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Abstract

Biases in integer partitions have been studied recently. For three disjoint subsets

R, S, I of positive integers, let pRSI(n) be the number of partitions of n with

parts from R∪S∪I and pR>S,I(n) be the number of such partitions with more

parts from R than that from S. In this paper, in the case that R,S, I are finite

we obtain a concrete formula of the asymptotic ratio of pR>S,I(n) to pRSI(n).
We also propose a conjecture in the case that R, S are certain infinite arithmetic

progressions.
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1 Introduction

Partition theory is one of the most important subjects in combinatorics. For a
positive integer n, a partition of n is a non-increasing positive integer sequence

λ = (λ1, λ2, · · · , λl) with
l
∑

i=1

λl = n. Each λi is called a part and l is called the length

of λ. Let p(n) denote the number of partitions of n. One of the most remarkable results
about p(n) is its asymptotic estimate given by Hardy and Ramanujan [12]:

p(n) ∼ eπ
√

2n
3

4
√
3n

.
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This is actually the origin of circle method which plays an important role in
combinatorics and number theory.

Partitions with some constraints were studied by many mathematicians since Euler.
Many related questions also arise naturally from algebra, combinatorics, number the-
ory and physics, and are now important and fascinating topics in partition theory.
Extensive research has been carried out on the study of partitions with restricted parts
in many different kind of settings.

A typical example of restricted partitions is t-regular partition, i.e., the partition
whose parts are not divisible by t. The study on t-regular partitions can be traced
back to Euler [9] and Glashier [11] several centuries ago. The arithmetic properties of
the number of t-regular partitions of n, such as congruence or divisibility, are also of
great interest to researchers. For example, see [8], [1] and [7].

Recently ”biases in partition” arise as an interesting subject in the study of par-
titions. By biases in partition, we mean the tendency of some parts to appear more
frequently than other parts in the partitions (may be restricted). Quantitative and
qualitative researches have been carried out on such phenomenons.

For instance, the biases in the appearance of the parts from two residue classes in
the partitions have been studied recently. Kim et al. [15] investigate the number of
partitions of n with more (or less) odd parts than even parts, which will be denoted
as po(n) (or pe(n)). They prove that po(n) > pe(n) for n large enough and name this
phenomenon as parity bias. Precisely, the authors show that

po(n) ∼
1√
2
p(n),

pe(n) ∼ (1− 1√
2
)p(n).

In a following study [13] of Kim and Kim, the biases between certain residue classes
are studied. Let pa,b,m(n) be the number of partitions of n with more parts congruent
to a modulo m than parts congruent to b modulo m for m ≥ 2. They prove that

p1,m,m(n) ∼ 1

2
1
m

p(n),

pm,1,m(n) ∼ (1− 1

2
1
m

)p(n).

(1)

This result indicates that the partitions of n tend to have more parts congruent to 1
modulo m than parts congruent to m modulo m for n large enough. In general, Chern
[6] shows that for 1 ≤ a < b ≤ m,

pa,b,m(n) ≥ pb,a,m(n).

Interested readers are also reffered to [4], [2], [17], [14], [5], [16] as related researches.
It is natural to note that among all partitions of a positive integer n, the smaller

parts appear more frequently than the larger parts. However, it seems nontrivial to
quantitatively characterize such phenomenon, which is the motivation of this paper.
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The main purpose of this paper is to explicitly measure the biases of the appear-
ance of parts from two certain finite sets when the parts of partitions have only finite
choices. Let R,S, I be three disjoint subsets of Z+. Let PRSI(n) denote the set of
partitions of n with parts in R ∪ S ∪ I and PR>S,I(n) denote the set of partitions in
PRSI(n) with more parts in R than that in S. Through out this paper, the lowercase
letters will represent the size of a set of partitions. The main result of this paper is
an interesting formula given in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let R = {r1, · · · , rl}, S = {s1, s2 · · · , sm} with R,S be disjoint positive
integer sets and I be a finite subset of Z+ \ (R ∪ S). Suppose the greatest common
divisor of {rj}lj=1, {si}mi=1 is 1. Then

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
=

l
∏

j=1

rj

m
∏

i=1

si ·
l

∑

i=1

(−1)i−1

ri
l
∏

j=i+1

(rj − ri)
i−1
∏

t=1
(ri − rt)

m
∏

k=1

(sk + ri)

. (2)

The key technique for the proof of Theorem 1 is to estimate the partition numbers
at the volume of certain polytope. Firstly, we reduce the condition to the case that I
is empty. Then we establish an one-to-one correspondence between the partitions in
PRSI(n) (or PR>S,I(n)) and the integer points in a certain finite dimensional polytope.
Finally, the asymptotic estimates of pRSI(n) and pR>S,I(n) are given by some technical
but elementary calculations of the integral on the polytopes.

We provide several corollaries here as examples of the application of Theorem 1.
The proofs are direct and hence omitted.

Corollary 1. Let R = {r} and S = {s} with r 6= s, I be an finite subset of Z+\(R∪S).
Then

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
=

s

r + s
.

Corollary 2. Let R = {1} and S = {s1, s2, · · · , sm} with si > 1, I be an finite subset
of Z+ \ (R ∪ S). Then

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
=

m
∏

i=1

si
si + 1

.

In particular, if S = {2, 3, . . . , k} with k ≥ 2, one has

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
=

2

k + 1
.

Corollary 3. Let R = {1, 2} and S = {3, 4 · · · , k} with k ≥ 3, I be a finite subset of
Z
+ \ (R ∪ S). Then

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
=

6k

(k + 1)(k + 2)
.
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Theorem 1 gives the asymptotic proportion of the partitions with more parts from
R than parts from S in PRSI(n). Note that when the RHS of (2) is greater than 1

2 ,
partitions in PRSI(n) tend to have more parts from R than parts from S.

It is very natural to consider the case when R,S or I are infinite. We give a
conjecture here based on observations of our formula (2) for certain cases. Let RN =
{r, r+m, · · · , r+m(N−1)} and SN = {s, s+m, · · · , s+m(N−1)} be two arithmetic
progressions of the same length but with distinct starting number, and let IN =

[max(r, s) +m(N − 1)] \ (RN ∪ SN ). Let Cn,N =
pRN>SN,IN

(n)

pRNSNIN
(n) .

Conjecture 1. Let r, s,m and other notation be defined above. Let R = {r, r +
m, · · · , r + im, · · · }, S = {s, s + m, · · · , s + im, · · · }, I = Z

+ \ (R ∪ S). Assume
r 6≡ s (mod m) and (r, s,m) = 1. Then

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
= lim

n→∞
lim

N→∞
Cn,N

= lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

Cn,N

= lim
N→∞

M · ( r
m

+N − 1)N · ( s
m

+N − 1)N

(N − 1)!(N − 1)!
,

where

M =

∫ 1

0

dx x
s
m

−1(1− x)N−1

∫ x

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1− t)N−1.

Especially, for s = m,

lim
n→∞

lim
N→∞

Cn,N = lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

Cn,N =
1

2
r
m

.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The proof of Theorem 1 is given in
Section 2 by applying area integral to estimate the partition numbers. The discovery
and discussion of Conjecture 1 are given in Section 3.

2 Proof of Theorem 1

In the following lemma, we first show that I wouldn’t impact the asymptotic value of
PR>S,I(n)
PRSI(n)

if it is finite.

Lemma 1. Let R,S, I and other notations be defined above. Suppose i ∈ Z
+ \

(R ∪ S ∪ I) and

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
= C.

Then for I ′ = I ∪ {i},
lim
n→∞

pR>S,I′(n)

pRSI′(n)
= C.
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Proof. Let

f(q) =

∞
∑

i=1

pR>S,I(i)q
i,

g(q) =

∞
∑

i=1

pRSI(i)q
i,

be the generating functions of pR>S,I(n), pRSI(n). Then clearly the generating

functions of pR>S,I′(n), pRSI′(n) are f(q)
1−qi

, g(q)
1−qi

. Therefore

pR>S,I′(n)

pRSI′(n)
=

pR>S,I(n) + pR>S,I(n− i) + pR>S,I(n− 2i) + · · ·
pRSI(n) + pRSI(n− i) + pRSI(n− 2i) + · · · .

Separate the sequence { pR>S,I′(n)

pRSI′(n)
}∞n=1 into i disjoint subsequences by the residue of n

module i and apply the Stolz theorem. The lemma then follows directly.

By lemma 1, we may assume I to be empty in the proof of Theorem 1. For simplic-
ity, PRSI(n), PR>S,I(n) will be written as PRS(n), PR>S(n) in the rest of this section.
Now let us first consider PRS(n). Since the greatest common divisor of {rj}lj=1, {si}mi=1

is 1, let
l

∑

j=1

ajrj +

m
∑

i=1

bisi = 1,

where {aj}lj=1, {bi}mi=1 are integers. Then

l
∑

j=1

naj · rj +
m
∑

i=1

nbi · si = n.

∀λ = {rc11 , · · · , rcll , sf11 , · · · , sfmm } ∈ PRS(n), we have

l
∑

j=1

(naj − cj) · rj +
m
∑

i=1

(nbi − fi) · si = 0.

Here we use a multiset to denote a partition to avoid extra notation on the order of
the parts. The superscript represents the multiplicity of the number as a part in a
multiset (namely, a partition).

Let naj − cj = xj for 1 ≤ j ≤ l and nbi − fi = yi for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Then
{xj}lj=1, {yi}mi=1 are integers. We have

l
∑

j=1

xj · rj +
m
∑

i=1

yi · si = 0. (3)
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(3) is actually an affine hyperplane in R
l+m and its integer points form a lattice

Λ1 of dimension l+m−1. Then pRS(n) equals the number of lattice points of Λ1 such
that the corresponding {cj}lj=1, {fi}mi=1 are non-negative. To estimate the number of
such points, let us first construct a basis of this lattice.

Since r1 is prime to (r2, · · · , rl, s1, · · · , sm), the minimal possible positive value of
x1 is d1 = (r2, · · · , rl, s1, · · · , sm). Select an arbitrary vector v1 of Λ1 with x1 = d1.
Then the quotient lattice Λ2 = Λ1/ 〈v1〉 is a lattice of dimension l+m− 2 determined
by following equations:

x1 = 0,

l
∑

j=2

xj · rj +
m
∑

i=1

yi · si = 0.

In Λ2, the minimal possible positive value of x2 is d2 = (r3,··· ,rl,s1,··· ,sm)
(r2,··· ,rl,s1,··· ,sm) . Select an

arbitrary vector v2 of Λ2 with x2 = d2. Then the quotient lattice Λ3 = Λ2/ 〈v2〉 is a
lattice of dimension l +m− 3 determined by following equations:

x1 = x2 = 0,

l
∑

j=3

xj · rj +
m
∑

i=1

yi · si = 0.

Repeat this operation until we have already selected l + m − 1 vectors
v1,v2, · · · ,vl+m−1. If we rename r1, · · · , rl, s1, · · · , sm as e1, · · · , el+m, then the first

non-zero component of vi is on the i-th position and its value is
(ei+1,ei+2,··· ,el+m)
(ei,ei+1,··· ,el+m) .

One can easily check that {v1,v2, · · · ,vl+m−1} form a basis of Λ1.

Example. Let R = {2, 3, 6}, S = {10, 15}. We could select v1 to be (1,−4, 0, 1, 0),
and then v2 = (0, 1,−3, 0, 1), v3 = (0, 0, 5,−3, 0), v4 = (0, 0, 0, 3,−2). So the row
vectors of the following matrix form a basis of Λ1:









1 −4 0 1 0
0 1 −3 0 1
0 0 5 −3 0
0 0 0 3 −2









Now let us return to the estimate of the number of the lattice points of
Λ1 such that the corresponding {cj}lj=1, {fi}mi=1 are non-negative. Let wn =
(na1, · · · , nal, nb1, · · · , nbm), then

(c1, · · · , cl, f1, · · · , fm) = wn − (x1, · · · , xl, y1, · · · , ym)

= wn +

l+m−1
∑

i=1

kivi

≥ 0.

(4)
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Here ”≥” denotes component-wise being greater than or equal to. Then pRS(n)
is equal to the number of integer arrays {ki}l+m−1

i=1 satisfying system (4), namely
the number of integer points in the area determined by (4) in variables {ki}l+m−1

i=1 .
Denote this area as Dn. Note that Dn is actually the intersection of l+m half-spaces
in R

l+m−1, so it is a polytope of dimension l+m− 1. Furthermore, the l+m inequa-
tions of (4) are linear in variables {ki}l+m−1

i=1 and the constant terms are proportional
to n, namely Dn is the n-dilate of D1. It’s time to introduce the following lemma
from Ehrhart theory.

Lemma 2 (Lemma 3.19, [3]). Suppose P ⊆ R
d is d-dimensional. Then

vol(P ) = lim
t→∞

1

td
·#(tP ∩ Z

d).

Therefore an asymptotic estimate of the number of integer points in Dn, namely
#(Dn ∩ Z

d), is vol(D1) · nl+m−1 + o(nl+m−1), where vol(D1) =
∫

Rl+m−1 χD1
dV . Let

u1 = c1, · · · , ul = cl, ul+1 = f1, · · · , ul+m−1 = fm−1 and set n = 1. Then (4) is
transformed into

{

ui ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ l +m− 1,

r1u1 + · · ·+ rlul + s1ul+1 + · · ·+ sm−1ul+m−1 ≤ 1.
(5)

Due to the discussion above, the elements in the main diagonal of the Jacobi matrix

of this variable substitution from {ki}l+m−1
i=1 to {ui}l+m−1

i=1 are (ei+1,ei+2,··· ,el+m)
(ei,ei+1,··· ,el+m) (1 ≤

i ≤ l +m − 1) and its determinant is el+m = sm. So the volume of (4) is 1
sm

as the
volume of (5). Let yi = riui for 1 ≤ i ≤ l and yi = si−lui for l+1 ≤ i ≤ l+m−1. Then

∫

Rl+m−1

χD1
dV =

1

sm

1
m−1
∏

i=1

si
l
∏

j=1

rj

∫ 1

0

dy1

∫ 1−y1

0

dy2 · · ·
∫ 1−y1−···−yl+m−2

0

dyl+m−1

=
1

(l +m− 1)!

1
m
∏

i=1

si
l
∏

j=1

rj

.

Here the second equality comes from an easy computation of multiple integral.
Therefore

pRS(n) =
Al+m−1

m
∏

i=1

si
l
∏

j=1

rj

+ o(nl+m−1), (6)

where Al+m−1 denotes nl+m−1

(l+m−1)! .

To estimate pR>S(n), add a new condition
l
∑

j=1

cj >
m
∑

i=1

di to system (4). Note that

the argument above still applies here. Applying the same variable substitution and

7



setting n = 1, we have























ui ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ l +m− 1,

r1u1 + · · ·+ rlul + s1ul+1 + · · ·+ sm−1ul+m−1 ≤ 1,

l
∑

j=1

(sm + rj)uj +

m−1
∑

i=1

(si − sm)ul+i > 1.

(7)

Denote the volume of system (7) as V . Then pR>S(n) =
1
sm

·V ·nl+m−1+o(nl+m−1).
For the ease of computation below, we will calculate the volume of the complement of
(7) in (5) instead, namely the following system:























ui ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ l +m− 1,

r1u1 + · · ·+ rlul + s1ul+1 + · · ·+ sm−1ul+m−1 ≤ 1,

l
∑

j=1

(sm + rj)uj +

m−1
∑

i=1

(si − sm)ul+i ≤ 1.

(8)

Then the volume of (8) equals 1

(l+m−1)!
l∏

j=1

rj
m−1∏

i=1

si

−V . Separate (8) into following

two systems:























ui ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ l +m− 1,

r1u1 + · · ·+ rlul + s1ul+1 + · · ·+ sm−1ul+m−1 ≤ 1,

l
∑

j=1

uj <

m−1
∑

i=1

ul+i.

(9)

and






































ui ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ l +m− 1,

l
∑

j=1

(sm + rj)uj +

m−1
∑

i=1

(si − sm)ul+i ≤ 1,

l
∑

j=1

uj ≥
m−1
∑

i=1

ul+i.

(10)

Note that (9),(10) are of the same type: if we define (9) as an (l,m− 1)-form, then
(10) is actually an (m− 1, l)-form. Denote the volume of (9) as V(r1,··· ,rl),(s1,··· ,sm−1),
then the volume of (10) can be written as V(s1−sm,··· ,sm−1−sm),(r1+sm,··· ,rl+sm). These
two volumes will be written as V1, V2 for convenience sometime below. Without loss
of generality, assume that sm < s1 < s2 < · · · < sm−1, r1 < r2 < · · · < rl. Now let’s
compute the (l,m− 1)-form (9) .
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Let v =
m−1
∑

i=1

ul+i −
l
∑

j=1

uj and eliminate ul+1, (9) is transformed into:



































ui ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ l +m− 1, i 6= l + 1,

v ≥ 0,

(s2 − s1)ul+2 + · · ·+ (sm−1 − s1)ul+m−1 + s1v + (r1 + s1)u1 + · · ·+ (rl + s1)ul ≤ 1,

m−1
∑

i=2

ul+i ≤ v +

l
∑

j=1

uj.

(11)
Since the Jacobi matrix of this transformation is upper-triangular and the diagonal

elements are 1, the volume of (9) is equal to the volume of (11), namely

V(r1,··· ,rl),(s1,··· ,sm−1) = V(s2−s1,··· ,sm−1−s1),(s1,r1+s1,··· ,rl+s1). (12)

So the computation of an (l,m−1)-form is equivalent to that of an (m−2, l+1)-form.
On the other hand, by the definition of (a, b)-form, we have

V(r1,··· ,rl),(s1,··· ,sm−1) + V(s1,··· ,sm−1),(r1,··· ,rl) =
1

(l +m− 1)!
l
∏

j=1

rj
m−1
∏

i=1

si

. (13)

which means the computation of an (m − 2, l + 1)-form is equivalent to that of an
(l + 1,m− 2)-form. Combining (12) and (13), we have

V(r1,··· ,rl),(s1,··· ,sm−1) =
1

(l +m− 1)! · s1
l
∏

i=1

(ri + s1)
m−1
∏

j=2

(sj − s1)

−V(s1,r1+s1,··· ,rl+s1),(s2−s1,··· ,sm−1−s1).

Note that
V(z1,··· ,zl+m−1),∅ = 0.

Therefore, by induction,

V1 =V(r1,··· ,rl),(s1,··· ,sm−1)

=
1

(l +m− 1)!

m−1
∑

j=1

(−1)j−1

sj
m−1
∏

i=j+1

(si − sj)
j−1
∏

t=1
(si − st)

l
∏

k=1

(rk + sj)

.

Similarly,

V2 =
1

(l +m− 1)!

l
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1

(ri + sm)
l
∏

j=i+1

(rj − ri)
i−1
∏

t=1
(ri − rt)

m−1
∏

k=1

(sk + ri)

.

9



Now let us compute V , the volume of (9). We have

V =
1

(l +m− 1)!
l
∏

j=1

rj
m−1
∏

i=1

si

− (V1 + V2)

= (
1

(l +m− 1)!
l
∏

j=1

rj
m−1
∏

i=1

si

− V1)− V2

=
1

(l +m− 1)!

l
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1

ri
l
∏

j=i+1

(rj − ri)
i−1
∏

t=1

(ri − rt)
m−1
∏

k=1

(sk + ri)

− V2

=
1

(l +m− 1)!

l
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1sm

ri
l
∏

j=i+1

(rj − ri)
i−1
∏

t=1
(ri − rt)

m
∏

k=1

(sk + ri)

.

Here the third equality is due to (13). Therefore,

pR>S(n) =
1

sm
· V · nl+m−1 + o(nl+m−1)

= Al+m−1

l
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1

ri
l
∏

j=i+1

(rj − ri)
i−1
∏

t=1

(ri − rt)
m
∏

k=1

(sk + ri)

+ o(nl+m−1).
(14)

Then (2) comes directly from (6) and (14), which completes the proof of Theorem
1.

3 Discovery and discussion of Cojecture 1

Let RN = {r, r + m, · · · , r + m(N − 1)}, SN = {s, s + m, · · · , s + m(N − 1)}, IN =
[max(r, s) +m(N − 1)] \ (RN ∪ SN ). Here r, s,m are three positive integers such that

r 6≡ s (mod m) and (r, s,m) = 1. Denote
pRN>SN,IN

(n)

pRNSNIN
(n) by Cn,N . Then by Theorem 1,

lim
n→∞

Cn,N = C · ( r
m

+N − 1)N · ( s
m

+N − 1)N ,

where

C =

N
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1

(N − i)!(i− 1)!( s+r
m

+N + i− 2)N( r
m

+ i− 1)
.

Here (a)N =
N−1
∏

i=0

(a− i).
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Let g(x) =
N
∑

i=1

(−x)i−1

(N−i)!(i−1)!( s+r
m

+N+i−2)N ( r
m

+i−1)
. Note that C = g(1). We have

[g(x)xN+ s+r
m

−1](N) =

N
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1x
s+r
m

+i−2

(N − i)!(i− 1)!( r
m

+ i− 1)
. (15)

Let h(x) =
N
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1x
r
m

+i−1

(N−i)!(i−1)!( r
m

+i−1) . Then

h′(x) =

N
∑

i=1

(−1)i−1x
r
m

+i−2

(N − i)!(i− 1)!

=
x

r
m

−1

(N − 1)!

N
∑

i=1

(

N − 1

i− 1

)

(−x)i−1

=
x

r
m

−1(1− x)N−1

(N − 1)!
.

Since h(0) = 0, we have h(x) =
∫ x

0
t

r
m

−1(1−t)N−1

(N−1)! dt. Therefore,

C = g(1)

= g(1) · 1N+ s+r
m

−1 − g(0) · 0N+ s+r
m

−1

=

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ x1

0

dx2 · · ·
∫ xN−1

0

dxN [g(xN )x
N+ s+r

m
−1

N ](N)

=

∫ 1

0

dx1

∫ x1

0

dx2 · · ·
∫ xN−1

0

dxN x
s
m

−1

N h(xN )

=

∫ 1

0

dxN

∫ 1

xN

dxN−1 · · ·
∫ 1

x2

dx1 x
s
m

−1

N h(xN )

=

∫ 1

0

dxN x
s
m

−1

N h(xN ) · (1− xN )N−1

(N − 1)!

=
1

(N − 1)!(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

dxN x
s
m

−1

N (1− xN )N−1

∫ xN

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1− t)N−1.

Therefore,

lim
n→∞

Cn,N =
( r
m

+N − 1)N · ( s
m

+N − 1)N

(N − 1)!(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

dx x
s
m

−1(1−x)N−1

∫ x

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1−t)N−1.

(16)
Remark. By (16), one can easily show that when r < s, pRN>SN ,IN (n) >
pRN<SN ,IN (n) for n large enough .
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This integral is actually a generalization of Euler integral. Let B(p, q) denote the
Beta function and Γ(x) denote the Gamma function. When s = m, we have

C =
1

(N − 1)!(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

dx (1− x)N−1

∫ x

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1 − t)N−1

=
1

(N − 1)!(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1− t)N−1

∫ 1

t

dx (1 − x)N−1

=
1

N !(N − 1)!

∫ 1

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1− t)2N−1

=
1

N !(N − 1)!
B(

r

m
, 2N).

Moreover, for a ≥ N − 1,

(a)N =
Γ(a+ 1)

Γ(a−N + 1)
.

Then we could obtain the asymptotic value of lim
n→∞

Cn,N as N → ∞ when s = m:

Lemma 3. Let s = m and Cn,N be defined above. Then

lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

Cn,N =
1

2
r
m

.

Proof. Recall the relation between Beta function and Gamma function

B(p, q) =
Γ(p)Γ(q)

Γ(p+ q)

and the Stirling’s approximation

Γ(x+ 1) ∼
√
2πx(

x

e
)x.

We have

lim
n→∞

Cn,N =
Γ( r

m
+N)Γ( s

m
+N)B( r

m
, 2N)

Γ( r
m
)Γ( s

m
)Γ(N + 1)Γ(N)

=
Γ( r

m
+N)Γ(2N)

Γ(N)Γ( r
m

+ 2N)

=
Γ( r

m
+N + 1)Γ(2N + 1)

Γ(N + 1)Γ( r
m

+ 2N + 1)
· N(2N + r

m
)

2N(N + r
m
)

∼
√

2π(N + r
m
)(

N+ r
m

e
)N+ r

m

√
4πN(2N

e
)2N

√
2πN(N

e
)N

√

2π(2N + r
m
)(

2N+ r
m

e
)2N+ r

m

∼ (N + r
m
)N+ r

m (2N)2N

NN (2N + r
m
)2N+ r

m

.
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Note that for fixed a, (x+ a)x ∼ eaxx as x → ∞. Therefore,

(N + r
m
)N+ r

m

NN
· (2N)2N

(2N + r
m
)2N+ r

m

∼ e
r
m (N + r

m
)

r
m

e
r
m (2N + r

m
)

r
m

∼ 1

2
r
m

.

This finishes the proof of lemma 3.

Now let’s look into another double limit of Cn,N . Let R = {r, r + m, · · · , r +
im, · · · }, S = {s, s + m, · · · , s + im, · · · }, I = Z

+ \ (R ∪ S). Note that for a fixed n,

Cn,N =
pR>S,I(n)
pRSI(n)

when N is large enough. Therefore, by (1), for (r, s,m) = (1,m,m),

lim
n→∞

lim
N→∞

Cn,N =
1

2
1
m

= lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

Cn,N .

This fact indicates that the two double limits of Cn,N are equal when n,N tend
to infinity for (r, s,m) = (1,m,m). Although we couldn’t provide a direct proof of
this commutativity, we conjecture that it holds in more general condition:

Conjecture 1. Let r, s,m and other notation be defined above. Let R = {r, r +
m, · · · , r + im, · · · }, S = {s, s+m, · · · , s+ im, · · · }, I = Z

+ \ (R ∪ S). Then

lim
n→∞

pR>S,I(n)

pRSI(n)
= lim

n→∞
lim

N→∞
Cn,N

= lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

Cn,N

= lim
N→∞

M · ( r
m

+N − 1)N · ( s
m

+N − 1)N

(N − 1)!(N − 1)!
,

where

M =

∫ 1

0

dx x
s
m

−1(1− x)N−1

∫ x

0

dt t
r
m

−1(1− t)N−1.

Especially, for s = m,

lim
n→∞

lim
N→∞

Cn,N = lim
N→∞

lim
n→∞

Cn,N =
1

2
r
m

.

This conjecture actually describes the commutativity of the following two opera-
tions in the computation of the double limits: let N → ∞ to use finite sets RN , SN , IN
to approximate infinite sets R,S, I; let n → ∞ to obtain the asymptotic ratio between
two partition numbers.

Here we provide some possible viewpoints that may help to prove this conjecture:
1. Try to make use of the special case of (r, s,m) = (1,m,m) in which the conjecture

holds to study the convergence of Cn,N ;
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2. Try to apply the discrete versions of some convergence theorems, for example,
Fatou lemma. The fact that R,S are interleaved sequence may help to this method;

3. Try to show that Cn,M uniformly converges for n or N .

4 Concluding remarks

We finish this paper with some remarks:
1. The necessary condition of Theorem 1 is that R,S, I are finite. Otherwise we

couldn’t establish the equality between a partition number and the number of integer
points inside a certain finite dimensional polytope. Here we conjecture that Theorem
1 holds for infinite I. That is, the formula (2) also applies to the cases of unrestricted
partitions.

2. As mentioned, the formula in Conjecture 1 is a generalization of Euler integral.
The study on the asymptotic of (16) as N → ∞ when r, s 6= m may be useful to some
extent.

3. It may be interesting to discover some certain cases that the RHS of (2) is
greater than 1

2 , which may help to the study of the biases in partitions. For instance,
it is natural to conjecture that the RHS of (2) is greater than 1

2 when l = m, ri < si
for 1 ≤ i ≤ l.
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