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SOME INEQUALITIES FOR GARVAN’S BICRANK FUNCTION OF
2-COLORED PARTITIONS

SHANE CHERN, DAZHAO TANG, AND LIUQUAN WANG

ABSTRACT. In order to provide a unified combinatorial interpretation of congruences mod-
ulo 5 for 2-colored partition functions, Garvan introduced a bicrank statistic in terms of
weighted vector partitions. In this paper, we obtain some inequalities between the bicrank
counts M*(r,m,n) for m = 2, 3 and 4 via their asymptotic formulas and some g-series
techniques. These inequalities are parallel to Andrews and Lewis’ results on the rank and
crank counts for ordinary partitions.

1. INTRODUCTION

A partition [2] of a nonnegative integer n is a finite weakly decreasing sequence of positive
integers whose sum equals n. One of Ramanujan’s most beautiful works [23] deals with
congruences modulo 5, 7 and 11 for the partition function p(n), which counts the number
of partitions of n. In 1944, Dyson [15] defined the rank of a partition and conjectured that
this partition statistic can combinatorially interpret Ramanujan’s congruences modulo 5
and 7. This was later confirmed by Atkin and Swinnerton-Dyer [9]. Dyson also conjectured
a partition statistic, which he called crank, to provide a unified combinatorial interpreta-
tion of Ramanujan’s three congruences. This partition statistic was found after over four
decades by Andrews and Garvan [5]. In recent years, the two partition statistics motivate
a tremendous amount of research.

A partition is called a 2-colored partition if each part is receiving a color from the set of
two prescribed colors. Let p_s(n) count the number of 2-colored partitions of n. Then

S poa(n)g” = —
n=0

(¢:9)%°

Here and in what follows, we assume |¢| < 1 and adopt the following customary notation
on partitions and g-series:
(a:9) = [ (1 — ag™,
n=0

(al, a2, -, Ap; Q)oo = (al; Q)oo(a2; Q)oo e (an; Q>oo-
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The following Ramanujan-type congruences for p_s(n) were proved by Hammond and
Lewis [19] as well as Baruah and Sarmah [10, Eq. (5.4)]:

pa(bn+2)=p o(5n+3)=p_2(5n+4) =0 (mod 5). (1.1)

Moreover, Hammond and Lewis [19] defined a partition statistic which they named “birank”,
and showed that this birank may give a combinatorial proof of the above three congruences.

Analogous to the Andrews-Garvan-Dyson crank function for partitions, Andrews [3] in-
troduced his version of bicrank function for 2-colored partitions, which can combinatorially
interpret

p—2(bn+3)=0 (mod 5).

In 2010, Garvan || 8] further modified Andrews’ bicrank function so that it can give a unified
combinatorial proof of all the three congruences in (1.1). We refer to [18, Eq. (6.12)] for
the definition of Garvan’s bicrank function.

Due to the universality of Garvan’s bicrank function, throughout this paper, what we
mean by bicrank will be Garvan’s version. Let M*(m,n) count the number of 2-colored par-
tition of n with bicrank m. Garvan showed that M*(m,n) satisfies the following generating
function (cf. [18, Eq. (6.17)])

Z ZM*(m,n)zmq":( S (1.2)

2q,274q, 22¢, 2724, )

m=—oco n=0

from which he proved that, for any integer n > 0,

a(5n+ 2
M*(O,5,5n+2):M*(1,5,5n+2):---:M*(4,5,5n+2):%,

_o(5n +4
M*(O,5,5n+4):M*(1,5,5n+4):---:M*(4,5,5n+4):%,
M*(0,5,5n+3) = M*(1,5,5n+3) =--- = M*(4,5,5n + 3) (mod 5),

where M*(j, k,n) := 3>, _: (noa »y M*(m, n) is the number of 2-colored partitions of n with
bicrank congruent to j modulo k.

On the other hand, in 2000, Andrews and Lewis [6] studied the sign patterns for the
rank and crank counts of ordinary partitions. The following is an example of their results
for the crank function.

Theorem 1.1 (Andrews—Lewis). For alln > 0,
M(0,2,2n) > M(1,2,2n),
M(0,2,2n +1) < M(0,2,2n + 1),

where M(r,m,n) counts the number of partitions of n with crank congruent to r modulo
m.

In the same paper, Andrews and Lewis also established some inequalities between the
crank counts modulo 4 for ordinary partitions and conjectured several sign patterns for the
rank counts modulo 3 as well as the crank counts modulo 3 and 4. Their conjectures were
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later confirmed by Kane [21] and Chan [13]. Subsequently, Chan and Mao [1/]| obtained a
refined result on the rank and crank counts modulo 3 through standard g¢-series techniques.

These works motivate us to investigate Garvan’s bicrank counts modulo 2, 3 and 4 and
obtain similar inequalities (see Theorems 2.1, 2.4 and 2.6 below).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present our main
results. In Section 3, to prove the inequalities satisfied by Garvan’s bicrank counts, we will
apply the circle method, and hence a detailed background description will be given. We
also provide some slight modifications of Chan’s work in [13]. In the next two sections, we
will show two asymptotic formulas and deduce the desired inequalities. Then in Section 6,
we provide some elementary proofs for several special cases of the inequalities. We conclude
with some remarks in the last section.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Along the direction of Andrews and Lewis [(], we prove the following inequalities together
with other results for bicrank counts.

Theorem 2.1. For alln > 0,

M*(0,2,n) > M*(1,2,n) ifn=0 (mod 2),
M*(0,2,n) < M*(1, 2,n) ifn=1 (mod 2).
-1
(¢;

This result is almost trivial. Taking z = —1 in (1.2) yields

02 (4:9)3
(M*(0,2,n) — M*(1,2,n)) q¢" = =
; T Cei@ok (P
We further take ¢ — —¢q, then the right-hand side becomes the generating function of pairs
of partitions into distinct odd parts, and hence has its Fourier expansion coefficients being
positive. This immediately leads to the desired result.

o0

= ()% (21)

Remark 2.2. Recently, the second author and Fu |17, Theorem 1.4] obtained two similar
inequalities for the birank. Interestingly, assuming that M (r, m,n) counts the number of
2-colored partitions of n with birank congruent to r modulo m, then (cf. [I7, Remark 1.2
and Eq. (2.1)])

M*(0,2,n) — M*(1,2,n) = M5(0,2,n) — My(1,2,n). (2.2)
It would be interesting if one can find a combinatorial interpretation of (2.2).
Remark 2.3. In 2015, Koté&Sovec , p- 13] obtained the asymptotic formula for the
coefficients of .

(—g9)n’

where m is a positive integer. The m = 2 case yields

\ ; (=" n
M(O,2,n)—M(1,2,n)NWexp m g .
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The interested readers may compare this formula with our Theorems 2.5 and 2.7.
The cases when m = 3 and 4 are more intriguing. We first have

Theorem 2.4. For all n > 0,
M*(0,3,n) > M*(1,3,n) ifn=0,2 (mod 3),
M*(0,3,n) < M*(1,3,n) ifn=1 (mod 3),
except for n = 5.
This result is a consequence of an asymptotic formula for M*(0,3,n)—M*(1,3,n). Before

stating this formula, we recall that the modified Bessel functions of the first kind is defined
as

Io(w) = i m!l“(miL s+1) (%)MH’ (2:5)

m=0

where I'(2) is the gamma function. It is known |1, p. 377, (9.7.1)| that, for fixed s, when

|argz| < 3,
e’ 48 —1 (48> —1)(4s* —9)
Iy(x) ~ 1-— — . 2.6
@)~ o ( st 282 (26)
Theorem 2.5. Forn > 1,
2my/n — 1—12
M*(0,3,n) — M*(1,3,n) =c(n) Iy | ————— | + E(n), (2.7)
3v/3
where
TeosZ  ifn=0 (mod3),
c(n) =9 —cosf ifn=1 (mod3),
Tsink  ifn=2 (mod3),
and

/ 1 / 1 1
< . — _ . -
|[E(n)| <173.14/n B (log 2w <n 12) + 1) +74.34/n B

We also have

Theorem 2.6. For all n > 0,
M*(0,4,n) > M*(2,4,n) ifn=0,2,3,7 (mod 8), (2.8)
M*(0,4,n) < M*(2,4,n) ifn=1,4,5,6 (mod 8), (2.9)
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except for n =4 and 20.
Again, this is a consequence of the following asymptotic formula.
Theorem 2.7. Forn > 1,
M*(0,4,n) — M*(2,4,n)

71'1/71—1—12 71'1/71—1—12
:cl(n) [0 —FCQ(?’L) I() —_—

_— + E(n),
73 Ve (n)
where
—m ifn=1 (mod4),
cin)=q¢m ifn=3 (mod4),
0 otherwise,
(msinf  ifn=0 (modS8),
mcosy ifn=2 (mod8),
co(n) =4 —mwsing ifn=4 (mod38),
—rmcosg ifn=06 (mod8),
L0 otherwise,
and

1 1 1
|E(n)|§224.2\/n—ﬁ <log,/2w<n—ﬁ)+1>+55.6\/n—ﬁ
1
1 LAVALaENT
+244\/n——= exp | ————
V" T2 TP T

3. THE CIRCLE METHOD

(2.10)

One powerful tool to obtain the asymptotics in Theorems 2.5 and 2.7 is the circle method.
Here we shall use Chan’s version in [13], whose approach follows from Rademacher (cf. |2,

Chap. 5|) and a later modification due to Kane [21].

For convenience, we adopt Chan’s notation in [13]. We also use the conventional notation

e (z) := €*™* for complex z.

3.1. Cauchy’s integral formula and Farey arcs. Let f(z) = >~ a(n)z" be a holo-
morphic function on a simply connected domain containing the origin. Cauchy’s integral

formula tells us

1 @,

ailn) = —
. 1 9
2mi Y Alas

|z|=
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where the contour integral is taken counter-clockwise. We set r = e 27/N* = ¢=27¢ with N
to be determined.
We next dissect the circle by Farey arcs. It follows that

am=3 ¥ (—”—,j‘) | s ior6))e (-no) e a,

1<k<N 0<h<k Enk
(h,k)=1

where h/k is a Farey fraction of order N and &, denotes the interval [~} ,, 6} ] with
—0,, , and 0}, being the positive distances from h/k to its neighboring mediants.
At last, making the following changes of variables z = k(9 —i¢) and 7 = (h+1iz)/k yields

=3 Y (<) [ sle@enaer o (3.)

1<k<N 0<h<k Eh,k
(h,k)=1

3.2. Functional equations. Let ¢ := e(7) with 7 € H, the upper half complex plane.
For any v € SLy(Z), we define the fractional linear transformation

y(T) = Zz_—j__z, with v = (CCL Z) :
1
F(q)=F(e(r)) == G

The functional equation for Dedekind eta-function (cf. [7, pp. 52-61]) tells us that when
c>0

We also write

24 2 24c
where s(d, ¢) is the Dedekind sum defined by

wo= 3 ()

n mod ¢

Fle(r)) =e (T —0) _slde) ot d) “iler+d) Fe(v(1)),  (32)

with

-z -1/2 ifxdZ,
(@) = {0 itz ez,

and the square root is taken on the principal branch, with 2*/? > 0 for z > 0.
Recall that ged(h, k) = 1. For m such that ged(m, k) = 1, we put h,, = mh and choose
an integer h, such that b/ h,, = —1 (mod k) with b,, = (h],h,, +1)/k. Let

W —by
Y(m,k) = L _h'm .

It is easy to check that vy(mx) € SL2(Z).
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Chan [13] obtained the functional equation between F'(e(7)) and F(e(7(m,x)(7))) provided
ged(m, k) = 1. However, it will make our subsequent arguements more transparent if we
slightly modify Chan’s transformation formula for general m.

Lemma 3.1 (Modification of |13, (3.13)]). Suppose that gcd(m, k) = d with m = dm’ and
k = dk'. We have

hy. r .
K mik

Vi k) (T) = (3.3)

and

F(e(mr)) = et (7 —m'2) (M) Vm!z F (e (Ym oy (m7)) ). (3.4)

Proof. Recall that
h+1iz h+iz
T = =

k dk'’
Hence noticing that m/d = m’ and m’h = hy,,,, we have

Vo (M7) = Bt + K (i) — e k7
_h 1
T mikz
Furthermore, we obtain (3.4) by taking 7 — m7 and v = Y in (3.2). O
3.3. Necessary bounds. Chan [13] also obtained most necessary bounds.
Let |&, x| denote the length of the interval &, 5. It follows from [13, Eq. (3.14)] that
1 2
— < < —. .
N S Eni| < N (3.5)
Noting that z = k(o — i¢), hence
k
This implies that
k
|2 > e (3.7)

Chan also proved that (cf. [13, Eq. (3.16)])

We show explicitly
Lemma 3.2. Suppose that ged(m, k) = d with m = dm’ and k = dk’. We have

e ged(m,k)? /m
(1 _ e—ﬂgcd(m,k)Q/m)2 ’

| F (€ (vomr oy (m7)) )| < exp (
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1 —7 ged(m,k)?/m
< exp (( c 5 |- (3.10)

F(e (v (m7)) )

Proof. We write in this proof ¢ = e (y) with y € H. Recall that p(n) denotes the number
of partitions of n with the convention that p(0) = 1. It is clear that p(n) > 0 for all n > 0.
One the one hand, we have

1l—eT gcd(m,k)Q/m)

|<Zp )al" = F(lq]).

On the other hand,

L:oo kT 5 °O¥:
'F(q)‘ kl;[g\l q}Sg(1+|q|)§gl_|q|k F(lq])-

Chan showed that (cf. [13, Eq. (3.19)])

e—27r\s( )
F(lq]) <exp <(1 — 6_%%@))2) . (3.11)

We see from (3.3) that

N (V(m’,k’)(mT)) - mk'2 2m

Hence the left-hand sides of (3.9) and (3.10) are both

_ 6_27"3(6(7(m’,k’)(m7))) - ( e—wgcd(m,k)2/m )
< exp 5 | <exp 5 |-
(1 . e—27r%(e('y(m/7k/)(m'r)))> (1 — e—ﬂgcd(m,k)z/m)

2
1 5}?(1)> 1 l{;_gcd(m,k).

We also need the following rough bound.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1y,...,nr be R integers, all non-zero, and let oy, ...,ar be R distinct
positive integers. Let y € H. Then

e(ay))™ —1

R 3
‘nT ‘ 6—27ra7-\s(y)
< —
=~ eXp <Z (1 - e—27ra78(y))2 L.
Proof. We begin with the observation that Hle F(g%)"™ can be treated as the generating
function of a weightd multi-colored partition. More precisely, for F'(¢*"), the corresponding

subpartition is an ordinary partition where we require parts being multiples of «,. For
F(q°)~!, the corresponding subpartition is a weighted distinct partition with parts being
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multiples of a,., where the weight is given by (—1)* with # counting the number of parts.
Hence if we write (with ¢ = e (y))

r=1

R
‘nT ‘ 6—27ra7-\s(y)
S exp (Z (]_ _ e—27raT%(y))2 - 1’
where we use (3.11) in the last inequality. O

Since the modified Bessel functions of the first kind play an important role in our results,
we establish the following bounds on Iy(x).
Lemma 3.4. For x > 0 we have
m e’
81

Iy(z) < (3.12)

For x > 1 we have

Io(z) > 45\—7{\67 (3.13)

Proof. We need the following inequality: for 0 <t < 7,

2
—t <sint <. (3.14)
T

For = > 0, by (3.14) we have

1 ™
I(](LU) — _/ emcos@ do
0

2e*  [7/?
™ Jo

2¢% w/2 82
e 2" du

6—232 sin? u du

™ Jo
26 s
Sx
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Similarly, for z > 1, by (3.14) we have

2e*  [T/?

I _ == —2zsin? u d
o(x) - /0 e u
z w/2
Z 2i/ €—2xu2 du
T
>£L/
= \/7
>£L/%
= a \/7

> U
57‘(‘\/7

Remark 3.5. The inequality (3.12) will be used many times in our arguments while (3.13)
will not be used. The purpose for giving (3.13) is to help the readers understand roughly
how the main term dominates the error term in Theorems 2.5 and 2.7.

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF M*(0,3,n) — M*(1,3,n)

For notational convenience, © =, v means v = v (mod m), and likewise u #,, v means
uZ v (mod m).
Taking z = (3 = €>™/3 in (1.2) yields

(¢:9)% G
T (60 4G G e (@R

(M*(0,3,n) — M*(1,3,n)) ¢"

n=0

(4.1)

For convenience, we write
a(n) = M*(0,3,n) — M*(1,3,n).
Let

=S () 7h_qq> _ Fle(3n)
_Z (%)% Fle(r)'

n=

It follows from (3.1) that

> 5 o) [ stetnene e

1<k<N 0<h<k
(h,k)=1
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= > + > Ze(—%h)

1<k<N 1<k<N | 0<h<k

| fe)eno)eme ds

Eh,k

k;‘égo kEgO (h,k)=1
= Sl + SQ. (42)
4.1. Estimate of S;. When k& # 0 (mod 3), we have
F(e(37))"
ey = El?
Fe(r))

_ Fle(en (37))):&(%—62—%“2)6 (28(3h’ k) — ds(h, k)) (3z71)
5 ,

i
F (e (vam (7))
where the last equality comes from (3.4). Hence it follows from (3.6)—(3.10) that

£ (e (7))e (~ne) ™
F (e (v (37))°

F (e (v (1))
51 2e~7/3 4o )

< 3k INZe2me(nm i) exp | — 28 +
- P86 (e (1)

(3|Z|_1) e27rng

5
‘ _5ml_m,

We therefore have

$i=) X () [ semens e o

1<k<N 0<h<k En.k
k£30 (hk)=1

Z Z / Bk—1N2e2ﬂQ(n—%)
Ehk

1<k<N 0<h<k v Sh,

k#30 (hk)=1
51 2¢7/3 4eT
X ex —— 4+ + d
p( 36 (1—em/3)? (1—6—”)2> ¢

Z Z Bk—1N2e2ﬂQ(n—%)

1<k<N 0<h<k
k#30 (hk)=1

IA

IA

IA

1 —7/3 —
Z 3k—1N262ﬂQ(n_ﬁ) exp <_2_7T + 2e + de ) _2 k
1<k<N
k%30
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5% 2e~ /3 4e” T )

<623 N (log N+ 1) exp | —o= + +
N (lee Jew | ~3 (1—e/3)?  (1—e)
< 248 2" ) N (log N + 1).

4.2. Estimate of S;. When k£ =0 (mod 3), we write k = 3k". Define

o = € <28(h, k) —24s(h, 3k )) .

We also write for convenience

o (r) = B+ izt
=0360)\T) = SV
Then we know from (3.3) that
B+ izt
’Y(l,k’) (3’7‘) = T = 3’7‘,.

It also follows from (3.8) that

fletn) =20
= il (6 (7(1’]«) (37-)))2 Wh k! 6#(%_2) z7t
F (6 (7(1,31«) (7)))4 ’
_ F(e(37)) on e (3-2) -1
Fle()*

Then

S= 3 (—”—,f) | fe)en) e ag

/ F(e(37))°
bow Fe()

X wh,k’ eﬁ(%_z) Z_le(_n¢> e27rng d(b

nh _m (1_ _
1<3k'<N 0<h<3k’ €31/
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F(e(37))
cx oy ) [ (B
1<3K' <N 0<h<3K 3K En s F(e(r))
(h,3K")=1
X wh,k’ e#(%_zj Z_le(—n¢) e27rng d(b
=. Tl + Tg. (43)

We first estimate T5. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that

F 37/ 2 2 —67(7’) 4 —27¥(7’)
(6(7'))4_1§exp - pvarec g - o | L
F (6 (7-/>> (1 _ 6—67r\9(7' )) (1 _ 6—27r\9(7' ))
Hence
_ 390

Fe(3r)” 1‘
Fle(r)"

e 26—67T%(T’) 46—27r§(7")
< 530 [ exp 5 + 5| —1
(1 _ e—67r‘5(7”)) (1 _ 6—27r%('r’))

= ( ( T ) 1)
e ex - ,
- P la e T (1 enp

since the second line is indeed a decreasing function of (7') for I(7') > 1/2. This yields

o2 )y V?
T3] < Z Z / me(n—1s) ¢

1<3k'<N 0<h<3k’ S

(h,3K")=
—37r Qe
+ 1) d
(exp ( 1_ 6_3”) (1 — e_ﬂ_)Q) ) ¢
L) N

Sk

(h,3K")=1
y 2e737 N 4e T 2
ex —
Pla— e T 1—enp KN
2
< (%) N7
- 3k’
1<3k/<N
2e37 4e T 2
—1 3K
X <6Xp <(1 _ €_3W)2 (1 . 6_7r)2) ) 3k'N
x 2e 37 4e” T
<262”9(" 12)N log N +1)eiz (ex < )—1)
o ( & ) P (1-— 6—3“)2 (1-— e"T)2



14 S. CHERN, D. TANG, AND L. WANG

We now estimate 77, which gives the main contribution. The following evaluation of an
integral plays an important role.

Lemma 4.1. Let ged(h, k) =1 and define

I— /5 et (12) 716 (Zng) €22 dg, (4.4)
Then |
1= myn +E(I) (4.5)
k V/3k
with 1
|E(I)] <5.2 e%;(n_%m (4.6)

Proof. Making the following change of variables w = z/k = p — i¢ yields

»
1 o+t - Y
I=— 2mewitn ™" 5) (kw) ! duw.
2mi o—if)

We may further separate the integral as

Q—i—i@}hk L
/ / / omeazw 2™ (n ﬁ>(l{;w)_1 dw
27”’ co—iby oo+i0), .

= Jl - JQ + Jg,
where
['i= (—o0 —ify ) — (0 — b)) = (0 +1i0),) — (=00 + 6}, ;)

is a Hankel contour.
To bound Jy and J3, which contribute to E([), we write w = = + i With —o0o <z < 0
and 0 € {0}, ,,—07 . }. Following Chan [13, p. 120], we have (noting that 7= < (0] < %)

_m _m_ (1) s x
€6k2w | = €6k2 w) — e6kZ 22162

Ew) 7l < < < 2N.
| (kw) }_k =5 < 9] <

Hence for j = 2 and 3, we have

1 o
|J;] < 2—/ ome® 2 (") 9N dy
T

o0
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27
_ N ame(nts) < 9.6 _gare(n—t),

m(n = 1) n—1s

This implies that

e27rg(n—1—12)N
| = ot ol < || 4 || < 5.2 ———.

12
We now compute the main term J;. Making the following change of variables t =

wk+/12n — 1 yields
o 1 L”*TIZ(H%)t

= - 73
i k 2mi ¢

Note that the new contour I is still a Hankel contour. From the contour integral represen-
tation of I;(x) (cf. |8, pp. 610-616])

—1dt.

1 =
I(z) = 5 /t_s te (1) gt (I" is a Hankel contour),
i
we conclude
1T 2my/n — %
R A e e
k V/3k
and therefore complete our proof. O

It follows from Lemma 4.1 with k& = 3k’ that

S, <3k>/ wn %7 (572) 271e (—ng) 2 dg

1<3k'<N 0<h<3k’ h,3k’
(h,3k")=1

Sy g (2

= D + < ) wh k= ]0 s

LT oo 3k 3k 3v/3k'
(h,3K)=1

with

D Y Y st

1<3k'<N 0<h<3K' 12 12
(h,3k")=1

For the main term in 77, we compute the &' = 1 case

" 5 4{(:os%7r ifn=0 (mod 3),
n s

2 () = s st w0
(Ohﬁ?it)ﬁz?i Tsink  ifn=2 (mod 3)

=:c(n).
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Hence we obtain the main term in (2.7)
2wy /n — ﬁ
c(n) I
1o | S22
For 2 < k' < N/3, using (3.12) we deduce that

2maln — L
|Hp| == Z Z ( 3k/)whk = A

I,
3k 3\/§/<;/

2<k/<N/3 0<h<3k’

(h,3K")=
T e 3x/_k’
< 3K
> 3%/[ .
2<k'<N/3
3\/_k’
3_%W

N/3
where we use the trivial bound nt/2 < 373/2N3/2 for N > 1.

n=1
4.3. The asymptotic formula of a(n). It follows that the total error term is
[E(n)| < |Si] + [To] + [ Dn + | H,|

<254 7" BN (log N + 1) + =
3 1 . n— 1o
+ 0.7 N2 (n——) e 33 .

Setting N = /27 (n — 1/12) yields

1 1
|E(n)] <25.4ev2my/n— ﬁ (log”QW (n - ﬁ) + 1)

52¢ 3 1
V2 ) —
T3 ( )N 1

3 1 ™ n,11
+ 0.7 (\/27r)2 \/n— 2 e W§7
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1 1 1
<173.1 - — (1 2 - — 1 4. - —
<173.14/n 15 <og“ w(n 12)+ >+7 34/n 15

V"~ T2
+ 2.8 n——e V3.

Together with the main term

1
2w/ n -

c(n) I ,
) 1y | 5=
we arrive at the desired asymptotic formula.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.4. We deduce from a short computation that the sign of
M*(0,3,n)—M*(1,3,n) is determined by the main term (and hence by ¢(n)) when n > 114.
For the remaining cases, we check them directly and hence arrive at the desired inequalities.

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF M*(0,4,n) — M*(2,4,n)

This time we take z = ¢ in (1.2) to obtain

- (4:9)? (4;9)?
(M*(0,4,n) — M*(2,4,n))q" = — , &S = 00
; ( ) (19, =iq, =0, G D)oo (=% ¢*)oo(~0 0%
(¢;0)
_ o 5.1
(4% ¢%) o (" 4" oo (5.1)

Again, we write for convenience
b(n) = M*(0,4,n) — M*(2,4,n).

We will only outline the proof of the asymptotic formula of b(n) as it has the same manner

as the previous proof.
Let

=D bn)g" = '
; (4% 4%) oo (0% %) oo F (e (r))*
It follows from (3.1) that

bn)= Y > e(—%)/ fe(r))e(—ne)e*™ dg

1<k<N 0<h<k
(h,k)=1

S POEDIED ol DORIES

1<k<N 1<k<N 1<k<N | 0<h<k
k=51 k=42 k=40 (h,k)=1

= Sl +52+53.
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5.1. Estimate of S;. We have

si=| 2 X (<) [ fem)enaenas

1<k<N 0<h<k Eh,k

k=21 (hk)=1

1<k<N 0<h<k h,
k=21 (hk)

<y [

z

IA

1<k<N 0<h<k “&nk
k‘Egl (h,k)=1

F (e (vem (27))) F (e (vap (47))) ‘
F (e (vaw (7))

(2\/§|z\—1> e (¢h
Z Z 2\/51{;—1]\[2627@(71—%)

y 137r+ e /2 N e/ N 4e=T
exp | —
96  (1—em2)? (1—e™)? (1—e)
< Z Z 2\/51{:_1]\,26%9@—%)
1<k<N 0<h<k
k‘Egl (h,k)=1
y 137r+ e /2 N e/ N 4e=T
exp | —
9% (1—em2)" (1—e)" (1—em)
< Z 2\/5]{3_1]\72627@(”_%)
1<k<N
k=21
y 137r+ e /2 N e~ /4 N 4e™
ex —
PAT06 "0 T e )
< 4v2 (") N (log N 4 1)
y 137r+ e~/ N e/ N 4e=T
exp | —
%6  (1—em2)? (1—e™)? (1-—e)

_1

<29.1 7" =) N (log N + 1).

5.2. Estimate of Sy. Let k = 2k’ with & =1 (mod 2). We have

Sal =1 >, > 6<—n—:)/ f(e(r))e(=ne) e do

1<k<N 0<h<k En.k

k=12 (hk)=1

)
)

de

kN
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Sy ¥ / Yaw) (27)) F (e (vem) <4T>>>’

)
1<2k/<N 0<h<2k’ Sh,2k! (6 (7(1,21«) (T)))
=21 (h2K)=
(\/_|Z‘ 1) 2mno d<f>
>y V2 (2K) 7t N2ee(n i)

1<2K' <N 0<h<2k’ * Sh.2k’
k=21 (h2K)=1

“ e <7T+ e en Al )d¢
X N
P\ a2y T — ey

SN vzK) T Nzl )

1<2k/'<N 0<h<2k’
k=21 (h2k")=1

X ‘e 24k’z oW

“ ox (__+ e 2" N e N 4e7T ) 2
P\ e T a—er? - N
Z \/5 (2]{5/)_1 N2€27rg(n—1—12)

1<2k'<N
k'=21

—27 —T 4 —1Tr 2
e e e ) ok

T
Xexp | —=— + + +
p< U A—e2)  (I-e) (1-e)) 2N

1

<22 e2re(n _T)N(logN—i- 1)
X exp <—l + - 7 + ©’ 5 + de” 2)
24 1—e?)” (1—em) (1—e)
<322 N(log N +1).

5.3. Estimate of S;. Let k = 4k’. Define
(s(h, 2K") + s(h, k') — 4s(h, 4k’))
Whk = € .

2

We also write for convenience
, B +iz7t
T = 7(1,4]@’)(7_) = 74]{/ .

Again, we have (1) > 1/2.
Similar to (4.3), we separate S3 into two parts:

¥ X (-3 [ semensea

1<k<N 0<h<k En.k
k=40 (hk)=1
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- ¥ < 4k/) /gh,%,F (e @T())(F )(64(47’))

1<4k'<N 0<h<4k’
(h,Ak")=1

X wh,k’ eﬁ(%_z) Z_le(_n¢> e27rng d(b

= Z Z ( 4]{?/) / Wh, k' eﬁ(%_z) Z_l6 (_n¢) 627rng d¢

1<4k/'<N 0<h<4k' En,an!
(h,aK)=1

22w

1<4k’<N 0<h<4k' h, 4k’
(h,4k")=1

(F (e (27())(F )(64(47’)) B 1)

X Wh k! ez (377) ,71¢ (—no) €™ d¢

= Tl —|— Tg.

We estimate T5:

el N
ni< Y Z/ lnd) 2 o

1<4k’<N 0<h<4k’ h 4k’
(h,4k")=

« (e ( N ) 1) dé
X _
P <1—e—2ﬂ>2 1I—em?  (1—er)
N2
27TQ %
<y > ) e

1<4k'<N 0<h<4k’
(h,Ak")=1
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Next, it follows from Lemma 4.1 with k = 4k that

Z Z ( 4k/)/ Wh, k! eﬁ(%—z) Z_l6 (_n¢) 627rng d¢

1<4k/'<N 0<h<4k' En, 4k’
(h,ak)=1

1
2 2T n— 15
3D YD M G P ,

1<4k' <N 0<h<dk’ 4\/§k/
(h,AK")=1
with
eme(rh)N 5.2 errelni) N3
D, < 252 — <5 1
[ n —_
1<4k/<N 0<h<4k’ 12 12
(h, k)=
For the main term in 77, we compute the &' = 1 case
o o - %f n=1 (mod 4),
Z e\ o =4" ifn=3 (mod4),
(Oh%g 0 otherwise
=: ¢1(n),
and the k' = 2 case
msin g ifn=0 (mod 8),
ok o s co§ z ] ifn=2 (mod 8),
-3 wh2§ —msing ifn=4 (mod38),
(Oh<8h)§_81 —mcosg ifn=6 (mod38),
L0 otherwise
c2(n)

Hence we obtain the main term in (2.10)
) 1 m™/n— & m™/n— &
ci(n — —

1 0 23

For 3 < k' < N/4, we use (3.12) to deduce that

el Y% <4k) 2 27?\/E

0
/
3<k/<N/4 0<h<4K’ C Ak 4\/§k/
(h,Ak")=1
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4/3k'
<3%7TN1 1 “ion n\/iTlZ
2 _ 63
=78 "T1y) €
_1 1
<0.6 N? 1) =
2 —
n 12 e

5.4. The asymptotic formula of b(n). It follows that the total error term is
[E(n)| < [S1] 4+ [95] + [Ta] + [ D] + [Ha

Setting N = /27(n — 1/12) yields

1 1
|E(n)] <329 ev2my/n— D (log”QW (n - ﬁ) + 1)

2 3 1
+546(V2W> "2

1 / 1 / 1
< . S mln— — . S
2242 \/n 12 (log 2 <n 12) + 1) +55.6 4/n 12

+24 n-15e 6v3

Together with the main term
/N — % T/ — %
cn) ly | ——— c _—

we arrive at the desired asymptotic formula.

5.5. Proof of Theorem 2.6. We deduce from a short computation that the sign of
M*(0,4,n) — M*(2,4,n) is determined by the main term when n > 2160. For the re-
maining cases, we check them directly and hence arrive at the desired inequalities.
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6. SOME ELEMENTARY ARGUMENTS

It is also possible to partially prove Theorems 2.4 and 2.6 with merely elementary argu-

ments.
o0

Let f(¢) = > anq¢™ and g(q) = > b,q" be two formal power series in q. We write

f =g (resp. f > g) if a, > b, (resp. a, > b,) for all n.

6.1. Two cases for m = 3. Here we give elementary proofs of the following two inequali-
ties:

M*(0,3,3n) > M*(1,3,3n), (6.1)
M*(0,3,3n+1) < M*(1,3,3n+ 1).
Recall the following two identities:
Lemma 6.1. We have
(@)oo = (.47, 676" oo — a(¢®, ¢*, 675 ¥ ) oo — (&%, 6, 75 ¢ )oes (6.3)
(@:0)% = P(a*) — 3a(¢”: ")

where
o0 q3n+1 q3n+2
P(q) = (¢ 9)ws 1+6Z<1_q3n+1—1_q3n+2) (6.5)
n=0
= (@0 Y, g (6.6)

m,n=—00

Eq. (6.3) is a simple consequence of the Jacobi triple product identity |2, p. 21, Theorem
2.8]. Eq. (6.4) can be found in [21]. Eq. (6.5) comes from [20]. At last, Eq. (6.6) comes
from [12].

Applying (6.3) and (6.4) to (4.1) yields

S (4:9)3
M*(0,3,n) — M*(1,3,n))q" = —==-
2 (M*(0,3,n) (1,3,n)) D)
1
= P (P(¢®) = 3q(q* ¢*)2)
% ((q12’ 0, 0% 0% ) — (6%, 42, 7 ¥ )oo — (3, 2, ¢ q27)oo). (6.7)
Consequently, we dissect

[e.9]

(M*(0,3,3n) — M*(1,3,3n))¢"

1
= oL ((¢", ¢° 4" ") P(q) + 34(q, 4%, ¢°; ") (@ °)2.). (6.8)
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Note that
(a",4°, 4" ¢°)oP(a) _ 1 i g
)2 2 3 o6 g7 a8 g9
(7:9)% (4,6% 6% ¢% 4" 4% @)oo, =
1 < 1 -
- m2+mn-+n? S — k “
m,n=—o0 k=0
and that
IR o) ) 0o ) 00
(2.4° ¢% @")oo(@® °)3 1 NURT
(43 9)% (@*¢% a5 0" ) (G0 —
since (4% s the generating function of 3-core partitions. Hence from (6.8) we deduce

that M*(0,3,3n) > M*(1,3,3n) for all n > 0.
We also dissect

D (M*(0,3,3n+1) — M*(1,3,3n+ 1)) ¢"

n=0

3644 6% ) (@ )2+ (P47 0% %) P(g)
(¢ 9)3%

Using similar arguments, one may prove that M*(0,3,3n + 1) < M*(1,3,3n + 1) for all
n > 0.

6.2. Two cases for m = 4. We also give elementary proofs of the following two inequali-
ties:

M*(0,4,4n + 1) < M*(2,4,4n + 1), (6.9)
M*(0,4,4n + 3) > M*(2,4,4n + 3). (6.10)

We know from |11, p. 40, Entry 25| that
Lemma 6.2. It holds that

(Q' q>4 (q4' q4)10 o 4(] (q2’ q2)c2>o(q87 q8)go (6 11)
()% (6% )% (g% a*)%
Applying (6.11) to (5.1) gives
e . (a* ¢")? (7% ¢*)o(¢% 0%)2
M*(0,4,n) — M*(2,4,1)) ¢" = © 44 < (6.12
2 M OAm A A = (g et T e, O
Hence,

N . n (¢ @) (q*; 02
D (M(0,4,2n+1) — M*(2,4,2n+ 1)) ¢" = —4 oL 9(q).
n=0 ' 0
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To prove (6.9) and (6.10), it suffices to show that the coefficient of ¢" in g(—¢) is negative
for all n > 0. Note that
4. 44 4. 44
P G MU0 U T')
2
2

(¢% %3, (4 @)oo (0% ¢*) o

2. 2 4. 4 2 o0 2
14" )oo ; 1
— _4(q 7q ) ((q q2)oo) — _4 5 Z qm(m—l—l) _< 07
(@) \ (0% ¢%) (@:0%)o \ 2=,
where the last equality follows from the Jacobi triple product identity. We hence arrive at
(6.9) and (6.10).

Remark 6.3. As an immediate consequence, we obtain the following congruence.
Corollary 6.4. For alln > 0,
M*(0,4,2n+1) = M*(2,4,2n+ 1) (mod 4).

7. FINAL REMARKS

We conclude with two questions that will merit further investigation.

1. In view of (6.7), one can readily obtain

3 (M*(0,3,3n+2) — M*(1,3,3n+2)) "
_ 7(?(; Z;C’O (3(*. 4" ") (s 0")% — (0.4 ¢") P (@) - (7.1)

However, it is unclear whether one can find an elementary proof for the case n = 2
(mod 3) of (2.3) by analyzing (7.1).
Moreover, from (6.12) we have

oo

(4% ¢°)2
M*(0,4,2n) — M*(2,4,2n)) ¢" = = 7.2
;( ( ) ( ) (¢ 0)3(a* ¢*)% (72)
From [/, Lemma 4.1] we find
1 (4" ")

6 _ 10, 16 2 14, 16
= =459 59 oo T (=47 =G4 o) - 7.3
(0 (¢%d*)% ( ) ( )) =

Substituting (7.3) into (7.2), extracting the terms in which the exponent of ¢ is even

and odd, respectively, after replacing ¢> by ¢ and then changing ¢ to —¢q, we obtain
(M*(0,4,4n) — M*(2,4,4n)) (—q)"

n=0

_(%0°)%(¢% %) <(q3 7 0) (¢ 9")% 0. (qz;qz)io(q8;q8)§o) (7.4)
(45 9)%.(¢% ") U )% o (7% ¢*) ’

I
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D (MF(0,4,4n +2) — M*(2,4,4n + 2)) (—q)"
n=0
(% 0*)2. (6% 0%) oo (% *)2 (% a®)% i) (¢*; q4)§o) 1)
(4% ¢ T (¢%¢%)%

- 2(¢%, 4% ¢)oo
(3 D)% (¢% ¢*)% ( ( )

It would be appealing to study the sign patterns of the coefficients on the left-hand sides

of (7.4) and (7.5).

. According to the second author’s recent work with Fu [10] involving multiranks, we

notice that for the purpose of combinatorially interpreting congruences (1.1), there are
a number of alternatives that will work equally well as Garvan’s bicrank. Namely,

bicrank, := ¢*(my) + fc* () for ¢ =2,3 (mod 5),
where we refer to [18, Sect. 6] for the definition of ¢*(7). We remark that the ¢ = 1 and
2 cases respectively correspond to Andrews’ and Garvan’s bicranks. Following the same

line of proving Theorems 2.5 and 2.7, one may obtain a number of asymptotic formulas
and inequalities for these partition statistics involving 2-colored partitions.
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