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Denote by ¢(n, e, C) the set in «,0 < a <1, for which the in-
equality
- p &
(1) a——‘i,<q2, n<q<On, (p,q) =1
is not solvable. In a recent paper Sziisz, Turan and I (see [1]) have
obtained various inequalities for m[¢(n, ¢, )] (m(p) denotes the Lebes-
gue measure of ¢). We have conjectured that for every ¢ and ¢

Limm[g(n, &, C)]
DO

exists. So far we have not yet been able to prove this conjecture. At the
end of our paper we state without proof the following
THEOREM 1. For every e and ), there exists C = C(e, n) so that for
every n
mp(n, g, 0)] < 1.

I have now obtained a different proof of this Theorem from the one
we had in mind at'the time of writing our triple paper; the new proof
has also other applications, and thus it seems worth while to give it in
detail,

By the same method we can prove the following Theorem, which
containg Theorem 1 as a special case.

THEOREM 2. Let h(n) > 0 be a non-decreasing funetion for which

J'(1/nh(n)) diverges. Then for every 5 >0 there exists a Cy(n) so that if
n=1
1
e Cl("?]s
n<g<k(n) qk(q}

then the measure of the set in a for which the inequality

1/
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; 1
Pl 1
¢!  a*h(q)
is not solvable is less than 1.

We omit the proof of Theorem 2 sinece it is very similar to that of

Theorem 1. We obtain an interesting special case of Theorem 2 by put-
eC1(n)

(pyg) =1, n<gq<kn),

ting h(n) = logn; here k(n) = n
Finally we ghall outline the proof of the following
THEOREM 3. Let l(n) = 0 be a non-decreasing function and assume

that Z{] [L(n)) diverges. Denote by N(l,a,n) the number of solutions of
n=1

the equation

ma—[ma] < ——, 1< m<n.
l(m)
Then for almost all a
n
i . 5 I T Y
lim N (I, a, -u-)( \ _) =1
Nzt \ mﬁ{ Z(?ﬂ}.

By the same method we can prove the following
TurorEM 3'. Denote by N'(l, a, n) the number of solutions of

0<qa—p < (pyg) =1, O <g<n.

lg)'

Then for almost all o
k15

- 11 12
im N'(l, a, n.)( }_‘ 1—) =
H—3>20 IJ=-I. (Q) e

We omit the proof of Theorem 3’ since it is similar to that of The-
orem 3. Theorems 3 and 3’ should be compared with a recent result by
Leveque(!) — Leveque’s result is muech stronger than ours but applies
to a more restricted class of functions.

Throughout this paper m,n,p,q,r,8,t,... will denote integers,
Greek letters will denote real numbers, e, d;, 05, 03, 64, #n Will denote
suitably chosen positive, sufficiently small numbers, @ will denote a num-
ber satisfying (@ <1, €, ,,... will denote positive constants, € will
denote a suitably chosen large constant (¢ = C(e, 5, §;)). We will always

(1) See [2]: through the kindness of Professor Leveque I saw the manuscript
of another paper on the same subject, which helped me in writing some parts of
this paper.
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have (p,¢q) = (pi, @) =1, 0<p<ygq, 0<p <g. I,, will denote
the interval
P e p &
MR N
(q #e @
Define f,(a), 0 < a << 1, as follows:

1 if for some p |a—p/g| < e/q?,

0  otherwise,

fola) = l
Theorem 1 will be proved if we show that the measure of the set
in a for which (€' = C(e, )

3 4o =0

n=gq=0n

is less than ». In fact we shall prove considerably more. Put (clearly

nf)‘g(ﬂt)d'rft = 2e¢(q)/¢?)

= Z flfq(a)dazzs 2 ‘Péf).

< q=Cn 0 n=g<=Cn

By partial summation we easily obtain (as n — oo)

12
ElogC.

P

By = (1+0(1))

We are going to prove that for every # and sufficiently large €

1

(2) I=[( 2 fala)—Botda < nBp.

0 n<cg<Cn

From (2) we immediately find by Techebycheff’s inequality that
the measure of the set in « for which

fol@)—Bo| > BEo

n<g<Cn

holds is less than # /82, and thus the measure of the set with 3’ f,(a) ==

n=qg<Cn
is less than ¢ (here § = 1), which proves Theorem 1.
Thus we only have to prove (2). Clearly by f,(a) = fz(a) we have
for sufficiently large (' = C'(e, ) (we omit da since there is no danger
of confusion)
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(3) = J( N (@) fgy(a) —2Ec f (Y fola)+ B
0 n<g),q<Cn n<g<Cn
=z2f 3 f,,(a)fq,(a)—ﬁ?:-i-f Y fia)
) negy<ag<Cn 0 n<g<Cn

1

=2[( 3 fol@lyla)+ Ho—E

noqp-qa=Cn
1
=2) 4 Bo—Fp =2 — B+ nOF¢.

To estimate
1

Y=) 2 In(@fyla

0 n=q<ge<Cn

we shall need several lemmas.

1
LEMMA L. [ f, (a)f,,(a) < Be?/q,q,.
L]

fay(@)fgy(a) = 0 holds if and only if for some p, and p,

LBl e B fo B8
| th Q? 9 4
(i.e. if I, o and I, o overlap). But then
‘P P 1, L 2e q:
(4) | <s( +——)<-—-, or P —Pea | < 2e—.
[ ©1 42 @ e % RS T

Put d = (g,, ¢;). The number of solutions of p,¢.—p.q, = & is 0 if
as=0(modd) or a = 0, and is at most d otherwise. Thus the number of
solutions of (4) (in p, and p,) is at most 4eq,/q,. Thus the Lemma follows
immediately since the intervals I, , and I, , overlap in an interval
of length at most 2¢/g; (i. e. the length of I, ..).

Now write

(5) Z:ZI+Z=

where in )', the summation is extended over the ¢, and ¢, satisfying
n < g, < q,<<On satisfying every one of the following three conditions:

a (@1 @) > 07,
b. ¢ <@<qnd',

1 )
o D>
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where, in c¢., » runs through the primes satisfying r|¢ ¢y, » > 65", 9,.
dy, 04, 0, are suitably small numbers., which will be determined later.
LEMMA 2. Zt < unB.
We evidently have

(©) DIEPICD D W

where in ), condition a. is satisfied, ete. Thus by Lemma 1 (the dash in
the summation indicates that n < ¢, < qu < Cn, (¢, ¢a) > 6;")

v —~ 1 — .
SR T s ¥ 2
o Q1qs d‘;--!'i_l ',;er.,-_-q;c_q;-ﬁcwdqlqﬂ

1
< 16¢*(logC)? 2 =5 < 1662, (log C)? < % o

dxa;l

it 8, = 0,(e, y) is sufficiently small.
Further by Lemma 1

= §, 1 1 ) L
8 8e? Z = ¥ < 16eM0g0log 57t < — nif
(8) 2b< : 6o L g CoeiosClgd < g ndo

n<q<Cn 4‘!‘“‘2“1"1—!

if ¢ = (e, n,d,;) is large enough.
Next we estimate D'.. Clearly ¢. implies that for at least one of the

numbers ¢, or g, we have
: > s d
(9) e 1 2 v

rbda_l

From (9) and Lemma 1 we obtain
1 7 | 7 |
(10) N o< ge 2 - 2 — < .1sezlog02 -
n<q'<Cn

where in }" the summation is extended over the n < ¢ < Cn satisfying
(9). We have

j 2%< > [%]—,1.<4‘Z ;;<.1:6,.

a=1 rig -1 -1
r>63 rbl’s

r:uJ;I
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Thus the number of integers g < w» satisfying (9) is lesy than
28,80, < Oy if Oy < 16,96,

Hence by partial summation

+ 1
(11) Z — < 18,logC.
q
From (10) and (11) we obtain
(12) N < 6462, logC < k2
for sufficiently small o,. Lemma 2 follows form (6), (7), (8) and (12).
Now we estimate ). First we prove

LEMMA 3. Assume that n < ¢, < q, << OUn and that the pair q,,q,
does not satisfy, a., b. or ¢. Then for some 0| < 1

1
' _ (14 76) e (a)elan)
ﬁ' fm(a)qu(ﬂ) —(1+2—0 = q?qg

1 1 1
The Lemma implies that [f, (a)f,(a) nearly equals [, (a)[f,(a),
] U] 0

or the f,(a) behave in some respects as if they were independent functions.
The intervals [, , and I,, ., overlap if and only if (4) holds. Clear-
ly if
| 22 D J

T (q’ q*)

then I,, 4, is contained in 7, , . Thus

; 4 U
or |p = gl———
P — P20l (‘h q?)

1

Ze 2e
13 5 < p R )
(13) £ }Z’l gla) f (@@ < s D gla
{q ﬂz) [“f""(r.r_"'q_z

where y(a) denotes the number of solutions in p, and p, of

(14) @ = Pr1gs—Pafs-

Put (g, ¢.) = d < d7'. Clearly g(a) < d < &' (by a.), and since by b.
there it at most one integer in the mtel -al

(o[- 2ol g
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the right and left sides of (13) differ by less than 2ed/q; < 2¢/q:0,.
Thus we have

2¢ 2&6
—

g(a&)+—=—,
G lal<eqajay q’&

(15) l foy () fay (@) =

for some @] < 1. (@ will always denote a real number satisfying
|@] < 1, but it will necessarily be the same number.) Clearly g(a) =0
if a=£0(modd). Put a' =ald, q = q/d, ¢ = qs/d. Clearly g(a) =0
unless

(16) @ = O(modd), (&', q¢s) = 1.

LeMMA 4. Assume that a satisfies (16). Then

ool (-2 10-1)

where the s are the prime factors of d for which r¥ a'qiqy and the s run
through all the other prime factors of d.
To prove the Lemma observe that clearly

a' = prgs— Py

has a unique solution in

0<p<gq, O<p<a (@) =(pye) =1
We obtain g(a) by determining the number of integers u satisfying
(17) (pr+ugy,d) = (patuga,d) =1, 0<u<d.

Clearly every solution of (17) satisfies (14), and (14) can have no other
solutions. Thus we have to determine the number of solutions of (17).
Let ¢ be a prime factor of d. By (¢, ) = 1, tig, and t|g. cannot both
hold. If t/g; then (17) implies u == — p,/qs(modt), if t|gs then (17) implies
ws —pgi(modt). T t4.¢ig; then u=~ —p[gi(modt), u = —py/q;
(modt). These two residues coincide if and only if t/a’. Thus Lemma 4
follows by a simple sieve process.

Now we return to the proof of Lemma 3. Let wu, uy, ..., uy; Tun
through a complete set of residues (modd) where we further assume
that p+ u; for every prime factor of ¢;¢s which is not also a prime factor
of d. (In fact unless (u;, q1¢s) = 1 we find from (16) that g(u;d) = 0,
but if we did not exelude the prime factors of d in the condition py.u,



366 P. Erdos

the w’s could not run through a complete set of residues (modd)). From
Lemma 4 and (16) we obtain by a simple argument

(18) jg(dui) = d* ]7 (1 = --11.;_)2
=1

where ¢ runs through all the prime factors of d.
Denote by N(z, u), 2 = [¢,¢/q,] the number of integers m satistying

L<m<zld, m=u(modd), (m,t')=1
where ¢’ runs through all prime factors of ¢ ¢, which do not divide d.

A simple sieve process (the details of which can be left to the reader)
shows that for some |6 <1

) z Oy 1
(19) Nz, u)=— 1+15)”(1-?

it z/d* is sufficiently large (i.e. 0, = d,(7,0,,05,9,) is sufficiently small),
From (18) and (19) we easily find that (since as &’ runs from 1 to
z/d through the integers relatively prime to ¢;¢,, (19) shows that it runs

through at least
2 " L
E(I—za)n(l*?)
() [T 1-)
ds 40 t'

complete set of residues modd)

F z/d -
ot N alal < N "o ___'1)' ( ...i)
(20) ﬁg(a) g;g(a) z(l+ 40)1_1(1 : ” 1

_ z(1+.’?§) ?(@)9(ts)
192

and at most through

Thus finally by (15) and (20) we have

10 4e%p(q1)g (g | 260

1
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Now we have by a simple computation for sufficiently small 9, = 9,
(&3 1y 01y Oy, Oy)

1 ’0‘5= ‘P(%W(Q’:

g6 10 g

(21) and (22) clearly implies Lemma 3.
From Lemma 3 we have

(23) " ( )21 de ';v(ql)w(qg

and from the proof of Lemma 2 we have

de'p(q)o(q) _ 7
24 21 rT <19 %

Thus from (23), (24), and (5) we have

95 1 _ ne "‘f 19(6)e(gs) |
25 ) 2+2 ( = i ;.)E'é

ucﬂcﬁcﬁ'

(22)

.

n®

0+TE%-

I.\'.‘Ii—

a-—(1+_ B+ L ny -

(25) and (3) imply (2), and thus the proof of Theorem 1 is complete.

Now we outline the proof of Theorem 3. The most interesting spe-
cial case i8 I(n) = n and to save complications we will only prove our
Theorem in this case. Thus we have to prove that the number of solu-
tions N_(n) of

1
0<¢a--—[ta]<»i—, 0<t<m,

satisfies for almost all a the relation
(26) N,.(n)/logn — 1.

Now define
: 1

5 —EE ""‘<-. _-1
Fl+1r =" S e

Fy(a) =‘ k if for some p,
0 otherwise.
"
JNlearly 3'F,(a) = N,(n). Define further
q=1
Fola) if Fyla) < (loggq)?,

Fr(a) =
«la) {0 otherwise.
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A well-known theorem of Khintchine asserts that for almost all a
the inequality

. 1
H——

P e TS
q'  q*(logg)?

has only a finite number of solutions. Thus for almost all «

n

(27) D (Fo(a)— Fola)) = O(1).

qe=1

Also a simple argument shows that
L .
ZF';(&) < N,(n(logn)?).
q=1

Thus to prove Theorem 3 it will suffice to prove that for almost all «

n

1
: 2 N By,
(28) lognZ al@) =

g=1

As in the proof of Theorem 1, put

(29) . f(i’ﬁ';(u)—E,,)gda

qu=l
where
1 n fnd
o ; ¢(9) 1 e 2
(30) Eﬂ=J(ZF°(a))ZZIq’ (1+-2_2+'”Hrf(l_0éq—)2]2)
0 q=1 =1

n 2 9
q=1

Further a simple computation shows that
1

(31) f (Fi@): <

0

Thus from (29), (30) and (31) we obtain as in (3)

¢1¢(¢)loglogg
; :

(32) I = 22—-Eﬁ+f){loguloglogn),
where

1
(33) =] ) Fyla)Fya).

0 1=q<@m<n
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Now we write
o ¥ Et5,
where in ), g
¢ < grexp((logn)'?)  (expz = ¢)
and in ),
42 > qrexp((logn)*?).
As in Lemma 1, we can prove that
1

A ¢
(35) P (a) By () < ——
h, o W G114

if ¢ < ¢, <qexp((logn)'). Further as in Lemma 3 for ¢, > ¢, %

x exp ((logn)'™)

(36 By Fiy(a) = (14— ) L
: JFu(@Fo() = 0+ | 2

Thus from (32), (33), (34), (35), and (36) we finally obtain

(37) I < e(logn)® M1,

From (37) we infer by Tchebycheff’s inequality that the measure
of the set (in «) for which

|2: Foy(a)—log | > e log
g=1

is less than f";;{log-n}“"'“’, and the proof of (28) proceeds by well-known
£

arguments.

The factor (logn)~"" in (36) could easily be improved to say (logn)-*
but the ¢, and ¢, in X, cause considerable difficulties and because of
these I have found it impossible to obtain a result analogous to the cen-
tral limit theorem which would generalize and strengthen the results
of Leveque.
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