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ABSTRACT. We compute two parametric determinants in which rows and columns
are indexed by compositions, where in one determinant the entries are products of
binomial coefficients, while in the other the entries are products of powers. These
results generalize previous determinant evaluations due to the first and third author
[SIAM J. Matriz Anal. Appl. 23 (2001), 459-471] and [“A polynomial generalization
of the power-compositions determinant,” Linear Multilinear Algebra (to appear)], and
they prove two conjectures of the second author [“Advanced determinant calculus: a
complement,” preliminary version].

1. INTRODUCTION

A composition of a non-negative integer n is a vector (aq, as, ..., ax) of non-negative
integers such that a; + as + - - - + ax = n, for some k. For a fixed k, let C(n, k) denote
the corresponding set of compositions of n. While working on a problem in global
optimisation, two of the authors [I] discovered the following surprising determinant
evaluation. It allowed them to show how to explicitly express a multivariable polynomial
as a difference of convex functions. In the statement, we use standard multi-index

notation: if & = (v, s, ..., ) and B = (fy, Ba, ..., Ok) are two compositions, we let
af = aflagz - -af’“,

where 0° is interpreted as 1.
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Theorem 1. For any positive integers n and k, we have

n—1

det (af) =nl"0 Pt TT it 0 ("), (1.1)

a,B3eC(n,k) o
1=

In the preliminary version [5] of [6], the second author observed empirically that there
seemed to be a polynomial generalisation of this theorem.

Conjecture 2 ([B, Conjecture 57]). For any positive integers n and k, we have

n—1

n+k— 1 n+k 1,
det T+« ke +n)(E )kt T a0 (), 1.2
o,BeC(n,k) (( ) ) ( ) H ( )
where x is a variable, and x + a is short for (x + ay,z + ag, ...,z + ag).

Morover, he also worked out a binomial version of this conjecture. Extending our

multi—index l’lO(ali()H, ].el
/6 ' /61 /62 /6k '

Conjecture 3 (J5, Conjecture 58]). For any positive integers n and k, we have

n—1

[z +n+k+ i) ()

(3R
HZnJrk z 1

i=1
where x is a variable, and xr+ o+ B is short for (x+aq+ 01, x+as+Fa, ..., T+ o+ Fk).

, (1.3)

In the recent paper [2], the first and third author succeeded to prove Conjecture 2
In fact, they established the following multivariable generalisation.

Theorem 4. Let x = (x1,%2,...,2;) be a vector of indeterminates. Then, for any
positive integers n and k, we have
n+k—1 n n+k—i—1
det x+a)f) = (|x +n( ) i(k_l)( k-1 >, 1.4
L () = (g O] (1.4
where X+« is short for (x1+ a1, o+ g, ..., xp+ay), and where |x| = z1+ o+ - -+ .

The purpose of this paper is to, in some sense, explain the miraculous existence of all
these formulae. We do this by introducing a further variable, A, in the binomial deter-
minant in (C3), and by proving an evaluation theorem for the resulting determinant.
All the afore-mentioned determinant evaluations are then special cases, respectively
limit cases, of this new theorem. To be precise, the main result of this paper is the
following determinant evaluation.

Theorem 5. Let x = (x1,9,...,7x) be a vector of indeterminates, and let A be an
indeterminate. Then, for any positive integers n and k, we have

k1) - A=
aﬁgg?n’k) ((X +B)\a)) _ = (Y H (|X\ + ()\i )n + Z) | (1.5)

i=1
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where X + A is short for (1 + Aaq, 2 + A, . . ., T + Aag), and where |x| = x1 + x5+
-+ 1, as before.

Using the elementary property (i) = (—l)m(_X;m_l) of binomial coefficients, we
show that an equivalent way to write the same result is as follows.

Theorem 6. Let x = (x1,2a,...,xx) be a vector of indeterminates, and let A be an
indeterminate. Then, with notation as in Theorem B, for any positive integers n and k

we have
n+k—i—1

det ((’Hmﬂi)) :w—n(”ﬂ’z1)ﬁ(\X|+(A+})n+k—i)( o ).

o, BEC(n,k) ¢ paiey v

(1.6)

Clearly, Conjecture Blis the special case of the above theorem where A =1 and x; = x
for all .. Moreover, Theorem @ follows also from Theorem [ To see this, we shall show
that, by extracting the highest homogeneous component in ([CH) (this could also be
realised by an appropriate limit), we obtain the following Corollary.

Corollary 7. Let x = (x1,xa,...,x) be a vector of indeterminates, and let A be an
indeterminate. Then, with notation as in Theorem B, for any positive integers n and k
we have

det X 4+ da)P :)\(k_l)(n%J) X[+ A (H’szl) '(k_l)(nﬁ?jfl). 1.7
et (et a)) (l-+ an) O T (1.7)

Clearly, Theorem Hl is the special case A = 1 of this corollary.

In the next section, we give proofs of Theorems B and B, and of Corollary [ We
provide in fact two proofs of our main theorem, Theorem Bl Our first proof is based
on the “identification of factors” technique (see [4, Sec. 2.4]). In contrast, our second
proof extends the inductive procedure from [Il 2] that was used in the original proofs
of the special cases in Theorems [l and Bl As it turns out, the crucial identity in both
of our proofs is the multivariate version of the Chu—Vandermonde summation formula
(see Lemma [). Finally, in the last section, we derive analogues of Theorems [ and [,
and of Corollary [ for the subdeterminants in which we restrict the rows and columns
to compositions of n with exactly k positive summands.

2. THE PROOFS

Lemma 8. Let x = (21, 9,...,2%) be a vector of indeterminates, and let n and k be
non-negative integers. Then

aecz(;,k) G{) B 61+.Z+5k:n <§> B <|z|>'

Proof. The Chu-Vandermonde summation formula (see e.g. [3, Sec. 5.1, (5.27)]) reads

> ()=

On the basis of this formula, the assertion of the lemma is easily proved by induction
on k. U
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First proof of Theorem [d. We prove the theorem by the identification of factors method
described in [, Sec. 2.4]. For convenience, let us write M (n, k) for the matrix of which
we want to compute the determinant, that is,

1) — X + )xa)) ‘
M, k) (( B a,BeC(n,k)

Step 1. (|x|+ (A= 1)n+ i)(7l+’§:;71) divides det M(n,k), 1 < i < n. To prove this

assertion, we find ("Jr]f__f_l) linearly independent vectors in the kernel of

M(n, k)

Ix|=—(A=1)n—i

This kernel lives in the free vector space generated by the compositions in C(n, k). Given
d € C(n, k), let us denote the corresponding element (“unit vector”) in this vector space
by es. Let € be a composition of n — ¢ into k£ non-negative summands. Then we claim

that the vector
Z 0+e

5€C(ik

is in the kernel of M(n, k) ‘ el . To see this, we calculate, using Lemma B,

—(A=1)n—i

‘ ' X+ A\ [0+ e
coefficient of e, in M(n, k) - ve = Z < §1e )( 5 )
SeC(i,k)

_ (x +6Aa) |5Z:i (x + /\(;a — a)

(X + M) (IX\ + Alia\ - |5\)»
_ EX +EM> <|x\ #an (0 Z))

x+)\a) <|X|+()\.—1)n+i)'

L}

i
Since 7 > 1, this implies

M(n, k) e = 0.

|x|=—(A\—1)n—1i
Next we show that the vectors ve, € € C(n — i, k), are linearly independent. Suppose
that

Z HeVe = 0, (2.2)
eeC(n—ik)
for some scalars je. In order to see that all p.’s must vanish, we consider the “support”

of (m»
S:={eelC(n—ik):pc#0}. (2.3)

Let m be an element in the support S such that
[7lo := max{n; : 1 <j <k}
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is maximal among all elements of S. Then, in (Z2), we consider all v, with a non-zero
coefficient of

€n+(0,...,0,i,0,...,0) 5 (2.4)

the 7 sitting in the r-th place, where r is the place of a maximum among all components
of m, that is,

Nr = [|M]|oo-

Going back to the definition ([ZII) of ve, a non-zero coefficient of (Z4l) in v, can only
occur if there is a § such that

d+e=n+(0,...,0,4,0,...,0).

This, in its turn, implies that §; + ¢; = n; for j # r. In particular, e, < n; for j # r.
But then we have

k k
Er = (n_i)_zgj:nr“—Z(nj_Ej) > M-
j=1 j=1
J#T J#r
Thus, if € # n, then ¢, > 7,, that is,
l€lloc > [[7]]oc-

But then n was not maximal in S with respect to ||.||«, & contradiction. Hence, the
only € in S such that v, contains the vector (24]) with a non-zero coefficient is 7 itself.
But since the vector (4] is one of the basis vectors of our vector space, it must be
annihilated in (Z2). This is only possible if p,, = 0, a contradiction to our assumption
that  was an element of the support S. Thus, S was in fact empty, proving the
independence of the vectors v, € € C(n — i, k).

Step 2. Comparison of degrees in the variable 1. By inspection, the degree in x; of
the determinant on the left-hand side of ([LH) is at most

Y, b= i-lCn—ik—1)
BeC(n,k) i=0
—zn:i n—i+k—2
B k—2

i=0
——i(n—z) n—i1+k—2 n - . n—1+k—2
o4 k—2 k—2
=0 =0
n—i+k—2 n—i+k—2
=—(k—-1
( );( k-1 )+ ;( k-2 )
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Here, we used special instances of the Chu-Vandermonde summation to evaluate the
sums over i. On the other hand, the degree in x; of the right-hand side of (L3) is equal

to
“~(n+k—i—1 n+k—1
> ( ) = ( ) (2.5)
— kE—1 k
Again, we used a special instance of the Chu—Vandermonde summation to evaluate the
sum over 1.

Since the degree bound on the determinant is the same as the degree of the right-hand
side of ([CH), the determinant must be equal to the right-hand side up to a possible
multiplicative constant which is independent of xy. Moreover, since, by symmetry, the

same is also true for x;, i = 2,3, ..., k, we conclude that
n+k—i—1
X+ A " |x|+()\—1)n+z'>( )
det =C(n,k, A , , 2.6
a,BeC(n,k) (( I6] )) ( >211 ( [ (2:6)

where C'(n, k, A) is independent of x.

Step 3. Computation of the multiplicative constant. In order to compute the multi-
plicative constant C'(n, k, A) in (28), we proceed by induction on n + k.

To start the induction, we consider the case where n is arbitrary and £ = 1, in which
case a straight-forward computation from (Z.6) yields that C'(n,1,\) = 1, and the case
where n = 1 and k is arbitrary, in which case it is not difficult to see from (26 that
C(1,k,\) = N1,

For carrying out the induction step, we put z; = 0 in (286). For this specialization,
the matrix M (n, k) decomposes in a block form if we put the rows and columns cor-
responding to compositions in C(n, k) with first summand equal to zero first. More

precisely, for 1 = 0 we have
A 0
M(n, k) = <* B) ,

where A = M(n, k — 1) and

x1=0’

B ()\oq) f[ (:E + Aai) |
g )i\ B ,
i a,BeC (n,k)

where C'(n, k) denotes the set of compositions of n into & non-negative summands out
of which the first one is positive. If we now factor Aoy out of the a-th row of B for all
a € C'(n, k), and if we factor 3; out of the B-th column of B for all 3 € C'(n, k), then

the remaining matrix is M(n — 1, k)‘m:)\—l' Thus,

det M (n, k) = NCCRI qet M(n, k — 1) ~det M(n —1,k) .27

z1=0 r1=X—1

x1=0

However, the cardinality of C’(n, k) is the same as the cardinality of C'(n—1, k), namely

("ﬁ;z) If we then substitute (Z6)) in (1) and cancel factors which are common on

both sides, then we arrive at

n+k—2

C(n,k,\) = A" On kb — 1, 0)Cn — 1, &, N).
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The unique solution to this recursion with initial conditions C'(n,1,A) = 1 and
C(1,k,\) = Lis

C(n, ]{?, >\) — A(k—l)(nﬂzfl),
completing the proof of the theorem. O

Second proof of Theorem [. Since this proof is closely modelled after those in [, 2], we
shall be somewhat brief here.

Let M(n, k,x, A) be the matrix with rows and columns labelled by the k-compositions
of n in reverse lexicographic order (that is, we first compare the last summands of two
compositions and we put the composition with smaller last summand first, if the last
summands should be equal, then we compare the next-to-last summands, etc.) and with
the (a, B)-entry equal to (XJ;;O‘). Moreover, we write A(n, k,x, \) for the determinant

of this matrix, that is,

A(n, k,x,\) = det ((X * Aa)) .
B a,B€C(n,k)

We prove ([C3) by induction on k. For k = 1 the result is trivial. Consider now k = 2.
Put x = (y, z) and consider the principal minor of order r + 1 of A(n,2, (y, 2), A),

<ij<r —J J

Taking out factors which are common to rows, respectively to columns, it is easy to
see that this determinant can be evaluated using Lemma 3 from [] with n replaced by
r+ 1, X, replaced by Ai, A; replaced by y + A(n+ 1) —n + 1 — j, and B, replaced by
z — A — j + 2. After simplification, we obtain

D,(n,y,z,\)

i) o)

i=0 ’ i=1

Next, let k& > 2 (note that the following discussion also includes the case k = 2).
Setting @ = (uq,...,ux_1), an entry (x+ﬁ)‘°‘) in M(n,k,x,\) can be written in the form
(’ZJ’B)‘&) (:”’“Jrﬁ’l\go"“)) For 0 < 4,5 < n, let S;; be the matrix with entries (HB’\‘&) where a
and (3 satisfy ap = ¢ and (B = j. Thus, the submatrix of M (n, k,x, \) formed by the
entries labelled (o, 3) with a;, = i and B, = j can be written as (S,(mk;’)‘l)> Note
that

Spr=M(n —rk—1,%,\).

Define fo(i, ) = (“’U’“JT)"'). Then M (n, k,x, \) admits the block decomposition

j
M(n, k,x,X\) = (Si; fo(i, J))o<ij<n-

The idea is to put M(n,k,x,\) in block triangular form in such a way that at each
step only (multiples of) earlier columns are added to later columns in the reverse lexi-
cographic order.

By induction, assume that A(n,k,x,\) = det(S;;f-(i,7)) where S;; = ((’_‘7—;\5‘)),
with oy, = 4, By = j, and f,(i,7) =0 for ¢ <r and j > i.
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Fix a column 3 with g, = j > r. For each v € C(n, k) with v, = r and ~, > (3, for
1 </¢< k-1, add to the column 3 the column ~ multiplied by
3 f(r)

(\i|+>\(1;::)—n+j) frlr,r)

Then, using Lemma B it can be seen that, for ¢ > r and j > r, each block S; ; f,(, 7)
is modified to S; ; fr+1(4, j) where

i) = ().
|>‘c|+)\(n.—i)—(n—j) .
fr-i—l(@j) = fr(%]) - (;‘c-i-)\(n]'—};—(n—j))) ) i;:g::i; fr(i’r)> (29)

and f.41(4,7) = fr(1,7) for 5 < r and f.411(r,5) = 0 for j > r. After n iterations, we
obtain a block-triangular matrix where the diagonal blocks are S, f,.(r, 7). Therefore
Aln,kx N =] (A(n ok — 1x, N fo(r, r)(”’Zf’z“’z)) . (2.10)
r=0
The values A(n — r,k — 1,x,\) are given by the induction hypothesis. To calcu-
late f.(r,r) falls back to the case k& = 2. Apply the above procedure to calculate
A(n,2,(y,z),A). In this case the recurrence ([Z3) becomes

f0(7’>]) = (Z —; AZ)>

(y—i—)\(n—‘i)—(n—j)) f (7” j)
Jj—r r\'»

GRGRRGE) ()

j—r

fr-i-l(@j) :fr(imj)_ fr(iar)' (211)
In the end, the block-triangular matrix that we obtain is actually a triangular matrix.
Since we never permuted rows or columns, and since we always added multiples of
columns of smaller index to columns of larger index, the manipulations that we per-
formed left also the value of each principal minor unchanged. Recall that we denoted
the principal minor of order r 4+ 1 of A(n, 2, (y,z),A) by D.(n,y,z,A). In view of the
above remarks, the triangular form at the end of the elimination procedure yields the
identity

D,i(m..2. 0 I
However, the left-hand side can be calculated using (8). Thus, we arrive at
Il y+z+ (A =1)n+i
F(rr) = A 11_11( A-1) | )
[, (y+A—1n—Xi+r)
The recurrence (Z9) corresponds to recurrence (ZI1I) for y = |X| and z = x. Thus,
the value of f,.(r,r) for any k is
Ly (X[ + (A= 1)n +4)

fr(r,r) = N —= . .
(r.7) [T (% + (A = 1)n— Xi+7)
Substituting this in (22I0) and using the induction hypothesis, one obtains (CH). O

n—r

D.(n,y,z,\) (y+)\(n—r)
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Proof of the equivalence of Theorem [A and[@. If we replace A by —X and z; by —z; — 1
for all i in (ICH), and then use the identity () = (=1)™("*T™"), then we obtain

X+ A+ B
det -1
aBeC(n) (( ) ( B ))
7L+k'7i71)

(=) ED (Y ﬁ (—|x| k- +Dn+ Z-)(

]

n i n+k—i—1
_ (_1)(k_1)(n+;§71)+z?:1 (7L+II::;71))\(]€_1)(7L+:71> H <|X| + k+ ()\ +1)n— z) ("

1

=1

(2.12)

Except for the signs, this is exactly (). However, by another application of the
Chu—Vandermonde summation formula,

n-|C(n,k)|+(k—1)<n+Z_1)+i<n+:__i_l)

i=1
n+k—1 n+k—1 n+k—1 (n—Fk—1)!
(L) () () e
Since this is an even number, the signs in ([ZI2) do indeed cancel. U

Proof of Corollary[] The right-hand and left-hand sides of (LX) are both polynomials
in A and the z;’s. By inspection, the (total) degree in A and the x;’s of the determinant
on the left-hand side is at most

n+k—1 n+k—1
n~|C(n,k)\—n( E_ 1 )—k( ) )

On the other hand, the degree in A and the x;’s of the expression on the right-hand
side is

<k—1>(”“,§_1)+i(”+fif”) :<k_1)(n+]]§—1>+<n+llz—l)

i=1

in view of the earlier computation (ZH). Therefore, if we extract the homogeneous parts
in A and the x;’s of degree l{;("“,z_l) in (L), we obtain

B -1 n+k—1 o n+k—i—1
det ((X_l_ )\a) ) — )\(k—l)("ﬂi )(|X| —+ )\n)( +I]: )HZ_( +1571 )’

a,BeC(n,k) B! pale
where 8! = [I¥_, 8!, or, equivalentl
=TI, 8!, or, equivalently,
n+k—1

g (o) <2 (T ) (T ).

i=1 BeC(n,k)
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For the proof of the corrollary, the only missing piece is the verification of the identity

1 8= 1] " ﬁk'—Hz ("), (2.13)

BeC(n,k) B1+-+Br=n

This can, for example, be done by induction on n + k, by using the obvious recurrence

I(n, k) = [ [ @C=*DII(n -4,k — 1)),
=0
where

On k)= [[ B8

Bitr+Bp=n

3. DETERMINANTS FOR COMPOSITIONS WITH ONLY POSITIVE PARTS

Let C*(n, k) denote the set of all compositions of n with exactly k positive summands.
Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 9. Let x = (x1,Za,...,xx) be a vector of indeterminates, and let A be an
indeterminate. Then, for any positive integers n and k, n > k, we have

X + A\
det
aﬁecew) < < ;i ))

(HH (mAJ)( ’l>>’ﬁ“(\x|+<xi—1>n+i)<nk”l). (3.1)

=1 j=1 =1

Proof. Let 1 be the k-vector with all entries equal to 1. The mapping C*(n, k) —
C(n — k, k) defined by a« = (aq,..., 1) — a—1 = (a; — 1,..., a4 — 1) is bijective.
Thus, we have

x+)\a x+ A1+ ANa—1)
det = det
,B€C*(n,k) o,BeC*(n,k) B—-1+1

B X+ A1+ \
_aﬁeC(n k.k) 6+1

B det X —11+)\a xl+)\+)\o¢2
 a,BeC(n—k,k) O G+1

zi + AMa; + 1) x+A—-—11+
- IRt ae -
a; +1 a,BeC(n—k,k) B

acC(n—kk) i=1

In the product, a ratio (x; + A(j + 1))/(j + 1) appears as many times as there are
compositions in C(n — k — j, k — 1), i.e., ("kgz) times. Thus,

st Mai+ 1) et g+ 1)) (R
11 H o+ 1 HH(T)

acC(n—k,k) i=1 j=0
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:ljlj (:,;ZHJ)( =)

Substituting this and using Theorem Bl with n replaced by n — k& and x replaced by
x + (A — 1)1 to evaluate the determinant, we obtain the desired formula. O

By replacing A by —\ and x; by —x; — 1 for all 4 in ([B), and then using the identity
() = (=)™ ("™ 1), we obtain the following equivalent form of Theorem B

m

Theorem 10. Let x = (z1,x9,...,x%) be a vector of indeterminates, and let \ be an
indeterminate. Then, for any positive integers n and k, n > k, we have

< <x + A\ + ﬁ))
det
a,B3eC*(n,k) ,6

_ ﬁ"ﬁl<azz+w+1)( 2\

=1 j=1 )

n—i—1

k<|X|+()\+1)n+k—i)(k1).

{
1

(3.2)

Extracting the highest homogeneous component in Theorem [, we obtain the follow-
ing analogue of Corollary [1

Corollary 11. Let x = (x1,29,...,2x) be a vector of indeterminates, and let X be an
indeterminate. Then, for any positive integers n and k, n > k, we have

det ((x+ )\a)ﬂ)

a,BeC*(n,k)
AR — ""“ i)
= ADOD AT T G+ AU ) (x4 ) GO TT 0050 (33)
=1 =1 i=1
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