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ON THE LEAST COMMON MULTIPLE OF RANDOM ¢-INTEGERS
CARLO SANNAT

ABSTRACT. For every positive integer n and for every « € [0, 1], let B(n, ) denote the prob-
abilistic model in which a random set A C {1,...,n} is constructed by picking independently
each element of {1,...,n} with probability a. Cilleruelo, Rué, Sarka, and Zumalacérregui
proved an almost sure asymptotic formula for the logarithm of the least common multiple of
the elements of A.

Let ¢ be an indeterminate and let [k], := 14+¢4+¢*+---+¢" ' € Z[g] be the g-analog of the
positive integer k. We determine the expected value and the variance of X := deg lcm([A]q),
where [A], := {[k], : k € A}. Then we prove an almost sure asymptotic formula for X, which
is a g-analog of the result of Cilleruelo et al.

1. INTRODUCTION

For every positive integer n and every « € [0, 1], let B(n,«) denote the probabilistic model
in which a random set A C {1,...,n} is constructed by picking independently each element
of {1,...,n} with probability . Cilleruelo, Rué, Sarka, and Zumalacérregui [7] studied the
least common multiple lem(.A) of the elements of A and proved the following result (see [1] for
a more precise version, and [3—06,9, 10] for other results of a similar flavor).

Theorem 1.1. Let A be a random set in B(n,«). Then, as an — +oo, we have

alog(l/a) .

log lem(A) ~ T o

)

with probability 1 — o(1), where the factor involving « is meant to be equal to 1 for a = 1.
Let ¢ be an indeterminate. The g-analog of a positive integer k is defined by
[Klg:==14q+q*+- +q" ' € Zlg).

The g-analogs of many other mathematical objects (factorial, binomial coefficients, hypergeo-
metric series, derivative, integral...) have been extensively studied, especially in Analysis and
Combinatorics [2,8]. For every set S of positive integers, let [S], := {[k]; : k € S}.

The aim of this paper is to study the least common multiple of the elements of [A], for a
random set A in B(n,«). Our main results are the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let A be a random set in B(n,«) and put X := deg lcm([.A]q). Then, for every
integer n > 2 and every o € [0, 1], we have

() E[X] = 3 ali(1-a)

9 2 2
= T n* + O(an(logn)?) ,

where Lig(2) := 332, 2 /k? is the dilogarithm and the factor involving o is meant to be equal
to 1 when o = 1. In particular,

3 Lis (1 —
~aLig( oz)'nz

E[X]NP 11—«

as n — +oo, uniformly for a € (0,1].
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Theorem 1.3. Let A be a random set in B(n,a) and put X := deglem([A],). Then there
exists a function v : (0,1) = RT such that, as an/((logn)?loglogn) — 400, we have

(2) V[X] = (v(a) +o(1)) n®.
Moreover, the upper bound
(3) V[X] < an?,

holds for every positive integer n and every o € [0,1].

As a consequence of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3, we obtain the following ¢-analog of
Theorem 1.1.
Theorem 1.4. Let A be a random set in B(n,«). Then, as an — +o0o, we have
3 alib(l—a) ,
dec1 ~ o 222 5
eglem([A]g) — T —a n°,

with probability 1 — o(1), where the factor involving « is meant to be equal to 1 for a = 1.

We remark that in Theorem 1.4 the condition an — -+o0o is necessary. Indeed, if an < C,
for some constant C' > 0, then

PA=2]=(1—-a)" > <1—%>n—>60

as n — +o00, and so no (nontrivial) asymptotic formula for deg lcm([.A]q) can hold with prob-
ability 1 — o(1).

2. NOTATION

We employ the Landau—Bachmann “Big Oh” and “little oh” notations O and o, as well
as the associated Vinogradov symbol <, with their usual meanings. Any dependence of the
implied constants is explicitly stated or indicated with subscripts. For real random variables
X and Y, we say that “X ~ Y with probability 1 — o(1)” if P[|X — Y| > ¢|Y|] = 0-(1) for
every ¢ > 0. We let (a,b) and [a, b] denote the greatest common divisor and the least common
multiple, respectively, of two integers a and b. As usual, we write ¢(n), u(n), 7(n), and o(n),
for the Euler totient function, the Mobius function, the number of divisors, and the sum of
divisors, of a positive integer n, respectively.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect some preliminary results needed in later arguments.

Lemma 3.1. We have
Z 7(m) < zlogx,

m<x

for every x > 2.
Proof. See, e.g., [11, Theorem 3.2]. O

1 log
> <
eres| T

€1, €
e, e2] >x b 2]

Lemma 3.2. We have

for every x > 2.
Proof. From Lemma 3.1 and partial summation, it follows that
T(m log x

T (m) _ log

m?2 x
m>x
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Let e := (e, e3) and e’l :=e;/e for i = 1,2. Then we have

Z e1esler, es] <Z Z ee 263 Z

lenea] >z >1 eleh,>x/e e>1  m>uz/e
1 log :L"/e logx 1 log =
< — —
o Ll o L e 1 loae
e<x/2 e>:c/2
as desired.

Let us define

O(x) := Z e(n) and P(ay,az;x):= Z w(ain) p(agn),

n<x n<x
for every x > 1 and for all positive integers a1, as.

Lemma 3.3. For every x > 2, we have
O(x) = % 22 + O(zlog ),
Proof. See, e.g., [11, Theorem 3.4].
Lemma 3.4. We have
(4) ®(ay,az;2) = Cy(ay, az) >+ O(U(alag) x2(logw)2),

for every x > 2, where

p(dr)p(dz)

) a1a2
(5) Cilanaz) === dl,dz:>1 dydydy/(a1,dy), da/(az, do)]

and the series is absolutely convergent.

Proof. From the identity ¢(n)/n =3_;, n(d)/d, it follows that

pla ):Z Zudlzu

n<x n<x dl\aln d2|a2n

(dy)

Z M ) #{n§$:d1|a1nandd2|a2n}

di <ajz

do < asw
(dy)

= ¥ Y (W””d,] o).
[d, d,} 2 172

where d := d;/(a;,d;) for i = 1,2. On the one hand, we have

Z dids < Z Z 6162 acilacf) (log -Z')2~

[d’ d’]< c|a1a2 e, ea <

On the other hand, thanks to Lemma 3.2, we have

o(ajas) logx
DI « o) BT,
616261,62 X

a1a2
claias [61, es] >z

Z T
o, dl,d
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which, in particular, implies that series (5) is absolutely convergent. Therefore, letting Cy(ay,ag) =
3C1(ay,a2)/(a1az), we obtain

w(ain) p(azn) 1 1
TS a0l Y L Nerof L
nep 720 4 @)> o 1211, 2] iy <o 1182
= Cy(ar,a2)z+ O <M (log a;)2> .
apaz
Now (4) follows easily from (6) by partial summation. O

Remark 3.1. The obvious bound ¢(m) < m yields C1(a1,a2) < ajas/3 (which is not so obvious
from (5)).

The following lemma is an easy inequality that will be useful later.
Lemma 3.5. It holds 1 — (1 — ) < kx, for all 2 € [0,1] and all integers k > 0.

Proof. The claim is (1 + (—))* > 1+ k(—x), which follows from Bernoulli’s inequality. O

4. PROOFS

Henceforth, let A be a random set in B(n, a), let [A], be its g-analog, and put L := lem ([A],)
and X := deg L. For every positive integer d, let us define

TA(d) = 1 ifd |k for some k € A;
AP0 otherwise.

The following lemma gives a formula for X in terms of 4 and the Euler function.
Lemma 4.1. We have
(7) X= 3 od)Iad)
1<d<n
Proof. For every positive integer k, it holds

[klq = -1 I ®a(0).

¢—1 |k
d>1

where ®4(q) is the dth cyclotomic polynomials. Since, as it is well known, every cyclotomic
polynomial is irreducible over Q, it follows that L is the product of the polynomials ®4(q)
such that d > 1 and d | k for some k € A. Finally, the equality deg(®4(¢)) = ¢(d) and the
definition of 4 yield (7). O

Let B :=1 — a. The next lemma provides two expected values involving I 4.
Lemma 4.2. For all positive integers d,dy,ds, we have
(8) E[l4(d)] =1 - "™
and
E[IA(dl)IA(d2)] =1 - gln/dil _ gln/dz] | gln/di]+n/dz]=|n/ld1,da]]

Proof. On the one hand, by the definition of I 4, we have

E[Ia(d)] =PEke A:d|k]=1-P| A (dm¢A)|=1-p"",
m< |n/d|
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which is (8). On the other hand, by linearity of the expectation and by (8), we have
E[14(d1)1a(d2)] = E[Ia(d1) + La(d2) = 1+ (1 — La(dr)) (1 — La(d2))]
=E[L4(d1)] +E[La(d2)] =1+ E[(1 — La(d1)) (1 — La(d2))]
= 1 ) gL B[(1 L) (1 L),
where the last expected value can be computed as

E[(1 - Ia(d1)) (1 - Ta(ds))] = P[vk € A: dy tk and da 1 k]

=P| A (k¢ A)| =plr/dlrin/dl=ln/ldndl]

k<n
di|korda|k

and second claim follows. O
We are ready to compute the expected value of X.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, it follows that
(9) EX]= 3 @@E[Ia@d]= > e@(1-s"Y).
1<d<n 1<d<n

Moreover, since |n/d| = j if and only if n/(j + 1) < d < n/j, we get that

(10) de@@-py=>"a-p) > e

d<n Jj<n n/(j+1) <d<n/j
-y u-m(e(3)-o(5))
./
e o(5)
_ % .aézn% .n2+0<a];?10g<?>)
= 3 oMU ey o an(logn)?),

where we used Lemma 3.3. Putting together (9) and (10), and noting that, by Lemma 3.5,
the addend of (10) corresponding to d = 1 is 1 — " = O(an), we get (1). The proof is
complete. n

Now we consider the variance of X.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, it follows that
(11) V[X] =E[X?] - E[X]?

= > eld)o(da) (E[La(dr) La(dy)] — E[La(d)] E[La(d2)])

1<dyda<n
= Z o(dr) (dp) gl/dltIn/dal=n/ldrdal) (1 gln/ldrdally,
1<dy,da<n

Let us define

1
V(o) = — Z o(dy) p(ds) 5[”/d1J+Ln/dzJ—L”/[dl,dz]J (1 _ 5[”/[d1,d2]J).

di,d2 <n
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Clearly, we have

viXl o % > wd) (1 - gl < % Sdx

d<n d<n

1

’rL‘

Hence, in order to prove (2), it sufficies to show that V,,(«a) = v(a) + o(1).
Let d := (dy,ds) and a; := d;/d for i = 1,2. Then, for all positive integers jo, j1,j2, an easy
computation shows that the equalities

A T A

pl(a’7j)n <d < pQ(aaj)na

( ,) < 1 1 1 >
a,j) = max - ) - ) ;
"1 a1+ 1) az(ja + 1) araz(js + 1)

oy e L)

.9 ) .
aijir a2j)2 a1a273

are equivalent to

where

and

Therefore, letting
Sy = {(a,j) €N’ : (a1,a2) =1, Id € Ns.t. py(a,j)n < d < ps(a,j)n}
and

. 1
S(a,jin) = > #lard) p(azd),
pi(a,j)n<d<pa(a,j)n

we have

V(@) = Z 5]’14—]’2—]’3(1 _ /8]3) S(a,j;n).

(a,j) €Sn
Now let us define
(12) vi@)i= Y FETE(1 - 55) D(a, ),
(a,j) € Seo
where
- U S = {(a,j) eN’: (a1,a2) =1, p1(a,j) < pg(a,j)}
m>1
and

D(a,j) = Ci(a1,a2)(pa2(a, §)° — pi(a, §)%).
The convergence of series (12) follows easily from Remark 3.1, ps(a,j) < 1/(ajazjs), and the
fact that min(j1,72) > js for all (a,j) € S
Thanks to Lemma 3.4, for each (a,j) € S,, we have

. . ) logn)?
S(a.dsn) = D(a.d) +0(olaar) pa(a g FEL ).
Consequently, we get that
1 2

(13) Vala) = via) = £ + 0(22 loer) ) |
where

Y= Z 5]'1-1—]'2—]’3(1 _ 5]3) D(a,j)

(@,5) € Soc\Sn

and

Y 1= Z ﬁjri-jz—ja(l _ ﬁjs) o(araz) p2(a,j)2.

(a7.7)€Sn
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If (a,j) € Sw then, as we already noticed, min(j;, j2) > js3 and, moreover,

. a1 ) C
‘j2 <a1<'72‘+ and “71 <ag<]1.+ .
Jz+1 J3 Jz+1 J3

Hence, we have

5]’14-]’2-]’3(1 _ 5]’3) 1— 5]3 i1t 1

(14) Y arazj? <> 3 2 e 2 aias
(a,5) € Soo 3 js>1 73 j1,G2>7s j2/(G3+1) < a1 < (ja+1)/43
J1/(Js+1) < a2 < (j1+1)/73

<Y = 5” S gt = % L

Jjz=>1 J1,J2 273 j=>1 J
1 11 1 log(1/a) +1
< - - T g S L
J ot a
i<l/a i>1/a

where we used the inequality 1 — 37 < «j, which follows from Lemma 3.5.
If (a,j) € Sxc \ Sn then (pa(a,j) — pi(a,j))n < 1 and consequently, also by Remark 3.1,

2
aiazp; - 1
— ‘2 )
n a1a233mn

(15)  D(a,j) < araz(p3 — p7) = araz(pi + p1p2 + p3) (p2 — p1) <

where, for brevity, we wrote p; := p;(a,j) for i =1,2.
On the one hand, from (14) and (15) it follows that

log(1 1
ox(1fa) +1 _
an
as an/((logn)?loglogn)) — 400 (actually, an/logn — +oco is sufficient). On the other hand,

from (14) and the inequality o(m) < mloglogm (see, e.g., [l 1, Theorem 5.7]) it follows that
Ji+j2—33(1 — I3
a7 5 < Z Bin (1—p%) o(araz) < (log(1/a) 4+ 1) loglogn _ o<( n >

ajagj? aias o log n)?

(16) ¥ <

(a,j) €Sn

as an/((logn)®loglogn) — +oc.

At this point, putting together (13), (16), and (17), we obtain V,,(a) = v(a) + o(1). The
proof of (2) is complete.

It remains only to prove the upper bound (3). From (11) it follows that

V[X] < Z o(dy) (ds) 5[”/d1J+Ln/dzJ—L”/[dl,dz}J (1 _ 5[”/[d1,d2U)

[d17d2}<n
an
< < 1
< Y didy- ddy O > (didy)<ond d Y
[di,d2] <n [di,d2] <n d<n ajaz<n/d

=an Z d Z ) < an? Z log( > = an? (nlogn — log(n!)) < an?,

d<n m<n/d

where we used Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.1, and the bound n! > (n/e)™. Thus (3) is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Chebyshev’s inequality, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3, we have

VX an’ 1
P[|X — E[X]| > eE[X]] < (gE{X})Q < an)? < g = 0:(1),

as an — +o00. Hence, using again Theorem 1.2, we get
3 aliy(l—a) ,

.n,

XN
72 11—«

with probability 1 — o(1), as an — +oc. O
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