
DECOMPOSING A FACTORIAL INTO LARGE FACTORS

TERENCE TAO

ABSTRACT. Let 𝑡(𝑁) denote the largest number such that 𝑁! can be expressed as the product
of 𝑁 numbers greater than or equal to 𝑡(𝑁). The bound 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 = 1∕𝑒− 𝑜(1) was apparently
established in unpublished work of Erdős, Selfridge, and Straus; but the proof is lost. Here we
obtain the more precise asymptotic bounds

1
𝑒
−

𝑂(1)
log𝑁

≤ 𝑡(𝑁)
𝑁

≤ 1
𝑒
−

𝑐0 + 𝑜(1)
log𝑁

for an explicit constant 𝑐0 ≈ 0.3044, answering a question of Erdős and Graham. Our methods
are elementary, aside from the use of the prime number theorem (with classical error term).
Using an effective version of the upper bound argument, we also show that 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 < 1∕𝑒 for
𝑁 ≠ 1, 2, 4, answering a question of Guy and Selfridge.

1. INTRODUCTION

For any natural number 𝑁 , let 𝑡(𝑁) be the largest quantity such that one can express the
factorial 𝑁! as a product

𝑁! = 𝑎1 … 𝑎𝑁 (1.1)
of 𝑁 factors 𝑎1,… , 𝑎𝑁 that are each greater than or equal to 𝑡(𝑁). The first few elements of
this sequence are

1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 3, 3, 3, 3, 3, 4,…
and the values of 𝑡(𝑁) for 𝑁 ≤ 79 may be found at OEIS A034258. From the obvious lower
bound

𝑎1 … 𝑎𝑁 ≥ 𝑡(𝑁)𝑁 (1.2)
and Stirling’s formula (1.10) we obtain the trivial upper bound

𝑡(𝑁)
𝑁

≤ (𝑁!)1∕𝑁

𝑁
= 1

𝑒
+ 𝑂

(

log𝑁
𝑁

)

for 𝑁 ≥ 2; see Figure 2. In [5, p.75] it was reported that an unpublished work of Erdős,
Selfridge, and Straus established the asymptotic

𝑡(𝑁)
𝑁

= 1
𝑒
+ 𝑜(1) (1.3)

(first conjectured in [3]) and asked if one could show the bound
𝑡(𝑁)
𝑁

≤ 1
𝑒
− 𝑐

log𝑁
(1.4)

for some constant 𝑐 > 0 (problem #391 in https://www.erdosproblems.com; see also [6,
Section B22, p. 122–123]); it was also noted that similar results were obtained in [1] if one
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restricted the 𝑎𝑖 to be prime powers. However, as later reported in [4], Erdős “believed that
Straus had written up our proof [of (1.3)]. Unfortunately Straus suddenly died and no trace was
ever found of his notes. Furthermore, we never could reconstruct our proof, so our assertion
now can be called only a conjecture”. In [6] the lower bound 𝑡(𝑁)

𝑁
≥ 1

4
was established for

sufficiently large𝑁 , by rearranging powers of 2 and 3 in the obvious factorization 1×2×⋯×𝑁
of 𝑁!. A variant lower bound of the asymptotic shape 𝑡(𝑁)

𝑁
≥ 3

16
−𝑜(1) obtained by rearranging

only powers of 2, and which is superior for medium values of 𝑁 , can also be found in [6].

In this note we recover and strengthen these results, and in particular obtain a positive answer
to the question in [5].

Theorem 1.1. For sufficiently large 𝑁 , one has
1
𝑒
−

𝑂(1)
log𝑁

≤ 𝑡(𝑁)
𝑁

≤ 1
𝑒
−

𝑐0 + 𝑜(1)
log𝑁

where

𝑐0 ∶=
1
𝑒 ∫

1

0

⌊1
𝑥

⌋

log
(

𝑒𝑥
⌈ 1
𝑒𝑥

⌉)

𝑑𝑥

= 1
𝑒 ∫

∞

1
⌊𝑦⌋ log

⌈𝑦∕𝑒⌉
𝑦∕𝑒

𝑑𝑦
𝑦2

= 0.3044…

(see Figure 1). In particular, (1.3) and (1.4) hold.

We in fact believe that the upper bound is the truth, that is to say we conjecture that
𝑡(𝑁)
𝑁

= 1
𝑒
−

𝑐0 + 𝑜(1)
log𝑁

. (1.5)

However, the numerical convergence to (1.5) is somewhat weak for small 𝑁 ; see Figure 2.

The upper bound in Theorem 1.1 is in fact quite easy, and can be explained from the presence
of numerous prime factors of 𝑁! that are somewhat larger than 𝑁∕𝑒, and hence somewhat
larger than 𝑡(𝑁), allowing one to improve upon the upper bound (1.2). This already gives the
upper bound with 𝑐0 replaced by a smaller absolute constant; the value 𝑐0 here comes from
optimizing this argument, taking into account the fact that for primes 𝑝 slightly less than 𝑡(𝑁),
the first multiple of 𝑝 that exceeds 𝑡(𝑁) will usually go over by a sizeable amount.

The lower bound requires more attention but is still elementary, except for the use of the prime
number theorem with classical error term. The first step is to obtain a preliminary approximate
factorization 𝑐1… 𝑐𝑁 ′ of𝑁! by multiplying together𝑁 odd numbers slightly smaller than𝑁∕𝑒
(this of course requires some factors to be repeated, by the pigeonhole principle). The prime
factorization of this product 𝑐1… 𝑐𝑁 ′ will resemble that of 𝑁! at most primes, but will omit all
the powers of two, while having more factors at “large” primes (primes roughly comparable
to 𝑁), though some of the prime factors of 𝑁 are missing (in particular, this product will
contain no prime factors exceeding 𝑁∕𝑒). However, after carefully assigning a large prime
factor of 𝑐1 … 𝑐𝑁 ′ to each large prime factor of 𝑁!, we can then find an improved approximate
factorization 𝑏1… 𝑏𝑁 ′ which now captures all of the large prime factors of 𝑁!, as well as most
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FIGURE 1. The piecewise continuous function 𝑥 ↦ 1
𝑒

⌊

1
𝑥

⌋

log(𝑒𝑥
⌈

1
𝑒𝑥

⌉

), to-
gether with its mean value 𝑐0 = 0.3044… . The function exhibits an os-
cillatory singularity at 𝑥 = 0 similar to sin 1

𝑥
(but it is always nonnegative

and bounded). We also display the (crude) lower bound of 1
𝑒
log(𝑒∕2) for

𝑥 ≥ 1
√

2𝑒
= 0.4288… . Informally, this function quantifies the difficulty that

large primes in the factorization of 𝑁! have in becoming slightly larger than
𝑁∕𝑒 after multiplying by a natural number.

of the small odd ones, and whose entries 𝑏𝑖 are still mostly close to 𝑁∕𝑒. After some final
cleanup using the spare powers of two in 𝑁! to replace any excess primes appearing in the
factorization of 𝑏1… 𝑏𝑁 ′ , we can then obtain the desired factorization 𝑎1… 𝑎𝑁 of 𝑁!.

In [7] it is conjectured that 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ ⌊2𝑁∕7⌋ for all 𝑁 ≠ 56, that 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ 𝑁∕3 for1 𝑁 ≥
300 000, and that 𝑡(𝑁) < 𝑁∕𝑒 for 𝑁 ≠ 1, 2, 4; see Figure 2. The proof of the upper bound
in Theorem 1.1 is simple enough that it can be made effective, and the latter conjecture can
now be established with some mild computer assistance: see Proposition 2.2. The other two
conjectures can now be attacked numerically. Andrew Sutherland has kindly provided code2

to implement a greedy algorithm to factorize 𝑁! into products greater than equal to a given
threshold 𝑡, by running through the primes dividing 𝑁! in descending order (counting mul-
tiplicity) and using, for each such 𝑝, the smallest 𝑐𝑝 for which 𝑐 divides the remaining fac-
tors of 𝑁!. This provides a lower bound for 𝑡(𝑁), which is plotted in Figure 3 for the range
80 ≤ 𝑁 ≤ 599; in particular, the conjecture 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ ⌊2𝑁∕7⌋ is verified by this method in

1In [7] it is also asked, “if [this conjecture is] true, by how much can 300 000 be reduced?”.
2Links to this code and output may be found at https://terrytao.wordpress.com/2025/03/26.

https://terrytao.wordpress.com/2025/03/26
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FIGURE 2. The function 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 (blue) for 𝑁 ≤ 79, using the data from OEIS
A034258, as well as the trivial upper bound (𝑁!)1∕𝑁∕𝑁 (green), the improved
upper bound from Lemma 2.1 (pink), which is asymptotic to (1.5) (purple),
and the comparison function ⌊2𝑁∕7⌋∕𝑁 (brown), which conjecturally is a
lower bound for 𝑁 ≠ 56 [6]. Theorem 1.1 implies that 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 converges
asymptotically to 1∕𝑒 (orange), and we furthermore conjecture the more precise
asymptotic (1.5) (purple), which crosses 1∕3 (red) at around 𝑁 ≈ 7000.

this range except for 𝑁 = 182, 200, 207. Further numerics verify this conjecture for all re-
maining 𝑁 ≤ 100 000, while the conjecture 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ 𝑁∕3 is verified for most 𝑁 in the range
100 000 ≤ 𝑁 ≤ 5 000 000, including in the range 298 344 ≤ 𝑁 ≤ 300 000 and for 𝑁 as large
as 490 230. Sutherland has also provided some ad hoc constructions to resolve the exceptional
cases 𝑁 = 182, 200, 207 in the conjecture 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ ⌊2𝑁∕7⌋. It seems feasible to completely
resolve these conjectures by further numerics, combined with an effective asymptotic analysis
to handle extremely large values of 𝑁 .

1.1. Notation and basic estimates. We use the usual asymptotic notation 𝑋 = 𝑂(𝑌 ), 𝑋 ≪
𝑌 , or 𝑌 ≫ 𝑋 to denote the bound |𝑋| ≤ 𝐶𝑌 for an absolute constant 𝐶 , and 𝑋 = 𝑜(𝑌 )
to denote |𝑋| ≤ 𝑐(𝑁)𝑌 where 𝑐(𝑁) goes to zero as 𝑁 → ∞. We also write 𝑋 ≍ 𝑌 if
𝑋 ≪ 𝑌 ≪ 𝑋.

All sums over 𝑝 are understood to be over primes. For any prime 𝑝 and natural number 𝑛, we
use 𝜈𝑝(𝑛) to denote the number of times 𝑝 divides 𝑛. We recall the Legendre formula

𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) =
∑

1≤𝑗≤log𝑁∕ log 𝑝

⌊

𝑁
𝑝𝑗

⌋

=
𝑁 − 𝑠𝑝(𝑁)

𝑝 − 1
, (1.6)

https://oeis.org/A034258
https://oeis.org/A034258
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FIGURE 3. A continuation of Figure 2 to the region 80 ≤ 𝑁 ≤ 599. The
data for the function 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 (blue) is only a lower bound, coming from the
output of a greedy algorithm provided by Andrew Sutherland. Lemma 2.1
(pink) serves as an upper bound. The three locations 𝑁 = 182, 200, 207 where
the conjectured lower bound of ⌊2𝑁∕7⌋∕𝑁 (brown) is apparently breached
can be repaired by using ad hoc constructions to improve the lower bound on
𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 .

where 𝑠𝑝(𝑁) is the sum of the digits of 𝑁 in the base 𝑝 expansion.

We use 𝜋(𝑥) to denote the number of primes less than or equal to 𝑥. We recall the effective
prime number theorem from [2, Corollary 5.2], which asserts that

𝜋(𝑥) ≥ 𝑥
log 𝑥

+ 𝑥
log2 𝑥

(1.7)

for 𝑥 ≥ 599 and
𝜋(𝑥) ≤ 𝑥

log 𝑥
+ 1.2762𝑥

log2 𝑥
(1.8)

for 𝑥 > 1. We also observe from the prime number theorem with classical error term, together
with the mean value theorem, that

𝜋(𝑥 + 𝑦) − 𝜋(𝑥) = ∫

𝑥+𝑦

𝑥

𝑑𝑡
𝑡
+ 𝑂

(

𝑥
log10 𝑥

)

=
𝑦

log 𝑥
+ 𝑂

(

𝑦2

𝑥 log 𝑥

)

+ 𝑂
(

𝑥
log10 𝑥

)

(1.9)

(say) whenever 2 ≤ 𝑦 ≤ 𝑥.

We recall the Stirling approximation in the form of [8],

𝑁 log𝑁−𝑁+log
√

2𝜋𝑁+ 1
12𝑁 + 1

≤ log𝑁! ≤ 𝑁 log𝑁−𝑁+log
√

2𝜋𝑁+ 1
12𝑁

, (1.10)

valid for all natural numbers 𝑁 . Finally, we recall the standard asymptotic
∑

𝑛≤𝑥

1
𝑛
= log 𝑥 + 𝛾 + 𝑂

(1
𝑥

)

(1.11)
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for the harmonic series for 𝑥 ≥ 1, where 𝛾 is the Euler–Mascheroni constant.

2. PROOF OF UPPER BOUND

We now prove the upper bound in Theorem 1.1. We have a simple criterion to establish such
an upper bound:

Lemma 2.1 (Upper bound criterion). Suppose that 1 ≤ 𝑡 ≤ 𝑁 are such that
∑

𝑝> 𝑡
⌊

√

𝑡⌋

⌊

𝑁
𝑝

⌋

log
(

𝑝
𝑡

⌈

𝑡
𝑝

⌉)

> log𝑁! −𝑁 log 𝑡 (2.1)

Then 𝑡(𝑁) < 𝑡.

By optimizing in 𝑡, this lemma provides an upper bound for 𝑡(𝑁) for small and medium values
of 𝑁 : see Figure 2 and Figure 3.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ 𝑡, then we can find 𝑎1,… , 𝑎𝑁 ≥ 𝑡 such that
𝑁! = 𝑎1 … 𝑎𝑁 . Taking logarithms and rearranging, we conclude that

𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
(log 𝑎𝑖 − log 𝑡) = log𝑁! −𝑁 log 𝑡. (2.2)

Let 𝑓𝑡(𝑝) ∶= log( 𝑝
𝑡
⌈

𝑡
𝑝
⌉). We claim that for any 𝑖, we have

log 𝑎𝑖 − log 𝑡 ≥ 𝑓𝑡(𝑝𝑖,1) +⋯ + 𝑓𝑡(𝑝𝑖,𝑘) (2.3)

where 𝑝𝑖,1,… , 𝑝𝑖,𝑘 are the primes greater than 𝑡
√

𝑡+1
that divide 𝑎𝑖 (counting multiplicity). For

𝑘 = 0 this is clear since 𝑎𝑖 ≥ 𝑡. For 𝑘 = 1, we can write 𝑎𝑖 = 𝑑𝑖𝑝𝑖,1 where 𝑝𝑖,1 > 𝑡
√

𝑡+1
and

𝑑𝑖 ≥ ⌈

𝑡
𝑝𝑖,1
⌉, so that

log 𝑎𝑖 − log 𝑡 = log
(𝑝𝑖,1

𝑡
𝑑𝑖
)

≥ 𝑓𝑡(𝑝𝑖,1)

again giving (2.3). For 𝑘 ≥ 2, we have 𝑎𝑖 ≥ 𝑝𝑖,1 … 𝑝𝑖,𝑘, hence

log 𝑎𝑖 − log 𝑡 −
𝑘
∑

𝑗=1
𝑓𝑡(𝑝𝑖,𝑗) ≥

𝑘
∑

𝑗=1
(log 𝑝𝑖,𝑗 − 𝑓𝑡(𝑝𝑖,𝑗)) − log 𝑡

=
𝑘
∑

𝑗=1

(

log 𝑡 − log
⌈

𝑡
𝑝𝑖,𝑗

⌉)

− log 𝑡

≥
𝑘
∑

𝑗=1

(

log 𝑡 − log
√

𝑡
)

− log 𝑡

≥ 0
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which again gives (2.3). By (1.6), each prime 𝑝 ≥ 𝑡
√

𝑡+1
appears at least ⌊𝑁

𝑝
⌋ times in the prime

factorization of 𝑎1 … 𝑎𝑁 , thus by (2.2), (2.3) we have
∑

𝑝≥ 𝑡
√

𝑡+1

⌊

𝑁
𝑝

⌋

𝑓𝑡(𝑝) ≤ log𝑁! −𝑁 log 𝑡,

contradicting (2.1). □

To prove the upper bound, it suffices to show that for any constant 𝑐 > 𝑐0, the criterion (2.1)
is satisfied with 𝑡 = 𝑁∕𝑒− 𝑐𝑁∕ log𝑁 for 𝑁 sufficiently large. By (1.10), the right-hand side
of (2.1) can be computed to be

log𝑁! −𝑁 log 𝑡 = (𝑒𝑐 + 𝑜(1)) 𝑁
log𝑁

.

For a fixed 𝜀 > 0, the left-hand side can be lower bounded for 𝑁 sufficiently large by
∑

𝜀𝑁≤𝑝≤𝑁

⌊

𝑁
𝑝

⌋

log
(

𝑝
𝑡

⌈

𝑡
𝑝

⌉)

.

The summand is piecewise monotone and bounded, with the bounds and the number of pieces
uniformly controlled in 𝑁 for fixed 𝜀 (cf. Figure 1). A routine application of the prime number
theorem (1.8), (1.7) and summation by parts then computes this sum to be

1
log𝑁 ∫

𝑁

𝜀𝑁

⌊𝑁
𝑥

⌋

log
(𝑥
𝑡

⌈ 𝑡
𝑥

⌉)

𝑑𝑥 + 𝑜
(

𝑁
log𝑁

)

or after a change of variables and noting that 𝑡∕𝑁 = 1∕𝑒 + 𝑜(1),

𝑁
log𝑁

(

∫

1

𝜀

⌊1
𝑥

⌋

log
(

𝑒𝑥
⌈ 1
𝑒𝑥

⌉)

𝑑𝑥 + 𝑜(1)
)

.

Since ⌈ 1
𝑒𝑥
⌉ = 1

𝑒𝑥
+𝑂(1), the integrand is uniformly bounded for 0 < 𝑥 ≤ 1, and one can write

this as
𝑁

log𝑁
(𝑒𝑐0 + 𝑂(𝜀) + 𝑜(1))

by definition of 𝑐0. For 𝜀 sufficiently small, and then 𝑁 sufficiently large, we obtain the re-
quired conclusion (2.1). This completes the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.1.

A modification of this argument, that is effective for medium values of 𝑁 , resolves the fol-
lowing conjecture of Guy and Selfridge [7]:

Proposition 2.2. One has 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 < 1∕𝑒 for 𝑁 ≠ 1, 2, 4.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that 𝑡(𝑁)∕𝑁 ≥ 1∕𝑒 for some 𝑁 ≠ 1, 2, 4. From the data in
OEIS A034258 we may assume that 𝑁 ≥ 80 (see Figure 2). Applying Lemma 2.1, (1.10), it
suffices to show that

∑

𝑝≥ 𝑁∕𝑒
⌊

√

𝑁∕𝑒⌋

⌊

𝑁
𝑝

⌋

𝑓𝑁∕𝑒(𝑝) >
1
2
log(2𝜋𝑁) + 1

12𝑁
(2.4)

https://oeis.org/A034258
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FIGURE 4. A plot of the left and right-hand sides of (2.4), (2.5) for 80 ≤ 𝑁 <
599. For 𝑁 ≥ 599, the effective prime number theorem from (1.8), (1.7)
rigorously establishes the left-hand side of (2.5) as a lower bound for the left-
hand side of (2.4).

where 𝑓𝑁∕𝑒(𝑝) = log( 𝑒𝑝
𝑁
⌈

𝑁
𝑒𝑝
⌉) is as in the proof of the proposition. This is straightforward to

verify numerically3 for 80 ≤ 𝑁 < 599; see Figure 4. Hence we may assume 𝑁 ≥ 599, where
the prime number theorem (1.7) becomes available.

As suggested by Figure 4 (or by noting that the left-hand side is ≍ 𝑁∕ log𝑁 , while the right-
hand side is ≍ log𝑁), there is significant room to spare here, and we can use somewhat lossy
arguments. For 𝑁∕

√

2𝑒 < 𝑝 ≤ 𝑁 one can obtain the lower bound ⌊

𝑁
𝑝
⌋𝑓𝑁∕𝑒(𝑝) ≥ log(𝑒∕2)

(see Figure 1), and (since 𝑁∕𝑒
√

𝑁∕𝑒+1
≥ 𝑁∕2𝑒 in the regime 𝑁 ≥ 599), so we may crudely bound

the left-hand side of (2.4) from below by
(

𝜋(𝑁) − 𝜋(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒)
)

log(𝑒∕2).

Applying (1.7), (1.8), we reduce to showing that
(

𝑁
log𝑁

(

1 + 1
log𝑁

)

−
𝑁∕

√

2𝑒

log(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒)

(

1 + 1.2762

log(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒)

))

log(𝑒∕2)

> 1
2
log(2𝜋𝑁) + 1

12𝑁

(2.5)

for 𝑁 ≥ 599. This can be numerically verified for 𝑁 = 599 (see Figure 4), so by the fun-
damental theorem of calculus it suffices to show that the derivative of the left-hand side is at

3One can also proceed by optimizing Lemma 2.1 in 𝑡; see Figure 3.
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least that of the right hand side for (real) 𝑁 ≥ 599. Computing this derivative, dividing by
log(𝑒∕2), and discarding some terms with a favorable sign, we reduce to showing that

1
log𝑁

− 2
log3𝑁

− 1
√

2𝑒 log(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒)
− 0.2762
√

2𝑒 log2(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒)
≥ 1

2 log(𝑒∕2)𝑁

for 𝑁 ≥ 599. But in this range we have the crude lower bounds log𝑁 ≥ log(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒) ≥ 5,
√

2𝑒 log(𝑁∕
√

2𝑒) ≥ 2 log𝑁 , and 2 log(𝑒∕2)𝑁 ≥ 50 log𝑁 , and the claim then follows (with
room to spare) by estimating all terms here by constant multiples of 1

log𝑁
. □

3. PROOF OF LOWER BOUND

We now establish the lower bound. We need to find a sequence of exactly𝑁 numbers 𝑎1,… , 𝑎𝑁 ,
which multiply to exactly 𝑁! (or equivalently by the fundamental theorem of arithmetic, that
∑𝑁

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑎𝑖) = 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) for all 𝑝), and such that 𝑎𝑖 ≥ 𝑁∕𝑒 − 𝑂(𝑁∕ log𝑁) for all 𝑖. These
are somewhat rigid constraints. We therefore perform a preliminary reduction4 to relax the
constraints by allowing some exceptional elements of the sequence to be small, to allow the
number 𝑁 ′ of elements of the sequence to deviate slightly from 𝑁 , and by permitting the sum
∑𝑁

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑎𝑖) to deviate slightly from 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) for odd 𝑝 (and to abandon direct control of this sum
for 𝑝 = 2). More precisely, we will use the following lower bound criterion.

Proposition 3.1 (Lower bound criterion). Let 𝛿 > 0 and 𝑁 ≥ 𝑒1+𝛿. Let 𝑏1,… , 𝑏𝑁 ′ be a
sequence of natural numbers, and define the following quantities:

(i) 𝐷1 is the number of 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑁 ′ such that 𝑏𝑖 < 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿.
(ii) 𝐷2 ∶=

∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1(log 𝑏𝑖 − log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿))+.
(iii) 𝐷3 ∶=

∑

𝑝>2(
∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖) − 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!))+.
(iv) 𝐷4 ∶=

∑

𝑝>2(𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) −
∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖))+ log 𝑝.

If one has the inequality
𝐷2 +𝐷4 + (𝐷1 +𝐷3) log 2 + |𝑁 ′ −𝑁| log𝑁 ≤ 𝛿𝑁, (3.1)

then
𝑡(𝑁) ≥ 𝑁

𝑒1+𝛿
.

Proof. We first observe that we can perform a number of “cleaning” moves to improve the
properties of the 𝑏𝑖, as follows.

∙ (Adding dummy elements) By adding (𝑁 − 𝑁 ′)+ dummy elements 𝑏𝑖 = 1, which
increments 𝐷1 by at most (𝑁−𝑁 ′)+ without affecting 𝐷2, 𝐷3, 𝐷4 (and thus preserving
(3.1)), we may assume without loss of generality that 𝑁 ′ ≤ 𝑁 .

4The logical ordering of the arguments in this section, in which we pass from the 𝑎𝑖 to the 𝑏𝑖 to the 𝑐𝑖, are
the reverse of the outline of the construction given in the introduction, which first described the 𝑐𝑖 and then
constructed the 𝑏𝑖 and finally the 𝑎𝑖.
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∙ (Removing excess primes) If
∑𝑁

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖) > 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) for some 𝑝 > 2, one may divide one
of the 𝑏𝑖 by 𝑝, thus reducing 𝐷3 by one, and incrementing 𝐷1 by at most one, leaving
𝐷3, 𝐷4, 𝑁 ′ unchanged (thus preserving (3.1)). Iterating this, we may thus assume that
𝐷3 = 0, thus

𝑁
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖) ≤ 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) (3.2)

for all 𝑝 > 2.
∙ (Inflating small factors) If 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑁 and 𝑘 ≥ 1 are such that (𝑘 − 1) log 2 <
log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿) − log 𝑏𝑖 ≤ 𝑘 log 2, then if one replaces 𝑏𝑖 by 2𝑘𝑏𝑖, then this decreases 𝐷1
by one, while increasing 𝐷2 by at most log 2, and 𝐷3, 𝐷4, 𝑁 ′ (and (3.2)) unaffected,
thus preservin (3.1). Iterating this procedure, we may thus assume that 𝐷1 = 0, thus
𝑏𝑖 ≥ 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿 for all 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑁 .

Since 𝐷1 = 0, we have
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
(log 𝑏𝑖 − log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿)) = 𝐷2

or equivalently
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
log 𝑏𝑖 = 𝑁 ′ log𝑁 −𝑁 ′ − 𝛿𝑁 ′ +𝐷2.

We can upper bound this by
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
log 𝑏𝑖 ≤ 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁 − 𝛿𝑁 + |𝑁 ′ −𝑁| log𝑁 +𝐷2.

By the fundamental theorem of arithmetic, we can expand the left-hand side as

∑

𝑝

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖) log 𝑝.

Meanwhile, from (3.2) we have

∑

𝑝>2

(

𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) −
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖)

)

log 𝑝 = 𝐷4

and thus
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈2(𝑏𝑖) log 𝑝 ≤ 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁 − 𝛿𝑁 −

∑

𝑝>2
𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) log 𝑝 + (𝑁 ′ −𝑁)+ log𝑁 +𝐷2 +𝐷4.

From (1.10) one has
∑

𝑝
𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) log 𝑝 = log𝑁! ≥ 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁

and hence
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈2(𝑏𝑖) log 2 ≤ 𝜈2(𝑁!) log 2 − 𝛿𝑁 + +|𝑁 ′ −𝑁| log𝑁 +𝐷2 +𝐷4.
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so if 𝐶0 is sufficiently large we conclude from (3.3) that
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈2(𝑏𝑖) ≤ 𝜈2(𝑁!).

From this, (3.2), and the fundamental theorem of arithmetic, we conclude that 𝑏1… 𝑏𝑁 ′ di-
vides 𝑁!. If we multiply (say) 𝑏1 by the remaining factor of 𝑁!∕𝑏1 … 𝑏𝑁 ′ , and concate-
nate 𝑏𝑁 ,… , 𝑏𝑁 ′ into a single number 𝑏𝑁 … 𝑏𝑁 ′ , we obtain a new sequence 𝑎1,… , 𝑎𝑁 with
𝑎1 … 𝑎𝑁 = 𝑁! and 𝑎𝑖 ≥ 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿 for all 𝑖, so that 𝑡(𝑁) ≥ 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿, giving the required lower
bound. □

In view of Proposition 3.1, the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 will be immediate from the fol-
lowing proposition.

Proposition 3.2 (Key proposition). Let 𝐶0 > 1, and let 𝑁 be sufficiently large depending on
𝐶0. Set

𝛿 ∶=
𝐶0

log𝑁
. (3.3)

Then there exists 𝑁 ′ = 𝑁 + 𝑂(𝑁∕ log2 𝑁) and natural numbers 𝑏1,… , 𝑏𝑁 ′ obeying the
following axioms.

(i) One has 𝑏𝑖 ≥ 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿 for all but 𝑂(𝑁∕ log𝑁) of the 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑁 ′.
(ii) One has

∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1(log 𝑏𝑖 − log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿))+ ≪ 𝑁
log𝑁

.

(iii) One has
∑

𝑝>2(
∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖) − 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!))+ ≪ 𝑁
log𝑁

.

(iv) One has
∑

𝑝>2(𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) −
∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖))+ log 𝑝 ≪ 𝑁
log𝑁

.

The implied constants in the asymptotic notation do not depend on 𝐶0.

Informally, (i) and (ii) assert that the 𝑏𝑖 are usually slightly larger than 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿, while (iii) and
(iv) assert that

∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑏𝑖) is usually slightly smaller than 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) for odd primes 𝑝.

It remains to prove Proposition 3.2. We begin by constructing a preliminary sequence
𝑐1,… , 𝑐𝑁 ′

that obeys most of the axioms (i)-(iv) required for Proposition 3.2, except at large primes where
there is significant discrepancy between

∑

𝑖 𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) and 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!); informally, 𝑐1 … 𝑐𝑁 ′ contains
the “wrong” set of large prime factors, but has essentially the “correct” set of small prime
factors. We will then modify this sequence 𝑐𝑖 by replacing many of large prime factors of 𝑐𝑖
with large (and usually nearby) prime factors of 𝑁! to obtain the required sequence 𝑏𝑖.

We turn to the details. We introduce the moderately large power of two

𝐴 ∶= 2⌊log
3 𝑁∕ log 2⌋ ≍ log3 𝑁, (3.4)

and let 𝐼 denote the set of odd natural numbers in the interval
[ 𝑁
𝑒1+𝛿

, 𝑁
𝑒1+𝛿

+ 𝑁
𝐴

]

.
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Clearly 𝐼 has cardinality 𝑁∕2𝐴 + 𝑂(1). Thus, if we set 𝑁 ′ ∶= 2𝐴|𝐼|, then we have

𝑁 ′ = 𝑁 + 𝑂(𝐴) = 𝑁 + 𝑂
(

𝑁
log2𝑁

)

. (3.5)

We now set 𝑐1,… , 𝑐𝑁 ′ to be the elements of 𝐼 , each repeated with multiplicity 2𝐴; the ordering
of the 𝑐1,… , 𝑐𝑁 ′ will not be of relevance to us. Clearly we have 𝑐𝑖 ≥ 𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿 for all 𝑖, and

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
(log 𝑐𝑖 − log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿))+ ≪ 𝑁

𝐴
≪ 𝑁

log𝑁
; (3.6)

thus the analogues of axioms (i) and (ii) are satisfied. Now we study axioms (iii), (iv). Call a
prime 𝑝 small if 𝑝 ≤ 𝑁∕𝐴2, and large if 𝑝 > 𝑁∕𝐴2. For a small odd prime 2 < 𝑝 ≤ 𝑁∕𝐴2,
we see from (1.6) that

𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) = 𝑁
𝑝 − 1

+ 𝑂(log𝑁).

In a similar spirit, the quantity
∑𝑁 ′

𝑖=1 𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) can be computed as

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) = 2𝐴

∑

1≤𝑗≤log𝑁∕ log 𝑝
|𝐼 ∩ 𝑝𝑗ℤ|

= 2𝐴
∑

1≤𝑗≤log𝑁∕ log 𝑝

(

𝑁
2𝐴𝑝𝑗

+ 𝑂(1)
)

= 𝑁
𝑝 − 1

+ 𝑂(𝐴 log𝑁)

and hence we have good agreement between 𝑐1 … 𝑐𝑁 ′ and 𝑁! at small primes:

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) = 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) + 𝑂(𝐴 log𝑁). (3.7)

From this, the triangle inequality, and (3.4), we easily obtain the bounds

∑

2<𝑝≤𝑁∕𝐴2

(

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) − 𝜈𝑝(𝑁!)

)

+

≪ 𝑁
log𝑁

(3.8)

and
∑

2<𝑝≤𝑁∕𝐴2

(

𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) −
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖)

)

+

log 𝑝 ≪ 𝑁
log𝑁

(3.9)

(with some powers of log𝑁 to spare). So we have the analogue of axioms (iii), (iv) for small
primes; the main difficulty is with the large primes.

Let us enumerate all the large primes dividing 𝑁! (counting multiplicity) in order as 𝑝1 ≤
⋯ ≤ 𝑝𝑀 ; these primes range between 𝑁∕𝐴2 and 𝑁 , so in particular

log 𝑝𝑚 = log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁) (3.10)
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for 𝑚 = 1,… ,𝑀 . By (1.6), each large prime 𝑝 divides 𝑁! exactly ⌊𝑁∕𝑝⌋ times, so we have

𝑀 =
∑

𝑁∕𝐴2<𝑝≤𝑁

⌊

𝑁
𝑝

⌋

=
𝐴2
∑

𝑘=1

∑

𝑁∕𝐾<𝑝≤𝑁∕𝑘
1

=
𝐴2
∑

𝑘=1

(

𝑁
𝑘 log𝑁

− 𝑁
𝐾 log𝑁

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁 log 𝑘
log2 𝑁

))

= 𝑁
log𝑁

(log𝐴2 + 𝛾 − 1 + 𝑜(1)) (3.11)

= 𝑂
(

𝑁 log log𝑁
log𝑁

)

thanks to (1.8), (1.7), (1.11).

We similarly enumerate the large primes dividing 𝑐1… 𝑐𝑁 ′ (counting multiplicity) as 𝑝′1 ≤
⋯ ≤ 𝑝′𝑀 ′; these primes range between 𝑁∕𝐴2 and 𝑁∕𝑒, so in particular

log 𝑝′𝑚′ = log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁) (3.12)
for 𝑚′ = 1,… ,𝑀 ′. We can compute 𝑀 ′ indirectly as follows. From the fundamental theorem
of arithmetic and (3.7), (3.12), (3.10) we have

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
log 𝑐𝑖 =

∑

𝑝>2

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) log 𝑝

=
∑

2<𝑝≤𝑁∕𝐴2

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
𝜈𝑝(𝑐𝑖) log 𝑝 + log 𝑝′1 +⋯ + log 𝑝′𝑀 ′

=
∑

2<𝑝≤𝑁∕𝐴2

𝜈𝑝(𝑁!) log 𝑝 + 𝑂
(

𝐴 log𝑁 𝑁
𝐴2

)

+𝑀 ′(log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁))

= log𝑁! − 𝜈2(𝑁!) log 2 − log 𝑝1 −⋯ − log 𝑝𝑀

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁 log𝑁
𝐴

)

+𝑀 ′(log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁)).

Applying (1.10), (1.6) we conclude that
𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
log 𝑐𝑖 = 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁 −𝑁 log 2 −𝑀(log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁))

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁 log𝑁
𝐴

)

+𝑀 ′(log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁))

= 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁 −𝑁 log 2 + (𝑀 ′ −𝑀)(log𝑁 + 𝑂(log log𝑁))

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁 log𝑁
𝐴

)

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁(log log𝑁)2

log𝑁

)

= 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁 −𝑁 log 2 + (1 + 𝑜(1))(𝑀 ′ −𝑀) log𝑁 + 𝑜(𝑁).
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On the other hand, from the construction of 𝑐𝑖 we have log 𝑐𝑖 = log𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿 + 𝑂(1∕𝐴) =
log𝑁 − 1 + 𝑜(1) for all 𝑖, hence

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
log 𝑐𝑖 = 𝑁 ′(log𝑁 − 1 − 𝑜(1))

= 𝑁 log𝑁 −𝑁 + 𝑜(𝑁)

thanks to (3.5). Equating the two estimates, we conclude that

𝑀 ′ −𝑀 = (log 2 + 𝑜(1)) 𝑁
log𝑁

. (3.13)

In particular, 𝑀 ′ ≥ 𝑀 . That is to say, 𝑐1… 𝑐𝑁 ′ contains more5 large primes in its factorization
than 𝑁!.

Now suppose that we can assign a large prime 𝑝′𝜎(𝑚) in the factorization of 𝑐1 … 𝑐𝑁 ′ to each
large prime 𝑝𝑚 in the factorization of 𝑁! for 𝑚 = 1,… ,𝑀 , obeying the following axioms:

(a) The map 𝜎 ∶ {1,… ,𝑀} → {1,… ,𝑀 ′} is injective.
(b) One has 𝑝𝑚 ≥ 𝑝′𝜎(𝑚) for all but at most 𝑂(𝑁∕ log𝑁) choices of 𝑚 = 1,… ,𝑀 .
(c) One has

∑𝑀
𝑚=1(log 𝑝𝑚 − log 𝑝′𝜎(𝑚))+ ≪ 𝑁∕ log𝑁 .

(Informally, (b) and (c) assert that 𝑝′𝜎(𝑚) is usually a little bit smaller than 𝑝𝑚.) Then we can
modify the sequence 𝑐1,… , 𝑐𝑁 ′ to a new sequence 𝑏1,… , 𝑏𝑁 ′ by, for each 𝑚 = 1,… ,𝑀 ,
replacing the occurrence of 𝑝′𝜎(𝑚) in the appropriate 𝑐𝑖 with 𝑝𝑚 instead. By axiom (b), we
will have 𝑏𝑖 ≥ 𝑐𝑖 with at most 𝑂(𝑁∕ log𝑁) exceptions, giving axiom (i). From the triangle
inequality we have

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
(log 𝑏𝑖 − log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿))+ ≤

𝑁 ′
∑

𝑖=1
(log 𝑐𝑖 − log(𝑁∕𝑒1+𝛿))+ +

𝑀
∑

𝑚=1
(log 𝑝𝑚 − log 𝑝′𝜎(𝑚))+

and so axiom (ii) follows from axiom (c) and (3.6). Every large prime 𝑝1,… , 𝑝𝑀 in the factor-
ization of 𝑁! is used in 𝑏1 … 𝑏𝑁 ′ , so the contribution of large primes to axiom (iv) is trivial,
and the contribution of small primes is acceptable from (3.9). Finally, by construction there
are only 𝑀 ′ − 𝑀 = 𝑂(𝑁∕ log𝑁) large primes in 𝑏1 … 𝑏𝑁 ′ that are in excess of the large
primes 𝑝1,… , 𝑝𝑀 needed to factorize 𝑁!, so from this and (3.8) we recover axiom (iii). Thus
we will be able to establish Proposition 3.2 as soon as we can find an assignment 𝑚 ↦ 𝜎(𝑚)
obeying the axioms (a), (b), (c).

The large primes 𝑝1,… , 𝑝𝑀 and 𝑝′1,… , 𝑝′𝑀 ′ all lie in the interval 𝐽 ∶= (𝑁∕𝐴2, 𝑁]. We select
a large natural number constant 𝐾0 (and assume 𝑁 sufficiently large depending on 𝐾0), and
break the interval 𝐽 up into the dyadic intervals 𝐽𝑘 ∶= (𝑁∕2𝑘, 𝑁∕2𝑘−1] for 2𝐾0 < 2𝑘 ≤ 𝐴2

(so in particular 𝑘 = 𝑂(log log𝑁)), together with the remaining interval 𝐽∗ ∶= (𝑁∕2𝐾0 , 𝑁].
In order to achieve the axioms (b), (c), we will try to match primes 𝑝𝑚 in a dyadic interval 𝐽𝑘
to primes 𝑝′𝑗𝑚 in the same dyadic interval 𝐽𝑘, only resorting to the remaining interval 𝐽∗ when
an appropriate match within the same interval is not available.

5This is to be expected, since 𝑐1… 𝑐𝑁 ′ contains no factors of 2, whereas 𝑁! contains about 𝑁 of them.
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We first understand the distribution of the primes 𝑝𝑚 inside a given dyadic interval 𝐽𝑘. It will
be convenient to introduce the error tolerance

𝜀𝑘 ∶=
(log log𝑁)2

log𝑁
+ 1

2𝑘
. (3.14)

For future reference we observe the bound
∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝜀𝑘 ≪ 2−𝐾0 . (3.15)

By (1.6), each prime 𝑝 in 𝐽𝑘 appears ⌊𝑁∕𝑝⌋ times, so the number 𝑀𝑘 of times 𝑝𝑚 lies in this
interval is given by

𝑀𝑘 =
∑

𝑁∕2𝑘<𝑝≤𝑁∕2𝑘−1

⌊

𝑁
𝑝

⌋

=
∑

𝑁∕2𝑘<𝑝≤𝑁∕2𝑘−1

𝑁
𝑝

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁
2𝑘 log𝑁

)

= 𝑁(log log(𝑁∕2𝑘−1) − log log(𝑁∕2𝑘)) + 𝑂
(

𝑁
2𝑘 log𝑁

)

= log 2 𝑁
log𝑁

+ 𝑂
(

𝜀𝑘𝑁
log𝑁

)

using Mertens’ theorem with the classical error term coming from the prime number theorem
(or by (1.8), (1.7), and summation by parts), followed by the mean value theorem and (3.14).

The number 𝑀∗ of primes 𝑝𝑚 in the remaining interval 𝐽∗ can then be computed using (3.11),
(3.15) to be

𝑀∗ = 𝑀 −
∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝑀𝑘 =
𝑁

log𝑁
(log 2𝐾0 + 𝛾 − 1 + 𝑂(2−𝐾0)). (3.16)

A similar calculation shows that for any 𝑁∕2𝑘 ≤ 𝑅 ≤ 𝑁∕2𝑘−1, the number of 𝑝𝑚 in (𝑁∕2𝑘, 𝑅]
is equal to 𝑁(log log𝑅 − log log(𝑁∕2𝑘)) + 𝑂(𝜀𝑘

𝑁
log𝑁

), which simplifies by the mean value

theorem and (3.14) to 𝑁
log 2𝑘𝑅

𝑁

log𝑁
+ 𝑂(𝜀𝑘

𝑁
log𝑁

) . Thus, if we enumerate the 𝑀𝑘 primes from
𝑝1,… , 𝑝𝑀 that lie in 𝐽𝑘 as 𝑝𝑘,1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ 𝑝𝑘,𝑀𝑘

, one has

𝑚 = 𝑁
log 2𝑘𝑝𝑘,𝑚

𝑁

log𝑁
+ 𝑂

(

𝜀𝑘
𝑁

log𝑁

)

for all 𝑚 = 1,… ,𝑀𝑘, and hence we have an approximate formula for 𝑝𝑘,𝑚:

𝑝𝑘,𝑚 = (1 + 𝑂(𝜀𝑘)) exp
(

𝑚 log𝑁
𝑁

)

𝑁
2𝑘

.

Now we understand the distribution of primes 𝑝′𝑚′ inside the same interval 𝐽𝑘. The 𝑐𝑖 that
generate a large prime 𝑝′𝑚′ in this interval take the form 𝑐𝑖 = 𝑑𝑖𝑝𝑖, where 2𝑘−1∕𝑒1+𝛿−𝑂(2𝑘∕𝐴) ≤
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𝑑𝑖 ≤ 2𝑘∕𝑒1+𝛿 + 𝑂(2𝑘∕𝐴) is an odd number and 𝑝𝑖 is a large prime in the interval

(𝑁∕2𝑘, 𝑁∕2𝑘−1] ∩
[

𝑁
𝑒1+𝛿𝑑𝑖

, 𝑁
𝑒1+𝛿𝑑𝑖

+ 𝑁
𝐴𝑑𝑖

]

.

Furthermore, each such pair 𝑑𝑖, 𝑝𝑖 contributes 2𝐴 such large primes to the this interval. For
a fixed odd choice 𝑑 of 𝑑𝑖 in ths indicated range, the number of large primes 𝑝𝑖 appear-
ing in this fashion can be computed by the prime number theorem with classical error term
(1.9) to be 𝑁

𝐴𝑑 log𝑁
+ 𝑂(𝑁 log log𝑁

𝐴𝑑 log2 𝑁
) except in the endpoint cases 𝑑 = 2𝑘∕𝑒1+𝛿 + 𝑂(2𝑘∕𝐴),

𝑑 = 2𝑘−1∕𝑒1+𝛿 +𝑂(2𝑘∕𝐴), in which case the Brun–Titchmarsh theorem (or (1.9) again) gives
the upper bound 𝑂( 𝑁

𝐴2𝑘 log𝑁
). The total number 𝑀 ′

𝑘 of large primes 𝑝′𝑚 in this interval coming
from the factorization of 𝑐1… 𝑐𝑁 ′ can then be computed to be

𝑀 ′
𝑘 = 2𝐴

(

∑

2𝑘−1<𝑑≤2𝑘, odd

(

𝑁
𝐴𝑑 log𝑁

+ 𝑂
(

𝑁 log log𝑁
𝐴𝑑 log2𝑁

))

+ 𝑂
(

2𝑘
𝐴

𝑁
𝐴2𝑘 log𝑁

)

)

= log 2 𝑁
log𝑁

+ 𝑂
(

𝜀𝑘
𝑁

log𝑁

)

= 𝑀𝑘 + 𝑂
(

𝜀𝑘
𝑁

log𝑁

)

.

The number 𝑀 ′
∗ of primes 𝑝′𝑚 in the remaining interval 𝐽∗ can then be computed using (3.16),

(3.13), (3.15) as

𝑀 ′
∗ = 𝑀 ′ −

∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝑀 ′
𝑘 = 𝑀∗ +

𝑁
log𝑁

(log 2 + 𝑂(2−𝐾0)). (3.17)

A similar calculation shows that for any 𝑁∕2𝑘 ≤ 𝑅 ≤ 𝑁∕2𝑘−1, the number of 𝑝′𝑚 in (𝑁∕2𝑘, 𝑅]

is equal to 𝑁
log 2𝑘𝑅

𝑁

log𝑁
+𝑂(𝜀𝑘

𝑁
log𝑁

), so if we enumerate the 𝑀 ′
𝑚 primes in 𝐽𝑘 as 𝑝′𝑘,1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ 𝑝′𝑘′,𝑀𝑘

,
then as before we have

𝑝′𝑘,𝑚 = (1 + 𝑂(𝜀𝑘)) exp
(

𝑚 log𝑁
𝑁

)

𝑁
2𝑘

.

In particular, from the mean value theorem we have

𝑝′𝑘,𝑚−𝐻𝑘
≤ 𝑝𝑘,𝑚 ≤ (1 + 𝑂(𝜀𝑘))𝑝′𝑘,𝑚−𝐻𝑘

for some 𝐻𝑘 ≍ 𝜀𝑘
𝑁

log𝑁
and all 𝐻𝑘 < 𝑚 ≤ 𝑀𝑘. If we then assign 𝑝′𝑘,𝑚−𝐻𝑘

to 𝑝𝑘,𝑚 for each such
𝑘, 𝑚, then this assignment creates no violations of axioms (a) and (b), while contributing at
most

∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝑀𝑘𝑂(𝜀𝑘) ≪
𝑁

log𝑁
∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝜀𝑘 ≪ 2−𝐾0
𝑁

log𝑁

to the sum in (c), thanks to (3.15). This leaves 𝐻𝑘 of the primes 𝑝𝑘,𝑚 still unassigned for 2𝐾0 <
2𝑘 ≤ 𝐴2. To each such prime, we assign arbitrarily a prime 𝑝𝑚′ in 𝐽∗ from the factorization of
𝑐1 … 𝑐𝑁 ′; since by (3.15)

∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝐻𝑘 ≪
∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2

𝜀𝑘
𝑁

log𝑁
≪ 2−𝐾0

𝑁
log𝑁
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is much smaller than𝑀 ′
∗ ≍

𝑁
log𝑁

, there is no difficulty making this assignment injective, so that
axiom (a) remains preserved. Each assignment creates a violation of (b), but the total number
of such violations is ≪ 2−𝐾0 𝑁

log𝑁
, which is acceptable; and axiom (c) remains unaffected.

Finally, we need to assign an unused prime 𝑝𝑚′ in the factorization of 𝑐1 … 𝑐𝑁 ′ to each prime
𝑝𝑚 in 𝐽∗ in the factorization of 𝑁!. The number of primes we have to assign is 𝑀∗. By (3.17)
we see that, even after removing the

∑

2𝐾0<2𝑘≤𝐴2 𝐻𝑘 = 𝑂(2−𝐾0 𝑁
log𝑁

) primes 𝑝𝑚′ in 𝐽∗ that
were previously assigned, there are still 𝑀∗ +

𝑁
log𝑁

(log 2 + 𝑂(2−𝐾0)) primes 𝑝𝑚′ available; in
particular, if 𝐾0 is large enough, there are at least 𝑀∗ such primes. We then make an arbitrary
injective assignment of such primes to each 𝑝 in 𝐽∗ in the factorization of𝑁!, preserving axiom
(a); this can create up to 𝑀∗ ≍ 𝐾0𝑁∕ log𝑁 violations of axiom (b), but this is acceptable by
taking 𝐾0 to be a large constant. Similarly, the net contribution to (c) is at most 𝑀∗ log 2𝐾0 =
𝑂(𝐾2

0𝑁∕ log𝑁), which is also acceptable. This completes the construction of the desired
assignment 𝑚 ↦ 𝜎(𝑚) obeying the required axioms (a), (b), (c), and the proof of the lower
bound in Theorem 1.1 is now complete.
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