. We have λ_{LC}(F ⊙e) = sort(κ_i +κ_j , κ_1, . . . , ^κ_i, . . . , ^κ_j , . . . , κ_m). Since κ_i + κ_j > κ_i and κ_i + κ_j > κ_j , it follows that λ_{LC}(F ⊙ e) > λ_{LC}(F ). □

As a direct consequence of the proof of Theorem 4.12, we have the following:

Corollary 4.13. For any forest F and internal edge e, let F^′ be the forest resulting from either deleting, dot-contracting, or leaf-contracting e. Then λ_{LC} (F ) ≤ λ_{LC} (F^′).

4.2. The Leading Term and λ_{LC}. In Corollary 4.13, we observed that applying DNC operations on internal edges of a forest, F , does not produce a partition smaller in lexicographic order than λ_{LC} (F ). Since we compute X_F in the star-basis by applying DNC operations, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.14. Let F be a forest on n vertices. Then, λ_{lead}(X_F ) ≥ λ_{LC}(F ).

We have just established a lower bound on the leading partition of X_F . To conclude that λ_{LC}(F ) is, in fact, the leading partition of X_F , we must show that there exists a path in any DNC-tree of F from the root F to the star-forest F \ I(F ). This follows almost immediately from the following lemma.

Lemma 4.15. For any internal edge e = uv in a forest F , the endpoints of e satisfy at least one of the following:

(a) Neither u nor v is a deep vertex of degree 2. (b) At least one of u and v is a deep vertex.

Proof. If (b) holds, there is nothing to show. If (b) does not hold, then neither u nor v are deep vertices. In particular, neither u nor v are deep vertices of degree 2, so (a) holds □

We now present one of the main results of this section, which follows from all the previous results.

Theorem 4.16. Let F be a forest with n vertices. Then λ_{lead}(X_F ) = λ_{LC}(F ).

Proof. For all λ ⊢ n with λ < λ_{LC}(F ), it follows by Lemma 4.14 that c_λ = 0. Let D denote a fixed DNC-tree of F . At any level k ≥ 1 of D, if F_k is a forest at this level containing at least one internal edge, then in D there exists at least one edge from F_k to a forest F_{k+1} at level k + 1, for which λ_{LC}(F_k) = λ_{LC}(F_{k+1}). To see this, notice that by Lemma 4.15, if e is an internal edge of F_k, its endpoints satisfy at least one of properties (a) and/or (b). If e satisfies (a), i.e., both endpoints of e are not degree-2 deep vertices, then deleting e results in a forest in level k + 1 of D with the same leaf component partition as F_k by Theorem 4.12(a). And if e satisfies (b), i.e., at least one endpoint of e is a deep vertex, then dot-contracting e results in a forest with the same leaf component partitions by Theorem 4.12(b). It follows inductively that there exists a path in D from F to a star-forest ~F such that λ_{LC}( ~F ) = λ_{LC}(F ). That is c_{λLC (F )} ≠ 0. It then follows by Lemma 4.14 that λ_{LC}(F ) is the leading partition of X_F . □

Example 4.17. Let T be the tree below.

By definition, we have that λ_{LC}(T ) = (2, 2, 2, 1). We also have

X_T = −2st_{(2}3_{,1)} + 3st_{(3,2,1}2_) + 3st_{(3,2}2_) − st_{(4,1}3_) − 6st_{(4,2,1)} + 3st_{(5,1,1)} + 3st_{(5,2)} − 3st_{(6,1)} + st_{(7)}

We can see that λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (2, 2, 2, 1) = λ_{LC}(T ), as predicted by Theorem 4.16.

We have shown that given any tree T , we can now determine the leading partition of X_T based on properties of the tree T itself. This allows us to make some progress towards a positive answer of Stanley’s isomorphism conjecture. In particular, we immediately obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 4.18. If T_1 and T_2 are trees with T_1 \I(T_1) ≁= T_2 \I(T_2), then X_{T1} ≠ X_{T2} . Equivalently, if λ_{LC}(T_1) ≠ λ_{LC}(T_2), then X_{T1} ≠ X_{T2} . □

Another consequence of Theorem 4.16 is that the number of deep vertices in a tree can be recovered from its leading partition. Notice that a tree with three or fewer vertices are stars. Therefore, they do not have deep vertices.

Corollary 4.19. For any tree T with at least two vertices, the multiplicity of 1 in λ_{lead}(X_T ) is the number of deep vertices of T .

Proof. By definition, λ_{LC}(T ) = λ(T \ I(T )), and by Theorem 4.16, λ_{LC}(T ) = λ_{lead}(X_T ). Since T has at least two vertices, every component consisting of a single vertex in T \ I(T ) arises from deleting all internal edges incident to a vertex in T that has no leaves in its neighborhood. That is, there is a natural correspondence between the parts of size 1 in λ_{LC}(T ) and deep vertices in T . □

Example 4.20. The tree below has three deep vertices: u_1, u_2, and u_3.

u_1u_2u_3

Observe, by computing X_T or by applying Theorem 4.16, that the leading partition of this tree is (3, 2^2, 1^3). As expected, the number of 1s equals the number of deep vertices in T .

Corollary 4.21. For any tree T with at least two vertices, the multiplicity of 1 in λ_{lead}(X_T ) is 0 if and only if T is a proper tree.

Proof. By definition, a tree with at least two vertices is proper if and only if each internal vertex has at least one leaf in its neighborhood or, equivalently, if and only if it has no deep vertices. The result then follows immediately by Corollary 4.19. □

We now positively answer Stanley’s conjecture for another infinite family of trees.

Definition 4.22. A bi-star is a tree consisting of two star graphs whose centers are joined by an internal edge. An extended bi-star is a tree consisting of two star graphs whose centers are connected by a path of one or more deep vertices of degree 2.

Corollary 4.23. Let T be a tree with n vertices. Then, λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (i, j, 1^{n−i−j} ) for some i, j > 1 if and only if T is a bi-star or extended bi-star with leaf-stars St_i and St_j separated by n − i − j deep vertices of degree 2.

Proof. Let T be a tree with λ_{lead}(X_T ) = λ_{LC}(T ) = (i, j, 1^{n−i−j} ) for some i, j > 1. It follows that the connected components of T \ I(T ) are St_i, St_j , and n − i − j components of order 1. Since these order-1 components are deep vertices in T and these cannot be leaves by definition, it follows that T consists of the stars St_i and St_j whose centers are connected by a path of n − i − j deep vertices of degree 2. The converse follows simply by an application of Theorem 4.16. □

Example 4.24. The extended bi-star shown below has leading partition (6, 4, 1^4)

From the preceding corollary, we immediately obtain the following result:

Corollary 4.25. Bi-stars and extended bi-stars are distinguished by their chromatic symmetric functions. □

Note that bi-stars and extended bi-stars are particular cases of caterpillars, which are already known to be distinguishable [17, 20]. However, we included the result here since the leading partition provides an almost immediate way to reconstruct them from X_T directly while in [17, 20], the proofs are not reconstructive and use indirect methods.

So far, we have collected a few immediate consequences of Theorem 4.16, in Section 5 and 6 we will give two bigger applications of Theorem 4.16.

4.3. The coefficient of λ_{lead}(X_F ). The coefficient of λ_{lead}(X_F ) admits a nice closed formula that only depends on the degrees of the deep vertices of a given forest F .

Recall that ⊔ means the disjoint union of disconnected components in a graph. If G = H_1 ⊔ H_2, then X_G = X_{H1} X_{H2} .

Lemma 4.26. Let T_1, . . . , T_k be trees and let F = ⨆_k i=1 T_i. Then, λ_{lead}(X_F ) = sort(λ_{lead}(X_{T1} ) ·

. . . · λ_{lead}(X_{Tk} )) and c_{λlead (XF )} =^k ∏ i=1 c_{λlead (XTi )}.

Proof. Since we are writing the chromatic symmetric function in the star-basis and st_λst_μ = st_{sort(λ·μ)}, where · denotes concatenation of two sequences, then the claim follows by the multiplicative property of the chromatic symmetric function. □

Proposition 4.27. If F is a proper forest, i.e., F has no deep vertices, then c_{λlead (XF )} = 1.

Proof. Since F has no deep vertices, every internal vertex has at least one leaf incident to it. Let e = uv be an internal edge. Deleting e decreases the degree of u and v by exactly 1. We will show that deleting e reduces the number of internal edges by exactly one. First note that deleting e only changes the degrees of its endpoints. Thus, every other internal edge that is not incident to u or v remains internal.

If u and v both have degrees ≥ 3, then any internal edge incident to either u or v will remain an internal edge because u and v have degree ≥ 2 after deleting e. Suppose that either one or both of u and v have degree 2. If both have degree 2, then the connected component of F containing e = uv is a path with 4 vertices since u and v are each incident to e and a leaf-edge. In this case, e is the only internal edge in this connected component and so every other internal edge in F remains internal in F \ e. If only one endpoint of e has degree 2, we can assume without loss of generality that u has degree 2. Since u is not deep, the two edges incident to u are e and a leaf-edge. Since v has degree ≥ 3, any internal edge incident to v remains an internal edge since v has degree ≥ 2 after deleting e. In all cases, F \ e has exactly one fewer internal edge than F .

By Lemma 4.26, it suffices to show the proposition for a tree T . Fix a DNC-tree D for T . We will show that there is exactly one path from T to T \ I(T ) in D. Let e_1, . . . , e_s be the internal edges in T listed in the order in which they are operated on in D. We have shown that e_i remains internal in T \ {e_1, . . . , e_{i−1}} for each 2 ≤ i ≤ s. Theorem 4.12 implies that any path in D from T to T \ I(T ) must begin with a deletion of e_1 since any other operation results in a forest with a leading partition greater in lexicographic order than λ_{lead}(X_T ). Let k ≥ 1 and assume we have deleted e_1, . . . , e_k. Since e_{k+1} remains internal, Theorem 4.12 implies that e_{k+1} must be deleted as well. It follows by induction that the only path from F to T \I(T ) is the path of repeated deletions. Thus, by Corollary 3.5 c_{λlead (XT )} = 1. □

Lemma 4.28. If F is a forest containing deep vertices, then there exists a deep vertex in F with at most one deep vertex in its neighborhood.

Proof. Assume, to the contrary, that each deep vertex in F has at least two deep vertices in its neighborhood. Since F is finite, it follows that F has a cycle consisting of deep vertices, a contradiction. □

We can finally prove the following combinatorial description for the leading coefficient of a forest.

Theorem 4.29. Let F be a forest with n vertices and with deep vertices u_1, . . . , u_m and leading partition λ_{lead} = λ_{lead}(X_F ). Then:

c_{λlead} = (−1)^m m∏ i=1 (deg(u_i) − 1)

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on m. If F is a forest with no deep vertices, Proposition 4.27 implies that c_{λlead (XF )} = 1, so the base case holds.

Assume that the claim is true for all forests with at most m deep vertices, where m ≥ 0. Let F be a forest with exactly m + 1 deep vertices and let u_1, . . . , u_{m+1} be the deep vertices in F . Since m + 1 ≥ 1, it follows by Lemma 4.28 that there exist a deep vertex in F , say u_1, such that u_1 has at most one deep vertex in its neighborhood. Suppose we fix a DNC-tree D for F that starts by performing the DNC relation on deg(u_1) − 1 internal edges of the form u_1v_j , where for all 1 ≤ j ≤ deg(u_1) − 1, the vertex v_j is internal but not deep.

In Corollary 3.5, we showed that for any partition λ, c_λ = (−1)^r|S_λ|, where r is the number of 1s in λ and S_λ is the set of sequences with terms in {L, M, R} that correspond to paths from F to a star forest H such that λ(H) = λ. Recall that L is deletion, M is dot-contraction and R is leaf-contraction.

Fix an arbitrary path from F to F \ I(F ) in D, and consider the first deg(u_1) − 1 steps along this path. Let x_1, x_2, . . . , x_{deg(u1)−1} where x_i ∈ {L, M, R} be the terms in the sequence that encode the first deg(u_1) − 1 operations. Since the only two operations that preserve the leading partition are deletions or dot-contractions by Theorem 4.12, then x_i ∈ {L, M}. Furthermore, if all of these steps were deletions, then the final deletion would occur on an edge u_1v, where u_1 is a degree-2 deep vertex. By Theorem 4.12(a), the resulting forest has a greater leading partition than F . Therefore, at least one of these labels x_i must be an M. Applying a dot-contraction on an edge wv_j where the endpoints are both not deep will not preserve the leading partition by Theorem 4.12(b). Hence, only one of the labels can be an M, because dot-contracting an edge u_1v_i where only u_1 is deep, results in a vertex w = u_1 that is no longer a deep vertex (we continue to refer to w as u_1). Note that in particular if deg(u_1) = 2, then only dot-contraction preserves the leading partition.

Let i ≤ deg(u_1) − 1 be the index such that x_i = M. Since v_i is an internal vertex that is not a deep vertex, it must have a leaf in its neighborhood. Then, after step i, w = u_1 has a leaf in its neighborhood. In particular, after step i, N(u_1) contains all the leaves that were adjacent to v_i. Now since v_{i+1}, . . . , v_{deg(u1 )−1} all contain leaves in their neighborhoods, it follows from Theorem 4.12 that x_{i+1} = · · · = x_{deg(u1 )−1} = L.

We have shown that any path from F to F \ I(F ) in D necessarily has a prefix in the following set S = {(L, . . . , L i−1 , M, L, . . . , L deg(u_1)−1−i

) : i ∈ [deg(u_1) − 1]}

Applying any sequence in S, reduces the number of deep vertices by exactly 1, since w = u_1 is no longer a deep vertex. Let F^′ denote a forest obtained after applying any sequence from S. F^′ has exactly m deep vertices: u_2, . . . , u_{m+1} and they have the same degree in F and in F^′ since no operation was performed on any edge incident to them. Since, F^′ has exactly m deep

vertices by induction hypothesis we have c_{λlead (XF ′ )} = (−1)^{m m+1} ∏ i=2 (deg(u_i) − 1). Therefore, there

are^{m+1} ∏ i=2 (deg(u_i) − 1) paths from F^′ to F^′ \ I(F^′) = F \ I(F ) in D.

Now note that there are deg(u_1) − 1 distinct paths in D to obtain such a forest F^′. Hence, we obtain that the number of paths from F to F \I(F ) in D is

(deg(u_1) − 1) · m+1∏ i=2 (deg(u_i) − 1) = m+1∏ i=1 (deg(u_i) − 1)

Lastly, we have c_{λlead} = (−1) · (deg(u_1) − 1) · (−1)^{m m+1} ∏ i=2 (deg(u_i) − 1) = (−1)^{m+1 m+1} ∏ i=1 (deg(u_i) − 1)

since there is exactly one dot-contraction (M) which contributes a factor (−1) in the first deg(u_1)−1 edges along the path in D. □

5. Trees with diameter at most 5

In this section, we show how to reconstruct trees of diameter at most five from their chromatic symmetric function. We show a reconstruction that relies on two main ideas: (1) the orders of the leaf components in the internal subgraph of the tree, which we define below, and (2) the adjacencies between the leaf components of the tree.

In [20], Martin, Morin, and Wagner proved that one can compute the diameter of a tree from its chromatic symmetric function. Aliste-Prieto, de Mier, Orellana, and Zamora proved in [2] that proper trees of diameter at most five are distinguishable from their chromatic symmetric function using two new graph polynomials. This section improves their result to all trees of diameter at most five, providing a reconstruction algorithm directly from X_T .

Trees of diameter ≤ 2 are stars and there is only one such tree for a given number of vertices k, namely St_k. If T has diameter 3, then T is a bi-star with λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (i, j), where i and j are the orders of its two leaf components, see Corollary 4.25. Therefore, in the remainder of this section we focus on trees with diameter 4 and 5.

5.1. The internal subgraph. We begin this section by introducing a special subgraph of a tree using the concept of an internal edge. Recall that a leaf component of a tree T is a connected component of T \ I(T ). Define the internal degree of a vertex v as the number of internal vertices in N(v).

Definition 5.1. Let T be a tree and let {v_1, . . . , v_l} be the set of vertices of T whose internal degree is strictly greater than 1. Let L_i be the set of leaf-vertices that are neighbours of v_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ l. Then, the internal subgraph of T is the subgraph of T induced by the set of vertices {v_1, . . . , v_l} ∪ L_1 ∪ · · · ∪ L_l. We denote the internal subgraph of T by I_T .

Example 5.2. For the tree on the left-hand side in Figure 6, the internal subgraph is the tree on the right-hand side. In particular, the vertices whose internal degree is greater than one are labeled v_1, v_2 and v_3. Their internal degrees are 3, 3, and 5, respectively.

v_1v2v_3 v_1v2v_3

Figure 6. A tree T on the left and its internal subgraph, I_T , on the right.

The internal subgraph as defined above plays a crucial role in our reconstruction of trees of small diameter. We now show some basic properties and results about the internal subgraph that we need for our reconstruction.

Proposition 5.3. The internal subgraph of a tree T is a tree.

Proof. The internal subgraph does not contain cycles, because it is a subgraph of a tree. Thus, it suffices to show that I_T , is connected. It then suffices to show that, if {v_1, . . . , v_l} is the set of vertices of T with internal degree strictly greater than 1, then there is a path from v_i to v_j in I_T for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l with i ≠ j. Since T itself is connected, then there is a path v_i, u_1, . . . , u_x, v_j from v_i to v_j , for some vertices u_1, . . . , u_x ∈ V (T ). Since v_i, v_j are internal vertices, then u_1, . . . , u_x are not leaves. Therefore, u_1, . . . , u_x are internal vertices that have internal degree at least two, so u_1, . . . , u_x are vertices of the internal subgraph. Hence, the path v_i, u_1, . . . , u_x, v_j is contained in I_T , which implies that I_T is connected. □

The following lemma is a trivial application of the fact that any longest path in a tree contains two leaves, but we write it here to reference it in future proofs.

Lemma 5.4. If T is a tree with diameter d ≥ 2, then any path P in T contains at most d − 2 internal edges. Furthermore, T must contain at least one path with d − 2 internal edges. □

From Lemma 5.4, it follows that, if T is a tree with diameter less than or equal to three, then the internal subgraph of T is empty.

Proposition 5.5. Let d be an integer greater than or equal to 4. If T is a tree with diameter d, then any path in I_T has at most d − 4 internal edges.

Proof. Let ℓ_1, v_2, . . . , v_d, ℓ_{d+1} be a path of length d in T . From basic graph theory, we know that ℓ_1 and ℓ_{d+1} are the only leaves in the path, so v_2, . . . , v_d are internal vertices. We claim that v_2 and v_d have internal degree 1 in T . Assume for contradiction that v_2 or v_d have internal degree at least two. Without loss of generality, suppose that v_2 has internal degree at least two. Since there are no cycles in T , there exists an internal vertex v ∈ N(v_2) that is not in the path ℓ_1, v_2, . . . , v_d, ℓ_{d+1}. Then, v, v_2, . . . , v_d is a path in T containing d − 1 internal edges, contradicting Lemma 5.4. Hence, any path of length d in T contains exactly two leaves, two vertices of internal degree 1 and d − 3 vertices of internal degree greater than 1. This implies that the maximum distance between two vertices of internal degree ≥ 2 in T is d − 4. □

Proposition 5.6. Let d be an integer greater than 4. If T is a tree with diameter d, then every internal edge in T is incident to a vertex in I_T .

Proof. Let e be an internal edge in T and arguing by contraction, assume that e is not incident to a vertex in I_T . This implies that if e = uv, then both u and v have internal degree exactly 1. Then N(u) \ {v} contains only leaf-vertices of internal degree 0, and similarly for N(v) \ {u}. Since T is connected, this implies that T has only one internal edge and hence it is a bi-star. Hence, T has diameter 3, which contradicts that T has diameter d ≥ 4. □

Corollary 5.7. Let T be a tree. Then:

(a) If T has diameter 4, then I_T is a star, or equivalently one leaf component of T . (b) If T has diameter 5, then I_T is a star or a bi-star, or equivalently two leaf components of T connected by an edge.

Proof. (a) By Proposition 5.5, any path in I_T has at most 0 internal edges since T has diameter 4. Then, I_T consists of an internal vertex u and the set of leaf-vertices in T incident to u. Hence, it follows that I_T is a leaf component of T , or in other words, a star graph.

(b) Similarly, Proposition 5.5 tells us that any path in I_T has at most 1 internal edge, since T has diameter 5. Then, I_T consists of two adjacent internal vertices u and v and the set of leaf-vertices adjacent to u, L_u, and those adjacent to v, L_v. In the case, that both L_u and L_v are empty, then I_T is one edge uv (the star of order 2), if only one of L_u or L_v is empty, then I_T is a star and if none are empty, then I_T is a bi-star. □

Lemma 5.8. Let T be a tree with internal subgraph I_T . If T has a deep vertex v, then v is in I_T and so the leaf components of order 1 in T are contained in I_T .

Proof. A deep vertex, v, in T is by definition an internal vertex without any leaf-vertices in its neighborhood. Since an internal vertex has degree at least 2, this implies that all neighbors of v have degree at least 2 and there are at least two such neighbors. Hence, v has internal degree at least 2, so v ∈ I_T . □

Proposition 5.9. Let T be a tree. Then:

(a) If T has diameter at most 3, then T has no deep vertices. (b) If T has diameter 4, then T contains at most 1 deep vertex. (c) If T has diameter 5, then T contains at most 2 deep vertices.

Proof. For (a), recall that Lemma 5.4 implies that the internal subgraph of a tree of diameter less than or equal to 3 is empty. Hence, Lemma 5.8 implies that there cannot be deep vertices in a tree of diameter at most 3. Similarly, (b) and (c) immediately follow from Corollary 5.7 and Lemma 5.4. □

Corollary 5.10. Let X_T be the chromatic symmetric function of a tree T and let λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (n^{mn} , . . . , 1^{m1} ) be its leading partition. Then: (a) If T has diameter 1 ≤ diam(T ) ≤ 3, then m_1 = 0. (b) If T has diameter 4, then m_1 = 0 or 1. (c) If T has diameter 5, then m_1 = 0, 1 or 2.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Corollary 4.19 and Proposition 5.9. □

5.2. Leaf components in the internal subgraph. From the leading partition of a tree, T , we can recover the orders of the leaf components of T . When T has diameter 4, one of the leaf components of T is in I_T and if T has diameter 5, then two of the leaf components of T will be in I_T . We now show that in the cases that T is proper or has diameter at most 5, we will be able to recover the orders of the leaf components in T that are also in I_T from X_T .

Definition 5.11. Let T be a tree and let L_1 and L_2 be two leaf components with central vertices v_1 and v_2, respectively. We say that L_1 and L_2 are adjacent if v_1v_2 ∈ E(T ). In addition, we will refer to L_1 and L_2 as the leaf component endpoints for the internal edge e.

Example 5.12. In the tree below, the leaf components L_1 (with center v_1) and L_2 (with center v_2), are adjacent and they are the leaf component endpoints of the edge v_1v_2.

v_1v_2

Recall that given a multiset A, we denote by m_A(a) the multiplicity of a in A. Further, if we have another multiset B, then their difference A − B is the multiset where each a ∈ A has multiplicity max(0, m_A(a) − m_B (a)). For a multiset A, we denote by |A| the number of elements (counted with multiplicity) in A, or equivalently the sum of the multiplicities of all the elements.

Definition 5.13. Let X_T = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ be the chromatic symmetric function of an n-vertex tree.

For any partition μ ⊢ n, let A_μ denote the multiset containing the parts of μ with multiplicity given by the number of occurrences of that part in μ. Further, for any μ ⊢ n such that c_μ ≠ 0 in X_T , define the adjacency multiset E_μ := A_{λlead (XT )} − A_μ. If ℓ(μ) = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − k where k ≥ 1, we call E_μ a k-edge adjacency multiset.

In the following proposition, we interpret the definition of E_μ in terms of edge adjacencies of leaf components of a tree with chromatic symmetric function X_T . For example, in the case of proper trees, we can recover all edge adjacencies between leaf components from the 1-edge adjacency multisets, E_μ. Proposition 5.14 contains all the results needed about E_μ for the reconstructions of trees of diameter at most 5. Recall that in Theorem 3.3 we used the notation λ(F ) to denote the partition whose parts are the orders of the connected components in a forest F .

Proposition 5.14. Assume that X_T is the chromatic symmetric function of an n-vertex tree T with leading partition λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (n^{mn} , . . . , 1^{m1} ). Let μ ⊢ n such that c_μ ≠ 0 in X_T and such that μ contains no 1s. Then:

(a) If m_1 = 0 and ℓ(μ) = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1, then E_μ = {{p, q}}, where p and q are orders of two adjacent leaf components in T . Further, c_μ is the number of internal edges with leaf component endpoints of order p and q.

(b) If m_1 = 1 and ℓ(μ) = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1, then E_μ = {{1, q}}, where q is the order of a leaf component adjacent to the deep vertex. Then, c_μ is the number of leaf components of order q adjacent to the deep vertex.

Proof. We begin by noting that since μ does not contain 1s, then in any DNC-tree for T , any sequence of L, M, and Rs encoding a path from T to a star forest F such that λ(F ) = μ contains no Ms (dot-contractions).

To prove (a), note that since λ_{lead}(X_T ) contains no 1s, then T must be a proper tree by Corollary 4.21. For proper forests, a deletion always results in a forest with one fewer internal edge. Hence, all paths in a DNC-tree from the root T to a leaf F have length #I(T ), the number of internal edges. If we want λ(F ) to have no 1s and length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1, then F corresponds a path in the DNC-tree with exactly one R (leaf-contraction) and the rest Ls (deletions). If the internal edge that is leaf-contracted has leaf component endpoints of order p and q, then λ(F ) = μ = sort(p+q, n^{mn} , . . . , p^{mp−1}, . . . , q^{mq −1}, . . . , 2^{m2} ) and so E_μ = {{p, q}}. We get this μ for every internal edge connecting two leaf components of orders p and q. Hence, the result follows.

For (b), observe that Corollary 4.19 implies that T has exactly one deep vertex v. Then, in any DNC-tree for T , if deletions are applied to deg(v) − 1 of the internal edges incident to v, then after the last of these deletions v is no longer an internal vertex in the resulting forest, it is a leaf in the leaf component of one of its neighbors u ∈ N(v). This implies that a star forest F with λ(F ) of length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 and without 1s can correspond to a sequence of only deletions, Ls. Note that in this case we must have μ = λ(F ) = (q + 1, n^{mn} , . . . , q^{mq −1}, . . . , 2^{m2} ) where q is the order of the leaf component containing u. Hence, E_μ = {{1, q}}. The other way to obtain a star forest F with λ(F ) = μ is by using paths that correspond to a sequence of one R and #I(T )−1 = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T ))−2 Ls, where R cannot be the last entry in the sequence and where R is applied to an internal edge incident to the deep vertex v. It is then easy to see that we also obtain E_μ = {{1, q}} where q is the order of the leaf component containing the endpoint distinct to v of the internal edge that was leaf-contracted. Now let Q be the number of leaf components of order q that are adjacent to the deep vertex v. From the argument above, the paths in a DNC-tree for T that end in a star forest, F , with λ(F ) = μ are (L, . . . , L) where there are #I(T ) − 1 Ls and (L, . . . , L, R, L, . . . , L) where there are #I(T ) − 1 Ls and R is in the i-th position for each 1 ≤ i ≤ Q − 1. Hence, c_μ is precisely the number of leaf components of order q that are adjacent to the deep vertex v. □

For examples of edge adjacency multisets and Proposition 5.14, we refer the reader to Examples 5.16 and 5.21. The following corollary to the proposition above allows us to reconstruct proper trees whose leading partitions have distinct parts.

Corollary 5.15. Let X_T be the chromatic symmetric function of a tree, T , such that λ_{lead} = λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ) contains no 1s and has all distinct parts. Then, T can be reconstructed from X_T . In particular, T can be reconstructed from the 1-edge adjacency multisets.

Proof. Since λ_{lead}(X_T ) contains no 1s, then Proposition 5.14(a) implies that ⨆ μ E_μ, where the union is taken over all μ ⊢ n of length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 such that c_μ ≠ 0 in X_T and μ contains no 1s, contains all the adjacencies between leaf components in T . Further, each of these adjacencies occurs exactly once in T since all parts in λ_{lead}(X_T ) have multiplicity 1. Then, we can reconstruct T as follows: (1) draw a leaf component L_i of order λ_i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, and (2) for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ ℓ, if {{λ_i, λ_j }} is a 1-edge adjacency multiset, draw an edge connecting the centers of L_i and L_j . □

Example 5.16. We provide an example of how to reconstruct a proper tree T whose leading partition has all distinct parts from X_T . For the sake of brevity, we only provide λ_{lead}(X_T ) and the coefficients of the partitions μ without 1s such that ℓ(μ) = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1. Consider X_T with λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (9, 7, 6, 5, 4, 3, 2) and with the following coefficients indexed by partitions without 1s with ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1: μ c_μ E_μ (16, 6, 5, 4, 3, 2) 1 {{9, 7}} (15, 7, 5, 4, 3, 2) 1 {{9, 6}} (11, 9, 7, 4, 3, 2) 1 {{6, 5}} (10, 9, 7, 5, 3, 2) 1 {{6, 4}} (9, 7, 7, 6, 5, 2) 1 {{4, 3}} (9, 7, 6, 6, 5, 3) 1 {{4, 2}} Therefore, following the algorithm outlined in Corollary 5.15, we reconstruct T and obtain:

T =

We now define a number that will help us determine the leaf components of T which are contained in I_T . If X_T = ∑ λ c_λst_λ is the chromatic symmetric function of an n-vertex tree, T , and p is a part in λ_{lead}(X_T ), then define the quantity:

N(p) := ∑ m_{Eλ} (p) · c_λ , (3)

where the sum runs over all λ ⊢ n of length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 such that c_λ ≠ 0 in X_T and such that λ does not contain 1 as a part. Recall m_{Eλ} (p) is the multiplicity of p in E_λ.

From Equation (3), we observe that N(p) is a quantity that can be recovered from the chromatic symmetric function. In the following remark, we give the combinatorial interpretation for N(p), which reveals information about T when λ_{lead}(X_T ) contains no 1s.

Remark 5.17. If λ_{lead}(X_T ) contains no 1s (i.e. if T is a proper tree), then Proposition 5.14(a) implies that ⨆ μ E_μ, where the union is taken over all μ ⊢ n of length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 such that c_μ ≠ 0 in X_T and μ contains no 1s, contains the adjacencies between leaf components in T . Further, there are c_μ such adjacencies for each E_μ in the disjoint union. Hence, N(p) as defined above is exactly the number of times that a leaf component of order p occurs as a leaf component endpoint in T . For instance, in Example 5.21, the leaf component of order 4 occurs four times as an endpoint in the tree T . Notice that there is only one leaf component of order 4 in the tree in that example but there are four internal edges incident to it and exactly one endpoint of each of these internal edges is contained in a leaf component of order 4.

Even though N(p) is defined as a quantity obtained from X_T , the remark above shows that N(p) can also be computed from the tree. The following example uses the tree to compute the values of N(p). Example 5.18. Consider the tree T below, where the leaf components contained in the internal subgraph have central vertices v_1, v_2 and v_3. We have λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (6, 5, 4^2, 3^2, 2^4). From the leaf component adjacencies in the tree, we obtain N(6) = 1, N(5) = 1, N(4) = 4, N(3) = 4 and N(2) = 8. One can check that these values agree with those obtained when computing N(p) from X_T . We omit this computation here for brevity.

v_1v_2v_3

Note that the orders of the leaf components in I_T are 4, 3, and 2. These are the only parts in λ_{lead}(X_T ) such that N(p) > m_p, where m_p denotes the multiplicity of p in λ_{lead}(X_T ). The following theorem guarantees that this is always the case for proper trees.

Theorem 5.19. Let X_T be the chromatic symmetric function of an n-vertex tree, T and let λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (n^{mn} , . . . , 2^{m2} ) be the leading partition. If p is any part of λ_{lead}(X_T ), then a leaf component of order p in T is contained in I_T if and only if N(p) > m_p.

Proof. Suppose that a leaf component L contained in I_T has order p. Let v be the central vertex of L. Since L ⊆ I_T , then there are at least two internal edges e, e^′ incident to v in T . Then, we know that L, which has order p, occurs at least twice as a leaf component endpoint in T from the edges e and e^′. Let L_1, . . . , L_{mp−1} be the remaining leaf components of order p and let v_1, . . . , v_{mp−1} be their central vertices, respectively. Since v_1, . . . , v_{mp−1} are internal vertices, there is at least one internal edge incident to each of them. Let e_1, . . . , e_{mp−1} be internal edges incident to v_1, . . . , v_{mp−1}, respectively. Note that it is possible that some of these edges are equal, in the case that an edge has as endpoints the centers of two leaf components both of order p. Then, we know that each L_i, which has order p is a distinct leaf component endpoint. Hence, N(p) ≥ 2 + m_p − 1 = m_p + 1 > m_p.

We show the converse by contrapositive. Suppose that no leaf component of I_T has order p. If diam(T ) ≤ 3, then I_T is empty. In this case, each leaf component of order p is a leaf component endpoint of at most one internal edge, and hence N(p) ≤ m_p. In particular, N(p) = 0 if diam(T ) = 1 or 2 and N(p) = m_p if diam(T ) = 3. Thus assume that diam(T ) ≥ 4 and so I_T is not empty. Then, by Proposition 5.6, it follows that every leaf component of T that has order p is adjacent to exactly one other leaf component with order not equal to p. Let e_1, . . . , e_{mp} be the internal edges that connect, respectively, the centers of the m_p leaf components of order p to the centers of the leaf components of orders q_1, . . . , q_{mp} . Note that q_1, . . . , q_{mp} are not necessarily distinct. Since q_i ≠ p for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m_p, then a leaf component of order p occurs as an endpoint in T exactly m_p times. Thus, by Remark 5.17, N(p) = m_p ≤ m_p, finishing the proof. □

5.3. Reconstruction of trees of diameter 4. The following theorem follows from Theorem 4.16 which tells us that the leading partition gives us the orders of all the leaf components of T ; Corollary 5.7 which says that I_T is a single leaf component; then Corollary 4.19 tells us when I_T is just a single vertex, and Theorem 5.19, which helps us find the order of I_T in the case that the leading partition does not have a 1. Finally, Proposition 5.6 tells us that every other leaf component not in I_T is incident to the central vertex of the leaf component in I_T .

Theorem 5.20. Trees of diameter four can be reconstructed from their chromatic symmetric function. In particular, these trees can be reconstructed from their leading partition, λ_{lead}(X_T ) and the coefficients of the partitions μ such that ℓ(μ) = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 and μ has no parts of size 1 such that c_μ ≠ 0.

In fact, we can give an algorithm to reconstruct trees of diameter 4. Given X_T in the star-basis, the leading partition λ_{lead}(X_T ) tells us the orders of the leaf-components of T . Since T has diameter 4, it can have at most 1 deep vertex. This means that λ_{lead}(X_T ) can have at most one 1. We need to determine the internal subtree I_T , which is a single leaf component (a star) when diam(T ) = 4.

• If λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ, 1) has one 1, then I_T is a single vertex, v, then T is the tree obtained by adding an edge from v the center of a star of order λ_i for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ.

• If λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ) does not have a 1, then:

– Use Theorem 5.19 to determine I_T , which in this case is a single leaf component of order λ_j for some 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ.

– Then add an edge from the central vertex of a star of order λ_i, for i ≠ j, to the central vertex of I_T .

Example 5.21. We now give an example applying the algorithm outlined above. Consider the following chromatic symmetric function on a tree with 17 vertices.

X_T = st_{(5,4,3,3,2)} − st_{(5,5,3,3,1)} − 2st_{(6,5,3,2,1)} + st_{(6,5,3,3)} + 2st_{(7,5,3,1,1)} + 2st_{(7,5,3,2)} − st_{(8,3,3,2,1)} + st_{(8,5,2,1,1)} − 4st_{(8,5,3,1)} + st_{(9,3,3,1,1)} + st_{(9,3,3,2)} − st_{(9,5,1,1,1)} − 2st_{(9,5,2,1)} + 2st_{(9,5,3)} + 2st_{(10,3,2,1,1)} − 2st_{(10,3,3,1)} + 3st_{(10,5,1,1)} + st_{(10,5,2)} − 2st_{(11,3,1,1,1)} − 4st_{(11,3,2,1)} + st_{(11,3,3)} −3st_{(11,5,1)} − st_{(12,2,1,1,1)} + 6st_{(12,3,1,1)} + 2st_{(12,3,2)} + st_{(12,5)} + st_{(13,1,1,1,1)} + 3st_{(13,2,1,1)} −6st_{(13,3,1)} − 4st_{(14,1,1,1)} − 3st_{(14,2,1)} + 2st_{(14,3)} + 6st_{(15,1,1)} + st_{(15,2)} − 4st_{(16,1)} + st_{(17)}

As shown in [20], we know that T has diameter four from its chromatic symmetric function. By Theorem 4.16, we have λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (5, 4, 3, 3, 2). The coefficients of the partitions of length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 = 4 that don’t contain 1s are: c_{(9,3,3,2)} = 1, c_{(7,5,3,2)} = 2, and c_{(6,5,3,3)} = 1, whose partitions induce the 1-edge-adjacency multisets {{5, 4}}, {{4, 3}} (twice) and {{4, 2}}, respectively. We have N(4) = 4 > 1 = m_4, which by Theorem 5.19 implies that the leaf component in T contained in I_T has order 4. Then, we draw all the remaining leaf components and connect them to the leaf component of order 4 in I_T . This is captured in the figure below.

Figure 7. On the left, leaf components of the sizes given by λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (5, 4, 3, 3, 2). On the right, the tree T .

5.4. Reconstruction of trees of diameter 5. We now focus on trees of diameter five. As in the case for diameter 4, we first determine which leaf components are in the internal subgraph of the tree, I_T . By Corollary 5.7 and Corollary 4.19, it follows that m_1 = 0, 1 or 2 in the leading partition of a tree T of diameter five. If m_1 = 0, then T is a proper tree so Theorem 5.19 applies, and if m_1 = 2, then T has two deep vertices and by Lemma 5.8, both are in I_T , hence I_T is the tree of order 2. If m_1 = 1, then we know that one leaf component has order one. Proposition 5.23 below shows that we can also reconstruct the order of the other leaf component in I_T .

Assume that two non-isomorphic trees T_1, T_2 of diameter five have equal leading partition, i.e., λ_{lead} = λ_{lead}(X_{T1} ) = λ_{lead}(X_{T2} ), and that the coefficients indexed by partitions of length ℓ(λ_{lead})−1 not containing ones are also equal in X_{T1} and X_{T2} . Note that this condition is equivalent to saying that they have the same 1-edge-adjacency multisets appearing the same number of times. This means that T_1 and T_2 have the same leaf components adjacent to the leaf component of order 1. This equivalence follows from the following reasoning. For any part p in λ_{lead}, Proposition 5.14(b) implies that the coefficient of st_{sort(p+1,n}m_{n ,...,p}mp−1_{,...,2}m_{2 )} in X_{T1} (or X_{T2} since they agree on this partition) is equal to the number of leaf components of order p that are adjacent to the leaf component of order 1. We will use this and the following lemma to prove Proposition 5.23.

Lemma 5.22. Let T_1, T_2 be two non-isomorphic trees of diameter five with equal leading partition λ_{lead} = (n^{mn} , . . . , 2^{m2} , 1) and such that X_{T1} and X_{T2} agree on the coefficients of partitions of length ℓ(λ_{lead}) − 1 containing no ones. Let p_1, p_2 ≠ 1 be the orders of the non-singleton leaf components of the internal subgraphs of T_1 and T_2, respectively. Then, X_{T1} = X_{T2} if and only if p_1 = p_2.

Proof. Let P_1, . . . , P_k be the leaf components, of orders p_1, . . . , p_k respectively, which are adjacent to the singleton leaf component in T_1 and in T_2. Note that the fact that these leaf components are the same in both trees follows from the discussion in the paragraph preceding this lemma. Consequently, these trees also agree on the non-singleton leaf components Q_1, . . . , Q_l, of orders q_1, . . . , q_l respectively, that are adjacent to the other leaf component in the internal subgraph of the respective trees. We can assume, without loss of generality, that P_1 and P_2 are the non-singleton leaf components in the internal subgraph of T_1 and T_2, respectively. A sketch of T_1 and T_2 can be seen in the figure below, where we have represented the leaf components by their orders to make it more clear.

1p_1p_2p_3 . .pk q_1.qlT^1 1p_2p_1p_3 . .pk q_1.qlT^2

We remark that the p_is and q_j s could be equal.

We can now prove the statement. We show the forward direction by contrapositive. Assume that p_1 ≠ p_2. We will show that some coefficients c_{(μ1 ,μ2)} where μ_2 ≥ 2 will differ in X_{T1} and X_{T2} . The coefficient of such c_μ is equal to the number of paths in a DNC-tree of T from the root T to a star forest which corresponds to a sequence that uses exactly one deletion and leaf-contractions elsewhere.

Note that in T_1, there are m_{p1} − 1 leaf components of order p_1 that are not in the internal subgraph of T_1. The sequences that delete an internal edge connecting a leaf component of order p_1 not contained in I_T to one of the leaf components in I_T and leaf-contract all other edges, contribute to the coefficient of c_{(n−p1,p1)}, and if 1 + p_2 + . . . + p_k ≠ p_1, these are the only ones that contribute, hence c_{(n−p1 ,p1)} = m_{p1} − 1 in X_{T1} . In X_{T2} there are m_{p1} leaf components of order p_1 non in I_T , hence by a similar argument c_{(n−p1 ,p1)} ≥ m_{p1} , so X_{T1} ≠ X_{T2} .

If 1 + p_2 + . . . + p_k = p_1, then p_1 > p_2. Thus, 1 + p_1 + p_3 + . . . + p_k ≠ p_2 which by a similar argument as above implies c_{(n−p2,p2 )} = m_{p2} − 1 in X_{T2} . In T_1, there are m_{p2} leaf components of order p_2 not contained in I_{T1} . Hence, c_{(n−p2,p2 )} ≥ m_{p2} in X_{T1} and so X_{T1} ≠ X_{T2} . This finishes the contrapositive argument for the forward direction.

For the converse, it is clear from the discussion at the beginning of the proof that if p_1 = p_2, then T_1 ∼= T_2, and so X_{T1} = X_{T2} . □

With this lemma, we can reconstruct the order of the other leaf component in the internal subgraph for the case m_1 = 1.

Proposition 5.23. Let X_T be the chromatic symmetric function of a tree, T , of diameter five with leading partition λ_{lead} = (n^{mn} , . . . , 2^{m2} , 1). Then, the internal subgraph, I_T , is determined by X_T .

Proof. The internal subgraph of any tree of diameter 5 consists of two adjacent leaf components of orders given by two parts of the leading partition. Since 1 is a part in the leading partition, by Lemma 5.8, I_T contains the leaf component of order 1. We now recover the order, p ≠ 1, of the second leaf component in I_T . Let X_T = ∑ c_λst_λ. From the partitions λ of length ℓ(λ_{lead})−1 that do not have 1s and such that c_λ ≠ 0, we obtain the 1-edge-adjacency multisets {{p_1, 1}}, . . . , {{p_k, 1}}. By Proposition 5.14(b), the numbers p_1, . . . , p_k are the orders of the leaf components that are adjacent to the one vertex leaf component in I_T . Hence, one of the p_i’s is the order of the other leaf component in I_T . For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, let T_i be the tree of diameter five such that the orders of the leaf components in the internal subgraph of T_i are 1 and p_i and such that X_T and X_{Ti} agree on the coefficient of partitions of length ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 which do not contain 1s. By the discussion preceding Lemma 5.22 and the lemma itself, we know that T_i is unique up to isomorphism and that X_{Ti} = X_T if and only if p = p_i, so we can reconstruct p. □

Theorem 5.19, Corollary 4.19 and Proposition 5.23 show that we can reconstruct the orders of the leaf components of the internal subgraph for any tree of diameter five. We now show how to finish the reconstruction of a tree of diameter five by proving that we can also determine the adjacencies of all other leaf components.

Proposition 5.24. Let T be a tree of diameter five with internal subgraph I_T and let p, q be the orders of the leaf components in I_T . If p ≠ q, then T can be reconstructed from its chromatic symmetric function X_T . In particular these trees can be reconstructed from λ_{lead}(X_T ) and the coefficients of partitions μ without 1s such that ℓ(μ) = ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_T )) − 1 and c_μ ≠ 0.

Proof. Let λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (n^{mn} , . . . , 1^{m1} ). To reconstruct T , Corollary 5.7 implies that it suffices to know how many leaf components of each order are adjacent to each of the leaf components in I_T . Lemma 5.8, Corollary 5.10 and p ≠ q imply that either m_1 = 0 or m_1 = 1. Suppose that m_1 = 0, i.e. T is proper. Let p_1, . . . , p_k be all the distinct parts in λ_{lead}(X_T ) that are not equal to p or q. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the coefficient c_λ(i) of the partition λ^{(i)} = sort(p + p_i, n^{mn} , . . . , p^{mp−1}, . . . , p^{mpi −1}_i , . . . , 2^{m2} ) is equal to the number of leaf components of order p_i that are adjacent to the leaf component of order p in I_T by Proposition 5.14(a). Hence, the number of leaf components of order p_i adjacent to the leaf component of order q in I_T is equal to m_{pi} − c_λ(i) . Now consider the partition μ = sort(q + q, n^{mn} , . . . , q^{mq −2}, . . . , 2^{m2} ). Proposition 5.14(a) shows that its coefficient c_μ in X_T equals the number of leaf components of order q adjacent to the leaf component of order q in I_T . Therefore, the number of leaf components of order q adjacent to the leaf component of order p in I_T equals m_q − c_μ − 1. Similarly, the number of leaf components of order p adjacent to the leaf component of order p in I_T is equal to c_ν , where ν = (p + p, n^{mn} , . . . , p^{mp−2}, . . . , 2^{m2} ), so the the number of leaf components of order p adjacent to the leaf component of order q in I_T equals m_p − c_ν − 1.

Now consider the case where m_1 = 1 and assume, without loss of generality, that p = 1. Let p_1, . . . , p_k be all the distinct parts in λ_{lead}(X_T ) not equal to 1 or q. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, the coefficient c_{λi} of the partition λ^{(i)} = sort(p_i + 1, n^{mn} , . . . , p^{mpi −1}_i , . . . , 2^{m2} ) is equal to the number of leaf components of order p_i adjacent to the leaf component of order 1 in I_T . Hence, the number of leaf components of order p_i adjacent to the leaf component of order q in I_T is equal to m_{pi} −c_λ(i) . Similarly, the coefficient of the partition sort(q + 1, n^{mn} , . . . , q^{mq −1}, . . . , 2^{m2} ) is the number of leaf components of order q adjacent to the singleton leaf component in I_T , so we can reconstruct the number of those that are adjacent to the leaf component of order q in I_T . □

We now focus on the reconstruction of trees of diameter five whose internal subgraphs have two leaf components of equal order. The proof that we give for this case is very different in nature for the other cases. It relies on applying the DNC relation on the central edge and arguing on the forests that we obtain after applying the DNC operations. In what follows, we say that a tree T is p-balanced if all the leaf components in the internal subgraph of T have order p.

Observe that we can tell whether a tree of diameter 5 is p-balanced or not from its chromatic symmetric function. If a tree T has diameter 5, then it is 1-balanced if and only if the multiplicity of 1 in λ_{lead}(X_T ) is m_1 = 2. Further, by Theorem 5.19, T is p-balanced for p ≥ 2 if and only if p is the only part in λ_{lead}(X_T ) such that N(p) > m_p.

Lemma 5.25. Let T be a tree of diameter five with internal subgraph I_T . Let e = u_1u_2 be the edge between the two internal vertices u_1 and u_2 contained in I_T . Let T \ e = T_1 ⊔ T_2 where T_1 and T_2 are the trees containing u_1 and u_2, respectively. Then: (a) T_i has diameter 2 if and only if u_i is a degree-2 deep vertex.

(b) T_i has diameter 3 if and only if u_i has internal degree two but is not deep. (c) T_i has diameter 4 if and only if the internal degree of u_i is greater than or equal to three.

Proof. Note that it suffices to prove the forward direction of each (a), (b) and (c) and that it also suffices to show the statements for i = 1. (a) Suppose that u_1 is a degree-2 deep vertex with N(u) = {t, u_1} where t is an internal vertex. As shown in the proof of Lemma 4.6, after deleting e, u becomes a leaf in the leaf component containing t. Hence, in this case T_1 is a star, which has diameter two. (b) Since u_1 is not deep and has internal degree two, then {t, ℓ, u_2} ⊆ N(u_1) where t is internal and ℓ is a leaf. Then, u_1 remains internal in T \ e and so T_1 has one internal edge, so it is a bi-star. Hence, diam(T_1) = 3. (c) If the internal degree of u_1 is at least three, then u_1 has degree at least 2 in T \ e, so it remains an internal vertex. Further, there are at least two internal edges in T_1 \ e and all of them are incident to u_1, so T_1 is a tree of diameter 4 with u_1 as the center. □

Proposition 5.26. Let X_T be the chromatic symmetric function of a tree T with diameter five and λ_{lead} = λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (n^{mn} , . . . , 1^{m1} ). Let e be the internal edge in I_T , the internal subgraph of T and let T \ e = T_1 ⊔ T_2. Then, X_{T1} X_{T2} can be recovered from X_T . Further, #V (T_1) and #V (T_2) can be recovered from X_T .

Proof. Since T has diameter five, then by Corollary 5.7(c), I_T consists of two leaf components of order p, q whose centers are connected by the edge e. By the DNC relation and since T \e = T_1 ⊔T_2:

X_T = X_{T1⊔T2} − X_{(T ⊙e)\ℓe} + X_{T ⊙e}.

Note that (T ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e = H ⊔ v, where v is an isolated vertex and H is a tree of diameter four. If m_1 = 0, then λ_{lead}(X_H ) = sort(p + q − 1, n^{mn} , . . . , p^{mp−1}, q^{mq −1}, . . . , 2^{m2} ). If m_1 = 1, then we can assume that p = 1 and so λ_{lead}(X_H ) = sort(n^{mn} , . . . , q^{mq} , . . . , 2^{m2} ). Lastly, if m_1 = 2, then p = q = 1 and so λ_{lead}(X_H ) = sort(n^{mn} , . . . , 2^{m2} , 1). Further, we know that the leaf component in the internal subgraph of H has order p + q − 1. Therefore, by the results obtained in Section 5.3, we can reconstruct H and therefore compute X_{(T ⊙e)\ℓe} = st_{(1)}X_H . Similarly, T ⊙ e is the unique tree of diameter four with leading partition sort(p + q, n^{mn} , . . . , p^{mp−1}, q^{mq −1} . . . , 2^{m2} ) and whose internal subgraph is a star of order p + q. Note that there are no 1s in λ_{lead}(X_{T ⊙e}). Hence, we can reconstruct T ⊙ e and therefore compute X_{T ⊙e}. Therefore, we can solve for X_{T1 ⊔T2} from X_T :

X_{T1 ⊔T2} = X_T + X_{(T ⊙e)\ℓe} − X_{T ⊙e}

This implies that we can recover X_{T1 ⊔T2} = X_{T1} X_{T2} from X_T . In the star-basis, the only term whose partition has length one in X_{T1} is st_{#V (T1)}, which occurs with coefficient 1, and the same applies to X_{T2} . Since the star-basis is multiplicative, this implies that the only partition μ of length two such that c_μ ≠ 0 in X_{T1} X_{T2} is μ = sort(#V (T_1), #V (T_2)). Hence, we can recover #V (T_1) and #V (T_2) from X_T , finishing the proof. □

Theorem 5.27. Let X_T be the chromatic symmetric function of a p-balanced tree, T , with diameter five and λ_{lead} = λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (n^{mn} , . . . , 1^{m1} ). Then, T can be reconstructed from X_T .

Proof. Since T is p-balanced, then I_T consists of two leaf components L_1 and L_2 of order p whose respective centers u_1 and u_2 are connected by an edge e = u_1u_2. Let T \ e = T_1 ⊔ T_2, where T_1 contains u_1 and T_2 contains u_2. By Proposition 5.26, we can recover #V (T_1) and #V (T_2) from X_T . Let N_1 = #V (T_1) and N_2 = #V (T_2) and assume without loss of generality that N_1 ≥ N_2. By the same proposition, we can recover X_{T1} X_{T2} from X_T . Let X_{T1} X_{T2} = ∑ μ⊢N_1+N_2 cμstμ.

Consider the case where N_1 > N_2. This implies that no indexing partition in X_{T2} contains N_1 as a part. Therefore, ∑ ν⊢N_2 c(N1,ν)st(N1,ν) = st(N1)XT2 where (N1, ν) is the partition obtained by

adding a part N_1 to ν. Hence, we can recover X_{T2} from X_{T1} X_{T2} by taking all partitions that have largest part N_1 in X_{T1} X_{T2} and removing this largest part. In addition, T_2 has diameter at most 4 by Lemma 5.25, so we can reconstruct T_2 by the results obtained previously in this section since all trees of diameter of diameter 4 or less can be reconstructed from their chromatic symmetric function. For each part q of λ_{lead}, since we can reconstruct T_2, we know the number A_q of leaf components of order q that are adjacent to L_2 for each part q of λ_{lead}. Then, we know that there are m_q − A_q leaf components of order q adjacent to L_1, so we can reconstruct T_1 and, therefore, we can reconstruct T .

Suppose then that N_1 = N_2. Without loss of generality, we may assume λ_{lead}(X_{T1} ) ≤ λ_{lead}(X_{T2} ) where ≤ is lexicographic order. Then, the smallest partition α in lexicographic order such that c_{(N1,α)} ≠ 0 must be exactly α = λ_{lead}(X_{T1} ). Hence, we can recover λ_{lead}(X_{T1} ) from X_{T1} X_{T2} . If ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_{T1} )) = 1, then T_1 is a star, so it has diameter 2. By Lemma 5.25(a), this implies that p = 1 and that the only leaf component adjacent to L_1 other than L_2 has order |λ_{lead}(X_{T1} )| − 1. Then, T_1 can be reconstructed. If ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_{T1} )) = 2, then T_1 is a bi-star so it has diameter 3. We showed in Corollaries 4.23 and 4.25 that bi-stars can be reconstructed from their leading partitions. Hence, T_1 can be reconstructed. Lastly, consider the case where ℓ(λ_{lead}(X_{T1} )) ≥ 3. Then, T_1 has at least two internal edges and since diam(T_1) ≤ 4 by Lemma 5.25, it follows that diam(T_1) = 4. Since we know that the order of the leaf component in the internal subgraph of T_1 is p and we know λ_{lead}(X_{T1} ), then by the results in Section 5.3, we can reconstruct T_1. Hence, we can reconstruct T_1 in this case also. By the same argument given above, this implies that we can reconstruct T_2 as well and since we know the orders of the leaf components in I_T , we can also reconstruct T . □

The results that we have shown in this section allow us to reconstruct trees of diameter at most five from their chromatic symmetric function. In fact, we can give a reconstruction algorithm. Given X_T in the star-basis of a tree T of diameter 5, the following algorithm reconstructs T :

• If λ_{lead}(X_T ) has no ones, then apply Theorem 5.19 to determine the orders of the leaf components of I_T , which is a bi-star. Then:

– If T is not p-balanced, then the algorithm outlined in the proof of Proposition 5.24 reconstructs T using the adjacencies between leaf components.

– If T is p-balanced, then by considering the edge e contained in I_T and T \ e = T_1 ⊔ T_2, recover T_1 and T_2 as shown in the proof of Theorem 5.27, and then reconstruct T using T_1 and T_2 and λ_{lead}(X_T ).

• If λ_{lead}(X_T ) has one 1, then apply Lemma 5.22 to obtain the order of the other leaf component in I_T . Then, apply Proposition 5.24 to obtain the adjacencies, reconstructing T .

• If λ_{lead}(X_T ) has two 1s, then I_T is an edge. Then, use Theorem 5.27 to reconstruct T .

Example 5.28. Consider the following chromatic symmetric function of a tree, T of diameter five.

X_T = 3st_{(4,3,2}2_{,1}2_) + st_{(4,3,2}3_) − st_{(4,3}2_{,1}3_) − 4st_{(4,3}2_{,2,1)} − 2st_{(4}2_{,2,1}3_) − 2st_{(4}2_{,2}2_{,1)} + 3st_{(4}2_{,3,1}2_) + 2st_{(4}2_{,3,2)} − 2st_{(5,3,2,1}3_) − 4st_{(5,3,2}2_{,1)} + st_{(5,3}2_{,1}2_) + 2st_{(5,3}2_{,2)} + st_{(5,4,1}4_) + 8st_{(5,4,2,1}2_) + 2st_{(5,4,2}2_) − 5st_{(5,4,3,1)} − st_{(5}2_{,1}3_) − 4st_{(5}2_{,2,1)} + st_{(5}2_{,3)} − st_{(6,2}2_{,1}3_) + st_{(6,3,1}4_) + 6st_{(6,3,2,1}2_) + st_{(6,3,2}2_) − 4st_{(6,4,1}3_) − 6st_{(6,4,2,1)} + st_{(6,4,3)} + 3st_{(6,5,1}2_) + 2st_{(6,5,2)} + 2st_{(7,2,1}4_) + 3st_{(7,2}2_{,1}2_) − 4st_{(7,3,1}3_) − 6st_{(7,3,2,1)} + 6st_{(7,4,1}2_) + 2st_{(7,4,2)} − 3st_{(7,5,1)} −st_{(8,1}5_) − 8st_{(8,2,1}3_) − 3st_{(8,2}2_{,1)} + 6st_{(8,3,1}2_) + 2st_{(8,3,2)} − 4st_{(8,4,1)} + st_{(8,5)} + 5st_{(9,1}4_) + 12st_{(9,2,1}2_) + st_{(9,2,2)} − 4st_{(9,3,1)} + st_{(9,4)} − 10st_{(10,1}3_) − 8st_{(10,2,1)} + st_{(10,3)} + 10st_{(11,1}2_) + 2st_{(11,2)} − 5st_{(12,1)} + st_{(13)}

Note that λ_{lead}(X_T ) = (4, 3, 2^2, 1^2), so T is 1-balanced. Let e = u_1u_2 be the edge in I_T and let T \ e = T_1 ⊔ T_2, where without loss of generality T_1 contains u_1 and T_2 contains u_2. From the proof of Proposition 5.26, we have:

(T ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e = , T ⊙ e =

Then, computing X_{(T ⊙e)\ℓe} , X_{T ⊙e} and solving for X_{T1} X_{T2} in the DNC relation yields:

X_{T1} X_{T2} = −2st_{(5,3,2}2_{,1)} + st_{(5,3}2_{,1}2_) + 2st_{(5,3}2_{,2)} + 2st_{(5,4,2,1}2_) + st_{(5,4,2}2_) − 2st_{(5,4,3,1)} −st_{(5}2_{,1}3_) − 4st_{(5}2_{,2,1)} + st_{(5}2_{,3)} + 3st_{(6,5,1}2_) + 2st_{(6,5,2)} − 3st_{(7,5,1)} + st_{(8,5)}

The only two-part partition whose term has nonzero coefficient in X_{T1} X_{T2} is (8, 5). Hence, without loss of generality, #V (T_1) = 8 and #V (T_2) = 5. Since #V (T_1) > #V (T_2), we can recover X_{T2} from X_{T1} X_{T2} . In particular, we obtain X_{T2} = st_{(5)} as the only term in X_{T1} X_{T2} whose indexing partition contains #V (T_1) = 8 is st_{(8,5)}. This implies that T_2 = St_5. By Lemma 5.25(a), u_2 is a deep vertex of degree two. Hence, the only leaf component not contained in I_T that is adjacent to u_2 has order 4. Then, we know that the remaining leaf components, which have orders 3, 3, 2 are adjacent to u_1. Therefore:

T =

6. The symmetric tree chromatic subspace

In this section, we provide another application of the results obtained in Section 4. In particular, for any positive integer n, we consider the C -vector space spanned by the set

{X_T : T is a tree with n vertices},

and we prove that it has dimension p(n) − n + 1, where p(n) is the number of partitions of n. In addition, we give a construction of a basis for this vector space which we call the caterpillar basis.

The lexicographic order for partitions allows us to consider {st_λ : λ ⊢ n} as an ordered basis for Λ^n for any integer n. Let λ^{(1)} < λ^{(2)} < · · · < λ^{(p(n))} be the partitions of n in increasing lexicographic order. We use this ordering to obtain the ordered basis {st_λ(1) , . . . , st_λ(p(n)) }.

Definition 6.1. Let T be a tree on n vertices with X_T = ∑_{p(n)} j=1 c_λ(j) st_λ(j) . We define the starvector of T with respect to the ordered basis {st_λ(1) , . . . , st_λ(p(n)) } to be the coordinate vector [c_λ(1) c_λ(2) · · · c_λ(p(n)) ]. Note that this allows us to write

X_T = [ c_λ(1) c_λ(2) · · · c_λ(p(n)) ] st_λ(1) st_λ(2) . . st_λ(p(n)) .

Example 6.2. Let P_5 be the path on 5 vertices. Then, we have X_{P5} = −st_{(2,2,1)} + st_{(3,1,1)} + 2st_{(3,2)} − 2st_{(4,1)} + st_{(5)}, so the star-vector of P_5 is [ 0 0 −1 1 2 −2 1 ] . Definition 6.3. Let T_1, T_2, . . . , T_q be all the trees with n vertices. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ q, we write X_{Ti} = ∑_{p(n)} j=1 c^i_{λ(j)} st_λ(j) for some integers c^i_{λ(1)} , . . . , c^i_{λ(p(n))} . Up to reordering of the trees, we define an n-CSF matrix to be the q × p(n) matrix (c^i_{λ(j)} )_{i,j} . In matrix notation:

X_{T1} X_{T2} . . X_{Tq} = c^1_{λ1} c^1_{λ2} · · · c^1_{λp(n)} c^2_{λ1} c^2_{λ2} · · · c^2_{λp(n)} . . . . .. . . . c^q_{λ1} c^q_{λ2} · · · c^q_{λp(n)} st_λ1 st_λ2 . . st_λp(n) .

Example 6.4. We give an example of the 6-CSF matrix. We enumerate the trees on 6 vertices as follows:

T_1 = , T_2 = , T_3 =

T_4 = , T_5 = , T_6 =

Then, we have:

X_{T1} X_{T2} X_{T3} X_{T4} X_{T5} X_{T6} = 0 0 1 1 −1 −4 1 3 2 −3 1 0 0 0 1 0 −2 0 1 2 −2 1 0 0 0 0 0 −1 1 1 1 −2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 −1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 · st_{(1}6_) st_{(2,1}4_) st_{(2}2_{,1}2_) st_{(2}3_) st_{(3,1}3_) st_{(3,2,1)} st_{(3,3)} st_{(4,1}2_) st_{(4,2)} st_{(5,1)} st_{(6)}

If λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ) ⊢ n, we say that λ is a hook partition, or simply a hook, if ℓ > 1 and λ_2 = · · · = λ_ℓ = 1. We say that λ is a non-hook partition if ℓ = 1 or λ_2 > 1.

Definition 6.5. A tree T is a caterpillar if all its internal edges form a path, which is called the spine of the caterpillar. If v_1, v_2, . . . , v_{k−1}, v_k is the spine of the caterpillar, we define the leaf-component sequence of T as (L_1, . . . , L_k) where L_i is the order of the unique leaf component containing v_i as its central vertex.

Example 6.6. The following tree is a caterpillar with leaf-component sequence (5, 3, 1, 2, 4).

v_1v_2v_3v_4v_5

Remark 6.7. Given a sequence of positive integers α = (α_1, . . . , α_k) where α_1, α_k > 1, there is a unique caterpillar up to isomorphism with α as its leaf-component sequence. This caterpillar can be constructed by creating a path with vertices v_1, . . . , v_k and adding α_i − 1 leaves to v_i for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k. We denote this caterpillar by C[α_1, . . . , α_k] or simply C[α]. For example, given the sequence (4, 2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 6), the caterpillar C[4, 2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 1, 6] up to isomorphism is:

We can use these concepts to obtain the following result.

Lemma 6.8. Let λ ⊢ n be a non-hook partition. Then, there exists a tree T with n vertices such that λ_{lead}(X_T ) = λ.

Proof. If ℓ(λ) = 1, then T = St_n has λ = (n) as its leading partition. Assume then that ℓ(λ) = ℓ > 1 and write λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ). Since λ is not a hook partition and it has length greater than 1, it follows that λ_1, λ_2 > 1. Then the caterpillar C = C[λ_2, . . . , λ_ℓ, λ_1] has λ_{lead}(X_C ) = λ. □

We now use Lemma 6.8 to prove the following lower bound for the rank of an n-CSF matrix.

Proposition 6.9. Let M be an n-CSF matrix for some n ≥ 1. Then, rank(M) ≥ p(n) − n + 1.

Proof. Fix an n-CSF matrix M. There are exactly n − 1 hook partitions of n. For each of the p(n) − n + 1 non-hook partitions λ ⊢ n, it follows from Lemma 6.8 that there is a tree T with λ_{lead}(X_T ) = λ. Hence, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ p(n) − n + 1, the star-vector of X_{Ti} is a nonzero row in M. By Lemma 6.8, for each non-hook partition λ, we can choose a tree T with λ_{lead}(T ) = λ. If we choose a subset of size p(n) − n + 1 of trees with distinct leading partitions, then these rows are linearly independent because the first nonzero entry of a row corresponding to a tree with leading partition λ is strictly to the left of the first nonzero entry of a row corresponding to a tree with leading partition μ if λ < μ in lexicographic order and the trees are ordered by increasing leading partition. □

We have just shown a lower bound on the rank of any n-CSF matrix. We will shortly prove that p(n) − n + 1 is also an upper bound for rank(M). However, we first need the following proposition.

Lemma 6.10. Let F be a forest on n vertices and let cc(F ) denote the number of connected components of F . If X_F = ∑ λ⊢n c_λst_λ, then for all m > cc(F ), the following holds ∑ λ⊢n ℓ(λ)=m c_λ = 0.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on the number of internal edges k of F . If k = 0, then F is a star forest, and X_F = st_{(λ1,...,λℓ)} where λ_1, . . . , λ_ℓ are the orders of the star graphs. Thus, the claim holds vacuously since c_λ = 0 for all λ such that ℓ(λ) > cc(F ) = ℓ.

Now suppose that the claim holds for all forests with n vertices with at most k internal edges. Assume that F has k + 1 internal edges and choose an internal edge e. By the deletion nearcontraction relation, X_F = X_{F \e} − X_{(F ⊙e)\ℓe} + X_{F ⊙e}. Note that F \ e, (F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e, and F ⊙ e each have n vertices and at most k internal edges. In addition, F \ e, (F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e have one more connected component than F , while F ⊙ e has the same number of connected components than F .

The coefficients indexed by partitions with more than cc(F ) + 1 parts in X_{F \e}, X_{(F ⊙e)\ℓe} , and X_{F ⊙e} are all 0 by induction hypothesis. Hence, if m > cc(F ) + 1, we have ∑ c_λ = 0, where the sum runs over partitions of length m.

It remains to show that the claim holds for partitions of length m = cc(F ) + 1. In this case, the induction hypothesis still applies for F ⊙ e since cc(F ⊙ e) = cc(F ). Suppose X_{F \e} = ∑ λ⊢n a_λst_λ and X_{(F ⊙e)\ℓe} = ∑ λ⊢n b_λst_λ. Note that cc(F \ e) = cc((F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e) = m. Since deletions and dot-contractions increase the number of connected components, the only path in the DNC-tree from the root (either F \ e or (F ⊙ e) \ ℓ_e)) to a star forest with m connected components is the sequence of repeated leafcontractions in both. Therefore, we obtain: ∑ λ⊢n, ℓ(λ)=m a_λ = ∑ λ⊢n, ℓ(λ)=m b_λ = 1.

Since X_{F \e} and X_{(F ⊙e)\ℓe} have opposite parities in the DNC relation, the claim follows. □

Lemma 6.10 above is generalized to forests, not just trees. However, we shall only use the result for the chromatic symmetric function of trees. In particular, we use it to prove an upper bound for the rank of an n-CSF matrix.

Proposition 6.11. Let M be an n-CSF matrix for some n ≥ 1. Then, rank(M) ≤ p(n) − n + 1

Proof. Recall that M has p(n), number of partitions of n, columns. Let k ∈ [n − 1] be arbitrary, and let h_k denote the unique hook partition with biggest part k, i.e. h_k = (k, 1^{n−k}). By Lemma 6.10, we have that the sum of the column vectors in M corresponding to partitions of length k is the zero vector. That is, the column indexed by h_k can be expressed as a linear combination of the column vectors corresponding to non-hook partitions of length k. Thus, we can express n − 1 columns of M as linear combinations of other columns in M, so the claim follows immediately. □

From the previous results, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 6.12. For each positive integer n, the C -vector space V_n = span_C {X_T : |V (T )| = n} has dimension p(n) − n + 1. Furthermore, there exists a basis of caterpillars for this space which we call the caterpillar basis.

Proof. The first statement of the theorem is obvious from Propositions 6.9 and 6.11. For the second part, note that we just need to find p(n) − n + 1 linearly independent vectors in V_n. Suppose μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_ℓ) is a non-hook partition. Construct a caterpillar C[μ] with leaf component sequence (μ_2, . . . , μ_ℓ, μ_1). Now, let μ^{(1)}, . . . , μ^{(p(n)−n+1)} be the non-hook partitions of n, then the set {X_{C[μ}(1)_], . . . , X_{C[μ}(p(n)−n+1)_]} is certainly linearly independent since each term has a different leading partition. Thus, this set is indeed a basis for V_n and we refer to it as the caterpillar basis for V_n. □

Note that one of the main consequences of Theorem 6.12 is that there are linear relations among the chromatic symmetric functions of trees with n vertices. We provide an example below.

Example 6.13. Letting ∼ represent equality when passing to the chromatic symmetric function, we have the following linear combination: ∼ − + Figure 8. The linear relation X_{C[2,4,2]} = X_{C[2,2,4]} − X_{C[3,1,4]} + X_{C[2,1,5]}.

We can give a complete description of the linear combinations that occur in trees with 2 internal edges. Note that a tree with 2 internal edges is a caterpillar with three leaf components. Hence given a partition with three parts (a, b, c), there are at most three non-isomorphic trees with (a, b, c) as their leading partition. In particular, these are C[a, b, c], C[b, c, a], C[b, a, c]. Note that these trees may be isomorphic if (a, b, c) has repeated parts. Further, X_{C[b,c,a]} is in the caterpillar basis by definition, so we only need to find the linear combinations that C[a, b, c] and C[b, a, c] satisfy.

Proposition 6.14. Let T be a tree with two internal edges, with leading partition λ_{lead} = (a, b, c), then T = C[a, b, c], C[b, c, a] or C[b, a, c], we have the following linear combinations: X_{C[a,b,c]} = X_{C[b,c,a]} − X_{C[b,1,a+c−1]} + X_{C[b+1,a+c−1]} + X_{C[c,1,a+b−1]} − X_{C[c+1,a+b−1]} (4) X_{C[b,a,c]} = X_{C[b,c,a]} − X_{C[a,1,b+c−1]} + X_{C[a+1,b+c−1]} + X_{C[c,1,a+b−1]} − X_{C[c+1,a+b−1]} (5) Proof. Both relations are obtained by applying the DNC relation on each of the caterpillars on the right-hand side and simplifying the result to obtain the chromatic symmetric function in the left-hand side. □

References

[1] Farid Aliniaeifard, Victor Wang, and Stephanie van Willigenburg. Extended chromatic symmetric functions and equality of ribbon Schur functions. Adv. in Appl. Math. 128:102189, 2021.

[2] José Aliste-Prieto, Anna de Mier, Rosa Orellana, and José Zamora. Marked graphs and the chromatic symmetric function. SIAM J. Discrete Math., 37(3):1881-1919, 2023.

[3] José Aliste-Prieto and José Zamora. Proper caterpillars are distinguished by their chromatic symmetric function. Discrete Math., 315:158-164, 2014.

[4] Sharad Chaudhary and Gary Gordon. Tutte polynomials for trees. J. Graph Theory, 15(3):317-331, 1991. [5] Soojin Cho and JiSun Huh. On e-positivity and e-unimodality of chromatic quasisymmetric functions. Sém.

Lothar. Combin., 80B:Art. 59, 12, 2018.

[6] Soojin Cho and Stephanie van Willigenburg. Chromatic bases for symmetric functions. Electron. J. Combin., 23(1):Paper 1.15, 7, 2016.

[7] Logan Crew. A note on distinguishing trees with the chromatic symmetric function. Discrete Math., 345(2):Paper No. 112682, 4, 2022.

[8] Logan Crew and Sophie Spirkl. A deletion–contraction relation for the chromatic symmetric function. European Journal of Combinatorics, 89:103143, 202.

[9] Samantha Dahlberg, Angèle Foley, and Stephanie van Willigenburg. Resolving Stanley’s e-positivity of clawcontractible-free graphs. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 22(8):2673-2696, 2020.

[10] Samantha Dahlberg, Adrian She, and Stephanie van Willigenburg. Schur and e-positivity of trees and cut vertices. Electron. J. Combin., 27(1):Paper No. 1.2, 22, 2020.

[11] Vesselin Gasharov. Incomparability graphs of (3 + 1)-free posets are s-positive. In Proceedings of the 6th Conference on Formal Power Series and Algebraic Combinatorics (New Brunswick, NJ, 1994), volume 157, pages 193-197, 1996.

[12] Vesselin Gasharov. On Stanley’s chromatic symmetric function and clawfree graphs. Discrete Math., 205(1- 3):229-234, 1999.

[13] David D. Gebhard and Bruce E. Sagan. A chromatic symmetric function in noncommuting variables. J. Algebraic Combin., 13(3):227-255, 2001.

[14] Mathieu Guay-Paquet. A modular relation for the chromatic symmetric functions of (3+ 1)-free posets. arXiv preprint arXiv:1306.2400, 2013.

[15] Megumi Harada and Martha E. Precup. The cohomology of abelian Hessenberg varieties and the Stanley- Stembridge conjecture. Algebr. Comb., 2 (2019), no. 6, 1059–1108.

[16] S Heil and C Ji. On an algorithm for comparing the chromatic symmetric functions of trees. Australasian Journal of Combinatorics, 75(2):210–222, 2019.

[17] Martin Loebl and Jean-Sébastien Sereni. Isomorphism of weighted trees and Stanley’s isomorphism conjecture for caterpillars. Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré D, 01 2018.

[18] Nicholas A. Loehr and Gregory S. Warrington. A rooted variant of Stanley’s chromatic symmetric function.

Discrete Math., 347(3):Paper No. 113805, 18, 2024.

[19] Ian Grant Macdonald. Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials. Oxford University Press, 1998. [20] Jeremy L Martin, Matthew Morin, and Jennifer D Wagner. On distinguishing trees by their chromatic symmetric functions. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 115(2):237–253, 2008.

[21] Steven Noble and Dominic Welsh. A weighted graph polynomial from chromatic invariants of knots. Ann. Inst.

Fourier (Grenoble), 49(3):1057–1087, 1999. Symposium à la Mémoire de François Jaeger (Grenoble, 1998). [22] Rosa Orellana and Geoffrey Scott. Graphs with equal chromatic symmetric functions. Discrete Mathematics, 320:1–14, 2014.

[23] Bruce E Sagan. The symmetric group: representations, combinatorial algorithms, and symmetric functions, volume 203. Springer, 2001.

[24] John Shareshian and Michelle L. Wachs. Chromatic quasisymmetric functions. Advances in Mathematics, 295:497–551, 2016.

[25] Richard P. Stanley. A symmetric function generalization of the chromatic polynomial of a graph. Adv. Math., 111(1):166–194, 1995.

[26] Jean-Yves Thibon and David G.L. Wang. A Noncommutative approach to the Schur positivity of chromatic symmetric functions. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.07858, 2023.

[27] Douglas West. Introduction to graph theory. Prentice hall, 2001.

(M. Gonzalez) Mathematics Department, Dartmouth College, Hanover, NH 03755, U.S.A. Email address: mikegonz1130@gmail.com

(R. Orellana) Mathematics Department, Dartmouth College, Hanover, NH 03755, U.S.A. Email address: Rosa.C.Orellana@dartmouth.edu URL: https://math.dartmouth.edu/~orellana/

(M. Tomba) Mathematics Department, Dartmouth College, Hanover, NH 03755, U.S.A. Email address: mario.tomba.morillo.25@dartmouth.edu