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Abstract. This paper discusses what the dimension data of irreducible represen-
tations of a finite group looks like in some specific cases, including unipotent and
reductive groups over finite fields.

The essence of our investigation is whether the dimension data of irreducible repre-
sentations of a finite group can be “geometerized”, to become equal to the cardinality
of certain orbit spaces.

The first part of this paper deals with nilpotent and reductive groups over finite
fields, whereas the second part deals with the symmetric group Sn. The main con-
clusion that we want to bring out to contrast these two cases is that for reductive
groups over finite fields, the dimension data is concentrated (in a statistical sense)
in a neighborhood of the maximal dimension, whereas for the symmetric group, it is
spread out.
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1. Introduction: wishful thinking

This paper is about finite dimensional representations of finite groups. Representa-
tions will always be understood over complex vector spaces, thus, as conjugacy class of
homomorphisms:

ϕ : G → GLn(C),
for some integer n. One knows that, up to isomorphism, there are only finitely many
irreducible representations π of a finite group G, equal to the number of conjugacy
classes in G, and if dπ are their dimensions, then∑

π

d2π = |G|,

the sum being taken over the irreducible representations of G. On the other hand,∑
g

|Cg| = |G|,

now the sum taken over the distinct conjugacy classes Cg in G passing through g ∈ G.
The paper is written under the wishful thinking that the two ways of writing the

cardinality of G are the same, not only after taking the sum (of the same number of
terms), but are the same, term-by-term, in some cases. Actual term-by-term equality
may be hard to achieve, so we make two allowances:

(1) Instead of relating
∑

π d
2
π = |G|, with the “class equation”

∑
g |Cg| = |G| of

G, we relate it to the class equation of any group G′ acting on a space X with
|X| = |G|, and writing out X as the disjoint union of orbits G′ · x of the action
of G′ on X.

(2) Instead of expecting d2π = |G′ · x|, we demand an approximate equality.

Both of these issues will get clarified as we discuss a few examples.

1.1. Examples against. There are any number of examples to illustrate that our
wishful thinking is ill-founded even in the simplest of examples. Thus for the symmetric
group S3, we have the two equalities written as

6 = 1 + 1 + 4 = 1 + 2 + 3,

and for the symmetric group S4, we have the two equalities written as

24 = 1 + 1 + 4 + 9 + 9 = 1 + 6 + 8 + 6 + 3,
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and in either case, there is no way to recognize the sums giving 6 or 24 to be equal
term-by-term.

As another example, if we take either the quaternionic group or the dihedral group
of order 8, which are nilpotent groups, to which we will soon be turning our attention
to, we have

8 = 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 4 = 1 + 1 + 2 + 2 + 2,

which is also against our hope. Thus, our wishful thinking is not true, certainly not for
all groups — actually, at the moment, for no non-abelian group. The rest of the article
thus discusses cases where it is true at least after some modifications.

1.2. Examples in favor. For any finite abelian group, all conjugacy classes are of size
1 and all irreducible representations are 1 dimensional, hence the equality of the two
sizes trivially holds.

For the group GL2(Fq), it is well known [FH91, Chapter 5] that there are:

(1) (q − 1) representations of dimension 1.
(2) (q − 1) irreducible representations of dimension q.
(3) (q − 1)(q − 2)/2 irreducible representations of dimension (q + 1), the principal

series representations.
(4) (q2 − q)/2 irreducible representations of dimension (q − 1), the discrete series

representations.

Also, it is well-known that the various conjugacy classes in GL2(Fq) are as follows:

(1) (q − 1) central conjugacy classes of order 1.
(2) (q− 1) conjugacy classes of the form z ·u where z is a scalar matrix in GL2(Fq),

and u is a unipotent matrix. These have order (q2 − 1).
(3) (q− 1)(q− 2)/2 conjugacy classes of non-scalar diagonalisable over Fq matrices

in GL2(Fq), which have order q(q + 1).
(4) (q2 − q)/2 conjugacy classes of matrices in GL2(Fq) which are diagonalizable

over Fq2 but not over Fq. These have order (q2 − q)/2.

Thus, although d2π is not quite the order of the corresponding classes, they are closely
related, both being polynomials of degree 0 or degree 2.

An even more striking example arises for SL2(Fq), where besides irreducible repre-
sentations of dimension 1, q, (q+1), (q− 1), for q odd, there are also those of dimension

(1) (q + 1)/2, exactly two of them,
(2) (q − 1)/2, exactly two of them.

In this case if we look at conjugacy classes not in SL2(Fq), but in G′ = PGL2(Fq),
we notice that there is a unique conjugacy class represented by the unique element of
order 2 in (F×

q × F×
q )/∆(F×

q ), and by the unique element of order 2 in (F×
q2)/(F

×
q ), for

which the centralizer has an “extra” element of order 2 coming from the Weyl group.
The corresponding conjugacy classes in PGL2(Fq) are of order
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(1) q(q + 1)/2.
(2) (q2 − q)/2.

Thus, in these cases, the polynomials in q which appear in |dπ|2 and |Cg|, do not
have the same leading term, but rather 2|dπ|2 and |Cg| have the same leading term, the
presence of the factor 2 will, for the more general case for SLn(Fq), be related to the
number of irreducible components an irreducible representation of GLn(Fq) has when
restricted to SLn(Fq).

2. Finite nilpotent groups: Kirillov theory

Let N be a connected unipotent algebraic group over Fq, with Lie algebra n, a finite
dimensional vector space over Fq with dimN = dim n. The group N(Fq), a nilpotent
group, operates on n by the adjoint action, and also on n∗ = Hom(n,Fq), via the dual
action, called the co-adjoint action.

In what follows, we will consider only those unipotent groups N for which exp :
n → N(Fq) and log : N(Fq) → n are defined and are inverses of each other, and that
the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula holds. Under these conditions, the stabilizer
in N(Fq) of any element in n or in n∗ are connected unipotent groups;

For the following theorem, see for instance [Sri79, Theorem 7.7].

Theorem 2.1 (Kirillov). Fix a non-trivial additive character ψ : Fq → C×. Then
associated to a co-adjoint orbit represented by λ : n → Fq, there is an irreducible
representation πλ of N(Fq) obtained as an induced representation,

Ind
N(Fq)
Hλ

(λ|Hλ
),

where Hλ ⊂ N(Fq) containing the stabilizer Nλ of λ in N(Fq). Thus, Hλ is a subgroup
of N(Fq), on which λ makes sense as a character, such that,

[N(Fq) : Nλ] = [N(Fq) : Hλ]
2.

In more detail, under the symplectic pairing,

Bλ(x, y) = λ([x, y]),

the Lie algebra of Hλ is a maximal isotropic subspace of n, whereas the Lie algebra of
Nλ is the null space of Bλ, consisting of elements x of n such that

Bλ(x, y) = λ([x, y]) = 0, ∀y ∈ n.

Thus, the equality, [N(Fq) : Nλ] = [N(Fq) : Hλ]
2, is a reflection of the fact that on a

non-degenerate symplectic vector space, the dimension of a maximal isotropic subspace
is half the dimension of the vector space.
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Question 2.2. The theorem of Kirillov, recalled above, makes a precise relationship
between representations of unipotent groups and the co-adjoint orbit; in particular, it
implies that the dimension data d2π and the order of co-adjoint orbits are the same. But
it needs restrictions on the unipotent groups involved which would not be satisfied say for
the group of upper triangular matrices in GLn(Fq) if n > p, where p is the characteristic
of the field.

Is the cruder question relating the dimension data d2π and the order of co-adjoint
orbits still valid in these omitted cases?

3. A question on nilpotent groups

In this section, we discuss certain situations where the original question relating the
dimension data d2π with the order of conjugacy classes in N = N(Fq) holds, without
the need for the co-adjoint orbits.

Looking at one dimensional representations of N , we must then have the center of N ,
Z(N), of the same cardinality as N/[N,N ] (sometimes called the co-center of N). This
is already not such a simple condition to achieve among nilpotent groups. Keeping this
condition in mind, we can ask a more refined condition that we introduce now.

Recall that the lower central series of a nilpotent group N is defined by

Ni+1 = [N,Ni], i ≥ 0, with N0 = N.

On the other hand, the upper central series of a nilpotent group N is defined by

N i+1 = {n ∈ N |[n,m] ∈ N i for all m ∈ N}, i ≥ 0, with N0 = 1.

Definition 3.1 (Selfdual nilpotent group). A nilpotent group N of nilpotency class d
(the smallest integer d such that Nd = 1; it is also the smallest integer d such that
Nd = N) will be called a selfdual nilpotent group if

(1) the lower central series and the upper central series are the same, i.e.

Ni = Nd−i, for all i ≥ 0,

(2) The successive quotients of the lower central series (and hence of the upper
central series) look the same from the top as from the bottom, i.e.,

Ni/Ni+1
∼= Nd−i−1/Nd−i for all i ≥ 0.

Remark 3.2. N = N1×N2 is a selfdual nilpotent group if and only if N1, N2 are. Thus
in what follows, it suffices to consider only indecomposable nilpotent groups N which
cannot be written as a non-trivial product N1 ×N2.
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The definition above is made in the hope that for such selfdual nilpotent groups, the
original question relating the dimension data d2π with the conjugacy classes in N holds,
as the following examples show, for which we refer to [Jam80]1.

(1) There is a nilpotent group N5 of order p5 and of nilpotency class 3, such that
Z(N5) ∼= N5/[N5, N5] ∼= Z/p ⊕ Z/p, and for this N5, all non-central conjugacy
classes are of size p2 and any irreducible representation is of dimension 1 or p.
So for this group, the original question relating the dimension data d2π with the
size of the conjugacy classes in N5 holds.

(2) There are groups N of order p6 and nilpotency class 2, in which Z(N) and
N/[N,N ] are elementary abelian of order p3, and therefore isomorphic. Again
all non-central conjugacy classes are of size p2 and any irreducible representation
is of dimension 1 or p.

Question 3.3. (1) Are there selfdual p-groups N for which Ni+1/Ni are arbitrarily
assigned groups, keeping the selfduality condition?

(2) Is it true that the dimension data d2π is the same as the data of the size of the
conjugacy classes in a selfdual p-group?

4. Finite reductive groups

We already saw in the introduction that our question holds (in an approximate sense)
for GL2(Fq). In this section we discuss what happens more generally for finite reductive
groups of Lie type.

Here is the precise theorem for which we refer to Kawanaka [Kaw87, Theorem
2.4.1.ii(b)]2. For this theorem, we note that the dimension of an irreducible repre-
sentation π of G(Fq), where G is a reductive algebraic group over Fq, is expressible as
a polynomial in q of degree bπ (with leading coefficient aπ, which we will not need in
this work).

Theorem 4.1. For each irreducible representation π of G(Fq), there is a unipotent
conjugacy class γπ ∈ G(Fq), such that the dimension of the conjugacy class of γπ is 2bπ.

In this theorem, the unipotent conjugacy class γπ ∈ G(Fq) associated to a represen-
tation π is what is called the wavefront set of π which is the largest unipotent conjugacy
class for which the representation has a Generalized Gelfand-Graev model, for which
we refer to [Kaw87], and [Lus92]. Theorem 4.1 is usually stated for p large enough
(compared to G, in particular for the exponential and log to make sense).

In a different vein, the following theorem of Lusztig, called the Jordan decomposition
of representations, analogous to the Jordan decompositions of elements in an algebraic

1The authors thank Manoj Yadav for these examples and the reference.
2The authors thank Jiajun Ma for the precise reference.
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group, reduces questions about dimension of irreducible representations to dimension
of what are called unipotent representations.

Theorem 4.2. (Lusztig) Any irreducible representation π of G(Fq), gives rise to a semi-
simple element s ∈ G∨(Fq), for G∨, the dual group, and a unipotent representation πu
of G∨(s) such that,

dim π = dim πu ·
|G(Fq)|p′
|G∨(s)|p′

.

More precisely, any irreducible representation π of G(Fq), is obtained via Lusztig
induction from G∨(s) (assuming it is connected, and is a “twisted” Levi subgroup) of
the unipotent representation πu of G∨(s) multiplied by a character of G∨(s).

5. Asymptotically collinear

Much of the present work is motivated by comparing the dimensions {dπ} of irre-
ducible representations π of a finite group G with something more directly associated
to the group such as the size of the conjugacy classes in G. In this regard, we must have
a way to compare {dπ} with some other numbers {cλ} with the understanding that the
index sets for π and for λ may not be related, and yet the unordered set of numbers
{dπ} and {cλ} may be close to each other (in some ordering). First we consider a case
when these numbers have the same index sets:

Definition 5.1. (Asymptotically collinear) Suppose a(n) = (a
(n)
1 , . . . , a

(n)
ℓn

) and b(n) =

(b
(n)
1 , . . . , b

(n)
ℓn

) are two ℓn-tuple of numbers of the same size ℓn, such that ℓn → ∞ as

n→ ∞. We say that a(n) and b(n) are asymptotically collinear if the angle between the
vectors tends to 0, i.e.

(1)
(a(n), b(n))

∥a(n)∥∥b(n)∥
→ 1

as n→ ∞.

The motivation for this definition is the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality which is an equal-
ity if and only if the vectors are collinear.

Here is a case where it is not important how one orders {dπ} and {cλ}: it is the case
when {cλ} is identically constant, in which case, we have the notion of an asymptotically
constant data, and this is the only notion used in this work.

Definition 5.2. (Asymptotically constant) A sequence a(n) of vectors of size ℓn, such
that ℓn → ∞ as n → ∞ is said to be asymptotically constant if it is asymptotically
collinear with the constant vector 1 = (1, 1, . . . ) of size ℓn, i.e.,

(2)
(a(n),1)

∥a(n)∥∥1∥
→ 1
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as n→ ∞.

We make one more definition.

Definition 5.3. (Asymptotically log constant) A sequence a(n) of vectors of size ℓn,
such that ℓn → ∞ as n→ ∞ is said to be asymptotically log constant if

(3)
ln(a(n),1)

ln(∥a(n)∥∥1∥)
→ 1

as n→ ∞.

Remark 5.4. It is easy to see that if a(n) are integer valued as will be the case in
our applications, asymptotically constant implies asymptotically log constant, though
the converse is not true. Being asymptotically log constant is an easier condition to
check, which is the reason to have introduced it here.

6. Reductive groups, G(Fq), varying q

As noted for the case of GL2(Fq), the dimension of most of the irreducible represen-
tations of GL2(Fq) is approximately q. In this section, we prove more generally that
“most” irreducible representations of G(Fq), where G is a connected reductive algebraic
group over Fp, and q = pa goes to infinity, have the same dimension for any given q,
which can then be seen to be roughly qd which is the order of its p-Sylow subgroup.
More precisely, we prove in the next theorem that the dimension data {dπ} associated
to G(Fq) is asymptotically constant as q goes to infinity.

Theorem 6.1. Let G be a connected reductive algebraic group over Fp, and q a power
of p. Then as q tends to infinity, the dimension of irreducible representations {dπ} of
G(Fq) become asymptotically constant, i.e.,

lim
n→∞

(dπ,1)

∥dπ∥∥1∥
= 1.

Proof. As

(dπ,1)

∥dπ∥∥1∥
=

∑
dπ√

|G(Fq)| ·
√
|C(Fq)|

,

where C(Fq) denotes the set of conjugacy classes in G(Fq), we need to estimate |C(Fq)|,
the cardinality of C(Fq), and also the sum

∑
dπ.

Evaluating the sum
∑
dπ over all π might be a difficult question for a general reduc-

tive group. However, as the Gelfand-Graev representation:

Ind
G(Fq)

N(Fq)
ψ,



9

where ψ : N(Fq) → C× is a non-degenerate character, contains representations of G(Fq)
with multiplicity at most 1 (with those which appear, called generic representations),
we find that, ∑

dπ ≥ |G(Fq)|
|N(Fq)|

.

Therefore,

(dπ,1)

∥{dπ}∥∥1∥
=

∑
dπ√

|G(Fq)| ·
√
|C(Fq)|

≥ |G(Fq)|/|N(Fq)|√
|G(Fq)| ·

√
|C(Fq)|

.

By [FG12, Theorem 1.1(2)], we have

lim
q→∞

|C(Fq)|
qr

= 1,

where r is the rank of the group G, i.e., the dimension of its maximal tori.
Further, as is well-known, for any reductive group G, in particular for tori T,

lim
q→∞

|G(Fq)|
qdimG

= 1.

Combining these results in the previous inequality, it follows that,

lim inf
q→∞

(dπ,1)

∥{dπ}∥∥1∥
≥ 1.

On the other hand, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

lim sup
q→∞

(dπ,1)

∥{dπ}∥∥1∥
≤ 1.

This proves our Theorem. □

The following corollary follows from the proof of the above theorem.

Corollary 6.2. Generic representations of G(Fq) make the dominant contribution to
the sum of dimensions dπ of irreducible representations of G(Fq), more precisely:

lim
n→∞

∑
dπ

|(G/N)(Fq)|
= 1.

7. Reductive group GLn(Fq), varying n

In this section we consider the collection of groups GLn(Fq), in which we fix q, but
vary n. In a certain sense, this collection of groups is like “fattened” symmetric group
Sn, and one may hope that phenomenon seen for the collection of groups GLn(Fq), in
which we fix q, but vary n have something in common with Sn in which n varies.
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For the calculations in this section, we need the sum of dimensions of representations
of GLn(Fq) as well as the number of irreducible representations of GLn(Fq), both of
which are available in the literature, and which we next recall.

Theorem 7.1 (Gow [Gow83]). Let q be a power of a prime. The sum of the degrees of
the irreducible characters of G = GLn(Fq) equals the number of symmetric matrices in
G. If n = 2m+ 1, this sum is

qm
2+m(q2m+1 − 1)(q2m−1 − 1) · · · (q − 1).

If n = 2m, this sum is

qm
2+m(q2m−1 − 1)(q2m−3 − 1) · · · (q − 1).

Here is the theorem about the number of conjugacy classes in GLn(Fq). The first
part is due to Feit and Fine for which we refer to Macdonald [Mac81, Eq. (1.13)], and
the second part is due to Fulman and Guralnick [FG12, Proposition 3.5(i)].

Theorem 7.2. Let Cn(q) be the number of conjugacy classes in GLn(Fq). Then,

(1)
∑
n≥0

Cn(q)t
n =

∏
r≥1

(
1− tr

1− qtr

)
, and thus Cn(q) is a polynomial in q of degree n,

and with leading term 1.

(2) lim
n→∞

Cn(q)

qn
= 1.

Theorem 7.3. The dimension data {dπ} arising out of GLn(Fq) for q fixed but with n
varying, are asymptotically log constant, and we have

lim
n→∞

(dπ,1)
2

∥dπ∥2∥1∥2
→ 1

γ(q)
,

where
γ(q) =

∑
i≥0

q−i(i+1)/2.

Proof. For the ease of writing, we let:

(1) Bn(q) be the sum of the dimensions of the irreducible representations of GLn(Fq)
which is given by the Theorem 7.1,

(2) Cn(q) be the number of conjugacy classes in GLn(Fq), which is given by Theorem
7.2, and

(3) Dn(q) = (qn − 1)(qn − q) · · · (qn − qn−1) is the order of GLn(Fq).

Writing Cn(q) = Cnq
n, for n = 2m+ 1 an odd integer, and using Theorem 7.1,

Bn(q)
2

Cn(q) ·Dn(q)
=

1

Cn

(1− 1
q
)(1− 1

q3
) · · · (1− 1

q2m+1 )

(1− 1
q2
)(1− 1

q4
) · · · (1− 1

q2m
)
,
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and a similar expression for n even by using Theorem 7.1, we find that for any n odd
or even,

lim
n→∞

Bn(q)
2

Cn(q) ·Dn(q)
=

(1− 1
q
)(1− 1

q3
) · · ·

(1− 1
q2
)(1− 1

q4
) · · ·

Here we have used Theorem 7.2(2) according to which limn→∞Cn = 1.
Next, by a theorem due to Gauss [And76, page 23], we have:∑

i≥0

ti(i+1)/2 =
∏
i≥1

(1− t2i)

(1− t2i−1)
,

in which substituting t = 1/q, gives the assertion in the Theorem. This easily implies
that the dimension data {dπ} are asymptotically log constant. □

Remark 7.4. A similar analysis could be tried for other infinite families of groups,
such as Un(Fq), SLn(Fq), Sp2n(Fq), SOn(Fq), but we have not done that.

8. Symmetric groups: Plancherel measure

We now come to the main motivation for this work, viz. symmetric groups. An
(integer) partition is a sequence λ = (λ1, . . . , λk) satisfying λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λk ≥ 1.
Let P(n) be the set of partitions summing to n and p(n) = |P(n)|. We begin by recalling
that conjugacy classes in Sn are parameterized by P(n). Irreducible representations of
Sn are also parameterized by P(n) [Sag01].

Let cλ be the size of the conjugacy class in Sn corresponding to the partition λ ∈ P(n).
Writing λ in frequency notation as λ = ⟨1a1 , 2a2 , . . . , nan⟩, it is a standard result that

(4) cλ =
n!∏n

i=1 i
ai ai!

.

For example, the class size of the partition (3, 2, 2, 2, 1) = ⟨11, 23, 31⟩ is

c(3,2,2,2,1) =
10!

11 1! 23 3! 311!
= 25200.

Partitions, and the associated representations, are often visualized through the Young
diagram, an array of left justified boxes. For example, the Young diagram of the
partition λ = (5, 2), giving rise to a representation πλ of S7 is:

.
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The dimension dλ of an irreducible representation πλ of Sn is given by the celebrated
hook-length formula [FGT54],

(5) dλ = dim(πλ) =
n!∏

(i,j)∈λ hi,j
,

where hi,j is one plus the sum of the number of boxes to the right and the number of
boxes below the box at coordinate (i, j). These set of boxes form the hook emanating
from that box. If we denote by λ′ the conjugate partition obtained by transposing the
Young diagram of λ about the main diagonal, we can write

hi,j = λi − i+ λ′j − j + 1.

For example, the hook lengths associated to each of the boxes in the above partition
are filled in below:

6 5 3 2 1

2 1

Thus, the dimension of the representation π(5,2) of S7 is

dλ =
7!

6× 5× 3× 2× 1× 2× 1
= 14.

The dimension of irreducible representations of Sn though calculable by the hook length
formula, does not give a good understanding of what the actual dλ are, for a given
symmetric group Sn. In particular, the answer to the following questions are not known:

Question 8.1. (1) What is mn, the maximal dimensional irreducible representation
of Sn?

(2) What are the partitions λ giving rise to the maximal dimensional irreducible
representations of Sn? Perhaps it is unique up to the conjugation action λ→ λ′

which corresponds to the twisting by the sign character of Sn?

The data of dimensions for n = 20 and n = 30 are given in Figure 1. This means,
for instance, that for n = 20, the leftmost column in the first histogram says that there
are about 330 partitions of 20 whose dimensions are less than 2× 107.

It is known [Rom15, Theorem 1.24] that the answer to the above question is related
to the limit shape result of Vershik–Kerov [VK77] and Logan–Shepp [LS77]. See also
numerics by Kerov–Pass [KP89] from 1989 and Vershik–Pavlov [VP09] from 2009.

The main theorem related to this question is due to Vershik and Kerov, but before
stating their theorem, we recall the following definition.

Definition 8.2. The Plancherel measure on P(n) is a probability measure given by the
formula

Pl (n)(λ) =
d2λ
n!
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Figure 1. Histogram of dimensions of irreducible representations of S20

and S30. The x-axis on the left (resp. right) plot is scaled by 107 (resp.
1013).

for every partition λ ∈ P(n).

Theorem 8.3 (Vershik and Kerov [VK85]). There are constants a, b > 0 such that,

e−a
√
n ≤ m2

n

n!
≤ e−b

√
n.

Furthermore, there are constants c > d > 0 such that the set X(c, d),

X(c, d) =

{
λ ∈ P(n)

∣∣∣∣ e−c
√
n ≤ d2λ

n!
≤ e−d

√
n

}
,

has measure 1 according to the Plancherel measure in the limit as n→ ∞.

Further, Vershik and Kerov conjectured something stronger in the same paper, which
was proved by Bufetov [Buf12].

Theorem 8.4 (Bufetov). There exists a constant H > 0 such that for any ϵ > 0 we
have

lim
n→∞

Pl (n)
{
λ ∈ P(n) :

∣∣∣∣H +
lnPl (n)(λ)√

n

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ϵ

}
= 1.

These theorems have the character that the dimension data is concentrated at one
point for the Plancherel measure in the limit, similar to what we considered in the
previous section on reductive algebraic groups. However, our work in the next section
will be involved with the uniform measure on P(n), first studied by Vershik [Ver96].

9. Symmetric groups: uniform measure

In this section, we will study the dimension data for P(n), where each partition is
given equal weight (unlike the Plancherel measure where the partition λ has weight
proportional to d2λ); this measure on P(n) is called the uniform measure. This study
will be done by looking at the first three moments of dλ, viz. d

0
λ, d

1
λ, and d

2
λ, which are



14

respectively p(n), the number of involutions in Sn, and n!. Understanding a function
by studying its moments is a standard technique in analytic number theory!

An important fact about symmetric groups is that all its representations are defined
over Q which has as a consequence the following classical result. Let I(n) = |{s ∈
Sn|s2 = 1}| be the number of involutions in Sn. For the symmetric group Sn, let dλ
denote the dimension of all the irreducible representations. Then as all irreducible
representations of Sn are defined over Q, generalities in group representations imply
that ∑

λ∈P(n)

dλ = I(n).

There are several formulas for I(n); see for example [OEI25, Sequence A000085]. For
example, one of the most standard formula, which follows by looking at conjugacy
classes of involutions represented by a product of disjoint involutions which could be
taken to be (1, 2), (3, 4), . . . , is

I(n) =
∑

0≤2k≤n

n!

2kk!(n− 2k)!
.

One of the questions that we considered in the previous sections of this paper is
whether the dimension data is asymptotically constant or asymptotically log constant,
and we found this to be the case for G(Fq) as q varies, and also for GLn(Fq) as n varies.
We analyse similar questions for the symmetric group Sn next, and find that this is not
the case, so there is a spread or a distribution among dimension of representations not
seen before.

Theorem 9.1. In the limit as n → ∞, the angle between (dλ)λ∈P(n) and the constant
vector 1 = (1, . . . , 1) is π/2. In particular, the dimension data is not asymptotically
constant.

Proof. Taking the square of the quantity on the left of (1), we need to compute

(6)
An

Bn

:=

(∑
λ∈P(n) dλ

)2
p(n)

(∑
λ∈P(n) d

2
λ

) .
All the terms involved above have well-known asymptotic expansions which we will

use to estimate An/Bn.
In what follows, for sequences Xn, Yn of real numbers going to infinity, we will say

that

Xn ≃ Yn,

if limn→∞(Xn/Yn) = 1, or equivalently limn→∞[ln(Xn)− ln(Yn)] = 0.
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By the Hardy–Ramanujan asymptotic formula [And76, Equation (5.1.2)], we have

(7)
∑

λ∈P(n)

d0λ = p(n) ≃ 1

4n
√
3
eπ
√

2n
3 =: α(n).

A famous approximation to the number of involutions in Sn due to Chowla–Herstein–
Moore [CHM51, MW55] gives

(8)
∑

λ∈P(n)

dλ = |I(n)| ≃ (n/e)n/2e
√
n

√
2e1/4

=: β(n).

The standard Stirling’s approximation formula for the factorial gives

(9)
∑

λ∈P(n)

d2λ = n! ≃
√
2πn

(n
e

)n
=: γ(n)

Using (8), (7) and (9) for the definition of α(n), β(n), γ(n), we obtain the following
expression for ln(β(n)2/[α(n) · γ(n)]) (up to a constant):

2

(
n ln(n)

2
− n

2
+
√
n

)
−

(
n ln(n)− n+

ln(n)

2
+ π

√
2n

3
− ln(n)

)

=

(
2− π

√
2√
3

)
√
n+

ln(n)

2

which in the limit tends to −∞ since:

2− π
√
2√
3
< 0.

On the other hand, ln(An/Bn) is at a uniformly bounded distance from ln(β(n)2/[α(n)·
γ(n)]), thus ln(An/Bn) also goes to −∞, proving the Theorem. □

The proof of the previous theorem gives the following corollary.

Corollary 9.2. For any real number a > 0 which is less than a0 = π
√
2√
3
− 2, and for

any integer n which is large enough,(∑
λ∈P(n) dλ

)2
p(n) · n!

≤ e−a
√
n.

Corollary 9.3. Let mn be the maximal among the dimensions of irreducible represen-
tations of Sn. Let An be a positive real number less than 1, and define a positive real
numbers Cn ≤ 1 by:

Cnp(n) = |{λ | mnAn ≤ dλ ≤ mn}|.
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Then for the real number a0 > 0 which appears in Corollary 9.2,

(AnCn)
2 ≤ e−a0

√
n.

Proof. Observe that by the definition of Cn, we have

(10) mnAnCnp(n) ≤
∑

λ∈P(n)

dλ,

and

(11) m2
nA

2
nCnp(n) ≤

∑
λ∈P(n)

d2λ = n! ≤ m2
np(n).

Therefore, by (10) and (11),(∑
λ∈P(n) dλ

)2
p(n) · n!

≥ (mnAnCnp(n))
2

p(n)n!
≥ (AnCn)

2.

By Corollary 9.2, for any a < a0, and n large enough,

(AnCn)
2 ≤

(∑
λ∈P(n) dλ

)2
p(n) · n!

≤ e−a
√
n,

proving the Corollary. □

Here is a particular case of this corollary justifying our assertion that the dimension
data dλ for the symmetric group is “spread out”, unlike the case of reductive groups.

Corollary 9.4. Let mn be the maximal among the dimensions of irreducible represen-
tations of Sn. Let A be a fixed positive real number less than 1, and define a positive
real numbers Cn ≤ 1 by:

Cnp(n) = |{λ | mnA ≤ dλ ≤ mn}|,

then Cn tends to 0; equivalently, fewer and fewer proportion of partitions λ have mnA ≤
dλ ≤ mn.

Remark 9.5. In Corollary 9.3, we have the inequality (AnCn)
2 ≤ e−a0

√
n. It would be

nice to have a lower bound for AnCn. Perhaps this inequality is itself an equality.

One can also compare the average size of a uniformly random partition of n with mn,
the maximal dimension. From the definition, the former becomes using (8) and (7),

(12)
∑

λ∈P(n)

dλ
p(n)

≃ 2
√
6
(n
e

)n/2
n exp

(
√
n

(
1− π

√
2

3

)
− 1

4

)
.
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We call the right hand side of (12) the asymptotic average dimension as a function
of n. We compare the average dimension, the maximal dimension and this asymptotic
average in Figure 2. Although the figure seems to suggest that the average and maximal
dimension are similar in size, the conclusion in this section is that the graphs will diverge
as n gets larger.

5 10 15 20 25 30

1

1000

106

109

1012

Figure 2. A comparative logarithmic plot of the average dimension of a
uniformly random partition of size n (in blue), the maximum dimension of
a partition of n (in magenta) as n varies from 1 to 30, and the asymptotic
average dimension (in red).

9.1. Comparing dimensions and class sizes. As the question on dimension data of
irreducible representations of Sn does not seem not amenable to a direct calculation, we
try to model the dimension data in some statistical way. We will follow our initial hope
that the dimensions are related to the size of conjugacy classes in a certain average
sense.

To get some idea if this seems reasonable, we plot the histograms of ln(d2λ) and ln cλ
together in Figure 3, and find that the agreement is indeed very good.

Let us quantify this more precisely. Recall that cλ is the number of elements in the
conjugacy class of type λ. Define the multisets

An ={ln(d2λ) | λ ∈ Pn}
Bn ={ln cλ | λ ∈ Pn}.

(13)
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Figure 3. Comparative histogram of log of squares of dimensions and
class sizes of S20 and S30. The yellow part is ln cλ, the blue part is ln(d

2
λ)

and the intersection is coloured green. The number of bins has been
specified to be 20 and 30 respectively.

Thus both the sets, An, Bn are multisets contained in the interval [0, n ln(n)], consisting
of p(n) points. For real numbers α, β such that 0 ≤ α < β ≤ 1, define

An[α, β] ={x ∈ An | x ∈ [αn ln(n), βn ln(n)]}
Bn[α, β] ={x ∈ Bn | x ∈ [αn ln(n), βn ln(n)]}.

(14)

Question 9.6. For any interval [α, β] ⊂ [0, 1], is it true that

lim
n→∞

|An[α, β]|
|Bn[α, β]|

= 1?

We present some data in regard to this question in Figure 4. The left figure shows
strong support for a positive answer to the question, but the right figure is not as
supportive. However, the latter could be an artefact of ‘the law of small numbers’.

10 20 30 40
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0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10

10 20 30 40

0.85

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

Figure 4. The ratio |An[α, β]|/|Bn[α, β]| plotted for α = 0.4 and β =
0.8 on the left, and α = 0.2 and β = 0.6 on the right, for n ranging from
5 to 40.
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We can refine this even further. Let

an,k =
∑

λ∈P(n)
λ1=k

log(d2λ),

bn,k =
∑

λ∈P(n)
λ1=k

log(cλ).
(15)

be sums of subsets of An and Bn respectively. See Figure 5 for the comparative plots
of these numbers.
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350000

Figure 5. A joint list plot of an,k (in orange) and bn,k (in blue) for k
ranging from 1 to n, with n = 20 on the left and n = 40 on the right.

10. Summary

Beginning with the seminal work of McKay [McK76] tabulating the maximal di-
mensional representations of Sn, for n ≤ 75, and asking the question about the maxi-
mal dimensional representation, there are many theorems already proved by Vershik–
Kerov [VK85] and Kerov–Pass [KP89], about the maximal dimensional representations,
and even about the distribution of their dimensions. These results are statistical in
nature though, and maximal dimensional representations for a fixed n are still not
understood.

One of the findings in this work is that the angle between the dimension data (dπ)
and the constant vector 1 = (1, . . . , 1) is

(1) 0 for G(Fq), where G is a reductive algebraic group over Fq, as q → ∞,
(2) an angle strictly between 0 and π/2 for GLn(Fq) as n→ ∞, and
(3) π/2 for Sn as n→ ∞.

Finally, the data that we have analyzed seem to suggest that the dimensions of ir-
reducible representations of symmetric groups are closely related to their conjugacy
classes. Here it may be emphasized that for symmetric groups, there is a natural con-
struction of an irreducible representation associated to a conjugacy class in it; however,
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when we are talking about relating the dimension data to the data of the sizes of the
conjugacy classes, it is not subordinate to this correspondence. Analysing the order of
conjugacy classes in Sn seems a much easier question, and tabulating their statistical
behaviour may be useful in its own right.
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