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1 Introduction

A partition \ of a positive integer n is defined to be a sequence of nonnegative
integers (Aq, Ag, ..., Ay) such that Ay + Ao+ -+ X, =nand Ay > Ao+ > A
The empty partition is denoted by (). We write A = (A, Aa, ..., \) B n and we
say that n is the size of A, denoted by |A|. The Young diagram of X is defined
to be an up- and left- justified array of n boxes with A; boxes in the i-th row.
The hook of each box B in A consists of the box B itself and boxes directly to
the right and directly below B. The hook length of B, denoted by h(B), is the
number of boxes in the hook of B.

For a partition A, the S-set of A\, denoted by B()\), is defined to the set of hook
lengths of the boxes in the first column of A\. For example, Figure [l illustrates
the Young diagram and the hook lengths of a partition A = (5,3,3,1). The [S-set
of Ais B(A) = {8,5,4,1}. Notice that a partition A is uniquely determined by
its 5-set. Given a decreasing sequence of positive integers (hy, ha, ..., hy), it is
easily seen that the unique partition A with B(\) = {hq, he, ..., hpy} is

)‘:(hl_(m_1)>h2_(m_2)>"-ahm—1_1>hm)'
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Hence, we have

A :éhm— (7;) (1.1)

= =~ Ct] OGO

Figure 1: The Young diagram of A\ = (5,3,3,1).

For a positive integer ¢, a partition is said to be a t-core partition, or simply
a t-core, if it contains no box whose hook length is a multiple of ¢. Let s be
a positive integer not equal to ¢, we say that A is an (s, t)-core partition if it
is simultaneously an s-core and a t-core. Anderson [5] showed that the number
of (s,t)-core partitions is the rational Catalan number s%t (*T") when s and t are
coprime to each other. The proof of Anderson’s theorem is through characterizing

the (-sets of (s,t)-core partitions as order ideals of the poset P;;, where
Py =NT\{n e NT | n=ks+ kot for some ki, ks € N}

whose partial order is fixed by requiring x € P, to cover y € P, if x —y is either
s ort.

Simultaneous core partitions have been extensively studied. Results on the
number, the largest size and the average size of such partitions could be found in
[T, 3, [, [6], 8, 10, 12] 14, 15]. Recently, Straub [11] and Xiong [13] independently
showed that the number of (s, s+ 1)-core partitions into distinct parts is given by
the Fibonacci number Fjq, which verify a conjecture posed by Amdeberhan [2].
In [13], Xiong also obtained results on the the largest size and the average size
of such partitions, which completely settle Amdeberhan’s conjecture concerning
the enumeration of (s, s 4+ 1)-core partitions into distinct parts.

In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the number and the largest size
of (2k 4+ 1,2k + 3)-core partition into distinct parts, which verify the following
two conjectures posed by Straub [11].

Conjecture 1.1 If s is odd, then the number of (s,s + 2)-core partitions into
distinct parts equals 2571,



Conjecture 1.2 [f s is odd, then the largest size of (s, s+ 2)-core partitions into

distinct parts is given by (32_1)(8;231)(53-‘,-17)'

2 Proof of Conjecture [1.1]

In this section, we aim to confirm Conjecture LTI We begin with some definitions
and notations.

Throughout the article, we will follow the poset terminology given by Stanley
[9]. Let P be a poset. For two elements x and y in P, we say that y covers x if
x < y and there exists no element z € P such that x < z < y. Let P be a graded
poset. An element z in P is said to be of rank s if it covers an element of rank
s — 1. Note that the elements of rank 0 in P are just the minimal elements. The
Hasse diagram of a finite poset P is a graph whose vertices are the elements of
P, whose edges are the cover relations, and such that if y covers x then there is
an edge connecting x and y and y is placed above z. For example, in the Hasse
diagram of P, 11, each element z of rank s covers exactly two elements  — ¢ and
r—t—1ofrank s — 1 forall 1 < s <t —1, and the elements of rank 0 are
1,2,...,t — 1. See Figure 2] for an illustration of the Hasse diagram of the poset
P;s. An order ideal of P is a subset [ such that if any y € [ and x < y in P,
then = € I. Denote by J(P) the set of all order ideals of P.

Figure 2: The Hasse diagram of the poset P g.

In the following lemma, we give a characterization of the poset Poyi1 2k+3-

Lemma 2.1 Let k be a positive integer. Then we have

Popi10k+3 = Qr U Q,

where
Qu=1{2i—1|1<i<k}
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and
Q,={2i+(s—1)2k+3)|1<s<2k1<i<2k+1-s}.

Proof. First we aim to show that QU Q) C Pajy12k+3. Assume to the contrary
that there exists an element y € Q,UQ), such that y is not contained in Poy 1 o5+3.
Choose y to be the smallest such element. Clearly, we have y = 2i4(s—1)(2k+3)
for some 1 < s <2k and 1 <i<2k+1—s. Since y € Pag+1,2k+3, we have that
2i + (s — 1)(2k + 3) = m(2k + 1) + n(2k + 3) for some nonnegative integers m
and n. We asset that n = 0. Otherwise, if n > 0, then s > 1. It follows that
y—2k+3)=2i+(s—2)2k+3) e Q,and y — 2k +3) = m(2k+1) + (n —
1)(2k + 3) & Popy12k+3. This contradicts the fact that y is the smallest element
that we choose. Hence we obtain that y = 2i+ (s —1)(2k+3) = m(2k+1). That
is 20 +2s —2 = (m — s+ 1)(2k + 1). Clearly, we have m > s + 2. Recall that
1 < 2k+1—s. This yields that 2i4+2s—2 < 4k. Using the fact that m > s+2, we
have (m—s+1)(2k+1) > 4k+2. This implies that 2i4+25s—2 < (m—s+1)(2k+1),
which yields a contradiction with the relation 2i +2s —2 = (m — s+ 1)(2k + 1).
Hence, we have Qr U Q) C Pajt1.9k+3-

To complete the proof of the lemma, it remains to show that Poiijor+3 C
QrUQ). Let y be an element in Poyyq or+3. We proceed to show that y € QrUQ).
It is apparent that y = = + p(2k + 3) for some 1 < x < 2k + 2, z # 2k + 1 and
p > 0. We consider two cases.

Case 1: z is odd. That is y = 2i — 1 4+ p(2k + 3) for some 1 < i < k and
p > 0. If p =0, then we have y € Q. Otherwise, we have y = 2i — 1 +
p(2k+3) =2(k+i+ 1)+ (p— 1)(2k + 3). By setting m =k + ¢+ 1, we have
y=2m+ (p—1)(2k + 3). In order to show that y € @}, it suffices to verify that
p <2k and m < 2k 4+ 1 — p. Assume to the contrary that p > 2k 4+ 2 — m. Since
Pyt 943 is an order ideal and y € Paogt1 2513, We have 2m—+(2k+1—m)(2k+3) =
(2]{3 + 3 — m)(2k‘ + 1) € P2k+1,2k+3~ This contradicts the definition of P2k+1,2k+3-
Thus, we have m < 2k +1—p. Sincem =k +i+1 > 1, we have m > 1. This

yields that p < 2k.

Case 2: z is even. That is y = 2i + p(2k + 3) for some 1 < i < k+ 1 and
p > 0. In order to show that y € @), it remains to verify that p < 2k — 1 and
1 < 2k — p. Assume to the contrary that p > 2k — i + 1. By the definition of
the poset Poyi1ok+s and y € Paoyt1 013, we have that 20 + (2k —i+1)(2k 4+ 3) =
(2k + 3 —i)(2k + 1) € Pagt12k+3. This contradicts the definition of the poset
Poit1,9k+3. Hence we have concluded that ¢ < 2k — p. Using the fact that ¢ > 1,
we have p < 2k — 1.

Combining the above two cases, we obtain that P11 or+3 € Qr U Q. This
completes the proof. |



Denote by As ={2i+ (s —1)(2k+3) | 1 <i <2k +1—s} for 1 <s < 2k.
According to Lemma [2.1], we have Py i1op13 = Qr U A1 U Ay U ... U Ay, It is
easily seen that each element = of A, covers exactly two elements x — (2k + 3)
and z — (2k+ 1) in A, for all 1 < s <2k —1. Moreover, each element 2k + 2i + 2
covers exactly two elements 2¢—1 and 2i+1 for all 1 <7 < k—1, and the element
2k + 2 covers the element 1. Hence, the Hasse diagram of the poset Poii1 943
can be easily constructed by obeying the above rules. For example, the Hasse
diagram of the poset P35 is shown in Figure (3l

Figure 3: The Hasse diagram of the poset Pi3 5.

Denote by Moaj112k+3 the poset obtained from Py 1 9x+3 by removing all the
elements y such that y > 2k + 2 and preserving the cover relation among the re-
maining elements. From the Hasse diagram of P41 2x+3, we immediately obtain
the following characterization of the poset Moy i1 2k+3.

Lemma 2.2 Let k be a positive integer. Define
T ={2i—1+(s—1)2k+3) |1 <s<k1<i<k+1-s}

and
T, ={2i+(s—1)(2k+3)|1<s<k,1<i<k+1-s}

Then we have M2k+1,2k+3 = Tk U T]g



Relying on Lemma [2.2] we can get the Hasse diagrams of the poset Mok 1 9543
Figure @ illustrates the Hasse diagram of the poset M 15.

Figure 4: The Hasse diagram of the poset M3 5.

In the following theorem, Anderson [5] established a correspondence between
core partitions and order ideals of a certain poset by mapping a partition to its
[-set.

Theorem 2.3 Let s, t be two coprime positive integers, and let A be a partition
of n. Then X is an s-core (or (s,t)-core) partition if and only if 5(N\) is an order
ideal of Py (or Ps.).

The following theorem provides a characterization of the (-set of partitions
into distinct parts [13].

Theorem 2.4 The partition X is a partition into distinct parts if and only if
there doesn’t exist x,y € B(\) with x —y = 1.

An order ideal I of P is said to be nice if there doesn’t exist x,y € I with
x—y = 1. Denote by L(P) the set of nice order ideals of the poset P. Combining
Theorems and 2.4l we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.5 Let s, t be two coprime positive integers, and let A be a partition
of n. Then X is an s-core (or (s,t)-core) partition into distinct parts if and only
if B(A) is a nice order ideal of Ps (or Ps.).

In order to get the enumeration of (2k + 1, 2k + 3)-core partitions into distinct
parts, we need the notions of Dyck path and free Dyck path. Recall that a Dyck
path of order n is a lattice path in Z x Z from (0,0) to (2n,0) using up steps
U = (1,1) and down steps D = (1,—1), and never lying below the z-axis [7].
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Denote by D,, the set of all Dyck paths of order n. It is well known that Dyck
paths of order n are counted by the n-th Catalan number ¢, = #1 (2:) A free
Dyck path is just a Dyck path but without the restriction that it cannot go below
the x-axis. Let FD,, denote the set of free Dyck paths from (0,0) to (2n,0). By

simple arguments we have that |FD,| = (*").

We first describe a bijection ¢ between the set of order ideals of P,;,; and
the set of Dyck paths from (0,0) to (2¢,0). To this end, we shall partition
J(Py141) according to the smallest missing element of rank 0 in an order ideal.
For 1 <i<t—1,let J;(P;+1) denote the set of order ideals of P ;1 such that i
is the smallest missing elements of rank 0. Let J;(P,;4+1) denote the set of order
ideals containing all the minimal elements of P, ;;;. Now we are in the position
to construct a Dyck path from I € J;(P;441) recursively as follows.

e For 2 < i <t—1 and an order ideal I € J;(P,;11), we can decompose [
into three parts: one is {1,2,...,7 — 1}, one is isomorphic to an order ideal
I of J(P;_1;), and one is isomorphic to an order ideal Iy of J(P—;—it1).

Define ¢(I) = Uo(I) Do(L).

e For any order ideal I € J;(P;441), I is isomorphic to an order ideal I; of
J(Pi—14). Define ¢(1) = UD¢(I,).

e For any order ideal I € Jy(P;41), one can decompose I into two parts: one
is 1,2,...,t — 1 and the other is isomorphic to an order ideal I; of J(P;_1 ).
Define ¢(1) = Ugp(1,)D.

It is easy to check that the resulting path is a Dyck from (0,0) to (2¢,0).
Conversely, given a Dyck path P, by the first return decomposition, P can be

uniquely decomposed as
P - UPlDPQ,

where P; and P, are (possibly empty) Dyck paths. Hence, the above procedure
is reversible and the map ¢ is a bijection.

For a path P = pypy...p, where p; € {U, D} for all 1 <i < n, the reverse of
the path, denoted by P, is defined by pnpn_1...p1. For example, the reverse of
the path P = UDDUD is given by DUDDU. 1t is easily seen that for a Dyck
path P, its reverse P is a free Dyck path which lies weakly below the z-axis.
Denote by L(Mog12k+3) the set of order ideals in L(Mag12k+3) which do not
contain the element 1.

Lemma 2.6 Let k be a nonnegative integer. There is a bijection between the set

~

L(Mojs1,2k+3) and the set FDy.



Proof. First we describe a recursive map 1 from the set E(M2k+172k+3) to the
set FDy. Let I € Z(M2k+1,2k+3). For k = 0, let ¢(I) be the empty path. For
k=1,let ¢(I) = UD if I contains the element 2, and let (/) = DU, otherwise.
Assume that for all 2 < j < k — 1 and an order ideal I’ € E(M2j+1,2j+3) which
contains the element 2j, we have ¢(I') € FD; which ends with a down step.
Similarly, for all 2 < j < k — 1 and an order ideal I’ € E(M2j+172j+3) which does
not contain the element 2j, we have ¢(I’) € FD; which ends with an up step.
Now we construct a lattice path from (0,0) to (2k,0) as follows.

e If I contains the element 2k, then let 2¢ be the largest missing even number
satisfying that 0 < ¢ < k — 1. In this case, one can decompose I into three
parts: one is {2042,20+4, ..., 2k}, one is isomorphic to an order ideal I’ of
J(Py—rk—e+1), and one is isomorphic to an order ideal I” of E(M2€+1725+3).
It is easily seen that 20 ¢ I"”. Set ¢(I) = (I")op(I').

e If I does not contain the element 2k but contains the element 25 for some
1 < j < k—1, then let ¢ be the largest integer such that I contains
the element 2¢. In this case, one can decompose [ into two parts: one is
isomorphic to an order ideal I’ of J(Py_sx—s+1), and the other is isomorphic

to an order ideal I” of Z(M24+1,24+3). Clearly, I” contains the element 2/.

Set (1) = p(I")o(I").

e If I does not contain the element 2j for all 1 < 57 < k, then [ is isomorphic
to an order ideal I’ of J(Py41). Set (1) = ¢(I').

By induction hypothesise, one can easily check that the resulting path ¥ (1) is a
free Dyck path from (0,0) to (2k,0). Moreover, the path ¢ (/) ends with a down
step if I contains the element 2k, and (1) ends with an up step, otherwise. Thus,
the map 1) is well defined, that is, we have ¥/(I) € FDy, for any I € M (Pagi1.2k+3)-

Conversely, for any free Dyck path P ending with a down step, it can be

uniquely decomposed as
P — P/P//

where P’ is a (possibly empty) free Dyck path ending with an up step and P’ is
a Dyck path. Analogously, for any free Dyck path P ending with an up step, it
can be uniquely decomposed as

P — P/P//

where P’ is a (possibly empty) free Dyck path ending with a down step and P”
is the reverse of a Dyck path. Hence for any free Dyck path P € FDy, we can



recover an order ideal in E(M2k+172k+3) by reversing the above procedure. This
implies that the map ¥ is a bijection, which completes the proof. |

By Lemma 2.6 we immediately get the following result on the cardinality of
the set L(Mgk_,_l,gk_i_g).

Lemma 2.7 Let k be a nonnegative integer. The cardinality of the set E(M%H,%Jrg)
s given by (Qkk)

Let k& > 1. Denote by Z(M%H,%Jrg) the set of order ideals of L(Moagi1.2k+3)
which contain neither 1 nor 2k. From the construction of the map 4, it is easy to
check that the map v sends an order ideal I € L(Maj+12+3) to a free Dyck path
from (0,0) to (2k,0) ending with an up step. The latter is counted by (211—1).
Hence, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.8 Let k be a positive integer. The number of nice order ideals of
L(Moj+1,9k+3) s counted by (%k_l).

In the following theorem, we shall obtain the enumeration of the cardinality
of the set L(M2k+172k+3).

Theorem 2.9 Let k be a nonnegative integer. The cardinality of the set L(Maj+1 2k+3)
is given by 0o 747 (%) C0).-

Proof. 1t is easily seen that the assertion holds for k = 0. For k > 0and 0 <1 < k,
denote by L;(Moay+1.2k+3) the set of order ideals I of L(May1 2x+3) such that 2i+1
is the smallest odd number missing from /. For an order ideal I € L;(Mag11 2k+3)
where 1 < i < k, we can decompose it into three parts: one is {1, 3, ..., 2i-1},
one is isomorphic to an order ideal of J(P; ;4+1), and one is isomorphic to an order
ideal of E(M2k_2i+1,2k_2i+3). Thus, by Lemma 2.7, we deduce that

2% — 2 120\ [2k — 2i
|Li(M2k+l,2k+3)|_ci( i ) _z'_|_1<z')< k—i )

For an order ideal I € Lo(Magi1.2k+3), we can decompose it into two parts:
one is {2, 4, ..., 2k} and the other is isomorphic to an order ideal of J(Pg k1)
Thus, it follows that

1 [2k
== == .
|L0(l 42]€+1,2k+3)‘ Ck k 1 < Lk )



Hence, we have

k k . :

1 [(2i\ [2k —2:
L D L e B D1 €
as desired, which completes the proof. |

Recall that J;(P;+4+1) is the set of order ideals in J(P; ;1) such that the 7 is
the smallest missing element of rank 0. For ¢t > 2 and 2 < ¢ < t, denote by

J¥(Py4+1) the set of order ideals in J;(P;;41) in which exactly one element less
than ¢ is marked by a star. Let J*(P41) = Ufzz JF(Prys1)-

Lemma 2.10 Fort > 1, we have |J*(Pii142)] = 2221 iC;iCr_;.

Proof. From the construction of the map ¢, it is easily seen the the map ¢ sends
an order ideal in J*(P4144+2) to a Dyck path from (0,0) to (2¢ + 2,0) in which
exactly one up step which is to the left of the first return point and to the right
of the first up step is marked by a star. Hence, we have

t
|J*(Pt+1,t+2)| = ZiCiCt—h

i=1
as desired. This completes the proof. 1

For k > 1, denote by S(Psi11,2k+3) the set of nice order ideals in J(Poyt1 2k+3)
which contain the element 2k + 2. For 1 < m < k and | < k — m, denote by
Sm.e(Pogt1.2k+3) the set of all order ideals I € S(Pagi1.9k+3) such that 2m + 1 is
the smallest missing odd element from I and 2m + 2/ is the largest missing even
element of rank 0.

Before we deal with the enumeration of the order ideals in S(Paj+1,2k+3), We
need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.11 For k > 1, we have Zf:_ol i (%ﬁi_l) = (%f) — g

Proof. Notice that the number of free Dyck paths from (0,0) to (2k,0) whose
steps are weakly above the z-axis is given by ¢,. Hence the number of free Dyck
paths from (0,0) to (2k,0) which have at least one step below z-axis is given by
(2:) — ¢g. On the other hand, let P = pyp, ... pa, € DFy where each p; € {U, D}.
If P has at least one step below the z-axis, then suppose that pg;, 1 is the leftmost
down step which is weakly below the z-axis. Then the section pips . .. ps; is a Dyck

path from (0,0) to (24,0), and the remaining section of P is free Dyck path from
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(2i,0) to (2k,0) which stars with a down step. Hence, the number of free Dyck
paths from (0,0) to (2k,0) which have at least one down step weakly below the

x-axis is given by Zfz_ol ci (zk;ﬁ_l) Hence, we have
S <2k — 2 — 1) (Qk)
C; . = — Ck
— k—1 k
as desired. This completes the proof. 1

Now we are in the position to get the enumeration of nice order ideals of
J (Paj+1,2k+3) which contain the element 2k + 2. Let X} o denot the set of ordered
pairs (I’,1") where I' € L(Mapt19043) and I” € J*(Pr_pt1k—r42). Let Xj =
k-1
Xy o
ZZO kvz

Theorem 2.12 Let k be a positive integer. The cardinality of the set S(Pak+1.26+3)

is given by Z§:1 3]? (2;) (2Z:§j).

Proof. Obviously, the assertion holds for £ = 1 since there is exactly one order
ideal in S(Ps5). For k > 2, we first describe a map 7 from the set S( P41 2k+3) to
the set Xj. Let I be an order ideal in S, ¢( Pak+1,26+3) for some 1 <m < kand 0 <
¢ < k—m. Then we can decompose [ into three parts: one is {1,3,...,2m — 1},
one is isomorphic to an order ideal I} € Z(MQHLQZH), and one is isomorphic
to an order ideal Iy € J(Py_pi1k-r+2). For example, Figure [l illustrates the
decomposition of an order ideal I of S} 3(Py315). It can be decomposed into three
parts: one is {1}, one is order-isomorphic to an order ideal in L(Pyg) whose
elements lie in the triangles A and B, and one is order-isomorphic to an order
ideal in J(P,5) whose elements lie in the triangle C.

By assigning a star to the element £ —m —/¢+1, we can obtain a marked order
ideal I}, € J*(Py_p41 p—r+2) from Ir. Set y(I) = (I3, 15). It is easily seen that the
map v is well defined. Conversely, given an ordered pair (I, ") € X, such that
the element k — ¢ — m + 1 is marked by a star, we can recover the order ideal
by reversing the above procedure. Hence, the map = is a bijection between the
set S(Pog+12k+3) and the set Xj. This yields that |S(Pokt1.26+3)| = | Xkl

According to the definition of Xy, we have
k-1

| Xe| =D | Xl

£=0
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for all k& > 2. Notice that the cardinality of the set Z(ML?,) is given by 1. By
Lemmas 2.8 and 210, we deduce that, for k > 2,

Xkl = Zf:l iCiCr—i + 25;11 (2@21) (Zf:_f iCiCh—t—i)
= ¥ iciors + 30 (] (%) i)
k . k-1 . k—i— 2 —2m—
= Dlio1iCiCh—i + Zi:ll ici(3 om0 Y em (% k2_zz_271;1n 1))
— S o+ i (P7¥) — ) (by Lemma L)
k 3 21\ (2k—2i
= Zi:l H—Ll(zl)( k—i2>

as desired. This completes the proof. |

Figure 5: The decomposition of an order ideal of S} 3(Pi3.15)-

We are now ready to complete the proof of Conjecture [T

Proof of Conjecture [I-1. Combining Theorems and Z12] we deduce that the
number of (2k + 1, 2k 4 3)-core partitions into distinct parts is given by

Y7920\ 2k — 2i
|L(M2k+l,2k+3)| + |S(P2k+172k+3)| - Z ( ) < k—4 )

1
=0

Notice that

=5 = b3 (2:)x">2.



By comparing the coefficient of ¥ in the above formula, we have Zf:o (2;) (22:?’) =
22k This yields that

|L(Maks1,26+3)] + |S(Parr1anrs)| = 2% (2.1)

Substituting k = 5 in (2.), we are led to a proof of Conjecture [[1] |

3 Proof of Conjecture

In this section, we shall construct a partition xj for any integer k£ > 0. It turns
out that ry is the unique (2k + 1, 2k + 3)-core partitions into distinct parts which
has the largest size. This leads to a proof of Conjecture

The following four lemmas give a characterization of the largest (2k+1, 2k+3)-
core partitions with distinct parts whose [-set is contained in L(Mogi1 ok+3)-
Denote by By (resp. B. ) the set of elements of rank s in T}, (resp. T}). By
Lemma 2.2, we have By = {2i — 1+ (s —1)(2k+3) | 1 <i < k+1—s} and
Bl ={2i+(s—1)2k+3) |1 <i<k+1—s}forall<s<k.

Lemma 3.1 Let A be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions into distinct parts which
has the largest size. If B(N) € L(Magi10k+3) and S(N) contains an element x in
Bg(resp. B.), then B(\) contains all the element y € By ( resp. y € B.) when
y > .

Proof. 1t suffices to show that B(\) also contains the element x+2 if 5(\) contains
an element x in Bs(resp. B.) and x+2 € By (resp. x+2 € B!). If not, we choose
s to be the smallest integer for such B, (resp. B.) and let x be the smallest such
number once s is determined. If s > 1, then replace y by y + 2 if y > p for some
p < x and p € B (resp. p € B.). Otherwise, replace y by y + 1 if y > p for
some p < x and p € By (resp. p € B{). By this process, we obtain a new nice
order ideal ' of Moy 9k4+3. It is easily seen that §' has the same number of
parts as B(\) and a larger sum of the elements. By relation (ILTl), the size of the
(2k+1, 2k +3)-core partition into distinct parts corresponding to 5 is larger than
A, which contradicts the assumption that A is a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions
into distinct parts which has the largest size. This completes the proof. |

Denote by U, the unique order ideal which contains all the elements of P; ;.
For 1 <14 < 2k, let B8; denote the unique nice order ideal in M1 943 Which is
isomorphic to Uk_WTlJH and contains all the elements i +2,i 4+ 4,...,i+ 2(k —

[5+]). For 1 <i<2kand1<j<k—|"]+1,let §;; be the union of f;y and
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the chain consisting of ¢, + 2k +3,...,7+ (j — 1)(2k + 3). See Figure [@ for an
illustration of the order ideal B4 3. For 1 < j <k, denote by < ; be the union of
(1 and the chain consisting of 2k+2, 2k+2+ (2k+3), ..., 2k+2+(j—1)(2k+3).

Figure 6: The order ideal 4 3.

It is easy to check that both f3; ; and v, ; are nice order ideals of Pojy1 2x+3. Let
Aij (resp. fpu;) be the unique partition such that S(A;;) = Bi; (resp. B(pw,;) =
Yi,j ). By Theorem 2.5 both A; ; and py, ; are (2k + 1, 2k + 3)-core partitions with
distinct parts.

Lemma 3.2 Fiz k > 1. Let X be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partition into distinct
parts such that S(\) € L(Magi196+3). If X if of mazimum size, then there exist
some integers 1 <i <2k and 1< j <k — L%J + 1 such that B(\) = B ;.

Proof. Let i be the minimal integer of rank 0 in 5(A) and j be the maximal integer
such that i+ (j —1)(2k 4 3) is contained in B(\). We claim that i 42 +m(2k + 3)
is contained in B(A) for all 0 < m < k — |21] — 1. Assume to the contrary that
the claim is not valid, that is, there exists some integer ¢ such that 5(\) does not
contain the element 7+ 2+ ¢(2k+3). We choose s to be the smallest such integer.
By Lemma Bl we have s > j — 1. By replacing the element i + (j — 1)(2k + 3)
by the element ¢ + 2+ s(2k + 3), we get a new nice order ideal 5 of J(Paxt1.2k+3)-
It is easy to check that ' has the same cardinality as 8(\) and has a larger sum
of the elements. By relation (ILT]), the size of the partition corresponding to 3’
is larger than that of A\. This yields a contradiction with the fact that A has the
largest size, which completes the proof of the claim. Combining the claim and
Lemma B1] we have §()\) = f; ;. This completes the proof. |

Lemma 3.3 For 1 < i < 2k, we have |\; ;| < |>‘i,k—Li+71J+1| forl1 < j<k-—
|52 ] + 1, with the equality holding if and only if j =k — [“5*+| + 1. Moreover,

we have ‘)‘i,k—t%ﬁl‘ > |>\i+2’k_LiJ¢TlJ‘ forallk >3 and 1 <i <2k —2.

14



Proof. By relation (1)), the size of \; ; is given by
il = Ynep, h— (%)
= Yhes, h+ 2o (i 4 p(2k +3)) — (Pg)

= S h U+ SN 00k +3) — (%47 + (%)
= |Nio| +1j + (%) (2k +2) — jBsol

By the definition of 3;, we obtain that

il = (F7E3HY), 32)

(3.1)

Hence, we have

iy ' (k=153 +1
|Xij| = [Nio| +1i7 + (é) (2k+2) —j( L ; J ) (3.3)
In particular, we have
(k+m+ 1) (") + 2m(k —m + 1) if i=2m,
>\- it1 - )\z - — ep .
ikt =Pl =0 G (mh) § @m- DE—mr 1) ifiz2m,
(3.4)
and
—(*7) +2m if i=2m,
Nial = Niol =4 (™) o1 i imom (3.5)
This implies that if ¢ < 2k — 1, then
‘)‘i,k—L%JH‘ > Xl (3.6)
Moreover, when ¢ = 2k or 2k — 1, we have
|)‘i7k—L%J+1| = [Ai1l. (3.7)

For fixed k and ¢, we see that ); ; is a quadratic function of j with a positive
leading coefficient. Hence the maximum value of J;; is obtained at j = 1 or
j =Fk—|%t]+1 when j ranges over [1,k— |21] +1]. In view of (3:0) and (3.7,
we have |); ;| < |)‘i,k—L#J+1| for 1 <j <k—[21]+1, with the equality holding
if and only if j = k — L%J + 1. This completes the proof of the first part of the
lemma.
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From the definition of 5,41, we have 5i,k—L%J+1 = Pi_ap for all 3 <1 < 2k.
In view of ([B.4), we have |>\i,k_ti+71J+1\ > [Nio| = |>‘i+2,k—Li+TIJ| for all & > 3 and
1 <17 <2k — 2. This completes the proof. |

Lemma 3.4 Fiz k > 1. Let A be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partition into distinct
parts such that f(X) € L(Makt1.26+3). If A is of mazimum size, then S(\) = Pay.

Proof. From lemmas and 3.3] we have B(\) = fa or B1 . According to the
definition of 3, and By, it is easy to verify that

|B1kl = [Bokl

and

NEDS h+@.

hepak hepy i
By relation (1), we have

k(k+1
Dox| — Mgl = % > 0. (3.8)
Hence we have S(\) = (a4 as desired, which completes the proof. |

Now we proceed to deal with the largest (2k + 1, 2k + 3)-core partitions with
distinct parts and its J-set is contained in S(Pagi12r+3). Given positive integers
a < b, we denote {a,a +1,...,b} by [a,b].

Recall that Q, = {2i — 1|1 <i<k}and A, ={2i+(s—1)(2k+3)| 1<
i <2k+1—s}forl<s<2k.

Lemma 3.5 Let A be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions into distinct parts which
has the largest size. If B(N\) € S(Paogt12k+3), then B(N) contains all the elements

of Q.

Proof. If not, suppose that 2m + 1 is the smallest missing odd element of rank
0 from (A) for some 1 < m < k — 1. Let ¢ be the largest integer such that the
element 2m + 2¢ is missing from S(\) once m is determined. By the definition
of Spno(Pog41,2k+3), we have S(N) € Sy o(Pogt1,26+3). As in the proof of Theorem
212, B(\) can be decomposed into three parts Iy, I, I3, where

o Iy ={1,3,...,2m — 1};
e [, is isomorphic to an order ideal of E(M2g+1,2g+3);
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e [ is isomorphic to an order ideal of J(Py_si1k—r+2)-

To be more precise, Iy consists of the elements y € I such that y > p for some
p € [2m + 1,2m + 2{], whereas I; U I3 consists of the elements y € I such that
y = p for some p € [1,2m]| U [2m + 20 + 1,2k + 2.

We proceed to construct a new order ideal 3’ of Pajy10r+3 by the following
procedure.

e Firstly, replace I; by {1,3,...,2m + 1};
e Secondly, replace each element y of Iy by y + 1;

e Finally, replace each element y of I3 by y + 2.

Suppose that the cardinality of I3 is given by x. It is easily seen that

181 = [B(N)] +1
and
> h= Y h+2z+2m+ 1480\ - (+m)= > h+z+m+1+|BN).
hep’ heB(N) heB(A)

By relation (L)), the size of the (2k + 1, 2k + 3)-core partition into distinct parts
corresponding to 3’ is given by

Donep = (5) = Donesy M H 1B+ +m+1— (P
= Shesn = (PN + 1BV + 142 +m — (PO 4 (V)
= AN +z+m+1

This yields that the partition corresponding to 8’ has a larger size than A, which
contradicts the assumption that A is a (2k+1, 2k + 3)-core partitions into distinct
parts which has the largest size. This completes the proof. |

Lemma 3.6 Fiz s > 1. Let X be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions into distinct
parts which has the largest size. If B(N\) € S(Pakt12k+3) and B(X) contains an
element x € As, then B(\) contains all the elements y € Ag when y > x.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that 5(\) also contains the element z+2 if 3(\) contains
an element x € A,. If not, we choose s to be the smallest such integer and let
x be the smallest such number once s is determined. We can obtain a new nice
order ideal " of Pyi10r+3 by replacing each element y by y + 2 if y > p such
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that p < x and p is of rank s. It is easily seen that 4’ has the same number of
parts as B(\) and a larger sum of the elements. By relation (ILTl), the size of the
(2k+1, 2k + 3)-core partition into distinct parts corresponding to /3’ is larger than
A, which contradicts the assumption that A is a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions
into distinct parts which has the largest size. This completes the proof. |

Lemma 3.7 Fiz k > 1. Let X be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partition into distinct
parts such that B(N) € S(Pogt12k+3)- If A is of mazimum size, then there exist
some integer 1 < i < k such that B(\) = Y-

Proof. Let i be the maximal integer such that $(\) contains the element 2k +
2+ (i —1)(2k + 3). Let j be the maximal integer such that S(\) contains the
element 1+ (j — 1)(2k + 3) once i is determined. By Lemma [B:6] we have i < j.
we claim that B(A) contains the element 1+ m(2k + 3) for all 0 < m < k. If
not, suppose that ¢ is the smallest integer such that (\) does not contain the
element 14 ¢(2k+3). It is easy to check that £ > j —1. By replacing the element
2k + 2+ (i — 1)(2k + 3) by the element 1 + ¢(2k + 3), we get a new nice order
ideal 8" of Popy12k+3. It is easy to check that 5 has the same cardinality as 5(\)
and has a larger sum of the elements. By relation (I1I), the size of the partition
corresponding to 4’ is larger than that of A. This yields a contradiction with the
fact that A has the largest size, which completes the proof of the claim. Combining
the claim and LemmasB.5land [3.6] we have 3(\) = ~;;. This completes the proof.
|

Lemma 3.8 Let k > 2. We have |pgq| < |prx| for 1 <i <k, with the equality
holding if and only if i = k.

Proof. By relation (L)), the size of py; is given by

il = Zhe%,i h — (hg’”)
= Zheﬁl,k h+ Z;_:lo(% +24p(2k+3)) — (|51,§‘+Z>
= Zheﬁl,k h — (|512'k\) + Z;_:lo(% +2+p(2k+3)) — (\Bl,glﬂ) n (|512,k\)

= Al + 2k +2) (T — i Brxl.
(3.9)
By the definition of 3; j, we obtain that

|81kl = (k ; 1). (3.10)
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Hence, we have

1+1 (k41
o = sl + 2k (15 1) =i (F7 ). 3.11)

In particular, we have

k+1 k(k+1)(k+2
|yl = [ Akl = (k+2)< —2i_ ) _ Ry 2)( 2 (3.12)
and
k* — 3k — 4
sl = o] = 313)
In view of (B12) and ([B.I3), we deduce that
|\tto| = i1 ] Rkt (E+2) | k2-3k—4
’ L Bk ? (3.14)

(k—l)(2k+1)(k+4)
-

For k > 2, it is easy to verify that w > 0. Hence, for £ > 2, we
have

|t el > g (3.15)

For fixed k, we see that j; is a quadratic function of ¢ with a positive leading
coefficient. Hence the maximum value of y ; is obtained at ¢ = 1 or ¢ = k when
i ranges over [1,k|. In view of (B.15), we have |u | < |pri| for 1 < j <k, with
the equality holding if and only if ¢ = k. This completes the proof. |

In view of (B.8) and (B.12), we have |py x| > |A2x| for all & > 2. One can
easily verify that |py x| > [Aek| for £ = 1. Hence, from Lemmas B3] B.7, and B.8]
we deduce the following result.

Theorem 3.9 Fix k > 1. Let A be a (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partition into distinct
parts which has the largest size. Then we have A = piy, .

Now we are ready to derive the largest size of (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions
into distinct parts.

Theorem 3.10 Let k > 0. The largest size of (2k + 1,2k + 3)-core partitions
k(k+1)(k+2) (5k+11)
21 :

into distinct parts is given by
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Proof. Clearly, the assertion holds for k = 0. For k > 1, Let A be a (2k+1, 2k+3)-
core partition into distinct parts which has the largest size. By Theorem 3.9, we
have A = g . In view of (B:12), we have

k(k+1)(k+2
N = gl = ] 4 HEEDEZ) (3.16)

By relation (L.I)) and the definition of 3, ;, we have

- e 4 4 Bl
Pl = SISk - )@+ D)+ k- ek +3) - () @17
By simple computation, from (3.16) and (3.17), we can deduce that

k(k + 1)(k + 2)(5k + 11)
24 ’

|>\‘ = |/~ka‘ =

as desired. 1

Let s be an odd positive integer. Substituting k = % in Theorem [B.10, we
are led to a proof of Conjecture [[L.2
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