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Abstract

This paper is devoted to the structure of the complete asymptotic expansion
of the probability that a large combinatorial object is irreducible or consists of
a given number of irreducible parts, where irreducibility is understood in terms of
combinatorial construction SEQ, labeled or unlabeled. We show that for rapidly
growing (i.e. gargantuan) combinatorial classes, the coefficients that appear in
this expansion are integers and can be interpreted as linear combinations of the
counting sequences of three closely related combinatorial classes. We apply this
general asymptotic result to labeled and unlabeled (multi-)tournaments, as well as
to (multi-)permutations and (multi-)matchings. We also explore the limits of our
approach with respect to other combinatorial constructions.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we continue our investigation devoted to studying the probability that large
combinatorial objects are irreducible.

Our first work [17] in this series focuses on connectedness as a notion of irreducibility.
Its initial question is the following: how likely is a random object of size n connected,
as n → ∞. Various combinatorial objects show different behaviors. Thus, for simple
labeled graphs, the probability of connectedness tends to 1 [11], for permutations un-
derstood as labeled directed graphs, it tends to 0, while for labeled forests it converges
to 1/

√
e [23]. In our research [17], we concentrate on the case where counting sequences

of the combinatorial objects under consideration are growing rapidly (the precise mean-
ing of these words is captured by the notion of gargantuan sequence; see Definition 2.4).
This restriction guaranties that the limiting probability is 1 [2] and makes it possible to
provide a complete asymptotic expansion [4]. For example, for the probability pn that
a simple labeled graph of size n is connected, the first three nontrivial terms indicated
by Wright [29] are the following:

pn = 1−
(
n

1

)
1

2n−1
− 2

(
n

3

)
1

23n−6
− 24

(
n

4

)
1

24n−10
+O

(
n5

25n

)
. (1)
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The main contribution of the paper [17] is to provide the structure of the asymptotic
expansion and to interpret its coefficients combinatorially. Our method relies on identify-
ing a double decomposition of a labeled combinatorial class: on the one hand, as a set of
connected components and, on the other hand, as a sequence of elements from a “deriva-
tive” class. In terms of the symbolic method, this dual perspective can be expressed in
the following way. If a labeled combinatorial class A admits a decomposition

A = SET(C) = SEQ(D)

and its counting sequence (an) is gargantuan, then the asymptotic probability that an
element a ∈ A is connected satisfies

P(a is connected) ≈ 1−
∑
k⩾1

dk ·
(
n

k

)
· an−k

an
, (2)

where (dk) is the counting sequence of the ”derivative” class D (for the notion of asymp-
totic probability and the exact meaning of the symbol ≈, see Definition 2.2 and Nota-
tion 2.1, respectively). For example, irreducible tournaments appear in expansion (1) for
connected graphs, indecomposable permutations appear in the expansion for connected
origamis, etc. We refer to relation (2) as SET-asymptotics.

In this paper, which is a natural extension of [17], we explore the limits of the approach
based on the symbolic method. Here, the main focus is concentrated on the case where
irreducibility is understood with respect to the labeled combinatorial construction SEQ.
The reader might keep in mind irreducible tournaments as a motivating example. The
first estimation of the probability qn that a labeled tournament of size n is irreducible
was provided by Moon and Moser [19] in 1962:∣∣∣∣1− 2n

2n−1
− qn

∣∣∣∣ < 1

2n−1
for n ⩾ 14.

Several years later, Moon [18] improved on their result by obtaining the inequality∣∣∣∣1− 2n

2n−1
− qn

∣∣∣∣ < 1

2

( n

2n−1

)2
.

In 1970, Wright [30] developed a recurrent method that allowed him to determine any
predefined number of terms in the asymptotic probability qn and computed its first five
terms:

qn = 1−
(
n

1

)
22

2n
+

(
n

2

)
24

22n
−
(
n

3

)
28

23n
−
(
n

4

)
215

24n
+O

(
n5

25n

)
. (3)

Similarly to expansion (1), we would like to provide a structure of asymptotics (3) and
to interpret its coefficients combinatorially.

So we consider a labeled combinatorial class A represented as a sequence of another
class, that is, A = SEQ(B). In the spirit of the paper [17], we assume that the counting
sequence (an) of the class A is gargantuan. Under these assumptions, we establish the
complete asymptotic expansion of the probability that a random object a ∈ A is irre-
ducible and, moreover, that a is represented by a sequence of a given length m. More
precisely, the following result holds.
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Theorem 3.1 (SEQ-asymptotics). Let A be a gargantuan labeled combinatorial class
satisfying A = SEQ(B) for some labeled combinatorial class B. Suppose that a ∈ A is
a random object of size n. In this case, for any positive integer m,

P(a has m SEQ-irreducible components) ≈
∑
k⩾0

dk,m ·
(
n

k

)
· an−k

an
,

where
dk,m = m

(
b
(m−1)
k − 2b

(m)
k + b

(m+1)
k

)
.

Here,
(
b
(k)
n

)
is the counting sequence of the combinatorial class SEQk(B) = Bk that

consists of the k-sequences of B-objects.

It is worth mentioning the nature of the “derivative” sequences appearing as asymp-
totic coefficients in the above theorems. In the first case discussed in [17], the link between
the class C of SET-irreducibles and its “derivative” class D corresponds symbolically to
the relation

∂ log(z)

∂z
=

1

z
.

In particular, this relation explains why the SEQ decomposition appears as a necessary
condition for a combinatorial interpretation. On the other hand, when we are interested
in SEQ-irreducibles (see Definition 2.3), the corresponding symbolic relation is

∂

∂z

(
1

z

)
= − 1

z2
.

Here, there is no need for any additional structure, since the “derivative” relies on the
SEQ decomposition itself and relates to objects that admit a decomposition into two
SEQ-irreducible components. Moreover, we can further iterate the latter relation,

∂

∂z

(
1

zm

)
= − m

zm+1
,

and thus obtain “derivative” structures corresponding to objects that admit a decompo-
sition into arbitrary number m of SEQ-irreducible components.

There are two noteworthy applications that illustrate both the method and its lim-
itations well. The first of them, the irreducible labeled tournaments already mentioned
above, is notable for the fact that its coefficient sequence is not positive. The pres-
ence of a negative coefficient leaves no room for one to interpret the whole sequence as
a counting sequence of any combinatorial class, only as a linear combination. Another
application, indecomposable permutations, is subtle for one more reason. Although the
definition of an indecomposable permutation of size n is based on labels from 1 to n,
such a permutation cannot be considered a truly labeled object. In fact, here the ground
set [n] = {1, . . . , n} serves not only for labeling, but also for comparing the permutation
atoms. Due to this duality, the notion of an indecomposable permutation is not stable
under relabeling. In particular, it is not possible to construct neither the labeled product
nor the sequence of the class of indecomposable permutations.
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We present two approaches that permit us to establish the asymptotics of indecompos-
able permutations. The first of them (which we call lift) consists of endowing a permuta-
tion of size n with an additional linear order on the set [n]. This allows us to split the role
of the ground set, and thus obtain a functorial labeled class tractable by Theorem 3.1.
The second approach suggests that we formally consider the class of permutations to
be unlabeled. In this case, the decomposition of a permutation into a sequence of in-
decomposable ones is well-defined. Now, to establish the desired asymptotics, we adapt
our main result for the unlabeled construction SEQ, and then apply it to (unlabeled)
indecomposable permutations.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2, we present the tools that
we use further, including combinatorial classes, generating functions, and Bender’s theo-
rem. Most of them are not new, and an experienced reader can skip the corresponding
parts of the text without loss. Here, our contribution concerns the concept of gargantuan
sequences and gargantuan classes introduced in our previous paper [17], see Section 2.3.
In Section 3, we prove our main result, Theorem 3.1, and provide its combinatorial
explanation. We then apply this general result to labeled tournaments and labeled mul-
titournaments.

The next three sections are devoted to various adaptations of our main result. In Sec-
tion 4, we introduce the lift operation, which allows us to treat subsets that are not stable
under relabeling, and apply it to indecomposable permutations. In Section 5, we adapt
Theorem 3.1 to labeled combinatorial classes whose counting sequences are p-periodic
for some p > 1. We apply this adaptation, together with the lift operation, to indecom-
posable perfect matchings. In Section 6, we adapt our asymptotic theorem to unlabeled
structures, which gives us a shorter way to obtain asymptotics of indecomposable permu-
tations, indecomposable perfect matchings, and a number of their generalizations. We
also establish asymptotics of unlabeled irreducible tournaments.

Finally, in Section 7, we discuss possible extensions of our method, including its
applicability to other combinatorial constructions, both labeled and unlabeled, and some
related questions. We complete the paper with an appendix providing the list of numerical
values of asymptotic coefficients discussed in the previous sections.

2 Tools

2.1 Asymptotic notation

We use the standard O-notation (see [3]): for a sequence (an),

• O(an) denotes the set of all sequences (bn) satisfying lim sup
n→∞

|bn/an| < ∞,

• o(an) denotes the set of all sequences (bn) satisfying lim sup
n→∞

|bn/an| = 0.

Thus, equations of the form bn = cn +O(an) are interpreted as (bn − cn) ∈ O(an).

Notation 2.1. For a sequence (an) and an integer m, we write

an ≈
∑
k⩾m

ckfk(n),

4



if for every r ⩾ m,

an =
r∑

k=m

ckfk(n) +O
(
fr+1(n)

)
,

and for every k ⩾ m,
fk+1(n) = o

(
fk(n)

)
.

Note that the sequence (ck) of constants may contain zeros.

2.2 Combinatorial classes and decompositions

Compared to our previous paper [17], here we employ both labeled and unlabeled combi-
natorial classes (or structures). Both are pretty standard and can be found in textbooks,
such as [25, 10, 6]. However, we recall all the necessary information to emphasize the
content that will be used in the following.

Combinatorial classes

By combinatorial class A, we understand a collection of (combinatorial) objects of finite
size such that the number an of objects of size n is finite for any n ⩾ 0. The class A is
labeled if the “atoms” of every object of size n, such as graph vertices, are labeled by the
elements of the set [n] = {1, . . . , n} (or any other set of cardinality n), and each label
appears exactly once. Otherwise, the class is unlabeled.

By default, the combinatorial classes considered in this paper are assumed to be
labeled. To underline that a class under consideration is unlabeled, we mark it with
a tilde: Ã. For associated concepts, such as counting sequences and generating functions,
we use tildes as well.

Associated concepts

For any combinatorial class A, we associate a number of additional concepts. The first
of them is the counting sequence (an), where an is the number of A-objects of size n.
Another, more refined way of counting employs the generating function A(z), which is
exponential for labeled classes and ordinary for unlabeled ones, that is,

A(z) =
∞∑
n=0

an
zn

n!
and Ã(z) =

∞∑
n=0

anz
n,

respectively.
One more structure associated with a combinatorial class A is its restriction An to

cardinality n, i.e. the subclass consisting of all A-objects of size n. If an ̸= 0, we assume
that this subclass is endowed with a uniform probability Pn: each object a ∈ An appears
with probability 1/an.

Definition 2.2. If Q is some property on the class A, then we denote by P
(
a satisfies Q

)
the sequence of probabilities

Pn

(
a ∈ An | a satisfies Q

)
an>0

,

which we call the asymptotic probability that a random object a ∈ A satisfies Q.
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Binary operations

Given two combinatorial classes A and B (labeled or unlabeled), one can combine them
to construct a new one. In this paper, the following operations will be used for this
purpose.

1. The disjoint union A+ B consisting of objects from both A and B. Its generating
function is A(z) +B(z).

2. For unlabeled combinatorial classes, the Cartesian product Ã × B̃ consisting of all
possible ordered pairs (a, b), where a ∈ Ã and b ∈ B̃. Its ordinary generating

function is Ã(z)B̃(z).

3. For labeled combinatorial classes, the labeled product A⋆B consisting of all ordered
pairs from A×B relabeled in all possible order-consistent manner. Its exponential
generating function is A(z)B(z).

4. For labeled combinatorial classes, the Hadamard product A ⊙ B consisting of all
possible ordered pairs (a, b) ∈ A×B of the same size (thus, the “atoms” of a and b
bearing the same labels are identified). Its exponential generating function is

A(z)⊙B(z) =
∞∑
n=0

anbn
zn

n!
.

Decompositions

Given a combinatorial class A (labeled or unlabeled) and an integer m ∈ Z⩾0, one can
construct a new class by combining m copies of A. This can be done in various ways; in
this paper, we consider the following ones.

1. The class SEQm(A) = Am ofm-sequences ofA-objects. Here, byAm we understand
the labeled product ofm copies of the classA in the labeled case, and their Cartesian
product in the unlabeled case, respectively. The corresponding generating function
is Am(z) for the labeled case and Ãm(z) for the unlabeled case.

2. The class CYCm(A) of m-cycles of A-objects. Its generating function in the labeled
and unlabeled cases is, respectively,

Am(z)

m
and [um]

∞∑
n=1

ϕ(n)

n
log

1

1− unÃ(zn)
, (4)

where ϕ is the Euler totient function and the operator [um] extracts the mth coef-
ficient of a formal power series in u.

3. In the labeled case, the class SETm(A) of m-sets of A-objects. Its exponential
generating function is Am(z)/m!.

4. In the unlabeled case, the classes MSETm(Ã) and PSETm(Ã) of m-multisets and

m-powersets of Ã-objects, respectively (depending on whether identical copies of
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components are allowed or not). Their ordinary generating functions are, respec-
tively,

[um] exp

(
∞∑
n=1

un

n
Ã(zn)

)
and [um] exp

(
∞∑
n=1

(−1)n−1u
n

n
Ã(zn)

)
. (5)

If, additionally, a0 = 0, we can define the combinatorial class of sequences by taking
the disjoint union of m-sequences over all m ∈ Z⩾0, so that

SEQ(A) =
∞∑

m=0

SEQm(A).

Similarly, the classes CYC of cycles, SET of sets, MSET of multisets, and PSET of
powersets are defined. The corresponding generating functions are indicated in Table 1.

labeled constructions unlabeled constructions

SEQ(A)
1

1− A(z)
SEQ(Ã)

1

1− Ã(z)

CYC(A) log
1

1− A(z)
CYC(Ã)

∞∑
n=1

ϕ(n)

n
log

1

1− Ã(zn)

SET(A) exp
(
A(z)

)
MSET(Ã) exp

(
∞∑
n=1

Ã(zn)

n

)

PSET(Ã) exp

(
∞∑
n=1

(−1)n−1Ã(zn)

n

)
Table 1: Generating functions of some combinatorial constructions.

Definition 2.3. Let A and B be two combinatorial classes (labeled or unlabeled) that
satisfy A = SEQ(B). An object a ∈ A is said to be SEQ-irreducible if a ∈ B. In
the case where a ∈ Bm for some positive integer m, we will say that a has exactly m
SEQ-irreducible components (or SEQ-irreducible parts).

In the same way, we can define CYC-irreducible and SET-irreducible objects.

2.3 Gargantuan classes and Bender’s theorem

Here, we recall the concepts of gargantuan sequences and gargantuan combinatorial
classes introduced in [17]. We also recall, in the simplified form of [21], Bender’s theo-
rem [4], which is our main analytical tool to establish complete asymptotic expansions.

Definition 2.4. A sequence (an) is gargantuan if, for any positive integer r, as n → ∞,
the following two conditions hold:

(i)
an−1

an
→ 0; (ii)

n−r∑
k=r

|akan−k| = O
(
an−r

)
.

An unlabeled combinatorial class Ã is gargantuan if its counting sequence (ãn) is
gargantuan. A labeled combinatorial class A is gargantuan if the sequence (an/n!) is
gargantuan.
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Theorem 2.5 (Bender [4]). Consider the formal power series

U(z) =
∞∑
n=1

unz
n

and a function F (x) analytic in a neighborhood of origin. Define

V (z) =
∞∑
n=0

vnz
n = F

(
U(z)

)
and W (z) =

∞∑
n=0

wnz
n =

∂

∂x
F (x)

∣∣∣∣
x=U(z)

.

Assume that un ̸= 0 for all sufficiently large n, and that the sequence (un) is gargantuan.
In this case,

vn ≈
∑
k⩾0

wkun−k

and the sequence (vn) is gargantuan.

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 2.4 in [17]). If a sequence (an) satisfies the following two conditions

(i)’ nan−1 = O(an), as n → ∞;

(ii)’ xk = |akan−k| is decreasing for k < n/2 and for all but finitely many n,

then (an) is gargantuan.

Lemma 2.7 (Lemma 2.5 in [17]). If (an) and (bn) are two nonnegative gargantuan se-
quences, then the sequence (anbn) is nonnegative gargantuan as well.

Lemma 2.8. If (an) is a nonnegative gargantuan sequence and bn = o(an), then, for any
K > 0, the sequence cn = Kan + bn is gargantuan.

Proof. Check the conditions of Definition 2.4. For the first condition, we have

cn−1

cn
=

Kan−1 + bn−1

Kan + bn
=

an−1

an

(
1 +

bn−1

Kan−1

)(
1 +

bn
Kan

)−1

→ 0,

as n → ∞. To verify the second condition, we note that there exists a constant M > 0
such that |bn| < Man for all n ∈ Z>0. Therefore, |cn| ⩽ (K +M)an, and we have

n−r∑
k=r

|ckcn−k| ⩽ (K +M)2
n−r∑
k=r

akan−k = O(an−r) = O(cn−r).

Since both conditions hold, the sequence (cn) is gargantuan.

3 Asymptotics of the labeled construction SEQ

This section is devoted to our main result concerning the asymptotic probability of la-
beled combinatorial objects that admit SEQ decomposition. This general result was
motivated by a specific application that first appeared in [16], namely the asymptotic
behavior of irreducible labeled tournaments. We begin our exposition directly by estab-
lishing the complete asymptotic expansion of the probabilities under consideration. Next,
we provide a combinatorial explanation of the coefficients involved in the expansion. We
then apply this general theorem to labeled tournaments, and thus we obtain the asymp-
totic probability that a random tournament consists of a given number of irreducible
components. Finally, in the end of the section, we discuss higher dimension applications.
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3.1 Asymptotic probability of labeled SEQ-irreducibles

Let B be a labeled combinatorial class and m be a positive integer. Recall that by
(
b
(m)
n

)
we denote the counting sequence of the class SEQm(B) = Bm. By convention, we assume

that b
(0)
0 = 1 and that b

(0)
n = 0 for any n > 0.

Theorem 3.1. [SEQ-asymptotics] Let A be a gargantuan labeled combinatorial class
satisfying A = SEQ(B) for some labeled combinatorial class B. Suppose that a ∈ A is
a random object of size n. In this case, for any positive integer m,

P(a has m SEQ-irreducible components) ≈
∑
k⩾0

dk,m ·
(
n

k

)
· an−k

an
, (6)

where
dk,m = m

(
b
(m−1)
k − 2b

(m)
k + b

(m+1)
k

)
.

In particular, for the case where m = 1, we have

P(a is SEQ-irreducible) ≈ 1−
∑
k⩾1

(
2bk − b

(2)
k

)
·
(
n

k

)
· an−k

an
. (7)

Proof. For a fixed positive integer m, let us apply Theorem 2.5 to the formal power series
U(z) = A(z)− 1 and the function

F (x) =

(
1− 1

1 + x

)m

.

The class A is the sequence of the class B. Hence, their exponential generating functions

satisfy A(z) =
(
1−B(z)

)−1
, which implies that our target series is

V (z) = F
(
A(z)− 1

)
=

(
1− 1

A(z)

)m

= Bm(z).

On the other hand, the coefficients dk,m come from the series

W (z) =
∂

∂x
F (x)

∣∣∣∣
x=U(z)

=

(
1− 1

A(z)

)m−1
m(

A(z)
)2

= m
(
Bm−1(z)− 2Bm(z) +Bm+1(z)

)
.

Therefore, Theorem 2.5 leads to the asymptotic relation

b
(m)
n

n!
≈
∑
k⩾0

dk,m
k!

· an−k

(n− k)!
=

1

n!

∑
k⩾0

(
n

k

)
dk,man−k.

To complete the proof, we divide the two sides of this relation by an/n! and note that

b
(m)
n /an is the probability that a random object a ∈ A hasm SEQ-irreducible components.

9



Corollary 3.2. If a1 ̸= 0, then the leading term of asymptotic expansion (6) satisfies

P(a has m SEQ-irreducible components) = m · (n)m−1 ·
am−1
1 an−m+1

an
+O

(
nm · an−m

an

)
,

where (n)m = n(n− 1)(n− 2) . . . (n−m+ 1) are the falling factorials.

Proof. Due to Theorem 3.1, the object of our interest, for a fixed m, is the first nonzero
coefficient in the sequence (dk,m), that is, the leading term of the exponential generating

function m
(
Bm−1(z)− 2Bm(z) +Bm+1(z)

)
. Since b0 = 0 and b1 = a1 > 0, we have

m
(
Bm−1(z)− 2Bm(z) +Bm+1(z)

)
= m! · am−1

1 · zm−1

(m− 1)!
+O(zm).

Therefore, the dominant term in asymptotics (6) is

m! · am−1
1

((
n

m− 1

)
· an−m+1

an

)
= m · (n)m−1 ·

am−1
1 an−m+1

an
.

Remark 3.3. As we can see from Theorem 3.1, a large object from a gargantuan class
that admits a SEQ decomposition is most probably SEQ-irreducible. Moreover, Corol-
lary 3.2 testifies that for each r ∈ Z>0, the first r asymptotic coefficients in expansion (6)
can be nonzero only for m ⩽ r. Another side of this behavior is represented by the fact
that for every fixed k > 0,

∞∑
m=1

dk,m = 0,

which follows from the relation

∞∑
m=1

m
(
Bm−1(z)− 2Bm(z) +Bm+1(z)

)
= B0(z) = 1.

Here, the property of being gargantuan is crucial. Thus, the labeled combinatorial class
of linear orders is not gargantuan, and the number of SEQ-irreducible components in
a typical large linear order is large. The latter follows from the observation that the
number of components of a linear order in fact coincides with its size.

3.2 Combinatorial interpretation of the asymptotic theorem

The specific form of the coefficients in asymptotic expansion (6) can be derived from the
structure of particular objects of the labeled combinatorial class A. Roughly speaking,
the coefficient dk,m is determined by objects of a large size n that possess one large and
(m−1) small components where the total size of the small components does not exceed k.
The goal of this section is to establish the exact form of this dependency and to present
a satisfactory explanation. Our main tool will be the inclusion-exclusion principle.

Let us start with the simplest case m = 1.
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Statement 3.4. If two labeled combinatorial classes A and B satisfy A = SEQ(B), then
for any positive integer n,

bn = an − 2

[n/2]∑
k=1

(
n

k

)
bkan−k +

[n/2]∑
p=1

[n/2]∑
q=1

(
n

p, q

)
bpbqan−p−q. (8)

Proof. First, note that any object a ∈ A has at most one irreducible component whose
size is greater than n/2. In particular, if a is reducible, that is, if this object is represented
as a nontrivial sequence of irreducible components, then the size of at least one of its first
and last components is smaller than or equal to n/2. Therefore, to count the number of
irreducible objects bn, we can use the inclusion-exclusion principle in the following way.

1. Take the total number an of objects of size n in A (left side of Fig. 1).

2. Deduce those of them whose first or last component is of size less than or equal
to n/2. There are

(
n
k

)
bkan−k such objects whose first irreducible component is of

size k ⩽ n/2, and the same number of objects with the last irreducible component
of size k (they are schematically depicted in the middle of Fig. 1). Thus, we deduce
2
(
n
k

)
bkan−k for every k satisfying 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2.

3. However, in the second step, a number of objects are deduced twice. Specifically,
those are objects whose first and last components are less than or equal to n/2
in size. For fixed sizes p, q ⩽ n/2 of these components, we have

(
n
p,q

)
bpbqan−p−q of

such objects in total (right side of Fig. 1). Adding them to our difference, we obtain
relation (8).

k k p qn− k n− k n− p− qn

Figure 1: Schema for counting objects in An.

For a fixed positive integer r < n, the last summand of the right side of relation (8)
can be written as

[n/2]∑
p=1

[n/2]∑
q=1

(
n

p, q

)
bpbqan−p−q =

r−1∑
k=1

(
n

k

)
b
(2)
k an−k +

∑
r⩽p+q⩽n

(
n

p, q

)
bpbqan−p−q.

In the case where the class A is gargantuan, the second summand is negligible, as n → ∞.
Thus, from Statement 3.4 we obtain a combinatorial explanation of the coefficients of
asymptotic expansion (7). Namely, the asymptotic coefficients represent a possible struc-
ture of the first and last irreducible components in the case where the sizes of these
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components are sufficiently small. For example, to obtain the first two terms in asymp-
totics (7), it suffices to take into account those objects that begin or end with an irre-
ducible component of size 1.

A similar approach based on the inclusion-exclusion principle can be proposed in the
general case as well. We are not going to provide excessive details of the reasoning or an
exact expression for b

(m)
n . Here are just a few key ideas.

First, we can count objects with respect to size. In our case, this means that for
an object of size n with m irreducible components, we identify the largest one (if there
are several largest components, we take the first of them). Depending on the position
of the largest component, there could be m possible configurations. For example, the
configurations corresponding to m = 3 are depicted in Fig. 2.

Figure 2: Sequences with two small and one large components.

Next, we use the inclusion-exclusion principle with respect to the largest irreducible
component. In terms of counting, there are

(
n

k1,...,km

)
bk1 . . . bkm objects of a given con-

figuration, where k1, . . . , km are the sizes of the components. Assuming without loss of
generality that km is the size of the largest component, we replace bkm by the right side of
relation (8). Combinatorially, this means that we replace the largest component with the
subconfigurations depicted in Fig. 1. For example, for the left configuration in Fig. 2, we
consider the configurations in Fig.3 and Fig. 4 taken negative and positive, respectively.
Since (

n

k1, . . . , km

)
bk1 . . . bkm−1akm =

(
n

km

)
b
(m−1)
n−km

akm ,

this gives us the structure of r leading terms of the asymptotic expansion of b
(m)
n in the

case where the class A is gargantuan: for any positive r, as n → ∞,

b(m)
n = m

r−1∑
k=1

(
b
(m−1)
k − 2b

(m)
k + b

(m+1)
k

)(n
k

)
an−k +O(nran−r).

Figure 3: Specific sequences with three small and one large components.

12



Figure 4: Specific sequence with four small and one large components.

3.3 Asymptotics of irreducible labeled tournaments

Recall that a tournament is a complete directed graph in which any pair of vertices is
joined by exactly one of two possible directed edges. A tournament is said to be reducible
if there is a nontrivial partition A⊔B of the set of its vertices such that all directed edges
between the parts go from A to B; otherwise, the tournament is called irreducible. It is
known that a tournament is irreducible if and only if it is strongly connected [22], [24].
In this section, we assume that the vertices of a tournament of size n are labeled by the
elements of the set [n].

Let T be a uniform random labeled tournament of size n, so that the probability of

choosing this particular tournament is 1/2(
n
2). Our goal is to provide the structure of

this asymptotic expansion, as well as to establish the asymptotic probability that the
tournament T has a given number of irreducible components.

Let us introduce the following notations:

• T for the labeled combinatorial class of tournaments,

• IT for its subclass of irreducible tournaments,

• (tn) for the counting sequence of the class T ,

• (itn) for the counting sequence of the class IT ,

• (it(m)
n ) for the counting sequence of the class IT m (in other words, it(m)

n is the
number of labeled tournaments with m irreducible parts; in particular, it(1)n = itn).

Clearly, the total number of labeled tournaments of size n is tn = 2(
n
2). There is no close

formula for the number of irreducible tournaments of fixed size. However, it is possible
to calculate the values of (itn) using the recurrent relation

itn = tn −
n−1∑
k=1

(
n

k

)
itktn−k,

see [30]. A slightly different approach that uses generating functions is based on the
following structural result.

Lemma 3.5 ([16, Lemma 1]). Any tournament can be uniquely decomposed into a se-
quence of irreducible parts, that is,

T = SEQ(IT ). (9)
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Proof. The irreducible parts of a tournament are its strongly connected components Ti,
while the order ≺ on these components is determined by reachability: Ti ≺ Tj if and only
if the vertices of Ti are reachable from Tj.

Decomposition (9) plays the key role in the combinatorial interpretation of the struc-
ture of asymptotics (3).

Proposition 3.6. Let m be a fixed positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a
random labeled tournament T with n vertices consists of m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
T has m irreducible parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

dk,m(T ) ·
(
n

k

)
· 2

k(k+1)/2

2kn
, (10)

where dk,m(T ) = m
(
it
(m−1)
k − 2it

(m)
k + it

(m+1)
k

)
. In particular, for m = 1, we have

P
(
T is irreducible

)
≈ 1−

∑
k⩾1

(
2itk − it

(2)
k

)
·
(
n

k

)
· 2

k(k+1)/2

2kn
. (11)

Proof. According to Lemma 3.5, we have the structural decomposition T = SEQ(IT ).
Furthermore, by Lemma 2.6 the sequence an = tn/n! is gargantuan (for details, see the
proof in [17, Proposition 5.2]). Thus, relation (10) can be derived from Theorem 3.1
applied to the labeled combinatorial class A = T .

Corollary 3.7. Let m be a fixed positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a ran-
dom labeled tournament T with n vertices consists of m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
T has m irreducible parts

)
= m · (n)m−1 ·

2m(m−1)/2

2(m−1)n
+O

(
nm

2mn

)
,

where (n)k = n(n− 1)(n− 2) . . . (n− k + 1) are the falling factorials.

Proof. This is a straightforward implication of Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.2.

3.4 Irreducible multitournaments and their asymptotics

In this section, we study the asymptotic behavior of irreducible multitournaments, which
can be considered a natural generalization of the irreducible tournaments discussed above.

Fix a positive integer d. Following our paper [17], we define a d-multitournament
of size n as a directed graph with n vertices such that any pair of its distinct vertices i
and j is joined by d directed edges. Here, we assume that the multitournament is labeled,
that is, its vertices bear labels from 1 to n. We also assume that the collinear edges are
indistinguishable. Thus, for each pair of distinct vertices i and j, the configuration of the
edges between them is determined by a number ℓ ∈ [d] of edges that are directed from i
to j, while the other (d− ℓ) edges are directed from j to i. In particular, the case d = 1
gives us tournaments discussed in previous sections.

Similarly to tournaments, we say that a d-multitournament is irreducible if it is
strongly connected in the sense of directed graphs. The labeled class T (d) of d-multitour-
naments and its subclass IT (d) of irreducible d-multitournaments satisfy the relation

T (d) = SEQ
(
IT (d)

)
, (12)
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which can be justified in the same way as Lemma 3.5. In addition, from the description
of the model it follows that the total number tn(d) of d-multitournaments of size n is
equal to

tn(d) = (d+ 1)(
n
2).

These two facts allow us to establish a complete expansion of the asymptotic probability
that a random d-multitournament is irreducible or consists of a given number of irre-
ducible parts, which is done in terms of the numbers it(m)

n (d) of d-multitournaments of
size n that have exactly m irreducible parts.

Proposition 3.8. Let d and m be two fixed positive integers. The asymptotic probability
that a random labeled d-multitournament T of size n has m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
T has m irreducible parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

dk,m
(
T (d)

)
·
(
n

k

)
· (d+ 1)k(k+1)/2

(d+ 1)kn
, (13)

where dk,m
(
T (d)

)
= m

(
it
(m−1)
k (d)− 2it

(m)
k (d) + it

(m+1)
k (d)

)
. In particular, for m = 1,

P
(
T is irreducible

)
≈ 1−

∑
k⩾1

(
2itk(d)− it

(2)
k (d)

)
·
(
n

k

)
· (d+ 1)k(k+1)/2

(d+ 1)kn
.

Proof. To obtain the theorem statement, it is sufficient to apply Theorem 3.1 to the
labeled combinatorial class T (d). This is possible due to relation (12) and the fact that
the sequence

(
tn(d)/n!

)
is gargantuan. The latter can be proved in the same way as for

d = 1 in the proof of Proposition 3.6 by replacing 2 with (d+1), see [17, Proposition 5.2]
for details.

Corollary 3.9. Let d and m be two fixed positive integers. The asymptotic probability
that a random labeled d-multitournament T of size n has m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
T has m irreducible parts

)
= m · (n)m−1 ·

(d+ 1)m(m−1)/2

(d+ 1)(m−1)n
+O

(
nm

(d+ 1)mn

)
,

where (n)k = n(n− 1)(n− 2) . . . (n− k + 1) are the falling factorials.

Proof. This is a straightforward implication of Proposition 3.8 and Corollary 3.2.

Remark 3.10. A slightly different multitournament model is considered in [20, Sec-
tion 10.3.2]. Compared to the model described here, all the edges in a multitournament
within that model are distinguishable. More precisely, one can consider such a multi-
tournament an element of the Hadamard product T ⊙ . . .⊙T of d copies of the class T .
Thus, each pair of its vertices is linked by d directed edges that bear colors from 1 to d,
one of each color. From a counting point of view, that model is equivalent to T (2d − 1),
and there is a bijection that preserves irreducible components. Therefore, the asymptotic
behavior of that model is also described by Proposition 3.8.
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3.5 Irreducible linear orders and their asymptotics

In this section, we study the asymptotic behavior of irreducible multiple linear orders.
In a sense, this can be considered as a preliminary step to indecomposable permutation
asymptotics. Fix a positive integer d. Following [17], we call a d-multiple linear order of
size n a d-tuple of linear orders of the set [n]. A d-multiple linear order L = (<1, . . . , <d)
is reducible if there is a nontrivial partition [n] = A ⊔ B such that a <k b for any pair of
elements (a, b) ∈ A×B and any linear order <k. Otherwise, the multiple linear order L
is irreducible.

We denote by L(d) and IL(d) the (labeled) combinatorial class of d-multiple linear
orders and its subclass of irreducible d-multiple linear orders, respectively. We also desig-
nate by

(
ln(d)

)
,
(
iln(d)

)
, and

(
il(m)
n (d)

)
, respectively, the counting sequences of the classes

L(d), IL(d), and ILm(d). Clearly, the class L(d) can be represented as the Hadamard
product

L(d) = L ⊙ . . .⊙ L
of d copies of the class of linear orders L = L(1). In particular, ln(d) = (n!)d. Our goal
is to establish the asymptotic behavior of the numbers iln(d) and, more generally, of the
numbers il(m)

n (d). For this purpose, it will be useful to decompose the class L(d) into
a sequence of irreducible d-multiple linear orders:

L(d) = SEQ
(
IL(d)

)
. (14)

For a particular element L = (<1, . . . , <d) ∈ Ln(d), its decomposition into a sequence of
irreducible elements is determined by the partition

[n] = I1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Im

into the maximum possible number m of intervals such that a <k b for every pair of
elements (a, b) ∈ Ii × Ij with i < j and for every linear order <k.

Proposition 3.11. Let d and m be two fixed positive integers. The asymptotic probability
that a random d-multiple linear order L of size n consists of m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
L has m irreducible parts

)
≈


0 if d = 1∑
k⩾0

dk,m
(
L(d)

)
k! ·
(
(n)k

)d−1
if d > 1,

(15)

where dk,m
(
L(d)

)
= m

(
il
(m−1)
k (d)− 2il

(m)
k (d) + il

(m+1)
k (d)

)
and (n)k are the falling facto-

rials. In particular, for m = 1 and d > 1,

P
(
L is irreducible

)
≈ 1−

∑
k⩾1

2ilk(d)− il
(2)
k (d)

k! ·
(
(n)k

)d−1
,

Proof. For d = 1, a linear order of size n consists of n irreducible parts. This fact implies
that il(m)

n = 1n=m, and therefore, the probability that L consists of any fixed number m
of irreducible parts tends to 0, as n → ∞.

For d ⩾ 2, relation (15) follows from Theorem 3.1 applied to the class L(d). The
only fact to verify is the theorem condition that the sequence an = ln(d)/n! = (n!)d−1 is
gargantuan. For d = 2, this can be done using Lemma 2.6, see [17, Proposition 5.10] for
details. In the case where d > 2, it suffices to apply Lemma 2.7.
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Corollary 3.12. Let d and m be two fixed positive integers. In the case where d > 1,
the asymptotic probability that a random d-multiple linear order L of size n consists of
m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
L has m irreducible parts

)
=

m(
(n)m−1

)d−1
+O

(
1

nm(d−1)

)
.

Proof. To obtain the leading term of asymptotics (15), we apply Corollary 3.2.

4 Lift

In this section, we discuss the lift operation and the way it can be applied. The intro-
duction of this operation is initially motivated by the study of the asymptotic behavior
of indecomposable permutations. The class of indecomposable permutations is not sta-
ble under relabeling and, therefore, cannot be treated directly by the tools described
in Section 3. The lift allows us to transform indecomposable permutations into a truly
labeled class, that is, into a class whose structure admits a relabeling, and thus apply
Theorem 3.1.

We begin our presentation with recalling some information about indecomposable
permutations. Next, with the help of multiple linear orders discussed in the previous
section, we introduce the lift operation. Finally, we apply lift to obtain the asymptotic
probability that a random permutation consists of a given number of indecomposable
parts.

4.1 Indecomposable permutations

Recall that a permutation of size n is a bijection [n] → [n]. A permutation σ is decom-
posable if there is a nontrivial interval [k] invariant under its action, that is, σ

(
[k]
)
= [k]

for some k < n. Otherwise, this permutation is called indecomposable. For any permuta-
tion, there is the uniaue partition of the set [n] into the maximal possible number m of
intervals,

[n] = I1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Im,

such that σ
(
Ik
)
= Ik for any interval Ik. In this case, we say that σ consists of m

indecomposable parts.
For permutations and their counting sequences, we use the following notations:

• P for the combinatorial class of all permutations,

• IP for the set of indecomposable permutations,

• IP(m) for the set of permutations with m indecomposable parts,

• (pn) for the counting sequence of the class P ,

• (ipn) for the counting sequence of the set IP ,

•
(
ip(m)

n

)
for the counting sequence of the set IP(m).
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Clearly, we have pn = n! and ip(1)n = ipn.

Let σ : [n] → [n] be a uniform random permutation, so that the probability of choosing
this particular permutation is 1/n!. The asymptotic expansion of the probability that
σ is indecomposable was established in 1972 by Comtet [7], [8]. He showed in particular
that the first several terms of this probability are the following:

P
(
σ is indecomposable

)
=

= 1− 2

n
− 1

(n)2
− 4

(n)3
− 19

(n)4
− 110

(n)5
− 745

(n)6
−5752

(n)7
−49775

(n)8
−476994

(n)9
−5016069

(n)10
+O

(
1

n11

)
.

Our starting goal is to interpret the numerators in this expansion combinatorially. After
that, for a given positive integer m, we proceed to the probability that σ possesses exactly
m maximum invariant intervals.

Remark 4.1. We call permutations indecomposable following Comtet [8, p. 262] and
Flajolet and Sedgewick [10, p. 89]. However, in the literature, the reader can also find
such designations as irreducible permutations [12, 1] or connected permutations [9, 13].

4.2 Lift operation

The goal of this section is to introduce a construction that would allow us to transform
the set of indecomposable permutations into a combinatorial class stable under relabeling.
The proposed construction, which we call lift, is based on the relations between permu-
tations and linear orders. From a counting point of view, the classes of permutations P
and linear orders L are indistinguishable, just because their counting sequences are the
same:

pn = ln = n!.

Moreover, for any positive integer n, there is a natural bijection Ln → Pn:

ℓ = (ℓ1 < . . . < ℓn) 7→ πℓ =

(
1 . . . n
ℓ1 . . . ℓn

)
(16)

(we call πℓ the permutation associated with the linear order ℓ). However, neither this
bijection nor any other bijection can commute with all possible relabelings. In fact, any
two linear orders of the same size have the same structure, and thus one can be obtained
from the other by relabeling. On the other hand, two permutations are equivalent in
terms of relabeling if and only if they belong to the same conjugacy class.

At the same time, there is an isomorphism Ψ: L⊙L → L⊙P defined by the relation
Ψ(ℓ, ℓ̂) = (ℓ, πℓ̂π

−1
ℓ ), where πℓ̂ is the permutation associated with the linear order ℓ̂.

Explicitly,

Ψ
(
(ℓ1 < . . . < ℓn), (ℓ̂1 < . . . < ℓ̂n)

)
=

(
(ℓ1 < . . . < ℓn),

(
ℓ1 . . . ℓn
ℓ̂1 . . . ℓ̂n

))
. (17)

The isomorphism Ψ is actually behind the below definition of the lift operation, and it will
allow us to make a correspondence between indecomposable permutations and irreducible
2-linear orders discussed in the previous section.
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Before passing to the formal definition, we need to specify how we understand the
notion of relabeling. Given a labeled combinatorial class A and a bijection ρ : [n] → [n],
we assume that the relabeling corresponding to ρ (or the transport function along ρ) is
a map RA[ρ] : An → An satisfying RA[ρτ ] = RA[ρ] ◦ RA[τ ] and RA[Id[n]] = IdAn . For
instance, for linear orders, we have

RL[ρ](ℓ) = ρℓ,

i.e. πℓ 7→ ρπℓ in terms of associated permutations described by relation (16). In turn, for
permutations, relabeling takes the following form:

RP [ρ](σ) = ρσρ−1.

Particular examples of these two relabelings are shown in their graphical representation
in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6.

1 3 2

relabeling

2 1 3

Figure 5: Relabeling of ℓ = (2 < 1 < 3) corresponding to ρ =

(
1 2 3
3 1 2

)
.

1 3 2

relabeling

2 1 3

Figure 6: Relabeling of σ =

(
1 2 3
3 2 1

)
corresponding to ρ =

(
1 2 3
3 1 2

)
.

Definition 4.2. Let B be a subset of a labeled combinatorial class A. We define the
class Lift (B) to be

Lift (B) =
{(

ℓ, RA[πℓ](b)
) ∣∣∣ ℓ ∈ Ln, b ∈ Bn, n ∈ Z⩾0

}
. (18)

It follows from the definition that Lift (B) is a labeled combinatorial class, that is,
Lift (B) is stable under relabeling. From a counting point of view, the class Lift (B) is
similar to the Hadamard product L⊙B: they share the same counting sequence (n! ·bn).
As a consequence, the exponential generating function of Lift (B) is equal to the ordinary
generating function of B. Structurally, Lift (B) is a subclass of L ⊙A that keeps a trace
of the properties of the set B.
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Remark 4.3. We find it more convenient to define the lift operation in terms of species
theory (see the book [5] for an introduction to the subject). Let F be a species of
structures, and let G be a set of F -structures on positive integers, that is,

G ⊂
∞⋃
n=0

F [n].

We assume that G is not stable under relabeling (since the goal of introducing the lift
operation is to fix this issue). In other words, there is a bijection σ : [n] → [n] such that

F [σ]
(
G ∩ F [n]

)
̸= G ∩ F [n].

As an example, the reader may think of indecomposable permutations or of trees whose
leaves are labeled with odd numbers. The purpose of introducing the lift operation is to
produce a species of structures that keep track of the set G and some of its properties.
This species of structures Lift (G) is defined in the following way.

1. For a finite set U , the lift operation produces the finite set

Lift (G)[U ] =
{(

ℓ, F [πu](g)
) ∣∣∣ ℓ ∈ L[U ], g ∈ G ∩ F [n]

}
,

where πu : [n] → U is the bijection determined by the linear order ℓ = (u1, . . . , un)
on the set U , that is, πu(i) = ui.

2. For a bijection σ : U → V , the lift operation produces the transport function

Lift (G)[σ] : Lift (G)[U ] → Lift (G)[V ], Lift (G)[σ](ℓ, f) =
(
L[σ](ℓ), F [σ](f)

)
.

The transport function is well-defined, since

F [σ]F [πu] = F [πvπ
−1
u ]F [πu] = F [πvπ

−1
u πu] = F [πv],

while the property Lift (G)[IdU ] = Id |Lift (G)[U ] and the transitivity follow from the
fact that they hold for the transport functions of the species L and F .

Returning to the example where G is the set of trees whose leaves are labeled with odd
numbers, we can see six elements of the set Lift (G)[U ] with U = {!, ?, ∗} in Fig. 7.

?

∗ !
(∗ < ? < !)

!

∗ ?
(∗ < ! < ?)

∗

? !
(? < ∗ < !)

!

? ∗
(? < ! < ∗)

∗

! ?
(! < ∗ < ?)

?

! ∗
(! < ? < ∗)

Figure 7: Structures Lift (G)[U ] with the set G of trees whose leaves are labeled with odd
numbers and the set U = {!, ?, ∗}.
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4.3 Asymptotics of indecomposable permutations

In this section, we apply the lift operation to indecomposable permutations and identify
the resulting combinatorial class with irreducible 2-multiple linear orders. This allows us
to obtain the asymptotic probability that a random permutation is irreducible and, more
generally, that it consists of a given number of indecomposable parts.

Lemma 4.4. If B is a subset of the labeled combinatorial class P of permutations, then

Lift (B) = Ψ
({

(ℓ, ℓ̂) ∈ L(2)
∣∣∣ π−1

ℓ πℓ̂ ∈ B
})

, (19)

where πℓ is the permutation associated with the linear order ℓ by relation (16) and the
bijection Ψ: L(2) → L⊙P is defined by relation (17).

Proof. According to Definition 4.2,

Lift (B) =
{(

ℓ, πℓσπ
−1
ℓ

) ∣∣∣ ℓ ∈ Ln, σ ∈ Bn, n ∈ Z⩾0

}
.

On the other hand, for a given permutation σ ∈ B, we have

Ψ(ℓ, ℓ̂) = (ℓ, πℓσπ
−1
ℓ ) ⇔ πℓ̂π

−1
ℓ = πℓσπ

−1
ℓ .

The latter relation is equivalent to the fact that π−1
ℓ πℓ̂ = σ ∈ B.

Lemma 4.5. Let m be a positive integer. The set IP (m) of permutations with m in-
decomposable parts and the class ILm(2) of 2-multiple linear orders with m irreducible
parts satisfy

Lift
(
IP(m)

)
= Ψ

(
ILm(2)

)
. (20)

Proof. According to the definitions of irreducible 2-multiple linear orders and indecom-
posable permutations, there is an equivalence(

(1 < . . . < n), (i1 < . . . < in)
)
∈ ILm(2) ⇔

(
1 . . . n
i1 . . . in

)
∈ IP(m).

On the other hand, if a 2-multiple linear order (ℓ, ℓ̂) belongs to the class ILm(2), then
its relabeling (ρℓ, ρℓ̂) also belongs to this class, and vice versa. Taking ρ = π−1

ℓ , we get(
(1 < . . . < n), π−1

ℓ ℓ̂
)
∈ ILm(2) ⇔ π−1

ℓ πℓ̂ ∈ IP(m).

To finish the proof, it suffices to apply Lemma 4.4 to the set B = IP(m).

Corollary 4.6. For any positive integer m, the counting sequences of the set IP(m) and
the class IL(m)(2) satisfy

il(m)
n (2) = n! · ip(m)

n .

In particular,
iln(2) = n! · ipn.
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Proposition 4.7. Let m be a positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a random
permutation σ of size n consists of m indecomposable parts satisfies

P
(
σ has m indecomposable parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

m · ip
(m−1)
k − 2ip

(m)
k + ip

(m+1)
k

(n)k
, (21)

where (n)k = n(n− 1) . . . (n− k + 1) are the falling factorials. In particular, for m = 1,

P
(
σ is indecomposable

)
≈ 1−

∑
k⩾1

2ipk − ip
(2)
k

(n)k
, (22)

Proof. Due to Proposition 3.11,

il(m)
n (2)

ln(2)
≈
∑
k⩾0

il
(m−1)
k (2)− 2il

(m)
k (2) + il

(m+1)
k (2)

k! · (n)k
.

Next, according to Corollary 4.6, we have

il(m)
n (2)

ln(2)
=

ip(m)
n

pn
and

il
(m+1)
k (2)− 2il

(m)
k (2) + il

(m+1)
k (2)

k! · (n)k
=

ip
(m−1)
k − 2ip

(m)
k + ip

(m+1)
k

(n)k
.

To complete the proof, note that ip(m)
n /pn is the probability that a permutation of size n

consists of exactly m indecomposable parts.

Corollary 4.8. Let m be a positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a random
permutation σ of size n consists of m indecomposable parts satisfies

P
(
σ has m indecomposable parts

)
=

m

(n)m−1

+O

(
1

nm

)
.

Proof. To obtain the leading term of asymptotic relation (21), we apply Corollary 3.12
with d = 2.

5 Periodic counting sequences

The asymptotic tools discussed in the previous sections can be employed for labeled
combinatorial classes whose counting sequences are gargantuan. In particular, this con-
dition implies that the number of zero coefficients in any of these sequences is finite. In
some cases, however, we would like to deal with classes whose counting sequences have
infinitely many zeros. For instance, this is the case for the class of perfect matchings.
More generally, we are interested in combinatorial classes whose counting sequences are
p-periodic for some positive integer p, that is,

1. an ̸= 0 for n = pk, where k is sufficiently large,

2. an = 0 in any other case.
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We would like to emphasize the reader’s attention to the following fact that can be derived
from [27, 28]. If a combinatorial class A admits a decomposition A = SEQ(B) and its
counting sequence (an) possesses infinitely many zeros, then (an) is p-periodic for some
p > 1. Thus, in our settings, the scope of possibilities is limited to p-periodic sequences.
The most common case in practice is p = 2.

The purpose of this section is to provide a method for treating these types of cases
and to show how it works. In the first part of our exposition, we adapt Theorem 3.1
for combinatorial classes whose counting sequences are p-periodic. In the second part,
we apply this adaptation to obtain an asymptotic expansion for the probability that
a random perfect matching is indecomposable and, more generally, that it has a given
number of indecomposable parts.

5.1 Asymptotics of classes with p-periodic counting sequences

Similarly to previous sections, we consider two labeled combinatorial classes A and B
that admit a decomposition A = SEQ(B). We assume that their counting sequences are
p-periodic for some p ∈ Z>0 and that the sequence

(
apn/(pn)!

)
is gargantuan. As usual,

for each m ∈ Z>0, we denote by
(
b
(m)
n

)
the counting sequence of the class Bm. Under

these conditions, Theorem 3.1 can be restated in the following way.

Proposition 5.1. Let A and B be two labeled combinatorial classes that admit a decom-
position A = SEQ(B). Suppose that the counting sequence (an) is p-periodic for some
positive integer p, and that the sequence

(
apn/(pn)!

)
is gargantuan. In this case, for any

positive integer m, the asymptotic probability that a random object a ∈ A of size pn has
m SEQ-irreducible parts satisfies

P(a has m SEQ-irreducible parts) ≈
∑
k⩾0

dpk,m ·
(
pn

pk

)
·
ap(n−k)

apn
, (23)

where
dpk,m = m

(
b
(m−1)
pk − 2b

(m)
pk + b

(m+1)
pk

)
.

In particular, for m = 1, we have

P(a is SEQ-irreducible) ≈ 1−
∑
k⩾1

(
2bpk − b

(2)
pk

)
·
(
pn

pk

)
·
ap(n−k)

apn
. (24)

Proof. To establish asymptotic relation (23), it is sufficient to apply Theorem 2.5 to the
formal power series U(z) = A(z1/p)− 1 and the function

F (x) =

(
1− 1

1 + x

)m+1

.

Corollary 5.2. If ap ̸= 0, then the leading term of asymptotic expansion (23) satisfies

P(a has m irreducible parts) =

= m · (pn)!

(p!)m−1(p(n−m+ 1))!
·
am−1
p ap(n−m+1)

apn
+O

(
npm ·

ap(n−m)

apn

)
. (25)
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Proof. The first nonzero coefficient in asymptotics (23) comes from the leading term of
the series Bm−1(z). Since the sequence (an) is p-periodic and ap ̸= 0, the same is true for
the sequence (bn), and bp = ap. Therefore, the leading term of Bm−1(z) is

b
(m−1)
p(m−1) ·

zp(m−1)(
p(m− 1)

)
!
= am−1

p · z
p(m−1)

(p!)m−1
.

Thus, the leading term of (23) is

m · b(m−1)
p(m−1) ·

(
pn

p(m− 1)

)
·
ap(n−m+1)

apn
= m · (pn)!

(p!)m−1(p(n−m+ 1))!
·
am−1
p ap(n−m+1)

apn
.

5.2 Asymptotics of indecomposable perfect matchings

By a perfect matching of size n, we mean an involution [n] → [n] without fixed points.
In particular, the class of perfect matchings is a subclass of the class of permutations.
Therefore, perfect matchings admit the concept of indecomposability.

More generally, perfect matchings could be defined in graphs. In this case, they are
understood as unions of graph edges such that each vertex belongs to exactly one of the
edges under consideration (see, for example, [14, p. 374]). The perfect matchings studied
in this paper correspond to complete labeled graphs.

We denote by

• M the labeled combinatorial class of all perfect matchings,

• IM its subset of indecomposable perfect matchings,

• IM(m) the set of perfect matchings with m indecomposable parts,

• (mn) the counting sequence of the class M,

• (imn) the counting sequence of the set IM,

•
(
im(m)

n

)
the counting sequence of the set IM(m).

The counting sequence (mn) is 2-periodic:

m2n = (2n− 1)!!, m2n+1 = 0.

Our goal is to explore the asymptotic behavior of perfect matchings with respect to their
number of indecomposable parts. To do this, we need the two tools discussed above.
First, as indecomposable perfect matchings are not stable under relabelings, we apply
the lift operation. Second, due to the 2-periodicity of the sequence (mn), we employ
Proposition 5.1 instead of Theorem 3.1.

Here is the asymptotic result under consideration.
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Proposition 5.3. Let m be a positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a random
perfect matching M of size 2n consists of m indecomposable parts satisfies

P
(
M has m indecomposable parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

d2k,m(M)

(
2(n− k)− 1

)
!!

(2n− 1)!!
, (26)

where d2k,m(M) = m
(
im

(m−1)
2k − 2im

(m)
2k + im

(m+1)
2k

)
. In particular, for m = 1, we have

P
(
M is indecomposable

)
≈ 1−

∑
k⩾1

(
2im2k − im

(2)
2k

)(2(n− k)− 1
)
!!

(2n− 1)!!
. (27)

Proof. First, apply the lift operation to the class M. According to Lemma 4.4, we have
Lift (M) = Ψ

(
LM(2)

)
, where

LM(2) =
{
(ℓ, ℓ̂) ∈ L(2)

∣∣∣ π−1
ℓ πℓ̂ ∈ M

}
is the labeled combinatorial class of linear matchings (see Remark 5.5 below), and the
map Ψ: L(2) → L⊙P is the isomorphism defined by relation (17).

Second, observe that the class LM(2) can be decomposed as a sequence:

LM(2) = SEQ
(
ILM(2)

)
.

where the class ILM(2) = LM∩ IL(2) consists of irreducible linear matchings.
Third, the counting sequence

(
lmn(2)

)
of the class LM(2) is 2-periodic with

lm2n(2) = (2n)! ·m2n = (2n)! · (2n− 1)!!,

and the sequence
(
lm2n(2)/(2n)!

)
is gargantuan. The latter fact can be established with

the help of Lemma 2.6, see [17, Proposition 5.15] for details.
The second and third imply that we can apply Proposition 5.1 to the class LM(2),

which gives us, for a fixed m ∈ Z>0,

ilm2n(2)

lm2n(2)
≈
∑
k⩾0

m
(
ilm

(m−1)
2k (2)− 2ilm

(m)
2k (2) + ilm

(m+1)
2k (2)

)(2n
2k

)
lm2(n−k)(2)

lm2n(2)
, (28)

where
(
ilm

(m)
2n (2)

)
is the counting sequence of the class ILMm(2).

Finally, note that Ψ
(
ILMm(2)

)
= Lift (IP(m)). Hence, ilm

(m)
2n (2) = (2n)! · im(m)

2n ,

and replacing all occurrences of lm2n(2) and ilm
(m)
2n (2) in asymptotic relation (28) by

(2n)! · (2n− 1)!! and (2n)! · im(m)
2n , respectively, leads to (26).

Corollary 5.4. Let m be a positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a random
perfect matching M of size 2n consists of m indecomposable parts satisfies

P
(
M has m indecomposable parts

)
= m ·

(
2(n−m) + 1

)
!!

(2n− 1)!!
+O

(
1

nm

)
. (29)
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Proof. There is no perfect matching of size less than 2(m − 1) that possesses at least
(m− 1) indecomposable parts. Also, there is only one perfect matching of size 2(m− 1)
that consists of (m − 1) indecomposable parts: it is (12)(34) . . . (2m − 3 2m − 2) in
the cycle notation. Therefore, the smallest nonzero coefficient in asymptotics (26) is
d2(m−1),m = m.

Remark 5.5. The class LM(2) admits the following description. Following [17], we
define a linear matching as a pair of linear orders interchangeable by some relabeling. In
other words, for any (ℓ, ℓ̂) ∈ L(2), there is a perfect matching ρ ∈ M such that

(ρℓ, ρℓ̂) = (ℓ̂, ℓ).

The perfect matching ρ can be expressed as ρ = πℓ̂π
−1
ℓ = πℓπ

−1

ℓ̂
, and hence,

Ψ
(
LM(2)

)
=
{(

ℓ, πℓ̂π
−1
ℓ

) ∣∣∣ πℓ̂π
−1
ℓ ∈ M

}
.

On the other hand, according to Lemma 4.4,

Lift (M) =
{(

ℓ, πℓ̂π
−1
ℓ

) ∣∣∣ π−1
ℓ πℓ̂ ∈ M

}
.

Here, we have π−1
ℓ πℓ̂ = π−1

ℓ ρπℓ, and for a fixed ℓ ∈ Ln, the conjugation ρ 7→ πℓρπ
−1
ℓ is

a bijection of the form Mn → Mn, since this map is an automorphism of the group Pn

that preserves the cycle type of its elements. Thus, conditions πℓ̂π
−1
ℓ ∈ M and π−1

ℓ πℓ̂ ∈ M
are equivalent, and we have Lift (M) = Ψ

(
LM(2)

)
.

6 Asymptotics of the unlabeled class SEQ

In this section, we switch from labeled combinatorial classes to unlabeled ones. The main
result presented here is similar to Theorem 3.1. It is a tool for obtaining complete asymp-
totic expansions of irreducible combinatorial objects, where irreducibility is understood
in terms of the unlabeled construction SEQ. Using this tool, we revisit the asymptotic
behavior of indecomposable permutations and indecomposable perfect matchings, and ex-
plore their generalizations. We also establish the asymptotics of unlabeled tournaments
consisting of a given number of irreducible components.

6.1 Asymptotic probability of unlabeled SEQ-irreducibles

Recall that we use tilde to emphasize that the combinatorial classes under consideration
are unlabeled. Recall also that, for a positive integer m and an unlabeled combinatorial
class B̃, we denote by

(
b̃
(m)
n

)
the counting sequence of the class B̃m of B̃-object sequences

of length m. We extend this notation to the case m = 0 by adding b̃
(0)
0 = 1 and b̃

(0)
n = 0

for any n > 0 by convention.

Theorem 6.1. Let Ã be a gargantuan unlabeled combinatorial class decomposed as a se-
quence Ã = SEQ(B̃) for some unlabeled combinatorial class B̃. Suppose that a ∈ Ã is
a random object of size n. In this case, for any positive integer m,

P(a has m SEQ-irreducible components) ≈
∑
k⩾0

m
(
b̃
(m−1)
k − 2b̃

(m)
k + b̃

(m+1)
k

)
· ãn−k

ãn
. (30)
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In particular, for the case where m = 1, we have

P(a is SEQ-irreducible) ≈ 1−
∑
k⩾1

(
2b̃k − b̃

(2)
k

)
· ãn−k

ãn
. (31)

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.1, for a fixed positive integer m it suffices to
apply Theorem 2.5 to the formal power series U(z) = Ã(z)− 1 and the function

F (x) =

(
1− 1

1 + x

)m+1

.

Corollary 6.2. If ã1 ̸= 0, then the leading term of asymptotic expansion (30) satisfies

P(a has m SEQ-irreducible components) = m · ã
m−1
1 ãn−m+1

ãn
+O

(
ãn−m

ãn

)
.

6.2 Asymptotics of indecomposable permutations, revisited

Here, we revisit the asymptotic probabilities of indecomposable permutations and inde-
composable perfect matchings in view of unlabeled combinatorial classes. The key idea is
to formally treat permutations and perfect matchings as unlabeled objects, ignoring the
labels involved in their definitions. With this approach, indecomposable permutations
become a well-defined subclass ĨP of the unlabeled combinatorial class P̃ of permutations
that satisfies

P̃ = SEQ(ĨP), (32)

see [10, Example I.19]. To identify indecomposable elements of a particular permutation

σ ∈ P̃n, it is sufficient to represent the set [n] as a disjoint union of the maximum possible
number m of intervals, [n] = I1 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Im, such that each interval Ik is stable under the
action of σ, that is, σ(Ik) = Ik, see Fig. 8 for an example.

1 2 3 4 5 6
⇝

1 2 3
×

1
×

1 2

Figure 8: Decomposition of the permutation

(
1 2 3 4 5 6
3 1 2 4 6 5

)
into a sequence.

Taking into account what is discussed in the above paragraph, we can prove Propo-
sition 4.7 in the following way.

Proof of Proposition 4.7. As we have just mentioned, P̃ = SEQ(ĨP). Also, the unla-

beled combinatorial class P̃ is gargantuan, since, as we have seen in the proof of Propo-
sition 3.11, its counting sequence pn = n! is gargantuan. Therefore, we can apply Theo-
rem 6.1 to Ã = P̃ , which directly implies relation (21).
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Essentially, the case of indecomposable perfect matchings is treated in the same man-
ner. However, there is a nuance that we would like to emphasize. Compared to the
labeled combinatorial objects whose sizes coincide with the cardinality of the ground set
of labels, there is no intrinsic linkage for the unlabeled ones. De facto, in the unlabeled
case, the sizes of the objects, as long as they are integers, are defined up to multiplication
on a constant. In particular, it is convenient to count perfect matchings with respect to
the number of linked pairs, not to the number of atoms. Thus, we assume that the count-
ing sequence of the unlabeled combinatorial class M̃ of perfect matchings is (m2n). Since

this sequence is gargantuan, and since M̃ = SEQ(ĨM), where ĨM ⊂ M̃ is the subclass
of indecomposable perfect matchings, Theorem 6.1 is applicable. As a result, we obtain
asymptotic relation (26) for the probability that a random perfect matching consists of
a given number of indecomposable parts. Thus, we get another proof of Proposition 5.3.

6.3 Asymptotics of indecomposable multipermutations

In the spirit of d-multitournaments and d-multiple linear orders, for every positive inte-
ger d we can define the class of d-multipermutations and its subclass of d-multiple perfect
matchings as the Hadamard products of d copies of P and M, respectively:

P(d) = P ⊙ . . .⊙ P and M(d) = M⊙ . . .⊙M.

We say that an object Σ = (σ1, . . . , σd) ∈ Pn(d) is decomposable if there is a positive
integer k < n such that the interval [k] is invariant under the action of all elements of Σ,
that is, σj

(
[k]
)
= [k] for all j ∈ [d]. Otherwise, we call Σ indecomposable.

In the case where the classes of d-multipermutations and d-multiple perfect matchings
are understood as unlabeled, there are natural decompositions into the sequences of the
corresponding indecomposable structures:

P̃(d) = SEQ
(
ĨP(d)

)
and M̃(d) = SEQ

(
ĨM(d)

)
.

In addition, the counting sequences

pn(d) = (n!)d and mn(d) =
(
(2n− 1)!!)d

of the classes P̃(d) and M̃(d), respectively, are gargantuan due to Lemma 2.7. These
two facts allow us to apply Theorem 6.1, which gives, for a given positive integer m,
the asymptotic expansion of the probability that a random object Σ ∈ P̃(d) has exactly
m indecomposable parts,

P
(
Σ has m indecomposable parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

dk,m
(
P̃(d)

)(
(n)k

)d , (33)

as well as that of a random object Σ′ ∈ M̃(d),

P
(
Σ′ has m indecomposable parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

d2k,m
(
M̃(d)

)((2(n− k)− 1
)
!!

(2n− 1)!!

)d

, (34)
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where
dk,m

(
P̃(d)

)
= m

(
ip

(m−1)
k (d)− 2ip

(m)
k (d) + ip

(m+1)
k (d)

)
and

d2k,m
(
M̃(d)

)
= m

(
im

(m−1)
2k (d)− 2im

(m)
2k (d) + im

(m+1)
2k (d)

)
Here, we designate by

(
ip(m)

n (d)
)
and

(
im

(m)
2n (d)

)
the counting sequences of the unlabeled

combinatorial classes P̃m(d) and M̃m(d), respectively.
Asymptotic relations (33) and (34) can also be established within the labeled case,

using the lift operation and Theorem 3.1. We will not provide exhaustive details here,
since the technique is essentially the same as for permutations and perfect matchings in
Sections 4.3 and 5.2, respectively. We only mention that

Lift
(
IP(d)

)
= Ψ

(
IL(d+ 1)

)
,

while the class Ψ
(
Lift

(
IM(d)

))−1 ⊂ IL(d + 1) consists of irreducible (d + 1)-multiple
linear orders (ℓ0, . . . , ℓd) such that for every j ∈ [d] there exists a permutation ρj satisfying
ρjℓ0 = ℓj and ρjℓj = ℓ0.

Remark 6.3. In our investigation, we introduced a multipermutation as a tuple of per-
mutations of the same size. Thus, this notion is different from the one of Comtet who
defined a d-permutation of [n], in matrix notation, as a relation where all vertical sections
and all horizontal sections have d elements, see [8, p. 235]. This notion is also different
from the concept of multiset permutations that are often called multipermutations in the
literature, see, for example, [26, p. 127].

6.4 Asymptotics of irreducible unlabeled tournaments

In this section, we focus our attention on the (unlabeled) class T̃ of unlabeled tourna-
ments. Compared to the labeled tournaments introduced in Section 3.3, the vertices of
the unlabeled tournaments do not bear any labels. In other words, unlabeled tourna-
ments are counted up to isomorphism. On the other hand, the notion of irreducibility is
left unchanged, and we still have the decomposition

T̃ = SEQ(ĨT ), (35)

where ĨT designates the class of irreducible unlabeled tournaments.
Let t̃n and ĩtn be, respectively, the number of unlabeled tournaments of size n and

the number of those of them that are irreducible. Wright provided a method to obtain
the asymptotics of ĩtn in terms of t̃n. In particular, he showed that

ĩtn = t̃n − 2̃tn−1 + t̃n−2 − 2̃tn−3 − 10̃tn−5 +O(̃tn−6),

see [30, formula (8)]. Our goal is to establish the complete asymptotic expansion of the

number ĩt
(m)

n of unlabeled tournaments of size n that consists of a given number m of
irreducible components. In addition to decomposition (35), the key ingredient to reaching
this goal is the asymptotic behavior of the sequence (t̃n):

t̃n =
tn
n!

+O

(
tn−2

(n− 3)!

)
=

2n(n−1)/2

n!
+O

(
2(n−2)(n−3)/2

(n− 3)!

)
. (36)
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Here, as in Section 3, tn stands for the number of labeled tournaments of size n. Re-
lation (36) can be obtained from the exact formula for t̃n, see [18], and means that the
majority of unlabeled tournaments of large size n do not have any nontrivial symmetry.

Proposition 6.4. Let m be a fixed positive integer. The asymptotic probability that
a random unlabeled tournament T of size n consists of m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
T has m irreducible parts

)
≈
∑
k⩾0

m
(
ĩt
(m−1)

k − 2ĩt
(m)

k + ĩt
(m+1)

k

)
· t̃n−k

t̃n
. (37)

In particular, for m = 1, we have

P
(
T is irreducible

)
≈ 1−

∑
k⩾1

(
2ĩtk − ĩt

(2)

k

)
·
(
n

k

)
· t̃n−k

t̃n
. (38)

Proof. As we have already mentioned, similarly to the labeled case, unlabeled tourna-
ments satisfy structural decomposition (35). Furthermore, the counting sequence (̃tn)
is gargantuan. The latter follows from relation (36), Lemma 2.8 and the fact that the
sequence (tn) is gargantuan. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 6.1 to the unlabeled

combinatorial class T̃ , which leads directly to asymptotic relation (37).

Corollary 6.5. Let m be a fixed positive integer. The asymptotic probability that a ran-
dom unlabeled tournament T of size n consists of m irreducible parts satisfies

P
(
T has m irreducible parts

)
= m · (n)m−1 ·

2m(m−1)/2

2(m−1)n
+O

(
nm

2mn

)
,

where (n)k = n(n− 1)(n− 2) . . . (n− k + 1) are the falling factorials.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 6.4, Corollary 6.2 and asymptotic re-
lation (36).

7 Conclusion

We have seen the method that allowed us to obtain the complete asymptotic expansion
of the probability that a random object from a gargantuan combinatorial class admit-
ting a SEQ decomposition is SEQ-irreducible, as well as the probability that this object
consists of a given number of SEQ-irreducible components, both in the labeled and unla-
beled cases. It would be natural to wonder if this method can be extended to other types
of decomposition. Here we briefly discuss the results for the cases where the answer is
positive, as well as the obstacles arising for other decompositions.

The first of the results concerns the gargantuan labeled combinatorial classes that
admit CYC decomposition, that is, A = CYC(B). For a fixed positive integer m, we
apply Theorem 2.5 with U(z) = A(z) − 1 and F (x) = (1 − e−x)m/m to obtain the
following theorem.

30



Theorem 7.1 (CY C-asymptotics). Let A be a gargantuan labeled combinatorial class
satisfying A = CYC(B) for some labeled combinatorial class B. Suppose that a ∈ A is
a random object of size n. In this case, for any positive integer m,

P(a has m CYC-irreducible components) ≈
∑
k⩾0

(
b
(m−1)
k − b

(m)
k

)
·
(
n

k

)
· an−k

an
, (39)

where
(
b
(m)
k

)
is the counting sequence of the class Bm. In particular, for m = 1, we have

P(a is CYC-irreducible) ≈ 1−
∑
k⩾1

bk ·
(
n

k

)
· an−k

an
. (40)

Another result concerns sets. In our previous paper [17], we have seen that our
method works for gargantuan labeled combinatorial classes that admit a double SET/SEQ
decomposition. It turns out that the unlabeled case can be treated in the same manner.

Theorem 7.2. Let A be a gargantuan unlabeled combinatorial class satisfying

A = MSET(C) = SEQ(D) or A = PSET(C) = SEQ(D)

for some unlabeled combinatorial classes C and D. Suppose that a ∈ A is a random object
of size n. In this case,

P(a is SET-irreducible) ≈ 1−
∑
k⩾1

dk ·
an−k

an
. (41)

Note that the proof of Theorem 7.2 demands a more general version of Bender’s
theorem than the one we used throughout this paper. The main idea of its application
can be found in [4, Corollary 6], see also [20, Theorem 7.5.1] for details.

On the other hand, in both cases, labeled and unlabeled, the existence of SEQ decom-
position is necessary to obtain the combinatorial interpretation of the coefficients involved
in the asymptotic expansion of SET-irreducibles. If there is no explicit SEQ decomposi-
tion, it is still possible to establish a complete asymptotic expansion of SET-irreducibles
using Bender’s theorem. However, to give the coefficients a combinatorial meaning, we
would like to construct an “anti-SEQ” operator. In the labeled case, we will do that
in the forthcoming paper [15]. We will also interpret the coefficients in the asymptotic
probability that a random labeled object consists of a given number of SET-irreducible
(aka connected) components.

At the same time, for the unlabeled construction CYC, as well as for the restricted
unlabeled constructions CYCm, MSETm and PSETm, no method providing complete
asymptotic expansions is known. This can be explained by complicated forms of the
corresponding ordinary generating functions (4) and (5). Compared to unlabeled con-
structions SEQ and SEQm, the simplified version of Bender’s theorem (Theorem 2.5)
cannot be applied here, while the applicability of the general version is still questionable.

The last question that we would like to discuss here concerns the positivity of asymp-
totic coefficients. We have seen that, under the conditions of Theorem 7.2, as well as of
its labeled analogue [17, Theorem 4.1], the considered coefficients are nonnegative, since
they count objects of certain combinatorial classes. A similar situation is observed for
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Theorem 7.1 in case m = 1. On the other hand, for the constructions SEQm and CYCm,
this is no longer the case. Theorems 3.1, 6.1 and 7.1 show that the coefficients are now
linear combinations of certain counting sequences, which means that, in principle, they
could be negative. Moreover, the example of irreducible tournaments shows that this is
indeed the case (see Proposition 3.6 and Table 3 for the labeled case, as well as Proposi-
tion 6.4 and Table 21 for the unlabeled case). Thus, there is no hope to interpret them
as a counting sequence of any combinatorial class. One possible research direction is to
establish conditions for these coefficients to be nonnegative. Another possibility consists
in changing the paradigm, the point of view. Following the second approach, in our next
paper [15] we interpret the coefficients under consideration in terms of species theory,
using the concept of virtual species.
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A Numerical values

Here, we provide numerical values of the asymptotic coefficients that appear in the ap-
plications discussed in this paper. In each case, we precede the tables of coefficients with
the counting sequences that comprise them. A more detailed description of the content
is given below.

Tournament and multitournament coefficients

In Tables 2 and 3, we indicate, respectively, the counting sequences
(
it(m)
n

)
of labeled

tournaments withm irreducible parts and the asymptotic coefficients dk,m(T ) that appear
in Proposition 3.6. In both cases, m ⩽ 5.

The following four tables are devoted to labeled multitournaments. More precisely, in
Tables 4 and 6 we expose the counting sequences

(
it(m)
n (d)

)
for d = 2 and d = 3, respec-

tively, while Tables 5 and 7 show the corresponding asymptotic coefficients dk,m
(
T (d)

)
indicated in Proposition 3.8. In all cases, m ⩽ 5.

In principle, it is possible to represent these sequences as polynomials in d. Thus, the
sequence

(
itn(d)

)
begins as follows:

1, (d− 1), (d3 + 3d2 − 3d+ 1), (d6 + 6d5 + 15d4 + 12d3 − 15d2 + 6d− 1), . . .

while the first five terms of the sequence
(
− dk,1(T (d))

)
are

−1, 2, 2(d− 2), 2(d3 + 3d2 − 6d+ 4), 2(d6 + 6d5 + 15d4 + 8d3 − 30d2 + 24d− 8), . . .

Permutation and multipermutation coefficients

In Tables 8 and 9, we indicate, respectively, the counting sequences
(
ip(m)

n

)
of permu-

tations with m irreducible parts and the asymptotic coefficients dk,m(P) that appear
in Proposition 4.7, both for m ⩽ 5. In Tables 10 and 12, we show the counting se-
quences

(
ip(m)

n (d)
)
if d-multipermutations with m indecomposable parts for d = 2 and
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d = 3, respectively. In Tables 11 and 13, we show, for d = 2 and d = 3 respectively, the
asymptotic coefficients dk,m

(
P(d)

)
indicated in relation (33). Again, we consider m ⩽ 5

in all cases.
As functions of the parameter d, the first several numbers ipn(d) of indecomposable

d-multipermutations of size n, are

1, (2d − 1), (6d − 2 · 2d + 1), (24d − 2 · 6d − 4d + 3 · 2d − 1), . . .

The sequence
(
− dk,1(P(d))

)
of asymptotic coefficients begins with

2, (2 · 2d − 3), (2 · 6d − 6 · 2d + 4), (2 · 24d − 6 · 6d − 3 · 4d + 12 · 2d − 5), . . .

Perfect matching and multiple perfect matching coefficients

In Tables 14 and 15, we indicate, respectively, the counting sequences
(
im

(m)
2n

)
of per-

fect matchings with m irreducible parts and the asymptotic coefficients d2k,m(M) that
appear in Proposition 5.3, both for m ⩽ 5. In Tables 16 and 18, we show the counting
sequences

(
im

(m)
2n (d)

)
of d-multiple perfect matchings with m irreducible parts for d = 2

and d = 3, respectively. In Tables 17 and 19, we show, for d = 2 and d = 3 respectively,
the asymptotic coefficients d2k,m

(
M(d)

)
indicated in relation (34). In all cases, m ⩽ 5.

As functions of the parameter d, the first several numbers im2n(d) of indecomposable
d-multiple perfect matchings of size n, are

1, (3d − 1), (15d − 2 · 3d + 1), (105d − 2 · 15d − 9d + 3d+1 − 1), . . .

The sequence
(
− d2k,1(M(d))

)
of asymptotic coefficients begins with

2, (2 · 3d − 3), (2 · 15d − 6 · 3d + 4), (2 · 105d − 6 · 15d − 3 · 9d + 12 · 3d − 5), . . .

Unlabeled tournament coefficients

The last two tables are devoted to unlabeled tournaments. In Table 20, we expose the

counting sequences
(
ĩt
(m)

n

)
of unlabeled tournaments with m irreducible parts for m ⩽ 5.

Table 21 shows the asymptotic coefficients dk,m(T̃ ) that appear in Proposition 6.4, also
for m ⩽ 5.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
itn 1 0 2 24 544 22 320 1 677 488 236 522 496 64 026 088 576 . . .

it(2)n 0 2 0 16 240 6 608 315 840 27 001 984 4 268 194 560 . . .

it(3)n 0 0 6 0 120 2 160 70 224 3 830 400 366 729 600 . . .

it(4)n 0 0 0 24 0 960 20 160 758 016 46 448 640 . . .

it(5)n 0 0 0 0 120 0 8 400 201 600 8 628 480 . . .

Table 2: Counting sequences
(
it(m)
n

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
dk,1(T ) 1 −2 2 −4 −32 −848 −38 032 −3 039 136 −446 043 008 . . .
dk,2(T ) 0 2 −8 16 −16 368 22 528 2 232 064 372 697 856 . . .
dk,3(T ) 0 0 6 −36 120 0 9 744 586 656 60 297 600 . . .
dk,4(T ) 0 0 0 24 −192 960 960 153 216 10 063 872 . . .
dk,5(T ) 0 0 0 0 120 −1 200 8 400 16 800 2 177 280 . . .

Table 3: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m(T ) for m ⩽ 5.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
itn(2) 1 1 15 543 51 969 13 639 329 10 259 025 615 22 709 334 063 807 . . .

it(2)n (2) 0 2 6 126 5 730 644 418 193 703 454 165 016 159 614 . . .

it(3)n (2) 0 0 6 36 990 54 360 6 994 134 2 358 537 804 . . .

it(4)n (2) 0 0 0 24 240 8 280 534 240 77 136 696 . . .

it(5)n (2) 0 0 0 0 120 1 800 75 600 5 619 600 . . .

Table 4: Counting sequences
(
it(m)
n (2)

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
dk,1
(
T (2)

)
1 −2 0 −24 −960 −98 208 −26 634 240 −20 324 347 776 . . .

dk,2
(
T (2)

)
0 2 −6 18 654 82 998 24 809 706 19 757 225 682 . . .

dk,3
(
T (2)

)
0 0 6 −18 234 11 970 1 631 934 540 748 278 . . .

dk,4
(
T (2)

)
0 0 0 24 −48 2 520 158 400 24 005 016 . . .

dk,5
(
T (2)

)
0 0 0 0 120 0 27 000 1 990 800 . . .

Table 5: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m
(
T (2)

)
for m ⩽ 5.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
itn(3) 1 2 46 3 608 1 006 936 1 061 010 512 4 382 959 945 456 . . .

it(2)n (3) 0 2 12 392 37 920 12 342 032 14 950 347 552 . . .

it(3)n (3) 0 0 6 72 3 120 358 560 132 424 656 . . .

it(4)n (3) 0 0 0 24 480 26 400 3 514 560 . . .

it(5)n (3) 0 0 0 0 120 3 600 243 600 . . .

Table 6: Counting sequences
(
it(m)
n (3)

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
dk,1
(
T (3)

)
1 −2 −2 −80 −6 824 −1 975 952 −2 109 678 992 . . .

dk,2
(
T (3)

)
0 2 −4 56 5 792 1 868 432 2 073 370 016 . . .

dk,3
(
T (3)

)
0 0 6 0 816 96 480 34 953 936 . . .

dk,4
(
T (3)

)
0 0 0 24 96 9 120 1 237 440 . . .

dk,5
(
T (3)

)
0 0 0 0 120 1 200 99 600 . . .

Table 7: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m
(
T (3)

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
ipn 1 1 3 13 71 461 3 447 29 093 273 343 2 829 325 31 998 903 . . .

ip(2)n 0 1 2 7 32 177 1 142 8 411 69 692 642 581 6 534 978 . . .

ip(3)n 0 0 1 3 12 58 327 2 109 15 366 125 316 1 135 329 . . .

ip(4)n 0 0 0 1 4 18 92 531 3 440 24 892 200 344 . . .

ip(5)n 0 0 0 0 1 5 25 135 800 5 226 37 690 . . .

Table 8: Counting sequences
(
ip(m)

n

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
dk,1(P) 1 −2 −1 −4 −19 −110 −745 −5 752 −49 775 −476 994 . . .
dk,2(P) 0 2 −2 0 4 38 330 2 980 28 760 298 650 . . .
dk,3(P) 0 0 3 0 6 36 237 1 740 14 172 127 200 . . .
dk,4(P) 0 0 0 4 4 20 108 672 4 728 37 144 . . .
dk,5(P) 0 0 0 0 5 10 45 240 1 470 10 140 . . .

Table 9: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m(P) for m ⩽ 5.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
ipn(2) 1 3 29 499 13 101 486 131 24 266 797 1 571 357 619 . . .

ip(2)n (2) 0 1 6 67 1 172 30 037 1 079 810 52 459 239 . . .

ip(3)n (2) 0 0 1 9 114 2 046 51 591 1 802 079 . . .

ip(4)n (2) 0 0 0 1 12 170 3 148 78 627 . . .

ip(5)n (2) 0 0 0 0 1 15 235 4 505 . . .

Table 10: Counting sequences
(
ip(m)

n (2)
)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
dk,1
(
P(2)

)
1 −2 −5 −52 −931 −25 030 −942 225 −47 453 784 . . .

dk,2
(
P(2)

)
0 2 2 36 748 21 742 856 206 44 317 536 . . .

dk,3
(
P(2)

)
0 0 3 12 150 2 868 78 345 2 939 328 . . .

dk,4
(
P(2)

)
0 0 0 4 28 364 6 884 182 120 . . .

dk,5
(
P(2)

)
0 0 0 0 5 50 705 13 480 . . .

Table 11: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m
(
P(2)

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
ipn(3) 1 7 201 13 351 1 697 705 369 575 303 127 249 900 617 . . .

ip(2)n (3) 0 1 14 451 29 516 3 622 725 768 285 578 . . .

ip(3)n (3) 0 0 1 21 750 48 838 5 804 607 . . .

ip(4)n (3) 0 0 0 1 28 1 098 71 660 . . .

ip(5)n (3) 0 0 0 0 1 35 1 495 . . .

Table 12: Counting sequences
(
ip(m)

n (3)
)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
dk,1
(
P(3)

)
1 −2 −13 −388 −26 251 −3 365 894 −735 527 881 . . .

dk,2
(
P(3)

)
0 2 10 348 24 940 3 278 846 724 757 382 . . .

dk,3
(
P(3)

)
0 0 3 36 1 230 84 132 10 578 441 . . .

dk,4
(
P(3)

)
0 0 0 4 76 2 780 186 708 . . .

dk,5
(
P(3)

)
0 0 0 0 5 130 5 145 . . .

Table 13: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m
(
P(3)

)
for m ⩽ 5.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
im2n 1 2 10 74 706 8 162 110 410 1 708 394 29 752 066 576 037 442 . . .

im
(2)
2n 0 1 4 24 188 1 808 20 628 273 064 4 126 156 70 252 320 . . .

im
(3)
2n 0 0 1 6 42 350 3 426 38 886 506 314 7 491 006 . . .

im
(4)
2n 0 0 0 1 8 64 568 5 696 64 744 833 280 . . .

im
(5)
2n 0 0 0 0 1 10 90 850 8 770 100 362 . . .

Table 14: Counting sequences
(
im

(m)
2n

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
d2k,1(M) 1 −2 −3 −16 −124 −1 224 −14 516 −200 192 −3 143 724 . . .
d2k,2(M) 0 2 0 6 64 744 9 792 145 160 2 402 304 . . .
d2k,3(M) 0 0 3 6 39 336 3 516 43 032 602 964 . . .
d2k,4(M) 0 0 0 4 16 108 928 9 520 113 376 . . .
d2k,5(M) 0 0 0 0 5 30 225 2 000 20 580 . . .

Table 15: Asymptotic coefficients d2k,m(M) for m ⩽ 5.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
im2n(2) 1 8 208 10 520 867 808 106 065 512 18 027 732 016 . . .

im
(2)
2n (2) 0 1 16 480 24 368 1 947 200 230 392 272 . . .

im
(3)
2n (2) 0 0 1 24 816 42 056 3 278 112 . . .

im
(4)
2n (2) 0 0 0 1 32 1 216 64 096 . . .

im
(5)
2n (2) 0 0 0 0 1 40 1 680 . . .

Table 16: Counting sequences
(
im

(m)
2n (2)

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
d2k,1

(
M(2)

)
1 −2 −15 −400 −20 560 −1 711 248 −210 183 824 . . .

d2k,2
(
M(2)

)
0 2 12 354 19 168 1 639 776 204 426 336 . . .

d2k,3
(
M(2)

)
0 0 3 42 1 299 68 304 5 592 912 . . .

d2k,4
(
M(2)

)
0 0 0 4 88 3 012 158 656 . . .

d2k,5
(
M(2)

)
0 0 0 0 5 150 5 685 . . .

Table 17: Asymptotic coefficients d2k,m(M(2)) for m ⩽ 5.
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n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

im2n(3) 1 26 3 322 1 150 226 841 423 330 1 121 484 681 818 2 465 466 393 826 522 . . .

im
(2)
2n (3) 0 1 52 7 320 2 473 196 1 753 694 096 2 294 365 478 340 . . .

im
(3)
2n (3) 0 0 1 78 11 994 3 986 486 2 743 549 314 . . .

im
(4)
2n (3) 0 0 0 1 104 17 344 5 707 672 . . .

im
(5)
2n (3) 0 0 0 0 1 130 23 370 . . .

Table 18: Counting sequences
(
im

(m)
2n (3)

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

d2k,1
(
M(3)

)
1 −2 −51 −6 592 −2 293 132 −1 680 373 464 −2 241 215 669 540 . . .

d2k,2
(
M(3)

)
0 2 48 6 438 2 271 328 1 672 977 864 2 235 962 560 224 . . .

d2k,3
(
M(3)

)
0 0 3 150 21 495 7 347 936 5 237 215 404 . . .

d2k,4
(
M(3)

)
0 0 0 4 304 47 148 15 807 712 . . .

d2k,5
(
M(3)

)
0 0 0 0 5 510 85 425 . . .

Table 19: Asymptotic coefficients d2k,m(M(3)) for m ⩽ 5.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

ĩtn 1 0 1 1 6 35 353 6 008 178 133 9 355 949 884 464 590 . . .

ĩt
(2)

n 0 1 0 2 2 13 72 719 12 098 357 078 18 725 040 . . .

ĩt
(3)

n 0 0 1 0 3 3 21 111 1 099 18 273 536 856 . . .

ĩt
(4)

n 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 30 152 1 494 24 536 . . .

ĩt
(5)

n 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 5 40 195 1 905 . . .

Table 20: Counting sequences
(
ĩt
(m)

n

)
for m ⩽ 5.

n 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

dk,1(T̃ ) 1 −2 1 −2 0 −10 −57 −634 −11 297 −344 168 . . .

dk,2(T̃ ) 0 2 −4 4 −6 10 24 460 9 362 310 072 . . .

dk,3(T̃ ) 0 0 3 −6 9 −12 33 102 1 581 30 156 . . .

dk,4(T̃ ) 0 0 0 4 −8 16 −20 72 224 3 340 . . .

dk,5(T̃ ) 0 0 0 0 5 −10 25 −30 130 390 . . .

Table 21: Asymptotic coefficients dk,m(T̃ ) for m ⩽ 5.
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