arXiv:2407.21755v1 [math.CO] 31 Jul 2024

Sign-balance of excedances over mod-k-alternating permutations and gamma-positivity

Hiranya Kishore Dey^* Iswar Mahato^†

August 20, 2024

Abstract

A permutation is called mod-k-alternating if its entries are restricted to having the same remainder as the index, modulo some integer k ≥ 1. In this paper, we find the sign-balance for mod-k-alternating permutations with respect to the statistic excedance. Moreover, we study the sign-balance for excedances over mod-k-alternating derangements. The results are obtained by constructing suitable matrices and connecting their determinants with the signed excedance enumeration of mod-k-alternating permutations. As an application of the signed excedance enumeration, we prove that when n ≡ k (mod 2k), the excedance enumerating polynomials over the even and odd mod-k-alternating permutations, starting with a fixed remainder, are gamma-positive.

Keywords: Mod-k-alternating permutations, excedance, derangement, gamma-positive.

AMS Subject Classification (2020): 05A15, 15A15, 05E99.

1 Introduction

Enumerating permutations by different statistics is an interesting and well-studied area in combinatorics. The most famous statistics on a permutation are descent, excedance, inversion and major-index, and their enumerators are classical results in combinatorics (see [8], [18]). One can look at the course notes of Foata and Han [9] and the book of Petersen [22] for a self-contained introduction to this area.

For a positive integer n, let S_n be the symmetric group on the set [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}. For a permutation π, written in one-line notation as π = π_1π_2 . . . π_n, let Des(π) = {i ∈ [n − 1] : π_i > π_{i+1}} be its set of descents and let des(π) = |Des(π)|. The classical Eulerian number, denoted by A_{n,k}, is the number of permutations in S_n with k descents and A_n(t) = ∑ π∈S_n t des(π) is the

*Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore 560012, India. Email: hiranya.dey@gmail.com, hiranyadey@iisc.ac.in

†Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, Mumbai 400076, India. Email: iswarmahato02@gmail.com, iswar@math.iitb.ac.in

Eulerian polynomial. Define Exc(π) = {i ∈ [n − 1] : π_i > i} as its set of excedances and let exc(π) = |Exc(π)|. It is well known (see, [18]) that excedances and descents are equidistributed when summed over the elements of S_n, that is, ∑ π∈S_n t des(π) = ∑ π∈S_n t exc(π).

For π ∈ S_n, the number of inversions of π is defined as inv(π) = |{(i, j) : i < j, π_i > π_j }| and the sign of a permutation is defined as sgn(π) = (−1)^{inv(π)}. It is well-known that the sign of a permutation π ∈ S_n is 1 if and only if π is even, that is, it belongs to the alternating group A_n. The sign-balance of a set T_n ⊆ S_n, respecting a statistic stat, is given by ∑ π∈T_n (−1)^{inv(π)}t^{stat(π)}.

The sign-balance of S_n with respect to the statistic des was first considered by Loday in [15]. He defined SgnDes(n, t) = ∑ π∈S_n (−1) inv(π)tdes(π) as the signed descent enumerator and

conjectured the following recurrence relation, which was proved by Désarménien and Foata in [5, Theorem 1].

Theorem 1.1 (Désarménien-Foata). For positive integers n, we have

SgnDes_n(t) = { (1 − t)^mA_m(t) if n = 2m, (1 − t)^mA_{m+1}(t) if n = 2m + 1.

Later, Wachs in [28] gave a sign-reversing involution on S_n, thereby giving an alternate, bijective proof of Theorem 1.1. Gessel and Simion in [28, Corollary 2] gave an elegant factorialtype product formula for the refined sign-balance of S_n respecting major indices.

There have been many works on the sign-balance of some restricted subsets of the symmetric group S_n. For example, Simion and Schmidt [24] determined the sign-balance for the 321- avoiding permutations in S_n with respect to various statistics. Adin and Roichman [1] gave a refinement, respecting the position of the last descent. Reifegerste [23] proved another refinement, respecting the length of the longest increasing subsequence. The sign-balance of S_n and its various subsets, respecting the statistic exc have been investigated by Mantaci in [19]. He proved the following remarkable result on signed excedance enumeration.

Theorem 1.2 (Mantaci). For positive integers n, we have ∑ π∈S_n (−1)^{inv(π)}t^{exc(π)} = (1 − t)^{n−1}.

Later, Mantaci in [20] gave a combinatorial proof of this result. In [25], Sivasubramanian gave an alternate proof of Mantaci’s result by evaluating the determinant of an appropriately defined n × n matrix. Motivated by these works, in this article, we study the sign-balance of the statistic exc over mod-k-alternating permutations. The results of this article can be considered as an application of linear algebraic techniques in the area of combinatorics, which are obtained by constructing suitable matrices and connecting their determinants with the signed excedance enumeration of mod-k-alternating permutations.

A permutation is called a parity alternating permutation, if its entries assume odd and even integers alternately. In 2010, Tanimoto [26] introduced the notion of parity alternating permutation and studied its various combinatorial properties. In [27], the author determined the sign-balance of parity alternating permutation, respecting the statistic descent, and described the signed Eulerian numbers by the parity alternating permutations. Recently, Kebede and Rakotondrajao [14] studied the parity alternating permutations starting with an odd integer. Very recently, Alexandersson et. al. [2] generalized the notion of parity alternating permutations to mod-k-alternating-permutations, which is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. For any positive integer k, a mod-k-alternating permutation of size n is a permutation π ∈ S_n such that π_i ≡ i (mod k) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Let MP^k_n be the set of such mod-k-alternating permutations in S_n and let mp^k_n denote the cardinality of the set MP^k_n. It is easy to see that MP^k_n is a subgroup of S_n. Note that

mp^k_n = (⌈n k ⌉ ! )_j(⌊n k ⌋ ! )_{k−j} , where j is the remainder when n is divided by k. For example, MP^3_5 has (2!)^2 ·(1!)^1 = 4 elements such as 12345, 15342, 42315 and 45312.

Alexandersson et. al. [2] also introduced the notion of mod-k-alternating permutations starting with the remainder r (mod k) as follows:

Definition 1.2. Let MP^k_{n,r} denote the set of permutations of length n that satisfy π_i − i ≡ r − 1 (mod k) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Clearly, when r = 1, we have MP^k_{n,1} = MP^k_n. Moreover, let mp^k_{n,r} = |MP^k_{n,r}|. In this article, our aim is to study the signed excedance enumeration over MP^k_{n,r}. We define the polynomials

MPE^k_{n,r}(t) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} t^{exc(π)} and SgnMPE^k_{n,r}(t) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} (−1)^{inv(π)}t^{exc(π)},

and prove the following result, which generalizes Theorem 1.2 proved by Mantaci in [19].

Theorem 1.3. Let n, k be positive integers. If n is not divisible by k, say n = mk + j with 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, we have

SgnMPE^k_n(t) = SgnMPE^k_{n,1}(t) = (1 − t)^{n−k}.

If n is divisible by k, say n = mk, we have

SgnMPE^k_{n,r}(t) = { (1 − t)^{n−k} if r = 1, (−1)^{(mr−1)(k−r+1)}t^{k−r+1}(1 − t)^{n−k} if 2 ≤ r ≤ k.

For a permutation π = π_1π_2 . . . π_n ∈ S_n, we say that i ∈ [n] is a fixed point of π if π_i = i. If π has no fixed point, then π is called a derangement and the set of all derangements in S_n is denoted by D_n. Recall that for a natural number n, its q-analogue is defined as

[n]_q = 1 − q^n 1 − q = 1 + q + q^2 + . . . + q^{n−1}.

In [21], Mantaci and Rakotondrajao determined the signed excedance enumerator for derangements and obtained the following result.

Theorem 1.4 (Mantaci-Rakotondrajao). For n ≥ 2, let DSgnExc_n(t) = ∑ π∈D_n (−1) inv(π)texc(π)

be the signed excedance enumerator over derangements. Then DSgnExc_n(t) = (−1)^{n−1}t[n−1]_t.

Recently, Alexandersson and Getachew [3] proved some multivariate generalizations of a formula for enumerating signed excedances in derangements. Kebede and Rakotondrajao [14] studied the parity alternating derangements which are the derangements that also are parity alternating permutations starting with odd integers. Motivated by these works, in this article, we study the signed excedance enumeration over mod-k-alternating derangements starting with the remainder r (mod k).

Let MPD^k_{n,r} be the set of mod-k-alternating permutations starting with remainder r (mod k), which are also derangements and mpd^k_{n,r} = |MPD^k_{n,r}|. Define

SgnMPDE^k_{n,r}(t) = ∑ π∈MPD^k_{n,r} (−1)^{inv(π)}t^{exc(π)}.

We prove the following result about the signed excedance enumeration over mod-k-alternating derangements.

Theorem 1.5. Let n, k be positive integers. If n = mk + j where 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, we have

SgnMPDE^k_{n,r}(t) = { (−1)^n(−t)^k ( [m]_t )_j ( [m − 1]_t )_{k−j} if r = 1, SgnMPE^k_{n,r}(t) if r ≥ 2.

As an application of the signed excedance enumeration, we also prove that, for suitable choices of n and k, the excedance enumerating polynomials over the even and odd mod-k-alternating permutations starting with a fixed remainder r (mod k), are gamma-positive. To avoid repetition, we will define gamma-positivity in details in Section 4. Define

MPE^{k,+}_{n,r} (t) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} ∩A_n t^{exc(π)}, and MPE^{k,−}_{n,r} (t) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} ∩(S_n\A_n) t^{exc(π)}.

In this context, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.6. For positive integers n ≡ k (mod 2k) with n ≥ 5k, the polynomials MPE^{k,+}_{n,1} (t) and MPE^{k,−}_{n,1} (t) are gamma-positive with center of symmetry (n − k)/2. Moreover, for 2 ≤ r ≤ k, the polynomials MPE^{k,+}_{n,r} (t) and MPE^{k,−}_{n,r} (t) are gamma-positive with center of symmetry (n + 1 − r)/2.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 by constructing suitable matrices and connecting their determinants with the signed excedance enumeration of mod-k-alternating permutations. We also establish a relationship between the un-signed excedance enumerating polynomials and the Eulerian numbers. We discuss the proof of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6 in Section 3 and 4, respectively.

2 Excedances and permanents, signed excedances and determinants

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. This will be achieved by constructing appropriate matrices and connecting their determinants with the signed excedance enumerating polynomials over MP^k_{n,r}. As a by-product of our method, we will also obtain an explicit expression for the un-signed excedance enumerating polynomials. For that, first let us recall the definition of the permanent of a matrix.

Definition 2.1. For a square matrix M of size n × n, the permanent of M, denoted by perm(M), is defined as

perm(M) = ∑ π∈S_n n∏ i=1 m_{i,πi} . Now, we state an important lemma which will be used in the subsequent proofs.

Lemma 2.1 ([2, Lemma 9]). We have mp^k_{n,r} = 0 unless r = 1 or n = mk for some positive integer k.

In the following two propositions, we establish a relation among the permanents and the determinants of suitably constructed matrices with the un-signed and signed excedance enumerating polynomials over MP^k_{n,r}, respectively.

Proposition 2.2. Let n be a positive integer. Consider the n × n matrix M_{n,1} = (m^1_{i,j}) defined by

m^1_{i,j} =

0 if |i − j| is not divisible by k, 1 if |i − j| is divisible by k and i ≥ j, t if |i − j| is divisible by k and i < j.

Then, we have

perm(M_{n,1}) = MPE^k_{n,1}(t), and det(M_{n,1}) = SgnMPE^k_{n,1}(t).

Proof. By the definition, it follows that

perm(M_{n,1}) = ∑ π∈S_n n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,1} n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} + ∑ π∈(S_n−MP^k_{n,1}) n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} , and det(M_{n,1}) = ∑ π∈S_n (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi}

= ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,1} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} + ∑ π∈(S_n−MP^k_{n,1})

(−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} .

For a permutation π ∈ (S_n − MP^k_{n,1}), it is necessary that |π_i − i| is not divisible by k for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n and hence m^1_{i,πi} = 0. Thus, we have

perm(M_{n,1}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,1} n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} and det(M_{n,1}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,1} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^1_{i,πi} .

Now, for π ∈ MP^k_{n,1}, let T_π = ∏_n i=1 m^1_{i,πi} be the term occuring in the permanent (respectively, determinant) expansion corresponding to π. Since m^1_{i,j} = t if i < j and m^1_{i,j} = 1 otherwise, we have T_π = t^{exc(π)}. Hence,

perm(M_{n,1}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,1} n∏ i=1 t^{exc(π)} = MPE^k_{n,1}(t), and det(M_{n,1}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,1} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 t^{exc(π)} = SgnMPE^k_{n,1}(t).

Proposition 2.3. Let n be a positive integer divisible by k. Consider the n × n matrix M_{n,r} = (m^r_{i,j}) defined by

m^r_{i,j} = 0 if j − i ≢ r − 1 (mod k), 1 if j − i ≡ r − 1 (mod k) and i ≥ j, t if j − i ≡ r − 1 (mod k) and i < j.

Then, we have perm(M_{n,r}) = MPE^k_{n,r}(t), and det(M_{n,r}) = SgnMPE^k_{n,r}(t).

Proof. The proof follows via the similar steps as the proof of Proposition 2.2. Yet, we give it for the sake of completeness. Note that

perm(M_{n,r}) = ∑ π∈S_n n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} + ∑ π∈(S_n−MP^k_{n,r} ) n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} , and det(M_{n,r}) = ∑ π∈S_n (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi}

= ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} + ∑ π∈(S_n−MP^k_{n,r} ) (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} .

Observe that for a permutation π ∈ (S_n − MP^k_{n,r}), it is necessary that π_i − i ≢ r − 1 (mod k) for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and hence m^r_{i,πi} = 0. Thus, we have

perm(M_{n,r}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} and det(M_{n,r}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 m^r_{i,πi} .

Now, for π ∈ MP^k_{n,r}, let T_π = ∏_n i=1 m^r_{i,πi} be the term occuring in the permanent (respectively, determinant) expansion corresponding to π. For π ∈ MP^k_{n,r}, we have m^r_{i,j} = t if i < j and m^r_{i,j} = 1 if i > j. Hence, T_π = t^{exc(π)}. Thus,

perm(M_{n,r}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} n∏ i=1 t^{exc(π)} = MPE^k_{n,r}(t),

and det(M_{n,r}) = ∑ π∈MP^k_{n,r} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 t^{exc(π)} = SgnMPE^k_{n,r}(t).

This completes the proof.

Recall that the Kronecker product of two matrices A = (a_{ij} )_{m×n} and B = (b_{ij} )_{p×q}, denoted by A ⊗ B, is defined to be the mp × nq block matrix [a_{ij} B]. If A and B are n × n and p × p matrices, respectively, then det(A ⊗ B) = (det A)^p(det B)^n. We are now in a position to prove the first of our main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We divide the proof into the following two cases: Case 1. Let n be not divisible by k. By Lemma 2.1, we have mp^k_{n,r} = 0 for r ≥ 2. Hence, SgnMPE^k_n(t) = SgnMPE^k_{n,1}(t). Now, consider the n × n matrix M_{n,1} = (m^1_{i,j} ) defined in Proposition 2.2, for which we have SgnMPE^k_{n,1}(t) = det(M_{n,1}). So, it is enough to compute the determinant of M_{n,1}. By performing suitable row and column operations, we transform M_{n,1} into a block diagonal matrix and compute its determinant as follows:

Let n = mk + j, where 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. We can write any positive integer q ≤ n as q = ak + b, where 0 ≤ a ≤ m and 0 ≤ b ≤ k − 1. If 0 < b ≤ j, we apply the operations C_{ak+b} → C_{a+1+(b−1)(m+1)} and R_{ak+b} → R_{a+1+(b−1)(m+1)} ; if j < b ≤ k − 1, we apply the operations C_{ak+b} → C_{j(m+1)+a+1+(b−j−1)m} and R_{ak+b} → R_{j(m+1)+a+1+(b−j−1)m}; and if b = 0, we apply the operations C_{ak} → C_{n−(m−a)} and R_{ak} → R_{n−(m−a)}. This gives det(M_{n,1}) = det ( A_{m+1} ⊗ I_j 0 0 A_m ⊗ I_{k−j} ) , where A_k = 1 t · · · t 1 1 ... . . . . ... ... t 1 · · · 1 1 k×k .

Again, by applying the operations C^′_i = C_i − C_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 on A_k, we have

det(A_k) = det 1 − t 0 · · · 0 t 0 1 − t ... . . t . . ... ... 0 . . 0 · · · 0 1 − t t 0 · · · 0 0 1

= (1 − t)^{k−1}. (1)

Hence,

det(M_{n,1}) = (det(A_{m+1}))^j(det(A_m))^{k−j} = (1 − t)^{mj} (1 − t)^{(m−1)(k−j)} = (1 − t)^{n−k}.

Case 2. Let n be divisible by k, say n = mk. For r = 1, the proof will be similar to Case 1 and we have det(M_{n,1}) = (1 − t)^{n−k}. For 2 ≤ r ≤ k, consider the n × n matrix M_{n,r} = (m^r_{i,j}) defined in Proposition 2.3. Again, by Proposition 2.3, we have SgnMPE^k_{n,r}(t) = det(M_{n,r}). So, it is sufficient to compute the determinant of M_{n,r}.

Let n = mk. We can write any positive integer q ≤ n as q = ak + b, where 0 ≤ a ≤ m and 0 ≤ b ≤ k − 1. If b ≠ 0, we apply the operations C_{ak+b} → C_{a+1+m(b−1)}; R_{ak+b} → R_{a+1+m(b−1)} and if b = 0, we apply the operations C_{ak} → C_{a+m(k−1)}; R_{ak} → R_{a+m(k−1)}. This gives

det(M_{n,r}) = det ( 0 B_m ⊗ I_{k−r+1} A_m ⊗ I_{r−1} 0 ) , where A_m and B_m are m × m matrices with

A_m = 1 t · · · t 1 1 ... . . . . ... ... t 1 · · · 1 1 and B_m = t t · · · t 1 t ... . . . . ... ... t 1 · · · 1 t .

From (1), we have det(A_m) = (1 − t)^{m−1}. Again, by applying the operations R^′_i = R_i − R_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1 on B_m, we have

det(B_m) = det t − 1 0 · · · 0 0 0 t − 1 ... . . 0 . . ... ... 0 . . 0 · · · 0 t − 1 0 1 · · · 1 1 t

= (−1)^{m−1}t(1 − t)^{m−1}.

Thus,

det(M_{n,r}) = (−1)^{m2(r−1)(k−r+1)}(det(A_m))^{r−1}(det(B_m))^{k−r+1} = (−1)^{m(r−1)(k−r+1)+(m−1)(k−r+1)} t^{k−r+1}(1 − t)^{(r−1)(m−1)+(m−1)(k−r+1)} = (−1)^{(mr−1)(k−r+1)}t^{k−r+1}(1 − t)^{n−k}. This completes the proof.

Remark 2.1. Note that by putting k = 1 in Theorem 1.3, we get Theorem 1.2 as an immediate corollary.

We get the following result as a by-product of the method of the proof of Theorem 1.3. Theorem 2.1. Let n, k be positive integers. If n is not divisible by k, say n = mk + j with 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, then MPE^k_n(t) = MPE^k_{n,1}(t) = A_{m+1}(t)^jA_m(t)^{k−j}.

If n is divisible by k, say n = mk, then

MPE^k_{n,r}(t) = { A_m(t)^k if r = 1, t^{k+1−r}A_m(t)^k if 2 ≤ r ≤ k. Proof. First, let us consider the case when n is not divisible by k. By Lemma 2.1, it follows that MPE^k_n(t) = MPE^k_{n,1}(t). Now, consider the n × n matrix M_{n,1} = (m^1_{i,j} ) defined in Proposition 2.2, for which we have MPE^k_{n,1}(t) = perm(M_{n,1}). So, it is enough to compute the permanent of M_{n,1}. Following the proof of Theorem 1.3, we have perm(M_{n,1}) = (perm(A_{m+1}))^j (perm(A_m))^{k−j}, where A_m is the same matrix as defined in the proof of Theorem 1.3. Since perm(A_m) is same as the Eulerian polynomial A_m(t), we have

MPE^k_n(t) = MPE^k_{n,1}(t) = (perm(A_{m+1}))^j(perm(A_m))^{k−j} = A_{m+1}(t)^j A_m(t)^{k−j}. Next, we consider the case when n is divisible by k, say n = mk. For r = 1, it is easy to see that MPE^k_{n,1}(t) = A_m(t)^k.

For 2 ≤ r ≤ k, from the proof of Theorem 1.3 Case 2, we have MPE^k_{n,r}(t) = perm(M_{n,r}) = (perm(A_m))^{r−1}(perm(B_m))^{k−r+1} = A_m(t)^{r−1}(tA_m(t))^{k−r+1} = t^{k−r+1}A_m(t)^k. This completes the proof.

3 Mod-k-alternating derangements

In this section, we study the sign-balance for excedances over mod-k-alternating derangements. The following lemma will be useful to get an explicit expression for the polynomial SgnMPDE^k_{n,r}(t).

Lemma 3.1 ([7, Theorem 2.1]). Let

f_n = det c_1 a_1 0 · · · · · · 0 b_2 c_2 a_2 ... . . 0 b_3 c_3 ... 0 . . . . ... ... ... ... 0 . . 0 ... ... a_{n−1} 0 · · · · · · 0 b_n c_n

.

Then f_n satisfies the following recurrence relation: f_n = c_nf_{n−1} − b_na_{n−1}f_{n−2}, where the initial values for f_n are f_0 = 1 and f_{−1} = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Note that any mod-k-alternating permutation starting with the remainder r (mod k) is a derangement when r ≥ 2. So, we only need to consider the case when r = 1. Let D_n = (d_{i,j}) be an n × n matrix with

d_{i,j} = 0 if |i − j| is not divisible by k or i = j, 1 if |i − j| is divisible by k and i > j, t if |i − j| is divisible by k and i < j.

Note that

det(D_n) = ∑ π∈S_n (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 d_{i,πi}

= ∑ π∈MPD^k_{n,1} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 d_{i,πi} + ∑ π∈(S_n−MPD^k_{n,1})

(−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 d_{i,πi} .

For a permutation π ∉ MPD^k_{n,1}, we must have |π_i − i| is not divisible by k for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, or π_i = i for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Hence, if π ∉ MPD^k_{n,1}, we must have d_{i,πi} = 0. Thus, we have

det(D_n) = ∑ π∈MPD^k_{n,1} (−1)^{inv(π)} n∏ i=1 d_{i,πi} .

Now, let T_π = ∏_n i=1 d_{i,πi} be the term occurring in the determinant expansion corresponding to π.

From the definition of d_{i,πi} , we have T_π = t^{exc(π)}. Hence, SgnMPDE^k_{n,1}(t) = det(D_n). Now, to find the determinant of D_n, we transform D_n into a block diagonal matrix by applying suitable row and column operations.

Let n = mk + j, where 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. We can write any positive integer q ≤ n as q = ak + b where 0 ≤ a ≤ m and 0 ≤ b ≤ k − 1. If 0 < b ≤ j, we apply the operations C_{ak+b} → C_{a+1+(b−1)(m+1)} and R_{ak+b} → R_{a+1+(b−1)(m+1)} ; if j < b ≤ k − 1, we apply the operations C_{ak+b} → C_{j(m+1)+(b−j−1)m+a+1} and R_{ak+b} → R_{j(m+1)+(b−j−1)m+a+1}; and if b = 0, we apply the operations C_{ak} → C_{n−(m−a)} and R_{ak} → R_{n−(m−a)}. This gives

det(D_n) = det ( A_{m+1} ⊗ I_j 0 0 A_m ⊗ I_{k−j} ) , where A_k = 0 t · · · t 1 0 ... . . . . ... ... t 1 · · · 1 0 k×k .

Again, by applying the operations C^′_i = C_i − C_{i+1} and R^′_i = R_i − R_{i+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 on A_k, we have

det(A_k) = det

−1 − t t 0 · · · 0 0 1 −1 − t t ... . . . . 0 1 −1 − t ... 0 0 . . ... ... ... t 0 0 · · · 0 1 −1 − t t 0 · · · 0 0 1 0

.

Now, expanding the determinant with respect to the last row, we have

det(A_k) = (−1)^{2k−1} det

−1 − t t 0 · · · 0 0 1 −1 − t t ... . . . . 0 1 −1 − t ... 0 0 . . ... ... ... t 0 0 · · · 0 1 −1 − t 0 0 · · · 0 0 1 t (k−1)×(k−1)

.

Again, expanding with respect to the last column, we have

det(A_k) = (−1)^{2k−1}t det −1 − t t 0 · · · 0 1 −1 − t t ... . . 0 1 −1 − t ... 0 . . ... ... ... t 0 · · · 0 1 −1 − t (k−2)×(k−2)

Now, by Lemma 3.1, we have det(A_k) = (−1)^{2k−1}t(−1)^{k−4}(1 + t + t^2 + . . . + t^{k−2}) = (−1)^{k−1}t[k − 1]_t. Thus,

det(D_n) = (det(A_{m+1}))^j(det(A_m))^{k−j}

= (−1)^{mj} t^j ( [m]_t )_j (−1)^{(m−1)(k−j)}t^{k−j} ( [m − 1]_t )_{k−j} = (−1)^n(−t)^k ( [m]_t )_j ( [m − 1]_t )_{k−j} . This completes the proof for r = 1 and hence the proof of the theorem.

4 Gamma-positivity of even and odd mod-k-alternating permutations

Let f(t) = ∑_n i=0 a_it^i ∈ Q [t] be a univariate polynomial of degree n, where a_i ∈ Q with a_n ≠ 0.

Let r be the least non-negative integer such that a_r ≠ 0. The polynomial f(t) is said to be palindromic if a_{r+i} = a_{n−i} for 0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊(n − r)/2⌋. Define the center of symmetry of f(t) to be (n + r)/2. Note that for a palindromic polynomial f(t), its center of symmetry could be half integral.

Let SymPoly_{(n+r)/2,r}(t) denote the set of palindromic univariate polynomials f(t) with minimum nonzero exponent of t being at least r and having center of symmetry (n + r)/2. Let Γ = {t^{r+i}(1 + t)^{n−r−2i} : 0 ≤ i ≤ ⌊(n − r)/2⌋}. It is easy to see that if f(t) ∈ SymPoly_{(n+r)/2,r}(t), then we can write f(t) = ∑_{⌊(n−r)/2⌋} i=0 γ_{n,i}t^{r+i}(1 + t)^{n−r−2i}. The polynomial f(t) is said to be gamma-positive if γ_{n,i} ≥ 0 for all i.

The study of gamma-positivity is an interesting and important topic in enumerative combinatorics. It appears widely in finite geometries, combinatorics and number theory. Foata and Schützenberger [10] showed gamma-positivity of the Eulerian polynomials A_n(t) that enumerate descents in the symmetric group S_n. Subsequently, Foata and Strehl [11] used a group action based proof which has been rediscovered and termed as “valley hopping” by Shapiro, Woan, and Getu. More recent interest in gamma-positivity was sparked by Gal [12] in 2005 when he showed that some questions in topology could be resolved by demonstrating the gammapositivity of their combinatorial invariants. For more details on the gamma-positivity, one can look at [4, 13, 16, 17] and the references therein.

In this section, we are interested in the gamma-positivity of the excedance enumerating polynomials over mod-k-alternating permutations. First, we give some preliminary results which will be used to prove the main result.

Lemma 4.1 ([6, Lemma 1]). Let f_1 and f_2 be two gamma-positive polynomials with centers of symmetry a_1 and a_2, respectively. Then, their product f_1f_2 is a gamma-positive polynomial with center of symmetry a_1 + a_2.

Lemma 4.2 ([6, Theorem 4]). For odd positive integers n ≥ 5, the polynomials ∑ π∈A_n t exc(π) and ∑ π∈(S_n−A_n) t exc(π) are gamma-positive and both of them have center of symmetry (n−1)/2.

Lemma 4.3. Let f, g be palindromic polynomials with same center of symmetry such that f + g and f − g are gamma-positive with same center of symmetry a. Then, for all positive integers r, the polynomials f^r + g^r and f^r − g^r are gamma-positive with center of symmetry ra.

Proof. We will prove this by induction on r. When r = 1, the statement is true as f + g and f − g are gamma-positive with the same center of symmetry. Let us assume that for all positive integers r ≤ k, the polynomials f^r +g^r and f^r −g^r are gamma-positive with center of symmetry ra. Now, consider r = k + 1. It is easy to check that

f^{k+1} + g^{k+1} = 1 2 [ (f + g)(f^k + g^k) + (f − g)(f^k − g^k) ] , and f^{k+1} − g^{k+1} = 1 2 [ (f + g)(f^k − g^k) + (f − g)(f^k + g^k) ] . By Lemma 4.1, it follows that (f + g)(f^k + g^k) is gamma-positive with center of symmetry ka + a = (k + 1)a and the same holds for (f − g)(f^k − g^k). Hence, f^r + g^r and f^r − g^r are gamma-positive with center of symmetry ra for r = k + 1. This completes the proof.

Remark 4.1. Using Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 4.1, it is immediate that the polynomials MPE^k_{n,r}(t) are gamma-positive.

Remark 4.2. From Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 2.1, we can see that the polynomials MPE^{k,+}_{n,r} (t) and MPE^{k,−}_{n,r} (t) are not palindromic unless n is divisible by k. Therefore, there is no question of gamma-positivity unless n is divisible by k.

Now, by using the above results, we give the proof of Theorem 1.6. We use the notation MPE^{k,±}_{n,r} (t) to refer to both the polynomials MPE^{k,+}_{n,r} (t) and MPE^{k,−}_{n,r} (t).

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let n ≡ k (mod 2k) with n ≥ 5k. Suppose n = 2km + k, where m is a positive integer with m ≥ 2. Then, we have

MPE^{k,±}_{2mk+k,r}(t) = 1 2 ∑ π∈MPE^k_{2mk+k,r} t^{exc(π)} ± ∑ π∈MPE^k_{2mk+k,r} sgn(π)t^{exc(π)} . By Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 1.3, it follows that MPE^{k,±}_{2mk+k,1}(t) = 1 2 [ A_{2m+1}(t)^k ± (1 − t)^{2mk} ] for r = 1,

and for r ≥ 2 MPE^{k,±}_{2mk+k,r}(t) = 1 2 t^{k+1−r} [ A_{2m+1}(t)^k ± (−1)^{(m2r−1)(k+1−r)}(1 − t)^{2mk} ] . Now, by Lemma 4.2, the polynomials A_{2m+1}(t)+(1−t)^{2m} and A_{2m+1}(t)−(1−t)^{2m} are gammapositive with centers of symmetry m. Therefore, by Lemma 4.3 it follows that the polynomials MPE^{±,k}_{2mk+k,1}(t) are gamma-positive with the center of symmetry km. Similarly, for 2 ≤ r ≤ k, the polynomials MPE^{k,+}_{n,r} (t) and MPE^{k,−}_{n,r} (t) are gamma-positive with center of symmetry (k + 1 − r + 2km)/2.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest to this work.

Data availability

No data was used for the research described in the article.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Prof. Sivaramakrishnan Sivasubramanian for valuable comments and suggestions during the preparation of the manuscript. The first author acknowledges a NBHM Post-Doctoral Fellowship (File No. 0204/10(10)/2023/R&D-II/2781) during the preparation of this work and profusely thanks National Board of Higher Mathematics, India for this funding. The first author also acknowledges excellent working conditions in the Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science. The second author thanks Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, India for financial support through the Institute Post-Doctoral Fellowship.

References

[1] R. M. Adin, Y. Roichman, Equidistribution and sign-balance on 321-avoiding permutations, Sém. Lothar. Combin. 51 (2004) Art. B51d.

[2] P. Alexandersson, F. G. Kebede, S. A. Fufa, D. Qiu, Pattern-Avoidance and Fuss-Catalan Numbers, J. Integer Seq. 26 (2023) Art. 23.4.2.

[3] P. Alexandersson, F. Getachew, An Involution on Derangements Preserving Excedances and Right-to-Left Minima, Sém. Lothar. Combin. 86B (2022) Art. 14.

[4] C. A. Athanasiadis, Gamma-positivity in combinatorics and geometry, Sém. Lothar. Combin. 77 (2018), Art. B77i.

[5] J. Désarménien, D. Foata, The signed Eulerian numbers, Discrete Math. 99 (1992) 49-58.

[6] H. K. Dey, S. Sivasubramanian, Gamma positivity of the Excedance-Based Eulerian Polynomial in Positive Elements of Classical Weyl Groups, Ann. Comb. 24 (2020) 711-738.

[7] M. E. A. El-Mikkawy, On the inverse of a general tridiagonal matrix, Appl. Math. Comput.

150 (2004) 669-679.

[8] D. Foata, On the Netto inversion number of a sequence, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 19(1) (1968) 236–240.

[9] D. Foata, G.-N. Han, The q-series in combinatorics; Permutation statistics (Preliminary version), available at http://www-irma.u-strasbg.fr/∼foata/ qseries.html (2004).

[10] D. Foata, M.-P. Schützenberger, Théorie géométrique des polynômes Eulériens, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 138, Berlin, Springer-Verlag, available at http://www.mat.univie.ac.at/∼slc/books/, 1970.

[11] D. Foata, V. Strehl, Euler numbers and variations of permutations, Colloquio Internazionale sulle Teorie Combinatoire (Roma 1973) Tomo I, Atti dei Convegni Lincei, No 17, Accad. Naz. Lincei, Rome, 119-131, 1976.

[12] S. R. Gal, Real Root Conjecture Fails for Five- and Higher-Dimensional Spheres, Discrete Comput. Geom. 34 (2005) 269-284.

[13] B. Han, gamma positivity in enumerative combinatorics, PhD Thesis, Université Claude Bernard-Lyon 1 (2019).

[14] F. G. Kebede, F. Rakotondrajao, Parity alternating permutations starting with an odd integer, Enumerative Combin. Appl. 1 (2021) Art. S2R16.

[15] J. L. Loday, Opérations sur ĺhomologie cyclique des algébres commutatives, Invent. Math.

96 (1989) 205-230.

[16] S.-M. Ma, J. Ma, Y.-N. Yeh, γ-positivity and partial γ-positivity of descent-type polynomials, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 167 (2019) 257-293.

[17] S.-M. Ma, J. Ma, J. Yeh, Y.-N. Yeh, Excedance-type polynomials, gamma positivity and alternatingly increasing property, European J. Combin. 118 (2024) 103869.

[18] P. MacMahon, The indices of permutations the derivation therefrom of functions of a single variable associated with the permutations of any assemblage of objects, Amer. J. Math. 35 (1913) 314-321.

[19] R. Mantaci. Statistiques Eulériennes sur les Groupes de Permutation, PhD thesis, Université Paris (1991).

[20] R. Mantaci, Binomial coefficients and anti-excedances of even permutations: A combinatorial proof, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 63 (1993) 330-337.

[21] R. Mantaci, F. Rakotondrajao, Exceedingly deranging!, Adv. Appl. Math. 30 (2003) 177–188.

[22] T. K. Petersen, Eulerian Numbers, 1st ed. Birkhäauser (2015).

[23] A. Reifegerste, Refined sign-balance on 321-avoiding permutations, European J. Combin.

26 (2005) 1009–1018.

[24] R. Simion, F. W. Schmidt, Restricted permutations, European J. Combin. 6 (1985) 383–406.

[25] S. Sivasubramanian, signed excedance enumeration via determinants, Adv. Appl. Math. 47 (2011) 783–794.

[26] S. Tanimoto, Parity Alternating Permutations and signed Eulerian numbers, Ann. Comb.

14 (2010) 355-366.

[27] S. Tanimoto, Combinatorics of the group of parity alternating permutations, Adv. Appl.

Math. 44 (2010) 225-230.

[28] M. L. Wachs, An involution for signed Eulerian numbers, Discrete Math. 99 (1992) 59-62.