arXiv:math/0406386v1 [math.AG] 19 Jun 2004

ATTYAH-SUTCLIFFE CONJECTURES FOR
ALMOST COLLINEAR CONFIGURATIONS
AND SOME NEW CONJECTURES FOR
SYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS

Dragutin Svrtan

Department of Mathematics, University of Zagreb,
Bijenicka cesta 30, 10000 Zagreb, Croatia,
dsvrtan@math.hr

Igor Urbiha

Department of Mathematics, Polytechnic of Zagreb, University of Zagreb,
Konavoska 2, 10000 Zagreb, Croatia,
urbiha@vtszg.hr

AMS Subject Classifications: 74H05, 11B37, 26A18, 05A15, 11Y55, 11Y65

Abstract

In 2001 Sir M. F. Atiyah formulated a conjecture (C1) and later with
P. Sutcliffe two stronger conjectures (C2) and (C3). These conjectures,
inspired by physics (spin-statistics theorem of quantum mechanics), are
geometrically defined for any configuration of points in the Euclidean three
space. The conjecture (C1) is proved for n = 3,4 and for general n only
for some special configurations (M. F. Atiyah, M. Eastwood and P. Nor-
bury, D. Bjokovié).

In this paper we shall explain some new conjectures for symmetric
functions which imply (C2) and (C3) for almost collinear configurations.
Computations up to n = 6 are performed with a help of Maple and J.
Stembridge’s package SF for symmetric functions. For n = 4 the con-
jectures (C2) and (C3) we have also verified for some infinite families of
tetrahedra. This is a joint work with I. Urbiha.

Finally we mention that by minimizing a geometrically defined energy,

figuring in these conjectures, one gets a connection to some complicated
physical theories, such as Skyrmions and Fullerenes.

1 Introduction on Geometric Energies

In this Section we describe some geometric energies, introduced by Atiyah. To
construct first geometric energy consider n distinct ordered points, x; € R? for
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1=1,...,n. For each pair i # j define the unit vector

X; — X4

(1.1)

V,;,;, =
Y - xil
giving the direction of the line joining x; to x;. Now let ¢;; € CP! be the point
on the Riemann sphere associated with the unit vector v;;, via the identification

CP' =2 52, realized as stereographic projection. Next, set p; to be the polynomial
in t with roots ¢;; (j # ), that is

pi=a; [J(t—t:5) (1.2)
J#i
where «; is a certain normalization coefficient. In this way we have constructed
n polynomials which all have degree n — 1, and so we may write

n
j=1

Finally, let d be the n x n matrix with entries d;;, and let D be its determinant
D(x1,...,%x,) = det d. (1.3)

This geometrical construction is relevant to the Berry-Robbins problem, which
is concerned with specifying how a spin basis varies as n point particles move
in space, and supplies a solution provided it can be shown that D is always
non-zero. For n = 2,3,4 it can be proved that D # 0 (Eastwood and Norbury)
and numerical computations suggest that |D| > 1 for all n, with the minimal
value |D| = 1 being attained by n collinear points.

The geometric energy is the n-point energy defined by

E = —log|D|, (1.4)

so minimal energy configurations maximize the modulus of the determinant.

This energy is geometrical in the sense that it only depends on the directions
of the lines joining the points, so it is translation, rotation and scale invariant.
Remarkably, the minimal energy configurations, studied numerically for all n <
32, are essentially the same as those for the Thomson problem.

2 Eastwood—Norbury formulas for Atiyah de-
terminants

In this section we first recall Eastwood—Norbury formula for Atiyah determinant
for three or four points in Euclidean three-space. In the case n = 3 the Atiyah
determinant reads as

det M3 = d3(ri2, r13, r22) + 812713722



where
ds(a,b,c) =(a+b—c)(b+c—a)(c+a—Db)

and 7;; (1 <i < j < 3) is the distance between the ith and jth point.

In the case n = 4 the Atiyah determinant det M, has real part given by a
polynomial (with 248 terms) as follows:

%(det M4) = 64T12T13T23T14T24T34 — 4d3 (T12T34, 13724, T14T23) + A4 + 288V2

(2.5)
where
4 4
Ay = Z Z rii((riy — le)2 - 7"321@) d3(7ij, ik, k)
I=1 \(I#)i=1

(here {j,k} = {1,2,3,4} \ {l,7}) and V denotes the volume of the tetrahedron
with vertices our four points:

144V? = —(r{yr2, + rrs, + tour terms) + (r291r2,372, + eleven terms) —
= (129733735 4 three terms).
We now state two formulas which will be used later:
1. Alternative form of Ay:
4
Ay = ; ((ds(ra, mju, mit) + 8rarjre + ra(ry — sz-k)—i- (2.6)
(= rR) + (g = 13) ds (i, e i),
where for each | we write {1,2,3,4}\ {l} = {i < j < k}.
2. The sum of the second and the fourth term of (ZH) can be rewritten as

288V'? — 4ds3(r12rsa, 13724, T14T23) =
= (r12 — r34)2(rsrd, + 12,735 — r3573,) + two such terms +
+ 4712713723714724734 —
- 7"%27"%37”%3 - 7”%27"%47"54 - 7"%37”%47”34 - 7"%37"%47"3)4-

(2.7)

It is well known that the quantity is always nonpositive.

The imaginary part (det(My)) of Atiyah determinant can be written as
a product of 144V? with a polynomial (with integer coefficients) having 369
terms.

The original Atiyah conjecture in our cases is equivalent to nonvanishing of
the determinants det(M3) and det(My).

A stronger conjecture of Atiyah and Sutcliffe ([4],Conjecture 2) states in our
cases that |det(M3)| Z 87”127”137”23 and |det(M4)| Z 64T12T13T23T14T24T34.

From the formula 1)) above, with the help of the simple inequality ds3(a, b, ¢)
< abe (for a,b,c > 0), Eastwood and Norbury got ”almost” the proof of the
stronger conjecture by exhibiting the inequality

R(det My) > 60r12713723714724734.



To remove the word ”almost” seems to be not so easy (at present not yet done
even for planar configuration of four points).

A third conjecture (stronger than the second) of Atiyah and Sutcliffe (4],
Conjecture 3) can be expressed, in the four point case, in terms of polynomials
in the edge lengths as

| det My|* > H (d3(rij, rik, rjr) + 8rijTikTjk)
{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4}

where the product runs over the four faces of the tetrahedron, and the expres-
sions for the left hand side are given explicitly.
(cf. £tp://ftp.maths.adelaide.edu.au/meastwood/maple/points)

In this paper we study some infinite families of tetrahedra and confirm the
strongest conjecture of Atiyah and Sutcliffe for several such infinite families.

2.1 Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture for (vertically) upright tetra-
hedra (or pyramids)

By upright tetrahedron we mean a tetrahedron with vertices 1, 2, 3, 4 such that
all edges from the vertex 4 have equal lengths. In this case we write

Te3 = a,T13 = b, 712 = ¢, 714 = Trog = 134 = d.

Now we study the second and the third term of Eastwood—Norbury formula for
%(det M4):

—4d3(r12734, 713724, T14723) + Ay = —4d3d3(a, b, c)
+[e(b? + 2bd) + b(c? + 2¢d) + d((b + ¢)* — a?)]a*(2d — a)
+[e(a? + 2ad) + a(c® + 2¢d) + d((c + a)? — b*)|b*(2d — b)
+[b(a® + 2ad) + a(b? + 2bd) + d((a + b)? — ¢*)]c*(2d — ¢)
+[d(4d? — a?) + d(4d® — b®) 4 d(4d? — ¢?)]d3(a, b, )

= dB; + B; + Bs,

S
I

(8d% — a® — b* — *)d3(a, b, ¢),
By = [a?b%c + a®bc?](2d — a) + [a®b%c + ab®c?](2d — b) + [a?bc? + ab®c?](2d — ¢),

= (4bc+ (b4 ¢)? —a?)a?(2d — a) + (dac+ (a + ¢)* — b*)b*(2d — b)+
+(4ab + (a + b)% — )*(2d — ¢)

¥
|

The term B; could still be negative, so we start to employ the geometric
constraint on the edge length d:

d > R = the circumradius of the base triangle 123

b
= e (by Heron formula)

V(a+b+c)ds(a,b,c)




Now we split the term Bs into two parts as follows:

By = dB), + BY

where
I, 232 2; 2 _a 272 2 2 _2 2; 2 2 2 _ ¢
Bz—(abc+abc)(2 R)+(abc+abc)<2 R)—i—(abc +abc)(2 R)
and
BY = (a*b’c4a*bc?) (a_d — a) +(a®bc+ab*c?) (% — b) +(a®bc* +ab*c?) (% — c) .
R R R

Lemma 2.1 For any nonnegative real numbers a, b, ¢ the inequality

[4abc(2abe + (a + b+ c)(ab + ac + be)) — (a? + b% + ¢?)Ds3(a, b, c)]? > 2.8)

2.8

(a+b+c)?(a?b+ ab? + a’c+ ac® + b*c + bc?)?Ds(a, b, c)

where D3(a, b, c) = (a+b+c)(a+b—c)(a—b+c)(—a+b+c) (= (a+b+c)ds(a, b, c)),
holds true.

Proof of Lemma Tl

By assuming a > b > ¢ > 0 and putting a =b+h and b=c+k, (h >0,k > 0),
we get (by MAPLE, for example) a polynomial of degree 12 with all coefficients
positive (between 1 and 254930). This is a computer verification of the Lemma
En |

Now, by using d > R, we estimate
By + By =[8d% — (a® + V% + ¢?)]d3(a,b,c) + B
> [8R? — (a® + b2 + ¢?)]d3(a, b, c) + B}

= aﬁ,ﬂ (8a%b?c® — (a + b+ c)(a® + b + ¢*)ds(a, b, c))+
+4(a?b%c + a?bc? + ab*c?)—

— (a?b + ab® + a’c + ac® + b%c + be?)\/(a + b + ¢)ds(a, b, )

But this last quantity is nonnegative. This can be seen by taking square root on
both sides of the inequality in the Lemma Bl (Note that the quantity inside
the brackets in the left hand side of the inequality () is positive, which can
be checked similarly.) So, By + B5 > 0. By putting together all what we have

proved so far we conclude that the Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture
R(det My) > 64r12713723714724734

is valid for upright tetrahedra.



2.2 Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjectures for edge—tangential tetra-
hedra

By edge-tangential tetrahedron we shall mean any tetrahedron for which there
exists a sphere touching all its edges (i.e. its 1-skeleton has an inscribed sphere.)
For each i from 1 to 4 we denote by ¢; the length of the segment (lying on the

tangent line) with one endpoint the vertex and the other the point of contact

of the tangent line with a sphere. Clearly for the distances 7;; from it to jth

point we have
Ty = t; + 15, (1§Z<]§4)

Now we shall compute all the ingredients appearing in the Eastwood—Norbury
formula for R(det My) in terms of elementary symmetric functions of the (tan-
gential) variables tl, tQ, tg, t4 (I‘GC&H €1 = tl + tQ + tg + t4, ey = tth + tltg +
t1t4 + tgtg + t2t4 + t3t4, €3 = t1t2t3 + t1t2t4 + t1t3t4 + t2t3t4, €4 = t1t2t3t4).

64r12713723714724734 = 64 H (ti +1t;) = 645321 =

1<i<j<4
es e4 O
=64| e1 ey e3 | = 64eszese; — 64646% — 646%
0 1 €1

Here we have used Jacobi-Trudi formula for the triangular Schur function s3 21
(see [, (3.5)). Furthermore we have

—4d3(r12734, 13724, T14723) = 128eqe9 — 32e4e] — 32€3
288V2 = 128e4eo — 32¢3
In order to compute A4 we first compute, for fixed [ the following quantities

ds(rij, Tik, i) = Stitjty
4

Z i ((ry; + ) — ?k) = 4(3t)(t1 + to + ts + ta) + (titj + tity + tte))ts.
(1yie1

Thus we get:
Ay = 32(3e? + des)eq = 96eqes + 128e4es.

Now we adjust terms in R(det My), in order to get shorter expression, as follows

%(det M4) = (64T127‘13T‘23T‘14T‘24T34 -2 288V2)+
+(—4d3 (7‘127‘34, 13724, 7‘147‘23) - 288V2) + A4 +4- 288V2

= (64ezese; — 6dege? — 256e4e0) + (—32e4e3)+
+(96e4e? + 128e4eq) + 4 - 288V2

= 64636261 - 1286462 + 1152V2
= 6462(6361 — 264) + 1152V2
= 6462(264 + m211) + 1152V2,



where mo11 = t%t2t3 + - -+ denotes the monomial symmetric function associated
to the partition (2,1, 1).
In order to verify the third conjecture of Atiyah and Sutcliffe

| det My|? > H (d3(rij, rik, jk) + 8rijTikTjk)
{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4}
we note first that
ds(rij, TiksTjk) + 8rijrikrin = (8titjt + 8(t; +t5)(t; + tr)(t; + tr))
= 8(t; +t; + tr)(tst; + tite + tjtx)
and state the following:
Lemma 2.2 For any nonnegative real numbers t1,ta,ts,t4 > 0 the following
inequality
(trty + tits + tity + tots + oty + tats)? (2t1tatsts + mari(tr, b2, t3,t4))* >
> H{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4} (ti +1t; + tk)(titj + itk + tjtk)

(2.9)
holds true.

Proof of Lemma
The difference between the left hand side and the right hand side of the above
inequality (), written in terms of monomial symmetric function is equal to

LHS — RHS = mg321 + 3me222 + Msa3 + 2Msa01 + TMiszes + 5missszi+

+3mMg44 + TMgaz1 + 8Myg22 + 8My332 + 3ma3zzz > 0
||

Remark 2.3 One may think that the inequality in LemmalZZ can be obtained
as a product of two simpler inequalities. This is not the case, because the fol-
lowing inequalities hold true:

(tito + tits + tits + tots + tats + tats)? < H (ti +15 + 1)
{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4}

(2t1tatsts + moi1(t1, to, ts, t4))2 2 H (tit; + titk + Ljtx)
{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4}

Now we continue with verification of the third conjecture of Atiyah and Sutcliffe
for edge tangential tetrahedron:

| det ]\44|2 Z (%(det M4))2 Z [6462(264 + m211)]2

> 84 H (ti +t; + tk)(titj + itk + tjtk) (by Lemma E:Z)
{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4}
= H (d3(rij7rikurjk) + STijTiijk)
{i<j<k}C{1,2,3,4}

so the strongest Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture is verified for edge—tangential tetra-
hedra.



2.3 Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjectures for isosceles tetrahedra

By an isosceles tetrahedron we shall mean a tetrahedron in which each pair of
opposite edges are equal (hence all triangular faces are congruent). A tetra-
hedron is isosceles iff the sum of the face angles at each polyhedron vertex is
180°, and iff its insphere and circumsphere are concentric. We now compute
the Atiyah determinant for isosceles tetrahedra.

In our notation we have ro3 = 114 = a, 113 = 794 = b, 112 = 134 = ¢. By
formula Z8) we get immediately that

—4ds (12734, 13724, T14723) + 288V = 0.

By using our alternative formula (28 for the term A4 in the Eastwood—Norbury
formula we get immediately

Ay = (ds(rit, mj1, i) + 8rarjrir) d3(rig, Tik, Tjk)

4
=1

= (2d3(a, b, c) + 8abc)?

where for each | we write {1,2,3,4}\ {I} = {i < j < k}.
The real part of the Atiyah determinant is given by

R(det(My)) = 64a?b?c? + 4(dsz(a, b, ¢) + 8abc)ds(a, b, c)
= (2ds(a, b, ¢) + 8abc).

Now
| det(My)|? > R(det(My))? = (2d3(a, b, c) + 8abc)* > (ds(a, b, c) + 8abc)*

verifies the third Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture for isosceles tetrahedra.

2.4 Atiyah determinant for triangles and quadrilaterals
via trigonometry

Denote the three points x1, x2, x3 simply by symbols 1,2,3 and let X, Y and Z
denote the angles of the of the triangle at vertices 1, 2 and 3 respectively. Then
we can express the Atiyah determinant det M3 = d3(r12,713,723) + 8712713723
as follows
X Y Z
det M3 = 4ri57113723 (0052 5 + cos? 5 + cos? 5) .

This follows, by using cosine law and sum to product formula for cosine, from
the following identity

ds(a,b,c) +8abc = (a+b—c)(a —b+c)(—a+ b+ c) + 8abe
=a((b+c)? —a®) +b((c+ a)* = b?) + c((a + b)* — ).



Now we shall translate the Eastwood—Norbury formula for (planar quadrilater-
als) into a trigonometric form. Denote the four points x1, 22, 23, x4 simply by
symbols 1,2, 3,4 and denote by

(X(l)’y(l)7 Z(l)), (X(2)7y(2), Z(2))7 (X(3),y(3), Z(?’)), ()((4)7}/(4)7 Z(4))

the angles of the triangles 234, 341, 412, 123 in this cyclic order (i.e. the angle
of a triangle 412 at vertex 2 is Z() etc.).

Next we denote by ¢;, (1 <1 < 4), the sums of cosines squared of half-angles
of the [—th triangle i.e.:

x® y(® VAU
¢ = cos? —— + cos® — 4 cos? —, 1=1,2,3,4.
2 2 2
Similarly, we denote by ¢, (1 <1 < 4), the sum of cosines squared of half-angles
at the [-th vertex of our quadrilateral thus

R ) 7(2) ) Yy (3) ) xX@
C1 = COS T—i—cos T—i—cos 5
. ) 73) ) Yy ) ) x@®
Co = COS T—i—cos T—i—cos 5
N ) 7/(4) ) Yy ) X2
C3 = COS T+cos T+cos 5
7(1) vy (2 xX®)
Ty = cos® 5 + cos? 5 + cos? 5

Then the term A4 in the Eastwood—Norbury formula can be rewritten as

4
Ay = E (4riirigrigcr) - 4rigrigrik(c — 2)
=1
4
= 16712713723714724734 E (e —2).
=1

where for each [ we write {1,2,3,4}\ {{} = {i < j < k}.

In order to rewrite the term —4d3(ri2r34, 713724, T14723) into a trigonometric
form we recall a theorem of Mébius (J9]) which claims that for any quadrilateral
1234 in a plane the products r12734, 713724 and ri4723 are proportional to the
sides of a triangle whose angles are the differences of angles in the quadrilateral
1234:

X = <«243 - 213 = XW — z(1)
Y = <341 — <321 = Y® — (=Y )
7 = <142 — <132 = —X©) 4 z(4)

Thus

—4d3(ri2734, 713724, T14723) = —16712T137237 14724734 (C — 2)



where

C*COSQ£+COS2X+COS25
B 2 2 2"

Thus we have obtained a trigonometric formula for Atiyah determinant of
quadrilaterals

4
%(det M4) = H Tij (64 — 16(0 - 2) + 162/6\1(01 - 2))

1<i<j<4 =1
4
=16 [ rs <6—c+za(cl—2)>
1<i<j<4 =1

Now we shall verify Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture for cyclic quadrilaterals. In this
case, by a well known Ptolemy’s theorem, we see that

—4ds(r12734, 713724, 714723) = 0 (& ¢ =2)

By using the equality of angles Z(?) = X1 zG) = x@) 74 = x©) 71 =
X@W and YO + Y6 = 7 = Y@ 4+ Y@ (angles with vertex on a circle’s
circumference with the same endpoints are equal or suplement of each other)we
obtain

(1) (1) (1)
¢1 = cos? X— + cos? 2 Y + cos? Z— = ¢1 — COS Y(l),
2 2 2
X2 y(2) Z(2)
Cy = cos? + cos? T + cos? T = C9 — COS Y(Q),
xX®) y(3) Z(3)
C3 = cos? —— + cos® + cos? Z— = = C3 — COS Y(S),
2 2 2
X(4) y(4) Z(4)
¢4 = cos® 5 + cos? 5 + cos? 5 =c4 — cos YW,

Now we have

4
R(det M) = I <64+162(cl—cosY(l))(cl—2)>

1<i<j<4 =1

4
> I <64+162(Cl—1)(0l_2)>

1<i<j<4 1=1

(here we have used that 2 < ¢;(< % ) for each 1 =1,2,3,4)

> II 64—}—16201—2 —|—16ch—2
1<i<j<4
4 2
> I 64—1—16ch—2 +4(Z(q—2)>
1<i<j<4 =1

10



(by quadratic—arithmetic inequality)

= I s 8+Z(q—2)> +3<Z(ol—2)>

1<i<j<4 < =1 =1

= H Tij ZC[) + (3 Z(Cl — 2))
=1

1<i<j<4

4
> H Tij (ZQ) > 164/cicacsey H Tij

1<i<j<4 1<i<j<4
by A—G inequality. Finally,

|det My|> = |R(det My)|> > 4*cicacsey H r2

ij
1<i<j<4

4
(Arijrierire) = H(d?,(?“ij, TiksTik) + 874 TikTjk)
=1

I
zw

1

~

where for each | we write {1,2,3,4}\{l} = {¢ < j < k}. This finishes verification
of Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjectures for cyclic quadrilaterals.

3 Almost collinear configurations. Pokovié’s ap-
proach

3.1 Type (A) configurations

By a type (A) configurations of N points x1, ..., zx we shall mean the case when
N — 1 of the points x1,...,zyx are collinear. Set n = N — 1. In ([6]) Pokovié
has proved, for configurations of type (A), both the Atiyah conjecture (Theorem
2.1) and the first Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture (Theorem 3.1). By using Cartesian
coordinates, with z; = (a;,0), a1 < as < -+ < ap and xy = Tp4+1 = (0,b) (with
b = 1), the normalized Atiyah matrix M,+1 = Mp41(A1,...,An) (denoted by
P in [6] when b = —1) is given by

1 A1 o --- 0 0

0 1 A2 -0 0

0 0 1 0 0

Mn+1 - . . . . . .

0 0 1

i (_l)nen (_1)71716"71 e e —e 1 }

where A\; = a1 + /a3 + b2 < Ag =az+ /a3 +b2 <--- < A\, = an + /a2 + b2
(with b = 1) are positive real numbers and where e, = eg(A1,...,A,), 1 <k < n,

11



is the k—th elementary symmetric function of A, Ao, ..., A,. Its determinant
satisfies the inequality

det(M4) 14+ Ae1r + ApAdn—1€a+ -+ A1 - Aep
T4+er(M\, ... 02) +ea( M2, 02) + -+ en(A2,..0,02)

[ (129
equivalent to the first Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture ([4],Conjecture 2). The second

Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture (J],Conjecture 3) for configurations of type (A) is
equivalent to the following inequality

1V 1l

[det My 1 (A, -, M) > [ det Mo (Ars o Ao, Akas o, An) (3.10)
k=1

For n = 2 this inequality takes the form
14+ Aae1 (A1, A2) + Adaea(A1, A2) > (14 Ager (X)) (1 + Arer(Ar)

ie.
1+ )\261()\1, )\2) + )\1)\262(/\1, )\2) > (1 + )\%)(1 + /\%) (311)

This reduces to (A2 — A1)\ > 0, so it is true.

Even for n = 3 the inequality (BI0) is quite messy thanks to nonsymmetric
character of both sides. Knowing that sometimes it is easier to solve a more
general problem we followed that path (although we didn’t solve the problem in
full generality). So let us start with the case n = 2. If we look at the following
inequality

1+ X1(& + &) + X1 X066 > (14 X16)(2 + X2o)

which is clearly true if X7 > X5 > 0 and &1,& > 0 we obtain the inequality
BID) simply by a specialization X1 = & = A\, Xo = & = 1. So we proceed
as follows:

Let &1,...,&, X1,...,Xpn,n > 1 be two sets of commuting indeterminates.
For any [,1 < I < n and any sequences 1 < 47 < --- <4 < n,1 < j; <
... < ji < n we define polynomials W1 = Wt € Qe &ny Xy, Xy as
follows:

l

‘Ijg = Zek(€j17§j2a- N )gjl)X’ilXiz . "Xik; (l Z 1)5 \118 =1 (] = 0)
k=0

where ey, is the k-th elementary symmetric function.
In particular we have

v =1+¢X;,

\11311;22 =1+ (gjl + €j2)Xi1 + §j1§j2XilXi2’

\11311;221]33 =1+ (€j1 + sz + §j3)Xi1 + (€j1§j2 + §j1§j3 + §j2§j3)Xi1Xi2+
+ &1 €52 &is Xy Xip Xiig s

etc.

12



The polynomials \I/I] are symmetric w.r.t. &;,,&;,,...,&;,, but nonsymmet-
ric w.r.t. X;,, Xi,,...,X;,. These polynomials when restricted to nonnegative
arguments such that X;, > X;, > ... > X;, >0, §,,&,,...,&, = 0 obey
some intriguing inequalities which are not yet proved in full generality .In turn
they generalize some special cases of not yet proven conjectures of Atiyah and
Sutcliffe on configurations of points in three dimensional Euclidean space (the
former inequalities are not yet proven even for the case of n = 4 points).

Let us now formulate a conjecture which implies the strongest Atiyah—
Sutcliffe’s conjecture for almost collinear configurations of points (all but one
point are collinear, called type(A) in [6]).

Our conjecture reads as follows:

Conjecture 3.1 Foranyn > 1,let X;, > X3, > ... > X3, >20,&,,&,,...,&, =
0, be any nonnegative real numbers. Then

n

(wi3m)" H LEEa
where 12 - k---n denotes the sequence 12--- (k —1)(k +1)---n. The equality
obviously holds true iff X1 = Xo =--- = X,,.

To illustrate the Conjecture (BI) we consider first the casesn = 2 and n = 3.
Case n = 2: We have
UP=1+ (& + &)X + 66X Xe =
=1+6X1 +6&Xo + 66X X + (X1 — Xp)be =
=1+ &X1)(1 +6&X2) + (X — X2) >
> (1+&X1)(1+&Xo) = Ui

Case n = 3: We first write U133 in two different ways:
W33 = &(X1— Xo) + W13 and i3} = (X1 — Xo) + W3,

Note that \Tlﬁg is obtained from W{33 by replacing the linear term & X
by £2X5, hence all its coefficients are nonnegative.

The left hand side of the Conjecture ([B) L3 can be rewritten as follows:
Lz = (U133)°= (&(X1 — X2) + \Tl}ég)ﬁ/ﬁg
= &(X1 - Xo) U133 + Ui i3
= &(X1 — X2) U133 + ‘I’ﬁg(&(Xl - Xo) + ‘Tf%%i)
= Lj(X1 — Xo) + Ui3013

where L = &U133 + {g@ﬁ% is a positive polynomial.
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Now we have

By using the formula
U153 = Wi + & X018 = (W5 — 1)WiS + W13
we can rewrite Eg as
Ly= (U1} - w13) + W3Wi] U133
= §163X1 (X2 — Xs)@%éé + W%g(‘l’g‘f’}%@
The last term in parenthesis can be written as
VITI3= wi3wgl + wh(vi - u3)
= U3033 + £263X2(X2 — X3) 03,

so we get R
Ly = Lj (X — X3) + W1301303)

where L% denotes the positive polynomial
LY = &6 X1 013 + E263 X0 WU,
We now have an explicit formula for Lg:
Ly = Ly(X1 — Xa) + L3 (X2 — X3) + 013013033

with L§, LY positive polynomials, which together with X; > Xo > X3(>
0) implies that
L3 > Ry := V503053

and the Conjecture Bl (n = 3) is proved.

In fact we have proven an instance n = 3 Z3 > Rj3 of a stronger conjecture
which we are going to formulate now. Let 2 < k < n. We define the modified

polynomials \/I\!g’,jz as follows:

P2k = 6 (X — Xy) + Ui3n

obtained from W12 by replacing only one term &, X7 by &, X2, hence @}%:::’g:::ﬁ

are still positive. Let us introduce the following notation: B
n n R
7 T12.. k... 12.. k...
Ly = H Uikl s Bni= H R e
k=1
Then clearly L, := (01271 > T Now our stronger conjecture reads as

14



Conjecture 3.2

L, >R, (n>1)

with equality iff Xo = X3 =--- = X,,.

More generally, we conjecture that the difference En — R,, is a polynomial
in the differences X — X3, X3 — X4, ..., X,,_1 — X, with coefficients in
ZZO[Xla e aXnvé.lv cee 7571]

Proposition 3.3
Ly =L(X1 - X2) + Ln

for some positive polynomial L!,.
Proof of Proposition

Ly = (W31 = (&(X1 — Xo) + Ui ) (wi3m)n—2

= &(X0 = Xo) (V1) + VI (6 (X — Xo) + TR (WB )

= &(X1 — Xo)(UI30)" 72 + G( Xy — Xo)WiZn (W) "3+

+ U ()

' n—1 k T12...5..n n\n— n 312...5..n
=Xk §k+1(Hj:2 ‘1’12;11)(‘1’}%11) M) (X1 — Xo) + Hj:2 ‘1’12311

Now we turn to study the quotient

Ln  (Wpmn?
R,

bt

EED)
3

by studying the growth behaviour of quotients of its factors \I}%Z/\H%Z
w.r.t. any of its arguments X, 1 <r<n. 77

15



In the following theorem we obtain an explicit formula for the numerators
of the logarithmic derivatives w.r.t. X,,(1 < r < n,r # k) of the quantities

Theorem 3.4 Let

A i 0 W W E w0 Wl

ENEDS
3
—
—_
A
S
IN
3
S~—
—
@
—
S
S~—

Then we have the following explicit formulas
(1) for anyr, 1 <r < k(< n) we have
A, = gkz Sg’gzljﬁfl)xf e X2Xia o X X+
0<i<r<j<n

+Z eiegk)X%'"XEXiJrl"')?r'"Xk"'Xj(Xk_Xj+1)
0<i<rk<j<n

(i) for any r, (1 <)k <r <n we have
A, = — Z Sggzljfifl)X%"'X§Xi+1"')?k"')?r"'Xj+
0<i<r<j<n

+> eMe X2 X2X g Xy X X (X1 — Xi)

0<i<k,r<j<n

where sg\k) denotes the A=th Schur function of &1,. .., &k—1,&k+1,- -, &n (Ek
omitted).
Proof of Theorem B4l
(i) For any r, 1 < r < k(< n) we find explicitly a formula for as follows.
We shall use notations Xi ; := X1X5---X;, for multilinear monomials and
e; = e;(&1,...,&n), el(-k) = ¢;(&,. - ,5}, ...&,) for the elementary symmetric

functions (here k is fixed). Then we can rewrite our basic quantities

Witn =Y eiXi (3.13)
1=0
G RS0
1. k..n L k ) L k . -
\Ijl’];n T ;ei Xl..z+ Xk ;ei Xl..1+1 =
1 : = (3.14)
_ (k) L (k) v
= ;e Xl__Z+Xk;ei X1 i(Xit1 — Xi)

For the derivatives we get immediately
l..n 1 S 1 1..n =
6XT\I!1Wn = Y Zein,,i = Y \Illn — Zein,,i (315)
"i=r " i=0

16



1.
8XT\I/1___

)3

n—1 n—1
1 1
D) e§k>X1__i+—XkX Y e X (X — X)) (3.16)
" i=r "=k

)3

r—1
1
=X 6“::2—2:4“XLJ (3.17)

=0

By plugging BI3) and BID) into BIA) we obtain

r—1 r—1
XA, =0y (Z ez(‘k)Xl..i> plken <Z ein..i> =

1=0 =0

and after simple cancelation, by invoking ([BId]) we get

= (Zﬂ ej X1, j) (Zl o eV Xy z) -
(5=t e+ 3 S eV X (X = X)) (05 e a)

i.e.

1
Z (636 — eieg-k))Xl,,in,,j + X_ Z eieg-k)Xl,,in,,j(Xk — Xj+1)
0<i<r<j<n ko<i<mk<j<n

(k)

If we use a simple identity e; = e; + §kej 1> we can identify the quantity

eie® —erel® = (& 1 P )e® _ (o) 4 g )e® =

J

k)

( (k)
e e
o

k
- k) k) §k = S;iij—i—lgk
e e

Thus in this case (1 < r < k) we obtain a formula

Ar= &) S(J Ly X D 65 TERND (RS

0<i<r<j<n
+Z eieg-k)Xlz"'XinH"'Xr"'Xk"'Xj(Xk—XjH)

0<i<r,k<j<n

(where egk) = egk) =e;(&,. .. s ,&n)) in terms of a Schur function (of argu-

ments &1, ..., &, ..., &) corresponding to a transpose (2917747 1) of a partition
(j —i,1) (cf. Jacobi-Trudi formula, I 3.5 in [{]).

(ii) For any r, (1 <)k < r < n. In this case we use

1 n—1

o
X Pk T XX,

j=r—1

egk)Xlnijl
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n—1

k—1
1.kn _ (k) _ 1 (k) _ -
\Ill...k...n = Zoei X145+ X_k Zk e, Xi.i+1=

k—1 n—1
1
<Z Xl K Xk - XH.l) + Z egk)Xlni>
=0

=0

By plugging this into (BI2) we get

XkXTAT = Zerl"j (Z 6( )Xl (Xk — Xz+1) + Z €§-k)X1..i+1> -

=0 =0
Zejxl y —i—Zerl Py <-§1egk)Xl"i+l>

— (Tz_;egw L m) zn:eJX - <Z:eX1> Z_: Xy |+

= = iz i

+kzgzn:e§’“ ;X1 X1.;(Xe — Xiz1)
i=0 j=r

= (Tz_‘iey“’lxl,,z) S X, | - (Tz_‘ieixl,,i> zn:eg.’?lxl,,j +

i=1 J =0 j=r

T
n

E

-1
+ Zegk)eJXlzle(Xk _Xi+1)

K2

<

Il
o
<

By using a formula for elementary symmetric functions (e; = el(»k) + §kez(-li)l) we
can write in terms of Schur functions (of arguments &1,...,&k—1,&k+1,---,&n),
where X is a conjugate of A.

(k) (k) _ (k) (k) (k) (k) _ (k) (k) (k) — _s®
€;—16j—€i€; 1 = €; € e =~ (k) (k) TS9igi-i-1 = TS84y
z 1 z
Thus we obtain a formula
_ (k) % v
i O N BRI A

0<i<r<j<n

+Z egk)erlz"'XinH"'Xk"'Xr"'Xj(XjH—Xk)

0<i<k,r<j<n

Corollary 3.5 Let X1 > ---> X, >0, &1,...,6n > 0 be as before. Then
(i) for anyr, 1 <r <k (<n) we have

1... 1... 741 r+1 ...n

‘1’12 > \Ijl.. r r4+l ..n
\111%77’ - \Ifl r+1 r+1 %n
l..k.n 1... r r+1 ..k..n
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(i1) for anyr, (1 <) k <r (< n) we have

Now we illustrate how to use Corollary B to prove our Conjecture Bl for
n=2,3,4 and 5.
Case n =2 o1 o2

=22 > 12— (by (i

Case n =3
123,7,123 223,123 223,223
Ui35W0533 Ui350s33 U503

Qg = = (by (Z))
VWIS T URUEUE T UBwE

VRS | VBEER
TRURE © vRuEe

Casen=4

1234 2244 (\[;2224
Q4= (Pi330)° N Ui331(V1330)° >1)
T plmyl2dgsag2st = 0 = ge2dg 224224 gy 224 \=
‘1’123‘1’124‘1’134‘1’234 Nt Son den Fan

This last inequality follows from the following symmetric function identity:
VWD - v =
X3 X {mosos + 2X3 X3mosor + X5 X Fmaos + 3X3XZmoo11 + X5 Xamoo
+4X2Xymor11 + X3mor1 + Xo(3X2 + 2X4)mi111 + Xomain

where my = myx(&1,&2,&3,&4) are the monomial symmetric functions.
Case n =5

1..5)4 22244.,2244412

_ (Y1) . (15305 ¥13345)

R 7.5 =2 p22aa 2244y 2244 ;2244 [ 2244
[Ty @) 15311535 V1245 V1345 Vo345

(=1)

The last inequality is equivalent to an explicit symmetric function identity with
all coefficients (w.r.t. monomial basis) positive.
Now we state our stronger conjecture.

Conjecture 3.6 (for symmetric functions)

(a) For n even we have

2244 n2n 2 n
. n—1n

Iy
3
Ls
33
S
N
[\VR V)
[JV
L
n
ol
n
) ol
TN
o
3
|
no
33
[
— N
33

H 3
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(b) For n odd we have

ln/2] S

H\IJ2244 2k 2k 2k..n—1 n—1 H 2244n1n1
1234 n—1 n

.on
k=1 el

Now we motivate another inequalities for symmetric functions which also refine
the strongest Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture for configurations of type (A). Let
n = 3. We apply Corollary BH by using steps (i7) only.

123,123 113,123 112,123 112,y,122
\Ij123\11123 \11123\11123 \11123\11123 \11123\11123 >1
12 23 - 12 13 - 12 13 - 12 12 -
URUBYZE ~ URUBYE T URURYE T vyl

Q3 =

The last inequality is equivalent to nonnegativity of the expression
VisE0I3E — UIBWIEUE (= Xi (X1 — X2)?6166 > 0).

Similarly, for n = 4, the symmetric function inequality stronger than Q4 > 1
would be the following

1123 3,1223,7,1233 123,123,123 3,123
\111234\111234\111234 2 \11123\11124\11134\11234

Now we state a general conjecture for symmetric functions which imply the
strongest Atiyah—Sutcliffe conjecture for almost collinear type (A) configura-
tions.

Conjecture 3.7 Let X1 > --- > X,, >, &,...&, > 0. Then the following
inequality for symmetric functions in &1,...,&,

112...n—1,1223...n—1 12..n—2 n—1 n—1 12.n—1g,1 2..n—1 12..n—1
‘1’123 n ‘1/1234 n "‘1/12...7172 n—1mn > ‘111 2..,n71\111 2.n—2n "’ ‘1/2 3..n—1
i.€.

n—1 n

..k Kk ..n 12..n-1
\Ill 2 > H \I/ o

H 12.k kt+l..n = 12. %m

k=1
holds true.

We have checked this Conjecture B up to n = 5 by using MAPLE and
symmetric function package of J. Stembridge. For n bigger than five the com-
putations are extremely intensive and hopefully in the near future would be
possible by using more powerful computers.

Note that the right hand side of the Conjecture B involves symmetric func-
tions of partial alphabets &1, &2, ..., k—1,&k+1,--.,&n. But the left hand side
doesn’t have this ”defect”. Our objective now is to give explicit formula for the
right hand side in terms of the elementary symmetric functions of the full alpha-
bet &1,&s,...,&,. This we are going to achieve by using resultants as follows.
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Lemma 3.8 For any k, (1 <k <n), we have

1...k...n n—1—j
\Illgn Za]§

where

an—1 =1+ Xre1 + X1 Xoeo +... + X1+ Xy 1651,

an—2=—-X1 — X1Xoe1 — ... — X1 Xy 1e-9,

ag = (—l)nile e Xnq

i.€.

an-1-j = (=1) Z X1+ Xieij
Proof of Lemma 38l
By definition we have

n—1
\I/l"'271 _ Xl . Xze(k)
1..k..n g
i=0
where e( ) is the i-th elementary function of &1,...,&k—1,&k+1,---
from the decomposition
n n—1
_ k)i
+an) " [Ja+gn =[a+gn = et
=1 i#k i=0
we get
e = e; — ei16 + eiaff — -+ (1)L

By substituting this into equation (BI8) the Lemma follows.

Then, by Lemma B8 the right hand side

:n\I/12

n—1

- 2 ws™
k=1

)

(3.18)

,€n. Now

can be understood as a resultant R, = Res(f,g) of the following two polyno-

mials

1
E =17
a;x

=

flz) =

n
J

3

n

g(I):H$—§Z :Z

=1 7=0
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The Sylvester formula

1 —e1 e —es ... (=1D",
1 —€1 €2 —e€3
R 1 —e - | A B
"l a @ as - an | C D
an al ag tee Ap,
ap a1 ag s Qp

can be simplified as
=|A|-|D-CA™'B|=|D-CA'B.

The entries of the n x n matrix A := D — CA™!B are given by

i—j
S =)X - X kejp forn—1>i>j>0
517. — kZO
(—1)j_iX1 t 'Xj—i—i-kej—i-i-k—i-l forn—1 Z_] > 1 Z 0
k=0

For example, for n = 3
1 Xies + X1 Xoe3 —Xie3
As =] —X3 1+ Xieq X1 Xoe3
X1Xeo —X1—Xi1Xoer 14 Xieg + X1 Xoeq

By elementary operations we get

1 * *
\I’%%g X1 (XQ — X1)€3
A3 = 0 \I/%%g Xl(XQ — X1)63 =
Xo — X1 viz2

0 Xo—Xy 33
Similarly, for n = 4 we obtain

Ui53% —X1(X1 — Xa)es — X1 X2(X1 — X3)ea X1(X1 — Xa)ea
Ag=| —(X1—X2) U153 —X1X2(X2 — X3)es

X1 (X2 — X3) —(X1 — X3) — X1 (X2 — X3)ex VAEEH

In general
Ay, = det () 1<ij<n—1

ij
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where

n—1

S (D)X X1 (X = Xi)epg , fori < j
k=j+1
=4 Tl , fori=j
j—1
Z(—1)1+JX1 e Xicp—2(Xi—p—1 — Xi)ey , fori>j
k=0

Corollary 3.9 The conjecture [5.7 is equivalent to a Hadamard type inequality
for the (non Hermitian) matriz (6;;)1<i j<n—1, i-€.

n—1
det(67,) < [ o
=1
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