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MAJOR INDEX DISTRIBUTION

MICHAEL COOPMAN

ABSTRACT. For 0 < ¢ < 1, let Maj(n,q) be the distribution on the symmetric group
&, such that a permutation 7 € &,, is selected with probability proportional to ¢™(™),
The distribution has connections to g-Plancherel measure. We describe an algorithm
that realizes Maj(n,q), and use it to prove known results of g-Plancherel measure
without the need of representation theory. This sampler is transparent and elegant,
allowing properties of Maj(n,q) about its limit shape, pattern normality, and cycle
structure to be obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

Random permutations are ubiquitous in combinatorics, probability, and statistics
with applications to all quantitative disciplines. In many of these applications, the
distributions of these permutations are not uniform. Some distributions assign each
permutations 7 a probability proportional to ¢f(™), where ¢ > 0 and f() is some statistic
on the symmetric group. When the statistic is inversion count, we recover the Mallows
distribution, which was first used to answer questions in statistical ranking models
and more recently in genomics [7]. When the statistic is cycle count, we recover the
Ewens distribution, which was first used to answer questions in neutral allele theory @]

This paper will focus on the case where the statistic is the major index. This gives
us the major index distribution, and we will answer questions regarding ¢-Plancherel
measure with it. For 7 € G,,, the major index maj(m) of a permutation 7 is the sum of
its descents. For ¢ > 0, we say that Maj(n, q) follows the major index distribution E| if

IThere is another distribution related to major index introduced by Fulman @l We will not cover

that distribution in this paper.

FIGURE 1. Two typical permutations taken from Maj(n, ¢q). The left pic-
ture is for Maj(10000, 0.5). The right picture is for Maj(10000,0.9).
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for each permutation 7 € G,,,

majm

q

[n]g!”

Maj(n, q) is closely related to g-Plancherel measure, a distribution on partitions
that can be seen as a deformation of the standard Plancherel measure. Strahov [19] ob-
served that the connection of ¢-Plancherel measure to major index distribution through
RSK is the same as that of Plancherel measure to the uniform distribution. This rela-
tionship was further noted by Féray and Méliot [8] who used representation theory to
prove asymptotics and normality results about the limiting shape of g-Plancherel mea-
sure. Their results translates to statements about the length of the longest increasing
subsequence of the major index distribution.

P(Maj(n,q) = m) =

Our goal is to understand major index distribution. The main tool of this paper
is the introduction a novel sampler for the distribution. During the preparation of this
manuscript, it came to the author’s attention that this sampler originally appeared
in |16 in the context of card shufflings.

With it, we obtain limiting behavior, recover results of ¢-Plancherel measure in [§],
and derive statistical properties of the distribution.

1.1. Main Results. For g € (0,1), Maj(n,q) can be sampled using n i.i.d. geometric
random variables with parameter 1 — ¢. For ¢ > 1, Maj(n, q) can be obtained by taking
the height complement of Maj(n, 1/q).

Let T, : N* — &,, be defined as follows. For G = (Gy,...,G,), let < be a total
ordering on the pairs (G;,7) such that (G;,7) < (G, j) if one of the conditions hold:
Gi>Gj or GZZGJ andz<j
This ordering induces an ordering on [n] by ignoring the first element of each pair. This
new ordering on [n], when read in ascending order, is the permutation I',,(G).

Example. Let G = (5,2,3,3,0,1,6) The (G;,1) pairs in ascending order would be (6,7),
(5,1), (3,3), (3,4), (2,2), (1,6), and (0,5). Based on this ordering, the permutation
would be 7134265.

Theorem 1.1. Let G = (G, ...,G,) be a sequence of i.i.d. geometric random variables
with parameter 1 — q. Then, I'(G) follows the major index distribution.

The self-contained proof can be found in Section 3.

As shown in Figure , Maj(n, q) possesses a very rigid structure. The curves that
appear can be viewed as lattice paths Ly, Lo, ... indexed from right to left. This notion
is made precise in Section 4.

Theorem 1.2. Let L; be the i-th lattice walk mentioned above for Maj(n,q). For all
1> 0 and as n — o,

(LAMH%—mt—Lxm

npi(l —Pi)

) B (W (1)) o<
0o<t<1
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where W (t) is standard Brownian motion and p; = ¢'(1 — q).

Define A(m) = (A1(7), Ao(7), . ..) such that Ay (7)+Aa(7)+. ..+ X (7) is the maximum
total length amongst all i-tuples of disjoint increasing subsequences of 7. Note A;(7) =
LIS(7), the length of the longest increasing subsequence of w. The ¢-Plancherel measure
is A(Maj(n, q)). This measure was first studied by Kerov in [12] as a deformation of the
Plancherel measure by modifying the standard hook walk algorithm.

Heuristically, A;(7) is the number of elements forming L; with a negligible amount
of discrepancies. Specifically, E[X;(7)] = |L;| + o(n®log(n)) for arbitrary ¢ > 0. As a
consequence, we recover the following result of [§].

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 2 of [§]). Let ¢ > 0. Define
>\i i—
Yo =\/ﬁ<g—q 1(1—@0)-

Then, the random process (Ym),>1 converges to a Gaussian process (Y;) with
E[Y] = (1.1)

E[Y?] = (1 —q)¢" ' — (1—q)*¢*" Y, (1.2)
cov(Y;, Y;) = —(1—q)*¢" 2 (1.3)

The proof is in Section 7.

We say the k-tuple of distinct indices I = (i < iy < ... < ix) forms the pattern
o € S in 7 if 7(I) is order-isomorphic to o. For major index distribution, we find
the mean and order of the variance for the number of occurrences of any pattern. As a
result, the normality for these pattern frequencies is established.

Theorem 1.4. For fized ¢ > 0, permutation patterns in Maj(n,q) is asymptotically
normal as n — 0.

The proof relies on a theorem of Janson [11] regarding U-statistics and the fact that
maj is a shuffle-compatible statistic [17]. The background is discussed in Section 2.5,
while the proof is in Section 5.

Let cx(m) be the number of k-cycles of a permutation 7. It is well-known that for
uniformly random permutations, each ¢ is asymptotically Poisson. We find the mean
and variance of fixed points ¢; () as well as the mean of ¢y(7).

Theorem 1.5. For 0 < g <1 and n € N, we have



4 M. COOPMAN

Notably, this theorem implies that fixed points in our framework is not Poisson.
The proof is in Section 6.

Acknowledgements: [ am grateful to Valentin Féray, Jason Fulman, and Sumit
Mukherjee for helpful conversations. I am especially grateful to my advisor Zachary
Hamaker for extensive guidance on preparing the manuscript.

2. BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

2.1. Geometric random variables. Given a random variable X : N — R, we will say
that X follows a geometric law, denoted X ~ Geom(1 — q) if Pr(X = k) = ¢*(1 — q).
The relevant properties of geometric random variables for this article are provided below.
For further background, see [5] 13].

Proposition 2.1 (Memorylessness). Let X ~ Geom(1 — ¢q). Then,
PX>m|X=k)=P(X+k>m).

For our purposes, we want a more general version of memorylessness, which can be
proven is a similar fashion as Proposition [2.1}

Corollary 2.2 (Memorylessness II). Let X,Y be random variables such that X is in-
dependent from'Y. Let E(X,Y) < Q be an event that depends on random variables X
and Y. If X ~ Geom(1 — q), then

P(E(X,Y)| X > k) =P(E(X +kY)).

In Section 3, we will perform comparisons between geometric random variables. As
such, the following facts will be used.

Proposition 2.3 (Geometric races). Let X and Y be independent random variables
such that X ~ Geom(1l —a) and Y ~ Geom(1 —b). Then,

(1) min(X,Y) ~ Geom(1 — ab)

1—b
()P(X>Y)=—
(3) P(X>Y) = al(l__az)

Proof. (i) Let Z = min(X,Y). For k <0,
P(Z=k)=P(X=k)PY =k)=d"V" = (ab)".

Therefore, P (Z = k) = (ab)*(1 — ab).



MAJOR INDEX DISTRIBUTION 5

(i) A straightforward calculation gives the following:

o0 x
P(X>Y)=) Y a"(l-al’(l-0b)

z=0y=0
o0

=Y a"(1—a)(1 - ")
=0
o0

= 2 a®(1 —a) — (ab)®b(1 — a)
z=0

_1-0b

S l—ab

(iii) A similar argument as (ii) applies for (iii). O

Finally, we need to use several geometric random variables at once. Take G ~
Geom(1l — ¢)" to mean that G = (G;)I,, where each G; is i.i.d. with distribution
Geom(1 — q).

2.2. Lattice walks, Brownian motion, and Donsker’s theorem. Defining [0,n]| =
0 U [n], a lattice path S, is a function S, : [0,n] — Z such that
|L(i) — L(i — 1)| € Z.

All lattice paths in this paper will follow the stronger condition: L(i) — L(i —1) € {0, 1}.
We can also view L as a subset in Z?. Starting at (L(0),0), the lattice path moves
towards (L(n),n) using up steps (0,1) and upright steps (1,1). See Figure [2[ for an
example.

A simple random walk S is a function S : N — Z such that the variables X; =
S(i) — S(i — 1) € Z are i.i.d. random variables with X; = 1 with probability p and 0
otherwise. Clearly, S|, is a lattice path. Under suitable scaling, simple lattice walks
converge in distribution to Brownian motion. This is stated in the theorem below.

Theorem 2.4 (Donsker’s Theorem, Th 8.1 [2]). Let X, Xo, X3, ... be i.i.d. random
variables with mean 0 and variance 1. Let S,, = Z?zl X;. Then,

(%)Ktsl S5 (W (1) )ose<ts

where W (t) is standard Brownian motion.

We also need the rate of convergence found in [4].

Theorem 2.5 (Th 2.1.2 [4]). Assuming the hypothesis of Theorem[2.4 and that E[X?] <
o, then there exists a standard Brownian motion W (t) and a sequence of functions S, (t)

such that
dist. Su(lnt)
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sup |5, () — W(t)| 2> 0.

O<t<1
Finally, we need a bound on the maximum deviation of Brownian motion.

Proposition 2.6 (Eq 8.20 [3]). Let (W (t))o<t<1 be standard Brownian motion. Then

2 © 2
P{sup Wt)Zz22 ) = — e "2 du.
((Ktls)l (®) ) \ 2T L

2.3. Permutons. A Borel probability measure u on [0,1]? is called a permuton if
w([0,1] x [z,y]) =z —y = p([x,y] x [0,1]) for all 0 < z < y < 1. First defined in [10]
under the name “limiting permutation”, a permuton describes a limit of a permutation
sequence via convergence of permutation pattern densities.

2.4. Permutation patterns and U-statistics. Fix 7 € G,,. We say the k-tuple of
distinct indices I = (i3 < iy < ... < i) forms the pattern o € &y in 7 if «(I) is
order-isomorphic to o.

Example. Let m = 43512. The indices 1, 3, and 4 form the pattern 231.

Remark 2.7. This paper cares about patterns indexed by entries involved rather than
the indices. It is clear to see that the indices I form a pattern o in w iff the corresponding
entries form the pattern o' in w1

Let X1, Xs,...,X,, be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables in a measurable space
S. Let f:S*¥ — R be a measurable function. Define the function U,, as follows

Un(f): Z f(Xim"'?Xik)

I<ii<...ip<n

We call U,, a U-statistic.

A notable class of U-statistics is the number of patterns o that occur in a uniformly
random permutation 7. Indeed, by setting X; to be the uniform random variable with
the real range [0,1] (not as a set of integers) a permutation 7 is induced by the rela-
tive orderings of X;. Then, letting f(iy,4s,...,17) be the indicator function of whether
(i1, ...,1x) forms the pattern o in m, we see that pattern occurrence is a U-statistic.

U-statistics will only be used in Section 5. A result from [11] implies the asymptotic
normality of U-statistics.

Theorem 2.8 (Corollary 3.5 [11]). Suppose that f(Xi,...,Xs) € L?. Then , asn — w0,

U, —E(U,) 4 5
—az N(0,07),
where
o? = lim —Var(Un)‘

oo p2d—1
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3. MAJ SAMPLER

Proof of Theorem[1.1 Let m € &,. We will show that if given G = (G;)?_; ~ Geom(1 —
q)", then T',,(G) = 7 occurs with probability ¢™% () /[n],!. In order to obtain 7 through
I',,, we need the sequence (Gﬁ(i))ie[n] to be in weakly descending order. In addition, if
i € Des(m), then we require the extra condition that Gy > Griy1). We will denote
this conditionally strict inequality by (Z>) . For k > 1, let A; be the event that G 5)

) (k>1 Griy- As A,_1 2 A, we condition A, as follows:

P (An) =P (Anl min Gw(i) ( >1) Gﬂ(n)) P ( min Gw(i) ( >1) Gﬂ(n)) . (3.1)

i€[n—1] i€[n—1]

For the first factor, min G >1 Gr(n) is equivalent to Gri) > Gry) for all

ie[n—1] (n—1) (n—1)

i € [n — 1]. Thus, using Proposition to obtain (3.5),

=P <An_1 Vie[n—1], Gﬂ(i) ( >1) Gﬂ(n)> (3.3)

=P (An_l Vie [n— 1], G o k:) P (Grny = k) (3.4)
k=0 "

= > P (A1) P (Gr(ny = k) (3.5)
k=0

=P (A1) (3.6)

The second factor follows by Lemma [2.3

Pl min Griy > Grm) | =
(ie[n—l] ® (n—1) ( ))

Together, this gives

{f_;q‘i n—1¢ Des(m)

n—1 1—
qu n — 1€ Des().

q(n_l)l(n—IEDes(ﬂ'))

P(A,) = P(A,-1)
[n]q
ql{leDes(-/r))
Repeating the above argument until P (Ay) = e is reached, we obtain
q
P(r) = P(4) = L
) = n) =
[n],!
This completes the proof. U

As T, is not injective, G' cannot be recovered from 7. In other words, information
is lost when converting Geom(1 — ¢q)™ to Maj(n, q). As such, properties about Maj(n, q)
may (and will) be better understood by analyzing Geom(1 — ¢)" rather than Maj(n, q)
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Lo,... Lg  Ls||Ly Ls| Lo Li| Lo

Cﬂ[\DOJODOP—‘@LQ

FI1GURE 2. The construction of the infinite sequence of lattice paths. Lat-
tice walks can intersect but are drawn to look non-intersecting for clarity.
The Gs encode which lattice path gets an upright step at that height.

directly. So from now on, whenever 7 follows a major index distribution, there will be
an underlying G with the implicit assumption that 7 = I',(G).

4. LiMIT BEHAVIOR

Let G, = {i | G; = k}. The sets G, = {i | G; < k} and its variants are defined
in an analogous manner. Let L; : [0,n] — [0,n] be a family of lattice walks defined as
follows.

(1) Lo(0) = n — |Gol.
Lik—1)  ifGe—i

(3) Li(k) Li(k—1)+1 otherwise

This family of lattice walks is well-defined as one could define Ly and iteratively
define the rest. Condition (3) ensures that among all of these lattice paths there are
exactly n upright steps. Combined with (1) and (2), this ensures the codomain falls
within [0, n].

Proof of Theorem[1.4 Fix i > 0. The lattice walk L;(y) — L;(0) is a simple random
walk with n steps. That is, L;(y) — L;(0) = Xy + Xo + ... + X,,, where each X is a
Bernoulli random variable such that X; = 1 with probability p;. Thus, 22t are i.i.d.

random variables with mean 0 and variance 1. Applying Donsker’s Theoreml completes
the proof. 0

It is important to note that for 7 = I',(G), the points (i, 7(i)) each lie on at least
one of the lattice paths (L;). In particular, the end of any upright step is precisely one of
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these (i,7(7)). So, understanding the trajectory of the lattice paths gives us information
about the distribution of these points. Thus, we can determine the permuton associated
with major index distribution.

Theorem 4.1. The support of the permuton p : [0,1]> — [0,1] associated to magor
index distribution is the union of line segments starting at (¢"*1,0) and ending at (¢*,1)
for some integer i = 0.

Li(|nt])

Proof. We first show that each L£;(t) = will converge in probability to the line

) n
segment starting at (¢!, 0) and ending at (¢%, 1). Then, we will show that this countable
union of lattice walks converges in probability to the desired union of line segments.

Fix € > 0 and let i € N. From Theorem we have that
(LiuntJ) — pit = Li(0)

npi(l —Pi)

) B (W (1)) o< (4.1)
0o<t<1

By applying Theorem [2.5, we can find an L;(t) and standard Brownian motion W (t)
such that L;(t) converges to W(t) in probability, and

o) B ). (4.2)

By Proposition 2.6 the supremum (and infimum due to symmetry) of W (¢) follows
a distribution with a rapidly decaying tail. More precisely,

€ 4 o 2
Pl sup W) > — | < — e 2 du = o(n /2 4.3
(KJ;’ () ﬁ) = f . (1) (4.3)

Combining these two facts gets

P ( sup ) ~ BLL ()] > o) (4.4
=P <Os<1;<pl|n_1/2f/i(t) —E[n2L;1)] > 6) (4.5)

0<i<1 0<t<l1 2

6)
7)

<P ( sup |£;(t) — E[n V2L, (t)] — n Y2 W (t)] > %) +P < sup [n VAW (t)] > E)
(4.
= o(n™Y?). (4.

Now, we need to show that E[L;(t)] = £ (p;t + L;(0)) converges in probability to the
line segment starting at (¢**1,0) and ending at (¢*,1). By the construction of the lattice
paths, L;(y) is equal to the cardinality of the disjoint union of the sets {k < y | Gy < i}
and {k > y | G < i}. Both of these cardinalities are independent and follow a binomial
distribution with success probability ¢;4+; and ¢; respectively. Together, E(+L;(y)) has
mean p;;1(y/n) + ¢"™1. This describes the desired line segment. In addition, note that
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the variance of L L;(y) is the sum of the variances of these binomial distributions, which
is O(1/4/n). Thus, we obtain via triangle inequality

> (—:> < O(1/y/n).

Therefore, £;(t) converges in probability to the desired line segment.

Li(t) = piniy — ¢ 'n
n

P <maX

i€[n]

As the deviation from the expectation vanishes to 0, take n large enough such
that w.h.p., Lo, Ly, ..., L; are within € of their corresponding line segments, where ¢
satisfies ¢;11 < €. Then w.h.p., all other walks L; 1, L;.2,... must take values less than
Li(0) < ¢**1 + € < 2¢ . Thus, all lattice paths fall within 2¢ of their corresponding line
segment. Therefore, w.h.p., a permutation selected under major index distribution will
be arbitrarily close to the support described in the hypothesis. O

5. PATTERN NORMALITY

With the establishment of a permuton, pattern density for major index distribution
is known to converge as n — o0. This section proves a stronger result: the pattern
densities for a fixed pattern ¢ € & is constant once n > k. In addition, pattern
occurrence can be shown to be asymptotically normal as well.

Proposition 5.1. Let 7 ~ Maj(n,q). For m~!, the probability that set of indices I =
(i1 <9 < ... <1y) form the pattern o' € &}, is

gai(@)
Lin
Proof. Set m = T',,(G). In order for 7=!(I) to be order isomorphic to o', we need

G

i > Gz > ... > Gz
(1) (1) a(2) (2) (k*l) o(k)

such that > is a strict inequality if j € Des(o) and weak otherwise. The proof then

J
follows from the proof of Theorem O

Let T,(m) denote the number of occurrences of the pattern of o € & in the per-
mutation 7 € &,,. The expectation of T,(Maj(n,q)) follows from Proposition and
linearity of expectation. Computing its variance requires tracking two copies of ¢ in the
Maj(n, q). To accomplish this, we use a variant of Stanley’s Shuffling Theorem.

Let m=m ... 7, and 0 = 07 ... 0, be permutations on disjoint values whose union
is [m+n]. The shuffle of m and o, denoted w0, is the set of permutations 7 of [m +n]
such that = and o appear as subsequences in 7.

Proposition 5.2 (Stanley’s Shuffling Theorem, Th 1.1 [17]). Let m and o be permuta-
tions on disjoint values whose union is [m + n|. Then
Z qmajr _ [m + n]q' qmaj(Tr)-&-maj(a)‘
S [m]q![nly!
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Theorem 5.3. For m ~ Maj(n,q), then

(i) B(To(m)) = (}) S = ©(n").
(ii) Var( ( ) =O(n2’“ 1)

Proof. Proposition and linearity of expectation makes (i) trivial. For (ii), we will
show that the variance has no terms of order n?* or greater. First note that T,(7)? is a
sum of pattern occurrences 7, where 7 can be expressed as a (not necessarily disjoint)
union of two copies of 0. As E[T.(7)] = O(nl™!), the only 7’s that contribute terms
of n?* or higher are those that have length 2k. Thus, we only need to consider such
T € Gy, which must be a disjoint union of two copies of . By counting the number of
such 7 and calculating the expected number of each one in 7, we obtain

- 22 o

([%J) Tea(S)wo(SC)

By using Stanley’s Shuffling Theorem , we obtain

o (2K [2K]! (n g?mai@) k1
()" = (k)([k]qw? (%) i O
42mai(©)

CRGRE

n2k+o( 2k71)'

Finally, note that

E(T,(m))? (n)quaj(a)
o\ =

k) ([F]h)?

2maj(o)
q 2k 2k—1
= —————=n" +0(n“"").
(EMECE

has the same leading term as E(T,(m)?). Thus, the highest order term of Var(T,(r)) is
at most order n**~1. O

Note that Geom(1 — ¢)" is an i.i.d. sequence of random variables and that pattern
occurrences of 7! is a U-statistic of this sequence. Thus, Theorem [2.8 directly leads to
the following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Pattern occurrence for Maj(n, q) is asymptotically normal (or degener-
ate).

Remark 5.5. As major index distribution deforms to the uniform distribution as ¢ — 1,
we know that the n**~! term for variance can be written as a nonnegative polynomial
i q that s not identically zero. However, it stands to reason some combinations of q
and o may reduce to a lower degree polynomial in n. This is the only case where the
corollary above would give a degenerate distribution.
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6. FIXED POINTS AND 2-CYCLES

Using the lattice walk sequence defined in Section 3, the cycle structure of major
index distribution can be found. For fixed points, this rests on two ideas.

e Each L, crosses the y = x line exactly once.
e The number of steps that L, stays on the y = x line is roughly a geometric
random variable.

This is done in a more rigorous fashion below. Recall from Section 1 that ¢, = ¢,()
is the number of p-cycles of a permutation 7, and p; = ¢*(1 — q).

Proposition 6.1. We have
Efer(Maj(n, q)] = )|

. n—0o0 g(l_qy_l
Var|ci (Maj(n, — _
[er(Maj(n, q))] ; 7,

Proof. Consider G ~ Geom(1l — ¢)" and 7 = I',(G). We will find the distribution of
fixed points for each G;.

Let D; = D;(G) = {i € G; | m(i) = i}. As each L; consists of vertical and diagonal
steps, D; must be a consecutive set of integers.

Expectation: Fix ¢ € N, and let £ > 0. Let Ay, = {G € Z%, | |D;| = k}.
Define ¢y @ Awiy — Z;’gk by removing the smallest £ elements of D;. Explicitly, if
a = min D;, then ¢,(G) = G’ = (G})}=F where

GZZ{ZZ ﬁia
0+k = a

In terms of 7, the elements a,a+1,...,a+ k—1 are removed and all remaining integers
larger than a + k are shifted down accordingly. Note that both |D}| = |D;| — k and ¢y
is reversible. Considering G’ € Z%,*, there is a minimal element a such that the lines
y =z and L; intersect at (a,a). Simply set
G, [(<a
Gy=1+1 a<l<a+k.
Gy (=a+k

This produces a G € A, who maps to G’ via ¢.
In addition, for all G € A, we have
P(G |G ~ Geom(1l — ¢)") = (¢'(1 — ¢))*P (G' | G’ ~ Geom(1 — ¢)" ).

Thus, P (G € Aw,) = pf, and so |D;| > k with probability pf when k& < n and 0
otherwise. This implies that |D;| ~ min(Geom(1 — p;),n).
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Thus, the expected number of fixed points would be

2mwm=22ww»a=2i&%—#=2fj%

120 120 0>1 =0 /=1 l=1 q

e

Variance: Fix i < j € N and let k,¢ > 0. Similar to the previous argument, we
will find the probability that G is in the set By, = Agq) 0 Awj). Let ¢ ) be the same
function as the previous argument that maps G into G'. As j > i, every element of
D;(G) is smaller than every element of D;(G), so we have that D;(G") = D,(G). Define
Doy Plhi)(Bre) — Z255* be obtained by removing the ¢ smallest elements of D;(G")
and shifting the larger elements accordingly, just as ¢ ;) does. It is clear that gzﬁ/(z’ ;) I8
reversible by the same argument that ¢ ;) is reversible. As the composition of reversible
operations are reversible, we find that for all G € By,

P(G |G ~ Geom(1 — q)") = pipiP (G' | G' ~ Geom(1 — q)" %) .

Explicitly, this means that the joint survival function of |D;| and |D;| is

k, 0
pip; k+0<n
S(z,y) =P(|D;| = k,|D;| = () = {0 j o

As n — oo, the joint survival function converges uniformly to that of two independent
geometric random variables. This establishes that cov(|D;|,|D;|) vanishes as n — oo if
i # 7. Using a crude bound, we bound the covariances (and variances) above by

kDVGI%LYDH)I<vaﬁﬂﬂl%D\%rﬂl%D

Di Dj
<¢u—nvu—mv
_

(1 —=pi)(1—py)

<va(

Since Y. /@7 (1 —q) = (1 —¢)(1 — \/q)~> we have that the covariances, when
treated as a function on the domain N, is dominated by the integrable function g(i,j) =
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\/a”j (1 — ¢). Thus, by the dominated convergence theorem, we get the following
lim Var(c; (7)) = lim Z cov(D;, D;)
n—00 n—00 720

= nlgroloz Var(D;)

1<0

. Di
o Z (1—p;)?

120

= 2.2,

120 0>1

- ZZW”U

120 /0>1

=27

=1 1_q

_ydlog 1—‘1

=1

1—q)£

This completes the proof. 0

For 0 < g < 1, the limit of the expectation does not meet the variance. Thus, the
distribution of fixed points in Maj(n, ¢) is not Poisson.

The expectation for ¢; can be rewritten into the following recurrence. Let FP(n, q) =
Dines, c1(m)g™™ . It would be interesting to find a combinatorial interpretation for the
following result.

Corollary 6.2. For0 <g¢<1 andn > 1,

n+1

FP(n+1,9) = [n+ 1],FP(n.q) + | [(1 - ¢)

i=1

For 2-cycles, a similar procedure can be followed except that a pair of runs needs to
be considered instead of a single run.

Proposition 6.3. The expected number of 2-cycles under Maj(n, q) is

ln/2] 4 202
¢(1—q)
,; [][2],

Proof. Let G ~ Geom(1—¢q)". The indices of any 2-cycle forms an inversion. As elements
of any G, form an increasing run, elements of a 2-cycle must inhabit different G,’s. For
a lattice walk L, define its transpose LT such that LT (b) = a if and only if L(a) = b.

Fix 4, j such that ¢« < j. On the lattice walks L; and L;, let a be the minimal integer
such that there exists points (a,b) € L; and (b,a) € L;. This can be seen by reflecting
L; across the y = x line to form LJT. Furthermore, L; takes steps with slope at least 1
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and L]T takes steps with slope at most 1. So, the intersection set between L; and L;‘.F
are connected by consecutive diagonal steps. Let D; ; denote the number of consecutive
diagonal steps necessary to form the intersection set (alternatively, this is one less than
the size of the intersection set). We claim that D; ; ~ min(Geom(1 — p;p;), | 5])-

Let Ay = {G € Z%|D;; = k}. Define the function ¢, : Ay — Z%% by removing
the first £ diagonal steps counted by D; ;. Explicitly, Ax(G) = G’ = (G’Z)?:_fk where

Gz, {<b
Glfz Gngk, b<l<a-—k
Gg+2k, a—k<t<n-—2k

Let a’ be the minimal integer such that there exist a point (a’,t') € L, n L;»T. It can
be shown that (a’,b) = (a’ — k,b) by noting the following. Removing the diagonal steps
from L; caused the point (b,a) € L; to be shifted to (b,a — k) € L. Removing the
diagonal steps from L, caused the point (a,b) € L; to be shifted to (a — k,b) € L]. Since
Lin L]T' is connected by diagonal steps, any intersection before (a’,b) here would imply
an intersection earlier than (a,b) in L; n L]. Thus, a and b can be found from the image
alone. Therefore, ¢ is reversible.

Finally, note that for 2k <n

P(Dij=k) = Y Pu(G) = > ¢*(1— )¢ (1 - ¢)*Pu(G) = ¢"*(1 - ¢)**,
GEAk GEAk.

and 0 otherwise. This proves the earlier claim about the distribution of D; ;. The
expected number of 2-cycles can then be obtained by linearity of expectation

[n/2] n n
YIEDy) = > > > P(Dy =)
i<y (=1 i=0 j=it+1
[n/2] n n o
_ Z Z Z q(z-i-])E(l q)%
I=1 i=0 j=it+1
ln/2] n i+1)¢

(

i0d
- (1_q)2£2q£1 ¢
i=0 —4

T ~
=_ |
N
~

Il
—~
[u—
|
()
S~—
[\
S
()

(1—¢*)(1—¢)

(=1
- [n/2] qf(l . q)ze—2
a2,

This completes the proof. O



16 M. COOPMAN
7. Q-PLANCHEREL MEASURE

To recover the main result in [§], recall that A(7) = (A (1), A2(7), . ..) were defined
such that Ay () + Aa(7) + ...+ A\;(7) is the maximum total length amongst all i-tuples of
disjoint increasing subsequences. In essence, our argument will rely on the fact that the
rightmost runs of a permutation under Maj(n, q) is dense enough that using anything
other than the rightmost runs is inefficient in the limit. The following lemma will help
leverage this idea.

Lemma 7.1. Fir g€ (0,1) and k e N, and let G = (G;)T; ~ Geom(1 — ¢)™.

(i) Among all G;, the k largest sets are Gy, G, . .., Gr_1 with probability 1 — O(e™™).
(i1) The expected number of G; that are nonempty is O(log(m)).

Proof. Fix q and k as above.

(i) Let P be any value strictly between py_; and p,. We will show that with high
likelihood, Gy, ..., Gr_1 have cardinalities larger than Pm while all other G;’s have car-
dinalities smaller than Pm.

Each |G;| is a binomial distribution with n trials with success rate p; For i > k, it
follows from the Chernoff bounds on the G;’s and elementary calculus that

P (|G| > Pm) < <(%>P G :%)1_P)m <1

Let Ci = (%) (12%)""

il . Observe that

C;
lim —4L — P <1,

1—00 I3

S0, D s, Ci < 0, and there exists a j > k such that »;_, C; < 0.5. Thus, we get

DO =Cr+ G+ O YO

2k izj

<SCP+CP + ...+ 07 + (Za)

i=j
SO+ 0 +.. .+ 0 +0.57
=0(e™™).

For the case of i < k, we can use the identity P (|G;| < Pm) =P (m — |G;| > (1 — P)m)
and get a similar result.
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(ii) Observe that

E(#{G: # T}) = i P (G # &)

k=0
= {keZso |mg" 1 —q) =1} + > mg"(1—q)
mgk(1—¢)<1
ee}
<log,(m(1—q)) + >, ¢"
=0
= O(log(m)).
This completes the proof. [l

Even with the rigidity from the limit shape of the major index distribution, increas-
ing subsequences will stray off from their expected G; for a small segment. Though this
deviation is of a negligible order, it does make calculations less tractable. So, we create
a more tractable class of subsequences that generalize increasing subsequences.

Let m = Maj(n,q) = I',(G). Let a net A of n be any set partition of [n] into con-
tiguous subsets Ay, As, ..., Ap,. Let the inner/outer width of A be the smallest/largest
cardinality of the parts of A. An (entry-wise) subsequence 7 of 7 is blocked with respect
to A if the following properties holds:

(1) For all i € [m], 7 when restricted to A; is an increasing subsequence.
(2) Let k = |{j e N| G; > 0}|. With at most k exceptions, for ¢ € [m], there exists
jJi € Z* such that G; n A, = 7 n A;.

In other words, a subsequence blocked with respect to A is effectively G; when re-
stricted to some A; in all but a small number of cases dependent on G. We will call these
exceptional A; bad blocks. In the case where A is unambiguous, we will call 7 a blocked
subsequence. Note that due to the geometry of Maj(n, ¢), an increasing subsequence can
only “jump” between G’s at most k times. Thus, increasing subsequences are blocked
with respect to A, regardless of the choice of A. As a result, the length of the longest
blocked subsequence is weakly larger than that of the longest increasing subsequence. As
such, define \*(G) = (A[(G), A5(G), . ..) such that A%, (G) = A[(G) +A5(G) +... + A5 (G)
to be the maximum length of ¢ disjoint blocked (w.r.t. A) subsequences of m = I'(G).

Proposition 7.2. Fiz 0 < g <1 and let G = (G1,Gs,...,G,) Geom(1l —q)". Let A, be
a fized sequence of nets such that the inner and outer width of A, is ©(n°) for 0 < e < 1.
For all ke Zsg and 1€ N |

E|(\(G) = 16))"] = 0™ 1og(n)").

Proof. Fix q, k, €, and i as above. As Gy,...,G;,_1 is an i-tuple of disjoint blocked
subsequences, A%;(G) — |G<;—1| = 0. Thus, we only need to bound the moments above.
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Let Ay,..., A, be the parts of A,. Necessarily, m = O(n'~¢). Let 7, = 7;(G) be a set of
elements of [n] such that 7; can be partitioned into i disjoint set of blocked subsequences
of m that witness A%,(G). Fix this i-disjoint set as T'. Let |1;|; = |7 n A;| and define
|G|, similarly. Observe that

E [(AZi(G) - \g<¢—1|)k] - ) E [H(|Ti|je - |g<i—1|j2)] :

1<j1,edksm =1

Typically, AZ,(G) = |G<;—1| in all but two cases. The first is when the runs Gy, ..., G; 1
are not the i largest runs after being intersected with Bj,, which can happen with
probability O(e™) by Lemma . The second is when A; is a bad block for some
element of T'. This gives us

E [H(|Ti|jz - |g<i—1|jg)] < Z P(K)O(rﬂ“@—(k—lKl)ne)7

=1 Kcl[k]
where P(K) is the probability that A;, is a bad block for each ¢ € K. Note that j,'s
need not be distinct.

By Lemma , we have that Z;"Zl P(j) < O(logn). Thus, we have an upper bound
for summing up all /-tuples of distinct indices

m ¢
> P < (Z P(j)) = Olog(n)").

K<[m],|K|=¢

Among k-tuples of indices with repeated elements, each repeated element loses a factor
of log and gains a factor that depends only on k. As k is fixed, this term does not
contribute towards the leading asymptotic. Thus, adding up all expectations together,
we obtain

* k €
E [(/\éi(G) —[G<il) ] = O(n%*log(n)").
This completes the proof. 0

Now, we can recover the main result from [§].

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let m € &, be distributed under major index law. That is,
7 = I,(G) for G ~ Geom(1l — ¢)". Set k and ¢ as in the earlier theorem. By the
definition of increasing subsequences and blocked subsequences, we have

|G<il < A<i(m) < AL(G) (7.1)
As N\i(7m) = Agi(m) — Agi—1(m) (where we treat A_;(m) = 0), we can bound the quantity

as follows
Gail = X2is(G) _ Mlm) _ A(G) — [Gain

~ ~ 7.2
Using Proposition with € < 0.5, we have by methods of moments that for all &,
AL (G
tim 194 _ iy A% (7.3)

N N
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‘g<k‘

Note that since |G;| is a binomial distribution with fixed success rate, lim, ——= is the
n
normal distribution with expectation > i<k ¢’ (1 —q). Finally, taking the limit of 7.2 and

shifting the mean by p;_ 1, we can conclude that

Ai(T) = pi- : i—1| = Pi—
Y, = lirrln % = hgl M% =N (0,p;i—1(1 —pi_1)) (7.4)

This covers E[Y;] and E[Y;?]. For the covariance, observe that we can also take the limit
of Y; + Y.

1Gi1| + ’gjfl‘ — Pi—1 — Pj-1

NG

So, the the covariance would be

Yi+Y; = li;Ln =N (0, (pi-1 + pj-1(1 = pie1 — pj-1)) (7.5)

1

cov(Y;,Y;) = 5 (Var(Y; +Y;) — Var(Y;) — Var(Y;)) (7.6)
1

=35 ((Pic1 + 2j—1)(1 = pic1 — pj—1) = Pi1(1 = pi—1) — pj—1(1 —pj—1)) (7.7)
1

=5 (=pi—1pj—1 — Pj-1Pi-1) (7.8)

= gpg (79)

This completes the proof. 0

8. FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Due to the simplicity of the sampler, it is natural to ask what if Geom(1 — ¢) is
replaced with a different distribution. Only distributions with some discreteness will
give nontrivial results as any continuous distribution can be reduce to the uniform dis-
tribution on &,,. Of note, the case of uniform discrete distributions is effectively the
study of random words of n letters with a fixed alphabet. In the case that the size of
the alphabet is of ©(n®), this has been studied from the angle of representation theory
for a = in (1] and o < § in [8].

Another direction to take this is to have ¢ change with n. Similar research of the
longest increasing subsequence has been done with Mallows distribution by [15, [18].
Based off of how Mallows developed, the next natural setting is to take ¢ = 1 — O(n~%)
for a > 0.

Conjecture 8.1. For g =1—0(n"%) for 0 < a < %, we have

LIS(I\Siii(lm q))] —(1-q)

IimE [
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The proof outline in Section 7 is expected to work, contingent on a modification of
Lemma [7.1] holding.

For a > %, it is expected that the disparity between the |Gx| are no longer relevant
and the behavior is similar to that of the uniform distribution.

Conjecture 8.2. For g =1—0(n"%) for o > 3, we have

B [LIS(Mj%(n,q)))] .

The true interest lies within a = £, where both the disparity of |G| and the uniform
measure behavior are present.
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