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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 rate of convergence to the normal
distribution for the central limit theorem. Some generalizations are provided.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X1,...,X, be the random variables uniformly distributed on {1,2...,n}.

It is well known that
1 6
(11) ﬁ Z 1gcd(Xi,Xj):E — 7T2—£2’ x= N,
1<i,j<n

in probability as n — oo.

The intuition is the following. If the law of large numbers holds, the limit
is P(ged(X1,X2) = ¢). Let X1,Xs € C; := {¢n : n € N} that happens with
probability e% as n — 0o. Observe that

(1.2) {ged(X1, Xo) = £} = { X1, Xz € Cp, ged(X1 /4, X2/t) = 1},

where {X1, X2 € Cp} and {ged(X1/¢, X2/¢) = 1} are asymptotically independent.
Therefore, we get (L) by noticing that >,°; & = %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 % as n goes to
infinity. Hence, we get an alternative formula,

1 1 1 6
(1.3) 3 Z Lgcd(x:,x;)=1 = H (1 - F) RO

1<4,5<n peEP

in probability as n — oo, where ((-) is the Riemann zeta function and throughout
this paper P denotes the set of all the prime numbers in an increasing order.

The fact that P(ged(X;, X;) = 1) — % was first proved by Cesaro [1]. The
identity relating the product over primes to ¢(2) in (L3) is an example of an Euler
product, and the evaluation of ((2) as 72 /6 is the Basel problem, solved by Leonhard
Euler in 1735. For a discussion on the probability of two numbers being coprime is
%, we also refer to Theorem 332 in Hardy and Wright [I0]. For further details and
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properties of the distributions, moments and asymptotic for the greatest common
divisors, we refer to Cesaro [2], [3], Cohen [4], Diaconis and Erdés [6] and Ferndandez
and Ferndndez [8], [9].

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.
large deviations. The central limit theorem was recently obtained in Ferndndez and
Ferndndez [8] and the possibility of the rate of convergence to normality was also
mentioned there. We will provide the rate of convergence to normal distribution.
The main contribution of our paper is the large deviations result and the proofs are
considerably more involved.

For the readers who are interested in the probabilistic methods in number theory,
we refer to the books by Elliott [7] and Tenenbaum [12].

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section Bl 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 empirical density. The proofs
for large deviation principle are given in Section Bl and the proofs for the central
limit theorem are given in Section [l

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Central Limit Theorem. In this section, we will show a central limit the-
orem and obtain the rate of convergence to the normal distribution. The method
we will use is based on a Stein’s method result for central limit theorems, that is,
Theorem 3.6. in Ross [I1]. Before we proceed, for any two random variables W, Z,
let us define the Wasserstein distance dy as

(2.1) a5 (W, Z) = sup ] [ 1@iute) ~ [ avte)

heH

)

where 1 and v are the probability laws of W and Z, and
(2.2) Hi={h:R =R, [h(z) = h(y)] <|z-y[}.

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

(2.3) d Z1gi,jgn Lgcd(x:,x;)=¢ — ”2% 7 Cy
. w 20’”3/2 ) = n1/2 )

where Cy > 0 is a constant that depends only on ¢ such that Cy = 0(65/2) as f — oo
and

1 2 1 36
2. _
@4 7wl (1_P+ﬁ) s

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

1
(2.5) Pl > lpaxix)—t €A, asn— oo,
1<i,j<n
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Indeed, later we will see that,

1
(2.6) P — Z 1gcd(Xi,Xj):£€A :e_nH(A)-i-o(n)7 ¢ eN,
n

1<i,j<n

where H(A) =0if 5% € Aand H(A) > 0if -5 ¢ A, i.e. this probability decays
exponentially fast as n — oo if the empirical mean deviates aways from the ergodic
mean. This phenomenon is called large deviations in probability theory.

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,

. | . 1 .

(2.7) zlen,£0 I(z) < hnrgloréf - log P,(A) < hglﬁsolip - log P, (A) < ;relle(x)
Here, A° is the interior of A and A is its closure. We refer to Dembo and Zeitouni
[5] or Varadhan [13] for general background of large deviations and the applications.

For the moment, let us concentrate on the case in which we consider the number
of coprime pairs. Before we state our main result, let us introduce some notations
and definitions first. Let S := (s;);en 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

(2.8) v (0,8]) = 7T = s5)(1 = s)™,

i=1 j=1

where b = 0.b1b2 . . . is the binary expansion of b. As for the binary expansion of b, we
always take the finite expansion, whenever there are more than one representation.
However, that does not have any effect on our problem, since the set of such numbers
is countable and has measure zero under vy, for any k € N.

Now, if we draw a random variable U* according to the measure V,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 v be its weak limit. For example, if s; = %, fori € N,
then v is simply the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. Let (p;);en be the members of P
in the increasing order. From now on, we work with vy and v, for which the s; is

1

p—i, or

(2.9) v=vF, where P := (l> .
Pi/ ien
In addition, for a € [0,1] and i € N, we define
(2.10) Xi(a) = the ith digit in the binary expansion of a.
We also define f : [0,1]> — {0,1}, for k € N, as follows
(2.11) flz1,x0) :=1— I%%XXi(xl)Xi(@)-

In other words, f(x1,x2) is 1 if 21 and z2 do not share a common 1 at the same
place in their binary expansions and f is 0 otherwise. Now, we are ready to state
our main result.
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Theorem 2. Recall that random wvariables X;, ..., X, are distributed uniformly
on {1,2...,n}. The probability measures P (711—2 D o< j<n Lged(x;,x;)=1 € ) satisfy

a large deviation principle with rate function

. du
2.12 I(x) = inf / log (—) du,
(2.12) (@) S0z Fn,m2)u(der)p(dez)=z J{o 1] dv

where v and f are defined in 29) and (Z11)), respectively.

Let us get some intuition with ([212]), before we see our next result. For X € N
and p € P, the indicator 1, x is 1 if p divides X, and 0 otherwise. We let a € [0, 1]
be a number such that x;(a) = 1,,|x, where p; is the 7th prime in P and 7 € N. In
other words, the ith digit in the binary expansion of a shows whether X is divisible
by p; or not. We also define

(2.13) P:N—=[0,1] as ¥(X):=a.

Now, for integers X, Y € N, ged(X,Y) is 1 if and only if, for every p € P, p does
not divide both X and Y. So, comparing this with the definition ZII)) of f, we
get

(2.14) FX),0(Y) = Lgearx,yy=1-

Therefore, our problem is to show large deviation principle for probability mea-
sures

(2.15) Pl 3 Fwwe) e |,

1<i,j<n

where X, for 1 < ¢ < n, are distributed uniformly on {1,2...,n}. We note that,
for p, ¢ € P and as n goes to infinity, the probabilities for the events {p| X1}, {¢| X1}
and {pq| X1} approach to %, % and p—lq, respectively. Hence, as n goes to infinity,
the underlying measure of ¥(X7) looks more like v. Although this is not precise,
for large n, ¥(X1) -9 (X,) are n ii.d. random variables with measure v. Thus,
our hope is to use Sanov’s theorem to obtain large deviation principle for random
variables 1(X;), and then, we use the contraction principle with the map f to get
the rate function ([2.12]).

There are a few issues on our way that need to be addressed, e.g. ¥(X;) , for
1 < i < n, are not distributed as v and the mapping f is not continuous at any
point (to apply the contraction principle, the mapping is usually assumed to be
continuous). We will come back to these obstacles in the proof section along with
the statement of Sanov’s theorem and the contraction principle.

We can also consider the following large deviation problem,

1

(2.16) Pl Y lgeax.x,)—t €
M <ig<n

Write

(2.17) [:q'flqu---qg{n,

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

(218) qiyl oo q;zlnmp(lll . .pgk7
where «; and «; are non-negative integers. Any number on [0, 1] can be written as

(2.19) 0v172 - - YmQ1g - o - -+

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 qiiH, then v; = 1. Finally, if it is divisible by
qfﬁl, 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

em (1) (1) (2 ()

where
1— =+ if y; =

(2.21) g(qi) = q%—qa% ifvi=1, 1<i<m.
e if y; =2

Let v be the weak limit of v;. We get the following result. The proofs are similar
to that of Theorem [2] and are omitted here.

Theorem 3. For{ > 1, the probability measures P (% Zlgz‘,jgn Lgeax; x;)=¢ € )
satisfy a large deviation principle with rate function

. du
2.22 Li(z) = inf / log (—) du,
( ) (=) STio,1p2 fe(zr,m2)p(dzr)p(dez)== J[o,1] dv

where fo(x1,22) = 1 if 1 and xo do not share a 2 in their first m digits or a
common 1 in the rest of the expansion, and none of them have any 0 in their first
m digits. Otherwise, fo(x1,22) =0.

Remark 4. It is interesting to observe that 71'_62 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.

1 — 1 6
(223) E Zl 1X¢ is square-free —7 H (1 - P) = ﬁ,-

peEP

in probability as n — co. The central limit theorem is standard,

7'1_ 1y, 1S square-free — Sn 6 36
(2.24) 2oz 1 b sarepee 5,y (g 6 36)
Vn w2 ot

in distribution asn — oo. The large deviation principle also holds with rate function

(2.25) I(z) := zlog (#) +(1—z)log (%) .
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Remark 5. 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 1
(2.26) — > Lgeaxoxiy=1 = [ [ (1 - ﬁ) =
1<41,..,iqg<n pEP
in probability as n — oo. There are d*n(n —1)---(n — (2d — 2)) pairs (i1, ..., iq)
and (ji,-..,Ja) so that |{i1,...,ia} N {j1,...,Ja}| = 1. It is also easy to see that
2 1
(2.27) P(ged(Xy, ..., Xa) = ged(Xa, ..., X2a—1) =1) = [] (1 -t W) .
peEP

Therefore, we have the central limit theorem.

1 1
e el Y e T (1)

T i<y g pEP 4

2 1 1\?
=N {0,]] 1——+—>—||(1——> ,
( pd p2d71 P pd

pEP

in distribution as n — oo. We also have that P(% D <irig<n Locd(x;, X, )=1 €
-) satisfies a large deviation principle with the rate function

dp
2.29 I(x) = inf / log (—) du,
( ) (=) I Jioga F@rae,.xa)p(de) - p(dea)== Jo,1] dv
where v is the same as in Theorem [ and
(2.30)

1 ifxy,...,xq do not share a common 1 in their binary expansions

0 otherwise

f(xl,...,:zrd)—{

3. PROOFS OF LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE

The proof is the discussion that follows Theorem[l In order to make that precise,
we need to prove a series of lemmas and theorems of superexponential estimates.
It is also worth mentioning that the proof of Theorem [3] is very close to that of
Theorem [2] and we skip it.

Let us give the definitions of Yy,, S(k1, k2), X;, and f’p that will be used repeatedly
throughout this section.

Definition 6. For any prime number p, we define

(3.1) Y, .= #{1 <i<n:X; is divisible by p}.
Definition 7. For any ki,ks € N, let us define

(3.2) S(k1,k2) :={p€P: ki <p <k}

Definition 8. We define i.i.d. N valued random variables X; such that P(X; is divisible by p) =
% for any p € P, p < n, and P(X; is divisible by p) =0 for any p € P, p > n, and

the events {X; divisible by p} and {X; divisible by ¢} are independent for distinct

p,q €P, p,qg<n. We define Yp as Y, := #{1 <i < n: X, is divisible by p}.
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Lemma 9. Let Y be a Binomial random variable distributed as B(a,n). For any
A>0, let Ay i=er. If2aX? <1 and a < %, then, for sufficiently large n,

1 5 log 4 1
(3.3) ~ logE [e%ﬂ < a2yt 4 losdnt D)

n n
Proof. By the definition of Binomial distribution,

o) B[] =3 (T)at - apie¥

=0

0<i<n

, N
<(n+1) max (n) a'(1 - a)"_zexn .
i

Using Stirling’s formula, for any n € N,

n! e
3.5 1< < :
(3:5) “ V2mn(n/e)r T /2w
Therefore, we have (7) < 4e"#(/™) where H(z) := —zlogz — (1 — z)log(1 — z),
0 < x < 1. Hence,
(3.6)

1 ~
—logE {eﬁyz}
n

. . ) L\ 2
< )y L (1) 4 Lot (1 st - ()]
n 0<i<n njoon ! "

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

it is sufficient to look at

(3.8) () = log (%) —log (%) + 22

The assumptions 2a\? < 1 and a < % implies that
« 2a)\?
N <2002 < —1
1—a L= =7 9002

Since logarithm is an increasing function, (8.8) and [B.9) imply that f’'(z) < 0 for
any r > 204)\%. Therefore, the maximum of f is attained at some x < 204)\%.
In addition, since log(—%) is increasing in z, the maximum of

(3.9)

1—2x
(3.10) g(x) := H(z) + zlog(a) + (1 — ) log(1l — )
is achieved at z = «, which is g(a) = 0. Hence,
_ < 2 212
(3.11) Orggglf(:v) o max fx) <0+ Az” < A(2aX))7,
which concludes the proof. O

Theorem 10. 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)
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Therefore, we have the following supererponential estimate,

1 .
(3.13) lim sup lim sup — log IP Z Yf > n?e | = —oc.

n
k—o0 n— 00 peS(k,n)

Proof. Note that Y, = #{1 <i<mn: X; is divisible by p}. And whether X; is
divisible by p is independent from X; being divisible by ¢ for distinct primes p and
q. In other words, Yp are independent for distinct primes p € P. By Chebyshev’s
inequality, for any A > 0,

1 - 1 _
(3.14) —logP Z Yp2 >ne| < —Xe+ —logE [e% 2 pesthn) sz}
" peshn) "
1 A2
==\ — |: ﬁYpi| .
€+ - Z logE |e
pES(k,n)

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

(3.15) 1 > logE[e%?ﬂS > MHA(%)QM{

peS(k,n) peS(k,n)

Prime number theorem states that

Lo m@)

where 7(z) denotes the number of primes less than x. Therefore, |k < p < n,p €
P| < lfg"n for sufficiently large n. Together with (315, for sufficiently large n, we
get

1 % 2n log4 1 1
(3.17) ElogE en Shepsnper Vo | < 21 198 (Z+ )+4)\)\411 Z L

= 2
logn k<p<n,peP
1
4
<3HND
>k
!
< 34 4A)] T
Plugging B.I7) into B.I4]), we get
1 <o 9 4N
(3.18) ~logPP > V>nte < —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 ~ 1
. —lo > en <3- Me + 3¢
(3.19) log P >y 2] <3 S
" k<p<n,peP
<4- log(k) €,
- 8
which yields the desired result. O

Lemma 11. Given sufficiently large ki, ke € N, for any sufficiently large n,
1 log(k

(3.20) ~logP > Y7 >en?| <dlogloghs +4 — %e.

S (ki ,kz)
Proof. First, observe that ZpES(kl,k%) Y7 (resp. 2 peS (ki ks) f’p2) only depends on
the events {X; € E,, . ,,} (vesp. {X; € Ep, . p,}), where i,¢ € {1,2,...,n} and
{p1,...,pe} C S(k1,k2) and
(3.21) Ep .. po:={t€{1,2,...,n}|Prime(¢) N S(k1, k2) = {p1,....pe}},
where Prime(z) := {¢g € P : z is divisible by ¢}. We will show that the following
uniform upper bound holds,
]P)()fl € Epl,---,pe)
]P)(Xl € E;Dl ----- Pe)

Before we proceed, let us show that ([3:22) and Theorem [I0 implies B20). Since
X,;’s are independent and X;’s are independent,

.....

(322) < 64 log log ]CQ'

.....

1 ¢

(323) < [e4log10gk2]n7

where {p},...,pi} C S(ki,ks) for 1 < i < n. Recall that Zpes(khb)}/f (resp.

2 peS (ki ka) Y,?) only depends on the events {X; € E,, __,,} (resp. {Xi € By, p,})-
Therefore,

(3.24)

1 2 2 1 2 2
Elog]P’ Z Y, >n’e §410g10gk2+glog]P’ Z Y, >ne
pGS(kl,k2) pes(kl,kz)

log(k
<4loglogks +4 — %e,

where we used Theorem [I0] at the last step. Now, let us prove [B:22)). First, let us
give an upper bound for the numerator, that is,

1 -
3.25 P(X1 € Ep,...p,) = —#|Ep, ... < < :
( ) ( 1 P1, Pe) n | P1 :Dz| n pL-epe

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
R
q€{p1,..,pe} = q€S(k1,k2)\{p1,...,pe}
1 1
> - 1—Z=
> TG I ()
q€{p1,--,pe} ~ q€S(k1,k2)
> 16*2 2 e (ke ko) %7
q€{p1,...,pe} q

where we used the inequality that 1 — z > =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 sufficiently
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 12. 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
plj and independent of each other. Now, define

(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(?)) ;

%
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).
| _ L

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 . 1 1
(3.37) n—mpip2---Pr <1- mpip2--Pe 1
n (m+1)p1---pe m+1

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 Y. — }N/qQ > n’e
q€S(k1,k2)

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

— i (#ls ) = 1) 2 ).

2

Notice that #{i|g(X;, X;) = 1} = S0, 1,(x, %,)=1 is the sum of iid. indica-
tor functions and p(g(X1, X1) = 1) < L. Hence, by Chebychev’s inequality, by
choosing # = logm > 0, we have

(3.41) wl #ilg(Xi, X)) =1} = n-—
2ks
<E |:6919(X1’)_(1)ZI:| " eienﬁ
0 n
< (e_ + 1) e ez
m

< 2ne—(logm)nﬁ

which yields the desired result. O

Theorem 13. For any ¢ > 0, we have the following superexponential estimates,

3.42 lim sup lim su l logP Y2 > n? | = —c.
( p p — log p
n

k—o0 n— oo a€S (k)

Proof. Let us write
B4y > Y= X YE 3 W+ 3 ¥
qeS(k,n) qeS(k,My) q€S(M1,M>) qeS(Mz,n)

120 120

where M7 := [loglogn] = and My := [logn] < . By Lemma [I] for the second and
third terms in [43), we have

1 n2e
44 —~1 2> —
(3.44) - ogP Z Y:> 3
q€S(M1,M>)
log M €
8 3
120 12

= 41og (log ([logn] **) ) +4 - 5 log ([log(log(n))] **)

12
=4log (log (—O> + loglogn> +4 — 5logloglogn
€

< 4loglog Ms + 4 —

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

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

In addition, for the first term in ([B.43]), by Lemma [I2] we get

2 €

1 -
3.46) —logu Y2 — Y2 > ne <log2 — log My,
1 4 6 12M
" q€S(k,My) q€S(k,M1) 1
where
(3.47) Myi=— "
HqGS(k,Ml) q
S _n
> MlMl

120 12
€

= exp {log(n) (loglogn) %" log log log n} .

By Theorem [I0]

1 2
(3.48) ~logP ooV —|<-
pES(k?,Ml)

Combining (3:44), (3439), (B.46), B.417) and (B4A]), we get the desired result. O

Finally, we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[2. We let U;, for 1 < ¢ < n, be i.i.d. random variables chosen
from measure v as in ([Z9). In addition, we define UF, for k € N, as the restriction
of U; to its first k digits, i.e.

x;(Ui) ifj<k
3.49 (UF) = 7
(3.49) G (UF) {0 Lo
where x is defined in (2I0).
Let L,, LF be the empirical measures of U;, UF, i.e.

(3.50) L) i= 3 b (a),
and
(3.51) LE(z) = %251]5 (z).

In large deviations theory, Sanov’s theorem (see e.g. Dembo and Zeitouni [5])
says that, for a sequence of i.i.d. random variables X1, X5, ..., X,, taking values
in a Polish space X with common distribution « € M(X), the space of prob-
ability measures on X equipped with weak topology, the probability measures
]P)(% >" ,dx, € -) induced by the empirical measures %E?:l 0x, satisfy a large
deviation principle with rate function I(3) given by

g, dB

(3.52) I(B) = o log Ea(dx),
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if < aand 2|log 22| € L'(a) and I(8) = +oo otherwise.

Therefore, by Sanov’s theorem, P(L,, € -) satisfies a large deviation principle
on M][0,1], the space of probability measures on [0,1], equipped with the weak
topology and the rate function

f[O,l]log( )dﬂ 1fu<<1/and|1ogdu|€L1( )

+00 otherwise

(3.53) I(p) = {

We define fy, : [0,1]*> — {0,1}, for k € N, and redefine f from (ZII]) as follows
(3.54)

fe(wr,20) =1 — Joax, Xi(71)xi(w2), and f(zy,22):=1- I%%sz'(xl)xz'(xz)-

In other words, f is 1 if 21 and z2 do not share a common 1 at the same place in
their binary expansions and f is 0 otherwise. Similar interpretation holds for fi.
Clearly, fi > f and limg_ o0 fi(z1,22) = f(21,22). Again, let v be the probability
measure on [0, 1] such that for a random variable z with measure v, x;(x) are i.i.d.
Bernoulli random variables with parameters i, where p; is the ith smallest prime
number.

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

(3.55) Ao = {z € [0,1][xi(a) = xi(®), 1 <i <k}
Let Fy,(u ffo 12 fe(x1, xo)dp(zr )du(xs) and F(u) := ff[071]2 flxy, x2)dp(zr)du(xs).
We have
(3.56) Fe(p) = Y fulon B)u(Aa)u(Ag).
a,Beak

Hence the map p — Fj(p) is continuous, i.e. for p, — p in the weak topology,
Fr(un) — Fr(p). In large deviations theory, the contraction principle (see e.g.
Dembo and Zeitouni [5]) says that if P, satisfies a large deviation principle on a
Polish space X with rate function I(-) and F' is a continuous mapping from X to
another Polish space Y, then P,, ' ~! satisfies a large deviation principle on Y with
a rate function J(-) given by J(y) = inf . p(z)—y I(z).

Therefore, by the contraction principle, P(L, 0 F, 1 ¢ ) satisfies a large deviation
principle with good rate function

du
(3.57) 10 (z) = inf / log ( ) d.
STio,1p2 fr(@1,@2)dp(z1)dp(za)== Jo,1] dv

Moreover, in Theorem [I0] we proved that

k—o0 n—o0o

(3.58) hmsuphmsup log P (//[0 . (fx — f)dLn(2)dL,(y) > 6)

for any 6 > 0. In other words, the family {L, o F; '} are exponentially good
approximation of {L, o F~'}, see Definition 4.2.14 in Dembo and Zeitouni [5].
Now, by Theorem 4.2.16 in Dembo and Zeitouni [5], P(L, o F~! € -) satisfies a
weak large deviation principle (for the definition of weak large deviation principle,
we refer to page 7 of Dembo and Zeitouni [5]) with the rate function

(3.59) Ii(z) = supliminf inf % (w).

§>0 k—oo Jw—z|<6
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Since the interval [0, 1] is compact, P(L,, o F~! € -) satisfies the full large deviation
principle with good rate function I; (x) as above and it is easy to check that

du
3.60 I(x) = inf / log( )du
( ) 1) SJio 2 flzr,z2)p(da)p(dee)=2 J{o 1] dv

For any p € P, let us recall that Y, =37 | 1,x,, Y,=3", 1, %,, and for any
ki,ke €N, S(kl,kz) = {p eP ki<p< kz}
By Theorem [I0, we have

1
(3.61) hmsuphmsup logIP’ — Z 1gcd(X£c1le_c):1_1gcd()2i1)2j):126

k—o00 n— 00 1<ij<n

1
—hmsuphmsup log P 3 Z Z Pl Xipl %, 2 €

k—oo n—oo 1<6,j<n peS(k,n)
1 -2
< lim sup lim sup — log]P’ — Z Y, > ¢
k—oo mn—oo N peS(hn)
= —00.
. . 1
Next, notice that the difference between P(57 3, i<, Lyca(xs, xky=1 € -) and

P(% > 1<ij<n lged(%k,x8)=1 € °) is superexponentially small by Lemma Fi-
nally, by Theorem [I3]

(3.62)
1
hlrcnsuphrri)sup log P 3 Z 1gcd(X§,X]’?):1_1gcd(Xi,Xj):126 = —o0.
—r 00 n oo

1<i,j<n
This implies that
(3.63)

1
— inf L(x )<11m1nf—10g]P’ o) Z lgea(x;,x,)=1 € A

z€A° n—oco n -
1<i,j<n

1
< hmsup logP | — Z Lged(x,,x;)=1 € A | < —inf I1(x).
n—00 n 1<ij<n z€A

4. PROOFS OF CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

Proof of Theorem [l Here, we prove our result for £ = 1. The proof for £ > 1 is the
same that is skipped.

Instead of summing over 1 < 4,5 < n, we only need to consider 1 < i # j < n.
The reason is because if i = j, then ged(X;, X;) = 1 if and only if X; = 1 which
occurs with probability % and therefore 271%/2 Py Tged(x;,x;)=1 is negligible in the
limit as n — co. Moreover,

(4.1) Z lgcd(xi,x)=1 =2 Z Tocd(xi,x;)

1<i#j<n 1<i<j<n



16 BEHZAD MEHRDAD AND LINGJIONG ZHU

and we can therefore concentrate on 1 < i < j < n.

Let us define a;; = lgeq(x,,x;)=1 for 1 <i < j <n. a;; have the same distribu-

tion and let «,, be the mean of a15. Then, we have
1
(4.2) ay, = Elaje] = P(ged(X1,X2) =1) — H <1 _ F) 7
peEP

as n — 0o. Define a@;; := a;5 — a, and W = Z(i Del
over the set I that is all the pairs of i, j € [n] and ¢ < j. Therefore,

(4.3) of =Var(W)=E || > ai > Elaijd.

(i.5)el (4.7 (£,k)

@i;, where the sum is taken

2

Note that if the intersection of {7,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

(44) E[(Nludl]] = E[afj] — 04721 = E[aij] — 04721 = O0p — ai.

For the latter, assuming without loss of generality that i = k and j # ¢, we get

(4.5) E [asjare] = E [aijaie] — aj)
=P (ged(Xi, X;) = ged(Xi, Xo) = 1) — a2
= ﬁn - 041217

where 3, =P (ged(X;, X;) = ged(X,, X¢) = 1).

Let p be a prime number and Xl, Xg, X5 be defined as before, that is, three i.i.d.
integer valued random variables so that X, is divisible by p < n with probability
%. Then, by inclusion-exclusion principle, it is easy to see that

. . S 5 5 2 1
(4.6) lim B, = lim P(ged(X1, X») = ged(Xy, X3) = 1) = 1T <1 - F) .
pEP
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)(¢, k) and (4, k)(4,7)). Thus

@) 7t = ()= 432 ()8 - )

and we have

2 2 1 36
(4.8) In _, (1——+—>——,
n3 pg) pz | p3 v
as n — 0o.
Now, our goal is to use the general theorem for random dependency graphs to
prove that W = o% Z(i7 jer @ij converges to a standard normal random variable.
We have a collection of dependent random variables (@i;)(,j)er- We say a;; and
ake are neighbors if they are dependent, i.e. {i,5} N {k, ¢} # 0.
Let N(i,j) = {neighbors of (,5)} U {(¢,7)}. Hence, N(i,j) has D = 2n — 5
elements. In addition, let Z be a standard normal random variable.



LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EMPIRICAL DENSITY OF GREATEST COMMON DIVISORS 17

By Theorem 3.6. of Ross [I1], we have

D? . V28 D3/? N
(4.9) dw (W, Z) < Py Z Ela;|* + Vr o Z Ela;;[*.
™ (i,g)eT n (i,5)el

Note that |a;;| is bounded by 1. Thus, using [@.7), we have

D? /n \/%Dg’/2 n
4.10 dw(W, 7)) < — -
Y

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

< 5

ST T

C

=iz

where C'is a universal constant. For the general £ € N, dy (W, Z) < n€f2 Note that
limn — oofl—% = O(¢3) as £ — oo and also note that E|a;;|> < E|a;;| = O(£~2) as
¢ — co. Therefore, Cy = O(£°/2) as £ — co. O
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