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Abstract. For any positive integer k and nonnegative integer m, we
consider the symmetric function G (k, m) defined as the sum of all mono-
mials of degree m that involve only exponents smaller than k. We call
G (k,m) a Petrie symmetric function in honor of Flinders Petrie, as the co-
efficients in its expansion in the Schur basis are determinants of Petrie
matrices (and thus belong to {0,1, —1} by a classical result of Gordon
and Wilkinson). More generally, we prove a Pieri-like rule for expand-
ing a product of the form G (k,m) - s, in the Schur basis whenever y is a
partition; all coefficients in this expansion belong to {0,1, —1}. We also
show that G (k,1),G (k,2),G (k,3),... form an algebraically indepen-
dent generating set for the symmetric functions when 1 — k is invertible
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expansion of G (k,2k — 1) in the Schur basis.
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%k kok

Considered as a ring, the symmetric functions (which is short for “formal power
series in countably many indeterminates x1, x, x3, ... that are of bounded degree
and fixed under permutations of the indeterminates”) are hardly a remarkable
object: By a classical result essentially known to Gauss, they form a polynomial
ring in countably many indeterminates. The true theory of symmetric functions
is rather the study of specific families of symmetric functions, often defined by
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combinatorial formulas (e.g., as multivariate generating functions) but interacting
deeply with many other fields of mathematics. Classical families are, for example,
the monomial symmetric functions m), the complete homogeneous symmetric functions
hy, the power-sum symmetric functions p,, and the Schur functions s,. Some of these
families — such as the monomial symmetric functions m, and the Schur functions
s) — form bases of the ring of symmetric functions (as a module over the base ring).

In this paper, we introduce a new family (G (k,m));~1. ;> of symmetric func-
tions, which we call the Petrie symmetric functions in honor of Flinders Petrie. For
any integers k > 1 and m > 0, we define G (k, m) as the sum of all monomials of de-
gree m (in x1, X, X3, ...) that involve only exponents smaller than k. When G (k, m)
is expanded in the Schur basis (i.e., as a linear combination of Schur functions s,),
all coefficients belong to {0,1, —1} by a classical result of Gordon and Wilkinson,
as they are determinants of so-called Petrie matrices (whence our name for G (k, m)).
We give an explicit combinatorial description for the coefficients as well. More gen-
erally, we prove a Pieri-like rule for expanding a product of the form G (k,m) - s,
in the Schur basis whenever y is a partition; all coefficients in this expansion again
belong to {0,1, —1} (although we have no explicit combinatorial rule for them). We
show some further properties of G (k, m) and prove that if k is a fixed positive inte-
ger such that 1 — k is invertible in the base ring, then G (k,1),G (k,2),G (k,3),...
form an algebraically independent generating set for the symmetric functions. We
prove a conjecture of Liu and Polo in [LiuPol19, Remark 1.4.5] about the expansion
of G (k,2k — 1) in the Schur basis.

This paper begins with Section (I, in which we introduce the notions and nota-
tions that the paper will rely on. (Further notations will occasionally be introduced
as the need arises.) The rest of the paper consists of two essentially independent
parts. The first part comprises Section 2, in which we define the Petrie symmetric
functions G (k,m) (and the related power series G (k)) and state several of their
properties, and Section 3| in which we prove said properties. The second part is
Section 4, which is devoted to proving the conjecture of Liu and P010E| A final
Section 5| adds comments, formulates two conjectures, and (in its last subsection)
explores a more general family of symmetric functions that still shares some of the
properties of the Petrie functions G (k, m). (As a byproduct of the latter generaliza-
tion, a formula for the antipode of G (k, m) — Corollary — emerges.)
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Remarks

1. A short exposition of the main results of this paper (without proofs), along with
an additional question motivated by it, can be found in [Grinbe20al].

2. While finishing this work, I have become aware of three independent discov-
eries of the Petrie symmetric functions G (k, m):

(@) In [DotWal92, §3.3], Stephen Doty and Grant Walker define a modular com-
plete symmetric function h’,, which is precisely our Petrie symmetric function
G (k,m) up to a renaming of variables (namely, their m and d correspond to

our k and m). Some of our results appear in their work: Our Theorem

is (a slight generalization of) [DotWal92, Corollary 3.9]; our Theorem is
(part of) [DotWal92, Proposition 3.15] restated in the language of Hopf al-
gebras. The h); are studied further in Walker’s follow-up paper [Walker94],
some of whose results mirror ours again (in particular, the maps ¥* and ¥,
from [Walker94] are our f, and v).

(b) The preprint [FuMei20] by Houshan Fu and Zhousheng Mei introduces the
Petrie symmetric functions G (k,m) and refers to them as truncated homoge-
neous symmetric functions h,[f;_”. Some results below are also independently
obtained in [FuMei20]. In particular, Theorem is a formula in [FuMei20,
§2], and Theorem is equivalent to [FuMei20, Proposition 2.9]. The partic-

ular case of Theorem when k = Q is part of [FuMei20, Theorem 2.7].

(c) The paper [BaAhBel8|] by Bazeniar, Ahmia and Belbachir introduces the sym-

metric functions G (k, m) as well, or rather their evaluations (G (k,m)) (x1, x2, ..

'/xl’l)

at finitely many variables; it denotes them by E,(qffl) (n) = E,(f*l) (x1,%2,...,Xn).

Ahmia and Merca continue the study of these E,(jf -b (x1,x2,...,%,) in [AhmMer20].

Our Theorem is equivalent to the second formula in [AhmMer20, Theo-
rem 3.3] (although we are using infinitely many variables).

(d) The formal power series G (k) also appears in [FulLan85, Chapter I, §6], un-
der the guise of Bott’s cannibalistic class 0/ (e) (for j = k and rewritten in the
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language of A-ring operationsE[) ; it is used there to prove an abstract Riemann—
Roch theorem. An application to group representations appears in [AtiTal69].

3. The Petrie symmetric functions have been added to Per Alexandersson’s col-
lection of symmetric functions at https://www.math.upenn.edu/ peal/polynomials/
petrie.htm.

Remark on alternative versions

You are reading the detailed version of this paper. For the standard version (which
is shorter by virtue of omitting some straightforward or well-known proofs), see
[Grinbe20Db].

1. Notations

We will use the following notations (most of which are also used in [GriRei20),

§2.1]):
e Welet N ={0,1,2,...}.

¢ The words “positive”, “larger”, etc. will be used in their Anglophone mean-
ing (so that 0 is neither positive nor larger than itself).

e We fix a commutative ring k; we will use this k as the base ring in what
follows.

* A weak composition means an infinite sequence of nonnegative integers that
contains only finitely many nonzero entries (i.e., a sequence (a1, ap,a3,...) €
IN* such that all but finitely many i € {1,2,3,...} satisfy a; = 0).

* We let WC denote the set of all weak compositions.

¢ For any weak composition « and any positive integer i, we let «; denote the i-
th entry of « (so that « = (a1, ap, a3, ...)). More generally, we use this notation
whenever « is an infinite sequence of any kind of objects.

* The size || of a weak composition « is defined to be a1 +ap + a3+ --- € N.

2See [Hazewi08, §16.74] for the connection between symmetric functions (over Z) and universal
operations on A-rings. To be specific: If a is an element of a A-ring A, then the canonical A-
ring morphism Az — A (where Az is the ring of symmetric functions over Z) that sends
e1 = X1+ x+x3+--- € Az toa € A will send the Petrie symmetric function G (k,m) to
the “m-th graded component” of Bott’s cannibalistic class 8% (a). (Bott’s cannibalistic class 6* (a)
itself is defined only if 4 is a “positive element” in the sense of [FulLan85] (or can only be defined
in an appropriate closure of A). When it is defined, it is the image of the series G (k). Otherwise,
its “graded components” are the right object to consider.)



https://www.math.upenn.edu/~peal/polynomials/petrie.htm
https://www.math.upenn.edu/~peal/polynomials/petrie.htm
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A partition means a weak composition whose entries weakly decrease (i.e., a
weak composition « satisfying oy > ap > az > ---).

If n € Z, then a partition of n means a partition « having size n (that is,
satisfying |a| = n).

We let Par denote the set of all partitions. For each n € Z, we let Par,, denote
the set of all partitions of n.

We will sometimes omit trailing zeroes from partitions: i.e., a partition A =
(A1,A2, A3, . ..) will be identified with the k-tuple (A1, A, ..., Ax) whenever k €
IN satisfies A1 = Ao = Agy3 = -+ - = 0. For example, (3,2,1,0,0,0,...) =
(3,2,1) =(3,2,1,0).

The partition (0,0,0,...) = () is called the empty partition and denoted by @.

A part of a partition A means a nonzero entry of A. For example, the parts of
the partition (3,1,1) = (3,1,1,0,0,0,...) are 3,1, 1.

We will use the notation 1% for “1,1,...,1” in partitions. (For example,
\ﬁ/_/
k times
(2, 14) = (2,1,1,1,1). This notation is a particular case of the more general
notation m* for “m,m, ..., m” in partitions, used, e.g., in [GriRei20, Definition
N

k times

22.1])

We let A denote the ring of symmetric functions in infinitely many vari-
ables x1,x2,x3,... over k. This is a subring of the ring k [[x1, x2, X3, ...]] of
formal power series. To be more specific, A consists of all power series in
k [[x1, x2, x3,...]] that are symmetric (i.e., invariant under permutations of the
variables) and of bounded degree (see [GriRei20, §2.1] for the precise meaning
of this).

A monomial shall mean a formal expression of the form xi‘lxgzx? ... with

« € WC. Formal power series are formal infinite k-linear combinations of
such monomials.

For any weak composition a, we let x* denote the monomial x;'x52x5% - - -.

The degree of a monomial x* is defined to be |a|.

A formal power series is said to be homogeneous of degree n (for some n € IN)
if all monomials appearing in it (with nonzero coefficient) have degree n. In
particular, the power series 0 is homogeneous of any degree.

If f € k[[x1,x2,x3,...]] is a power series, then there is a unique family
(fi)ien = (fo,f1,f2,...) of formal power series f; € k[[x1,x2,X3,...]] such
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that each f; is homogeneous of degree i and such that f = )  f;. This family
iEN

(fi)ien is called the homogeneous decomposition of f, and its entry f; (for any

given i € IN) is called the i-th degree homogeneous component of f.

* The k-algebra A is graded: i.e., any symmetric function f can be uniquely

written as a sum ), f;, where each f; is a homogeneous symmetric function
i€N
of degree i, and where all but finitely many i € IN satisfy f; = 0.

We shall use the symmetric functions m, hy, 5, pn, 5) in A as defined in [GriRei20),
Sections 2.1 and 2.2]. Let us briefly recall how they are defined:

¢ For any partition A, we define the monomial symmetric function m, € A byﬂ

my = ZX“ ’
where the sum ranges over all weak compositions « € WC that can be ob-
tained from A by permuting entrie For example,

_ 2.2 2.2 2.2
M201) = ) X;x7 Xy + Y x4+ ) XiX7 X
i<j<k i<j<k i<j<k

The family (m,),cp,, (that is, the family of the symmetric functions m, as A
ranges over all partitions) is a basis of the k-module A.

¢ For each n € Z, we define the complete homogeneous symmetric function h, € A

by
. — N
hn— Z XigXiy =+ Xj, = Z X = Z mj.
i1 <ip<---<iy aeWC; A€Pary,
|oc|=n

Thus, hy =1 and h, =0 for all n < 0.

We know (e.g., from [GriRei20, Proposition 2.4.1]) that the family (h;),~,; =
(h1,ha, h3,...) is algebraically independent and generates A as a k-algebra. In
other words, A is freely generated by hy, hy, h3, . .. as a commutative k-algebra.

* For each n € Z, we define the elementary symmetric function e, € A by

— i o
en= ), FXpoox,= ), X
i <ip <+ <ip aeWCN{0,1}%;
|a[=n

Thus,eg =1lande, =0foralln < 0. If n >0, then e, = M (qny, where, as we
have agreed above, the notation (1") stands for the n-tuple (1,1,...,1).

3This definition of m, is not the same as the one given in [GriRei20, Definition 2.1.3]; but it is
easily seen to be equivalent to the latter (i.e., it defines the same 11,). See Subsection below
(and the proof of Proposition [3.3|in particular) for the details.

“Here, we understand A to be an infinite sequence, not a finite tuple, so the entries being permuted
include infinitely many 0’s.
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¢ For each positive integer 1, we define the power-sum symmetric function p, € A
by
Pn=X] + X3 + X34 =my,).

¢ For each partition A, we define the Schur function s, € A by

S\ = ZXT/

where the sum ranges over all semistandard tableaux T of shape A, and where
xt denotes the monomial obtained by multiplying the x; for all entries i of T.
We refer the reader to [GriRei20, Definition 2.2.1] or to [Stanle01, §7.10] for
the details of this definition and further descriptions of the Schur functions.
One of the most important properties of Schur functions (see, e.g., [GriRei20,
(2.4.16) for u = ] or [MenRem15| Theorem 2.32] or [Stanle01, Theorem 7.16.1
for u = ] or [Sagan20|, Theorem 7.2.3 (a)]) is the fact that

Sy = det ((h/\i—i+j)1<i<f, 1§j§£) (1)

for any partition A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ap). This is known as the (first, straight-shape)
Jacobi-Trudi formula.

The family (s)),cpyy i @ basis of the k-module A, and is known as the Schur
basis. 1t is easy to see that each n € IN satisfies s,y = hy and s(1n) = en.
Moreover, for each partition A, the Schur function s, € A is homogeneous of
degree |A|.

Among the many relations between these symmetric functions is an expression
for the power-sum symmetric function p, in terms of the Schur basis:

Proposition 1.1. Let n be a positive integer. Then,

Proof. This is a classical formula, and appears (e.g.) in [Eggel9, Problem 4.21],
[GriRei20, Exercise 5.4.12(g)] and [MenRem15| Exercise 2.2]. Alternatively, this is
an easy consequence of the Murnaghan—-Nakayama rule (see [MenRem15| Theorem
6.3] or [Sam17, Theorem 4.4.2] or [Stanle01, Theorem 7.17.3] or [Wildon15, (1)]),
applied to the product p,sz (since sg = 1). O

Finally, we will sometimes use the Hall inner product (-,-) : A x A — k as defined
in [GriRei20, Definition 2.5.12]E| This is the k-bilinear form on A that is defined by

SHowever, it is denoted by (-, ) rather than by (-,-) in [GriRei20]. (That is, what we call (a,b) is
denoted by (a,b) in [GriRei20].)

The Hall inner product also appears (for k = Z and k = Q) in [Eggel9] Definition 7.5],
in [Stanle01}, §7.9] and in [Macdon95, Section 1.4] (note that it is called the “scalar product”
in the latter two references). The definitions of the Hall inner product in [Stanle01, §7.9] and
in [Macdon95, Section 1.4] are different from ours, but they are equivalent to ours (because of
[Stanle01, Corollary 7.12.2] and [Macdon95| Chapter I, (4.8)]).
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the requirement that
<S/\,Sy> = O for any A, u € Par

(where 8, , denotes the Kronecker delta). Thus, the Schur basis (s)),cp,, of A is

an orthonormal basis with respect to the Hall inner product. It is easy to seeﬁ that
the Hall inner product (-, -) is graded: i.e., we have

(f,g)=0 2)

if f and g are two homogeneous symmetric functions of different degrees. We shall
also use the following two known evaluations of the Hall inner product:

| Proposition 1.2. Let n be a positive integer. Then, (h,, p,) = 1.

| Proposition 1.3. Let 1 be a positive integer. Then, (e, pn) = (—1)" .

See Subsection [3.3| for the proofs of these two propositions.

2. Theorems

2.1. Definitions

The main role in this paper is played by two power series that we will now define:

Definition 2.1. (a) For any positive integer k, we le

Gky= Y x~ (3)
aeWC;
a;<k for all i

This is a symmetric formal power series in k [[x1, X2, x3, . . .]] (but does not belong
to A in general).
(b) For any positive integer k and any m € IN, we let

Gkm)= Y x*eA (4)
aeWC;
|a[=m;
w;<k for all i

6See, e.g., [GriRei20, Exercise 2.5.13(a)] for a proof.
"Here and in all similar situations, “for all i” means “for all positive integers i”.
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Example 2.2. (a) We have

G(2) = Z x“
aeWC;
w;<2 for all i

=14+x1+x0+x34+ -+ x1% + X1X3 + XpX3+ - - -
+ X1XoX3 + X1X2X4 + X2X3Xg + - - -

= 2 2 xilxiz---xim = Z em.

melN 1<ii<ip<---<ipy melN

J/

N~
:em

(b) For each m € IN, we have

G(2,m)= Z x* = Z Xiy Xiy * X, = €.

aeWC; 1<ii<ip <+ <ipy
|| =m;
a;<2 for all i

We suggest the name k-Petrie symmetric series for G (k) and the name (k, m)-Petrie
symmetric function for G (k, m). The reason for this naming is that the coefficients of
these functions in the Schur basis of A are determinants of Petrie matrices, as we
will see in Subsection [3.9]

2.2. Basic identities
We begin our study of the G (k) and G (k, m) with some simple properties:

Proposition 2.3. Let k be a positive integer.
(@) The symmetric function G (k, m) is the m-th degree homogeneous compo-
nent of G (k) for each m € IN.

(b) We have
= k
0 1 -1
Gly= Yy x= x m =),
aeWC; A€Par; i=1
w;<k for all i Ai<k for all i
(c) We have
Gmy= Y x*= Y m
aeWC; A€Par;
|| =m; A|=m;
w; <k for all i Ai<k for all i

for each m € IN.
(d) If m € N satisfies k > m, then G (k, m) = hy,.
(e) If m € N and k = 2, then G (k, m) = ey,.
(f) If m =k, then G (k,m) = hy, — pm-
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We shall prove Proposition 2.3|in Subsection [3.4 below. (The easy proof is good
practice in understanding the definitions of m,, hy, ex, pn, G (k) and G (k,n).)

Parts (d) and (e) of Proposition show that the Petrie symmetric functions
G (k, m) can be seen as interpolating between the /1, and the ej,.

2.3. The Schur expansion

The solution to [Stanle01, Exercise 7.3] gives an expansion of G (3) in terms of
the elementary symmetric functions (due to I. M. Gessel); this expansion can be
rewritten as

2, if3|m—-umn;

G (3) = Z e% + 2 Cm,n€men, where ¢y, = (_1)mfn {_1, if 3 J( 7

nelN m<n

We shall instead expand G (k) in terms of Schur functions. For this, we need to
define some notations.

Convention 2.4. We shall use the Iverson bracket notation: i.e., if A is a logi-
cal statement, then [A] shall denote the truth value of A (that is, the integer

1, if Ais true;
0, if Ais false

We shall furthermore use the notation (4, ;) 1<i<t, 1<j<t for the ¢ x ¢-matrix whose

(i,j)-th entry is a; foreachi,j e {1,2,...,¢}.

Definition 2.5. Let A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ap) € Parand y = (y1, 42, ..., 4¢) € Par, and
let k be a positive integer. Then, the k-Petrie number pet, (A, u) of A and p is the
integer defined by

Note that this integer does not depend on the choice of ¢ (in the sense that it
does not change if we enlarge ¢ by adding trailing zeroes to the representations
of A and p); this follows from Lemma 2.7/ below.

Example 2.6. Let A be the partition (3,2,1) € Par, let i be the partition (1,1) €
Par, let £ = 3, and let k be a positive integer. Then, the definition of pet, (A, i)
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yields

pety (A, p)
= det (([0 SA—pj—itj< k})1<i<é, 1<j<€>

[0§/\1—ﬂ1<k] [0§/\1—]¢2+1<k] [0§/\1—]J3+2<k]
= det [0§A2—}11—1<k] [03/\2—}42<k] [0§/\2—]J3+1<k]
[0§)&3—‘M1—2<k] [0§A3—y2—1<k] [0§/\3—y3<k]

0<3—1<k [0<3—-1+1<K [0§3—0+2<k])

=det| 0<2-1-1<k] [0<2—-1<k] [0<2-0+1<K]
0<1-1-2<k] [0<1—-1-1<k [0<1-0<K]
since Ay =3and Ay =2and A3 =1
and yy =1land yp =1l and u3 =0
0<2<k] [0<3<k] [0<5<Kk]
=det| [0<0<k [0<1<k] [0<3<Kk] |.
0<-2<k] [0<-1<kl [0<1<K]

Thus, taking k = 4, we obtain

0<2<4] [0<3<4] [0<5<4]
pet,(A,u) =det| [0<0<4] [0<1<4] [og3<4])
0<-2<4] [0<-1<4] [0<1<4]
110
=det| 1 1 1 | =0.
00 1)

On the other hand, taking k = 3, we obtain

[0 <
pet; (A, u) =det[ [0<0<3] [0<1<3] [0<3<3]
0<-—2<3] [0<-1<3] [0<1<3]

):1.

Lemma 2.7. Let A € Par and p € Par, and let k be a positive integer. Let / € IN
be such that A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ap) and u = (p1, 42, .., p¢). Then, the determinant

det (( 0<Aj—pj—i+j<K] )1<i<€, 1<].<£) does not depend on the choice of .

0<2<3] 3 < 3] m<5<ﬂ)

o= o |
Y e )

1
=det| 1
0

See Subsection 3.8 for the simple proof of Lemma
Surprisingly, the k-Petrie numbers pet; (A, ) can take only three possible values:
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Proposition 2.8. Let A € Par and u € Par, and let k be a positive integer. Then,
pet, (A, u) € {-1,0,1}.

Proposition 2.8| will be proved in Subsection
We can now expand the Petrie symmetric functions G (k, m) and the power series
G (k) in the basis (5)),cpa, Of A:

Theorem 2.9. Let k be a positive integer. Then,

G (k)= ) pet;(A,2)s).
A€Par

(Recall that @ denotes the empty partition () = (0,0,0,...).)

We will not prove Theorem directly; instead, we will first show a stronger
result (Theorem , and then derive Theorem [2.9| from it in Subsection [3.12

Corollary 2.10. Let k be a positive integer. Let m € IN. Then,

G(k,m)= Y pet. (A @)s,.

A€Pary,

Corollary easily follows from Theorem using Proposition (a); but
again, we shall instead derive it from a stronger result (Corollary[2.18) in Subsection
B.12

We will see a more explicit description of the k-Petrie numbers pet, (A, @) in
Subsection 2.4l

Remark 2.11. Corollary in combination with Proposition shows that
each k-Petrie function G (k, m) (for any k > 0 and m € IN) is a linear combination
of Schur functions, with all coefficients belonging to {—1,0,1}. It is natural to
expect the more general symmetric functions

Gkk,m= Y X where 0 < k' <k,

aeWC;
|a|=m;
k' <wa;j<k for all i

to have the same property. However, this is not the case. For example,

G (4,2,5) =mo) = —251,1111) +2521,1,1) — S(221) — 53,1,1) 1 5(3,2)-

2.4. An explicit description of the k-Petrie numbers pet, (A, &)

Can the k-Petrie numbers pet, (A, &) from Definition 2.5 be described more explic-
itly than as determinants? To be somewhat pedantic, the answer to this question
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depends on one’s notion of “explicit”, as determinants are not hard to compute,
and another algorithm for calculating pet, (A, @) can be extracted from our proof
of Proposition (when combined with [GorWil74, proof of Theorem 1]). Nev-
ertheless, there is a more explicit description. This description will be stated in
Theorem further below.

First, let us get a simple case out of the way:

Proposition 2.12. Let A € Par, and let k be a positive integer such that A; > k.
Then, pet; (A, @) = 0.

Proof of Proposition [2.12, Write A as A = (Aq,A2,...,Ay). Thus, £ > 1 (since Ay >
k > 0). Moreover, the empty partition @ can be written as @ = (1, D, ..., Jy)
(since ¥; = O for each integer i > /).

Thus, we have A = (A1, Ay,...,Ay) and @ = (@1, D>, ..., D). Hence, the defini-
tion of pet, (A, @) yields

pet, (A, @) = det 0<A— g —i+j<k
—~—
=0 1<i<t, 1<j</
= det (([0< A =i+ < K)ycic, 1550 ) - (5)
Buteachje {1,2,...,¢} satisties [0 <Ay —1+j<k]=0(since Ay —1+4+ | >
—~—
>1

has first row (0,0, ...,0). Therefore, its determinant is 0. In other words, pet; (A, @) =
0 (since pet, (A, @) is its determinantﬁ). This proves Proposition m O

Stating Theorem will require some notation:

Definition 2.13. For any A € Par, we define the transpose of A to be the partition
Al € Par determined by

(At)i: {je{1,23,...} | Aj > i} for each i > 1.

This partition A! is also known as the conjugate of A, and is perhaps easiest to
understand in terms of Young diagrams: To wit, the Young diagram of A! is
obtained from that of A by a flip across the main diagonal.

One important use of transpose partitions is the following fact (see, e.g., [GriRei20,
(2.4.17) for p = <] or [MenRem15, Theorem 2.32] or [Stanle01, Theorem 7.16.2 ap-
plied to A! and @ instead of A and y] for proofs): We have

Syt = det <<e)\i—i+j>1§i§€, 1S]§£> (6)

Sby
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for any partition A = (Aq,Ay,...,Ay). This is known as the (second, straight-shape)
Jacobi-Trudi formula.
We will use the following notation for quotients and remainders:

Convention 2.14. Let k be a positive integer. Let n € Z. Then, n%k shall denote
the remainder of n divided by k, whereas n//k shall denote the quotient of
this division (an integer). Thus, n//k and n%k are uniquely determined by
the three requirements that n//k € Z and n%k € {0,1,...,k—1} and n =
(n//k) - k+ (n%k).

The “//” and “%” signs bind more strongly than the “+” and “—" signs.
That is, for example, the expression “a + b%k” shall be understood to mean
“a 4 (b%k)” rather than “(a + b) %k”.

Now, we can state our “formula” for k-Petrie numbers of the form pet, (A, &).
Theorem 2.15. Let A € Par, and let k be a positive integer. Let u = A’
(a) If py # 0, then pet, (A, @) = 0.
From now on, let us assume that y; = 0.
Define a (k — 1)-tuple (B1, B2, ..., Br—1) € Z¥~1 by setting
Bi=wui—i foreachi e {1,2,...,k—1}. (7)
Define a (k — 1)-tuple (71,72, .-, 7k—1) € {1,2,...,k}* ! by setting
¥i=14+(Bi—1) %k foreachie€ {1,2,...,k—1}. (8)

(b) If the k — 1 numbers 71,72, ..., 7k—1 are not distinct, then pet, (A, @) = 0.
(c) Assume that the kK — 1 numbers 1, >, ..., Yk—1 are distinct. Let

s=[{@p) e k=13 | i<jandy <y}

Then, pet, (A, @) = (_1)(ﬁl+,32+'"+.Bk71)+8+(71+72+"'+'Yk71).

The proof of this theorem is technical and will be given in Subsection [3.13]
It is possible to restate part of Theorem without using A':

Proposition 2.16. Let A € Par, and let k be a positive integer. Assume that A1 < k.
Define a subset B of Z by

B={A—i|ie{1,23,...}}.

Let0,1,...,k — 1 be the residue classes of the integers 0,1, ...,k —1 modulo k
(considered as subsets of Z). Let W be the set of all integers smaller than k — 1.

Then, pet, (A,@) # 0 if and only if each i € {0,1,...,k—1} satisfies
|(inW)\B| <1




Petrie symmetric functions page 16

In Subsection we will outline how this proposition can be derived from
Theorem

The sets B and (iNW) \ B in Proposition @ are related to the k-modular struc-
ture of the partition A, such as the B-set, the k-abacus, the k-core and the k-quotient
(see [Olsson93| §§1-3] for some of these concepts). Essentially equivalent concepts
include the Maya diagram of A (see, e.g., [Cranel8, §3.3]f| and the first column hook
lengths of A (see [Olsson93, Proposition (1.3)]).

2.5. A “Pieri’ rule
Now, the following generalization of Theorem holds:

Theorem 2.17. Let k be a positive integer. Let 1 € Par. Then,

G(k)-su=Y_ pety (A u)sy.
A€Par

Theorem [2.9)is the particular case of Theorem for p = @.

We shall give two proofs of Theorem in Subsections and

We can also generalize Corollary to obtain a Pieri-like rule for multiplication
by G (k, m):

Corollary 2.18. Let k be a positive integer. Let m € IN. Let u € Par. Then,

G(km)-sy= Y  pet (A u)s).

AGParerw

Corollary follows from Theorem by projecting onto the (m + |u|)-th
graded component of A. (We shall explain this argument in more detail in Subsec-

tion )

2.6. Coproducts of Petrie functions

In the following, the “®” sign will always stand for ®y (that is, tensor product of
k-modules or of k-algebras).

The k-algebra A is a Hopf algebra due to the presence of a comultiplication
A: A — A®A. We recall (from [GriRei20, §2.1]) one way to define this comulti-
plication:

9The Maya diagram of ) is a coloring of the set {z + % | z € Z} with the colors black and white,

1
in which the elements A; —i 4 3 (for alli € {1,2,3,...}) are colored black while all remaining

elements are colored white. Borcherds’s proof of the Jacobi triple product identity ([Camero94,
§13.3]) also essentially constructs this Maya diagram (wording it in terms of the “Dirac sea”
model for electrons).
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Consider the rings

k[[x]] := k[[x1, x2, x3,...]] and k[[x,y]] :=k|[[x1,x2,%3,..., Y1, Y2, Y3, - - .||

of formal power series. We shall use the notations x and y for the sequences
(x1,x2,%3,...) and (y1,Y2,Y3,...) of indeterminates. If f € k|[[x]] is any formal
power series, then f (y) shall mean the result of substituting y1,y2,y3, ... for the
variables x1, X3, x3, ... in f. (This will be a formal power series in k [[y1, y2, 3, - - .]].)
For the sake of symmetry, we also use the analogous notation f (x) for the re-
sult of substituting x1,xp, x3, ... for x1,x2,x3,... in f; of course, this f (x) is just
f. Finally, if the power series f € k|[[x]|] is symmetric, then we use the notation
f (x,y) for the result of substituting the variables x1,x2, X3, ...,Y1,Y2,V3, ... for the
variables x1,x2,x3,... in f (that is, choosing some bijection ¢ : {x1,x2,x3,...} —
{x1,%2,%3,. .., Y1, Y2, Y3, - - - m and substituting ¢ (x;) for each x; in f). This result
does not depend on the order in which the former variables are substituted for the
latter (i.e., on the choice of the bijection ¢) because f is symmetric.

Now, the comultiplication of A is the map A : A — A ® A determined as follows:
For a symmetric function f € A, we have

A(f) =) f1i® foi 9)

icl
where f1;, fo; € A are such that

=Y fi(x) f2 (y). (10)

i€l

More precisely, if f € A, if I is a finite set, and if (f1,1),.; € Al and (f2);c; € Al
are two families satisfying , then A (f) is given by @)
For example, for any n € IN, it is easy to see that

Zez en 1

and thus the above definition of A yields

n
e ) = Zei®en—i-
i=0

A similar formula exists for the image of a Petrie symmetric function under A:

0such bijections clearly exist, since the sets {x1,x2,x3,...} and {x1,x2,x3,...,¥1,Y2,Y3,...} have
the same cardinality (namely, Np). This is one of several observations commonly illustrated by
the metaphor of “Hilbert’s hotel”.

"n the language of [GriRei20, §2.1], this can be restated as A (f) = f(x,y), because A ® A is
identified with a certain subring of k[[x,y]] in [GriRei20, §2.1] (via the injection A ® A —
k[[x,y]] that sends any u ® v € A® A tou (x)v(y) € k[[x,y])]).
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Theorem 2.19. Let k be a positive integer. Let m € IN. Then,

M

A(G(km)) =Y G (ki)®G (km—i).

i=0

The proof of Theorem is given in Subsection it is a simple consequence
(albeit somewhat painful to explain) of (9).

It is well-known that A : A —+ A ® A is a k-algebra homomorphism. Equipping
the k-algebra A with the comultiplication A (as well as a counit ¢ : A — k, which
we won't need here) yields a connected graded Hopf algebra. (See, e.g., [GriRei20),
§2.1] for proofs.)

2.7. The Frobenius endomorphisms and Petrie functions

We shall next derive another formula for the Petrie symmetric functions G (k, m).
For this formula, we need the following definition ([GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.9]):

Definition 2.20. Let n € {1,2,3,...}. We define a map f,, : A — A by
(fy (a) = a (2], x5, x5,...) foreacha € A).
This map £, is called the n-th Frobenius endomorphism of A.

Clearly, this map f, is a k-algebra endomorphism of A (since it amounts to a
substitution of indeterminates). It is known (from [GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.9(d)])
that this map f, : A — A is a Hopf algebra endomorphism of A.

Using the notion of plethysm (see, e.g., [Stanle01, Chapter 7, Definition A2.6] or
[Macdon95, §I.8E[), we can view the map f; as a plethysm with the n-th power-sum
symmetric function py, in the sense that any a € A satisfies f, (a) = a [p,] = pn [4]
as long as k = Z. (Plethysm becomes somewhat subtle when the base ring k is
complicated; f, (a) = a[p,] holds for any k, while f, (a) = p, [a] relies on good
properties of k.) The plethystic viewpoint makes some properties of f;, clear, but
we shall avoid it for reasons of elementarity.

Now, we can express the Petrie symmetric functions G (k,m) using Frobenius
endomorphisms as follows:

Theorem 2.21. Let k be a positive integer. Let m € IN. Then,

G (k,m) = Zﬂ;\} (_1)ihm—ki i (er) -

(The sum on the right hand side of this equality is well-defined, since all suffi-
ciently high i € IN satisfy m — ki < 0 and thus h,,_j; = 0.)

12Note that [Stanle01] uses the notation f [g] for the plethysm of f with g, whereas [Macdon95]
uses the notation f o g for this. We shall use f [g].
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Theorem will be proved in Subsection below.

2.8. The Petrie functions as polynomial generators of A

We now claim the following:

Theorem 2.22. Fix a positive integer k. Assume that 1 — k is invertible in k.

Then, the family (G (k,m)),~; = (G(k,1),G(k,2),G (k,3),...) is an alge-
braically independent generating set of the commutative k-algebra A. (In other
words, the canonical k-algebra homomorphism

K [ug, up,us,...] = A,
Um — G (k,m)

is an isomorphism.)

We shall prove Theorem in Subsection The proof uses the following

two formulas for Hall inner products

Lemma 2.23. Let k and m be positive integers. Let j € IN. Then, (pu, fi (¢j)) =
(1) [m = Kj] k.

| Proposition 2.24. Let k and m be positive integers. Then, (p,;, G (k,m)) = 1 —
[k | m] k.

Both of these formulas will be proved in Subsection as well.

2.9. The Verschiebung endomorphisms

Now we recall another definition ([GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.10]):

Definition 2.25. Let n € {1,2,3,...}. We define a k-algebra homomorphism
vy, : A — A by

(w (hm) = {gm/n' i Z Jl[ :Z; for each m > 0) .

(This is well-defined, since the sequence (hy,hy, h3,...) is an algebraically inde-
pendent generating set of the commutative k-algebra A.)
This map v, is called the n-th Verschiebung endomorphism of A.

Again, it is known ([GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.10(e)]) that this map v, : A — A'is
a Hopf algebra endomorphism of A. Moreover, the following holds ([GriRei20,
Exercise 2.9.10(f)]):

13Here, we are again using the Iverson bracket notation.
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Proposition 2.26. Let n € {1,2,3,...}. Then, the maps f, : A - Aand v, : A —
A are adjoint with respect to the Hall inner product on A. That is, any a € A

and b € A satisfy
(£ (b)) = (Vu (a),b) -

Furthermore, any positive integers n and m satisfy

NPmyn, ifn|m;

Vi (pm) = {O, ifntm (11)

(This is [GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.10(a)].)

2.10. The Hopf endomorphisms U; and V;

In this final subsection, we shall show another way to obtain the Petrie symmet-
ric functions G (k,m) using the machinery of Hopf algebras. We refer, e.g., to
[GriRei20, Chapters 1 and 2] for everything we will use about Hopf algebras.

Convention 2.27. As already mentioned, A is a connected graded Hopf algebra.
We let S denote its antipode.

Definition 2.28. If C is a k-coalgebra and A is a k-algebra, and if f,g: C — A
are two k-linear maps, then the convolution f x ¢ of f and g is defined to be
the k-linear map myo (f®g)oAc : C — A, where Ac : C — C®C is the
comultiplication of the k-coalgebra C, and where my : A® A — A is the k-
linear map sending each pure tensora ® b € A ® A toab € A.

We also recall Definition and Definition We now claim the following.

Theorem 2.29. Fix a positive integer k. Let Uy be the map froSov, : A — A.
Let Vi be the map idp Uy : A — A. (This is well-defined by Definition [2.28}
since A is both a k-coalgebra and a k-algebra.) Then:

(a) The map Uy is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism.

(b) The map Vi is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism.

(c) We have Vj (hy,) = G (k,m) for each m € IN.

(d) We have Vi (pn) = (1 — [k | n] k) p, for each positive integer n.

See Subsection for a proof of this theorem.

Using Theorem we can give a new proof for Theorem see Subsection
for this.

We also obtain the following corollary from Theorem [2.1%
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Corollary 2.30. Let k and n be two positive integers. Then, there exists a polyno-
mial f € k[x1,x2, x3,...] such that

(1—[k|n]k) pu = f (G (k1),G (k2),G (k3),...). (12)

This corollary will be proved in Subsection [3.19,

3. Proofs

3.1. The infinite and finitary symmetric groups

We now approach the proofs of the many claims made above. First, let us briefly
discuss some technicalities in the definition of monomial symmetric functions m,.

Let G« be the group of all permutations of the set {1,2,3,...}. (The group
operation is given by composition.)

A permutation ¢ € & is said to be finitary if it leaves all but finitely many
elements of {1,2,3,...} invariant (i.e., if all but finitely many i € {1,2,3, ...} satisfy
o (i) =i).

The set of all finitary permutations ¢ € G is a subgroup of S; it is called the
finitary symmetric group, and will be denoted by & ).

The group G acts on the set WC of all weak compositions by permuting their
entries:

g - (061,062, o3, .. ) = (060_71(1),06071(2),06(771(3), .. >
for any (a1,a2,a3,...) € WC and 0 € Gc.
Thus, the subgroup &) of G acts on WC as well. We now claim the following:

Lemma 3.1. Let § € WC. Then, the orbit &) of p under the action of &, is
identical with the orbit G of B under the action of G.

Our proof of Lemma (3.1 will rely on a lemma about how two bijections ¢ : X —
X" and ¢ : Y — Y’ can be combined (“glued together”) to a bijection XUY —
X'"UY’ as long as X and Y are disjoint and X’ and Y’ are disjoint:

Lemma 3.2. Let X, Y, X’ and Y’ be four sets. Assume that X and Y are disjoint.
Assume that X’ and Y’ are disjoint. Let ¢ : X — X’ be a bijection. Let ¢ : Y — Y’
be a bijection. Then, the map

XUy =X uyY,

R ¢(z), ifzeX;
Y(z), ifzeY

is well-defined and is a bijection from X UY to X' UY".
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Lemma [3.2|is a basic fact in set theory, and its proof is straightforward (whence
we omit it).

Proof of Lemma From &) C Geo, we obtain 6 o) f € Sooff. We shall now show
that 600’3 - 6(00),3

Indeed, let v € G«B. Thus, there exists some permutation T € G« such that
v = 7B. Consider this 7. The map 7 is a permutation of the set {1,2,3,...}
(since T € S), and thus is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}. We have

¥ = (71,72, 73, --.) and thus

(Y, 72,73,--) =7 =71 B =7 (B1,B2 B3 ---)
—~—
:(ﬁ1’ﬁ2/ﬁ3/"')

= <.3rl(1)r Br-12), Br1(3), - )
(by the definition of the action of &, on WC). In other words,
Vi = B for every positive integer i. (13)
Define two subsets B and C of {1,2,3,...} by

B={ic{1,23,...} | Bi #0} and
C={ie{1,23,..} | 7 #0}.

Then, the set B is finitelﬂ Hence, the set B\ C is finite (since B \ C is a subset of B).
We have 7 (j) € C for each j € B [?] Hence, the map

T:B—_C,
jr= ()

is well-defined. Consider this map 7.

We have T71 (j) € Bforeachj e C Hence, the map
T:C— B,
. 1.
jrr T ()

14Proof. Recall that f is a weak composition. Thus, B contains only finitely many nonzero entries
(by the definition of a weak composition). In other words, there are only finitely many i €
{1,2,3,...} satisfying B; # 0. In other words, the set {i € {1,2,3,...} | B; # 0} is finite. In
other words, the set B is finite (since B = {i € {1,2,3,...} | B; #0}).

15Proof. Let j € B. Thus, j € B={i € {1,2,3,...} | B;i #0}. In other words, jisani € {1,2,3,...}
satisfying B; # 0. In other words, j is an element of {1,2,3,...} and satisfies 8; # 0. Hence,
j € {1,2,3,...} (since j is an element of {1,2,3,...}), so that 7(j) € {1,2,3,...} (since T is a
bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}). Thus, 7 (j) is a positive integer. Hence, (applied
to i = 7(j)) yields vr(j) = Br1(z(j)) = Bj (since 1 (7(j)) = j). Therefore, Yo(j) = Bj #
0. Thus, 7(j) isani € {1,2,3,...} satistying 7; # 0 (since 7(j) € {1,2,3,...} and 7(;) #
0). In other words, 7(j) € {i € {1,2,3,...} | 7 #0}. In other words, T(j) € C (since C =
{ie{1,2,3,...} | 7 #0}). Qed.

16Proof. Let j € C. Thus, j € C = {i € {1,2,3,...} | 7; # 0}. In other words, jisani € {1,2,3,...}
satisfying 7; # 0. In other words, j is an element of {1,2,3,...} and satisfies Vi # 0. Hence,
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is well-defined. Consider this map 7.

We have To? = id ["Jand ToT =id [®] Combining these two equalities,
we conclude that the maps T and T are mutually inverse. Hence, the map T is
invertible, i.e., is a bijection. Thus, we have found a bijection T : B — C. Therefore,
the set C has the same cardinality as B. Thus, the set C is finite (since the set B is
finite). Hence, the set C \ B is finite (since C \ B is a subset of C).

We have showed that the set C has the same cardinality as B. In other words,
|C| = |B|. But the set C is the union of the two disjoint sets C N B and C \ B; hence,
we have |C| = |CN B|+|C\ B|. Hence, |C \ B| = |C| — |C N B|. The same argument
(with the roles of B and C interchanged) yields |B \ C| = |B| — |BN C|. Comparing

this with [C\ B| = |C| —|CNB| = |B| — |BNC|, we obtain |C\ B|] = |B\ C|. In
, N~~~
:|B‘ =BNC
other words, the two sets C \ B and B \ C have the same cardinality. Hence, there
exists a bijection p : C\ B — B\ C. Consider this p.
Elementary set theory shows that CU(C\ B) = CUB=BUCand BU(B\C) =
BUC.
The sets B and C \ B are disjoint. The sets C and B\ C are disjoint. The maps
T:B— Candp: C\B — B\ C are bijections. Hence, Lemma [3.2] (applied to

j€{1,2,3,...} (since j is an element of {1,2,3,...}), so that T~! (j) € {1,2,3,...} (since T is a
bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}). Thus, T~ (j) is a positive integer. Hence, (13) (applied
to i = j) yields y; = B-1(;. Therefore, f.1(;) = 7; # 0. Thus, t1(j)isani € {1,2,3,...}
satisfying B; # 0 (since 7! (j) € {1,2,3,...} and Br1(jy # 0). In other words, 1(j) €
{i€{1,2,3,...} | Bi #0}. In other words, T~! (j) € B (since B = {i € {1,2,3,...} | B;i # 0}).
Qed.

7Proof. Every j € C satisfies

(To?)(j) =7 2 () =7 (T—l (j)) —1 (r—l (j)) (by the definition of T)
—~—
=t
(by the definition of T)
=j=1id(j).

Thus, ToT = id.
18Proof. Every j € B satisfies

al
-
~
|
~)
—~
h]
Q
~—
~—
I
,—]
L
—~
,—‘
{Q
~—
~—

(ToT)(j)=7 (by the definition of T)

(s

:T( /
(by the definition of T)

= j=id()).

Thus, ToT = id.
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X=B,Y=C\B, X' =C,Y =B\C, ¢ =7and ¢ = p) yields that the map
CU(C\B) - BU(B\C),

T(z), ifzeB;
Z
p(z), ifzeC\B

is well-defined and is a bijection from C U (C\ B) to BU (B\ C). In view of CU
(C\B) =BUCand BU (B\ C) = BUC, we can restate this result as follows: The
map

BUC — BUC,

T(z), ifze€B;
Z
p(z), ifzeC\B

is well-defined and is a bijection from B U C to BU C. Let us denote this map by 7.
Thus, 7 is a bijection from BUC to BUC. In other words, themap# : BUC — BUC
is a bijection.

Clearly, B and C are subsets of {1,2,3,...}; thus, BUC is a subset of {1,2,3,...}.
Let D denote the complement of this subset BU C in {1,2,3,...}. That is, we have
D = {1,2,3,...} \ (BUC). Thus, the set D is disjoint from B U C and satisfies
(BUC)UD ={1,2,3,...}.

The sets BU C and D are disjoint (since D is disjoint from B U C). The maps
n:BUC — BUC and idp : D — D are bijections. Hence, Lemma [3.2| (applied to
X=BUC,Y=D,X =BUC,Y' =D, ¢ =5 and ¢ = idp) yields that the map

(BUC)UD — (BUC)UD,

n(z), ifzeBUC;
Z
idp (z), ifzeD

is well-defined and is a bijection from (BUC)UD to (BUC)UD. In view of
(BUC)UD =1{1,2,3,...}, we can restate this result as follows: The map

{1,2,3,..} = {1,2,3,...},

n(z), ifzeBUC;
Z
idD(Z), ifze D

is well-defined and is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}. Let us denote this
map by o. Thus, ¢ is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}. In other words, ¢
is a permutation of {1,2,3,...}. In other words, 0 € G (since S is the set of all
permutations of {1,2,3,...}).

The set B U C is finite (since it is the union of the two finite sets B and C). Hence,
all but finitely many i € {1,2,3,...} satisfy i ¢ BUC. But eachi € {1,2,3,...}
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satisfying i ¢ BUC must satisfy (i) = i [} Hence, all but finitely many
i€{1,23,...} satisfy o (i) = i (since all but finitely many i € {1,2,3,...} satisfy
i ¢ BUC). In other words, the permutation ¢ leaves all but finitely many elements
of {1,2,3,...} invariant. In other words, the permutation ¢ is finitary (by the
definition of “finitary”). Hence, ¢ is a finitary permutation in G«. In other words,
0 € S (o) (since S (o) 18 the set of all finitary permutations in S).

Now, we claim that

Vo(j) = ﬁ]- for every positive integer ;. (14)

[Proof of (I4): Let j be a positive integer. We must prove (14).

We have j € {1,2,3,...} (since j is a positive integer). Thus, o (j) € {1,2,3,...}
(since o is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}). In other words, o (j) is a
positive integer. Hence, 1) (applied to i = 0 (j)) yields vo(j) = Br1(0(j))-

We are in one of the following three cases:

Case 1: We have j € B.

Case 2: We have j € C \ B.

Case 3: We have neither j € Bnor j € C\ B.

Let us first consider Case 1. In this case, we have j € B. Hence, j € B C BUC.
Now, the definition of ¢ yields

N (), ifjeBUC : o
o (j) {idD (), ifjeD 1 (j) (since j € BUC)
(j), ifjeB;
(j), ifjeC\B
) (since j € B)
) (by the definition of 7).

(by the definition of 7)

Hence, 7! (¢ (j)) = j. But recall that 7, = Br-1(o(j))- In view of (o (j) =],
this rewrites as 7,(;) = B;. Thus, is proved in Case 1.
Let us next consider Case 2. In this case, we have j € C\ B. Thus, j € C\ B C

19Proof, Leti € {1,2,3,...} be such that i ¢ BUC. Thus, i € {1,2,3,...} \ (BUC) = D (since
D =1{1,2,3,...} \ (BUC)). The definition of ¢ yields

. i), ifieBUC ., . o
0= {?d(p)(i) fiep 9ol (incereD)
=i

Qed.
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C C BUC. Now, the definition of ¢ yields

. ), ifjeBUG , o
o(j) = {?d(;)(j) if;' eD =1(j) (since j € BUC)
T(j), ifjeB;
= by the definit f
{p(j), ifjeC\B (by the definition of #)
=p| 7j (since j € C\ B)
~~
€C\B
€ep(C\B)=B\C (since p is a bijection from C\ Bto B\ C).

In other words, 0 (j) € Band ¢ (j) ¢ C. Thus, we can easily conclude that 7,(j) = 0
@ Also, from j € C\ B, we obtain j € C and j ¢ B. Hence, B; =0 El Comparing
this with Yo(j) = 0, we obtain Yo(j) = ,B]'. Thus, is proved in Case 2.

Let us finally consider Case 3. In this case, we have neither j € Bnor j € C\ B.
In other words, we have j ¢ B and j ¢ C\ B. Hence, we have j ¢ BU (C\ B). In
view of BU (C\ B) = BU C (which follows from elementary set theory), we can
restate this as j ¢ BUC. In other words, j ¢ B and j ¢ C. Thus, we can easily
conclude that v; = 0 and pi =0

Fromj e {1,2,3,...} and j ¢ BUC, we obtain j € {1,2,3,...} \ (BUC). In other
words, j € D (since D = {1,2,3,...} \ (BUC)). Now, the definition of ¢ yields

N _Jn(@), ifjeBUC .. . o
o(j) = {idD (), ifjeD = idp (j) (since j € D)
= ]'

Hence, 7,(;) = 7j = 0 = B; (since B; = 0). Thus, is proved in Case 3.

20Proof. Assume the contrary. Thus, Yo(jy # 0. Hence, o (j) isani € {1,2,3,...} satisfying 7; # 0
(since o (j) € {1,2,3,...} and 7,(;) # 0). In other words, ¢ (j) € {i € {1,2,3,...} | 7; #0}.
But this contradicts 0 (j) ¢ C = {i € {1,2,3,...} | 7; # 0}. This contradiction shows that our
assumption was false, qed.

21Proof. Assume the contrary. Thus, Bj # 0. Hence, jisani € {1,2,3,...} satisfying B; # 0 (since
j€1{1,23,...} and B; # 0). In other words, j € {i € {1,2,3,...} | B; # 0}. But this contradicts
j¢& B=1{ie{1,23,...} | Bi #0}. This contradiction shows that our assumption was false,
ged.

22Proof. Assume the contrary. Thus, i # 0. Hence, jisani € {1,2,3,...} satisfying y; # 0 (since
j€1{1,2,3,...} and 7; # 0). In other words, j € {i € {1,2,3,...} | 7; # 0}. But this contradicts
j¢ C={ie{1,23,...} | vi #0}. This contradiction shows that our assumption was false,
ged.

23Proof. Assume the contrary. Thus, Bj # 0. Hence, jisani € {1,2,3,...} satisfying B; # 0 (since
j€1{1,23,...} and B; # 0). In other words, j € {i € {1,2,3,...} | B; # 0}. But this contradicts
j¢ B=1{ie{1,23,...} | Bi #0}. This contradiction shows that our assumption was false,
qed.
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We have now proved in each of the three Cases 1, 2 and 3. Since these three
Cases cover all possibilities, we thus conclude that always holds.]
We have now proved (14). Hence, we have

i = Bo-1(i for every positive integer i. (15)

[Proof of : Let i be a positive integer. Thus, i € {1,2,3,...}, so that c1(i) €
{1,2,3,...} (since o is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}). In other words,
o1 (i) is a positive integer. Hence, (applied to j = 0! (7)) yields Yo(o 1)) =
Bo-1(i)- In other words, ; = B,-1(;) (since o (¢~ (i)) = i). This proves .]

Now, we have proved . In other words, we have proved that ; = p,-1;) for
every positive integer i. In other words,

(Y1, 72,73 --4) = (/3071(1),[3071(2),50—1(3),- . > . (16)

Now, the definition of the action of &, on WC yields

o (B1, P2 B3 --.) = (ﬁa*l(l)'ﬁa*1(2)1ﬁ0*1(3)/'") :

Hence,

- \[B// =0 (,31/ B2, B3, - - D= (ﬁo-fl(l),ﬁo-fl(z),ﬁo-fl(?,),. . )

=(",7273---) (by (16))
— ’)/_

Thus, v = I B e 6(00),3.
66(00)

Forget that we fixed y. We thus have shown that v € &, for each v € G p.
In other words, Geff C &()f. Combining this with &) C Sef, We obtain
S(w)f = Swop. In other words, the orbit &) of p under the action of & is
identical with the orbit G of B under the action of G. This proves Lemma

B.1 O

Recall that each partition is a weak composition. In other words, we have Par C
WC.
Now, we easily obtain the following;:

Proposition 3.3. Let A € Par. Our above definition of m, is equivalent to the
definition of m, given in [GriRei20| Definition 2.1.3].

Proof of Proposition 3.3l We have A € Par C WC. Hence, Lemma [3.1] (applied to
p = A) shows that the orbit & ,)A of A under the action of &, is identical with
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the orbit G« A of A under the action of Seo. In other words, & o)A = SoeoA. In other
words, G = S (o)A

Recall that the group G acts on the set WC of all weak compositions by permut-
ing their entries. Thus, for any weak composition «, we have the following chain
of logical equivalences:

(« can be obtained from A by permuting entries)

<= (& can be obtained from A by the action of some ¢ € &)
<= (there exists some 0 € G such thata = oA)

= (a € GA).

Thus, we have the following equality of summation signs:

D =) = L 17)
xeWGC; xeWC; aESA
« can be obtained from A by permuting entries = a€GwA

(since GoA € WC). Hence,

D x*
aeWC;
« can be obtained from A by permuting entries

= Z x¥ = Z x* (18)
aEGA ES (o)A

(since Sl = (o) A).
Our above definition of m, says that

my :Zx“,

where the sum ranges over all weak compositions « € WC that can be obtained
from A by permuting entries. In other words, it says that

my = ) x*.
xeWGC;
« can be obtained from A by permuting entries

On the other hand, the definition of m, given in [GriRei20, Definition 2.1.3] says
that

my = Z x*. (19)

ZXEG(OO>)\

But the right hand sides of these two equalities are equal (because of (I8)). Hence,
the left hand sides must be equal as well. In other words, m, defined according to
our above definition of m, is equal to m) defined according to [GriRei20, Definition
2.1.3]. In other words, these two definitions are equivalent. This proves Proposition

B3l O
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3.2. The symmetric functions h,

Next, let us introduce a family of symmetric functions, obtained by multiplying
several h,,’s:

Definition 3.4. Let A be a partition. Write A in the form A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ap),
where A1, Ay, ..., Ay are positive integers. Then, we define a symmetric function
hy € A by

hy = hyhy, -+ hy,.

Note that this definition also appears in [GriRei20, Definition 2.2.1].

The symmetric function h, is called the complete homogeneous symmetric function
corresponding to the partition A.

From [GriRei20, Corollary 2.5.17(a)], we know that the families (/1) ),p,, and
(m)) \cpay are dual bases with respect to the Hall inner product. Thus,

(hp, my) = p for any A € Par and y € Par. (20)
Let us record a slightly different way to express h:

Proposition 3.5. Let A be a partition. Then,
hy = hyhp,hy, - -

(Here, the infinite product hy h),h,, - - - is well-defined, since every sufficiently
high positive integer i satisfies A; = 0 and thus h), = hy = 1.)

This is how h, is defined in [Macdon95, Section 1.2].

Proof of Proposition Write the partition A in the form A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ay), where
A1, Az, ..., Ay are positive integers. Then, the definition of /1 yields hy = hy hy, - - - hy,.
But from A = (Aq,Ap,...,Ap), we obtain Ay, ;1 = Apyp = Apyg = --- = 0. In
other words, each i € {{+1,0+2,0+3,...} satisfies A; = 0. Hence, each i €
{¢+1,0+2,043,...} satisfies

hy, = ho (since A; = 0)
= 1. 1)
Now,
gl -+ = (g - ha,) (g ol ) = (kg - hay) TT
~ ~ d i=0+1 \:’1'/
:,-:EIH " by €I
= (hahay - hy) TT 1=haha, -y,
i=(+1
=1
Comparing this with h)y = hy hy, - - hy,, we obtain hy = hy hy,h,, - - -. This proves

Proposition 3.5 O
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3.3. Proofs of Proposition and Proposition

Proof of Proposition There are myriad ways to prove this. Here is perhaps the
simplest one: Let us use the notation /1) as defined in Definition Thus, h(n) =hy,
(since n is a positive integer). Applying to A = (n) and p = (n), we obtain
<h(n),m(n)> = O(n),n) = 1. In view of h(,) = hy and m(,) = py, this rewrites as
(hy, pn) = 1. This proves Proposition O

Proof of Proposition This is [GriRei20, Exercise 2.8.8(a)]. But here is a self-contained
proof: Proposition [1.1] yields

n—1 ) n—1 )
e = < L <—1)15<n—z>1f>> = L U (enrs(uin))
i=0 ~—_——

:<S(1n)'s(n7i,1") >

(since e, =5(1n))

. n—1 .

i i
= (—1) <S(1n)15(n_i,1i)> = 2 (_1) (5(1;4)/(”_1-/11)
i=0 ~ ~ ~ i=0 N————
:(5(1'1), n—ii) {1, if (1") = (n — i,1i);

(since the basis (s) ) cp,y Of A is = . .
orthonormal wiic\hAreelgpect to 0, if (1") 7£ (Tl - b 11)

the Hall inner product) {1

fi=n-—-1;
0, ifi#n—1

(since we have (1")= n—i,li)
if and only if i=n—1)

n—1 _ e 1.
B S A e
b 0, ifi#n—1

3.4. Proof of Proposition 2.3

Our next goal is to prove Proposition Speaking frankly, the proof is obvious,
but making it fully rigorous will require us to prove some lemmas first. We shall
use the notations from Subsection in particular, we recall how the group S
and its subgroup &, act on WC. It is intuitively clear that any weak composition
has exactly one partition among its rearrangements (namely, the partition obtained
by sorting its entries into weakly decreasing order). In other words, each orbit of
the action of &) on WC contains exactly one partition. Let us state this as a
lemma and outline a rigorous proof:

Lemma 3.6. Let « € WC. Then, there exists a unique partition A € Par such that
o e 6(00))&.
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Proof of Lemma [3.6] (sketched). We have &« € WC. In other words, « is a weak com-
position. In other words, a is a sequence (a1,ap,a3,...) of nonnegative integers
that contains only finitely many nonzero entries. Thus, there exists some k €
IN such that ag,q = ago = a3 = --- = 0. Consider this k. Thus, a =
(a1, 2,...,2k,0,0,0,...). Now, by sorting the first k entries ay,ap,...,a; of a into
weakly decreasing order, we obtain a new weak composition f € WC that has the

form B = (aa(l),acg(z),. - 00 (k),0,0,0, .. ) for some permutation ¢ of {1,2,...,k}
and satisties ay(1) > ay) > -+ = a,). Consider this p and this . From

B = (%(1)/ Ro(2)r - r Qg (k) 0,0,0,.. .), we conclude that the entries of  are weakly
decreasing (since Rp(1) = Ag(2) = "+ 2 0gy 2 0>02>02> .- +); in other words,
B is a partition. In other words, B € Par. Also, B was obtained from « by sorting
the first k entries into weakly decreasing order; thus, p was obtained from « by
permuting the first k entries. Hence, x can be obtained from B by permuting the
first k entries. This shows that & € & )p (since permuting the first k entries of a
weak composition can be achieved by the action of some permutation ¢ € &)
Therefore, there exists a partition A € Par such that &« € G(,)A (namely, A = f). It
thus remains to prove that this A is unique. In other words, it remains to prove that
there exists at most one partition A € Par such that « € §(,)A.

But this is easy: Let A € Par be a partition such that « € G(,)A. From a € &),
we conclude that the sequence « is a rearrangement of the sequence A. Hence, the
sequences « and A differ only in the order of their entries. Hence, for each i € N,
we have

(the number of times i appears in «)
= (the number of times i appearsin A). (22)

The same argument (applied to B instead of A) yields that for each i € IN, we have

the number of times i appears in a
pp
= (the number of times i appears in p)

(since & € &) B). Comparing this with (22), we conclude that

(the number of times 7 appears in f3)
= (the number of times i appears in A)

for each i € IN. In other words, the two partitions § and A contain each i € IN
the same number of times. But this entails that the partitions f and A are equal
(because a partition is uniquely determined by how often it contains each i € IN).
In other words, B = A. Thus, A = B. Now, forget that we fixed A. We thus have
proved that every partition A € Par such that & € & )A will satisfy A = p. Hence,
there exists at most one partition A € Par such that a € & )A. This completes the
proof of Lemma O
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The next lemma tells us that the action of &) on WC leaves some properties of
a partition unchanged:

Lemma 3.7. Let A € Par. Let o € &) A Then:
(a) We have |A| = |a].
(b) For every positive integer k, we have the logical equivalence@

(Aj < kforalli) <= (a; <k foralli).

(Note that we could have just as well required A € WC instead of A € Par in
Lemma [3.7, and we could have required & € G«A instead of a € &(,)A. But we
have chosen to state the lemma in the setting in which we will be applying it later
on.)

Proof of Lemma We have A € Par C WC, so that A = (A1, Ap, As, .. .).

We have & € &)A. In other words, there exists some 0 € &) such that
a = o - A. Consider this o.

We have o € S(w) € G Thus, o is a permutation of the set {1,2,3,...}; in
other words, ¢ is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}. Hence, its inverse
clisa bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...} as well. In other words, clisa
permutation of the set {1,2,3,...}.

We have A = (A1, A, A3,...). Now, & = (aq,a0,4a3,...), so that

([Xl,wz,[Xg,...):IX:O'- A :0"()\1,)\2,)L3,...)
=(Aq,A2,A3,...)

= (/\0.71(1),/\0.71(2),/\0.71(3), .. .)

(by the definition of the action of G, on WC).
(a) The definition of |A| yields

|)L|:)\1+)\2+/\3+"':. Z /\i:' 2 Agfl(i)
i€{1,23,..} i€{1,23,..}

here, we have substituted o= (i) for i in the sum,
since o1 is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}

= Agfl(l) —+ /\071(2) + /\071(3) 4+
The definition of |«| yields
‘0(| =K +a+a3+---= )\071(1) + /\071(2) -+ A071(3) + -

<since (1, 00,03,...) = ()\0-71(1),)\071(2),)\071(3),...>) )

24Here and in all similar situations, “for all i” means “for all positive integers i”.
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Comparing these two equalities, we find |A| = |«|. This proves Lemma (3.7] (a).

(b) Recall that ¢! is a permutation of the set {1,2,3,...}. Hence, the numbers
Ag-1(1), Ae-1(2), Ag-1(3), - - - are precisely the numbers Ay, Az, A3, ..., except possibly
in a different order. Thus, the numbers A,-1(1), Ag-1(2), Ag-1(3), - - - are all <k if and
only if the numbers A1, Ay, A3, ... are all < k. In other words, we have the following

logical equivalence:
<the numbers A,-1(1), Ag-1(2), Ag-1(3), - - - are all < k)
<= (the numbers A1, Ay, A3, ... areall <k). (23)

Now, we have the following chain of logical equivalences:

(a; < k for all i)
(the numbers aq, ap, a3, ... are all < k)

—
— (the numbers A,-1(1), Ag-1(2), Ag-13), - - areall < k)
(since (061, N2, X3, .. ) = </\071(1), /\071(2), /\071(3), .. ))

<= (the numbers Ay, Ay, A3,... are all < k) (by (23))
<= (Aj <kforalli).

In other words, we have the equivalence (A; < k for all i) <= (a; < k for all 7).
This proves Lemma [3.7] (b). O

Proof of Proposition (a) It is easy to see that for any m € IN, the formal power
series G (k,m) is homogeneous of degree m [°| Moreover, (3) yields

G (k)= Y. x“ =Y Y, x*=) G(km).

aeWC; meN aeWC; meN
a;<k for all i |a|=m;
—— a;<k for all i
= Z Z N’
melN T€|WC; :G(k,m)
x|=m; b
w;<k for all i by @)

(since |a|€IN for each acWC)

2 Proof. Let m € IN. For any &« € WC, the monomial x* is a monomial of degree |a|. Thus, if « € WC
satisfies |&| = m, then x* is a monomial of degree m (since |«| = m). Hence, Y x%isa
xeWGC;
|a|=m;
a;<k for all i
sum of monomials of degree m. In view of

G (k,m) = Z x* (by @)) ,
xaeWC;
|ac|=m;
w;<k for all i

we can restate this as follows: G (k,m) is a sum of monomials of degree m. Thus, the formal
power series G (k, m) is homogeneous of degree m. Qed.
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Thus, the family (G (k,m)),, .y is the homogeneous decomposition of G (k) (since
each G (k,m) is homogeneous of degree m). Hence, for each m € IN, the power
series G (k,m) is the m-th degree homogeneous component of G (k). This proves
Proposition [2.3] (a).

(b) Let us define the group & ., and its action on the set WC as in Subsection

B.1l Then,
Y. my = ) Yoox (24)
A€Par; . M " A€Par; €S (o)A
Ai<kforalli = X X' \.ckforalli
IXE(‘:’(OO)/\
(by (T9)

Now, we have the following equality of summation signs:

L X = ) > = L D

A€Par; — a€S A  A€Par €S (o)A A€Par RES (o) A;
Ai<k for all ¢ A;<k for all i a;<k for all i
A/_J “/—/
= Yy — Y
DCEG(OO))L; aeEWC;
u;<k for all i 2E€S (o)A
(because for each €6 o)A, we have the - a;<kforalli
equivalence (A;<k for all i) <= (a;<k for all i) (since &) ACWC)
(by Lemma [3.7] (b))
A€Par aeWC; aeWC; A€Par;
€S () A; aj<kforalli a€® A

w;<k for all i

Hence, becomes

Lo om= ) Y, x

A€Par; A€Par; 0466(00)/\
A<k for all i A<k for all i
= )y r
aeWC; A€Par;

a;<k for all i 0466(00)/\

- ¥ ¥« @)
aeWC; A€Par;
aj<kforalli acS,)A

Now, fix some &« € WC. Then, Lemma yields that there exists a unique

partition A € Par such that a € 6(00)/\. Thus, the sum )}, x* has exactly one

A€Par;
aneS (c0) A

addend. Hence, this sum simplifies as follows:

Z x* = x*. (26)
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Forget that we fixed x. We thus have proved for each « € WC. Thus,

becomes
Z my = Z Z x* = Z x“.
A€Par; aeWC; A€Par; aeWC;
Ai<k for all i aj<kforalli a€S o)A a;<k for all i
N———
:Xlx
(by (26))
Comparing this with (3), we obtain
Gk)y= ),  m. (27)
A€Par;

Ai<k for all i
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Comparing (3) with
(o]
[T (20444251
i=1\ 4
= Z x::‘
ue{0,1,...k—1}
o
= u _ Uy, U, U3
=1 Y = )y Xy xR
i=1 ue{0,1,...k—1} (u1,u0,u3,...)€{0,1,...k—1}°;
all but finitely many i satisfy 1;=0
= X
(ul,uz,ug,...)6{0,1,...,k—1}°°;
(uq,up,us,...)EWC
(since a sequence (111,Up,u3,...) of nonnegative integers
satisfies the statement “all but finitely many i satisfy 1;=0"
if and only if it satisfies (u1,up,u3,...)EWC)
(by the product rule)

_ up Uz, us
= Z Xp Xp" Xz
(ul,uz,u3,...)6{0,1,...,k—1}°°;
(ul,uz,ug,,...)GWC

N J/
-

(Ml,uz,ug,,...)GWC;
(uq,up,us,...)€{0,1,...k—1}%
(uq,up,u3,...) EWGC;
u;<k for all i
(because a weak composition (u1,u,u3,...) EWC
satisfies the statement (u1,up,u3,...)€{0,1,... k—1}
if and only if it satisfies “u; <k for all i”)

_ Uy up, U3 _ X1 .00 X3
= Y Xy Xp™Xg" e = )3 X Xp Xgm e
(ug,up,usz,...) EWGC; (aq,00,03,...) EWC; D
u; <k for all i a; <k for all i —x(@142,03,--.)
(by the definition of x(*14243--))
here, we have renamed the
summation index (uy,up,u3,...) as (aq,0a2,a3,...)
— Z X(uq,ocz,ucg,...) _ Z x&
(aq1,00,03,...) EWC; aeWGC;
a;<k for all i a;<k for all i

here, we have renamed the
summation index (a1, ap,a3,...) asa )’

we obtain o
G (k) =TT (x0+af+---+x1).
i=1
Combining this equality with and (3), we obtain
Gly= ¥ x= 3 m=[T(+al ).
aeWC; A€Par; i=1

a;<k for all i A<k for all i
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This proves Proposition 2.3] (b).
(c) Let m € IN. Let us define the group &, and its action on the set WC as in
Subsection Then,

Y. my = ) Yy X~ (28)

|A€|Par; B \Z/ - ‘/\elPar; OCGG(OO)A
Al=m; - Al=m;
i<k for all i "EEG ) i<k for all i

y (T9)

Now, we have the following equality of summation signs:

A€Par; HES (o)A A€Par €S (o)A
|Al=m; A|=m;
Ai<k for all i A<k for all i

———

= )y
OCEG(OQ)/\,‘
Al=m;
a;<k for all i
(because for each 0466(00))\, we have the
equivalence (A;<k for all i) <= (a;<k for all i)

(by Lemma [3.7] (b)))
A€Par ae(‘S(oo))\; A€Par 0666(00>)\;
|Al=m; |a|=m;
a;<k for all i a;<k for all i
— ——
= )y = )y
aeG(oo)/\; aeWC;
|| =m; €S (o)A,
a; <k for all i |a|=m;
(because for each a€G ), - aj<kforall i
we have M :‘M (smce G(OQ)AQWC)
(by Lemma (@))
A€Par aeWC; aeWC; A€Par;
HES (o) A; lac|=m; HES (o)A
|| =m; w;<k for all i

w; <k for all i

Hence, becomes

Lo om= ), Y x'= ), r X

A€Par; A€Par; 0(6(‘5(00))\ aeWC; A€Par;
|A|l=m; |A|=m; |a|=m; RES (o)A
Ai<k for all i A<k for all i a;j<kforall i “— —

= I z (by (26))

aeWC; A€Par;
|zx|:m; IXEG(OQ))\
w; <k for all i

= ) X (29)
aeEWC;
|a|=m;
a;<k for all i
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Now, () becomes

Gmy= Y x= Y m (by 9)).

aeWC; A€Par;
|| =m; A|=m;
w;<k for all i Ai<k for all i

This proves Proposition 2.3] (c).
(d) Let m € IN satisfy k > m. Then, each « € WC satisfying |a| = m must
automatically satisfy (a; < k forall i) P° Hence, the condition “a; < k for all i”

under the summation sign “ )}, ”is redundant and can be removed. In other
aeWC;
|| =m;
a;<k for all i
words, we have the following equality between summation signs:

L =)

aeWC; aeWC;
jal=m;  [a]=m
w; <k for all i

Now, (@) yields
Gkm)y= Y x"= ) x*=hy

aeWC; aeWC;
o] =n; o =m
w;<k for all i
h\,—/

= L
aeWC;
|ac|=m

(since the definition of hy, yields h,, = ), x*). This proves Proposition 2.3/ (d).

aeWC;
|a|=m

(e) Let m € IN, and assume that k = 2. Then, an « € WC satisfies (¢; < k for all 7)
if and only if it satisfies « € {0,1} (because we have the chain of logical equiva-

26Proof. Let & € WC satisfy |a| = m. We must prove that &; < k for all i.
Indeed, let i be a positive integer. We must prove that «; < k.
We have i € {1,2,3,...} (since i is a positive integer). The definition of |«| yields

|0¢|ZIX1+(X2+063+"'IZOCJ'=(X1'+Z o
=1 i>1; —
J# =0

(since ke WCCIN®)
(here, we have split off the addend for j = i from the sum)
> a;+ Z 0=uq;
=1
j#i
~——
=0

so that a; < |a| = m < k (since k > m). Thus, we have proved that a; < k. Qed.
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lences

(aj < kforalli) <= (a; <2 forall i) (since k = 2)
<= (a; € {0,1} for all i) (since &; € IN for all 7)
— (a€{0,1}%)

for each &« € WC). Therefore, the condition “a; < k for all i” under the summation

sign“ Y. ” can be replaced by “a € {0,1}*”. Thus, we obtain the following
aeWGC;
|a|=m;
a;<k for all i
equality between summation signs:

L =L =¥ - T

aeWG; aeWGC; aEWGC; xeWCN{0,1}%;
|a|=m; |a|=m; ae{0,1}7; |la|=m
wj<kforalli  ac{0,1}* |a|=m

Now, (@) yields
G (k,m) = Y. Xt = Y. x* = ey

xeWG; x€WCN{0,1}%;

|oc|=m; |ac|=m
w; <k for all i
N——r

= r
aeWCN{0,1}*;
|ac|=m
(since the definition of e, yields e, = Y x*). This proves Proposition 2.3
a€WCN{0,1}%;
|a[=m

(e).
(f) Let m = k. Thus, p, = px = M () (since k is a positive integer).
Now, if A € Par satisfies |A| = k, then we have the logical equivalence

(Aj < kforalli) <= (A # (k)). (30)

[Proof of (30): Let A € Par satisfy |A| = k. We must prove the equivalence (30).
We shall prove the “=" and “<=" directions of this equivalence separately:

=—>: Assume that (A; < k for all /). We must show that A # (k).

We have assumed that (A; < k for all 7). Applying this to i = 1, we obtain A; < k.
But if we had A = (k), then we would have A; = (k); = k, which would contradict
A1 < k. Hence, we cannot have A = (k). Thus, A # (k). This proves the “="
implication of the equivalence (30).

<=: Assume that A # (k). We must show that (A; < k for all 7).

Indeed, let i be a positive integer. Assume (for the sake of contradiction) that
A > k. But A is a partition (since A € Par); thus, Ay > Ay > A3 > --- and therefore
A1 > A > k. But |A| =k, so that

k=[Al=M+A+ A3+ (by the definition of |A|)
=M M+ +A+- ) 2 k+ (A2 + A3+ A +--).

>k
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Subtracting k from both sides of this inequality, we obtain 0 > Ay + Az +Ag + -+,
so that Ay + Az + A4 + - - - < 0. In other words, the sum of the numbers Ay, A3, Ay, ...
is < 0.

But the numbers Ay, A3, Ay, ... are nonnegative integers (since A is a partition).
Hence, the only way their sum can be < 0 is if they are all = 0. Since their sum is <
0, we thus conclude that they are all = 0. In other words, Ay = A3 =A4 =---=0.

Hence, A = (Aq). Thus, |A| = Ay, so that Ay = |A| = k. Hence, A = (\)\’1/) = (k).
—k

This contradicts A # (k).

This contradiction shows that our assumption (that A; > k) was false. Hence, we
must have A; < k.

Forget that we fixed i. We have now showed that (A; < k for all i). This proves
the “<=" implication of the equivalence (30).

We have now proven both implications of the equivalence (30). This concludes

the proof of (30).]
The logical equivalence yields the following equality of summation signs:

Y =) . (31)

A€Par; A€Par;
|A|=k; A|=k;
A<k for all i A# (k)

Now, one of the definitions of /i yields

he= Y, my= ) my

AePary A€Par;
IA|=k
(since Pary is the set of all A € Par satisfying |A| = k)
=my+ ), m
~~  A€Par;
=P A=k
A# (k)
(here, we have split off the addend for A = (k) from the sum)
= pr+ 2 my.
A€Par;
IAI=k;
A (k)
Hence,
hk — Pk = Z my.
A€Par;
Al=k;

A (K)
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On the other hand, Proposition [2.3|(¢) (applied to k instead of m) yields

Ghi= Y x= Y m=Y mm.
aeWC; A€Par; A€Par;
|a|=k; |A|=k; Al=k;
a;<k for all i A<k for all i A# (k)
——

= X
A€Par;
|Al=k;
A£(K)

(by @1))

Comparing these two equalities, we obtain G (k,k) = hy — py. In other words,
G (k,m) = hy, — pm (since m = k). This proves Proposition 2.3] (f). O

3.5. Skew Schur functions

Let us define a classical partial order on Par (see, e.g., [GriRei20, Definition 2.3.1]):

Definition 3.8. Let A and p be two partitions.
We say that u C Aif each i € {1,2,3,...} satisfies y; < A;.
We say that u A if we don’t have  C A.

For example, (3,2) C (4,2,1), but (3,2,1) € (4,2) (since (3,2,1); = 1 is not < to
(4,2)5 = 0).

For any two partitions A and y, a symmetric function s, , called a skew Schur
function is defined in [GriRei20, Definition 2.3.1] and in [Macdon95, §I.5] (see also
[Stanle01, Definition 7.10.1] for the case when u C A). We shall not recall its
standard definition here, but rather state a few properties.

The first property (which can in fact be used as an alternative definition of s, ;)
is the first Jacobi-Trudi formula for skew shapes; it states the following:

Theorem 3.9. Let A = (A, Ay, ..., Ap) and u = (p1, 42, ..., ji¢) be two partitions.

Then,

Theorem [3.9|appears (with proof) in [GriRei20, (2.4.16)] and in [Macdon95| Chap-
ter I, (5.4)].
The following properties of skew Schur functions are easy to see:

e If A is any partition, then s, , = s). (Recall that & denotes the empty parti-
tion.)

* If A and y are two partitions satisfying 4 £ A, then's,,, = 0.
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3.6. A Cauchy-like identity

We shall use the following identity, which connects the skew Schur functions s, /,,
the symmetric functions /1, from Definition 3.4{and the monomial symmetric func-
tions m:

Theorem 3.10. Recall the symmetric functions 4, defined in Definition Let
y be any partition. Then, in the ring k [[x, y|], we have

Yo sau(0sa(y) =su(y)- Y, ha(x)ma(y).

A€Par A€Par

Here, we are using the notations introduced in Subsection

Theorem appears in [Macdon95, fourth display on page 70], but let us give
a proof for the sake of completeness:

Proof of Theorem A well-known identity (proved, e.g., in [Macdon95, Chapter
I, (4.2)] and in [GriRei20, proof of Proposition 2.5.15]) says that

[ee]

-1
[T (=)= ), m()mi(y). (33)
i,j=1 A€Par
(Here, the product sign “ 1" means “ I "))
ij=1 (i,))e{1,2,3,...}?

Another well-known identity (proved, e.g., in [Macdon95, §1.5, example 26] and
in [GriRei20| Exercise 2.5.11(a)]) says that

o0

Y sa (s (y) =su () [T (1—xy)

A€Par i,j=1

If we swap the roles of x = (x1,x2,%3,...) and y = (y1,¥2,¥3,...) in this identity,
then we obtain

[e0]

Y s (s (0 =suy)- TT (1—wim)

A€Par ij=1

In view of

Yoosa(W)sau(x) =), sasu(x)sa(y)
A€Par S~ )\cPar
=s)/u(x)s7(y)
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and
1
L= yjx;

~—~—
:xiyj

-

gun

|

<

\R
:|8< ::18

1

here, we have renamed the index (i,j) as (j,1)
in the product

ij

1 A€Par

—TI0-x9) " = T mm(y)  (by @G,
Z]:

this rewrites as

Y. sau ()saly) =suly)- Y, ha(x)ma(y).

AePar A€Par

This proves Theorem [3.10] O

3.7. The k-algebra homomorphism «; : A — k

Recall that the family (hy),~; = (h1,h2,h3,...) is algebraically independent and
generates A as a k-algebra. Thus, A can be viewed as a polynomial ring in the (in-
finitely many) indeterminates hy, hy, h3, . ... The universal property of a polynomial
ring thus shows that if A is any commutative k-algebra, and if (a1,4p,4a3,...) is any
sequence of elements of A, then there is a unique k-algebra homomorphism from
A to A that sends h; to a; for all positive integers i. We shall refer to this as the
h-universal property of A. It lets us make the following deflmtlonl

Definition 3.11. Let k be a positive integer. The h-universal property of A shows
that there is a unique k-algebra homomorphism &y : A — k that sends h; to
[i < k] for all positive integers i. Consider this ay.

We will use this homomorphism «j several times in what follows; let us thus
begin by stating some elementary properties of .

Lemma 3.12. Let k be a positive integer.
(a) We have
ay (hy) = [i < k] for all i € IN. (34)
(b) We have
ag (hy) =10 <1i <Kk foralli € Z. (35)

2’We are using the Iverson bracket notation (see Convention here.
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(c) Let A be a partition. Define &, as in Definition Then,
ar (hy) = [Ai < k for all i]. (36)
(Here, “for all i” means “for all positive integers i”.)

Proof of Lemma Note that 0 < k (since k is positive).

(@) Let i € IN. We must prove that ay (h;) = [i < k|. If i > 0, then this follows
from the definition of a;. Thus, we WLOG assume that we don’t have i > 0. Hence,
i = 0 (since i € IN). Therefore, h; = hg = 1, so that ay (h;) = a; (1) = 1 (since ay
is a k-algebra homomorphism). On the other hand, i = 0 < k, so that [i < k| = 1.
Comparing this with ay (h;) = 1, we obtain ay (h;) = [i < k]. This proves Lemma
2 (a).

(b) Let i € Z. We must prove that ay (h;) = [0 < i < k|. If i < 0, then this easily
follows from 0 = 0 [ Hence, we WLOG assume that we don’t have i < 0.
Therefore, i > 0, so that i € N. Hence, Lemma [3.12] (a) yields a; (h;) = [i < k]. On
the other hand, the statement “0 < i < k” is equivalent to the statement “i < k”
(since 0 < i holds automatically?’); thus, [0 < i < k] = [i < k]. Comparing this with
ax (h;) = [i < k], we obtain ay (h;) = [0 < i < k]|. This proves Lemma [3.12 (b).

(c) We recall the following simple property of truth values: If £ € IN, and if
Ay, Ay, ..., Ay are ( logical statements, then

{
H [.Al [./42] [.Ag] = [./41 ANAy N+ A Ag]

i=1
= [A;forallie {1,2,...,0}]. (37)

Now, write the partition A in the form A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ap), where Aq, Ay, ..., Ay
are positive integers. Then, the definition of &, yields

Iy = I, I, = [Tha,

28Proof. Assume that i < 0. Thus, h; = 0, so that a; (h;) = a; (0) = 0 (since a; is a k-algebra
homomorphism). But the statement “0 < i < k” is false (since i < 0); hence, [0 <i < k] = 0.
Comparing this with ay (h;) = 0, we obtain ay (h;) = [0 < i < k], ged.

2pecause i > 0
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Applying the map aj to both sides of this equality, we find

¢ ¢
ag () = ay <Eh)\i> =11 g (hAiZ

i=1
= [)\,‘<k]
(by (34), applied to A; instead of i)

(since ay is a k-algebra homomorphism)
14
=] <kl=[Ai<kforallie {1,2,...,¢}] (38)
i=1

(by (37), applied to A; = (“A; < k7).

But we have A = (Aq,Ap,...,Ap) and thus Apyq1 = Apyp = Apyg = --- = 0. In
other words, we have A\; = 0 foralli € {¢{+1,/+2,(+3,...}. Hence, we have
Ai < kforalli € {{+1,0+2,0+3,...} (since A; = 0 implies A; < k (because
0 < k)).

Now, we have the following equivalence of logical statements:

(A; < k for all i)
<= (A; < k for all positive integers 7)

<— | A <kforallie {1,2,3,...}
N—
{12, L U{0+1,042,0+3,..}
< (A <kforallie {1,2,..., 0y U{{+1,0+2,0+3,...})
< (Mi<kforallie {1,2,...,¢} andallie {{+1,0+2,(+3,...})
< (M <kforallie {1,2,...,0})N(Aj<kforallie {{+1,0+2,0+3,...})

J/

<= (true)
(since we have A;<k for all i€ {¢+1,+2,+3,..})

< (A <kforallie {1,2,...,0}) A (true)
e (Aj<kforallie {1,2,...,0}).
Hence,
[Ai <kforalli] =[A; <kforallie {1,2,...,0}].

Comparing this with (38), we obtain ay (h,) = [A; < k for all i]. Thus, Lemma [3.12]
(c) is proved. O

3.8. Proof of Lemma 2.7

We shall give two proofs of Lemma one using the homomorphism a; from
Definition and one by direct manipulation of determinants.

First proof of Lemma[2.7] Recall that a : A — k is a k-algebra homomorphism.

Thus, ay respects determinants; i.e., if (ai/j)l <i<m, 1<j<m e A™ "M is an m X m-matrix
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over A (for some m € IN), then

13 <det ((a,"j>1§i§m, 1§j§m>)
= det ( (e (1)1 i, 1jem ) - (39)

Applying ay to both sides of the equality (32), we obtain

= det K (l’l/\i,m,i+]’>

=[0<A;—pj—i+j<k]|
(by B5), applied to A;—pj—i+j
instead of i) 1<i<¢, 1<j<¢

(40)

Clearly, the integer aj (sy/,) does not depend on the choice of £. In view of the
equality (40), we can rewrite this as follows: The integer

This proves Lemma O
Second proof of Lemma It suffices to show that

det <([0 SAi—pi—itj< k})1<1<€, 1<]<£>
0<Ai—pji—i+j<k]) oy 1§jszz+1> :

So let us prove this.
From y = (p1, p2, ..., 4¢), we obtain py 1 = 0. From A = (A, A, ..., Ap), we
obtain Ay = 0. Hence,

=Aep1—per1=0
(since Aypy1=0and p;1=0)

(since 0 < 0 < k).
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Recall that Ay ;1 = 0. Hence, each j € {1,2,..., ¢} satisfies
[0§/\g+1—]/lj—(€+1)+j<k}:0 (41)

In other words, the first ¢ entries of the last row of the matrix
([0<Ai—pj—i+j<k]) icom 1<j<¢s are 0. Hence, if we expand the deter-

minant of this matrix along this last row, then we obtain a sum having only one
(potentially) nonzero addend, namely

[0<Ap1—pprr — (L+1)+ (0+1) <K -det(([O SAi—p—itj< k})1<i<€, 1<]'<£>

~~

=1
= det ([0 < A= pj—i+j < k)

Thus,
det <([0 SAi—pj—itj< k})lgigﬁ, 1§j§£>
= det (([O <Ai—pj—i+j< k])1§ig£+1, 1§j§£+1> :
This completes our second proof of Lemma D

Our first proof of Lemma 2.7| has an additional consequence that will be useful
to us:

Lemma 3.13. Let k be a positive integer. Let A and p be two partitions. Then, the
homomorphism aj : A — k from Definition satisfies

ar (sa/u) = pety (A, ). (42)

Proof of Lemma Write the partitions A and p in the forms A = (Ay,Ay,..., Ay)
and u = (p1, p2,..., ) for some ¢ € N @ Then, the equality (40) (which we
showed in our first proof of Lemma yields

i (sp/) = det (([O SAi—p—itj< kD1<i<£, 1g]'§z> = pet (A, p)

(by the definition of pet; (A, t)). This proves Lemma [3.13| O

AMyr— pj —(l+1)+ j <0-0-£+{=0. Hence,
DN S
=0 >0 >/ <t
0 < Aps1—pj— (£+1) +j < k cannot hold. Thus, [0 < Agyq — pj— (£41) 4 < k] = 0. Qed.

31Such an ¢ can always be found, since each of A and y has only finitely many nonzero entries.

30Proof of .- Letj € {1,2,...,£}. Then,

~ =t =/=
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3.9. Proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition Write the partitions A and p in the forms A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ay)
and u = (p1, 42, ..., 4y) for some £ € N @ The definition of pet, (A, ) yields

pet, (A, u) = det 0<A—pj—i+j<k

This is equivalent to pj—j<A;—i<p;—j+k

:det(([yj—]'ﬁ Ai—i< Vj_j+k})1<i<£, 1<j<£> : (43)

Let B be the £ x f-matrix ([pj —j < Aj—i < pj—j+k]) € k**. Then,

rewrites as follows:

pet, (A, i) = detB. (44)

We will use the concept of Petrie matrices (see [GorWil74, Theorem 1]). Namely,
a Petrie matrix is a matrix whose entries all belong to {0,1} and such that the 1’s
in each column occur consecutively (i.e., as a contiguous block). In other words, a
Petrie matrix is a matrix whose each column has the form

T
0,0,...,01,1,...,1,0,0,...,0 (45)

J

~\~

a zeroes b ones ¢ zeroes

for some nonnegative integers a,b,c (where any of a,b,c can be 0). For example,

0 01 010
1 0 1 | isa Petrie matrix, but | 1 0 0 | isnot.
000 011

A well-known result due to Fulkerson and Gross (first stated in [FulGro65, §8
says that if a square matrix A is a Petrie matrix, then

detA € {—1,0,1}. (46)

Now, we shall show that B is a Petrie matrix.

Indeed, fix some j € {1,2,...,¢}. We have Ay > Ay > --- > Ay (since A is a
partition) and thus Ay —1 > A, —2 > ... > A, — £. In other words, the numbers
Aj—iforie {1,2,...,0} decrease as i increases. Hence, the setofalli € {1,2,...,¢}
satistying pj —j < A; —i < pj — j + k is a (possibly empty) integer interva]@ Let
us denote this integer interval by I;. Therefore, if we let i range over {1,2,...,(},
then the truth value [pj —j < Aj —i < pj—j+k] will be 1 for all i € I, and 0 for

32Such an / can always be found, since each of A and u has only finitely many nonzero entries.

3See [GorWil74, Theorem 1] for an explicit proof.

34 An integer interval means a subset of Z that has the form {a,a+1,...,b} for some a € Z and
b e Z. (If a > b, then this is the empty set.)
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all other i. Since I; is an integer interval, this means that this truth value will be 1
when i lies in a certain integer interval (namely, I;) and 0 when i lies outside it. In
other words, the j-th column of the matrix B has a contiguous (but possibly empty)
block of 1’s (in the rows corresponding to all i € I;), while all other entries of this
column are 0 (because the entries of the j-th column of B are precisely these truth
values [jj —j < Aj—i < pj—j+k| forallie {1,2,...,£}). Therefore, this column
has the form for some nonnegative integers a, b, c.

Now, forget that we fixed j. We thus have proved that for each j € {1,2,...,¢},
the j-th column of B has the form @ for some nonnegative integers a, b, c. In other
words, each column of B has this form. Hence, B is a Petrie matrix (by the definition
of a Petrie matrix). Therefore, (applied to A = B) yields detB € {—1,0,1}.
Thus, becomes pet, (A, u) = detB € {—1,0,1}. This proves Proposition

O

3.10. First proof of Theorem 2.17
We are now ready for our first proof of Theorem

First proof of Theorem[2.17} We shall use the notations k [[x]], k[[x,y]], x, y, f (x)
and f (y) introduced in Subsection If R is any commutative ring, then R [[y]]
shall denote the ring R{[[y1,Y2,V3,...]] of formal power series in the indetermi-
nates y1,Y2,Y3, . . . over the ring R. We will identify the ring k [[x, y]] with the ring
(k[[x]]) [ly]] = (k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[y1,¥2,¥3,.-.]]. Note that A C k|[[x]] and thus
Allyl] € (k[x)) [[yl] = k [[x,yl]. We equip the rings k [[yl], A [[y]] and k[[x,]]
with the usual topologies that are defined on rings of power series, where A itself
is equipped with the discrete topology. This has the somewhat confusing conse-
quence that A [[y]] C k[[x,y]] is an inclusion of rings but not of topological spaces;
however, this will not cause us any trouble, since all infinite sums in A [[y]] we will

consider (such as ) sy, (x)sa(y) and Y &y (x) my (y)) will converge to the
AePar AcPar
same value in either topology.

We consider both k [[y]] and A as subrings of A [[y]] (indeed, k [[y]] embeds into
A []y]] because k is a subring of A, whereas A embeds into A [[y]] because A [[y]]
is a ring of power series over A).

In this proof, the word “monomial” may refer to a monomial in any set of vari-
ables (not necessarily in x1, xp, x3, . . .).

Recall the k-algebra homomorphism a; : A — k from Definition This
k-algebra homomorphism &, : A — k induces a k [[y]]-algebra homomorphism
ar [[y]] : Ally]] = k|[]y]], which is given by the formula

(ax [[y]]) Z fan | = Z ag (fo)n

n is a monomial n is a monomial

in y1/y2/y3/“' in y1/y21y3/~~
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for any family (fu), is a monomial in y1,y5,ys,... Of €lements of A. This induced k [[y]]-
algebra homomorphism wy [[y]] is k [[y]]-linear and continuous (with respect to the
usual topologies on the power series rings A [[y]] and k [[y]]), and thus preserves
infinite k [[y]]-linear combinations. Moreover, it extends &y (that is, for any f € A,

we have (a [[y]]) (f) = ax (f))-
Recall the skew Schur functions s/, defined in Subsect Also, recall the

symmetric functions &) defined in Definition Theorem yields
s X)s =5 : hy (x) m = S hy (x) m
). A (X)sa(y) = su (y) Y ha(x)my (y) Y su(y) ha(x) A(Yl

A€Par A€Par A€Par

= (y)ha(x)
= Y su(y)ma(y)ha(x) = Y su(y) ma(y)ha
A€Par \-:\hf;/ A€Par

Comparing this with

Y o sam(X)sa(y) =Y, sa(¥)sasu(x) =Y. sa(y)sasu
AePar S~ \cPar ~——" A€Par
=sa(y)sa/u(x) =S\ /u

we obtain

Yo sa(Wsau= Y, su(y)ma(y)ha

A€Par A€Par

Consider this as an equality in the ring A [[y]] = A [[y1, Y2, V3, -..]]- Apply the map
ar [[y]] : Ally]] = k|[]y]] to both sides of this equality. We obtain

) < Y. sa(y) SA/y) (ax [[y] ( Y suly h/\)-
A€Par A€Par

Comparing this with

(ax [[y]]) (Z sa(y 5A/y>

A€Par
= ) sa(y) (e [lyl]) (sazp)
A€Par -
(s
(since ay[[y]] e tendszxk)
(since the map ay [[y]] preserves infinite k [[y]] -linear combinations)
= 2 sa(y) - a(saze) = X sa(y)-pete (A, ) = ) pety (A, ) -5 (y),
A€Par ~———  A€Par A€Par
=peti(Ap)

(by @2))
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we obtain

Y. pety (A, 1) -5 (y)

A€Par

= (ax [[y]]) (Aezparsu (y) ma (y) h/\) = AGZPMSV (y)maly) (o [:[ay](]h) ghA)

(since a[[y]] extends ay)
(since the map ay [[y]] preserves infinite k [[y]] -linear combinations)

= Y sm(y) mn) = Y si(y)mi(y)-[A <kforalli
Ae€Par :[Ai<kvfor all i) A€Par
(by (B8))
= Y [Ai<kforalli]-s, (y)m(y).
A€Par

Renaming the indeterminates y = (y1,Y2,¥3,...) as x = (x1,X2,x3,...) on both
sides of this equality, we obtain

Y. pet (A, p) -5 (x)

A€Par
= Y [Ai<kforalli]-s, (x)my(x) = Y [A;i <kforalli]-s,my
A€Par S~y A€Par
:SV =my
= Z i)\i < k for all il Sy + Z i)\i < k for all il IO
A€Par; ) :’1 A€Par; ‘ :’0
Ai<k for all i (since A;<k for all i) not (A;<k for all i) (since we don’t have “A; <k for all i”)

(since any A € Par satisfies either (A; < k for all i) or not (A; < k for all 7))

= ) sum+ ) Osumy = Y. sumy.

A€Par; A€Par; A€Par;
A<k for all i not (A;<k for all i) A<k for all i
=0
Comparing this with
G (k) sy =sy- G (k) =su- Y, my= Y, sumy,
v A€Par; A€Par;
= )» my Ai<k for all i Ai<k for all i
A€Par;

Ai<k for all i
(by Proposition[2.3] (b))

we obtain

G(k)-spy= ) petp(A,pu) 50 (x) = ) pety (A u)sy.
A€Par ~— A€Par

This proves Theorem
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3.11. Second proof of Theorem [2.17]

Our second proof of Theorem will rely on [GriRei20, §2.6] and specifically on
the notion of alternants:

Second proof of Theorem If f € k[[x1,x2,x3,...]] is any formal power series, and
if £ € N, then f (x1,x2,...,xy) shall denote the formal power series

f(x1,x2,...,%x4,0,0,0,...) € k[[x1,x2,...,%]]

that is obtained by substituting 0,0,0, ... for the variables xy,1, Xp12, Xyy3,...in f.
Equivalently, f (x1,x2,...,xy) can be obtained from f by removing all monomials

that contain any of the variables xy,1, Xy42, X¢43,.... This makes it clear that any
f € k|[[x1,x2,x3,...]] satisfies
f=lim f(x1,x2,...,x¢) 47)
{—o00

(where the limit is taken with respect to the usual topology on k [[x1, X2, x3, . . .]]).

Let ¢ (1) denote the length of the partition y; this is defined as the unique i € IN
such that py, yp, ..., u; are positive but p; 1, dit2, Hit3, ... are zero. Thus, ¢ (u) is
the number of parts of y.

Fix an £ € N such that ¢ > ¢ (u).

Let P, denote the set of all partitions with at most ¢ parts. We shall show that

(G (k) (x1,x2,...,x¢) = sy (x1,%2,..., %)

= ) pety (A, p) sy (x1,x2,...,x). (48)
AEP,

Once this is done, the usual “let ¢ tend to co” argument (analogous to [GriRei20),
proof of Corollary 2.6.11]) will yield the validity of Theorem

Any partition A € P, satisfies Ayy 1 = Apyp = Apyg = -+ = 0 and thus A =
(A1, A2,...,Ay). Thus, any partition A € Py can be regarded as an /-tuple of non-
negative integers. In other words, P, C IN‘. More precisely, the partitions A € P,
are precisely the /-tuples (A1, Ay, ..., Ay) € IN¢ satisfying Ay > Ay > -+ > Ay

Define the (-tuplep = (¢ -1, —2,...,0) € INY.

For any /(-tuple a € IN? and each i € {1,2,...,¢}, we shall write «; for the i-th
entry of .

For any (-tuple & € INY, we let x* denote the monomial x]'x5? - - - x}".

Let &, denote the symmetric group of the set {1,2,...,¢}. This group &, acts by
k-algebra homomorphisms on the polynomial ring k [x1, x, ..., x/].

The symmetric group &, also acts on the set N’ by permuting the entries of an
{-tuple; namely,

c-B= (50,1(1),160,1(2),...,ﬁ071(€)> forany c € Gyand B € NG
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This action has the property that
x7P =0 (xﬁ> for any ¢ € &, and B € N°.

For any ¢ € &, we let (—1)7 denote the sign of the permutation ¢.
If « € N is any /-tuple, then we define the polynomial a, € k [x1,x2,...,x] by

4y = Z (—1)0(7(7(“) = det ((x;‘i)1<i<£, 1<j<€) .

ceS)

This polynomial a, is called the x-alternant.

We define addition of /-tuples & € IN entrywise (so that (a + B); = &; + p; for
every o, € N’ and i € {1,2,...,£}). Thus, A +p € N’ for each A € Py (since
A € P, C NY). Note that

x* - xP = x4+P (49)
for any a, B € IN’.

It is known ([GriRei20, Corollary 2.6.7]) that

Ax+p
sy(xy,xg,...,x) = —+ (50)
p

for every A € Py. (The denominator 4, is a non-zero-divisor in the ring k [x1,x2,...,%¢],
Ax+p

and the quotient exists.)

0
Note that ¢ > ¢ (u), so that ¢ (u) < £; in other words, the partition y has at most
¢ parts (since ¢ (u) is the number of parts of j). In other words, u € P,.

35Here is why the second equality sign in this equality holds:
Let a € N’ be any (-tuple. Then, each ¢ € &, satisfies

o _ L IV . A NS | ay e
o X =0 (a7 ) = o) ¥o2) " Yo (o)
:x‘]"lxgz__x;‘z

(by the definition of the action of &, on k [x1, X, ..., x/]). Thus,

‘7§5/ (-1)7 w = gé[ (-1)7 xgl(l)x?(z) . ~x§‘(€),
) ayp A ay /

=Xe()Xe(2) o (0)

Comparing this with

. : by the definition
L8 — _ 1\ %1 X Ny y
det ((x]. )1<i<f, 1<j<Z) =L =D Yo()¥e2) " Fale) ( )’

of a determinant

i — v &) — qi
we obtain aezeg( 1)7 o (x*) = det ((x] )195& 1<j<é>' Qed.
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Now, define « € N’ by & = u + p. Proposition (b) yields
G (k) =TT (x0+af+---+x1).
=1

1

Substituting 0,0,0, ... for xy,1, Xp42, Xy 43,... in this equality, we obtain

(G (k)) (x1,x2,...,%p)

= (ﬁ(x?+x}+---+x§‘—1>>- I (0°+0" +-- 0

=041 -~

=1
(since 0°=1 and 0/=0 for all 7>0)
4 . k=1
() 1T T &
i=1 ~ - i=1 j=0
k=1
= Z xi
j=0
= ) bl (by the product rule)
L Y
(ujzreje) €401 =1} _ (itiare)

(by the definition of x(jl’jZ"“']f))

_ Z x2rwje) — Z xP

(j1,j2reemrje) €401, k—1}" pe{01,... k—1}"
—— ——
= L
BENY;
Bi<k for all i

(here, we have substituted § for (ji,j2,...,j¢) in the sum)

- T A

BENY;
Bi<k for all i

(Here and in the rest of this proof, “for all i” means “for alli € {1,2,...,¢}".)

From (51), we see that (G (k)) (x1,x2,...,X;) is a polynomial in k [x1, X2, ..., x/]
(not merely a power series in k [[x1, x2, . .., x¢]]). This polynomial (G (k)) (x1,x2,..., %) €
k [x1,x7,...,x¢] is invariant under the action of &, (because of , or alternatively,
because G (k) is a symmetric power series). In other words,

7 (G (K)) (1, %2, %)) = (G (k) (31,2, ., %) (52)

for any 0 € &,.
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But froma, = ¥ (—1)7 0 (x*), we obtain
reSy

(G (k) (x1,x2, .., %) - Aa
= (G (k)) (x1,x2,...,xp) - Z (—1)7 o (x4)

reSy
= ¥ (-1 (G(K) (x1, 32, ., ) 0 (x)
e —r(G(K)) (xp22,-%2))
(by (52))

= Z (—1)‘7£7((G(k))(xl,xz,...,xg))-a(x“l

€Sy g
T —((Gk)) (31, X2,me ()X
(since &y acts on k[x1,x3,...,%/]
by k-algebra homomorphisms)

=) (-1)7¢c (G (k) (x1,x2,..., xp) -x*
ceS) ~

= Z xﬁ
,BEINe;

Bi<k for all i

D I S R s o e

cedy BENY; BENY; re6y B
Bi<k for all i Bi<k for all i —x4tp
(by ED)
= ) Yo () = Y ap
ﬁEINe; ceS, , ﬁEINk;
Bi<k for all i Bi<k for all i

=Aay1p
(since a4 p is defined

by a, = e% (,1)00(,(“-9-/5))
7eSy

= Y. a, (53)

YENY;
0<7;,—a;<k for all i

(here, we have substituted < for a + § in the sum).
It is well-known (and easy to check using the properties of determinantﬂ that
if an /-tuple v € IN has two equal entries, then

Moreover, any /-tuple ¢ € N’ and any ¢ € &, satisfy

3gpecifically: using the fact that a square matrix with two equal rows always has determinant 0
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(This, too, follows from the properties of determinants{ﬂ)
Let SP, denote the set of all /-tuples § € N’ such that §; > d, > --- > &;. Then,
the map

P, — SPy,
A= A+p (56)
is a bijection.
If an (-tuple y € N’ has no two equal entries, then y can be uniquely written in
the form ¢ - § for some ¢ € &y and some § € SP, (indeed, ¢ is the result of sorting

7 into decreasing order, while ¢ is the permutation that achieves this sorting). In
other words, the map

Sy x SPy — {'y e N* | the ¢-tuple  has no two equal entries} ,
(0,0) —0-0 (57)

is a bijection.

¥ specifically: using the fact that permuting the rows of a square matrix results in its determinant
getting multiplied by the sign of the permutation
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Now, becomes
(G (k)) (x1,x2,...,%p) - aq

vENS
0<7;,—a;<k for all i

= ). ay + ). Ay

')/ENK} 'YGNE; —0
0<7y;—w;<k for all i; 0<7;—a;<k for all i; (by_)
the ¢-tuple 7y has no two equal entries the ¢-tuple v has two equal entries
- )3 Ay
vENY;

0<7y;—w;<k for all i;
the ¢-tuple v has no two equal entries

= ) [0 <9 —a; <kforalli]-a,

YENY;
the ¢-tuple v has no two equal entries

= Z 0<(0c-9);—a;j<kforalli| - a,;
(0,6)€6,xSP, ‘Tsv-’ ("1)%
=5 1, =(=1)%a;
=y ¥ v by B5)
(SESPZ (766[

here, we have substituted ¢ - § for v in the sum,
since the map is a bijection

=Y ¥ [0<6 - w<kforalli] -(~1)7a,
6€SP, 0EG, ~ — L

:ﬁ —ai<k]

i=1

4
=1 [0<8i—ay(;) <k]
i=1

08,1y

(here, we have substituted o (i)
for i in the product, since ¢ is a bijection)

4

=Y Y (TT]o<di—amy <k ] (-1)7a

5esSp, o€, \i=1

;r
= ¥ (=17 IT[0<6—a ;) <k]
UEG( i=1

—det( ([0<6i—a;<K])

(by the definition of a determinant)

_ J;SP det (( 0<6—a;<k]),icy 1§jg) as
4

= L det ([0 (A +p) =0 <K)ycicy 1oie) Bt (58)
€y

(here, we have substituted A + p for ¢ in the sum, since the map is a bijection).
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Every A € Pyand every i,j € {1,2,..., ¢} satisfy

A,—/ v
A =)
since the definition o . H
yields p;=/—1) P (since a=p+p)
=Ai+l—i—  (ptp); =M+ l—i—(g+l—])

N e’
=pjtoj=pj+l=]
(since the definition of p
yields p;=£—j)
Now, (applied to A = p) yields
Apto _ Au
(since p + p = «). Multiplying this equality by (G (k)) (x1, x2,...,x¢), we find

Su (x1,%2,...,%p) =

(G (k) (x1,x2,...,x¢) -5 (x1,%2,..., %)

a
= (G (k) (x1,x2,...,x) - —
o
1
= EG(k))(xl,xz,...,xg)ﬂ,,ﬁ
14 ~~
:A% det(([0§(A+p)i—aj<k])lglg/ 1S]§£>a/\+p
(by B8))
_ 1. Zdet( ([0<(A+p); —aj <k]),_, >aA
ap 3, ] 1<i<t, 1<j<¢ o
a
= ) det 0< (A+p); —a; <k “Atp
AEP, %/—/ ap
=Aj—pi—i+j ~—~—
(by .) 1/ 1<i<e,1<j<e) ™ (ﬁ‘; xi) )
= Z det (([0 < A; —;l/lj—i—f-j < k})1<i<ﬁ, 1<]<£> SA (xl,X2,...,Xg)
AEP; - -~ -
=pety (A1)

(by the definition of pet; (A,u))

= ) pety (A, u)sa (x1,%2,.., X¢).
)\Epg

This proves (48).
On the other hand, it is known (see, e.g., [GriRei20, Exercise 2.3.8(b)]) that if A is

a partition having more than ¢ parts, then

sy (xq,x2,...,x7) =0. (60)
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Now, each partition A € Par either has at most ¢ parts or has more than ¢ parts
(but not both at the same time). Hence,

Y pety (A, p) sy (x1,x2,..., %))

A€Par
= ) pet, (A, u) sy (x1,x2,...,x¢)
A€Par;
A has at most ¢ parts
=T
AEPy
(by the definition of Py)
-+ Z petk ()\,‘I/l) S\ (xlleI"'/xf)
A€Par; b M g
A has more than ¢ parts (by:)
— Z petk (/\,‘u) SA\ (xl,xZ,...,Xg)—f‘ Z petk (A/.u)o
AEP, A€Par;

A has more than ¢ parts

N

=0

= ) pety (A, u)sa (x1,%2,.., %)
AEP,

Comparing this with [@8), we obtain

(G (k)) (x1,x2,...,%0) -5y (x1,%2, ..., %)

= Y pety (A, p) sy (x1,x2,...,%p). (61)
A€Par

Forget that we fixed ¢. Thus, we have proved for each ¢ € IN that satisfies
¢ > ¢ (). Thus, for each ¢ € IN that satisfies ¢ > ¢ (j1), we have
(G (k) - su) (x1,%2,...,%p)
= (G (k) (x1,x2, ..., %) -5 (x1,X2,...,Xp)

= Y pety (A, p) sy (x1,x2,..., %) (by (61)). (62)

A€Par
Now, (#7) (applied to f = G (k) - 5,) yields

G (k) sy = Zl;n;o \(G (k) - su) (x1,x2,...,%¢)

S/

-~

:AZP pet (Ap)sy(x1,X2,...,x¢) when £>£(u)
clar

(by 62))
= lim Y pet, (A, p)sy(x1,x2,...,%0).

=00 A€Par
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Comparing this with

pet, (A, u) S\ = pet, (A, ) lim sy (x1,x2,..., %)
/\GZPar L~ /\EZPar o0
=1lim s, (x1,X2,...,X¢)
by @D
= lim Y pet, (A, p)sy(x1,x2,...,%)
St A€Par
@ we obtain
G(k)-su= Y pet, (A u)sy.

A€Par

This completes the second proof of Theorem O

3.12. Proofs of Corollary 2.18, Theorem [2.9] and Corollary [2.10|

Having proved Theorem we can now obtain Corollary Theorem 2.9 and
Corollary as easy consequences:

Proof of Corollary 2.18} Forget that we fixed m. If n € IN, then the power series
G (kn—[ul) sy, ifn > |ul;

. € k|[[x1,x2,x3,...]] is homogeneous of degree n
0, if n < |y

3Why were we allowed to interchange the limit with the summation sign here? One way to justify
this is by realizing that each Schur function s, and therefore each polynomial s (x1,x2,...,xy)
are homogeneous of degree |A|, and for each n € IN there are only finitely many partitions
A € Par satisfying |[A| = n. This entails that each individual monomial m is affected only by
finitely many addends in the sums appearing on both sides of our equation.

Gk —|ul) s, ifn > [p];

is homo-
0, if n < |p|

3 Proof. Let n € IN. We must prove that the power series {

geneous of degree n.

We are in one of the following two cases:

Case 1: We have n > |u|.

Case 2: We have n < |p|.

Let us first consider Case 1. In this case, we have n > |u|. Hence, n — |i| € IN. But Proposition
(@) (applied to m = n — |u|) yields that the symmetric function G (k,n — |u|) is the (n — |u])-
th degree homogeneous component of G (k). Hence, G (k,n — |u|) is homogeneous of degree
n—[ul.

On the other hand, recall that for any A € Par, the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree
|A|. Applying this to A = p, we conclude that the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree
ul-

So we know that G (k,n — |u|) is homogeneous of degree n — ||, whereas s, is homogeneous
of degree |u|. Since A is a graded algebra, this entails that the power series G (k,n — |u|) - s,
(being the product of G (k,n — |u|) and s,) is homogeneous of degree (n — [u|) + |u|. In other
words, the power series G (k,n — ||) - s, is homogeneous of degree 1 (since (1 — |u|) + |p| = n).

G (kn—|ul) - s if 1> [l

) is homogeneous of degree n
0, if n < |u

In other words, the power series {
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In the proof of Proposition 2.3 (a), we have shown that G (k) = Y, G (k,m).
meN
Multiplying both sides of this equality by s,, we find

G (k) sy = (Z G(k,m)) su= Y. G(km)-sy.

meN melN

(since

G(kn—pl)-sp, ifn>|ul;
{ (k,n—|p|) - s, 1”—'”"—G(k,n—|}4|)'5y (because n > |u|)

0, ifn<|p

Gkn—Iul) sy, ifn=>|ul; .
). Thus, we have proved in Case 1 that the power series {0 (om = [ul) -5y ?f " :]4 is
, un < |p

homogeneous of degree n.

Let us now consider Case 2. In this case, we have n < |u|. The power series 0 is homoge-
neous of degree n (since 0 is homogeneous of any degree). In other words, the power series
{G(k,n—ww-sy, if > |pl;

_ is homogeneous of degree n (since
0, if n < |y

{G(k,n— 1)) s, ifm = ful; _ 0 (because n < |u|)

0, ifn<|p

). Thus, we have proved in Case 2 that the power series {G (o = 1pl) - sy %f n 2l is
0, if n < |y

homogeneous of degree n.

G (kn—|ul) sp, ifn > |p|;

0, if n < |y

neous of degree n) has been proven in both Cases 1 and 2. Since these cases cover all possibilities,

we thus conclude that our claim always holds. Qed.

Thus, our claim (namely, that the power series is homoge-
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Comparing this with

Z:{G%m—Hm~w,ﬁn2Hm

nelN O' ifn < |"I/l|
s G (ko= |pl) sy, ifn=pl; Y G (kn—[ul) s, ifn = [ul;
nelN; 0' if n < |“I/l| nelN; O’ if n < |]/l|
n= ]~ - n<luf ~ g
=G (kn—[1])-s =0
(since n>|ul) (since n<[ul)

(but not both at the same time)

= ZG(k,n—|y| Sy + ZO— ZGkn lul) -

( since each n € IN satisfies either n > |u| or n < |u| )

nelN; nelN; neN;
n>|ul n<|u| n>|ul

=0
(here, we have substituted m for n — |u| in the sum),

= Z G (k,m) - s,

melN

we obtain

G (k) -s5y = Z{G(k,n—w-sw ifn>[ul; )

But recall that each

G (kn—[ul)-su, ifn=>|pl;

if n < |u|

is homogeneous of degree n.

0, if n < |y
Thus, the equality reveals that the family

({cac,n—w-sy, ifnzw;)
0, iftn<lul J, N

is the homogeneous decomposition of G (k) - s, (by the definition of a homogeneous
G (ko —[ul) s, ifn > [ul;

decomposition). Therefore, for each n € IN, the power series .
0, if n < |y

is the n-th degree homogeneous component of G (k) - s,,.
Now, let m € IN. We have just shown that for each n € IN, the power se-
Gwn—Wwa if n > [p];
if n < |ul
of G (k) -s,. Applying this to n = m + |u|, we conclude that the power series

G (k, m+W|IM)%,ﬁm+wZUm
0, if m+ |p| < |l

ries is the n-th degree homogeneous component

is the (m + |u|)-th degree homoge-
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neous component of G (k) - s,,. Since

{G(k, (m+|p]) = |p|) s, if m+ ) > |pl;

0, if m + ] < |p|
=G |k (m+u)—|pul ] -su (since m + |p| > |u| (because m > 0))
~~
=G (k,m) - sy,

we can rewrite this as follows: The power series G (k,m) - s, is the (m + |u|)-th
degree homogeneous component of G (k) - s,,. In other words,

G (k,m) -s,
= (the (m + |u|) -th degree homogeneous component of G (k) - s,) . (64)
On the other hand, Theorem yields
G (k) -sy = Y. pet, (A, 1) s,
AePar
——
=Y L
neN A ePar;
|A|=n

(since each A€Par
satisfies |A|€IN)

= Z Z pet, (A, 1) sy. (65)
nelN )|\/$|l?r;

For each n € N, the formal power series ) pet, (A, u)s, is homogeneous of
A€Par;
[Al=n

degree n m Thus, the equality reveals that

A|=n nelN

is the homogeneous decomposition of G (k) - s,. Therefore, for each n € N,

the power series ), pet, (A, i)s, is the n-th degree homogeneous component

A€Par;
|A[=n

40Proof. Let n € IN. Recall that for any A € Par, the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree
|A|. Hence, if A € Par satisfies |A| = n, then the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree n
(since |[A| = n). Thus, Y. pet, (A, i)s, is a k-linear combination of Schur functions that are

/I\G‘Par;
Al=n
homogeneous of degree n. Therefore, ). pet; (A, u)s, is homogeneous of degree n. Qed.

A€Par;
[A|l=n
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of G (k) -s,. Applying this to n = m + |u|, we conclude that the power se-

ries ).  pet, (A, u)s, is the (m + |u|)-th degree homogeneous component of
A€Par;
[Al=m+|pl

G (k) - sy. In other words,

Y. pet (A p)s)
A€Par;
|A[=m+|p|

= (the (m + |u|) -th degree homogeneous component of G (k) - s,) .
Comparing this with (64), we find

G (k,m)-s, = ) pet, (A, u)sp = ). pet, (A u)sn.
A€Par; A€Par,,
i
_)\EParm_Hm

(since Pary, |, is defined as the
set of all AcPar satisfying |A|=m+|u|)

This proves Corollary O

Proof of Theorem Theorem (applied to u = @) yields

G(k)-sg = )_ pet, (A, @)s).
A€Par

Comparing this with G (k) - sz = G (k), we obtain

=1

G (k)= ) pet, (A, 2)s,.
A€Par

This proves Theorem O

Proof of Corollary Corollary (applied to y = @) yields
G (k,m)-sg = Z pet, (A, @) s,.

)\GParmHm

In view of G (k,m) - sy = G (k,m) and m + |&| = m, we can rewrite this as
~ ~
=1 =0

G(k,m)= Y. pet. (A @)s).

AEPary,

This proves Corollary O

3.13. Proof of Theorem 2.15]
Our proof of Theorem will depend on two lemmas about determinants:
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Lemma 3.14. Let m € IN. Let R be a commutative ring. Let (a;;), ;.. 1<j<m €

R™*™ be an m X m-matrix.
(@) If T is any permutation of {1,2,...,m}, then

det (<aT(i)’j>1§i§m, 1§j§m) = (1) et <(ai'j)1§iém, 1§J’£m> '

Here, (—1)" denotes the sign of the permutation 7.
(b) Let uqy,up,...,u,; be m elements of R. Let v1,vy,...,v, be m elements of R.
Then,

m

i=1

Proof of Lemma (a) This is just the well-known fact that if the rows of a square
matrix are permuted using a permutation 7, then the determinant of this matrix
gets multiplied by (—1)".

(b) This follows easily from the definition of the determinant. O

Lemma 3.15. Let k be a positive integer. Let y1,72,...,7x_1 be k — 1 elements of

the set {1,2,...,k}.
Let G be the (k — 1) x (k — 1)-matrix

(1)1 (54 ) %k € {0,1}])

1<i<k—1, 1<j<k-1"
(a) If the k — 1 numbers 1,72, ..., 7r—1 are not distinct, then
detG = 0.
(b) If y1 > 92 > -+ > v,_1, then
detG = (_1)(71+72+---+7k_1)—(1+2+-~-+(k—1)) .

(c) Assume that the kK — 1 numbers 1, 7>, ..., 7r_1 are distinct. Let

¢ = H(i,]') €{1,2,...,k—1}* | i<]'and%<%'}‘-

Then,
detG = (—1)g+(71+72+'"+7k—1)*(1+2+~-~+(k71)) _

Proof of Lemma (a) Assume that the k — 1 numbers 71,72, ..., 7r—1 are not dis-
tinct. In other words, there exist two elements u and v of {1,2,...,k — 1} such that
u < vand v, = 7,. Consider these u and v. Now, from v, = 7,, we conclude




Petrie symmetric functions page 66

that the u-th and the v-th rows of the matrix G are equal (by the construction of
G). Hence, the matrix G has two equal rows (since u < v). Thus, detG = 0. This
proves Lemma (a).

(b) Assume that y;1 > 92 > -+ > 9x_1. Thus, 71,72,...,7k—1 are distinct.
Hence, {v1,72,...,Yk-1} is a (k —1)-element set. But {vy1,72,...,7x_1} is a sub-
set of {1,2,...,k} (since ¥1,72,...,7k_1 are elements of {1,2,...,k}). Therefore,
{71, 72,---,Yk-1} is a (k — 1)-element subset of {1,2,...,k}.

But {1,2,...,k} is a k-element set. Hence, each (k — 1)-element subset of {1,2,...,k}
has the form {1,2,...,k} \ {u} for some u € {1,2,...,k}. Thus, in particular,
{71, 72,---,Yk—1} has this form (since {71, Y2,...,Yk—1} is a (k — 1)-element subset
of {1,2,...,k}). In other words,

{’)’1,’)/2,...,’)/k_1}:{1,2,...,](}\{1/[} (66)

forsomeu € {1,2,...,k}. Consider this u. From , we conclude that yq, v2,. .., Yk—1
are the k — 1 elements of the set {1,2,...,k} \ {u}, listed in decreasing order (since
Y1 > Y2 > - > Yr—1)- In other words,

(Y, Y2, - vke1) = (kK k—1,...,1,...,2,1), (67)

where the “hat” over the u signifies that u is omitted from the list (i.e., the ex-
pression “(k,k—1,...,i,...,2,1)” is understood to mean the (k — 1)-element list
(k,k—1,...,u+1,u—1,...,2,1), which contains all k integers from 1 to k in de-
creasing order except for u). Thus,

(Y, 72, Ykew) = (K,k—=1,...,u+1) and (68)
(Ye—usts Ye—usos o Y1) = (u—1Lu—2,...,1). (69)

Now, we claim that

(—=1) D (o + ) %k € {0,1}]
= (=) F [y +j e {kk+1}] (70)

foranyie {1,2,...,k—1}and j € {1,2,...,k—1}.

[Proof of (70): Leti € {1,2,...,k—1} and j € {1,2,...,k — 1}. We must prove the
equality (70).

Fromi € {1,2,...,k—1}, we obtain 1 < i < k—1 and thus k —1 > 1. Thus,
k>k—12>1. Hence, k+1 < 2k, so that (k+ 1) %k = 1.

If we don’t have (v;+j) %k € {0,1}, then we cannot have y; +j € {k,k+1}

either (because v; +j € {k, k+ 1} would entail (y; + j) %k € < k%k, (k+1) %k » =

———

=0 1
{0,1}). Thus, if we don’t have (vy; + j) %k € {0,1}, then both truth values
[(7i+7) %k € {0,1}] and [y; + ] € {k,k+1}] are 0, and therefore the equality

simplifies to (—1)("*)%k0 = (—1)77%0 in this case, which is obviously true.
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Hence, for the rest of this proof, we WLOG assume that we do have (y; + j) %k €
{0,1}.
But v; € {1,2,...,k},sothat 1 < ; < k. Also, j € {1,2,...,k—1},so that 1 <
j < k—1. Hence, Ji + j >14+1=2and i + ] <k+(k—1)=2k—1.
~~

>1 >1 <k <k 1
Altogether, we thus obtain 2 < ; +j <2k — 1, so that y; +j € {2,3,...,2k — 1}.
The remainders of the numbers 2,3, ...,2k — 1 upon division by k are 2, 3,...,k—

1,0,1,...,k — 1 (in this order). Thus, the only numbers p € {2,3,...,2k—1}
that satisfy p%k € {0,1} are k and k + 1. In other words, for any number p &
{2,3,...,2k — 1} satisfying p%k € {0,1}, we have p € {k,k+1}. Applying this
to p = v;+j, we obtain y; +j € {k,k+1} (since v;+j € {2,3,...,2k—1} and
(7vi+7]) %k € {0,1}). Hence, k < v; +j < k+1, so that k < ; +j < 2k (since k +
1 < 2k). Thus, (y; +j) //k = 1. But every integer n satisfies n = (n//k) k + (n%k).
Applying this to n = ; +j, we obtain v; +j = ((vi+7) //k) k+ ((vi + ) %k) =
—_——
=1
k+ ((i +j) %k). Hence, (y; + j) %k = 7v; + j — k. Thus,

(DT (i) ek e {0,13] = (-1,

(i
(since (y;+j)%k="i+j—k)

-1
(since (y;+j)%ke{0,1})
Comparing this with

()T ity € ok 1} = ()",

(since 'yi—o—]e {kk+1})

we obtain
(=D [+ ) ok € {0,13] = (1) F 7+ € {k k+1}].
This proves (70).]
Now, G is a (k—1) x (k—1)-matrix. For each i € {1,2,...,k—1} and j €
{1,2,...,k—1}, we have

(the (7,])-th entry of G)

= (=) [(y; + j) %k € {0,1}] (by the definition of G)
= (=) F [y +j e {kk+1}] (by (70))

1, ify,+j=k 1, ifj=k—1;
=< —1, if’)/i—i—j:k—f-l; =4q -1, ifj:k—’)/i—i—l;

0, otherwise 0, otherwise

Thus, we can explicitly describe the matrix G as follows: Foreachi € {1,2,...,k—1},
the i-th row of G has an entry equal to 1 in position k — 7; if k —; > 0, and an
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entry equal to —1 in position k — 9; + 1 if k — ; +1 < k; all remaining entries of
this row are 0. Recalling and , we thus see that G has the following formﬂ

where the horizontal bar separates the (k — u)-th row from the (k — u + 1)-st row,
while the vertical bar separates the (k — u)-th column from the (k — u + 1)-st col-
umn. In other words, G can be written as a block matrix

A O _
G = (0 (k ”>BX<” R > (71)
(u—1)x (k—u)
-1
1 -1
where A is the (k—u) x (k — u)-matrix -1 (that is, the
1 -1

(k — u) x (k — u)-matrix whose diagonal entries are —1 and whose entries immedi-
ately below the diagonal are 1, while all its other entries are 0), and where B is the
1 -1
1 -1
(u—1) x (u—1)-matrix -1 (that is, the (1 —1) x (4 —1)-

1
matrix whose diagonal entries are 1 and whose entries immediately above the di-
agonal are —1, while all its other entries are 0). Thus, G (as written in (71)) is a
block-diagonal matrix (since A and B are square matrices). Since the determinant
of a block-diagonal matrix equals the product of the determinants of its diagonal

“Empty cells are understood to have entry 0.
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blocks, we thus conclude that

detG = det A . detB
— Nt
:(_1)k7u =1

(since B is an
upper-triangular (#—1) % (u—1)-matrix
whose all diagonal entries equal 1)

(since A is a
lower-triangular (k—u) x (k—u)-matrix
whose all diagonal entries equal —1)

= (—1)F. (72)

But (67) yields

M+t A=kt k=D 4+ A +241
—(k+(k=1)+---+2+1)—u

(. J

142tk
=(142++(k—1))+k

= (1424 +(k=1))+k—wu
Solving this for k — u, we find
k—u=Mm+m+-+rm1)-1+2+---+(k=1)).
Hence, (72) rewrites as

detG = (_1)('71"")’2"""+'Yk—1)—(1+2+~~-+(k—1)) '

This proves Lemma (b).

(c) Assume that the k — 1 numbers 1,72, ..., vk—1 are distinct. Then, there exists
a unique permutation ¢ of {1,2,...,k — 1} such that v,(1) > 7502) > ="+ > Yo—1)
(indeed, this is simply saying that the (k — 1)-tuple (71,72, ...,7x_1) can be sorted
into decreasing order by a unique permutation). Consider this ¢.

Let T denote the permutation o1 Thus, Tis a permutation of {1,2,...,k—1}
and satisfies oo T = id.

Letd1,6,...,0r1 denote the k — 1 elements o(1), Yo (2), - - - » Yo(k—1) Of {1, 2,. .., k}.
Thus, for each j € {1,2,...,k — 1}, we have

% = Ye(j)- 73)

Hence, the chain of inequalities y,(1) > Yo2) > *** > Yo(k—1) (Which is true) can
be rewritten as 61 > 6y > - -+ > Jk_q.
Moreover, from (73)), we obtain

01+o+ - +0-1=7Y1)Ft Vo) T+ Yor-1)
=711t+72+ " (74)

(since o is a permutation of {1,2,...,k—1}).
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Moreover, for each i € {1,2,...,k— 1}, we have

Or(i) = Yo(x(i)) (by (73), applied to j = 7 (i))
=7 (since o(t(i))=(coT) (i) = i) . (75)
—id

Recall that an inversion of the permutation 7 is defined to be a pair (i, ) of ele-
ments of {1,2,...,k — 1} satisfying i < j and 7 (i) > 7 (j). Hence,

{the inversions of T}

( 3
=< (G,j)e{1,2,...,k—=1}* | i<jand T (i) > 7(j)
N—————
This is equivalent to (‘Sr(i) <(5T(]»))
L (since 61> >-+->6_1) )

=) e{r,2,.. k=1 | i<jand & < Oy
~—~ ~~

=Y =7
\ oy O by @5
={j) e{1,2,... k=11 | i<jand % < 7;}. (76)

Recall that the length ¢ (T) of the permutation T is defined to be the number of
inversions of T. Thus,

¢ (t) = (the number of inversions of T)
= |{the inversions of T}|

:H(i,j)e{l,z,...,k—l}z | i<jand’yi<'yj}‘ (by (76))
=g (by the definition of g).

Recall that the sign (—1)7 of the permutation T is defined by (—1)" = (—1)"(7).
Hence, (—1)7 = (=1)(Y = (—=1)8 (since ¢ (1) = g).
Let H be the (k —1) x (k — 1)-matrix

_ ((5i+j)0/ok . ) %
(( 1) [(0; +7) %ok € {0’1}]>1§i§k—1, 1<j<k—1"

Then, we can apply Lemma (b) to J; and H instead of y; and G (since 41,9y, . .., 0_1
are k — 1 elements of {1,2,...,k} and satisfy ; > 6, > - - - > 6;_1). We thus obtain

det H — (_1)(51+52+-~-+5k,1)—(1+2+~~+(k—1)) _ (_1)(71+72+~~-+7k,1)—(1+2+~~~+(k—1))
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(by (74)).

But the definition of G yields

G = [ (=D [(y; 4+ j) %k € {0,1}]

=)0 ) (5, ) ke 1)
(since yields ;=0 (;)) 1<i<k-1, 1<j<k—1

_ ((_1)(5r<z‘)+f)%k [(57@ +j> ok € {O'l}D

1<i<k—1, 1<j<k—1"

Hence,
+] % o
det G = det Se(iy + ]) %ok € {0, 1}})&@(_1, 1§j§k_1>
— 5+] /ok 00
(\2/ det [(8; + ) %k € {0, 1}])1%](_1/ e
=(-1)* 4
(by the definition of H)
by Lemma [3.14] (a), applied to m =k —1 and R = k
and a;; = (—1) "k [(6; 4 ) %k € {0,1}]
= (-1)% detH
=(- 1)(71+72+ e 1) (1424 +(k-1))
= (—1)8 (_1)(71‘1")’2‘1""+7k71)_(1+2+"'+(k_1))
_ (_1)8+('Y1+'Yz+'“+7k—1)*(1+2+“'+(k*1)) )
This proves Lemma (©). O

Next, we recall a well-known property of symmetric functions:

Lemma 3.16. Consider the ring A [[t]] of formal power series in one indetermi-
nate t over A. In this ring, we have

1= (ZO( ent”> <Zoh t") (77)

Lemma is a well-known identity (see, e.g., [Stanle01, proof of Theorem 7.6.1]
or [GriRei20, (2.4.3)]); for the sake of completeness, let us nevertheless give a proof:
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Proof of Lemma Consider the ring (k [[x1, x2, x3,...]]) [[t]] of formal power se-

ries in one indeterminate t over k [[x1, X2, X3, . . .]]. In this ring, we have the equalities
[Ta-xt) =Y hut" (78)
i=1 n>0
and -
[T +xit) =) ent" (79)
i=1 n>0

(Indeed, the first of these two equalities is [GriRei20, (2.2.18)], whereas the second
is [GriRei20, (2.2.19)].)
Substituting —t for t in the equality (79), we obtain

ﬁ(l_xit) =) e, (—t)" = g(—l)”ent”.

i=1 n>0 "
=(-1)""

Multiplying this equality by (78), we find

0 0-o)- (5o (22e)

Comparing this with

we obtain

g (527

This equality is an equality in A [[f]] (since both of its sides belong to A [[t]]). This
proves Lemma 3.16] O

Next, we shall prove yet another evaluation of the homomorphism ay:

Lemma 3.17. Let k be a positive integer such that k > 1. Consider the k-algebra
homomorphism a; : A — k from Definition Also, recall Convention
Let 7 be an integer such that r > —k + 1. Then,

ar (er) = (=17 [r%k € {0,1}]. (80)

Proof of Lemma Consider the ring A [[t]] of formal power series in one indeter-
minate t over A. Consider also the analogous ring k [[¢]] over k.
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The map vck A — k is a k-algebra homomorphism. Hence, it induces a contin-
uous{ﬂ k [[t]]-algebra homomorphism

ag [[t]] = A[[H]) = K [[]]

that sends each formal power series Y a,t" € A[[t]] (witha, € A) to ¥ ay (an) t".
n>0 n>0

Consider this k [[t]]-algebra homomorphism ay [[¢]]. In particular, it satisfies
(ax [[E]]) (ti> = for each i € IN.

Applying the map ay [[t]] to both sides of the equality (77), we obtain

(ar [[H]]) (1) = (ax [[t]) ((;}( ent”> <;)h tn))

= (e [[1]]) (Z (—1)”enf"> (e [[H]]) (Z hnt”>

n>0 n>0

-~

= ¥ (1)) = & o)t

n>0 n>0
(by the definition of a[[t]]) (by the definition of ay[[¢]])

(since ay [[t]] is a k [[t]] -algebra homomorphism)

- Z ap ((—1)"ey) "] - Z(xk
n>0 S~ Z
=(—1)"a(en) _[”<k
(since &y is k-linear) (by .)
(T v <en>t”) - ( Y in <4 t")
n>0 R n>0 B
M
:f0+t1+"'+tk_1= 1 —
1tk
= (=1)" oy (en) t" ] - :
(EO " 1—t¢
Comparing this with
(ag [[t]]) (1) =1 (since ay [[t]] is a k [[¢]] -algebra homomorphism),

we obtain

_ 4k
(11;)(—1)” ay (en) f”) ' 11 —tt =L

#Continuity is defined with respect to the usual topologies on A [[t]] and k [[t]], where we equip
both A and k with the discrete topologies.
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Hence,
1—t¢ 1
n>0 —t ;l/
=1tk 412k 43k 4.

=(1-t) (144
= Y (—=1)"* [n%k € {0,1}] "

n>0

(here, we have used that k > 1, since for k = 1 there would be cancellations in
the sum 1 — ¢ + tk — ¢F+1 g2k y2k+1 4 3k 43k+1 4 ...y Comparing coefficients
before " on both sides of this equality, we obtain

(—1)" i (em) = (—1)""* [m%k € {0,1)] (81)

for each m € IN.
Now, each m € IN satisfies (—1)" (—1)" ax (e) = ax (es) and thus
2,
:(_1) m:1

K (Em) = (_1)711 (_1)mDCk (em) _ (_1)m (_1)711%li [m%k c {0’1}]
— (= 1)k [m%ke{0,1}] :(—1‘):“”1%"

(by (1))
= (=1)"T™K [m%k € {0,1}]. (82)

We must prove that
ar (&) = (—1) " [r%k € {0,1}] .

If r € IN, then this follows by applying to m = r. Hence, for the rest
of this proof, we WLOG assume that » ¢ IN. Thus, r is negative (since r is
an integer). In view of r > —k + 1, this yields r € {—k+2,—k+3,...,—1}.
Hence, r%k € {2,3,...,k—1}. Thus, r%k ¢ {0,1}. Hence, [r%k € {0,1}] = 0.
Also, e, = 0 (since r is negative) and thus ay (e;) = a; (0) = 0 (since the map
a is k-linear). Comparing this with (—1)""" [r%k € {0,1}] = 0, we obtain
—_—
=0
a (e;) = (=1)"7"* [r%k € {0,1}]. This concludes the proof of Lemma O

Proof of Theorem (a) Assume that uj # 0. But 4 = Af, whence
Uy = ()\t)k = !{] €{1,2,3,...} | Aj > k}‘ (by the definition of )tt) .

Hence,
{je{1,23,...} | Aj>k}| =pu#0.
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In other words, the set {j € {1,2,3,...} | A; > k} is nonempty. Hence, there exists
some j € {1,2,3,...} satisfying Aj > k. Consider this j. We have A1 > Ay > A3 >
.-+ (since A € Par) and thus A > Aj (since 1 < j). Hence, Ay > A; > k. Thus,

Proposition yields pet, (A, @) = 0. This proves Theorem (a).
Now, let us prepare for the proof of parts (b) and (c).

Consider the k-algebra homomorphism ay : A — k from Definition 3.11]
Foreachi € {1,2,...,k—1}, we have

vi =14 (Bi—1) %k (by @)
€1,2,...,k ( since (B; —1)%k € {0,1,...,.k—1} ) |

(by the definition of a remainder)

Hence, the (k — 1)-tuple (1,72, ..., k1) really belongs to {1,2, .. kY1 In other
words, y1,7Y2, .., Yk—1 are k — 1 elements of the set {1,2,...,k}.
Assume that y; = 0. But y € Par and thus yy > pyp > pu3 > ---. Hence, from

ux = 0, we obtain py = pg1 = pxso = --- = 0. Thus, p = (p1, p2, ..., Pg—1)-
It is known that taking the transpose of the transpose of a partition returns the

original partition. Thus, (A)" = A. In view of y = A!, this rewrites as ! = A.
Hence, A = pu!. Therefore,

Sy = S]/lt = det ((eﬂi*iﬂ')lgigk—l, 1§j§k—1>

(by (6), applied to y and k — 1 instead of A and ¢), because y = (y1, 2, ..., Px—1)-
Applying the map aj to both sides of this equality, we find

ag (sA) = ay | det A
‘\/—/

=e ;
Biti
(since (7) yields p;—i=p;) 1<i<k—1, 1<j<k—1

= (det ((Eﬁﬁj)lgigkq, 1§j§k71>>
= det (((Xk (eﬁ,-+j))1gigk—1, 1§]’§k—1>

(since ay is a k-algebra homomorphism, and thus commutes with taking determi-
nants of matrices). On the other hand,

ap | sy | =ax(sa/2) = pety (A, @)
=S)\/@

(by (42), applied to @ instead of ). Comparing these two equalities, we obtain

pety (A, @) = det ( (& (¢g4)) <oy 1, 1jc 1) - (83)
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Buteachi € {1,2,...,k—1}andj € {1,2,...,k— 1} satisfy k > 1 [F|and

Bi +j= mi —_ i _+ j >0—(k—=1)+0=—k+1
>0

:yi—i <k-1 >0
(by (7))
and thus . o
& (ep,+) = (= 1) PHDFPHEIRR (B 4 ) ok € {0,1}] (84)

(by (80), applied to r = B; + j).
Furthermore, each i € {1,2,...,k—1}and j € {1,2,...,k — 1} satisfy

_1)(/3i+f)+(ﬁi+7)°/°k [([51 _|_]) %k € {0,1}]
= (=1)Pi (—1) (=1) D [(y; + ) %k € {0,1}]. (85)

—~

[Proof of (85): Leti € {1,2,...,k—1} and j € {1,2,...,k —1}. The definition of
i yields

v¥i=1+ (‘Bi—l)o/ok El—I—(,Bi—l):ﬁ,'modk.
—_————
=B;—1modk
(since u%k=umod k for any ucZ)

Hence, v; +j = B;+jmodk. Butif two integers are congruent modulo k, then
—~—

=p;mod k
they must leave the same remainder upon division by k. In other words, if u € Z
and v € Z satisfy u = vmodk, then u%k = v%k. Applying this to u = 7; + j and
v = B; + j, we obtain (7y; + j) %k = (B; + j) %k. Hence,

(1P (1) (=1) DK + ) %k € {0,1}]
= (=P (=1) (=) P (B, 4 ) %k € {0,1}]

~"

)(ﬁz‘Jr]')Jr(ﬁl‘Jr]')%k

(-1
= (=) P BEIE (B + ) %k € {0,1}]

This proves (85).]

BIndeed, if i € {1,2,..., k—1},thenl1 <i<k—1landthusk—12>1>0,sothatk > 1.
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Now, becomes

pet, (A, @)
= det & (p+)
———
=(-1) (ﬁi+i)+(ﬁi+1)°/°k[(ﬁi+j)°/oke{0,1}]

(by (84)) 1<i<k—1, 1<j<k—1

=det | | (Z1)EDEHI (B + ) %k € {0,1}]

(.

=(=1)Pi(—1)) (= 1) )[4 jyowke {0,1}]
(by @) 1<i<k—1, 1<j<k—1

= det (<(_1)ﬁi (=1 (1) (i + ) ook € {0’1}])1§i§k—1, 1§j§k—1>
1

- , e o
— (E ((_1)!31 (_1)1>> . det (((_1)(’Yf+])/k [(7yi +]) %k € {0'1}])1§i§k—1, 1§j§k—1)

(by Lemma (b), applied to m =k —1 and R = k and |
aij = (=) (7, + ) %k € 0,1}] and u; = (~1) and v; = (~1))).
Define a (k — 1) x (k — 1)-matrix G as in Lemma Then, this becomes

pet, (A, @)

k=1 . .
= (H ((—1)!51‘(—1)1)) det | (=)™ (1,4 j) %k € {0,1}])

-~

1<i<k—1, 1<j<k—1

=G
(by the definition of G)

= (kﬁ ((_1)ﬁf (—1)1')) - det G. (86)

i=1

Now, we can readily prove parts (b) and (c) of Theorem 2.15

(b) Assume that the kK — 1 numbers 1, 72, .. ., vk—1 are not distinct. Then, Lemma
(a) yields det G = 0. Hence, yields

k-1 _
pet, (A, @) = <q ((_1)ﬁz‘ (_1)z>) ~d\et/_/ — 0.
i= =0

This proves Theorem (b).
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(c) The equality becomes

pet, (A, @) = (lﬁ ) det G

N =(—1)st(ntmttn 1) (142++(k=1))
B kﬁl ) ( ) (by Lemma 3.15](c))
i=1
k—1 k—1
= ( (—1)/31') (H > )g+(71+vz+ FVe-1) = (1424 (k1))
i=1 i=1

( 1)ﬁ +ﬁ2+ “+Br_1 ( 1)1+2+ +(k—1)

(-1 B1+Bo++Pr1 (_1)1+2+"'+(k*1) ) (_1)g+(71+72+"'+’7k—1)*(1+2+'"+(k*1))

/—\

)
-1) (BitPot+Br—1)+(1+2+-+(k=1))+g+ (11 +72++Yk—1) = (1424 +(k=1))
1) (BitPot+Pr1)+g+(n+r2+t+r1)

= (-
This proves Theorem (). O
The proof of Proposition relies on the following known fact:

Proposition 3.18. Let A € Par. Let u = A'. Then:

(@) If i and j are two positive integers satisfying A; > j, then p; > i.

(b) If i and j are two positive integers satisfying A; < j, then p; </i.

(c) Any two positive integers i and j satisfy A; +p; —i —j # —1.

For each positive integer i, set a; = A; —i. For each positive integer j, set
Bj =u;j—jand 57; = =1 — B;. Then:

(d) The two sets {aq, a2, a3,...} and {51, 12,43, ..} are disjoint, and their union
is Z.

(e) Let p be an integer such that p > A;. Then, the two sets {a1, a2, a3,...} and
{m,n2,...,mp} are disjoint, and their union is

{..,p=3,p—2,p—-1}={keZ | k<p}.

(f) Let p and g be two integers such that p > Ay and g > p;. Then, the two sets
{ar,a0,..., 00} and {11,12,...,7, } are disjoint, and their union is

{(—q,—q+1,...,p—1}={keZ | —q<k<p}.

Note that Proposition (f) is a restatement of [Macdon95| Chapter I, (1.7)].

Proof of Proposition We have u = Al Thus, each positive integer i satisfies

=), ={je{1,23...} | A >i} (by Definition 2:13))
=|{ke{1,2,3,...} | A >i} (87)
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(here, we have renamed the index j as k).
(@) Let i and j be two positive integers satisfying A; > j. We must prove that

Y Iiciléed, (applied to i = j) yields
ni=Hke{1,2,3,...} | Ac>j}. (88)
Now, we have {1,2,...,i} C{ke€{1,2,3,...} | A, >j} @and therefore
(L2 il ke {123, | A= =p  (by G9)).

Hence, pj > |{1,2,...,i}| = i. This proves Proposition (a).

(b) Let i and j be two positive integers satisfying A; < j. We must prove that
pj < i.

We have {k € {1,2,3,...} | A >j} C{1,2,...,i—1} [P Hence,

{ke{1,2,3,...} | Av>j}H <HL2...,i—-1}=i-1
But (applied to i = j) yields
wi=Hke{1,2,3,...} | d>j} <i-1<i

This proves Proposition (b).
(c) Let i and j be two positive integers. We must prove that A; +py; —i —j # —1.
We are in one of the following two cases:
Case 1: We have A; > j.
Case 2: We have A; < j.

#“proof. Let g € {1,2,...,i}. We shall show that ¢ € {k € {1,2,3,...} | Ax >j}.

Indeed, g € {1,2,...,i} € {1,2,3,...} and g < i (since g € {1,2,...,i}). But A is a partition
(since A € Par). Hence, Ay > Ay > A3 > ---. Thus, if u and v are two positive integers satisfying
u < v, then Ay > A,. Applying this to u = ¢ and v = i, we obtain A¢ > A; (since ¢ < i).
Hence, A; > A; > j. Now, we know that g is an element of {1,2,3,...} (since ¢ € {1,2,3,...})
and satisfies A; > j. In other words, g is a k € {1,2,3,...} satisfying A > j. In other words,
ge{ke{1,23,...} | A >}

Now, forget that we fixed g. We thus have shown that ¢ € {k € {1,2,3,...} | A > j} for each
g €{1,2,...,i}. In other words, we have {1,2,...,i} C {k€ {1,2,3,...} | Ax >j}.

Bproof. Let g € {k € {1,2,3,...} | Ay > j}. We shall show that g € {1,2,...,i —1}.

Indeed, assume the contrary. Thus, g ¢ {1,2,...,i —1}.

But g € {ke€{1,2,3,...} | Ay >j}. In other words, g is a k € {1,2,3,...} satisfying Ay > j.
In other words, g is an element of {1,2,3,...} and satisfies A, > j. Hence, ¢ € {1,2,3,...}.
Combining this with ¢ ¢ {1,2,...,i—1}, we obtain ¢ € {1,2,3,...}\{1,2,...,i—1} =
{i,i+1,i+2,...}. Thus, g > i. Hence, i < g.

But A is a partition (since A € Par). Hence, Ay > Ay > A3z > ---. Thus, if u and v are two
positive integers satisfying u < v, then A, > A,. Applying this to u = i and v = g, we obtain
Ai > Ag (since i < g). Hence, Ay < A; < j. This contradicts Ag > j. This contradiction shows
that our assumption was false. Thus, g € {1,2,...,i — 1} is proven.

Now, forget that we fixed g. We thus have shown that ¢ € {1,2,...,i—1} for each
g € {ke{1,2,3,...} | A,>j}. In other words, we have {ke€ {1,2,3,...} | A, >j} C
{1,2,...,i—1}.
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Let us first consider Case 1. In this case, we have A; > j. Hence, Proposition
3.18| (a) yields p; > i. Hence, A; + pj —i—j>j+i—i—j=0> —1 Thus,
N~~~

>j >i
Ai+ pj—i—j # —1. Hence, Proposition () is proved in Case 1.
Let us next consider Case 2. In this case, we have A; < j. Hence, Proposition
(b) yields p; < i. Hence, pj < i—1 (since y; and i are integers). Thus,
Ai + pjp —i—j<j+(i—1)—i—j= -1 Thus, A; +puj—i—j # —1. Hence,
T —~~
<J <i—1
Proposition (c) is proved in Case 2.
We have now proved Proposition (c) in each of the two Cases 1 and 2. Since
these two Cases cover all possibilities, we thus conclude that Proposition (c)
always holds.

(f) We have a1 > ap > a3 > --- ﬁandﬁ1>ﬁz>53>--- mhence
m<m<nz<---
From a1 > ap > a3 > -+, we obtain a1 > ap > --- > a,. Thus, the g integers

1,8, ..., 0 are distinct. Hence, |{ay,a,...,0,}| = 4.

From ny <12 <3 < ---, we obtain 171 < 172 < --+ < 77p. Thus, the p integers
1,12, - .., 1p are distinct. Hence, [{n1,72,..., 1, }| = p

Let L be the finite set {—q, —q+1,...,p—1} ={k € Z | —q <k < p}. Then,

Ll=(p—1)—(—q)+1= q + p
~—~ ~—
~Havazng|  =|{nm2eip}]

= {ar, a0, .. a0} + |{m, 12, ... p} |

4 Proof. Leti € {1,2,3,...}. We shall show that a; > a;, 1.
We know that A is a partition (since A € Par), so that A; > Ap > A3 > ---. Hence, A; > Ajyq.
But the definition of «; yields a; = A; — i, while the definition of ;1 yields aj;1 = Aj11 — (i +1).
Hence,a; = A; — i > Al’-ﬂ-l — (l + 1) = Qj41-
Sy <itl
Now, forget that we fixed i. We thus have proved that «; > a;;1 for eachi € {1,2,3,...}. In
other words, a1 > ap > ag > ---.
YProof. Let j € {1,2,3,...}. We shall show that ; > Bj1.
We know that u is a partition (since y = A" € Par), so that y; > up > us > ---. Hence,
Mj > Mj+1. But the definition of B; yields p; = p; —j, while the definition of B;,; yields
Bit1=pj+1— (j+1). Hence, B; = p; — j >pjp1—(+1) =B
- =~
2,”j+1 <j+1
Now, forget that we fixed j. We thus have proved that g; > B;,1 for each j € {1,2,3,...}. In
other words, 1 > B2 > B3 > ---.
BProof. Let j € {1,2,3,...}. We shall show that i < jt1-

We know that B; > B2 > B3 > ---. Hence, B; > PBj;1. But the definition of 7; yields
17; = —1 — Bj, while the definition of 7,1 yields 7;,1 = —1— ;1. Hence, ; = -1 - B; <
—~—
>Bj

—1—=Bjr1 =141
Now, forget that we fixed j. We thus have proved that 77; < 7;41 for each j € {1,2,3,...}. In
other words, 111 <12 <3 < ---.
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We have {aq,a5,...,05} C L @ and {n1,72,...,mp} C L m Furthermore,
Proposition (3.18| (c) easily shows that the sets {a1,a,...,a,} and {n1,72,..., 15}
are disjoin

Now, recall the following basic fact from the theory of finite sets:

YProof. Leti € {1,2,...,q}. We shall show that &; € L.

We havei € {1,2,...,q},so that 1 <i <g. Thus, g > 1. Hence, «; is well-defined.

From ay > ap > --- > a;, we conclude that all the g numbers ay, a3, ..., a4 lie in the interval
between &, (inclusive) and a; (inclusive). In other words, a; < a; < &g for each j € {1,2,...,q}.
Applying this to j = i, we obtain &y < a; < ag.

Now, the definition of a; yields a1 = A1 —1 < A1 < p (since p > Aq). Now, a; < oy < p. Also,
the definition of «, yields ay = Ay —g > —¢q, so that —g < ay < &;. Hence, —q < a; < p.

~—

>0

Thus, we know that «; is an element of Z and satisfies —g < a; < p. In other words, «; is a
k € Z satisfying —q < k < p. In other words, a; € {k€ Z | —q <k < p}.

But the definition of L yields L = {keZ | —q<k<p}. Hence, a; €
{kez | —g<k<p}=L.

Forget that we fixed i. We thus have proven that «; € L for each i € {1,2,...,g9}. In other
words, a1, a2, ...,u, are elements of L. In other words, {le,zx2, ... ,zxq} C L.

0Proof. Letj € {1,2,...,p}. We shall show that 1 € L.

Wehave j € {1,2,...,p}, so that 1 < j < p. Thus, p > 1. Hence, 7, is well-defined.

From 1 < 1 < - -+ < 17, we conclude that all the p numbers 11,72, ...,17, lie in the interval
between 71 (inclusive) and 77, (inclusive). In other words, 17, < 1; < 17, for each i € {1,2,...,p}.
Applying this to i = j, we obtain 171 < 17; < 77,.

Now, the definition of B yields 51 = —1 < g —1. But the definition of #; yields

M1
N
<q
(since g>pi1)

m=-1- p1 >-1-(9—1)=—q. Hence, —q <11 <.
—~—

<g-1
Also, the definition of B, yields B, = pp, —p > —p. But the definition of 7, yields 7, =
~—

>0
—1- Bp <-1-(—p)=p—1<p. Hence 1 <1, <p.
~—~
>=p

Thus, we know that 7; is an element of Z and satisfies —q < 7; < p. In other words, 7; is a
k € Z satistying —q < k < p. In other words, ; e {(k € Z | —q <k < p}.

But the definition of L yields L = {keZ | —q<k<p}. Hence, 7, €
{keZ | —q<k<p}=L.

Forget that we fixed j. We thus have proven that 7; € L for each j € {1,2,...,p}. In other
words, 171,12, .. ., 1p are elements of L. In other words, {171, N2, ... ,17,,} C L.

51Proof. Let I € {ar, a0, a0y O {1, 12, ... yp}. Then, T € {ay,a0,...,05} N {n1,1m2,...,11p} C
{rxl,rxz,. . .,ocq}; in other words, there exists some i € {1,2,...,q} such that { = &;. Consider
this i. We then have { = a; = A; — i (by the definition of «;).
Also, ¢ € {m,a0,...,a0} N {n1,m2 .., 1p} € {M1,42,...,1p}; in other words, there exists
some j € {1,2,...,p} such that { = 7;. Consider this j. We then have { = 1; = —1— B; (by
the definition of 7;). But the definition of §; yields f; = p; —j. Hence, { = -1— B; =
~
=K~
—1— (pj—j) = =1 — p; +j. Comparing this with { = A; — i, we obtain A; —i = —1 — p; +].
In other words, A; + p; —i—j = —1. But Proposition (c) yields A; +pj —i—j # —1. This
contradicts A; +pj —i—j=—1.

Forget that we fixed {. We thus have found a contradiction for each { < {le,zxz,. . .,aq} N
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Fact A: Let U, V and W be three finite sets such that V C Uand W C U
and |U| = |V|+ |W|. Assume that V and W are disjoint. Then, VUW =
U.

[Proof of Fact A: The set V is a subset of U (since V C U), but is disjoint from W
(since V and W are disjoint). Thus, V is a subset of U \ W. But from W C U, we
obtain |U\ W| = |U| — |W| = |V] (since |U| = |V| + |W|). Hence, |V| = |[U\ W|.
Thus, the set V has the same size as U \ W. Note that the set U \ W is finite (since
U is finite).

Now, recall the well-known fact that if a subset Q of a finite set R has the same
size as R, then Q = R. We can apply thisto R = U\ W and Q = V (since V is a
subset of U \ W and has the same size as U \ W), and conclude that V = U\ W.
Hence, \\C_/ UW = (U\W)UW = U (since W C U). This proves Fact A.]

—U\W

Now, recall that L, {a1,a2,...,a,} and {n1,72,...,1,} are three finite sets such
that {ay,a2,..., 45} € L and {11,72,...,mp} € L and |L| = [{ay,ap,..., a5} +
|{11, 12, ..., 1p } | and such that the sets {a1,a5,...,a,} and {11,772, ..., 17, } are dis-

joint. Hence, Fact A (appliedto U = L, V = {ay,a,..., a5} and W = {1, 72,...,11p})

yields that {ay,a2,...,a0} U {n1,72,...,1p} = L. In other words, the union of the
two sets {a1,a2,..., a5} and {n1,72,...,7,} is L.

Thus, we have shown that the two sets {ay,ay,...,04} and {#1,72,...,7,} are
disjoint, and their union is

L={-q,—q+1,....p—1}={keZ | —g<k<p}.

This proves Proposition ().

() We have ay > ap > a3 > --- (as we have shown in our above proof of
Proposition (f)) and 171 < 12 < - -+ < 17, (as we have shown in our above proof
of Proposition ().

(c) easily

Let Mbetheset{...,p—3,p—2,p—1}={keZ | k< p}. Thenlf,ucz,ug,...
18

M Pand {1,72,...,1,} € M P3| Furthermore, Proposition [3.

{m,n2,...,mp}. Thus, there exists no { € {ay,a,...,a5} N {n1,12,...,1p}. In other words,
the set {ay,ay,...,00} N {11, 12,...,1p} is empty. In other words, the sets {a1,a,..., 04} and
{m,n2,...,1p} are disjoint.
>2Proof. Leti € {1,2,3,...}. We shall show that a; € M.
From ay > ap > a3 > - - -, we conclude that &y > a; for each j € {1,2,3,...}. Applying this to
j =i, we obtain &1 > a;, so that a; < ay.
Now, the definition of a1 yields a1 = A1 —1 < Ay < p (since p > Aq). Now, a; < a1 < p.
Thus, we know that «; is an element of Z and satisfies «; < p. In other words, a;isa k € Z
satisfying k < p. In other words, o; € {k € Z | k < p}.
But the definition of M yields M ={k € Z | k < p}. Hence,n; € {k€ Z | k< p} = M.
Forget that we fixed i. We thus have proven that a; € M for each i € {1,2,3,...}. In other
words, a1, &y, a3, . . . are elements of M. In other words, {a1, a3, a3,...} C M.
Proof. Let j € {1,2,..., p}. We shall show that 7; € L.
We have j € {1,2,...,p}, so that 1 < j < p. Thus, p > 1. Hence, 77, is well-defined.
From 1y <1 < --- < 17p, we conclude that all the p numbers 71,12, ..., lie in the interval

}C
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shows that the sets {ay,ap,a3,...} and {n1,1,...,1,} are disjoinlﬁ Moreover,
{ar, a0, 03,.. YU {1, 12,...,p} = M El In other words, the union of the two
sets {a1, a2, a3,...} and {n1,72, ..., 11, } is M.

Thus, we have shown that the two sets {aj,ap,a3,...} and {#1,72,...,7,} are
disjoint, and their union is

M={...,p=3,p—2p—-1}={keZ | k<p}.

between 71 (inclusive) and 7, (inclusive). In other words, 17, < 7; < 17, for each i € {1,2,...,p}.
Applying this to i = j, we obtain 171 < 17; < 77,.
The definition of B, yields B, = up —p = —p. But the definition of 7, yields 17, = —1 —
~—

>0
By <—-1—(—p)=p—1<p. Hence,n; <1np <p.
—~—
Z=p

Thus, we know that 7; is an element of Z and satisfies 77; < p. In other words, 1j;isa k € Z
satisfying k < p. In other words, 7; € {k € Z | k < p}.

But the definition of M yields M = {k € Z | k < p}. Hence, jj € {k € Z | k < p} = M.

Forget that we fixed j. We thus have proven that 17; € M for each j € {1,2,...,p}. In other
words, 71,172, . .., 1]y are elements of M. In other words, {11,72,...,17,} € M.

>Proof. Let ¢ € {ay,az,a3,...} N {n1,m2,...,np}. Then, T € {ay, a0, a3,...} N {m,7m2,...,mp} C
{a1,a,3,...}; in other words, there exists some i € {1,2,3,...} such that { = «;. Consider this
i. We then have { = a; = A; — i (by the definition of «;).

Also, { € {ay,a0,a3,...} N {n1,m2,...,1p} € {m,7m2,...,1p}; in other words, there exists
some j € {1,2,...,p} such that { = ;. Consider this j. We then have { = 7; = -1 - B; (by
the definition of 7;). But the definition of §; yields f; = p; —j. Hence, { = -1— B; =

—~

=Hj—]
—1—-(yj—j) = —1—pj+ j. Comparing this with { = A; — i, we obtain A; —i = —1— p; +].
In other words, A; + i — i —] = —1. But Proposition 3.1 “ (c) yields A; +pj—i—j # —1. ThlS
contradicts A; + pj—i—j=—

Forget that we fixed {. We thus have found a contradiction for each { € {ay,az,a3,...} N
{m,n2,...,p}. Thus, there exists no { € {ay,ar,a3,...} N {n1,72,...,1p}. In other words,
the set {ay, a2, a3,...} N {n1,72,...,1p} is empty. In other words, the sets {a,a,,a3,...} and
{m,n2,...,mp} are disjoint.

>Proof. Combining {ay,az,a3,...} € M with {51,72,...,17,} C M, we obtain {ay, a2, a3,...} U
{m,n2,...,1p} S M. We shall now prove the reverse inclusion.

Fixm € M. Thus, m ¢ M = {...,p—3,p—2,p— 1} (by the definition of M), so that m <
p—1<p.

Let ¢ = max {p1, —m}. Thus, g = max {p1,m} > —m and q = max {py,m} > py.

From q > —m, we obtain — q < —(—m) = m. Hence, —qg < m < p. Thus, m is an element
~—~—
>—m

of Z satisfying —g < m < p. In other words, m is a k € Z satisfying —g < k < p. In other words,
melkeZ | —q<k<p}

But Proposition () yields that the two sets {a1,ay,..., a5} and {#1,72,...,7, } are disjoint,
and their union is

{(—q,—q+1,...,p—1}={keZ | —g<k<p}.

Thus, in particular, their union is {—q,—g+1,...,p—1} = {k€ Z | —g <k < p}. In other
words,

{a, a0, .00y U, oo} ={—q,—q+1,...,p—1}={keZ | —q<k<p}.
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This proves Proposition (e).

(d) We have ay > ap > a3 > --- (as we have shown in our above proof of
Proposition 3.18)(f)) and #; < 172 < 3 < -- - (as we have shown in our above proof
of Proposition (f)).

We have {«a1,ap,a3,...} C Z (since a1, xp, a3, . .. are integers) and {#1,72,%3,...} C
Z (since 11,12,13, . .. are integers). Furthermore, Proposition (c) easily shows
that the sets {a1, a2, a3,...} and {1,712, 1, . . .} are disjoinf?®} Moreover, {ay, a, a3,...} U
{n,m2,13,...} =2 [’} In other words, the union of the two sets {a;,a, a3, ...}

Hence,

melkeZ | —g<k<p}={a,a...,00  U{n,12,....1p}
—_—
S mp,03,...}

g {lxl/D‘Z/lX?)/"'}U {’71/772/“-/77]7}-

Forget that we fixed m. We thus have shown that m € {ay,ap,a3,...} U{n1,12,...,17p} for
each m € M. In other words, M C {aq,ap,a3,...} U {171,172,. ) .,r]p}. Combining this with
{ar, a0, 03,... U {n1,12,...,11p} © M, we obtain {aq,a2,a3,...} U{n1,72,...,17p} = M. Qed.

%Proof. Let { € {ay,ap,a3,...} N {n1,n2,13,...}. Then, { € {ay,ap,a3,...} N {n1,1m2,13,...} C
{a1, a2, a3, .. .}; in other words, there exists some i € {1,2,3,...} such that { = «;. Consider this
i. We then have { = a; = A; — i (by the definition of a;).

Also, ¢ € {ay,ap,a3,...} N {1, m2,43,...} C {n1,42,13,...}; in other words, there exists some
j € {1,2,3,...} such that { = 7;. Consider this j. We then have { = 7; = —1 — B; (by the
definition of 77;). But the definition of B; yields g; = pu; —j. Hence, { = -1— f; = —-1-—

—~

=Hj—]
(#j —j) = =1 — uj+ j. Comparing this with { = A; — i, we obtain A; — i = —1 — ;4 j. In other
words, A; +pj — i —j = —1. But Proposition .1§| (c) yields A; + yj —i — j # —1. This contradicts
Ai+pj—i—j=—L

Foréet that we fixed {. We thus have found a contradiction for each { € {ay,ap,a3,...} N
{m1,1m2,1m3,...}. Thus, there exists no { € {ay,a2,a3,...} N {y1,42,13,...}. In other words,
the set {ay,a,a3,...} N {n1,12,43,...} is empty. In other words, the sets {aq,ap,a3,...} and
{M1,12,13,...} are disjoint.

57Pr00f. Combining {w1,a2,a3,...} C Z with {51,%2,%3,...} C Z, we obtain {aq,ap,a3,...} U
{m1,12,13,...} C Z. We shall now prove the reverse inclusion.

Fix m € Z.

Let p = max{Ay,m+1}. Thus, p = max{A;,m+1} > A; and p = max{A,m+1} >
m+1 > m. From p > m, we obtain m < p. Thus, m is a k € Z satisfying k < p (since m € Z
and m < p). In other words, m € {k € Z | k < p}.

But Proposition (e) yields that the two sets {a1, a2, a3, ...} and {51,712, ...,1, } are disjoint,
and their union is

{..,p=3p—2p—-1}={keZ | k<p}.
Thus, in particular, their unionis {...,p—3,p—2,p—1} ={k € Z | k < p}. In other words,

{v,a0,03,.. YU {0, ..o} ={...,p=3,p—2p—1}={k€Z | k<p}.
Hence,

mefkeZ | k<p}={ay,azas,..}U{n,n...,0p} € {a,a0,a3,...3 U{n,m2,13,...}.

S{mm2mz,-}
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and {n1,12,13,...} is Z.
Thus, we have shown that the two sets {aq,a2,a3,...} and {n1,72,73,...} are
disjoint, and their union is Z. This proves Proposition (d). O

Proof of Proposition (sketched). Let u = A!. Then, the number of parts of y is A;.
Hence, from A < k, we conclude that p has fewer than k parts. Thus, u; = 0.
For each positive integer i, set a; = A; —i. Hence,

{0(1,0(2,063,...}: o | i€{1,2,3,...} :{/\l‘—i | i€{1,2,3,...}}
=A—i
=B (by the definition of B).

For each positive integer j, set ; = pj —jand 5; = —1 — ;. Note that (81, B2, ..., Br—1) €
Z+1 is thus the same (k — 1)-tuple that was called (1, s, ..., Bx—1) in Theorem
Itiseasy toseethat By > B > -+ > Br1and Ay —1> A —2>A3 -3 > ---.

From A; < k, we obtain k —1 > A;. Hence, Proposition (e) (applied to
p = k — 1) yields that the two sets {ay,ap,a3,...} and {1,712, ...,1,_1} are disjoint,
and their union is

{...,(k—=1)—=3,(k—1) —2,(k—1) — 1} = {all integers smaller than k — 1} = W.

Since {aq,ap,a3,...} = B, we can restate this as follows: The two sets B and
{m1,m2,...,mx_1} are disjoint, and their union is W. Hence, {n1,%2,...,x_1} =
W\ B.

It is also easy to see that B; > B > -+ > By, sothat 73 < 10 < -+ <
Nx—1. Hence, 111,12,...,1x_1 are the elements of the set {#1,72,...,1x_1} listed in
increasing order (with no repetition).

Let us define a (k — 1)-tuple (71,72,...,7%-1) € {1,2,...,k}* ! as in Theorem

Forget that we fixed m. We thus have shown that m € {a,a3,a3,...} U{n1,%2,73,...} for
each m € Z. In other words, Z C {ay,a,a3,...} U{y1,12,73,...}. Combining this with

{061,0(2,0(3,.. } U {171,1’]2,173,...} C Z, we obtain {061,062,0(3,.. } U {171,172,173,. } =Z. Qed.
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Now, we have the following chain of logical equivalences:

(pety (A, @) #0)

<= (the k — 1 numbers 1,72, ...,7x_1 are distinct)
(by parts (b) and (c) of Theorem [2.15])
<= (the k — 1 numbers (B1 —1) %k, (B2 —1) %k, ..., (Bx_1 — 1) %k are distinct)
(since y; = 14 (B; — 1) %k for each i)
<= (no two of the k — 1 numbers 1 — 1,82 —1,..., Bx_1 — 1 are congruent modulo k)
<= (no two of the k — 1 numbers B, B2, ..., Bx_1 are congruent modulo k)
<= (no two of the k — 1 numbers —1—p1,—1—Bo,...,—1 — Br_1
are congruent modulo k)
<= (no two of the k — 1 numbers 71,17, ..., fx_1 are congruent modulo k)
(since 7; = —1 — B; for each j)
<= (no two of the k — 1 elements of {#1,%2,...,7x_1} are congruent modulo k)
( since 171,12, . . ., fx_1 are the elements of the set {ny,%2,...,1k_1} )
listed in increasing order (with no repetition)
<= (no two of the k — 1 elements of W \ B are congruent modulo k)
(since {11,112+, 1} = W\ B)
<= (each congruence class i has at most 1 element in common with W \ B)
< (eachie {0,1,...,k— 1} satisfies [in(W\B)| <1)
< (eachi € {0,1,...,k— 1} satisfies |(iNn W)\ B| <1)
(since iN (W \ B) = (iN W) \ B for each i). This proves Proposition O

3.14. Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem In this proof, the word “monomial” may refer to a monomial
in any set of variables (not necessarily in x1, x, x3,...).

In the following, an i-monomial (where i € IN) shall mean a monomial of degree
i

We shall say that a monomial is k-bounded if all exponents in this monomial are
< k. In other words, a monomial is k-bounded if it can be written in the form
z‘lllzg2 -+ -z, where 21,2y, ...,z are distinct variables and a1, ay, .. ., a5 are nonneg-
ative integers < k. Thus, the k-bounded monomials in the variables x1, xp, x3, . ..
are precisely the monomials of the form x* for « € WC satisfying («; < k for all 7).
Hence, the k-bounded m-monomials in the variables x1, x2, x3, ... are precisely the
monomials of the form x* for « € WC satisfying |a| = m and («; < k for all 7).
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Now, the definition of G (k, m) yields
Gkm)y= Y x"

aeWGC;
|| =m;
a;<k for all i
= (the sum of all k-bounded m-monomials in the variables x1, x, x3, . . .)

(89)

(since the k-bounded m-monomials in the variables xi, x2, x3, ... are precisely the
monomials of the form x* for « € WC satisfying |«| = m and («; < k for all 7)).

Let us now substitute the variables xi1,x3,x3,...,Y1,Y2,13,... for the variables
X1, X2, X3,... on both sides of the equality . (This means that we choose some
bijection ¢ : {x1,x2,x3,...} = {x1,%2,X3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3, ...}, and substitute ¢ (x;) for
each x; on both sides of (89).) The left hand side of turns into (G (k,m)) (x,y)
upon this substitutio whereas the right hand side turns into

(the sum of all k-bounded m-monomials in the variables xq,x2,x3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,...)

Thus, our substitution transforms the equality into

(G (k,m)) (xy)

= (the sum of all k-bounded m-monomials in the variables x1, X2, x3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,---) -

(90)

But any monomial m in the variables xi, xp,x3,...,Y1,Y2,¥3,... can be uniquely
written as a product np, where n is a monomial in the variables x1, xp, x3,... and
where p is a monomial in the variables y1,2,¥3,.... Moreover, if m is written in
this form, then:

¢ the degree of m equals the sum of the degrees of n and p;

e thus, m is an m-monomial if and only if there exists some i € {0,1,...,m}
such that n is an i-monomial and p is an (m — i)-monomial;

¢ furthermore, m is k-bounded if and only if both n and p are k-bounded.

Thus, any k-bounded m-monomial m in the variables x1, x2,x3,...,Y1,Y2,¥3,...
can be uniquely written as a product np, where i € {0,1,...,m}, where n is a
k-bounded i-monomial in the variables x1, x3, x3,... and where p is a k-bounded
(m — i)-monomial in the variables y1,12,ys, . ... Conversely, every such product np

8because this is how (G (k,m)) (x,y) was defined

YIndeed, the substitution can be regarded as simply renaming the variables xi,x,x3,... as
X1,%X2,X3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3, ... (in some order). Thus, it turns the k-bounded m-monomials in the vari-
ables x1, xp, x3, ... into the k-bounded m-monomials in the variables x1, x2, x3,..., Y1, Y2, Y3, - - -
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is a k-bounded m-monomial m in the variables x1,x2,x3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,.... Thus, we
obtain a bijection

|_| ( {k-bounded i-monomials in the variables x1, x, x3, ...}
i€{0,1,...m}

x {k-bounded (m — i)-monomials in the variables y1,y2,y3, .. })
— {k-bounded m-monomials in the variables xq,x2,x3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,...}
that sends each pair (n,p) to np. Hence,

(the sum of all k-bounded m-monomials in the variables x1, x2, X3, ...,Y1,Y2,Y3,...)

= ) )3 ) np

i€{0,1,...m}  nisa k-bounded p is a k-bounded
i-monomial in the  (j—j)-monomial in the
variables x1,x2,x3, ... variables y1,y2,/3 ..

= ) Y n D

ie{0,1,...m} nisak-bounded p is a k-bounded
i-monomial in the (m—i)-monomial in the
variables x1,x2,x3,... variables y1,y2,3,-..

= Z (the sum of all k-bounded i-monomials in the variables x1, x, x3, .. .)
ie{0,1,....m}

- (the sum of all k-bounded (m — i) -monomials in the variables y1,v2,y3,...).
©1)

Now, let i € {0,1,...,m}. The same reasoning that gave us can be applied
to i instead of m. Thus we obtain

G (k,i) = (the sum of all k-bounded i-monomials in the variables x1, x2, x3, . ..) .
(92)
Also, i € {0,1,...,m}, so that m —i € {0,1,...,m} C IN. Hence, the same
reasoning that gave us can be applied to m — i instead of m. Thus we obtain
G (k,m —i)

= (the sum of all k-bounded (m — i) -monomials in the variables x1, x3, x3,...).

Renaming the variables x1, x2, x3,... as y1,Y2,y3, . . . in this equality, we obtain

(G (k,m —1)) (y)

= (the sum of all k-bounded (m — i) -monomials in the variables y1,12,¥3,...).
(93)

Forget that we fixed i. We thus have proved (92) and (93) for eachi € {0,1,...,m}.
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Now, becomes

(G (k,m)) (x,y)

= (the sum of all k-bounded m-monomials in the variables x1, X2, x3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,. - )

= Z (the sum of all k-bounded i-monomials in the variables x1, x, x3, .. .)
i€{0,1,...,m} d

—G (k)
(by ©2))

- (the sum of all k-bounded (m — i) -monomials in the variables y1,12,y3, .. .)

—(G(km—i))(y)
(by ©3))

(by ©1))
= X Gli) (Glm=i))(y) = Y. (G(ki)(x)(G(km—1i))(y).
ie{0,1,...m} —(G(ki)) (%) ie{0,1,...,m}
Hence, holds for f = G (k,m), I ={0,1,...,m}, (fi,1)ic; = (G (k,1))ic(o1,..m}
and (fZ,i)ieI = (G (k,m — i>)i€{0,1,...,m}' Therefore, @) (applied to these f, I, (fl,i)iel
and (f,);c;) yields

m
AG(km))= Y Gki)®Gkm—i)=) G(ki)®G (km—i).
i€{0,1,...,m} i=0
This proves Theorem [2.19] O

3.15. Proof of Theorem 2.21]

Proof of Theorem Consider the ring (k [[x1, X2, x3, .. .]]) [[f]] of formal power se-
ries in one indeterminate t over k [[x1, X, x3,...]]. We equip this ring with the
topology that is obtained by identifying it with k[[x1, x2,x3,...,t]] (or, equiva-
lently, which is obtained by considering k [[x1, x2, x3,...]] itself as equipped with
the standard topology on a ring of formal power series, and then adjoining the
extra indeterminate t).

Now, consider the map

Fi : k[[x1,x0,x3,...]] = k[[x1,x2,x3,...]],
a—a (x'l‘,xlzc,x'g,...) .

This map Fy is a continuous k-algebra homomorphism (since it is an evaluation ho-
momorphism)®} Hence, it induces a continuous®| k [[t]]-algebra homomorphism

Ei [[1]] 2 (ke {[xr, 22, x5, 1) [[E]] = (ke [[x1, 22, x5, - ]]) [[2]

601t is well-defined, since k is positive.
61Continuity is defined with respect to the topology that we defined on (k [[x1, x2, x3, - . .]]) [[]]-
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that sends each formal power series Y a,t" € (k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[t]] (with a, €

k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) to ¥ Fi(an)t" girolsider this k [[f]]-algebra homomorphism
Fi [[t]]- In particular, i?s(;tisﬁes
(F¢ [[£]]) (tf) = f for each i € N.
The definition of Fy yields

Fy (x;) = xf foreachi € {1,2,3,...}. (94)

Also, for each a € A, we have
Fy(a)=a (x]f, x5k, ) (by the definition of Fy)

= £ (a) (95)

(since the definition of f; yields f (a) = a (x’f, x]2<, xlg,. . .)). Thus, in particular, each

n € IN satisfies
Fk (en) = fk (€n) (96)

(by (99), applied to a = e;).
Applying the map Fy [[t]] to both sides of the equality (79), we obtain

(Fx [[#]]) (ﬁ(l +xit)> = (Fi [[t]]) (Z ent”) = ) Fi(en) "

i=1 n>0 n>0

(by the definition of Fy [[t]]). Hence,

sz<en>t"=<Fkutn>(ﬁ 1+x1> T (Felle]) (1 +xt)
n>0 i=1 i=1 g

=14+Fi(x)t
(by the definition of Fi[[t]])

since Fy [[t]] is a continuous k [[t]] -algebra homomorphism,
and thus respects infinite products

=T 1+Fe(x)t :H(1+x§‘t).
i=1 \"\fk‘ i=1

(by ©9)

)
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Substituting —t* for t in this equality, we find

Yy (en) (_tk)ﬂ _ 1°—°I \(1 + xk <_tk) )j

-~

=1- (x,-t)k
=(1=xit) ()™ (i) -+ () )

(since 1—uk=(1—u) (u0+u1+~~-—|—uk*1)
for any element u of any ring)

=TT (=) (Gt + )+ (i) )

i=1
(ﬁ 1 xit ) (ﬁ((xit)o+(xit)l+"'+(xit)k1))-
i=1 i=1

We can divide both sides of this equality by ] (1 — x;t) (since the formal power
i=1

o0
series [] (1 — x;t) has constant term 1 and thus is invertible), and thus obtain

i=1
0w
n§0Fk (en) <_t ) °° 0 1 oo k-1
s =TT (it + @'+ + () ) =T
IT(1—xt) i=1 ~ i=1 u=0
i=1 k=1
=Y (x;t)"
u=0
= ) (xlt‘)”‘1 (xﬂ)”‘2 (x3t)™
a=(aq,00,83,...)€{0,1,...k—1}°; N '
ai:(OlforzaIBI bu)t finitely man}yi *(xl x22 3 ) P2 443 )

= L
aef{0,1,...k—1}%
is a weak composition
= L
xeWGC;
w; <k for all i

(here, we have expanded the product)

= X1 422483 w1 g 403
= X (g’ ) (£ 2t )
aeWC; ~~ S———
a;<k for all i =x% g Fagtagte _glal

(by the definition of ")  (since aj+ay+az+--=|a|)

= Z x4t
aeEWC;
a;<k for all i
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Hence,

o
aeEWC;
a;<k for all i

Y Fy () (—t4)"

n oo
=220 = | L Fi(en) ( tk> JI=xt)™
IT (1—xt) n>0~"~" Py :_\1/”_#:! i=1
=1 by og) ~V — ¥ ht"
n>0
(by 73

~(Eseoc) (Sme) - (Eaec
n>0 n>0 n>0

N ——’
=¥ htt
j=20
=Y Y & Y T = Y i (en) (—1)" Iyt

n=>0j>0 Vk : (n,j)EN2

\“,_/ —hjt n+j

= X

(n,j)EN2

This is an equality between two power series in (k [[x1, x, X3, .
pare the coefficients of t" on both sides of it (where x1, x2, x3, ..

scalars, not monomials), we obtain

Y, x*= ) fi (en) (—=1)" b

xeWGC; (n,j)EN?;
w; <k for all i; kn+j=m
la|=m ——
=X )y
nelN ]‘e]N;
kn+j=m
nelN jEN; nelN
kn+j=m

Now, the definition of G (k, m) yields

Gkmy= Y x*= Y x

aeWC xeWGC;
|ac|=m a;<k for all i;
a;<k for all i |a|=m
= 2 fk en 2 h]
nelN jeN;
kn+j=m

But the right hand side of this equality can be simplified.

n € IN, we have
Z h] = Ny—kn-
jEN;
kn+j=m

tk”) (J;) hj t7>

D [[H]- If we com-

. are considered

L N
jEN;
kn+j=m

(97)

Namely, for each

(98)
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[Proof of (98): Let n € IN. We must prove the equality (98). If m — kn < 0, then

( since there exists no j € N such thatkn +j =m )

Y. hj= (empty sum) (because m < kn (since m — kn < 0))

jeN;
kn+j=m

=0=h,_, (since h,,;_k, = 0 (because m — kn < 0))

Hence, if m — kn < 0, then is proven. Therefore, for the rest of the proof of
(98), we WLOG assume that m — kn > 0. Thus, m — kn € IN. Hence, there exists
exactly one j € IN satisfying kn +j = m, namely j = m — kn. Thus, the sum

Yy h]- has exactly one addend, namely the addend for j = m — kn. Therefore,
i€IN;
k11]+j:m

Y. hj = hy_k,- This proves (98).]
jEN;
kn+j=m

Now, (97) becomes
Gkm)=Y fi(en) (1" Y hj= Y fi(en) (=1)" - hyypn

nelN jeN; nelN
kn+j=m
h
=Mm—kn
(by ©8))
= (_1)n N —kn - fi (en) = Z (_1)th—ki'fk (ei)

)3
nelN ieIN

(here, we have renamed the summation index 7 as i). This proves Theorem O
Another proof of Theorem is sketched in a footnote in Section [4 below.

3.16. Proofs of the results from Section

We shall now prove the results from Section We begin with Lemma This
will rely on the Verschiebung endomorphisms v, introduced in Definition [2.25]
and on Proposition and the equality (T1).

Proof of Lemma Applying to n = k, we obtain

kpm, ifk|m;
) = . 99
Vi (Pm) {O, ifktm ®9)

Applying Proposition 2.26[to n =k, a = p,, and b = e;, we obtain

(Pt () = (Vi (pm) ;) - (100)

Now, we are in one of the following three cases:
Case 1: We have m = kj.
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Case 2: We have k { m.

Case 3: We have neither m = kj nor k { m.

Let us first consider Case 1. In this case, we have m = kj. Thus, k | m (since
j€IN C Z)and m/k = j. Hence, j = m/k, so that the integer j is positive (since m
and k are positive). But becomes

kppw, ifk | m .
Vi (Pm) = {Opm/k r kJ(m = kpm/k (since k | m)
= kpj (since m/k =j).

Thus, (100) becomes

(pm i (¢)) = <V_k£fg), €j> = (kpj,¢j)

= (ej, kpj) (since the Hall inner product is symmetric)
—k {e;, p}) — k(-1 ' = (1) 'k
——

=(—1)/1
(by Proposition applied to n=j)
Comparing this with
(-1 m=kj] k= (-1)""k

N’

(sincg m=kj)

we obtain (py, fi (¢j)) = (=1)" [m = kj] k. Thus, Lemma [2.23is proven in Case
1

Let us next consider Case 2. In this case, we have k { m. Hence, m # kj (since
otherwise, we would have m = kj, thus k | m (since j € IN), contradicting k { m).
Now, becomes

vk(pm)z{gf’m/k' EZKZ =0 (since k f m) .

Thus, (100) becomes

(pm.fr (ef)) = <wl,ej> = (0,¢) = 0.

=0

Comparing this with

(1) [m=kj] k=0,

=0
(since m#kj)
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we obtain (p, fi (ej)) = (=1)" [m = kj] k. Thus, Lemma [2.23is proven in Case
2.

Let us finally consider Case 3. In this case, we have neither m = kj nor k { m.
In other words, we have m # kj and k | m. From k | m, we conclude that m/k
is a positive intege@ From m # kj, we obtain m/k # j. Thus, the symmetric
functions p,,/x and e; are homogeneous of different degree and therefore satisfy

<Pm/k/ ej> =0 (by , applied to f = p,,/x and g = ¢;).
Now, becomes

kpmsk, ifk|m; _
Vi (pm) = {Opm/k ika(m = kpmyk (since k | m) .

Thus, (100) becomes

——

(ZRAGNE <Vk (Pm)r€j> = (kpmsr€j) = k{pm/eej) = 0.
=kpm sk =0

Comparing this with

=0
(since m#kj)

we obtain {py, fi (¢;)) = (—1)/~" [m = kjl k. Thus, Lemma [2.23)is proven in Case
3.

We have thus proven Lemma in all three Cases 1, 2 and 3. Thus, Lemma
always holds. O

Next, let us prove a simple property of Hall inner products:

Lemma 3.19. Let m, « and B be positive integers. Let a be a homogeneous
symmetric function of degree a. Let b be a homogeneous symmetric function of
degree B. Then, (p, ab) = 0.

We shall give two proofs of this lemma: one using (20), and one using Hopf-
algebraic machinery.

First proof of Lemma [3.19] (sketched). For each n € N, let A, denote the n-th homo-
geneous component of the graded k-algebra A. Thus, a € Ay and b € Ag (since a
and b are homogeneous symmetric functions of degrees « and f).

But it is known that the family (%, ), cp,, is a graded basis of the graded k-module
A; this means that for each n € IN, its subfamily (h)),cp,,, is a basis of the k-

module A,,. Applying this to n = a, we conclude that the subfamily (/1) cpyr,

62Indeed, it is positive since m and k are positive.
®3since p,,/x is homogeneous of degree m/k, whereas ej is homogeneous of degree j
®4This fact appears, e.g., in [GriRei20, Proposition 2.4.3(j)].
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is a basis of A,. Hence, a is a k-linear combination of this family (1)), cp,, (since
ae€ Ny).

We must prove the equality (p,,ab) = 0. Both sides of this equality depend
k-linearly on a. Thus, in proving it, we can WLOG assume that a belongs to the
family (1)) cpa;, (because we know that 4 is a k-linear combination of this family).
In other words, we can WLOG assume that a = h) for some A € Par,. Assume
this. For similar reasons, we can WLOG assume that b = h;, for some pu € Parg.
Assume this, too. Consider these two partitions A and p.

We have A € Par, and thus |A| = a > 0, so that A # @. Hence, the partition A
has at least one part. Likewise, the partition y has at least one part.

Now, let A U u be the partition obtained by listing all parts of A and of y and
sorting the resulting list in weakly decreasing order@ Using Definition we
can easily see that 1y, = hyhy,. Comparing this with N \b/ = hjhy, we obtain

—hy =h,
ab = h/\LI;l‘

But the partition A LI 4 has as many parts as A and p have combined. Thus, the
partition A L u has at least 2 parts (since A has at least one part, and p has at least
one part). Therefore, A Uy # (m) (since the partition A LI y has at least 2 parts,
while the partition (m) has only 1 part). Now, recall that p,, = M () (where, of
course, the two “m”s in “m,,)” mean completely unrelated things). Thus,

< m &LL> = <m<m>thuy> = <hAuw”1<m>>

M (1) :h)LLIy

(since the Hall inner product is symmetric)

s by (20), applied to A Ll u and (m)
— AU, (m) instead of A and u
=0 (since AU p # (m)).
This proves Lemma [3.19, O

Second proof of Lemma[3.19} Let p, be the map A — k, ¢ — (pm,g). This is a
k-linear map.

The power-sum symmetric function p;, is primitive as an element of the Hopf
algebra A (see [GriRei20, Proposition 2.3.6(i)]). Now, consider the graded dual A°
of the Hopf algebra A (as defined in [GriRei20, §1.6]). The map ® : A — A°
that sends each f € A to the k-linear map A — k, g — (f,g) is a Hopf algebra
isomorphism (by [GriRei20, Corollary 2.5.14]). Thus, this map ® sends primitive
elements of A to primitive elements of A°. Hence, in particular, ® (p,) € A° is
primitive (since p,, € A is primitive). In other words, p,, € A° is primitive (since
the definitions of ® and of p;, quickly reveal that ® (p,;) = pm). In other words,
Ape (Pm) = 1a0 @ P+ Pm @ 1pe.

%For example: If A = (5,3,2) and = (6,4,3,1,1), then AU = (6,5,4,3,3,2,1,1).
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Consider the k-bilinear pairing (-, -) : A° x A — k that sends each pair (f,a) €
A° x A to f(a) € k. It induces a pairing (-,-) : (A°®@ A°) x (A x A) — k that
sends each pair (f®g,a®b) to (f,a)-(3,b) = f(a)-g(b) € k. We now have
defined three k-bilinear forms, all of which we denote by (-, -); they will be distin-
guished by what is inside the parentheses.

The definition of the graded dual A° yields that 15 is a homogeneous element
of A° of degree 0. Thus, 15- annihilates all homogeneous components of A except
for the 0-th component. In other words, if f € A is homogeneous of degree 7,
where v € N is distinct from 0, then (15., f) = 0. Applying this to f = a and
v = a, we obtain (1x.,a) = 0 (since « is distinct from 0 (because « is positive)).
Similarly, (1p0,b) = 0.

Now, the definition of p,, yields py, (ab) = (pm,ab), so that

(Pm,ab) = pm (ab) = (pm, ab)

= < Ape (Pm) 0@ b> (by the definition of Ax-)
h\/—/
=1p0 @Pm+pm®@1p0
= (1 @ pm + pm @ 1o, a @ b) = (1ae ® P, a @ b) + (P @ 1pe,a @ b)
— (Lo )P — (P} (Lo )
= (Lne,) - (F ) + () - (1ae,B) =0,
=0 5
This proves Lemma [3.19] O

We can now prove Proposition [2.24;

Proof of Proposition Theorem[2.21|yields G (k,m) = ¥ (—=1)" hy_; - fi (¢;). Hence,
ieN

(pm, G (k,m)) = <Pm, Y. (—1) g - £ (ei)>

ieIN
= Z (_1)1 <Pmr hmfki ’ fk (ei)> (101)
icN
(since the Hall inner product is k-bilinear).
Now, we claim that every i € IN \ {0,m/k} satisfies

(Pms i - £ (e;)) = 0. (102)

[Proof of (102): Let i € N\ {0,m/k}. Thus, i € N and i ¢ {0,m/k}. From
i ¢ {0,m/k}, we obtain i # 0 and i # m/k. From i # m/k, we obtain ki # m, so
that m — ki # 0.

We must prove the equality (102). If m — ki < 0, then h,,,_4; = 0, and therefore

<pm1hmki £y (ez')> = (pm,0) = 0.
\\/—/

=0
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Hence, the equality is proven if m — ki < 0. Thus, for the rest of this proof,
we WLOG assume that m — ki > 0. Combining this with m — ki # 0, we obtain
m — ki > 0. Thus, m — ki is a positive integer. Also, i is a positive integer (since
i € N and i # 0), and thus ki is a positive integer (since k is a positive integer).

The map f; : A — A operates by replacing each x; by x¥ in a symmetric function
(by the definition of f;). Thus, if ¢ € A is any homogeneous symmetric function
of some degree 7, then fi () is a homogeneous symmetric function of degree k.
Applying this to g = ¢; and ¢ = i, we conclude that fi (¢;) is a homogeneous
symmetric function of degree ki (since ¢; is a homogeneous symmetric function of
degree i). Also, hy,,_j; is a homogeneous symmetric function of degree m — ki.

Hence, Lemma (applied to &« = m — ki, a = hy,_y;, B = ki and b = f; (e;))
yields (pm, hy—i - i (e;)) = 0. This proves (102).]

Note that eg = 1 and thus f; (¢p) = fx (1) = 1 (by the definition of f).

Note that m/k > 0 (since m and k are positive). Hence, m/k # 0. Now, we are in
one of the following two cases:

Case 1: We have k | m.

Case 2: We have k { m.

Let us consider Case 1 first. In this case, we have k | m. Hence, m/k is a positive
integer (since m and k are positive integers). Thus, 0 and m/k are two distinct
elements of IN (indeed, they are distinct because m/k # 0). Lemma (applied
to j = m/k) yields

<Pm,fk (em/k)> — (_1)m/k71 [m — K (m/k)] k= (_1)m/k71 k.

=1
(since m=k(m/k))
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Now, (101) becomes

(Pm, G (k,m))
= Z (_1)1 <pm; Mo —ki - fi (ei)>

ieIN
= (-1)° <Pm,hm—k.o £y (eo)> (=) <pm, P —kemse £k (em/k)>

—— —— N — ———

(since m—k-m/k=0)
+ Y D pw i i (o))
ieIN\{0,m/k}

(by )

here, we have split off the addends for i = 0 and for i = m/k
from the sum (since 0 and m/k are two distinct elements of IN)

= <pm/hm> + (_1)m/k <Pmr ho -fx (em/k)> + Z (_1)i0
:h::p_m; e iEN\{0m/k}

(since the Hall inner ;ro
product is symmetric)

= (twopm)  + D" b)) =1+ (1) ()" =1k
| S —— h/_/ AN - )

=1

=1 =(-1)"/* Tk
(by Proposition
applied to n=m)
Comparing this with
1— [k|m] k=1—k

——
=1
(since k|m)

we obtain (py, G (k,m)) = 1 — [k | m] k. Hence, Proposition is proven in Case
1.

Let us now consider Case 2. In this case, we have k 1 m. Hence, m/k ¢ Z, so that




Petrie symmetric functions page 100

m/k ¢ IN. Thus, N\ {0} = N\ {0,m/k}. Now, (101) becomes

(pm, G (k,m))
= Z (_1)1 <pm1 hm—ki : fk (ei)>

ieN
= (=1)° { P hyp—p - (60)> + ) (=) (P Pt - £ (&)

——r —— N —~ iEN\ {0}

=1 =h =1
m _;. e’
_ielN\{O,m/k}

(since N\{0}=IN\{0,m/k})
(here, we have split off the addend for i = 0 from the sum)

= (pwhw) Y (D (P ()

S/

— () ieN\{0,m/k}
(since the Hall inner (by (102))

product is symmetric)
= (hwpm) + ), (-1D'0=1
— ieN\{0,m/k}

=1
(by Proposition %
applied to n=m) -

Comparing this with
1— [k|m] k=1,
N —

=0
(since kfm)

we obtain (p, G (k,m)) = 1 — [k | m] k. Hence, Proposition is proven in Case
2.

We have now proven Proposition both in Case 1 and in Case 2. Hence,
Proposition always holds. O

Theorem will follow from Proposition using the following general cri-
terion for generating sets of A:

Proposition 3.20. For each positive integer m, let v, € A be a homogeneous
symmetric function of degree m.
Assume that (p,, vy) is an invertible element of k for each positive integer m.
Then, the family (vy),,~; = (v1,02,03,...) is an algebraically independent
generating set of the commutative k-algebra A.

Proof of Proposition Proposition is [GriRei20, Exercise 2.5.24]. O
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Proof of Theorem Let m be a positive integer. Proposition yields that

1, ifk|m;
,G (k, =1- k k=1-
(P, G (k,m)) k| m] {0, i
1, if k| m;
o, ifktm

1-1-k ifk|[m,  J1—k ifk|m;

1-0-k ifktm |1, if km
Hence, (pm, G (k,m)) is an invertible element of k (because both 1 — k and 1 are
invertible elements of k).

Forget that we fixed m. We thus have showed that (p,;, G (k,m)) is an invertible
element of k for each positive integer m. Also, clearly, for each positive integer m,
the element G (k,m) € A is a homogeneous symmetric function of degree m. Thus,
Proposition (applied to v, = G (k,m)) shows that the family (G (k,m)), ~, =
(G(k,1),G(k,2),G(k3),...)is an algebraically independent generating set of the
commutative k-algebra A. This proves Theorem [2.22] O

3.17. Proof of Theorem 2.29

Proof of Theorem The k-Hopf algebra A is both commutative and cocommuta-
tive (by [GriRei20, Exercise 2.3.7(a)]).

Thus, its antipode S is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphis

(@) The map f; is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism (by [GriRei20, Exercise
2.9.9(d)], applied to n = k). The map vy is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism (by
[GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.10(e)], applied to n = k). Thus, we have shown that all three
maps fi, S and vy are k-Hopf algebra homomorphisms. Hence, their composition
fy o S o vy is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism as well. In other words, Uy is a
k-Hopf algebra homomorphism (since Uy = f; o S o vy). This proves Theorem [2.29]
(a).

60 Proof. This is actually the claim of [GriRei20, Proposition 2.4.3(g)], but let us also give a self-
contained proof here:

The antipode of a Hopf algebra is an algebra anti-endomorphism (by [GriRei20, Proposition
1.4.10]). Thus, S is an algebra anti-endomorphism (since S is the antipode of the Hopf algebra A).
But since A is commutative, an algebra anti-endomorphism of A is the same thing as an algebra
endomorphism of A (by [GriRei20, Exercise 1.5.8(a)]). Hence, S is an algebra endomorphism of
A (since S is an algebra anti-endomorphism of A).

The antipode of a Hopf algebra is a coalgebra anti-endomorphism (by [GriRei20, Exercise
1.4.28]). Thus, S is a coalgebra anti-endomorphism (since S is the antipode of the Hopf algebra
A). But since A is cocommutative, a coalgebra anti-endomorphism of A is the same thing
as a coalgebra endomorphism of A (by [GriRei20, Exercise 1.5.8(b)]). Hence, S is a coalgebra
endomorphism of A (since S is a coalgebra anti-endomorphism of A).

We now know that S is an algebra endomorphism of A and a coalgebra endomorphism of A
at the same time. In other words, S is a bialgebra endomorphism of A. Hence, S is a k-Hopf
algebra endomorphism of A. In other words, S is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism.
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(b) Recall (from [GriRei20, Exercise 1.5.11(a)]) the following fact:

Claim 1: If H is a k-bialgebra and A is a commutative k-algebra, then the
convolution f x ¢ of any two k-algebra homomorphisms f,g: H — Ais
again a k-algebra homomorphism.

The following fact is dual to Claim 1:

Claim 2: If H is a k-bialgebra and C is a cocommutative k-coalgebra,
then the convolution f x ¢ of any two k-coalgebra homomorphisms f, g :
C — H is again a k-coalgebra homomorphism.

(See [GriRei20, solution to Exercise 1.5.11(h)] for why exactly Claim 2 is dual to
Claim 1, and how it can be proved.)

Theorem (a) yields that the map Uy is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism.
Hence, U is both a k-algebra homomorphism and a k-coalgebra homomorphism.

Now, recall that A is commutative, and that idy and Uy are two k-algebra ho-
momorphisms from A to A. Hence, Claim 1 (applied to H = A, A = A, f = idx
and g = Uy) shows that the convolution id xUy is a k-algebra homomorphism. In
other words, Vj is a k-algebra homomorphism (since Vj = idp xU).

Next, recall that A is cocommutative, and that id, and Uj are two k-coalgebra
homomorphisms from A to A. Hence, Claim 2 (applied to H = A, C = A, f =idj
and ¢ = Uy) shows that the convolution idp xUy is a k-coalgebra homomorphism.
In other words, Vj is a k-coalgebra homomorphism (since Vi = ida *Uj).

So we know that the map Vj is both a k-algebra homomorphism and a k-
coalgebra homomorphism. Thus, Vj is a k-bialgebra homomorphism, thus a k-
Hopf algebra homomorphism@ This proves Theorem (b).

(c) The map vy is a k-algebra homomorphism; thus, v (1) = 1. Now, we have

hyr if k| m;
h) = "R ’ 103
Vi () {0, if k f m (103)

for each m € IN. (Indeed, if m > 0, then this follows from the definition of v;. But
if m = 0, then this follows from vy (1) = 1, since hy = 1.)
We have
S (hy) = (—1)"ey, for each n € IN. (104)

(This follows from [GriRei20, Proposition 2.4.1(iii)].)
Each i € N satisfies

Wik, if k| ki; . :
Vi (i) = {O’“/k e i y (by (103), applied to m = ki)
= Ny /k (since k | ki)
= h; (since ki/k = i) (105)

since any k-bialgebra homomorphism between two k-Hopf algebras is automatically a k-Hopf

algebra homomorphism
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and
Uy (hii) = (fk 0 S o vg) (i) (since Uy = fx 0 S ovy)
=i | S| wilh) | | =fc| S() | =1 ((—1)iei)
o 9) o 103
= (—1) £ (e;) (106)

(since the map f is k-linear).
On the other hand, if j € N satisfies k { j, then

vic (hj) = {g] ' ilz lj (by (103), applied to m = j)
= (since k 1 j) (107)
and
Ui (hj) = (feo Sovy) (b)) (since Uy = fr 0 S ovy)

= (fk O 5) Vi (h]) = (fk o S) (O)
——"

(by)
—0 (108)

(since the map fi o S is k-linear).

Let Ay be the comultiplication A : A — A ® A of the k-coalgebra A. Let m :
A ® A — A be the k-linear map sending each pure tensora @b € A ® A to ab € A.
Definition then yields idy xUy = m o (idp ®Ug) o Ap. Thus,

Vk = idA *Uk = MApA © (ldA ®Uk) o AA
~~

=A
= mp o (idy ®Uy) o A. (109)

Let m € IN (not to be mistaken for the map m,). Then, [GriRei20, Proposition
2.3.6(iii)] (applied to n = m) yields

i+j=m
(where the sum ranges over all pairs (i,j) € IN x N with i+ j = m)

m
=)L m-j®h
j=0
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(here, we have substituted (m — j, j) for (i, j) in the sum, since the map {0,1,...,m} —
{(i,j) e N xN | i+ j= m} that sends each j to (m — j, ) is a bijection). Applying
the map idp ®@Uj to both sides of this equality, we obtain

(ida @U) (A () = (ida @Uy) (i M ® hj)

j=0
m
= ) ida (ln—j) Uy (1) = th j© U () -
jZO\Th,_/ ] 0
i
Applying the map mx to both sides of this equality, we find
A ((ida @Ug) (A ()

i (£t 0 4)) = £ O 5 0)) = e 1)

j=0 j=0

—hm— U (hJ)
(by the definition of mp)

= ) U ())

jEN

(since
Y U (R th iUk () + ) | Uy (1))
jEN j= j=m+1 S~~~

=0
(since m—j<0
(because j>m—|—1 >m))

=Yk U () + Y OU () = th Uy (i)

j=0 j=m+1 j=
N —— -

=0
). Therefore,

m ((ida ©Uy) (A (hm)))

—th Ui (hy) = ) U () + 3 hn—j Ui ()
jEN JEN; JEN; v—’
Klj K (by (L08))
(since each j € IN satisfies either k | j or k J( j (but not both))
= Z hm—juk + Z By — ]0 = Z By ]Uk 2 B ki Ug (hkz)
jeN; jeN; jeN; i€eN —
k|j kfj k|j =(=1)"fx(e;)
e —— (by -)
=0

(here, we have substituted ki for j in the sum)

= Z hm kz fk (61) = Z (_1)ihmfki : fk (ei) .

ieIN V, ieIN
_(_1) hm ki
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Comparing this with

G(km)=Y_ (=1) hypgi - £ (e5) (by Theorem [2.21)),
ielN

we obtain

G (k,m) = my ((idp @Uy) (A (hy))) = (ma o (idg @UL) 0 A) () = Vi () -

.

~
(by (109))
This proves Theorem ().
(d) Let us recall a few facts from [GriRei20].

From [GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.10(a)], we know that every positive integers n and
m satisty

NPusn, if 1| m;
n(Pm) = ) 110
Vi (Pm) {O, if ntm (110)

On the other hand, it is easy to see (directly using the definition of f;;) that every
positive integers n and m satisfy

fu (Pm) = Pum- (111)

Finally, [GriRei20, Proposition 2.4.1(i)] yields that every positive integer n satis-
ties

S (pn) = —pa- (112)
Now, let n be a positive integer. We first claim the following:

Claim 1: We have Uy (pn) = — [k | n] kp.

[Proof of Claim 1: We are in one of the following two cases:
Case 1: We have k | n.
Case 2: We have k 1 n.

8Proof. Let n and m be two positive integers. Then, the definition of py, yields pum = xJ™ + x4™ +

XM = '§1 x/™. But the definition of py, yields py, = x{' + x5 +x5' +--- = '§1 x". Now, the
1> 1z
definition of £, yields

£0 (pm) = pm (X4, x5, 25,..) =Y (2" (sincep = xf”)
n \(Pm m 1‘221\/—’ m 1'221

— nm __ : — nm
=Y X" = pum (smce Pam = Y_ X] ) )

i>1

This proves (111).
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Let us first consider Case 1. In this case, we have k | n. Hence, n/k is a positive
integer. Now, (110) (applied to k and n instead of n and m) yields

Vi (pn) = {gfjn/k’ ii;ﬁJ{Z’ = kpy/k (since k | n).
Applying the map S to both sides of this equality, we find
S (Vi (pn)) = S (kpyyx) =k §_(pn/kl (since the map S is k-linear)
e (19

applied to n/k instead of n)
=k(=pn/k) = —kpusr-
Applying the map f; to both sides of this equality, we find
£ (S (v (pn))) =t (=kpus) = =k £ (Puyk) (since the map fy is k-linear)
~——

=Pk(n/k)

(by (1T1),
applied to k and n/k

instead of n and m)
= —kpkn/k) = —kpn (since k (n/k) = n).
Now, the definition of Uy yields U = f; o S o vi. Hence,

Uk (pn) = (] 0 Sovk) (pn) = £k (S (Vi (pn))) = —kpa.

Comparing this with
= (k| n] kpn = —kpn,
——

(sinc_e k|n)

we obtain Uy (pn) = — [k | n] kpn. Hence, Claim 1 is proved in Case 1.
Let us now consider Case 2. In this case, we have k { n. But (110) (applied to k
and n instead of n and m) yields

vi (pn) = {Igjn/k’ iiiJ{Z’ =0 (since k{ n).

But the definition of Uy yields Uy = f; o S o v. Hence,

U (pn) = (fx o Sovy) (pn) = (fx 0 S) (&(&l) = (f05)(0)=0
=0

(since the map fy o S is k-linear). Comparing this with

— [kln] kpa =0,
.

=0
(since kin)
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we obtain Uy (pn) = — [k | n] kpn. Hence, Claim 1 is proved in Case 2.

We have now proved Claim 1 in both Cases 1 and 2. Thus, Claim 1 always holds.]

Theorem (@) shows that the map U is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism.
Hence, U is a k-algebra homomorphism. Thus, Uy (1) = 1.

Now, let Ay be the comultiplication A : A — A ® A of the k-coalgebra A. Let
mp : A® A — A be the k-linear map sending each pure tensor a @b € A ® A to
ab € A. Then, the definition of V yields Vi = idp Uy = mp o (idp ®@Uy) o Ap (by
the definition of convolution).

But [GriRei20, Proposition 2.3.6(i)] yields Ap (pn) = 1® pn + pn @ 1. Now,

\Vﬁ/ (Pn)

=mpo(idpy @Ui)oAp

=mp | (idp @Ug) | Aa (pn)
h\/—/
:1®pn+Pn®1

J/

-~

=ida (1) @Uy (pn)+ida (pr) @U (1)
= mp (ida (1) @ Uk (pn) +ida (pn) @ Uk (1))

=1ida (1) - Uk (pn) +ida (pn) - Uk (1) (by the definition of m,)
= —— [KlnJkpn —pn =

(by Claim 1)
= — [k | n]kpn +pn = (1= [k | n]k) pu.

This proves Theorem (d). O

3.18. Second proof of Theorem [2.19|
Let us reprove Theorem using Theorem [2.29;

Second proof of Theorem Theorem (b) shows that the map Vj is a k-Hopf
algebra homomorphism. Thus, in particular, Vj is a k-coalgebra homomorphism.
In other words, we have

(Vi@ Vk)oA= AoV and e=¢oVj
(where ¢ denotes the counit of the k-coalgebra A). But we have
Vi (hn) = G (k,n) for eachn € N (113)

(by Theorem (c), applied to n instead of m). Applying this to n = m, we obtain
Vi (hy) = G (k,m), so that G (k,m) = Vi (hs). Applying the map A to both sides
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of this equality, we find

A(G (km)) = A (Vi (hm)) = (Ao Vi) (hm) = (Vi @ Vi) 0 A) (hm)
=(Vr@Vg)oA

= (Vi@ Vi) (A (hw)) . (114)
But [GriRei20, Proposition 2.3.6(iii)] (applied to n = m) yields
A(hw) =Y, hi®h

i+j=m
(where the sum ranges over all pairs (i,j) € N x IN with i +j = m)

m
=) hi®hy
i=0

(here, we have substituted (i, m — i) for (i, j) in the sum, since the map {0,1,...,m} —
{(i,j) e N x N | i+ j=m} that sends each i to (i,m — i) is a bijection). Hence,

(114) becomes

A (G (k,m)) = (Vi ® Vi) é@ = (Vi ® V) (ihi@)hm—i)
i=0

_Zh®hm i
i=0

_ka ) @ Vi ( u:iG(k,i)ééG(k,m—i).

k i —G(k m i) =0
(by ([13)  (by (113))
Thus, Theorem is proved again. O

3.19. Proof of Corollary [2.30]

Proof of Corollary 2.30} Recall that the family (hy),~; = (h1,h2,h3,...) generates A
as a k-algebra. Hence, each g € A can be written as a polynomial in hy, hy, k3, . . ..
Applying this to ¢ = p,, we conclude that p, can be written as a polynomial in
hi,hy, hs,. ... In other words, there exists a polynomial f € k|[x1,xp,x3,...] such
that

pn = f (h1,ha, h3, . ..). (115)
Consider this f. We shall show that this f satisfies (I2). This will clearly prove

Corollary

Consider the map Vi defined in Theorem Theorem (c) yields that
Vk (hy) = G (k,m) for each positive integer m. In other words,

(Ve (1), Vic (h2) , Vi (h3),...) = (G (k,1),G (k,2),G (k,3),...).  (116)
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The map Vj is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism (by Theorem (b)), and thus
is a k-algebra homomorphism. Hence, it commutes with polynomials over k. Thus,

Vie (f (i, o b, ) = f (Vi (n), Vie (h2), Vie (3), ..
= f(G(k1),G(k2),G(k3),...) (by ([16)) .

Now, applying the map Vj to both sides of the equality (I15), we obtain
Vie(pa) = Vi (f (2 i, ..)) = £ (G (K,1),G (k2),G (K,3),...).
Comparing this with
Ve(pw) = (1~ [k [n]K)p  (by TheoremP29(@),

we obtain

(1—[k|n]k)pn=f(G(k1),G(k2),G(k3),...).
Thus, we have shown that our f satisfies (12). As we said, this proves Corollary

2.30 O
4. Proof of the Liu—Polo conjecture
Let us recall a well-known partial order on the set of partitions of a given n € IN:

Definition 4.1. Let n € IN. We define a binary relation > on the set Par, as
follows: Two partitions A, u € Par, shall satisfy A > u if and only if we have

MAAy 4+ A > up o+ foreach k € {1,2,...,n}.

This relation > is the greater-or-equal relation of a partial order on Par,, which
is known as the dominance order (or the majorization order).

This definition is precisely [GriRei20, Definition 2.2.7]. Note that if we replace
“foreach k € {1,2,...,n}"” by “for each k € {1,2,3,...}” in this definition, then the
relation > does not change.

Our goal in this section is to prove the conjecture made in [LiuPol19, Remark
1.4.5]. We state this conjecture as follows

Theorem 4.2. Let n be an integer such that n > 1. Then:

(a) We have
n—2 )
1
Y, mi=} (1) S (n—1-i1i+1)"
A€Pary,; i=0

(n—1,1)>A

®Note that (n — 1,1 — 1,1) is a partition whenever n > 1 is an integer.
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(b) We have

n—2

my = Z (_1)15(7171,11—1—1',11'“)'
A€Pary,_q; i=0
(n—=1,n=1,1)pA

Example 4.3. For this example, let n = 3. Then, n —1 = 2 and 2n — 1 = 5. Hence,
the left hand side of the equality in Theorem (4.2} (b) is

Z my = Z my =meo1) +M@1,11) +M1,1,11,1)
A€Pary,_1; A€Pars;
(n—1,n—1,1)>A (221)pA

Meanwhile, the right hand side of the equality in Theorem (4.2| (b) is
n—2 ; 1 ;
Y (-1) S(n-1n-1-i1i41) = Y (-1) S(22-i1i1) = 5(22,1) T 5(21,11)-
i=0 i=0

Thus, Theorem (b) claims that my21) + mp11,1) + M1,1,1,1,1) = S221) —
S(2,1,1,1) in this case.

We will pave our way to the proof of Theorem 4.2| by several lemmas. We begin
with a particularly simple one:

Lemma 4.4. Let n be an integer such that n > 1. Let A € Pary, 1. Then,
(n—1,n—1,1)> A if and only if all positive integers i satisfy A; < n.

Proof of Lemma[d.4, —>: Assume that (n —1,n—1,1)>A. Thus, n —1 > Ay (by
Definition £.1I). Hence, Ay < n—1 < n. But A is a partition; thus, Ay > A, >

Az > ---. Hence, all positive integers i satisfy A; < Ay < n. This proves the “="
direction of Lemma

<=: Assume that all positive integers i satisfy A; < n. Thus, all positive integers
i satisfy A; < n —1 (since A; and n are integers). Hence, in particular, Ay < n —1
and A, <n—1.

Define a partition p by p = (n—1,n—1,1); thus, [y =n—-1)+(n—-1)+1 =
2n — 1, so that u € Parp,_1. Also, A € Pary,_1 (as we know). Thus, u > A holds if
and only if each k € {1,2,...,2n — 1} satisfies

prtpo e > A A A (117)

(by Definition [4.1).
But each k € {1,2,...,2n — 1} satisfies (117).

[Proof of (117): Let k € {1,2,...,2n — 1}. We must prove (117).
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If kK > 3, then

p1t o+ = Pt P2+ ps
=m-1)+n-1)+1 (sincep = (n—1,n—1,1))
=2n—1=|A| (since A € Pary,_1)
=M+A+Az+-- M+t A,
and thus (117) is proven in this case. Hence, it remains to prove (117) for k < 2.

Buty = (n—1,n—1,1), and thus yy =n—1> Ay and up = n—1 > A,. Hence,
u1 > Apand p; + up > Ay + Ay, In other words, (117) is proven for k < 2. As
~— O~~~

>A >Az
we have said, this concludes the proof of (117).]
Thus, we have > A (since p> A holds if and only if each k € {1,2,...,2n — 1} sat-
isfies {[17)). In other words, (n —1,n —1,1) > A holds (since y = (n —1,n —1,1)).
This proves the “<=" direction of Lemma O

Lemma 4.5. Let n be an integer such thatn > 1. Let A € Par,,. Then, (n —1,1)>A
if and only if all positive integers i satisfy A; < n.

Proof of Lemma This is analogous to the proof of Lemma O

The next lemma identifies the left hand side of Theorem (a) as the Petrie
symmetric function G (1, 1), and the left hand side of Theorem |4.2| (b) as the Petrie
symmetric function G (n,2n — 1):

Corollary 4.6. Let n be an integer such that n > 1. Then:

(a) We have
Y, my=G(nn).

A€Pary;

(n—1,1)pA
(b) We have

) my=G(n2n—1).

A€Pary,_1;
(n=1n=11)pA

Proof. (b) Proposition 2.3 (c) (applied to k = n and m = 2n — 1) yields

Gn2n—-1)= Y x"= Y  m. (118)
aeEWC; A€EPar;
|a|=2n—1; |A|=2n—1;
a;<n for all i Ai<n for all i

But Lemma {4.4] yields the following equality of summation signs:

A€Pary,_1; A€Pary, _1; A€Par;
(n—1,n—-11)pA  A;<nforalli |A|=2n—1;
Aj<n for all i
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Hence,

) my= Y.  m.

AePary,_1; A€Par;
(n—1,n—1,1)pA |A|=2n—1;
Aj<n for all i

Comparing this with (118), we obtain
my=G(n2n—1).

A€Pary, _1;
(n—1,n—11)>A

This proves Corollary [4.6| (b).
(a) This is analogous to Corollary (4.6 (b), but uses Lemma (4.5 instead of Lemma
E4 O

It was Corollary 4.6| that led the author to introduce and study the Petrie sym-
metric functions G (k,m) in general, even if little of their general properties has
proven relevant to Theorem

The next proposition gives a simple formula for certain kinds of Petrie symmetric
functions:

Proposition 4.7. Let n be a positive integer. Let k € {0,1,...,n — 1}. Then,

G (n,n+k) = hyyr — hgpa

Proposition .7 can be viewed as a particular case of Theorem (applied to n
and n + k instead of k and m), after realizing that in the sum on the right hand side
of Theorem only the first two addends will (potentially) be nonzero in this
case. However, let us give an independent proof of the proposition.

Proof of Proposition Fromk € {0,1,...,n —1}, we obtain k < nand thus n+k <
n 4 n. Thus we conclude:

Observation 1: A monomial of degree n + k cannot have more than one
variable appear in it with exponent > n (since this would require it to
have degree > n +n > n +k).

Let 9 be the set of all monomials of degree k. The definition of /i shows that
hy is the sum of all monomials of degree k. In other words,

he= ) m. (119)

meNy,

Let 901, be the set of all monomials of degree n + k. The definition of h,,
shows that /1, is the sum of all monomials of degree n 4 k. In other words,

Busk= ), n (120)

nEf)ﬁn+k
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Let 91 be the set of all monomials of degree n + k in which all exponents are
< n. These monomials are exactly the x* for « € WC satisfying |¢| = n + k and

(aj < n for all 7). Hence,
Y n= ) X~ (121)
neNn aeWC;
|a|=n+k;
a;<n for all i

But Proposition 2.3| (c) (applied to n and n + k instead of k and m) yields
Gnn+k)y= Y x*= Y  m.

aeWC; A€Par;
|a|=n+k; |A|=n+k;
a;<n for all i Aj<n for all i
Hence,
Gnn+k)= Y x*=)Y n (122)
aeWC; neNn
la|=n-+k;

a;<n for all i

(by (121)).

Clearly, the set 91 is a subset of 9M,, &, and furthermore its complement 9, \ N
is the set of all monomials of degree n + k in which at least one exponent is > n.
Hence, the map

My x {1,2,3,...} = My \ N,
(m, 1) — m-x}

is well-defined (because if m is a monomial of degree k, and if i € {1,2,3,...},
then m - x}' is a monomial of degree k +n = n + k, and the variable x; appears
in it with exponent > n). This map is furthermore surjective (for simple reasons)
and injective (in fact, if n € M, \ N, then n is a monomial of degree n + k, and
thus Observation 1 yields that there is at most one variable x; that appears in n
with exponent > n; but this means that the only preimage of n under our map is

(—n, z) ). Hence, this map is a bijection. We can thus use it to substitute m - x}' for
x!
1
n in the sum Y. n. We thus obtain

nEM, ., \N

Y oa- ¥ m~x¢=(zm)- ”
ie{l,

nEM,,(\N (mi)eMx{1,2,3,...} meM 2,3,.}

:pn

=h
(by )
= Ipn- (123)
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But (120) becomes
ik = Z n= Z n + Z n (since M C M, ¢)
neM,, nen neM, 1 \N
~—
=G(n,n+k)

=h,py
(by (122)) (by >
=G (n,n+k)+ hgpn.
In other words,
G (n,n+k) = hyyi — hipn.
This proves Proposition 4.7} O
We note in passing that the idea used in the above proof of Proposition 4.7 can be

generalized to yield a second proof of Theorem using an inclusion/exclusion
argument

Corollary 4.8. Let n be an integer such that n > 1. Then:

(a) We have
Z mA — hn - pn.

A€Pary,;
(n=1,1)pA

7OHere is an outline of this second proof: For any positive integer k and any m € IN, we have

Gkmy= Y x= Y (-pl Yy X

xeWGC; 1C{1,23,..} xeWC;
|ac|=m; |ac|=m;
w; <k for all i w; >k for all iel
S —
:<H Xf) v xP
iel BEWG;
|Bl=m—Kk|I]

(by an infinite-set version of the inclusion-exclusion principle)

= )3 <—1>”(Hxi">' Y, X

1C{1,23,...} iel BEWC;
— |Bl=m—k|I|
= Z Z N ——’
PEN  [C{123,..}; =huw_x1
Hl=p

Y r o (H) o

peN 1C{1,23,.}; " \iel
|I]=p :(71)19 :hmfkp
(since |I|=p)
=Y (Dhury Y TIdf= 1 () sy fi(ep)
p p
peN 1C{1,23,...}; i€l peN
I=p
=fi(ep)
(this is easy to check)

= 2 (—1)ihm7ki i (e) -

ielN
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(b) We have
Z my = hyy—1—hy_1Pn-

A€Pary,_1;
(n—=1n-11)pA

Proof. (b) Corollary [4.6| (b) yields

) my=Gn2n—-1)=Gmnn+(n-1)) (since2n —1=n+ (n—1))
A€Pary,_1;
(n—1,n—1,1)>A
= Myy(n—1) — hu-1Pn (by Proposition 4.7, applied to k = n — 1)
- th—l - hn—lpn-

This proves Corollary 4.§] (b).
(a) Corollary [4.6| (a) yields

Y, my=G(nn)=G(nn+0)

A€Pary,;
(n=1,1)pA
=hpto— ho pan (by Proposition 1.7} applied to k = 0)
—h, =1
— hn — pn.
This proves Corollary [4.8] (a). O

Our next claim is an easy consequence of Proposition

Corollary 4.9. Let n be a positive integer. Then,

n—2 .
o —pn =) (_1)Zs(n—1—i,1i+1)‘
i=0
Proof. Proposition [I.1] yields
n—1 ) 0 n—1 .
1 1
pu=2 (“U'su iy = (D0 Seeopy X (5D s
i=0 VT ——— i=1

so that
n—1 ) n—1 . n—1 1
1 1 1—
i pn = z; =) S(n—ii) = i=1 <_ﬁ(:—1) ),S(”_"/F) - i=1 =) *(n-ini)

n—2 ;
= ;} (=1) S(n—1-i1+1)
i=




Petrie symmetric functions page 116

(here, we have substituted i + 1 for i in the sum). O
We can now immediately prove Theorem [4.2] (a):
Proof of Theorem |.2) (a). Corollary [4.8| (a) yields

n—2 .
Y my=hy—pa=) (1) S(n-1-i141) (by Corollary [£9) .
A€Pary,; i=0
(n—1,1)5A
This proves Theorem (a). O

We shall use the skewing operators f- : A — A for all f € A as defined in
[GriRei20, §2.8] or in [Macdon95, Chapter I, Section 5, Example 3]. The easiest
way to define them (following [Macdon95, Chapter I, Section 5, Example 3]) is as
follows: For each f € A, we let f* : A — A be the k-linear map adjoint to the map
Ly: A — A, g fg (that is, to the map that multiplies every element of A by f)

with respect to the Hall inner product. That is, = is the k-linear map from A to A
that satisfies

<g,fL (a)>:(fg,a> foralla € Aand g € A.

It is not hard to show that such an operator f= exist The definition of f*
in [GriRei20, §2.8] is different but equivalent (because of [GriRei20, Proposition
2.8.2(i)]). One of the most important properties of skewing operators is the follow-
ing fact ([GriRei20, (2.8.2)]):

Lemma 4.10. Let A and u be any two partitions. Then,

sj (1) = sa/u- (124)
(Here, s)/, is a skew Schur function, defined in Subsection )

Using skewing operators, we can define another helpful family of operators on
A:

Definition 4.11. For any m € Z, we define a map B, : A — A by setting
By (f) = Y (—1) hyrief f forall f € A.
ieN

It is known ([GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.1(a)]) that this map B, is well-defined and
k-linear.

7IThis is not completely automatic: Not every k-linear map from A to A has an adjoint with respect
to the Hall inner product! (For example, the k-linear map A — A that sends each Schur function
s) to 1 has none.) The reason why the map Ly : A — A, ¢ — fg has an adjoint is that when
f is homogeneous of degree k, this map Ly sends each graded component A, of A to Ay, iy,
and both of these graded components A, and A, are k-modules with finite bases. (The case
when f is not homogeneous can be reduced to the case when f is homogeneous, since each
f € Ais a sum of finitely many homogeneous elements.)
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(Actually, the well-definedness of By, is easy to check: If f € A has degree

d, then all integers i > d satisfy e; f = 0 for degree reasons, and thus the sum
Y. (=1)"hyiei- f has only finitely many nonzero addends. The k-linearity of B,
ieEN

is even clearer.)

The operators B, for m € Z have first appeared in Zelevinsky’s [Zelevi81, §4.20]
(in the different-looking but secretly equivalent setting of a PSH-algebra), where
they are credited to J. N. Bernstein. They have since been dubbed the Bernstein
creation operators and proved useful in various contexts (e.g., the definition of the
“dual immaculate functions” in [BBSSZ13] takes them for inspiration). One of their
most fundamental properties is the following fact (which originates in [Zelevi81,
4.20, (**)] and appears implicitly in [Macdon95| Chapter I, Section 5, Example 29]):

Proposition 4.12. Let A be any partition. Let m € Z satisfy m > A;. Then,

Y (=) hygiei Sa = S(may Ap s, )- (125)
ieN

See [GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.1(b)] for a proof of Proposition Thus, if A is any
partition, and if m € Z satisfies m > A4, then

Bu(sy) =), (—1)i Nyuyi€i-sa (by the definition of By,)
i€eIN
= S(m,)Ll,)\z,)\g,,...) (by " ° (126)
Lemma 4.13. Let n be a positive integer. Let m € IN. Then, B, (h,) = hyh, —
hm+1hn—1-

Proof of Lemma We have ey = 1 and thus ey = 1+ = id. Hence, ¢5 (hy) = hy.
We shall use the notion of skew Schur functions s, /,, (as in Subsection . Recall
thats,,, = 0 when u Z A.
From e; = S(1) and h,, = S(n), We obtain

ei (hn) = sy (S(n)> = S(n)/(1) (by (124)).

But it is easy to see that s,),(1) = S(,—1). (Indeed, this follows from the com-
binatorial definition of skew Schur functions, since the skew Ferrers diagram of
(n) / (1) can be obtained from the Ferrers diagram of (n — 1) by parallel shif
Alternatively, this follows easily from Theorem because s(;,_1) = hy-1.)

Thus, we obtain

ef_ (hn) = Sn)/(1) = S(n-1) = hp—1.

72See [GriRei20), §2.3] for the notions we are using here.
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For each integer i > 1, we have

ef (hp) = S(Ll,.) (s(,,,)) (since e = s(li) and h, = s(n)>
= S(n)/ (1) (by (124))
=0 <since <1i> Z (n) (because i > 1)) . (127)

Now, the definition of B, yields

By (hy) = Y (—1) hyyie ()

i€N
= (_1)Ohm+0 ey (hn) + (_1)1 hmster (ha) + Z (=) hyyi e (hy)
=1 =hy =h, =1 ey =0
oy 120
= hmhn - hm+lhn71-
]
| Corollary 4.14. Let n be a positive integer. Then, B, _1 (h,) = 0.
Proof. Apply Lemma to m = n — 1 and simplify. O

Lemma 4.15. Let m € IN. Let n be a positive integer. Then, By, (pn) = hupn —
hm+n.

Proof. This is [GriRei20, Exercise 2.9.1(f)]. But here is a more direct proof: We will
use the comultiplication A : A — A ® A of the Hopf algebra A (see [GriRei20,
§2.3]). Here and in the following, the “®” sign denotes ®y. The power-sum sym-
metric function pj, is primitive/°| (see [GriRei20, Proposition 2.3.6(i)]); thus,

A(pn) =1@pn+pr @ 1.

Hence, for each i € IN, the definition of el-L given in [GriRei20| Definition 2.8.1] (not
the equivalent definition we gave above) yields

ei (pn) = (ei, 1) pu + (ei, pu) 1. (128)

73Recall that an element x of a Hopf algebra H is said to be primitive if the comultiplication Ay of
H satisfies Ay (x) =1@x+x® 1.
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Now, the definition of B, yields

B (pn) = Z (_1>ihm+i ez‘L (pﬂ)
ieN S~
:<eirl>Pn+ ei;Pn>1

(by (128))
= ) (=1) hyuri (Cei, 1) pu + (i, pu) 1)
i€cN
= Y (D'hygi- (e Ypn Y (=) hygi - (e, pa) 1
(N ) (N )
:(_1)Ohm+0’<6011>Pn :(*1)nhq¢+n'<€n/Pn>1
(because the Hall inner product (e;,1) (because the Hall inner product {e;,pn)
equals 0 whenever i7#0 (by (@2)), equals 0 whenever i#n (by (2)),
and thus the only nonzero addend of this ~ and thus the only nonzero addend of this
sum is the addend for i=0) sum is the addend for i=n)
0
= (=1) hmso- (o, 1) pu+ (=1)" hypsn - (€n, Pn) 1
— N — ———
=1 =hy :<1,1>:1 :(_1)”_1
(by Proposition
-1
= Nppn + (_1)11 Bt - (_1)11 14 = hmPn — Npyn-
=—Hhmin
[
Lemma 4.16. Let n be a positive integer. Then,
B, 1 (hn - Pn) = hyp_1 — hnflpn-
Proof. The map B,,_; is k-linear. Thus,
By 1(hn—pu)= Bu1(hu) — Bu_1(pn)
—— ————
=0 =hy_1pn—h(u_1
(by Corollary (by Lelnnm ; n
applied to m=n—1)
= - (hnflpn - h(n_1)+n> = h—1)4n —In-1Pn = hon—1 — hy—1pn.
h\/d
=hau—1
O

Lemma 4.17. Let n be a positive integer. Then,

n—2

B 1 (hn — pn) = Z (_1)1.5(”,1,”*1,1',1#1)-
i=0
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Proof of Lemma We have

n—2 )
B, 1 (hy —pn) =B, 1 (Z (—1)' s(nlilliﬂ)) (by Corollary [4.9)

i=0

n—2 .
= 2 (—=1)" B,_1 (S(nflfi 11»“)) (since B,_1 is k-linear)
i=0

-~

:S(n—l,n—l—i,1i+1)
(by (126), applied to m=n—1
and /\:(nfl—i,li“)
(since n—1>n—1-1))

n—2 )
1
=2, (=1 S(n—1,n-1-i1i+1)"
i=0
O
Now the proof of Theorem 4.2/ (b) is a trivial concatenation of equalities:
Proof of Theorem [4.2] (b). Corollary 4.8 (b) yields
Z my = hyy—1 —hy—1pn = By—1 (hn — pn) (by Lemma [4.16))
AePary, _1;
(n—1,n—11)>A
n—2 .
1
=) (-1 S (n—1,1-1-i11+1) (by Lemma [4.17)) .
i=0
O

5. Final remarks

5.1. SageMath code

The SageMath computer algebra system [SageMath] does not (yet) natively know
the Petrie symmetric functions G (k,m); but they can be easily constructed in it.
For example, the code that follows computes G (k, ) expanded in the Schur basis:

Sym = SymmetricFunctions(QQ) # Replace (Q by your favorite base ring.
m = Sym.m() # monomial symmetric functions
s = Sym.s() # Schur functions

def G(k, n): # a Petrie function
return s(m.sum(m[lam] for lam in Partitions(n, max_part=k-1)))
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5.2. Understanding the Petrie numbers

Combining Corollary with Theorem yields an explicit expression of all
coefficients in the expansion of a Petrie symmetric function G (k,m) in the Schur
basis. It would stand to reason if the identity in Theorem {4.2| (b) (whose left hand
side is G (n,2n — 1)) could be obtained from this expression. Surprisingly, we have
been unable to do so, which suggests that the description of pet, (A, @) in Theorem
might not be optimal.

As to pet, (A, i), we do not have an explicit description at all, unless we count
the recursive one that can be extracted from the proof in [GorWil74].

5.3. MNable symmetric functions

Combining Theorem with Proposition we conclude that for any k > 0
and m € IN, the symmetric function G (k,m) € A has the following property: For

any u € Par, its product G (k,m) - s, with s;, can be written in the form Y, u,s)
Ae€Par
with uy, € {—1,0,1} for all A € Par. It has this property in common with the

symmetric functions h,, and e;; (according to the Pieri rules) and p;, (according to
the Murnaghan-Nakayama rule) as well as several others. The study of symmetric
functions having this property — which we call MNable symmetric functions (in honor
of Murnaghan and Nakayama) — has been initiated in [Grinbe20a, §8], but there is
much to be done.

5.4. A conjecture of Per Alexandersson

In February 2020, Per Alexandersson suggested the following conjecture:

Conjecture 5.1. Let k be a positive integer, and m € IN. Then, G (k,m) - p; € A
can be written in the form Y. u,s) with u, € {—1,0,1} for all A € Par.

A€Par
For example,
G(3,4) P2 =511,1,1,11) T 5222) —SGLL1) — 5(33) T 5(4,2)-

Conjecture 5.1 has been verified for all k and m satisfying k + m < 30.
Note that Conjecture 5.1| becomes false if p is replaced by p3. For example,

G(3,4) p3 = —51,111111) T5221,1,1) —252221) T53,21,1) —S4,1,1,1) — 5(43) +5(52)-

5.5. A conjecture of Francois Bergeron

An even more mysterious conjecture was suggested by Francois Bergeron in April
2020:
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Conjecture 5.2. Let k and n be positive integers, and m € IN. Let V be the
nabla operator as defined (e.g.) in [Berger19, §3.2.1]. Then, there exists a sign
Oukm € {1, —1} such that 0,1 ,, V" (G (k,m)) is an IN [g, t]-linear combination of
Schur functions.

Using SageMath, this conjecture has been checked for n = 1 and all k,m €
{0,1,...,9}; the signs oy k., are given by the following table:

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9
2|4+ + + + + + + + +
3|+ - - - + + + - -
4+ - + + + - + + 4+
50+ — + - — — + — 4+
6|+ — + — + + + — +
7|+ - + - + - - — +
8l+ — + - + — + + +
I+ - + - + - + - -

(where the entry in the row indexed k and the column indexed m is the sign o7 j ,,
represented by a “+” sign if it is 1 and by a “—" sign if it is —1). I am not aware
of a pattern in these signs, apart from the fact that ¢y, = 1 for all m € N (a
consequence of Haiman’s famous interpretation of V (e;,) as a character), and that
01k m appears to be (—1)’”_1 whenever 1 < m < k (which would follow from the

conjecture that (—1)" "' V (h,,) is an N [g, {]-linear combination of Schur functions
for any m > 1).

5.6. “Petriefication” of Schur functions

Theorem shows the existence of a Hopf algebra homomorphism V. : A — A
that sends the complete homogeneous symmetric functions hy,hy, h3, ... to the
Petrie symmetric functions G (k,1),G (k,2),G (k,3),.... It thus is natural to con-
sider the images of all Schur functions s, under this homomorphism Vj. Experi-
ments with small A’s may suggest that these images Vi (s, ) all can be written in

the form Y u,s) with uy € {—1,0,1}. But this is not generally the case; coun-
A€Par

terexamples include V;3 (5(4,4,4)), Vi (S(4’4)> and V, <5(5,1,1,1,1)>. (Of course, it is

true when A is a single row, because of Vj (s(m)> = Vi (hm) = G (k,m); and it is
also true when A is a single column, because the Hopf algebra homomorphism Vj

commutes with the antipode S that sends hy, — (—1)" e, and s, — (—1)M sy
Note that these images Vj (s, ) are precisely the modular Schur functions s, studied
in [Walker94]].
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5.7. Postnikov’s generalization

At the MIT Algebraic Combinatorics preseminar roundtable (2020), Alexander
Postnikov has suggested a generalization of the Petrie symmetric functions that
preserves some of their more elementary properties. In this subsection, we shall
survey this generalization.

Convention 5.3. We fix a formal power series F € k [[t]] whose constant term is
1. (We will keep this F fixed throughout the present subsection.)

The notations in the following definition will also be used throughout this sub-
section:

Definition 5.4. (a) Let fo, f1, f2, ... be the coefficients of the formal power series

F,so that F = ) fut". Thus, fy is the constant term of F; hence, fy = 1 (since
nelN
the constant term of F is 1).

(b) We set f; = 0 for each negative integer 1.
(c) For any weak composition «, we define an element f, € k by

fa :fmfazfazs e

(Here, the infinite product fu, fa, fa; - - - is well-defined, since every sufficiently
high positive integer i satisfies ; = 0 and thus f,, = fo = 1.)
(d) We define the power series

Gr= Y fux" (129)

aeWC

This is a formal power series in k [[x1, X2, x3, .. .]].
(e) For any m € IN, we define the power series

Gen =), fax“. (130)
aeWC;
|a|=m

This is a formal power series in k [[x1, X2, x3, . . .]].

Example 5.5. Let us see how these power series Gr and Gr,, look for specific
values of F.

(a) Let F = 1= 1+ t4+2 48+, Then, f; = 1 for each i € IN. Hence,
fa=1-1-1--.. =1 for any weak composition . Thus,
=1
Gr= ) fax*= ) x*
weWC >~ xEWC
and
Gen= ), faox*= Y x*=hy for each m € IN.
weEWG; N rEWGC;
la|=m =1 |a|=m
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(b) Now, let F = 1. Then, f; = [i = 0] for each i € IN (where we are using
the Iverson bracket notation from Convention 2.4). Hence, f, = [« = @] for any
weak composition a. Thus, it is easy to see that Gr = 1 and Gr,, = [m = 0] for
each m € IN.

(c) Now, fix a positive integer k, and set F = 1+t + 24 ...+t 1 Then,
fi = [i < k] for each i € N. Hence, f, = [] [a; < k] = [a; < k for all 7] for any

i>1
weak composition «. Thus,

Gr=)_ fu x* =Y [a; <k for all i] x"

ceWC v ceWC
‘ =[a; <k for all 7] :

since the [¢; < k for all i] factor

= Z x* makes all addends that don’t
<zxk€}/VC;u , satisfy “a; < k for all i” vanish
o or all i
=G (k).

Likewise, we can see that Gr,, = G (k,m) for each m € IN. This shows that the
Gr and the Gr,, are generalizations of the Petrie symmetric series G (k) and the
Petrie symmetric functions G (k, m), respectively.

The next proposition generalizes parts (a), (b) and (c) of Proposition

Proposition 5.6. (a) The formal power series Gr,, is the m-th degree homoge-
neous component of Gr for each m € IN.

(b) We have
Gr= ) fox"= ), famy=]]F(x).
aceWC A€Par i=1
(c) We have
Gemn= ), fax*= ), fampeA
aeWC; A€Par;
|a|=m [A|l=m

for each m € IN.

(d) The formal power series Gr is symmetric.
(e) We have Grp = 1.

Our proof of Proposition 5.6/ will use the group &, and its action on the set
WC defined in Subsection his action has the following property:

| Lemma5.7. Let A € Par. Let « € G()A. Then, fi = f).

Proof of Lemma We have & € G(,)A. In other words, there exists some 0 € &)
such that « = ¢ - A. Consider this ¢. In our proof of Lemma we have seen
that o~ is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}. In that same proof, we have
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shown that (a1, ap,a3,...) = ()\0—1(1),)\0—1(2),)\0—1(3), .. > In other words,
= Ag1(j) foreachi € {1,2,3,...}. (131)
Now, the definition of f, yields

fo=fufafu= T1 S =TI fo

i€{1,23,...} i€{1,23,...}
i1y
(since lxi:)\o'*l(i)
(by (I31))
- I f here, we have substituted i for c—! (i) in the product,
ie{i23,.) Ai since o1 is a bijection from {1,2,3,...} to {1,2,3,...}

= f/\lf/\zf)\s = fa
(since the definition of f, yields fi = fi, fa,fa, - - ). This proves Lemma O

Proof of Proposition (a) Tt is easy to see that for any m € IN, the formal power
series Gr ,, is homogeneous of degree m @ Moreover, (129) yields

Gr = ) fax¥=3) ), fux*

aeWC melN acWC;
— |a|=m
=L D ~——
meN  xeWC; =Gr
|oe|=m (by (T30))
(since |«|€IN for each acWC) Y
= Y Gem (132)

melN

Thus, the family (Gr,),,cp is the homogeneous decomposition of Gr (since each
Gr,m is homogeneous of degree m). Hence, for each m € IN, the power series Gr ,,
is the m-th degree homogeneous component of Gr. This proves Proposition 5.6 (a).

(b) Let us define the group & ., and its action on the set WC as in Subsection

74Proof. Let m € IN. For any a € WC, the monomial x* is a monomial of degree |«|. Thus, if

a € WC satisfies |a| = m, then x* is a monomial of degree m (since |a| = m). Hence, Y, fax*
aeWC;
|a|=m

is a k-linear combination of monomials of degree m (since f, € k for each « € WC). In view of

Grm = Z fax® (by (130)),
0‘46|WC;
a|=m

we can restate this as follows: G, is a k-linear combination of monomials of degree m. Thus,
the formal power series Gr ,, is homogeneous of degree m. Qed.




Petrie symmetric functions page 126

Then,
Ao =) i Y x= ) )3 Hooox
A€Par > A€Par  a€ES A A€Par RES (o)A jf
WES (o)A : "Z - (since Ler?lma
(by () x€WC; ylelds fu=f))
0(66(00)/\

(since G(oo)/\QWC)

=2 )y fx
A€Par  aeWC;
DCEG(OO))\
N———
=L r
a€WC  AePar;
REG(OO)/\

=), ) fxt (133)

aeWC  A€Par;
&EG(w)A

Now, fix some &« € WC. Then, Lemma yields that there exists a unique

partition A € Par such that & € §)A. Thus, the sum )} fox* has exactly one

A€Par;
IXEG(OO)/\

addend. Hence, this sum simplifies as follows:

Y fax® = fax®. (134)
A€Par;
DCEG(OQ>)\

Forget that we fixed «. We thus have proved (134) for each « € WC. Thus, (133)

becomes
Y fama=), ) fax*= ), fax"
A€Par aeWC  A€Par; aeWC
0(66(00)/\
\_\/_/
=fux®
(by (34)
Comparing this with (129), we obtain
Gr= Y, famy. (135)
A€Par

On the other hand, F = Y}~ f,t" (as we have noticed in Definition . Thus, for
nelN
eachi € {1,2,3,...}, we have

F(xi) =} fuxj =} fuxi

nelN ucelN




Petrie symmetric functions

page 127

(here, we have renamed the summation index n as u). Multiplying these equalities
overalli € {1,2,3,...}, we obtain

—

~
I
[y

F (x;)

1 T fut
uelN

i=1

3 () (oe) (i) -

(ul,uz,ug,...)E]N""; ~ Uy g i3
all but finitely many i satisfy 1;=0 :(fulfuzqu”' )(JC1 Xy Xg7 e )
= L
(lll,uz,U3,...)EWC

(since a sequence (1,up,u3,...) of nonnegative integers
satisfies the statement “all but finitely many i satisfy u;=0"

if and only if it satisfies (u1,up,u3,...)EWC)
(by the product rule)
- Z (fulfuzfu3 T ) (xlflngng’ ... )

(ug,up,u3,...) EWC

). (farfofas ) (27" 23725 )

-~

N—— ~
(aq,00,03,...) EWC v
:f(le,zxz,vc3,...) —x(@182,03,.-.)
(by the definition of f(al,uc2,a3,...)) (by the definition of X(al,vcz,u3,.._))
here, we have renamed the
summation index (uq,up, usz,...) as (aq,a2,43,...)

= Z f(DCl,th,DC3,...)X(“Laz,a?’l.“) = Z fﬂéxa

(0(1,062,0(3,...)EWC aceWC

here, we have renamed the
summation index (a1, ap,a3,...) asa )’

Comparing this with (129), we obtain

(ee]

HF (xi) .

i=1

Combining this equality with (135) and (129), we obtain

Gr

Gp = Z flxx"‘ = Z fAm;\ = HF(X,‘).
xeWC A€Par i=1

This proves Proposition 5.6| (b).
(c) Let m € IN. Let us define the group &, and its action on the set WC as in
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Subsection 3.1} Then,
Y iAoy =), A ), xX=), ), fr X
A€Par; o A€Par; DcGG(OO>)\ A€Par; mGG(DO))\ ~
N=m = & [Al=m (A= =h
HES (o)A (since Lemma5.7]
(by (@) yields fu=f})
=Y )Y fax (136)
A€Par; a€6 o)A
|A|=m
Now, we have the following equality of summation signs:
A€Par; DcGG(OO)/\ A€Par 0(6(‘5(00>)\; A€Par leG(w)/\;
[A[=m [A|l=m la|=m
N—— N——
= X = X
S (oc)/\; xeWGC;
|| =m €S (co);
(because for each a€& o)A, ) |ac|=m
we have |A|=|«| (since 6(,) ACWC)
(by Lemma [3.7] (a)))
A€Par aeWC; aeWC;, A€Par;
0(66(00)/\; |DC‘:W! 0(66(00)/\
la|=m
Hence, (136]) becomes
Y. hmi= )} fox= Y. fux
A€Par; A€Par; 0(66(00))\ aeWC; A€Par;
|M:m \/\|:m |zx\:m D(EG(DO)/\
| —_——
TecWC AcE Je
acWGC; €Par; by (134
la=m 2ES o)A Cy @)
= Z fax®. (137)
aeEWC;
|a|=m

Now, (130) becomes

Gen = ), faX"= ), fam
xcWGC; A€Par; \X/
|a|=m Al=m €

€ ) AHACA

Ae
Al

This proves Proposition

Par;
=m

(c).

(by (137))

(since A is a k-module) .

(d) Proposition |5.6| (b) yields Gr = [T F (x;). Thus, the power series Gr is sym-

i=1

i=1

metric (since [ F (x;) is obviously symmetric). This proves Proposition [5.6| (d).
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(e) The definition of Gr( yields

_ «_ (0,0,0,...) since the only « € WC satisfying |a| =0
GFo . E;V:Cf aX f (00,0,.) &~ ( is the weak composition (0,0,0,...)
=0’ -
= f0,00,.) = fofofo--- (by the definition of f, (0,0,0,...))
=1-1-1---- (since fo = 1)
=1.
This proves Proposition [5.6| (e). O

Next, let us generalize Definition

Definition 5.8. Let A = (A, Ay,...,Ay) € Par and p = (yy, p2,..., 4¢) € Par.
Then, the F-Petrie number pet, (A, u) of A and y is the element of k defined by

(138)

pety (A, u) = det ((fAi_P‘f_i+j)1<z’<€ 1<]'<£) '

Note that this integer does not depend on the choice of ¢ (in the sense that it
does not change if we enlarge ¢ by adding trailing zeroes to the representations
of A and p); this follows from Lemma below.

Example 5.9. For / = 3, the equality (138) rewrites as

fAl_Vl fAl—ﬂz-H fAl—H3+2
petp (A, p) = det ff\zfmfl f/\zfplz f/\zfﬂ3+1
fAB_Vl_z fA3—ﬂ2—1 fAs—Hs

We can now state the generalization of Lemma [2.7] that is needed to justify Defi-
nition 5.8

Lemma 5.10. Let A € Par and ¢ € Par. Let / € IN be such that
A = (A, Ao A) and u = (p1,p2,...,4e). Then, the determinant
det ((f)\i_]ij_i+j>1<i<g ) does not depend on the choice of /.

<i<{, 1<j<¢t

The slickest way to prove Lemma is using a k-algebra homomorphism
ar : A — k that generalizes the homomorphism &) from Definition Let
us introduce this homomorphism ar (which will also be used in other proofs). We
recall the h-universal property of A, which was stated in Subsection
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Definition 5.11. The h-universal property of A shows that there is a unique k-
algebra homomorphism ar : A — k that sends h; to f; for all positive integers i.
Consider this ar.

We will use this homomorphism ar several times in what follows; let us thus
begin by stating some elementary properties of ar.

Lemma 5.12. (a) We have
ar (hi) = fi for all i € IN. (139)
(b) We have
ar (h) = f; foralli € Z. (140)
(c) Let A be a partition. Define &, as in Definition Then,
ar (hy) = fa- (141)

Proof of Lemma[5.12, (a) Let i € N. We must prove that ar (h;) = f;. If i > 0, then
this follows from the definition of ar. Thus, we WLOG assume that we don’t have
i > 0. Hence, i = 0 (since i € IN). Therefore, h; = hy = 1, so that ar (h;) =
ar (1) =1 (since ar is a k-algebra homomorphism). On the other hand, i = 0, so
that f; = fop = 1. Comparing this with ar (h;) = 1, we obtain ar (h;) = f;. This
proves Lemma (a).

(b) Let i € Z. We must prove that ar (h;) = f;. If i < 0, then this easily follows
from0 =0 @ Hence, we WLOG assume that we don’t have i < 0. Therefore,
i >0, so that i € N. Hence, Lemma [5.12|(a) yields ar (h;) = f;. This proves Lemma
(b).

(c) Write the partition A in the form A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ay), where Aq, Ay, ..., Ay are
positive integers. Then, the definition of ) yields

4

Iy = I, -y, = [ [ -
i=1

Applying the map ar to both sides of this equality, we find

4 4
et =ar (ITn) =TT sr (i)
i=1 i=1 N~
7
(by (139), applied to A; instead of i)

(since ar is a k-algebra homomorphism)

=11/ (142)

5Proof. Assume that i < 0. Thus, #; = 0, so that ar (h;) = ar (0) = 0 (since ar is a k-algebra
homomorphism). But Definition [5.4{ (b) yields f; = 0 (since 7 is negative). Comparing this with
ar (h;) =0, we obtain af (h;) = f;, qed.




Petrie symmetric functions page 131

But we have A = (A, Ay,...,Ay) and thus Ay 1 = Apyp = Apy3 = -+ =0. In
other words, we have A\; = 0 foralli € {{+1,/+2,(+3,...}. Hence, we have
fr, =fo=1forallie {{+1,0+2,0+3,...}. Multiplying these equalities over all
ie{l+1,0+2/0+3,...},weobtain [] f,= [] 1=1

i=0+1 i=0(+1
Now, the definition of f, yields

) V4 () Y4
= faufufas = Hfm = (Hf/\,) ( I f)\i) =11/ =ar (i)

i=(+1 i=1
—_———
=1

(by (142)). Thus, Lemma (c) is proved. O

The following proof of Lemma is a straightforward adaptation of our first
proof of Lemma 2.7] (note that the second proof can be adapted just as easily).

Proof of Lemma Recall that ar : A — k is a k-algebra homomorphism. Thus,
ar respects determinants; i.e., if (a,-,]-) € A™*™M i an m X m-matrix over

1<i<m, 1<j<m
A (for some m € IN), then

“F (det ((”irf)lggm, 1§j§m>)
= det ((ocp (aiff))lgigm, 1§j§m> . (143)

Applying ar to both sides of the equality (32), we obtain

= det xr (h)\i—ﬂj—i+j>

(. J/
-~

(by (140), applied to A;—p;—i+j
instead of i) 1<i<l, 1<j<t

i iy

(by (@3), applied to m = £ and a;j = hy, i)

= det ((f)‘i_”f_i+j>1<i<£, 1<j<€) ' (144)

equality (144), we can rewrite this as follows: The element det ( ( Shi—p—i+ j> cicp 1< '<g)
=t 1y
does not depend on the choice of £. This proves Lemma [5.10}
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Just as with Lemma our proof of Lemma leads to a useful consequence
(analogous to Lemma [3.13)):

Lemma 5.13. Let A and y be two partitions. Then, the homomorphism ar : A —
k from Definition satisfies

ar (Sp/u) = petp (A, ). (145)

Proof of Lemma Write the partitions A and y in the forms A = (Aq, Ay, ..., Ay)
and y = (p1, M2,..., py) for some £ € IN m Then, the equality (144) (which we
showed in our proof of Lemma [5.10) yields

(by the definition of pet; (A, u)). This proves Lemma O

We now come to more substantive properties of G (k) and G (k, m).
First, we shall state them; the proofs will come later.
The following theorem generalizes Theorem

Theorem 5.14. We have

Gr= ) petp (A, D)s,.
AcPar

(Recall that @ denotes the empty partition () = (0,0,0,...).)

The following corollary (which already appeared in [Stanle01, Exercise 7.91 (d)])
generalizes Corollary

Corollary 5.15. Let m € IN. Then,

Gen = ), petp (A, D)s,.

A€Pary,

The following theorem generalizes Theorem

Theorem 5.16. Let y € Par. Then,

Gr-sy= ) petp (A p)sy.
AcPar

The following corollary generalizes Corollary

76Such an ¢ can always be found, since each of A and y has only finitely many nonzero entries.
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Corollary 5.17. Let m € IN. Let u € Par. Then,

Gem-Su= Y. petp(Au)sn.

AGParm+\y\

Let us prove these four results. We begin with Theorem which (just as its
particular case the Theorem [2.17) can be proved in two ways. We shall only give
the first proof:

Proof of Theorem [5.16, We shall use the notations k[[x]], k [[x,y]], x, ¥, f (x) and
f (y) introduced in Subsection If R is any commutative ring, then R [[y]]
shall denote the ring R{[[y1,Y2,V3,...]] of formal power series in the indetermi-
nates y1,Y2,Y3, - . . over the ring R. We will identify the ring k [[x, y]] with the ring
(k[[x]]) [ly]] = (k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[y1,¥2,¥3,.-.]]. Note that A C k|[[x]] and thus
Allyl] € (K[ [[y]] = k [[x,yl]. We equip the rings k [[yl], A [[y]] and k[[x,]]
with the usual topologies that are defined on rings of power series, where A itself
is equipped with the discrete topology. This has the somewhat confusing conse-
quence that A [[y]] C k|[[x,y]] is an inclusion of rings but not of topological spaces;
however, this will not cause us any trouble, since all infinite sums in A [[y]] we will

consider (such as ) sy, (x)sa(y) and Y &y (x) my (y)) will converge to the
AePar AcPar
same value in either topology.

We consider both k [[y]] and A as subrings of A [[y]] (indeed, k [[y]] embeds into
A []y]] because k is a subring of A, whereas A embeds into A [[y]] because A [[y]]
is a ring of power series over A).

In this proof, the word “monomial” may refer to a monomial in any set of vari-
ables (not necessarily in x1,x2, x3, . . .).

Recall the k-algebra homomorphism ar : A — k from Definition This
k-algebra homomorphism ar : A — k induces a k [[y]]-algebra homomorphism
ar [[y]] : Ally]] = k|[[y]], which is given by the formula

(ar [[y]]) Z fan | = Z af (fo)n

n is a monomial n is a monomial

mn yl,]/z,yg,... mn yl,yz,y3,...

n is a monomial in y o,y5,.. Of €lements of A. This induced k [[y]]-
algebra homomorphism ar [[y]] is k [[y]]-linear and continuous (with respect to the
usual topologies on the power series rings A [[y]] and k [[y]]), and thus preserves
infinite k [[y]]-linear combinations. Moreover, it extends ar (that is, for any f € A,
we have (ar [[yl]) (f) = ar (f))

Recall the skew Schur functions s/, defined in Subsection Also, recall the
symmetric functions h) defined in Definition In the First proof of Theorem
we have proved the equality

Y. sa(Y)sau= Y, su(y)ma(y) i

A€Par A€Par

for any family (fy)
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Consider this as an equality in the ring A [[y]] = A [[y1,Y2, V3, -..]]. Apply the map
ar [ly]] - Ally]] — k[[y]] to both sides of this equality. We obtain

1)(2 m(y)sw) (ar [[y]) (2 s (y m>.
A€Par

Ae€Par
Comparing this with

(ar [[y] ( Y saly S/\/ﬂ)
A€Par

= 2 sa(y) (arllyl]) (sar)

A€Par

-~

=ar (s1/u)
(since ap[[y]] extends af)

(since the map ar [[y]] preserves infinite k [[y]] -linear combinations)

Yoosa(y)-ar(sasu) = Y saly)-petp (A p) =Y petp (A, p)-sa(y),
A€Par \—t\f—" A€Par
=pe

o A€Par
M
by (155

we obtain

Y petp (A, u)-sa (y)
A€Par

= (ar [ly]) (AGZPMSV (y)ma () m) = ¥ sm(y)  (arlly]) ()

A€Par

=ar(hy)
(since ap[[y]] extends af)
(since the map ar [[y]] preserves infinite k [[y]] -linear combinations)

= L suWm@ar(n) =} su(Mm(y)-fa= Y fr-su(y)ma(y).
AePar R?_ Ae€Par AePar
(by (T4T))
Renaming the indeterminates y = (y1,Y2,¥3,...) as x = (x1,X2,x3,...) on both
sides of this equality, we obtain
Z petg (A, ) -sa (x) = Z fa sy (x) my (x) = Z fasumy = Z Sufamy.
A€Par A€Par V\T’-/ AePar S~ A€Par
=5 T =sufa
Comparing this with
GF Sy = Sy, - Gr =su- Y. famy= )Y sufamy,

AEP
= L famy a

A€Par
A€Par
(by Proposition [5.6] (b))




Petrie symmetric functions page 135

we obtain
Gpsy= ) petp(A,p) sy (x) = ) petp (A p)s).
A€Par :S’;/ A€Par
This proves Theorem O

Proof of Corollary[5.17] Forget that we fixed m. If n € IN, then the power series

Gr,_1y Sy, ifn> ;
Fon=lpl == = | € k|[[x1,x2,x3,...]] is homogeneous of degree n /7

0, if n < |pu|

GEp—u| ~Sp, i1 2> |ul;

) is homogeneous
0, if n < |p|

7Proof. Let n € IN. We must prove that the power series {

of degree n.

We are in one of the following two cases:

Case 1: We have n > |u|.

Case 2: We have n < |p|.

Let us first consider Case 1. In this case, we have n > |u|. Hence, n — |i| € IN. But Proposition
(a) (applied to m = n — |p|) yields that the power series Gr,,_|, is the (n — [u|)-th degree
homogeneous component of Gr. Hence, Gr,,_|,| is homogeneous of degree n — [u|.

On the other hand, recall that for any A € Par, the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree
|A|. Applying this to A = p, we conclude that the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree
ul-

So we know that G ,_|,| is homogeneous of degree n — |u|, whereas s, is homogeneous of
degree |p|. Since A is a graded algebra, this entails that the power series Gr ,,_,| - sy (being the
product of Gf ,_|,| and s) is homogeneous of degree (1 — |u|) + |u|. In other words, the power
series Gr || - Su is homogeneous of degree n (since (n — [u|) + [u| = n). In other words, the

GEp—|u| ~Su, i1 2> |ul;

) is homogeneous of degree n (since
0, if n < |p|

power series {

Gr,_iy Sy, ifn> ;
{ Fon—|u| * Sp = |]’l| _ GF,nf\M -y (because n> ‘,‘MD

0, if n < |u

. . GF,n7|y\ S, ifn > ul;
). Thus, we have proved in Case 1 that the power series ] is homoge-
0, if n < |y
neous of degree .
Let us now consider Case 2. In this case, we have n < |u|. The power series 0 is homoge-

neous of degree n (since 0 is homogeneous of any degree). In other words, the power series

{GF,ny sy, ifn>|ul;

is homogeneous of degree n (since
0, if n < |p|

{GF,ny “sp, i > pl; 0 (because n < |u|)

0, if n < |u B

: N LR R T P
). Thus, we have proved in Case 2 that the power series ’ is homoge-

0, if n < |y
neous of degree 7.
GF,nf\m “Su, ifn > |.u|/

. is homogeneous of
0, if n < |p|

Thus, our claim (namely, that the power series {
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In the proof of Proposition [5.6| (a), we have shown that Gr = ) Gr,. Multi-
melN
plying both sides of this equality by s,, we find

GF'Sy: (Z GF,m> 'S‘u: Z GF,m'Sy-

meN melN

Comparing this with

)y {GF’”lu s Afn 2 |pl;

nelN 0/ if n < |“Ll|
=), Grnejul S Hn =l Y GEp—u s 1> |pf;
nelN; 0/ ifn < "u’ nelN; 0/ ifn < |“l/l‘
n>|pf N ~ d n<|pl ~~ d
=G n—|u|"Sp =0

(since n>|u|) (since n<|u|)

since each n € N satisfies either n > || or n < |u|
(but not both at the same time)

- Z GF,n—IyI Syt Z 0= Z GF,H—IM\ S

n€N; nelN; nelN;
n>|ul n<|pl n=>u|
0
here, we have substituted m
= ) Grm sy for n — |u| in the sum ’
meN H
we obtain
Gr,_1y Sy, ifn> ;
nelN 0, ifn < |‘1/l|
GEpn—|u| *Sp ifn>|pl; .
But recall that each ’ is homogeneous of degree n. Thus,

, if n < |u|
the equality (146) reveals that the family

({Gplnm-sy, ifn > |y|;)
0, ifn<[ul ) N

is the homogeneous decomposition of Gr - s, (by the definition of a homogeneous
GF:”_M “Suy if n > ]y],

decomposition). Therefore, for each n € IN, the power series ]
0, if n < |p|

is the n-th degree homogeneous component of Gr - sy,.

degree 1) has been proven in both Cases 1 and 2. Since these cases cover all possibilities, we
thus conclude that our claim always holds. Qed.
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Now, let m € IN. We have just shown that for each n € IN, the power series
GF,n_M “8y, ifn > lul;
0, if n < |u|
Applying this to n = m + |u|, we conclude that the power series
G (et ) ~|pe S 31+ [l = [l

0, if m+ |p| < |yl
ponent of Gr - s;,. Since

is the n-th degree homogeneous component of Gr - sy,.

is the (m + |u|)-th degree homogeneous com-

{GF’(’“ﬂmnm sy, it mA[ul > [pl;

0, if m + |p| < [ul
= GF (m+|u))—|u| ~ Sn (since m + || > |u| (because m > 0))
Genesy (since (m+ [u) — lu| = m),

we can rewrite this as follows: The power series Gr , - 5, is the (m + |u|)-th degree
homogeneous component of Gr - s;,. In other words,

GF,m . SV
= (the (m+ |u|) -th degree homogeneous component of Gr - s,,) . (147)
On the other hand, Theorem yields
Geosy= ), petp(Ap)s,
A€Par
——
=1 L
nelN  AePar;
[A|l=n

(since each AePar
satisfies |A|€IN)

= Z Z pety (A, p) sz (148)
nelN AcPar;
|A|=n
For each n € IN, the formal power series ). pety (A, u)s, is homogeneous of
A€Par;
|A|=n

degree n Thus, the equality (148) reveals that

Z petr (A, 1) sy
A€Par;
[Al=n neN

8Proof. Let n € IN. Recall that for any A € Par, the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree
|A|. Hence, if A € Par satisfies |A| = n, then the Schur function s, is homogeneous of degree n

(since [A| = n). Thus, ) petp (A, u)s) is a k-linear combination of Schur functions that are
A€Par;
i
homogeneous of degree n. Therefore, ) pety (A, u)s, is homogeneous of degree n. Qed.
A€Par;
[A|=n
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is the homogeneous decomposition of Gr - s;,. Therefore, for each n € IN, the power
series ), pety (A, p) s, is the n-th degree homogeneous component of Gr - s,,. Ap-

A€Par;
|A|=n
plying this to n = m + |u|, we conclude that the power series ).  petp (A, ) s,
A€Par;
[A|=m+|pl

is the (m + |p|)-th degree homogeneous component of Gr - s;,. In other words,

Y. petz (A u)sy

A€Par;
|A|=m+|u|

= (the (m+ |u|) -th degree homogeneous component of Gr - s,) .
Comparing this with (147), we find

GEm - Sy = Z petp (A, p)sy = Z petrp (A, i) s).
A€Par; A€Par
|A|=m+|pl

= L
/\GParm_,'_lu'
(since Pary, |, is defined as the
set of all A€Par satisfying |A|=m+|u|)

m+ |y

|

This proves Corollary O

Proof of Theorem Theorem (applied to y = @) yields

Gr-sg = Z petr ()L,@) Sh-
A€Par

Comparing this with Gr - sy = G, we obtain
1

Gr = Z petr (/\,@)SA.

A€Par
This proves Theorem O
Proof of Corollary Corollary (applied to u = @) yields
Gem-So = ). petp(Aa)s,.
)\EPaI‘er‘@l

In view of Gg, - sg = Gpy, and m + |@| = m, we can rewrite this as
—~— ~——

This proves Corollary O
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Proposition [5.6] (c) shows that Gg,, € A for each m € IN. Hence, we can apply
the comultiplication A of the Hopf algebra A to Gr,. The next theorem (which
generalizes Theorem [2.19) gives a simple expression for the result of this:

Theorem 5.18. Let m € IN. Then,

m
A(Gem) = )_ Gri ® Grmi.
i=0

Proof of Theorem Forget that we fixed m. Recall that

Gr= Y. Grm (149)
meN

(indeed, we have proved this in our proof of Proposition (@)). On the other
hand, Proposition 5.6/ (d) says that the power series Gr is symmetric. Furthermore,
Proposition [5.6| (b) tells us that

Ge=]]F(x). (150)
i=1
Comparing this with (149), we obtain
Y Gem=]]F ). (151)
melN i=1

Substituting the variables y1, Y2, y3, . . . for the variables x1, x, x3, . .. in this equality,
we obtain

> Gem(y) =TTF () (152)
meN i=1

(since the left hand side of (151) turns into ). Gg,, (y) upon this substitutionm
meN

whereas the right hand side turns into ]O—o[ F (y))).
i=1

On the other hand, let us substitute the variables x1,x2,x3,...,¥1,Y2,¥3,... for
the variables x1,x2,x3,... on both sides of the equality (I150). (This means that
we choose some bijection ¢ : {x1,x2,x3,...} — {x1,%2,%3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,...}, and
substitute ¢ (x;) for each x; on both sides of ([150).) Thus, we readily obtain

Gr (%) = (ﬁﬂxo) (ﬁF <yi>) . (159
i=1 i=1

[Here is a detailed proof of (153): Choose some bijection ¢ : {x1,x2,x3,...} —
{x1,%2,%3,...,Y1,Y2, Y3, - - .}. (Such a bijection clearly exists, since both {x1,x, x3, ...}

"because each Gr ,, turns into G, (y) upon this substitution
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and {x1,x2,%3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3, ...} are countably infinite sets.) Then, Gr (x,y) is the
result of substituting ¢ (x;) for each x; in G (by the definition of Gr (x,y), since
the power series Gr is symmetric). In other words,

(o]

Gr(xy) = Gr (¢ (x1),¢ (x2),¢ (x3),...) = [ [F (¢ (x:)) (154)

i=1

(here, we have substituted ¢ (x;) for each x; on both sides of the equality (150)).

Now, recall that the map ¢ is a bijection from {x1, xp, x3,...} to {x1,x2,x3, ..., Y1, Y2, Y3, - -

Thus, its values ¢ (x1),¢ (x2),¢ (x3),... are precisely the indeterminates
X1,X2,X3,...,Y1,Y2,Y3,... (in some order). Hence,

F (¢ (xl)) -F ((P (Xz)) - F (4) (x3)) e
= I1 F (u)

uE{x1,%2,X3,-.,Y1,Y2, Y3, }

= (F(x)-F(xa) - Flxz)----)- (F(ya) - Fy2) - F(ys)----)

— (ﬁp@) (}jﬂ%)) :

This proves (153)).]

3.
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Now, (153) becomes

Gr (xy) = (ﬁP(x») (fy(m)

(. AN J/

=Y Gem =¥ Gpuly)
melN

meN
(by (151 (by (152))

=( ) \Gf,."i (ZGF,m(Y)>

meN melN
:GF,m(X)
= ( Z GE,m (X)> ( Z GEm (Y))
R melN melN |
=Y Gri(x) =Y Gg;(y)
ieN JEN

(here, we haV'_? renamed ) (here, we have renamed
the summation index m as i) the summation index m as j)

_ (Z GF,i<x>> (Z GF,j<y)> Y Y Ga(0Gy ()

i€EN JEN iEN jEN
Af—/
= X
(i,j)eENxIN
=Y )y
neN  (i,j)eNxN;
i+j=n
=) Y Gri(x)Gg;(y)
neN (i j)eNxN;
i+j=n
=) Y. Gri(x)Gri(y) |- (155)
neN | (ij)eNxN;
i+j=n

If n € N, then the power series Y. Gf; (x) G (y) € k[[x,y]] is homoge-
(i,j)GINX]N;
i+j=n
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neous of degree n @ Thus, the equality (155) reveals that the family

Y. Gri(x)Grj(y)
(i,j))eENxIN;
i+j=n nelN

is the homogeneous decomposition of Gr (x,y) (by the definition of a homogeneous

decomposition).
On the other hand, we have

Gr(x,y) =), Gpm(xYy). (156)

meN

[Proof of (156): If we substitute the variables x1,x2,x3,...,Y1,Y2,¥3,... for the
variables x1, X, x3,. .. on both sides of the equality (149), then we obtain

Gr(xy) =Y. Gru(xy)
melN

(because this substitution transforms Gr into Gr (x,y) and transforms G, into
Grm (x,y) for each m € IN). This proves (156).]
Now, if n € IN, then the power series Gr, (x,y) € k[[x,y|] is homogeneous of

80Proof. Let n € N. We must prove that the power series Y. G (x) Gj (y) is homogeneous
R
of degree n.

Let (i,j) € N x N be such that i + j = n. Then, Proposition .6 (a) (applied to m = i) shows
that the formal power series Gr; is the i-th degree homogeneous component of Gr. Hence, this
formal power series Gr; is homogeneous of degree i. In other words, Gg; (x) is homogeneous
of degree i (since Gp; (x) = Gg,).

Moreover, Proposition (@) (applied to m = j) shows that the formal power series Gp
is the j-th degree homogeneous component of Gp. Hence, this formal power series Gp; is
homogeneous of degree j. Hence, the power series Gr(y) is homogeneous of degree j as
well (since this Gr; (y) is obtained by substituting y1,y2,¥3, ... for the variables x1, x2, x3, ... in
Gr,j; but this substitution clearly preserves homogeneity and degree).

Now we have shown that the two power series Gr;(x) and G (y) are homogeneous of
degrees i and j, respectively. Thus, their product Gg; (x) Gp,j (y) is homogeneous of degree i + j.
In other words, Gr,; (x) Gr; (y) is homogeneous of degree 1 (since i + j = n).

Forget that we fixed (z,j). We thus have shown that Gr;(x) Gr;(y) is homogeneous

of degree n whenever (i,j) € IN x N satisfies i +j = n. In other words, each addend
of the sum Y Gri(x)Grj(y) is homogeneous of degree n. Hence, the entire sum
(1,j)eNxIN;
i+j=n

Y Gri(x)Ggj(y) is homogeneous of degree 1 as well. This completes our proof.
(1,j)ENxN;
i+j=n
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degree n ﬂ Thus, the equality

Gr(xy)= Y. Grm(xy) =Y, Grn(xy)
melN nelN

(here, we have renamed the summation index m as n)

reveals that (Gr, (X,y)),cp is the homogeneous decomposition of Gr (x,y) (by the
definition of a homogeneous decomposition).
We have now shown that each of the two families

(GEn (6 Y))nen and Y. Gri(¥)Gr;(y)
(i,j))ENxIN;
i+j=n neN
is the homogeneous decomposition of Gr (x,y). Since the homogeneous decompo-

sition of Gr (x,y) is unique, this entails that these two families are equal. In other
words, we have

(GEn (% Y)) pen = Y Gri(x)Gp;(y)
(i,j)eEN xIN;
i+j=n nelN

In other words, we have
Grn(xy)= ), Gri(x)Gg;(y) (157)

(i,j)eEN xIN;
i+j=n

for each n € IN.
Now, let m € IN. Then, (157) (applied to n = m) yields

GEm (XIY)
= Y. Gpi(X)Gpi(y)= )Y, Gri(x)Gem_i(y)
(i,j))ENxN; i€{0,1,...,m}

i+j=m

here, we have substituted (i,m —i) for (i,j) in the sum,
since the map {0,1,...,m} = {(i,j)) e NxN | i+j=m}
that sends each i to (i,m — i) is a bijection

81Proof. Let n € IN. We must prove that the power series Gr ,, (x,y) is homogeneous of degree 7.
Proposition (a) (applied to m = n) shows that the formal power series Gr, is the n-th
degree homogeneous component of Gr. Hence, this formal power series Gr, is homogeneous
of degree n. Hence, the power series Gr, (x,y) is homogeneous of degree n as well (since
this G, (x,y) is obtained by substituting the variables x1,x,x3,...,¥1,Y2,Y3, ... for the vari-
ables x1, x2, x3, ... in Gr,; but this substitution clearly preserves homogeneity and degree). This
completes our proof.
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Hence, holds for f = Gpm, I = {0,1,...,m}, (fii)ic; = (GFi)icion,. m) and
(foi)ie; = (GF/m*i)ie{O,l,...,m}' Therefore, @) (applied to these f, I, (fi,);c; and
(eri)iEI) yields

m
AGem)= Y, Gri®Gpm_i=)_ Gri®Grm_i.
i{0,1,...m} i=0

This proves Theorem O

The next few results we will state rely on the following definition:

Definition 5.19. Let F’ be the derivative of the formal power series F € k[[t]].
/

Let us write the formal power series 7 € k [[t]] (which is well-defined, since F
/

F
has constant term 1) in the form 7= Y. ynt" for some yg, 71,72, .-- € k.
nelN

Example 5.20. Let us see how F’ and -y, look for specific values of F.

1 1
(@LetF=-——=1+t+t2+t3+-... Then, F/ = 5, 50 that
1—t (1—1)

F' 1
= 14t 2B = t",

Therefore, 7, = 1 for each n € IN.

F/
(b) Now, let F = 1. Then, F/ = 0, so that 7= 0= Y O0t". Therefore, 7, =0
nelN
for each n € IN.

(c) Now, fix a positive integer k, and set F = 1+t + 24 .-+t 1 Then,

1t
F = - and thus a simple calculation using the quotient rule shows that
1+ (k—1)tF — k!
F = +( ) 5 . Hence,
(1-1)
F'o1+ (k=1 th—kt=1 1 ke 1
F o (1-t(1—-t) — 1-t 1— ¢
N——" N——
= tn o n
HGZIN _HGZ]N(tk)
_ n_ 14k—1 K\" _ n_ n
=) "=kt Y () =) = ) Kt
nelN nelN nelN n€eN;
~ ~\~ o k\n—&-l
=y ftktk—1
neN
— Y k"
nelN;
kln+1

=Y (1-[k|n+1]k)t".
neN
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| Therefore, v, =1— [k | n+ 1]k for each n € N.
The next proposition is easily seen to generalize Proposition [2.24}
| Proposition 5.21. Let m be a positive integer. Then, (pu, Grm) = Ym—1-

The proof of this proposition relies on the following property of the k-algebra
homomorphism ar : A — k from Definition 5.1}

| Lemma 5.22. We have ar (pm) = ym—1 for each positive integer m.

Proof of Lemma Consider the ring A [[t]] of formal power series in one indeter-
minate t over A. Consider also the analogous ring k [[f]] over k.

The map ar : A — k is a k-algebra homomorphism. Hence, it induces a contin-
uoug™ k [[#]]-algebra homomorphism

ap [[#] = A[E]] = K[[¢]

that sends each formal power series ). a,t" € A[[t]] (witha, € A)to Y af (a,)t".
n>0 n>0
Consider this k [[t]]-algebra homomorphism af [[t]].

Define the formal power series

[ee]

H(t) = H(l — xit)_1 € (k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[t] -

i=1

Then, from [GriRei20, (2.4.1)], we know that

H(t)=) =Y hat" € A[[H].

hy (x)
n>0"—~"" n>0

—/Itn

Hence, (ar [[t]]) (H (t)) is well-defined. Moreover, applying the map «ar [[¢]] to both
sides of the equality H (f) = Y. h,t", we obtain
n>0

<aFutn><H<t>>=<aputn>(Zhnt"):2 ar () P

n>0 n>0

S~ =fu
= Y (by Lemma[5.12] (b)
neN (applied to i=n))

(by the definition of ar [[t]])

= Y fat"=F (since F=)_ fnt”> :

nelN nelN

82Continuity is defined with respect to the usual topologies on A [[t]] and k [[t]], where we equip
both A and k with the discrete topologies.
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Moreover, consider the derivative H’ (t) of the power series H (t) € A [[t]]. This
derivative again belongs to A [[t]], so that (af [[t]]) (H' (t)) is well-defined. More-

over, from H (t) = Y hyt", we obtain H' (t) = ¥ nh,t"~! (by the definition of a
n>0 n>1
derivative), so that

H (1) =Y nhyt" 1 =Y (n+1) hyyqt"

n>1 n>0

(here, we have substituted n + 1 for n in the sum). Applying the map ar [[¢]] to
both sides of this equality, we find

(ar [[H1]) (H'(£)) = (ar [[£]) (Z (ﬂ+1)hn+1t”> =) ar ((n+1) i) "

n>0 n>0 N
=(n+1)ar(hyi1)
(since af is k-linear)

(by the definition of ar [[t]])
=Y (n+1) () "

n>0 7?’_/
(by Lemrr’g (b)
(applied to i=n+1))
=Y (n+1) fupat". (158)
n>0

On the other hand, from F = ) f,t", we obtain

neN
Fr=Y nft"! (by the definition of the derivative of a power series)
n>1
=Y (n+1) fupat"
n>0

(here, we have substituted n + 1 for n in the sum). Comparing this with (158), we

obtain
(ar [1]) (H (1)) = F.
From [GriRei20, Exercise 2.5.21], we know that

Z pm+1tm = i((tt))

m>0

Hence,
H' () _
H(t)

Z pm—l—ltm = Z pn+1tn

m=>0 n>0

(here, we have renamed the summation index m as n). Applying the map ar [[t]] to
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both sides of this equality, we find

e 1) (s} ) = (e 1) < Y Pn+1f”> = ¥ ar(pu) ¥

n>0 n>0
—~—
=YL
neN
(by the definition of ar [[t]])
= ¥ ar (pus) ' (19

nelN

Now, the map ar [[t]] is a k-algebra homomorphism, and thus respects quotients.
Hence,

O _ ) 07 () P
wr 4D () = G ey~ 7
(since (we [f]) (' (1)) = F' and. (ar [[F)) (H (1)) = F)

=) mat".

neN
Comparing this with (159), we obtain

Z af (pny1)t" = Z Yut".

nelN nelN

Comparing coefficients on both sides of this equality, we find
ar (Pn+1) = Tn for each n € IN. (160)

Now, let m be a positive integer. Thus, m —1 € IN. Hence, (160) (applied to
n = m — 1) yields ar (P(m—1)+1> = Ym—1. In other words, ar (pm) = ym—1 (since

(m —1) +1 = m). This proves Lemma [5.22] O
Proof of Proposition Proposition 5.6| (c) yields Gr,, = Y, fim,. Hence,
A€Par;
A=
(Pm, GFm) = <Pm, Y. f/\m/\> = Y. falpmmy) (161)
A€Par; A€Par;
|A|l=m [A|l=m

(since the Hall inner product is k-bilinear).

Recall the following fundamental fact from linear algebra: If A is a k-module, if
(-,-) : AX A — k is a symmetric bilinear form on A, and if (u)),.; and (v),¢;
are two bases of the k-module A that are dual to each other with respect to the
form (-,-) (where L is some indexing set), then every a € A satisfies

a=Y(upa)o,.

AEL
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We can apply this fact to A = A, L = Par, (up),cp = (mMp))cpar and (V1) 1cr =
(hA) \epar (since the bases (1)), cp,r and (h)) , cpay Of A are dual to each other with
respect to the Hall inner product (-, -)). We thus conclude that every a € A satisfies

a= Y (mya)h).
A€Par
Applying this to a = p;;, we obtain

pm= 3 (ma, pm) By =Y (pm,mr) hr. (162)
A€Par W A€Par
- m )

(since the Hall inner
product is symmetric)

Now, it is easy to see that if A € Par satisfies |A| # m, then
(pm,my) = 0. (163)

[Proof of [163): Let A € Par satisfy |A| # m. Thus, m # |A|. The two symmetric
functions p,, and m, are homogeneous of degrees m and |A|, respectively. Thus,
these two symmetric functions p,, and m, are homogeneous of different degrees
(since m # |A]). Hence, (2) (applied to f = py and §¢ = m,) yields (pm, my) = 0.
This proves (163).]

Now, becomes

pm= Y (pPmma)ly =Y (pmma)lx+ Y (pm,my)ha
A€Par A€Par; AGPar;\“’_/

_ —0
A= A oy @6
since each A € Par satisfies either |A| =m
or |A| # m, but not both at the same time

= 2 (pmmdlat ) Oy = ) (pm,mp)ha.

A€Par; A€Par; A€Par;
Al=m Al#m Al=m
——
=0

Applying the map ar to both sides of this equality, we find

af (pm) = ar 2 (pm,ma)hy | = Z (Pm,my) ar (hy)
A€Par; A€Par; ~—

A= A= =fA
[Al=m [Af=m (by Lemma 5.12] (c))
(since the map ar is k-linear)

= Y {pwm) o= Y falpmmn) = (pm, Grm)

AGPar;* A€Par;
[A|l=m =falpmmy) [A|=m
(by (161)). Hence,
(Pm, GF,m> =r (Pm) = Ym-1 (by Lemma [5.22)) .
This proves Proposition [5.21] O
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We can now generalize Theorem [2.22

Theorem 5.23. Assume that all the elements 7, 1, 72, . .. are invertible in k.

Then, the family (Grs),,~; = (Gr1,Gr2,Gr3,...) is an algebraically inde-
pendent generating set of the commutative k-algebra A. (In other words, the
canonical k-algebra homomorphism

k [ul,l/lz, Uus,.. ] — A,
um —> GF/m

is an isomorphism.)

Proof of Theorem For each positive integer m, the power series Gr ,, belongs to
A (by Proposition [5.6| (c)), and thus is a symmetric function. Moreover, this sym-
metric function Gr,, is homogeneous of degree m (by Proposition 5.6| (a)). Hence,
for each positive integer m, the element Gr,, € A is a homogeneous symmetric
function of degree m.

Let m be a positive integer. From Proposition we obtain (pm, GE ) = Ym—1-
Hence, (pm, GE ) is an invertible element of k (because y,,—1 is an invertible ele-
ment of k (since all the elements 7, y1, 72, . .. are invertible in k)).

Forget that we fixed m. We thus have showed that (p,;, Gr,,) is an invertible
element of k for each positive integer m. Also, as we know, for each positive
integer m, the element Gr,, € A is a homogeneous symmetric function of de-
gree m. Thus, Proposition (applied to vy, = Gr,,) shows that the family
(Grm)y>1 = (Gr1,Gr2,Gr3,...) is an algebraically independent generating set
of the commutative k-algebra A. This proves Theorem [5.23| O

Remark 5.24. It is not hard to verify that the converse of Theorem also holds:
If the family (Gru),,~1 = (Gr1,Gr2, Grga,...) generates the k-algebra A, then
all the elements 7o, y1, 72, . - . are invertible in k. We omit the proof of this.

The next theorem generalizes parts of Theorem (specifically, it generalizes
the properties of the map Vj stated in Theorem even though it defines this

map differently)

Theorem 5.25. The h-universal property of A shows that there is a unique k-
algebra homomorphism Vr : A — A that sends h; to G for all positive integers
i (since Gr; € A for each positive integer 7). Consider this Vr.

(@) This map Vr is a k-Hopf algebra homomorphism.

(b) We have V¢ (hy,) = Gpy, for each m € IN.

(c) We have Vr (pn) = Yu_1pn for each positive integer n. (See Definition [5.19|
for the meaning of v,_1.)

Our proof of this theorem (specifically, of its part (c)) will use the notion of the
logarithmic derivative of a formal power series. We first recall its definition:

83We recall the “h-universal property of A”, which we stated in Subsection
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Definition 5.26. Let R be a commutative ring. Let F € R [[t]] be a formal power
series whose constant term is 1. Thus, F is invertible (since F has constant term
1).
FI
The logarithmic derivative of F is defined to be the formal power series 7 €
R[t]] (this is well-defined, since F is invertible). This logarithmic derivative is
denoted by Ider F.

It is easy to see that lder F is the derivative of log F if R is a commutative Q-
algebr However, if R is not a Q-algebra, then log F is not defined, so that lder F
can only be defined via Definition

We shall now state (and, for the sake of completeness, prove) a few well-known
properties of logarithmic derivatives:

Proposition 5.27. Let R be a commutative ring. Let u,v € R[[t]] be two formal
power series whose constant terms are 1. Then, Ider (1v) = lder u + lderv.

Proof of Proposition The two power series u and v have constant term 1. Hence,
their product v has constant term 1 as well (since the constant term of the product
of two power series equals the product of their constant terms). Thus, 1der (uv) is
well-defined.
The Leibniz rule yields (uv)" = u'v + uv’. However, the definition of lder u yields
/ /

u v : . .
lderu = P Likewise, Iderv = pt Adding these two equalities, we obtain

/ /

/ /
Ideru + lderv = %—l—% = M

uo

On the other hand, the definition of 1der (uv) yields

(uo) v+ uv' _ 'y ,
lder (uv) = = (since (uv)" =u'v+uv').
uv uv

Comparing these two equalities, we find lder (uv) = lderu + lderv. This proves
Proposition [5.27] O

Proposition 5.28. Let R be a commutative topological ring. Let (uy),.n =

(g, u1,uz,...) € R[[{]]N be a sequence of formal power series whose constant

terms are 1. Let u € R|[[t]] be a formal power series whose constant term is

1. Assume that lgn up, = u (with respect to the standard topology on R [[¢]]
n—o0

induced by the topology on R). Then, nh_r}n (Ider u,) = lder u (with respect to the

same topology on R [[t]]).

84This explains the name “logarithmic derivative”.
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Proof of Proposition It is well-known that the map

R[t] = R[],
v

(that is, the map that sends each power series v € R|[[t]] to its derivative ?') is

continuous®™| Hence, from lim u,, = u, we obtain lim u}, = u'.
n—oo n—oo

Let R [[t]]; be the subset {v € R[[t]] | the constant term of v is 1} of R [[t]]. Then,
the formal power series 1, 1, Uy, . .. and u all belong to R [[t]]; (since their constant
terms are 1). It is well-known that the map

R{[E] — R[[H],

1
v —
0

. . . .. 1 1 .
is continuous®| Thus, from lim u,, = u, we obtain lim — = — (since the formal
n—oo n—o0 un u

power series ug, 11, U, ... and u all belong to R [[t]];).
Finally, it is well-known that the map
R[] < R[H] — R[],
(v,w) — vw

. . . . 1 .
is contmuou Hence, from lim u), = #’ and lim — = =, we obtain
n—oo n—00 un u
. 1 1 o
lim (u),-— | =u'-==— =lderu (164)
n—00 Uy U u

8This follows from the fact that for each n € IN, the n-th coefficient of the derivative v’ of a power
series v € R[[t]] is a continuous function of the first n + 2 coefficients of v (indeed, it equals
n+ 1 times the (n + 1)-st coefficient of v).

1
86This follows from the fact that for each n € IN, the n-th coefficient of the power series . (where

v € R[[t]];) is a continuous function of the first n + 1 coefficients of v (indeed, if we let v; and

1 . .. . 1 . ..
s denote the i-th coefficients of the power series v and . for all i € IN, then the coefficients
i

1
of - can be computed recursively from the coefficients of v using the formulas

(1> =1 and
V/o

1 n 1
() — Zvi () for each n > 0;
)y i—1 U/ n—i

these formulas rely only on addition, subtraction and multiplication of elements of R, and there-
fore define continuous maps).
87This follows from the fact that for each n € IN, the n-th coefficient of the power series vw (where

(v,w) € R[[t]] x R[[t]]) is a continuous function of the first n + 1 coefficients of v and of w
n
(indeed, it is equal to ). v w,_k, where v; and w; denote the i-th coefficients of v and w).
k=0
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!/
. . u
(since lder u is defined to be ;). However, for each n € IN, we have

/
lder u,, = % (by the definition of lder u)
n
1
p— / . —_——
= u, o
Thus, (164) rewrites as li_r>n (Ider u,) = lder u. This proves Proposition [5.28 O
n—,o0

Proposition 5.29. Let R be a commutative ring. Let uj, uy,...,u, € RI[t]] be
finitely many formal power series whose constant terms are 1. Then,

n n
lder (H ui) = Zlder U;.
i=1 i=1

Proof of Proposition We shall show that

m m
Ider (H ui> = Z Ider u; (165)
i=1 i=1
for each m € {0,1,...,n}.
Indeed, let us prove (165) by induction on m:
0
Induction base: We have [] u; = (empty product) = 1 and thus

i=1

0 !
lder (H ul-) =lder1 = 1T (by the definition of lder1)
i=1

0
=1"=0=)_Ideru;
i=1

0
(since ) lder u; = (empty sum) = 0). In other words, (165) holds for m = 0.
i=1
Induction step: Let k € {0,1,...,n —1}. Assume that (165) holds for m = k. We

must prove that holds for m = k+ 1.

The power series u1, uy, ..., ux have constant term 1. Hence, their product uquy - - - ug
has constant term 1 as well (since the constant term of the product of some power
series equals the product of their constant termﬂ.

We have assumed that holds for m = k. In other words, we have

k k
lder (H u,-) =) lderu;.
i=1 i=1

8This is a consequence of the fact that the map from k [[t]] to k that sends each power series to its
constant term is a k-algebra homomorphism.
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k+1
lder (H ui>
i=1

———
k

= (l_[ Mi) Uk
i=1

k k
= lder (( ui> . uk+1> = lder <H ui> + lder uyq
i=1 i=1

Now,

Ider u;

gl

1

k
(by Proposition [5.27} applied to u = [ Ju; and v = uk+1>
i=1

k k+1
=) Ideru; + lderuy,q = ) _ lderu;.
i—1 i=1

In other words, (165) holds for m = k + 1. This completes the induction step. Thus,
(165) is proved by induction.
Now, applying (165) to m = n, we obtain

n n
lder (H ui) = Zlder Uj.
i=1 i=1
This proves Proposition [5.29 O

Proposition 5.30. Let R be a commutative topological ring. Let uj,up,u3,... €
R[[t]] be infinitely many formal power series whose constant terms are 1. As-
[o°]

sume that the infinite product [] u; converges (with respect to the standard
i=1
topology on R[[t]] induced by the topology on R). Then, the infinite sum

Y lder u; converges as well, and we have
i=1

lder (H ui) = Zlder U;. (166)
i=1 i=1

Proof of Proposition The power series 11, up, u3, . .. have constant term 1. Hence,
o0

their product ] u; has constant term 1 as well (since the constant term of the prod-
i=1
uct of some power series equals the product of their constant terms). Moreover, all
n
the partial products [] u; of this infinite product also have constant term 1 (for the

=1
same reason).
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[e¢] n
The infinite product [] u; converges. Thus, the sequence (H ui> e R[N

n (o]
converges, and its limit is lim <H ui> = JT u;. Hence, Proposition |5.28| (applied
i=1 i

n o]
to IT u; and [T u; instead of u, and u) yields

i=1 i=1
lgn <lder (1—[ ul>> = lder (H ui> . (167)
e i=1 i=1

nh_r>r010 <1der (E ul>> = nh_{{}o Zlder U;.

(. J
~

However,

= Z Ider u;
(by Proposmon
Thus, (167) rewrites as

r}gr;Zlder u; = lder (H u,-) .

i=1

n
Thus, the sequence (Z lder ui) converges. In other words, the infinite sum

i=1 neN

[o°]
Y. lder u; converges. Moreover, the value of this sum is
i=1

(o] n (o]
Y lderu; = lim ) 1deru; = lder (H ul-) .
i—1 i=1

i=1
This proves (166). Thus, the proof of Proposition is complete. O

Proposition 5.31. Let R be a commutative ring. Let u € R [[{]] be a formal power
series whose constant term is 1. Let A € R. Then,

Ider (u (At)) = A - (1deru) (At).

Proof of Proposition We first claim that the derivative of the power series u (At)
is

(u (A1) = A-u' (AL). (168)

[Proof of (168): This is easy to see using the chain rule, but let us show this

directly: Write the power series u € R[[t]] in the form u = Y u,t" for some
n>0

Up, U1, Uy, ... € R. Thus,

Z Uy (A)" Z U A"

n>0 \,_/ n>0

= AN
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Hence, the definition of a derivative yields

_ 1 —1,n—-1
=Y nu, A "= nugh- AN

n>1 A An-1 n>1 :()\t)n_l
(since n>1)
= Y nugA- (A1) (169)
n>1

On the other hand, from u = ¥ u,t", we obtain u’ = Y nu,t" 1. Substituting At
n>0 n>1
for t on both sides of this equality, we find

=Y nuy, (At)" !
n>1
Multiplying this equality by A, we find
Au' (At) = A- Znun (A)" —Znun n=l
n>1 n>1
Comparing this with (169), we obtain (u (At))" = A -u’ (At). This proves (168).]
/

Now, the definition of lderu yields lderu = % Substituting At for ¢ on both

sides of this equality, we obtain

(Ideru) (At) =

Multiplying this equality by A, we find

u' (At)  A-u'(At)
u(At)  u(A)

On the other hand, the definition of 1der (u (At)) yields

A-(lderu) (At) = A-

(u (A1) A-u' (At)
1 t)) = = .
Comparing these two equalities, we obtain lder (u (At)) = A - (1deru) (At). This
proves Proposition 5.31] O

Proposition 5.32. Let R and S be two commutative k-algebras. Let « : R — S be
a k-algebra homomorphism. As we know, a induces a continuous k [[¢]]-algebra

homomorphism
al[t]] s R{MH] — S]]
that sends each formal power series Y. a,t" € R][[t]] (with a, € R) to
n>0
Y. a(an) t" € S[[t]]-

n>0
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Let u € R[[t]] be a formal power series whose constant term is 1. Then, the
constant term of the power series (« [[t]]) (1) is 1, and we have

Ider ((a [[t]]) (1)) = (a[[t]]) (Ideru).

Proof of Proposition Write the power series u € R [[t]] in the form u = ) u,t"
n>0
with ug, 111, Uy, ... € R. Then, the definition of « [[¢]] yields (« [[t]]) (u) = ¥ a (un) t".
n>0

However, u is the constant term of u (since u = Y u,t"), and thus is 1 (since
n>0
we know that the constant term of u is 1). In other words, uy = 1. Hence,

a (ug) = a (1) =1 (since « is a k-algebra homomorphism). However, the constant
term of the power series (« [[t]]) (1) is « (1) (since (a [[t]]) (u) = ¥ a (uy)t"). In
n>0

other words, the constant term of the power series (« [[t]]) (1) is 1 (since « (1) = 1).
Hence, 1der ((« [[t]]) (1)) is well-defined. The definition of lder ((« [[t]]) (1)) yields

der (o 1) (1)) = LN (170)

Now, recall that («[[t]]) (u) = n§0a(un) t" with a (1), & (uy),a (u2),... € S.

Hence, the definition of the derivative of a power series yields

(1) 0) = 3 mac () £

n>1

=) (n+1)a(u)t" (171)
n>0
(here, we have substituted n + 1 for n in the sum). On the other hand, from u =

Y u,t", we obtain
n>0

w' =Y nu,t"! (by the definition of the derivative)
n>1

n>0

(here, we have substituted n + 1 for n in the sum). Applying the map « [[t]] to both
sides of this equality, we obtain

(@ () () = (a [[]) (Z (n+1>un+1t"> = Y (4 D) u)
"=0 T A
(since the map «
is k-linear)

(by the definition of « [[¢]])
= Y (1) ()

n>0
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Comparing this with (171, we obtain

((a[[8]) ()" = («[[81]) (')
Hence, rewrites as

der ((a[[8]) (u)) = (LD () (172)

On the other hand, the definition of lder u yields Ider u = % Applying the map
a [[t]] to both sides of this equality, we obtain

(DC Ht]]) (1deru) = (oc Ht]]) (%’) _ %

(since the map « [[t]] is a k[[t]]-algebra homomorphism and thus respects quo-
tients). Comparing this with (172), we obtain Ider ((« [[t]]) (1)) = (a [[f]]) (1der u).
This completes the proof of Proposition [5.32 O

Next, we shall prove a simple property of homogeneous power series:

Lemma 5.33. Consider the ring (k [[x1, X2, X3, ...]]) [[t]] of formal power series in
one indeterminate f over k [[x1,x, x3,...]]. Let n € N. Let u € k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]
be any power series that is homogeneous of degree n. Then,

u (txq, txo, txs,...) = t" - u.

Proof of Lemma|5.33] The power series u is homogeneous of degree n. In other
words, it can be written as an infinite k-linear combination of monomials of de-
gree n. In other words, it can be written in the form

U= Y. Ugpm (173)
m is a monomial
of degree n

for some coefficients uy,, € k. Consider these coefficients uy,. Substituting tx;, txy, txs, ...

for x1, x2, x3, ... on both sides of the equality (173), we obtain

u (txy, txg, txs,...) = )» Umm (txg, txo, tx3,...). (174)

m is a monomial
of degree n

However, if m is a monomial of degree 1, then
m(txl, txs, tX3,...) =t"-m. (175)

[Proof of : Let m be a monomial of degree n. Thus, m is a product of n in-
determinates. In other words, m = x; x;, - - - x;, for some iy,i2,...,iy € {1,2,3,...}.
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Consider these iy,ip,...,iy. Substituting txq,txp, tx3,... for xq1,x2,x3,... on both
sides of the equality m = x; x;, - - - x; , we obtain

m(txy, tx, tx3,...) = (Bxg)) (Bxg,) - -« (bx,) = £ - xj x5, - - x;, = 7.
— ——

=m
This proves (175).]
Hence, (174) becomes
u (txy, txg, txs,...) = ) tmm (£x1, Ex2, £X3,..) = ) Upt™ - m.
m isfadmonomial t‘n’ m isfadmonomial
=1 _-1m
oI degree n (by " oI degree n
Comparing this with
¢ u =t". ) Upm = ) Ut - m,
_ Y Ueomm m is a monomial m is a monomial
m is a monomial m of degree n of degree n
of degree n
we obtain u (txq, txp, txz,...) = t" - u. This proves Lemma O

Proof of Theorem (b) Let m € IN. We must prove that Vi (hy,) = G .

We have hy = 1 and thus V¢ (hy) = Ve (1) =1 (since Vf is a k-algebra homomor-
phism). Comparing this with Gry = 1 (which was proved in Proposition 5.6| (e)),
we obtain Vg (hg) = Gr. Hence, Vr (hy,) = G,y is proved for m = 0. Thus, for the
rest of this proof, we WLOG assume that m # 0.

Now, m is a positive integer (since m € IN and m # 0). However, the definition
of Vr says that Vi (h;) = Gp; for all positive integers i. We can apply this to i = m
(since m is a positive integer), and thus obtain Vf (hy,) = Gg . Thus, Theorem
(b) is proven.

(a) We recall that the family (h,),~, generates A as a k-algebra. Hence, any two
k-algebra homomorphisms with domain A that agree on this family (h,),~,; must
be identical. In other words, if A is any k-algebra, andif f: A - Aand g: A — A
are two k-algebra homomorphisms such that

(f (hy) = g (hyn) for each positive integer n),

then
f=g (176)

The map Vr is a k-algebra homomorphism. Hence, the map Vr ® Vr is a k-
algebra homomorphism as well (since the tensor product of two k-algebra homo-
morphisms is always a k-algebra homomorphism).

Let A and ¢ be the comultiplication and the counit of the Hopf algebra A. Both of
these maps A and ¢ are k-algebra homomorphisms (since A is a bialgebra). Hence,
the three maps A o Vr and (Vr ® Vi) 0 A and € o Vf are k-algebra homomorphisms
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as well (since these three maps are compositions of some of the k-algebra homo-
morphisms A and € and Vr and VF ® V).
Now, let n be a positive integer. Then, [GriRei20, Proposition 2.3.6(iii)] yields
i+j=n
(where the sum ranges over all pairs (i,j) € N x N withi+j = n)

= ), h®h.
i€{0,1,...n}

(here, we have substituted (i, n — i) for (i, j) in the sum, since the map {0,1,...,n} —
{(i,j) e N xN | i+j=n} that sends each i to (i,n — i) is a bijection). Applying
the map Vr ® Vr to both sides of this equality, we find

(Vp@Vp) (A (hn)) = (VF(X)VF) ( Z hi®hni) = Z (VF®VF) (hi®hn—i)1
¥

ic{01,..., €01, m} e
i€{0,1,...n 0L} ) SV ()

(since the map Vr ® Vr is k-linear)

= ) Vr (hi) ® Ve (hyi)
i€{0,1,...n} — ~ ‘TGV—”
N—— —VYFi —YFn—i
(by Theorem (b), (by Theorem (b),
:'Zo applied to m=t) applied to m=n—i)
n
= ) Gri®Grpn—i.
i=0
Comparing this with
——
:GF,n
(by Theorem [5.25) (b),

applied to m=n)

n
= Z Gri ® Gpp—i (by Theorem applied to m = n),
i=0

we obtain
(Ao V) (hn) = (VE @ VE) (A (ha)) = (VE® V) 0 A) (hn) .

Now, forget that we fixed n. We thus have shown that
(Ao Vg) (hy) = ((VE® VE) o A) (hy) for each positive integer n. Since A o Vr and
(Ve ® Vi) o A are k-algebra homomorphisms, we thus conclude that

AOVF == (VF®VF)OA (177)
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(by (176), appliedto A=A®Aand f =AoVrand g = (Ve @ V) o A).

Again, let n be a positive integer. Recall that the counit ¢ of A sends every
homogeneous symmetric function of positive degree to 0. In other words, if u € A
is homogeneous of positive degree, then

e(u) =0. (178)

The complete homogeneous symmetric function %, is homogeneous of degree 1,
thus homogeneous of positive degree (since 7 is positive). Hence, (applied to
u = hy) yields ¢ (h,) = 0.

Theorem (b) (applied to m = n) yields V¢ (h,) = Gg,,. Proposition 5.6 (a)
(applied to m = n) shows that the formal power series Gr, is the n-th degree
homogeneous component of Gr. Hence, this Gr, is homogeneous of degree n.
Thus, Gr, is homogeneous of positive degree (since n is positive). In other words,
Vr (hy) is homogeneous of positive degree (since Vg (h,) = Gg,). Since Vr (hy)
is clearly a symmetric function, we thus conclude that ¢ (Vg (h,)) = 0 (by (178),
applied to u = V¢ (hy)). Thus, (eo Vi) (hy) = &€ (VF (hy)) = 0. Comparing this with
e (hy) =0, we find (eo V) (hy) = € (hy).

Now, forget that we fixed n. We thus have shown that (¢ o V¢) (h,) = € (hy) for
each positive integer n. Since € o Vr and ¢ are k-algebra homomorphisms, we thus
conclude that

eoVp=c¢ (179)

(by (176), applied to A =k and f = eo Vr and g = ¢).

The two equalities and show that Vr is a k-coalgebra homomorphism
(since Vr is k-linear). Since we also know that Vr is a k-algebra homomorphism,
we thus conclude that this map Vr is a k-bialgebra homomorphism. Hence, Vr is a
k-Hopf algebra homomorphism@ This proves Theorem @ (a).

(c) Let m € IN. Then, Proposition |5.6| (a) shows that the formal power series Gr ,,
is the m-th degree homogeneous component of Gr. Hence, this Gr,, is homoge-
neous of degree m.

Forget that we fixed m. We thus have shown that Gr ,, is homogeneous of degree
m for each m € IN.

Now, consider the ring (k|[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[f]] of formal power series in one
indeterminate t over k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]. This ring has a subring A [[t]] that con-
sists of those formal power series whose coefficients belong to A. We consider
(k [[x1, x2,x3,...]]) [[t]] as a topological ring, where the topology is the standard
one induced by the standard topology on k [[x1, X2, x3, .. .]] (not the discrete topol-
ogy!). This topological ring (k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[t]] is, of course, isomorphic to
k [[xl, X2,X3,..., t]]

Now, for each m € IN, we know that Gr, is homogeneous of degree m, and
therefore we conclude that

Grm (txl, txo, tx3, .. ) =t". Grm (180)

8since any k-bialgebra homomorphism between two k-Hopf algebras is automatically a k-Hopf

algebra homomorphism
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(by Lemma applied to u = Gr,, and n = m).
On the other hand,

Gr= Y. Grm
melN

(as we have seen in our proof of Proposition 5.6/ (a)). Comparing this with

Ge=]]F(x) (by Proposition [5.6] (b)),
i=1
we obtain o
H Z GFm
i=1 meN

Substituting tx, txs, tx3, ... for x1, x2, x3, ... on both sides of this equality, we obtain

HF (txi) = Z Gp’m (txl, txo, tx3, .. )
i=1 meN ~ g
:tm'GF,m
(by (T80))
= Y t"-Grm (181)

melN

The map Vr : A — A is a k-algebra homomorphism. Hence, it induces a k [[t]]-

algebra homomorphism
Ve [[1]] = AlH] = A[H]
that sends each formal power series Z ant" € A[[t]] (witha, € A)to Y Vg (a,)t"
n>0

Consider this k [[t]]-algebra homomorphlsm Ve [[t]]. (Note that Vg [[t]] is continu-
ous with respect to an appropriate topology on A [[t]], but we shall not use this
fact.)

Define the formal power series

[ee]

=T —xit)" € (k[[x1,x2,x3,...]]) [[t].

i=1

Then, from [GriRei20), (2.4.1)], we know that

= Y ()" = Y hat" € A[[].
n>0 h n>0

—/Itn

Hence, (Ve [[t]]) (H (t)) is well-defined. Moreover, H (t) = Y. h,t" shows that the
n>0
constant term of H (t) is hg = 1. Thus, 1der (H (t)) is well-defined.
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Applying the map Vr [[t]] to both sides of the equality H (t) = Y~ h,t", we obtain

n>0
(Ve [[#]]) (H (#)) = (VE [[H]) (n;oh f") = n;() Vel)
~—~ =GEn
=Yy (by Theorem“(b)

neN  applied to m=n)

(by the definition of VE [[t]])

=Y Gput" = Y t" Gru= ) t" Gpm

nelN N~ nelN meN
:tn'GF,n

(here, we have renamed the summation index n as m). Comparing this with (181},
we find

(Ve [[t]] HF tx;) . (182)

From [GriRei20, Exercise 2.5.21], we know that

g _ H' (1)
mZ>:0 pm+1 - ﬁ

On the other hand, the definition of 1der (H (t)) yields

H' (t)

lder (H (t)) = D

Comparing these two equalities, we obtain

lder (H (1)) = ¥ pusat” = Y pusat”

m>0 n>0

(here, we have renamed the summation index m as n). Applying the map Vr [[¢]]
to both sides of this equality, we find

(Ve [[#]]) (der (H (1)) = (VE [[H]) <Z Pn+1t”> = Y Ve(pns) t"

n>0 n>0
=)
nelN
(by the definition of Vf [[t]])
=) Ve(pusn) " (183)

nelN

On the other hand, the constant term of H (¢) is 1 (as we have shown above).
Hence, Proposition (applied to R = A and S = Aand a« = Vr and u = H (t))
shows that the constant term of the power series (V¢ [[t]]) (H (¢)) is 1, and that we

have
Ider ((Vr[[t]]) (H (t))) = (Ve [[t]) (Ider (H (1)) . (184)
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Now, (183) yields

Zﬂ)\} VE (png1) £ = (Ve [[t]]) (Ider (H (£)))

— Ider | (Ve [[)]) (H (1)) (by (189))

= I°_°[ F(tx;)
i=1
(by (182))
= lder (]‘[ F (txi)> . (185)
i=1

Now, F (tx1), F (txp), F (tx3), ... are infinitely many formal power series in ¢ over
the ring k [[x1, X2, x3,...]] whose constant terms are 1 %] The infinite product

[T F (tx;) converges (as we know from (181)). Hence, Proposition [5.30| (applied to
i=1

R =k |[[x1,x2,x3,...]] and u; = F (tx;)) yields that the infinite sum ) lder (F (tx;))
i=1

converges as well, and that we have

lder (Io—o[l—" (txi)> = ilder (F (tx;)) .
i=1

i=1
Hence, (185) becomes
Z Ve (ppe1) t" = lder (HP (txi)> = Zlder F| tx;
i=1

- ~—
nelN i=1 it

I
™2

~
I
[y

Ider (F (x;t))
——_———

:xi~(lder F) (x,-t)
(by Proposition
applied to R=k|[[x1,x2,x3,...]] and u=F and A=x;)

|
™2

N
|
—

x; - (1der F) (x;t). (186)

DProof. Leti € {1,2,3,...}. We must prove that F (tx;) is a formal power series in t over the ring

k [[x1, x2,x3,...]] whose constant term is 1.
Recall that F = )} fut". Substituting tx; for t in this equality, we find F(tx;) =
neN
Y fu (tx)" = ¥ fux"t". Hence, F(tx;) is a formal power series in t over the ring
nelN ~—~— nelN
=t"x]=x}t"
Kk [[x1, X2, %3,...]] whose constant term is fy *) = fo = 1. This is exactly what we wanted
—~—

=1
to prove. Thus, our proof is complete.




Petrie symmetric functions page 164

Now, leti € {1,2,3,...} be arbitrary. The definition of lder F yields
IderF = — = Z Tnt".

Substituting x;t for t on both sides of this equality, we obtain

(Ider F) ( Z Yn (x;t) Z Ynxit". (187)
nelN NV nelN
—xn

1

Forget that we fixed i. We thus have proved (187) for each i € {1,2,3,...}. Now,
(186) becomes

Y Ve (pug1)t" =Y x;- (Ider F) (x;t Z Y Xt = Z ) xl'ynx t"

nelN i=1 N~ i=1 nelN i=1 neN ~v—
=Y TnXj t" N —— ,ynxn+1
nelN
(by (187)) -y ¥
nelN i=1
o0 o0
_ n+lm n+1 n __ n
=Y Lwy Tt =) m (L =) Tpuaat”.
nelN i=1 nelN i=1 nelN
~———
:x{l+l+xg+1—l—xg+l+m

=Pn+1
(by the definition of p,41)
Comparing coefficients before t" in this equality, we conclude that
VE (Pns1) = YnPns1 for each n € IN. (188)

Now, let n be a positive integer. Then, n — 1 € IN. Hence, (188) (applied ton — 1
instead of n) yields

Ve <p(n_1)+1> = Tn-1P(n-1)+1

In other words, Vr (pn) = Yn—1pn (since (n —1) +1 = 1). This proves Theorem
(c). O

Our next (and last) few results are not generalizations of any properties of Petrie
functions. To state them, we take a somewhat more high-level point of view. We
forget that we fixed the power series F. Instead, for every power series F € k [[t]]
whose constant term is 1, we define a power series Gr according to Definition
(d). Moreover, for every power series F € k [[t]] whose constant term is 1, and for
every m € IN, we define a power series Gr,, according to Definition (e). We
then have the following:

Proposition 5.34. Let A and B be two power series in k [[t]] whose constant terms
are 1. Then:
(a) We have GAB = GAGB.

n
(b) Let n € IN. We have Gap,, = Y. Ga,iGp,—i-
i=0
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Proof of Proposition The constant terms of the power series A and B are 1 (by
assumption). Hence, the constant term of the power series AB is 1 as well (since
the constant term of the product of two power series equals the product of their
constant terms). Thus, G 45 is well-defined.

(a) Proposition 5.6 (b) yields that
Gr=[]F(x) (189)

for any power series F € k [[t]] whose constant term is 1.
Recall that the constant term of the power series AB is 1. Hence, (189) (applied
to F = AB) yields

Gan = T [ (4B) (x) = ] (4 (x) B(x)). (190)
= =A(x;)B(x;) =

On the other hand, (189) (applied to F = A) yields
G A= H A (XZ') .
i=1
Moreover, (189) (applied to F = B) yields
Gp=]]B(x).
i=1

Multiplying these two equalities, we find

GaGp = (HA (xi)> (HB (xi)) =[T(A(x)B(x:)).
i=1 i=1 i=1
Comparing this with (190), we find G4 = G4Gg. This proves Proposition (a).
(b) Forget that we fixed n.
In the proof of Proposition 5.6] (a), we have shown that

Gr= ) Gem (191)
meN

for any power series F € k [[t]] whose constant term is 1. (Indeed, this is precisely

the equality (132).)
Recall that the constant term of the power series A is 1. Hence, (applied to
F = A) yields
Ga= ), Gam=)_Ga, (192)
meN i€N

(here, we have renamed the summation index m as i).
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Furthermore, recall that the constant term of the power series B is 1. Hence, (191)
(applied to F = B) yields

Gg= ) Ggm= ) Ggj (193)
melN jeEN

(here, we have renamed the summation index m as j).
Now, Proposition (a) yields

Gap = GaGp = (Z GA,i) (2 GB,]') (by and (193))

icIN jeEN
= ), )Y GaiGpi=), Y. GaiGsj. (194)
ieN jeN neN  (ij)eNxN;
~—— i+j=n
= X
(i,j)eENxN
=L L
neN - (i,j)eENxN;
i+j=n
If n € N, then the power series ). Ga,;Gp; € k[[x1,x2,x3,...]] is homoge-
(i,j)ENXN;
i+j=n

neous of degree n @ Thus, the equality (194) reveals that the family

Y. Ga,Gg,
(i,j)ENxIN;

i+j=n neN

is the homogeneous decomposition of G4p (by the definition of a homogeneous

AProof. Let n € N. We must prove that the power series Y. Gyu,iGg; is homogeneous of
(i,j)e]NX]N;
i+j=n
degree n.

Let (i,j) € N x N be such that i +j = n. Then, Proposition [5.6| (a) (applied to m = i and
F = A) shows that the formal power series G4 ; is the i-th degree homogeneous component of
G 4. Hence, this formal power series G4 ; is homogeneous of degree i.

Moreover, Proposition 5.6|(a) (applied to 7 = j and F = B) shows that the formal power series
Gg,j is the j-th degree homogeneous component of Gg. Hence, this formal power series Gp; is
homogeneous of degree j.

Now we have shown that the two power series G4, and Gg; are homogeneous of degrees i
and j, respectively. Thus, their product G4 ,;Gp,; is homogeneous of degree i + j. In other words,
G4,iGp,j is homogeneous of degree n (since i + j = n).

Forget that we fixed (i,j). We thus have shown that G4,Gp; is homogeneous of degree

n whenever (i,j) € IN x N satisfies i +j = n. In other words, each addend of the sum
Y Ga,iGp,j is homogeneous of degree n. Hence, the entire sum > Ga,iGp is
(1,j)eNxNN; (1,j)eNxIN;
i+j=n i+j=n

homogeneous of degree n as well. This completes our proof.
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decomposition). Hence, for each n € IN, we have

Y. Ga,iGpj
(ij)ENxN;
i+j=n

= (the n-th degree homogeneous component of Gp) . (195)

Now, let n € IN. Recall that the constant term of the power series AB is 1. Hence,
Proposition (a) (applied to F = AB and m = n) yields that the formal power
series G4p ,, is the n-th degree homogeneous component of G4p. In other words,

Gapy = (the n-th degree homogeneous component of Gap) .

Comparing this with (195), we obtain

Gagn= Y, GaiGpj= Y, GaiGpni
(i,j)ENxIN; i€{0,1,...n}
i+j=n

here, we have substituted (i,n — i) for (7,j) in the sum,
since the map {0,1,...,n} = {(i,j) e N XN | i+j=n}
that sends each i to (i,n — i) is a bijection

n
Ga,iGpn—i-
i=0
This proves Proposition (b). O]

Finally, we can express the image of the symmetric function Gr, under the an-
tipode of A (a result suggested by Sasha Postnikov):

Theorem 5.35. Let S be the antipode of the Hopf algebra A. Let F € k[[t]] be a
formal power series whose constant term is 1. Then, for each n € IN, we have

S(Grn) = Gpi . (196)

Our proof of this theorem will rely on the following simple lemma@

Lemma 5.36. For any n € IN, we have Gy, = [n = 0]. (Here, the “1” in “Gy,,”
means the constant power series 1 € k [[t]].)

Proof of Lemma Let F be the constant power series 1 € k[[t]]. Then, the con-
stant term of F is 1; thus, Gr, is well-defined for each n € IN.

92We are using Convention [2.4] again.
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We shall use the notations introduced in Definition Thus, F = Y fut". On
nelN
the other hand,

Y n=0f"=[0=0] £ +} [n=0"=1+ ) 0"=1=F

nelN g -1 n€lN; g nelN;
(sinczl(J—O) n#0 (sinc§91 #0) 170
= N——
=0

(since F = 1), so that

Y n=0]t"=F=)_ fut".

neN neN
This is an equality of power series. Comparing coefficients in front of t" in this
equality, we thus obtain

[n=10] = fy for each n € IN. (197)

Now, let n € IN. We must prove that G;,, = [n=0]. If n = 0, then this is
obviouﬂ Thus, for the rest of this proof, we WLOG assume that n # 0. Hence,
we don’t have n = 0. Thus, we have [n = 0] = 0. On the other hand, we have

fa=0 for any « € WC satisfying |a| =n (198)
@ Now, the definition of Gr , yields
Gen= Y, fa x'= ) 0x*=0.

aeWC; :’ aeWC;
la|=n (by (198)) |a|=n

In view of F = 1, this rewrites as G, = 0. Comparing this with [n = 0] = 0, we
obtain Gy , = [n = 0]. Thus, Lemma is proven. O

%Proof. Assume that n = 0. Thus, G;,, = G19 = 1 (by Proposition (e), applied to 1 instead
of F). However, from n = 0, we obtain [n = 0] = 1. Comparing this with G;,, = 1, we obtain
G1,n = [n = 0]. Thus, we have proved that G; , = [n = 0] under the assumption that n = 0.

94Proof of : Let « € WC satisfy |a| = n.

If we had &« = @, then we would have |¢| = |&| = 0, which would contradict || = n # 0.
Hence, we cannot have « = @&. Thus, we have « # &. Now, & = (aq, a5, 43, ...), so that

(a1,00,03,...) =a #2=1(0,0,0,...).

In other words, there exists some i € {1,2,3,...} such that a; # 0. Consider this i.

We have «; # 0. Thus, we don’t have a; = 0. Hence, we have [¢; = 0] = 0. Now, (applied
to a; instead of n) yields [¢; = 0] = f,,. Hence, fu, = [#; = 0] = 0. Thus, we have shown that f,,
is equal to 0.

Now, the definition of f, yields

fa :fﬂqfﬂlzfﬂls T (fleftxz o 'faf) (f“i+lf"‘i+2f0‘i+3 ’ )

:(fﬂlfusz"‘i—l)f"‘i

= (fﬂqfﬂéz o 'f"‘ifl) f“z‘ (f”‘i+1f“i+2f“i+3 o ) = (fmfﬂtz o 'f“i—l) 0 (fai+1fvéi+zf“z‘+3 o ) =0.
~—

=0

This proves (198).
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Proof of Theorem We shall use the convolution * introduced in Definition [2.28|

Let A and ¢ be the comultiplication and the counit of the Hopf algebra A. Let
7 : k — A be the map that sends each u € ktou-15 € A. Letmp : AQA = A
be the k-linear map sending each pure tensor a @ b € A ® A to ab € A. Definition

2.28| then yields
S*idA:mAO(S(X)idA)OA. (199)

It is easy to see that each positive integer n satisfies
e(Gry) = 0. (200)

[Proof of (200): Let n be a positive integer. Proposition [5.6] (a) (applied to m = n)
yields that the formal power series G, is the n-th degree homogeneous compo-
nent of Gr. Hence, this power series Gr, is homogeneous of degree n. Thus,
Gr,» is homogeneous of positive degree (since n is positive). Also, Gr, € A (by
Proposition [5.6] (c), applied to m = n).

Recall that the counit € of A sends every homogeneous symmetric function of
positive degree to 0. In other words, if u € A is homogeneous of positive degree,
then € (1) = 0. We can apply this to u = G, (since Gr , is homogeneous of positive
degree), and thus obtain & (Gr,) = 0. This proves (200).]

Recall that the antipode of a Hopf algebra is defined to be the x-inverse of its
identity map (i.e., to be the inverse of its identity map with respect to the convo-
lution ). Thus, the antipode S of A is the x-inverse of the map idp : A = A. In
other words,

S*idA:idA*S:ﬂOS (201)

(since 7 oe: A — A is the neutral element with respect to x). We also have S (1) =1
(by one of the fundamental properties of the antipode of a Hopf algebraEb.
Now, each positive integer n satisfies

n—1

S(Gen) = — Y S(Grj) - Gpaui. (202)
i=0

95Gee, e.g., [GriRei20, Proposition 1.4.10] for this property.
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[Proof of : Let n be a positive integer. Then,

(Sxidp)  (Ggn)
——

“
=mpo(S®idp )oA
(by @)

= (on(S®idA)oA) (GF,n) = MA (S®idA) A(Gpln)

———
n
=Y Gpi®Gpy—i

i=0
(by Theorem
applied to m=n)

n n

=mp | (S®idy) <Z Gri ® GFﬂi) =ma |} (S®@ida) (Gr,i ® Gr-i)
=0 i—0

! _— _ ! :S(Gpj)@idA(GF,nfi)

n .
:,20(5®1dA> (Gpi®Gr i)
L

(sinceithe map S®id, is k-linear)

N\ —

n n
=mp | Y_S(Gri) ®ida (Gpu—i) | = ma (2 S (Gr,i) ® GF,ni)

=0 :GF,nfi =0
n
= Z ma (S (Ggi) ® G y—i) (since the map m is k-linear)
i: NS ~~ g
=S(Gr,i)-Gru-i
(by the definition of the map m,)
n n—1
=Y S(Gri) - Gpui= Y, S(Gri)-Gpui+S(Grn)- GFn—n
i=0 i=0 ?’—;
=Gro=

(by Proposition [5.6| ()
(here, we have split off the addend for i = n from the sum)

n—1

=Y S(Gri) - Gru—i+S(Grn)-
i=0
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Thus,
n—1
Y S(Gr) - Gru—i+ S (Grn)
i=0
= (SxidA) (Gru) = (n0¢€) (Grn) = 17 (€ (GEn))
=1 OoE¢E
(by (201))
=¢(Gryp)-1a (by the definition of 7)
=0
(by (200))
— O,
so that
n—1
S(Grn) = — Y S(Grj) - Gpui.
i=0
This proves (202).]

The map from k [[¢]] to k that sends each power series to its constant term is a
k-algebra homomorphism. Thus, the constant term of the power series F~! is the
reciprocal of the constant term of F. Since the constant term of F is 1, we thus
conclude that the constant term of the power series F~! is the reciprocal of 1. In
other words, the constant term of the power series F~! is 1.

We must prove for each n € IN. We shall do this by strong induction on #:

Induction step: Let m € IN. Assume (as the induction hypothesis) that holds
for all n < m. We must now prove that holds for n = m. In other words, we
must prove that S (Grn) = Gp-1,,. If m = 0, then this is obviouﬂ Thus, for the
rest of this induction step, we WLOG assume that m # 0. Hence, m is a positive
integer (since m € IN).

We have assumed that holds for all n < m. In other words, for all n € IN
satisfying n < m, we have

S (Grn) = Gp-1,,. (203)

Now, leti € {0,1,...,m —1}. Thus, i < m —1 < m. Therefore, (203) (applied to
n = i) yields
S(Gr,i) = G130 (204)

Forget that we fixed i. We thus have proved (204) for each i € {0,1,...,m —1}.

%Proof. Assume that m = 0. Thus, Gr ,, = Gro = 1 (by Proposition(e)) and Gp-1,,, = Gp15=1
(by Proposition [5.6| (e), applied to F~! instead of F). Now, applying the map S to both sides of
the equality Gr,, = 1, we obtain S (Gf,n) = S(1) = 1. Comparing this with Gp-1,, = 1, we
obtain S (Gfru) = Gp-1,,- Thus, we have proved that S (Gf;) = Gp-1,, under the assumption
that m = 0.
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Now, (202) (applied to n = m) yields

m—1 m—1
S (GF,m) = — Z S (Gp,i) ‘Grpm—i = — GFfl,iGF/m,i. (205)
i=0 ~——~— i=0
=Gp-1;
(by (204))

On the other hand, Proposition (b) (applied to A = F~! and B = F and nn = m)
yields

m
GF—lF,m = GF‘l,iGFrm_i

i=0
m—1

= Y, Gr1,Gemi+ Gpy, GFm—m
i=0 ——

=Gro=1
(by Proposition[5.6 (e))

(here, we have split off the addend for i = m from the sum)

m—1
=Y Gr1iGrm—i+ Gp1
i=0

Hence,
m—1
GFfl,iGF,mfi + GFfl,m = GFle,m = Gl,m (Since FﬁlF = 1>

i=0

= [m = 0] (by Lemma applied to n = m)

=0 (since we don’t have m = 0 (because m # 0)) .
Thus,

m—1
GF—l,m - — GF—lleF,m—i'

i=0
Comparing this with (205), we obtain S (Gr) = Gp-1,,. In other words, (196)
holds for n = m. This completes the induction step. Thus, (196) is proved by
strong induction. This completes the proof of Theorem [5.35 O

As a consequence of Theorem we obtain a formula for the antipode of a
Petrie symmetric function:

Corollary 5.37. Let k be a positive integer such that k > 1. A weak composition
« will be called k-friendly if each i € {1,2,3,...} satisfies #; = Omodk or a; =
1modk. If « is a weak composition, then w («) shall denote the number of all
i€{1,23,...} satisfying a; = 1 mod k.

Let S be the antipode of the Hopf algebra A. Then, for each n € IN, we have

w(w w(A
SGhm)= Y  ()"Wx= Y (=)W,
aeWC; A€Par;
|oe|=n; |A|=n;
« is k-friendly A is k-friendly
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Proof of Corollary [5.37) (sketched). Let F = 1+t + >+ -+ t*~1 € k[[t]]. Then, F is
a power series whose constant term is 1. Hence, its reciprocal F~! is well-defined
and again is a power series whose constant term is 1. Let us denote this reciprocal
F~lby Q; thus, Q = F ..

Let 90,491,942, ... be the coefficients of the formal power series Q, so that Q =

Y. gnt". Thus, qg is the constant term of Q; hence, g9 = 1 (since the constant term
nelN
of Qis1).
On the other hand,

-1
-1 1_tk . 2 k—1 1—tk
Q=F "= sinceF=14+t+t"+.---+t = ——

1—t 11—t
11t A 0, & | 2k | 3k
=——=0-0 (1-£) =-n (O+FF )
1—¢ A

melN melN
0y gk g2k g3k

_ <t0+tk+t2k+t3k+___)_t.(t0+tk+t2k+t3k+“.>

_ Z M :t1+tk+1+t2k+l+t3k+1+“'
nelN; = Y "
n=0mod k nelN;
= Y [n=0mod k|t" n=1modk
neN = Y [n=1modk]t"

nelN

= ) [n=0modk]t"— Y [n=1modk]t"

nelN nelN
= )_ ([n=0modk] — [n = 1modk]) t".

nelN

Comparing this with Q = )  g,t", we obtain
neN

Y gut" =) ([n =0modk] — [n = 1 modk]) t".
neN nelN

Comparing coefficients on both sides of this equality, we find
gn = [n = 0mod k| — [n = 1 mod k] for each n € IN. (206)
For any weak composition &, we define an element g, € k by

Qo = a1 qag = -

(Here, the infinite product g4, qa,qa, - - - is well-defined, since every sufficiently high
positive integer i satisfies a; = 0 and thus g4, = g0 = 1.)
It is now easy to see (using (206)) that

gu = [a is k-friendly] - (—1)“®) (207)
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for any weak composition «.

[Proof of (207): Let a be a weak composition. We must prove (207).

It is easy to see that holds if « is not k-friendl Hence, for the rest of
this proof of , we WLOG assume that « is k-friendly. In other words, each
i€{1,2,3,...} satisfies

«; = 0mod k or «; = 1mod k. (208)
Now, if i € {1,2,3,...} satisfies a; = 1 mod k, then
Go, = —1 (209)

On the other hand, if i € {1,2,3,...} satisfies a; # 1 mod k, then

o, =1 (210)

97Proof, Assume that « is not k-friendly. Thus, not each i € {1,2,3,...} satisfies #; = Omodk or
a; = 1mod k. In other words, there exists some i € {1,2,3,...} that satisfies neither #; = 0mod k
nor &; = 1 mod k. Consider this i.
We have [¢; = 0mod k| = 0 (since i does not satisfy &; = Omodk) and [¢; = 1modk] = 0
(since i does not satisfy a; = 1mod k). Now, (applied to n = a;) yields

da; = [0 = 0mod k] — [¢; = 1mod k] =0—0 = 0.

=0 =0

Now, the definition of g, yields

Qo = a9y qag = - ° = (qt’élqﬂéz o 'thi) (‘7“i+1qﬂéi+z‘70¢i+3 o )
—_———
:(‘7“1‘7“2”"7‘*1'71)‘7“1'

= (qﬂclthz e 'q"‘i—l) Ju; (q”‘[+lq”‘i+2q"‘i+3 e ) =0.
inry

Comparing this with

[a is k-friendly] - (—1)“’("‘) =0,
N———

=0
(since « is not k-friendly)

we obtain g, = [« is k-friendly] - (—1)®*). Thus, we have proved (207) under the assumption
that « is not k-friendly.

%BProof of (209): Let i € {1,2,3,...} satisfy &; = 1modk. Then, i cannot satisfy a; = Omodk
(because &; = 0mod k would entail 0 = a«; = 1 mod k and therefore k | 0 — 1 = —1, which would
contradict k > 1). Hence, [¢; = 0mod k] = 0. Also, [¢; = 1mod k] = 1 (since a; = 1 mod k). Now,

(200) (applied to n = w;) yields
da; = [#i =0mod k] — [#; = 1modk] =0—-1=—1.

=0 =1

This proves (209).
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Pl

Now, the definition of g4 = ga,Ja,qas - - - yields

da = Guygarfaz = = H Qo; = H Ju; ) H Ju;

i€{1,223,..} i€{123,.}; 7 i€{1,23,.}; 7
a;=1modk .- a; 21 mod k :h
(by 209)) (by (210))
since each i € {1,2,3,...} satisfies either #; = 1mod k
or «; Z 1 mod k (but not both at the same time)

= II u|-| II 1l= II v
ic€{123,.}; ic{123,.}; ic€{123,.};
a;=1mod k a;Z1modk a;=1mod k

=1

(_ 1) (the number of all i€{1,2,3,...} satisfying a;=1modk) _ (_ 1)w(1x)

(since (the number of alli € {1,2,3,...} satisfying a; = 1modk) = w («) (by the
definition of w («))). Comparing this with

J/

[a is k-friendly] (—1)“’(”‘) — (_1)?0(06) )

(since a is k-friendly)

we obtain g, = [« is k-friendly] - (—1)w(“). Hence, is proved.]

Now, let n € IN. Recall that our scalars g; and g, were defined in the exact same
way as the scalars f; and f, were defined in Definition but using the power
series Q instead of F. Hence, Proposition 5.6 (c) (applied to Q, g;, 4. and n instead
of F, fi, fo and m) yields that

9 Proof of : Leti € {1,2,3,...} satisfy a; # 1mod k. Then, i cannot satisfy a; = 1 mod k. Hence,
[¢; = 1mod k] = 0. However, (208) shows that we have «; = Omod k or &; = 1 mod k. Hence,
we have #; = 0mod k (since i cannot satisfy #; = 1 mod k). Thus, [¢; = 0mod k] = 1. Now, (206)
(applied to n = «;) yields

Jo; = [¢; = 0mod k] — [a; = 1mod k] =1—-0=1.

=1 =0

This proves (210).
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Hence,
Gon =), ha x*= Y [ais k-friendly] - (—1)“(®) x?
aeWC; ~ aeWC;
|ac|=n :[aisk—friendly](—l)w(”) || =n
(by (207))
= Y )"k (211)

aeWC;
|a|=n;

« is k-friendly

(since the factor [« is k-friendly] inside the sum makes all the addends vanish ex-
cept for those that satisfy “« is k-friendly”) and

Gon= Y, qr my =Y [Ais k-friendly] - (—=1)*™ 1,
A€Par; ~ A€Par;
A|l=n  =[A is k-friendly]-(—1)*") |A|=n
(by (207),
applied to A
instead of «)
= Y )"Ym (212)
A€Par;
|A|=n;

A is k-friendly

(since the factor [A is k-friendly| inside the sum makes all the addends vanish ex-
cept for those that satisfy “A is k-friendly”).

However, in Example (c), we have seen that Gr,, = G (k,m) for each m € IN.
Applying this to m = n, we obtain Gg,, = G (k,n). Thus, G (k,n) = Gr, so that

S(G(k,n)) =S(Gpu) = Gp1,, (by Theorem [5.35))
= Gon <since F 1= Q)
= Y ()"x by @)
u‘c€|WC;
al=n;

« is k-friendly

Combining this with
S(Gknm)=Gou= Y, (“)"Ym  (by @),
A€Par;
|A=n;
A is k-friendly

we obtain

SGhn))= Y ()"@Wx= Y (=)W,

aeWC; A€Par;
|a|=n; |A|=n;
« is k-friendly A is k-friendly

This proves Corollary O
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One last property of Gr ,, shall be noted in passing:

Proposition 5.38. For any power series F € k [[t]] whose constant term is 1, we
define a k-algebra homomorphism Vr : A — A as in Theorem [5.25] Then:

(@) If A and B are two power series in k [[f]] whose constant terms are 1, then
VAB = VA * VB-

(b) We have V] =rnjoe.

(c) For any power series F € k [[t]] whose constant term is 1, we have Vp 1 =
Vr oS, where S is the antipode of A.

We leave the proof of Proposition (which follows easily from Proposition
5.34)) to the reader.
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