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LOG-CONCAVITY FOR PARTITIONS WITHOUT SEQUENCES

LUKAS MAUTH

Abstract. We prove log-concavity for the function counting partitions without sequences. We use an
exact formula for a mixed-mock modular form of weight zero, explicit estimates on modified Klooster-
man sums and the saddle point method.

1. Introduction and statement of results

A partition of a non-negative integer n is a finite non-increasing sequence of positive integers which
sum to n. We denote the number of partitions of n by p(n). A classical tool for studying partitions is
its generating function [1]

P (q) :=

∞
∑

n=0

p(n)qn =

∞
∏

n=1

1

1− qn
=

1

(q; q)∞
, (1.1)

where for a ∈ C and n ∈ N∪{∞} we define the q-Pochhammer symbol (a)n = (a; q)n :=
∏n−1

k=1(1−aqj).
This form of the generating function was used by G. H. Hardy and S. Ramanujan to develop the

Circle Method and led them to prove the following asymptotics [14]

p(n) ∼ 1

4n
√
3
e
π
√

2n
3 , n → ∞. (1.2)

Later, H. Rademacher improved the Circle Method to obtain an exact formula for p(n) [16]. To state
this formula, define the Kloostermann sums

Ak(n) :=
∑

h (mod k)∗

ωh,ke
−2πinh

k ,

where ∗ indicates that h only runs over those residue classes that are coprime to k and ωh,k is a 24k-th
root of unity defined by

ωh,k :=

{

(−k
h

)

e−πi( 1
4
(2−hk−h)+ 1

12(k−
1
k )(2h−h′+h2h′)) if h is odd,

(−h
k

)

e−πi( 1
4
(k−1)+ 1

12(k−
1
k )(2h−h′+h2h′)) if k is odd,

where h′ is a solution to hh′ ≡ −1 (mod k), and
( ·
·
)

denotes the Kronecker symbol. Furthermore, let
Iκ denote the modified Bessel function of order κ. Rademacher’s exact formula for p(n) is then given
by

p(n) =
2π

(24n − 1)3/4

∞
∑

k=1

Ak(n)

k
I 3

2

(

π
√
24n − 1

6k

)

.
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The first term in the sum recovers the asymptotics found by Hardy and Ramanujan. Rademacher’s
proof made extensive use of the fact that the generating function P (q) is essentially a modular form.
Continuing their study, Rademacher and H. Zuckerman showed exact formulas for the Fourier coef-
ficients (at any cusp) of all modular forms of negative weight of any finite index subgroup of SL2(Z)
[17, 21].

From a combinatorial point of view it is a classical question to ask whether p(n) is log-concave,
where we call a sequence {an} log-concave if it satisfies for all n ≥ 1 the inequality

a2n ≥ an−1an+1.

Many important sequences that arise naturally in combinatorics are known to be log-concave, among
them are binomial coefficients, Stirling numbers and Bessel numbers [19]. The first proof that p(n)
is log-concave for n ≥ 26 and all even n < 26 was given by J.-L. Nicolas [12] and was later reproved
independently by S. Desalvo and I. Pak [8]. K. Ono, S. Pujahari and L. Rolen showed in [15] that
the function counting plane partitions is log-concave for all n ≥ 12. All these proofs follow the same
principle. Using the Circle Method (or an exact formula obtained by the Circle Method) one obtains
strong asymptotics with explicit error bounds. The main term is easily seen to be log-concave and
the difficulty lies in finding analytically a small bound after which the main term dominates the error
term in the log-concavity condition. The remaining case are then checked directly.

In this paper we intend to carry out this program for the function p2(n) which is defined as the
number of partitions of n that do not contain any consecutive integers as parts. These types of
partitions were studied by P. MacMahon [11] and arise in certain probability models and the study
of threshold growth in cellular automata [3, 9]. G. Andrews showed [2] the following formula for the
generating function:

G2(q) :=

∞
∑

n=0

p2(n)q
n =

(−q3; q3)∞
(q2; q2)∞

χ(q)

where χ(q) denotes the third order mock theta function

χ(q) :=
∞
∑

n=0

(−q; q)n
(−q3; q3)n

qn
2
.

In contrast to p(n) the generating function of p2(n) is not anymore a modular form but the product
of a mock theta function and a modular form with an overall weight of 0. This increases difficulty of
proving asymptotics for p2(n). Bringmann and K. Mahlburg first succeeded in proving an asymptotic
formula for p2(n) [7] and recent work [5] by W. Bridges and K. Bringmann improves their result and
gives an exact formula for p2(n), and is the first example of an exact formula for the coefficients of a
mixed-mock modular form. To state their result we need to introduce some notation. For b ∈ R, k ∈ N,

and ν ∈ Z define

Ib,k,ν(n) :=
∫ 1

−1

√
1− x2I1

(

2π
k

√

2bn(1− x2)
)

cosh

(

πi
k

(

ν − 1
6

)

− π
k

√

b
3x

) dx.

Moreover, for ν, n ∈ Z and for all k ∈ N we define the following Kloosterman sums



LOG-CONCAVITY FOR PARTITIONS WITHOUT SEQUENCES 3

K
[4]
k (ν;n) :=

∑

0≤h<k
gcd(h,k)=1

3|h′

ωh,kωh, k
2
ω3h,k

ω3h, k
2

e
πi
k (−3ν2+v)h′

e
2πinh

k , gcd(k, 6) = 2,

K
[6]
k (ν;n) :=

∑

0≤h<k
gcd(h,k)=1

8|h′

ωh,kω2h,kωh, k
3

ω2h, k
3

e
πi
k (−3ν2+v)h′

e
2πinh

k , gcd(k, 6) = 3,

K
[8]
k (ν;n) :=

∑

0≤h<k
gcd(h,k)=1

24|h′

ωh,kω2h,kω3h,k

ω6h,k
e

πi
k (−3ν2−v)h′

e
2πinh

k , gcd(k, 6) = 1,

Kk(n) :=
∑

h (mod k)∗

ωh,kω2h,kω6h,k

ω3
3h,k

e−
2πinh

k , gcd(k, 6) = 1.

The exact formula for p2(n) then reads as follows,

Theorem. For n ≥ 2 we have

p2(n) =
π

6
√
n

∑

k≥1
gcd(k,6)=1

Kk(n)

k2
I1

(

2π
√
n

3k

)

+
π

18
√
6n

∑

k≥1
gcd(k,6)=1

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[8]
k (ν;n)I 1

18
,k,ν(n)

+
5π

36
√
6n

∑

k≥1
gcd(k,6)=2

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[4]
k (v;n)I 5

36
,k,ν(n)

+
π

6
√
6n

∑

k≥1
gcd(k,6)=3

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[6]
k (ν;n)I 1

6
,k,ν(n). (1.3)

We are going to use this formula to obtain strong asymptotics for p2(n) in terms of elementary
functions with an explicit error term. To carry out this program we need explicit estimates for the
Kloostermans sums and the integrals Ib,k,v. We will derive these estimates in Section 2. It turns out
that if we need a really strong estimate for I 1

18
,1,0(n). This will be done with the saddle point method

in Section 3. In Section 4 we are going to prove our main theorem

Theorem. We have for n ≥ 482 and all even 2 ≤ n < 482 that

p22(n)− p2(n− 1)p2(n+ 1) ≥ 0.

Acknowledgements
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2. Estimates for Kloosterman sums and Bessel Integrals

First we are going to estimates the terms that come from k ≥ 2 in (1.3) as they are exponentially
smaller than the first term. We consider two different ranges, depending on whether k is small or
large. We say that k is small if k < 2

√
n and we say that k is large if k ≥ 2

√
n. We state the following

premliminary results. First we need explicit upper bounds for the Bessel function I1(x) for small and
large x.

Lemma 2.1. The following are true:

I1(x) ≤
√

2

πx
ex, x > 1,

I1(x) ≤ x, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1.

We want to write the modified Kloosterman sums in terms of classical ones. To that end, recall the
definition of the classical Kloosterman sum for a, b ∈ Z and k ∈ N we define

K(a, b, k) =
∑

h (mod k)∗

e
2πi
k

(ah+b[h]k),

where [h]k denotes the inverse of h mod k. For classical Kloosterman sums we have the Weil bound,
see [10] for a proof. Let τ(n) denote the number of divisors of n.

Theorem 2.2 (Weil bound for Kloosterman sums). For a, b ∈ Z and k ∈ N we have

|K(a, b, k)| ≤ τ(n)
√

gcd(a, b, k)k
1
2 .

Furthermore, it is well known that τ(n) ≪ε nε. The constant, depending on ε can be worked out
explicitly. We take the following result from [13].

Lemma 2.3. We have for all n ≥ 1 that

τ(n) ≤ 576
( n

21621600

) 1
4 ≤ 9n

1
4 .

We also need the following result from [5] on the multipliers of the Kloosterman sums K
[4]
k ,K

[6]
k and

K
[8]
k to write them in terms of classical Kloosterman sums.

Lemma 2.4. We have

ωh,kωh, k
2
ω3h,k

ω3h, k
2

= e
2πi
k

(

k(k+2)
8

h− k2+2
18

h′
)

,

ωh,kω2h,kωh, k
3

ω2h, k
3

= (−1)
k+1
2 e

4πikh
9

− 2πi
24k

(k2−3)h′
,

ωh,kω2h,kω3h,k

ω6h,k
= (−1)

k+1
2 e

10πi(k2−1)h′

72k .
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We are now ready to estimate the modified Kloosterman sums appearing in (1.3). This is an explicit
version of the estimates given in [5] and follows their proof closely.

Lemma 2.5. For all k ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ ν < k, we have

∣

∣

∣
K

[4]
k (ν;n)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 26

√
nk

3
4 , gcd(k, 6) = 2,

∣

∣

∣K
[6]
k (ν;n)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ 27
√
nk

3
4 , gcd(k, 6) = 3,

∣

∣

∣
K

[8]
k (ν;n)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 9

√
nk

3
4 , gcd(k, 6) = 1,

|Kk(n)| ≤ k.

Proof. Suppose gcd(k, 6) = 2. We then write using Lemma 2.4

K
[4]
k (ν;n) =

∑

0≤h<k
gcd(h,k)=1

3|h′

e
2πi
k

((

k(k + 2)

8
− n

)

h+

(−k2 + 2

18
− 3ν2 + ν

2

)

h′
)

.

We now change variables h′ 7→ −3h′ and h 7→ [−1]k[3]kh to obtain

K
[4]
k (ν;n) = K

(

[−1]k[3]k

(

k(k + 2)

8
− n

)

,
k2 + 2

6
+

9ν2 + 3ν

2
, k

)

Using Weil’s bound, Theorem 2.2, we estimate this by

K
[4]
k (ν;n) ≤ τ(k)

√

gcd

(

[−1]k[3]k

(

k(k + 2)

8
− n

)

,
k2 + 2

6
+

9ν2 + 3ν

2
, k

)

k
1
2 .

We continue to estimate

gcd

(

[−1]k[3]k

(

k(k + 2)

8
− n

)

,
k2 + 2

6
+

9ν2 + 3ν

2
, k

)

≤ gcd

(

[−1]k[3]k

(

k(k + 2)

8
− n

)

, k

)

≤ gcd ([−1]k[3]k8n, k) = gcd(8n, k) ≤ 8n.

Combined with the Lemma 2.3 this yields as claimed

|K [4]
k (ν;n)| ≤ 9k

1
4

√
8nk

1
2 ≤ 26

√
nk

3
4 .

The estimates for K
[6]
k (ν;n) and K

[8]
k (ν;n) follow in the same way. The estimate for Kk(n) is the

trivial bound. �

In the next step we rewrite the integrals Ib,k,ν(n). We start with the following elementary result,
whose proof is a straightforward calculation.

Lemma 2.6. Let a, b ∈ R and x ∈ [0, 1]. Then,

fa,b(x) :=
1

cosh(a+ ib)
+

1

cosh(a− ib)
= 4

cos(a) cosh(bx)

cos(2a) + cosh(2bx)
.

In particular, fa,b is a real valued function with constant sign on [0, 1]. Furthermore, |fa,b(x)| is mono-

tonically decreasing on [0, 1].



6 LUKAS MAUTH

Corollary 2.7. Let b ∈ R, k ∈ N and ν ∈ Z. We set a := π
k

(

ν − 1
6

)

and b := π
k

√

b
3 . Then, we have

the estimate

|Ib,k,ν(n)| ≤ |2 sec(a)|I1
(

2π

k

√
2bn

)

.

Proof. We use the previous lemma to write

Ib,k,ν(n) =
∫ 1

0
fa,b(x)

√

1− x2I1

(

2π

k

√

2bn(1− x2)

)

.

Recall that |fa,b(x)| is decreasing. Now, the result follows immediately as the maximum of the inte-
grand in absolute value is at x = 0 and by noting that fa,b(0) = 2 sec(a). �

2.1. Estimates for large k. In this section we always assume that k ≥ 2
√
n.

Lemma 2.8. Let n ≥ 1. Furthermore, let b ∈ R and ν ∈ N. Then,

∑

ν (mod k)

|Ib,k,ν(n)| ≤ 32π log(k)
√
2bn.

Proof. By Corollary 2.7 and Lemma 2.1 we find that

|Ib,k,ν(n)| ≤ 2

∣

∣

∣

∣

sec

(

π

k

(

ν − 1

6

))∣

∣

∣

∣

2π

k

√
2bn.

For x ∈ [0, 1], x 6= π
2 one has the inequality

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

cos(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ π

2

1
∣

∣x− π
2

∣

∣

.

Using this one inequality, one sees easily that

∑

ν (mod k)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

cos
(

π
k

(

ν − 1
6

))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 8k log(k),

which finishes the proof immediately. �

This allows us to estimate the contribution from large k to the sum in (1.3).

Lemma 2.9. Let n ≥ 1. Then, we have
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π

6
√
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=1

Kk(n)

k2
I1

(

2π
√
n

3k

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
π

18
√
6n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=1

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[8]
k (ν;n)I 1

18
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
5π

36
√
6n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=2

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[4]
k (v;n)I 5

36
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
π

6
√
6n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=3

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[6]
k (ν;n)I 1

6
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 25265n
7
8 . (2.1)

Proof. We start with the first sum. By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.5 we see

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=1

|Kk(n)|
k2

∣

∣

∣

∣

I1

(

2π
√
n

3k

)∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2π

3

∑

k≥√
n

1

k2
≤ 2π

∫ ∞

√
n

1

x2
dx =

2π√
n
≤ 2πn

7
8 .

For the second sum we find using Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.8 that

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=1

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

∣

∣

∣
K

[8]
k (ν;n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
I 1

18
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 9

√
n
∑

k≥2
√
n

1

k
5
4

∑

ν (mod k)

∣

∣

∣
I 1

18
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

≤ 96πn
∑

k≥√
n

log(k)

k
5
4

≤ 300πn
∑

k≥√
n

1

k
9
8

≤ 600πn

∫ ∞

√
n

1

t
9
8

dt ≤ 2400πn
7
8 ,

where we used log(n) ≤ 3n
1
8 for all n ≥ 1. The other sums can be estimated similarly and we obtain

the bounds

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=2

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

∣

∣

∣K
[4]
k (v;n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣I 5
36

,k,ν(n)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ 2640πn
7
8 ,

∑

k≥2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=3

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

∣

∣

∣
K

[6]
k (ν;n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣I1/6,k,ν(n)
∣

∣ ≤ 3000πn
7
8 .

Furthermore, we have that

max

(

5π

36
√
6n

,
π

6
√
6n

,
π

6
√
n
,

π

18
√
6n

)

=
π√
6n

≤ 1√
n
.
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Combining all estimates proves the claim. �

2.2. Estimates for small k. We assume throughout this section that k ≤ 2
√
n. We start with the

corresponding result to Lemma 2.8 for small k.

Lemma 2.10. Let n ≥ 1 be fixed. Then we have

π

6
√
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

2≤k≤2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=1

Kk(n)

k2
I1

(

2π
√
n

3k

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
π

18
√
6n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

2≤k≤2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=1

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[8]
k (ν;n)I 1

18
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
5π

36
√
6n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

2≤k≤2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=2

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[4]
k (v;n)I 5

36
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
π

6
√
6n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

2≤k≤2
√
n

gcd(k,6)=3

1

k2

∑

ν (mod k)

(−1)νK
[6]
k (ν;n)I 1

6
,k,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4e
√

3π
3

√
n. (2.2)

Proof. First of all we start by identifying the dominating term in this sum. We set aν = π
2

(

ν − 1
6

)

.

By Corollary 2.7 for k = 2 we have

∣

∣

∣
I 1

18
,2,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 2| sec(aν)|I1

(π

3

√
n
)

,

∣

∣

∣I 5
36

,2,ν(n)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ 2| sec(aν)|I1
(

π
√
10

6

√
n

)

,

∣

∣

∣I 1
6
,2,ν(n)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ 2| sec(aν)|I1
(√

3π

3

√
n

)

.

By monotonicity of the Bessel function we see that the last term grows the fastest. Lemma 2.1 gives

I1

(√
3π

3

√
n

)

≤
√
231/4

πn
1
4

e

√
3π
3

√
n ≤ e

√
3π
3

√
n.

Combining this with the trivial estimate on the Kloosterman shows that the expression from the
statement is bounded by

2√
n

2
√
n

∑

k=2

e

√
3π
3

√
n ≤ 4e

√
3π
3

√
n.

�
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For two functions f, g we introduce the notation

f = O≤(g),

if f = O(g) and the implicit constant can be chosen to be 1. Combing the results we obtain the
following Lemma.

Lemma 2.11. Let n ≥ 1. Then

p2(n) =
π

6
√
n
I1

(

2π
√
n

3

)

+
π

18
√
6n

I 1
18

,1,0(n) +O≤
(

4e
√

3π
3

√
n + 2565n

7
8

)

.

3. Asymptotic formula for p2(n) and log-concavity

For proving log-concavity strong asymptotics are required. Thus, we will have to use a strong
asymptotic formula for the Bessel function and I 1

18
,1,0(n). The latter is the more difficult problem. We

will find such a formula with the saddle point method. We define the following list of real numbers:

a1 :=
1

4
√
3
, a2 :=

1

18
√
2
, a3 := −3

√
3

64π
, a4 := −324 + 5π2

3888
√
2π

, a5 := − 45
√
3

2048π2
a6 :=

1080 + 17π2

186624
√
2

,

a7 := − 945
√
3

32768π3
, a8 := −349920 + 33048π2 + 455π4

40310784
√
2π

, a9 := − 127575
√
3

2097152π4
.

Theorem 3.1. Let n ≥ 1. Then,

p2(n) =

(

a1

n
3
4

+
a2

n
+

a3

n
5
4

+
a4

n
3
2

+
a5

n
7
4

+
a6

n2
+

a7

n
9
4

+
a8

n
5
2

+
a9

n
11
4

)

e
2π
3

√
n +O≤

(

16
e

2π
3

√
n

n3

)

. (3.1)

Proof. Define

ak(ν) := (−1)k
(

1
2 − ν

)

n

(

1
2 + ν

)

n

2kk!
, k = 0, 1, 2, . . .

(λ)n :=
Γ(λ+ n)

Γ(λ)
.

We have for ν ∈ N the well-known asymptotic formulas (see [20]),

Iν(z) ∼
ez√
2πz

∞
∑

k=0

(−1)k
ak(ν)

zk
.

In [4] K. Banerjee worked out explicit error bounds in the asymptotic formulas for the Bessel
functions of non-negative order. More explicitly, we have in our cases

π

6
√
n
I1

(

2π
√
n

3

)

=

(

1

4
√
3n

3
4

− 3
√
3

64πn
5
4

− 45
√
3

2048π2n
7
4

− 945
√
3

32768π3n
9
4

− 127575
√
3

2097152π4n
11
4

)

e
2π
3

√
n

+O≤

(

0.0795351

n
13
4

e
2π
3

√
n

)

. (3.2)

By Lemma 2.6 and since the integrand is an even function, we can write with a = −π
6 and b = 0

that
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I 1
18

,1,0(n) =
1

2

∫ 1

−1
fa,b(x)

√

1− x2e
2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx.

We now cut off the integral at 1
8 and insert the expansion of I1 up to order 3 and obtain

π

18
√
6n

I 1
18

,1,0(n) =
1

72
√
2n

3
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)
(

1− x2
)

1
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

− 1

128
√
2πn

5
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)
(

1− x2
)− 1

4 e
2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

− 15

4096
√
2π2n

7
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)
(

1− x2
)− 3

4 e
2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

− 315

65536
√
2π3n

9
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)
(

1− x2
)− 5

4 e
2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

+O≤

(

27

160
√
2π4n

11
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)
(

1− x2
)− 7

4 e
2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

)

+O≤

(

1

2

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)
(

1− x2
)

1
4 e

√
7π
4

√
ndx

)

. (3.3)

We will now use the saddle point method to expand each of these terms into a power series. We

illustrate this process for the first term. We introduce the notation A := 2π
3

√
n, f(x) := fa,b(x)(1−x2)

1
4

and g(x) =
√
1− x2. Then, we can write

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1 − x2)
1
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx =

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

f(x)eAg(x)dx =
1√
A

∫ 1
8

√
A

− 1
8

√
A
f

(

y√
A

)

e
Ag

(

y√
A

)

. (3.4)

The functions g(x) and f(x) are analytic on the interval [−1
8 ,

1
8 ] and we can expand them into power

series

Ag

(

y√
A

)

= A− y2

2
− y4

8A
− y6

16A2
− 5y8

128A3
− 7y10

256A4
− 21y12

1024A5
+O≤

(

j
y14

A6

)

e
Ag

(

y√
A

)

= eAe−
y2

2

(

1− y4

8A
− y6

16A2
− 5y8

128A3
− 7y10

256A4
− 21y12

1024A5
+

jy14

A6

+
1

2

(

− y4

8A
− y6

16A2
− 5y8

128A3
− 7y10

256A4
− 21y12

1024A5
+

jy14

A6

)2)

+
1

6

(

− y4

8A
− y6

16A2
− 5y8

128A3
− 7y10

256A4
− 21y12

1024A5
+

jy14

A6

)3)

+O≤

(

k

(

− y4

8A
− y6

16A2
− 5y8

128A3
− 7y10

256A4
− 21y12

1024A5
+

jy14

A6

)4)
)

,
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f

(

y√
A

)

= f(0)

(

1− y2

4A
− 5π2y2

324A
− 3y4

32A2
+

5π2y4

1296A2
+

17π4y4

69984A2
− 7y6

128A3
+

5π2y6

3456A3
− 17π4y6

279936A3

− 91π6y6

22674816A3
− 77y8

2048A4
+

35π2y8

41472A4
− 17π4y8

746496A4
+

91π6y8

90699264A4
+

207913π8y8

3085588961280A4
+

√
3ly9

4A
9
2

)

,

where j, k and ℓ are positive constants given by

j = max
x∈[− 1

8
, 1
8
]

∣

∣

∣

∣

d14

dx14
g(x)

14!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 0.0504,

k = max
x∈[− 1

8
, 1
8
]

∣

∣

∣

∣

d2

dx2
ex

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
e

1
8

2
,

ℓ = max
x∈[− 1

8
, 1
8
]

∣

∣

∣

∣

d10

dx10
f(x)

10!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 0.109.

We now multiply out the series expansions in the integrand and obtain

f

(

y√
A

)

e
Ag

(

y√
A

)

= T (y,A) +O≤ (R(y,A)) ,

where we have the main term

T (y,A) = 1 +
−162y2 − 10π2y2 − 81y4

648A
+

−26244y4 + 1080π2y4 + 68π4y4 − 8748y6 + 540π2y6 + 2187y8

279936A2

+
−9920232y6 + 262440π2y6 − 11016π4y6 − 728π6y6 − 2125764y8 + 87480π2y8

181398528A3

+
−5508π4y8 + 1062882y10 − 21870π2y10 − 59049y12

181398528A3

and the error term

R(y,A) =
N
∑

n=4

Pn(y)

An
,

for some N > 0 and even polynomials Pn(y). We now extend the range of integration in (3.4) to the
whole real line and obtain

1√
A

∫ 1
8

√
A

− 1
8

√
A
f

(

y√
A

)

e
Ag

(

y√
A

)

dy =
f(0)eA√

A

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

y2

2 T (y,A)dy

+O≤

(

f(0)eA√
A

∫ 1
8

√
A

− 1
8

√
A
e−

y2

2 (T (y,A) + E(y,A)) dy +
f(0)eA√

A

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

y2

2 E(y,A)dy

)

. (3.5)

We now reduced the integrals to Gaussian integrals which we can evaluate. Performing these integra-
tions we find that for n ≥ 435000

1

72
√
2n

3
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1− x2)
1
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx
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=

(

1

18
√
2
· 1
n
− 5

(

81 + 2π2
)

7776
√
2π

· 1

n
3
2

+
6561 + 3780π2 + 68π4

746496
√
2π2

· 1

n2

− 5
(

−1240029 + 503010π2 + 49572π4 + 728π6
)

322486272
√
2π3

· 1

n
5
2

)

e
2π
3

√
n +O≤





90
√

2
π

n3
e

2π
3

√
n



 .

We apply the exact same method to other integrals and obtain for n ≥ 435000

1

128
√
2πn

5
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1 − x2)−
1
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

=

(

1

32
√
2π

· 1

n3/2
− 81 + 10π2

13824
√
2π2

· 1

n2
+

−10935 + 1620π2 + 68π4

1327104
√
2π3

· 1

n5/2

)

e
2π
3

√
n

+O≤

(

5

64π3/2n3
e

2π
3

√
n

)

,

15

4096
√
2π2n

7
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1 − x2)−
3
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

=

(

15

1024
√
2π2

· 1

n2
+

5
(

243 − 10π2
)

147456
√
2π3

)

· 1

n5/2
e

2π
3

√
n +O≤

(

75

2048π5/2n3
e

2π
3

√
n

)

,

315

65536
√
2π3n

9
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1− x2)−
5
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

=
315

16384
√
2π3

· 1

n5/2
e

2π
3

√
n +O≤

(

1575

32768n3π7/2n3
e

2π
3

√
n

)

,

27

160
√
2π4n

11
4

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1 − x2)−
7
4 e

2π
3

√
n(1−x2)dx

= O≤

(

27

40
√
2π4n3

e
2π
3

√
n +

27

16π9/2
· 1

n7/2
e

2π
3

√
n

)

.

Adding up all these terms we obtain for n ≥ 45000 the asymptotic formula
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p2(n) =

(

a1

n
3
4

+
a2

n
+

a3

n
5
4

+
a4

n
3
2

+
a5

n
7
4

+
a6

n2
+

a7

n
9
4

+
a8

n
5
2

+
a9

n
11
4

)

e
2π
3

√
n

+O≤

(

55296
√
2 + 7875

√
π + 6000π3/2 + 12800π5/2 + 204800π7/2

163840π4n3
+ 0.00795351

(

1

n

)13/4

+
27
(

1
n

)7/2

16π9/2

)

e
2π
3

√
n +O≤

(

1

2

∫ 1
8

− 1
8

fa,b(x)(1 − x2)
1
4 e

√
7π
4

√
ndx

)

+O≤
(

4e
√

3π
3

√
n + 2565n

7
8

)

.

An easy calculation shows that the error term can be bounded by

O≤

(

1

n3
e

2π
3

√
n

)

for all n ≥ 435000. If we call the main term of our asymptotic formula G(n), then we find

max
1≤n≤435000

n3 |p2(n)−G(n)|
e

2π
3

√
n

≤ 16. (3.6)

This concludes the proof. �

Theorem 3.2. We have for n ≥ 482 and all even 2 ≤ n < 482, that

p22(n)− p2(n− 1)p2(n+ 1) ≥ 0.

Proof. We write that the asymptotic formula from Theorem 3.1 in the form

p2(n) = P(n) +O≤(E(n)).

Then, we estimate

p22(n)− p2(n− 1)p2(n+ 1) ≥ (P(n)− E(n))2 − (P(n − 1) + E(n − 1))(P(n + 1) + E(n+ 1)).

Using Taylor expansion we write this as

π

216
√
6
· 1

n
13
4

+
π

288n3
− E(n),

where
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|E(n)| ≤ 6.055140198378155 × 10−6

n
35
2

+
0.00535139

n
69
4

+
1.18221

n17
+

0.0141338

n
67
4

+
0.000646658

n
33
2

+
0.000254429

n
65
4

+
0.000742507

n16
+

0.000588099

n
63
4

+
0.00321441

n
31
2

+
0.0232749

n
61
4

+
4.30165

n15

+
0.0726311

n
59
4

+
0.00242495

n
29
2

+
0.000930963

n
57
4

+
0.00270314

n14
+

0.00214691

n
55
4

+
0.0116994

n
27
2

+
0.0938434

n
53
4

+
17.6703

n13
+

0.288354

n
51
4

+
0.0100125

n
25
2

+
0.00381031

n
49
4

+
0.0111939

n12
+

0.113621

n
47
4

+
23.2169

n
23
2

+
0.447083

n
45
4

+
25.0755

n11
+

0.62135

n
43
4

+
0.0296742

n
21
2

+
0.0169767

n
41
4

+
0.0785117

n10

+
0.278106

n
39
4

+
42.2773

n
19
2

+
1.18225

n
37
4

+
40.1092

n9
+

0.936865

n
35
4

+
0.0506511

n
17
2

+
0.028851

n
33
4

+
0.139483

n8
+

0.76521

n
31
4

+
135.021

n
15
2

+
2.49801

n
29
4

+
0.27544

n7
+

0.748082

n
27
4

+
0.0883287

n
13
2

+
1.22888

n
25
4

+
513.626

n6
+

3.51304

n
23
4

+
0.851624

n
11
2

+
2.50794

n
21
4

+
0.24984

n5
+

0.190725

n
19
4

+
1.04232

n
9
2

+
1.24105

n
17
4

+
1.89133

n4
+

1119744
√
3− 1620

√
6− 5

√
6π2

279936n
15
4

+
−1215 + 16π

62208n
7
2

We conclude that

π

216
√
6
· 1

n
13
4

+
π

288n3
−E(n) > 0

for n ≥ 5092. The finitely many remaining cases are verified directly. �

Remark. (i) In [7] Bringmann and Mahlburg obtained the asymptotic formula

p2(n) ∼
(

1

4
√
3n

3
4

+
1

18
√
2n

)

e
2π
3

√
n.

However, this formula is not strong enough to prove log-concavity. Indeed, if one expands the log-
concavity condition with abstract coefficients one sees that an asymptotic formula with precision to

at least order n− 9
4 is necessary. We chose to expand up to order n− 11

4 to reduce the number of finitely
many cases we have to check directly.

(ii) By looking at the quotient (3.6) for large values of n it seems that the optimal implicit constant
can be chosen as C ≈ 0.69, while we can optimally show for large n

C ≈ 55296
√
2 + 7875

√
π + 6000π3/2 + 12800π5/2 + 204800π7/2

163840π4
≈ 0.727135.

Furthermore, the quotient (3.6) is always larger for odd values of n, then for even values of n, which
is in line with the fact that log-concavity fails for small odd n.
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