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DISTRIBUTION OF RESIDUES OF AN ALGEBRAIC NUMBER
MODULO IDEALS OF DEGREE ONE

CHUNLIN WANG

ABSTRACT. Let f(z) be an irreducible polynomial with integer coefficients of
degree at least two. Hooley proved that the roots of the congruence equation
f(z) = 0 mod n is uniformly distributed. as a parallel of Hooley’s theorem
under ideal theoretical setting, we prove the uniformity of the distribution
of residues of an algebraic number modulo degree one ideals. Then using
this result we show that the roots of a system of polynomial congruences are
uniformly distributed. Finally, the distribution of digits of n-adic expansions
of an algebraic number is discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f(z) be a primitive, irreducible polynomial of degree > 2 with integer co-
efficients. The congruence equation f(z) = 0 mod n has long been studied. One
important question is how the roots v of this congruence equation are distributed
as n runs through all positive integers. Hooley [6] showed that all the ratios v/n
with 0 < v < n, f(v) = 0 mod n, when arranged as a sequence such that the
dominators n are ascending, is uniformly distributed. Here a sequence z,, € [0, 1]
is said to be uniformly distributed (with respect to the Lebesgue measure) if

lim |{n<N:a§xn<b}|:

N —oc0 N b—a

for all real numbers a and b with 0 < a < b < 1, or equivalently, by Weyl’s criterion
[13], if and only if, for all nonzero integers h,

1 N
. 2mwihx, _
A}lm — Eﬁle 0.

In this paper, we first set up a result resembling that of Hooley’s under ideal
theoretic settings. Before doing so, we need some notations. Let L be a number
field and O be its ring of algebraic integers. For a € L, let n be any positive
integer such that na € O@. Then « is integral over Z[%] We consider the extension
of Dedekind domains O[%]/Z[%] instead of O/Z in this article, so that a can be
treated exactly as an algebraic integer.

For a prime ideal p of O[%], let p be the prime number such that

pNZ[1/n] = pZ[1/n].
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The inertia degree of p is defined to be the extension degree of the residue fields

log |O[2]/pl

Ol (71 =1

O /mlfo : 21/ ) = — B
and the ramification index is the largest integer e such that p¢|p. A prime ideal
p is called unramified if its ramification index equals one, otherwise it is ramified.
For any nontrivial ideal a C O[%], we call a unramified if all its prime factors are

unramified. Also we define the inertia degree of a to be

(o loElOLVa
" Tog 2121/ NZE)]

Let 9(a) := [O[%] : a] be the absolute norm of a. The absolute norm is completely
multiplicative, i.e., for any ideals aj, as,

‘J‘((al Clg) = ‘J‘((al)‘ﬁ(ag).

For a principal ideal («), its absolute norm is simply denoted by 91(«). Note
that 9M(a) does not necessarily equal to |[[, o(a)|, where the o runs through all
embeddings of L to C. But their quotient is an unite in Z[%]

We are interested in ideals satisfying i(a) = 1, or equivalently,

O[1/n)/a = Z[1/n]/(a N Z[1/n)),

which are called ideals of inertia degree one (or simply degree one). Let n be the
least positive integer prime to 7 contained in the ideal a N Z[=]. Then n generates

1
7
aNZ[;] and

Z[1/n/(aNZ[1/n]) = Z/nZ.

So if a is of degree one, then n = M(a) and there is a unique integer in [0, N(a)),
denoted by «(a), such that a — a(a) € a, or say,

a=aa) mod a.

The following result relates the degree one ideals with the roots of a polynomial
congruence.
Theorem 1.1. Let a C (9[%] be an ideal, and

A= gt ep

be its unique factorization into prime ideals. Then a is of degree one if and only if
the following two are true:

(i) for 1 <i <r, each p; is of degree one, and e; = 1 if p; is ramified;

(i) ged(M(p,), N(p;)) =1 for1 <i<j<r.

Furthermore, let f be the primitive minimal polynomial of o over Z and Dy be
the discriminant of f. Suppose that L = Q(«). If n is prime to nDy, then there is
an one to one correspondence between the roots v of f(x) =0 mod n and ideals a
of inertia degree one with MN(a) = n given by

v a=(a—wv,n) and a— v = a(a).
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Let S, be the set of all ideals of degree one in O[%] and S, (n) be the set of
elements of \S;, with absolute norm n. For a fixed n prime to Dy, one derives from
the correspondence in Theorem 1.1 that

(59 i) = [-05e <m0 20 wan)

af

So we take {m(i))

:a € Sy} as the substitute of the set of ratios {v/n:n > 0,0 <v <
n, f(v) =0 mod n} under ideal theoretical settings. It’s then reasonable to expect

that the sequence of ratios % is also uniformly distributed as 91(a) are ascending.

Note that we supposed L = Q(«) in Theorem 1.1. While the sequence of ratios
;((‘;)) is well defined for any o € O[%], it is natural to ask if the sequence is uniformly
distributed without this restriction. Actually, we have the ideal theoretical parallel
of Hooley’s theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let n be an positive integer. For any irrational o € (’)[%], the
sequence of the ratios

{a(ai) /DM (ai) 124

is uniformly distributed, where a; runs through all elements in S, with
MN(a;) < MN(ajt1).

For the rest of the paper, when we refer to a sequence of ratios, we tacitly assume
it is an arrangement of the indicated ratios such that the denominators of the ratios
are ascending. By Wyel’s criterion, to prove Theorem 1.2 is equivalent to prove

Z Z exp(2miha(a)/n) = o(x), Yh # 0.

n<z aeSy(n)

The method we used to get this equation is largely equivalent to the one Hooley
used in [6]. We actually get a little more in section 3:

Z | Z exp(2miha(a)/n)| = o(x), Yh # 0.

n<z a€Sy(n)

This gives us a generalization of Theorem 1.2 (See Theorem 3.8). If one goes further
in this direction, we can consider the distribution of the sequence

(1.1) {a(a)/N(a) :a e S}

for some subset S" C S, So far the following S’ are particularly interested to us:

(a). S’ is the set of all prime ideals of inertia degree one;

(b). S’ is the set of all ideals a € S, where N(a) € {n* : n > 0} for given
positive integer k;

(c). §"={a*: k> 0} for fixed a € S,,.

The first one relate to the question of distribution of roots of polynomial con-
gruences to prime moduli, for quadratic case, see [3] and [I2]. By assuming the
Bouniakowsky conjecture, Foo [4] proved the density of the roots to prime moduli.
The later two are related to the distribution of digits of n-adic expansions of an
given algebraic number, which will be discussed later.

Theorem 1.2 is not just a restatement of Hooley’s result in language of ideals.
In fact, a generalization of Hooley’s theorem can be derived from Theorem 1.2.
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Theorem 1.3. Let f1,..., fr € Z[z] be primitive irreducible polynomials of degree
larger than 1 with discriminants D, ..., D, respectively. Suppose that D;’s are pair-
wisely coprime. Then the sequence of the r-tuples of ratios (vi/n, ...,v./n), where
n > 0 runs through all positive integers and v; runs through roots of fi(x) = 0
mod n for each i, is uniformly distributed in [0,1]".

When r = 1, this is Hooley’s theorem. Zehavi [I4] recently prove the case r = 2
without the restriction that D;, Dy are coprime. We outline the idea of proving
Theorem 1.3 briefly. Let «; be a root of f; for 1 <i <rand L = Q(a,...,a,). By
Weyl’s criterion for higher dimensional sequences, the Theorem 1.2 can be extend
to the uniformity of the sequence

(1.2) {(a1(a)/N(a), .., (ar(a)/N(a)) }aes,

for suitable 7. Meanwhile, the one to one correspondence given by Theorem 1.1
can be extended, and a following equation can be established

{(aa(a), ..., r(a)) :a € Sp(n)} = {(v1,...,vr) : fi(v1) =0 mod n}

for positive integers n prime to nD; for 1 < ¢ < r. Then from this equation, we can
prove Theorem 1.3 by the uniformity of the sequence (1.2).

Another topic in this article concerns the digits of n-adic expansions of an given
algebraic number. It has its analogue in the study of the distribution of digits of
n-ary expansion of an real number. Before proceeding, we give some backgrounds.
For a real number v, let {7} denote its fractional part. Let

(1.3) (=3 un)
=1

0<
T <a(n)<n

be the n-ary expansion of {7}. Recall that v is normal in base n if, for every
positive integer m and each word w € {0,1,....,n — 1}™,

lim {l < N : (aj41(n), ..., a14m(n)) = w}| _ 1
N— 00 N nm’

The real number ~ is called absolutely normal if it is normal in every base n > 2.
Borel [1] showed that almost all real numbers are absolutely normal with respect to
Lebesgue measure. Furthermore Borel [2] conjectured that all irrational algebraic
real numbers are absolutely normal. It is known that + is normal in base n if and
only if the sequence {{n!v}}£°, is uniformly distributed.

It is interesting to compare this with a result of Weyl. Let f(z) € Rlz]. Weyl [13]
showed that the sequence {{f(n)}}22, is uniformly distributed, provided that at
least one of the coefficients of nonconstant term of f(z) is irrational. Specially, for
any given positive integer [ and irrational real number +, the sequence {{n'y}}>>,
is uniformly distributed. Let a;41(n) be given as in (1.3). Then

= 228 o),

So {{n'y}}52, is uniformly distributed if and only if the sequence {'”*Tl(")}ff:l is
uniformly distributed.

Now we pose two similar questions concerning n-adic expansions of an algebraic
number. Let a be an irrational algebraic number and f(z) be its primitive minimal



polynomial over Z. For an integer n > 1, let Z,, denote the n-adic completion of Z,
i.e., the projective limit

limZ/n'Z.
l
We say that ag +a1n+asn?+ -+ € Z,,, where 0 < a; < n for all 4 > 0, is an n-adic
expansion of « if
flap+an+agn®+---) =0.

For an arbitrary positive integer n, a may have none or multiple n-adic expansions.
Let p(n) be the number of different n-adic expansions of «. Let

o0
ar(n,m)nt, where 1 <m < pa(n),0 < a;(m,n) < n,
1=0
denote all the different n-adic expansions of «. Arrange the ratios am) into a

sequence by taking the lexicographical order of (n,m). This sequence is related to
the sequence (1.1) with S” given by (b). We will prove the uniformity for I = 0 as
a consequence of Theorem 1.2.

We also consider n-adic analogue of normal numbers. An n-adic number Y,° ain
is called normal if for any m > 1 and w € {0,...,n — 1}™,

lim H{l < N|w = (a1, ..., G14m—-1)}| _ 1

l

Similarly, we pose the n-adic normal number conjecture:

Conjecture 1.4. Let o be an irrational algebraic number and n > 1 be an integer.
Then all n-adic expansions of «, if exist, are normal.

An equivalent form of this conjecture is given in the last section. To support
this conjecture, we show that almost all elements in Z,, are n-adically normal with
respect to the Haar measure.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We list some basic facts in algebraic number theory which will be used and prove
Theorem 1.1 in this section. First we introduce the Dedekind factorization theorem.

Lemma 2.1. [I1] Let A be a Dedekind domain and F be its fraction field. Let K be
a finite separable extension of F and B be the integral closure of A in K. Suppose
that o € B satisfying K = F(a) and fo(x) is its monic minimal polynomial over
F. Denote by f the conductor of Ala] in B. For a prime ideal p of A which is
relatively prime to §, let

f@) = ful@) - fr(x)™
be the factorization of f(x) = fo(z) mod p into irreducibles f;i(x) = fi(z) mod p
over A/p. Then
B, =pB+ fl(Oé)B, 1=1,..,r
be different prime ideals of B above p. The inertia degree of B; is the degree of
fi(x) and one has

b=
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Recall that the conductor of Ala] in B equals {8 € Ala] : BB € Ala]}. It is
also the greatest ideal of B contained in Afa]. Let k := [K : F| and D, be the
discriminant of 1, c, ..., o*~! with respect to K/F. Then by Chapter 1, section 2,
Lemma 2.9 of [II], DoB C Ala]. So D, is in the conductor and any ideal of B
prime to D, is prime to the conductor. We may use D,, instead of the conductor
in the Lemma 2.1. Let A = Z[%] and B = O[%] Dedekind’s theorem implies that
there is a one to one correspond between degree one prime ideals above p and roots
of fo(x) mod p for each p{nDys. Our Theorem 1.1 generalize this fact to positive

integers n coprime to nDy.

Lemma 2.2. [5] Let K1, K2 be two number fields whose discriminants are relatively
prime and K1Ky be the composition of this two field. Then

[K1K>: Q] =[K;:Q][K2: Q)
and
Dr.k, = D[IéziQ]D[IgliQ]
where Dg,, Dk, and Dk, i, represent discriminants of Ky, Ko and KKy respec-
tively.
We also need Landau’s Prime Ideal Theorem and the Wiener-Tkehara Tauberian

Theorem for Dirichlet L-series (cf. [10] §8.3).
Lemma 2.3. [9] For any number field,

X X
> 1_log$+0( ).

2
N(p)<w log™x

Lemma 2.4. Let F(s) = Y7 | 9 where a,, are nonnegative real numbers for all
n. If there is a ¢ > 0 such that F(s) —c¢/(s — 1) converges to an analytic function

in R(s) > 1, then
Z an = cx + o(x).

We now prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem [ We begin with an easy case: a = p¥, where p is a prime
ideal of (’)[%] and p is the prime number with pZ[%] =p ﬁZ[%]. Then p* € p* ﬁZ[%]
and so ka[%] cphn Z[%] Therefore

O[L/n)/p*| = |O[L/n)/p[* = p* = |Z[1/n)/p"Z[L /0| = |Z[1/n]/ (0" NZ[L/n))|-

It is known that |O[%]/p|k = p¥ if and only if p is of degree one, and
Z[1/n)/p"Z[L/n) = Z[L/n]/ (0" N Z[1/n])
if and only if £ =1 or p is unramified.
For a = pf* ---ptr, we have

O1t/n)/al = TT1O1/m/p5 = TT1ZIL/n)/ (05 NZIL/)| = 211 /) (a NVZ[L/n))]-

i=1 i=1
On the one hand,

[T10//wit =TT izl w5 n2)



if and only if

|O[/nl/pi*| = 1Z[1/n]/ (7" N Z)|
for all 1 < i < r, if and only if (i) is true by above discussion on the case a = p*.
On the other hand,

H |Z[1/n)/(pi N Z[1L/n)| = |Z[1/n]/ (a0 Z[1/7])]

if and only if

T

115 nz)1/m)) = HpeﬂZl/n
i=1
Claim that the later equation happens if and only if (ii) is true. Indeed,
Hp )NZ[1/n) = ﬂ i) NZIL /) = (5 N Z/m) o [[e5 NZ{1/n)),
i=1 =1
and the equal happens if and only if (p§* N Z[%]) are pairwisely coprime, equiva-
lently, (ii) is true. Hence we conclude that a is an degree one ideal if and only if
both (i) and (ii) are true.

It is left to prove the furthermore part of Theormen 1.1. Let a be an ideal of
inertia degree one with 91(a) =n. Set v = a(a). Then v — a € a and so

10 _w-o(a) e,

c
o

where ¢ is the leading coefficient of f(z) and o runs through the embedding of L
to C. Since f(z)/c € Z[%][:v], ¢ is an unite in Z[%] It follows from

[[(v—o(a) € anzZit/n) = N(a)Z[1/n]
that f(v) =0 mod n. That is, a(a) is a root of f(z) =0 mod n. So we have the
map a — v = a(a).
Conversely let (n,nDy) =1 and v is aroot of f(z) =0 mod n. Since the leading
coefficient ¢ of f(z) is a unite in Z[%], v is a root of the congruence

f(x)/e=0 mod nZ[1/n].

Let d := deg f and D, be the discriminant of 1, ...,a?"!. Since D; equals the
product of D, and a power of ¢, Dy and D, generate the same ideal in Z[ ]. Write
n = pi - p¢. Then p; t D, in Z[ﬁ]' Take A = Z[E]’B = (9[5] and fa = f/c
in Lemma 2.1. Applying the Dedekinds factorization theorem to each piZ[%], we
obtain that (« — v,p;) is a prime ideal of degree one, where (o — v, p;) is the ideal
of O[%] generated by a — v and p;.

Denote by p; = (o — v,p;). Note that any prime ideal other than p; above p;
does not divide av — v. In fact, if q|p; is a prime ideal different from p; that divides
(a—w), then qpi|(a—v,p;) = p;, a contradiction. So (a—wv) = ptb for some positive
integer ¢ and ideal b with b +pi(9[%] = O[%], and hence

min{e;, t}

(a_v5p§i) - pz
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We show t > e;. Since f(v) =0 mod p;’, it follows that p;* divides 9t(a—v) in the
ring Z[%] Together with (91(b),p;) = 1, this gives us p{*|9N(p!) = p'. Thus t > ;.
Therefore (o — v, pf") = p;'.
Since (o — v,n) C (o — v, p;*) for each ¢ with 1 <14 < r, one derives that
(OZ - U,TL) C (OZ - vapi/l) T (O[ - U,p,,F:T)-
By comparing the generators of ideals of each side, it is easy to see that
(= v, pft) - (=0, p") C (o — v, m).

So the two ideals are equal. Since the product (o — v, pf') - (o — v, p&r) satisfies
both (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.1, we conclude that (o — v,n) is an ideal of degree
one with norm n. Hence we set up the map v — a = (o« — v, n) and it is the inverse
of the map a — v = a(a). This proves the furthermore part and ends the proof of
Theorem 1.1. (]

We end this section with some discussion about S,(n). It is easy to give the
structure of S, (n) by Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 2.5. One has
Sy(p®) = {p® :p € Sy(p) is unramified}, Ve > 2.
Forn =p7*---ptr,
Sp(n) = Sy(p1') x - x Sy(pir) ={py" -y o pi € Sy(pf'), 1 <i <}

We are also interested in the set {a(a) : a € S,(n)} for a € Of
necessarily satisfy L = Q(«). We have

[1(e(@) - a(a) € anz[1/n),

o

%] which does not

where o runs through all embeddings of Q(«) to C. Then f(a(a)) = 0 mod n,
where f(z) denotes the primitive minimal polynomial of o over Z. Hence
{a(a):ae Sy(n)} C{v: f(v) =0 mod n}.

When L # Q(c«), there may exist more than one a € S, (n) such that a(a) = v. For
example, let p 1 n be a prime number which splits completely in L and dose not
divide the discriminant of f. Then

fa(@) 0 € Sy(p)} = {v: F(1) =0 mod p},
and for each root v, the number of p € S, (p) with a(p) = v is exactly [L : Q(«)].

3. DISTRIBUTION OF RESIDUES OF o MODULO DEGREE ONE IDEALS

In this section, we focus our discussion on an fixed positive integer 7, algebraic
number field L with ring of algebraic integers O, and irrational algebraic number
a € (’)[%] with primitive minimal polynomial f(z) over Z. Let I := [L : Q],
d := deg f and Dy be the discriminant of f. Let S, denote the set of degree one
ideals of O[+] and S;(n) C S, be the set of degree one ideals with norm n. Set

1
7
pn(n) = [Sy(n)]-
Then p, is a function on n with (n,7) = 1. We extend it to all positive integers
by setting p,(n) := 0 for (n,n) > 1. For n =1, S,, S,(n) and p,(n) are simply
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denoted by S, S(n) and p(n). Since O[%] is the ring of fractions of O with respect
to {n™ : n > 0}, the ideals of O[%] are in one to one correspondence with ideals of
O that are prime to 7. So we have

py(n) = p(n), ¥(n,n) =1.
Denote by P the set of prime numbers which are prime to nD; and split completely
in L. For a positive integer n, let w(n) denote the number of different prime factors
of n, and define

wp(n) :=|{p € P:p|n}
Our main mission of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2. The first lemma is an
immediately consequence of Corollary 2.5.

Lemma 3.1. We have

(i). pp(@*) < py(p) < U for every p. Furthermore, p,(p*) = py(p) if p is
unramified and py(p) =1 if p split completely in L;

(ii). py(nine) = py(n1)py(ne) if ni,ne are relatively prime;

(iii). py(n) <190,

As is usual in analytic number theory, we denote e(x) := exp(2wiz). For any
integer h, let
ha(a)
pn(h,n) = Z e(T).
aeS,(n)

Obviously |p, (h,n)| < py(n) and p, (0,n) = p,(n).

Lemma 3.2. Let n = ning with (n1,n2) = 1. Suppose fi1, i be positive integers
with nin; =1 mod ny and nafis =1 mod ny. Then

py(h,n) = py(hitg, n1)pn(hity, ).
Proof. By Corollary 2.5, for each a € S, (n), there exists unique
(a1,a2) € Sp(n1) x Sp(n2)
such that a = a;as. By definition,
afa) = a(a;) mod ny, a(a) = alaz) mod ns.
So we derive form the Chinese Remainder Theorem that
ala) = nanga(ay) + nifipa(az) mod n.

Therefore

hngﬁga(al) + hnlﬁla(az)
pn(hsm) = Z € n )
(al,az)ESn(nl)XSn(nz)

=py(hiiz,n1)py (A1, n2).

Lemma 3.3. Let a,m be relatively prime positive integers. Then

_ 8T o
n=a(m)

where ¢ is the Euler function and c1 > 0 is a constant depending on m.
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Proof. Let x be a Dirichlet character mod m. For each integral ideal a, define

x o N(a) := x(N(a)).
Then x o N is a Hecke character mod mO. Its Hecke L-series, denoted by L(x, s),

is
XO‘JT 1
Z H 1= x o MN(p)N(p)~*"

It is analytic continuable to an entire functlon when x is nontrivial, or to a mero-
morphic function with a simple pole at s = 1 when x is trivial.

Write L(x, s) = ®(s)¥,(s), where

1 1
Puls) };[S e - pl;[S 1= x o N(p)N(p) =

Since M(p) > p? for each p & S, the infinite product of ¥, (s) converges uniformly
in any compact subset of the half plane $(s) > 1/2. Hence ¥, (s) is analytic and
nonvanishing for all s with R(s) > 1/2. It follows that 1/%,(s) is analytic in
the half plane R(s) > 1/2. Therefore ®,(s) is analytic in R(s) > 1/2 when x is
nontrivial, or meromorphic in $(s) > 1/2 with a simple pole at s = 1 when x is
trivial.

We then consider the analytic continuation of the Dirichlet L-series

i x(nif(n) 11 (1 LX) | xe)p@?) )

ps p25

p

By 9(p) = p for each p € S, one has @, (s) = [[,(1— x(p)p~*)~?®). Since for large
prime numbers p,

1og( 1 )p<p> _log (1 L x| x0?)e?) | ) _ O(p(p)),
1=x(p)p~* p° p* p*
it follows that log ¥y, (s) — log(>°.2, x(n)p(n)/n®) is analytic in R(s) > 1/2. Tak-
ing exponentials, we obtain that > -, x(n)p(n)/n® is continuable to an analytic
function in R(s) > 1/2 when x is nontrivial, or to an meromorphic function with a
simple pole at s = 1 when y is trivial.

Let b be a positive integer with ab =1 mod m. Then

Z p(m)p(n) ZZ Xb” _szbn

n>1 n=1 x n=1
n=a(m)

where x run through all Dirichlet characters mod m, is meromophic in R(s) > 1/2
with a simple pole at s = 1. Hence by the Tkehara’s Tauberian Theorem,

> ) = s+ ola),

n<z
n=a(m)

where ¢; is the residue of > 7 | x(n)p(n)/n® at s = 1 when x is trivial. This end
the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

When y is trivial,
S 5 o) _3n el

n=1
(n,m)=1

H (1+p(p)/p° + p(®*)/P* + )"
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Soc1 = c[, 1, (1+p(p)/p+p(p?)/p?+- )", where cis the residue of 372 | p(n)/n’
at s = 1. This shows how the constant ¢; depends on m. It also gives us

Z p(n) ~ crx.

n<a
(n,m)=1

Since py(n) = p(n) for positive integers n with (n,n) = 1, we have

Yo o)=Y pn)=ca/ [[ A +pm)/p+p®)/P*+--).

n<xz n<x m
(n,m)=1 (n,nm)=1 p'”

Lemma 3.4. There are constants co and cs such that:

: x
(i) p;zpn logx—i_o(log?I)’
(ii). p" =loglogx + co + O(1/log x),
p<lx
(iii). H(l + pn(p)) =czlogz(l+O(1/logx)).
p
p<z

Proof. We only prove the lemma for n = 1, the general case follows immediately
by py(p) = p(p) for all p 7.

(i). One has
> 1—2 ST HpNp) =p'H =D pp) + 0"/ log ).
N(p)<z t=1 p<al/t p<x

So (i) follows from the Prime Ideal Theorem.
(ii). Write
A(z) = Z p(p) = x/logx + R(x),

p<z

and a, := A(n) — A(n —1). By the summation by parts formula,

p<zx 2<n<x

1 1 T * R(1)
- o(—-) / dt / 20 at
log + log? + 5 tlogt + 5 t2

B T R(t) 1
_loglogx—10g10g2+/2 2 dt—i_o(log:r)'

To prove (ii), it remains to show

TR(t) 1
/2 t—zdt = constant + O(log:z:)'
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)

In fact, since R(t) = O(t/log?t) by (i), the improper integral f2
Denote by I := [;° R(t) dt. Then

* R(t) < R(t) /°° 1 1
—dt=1— —dt=1 —dt)| =1
/2 t2 /m t2 +O( » tlog?t ) +O(logx)

as desired.

dt converges.

(iii). Using the expansion of log(1 + x) (|x| < 1), one gets
p(p) p(p)
log (1+22) = 3" 10g (1+ £ )
o (1 222) - Yo ¥y,
psz P <p<z I<p<z
where (1)1 p(p)
)" p)"
Tp = Z = 0(1/p).
n>2
The infinite sum Zp>l r, converges absolutely to some real number, say, R. Then
Y m=R+> 0(1/p*)=R+0(1/z).
I<p<Llz p>x

By (ii) we can obtain

Z log (1 + @) = loglog = + constant + O(1/log z),
p
p<z

from which (iii) follows by taking exponentials on both sides. O

Lemma 3.5. Let N be the normal closure of L/Q. Then there is a constant c4

that
H (1 + pnTEm) = ¢qlog/NE 2 4+ O(1).

p<x
pEP

Proof. 1t is enough to show the lemma for n = 1. Let pn(n) denote number of
degree one ideals of norm n in N. Since N is normal, px(p) = 0 for all but finitely
many prime numbers P ¢ P. Then by Lemma 3.4, we have

Z pn(p) Z pn (P Z o (p) = loglog z + constant + O(1/ log z).
p<z.pcP p<z p<z,pgP

Furthermore, since N is the normal closure of L/Q, a prime number p splits com-
pletely in N if and only if it splits completely in L. That is p(p) = [L : Q] and
pn(p) =[N : Q] for allp € P. Therefore

Z p(p) Z pn(p)  loglogx

p<lx,peP p<x peP [N : L]

+ constant + O(1/ log x),

Hence the lemma can be derlved from

log ( H (1 )) Z P(p) + constant + O(1/x)

Z:; p<x,pcP
log 1
:% + constant + O(1/ log ).
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Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let {a;}$2; be an arrangement of elements in S, such that
N(a;) < N(a;41) for all ¢ > 1. Then by Weyl’s criterion on uniformly distributed
sequences, to show that {a(a;)/M(a;)}52, is uniformly distributed, it is equivalent
to prove for all h # 0 that

1
1 li —
(3.1) im N

=1

=
!
8
(1=

e(ha(a;)/M(a;)) = 0.

Suppose that M(ay) = 2. Then N =3 _ py(n) +o(x) and

3" e(ha(a)/M(a:)) = 3 py(h,n) + ofx), h #0.

=1 n<x

Since ), ., py(n) = cz + o(z) by Lemma 3.3, (3.1) is equivalent to

lim —————

— 0, Vh £ 0.

Again by >~ . pp(n) ~ cx, we need only to show that >, . pn(h,n) = o(z) for
nonzero integer h. B

We actually go farther than this. Instead of considering a nonzero constant
h, we will estimate the sum ) _. p,(h(n),n) for a function h defined on the set
{n > 0: (n,n) = 1} such that: (i) h(n) is always a nonzero integer; (ii) for any
m|n, h(n) = h(m) mod m; (iii) there exists C' > 0 such that ged(h(n),n) < C
for all n. A particular example that one needs keep in mind is as following. Let
m be an positive integer such that all of its prime factors divide n. For a positive
integer n prime to 1, h(n) is defined to be the unique integer in {1, ...,n} such that
mh(n) =1 mod n. Obviously such a function satisfies all the conditions listed. To
simplify the notation, we will still use h other than h(n) to represent a function.

Let X := g7elTosToss Emn) =[x p»(") where v,(n) denotes p-adic value of

n. Write
an(hvn) = Z Pn(hv”) + Z pﬁ(han)'

n<zx n<z n<w,
£(n)<al/3 £(n)>al/3

Let ni,ng represent positive integers with £(n1) = ny,&(n2) = 1. Let fi; be the
inverse of ny mod nsy, and 73 be the inverse of no mod ny. Since each n can be
uniquely written as a product of nins, it follows from Lemma 3.2 that

S dpnhn) = > lpy(hig, n)py(hig, na)|

n<x ning<x
&(n)<al/3 nq<z1/3

S Y pulno)lpy(hiiz, ny))

ny<zl/3 na<z/ny

> (X a?) (X I ml?)

n;<xzl/3 na<z/ny na<z/ny

IN

1/2

IN
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So far we do nothing new but repeating Hooley’s treatments on the exponential
sums. By applying Hooley’s method (see estimate of X9, X5 and X¢ in [0]), we have

> lenl < X e =0()

n<xz n<xz
&(n)>al/3 &(n)>al/3
loglog"
Zx 10g 10 X
> ol = 0( )
nq1 logx
na<z/n1
S dpg(hiz, )P = Y lpplahn)* Y1
na<z/ny 1<asny ng<w/ny

(a,n1)=1 fig=a mod n

SO( xloglogx )Z|pn (ah, 1)

nip(ny)logx

Now we have }-, . ¢(u)>z1/5 [Pn(h, n)| = o(x) and

2
zloglog® /2y & A1
(3.2) > pp(hn) =) O( )( |pn(ah,n1)|)
nszl/e ny <zl/3 QD(TLl)'n,l logz ;
E(n)<z+/°

To proceed, an upper bound of "% |p,(ah,n1)? is needed. We leave this as a

lemma below. Note that Hooley’s upper bound in Lemma 1 of [6] is not applicable
in our case.

Lemma 3.6.

- 2 _ n(h,n)py(n)?
Z;|Pn(ah,”)| S T

Proof.

Z |pn(ah,n)|2
a=1

(aha ) ( aha(a ))

>
a=1a€eS,(n) a€Sy(n)
_ n . ah(a(a) — a(b))
; a,bes, (n) " )
—n{(a,b) € S3(n) : a(a) = a(®) mod n/(h,m)}
(h,n)

:niHa:a _v}|Z|{b a(b) = v +in/(h,n) mod n}|

n(h,n Zl{a a(a) = v} =:n(h,n)g(n),
where
Z:I{Ul a(a) = v} = [{(a,b) € S7(n) : a(a) = a(b)}].

It is easy to check that g(n) is multiplicative, i.e., g(nin2) = g(n1)g(n2), provided
that (ni,n2) = 1. Meanwhile, g(p®) < g(p) for all a > 0, and the equal happens
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when p is unramified. So we need only discuss on g(p) and then can get an upper
bound for g(n) by multiplicativity.

For p € P, we take the trivial bound g(p) < p,(p)?. For p € P, there are exactly
d different roots for f(z) =0 mod p and |{a: a(a) = v}|> = [L : K]? for each root
v. Thus

Therefore
vp (1)
p p r 'up n) ( )
< H H pn dwp(n) '
»ln pln
pEP pgEP
This proves Lemma O

Let’s go back to the estimate of

Yo ()l

n<z,&(n)<zl/3

Applying Lemma 3.6 to (3.2), we deduce that

33 Y o) = 0TS

logx

”2“)/2:1;

pn(n1) )

nip(ny)d=rm)

n<x

ni<zxl/3
g(ny<al/3 1=

pn(n1)

It is left to estimate >, _,1/s — e

Lemma 3.7.

1——1
O(log VA[N:L] x)

n;m /nsp dwp(n

pn(n)
nep(n)dwr (™)
Lemma 3.5 that

Proof. Since is a multiplicative arithmetic function, it follows form

77( ) n( )
; W <p11 (1 + \/Wp(p)l;mm + N2 - 2)dor ) + )
ST1 (22w o() T (1+’1’?"—\(/12+0(Z%))

rer ber
1-1/Vd
(I TT0) )
20(10g175 :C),
where 6 = 171/\/3, O

By Lemma 3.7 and (3.3), we have

_ :Cloglog( T
2 lon(hm)] = O( o ).

£(n)<az1/3

1°+1)/2




16 CHUNLIN WANG

Hence we conclude that

2
zlog log(l /2,
(3.4) > Ipu(hm)] =0 — ) = ol@).
n<z
This proves Theorem 1.2. O

As we can see, we largely follow Hooley’s idea to estimate the exponential sum
> <z Pn(h,n). The upper bound obtained by this method is far away from good.
An expected bound is at least a smaller than one power of 2. But one also should
notice that this method is powerful if we merely consider uniform distribution. It
is also worth mention that we actually get > |p,(h,n)| = o(x). It allows us to
get a generalization of Theorem 1.2. -

Theorem 3.8. Let A be any set of positive integers and Sy A := UncaSy(n). If
there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that ), ., py(n) > cx, then the sequence

{a(a)/M(a)}aes, A
is uniformly distributed.

Proof. By the similar discussion as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1.2,
the sequence {a(a)/M(a)}aes, 4 is uniformly distributed if and only if
lim anm,nEA pﬁ(hv n)
T—r00 anz,neA pﬁ(n)

=0, Yh #£0.

Since Y, <o nea Pn(n) > cx, it is enough to show > 4 py(h,n) = o(x). This
is obviously true since by (3.4),

Y palhin) < lpg(hyn)| = ofx).
n<z,n€A n<x

This end the proof of Theorem 3.8. (|

It is worth mention that when A is the set of squarefree positive integers, The-
orem 3.8 is an immediate corollary of a much more general and intrinsic work of
Kowalski and Soundararajan [§].

4. ROOTS OF A SYSTEM OF POLYNOMIAL CONGRUENCES

In this section, we will apply Theorem 1.2 to study the distribution of the roots of
a system of polynomial congruences. First recall the Weyl’s criterion on uniformly

distributed sequences of higher dimension.
Lemma 4.1. Let a, := (aﬁﬂ), ...,ag)),n > 0 be a sequence of elements in [0, 1]".
Then {an}n>o is uniformly distributed if and only if

Y e(hal) + -+ hyall)) = o(z)

n<z

for any (h1,...,h,) € Z"\ {(0,...,0)}.

The Theorem 3.8 can be extended to higher dimension.
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Theorem 4.2. Let ay, ..., a, be algebraic numbers in L such that 1,4, ..., «, are
linearly independent over Q and n be an positive integer such that na,; are algebraic
integers for all 1 <i <r. Let A and S, 4 be as in Theorem 3.8. Then the sequence

wy (o558

is uniformly distributed.

Proof. For (hy,...,h,) € Z" \ {0}, let « = hyaq + - - - + hra,.. Then for each degree
one ideal a C O[%],

afa) = hai(a) + - + hear(a) mod N(a).

Since 1, aj..., a, are linearly independent over Q, « is irrational if one of hq, ..., h,
is nonzero. It then follows from (3.4) that

Ty (hlal m(a;rhar ) D 4#):0@),

n<x a€Sy a(n) n<z a€Sy, a(

Hence by high dimensional Weyl’s criterion, the sequence (4.1) is uniformly dis-
tributed. (I

Let f1,..., fr and Dy, ..., D, be given as in Theorem 1.3. For each ¢ with 1 <i <r,
let a; be a root of f; and K Q(o;). Write L = Q(an, ..., o). Since (D;,D;) =1
for all 1 <14 < j <r, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that

[L:Q]=[K:1:Q] - [K,:Q]
Write D = []i_, D,. The following Theorem 4.3 extend the furthermore part of
Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 4.3. Let n be an positive integer such that no; are algebraic integers.
For (n,nD) = 1, there is an bijection between Sy(n) and {(vi,...,v;) : fi(v;) =0
mod n,1 < i <r}, given by
a— (a1(a),...,ar(a)) = (v1,...,0)
and
(V15 ey 0r) = (@1 — V1, ey Qp — Vpy M) = Q.

Proof. We first show that
p:=(aq —v1, ., p — v, p) C O[1/7]

is a degree one prime ideal over p by induction on r, where O denote the ring
of integers of L. When r = 1, this is true by Dedekind’s Theorem. Suppose
r>1and (a1 — v1,...,a4 — v;,p) is a degree one ideal in O[%] NQ(aq,...,qa;) for
1 <4 < r—1. Denote by O the ring of integers of Q(aq,...,a,—1) and p’ :=
(1 —v1, ey 1 — Vp—1,p). Since

[L:Q(a1,...,ar—1)] = [K, : Q] = deg f,

the minimal polynomial f,.(x) of o, over Q is again its minimal polynomial over
Q(a, ..., @p—1). By induction assumption, p’ is of degree one. So

Z[1/n)/pZI1/n] = O'[1/n]/p’
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Hence a root of f.(z) =0 mod p is a root of f.(x) =0 mod p’. Now applying
Dedekind’s factorization theorem to p’ and the extension O[%]/O’[%], one gets
(ar — v, p'), 1€, (1 — v1, ..., p — vy, ), is a prime ideal of degree one in (9[%]
We then show that (a; — v1, ..., — v, p%) = p°, provided e = vp(n). This is
also proved by induction on r. When r = 1, we have showed that (a; — v1,p®) =
(a1 —v1,p)¢ in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose that
(a1 — V1, ey y — 03, 0°) = (1 — V1, ey @y — V4, )¢

for 1 <i<r—1. Then (a1 — v1, ..., — U, %) = (. — v,-,p’¢). It is then left
to prove (o, — v, p’¢) = (o, — vy, p’)¢. This can be done by the same argument of
proving the case r = 1.

Finally we show

(al — U1y eeny Qp — U’I‘7n) = H(al — U1y .00y Op — U’I‘7pvp(n))7
pln
from which the theorem follows. On the one hand,
(al — U1y eeey Qp — v””vn) C (al — U1y e Qp — v’r‘;pvp(n))
for each p|n. Thus
(g —v1, .0y p —vp,m) C H(a1 — V1, ey O — Uy, PO ),
pln
On the other hand, by comparing the generators, we get
Q] — V1yeeey Qp — Uy, P C (o1 — 1,y e, p — U, ).
H( 1 1y eeey i Tapv (n)) ( 1 1y ooy g T )
pln
This implies the desired equation and proves Theorem 4.3. O

To simplify the notations, we let h, v denote r-tuple of integers. Suppose that all
components of v are nonnegative. For an integer a, define ah = (ahq, ..., ah,) and

h-v=hoi+-+hwp. Let £(z) = (fu(2), ... fr(2)), £(v) = (f1(v1), s fr(vr)).
We say f(v) =0 mod n if f;(v;) =0 mod n for 1 <4 < r. Denote

p(h,n) = Z e(h-v/n).
f(v)=0(n)
Let 0 = (0, ...,0) and d = max;<;<, deg f;. Then
(b, m)] < p(0,m) = [[ Hoi: fi(oi) =0 mod n}| = O(d=™).
i=1
Lemma 4.4. Let n,n;,n;,© = 1,2 be given as in Lemma 3.2. Then
p(h,n) = p(fzh, n1)p(n1h, na).

Proof. Let v; be solution of f(2) =0 mod n; for ¢ = 1,2. By Chinese Remainder
Theorem, each root v of f(z) =0 mod n can be uniquely write as

V = NgNavy +nin1ve mod n.
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So
sy = 3 eh-v/n)

= e(h- (n2navy +niniva)/n)

=p(nzh, n1)p(n1h,ny)

We now prove Theorem 1.3.
Proof of Theorem 1.3. For h # 0, by Lemma 4.4,

(4.2) Sptn) = S |p(fizh,ni)p(sh,no)
n<lx ning <z,
(ng,nD)=1
plni1=p|nD

< > p0m) Y lp(iih,ng)|

ni<z ng<z/nqy
plny1=p|nD (ng,nD)=1

where 71,72 satisfy nin; = 1 mod no and nanie = 1 mod ny. Let a = hjay +
-+ + hya,.. By Theorem 4.3,

Yoo b= > > (”10‘ ).

ny<z/ny nasz/n1 a€Sy,(n2)
(n2,nD)=1 (ng,mD)=1

Note that 77 is a function on ns satisfying the conditions listed in the proof of
Theorem 1.2. So by (3.4),

Y lp(ash,na)| = ofz/ny).

ng<w/ny
(ng,nD)=1

For a positive integer ny with all of its prime factors dividing nD, one has p(0,n1) <
O(d™™P)). Thus from (4.2) we derive that

Sl <c 3 ofe/n) = o)

n<lz ny<x
plny=plnD

for some positive constant C'. Therefore by Lemma 4.1, the sequence of ratios
(v1/n, ...,v,/n) is uniformly distributed. O

5. DISTRIBUTION OF DIGITS OF n-ADIC EXPANSIONS

In this section we study the distribution of sequences concerning the digits of
n-adic expansions of irrational algebraic numbers. Let a be an irrational algebraic
number and f(z) be the primitive minimal polynomial of « over Z. Suppose that
a has an n-adic expansion. Since Z,, = Hp‘n Zy, it implies that f(z) has a solution
in Z,, for p|n. So Q(«) is a subfield of Q,. Let O be the ring of algebraic integers in
Q(«). Then pZ, N O is a unramified prime ideal of degree one of O. The product
1, (pZp, N )" is an degree one unramified ideal with norm n.

Conversely, let a be an unramified ideal of degree one with norm n. Write the
principal fractional ideal («) uniquely as a reduced ratio of integral ideals ¢/b. If a
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is prime to b, then we have

. APURY l
a € @(’)/a = I%nZ/n Z.
So «a has an n-adic expansion. Thus by above discussion we set up an one to one
correspondence between the n-adic expansions of a and the degree one ideal with
norm n which is prime to the denominator of («).

Now let o = Zfio a;n! be an n-adic expansion of a, and a be the corresponding
ideal. Choose any 8 € b\ a and denote by 7 := Ba. For any [ > 1, define a(a) to
be the unique integer in {0,1,...,n! — 1} such that

v — Balal) € a'.

Evidently a(a) is independent on the choice of 3. This definition of a(a') coincides
with the one we gave in the introduction if a is prime to an integer n. Under this
definition we have for all [ > 1 that

(5.1) ala) =ag+ain+---+a_n' L.

It implies that

1
as_ald) o),
n n n
So for fixed [ > 0, the sequence of ratios a;—1 /n is uniformly distributed if and only

if a(al)/n! does.

Be aware that here a runs through all unramified degree one ideals that are
prime to the ideal b. It means that a does not run through any set S, 4 given in
Theorem 3.8. So for [ = 1, we can not get the uniformity of the sequence of ratios
aj—1/n directly from Theorem 3.8. But we do know that some of its subsequence are
uniformly distributed by Theorem 1.2. In the following, we show that we can get the
uniformity of the sequence of ratios ag/n by the uniformity of these subsequences.

Let n be the least positive integer such that na is integral, and b be the denom-
inator of («) given above. Denote by D the discriminant of the primitive minimal
polynomial of a over Z. Theorem 1.2 gives us the uniformity of the sequence of
ratios a(a)/M(a) as a runs through all the the degree one ideals prime to nD.

Now consider any unramified degree one ideal a that is prime to b. Suppose the
norm of a is n. Write n = ning such that p|n; = p|nD and (ng,nD) = 1. Then
there exists a unique pair of unramified degree one ideals a; with norm n; and as
with norm ny such that a = a;as. We have a(a') — a(a}) =0 mod n} and hence

a—afay) _ aa') —a(aj)

ny nll

mod ab.

In other words, (a(a') — a(a}))/n} is the residue of (o — a(ai))/n! modulo ab.
Denote by U(n) the set of unramified degree one ideals with norm n. For any fixed
ap, denote by B := (a — a(ay))/n}. If

S S e(hBlab)/nbh) = o(a/n)

na<z/n1 aseU(n2)
(n2,nD)=1
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for all ny with p|ny = p|nD and a; € U(ny), then

>, D elha(at)/n)

n<zaclU(n)

S OY Y% e(h~(((o‘_o‘(“ii)/"l1)(“2)+0(1/nl2))

ny e a1 €U "2SI/TL1 ax €U
pln SlnD 1€ (n1)( N 2€U(n2)

= Z Z o(z/n1) = o(x).

ny<z a1 €U(n1)
pln1=plnD

Therefore if the sequence (1.1) with S” given by (b) is uniformly distributed for all
irrational algebraic numbers «, then the sequence of ratios a;+1/n is also uniformly
distributed. Specially for I = 0, the uniformity of the sequence of ratios ag/n follows
from Theorem 1.2.

It is interesting to compare this method with the one used in the proof of The-
orem 1.3. Though it would be more complicated, this method can also be used to
prove Theorem 1.3. The way to prove Theorem 1.3 is also applicable here. But the
method in the proof of Theorem 1.3 uses more than just uniformity of subsequences.

In the following we study n-adic normal numbers. First we explore the relation-
ship between normal numbers and uniformly distributed sequences.

Lemma 5.1. Let a = Z?io ant be an n-adic number. Denote by ay =ag+ -+

aj—1n'~1. Then a is normal if and only is {cy/n'}52, is uniformly distributed.

Proof. If {ay/n'}$2, is uniformly distributed, then for any positive integer m,

lim Hl<x:ay/nt €li/n™, (i+1)/n™]}| 1

—00 T nm

Thus for 0 <i <n™ — 1, one has
Hl<z:am+-+a_1n™ ' =i} =O0(x/n™)+ o(z).

So « is normal.
Suppose Yo, a;n! is normal. For m > 0, denote by %,, := {0,...,n — 1}™. For
w = (ag, -, @m-1) € L, let w(n) := ag +ain + -+ ay,_1n™ 1. Then for given m
and w € X,
H{l < x:(ar, s @tpm—1) = w} = 2/0™ + o(x).

Equivalently,

{l <z :(a1m-1,@14m-2, ..., a1) = w}| = z/n™ + o(z).
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Then for all positive integers m,

-1

AN ag+an+---a_1n"—
>e(S) =2¢( = )

<z <z
ag+ain+---a_nt!
DD MR e R
wezm ml<xz

Al seerag)=w

(o) 32 (22 o) vouy

=)

This implies },_, e(a;/n') = o(z). That is, the sequence {oy/n'}; is uniformly
distributed. g

Following Lemma 5.1 and equation (5.1), we have the following equivalence for
irrational algebraic numbers «.

Corollary 5.2. Let o be an irrational algebraic number and Y -, ain! be an n-
adic expansion of a. Let a be the integral ideal of Q(a) corresponding to this n-adic
expansion. Then the Y, ain' is normal if and only if {a(a')/n'}2, is uniformly
distributed.

We can restate Conjecture 1.4 by the distribution of residues of o modulo a'.

Conjecture 5.3. Let L be an number field and o € L be irrational. Let a be an
unramified ideal of degree one that is prime to the dominator of the principal ideal
(o). Then the sequence {a(al)/n'}22, is uniformly distributed.

Finally we give the following fact to support the normal number conjecture. The
ideal of the proof is originally from [7].

Theorem 5.4. Almost all n-adic numbers are normal with respect to the Haar
measure.

Proof. Let x = E?io an! and z; = ag + a1n + -+ -+ a;_1n!~ ! for all I > 0. Define
1 N hCL'l
v ()
l:O
Let p denote the Haar measure on Z,,. Then

/|wm@ﬂ%i/(m_%mh

n n

Analysis the integral fZ (h”” - hx’“ )d,u Without loss of generality, suppose [ > k.

Then % — hw’“ is constant for all x € i+n'Z, for each integer i with 0 <4 < n! —1.
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So
[ [ (-
Do n -0 +nlZ, n n
nt—1
1 hax; — hnt=Fgx,
= ()

If | # k, as  running through 0 to n! — 1, the ha; — hn!~*x;, exactly runs through
a complete residue system modulo n‘. So

hx;  hxg [0 ifk#I
/Zne(F_WM“{ 1 ifk=1,

1
2 _
/ [S(N,z)|“dp = —.

n

Z/ x)2dp < .

By the monotonic convergence theorem,

/ Z|S |2du—z/ 2)2dp < o,

Zn N=1

Thus

This implies

So > N1 IS(N%,z)]? < oo for all z but a set of measure zero respect to u. Hence
limy 00 |S(N%,2)| = 0 for almost all z. Now for any positive integer N, let
m? < N < (m+1)%. Then
2m 1

S(N?,z)| <|S(m? z)| + == < |S(m?, z)| + —.

[SINZ, )] < [S(m”, 2)] + = < |S(m”, )] Wi
It holds that limy_o |S(IV, )] = 0 for almost all 2. The exceptional x contained
in a set has measure zero depending on h. Since the union of countably many
measure zero set has measure zero. So the Weyl criterion shows that almost all =
is normal with respect to the Haar measure. O
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