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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 Erdős 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

Ωn :=
{

(N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ N
n
0 :

∑

1≤k≤n

kNk = n
}

.

Using this notation, we say that a (compound) object O has cluster structure (N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn, if there
are Nk 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 Ck 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 (N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn

equals
n!

∏

1≤i≤n i!
Ni

·
∏

1≤i≤n

CNi

i

Ni!
= n!

∏

1≤i≤n

(Ci/i!)
Ni

Ni!
; (1.1)

the first term is a multinomial coefficient that partitions the n labels to the Ni objects of size i, and the
second term selects a set of Ni objects from the objects of size i in C, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Actually, this
formula can also be used if we replace Ci 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 Ck’s are non-negative real numbers. If we sum up (1.1) over all elements
in Ωn, 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 ck = Ck/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) :=
∑

k≥1

ckx
k =

∑

k≥1

Ck

k!
xk and S(x) := eC(x). (1.2)

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 (N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn equals

∏

1≤i≤n

(

Ci +Ni − 1

Ni

)

, (1.3)

where the binomial coefficient accounts for the number of ways to choose with repetition Ni elements
from Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. As before, (1.3) makes also sense if the Ck’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 Ωn, 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 ck = Ck, the partition function equals the n-th coefficient of a power series G that satisfies
the (again, beautiful) identity

C(x) :=
∑

k≥1

ckx
k, and G(x) := exp







∑

j≥1

C(xj)/j







. (1.4)
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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.G, 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(n) = (S
(n)
1 , . . . , S

(n)
n ) ∈ Ωn and G(n) = (G

(n)
1 , . . . ,G

(n)
n ) ∈ Ωn denote

the cluster structures of an element drawn uniformly at random from all C-sets and C-multisets of (total)
size n. Denote by [xn]F (x) the coefficient of xn in a power series F . By definition and using (1.1) and (1.3)
we readily obtain

Pr
[

S
(n) = (N1, . . . , Nn)

]

=
1

[xn]S(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤n

cNi

i

Ni!
· 1(N1,...,Nn)∈Ωn

, (1.5)

Pr
[

G
(n) = (N1, . . . , Nn)

]

=
1

[xn]G(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤n

(

ci +Ni − 1

Ni

)

· 1(N1,...,Nn)∈Ωn
. (1.6)

Let F(n) = (F
(n)
1 , . . . ,F

(n)
n ) be either S(n) or G(n). Central objects of interest are the distribution of the total

number of clusters
κ(F(n)) :=

∑

1≤k≤n

F
(n)
k

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

M(F(n)) := min
{

1 ≤ k ≤ n : F
(n)
k > 0

}

and L(F(n)) := max
{

1 ≤ k ≤ n : F
(n)
k > 0

}

.

State of the art Let h : [1,∞) → [0,∞) be an eventually positive, continuous and slowly varying function,
which means that

lim
x→∞

h(λx)

h(x)
= 1, for λ > 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) · nα−1 · ρ−n, α ∈ R, 0 < ρ ≤ 1. (1.7)

Under this assumption the prominent problem of determining [xn]S(x) and [xn]G(x) is treated in several
papers. The state of the art is: [26, 25] treat the convergent case α < 0, [1] the logarithmic case α = 0,
[14, 10] the expansive case α > 0 and [15] a specific “quasi-expansive” class of sequences that satisfy an
analytical set of conditions implying α > 0 and ρ = 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 (α < 0) is also rather
complete. It is known that the number κ(F(n)) 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(n) leaves an object that converges in distribution to a limit given by the Boltzmann model, cf. [26, 25, 2],
implying that n− L(F(n)) has a limiting distribution.

The expansive case, on the other side, is quite different from that. In general, κ(F(n)) 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 Erdös 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 andN clusters, which is obviously related to Pr[κ(G(n)) = N ], was studied
in [23] when ρ < 1. The distribution of κ(G(n)) 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 κ(G(n)) in the expansive case is still
an open problem. Regarding sets, the proper normalization that yields a local and central Gaussian limit
theorem for κ(S(n)) is established in [7] in the expansive case and when h(n) is constant; treating general h
has not been achieved so far.
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There are also many results about the smallest and largest clusters of F(n). 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 L(G(n)) 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(n)) and L(G(n)). For the case of C-sets, [11] proved that there is a threshold n1/(α+1) for L(S(n)),
meaning that the probability of the event {L(S(n)) ≤ nβ} tends to 0 if β < 1/(α+1) and to 1 if β > 1/(α+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 α > 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 [xn]S(x) and [xn]G(x) 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(x) 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
[xn]F (x) and [xn−k]F (x)/[xn]F (x) systematically for virtually any 0 < k ≤ n as n → ∞. 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 – areH-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 L(S(n)), L(G(n)) and M(S(n)), M(G(n)), 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 α > 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(x).
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 (ck)k∈N is said to be in the set F(α1, α2, ρ)
for 0 < α1 < α2 and ρ > 0 if there are constants 0 < A1 < A2 such that for all sufficiently large n

A1 · nα1−1 · ρ−n ≤ cn ≤ A2 · nα2−1 · ρ−n. (1.8)

Such sequences are referred to as oscillating expansive with parameters α1, α2, ρ. This setting is rather
broad, and it also includes models that are not expansive in the sense that

cn = h(n) · nα−1 · ρ−n, h is eventually positive and slowly varying, α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1, n ∈ N,
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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 (ck)k∈N that do not necessarily have a combinatorial interpretation. This
is possible since S(x) and G(x) 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(n) and
G(n), 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(n) and
similarly, when we talk about “multisets”, we will refer to G(x) and G

(n).

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. For α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and 0 < ε < α/3 let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3+ε, α, ρ). Let zn be the solution
to znC

′(zn) = n. Then, for ℓ ∈ N0 and as n → ∞,

[xn]S(x) · C(x)ℓ ∼ S(zn)C(zn)
ℓ

√

2πC′′(zn)
· z−n−1

n . (1.9)

Let ℓ ∈ N0, (p1, . . . , pℓ) ∈ N
ℓ
0. If 0 < ρ < 1, then as n → ∞,

[xn]G(x)
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

∑

j≥1
jpiC(xj) ∼ exp

{

∑

j≥2
C(ρj)/j

}

· S(zn)C(zn)
ℓ

√

2πC′′(zn)
· z−n−1

n . (1.10)

If ρ = 1, let qn be the solution to
∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n. Then, as n → ∞,

[xn]G(x)
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

∑

j≥1
jpiC(xj) ∼

G(qn)
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

∑

j≥1 j
piC(qjn)

√

2π
∑

j≥1 jq
2j
n C′′(qjn)

· q−n
n . (1.11)

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 sn/n! := [xn]S(x) and gn := [xn]G(x) of C-sets and C-multisets of size n
asymptotically. That is, if (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) for α > 0, 0 < ε < α/3 and 0 < ρ ≤ 1 we recover
(though, due to the notational discrepancy this is not immediately obvious) streamlined versions of the
results in [10, 14]

sn ∼ S(zn)
√

2πz2nC
′′(zn)

· z−n
n · n!, zn solves znC

′(zn) = n

and

gn ∼























exp

{

∑

j≥2

C(ρj)/j

}

exp {C(zn)}
√

2πz2nC
′′(zn)

· z−n
n , 0 < ρ < 1 and zn solves znC

′(zn) = n

G(qn)
√

2π
∑

j≥1 jq
2j
n C′′(qjn)

· q−n
n , ρ = 1 and qn solves

∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = 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(n) and G(n) 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(n) and G(n). Recall that for F(n) ∈ {S(n),G(n)}

M(F(n)) := min
{

1 ≤ k ≤ n : F
(n)
k > 0

}

and L(F(n)) := max
{

1 ≤ k ≤ n : F
(n)
k > 0

}

.
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First we treat the largest clusters. Freiman and Granovsky [11] show that if (ck)k∈N is expansive, then the
coarse threshold for the size of the largest cluster in the C-set S(n) is given by n1/(α+1), in the sense that

lim
n→∞

Pr
[

L(S(n)) ≤ nβ
]

=

{

0, β < 1/(α+ 1)

1, β > 1/(α+ 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(n) in a specific setting – under the
aforementioned Meinardus scheme of conditions – that in addition to several assumptions requires ρ = 1.
He established that for specific functions functions f(n), g(n)

lim
n→∞

Pr
[

L(G(n)) ≤ g(n) + tf(n)
]

= e−e−t

, t ∈ R,

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 (ck)k∈N be expansive. For t ∈ R and β > 0 set

s(t, β) := β−1
(

lnX + t
)

, where X = Γ(α)−1C(ρe−β)(lnC(ρe−β))α−1 h(β
−1 lnC(ρe−β))

h(β−1)
.

Let zn = ρe−ηn be the solution to znC
′(zn) = n and qn = ρe−ξn the solution to

∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n. Then

lim
n→∞

Pr
[

L(F(n)) ≤ s(t, βn)
]

= e−e−t

, where βn =

{

ηn, F(n) = S(n) or F(n) = G(n), 0 < ρ < 1

ξn, F
(n) = G

(n), ρ = 1
, t ∈ R.

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(ρe−β) and ρe−βC′(ρe−β) accurately enough as β → 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 cn = nα−1ρ−n for α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and n ∈ N. Define

f(n) :=

(

n

Γ(α+ 1)

)1/(α+1)

and f̃(n) :=

(

n

Γ(α+ 1)ζ(α + 1)

)1/(α+1)

.

Then, if zn = ρe−ηn is the solution to znC
′(zn) = n,

ηn = f(n)−1 + o(n−1) and lnX = α ln f(n) + (α− 1) ln ln f(n) + (α− 1) lnα+ o(1)

and, if qn = ρe−ξn is the solution to
∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n,

ξn = f̃(n)−1 + o(n−1) and lnX = α ln f̃(n) + (α− 1) ln ln f̃(n) + (α− 1) lnα+ o(1).

This delivers the exact scaling for the distribution of the largest cluster in S(n) and G(n) for all 0 < ρ ≤ 1 .

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

Corollary 1.4. For α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and 0 < ε < α/3 let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ). Then, for s ∈ N,

lim
n→∞

Pr
[

M(F(n)) > s
]

=























exp

{

−
∑

1≤k≤s

ckρ
k

}

, F(n) = S(n)

exp

{

−
∑

j≥1

∑

1≤k≤s

ckρ
jk/j

}

, F(n) = G(n)

.

Moreover, limn→∞ Pr
[

M(F(n)) > sn
]

= 0 for any sn → ∞ and F(n) ∈ {S(n),G(n)}.
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The Cluster Distribution In this section we study the distribution of the number of clusters in S(n) and
G(n). Recall that for F(n) ∈ {S(n),G(n)} the number of components is defined by

κ(F(n)) :=
∑

1≤k≤n

F
(n)
k .

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

S(x, y) = exp {yC(x)} and G(x, y) = exp







∑

j≥1

C(xj)yj

j







.

Then for k ∈ N

Pr
[

κ(S(n)) = k
]

=
[xnyk]S(x, y)

[xn]S(x)
and Pr

[

κ(G(n)) = k
]

=
[xnyk]G(x, y)

[xn]G(x)
.

For n, ℓ ∈ N let (n)ℓ denote the falling factorial (n)ℓ := n(n − 1) · · · (n − ℓ + 1). By a straightforward
computation we obtain the well-known relations

E

[

(κ(S(n)))ℓ

]

=
[xn]dℓ/(dyℓ)S(x, y)

∣

∣

y=1

[xn]S(x)
and E

[

(κ(G(n)))ℓ

]

=
[xn]dℓ/(dyℓ)G(x, y)

∣

∣

y=1

[xn]G(x)
, ℓ ∈ N. (1.12)

For the specific case cn ∼ cnα−1ρ−n and c, α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 the results in Erlihson and Granovsky [8] can be
used to obtain the moments of κ(S(n)); the following result completes the picture for both sets and multisets
in the oscillating expansive case.

Corollary 1.5. For α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and 0 < ε < α/3 let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ). Let zn be the
solution to znC

′(zn) = n. Then

E

[

κ(F(n))ℓ
]

∼ C(zn)
ℓ for F

(n) =

{

S
(n), 0 < ρ ≤ 1

G
(n), 0 < ρ < 1

.

If ρ = 1, let qn be the solution to
∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n. Then

E

[

κ(G(n))
]

∼
∑

j≥1

C(qjn) and E

[

κ(G(n))2
]

∼
(

∑

j≥1

C(qjn)
)2

+
∑

j≥1

jC(qjn).

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 κ(G(n)) in the case ρ = 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 ℓ = 2 the second term in the asymptotic formula for E

[

κ(G(n))2
]

can be of the same order as the first term. To see this, consider following example. Let cn ∼ nα−1 for some
0 < α < 1. Set qn = e−ξn . Then, as we will show later in Lemma 2.2, we have that

∑

j≥1 C(qjn) = Θ(ξ−1
n )

and
∑

j≥1 jC(qjn) = Θ(ξ−2
n ). For this reason it seems out of reach to get a “nice” formula for E

[

κ(G(n))ℓ
]

for general ℓ. So, we are content with only presenting the cases ℓ = 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 (ck)k∈N is expansive we can actually say much more. In this direction,
Erlihson and Granovsky [7] derived a local and a central limit theorem for κ(S(n)) under the condition
cn = cnα−1ρ−n for c, α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 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.
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Theorem 1.6. Let (ck)k∈N be expansive. Then for any K > 0, as n → ∞

Pr
[

κ(S(n)) = ⌊C(zn) + t
√

C(zn)/(α+ 1)⌋
]

∼ e−t2/2 · 1
√

2πC(zn)/(α+ 1)
, t ∈ [−K,K].

If 0 < ρ < 1 we further get that for any t ∈ R, as n → ∞,

Pr
[

κ(G(n)) = ⌊C(zn) + t
√

C(zn)/(α+ 1)⌋
]

∼ e−t2/2 · 1
√

2πC(zn)/(α+ 1)
.

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 κ(S(n)) and κ(G(n)) is ∼ C(zn)/(α+1); we leave it as an open problem
to establish that. Moreover, note that in Theorem 1.6 the statement about κ(S(n)) implies a central limit
theorem, whereas the statement about κ(G(n)) 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 [xnyN ]G(x, 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)k∈N be expansive. Let N = Nn be such that N,n/N → ∞ as n → ∞. Set rn to be
the solution to rnC

′(rn)/C(rn) = n/N . Then, as n → ∞,

[xnyN ]S(x, y) ∼ 1

N !
· C(rn)

N

√

2πNr2nC
′′(rn)/((α+ 1)C(rn))

· r−n
n .

2 Preliminaries

In this section we first introduce the concept ofH-admissibility and state Lemma 2.1, which is a central result
about coefficient 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 (x)
with radius of convergence 0 < ρ ≤ ∞ under which [xn]F (x) 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. VIII.5].

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

[xn]F (x) =
r−n

2π

∫ π

−π

F (reiθ)e−niθdθ. (2.1)

To get a grip on this expression we expand F (reiθ) at θ = 0, so that for some |ξ| ≤ |θ| ≤ π

F (reiθ)e−niθ = F (r) · exp
{

iθ(a(r) − n)− θ2

2
b(r) +

(iθ)3

6
c(reiξ)

}

(2.2)

for functions a, b and c given by

ia(x) :=
∂

∂θ
f(xeiθ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

, −b(x) :=
∂2

∂θ2
f(xeiθ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

and i3c(x) :=
∂3

∂θ3
f(xeiθ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

.

In particular,

a(x) = xf ′(x), b(x) = x2f ′′(x) + xf ′(x) and c(x) = x3f ′′′(x) + 3x2f ′′(x) + xf ′(x). (2.3)

8



With these definitions at hand we (informally) say that F (x) is H-admissible, if it is possible to split up (2.1)
into a dominant part, where f(reiθ)− niθ = f(r) + iθ(a(r)− n)− θ2b(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 < ρ ≤ ∞ which is positive on some interval (R0, ρ) ⊆ (0, ρ).

(H1) [Capture Condition] a(r) and b(r) tend to infinity as r → ρ.

(H2) [Locality Condition] For some function θ0 : (R0, ρ) → R
+ we have as r → ρ uniformly in |θ| ≤ θ0(r)

F (reiθ) ∼ F (r) · exp
{

iθa(r)− θ2b(r)/2
}

.

(H3) [Decay Condition] As r → ρ uniformly in θ0(r) ≤ |θ| < π

F (reiθ) = o
(

b(r)−1/2F (r)
)

.

We call F (x) H-admissible if it has the three proprties (H1)–(H3). 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. VIII.5].

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that F (x) is H-admissible. Then as r → ρ

[xn]F (x) =
F (r)

√

2πb(r)
· r−n ·

(

exp

{

− (a(r) − n)2

2b(r)

}

+ εn

)

,

where limr→ρ supn∈N|εn| = 0.

In particular, by choosing any r such that (a(r) − n)2/b(r) = O (1) we get the first asymptotic order
of [xn]F (x). This allows us to compare different coefficients [xn−k]F (x) and [xn]F (x) using the identical
saddle-point r, 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
∑

j≥1 j
β−1rγjC(γ)((e−χ)j) for β ∈ N, γ ∈ N0 and as χ → 0. In the proof we use the Euler-MacLaurin

summation formula (and the computations are inspired by [19, Appendix A]).

Lemma 2.2. Let β, γ ∈ R
+
0 . Then, as χ → 0,

∑

k≥1

kγe−χk

(1− e−χk)β
∼











d1 · χ−(γ+1), β < 1 + γ

χ−(γ+1) ln(χ−1), β = 1 + γ

d2 · χ−β , β > 1 + γ

,

where, letting ζ denote the Zeta-function,

d1 =

∫ ∞

0

tγe−t

(1− e−t)β
dt and d2 = ζ(β − γ).

Proof. Define g(t) := tγe−χt/(1 − e−χt)β . For β − γ < 1 the integral
∫∞

0
tγe−t/(1 − e−t)βdt exists (since

the integrand is asymptotically t−(β−γ) as t → 0) so that by convergence of the Riemann sum to the
corresponding integral we obtain

∑

k≥1

g(k) = χ−(γ+1) · χ ·
∑

k≥1

(χk)γe−χk

(1 − e−χk)β
∼ χ−(γ+1)

∫ ∞

0

tγe−t

(1− e−t)β
dt.
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Next we consider the case β− γ > 1. Let P1(x) = x− ⌊x⌋− 1/2. Then the Euler-Maclaurin formula, see for
example [12, Ch. 9.5], gives us

∑

k≥1

g(k) =

∫ ∞

1

g(t)dt+
g(1)

2
+

∫ ∞

1

g′(x)P1(x)dx. (2.4)

We will determine the first integral by using dominated convergence. Note that for t ≥ 1

χβg(t)tβ−γ = (χt)βe−χt/(1− e−χt)β .

Thus

lim
χ→0

χβg(t) = tγ−β , t ≥ 1. (2.5)

Further, the continuous function zβe−z/(1 − e−z)β tends to 1 as z → 0 and to 0 as z → ∞. Hence there is
some A > 0 such that

χβg(t) ≤ Atγ−β, t ≥ 1. (2.6)

Thus, by dominated convergence, (2.5), and the fact that
∫∞

1 t−(β−γ)dt exists

∫ ∞

1

g(t)dt = χ−β

∫ ∞

1

χβg(t)dt ∼ χ−β

∫ ∞

1

t−(β−γ)dt = χ−β 1

β − γ − 1
. (2.7)

The next term in (2.4) is g(1)/2 ∼ χ−β/2. Moreover,

∫ ∞

1

g′(t)P1(t)dt =

∫ ∞

1

(

γ
tγ−1e−χt

(1 − e−χt)β
− χ

tγe−χt

(1 − e−χt)β
− χβ

tγe−2χt

(1− e−χt)β+1

)

P1(t)dt. (2.8)

Note that β − γ > 1 implies that β − (γ − 1) > 1 and (β + 1)− γ > 1 so that as before

∫ ∞

1

g′(t)P1(t)dt ∼ χ−β(γ − β)

∫ ∞

1

t−(β−γ+1)P1(t)dt− χ−β+1

∫ ∞

1

t−(β−γ)P1(t)dt.

As β − γ > 1, the last term is O
(

χ−β+1
)

= o(χ−β). Moreover, by using again Euler-Maclaurin summation

∑

k≥1

k−(β−γ)

γ − β
=

∫ ∞

1

t−(β−γ)

γ − β
dt+

1

2(γ − β)
+

∫ ∞

1

t−(β−γ+1)P1(t)dt.

Computing the integral and rearranging the terms yields

∫ ∞

1

t−(β−γ+1)P1(t)dt =
ζ(β − γ)

γ − β
+

1

(γ − β)(γ − β + 1)
− 1

2(γ − β)
.

The claim follows for β−γ > 1. Finally, let us consider the case β = γ+1. Set a = ln(χ−1)−1/(2(γ+1)) = o(1).
We have that

χγ+1

∫ ∞

1

g(t)dt =

∫ ∞

χ

tγe−t

(1− e−t)γ+1
dt =

(∫ a

χ

+

∫ 1

a

+

∫ ∞

1

)

tγe−t

(1− e−t)γ+1
dt =: I1 + I2 +O (1) .

In I1 we use that t = o(1) to obtain that I1 ∼
∫ a

χ
t−1dt = ln a − lnχ ∼ ln(χ−1). In I2 we estimate

I2 ≤ (1 − e−a)−(γ+1)
∫ 1

a
tγe−t = Θ(ln(χ−1)1/2) = o(ln(χ−1)). Hence

∫ ∞

1

g(t)dt ∼ χ−(γ+1) ln(χ−1). (2.9)
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Further g(1) ∼ χ−β = χ−(γ+1) and by estimating |P1(x)| ≤ 1 in (2.8) we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

1

g′(t)P1(t)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫ ∞

1

(

γ
tγ−1e−χt

(1− e−χ)β
+ χ

tγe−χt

(1− e−χt)β
+ χβ

tγe−2χt

(1 − e−χt)β+1

)

dt =: J1 + J2 + J3.

Since β = γ+1 we have that γ−1−β = −2 and the integral
∫∞

1 t−2dt exists. Hence, analogous to (2.5)–(2.7)

we obtain by dominated convergence that Ji = O
(

χ−(γ+1)
)

= o(χ−(γ+1) ln(χ−1)) for i = 1, 3. Analogous
to (2.9) we obtain that

χ−1J2 =

∫ ∞

1

g(t)dt ∼ χ−(γ+1) ln(χ−1)

implying that J2 = o(χ−(γ+1) ln(χ−1)). This finishes the proof.

In the following two lemmas we consider an eventually positive, slowly varying function h : R+ → R
+
0

which means that limx→∞ h(λx)/h(x) = 1 for any λ > 0. An immediate consequence from [5, Theorem
1.3.1] for such functions is that they are subpolynomial, that is, for any δ > 0 and x0 sufficiently large

x−δ ≤ h(x) ≤ xδ and
( x

x′

)δ

≤ h(x′)

h(x)
≤
(x′

x

)δ

for all x′ ≥ x ≥ x0. (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 α > 0 and h be an eventually positive and slowly varying function. Then,
as χ → 0

∑

k≥1

h(k)kα−1e−χk ∼ Γ(α)h(χ−1)χ−α.

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 α > 0 and h be an eventually positive and slowly varying function. Let
(bn)n∈N, (tn)n∈N be sequences such that bn → b ∈ (0,∞] and bntn → ∞ as n → ∞. Then, as n → ∞,

∫ ∞

bn

h(xtn)x
αe−xdx ∼ h(bntn)

∫ ∞

bn

xαe−xdx.

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 (x) =
∑

k≥m fkx
k be a power series with non-negative

coefficients such that fm > 0 and radius of convergence ρ > 0. Let 0 < ε < 1. Then there exists A > 0 such
that for all 0 ≤ z ≤ (1 − ε)ρ

1 ≤ F (z)

fmzm
≤ 1 +Az.

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. For α > 0, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and 0 < ε < α/3 let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ). Then

S(x)C(x)ℓ and G(x)
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

∑

j≥1
jpiC(xj)

are H-admissible for ℓ ∈ N0 and (p1, . . . , pℓ) ∈ N
ℓ
0.
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3.1.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1 in the Set Case

In this section we prove that Fℓ(x) = S(x)C(x)ℓ is H-admissible under the conditions stated in Lemma 3.1,
that is, we verify properties (H1)–(H3) for Fℓ and the corresponding

fℓ = lnFℓ = C + ℓ lnC.

Before we do so, as a preparation we establish some useful properties of the functions defined in (2.3)

aℓ(x) := xf ′
ℓ(x), bℓ(x) := x2f ′′

ℓ (x) + xf ′
ℓ(x) and cℓ(x) := x3f ′′′

ℓ (x) + 3x2f ′′
ℓ (x) + xf ′

ℓ(x) . (3.1)

To simplify the notation we also introduce

As(x) :=
∑

k≥1

ksckx
k, s ∈ N0. (3.2)

With this definition at hand we are able to abbreviate

A0(x) = C(x), A1(x) = xC′(x), A2(x) = x2C′′(x) + xC′(x), A3(x) = x3C′′′(x) + 3x2C′′(x) + xC′(x).

Then we obtain

aℓ(x) = A1(x) + ℓ
A1(x)

A0(x)
, bℓ(x) = A2(x) + ℓ

(

A2(x)

A0(x)
− A1(x)

2

A0(x)2

)

and

cℓ(x) = A3(x) + ℓ

(

A3(x)

A0(x)
− 3

A1(x)A2(x)

A0(x)2
+ 2

A1(x)
3

A0(x)3

)

.

(3.3)

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

Corollary 3.2. Let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) for 0 < ε < α/3, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and α > 0. Set r = ρe−χ for
χ > 0. Then, for any s ∈ N0

As(r) = O
(

χ−(α+s)
)

and As(r) = Ω(χ−(2α/3+ε+s)), as χ → 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 (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) for 0 < ε < α/3, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and α > 0. Set r = ρe−χ for
χ > 0. Then the functions in (3.3) fulfill for any ℓ ∈ N0

aℓ(r) ∼ A1(r) and bℓ(r) ∼ A2(r), as χ → 0. (3.5)

Proof. We obtain that A0(r) → ∞ by (3.4), and so aℓ(r) = A1(r) + O (A1(r)/A0(r)) ∼ A1(r) as χ → 0.
Further, by applying Hölder’s inequality

A1(r)
2 =

(

∑

k≥1

k
√

ckrk ·
√

ckrk
)2

≤ A2(r)A0(r). (3.6)

Hence (A1(r)/A0(r))
2 ≤ A2(r)/A0(r), and the second statement follows by using A0(r) → ∞ 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 (H1)–(H3) for aℓ(x), bℓ(x) and cℓ(x) from (3.3). Set
r = ρe−χ. From (3.5) we obtain that aℓ(r) ∼ A1(r) and bℓ(r) ∼ A2(r). Then (3.4) implies that aℓ(r) and
bℓ(r) both tend to infinity as χ → 0, thus establishing (H1).

We prove (H2). For some α/3 < δ < α/3 + ε/2 set

θ0 := χ1+δ. (3.7)
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By applying Taylor’s expansion we obtain that for |θ| ≤ θ0 there is a ξ = ξ(θ) ∈ (−θ, θ) such that

Fℓ(re
iθ) = Fℓ(r) · exp

{

iθaℓ(r) −
θ2

2
bℓ(r) + i3

θ3

6
cℓ(re

iξ)

}

.

Defining

dℓ(x) := ℓ

(

A3(x)

A0(x)
− 3

A1(x)A2(x)

A0(x)2
+ 2

A1(x)
3

A0(x)3

)

we get in view of (3.3) that |θ3cℓ(reiξ)| ≤ θ30 |A3(re
iξ)| + θ30|dℓ(reiξ)| uniformly in |θ| ≤ θ0. Since A3(r) has

only non-negative coefficients, the triangle inequality asserts that |A3(re
iξ)| ≤ A3(r). With (3.4) we further

get that A3(r) = O
(

χ−(α+3)
)

as χ → 0. We conclude that θ30 |A3(re
iξ)| ≤ θ30A3(r) = O

(

χ−α+3δ
)

= o(1) as
χ → 0 uniformly in |θ| ≤ θ0. It remains to show that θ30 |dℓ(reiξ)| = o(1) in order to get (H2). Since the
functions appearing in dℓ cannot necessarily be represented as power series with non-negative coefficients
(powers of A0 appear in the denominator), we cannot use the triangle inequality to get rid of eiξ that easily.
So, we first determine a lower bound for |A0(re

iξ)| that holds uniformly in |θ| ≤ θ0; in fact we are going to
show that |A0(re

iξ)| ∼ A0(r). From the definition of the absolute value of complex numbers

|A0(re
iξ)|2 =

(

∑

k≥1

ckr
k cos(ξk)

)2

+

(

∑

k≥1

ckr
k sin(ξk)

)2

≥
(

∑

k≥1

ckr
k cos(ξk)

)2

. (3.8)

For 1 ≤ k ≤ χ−1−δ/2 we have kξ = o(1) since |ξ| ≤ |θ| ≤ θ0 = χ1+δ. Hence
∑

k≥1

ckr
k cos(ξk) ∼ A0(r) −R0 +R1, Ri =

∑

k>χ−1−δ/2

ckr
k cos(ξk)i, i = 0, 1.

Then for i = 0, 1 and recalling that (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ)

|Ri| = O
(

∑

k>χ−1−δ/2

kα−1e−χk

)

= Θ

(

χ−α

∫ ∞

χ−δ/2

tα−1e−tdt

)

= o(1).

Together with |A0(re
iξ)| ≤ A0(r) we thus deduce |A0(re

iξ)| ∼ A0(r) as χ → 0 uniformly in |ξ| ≤ |θ| ≤ θ0.
Using that As has only non-negative coefficients for s ≥ 0 we then get the estimate

ℓ−1|dℓ(reiξ)| ≤
A3(r)

|A0(reiξ)|
+ 3

A1(r)A2(r)

|A0(reiξ)|2
+ 2

A1(r)
3

|A0(reiξ)|3
∼ A3(r)

A0(r)
+ 3

A1(r)A2(r)

A0(r)2
+ 2

A1(r)
3

A0(r)3
.

With Hölder’s inequality we obtain

A2(r)
2 =

(

∑

k≥1

k3/2
√

ckrk ·
√

kckrk
)2

≤ A3(r)A1(r) and

A1(r)
3 =

(

∑

k≥1

k(ckr
k)1/3 · (ckrk)2/3

)3

≤ A3(r)A0(r)
2.

In (3.6) we showed that A1(r)
2 ≤ A2(r)A0(r). With this at hand, we get that A1(r)A2(r)/A0(r)

2 ≤
A2(r)

2/(A0(r)A1(r)) ≤ A3(r)/A0(r) and A1(r)
3/A0(r)

3 ≤ A3(r)/A0(r). Since A0(r) → ∞ according to (3.4)
this implies with (3.4) that, as χ → 0 and uniformly in |θ| ≤ θ0,

θ30 |dℓ(reiξ)| = O
(

θ30
A3(r)

A0(r)

)

= o(θ30A3(r)) = o(1).

This delivers (H2). The hardest part of the proof is to show (H3), 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(x) has only non-negative coefficients

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fℓ(re
iθ)

Fℓ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣eC(reiθ)−C(r)
∣

∣ ≤ exp
{

∑

k≥1

ckr
k(cos(θk)− 1)

}

= exp
{

− 2
∑

k≥1

ckr
k sin2(θk/2)

}

. (3.9)
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Since sin2(x) is symmetric, it is no restriction to consider θ > 0 from now on. Denote by ‖x‖ the distance
from x ∈ R to its nearest integer. We will use the well-known fact

sin2(πx) ≥ 4‖x‖.

Setting α1 := 2α/3 + ε and letting A1 > 0 be such that ck ≥ A2k
α1−1ρ−k for k ∈ N, we get that

(4A1)
−1
∑

k≥1

ckr
k sin2(θk/2) ≥

∑

k≥1

kα1−1e−χk‖θk/(2π)‖ =: V (θ/(2π)).

We claim that there exists f > 0 such that, as χ → 0 and uniformly in θ0/(2π) ≤ θ < 1/2,

V (θ) ≥ χ−f . (3.10)

Since bℓ(r) ∼ A2(r) = O
(

χ−(α+2)
)

due to (3.4) we obtain that b(r)−1/2 = Ω(χ−(α/2+1)) implying with (3.9)
that as χ → 0 and uniformly in θ0 ≤ θ < π

∣

∣

∣

∣

Fℓ(re
iθ)

Fℓ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ exp {−8A1V (θ)} ≤ exp
{

−8A1χ
−f
}

= o(b(r)−1/2),

which is Condition (H3). 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 [θ0/2π, 1/2)

into I1 := [θ0/(2π), χ] and I2 := (χ, 1/2). Consider θ ∈ I1. For such θ we have that

‖θk‖ = θk, k ≤ (2χ)−1,

implying

V (θ) ≥ θ20/(2π)
2

∑

1≤k≤(2χ)−1

kα1+1e−χk = Θ(χ2δ−α1). (3.11)

Since δ is chosen such that 2δ−α1 = 2δ− 2α/3− ε < −α/3− ε/2 < 0 the claim (3.10) follows as χ → 0 and
uniformly in θ ∈ I1. Let us now consider θ ∈ I2. Define the sets

Q(θ) := {k ≥ 1 : ‖θk‖ ≥ 1/4} =
⋃

j≥0

Qj(θ), Qj(θ) := {k ≥ 1 : j + 1/4 ≤ θk ≤ j + 3/4}.

Then
16 · V (θ) ≥

∑

k∈Q(θ)

kα1−1e−χk =
∑

j≥0

∑

k∈Qj(θ)

kα1−1e−χk.

The intuition behind the choice of these sets is that for any θ ∈ I2 and j ≥ 0 there is a least one element
of order j/θ in Qj(θ) because (j + 3/4)/θ − (j + 1/4)/θ = (2θ)−1 ≥ 1. In particular for j close to χ−1θ we
sum over at least one k with magnitude χ−1, the range where kα1−1e−χk contributes the most to the entire
sum so that the asymptotic order of

∑

k≥1 k
α1−1e−χk = Θ(χ−α1) can be recovered even in the limited range

k ∈ Q(θ). At the same time the term ‖θk‖ is bounded from below uniformly in k ∈ Q(θ) and θ ∈ I2.
To substantiate this, as a next step we estimate the sum by an integral. Since for j ≥ 0 we have that

(j + 1/4)/θ ≤ k ≤ (j + 3/4)/θ we deduce for χj/θ sufficiently large, say ≥ s0 > 0, that (χk)α−1e−χk is
monotonic decreasing for k ∈

⋃

j≥s0θχ−1 Qj(θ). Hence we find the following lower bound for the sum which
holds as χ → 0 uniformly in θ ∈ I2

16 · V (θ) ≥
∫ ∞

s0θχ−1

∫ (u+3/4)/θ

(u+1/4)/θ

vα1−1e−χvdvdu = χ−α1

∫ ∞

s0θχ−1

∫ χ(u+3/4)/θ

χ(u+1/4)/θ

tα1−1e−tdtdv

= χ−α1
θ

χ

∫ ∞

s0

∫ s+3χ/(4θ)

s+χ/(4θ)

tα1−1e−tdtds,
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where we first applied the change of variables t = χv and then s = χ/θ · u. Estimating 3χ/(4θ) ≤ 1 and
using again that the involved functions are decreasing in the range we are integrating over we get as χ → 0
uniformly in θ ∈ I2

16 · V (θ) ≥ χ−α1
θ

χ

∫ ∞

s0

∫ s+3χ/(4θ)

s+χ/(4θ)

tα1−1e−tdtds ≥ χ−α1/2

∫ ∞

t0

(s+ 1)α−1e−(s+1)ds = Θ(χ−α1).

This shows together with (3.11) that (3.10) is valid as χ → 0 and uniformly in θ ∈ I1 ∪ I2. Altogether, we
have just established that Fℓ has (H3) and the proof is completed.

3.1.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1 in the Multiset Case

In this section we prove that F̃ℓ(x) := G(x)
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

∑

j≥1 j
piC(xj) is H-admissible under the conditions

stated in Lemma 3.1, that is, we verify properties (H1)–(H3) for F̃ℓ and the corresponding

f̃ℓ(x) := ln F̃ℓ(x) =
∑

j≥1

C(xj)/j +
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

ln





∑

j≥1

jpiC(xj)



 .

Before we do so, as a preparation we establish some useful properties of the functions defined in (2.3)

ãℓ(x) := xf̃ ′
ℓ(x), b̃ℓ(x) := x2f̃ ′′

ℓ (x) + xf̃ ′
ℓ(x) and c̃ℓ(x) := x3f̃ ′′′

ℓ (x) + 3x2f̃ ′′
ℓ (x) + xf̃ ′

ℓ(x). (3.12)

To simplify the notation we introduce

As,t(x) :=
∑

j≥1

jt−1
∑

k≥1

ksckx
jk, s, t ∈ N0. (3.13)

With this notation

A0,t(x) =
∑

j≥1

jt−1C(xj), A1,t(x) =
∑

j≥1

jt−1xjC′(xj),

A2,t(x) =
∑

j≥1

jt−1(x2jC′′(xj) + xjC′(xj)) and

A3,t(x) =
∑

j≥1

jt−1(x3jC′′′(xj) + 3x2jC′′(xj) + xjC′(xj)).

With this at hand, we can write

ãℓ(x) = A1,1(x) +
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

A1,2+pi(x)

A0,1+pi(x)
, b̃ℓ(x) = A2,2(x) +

∑

1≤i≤ℓ

(

A2,3+pi(x)

A0,1+pi(x)
− A1,2+pi(x)

2

A0,1+pi(x)
2

)

and

c̃ℓ(x) = A3,3(x) +
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

(

A3,4+pi(x)

A0,1+pi(x)
− 3

A1,2+pi(x)A2,3+pi (x)

A0,1+pi(x)
2

+ 2
A1,2+pi(x)

3

A0,1+pi(x)
3

)

.

(3.14)

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

Lemma 3.4. Let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) for 0 < ε < α/3, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and α > 0. Set r = ρe−χ for
χ > 0. Then the following statements are true for any s, t ∈ N0 and as χ → 0. First,

As,s+t(r)

As,s(r)A0,t(r)
= o(1). (3.15)

Moreover, if 0 < ρ < 1, then

As,t(r) = As(r) +
∑

j≥2

jt−1
∑

k≥1

ksckρ
js + o(1) = As(r) +O (1) . (3.16)
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Finally, if ρ = 1, then

As,t(r) =











O(χ−(α+s)), t < α+ s

O(χ−(α+s) ln(χ−1)), t = α+ s

O(χ−t), t > α+ s

, As,t(r) =











Ω(χ−(2α/3+ε+s)), t < 2α/3 + ε+ s

Ω(χ−(2α/3+ε+s) ln(χ−1)), t = 2α/3 + ε+ s

Ω(χ−t), t > 2α/3 + ε+ s

.

(3.17)

Proof. To show (3.16) we first note that As,t(r) = As(r)+
∑

j≥2 j
t−1
∑

k≥1 k
sckr

jk. Note that for 0 < ρ < 1

we have some ε > 0 such that for all j ≥ 2 it holds that rjk ≤ (1− ε)kρk. Hence applying Lemma 2.5 shows
that for 0 < ρ < 1

∑

j≥2

jt−1
∑

k≥1

ksckr
jk = O





∑

j≥2

jt−1ρj



 = O (1) .

By dominated convergence we can let r → ρ. In addition, if 0 < ρ < 1, then due to (3.16) we obtain
As,s+t(r)/(As,s(r)A0,t(r)) ∼ A0,t(r)

−1 = o(1). This shows all the statements for 0 < ρ < 1.
For the remaining proof assume ρ = 1. Then for s, t ∈ N0 as χ → 0

As,t(r) =
∑

k≥1

ksck
∑

j≥1

jt−1e−χkj = Θ

(

∑

k≥1

kscke
−χk

(1− e−χk)t

)

.

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

As,s+t(r)

As,s(r)A0,t(r)
=























O
(

χ2α/3+ε ln(χ−1)
)

, 2α/3 + ε < α ≤ t

O
(

χ−α/3+ε+t
)

, 2α/3 + ε ≤ t < α

O
(

χα/3+2ε
)

, t < 2α/3 + ε < α

.

The only term which is not readily in o(1) is χ−α/3+ε+t. But α < 3t/2 in order for 2α/3 + ε < t to hold
so that −α/3 + ε + t > ε + t/2 > 0 and it follows that χ−α/3+ε+t = o(1). This delivers (3.15) and we are
done.

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 ρ.

Lemma 3.5. Let (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) for 0 < ε < α/3, 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and α > 0. Set r = ρe−χ for
χ > 0. Then the functions (3.3) fulfill for all ℓ ∈ N0, (p1, . . . , pℓ) ∈ N

ℓ
0 that

ãℓ(r) ∼ A1,1(r) and b̃ℓ(r) ∼ A2,2(r), as χ → 0. (3.18)

Proof of Lemma 3.5. For any p ∈ N0 we have that A1,2+p(r)/(A1,1(r)A0,1+p(r)) = o(1) due to (3.15) giving
us ãℓ(r) ∼ A1,1(r). And with Hölder’s inequality we obtain for any p ∈ N0

A1,2+p(r)
2 =

(

∑

j≥1

∑

k≥1

j(p+2)/2k
√

ckrjk · jp/2
√

ckrjk
)2

≤ A2,3+p(r)A0,1+p(r). (3.19)

Hence (3.15) delivers that A2,3+p(r)/(A2,2(r)A0,1+p(r)) = o(1) for any p ∈ N0 giving b̃ℓ(r) ∼ A2,2(r) as
χ → 0.

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 (H1)–(H3) for (3.14). Set r = ρe−χ for χ > 0.
Then (3.18) shows that aℓ(r) ∼ A1,1(r) and b̃ℓ(r) ∼ A2,2(r). Equations (3.4),(3.16) for 0 < ρ < 1 and (3.17)

for ρ = 1 show that ãℓ(r) and b̃ℓ(r) both tend to infinity as χ → 0 showing (H1).
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As in (3.7) we define θ0 = χ1+δ for some α/3 < δ < α/3 + ε/2. The Taylor expansion of F̃ℓ(re
iθ) yields

that for |θ| ≤ θ0 there is some η = η(θ) ∈ (−θ, θ) such that

F̃ℓ(re
iθ) = F̃ℓ(r) · exp

{

iθãℓ(r) −
θ2

2
b̃ℓ(r) + i3

θ3

6
c̃ℓ(re

iη)

}

.

Define

d̃ℓ(x) :=
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

(

A3,4+pi(x)

A0,1+pi(x)
− 3

A1,2+pi(x)A2,3+pi (x)

A0,1+pi(x)
2

+ 2
A1,2+pi(x)

3

A0,1+pi(x)
3

)

.

In view of (3.14) we obtain for |θ| ≤ θ0 that |θc̃ℓ(reiη)| ≤ θ30 |A3,3(re
iη)|+θ30 |d̃ℓ(reiη)|. Since A3,3(x) does only

have non-negative coefficients we obtain that |A3,3(re
iη)| ≤ A3,3(r) uniformly in η so that by (3.4), (3.16)

(for 0 < ρ < 1) and (3.17) (for ρ = 1) we get θ30|A3,3(re
iη)| ≤ θ30A3,3(r) = O

(

χ3δ−α
)

= o(1) as χ → 0 and

uniformly in |θ| ≤ θ0. Thus, it is left to show that θ30|d̃ℓ(reiη)| = o(1) to get (H2). We cannot simply apply
the triangle inequality to get rid of eiη as powers of A0,1+pi , 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, are appearing in the denominators

in the sum representing d̃ℓ(re
iη). So, we first establish that |A0,1+p(re

iη)| ∼ A0,1+p(r) as χ → 0 uniformly
in |θ| ≤ θ0 and for any p ∈ N0. We proceed similar to (3.8) and the subsequent text. For j · k ≤ χ−1−δ/2 we
get that ηjk = o(1) since |η| ≤ θ0 = χ−1−δ implying

|A0,1+p(re
iη)| ≥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≥1

jp
∑

k≥1

ckr
jk cos(ηjk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∼
∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j,k≥1,

jk<χ−1−δ/2

jpckr
jk +

∑

j,k≥1,

jk≥χ−1−δ/2

jpckr
jk cos(ηjk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Hence, as χ → 0 uniformly in |η| ≤ |θ| ≤ θ0 = χ−1−δ/2

∑

j≥1

jp
∑

k≥1

ckr
jk cos(ηjk) ∼ A0,1+p(r) −R0 +R1, where Ri :=

∑

j,k≥1,jk≥χ−1−δ/2

jpckr
jk cos(ηjk)i, i = 0, 1.

Note that we have that ckr
jk = O

(

kα−1ρ−kρjke−χjk
)

= O
(

kα−1e−χjk
)

since (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ)

and 0 < ρ ≤ 1. Further observe that if 1 ≤ k ≤ χ−1−δ/2 then max{1, χ−1−δ/2/k} = χ−1−δ/2/k and 1
otherwise. Thus we obtain for i = 0, 1

|Ri| = O





∑

1≤k≤χ−1−δ/2

kα−1
∑

j≥χ−1−δ/2/k

jpe−χjk



 +O





∑

k>χ−1−δ/2

kα−1
∑

j≥1

jpe−χjk





= O
(

e−χ−δ/2 ∑

1≤k≤χ−1−δ/2

kα−1 1

(1− e−χk)p+1

)

+O
(

∑

k>χ−1−δ/2

kα−1 e−χk

(1− e−χk)p+1

)

.

The first term is bounded by

e−χ−δ/2 ∑

1≤k≤χ−1−δ/2

ck
1

(1 − e−χk)p+1
= O

(

e−χ−δ/2

χ−1−δ/2(χ−1−δ/2)α−1χ−(p+1)

)

= o(1).

For the second term we get

∑

k>χ−1−δ/2

ck
e−χk

(1− e−χk)p+1
∼

∑

k>χ−1−δ/2

cke
−χk = O

(∫ ∞

χ−1−δ/2

xα−1e−χxdx

)

= o(1).

All in all, |Ri| = o(1) for i = 0, 1. This implies that |A0,1+p(re
iη)| ≥ A0,1+p(r) + o(1). As additionally

A0,1+p has only non-negative coefficients we obtain |A0,1+p(re
iη)| ≤ A0,1+p(r). Thus, for any p ∈ N0, we

conclude that A0,1+p(re
iη) ∼ A0,1+p(r) as χ → 0 and uniformly in |η| ≤ |θ| ≤ θ0. Using that As,t has only

non-negative coefficients for any s, t ∈ N0 we then get the estimate

|d̃ℓ(reiη)| ≤
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

(

A3,4+pi(r)

|A0,1+pi(re
iη)| + 3

A1,2+pi(r)A2,3+pi (r)

|A0,1+pi(re
iη)|2 + 2

A1,2+pi(r)
3

|A0,1+pi(re
iη)|3

)

∼
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

(

A3,4+pi(r)

A0,1+pi(r)
+ 3

A1,2+pi(r)A2,3+pi (r)

A0,1+pi(r)
2

+ 2
A1,2+pi(r)

3

A0,1+pi(r)
3

)

.
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With Hölder’s inequality we obtain for any p ∈ N0

A2,3+p(r)
2 =

(

∑

j≥1

∑

k≥1

jp/2+3/2k3/2
√

ckrjk · jp/2+1/2
√

kckrjk
)2

≤ A3,4+p(r)A1,2+p(r) and

A1,2+p(r)
3 =

(

∑

k≥1

jp/3+1k(ckr
jk)1/3 · j2p/3(ckrjk)2/3

)3

≤ A3,4+p(r)A0,1+p(r)
2.

The bounds in the previous display together with A1,2+p(r)
2 ≤ A2,3+p(r)A0,1+p(r), which was showed

in (3.19), entail the estimates

A1,2+p(r)A2,3+p(r)

A0,1+p(r)2
≤ A2,3+p(r)

2

A0,1+p(r)A1,2+p(r)
≤ A3,4+p(r)

A0,1+p(r)
and

A1,2+p(r)
3

A0,1+p(r)3
≤ A3,4+p(r)

A0,1+p(r)

hold true. We conclude that

|d̃ℓ(reiη)| = O





∑

1≤i≤ℓ

A3,4+pi(r)

A0,1+pi(r)



 .

Since according to (3.15) we have for any p ∈ N0 that A3,4+p(r)/(A0,1+p(r)A3,3(r)) = o(1) as χ → 0 we

obtain in turn θ30|d̃ℓ(reiη)| = o(θ30A3,3(r)) = o(1) as χ → 0 and uniformly in |η| ≤ |θ| ≤ θ0 finishing the proof
for (H2).

In order to show (H3) we use that
∑

j≥1 j
piC(xj) has only non-negative coefficients and obtain similar

to (3.9)

∣

∣

∣

∣

F̃ℓ(re
iθ)

F̃ℓ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

G(reiθ)

G(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= exp







−2
∑

j≥1

j−1
∑

k≥1

ckr
jk sin2(θjk/2)







≤ exp







−2
∑

k≥1

ckr
k sin2(θk/2)







.

Noting that we chose the same θ0 as in (3.7) we obtain as in (3.10) that there is some f > 0 yielding as
χ → 0 and uniformly in θ0 ≤ |θ| < π

∣

∣

∣

∣

F̃ℓ(re
iθ)

F̃ℓ(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ e−χ−f

.

Since b̃ℓ(r) ∼ A2,2(r) = Ω(χ−2α/3+ε+2) due to (3.18) as well as (3.4), (3.16) (for 0 < ρ < 1) and (3.17) (for
ρ = 1) this shows (H3) and we are done.

3.2 Proof of the Main Results

3.2.1 Proofs for Coefficient Extraction and Counting

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (set case). Let zn be such that znC
′(zn) = n. By applying Lemma 2.3 we obtain that

as η → 0,

C(ρe−η) = Θ(h(η−1)η−α), C′(ρe−η) = Θ(h(η−1)η−(α+1)), C′′(ρe−η) = Θ(h(η−1)η−(α+2)). (3.20)

In particular, if we set zn = ρe−ηn , then ηn → 0 as n → ∞. With this observation let us proceed with
extracting the n-th coefficient in Fℓ(x) = S(x)C(x)ℓ. Lemma 3.1 guarantees that Fℓ is H-admissible for any
ℓ ∈ N0, and so, by applying Lemma 2.1 we obtain that

[xn]S(x)C(x)ℓ =
S(zn)C(zn)

ℓ

√

2πz2nC
′′(zn)

z−n
n

(

exp

{

− (aℓ(zn)− n)2

2bℓ(zn)

}

+ o(1)

)

,

where aℓ(x) and bℓ(x) are the functions defined in (2.3) for fℓ(x) = logFℓ(x) = C(x) + ℓ lnC(x), see (3.1).
Moreover, from (3.3) and by plugging in (3.20) we obtain that

aℓ(zn)− n = A1(zn) + ℓ
A1(zn)

A0(zn)
− n = Θ(η−1

n ), bℓ(zn) = Θ(h(η−1
n )η−(α+2)

n ).

Since α > 0, the claim follows.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (multiset case). In the forthcoming argumentation recall the definitions of As(x) and
As,t(x) from (3.2) and (3.13). In particular, note that

A0(ρe
−η) = C(ρe−η), A1(ρe

−η) = ρe−ηC′(ρe−η) and A2(ρe
−η) ∼ (ρe−η)2C′′(ρe−η), as η → 0

as well as

A0,0(ρe
−η) =

∑

j≥1

C(ρe−η)/j, A1,1(ρe
−η) =

∑

j≥1

(ρe−η)jC′((ρe−η)j) and

A2,2(ρe
−η) ∼

∑

j≥1

j(ρe−η)2jC′′((ρe−η)j), as η → 0.

Let zn = ρe−ηn be the solution to znC
′(zn) = n and qn = ρe−ξn to

∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n. Due to (3.17)
and (3.20) we have that ηn → 0 as n → ∞ for 0 < ρ ≤ 1 and ξn → 0 as n → ∞ for 0 < ρ < 1.
Equation (3.16) implies that ξn → 0 as n → ∞. With this at hand, we proceed extracting the n-th
coefficient in F̃ℓ(x) = G(x)

∏

1≤i≤ℓ

∑

j≥1 j
piC(xj). Due to Lemma 3.1 we know that F̃ℓ is H-admissible so

that applying Lemma 2.1 delivers

[xn]F̃ℓ(x) =
F̃ℓ(wn)

√

2πb̃ℓ(ωn)
w−n

n

(

exp

{

− (ãℓ(ωn)− n)2

2b̃ℓ(ωn

)

}

+ o(1)

)

, wn ∈ {zn, qn},

where ãℓ and b̃ℓ are the functions defined in (2.3) for f̃ℓ = log F̃ℓ, see (3.14). Equation (3.18) yields b̃ℓ(wn) ∼
A2,2(wn) for wn ∈ {zn, qn}. Recalling (3.14) and using (3.16) for 0 < ρ < 1 we further obtain for 0 < ρ ≤ 1
that ãℓ(wn) = n+O

(
∑

1≤i≤ℓ A1,2+pi(wn)/A0,1+pi(wn)
)

. We deduce

[xn]F̃ℓ(x) =
F̃ℓ(wn)

√

2πA2,2(wn)
w−n

n

(

exp







O





(

∑

1≤i≤ℓ

A1,2+pi(wn)

A0,1+pi(wn)

)2
1

A2,2(wn)











+ o(1)

)

, wn ∈ {zn, qn}.

According to (3.4), (3.16) for 0 < ρ < 1 and (3.17) for ρ = 1 we obtain for any p ∈ N0 that

A1,2+p(wn)
2

A0,1+p(wn)2A2,2(wn)
= O

(

β3ε
n

)

= o(1), βn ∈ {ηn, ξn}.

Hence [xn]F̃ℓ(x) ∼ F̃ℓ(wn)/
√

2πA2,2(wn)w
−n
n for wn ∈ {zn, qn}. Note that we can rewrite F̃ℓ(x) =

exp {A0,0(x)}
∏

1≤i≤ℓ A0,pi(x). Accordingly, if 0 < ρ < 1, we get due to Equation (3.16) that F̃ℓ(zn) ∼
exp

{

∑

j≥2 C(ρj)/j
}

exp {C(zn)}C(zn)
ℓ. In addition, if ρ < 1, (3.16) gives that A2,2(zn) ∼ z2nC

′′(zn).

So, (1.10) follows. If ρ = 1 we use that A2,2(qn) ∼ ∑

j≥1 jq
2j
n C′′(qjn). This entails (1.11) and we are

done.

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 L(S(n)) and L(G(n)) simultaneously. Therefore let F(n) ∈ Ωn

be either S(n) or G(n) and we will specify when there is need to differentiate the two cases. We start with some
statements about zn = ρe−ηn and qn = ρe−ξn solving znC

′(zn) = n and
∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n, respectively.
Set

wn = ρe−βn =

{

zn, F(n) = S(n) or F(n) = G(n) and 0 < ρ < 1

qn, F(n) = G(n) and ρ = 1
and βn = ln(ρ/wn). (3.21)

According to (2.10) we obtain the bounds k−δ ≤ h(k) ≤ kδ for any 0 < δ < α and k sufficiently large; so
(ck)k∈N ∈ F(α− δ, α+ δ, ρ). Hence, due to (3.4), (3.16) and (3.17)

n = znC
′(zn) = O(η−(α−δ+1)

n ) ∩ Ω(η−(α+δ+1)
n ), n =

∑

j≥1

qjnC
′(qjn) = O(ξ−(α−δ+1)

n ) ∩Ω(ξ−(α+δ+1)
n ).
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Thus

βn = O(n−1/(α+δ+1)) ∩ Ω(n−1/(α−δ+1)) and C(wn) = O(n(α+δ)/(α−δ+1)) ∩Ω(n(α−δ)/(α+δ+1)). (3.22)

We proceed with the proof of the theorem. We obtain that

Pr
[

L(F(n)) ≤ s
]

= Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,≤s

]

, Ωn,≤s := {(N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn : ∀s < i ≤ n : Ni = 0}. (3.23)

Further, for ℓ ∈ N and k = (k1, . . . , kℓ) ∈ N
ℓ let

Ωn,k := {(N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn : ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ : Nki ≥ 1}.

With this at hand, we obtain

Ωn,≤s = Ωn \
⋃

k>s

Ωn,k. (3.24)

Define
Iℓ = Iℓ(n) :=

∑

s<k1<···<kℓ
k1+···+kℓ≤n

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

, ℓ ∈ N.

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

Pr
[

L(F(n)) ≤ s
]

= Pr

[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn \

⋃

k>s

Ωn,k

]

= Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn

]

+
∑

ℓ≥1

(−1)ℓIℓ = 1 +
∑

ℓ≥1

(−1)ℓIℓ.

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

1 +
∑

1≤ℓ≤2M−1

(−1)ℓIℓ ≤ Pr
[

L(F(n)) ≤ s
]

≤ 1 +
∑

1≤ℓ≤2M

(−1)ℓIℓ. (3.25)

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

sn = s(t, βn) := β−1
n

(

lnX(βn) + t
)

, X(βn) :=
1

Γ(α)
C(wn)(lnC(wn))

α−1 h(β
−1
n lnC(wn))

h(β−1
n )

.

Since h(β−1
n lnC(wn))/h(β

−1
n ) = O (lnC(wn)) due to (2.10) we obtain

sn ∼ β−1
n lnC(wn), n → ∞. (3.26)

In order to get a grip on (3.25) we claim that

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

∼
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiw
ki
n , ℓ ∈ N, sn < k1 < · · · < kℓ < sn + o(sn) (3.27)

and for any ε > 0 when n sufficiently large

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≤ (1 + ε) ·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiw
ki
n , ℓ ∈ N, k1, . . . , kℓ > 0. (3.28)

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

Iℓ ∼
1

ℓ!
(e−t)ℓ, ℓ ∈ N. (3.29)
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Then, by choosing M ∈ N sufficiently large in (3.25), we get that Pr
[

L(F(n)) ≤ sn
]

gets arbitrarily close to

1+
∑

ℓ≥1(−1)ℓ(e−t)ℓ/ℓ! = e−e−t

and the claim of Theorem 1.2 follows. We first treat the case ℓ = 1 in (3.29),

which is instructive for the remaining cases ℓ ≥ 2. Let ν ≡ ν(βn) be in ω(β−1
n )∩ o(sn), which is possible due

to (3.26). Note further that ν = o(β−1
n lnC(wn)) = o(n) as n → ∞ according to (3.22). Then

I1 =

(

∑

sn<k≤sn+ν

+
∑

k>sn+ν

)

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

=: I1,1 + I1,2.

We are first going to show that I1,1 ∼ e−t. Due to (3.27) we obtain

I1,1 ∼
∑

sn<k≤sn+ν

ckw
k
n =

∑

sn<k≤sn+ν

h(k)kα−1e−βnk ∼ h(sn)s
α−1
n e−βnsn

∑

0<k≤ν

e−βnk ∼ h(sn)s
α−1
n e−βnsnβ−1

n .

(3.30)

Recalling sn ∼ β−1
n lnC(wn) from (3.26) and plugging in sn into the expression in the previous display gives

by Lemma 2.3

I1,1 ∼ Γ(α)h(β−1
n )β−α

n

C(wn)
· e−t ∼ e−t. (3.31)

For k > sn + ν we use the estimate (3.28) and obtain

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

= O
(

ckw
k
n

)

.

With this at hand and since ν = ω(β−1
n ) Lemma 2.4 reveals for k > sn + ν that

I1,2 = O
(

∑

k>sn+ν

ckw
k
n

)

= O
(

h(sn)s
α−1
n e−βn(sn+ν)β−1

n

)

= O
(

e−te−βnν
)

= o(1). (3.32)

It follows that I1 ∼ e−t, as claimed. Next, we treat the remaining ℓ ≥ 2 in (3.29). Define

B := {k ∈ N
ℓ : ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ : ki > sn, k1 + · · ·+ kℓ ≤ n},

and
B= := {k ∈ B : ∃1 ≤ i < j ≤ ℓ : ki = kj}.

In addition we need the sets

B≤ := {k ∈ B : ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ : ki ≤ sn + ν}, B> := {k ∈ B : ∃1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ : ki > sn + ν}.

Further set
f(k) :=

∏

1≤i≤k

ckiw
ki
n , k ∈ B.

With these definitions at hand and since ν = o(sn) we obtain by applying (3.27) and (3.28)

Iℓ =

(

∑

k∈B≤,

k1<···<kℓ

+
∑

k∈B>,

k1<···<kℓ

)

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k1,...,kℓ

]

∼ 1

ℓ!

(

∑

B≤

−
∑

B=

)

f(k) +O
(

∑

B>

f(k)

)

.

where we slightly abuse the notation and write
∑

X =
∑

x∈X for any set X . We will prove

1

ℓ!

∑

B≤

f(k) ∼ 1

ℓ!
(e−t)ℓ,

∑

B>

f(k) = o(1) and
∑

B=

f(k) = o(1), (3.33)
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from which (3.29) follows immediately. We start with the first asymptotic identity in (3.33). The estimate
ki ≤ sn + ν for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ implies that k1 + · · ·+ kℓ ≤ ℓ(sn + ν) = o(n) so that with (3.31)

∑

B≤

f(k) =
∑

B≤

∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiw
ki
n = Iℓ1,1 ∼ (e−t)ℓ.

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

∑

B>

f(k) =
∑

B>

∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiw
ki
n ≤ I1,2 · Iℓ−1

1 = o(e−t(ℓ−1)) = o(1).

Finally, we show the third asymptotic identity in (3.33). We get

∑

B=

f(k) ≤
(

ℓ

2

)

∑

sn<k1,...,kℓ−1≤n

f(k1, k1, k2, . . . , kℓ) ≤
(

ℓ

2

)

∑

sn<k≤n

c2kw
2k
n · Iℓ−2

1 .

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

∑

k>sn+ν

c2kw
2k
n = O

(

h(sn)
2s2(α−1)

n e−2βn(sn+ν)β−1
n

)

= o(1).

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

∑

sn<k≤sn+ν

c2kw
2k
n ∼ h(sn)

2s2(α−1)
n e−2βnsn

∑

1≤k≤ν

e−2βnk = O
(

(h(sn)s
α−1
n e−βnsnβ−1

n )2βn

)

= O
(

e−2tβn

)

= o(1).

Since Iℓ−2
1 ∼ e−t(ℓ−2) this shows that

∑

B=
f(k) = o(1) and we haven proven (3.33) and we are done.

Proof of (3.27) and (3.28). Let ℓ ∈ N, k := (k1, . . . , kℓ) ∈ N
ℓ and recall that

Ωn,k := {(N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn : ∀1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ : Nki ≥ 1}.

We further abbreviate
∑

Ωn,k

=
∑

(N1,...,Nn)∈Ωn,k

, Σk := k1 + · · ·+ kℓ and [n] 6=k := {1, . . . , n} \ {k1, . . . , kℓ}.

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

The set case. From (1.5) we obtain

Pr
[

S
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

=
1

[xn]S(x)

∑

Ωn,k

∏

1≤i≤n

cNi

i

Ni!
=

1

[xn]S(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

cki ·
∑

Ωn,k

∏

i∈[n] 6=k

cNi

i

Ni!
·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

c
Nki

−1

ki

Nki !
. (3.34)

First observe that if (N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn,k we necessarily have that Ni = 0 for i > n− Σk. Since further for

Nki ≥ 1 the estimate c
Nki

−1

ki
/Nki ! ≤ c

Nki
−1

ki
/(Nki − 1)! holds for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ we get that

∑

Ωn,k

∏

i∈[n] 6=k

cNi

i

Ni!
·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

c
Nki

−1

ki

Ni!
≤
∑

Ωn−Σk

n−Σk
∏

i=1

cNi

i

Ni!
= [xn−Σk ]S(x).

All in all, we have shown that

Pr
[

F
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≤ [xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤k

cki . (3.35)

22



Lemma 3.1 asserts that S(x) is H-admissible. Recall the definition of As(x) from (3.2) and note that the
functions a(x), b(x) from (2.3) for f(x) = lnS(x) are exactly A1(x), A2(x), compare to (3.3) with ℓ = 0.
We chose zn such that A1(zn) = znC

′(zn) = n. Let ε > 0. Then Lemma 2.1 reveals that there is some
(potentially large but fixed) K = K(ε) > 0 such that for n sufficiently large

[xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
≤ (1 + ε) · zΣk

n , uniformly in k ∈ N
ℓ with 0 < Σk ≤ n−K. (3.36)

For all k ∈ N
ℓ such that n −K < Σk ≤ n we have that [xn−Σk ]S(x) = O (1) and hence with Lemma 2.1,

noting that zn ≤ ρ ≤ 1,

[xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
= O

(

znn
√

b(zn)/S(zn)
)

= o
(

zΣk

n

)

, uniformly in n−K < Σk ≤ n. (3.37)

In any case, by combining (3.35)–(3.37), and since ℓ is fixed, we obtain for n sufficiently large

Pr
[

S
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≤ (1 + ε) ·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiz
ki
n , uniformly in k ∈ N

ℓ with 0 < Σk ≤ n. (3.38)

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
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≥ (1 + o(1)) ·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiz
ki
n for sn < k1 < · · · < kℓ < sn + o(sn) and as n → ∞. (3.39)

For that let S 6=k(x) be the generating series of elements such that there are no clusters of sizes k1, . . . , kℓ,
that is,

S 6=k(x) = S(x) · T1(x), where T1(x) = exp

{

−
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

ckix
ki

}

. (3.40)

Note that for any sn < k < sn + o(sn) and by plugging in sn we get analogous to (3.30) (where βn = ηn for
F(n) = S(n)) that ckz

k
n = h(k)kα−1e−ηnk ≤ h(sn)s

α−1
n e−ηnsn(1 + o(1)) ∼ ηn = o(1). Hence

T1(zn) ∼ 1. (3.41)

Writing S(n) = (S
(n)
1 , . . . , S

(n)
n ), we conclude

Pr
[

S
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≥ Pr
[

∀1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ : S
(n)
ki

= 1
]

=
[xn−Σk ]S 6=k(x)

[xn]S(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

cki . (3.42)

We compute

[xn−Σk ]S 6=k(x)

[xn]S(x)
=

[xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
+

∑

1≤u≤n

[xn−Σk−u]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
[xu]T1(x). (3.43)

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

∑

1≤u≤n

[xn−Σk−u]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
[xu]T1(x) = O

(

zΣk

n

∑

u≥1

[xu]T1(x)z
u
n

)

= O
(

zΣk

n T1(zn)
)

= o
(

zΣk

n

)

. (3.44)

Next we show that the first term on the right-hand side of (3.43) is asymtotically equal to zΣk
n . Since

Σk = O(η−1
n lnC(zn)) = o(n) for sn < k1 < · · · < kℓ < sn + o(sn) due to (3.22) and (3.26) we obtain by

Lemma 2.1 as n → ∞

[xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
= zΣk

n

(

exp

{

−
(

A1(zn)− (n− Σk)
)2

2A2(zn)

}

+ o(1)

)

.

23



Since A1(zn) = n we just need to show that Σ2
k/b(zn) = o(1). We compute, noting that A2(zn) =

Θ(h(η−1
n )η

−(α+2)
n ) according to Lemma 2.3,

Σ2
k

A2(zn)
= O

(

ηαn · ln2 C(zn) · h(η−1
n )
)

= o(1). (3.45)

Concluding, we obtain by plugging in (3.44) into (3.43) that

[xn−Σk ]S 6=k(x)

[xn]S(x)
= (1 + o(1)) · zΣk

n , for sn < k1 < · · · < kℓ < sn + o(sn) and as n → ∞,

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
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

=
1

[xn]G(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

cki ·
∑

Ωn,k

∏

i∈[n] 6=k

(

ci +Ni − 1

Ni

)

∏

1≤i≤ℓ

(

cki +Nki − 1

Nki

)

1

cki

.

It is easy to check that
(

a+b−1
b

)

/a ≤
(

a+b−2
b−1

)

for a, b ∈ N. In addition Ni = 0 for any i > n − Σk if
(N1, . . . , Nn) ∈ Ωn,k. Thus, since cki , Nki ∈ N for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ (otherwise the claims (3.27)–(3.28) are trivially
true) we obtain that

Pr
[

G
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≤ [xn−Σk ]G(x)

[xn]G(x)
·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

cki .

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

Pr
[

G
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≤ (1 + ε)
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiw
ki
n , uniformly in k ∈ N

ℓ with 0 < Σk ≤ n,

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

Pr
[

G
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≥ (1 + o(1)) ·
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

ckiw
ki
n for sn < k1 < · · · kℓ < sn + o(sn) and as n → ∞. (3.46)

Let G6=k(x) be the generating series of elements such that there are no clusters of sizes k1, . . . , kℓ, that is,

G6=k(x) = G(x) · T2(x), where T2(x) = exp

{

−
∑

j≥1

∑

1≤i≤ℓ

ckix
jki

}

.

For any sn < k < sn+o(sn) and by plugging in sn we get analogous to (3.30) that ckw
k
n = h(k)kα−1e−βnk ≤

h(sn)s
α−1
n e−βnsn(1 + o(1)) ∼ βn = o(1). Hence

T2(wn) ∼ 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 → ∞ and for sn < k1 < · · · < kℓ < sn + o(sn) as n → ∞

Pr
[

G
(n) ∈ Ωn,k

]

≥
∏

1≤i≤ℓ

cki ·
(

[xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
+ o
(

zΣk

n

)

)

. (3.48)

Recall the definition of As,t(x) from (3.13). The functions a, b from (2.3) for f(x) = lnG(x) are then given
by A1,1(x), A2,2(x), see also (3.14) with ℓ = 0. Since Σk = o(n) for sn < k1 < · · · < kℓ < sn + o(sn) we
obtain by Lemma 2.1

[xn−Σk ]S(x)

[xn]S(x)
= wΣk

n

(

exp

{

−
(

A1,1(wn)− (n− Σk)
)2

2A2,2(wn)

}

+ o(1)

)

(3.49)
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Start with 0 < ρ < 1, i.e. wn = zn in (3.21). Due to (3.16) we have in this setting A1,1(zn) = A1(zn)+O (1)
and A2,2(zn) ∼ A2(zn). Hence analogous to (3.45) we get

(

ã(zn)− (n− Σk)
)2

2b̃(zn)
∼ Σ2

k

A2(zn)
= o(1). (3.50)

Now consider ρ = 1 in which case wn = qn, chosen such that A1,1(qn) = n. Since n−δ ≤ h(n) ≤ nδ for any
0 < δ < α and n sufficiently large due to (2.10) we have that (ck)k∈N ∈ F(α− δ, α+ δ, ρ) for any 0 < δ < α.

So, we compute with (3.17) that A2,2(qn) = Ω(ξ
−(α−δ+2)
n ) giving us with (3.22) and (3.26) that

(

A1,1(qn)− (n− Σk)
)2

A2,2(qn)
= O

(

s2n
A2,2(qn)

)

= O
(

ln2 C(zn)ξ
α−δ
n

)

= o(1). (3.51)

Plugging (3.49)–(3.51) into (3.48) yields (3.46) and we are done.

Proof of Example 1.3. We get by [7, Lem. 4.2] that there is a A : R+ → R
+ such that

C(zn) = Γ(α)(η−α
n +A(α)) +O (ηn) and znC

′(zn) = Γ(α+ 1)(η−(α+1)
n +A(α + 1)) +O (ηn) .

This immediately gives us that znC
′(zn) = n implies ηn = Γ(α+1)1/(α+1)n−1/(α+1)+ o(n−1). Plugging this

into C(zn) yields C(zn) = Γ(α)Γ(α+1)−α/(α+1)nα/(α+1)+O (1). Hence, setting f(n) = (n/Γ(α+1))1/(α+1),

lnX = ln
(

Γ(α)−1C(zn)(lnC(zn))
α−1

)

= α ln f(n) + (α− 1) ln ln f(n) + (α − 1) lnα+ o(1).

Next consider ρ = 1 in the multiset case. We want to compute the solution qn = e−ξn to
∑

j≥1 q
j
nC

′(qjn) = n.

Clearly ξn → 0 as n → ∞. For j ≤ ξ−1
n we obtain with [7, Lem. 4.2] that qjnC

′(qjn) = Γ(α+1)((jξn)
−(α+1)+

A(α+ 1)) +O (jξn). Hence

∑

1≤j≤ξ−1
n

qjnC
′(qjn) = Γ(α+ 1)ζ(α + 1)ξ−(α+1)

n +O



ξ−(α+1)
n

∑

j>ξ−1
n

j−(α+1)



 +O
(

ξ−1
n

)

= Γ(α+ 1)ζ(α + 1)ξ−(α+1)
n +O

(

ξ−1
n

)

.

We further get that C′(qjn) =
∑

k≥1 k
αe−ξnj(k−1) ≤ e

∑

k≥1 k
αe−k =: B < ∞. Hence

∑

j>ξ−1
n

qjnC
′(qjn) ≤ B

∑

j>ξ−1
n

e−jξn = O
(

ξ−1
n

)

.

All in all, we conclude

∑

j≥1

qjnC
′(qjn) = Γ(α+ 1)ζ(α + 1)ξ−(α+1)

n +O
(

ξ−1
n

)

. (3.52)

Define f̃(n) := (n/(Γ(α+1)ζ(α+1))1/(α+1). Setting (3.52) equal to n and applying [7, Lem. 4.2] yields that

ξn = f̃(n)−1 +O
(

n−1
)

and C(qn) = Γ(α)f̃ (n)α +O (1) .

This finally gives us

lnX = ln(Γ(α)−1C(zn)(lnC(zn))
α−1) = α ln f̃(n) + (α − 1) ln ln f̃(n) + (α− 1) lnα+ o(1).
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Proof of Corollary 1.4

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

F>s(x) :=























exp

{

∑

k>s

ckx
k

}

, F(n) = S(n)

exp

{

∑

j≥1

∑

k>s

ckx
jk/j

}

, F(n) = G(n)

.

Then

Pr
[

M(F(n)) > s
]

=
[xn]F>s(x)

[xn]F (x)
.

Since (ck)k∈N ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) we also have that (ck)k>s ∈ F(2α/3 + ε, α, ρ) for fixed s ∈ N. Then
Lemma 3.1 reveals that both F>s and F are H-admissible. Letting a, b and a>s, b>s be the functions (2.3)
we immediately see that a(x)− a>s(x) and b(x)− b>s(x) are bounded uniformly in x < ρ. Then Lemma 2.1
gives for any wn → ρ as n → ∞

Pr
[

M(F(n)) > s
]

=
[xn]F>s(x)

[xn]F (x)
∼ F>s(wn)

F (wn)

(

exp

{

− (a>s(wn)− n)2

2b>s(wn)

}

exp

{

(a(wn)− n)2

2b(wn)

}

+ o(1)

)

.

Choosing wn as in Theorem 1.1 for the different cases depending on S,G and ρ as well as noting again that
a(wn)− a>s(wn) = 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 wn → ρ)

Pr [M(Fn) > s] ∼ F>s(wn)

F (wn)
∼























exp

{

−
∑

1≤k≤s

ckρ
k

}

, F(n) = S(n)

exp

{

−
∑

j≥1

∑

1≤k≤s

ckρ
jk/j

}

, F(n) = G(n)

.

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 ℓ ∈ N

E

[

(κ(S(n)))ℓ

]

=
[xn] exp {C(x)}C(x)ℓ

[xn] exp {C(x)} .

An application of Theorem 1.1 delivers

E

[

(κ(S(n)))ℓ

]

∼ C(zn)
ℓ. (3.53)

In particular E
[

κ(S(n))
]

∼ C(zn), which is the starting point for our induction. Assume that E
[

κ(S(n))ℓ
]

∼
C(zn)

ℓ for ℓ ∈ N. There are constants (d1, . . . , dℓ) = (d1(ℓ), . . . , dℓ(ℓ) ∈ R
ℓ such that

E

[

(κ(S(n))ℓ+1

]

= E

[

κ(S(n))(κ(S(n))− 1) · · · (κ(S(n))− ℓ+ 2)
]

= E

[

(κ(S(n))ℓ+1
]

+
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

diE
[

(κ(S(n))i
]

∼ E

[

(κ(S(n))ℓ+1
]

+
∑

1≤i≤ℓ

diC(zn)
i,

where we used the induction hypothesis in the last asymptotic identity of the previous display. Since (3.53)
reveals that E

[

(κ(S(n))ℓ+1

]

∼ C(zn)
ℓ+1 and C(zn)

ℓ+1 = ω(C(zn)
i) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ the claim follows.
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Proof of Corollary 1.5 (multiset case). Next we want to compute E
[

κ(G(n))ℓ
]

for 0 < ρ < 1. Setting (x)0 =
1 for any x ∈ R, define Bk(x, y) :=

∑

j≥1(j − 1)k−1C(xj)yj−k. Then d/dyG(x, y) = G(x, y)B1(x, y) and
d/dyBk(x, y) = Bk+1(x, y) for k ∈ N. By a simple induction there exist real-valued constants (dk1,...,kℓ−1

)k1,...,kℓ−1∈N0
=

(dk1,...,kℓ−1
(ℓ))k1,...,kℓ−1∈N0

such that

dℓ

dyℓ
G(x, y) = G(x, y)

(

B1(x, y)
ℓ +

∑

0≤k1≤···≤kℓ−1
k1+···+kℓ−1=ℓ

dk1,...,kℓ−1

∏

1≤i≤ℓ−1

Bki(x, y)

)

. (3.54)

Recall the definition of As,t from (3.13). Clearly, for any k ∈ N, we can rewrite Bk(x, 1) = A0,k(x) +
∑

1≤i≤k−1 biA0,i(x) for some real-valued constants (b1, . . . , bℓ−1) = (b1(ℓ), . . . , bℓ−1(ℓ)). Hence together
with (3.54) there are real-valued constants (d′k1,...,kℓ−1

)k1,...,kℓ−1∈N0
= (d′k1,...,kℓ−1

(ℓ))k1,...,kℓ−1∈N0
such that

dℓ

dyℓ
G(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

y=1

= G(x, y)

(

A0,1(x)
ℓ +

∑

0≤k1≤···≤kℓ−1

k1+···+kℓ−1≤ℓ

d′k1,...,kℓ−1

∏

1≤i≤ℓ−1

A0,ki(x)

)

. (3.55)

Now (1.12) and Theorem 1.1 give us

E

[

(κ(G(n)))ℓ

]

=
[xn]dℓ/(dyℓ)G(x, y)

[xn]G(x, y)
∼ A0,1(zn)

ℓ +
∑

0≤k1≤···≤kℓ−1
k1+···+kℓ−1=ℓ

d′k1,...,kℓ−1

∏

1≤i≤ℓ−1

A0,ki(zn).

Due to (3.16) we get that A0,k(zn) ∼ A0(zn) = C(zn). Since for any 0 ≤ k1 ≤ · · · ≤ kℓ−1 we always have

that
∏

1≤i≤ℓ−1 A0,ki(zn) ∼ C(zn)
ℓ′ for ℓ′ < ℓ and C(zn)

ℓ = ω(C(zn)
ℓ′) we finally obtain that

E

[

(κ(G(n)))ℓ

]

∼ C(zn)
ℓ.

The claim E
[

κ(G(n))ℓ
]

∼ C(zn)
ℓ follows analogously to the induction after (3.53).

Let us now consider ρ = 1. Here we would also get (3.55) but we cannot simplify A0,k(zn) ∼ C(zn)
and thereby let all the terms but A0,1(zn)

ℓ asymptotically vanish; in fact, all the terms could (depending on
α > 0) play a role. This is why we are content with only computing E

[

κ(G(n))ℓ
]

for ℓ = 1, 2 in this case.
With (1.12) and Theorem 1.1 we have that

E

[

κ(G(n))
]

=
[xn]G(x)

∑

j≥1 C(xj)

[xn]G(x)
∼
∑

j≥1

C(qjn).

We have that E
[

(κ(G(n)))2
]

= E
[

κ(G(n))2
]

− E
[

κ(G(n))
]

such that due to (1.12) and Theorem 1.1

E

[

(κ(G(n)))2

]

=
[xn]G(x)

(
∑

j≥1 C(xj)
)2

[xn]G(x)
+

[xn]G(x)
∑

j≥1 jC(xj)

[xn]G(x)
∼
(

∑

j≥1

C(qjn)

)2

+
∑

j≥1

jC(qjn).

Since obviously (
∑

j≥1 C(qjn))
2 = ω(

∑

j≥1 C(qjn)) the claim follows.

Proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7

The proofs of the part concerning S(n) 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)k∈N be expansive. For χ > 0 set q = ρe−χ. Let C1(χ), C2(χ), . . . be
iid integer-valued non-negative random variables with probability generating function C(qx)/C(q). Define
Sp(χ) :=

∑

1≤i≤p Ci(χ) for p ∈ N as well as

νp(χ) := E [Sp(χ)] = p
qC′(q)

C(q)
and σp(χ)

2 := Var (Sp(χ)) = p

(

q2C′′(q) + qC′(q)

C(q)
−
(

qC′(q)

C(q)

)2
)

.
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Then for p = p(χ) such that p → ∞ as χ → 0 we obtain for t = o(p1/6)

Pr [Sp(χ) = νp(χ) + tσp(χ)] ∼ e−t2/2 · 1√
2πσp(χ)

, χ → 0.

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

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Write rn = ρe−ϕn . Let Sp = Sp(ϕn), νp = νp(ϕn) and σ2
p = σp(ϕn)

2 be all defined
as in Lemma 3.6 for p ∈ N. Recalling rnC

′(rn)/C(rn) = n/N we obtain that νN = n. Summarizing,

[xnyN ]S(x, y) =
1

N !
[xn]C(x)N =

r−n
n C(rn)

N

N !
· Pr [SN = n] =

r−n
n C(rn)

N

N !
· Pr [SN = νN ] .

Since rnC
′(rn)/C(rn) = n/N → ∞ we necessarily have that ϕn → 0 as n → ∞ so that we are allowed to

apply Lemma 3.6 and obtain

Pr [SN = νN ] ∼ 1√
2πσN

.

Making use of Lemma 2.3 we finish the proof by computing

σ2
N =

N

C(rn)

(

rnC
′′(rn) + rnC

′(rn)− (rnC
′(rn))

2/C(rn)
)

∼ N
r2nC

′′(rn)

(α + 1)C(rn)
.

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (set case). Here we are going to prove the local limit theorem for κ(S(n)). Set N ′ =
N ′(n, t) := C(zn) + L where L = ⌊C(zn) + t

√

C(zn)/(α+ 1)⌋ − C(zn) = t
√

C(zn)/(α+ 1) + O (1). We

want to determine Pr
[

κ(S(n)) = N ′
]

= [xnyN
′

]S(x, y)/[xn]S(x). Let zn = ρe−ηn be such that znC
′(zn) = n

(implying that ηn → 0 as n → ∞). Let Sp = Sp(ηn), νp = νp(ηn) and σp = σp(ηn) be as in Lemma 3.6 for
p ∈ N. Then we obtain

[xnyN
′

]S(x, y) =
z−n
n C(zn)

N ′

N ′!
Pr [SN ′ = n] . (3.56)

We have νN ′ = (C(zn) + L)znC
′(zn)/C(zn) = n + LznC

′(zn)/C(zn). Further as N ′ ∼ C(zn) we get with
Lemma 2.3 LznC

′(zn)/C(zn) ∼ t·
√

α/(α+ 1)·
√

z2nC
′′(zn)/(α+ 1) ∼ t·

√

α/(α+ 1)·σN ′ . Hence Lemma 3.6
delivers for any K > 0 and uniformly in t ∈ [−K,K]

Pr [SN ′ = n] = Pr
[

SN ′ = νN ′ − (t
√

α/(α+ 1) + o(1))σN ′

]

∼ e−t2α/(2(α+1)) 1
√

2πz2nC
′′(zn)/(α+ 1)

.

We treat the remaining terms in (3.56) by Stirling’s formula and using that (1 + a)b = exp {b ln(1 + a)} =
exp

{

b(a− a2/2 + a3/3− · · · )
}

for b > 0, 0 < a < 1 which gives us

C(zn)
N ′

N ′!
∼ eN

′

√

2πC(zn)

(

1 +
L

C(zn)

)−N ′

∼ eN
′

√

2πC(zn)
e−L−t2/(2(α+1)).

Plugging everything back together yields

[xnyN
′

]S(x, y) ∼ e−t2/2 exp {C(zn)}
2π
√

C(zn)z2nC
′′(zn)/(α+ 1)

· z−n
n .

The claim follows by computing [xn]S(x) ∼ exp {C(zn)} /
√

2πz2nC
′′(zn) · z−n

n due to Theorem 1.1 and

dividing [xnyN
′

]S(x, y)/[xn]S(x).
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Proof of Theorem 1.6 (multiset case). Next we show the local limit theorem for κ(G(n)). We write N ′ =
N ′(n, t) := C(zn) +L where L = ⌊C(zn) + t

√

C(zn)/(α+ 1)⌋−C(zn) = t
√

C(zn)/(α+ 1)+O (1). In what

follows we want to determine the probability Pr
[

κ(G(n)) = N ′
]

= [xnyN
′

]G(x, y)/[xn]G(x). For that we
need to repeat some notation from [23]. Let m be the first index such that cm > 0. For n,N ∈ N let x, y be
the solution to the system of equations

xyC′(x) +mcm
xmy

1− xmy
= n, yC(x) + cm

xmy

1− xmy
= N and xmy < 1. (3.57)

Further let u the solution to the system in the variable v

uh(u)1/(α+1) = v1/(α+1). (3.58)

Then [23, Lem. 2.1] says that for n,N, n−mN and v sufficiently large there are unique solutions xn,N , yn,N
and uv solving (3.57) and (3.58), respectively. In particular, there is a slowly varying function g : R+ → R

+

such that uv = v1/(α+1)/g(v). With this at hand, define

N∗
n = C0 · g(n) · nα/(α+1), where C0 := α−1(ρ−mΓ(α+ 1))1/(α+1).

Depending on lim supN/N∗
n < 1 or lim inf N/N∗

n > 1 there is a phase transition at which [xnyN ]G(x, y)
switches its asymptotic behaviour, see [23, Thm. 1(I), 1(II)]. First we are going to show that

C(zn) ∼ α−1Γ(α+ 1)1/(α+1) · g(n) · nα/(α+1). (3.59)

This implies that C(zn)/N
∗
n ∼ ρm/(α+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 [xnyN
′

]G(x, y). Since znC
′(zn) = n we necessarily

have that zn = ρe−ηn such that ηn → 0 as n → ∞ due to Lemma 2.3, which also gives us znC
′(zn) ∼

Γ(α+ 1)h(η−1
n )η

−(α+1)
n . Hence

η−1
n h(η−1

n )1/(α+1) = (n/Γ(α+ 1))1/(α+1)(1 + o(1)).

Since n/Γ(α + 1) → ∞ it directly follows from (3.58) and the subsequent text that η−1
n ∼ (n/Γ(α +

1))1/(α+1)/g(n). We also deduce that g(n)α+1 ∼ h(η−1
n ) by comparing the two representations of η−1

n .
Hence Lemma 2.3 yields

C(zn) ∼ Γ(α)h(η−1
n )η−α

n ∼ α−1Γ(α+ 1)1/(α+1) · g(n) · nα/(α+1).

Consequently lim supN ′/N∗
n < 1 and N ′/N∗

n = Θ(1). Let (xn, yn) = (xn,N ′ , yn,N ′) be the solution to (3.57).
Then [23, Thm. 1(I)] together with Theorem 1.1 reveal that

gn,N ′

gn
∼

exp
{

∑

j≥2 C(ρj)yjn/j
}

exp
{

∑

j≥2 C(ρj)/j
} · exp {ynC(xn)− C(zn)}

√

2πN ′ynx2
nC

′′(xn)/((α + 1)z2nC
′′(zn))

·
(

zn
xn

)n

· y−N ′

n . (3.60)

In the remaining proof we show that zn/xn and yn are so close to 1 that the right-hand side of (3.60) is

asymptotically (2πN ′/(α + 1))−1/2e−t2/2. For that we first repeat some important properties of (xn, yn)
from [23, Lem. 4.1], that is,

xn ∼ ρ, lim sup
n→∞

yn < ρ−m and Sn :=
xm
n yn

1− xm
n yn

= Θ(1). (3.61)

Parametrize xn = zne
δn for an appropriate δn. We first show that

δn = o(ηn). (3.62)

By (3.57) and (3.61) we have that ynC(xn) ∼ C(zn)+L ∼ C(zn) and xnynC
′(xn) ∼ n = znC

′(zn). Plugging
in xn = zne

δn = ρe−(ηn−δn) we obtain by Lemma 2.3

C(zn) ∼ ynC(xn) ∼ ynΓ(α)h(ηn − δn)(ηn − δn)
−α ∼ ynC(zn)

h(ηn − δn)

h(ηn)

(ηn − δn)
−α

η−α
n
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implying that

yn
h(ηn − δn)

h(ηn)

(ηn − δn)
−α

η−α
n

∼ 1. (3.63)

Analogously

n ∼ xnynC
′(xn) ∼ ynznC

′(zn)
h(ηn − δn)

h(ηn)

(ηn − δn)
−(α+1)

η
−(α+1)
n

implying that

yn
h(ηn − δn)

h(ηn)

(ηn − δn)
−(α+1)

η
−(α+1)
n

∼ 1. (3.64)

Combining (3.63) and (3.64) we obtain that (ηn − δn)/ηn ∼ 1 implying (3.62).
In what follows we use, without mentioning it every time, that δn = o(ηn) and Lemma 2.3 imply

zknC
(k)(zn)δn = Θ(h(η−1

n )η−(α+k)
n δn) = o(h(η−1

n )η−(α+k−1)
n ) = o(C(k−1)(zn)), k ∈ N.

Next we expand C(zne
δ) at δ = 0. Since δn = o(ηn) and yn = O (1) we obtain that

ynC(xn) = ynC(zn) + ynznC
′(zn)δn + ynz

2
nC

′′(zn)δ
2
n/2 + o(C′′(zn)δ

2
n) (3.65)

= ynC(zn) + ynznC
′(zn)δn + o(ynC

′(zn)δn).

Then the second identity in (3.57) gives

N ′ = ynC(zn) + ynznC
′(zn)δn + cmSn + o(C′(zn)δn).

Recalling that N ′ = C(zn) + L and dividing both sides by C(zn) entails that yn ∼ 1 and

yn = 1 +
L− cmS

C(zn)
− znC

′(zn)

C(zn)
δn + o

(

C′(zn)

C(zn)
δn

)

. (3.66)

We proceed similarly with the second identity in (3.57). Expanding zne
δynC

′(zne
δ) around δ = 0 and

using (3.62) yields

xnynC
′(xn) = ynznC

′(zn) + yn(znC
′(zn) + z2nC

′′(zn))δn +O
(

C′′′(zn)δ
2
n

)

= ynn+ ynznC
′′(zn)δn + o(C′′(zn)δn). (3.67)

Note that Lemma 2.3 implies that C′′(zn) = Θ(C′(zn)
2/C(zn)) = Θ(nC′(zn)/C(zn)). Keeping this in mind,

we plug in (3.67) and yn from (3.66) into the first equation of (3.57) to obtain

n = ynn+ ynz
2
nC

′′(zn)δn + o(C′′(zn)δn) +mcmSn

= n+ n
L− cmS

C(zn)
+ δn

(

z2nC
′′(zn)− n

znC
′(zn)

C(zn)

)

+ o(C′′(zn)δn) +mcmSn.

Since Sn = Θ(1) due to (3.61) this implies together with Lemma 2.3 that

δn ∼ −n
L− cmS

C(zn)

(

z2nC
′′(zn)− n

znC
′(zn)

C(zn)

)−1

∼ −α
L− cmS

n
.

This, in turn, implies with (3.66) that

yn = 1 + (α+ 1)
L− cmSn

C(zn)
+ o

(

L− cmSn

C(zn)

)

.

It follows that there are αn = o(L/n) and βn = o(L/C(zn)) such that

δn = −α
L− cmSn

n
+ αn and yn = 1 + (α+ 1)

L− cmSn

C(zn)
+ βn. (3.68)
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Recall that L ∼ t
√

C(zn)/(α+ 1) and Sn = Θ(1) due to (3.61). Plugging this and the expressions for δn, yn
into (3.65) as well as using Lemma 2.3 for C(zn), znC

′(zn) = n, z2nC
′′(zn) yields

ynC(xn) = ynC(zn) + ynznC
′(zn)δn + ynz

2
nC

′′(zn)δ
2
n/2 + o(C′′(zn)δ

2
n)

= C(zn) + (α+ 1)(L− cmSn) + βnC(zn) +−α(L − cmS) + αnn

− α(α+ 1)
L2

C(zn)
+ z2nC

′′(zn)
α2

2

L2

n2
+ o(1)

= C(zn) + L− cmSn + βnC(zn) + αnn− α

2
t2 + o(1).

Plugging this into the second identity of (3.57) entails

N ′ = ynC(xn) + cmSn ⇒ βnC(zn) + αnn =
α

2
t2 + o(1). (3.69)

With (3.68) at hand we obtain that

(

zn
xn

)n

= e−δnn = eα(L−cmSn)−αnn

and

y−N ′

n ∼
(

1 + (α + 1)
L− cmSn

C(zn)
+ βn

)−C(zn)+t
√

C(zn)/(α+1)

∼ e−(α+1)(L−cmSn)−t2−βnC(zn)+(α+1)t2/2.

Combining the previous two displays with (3.69) delivers

(

zn
xn

)n

y−N ′

n = eα(L−cmSn)−αnn−(α+1)(L−cmSn)−t2−βnC(zn)+(α+1)t2/2 ∼ eL−cmSn−t2/2.

From N ′ = ynC(xn) + cmSn we directly get ynC(xn)− C(zn) = L− cmSn so that

exp {ynC(xn)− C(zn)} ·
(

zn
xn

)n

· y−N ′

n ∼ e−t2/2.

Since δn = o(ηn) as showed in (3.62) we obtain that z2nC
′′(zn) ∼ x2

nC
′′(xn). Concluding, and plugging in

yn ∼ 1, we obtain in (3.60)

gn,N ′

gn
∼ 1
√

2πN ′/(α+ 1)
e−t2/2 ∼ 1

√

2πC(zn)/(α+ 1)
e−t2/2

as claimed.
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