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FIXED POINTS OF NON-UNIFORM PERMUTATIONS

AND REPRESENTATION THEORY OF THE SYMMETRIC

GROUP

JASON FULMAN

Abstract. We use representation theory of the symmetric group Sn

to prove Poisson limit theorems for the distribution of fixed points for
three types of non-uniform permutations. First, we give results for the
commutator g−1x−1gx where g and x are uniform in Sn. Second, we give
results for the commutator g−1x−1gx where g in uniform in Sn and x is
fixed. Third, we give results for permutations obtained by multiplying
1

i
n log(n)+ cn many random i-cycles. Some of our results are known by

other, quite different, methods.

1. Introduction

A classic result in the theory of the symmetric group Sn is that the dis-
tribution of fixed points of a random permutation tends to a Poisson(1)
random variable as n → ∞. Here a random variable X is said to have the
Poisson(λ) distribution if for all natural numbers j,

P (X = j) =
λj

j!eλ
.

There are dozens of proofs of this; see for instance [1] [4] and the references
therein. A more subtle problem is the study of the distribution of fixed
points for non-uniform random permutations. All of the measures on per-
mutations studied here are constant on conjugacy classes, which suggests
that representation theory could be helpful. We will use the “method of
moments” [6], so it is useful to know that a Poisson(λ) random variable has
rth moment equal to

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)λa,

where S(r, a) is the Stirling number of the second kind, which is the number
of set partitions of a set of size r into a blocks. In particular, the rth moment
of a Poisson(1) distribution is equal to the rth Bell number B(r). In fact for
the uniform distribution on permutations, the first nmoments of the number
of fixed points equal the first n moments of the Poisson(1) distribution [9].

Let us now describe in some more detail the three types of non-uniform
permutations we study.
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2 JASON FULMAN

First, we show that the number of fixed points of g−1x−1gx where x and
g are both uniform in Sn tends to a Poisson(1) distribution as n → ∞.
This result is due to Nica (Corollary 1.2 of [24]) and later Linial and Puder
(Theorem 25 of [21]). Neither of these papers uses representation theory. A
somewhat related result is Ore’s conjecture, posed in 1951 [25] and solved
in 2010 [20] following a long line of work on various cases, which states that
every element of a finite non-abelian simple group G is a commutator. This
deep result relies on the fact, which we will also implicitly use, that the
number of ways of writing an element y as a commutator is equal to

|G|
∑

χ

χ(g)

χ(1)
,

where χ ranges over all irreducible characters of G. Since our interest is in
G = Sn, whose irreducible representations are parametrized by partitions of
n, we will usually write our sums as over partitions of n.

Second, we study the distribution of fixed points of the commutator
g−1x−1gx, where g is uniform in Sn and x is fixed. Diaconis, Evans, and
Graham [8] studied this in depth in the case that x is an n-cycle. They
also proved that under weak conditions on the number of fixed points and
two-cycles of x, that the total variation distance between the distribution
of fixed points of g−1x−1gx and a Poisson(1) distribution is small when n is
large. They use “Stein’s method”, and a remarkable aspect of their result
is that they get an error term, although without explicit constants. Note
that representation theory does not appear in the work, and the relevance
of representation theory to the study of g−1x−1gx with x fixed follows from
a known (but not widely known) “functional equation” for characters of fi-
nite groups. We do not obtain an error term for the Poisson approximation,
although our formulas for the moments of the distribution might eventually
be useful for that purpose.

Third, we study the distribution of fixed points of a permutation obtained
by multiplying 1

in log(n) + cn many i-cycles, where c is a fixed real number
and i is fixed. We prove that the distribution of fixed points converges to a
Poisson(1 + e−ic) distribution as n → ∞. This is a new result, previously
known for i = 2. The i = 2 case was first proved by Matthews [23] using
strong uniform times. The i = 2 case is also implicit in the recent break-
through work of Teyssier [29], who proved that for c a fixed real number, the
total variation distance between the distribution after 1

2n log(n) + cn trans-
positions and the uniform distribution on Sn converges to the total variation
distance between a Poisson(1 + e−2c) distribution and a Poisson(1) distri-
bution. Teyssier’s work does use representation theory, but our approach is
quite different.

The mixing time for the random i-cycle Markov chain has been studied
by Berestycki, Schramm, and Zeitouni [2] without representation theory,
using clever probabilistic techniques, and by Hough [17] using representation
theory. In fact a modification of one of Hough’s estimates on character ratios
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of i-cycles, due to Jimmy He and appearing here for the first time, will be
very useful for us.

A key ingredient in our work is a remarkable formula for the decomposi-
tion of the rth tensor power of the defining representation of the symmetric
group. This follows in a straightforward way from our earlier papers and
seems to be new, which is a quite surprising fact. We also include a second
proof, due to Alex Miller. As we point out, our formula implies a formula of
Ding [10] which in turn implies a formula of Goupil and Chauve [15]. The
formula of Ding requires that 1 ≤ r ≤ n − λ2, whereas our formula hods
without restrictions. For our applications to commutators in this paper, our
formula is more useful than Ding’s. For our applications to the i-cycle walk,
one could also use Ding’s version. However even here our version could more
prove useful in the future, since if one wants to obtain error terms for our
theorems using moment generating functions, it is helpful to have control
over all moments, including those growing with n.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives useful formulas for the
decomposition of the rth tensor power of the defining representation. Section
3 treats our first two applications: the distribution of fixed points of the
commutator g−1x−1gx with g, x random, and the distribution of fixed points
of the commutator g−1x−1gx with g random and x fixed. Section 4 treats
the distribution of fixed points of a permutation obtained by multiplying
1
in log(n) + cn random i-cycles, where c and i are fixed.
Throughout this paper we use standard terminology about Young tableaux

and representation theory of the symmetric group; see [22] or [26]. So λ de-
notes a partition of size |λ|, λj is the size of the jth part of λ, dλ is the
number of standard Young tableaux of shape λ, and dλ/µ denotes the num-
ber of standard Young tableaux of skew shape λ/µ. We also remind the
reader that all irreducible characters of Sn are real valued.

2. Decomposition of powers of the defining representation

In all that follows we letmλ,r denote the multiplicity of the representation
corresponding to λ in the rth tensor power of the n-dimensional defining
representation of the symmetric group. For example if r = 1, then m(n),1 =
1, m(n−1,1) = 1 and other mλ,1 are equal to zero. Theorem 2.1 is our main
new tool and gives a formula for mλ,r. This involves the Stirling number of
the second kind, which is the number of set partitions of r into a blocks and
is denoted S(r, a).

Theorem 2.1. Let dλ/µ denote the number of standard Young tableaux of
skew shape λ/µ. Then

mλ,r =
r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)dλ/(n−a) .

Proof. By Theorem 3.1 of [12]. mλ,rdλ/n
r is equal to the probability that λ

is the RSK shape of a permutation obtained after r top to random shuffles
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(see [26] for background on the RSK correspondence). So by Theorem 17 of
[13], it follows that

(1) mλ,r =
nr

n!

n
∑

a=0

P (a, r, n)(n − a)!dλ/(n−a),

where P (a, r, n) is the probability that when r balls are dropped into n cells,
that there are a occupied cells. Now we claim that

(2) P (a, r, n) =
1

nr
n!

(n− a)!
S(r, a).

Indeed, there are nr many ways to drop r balls into n cells; if exactly a
cells are occupied, one chooses the a cells in

(n
a

)

many ways and then puts
the r balls into the a cells in S(r, a)a! many ways. Combining (1) and (2)
completes the proof. �

Remark: Our proof of Theorem 2.1 used connections with card shuffling.
We consider this to be a good thing, and in an earlier version of this pa-
per commented that a more direct proof would be desirable. Alex Miller
(personal communication) contributed the following proof which may help
to explain the occurrence of Stirling numbers.

Proof. (Second proof of Theorem 2.1) Let U and D be short for induction
and restriction between Sn and Sn−1 and let 1 be the trivial character. The
character we want to decompose is (U1)r.

We claim that (U1)χ = UDχ for any character χ, so in particular (U1)r

is equal to (UD)r(1). To prove the claim, note that by Frobenius reciprocity

< U1 · χ,ψ >=< U1, χψ >=< 1,Dχ ·Dψ >=< Dχ,Dψ >=< UDχ,ψ > .

Since this is true for all ψ, the claim follows.
It is known [28] that DU − UD is the identity operator and this allows

one to move the D’s from left to right past the U ’s using the rule

DUk = kUk−1 + UkD.

It follows by induction that

(3) (UD)r =

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)UaDa

(this equation is also Proposition 4.9 of [28]). By the branching rules for
irreducible representations of the symmetric group, the operator D removes
a corner box from a partition and the operator U adds a corner box. So
applying (3) to the one row partition (n) and taking the coefficient of λ gives
another proof of Theorem 2.1. �

Remark: Alex Miller has made the following observation. Theorem 2.1
tells us how (U1)r decomposes:

(U1)r =
∑

λ

mλ,rχ
λ.
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Evaluating both sides at the identity gives

nr =
∑

λ

mλ,rdλ.

This last identity appears in [16] and was proved using Schur-Weyl duality.
Their paper is well cited including a very recent paper by Krattenthaler [19]
concerning bijective proofs.

The following theorem of Ding [10] gives a formula for mλ,r, assuming that
1 ≤ r ≤ n − λ2 (here λ2 denotes the size of the second part of λ). We let
λ̄ denote the partition obtained from λ be removing its largest part. The
proof we give shows that Theorem 2.2 is a straightforward consequence of
Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that 1 ≤ r ≤ n− λ2. Then

mλ,r = dλ̄

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)

(

a

|λ̄|

)

.

Proof. Since 1 ≤ r ≤ n− λ2, we know that if 0 ≤ a ≤ r, then λ2 ≤ n− a. It
also follows that

dλ/(n−a) = dλ̄

(

a

|λ̄|

)

.

Indeed, to get λ from (n − a) by adding a many boxes one at a time, one
must choose a−n+ λ1 steps out of a steps to add a box to the first row (in
(

a
a−n+λ1

)

=
(

a
λ̄

)

many ways), and the other steps are used to construct λ̄ in
dλ̄ many ways. �

3. Commutators

In this section we study the distribution of the number of fixed points
for commutators g−1x−1gx with g, x random, and the distribution of the
number of fixed points of the commutator g−1x−1gx with g random and x
fixed.

Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 are both known. However Lemma 3.1 is not well
known (the only proof we found was on page 397 of [22] and it’s hard to
follow), so we include a different proof and show that Lemma 3.2 follows
from it.

Lemma 3.1. Let χ be an irreducible character of a finite group G. Then
for all elements x of G,

1

|G|
∑

g∈G

χ(g−1x−1gx) =
|χ(x)|2
χ(1)

.

Proof. By replacing x by x−1 and y by x, it is enough to show that

χ(x)χ(y) =
χ(1)

|G|
∑

g∈G

χ(g−1xgy)
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for all x, y. Indeed, χ(x−1) = χ(x).
Letting ρ be the representation with character χ, and letting Tr denote

trace, one computes that
∑

g∈G

χ(g−1xgy) =
∑

g∈G

Tr(ρ(g−1xgy))

=
∑

g∈G

Tr(ρ(g−1xg) · ρ(y))

= Tr(
∑

g∈G

ρ(g−1xg) · ρ(y)).

One checks that
∑

g∈G ρ(g
−1xg) commutes with all ρ(y), so by Schur’s

lemma (Corollary 1.6.8 of [26]),
∑

g∈G

ρ(g−1xg) = cI

is a multiple of the identity. Taking traces gives that

c =
|G|χ(x)
χ(1)

.

Thus
∑

g∈G

χ(g−1xgy) = |G|χ(x)
χ(1)

χ(y).

�

Lemma 3.2. Let χ be an irreducible character of a finite group G. Then

1

|G|2
∑

x,g∈G

χ(g−1x−1gx) =
1

χ(1)
.

Proof. Using Lemma 3.1 and then the orthogonality relation for irreducible
characters gives

1

|G|
∑

x

1

|G|
∑

g

χ(g−1x−1gx) =
1

|G|
∑

x

|χ(x)|2
χ(1)

=
1

χ(1)
.

�

Remark: There has been some use of symmetric function theory to study
commutators. See for example Exercise 7.68 of [27]; part g gives a formula
for the expected number of j-cycles of g−1x−1gx where x, g are uniform in
Sn.

Theorem 3.3 is one of our main results. It is due to Nica [24] and was
proved by completely different methods.

Theorem 3.3. The distribution of the number of fixed points of the the com-
mutator g−1x−1gx where x, g are uniform in Sn converges to a Poisson(1)
distribution as n→ ∞.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.2, the rth moment of the distribution of the number of
fixed points of g−1x−1gx where x, g are uniform in Sn is equal to

∑

|λ|=n

mλ,r

dλ
.

From Theorem 2.1 this is equal to

∑

λ

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
dλ/(n−a)

dλ
.

Switching the order of summation gives
r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
∑

λ

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
.

Now for r fixed and large n, since a ≤ r, we claim that

(4)
∑

λ

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
= 1 +O(1/n),

where the constant in O(1/n) could depend on r. This would imply the
theorem since

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)(1 +O(1/n)) = B(r) +O(1/n),

where B(r) is the rth Bell number (the total number of set partitions of an
r element set) and the rth moment of a Poisson(1) distribution is equal to
B(r).

To prove (4), note that the partition (n) contributes 1 to the sum. Since
a ≤ r, one has that dλ/(n−a) is upper bounded by a constant depending on r
and if λ is not equal to (n) or (1n) and n ≥ 5, then dλ ≥ n− 1 by Appendix
C of [3]. Also, the number of λ containing (n− a) is bounded by a constant
depending on r. These observations complete the proof of (4). �

We also record the following corollary of the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. For all n and r, the rth moment of the distribution of the
number of fixed points of g−1x−1gx, with g, x uniform in Sn, is greater than
or equal to B(r), the rth moment of the Poisson(1) distribution.

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 3.3, the rth moment is a sum of positive
terms:

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
∑

λ

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
.

Summing only over λ = (n) yields B(r). �

Next we study the commutator g−1x−1gx where g is random and x is
fixed.
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Theorem 3.5. Consider g−1x−1gx where g is random and x is a fixed
element of Sn. Let n1(x) be the number of fixed points of x and let n2(x) be
the number ot 2-cycles of x.

(1) The rth moment of the distribution of the number of fixed points of
g−1x−1gx is equal to

∑

|λ|=n

mλ,r
χλ(x)2

dλ
.

(2) The mean of the distribution of the number of fixed points of g−1x−1gx
is equal to

1 +
(n1(x)− 1)2

n− 1
.

(3) The second moment of the distribution of the number of fixed points
of g−1x−1gx is equal to

2 +
3(n1(x)− 1)2

n− 1
+

[
(

n1(x)−1
2

)

+ n2(x)− 1]2

n(n− 3)/2

+
[
(n1(x)−1

2

)

− n2(x)]
2

(n− 1)(n − 2)/2
.

Proof. The first assertion is clear from Lemma 3.1.
For the second assertion, we know from Lemma 2.1 thatm(n),1 = m(n−1,1),1 =

1 and mλ,1 = 0 otherwise. Thus by part 1, the first moment of the distribu-
tion of the number of fixed points is equal to

χ(n)(x)2

d(n)
+
χ(n−1,1)(x)2

d(n−1,1)
.

Since χ(n)(x) = 1 and χ(n−1,1)(x) = n1(x)− 1, the result follows.
For the third assertion, we know from Theorem 2.1 that m(n),2 = 2,

m(n−1,1),2 = 3, m(n−2,2),2 = 1, m(n−2,1,1),2 = 1 and mλ,2 = 0 otherwise.
Thus by part 1, we know that the second moment of the distribution of the
number of fixed points is equal to

2
χ(n)(x)2

d(n)
+ 3

χ(n−1,1)(x)2

d(n−1,1)
+
χ(n−2,2)(x)2

d(n−2,2)
+
χ(n−2,1,1)(x)2

d(n−2,1,1)
.

Since (see page 51 of [14])

χ(n−2,2)(x) =

(

n1(x)− 1

2

)

+ n2(x)− 1

and

χ(n−2,1,1)(x) =

(

n1(x)− 1

2

)

− n2(x),

the result follows. �
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Remark: Section 6 of Diaconis, Evans, and Graham [8] proves part 2 of
Theorem 3.5 (so computing the mean) without using representation theory.
Parts 1 and 3 seem to be new.

Example 1: The lead example of [8] is the case where x is an n-cycle.
Then |χλ(x)| = 1 if λ = (n − j, 1j) is a hook and |χλ(x)| = 0 otherwise. So
by part 1 of Theorem 3.5, the rth moment of the distribution of the number
of fixed points of g−1x−1gx is equal to

∑

λ hook

|λ|=n

mλ,r

dλ
.

From Theorem 2.1, this is equal to

(5)
r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
∑

λ hook

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
.

Now looking at only the λ = (n) term shows that (5) is at least B(r).
And clearly (5) is at most

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
∑

λ

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
,

where the sum is over all λ of size n. This is at most B(r) +O(1/n) by the
calculation in the proof of Theorem 3.3.

It follows that if x is an n-cycle, then the distribution of the number
of fixed points of g−1x−1gx converges to a Poisson(1) random variable as
n → ∞. Moreover, for any reasonable metric, the distribution of fixed
points for g−1x−1gx with x an n-cycle should be closer to Poisson(1) than
the distribution of fixed points for g−1x−1gx with x, g both random is to a
Poisson(1) since all of its moments are closer to B(r).

Example 2: Suppose that x has cycle type (kn/k) where k ≥ 3 is fixed.
By Theorem 3.5, the rth moment of the distribution of the number of

fixed points of g−1x−1gx is

∑

|λ|=n

mλ,r
χλ(x)2

dλ
.

By Theorem 2.1, this is equal to
r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
∑

λ

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
χλ(x)2.

So to prove that the distribution of the number of fixed points tends to a
Poisson(1) limit as n→ ∞, it is enough to show that

(6)
∑

λ6=(n)

dλ/(n−a)

dλ
χλ(x)2

tends to 0 as n→ ∞.
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From the formulas in the proof of part 3 of Theorem 3.5,

χ(n−1,1)(x) = −1 , χ(n−2,2)(x) = −1 , χ(n−2,1,1)(x) = 0.

So the λ = (n− 1, 1), λ = (n− 2, 2), λ = (n− 2, 1, 1) terms in (6) go to 0 as
n → ∞. Since a ≤ r is fixed, the number of other terms in (6) is bounded
by a constant depending only on r. Moreover each of the other terms has
dλ of order at least n3. By Fomin and Lulov [11],

|χλ(x)| = O
(

n(k−1)/2kd
1/k
λ

)

,

so
|χλ(x)|2
dλ

= O

(

n1−1/k

d
1−2/k
λ

)

= O

(

n1−1/k

n3(1−2/k)

)

= O

(

n5/k

n2

)

,

which tends to 0 as n→ ∞ since k ≥ 3. This is consistent with the findings
of [8]; see Example 4 below.

Example 3: Suppose that x has cycle type (2(n/2)). From Section 6 of
[8] the distribution of one-half multiplied by the number of fixed points of
g−1x−1gx goes to a Poisson(1/2) distribution as n→ ∞. Since a Poisson(λ)
distribution has rth moment

∑r
a=0 S(r, a)λ

a, it follows that the rth moment
of the distribution of fixed points of g−1x−1gx tends to

(7) 2r
r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
1

2a
.

It would be interesting to see this from the current perspective. Despite
the appearance of S(r, a) in both (7) and Theorem 2.1, this does not seem
completely straightforward.

Example 4: Suppose that a, b > 0. Then Diaconis, Evans, and Graham
[8] show by Stein’s method, that there exists an (inexplicit) constant K
depending on a and b but not on n, such that if g is uniformly distributed
on Sn and x has at most a fixed points and at most b 2-cycles, then the total
variation distance between the distribution of the number of fixed points of
g−1x−1gx and a Poisson(1) distribution is at most K/n. It would be very
interesting to prove this using moment generating functions and the current
perspective.

4. Fixed points and the random i-cycle walk

This section studies the distribution of the number of fixed points after
multiplying 1

in log(n)+ cn many i-cycles, where c is a fixed real number and
n→ ∞ and i is fixed.

Lemma 4.1 is well known; see for instance [7] or Exercise 7.67 of [27].

Lemma 4.1. The chance of obtaining a permutation g after multiplying k
random i-cycles is equal to

1

n!

∑

|τ |=n

d2τ

(

χτ (i, 1(n−i))

dτ

)k
χτ (g)

dτ
,
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where the sum is over all partitions τ of n, and χτ (i, 1(n−i)) is the character
of τ on an i-cycle.

This leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. The rth moment of the number of fixed points after multi-
plying k many i-cycles is equal to

∑

|λ|=n

dλ

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)k

mλ,r.

Proof. From Lemma 4.1, the rth moment is equal to

(8)
∑

g∈Sn

1

n!

∑

|τ |=n

d2τ

(

χτ (i, 1(n−i))

dτ

)k
χτ (g)

dτ

∑

|λ|=n

mλ,rχ
λ(g).

By the orthogonality relation for irreducible characters,

1

n!

∑

g∈Sn

χτ (g)χλ(g) = 1

if τ = λ and 0 else. Thus (8) simplifies to

∑

|λ|=n

dλ

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)k

mλ,r.

�

Lemma 4.3 is due to Jimmy He and is included with his permission. It is
a modification of Theorem 5 of Hough [17]. We had conjectured this lemma
in an earlier version of the paper, but could only prove it for i ≤ 7 using
results from [5]. It would be interesting to prove Lemma 4.3 without using
complex analysis; perhaps the approaches of [5] or [18] will enable one to do
this, but there are obstacles.

Lemma 4.3. Fix natural numbers t, i, with i ≥ 2. Let λ be a partition of n
with λ1 = n− t. Then

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ
= 1− it

n
+O

(

1

n2

)

,

where the constant depends only on t and i.

Proof. The proof will use some notation. If λ is a partition, the diagonal size
m of λ is the number of boxes on the diagonal, i.e. the largest k such that
λk ≥ k. The Frobenius coordinates (a1, . . . , am|b1, . . . , bm) of λ are given by
aj = λj − j and bj = λ′j − j. We let xk = x(x− 1) · · · (x− k+ 1) denote the
falling factorial.
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A formula of Frobenius (see page 52 of [14]) gives the value of the character
ratio on an i-cycle as

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ
= − 1

ini

∮

F a,b
i (z)

dz

2π
√
−1

,

where (a|b) are the Frobenius coordinates of λ, m is the diagonal size of λ,
and

F a,b
i (z) =

(

z +
i− 1

2

)i m
∏

j=1

z − aj − i+1
2

z − aj +
i−1
2

m
∏

j=1

z + bj +
i+1
2

z + bj − i−1
2

.

Here, the contour goes counterclockwise around all poles of the integrand.
The key idea to prove the lemma, which already appeared in [17], is that

the dominant contribution to the asymptotics comes from the residue of the
pole at a1− i−1

2 , which is far from the origin. The remaining poles are all of
constant order distance from the origin, and we can estimate their combined
contribution.

First, note that as a1 = n − t − 1, and the remaining aj and bj are at
most t, and so O(1), for large enough n we can choose a large constant R
such that CR, the circle of radius C centered at 0, contains all poles except
a1 − i−1

2 . We can then write

(9)
χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ
= − 1

ini
resz=a1−

i−1

2

F a,b
i (z) − 1

ini

∮

CR

F a,b
i (z)

dz

2π
√
−1

.

Now the residue at z = a1 − i−1
2 was already computed in [17], and is

easily seen to be

resz=a1−
i−1

2

F a,b
i (z) = −i(n− t− 1)i

m
∏

j=2

n− t− aj − i− 1

n− t− aj − 1

m
∏

j=1

n− t+ bj
n− t+ bj − i

.

and so the first term in (9) is equal to

(n− t− 1)i

ni

m
∏

j=2

n− t− aj − i− 1

n− t− aj − 1

m
∏

j=1

n− t+ bj
n− t+ bj − i

.

We claim that this is 1− it
n +O

(

1
n2

)

. Indeed, the first factor is
(

1− t+ 1

n

)

· · ·
(

1− t+ 1

n− i+ 1

)

= 1− i(t+ 1)

n
+O

(

1

n2

)

,

the second factor is
m
∏

j=2

(

1− i

n− t− aj − 1

)

= 1− i(m− 1)

n
+O

(

1

n2

)

,

and the third factor is
m
∏

j=1

(

1 +
i

n− t+ bj

)

= 1 +
im

n
+O

(

1

n2

)

.
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Here, it’s easy to see that all implied constants depend only on i and t, as in
particular m ≤ t and all aj and bj (except a1) are also bounded by t. Thus,

the first term in (9) is 1− it
n +O

(

1
n2

)

.
It remains to bound the second term (the contour integral) in (9). To

do so, we simply note that if we pick R large enough, then F a,b
i (z) is of

constant order along the contour CR. Indeed, if say t + i + 1 < R <
√
n,

then all denominators are at least 1, all numerators except the one contain-

ing a1 are bounded by 2R, and

∣

∣

∣

∣

z−a1−
i+1

2

z−a1+
i−1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 1 + o(1), and so |F a,b
i (z)| ≤

(2R)i+2m−1(1 + o(1)) = O(1) with dependence only on i and t, since m ≤ t
and R can be chosen to only depend on these two quantities. Since the
contour is also of constant length, the contour integral is of constant order,
and so the second term in (9) is O(n−i). �

Lemma 4.4 is important. Recall that λ̄ denotes the partition obtained
from λ by removing its largest part.

Lemma 4.4. If λ is any partition satisfying λ1 = n − t where t is fixed,
then for fixed c,

dλ

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)
1

i
n log(n)+cn

→ e−itcdλ̄
t!

as n→ ∞.

Proof. Multiplying and dividing by nt gives

dλ
nt
nt

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)
1

i
n log(n)+cn

.

Now by the hook formula for dλ (see Theorem 3.1.2 of [26]),

dλ
nt

→ dλ̄
t!
.

By Lemma 4.3,

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ
= 1− it

n
+O(1/n2).

Thus

nt

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)
1

i
n log(n)+cn

→ e−itc

as n→ ∞. �

Theorem 4.5 is the main result of this section. For i = 2 it is due to
Matthews [23], who proved it using strong uniform times. We have not seen
it in the literature for i ≥ 3.
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Theorem 4.5. For c a fixed real number and i ≥ 2 fixed, the distribution of
the number of fixed points after multiplying 1

in log(n) + cn random i-cycles

converges to a Poisson(1 + e−ic) limit as n→ ∞.

Proof. By Corollary 4.2 and Theorem 2.1, the rth moment of the number of
fixed points after k many i-cycles is equal to

r
∑

a=0

S(r, a)
∑

|λ|=n

dλdλ/(n−a)

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)k

.

Since a Poisson(λ) distribution has rth moment
∑r

a=0 S(r, a)λ
a, it is suffi-

cient to show that as n→ ∞,

(10)
∑

|λ|=n

dλdλ/(n−a)

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)
1

i
n log(n)+cn

tends to (1 + e−ic)a.
Rewrite (10) as

(11)
a
∑

t=0

∑

|λ|=n

λ1=n−t

dλdλ/(n−a)

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)
1

i
n log(n)+cn

.

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, for a fixed and large enough n,

dλ/(n−a) = dλ̄

(

a

t

)

.

Thus for fixed a and n large enough, (11) becomes

a
∑

t=0

(

a

t

)

∑

|λ|=n

λ1=n−t

dλ̄dλ

(

χλ(i, 1(n−i))

dλ

)
1

i
n log(n)+cn

.

By Lemma 4.4, this tends to

(12)

a
∑

t=0

e−itc

(

a

t

)

∑

|λ̄|=t

(dλ̄)
2/t!.

as n→ ∞. Since
∑

|λ̄|=t(dλ̄)
2 = t!, (12) simplifies to

a
∑

t=0

e−itc

(

a

t

)

= (1 + e−ic)a,

as needed. �
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