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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EMPIRICAL DENSITY OF GREATEST
COMMON DIVISORS

BEHZAD MEHRDAD AND LINGJIONG ZHU

ABSTRACT. The law of large numbers for the empirical density for the pairs
of uniformly distributed integers with a given greatest common divisor is a
classic result in number theory. In this paper, we study the large deviations
of the empirical density. We will also obtain a sharp rate of convergence to
the normal distribution for the central limit theorem. Some generalizations
are provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Xi,..., X, be the random variables uniformly distributed on {1,2...,n}.
It is well known that

1 6
(11) F Z lgcd(Xi,Xj):é — W7 /e N.

1<i,j<n

Heuristically, observe that if ged(X;, X;) = ¢, then X;, X; € Cy := {¢n : n € N},

with probability 7 as n — oo and {ged(X;, X;) =} = {X;, X; € Cp, ged(X;/{, X;/0) =

1}. Therefore, we get the desired result by noticing that Y, 7 = %2.

On the other hand, two independent uniformly chosen integers are coprime if
and only if they do not have a common prime factor. For any prime number p, the
probability that a uniformly random integer is divisible by p is %. Hence, we get

an alternative formula,

1 1 1 6
(1.2) 3 Z Lgcd(x:,x;)=1 = H <1 - F) RORES

1<4,5<n peEP

where ((-) is the Riemann zeta function and throughtout this paper P denotes the
set of all the prime numbers in an a creasing order.

The fact that P(ged(X;, X;)) — - was first proved by Cesaro [2]. The identity
relating the product over primes to ¢(2) in (L2) is an example of an Euler product,
and the evaluation of ((2) as 7%/6 is the Basel problem, solved by Leonhard Euler
in 1735. For a rigorous proof of ([[2)), see e.g. Hardy and Wright [IT]. For further
details and properties of the distributions, moments and asymptotics for the great-
est common divisors, we refer to Cesaro [3], [4], Cohen [5], Diaconis and Erdés [7]
and Ferndndez and Fernandez [9], [10].

Since the law of large numbers result is well-known, it is natural to study the
fluctuations, i.e. central limit theorem and the probabilities of rare events, i.e.
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large deviations. The central limit theorem was recently obtained in Ferndndez
and Fernandez [9] and we will provide the sharp rate of convergence to normal
distribution. The large deviations result is the main contribution of this paper.

For the readers who are interested in the probabilistic methods in number theory,
we refer to the books by Elliott [§] and Tenenbaum [12].

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2l we state the main
results, i.e. the central limit theorem and the convergence rate to the Gaussian
distribution and the large deviation principle for the emirical density. The proofs
for large deviation principle are given in Section Bl and the proofs for the central
limit theorem are given in Section [4]

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Central Limit Theorem. In this section, we will show a central limit the-
orem and obtain the sharp rate of convergence to the normal distribution. The
method we will use is based on a result by Baldi et al. [I] for Stein’s method for
central limit theorems.

Theorem 1. Let Z be a standard normal distribution with mean 0 and variance 1.

o Lgearx, x =1 — 12
(2.1) drv <Zl<m<n ged(X;,X;)=1 p) ,Z) C

202n,3/2
where C > 0 is a universal constant and

2 1 36
2 . II
(22) [ (1-;4‘5) —F.

pEP

Similarly, we have the following result.

Theorem 2. Let Z be a standard normal distribution with mean 0 and variance
1, and let £ € N .

di<i j<n Lged(x;,x;)=t = n’ 226772 c
(23) dTV ( — = 20’2713/2 b Z S n1/2 I
where C > 0 is a universal constant and
1 2 1 36
24 2 = — 1 —_—— JR— —_—
(24) T = s ZE) ( P2 + ps) e

2.2. Large Deviation Principle. In this section, we are interested to study the
following probability,

1
(2.5) Pl > lpaxix)—e =T |, asn— oo
1<i,j<n

When = # Z%%, this probability goes to zero as n — oo. Indeed, later, we will
show that,

1
(26) P - Z 1ng(Xi,Xj):E ~r | = e_nle(w)-i-o(n), ¢ e N.
n

1<i,j<n

In other words, this probability decays exponenailly fast as n — oo. This pheonomenon
is called large devitions in probability and the exponent I,;(x) is the rate function.
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Later in this section, we will specify I;(x) for any ¢ € N. For the moment, let us
concentrate on I (x), the case in which we consider the number of coprime pairs.

Before we proceed, let us introduce the formal definition of large deviations. A
sequence (P,)nen of probability measures on a topological space X satisfies the
large deviation principle with rate function I : X — R if I is non-negative, lower
semicontinuous and for any measurable set A, we have

(2.7) — inf I(z) < liminf 1 log P,,(A) < limsup ! log P,(A) < — inf I(z).
n

TE€A° n—0o0 n—00 ﬁ €A
Here, A° is the interior of A and A is its closure. We refer to Dembo and Zeitouni
[6] or Varadhan [13] for general background of large deviations and the applications.

Let X; = p{*p5? - -pz"‘qfl .- qPm where pj, for 1 < j < k are the first k prime
numbers and g, are distinct primes other than p;, for 1 < h < m. Define XF as
the restriction of X; to its first k primes, i.e. XF = p{ips* - pp*.

As a first step to understand the event that X; and X are coprime, it is easier
to understand the event that Xf and XJ]»C are coprime. For a given prime p €
{p1,...,pr}, we can ask whether XZ-]C and XJ]»C are divisible by p or not, for any
1 < 4,5 < n. This is analogous to selecting two subsets from {1,2,...,k} and
consider if they have empty intersection. To illustrate, let us consider the following
example.

Choose n subsets A¥, 1 < i < n, uniformly from {1,2,...,k}. Then, AfﬁAé? =0
if and only if h ¢ A¥ N Af, for any h € {1,2,...,k}, which occurs with probability
1-— 2% Therefore, the following law of large numbers holds,

1 1\* 3k
1<i,j<n
Let us denote the 2F subsets of {1,2,...,k} by By, ..., Box and P¥ := {By,..., Bor }.
Then,

29 = Y L ff i, y) LA (dn) LA (dy),

k k
1<ij<n €PhyeP

where L7 is the empirical measure on PF, i.e.

(210) L) = =3 (e,
i=1

and fx(z,y) on P¥ x Pk is defined as

0 ifxny#0,
1 otherwise.

(2.11) n@wg{

The sets A¥ are i.i.d. uniformly distributed on P*. Sanov’s theorem tells us that
(2.12) P(LA ~ p) = e (W) Foln)

where 11 = (p1j)1<j<2¢ € M(P¥), the space of all the probability measures on P*,
and the rate function is given by

(2.13) I(n) = log (2%) -
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By contraction principle,

(2.14)

where

(2.15)

1 —ni(x o\n
—2 Z ]‘AkﬁAk @_3: ~e I( )+(),

1<4,5<n

2k

I(z) = )

inf log (
Jy - fk<m,y>u<dz>u<dy>:z; 27k

Now let us go back to our original problem, but for truncated integers. we are
interested in,

(2.16)

E ~ ~ ¢~ nli(@)+o(n)
1gcd(X§,X]’s):1 =T) =€ :
1<4,j<n

Therefore, let us introduce P* again,

(2.17)

Pr = {(a1,...,q00) 1 €{0,1}}

Similar as before, we take A¥ and A? from P*. Unlike before, now the A are
not taken uniformly from P*. Indeed, it follows a probability distribution n* =
(ni)1<i<2r, where n; are taken from the set

(2.18)

{2

@1 1 1—a; 1 ag 1 1—ay
> <1——> (—> <1__) 7aj€{071}aj_172a"'ak}'
b1 Pk Pk

Another look at f;, in 211l reveals that,

(2.19)

Hence,

(2.20)

0 ifxizyizlforsomelgi§2k.
fe(z,y) = .
1 otherwise.

we have

. i
I(z lo
( ) ffpk pk fk(m y),u(dz (dy)= 12 8 ( >

There are two issues one needs to understand.

e The first problem is how to let kK — co. We need to understand the mean-

ing of P*¥ and the associated probability measure when k& — oo. Later, we
will see that to rigorously tackle this problem, we consider the binary ex-
pansions of a real number on [0, 1] and will define the probability measures
accordingly.

In an “ideal world”, the probability that X; is divisible by any prime number
p is precisely %. But in our definition, X; is uniformly distributed on
{1,2,...,n} and therefore the probability that it is divisible by p is %,
where [z] is the integer part of x. Later, we will define the probability

measure for the “ideal world” as P compared with the original probability
measure P.
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Let S := (s;)ien be a sequence of numbers on [0,1]. We define the probability
measure v on [0, 1], for k € N, as follows.
k i—1
(2.21) vi ([0,0]) := > [T = s —si)",
i=1 j=1
where b = 0.b1b2 ... is the binary expansion of b. In other words, if we draw a
random variable U according to the measure l/,f and consider the first k digits in
the binary expansion of U, they are distributed as k Bernoulli random variables
with parameters (s;)%_,. It is easy to see that a measure v exists as a weak limit
of V]f and let % be its weak limit. For example, if s; = %, for i € N, then ¥
is simply the Lebesgue measure on [0,1]. Let (p;)ien be the members of P in the
increasing order. From now on, we work with v and v, for which the s; is i,or

1
(2.22) v =" where P := (—) , and p; € P.
Di/ ien
Let Uy, ...,U, be random variables distributed with probability measure v. Re-

strict each U; to its first k digits in the binary expansion and define it as UF. By
our construction of v and vy, we see that UF are random variables distributed with
probability measure vy.

Let us see the connections amongst X, A¥ and UF. If we view UF as a 0, 1
sequence of length k, there exists a bijection 1, to P*. Hence, ¥y (UF) has the same
distribution as A¥ that is ¥ as in eq. In addition, X[ is ¢x(UF), where the
map ¢, : [0,1] = N, for k£ € N, is defined as

k
(2.23) ¢r(a) = [ pi",
i=1

where a = 0.aja2a3 . . . is the binary expansion of a and p; is the ith smallest prime
number.
Moreover, if we define f : [0,1]? — {0,1} (an extension of 2Z.19)) as

0 if z and y share a common 1 in their binary expansions

)

(2.24)  f(z,y) = {

1 otherwise

then, it is straightforward to see that

(2.25) FUEUE) = Lgeaxr.xtyms = Larnar—
We also extend 1, naturally to ¢. In that regard, define A; := ¥ (U;). So,
(2.26) fU,Uj) = 1a,n4,-0-

Since ¢, ¥, and ¥ are continuous maps, U;’s, A;’s and X;’s satisfy large deviations
with the same rate if one of them satisfies large deviation. Moreover, the rate
function should be an extension of ([220), and this is the subject of our next and
main theorem.
Theorem 3. The probability measures (n% Zlgi,jgn Lyed(x;,x;)=1 € ) satisfy a
large deviation principle with rate function
d

(2.27) L(z)= inf / log (—M> dp,

Jioy2 Fy)n(de)pdy)== Jio,1) dv

where v and f are defined in[2.22 and[2.24), respectively.
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We can also consider the following large deviation problem,

1 —nly(z)+o(n
(228) P ) Z 1ng(Xi,Xj):Z >~ e Le(w)+o( )
" 1<i,j<n
Write
(2.29) 0=q}"d5? - abr,

where ¢; are distinct primes and (; are positive integers for 1 <1¢ < m.
For a fixed ¢, let py,...,pr be the smallest k primes distinct from q1,..., gm.
Any positive integer can be written as

(2.30) gl p,
where «; and «; are non-negative integers. Any number on [0, 1] can be written as
(2.31) 0.9192 - YmO1 Qg - -+ gy - - -

where 71, ..., 7V, are obtained from ternary expansion and ag, as, ... are obtained
from binary expansion.

The interpretation is that if an integer is not divisible by qf * then v = 0. If
it is divisible by ¢”* but not by ¢”*', then v; = 1. Finally, if it is divisible by
qf"ﬂ, then v; = 2. We also have o; = 0 if an integer is not divisible by p; and 1
otherwise.

Restrict to the first m + k digits and define a probability measure vy, that takes
values

e o (2) (12 ()68

where
1— -+ if v, =0

(2.33) 9(q;) = #_q»ﬂi% ify=1 1<i<m.
?%- if ;=2

Let v be the weak limit of . Similar to Theorem B we get the following result.

Theorem 4. The probability measures (% Zl<ij<n Lgcd(x;,x;)=t € ) satisfy a

large deviation principle with rate function

dp
(2.34) Iy(x) = inf / log <—) du,
STio,1p2 F@y)p(dz)n(dy)=z J(0,1] dv

where f(x,y) =1 if 0 never occurs in the first m digits in the expansions of x and
y; and x and y do not share a common 1 or 2 in their expansions. Otherwise,

f(xvy) =0.
6

Remark 5. [t is interesting to observe that —3 is also the density of square-free
integers. That is because an integer is square-free if and only if it is not divisible

by p? for any prime number p. Therefore, we have the law of large numbers, i.e.

n(-3)-%

1 n

2. — E s

( 35) n 4 1X1 is square-free —
=1 peP
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The central limit theorem is standard,

7'1_ 1 i 1S square- Tee_6_n 6 36
=)
n ™ s

The large deviation principle also holds with rate function

(2.37) I(z) := zlog (6;;2) +(1—x)log (%) .

Remark 6. One can also generalize the result to ask what it is the probability that if
we uniformly randomly choose d numbers from {1,2,... ,n} their greatest common
divisor is 1. It is not hard to see that

1 1
(2.38) nd Z Lged(Xyy X )=1 = H (1 — F) = @) as n — 0o.
1<iy,...,ig<n peEP

There are d*n(n — 1)---(n — (2d — 2)) pairs (i1,...,iq) and (j1,...,54) so that
Hi1, .- yia} N{j1,.-,dat] = 1. It is also easy to see that

(2.36)

2 1
(2.39) P(ged(Xy, ..., Xa) = ged(Xq, ..., X2a—1) =1) = [] (1 -t W) .
peEP

Therefore, we have the central limit theorem.

1 1
N S v

noz 1<in, . yig<n peEP p
2 1 1)\’
— N 0, H 1-— F + Zﬁ - H 1-— F
peP peEP
We also have the large deviation principle for (# Zlgz‘l,...,idgn Lgcd(xyy o Xi,)=1 €
-) with the rate function
du
(2.41) I(z) = inf / log <—) du,
S Joga F@,za,za)p(de) - p(dea) == J[0,1] dv
where v is the same as in Theorem[3 and
(2.42)
1 ifxy,...,xq do not share a common 1 in their binary expansions
flz,...,xq) = , .
0 otherwise

3. PROOFS OF LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE

In this section, we will prove a series of lemmas and theorems of superexponential
estimates that are needed in the proof of Theorem [3] before going to the proof of
Theorem Bl Let us give the definitions of Y,, S(k1, ko) and P that will be used
repeatedly throughout this section.

Definition 7. For any prime number p, we define

(3.1) Y, = #{1 <i<n:X; is divisible by p}.
Definition 8. For any k1,k2 € N, let us define

(3.2) S(k1,k2) ={p €P : k1 <p<ka}.
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Definition 9. We define a probability measure P under which X; are i.i.d. and
P(X; is divisible by p) = % forp € P, p < n and the events {X; divisible by p} and
{X; divisible by q} are independent for distinct p,q € P, p,q < n.

Lemma 10. Let Y be a Binomial random variable distributed as B(a,n). For any
AER, let A\ i=er. If2a)2 < 1 and o < %, then, for sufficiently large n,
1 ~ log4 1
(3.3) ZlogE [e%Yz} < a2yt 4 osdnt D)
n

n

Proof. By the definition of Binomial distribution,

34 B[] =3 (7)ea—ay—e

i=0
n ; a2
< 2 _ n— o .
_(n—|—1)0rélzagxn (i)a(l a)" e
Using Stirling’s formula, for any n € N,
|
(3.5) 1< v <

~ V2mn(nfe)r T V21

Therefore, we have () < 4e™(/?) where H(z) := —zlogz — (1 — z)log(1 — ),
0 <z < 1. Hence,

(3.6)

n
. - ) ' 2
logltnt ) {H(—) s+ (1= Jostt -~ +4 (1) }
n 0<i<n njon " '

To find the maximum of
(3.7) f(z) := H(z) + zlog(a) + (1 — z)log(1 — a) + Az,

it is sufficient to look at

(3.8) () = log (%) —log (%) + 22

The assumptions 2a\? < 1 and a < % implies that

2
@ N2 <oan2 < 20N

3.9 —_—.
(3.9) 11—« _1—204/\%

Since logarithm is an increasing function, (8:8) and B3] imply that f’'(z) < 0 for
any x > 2a\}. Therefore, the maximum of f is attained at some z < 2a\?.
In addition, since log(+%) is increasing in z, the maximum of

I—z
(3.10) g(z) = H(z) + zlog(a) + (1 — z)log(l — @)
is achieved at 2 = «, which is g(«) = 0. Hence,
' _ < 2 o 242
(3.11) Olgjglf(a:) N f(@) <0+ Az < A(2aA7)7,

which concludes the proof. ([l
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Theorem 11. For any k,n € N sufficiently large and € > 0,

1 .
(3.12) —logP Z Y7 >n’e| < —g log(k) + 4.
n peS(k,n)

Therefore, we have the following superexponential estimate,

1 .
(3.13) lim sup lim sup — log IP Z Yf>n2e = —0o0.

n
k— o0 n— 00 peS(k,n)

Proof. Note that Y, = #{1 < i < n: X; is divisible by p}. And whether X; is
divisible by p is independent from X; being divisible by ¢ for distinct primes p and
g. In other words, Y, are independent for distinct primes p € P. By Chebychev’s
inequality,

1 - 1 -
(3.14) —logP E V7 >nPe | < —Ae+ —logE [e% pesien) sz}
K peS(k,n) "
1 LT a2
= -\ — ﬁypi| .
€+ - E logE [e
peS(k,n)

We choose k € N large enough so that \; = e < v/2k. For k < p < n, we have
%)\% < 2% < 1. By Lemma [T, we have

1 ST Ay log(4(n+ 1)) 1\,

. — n'p | < _— 7 _ .

(3.15) = > logE [e } < ¥ - rax(s) Al
peS(k,n) peS(k,n)

Prime number theorem states that

G
(3.16) A z/log(x) L

where 7(x) denotes the number of primes less than z. Therefore, [k <p <n,p €
P| < % for sufficiently large n. Together with (810, for sufficiently large n, we
get

1 - 2n log4 1 1
(3.17) glogE[e%EwwePYf < 20 logdntl) |y Y. =

~ logn n 2

k<p<n,peP
1
4
<3HAND
>k
21
< 34+4AN T
Plugging BI7) into BI4]), we get
1 ~ 9 9 4N
(3.18) ~loglP > Yi>nke < —Ae+3+

k<p<n,peP

AN
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4
We can choose \ = ilog(ek) — 3 so that % < § and it does not violate with our
earlier assumption that A\; < v2k for large k. Hence,

1 - log(k

(3.19) ~logP | > ¥Zsen?|<3- Ogé e+ 3¢
k<p<n,peP
log(k
<4- ogg( )67
which yields the desired result. O
Lemma 12. For kq, ko € N sufficiently large,
log(k

(3.20) Pl > ¥72>en®| <d4logloghky+4— %1)6.

S(k1,k2)

Proof. The idea of the proof is to change the measure from P to P and apply Lemma
First, observe that F(X1,...,X,) = ZpeS(kl,kz) Yp2 only depends on the events
{X; € Ep, .. p},where i, 0 € {1,2,...,n} and {p1,...,pe} C S(ki, k2) and

.....

(3.21) Ep .. .poi={t€{1,2,...,n}|Prime(i) N S(k1, k2) = {p1,....pe}},

where Prime(z) := {q € P : z is divisible by ¢}. We will show that the following
uniform upper bound holds,

(322) ]F)(Xl € Epl 1111 p@) < e4loglogk2.

]P)(Xl € E;Dl ----- Pe)

Before we proceed, let us show that (3:22) and Theorem [I1] implies (B20). Since
X,;’s are independent and X;’s are independent,

P(Xi€ By ,1<i<n)

(3.23) < [etloslonka]™

]fD (XZ S Epzi)m’pz,l <1< n)

where {pt,...,pi} C S(k1,k2) for 1 <i < n. Recall that F only depends on events
{Xi€E,, . p}, therefore,

1 1. -
(3.24) —logP(F > n®¢) < 4loglogky + — log P(F > n’¢)
n n

log(k
<4loglogks +4 — %6,

where we used Theorem [[1] at the last step. Now, let us prove [B.22)). First, let us
give an upper bound for the numerator, that is,

n

1 R
(3'25) ]P)(Xl € EP17~~~;P£) = E#|Ep1,---,pz| < S < )

n P1---Pe

where [2] denotes the largest integer less or equal to x and we used the simple fact

that % < 1 for any positive z.
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As for the lower bound for the denominator, we have

- 1 1
(200 PXieB, )= [ - 11 <1_5>
q€{p1,...pe} * q€S(k1,k2)\{p1,...,pe}
1 1
> - 1—=
> I3
q€{p1,.-.pe} ~ q€S(k1,k2)
> 167221165(’61%2) %7
q€{p1,.-\pe} q

where we used the inequality that 1 — z > e=27 for z < % Notice that

1
(3.27) lim ¢ — Y = +loglogn p = M,

n—o00
qeS(1,n)

where M = 0.261497 ... is the Meissel-Mertens constant. Therefore, for suffciently
large ko,

(3.28) >
q€S(k1,k2) qGS(l,k2)
Combining B25]), (328]) and [B.28)), we have proved the upper bound in 322). O

Lemma 13. Let p;, 1 < j < ¢, ¢ € N be the primes such that S(ki,k:) =
{p1,...,pe} and

(3.29) m [[ pi<n<m+1) [ »

1<j<e 1<j<e

< < 2loglog ks.

| =
| =

where m € N. Then, there exists a coupling of vectors of random variables X; and
)N(i for 1 <i<n, i.e. ameasure u with marginal distributions the same as X; and

X; such that

- 1\ 2k2
3.30 Y2 — Y2>np2e| <o = )
(3.30) r > Y Y. Yizwke] < m

qeS(k1,k2) qeS(k1,k2)

Proof. The main ingredient of the proof is the Chinese Remainder Theorem which
states that the set of equations

x=a; mod(py)
(3.31) :
x=ay mod(py)

has a unique solution 1 < z < py---py, where 0 < a; < p;, @ € {1,2,...,0}.
Hence, for each sequence of a;’s, the set of equations in (331)) has exactly m so-
lutions for 1 < z < mp;---pe. We denote these solutions by R;(a1,...,as) for
i€{1,2,...,m}. Given X; uniformly distributed on {1,2,...,n}, we define X; as
follows. We generate Bernoulli random variables ¢; for 1 < j < ¢, with parameters

% and independent of each other. Now, define
J

(3.32) X =

)

- pit-eepyt i Xy >mpy--ope
plil e pz" otherwise
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where b; is 1 if X; is divisible by p; and 0 otherwise for 1 < j < /. By the
definition, if we condition on X; > mpy - --pg, X; is the multiplication of p and
¢;’s are independent. Now, conditional on X; < mp1 -pe and let Prlme(X ) =

{p € P : X, is divisible by p}. Thus, for a vector T = (bj)le € {0,1}*, we have

J4
(3.33) Aw=p | X =] p7 X <mpr--pe

j=1
=u (Prime(Xi) N{p1,...,pe} = S(?)) ;
T

where S(b) := {p;]b; =1,1 < j < ¢}. But that is equivalent to

#{Ri(a1,...,ar)|a; =0 if and only if b; = 0,1 < <m}
mpi---pe

(3.34) A=
me-;ﬁo(P‘ -1)

mined)

jib;=0 J;b;&o

Therefore, we get

) 1 1
(3.35) wlxi=T" | = I] = <1_f).
| 15 1L

Let us define

1 if {Prime(X;) NS (k1, ko)} # {Prime(X;) N S(k1, kg)}
0 otherwise

(3.36) Q(Xi,Xi) = {

= ~
By the definition of the coupling of X and X, we have P(g(X;, X;) = 1) < = since
the event g(X;, Xl) = 1 implies that X; > mp; - - - p¢, which occurs with probablhty
— e e 1 1
(3.37) n—mpip2---pe <1- mpip2--Pe <=
n (m+Dpr--pe m+1 m

Now, let us go back to prove the superexponential bound in ([B30). Observe that

(338) f(Xl,,Xn) = Z Y:f = Z Y:1+ Z Z]“(I'gcd(Xi,Xj)'

q€S(k1,k2) q€S(k1,k2) qeS(k1,ks) i#]

Hence,

(3.39) S V-2 < #{ilg(Xi, Xi) = 1}2ksn.
g€ S (k1,k2)
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That is because if we change one of X;’s, the function f(Xi,...,X,) changes by
at most ko(n + 1) < 2kon. Therefore,

(3.40) ] Z Y2 — }N/qz > n’e
q€S(k1,k2)

<pu (2k2n#{i|g(Xi,)~(i) =1} > n26)

= (#{ug(&-,m —1)> n%> |

Notice that #{i|g(X;, X;) = 1} = S0, 1,x, %=1 is the sum of iid. indica-
tor functions and p(g(X;,X;) = 1) < ﬁ Hence, by Chebychev’s inequality, by
choosing § = logm > 0, we have

(3.41) u( #ilg(X0, X)) = 1) > n—
2ks
<E [e“g(xl,xl):l}" o0t
60 " —Ons—
S —+1 e 2kgo
m
< gn,—(logm)n i
which yields the desired result. -

Theorem 14. For any € > 0, we have the following superexponential estimates,

1
(3.42) lim sup lim sup — log P Z Yq2 > n?e | = —oo0.

koo mmeo a€S(k.n)

Proof. Let us write
s Y we Y owe Y v Y
qeS(k,n) qeS(k,My) qES(M1,M2) qeS(Ma2,n)

120 120

where My := [loglogn] = and Ms := [logn] = . By Lemma[I2] for the second and
third terms in (343), we have

1 n2e
44 —1 i
(3.44) - ogP Z Y, > 3
q€S (M1, M3)
log M-
< 4loglog Ms + 4 — og8 1%

120

€ 120
= 4log(log([log n] <)) + 4 — 5 log([log(log(n))] )
120
=4log <1og <—> + loglogn) + 4 —5logloglogn
€

120
= 4loglog (—) + 4 — logloglogn,
€
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and similarly,

1 2
(3.45) —logP Z Yq2 > % < —log(logn) + 4.
" qeS(M2,n)

In addition, for the first term in (3.43), by Lemma [I3] we get

€

1 9 ~ 9 n2e
(3.46) Elogu Z Y, - Z Y| > r <log2— 207, log My,
qeS(k,My) qeS(k,My)
where
n
(3.47) My:==——"—
[oesean) @
S
= M
120
= exp {1og(n) — —(loglog n)%o log log log n} .
€
By Theorem [I]
(3.48) LiogP > Y?>”_26 < — < log(k) + 4
' n o8 P="T6 ) ="18 "% '
peS(k,My)

Combining (3:44), (3.439), (B.46), B.417) and (B4]), we get the desired result. O

Finally, we are ready to prove Theorem [3

Proof of Theorem[3. Let Ly, L¥ be the empirical measures of U;, UF, i.e.

(3.49) Ln(z) = % Z v, (),

and

(3.50) LE(z) = % > bun ().
=1

By Sanov’s theorem, see Dembo and Zeitouni [6], L,, satisfies a large deviation
principle on M0, 1], the space of probability measures on [0, 1], equipped with the
weak topology and the rate function

(3:51) I() = {f[o)u log (S ) du ity
400 otherwise
For a € [0,1] and 7 € N, we define
(3.52) Xi(a) = the ith digit in the binary expansion of a.
We also redefine fy, f : [0,1]2 — {0, 1} from 219 and .24} for k € N, as follows
(353)  fi(z,y) =1— max xi(2)xi(y), and f(z,y):=1—maxxi(z)xi(y)

In other words, f is 1 if z and y do not share a common 1 at the same place in
their binary expansions and f is 0 otherwise. Similar interpertation holds for f.
Clearly, fr > f and limg_ fx(z,y) = f(z,y). Again, let v be the probability
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measure on [0, 1] such that for a random variable  with measure v, x;(x) are i.i.d.
Bernoulii random variables with parameters i, where p; is the ¢th smallest prime
number.

Let of := {a € [0,1]|x;(a) = 0 for i > k} be the set of numbers on [0, 1] with
k-digit binary expansion. We define

(3.54) Ao = {z € [0,1][xi(a) = xi(2), 1 <i <k}

Let Fi(u) = [ 12 fr(@,y)dp(@)du(y) and F(u) := [[ 0 f(@,y)dp(z)dp(y). We
have

(3.55) Fe(p) = Y fula, B)u(Aa)u(Ap).
a,BEAR

Hence the map p — Fj(p) is continuous, i.e. for p, — p in the weak topology,
Fi(ttn) — Fir(p). By contraction principle, L, o F) ! satisfies a large deviation
principle with good rate function

dp
(3.56) 10 (z) = inf / log <—> du.
[fio1y2 Fr(@y)du(@)du(y)== J[0,1) dv

Moreover, in Theorem [[I] we proved that

(3.57) lim sup lim sup 1 logP (// (fx — f)dLn(2)dL,(y) > 6) = —00,
n [0,1]2

k—o0 n—oo

for any ¢ > 0. Thus the family {L, o F 11 are exponentially good approximation of
{L,, 0o F~'}. Now, by Theorem 4.2.16 in Dembo and Zeitouni [6], L,, o F'~! satisfies
a weak large deviation principle with the rate function

(3.58) I(z) = supliminf inf T (w).

§>0 k—oo Jw—z|<6

Since the interval [0, 1] is compact, L, 0 F~! satisfies the full large deviation principle
with good rate function I;(z) as above and it is easy to check that

. dp
3.59 Ii(x) = inf / log (—) du.
(3.59) 1) oz Fapududy=s Jo  \dv

For any p € P, let us recall that Y, = > | 1y x, and for any ki,k2 € N,
S(kl,kz) = {p eP ki<p< kz}
By Theorem [}, we have

. . 1. ~[1
(3.60)  limsuplimsup — logP 2 Z 1gcd(Xf,X]’.‘):1 — lged(x,,x,)=1 > €

n
koo mmroo 1<ij<n

1 - (1
= limsup limsup —logP | — Z Z Lpixiplx, = €
k—oo mn—oo T Py e
<i,j<n peS(k,n)

1 ~[1
<l li —logP [ — Y? >
< limsup lim sup — log - Z » €

koo mmoo peS(k,n)

= —0OQ.
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Next, notice that the difference between (- > i<ij<n lgea(xk,x*)=1 € ) under P
>0J)> i

and P is superexponentially small by Lemma [I3] Finally, by Theorem [I4]
(3.61)

. . 1 1
limsuplimsup - 1ogP |~ > Lueagxr. ko ~ Lsea(x,xp)=1 2 € | = =00
1<i,5<n

This implies that
(3.62)

. | 1
— inf I(z) <liminf — logP o Z Lged(x,x;)=1 € A

rEA° n—oo m

1<4,5<n
. 11m su O, . N — 11 xX).
= p " g n2 S ged(X;,X;)=1 > ved 1

4. PROOFS OF CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

Proof of Theorem [l Instead of summing over 1 < 4,5 < n, we only need to consider
1 < i # j < n. The reason is because if ¢ = j, then ged(X;, X;) = 1 if and only if
X, = 1 which occurs with probability % and therefore 271;3/2 > lged(xi,xi)=1 18
negligible in the limit as n — oo. Moreover,
Z 1gcd(xi,xj):1 =2 Z lng(XhXj)zl
1<i#j<n 1<i<j<n
and we can therefore concentrate on 1 <i < j <n.
Let us define a;; = 1geq(x;,x;)=1 for 1 <i < j <n. a;; have the same distribu-
tion and let a,, be the mean of ai3. Then, we have

1
(4.1) o = Elar] = Plged(X1, X2) = 1) = [] (1- 5 ).
” S pep< p)

as n — 0o. Define a;; := a;; — o, and W = Z(i fer aij, where the sum is taken
over the set I that is all the pairs of i,j € [n] and i < j. Therefore,
2

(4.2) op =Var(W)=E || > a => > Elasji.
()€l (i.d) (€.F)

Note that if the intersection of {i,j} and {k,¢} is empty, then a;; and ax, are
independent and E[a;;axe] = E[a;;]E[axe] = 0. The remaining two cases are either
{i,5} ={k, £} or |{3,5} N {k,£}| = 1. For the former, we have
(4.3) Elas;aij) = Elaf;] — af = Elay;] — o}, = an, — aj.
For the latter, assuming without loss of generality that i = k and j # ¢, we get
(4.4) E [dij&kg] =E [aijaw] — Ozi

=P (ged(X;, X;) = ged(Xy, Xp) =1) — aj,

2
:Bn_ana
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where 8, := P (ged (X, X;) = ged(Xi, X¢) = 1).

Let p be a prime number and X1, Xo, X5 be three i.i. d integer valued random
variables so that X; is divisible by p with probability 1 > Then, by inclusion-
exclusion principle,

. -~ 2 1
(4.5) P(ged(X1, X2) = ged(Xq, X3) = 1) = 1- = +— ).
: eean X = =T (1- 5+ )

It is easy to see that

(4.6) ﬁn—>H< 2+ pl)
peP
as m — 00.
We have (%) pairs that {i, j} = {k, ¢} and 3x2x (}) pairs that [{i, j}N{k, £} = 1.
(We pick three numbers from 1 to n. Then we pick one of them to be duplicated,
say ¢. Finally, we have two pairs as (4, j)(i, k) and (¢, k)(4,5)). Thus

(47) 72 = () a2y a2 () -

and we have

(4.8) a—>H< 1)—%,

peP

as n — oo.

Now, our goal is to use the general theorem for random dependency graphs to
prove that W = % Z(L fer a;j converges to a standard normal random variable.

We have a collection of dependent random variables (ai;)(;,j)er- We say a;; and
are are neighbors if they are dependent, i.e. {i,5} N {k, £} # 0.

Let N(i,j) = {neighbors of (,5)} U {(¢,5)}. Hence, N(i,5) has D = 2n — 5
elements. In addition, let Z be a standard normal random variable.

By a result of Baldi et al. [I], we have

(L9)  dry(W.Z) = sup [B(W < ) - B(Z < 1)

V20, D
Py Z Ela 1J|3 NG / Z Ela;|*.
n (4,5)€I (i,5)€l

Note that a;; is bounded by 1. Thus, using (1), we have
V20, D3/?

4.1 d 7)< =

(4.10) rv(W.2) (2) N 2

(2n)? - n? n 5(2n)3/2n

’ﬂ

IN

o o
< C
= pl/2’
where C' is a universal constant. O
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