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A bstract: In thispaper,we show thatany proofofthe Collatz 3n + 1 Conjecture m ust

have an in� nite num beroflines. Therefore,no form alproofis possible. W e also discuss

whether the proofstrategy in this paper has any prom ise for proving that the Riem ann

Hypothesisisalso unprovable.
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In thispaper,weconsiderthefollowing function:

D e�nition: LetT :N ! N be a function such thatT(n)= 3n+ 1

2
ifn

isodd and T(n)= n

2
ifn iseven.

The Collatz 3n + 1 Conjecture states that for each n 2 N,there

exists an m 2 N such that T(m )(n) = 1,where T(m )(n) is the func-

tion T iteratively applied m tim esto n.AsofSeptem ber4,2003,the

conjecturehasbeen veri�ed forallpositiveintegersup to 224� 250 �

2:52� 1017 (Roosendaal,2003+).Furtherm ore,onecan givea heuris-

tic probabilistic argum ent(Crandall,1978)thatsince every iterate of

thefunction T decreaseson averageby a m ultiplicativefactorofabout

(3
2
)1=2(1

2
)1=2 = (3

4
)1=2,alliterateswilleventually converge into thein�-

nite cycle f1;2;1;2;:::g,assum ing thateach T(i) su�ciently m ixesup

n asifeach T(i)(n)m od 2 were drawn atrandom from the setf0;1g.

However,theCollatz3n+ 1Conjecturehasneverbeen form allyproven.

In thispaper,weshow thattheCollatz3n+ 1 Conjecturecan,in fact,

neverbeform ally proven,even though thereisa lotofevidenceforits

truth:

T heorem 1:Form ;n 2 N,thevalueofT(m )(n)m od 2isnotuniquely

determ ined by the valuesof(n;T(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))m od 2.

Proof:W ehavetheequation,T(m )(n)= 3k

2
a
k
n+ �k� 1

i= 0

3i

2ai
,wheretheval-

uesofa0;:::;ak aredeterm ined bythevaluesof(n;T
(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))

m od 2. For any increasing sequence of natural num bers a0;:::;ak,

this equation has at least one solution for (n;T(m )(n)) 2 N
2 where

T(m )(n) = 0 m od 2 and at least one solution for (n;T(m )(n)) 2 N
2

where T(m )(n) = 1 m od 2, since gcd(2ak+ 1;3k) = 1. Hence, the

value ofT(m )(n) m od 2 is not uniquely determ ined by the values of

(n;T(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))m od 2. �

T heorem 2: For any m ;n 2 N,ifeach T(k)(n) is distinct(for k =

0;1;:::;m � 1),then itisim possible to determ ine the value ofT(m )(n)

withoutperform ing atleastm com putations.

Proof:In ordertodeterm inethevalueofT(m )(n),itisnecessary tode-

term inethevaluesof(n;T(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))m od 2,sincethevalues

ofa0;:::;ak in the form ula,T(m )(n)= 3k

2ak
n + �k� 1

i= 0

3i

2ai
,are determ ined

by the valuesof(n;T(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))m od 2. Now,the valuesof

each (n;T(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))m od 2 cannotbe determ ined from one
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another,by Theorem 1. Hence, assum ing that each T(k)(n) is dis-

tinct(fork = 0;1;:::;m � 1),atleastm com putations are necessary

to determ ine them valuesof(n;T(1)(n);:::;T(m � 1)(n))m od 2.There-

fore,atleastm com putationsare necessary to determ ine the value of

T(m )(n). �

T heorem 3:Itisim possible to prove the Collatz3n + 1 Conjecture.

Proof: Suppose thatthere existsa proofofthe Collatz 3n+1 Conjec-

ture and letL be the num berofletters/sym bols in such a proof. By

Theorem 1,thereexistsan n 2 N such thatT(L)(n)> 2 (asan exam -

ple,any n such thatT(L)(n)= T(L+ 1)(n)m od 2). Then by Theorem

2,atleastm > L com putationsarerequired to show thatthereexists

an m 2 N such that T(m )(n) = 1,where m is the sm allest num ber

such thatthisistrue(sincethevalueofT(m )(n)isdeterm ined in show-

ing that there exists an m 2 N such that T(m )(n) = 1). Hence,the

proofm ustcontain atleastm letters/sym bolsto describe the com pu-

tations which prove that T(m )(n) = 1,contradicting our assum ption

thatthe proofcontains L letters/sym bols. Therefore,a form alproof

oftheCollatz3n + 1 Conjecturecannotexist. �

D iscussion: Aswe see,the core reason why the Collatz 3n + 1 Con-

jecture is unprovable is because there is no lim it to the num ber of

com putationsthatm ay be necessary to prove fora given n 2 N that

T(m )(n)= 1 forsom em 2 N.

Anotherfam ousconjecturethathasa sim ilarproblem is,according

to m any,them ostim portantunsolved problem in allofm athem atics,

theRiem ann Hypothesis:LettheRiem ann-Zetafunction beacom plex

function de�ned by �(s) = �1
n= 1n

� s for <(s) > 1 and by analytic

continuation elsewhere.Itiswellknown thattheonly roots� = �+ ti

of� in which � � 0 are� = �2;�4;�6;:::and thatthereareno roots

in which � � 1.And also,thereisasim plepoleats= 1.TheRiem ann

Hypothesisstatesthatif� = � + tiisa rootof� and 0< � < 1,then

� = 1=2. It is wellknown that there are in�nitely m any roots of�

that have 0 < � < 1. And just like the Collatz 3n + 1 Conjecture,

the Riem ann Hypothesishasbeen veri�ed by high-speed com puters-

foralljtj< T where T � 2:0� 1020 (Odlyzko,1989). But itis still

unknown whetherthereexistsa jtj� T such that�(�+ ti)= 0,where

� 6= 1=2. And justlike the Collatz 3n + 1 Conjecture,one can give a

heuristicprobabilisticargum ent(Good & Churchhouse,1968)thatthe

Riem ann Hypothesisistrue,asfollows:
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Itiswellknown thatthe Riem ann Hypothesis isequivalent to the

statem entthatM (n)= �n

k= 1
�(k)= o(n1=2+ �)foreach � > 0,where �

istheM �obiusInversion function de�ned on N in which �(k)= �1 ifk

istheproductofan odd num berofdistinctprim es,�(k)= 1ifk isthe

productofan even num berofdistinctprim es,and �(k)= 0 otherwise.

Then ifwe are to assum e that M (n) is distributed in the long run

asa random walk,which iscertainly plausible since the sequence has

characteristicsofa random walk,then by probability theory,M (n)=

o(n1=2+ �)with probability one,foreach � > 0.

From hereon in thispaper,wheneverwesay \num berofroots",we

shallm ean\num berofroots,countingm ultiplicities":Bytheargum ent

principle,onecan determ ine thenum berofrootsof� in fs= � + ti:

0 < � < 1;0 < t < Tg by integrating
�
0(s)

�(s)
on the border ofthis

dom ain m inus, for sm all� > 0,the horizontalstrip fs = � + ti :

0 < � < 1;0 < t < �g (in order to avoid the pole at s = 1) and

then dividing by 2�i. However,determ ining whether these rootsare

allon the criticalline � = 1=2 is a bitm ore tricky: The m ethod by

which thishasbeen veri�ed by high-speed com putersisto considera

speci�crealfunction,Z(t),such thatjZ(t)j= j�(1=2+ ti)j,so thatthe

Riem ann Hypothesis is equivalent to Z(t) having only realand pure

im aginary roots. The com puter determ ines the num ber ofrealroots

ofZ(t) in which 0 < t < T by exam ining the sign changes in Z(t)

(and ifnecessary thesign changesin itsderivatives)and com paresthis

num berto thecalculated totalnum berofrootsofthe� function in the

dom ain,fs = � + ti: 0 < � < 1;0 < t< Tg. Ifthe num bers are

equal,then the Riem ann Hypothesisisveri�ed forthisdom ain. And

ifnot,then theRiem ann Hypothesisisfalse(Pugh,1998).

Now,let us observe the following,which willexplain why there is

a very good chance thatthe Riem ann Hypothesis isunprovable,just

liketheCollatz3n+ 1 Conjecture:Sincethereisno closed form ula for

the realrootsofZ(t)(no form ula thatdoesnotinvolve the function

Z(t) like the form ula for the roots � = � + ti= �2;�4;�6;:::of�

when � � 0),the num berofrealrootsofZ(t),where 0 < t< T,can

only be determ ined by exam ining the changes in sign ofZ(t)and (if

necessary) its derivatives; therefore,determ ining the num ber ofreal

roots ofZ(t) where 0 < t < T m ust involve com puting the sign of

Z(t)forvarioust.Letusassum ethatthetim eofthefastestalgorithm

that com putes the sign ofZ(t) approaches 1 as t ! 1 ,which is

certainly a reasonable assum ption,since the fastestknown algorithm

fordoing such,the Riem ann-Siegelform ula (Odlyzko,1994),runs in

O (
p
t) tim e. Then proving that for each T > 0,the num ber ofreal
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rootsofZ(t),where0< t< T,isequalto thenum berofrootsof� in

fs = � + ti: 0 < � < 1;0 < t< Tg (which isequivalentto proving

the Riem ann Hypothesis)m usttake an in�nite am ountoftim e,since

there is no lim it to the num ber ofcom putations that are necessary

to determ ine the sign ofZ(t) forlarge t. Hence,itappears thatthe

Riem ann Hypothesisisalso unprovable,even though there isa lotof

evidence foritstruth.

M oral: Ifthe Collatz 3n + 1 Conjecture is true,then only G-d can

know thiswith absolutecertainty.And thisisalsovery likely tobethe

casewith theRiem ann Hypothesis.
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