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Abstract. A natural unit interval order is a naturally labelled partially ordered set
that avoids patterns 3 + 1 and 2 + 2. To each natural unit interval order one can
associate a symmetric function. The Stanley-Stembridge conjecture states that each
such symmetric function is positive in the basis of complete homogenous symmetric
functions. This conjecture has connections to cohomology rings of Hessenberg vari-
eties, and to Kazhdan-Lusztig theory. We use a diagrammatic technique to re-prove
the special case of the conjecture for unit interval orders additionally avoiding pattern
2+ 1+ 1. Originally this special case is due to Gebhard and Sagan.

1. Introduction

In 1993 Stanley and Stembridge formulated one of the deepest conjectures in mod-
ern algebraic combinatorics, see [34, Conjecture 5.5]. The conjecture says that certain
symmetric functions associated to 3 + 1-free posets have a positive expansion when
expressed in the basis of elementary symmetric functions. Guay-Paquet [20] has shown
that it is sufficient to prove the Stanley-Stembridge conjecture for natural unit interval
orders, i.e. 3 + 1 and 2 + 2 avoiding posets. Several connections are known between
the Stanley-Stembridge conjecture and geometry. One such connection was realized
by Shareshian and Wachs [30], who observed that essentially the same symmetric
functions arise as Frobenius characters of actions of symmetric groups on cohomol-
ogy rings of Hessenberg varieties, as studied by Tymoczko [36]. Shareshian-Wachs’
conjecture was proved by Brosnan and Chow [8], and independently by Guay-Paquet
[21]. A connection to Kazhdan-Lusztig theory is due to Haiman, whose conjecture [23,
Conjecture 2.1] about characters of Kazhdan-Lusztig basis elements would imply the
Stanley-Stembridge conjecture. We refer the reader to the works of Abreu and Nigro
[4, 3] for the recent development this connection.

Gasharov [17] proved the (weaker) Schur-positivity version of the conjecture. Fur-
ther refinement of this Schur positivity was conjectured by Kim-Pylyavskyy [28] and
proved by Blasiak-Eriksson-Pylyavskyy-Siegl [7]. Many further connections and par-
tial results are known. The conjecture was related to Macdonald polynomials [22] by
Haglund-Wilson, and to LLT polynomials [5] by Alexandersson and Panova. Some spe-
cial cases of the Stanley-Stembridge conjecture have been solved (see Gebhard-Sagan
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[18], Dahlberg-van Willigenburg [14], Harada-Precup [24], Cho-Huh [10], Huh-Nam-
Yoo [25], Cho-Hong [9], Abreu-Nigro [2], Wang [37], Wolfgang [38], Clearman-Hyatt-
Shelton-Skandera [11], Hwang [26]), but it remains open in full generality. In par-
ticular, Gebhard-Sagan were the first to prove the Stanley-Stembridge Conjecture for
2 + 1 + 1-avoiding unit interval orders in [18, Corollary 7.7], where they defined the
corresponding incomparability graphs as Kα-chains.

The main idea of this paper is that a certain version of diagrammatic calculus can
be used to approach the conjecture. The flavor of the diagrammatic calculus we use
is perhaps similar to that of Jones’ planar algebras [27] and especially Cvitanovic’s
bird tracks [13], see also [16]. The origins of such techniques go back to Clebsch [12]
and Young [19], and we refer the reader to [1] for a nice historical exposition. A
recent triumph of the diagrammatic approach is the proof by Elias and Williamson of
positivity of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials [15].

In our case, we consider certain strand diagrams, colorings of which yield the desired
symmetric functions. We extend the category of strand diagram to that of weighted
strand diagrams, and allow elements of the ring of symmetric functions Λ as coefficients.
Let D be an arbitrary strand diagram, and let Dj be a certain weighted strand diagram
associated with it. We consider Λ-linear combinations of the form:

∂kD := hkD + hk−1D
1 + hk−2D

2 + · · ·+ h0D
k.

It turns out that in the special case of 2+ 1+ 1 avoiding unit interval orders, the set
of all relevant ∂kD-s has the following lucky properties.

• Partial traces of the ∂kD-s express positively in terms of ∂kD-s for smaller D’s.
• Tracing out ∂kD-s for the single-strand D yields h-positive expressions.

The argument then proceeds as follows. One can obtain the symmetric functions
in the Stanley-Stembridge conjecture by tracing out certain specific strand diagrams.
Instead of taking the whole trace at once, one can take a partial trace on one or several
strands at a time. The key property is that this tracing out can be done in a way such
that on each step we obtain an ∂kD-positive expression, in turn each of those ∂kD-s
further traces out into ∂kD-positive expressions, etc.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give the notations and definitions
on related objects and state necessary propositions to understand later content. In
Section 3 we define the trace of strand diagrams discussed in Section 2, which plays a
crucial role in proving the h-positivity of the associated symmetric functions of 2+1+1-
avoiding unit interval orders. The proof of the main result (Theorem 4.1) is in Section
4.

2. Background

2.1. Symmetric functions. A function f(x1, x2, . . .) ∈ Q[[x1, x2, . . .]] is symmetric if
f(x1, x2, . . .) = f(xσ(1), xσ(2), . . .) for all permutations σ of the positive integers P. The
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set of all symmetric functions forms a graded Q-algebra Λ =
⊕

n Λn, where functions
in each Λn have degree n, and Λn forms a Q-vector space.

The pertinent bases in this paper include the elementary, complete homogeneous, and
power sum bases indexed by partitions λ ⊢ n, denoted by eλ, hλ, pλ respectively. Fol-
lowing [33], we present some essential facts about these bases, which we use extensively
in later sections.

Proposition 2.1. Let Sn be the symmetric group of degree n. Then we have

n!hn =
∑
σ∈Sn

pcycletype(σ).

Proof. The power sum expansion of homogeneous symmetric functions can be written
as

hn =
∑
λ⊢n

1

zλ
pλ,

where the sum is ranging over all partitions λ of n, and zλ =
∏n

i=1 i
didi! with di = the

number of i’s in λ. Then we immediately have

n!hn =
∑
λ⊢n

n!

zλ
pλ =

∑
σ∈Sn

pcycletype(σ).

□

Proposition 2.2. For any i ≥ 1, we have

ihi =
i∑

j=1

hi−jpj.

Proof. We can define the generating function of {hi}i≥0 as

H(t) :=
n∑

i=0

hi(x1, . . . , xn)t
i =

n∏
i=1

(1− xit)
−1.

Let P (t) be the generating function of {pi
i
}i≥1. It is easy to see that

P (t) :=
n∑

i=1

pi
i
ti = logH(t).

Taking derivatives we have P ′(t) = H ′(t)/H(t). Alternatively, H ′(t) = P ′(t)H(t).
Note that P ′(t) is the generating function of {pi}i≥1 with pi being the coefficient of
ti−1. Comparing the coefficients of ti−1 on both sides gives the desired identity. □

If a symmetric function f can be written as a nonnegative linear combination of
the elementary (resp. complete homogeneous) bases, then we say f is e-positive (resp.
h-positive).
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2.2. Natural unit interval orders. There are different ways to define a natural unit
interval order and these definitions can be proved to be equivalent (See [28], [30]). Here
we introduce the most relevant one and some helpful characterizations of unit interval
orders.

Definition 2.3. [28] Let P = (P,≺) be a partial order on [n], and assume the usual
order (<) is a linearization of P . P is a natural unit interval order if the following
property holds: for any a, b, c ∈ P such that b ≺ c, and a is incomparable to b and c,
it is true that b < a < c.

Denote by a1+a2+· · ·+ak a poset consisting of a1, a2, . . . , ak-chains with elements of
different chains incomparable to each other. We say P is an a1+a2+ · · ·+ak-avoiding
partial order if P does not contain an induced suborder isomorphic to a1+a2+ · · ·+ak.

Proposition 2.4. [29] P is a natural unit interval order if and only if it is a 3 + 1
and 2+ 2-avoiding naturally labelled poset.

Shareshian-Wachs [30] provided another crucial equivalent definition of this family of
partial orders. For n ∈ P, let Stair(n) be the staircase partition (n− 1, n− 2, · · · , 2, 1),
and let λ be a partition contained in Stair(n). We can obtain a unit interval order
P (λ) associated with λ such that a ≺ b iff a ≤ λn+1−b. This gives a bijection between
natural unit interval orders and λ ⊂ Stair(n).

Proposition 2.5. [30] Let P be a partial order on [n], then P is a natural unit interval
order if and only if P ≃ P (λ) for some associated λ ⊂ Stair(n).

Definition 2.6. The shape of a partition λ ⊂ Stair(n) is a Young diagram associated
with λ drawn in the south-west corner of an n × n square. A corner of the shape is
one of the north-east inner corners of the Young diagram.

Example 2.7. Figure 1 shows a 6 × 6 square with the partition λ = (4, 3, 1, 1) con-
tained in Stair(6), and the associated natural unit interval order P (4, 3, 1, 1) =

{
1 ≺

{3, 4, 5, 6}, 2 ≺ {5, 6}, 3 ≺ {5, 6}, 4 ≺ 6
}
. The shaded yellow area represents the Young

diagram of λ, and the three dotted cells are corners of the shape of λ.

In this paper, we focus on unit interval orders that additionally are 2+1+1-avoiding.
We characterize such orders in terms of a particular set of partitions λ ⊂ Stair(n) in
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let P (λ) be a natural unit interval order with associated partition λ ⊂
Stair(n). Then P (λ) avoids pattern 2 + 1 + 1 if and only if the shape of λ has all of
its corners as a subset of the corners of Stair(n− 1) or Stair(n).
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1 2 3 4 5 6

1
2
3
4
5
6 1 2

3 4

5

6

Figure 1. Left: the 2 + 1 + 1-avoiding natural unit interval order
P (4, 3, 1, 1). Stair(n) (resp. Stair(n − 1)) is shown as the green (resp.
blue) staircase path; Right: the partial order diagram of P with the no-
tation i → j if j ≺ i.

Proof. We have the following equivalent statements: The shape of λ has all its corners
as a subset of the corners of Stair(n− 1) or Stair(n)

⇐⇒ λ = (λi1
1 λ

i2
2 · · ·λiℓ

ℓ ) with i1 = n− λ1 − 1 or n− λ1,

ij = λj−1 − λj or λj−1 − λj ± 1 for all 2 ≤ j ≤ l

⇐⇒ either λj + 1, λj + 2, · · · , λj−1 ≺ λj−1 + 2

and λj + 1, λj + 2, · · · , λj−1 + 1 are mutually incomparable,
or λj + 1, λj + 2, · · · , λj−1 ≺ λj−1 + 1

and λj + 1, λj + 2, · · · , λj−1 are mutually incomparable
for all 2 ≤ j ≤ ℓ+ 1, λℓ+1 = 0

⇐⇒ P (λ) avoids pattern 2+ 1+ 1.

The claim follows. □

Example 2.9. The unit interval order P (4, 3, 1, 1) in Figure 1 avoids pattern 2+1+1
since the corners of λ agree with a subset of corners of the shape of Stair(n− 1).

2.3. The Stanley-Stembridge Conjecture. Following [32], For G a finite graph
with vertices V (G) = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} and P = {1, 2, 3, . . .}, a proper coloring of G is a
function κ : V → P such that two vertices do not share the same color whenever they
are connected by an edge in G. Then we define the chromatic symmetric functions as
follows.

Definition 2.10. Let G be a finite graph with vertices V (G) = {v1, v2, . . . , vn}, the
chromatic symmetric function XG(x1, x2, . . .) is

XG(x1, x2, . . .) =
∑
κ

xκ(v1)xκ(v2) · · ·xκ(vn),
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where the sum ranges over all proper colorings κ.

Let P be a partial order on [n], the incomparability graph G of P has vertices as the
elements of P where two vertices are connected by an edge if and only if the elements
are incomparable in P . The Stanley-Stembridge Conjecture is as follows.

Conjecture 2.11. [32, 34, 35] Let P be a 3 + 1-avoiding partial order and G be the
incomparability graph of P , then XG is e-positive.

It was proved in [20] that the condition 3+1-avoiding partial orders on P in Conjec-
ture 2.11 can be reduced to all natural unit interval orders (i.e. those that also avoid
2 + 2). Thus it is enough to show that XG is e-positive for G be an incomparability
graph of a unit interval order.

Stembridge gave a variation of Conjecture 2.11. Let ch denotes the characteristic
map from any class functions χ on Sn to Λn:

ch(χ) =
1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

χ(σ)pcycletype(σ).

Proposition 2.12. [35] Let H be an n × n Jacobi-Trudi matrix whose zero entries
form the shape of a partition λ ⊂ Stair(n) in the south-west corner of H. Let Γλ be
the Sn-character corresponding to H. Then we have

ch(Γλ) =
∑

σ∩λ=∅

pcycletype(σ).

where σ ∩ λ = ∅ identifies all σ ∈ Sn such that the nonzero entries of the permutation
matrix of σ have no intersection with λ.

We have ch(Γλ) = ω(XG), where G is the incomparability graph of P (λ) and ω is
the involution on Λ defined by ω(eλ) = hλ (see [34, Section 5]). Thus, the Stanley-
Stembridge Conjecture is equivalent to showing that ch(Γλ) is h-positive for any λ ⊂
Stair(n)

2.4. Strand diagrams.

Definition 2.13. A crossing C is a diagram where several lines cross at one point. A
strand diagram D of size n is a concatenation of several crossings with n strands total.
If a particular crossing engages strands i through j, we shall denote this crossing [i, j],
see Figure 2.

To each λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · , λℓ), we can associate a strand diagram to the unit interval
order P (λ) on [n] as follows: for each outer corner (i, j) of the shape of λ we consider
crossing [i, j]. We parse the corners in the direction from north-west to south-east, and
we concatenate the associated crossings in this order. Further, we add [1, n− ℓ] as the
first crossing and [λ1 + 1, n] as the last one in the diagram.
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C1 = [1, 3]

1 2 3 4 5 6

C2 = [3, 6]

Figure 2. A strand diagram D of size 6 with two concatenated crossings
C1 and C2.

Example 2.14. Let D be a strand diagram of size 4 obtained from an unit interval
order with associated partition λ = (2, 1), see Figure 3. The outer corner (2, 3) of λ is
shown with an orange dot, giving us the crossing [2, 3]. Additionally we have (1, 2) and
(3, 4) shown with blue dots, resulting in the first crossing [1, 2] and the last crossing
[3, 4].

1 2 3 4
1
2
3
4 1 2 3 4

Figure 3. The unit interval order P (2, 1) and its associated strand
diagram D.

Definition 2.15. A colored strand diagram D of size n is a coloring of the strands of
some strand diagram D with n colors so that at each crossing the colors entering the
crossing are also the colors leaving the crossing.

Each colored strand diagram D gives a permutation σD ∈ Sn: each strand in a
distinct color has one end at position i at the bottom and the other end at position
σD(i) on the top. Consequently, letting cycletype(σD) denote the cycle type of σD,
we can associate a power sum symmetric function pcycletype(σD) to each colored strand
diagram D.

Example 2.16. Figure 4 is a colored strand diagram D of size 4, representing σD =
1324. Using the cycle notation, σD = (1)(23)(4) gives the associated symmetric func-
tion p211.

Let D be the strand diagram obtained from a unit interval order P (λ). Find all
colored strand diagrams of D and their corresponding permutations, giving associated
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1 2 3 4

1 2 3 4

Figure 4. The colored strand diagram D of σD = 1324.

power sums. Summing over all D’s, we associate a symmetric function to D in terms
of the power sum bases. This symmetric function is exactly the omega dual of the
chromatic symmetric function associated to P (λ).

Lemma 2.17. Following the notations in Proposition 2.12, let D be the strand diagram
associated to the unit interval order P (λ). Then

ch(Γλ) =
∑
σD

pcycletype(σD).

Proof. Let λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · , λℓ), and λk = 0 for k > ℓ. Since we create the strand
diagram D by concatenating the crossings [i, j] from all outer corner (i, j) of the shape of
λ, each corresponding colored strand diagram D yields a permutation σD with restricted
positions so that for any strand k between strands i and j, σD(k) ≥ i.

To find the permutation matrix of σD in the n× n square, we let all nonzero entries
(k, σD(k)) be at row σD(k) and column k. Then σD(k) > λn+1−k for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n.
Here we switch the positions for rows and columns in the coordinate (k, σD(k)) so that
the permutation matrix we have is actually the transpose of the matrix described in
Proposition 2.12. They will produce the same symmetric function since the cycle types
of a permutation and its inverse are identical.

The nonzero entries of the permutation matrix of σD have no intersection with λ,
and the result follows by Proposition 2.12. □

Example 2.18. Following Example 2.14, Figure 5 illustrates all colored strand dia-
grams of D with the corresponding permutations in their cycle notation. Thus, the
associated symmetric function ω(XG) = ch(Γλ) = p1111 + 3p211 + 2p31 + p22 + p4 =
2h22 + 2h31 + 4h4.

3. The trace of strand diagrams

Definition 3.1. Given a strand diagram of size n, and a tuple of non-negative integers
(a1, . . . , an), we can decorate the top of strand i with ai dots for each i. We call such
a decorated strand diagram a weighted strand diagram. We denote a diagram D with
j dots on the right-most strand Dj, or

∣∣j if the diagram is a single strand.
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(1)(2)(3)(4) (1)(2)(34) (1)(23)(4) (1)(243)

(12)(3)(4) (12)(34) (132)(4) (1432)

Figure 5. The colored strand diagrams of D and their corresponding
permutations for unit interval order P (2, 1).

Though in principle one could decorate any of the strands of a diagram, we will only
ever decorate the strands engaged by the right-most crossing of a diagram.

Definition 3.2. A weighted strand diagram D is said to be a staircase-like if the
crossings Ck = [ik, jk], 1 ≤ k ≤ ℓ in D form a staircase-like sequence: i1 < i2 < . . . < iℓ
and j1 < j2 < . . . < jℓ.

A lot of what follows is specific to the staircase-like strand diagrams. In particular,
diagrams corresponding to P (λ)-s are staircase-like.

Definition 3.3. Let D be a weighted staircase-like strand diagram with weights
(a1, . . . , an). The trace of D, denoted tr(D) is a Λ-linear combination of weighted
strand diagrams obtained by removing the last strand of D and decorating the result-
ing diagram D′ in the following two ways:

• adding no extra dots, but multiplying by a factor of pan+1.
• adding an + 1 dots to one of the strands engaged by the right-most crossing of
D′.

If D is a single strand with weight an, tr(D) is simply the symmetric function pan+1.

Example 3.4. Let D be a strand diagram with a single crossing of size 4. Using
Definition 3.3, D′ is a crossing of size 3, and tr(D) yields a Λ-linear combination of
weighted D′ as shown in Figure 6. Figure 7 shows the trace of D1.

Instead of going directly from λ ⊂ Stair(n) to ch(Γλ) , taking the trace of a strand
diagram allows us to consider intermediate steps (i.e. expressions involving both sym-
metric functions and diagrams) without losing any information. We make this explicit
with the following lemma.
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tr (D) = = p1 + + +

Figure 6. tr(D): The trace of a single crossing of size 4.

tr (D1) = = p2 +
2
+

2

Figure 7. tr(D1): The trace of a single crossing of size 3 with one dot
on the right-most strand.

Lemma 3.5. Let D be the strand diagram corresponding to P (λ). Then trn(D) =
ch(Γλ).

Proof. Fix a diagram D of size n, and let σ be a permutation corresponding to a
coloring of D. If σ(n) = n, then σ naturally corresponds to a permutation in the first
term of the trace. Otherwise, σ(n) = i for some strand i engaged by the top-most
crossing. In this case σ naturally corresponds to a permutation in the term where dots
were added to strand i. □

Example 3.6. Use the strand diagram D in Example 2.14, we take successive partial
traces of D, and the associated symmetric function ch(Γλ) is given by tr4(D) = p1111+
3p211 + 2p31 + p22 + p4. See Figure 8.

4. The main result

As discussed above, every unit interval order can be associated with a strand diagram
D, and taking traces of D eventually generates the power sum expansion of ω(XG).
Our goal is to prove that for all 2+1+1-avoiding unit interval orders, these symmetric
functions ω(XG) are h-positive.

The following theorem is originally due to Gebhard and Sagan [18, Corollary 7.7].

Theorem 4.1. Let P (λ) be a 2 + 1 + 1-avoiding unit interval order and G be the
incomparability graph of P (λ). Then ω(XG) is h-positive.

Let D be an arbitrary strand diagram. We consider a Λ-linear combination of
weighted D’s, denoted by ∂kD. More precisely, for any k ≥ 0, let

∂kD = hkD + hk−1D
1 + hk−2D

2 + · · ·+ h0D
k.

To prove Theorem 4.1, firstly we use Proposition 4.3 to show that for a strand
diagram D consisting of a single crossing of size n, trn−1(∂kD) yields an h-positive
combination of ∂i

∣∣’s where
∣∣ denotes a single strand, as stated in Theorem 4.4. We

also need the following lemma to derive the expression of trn−1(∂kD).
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Figure 8. Successive partial traces of strand diagram D from Example
2.14.

Lemma 4.2. For any a, b ≥ 0 we have

a∑
i=0

b∑
j=0

ha−ihb−jpi+j = (b+ 1)hahb +
a∑

i=1

(b− a+ 2i)ha−ihb+i.

Proof. First, breaking off the i = 0 term we can apply Proposition 2.2 to get

a∑
i=0

b∑
j=0

ha−ihb−jpi+j = (b+ 1)hahb +
a∑

i=1

b∑
j=0

ha−ihb−jpi+j.

For the remaining double sum, we repeatedly apply Proposition 2.2 for each i, sub-
tracting off what’s missing:

a∑
i=1

b∑
j=0

ha−ihb−jpi+j =
a∑

i=1

ha−i

(
(b+ i)hb+i −

i−1∑
j=1

hb+i−jpj

)

=
a∑

i=1

(b+ i)ha−ihb+i −
a∑

i=1

i−1∑
j=1

hb+i−jpj.
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After re-indexing appropriately, we can apply Proposition 2.2 again to get
a∑

i=1

i−1∑
j=1

hb+i−jpj =
a−1∑
i=1

a−i∑
j=1

ha−i−jpj =
a−1∑
i=1

(a− i)hb+iha−i =
a∑

i=1

(a− i)hb+iha−i.

Substituting this expression back in, we get the desired formula. □

Proposition 4.3. If D is a strand diagram consisting of a single size n crossing, and
k ≥ 0, then

trn−1(∂kD) = (n− 2)!
k∑

j=0

hk−j

[
n∑

i=2

(i− 1)hn−i

∣∣i+j−1
+

n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
ℓ=1

hn−ℓ−ipℓ+j

∣∣i−1

]
.

Proof. We proceed by calculating trn−1(Dj) for each j, and then substituting into the
expression for ∂kD. After taking n−1 traces, there will be n! terms, each corresponding
to a permutation σ ∈ Sn in the following way:

(1) If 1 and n are in the same i-cycle, and the remaining cycles have type λ, the
corresponding term will be pλ

∣∣i+j−1.
(2) If 1 is in an i-cycle, and n is in a disjoint ℓ-cycle, and the remaining cycles have

type λ, the corresponding term will be pλpℓ+j

∣∣i−1.
We will count the number of times each of these cases occur and simplify the resulting
expression. In the first case, there are i − 1 choices for where n appears in the cycle
relative to 1,

(
n−2
i−2

)
ways to pick the remaining elements of the cycle, and (i− 2)! ways

to arrange those elements in the cycle. Since we can freely permute the remaining n− i

elements of [n], the coefficient on
∣∣i+j−1 in the sum will be

(n− 2)!

(n− i)!
(i− 1)

∑
σ∈Sn−i

pcycletype(σ) = (n− 2)!(i− 1)hn−i

by applying Proposition 2.1. In the second case, if 1 is in an i-cycle and n is in a
disjoint ℓ-cycle, similar enumerative arguments to the previous case tell us there are(
n−2
i−1

)
(i − 1)! = (n−2)!

(n−i−1)!
i-cycles containing 1 but not n and

(
n−i−1
ℓ−1

)
(ℓ − 1)! = (n−i−1)!

(n−i−ℓ)!

a-cycles containing n from the remaining elements of [n]. Once again we can freely
permute the leftover elements, so the coefficient of

∣∣i−1 will be

(n− 2)!

(n− i− 1)!

n−i∑
ℓ=1

(n− i− 1)!

(n− i− ℓ)!
pa+j

∑
σ∈Sn−i−ℓ

pcycletype(σ) = (n− 2)!
n−i∑
ℓ=1

pℓ+jhn−ℓ−i.

Thus if we sum over the possible i in each case, we have

trn−1(Dj) = (n− 2)!

[
n∑

i=2

(i− 1)hn−i

∣∣i+j−1
+

n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
ℓ=1

hn−ℓ−ipℓ+j

∣∣i−1

]
.

Summing over j as in the definition of ∂kD gives the desired expression. □
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Theorem 4.4. Let n ≥ 1, k ≥ 0. If D is a strand diagram consisting of a single size
n crossing, then

trn−1(∂kD) = (n− 2)!
n∑

i=2

(i− 1)hn−i∂k+i−1

∣∣ + (k + i− n)hk+i−1∂n−i

∣∣.
Proof. First note that the trn−1(∂kD) here indeed expands positively in ∂i

∣∣’s. For n, k ≥
0, if there exists an integer i1 ∈ [2, n] such that k + i1 − n < 0, we can find an integer
i2 ∈ [2, n] such that i2 = −(k + i1 − n) + 1, and then hn−i2∂k+i2−1

∣∣ = hk+i1−1∂n−i1

∣∣.
Thus the negative term (k+ i1−n)hk+i1−1∂n−i1

∣∣ will be canceled out with the positive
term (i2 − 1)hn−i2∂k+i2−1

∣∣. Next we will show that this expansion in ∂i
∣∣’s agrees with

the trn−1(∂kD) in Proposition 4.3.
Since both the expression in the previous proposition and the conjectured formula

have a constant (n− 2)! out front, we will omit it in the following computation.
For notational convenience, let

(A) =
k∑

j=0

n∑
i=2

(i− 1)hk−jhn−i

∣∣i+j−1
(B) =

k∑
j=0

n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
ℓ=1

hk−jhn−ℓ−ipℓ+j

∣∣i−1

(C) =
n∑

i=2

(i− 1)hn−i∂k+i−1

∣∣ (D) =
n∑

i=2

(k + i− n)hk+i−1∂n−i

∣∣
so we want to show (A) + (B) = (C) + (D). First, we simplify (B) using Lemma 4.2:

(B) =
n−1∑
i=1

k∑
j=0

n−i∑
ℓ=1

hk−jhn−ℓ−ipℓ+j

∣∣i−1

=
n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
j=1

(k − n+ i+ 2j)hn−i−jhk+j

∣∣i−1

where we are taking a = n− i, b = k and ignoring the ℓ = 0 term. On the other hand,

(D) =
n∑

i=2

(k + i− n)hk+i−1∂n−i

∣∣
=

n∑
i=2

n−i∑
j=0

(k + i− n)hk+i−1hn−i−j

∣∣j
=

n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
j=1

(k + j + 1− n)hk+jhn−i−j

∣∣i−1
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The last equality follows from re-indexing j → i− 1, i → j + 1. Noting that (B) and
(D) have exactly the same terms (just with different coefficients), we have

(B) = (D) +
n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
j=1

(i+ j − 1)hn−i−jhk+j

∣∣i−1

Next, we have

(C) =
n∑

i=2

k+i−1∑
j=0

(i− 1)hn−ihk+i+j−1

∣∣j
So,

(A) =
n∑

i=2

k∑
j=0

(i− 1)hk−jhn−i

∣∣i+j−1

=
n∑

i=2

k+i−1∑
j=i−1

(i− 1)hn−ihk−j+i−1

∣∣j
= (C)−

n∑
i=2

i−2∑
j=0

(i− 1)hn−ihk+i−j−1

∣∣j
Finally,

n−1∑
i=1

n−i∑
j=1

(i+ j − 1)hn−i−jhk+j

∣∣i−1
=

n∑
i=2

i−2∑
j=0

(i− 1)hn−ihk+i−j−1

∣∣j
by the change of variables (i → j + 1, j → i− j − 1). Thus (A) + (B) = (C) + (D), as
desired. □

Lastly, we can prove Theorem 4.1 using an inductive argument on strand diagrams.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let P (λ) be a 2 + 1 + 1-avoiding unit interval order, and let
D be its corresponding strand diagram with top-most crossing of size m. Let D′ be
a strictly smaller strand diagram with the top-most crossing of D removed. Since
any two crossings are only connected by the right-most strand of the lower crossing,
trm−1(D) will result in a sum of weighted D′ that have dots only on their right-most
strand. Thus, using Theorem 4.4 and viewing the single strand

∣∣ in the expression as
the rightmost strand of D′, trm−1(∂kD) gives exactly the same h-positive combination
of ∂i

∣∣’s with
∣∣ replaced by D′. We continue to take traces on all ∂iD′’s. By induction,

any strand diagram with arbitrarily many crossings can be reduced to an h-positive
combination of ∂i

∣∣’s, yielding the corresponding symmetric function ch(Γλ) by Lemma
3.5. It is clear that ∂i

∣∣ is h-positive for any i since tr(∂i
∣∣) = (i+1)hi+1 by Proposition

2.2, which completes the proof. □
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5. A generalization of Stanley-Stembridge conjecture

The following is a generalization of Stanley-Stembridge conjecture.

Conjecture 5.1. Let D be an arbitrary strand diagram on n strands, obtained by
concatenating several crossings. Let D range over all corresponding colored strand
diagrams. Then

∑
σD

pcycletype(σD) is h-positive.

Example 5.2. Figure 9 illustrates a strand diagram D of size 4, whose associated
symmetric function can be obtained from all its corresponding colored strand diagrams
D such that∑

σD

pcycletype(σD) = 2p1111 + 6p211 + 4p31 + 2p22 + 2p4 = 4h22 + 4h31 + 8h4.

1 2 3 4

1 2 3 4

Figure 9. An example of strand diagram D in Conjecture 5.1.

Stanley-Stembridge conjecture can be viewed as a special case for staircase-like
strand diagrams.

Lemma 5.3. Conjecture 5.1 would follow from [23, Conjecture 2.1].

Proof. Each crossing Ck = [ik, jk] corresponds to the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis element
C ′

w0(ik,jk)
for the longest element w0(ik, jk) of the parabolic subgroup acting on strands

ik through jk. It is known that any product of Kazhdan-Lusztig basis elements de-
composes positively into a sum of Kazhdan-Lusztig basis elements, see [31, 6]. Thus
positivity of monomial characters on single C ′

w-s, as conjectured in [23, Conjecture 2.1],
would imply positivity on any such product of crossings. □
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