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[B, p.59, Example 2.4.13c]
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Using Stirling Formula we see that the RHS is asymptotically e”\%—%ﬂ, which
does not help to show the desired result.
Disproof? For any positive integer k we have
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When choosing k = |/n|—1 we get the RHS approximately \/n (1 - %)
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Thus (for large n) we get
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This yields the lower bound 2\/1% for the limit in question.
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