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INEQUALITIES AND ASYMPTOTICS FOR HOOK NUMBERS IN
RESTRICTED PARTITIONS

WILLIAM CRAIG, MADELINE LOCUS DAWSEY, AND GUO-NIU HAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the asymptotic properties of hook numbers
of partitions in restricted classes. More specifically, we compare the frequency with
which partitions into odd parts and partitions into distinct parts have hook numbers
equal to h > 1 by deriving an asymptotic formula for the total number of hooks
equal to h that appear among partitions into odd and distinct parts, respectively.
We use these asymptotic formulas to prove a recent conjecture of the first author and
collaborators that for h > 2 and n > 0, partitions into odd parts have, on average,
more hooks equal to h than do partitions into distinct parts. We also use our
asymptotics to prove certain probabilistic statements about how hooks distribute
in the rows of partitions.

1. INTRODUCTION

A partition X = (A1, A2, ..., A¢) of an integer n > 0 is a representation of n in the
form n = A\ + Ay + - - - + Ay, where reorderings of this sum are considered identical.
We use the standard notations A - n or |A| = n to say that A has size n, and we let
¢ = {()\) denote the number of parts, or length, of A. We also let p(n) be the number
of partitions of n. The theory of partitions, and the closely related theory of g-series,
have a vast literature and intersect regularly with combinatorics, harmonic analysis,
number theory, mathematical physics, and many other areas of mathematics. For an
overview of the theory of partitions, see Andrews’ seminal book [I].

In this paper, we focus on the hook numbers of partitions. These are defined in
terms of the Ferrers diagram of the partition A, whereby A\ = (Ay,..., A;) is repre-
sented as a diagram of left-adjusted rows of boxes in which the 7th row contains \;
boxes. The hook number h; ;(\) of the cell in the ith row and jth column of \ is
defined as the length of the L-shape formed by the boxes below and to the right of
this box, including the box itself. We represent the multiset of all hook numbers of A
as H (A). We give an example below for the partition 4 + 3 + 2.
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FIGURE 1. Hook numbers of the partition A\ = (4, 3,2)
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Hook numbers of partitions have very important implications for the representation
theory of symmetric groups; the irreducible representations of S,, are in bijection with
partitions A F n, and the dimensions of these representations are a function of the
hook numbers of A\. Hook numbers have in recent decades also been the subject
of many interesting arithmetic studies. This has arisen in large part due to the
Nekrasov—Okounkov hook length formula, which connects hook numbers in a deep
way to modular forms and g¢-series. This formula [I7, 20] says that for any complex
number z, we have

S ] (1 . %) - ﬁ(1 gk

AEP heH(N) k=1

These connections have led to many interesting studies in the number theory and com-
binatorics literature regarding the asymptotic, combinatorial, and arithmetic prop-
erties of the hook numbers of partitions, especially studies into t-core partitions and
t-hooks of partitions [3, 8, [0} 13|, 15, 17, 22].

The object of this paper is to prove a recent conjecture of the first author and
collaborators [4] on hook numbers in restricted classes of partitions, where analogues
of the Nekrasov—Okounkov formula are not known. To motivate the question, recall
Euler’s famous theorem that the number of partitions of n with only odd parts is
exactly equal to the number of partitions of n all of whose parts are distinct integers.
It is natural to wonder whether various partition statistics behave differently on these
families of partitions. For instance, it is easy to show that on average, partitions into
odd parts have more parts than do partitions into distinct parts. This is expected, as
partitions into odd parts might have many repetitions of very small parts. Another
result from a paper of Andrews [2] can be interpreted in terms of hook numbers@
which we now explain. Letting O(n), D(n) be the collections of partitions of n into
odd parts and distinct parts, respectively, define for any integer A > 1 the functions

S #HzeHN) z=h}, bn) = Y #HreH):x=h}

AEO(n) AeD(n)

Because of Euler’s result that O(n) and D(n) are in bijection, we can see that for
each n > 0, we have

npo(n Zah th ) = npp(n), (1.1)

h>1 h>1

where we let po(n) = |O(n)| and pp(n) = |D(n)|. Andrews proves in [2] that for all
n > 0, we have b (n) > a;(n); that is, partitions into distinct parts have, on average,
more hook numbers equal to 1 than do partitions into odd parts. In light of (I.1l),
it would be natural to suspect that the inequality of Andrews must be balanced out
in some way by inequalities between a;(n) and b,(n) for some A > 1 which are in
the other direction. In [4], this concept was formulated as a much more concrete
conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1. Let h > 2 be fixed. Then the following are true:

1 Andrews states his results in terms of distinct part sizes, which are easily seen to be equivalent
to hook numbers equal to 1.
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(1) There exists some integer Ny > 0 such that for all n > Ny, we have ap(n) >
bh(n)
(2) There exists some constant v, > 1 such that ap(n)/bp(n) — v, as n — oo.

Note that Conjecture [I.1] (2) is a much stronger statement than Conjecture [[.T] (1).
In [4], Conjecture [T is proved only in the cases h = 2 and h = 3, but no progress
is made for any cases h > 4. We also note that the authors of [4] prove that ~; =
ﬁg(g)a Vo = %, and y3 = m. In this paper, we improve on the methods of [4],

which enable us to prove Conjecture [L1]in its entirety.

Theorem 1.2. Conjecture[I.1 (2), and therefore also Conjecture I (1), is true for
all h > 2.

Remark 1.3. In [4], the exact values of Ny and N3 are computed. In our case,
although Theorem establishes the existence of N, our proof is not effective. It
would be possible to make the proof effective following the basic outline of [10] if the
main results of Section [3] could be made effective. Such an effective proof would not,
however, give an optimal value for Nj,. Based on computational data from [4], N,
appears to grow roughly as 0.6h2.

In fact, the theorems we prove give much more detail about the behavior of ay(n)
and by, (n), which we now summarize. In order to prove that an(n)/by(n) — v, we
prove separate asymptotic formulas for a,(n) and b, (n), which we state below.

Theorem 1.4. Let h > 1 be an integer. Then there exists a constant oy, € Q such
that
31/4

m\/n/3
/e

ap(n) ~ e

as n — Q.

Theorem 1.5. Let h > 1 be an integer. Then there exists a constant 5, € Q (log(2))
such that
31/4

~ m\/n/3
bu(n) ~ B Sanl/A e

as n — 0o. Furthermore, B, € Q if and only if h is even.

A key ingredient to these asymptotic formulas is the construction of the generating
functions for an(n) and by(n), which previously had not been known apart from the
cases h = 2 and h = 3. We make use of two representations of these generating
functions, found in Theorems 2.1] and In particular, we show in Theorem
that these generating functions are essentially rational functions of ¢ multiplied by
the generating function for partitions into odd parts, which is a modular form.

From Theorems [[4] and [[5] it is immediately clear that ay(n)/bn(n) — an/Bh as
h — oo, so this establishes the existence of ;. By careful evaluations of the constants
ayp, and [, we are able to prove the following result for .

Theorem 1.6. For each h > 2, we have vy, > 1. Furthermore, we have

log(4)

o ~ 1.2618...
T J0g(3)

as h — 0.



It is now clear that to prove Theorem [[.2] it will suffice to prove Theorems [1.4]
.3 and Therefore, the rest of the paper is dedicated to proving these central
results. In Section 2] we construct the generating functions for the sequences ap(n)
and by(n). In Section B, we prove Theorems [[L4] and [[.5] using the circle method. In
Section [ we then closely study the constants ay, and ), in order to prove Theorem
We close with further conjectures and interesting probabilistic corollaries of our
results in Section [Bl for example, we will show that for n > 0, most rows in partitions
into distinct parts contain a hook of any given length h > 1.
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2. GENERATING FUNCTIONS

Recall the usual notation of the g-ascending factorial

(3 9)0 :=L;
(@59)n == (1= 2)(1 —2q) - (1 —2q"");

(23 q)oo == lim (z; q)n.
n—oo

(Z) . T (¢ Q)(Z ;(Z?Z%—k

be the usual g-binomial coefficient. In this section, we establish the following explicit
generating functions for aj,(n) and b, (n) by using a method described in [5]. Let

For 0 < k <n, let

an(q) = an(n)g" and  by(q) =D bu(n)q".

Theorem 2.1. For each h > 1, we have

[h/2]—1 h— j 1
an(q) = (0 >, " ( . ) > (g7 0
§=0 J a* m>0
(h/2]-1 B2
(-G Y, "8 ( . ) > (@ q?) g
§j=0 J ® m>0
Th/2]—1 , .
> e h — ] — 1 q(]+1)m
(@) = (~a: @)oo Y q""0 1)/2< . ) > (T
) —-J

§=0 J 7 m>0

Proof. Each partition A can be represented by its Ferrers diagram (or Young diagram).
For each box v in the Ferrers diagram of a partition A, or for each box v in A, for
short, define the arm length (resp. leg length, coarm length, coleg length) of v, denoted
by arm(A,v) (resp. leg(A,v), coarm(A,v), coleg(A,v)), to be the number of boxes u

such that u lies in the same row as v and to the right of v (resp. in the same column
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as v and below v, in the same row as v and to the left of v, in the same column as v
and above v). See Figure 2.

|~

FIGURE 2. Arm, leg, coarm, and coleg lengths: arm(\,v) = j, leg(A\,v) =1,
coarm(\,v) = m, coleg(\,v) =g

Consider a set £ of partitions. For each given triplet (j,[,m) of integers, let
fc (7,1, m;n) denote the number of ordered pairs (A, v) such that A € L, v € A\, A\ Fn,
arm(\, v) = j, leg(A, v) = [, and coarm (A, v) = m. For a fixed partition J, it is easy to
see that for each box v € A and A I n, the triplets (arm(\, v),leg(A, v), coarm(A, v))
are different. Now, let the triplet (j,l,m) be fixed. The generating function for
those partitions is equal to the product of several “small” generating functions for
the different regions of the partitions, as shown in Figure 3.

.
m v J
p 1| P

FIGURE 3. A partition and its different regions

(i) Case by(q) for the distinct partitions D. Let Fp(j,1,m; q) == >, fo(g, L,m;n)g"
be the generating function for partitions into distinct parts with arm length j, leg
length [, and coarm length m, as displayed in the above diagram. It is quite routine
(see, e.g., [I, Chap. 3]) to prove that

FD(j? lv m; q) = FD(A7 Q)FD(Bu q>FD(Cu q>FD(D7 q)v
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where the generating functions for the regions A, B, C, D are respectively

Fp(A, q) = (—=¢; @)m;

J _
Fo(B.a) = () 4
q

Fp(C,q) = (1+ g™ (14 ¢g™HH3) ... = (—¢ @)oo

(—(J§ Q)m-i-j—i-l’
FD(D, q) — q(m+1)(l+1)+.7.
Hence,

FD(.]v lu m; Q) = FD(A7 q>FD(Bv Q)FD(Cv Q)FD(Dv Q)
_ (_q’ q)m< ) ql(l 1)/2 ( ) q( +1)(I41)+y
q

! (—q; Q)m+j+1
D)4 HA-)2 <]) (=4 @)oo
L) (=q™ 5 q) 541

We see that Fp(j,l,m;q) = 0 if j < [, since then ({)q = 0. Since h = 7 +1+1,
the condition j > [ implies that h — [ — 1 > [, and thus we have [ < (h —1)/2. We
therefore have

[h/2]-1

bu(g) = > > Fo(h—1—1,1,m;q)

=0 m>0

[h/2]-1
_ (mA41)(I+1)+(h—1—1)+1(1—1) /2 h—1-1 (~4 Qoo
= > D l o ,
I=0 m>0 q(—q S Qh-1-141

which is equal to the expression given in the theorem.

(1t) Case an(q) for the odd partitions O. Let Fo(j,l,m;q) := Y fo(j,1,m;n)q" be
the generating function for partitions into odd parts with arm length 7, leg length [,
and coarm length m. If m = 2m’ is even, then j = 25’ is also even. With j+[+1 = h,
we have 25’ + 1+ 1 = h and j* < (h —1)/2. The generating functions for the regions
A, B,C, D are respectively

. 1 1
A = == 1= @

1
¢ i+l
F(?(Baq): - ) )
J P

1 1

FO(C? q) = (1 — q2m/+2j/+1>(1 _ q2m/+2j/+3) . = (q2m,+2j,+1; qz)oo?

F5(D, q) = g2 +D0+2
where to obtain F§(B, ¢), we made the following calculation:

1 7+
F(%(B,q)tl:%: ( ) t.
Z (t:6%)j+1 ; L)

>0
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Hence, with 25" + [+ 1 = h, we have
F5(25',1,2m'sq) = F4(A, ) F5(B, ) F5(C, q)F5(D, q)

_ 1 (j/ﬂ'l) , ,1 g VD42
(¢ 0®)m \ J" ) 2 (@5 4%

1 h — j, -1 m’ —45)m
_ (q. q2) < j, ) (q2 +1; q2)j,qh+(2h 45)
) oo q2

If m =2m’ 4+ 1is odd, then j = 25’ 4+ 1 is also odd. Since j + 1+ 1 = h, we have

2/ +1+1+1=hand j < (h—2)/2. The generating functions for the regions
A, B,C, D are respectively

1 1
Folta)= 1-qg)1=¢)1=¢") 1= (g ¢)mwn’
F$B,q) = <]/;,r l) 2611,
q
Fo(C,q) = (1— q2m’+2j’+3)(i — ) L - (q2m’+2j’1—|—3; @)oo’
Fo(D,q) = q(2m’+2)(l+1)+2j’+1’

where where to obtain F3(B, q), we made the following calculation:

1 J +1 .

S rsar == (1)
1>0 a1 g

Hence, for 25 +1+ 14 1 = h, we have

F5(25' + 1,1,2m" + 15.q) = F5(A, q) Fg(B, 9) F5(C,q) Fo(D, q)

_ 1 (j/fl) I ,1 g2+ 12771
(@) \ T ) e (@437

_ 1 (h —J = 2) (q2m’+3, ) P13+ (2h=1j=2m
(q; q2)00 j, q2 ’ !

Using Euler’s well-known identity (—¢;¢)oo(¢;¢*)soc = 1, combining the above two
cases yields

[h/2)-1
an(g)= ) Y Fo(2' h—2j"—1,2m0)
=0 m’>0
h/2)-1
+ > Y FY24 1, h =25 —2,2m/ + 1;9),
=0 m’>0

which is exactly the expression for a,(q) given in the theorem. O
From Theorem 2.1 we can derive the following result, which shows the relatively
elementary nature of the generating functions for a,(n) and by(n).
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Theorem 2.2. We have
an(q) = (—¢; @)oo An(q),
bon(q) = (—; @)oo Ban(q),

> k
z 2 q
bonir(a) = (~a:0)se (B (0) + 3 7).
k=1

where A,(q) and By(q) are rational functions in q.

Here are the first few values of A,(q) and By (q):
5.0 34 2
i q i ¢ +q +q
Ai(q) = —— Ay(q) = ————
1(q> — q27 2(q> 1 — q4
~ _q10+q9_|_2q7_'_3q5_q4+2q3
(1=¢°)(1+¢

Proof. The basic idea of the proof is to simplify the expressions given in Theorem 2.1
by removing Zmzo via the geometric summation formula. Recall the following useful
identities, which are consequences of well-known identities for ¢-binomial coefficients

(for example, see [I, Ch. 3]) or are easy to prove:

@i =3 (3) (0 21

)

)

1 n+k—1
- (—1)kgm+Dk, (2.2)
(=™ = ( k )q
= — . 2.3
k:11_qk ;1+qk 2%

From Theorem 2.1] we have
. [h/2]-1 ‘ - :
a h—j5—1 , h—j3—2 .
A: > < ! ) A(hjig)+ Y ( ; ) As(h, g5 q), (2.4)
(69w = J g2 J g
where, with the help of (2.1) we have
Al(h i C] _ qhz 2m+1., q2) q(2h 45)m

m>0
2 As
_ qhz Z ( ) k 2mk+k q(2h 45)m
m>0 k=0
hz < ) k k2 Z(q2h+2k—4j)m
m>0



I
<

h . <]) (_1)qu2
_ 2h+2k—4j°
k=0 kj @l — g4

and
A, (h j: q 3h 45— 32 2m+3 (2h 45—2)m

m>0

3h 45— 3} :} :( ) k 2(m+1)k+k2q(2h 45—-2)m
m>0 k=0

3h 45— 3}:( ) k k2+2k§: 2h—4j+2k— 2)

m>0

)k k24+2k
3h 45— 32 4q
( ) 1 _q2h 454+2k—2"

Thus, it is clear that An(q) is a rational function in g.
We now consider by (q). From Theorem 2.1], we write

[h/2)-1 W1
o) = e 3 a0 2(" I v, (25)
=0 J q
j
where, with the help of (2.2)),
m(j+1)
. q
Y(h,j;q) == Z ol
m>0 (_q +17 q)h—]
s (h—j+k—1
_ m(j+1) _1\k, (m+1)k
> g E:( " )(1)q
m>0 k=0 q
— Z(_q)k (h —Jj+k- 1) Z D
k=0 k 4 m>0
:i<h j—i—/{:—l) (—q)*
——
e L= itk

Since

)

k (¢ Qn—j1

there are two cases to be considered.
Case 1: Suppose k+h—j—1>j+k+1;ie.,j <h/2—1. Then the denominator
term 1 — ¢/T**+1 is cancelled with a factor in the numerator. Hence,

. h—j—1
h—J+k—1) (—9)"
: = ECh
< k B N () e 30

(h—j+k—1)::a—qﬂwa—q“%~~ﬂ—q““*5

9



where C(h, j;q) are polynomials in ¢q. Notice that Cs(h, j;q) are independent of k.
Thus,

00 h—j—1 h—j—1

‘ s 1 Cs(h, 7;
Y (h, j; q) Z > Culh,jiq)g™ = Gulbdiq)

k:O Qg1 5=0 - (¢ i e 1—q°

Hence, Y'(h, j;q) is a rational function in ¢, so that Bh(q)/(—q; 7)o 1 also a rational
function in q.

Case 2: Suppose on the other hand that k+h—j—1<j+k+1;ie.,j>h/2—1.
Since j < [h/2] — 1, the only possible choice is that h = 25 + 1 is odd. We then have

. . (21 —j+ k-1 —q)*
Y(2J+1,J;Q)=Z< k ) %
k=0 q q
(1-¢"H(1-¢")--(1-¢") (=9

(1=q)(1=¢*--(1-¢) 1 — grthtt

NE

ol

=0
B (q;Q)j K K T g

= Zijqq

e
Il
o

with

1 — l’qj-i-l

We write

Zulj,5q) = (—1)F (F(ac,q) T &) |

1 —xg/tt

where F(x,q),G(q), viewed as polynomials of z, are determined by

G(q) (1 —2q)(1 —2¢?) -+ (1 — 2¢’)
F(x,q) + 1 — pgitt - 1 — wgit! :

Taking x — 0, we see that G(q) = —F(0,q) and

_ 2 - =
Gla) =2 —zq)(l —wq)--- (I =aq)| = Gngem G 9

On the other hand, with the help of (2.3)) we have

i (_l)qu—i-j—i-l _ (_1)j+1i (_q)k—i-j—i-l
P 1 — qk+j+1 - e 1— qk+j+1
— (—q)" = (—q)"
S S
k=1 l—q k=1 l—q
00 k J k
: q (—q)
=(—1) + (=1) .



Therefore, we obtain

Y(25+1,4;:q9) = (q’lq)- ZZk(j> "1 q)
1 > G k+j+1
=D, ;(—w (F(qk, q) +G(q) + %)
= (q.lq)] Z(—l)k (F(d*,q) = F(0,9))
G(q > gt
(4:9); z% (W)

' (_1)j 0 N qk+j+1

' (_1)j N . qk+j+1

= Rational(q) +

F inally, when h = 2m + 1 is odd, we therefore have

m—1 .

h—j—1
Z qh_H /2( j ) Y(h,j7 Q) + q2m+1+m(m—1)/2y(2m + 17 m; q)
j= q

J
= Rational .
ationa (q)+; T+ ¢
This completes the proof. O

3. ASYMPTOTICS FOR a(n) AND by(n)

In this section, we use Wright’s circle method to compute the first terms of the
asymptotic expansions of the g-series a,(n) and by (n) for integers h > 1, and we use
this to prove Theorems [[4] and [L5 In order to accomplish this, we will use Euler—
Maclaurin summation to compute asymptotics for a(gq) and Eh(q) with ¢ = 7%, as
z — 0 in any conical region (i.e. if z = x + iy, we may restrict z to the region
0 <z < dy for any § > 0).

Although we showed in Section 2 that the generating functions of ay(q) and by (q)
are rational (or nearly rational) functions multiplied by the modular form (—g¢;q)_,
we use different forms of the generating functions here that are more convenient for

Euler-Maclaurin summation. For a(q), we shall use the representation from (2.4)):

[h/2]—1 h—i—1 lh/2]—1 h—i_9
an(g) = (—¢9) | Y ( ' ) A (hgsg)+ ) ( ' ) Ay (h, 53 q)
q? q?

=0 J =0 J
11



where we recall

Ay (hgsg) =" Y (@5 q7), ¢,
m>0
A (h i q 3h 45— 32 2m+3 (2h 45—2)m

m>0

In both cases, the asymptotic analysis will be carried out using the more general
functions

Finala) =Y (@), ¢
m>0

Observe that Ay (h,j;q) = ¢"Fj12n-4;(q) and Ay (h, j;5q) = ¢*"Y72F30n-4j-2(q),
and therefore if ¢ = e7*, then as z — 0 we have A; (h,j;q) ~ Fj12n-4i(e”%) and
Ay (h, j;q) ~ Fj30n—4j— 2( ). Thus if ¢ = e %, then as z — 0 we have the asymptotic

formula
Th/2]—1 .
h—j—1
Z ( j )Fj,1,2h—4j(€_z)

j=0 J

|h/2)—1

* Z (h )Fj,3,2h—4j—2(€_z)]. (3.1)

For the asymptotic analysis of bh(q), we will use the representation from (2.5)):

[h/2] -1 gum

b(@) = (~4: 0 Bi(@), Bila) = ) qh+w(h_j_1) ZW

§=0 J 4 m>0

In order to understand the asymptotic behavior of Bj(e™*) as z — 0, we study the
more general functions
¢
Giklq) == ) g
’ ,;0 (=™ q),
Observe that if ¢ = ™%, then as z — 0 we have the asymptotic formula
21, ]
bn(q) ~ (=4 @) o Z ( J )Gj-i-l,h—j(e_z)- (3.2)
=0
We now estimate the functions Fj;(q) and G, x(q), and we apply these estimates
to the asymptotic formulas in (B]) and (B:2]).

3.1. Euler—-Maclaurin Summation. Euler-Maclaurin summation gives a method
for estimating, and even obtaining exact formulas for, sums involving terms of the
form f(mz). There are many formulations, some asymptotic and some exact. We will
use the following formulation, which comes from [7]. We actually use Euler-Maclaurin
summation in a slightly unusual manner to analyze sums whose terms do not quite
fit the form f(mz), inspired by the methodology applied in [6].

Suppose that Dy := {re’* : r > 0,]a| < 0} for some 0 < 0 < 5. Let f: C —
C be holomorphic in the domain Dy, and assume that f and all of its derivatives

12



decay at infinity at least as fast as |z|7'17¢ for some € > 0. (This property is often
called sufficient decay.) Finally, let B, (x) denote the Bernoulli polynomials, and let

By () := B, ({z}) be the periodic Bernoulli function. Then from [7, Equation (5.7)]
in the special case a = 1, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. For each N > 1, as z — 0 in the region Dy, we have
% = Bt (0/7)
1)z _
> f(lm+ / J Z k:+1 ; I

m>0
(—1)NZN 1/zoo ™) " w
—a ) (w)By (Z 1) duw,

when f and all its derivatives have sufficient decay at infinity, where the last integral
is taken along a path of fixed argument.

We now apply this proposition to compute asymptotic expansions of the functions
Fjra(q) and Gj(q).

Proposition 3.2. As z — 0, we have

i (6_Z) ~ 1/ (1 - 6_2x)j e~ dr.
0

z

Proof. We use Proposition B.I]to prove Proposition[3.2l It is not quite obvious how to
put F}x(¢) into the appropriate form, but this can be fixed by introducing a second
auxiliary variable as in [6].

Let t be an arbitrary complex number in some region Dy as defined in Proposition
[B.Il Define the function

Fj,k,l (T,; Z) e Z (6_2m2_kt; e—2t)j e lmz
m>0

Observe that F} i (z; 2) = Fj (e ?). Furthermore, if we define

fiai(t; 2) == (e 7M7) 7",

we can see that

]kltZ Zf]kltmz f]klto —I—Zf]kl m+1))

m>0 m>0

Observe now that for any fixed ¢ in Dy, f;,(t; 2) is a holomorphic function of z in Dy
and can be written as a linear combination of exponential decay functions. Therefore,
it is clear that f;,(¢; z) satisfies the criterion of Proposition B.] for all fixed ¢ € Dy,
and therefore

Z f] kl m + 1) ) - /OO fj,k,l(t; LL’)dLL’
0

m>0

(m) N-1 ()
_nykl(to ZBnH gkl(t Z)z"

(n+1)!

|
*’A

Mt w) By (5 -1) dw.

z



Since we restrict to z — 0 in the region Dy, we obtain

Fot (€77) = Fypt (252) = fraa(z:0) + /fgkzzx

jkl
mz>:0 (m + 1 ; (n + 1
(=)= N ovm (W
- NI fj,k,l(za w)By (; — 1) dw.

z

Now, observe that f;;(¢; 2) is holomorphic at ¢ = 0 and therefore the identification
t = z does not introduce any additional singularities at z = 0. Furthermore, because
fiki(t; 2) is holomorphic at zero for both the ¢ and z variables, it is easy to see that
the only term in this expression which contributes to the principal part as z — 0 is
%fooo fiki(z; x)dx, and therefore as z — 0 in Dy we obtain

Fin (e N—/ fika(z x)dx

It is straightforward to see analytically that lim. o [ fixi(z; 2)de = [° f;x0(0; x)dz,
and therefore as z — 0 in Dy we obtain

Fika (e N—/ Fika(0; x)d
The result follows. O

We define for convenience the integrals

b= /OOO Fiura (05 ) da = /OOO (1—e) e e, (3:3)

Observe that the notation I4(j, 1) is sufficient because the resulting integral does not
depend on k. Combining these calculations with ([B.1), it follows that for ¢ = e, as
z — 0 in Dy, we have

. h2-1
ah(q)N%[ S <h j 1)IA(j,2h—4j)

z
j=0

|h/2]—1
n Z < , 2)IA(j,2h—4j—2)]. (3.4)

We follow a very similar process to estimate G, x(q), and we obtain the following
asymptotic formula.

Proposition 3.3. As z — 0, we have
1 [ e®
Giple?) ~ —/ ——dx

D ( ) z Jo (1 + e_x)k

Proof. As before, we restrict ¢, z to a region Dy, ¢ = e~ *. Consider
eIz

(e he D),
14
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Then we have
Zgjkzmz ) = g;x(2:0) —I—Zg]k (m+1)z).
m>0 m>0
Using Proposition [3.1] with ¢ fixed as in the previous case, we obtain for
]ktz = Zg]ktmz
m>0
the identity
g (£0)="

1 o0
Gin(t; 2) = g;k(t;0) + ;/0 gt w)de =) (m+1)!

m>0

N-1 (n) —
Bn+1 1950 (552) o (DN gy e
_ § CES] 2" — N /Z g;; (t;w)By (; — 1) dw,

valid for any NV > 1. As before, the holomorphicity properties of g;x(¢; 2) in the 2z
and t variables imply that as z — 0 in Dy, we have

1 1 [
Gin (e77) ~ Giplz;2) ~ ~ /gj,k(z;fc)dx ~ ;/ g;.1(0; x)dx.
0
The result follows. U

If we define the integrals

. o] 00 e—jx
.0 = [ gt = | T (3.5)
0 0

1+e®)

#,as z — 0 in Dy, we obtain

[h/2]-1

bi(q) ~ 24 (00 Z ( . 1)[3(j—|—1,h—j). (3.6)

then for ¢ = e~

To summarize our asymptotic analys1s so far, we have the following asymptotic
formulas for ay(q) and b, (q) from Propositions B.2] and [3.3

z

Theorem 3.4. For g =e¢7%, as z — 0 we have

N a 5 B
an(q) ~ f (—4:0)o  and by(q) ~ f (¢ @) -
where oy, and Py, are constants defined by
[h/2]-1 . |h/2]—1 .
h—j—1 . . h—j—2 : :
o=y ( J )]A(j,2h—4j) + ) ( J )IA(j,2h—4j —2)
— J — J
J J
and
[h/2]-1 .
h—j—1 , .
Bri= Y ( j )IB(]+1JL—]),
=0

and I4(j, k) and I(j, k) are defined in B3) and B3), respectively.
15



Since we have shown in Section B that an(q)/ (—¢; q).. and bu(q)/ (—q;q)., are
essentially rational functions (in particular, when ¢ = e~*, they only have polar
singularities as z — 0), we can now apply Wright’s circle method [21] to obtain an
asymptotic expansion for the coefficients ay(n) and by,(n).

3.2. Wright’s circle method. We now apply Wright’s circle method to obtain
asymptotics for the sequences aj(n) and by(n) as n — oo. We use the following
special case of the formulation given by Ngo and Rhoades [21], Proposition 1.8].

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that c(n) are integers defined by
> c(n)g" = L(g)¢(q)
n>0
for analytic functions L, & satisfying the following hypotheses:
(H1) As |z| — 0 in the cone Dy, we have

1
L (e_z) ~ 2 Z apz®
k>0

for ay, € C,
(H2) As |z| = 0 in the cone Dy, we have

§(e) = Ke* (140, (%))

for K;,A>0 and B > (E,
(H3) As |z| = 0 outside Dy and satisfying Re(z) > 0, we have

1L (e7%)| <o |27

for some C' > 0,
(H4) As |z| = 0 outside Dy and satisfying Re(z) > 0, we have

€ (e7)] <o € (Je7?]) e
for some &' > 0.
Then as n — oo, we have for any N € Z* that

N-1
c(n) = Ke?VAmp i (Z pn72 + 0 <n_]2v>> )

r=0
i1
“ () VA T+ 14
where p, = S tjcip—_; with t; € C and ¢j, = —V4 P .
jZ::O” J J J 2\/7—T T!F(j—!—%—fr)

Remark 3.6. We note that because our generating functions are given as the gener-
ating function for partitions into odd parts multiplied by a rational or nearly rational
function, there are methods which in principle can give better error terms. See for
example [I4] for the case of unrestricted partitions.

2Ngo and Rhoades require that B > A, which arises naturally in the case that £ is modular but
is not strictly necessary when proving Proposition
16



Note that hypotheses (H1) and (H2) require asymptotics for L and £ on the major
arc, for g near 1, while hypotheses (H3) and (H4) require that L and ¢ are small on
the minor arc, for ¢ away from 1.

We are now in a position to prove Theorems [I.4] and

Proofs of Theorems[1.4) and[L.J. From the modularity of the Dedekind eta function
1(z) = ¢"/** 1,1 (1 — ¢"), we obtain the transformation law 7(—1/2) = v/—izn(2),
from which it is easy to show using Proposition B.5 (see [4] for more details) that for

q = e~ % we have
(—¢;9), = 7 < m ) (1 + Os (e‘§>> (3.7)

as z — 0 inside Dy. If z = x + 1y, then outside of Dy we have that

(o) <€ ) o ()

for some ¢’ > 0. More specifically, [4] Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10] show that (—
satisfies hypotheses (H2) and (H4) with K = %, A=7 > for both a(q) an
We calculate that

q )
d bn(q).
31/4 31/4

Po = QpCoo = ahw\/f and  po = Brcoo = B s

for a(q) and Bh(q), respectively. Therefore, we have

31/4 /T 31/4 o
ah(n) ~ ahme \/; and bh(n) ~ ﬁhmff 3,
which completes the proofs of the theorems. O

Remark 3.7. Note that in order to compute the constants N}, in Theorem [[.2] one
could use the explicit bounds in [18]. To do this, one must first make the asymptotics
for the rational functions A,(¢) and By (q) from Theorem effective, which could
potentially be done by either an effective Taylor theorem or effective Euler-Maclaurin
summation as used in [10], [18§].

We now see that the inequality ay(n) > by(n) will follow for n > 0 if oy, > 5.

4. EVALUATING «y AND [3,
In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem by showing that «; > ), for
all h > 2. In order to do this, recall that

[h/2]-1 |h/2)—1

h—j—1 . . h—j—2 ) .
— 7 o J
J J
and
Th/2]—1 .
h—j5j—1 . .
Bri= ) ( j )IB(J+1,h—J),
§=0

where the integrals I4(j, k) and Ip(j, k) are defined by (33) and ([B3). In order to

prove that ay > [, for all h > 2, we proceed in stages. First, we produce simpler
17



formulas for «; and S, which involve harmonic numbers. We then leverage these
simpler formulas to prove that aj, > B, for h > 2. In fact, we will prove something
much stronger:

Theorem 4.1. The following are true:

(1) We have oy, — log(2) and B, — log(?’ as h — 0.
(2) We have ay, > By, for all h > 2.

Observe that Theorems [[.4], [[.5] and A.1] together imply Theorem in the intro-
duction, which then completes the proof of Theorem [[.2l Therefore, we focus the
remainder of this section on the proof of Theorem (4.1

To prove this theorem, we prove a sequence of lemmas that give successively simpler
values for ay, and ;. To help with this, we define

B . ‘
_ h—j—1\/7\ (=1)*
o= Y Z( | )( )7 (4.
P J k)Jh—2j+k
Lemma 4.2. For any integer h > 1, we have
o — ap + ap_q
hE T

Proof. By checking the changes induced by taking h — h + 1, the result will follow
from the definition of ¢y, if we can show that

~ 1254

ap h—j—l . .
Y= (" -,

5=0
which in turn follows if we prove that
J . k
‘ 4 J -1
Ly (j,2h —4j) = (/g)ihﬁ 5 .)+k.
k=0 J

Now, from the definition of I4(j,1) and by the substitution u = e=2*

= a : —1)7 [ o
LGon— )= [ ey - O e
0 0

, we have

The result then follows by expanding (u — 1)j with the binomial theorem and inte-
grating. 0

Lemma 4.3. Let h > 1 be a positive integer. Then we have

G Lol I

7=0

whenever h is even and

h—1

S {1y

7=0
18




h—3

< (h—j—1 1 1
+§< J )h—2j—1<1_2h—2j-1)

Proof. From the definition of Ig(j, k), we have

1254

h—j— 1) /°° A
= : ———dx
=2 < i )l (e

j=0

whenever h is odd.

T

We focus on the integral. Using the substitution v = 1 4+ ¢~ and expanding the

resulting power of (v — 1) with the binomial theorem, we have

(e 2 (y — 1Y) 0\ 2,
B N )" — 2j—hh gy,
/0 (14 e=)" ! /1 ur=g 2 (’f) /1 ! !

k=0

Now, considering the limitations 0 < £ < j and 0 < j < L%j, we have —h <
2j —h — k < —1, with equality to —1 if and only if j = % and £ = 0. Note that
this scenario is only possible if A is odd. Thus, we have
1 1
2 (s h—1
/ u Ty = ¢ h =2+ k—1 (1 - 2h—2j+k—1) (.87 (550),

! log(2) it (j,k) = (455,0).
It is therefore convenient to split into cases. Firstly, if A is even, then the log(2) term
does not emerge and we obtain

h—2

= (S () ()

j=0 k=0

If h is odd on the other hand, we must isolate the term (j, k) = (%, 0), and so we
obtain

E%l h—i—1 J . -1 k 1
5h=10g(2)+z ( j ) Z(é)h—éj +)k;—1 (1_ 2h—2j+k—1)
=0

k=1

h—3

P) .
h—j—1 1 1

(1 - —].

- ( j )h—zj—l( 2h—2f—1)

=0

This completes the proof. O

Lemmas [4.2] and simplify our considerations to the evaluation of linear com-
binations of merely rational numbers. We will analyze these finite sums using the
following lemmas studying related polynomials.

Lemma 4.4. Define the polynomials

k=0

Then the following are true:
19



(1) We have
ey (=) ()

m(",")

an(x) =

(2) We have

Ry (z) = /0 %dt.

Proof. We first observe that

Fl . (z) = zn: <Z> (—1)kgmth—l = gm-1 zn: <Z> (—1)fz* = 211 — 2)".  (4.2)

k=0 k=0

To prove (1), we compute the generating function for Fn m(x). We have by (£.2) that

Y me(x) — =y Z o / Cmel(1 -ty

m>1 n>0 m>1 n>0

By swapping the order of summation and integration and using the series for €', we
may simplify:

Z Zan L;)' — /1’ 6vt6(1—t)udt
! — 1)! 0

m>1n>0
_ / 6u+t(v—u) dt
0

— Leu—l—t(v—u) v

v—Uu 0

1 Tv—xUutu __ U

7= “)
_Z(:cv—:cu—i-u)k—u
B (v —u)k!

k

"o — zu + w)h I

> =0
=) k!

Therefore, using the notation [x"]F'(z) to denote the coefficient of 2™ in the expression
F(x), we obtain

k—=1—j,,J
- ]0 —xu + u) w
Fom(2) = [u" Dy -

k>1
)" (1 = w)u)Ermm (B 5 ud
n, m— 0 m—
= [u™v™ ] —Dla ) 2= Ll :
k>1

k— 1(1_x>kj mkm(klj)

= [u"] nl(m — 1)t 20 - m—1

k>1

20



Sy A= (M)

=nl(m—1)lz™

(n+m)!
_ YT A (TR
m(",")

This completes the proof of (1). To prove (2), it is enough to observe that
i() Vel = (1—@"—1. =
T
k=1

We also require the following lemma for evaluating a different type of summation.

Lemma 4.5. For n = 2m even, we have

- 1 AV ntl _
kZ:On—2]{Z+1( k )2 _n—|—1(2 b

Forn =2m+1 odd, we have

m

1 AV m+l _ 1)2
kZ:On—2]{Z+1< k )2 _n+1(2 b

Proof. Firstly, we observe the fact that

S (" e et 3 () = T et

n>0 k=0 k>0 n>2k >0

1
"3 (1 - 2x 1+ :c)
This generating function identity implies that

D e

n>0 k=0

To continue the proof, consider

stm =3 e (73 )

k=0

Using the previous identity, we have

m

1 n—k 1 ok  (n—k
_ 9k 2t
() n+1kZ:0< k ) +n—|—1kz:0n—2/€+1< k )

2ntl — (—1)" Tt 2T (n)
3(n+1)

where (for n = 2m or 2m + 1)



If n = 2m is even, we have

T(n) =2 (L _?()_1)”) ,

and if n = 2m + 1 is odd, we have

Tm):2(§;<n_i_k)ﬁ—am>:2<z:%¥if)_2ww

Thus, if n = 2m is even, we have
2n+1 1 n+1 2T
(1 2T()

S(n) =
(n) 3(n+1) n+1
_ 2n+1 ( )n—l—l 4 92" — (_1)n _ 1 (2n+1 B 1)
3(n+1) n+1 3 n+1 ’
and if n = 2m + 1 is odd, we have
2+l — (—1)"t 27 (n) 2. 2m+l
= =Sn—-1)—
S(n) 3(n+1) v e Gl
1 1 2
_ 92m+2 | | _ gm+2) _ mtl _ 1)
2m + 2 ( * ) 2m+ 2 ( )

This completes the proof.

O

With the aid of Lemma [£.4] we now further simplify the formulas for «; and S,
given in Lemmas [4.2] and [4.3l For the following result, we need the well-known

harmonic numbers, defined by Hy = 0 and
1
H, = —
n Z k
k=1
for n > 1.

Theorem 4.6. We have for all h > 1 that
Hy — Hinay + Hypoy — Hrne
’— 2 1 ’— 2 1
5 .
Proof. By Lemma 4] (1), we have the identity

I

n

ap =

Using this identity with n = 7 and m = h — 25 we obtain from (4.1 that

1234 1254

k= =0

-2 ()OS () e

§=0 j
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_ [Hu—Hyp it 2R,
T\ Hy = Haaif2/h

As it has already been established that a = LJF? h=1 " we obtain the desired formula
for ay,. O
We also note briefly that this theorem implies part of Theorem [4.11
Corollary 4.7. We have ay, — log(2) as h — oc.
Proof. Recall the well-known fact that
lim (I, —log(n)) =1,
n—o0
where «y is the Euler—Mascheroni constant. Thus, a; — log(h) — log(h/2) = log(2)

and ay, = % — log(2). O

We now prove the limiting theorems for ), which is the last major step before we
complete the proof of Theorem [A.1], and thus also of Theorem [1.2l

Theorem 4.8. We have for all h > 1 that

( h—2

2
1 :
Z (20 + 1)220—1—1 ZfQ‘h,
/Bh - g; ? 1 h—1
1 1 / (1—a)" .
—_— — — ———dx if2)h.
| = (C + 1)20+1 CZ:; (20 + 2)220+2 12 T
Proof. We begin first with h = 2n even, in which case we have
n—1 7 . . k
h—j5—=1\ /(7 (—1) 1
= 1-— . .
P ZZ( j )(k;)h—2j+k—1 oh—2jth-1
j=0 k=0

Using Lemma (1), we have

SR (| ET S

== J k)h—2j+k—1 jzoh—2j—1
and so we may write

n—1 1
Bh = Z h_2—1 U(h), (4.3)
j=0

where



We first simplify U(h) and swap the order of summation:

n—1
1 h — 2]—2+k:
U<h>:zh_2j_1z< )2h 2j—1+k

k=0

1 —29—2+
Zh—Qj—l h2j oh—2j—1+k"
j=k

Since h = 2n, we write b = n — j and obtain

nolnh 26+k: 1 gt 2b+k 1
Z 2b_|_1 22b+1+k Z2k Z 2b+1 22b+1

k=0 b=0
If we further reindex the double sum with ¢ = b+ k, we have by Lemma [A.4] (3) that

2c—2k+1 koo )22kl T L 9e 4] 2241 )

=0 k=0
Thus, we may simplify (3] for 3, to the form

n—1 n—1 n—1
1 1
ﬁh_;h—%—l_§2c+l( 22c+1) Z 2c+122c+1

c=

This proves the theorem in the case where h is even.

Now, assume h = 2n + 1 is odd. By Lemma [£.3] we have

e 5 (B (o (st

k=

—j-1 1 1
(T i ()
From Lemma [£4] (1), we obtain as in the previous case that
n—1 1 n (_ k 1
— log(2 U 1—— ).
=)+ 3 gy - 000+ 2 G (1 )

Now, Lemma [.4] (2) implies that

log (2 Z " <1 - i) — log(2) +/1 %dl’z /1 (1 ;x)ndx,

1/2 1/2

and therefore

1/2

= 1 L (1—a)n
5h:;m—(](h)+/ - dx.

Now, using Lemma [4.5] we therefore have

n—1 n—1 1
1 1 2 1 (1—a)"
S 1— d
P ;h—%—l ;2c+2( 2c+1+22c+2)+/ z

1/2
24



n—1

n—1 1
1 1 (1—2)"
_Z;@+¢pwl_§:@c+m?ﬁf+1 PR

c=0 /2
This completes the proof for h odd. O

We also note briefly that this theorem implies the remaining part of Theorem

A1 (1).
Corollary 4.9. We have 5, — @ as h — oo.

Proof. As n — oo it is clear that

/IQ;@ZM%O
1

/2 X
and therefore by Theorem 4.8 we have as n — oo that

[e.e] [e.e]

1 1 B 1 ~ log(3)
Brnta Z;@+4pwl Z;@c+mﬁw2_égec+nywl_ 2
Taking into consideration even h, it is clear that £, — @ as h — oo. O

We are now ready to prove the remaining part of Theorem .|, and therefore also
of L2

Proofs of Theorems[{.1 and[1.2. By Corollaries [4.7] and along with Theorems [[.4]
and [[LB Theorem ATl (1) is already proven, and so it only remains to show that
ap > ,Bh for all h > 2.

To show this inequality, we first consider 8. For h = 2n > 2 even, it is clear from
Theorem (L8] that

> 1 ~ log(3)
fan < ; (2¢ + 1)22¢+1 -9

To study fans1 for n > 1, we begin by observing that S3 = log(2) — é > @. For
n > 2, we have by Theorem [4.8 that

1 1 YA—2) =1 —z) !
n - n—1 = &~ o171 d
52 +1 52 1 nan n22”+1 /1/2 - X
1 1 !
- - - 1 - n—ld
R
B 1
C p92n+l’

Thus, g, < log(2) — % for all A > 2. We now consider a similar study of «y,. Recall
that o, = % for
_ H, — H»n if 2|h,
ap = 2 )
Hh — H% if 2 /*/h
Therefore, we have
Qpy1 — Q1

Op1 — Qp = 2
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Now, for h odd we have

Gnst — By = (Hhﬂ - Hi) - (Hh_1 - Hi)
1 1

= (Hpy1 — Hp—1) — (H% —H%) ) >0,

and likewise ap1 — ap_1 > 0 for h even as well. Thus, a4, is an increasing function
of h. Now, we have from [4] that ap = 2 > 1 = 8 and a3 = 2 > log(2) — 5 = fs.
Therefore, for h > 4 we have «ay, > a3z > 3 > (5, which completes the proof. O

5. FINAL REMARKS

5.1. Frequency of hooks in the rows of partitions. Probabilistic features of par-
titions are of great interest, and asymptotic formulas derived from the circle method
are very useful for studying such questions [11], 12} 21]. We briefly give an overview
of some statistical corollaries which can be derived from our results when combined
with other known asymptotics in the literature. To state these results, we let d(n)
be the number of partitions into odd parts (or into distinct parts). We first give the
average number of hooks equal to any A > 1 among the partitions of n into odd parts.

Corollary 5.1. Let avg,(h;n) be the average number of hooks of length h among the
partitions of size n in the collection L. Then we have

6ay, [n 65, [n
o (i) ~ 2 [0 vy (i~ 22 [

Proof. 1t is a well-known consequence of the circle method (and indeed can be proven
from (B.7) and Proposition B.5]) that

as n — Q.

33/ m
po(n) =pp(n) ~ —me™V 3. (5.1)

Note that the average number of hooks of length A in a partition of n into odd parts
or distinct parts is given by ax(n)/po(n), bp(n)/pp(n), respectively. This completes
the proof along with Theorems [I.4] and O

There is another natural probabilistic question which can now be answered about
hooks in these restricted classes of partitions, namely the probability that a uni-
formly selected part from this class of partitions has a hook of that length in the
corresponding row of the Ferrers diagram.

Corollary 5.2. Let prob, (h;n) denote the probability that a randomly selected row
from among the partitions in L of size n has a hook of length h. Then we have

4ah 5h
20 by (hin) ~
].Og(n) ) probp ( ) n) 10g(2)

probg (h;n) ~
as n — 00.

Proof. Note that by construction of the diagram, each row can have at most one
hook of length h in each row. Therefore, if we let dp(n) and dp(n) denote the

number of parts among all partitions into odd parts or distinct parts, respectively,
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it follows that the desired probabilities are given by ay(n)/do(n) and by(n)/dp(n),
respectively. From the main results of [10] [19] we obtain
3% log(n) W\/E
do(n) ~ ——1—=€"V3, dp(n)~

8mni 2mn
as n — 00. The result follows from Theorems [I.4] and [I.5. O

The results of this section together give a detailed comparison between the prop-
erties of hook numbers in these two classes of partitions. From Corollary G.1], we
reaffirm that the total number of hooks of length h > 2 is larger for O than for D,
and this inequality flips for h = 1. However, the perspective of individual parts tells a
different story. As n — oo, we see that that the “average row” of a partition into odd
parts has a vanishing probability of containing a hook of length h, while that same
probability for the number of partitions into distinct parts is the positive number
10@?2). By Corollary 4.9 this constant approaches % ~ 0.7924. Thus, most rows of
partitions into distinct parts have a hook of any given length A > 1. This discrepancy
is reflected by the fact that partitions into odd parts have many more parts than
partitions into distinct parts do on average, as is seen from the asymptotics for do(n)
and dp(n). It would be very interesting to more deeply study these probabilistic
features of hooks in partitions, as is done for example in [16] for hook numbers which
are divisible by A in unrestricted partitions.

5.2. Open problems and questions. The motivating question of this study can be
greatly generalized; the underlying concept is to understand using the circle method
(or other methods) how combinatorial statistics on partitions behave on different sub-
families of partitions. Such studies can be immediately generalized to other related
combinatorial objects, such as unimodal sequences or more general integer composi-
tions.

It would also be natural to study such questions for other combinatorial statistics on
standard integer partitions, such as ranks and cranks of partitions. Our result does not
immediately give an asymptotic count or even inequality for these counting functions,
but a sieving argument such as that in [1I] might be useful here. Alternatively,
one might add together generating functions d,(q), bin(q) over the values ¢ > 1 and
perform an analysis parallel to that of this paper.

Finally, it would be interesting to pursue variations of this problem for other families
of partitions which lie in bijection with one another. As there remain conjectures of [4]
which are not resolved in this aspect, we focus on this case. The primary discussions
not addressed here involve the functions aj(n) and b} (n), which count the number
of hooks of length h among self-conjugate partitions and partitions into distinct odd
parts, respectively. In light of our main theorems and the data presented in [4], we
present the following conjecture in this setting.

Conjecture 5.3. For h > 2, there is a constant v; > 1 such that aj(n)/bi(n) — v}
asmn — oo.

It would also be interesting if 7} itself had a limit as h — oo, but we do not
speculate on this here. The function aj(n) is of additional interest, as it seems to

have significant nontrivial divisibilities. We therefore restate here a conjecture of [4].
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Conjecture 5.4. For each n > 0 and m > 1, we have

ay. (n) =0 (mod 2m).
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