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LOG-CONVEXITY AND THE CYCLE INDEX POLYNOMIALS WITH RELATION
TO COMPOUND POISSON DISTRIBUTIONS

MUNEYA MATSUI

AsstrACT. We extend the exponential formula by Bender and Canfield (1996), which relates log-
concavity and the cycle index polynomials. The extension clarifies the log-convexity relation. The
proof is by noticing the property of a compound Poisson distribution together with its moment
generating function. We also give a combinatorial proof of extended “log-convex part” referring
to Bender and Canfield’s approach, where the formula by Bruijn and Erdos (1953) is additionally
exploited. The combinatorial approach yields richer structural results more than log-convexity. Fur-
thermore, we consider normal and binomial convolutions of sequences which satisfy the exponential
formula. The operations generate interesting examples which are not included in well known laws
about log-concavity/convexity.

1. INTRODUCTION

The focus is to study properties of non-negative sequences (ay)i-0 and (by)i=o from those of
(ci)r=1 such that they are linked by

(1.1) iakuk =

k=0 k=0

> but > cju!

4 —' = exp ( ; T)

The sequence (a;) is regarded as the cycle index polynomials of symmetric group [10, [11]]. From
the relation (L.I) Bender and Canfield have shown the log-concavity and almost log-convexity of
(ax), assuming that (c; )0 With ¢o = 1 is log-concave [[1, Theorem 1].

The first main result of this paper (Section[2)) is an extension of [1, Theorem 1], namely, we show
the log-convexity of (a;) from that of (¢;). Our approach is to notice the probabilistic interpretation
of (I.I) together with distributional properties of compound Poisson (CP for short) distributions.
This approach leads to an alternative proof for the previous log-concavity result [, Theorem1]
which was originally derived from combinatorial study. In the same section, we specify (proba-
bly unknown) common characteristics between these combinatorial and probabilistic approaches
toward [, Theorem1]. Inspired by this specification, we consider combinatorial proof for the ex-
tended “log-convex part”. This combinatorial proof yields richer results more than log-convexity,
which are related to the structure of the cycle index and which were analyzed as [[I, Theorem 2] in
the log-concave case.

In Section 3] we consider log-convex/concave properties of normal convolution of (a;) and bi-
nomial convolution of (b;) which satisfy the exponential formula (I.I). Both convolutions are
obtained by multiplying the r.h.s. of (II). The operations generate interesting sequences which
are not included in known principles for log-concavity/convexity. Our example sequences are
mostly by those of probability mass functions.
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In the rest, we state related literature of both combinatorics and probability and statistics. This
is worth describing since they developed the similar theories independently without having proper
intersections.

In combinatorics the log-concavity/convexity of combinatorial sequences has been intensively
studied (see Stanley [14] and Brenti [2] for log-concavity, and see Lin and Wang for log-
convexity and references therein). Especially log-concavity is closely related with unimodality
and they has been studied together. Bender and Canfield’s result [1]] serves as a tool to judge log-
concavity. The method is to investigate the property of the original sequence by its exponential
generating function (GF for abbreviation). Indeed the relation (LI)) corresponds to the GF for the
cycle index of symmetric groups (see Remark (i) bellow). The method by GFs is a powerful
tool for solving combinatorial problems (see [19])).

The properties are also significant in probability and statistics. To confine the related topics,
they play a crucial role in the class of infinitely divisible (ID for short) distributions, one of most
important probability distributions in both theory and applications. The log-concavity is a useful
tool for investigating the unimodality of ID distributions (see e.g. Sato [12] and Steutel [?]).
Indeed, the class of strong unimodal probability density/masss functions is equivalent to that of
log-concavity density/masss functions. The log-convexity characterizes ID distributions on Z,, i.e.
it gives a sufficient condition for distributions to be ID [12, Theorem 51.3]. A sufficient conditions
for log-concavity/convexity of Z, valued ID distributions is given by [3]]. For ID distributions since
explicit expressions of most density/masss functions are unavailable, the most useful tools are their
characteristic functions ([12}, p.7]) which are substantially equivalent to GFs.

Therefore quite similar problems are investigated with similar/different methods in these two
fields, and connections are sometimes discovered and mentioned : e.g. nth Bell number corre-
sponds to nth moment of the CP with mean 1. But they are sparse and not systematic. Here we
point out an almost complete correspondence between the two, i.e. the cycle index of the sym-
metric group corresponds to the probability mass function of ID on Z, (Remark (i1)). This
correspondence is justified by the uniqueness of the GF. All presented results of Section [2] stem
essentially from this correspondence. We expect that the relation gives a perspective to previous
miscellaneous results and promote further exchanges of the two fields.

Note that we could give results only by combinatorial methods. However, since the relation be-
tween combinatorics and probability and statistics are interesting and worth describing, we present
both approaches.

2. MAIN RESULTS

We consider the probabilistic proof of [[1, Theorem 1], which clarifies the relation between non-
negative log-concave sequences and the cycle index polynomials. By the probabilistic proof, we
extended the relation to that with non-negative log-convex sequences. Furthermore, we give a
combinatorial proof of the extended part which yields additional new results about the cycle index
polynomials.

Our focus is on the following extended theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let (ci)i>1 be a sequence of non-negative real numbers such that Y., (cy/k) uﬁ
exists for some uy > 0 and define the sequence (a;)i=0 and (by)i=o by (LI). Suppose that (cy)is1 is
log-concave and c% > ¢y, then

k+1

2
(2.1) Ap—1Gs1 < a5 < Ap—1Gpes1,
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(2.2) bi-tbs1 = by > Di-1bis1.

k+1
Moreover, the left ineq. in 1)) or equivalently the right ineq. of @.2) holds only if ¢; > c,.
Conversely, suppose that (ci)s1 is log-convex, then
(2.3) U-1yer 2 a5,
k
k+1

(2.4) b; < br-1bis1

holds if and only if cf < 6.

Remark 2.2. We mention the relation between Theorem 2.1l and [[I, Theorem 1].

(i) The extended part is the convexity results of (a;)wso : 2.3) or equivalently (2.4), and “only if”
parts in the log-concave case.

(ii) A certain kind of summability condition for (c;)i» is additionally assumed in Theorem 2.1l
(iii) Log-concavity assumption of (1, ¢y, ¢, . ..) in [I, Theorem 1] and that of (¢;)i>1 together with
¢} > ¢, are the same. Since the latter seems more clear to mention “only if”” condition, we adopt
this. The same argument holds in log-convex case.

(iv) We can not recover the structural result [1, Theorem 2] for (b;) from probabilistic proof, i.e.
it seems difficult to prove that (n + 1)b,,b, — mb,,_1b,,; for 1 < m < n could be expressed as
a polynomial in % = {cy,cz,...} U {cjex — ¢joicke1 @ 0 < j < k} with non-negative integer
coefficients.

yeee

independent and identically distributed sequence of Z,-valued random variables (r.v.’s for short).
Let N be Poisson r.v. with parameter A > 0 of which probability is P(N = k) = i—fe"l, keZ, We
consider CPr.v. Sy := Z?’:l X;. Writing P, = P(Sy = n), n € Z, and f, := P(X; = n), we have an
expression of probability GF of S y by

N = o (A
(2.5) Pal =exp(A( )Y ful —1)) =P Vexp W), ul < up.
5t =33 - 1) = e o (5, 2L
Here putting a; = e *"DP, and ¢, = Akf;, the relation (I.I) is recovered. Then, once log-
concavity (resp. log-convexity) of (Py) is proven, that of (a;) follows.
In the probabilistic proof, the relations (2.3)) is not directly used and our main tool is the follow-
ing well-known recursion for (Pkﬂ:

(2.6) Po=c0 (et DPyy = ) A+ D firr Pk,
k=0

which yields two key results used in the proof.
One is the following theorem, an explanation of which is given in Appendix for readers’ sake.

Theorem 2.3 (Hansen [5, Theorem 1 and 2]). Let (P,,),s0 and (fi)w=0 be connected by [2.6). Assume
(kfi)is1 is log-concave (resp. log-convex), then (P,) is log-concave (resp. log-convex) if and only
ifAfE =2/ >0 (resp. Af% —2f, <0).

ISee e.g. [16] Theorem 2.2] where the proof for the case fy = 0 is given, but it is almost the same proof for the case
fo # 0. See also [9] Theorem 3.3.9]. The recursion (2.6) is studied independently in different fields, see pp.59,60]
for a bit long history.
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The other one is nearly log-convex result when (P,) is log-concave. Although the result follows
from a more general result [13, Lemma 2], we give a short proof for convenience.

Lemma 2.4. Let (P))ws0 and (fi)iso be related by @.6). If the assumption of log-concavity in
Theorem 2.3\ is satisfied, then (Py) further fulfills

, n+1l
Pn—an+l < Pn < —Pn—an+l-
n
Proof. Due to the relation (2.6), we have
(I’l + 1)Pn—1Pn+1 - I’ZP,%
n—1
=Amn+ 1) fu1PoPyy + Z Ak + 1) fra1 (Poa Py — ProiiPy).
k=0
Since (P,),s0 is a log-concave sequence, the right-hand side is non-negative. m|

Proof of Theorem[2. 1l By the assumption (I is well-defined for u € [0,uy]. We notice that
assumptions and results are unchanged if we multiply (ay, by, ci) by ug and consider sequences
a, = apul, by, = byub, ¢, = ciub such that they satisfy (L) with u € [0, 1]. Therefore, without loss
of generality we may assume that (c;/k);»; are infinitely summable. We write the relation (L)) in
the form of (2.3). Noticing Y;-,(cx/k) < co, we take some 1 > Y7, ¢;/k since A could be any
positive constant. Let ¢, = Afik, k > 1 in (ILI) and put fy = 1 — 377, fi- Then multiply both sides
by e~ to obtain

o) . . %S} /l‘]f )
Z AP Dk = 2D exp ( Z _.fuj)_
k=0 j=1 J

Since the right-hand side is probability GF of Py by the uniqueness P; = e*0~Dg; holds.

Now we check conditions of Theorem 2.3] in terms of (c;). The log-concavity (resp. log-
convexity) of (cy)k>1 and that of (k fi)1 are equivalent. Moreover A/ —2f, > 1/A-(ci—¢;-1) > 0.
Thus conditions follow from those of Theorem 2.1l Then conclusions of Theorem 2.1] are implied
by

a; — ag1ager = € V(PL = P Pray)
together with results of Theorem The second inequality of (2.I) is implied by Lemma 2.4
Finally (2.2)) follows from 2.T)). O

We give a remark about further relations between CP distribution and the cycle index.

Remark 2.5. (i) The recursion (2.6) is equivalent to that for the cycle index polynomials A(Z,) of
symmetric group X, with variables (x, x,, ..., x,):

1
2.7) AZp)=1 and AEZ,) = - Z xXeA(Z,—¢)
n
=1
(see e.g. Harary and Palmer [4], p.120]). Namely, scale-adjusted A(Z,,) has a correspondence with

P,. This is rationalized by comparing their GFs. The GF of A(Z,) is given by (I.I), i.e.

00 X .
2.8 A" = Ly
2.8) Z(]) Er = exp( ), =)

=1
(see e.g. [19] Theorem 4.7.2] for an elementary proof). Assume that ), 21 Xj/j < oo. Let A =
# Y1 Xk, fr = x/(Ak), k > 1 and fo = 1 — Y12, fi as before and then (2.8) coincides with
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.3). Hence by the uniqueness of GFs we conclude that for any A(Z,,;) there exists probability
mass function P, and stated properties of P, (Theorem[2.3]and Lemma 2.4) hold true for A(Z,).
(ii) Since CP distribution coincides with ID distributions on Z, (see [[15, Theorem 3.2, III] ), A(Z,)
is relevant to ID distributions. Indeed, it is known that a distribution Py, k € Z, with Py, > 0 is ID
if and only if the quantity r, with k € Z, determined by

1 n
2.9 P, =—— P,
(2.9) H= kzz(; Y

are non-negative (see [[15, Theorem 4.4, I1] or [12] Corollary 51.2]). In view of (2.9) and (2.7)), one
see the correspondence between the cycle index of symmetric group and ID distributions. In each
topic there are established properties. Thus further investigation of the relation would be our next
interest.

Next we consider a combinatorial proof of the extended part based on the cycle index polyno-
mials as done in [I]]. Let X,, denote the symmetric group of degree m and let N;(c) be the number
of j-cycle in the permutation 0. Then the cycle index polynomials (a,,) and related polynomials
(b,,) are defined as

1 1
am(cl, Coyenny Cm) = |bm(cl, Coyeney Cm) = ) § WI(O'),
m! m

" oex,

where wi(o) = ¢ 1)L M@ In what follows, we give several properties as derived in [1]] which

are used. For oy € X, let o] be oy with m + 1th element deleted from the cycle containing it.
The summation of wt(c™) over all oy € Z,,,,; yields

(2.10) D i) = (m+ Db,

O1€Zm+1

If m + 1 element belongs to a j-cycle of o, then
(2.11) ciawt(oy) = c;wi(o))

holds. We have two formulas for b,,.; and (m + 1)b,,: let (m), denote the falling factorial m(m —
1)---(m—k+ 1), then

m+1

(2.12) D1 = Z(m)j—lcjbmﬂ—ja
j=1
m+1

(2.13) (m+ Dby = > () 105151

=1

both of which have combinatorial interpretations. For (2.12), jth term in the sum, (m);_1¢;bys1-;
implies the sum of wt(o;) over all combinations in oy such that j-cycle contains m + 1th element.
There are (m);_; ways to construct j-cycle which contains m + 1th element and b,,,;; is the sum
of weights over all permutations for remaining m + 1 — j elements. Here c; is the weight of j-cycle.
For (2.13)), jth term implies the sum of wi(o™)) over all permutations in oy such that m + 1th element
is removed from j-cycle of oy, so that ¢; of (m);_ic;b,+1-; in Z12) is replaced by ¢;_;. Here we
additionally use (2.10).

Now we give a combinatorial proof of the extended part. We get the idea from the formula (5)
by [3]], though an analogue of the formula has already been used in Bruijn and Erdos [3]].
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Proof. Our goal is to prove (2.4) by the induction, and then (2.3]) follows by the equivalence. Since
by = 1, by = ¢y and by = ¢} + ¢, we have byb, — 2b7 = ¢; — ¢ > 0. Assume that (2.4) holds with
k = m — 1 and then we consider

cm(mbm—lbm+l - (m + l)bfn)

= mbm—l(cmbm+l - cm+l(m + 1)bm) - (m + 1)bm(cmbm - cm+1mbm—l)-

From the properties (2.12)) and (2.13) that
m+1

mbm—l( E cm(m)j—lcjbm+1—j - cm+l(m)j—lcj—lbm+l—j)
J=1
m

— (m + 1)b,,( Z Cm(m = 1);_1¢jbp_j = Cpri(m = 1) j_1¢j-1by—)

J=1

m
= mb,,_ Z(m)j—lbm+1—j(cmcj - Cm+1cj—1)
j=1
m m

— mb,, Z(m - 1)j—lbm—j(cmcj - Cm+1cj—1) + by, Z(m - l)j—lbm—j(cm+lcj—1 - Cij)

J=1 Jj=1

m

=m Z(Cm+1Cj_1 - Cij)(m — l)j_z{(m +1- ])bmbm_J — mbm_lbm+1_j}
j=1

m

+ by, Z(m = D)jc1tbp-j(Cpe1€jm1 = CmC)).

=1
Now since (2.4) holds for k = 1,...,m— 1 by the induction hypothesis, one could see from the last
expression that (2.4) is satisfied also with m. i

By combinatorial approach, we can prove further results more than (2.1)—(2.4). The following
is an extension of Theorem 2 in [[I] which is related with the log-convexity result in Theorem 2.11

Theorem 2.6. Let ¢y = 1 and let ¢y, ca, . .. be indeterminates. Further let
% = {cl’ Ca, .. -}’

% =2 U {CjCk — Cj—1Ck+1 : 0< ] < k},
¥ =2ZU {cj_lckH —CjCy : 0< ] < k}
and define the sequence (by)=o by (II)). Then
(2.14) (n + 1)b,,b, — mb,,_1b,,; € N[¥],
(2.15) mb,,_1b,.1 — (n+ Db,b, e NJZ]|/N[Z] for 1<m<n,

namely, (n+ 1)b,,b, — mb,,_1b,.| can be expressed as a polynomial in % with non-negative integer
coefficients and mb,,_b,.1 —(n+ 1)b,,b, can be expressed as a ratio of polynomials in % and those
in 2" with respectively non-negative integer coefficients.

Note that proof for (Z.14)) is given in [[I]] and further extended by [13]], where b,,b,, — b,,_1D,+1 €
N[2/] is shown. Therefore we give a proof only for (Z.13)).
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Proof. We show (2.13) by the induction. It is immediate to see
boby — 2b% = ¢y — ¢} e N[27].

Assume that

(2.16) kbi_1byy — (k + l)b,% e N[Z]/N[Z]
holds for k < m — 1, then
(217) kby_1bs1 — (f + 1)bkbg € N[g]/N[%]
holds forall 1 < k < ¢ <m — 1. Indeed, we observe that
best by by by b+t by
2.18 - = - _
2.18) @+ Dby kb, (<£ T )b fbg_l) wot )

(k + l)bk kbk_1
is included in N[.Z°]/N[.2"] by the induction hypothesis. Here we also use b, € N[2'], k <m — 1

which follows from the recursion (2.12). Then we multiply 2Z.I8) by (£ + 1)b; - kb;_; to conclude
@I7). Now we recall the previous equality in the proof of Theorem 2.1 :

Cm(mbm—lbm+1 - (m + l)byzn)

=m Z(m - 1)j—2(cm+lcj—1 - Cij){(m +1- j)bm—jbm - mbm—lbm+l—j}
Jj=1

+ bm Z(m - 1)j—1bm—j(cm+lcj—1 - Cij).
=1
Then since (2Z.17) holds for 1 < k < ¢ < m — 1 by the assumption we conclude 2.16) with
k =m. O

Remark 2.7. We do not know whether mb,,_1b,.1 — (n + 1)b,,b, € N[Z], 1 < m < n holds or not.
Our conjecture is negative but we do not prove it.

3. CONVOLUTION AND BINOMIAL CONVOLUTION OF CYCLE INDEX POLYNOMIALS

We first review a generalization of the Bender and Canfield exponential formula (Theorem 2
in [1]) to convoluted sequences which is done by Schirmacher [13]. At there we give resulting
consequences of the extension together with its alternative proof. Then we investigate the “log-
convex counter part”. These generalizations to normal and binomial convolutions may provide
interesting examples of log-concave/convex sequences which are not included in known laws.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 3 in [13]). Fori = 1,...,w,w € N let ¢c;o = 1 and let ¢;y,c;s, ... be
indeterminates. Let

% ={cij, Cins .. JU{CijCik — CijoiCiger 0 < j < k}

and let
= = B Y ici
k _ k _ i=1%ij
(31) ZAkM = T = exp(Z ] I/lj).
k=0 =0 =0

Then for 1 <m < n,
(32) AmAn - Am—lAn+l € R+[U,V'V=1g/i]’
(33) (}’l + 1)Am—lAn+l - mAmAn € R+[U:‘}:1@l]
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Namely A, A, — Ay 1A,p1 are polynomials in U, %; with non-negative rational coefficients and so
are (n + 1)A,,_1A,.1 — mA,A,. The relations (3.2) and (3.3)) are equivalent to
(34) (I’l + 1)BmBn - mBm—an+l € R+[Ulv"}:1g/i]’
(35) Bm—an+1 - BmBn € R+[U1W:1@t]

The formula (3.1) implies that (A;)=0 and (By)i=0 are normal and binomial convolutions respec-
tively ([19, Chapters 2.2 and 2.3]).

In [13] a general proof based on Cauchy-Binet formula was just suggested (see also [14]]) and
explicit expressions were skipped. In order to see clearly the reason why log-concavity is preserved

and log-convexity is not in the normal convolution we give a direct proof. The following lemma is
crucial of which proof is given in Appendix.

Lemma 3.2. Let (x;)i>0 and (Y=o are indeterminates. Let D, = Y\;_o XkYn—k, then for 1 <m < n,
DmDn - Dm—an+l

n—-m—1 m—1
= X0Y0XmYn + Yo Z XmXiea1Yn-1-k + Y0 Z V(X Xn—k = X1 Xim—i—1)
k=0 k=0

(36) m—1 n—-m
+ Z xkxt’(ym—kyn—t’ - ym—k—lyn+l—t’)

=0 (=

-1

>~

3

~
= |
[«

+ (xkxn—m+1+€ - xfxn—m+1+k)(ym—kym—1—€ - ym—l—kym—f)'

T
(=)
~
Il

(=)

Moreover, putting

G = {x0, X1, .+ X} U{XXy — X1 X 0 1 <m <},
F = {)’0,)71, cee ,yn} U {ymyn — Ym-1Yn+1 - I<m< n}9
we obtain
D,D,—-D,_D,, € N[g U y], 1<m<n.
Proof of Theorem 3.1l Observe that A, is wth convolution of sequence (a;z), i = 1,2,...,w such
that N .
K Ciyj j)
Z airu = eXp ( Z —Uu
k=0 = J

holds. By the induction, it suffices to prove the result for the bivariate convolution. Let x; € R, [#]]
and y; € R,[#;] and suppose that for 1 <m <n

XXy = Xmo1Xpe1 € R[] and  yuyn = Ym-1Yne1 € Ri[#].
Then due to Lemma[3.2] the bivariate convolution D, = }7_, XxVn—k, 1 = O satisfies
DD, — D, D, e R, (U], 1<m<n.
Therefore (3.2)) holds. Equation (3.3)) follows from Lemma 2 of [13]. O

Remark 3.3 (Remark for Lemma[3.2)). (i) Equation (3.6) would be calculated from the Cauchy-
Binet formula. In the proof of [13] only the formula is mentioned and the detail is omitted. We
confirm the derivation by applying the formula to

A:(yo Vi Y yn+1)
0O Yo =+ Yu1 Y )
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B:( Xy Xy - Xo 0O --- 0 ())"

Xn+1 Xn o Xpem+l Xp-m 0 X1 X

See also [14].

(ii) Menon proved that log-concavity is preserved under convolution by a direct calculation,
i.e. proved the case n = m in Lemma Our results with n = m coincides the corresponding
calculation in [8]].

(iii) From (3.6) one could observe that if one of sequences (x;) and (y;) is log-convex, then both
positive and negative terms appear in (3.6). Accordingly we cloud not judge the sign of D,,D, —
D,,_1 D, without assuming additional conditions.

Remark 3.4 (Remark for Theorem [3.1). Assume that (c; =1, i = 1,...,w are log-concave in j
with ¢;p = 1.
(i) Tt is immediate from equations (3.2) and (3.4) that

(I’l + 1)Ban - mBm—an+l = 0 e AmAn - Am—lAn+1 = 0.

Notice that the result of Theorem [3.1]is not covered by the original version (Theorem 2.1)) since
the sum C; = ), ¢; ; in the relation

iAkuk = i B]l;—t[k = exp(i %u’)
=0 =0 =0

does not always log-concave (see example[3.7). Namely, operations of (normal or binomial) convo-
lution to sequences which satisfy (L.I)) widens the class of sequence (c¢;) from which log-concavity
of (a;) follows.

(ii) The log-concavity of (A;) (3.2) and the log-convexity of (B;) (3.3) are concluded from general
theory : The log-concavity is preserved by both ordinary and binomial convolution while log-
convexity is preserved only by binomial convolution (see p.455 in [18]]).

(iii) We do not know whether (n + 1)B,,B, — mB,,_B,,; € N[U? %] follows as in (2.14) or not.
Our conjecture is positive, but it remains to be seen.

The following is log-convex counterpart.

Corollary 3.5. For w € N let

oo oo i o ww
kZ:(;Akuk = kZ:(; B]Zl = exp(; @u’)
Suppose that (¢ij)is1, I = 1,...,w are respectively log-convex in k. Then for1 <m <n
(3.7) mB,,_B,;1 —(n+ 1)B,B, >0
if and only if
(3.8) i (zwl c) = 0.
i=1 i=1

Equation B.]) is equivalent to
Am—lAn+l - AmAn > 0.
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Proof. Let Cy =land C; = )7, ¢; ;. Put 7 = {C,,C»,.. .} and
W =7 U{Cj1Cry1 —C;Cr 1 0 < j <k}
Then the relation (I.I)) concludes via Theorem 2.6 that
N[7']

B, 1B, —(n+1)B,B,e —— for 1 <m<n.
m 1Bpi1 —(n ) N[7] mx=n
Since log-convexity is preserved under the summation, (Cy)i>; 1S again log-convex. Moreover,
since
w w B
COC2 - C% = Zci,z - (Zci’l) > O
i=1 i=1

implies CoCyy1 — C1C > 0, k > 1, we conclude
mB,_ 1B, —(n+1)B,B, >0 & A, 1A —AA, >0
follows. Notice that By = 1, B; = C; and B, = C, + C7 imply
ByB, - B} = CoC, - C},
which proves the *only if” part. O

Remark 3.6. (i) Log-convexity is generally not preserved by convolution. However, under the
condition (3.8)) of Corollary 3.3t is preserved.

(ii) Log-convexity is preserved under binomial convolution. The result (3.7) in Corollary is
slightly stronger but with the condition (3.8]).

In what follows, we see examples of convoluted sequences which reflect obtained theories in
this section. We use statistical distributions for construction of sequences.

Example 3.7 (Geometric distribution sequence). Let ¢, = p(1 — Pl k=1,2,...,p€e(0,1)and
co = 1 in (LI). We observe that ci — cr_1Cke1 = 0, so that (cy) is both log-concave and log-convex.
Due to Theorem 21 together with c% —cocy = p(2p — 1), the sequence (ay) is log-concave (resp.
log-convex) for p > 1/2 (resp. p < 1/2). Now in B) put ¢, = p(1 — p)*"! with ¢1y = 1 and
prepare another Geometric sequence by ¢, = p'(1—p =, p’ € (0, 1), c20 = 1 and further define
Cy = c1x + cax. Note that (Cy )i is log-convex since

Ci = CiaCrny = —pp'(1 = p) ' A =)' = p - p')* <.

However, from Theorem B1if p,p’ > 1/2, (Ay) of @) is log-concave, the result is not included
in the original Theorem 2.1l On the other hand even if p, p’ < 1/2, (A}) is not always log-convex
since

Ci=CoCr = (p+p)2p+p)—1)=2pp' >0
for p = p’ = 1/2. Furthermore if p + p’ < 1/2, then (Ay) is log-convex, so that this provides an
example such that log-convexity is preserved under normal convolution.

Example 3.8 (Log-series distribution sequence). Prepare n sequences c;; = pf.‘ [(klog(1-p;)), pi €
O,1),i=1,2,...,n, k=1,2,... each of which is known to be a log-series distribution. For each
I,

2
Cix — Cik-1Cij+1 < 0,
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so that (c;;) are log-convex sequences in k. We put ¢, = ¢y in the relation (L1). Then Theorem
2.1 concludes log-convexity of (a;) if p1 > 1 — e since

py
21og*(1 = p1)
Now we consider the nth convolution and put C, = Y."_, c¢;y in (B.I). Here (Cy)iso with Cy = 1 is

¢} —cocy = (2 + log(1 — p1)).

log-convex and (Ay) is nth convolution of the corresponding (a;;)'s, i = 1,2,...,n. Since
C1=CoCr= () e’ = ) cin
i=1 i=1

3 Des
i=1 i=1
n

2
p.

< E ———— (2n+log(1-p)) <0

i=1 210g2(1 - pi)

if pix = 1 — e7" respectively, (Ay) is shown to be log-convex. This is an example such that convo-
lution of log-convex sequences yields again log-convex sequences.

APPENDIX A. Proor oF LEmma [13]]
By adjusting number of components in sums and changing subscripts, we have
DDy, — Dy Dy
= X0(YnDm = Yn+1Dm-1) (:=1)

n—1 m—1

+ )’O(Xm Z X1 Vn—1-k — Xn+1 Z xkym—l—k) (:=1I)
=0 k=0
m—1 n—1
+ 0 D WX Gk 16 = Yne1-vn-0) (= 11D,
=0 (=0

Equation (I) corresponds to the first term and the sum with £ = 0 in the 4th term of (3.6). Moreover,
we observe that
n—m—1 m—1
I = yox, Z Xie+1Yn-1-k + Yo Z Y- 1=k (X Xn-m+1+k = Xn+1Xk)-
k=0 k=0
Then by reversing indices of k in the latter sum, the expression is shown to coincide with sum of
the second and the third terms of (3.6) respectively. Again by shifting indices, we obtain

m—1 n—

3

ar = Z XXt Ym—tYn—t = Ym—1-kYn—+1)
k=0 (=1
m—1 m—1
+ -xk-xn—m+l+t’(ym—kym—l—{ - ym—l—kym—{)-
k=0 (=0

The first sum is equivalent to the sum with £ > 1 in 4th sum of (3.6)), and due to the symmetry of
indices, the second sum is written as the 5th sum of (3.6)). Now the proof is over. m|
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AprpENDIX B. REsuLrs IN HANSEN [3]

Our results are heavily depends on Hansen [3, Lemmas 1,2 and Theorems 1,2]. In [5]], proofs
are sometimes omitted. For readers’ sake we restate results and review proofs recovering omitted
parts. For convenience write r, = A(k + 1) f;+; so that the recursion (2.6) has

n

(B.1) (n+ DPut = > Py
k=0

We are starting with two Lemmas.

Lemma B.1 (Lemma 2 of [3]). Assume (B.1) and let P_, = 0. Then

m(m + 2)(Pm+1 Pum+2)
(B.2) m !
= Pm+1(r0Pm - Pm+1) + Z Z(Pm—fpm—k—l - Pm—kPm—f—l)(rk+1r€ - r€+1rk)’
=0 k=0
rm+1(m + 2)(Pm+1Pm+3 - me_z)
(B.3)

= Pm+1(rm+2Pm+2 - rm+1Pm+3) + Z(Pm—kpm+2 - Pm+1Pm—k+1)(rm+2rk - rk+1rm+1)'
k=0
Proof. For (B.2), we have
m(m + 2) m+1 um(m + 2)Pm+2
= (m+1)°P%,, — mP,(m+2)P,» — P2 |

m m—1 m+1

= (Y rPuct) = (D rPur)( D rePrsit) = Py

k=0 k=0 k=0
m m m—1 m+1
2
Z rkPm k Z l" m—{ — Z rkPm—l—k Z rKPm+1—€ + rOPum+l - Pm+1
k=0 =1 k=0 (=1
m m
= Pui1(roPy — Ppyy) + Z Z(rkrfﬂ — k1) PiicPro1—¢ = (B.2),
k=0 (=0

where we notice that terms of k = £ are zero in the sum. Next we see (B.3) and write

Pt (M + 2)(Pryit Pis — P )
= Tt (M + 3Pyt Py = Pt (M + 2)Po = Tt Pt P
+ (M + 212 Prs1 Pz — (M + 2)1p12 P Pt
= Pyt (M + 3)Pyi1 Pyis = Pyt (m + 2)P) w2+ M+ Do P Prgo — (M + 2)100 P P

+ rm+2Pm+1Pm+2 - rm+1Pm+1Pm+3

m+2 m+1 m+1
= Fime1 P § TiePso—k = Tmi1 P2 TePrsi—k + Tms2 P2 § TPy = T2 P § 0
k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0

- rm+1Pm+1Pm+3 + rm+2Pm+1Pm+2
m+1

= Pt Pinc1 "oP a2 + Tt Pt T2 Po + Tt Pt § TP io—i
k=1
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m+1
= Tms1 P 1 70Pims2 = T 1 P2 Z TiPrsi-k

- rm+2Pm+lrm+1P0 - rm+2Pm+1 rkPm+1—k + rm+2Pm+2 rkPm—k
k=0 k=0

+ Pm+l(rm+2Pm+2 - rm+le+3)

= Pm+l(rm+2Pm+2 - rm+le+3)

m m

+ rm+1Pm+1 rk+1Pm+1—k - rm+2Pm+1 rkPm+1—k
k=0 k=0
m m

- rm+1Pm+2 rk+1Pm—k + rm+2Pm+2 rkPm—k
k=0 k=0
= Pm+l(rm+2Pm+2 - rm+le+3)

m m
+ Z Pri1 Pk (Tms1 Tie1 — Faabie) + Z Pria P (Fms2ic = T Tir1)

k=0 k=0
= (B.3).
O
Lemma B.2 (Lemma 2 of [3]]). Assume (B.1) and Py > 0, then
(D) if (Py) is strictly log-concave forn = 1,2,...,m, then roP,, — P, > 0,
(ii) if (r,) is strictly log-convex and r(z) —r <0, then v, ;2P0 — ¥ Piez > 0.
Proof. (i) Since (P,,/P,) is decreasing, we have ro = P;/Py > P,,.1/Pp.
(i) Since (r,,41/r,) is increasing, the recursion (B.1)) yields
m+1
Tk
(m+3)Ppiz =1oPpa + Z PPyt
Tk
k=0
< PmHM + (m+ 2)P,,,», max {i}
Vmt1 1<ksm+2 | Fp—q
= (m+ 3P 2,
T+l
O

Proof of Theorem Log-concave part : Suppose (1) (or equivalently (k f;)) is strictly log-concave
and r; —r; > 0 (& Af7—2f). Then

2(P? — PyPy) = Pi(ry — 1) > 0.

Now with this and Lemma [B.1] (i), we apply induction to (B.2) to see that (P,) is strictly log-
concave. Since any log-concave sequence can be written as a limit of strictly log-concave se-
quences, the proof is completed.

Log-convex part : The proof is similar to “Log-concave part”, except for applying the induction to

(B3) and Lemma [B.11(if). o
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