arXiv:2307.14566v3 [cs.IT] 11 Jun 2024

LIMITING MOMENTS OF AUTOCORRELATION DEMERIT FACTORS OF BINARY SEQUENCES

DANIEL J. KATZ AND MIRIAM E. RAMIREZ

Abstract. An aperiodic binary sequence of length ℓ is a doubly infi- nite sequence f = . . . , f−1, f0, f1, . . . with fj ∈ {−1, 1} when 0 ≤ j < ℓ and and fj = 0 otherwise. Various problems in engineering and natural science demand binary sequences that do not resemble translates of themselves. The autocorrelation of f at shift s is the dot product of f with the sequence obtained by translating f by s places. The demerit factor of f is the sum of the squares of the autocorrelations at all nonzero shifts for the sequence obtained by normalizing f to unit Euclidean norm. Low demerit factor therefore indicates low self-similarity under translation. We endow the 2^ℓ binary sequences of length ℓ with uniform probability measure and consider the distribution of their demerit factors. Earlier works used combinatorial techniques to find exact formulas for the mean, variance, skewness, and kurtosis of the distribution as a function of ℓ. These revealed that for ℓ ≥ 4, the pth central moment of this distribution is strictly positive for every p ≥ 2. This article shows that every pth central moment is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ with rational coefficients divided by ℓ^{2p}. It also shows that, in the limit as ℓ tends to infinity, the pth standardized moment is the same as that of the standard normal distribution.

1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the aperiodic correlation properties of binary sequences. Our sequences are doubly infinite and finitely supported, that is, they have the form f = (. . . , f_{−2}, f_{−1}, f_0, f_1, f_2, . . .), where each f_j ∈ C but f_j = 0 for all but finitely many j ∈ Z. For a nonnegative integer ℓ, a binary sequence of length ℓ is a sequence f with f_0, f_1, . . . , f_{ℓ−1} ∈ {−1, 1} and f_j = 0 for all other j ∈ Z. Thus, there are 2^ℓ binary sequences of length ℓ. We are interested in the correlation properties of binary sequences. We have defined sequences as doubly infinite and finitely supported because we are interested in their aperiodic correlation, that is, we compare sequences

Date: 11 June 2024.

Daniel J. Katz is with the Department of Mathematics, California State University, Northridge. Miriam E. Ramirez was with the Department of Mathematics, California State University, Northridge, USA. This paper is based upon work of both authors supported in part by the National Science Foundation under Grants DMS-1500856 and CCF- 1815487, and by work of Daniel J. Katz supported in part by the National Science Foundation under Grant CCF-2206454. 1

with non-cyclic translates of each other. This paper concerns aperiodic autocorrelation, where we compare a sequences with translates of itself. Autocorrelation is important in communications and ranging applications for establishing accurate timings; see [Gol67, GG05, Sch06]. The aperiodic autocorrelation at shift s of a sequence f = (. . . , f_{−2}, f_{−1}, f_0, f_1, f_2, . . .) is defined to be

C_f (s) = ∑ j∈Z f_{j+s}f_j. This is always a finite value because of the finite support of f, which also guarantees that C_f (s) = 0 for all but finitely many s. Note that C_f (0) is the squared Euclidean norm of f, so it is always a nonnegative real number (and strictly positive when f ≠ 0).

When a sequence f is used in applications, it is desirable that |C_f (s)| be small compared to C_f (0) for all nonzero shifts s; this helps establish correct timing when the sequence is used for synchronization. One measure of lowness of autocorrelation of f is the peak sidelobe level of f, which is max_{s∈Z∖{0}} |C_f (s)|; this measures the worst case (highest) autocorrelation value off the main lobe (shift 0). A mean square measure of lowness of autocorrelation is the (autocorrelation) demerit factor of f, which is the sum of the squared magnitudes of the autocorrelation at every nonzero shift s of the sequence one obtains by normalizing f to unit Euclidean norm. That is,

(1) ADF(f) = ∑ s∈Z∖{0} |Cf (s)| 2 C_f (0)^2

= −1 + ∑ s∈Z |C_f (s)|^2 C_f (0)^2 . Golay’s merit factor [Gol75] is the reciprocal of the demerit factor, so favorable sequences have a low demerit factor and a high merit factor. We often want to study only the numerator of the last fraction in (1), which is the sum of the squares of all the autocorrelation values, so we define

SSAC(f) = ∑ s∈Z |C_f (s)|^2, so that

(2) ADF(f) = −1 +

SSAC(f) C_f (0)^2 . For each positive integer ℓ, we are interested in the distribution of demerit factors of the set Seq(ℓ) of the 2^ℓ binary sequences of length ℓ, endowed with uniform probability distribution. The expected value of a random variable v with respect to this distribution is denoted E^ℓ_f v(f) = E_{f∈Seq(ℓ)}(v(f)). Then the pth central moment is denoted μ^ℓ_{p,f} v(f) = E^ℓ_f ( v(f) − E^ℓ_f v(f) )_p , and the pth standardized moment is μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} v(f) = μ^ℓ_{p,f} v(f) ( μ^ℓ_{2,f} v(f) )_{p/2} . Since C_f (0) = ℓ for every binary sequence f of length ℓ, we have ADF(f) = −1 + SSAC(f)/ℓ^2 by (2), so that

(3) μ^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) = μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) ℓ^{2p} , and of course μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) = μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f).

Now we discuss previous results on moments of the autocorrelation demerit factor. The mean demerit factor was determined by Sarwate [Sar84, eq. (13)].

Theorem 1.1 (Sarwate, 1984). For every positive integer ℓ, we have

E^ℓ_f ADF(f) = 1 − 1/ℓ.

The variance was explicitly determined by Jedwab [Jed24, Thm. 1].

Theorem 1.2 (Jedwab, 2019). For every positive integer ℓ, we have

μ^ℓ_{2,f} ADF(f) =

{_{16ℓ3−60ℓ2+56ℓ}

3ℓ^4 if ℓ is even, 16ℓ^3−60ℓ^2+56ℓ−12 3ℓ^4 if ℓ is odd.

Note that this shows that the variance tends to 0 as ℓ tends to infinity, a fact earlier proved by Borwein and Lockhart [BL01, pp. 1469–1470]. In a previous paper, the authors developed a combinatorial theory for determining the pth central and standardized moments of the demerit factor, which enabled them to obtain an explicit calculation of the skewness [KR24, Thm. 1.3].

Theorem 1.3 (Katz–Ramirez, 2023). For every positive integer ℓ, we have

μ^ℓ_{3,f} ADF(f) =

160ℓ^4 −1296ℓ^3+3296ℓ^2−2496ℓ ℓ^6 , if ℓ ≡ 0 mod 4, 160ℓ^4 −1296ℓ^3+3296ℓ^2−2736ℓ+576 ℓ^6 , if ℓ ≡ ±1 mod 4, 160ℓ^4 −1296ℓ^3+3296ℓ^2−2496ℓ−384 ℓ^6 , if ℓ ≡ 2 mod 4, and

μ̃^ℓ_{3,f} ADF(f) = 6 √ 3(10ℓ^4 −81ℓ^3+206ℓ^2−156ℓ) (4ℓ^3−15ℓ^2+14ℓ)^{3/2} , if ℓ ≡ 0 mod 4, 6 √ 3(10ℓ^4 −81ℓ^3+206ℓ^2−171ℓ+36) (4ℓ^3−15ℓ^2+14ℓ−3)^{3/2} , if ℓ ≡ ±1 mod 4, 6 √ 3(10ℓ^4 −81ℓ^3+206ℓ^2−156ℓ−24) (4ℓ^3 −15ℓ^2+14ℓ)^{3/2} , if ℓ ≡ 2 mod 4.

The previous paper also had a computer-assisted calculation of the kurtosis of the distribution of demerit factors [KR24, Thm. 1.4]. Another interesting fact that arises from this combinatorial theory is that all central moments are positive, except for a few that are zero when ℓ is small [KR24, Thm. 1.5].

Theorem 1.4 (Katz–Ramirez, 2023). Let ℓ and p be positive integers. Then μ^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) is nonnegative. If either (i) p = 1, (ii) p > 1 is odd and ℓ ≤ 3, or (iii) p is even and ℓ ≤ 2, then μ^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) is zero; otherwise it is strictly positive.

Two important questions could not be answered using only the techniques of [KR24]. First, one notes from Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 (using (3)) that the central moments μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) for p = 2 and p = 3 are quasi-polynomial functions of ℓ. In this paper, we develop techniques that show that this is true for all p.

Theorem 1.5. Let p ∈ N. Then μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ whose coefficients are all rational numbers.

The second question is about the general behavior of the higher moments (p > 3). In principle, the methods of [KR24] can be used to furnish an exact determination of any pth standardized moment of the distribution of demerit factors, but the calculations become more and more lengthy and complicated. To better understand the overall behavior of the moments, one would want to understand their asymptotic behavior in the limit of large sequence length ℓ. One cannot determine the limiting behavior using solely the methods of [KR24], but this paper provides further techniques that identify the dominant contributions and enable us to calculate the limiting moments.

Theorem 1.6. Let p be a nonnegative integer. Then

lim_{ℓ→∞} μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) = μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) = { 0 if p is odd, (p − 1)!! if p is even.

Note that the limiting standardized moments are exactly the same as those of the standard normal distribution.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 has preliminary material and recalls the general theory of [KR24] that enables us to calculate central moments of the distribution of demerit factors of binary sequences. Section 3 introduces the new ideas of this paper that are later used to prove Theorems 1.5 and 1.6. Section 4 applies this new theory to prove Theorem 1.5. Then we investigate the dominant terms for a generic central moment in Section 5, and determine the asymptotic standardized moments that are presented in Theorem 1.6.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review the combinatorial theory of [KR24] for calculating the moments of the distribution of demerit factors of binary sequences. Throughout this paper, N = {0, 1, 2, . . .} and for each ℓ ∈ N we write [ℓ] for {0, 1, . . . , ℓ − 1}.

We use [[a_1, . . . , a_k]] to denote the multiset M where the multiplicity of an element a in M equals the number of times that a occurs on the list a_1, . . . , a_k. If {a_i}_{i∈I} is a family of (not necessarily distinct) elements that is indexed by the set I, then [[a_i : i ∈ I]] denotes the multiset in which the multiplicity of an element a is the number of i ∈ I such that a_i = a.

We use ⊔ to denote a union of disjoint sets. If S and T are sets, then T^S is the set of functions from S into T . We sometimes abbreviate a tuple by omitting enclosing parentheses and commas (e.g., (e, s, v) is abbreviated as esv) between elements when there is no risk of confusion.

2.1. Partitions. A partition P of a set S is a set of nonempty, disjoint subsets of S whose union is S. The modulo P relation is the equivalence relation on S whose equivalence classes are the sets in P, i.e., if s, t ∈ S, then s ≡ t (mod P) means that s and t lie in the same set within P.

Definition 2.1 (Type of a partition). If P is a partition of a set S, then the type of P is the multiset of cardinalities of the classes in P, i.e., [[|P | : P ∈ P]].

Definition 2.2 (Even partition). A partition is said to be even if every class in it is of finite, even cardinality.

Notation 2.3 (Part(E), Part(p)). If E ⊆ N, then Part(E) is the set of all partitions of E × [2] × [2]. If p ∈ N, then Part(p) is shorthand for Part([p]).

Definition 2.4 (Restriction of sets and partitions). Let F ⊆ E ⊆ N. If P ⊆ E × [2] × [2], then the restriction of P to F , written P_F , is P ∩(F × [2] × [2]). If P ∈ Part(E), then the restriction of P to F , written P_F , is the partition {P_F : P ∈ P and P_F ≠ ∅}, which resides in Part(F ).

Definition 2.5 (Globally even, locally odd (GELO) partition). Let E ⊆ N and P ∈ Part(E). Then we call P globally even, locally odd (or just GELO) to mean that P is an even partition such that for every e ∈ E, the restricted partition P_{{e}} is not even. We use GELO(E) to denote the set of all GELO partitions of E × [2] × [2], and if p ∈ N, then GELO(p) is shorthand for GELO([p]).

2.2. Assignments. Our calculations of moments of demerit factors are based on enumeration of objects called assignments, which we now define.

Definition 2.6 (Assignment). Let E be a subset of N. An assignment for E is an element of N^{E×[2]×[2]} , i.e., a function from E × [2] × [2] into N. If τ is an assignment for E and (e, s, v) ∈ E × [2] × [2], then we usually write τ_{e,s,v} (or τ_{esv}) rather than the τ(e, s, v) to denote the value of τ at (e, s, v). We also introduce the following as compact notations for sets of assignments that will be useful in the rest of the paper:

• As(E) = N^{E×[2]×[2]} , the set of all assignments for E, • As(E, =) = {τ ∈ As(E) : τ_{e00} + τ_{e01} = τ_{e10} + τ_{e11} for every e ∈ E}, • As(E, ℓ) = [ℓ]^{E×[2]×[2]}, and • As(E, =, ℓ) = As(E, =) ∩ As(E, ℓ).

If P ∈ Part(E), then we also define:

• As(P) = {τ ∈ As(E) : τ_{esv} ≡ τ_{ftw} if and only if (e, s, v) ≡ (f, t, w) (mod P)}, • As(P, =) = As(P) ∩ As(E, =), • As(P, ℓ) = As(P) ∩ As(E, ℓ), • As(P, =, ℓ) = As(P) ∩ As(E, =) ∩ As(E, ℓ), where we note that we can deduce E from P since E is the set of projections onto the first coordinate of all the triples in the all the classes of P.

The last part of this definition associates certain assignments to partitions of E × [2] × [2]. This association is used to define an important class of partitions.

Definition 2.7 (Satisfiable partition). Let E ⊆ N and P ∈ Part(E). We say that P is satisfiable to mean that As(P, =) ≠ ∅. The set of all satisfiable partitions of E × [2] × [2] is denoted Sat(E), and Sat(p) is a shorthand for Sat([p]) when p ∈ N.

Definition 2.8 (Contributory partition). Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p). We say that P is contributory to mean that it is both satisfiable and globally even, locally odd. The set of all contributory partitions of [p] × [2] × [2] is denoted Con(p), so that Con(p) = Sat(p) ∩ GELO(p).

A precise formula for the pth central moment of the demerit factor was obtained in [KR24, Prop. 3.1] using the combinatorial objects that we have just defined.

Proposition 2.9. If p, ℓ ∈ N, then

μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) = ∑ P∈Con(p) | As(P, =, ℓ)|. 2.3. Isomorphism classes of partitions. In many applications of Proposition 2.9, we can find pairs of partitions P, Q ∈ Con(p) such that | As(P, = , ℓ)| = | As(Q, =, ℓ)|, and indeed there are often a large number of partitions that have the same number of assignments associated to them in the summation of Proposition 2.9. This is often due to underlying symmetries, the group of which we now describe. If P is a partition of [p] × [2] × [2] and τ is an assignment in As(P, =, ℓ), then we can view τ : [p] × [2] × [2] → [ℓ] as a means of assigning numbers to places in a system of p equations:

τ_{0,0,0} + τ_{0,0,1} = τ_{0,1,0} + τ_{0,1,1} . . τ_{p−1,0,0} + τ_{p−1,0,1} = τ_{p−1,1,0} + τ_{p−1,1,1}, and the group of symmetries that we use is a collection of permutations of [p] × [2] × [2] that essentially do three things: (i) they can change the order in which the equations are listed, (ii) they can transpose the sides of any one of the equations, and (iii) they can transpose the two terms on a given side of any one of the equations. In the next few paragraphs, we describe this group of symmetries formally.

If X is a set, then S_X denotes the group of all permutations of X. If p ∈ N, then S_p is shorthand for S_{[p]}. The group S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} acts on elements of [p] × [2] × [2] in the usual way: if π ∈ W^{(p)} and (e, s, v) ∈ [p] × [2] × [2], then the action maps (e, s, v) to π(e, s, v). By extension S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} also acts on subsets of [p] × [2] × [2]: if P ⊆ [p] × [2] × [2], then π(P ) = {π(e, s, v) : (e, s, v) ∈ P }. By further extension, S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} acts on sets of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2]: if P is a set of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2], then π(P) = {π(P ) : P ∈ P}. This extended action restricts to an action of S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} on Part(P ) because application of a permutation π from S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} will take a partition to a partition. We even extend the action of S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} to sets of sets of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2]: if P is a set of sets of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2], then π(P) = {π(P) : P ∈ P}.

The group S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} acts on If π ∈ S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} and Q ⊆ [p] × [2] × [2], then π(Q) = {π(e, s, v) : (e, s, v) ∈ Q}. Furthermore, if P is a set of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2], then π(P) = {π(P ) : P ∈ P}.

If π ∈ S_{[p]×[2]×[2]}, then we use the notation π^∗ to denote the permutation τ → τ ∘ π of As([p]); the inverse of π^∗ is (π^{−1})^∗. For τ ∈ As([p]) and (e, s, v) ∈ [p] × [2] × [2], we have (π^∗(τ))_{e,s,v} = (τ ∘ π)_{e,s,v} = τ_{π(e,s,v)}. Our group of symmetries will be a subgroup of S_{[p]×[2]×[2]} defined using wreath products in stages. For the first stage, we write the elements of the wreath product S_2 Wr_{[2]} S_2 as pairs of the form δ = ((𝟋_0, 𝟋_1), σ), where 𝟋_0, 𝟋_1, σ ∈ S_2 and δ acts on (s, v) ∈ [2] × [2] by the rule δ(s, v) = ( (𝟋_0, 𝟋_1), σ ) (s, v) = ( σ(s), 𝟋_{σ(s)}(v) ) . This wreath product S_2 Wr_{[2]} S_2 is isomorphic to the dihedral group of order 8. Now we consider a further wreath product: we define W^{(p)} to be the wreath product (S_2 Wr_{[2]} S_2) Wr_{[p]} S_p whose elements are of the form π = ((δ_0, . . . , δ_{p−1}), ε) with δ_0, . . . , δ_{p−1} ∈ S_2 Wr_{[2]} S_2 and ε ∈ S_p. For each e ∈ [p], we write δ_e = ((𝟋_{e,0}, 𝟋_{e,1}), σ_e), so that π = ((( (𝟋_{0,0}, 𝟋_{0,1}), σ_0 ) , . . . , ( (𝟋_{p−1,0}, 𝟋_{p−1,1}), σ_p − 1 )) , ε ) . Then π acts on each (e, s, v) ∈ [2] × [2] by the rule (4) π(e, s, v) = ( ε(e), σ_{ε(e)}(s), 𝟋_{ε(e),σε(e) (s)}(v) ) . We say that π uses permutation ε to permute equations, then permutation σ_e to permute the sides of equation e for each e ∈ [p], and then uses permutation 𝟋_{e,s} to permute the places on side s of equation e for each e ∈ [p] and s ∈ [2]. Since each π ∈ W^{(p)} permutes [p] × [2] × [2], we identify it with a permutation in S_{[p]×[2]×[2]}; this makes W^{(p)} a subgroup of S_{[p]×[2]×[2]}.

Since W^{(p)} is a subgroup of S_{[p]×[2]×[2]}, it acts on elements of [p] × [2] × [2], subsets of [p] × [2] × [2], sets of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2], and sets of sets of subsets of [p] × [2] × [2] as described above. From this action, we obtain an equivalence relation on Part(p) for each p ∈ N, which we now define.

Definition 2.10 (Isomorphic partitions). Let p ∈ N and P, Q ∈ Part(p). We say that P and Q are isomorphic and write P ∼= Q to mean that there is some π ∈ W^{(p)} such that Q = π(P).

One of the most important properties of the action of W^{(p)} on partitions is that it preserves global evenness, local oddness, satisfiability, number of assignments, and contributoriness, as shown in [KR24, Lem. 4.8–Cor. 4.10], which we summarize here.

Lemma 2.11. Let p ∈ N. If P, Q ∈ Part(p) with P ∼= Q. Then we have the following:

(i) P ∈ GELO(p) if and only if Q ∈ GELO(p);

(ii) for every ℓ ∈ N, we have | As(P, =, ℓ)| = | As(Q, =, ℓ)|, so that P ∈ Sat(p) if and only if Q ∈ Sat(p); and (iii) P ∈ Con(p) if and only if Q ∈ Con(p).

Therefore, we organize the contributory partitions into classes modulo this isomorphism relation, and notice that all partitions within an isomorphism class will have the same number of associated assignments. We introduce notation that makes it easy to keep track of these.

Definition 2.12 (Isom(p)). Let p ∈ N. We use Isom(p) to denote the set of all equivalence classes within Con(p) under the isomorphism relation ∼=.

Definition 2.13 (Sols(P, ℓ)). Let p, ℓ ∈ N. If P is any subset of Part(p) such that all the partitions in P are isomorphic to each other, then we define Sols(P, ℓ) to be the common value (by Lemma 2.11) of | As(P, =, ℓ)| for P ∈ P.

We most often apply Definition 2.13 when P ∈ Isom(p), and this leads to our basic formula for the central moments of the sum of squares of autocorrelation in [KR24, Prop. 4.13], which we restate here.

Proposition 2.14. If p, ℓ ∈ N, then

μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) = ∑ P∈Isom(p) |P| Sols(P, ℓ). 2.4. Structure of contributory partitions. In addition to this basic formula, we shall use some constraints on the structure of contributory partitions that were proved in [KR24]. To state these constraints, we need another definition.

Definition 2.15 (Twin class). Let p ∈ N. A twin class is a subset P of [p] × [2] × [2] such that there is some (e, s) ∈ [p] × [2] with {(e, s, 0), (e, s, 1)} ⊆ P.

The following constraint on the structure of contributory classes was proved as [KR24, Lem. 5.2(i)].

Lemma 2.16. Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Con(p). For each e ∈ [p], the restriction P_{{e}} is a partition of type [[2, 1, 1]] or [[1, 1, 1, 1]]. In the former case, the class with cardinality 2 is a twin class, i.e., there is some s ∈ [2] such that P_{{e}} = {{(e, s, 0), (e, s, 1)}, {(e, 1 − s, 0)}, {(e, 1 − s, 1)}}. In the latter case, P_{{e}} = {{(e, 0, 0)}, {(e, 0, 1)}, {(e, 1, 0)}, {(e, 1, 1)}}. 2.5. Counting principles. To help us count assignments, we also need two elementary counting results, which are proved in Corollary C.2 and Lemma C.6 of [KR24].

Lemma 2.17. If ℓ ∈ N, then the number of solutions to the equation A+B = 2C with A, B, C (not necessarily distinct) elements of [ℓ] is ⌊ (ℓ^2 + 1)/2 ⌋ . Lemma 2.18. Let ℓ ∈ N. Then the number (A, B, C, D) ∈ [ℓ]^4 with A+B = C + D is (2ℓ^3 + ℓ)/3.

3. Refinement of partitions

Now we introduce the notion of refinement of partitions, which is used to prove both that μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ (see Section 4) and that the standardized moments of SSAC(f) tend to the same values as those of the standard normal distribution as the length of binary sequences tends to infinity (see Section 5). First, we introduce the following notion.

Definition 3.1 (Coarser and finer partitions). Let P and Q be partitions of the same set S. If each class of P is a subset of a class of Q, we say that P is finer than (or a refinement of) Q and write P ⪯ Q, or equivalently, that Q is coarser than (or a coarsening of) P and write Q ⪰ P. If, in addition, P ≠ Q, then we say that P is strictly finer than (or a strict refinement of) Q and write P ≺ Q, or equivalently, that Q is strictly coarser than (or a strict coarsening of) P and write Q ≻ P.

We note that the finer than relation is preserved under the action of W^{(p)}.

Lemma 3.2. Let Q, P ∈ Part(p) and π ∈ W^{(p)}. We have P = Q if and only if π(P) = π(Q). Furthermore, P ⪯ Q if and only if π(P) ⪯ π(Q). Therefore, we have P ≺ Q if and only if π(P) ≺ π(Q).

Proof. The first statement is true because π acts as a permutation on the set Part(p).

Now suppose that P ⪯ Q, and let S be a class in π(P). Then S = π(P ) for some P ∈ P. Then there is some Q ∈ Q such that P ⊆ Q. So then S = π(P ) ⊆ π(Q) ∈ π(Q). Thus, P ⪯ Q implies π(P) ⪯ π(Q).

If π(P) ⪯ π(Q), then since π^{−1} ∈ W^{(p)}, the conclusion of the previous paragraph shows that π^{−1}(π(P)) ⪯ π^{−1}(π(Q)), i.e., P ⪯ Q. □

Given a positive integer p, a partition P ∈ Part(p), and an ℓ ∈ N, our formulae for central moments require us to enumerate τ ∈ As(P, =, ℓ), i.e., τ ∈ As(=, ℓ) such that τ_β = τ_γ if and only if β ≡ γ (mod P). We have seen in [KR24] that this is exceptionally difficult even with a p as small as 3. It turns out to be much easier to enumerate τ ∈ As(=, ℓ) such that τ_β = τ_γ if β ≡ γ (mod P) (note that the condition here is not biconditional). This prompts the following notations.

Notation 3.3. Let p, ℓ ∈ N and E ⊆ [p], and P ∈ Part(E). Then we use the following notations:

• As(⪰ P) = ⨆ Q⪰P As(Q) = {τ ∈ As(E) : τ_β = τ_γ if β ≡ γ (mod P)}, • As(⪰ P, ℓ) = ⨆ Q⪰P As(Q, ℓ) = As(⪰ P) ∩ As(E, ℓ), • As(⪰ P, =) = ⨆ Q⪰P As(Q, =) = As(⪰ P) ∩ As(E, =), and • As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) = ⨆ Q⪰P As(Q, =, ℓ) = As(⪰ P) ∩ As(E, =, ℓ). We record without proof some immediate consequences of Notation 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let P ∈ Part(p).

(i) Then | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| = ∑ Q⪰P | As(Q, =, ℓ)|.

(ii) Therefore, | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| ≥ | As(P, =, ℓ)|. Lemma 3.5. If P, Q ∈ Part(p) with P ⪯ Q, then As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) ⊇ As(⪰ Q, =, ℓ) and | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| ≥ | As(⪰ Q, =, ℓ)|. We also note that action of W^{(p)} on partitions preserves the sizes of the newly defined sets of assignments.

Lemma 3.6. Let p, ℓ ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), and π ∈ W^{(p)}. Then | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| = | As(⪰ π(P), =, ℓ)|.

Proof. We have | As(⪰ π(P), =, ℓ)| = ∑ R∈Part(p) R⪰π(P) | As(R, =, ℓ)| by Lemma 3.4

= ∑ Q∈Part(p) π(Q)⪰π(P) | As(π(Q), =, ℓ)| because π acts on Part(p)

= ∑ Q∈Part(p) Q⪰P | As(π(Q), =, ℓ)| by Lemma 3.2

= ∑ Q∈Part(p) Q⪰P | As(Q, =, ℓ)| by Lemma 2.11

= | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| by Lemma 3.4. □

4. Central Moments are Quasi-Polynomial

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5, which states that μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC f is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ in which all the polynomial coefficients are rational numbers. We begin by showing that certain critical sets of assignments have cardinalities of this form.

Lemma 4.1. Let p ∈ N and let P ∈ Part(p). Then | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ in which all coefficients are rational.

Proof. The set As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) is the set of τ ∈ Z^{[p]×[2]×[2]} meeting the following conditions:

• τ_β = τ_γ if β ≡ γ (mod P), • τ_{e,0,0} + τ_{e,0,1} = τ_{e,1,0} + τ_{e,1,1} for every e ∈ E, and • 0 ≤ τ_{e,s,v} ≤ ℓ − 1 for every (e, s, v) ∈ [p] × [2] × [2].

If p is positive, then | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| is counting the number of integer points in the intersection of some hyperplanes defined by the equations in the first two points and the closed 4p-dimensional hypercube with side length ℓ − 1 described in the third point. Thus, Ehrhart theory [BR15, Thm. 3.23] tells us that | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ, and the coefficients in the quasi-polynomial must all be rational because the quasi-polynomial maps N into N. If p = 0, then for every ℓ ∈ N the set As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) contains only the empty function from ∅ into Z, so its cardinality is the constant quasi-polynomial 1. □

We can now use Möbius inversion on the poset Part(p) (equipped with the reverse ordering relation to ⪯) to see that sets of the form As(P, =, ℓ) have cardinalities that are quasi-polynomial in ℓ.

Lemma 4.2. Let p ∈ N and let P ∈ Part(p). Then | As(P, =, ℓ)| is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ in which all coefficients are rational.

Proof. First we recall from Lemma 3.4(i) that | As(⪰ Q, =, ℓ)| = ∑ R⪰Q | As(R, =, ℓ)| for every Q ∈ Part(p). We define ⊑ to be ⪰ (and so ⊒ is ⪯). So (Part(p), ⊑) is a poset with minimum element M = {[p] × [2] × [2]}. So then (5) | As(⪰ Q, =, ℓ)| = ∑ R⊑Q | As(R, =, ℓ)| for every Q ∈ Part(p). Now we set g : Part(P ) × Part(P ) → N with g(P, Q) = { | As(Q, =, ℓ)| if P = M, 0 if P ≠ M.

We also set f : Part(P ) × Part(P ) → N with f(P, Q) = { | As(⪰ Q, =, ℓ)| if P = M, 0 if P ≠ M.

So now, equation (5) becomes f(M, Q) = ∑ M⊑R⊑Q g(M, R) for all Q ∈ Part(p). Now consider the equation f(P, Q) = ∑ P⊑R⊑Q g(P, R), which we know is true when P = M from the previous equation, and which is obviously true when P ≠ M because in that case the definitions of f and g make both sides obviously zero. By using Möbius inversion (see [Cam94, Prop. 12.7.3]), we have, for every P, Q ∈ Part(p), g(P, Q) = ∑ P⊑R⊑Q f(P, R)μ(R, Q), where μ: Part(p) × Part(p) → Z is the Möbius μ function for the incidence algebra for the poset (Part(p), ⊑). Therefore for every Q ∈ Part(p), we have g(M, Q) = ∑ M⊑R⊑Q f(M, R)μ(R, Q), which means | As(Q, =, ℓ)| = ∑ R⪰Q | As(⪰ R, =, ℓ)|μ(R, Q), so that | As(Q, =, ℓ)| is a Z-linear combination of values of the form | As(⪰ R, =, ℓ)| for R ∈ Part(p). By Lemma 4.1 these values are quasi-polynomial functions of ℓ with rational coefficients. Therefore, for every Q ∈ Part(p), we know that | As(Q, =, ℓ)| is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ with rational coefficients. □

Using this last lemma, we can prove Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 4.3. Let p ∈ N. Then μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) is a quasi-polynomial function of ℓ whose coefficients are all rational numbers.

Proof. The formula for μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) given in Proposition 2.9 shows that it is a finite sum of quantities of the form | As(P, =, ℓ)| for partitions P ∈ Part(p), all of which are known to be quasi-polynomial functions of ℓ with rational coefficients by Lemma 4.2. □

5. Asymptotics

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 1.6. In Section 5.1 we define special kinds of partitions, including a kind (called principal partitions) that produce the asymptotically dominant contribution to the moments, as is shown in Section 5.2. We conclude with the determination of the asymptotic behavior of the moments in Section 5.3.

5.1. Separable and principal partitions. In this section, we define special kinds of partitions that help us prove our asymptotic estimates of the standardized moments of the demerit factor. Some partitions, which we will call separable partitions, contribute to the moments in ways that are easier to quantify, and among these are the principal partitions, whose contributions dominate those of all other contributory partitions. Before we can define these two kinds of partitions, we need some preliminary definitions to describe different kinds of partitions. Throughout this section, whenever X is a set of sets, ∪X is shorthand for ⋃ X∈X X. Definition 5.1 (Equation-disjoint). Let p ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), and P, Q ∈ P. We say that P and Q are equation-disjoint to mean that there is no e ∈ [p] such that both P and Q have nontrivial intersections with {e} × [2] × [2].

Definition 5.2 (Equation-identical). Let p ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), and P, Q ∈ P. We say that P and Q are equation-identical and write P ∼ Q to mean that for every e ∈ [p], the intersection ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ P is empty if and only if ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ Q is empty.

Definition 5.3 (Equation-imbricate). Let p ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), and P, Q ∈ P. We say that P and Q are equation-imbricate to mean that they are neither equation-disjoint or equation-identical.

We record without proof the evident fact that equation-identicality is an equivalence relation, and introduce the quotient by this relation.

Lemma 5.4. Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p). Then the equation-identicality relation ∼ is an equivalence relation on P.

Definition 5.5 (Equation-identicality class and quotient partition). Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p). An equivalence class of the equation-identical relation on P is called an equation-identicality class of P. The partition of

P into equation-identicality classes is called the quotient partition (or just quotient) of P, and is written P/ ∼.

Now we are ready to introduce the concepts of separable and principal partitions.

Definition 5.6 (Separable partition). If p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p), then we say that P is separable to mean that no two classes of P are equation-imbricate. We use Sep(p) to denote the set of all separable partitions in Part(p).

Definition 5.7 (Principal partition). If p ∈ N and P ∈ Con(p) ∩ Sep(p), then we say that P is principal to mean that |P | = 2 for every P ∈ P.

Now we recognize that the action of W^{(p)} on partitions preserves all the concepts that we have introduced above.

Lemma 5.8. Let p ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), P, Q ∈ P, and π ∈ W^{(p)}. Then P and Q are equation-disjoint (resp., equation-identical, equation-imbricate) if and only if π(P ) and π(Q) are equation-disjoint (resp., equation-identical, equation-imbricate).

Proof. Let π = ((δ_0, . . . , δ_{p−1}), ε). We note that the action (4) of π implies that π({e} × [2] × [2]) ⊆ {ε(e)} × [2] × [2], but π is a permutation and |{e} × [2] × [2]| = |{ε(e)} × [2] × [2]| = 4, so that (6) π({e} × [2] × [2]) = {ε(e)} × [2] × [2].

Suppose that P and Q are equation-disjoint. This is equivalent to saying that for every e ∈ [p] either ({e} × [2] × [2])∩P is empty or ({e} × [2] × [2])∩ Q is empty. Because π is a bijection, this is true if and only if for every e ∈ [p] either π({e} × [2] × [2])∩π(P ) is empty or π({e} × [2] × [2])∩π(Q) is empty. By (6) this is true if and only if for every e ∈ [p] either ({ε(e)} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(P ) is empty or ({ε(e)} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(Q) is empty. Since ε is a bijection this is true if and only if for every e ∈ [p] either ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(P ) is empty or ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(Q) is empty. This is equivalent to saying that π(P ) and π(Q) are equation-disjoint. Hence P and Q are equation-disjoint if and only if π(P ) and π(Q) are equation-disjoint.

Suppose P and Q are equation-identical. This is equivalent to saying that for every e ∈ [p] we have ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ P is empty if and only if ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ Q is empty. Because π is a bijection, this is true if and only if for every e ∈ [p] we have π({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(P ) is empty if and only if π({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(Q) is empty. By (6), this is true if and only if for every e ∈ [p] we have ({ε(e)} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(P ) is empty if and only if ({ε(e)} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(Q) is empty. Since ε is a bijection this implies for every e ∈ [p] we have ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(P ) is empty if and only if ({e} × [2] × [2]) ∩ π(Q) is empty. This is equivalent to saying that π(P ) and π(Q) are equation-identical. Hence P and Q are equation-identical if and only if π(P ) and π(Q) are equation-identical.

Since equation-imbricate classes are precisely those classes that are neither equation-disjoint nor equation-identical, the claim that P and Q are equation imbricate if and only if π(P ) and π(Q) are equation-imbricate follows from the previous two claims. □

Corollary 5.9. Let p ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), and π ∈ W^{(p)}. Then P ∈ Sep(p) if and only if π(P) ∈ Sep(p). Furthermore, P is principal if and only if π(P) is principal.

Proof. Lemma 5.8 implies that π preserves separability of partitions. From this and the fact that π preserves contributoriness (see Lemma 2.11) and sizes of classes in partitions (π is a bijection), we also see that π preserves principality. □

Corollary 5.10. Let p ∈ N, P ∈ Part(p), and P be the quotient of P. For any π ∈ W^{(p)}, the quotient of π(P) is π(P).

The property of separability imposes a great deal of structure upon a contributory partition.

Lemma 5.11. Let p ∈ N, let P ∈ Con(p)∩Sep(p), and let P be the quotient of P. Then each class of P is of size 3 or 4.

(i) If C ∈ P with |C| = 3, then there is some nonempty E ⊆ [p] of even cardinality such that one sets in C (which we call C_0) is of size 2|E| and the other two sets in C (which we call C_{1,0} and C_{1,1}) are each of size |E|. Furthermore, for each e ∈ E, there is some s_e ∈ [2] such that (e, s_e, 0), (e, s_e, 1) ∈ C_0 and one of (e, 1 − s_e, 0) and (e, 1 − s_e, 1) lies in C_{1,0} while the other lies in C_{1,1}.

(ii) If C ∈ P with |C| = 4, then there is some nonempty E ⊆ [p] of even cardinality such that all four sets in C are of size |E|. Furthermore, there is some labeling C_{0,0}, C_{0,1}, C_{1,0}, and C_{1,1} of the four classes in C such that for every e ∈ E, there is some s_e ∈ [2] such that one of (e, s_e, 0) or (e, s_e, 1) lies in C_{0,0} while the other lies in C_{0,1}, and one of (e, 1 − s_e, 0) or (e, 1 − s_e, 1) is in C_{1,0} while the other lies in C_{1,1}.

Proof. Suppose that C ∈ P. Let E be the set of all e ∈ [p] such that {e} × [2] × [2] has a nonempty intersection with one (and therefore all) of the sets in C. Of course E must be nonempty since the sets in C are nonempty (since they are classes in the partiton P). Since P ∈ Sep(p), this means that E × [2] × [2] is disjoint from all the sets in P ∖ C. Thus, for each e ∈ E, we have P_{{e}} = C_{{e}}, which is a partition of the set {e} × [2] × [2]. Since P ∈ Con(p), then by Lemma 2.16 for each e ∈ [p] we know that P_{{e}} = C_{{e}} is either type [[2, 1, 1]] or [[1, 1, 1, 1]]. This implies that |C| is either 3 or 4.

Let us consider the case where |C| = 3. Suppose for contradiction that C contained two distinct classes, say P and Q, such that |P_{{f}}| = |Q_{{g}}| = 2 for some f, g ∈ [p]. Let R be the third class in C. Note that f ≠ g since P_{{f}} and P_{{g}} must be type [[2, 1, 1]] by Lemma 2.16. Furthermore, Lemma 2.16 shows that there are some s, t ∈ [2] such that (f, s, 0), (f, s, 1) ∈ P and (g, t, 0), (g, t, 1) ∈ Q. Since P , Q, and R are equation-identical, this means that |P_{{g}}| = |Q_{{f}}| = |R_{{f}}| = |R_{{g}}| = 1. Since P ∈ Con(p), there is some τ ∈ As(P, =). Let A (resp., B, C) denote the element of N such that τ_γ = A (resp., B, C) for γ ∈ P (resp., Q, R). Then looking at γ’s of the form (f, ∗, ∗) (resp., (g, ∗, ∗)), we must have 2A = B + C and 2B = A + C, which would make A = B, which contradicts P ∈ Con(p). So we conclude that if |C| = 3, then C has at most one class C such that |C_{{e}}| = 2 for some e ∈ E. Recall that for each e ∈ E, the restriction C_{{e}} is a partition of the set {e} × [2] × [2] into at most |C| = 3 subsets. So for each e ∈ E, two elements of {e} × [2] × [2] must lie in one of the classes of C. Since there can be at most one such class in C, this shows that there is some class C_0 ∈ C such that for every e ∈ E, the class C_0 must contain two elements of {e} × [2] × [2] (making |C_0| = 2|E|), and furthermore, by Lemma 2.16, we know that for each e ∈ E, there is some s_e ∈ [2] such that (e, s_e, 0) and (e, s_e, 1) both lie in C_0. We name the other two sets in C as C_{1,0} and C_{1,1}, and then for each e ∈ E, one of (e, 1 − s_e, 0) and (e, 1 − s_e, 1) lies in C_{1,0} and the other lies in C_{1,1}. Then |C_{1,0}| = |C_{1,1}| = |E|, so that |E| is even because C_{1,0} ∈ P ∈ Con(p) ⊆ GELO(p).

Let us consider the case where |C| = 4. Since E is nonempty, there is some f ∈ E, and we let C_{0,0} (resp., C_{0,1}, C_{1,0}, C_{1,1}) be the classes in C such that (f, 0, 0) ∈ C_{0,0} (resp., (f, 0, 1) ∈ C_{0,1}, (f, 1, 0) ∈ C_{1,0}, (f, 1, 1) ∈ C_{1,1}). Suppose for contradiction that there is some g ∈ E, and t ∈ [2] such that |({g} × {t} × [2]) ∩ (C_{0,0} ∪ C_{0,1})| = 1. Since P ∈ Con(p), there is some τ ∈ As(P, =). Let A (resp., B, C, D) denote the element of N such that τ_γ = A (resp., B, C, D) for γ ∈ C_{0,0} (resp., C_{0,1}, C_{1,0}, C_{1,1}). Then looking at γ’s of the form (f, ∗, ∗) (resp., (g, ∗, ∗)), we must have A + B = C + D (resp., either A + C = B + D or A + D = B + C), which would make either A = D or A = C, which contradicts P ∈ Con(p). Thus, for every e ∈ E and s ∈ [2], we must have |({e} × {s} × [2]) ∩ (C_{0,0} ∪ C_{0,1})| = 0 or 2. So for every e ∈ E, there is some s_e ∈ [2] such that |({e} × {s_e} × [2]) ∩ (C_{0,0} ∪ C_{0,1})| = 2, so that one of (e, s_e, 0) or (e, s_e, 1) lies C_{0,0} and the other lies in C_{0,1}, and one of (e, 1 − s_e, 0) or (e, 1 − s_e, 1) lies in C_{1,0} and the other lies in C_{1,1}. Then |C_{0,0}| = |C_{0,1}| = |C_{1,0}| = |C_{1,1}| = |E|, so that |E| is even because C_{0,0} ∈ P ∈ Con(p) ⊆ GELO(p). □

There are many conditions equivalent to principality; we list some important ones here.

Lemma 5.12. Let P ∈ Con(p) ∩ Sep(p) and let P be the quotient of P. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) P is principal.

(ii) Every class in P has cardinality 2 and is not a twin class. (iii) Every class in P has cardinality 2 and |C| = 4 for every C ∈ P. (iv) |P| = 2p and |P| = p/2. (v) |P| − |P| = 3p/2. (vi) |P| − |P| ≥ 3p/2. (vii) |P| = 2p.

Proof. Suppose that P is principal. Then every class in P has cardinality 2. If P had a twin class, then by Lemma 5.11 there must be some C ∈ P with |C| = 3, but that would mean that there is some C_0 ∈ C ⊆ P with |C_0| equal to twice a positive even integer, i.e., |C_0| ≥ 4, which contradicts what we know about the sizes of classes of P. So (i) implies (ii).

Suppose that every class in P has cardinality 2 and is not a twin class. Since P ∈ Con(p) ∩ Sep(p) and has no twin classes, then by Lemma 5.11 we know that |C| = 4 for each C ∈ P. Hence, (ii) implies (iii).

Suppose that every class in P has cardinality 2 and every class in the quotient P of P has cardinality 4. Since P is a partition of [p] × [2] × [2], which has 4p elements, into classes of size 2, this makes |P| = 4p/2 = 2p, and then P is a partition of P into classes of size 4, so |P| = 2p/4 = p/2. Hence, (iii) implies (iv).

Now, (iv) directly implies (v). Then (v) clearly implies (vi). Suppose |P| − |P| ≥ 3p/2. Since P is a partition of P, then we know that by Lemma 5.11 |P| 4 ≤ |P| max_{C∈P} |C| ≤ |P|. Since P is a partition of [p] × [2] × [2] with all classes of positive even size, then 3p 2 ≥ 3 4 |[p] × [2] × [2]| min_{P ∈P} |P | ≥ 3|P| 4 = |P| − |P| 4 ≥ |P| − |P| ≥ 3p 2 , so all the inequalities are in fact equalities, and then 3|P|/4 = 3p/2, so we conclude that |P| = 2p. Thus, (vi) implies (vii).

Suppose |P| = 2p. Since each class must be of positive even size and P is a partition of a set with cardinality equal to 4p, then we can conclude that every class in P has size two. Hence, (vii) implies (i). □

It now becomes clear that there are no principal partitions involved when computing odd moments.

Corollary 5.13. If P ∈ Con(p) ∩ Sep(p) and P is not principal then |P| − |P| ≤ ⌈3p/2⌉ − 1. Moreover, if p is odd then Con(p) ∩ Sep(p) has no principal partitions.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Lemma 5.12(vi). If P ∈ Con(p)∩Sep(p) is principal and P is the quotient of P, then by Lemma 5.12 |P| = p/2. Since |P| must be a whole number, if p is odd then Con(p) ∩ Sep(p) has no principal partitions. □

When computing an even moment, Lemma 5.14 says that the principal partitions lie in a single isomorphism class, which we enumerate in Lemma 5.15.

Lemma 5.14. Let p be a positive even integer and for each (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2]× [2] × [2], let Q_{e,s,v} = {(e, s, v), (e + p/2, s, v)} and let Q = {Q_{e,s,v} : (e, s, v) ∈

[p/2] × [2] × [2]}. Then a partition in Part(p) is principal if and only if it is isomorphic to Q.

Proof. We know that Q ∈ GELO(p) because every class in Q is of size 2 and | (Q_{e,0,0})_{{e}} | = |{(e, 0, 0)}| = 1 and | (Q_{e,0,0})_{e+p/2} | = |{(e + p/2, 0, 0)}| = 1 for every e ∈ [p/2]. If we let τ ∈ As([p]) where τ_{e,0,0} = τ_{e+p/2,0,0} = 4e, τ_{e,0,1} = t_{e+p/2,0,1} = 4e + 3, τ_{e,1,0} = τ_{e+p/2,1,0} = 4e + 1, and τ_{e,1,1} = τ_{e+p/2,1,1} = 4e + 2 for every (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], then one sees that τ ∈ As(Q, =), so that Q ∈ Sat(p), and so Q ∈ Con(p). For (e, s, v), (f, t, w) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], the sets Q_{e,s,v} and Q_{f,t,w} are equation-identical if e = f and equation-disjoint otherwise. So Q is separable and therefore principal since every class in Q is of size 2. Therefore every partition isomorphic to Q is also principal by Corollary 5.9.

Now assume that P is a principal partition in Part(p), and let P be the quotient of P. Then by Lemma 5.12, |P| = 2p with every class in P of cardinality 2 and |P| = p/2 with every class in P of cardinality 4. Let us label the classes in P as C_0, . . . , C_{p/2−1}. By Lemma 5.11 for each i ∈ [p/2] there is some E_i ⊆ [p] of even cardinality such that we can label the four elements of C_i as C_{i,0,0}, C_{i,0,1}, C_{i,1,0}, and C_{i,1,1}, and there will be some s_e, v_{e,0}, v_{e,1} ∈ [2] for each e ∈ E_i such that (e, s_e, v_{e,0}) ∈ C_{i,0,0} (e, s_e, 1 − v_{e,0}) ∈ C_{i,0,1} (e, 1 − s_e, v_{e,1}) ∈ C_{i,1,0} (e, 1 − s_e, 1 − v_{e,1}) ∈ C_{i,1,1} for each e ∈ E_i. Since each of the four classes of the form C_{i,∗,∗} is of cardinality 2, this means |E_i| = 2. For each i ∈ [p/2], write the two distinct elements of E_i as e_{i,0} and e_{i,1}. We now choose some ε ∈ S_{[p]} such that for each (i, j) ∈ [p/2] × [2] we have ε(i + j(p/2)) = e_{i,j} . For each e ∈ [p], let σ_e ∈ S_{[2]} be chosen with σ_e(0) = s_e. For each e ∈ [p] and s ∈ [2], let 𝟋_{e,s} ∈ S_{[2]} be chosen with 𝟋_{e,s}(0) = v_{e,k} where k = 0 if s = s_e and k = 1 if s = 1 − s_e. Let π ∈ W^{(p)} with

π = ((((𝟋_{0,0}, 𝟋_{0,1}), σ_0) , . . . , ((𝟋_{p−1,0}, 𝟋_{p−1,1}), σ_{p−1})) , ε) .

Then one can check that for each (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], we obtain π(Q_{i,s,v}) = C_{i,s,v}, so that π(Q) = P, and thus P is isomorphic to Q. □

Lemma 5.15. Let p be a positive even integer. The set of all principal partitions in Part(p) is a W^{(p)}-orbit in Part(p) of cardinality (p − 1)!! 8^{p/2}.

Proof. Let Q be the partition described in Lemma 5.14. The set of principal partitions is the W^{(p)}-orbit of Q by Lemma 5.14.

We claim that the necessary and sufficient conditions on the permutation π = ((δ_0, . . . , δ_{p−1}), ε) ∈ W^{(p)} for π to be in Stab(Q) (the stabilizer of Q) are as follows:

• For every e ∈ [p/2], we have ε(e + p/2) ≡ ε(e) + p/2 (mod p).

• For every e ∈ [p/2], we have δ_e = δ_{e+p/2}.

If the first condition were violated, then there would be some e ∈ [p/2] such that our permutation π maps the class {(e, s, v), (e + p/2, s, v)} of Q to {(ε(e), δ_{ε(e)}(s, v)), (ε(e + p/2), δ_{ε(e+p/2)}(s, v)} where ε(e + p/2) ≢ ε(e) + p/2 (mod p), which means that our class of Q is not being mapped to a class of Q. If the first condition held but not the second, then there would be some e ∈ [p/2] such that δ_e ≠ δ_{e+p/2}, and so there will be some s, v ∈ [2] × [2] such that π maps the class {(ε^{−1}(e), s, v), (ε^{−1}(e) + p/2 mod p, s, v)} of Q to {(e, δ_e(s, v)), (e + p/2, δ_{e+p/2}(s, v))} where δ_e(s, v) ≠ δ_{e+p/2}(s, v), so that our class of Q is not being mapped to a class of Q. So our conditions are necessary. Furthermore, if π meets our two conditions, then for every (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], the permutation π maps the class {(e, s, v), (e + p/2, s, v)} of Q to {(ε(e), δ_{ε(e)}(s, v)), (ε(e + p/2), δ_{ε(e+p/2)}(s, v)} = {(e^′, s^′, v^′), (e^′ + p/2 mod p, s^′, v^′)} for some e^′, s^′, v^′ ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], i.e., π maps every class of Q to another class of Q. Thus, our conditions are sufficient.

Now let us count how many π = ((δ_0, . . . , δ_{p−1}), ε) ∈ W^{(p)} satisfy our necessary and sufficient conditions for π to be in Stab(Q). To count how many ε ∈ S_{[p]} satisfy the first condition, we introduce the terminology that two distinct elements x, y ∈ [p] are mates if x ≡ y + p/2 (mod p): so [p] is a set partitioned into p/2 pairs of mates. To meet the first condition, ε must map mates to mates. We have p choices for ε(0) (and ε(p/2) is forced to be the mate of ε(0)). This leaves p − 2 choices for ε(1) (and ε(p/2 + 1) is forced to be the mate of ε(1)). Continuing in this manner, we see that there are p!! possibilities for ε. To satisfy the second condition, we have 8 choices for each of δ_0, . . . , δ_{p/2−1} (since S_2 Wr_{[2]} S_2 is isomorphic to the dihedral group of order 8), and then δ_{p/2}, . . . , δ_{p−1} must be the same list as the former list. So |Stab(Q)| = p!! 8^{p/2}. Therefore, since |W^{(p)}| = p!8^p by [KR24, eq. (5)], the orbit of Q (which is the set of all principal partitions in Part(p)) has cardinality | |W(p) | | |Stab(Q)| = p! 8^p p!! 8^{p/2} = (p − 1)!! 8^{p/2}. □

5.2. Counting solutions. In Section 3 we commented that for a positive integer p, P ∈ Part(p), and ℓ ∈ N, it is easier to enumerate As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) than As(P, =, ℓ). Nonetheless, it still requires effort to compute | As(⪰ P, = , ℓ)|, so we introduce some notations and tools so that we can transform this problem into one of finding solutions to equations involving homogeneous linear polynomials.

Notation 5.16 (X_P ). Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p). Then X_P = {X_P : P ∈ P} is a set of |P| distinct indeterminates indexed by the classes of P.

Notation 5.17 (I_{e,P} ). Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p). For each e ∈ [p] and P ∈ P, we define I_{e,P} = |P ∩ {e} × {0} × [2]| − |P ∩ {e} × {1} × [2]|. Notation 5.18 (f_e(X_P )). Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p). Then for each e ∈ [p], let f_e(X_P ) = ∑ P ∈P I_{e,P} X_P . Notice that f_e(X_P ) is an element of the |P|-dimensional Q-vector space of linear forms in the polynomial ring Q[X_P ].

Notation 5.19 (f_e(U)). Let p ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p) be a partition. For any element U = (U_P )_{P ∈P} ∈ N^P , we write f_e(U) to mean the value one obtains by substituting, for each P ∈ P, the number U_P for the indeterminate X_P in the polynomial f_e(X_P ).

Notation 5.20 (Inj(A, B)). For any sets A and B, write Inj(A, B) for the set of all injective maps from A to B.

Now we can write | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| and | As(P, =, ℓ)| in terms of our new concepts.

Lemma 5.21. Let p, ℓ ∈ N and P ∈ Part(p).

(i) Then As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) has the same cardinality as {U ∈ [ℓ]^P : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}.

(ii) Then As(P, =, ℓ) has the same cardinality as {U ∈ Inj(P, [ℓ]) :

f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}.

Proof. Let φ: As(⪰ P) → N^P such that for τ ∈ As(⪰ P), we set φ(τ) ∈ N^P such that for any P ∈ P we have (φ(τ))(P ) equal to the common value of τ_{e,s,v} for every (e, s, v) ∈ P . It is immediate that φ is a bijection.

For τ ∈ As(⪰ P), note that:

• We have τ ∈ As(⪰ P, =) if and only if f_e(φ(τ)) = 0 for every e ∈ [p]. • For ℓ ∈ N, we have τ ∈ As(⪰ P, ℓ) if and only if φ(τ) ∈ [ℓ]^P . • We have τ ∈ As(P) if and only if φ(τ) is injective.

Since As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) = As(⪰ P, =) ∩ As(⪰ P, ℓ), we can restrict our map φ to have domain As(⪰ P, =, ℓ) and codomain to {U ∈ [ℓ]^P : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}, and we obtain a bijection which proves claim (i). Since As(P, =, ℓ) = As(⪰ P, =) ∩ As(⪰ P, ℓ) ∩ As(P), we can restrict our map φ to have domain As(P, =, ℓ) and codomain to {U ∈ Inj(P, [ℓ]) : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}, and we obtain a bijection which proves claim (ii). □

Eventually we shall show that | As(P, =, ℓ)| is of the order of ℓ^{3p/2} when P is principal (Lemma 5.27), but is of a lesser order when P is any other contributory partition (Lemma 5.24). Toward this end, we first prove that even, non-separable partitions have | As(P, =, ℓ)| a lesser order.

Lemma 5.22. Let p be a positive integer, let P ∈ Part(p) be even but not separable. Then for each ℓ ∈ N | As(P, =, ℓ)| ≤ | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| ≤ ℓ^{⌈3p/2⌉−1}. Proof. The first inequality is due to Lemma 3.4, so it remains to prove the second. Since P ∉ Sep(p), at least one pair of classes in P is equationimbricate. Let m be the largest integer such that there are distinct classes P_1, P_2, . . . , P_m ∈ P and distinct e_1, e_2, . . . , e_m ∈ [p] such that • P_1 and P_2 are equation-imbricate, • I_{es,Ps} ≠ 0 for every integer s with 1 ≤ s ≤ m, and • I_{et,Ps} = 0 for every pair s, t of integers with 1 ≤ s < t ≤ m.

Because there is a pair of equation-imbricate classes in P we know that m ≥ 2. Now we let P_{m+1}, . . . , P_{|P|} be the remaining classes of P, so that P = {P_1, . . . , P_m, P_{m+1}, . . . , P_{|P|}}. Our choices make the linear forms f_{e1} (X), . . . , f_{em} (X) a Q-linearly independent list of polynomials. For every s with 1 ≤ s ≤ m, we must have |{e ∈ [p] : I_{e,Ps} ≠ 0}| ≤ |P_s|, since the former set is just a collection of some first coordinates of the triples in the latter. Moreover, since P_1 and P_2 are equation-imbricate, we have |{e ∈ [p] : I_{e,P1} ≠ 0} ∪ {e ∈ [p] : I_{e,P2} ≠ 0}| ≤ |P_1| + |P_2| − 1. We must have ∩_{1≤s≤m}{e ∈ [p] : I_{e,Ps} = 0} = ∅: otherwise, we could find an e_{m+1} and a P_{m+1} such that P_1, . . . , P_{m+1} and e_1, . . . , e_{m+1} would satisfy our rules and violate the maximality of m. Therefore, we have ∪_{1≤s≤m}{e ∈ [p] : I_{e,Ps} ≠ 0} = [p], so we arrive at the following inequality p = | | | ⋃ 1≤s≤m {e ∈ [p] : I_{e,Ps} ≠ 0} | | | ≤ |{e ∈ [p] : I_{e,P1} ≠ 0} ∪ {e ∈ [p] : I_{e,P2} ≠ 0}| + ∑ 2<s≤m |{e ∈ [p] : I_{e,Ps} ≠ 0}| ≤ |P_1| + |P_2| − 1 + |P_3| + · · · + |P_m| < |P_1| + |P_2| + |P_3| + · · · + |P_m|. Since P is a partition of [p] × [2] × [2] then we also know that |P_1| + · · · + |P_m| + |P_{m+1}| + · · · + |P_{|P|}| = 4p. Hence we can conclude that |P_{m+1}| + · · · + |P_{|P|}| < 3p. Since each class in the partition P is of even size, we must have |P| − m ≤ ⌈3p/2⌉ − 1.

Moreover, since f_{e1} (X_P ), . . . , f_{em} (X_P ) is a Q-linearly independent list and {e_1, . . . , e_m} ⊆ [p], we know

m = dim span_Q (f_{e1} (X_P ), . . . , f_{em} (X_P )) ≤ dim span_Q (f_0(X_P ), . . . , f_{p−1}(X_P ))

This implies that |P| − dim span_Q (f_0(X_P ), . . . , f_{p−1}(X_P )) ≤ |P| − m ≤ ⌈3p/2⌉ − 1. Lemma 5.21(ii) tells us that | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| = |{U ∈ [ℓ]^P : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}|, and our last inequality tells us that the number of free variables in the system of equations used to define the last set is bounded above by ⌈3p/2⌉ − 1. Since each free variable must be assigned a value in [ℓ], the cardinality of this set is at most ℓ^{⌈3p/2⌉−1}. □

Now we upper bound | As(P, =, ℓ)| when P is contributory and separable, and then use this in Lemma 5.24 to show that | As(P, =, ℓ)| is of order less than ℓ^{3p/2} when P is a non-principal contributory partition.

Lemma 5.23. Let p be a positive integer, let P ∈ Con(p) ∩ Sep(p), and let P be the quotient of P. For each ℓ ∈ N we have | As(P, =, ℓ)| ≤ | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| ≤ ℓ^{|P|−|P|}. Proof. The first inequality is due to Lemma 3.4, so it remains to prove the second. Lemma 5.21(i) tells us that | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| = |{U ∈ [ℓ]^P : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}|. From linear algebra, we know that number of solutions U ∈ [ℓ]^P to a system of homogeneous linear equations f_0(X_P ) = · · · = f_{p−1}(X_P ) = 0 in |P| variables is at most ℓ^{|P|−dim spanQ(f0(XP ),...,fp−1(XP ))}.

If C ∈ P let E ⊆ [p] be the set such that ∪C = E × [2] × [2]. Then by Lemma 5.11, as e runs through E the linear forms f_e(X_P ) are nonzero and are all the same up to sign. Furthermore, if D is an element of P distinct from C and we let B ⊆ [p] be the set such that ∪D = B × [2] × [2], then for b ∈ B the linear form f_b(X_P ) has completely disjoint variables from each f_e(X_P ) with e ∈ E. So we get one Q-linearly independent equation for each element of P, and so dim span_Q (f_0(X_P ), . . . , f_{p−1}(X_P )) = |P|. Hence, the number of solutions U ∈ [ℓ]^P to our system of equations is no greater than ℓ^{|P|−|P|}. □ Lemma 5.24. Suppose P ∈ Con(p). If P is not principal then | As(P, =, ℓ)| ≤ | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| ≤ ℓ^{⌈3p/2⌉−1}, so that lim_{ℓ→∞} | As(P, =, ℓ)| ℓ^{3p/2} = 0.

Proof. If P ∉ Sep(p), the result is immediate from Lemma 5.22. If P ∈ Sep(p), the result is immediate from Lemma 5.23 and Corollary 5.13. □

Now we prove that | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| is of order ℓ^{3p/2} when P is principal; this helps us toward our ultimate goal of proving that | As(P, =, ℓ)| is of that order.

Lemma 5.25. If P ∈ Part(p) is a principal partition then |As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| = ( 2ℓ^3 + ℓ 3 )_{p/2} . Proof. Let the partition Q and the classes Q_{e,s,v} for (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2]×[2] × [2] be as in Lemma 5.14, which (along with Lemma 3.6) shows that it suffices for us to prove the desired inequality when P = Q.

By Lemma 5.21(i), it then suffices to show that

|{U ∈ [ℓ]^P : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}| = ( 2ℓ^3 + ℓ 3 )_{p/2} . Notice that for i ∈ [p], we have

f_i(X_Q) = ∑ Q∈Q I_{i,Q}X_Q = ∑ (e,s,v)∈[p/2]×[2]×[2] I_{i,Qe,s,v} X_{Qe,s,v} = ∑ (e,s,v)∈{i mod p/2}×[2]×[2] I_{i,Qe,s,v} X_{Qe,s,v} = X_{Qi mod p/2,0,0} + X_{Qi mod p/2,0,1} − X_{Qi mod p/2,1,0} − X_{Qi mod p/2,1,1} . In particular, notice that if i ∈ [p/2] then f_i(X_Q) = f_{i+p/2}(X_Q). Therefore it suffices to show that

|{U ∈ [ℓ]^P : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p/2−1}(U) = 0}| = ( 2ℓ^3 + ℓ 3 )_{p/2} . Furthermore, notice that if i and j are distinct elements of [p/2], then f_i(X_Q) and f_j(X_Q) have no variable in common. Therefore, the number of solutions U ∈ [ℓ]^P to the system of equations f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p/2−1}(U) is equal to the product of the numbers of solutions for the individual equations. Each equation has (2ℓ^3 + ℓ)/3 solutions by Lemma 2.18. □ The following result helps us account for the difference between | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| and | As(P, =, ℓ)| when P is principal, so that we may convert the result in Lemma 5.25 on | As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| to a result on | As(P, =, ℓ)| in Lemma 5.27.

Lemma 5.26. Suppose P ∈ Part(p) is a principal partition. If R ≻ P then lim_{ℓ→∞} | As(⪰ R, =, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = 0 and lim_{ℓ→∞} | As(R, =, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = 0. Proof. In view of Lemma 3.4, the second limit follows immediately from the first, so it suffices to show the first. Let Q be the partition described in

Lemma 5.14, which gives us a π ∈ W^{(p)} such that Q = π(P). Let S = π(R). Then by Lemma 3.6 it suffices to show lim_{ℓ→∞} | As(⪰ S, =, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = 0. By Lemma 3.2 we know that S = π(R) ≻ π(P) = Q. Let T be a partition with T with S ⪰ T ≻ Q and such that there is no U with T ≻ U ≻ Q. Because S ⪰ T , by Lemma 3.5 it suffices to show that lim_{ℓ→∞} | As(⪰ T , =, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = 0. Because there is no U with T ≻ U ≻ Q, there must be exactly one class in T that is a union of two classes in Q and the remaining classes of T are classes in Q. Recall how the classes of Q are labeled in Lemma 5.14: for each (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], there is a class Q_{e,s,v} = {(e, s, v), (e + p/2, s, v)}. Similarly, for each (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], we label the class of T that contains (e, s, v) as T_{e,s,v}. Thus, there are two distinct elements, (e_1, s_1, v_1), (e_2, s_2, v_2) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], such that T_{e1,s1,v1} = T_{e2,s2,v2} = Q_{e1,s1,v1} ∪ Q_{e2,s2,v2} . For all other elements of (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], we have T_{e,s,v} = Q_{e,s,v}. If e_1 ≠ e_2, then T_{e1,s1,v1} and T_{e1,s1,1−v1} are equation-imbricate, so that T is not separable, and since every class in T is of even cardinality, Lemma 5.22 tells us that |As(⪰ T , =, ℓ)| ≤ ℓ^{⌈3p/2⌉−1}, from which the desired limit follows. So we can assume e_1 = e_2 henceforth.

By Lemma 5.21((i)), As(⪰ T , =, ℓ) has the same cardinality as {U ∈ [ℓ]^T : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p−1}(U) = 0}. For (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], every class T of T has the property that (e, s, v) ∈ T if and only if (e + p/2, s, v) ∈ T . So we see that f_e(X) = f_{e+p/2}(X) for each e ∈ [p/2]. Therefore, As(⪰ T , =, ℓ) has the same cardinality as {U ∈ [ℓ]^T : f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p/2−1}(U) = 0}.

For (e, s, v) ∈ [p/2] × [2] × [2], we use X_{e,s,v} as a shorthand for X_{Te,s,v} , so that if (e^′, s^′, v^′) ∈ [p/2]×[2] × [2] with (e^′, s^′, v^′) ≠ (e, s, v), we have X_{e,s,v} ≠ X_e′_{,s}′_{,v}′ , except when {(e, s, v), (e^′ , s^′, v^′)} = {(e_1, s_1, v_1), (e_1, s_2, v_2)}. So the system f_0(U) = · · · = f_{p/2−1}(U) = 0 has p/2 linear equations with 2p − 1 variables. Furthermore, if e ≠ e_1, then the equation f_e(X) = X_{e,0,0} +X_{e,0,1} − X_{e,1,0} − X_{e,1,1} = 0 involves variables that appear in no other equation, and this single equation has (2ℓ^3+ℓ)/3 solutions in [ℓ]^4 by Lemma 2.18. Therefore the number of solutions of

(7) f_0(X) = · · · = f_{p/2−1}(X) = 0,

where each variable is allowed to range over [ℓ] is equal to ((2ℓ^3 + ℓ)/3)^{p/2−1} times the number of solutions of

(8) f_{e1} (X) = 0,

where each variable is allowed to range over [ℓ].

If s_1 = s_2, then the equation (8) is (9) 2X_{e1,s1,0} = X_{e1,1−s1,0} + X_{e1,1−s1,1} where X_{e1,s1,0}, X_{e1,1−s1,0}, X_{e1,1−s1,1} are three distinct variables (and note that X_{e1,s1,0} can also be called X_{e1,s1,1} since T_{e1,s1,v1} = T_{e2,s2,v2} = T_{e1,s1,v2} but we must have {v_1, v_2} = {0, 1}). Equation (9) has ⌊ (ℓ^2 + 1)/2 ⌋ solutions in [ℓ]^3 by Lemma 2.17. Thus, the total number of solutions of (7) is equal to ((2ℓ^3 + ℓ)/3)^{p/2−1} ⌊ (ℓ^2 + 1)/2 ⌋ , and if we divide this by ℓ^{3p/2} and take the limit as ℓ tends to infinity, we get zero.

If e_1 = e_2 but s_1 ≠ s_2, then equation (8) is (10) X_{e1,s1,v1} + X_{e1,s1,1−v1} = X_{e1,s1,v1} + X_{e1,s2,1−v2} , where X_{e1,s1,v1} , X_{e1,s1,1−v1} , X_{e1,s2,1−v2} are three distinct variables (and note that X_{e1,s1,v1} can also be called X_{e1,s2,v2} since T_{e1,s1,v1} = T_{e2,s2,v2} = T_{e1,s2,v2} ). Equation 10 clearly has ℓ^2 solutions in [ℓ]^3. Thus, the total number of solutions of (7) is equal to ((2ℓ^3 + ℓ)/3)^{p/2−1}ℓ^2, and if we divide this by ℓ^{3p/2} and take the limit as ℓ tends to infinity, we get zero. □

Now we can finally prove that | As(P, =, ℓ)| is of order ℓ^{3p/2} when P is principal.

Lemma 5.27. If p is a positive integer and P ∈ Part(p) is principal then lim_{ℓ→∞} | As(P, =, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = (2/3)^{p/2}. Proof. By Lemma 3.4 we have |As(P, =, ℓ)| = |As(⪰ P, =, ℓ)| − ∑ R≻P |As(R, =, ℓ)| . Now divide both sides by ℓ^{3p/2} and take the limit as ℓ tends to infinity. Because of Lemma 5.25 and Lemma 5.26, the limit of the right hand side is (2/3)^{p/2}. □

5.3. Asymptotic moments. Now we know enough about the asymptotic behavior of As(P, =, ℓ) as ℓ → ∞ for partitions P ∈ Con(p) to employ Proposition 2.14 to obtain the limiting behavior of the pth central moment of SSAC.

Theorem 5.28. If p ∈ N, then lim_{ℓ→∞} μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) ℓ^{3p/2} = { 0 if p is odd, (p − 1)!! (16/3)^{p/2} if p is even,

so that

lim_{ℓ→∞} ℓ^{p/2}μ^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) = { 0 if p is odd, (p − 1)!! (16/3)^{p/2} if p is even.

Proof. By Proposition 2.14

μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) = ∑ P∈Isom(p) |P| Sols(P, ℓ).

If P is an isomorphism class containing non-principal partitions, then

lim_{ℓ→∞} | Sols(P, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = 0

by Lemma 5.24. Since Corollary 5.13 tells us that there are no non-principal partitions when p is odd, this proves our result in this case. On the other hand, if p is positive and even, then Lemma 5.15 tells us that there is a single isomorphism class Q containing all (p − 1)!!8^{p/2} principal partitions, and Lemma 5.27 tells us that lim_{ℓ→∞} | Sols(Q, ℓ)|/ℓ^{3p/2} = (2/3)^{p/2}.

Thus, if we divide μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) by ℓ^{3p/2} and take the limit as ℓ tends to ∞, we obtain (p − 1)!!8^{p/2}(2/3)^{p/2}. Finally, if p = 0, then the pth moment μ^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) is trivially 1 and (−1)!! = 1, so the desired result also holds. The result for ADF follows from that for SSAC by equation (3) from the Introduction. □

We can now use the variance of the demerit factor from Theorem 1.2 to obtain the limiting standardized moments of the demerit factor.

Corollary 5.29. Let p be a nonnegative integer. Then

lim_{ℓ→∞} μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} ADF(f) = μ̃^ℓ_{p,f} SSAC(f) = { 0 if p is odd, (p − 1)!! if p is even.

Proof. The limit for the standardized moment of ADF(f) follows from Theorem 5.28 and Theorem 1.2, and since ADF(f) = −1 + SSAC(f)/ℓ^2, the standardized moments of SSAC(f) are the same as those of ADF(f). □

Remark 5.30. The pth central moment of a standard normal distribution is 0 if p is odd and (p − 1)!! if p is even. We see that the limiting normalized central moments in Corollary 5.29 have the same values.

Acknowledgement

The authors thank Bernardo Ábrego and Silvia Fernández-Merchant for helpful discussions and suggestions.

References

[BL01] Peter Borwein and Richard Lockhart. The expected Lp norm of random polynomials. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 129(5):1463–1472, 2001.

[BR15] Matthias Beck and Sinai Robins. Computing the continuous discretely. Undergraduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, New York, second edition, 2015.

[Cam94] Peter J. Cameron. Combinatorics: topics, techniques, algorithms. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

[GG05] Solomon W. Golomb and Guang Gong. Signal design for good correlation. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2005.

[Gol67] Solomon W. Golomb. Shift register sequences. With portions co-authored by Lloyd R. Welch, Richard M. Goldstein, and Alfred W. Hales. Holden-Day, Inc., San Francisco, Calif.-Cambridge-Amsterdam, 1967.

[Gol75] Marcel J. E. Golay. Hybrid low autocorrelation sequences. IEEE Trans. Inform.

Theory, 21:460–462, 1975.

[Jed24] Jonathan Jedwab. The mean and variance of the reciprocal merit factor of four classes of binary sequences. arXiv:1911.11246, 2024.

[KR24] Daniel J. Katz and Miriam E. Ramirez. Moments of autocorrelation demerit factors of binary sequences. arXiv:2307.14281, 2024.

[Sar84] D. V. Sarwate. Mean-square correlation of shift-register sequences. Communications, Radar and Signal Processing, IEE Proceedings F, 131(2):101–106, 1984.

[Sch06] M. R. Schroeder. Number theory in science and communication, volume 7 of Springer Series in Information Sciences. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, fourth edition, 2006.

Department of Mathematics, California State University, Northridge, United States