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Abstract

For a partition A of n, let H(A) denote its hook product. If £ is prime
and a > 0 an integer, then define

pe(a;n) = [{A : [A] = n,a = orde(H(A))}].

These numbers are simply related to the McKay numbers in the repre-
sentation theory of the symmetric group. Using a generating function of
Nakamura and the “circle method”, we determine asymptotic properties
of pe(a;n) and Y- (—1)"pe(a; n), resolving questions of Ono. In particular
we show that for fixed ¢ and n, p,(a;n) roughly fits a given distribution
that is dependent on ¢, is centered near n — ci1y/nlogn and has width
c2v/n. We also give an asymptotic formula for Y _(—1)%pe(a;n) that is
valid whenever 1/n is not, for any k, within a multiplicative factor of clog ¢
of £F. This formula is of the form #c(n)/nexp(k(n)y/n) where ¢ and &
are specific functions of n and the sign is determined by n.

1 Introduction

For a prime number ¢ and a finite group G, let my(k; G) denote the ¢¥-power
McKay number for G. This is the number of irreducible characters ¥ of G
so that ¢* is the largest power of ¢ dividing deg(¥). Here we investigate the
asymptotic properties of these numbers for symmetric groups. The McKay
numbers of symmetric groups relate to certain partition numbers.

A partition is a non-increasing sequence of natural numbers, A = {\; >
A2 > --+ > A} The size of the partition is |A| = 2111 A;. The Ferrers-
Young diagram for a partition A is an array of nodes with \x nodes in the k"
row. For each node d, we let its hook number, H(d) be the number of nodes
in the Ferrers-Young diagram to the right or below d (including d itself). We
let H(A) =[], H(d), and we define, (letting ord,(m) be the largest k such that
*|m)

pe(a;n) = [{A: |A] =n,a =ord,(H(A))}.

By the representation theory of the symmetric group (see [4]) we have that

pe(a;n) = my(orde(n!) — a; Sy,).



For a more detailed discussion of the above see [6].

In [6], Ono proves a number of congruence relations satisfied by the numbers
pe(a;n). Among other things, he showed that the Ramanujan congruences (see
[1]) for the partition numbers generalize to py(a;n). At the end of his paper,
Ono asks about the order of magnitude of ps(a;n) and about the properties of
Y a(=1)*pe(a;n) for odd £.

In this paper we will attempt to answer these questions. We will use a
generating function of Nakamura and some techniques from analytic number
theory. Our overriding approach will be the “circle method”. In order to perform
the requisite computations we will use techniques such as the inverse mellon
transform (as used in [1]), the functional equations for modular forms ([2]), facts
about power series with non-negative coefficients, the saddle point method, and
approximation of functions by normal distributions.

We will show that for n and ¢ fixed and a a varying, p¢(a; n) has distribution
that can be normalized to

1 0o o0 y Zk —(Z—l)/Q
o) =5 [ (H (1+7) ) ey

—i%0 \k=0

near its peak. The distribution of p,(a;n) is centered at roughly n — ¢y/nlogn,
and has width proportional to y/n. The distribution is normalized so that
its integral is approximately (4nv/3)~'exp(my/2n/3), the asymptotic for the
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then if —O(logn) < Ag < O(n'/?4),
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pe(a;n) = vam(l 1;Z(AO) ’ exp {77\/?} 1+ O(n_l/g)).

Notice that Ay depends importantly on £, linearly on a, and for fixed a and
£ it depends on n as /n times a periodic function in log, n.

Below we have a table of supporting evidence for this claim with £ = 3 and
n = 1000. The table below approximates its values to three significant figures.
We let As(a;n) be the main term of the above approximation. Notice that for
this n that n(=1/8) = 422... log(n) = 6.91... and n'/?* =1.333....




a pe(a;n) Ag(a;n) % Ag
400 8.67 - 107 1.07-10%8 1.23 4.52
405 1.30-10%8 1.60 - 10%® 1.23 4.12
410 1.96 - 1028 2.40 - 10%8 1.23 3.71
415 3.08 - 1078 3.60 - 1078 1.17 3.31
420 4.90-10%8 5.39 - 10%8 1.10 2.90
425 7.65-10%8 8.04-10%8 1.05 2.49
430 1.13-10% 1.19 - 10%° 1.06 2.09
435 1.76 - 10%° 1.67-10%° 1.05 1.68
440 2.56 - 1029 2.57-10% 1.00 1.28
445 3.84-10%° 3.65 - 10%° 0.95 0.87
450 5.39 - 10%° 5.01-10%° 0.93 0.47
455 7.06 - 10%° 6.48 - 10%° 0.92 0.06
460 8.45 - 10% 7.61-10%° 0.90 —0.34
465 8.22-10%° 7.67-10%° 0.93 —0.75
470 5.49 - 10%° 6.08 - 10%° 1.11 —1.16
475 1.95 - 10%° 3.28-10%Y 1.68 —1.56
480 2.03-10%8 9.64 - 1078 4.75 —1.97
485 1.79 - 1026 1.06 - 10%® 59.4 —2.37
490 2.01-10%2 2.42.10% 1.20 - 10% —2.78

We also determine asymptotic information about > (—1)%p¢(a;n) for odd
£. In particular we show that as long as y/n is not within a multiplicative factor
of O(log?) of a power of ¢, that

51 m) = (1) O ) )1 4+ O ),

a

where ¢(n) and x(n) are continuous functions periodic in log,(n).

Our results are interesting both in that they provide information about the
size of the McKay numbers and in that they provide information about the
coefficients of infinite products of modular forms, yielding results that are qual-
itatively different from the results for finite products of modular forms (for
example for the sizes of the partition numbers, see [1], [2] or [7]), in that they
tend to have some terms periodic in logn. Section 2 will cover some background
material that will be used later. In Section 3, we prove the asymptotic results for
pe(a;n). In Section 4 we, prove some asymptotic results for ) (—1)*p(a;n).
Section 5 will contain a summary of the results and a discussion of further
questions.

2 Background Information

This section contains a number of results that we will need in this paper. Naka-
mura proved the existence of following generating function for ps(a;n) (see [5]):



Theorem 1 (Nakamura).
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where [k]¢ = %. The above holds as a formal power series. Notice also that

we have absolute convergence as long as |q|,|xq" ™| < 1.

This generating function is related to the function

i 1
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because Fy(x; q) is an infinite product of series related to F(q). F(q) is related to
the Dedekind Eta function, n(r) = ™™ /12[[°° (1 — ™7, by %

n(7), thus allowing us to produce a number of functional equations that it
satisfies. In particular if h, H, k are integers with &k > 0, hH = —1 (mod k),

and z is a complex number with R(z) > 0, then we have that
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is the Dedekind sum (see [2] Theorem 5.1). Setting y = Qﬂ in the above we get
that

Proposition 2.
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We will also be interested in the generating function

H 11__qq - Fi;i;z = Fy(0;9), (2)

(1)

which is relevant for reasons similar to why F' is. We notice that the last of
the equalities in (2) implies that the coefficients of Fy(q) are all non-negative.
Hence

Fi(q) =14q+ ) ang"
n=2



with a,, > 0. Therefore we have that if ¢ # |g|, then

[Fe@)l = 11+ a+ Y ang"| <L +al + ) anla™ < Fe(la]). (3)

n=2 n=2

Remark It was proved in [3] that for £ > 5, that the coefficients of Fy(q) are
all strictly positive.

Also the relationship between Fy(q) and F(q) allows us to get a number of
functional equations for Fy. In particular using the k = 1,2, ¢,2¢ cases of (1),
we get that

Lemma 3. If hH = —1 (mod ¢) in (6) and hH = —1 (mod 2¢) in (7) and if
¢ is odd in (5), then
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We will also make use of the special functions I'(s) and ((s), the gamma
function and the Riemann zeta function respectively, and will need some ap-
proximations of them. In particular, we will need the approximations of them
on a vertical strip given in [7]. In particular if s = o + it where o and ¢ are real
and o < —1, then we have that

[(s) = O(ef(ﬂ/Z)\t||t|rff(1/2))

and

¢(s) = O(|t['/*~7)

for large |t|, where the implied constants depend on . We will also need below
the fact that if 0 < 0, and s is not within % of an integer, then

P(s) = 0 (uww (&) ) ,

which comes from Sterling’s approximation (see [7]).
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We also use a technique from [1] to more directly approximate the value of
some of these products of hypergeometric functions. It employs the fact that
if ¢ > 0 and if ¢ is a complex number with |arg(q)| < 5, (arg taking values in
(=m, 7)) then

1 c+ioco . .
i) n °T'(s)g” °ds = exp(—qn).
This result is proven by pushing the line of integration to the line R(s) =
c as ¢ — —oo, and picking up residues of size % at —m. The bound
on |arg(q)| guarantees that the integrand goes to 0 as s approaches ¢ =+ ioo,
and the T'(s) term guarantees that the integral goes to 0 as ¢ — —oo. In

particular, if s = ¢ + it, where ¢ — 1/2 is and integer then the integrand is
O ((e_(”/z_mrg(q)‘)'t‘ (q—ce)c)«/|s|>. Hence the integral equals

lim o~ ()" i) ((qe)N> = exp(—qn).
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Therefore, we have:

Lemma 4. If D(s) = >0, a,n™* converges absolutely for s = ¢, and if
|arg(q)| < w/2, then

1 c+ioco
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D(s)T(s)g *ds =Y _ an(exp(—q))™. (8)

c—100
This lemma will be useful because it will allow us to approximate > -, a,(exp(—q))™
using properties of D(s).

3 Asymptotics of py(a;n)

3.1 Theorem Statement and Preliminaries

In this section we will prove the following theorem:

Theorem 5. Let £ be a prime. If —Q(logn) < Ag < O(n'/?4),

e — 0 TL73/2 n _
pe(a;n) = v2m(l 1)2Z(A ) exp {ﬂ\/i} (1+0(n 1/8))




where we used the following definitions:
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There are a few points to note about this theorem. Consider the distribution
of pe(a;n) for fixed ¢ and n, as a varies. The distribution can be normalized
to g, is centered at roughly n — ¢y/nlogn, and has width proportional to y/n.
Furthermore, noticing that g is the inverse Laplace transform of a function
allows us to tell that the sum of p;(a;n) in the range covered by Theorem 5 is
asymptotic to (4nv/3) ™! exp(m1/2n/3), which is an asymptotic formula for the
n'" partition number (see [2]). We will also consider the range of m = n—({—1)a
for which our proof is valid. The lower end is roughly log n standard deviations
below the mean value of m, and the high end is about n'/?* standard deviations
above the center.

Our general approach will be the “circle method”. We begin by considering
a change of variables for the generating function Fy(x; ¢) obtaining the function

nt nek“)z’““
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Next, we approximate the value of Gy(x;q) with (x,¢) near (1,1). Then we
bound the size of G¢(x;q) from above when (z, ¢) is not near (1, 1). Notice that
these last two steps differ both in that they are interested in looking at different
ranges of x and ¢, but also in that for the former we want an asymptotic formula
for Gy(z;q), while in the later, we only want an upper bound on its absolute
value. Lastly we perform an integral to calculate pg(a;n). This will be done in
two steps, integration with respect the each of the variables in turn.

In the rest of this section we will consider ¢ to be a constant. This will
mean in particular that our asymptotic notation will contain constants that
may depend on ¢ in them. This will also mean that some of the functions we
define will have a non-explicit dependence on ¢ in them.



3.2 Definition of G/(z;q), and the Integral Formula for
pe(asn)

We will simplify our computations by considering the change of variables

Go(z;q) = Fo(x —(£-1). ;2q)

nt n£k+1)lk+1
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Where the last equality makes use of Theorem 1. Notice that G(z;q) is invari-
ant under replacement of = and ¢ by ze?™/ (=1 and ge=27/(*~1) Therefore,
letting m = n — a(¢ — 1), we have that,

(t=1)
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where zp and wg are real constants with wy, zo + (¢ — 1)wg > 0. Notice that
the above integral converges absolutely, and hence we may freely change order
of integration.

3.3 Approximation of Gy(z;q) for (z,q) Near (1,1)
Let
- o —(t-1)/2
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k=0

In this section we will prove the following Lemma:

Lemma 6. If w=0(1), |argw| < 1, 3?( )>1 then Gy(e™*;e™") is

el {((5) () - (57) )
1(G)en (05 +w)).

The proof of Lemma 6 uses a few ideas. First we use the fact that Gy is a
product of Fy(q) evaluated for various values of ¢, along with (4) to show that
Ge(e #;e7 ") equals f(z/w) times some error term. Unfortunately, the error
term is not small. On the other hand, the error term does have a small second
logarithmic derivative, so we approximate our error based on the first two terms
of the Taylor expansion of its logarithm about z = 0. Lastly we make use of
Lemma 4 to approximate these terms of the Taylor series.




Proof. We note that
log(Ge(e™%e7"))

= Z (% log(Fy(exp(—z — tFw)))

k=0

ko oo
= Zﬁk log(Fy(exp(—z — £Fw))) + Z Flog(Fy(exp(—2z — £*w)))
k=0 k=Fko+1

- f:fk vk + 2k — (£2l> log(z + (*w) + log ! (eXp { i }> i
(7 (=0 { o))

+ D Flog(Fulexp(—z — (*w)))
k=ko+1

where vj, and dj, depend on w but not z. We set kg so that £¥ = O(R(w)~1).
Our assumption that R (ﬁ) > 1 implies that all of the R m) with
k < kg are bounded below by some constant. Therefore, since the second
derivative of log(F (exp(—y~!))) with respect to y goes to 0 as y approaches 0
with |arg(y)| < 1, the second derivative with respect to z of

i Flog ! (eXp { Zfﬁi} }> ;
= (7 (e {755 }))

is O(f%0) = O(R(w)~1). Also we have that the second derivative with respect
to z of

> Flog(Fi(exp(—z — Fw)))
k=ko+1
is

o (Z ok exp(—ékw)> =0 (Eko Z n| exp(—nﬁkow)|> = O(fF) = O(R(w) ™).

k=ko n=0

Therefore,
log(Ge(e™*;e7 ")) = log(Ge(1,w)) + z% [log(Ge(e™7; e_w))]zzo
. ko 2 5 2’2 (10)
(g el D)o ()

Notice that the sum over k in (10) can be extended to infinity since this only
introduces an error of order

s 2’2 22
(5 7)o ()



To approximate the first term in (10), note that
Cw Cw 2 1 1
log(Ge(1,e™™)) =log(F(e™™)) = o + 3 logw — 3 log(27) + O(w).

The next term is more difficult. We prepare to use Lemma 4 to approximate it.
We begin with the observation that

log(Ge(e™?;e7 "))

= Z Z ¥+ log(1 — exp(—fnz) exp(—5 1 nw)) — % log(1 — exp(—nz) exp(—fknw)))
k=0n=1

= Z Z Z ( > exp(—mmnz) exp(—mnlfw) — £ exp(—mnlz) exp(—mnEkJrlw)) .

k=0n=1m=1
Now notice that

i i i ( ) S (mnf*) "t — £(mnd) " (mnlFt) )

k=0n=1m=1
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Hence by the iterated use of Lemma 4 we have that

10g(Ge( e
1—st\ (11)

where the integral is an iterated contour integral with both contours vertical
lines from 2 — i00 to 2 4 ico.

We now wish to compute the derivative of (11) as z — 0 along the real line
and w fixed. We get

1— gl—s—t el

along the same contour. If we move the line of integration of s to the line from

—3/2 — ico to —3/2 + ioo our resulting integral is O(zl/Qw_Q), which goes to 0
as z — 0. We pick up a residue at s = —1 equal to
-1

2mi

T(t)C(t — 1)C(D) (1_§H> wtdt

where the integral is along the line from 2 —ic0 to 2 4 ico. If we then move the
line of integration of ¢ to the line R(¢) = —1/2 we are left with a term of order

10



w'/2 and pick up values from the residues at 0,1 and 1 + 2mik/log ¢ for k € Z.
The residue at 0 is
{+1

DO+ ==

The residue at t, = 1 + 2mwik/log ¥ for k # 0 is

(?Og;> D (k)¢ (k)¢ (b — Dw ™.

The Laurent series of the integrand in (11) at t =1 is

At —1) 4. (?—(t—l);log(%r)—k...) (tlﬁ”'“)'
(I1—L+(t—1)llogl+...) ((t—ll)logé—i—;—’_“) (w™ — (t — Dw ' logw)

1-/ 1 llogt¢ logt
= log(2 —— —1 R I
(2logzw(t—1)) (t—1+og( ATty Tleswd >

Hence the residue at t =1 is

1-4 llogl log/t
(21og€w) <10g(277) t1—7+t—>5 ~ 10gw> .

Therefore, the sum of these residues at t =0, ¢t =1 and t = ¢, is

(loiw) (;@) ’ (I(SIJ)) - (@11) (13)

where K (w) is, as in the statement of Theorem 5:

k0
(-1 —log(2) Llogt log ¢ e
- > T(t3)C(t6)C(t — Vw1 |
<log€) ( 2 +2(g_1) 1 T ‘ (te)C(tr)C(te — Dw
tr=14+2mik/log¥

Note that K(w) = K (fw).
Combining (10), (12) and (13) we find that if w = O(1), |argw| < 1,

§R( 1 ) > 1, then Gy(e™*;e7%) is

(oo {((5F) G) + (7)) o
(GJes(o(Z++))

as desired. O

11



3.4 Bounding |G,(z;q)| When (z,q) is Far From (1,1)

In this section we will prove two Lemmas that bound |Gy(z;q)| for different
regions of x and q. They will both compare |G/(x;q)| to Ge¢(|x|;|¢|). The first
of the Lemmas will be valid when | arg(z)| < 7/¢ and bound Gy solely based on
the sizes of | arg(z)| and |arg(q)|. The second bound will pick up where Lemma
6 stops, and will tend to work when w is close to 0, but will be significantly
more complicated.

Lemma 7. Suppose that |arg(z)| < ;755, * = exp(—=z), ¢ = exp(—w) (where

IS(2)], [S(w)] < ), and R(z) = OR(w)'/?). If [$(2)] = R(w)'/? or [S(w)] >
R(w)?/?, then
log(G(lzl; la])) — log(IGe (3 9)]) = Q(R(w) /7).

This Lemma shows that if |arg(z)| or |arg(q)| are too large relative to |q|,
that |Gy(x; q)| differs from Gy (|z|; |g|) by a significant factor. The basic idea in
proving this Lemma will be to use (3). In particular, we shall write G, as a
product of Fy(q) for various values of ¢, and considering the correct terms in
this expansion prove the appropriate bounds on Gy.

Proof. We can rewrite Gy as
Golwiq) = [] Felwg™)"".
k=0
Therefore, by (3) we have that
2ko gko pko+1
Ge(ziq) _ ( Fulzq"") Fy(zq"" )
Go(lzlslal) = \ Fe(lzg™ ) Fy(lzg™™ ™)

If we choose kg so that (0 = @ <#), then |¢|*"® = ©(1). Since |z| is bounded

pho+1

1—1q|
below by a positive constant, then |xqzk°\ = O(1) as well. Therefore, by (3) and
a compactness argument, we have that for some constant ¢y > 0,

+1

log(Ge(|z]; |al)) — log(|Ge(a; q)]) > f—()M((arg(xqf’“"))? + (arg(zg""))?).

1
(where the arg’s are taken to be between —m and 7, and ¢y > 0). Note that
cko e
(xik(ﬁ)l = z/~!. Also since |arg(z)| < ;Z;, we can infer that arg(z‘"!) =
zq
cko
zq

k
=¢"", we have for some constant ¢; > 0,

(¢ — 1) arg(x). Lastly, since

x

log(G(|z];]a])) — log(|Ge(x; q)|) = ﬁ((arg(a:)ﬁ + (arg(¢"*))?).  (14)

1
Suppose qek0 = exp(—f*ow') where the imaginary part of w’ is at most R(w)?/3.
Suppose that for some k, qzk # exp(—¢*w’). Let ki be the largest such k. Clearly

12



k1 < ko. Also qe’cl = exp(27ih/f — £F1w') for some integer h not divisible by £.
Then we have by (3),(4) and (6) that

log(G(|[; |q])) —log(IGe(w; q)1)
> (1 [log(Fy(exp(=R(z — £F1w')))) — log(Fy(exp(2mih/l — z — F1w')))]

By (W +O(log(z + 3" w) + 1)) '

Therefore, since z = O(w'/3), if %R (w) was chosen to be below a sufficiently
small constant, then log(Ge(|z|; |g|)) — log(|Ge(x; q)|) is at least some constant
times |w|~1/3. Combining this result with (14), we find that for some constant
C >0,

log(Ge(lzl; la])) —log(|Ge (5 9))) > OR(w)~/°

unless |3(z)| < R(w)'/? and |(w)| < R(w)*/?, as desired. O
Next, we would like to be able to bound the size of Gy(e *;e~*) when

R (z +w) > 1. In particular, we will prove:

Lemma 8. For some constant C > 0, If |arg(w)| < 7/8, |arg(z)| > 37/8,
|z| < C, S(z 4+ w) > R(z 4+ w), and R(w), R(z + w) > 0, then

log(Gg(e*ER(z); efé}%(w))) —log(|Ge(e™*;e7™)]) = Q (|Z> .

|w]

The idea of the proof is to find a single Fy term that accounts for the differ-
ence.

Proof. By Equation 3 we have that

log(G(e™™=); ey —log(|Gy(e % e7™)]) >
*Tlog(F(exp(—R(z + £"w)))) — log(| F(exp(—(z + £*w)))])]

For any positive integer a. We pick a to be the largest possible number so that
S(z) = R(z) > £4(R(w) = S(w)).
Note that a = 0 suffices. If this holds, we have that
Sz + w) > R(z + (“w).

Furthermore since R(w) > S(w) and F(z) > R(z), we have that a is as large as

possible so that
oo SE-RE) (L
) lw| )~
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Hence ¢ = © (ﬂ) . This means that |z + {*w| = O(|z]) = O(C). Therefore,

[w]

by Equation 4 we have that
log(F(exp(—R(z + (*w)))) — log(|F (exp(—(z + £"w)))|) =

-1 R(z + L2w)
— 1 1
2 og( |z + f2w| )+O( )

where the constant for the O(1) term can be made as small as we like by making
C small. Hence since S(z + £9w) > R(z + (%w), |z + L2w| > V2R (z + (*w), and
hence we have that

log(F'(exp(—R(z + £"w)))) — log(| F'(exp(—(z + £*w)))[) = (1)
if C' is sufficiently small. Therefore, for C' sufficiently small,

log(Gy(e™R3); e=RWY)) _log(|Gyle % e7))) = Q <|Z> )

|wl

Using similar techniques we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 9. If R(y) > —1 and |S(y)| > R(y + 1), then

[F ()l = [f(R(y)| exp(=Q2(3(y)]))

Proof. We find the largest integer a > 0 so that |3(y)| > ¢*. We note that
2% = Q(|S(y)]). Then

FWl 1y (1 +yl —H (=12 s\Ceenm
fRy) kl;[O <€’f + %(y)) 2 (4) = exp (—Q(IS(y)])) .-

O

Note that we can also get that if R(y) > —¢* and |S(y)| > R(y + £F), then

[f ()| = [f(R(y) + i) exp(=Q(IS(y)]))-
We also need some bounds on f(y) as R(y) changes.

Lemma 10. If |S(y)| > |R(y)| and |y| > 1, then the real part of the logarithmic
derwative of f at y is O(log(ly|)) and the imaginary part is ©(1) and has the
same sign as S(y).

Proof. The logarithmic derivative is

oo

—(e-D2Y [y -1 = - D2y
k=0 k=0 Y

Note that our conditions imply that [¢¥ 4 y| = ©(max(¢*, |y])).

14



The real part is

oo

B R(y)e* + [yl
(¢ 1)/2;::0 YT

The summand is ©(1) for the ©(log(|y|)) terms where |y| > ¢* and drops off
exponentially after that. Hence the result is ©(log |y|).
The imaginary part is

B — S(y)¢*
(¢ 1)/2];7%%'2.

The summand is ©(1) when ¢* = O(|y|) and otherwise drops off exponentially.
Therefore, this is O(1). O

Note that our results about the real part also hold if R(y) > 0 and |3(y)|
potentially small.

3.5 The Integral dz for Small arg(w)

We now wish to compute, for fixed w (with | arg(w)| small), the value of

s
—1

(-1 ot G —Z. pmw)mz g 15
o /z(,[i (€% e ) e dz. (15)

() () (455) )

We will integrate over the line with £(z) = 2z, where zg is chosen to be the real
part of the z with = real, that minimizes the absolute value of

. o e —(£—1)/2
exp (AOE) (H (1 + m) e_z/w> .

Our integral can be written as the sum of the integrals over two regions. The
first will be the range of z where R (z%ﬂ) > 1 and the other will be the rest of
the interval.

Lemma 11. If —O(log(w™1)) < Ag < O(|w|~'?) and |S(w)| < R(w)*/3, then
the integral in (15) over the range where R (Z_i_%) >11s

Cw(f = 1)g(Ao)(1 + O(w'/*))

[ w 7'('2
C = Qﬂ_eXp{Gu)}

15
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We prove this Lemma by approximating the integrand using Lemma 6. After
that we just have to make a careful analysis of the errors introduced by the error
term in Lemma 6, and by making the integral go to infinity.

Proof. In the range mentioned in Lemma 11 the integral from (15) is

ot [ (o) ([0) ) (o5 e))e
where
>=o () (ama) « (57) +m)

Since |Ag — A| = O(R(w)'/?), our expression from (15) simplifies to

‘ —(=1)/2
-1 z a 2\ 22
— - _c —z/w ~ —2/3
C P /exp (Aow) (kl_lo (1 + ékw) e ) exp (O (w +w + zw )) dz.

Letting y = z/w we have

oo

Cu(f - 1) o N
T omi /exp(Aoy) <k1:[0 (1 + 6%) e_y> exp (O <y2w +w + yw1/3>> dy.
(16)

Recall that
oo N —(e—1)/2
fly) = (H (1+ E—,f) ey> .
k=0
Let yo be the real value greater than —1 so that

f(yo) exp(Aoyo)

is minimal. We wish to integrate exp(Aoy)f(y) over a line through yo with
slope Q(w~1/3). This line extends until % (ﬁ) < R(w).

Note that g is the inverse Laplace transform of f. f is a product of functions

k

of the form (1 + Z%)Z e~ Y, whose inverse Laplace transform is positive. Hence
g is a convolution of these inverse Laplace transforms and hence is everywhere
positive.

We split into cases based on the sign of Ag.

If Ag is positive, We wish to show that

Yo+ico
L £() exp(Aoy)dy = Q(yo + 1)(F (o) exp(Bogo))).  (17)

278 J yo—ioo

For large A, and ¢ > 2, we can push the line of integration past the pole at
y = —1 and get that the left-hand side is

) (exp(—Ao)Ag‘—W 2) .

16



For ¢ = 2 we can move the line of integration so that it wraps around the
singularity at y = —1 and again show that the integral equals

e (exp(—Ao)AgHV 2) .
On the other hand for y < 0, we have
f(y) exp(Aoy) > exp(—A0)(y + 1)~V 2 exp(Ag(y + 1))

which is © (exp(on)Aéz_l)/ 2) with 7o + 1 = ©(Ag ).
Noting that the integrand falls off like exp(—|S(y)|), we get that ignore the

IS(y)] > Q(Ag + log(Jw|™1)) introduces a relative error of O(|wl).

R(w(y+1))
) TPl > 1

Since the real part of wy is constant, this says that the integration ends when
S = (1), or when [3(y)| = © (Jw|1/245%).

Consider now the part of the integral where |3 (y)| = O(Ag — log(|w]). The
integrand is equal to f(y") where S(y') = S(y) and R(y') = R(yo) times an
error of exp(O(y?w + w + yw'/3 + yw?/?log |y|)), where the last term comes
from changing the real part. Since the error term is 1+ O(w'/*), the derivative
of /' with respect to y is 1 + O(w?/?), and since g(Ay) equals the 3/ integral
times 1 + O(w), the integral over this range is g(Ao)(1 + O(w'/%)).

The integrand over the rest of our range is

Our range of integration is that where & ( u+1)) > 1. Or

exp (O (y2w +w+ yu'? + yw? log|y]) - Qy))) = exp(~2())

and hence produces a small contribution.
For small A negative, y9 becomes large. The logarithmic second derivative
of f at yg is

(C=1)/2> F1+y0t ™) =Q(yp )

by considering the term where /¥ = O(yp). On the other hand the logarithmic
third derivative at y with real part yy has absolute value

(C=1)> 2R+ ye )73 <20 " min(1, %) = Oy ?).
k=1 k=0

Therefore, since the first logarithmic derivative of f(y)exp(Apy) is 0 at yo,
we have that f(y)exp(Apy) is well approximated by its first two logarithmic

derivatives for |S(y)| = O(yg/?’). In particular, since at |S(y)| = O(yg/?’),

1F)| = f(yo) exp(—=Q(ys’?)), and since |f(y)| decreases with |S(y)], and ex-
ponentially so for |S(y)| > yo, the integral of f(y) with S(y) = S(yo) and

IS(y)| > yo/ Pis f (yo) exp(— ( ) Therefore, using the normal approxima-
ton, g(2a) = O(F (o) explBagi ) ).

17



Now note that by our approximations of the logarithmic derivative of f(y),
that we must have yo = exp(©(—Ay)).

R(w(y+1))
* TwlP T+ D2~

ooz = ©(1), or where |y| = O(w=1/2yy’?).

We may assume that yo = O(w~'/12). Again if we replace our integral by the
one where R(y) = R(yo) maintaining the imaginary parts of y at the endpoints,
we introduce a multiplicative error of 14 O(w?/?) from the change of variables,
and are integrating

Again, our range of integration is that where & (m) > 1. Or

1. The endpoints of this are where ImimE

f(y) exp(Aoy) exp (O (y2w +w+ yw'? + yw?? log Iy\)) :

For |3(y)| = O(yo —log(w)) this is 1+ O(w'/*). Giving in this range g(Ag)(1+
O(w'/*)). For larger y, we have an integrand of size

9(A0)yo * exp(Agy) exp (O (wa +w + yw? + yw?/3 log \yl) - Q(y)) :

The exp(—Q(y)) term dominates giving us a small error. Hence our integral is
9(A0)(1+ O(w'/*)) as desired. o

We return to the problem of approximating

g_l/Gg Ziem ) e dz.

211

Let C and Aq be as before.

Lemma 12. If R(w) + 20 > w3, 20 = O(1), 2z = O(w’1/3m*1), IS(w)] <
R(w)*3 the integral in (15) in the region where R ( ) <1is

2

o (st ~0(e")

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 7 and the fact that [3(z)] >
w?/3. 0

The conditions for Lemma 12 are satisfied if
Qw'?) <yo+1<O0w™),0w *3m1). (18)

The lower bound holds if Ay < O(w™'/3). The upper bounds holds if m <
w=4/3*¢ and Ay > —O(log(w~")). Notice that these hold if w = wp and A
satisfies the appropriate bounds.

18



3.6 The w Integral

We now evaluate py(a;n) by performing the integral in Equation (9). We per-
form the integral dz first and then dw. We use Lemma 7 when |$(w)| is too
large, and the results in the previous section otherwise.

We now work on evaluating

(-1 w enw gmz
27” // dzdw

when O(n'/%) > Ag > —O(logn). We will use the path R(w) = 7/ = wo.

We have by Lemma 7 that when |S(w)| > wg/?’, the value of the integral is at
most
- 2
e~ wg ) )Gy(e™?0; e7W0) Mmoo — () (exp {TM/ ;l} 9(Ag) exp(n1/6)> .

(19)
Lemma 13. Suppose that O(n'/%) > Ag > —O(logn). If the integral in (9)
is performed along the line R(w) = m\/ == = wo in the region where |I(w)| <

6n
R(w)*/3, the result is

(£ — n’3/2 n

We prove this by using results from the previous section to approximate the
nested z-integral. We then approximate our integrand by a normal distribution.

Proof. Using Lemmas (11) and (12) to perform the z integral we find that in
the region of interest the integral in (9) equals

Ao%l;* D) /\/E { + nw} (14 0(n'/®)) + exp {nw + 67;1 - Q(nl/ﬁ)} dw =
exp {W\/?— Q(n1/6)} + Ao%i_ D) \/‘TO/ { + nw} (1+0(n'/®))dw.

We ignore the first term and proceed to approximate the second summand above
by approximating the integrand as a normal distribution. Note that the first,
2\/6”3/2

second and third logarithmic derivatives at w = wo are 0, i = =~*— and
0

O(n?) respectively. Notice that the third derivative is O(n?) for all w. Hence
we have that for |S(w)| = O(n~17/?4), the integrand is

n 6n>/2
exp{7r 23 fﬁ S(w)* +0(n® ())}(HO(n”S))

n n3/2
exp{ﬂ' 2n V6 %(w)2}(1+0(n1/8)).

3 T
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The above integral is the integral of Q(n'/?*) standard deviations of a normal
distribution times an error of (1+ O(n~'/%)), so it equals

For |3(w)| = Q(n~=17/24), the size of the integrand of (9) is decreasing in |3(w)|

leaving us with
2
exp {ﬂ\ / gn - Q(nl/lz)} .

Hence the integral in (9) over the complete range |S(w)| < R(w

A() g - ]- \/wio n3/2 { } (1 + O( 1/8))

- g(AO)QSf — 7\2/;;7/22 \/ NG 3/2 eXP{ } (1+0(n~'/®))
- Var(l - 1)2'1(&)) eXp { \/:} (14 0(n'#)),

which is larger than our error term, proving our Lemma.

)

)4/3 is

Proof of Theorem 5. This follows from (9) and (19) and Lemma (13). O

4 The Asymptotics of p{*"(n) — p}%(n)

In this section we will consider only ¢ odd and sufficiently large.

4.1 Statement of the Theorem and a Generating Function

Define
P (n) = Y pe(asn), pe(n) =Y pe(ain)

a even a odd

as done in [6]. Let

ag(n) = pi*"(n) = pg"(n) = Y _(=1)*pe(a;n).

a

In this section we will prove the following theorem:

Theorem 14. If for some kg we have that

log ¢ k /1 1
Ol == 0 _ 1
( 7 ) A on < O(log™ " ¥),

20



then

£
220D n K/ (qn) 14
= n 1+0 / ’
ar(n) = — o {Kﬂw)} exp{ g Ty (FO0MTE)
w w w=q,,

if ko is even and

042
22(Z+1) dn KZ_(Qn) —1
= (-1 - n 14+0 /4 )
= (5 | exp { B8] 1, L (04
v v W=gn

if ko is odd. Where we used the following definitions:

Ki(w) = 3 T (k) (k)¢ (s5+1) <11£) (2-275%) (1= 2~ o=+,
sp=142mi(2k+1)/ log ¢ 08
2
K (w) 1= 2+ Ke(w)
5 2
K (w) = 2 — Ki(w)

and qp, 1s the unique real number satisfying

1
Q <O?£) < Fog, < O(log™" 0)

and n
K
i { ¢ (w)] = —n, if kois even,
ow w w=qn
and
K-
9 [ (w)] = —n, if kotis odd.
ow w w=qn

Note that £¥0 /\/n can always be picked to be between 1 and /=1, hence our
theorem asks that the value of £¥0/\/n in this range to not be within a factor
of log, of each of these endpoints. Hence for large ¢ most of the multiplicative
range of n is covered by this theorem. Note that K gt (w) = K, lft(éw). Therefore,
when n is in the appropriate range, this formula can be rewritten as

_ n cli (n) + —-1/4
ar(n) = (1" exp [ ()} (14 O(n4)

where czi and @t are both analytic functions that are periodic in log,(n) with
period 2, and the =+ is determined by the sign of |log,n|.

We prove this theorem also with an application of the “circle method”. We
begin by bounding the size of Hy(q) when ¢ is far from +£1. Next we determine
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the size of Hy(q) when ¢ is near +1. We then use an analysis of H, to determine
properties of K(w). Lastly, we use this to perform an integration to calculate

ag(n).

We start by noticing that [k], = k (mod 2). Let

Z ag(n)q" = Fy(=1;q)
ket e

- H H 1 — nkqnf’“)lk HFZ k Ek

k=0n=1

4.2 Bounding the Size of |H(q)|

In this section, we will bound the size of |Hy(q)| from above when ¢ is not near
+1. We will do this primarily by looking at the functional equations for the
function F(q).

For given ¢ = exp(—w), let ko be the largest integer such that (%o R(w) < 1.
We prove that:

Lemma 15. If (Fot1R(w) > 3logl, (FoR(w) < c(log™*¢) for a sufficiently
small ¢, and |arg((—1)*oq)| > 7 /4 — € for sufficiently small € > 0, then

)] < o (o )

Proof. Recalling that |Fy(q)| < Fy(|g|) we discover that

st < r(ay (1D 1)
- Fo(lq|*™)

for any k;. Hence if k1 = ko, under the conditions of Lemma 15,

Fy(|q|*™)

By Dirichlet’s approximation theorem (see [2]) we can pick a rational num-

8 (W) = log(|F((=1)"¢""")|) — log(F(]q|""*)) + O(£~2).

. RIG ) h 2 .
ber h/k so that k < y/€FoR(w), and | =5~ — 2 — E’ T Since

R (m) = Q(1), we have by applying the functional equation for F
with h and k that if fFow’ = (Fow — rikg — 2mih/k, then

2 0

6k2koR(w)| 6

o8| Hi(exp(w))) <+ Ologw) + 4 (|

. ’ é:fw/—l—O(log(E)))

7.‘_2

(M) + O£k log ¢)
() +0 (7t

22
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The constant in the last error term can be made as small as desired by making
¢ as small as desired. Note that R(w) = R(w’). Therefore, for small enough ¢,
if k> 1, or if |[¥(w')] > R(w')(1 —€), then

2
|Hy(exp(—w))| < exp <4878‘E(w)) .

Therefore, the above holds unless |arg(log((—1)¥¢?"))| < 7/4 — e. The se-
quence of (—1)k°q£k is obtained from (—1)]“0qek0 by taking repeated ¢ roots.
Suppose that |arg(log((—1)%¢*"*))| < m/4 but that |arg(log((—1)*1¢*"))| >

7 /4 for some largest ki. Then noticing that

|Fe<<—1>k1qf’“>'>m

[He(a)| < F(|ql) ( Follql™)

and letting (*1w’ = (¥1w — wiky — 2mih/¢, for the appropriate value of h (to
make §(w’) small), and using (6) or (7), we find that

og(mia) <% () (5) (1- 15— +ow).

7.2m

[He(q)| < exp (48%}%(2))

unless no such k; exists, which implies that |arg(log((—1)¥q))| < 7/4, as de-
sired. O

Therefore,

4.3 Approximating H(q) for ¢ Near +1

We would like to able to approximate Hy(q) for ¢ near +1. We use the following
Lemma:

Lemma 16. If w = O(1) and |arg(w)| < w/4, then

e ) =27 [ Lo { (30 )+ (D) v oy o)
Hy(—e") = 270 \/gexp { (E) - (Kif)w)> } (1+0w).  (21)

The basic idea of this proof is to approximate the logarithm of Hy(e=™)/F(e~")
using Lemma 4.
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Proof. Note that

log(Hy(e™")) — log(F(e™"))

=3 D (0 (log(1 — e ) —log(1 - (~1)"e 7" ™))
k=1n=1
o0 _ k) .
= Z ( Tfl) ((_1)+(_1)nm)e—nmg w
k,n,m=1

= = = _Ek—nmw
2y Y Y Bl

k=1 mn odd m odd

Notice that

(

- 1:@;) (Cs+1)(1=27""1)) (¢(s)(1—27%))
=((s)¢(s +1) (;jé) (2—27%)(1—27%).

Therefore, we have, by Lemma 4, that
1-s

14 01=s

log(Hile ™)) ~log(Fle)) = 5= [ TG+ (

T o

> (2—27%)(1-27%)w™*ds.
We can move the line of integration back to R(w) = —2. We pick up poles at

s =1,0,—1 and at s = 1+ 7i(2k + 1)/logf = s;. The remaining term is of
order w?. The residue at s = —1 is of order w. The residue at s = 0 is

—L _ [Llog2
¢(0) (1+£> log2= 309

The residue at s =1 is

@ (D)D) ()=

The residue at s = s;, is

E(suc(ox)Con + 1) (g ) (2= 2790 =20,

Therefore, we have that

g Hole ™)~ Tox(Fle™)) = (57755 ) + (;2;2) + (1) + o),
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Kiw)= X sk (g ) @22 e

sp=1+27i(2k+1)/log¥

as in the statement of Theorem 14. Hence since w = O(1), and since we have
that

log(Hy(e™")) = [log(He(e™™)) —log(F(e™"))] + log(F(e™"))
log(He(—e™")) = log(F(—e™")) — [log(He(e™")) — log(F(e™"))].
By (1) we have that

ey =270 [ L e {(20) 1 (KDY ] (14 o)
Hy(—e™v) = 270D \/gexp { (jg;) - (Kif)w)> } (14 O(w)),

as desired. O

4.4 Analysis of K,;(w)

Next, we would like to analyze Kp(w) a little bit more. We will do this by
looking at the size of Hy(exp(—w)). In particular we prove that:

Lemma 17. If |arg(w)| < 7/4 and (2log¥)/t < (FoR(w) < c(log’1 0), then
on (Kg(w)) _ (—1)”n!3772(_1)L10g2wJ

ow™ w FrEES! + O(z—l—‘—logz w—|log fw | (log ﬁ)w—”—l)

forn=0,1,2,3.

The basic idea of the proof is to use Lemma 16, and to obtain independent
bounds on the sizes of the logarithmic derivatives of H;(q) by using (1), (4) and

(5).
Proof. Given the assumptions of Lemma 17, we have, by (4) and (5), that
log(Hy(exp(—w)))

ko—1
=log(F((—1)* exp(—£*w))) + > ¢*log(Fy((—1)* exp(—L*w))) + O™ /R(w))
k=0

(2) (22 en)

Since the error term is linear in ¢, and since we can also prove the above for
smaller values of ¢, and since ko = |log, R(w) ! |, if log, R(w)~*—|log (R(w) ! | =
Q(log £/ loglog £), then

37.‘.2 (_1) |log, w]

Ko(w) = — s + O(g—1+10ge w—|log fw] log £).
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Differentiating log(He(e~")) n times, we may use this same technique, to find
that

o" (Kz(w)) _ (—1)"n!3m2(—1)lose ] N

S e O(g—l—&-log(w—\_logéwj(loge)w—n—l)
w w w

forn =0,1,2,3, as desired. O

4.5 Integration of H,(q)

We are now ready to prove our theorem. The idea is simply to use the approx-
imations in the previous two section to approximate the value of an integral to
extract the coefficients of Hy(q). We will use the saddle point method to chose
our contour of integration, and will use the normal approximation to evaluate
the integral.

Proof of Theorem (14). Recall the definitions,

52
K (w) = Ty + Ko(w)
_ 52
K, (w) = s Ky(w)

as they are in the statement of Theorem 14. Let wyg = 7 %. Suppose that

Q((log ) /¢) < £Fowy < O(log™" £) for sufficiently tight constants (we shall later
on puts some constraints on the size of these constants). Suppose that kg is
even. Then by Lemma 17 there exists a unique real g, such that

ow

0 (Kt

} B _n
w W=qn

and Q((log?)/f) < Fogq, < O(log™' /). (with weaker constants than those re-
quired for wyp in place of ¢,) We pick our constants to be tight enough that

7.57m2
48

K} (qn) >

Also notice that

1 0* [K[(w) i
2 ow? { w ]qu = 0(a.")
and 5 ()
10 K (w _ _4
6 0wd { w ] =0(q,")-

We fix the constants on our bounds for wg so that these constants are are close
as we like.
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We are now ready to approximate ay(n) under these assumptions. We have

that )
ag(n) —/Hg(e*w)e"wdw

- 211

where the integral is over one full period, namely some path from w; to wy +27i
for some wy. We chose the line of integration defined by ®(w) = ¢,. We break
the integral up into three regions, |S(w)| > R(w)(1 — €), R(w)*? < |S(w)| <
R(w)(1 — €) and |I(w)| < R(w)*/3. We already know by Lemma 15 that the
integral over the first region is

2m?
O(exp{7 T +nqn}>.
48n

Also we know by Lemma 16 that in the second and third regions, the integrand
is

K+
Picay \/gexp {Zw(w) + le} (1+0(n~1?) =

+ Slr2 92 + )3
gz, [ L oxp K (an) + gy — S(w) iZ [Ké (w)} 4 “(1:) Bw) -
21t n 2 Ow w weqn qp

(1+0(n=/%)

where ‘E(’LU)| < 2 w2 o

integral is at most

+
1 02 [M] (1 + €/2). Hence, in the second region the
w=qn

K+
exp {g(%) + ngn, — Q(nl/G)} .
q

n

In the last region the integrand is

+ x 2 2 +
9z, [ I oy {Kf(q") + ngy — S 0 {Kf(w)} } (1+0(n 24+ (w)?n?)).
W=Qn

Gn 2 Ow? w

Since this approximates a normal distribution, we have that the integral in this
region equals

14
22040 dn Kz_(QH) —1/4
+ngn ¢ (1+0(n~Y4).
gy { e e farouny
v v Jw=q,

Since the other terms fit into the error, we have that

14
22040 dn KZ(Qn) —1/4
- v (14 0(n~Y4).
a(n) = =57 o {KZ(M} eXp{ g ey (1O
w w W=(gn
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Analogously, if kg is odd, and g, is the unique real and near wgy so that

0 [EL@)]
ow (I P ’
then
42
n 22D q K, (qn) _
al) = ("5 | e w P {En +ngn ¢ (140(n™1%).
Ow? [ w :|w:qn

O

5 Conclusion

In Section 3, we came up with an asymptotic formula for p,(a;n) that was valid
for a large range of a. There are still a number of open questions relating to
this result though.

Question 1. What happens to pe(a;n) when a becomes larger or smaller than
the values covered by Theorem 5%

As a becomes smaller than is allowed by Theorem 5, our formula should
still hold except with weaker bound. As a gets even smaller, it is unclear what
happens except that the function ceases to be smooth for sufficiently small a.
For a larger than in our allowed region, some analysis can be done by using our
integral expression to approximate log(Ge(e™?#;e~")) for 1 > z > w. We get
the terms log(C') + Az plus

(-1 zlogz ki(w)z

2logl w w w w

where k; is periodic in log,(w). Using this we can see that if we define m =
n — (¢ — 1)a as before that pys(a;n) should fall off very roughly like

exp{ ~erviom (- 22 ) |

It seems unlikely that the above can be extended reasonably to an asymptotic
formula in a much larger range of a than that in Theorem 5 because of all of
the extra terms in the asymptotic expansion of the generating function.

There are also some other points of interest relating to this formula. For
example,

Question 2. What is the general behavior of g?
In Section 4 we analyzed the asymptotics of ag(n) and came up with a

formula that works when ¢ is odd and log,(n) is far from an integer. In the
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range where log,(n) is close to an integer, computer analysis suggests that a,(n)
can look rather chaotic when the main terms cancel each other (although it is
hard to get very many good data points). It seems likely that the asymptotics
of as(n) can also be demonstrated for small odd ¢ using a sufficient amount of
computer computation in order to show the the generating function, Hy(q) is
small away from ¢ = £1. It would also be nice to know:

Question 3. What is the behavior of az(n)?

This case should be qualitatively different from the case of odd £ since here
Hy(q) is small for ¢ near any root of unity. Techniques similar to those in this
paper suggest that as(n) is on the order of

ox cn
P logn |~

It should also be possible to approximate the size of ) w™as(n) if w is any
root of unity using similar techniques, although the integration formula may
involve a complicated sum of Dirichlet L-functions.
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