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Abstract

Let Tn be the set of all mappings T : {1, 2, . . . , n} → {1, 2, . . . , n}.
The corresponding graph of T is a union of disjoint connected unicyclic
components. We assume that each T ∈ Tn is chosen uniformly at random
(i.e., with probability n−n). The cycle of T contained within its largest
component is called the deepest one. For any T ∈ Tn, let νn = νn(T )
denote the length of this cycle. In this paper, we establish the convergence
in distribution of νn/

√
n and find the limits of its expectation and variance

as n → ∞. For n large enough, we also show that nearly 55% of all cyclic
vertices of a random mapping T ∈ Tn lie in its deepest cycle and that a
vertex from the longest cycle of T does not belong to its largest component
with approximate probability 0.075.

Mathematics Subject Classifications: 60C05, 05C80
Key words: random functional graph, deepest cycle, largest component,

longest cycle, limit distribution

1 Introduction and Statement of the Main Re-

sult

We start with some notation that will be used freely in the text.
For a positive integer n, let Tn denote the set of all mappings T : [n] → [n],

where [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}. It is clear that the cardinality |Tn| of Tn is nn. A
mapping T ∈ Tn corresponds to a directed graphGT , called a functional digraph,
with edges (i, T (i)), i ∈ [n], where every vertex i ∈ [n] has out-degree 1. GT is
a union of disjoint connected components. A vertex i is called cyclic if, for the
m-fold composition T (m) of T , we have T (m)(i) = i for some m ≥ 1. Since the
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vertices of GT have out-degree 1, each component contains a unique directed
cycle and directed trees attached to the cyclic vertices. Let λn = λn(T ), T ∈ Tn,
denote the number of the cyclic vertices in GT . We introduce the uniform
probability measure P on the set Tn. That is, we assign the probability n−n to
each T ∈ Tn. In this way, λn, as well as any other numerical characteristic of
GT , becomes a random variable (or, a statistic in the sense of random generation
of mappings from Tn). The size of the largest component of GT will be further
denoted by µn = µn(T ). The cycle contained within the largest component
of GT is called the deepest one. Let νn = νn(T ) denote its length. In [7],
Finch suggests to study the asymptotic behavior of νn as n → ∞. The main
goal of this work is to establish the limiting distribution of νn/

√
n and find the

asymptotics of its mean and variance as n → ∞.
There is a substantial probabilistic literature on random mappings. Here

we give only references to the popular monographs [19, 13, 2]. For large n,
some properties of the functional digraphs GT , T ∈ Tn, are also used in the
analysis of algorithms. For example, the cyclic structure of random mappings
is closely related to algorithms for integer factorization and, in particular, to
the Pollard’s ρ-algorithm; see, e.g., [16, 4, 8, 14]. A comprehensive exposition
on the algorithms of factorization of integers and other related topics may be
found in [11, Section 4.5.4]. Random mapping statistics are also relevant to
some algorithms for generic attacks on iterated hash constructions; see, e.g., [3].

Throughout the paper, the notation E and Var stand for the expectation
and variance with respect to the uniform probability measure P on the set Tn,
respectively. We also denote the convergence in distribution by→d. To state our
main results, we need to introduce the distribution functions of some random
variables that will be used further.

Let χ2(1) be a chi-squared distributed random variable with one degree of
freedom, that is, χ2(1) = ξ2, where ξ has the standard normal distribution
function

Φ(x) =
1√
2π

∫ x

−∞
e−u2/2du.

It can be easily checked that the distribution function of χ2(1) is given by

G(x) = 2Φ(
√
x)− 1, x > 0, (1)

and G(x) = 0 elsewhere. More details on the chi-squared distribution may be
found, e.g., in [6, Chapter II, Section 3]. We now turn to the size µn of the largest
component in a random mapping T ∈ Tn. The limiting distribution function
of µn/n was first determined by Kolchin [12] (see also [13, Section 1.13]). To
present the result, we shall use some notation and facts from [2, Section 5.5].
Consider first a random variable η whose probability density function p(x), x >
0, is given by

p(x) =
e−γ/2

√
πx



1 +
∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k

2kk!

∫

. . .

∫

Ik(x)

(1−
k
∑

j=1

yj)
−1/2 dy1 . . . dyk

y1 . . . yk



 , (2)
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where

Ik(x) := {(y1, . . . , yk) : y1 > x−1, . . . , yk > x−1,

k
∑

j=1

yj < 1}, (3)

and γ ≈ 0.5772 denotes Euler’s constant. The integral limit theorem for the
size of the largest component of a random mapping states that

µn

n
→d µ (4)

as n → ∞, where the random variable µ has the distribution function F given
by

F (x) = eγ/2
√

π/xp(1/x), x > 0 (5)

and p(x) is as defined in (2); see [2, Lemma 5.7].
We are now ready to state our results on the deepest cycle of a random

mapping.

Theorem 1 (i) As n → ∞, n−1/2νn →d

√

χ2(1)µ, where χ2(1) and µ are
independent random variables with distribution functions G(x) and F (x) given
by (1) and (5), respectively.

(ii) Let E1(s) =
∫∞
s

e−t

t dt, s > 0, be the exponential integral function. Then
we have

lim
n→∞

1√
n
E(νn) =

1√
2

∫ ∞

0

exp (−s− 1
2E1(s))√
s

ds ≈ 0.6884.

(iii) We also have

lim
n→∞

1

n
Var(νn) ≈ 0.2839.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 3. Section 2 contains some
preliminary results. In Section 4, we consider a sampling experiment: we assume
that a vertex of the random functional digraph GT , T ∈ Tn, is chosen uniformly
at random from the set [n]. We give interpretations arising from this random
choice. We conclude Section 4 with an open problem.

2 Preliminary Results

A mapping is indecomposable (or connected) if it possesses exactly one compo-
nent. Let T ′

n ⊂ Tn be the subset of indecomposable mappings of [n] into itself.
The cardinality |T ′

n| of the set T ′
n was determined by Katz [10], who showed

that

|T ′
n| = (n− 1)!

n−1
∑

k=0

nk

k!
.
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For the sake of convenience, we set

An :=
|T ′

n|
(n− 1)!

=

n−1
∑

k=0

nk

k!
. (6)

Multiplying the right-hand side of (6) by e−n, we observe that it represents
a sum of probabilities of a Poisson-distributed random variable with mean n.
Applying the normal approximation of the Poisson distribution in conjunction
with the Berry-Esseen bound on the rate of convergence in this approximation
(see, e.g., [6, Chapter XVI, Section 5]), we conclude that

e−nAn =
1

2
+O

(

1√
n

)

as n → ∞. (7)

Now, we introduce the uniform probability measure P on the set T ′
n. Let

ν′n = ν′n(T ), T ∈ T ′
n, denote the count of the cyclic vertices in T . Rényi [18]

showed that, with respect to P , ν′n/
√
n converges in distribution to the random

variable |ξ|, where ξ has a standard normal distribution. In addition, he also

established a local limit theorem for ν′n/
√
n and showed that E(ν′n) ∼

√

2n
π as

n → ∞, where E denotes the expectation with respect to the probability measure
P . The next lemma establishes a more precise estimate for this expectation.

Lemma 1 As n → ∞, we have

E(ν′n) =
√

2n

π
+O(1).

Proof. To find the probability mass function of ν′n, we notice first that each
graph GT , T ∈ T ′

n, is a cycle of trees rooted at the cyclic vertices of GT . The
number of forests on n vertices containing k rooted trees is

(

n−1
k−1

)

nn−k, where
1 ≤ k ≤ n (see, e.g., [19, Chapter 6, formula (0.5)]. Multiplying this by (k− 1)!
(the number of ways to construct a cycle on k vertices) and dividing the product
by |T ′

n|, we see that

P(ν′n = k) =
nn−k

(n− k)!An
, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, (8)

where An is the quantity given by (6). Since the probability distributions on Tn
and T ′

n are both uniform, we conclude that

E(ν′n) =
|Tn|
|T ′

n|
.

This simple intuitive formula is also confirmed by a straightforward computation
which uses (8). It shows that

E(ν′n) =
n
∑

k=1

knn−k

(n− k)!An
=

nn

(n− 1)!An
. (9)
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Applying Stirling’s formula and (7) to the right-hand side of (9), we obtain

E(ν′n) =
√

2n

π

(

1 +O

(

1√
n

))

=

√

2n

π
+O(1), n → ∞,

as required. �

We show next that an elementary argument leads to a surprisingly simple
exact expression for the second moment of ν′n.

Lemma 2 For any fixed m ≥ 2, we have E(ν′2m) = m.

Proof. Direct calculation shows that

E(ν′2m) =
1

Am

m
∑

k=1

k2mm−k

(m− k)!
=

1

Am

m−1
∑

l=0

(m2 − 2ml + l2)ml

l!

=
1

Am

(

m−1
∑

l=0

ml+2

l!
− 2

m−1
∑

l=1

ml+1

(l − 1)!
+

m−1
∑

l=2

ml

(l − 2)!
+

m−1
∑

l=1

ml

(l − 1)!

)

=
1

Am

(

mm+1

(m− 1)!
+

m
∑

l=2

ml

(l − 2)!
− 2

m
∑

l=2

ml

(l − 2)!

)

+
1

Am

(

m
∑

l=2

ml

(l − 2)!
− mm

(m− 2)!
+

m−1
∑

l=1

ml

(l − 1)!

)

=
1

Am

(

mm

(m− 1)!
+

m−1
∑

l=1

ml

(l − 1)!

)

=
1

Am

m
∑

l=1

ml

(l − 1)!

=
m

Am

m
∑

l=1

ml−1

(l − 1)!
=

m

Am

m−1
∑

k=0

mk

k!
= m,

where in the last equality we have used (6). This completes the proof of the
lemma. �

Now, we return to the set Tn of unrestricted mappings of [n] into itself.
In the computation of the first two moments of νn, we shall use conditional
expectations. It is clear that, for m ≤ n and j = 1, 2, we have E(νjn|µn = m) =
E(ν′jm), where µn stands for the largest component size of a mapping from Tn.
Decomposing E(νjn) into a weighted sum of conditional expectations, we have

E(νjn) =

n
∑

m=1

E(νjn|µn = m)P(µn = m) =

n
∑

m=1

E(ν′jm)P(µn = m). (10)

Hence, setting j = 2 and applying Lemma 2, we obtain, for all n ≥ 1, the
following curious identity:

E(ν2n) = E(µn). (11)

Now, we proceed to the preliminaries concerning the largest component of
a random mapping. Arratia et al. [2] developed a unifying approach to the
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study of the component spectrum of a large parametric class of decomposable
combinatorial structures, called logarithmic structures. These structures satisfy
a condition, called there logarithmic. It introduces a dependency on a parameter
θ > 0. More precisely, this general approach employs a random variable ηθ (see
[2, Lemma 4.7]). Its probability density function pθ(x), x > 0, is given by

pθ(x) =
e−γθxθ−1

Γ(θ)



1 +
∞
∑

k=1

(−1)k

2kk!

∫

. . .

∫

Ik(x)

(1−
k
∑

j=1

yj)
−1/2 dy1 . . . dyk

y1 . . . yk



 ,

(12)
where Γ(.) denotes Euler’s gamma function and Ik(x) are defined by (3). Setting
θ = 1/2, we obviously obtain the expression for p(x) given by (2). It is shown
[2, Section 6.1] that random mappings satisfy the logarithmic condition with
this value of θ. For the sake of simplicity, in formulas (2) and (5) given in the
Introduction as well as in the material that we shall present further, we omit the
index θ and restrict ourselves to the case of random mappings, where θ = 1/2.
For more details, we refer the reader to [2, Sections 4.2 and 5.5].

The next lemma provides a formula for the Laplace transform of the function
p(x); see (2). It is a particular case of Theorem 4.6 from [2].

Lemma 3 We have

ϕ(s) :=

∫ ∞

0

e−sxp(x)dx = exp

(

−1

2

∫ 1

0

1− e−sy

y
dy

)

=
e−γ/2

√
s

e−
1

2
E1(s), (13)

where p(x) is given by (2) and E1(s) denotes the exponential integral function
introduced in Theorem 1(ii).

We only notice here that the last equality in (13) follows from the classical
identity

∫ s

0

1− e−y

y
dy = E1(s) + log s+ γ, s > 0;

see, e.g., [1, Section 5.1].
Watterson [23] observed that p(x) satisfies the delay differential equation

xp′(x)+
1

2
p(x)+

1

2
p(x−1) = 0 for x > 1, p(x) =

e−γ/2

√
πx

for 0 < x ≤ 1.

(14)
Remark. For decomposable combinatorial structures with parameter θ, the

delay differential equation (14) becomes

xp′θ(x) + (1− θ)pθ(x) + θpθ(x− 1) = 0,

where pθ(x) is the probability density function given by (12). If θ = 1, then
p1(1/x) is a distribution function which describes the asymptotic behavior of
the largest prime factor of a random integer and the size of the longest cycle
of a random permutation of n letters. For more details, we refer the reader to
[21, 22].
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From (5) and (14) one can easily deduce the limiting probability density
function f(x) of µn/n. We have

f(x) =
1

2
eγ/2

√
πx−3/2p

(

1

x
− 1

)

, 0 < x ≤ 1. (15)

In the Introduction, we already stated the integral limit theorem for µn/n; see
(4) and (5). Arratia et al. [2, Lemma 5.9] derived also a local limit theorem
for µn, which we shall essentially use in the proof of Theorem 1. It is stated as
follows.

Lemma 4 Suppose that m ≤ n satisfies m
n → x ∈ (0, 1) as n → ∞. Then

P(µn = m) =
1

n
f(x)(1 + o(1)),

where f(x) is given by (15).

3 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof of part (i). The essential part of the argument in this proof is based on
the relationship between the probabilities P defined on the set Tn, conditioned
upon events {µn = m}, and the unconditional probabilities P defined on the
subset T ′

n ⊂ Tn. In particular, for any 1 ≤ m ≤ n and 1 ≤ N ≤ m, we have
P(νn ≤ N |µn = m) = P(ν′m ≤ N). The total probability formula implies that

P(νn ≤ N) =
n
∑

m=1

P(νn ≤ N |µn = m)P(µn = m)

=

n
∑

m=1

P(ν′m ≤ N)P(µn = m) = Σ1 +Σ2, (16)

where in the last equality we have decomposed the underlying probability into
two sums in the following way. For a function ω(n) satisfying ω(n) → ∞ and
ω(n) = o(n) as n → ∞, we set

Σ1 =
∑

1≤m≤ω(n)

P(ν′m ≤ N)P(µn = m), (17)

Σ2 =
∑

ω(n)<m≤n

P(ν′m ≤ N)P(µn = m). (18)

For Σ1, we easily obtain the bound

Σ1 ≤
∑

1≤m≤ω(n)

P(µn = m) = P(µn ≤ ω(n)) = P

(

µn

n
≤ ω(n)

n

)

. (19)
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In view of (4) and (5), we approximate the last probability in (19) by F (ω(n)/n).
To complete the estimate, we use that limx→∞ xp(x) = 0; see [2, p. 85]. Setting
in (5) x = n/ω(n), we obtain

F (ω(n)/n) =
eγ/2

√
π

√

n/ω(n)
(n/ω(n))p(n/ω(n)) = o

(
√

ω(n)

n

)

,

since n/ω(n) → ∞ as n → ∞. Combining this with (19), we conclude that

Σ1 = o

(
√

ω(n)

n

)

= o(1), n → ∞. (20)

In the second sum Σ2, we replace first the probabilities P(ν′m = k) by their
probability mass expressions given by (8). Thus Σ2 is converted to

Σ2 =
∑

ω(n)<m≤n

P(µn = m)
∑

1≤k≤N

P(ν′m = k)

=
∑

ω(n)<m≤n

P(µn = m)
∑

1≤k≤N

mm−k

(m− k)!Am

=
∑

ω(n)<m≤n

P(µn = m)
∑

m−N≤l≤m−1

ml

l!Am
. (21)

Further on, for any a > 0, by Po(a), we denote a Poisson-distributed random
variable with mean a. Moreover, let P be the Lebesgue measure on the Borel
subsets of [0,∞). To estimate the inner sum in the last line of (21), we use
(7) and apply again the normal approximation of the Poisson distribution in
conjunction with the Berry-Esseen bound on the rate of convergence in this
approximation (see, e.g., [6, Chapter XVI, Section 5]). Since m > ω(n) → ∞,
we have

∑

m−N≤l≤m−1

mle−m

l!Ame−m
=

1

1/2 +O(1/
√
m)

P(m−N ≤ Po(m) < m)

= 2(1 +O(1/
√
m))P

(

− N√
m

≤ Po(m)−m√
m

< 0

)

= (1 + o(1))(2Φ(N/
√
m)− 1), (22)

where Φ(x) is the standard normal distribution function. Going back to (21),
we apply the result of Lemma 4 and replace the inner sum of its last line by the
right-hand side expression of (22). For any y > 0, we also set

N =
√
yn. (23)
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Thus, recalling (1), we find that

Σ2 = (1 + o(1))
∑

ω(n)/n<m/n≤1

1

n
f(m/n)(2Φ(

√
y/
√

m/n)− 1)

=

∫ 1

0

f(x)G(y/x)dx + o(1), (24)

since the sum in the middle of (24) is a Riemann sum with step size 1/n of the
integral in its right-hand side. Now, combining (16) - (18), (20), (23) and (24),
we observe that

P

(

νn√
n
≤ √

y

)

=

∫ 1

0

f(x)G(y/x)dx + o(1). (25)

It is easily seen that the left-hand side probability in (25) represents the dis-
tribution function of the ratio ν2n/n. Furthermore, (1) and (15) imply that the
integral in the right-hand side equals the distribution function of χ2(1)µ, where
the random variables in this product are independent. In other words, we find
from (25) that ν2n/n →d χ2(1)µ, which obviously gives νn/

√
n →d

√

χ2(1)µ and
completes the proof of part (i). �

Proof of part (ii). In (10) we first set j = 1 and then divide its first and
third part by

√
n. Breaking up the range of summation in it, we write

1√
n
E(νn) =

1√
n
(S1 + S2), (26)

where
S1 =

∑

1≤m≤ 1

4
logn

E(ν′m)P(µn = m) (27)

and
S2 =

∑

1

4
logn<m≤n

E(ν′m)P(µn = m). (28)

As in the proof of part (i), Po(m) denotes a Poisson-distributed random variable
with mean m. Recall also that P denotes the Lebesgue measure on the Borel
subsets of [0,∞). Then, for any m satisfying 1 ≤ m ≤ n, in view of (6) and (9)
we have

E(ν′m) =
mme−m

(m− 1)!P(Po(m) ≤ m− 1)
. (29)

To obtain an upper bound for E(ν′m), we proceed as follows. We multiply the nu-
merator and the denominator in the right-hand side of (29) by

√
2πme1/(12m+1)

and apply the following well-known inequality for m!:

m! > mme−m
√
2πme1/(12m+1);

see, for example, [5, Chapter II, Section 9]. Furthermore, note that, for m ≥ 1,
the Poisson probability in the denominator of (29) is uniformly bounded from

9



below by P(Po(m) = 0) = e−m. Hence, for all m, 1 ≤ m ≤ n, we have

E(ν′m) <
m!em

(m− 1)!
√
2πme1/(12m+1)

<

√

m

2π
em.

It follows from this, for large enough n, that

1√
n
S1 ≤ 1√

2π

∑

m≤ 1

4
logn

√

m

n
e

1

4
logn

P(µn = m)

≤ 1

2
√
2πn

n1/4
√

logn
∑

m≤ 1

4
logn

1 = O(n−1/4 log3/2 n) = o(1). (30)

The estimate of 1√
n
S2 follows from Lemmas 1 and 4. For large enough n, we

have

1√
n
S2 =

√

2

π

∑

1

4
logn<m≤n

√

m

n

1

n
f
(m

n

)

(1 + o(1))

+O





1√
n

∑

1

4
log n<m≤n

1

n
f
(m

n

)



 . (31)

The sums in the right-hand side of (31) are Riemann sums of the integrals

I :=

√

2

π

∫ 1

0

√
xf(x)dx (32)

and
∫ 1

0

f(x)dx = 1 (33)

with step size 1/n. Hence, combining (26) - (28) and (30) - (33), we obtain

1√
n
E(νn) = I + o(1), n → ∞. (34)

To complete the proof, it remains to evaluate the integral I. We first replace
f(x) by its expression (15). Then, we set in (32) y = 1

x − 1. Recall that
p(x), defined in the Introduction by (2), is the probability density function of a
random variable η > 0. Hence we can rewrite (32) as follows:

I =
eγ/2√

2

∫ ∞

0

p(y)

1 + y
dy =

eγ/2√
2
E((1 + η)−1). (35)

The Laplace transform ϕ(s) of η is given in Lemma 3 by both right side expres-
sions of (13). Furthermore, an obvious computation shows that

∫ ∞

0

e−sϕ(s)ds = E((1 + η)−1). (36)
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Combining the last expression for ϕ(s) in (13) with (35) and (36), we obtain
the required representation of I. Using Mathematica, version 12.0, we obtain

I = 0.6884050874956 . . . . (37)

Combining (34) and (37) completes the proof of part (ii). �

Proof of part (iii). From (11) we see that

lim
n→∞

1

n
E(ν2n) = lim

n→∞

1

n
E(µn) = 0.7578230112 . . . ,

where the last numerical value was found by Gourdon [9, p. 152] (see also [2,
Table 5.1]). Since 1

nVar(νn) =
1
n (E(ν

2
n)−(E(νn))

2), the numerical result of part
(iii) follows again from (34) and (37). Thus the proof is complete. �

4 Concluding Remarks

As a subject of further research, we propose possible extensions of both results
of Theorem 1. First, the limit approximation of νn/

√
n obtained in part (i)

suggests in a natural way the study of rate estimates. In our setting, this
requires a sharper bound on the error term of Lemma 4 (see also the proof of
Lemma 5.9 given in [2, p. 112]). Some facts from the theory of asymptotic
decompositions related to the central limit theorem [6, Chapter XVI] could be
also used. The result of part (ii) may be strengthened by establishing a uniform
asymptotic expansion for E(νn). Such an expansion allows one to compute
this expectation with great accuracy even if n is not too large. The unifying
approach developed by Gourdon [9] may be used here. The proof should also
contain some necessary details on the singularity analysis of the underlying
generating function. Both aforementioned extensions of Theorem 1 offer serious
technical difficulties. These problems may be a subject of a subsequent study.
In this paper, we prefer to keep the text as simple as possible in order to make
it accessible to a wider audience.

We shall present now some interpretations which involve a sampling experi-
ment. Suppose that a vertex i ∈ [n] of the graphGT , T ∈ Tn, is chosen uniformly
at random. The probability that i possesses a certain property (e.g., i is a cyclic
vertex, i belongs to the largest component of GT , etc.) can be computed di-
rectly, using the total probability formula. For example, the probability that
a randomly chosen vertex is cyclic equals

∑n
k=1

k
nP(λn = k) = 1

nE(λn) (recall
that λn is the total number of cyclic vertices in GT ). In a similar way, one can
interpret the ratio E(νn)/E(λn) as the limiting conditional probability that a
randomly chosen cyclic vertex belongs to the largest component (deepest cy-
cle). It is well-known that E(λn) ∼

√

πn/2 as n → ∞; for example, see [19,
Section 6.3]. Combining this asymptotic equivalence with the numerical result
of Theorem 1(i), we obtain the approximate value of this probability, namely,

lim
n→∞

E(νn)

E(λn)
= lim

n→∞

√

2

πn
E(νn) ≈ 0.5493. (38)
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Now, consider the length κn of the longest cycle of a random mapping from
Tn. Purdom and Williams [17] obtained a general asymptotic formula for the
mth moment of κn, m = 1, 2, . . ., and computed the first five terms of the
asymptotic expansion of E(κn). For 1 ≤ n ≤ 50, they showed that the sum

0.7824816n1/2 + 0.104055+ 0.0652068n−1/2 − 0.1052117n−1 + 0.0416667n−3/2

is a good approximation for E(κn) and that limn→∞
1√
n
E(κn) ≈ 0.7825. Hence,

the limiting conditional probability that a randomly chosen cyclic vertex belongs
to the longest cycle is

lim
n→∞

E(κn)

E(λn)
≈ 0.6243. (39)

The difference between (39) and (38) is approximately equal to 0.075. It can
be interpreted as the approximate limiting probability that the longest cycle
and the largest component of GT are disjoint. Finch [7] called the component
containing the longest cycle of a random mapping richest component. In this
terminology, the difference 0.075 equals the approximate limiting probability
that the richest component is not the largest one. The problem concerning the
average size of the richest component remains unsolved.

Apropos our last remark, we propose another open problem related to the
size τn of the largest tree in a random mapping from Tn. Since τn does not
exceed the size of the component to which the largest tree belongs and µn is
the maximum component size of T ∈ Tn, for all n ≥ 1, we have τn ≤ µn.
The limiting distribution function of τn/n as n → ∞ was first determined by
Stepanov [20]. There is another probabilistic proof of this result due to Pavlov
[15] (see also [13, Section 3.3]). The following natural question arises: what can
be said about the probability that the largest tree is a subgraph of the largest
component of a random mapping? It seems the limit theorems from [20, 15]
would be helpful to obtain an asymptotic estimate for this probability.
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