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A CLASS OF POLYNOMIAL RECURRENCES

RESULTING IN (n/log n, n/log2n)–ASYMPTOTIC

NORMALITY

PAWE L HITCZENKO†

Abstract. We consider sequences of polynomials that satisfy differential–
difference recurrences. Polynomials satisfying such recurrences frequently ap-
pear as generating polynomials of integer valued random variables that are
of interest in discrete mathematics. It is, therefore, of interest to understand
the properties of such polynomials and their probabilistic consequences. We
identify a class of polynomial recurrences that lead to a normal law with the
expected value and the variance proportional to n/ logn and n/ log2 n, re-
spectively. Examples include Stirling number of the second kind and other
polynomials concerning set partitions as well as polynomials related to Whit-
ney numbers of Dowling lattices.

1. Introduction and Motivation

Consider a sequence of polynomials

Pn(x) =

q
∑

k=0

pn,kx
k, n ≥ 0,

where q = qn, pn,k ≥ 0 and
∑q

k=0 pn,k > 0 for every n. We assume pn,k = 0 for
k > q and often use k ≥ 0 as the range of the summation. Such polynomials are of
interest in combinatorial probability since

Pn(x)

Pn(1)
=

∑

k≥0

pn,k
Pn(1)

xk

is the probability generating function of a non–negative, integer valued random
variable Xn whose distribution function is given by

(1) P(Xn = k) =
pn,k
Pn(1)

, k ≥ 0.

When the underlying combinatorial objects are defined recursively, their generating
polynomials often follow recurrences of the form

(2) Pn(x) = an(x)Pn−1(x) + bn(x)P
′

n−1(x) + cn(x)Pn−2(x)

for specified sequences of functions (an), (bn), and (cn). It is therefore of interest
to analyze such recurrences and there is by now enormous literature on the subject
going back to Euler, at the very least.
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Many historical references and broad background are given in a recent paper
[17] where the authors developed the limiting theory for solutions of the above
recurrence when the polynomials are of the form:

(3) an(x) = α(x)n+ γ(x), bn(x) = β(x)(1 − x), cn(x) = 0.

The authors treat more than two hundred examples when β(x) 6= 0 and more than
three hundred when β(x) = 0 found in [24]. In addition, several examples with
cn(x) 6= 0 were discussed in Section 9.2 although in these cases the contribution of
the term cn(x)Pn−2(x) was generally asymptotically negligible. Within this frame-
work the authors derived many limiting laws with various limiting distributions,
including a prominently featured normal law, but also several other discrete as well
as continuous distributions. The main approach was through the method of mo-
ments, but an analytic approach based on partial differential equations (PDE) and
singularity analysis of the generating function was also used. Another alternative
approach is through real–rootedness of the generating polynomials (see, e.g., [16]
for recent applications or [17] for a broader discussion and more detailed references).

As was stated in [17], the assumption that bn(1) = 0 is very important for the
method of moments to work. Further, the assumptions made on the coefficient
polynomials (particularly on an(x)) yielded a normal law with both the expected
value and the variance linear in n, whenever the limit was Gaussian.

In the present note we concentrate on a situation that yields a normal law with
the asymptotic mean and variance proportional to n/ logn and n/ log2 n, respec-
tively, under different assumptions on an(x) and bn(x). While not nearly as exten-
sive as the case of the Eulerian recurrences treated in [17] it still covers a number of
cases encountered in the literature. Examples include the classical case of Stirling
numbers of the second kind as well as recurrences discussed e.g. in [1]–[9], [13],
[19]–[23], [25] or [26].

Specifically, we consider a sequence of polynomials (Pn(x)) satisfying the recur-
rence

(4) Pn(x) = γ(x)Pn−1(x) +mxP ′
n−1(x) + (n− 1)c(x)Pn−2(x), P0(x) = 1,

where m is a constant and

(5) γ(x) =

k
∑

j=0

γjx
j , c(x) =

ℓ
∑

j=0

cjx
j

are polynomials. Let

(6) d := deg(γ(x) + c(x)) and αd := [xd]
(

k
∑

j=1

γj
mj

xj +

ℓ
∑

j=1

cj
m2j2

xj
)

.

Then the following holds.

Theorem 1. Let n ≥ 1. Let Xn be a random variable whose probability generating
function is given by (1) where the sequence (Pn(x)) satisfies the recurrence (4) with
m > 0. If d and αd defined in (6) satisfy d ≥ 1 and αd > 0, then as n → ∞

Xn − dn/ logn

d
√
n/ logn

L−→ N(0, 1),

where “
L−→”denotes the convergence in distribution and N(0, 1) is the standard

normal law.
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Remark 1. (i) The conditions we imposed on the coefficient polynomials, namely,

an(x) = γ(x), bn(x) = mx, cn(x) = (n− 1)c(x),

seem quite restrictive. Nonetheless, in virtually all recurrences of this type (bn) do
not depend on n. If one drops the requirement that bn(1) = 0, then bn(x) = mx
is common (it is also responsible for the asymptotic values of the expectation and
the variance). Also, if the polynomials cn(x) are assumed to be linear functions of
n (with coefficients that are polynomials in x), assuming that they are of the form
(n− 1)c(x) is not a serious restriction as the other term (a polynomial in x not de-
pending on n) would not contribute significantly. The assumption on (an(x)) (which
corresponds to setting α(x) = 0 in (3)) still covers a number of cases including Stir-
ling numbers of the second kind (see Section 3 below for some specific examples).
This assumption is complementary to [17] where it was assumed α(1) > 0 (which,
as we mentioned above, led to the limiting normal law with the expected value and
the variance linear in n).

(ii) Other approaches to establishing asymptotic normality have been used and
some of them are discussed in [17]. One of them is based on showing that the
polynomials (Pn(x)) have real roots only (in fact this is the case for many of the
examples discussed in the references we mentioned earlier). The real–rootedness is
of interest in itself and has been studied extensively. Examples of relatively recent
work in some degree of generality in that direction include [10, 21]. However, as
pointed out in [17], the real–rootedness property seems quite sensitive to variations
in the coefficient polynomials γ(x), b(x), and c(x). In addition, one still needs to
show that the variance of the resulting random variables grows to infinity with n,
which often in this context is not a substantially easier task. In some of the ref-
erenced papers the asymptotic normality was asserted; in others it was not. The
approach requires working with specific recurrences to establish the real–rootedness.
Our result provides some generality and uniformity for a class of frequently encoun-
tered polynomials. In virtually all of the examples referenced earlier, the degree of
γ(x) + c(x) is one resulting in the expected value and the variance asymptotic to

n/ logn and n/ log2 n, respectively.

2. Proof of Theorem 1

Our proof proceeds along the typical lines. We first find the explicit form of
the bivariate generating function F (z, x) that encodes the probability distribution
function of the underlying random variables and then carry out the asymptotic
analysis of its coefficients.

2.1. A PDE associated with (4). To derive the bivariate generating function we
consider a partial differential equation that F (z, x) satisfies. We note that in our
situation the resulting PDF can be solved by the method of characteristics giving
the explicit expression for F (z, x). While this approach is not new, it has not been
used much in this context. For more on the method of characteristics we refer
to [18] or almost any other textbook on PDEs. One of the advantages is that it
provides a simple and transparent way of deriving the bivariate generating function
in cases when the resulting PDF can be solved. Our situation is particularly simple.



4 PAWE L HITCZENKO

Let

(7) F (z, x) :=

∞
∑

n=0

Pn(x)
zn

n!
.

We differentiate (7) with respect to z. Using (4) (and a convention that Pj(x) = 0
whenever j < 0) gives

∂

∂z
F (z, x) =

∞
∑

n=1

{

γ(x)Pn−1(x) +mxP ′
n−1(x) + (n− 1)c(x)Pn−2(x)

} zn−1

(n− 1)!

= γ(x)F (z, x) +mx
∂

∂x
F (z, x) + c(x)zF (z, x)

or

(8)
∂

∂z
F (z, x)−mx

∂

∂x
F (z, x) = (γ(x) + c(x)z)F (z, x).

With F (0, x) = P0(x) (which usually is equal to 1) this is easily solved by the
method of characteristics. Namely, by setting

(9)
dx

dz
= −mx

PDE (8) is reduced to the ordinary differential equation:

d

dz
F (z, x(z)) = (γ(x(z)) + zc(x(z)))F (z, x(z))

whose solution is

F (z, x(z)) = exp

{
∫

(γ(x(z)) + zc(x(z)))dz

}

,

where by (9) x(z) = ξe−mz, and the parameter ξ is treated as a constant of integra-
tion. Eliminating the parameter ξ = xemz and choosing the constant of integration
so that F (0, x) = P0(x) gives the explicit expression for F (z, x).

In our case, using (5) we obtain

∫

(

γ(ξe−mz) + zc(ξe−mz)
)

dz = γ0z + c0
z2

2
+ C0

−
k

∑

j=1

γj
jm

ξj(e−jmz + Cj)−
ℓ

∑

j=1

cj
jm

ξj
(

ze−jmz +
e−jmz

jm
+Kj

)

,

where Cj and Kj are integration constants. Setting F (0, x) = 1 means that C0 = 0,
Cj = −1, 1 ≤ j ≤ k and Kj = −1/(jm), 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. Thus, using ξ = xemz we
obtain
(10)

F (z, x) = exp







γ0z + c0
z2

2
+

k
∑

j=1

γj
jm

xj(ejmz − 1) +

ℓ
∑

j=1

cj
jm

xj

(

ejmz − 1

jm
− z

)







.
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2.2. Asymptotics of [zn]F (z, x). Functions given by (10) are amenable to the
perturbation of the saddle point asymptotics. We refer to Section IX.8 of [12]) for
a discussion of the perturbation aspects in the bivariate case and to Chapter VIII for
a detailed presentation of the saddle point estimation. In our case, we can invoke the
general principles developed in Hayman’s work [15] on admissibility. (Essentially,
a function is called admissible if it is subject to the saddle point asymptotics; we
refer the reader to [12, Section VIII.5] or the original work of Hayman [15] for more
details.)

Let Ω be a small neighborhood of x = 1 (in particular x > 0 for x ∈ Ω). We fix
x ∈ Ω for a moment and write the exponent in (10) as

(11) f(z, x) = Q1(z, x) +Q2(xe
mz)

where

Q1(z, x) = −
k

∑

j=1

γjx
j

jm
−

ℓ
∑

j=1

cjx
j

j2m2
+
(

γ0 −
ℓ

∑

j=1

cjx
j

jm

)

z + c0
z2

2

and

Q2(z) =

k
∑

j=1

γj
jm

zj +

ℓ
∑

j=1

cj
j2m2

zj.

Clearly, the function emz is admissible if m > 0 (it also follows from [15, The-
orem X]). Since the leading coefficient of Q2 is positive and x > 0, Q2(xe

mz) is
admissible and so is Q1(z, x) +Q2(xe

mz) by [15, Corollary to Theorem IX]. Thus,
f(z, x) is admissible and so is F (z, x) by [15, Theorem VI].

We will apply Hayman’s result to ef(z,x). Choose r so that

(12) (zfz(z, x))z=r = n.

Then

[zn]F (z, x) =
r−n

2π

∫ π

−π

ef(reiθ,x)−inθdθ ∼ r−nef(r,x)

√

2πb(r, x)
,

where b(r, x) = (zfz(z, x) + z2fzz(z, x))z=r and where fz(z, x), fzz(z, x) (and later
fx(z, x), fzx(z, x), etc.) denote the derivative(s) of f with respect to the indicated
variable(s) (not just the partial derivative(s) with respect to the first or second
argument of f).

By examining the argument above and noting that the dependence on x is poly-
nomial, it is clear that the above estimates are uniform for x ∈ Ω. We thus infer
that the probability generating functions of random variables encoded by F (z, x)
are given asymptotically by

pn(x) =
F (ρ(x), x)

F (ρ(1), 1)

(

ρ(1)

ρ(x)

)n

(1 + o(1)),

where the o(1) error is uniform over Ω and ρ(x) = ρn(x) is a positive solution of
the saddle point equation (12) for x ∈ Ω. In particular, ρ(x) satisfies

(13) ρ(x)fz(z, x)z=ρ(x) = n.

Taking the logarithms and recalling by (6) that the leading coefficient of Q2(z) is
αd we see that

log ρ(x) + log

(

mdαdx
demdρ(x)

(

1 +O
( 1

xemρ(x)

))

)

= logn.
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It follows that

mdρ(x) = logn− log ρ(x) − d log x− logmdαd +O
( 1

xemρ(x)

)

.

Successive iterations starting with x = 1 give

(14) ρ(x) =
logn

md
+O(log logn)

with the uniform behavior in x over Ω.
Let us denote

hn(x) := f(ρ(x), x)− n log ρ(x),

so that

pn(x) = exp(hn(x)− hn(1))(1 + o(1)).

Then, by [12, Theorem IX.13] on generalized quasi–powers, the corresponding ran-
dom variables are asymptotically normal provided

(15)
h′′′(x)

(h′
n(1) + h′′

n(1))
3/2

→ 0,

uniformly over Ω. Moreover, the mean and the variance are asymptotic to h′
n(1)

and to h′
n(1) + h′′

n(1), respectively. Differentiating hn(x) we get

h′
n(x) = ρ′(x)fz(z, x)z=ρ(x) + fx(z, x)z=ρ(x) − n

ρ′(x)

ρ(x)
.

In view of (13)

ρ′(x)fz(z, x)z=ρ(x) =
ρ′(x)

ρ(x)
ρ(x)fz(z, x)z=ρ(x) = n

ρ′(x)

ρ(x)
.

Thus, h′
n(x) simplifies to

h′
n(x) = fx(z, x)z=ρ(x).

Differentiating again yields

h′′
n(x) = ρ′(x)fzx(z, x)z=ρ(x) + fxx(z, x)z=ρ(x).

Finally, implicit differentiation of (13) gives

ρ′(x)fz(z, x)z=ρ(x) + ρ(x)
(

ρ′(x)fzz(z, x)z=ρ(x) + fzx(z, x)z=ρ(x)

)

= 0.

After rearranging the terms and putting z = ρ(x)

ρ′(x) =
−ρ(x)fzx(ρ(x), x)

fz(ρ(x), x) + ρ(x)fzz(ρ(x), x)
.

Evaluating at x = 1 (and writing ρ = ρ(1), h′
n = h′

n(1), etc.) we arrive at

(16) ρ′ =
−ρfzx(ρ, 1)

fz(ρ, 1) + ρfzz(ρ, 1)
.

Since ρ → ∞ as n → ∞ and f(z, x) is a polynomial in x, z and ez, it is clear that
the asymptotic behavior of the relevant expressions depends on the coefficients of
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highest power of eρ. Specifically,

fx(ρ, 1) ∼ dαde
ρmd

fz(ρ, 1) ∼ mdαde
ρmd

fzz(ρ, 1) ∼ m2d2αde
ρmd

fzx(ρ, 1) ∼ md2αde
ρmd

fxx(ρ, 1) ∼ d(d− 1)αde
ρmd.

Further, (13) implies that

ρmdαde
ρmd ∼ n.

Thus, using (14),

(17) h′
n = fx(ρ, 1) ∼ dαde

ρmd ∼ n

mρ
∼ dn

logn
.

Similarly,

(18) h′′
n = ρ′fzx(ρ, 1) + fxx(ρ, 1) ∼ ρ′md2αde

ρmd + d(d− 1)αde
ρmd

so that

h′
n + h′′

n ∼ (1 +mρ′)d2αde
ρmd.

By (16)

ρ′ ∼ −ρmd2αde
ρmd

mdαdeρmd + ρm2d2αdeρmd
∼ −ρd

1 + ρmd
.

Hence,

h′
n + h′′

n ∼
(

1− ρmd

1 +mρd

)

d2αde
ρmd ∼ 1

1 + logn

d

m
mdαde

ρmd

∼ 1

1 + logn

d

m

n

ρ
∼ d2n

log2 n
.

Finally, it is clear from (17), (18) and the form of f(z, x) that (15) holds uniformly
over a small neighborhood Ω of x = 1. This completes the proof.

3. Examples and further comments

3.1. Set partitions of type Bn. Wang [26] established the normal limit law for
the number of non–zero blocks in the colored set partitions of type Bn (we refer to
[26] for the definitions and background). This amounted to analyzing polynomial
recurrences of the form

(19) Tn(x) = (x + c)Tn−1(x) +mxT ′
n−1(x), n ≥ 1, T0(x) = 1,

where c and m are positive integers. In order to do it, he showed that each Tn(x)
has real, negative roots. This implies that the resulting Xn is a sum of independent
indicators. He then used the formulas

EXn =
Tn+1(1)

mTn(1)
− 1 + c

m
, var(Xn) =

Tn+2(1)− T 2
n+1(1)

m2Tn(1)
− 1

m

to derive the asymptotics

EXn ∼ n

logn
, var(Xn) ∼

n

log2 n
.
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The last step relied on the asymptotic analysis of Tn(1). While the calculations for
the expected value were a straightforward application of the saddle point method,
the variance was more delicate due to cancellations in Tn+2(1)− T 2

n+1(1).
Alternatively, the asymptotic normality follows from Theorem 1 with γ(x) = x+c

and c(x) = 0.

3.2. Whitney numbers, Stirling numbers and their generalizations. The
coefficients (Tn,k) of the polynomials (Tn(x)) given by (19) satisfy the recurrence

(20) Tn,k = Tn−1,k−1 + (mk + c)Tn−1,k, 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

Versions of numbers satisfying (20) frequently appear in the literature under various
names. In particular, when c = 1 they are referred to as Whitney numbers of the
second kind [3, 4]. The (ordinary) generating functions of Whitney numbers are
called Dowling polynomials and the row sums of Whitney numbers are known
as Dowling numbers. When m = 2 Whitney numbers appear as A039755 (and
A039756) in [24] under the name B–analogs of Stirling numbers of the second
kind. Sequences A007405, A003575–A003582, A364069 and A364070 are Dowling
numbers for m = 2, 3, . . . , 10, m = 64 and m = 624, respectively.

The case c = 0 are translated Whitney numbers (see, e.g. [1]). Examples in
[24] are sequences A075497 through A075505 which correspond to m = 2, . . . , 10.
The case c = r are the r–Whitney numbers [7]. The latter are also referred to
as the (r, β)–Stirling numbers [9] (c = r, m = β). This is because the numbers
for the case β = 1 are essentially the r–Stirling numbers of the second kind [6].
Specifically, the r–Stirling number

{

n
k

}

r
counts the number of partitions of the set

[n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} into k blocks, such that the numbers 1 through r are in different
blocks. If Tn,k are (r, 1)–Stirling numbers as defined in [9] then the relation is

{n

k

}

r
= Tn−r,k−r for n ≥ k ≥ r.

Since Tn,k satisfy (20) with m = 1, c = r, all r–Stirling numbers
{

n
k

}

r
satisfy

(20) with m = 1, c = 0 but with different initial condition, namely,
{

n
k

}

r
= δn,r,

n ≤ r. For r = 2, 3, 4, r–Stirling numbers are sequences A143494–A143496 in [24].
Of course, classical Stirling numbers of the second kind correspond to r = 1 and
their (n/ logn, n/ log2 n)–asymptotic normality is well–known and was established
by Harper [14], see also a discussion in [12, Example III.11 and Proposition IX.20][.
By Theorem 1 all the variants mentioned above follow the same distribution.

Whitney numbers were introduced in the context of geometric lattices associated
with groups [11], see also [2]. Later, combinatorial interpretations (mostly related
to restricted and colored set partitions) were found. A general nature of these
restrictions is discussed in [13]. There seem to be overlaps in the literature between
these various families. Partially for this reason, we limited references to the papers
most relevant here. More details and history may be found therein.

3.3. Further examples. Other examples of sequences in [24] satisfying (20) are
A186695 (m = 2, c = −1) or A111577 (m = 3, c = −2). Both are referred to as
Galton triangles and both have c < 0.

Sequences satisfying (20) with c = m − 1 are referred to as (scaled) Stirling–
Frobenius subset numbers. For m = 1 through m = 4 they are A048993, A039755,
A225468 and A225469 in [24], respectively.
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Numbers (S2[d, a](n, k)) where a, d are non–negative integers with gcd(d, a) = 1
are called Sheffer triangles (see [20] for a general discussion and [19, Example 4] for
an example relevant here). They satisfy the recurrence

S2[d, a](n, k) = dS2[d, a](n− 1, k − 1) + (a+ dk)S2[d, a](n− 1, k).

Thus, their generating polynomials satisfy (4) with γ(x) = dx + a, m = d and
c(x) = 0. Sequences A048993, A039755, A154537, A282629, A225466, A285061 and
A225467–A225469 are the numbers S2[d, a] for various values of d and a. The scaled
Stirling–Frobenius subset numbers mentioned earlier are special cases S2[m,m−1].
We note that the “unscaled”Stirling–Frobenius numbers are numbers satisfying (20)
with c = m− 1. This situation was discussed earlier.

While some of these families of numbers appeared in different contexts, from the
point of view of the asymptotics, their behavior is the same. By Theorem 1 they
are all asymptotically normal with the mean n/ logn and the variance n/ log2 n.
For some of these numbers their asymptotic normality has been explicitly stated;
for others it has not, it seems. However, it should be noted that the bivariate
generating function is available in the explicit form (and has been derived in some
cases). This could then be used to carry out the asymptotic analysis. The methods
for deriving the bivariate generating function varied from case to case. The method
of characteristics, outlined above, seems to provide some uniformity in this respect.

3.4. Set partitions without small blocks: s–associated Stirling numbers.
In most of the cases in the literature c(x) is identically zero. One natural example
where this is not the case is provided by the recurrence for 0 ≤ k ≤ n:

Dn,k = kDn−1,k + (n− 1)Dn−2,k−1, D0,0 = 1.

The numbers Dn,k count the number of set partitions of an n–set into k blocks,
each of size at least 2 (see e.g. [5] for a relatively recent reference and discussion
of some of its properties). It results in the following recurrence for the generating
polynomials

Dn(x) = xD′
n−1(x) + (n− 1)xDn−2(x), D0(x) = 1.

Theorem 1 applies with γ(x) = 0, m = 1 and c(x) = x. Thus, for partitions of
an n–set into blocks of size at least two, the number of blocks is asymptotically
normal with the expected value asymptotic to n/ logn and the variance asymptotic

to n/ log2 n. In [5], real–rootedness of the polynomials Dn(x) was established and
its various consequences have been discussed although the asymptotic normality
was not one of them.

This example is actually a special case of the so–called s–associated Stirling
numbers of the second kind (see [8, pp. 221–222]). They count the number of set
partitions into blocks of sizes at least s. The analogous recurrence is

Dn,k = kDn−1,k +

(

n− 1

s− 1

)

Dn−s,k−1.

This gives the polynomial recurrence

Dn(x) = xD′
n−1(x) +

x

(s− 1)!
(n− 1)s−1Dn−s(x),
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where (x)m is the falling factorial. When s ≥ 3 this is technically outside of the
scope of Theorem 1, but one can argue in exactly the same way: for

F (z, x) =
∑

n

zn

n!
Dn(x)

PDE (8) takes the form:

∂

∂z
F (z, x)− x

∂

∂x
F (z, x) =

x

(s− 1)!
zs−1F (z, x),

and hence, with x(z) = ξe−z,

F (z, x(z)) = exp

{

ξ

(s− 1)!

∫

zs−1e−zdz

}

= exp
{

ξ
(

−
s

∑

j=1

zs−j

(s− j)!
e−z + C

)}

.

As 1 = F (0, x) = eξ(−1+C), C = 1, and eliminating ξ = xez gives

(21) F (z, x) = exp
{

x
(

ez −
s−1
∑

j=0

zj

j!

)}

as given e.g. in [8]. The asymptotic analysis applies with

Q1(z, x) = −x

s−1
∑

j=0

zj

j!
and Q2(z) = z

in (11). This yields, as for the cases s = 1 and s = 2, the asymptotically normal
law with mean n/ logn and the variance n/ log2 n.

3.5. Associated r–Whitney numbers. We close with one more example in the
same spirit as the previous one. As we mentioned earlier, a recent paper [13]
combined two different restrictions imposed on set partitions. One concerns the
sizes of parts (association). The other insists that specific elements are in different
blocks of a partition. As we will see, our results apply to the number of blocks in
such partitions. As far as we know, the number of blocks in such partitions has not
been considered before.

Following [7, 9] we say that a set partition is a Whitney colored r–partition with
m colors if it is a partition of [r + n] such that:

(i) the numbers 1, . . . , r are in different blocks,
(ii) the smallest elements of the blocks are not colored,
(iii) elements in blocks containing 1, . . . , r are not colored,
(iv) the remaining elements are colored with m colors.

Elements 1, . . . , r are called distinguished and the blocks containing them are called
distinguished blocks. All other blocks and elements are called non–distinguished.
In [13], the s–associated r–Dowling numbers (D≥s

n,m,r) are defined and some of their

properties are studied. Combinatorially, D≥s
n,m,r is the number of Whitney colored

r–partitions with m colors with the property that each non–distinguished block
contains at least s elements. In analogy with Dowling numbers being the row sums
of Whitney numbers, we let the s–associated r–Whitney number W≥s

n,k,m,r be the
number of such partitions with k non–distinguished blocks. We will show that
these numbers are asymptotically normal with the mean n/ logn and the variance

n/ log2 n. As m, r and s are fixed we will write Wn,k = W≥s
n,k,m,r through the rest of
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this section. The numbers Wn,k satisfy the recurrence (see [13, Proof of Theorem 3]
for an argument for the Dowling counterparts)

Wn,k = (r +mk)Wn−1,k +

(

n− 1

s− 1

)

ms−1Wn−s,k−1.

Indeed, the first term counts the instances in which n + r is in one of the distin-
guished blocks or in a non-distinguished block of size larger than s. The second
counts instances in which it is in a non–distinguished block of size s. (In the latter
case one needs to chose any s−1 elements from {r+1, . . . , r+n−1} for that block
and color all but the smallest one in ms−1 ways). Row generating polynomials

Wn(x) :=

n
∑

k=0

Wn,kx
k

satisfy

Wn(x) = rWn−1(x) +mxW ′
n−1(x) +ms−1

(

n− 1

s− 1

)

xWn−s(x).

The resulting PDE for the bivariate generating function F (z, x) takes a slightly
different form than in the previous example. Namely,

∂

∂z
F (z, x)−mx

∂

∂x
F (z, x) =

(

r +
x

(s− 1)!
(mz)s−1

)

F (z, x).

Following the same steps as in that example gives

F (z, x) = exp
{

rz + C0 +
ξ

m

(

−
s−1
∑

j=0

(mz)j

j!
e−mz + C1

)}

,

where ξ = xemz and C0, C1 are integration constants. The initial condition
F (0, x) = 1 leads to

F (z, x) = exp
{

rz +
x

m

(

emz −
s−1
∑

j=0

(mz)j

j!

)}

.

The aforementioned asymptotic normality of (Wn,k) follows by the same asymptotic
analysis as before with

Q1(x, z) = rz − x

m

s−1
∑

j=0

mj

j!
zj and Q2(z) =

z

m

in (11).
We note that the univariate exponential generating function of the sequence

(D≥s
n,m,r) is

F (z, 1) = exp
{

rz +
1

m

(

emz −
s−1
∑

j=0

(mz)j

j!

)}

,

as was derived in [13, Theorem 2] by a different method.
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3.6. Final comments. Recurrences of type (2) are very common in combinatorial
probability. In vast majority of cases cn(x) = 0 and bn(x) = b(x) so the recurrence
simplifies to

Pn(x) = an(x)Pn−1(x) + b(x)P ′
n−1(x).

Paper [17] comprehensively treated the case an(x) = α(x)n + γ(x) with α(1) > 0
and bn(x) = (1− x)β(x). The present work covers the situation an(x) = γ(x) and
b(x) = mx, m > 0. However, there are examples of recurrences of the above type
with the coefficients an(x) and b(x) of different form that those just mentioned.
Thus, it would seem worthwhile to study such recurrences for other sequences of
interest. For some cases it should be rather straightforward, for other might be
more challenging. In particular, for the method of moments to work well it is
very important that the condition b(1) = 0 holds. The approach based on the
characteristics is less sensitive to that requirement. However, its drawback is that
the resulting PDE might not have a closed form solution. In such cases one would
have to work with implicitly defined function F (z, x) (see [17, Sections 3.1 and
5.1–5.3] for some discussion of that aspect) or develop other approaches to handle
such cases.

Another possible direction for research is to consider more general forms for the
terms cn(x)Pn−2(x). (In fact, the last two examples are of that type.) It is unclear,
however, how common such recurrences are.
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