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Swinnerton-Dyer (Some properties of partitions 4:84—106, 1954), who proved Dyson’s
conjecture. More recently, Mao (Number Theory 133:3678-3702, 2013) proved several
equalities and inequalities, leaving some as conjectures, for rank differences for
partitions modulo 10 and for M,-rank differences for partitions with no repeated odd
parts modulo 6 and 10 (Mao in Ramanujan J 37:391-419, 2015). Alwaise et al.
(Ramanujan J. doi:10.1007/s11139-016-9789-x, 2016) proved four of Mao's
conjectured inequalities, while leaving three open. Here, we prove a limited version of
one of the inequalities conjectured by Mao.
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1 Introduction and results
A partition of a positive integer n is a way of writing # as a sum of positive integers, usually
written in non-increasing order of the summands or parts of the partition. The number
of partitions of # is denoted by p(n). For a partition A, we denote the number of parts in
the partition as #(1) and the largest part as /(}).

The celebrated Ramanujan congruences for the partition function begged for a combi-

natorial interpretation:

pGBk+4)=0 (mod 5),
p(7k+5)=0 (mod 7),
p(11k +6) =0 (mod 11).

Dyson [4] defined the rank of a partition A to be /(1) — (1) and conjectured that partitions
for 5k + 4 and 7k 4 5 can be divided into five and seven equal sub-classes respectively
based on their rank. Specifically, he claimed that for s in each residue class modulo 5 or 7,
respectively
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51+ 4
N(s, 5,51 +4) = ’@,
Tn+6
Nt 7, 7n + 4) :@,

where N (s, m, n) denotes the number of partitions of # with rank s modulo . Atkin and
Swinnerton-Dyer [2] proved Dyson’s conjecture by finding the generating functions for
the rank differences N (s, m, mk 4+ d) — N (s, m, mk + d) for k = 5, 7. They obtained several
other interesting identities apart from Ramanujan’s congruences.

Lovejoy and Osburn [5] expanded on the work by Atkin and Swinnerton-Dyer to find
rank differences for overpartitions and M, -rank differences for partitions without repeated
odd parts, which is defined for such a partition A by [@-‘ —n(A). The corresponding count
for number of partitions of # with no repeated odd parts having its M>-rank congruent
to s modulo m is given by Na(s, m, n). They obtained all the rank difference formulas
corresponding to m = 3, 5.

Continuing on their work, Mao [6,7] extended the results for Dyson rank differences
modulo 10 and M rank differences modulo 6 and 10. He obtained several interesting
inequalities based on his results such as

N(1,10,57 + 1) > N(5,10, 51 + 1),
No(0,6,3n+ 1) + No(L, 6,31+ 1) > Na(2,6,3n + 1) + Na(3, 6,31 + 1).

Mao also gave some conjectures in [6,7] based on computational evidence, both for the
Dyson rank and M;-rank for partitions with unique odd parts.

Conjecture 1.1 Computational evidence suggests that

N(0,10, 51) + N(1, 10, 51) > N(4, 10, 51) + N (5, 10, 51), (1)

N(1,10, 51) + N(2, 10, 51) > N(3, 10, 51) + N (4, 10, 51), 2)

No(0, 10, 51) 4+ N (1, 10, 51) > Na(4, 10, 51) + Na(5, 10, 51), 3)

No(0, 10, 57 + 4) + No(1, 10, 51 + 4) > No(4, 10,51 + 4) + No (5,10, 51+ 4),  (4)
No(1, 10, 51) 4+ Na(2, 10, 51) > Na(3, 10, 51) + Na(4, 10, 51), (5)

No(1, 10,57 + 2) + No(2, 10, 51 + 2) > No(3, 10, 51 + 2) + No(4, 10,52+ 2),  (6)
N»(0,6,31 +2) + No(1, 6,31+ 2) > No(2,6,31 +2) + No(3, 6,31 + 2). 7)

In (2), (5), and (6), n > 1, whilst in the rest n > 0.

Alwaise etal. [1, Theorem 1.3] proved four of these seven inequalities conjectured by Mao,
namely (1), (2), (3), and (4) by using elementary methods based on the number of solutions
of Diophantine equations solving for the exponents in the generating functions in the
corresponding rank differences. They also observed that in (2), the strict inequality holds.
However, their methods weren’t strong enough to prove the remaining three conjectures,
which are still open. Here, we prove a limited version of (7).

Theorem 1.2 Mao’s conjecture (7) is true when 3 t n + 1. Specifically, we have that the
following inequalities are true for all n > 0:

N5(0,6,97 + 2) + No(1,6,91 + 2) > N5(2,6,9% + 2) + No(3,6,91 + 2), (8)
N7(0,6,91 + 5) + Ny(1,6,91 + 5) > No(2,6,91 + 5) + N2(3, 6,91 + 5). 9)
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2 Preliminaries
The standard g-series notation is employed which is defined as

n—1
(@) =[]0 —aq),

i=0

o
(@ q)o = |Q - aq),
i=0
where n € Nand a € C. The empty product (a; ¢)o is defined to be 1.
The following elementary identities are used in manipulation of g-series to prove equal-
ities between expressions. For a, b € Z, ¢ € C, and for k € N, we have

(% Doo - (G670 = 1, (10)

@ 0")oo(=0% 400 = (@ 4%)o0r (11)

(cq* 4*)oo(cq™ " 4°") o0 = (cq* 4")oor (12)

(g% 400 - (g %5 4") o0 = (cq% "o (13)

Further, we make use of the shorthand notation as employed by both Mao [6,7] and
Alwaise et al. [1].
@i a@n = (@@)n - (D
(@1, - i @)oo = (15 @)oo -+ + (@15 @ oos
Jo = (a"14")o0
Jap =" 4" 4" 4" ).
We will also use Mao’s M-rank difference generating function to prove our result The-

orem 1.2. Mao proved the following theorem which encapsulates the pertinent rank dif-
ferences.

Theorem 2.1 (Mao [7]) We have

> (N2(0, 6, 1) + No(1, 6, 1) — No(2, 6, 1) — Na(3, 6, 1)) ¢"

n>0
— 1 ~ (_l)nq18n2+9n ]62,36]18,36]336
- ]9’36 n=—00 1- q18n+3 q]32,36]9,36]125)36
J636) 75,36/ 35 1 & (—1)nglsr+on-1

20)3 3693601536 1936 b 1+q'%

Apart from this, an identity of Ramanujan theta function is also used. The Ramanujan’s

general theta function f(a, b) is defined as

n(n+l)  n(n—1)

oo
flab)= > a? b 7 =(—a-babab)
n=—00

with |ab| < 1 where the equality follows from (and is equivalent to) the Jacobi triple
product identity. We will use the following two special cases of the theta function and the

function y (q) which are defined as

0(q) =f(@q9) = (4 -4 7% 9% (14)
2, 2
V(g) =f(aq°) = M (15)
(45 9%) 0
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X(@) = (44" (16)
The following theta function identity is used in the proof of our main result.
Theorem 2.2 (Baruah and Barman [3]) We have

x(@¥(—q*)

2 203\ _ o 2/ 6
9°(q) + ¢°(q°) = 297( q)x(—q)w(q3)'

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We denote d(n) := N»(0, 6, n) + No(1, 6, 1) — Na(2, 6, n) — N(3, 6, n) for simplicity. We
will show that the generating function >, ., d(3n + 2)g" has strictly positive coefficients
forall n # 2 (mod 3). We first compute the generating function )., d(3n + 2)q” using
Theorem 2.1. B

Proposition 3.1 We have

2 3 2

Zd(g + 2) n o__ 1 ]2’12]6,12]12 _ i (_l)nq6n +3n (17)
TRy e 1+q4 )

n>0 qJ3,12 1,12/5,12 q

n=—0o0

Proof From the expression in Theorem 2.1, one can see that the first summand is a series
in g3", the second only has g-powers which are 1 modulo 3, and the third and fourth
only have g-powers which are 2 modulo 3. Now, including only exponents congruent to
2 modulo 3 in the original generating function, and then letting g — q% , we deduce that

]6:36]128,3615)6 1 = (—1)n418n2+9n_1

nzz() 2q)536)936)F55  Jos6 S, 1+q'”
Jo36) 35,36/ 1 (—1)rgl8n*+9n—3
s S dEnt o) = eisadie 1 s CD'qT
n>0 2q ]3,36]9:36]15,36 J9,36 o0 14+¢g
J21208 157 1 & (Lyngort+3n—1
= zd(3”+2)q” _ 61212 Z (=g 3t

20T 1312021, B2 A, 1+

n>0
This completes the proof of the proposition. O
Remark 3.2 Note that the while there is a g in the denominator of the common factor

above, it is canceled because the constant term of the expression inside the parentheses
in (17) is zero.

We will also need the following lemma which will tie together the proof.

Lemma 3.3 We have

i)ty ¢*a) + X (q®)
2 72 - '
]1,12]5,12 2

Proof We first write the expression in its constituent g-series and then use (11) to cancel
common factors in both numerator and denominator. We find that
2 13
]2:12]6,12]12 _ (qZ) q1o) q12; qu)oo(q6» q6’ q12; q12)c2>o(q12; q12)go
J212J2 15 (@ q' a5 a3 a7, 4% 4" )%
(@5 4"%4M)(q% 4% 4" 4"
@ 4q750*)%(q% a1 9'2)%
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@ 4% 4%)x(~9 —4°: 40
(@ 4°3.(@% 4%
(=4 —4%4°)
(@ 9% %)
We next use (13) to reduce the g-series by multiplying the missing factors in both numer-

= ¢*(—¢°
= ¢*(—q°)

ator and denominator, and simplify the expression using (15) and Theorem 2.2 as follows:

]2’12]6212]132 2 6 (_q) _qs;q6)oo
) ,2_ =@ (_q )7
]1,12]5,12 (@ 9”5 9°)0
_ ¢2(_q6)(_% —4°4%)00(— 4% 450 (@ 7)o
(@ 4% %) 00(@% 4°%) 00 (— 4% 4%) 0
YR N 4)00(q% 4% (4% 4°) o0
(@ 400 (— 4% 4°)00 (4% 4°) oo
_ 2 6 x(@¥(—q°)
=va )x(—q)tlf(qg)
_ 9@+’
5 .

We now prove our result Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 We use Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.1, and note that all the expo-
nents of the g-series inside the parentheses in (17) are 0 (mod 3). Hence,

1 (]2,12]62,1215’2 ad (—1)”q6”2+3”)

P2\ Yinlsn L 1+

> dBn+2)q"

n>0

1 (X @ +e*q) 1 3n

- = + as 6] )
q/3,12 4 2 ; g
where a3, € Z.

Now let 3t n + 1, then

1 *(@) +¢*(¢%) 1 3
dBn+2)=[q" ———i—gaq”
( ) (q"] ]3’12 1 9 3n

n>1
2 2(,3
¢=(q) + ¢*(q) 1 1
= [¢"*"] - — > asug™
43,12 2312 2 i
_ [qn-i-l]‘PZ(Q) + (02(q3) _ [qn+l] 1 + n-‘rl]i Za3 q3n
43,12 2J312 J312 £ "
_ LD+ )
4J3,12
where [xf If (x) denotes the coefficient of xK in the generating function f (x). It now suffices
2 2(.3
to show that all coefficients of % are positive. This follows as
0Xq) +¢*(q°)  2+4q+40° + 3,3 bnq"
J312 1 -¢*)(q% 9" 4% ")

=(2+49+48> + D bug" | | D a*" ) [1+ D cua”

n>3 n=0 n>1

Page 5 of 6
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314k ysing the above factors by g~

where b; and c; are non-negative. We can generate g
from first, q3” from second, and 1 from the last, where kK = 0, 1, 2. Due to the structure of
the product, each g power generated in the way described must have a positive coefficient,
and so additional terms that arise with the same power would only add to the size of the

coefficient. This completes our proof for Theorem 1.2 O

4 Conclusion and remarks
The method employed by Alwaise et al. [1] doesn’t work for this inequality because the
expression inside the parentheses in Proposition 3.1 does seem to have negative coeffi-
cients for an infinite number of coefficients.

This result is limited to 3n + 2 when 3 { n + 1, but computational evidence suggests

h 1 h12)815)1 00 (*1)"q6"2+3”
that 12 2 12 Zun=—o0 611
1-q i/510 - I+q

simplification with help of Lemma 3.3, a stronger version of the method used in along with

has non-negative coefficients, and given the

using properties of ¢2(g), in which the coefficient of g counts number of Diophantine
solutions to a> + b> = n might aid in proving the inequality when 3 | 7 + 1.
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