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Abstract

We develop a simple and unified approach to investigate several aspects of the cluster statistics of
random expansive (multi-)sets. In particular, we determine the limiting distribution of the size of the
smallest and largest clusters, we establish all moments of the distribution of the number of clusters, and we
prove a local limit theorem for that distribution. Our proofs combine effectively two simple ingredients:
an application of the saddle-point method through the well-known framework of H-admissibility, and an
ingenious idea by Erdés and Lehner that utilizes the elementary inclusion/exclusion principle.
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1 Introduction & Main Results

Sets and Multisets In a particular setting of the models that we consider we are given a set C — the
so-called clusters or components — whose elements have each a specific size, that is, we are given in addition
a mapping | - | : C — N that assigns to each cluster its size. Then we study objects that are composed out
of elements in C and whose structure can be described in terms of elements in the set

0, = {(Nl,...,Nn)eNS: 3 ka:n}.
1<k<n

Using this notation, we say that a (compound) object O has cluster structure (Ny,...,N,) € Q,, if there
are Ny clusters of size k in O for 1 < k < n. Naturally, in that case we say that O has (total) size n and we
write |O| = n.

The first broad class of models that admit such a description are sets or assemblies on the label set
[n] :== {1,2,...,n}. This class includes the prominent examples of permutations (where the clusters are
cycles), graphs that have some appropriate property (where the clusters are the connected graphs with that
property) and the Maxwell-Boltzmann model of ideal gas from statistical physics (where the clusters are
particles at some energy level). Let us write Cf for the number of objects of size k in C, k € N. Then, in
this class of models the number of compound objects (that is, sets) with cluster structure (Ny, ..., N,) € Q,
equals

! Ni i N
ﬁ H ?\l” =n! H %, (1.1)
1<i<n ™ 1<i<n = ¥ 1<i<n v

the first term is a multinomial coefficient that partitions the n labels to the IV; objects of size i, and the
second term selects a set of N; objects from the objects of size ¢ in C, for all 1 < i < n. Actually, this
formula can also be used if we replace C; with an arbitrary non-negative real number (with no combinatorial
interpretation); this is the case, for example, in coagulation-fragmentation processes, where (1.1) is related to
the equilibrium state of the system. We refer to [13] for an excellent overview and many detailed examples,
and to the extensive work [17] and the excellent books [9, 4] that treat the combinatorial settings.

From now on we assume that the Cj’s are non-negative real numbers. If we sum up (1.1) over all elements
in ©,,, we obtain the partition function of the model, which in the combinatorial setting is just the number of
C-sets of total size n. Then, a fundamental fact is, see [9, 4], that if we set ¢, = C/k!, the partition function
equals n! times the n-th coefficient in a power series S that satisfies the beautiful and simple identity

C(x) == chxk = %xk and  S(z) :=e“®, (1.2)
k>1 E>1

A further important class of models are multisets, where we may add each cluster several times. This class
includes — most prominently — partitions of an integer (where the clusters are the natural numbers) and
unlabeled objects, for example graphs (where the clusters are unlabeled connected graphs) as well as the
Bose-Einstein model of ideal gas. In this class of models the number of compound objects (that is, multisets)
with cluster structure (Ny,..., N,) € Q, equals

10 <ci +J<{V - 1>7 (1.3)

1<i<n

where the binomial coefficient accounts for the number of ways to choose with repetition N; elements
from C;,1 < i < n. As before, (1.3) makes also sense if the Cj’s are arbitrary non-negative reals, which
happens for example in another model of coagulation-fragmentation processes. Again [14] is a great source
of examples for that matter. Moreover, summing up (1.3) over all elements in €,,, we obtain the partition
function of that model, which in the combinatorial setting equals the number of C-multisets of total size n.
Then, if we set ¢ = Cf, the partition function equals the n-th coefficient of a power series G that satisfies
the (again, beautiful) identity

C(x) :=chxk, and G(z) :=exp ZC(:vj)/j . (1.4)

k>1 j>1



If we consider structures as the ones just described, then two questions immediately pop up. First, there is the
counting problem: how do the coefficients of C relate to the coefficients of S resp. GG, in other words, how many
C-(multi-)sets of a given size are there? This question alone is mathematically challenging and interesting, but
further it is essential to investigate a second question: what can we say about the “typical” cluster structure
in a (multi-)set? More specifically, let S(") = (Sg"), ce 55,")) € Q, and G = (ng), ce Ggl")) € Q,, denote
the cluster structures of an element drawn uniformly at random from all C-sets and C-multisets of (total)
size n. Denote by [¢"]F(x) the coeflicient of ™ in a power series F. By definition and using (1.1) and (1.3)
we readily obtain

1 cNi
(n) _ - - . i,
Pr {s (Nl,...,Nn)} TS 1<|.<| 1 LV e (1.5)
1 c¢i+N; —1
(n) _ _ . i+ Ni .
Pr (G = (i, Ny EEe) 1<|_<| ( N ) LNy, Nyt (1.6)

Let F(") = (Fg"), cey F%n)) be either S or G(™). Central objects of interest are the distribution of the total
number of clusters
A(F(”)) = Z F,(Cn)
1<k<n

and the distribution of the size of the smallest and largest clusters

M(FM)Y = min{l <k<n: F;ﬂn) > O} and L(F™) .= max{l <k<mn: F,(C") > O}.

State of the art Let h: [1,00) — [0, 00) be an eventually positive, continuous and slowly varying function,

which means that
h(A\x)

)

=1, for A>0.

Then a quite common and rather general assumption in the study of (multi-)sets is that the counting sequence
for C fulfils
cn="h(n)-n*t.-p acR, 0<p<l. (1.7)

Under this assumption the prominent problem of determining [2"]S(z) and [z"]G(x) is treated in several
papers. The state of the art is: [26, 25] treat the convergent case o < 0, [1] the logarithmic case o = 0,
[14, 10] the exzpansive case a > 0 and [15] a specific “quasi-expansive” class of sequences that satisfy an
analytical set of conditions implying o« > 0 and p = 1, the Meinardus scheme of conditions. We see that
from today’s viewpoint the partition functions are pretty well understood.

Regarding the statistical properties of (multi-)sets the picture in the convergent case (a < 0) is also rather
complete. It is known that the number x(F(™) of components converges (without scaling) in distribution,
see [3], and the tails are determined completely in [22]. In this case, removing a — the — largest cluster from
F(") leaves an object that converges in distribution to a limit given by the Boltzmann model, cf. [26, 25, 2],
implying that n — £(F(™) has a limiting distribution.

The expansive case, on the other side, is quite different from that. In general, R(F(")) is unbounded with
high probability in this case. This is already reflected in the special case of integer partitions, which are
multisets of natural numbers; the classical work by Erdos and Lehner [6] determines the proper normalization
so that the number of parts in a random integer partition converges in distribution. However, in the general
expansive setting, the precise picture is not completely understood and rather fragmented. More specifically,
the number of C-multisets of size n and N clusters, which is obviously related to Pr[x(G(™) = N], was studied
in [23] when p < 1. The distribution of £(G(™) was studied in the quasi-expansive case: [24] describes parts of
the distribution, and [20] finds the proper normalization leading to a central limit theorem, which is Gaussian
only for parts of the parameter range. Determining the proper scaling for m(G(")) in the expansive case is still
an open problem. Regarding sets, the proper normalization that yields a local and central Gaussian limit
theorem for x(S(™) is established in [7] in the expansive case and when h(n) is constant; treating general h
has not been achieved so far.



There are also many results about the smallest and largest clusters of F("™). Here integer partitions are also
well-understood, as the representation of integer partitions into Ferres diagrams shows that the distribution
of the number of clusters and of the largest clusters are identical. In the case of multisets, Mutafchiev [21]
establishes that after appropriate normalization ﬁ(G(")) converges to an extreme value distribution in the
quasi-expansive case. Regarding the expansive case we are not aware of any detailed results concerning
M(G™) and £(G™). For the case of C-sets, [11] proved that there is a threshold n'/(@*1) for £(S(™),
meaning that the probability of the event {£(S(™) < n®} tends to 0if 8 < 1/(a+1) and to 1if 8 > 1/(a+1).
In their work also the limiting distribution of the minimal cluster size is determined. still unknown.

Our contribution In this paper we perform a thorough study of the expansive case, that is, we make an
assumption that is at least as general as (1.7) with o > 0 — see below — and we derive a rather complete
picture: we determine the limiting distribution of the size of the smallest and largest clusters, we establish all
moments of the distribution of the number of clusters, and we prove a local limit theorem for that distribution
for both C-sets and C-multisets.

On the methodological side, our findings are based on a simple, yet far-reaching observation, that somehow
has escaped notice so far. The proofs in the state of the art works, for example [10, 14], are conducted by
studying the partition functions [z"]S(z) and [2"]G(z) with the help of the powerful Khinchin’s probabilistic
method, see [11] for a great overview and some historical perspective, to reduce the analytical problem to a
probabilistic one; but in heart the authors apply the well-known saddle-point method to the Cauchy integral
representing the coefficients of the series at hand. For that they basically prove that S(z) and G(x) possess
a property called H -admissibility, see Section 2.1, but without calling it that way. Now, the great advantage
in realising that a series F' is H-admissible is that by existing results one is able to compute/estimate
[z F (z) and [z"~*]F(x)/[2"]F (z) systematically for virtually any 0 < k < n as n — oo. This has powerful
consequences, as the studies of the cluster statistics always rely at some point on determining such a fraction.
So, knowing that S, G —and for that effect, many related series that we construct explicitly —are H-admissible
opens us the path for obtaining incredibly detailed results. In particular, by combining our observation with
the elementary methods developed in [6] in the context of integer partitions, we are able to find the proper
scaling under which £(S(™), £(G™) and M(S™), M(G™), converge and we identify the limit.

Plan of the paper In the remainder of this section we present our main results. In Section 2.1 we recall
from the existing literature the concept of H-admissibility, where we also present the main tool, Lemma 2.1,
that provides coefficient extraction results for H-admissible functions. Section 3 contains all proofs. There
we establish in Section 3.1 the result that S, G and some related and directly relevant power series are indeed
H-admissible. Subsequently, the main results are proven in Section 3.2.

1.1 Main Results

This section is structured as follows. We begin with introducing oscillating expansive sequences, that con-
stitute a setting more general than (1.7) when o > 0. In our first result Theorem 1.1, which is of technical
nature, we show that we can extract the coefficients of several generating series related to S(x) and G(z).
As a first application we determine in Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4 the distribution of the largest and
smallest components in (multi-)sets drawn uniformly at random. Moreover, as a rather straightforward con-
sequence of Theorem 1.1, we determine the moments of the number of components in uniform (multi-)sets
in Corollary 1.5. Finally, we establish a local limit law for the number of components in Theorem 1.6, a fact
whose proof utilizes the aforementioned enumeration results [23] and the acquainted knowledge about the
moments of the distribution.

We will use the following notation. A non-negative sequence (ci)xren is said to be in the set F(aq, asg, p)
for 0 < a3 < as and p > 0 if there are constants 0 < A; < As such that for all sufficiently large n

A -na L. pm <, < Ay o2l (1.8)

Such sequences are referred to as oscillating expansive with parameters aq, s, p. This setting is rather
broad, and it also includes models that are not expansive in the sense that

—n

Cn = h(n)-n*"1.p~™  his eventually positive and slowly varying, o > 0,0 < p <1, n €N,



for example ideal gases; we refer for a general introduction and examples to see [13].

Remark: Real-valued sequences. As we already remarked, our upcoming results all hold for arbitrary
non-negative real-valued sequences (¢ )ren that do not necessarily have a combinatorial interpretation. This
is possible since S(x) and G(z) can be directly defined by (1.2) and (1.4) without being seen as the generating
series of sets and multisets. Moreover, by viewing the measures in (1.5) and (1.6) as the definition of S and
G, these random variables can be investigated detached from uniform sets and multisets. Nevertheless,
in the rest of the paper, whenever we talk about the “set” setting, we always refer to S(x) and S and
similarly, when we talk about “multisets”, we will refer to G(z) and G™).

Coefficient Extraction and Counting In our first main result we determine asymptotically the coeffi-
cients of S, G and a wide class of related power series in the oscillating expansive setting.

Theorem 1.1. Fora>0,0<p<1and0<e < a/3let (ck)reny € F(2a/3+¢,a,p). Let z, be the solution
to 2,C"'(zn) =n. Then, for { € Ny and as n — oo,

A p— (19)

n . :CZN
(o) O ~ SR 2

Let £ € No, (p1,...,pe) EN§. If 0 < p < 1, then as n — oo,

z z ¢
e [T 3 o) ~en {3 o) 20l fem )

1<i<e 21nC" (z)
If p=1, let gn be the solution to .-, @ C'(¢)) =n. Then, as n — oo,

G(qn) ngige 2321 37 Cla3) g (1.11)

[z"]G(x) _JrCET) ~ —
199 ZJZI \/277 2321 quzjc//(qu)

The proof is in Section 3.2.1. A natural application of Theorem 1.1 is solving the counting problem,
that is, determining the numbers s, /n! := [z"]S(z) and g, := [£"]G(z) of C-sets and C-multisets of size n
asymptotically. That is, if (cx)ken € F(2a/3 +€,a,p) for a > 0,0 < ¢ < /3 and 0 < p < 1 we recover
(though, due to the notational discrepancy this is not immediately obvious) streamlined versions of the
results in [10, 14]

S(Zn) -n

- . . ' / =
Sy~ 2O z, " -nl, z, solves 2,C'(z,) = n

and

noa |l exp{Cz)}
ex C(p’ ——— . 2" 0<p<1and z, solves z,C'(z,) =n
p { X<l )/]} S i 0 (2n)
I G(gn)

\/277 EjZI jq%jcn(q%)

—n

g, p=1and g, solves 3,5, ¢,C'(¢}) = n

The Distribution of the Largest and Smallest Clusters Theorem 1.1 is not only helpful to obtain
counting results, but it can also be applied to get fine grained information about the cluster statistics of
random (multi-)sets. Let S and G(™ be the random cluster structures from (1.5) and (1.6), respectively.
The next statements are concerned with the distribution of the extreme (in both directions of the spectrum)
cluster sizes in S and G(™. Recall that for F(®) ¢ {S(") G}

M(F(”)) = min{l <k<n: F,(cn) > 0} and E(F(")) = max{l <k<n: F,(c") > O}.



First we treat the largest clusters. Freiman and Granovsky [11] show that if (c)ken is expansive, then the
coarse threshold for the size of the largest cluster in the C-set S is given by n!/(®*t1) in the sense that

, . {0, B<1/(a+1)
P [c(s< ))S"B} _{1, B>1/(a+1)

However, the question about the actual order of magnitude, and even more, the limiting distribution, re-
mained an open problem. Mutafchiev [21] treated the C-multiset G in a specific setting — under the
aforementioned Meinardus scheme of conditions — that in addition to several assumptions requires p = 1.
He established that for specific functions functions f(n), g(n)

—t

lim Pr|L£(G™) < g(n)+tf(n)| =e¢ , teR,

n—r oo

a fact that was known for integer partitions from the classical work [6]. In our next result we show that,
after appropriate normalization, this behavior is universal for expansive (multi-)sets.

Theorem 1.2. Let (ci)ren be expansive. Fort € R and 8 > 0 set

LA I C(pe?)
h(B~1)

Let z, = pe~" be the solution to z,C'(z,) = n and g, = pe~** the solution to > i1 @ C'(¢)) =n. Then

s(t,B) =B (InX +1t), where X =T(a) *C(pe ?)(InC(pe "))

lim Pr [E(F(")) < s(t, Bn)} = e_eft, where 3, = , teR.

n—00

£ FW =G p=1

The proof, which is in Section 3.2.2, is based on a combination of H-admissibility together with the
inclusion/exclusion principle as exploited in [6]. For an application of Theorem 1.2 we have to determine
C(pe=?) and pe=PC’(pe~?) accurately enough as 3 — 0. Here is a particular example where this works out
nicely, the proof of which is performed after the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Example 1.3. Let ¢, =n“"1p™" for a > 0,0 < p <1 and n € N. Define

Then, if z, = pe™"™ is the solution to z,C'(z,) = n,

mw=f(n) +on™) and InX =alnf(n)+ (a—1)Inln f(n) + (o — 1) Ina +o(1)
and, if g, = pe~¢" is the solution to 221 @ C'(¢)) =n,

tn=Ffn) P +on™) and X =alnf(n)+ (@—1)Inlnf(n)+ (@ —1)Ina+o(1).
This delivers the exact scaling for the distribution of the largest cluster in S and G™ for all0 < p <1 .

Next we consider the smallest clusters. In the next result we determine the distribution of M(S(),
M(G™). The authors of [11] determine the limiting distribution of M(S(™) in the expansive case. We
extend their result to the oscillating expansive case and further to M(G(™).

Corollary 1.4. Fora>0,0<p<1and0<e < «/3 let (ck)ren € F(2a/3+¢€,a,p). Then, for s €N,

eXp{ - > Ckp’“}, Fin) = s

1<k<s

exp{—z > ckpﬂ‘k/j}, Fo) — g

j>11<k<s

n—r oo

lim Pr [M(F™) > 5| =

Moreover, lim,,_, o, Pr [M(F(")) > sn] =0 for any s, — oo and F") ¢ {S(”), G(")}.



The Cluster Distribution In this section we study the distribution of the number of clusters in S and
G(™. Recall that for F™ € {S() G(™} the number of components is defined by

k(FM) = Z F;Cn).

1<k<n

Extending the generating series S(x) and G(z) to the bivariate version where the additional variable y tags
the number of clusters in a (multi-)set yields, see [9, 4],

S(z,y) =exp{yC(z)} and G(z,y) =exp Z M

Then for £ € N

"yk1S(z, y) [z"y*]G (2, y)
Pr [u(s™) = k] = EYIS@Y) g e [r(6m) = #] = V)
g ["””( ) ] 7]S(x) ¢ T [”“( ) } [z"]G(z)
For n,¢ € N let (n); denote the falling factorial (n); := n(n —1)---(n — £+ 1). By a straightforward
computation we obtain the well-known relations
(2" (") S (@, w)], _,
[z7]S(x)

[z7)d"/ (dy")G (@, y)|
[27]G(x

=L reN. (1.12)

E [ (s(5"))e] = and E [(x(G™)),] =

For the specific case ¢, ~ en®~tp~" and ¢, > 0,0 < p < 1 the results in Erlihson and Granovsky [8] can be

used to obtain the moments of ﬁ(S(")); the following result completes the picture for both sets and multisets
in the oscillating expansive case.

Corollary 1.5. For o > 0,0 < p <1 and 0 < e < a/3 let (ck)ven € F(20/3 + €, ,p). Let z, be the
solution to z,C’'(z,) =n. Then

sSM. 0<p<1

E |k(F")| ~ C(z,)¢ for F™ = .
[6FOY] ~ Cn) g & o<z

If p=1, let gn be the solution to .-, ¢, C'(¢}) =n. Then

E 5G] ~ S Ch) and B[x(G)] ~ (X)) + Y i),

Jj=1 Jjz1 Jjz1

The proof is in Section 3.2.3. Some further comments are in place. First, note that in Corollary 1.5
we consider only the first and second moment of m(G(")) in the case p = 1. We actually may compute
any moment also in that case by determining carefully the derivatives in (1.12) and then making use of
Theorem 1.1. However, already for the case £ = 2 the second term in the asymptotic formula for E [K(G("))ﬂ
can be of the same order as the first term. To see this, consider following example. Let ¢, ~ n®~! for some
0 < a<1. Set g, = e *. Then, as we will show later in Lemma 2.2, we have that Y-, C(q}) = ©(&,")
and Y-, jC(¢}) = ©(&,?). For this reason it seems out of reach to get a “nice” formula for E [r(G™)*]
for general ¢. So, we are content with only presenting the cases { = 1,2. As a second remark, we want to
mention that in general we cannot compute the variance in any of the cases that we consider, as we do not
know (and in the generality considered here, cannot obtain) the second asymptotic order of the expressions
at hand.

Under the stronger assumption that (cx)xen is expansive we can actually say much more. In this direction,
Erlihson and Granovsky [7] derived a local and a central limit theorem for x(S(™) under the condition
cn = cn®1p™ for c,a > 0,0 < p < 1 and n € N; note the “=" sign. Here we establish the validity of a
local limit theorem in the expansive case for sets and multisets.



Theorem 1.6. Let (ci)ren be expansive. Then for any K > 0, as n — oo

r[k(SM) = z zZn)/ (0 ~e 2. ! - .
Pr [k(S®) = |C(zn) + 1v/C(z) o+ 1) Ve

If 0 < p < 1 we further get that for any t € R, as n — oo,
2 1
Pr [k(G™) = |C(zn) + t/C(2n +1)|| ~et/2. .
r [K(G™) = [C(za) + t3/Cza) [(a + 1)) N ERTICESY

The proof can be found in Section 3.2.3. Let us make two more remarks. First, this theorem of course
strongly suggests that the variance of £(S(™) and x(G™) is ~ C(z,)/(a+1); we leave it as an open problem
to establish that. Moreover, note that in Theorem 1.6 the statement about x(S(™) implies a central limit
theorem, whereas the statement about x(G(™) is weaker and in general not sufficient to obtain a central
limit theorem.

In the proof we will, among other ingredients, exploit knowledge about the (asymptotic) number of C-
(multi-)sets of total size n and with N clusters. In the paper [23] we determined the asymptotic number
of such multisets, which is nothing else than the coefficient [2"y"]G(z,y), for a wide range (but not all)
of N. Here we solve, again by using tools from [23], the analogous problem for the set case; the proof is in
Section 3.2.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let (ck)ken be expansive. Let N = N, be such that N,n/N — 0o as n — oo. Set r, to be
the solution to r,C'(ry,)/C(ry) = n/N. Then, as n — oo,

1 C(TH)N —-n

" N S x, ~ — . T
="y 1S (@ 9) ~ V2eNr2C7 () /(@ + 1)C(rp))

2 Preliminaries

In this section we first introduce the concept of H-admissibility and state Lemma 2.1, which is a central result
about coeflicient extraction. Subsequently, we collect various estimates for power series that are needed in
the forthcoming proofs in Section 2.2.

2.1 H-admissibility

We start by reviewing the concept of H-admissibility, which is a general set of conditions on a function F(z)
with radius of convergence 0 < p < oo under which [2"]F(z) can be computed asymptotically. This theory
was initiated in the seminal paper [16] and has seen numerous extensions and applications. As a general
reference we recommend [9, Ch. VIIL5].

Set F(x) = ef (*) | By applying Cauchy’s coefficient formula and switching to polar coordinates we obtain
for some 0 < r < p

[T

[g;”]F(gz:):E 3 F(ret%)e %40, (2.1)

To get a grip on this expression we expand F(rei?) at 6§ = 0, so that for some |¢| < |0] < 7

. ; 62 i0)3 ;
F(ret%)e ™% = F(r) - exp {i@(a(r) —n)— ?b(r) + ( 6) c(re‘f)} (2.2)
for functions a, b and c¢ given by
ia(z) = % (ze'?) s —b(z) := 88—922 (ze'?) o and i%c(z) := 88—;3 (ze'?) o
In particular,
a(@) = af'(z), bx) = 22 f"(@) +of'(@) and o(@) = 23" (@) + 302 @) +af (2). (23)



With these definitions at hand we (informally) say that F'(z) is H-admissible, if it is possible to split up (2.1)
into a dominant part, where f(re!?) —nif = f(r) +i6(a(r) —n) — 02b(r)/2 + o(1), and another integral that
is negligible. Then by choosing a(r) to be (close to) n the asymptotic value of the dominant integral can be
retrieved, as it is of “Gaussian” type. The following three conditions formalize this idea, where F' is assumed
to be a function with radius of convergence 0 < p < oo which is positive on some interval (R, p) C (0, p).

(Hy) [Capture Condition] a(r) and b(r) tend to infinity as r — p.
(H2) [Locality Condition] For some function 6 : (Rg, p) — Rt we have as r — p uniformly in 0] < 6y(r)
F(ret%) ~ F(r) - exp {iba(r) — 60°b(r)/2} .
(Hs) [Decay Condition] As r — p uniformly in 0y(r) < |0] <=7
F(rel?) = o(b(r)fl/QF(r)).

We call F(z) H-admissible if it has the three proprties (H;)—(Hs). The following statement, which originates
in [16, Thm. 1], provides a useful tool for determining the n-th coefficient of a H-admissible function, see
also [9, Prop. VIIL5].

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that F(x) is H-admissible. Then asr — p

("] F(z) = \/% o <exp {_7@(;&)”)2} + an) ,

where lim,_, , sup,, cnlen| = 0.

In particular, by choosing any r such that (a(r) —n)?/b(r) = O (1) we get the first asymptotic order
of [#"]F(z). This allows us to compare different coefficients [z"*]F(x) and [z"]F(z) using the identical
saddle-point 7, a simple yet impactful fact we will use numerous times later.

2.2 Asymptotics and Estimates for Power Series

First we state the following auxiliary lemma which will help us to compute asymptotic bounds for the sum
Y51 JPTIC ((e7x)7) for B € N,y € No and as x — 0. In the proof we use the Euler-MacLaurin
summation formula (and the computations are inspired by [19, Appendix A]).

Lemma 2.2. Let 8,v € Rar. Then, as x — 0,

ke xk dy - x~OH, B<l4y

e _ _

Zﬁ” x O n(x™), B=1+7,
(1 —exk)p

= d2'X_’87 B>1+’7

where, letting ¢ denote the Zeta-function,
b= 7 4 and d
1 /o T=enpd wd d ¢(B=)
Proof. Define g(t) := t7e™X!/(1 — e X)?. For B —~ < 1 the integral [;°t7e™"/(1 — e~")Pdt exists (since

the integrand is asymptotically t~(#=7) as t — 0) so that by convergence of the Riemann sum to the
corresponding integral we obtain

k)ve=xk o et
) — v~ 5 (X - —(v+1)/ it
> g(k) = x XY (1= eiys ~ X . T—op

k>1 k>1



Next we consider the case § —~ > 1. Let Py(z) = x — |#] — 1/2. Then the Euler-Maclaurin formula, see for
example [12, Ch. 9.5], gives us

Zg / (t)dt + (21) + /100 g ()P (x)dz. (2.4)

k>1

We will determine the first integral by using dominated convergence. Note that for t > 1
X907 = (xt)e ™ /(1 — e X)P.
Thus

¥—8 >
ili%x gt)y=t""", t>1 (2.5)

Further, the continuous function z%e=%/(1 — e7#)? tends to 1 as z — 0 and to 0 as z — oo. Hence there is
some A > 0 such that

XPg(t) < AP, t> 1 (2.6)

Thus, by dominated convergence, (2.5), and the fact that floo t=(B=7dt exists

oo oo oo 1

/ g(t)dt = x_'@/ XPg(t)dt ~ X_B/ =Bt = P ————. (2.7)

1 1 1 f—y—-1

The next term in (2.4) is g(1)/2 ~ x~?/2. Moreover,
o0 o0 7~ le—xt Ve X! Ve 2xt

"(t)Py(t)dt = — — XB———7— | Pi(t)dt. 2.8
Jdomwa= [ (vq = -3 e ) BO 25

Note that 8 —~ > 1 implies that 8 — (y —1) > 1 and (8 + 1) — v > 1 so that as before

/ d (P ()t ~ (7 — B) / 1= (8741 py (1)t — 5P+ / 1= (5= Py ().
1 1

1

As B —~ > 1, the last term is O (x"#*1) = o(x~#). Moreover, by using again Euler-Maclaurin summation

L—(B=7) —(B- 'y) 1 oo
- —(B—+1) dt.
25 /1 =5 "t —B)+/1 ! Pt

k>1

Computing the integral and rearranging the terms yields

e —(B—~41) _ C(B—1) 1 _ 1
/ﬂ B = T hG A D 2B

The claim follows for 3—+ > 1. Finally, let us consider the case 3 = y+1. Set a = In(x ')~/ 0+1) = o(1).
We have that

X”“/loog(t)dt—/x = _M+1dt (/ / / > 1_e_mﬂd =L +L+0(Q).

In I; we use that ¢ = o(1) to obtain that [; ~ f; t7ldt = Ina —Iny ~ In(x~1). In Iy we estimate
I < (1—e )0t [Tpret = 9(In(x1)"/2) = o(ln(x~1)). Hence

[“mwﬁ~x<ﬂﬂmu1» (2.9)
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Further g(1) ~ x7# = x~0*1 and by estimating |P;(z)| < 1 in (2.8) we get

’ d 7 le—xt t7e Xt e 2xt d J 7 J
g ()P (t)dt| < + + X t=: + + Js.
"/1 ( ) 1( ) ' _‘/1 (’7(1 eix)ﬁ X(l e Xt)ﬁ X (1 e Xt)ﬁ 1) 1 2 3
Since B = ’Y‘i‘l we have that Y 1 _B = —2 and the iIltegral fl t 2dt exists. IIenCe, a.na.].OgOU.S to (25)*(2 A)

we obtain by dominated convergence that J; = O (x~0+Y) = o(x=+Y1In(x~1)) for i = 1,3. Analogous
to (2.9) we obtain that

= [ gttt ~ T )
1
implying that J, = o(x =" In(x~1)). This finishes the proof. O

In the following two lemmas we consider an eventually positive, slowly varying function h : Rt — Rar
which means that lim,_,. h(Az)/h(x) = 1 for any A > 0. An immediate consequence from [5, Theorem
1.3.1] for such functions is that they are subpolynomial, that is, for any § > 0 and x sufficiently large

/

_ z\%  h(z '\
0 < h(z) < 2% and (?) < h((:v)) < (E) for all 2’ > 2 > xg. (2.10)

The next result is a consequence of the famous Karamata’s Tauberian Theorem which was originally derived
in [18].

Lemma 2.3 ([5, Thm. 1.7.1]). Let a > 0 and h be an eventually positive and slowly varying function. Then,
as x — 0
> h(k)E e * ~ T(a)h(x )X
E>1
The following lemma shows that slowly varying functions appearing in integrals can often be handled
with quite easily.

Lemma 2.4 ([11, Prop. 2]). Let « > 0 and h be an eventually positive and slowly varying function. Let
(bn)nen, (tn)nen be sequences such that b, — b € (0,00] and byt,, — 00 as n — oo. Then, as n — oo,

oo o0
/ h(xty)z“e™ dx ~ h(bntn)/ x%e "dx.
b, bn

The last lemma in this subsection is a simple estimate for series with non-negative coefficients and a
positive radius of convergence.

Lemma 2.5 ([23, Lem. 2.7]). Let m € N. Let F(z) = Y, frz® be a power series with non-negative
coefficients such that f,, > 0 and radius of convergence p > 0. Let 0 < & < 1. Then there exists A > 0 such
that for all0 < z < (1 —¢€)p

1< F(z) <1+ Az.
fmz™

3 Proofs

Here we collect the proofs of all our main results. In Section 3.1 we state and prove Lemma 3.1. Section 3.2
contains all the proofs of the statements in Section 1.1.

3.1 Proof of H-admissibility

In this section we prove the following lemma, which is the backbone of the other forthcoming proofs in this
section, and on the way some properties of functions related to (2.3).

Lemma 3.1. Fora>0,0<p<1and0<e < a/3 let (ck)ren € F(20/3 + €,,p). Then

S(x)C(x)* and G(z) H Zj21jpiC(:vj)

1<i<e

are H-admissible for { € Ny and (p1,...,p¢) € N§.

11



3.1.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1 in the Set Case

In this section we prove that Fy(x) = S(x)C(z)* is H-admissible under the conditions stated in Lemma 3.1,
that is, we verify properties (H;)—(Hs) for Fy and the corresponding

fo=mmF,=C+/{InC.
Before we do so, as a preparation we establish some useful properties of the functions defined in (2.3)
ag(z) = xfy(x), be(a):=a?f(x) +afi(z) and co(z) =2 f"(x) + 327 (x) +afy(z) . (3.1)
To simplify the notation we also introduce

Ag(z) := Z E*ckx®, s € Np. (3.2)
k>1

With this definition at hand we are able to abbreviate
Ao(z) = C(x), Ai(z) = 2C'(x), Ag(x) =2C"(x)+2C"(x), Asz(x)=2°C"(2) + 32°C" () + xC’(x).

Then we obtain

B Aq(z) B As(x) Ay (z)? an
ag(z) = A1(z) + er(x)’ be(z) = As(z) + E(Ao(x) Ao(a:)2> d s
x x x x)3 '
co(x) = Ag(z) + E(jzgxi - 3’411510)(‘;1)22( )y 2283 )

An immediate consequence of Lemma 2.3 is the following auxiliary statement.

Corollary 3.2. Let (cix)reny € F(2a/3 +¢,,p) for 0 < e < a/3,0<p <1 and a > 0. Setr = pe X for
x > 0. Then, for any s € Ny

As(r) = O(X_(O‘+S)) and  Ag(r) = Q(x~C/3HeE)) a5 ¢ = 0. (3.4)

In the next statement we determine simple(-r) asymptotic expressions for the functions in (3.3) when the
argument gets close to the radius of convergence.

Lemma 3.3. Let (cx)ken € F(2a/3 +€,a,p) for 0 < e < /3,0 < p <1 and o > 0. Set r = pe X for
X > 0. Then the functions in (3.3) fulfill for any £ € Ny

ag(r) ~ A1(r) and be(r) ~ A2(r), asx — 0. (3.5)
Proof. We obtain that Ag(r) — oo by (3.4), and so ae(r) = A1(r) + O (A1(r)/Ao(r)) ~ A1(r) as x — 0.
Further, by applying Holder’s inequality

2
Ay(r)? = (Z kv eprk -4/ ckrk) < As(r)Ao(r). (3.6)
E>1
Hence (A1(r)/Ao(r))? < Az(r)/Ao(r), and the second statement follows by using Ag(r) — oo once again. [
Now we are able to proceed with the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1 (set case). We verify properties (Hy)—(Hj3) for ae(x),be(x) and co(x) from (3.3). Set
r = pe~X. From (3.5) we obtain that a;(r) ~ Ai(r) and bs(r) ~ Az(r). Then (3.4) implies that ae(r) and
be(r) both tend to infinity as x — 0, thus establishing (Hy).

We prove (Hj). For some a/3 < § < /3 +¢€/2 set

0o := x'*°. (3.7)

12



By applying Taylor’s expansion we obtain that for |f] < y there is a & = £(0) € (=6, 6) such that

Fy(re'’) = Fu(r) - exp {1902(7“) - e—;be(r) + 13§0g(reif>} .

Defining
dy(z) == ¢ (A?’(x) _3AWh(@) 2A1(x)3)
Ao(z) Ao (x)? Ao(z)?

we get in view of (3.3) that |03ce(rel®)| < 03| As(rel®)| + 63|d¢(rel®)| uniformly in |0 < . Since Asz(r) has
only non-negative coefficients, the triangle inequality asserts that |As(rei¢)| < As(r). With (3.4) we further
get that A3(r) = O (x~(@*¥)) as x — 0. We conclude that 3| As(re'®)| < §3A3(r) = O (x *3%) = o(1) as
x — 0 uniformly in |§] < 6. It remains to show that 63|d¢(re'¢)| = o(1) in order to get (Hz). Since the
functions appearing in dy cannot necessarily be represented as power series with non-negative coefficients
(powers of Aq appear in the denominator), we cannot use the triangle inequality to get rid of ei¢ that easily.
So, we first determine a lower bound for |Ag(re'¢)| that holds uniformly in || < p; in fact we are going to
show that |Ag(rel¢)| ~ Ag(r). From the definition of the absolute value of complex numbers

| Ag(relé <chr cos §k> + (chr sin §k> (chr cos gk) . (3.8)

k>1 E>1 E>1

For 1 <k < x~'79/2 we have k¢ = o(1) since [¢] < |0] < 0y = x'*+°. Hence
Z cprt cos(€k) ~ Ao(r) — Ro+ R, R; = Z crrt cos(€k)t, i =0, 1.
k>1 E>x—1-6/2
Then for 7 = 0,1 and recalling that (cx)geny € F(2a/3 + €, , p)
|R;| = (’)( Z ko‘_le_xk> =0 (X_O‘/ to‘_le_tdt> =o(1).
k>y—1-6/2 x9/2

Together with |Ag(rei®)| < Ag(r) we thus deduce |Ag(re')| ~ Ag(r) as x — 0 uniformly in |¢] < [0] < 6p.
Using that A, has only non-negative coefficients for s > 0 we then get the estimate

< As(r) oA Ae(r)  , Ai(r)® As(r) o A(r)As(r)
T Ao(rei)] T [Ag(rei€) P T Ag(ret)[P - Ag(r) Ao(r)? Ao(r)*

7 |de(re')

With Holder’s inequality we obtain

2
As(r)? = (Z 2\ eprk -/ kckrk) < A3(r)A;(r) and

k>1

<Zk eV (epr )2/3>3 < As(r)Ag(r)2.

k>1

In (3.6) we showed that A;(r)? < Aa(r)Ag(r). With this at hand, we get that A;(r)As(r)/Ao(r)? <
Az(r)?/(Ao(r)A1(r)) < Az(r)/Ao(r) and A1 (r)3 /Ag(r)® < As(r)/Ao(r). Since Ag(r) — oo according to (3.4)
this implies with (3.4) that, as y — 0 and uniformly in |6] < 6,

i As(r)
03|de(re')| = O <93
Slde(re®) = 0 (85525
This delivers (Hsz). The hardest part of the proof is to show (Hs), but, as already mentioned in the
introduction, [10, Lem. 7] solves the problem in an almost identical setting; we repeat (and sometimes
adapt) the arguments for completeness. Since C(z) has only non-negative coefficients

) = o020 = o)

M' <le C(re'? T)‘ < exp { Z cpr®(cos(0k) — 1)} = exp{ -2 chrk sin2(9k/2)}. (3.9)

Fy(r) E>1 E>1

13



Since sin®(z) is symmetric, it is no restriction to consider # > 0 from now on. Denote by ||z|| the distance
from x € R to its nearest integer. We will use the well-known fact

sin?(7x) > 4z

Setting ay := 2a/3 + ¢ and letting A; > 0 be such that ¢ > A2k®~1p~* for k € N, we get that

(441) 7 ek sin®(0k/2) > Yk e X0k / (2)|| =: V(0/(2m)).

k>1 k>1
We claim that there exists f > 0 such that, as x — 0 and uniformly in 6y/(27) < 6 < 1/2,

vVe)>x7. (3.10)

Since by(r) ~ Aa(r) = O (x~(@*2)) due to (3.4) we obtain that b(r)~/? = Q(x~(*/2+1) implying with (3.9)
that as y — 0 and uniformly in 6y <0 <7

Fu(rel?)
Fi(r)
which is Condition (Hs). So, if we show (3.10) we are done.

From here we basically copy the proof of [10, Lem. 7] with minor adaptions. We partition [0y/27,1/2)
into Iy := [0o/(27), x] and I := (x, 1/2). Consider 6 € I;. For such 6 we have that

<exp{—-84,V(6)} <exp {—8A1X_f} = o(b(r)~1/?),

0k[| = 0k, k< (27",
implying

V(0)>065/2r)* D ke X =0 ™). (3.11)

1<k<(2x)~!

Since 0 is chosen such that 20 — a; = 20 —2a/3 —e < —a/3 —&/2 < 0 the claim (3.10) follows as x — 0 and
uniformly in 6 € I;. Let us now consider 6 € Is. Define the sets

Q(O) :=={k>1:[6k| > 1/4} = [ Q;(0), Q;(0) :={k >1:j+1/4 <6k <j+3/4}.

3>0
Then
16:V(0)2 3 Kule =30 3 perlen
keQ(0> >0 k€Q;(6)

The intuition behind the choice of these sets is that for any 6 € Is and 7 > 0 there is a least one element
of order j/6 in Q; () because (j +3/4)/0 — (j +1/4)/6 = (20)~! > 1. In particular for j close to x 6 we
sum over at least one k with magnitude y~!, the range where k1 ~le=X* contributes the most to the entire
sum so that the asymptotic order of >, kvi—le=xF = @(x~*) can be recovered even in the limited range
k € Q(0). At the same time the term |0k is bounded from below uniformly in k¥ € Q(6) and 0 € I».

To substantiate this, as a next step we estimate the sum by an integral. Since for 7 > 0 we have that
(j+1/4)/0 < k < (j + 3/4)/0 we deduce for xj/0 sufficiently large, say > so > 0, that (xk)* le Xk is
monotonic decreasing for k € |J > s500x—1 Q;(9). Hence we find the following lower bound for the sum which
holds as x — 0 uniformly in 6 € I

(u+3/4)/ S x(u+3/4)/6
16 -V (0 / / al_le_xvdvdu =x M / / t1 e~ dtdv
sofx—1 J(u+1/4)/6 s00x ! JIx(u+1/4)/6

s+3x/(46)
/ / tor et dtds,
+x/(46)
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where we first applied the change of variables t = xv and then s = x/6 - u. Estimating 3x/(40) < 1 and
using again that the involved functions are decreasing in the range we are integrating over we get as x — 0
uniformly in 6 € I

s+3x/(46) S

16-V (0 / / t1 e tdtds > X—a1/2/ (s + 1) e~ (Hgs = @(x ™).
+x/(40) to

This shows together with (3.11) that (3.10) is valid as x — 0 and uniformly in 6 € I; U Is. Altogether, we

have just established that F; has (H3) and the proof is completed. O

3.1.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1 in the Multiset Case

In this section we prove that Fy(z) := G(x)[[,<;<y 35147 C(a?) is H-admissible under the conditions
stated in Lemma 3.1, that is, we verify properties (H;)—(Hj) for F, and the corresponding

fo(z) :==In Fy(x ZC:EJ /i+ Zln ijl (z)

§>1 1<i<e §>1
Before we do so, as a preparation we establish some useful properties of the functions defined in (2.3)
ag(x) == xfy(x), be(x) :=2?f)(x) +axf)(x) and &(z) = 2> f)" (x) + 322 ) (z) + = f}(x). (3.12)

To simplify the notation we introduce

=Y 3 kaalt,  siteN. (3.13)

J>1 E>1

With this notation

Ape(x th 1C IJ Az th 13:30/ IJ

Jj=>1 j>1

Az i(x th Ya¥ " (7)) + 27 C'(27))  and
j>1

As¢(z Z]t Y30 (27) 4 322 C" (27) 4+ 27 C' (7).
7j>1

With this at hand, we can write

N Aroip, () 5 Aszip:(2)  Avpip (o)
“le) =A@+ 3, GGy M) =A@t M(Aoipm )
(
(

(3.14)

éo(z) = As 3(z) + Z <A3 4+1%Ex) B 3A1,2+p1( r) A, 3+p1( ) A172+p1 r)3 )

Sz \ Ao (@) Ao, 14p; (2)? A0,1+p1 )3

We state some asymptotic properties of (3.13) based on Lemma 2.2. For this also recall the definition of
As(z) from (3.2).

Lemma 3.4. Let (cx)reny € F(2a/3 +¢€,a,p) for 0 < e < /3,0 < p <1 and o > 0. Set r = pe X for
x > 0. Then the following statements are true for any s,t € Ny and as x — 0. First,

AS,S-H(T) _
Ao (Ao () o(1). (3.15)
Moreover, if 0 < p < 1, then
Asi(r) = As(r) + DG K erp™ +o(1) = Ay (r) + O (1), (3.16)
§>2 E>1
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Finally, if p=1, then

O(Xi(mrs))v t<a+s Q(X*(zo‘/“s“)), t<2a/3+e+s

As,t(T) = O(X—(a-i-s) ln(x—l)), t=a+s , As,t(T) = Q(X—(2a/3+a+s) ln(x_l)), { = 2a/3 tets .
O(x™), t>a+s Qx™), t>2a/3+¢e+s

(3.17)

Proof. To show (3.16) we first note that As¢(r) = As(r) —fzjzg 37 ke k*cr?*. Note that for 0 < p <1
we have some € > 0 such that for all j > 2 it holds that 7/% < (1 —¢)¥p*. Hence applying Lemma 2.5 shows
that for 0 < p <1

SNITD Kart =0 (> i | =00).
3>2 k>1 j>2

By dominated convergence we can let r — p. In addition, if 0 < p < 1, then due to (3.16) we obtain
Ag s+4(r)/(As.s(r) Ao i (r)) ~ Ag+(r)~! = o(1). This shows all the statements for 0 < p < 1.
For the remaining proof assume p = 1. Then for s,t € Ny as x — 0

s 1 ki ksckeixk
Aselr) =D ke ) g7 = ®<Z m>
E>1 i>1 E>1

With this at hand, Lemma 2.2 reveals (3.17) . In turn, with (3.17) we compute for s, € N

1) (X2a/3+5 1n(X*1)) , 2a/3 +e<a<lt

Ag oye(r) aj3tett
_AssrtN ) _ |
AS,S(T)AOJ(T) o (X ) ) 2(1/3 +e<t<a

(’)(XO‘/?’”E), t<2a/3+e<a

The only term which is not readily in o(1) is x~®/3*s+t. But a < 3t/2 in order for 2a/3 +¢ < t to hold
so that —a/3 4+ +t>¢e+1/2 > 0 and it follows that x~*/3+e+tt = o(1). This delivers (3.15) and we are
done. O

In complete analogy to Lemma 3.3 we show that the functions in (3.14) are asymptotically equal to
versions of (3.13) when their argument gets close the radius of convergence p.

Lemma 3.5. Let (cx)ken € F(2a/3 +€,a,p) for 0 < e < /3,0 < p <1 and o > 0. Set r = pe X for
X > 0. Then the functions (3.3) fulfill for all £ € No, (p1,...,pe) € N§ that

ag(r) ~ Ay 1(r)  and by(r) ~ Aga(r), as x — 0. (3.18)

Proof of Lemma 8.5. For any p € Ng we have that Ay o4p5(r)/(A1,1(r)A0,14p(r)) = 0(1) due to (3.15) giving
us ag(r) ~ Ay,1(r). And with Holder’s inequality we obtain for any p € Ny

2
A 24p(r)* = (ZZ;‘WV% err I - jp/Q\/ckrjk> < Agp(r) Ao1ip(r). (3.19)

§>1k>1

Hence (3.15) delivers that As 3., (7)/(Az2.2(r)Ao14p(r) = o(1) for any p € Ny giving by(r) ~ Aaa(r) as
x — 0. o

With these statements at hand, we are able to deliver the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1 (multiset case). We need to verify (H;)-(Hsz) for (3.14). Set r = pe™X for x > 0.
Then (3.18) shows that as(r) ~ A1 1(r) and be(r) ~ Az 2(r). Equations (3.4),(3.16) for 0 < p < 1 and (3.17)
for p = 1 show that ae(r) and by(r) both tend to infinity as y — 0 showing (H;).
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As in (3.7) we define 6y = x'*0 for some a/3 < § < /3 + £/2. The Taylor expansion of Fy(re'?) yields
that for |0 < 6y there is some 1 = n(#) € (—0,60) such that

N 2 3 ,
Fy(re'?) = Fy(r) - exp {i@dg(r) — %b[(’l”) + ig%ég(rem)} .

Define

- Asatp(€) Arogp (2) Aoy, () | ALy, (56)3)
d x) = 3 i _ 3 5 i 5 i _|_ 2 5 i .
) 52 (Ao,1+pi (z) Ao 14p, (2)? Ao,14p, (2)?

In view of (3.14) we obtain for |0] < 6y that |0 (re)| < 63| Az 3(re')|+63|dy(re')|. Since Az 3(x) does only
have non-negative coefficients we obtain that |As 3(rel”)| < Az 3(r) uniformly in 7 so that by (3.4), (3.16)
(for 0 < p < 1) and (3.17) (for p = 1) we get 03|As3(re'")| < 03 453(r) = O (x*~*) = o(1) as x — 0 and
uniformly in |0 < 6. Thus, it is left to show that 63|ds(re')| = o(1) to get (Hs). We cannot simply apply
the triangle inequality to get rid of e'” as powers of Ao,14p;, 1 < i < ¢, are appearing in the denominators
in the sum representing dy(re'). So, we first establish that |Ag 14, (re!")| ~ Ag14,(r) as x — 0 uniformly
in |6] < 6y and for any p € Ng. We proceed similar to (3.8) and the subsequent text. For j -k < x~179/2 we
get that njk = o(1) since |n| < 6y = x !¢ implying

S art e ~| S et S0 et costui)

|Ao,14p (€| >

jzl k21 k=1, Jk>1,
jk<X*1*5/2 ijX—lfs/z
Hence, as x — 0 uniformly in || < 0] < 6y = x~*79/2
ij Z cxr?® cos(njk) ~ Ao,14p(r) — Ro+ R1, where R; := Z JPexr® cos(njk)t, i = 0, 1.
gzt k=t Jok>1,5k>x—1-8/2

Note that we have that cpr/® = O (k*~1p=Fpike %) = O (k*~te™XI¥) since (ck)ren € F(2a/3 + €, a,p)
and 0 < p < 1. Further observe that if 1 < k < x~'7%/2 then max{1,x '=%/2/k} = x"'7%/2/k and 1
otherwise. Thus we obtain for i = 0,1

|Ri| =0 Z ket Z ek | 4 0 Z ge-t ijeijk

1<k<x—1-9/2 j>x—1-8/2 )k k>x—1-6/2 j>1
—xk
=8/ 1 1 1 e X
=0(e™X g T — @ g KT —————— ]
(1 — e_Xk)P"Fl + (1 — e_Xk)P"rl
1<k<x—1-9/2 k>x—1-6/2

The first term is bounded by

_—5/2 1 _—8/2 4 i 1. —
e > Ckmﬂ?(e XTI “’“)) = o(1).

1<k<y—1-8/2

For the second term we get

eka o)

—xk
Z Ckm ~ Z cpe XY = O(/X15/2
k>X—1—5/2 k>X—1—5/2
All in all, |R;| = o(1) for i = 0,1. This implies that |Ag 14, (rel)| > Ag14,(r) + o(1). As additionally
Ap,14p has only non-negative coefficients we obtain |Ag 14,(re!)| < Ag14p(r). Thus, for any p € Ny, we
conclude that Ag 14,(rel”) ~ Ag14,(r) as x — 0 and uniformly in |n| < |0] < 6y. Using that A, ; has only
non-negative coeflicients for any s,¢ € Ny we then get the estimate

xalexmd:r> =o(1).

1 i A34+ (T) A12+.(T)A23+.(T) A12+.(T)3
d@ ,r,el’l] S ( y2TDPi i + 3 34T DPi o Di + 2 y4TDPi i
e < 2 o o] T2 Mo e e Ao (re T

N (A3,4+pi (1) | g Ar2ep (N A2a4p. (1) | o Aroep, (7“)3)
Sz Ao (7) Ap,14p,(r)? Ag,14p,(r)?
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With Holder’s inequality we obtain for any p € Ny

2
A273+p(r)2 _ <szp/2+3/2k3/2 cprik _jp/2+1/2 /kaTjk) < A3,4+p(7")A1,2+p(7”) and

§>1k>1
3
A11p(r)* = <ZJP/3+1k<ckrjk>l/3 -fp/%ckrﬂ"“)”‘”’) < Asaip(r) Ao ().
k>1

The bounds in the previous display together with Ajo4,(r)? < A2 34,(r)Ao,14p(r), which was showed
in (3.19), entail the estimates

At o4p(r) A2 34p(T) < Ao 51p(1)? < A3 4qp(7) and At oqp(r)? < As 44 p(7)
Ao 14p(r)? T Ao1p(r)Ara1p(r) T Aoap(r) Ao14p(1)? T Ao14p(r)

hold true. We conclude that

|CZ€(rein)| =0 Z M

S, Ao (1)

Since according to (3.15) we have for any p € Ny that Az a4,(r)/(Ao14p(r)As3(r)) = o(1) as x — 0 we
obtain in turn 3|d(rel”)| = 0(83 A3 3(r)) = o(1) as x — 0 and uniformly in |5| < |f] < 6y finishing the proof
for (HQ)

In order to show (H3) we use that 3., jPC (27) has only non-negative coefficients and obtain similar
to (3.9)

‘ Fg(’l”eie)
FZ(T)

‘G(rei(’)
G(r)

=exp{ —2 ijl Z crr®sin?(05k/2) 3 < exp{ —2 Z cprt sin? (0k /2)
>l k>l k>1

Noting that we chose the same 6 as in (3.7) we obtain as in (3.10) that there is some f > 0 yielding as
x — 0 and uniformly in 6y < |0] <7

i (il

Fy(r)
Since by(r) ~ Az (1) = Q(x2%/3+e+2) due to (3.18) as well as (3.4), (3.16) (for 0 < p < 1) and (3.17) (for
p = 1) this shows (H3) and we are done. O

3.2 Proof of the Main Results
3.2.1 Proofs for Coefficient Extraction and Counting

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (set case). Let z, be such that z,C’(z,) = n. By applying Lemma 2.3 we obtain that
asn — 0,

Clpe™™) = O(h(n ")), C'(pe™") = O(h(n~ ), C"(pe™) = O(h(n "y~ *).  (3.20)

In particular, if we set z, = pe™"", then n, — 0 as n — oco. With this observation let us proceed with
extracting the n-th coefficient in Fy(z) = S(z)C(x)’. Lemma 3.1 guarantees that F, is H-admissible for any
£ € Ny, and so, by applying Lemma 2.1 we obtain that

where a¢(x) and by(z) are the functions defined in (2.3) for fy(z) = log Fy(z) = C(x) + £InC(z), see (3.1).
Moreover, from (3.3) and by plugging in (3.20) we obtain that

Al (Zn)
Ao (Zn)

Since a > 0, the claim follows. O

[2"]S(2)C (x)"

ae(zn) = n = Ai(zn) + £ —n=00"),  bi(za) = Oy ).
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (multiset case). In the forthcoming argumentation recall the definitions of As(z) and
Ag (z) from (3.2) and (3.13). In particular, note that

Ao(pe™) = C(pe™™), Ai(pe™) = pe "C'(pe™) and Ax(pe™") ~ (pe~")2C"(pe™™), asn —0
as well as

Apo(pe™) = Clpe™)/j, Ara(pe™) = (pe ") C"((pe™"))) and

j>1 Jj=>1
Aga(pe™) ~ > j(pe™ P C" ((pe™))), asn— 0.
j>1

Let z, = pe~ be the solution to z,C’(z,) = n and g, = pe~*" to D i1 ¢ C'(¢}) = n. Due to (3.17)
and (3.20) we have that 7, - 0 asn = oo for 0 < p < land & — 0Oasn — oo for 0 < p < 1.
Equation (3.16) implies that &, — 0 as n — oo. With this at hand, we proceed extracting the n-th
coefficient in Fy(z) = G(2) [1,<;<¢ D> §7:C(27). Due to Lemma 3.1 we know that F; is H-admissible so
that applying Lemma 2.1 delivers

(2" Fol) = %wn"(ew {—%)} o), wn € G,

where d; and by are the functions defined in (2.3) for f; = log F}, see (3.14). Equation (3.18) yields by(w,) ~

Az o(wy,) for wy, € {zn, ¢, }. Recalling (3.14) and using (3.16) for 0 < p < 1 we further obtain for 0 < p <1
that ae(wn) =1+ O( Y1 <icp AL 24, (Wn)/Ao14p, (wn)). We deduce

~ Ey(w, n At o4 p; (W, 2 1
[xn]Fg(x)zmwn (exp (@) (1;“ A;j:ﬁgﬂ)ﬂ;) a0 —i—o(l)), Wn, € {2Zn, qn}-

According to (3.4), (3.16) for 0 < p < 1 and (3.17) for p =1 we obtain for any p € Ny that

Arzep(wn)® ey _
s~ 0 (6) = (1), B € It

Hence [x"]ﬁ'g( ~ Fg (wn)/\/ 27 Az 2(wy )w, ™ for w, € {zn,qn}. Note that we can rewrite Fg(fb) =
exp {A0,0(2)} [[1<i<¢ Aop, (7). Accordingly, 1f 0 < p < 1, we get due to Equation (3.16) that Fy(z,) ~
exp{z:j22 C(pj)/j}exp {C(2)} C(2,)". In addition, if p < 1, (3.16) gives that As(z,) ~ 22C"(2y).

So, (1.10) follows. If p = 1 we use that Az2(gn) ~ > ;5,74 C"(¢}). This entails (1.11) and we are
done. B O

3.2.2 Proofs for the Distribution of the Largest and Smallest clusters
Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We conduct the proof for £(S™) and £(G(™) simultaneously. Therefore let F(™) € Q,,
be either S or G(™ and we will specify when there is need to differentiate the two cases. We start with some
statements about z, = pe~"" and ¢, = pe~¢" solving 2,C’(z,) = n and ZJ>1 @, C'(¢}) = n, respectively.
Set

s Zn, F =S50 or FM) =G and 0 < p < 1
= pe P = and B, =In(p/wy). (3.21)

qn, F =G and p=1

According to (2.10) we obtain the bounds k=% < h(k) < k° for any 0 < § < « and k sufficiently large; so
(ck)ken € Fla— 6,0+ 4, p). Hence, due to (3.4), (3.16) and (3.17)

n = z20C' () = O(n, )N Q, @), =" gl C'(g) = O&, ) N, (H),
j>1
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Thus
Bn = O(n~ VD) 4 Q(p=t/(@=3+D)) and  C(w,) = O(nle+)/ (@04 q Q(pla=d)/(atdtl)) = (3 99)
We proceed with the proof of the theorem. We obtain that
Pr [L‘(F(”)) < s} — Pr [FW € Qnés}  Qnes i ={(N1,....N,) €Q,:Vs<i<n:N;i=0}. (3.23)
Further, for £ € N and k = (kq,..., k¢) € N¢ let
Qi :={(N1,...,Np) €Q,, : V1 <i</{l: Ny, >1}.

With this at hand, we obtain

Qn,gs = Qn\ U Qn,k- (324)
k>s
Define
L=Lm):= Y Pr [FW € Qnyk} . leN.

s<ky<---<kp
ki4-tkp<n

Here comes the inclusion/exclusion principle into play. In light of (3.23) and (3.24) we obtain that

Pr {E(F(")) < s} =Pr

Fea,\ Qnyk] =Pr [F<"> € Qn} +Y (DL =1+ (-1)'IL.

k>s 0>1 0>1

Computing the union of events by the inclusion/exclusion principle entails the helpful “sandwich-property”
that for any M > 1

1+ Y ()L <Pr {E(F("))gs} <1+ Y (1)L (3.25)

1<e<2M—1 1<0<2M

This has the great advantage that we can take a large but fixed M when analysing E(F(")); investigating
I, = Ipy(n) for fixed ¢ is much easier, as we only need to let one parameter (namely n) tend to infinity. Recall
that for t € R we defined

- 1 L h(B I C(wy))
s =5(t,Bn) =B, (N X (Bn) +1), X(Bn) = =—C(w,)(InC(w,))* 1 =2 —— 177
( ) ey WA
Since h(B, 1 In C(wy,))/h(B; 1) = O (InC(wy,)) due to (2.10) we obtain
$n ~ Bt InC(wy,), n — oo. (3.26)
In order to get a grip on (3.25) we claim that
PrF) € ] ~ [T enwl, €N s0<hi< o << sutols) (3.27)
1<i<¢
and for any € > 0 when n sufficiently large
Pr [F<”> e ka} <(@+e) [ enwhi, €N k... ke>0. (3.28)

1<i<e

The proof of (3.27) and (3.28), which is rather lengthy and relies heavily upon the underlying generating
series to be H-admissible, is deferred to the end of this section for better readability. We continue by showing

Ip~ %(e_t)é, (eN. (3.29)
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Then, by choosing M € N sufficiently large in (3.25), we get that Pr [E(F(")) < sn} gets arbitrarily close to
1+, (D) (e D) /0t = e~ " and the claim of Theorem 1.2 follows. We first treat the case £ = 1 in (3.29),

which is instructive for the remaining cases ¢ > 2. Let v = v(f,,) be in w(8;, 1) No(s,), which is possible due
to (3.26). Note further that v = o(8, ' In C(w,,)) = o(n) as n — 0o according to (3.22). Then

h=( X+ ¥ ) enn]=nithe
sp<k<sn+v k>sn+v

We are first going to show that ;1 ~ e™*. Due to (3.27) we obtain

Il,l N Z Ckwykl _ Z h(k)ka—le—ﬂnk -~ h(Sn)Sg_le_ﬂ"Sn Z e Bk h(Sn)Sg_le_ﬂ"S"ﬂgl.
sn<k<sp+v sp<k<sp+v 0<k<v
(3.30)

Recalling s,, ~ 3,1 InC(w,,) from (3.26) and plugging in s,, into the expression in the previous display gives
by Lemma 2.3

—1\p—«a
1111 ~ W . €7t ~ eft. (331)

For k > s, + v we use the estimate (3.28) and obtain
Pr [F(") S an} =0 (ckwi) .

With this at hand and since v = w(3,,!) Lemma 2.4 reveals for k > s, + v that
L2=0 < Z %wﬁ) =0 (h(sn)sg_le_B"(S"Jr”)B;l) =0 (e e ) = o(1). (3.32)
k>s,+v
It follows that I; ~ e, as claimed. Next, we treat the remaining ¢ > 2 in (3.29). Define
B:={keN:V1<i<{l:ki>snki+ -+Fk <n},

and

In addition we need the sets
Bc:={keB:V1<i<{l:k;<sp,+v} Bs:={keB:31<i<{l:k;>s,+v}

Further set
fk) = H crwh ., k€ B.

1<i<k
With these definitions at hand and since v = o(s,,) we obtain by applying (3.27) and (3.28)

(2 2 el et (S5 )t so( o)

keB., keB>,
k1<---_<k[ k1<--<kp

where we slightly abuse the notation and write >, = > for any set X. We will prove

reX

IS 09~ e Y09 = o) and Y f(6) = o), (3:33)
Be< B B_
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from which (3.29) follows immediately. We start with the first asymptotic identity in (3.33). The estimate
ki < sp,+vforalll <i</implies that ki + -+ k¢ < £(s, + V) = o(n) so that with (3.31)

DS =" T emwl =1y ~ (e

B< 1<i<t

Next we show the second claim in (3.33). By applying (3.32) we obtain

S =>" ] erwhi <ho- 17 =o0(e™ D) =o(1).
B-

Bs 1<i<t
Finally, we show the third asymptotic identity in (3.33). We get
t l 2. 2k 74—2
> fk) < ) > Flha ks ko, ke) < > Gu 1
B- sn<ki,..,ke—1<n sn<k<n

According to Lemma 2.4 and analogous to (3.32) we find that

Z caw’t =0 (h(sn)zsi(o"l)e*w"(S"J”')ﬂ;l) = o(1).

k>sn+v

Additionally, just as in (3.30) and (3.31) we compute that

ST Gl b0 Ve e T e Bk Z 0 (((sa)sy e 51)26,) = O (e7H6,) = o(1).

$n<k<sn+v 1<k<v
Since It 7% ~ e~**~2) this shows that > 5. f(k) = o(1) and we haven proven (3.33) and we are done.
Proof of (3.27) and (3.28). Let £ € N, k := (k1,...,k¢) € N® and recall that
Qi ={(N1,...,N,) € Qp: V1 <i<{l:Ny, >1}.
We further abbreviate

Z: Z , Yki=ki+---+ ke and [TL];,gk:2{1,...,17,}\{]{51,...,]{5@}.

Qn (N1,..ey N»)EQ, x

From here on we treat the two cases “set” and “multiset” seperately.

The set case. From (1.5) we obtain

Pr[S(”)EQn,k}Z Z 11 N,Zﬁ ZZ H

Qn K 1<i<n 1<i<

H C’X‘[ — (33

First observe that if (N1,...,N,) € £, x we necessarily have that N; = 0 for ¢ > n — 3. Since further for
Ny, > 1 the estimate ckNiki_l/Nki! < ci\iki_l/(Nki —1)! holds for 1 <4 < ¢ we get that

Nk -1 n— Zk A
— [~ b
> I e 11 < 2 I % S = 2" TS(@).
Qi x 1€[N] 2k 1<i<# Qpox, =1
All in all, we have shown that
n— Ek]s
pr[F) € ] < & 15@) Ch,. (3.35)
[ ’ } [x7]S(x) 1<111k
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Lemma 3.1 asserts that S(x) is H-admissible. Recall the definition of A4(x) from (3.2) and note that the
functions a(x),b(x) from (2.3) for f(z) = InS(z) are exactly A;(z), Az(z), compare to (3.3) with £ = 0.
We chose z, such that Ai(z,) = 2,C'(2,) = n. Let € > 0. Then Lemma 2.1 reveals that there is some
(potentially large but fixed) K = K(g) > 0 such that for n sufficiently large

2"+ ()

< (14¢)-2>%, uniformly in k € N® with 0 < ¥, <n — K. (3.36)
[z7]S(x)

)

For all k € N* such that n — K < ¥y < n we have that [#"~®]S(z) = O (1) and hence with Lemma 2.1,
noting that z, < p <1,

nfEk
u: (Z\/b zn)/S( zn)—o( %), uniformly in n — K < 3 < n. (3.37)
[z"]S(x)
In any case, by combining (3.35)—(3.37), and since ¢ is fixed, we obtain for n sufficiently large

Pr [S(n) € Qn,k:| <(l+e¢)- H ckizfj, uniformly in k € N® with 0 < ¥y < n. (3.38)
1<i<e

This shows (3.28). Let us next demonstrate that (3.27) is valid. In light of (3.38) it is left to show that

Pr [S(”) IS Qn,k:| > (1+0(1))- H ckizﬁi for s, <ki <---<kpe<s,+o(s,) and asn — co. (3.39)

1<i<e
For that let Sxk(z) be the generating series of elements such that there are no clusters of sizes ki, ..., ky,
that is,
Six(z) = S(x) - Ti(z), where Ti(z)= exp{ - Z ckixki}. (3.40)
1<i<e

Note that for any s, < k < s, + o(s,,) and by plugging in s,, we get analogous to (3.30) (where ,, = n,, for
F(?) = S(M) that cpzF = h(k)k*Te "k < h(s,)s@ te " (1 + 0(1)) ~ 1, = o(1). Hence

T1(zp) ~ 1. (3.41)
Writing S = (Sgn), ... 755:1))’ we conclude
Pr [s<"> € Qn,k] > Pr [w <i<e:s= 1} = [n[;]]%)() : 11_[@ Ch,- (3.42)
We compute
[P ) _ [~ )S () (" S@)
S TR i o R (343)

Analogous to (3.36) and (3.37) we obtain due to (3.41)

InfEkfu T
> W[xum(@ =0 (z§ > Ty (x)z;;) = O(22%T1(zn)) = o(23"). (3.44)

1<u<n u>1

Next we show that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.43) is asymtotically equal to z>*. Since
Yk = Ot InC(z2,)) = o(n) for s, < k1 < -+ < kg < s, + 0(s,,) due to (3.22) and (3.26) we obtain by
Lemma 2.1 as n — oo

)
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Since Aj(z,) = n we just need to show that X2/b(z,) = o(1). We compute, noting that As(z,) =
O(h(n, Y)nn (t2 )) according to Lemma 2.3,

El% 2 —1
Tk _ 0 (g2 2 C(zn) - h( 1)) = o(1). 3.45
o = O (a8 10 Cen) i) = o) (3.45)
Concluding, we obtain by plugging in (3.44) into (3.43) that
[z7~>*]S 4 () )
—zl—i—ol szl for s, < ki <o < ky < sp+o0(sy) and as n — o0,
s = -+ ol1) (50)

which in turn brings with (3.42) that (3.39) is true. This concludes the proof of (3.27). The set case is
completed and we move on to the multiset case.

The multiset case. This case is proven almost analogously to the set case, which is why we will be sparing
with details. Like in (3.34) we get due to (1.6)

Pr {G(H)EQn,k} = H Ck; Z H (CZ+N _1) H (Cki +]\jkai_1>i_
1<i<t Qp ki€ Ni 1<i<4 ki Ck;

It is easy to check that (‘”271)/(1 < (a;rb 2) for a,b € N. In addition N; = 0 for any i > n — Xy if
(N1,...,Nyp) € Qp k. Thus, since ck,;, Ni; € N for 1 <7 < ¢ (otherwise the claims (3.27)—(3.28) are trivially
true) we obtain that

T e

1<i<t

Prl6 e 0, < [xn G

Let w, be given as in (3.21). Replacing S by G and z,, by w,, we obtain completely analogous to (3.38) that
for any € > 0 and sufficiently large n

Pr [G(n) IS Qn,k:| <(l+¢) H ckiwﬁi, uniformly in k € N with 0 < 3y < n,
1<i<e

proving (3.28). To finish the proof in the multiset case it suffices to show that

Pr [G(") IS Qn,k:| > (1+0(1))- H ckiwfj for s, <ki <-- ke < sp+o(s,) and as n — oo. (3.46)

1<i<e
Let G () be the generating series of elements such that there are no clusters of sizes ki, ..., ke, that is,
Gux(z) = G(z) - To(x), where Th(z) = exp{ - Z Z ey, ki }

F>11<i<e
For any s, < k < sy +0(s,) and by plugging in s,, we get analogous to (3.30) that cxw} = h(k)k*~le™nk <
h(sn) -1 _ann(l -+ 0( )) ~ ﬁ’ﬂ = 0(1). Hence

To(wy) ~ 1. (3.47)

Consequently, we are at the exact same starting point as in (3.40) and (3.41). Analogous to (3.42)—(3.44)
we thus obtain as n — oo and for s, < k1 < -+ < k¢ < 85, + 0(8p,) as n — 00

e o (ETES@) s '
Pr |G eﬂn,k}zlsﬂig - ( w5 ol )) (3.48)

Recall the definition of As,(z) from (3.13). The functions a,b from (2.3) for f(x) = InG(z) are then given
by Ai1(x), A2 2(x), see also (3.14) with £ = 0. Since Xx = o(n) for s, < k1 < -+ < k¢ < sp, + 0(sy,) we
obtain by Lemma 2.1

) i (e - st ) o
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Start with 0 < p < 1, i.e. wy, = 2, in (3.21). Due to (3.16) we have in this setting A; 1(2z,) = A1(2,) + O (1)
and Ag 2(zn) ~ Aa(zn). Hence analogous to (3.45) we get

(a(zn) = (n=%0)"
20(zn) Az (zn)

= o(1). (3.50)

Now consider p = 1 in which case w,, = ¢y, chosen such that A; 1(g,) = n. Since n=% < h(n) < n? for any
0 < § < a and n sufficiently large due to (2.10) we have that (cx)reny € F(a — 6, + 6, p) for any 0 < 6 < a.

So, we compute with (3.17) that Az 2(g,) = Q(f;(a75+2)) giving us with (3.22) and (3.26) that

(A1,1(gn) = (n = Ek)) S = 02 C(2 )62 %) = o
ey =iy = O (07 O =t (351
Plugging (3.49)—(3.51) into (3.48) yields (3.46) and we are done. O

Proof of Example 1.3. We get by [7, Lem. 4.2] that there is a A : Rt — R* such that
C(zn) = T(@) (1" + A(@)) + O (n,)  and  2,C(20) = T(a+ 1)(n, ™ + A(a + 1)) + O ()

This immediately gives us that z,C’(2,) = n implies 7, = T'(a 4 1)/ (@+Dp=1/(@+1) 1 o(n=1). Plugging this
into C(z,) yields C(z,) = ['(a)['(a+ 1)~/ (@+t)pe/(e+1) L O (1). Hence, setting f(n) = (n/T(a+1))Y/ @+,

InX =In(T'(2) 'C(2n)(InC(2,))* ") = aln f(n) + (a — 1) Inln f(n) + (¢ — 1) Ina + o(1).

Next consider p = 1 in the multiset case. We want to compute the solution ¢, = e~ to ijl @O (¢h) =
Clearly &, — 0 as n — oo. For j < & we obtain with [7, Lem. 4.2] that ¢, C"(¢/) = T'(a+1)((jé,)~ (O‘H +
Ala+ 1))+ O (j&,). Hence

> @C(g) =T(a+1){(a+1)§, T +0 (s (o) N jle) ) +0(&1)

1<j<ent P>t
=D(a+1)¢(a+1)&, 0 +0(61).

We further get that C”(g,) = Y454 ke~ &ni(k=1) < ed p>1 k%% =: B < 0o. Hence

ZqJC' <BZe]5"— &)

J>§n J>§n

All in all, we conclude

> @ C () =T(a+1)¢(a+ 1), +0 (). (3.52)

j>1

Define f(n) := (n/(D(a+1)¢(a4 1))@+ Setting (3.52) equal to n and applying [7, Lem. 4.2] yields that
fo= ) 1O () and Clan) = Tla)f(n)" +0(1).

This finally gives us

InX = In(0() "1 C(2,)(In C(2,))* ) = aln f(n) + (@ — 1) Inln f(n) + (@ — 1) Ina + o(1).
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Proof of Corollary 1.4

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let F(™ be either St or G, Set F(z) = S(z) if F™ =S and F(z) = G(z) if
F(®) = G("). Further we define the generating series for all elements such that the smallest object is of size
greater than s by

exp { Z ckxk}, F(n) = 5(n)

k>s
F>S($) = . .
eXp{Zchxjk/j}, F(n) — G(n)
§>1k>s
Then B @)
Pr [M(F(")) > s] = IRy ;(I) .

Since (ck)ken € F(2a/3 + €, p) we also have that (cx)k>s € F(2a/3 + &, p) for fixed s € N. Then
Lemma 3.1 reveals that both Fs¢ and F are H-admissible. Letting a,b and a~s, bss be the functions (2.3)
we immediately see that a(x) — ass(z) and b(z) — bss(x) are bounded uniformly in z < p. Then Lemma 2.1
gives for any w, — p as n — o0

) D o 517 )

Choosing w,, as in Theorem 1.1 for the different cases depending on S, G and p as well as noting again that
a(wy) — ass(wy) = O (1) we get that the exponents of the exponential functions in the previous display are
o(1) and so (as s is fixed and w, — p)

eXp{ - > ckpk}, F(m) = stm)

FSs(wy, <k<s
Pr[M(F,) > s] ~ % ~ 1<k< |
! exp{ > > ckpj’f/j}, F =G
§>11<k<s
O
3.2.3 Proofs for the Cluster Distribution
Proof of Corollary 1.5
Proof of Corollary 1.5 (set case). Due to (1.12) we have that for any ¢ € N
" C(z)} C(a)*
("] = e o

An application of Theorem 1.1 delivers

E [(H(SW))E} ~ C(z). (3.53)

In particular E [H(S(n))] ~ C(zy), which is the starting point for our induction. Assume that E [R(S("))é] ~
C(zn)" for £ € N. There are constants (di,...,d¢) = (di(£),...,de(¢) € R® such that

E[(5(S")ea] = E [K(S™)(r(S™) = 1)+ (x(5™) — £+ 2)]
—E [(ﬁ(sw)“l} + 3 dE {(R(S("))Z} ~E {(R(S("))Hl} + 3 40z

1<i<e 1<i<e

where we used the induction hypothesis in the last asymptotic identity of the previous display. Since (3.53)
reveals that E [(k(S™)g41] ~ C(2,)"! and C(2,)! = w(C(zy)?) for all 1 < i < £ the claim follows. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.5 (multiset case). Next we want to compute E [(G™)¢] for 0 < p < 1. Setting (z)o =

1 for any = € R, define By(z,y) == > ;5,(j — 1)—1C(z7)y?~*. Then d/dyG(z,y) = G(z,y)Bi(z,y) and
d/dyBy(z,y) = Bit+1(z,y) for k € N. By asimple induction there exist real-valued constants (di, ... k,_, k1. ke_1€No =
(diy,.osko 1 (€))ks ...k €N, Such that

14
dd gG( y) G(J:, y) (Bl (LL', y)é + Z dklwn;’%—l H By, (LL', y)) : (354)

0<ky<---<kp_q 1<i<e—1
ki+tky_q1=t

Recall the definition of A, from (3.13). Clearly, for any k € N, we can rewrite By(x,1) = Agx(z) +

Y 1<ick_q biAoi(x) for some real-valued constants (bi,...,be—1) = (b1(£),...,br—1(£)). Hence together
with (3.54) there are real-valued constants (d,, 4. Jer.ke_reNo = (i, g, (€))ky ... ky_r N, SUCh that

.....

= G(z,y) (Ao,l(gc)f + Z ek H Ag g, ( ) (3.55)

0<ky<--<ky_1 1<7,<€ 1
kit-tkp_q<¢

dﬁ

a ——G(z,y)

y=1

Now (1.12) and Theorem 1.1 give us

mdt/ (dy?)G(x, )
E [(e(cm,] = &7 2~ Ao (zn) + Ao (2n).
|:( ( ))Z:| [{[;"]G((E,y) 071( ) nglizékz—l F 1<11:[l 1 "
ki+-tky_1=¢L

Due to (3.16) we get that Ao x(zn) ~ Ao(zn) = C(zn). Since for any 0 < ky; < --- < ky—1 we always have
that [[;<;<p g Aok (20) ~ Cl(zn)" for ! < £ and C(z,)" = w(C(z,)") we finally obtain that

E[(5(6™))e] ~ C(zn)".

The claim E [/@(G(”))q ~ C(zy,)* follows analogously to the induction after (3.53).

Let us now consider p = 1. Here we would also get (3.55) but we cannot simplify Ag x(zn) ~ C(zy)
and thereby let all the terms but A ; (2,)" asymptotically vanish; in fact, all the terms could (depending on
a > 0) play a role. This is why we are content with only computing E [K(G("))q for £ = 1,2 in this case.
With (1.12) and Theorem 1.1 we have that

E [K(G(n))] _ [2"]G(x) E]>l ZC qn

[z7]G et

We have that E [((G™))2] = E [k(G™)?] — E [k(G™)] such that due to (1.12) and Theorem 1.1

z"]G(x =, C@))? [2"G(@) ey jO( o
B [(s(6s] = (fgé(é = ([a):"]z(?(” (Zcq”) +2 50,

Since obviously (3_,, C(gh))? = w51 C(q))) the claim follows. O

Proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7

The proofs of the part concerning S in Theorem 1.6 and of Theorem 1.7 are a straightforward consequence
of the following local limit theorem, which we state for completeness.

Lemma 3.6 ([23, Lem 3.7]). Let (ck)ren be expansive. For x > 0 set ¢ = pe™X. Let C1(x),C2(x),... be
iid integer-valued non-negative random variables with probability generating function C(qx)/C(q). Define

Sp(x) = Zl<z<p i(x) for p € N as well as

qC'(q)
C(q)

V;D(X) =E [Sp(X)] =D

2 . Var _ ([¢C"@+4aC(9)  (aC(@))
anday(0)* = Var (S,(0)) p< L (52) )
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Then for p = p(x) such that p — oo as x — 0 we obtain for t = o(p'/®)

1
\/%U;D(X)7

Since Theorem 1.7 will be needed for the proof of the set case in Theorem 1.6 we start in anti-chronological
order.

Pr [Sp(x) = vp(x) +top(x)] ~ e /2 X — 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Write 7, = pe™#". Let S, = Sy(¢n), vp = Vp(n) and o2 = 0,(,)? be all defined
as in Lemma 3.6 for p € N. Recalling r,C’(r,,)/C(r,) = n/N we obtain that vy = n. Summarizing,
- T;nc(rn)N

[xnyN]S(xvy) = %[xn]c(x)N = T -Pr [SN = n] =

7 C ()N

N 'PY[SN:VN].

Since r,C'(ry,)/C(rn) = n/N — oo we necessarily have that ¢, — 0 as n — oo so that we are allowed to

apply Lemma 3.6 and obtain
1

V2ToN '

Making use of Lemma 2.3 we finish the proof by computing

Pr [SN = VN] ~

2 N
N T Crn)

r2C" (ry,)

(" (ra) 4 700 (1) = (ra ' (r0))*/Olra)) ~ N s

O

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (set case). Here we are going to prove the local limit theorem for x(S(™). Set N’ =
N'(n,t) := C(z,) + L where L = |C(zn) + t/C(zn)/(a+1)] — C(zy) = t\/C(zn)/(a+ 1)+ O(1). We
want to determine Pr [£(S(™) = N'] = [2"yN')S (2, y)/[2"]S(x). Let z, = pe~ be such that z,C"(z,) = n
(implying that n, — 0 as n — 00). Let S, = Sp(nn), vp = Vp(0n) and o, = op(n,) be as in Lemma 3.6 for
p € N. Then we obtain

2 (z) Y

"y 1S (@, y) =
We have vy = (C(zy,) + L)2,C'(21,)/C(2) = n + L2,C'(2,)/C(2y). Further as N' ~ C(z,) we get with
Lemma 2.3 Lz,C"(2,)/C(2y) ~ t-\/a/(a+1)-1/22C" (z,)/(a + 1) ~ t-\/a/(a + 1)-on:. Hence Lemma 3.6
delivers for any K > 0 and uniformly in ¢ € [ K, K]

1
V2RO ) [+ 1)

Pr [SN’ = n] = Pr {SN/ = vUnr — (t a/(a +1)+ o(l))UN,} ~ eftza/(2(a+1))

We treat the remaining terms in (3.56) by Stirling’s formula and using that (1 + a)® = exp {bIn(1 +a)} =
exp {b(a —a*/2+a®/3—---)} for b> 0,0 < a <1 which gives us

’ ’ — N’/ ’
Clzn)N N e < L ) ey o L—12/(2(a+1))
C(zn) '

N 27C (zp,) (2n V2mC (2n)

Plugging everything back together yields

" N’ S z, ~ e—t2/2 eXp {C(Zn)} LT
2"y 15, ) QW\/C(zn)Z%C”(zn)/(a—i—l) "

The claim follows by computing [2"]S(z) ~ exp{C(zn)}/\/2722C"(zy) - z;" due to Theorem 1.1 and
dividing [z"yN']S(z,y)/[z"]S (z). O
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Proof of Theorem 1.6 (multiset case). Next we show the local limit theorem for x(G(™). We write N’ =
N'(n,t) := C(zy) + L where L = |C(zp,) + t1/C(2n)/(a+ 1)] — C(z,) = t\/C(zn)/(a+ 1)+ O(1). In what
follows we want to determine the probability Pr [k(G(™) = N'] = [2"yN'|G(z,y)/[2"]G(x). For that we
need to repeat some notation from [23]. Let m be the first index such that ¢, > 0. For n, N € N let ,y be
the solution to the system of equations

xyC'(z) + mcm% =n, yC(z)+ cm% =N and zMy< 1l (3.57)
Further let u the solution to the system in the variable v
wh(u)/ (@) = y1/(at1) (3.58)

Then [23, Lem. 2.1] says that for n, N,n —mN and v sufficiently large there are unique solutions x,_ v, Yn,N
and u, solving (3.57) and (3.58), respectively. In particular, there is a slowly varying function g : Rt — R*
such that u, = v*/(@+1) /g(v). With this at hand, define

N¥ =Cp-g(n) -n@+) where Cy := o~ (p~™ (o + 1))/ @+,

Depending on limsup N/N* < 1 or liminf N/N > 1 there is a phase transition at which [z"y"]G(z,vy)
switches its asymptotic behaviour, see [23, Thm. 1(I), 1(II)]. First we are going to show that

C(zn) ~a 'T(a + 1)1/(°‘+1) ~g(n) - ne/(et1) (3.59)

This implies that C(z,,)/N* ~ p™/(@+1) < 1 so that we are able to use all the results for Case (I) in [23],
in particular Theorem 1(I) for the determination of [z"y™']G(z,y). Since z,C’(z,) = n we necessarily
have that z, = pe~" such that 1, — 0 as n — oo due to Lemma 2.3, which also gives us z,C’(z,) ~

INCEE 1)h(n;1)777:(a+1). Hence
My ()Y D = (n/D(a + 1)V D1+ o(1).

Since n/T(a + 1) — oo it directly follows from (3.58) and the subsequent text that 7, ~ (n/T(a +
1)t/e+1) /g(n). We also deduce that g(n)**' ~ h(n;!) by comparing the two representations of 7 *.
Hence Lemma 2.3 yields

Czn) ~ D(@)h(n )iy ~ a7 T(a+ 1)V g(n) - o/ (OFD),

Consequently limsup N'/N}* < 1 and N'/N} = O(1). Let (xn,Yn) = (Tn, N7, Yn,n’) be the solution to (3.57).
Then [23, Thm. 1(I)] together with Theorem 1.1 reveal that

(3.60)

gt exp {ijz C(pj)y%/]} . exp {ynC(:Cn) — C(zn)} ] (Z_n)n ., —N'
0 e (SO0} VIV RO @) (@ T D20 ) o

In

In the remaining proof we show that z,/z, and y, are so close to 1 that the right-hand side of (3.60) is

asymptotically (27N’/(a + 1))_1/2e_t2/2. For that we first repeat some important properties of (z,yn)
from [23, Lem. 4.1], that is,

ZTp ~p, limsupy, <p ™ and S, := Tnbn  _ O(1). (3.61)

n—oo 1 - x?yn
Parametrize ,, = z,e% for an appropriate d,,. We first show that
In, = o(nn). (3.62)
By (3.57) and (3.61) we have that y,C(zy) ~ C(zn)+L ~ C(z,) and z,y,C'(zy) ~ n = 2,C’(2z,). Plugging
in z, = z,e’ = pe~ (1 =9) we obtain by Lemma 2.3
h(nn = 0n) (M — 6n)~
h(nn) o

C(Zn) ~ ynC(xn) ~ ynl—‘(a)h(nn - 571)(7771 - 6n)_a ~ ync(zn)
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implying that

y h(nn — 6n) (Mo — 6n)
h(nn) nn

~ 1. (3.63)

Analogously
h(1n = 0n) (11 — 8,) @Y
h(1n) T

n~ TpynC' (n) ~ Yn2nC' (21)

implying that

Y h(nn - 571) (77n - 5n)7(a+1)
n h(nn) n;(a-ﬁ-l)

~ 1. (3.64)
Combining (3.63) and (3.64) we obtain that (1, — d,)/n, ~ 1 implying (3.62).
In what follows we use, without mentioning it every time, that d,, = o(n,,) and Lemma 2.3 imply
2w C® (20)6 = ©(h(n;, Y, @0 6,) = o(h(ny, )y, @HFD) = o(CH D (), k€N
Next we expand C(z,e’) at 6 = 0. Since 6, = o(n,) and y, = O (1) we obtain that
YnC(20) = YnC(2n) + YnznC' (20)0n + Ynz2C" (20)02 /2 + 0o(C" (2,)52) (3.65)
= YnC(2n) + YnznC"' (20)0n + 0(ynC' (21)0n).
Then the second identity in (3.57) gives
N' = y,C(2n) + Yn20C"(20)0n + cmSn + 0o(C' (2,)5,).

Recalling that N’ = C(z,) + L and dividing both sides by C(z,) entails that y, ~ 1 and

i L—enS @l (C)
b =14 =50 o <C(Zn) 5n). (3.66)

We proceed similarly with the second identity in (3.57). Expanding z,e%y,C’(2,e°) around § = 0 and
using (3.62) yields

xnynC'(xn) = ynzncl('zn) + yn(an/(zn) + 27210”(271))571 +0 (C/H(Zn)(si)
= Ynn + Yn2nC" (20)0n + 0o(C" (2)61)- (3.67)

Note that Lemma 2.3 implies that C”(2,,) = O(C"(2,)?/C(2n)) = O(nC’(2,)/C(2y)). Keeping this in mind,
we plug in (3.67) and y,, from (3.66) into the first equation of (3.57) to obtain

B L—e¢c,S > 20 C' (2n)
=n+n o) + 0 (an (zn) —m Clo)

Since S,, = O(1) due to (3.61) this implies together with Lemma 2.3 that

20 C' (2n) - _aL—cmS
C(Zn) '

) +0(C"(2n)0n) + MC, Sy

L—cnS{( 5,
on n o) (an (zn) —m

This, in turn, implies with (3.66) that

n

yn:1—|—(o¢—|—1)L_cmSn (L—cmSn)'

C(zn) C(zn)
It follows that there are «,, = o(L/n) and 8, = o(L/C(z,)) such that
o= —a" 2 0, and yn—1+<a+1>%;:>sn + B (3.68)
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Recall that L ~ t/C(z)/(a+ 1) and S, = ©(1) due to (3.61). Plugging this and the expressions for d,, ¥,
into (3.65) as well as using Lemma 2.3 for C(2,), 2,C’(2,,) = n, 22C"(z,) yields

YnC () = YnC(2n) + Ynz2nC' (20)0n + ynzaC" (2087 /2 + o(C" (2,)57,)
=Cl(zn) + (@ + 1)(L — cnSpn) + BnC(zn) + —a(L — cS) + ann

L2 o 042 L2
e +2:C"(zn)——= +0(1)

—a(a+1) 5 3

=Cl(zn) + L — ¢nSn + BrC(2n) + ann — %tz + o(1).
Plugging this into the second identity of (3.57) entails
N' = y,C(x) + cmSn = BnC(2n) + apn = %tz +o(1). (3.69)

With (3.68) at hand we obtain that

n
(Z_n> _ e—tinn — ea(L—cmSn)—ann

Tn

and

o o= (@F D) (L=emSn) =12 =B C (zn)+(a+1)t? /2

L—CmSn >—C(zn)+t\/C(zn)/(a+1)

_N’

Combining the previous two displays with (3.69) delivers

(Z_n>nynzv’ — e(L—cmSn)=ann—(at1)(L—cmSn)—t*—BnC(zn)+(at)t?/2 _, (L—cmSn—t>/2
Tp
From N’ = y,C () + ¢m S, we directly get y,C(x,) — C(2,) = L — ¢, Sy, so that

Zn " N 2
exp {ynC(zn) — C(zn)} - <_) N et

Tn

Since &, = o(n,) as showed in (3.62) we obtain that 22C"(z,) ~ 22C"(x,). Concluding, and plugging in
Yn ~ 1, we obtain in (3.60)

gn, N’ 1 —t2/2 1 —t2/2
~ e ~ €
9n 27N’ /(o + 1) V2mC(2n)/(a + 1)

as claimed. O
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