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STATISTICS FOR RANDOM REPRESENTATIONS OF LIE ALGEBRAS

WALTER BRIDGES, KATHRIN BRINGMANN, AND CANER NAZAROGLU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we investigate how a typical, large-dimensional representation looks for a
complex Lie algebra. In particular, we study the family sl.11(C) of Lie algebras for » > 2 and derive
asymptotic probability distributions for the multiplicity of small irreducible representations, as well
as the largest dimension, the largest height, and the total number of irreducible representations
appearing in the decomposition of a representation sampled uniformly from all representations
with the same dimension. This provides a natural generalization to the similar statistical studies
of integer partitions, which forms the case » = 1 of our considerations and where one has a rich
toolkit ranging from combinatorial methods to approaches utilizing the theory of modular forms.
We perform our analysis by extending the statistical mechanics inspired approaches in the case of
partitions to the infinite family here.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

In this article, we study the structure of a typical finite-dimensional representation of the Lie
algebra sl 1(C) with r > 2 if the dimension of the (not necessarily irreducible) representation is
large. More specifically, we investigate the typical features of an n-dimensional representation p
that is randomly sampled from all n-dimensional representations using the uniform measure

with p,(n) denoting the number of n-dimensional representations of sl,1(C). By Weyl’s Theorem,
any such representation p decomposes as a direct sum of irreducible representations. In turn, the
finite-dimensional, irreducible representations are uniquely identified through dominant integral
weights. More precisely, any k € N” parametrizes a dominant integral weight

(k’l — 1))\1 + ...+ (k‘,« — 1)}\7“7

where A1,..., A\, is a set of fundamental weights, and it identifies the (up to isomorphism unique)
irreducible representation pg, which has this dominant integral weight as its highest weight (see
e.g. [I5] for relevant background). So we have

p= @ p;(k(ﬂ)’

keN"

where each Xg(p) € Ny counts the multiplicity of pg in p. Note that the dimension of pg il

1
dim(pg) = = H (ke +---+kj) =t ar(k), where ¢, :=rl(r—1)!---11, (1.1)

"i<e<<r
which is a homogenous polynomial in k. So if dim(p) = n, then the multiplicities of irreducible
representations are related by

dim(p) = ) a(k)Xg(p) = n (1.2)

keN”
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and the generating function for p,(n) can be expressed as an infinite product

n 1
Zpr(”)q = H m

n>0 keN"

This product is in fact the key to the recent work of Romik [22], who also pursued a probabilistic
perspective and proved an asymptotic formula for pa(n), the number of n-dimensional representa-
tions of sl3(n), undertaking a deep study of the Witten zeta function ) n2 az(n)”* in the processE
Work by Brindle, Franke, and two of the authors then extended Romik’s asymptotic to a general
family of enumeration functions generated by infinite products [8] (see also [9]).

In this paper, we view the X} as random variables on the set of all finite-dimensional represen-
tations, and our goal is to understand the n — oo asymptotic distributions of various statistics
built out of the X if the representation is sampled with P, (so that the X} are subject to the
constraint (.2)). One can ask, for example, among the irreducible representations occurring in the
decomposition of an n-dimensional representation, what is the largest dimension, or what is the
maximum height (see Subsection [6.2]), or how many irreducible representations occur, as n — oo.
All of these statistics may be simply described in terms of the multiplicities Xg, and we develop a
general method to derive distributions for such statistics.

If = 1, then we have a;(k) = k, and a random n-dimensional representation of sla(C) corre-
sponds to an integer partition of n, in which the part k& occurs with multiplicity Xj. Statistics for
partitions of n under the uniform measure were well-studied over the previous century by Erdés,
Lehner, Szalay, Turdn, and many others [13] 14, 24], 25, 26] 27]. The work of Fristedt [17] and its
further developments by Pittel [2I] then marked a significant advance in the toolkit for studying
such statistics. In Table [LT] we provide a summary of such distributions derived in [11, 13} 17],
where we show the name of each statistic, its description in terms of the multiplicities X, the
normalization taken to obtain a non-trivial distribution, and a description of the distribution along
with the reference proving this distribution. Here, we define

A= ? and  fi(t):=—log(1—¢e7"). (1.3)

Moreover, in the column “distribution”, cdf means the cummulative distribution function and the
notation g(t)5 f(t) means convergence in probability that is uniform in ¢ > 7 for any n > 0.

name description in normalization distribution Theorem
terms of X,
multiplicity of X}, with ko S
a small part b = 0 (/) R cdf: 1 —e [I7, Thm. 2.1]
joint multiplicities | (Xk)k<t, with < k. : _ o~k
o ool ot . 0<n%> - \/ﬁX’“)ksm cdf: kg (1—e*) | [I7, Thm. 2.2]
L Y1—A\/ﬁlog(A\/ﬁ) . e @ s
largest part Y= )1‘&2;}6(14;) n cdf: e [13, Thm. 1.1]
P
shape Plt) = o X A\/ﬁgp(ﬁt) Aﬁ@(ﬁ)% A0 | I Thm. 1]
total number o N—Ay/nlog(Ay/n) R
of parts N =3 Xk An cdf: e [13] Thm. 1.1]

TABLE 1.1. Distributions for partitions

2As a general reference for zeta functions of root systems, we refer the reader to [19].
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To describe Fristedt’s methodology in more detail, the striking point here is a statistical mechanics-
type approach to the problem, where one views the set of partitions as the state space of a physical
system with the size of a partition corresponding to its energy. From this point of view, the uniform
measure on partitions of a given size corresponds to a microcanonical ensemble on the said physical
system. A phenomenon well-known to physicists as equivalence of ensembles then states that in the
thermodynamic limit the microcanonical ensemble coincides with the so-called canonical ensemble,
where temperature instead of energy is held fixed. For partitions, this means allowing the size of
a partition to vary with a Boltzmann distribution that identifies partition sizes with energy. Cru-
cially, the multiplicities X} become independent under the Boltzmann model, which makes it much
simpler to work with than the unwieldy uniform measure. Fristedt then proved the equivalence of
ensembles in this setup for a wide range of statistics, which allows identifying distributions deduced
from the Boltzmann model with those obtained from the uniform measure under the limit n — oc.
This techniqwﬁ has since become ubiquitous in analytic combinatorics more broadly [11 2} [12].

We adopt the same approach here by viewing finite-dimensional representations of sl,.;1(C) as
physical states (the dimension of a representation giving its energy) and introduce the corresponding
Boltzmann model, which is a probability measure (), on all finite-dimensional representations,
defined as follows. For ¢ € (0,1) and a finite-dimensional sl 11 (C)-representation p, define

Qulp) =™ TT (1-a"®). (1.4)

keN"

To relate @, to P,, we first choose ¢ = ¢, to maximize the probability, Q,(dim = n), that we
sample a representation of dimension n. In Proposition [4.3] we show that

qn=¢€""" ,  where s, <n rr+3), (1.5)
Then Proposition 4] which we refer to as equivalence of ensembles, roughly states that if ¢ = gy,
many limiting distributions under @, and P, coincide. More precisely, we prove equivalence of
ensembles for statistics that depend only on Xj with k very small or k very large in an appropriately
defined sense (see Corollary [4.5]). We then utilize this equivalence to solve our questions through
a Boltzmann model and then transfer the results to our original questions holding the dimension
fixed as in (L2]). For some statistics, however, such as the shape or the total number of irreducible
representations, we must deal with X involving k in the middle range not covered by this result. In
this case we employ what we call the rare events lemma (Lemma [4.0]), which states that all events
with “small enough” probability under the Boltzmann model have zero limiting probability under
the uniform measure. So as long as the nontrivial contributions of X with k in the aforementioned
middle range constitute such rare events, one can remove such contributions and again use the
equivalence of ensembles stated above. Compared to the case of partitions, a technical challenge
in the case of sl,;(C)-representations arises from the need to estimate sparse multi-sums and
products. For example, we use Weyl differencing in an inductive fashion to handle such estimations
and prove Proposition 141

Remark. The parameter T := —@ is the temperature of the given Boltzmann model. So the

relation (LB]) ensuring the equivalence of ensembles corresponds to the physical equation of state
r+3
E =< T71 between the temperature T and energy E :=n.
Our results are summarized in Table[[L2] where we list the theorem number containing the precise

statement. In the column “distribution”, mgf means the moment generating function (i.e., F(e"X)
for a random variable X) and the notation g(t)5 f(t) denotes convergence in probability that is

3This is also referred to as a conditioning device. A similar method is poissonization (see [23]).
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uniform on any set of the form [n,c0)” for n > 0. Here, for t € (0,00)", we extend equation (L3])

and defind} @)
e 1Y

£i(t) = / . 1.6

O iy e T o

The sequence s, is as in Proposition [4.3] and the constants in the column “normalization” are

_r(r'+1) r— 1 20 _r(r'+1)
D] .__ —r —r T D] .__
i, (hom ) = g o (g (s27)) 1o (257 ) ) P o=
| _rkl _r-i -1 rl _r£l _r-l
H . _ I G A _ T [H] . v
ay' = s 2 an <(r—1)! . log(ay,) |, by = 5 5n 2 a, T,
where
_r+1
Cy:= /yeR;O dy and o, :=I(r+ 1)log<2f(r)sn 2 > (1.7)
a(y)<1

Finally, the height of the representation is defined as the largest value of height among its weights
(measured through the inner product with the Weyl vector). To display this in Table [[.21 we define
the vector 1:=(1,1,...,1) and

1 1 :
L(k) = 3 Z (ke +kepr + ...+ k) = 52](7“ +1—5)k;. (1.8)
1<e<j<r J=1
name description in normalization distribution Theorem
terms of X
multiplicity of .
a small irreducible X, with a(spkn) Xk cdf: 1 —e® BT (1)
. a(spkn) = o(1) "
representation
joint multiplicities (Xe)wer, VZ:EEU
of small irreducible | a(s,k) = ol s," ™ ) (a(snk) Xk)per, | cdf: H (1—e™) | BEI(2)
representations for k € I, kel,
largest dimension D]
among irreducible D := max(a(k)) D R cdf: e=¢"
. X>0 by
representations
- — H—a}" et -
height H .= )rggé(L(k -1)) b[n’['l” cdf: e=°
_ . P
shape p(t) = ZII:%I\Z" Xk s (s, 't) shp(sy't) = fr(t) [Z.2]
2t
tot.al number of (1) ‘. 1
1rredu01b.le N =3 pen Xk sp 2 N mgr: H 1— wa(k)"! 4
representations keN”

TABLE 1.2. Main results

Remark. Integer partitions can be represented visually by their Young/Ferrer’s diagrams, where
each part corresponds to a row of cells. A new partition is obtained by taking the columns as parts.
This involution swaps the largest part with the number of parts, which is why these rows in Table 1.1
have the same distribution. In our case, sl,11(C)-representations for r > 2 lack such an involution,
so we obtain the three distinct distributions in Table[I.2 for the height, largest dimension, and total
number of irreducible representations, which reduce to either one of these quantities for r = 1.

4Throughout we denote dy := dyi1 - - - dyr.



We also prove the following auxiliary asymptotic for the partial sums of the number of irreducible
representations of a given dimension defined as

R, (z) := Z or(m) where o,(m) := #{k € N" : a(k) = m}.

m<x

Proposition 1.1. For r € N and z > 0 we have
2 2(r—1)
R.(z) = Crx™1 + O, <a: 72 > .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we prove Proposition [Tl In Section [l and the
accompanying Appendix [Al we give some elementary results on how the dimensions of irreducible
representations a(k) distribute themselves over circles of varying size using Weyl differencing. These
are then used as minor arc bounds in Section @ where we introduce the Boltzmann model, its basic
properties, and prove equivalence of ensembles (Proposition 4] employing the Circle Method.
Equivalence of ensembles is the essential tool that we employ in subsequent sections to allow
transfer of distributions from the Boltzmann model to the uniform measure. We use this and prove
our first main result on the distribution of the multiplicities for small irreducible representations in
Section Bl In Section [6 we show the distribution for the maximum dimension and height. Then in
Section [7, we prove distributions for the total number of irreducible representations and the shape.
Finally in Section B, we collect some open problems and avenues for further exploration.
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2. THE AVERAGE NUMBER OF IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATIONS OF DIMENSION LESS THAN z

We begin by proving Proposition [T a preliminary result that gives an asymptotic expansion
for the average number of irreducible representations of dimension less than x. For this purpose,
we introduce in this section the polynomial

he(k) = J[ (et +k),
1<e<j<r
which is homogeneous of degree @ and which up to the constant factor ¢, gives the dimension
of the irreducible representation pg as in ([II). We start with a technical lemma.
Lemma 2.1. For integers r > 2 and 1 <a <r and y = (y1,...,yr) € RS, we have
r(r—1)

he() ™ > ya * hroa(va)"
where yg € R;_Ol is the vector y with y, omitted ]

Proof. We start by writing

()= [I wes and heatwa)= [ wes I] wes I e

1<e<j<r 1<i<j<a  a<t<j<r  1<t<a<j<r

SNote that both sides of the proposed inequality are homogeneous polynomials of degree 2(r+)r(r—1).
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where
Yoj =Ye+yYes1+...+y; and Yo i=yr+ ..+ Ya—1 + Yag1 ..+ Y5
By dropping the term y, we have y,; > yy ; for any 1 < ¢ < a < j < r, which then leads to
he(¥) = Yalhr1(wa) [] vea [] vas-
1<t<a a<j<r
So the lemma statement follows if we can prove that
(7’—1)(7’—2)
I viit 11 vi' = we he—1(ys)- (2.9)
1<t<a a<j<r

As above we can drop terms and bound

a—1
y;;lzyg;“ya 1Hyg] forany 1 </ < a and ya] _yaj yg J H ye; for any a < j <.
7=t l=a+1

Combining these two facts we find

H ygal H ya,] _yt%(a Dle- 2)+%( rratrmel) H Y5 H Yu,j H Yt,aYa,j

1<t<a a<j<r 1<t<j<a a<t<j<r 1<l<a<j<r

including the edge cases a = 1 and a = r. Noting that the terms in the final product can be
bounded as Y¢ qYa,; > Yale,j, the 1nequahty 29)) follows. O

Our next task is to use Lemma [2.1] to bound (and show the convergence of) certain integrals
that appear in estimating the average number of irreducible representations.

Lemma 2.2. Fore>0,r €N, and1 < a <r, we have

1
Ir — /yeR;o dy < 0 and Ifna’g = /yeRgo dy L €r.

hr(y)<1
h <1 r(Y)<S
r< Ya<e

Proof. The lemma statement trivially holds for » = 1 and we apply induction for r > 2. To check
the convergence of the improper integral I., we need to check that the boundary contributions as
Yo — 0T are ﬁmteﬁ This is in turn assured by our claim for I, ., which we prove next. For this
purpose, we use Lemma [2.T] to enlarge the integration region and get the upper bound

Ir,a,e S/ €RT ), ya<e dy

r—1
2

hr—1(¥2)<ya

_1
Since h,—1(yz) is homogeneous of degree T(TQ_ 1), we can rescale the vector y; as y; — v, "yg to

find I 40 < rl,_ier. O

Remark. Since a(k) = Lh,.(k), the constant C, defined in (LT) satisfies

Cr

2

C, = ILei™ < oo (2.10)
Next we use Lemma to find bounds on the number of lattice points bounded by h,..
Lemma 2.3. Forr € N and x € Ry we have
2(r 1)
S 1=Lat 4o, ( )
keN"
hr(k)<z

6Note that A, (y) tends to zero near those boundaries, so the integration region is tending to infinity.
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Proof. Note that h,(y) is nondecreasing in each of its variables since we have a polynomial with
nonnegative coefficients, so we have

/yeRgl dy < Z I< /yeR;O dy.

hr(y)< keN" h <
r(y),x hr(k)gz‘ r(y)fx

Combining these two bounds and recalling that h, is a homogeneous of degree L;D, we find

T
2 2 2
== — En| i =g 0+
0 < xrit /yeR;O dy E 1< grit 51L€R907 hr(y)gld"y with e(z) == 0D,
a=

hr(y)<1 hrk(%?;x ya<e(x)
The result then follows by Lemma O

We are now ready to prove Proposition [I.1]

Proof of Proposition [I.1. With R,(z)= Z 1, the result follows from (Z.I0) and Lemma 23 O

keN"
hr(k)<crx

3. IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATION DIMENSIONS ON A CIRCLE

In Section [4], we establish equivalence of ensembles using the Circle Method. Our goal in this
section is to establish the lower bounds we use in our minor arc estimates through an inductive
application of Weyl differencing type arguments. We state these results separately as preliminary
facts on the distribution of the numbers a,(k) on a circle[]

Our arguments are based on the point that the polynomial a,(k) satisfies

ar(kj):m H (k’j—l-...-Fk’T),

!
1<j<r

where, as in Section 2] we write y; € ]R;Bl for the vector y with y, omitted. Note that the second
factor above includes all the terms that contain k,.. In particular, in terms of the indeterminate &,
this is a polynomial of degree r with the leading coefficient ar%,(k?) and this is what leads to our

inductive step. To extract this leading coefficient, we define the finite difference operator

An(f(k)) = fkw kr + h) — f(ke k)

so that
A7) = S (1) Flkssbo ) and 8o (k) = s A
m=0
Proposition 3.1. Let r € N>p, 0 < e < 3%, and v, = T(T;'D. Then for any integer N > 4 and

any real 0 with eN7"" < 0 < % we have

T

#{keAy,:27"e <{fa,(k)} <1—-2""e} > TR

where
Ay, ={ke€Z:N<kj<(j+2)N forje{l,2,...,r}}.

Since we apply induction over the rank r, we restore the subscript in a,(k) within this section.
7



Proof. We apply induction over r. The base case r = 2 is the content of Lemma [A5l So let r > 3
and assume that the proposition statement holds if 7 is replaced with » — 1. Our goal is to prove
the proposition statement for two separate ranges, namely e N /-1 < § < % and eN77 <0< ﬁ
with the latter equivalent to eN7¥ -1 < N"9 < % because v, = v,._1 + r. Note that with r > 3,
these two ranges cover the entire interval assumed in the propositionﬁ

So we first assume that eN7/r-1 < 6 < % and focus on the subrange N < k, < (r + 2)N to
rewrite such k, uniquely as

kr =N+ (r+1)¢+m with¢e{0,1,...,N—1} and m € {0,1,...,r}.
This allows us to lower bound # {k € An,: 27" < {fa,(k)} <1—27"¢} by
#{kr € Anyr—1,0€{0,... N —1}: 27" < {ba,(ks, N + (r+ 1) +m)} <1—27"¢
for at least one m € {0,...,r}}. (3.11)
Next note that for any ks € Ay ,—1 and £ € {0,..., N — 1}, if we have
27t < {OAT(ar(ki, N+ (r+1)0)} <1 —2"""1¢,
then we find
27"e < {fa,(kz, N + (r+ 1) +m)} < 1 —2""¢ for at least one m € {0,...,r}.

This is because the numbers fa, (k7 N + (r + 1)¢ + m) can not be all close to integers if the finite
difference they sum up to is not close to an integer. This fact allows us to place a further lower

bound on (B.II]) as
#{kr € Any—1,0€{0,...,N —1}: 27" e <{OA] (ar(ks, N + (r +1)0))} <1—2"""1c}.
Since Al (a, (k7 N + (r + 1){)) = a,_1(k7) with no (-dependence, this equals
N #{kr € Any—1:27"1e < {ba,—1(kr)} <1 —27""1e}

and we use the inductive hypothesis to confirm the proposition statement. The argument in the
other range eN -t < N"0 < % is similar: We use Af;, which extracts the factor of ar—1 (k)
needed in the inductive step while also producing the N” factor appearing in the range of 6. [

We state the version that we employ in Section [ as a corollary.
Corollary 3.2. Let r€N>9 and 0<e < 3—12 For any N €N>4 and 0 €R with €N_V"§9§% we have
20—
2 r
Z sin2(770ar(k:)) > CyeN"  with C, . := s1n(3727rs)
kEAN,T-
4. THE BOLTZMANN MODEL

4.1. Basic properties. Recall the definition of the Boltzmann model in (I4]). The following
proposition lists some useful properties; its proof is elementary and is omitted.

Proposition 4.1. For any q € (0,1), the following properties of the Boltzmann model hold.

(1) We have that Qq is a probability measure on the set of all finite-dimensional s, (C)-representations

including the “empty representation” of dimension zero.
(2) The Xj are independent under Q. Moreover, they are geometrically distributed:

QX =10) = glk) (1 — q“(k)> ,  where £ € Ny.

8Note that this statement does not hold for r = 2, which is why we start with the base case r = 2 instead of r = 1.
8



(3) If conditioned on the event dim = n, then Qg agrees with the uniform measure. That is,
Qq(-|dim = n) = P,(-).

Remark. By Proposition [{.1] the probability space of finite-dimensional representations is equiva-
lent to the space generated by sequences (Xg)genr of independent random variables with densities
as above and such that all but finitely many of the Xg are zero. In fact, the two are still equivalent
without the assumption that finitely many X are non-zero. This follows because the probability of
the latter event is 0; that is, for any q € (0,1) and any infinite set {k;};>1 C N", we have

Qq(Xg; >0 for j > 1) =0.
The proof of this fact is a straightforward application of the Borel-Cantelli Lemmoa.

Let E; and Var, denote the expectation and variance operators under ¢),. We choose ¢ = ¢, to
satisfy the saddle-point equation, which we write below in two equivalent forms.

Proposition 4.2. For n € N, there ezists a unique q, € (0,1) satisfying the equivalent equations:

Qq,(dim =n) = sup Qu(dim=n) < E, (dim)=mn.
q€(0,1)

Proof. By definition of the Boltzmann model, we have
-1 -1
Qq,(dim =n) = sup Q4(dim=n) < ¢," H (1 —qfl(k)) = inf ¢" H (1 —q“(k)) .
q€(0,1) keNT €O Lo
The g-series [y (1 — ¢®®))~1 has non-negative coefficients, so g — ¢~ " [een-(1 — g®FN) =1 s
convex for ¢ € (0,1) by [16, p. 550, VIIL.4], and tends to oo as ¢ — 0T and as ¢ — 17, so has a

unique minimum, at g, say. A straightfoward calculation, taking the logarithmic derivative of the
product and noting that

k)
: a(k)gn
EQn (dlm) = Z a(k) )
kenr 1 — an
gives the claimed equivalent forms of the above equation in the proposition. O

Next we give asymptotic estimates for the saddle point ¢, and the variance

2 a(k)
o2 := Var,, (dim) = Z Lq"z.
keNr (1 — qz(k))

r(r+1)

Proposition 4.3. Let g, be as in Proposition[{.2, define s, € Rso by ¢, =: exp(—sn > ), and let

2
—at) \ T 2 —a(t)
€= / M—(t)dt » Crver ::/ — @t Drar = C?ﬁ)‘
[0,00)r 1 —€7¢ 10,00)" (1 —e—a(®) AG

Then the involved integrals converge and we have the following asymptotic estimates:
(1) For the saddle-point, or equivalently the energy—temperature relation for the Boltzmann model,

2
Sn = Crn_ﬁ <1 + O(n_m>> .

we have

2

n’

1 2(r+2) 2
ng = Cﬁvarsr_LT(H_z) <1 +0 <37TL>> = Dr,varn ’"13 <1 + 0 <n ’"2("+3)>> .

9
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(3) We have the third moment estimate

Z a(k:)?’qg(k) _ O<ST_L r'(3;+5)> ‘

keNr (1 — qz(k)>3

Remark. Note that for r = 2 we have

—log(qn) = 83 = Con™5 <1+O(n 10)).

This is consistent with [22, Lemma 8.1], which states that —log(q,) = aln_% - agn_% +

Proof of Proposition [{.3. Using the characterization of ¢, € (0,1) in Proposition and the fact

r(r+1)
2

that a(t) is a degree homogeneous polynomial, we have

-y a(k)gn® T T a(spk)enk)

a(k) — 7" — o—a(snk) Sn-
kenr 1 —an keNr 1—e
The above implies that lim,,_.~ ¢, = 1 and thus lim,,_,~ s, = 0. The function ¢ — =7 I8 positive

for t > 0, is O(1) as t — 07, and has exponential decay as t — co. So by Lemma- we have

t —a(t) t —t
/ %dt < E sup ( € —t> / — dy < oo (4.12)
0,00y 1 —€ rSotelk b\ — € hoy) 2t

and the leftmost integral converges. Since a(t) has positive coefficients and ¢ - == is decreasing,
the integral comparison criterion gives

—a(t) —a(snk) —a(t)
/ a(t)e dt < Z a(spk)e o S/ a(t)e dt
[$n, (0,00

OO)T 1 - e_a(t) kcNT 1 - e—a(snk) )7‘ 1 — e—ll(t)
and hence
a(t)e=*® a(Snk)e a(snk) " Je—a(®) )
< 1 _ o—alt) - — < N\ -
0_/[000)7.1_e—a(t)dt Z 1_ea 5p < /ERgol—e a(t)dt<<s”‘
’ keNr oz, 2

Here the last bound again follows from Lemma and dividing the integration region to the
k <a(y) <k+1 regions as in (£12]). Thus,

_r(r+3) —a(t) 1
n==s, 2 / G(Ldt + O| s,
0,00 1 — e~

and part (1) of the proposition follows. The proofs of parts (2) and (3) are similar. O

4.2. Equivalence of ensembles. For probability measures p1, o on Nd with d € NU {oc0} and
events from the power setE define the total variation metric

drv(p1, p2) == sup |u1(B) — p2(B)|.
BcNd

In order for distributions under the Boltzmann model to coincide with those under P, we use the

following transfer principle.

9Here Ng° denotes the set of sequences in Ng, where all but finitely many entries are zero.
10



Proposition 4.4. Let Xj, := (Xg)yc; , where I, C N is such that

Varg, Z a(k)Xy | =o(o2). (4.13)
kel,

Then the probability measures Qqn(XI_nl) and Py, (Xl_nl) on Ng” with d,, := |I,| satisfy
lim_ drv(Qq(X11) , Pu(X7))) = 0. (4.14)

Moreover, we have
1

V2m02

Proof. Following [17, Lemma 4.2], to prove (4.14]) it suffices to find a sequence of sets B,,C Ng” with
lim Q. (X, € By) =1, (4.16)
n—o0

Qq, (dim =n) ~ (4.15)

and, uniformly for x,, € B,,

. Qg (dim =n|X;, =x,)
lim -
T Q, [@im =)

=1, (4.17)
because for any B C Ng" one has the bound

< Q. (X1, € BY) + Z Qq, (X1, =)
wEBn

1 Qq, (dim = n| X, =x)
Qq,, (dim = n) '

Our goal is to show that these two properties hold with the sets

By, = { (zg)ker, € Ng” |\ By, Z a(k) Xy | — Z a(k)rg| <cp o,
kel, kel,

where ¢, is an additional sequence of positive numbers chosen, using equation (£13]), to satisfy

opn 9 < ¢, =o0(o,) and Varg, Z a(k)Xy | =o(c}). (4.18)
kel,

Here, (4.16]) follows immediately from Chebyshev’s inequality and (4.I8]) as

Qg (X1, € BE) < ¢,? Vary, Z a(k) Xk | =o(1).
kely

We prove (@I7) by using the Circle Method, as in [6][1] Beginning with the numerator, we rewritd"]
Q%L(dim =n, XIn = ZU) _ Q%L(dim =n, XIn = w)
Qq, (X1, = ) [Ty, ga®e <1 _ qz(k)> ’

Qq, (dim = n| X, =) = (4.19)

10Alternatively, it could be proved via Fourier inversion of characteristic functions as in [I7], but the computations
are more or less equivalent.
Uyor ease of notation, we drop the dependence of @, on n until the very end of the proof.
11



where in the last line we use Proposition [4.1] (2). Continuing with the numerator, we have

Qq(dim = n, Xy, = @) =g [T (1-a2™) # {p: dim(p) = n and X(p) =z for k € I,}

keN”
=q 1 — ¢2®)) coeff Wi~ 1 — w®) - , (4.20)
L () eontny TT (1)

where here and throughout we write xy := >, c; a(k)rg. Using (AI9) and (@20), a short calcu-
lation using Cauchy’s integral formula with a circle of radius g, gives

Q, (dim = n| X, = @) = / * exp(Fy(27i0)) db), (4.21)

N[

where

_ L a(k) a(k)z

1—qgn e

Fn(Z) = —(Tl — IIZ‘E)Z — E LOg <W> .
—4q

kENT\I,, n
Note that F,,(0) = 0 and we have
/ a(k)qg(k) 1 2 2
F(0) = x5 — Z ) = O(cp,) and F,(0) = o, — Varg, Z a(k)Xg | ~ oy,
kcl, + — dn kel,

where we use that & € B, for the first estimate and equation (£I8]) for the second. We also define

(27i6)?

Gu(0) = F(2mif) — F,(0)2mif — F/(0)~—

so that

a(k) : a(k) 9 a(k)
1—qp 2mifa(k)qy, 2mha(k n

Gn(0) = E Log - kq ' _ ( a)i 4 ( (k))“q 2
1— qn( )627r20a(k) 1— qn( ) 9 (1 B qg(k)>

keNT\I,,
Then by [6, Lemma 2.2] and Proposition [£3] for n € N and 6 € R we have

k)3 Z(k) s
L‘]gye\?’ < n' 9P, (4.22)

1Gn(0)] <

_r+l
We want to use the above Taylor approximation on a major arc |6| < 6, with 6g ,, := en” 7+ for

appropriately small and fixed 0 < & < 3% that we determine below. We start with

GO,n 1 Bneo,n _ 2 i 0
/ exp (F,(2mi0)) df = — / ¢~ i 0+Gn (55) 4o (4.23)
_GO,n /Bn _Bne(),n

where
1 - 0<C—"> and B, == \/2rF/(0) ~ \/2702
n 1= = = .
/2w F/(0) On " "
We claim that the integral on the right-hand side of ([£.23]) tends to one uniformly in . Note that
the x-dependence here is only through the parameter 7, (via zy). To prove this, we first note that
for 0 € [—5n00.n, Bnbon] we can use the bound ([.22)) to find (for some constant C' > 0)

r+5 3 3r4+5
exp <Gn <5£>>‘ < exp <Cn% |Z—|3> < exp <Cni++3 950—’2"92> .
12




According to Proposition [£.3] we have
3r+5 90 Ce
Cn r+3 2"~7asn—>oo
n 27Dr,var

and hence we can choose and fix ¢ sufficiently small to satisfy

fe(£)

At this point we define 7, := , /72, which Satlsﬁes lim,, o v, = 00 by ([EI8). Moreover Y < Brbon

for n sufficiently large, because Y < n6<r+3> by 4I8) and 5,00, = N by Proposition 43l
Restricting our attention to such n, we use the inequality (4.24]) and bound

702271 0+Gr  _xe?
/ e Tt i+ ( >d9 / e 2 db.
’Y7LS‘6|SB7L00,TL n

The right-hand side (which is independent of x) tends to zero because 7, — co. We also note that
for 10| < 7, we have

2

<e"T  for 0 € [~Bubon, Bubon)- (4.24)

\nne\:0< C—"):o(l) so that |20 1] < [
g

n Un

This yields the bound, again with the inequality (&24]),

[’ . n6?
/ e—7r92+Gn(5—n) (627r21’]n9 o 1) df| <« /C_n / 6_%d9 = 0(1)
61<n on R

Therefore, we have

/ Pl —aos2min,0+Gn (L) 45 _ / e an () ap o(1),

_Bneo,n —Tn
with the part dropped tending to zero uniformly in @ € B,,. For the remaining (z-independent)
integral, note that for 6 € [—v,,y,] we have

o (3)

Since 7, tends to infinity, this then yields the pointwise limit, for § € R,

lim <€_7r€ +Gn<6n)x[_'}’ny'}/n](9)> = 6_7702.

1
3r+5 N, 2r+6 1
< Cn r+3 ﬁ N8 —ge =n 2F6,
ﬁn n r+3

n—o0

02
Since the integrand is also bounded by e~"% thanks to (#£24), we can use the Dominated Conver-
gence Theorem and find that the major arc contribution (£.23]) yields, uniformly in « € B,

90 n
lim <\/27102 exp (F, 27119))d9> =1 (4.25)

n—oo 90
n

Next we discuss the contributions from the minor arc 6y, < 0] < % We start with the expression

a(k)m
lexp (Fy,(27i0))| = exp | —2 Z n sin? (ra(k)m#) | ,
kENT\In m
m>1

where the right-hand side is x-independent. First we show that #1, is small in a certain sense,
so that we may remove the exclusion of I,, in the sum without paying a large price in appropriate
13



2
windows for k. Let N := [n+3] and let Ay, be as in Proposition B.Il For k € Ay, we have
2
k; < n 9 < s-1 by Proposition B3] so that a(s,k) < 1 in this range. Thus,

a(k)2q3(k) )
Va‘rqu Z a(k:)Xk: > Z ﬁ = S_T(T—i_ )#(In N ANﬂn).
kel, kel,NAy,, (1 — qfi( )>

Then thanks to the condition (£I3]) that we assume on I,, and Proposition [£3] we find
#I,NAN,y) = 0<nr_i3) .
This leads to the bound
a(k)m
Z sin? (ra(k)m) > Z ¢**) sin? (7 Z ¢“®) sin? (ra(k)0) —i—o(nr_iB).

m
keN"\1I, keAn,\In kEAN,,
m>1

Using that a(s,k) < 1 on Ay, we have

Z ¢“®) sin? (ma(k)0) > Z sin? (ra(k)6) .
kEAN’T kEAN’T

r+1 _r(r+1)

Since 6y, =en 73 >N~ 2, we can then use Corollary for n sufficiently large to find

B 2
E ¢“®) sin? (ra(k)0) > nr+s.
kEAN,T-

So for n sufficiently large we find (with some constant D > 0 depending on r and ¢)

/0 et exp (F,,(2mi0)) df| < exp(—DnT%i%) (4.26)
0,n

and the minor arc contribution is exponentially small compared to the major arc contribution.
Inserting the major arc (£.25]) and minor arc (4.26)) contributions in equation (£.21]) we obtain

lim (\/2710 Qq, (dim = n| X, = wn)) =1

n—oo

uniformly in @, € B,. Employing this result together with the case I, = () implies the property
(£I7), which then finishes the proof of equation (£I4]). The case I,, = () also establishes (£15). O

Remark. Let g, be as in Proposition and Dy yar as in Proposition [{.3. Using Proposition
and recalling the definition of Qq, (dim = n), one obtains the following asymptotic for p,(n), the
number of n-dimensional sl,11(C)-representations, in terms of qn:

_r+2

n r+3
pr(n) ~ %_"H (1—q )
" rvar kENT "

If q,, is computed to enough accuracy, then the above may be improved to an asymptotic formula
that generalizes Romik’s asymptotic formula for r = 2 in [22]. As this would likely require a more
careful study of the Witten zeta functions or more terms in the expansion in Proposition [I.1], we
leave this as an open problem.

The following corollary to Proposition [£4] gives simple criteria for equivalence of ensembles of
the random variables we consider in subsequent sections.

Corollary 4.5. Let X, := (Xk)keln’ where we allow the index set I, to change with n. Suppose
that at least one of the following four conditions hold:
14



]
]

=o0(1) as n — oo,
infger, a(spk) — 0o as n — oo.
Then we have

)
2] ]

, where snk][-2 — 0 for some j,

1 .
, where snk‘][- — 0o for some j,

. -1 -1
Jim dry (Qq. (X1.1), Pu(X 1)) = 0.
Proof. Using Proposition .3l and the fact that a(t) has positive coefficients, we have

a(k)

2 2 _,—a(t)

0,2 Varg,| D a(k) Xy | <) MSZ = / sza(tmupkez a(snk) At
kel, kel, <1 - qfl(k)) [0,00)7 (1 - e_a(t)) !

If (3) holds, then the integrand tends pointwise to zero. The integrand is dominated by the same

function without the indicator function, which is integrable by Proposition 43l So the integral

tends to zero by the Dominated Convergence Theorem and the conclusion of the corollary follows

from Proposition [£4l The proofs for the other cases are analogous. O

In practice, statistics of interest may depend on subsets I, that do not satisfy the above condition,
and so Corollary may not be readily applied. In fact, this is true for several random variables
in Table In such cases, we use Corollary and the following “rare events lemma” in tandem.

_r(r+2)
Lemma 4.6 (Rare events lemma). Suppose that an event A, is such that s, * Qg,(An) = o(1)
as n — co. Then we have lim,, o P,(A4,) = 0.

Remark. Clearly the conclusion of the lemma follows in the case that the event A, has exponen-
tially small probability under the Boltzmann model - i.e., Qq,(A,) < e’ for some 6 > 0 and n
sufficiently large.

Proof of Lemma [{.6, We have

- Qg,,(An, dim = n) Qq, (An) _rr42)
Pn An = An = = = s < -~ = Sp, 2 An )
(An) Qqn( |dim = n) Qqn (dim = n) Qan (dim = n) S Qqn( )
where the last part follows from Proposition [£.3] and Proposition [4.4] 0

5. MULTIPLICITIES OF SMALL IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATIONS

We start our discussion of the results from Table with the distribution of the multiplicities of
irreducible representations of small dimension. As in the case of partitions studied in [I7, Theorems
2.1 and 2.2], note that the joint distribution holds in a shorter range, compared to the distribution
of a single multiplicity.

Theorem 5.1.
(1) Suppose that k, € N" may depend on n as long as a(spky) = o(1). Then for x € [0, 00),
lim P,(a(spkn)Xk, <z)=1—€"".
n—oo
(2) Let Ky == (Kn,1,---,knyr) € N be a sequence of vectors with nondecreasing components such

r(r+1)

that a(spkn) = o(sn™"* ). Then for any set of g € [0,00) with k € [[;_;[1,sup, (kn,5)],

T Kn,1 Kn,r
nh_)ngo P, | a(spk) Xk < x for all k € 1_[1 1, kn;] | = nh_)ﬂ;o kH kH (1 — e—ﬂvk) .
Jj= 1=1 r=1

15



Proof. (1) The claim follows immediately from Corollary L5 (3) and Proposition 1] (2).
(2) Note that s, — 0, so Corollary {5l (3) applies and we have (with I, := [];_; [1, fn,5])

lim (P, (a(spk)Xk < xp for all k € I,) — Qq, (a(snk) Xk <z, for all k € 1,,)) = 0. (5.27)

n—oo

Using the independence and distributions of X} from Proposition F] (2), we have
Qq.(a(snk) X < zp forall k€ L) = [ (1— e +en(k)),
kel,
where the error terms satisfy 0 < ¢, (k) < a(s,k). We now use that, for any 0 < a; <1 and 0 < by,

ﬁajéﬁ(aj—Fb Sﬁ ﬁ1+b —1<1_[a]+eZ -1
=1 =1 =1 g=1 7=l

so that

Qg (a(snk) X <z for all k € I,) H 1—em 4+ O | exp Za(snk) -1
el kely

For the sum in the exponential we have

r(r+1) a(nn) r(r4+1)

S alsuk) < sn ? ngr<m>=0(sn2 alrn >1+ril),

kel, m=1

where the final step follows from Abel partial summation and Proposition [[LIl This result is then
o(1) by the assumption on a(s,ky). Thus we have

Kn,1 Kn,r

= 1 — e Tk

nh_)rrolo Qg (a(spk) X < xp for all k € I,) = nh_rgo knl knl(l e k)
1= r=

with the limit on the right hand side converging thanks to the assumption that the components of &,
are nondecreasing in n. Using this result with equation (5.27)), the theorem statement follows. [

6. MAXIMUM DIMENSION AND HEIGHT

6.1. Maximum dimension. Next, we prove the distribution for the largest dimension among all
irreducible representations occurring in the decomposition. Recall that this is D = maxy, >o(a(k)).

Theorem 6.1. For any x € R we have

r(r+1) _ .
lim pn<sn =D~ log (5,7) + 1 o (s (5,7)) - 1og<221> <x>:e—e .

n—o0

—e T

Proof. The theorem statement can be written as lim, oo P, (D < {5 ,) =€ , where

T1> + x) and wy, :=log(s,").

—_r(r+l) r—1 2C,
lpp = 8n 2 (wn T log(wy,) + log (r n

From now on we restrict our attention to n sufficiently large, where w, > 0 and ¢, > 0. First
note that the event D </, ,, can be equivalently written as

Xp=0 forallkel,:={keN": a(k) > l,,}

and can be studied with the marginal distribution for the random variable X7, . Since we have

r(r+1)
lim <sn 2 Ex,n> = 00, (6.28)

n—00
16



the set I,, satisfies Corollary (4) and it is enough to prove the claimed limit for Qg, ad]

lim Qg (D </lpn)=e "

n—o0

(6.29)

To begin our proof, we recall the definition of D to find

im _ 1
DN RACE | —

a
p: D<lyn kent 1 —an
a(k)ggzc,n

so that
~108(Qg, (D < Lon)) = = Y. log (1-ai®).

keN”
a(k)>£m,n

Note that for a(k) > ¢, we have
r(r+1)
¢“*) < exp<—8n 2 Ex,n> )

Since t < —log(1 —t) <t +t2 for t € [0, %], by (6:28]) we use it for n sufficiently large to get

—10g(Qq, (D < lay)) = > aior(m)+0| > g2 or(m)

m>Zz,n m>£z,n

Abel partial summation gives, after some simplification,

r(r+1)

m —s, 2 0 oo el —t
Z qaror(m) = —e " Ry (Ug ) +/ roriy Bl s 2 t) e 'dt.
m>fzyn éac,nsn
Next, Proposition [[1] yields
r(r+1) 2 r(r+1
T 2 _ r+3 rr+1)
Z "oy (m) = —Cre *n é’”'"&cfnl +Cps,'T <T+—1,€w,nsn 2 >
m>£z,n
r(rt1) 2(r—1) 2 r2 49 — 9 r(r+1)
+ O <6_Sn : ér'”e;l;’;iz + Sn r F<+T7€x7n3n 2 > 5 (630)
where
o
I(a,v) ::/ tte~tdt (6.31)
v

denotes the incomplete I'-function. From [20, (8.11.2)], we have, as v — oo,
L(a,v) =e " (v* '+ (a— D" 2 +O0(v"?)). (6.32)

so in particular,
r— T 2 — r—
r T+3,fu =V (vrT 4 2 v +O<v_r2+1> , o 2 2,1) ~u e,
r+1 r+1 r2

121, fact, following our arguments, one can prove a stronger result that allows x to depend on n as well and show

—10g(Qg. (D <ty n)) =€ " (1+0(1)) +0(1l) as n — o

1 1
for any sequence of real numbers x,, such that —w; < z, < w2 for all n and that the convergence is uniform in the
sequence Tn. As in [I7], such results are required to go beyond the weak convergence that we establish here.
17



By (6:28]), we may use the above expansions in (6.30). The term on the far left in (630) cancels
with the leading term from the second contribution, and we get, after some simplification,

20, _rr+n _r—i L(TQLU . r(r+1) 2(r—1)
Z q;ngr(m) = " +7"1 Sn 2 €m7£+1€ Sn ém,n(l + 0(1)) + O e Sn Zx,n€m7;£2 )

m>Zz,n
The error term may be bounded as

r(r+1) 2(r—1) 201 2(r—1) 2(r—1)

1
e P g i emen(Lo() 5, N :e—wn(;g+o(1))w -

n I

which is o(1) because w,, tends to infinity as n — co. The leading term may be simplified to

r—1
2C _r(r+1l) _r—1 _ ﬂ;;l) B 1 2C r—1 =y
- +7”1 Sn 2 EZ‘JT‘L‘FI e Sn ém,n = e €z <1 =+ w—n <f1; + log <7., +T1> _ log(wn)>>

and it contributes as e”*(1 4 o(1)). So overall we have
Z g or(m) =e*(1+0(1)) +o(1).
m>éac,n
A similar calculation shows that

> @or(m) = o(1),

m>£z,n

thereby completing the proof of (6.29)). O

6.2. Height. We continue our discussion with the distribution of height, where we recall that the
height of a representation is given as H = maxy, >o(L(k — 1)) with L defined in (L.§). Our main
line of attack to develop a limiting probability under P, is once again proving such a limit for
Qq, and then transferring this to P, with the equivalence of ensembles. In our discussion below,
it becomes clear that irreducible representations with k of the form (k,1,...,1) or (1,...,1,k)
dominate the asymptotic behavior under @,,. So we start with a few technical lemmas that we
employ in establishing this behavior. The first of these is an easy consequence of the definition of

a(k) in (II) and of L(k) in (L8).
Lemma 6.2. Let k € N".
(1) Defining kmax := max{k}, we have
muk S 1) < b — 1 < %L(k _1).
(2) Forje {1,2,...,r}, we have a(k) > k‘?(rﬂ_j) (with the implied constant dependent on r).
Remark. If k; = max{k}, then LemmalG.2 implies that
a(k) > L(k —1)70+179), (6.33)

T

In particular, independent of the position of max{k} we overall have a(k) > L(k — 1)".
For our subsequent arguments, we need to separate the contributions of vectors k of the form
(k,1,...,1) or (k,1,...,1,2,1,...,1) and their reverse. More precisely, we partition N to
Al =NxSUS xN, Ay:=N>9xS5US2 xNsg, and A:=N"\ (A;UAy), (6.34)
where
Sy ={(1,...,1)}, Sy:={(2,1,...,1),(1,2,1,...,1),...,(1,...,1,2)} c N1,

Here we note that for vectors of the form k = (k,1,...,1), we have a(k) = w and

2L(k — 1) = (k — 1) so that a(k) ~ L(2L(k —1))" as k — oco. Similarly, for vectors of the form
18



k = (k,2,...,1) we have a(k) ~ ﬁ (2L(k —1))" as k — oo. Our next goal is to establish

a more precise lower bound for a(k) in terms of L(k — 1) that improves the constants in these
asymptotic results by a factor of 3—; and %, respectively, for vectors in A.

Lemma 6.3. There exists N, € N such that for all k € A with L(k — 1) > N, we have

a(k) > gﬁ <%L(k: - 1)>T.

Proof. If k; = max{k} with 1 < j < r, then the result follows from Lemma [6.2] and ([6.33). So
recalling the symmetry under (ki, ... ,k:r) < (kp, ..., k1), it is enough to prove the result if max{k}
is attained by k.

For notational convenience, we shift k by 1 and prove that for all k € Nj satisfying k; = max{k},

(ko,... k) ¢ {(0,...,0),(1,0,...,0),(0,1,0,...,0),...,(0,...,0,1)},
and k1 > 1 we have
3
> —. .
>3 (6.35)
Here it is useful to note that
ke+ ...+ k;
rla(k+1) = (ki + 1) (k1 +ka+2)--- (k1 + ...+ k. +71) H <1+y>. (6.36)
a<t<j<r jot+l

For the case r = 2, the inequality (6.35]) is not hard to establish for ki, ko > 2 with an explicit
computation. So we also assume r > 3 from now on and define

Km := max{ka,..., k}.

We have 1 < k,,, < kj according to our assumptions for (6.35]). With this notation, we bound L(k) as

2 1 —

-L(k)=- j 1—-9)k; <k 2k 6.37

~L(k) T;J(“F Dkj < k1412 (6.37)
To bound a(k + 1), we distinguish two cases depending on whether x,, = 1 or not.

Case 1: k,, = 1 and more than one of ko, ..., k, are equal to one. Assuming that k,, =k, =1
for some 2 < n; < ny < r we bound

kg—l—...-i-kj k’g—l—...—l—k‘n2 kg—l—...—i—kj
R IS S e g
|| <1+ y )_(1+km) || <1+ 1 || 1+ i

2<<j<r 2<t<n2 na<j<r
1 s 1
>2 [] < 7> 11 <1+,—> :2H<1+—,> =2r.
2<l<n, np —£+1 na<j<r J=1 j=1 J
With equation (6.36]), we then find rla(k + 1) > 2rk], which together with (6.37]) shows that
2k}
I(k) > ——1 .
(k) = (k1 + Tz)r

The right-hand side tends to 2 as k; — oo and hence I(k) > % for k; sufficiently large.
Case 2: 2 < Kk, < ky. Supposing that k,, is attained at position n, we bound

ket ...+ k; ke+ ...+ ky, k2+ i
1+ —-——= > 1+ —— 1 >
(5555 2 IO ) T (e = 0 ()
2<e<j<r 2<t<n n<j<r =1
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Using this in ([6.36) together with the bound (6.37)) yields

I(k) > %L ]:[1 <1 + K—”) . (6.38)

(k1 + 726m)" i J

If 2 < Kk, < 34, then we have

r—1 r—1
Km 2 r(r+1) r+1 kT
1+— | > 1+ | =—7—= dh I(k) > .
H( i '>_H< +j> g endhence I(k) = === oy

j=1 j=1

Since T’—erl > 2, the inequality (6.35]) is then satisfied in this case for k; sufficiently large.
So we finally consider the case 35 < k,,, < k1. We start by bounding (with 1 < j < r arbitrary)

ki + 12k, < \/k%+r4jmm,/1+ﬁ—.m < (k1 +r5)1/1+'€—.m,
j J

where we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the first step with x,, < k; and j < r in the second
step. We apply this bound on the r factors in the denominator of (6.38]) by employing it with each
of j €{1,2,...,7 — 2} once and twice with j = r — 1. This yields

r—2 r—2
kY 1 K k7 1 35
I(k)> —2L | = 1+ ) >t | 1+ =).
( )—(k1+7,5)7" sz:1< + j>_(/€1+7‘5)r T2j131< +j>

Since the factor in the square root is > 4 for r > 3, the inequality ([6.33]) is satisfied for ky sufficiently
large in this case as well. O

As our last preparatory step, we give bounds for vectors in Ay (see ([6.34]) for the definition).

Lemma 6.4. For any k := (k,1,...,1,2,1,...,1) or (1,...,1,2,1,...,1,k) € Ay we have
kT
k) > ———
alk) 2 7
Proof. Let k := (k,1,...,1,2,1,...,1) with k,, = 2 for some 2 < n < r; the other case follows from
the symmetry (k1,...,k.) <> (kr,...,k1). Then we have

r r 2
2Lk 1) = 23+ i)y )= S kD) L) <k -1 T

2
and ;L(k: —1)<k+r

=1

2
proving the second claim since (Tjj ) < r. The first one follows from (6.36) as in Lemma O

_rf1
We are now ready to give the height distribution with c,, = I'(r + 1) log(2I'(r)s, ? ) from (L7]).

Theorem 6.5. For any r € R we have

2 rHl - o r—1 _
<ﬁsn2 an” H — " _"1)' + . log(ay,) < x> =e €

Proof. The theorem statement can be rewritten as lim,,_,oc Pp(H < {; ) = e~ " with

- = 1og(an)>

lim P, o

n— o0

_rtl

1
Uy = gsn 2 ap <1 +I'(r)

(6.39)

an
From now on, we assume that n is sufficiently large so that «,, > 0 and ¢, , > 0. As in Theorem

[6.11 we first note that the event H < ¢, , can be equivalently written as

Xp=0 forallkel,:={keN': Lk—1)>/{,,}
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and can be studied with the marginal distribution for the random variable X, . Now recall that
a(k) > L(k —1)" by our remarks surrounding (6.33)). So for k € I,,, we have

r+1 T
a(spk) > <sn2 Ex,n> . (6.40)
Since a;, — 00 as n — 00, we have
r+1
lim <sn2 Emm) = 00. (6.41)
n—oo

So the set I, satisfies Corollary (4) and it is enough to prove the claimed limit for @, adH

lim Qq, (H < lon) = e . (6.42)
We start our discussion with
—log(Qq, (H < lyp)) = — Z 10g<1 - in(k)> .
keN”
L(k—1)>4yn
Thanks to the bound (6.40]) for the terms contributing to this sum and the limit (641]), we can
a(k)

assume that n is sufficiently large such that ¢, € [0, %] for all the terms in the sum. In particular,

recalling the inequality t < —log(1 —t) <t +t2 for t € [0, %] as remarked in the proof of Theorem
and separating the contributions from Ay, Ay, and A defined in ([6.34]), we find

“log(Qq(H <tun)) = Y a®+0| > a®+ Y g®+ Y g

keA; ke keAs keA
L(k—1)>lz n L(k—1)>ly n L(k—1)>ly n L(k—1)>0s

Here we note that for k € Ay, i.e., vectors of the form k = (k,1,...,1) or k= (1,...,1,k), we have

k(k+1)---(k -1
a(k) = FEED T'( =D L(k—l):g(k‘—l).
So we have
a k(k+1)-+(k+r—1 “ 2 pr
> o= Y RIS EL I VI
kGAl keN kEAl keN
L(k=1)>lyn k>20, n41 L(k=1)>lzn k>205n+1

Moreover, by Lemma (and using that 7 > 2 to further bound a(k) > Zk") we find

S <oy S gt

ke keN
L(k—1)>0y p k>200 n—r

So these facts lead to

7"

Lk(k41)(k+r—1) 2k
—10g(Qq,(H < len)) =2 D ¢ +o| > @+ Z g™ | . (6.43)
keN keN
k>20, n41 k>20; n—r L(k— 1)>Zzn
L3y fact, as in Theorem one can prove a stronger result saying that
—log(Qq,, (H < bz, n)) =€ “" (14 0(1)) + o(1) as n — oo

1 1
for any sequence of real numbers z,, such that —a,s < z, < as for all n.
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We next study (6.43]) and start with the main term. Using k" < k(k+1)--- (k+r—1) < (k+7r)"
and the fact that for k > 2(, , each summand is o(1) by (641]), we obtain

Lk(k+1)-(k+r—1) Lk
> 4 = S o (6.44)
keN keN
k>%€x,n+1 k>%€x,n

Now using Euler’s summation formula on this remaining sum, employing (6.41]) to bound the error
terms, and recalling the definition of incomplete gamma functions in (6.31]) we get

1
1 — 1> _7“ 1 1 /2 re1\ "
T Pt \r

keEN
k>20 041

Using the asymptotic behavior of incomplete gamma functions from (6.32]) then yields

rH1INT
2,y ()
2 Z k+l k‘-H“ 1) —2P(T)Sn 2 <_€x,n3n2 ) € AT ’ (1+0(1))+0(1)
keN '
k>20;n+1

Recalling the definition of «, from (7)) and of ¢, , from (6.39), we have

r+1N\T7T
r+1 r+1

— 2 (T 1) _%(2&40'”57)
Z, = —log| 2['(r)s, 2 (;Emmsﬁ > e "\ =x +o(1). (6.45)

So the main term in (6.43]) tends to e™* as n — oo, and to prove (6.42]) we only need to show that
the remaining two error terms are both o(1).
We start with the easier single variable sum. As in (6.44]), the summands are o(1) as n — oo, so

oWt = Y W o).

keN keN
k>20p n—r k>20, n+1

Furthermore, the summand is monotonically decreasing in k, so we can put an upper bound on the

remaining sum using its integral:
12 (2 re1\ "
o (1))
r’rl \r

1
2 pr o br(rtl),, L /r\"
dooat < / emmsn U= = <§> Sm
keN 20s,n r

So using the asymptotic behavior of incomplete gamma functions in ([6.32)) once again and recalling
the definition of Z,, in equation (6.45]), we obtain

k>200 041
—(r—1) 2 (2 5\ 1 (2 "
%k”" —7";1 % 1 (;éac,nsn ) _In—ﬁ (;Zx,nsn )
g an <K sp Ly nsn e =e :

keN
k>20, n41
This is o(1) as we want to prove thanks to (6.41)) and (6.45]).
Our final task in (6.43]) is the sum over A. For this purpose, we employ Lemma [6.3] supposing
that n is sufficiently large so that ¢;, > N,. Then noting that L(k — 1) assumes integral and
half-integral values and that the number of k € A with k = 2L(k — 1) is < k"', we find

a(k) r—1 ﬁ(%)r
Yoo < > g :

keA keN
L(k—1)>£;c,n k>2£:c,n

22




r+1

The summand on the right is monotonically decreasing for s,? k > 1. So by (6.41]), we can assume
that n is sufficiently large such that it is monotonic decreasing for & > 2¢, , — 1. Then we bound

__3 (kYT 0 r(r4+1) T
r—1 2(7"71)!(7“) r—1 3 1 et [t
E kK" qn S/z t exp( 2(7"—1)!8" . dt

keN ban—1

E>205
_r(r+1) 3 1 2 r+1\ "
< ey (Fen ) )

According to the definition of «,,, we have

ey = en( 24

so noting that

2 rH1\" 20 a r—1
<;€x,nsn2 > — T" = ?n +T'(r+1) <x - log(ozn)> + o(1).
tends to infinity (because a,, does so) proves that this final term is also o(1), which completes the

proof of equation ([6.42]). O

7. LIMIT SHAPE AND TOTAL NUMBER OF IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATIONS

Our approaches to the limit shape and distribution of the total number of irreducible represen-
tations are similar in that, unlike the distributions in Sections [Bl and [6], we apply the rare events
lemma if we cannot readily use equivalence of ensembles.

7.1. Limit shape. For r = 1, a representation p corresponds to a partition and a natural visual
representation of p is its Young diagram. The shape of a Young diagram is described by the random
variable ¢(t) := 4, Xj. For 7 > 1, we define the analogous shape function

p(t) = > Xk

keN"
k)j th

and use the notation ¢,(t) to denote the value of the random variable ¢(t) at the representation p.
To discuss the asymptotic distribution of ¢(t) under P,, we first give a technical lemma that we
use in approximating logarithms. The proof is elementary and is omitted.

Lemma 7.1. Let qp € (0,1) and log(qo) < zo < 0. Then there exists C = C(xg, qo) such that

1— 2
O§10g< 9 >+ ¥4 <C z49 5 for x> xy and q € [0, qo].
e=®q) 1—gq (1-4q)

We next show that ¢(t) converges in probability to f,(t) defined in (LL6]), under appropriate scaling.

Theorem 7.2. For any ¢, > 0, we have
lim P, [ sup |s:;cp(s;1t) - fr®)] <e) =1
nree t€[n,00)"

Proof. Let ¢ € Ny, and k € N" with s,k € [n,00)". Note that ¢(k) is a function of X with
k € I ,,, where

I&n = {ki eN": kj > /ij}.
Since I, depends on multiplicities with a(s,k) < 1, we cannot employ equivalence of ensembles

via Corollary Instead, we use a saddle-point/Chernoff-type bound, together with Lemma
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We start by noting that

. 1 1
#{p . dlm(p) =n, (,DP(K/) = C} = coeﬁ[qnzc} H W H 1—7qa(k)
kel n keN™\Ix n

Now focus on the values ¢ = ¢, and z = e¢™* with > —a(s,k), where the latter ensures that
zqfl(k) = e valsnk) -1 for k¢ Ign.
Plugging in these values with an extra factor of ¢7"2z7¢ we find the bound

X —n _cx 1 71
#{p:dim(p) =n, ¢,(k) =c} < q,"e H T alk) H a(k)’

_ —X i
k€lwn L =€ 50" penr\z,, L~ dn

so that
1— qa(k)
Quu(dim=n, p(r)=c) < e [[ ——"g
1-— e—wqa( )
k€len n
We now use Lemma [71] with gy = e @1 > ¢=a(nk) and 2y = —%a(n, ...,n), and assume from

now on thatd x > xo. Note that for k € I, ,, we have qz(k) < qp. Thus,

a(k) a(k)
. . dn 9 dn
log(Qq, (dim = n, ¢(k) =c)) <cx—z O @ > (1-4® 2]
kElnn 4n k€len (1 —qn >

where the implied constant in the error above depends only on 7. The two sums above can be
approximated with integrals over H;Zl[sn/ﬁj, o0) as in the proof of Proposition 4.3 to get

a(k) a(k)
s = FrlsaR) + O(s), and Y sl = O(1),
werm, 1— @ kel (1 - “(k)>
K,n K,n Qn

and hence

1og(Qq, (dim = n, ¢(k) =c)) < s," (z (s}, — fr(sak)) + O(|2|sn + 2%)) ,

where the error terms depend only on n. Now, if |cs}, — f.(snk)| > §, then we can choose
sufficiently close to zero and positive or negative as necessary, so that for some constant C;, > 0
and n sufficiently large (depending on 7, ),

—r £
Qoo (dim =, (k) =€) < O if Jes) — f(sur)| > o
Now note that f,.(¢) is decreasing in each of its components and for « € [0, 1]" we have

0 < fir(t) = fr(t+ spx) <) sp.

So we can assume that n is sufficiently large (depending on 7) such that this difference is < §. Since
o(sytt) = o(knt) where ky, 1 := [s,,'t] (with the ceiling function applied to the components), we
find that for such n we have

Qq,, (dim =n,

sho(sp't) — fr(t)| > € for some t € [,00)")

< Qq, (dim =n, |spp(k) — fr(snk)| > % for some k € N" with s,k € [n, oo)r> .

1Note that this ensures = > —a(snk) because zo > —a(n, ...,n) > —a(snk).
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Note that dim(p) = n implies ¢,(k) < n and if Xg(p) > 0 that k; < n for j € {1,...,7}. In
particular, p,(k) = 0 if k; > n for some j € {1,...,7}. Also, we can assume that n is sufficiently
large such that f,(sp,k) < % for such k because s,n — 0o as n — oco. For such n we then find

Qq, (dim =n, |spp(k) — fr(snk)| > g for some k € N" with s,k € [n, oo)r>
= Qq, (dim=n, |s]o(k) — fr(snk >EforsomemENrwiths_lngn-gn
qn n 2 n J

< > > Qudim=n, p(k)=0).

1&6N”" ce{0,1,....,n}
spn N<k;<n |s)c—fr(snk)|>5

Therefore, we obtain

Quo[dim=n, sup_|sho(s7't) — (5] > £ | < n e Cons”
te([n,00)"

The theorem statement then follows by Lemma O

7.2. Total number of irreducible representations. We finally consider the total number of
irreducible representations, which is counted by the random variable

N = ZXk.

keN"

The distribution of N depends on the following product.
Lemma 7.3. The product

v I (=)

yields a meromorphic function on C with poles located at the values a(k) with k € N". For some
constant D > 0, it is bounded on the imaginary axis as

M (it)] < exp<_D|t|%> if [t > 1.

Proof. We have Yoy a(k) ™' < oo thanks to abel partial summation and Proposition [l Thus
the reciprocal product M~1(z) converges locally uniformly to an entire function with zeros on
{a(k)}genr, from which the first statement follows. To prove the second statement, we write

2 2
| M (it)| = eXp<—% Z log<1 + #)) = exp —% Z log<1 + %) or(m) for t € R.

keN" m>1
An application of abel partial summation and Proposition [[LTlthen proves the claimed estimate. [J

The limiting cumulative distribution function for N likely lacks a simple description in terms of

elementary functions, so instead we state our result in terms of its moment generating function.
r(r+1)

Theorem 7.4. If governed by P, the random variable s, > N converges in distribution asn — o0

to the unique real random variable that has M (u) as its moment generating function for —1 < u < 1.

Our approach to Theorem [(.4]is to break up N into sums over small irreducible representations
and large irreducible representations. Equivalence of ensembles applies to the small irreducible
representations. The contribution of large irreducible representations, on the other hand, turns out
to be negligible, which we prove using the rare events lemma.
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Lemma 7.5. Let )\, := %, r>2, and I, == {k € N" : a(k) > s;5* }. For all e > 0, we have

lim P, sf}‘* Z X <e]| =1.

n—00
kel,

Proof. Let £ € {1,2,...,n} with 512’7/ > ¢ (note that s} n < e by Proposition [4.3)). Using a
saddle-point /Chernoff bound, as in the proof of Theorem [T.2] gives

1—gi

Qg [dim=n, Y Xp=t¢] <e ™ ] Gl

a
kel, kel, L — €™ qn

where z,, := s5*, noting that em”qz(k) < 1 for k € I,, and n sufficiently large. By the mean value

theorem, we can bound

‘— log (1 - e”””q“(k)> +log <1 - q“(k)) ‘ o et 20,ga®
" " - 1— e:cnqg(k) - 1— ex"qfl(k)’
for n sufficiently large, so
2q(rlz(k)
log| Qq, [dim=mn, Y Xp=t]]< -z, |l ———7|. (7.46)
kel kel, 1 — €™ qn

We next show that the sum above is o(s;, 12*"). Using abel partial summation we calculate

k A _a2a,
e g (s27) + 32 / T RO,
P2y (1

(ke Bxr_ Tay AL n N2
kel 1~ emn g L—esm s — esn s Tt)

n

2
Thanks to Proposition [T}, the boundary term is < s;, " (s;,5*")71 = o(s;; 1?*7) as n — oco. For
the integral, we first study the portion from s°* to s 12’ and find that

—12Xp 12X —12X\p _
Sn, —s t n _r—1
e °n R(t _ o4 2 _ _ 1
i () dt < s 1% Y e e H
—5Ap 8ar 127, 2 —5Ap
Sn <1 _ eSn —Sn t> S

which is o(s;;'?*") as well. The remaining portion is estimated as

2

"t R (¢ 0 1200 2 e
() Sdt < 37112)”/ e gt =< (s;mr> o
—12),
Sn

o0 —S8
s12Ar / €
n
3,212“ (1 _ es?ﬁ"—s}?”t)

12X
n

and this is also o(s;; 1?*"). Plugging this into (746) and recalling s}?*v¢ > ¢ and x,, = s$*, we find

log [ Qg, | dim = n, Z X =4 < =5, (e +o(1)).
kel,

Since the error term does not depend on £, running over all possible ¢, we have the bound

Qg | dim = n, sk Z Xg>e| < neXp<—€8;4’\T(1 + o(l))) .
keln

As the right-hand side decays exponentially, the lemma follows using Lemma O
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We are now ready to prove Theorem [7.4l

Proof of Theorem [7.4 We assume the notations introduced in Lemma Our first task is estab-
lishing that the moment generating function for
r(r+1)

SnT Z Xk

kENT\In

if governed by @, tends pointwise to M (u) for |u| < 1. For this, we obtain, using Proposition E.1]
that, for any fixed |u| < 1,

r(r+1) (k)

r(r+1) 1—qn
—uX n

By | exp | usn ® D XK )= [ Bale™) = 11—
keNT\I, keNT\I, keNr\1, + — dn

Since s12* < a(spk) < s™ for k € N"\ I,,, we find
1-— qf{(k) = 5P a(k) <1 +0 <SZL)\T)) and 1-— qf{(k)_“ = sV (a(k) — u) <1 +0 <s,71’\r>>

with the bounds on the error terms independent of k. So taking the product over k while noting
that #(N" \ I,,) = R.(s;°*) < s;°* by Proposition [T} we obtain

r(r+1)

Eg [ exp | usn 2 Z Xk :<1+O<s%\r>> H (1_0(2;43)>_

keN™\I, keNT\I,

This indeed tends to M (u) as we claimed.

Thanks to Lévy’s continuity theorem (adapted to moment generating functions as in [10, The-
orems 1, 3]), this implies the existence of the unique random variable with moment generating
function M (u) for —1 < uw < 1 and the weak convergence of the above mentioned sequence to this
random variable. In particular, denoting the cumulative distribution function of this limiting ran-
dom variable by F', we note that it is continuous (and in fact smooth) over R since the characteristic
function M (it) satisfies |M (it)| < |t|=% as [t| — oo for all K € N by Lemma [Z.3l Consequently,
we have]

nh_}rr;o Qg | 50 2 Z X <z|=F(x) forallxzeR. (7.47)
keN™\I,

Since N > ZkeNT\In Xy, for any x € R we have the upper bound

r(r+1) r(r+1)
P,lsp,? N<z|<P,|sn? Z X <=x
kENT'\In

For k € N"\ I,, we have a(s,k) < s7 = o(1), so we can use the equivalence of ensembles as in
Corollary 5] (3) together with equation (Z.4T) to find that

r(r+1)
limsuan<sn 2 N a;) < F(z).

n—oo

Now let € > 0 be arbitrary. Then for any x € R we have the lower bound

r(r+1) r(r+1) r(r+1)
P,lspn? N<zxz|>P,|sn?2 Z Xp<z—€e|+P,|sn? Zngs — 1.
kENT\In kel,

15Note that F(x) =0 for < 0 is alternatively seen from the property that the poles of M (iz) are all located on
the lower half-plane.
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The first term on the right-hand side converges to F(z — ¢) using the equivalence of ensembles as
above, whereas the second and the third terms tend to zero thanks to Lemma So we have

r(r+1)
limiann<sn 2 N<L a;) > F(x —e).
n—oo

Since this bound holds for arbitrary ¢ > 0, we can use the continuity of the cumulative distribution
function F(z) to let ¢ — 0" and obtain the same lower bound with F as well. O

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

A great deal more is known about partition statistics than the results stated in Table [[.I and
hence our results here for sl,;1(C)-representations can likely be generalized and strengthened on
several fronts.

(1) In the Lie algebraic setting, it may be interesting to investigate families other than sl,.;1(C),
explore distributions under other measures, or incorporate infinite-dimensional Verma modules
in a sensible way.

(2) Another direction is to extend our proof of equivalence of ensembles in the case of sl,11(C)-
representations, which relied on using Weyl differencing and induction on r. It would have
wide applications to provide a criterion for equivalence of ensembles if the a,(k) are replaced
by generic multivariable polynomials. This would apply to representations of all complex semi-
simple Lie algebras. We remark that, in the single variable polynomial case, the number of
parts was studied by Goh and Hitczenko [I§].

(3) Finally, we consider only a selection of random variables on sl,;(C)-representations that
seemed most natural. We also chose to focus on convergence in distribution; however, it may
be possible to adapt our techniques to prove refined local limit theorems such as convergence
in terms of the Lévy—Prokhorov distance [I7]. One could also undertake a more careful study
of “intermediate sized” irreducible representations (those to which equivalence of ensembles
does not apply) as in [2I]. For example, deviations from the limit shape could be studied as in
[11, 21]. Random generation using the Boltzmann model could also be explored [3] 4 12].

APPENDIX A. IRREDUCIBLE REPRESENTATION DIMENSIONS OF sl3(C) ON A CIRCLE

In this appendix, we prove the statement of Proposition [3.1] for the case sl3(C), which forms the
base case of the inductive argument used there. We start with a number of technical lemmas.

Lemma A.1. Let N e N, 0 <e < %, and £ <0 < 1 — £. Defining by, == {(2k + 1)0} for k € Z

and given £ successive terms by 1, bpg42, - - -, bpgye i [0, 5] U [1 — 5, 1), the following hold:
(1) We have £ < & +1.
(2) If biote+1 € (%, 1-— %), then we have by yo41,bry+e+2, - -5 brg+20 € (%, 1-— %)

Proof. First we assume & < 6 < % and for any k € Z define
1 11
ng == {(2k +1)0+ éJ €Z and r:i=2k+1)0 —ny € [—5, 5)
so that 7, = by (mod 1) and 74y41,...,7ky+¢ € [~5, 5]. Note that for j € {1,2,...,£ — 1} we have

1
’nko—l-j—l-l - nko-i-j‘ <20+ ‘Tko—l-j—l-l - Tko-i-j‘ < 5 +e.

Therefore, ny,4; = ngy+1 for all j € {1,2,...,¢} and we find

29(5 — 1) = Tko+¢ — Tko+1 <e. (A.48)
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Then 6 > £ implies £ < % + 1 and proves the first part. The second claim, on the other hand, is
trivial for £ = 1, so assume ¢ > 2. For j € {1,2,...,¢} we have
S +205 < - +29€<E
2 ko+/4 J 2 92
with the last inequality following from (AZ8). Since e < %, we then find rj,1¢ + 205 € (=5, 3) for
these values of j. Now note that 74,10 +20j = rp,4ey;j (mod 1) and that we are assuming ry, 441 is
in [—%,—5)U(5, 3). Therefore, rg,4¢+20 = rg,pe41 € (5, 2) and consequently ry,4¢+ 205 € (5, 3)
for all j € {1,2,...,¢} because 7g,1¢ + 265 is an 1ncreasmg sequence in j, thereby proving the
second part. The proof of both parts for the range 7 L <9 < 5 — % is similar. O

This lemma gives us our first step in our ladder of results towards Proposition B] for sl3(C).

Lemma A.2. LetN€N>4, 0<e<
with < ~ < 0 § we have

32, and ko € 7 with 3N < kg < 5N. Then given any 60 € R

N
#{keZ:k0§k<kO+Nand%<{(2k+1)9}<1—%}>§

Proof. First assume ¢ € (3 — £, 1]. Then for kg < k < ko + N, we have (using 0 < £ < )
e 1

(2k+1)6—k:%—(2k+1) <%—9> e <§,§]

So all N terms for {(2k: + 1)0} are in (5,1 — %) and the lemma statement is satisfied.

Next we assume £ < 0 < + — £. Defining by := {(2k+1)0} for any k € Z, consider the sequence
bkos bkig+1s - - - s kgt N—1- In that sequence let the first /1 terms be in Z := [0, §] U [1 — 5, 1), the next
s1 terms be in A:=(5,1-5), the next {3 terms in Z, ... etc, and use these to partition N as

(br+51) + (o +52) + ... + (b + 5m) = N.

Here ¢1,...,0m,51,...,5m (m € N) are nonnegative integers where only ¢; and s, are allowed to
be zero. By Lemma [A1] we have s; > ¢; for all j € {1,2,...,m — 1} and that is including the
possibility /1 = 0 (where the inequality s; > ¢; is trivial). Thus we get

#{kezzkogk<ko+Nand§<{(2k+1)9}<1—§}:sl+32+...+sm

N -4,
((51 + 81) (52 + 82) + ...+ (ﬁm—1 + Sm—l) + Sm) = 5 ,

which then implies the lemma statement for N > 4 because ¢, < % + 1 by Lemma [A 1] O

NI)—t

As an immediate corollary we obtain the following result.

Lemma A.3. Let0<e< . For any N € N>y and@észth%SHﬁ%weh(we
N N N2
#{k:,jGZ 37<k: 52 , 2N < j < 3N, and§<{(2k‘—|—2j+1)9}<1—§}2?.

We next lift this result to a quadratic polynomial via a Weyl differencing type argument.

Lemma A.4. Let 0 < e < 312 For any N € N>4 and 0 € R wzth > <6 < we have

‘ ) € . € N2
#{k,jEZ:Ngkg?)N, 9N < j < 3N, andZ<{6k(2j+k)}<1—Z}>—.
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Proof. We prove the lemma for & < 6 < % and m << m with N}, 1= L%J, which

cover the range of 6 assumed in the lemma statement. So first assume that % <f< % and define
brj = k(2§ + k). If § < {0(byt1,; — brj)} < 1— 5, then we can not have both of {fby ;} and
{0bj41,;} in the range [0, %] U [1 . 1). Thus we can place a lower bound

#{k,jeZ:N§k§3N, 9N < j < 3N, and%<{96k7j}<1—z}

1
25#{k,jeZ:N§k§3N—l, 9N < j < 3N, and%<{9(bk+1,j—bk,j)}<1—%}.

Since by41,j — by j = 2k + 25 + 1, we then use Lemma [A.3] to lower bound the second line by ];7—62.
The proof for the other range m <0< m follows the same argument while noting

that bk+Nh+17j — bk—Nh,j = (2Nh + 1)(2]{7 + 25 + 1). ]

Finally, we are ready to give such a lower bound for as(k,j) = %k‘j (k+ 7).
<

Lemma A.5. Let 0 < e < % For any N € N>4 and 0 € R with % 0 < % we have
. ) € . € N2
#{k,jGZ:N§k§3N, N < j < 4N, and§<{0a2(k‘,j)}<1—§}23—2.

Proof. The proof follows the same roadmap as Lemma [A.4l We prove the statement in the ranges
7z <0< % and w5 < 0 < ﬁ, while noting that as(k,j + 1) — aa(k,7 — 1) = k(2§ + k) and
as(k,j+ N) —as(k,j — N) = Nk(2j + k), respectively, to lift the result of Lemma [A4] O
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