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STATISTICAL STRUCTURES OF CONCAVE COMPOSITIONS

AVINASH J. DALAL, AMANDA LOHSS, AND DANIEL PARRY

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study concave compositions, an extension of
partitions that were considered by Andrews, Rhoades, and Zwegers. They
presented several open problems regarding the statistical structure of concave
compositions including the distribution of the perimeter and tilt, the number
of summands, and the shape of the graph of a typical concave composition. We
present solutions to these problems by applying Fristedt’s conditioning device
on the uniform measure.

1. INTRODUCTION

A composition of a positive integer n is a finite sequence of positive integers
which sum to n. The study of compositions dates back to MacMahon [Mac04],
where he made significant contributions to plane partitions, a particular subset of
compositions, the Rogers-Ramanujan identities and partition analysis. For more on
the history of compositions see the book of Heubach and Mansour [HM10]. There
are many different types of compositions which are studied such as Carlitz com-
positions [GHO2] and their generalizations [BC05], stacks [Wri68], [Wri72],
unimodal sequences [BOPRI2|, and partitions [And98].

Andrews, Rhoades and Zwegers [ARZ13] studied a more general form of compo-
sitions known as concave compositions which can be thought of as the convolution
of two random partitions. In their paper, several questions were asked regarding
the statistical structure of concave compositions, including the following.

(1) What is the distribution of the perimeter of a concave composition?
(2) How many summands are there for a typical concave composition?
(3) What is the distribution of the tilt in a concave composition?

(4) What is the typical shape of the graph of a concave composition?

The goal of this paper will be to demonstrate solutions to these questions, and
in that regard we organize the paper as follows. In Section [3] we introduce the
necessary definitions and notation. In Section [d] we apply Fristedt’s conditioning
device, as employed in [GHOS, [Yak12], on the uniform measure with
respect to concave compositions. In Section [B] the distribution of the perimeter,
tilt, and summands of a typical concave composition are derived. Finally Section [f]
discusses the typical shape of the graph of a concave composition.
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3. PRELIMINARIES

A concave composition of a positive integer n is a sequence of positive integers
A=A > A > > A7 >e< AT <A <A <. <AL, where

L R
(1) SN et ) A =n,
i=1 j=1

and ¢ > 0 is the central part of the composition.

In [ARZ13] a concave composition was expressed in terms of two partitions and
the central part. A partition A = (A1, A2, A3, ..., \¢) is a non-increasing sequence
of positive integers. Each A; of a partition A = (A1, A2, A3, ..., \r) is called a part
of A\. The sum of all the parts of X is |A| and the total number of parts of A is £(A).
We say that A is a partition of n € N if |[A\| = n, and we denote P" as the set of all
partitions of n. The set of all partitions will be denoted as simply P.

A concave composition can now be written as a tuple (A7, ¢, AT), where A~ and
AT are partitions (possibly empty) and where the smallest part of both A~ and AT
is strictly greater than the central part c. Let X;t(()ﬁ, A1) denote the number
of parts of AT and A\~ that equal k, respectively. With this notation, can be
rewritten as

SEXF e+ kX =n.
k=1 k=1
Concave compositions can also be represented graphically where each part is
represented by a column of boxes.
Example 1. For c =1, A= = (4,4,3,2), and AT = (1, 3, 3), we see that
(4,4,3,2,1,1,3,3)

is a concave composition of n = 21. The graphical representation of this concave
composition is

(4,4,3,2,1,1,3,3) =

where the bold box represents the central part ¢ = 1.

Let V(n) be the number of concave compositions of n. For example, V' (3) = 13
since all the concave compositions of 3 are

{(0,3),(3,0),(0,1,2),(2,1,0), (0,1, 1,1), (1, 1,1,0), (1, 2), (2, 1), (1,0,2), (2,0, 1),
(17Q7 1a ]-), (]—7 ]-aQa ]-)7 (3)} )

where the central part ¢ of each concave composition is underlined.

Let P,, denote the uniform measure on all concave compositions of n. We are
interested in certain statistics of concave compositions with respect to P,,. The
length of a concave composition is the total number of parts, £(A*) + £(A7) + 1.
The tilt of a concave composition is the number of AT parts minus the number of
A~ parts, £(AT) — £(A7). The half-perimeter of a concave composition is the sum
of the length plus the largest part of A~ and AT, i.e. max{k : X,j #0 or X,j' #0}.
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Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢ = 0 and consider concave
compositions (A7, A7) = (A7, ¢,AT). We can make this assumption about the
central part ¢ since Theorem 1.4 of [ARZ13] says

V(n) = (1;/5)2 =5 (1 +0 (%)) .

In contrast, if pa(n) is the number of pairs of partitions (A7, A*) with [A~|+|\T| =
n, then Theorem 6.2 of [And98| gives us

) paln) = (12“5) = (140(1).

Therefore, P, (¢ = 0) = 1 + O(n=1/?).

ot

4. THE BOLTZMAN MEASURE

In this section, we will introduce the Boltzman measure which will be more
convenient for our methods than the uniform measure, P,. The measure will
be established by applying Fristedt’s conditioning device as it was employed in
[CPSW99, (GHO8, [Yak12]. Our goal in this section is to prove the Prokhorov dis-
tance between P,, and the Boltzman measure converges to 0 as n — oo (Equa-
tion (TI)). Our approach will closely follow [ETi93, Lemma 4.6] although some of
the proofs will resemble those in [GHOS].

For an arbitrary n € N and ¢ € (0, 1) we define the Boltzmann distribution, say
Qg on pairs of partitions (A7, AT), where [A7| + [AT]| = n, as

Qq((A7, A1) = g™ NI TT (1 = ¢)?
k=1
By Euler [And98],

Yo dM = (g0,

AEP

where (z;¢), = H;:Ol(l —2¢’) and (2;q)00 = H?‘;O(l — 2¢’). Consequently,

sz (q, Q)

This gives us

(3) S QA o 10 -7

(A=, At)epn

(4) Z Z Qq((/\_7>‘+)) =1

n=1 (A=, \+t)ePn

Equations and tell us that we can view @), as the probability measure for
an experiment in which a concave composition is chosen at random and in which
the integer N := Y7 (KX, + kX, ) being partitioned is itself random.



4 AVINASH J. DALAL, AMANDA LOHSS, AND DANIEL PARRY

The Boltzmann measure ), decomposes further into a product of measures on
the frequencies of (A7, AT).

Qq((A7,AT)) = g+ ﬁ(l —q)?

o0
ZklkX +EX; Hlfq
j=1

ﬁ ) ﬁ D1-g),

where we can identify the frequencies of (A™, A") as independent geometric random
variables. We recover P,, by conditioning that |A\~| 4+ |AT| = n. In other words,

(5) P,(S) = Qq (S| N =n), VS € P xP.

This motivates us to set ¢ such that most of the probability is centered around a
fixed integer n. Thus we aim to choose a sequence ¢ = ¢, such that

(6) Eq.

Such a sequence that could be the leading term approximation to the solution of
Equation (6] is

AT AN ~n.

(7) n = e_ﬂ—/\/%~

The following are some properties of the random variable N under the probability
distribution @, .

Proposition 2. The expectation and variance of N under Qg, is given by

oo oo
2kqk 9 2k2qk
pn(N) = E n & o5 (N)= E .
" —~1-qk = (1—q)?

respectively. In addition, if ¢, (t) is the characteristic function of N, then

oo

U( 1(1;,%)2-

Proof. The expectation can be found by summing over the expectations of the
random variables X ,j and X, since the frequencies are independent.

o0

pin(N) = i (k-EXGH) +k-EB(X,)) =

2kqk
k=1 k=1 1=q

The variance can be computed similarly as

i k* - Var(X;F) + k? - Var(X Z 2k
k=1



By definition,

oult) = 3 Ny (A
A= At)epn
_ Z (qeit)N H(l — M2
(A- AH)epn k=1

By Euler (see [And9g]),

o M
O
Corollary 3. Asn — oo,
/12 3/2
n—pn(N)=0on®*) & o2(N)=6 <7l>.
™
Proof. By the proof of Corollary 4.4 of [Fri93], (1/2)u,(N) is asymptotic to BATeVE]
. . . 71—2 . .
with an error of m, and (1/2)02(N) is asymptotic to (/g Plugging in
Qn = \;Tln and multiplying by 2 gives the results. (Il
Now let K be any two sets of positive integers such that
Kqp
(8) Z m = 0(’[’L3/2)’
keKE n

and say dif are the cardinalities of the sets K. Define

W, :PxP—R& x Rn

Wit A7, AF) = (X5 AT M), X (A s ke K ks € K
and let

(9) Bn = {wn = (:Ckl,n,aka,n, : kl S K;’7k2 S K;) :

q
keK; keKy keK; " keK, "

k k
Z k.’II}c’n‘F Z kyk,n_ Z 1k_an - Z lk_an <an}7

where {a,}%, is such that a, = o(n®*). This gives us a lemma analogous to
[Fri93, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 4. If

Qq. (N = n| W, = wn)
Qq, (N =n)

uniformly as n — oo, then for all Borel sets B C R,

(11) Stéplﬂ”n(Wil(B))*Qqn(Wil(B)N — 0.

(10)
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Proof. Combining (b)) and the fact that

Qq, (SON =n)
Qq, (N =n)

(12) Qqu (S| N =n) =
the left-hand—side of is equivalent to

Qq. ( (B)ﬂan)
QQn (N =n)

(13) sup
B

—Qq, (W, (B))

b

which is bounded above by

w, eBOB, Qq, (N =n)
N = Wn: n
< QWM BOB)) - Y Qo (W, <n>>1—Qq"(Q (7}V|n> o
wnp€BNB, qn

By , the quantity in the absolute value goes to 0. In addition, by the definition
of B,, and Chebyshev’s Inequality,

Qq, (W' (R™ N BY))

I
)
)
3
g
S
o~
8
B
3
+
T
<
=
3
\
—_
BES
Q (S
e
—
BES
Q|3
ol

> apn

A
QN)’_‘
—
o~
(]
e}
|3
N
[\v]
+
—
ol
[\v]
)
E
—
[\v]

which approaches 0 by (8). Under these conditions the Prokhorov distance between
P, and @Q,, (Equation (1)) converges to 0 as n — oo. O

After applying Lemma [4 proving that the Prokhorov distance between P,, and
Qq, converges to 0 reduces to showing that holds for w,, € B,. To do so,
we will show that the numerator and the denominator of are asymptotically
equivalent. First, we asymptotically compute the denominator. As in [Fri93], we
will show that the distribution of N under @), can be approximated by the normal
distribution; however, our proof will rely on the Lyapunov condition as was done
in [GHOS].

Lemma 5. Under Qg,, as n — oo,

N — pn(N) 4

() — N(0,1).

Proof. The statement will follow after verifying the Lyapunov condition for § = 1
(see for example, [Loe63]). More precisely, we will verify that as n — oo,

n

Z]E Yorl?)

” k:l

where Y., = (KX, + kX, ) = B (KXE, + X7, ).



First note that

E (|Yyk?)

IA

A3 (IEI (X:k + Xﬁ,k)3 +E (]E(X;,C + ka)?’))

(14)

IN

SK'E (X5, + X, k)s.

where the first inequality is due to the c¢,-inequality (see for example, [Loe63]).
Therefore, we can consider

n 3 n 8k3 qk
KE (X+ X ) =y
; n,k + n,k ; (1 _ Qn)3
since X :’  and X - are i.i.d. random variables. By the Euler-Maclaurin Formula,

o0
7L

8t3q!, 8 [ ule
(15) N/ — / L _a
,Hl—qn J T i@ Jo T=em

after the substitution u = tIn(g, ). Notice that the integral on the right-hand-side
of is bounded. Therefore, substituting ¢, = e VA into ,

(16) . k°*E (X+ +X,)) O (n?) = o (n*).
i (57,4 327) =000 o o)

By Corollary [3]

(o2 (V) = ("),

which completes the proof. O

We will strengthen Lemma |5 to the local limit theorem at 0 which will give the
desired approximation.

Lemma 6. Asn — oo,
1

V96n3
Proof. By [CS93][Theorem 2.3], a local limit theorem holds if there exists an inte-
grable function f*(t) such that for each t € R,

(17) sup [0 (D1 . /5 < 17(0)

Qqn(N =n)~

for some 0 < vy < 1, and

1
(1) sup ()] = o ()
'yayll/3§|t|§)\ﬂ'an On

for all A > 0.

To prove and , we will first establish an upper bound on ¢,(¢), the
characteristic function of IV, and use that to obtain an upper bound for the char-
acteristic function of N;“f’}\%\])

By Proposition

o0

| (t |—exp< ZZln

1 _qk itk
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We will obtain upper bounds on this expression by making the sum smaller. To do
S0, notice that

1 — gke'tk 2¢%(1 — cos(kt))

19 ———— | =1+ —————" > /14 2¢*(1 — cos(kt)).
19) | ts F g 2 1 2050 cos(hn)
By and the fact that for all z > 0, In(1 +z) > 17, we get

oo

2¢"*(1 — cos(kt
2o 5 =)
k=1

Therefore, if ¢, (t) is the characteristic function of %’}\%N), then we have

(20) lon(t)] < exp <§ > dfa- cos(kt/an))> .
k=1

To prove ([I7), restrict ¢ such that [t| < yo'/3. Therefore, kt/o, is strict£y
bounded above by 1 and the power series expansion of cos(z) gives 1 —cos(z) > %-.
In addition, restrict the sum in to obtain

I."z/s
n k: 2
q" (kt)
< _Z
font)] <exp [~ &
A
If ¢¢ = ehT/V3n and k> Bai/g—‘ = O 6;21’}31/2), then by Corollary @ >

/

2/3 /6 . .
e=™"*/VE > ¢ > 0 for some absolute constant c. Since |t| < ~vo/® and the sum is

over @(Ji/g) terms, we obtain

|gpn(t)} < exp (Ctz)

for some C > 0 which proves .
To prove , restrict the sum in to the set

S = {k: Bai/‘?-‘ <k< {ai/gJ , cos(kt/op) < O}.

Since ¢¥ > ¢ > 0 for some absolute constant ¢ and S has @(072/ %) terms, then

1 1
fonl0)] < exp (—geot®) < L
3 on
for sufficiently large n. Therefore, holds.
Since a local limit theorem holds, then
1 1 1
N =n)= = R
QQn( ) /27'(' o,n(N) 4/48’['1,3
as desired. (]

To asymptotically compute the numerator of , first notice that
(21) Qq, (N=n| W, =w,) =

Qo | D kX + DY kX =n— > kxen— Y kyen

k¢ K k¢K keK;t keK,



Now, we will consider a variation of N defined as,
Ni= > kXF+ > kX
k¢ K} k¢K,

As was done with the denominator of , we will show that the distribution of
N can be approximated by the normal distribution. We begin by computing the
expectation and variance of N.

Lemma 7. If g = q,, then as n — oo,

n—pn(N)=on** & o2(N)=0 (*/W> .

™

Proof. By independence,

N kqk kgl
M"(N):Zl_kJer_ k-
an _ an
k¢ KT k¢ K,

Therefore,

n— Z kxgn — Z kyin —pin(N) =

kEK,! keEK;

kqk kay,
n—,u(N)—i— Z k+ Z E kak,n_ Z kyk,n

keK;t ' keEK, keK;t keEK,

By Corollary [3, n — u(N) = o(n®/*). In addition, the definition of B,, says that the
difference on the right is also o(n3/%). Therefore, the first result follows.
By independence,

2 (7 k2fz kaL
AW = 3 aogpt X a-de

1 —
k¢ KT k¢K, n
_ i L > Ky > e
B (1—gk)? (1—qr)? (1—qgk)*
k=1 " keK;t " keK; "

By Corollary the first sum is © (‘/ET”M» and by Equation (8|) the last two sums

are o(n3/*). Therefore, the second result follows. O

Lemma 8. Under Q,, as n — oo,
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Proof. As in Lemma [5] we will prove this statement by verifying the Lyapunov
condition. Analogous to , we can consider

3
> E(kX, kX,
(1 ka) @K+ X K -

= ¥ kgt + 3kTkagllqr2
- P k k
1-ai) bxrc- (1) (1-an?)
k1 g Kb ( n (k1,k2)g K+ xK n n
3k1k qrigh? k3qk2
+ E 1— 2 T; nkz 2 + E (1_2(1’?2)3
(ko) g xic- (1mant) (1=ai?)” - G (e
I e LRI
(1- qn + <1qu1)3 _ (1—qp?)?
k=1 kieK, " ko€K,
3kTkagnlqn? 3k1k§QZlqn

(ko hoy EReescre= (1=0) " (102) iy o EReesere (1-ant) (1-022)

X 8k3gh
: kz1 (1—q?i’53 - (n9/4)

by Equation (16). By Corollary 3] and Equation (8],

(ai(ﬁ))w on(N) = D <1kiq§5> > (1kiq§,’§)

keKt kEK;

— (Ui(N) + 0(n3/2))3/2 = @(n9/4) .

3/2

O

Now we strengthen Lemma [8| to the local limit theorem at 0 which will give the
desired approximation.

Lemma 9. Asn — oo,
1

QQn(‘Z/\\[: n) ~ W'

Proof. Let ¢, (t) denote the characteristic function of N. As in Lemma@ by [CS93][Theorem
2.3] we need only show that

i Ct
(22) Slylbp|¢n( )[1 {Jt|<yol/®y <e

for some 0 < v < 1 and some absolute constant C' and that
(23) s o0l =o ()
yo/*<|t|<Amon On
for all A > 0. By definition
[6n (D] < l9a(t)],
so the proofs of and are trivial by Lemmas |§| and lﬂ
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Since a local limit theorem holds by Lemma 7] then

~ 1 1 1
Qo N =1 = o o (&)~ Vasms

O

Finally, we have the following theorem which allows us to consider the probability
distribution @, instead of P,.

Theorem 10. For all Borel sets B C R% and W, as defined by @,
lim sup|P,(W, € B) —Q,, (W, € B)|=0.

n—oo B
Proof. By Lemma it suffices to prove Equation . Lemma |§| and Equa-
tion prove that the the numerator and denominator of the left—hand—side
of Equation are asymptotically equivalent, so holds. [

As per Fristedt’s paper [EFri93], we will now explicitly define

Kj—{k:kzm <ln\/37bln(2tn)>}7

™ ™

where t,, is any divergent sequence that is o(n'/*). Notice that (8] holds for these
K.

To conclude this section, note that a recent work of [GKW10, [NR14] provided
straight forward analytic conditions for Fredist’s conditioning device to hold. It
would be intriguing to see how these analytic conditions fit into this more general
framework.

5. DISTRIBUTIONS OF PERIMETER, TILT AND LENGTH

In this section we compute the distributions of the perimeter, tilt and the length
of a concave composition (A7, ¢, A1), where ¢ = 0. We begin with the perimeter,
which is in correspondence with the length of the partition, since by Euler, the
largest part of a partition is in bijection with the length of that partition (see
[And9g]).

In light of Theorem we need only consider the distribution of the perimeter

over Qg .
Theorem 11. For all n € N, let

fol) = Y3,y Y Vi

™ ™ s

For fived x,y € R,
lim P, (€A7) < fulz), (0) < fuly)) = e )

n—oo

Proof. From [And98], we have that (q, q);1 generates partitions of n whose length
is at most j. Therefore,

Qq(t(A7) < i, L) <) = (¢ Qoo (@, D)o -
Let i = fn(z), j = fn(y) and ¢ = ¢,,. From the ¢g-Binomial Theorem [And98],
(24) ENEDY

0 (Q)n

n=
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Plugging in z = 7¢~* and noting that lim,_,o 7" /(q), = 1/n!, we observe

—x

—T —e€

lim (e, ¢ ) oo =

Setting ¢ = ¢, which tends to one, in Equation and applying Theorem
completes the proof. O

Lemma 12. Forz € R and 0 < 7 < 1, let fr(x) =(x —In7)/7, and g =e"".
(1) For ally € R,
(Te7Y¢,q)oe < 79"
(2) For all x,y € R,
Qq (L), 6N7)) = (fr(2), fr(y))) < e”FWem(eTHe),
(3) For te=2% 1e=2¥ = 0(1),
— e T (1O (14 ) (1+0(r (1 +73)

Proof. From [And98] we have that ¢’ (q, q)j_1 generates partitions of n whose length
is j. Therefore,

Qq((LAF), (A7) = (a,0)) = ¢"**(¢" ", D)oo (@", D)oo
By letting a = f-(x), and b = f(y), we obtain
Qq((ENY), t(N7)) = (f+ (@), £ () = T2 ™" (1€ ¢, @)oo (T€ 74, q) o0

Now consider the expression (7e Yq, q)o. Namely,
B * rle=lygl
o _
—~I(1—-4q)

:—Te_yi—i—R,
l1—gq

In(re™q, ¢)oo

where R is the remainder. Since R is negative, and —7/(1 — ¢) < —1, then
(req,q)oc < €79 ",
which proves (1). Furthermore,
2

16y)

T2V (Te T g, @)oo (TG, @)oo < TP VTN
which shows (2).
To see (3), let e 2Y,7e72% = o(1). If Te=% = o(1), then e~ = o(1/7!/?).
Thus,

l —ly > —ly 142
TE q o272 q
1—¢ 2 l+2 1—q+2)
1=2 = ( q
o rl/2gi+1
—2 2
' Z S EED)

=
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provided 7 < 1, and using the fact that e* — 1 > x for z > 0. Observe that
e~ 27?2 /6 — 0 as 7 — 0 and we require the estimate

T Lo\
1—qT<1—q 1>1+O(7’),

which provides us with

7_le—lyql

o _ 1

—1(1-4q)
=—cV+0(7 (1 + efzy)) .

In(re™¢,¢) o

Now we use the bound et = ¢e* (1 + O(t)) as t — 0 to complete the proof. Setting
s=—eYand t =O(7 (1 + e %)) gives us
(Te7Y¢, Q)00 = e ¢’ (1 +O(7 (1 + e_Qy))) )
(]

We now move to the tilt, and the length of the concave composition (A7, ¢, AT).
Given that the perimeter, which is the same as the length, is distributed as a pair of
independent identically distributed extreme value distributions, it is not surprising
that the length is the convolution of two Gumbel distributions while the tilt is
logistically distributed.

Theorem 13. For fized x € R,
(25) lim P, (e(x,c, Ay < VBn, V8, ( v 3”)) - e%’/ e te P 2eosh®gy
T m o

n—oo T
and
Van 1
2 lim P =A< = )
(26) Jim Py, (5(/\ )T s — ) =1

Proof. The proof of both equations is similar, and here we prove Equation (25).
For any z € N, [And98| gives

Qq(L(A” ) +LAT) < 2) ZQQ <z —j)Qq(l(A ) =14)

= qu(q%“l, Doo (@, @)oo
=0

z/2
= > @ Qe (@ )

j==2/2

Letting z = v/3na/m + V3n/xwln (\/3n/7r) and ¢ = g, in the right-hand-side, we
get

2/2 —z ) —z .
Qq(L(A )+€(/\+)<2)—62' e Vi (e\;—neﬁqmq» (eQWemqn,qn

V3n

j_fz/2

)M.
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For any M such that M/+/n diverges, we break up the sum on the right as
Qql(N\7) +L(\1) < z) =X; + 3+ X3, where

» —z T _%_1 :/ﬂ <e2m7r ;ﬂ ) <62m71' \g )
1=e€2 € Vsan eVv3ngn,dn €V3ngn, dn ,
V3n V3n o\ V3n -

j=—z/2

M —z —x
—x —7j 2 —7j 2 )
22267\/7;— 6‘3:” (e\/?)—ﬂ-e“o’iQnaQn> <e\/3f7Te‘3J"Qn7Qn> s
n . n n
j=—M o [e7e]

5 e T § N o eT T
3 =e eVan ev3nq,, q ev3nqy,. q
Van 4 V3an e V3n A
j=M+1 [e'e)
Applying Lemma [T2] to 35 gives us

oo

—x e 2/2 —nj ;‘m % 7 7%
Y3<e® Z eVan e eV T gmane Vi
Y& (v
2/2 . —x
P e ()
= n n
3N T
oo —
Ne—;: 67t672Qn8 ) co:;h(t)d
x(M41)
3n
[e'e} —x -1 g —m(M41)
=z — — 5 et — 2 V3n
< ez eteT2me T e = | g72me T e 1],
w(M3+1> 2qy

which converges to zero as n — oo and M/y/n diverges. A similar argument shows
that 3 also converges to zero as n — oo and M/y/n diverges.
For X5, the Euler-Maclaurin Formula says

M
Sa= [ G+ 5O = S} - 1)+ R,
—M-1

where

1 M . . . = T T e_Tx2cosh( 74 )
R<—/ @G & =e2 evine I Van )
Bl< g ), 0 1) Tan
It is not difficult to show that f(M)— f(—M — 1) converges to zero as n — oo and
M /+/n diverges. Splitting

M 0 M
@ (Ndi = @ (N\di @ (V| di
[ u@ou= [ o [ 1o,

it is not difficult to show that each of the two integrals on the right-hand-side here
converges to zero as n — oo and M/y/n diverges. Next, the integral

[ sow= " sow.

since each integral f:oj\j*l f(j)dj and [y} f(j)dj converges to zero as n — oo and
M/+/n diverges. Hence,

o

lim Yy =e7 etee ? 2eosh(t) gy
n—oo ’

and Theorem completes the proof._Oo [
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6. THE LIMITING GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION OF A CONCAVE COMPOSITION

In this section, we consider the graphical representation of a concave composition
by applying the techniques on graphing partitions from [Yak12]. Our departure
begins by decomposing the Boltzmann measure further by looking at a weighted
sum across the uniform measure on ordinary partitions of k, which we denote .

Lemma 14. Let n € N, § > 0 sufficiently small, and py, be the uniform measure
on ordinary integer partitions of k. There exists wy, > 0 and >, _,wy, = 1 so that
as n — oo

@7 Pa((A00e=0)= 3 ug+k<x+>ug_k<x>wg+k+o(;).

Proof. When ¢ = 0, any concave composition can be represented as a pair of par-
titions (AT, A7) where |A\T| 4+ |[A\7| = n. We can condition on the size of |A\T| and
write
" 1
P, {(A\7,0,A")} = (A k(A O(—
(070} = 3 s 0+ ()

where wy, = p(k)p(n —k)/p2(n) and pr(X) = dx(JA])/p(k). The number p(k) counts
the total number of partitions of k and d(n) is the Kronecker delta function. Recall
the classic asymptotic [And98, Theorem 6.2]

p(n) = ﬁexp Gﬁ) (1 +0 (\;ﬁ» .

This estimate along with proves

wk—ZM;kli:lEk)exp (n/z(Jmmm)) <1+O(\/17;>>-

Expanding near k = n/2 we observe,

w2 (Vi + Va—E - Vo) :_Jgng(k_n)ﬁo((’“—?)?’)_

5
2

2 n

Applying the above estimate we obtain,

(28) 1 1 ( 2 )2
Wn g, ~ exp|—= | — ,
e Vono, Pl 72 On

3 3
where o, = {‘/ﬁrﬂ

which shows that
n n n 3 n 3
2 2 srlg~ 7%) (* ZM)‘
(29) p<2 k)p(2+k>7p<2 ni P 2+n

Note the convex combination of a concave function attains its minimum when & = 0

. . . 3 .
and is monotonic otherwise. Hence, for |z| > n37% we can bound wj, by plugging
Equation (28]) into Inequality (29)) in view of the definition of wy,

. For k > nit we can use the log concavity of p(n) [DP1H]

wo 4, K e’
212
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A celebrated fact about partitions of a large positive integer is that their “graphs”,
called Young diagrams, have a somewhat uniform shape to them. This shape is
called the limit shape and it is defined by the curve

(30) e Vo' te el =1.

35_ T T T T T 15

30 F 1

25 ¢ 1

20 F i

15 i

10 g

05 F g

oo E i

0.0 0.5 10 15 20 25 30

FiGURE 1. The graph, in red, of a normalized random partition
of a positive integer in the order of 10° along with the limit shape
given by Equation 7 in blue.

To define a Young diagram, it is more convenient to define x as a function of y
through the function X,,(A) which counts the number of m’s in partition A. Under
this convention, the Young diagram of X is defined as the graph of the function

ny) = Y Xn(M).

Precisely [Yak12, Theorem 8, below Equation (41)] we know that there exists v, >
0, so that for all y € R there exists C'(y) > 0 so that for € > 0 small and k large,
1 6 o
—a\(Vky) — V6 In (1 —e \/Ey)
T

(31) Mk{ 7 > e} <KV exp (—C(y)ezx/k1*5) :

where C(y) can be made uniform on compact subsets of the positive reals.
Concave compositions have a similar property. Informally, concave compositions
typically fit the curve

7TO(x)eVLﬁlm‘ +e Vil =1 )
V3n
for some C(x) = (Cy)1lzs0(z) + (C-)1,<o(x) that is a stepwise function given by
the indicator functions and a pair of i.i.d. log Gumbel distributions Cy. In a sense,
one can view C(z) as a “fitting constant” which adjusts to the length of a concave
composition’s left and right partition.
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We now construct the graphical representation of a concave composition by
adapting the setup of [Yakl12]. The graph of (A7, ¢, A") is constructed by first
drawing the central part ¢ as a step function that is centered at the origin. Next,
we draw simple functions which represent the graphs of A= and AT to the left and
right of ¢, respectively. The resulting picture should always look like a stepwise
approximation to a convex function. See Figure [2] for an example.

|
\
sl _el _41 o1 _1
53 63 43 %3 2

FIGURE 2. Graphical representation of the concave composition
(8,6,6,3,2,1,1,1,0,1,1,1,2,5,5,5,6).

It is useful to define the “tick marks” at which the concave composition increases
in y value. Classically this would just be z)(y), but our right partition, AT, must
be flipped. Furthermore, both the partitions A~ and AT are shifted by half a unit.
The resulting “tick marks” are

el) = % (H0F) ~ 220 4 3 )

For each A = A, A\, we can define the simple functions

oo

Ga(z) =i Ly (-1),000] (2)-

i=0
The graphical representation is the sum of the three functions
GU (l‘) = GAJr ($) + G)\— (Z‘) +c- 1(,1/2’1/2] (Z‘)

Observe that since the sum of all parts is n, then [, Gy(z)dr = n. Thus, we
normalize the graph by dividing by n. Concurrently, we shrink the graph by a /n
factor in the z and y direction. The result is

G (x) = %Gv(ﬁx).
By letting y; = i/y/n we can observe y/nx € (gx(i — 1),9x(¢)] if and only if = €
(g*(‘/\%’i‘l), g(\\/ﬁﬁy")} and G, (z) = y; on this interval. For 2 > 0, we have reflected
the Young’s diagram around the line z = £(A")/y/n. Thus for z > 0, we expect

™

() s
e YA\ V" +e vi¥ =1,
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and for x < 0 we reflect the formula for A~ to get

_= (D, .
eﬁ(ﬁ—i_){—ei%y:l,
Theorem [11] provides us guidance as to how to think of £(A*)
™ 0
——— (Nt ln<> — Ay, (M),
\/37’” ( ) \/% =+, ( )

where

—x

lim P(Ay,(\F) <z)=PALs(\F) <2)=¢"°
n—oo
This motivates the definition of our “fitting constants”
O (NE) = ¢ e )

so that
wC(x)

n

B

ol 4 oy — 1,

Our narrative so far has been somewhat heuristic, so the following is a more formal

approach.
Theorem 15. The limit

holds in distribution. Likewise lim,,_, év (x) =y in distribution if and only if

—InCy >0

V3 _my
\/gﬂ—ln(: (1—6 ﬁ))z —InC_ z<0
" 0 z=0.

Proof. Theorem [11] has already shown

nler;OPn {We(\/;j) —1In <\/§E> < x} =e ¢ .
%x)\i(\/ﬁy) - ? In (1 - e_%y)

We need only demonstrate that for all € > 0,
> 6} =0.
since then the conclusion follows by Slutsky’s Theorem.
If the norm of A\* were both a priori forced to diverge as n grows large, then

showing Equation is trivial. However, this is not the case, so we use Equation
(27). That is, we show Equation (31]) holds when we replace k with n/2 uniformly

for all k € {n/z — i 02 4 it
First, apply the mean value theorem to show that for every y € R,

96,\(\\//521) _ CC,\(\/E y) +0 (ng ) _

(32) lim P, {
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With probability greater than 1—n~2 we can use Theoremwhich shows ((\F) <
VElnk < v/nlnn with respect to ug. From this, it follows that

xx(\/gy) . $A(\/§y) 1
= +0 - .
Ve vk =
Applying Equation lj with probability greater than 1 —n~
lim M — —@ln (1 _ e—%) _
k—o00 \/E m

3
2 on puy,

If we let u = % ~ y and, with probability greater than 1 — n_%,
y ax(v5y)  w(Wky) . oa(y/Fu) —aa(Vky)
im — = lim
n—oo \/E \/E n—oo \/E
Ve (1Y
=lim ——In| ———
n— 00 T 1— 6*%11

=0.

(S]]

We have for all € > 0 and n sufficiently large,
Mk{ x)‘(\r\/ﬁy)—\/gln(l—e_%) >e} <n” 2.
n ™
Equation completes the proof. O

I\

FiGURE 3. The graph, in blue, of a normalized random concave
composition, with central part ¢ = 0, of a large positive integer in
the order of 10'° along with the proposed limit shape, in red, given
by Theorem The sampling was done with respect to @, -

-5 o 5
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