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Abstract

For some positive integer m, a real polynomial P (x) =
m∑
k=0

akx
k with ak ⩾

0 is called log-concave (resp. ultra log-concave) if a2k ⩾ ak−1ak+1 (resp. a2k ⩾(
1 + 1

k

) (
1 + 1

m−k

)
· ak−1ak+1) for all 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m − 1. If P (x) has only real roots,

then it is called real-rooted. It is well-known that the conditions of log-concavity,
ultra log-concavity and real-rootedness are ever-stronger.

For a graph G, a dependent set is a set of vertices which is not independent,
i.e., the set of vertices whose induced subgraph contains at least one edge. The
dependence polynomial of G is defined as D(G, x) :=

∑
k⩾0

dk(G)xk, where dk(G)

is the number of dependent sets of size k in G. Horrocks proved that D(G, x) is
log-concave for every graph G [J. Combin. Theory, Ser. B, 84 (2002) 180–185]. In
the present paper, we prove that, for a graph G, D(G, x) is ultra log-concave if G is
(K2∪2K1)-free or contains an independent set of size |V (G)|−2, and give the char-
acterization of graphs whose dependence polynomials are real-rooted. Finally, we
focus more attention to the problems of log-concavity about independence systems
and pose several conjectures closely related the famous Mason’s Conjecture.

Mathematics Subject Classifications: 05C31, 05E45, 05B35

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, except where stated otherwise, all graphs we consider are undi-
rected, finite and simple.

Let G be a graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G). An independent set of
G is a subset of V (G) whose induced subgraph in G contains no edges. Let ik(G) be
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the number of independent sets of size k in G. In particular, i0(G) = 1. The generating
polynomial of {ik(G)},

I(G, x) :=
∑
k⩾0

ik(G)xk,

is called the independence polynomial of G [13].
If a subset of V (G) is not independent, we call it a dependent set, i.e., a dependent set

is a subset of V (G) whose induced subgraph in G contains at least one edge. Let dk(G) be
the number of dependent sets of size k in G. In particular, d0(G) = d1(G) = 0. Similarly,
the generating polynomial of {dk(G)},

D(G, x) :=
∑
k⩾0

dk(G)xk,

is called the dependence polynomial of G.
More generally, a graph polynomial is a graph invariant with values in a polynomial

ring, usually a subring of real polynomial ring R[x]. Like independence polynomials and
dependence polynomials, many of graph polynomials are the generating polynomials for
the sequences of numbers of subsets of vertex or edge set with some given properties. A
graph property A is defined as a family of graphs closed under isomorphism. Let G be
a graph. For S ⊆ V (G), G[S] denotes the subgraph induced by S. Let A be a graph
property and ak(G) the number of induced subgraphs of order k of G which are in A.
The graph polynomial associated with the graph G and the graph property A, denoted by

PA(G, x), is defined as: PA(G, x) :=
∑

S⊆V (G),G[S]∈A
x|S| =

|V (G)|∑
k=0

ak(G)xk. Correspondingly,

when A consists of all graphs with no edges, PA(G, x) is the independence polynomial of
G; when A consists of all graphs containing at least one edge, PA(G, x) is the dependence
polynomial of G. The two more examples are: when A consists of all complete graphs,
PA(G, x) is the clique polynomial of G [14]; when A consists of all forests, PA(G, x) is the
acyclic polynomial of G [5].

Let G be a graph and A a graph property. The complement of A, denoted by Ā, is
the graph property satisfying that G ∈ Ā ⇐⇒ G ̸∈ A. About the graph polynomials
associated with the graph properties A and Ā, we have

Proposition 1. For any graph G and graph property A, PA(G, x) + PĀ(G, x) = (x +
1)|V (G)|.

Proof. For any integer 0 ⩽ k ⩽ |V (G)|, denote Ak(G) := {S ⊆ V (G) : G[S] ∈ A, |S| =
k} (resp. Āk(G) := {S ⊆ V (G) : G[S] ∈ Ā, |S| = k}) and ak(G) := |Ak(G)| (resp.
āk(G) := |Āk(G)|). Since Ak(G) and Āk(G) are disjoint, ak(G) + āk(G) = |Ak(G) ∪

Āk(G)| = |{S ⊆ V (G) : |S| = k}| =
(|V (G)|

k

)
. Combined with PA(G, x) =

|V (G)|∑
k=0

ak(G)xk

and PĀ(G, x) =
|V (G)|∑
k=0

āk(G)xk, PA(G, x) + PĀ(G, x) =
|V (G)|∑
k=0

ak(G)xk +
|V (G)|∑
k=0

āk(G)xk =

|V (G)|∑
k=0

(|V (G)|
k

)
xk = (x+ 1)|V (G)|.
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We call the graph property A hereditary if it is closed under taking induced subgraphs,
i.e., for any graphs G, H, if G ∈ A and H is an induced subgraph of G, then H ∈ A.
In contrast, replacing the condition ‘H is an induced subgraph of G’ by ‘G is an induced
subgraph of H’, we say that A is co-hereditary. It is obvious that A is co-hereditary if
and only if Ā is hereditary.

For example, if A is the graph property of containing at least one edge, then Ā is the
graph property of containing no edges. We can see that A is co-hereditary and Ā is hered-
itary. Moreover, by Proposition 1 and the definitions of dependence and independence
polynomials, for any graph G, D(G, x) + I(G, x) = (x+ 1)|V (G)|.

Now, we introduce the concepts of unimodality, log-concavity, real-rootedness, and so
on. Let {ak}mk=0 be a sequence with real numbers. We define:

• Unimodality: There exists an integer k (0 ⩽ k ⩽ m) satisfying that a0 ⩽ a1 ⩽
· · · ⩽ ak ⩾ ak+1 ⩾ · · · ⩾ am.

• Logarithmically concavity (or log-concavity for short): a2k ⩾ ak−1ak+1 for
1 ⩽ k ⩽ m− 1.

• Ordered log-concavity: a2k ⩾
(
1 + 1

k

)
ak−1ak+1 for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m− 1 (equivalent to

the log-concavity of the sequence {k!ak}mk=0).

• Ultra log-concavity: a2k ⩾
(
1 + 1

k

) (
1 + 1

m−k

)
ak−1ak+1 for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m− 1 (equiv-

alent to the log-concavity of the sequence
{
ak
/(

m
k

)}m
k=0

).

• Real-rootedness: The polynomial
m∑
k=0

akx
k has all real roots.

For the non-negative sequences, it is easy to see that these conditions become ever-stronger
starting from the second one (see [6]). Moreover, adding the condition of having no
internal zeros (that is, for any 0 ⩽ i < j < k ⩽ m, ai, ak > 0 =⇒ aj > 0), the log-
concavity implies the unimodality. A polynomial is called unimodal (resp. log-concave,
ordered log-concave, ultra log-concave) if the sequence of its coefficients is unimodal (resp.
log-concave, ordered log-concave, ultra log-concave).

Let G be a graph and A a graph property. Recently, Makowsky and Rakita [19]
obtained the following results about PA(G, x):

1. If A is co-hereditary, PA(G, x) is unimodal for almost every graph G ∈ G(n, p) for
every edge probability p ∈ (0, 1).

2. If A is hereditary with a graph G ∈ A which is neither a clique nor an edgeless
graph, then PA(G, x) is real-rooted if and only if G ∈ A.

It is a natural problem what we can say about the log-concavity or the real-rootedness
of PA(G, x) when A is co-hereditary. In this paper, we consider this problem on de-
pendence polynomials. As mentioned above, dependence polynomials and independence
polynomials are complementary, but for the problem of unimodality, log-concavity or
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real-rootedness, the independence polynomials are more difficult than the dependence
polynomials. The independence polynomials are not necessarily log-concave or unimodal
[2]. Even for bipartite graphs [7] and well-covered graphs [21], there are examples that
the independence polynomials are not unimodal. More recently, the examples of trees
with non-log-concave independence polynomials were constructed [17, 18]. For the real-
rootedness, only very few independence polynomials of graph classes can be proved having
only real roots, like claw-free graphs [12]. In contrast, for dependence polynomials, Hor-
rocks [15] showed that D(G, x) is log-concave for every graph G. However, the stronger
properties of dependence polynomials, like ordered log-concavity, ultra log-concavity and
real-rootedness, have never been studied.

If G contains no edges, there are no dependent sets in G, i.e., D(G, x) ≡ 0. Thus, we
only consider the graphs which contains at least one edge in what follows.

We denote the complete graph, the complete bipartite graph, the path and the cycle by
Kn, Km,n, Pn and Cn, respectively. In particular, K1,n is called a star. Let G andH be two
disjoint graphs. The unionG∪H is the graph with the vertex set V (G∪H) = V (G)∪V (H)
and the edge set E(G ∪ H) = E(G) ∪ E(H). For a graph G and n ∈ N∗, nG denotes
the disjoint union of n copies of G. For a graph H, a graph G is called H-free if no
induced subgraphs of G are isomorphic toH. About the ultra log-concavity of dependence
polynomials, we have

Theorem 2. Let G be a graph of order n containing at least one edge. If G is a K2∪2K1-
free graph or has an independent set of size n−2, then the dependence polynomial D(G, x)
is ultra log-concave.

Remark 3. The complement of K2 ∪ 2K1 is K4 − e, which is called a diamond, so the
K2 ∪ 2K1-free graphs are equivalent to the complements of the diamond-free graphs.

Let G1, G2 be the two graphs illustrated in Fig. 1. We give the characterization of
graphs with real-rooted dependence polynomials as follows:

Theorem 4. Let G be a graph of order n which contains at least one edge. The dependence
polynomial D(G, x) is real-rooted if and only if G ∈ {K2∪ (n−2)K1, P3∪ (n−3)K1, K3∪
(n−3)K1, 2K2∪(n−4)K1, P4∪(n−4)K1, C4∪(n−4)K1, G1∪(n−4)K1, G2∪(n−5)K1}.

1G 2G

Figure 1: G1 and G2.

For the graphs without isolated vertices, we have the following corollary:
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Corollary 5. Let G be a graph without isolated vertices. The dependence polynomial
D(G, x) is real-rooted if and only if G ∈ {K2, P3, K3, 2K2, P4, C4, G1, G2}.

The paper is organized as follows. We will prove Theorem 2 in Section 2 and Theorem
4 in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4, we conclude the paper and give some discussion on
the log-concave problems of independence systems, which generalize Mason’s Conjecture.

2 Proof of Theorem 2

Let G be a graph of order n. For S ⊆ V (G), let’s denote G − S := G[V (G) \ S]. S
is called a co-dependent set of G if V (G) \ S is a dependent set of G. The number of
co-dependent sets of size k in G is denoted by d̄k(G). It is obvious that d̄k(G) = dn−k(G)
and d̄n(G) = d̄n−1(G) = 0. By the definition of ultra log-concavity, D(G, x) is ultra log-
concave if and only if the sequence {d̄k(G)}nk=0 is ultra log-concave. Thus, we consider
the co-dependent sets of G in what follows. We will write d̄k(G) as d̄k shortly without
causing confusion.

Let D(G) (D without causing confusion) be the family of co-dependent sets in G. We
can see that (V (G),D) is an independence system (or a simplicial complex in a view of
geometry), i.e., for any S, T ⊆ V (G), if S ⊆ T and T ∈ D, then S ∈ D. And further,
co-dependent sets satisfy the following property:

Observation 6. Let S be a co-dependent set of a graph G and T a subset of V (G) \ S.
T is a co-dependent set of G− S if and only if S ∪ T is a co-dependent set of G.

The main idea of the proof of Theorem 2 is analogous to that presented in [3]. Define
the bivariate function:

fG(y, z) :=
n−2∑
k=0

d̄ky
n−kzk.

Let ∂y (resp. ∂z, ∂zi , etc.) denote the partial derivative operator that maps a multi-
variate polynomial to its partial derivative with respect to y (resp. z, zi, etc.). Denote
the quadratic form

qk(y, z) :=
∂n−k−1
y ∂k−1

z fG

(k − 1)!

=
(n− k + 1)!

2
d̄k−1y

2 + (n− k)!kd̄kyz +
(n− k − 1)!k(k + 1)

2
d̄k+1z

2 (1)

for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n− 3.
For a function f ∈ R[z1, z2, · · · , zn], the Hessian matrix (or shortly, Hessian), denoted

by ∇2f , is an n × n symmetric matrix whose (i, j)-th entry is (∇2f)i,j := ∂zi∂zjf . In
particular, if f is a quadratic form, then its matrix representation is f = 1

2
zT∇2fz, where

z := (z1, z2, · · · , zn). Now, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 7. Let G be a graph of order n containing at least one edge. If G is a K2 ∪ 2K1-
free graph or has an independent set of size n − 2, then the determinant of the Hessian
det(∇2qk) ⩽ 0 for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n− 3.
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Proof. W.l.o.g., denote V (G) = [n] = {1, 2, · · · , n}. We define the homogeneous polyno-
mial gG ∈ R[y, z1, z2, · · · , zn] as follows:

gG(y, z1, z2, · · · , zn) :=
∑
S∈D

yn−|S|
∏
i∈S

zi.

For S ⊆ V (G), denote the differential operator ∂S :=
∏
i∈S

∂zi . Let S be a co-dependent

set of size k − 1 in G. Denote V (G) \ S := {l1, l2, · · · , ln−k+1}. We consider qSk :=
∂n−k−1
y ∂SgG, which is a quadratic form in variables y, zl1 , zl2 , · · · , zln−k+1

. LetDi(G) denote
the family of the co-dependent sets of size i in G. By Observation 6, S ′ ⊃ S and S ′ ∈
Dk(G) (resp. S ′ ∈ Dk+1(G)) if and only if S ′ \S ∈ D1(G−S) (resp. S ′ \S ∈ D2(G−S)).
Then

qSk (y, zl1 , zl2 , · · · , zln−k+1
) := ∂n−k−1

y ∂SgG

=
(n− k + 1)!

2
y2 + (n− k)!

∑
{i}∈D1(G−S)

yzi

+ (n− k − 1)!
∑

{i,j}∈D2(G−S)

zizj

=
1

2
ẑTS
(
∇2qSk

)
ẑS, (2)

where ẑS := (y, zl1 , zl2 , · · · , zln−k+1
)T. Let a = (a1, a2, · · · , an−k+1)

T be a (0, 1)-vector

where ai = 1 if {li} ∈ D1(G−S) and ai = 0 otherwise, B = (bij) an (n−k+1)×(n−k+1)
symmetric (0, 1)-matrix where bij = 1 if {li, lj} ∈ D2(G−S) and bij = 0 otherwise. Then

∇2qSk = (n− k − 1)!

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)aT

(n− k)a B

]
.

Combined with (1) and (2), we can obtain:

qk(y, z) =
∑

S∈Dk−1

qSk (y, z, z, · · · , z). (3)

Substituting zl1 = z, zl2 = z, · · · , zln−k+1
= z into (2), we can obtain:

qSk (y, z, z, · · · , z) =

(n− k − 1)!

2
[y z]

 (n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)
∑

1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai

(n− k)
∑

1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai
∑

1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij

[ y
z

]
. (4)

Denote the 2 × 2 matrix QS :=

 (n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)
∑

1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai

(n− k)
∑

1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai
∑

1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij

 . Com-
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bined with (3), (4) and the fact that qk(y, z) =
1
2
· [y z]∇2qk

[
y
z

]
, we obtain:

∇2qk = (n− k − 1)!
∑

S∈Dk−1

QS. (5)

For S ∈ Dk−1(G), let’s consider the subgraph G− S. Since S is a co-dependent set of
G, G− S must contain at least one edge. We call a vertex i in V (G) \ S a co-dependent
vertex in G − S if {i} ∈ D1(G − S), and a pair of vertices {i, j} a co-dependent pair if
{i, j} ∈ D2(G−S). By the definitions,

∑
1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai is the number of co-dependent vertices

in G − S and
∑

1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij is twice of the number of co-dependent pairs in G − S. If a

vertex i ∈ V (G) \ S is not a co-dependent vertex in G − S, we call i a co-independent
vertex in G− S. The definition of co-independent pairs is similar.
Claim. The number of co-independent vertices in G− S is at most 2.

By contradiction, w.l.o.g., assume that l1, l2 and l3 are three co-independent ver-
tices in G − S. By the definition, all of {l2, l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}, {l1, l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1} and
{l1, l2, l4, · · · , ln−k+1} are independent sets in G − S. This deduces that G − S contains
no edges, a contradiction.

Now, we distinguish cases to discuss QS.
Case 1. There are two co-independent vertices in G− S.
W.l.o.g., assume that l1 and l2 are co-independent vertices. Then {l2, l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}

and {l1, l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1} are independent sets and further G− S ∼= K2 ∪ (n− k− 1)K1,
which only l1 and l2 are adjacent. In this case,

∑
1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai = n− k − 1,
∑

1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij =

2 ·
(
n−k−1

2

)
= (n− k − 1)(n− k − 2). So

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k − 1)
(n− k)(n− k − 1) (n− k − 1)(n− k − 2)

]
.

For convenience, we denote

H1 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k − 1)
(n− k)(n− k − 1) (n− k − 1)(n− k − 2)

]
:=

[
α1 β1

β1 γ1

]
.

Case 2. There is exactly one co-independent vertex in G− S.
In this case, G− S ∼= K1,p ∪ (n− k− p)K1 (p ⩾ 2) and

∑
1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai = n− k. W.l.o.g.,

assume l1 is the center of K1,p.
Subcase 2.1. p = 2.
Assume l2, l3 are the leaves of the K1,2. In this subcase, the co-independent pairs of

G− S are {l2, l3} and {l1, li} (2 ⩽ i ⩽ n− k + 1). Thus,∑
1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij = 2

((
n− k + 1

2

)
− (n− k)− 1

)
= (n− k)(n− k − 1)− 2.
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So

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)2

(n− k)2 (n− k)(n− k − 1)− 2

]
.

Let’s denote

H2 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)2

(n− k)2 (n− k)(n− k − 1)− 2

]
:=

[
α2 β2

β2 γ2

]
.

Subcase 2.2. 3 ⩽ p ⩽ n− k.
In this subcase, the co-independent pairs are {l1, li} (2 ⩽ i ⩽ n − k + 1). Thus,∑

1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij = 2 ·
((

n−k+1
2

)
− (n− k)

)
= (n− k)(n− k − 1). So

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)2

(n− k)2 (n− k)(n− k − 1)

]
.

Let’s denote

H3 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)2

(n− k)2 (n− k)(n− k − 1)

]
:=

[
α3 β3

β3 γ3

]
.

Case 3. There are no co-independent vertices in G− S.
In this case,

∑
1⩽i⩽n−k+1

ai = n− k + 1. Combined with the fact that G− S contains at

least one edge and G − S ̸∼= K2 ∪ (n − k − 1)K1, it contains at most n − k − 2 isolated
vertices. We distinguish three subcases in what follows.

Subcase 3.1. There are n− k − 2 isolated vertices in G− S.
In this subcase, G − S ∼= K3 ∪ (n − k − 2)K1. W.l.o.g., assume that l1, l2, l3 induce

the K3. Then the co-independent pairs of G − S are {l1, l2}, {l1, l3} and {l2, l3} and∑
1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij = 2 ·
((

n−k+1
2

)
− 3
)
= (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 6. So

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 6

]
.

Subcase 3.2. There are n− k − 3 isolated vertices in G− S.
In this subcase, G−S ∼= G∗∪ (n−k−3)K1, where G

∗ is a graph of order 4 containing
no isolated vertices and not a star. Since G∗ is a graph of order 4, the number of co-
independent pairs G − S is equal to the one of edges in the complement of G∗, i.e.,
|E(G∗)|. We can see that |E(G∗)| ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} (see Fig. 2), then

∑
1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij =

(n−k)(n−k+1)− 8, (n−k)(n−k+1)− 6, (n−k)(n−k+1)− 4, (n−k)(n−k+1)− 2
or (n− k)(n− k + 1). Thus,

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 8

]
,

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 6

]
,
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[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 4

]
,

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 2

]
or [

(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)

]
.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) ( f)

Figure 2: All graphs of order 4 containing no isolated vertices and not a star: (a) contains
4 co-independent pairs, (b) contains 3 co-independent pairs, (c) and (d) contain 2 co-
independent pairs, (e) contains 1 co-independent pair and (f) contains no co-independent
pairs.

Subcase 3.3. There are at most n− k − 4 isolated vertices in G− S.
If G− S contains no co-independent pairs,

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)

]
.

Now, we assume G − S contains a co-independent pair. W.l.o.g., let {l1, l2} be a co-
independent pair. Since G−S contains no co-independent vertices, NG−S(l1)∩{l3, l4, · · · ,
ln−k+1} ̸= ∅ and NG−S(l2) ∩ {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1} ̸= ∅, where NG−S(li) is the neighbor-
hood of li in G − S. Since there are at most n − k − 4 isolated vertices in G − S,
|(NG−S(l1) ∪NG−S(l2)) ∩ {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}| ⩾ 3. If |NG−S(l1) ∩ {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}| ⩾ 2
and |NG−S(l2) ∩ {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}| ⩾ 2, then {l1, l2} is the unique co-independent pair
in G − S (see Fig. 3) and further

∑
1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij = (n − k)(n − k + 1) − 2. Otherwise,

w.l.o.g., assume l2 has exactly one neighbor l3 in {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1} in G − S. On this
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assumption, l1 must have two neighbors other than l3 in {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}. We can
see that the co-independent pairs in G − S are {l1, l2} and {l1, l3} (see Fig. 4), then∑
1⩽i,j⩽n−k+1

bij = (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 4. So, in this subcase,

QS =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)

]
,

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 2

]
or [

(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 4

]
.

L L

1l 2l

Figure 3: The case that |NG−S(l1) ∩ {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}| ⩾ 2 and |NG−S(l2) ∩ {l3, l4, · · · ,
ln−k+1}| ⩾ 2: dashed edge represent that l1, l2 are adjacent or not.

L

1l 2l

3l L

1l 2l

3l

Figure 4: The case that l2 has exactly one neighbor l3 in {l3, l4, · · · , ln−k+1}: dashed edge
represent that l1, l2 are adjacent or not.

Let’s denote

H4 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 8

]
:=

[
α4 β4

β4 γ4

]
,

H5 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 6

]
:=

[
α5 β5

β5 γ5

]
,

H6 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 4

]
:=

[
α6 β6

β6 γ6

]
,
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H7 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)− 2

]
:=

[
α7 β7

β7 γ7

]
and

H8 =

[
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)
(n− k)(n− k + 1) (n− k)(n− k + 1)

]
:=

[
α8 β8

β8 γ8

]
.

Now, it has been proved that, for any co-dependent set S ∈ Dk−1(G), the matrix QS =
Hi for some i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 8}. Denote ti := |{S ∈ Dk−1(G)|QS = Hi}| (i = 1, 2, · · · , 8).
By (5), we obtain:

det
(
∇2qk

)
= ((n− k − 1)!)2 det

(
8∑

i=1

tiHi

)
= ((n− k − 1)!)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
8∑

i=1

αiti
8∑

i=1

βiti

8∑
i=1

βiti
8∑

i=1

γiti

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (6)

The determinant

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
8∑

i=1

αiti
8∑

i=1

βiti

8∑
i=1

βiti
8∑

i=1

γiti

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ is a quadratic form in t1, t2, · · · , t8. Let’s denote its

matrix representation: ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
8∑

i=1

αiti
8∑

i=1

βiti

8∑
i=1

βiti
8∑

i=1

γiti

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ := tTAt, (7)

where t = (t1, t2, t3, t4, t5, t6, t7, t8)
T, A is an 8× 8 symmetric matrix and Aij =

1
2
(αiγj +

αjγi − 2βiβj) for 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ 8. For convenience, we denote r := n − k + 1. r ⩾ 4 since
k ⩽ n− 3. By the calculation, we obtain:

A = (r − 1) ·



−2(r − 2) −2(r − 1) −(r − 2) −3r −2r −r 0 r
−2(r − 1) −(3r − 1) −(2r − 1) −5r −4r −3r −2r −r
−(r − 2) −(2r − 1) −(r − 1) −4r −3r −2r −r 0
−3r −5r −4r −8r −7r −6r −5r −4r
−2r −4r −3r −7r −6r −5r −4r −3r
−r −3r −2r −6r −5r −4r −3r −2r
0 −2r −r −5r −4r −3r −2r −r
r −r 0 −4r −3r −2r −r 0


. (8)

IfG isK2∪2K1-free, for any co-dependent set S of size k−1, G−S ̸∼= K2∪(n−k−1)K1,
that is, t1 = 0. If G has an independent set of size n − 2, for any co-dependent set S of
size k − 1, G − S has an independent set of size n − k − 1. Then G − S must contain
co-independent pairs. It deduces that t8 = 0.

Since ti ⩾ 0 for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ 8, combined with (6), (7) and (8), we can see that
det(∇2qk) ⩽ 0 if t1 = 0 or t8 = 0. This completes the proof.

Now, we prove Theorem 2.
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Proof of Theorem 2. By (1),

det(∇2qk) =

∣∣∣∣ (n− k + 1)!d̄k−1 (n− k)!kd̄k
(n− k)!kd̄k (n− k − 1)!k(k + 1)d̄k+1

∣∣∣∣
= k2 ((n− k)!)2

((
1 +

1

k

)(
1 +

1

n− k

)
d̄k−1d̄k+1 − d̄2k

)
.

By Lemma 7, ifG isK2∪2K1-free or has an independent set of size n−2, det(∇2qk) ⩽ 0
for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n−3, that is,

(
1 + 1

k

) (
1 + 1

n−k

)
d̄k−1d̄k+1−d̄2k ⩽ 0 for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n−3. Combined

with d̄n = d̄n−1 = 0, we obtain that {d̄k}nk=0 is ultra log-concave. Thus, D(G, x) is ultra
log-concave.

3 Proof of Theorem 4

Before the proof of Theorem 4, we will introduce some lemmas and terminology in what
follows. Firstly, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 8. For any graph G and m ∈ N, D(G ∪mK1, x) = (x+ 1)mD(G, x).

Proof. Assume that |V (G)| = n. It is known that I(G∪mK1, x) = (I(K1, x))
mI(G, x) =

(x + 1)mI(G, x) (see [13]). Then, by Proposition 1, D(G ∪ mK1, x) = (x + 1)m+n −
I(G ∪ mK1, x) = (x + 1)m+n − (x + 1)mI(G, x) = (x + 1)m[(x + 1)n − I(G, x)] = (x +
1)mD(G, x).

Let P (x) =
m∑
k=0

akx
k be a polynomial. P ′(x) :=

m−1∑
k=0

(k+1)ak+1x
k denotes the derivative

of P (x). It is known that

Proposition 9 (Folklore). Let P (x) be a real polynomial with degree at least 2. If P (x)
is real-rooted, so is P ′(x).

The following proposition will be useful in our proof.

Lemma 10. Let P (x) =
m∑
k=0

akx
k be a real polynomial with ak ⩾ 0 for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m. If

there exists an integer j for 1 ⩽ j ⩽ m− 1 such that aj−1 = aj = aj+1 > 0, then P (x) is
not real-rooted.

Proof. Case 1. a0 > 0.
In this case, if there exists an integer j such that aj−1 = aj = aj+1 > 0 for 1 ⩽ j ⩽

m− 1, then

a2j <

(
1 +

1

j

)
a2j =

(
1 +

1

j

)
aj−1aj+1.

That is, P (x) is not ordered log-concave, so it is not real-rooted.
Case 2. a0 ⩽ 0.
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In this case, if there exists an integer j such that aj−1 = aj = aj+1 > 0, then 2 ⩽
j ⩽ m − 1. By contradiction assume P (x) is real-rooted. Then P ′(x) is real-rooted by
Proposition 9. The coefficient sequence of P ′(x), {(k + 1)ak+1}m−1

k=0 , is a non-negative
sequence. Let’s consider the coefficients of the terms xj, xj−1 and xj−2 of P ′(x). We
obtain (

1 +
1

j − 1

)
(j + 1)aj+1 · (j − 1)aj−1 = j(j + 1)a2j > (jaj)

2.

Thus, P ′(x) is not ordered log-concave, a contradiction with real-rootedness of P ′(x).

Now, we introduce a necessary and sufficient condition of real-rootedness of real poly-
nomials: Sturm’s Theorem. Firstly, we give the definition of Sturm sequence:

Definition 11. [4, 10, 19] Let P (x) be a real polynomial with degree at least 1 and
positive leading coefficient. The polynomial sequence

P0(x), P1(x), · · · , Pk(x)

is called a Sturm sequence of P (x) if it satisfies

1. P0(x) := P (x),

2. P1(x) := P ′(x),

3. Pi(x) := −Ri−2,i−1(x) for i ⩾ 2, where

Pi−2(x) = Qi(x)Pi−1(x) +Ri−2,i−1(x)

and the degree of Ri−2,i−1(x) is less than Pi−1(x), i.e., Ri−2,i−1(x) is the remainder
of the division of Pi−2(x) by Pi−1(x), and

4. Pk(x) is the polynomial with the smallest possible non-negative degree such that
Pk(x) ̸= 0.

Sturm’s Theorem is shown in what follows:

Lemma 12 (Sturm’s Theorem). [4, 10, 19] Let P (x) be a real polynomial with degree at
least 1 and positive leading coefficient. Let P0(x), P1(x), · · · , Pk(x) be Sturm sequence of
P (x), where the degree of Pi(x) is di for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k. P (x) is real-rooted if and only if Pi(x)
has a positive leading coefficient for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k and di − di+1 = 1 for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k − 1.

By using Lemma 12, we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 13. Let G be a graph of order n and A a graph property. If PA(G, x) is real-
rooted and PA(G, x) ̸= (x+1)n, then there exists a subset S of V (G) such that |S| ⩾ n−2
and G[S] ̸∈ A. In particular, if G contains at least one edge and D(G, x) is real-rooted,
then G has an independent set of size n− 2.
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Proof. By contradiction assume that G[S] ∈ A for any S ⊆ V (G) where |S| ⩾ n− 2. By
the definition, the degree of PĀ(G, x) is at most n−3. Combined with PA(G, x) ̸= (x+1)n

and Proposition 1, PĀ(G, x) ̸= 0 or (x + 1)n. Let P0(x), P1(x), · · · , Pk(x) be Sturm
sequence of PA(G, x), where the degree of Pi(x) is di for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k. By the definition
of Sturm sequence, P0(x) := PA(G, x) = (x + 1)n − PĀ(G, x), P1(x) := P ′

A(G, x) =
n(x + 1)n−1 − P ′

Ā(G, x). Since the degree of PĀ(G, x) is at most n − 3, the degree of
P ′
Ā(G, x) is at most n − 4 and d1 = n − 1. Since PĀ(G, x) ̸= 0 or (x + 1)n, P2(x) =

1
n
(x+ 1)P1(x)− P0(x) = PĀ(G, x)− 1

n
(x+ 1)P ′

Ā(G, x) ̸= 0. We can see that d2 ⩽ n− 3,
then d1 − d2 ⩾ 2, a contradiction with Lemma 12.

Now, we can prove Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. Sufficiency. By Lemma 8, we only need to prove the real-rootedness
of the dependence polynomials of K2, P3, K3, 2K2, P4, C4, G1 and G2. Let’s calculate
them one by one: D(K2, x) = x2; D(P3, x) = x3+2x2 = x2(x+2); D(K3, x) = x3+3x2 =
x2(x + 3); D(2K2, x) = x4 + 4x3 + 2x2 = x2(x + 2 −

√
2)(x + 2 +

√
2); D(P4, x) =

x4 + 4x3 + 3x2 = x2(x + 1)(x + 3); D(C4, x) = x4 + 4x3 + 4x2 = x2(x + 2)2; D(G1, x) =
x4 + 4x3 + 4x2 = x2(x+ 2)2; D(G2, x) = x5 + 5x4 + 8x3 + 4x2 = x2(x+ 1)(x+ 2)2. They
are all real-rooted.

Necessity. Let G be a graph of order n which contains at least one edge. Assume that
D(G, x) is real-rooted. By Lemma 13, G has an independent set of size n− 2, denoted by
X. Set {u, v} := V (G)\X. Let’s denote A := N(u)∩X, B := N(v)∩X and C := A∪B.
Set a := |A|, b := |B|, c := |C|. W.l.o.g., we assume a ⩽ b. If u, v are not adjacent, we
denote G by Ga,b,c. Otherwise, we denote it by G+

a,b,c (see Fig. 5).

L LL L
A B

C

L

u v

Figure 5: G+
a,b,c or Ga,b,c: dashed edge represent that u, v are adjacent or not.

Now, let’s calculate D(Ga,b,c, x) and D(G+
a,b,c, x). For G ∈ {Ga,b,c, G

+
a,b,c}, let d

(1)
k (G)

(resp. d
(2)
k (G), or d

(3)
k (G)) be the number of dependence sets of size k which contains u

but not v (resp. v but not u, or both u and v). Denote D1(G, x) :=
∑
k⩾0

d
(1)
k (G)xk (resp.

D2(G, x) :=
∑
k⩾0

d
(2)
k (G)xk, D3(G, x) :=

∑
k⩾0

d
(3)
k (G)xk). Since X is an independent set, a
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dependent set of G must contain u or v. Thus, D(G, x) = D1(G, x)+D2(G, x)+D3(G, x).
Now, we calculate D1(G, x), D2(G, x) and D3(G, x). The Product formula of generating
function in what follows will be used.

The Product formula. (see [8], p. 156, Theorem 8.5) Let k ⩾ 2 be an integer. Let

a
(1)
m be the number of ways to build a certain structure on an m-element set, a

(2)
m the num-

ber of ways to build the second structure on anm-element set, · · · , a(k)m the number of ways
to build the k-th structure on anm-element set. Let am be the number of ways to separate
an m-element set into the k disjoint subsets S1, S2, · · · , Sk (S1, S2, · · · , Sk are allowed to
be empty), and then to build a structure of the first kind on S1, a structure of the second
kind on S2, · · · , a structure of the k-th kind on Sk. Let P1(x), P2(x), · · · , Pk(x), P (x)

be the respective generating functions of the sequences {a(1)m }, {a(2)m }, · · · , {a(k)m }, {am}.
Then P (x) = P1(x)P2(x) · · ·Pk(x).

For G ∈ {Ga,b,c, G
+
a,b,c}, a dependent set S containing u but not v can be separated

into three disjoint parts: {u}, S ∩ A and S ∩ (X \ A). Firstly, since u must be chosen in
S, the generating function for the sequence of numbers of ways to choose vertices in {u}
is x. Then, to ensure that G[S] contains at least one edge, S ∩ A ̸= ∅, so the generating

function for the sequence of numbers of ways to choose vertices in A is
a∑

k=1

(
a
k

)
xk =

(x + 1)a − 1. Finally, the generating function for the sequence of numbers of ways to

choose vertices in X \ A is
n−a−2∑
k=0

(
n−a−2

k

)
xk = (x + 1)n−a−2. By the Product formula,

D1(G, x) = x(x+1)n−a−2[(x+1)a − 1]. Similarly, D2(G, x) = x(x+1)n−b−2[(x+1)b − 1].
Now let’s consider D3(G, x). When G = Ga,b,c, for every dependent set S containing

both u and v, S ∩ C ̸= ∅ since {u, v} is an independent set and there must exist at least
one vertex in S∩C to ensure that G[S] contains edges. Similar to the analysis of D1(G, x),
we obtain that D3(Ga,b,c, x) = x2(x+1)n−c−2[(x+1)c − 1]. When G = G+

a,b,c, since {u, v}
is a dependent set, the union of {u, v} and every subset of X is also a dependent set.
Thus, D3(G

+
a,b,c, x) = x2(x+ 1)n−2.

Then

D(Ga,b,c, x) = D1(Ga,b,c, x) +D2(Ga,b,c, x) +D3(Ga,b,c, x)

= x(x+ 1)n−a−2[(x+ 1)a − 1] + x(x+ 1)n−b−2[(x+ 1)b − 1]

+ x2(x+ 1)n−c−2[(x+ 1)c − 1];

D(G+
a,b,c, x) = D1(G

+
a,b,c, x) +D2(G

+
a,b,c, x) +D3(G

+
a,b,c, x)

= x(x+ 1)n−a−2[(x+ 1)a − 1] + x(x+ 1)n−b−2[(x+ 1)b − 1]

+ x2(x+ 1)n−2.

It is obvious that a polynomial P (x) is real-rooted if and only if P (x−1) is real-rooted.
Let’s consider D(Ga,b,c, x− 1) and D(G+

a,b,c, x− 1). Noting that 0 ⩽ a ⩽ b ⩽ c, we have

D(Ga,b,c, x− 1) = (x− 1)xn−c−2(xc+1 + xc − xc−a − xc−b − x+ 1);

D(G+
a,b,c, x− 1) = (x− 1)xn−b−2(xb+1 + xb − xb−a − 1).

the electronic journal of combinatorics 33(4) (2026), #P4.9 15



Let’s denote Q1(x) := xc+1+xc−xc−a−xc−b−x+1 and Q2(x) := xb+1+xb−xb−a−1.
Then D(Ga,b,c, x) is real-rooted if and only if Q1(x) is real-rooted; D(G+

a,b,c, x) is real-
rooted if and only if Q2(x) is real-rooted. Now, we discuss the real-rootedness of Q1(x)
and Q2(x).

Case 1. The real-rootedness of Q1(x).
We distinguish two subcases: b = c or not.
Subcase 1.1. b = c.
When a = b = c, Q1(x) = xc+1 + xc − x − 1 = (x + 1)(xc − 1). It is real-rooted if

and only if c ⩽ 2. Since Ga,b,c contains at least one edge, c ̸= 0. When a = b = c = 1,
Ga,b,c

∼= P3 ∪ (n− 3)K1. When a = b = c = 2, Ga,b,c
∼= C4 ∪ (n− 4)K1.

When a < b = c, Q1(x) = xc+1+xc−xc−a−x. Since Q1(0) = Q1(1) = 0, we can assume
Q1(x) := x(x−1)Q3(x). ThenQ1(x) is real-rooted if and only if eitherQ3(x) is real-rooted,
or Q3(x) ̸= 0 is a constant function. When a = 0, Q3(x) = xc−1 + xc−2 + · · · + x + 1.
If it is real-rooted, then c = 2 and further Ga,b,c

∼= P3 ∪ (n − 3)K1; if it is a non-
zero constant function, then c = 1 and further Ga,b,c

∼= K2 ∪ (n − 2)K1. When a ⩾ 1,
Q3(x) = xc−1+2xc−2+2xc−3+· · ·+2xc−a−1+xc−a−2+xc−a−3+· · ·+x+1. If Q3(x) is a non-
zero constant function, then c = 1 and it contradicts with a < c. Now assume that Q3(x)
is real-rooted. By Lemma 10, c−3 ⩽ c−a−1, i.e., a ⩽ 2. If c−a−3 ⩾ 0, considering the
coefficients of the terms xc−a−1, xc−a−2, xc−a−3 of Q3(x), we obtain 2 · 1 > 12. Therefore,
Q3(x) is not log-concave, a contradiction. Thus, c ⩽ a + 2. When a = 1, b = c = 2,
Ga,b,c

∼= P4 ∪ (n − 4)K1. When a = 1, b = c = 3, Ga,b,c
∼= G2 ∪ (n − 5)K1. When a = 2,

b = c = 3, Q3(x) = x2 + 2x + 2, which is not real-rooted, a contradiction. When a = 2,
b = c = 4, Q3(x) = x3 + 2x2 + 2x+ 1 = (x+ 1)(x2 + x+ 1), which is not real-rooted, also
a contradiction.

Subcase 1.2. b < c.
In this subcase, since b < c ⩽ a+ b, it can be deduced that a ⩾ 1. We can obtain that

Q1(x) = xc+1 + xc − xc−a − xc−b − x + 1 = (x − 1)(xc + 2xc−1 + 2xc−2 + · · · + 2xc−a +
xc−a−1 + xc−a−2 + · · · + xc−b − 1). Let’s denote Q4(x) := xc + 2xc−1 + 2xc−2 + · · · +
2xc−a + xc−a−1 + xc−a−2 + · · · + xc−b − 1. Since c ̸= 0, Q1(x) is real-rooted if and only if
Q4(x) is real-rooted. Assume Q4(x) is real-rooted. Similar to Subcase 1.1, by Lemma 10,
c−2 ⩽ c−a, i.e., a ⩽ 2. Now, we prove that b ⩽ a+1. By contradiction assume b ⩾ a+2,
then c− a− 3 ⩾ 0 since c > b. The derivative Q′

4(x) = cxc−1 + 2(c− 1)xc−2 + · · ·+ 2(c−
a)xc−a−1 + (c− a− 1)xc−a−2 + (c− a− 2)xc−a−3 + · · ·+ (c− b)xc−b−1. By Proposition 9,
Q′

4(x) is real-rooted. Considering the coefficients of the terms xc−a−1, xc−a−2, xc−a−3 of
Q′

4(x), we obtain 2(c− a)(c− a− 2) = 2(c− a− 1)2 − 2 ⩾ (c− a− 1)2 +2 > (c− a− 1)2.
Therefore, Q′

4(x) is not log-concave, a contradiction. Thus, b ⩽ a+1. When a = 1, b = 1,
c = 2, Ga,b,c

∼= 2K2 ∪ (n− 4)K1. When a = 1, b = 2, c = 3, Q4(x) = x3 +2x2 + x− 1. By
analyzing the cubic function, Q4(x) has only one real root, a contradiction. When a = 2,
b = 2, c = 3, Q4(x) = x3+2x2+2x− 1. Q′

4(x) = 3x2+4x+2, which is not real-rooted, a
contradiction with Proposition 9. When a = 2, b = 2, c = 4, Q4(x) = x4+2x3+2x2−1 =
(x + 1)(x3 + x2 + x− 1). (x3 + x2 + x− 1)′ = 3x2 + 2x + 1 is not real-rooted, neither is
x3 + x2 + x − 1, a contradiction with the real-rootedness of Q4(x). When a = 2, b = 3,
c = 4, Q4(x) = x4+2x3+2x2+x−1. Q′

4(x) = 4x3+6x2+4x+1 = (2x+1)(2x2+2x+1),
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which is not real-rooted, a contradiction with Proposition 9. When a = 2, b = 3, c = 5,
Q4(x) = x5+2x4+2x3+x2−1 and Q′

4(x) = 5x4+8x3+6x2+2x = x(5x3+8x2+6x+2).
Since 62 <

(
1 + 1

1

) (
1 + 1

3−1

)
· 2 · 8, the polynomial 5x3 + 8x2 + 6x+ 2 is not real-rooted,

neither is Q′
4(x), a contradiction with Proposition 9.

Case 2. The real-rootedness of Q2(x).
We distinguish two subcases: a = 0 or a ⩾ 1.
Subcase 2.1. a = 0.
In this subcase, Q2(x) = xb+1 − 1. It is real-rooted if and only if b = 0 or 1. When

b = 0, G+
a,b,c

∼= K2 ∪ (n− 2)K1. When b = 1, G+
a,b,c

∼= P3 ∪ (n− 3)K1.
Subcase 2.2. a ⩾ 1.
In this subcase, Q2(x) = xb+1 + xb − xb−a − 1 = (x − 1)(xb + 2xb−1 + 2xb−2 + · · · +

2xb−a + xb−a−1 + xb−a−2 + · · ·+ x+ 1). Let’s denote Q5(x) := xb + 2xb−1 + 2xb−2 + · · ·+
2xb−a + xb−a−1 + xb−a−2 + · · · + x + 1. Since b ⩾ a ⩾ 1, Q2(x) is real-rooted if and
only if Q5(x) is real-rooted. Assume Q5(x) is real-rooted. Similarly, we can deduce that
a ⩽ 2 and b − a = 0 or 1. When a = 1, b = 1, G+

a,b,c
∼= K3 ∪ (n − 3)K1 if c = 1, and

G+
a,b,c

∼= P4 ∪ (n− 4)K1 if c = 2. When a = 1, b = 2, G+
a,b,c

∼= G1 ∪ (n− 4)K1 if c = 2, and

G+
a,b,c

∼= G2∪(n−5)K1 if c = 3. When a = 2, b = 2, Q5(x) = x2+2x+2, which is not real-
rooted, a contradiction. When a = 2, b = 3, Q5(x) = x3+2x2+2x+1 = (x+1)(x2+x+1),
which is not real-rooted, a contradiction.

In conclusion, the proof is completed.

4 Conclusions and future work

In the present paper, we proved that, for a graph G of order n, the dependence polynomial
D(G, x) is ultra log-concave if G is a K2 ∪ 2K1-free graph or has an independent set of
size n − 2. And further, the graphs of order n with real-rooted dependence polynomials
are characterized, which is exactly one of the following eight graphs: K2 ∪ (n − 2)K1,
P3 ∪ (n − 3)K1, K3 ∪ (n − 3)K1, 2K2 ∪ (n − 4)K1, P4 ∪ (n − 4)K1, C4 ∪ (n − 4)K1,
G1 ∪ (n− 4)K1, G2 ∪ (n− 5)K1.

Combined with the proof of Theorem 2, we obtain that, for a graph G, D(G, x) is
ultra log-concave if and only if det(∇2qk) ⩽ 0. Observing (6), (7) and (8), we notice that
all the coefficients of the quadratic form (7) is nonpositive except the one of t1t8. Thus,
if det(∇2qk) > 0, ti (i = 2, 3, · · · , 7) must be much less than t1 and t8. We believe that
there are no graphs satisfying such condition, so we conjecture:

Conjecture 14. For every graph G, D(G, x) is ultra log-concave.

For the graph polynomials associated with co-hereditary graph properties, Makowsky
and Rakita [19] showed that these polynomials are unimodal for almost all graphs. Mean-
while, they asked: Under what conditions can almost unimodality be improved to uni-
modality or log-concavity?

Let G be a graph with V (G) = [n] and A a co-hereditary graph property. Let I
denote the family of sets of vertices S satisfying G−S ∈ A, i.e., I := {S ⊆ V (G)|G−S ∈
A}. Since A is co-hereditary, it is easy to see that ([n], I) is an independence system.
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Let’s denote Amin := {H ∈ A|any induced subgraph H ′ ̸= H of H is not in A}. Assume
max

H∈Amin

|V (H)| is finite and denote l := max
H∈Amin

|V (H)|. We have

Proposition 15. G, A, I and l are defined above. Then the independence system ([n], I)
satisfies the following condition:

For any S, T ∈ I where |T | ⩾ |S|+ l, there exists x ∈ T \ S such that S ∪ {x} ∈ I. (∗)

Proof. If S ⊂ T , since T is an independence set, S∪{x} ∈ I for any x ∈ T \S. Otherwise,
|T \S| ⩾ l+1, so |S| ⩽ |S∪T |− (l+1) ⩽ |V (G)|− (l+1). Since S ∈ I, by the definition,
G − S ∈ A, that is, there is an induced subgraph of G − S in Amin, denoted by H. By
the definition of l, |V (H)| ⩽ l. Recall that |T \ S| ⩾ l + 1, so there must exist a vertex
x ∈ T \ S and x ̸∈ V (H). For such x, H is still an induced subgraph of G− (S ∪ {x}), so
S ∪ {x} ∈ I.

More abstractly, for l ∈ N∗, we call an independence system M := ([n], I) satisfying
(∗) an l-matroid. By this definition, we can see that if M is an l1-matroid, M is also an
l2-matroid for all l2 > l1. In particular, 1-matroids are commonly referred to as matroids.
For matroids, the following famous conjecture was posed by Mason:

Conjecture 16 (Mason’s Conjecture). [20] Let M be an n-element matroid and ik the
number of independent sets of size k. Then

(i) the sequence {ik}nk=0 is log-concave;

(ii) the sequence {ik}nk=0 is ordered log-concave;

(iii) the sequence {ik}nk=0 is ultra log-concave.

Adiprasito, Huh, and Katz [1] proved (i) using techniques from Hodge theory and
algebraic geometry in 2018. (ii) was proved by Huh, Schröter and Wang [16] in 2022.
More recently, (iii) was proved by Anari et al. [3], Brändén and Huh [9], and Chan and
Pak [11] in different methods independently. Motivated by the discussions above, our
question is: under what conditions can the analogous version of Mason’s Conjecture hold
true for l-matroids? By Proposition 15, it is a generalization of Makowsky and Rakita’s
question. For the case of l = 2, we conjecture:

Conjecture 17. Let M be an n-element 2-matroid, ik the number of independent sets
of size k in M. Then

(i) the sequence {ik}nk=0 is log-concave;

(ii) the sequence {ik}nk=0 is ordered log-concave;

(iii) the sequence {ik}nk=0 is ultra log-concave.
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Recall D the family of co-dependent sets in a graph G. Then (V (G),D) is a 2-matroid.
Thus, Conjecture 17 is a stronger version of Conjecture 14.

It is remarkable that for 3-matroids, the analogous conjecture is not true. Let’s give
a counterexample:

Example 18. Assume M is a 3-matroid on a 10-element ground set, where I :=
{∅, {1}, {2}, {3}, {4}, {5}, {6}, {7}, {8}, {9}, {10}, {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {2, 3}, {1, 2, 3}}. We can
see that i1 = 10, i2 = 3 and i3 = 1. i22 < i1i3, so the sequence {ik}10k=0 is not log-concave.
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