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Abstract: In this paper we pove that for any given rational r > 0 and all N > 1, there
exist integers N <z1 <z2 < - <z} < e™ (1) N such that

1 1 1
r=—+—4 4+ —.
x1 xo Ty

I. INTRODUCTION
Erdds and Graham (see [3] and [4]) asked the following questions:

1. Do there exist infinitely many sets of positive integers {z1,zo,...,x%}, k
variable, 2 <z < x5 < - -+ < 1, with

where xy/x; is bounded?

2. If question 1 is true, what is the lim inf z;/x; over all such sets of integers?
Trivially, we have that this lim inf is > e. Is it actually equal to e?

In this paper we will prove the following theorem, which gives complete answers to
these questions of Erdés and Graham.

Main Theorem. Suppose that r > 0 is any given rational number. Then, for all
N > 1, there exist integers

loglog N
N<ri<azg<--<ap<|e + 0O, 20808 W N
log N

such that
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Moreoever, the error term O, (loglog N/log N) is best possible.

We will now discuss the idea of the proof of the Main Theorem. To begin, let us
suppose that we are given some rational number » > 0 and an integer N > r. Let
M be the smallest integer where

rgz

N<n<M

< +1
r —.
- M

S|

Using the fact that >, o, L —logt+~+ O(1/t) one can show that M = e"N +
O,(1). Now suppose

1
v Z —, where ged(u,v) = 1. (1)
Y N<n<um
If we had that u/v = r, then we would have proved our theorem for this in-

stance of r and N, because M = (e" + O,(1/N))N is well within the error of
O, (loglog N/log N) claimed by our theorem. Unfortunately, for large N it will not
be the case that u/v =r.

To prove the theorem, we first will use a Proposition which says that we can
remove terms from the sum in (1), call them 1/nq,1/ns, ..., 1/ng, so that if

! 1 1 1 1

u—zg—{——i———i—-~-—i——}: E —, where ged(u',v") =1,
N<n<M n

n#EN],MQ,..., n

then all the prime power factors of v are < N*/4=°(1) "and moreoever

1 1 1 loglog N
ny N2 ng log N

The main idea for proving this Proposition can be found in [2], [5], and [6]. We

will then couple this with another Proposition which says that if s is some rational

number whose denominator has all its prime power factors < N/4=°(M) and if

f(M)
s > log M

integers M < mq,ma, ...,my < e(cT°M)s [ where ¢ is some constant, such that

where f(M) is any function tending to infinity with M, then there are

1 1 1
8:——|——+...+_'
maq mo my

The way we use this second Proposition is we let

u’ log log M
S=7r— — X, ——2
v’ log M

and then all the prime power factors of the denominator of s will be < N1/4—o(1) —
M1/A—o(1), Thus, we can find our integers M < mq < --- < my < eletoM)s \f ag
described above. This will give us a unit fraction representation for r as follows:
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All the denominators of these unit fractions will be no larger than
eleto)s p — gletoM)stry — (or 4 0 loglog N N,
log N

and of course no smaller than N. The way we will prove that the error term
O, (loglog N/log N) is best-possible is by showing that if

1

r=—+4---4+ —, 2< 1 <--- < T are integers,
I Tl

then none of the z;’s can be divisible by a prime p > z/logxj (this idea appears
in [2], [3], and [6]). It will turn out that this forces

1)) logl
)

X1 log xj,
thus finishing the proof of the Main Theorem.

We will now state these Propositions more formally and discuss their proofs.
Before we do this, we will need the following two definitions. Define

S(N,y) := {n< N : p*n= p* <y},

and let

V(N y) =[S(N,y)l,
the number of elements in S(N,y). Our first Proposition, then, as mentioned above
is as follows:

1

Proposition 1. Let ¢ > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 7 be given constants. Then, for all N

sufficiently large, there exist integers
N§d1<d2<"'<dl§CN,

such that if

then all the prime power factors of g are < NY*=¢, and

1 1 1 loglog N
4. 4= =(31 1)) =0
& + a +F a4 (3logc + o(1)) log N (3)

The proof of this Proposition rests on a highly technical corollary to a lemma
taken from an earlier paper by the author (see [2]). For completeness, we will prove
both this lemma and its corollary in section II of the paper.

Lemma 1. For alle > 0, there exists N. > 0 such that ifn > N. and k > log>™%n,
then for any set of k distinct primes 2 < p1 < pa < --- < p < log®"3n which do
not divide n there is a subset

{QDQQ? -~7Qt} g {p17p27 7pk}

such that

1
— 4+ —+---+—==7r (modn),
1 92 qt

for any given r with 0 < r < (n—1).
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Corollary to Lemma 1. Supposec>1,0< e < i, and d > 0 are given constants.
There exists a number N, s so that if N > N. 5., then for any prime power q with
Ni—c< q < —&s— and any residue class v (mod q), there are integers ni, ..., ny,

log3td N
satisfying:

N <np<ng <---<ng <cN, (4)
where ng = qmy, ng(Q7mz) = 17 m; € S(Cqu - 1)7 (5)

1 1 1
with — 4+ —+---+ — =71 (mod q), (6)

miq mo my

1 1 10g3+26/3N

d —+—4-+—<(1+o(1 7
an n1+n2+ +nk (1+o0(1)) N (7)

We will now describe how to prove our Proposition 1 using this corollary. First,
let 6 > 0 be some constant. Let d,ds,...,d; be all those integers in our interval
(N, ¢N) which have a prime power factor ¢ > N/ log®t® N. Now if we let

fo _ Z %, ged (fo,90) = 1,

gO N<n<cN
n#dy,..., dy

then one can easily show that all the prime power factors of gy must be < N/ log?’J“s N.
Also, one can show that

1 1 1 loglog N
b4 =((34 01 1)) = ot
Tt = (B4 ) loget (1) EE

which is a direct consequence of the following lemma:

Lemma 2. Forc>1 and a > 0 we have

> 1 _a(logc)(loglogN)+O< 1 )

mp® log N log N

N<mp®<cN

%Nv p prime

a
p >log

Also, we have that

1 a(log c)(loglog N) 1
Y = o~ +0 (- .
N<mp<cN mp Og OgN
p>¢, p prime
log™® N

So far we have not picked so many d;’s as to violate the upper bound (3) claimed
in Proposition 1, since § > 0 can be chosen as small as desired; however, the prime
power factors of gg can be much larger than N'/4~¢. Thus, the remaining numbers
we choose, diy1, ..., d;, will have to have the properties: if

f_Jo 1 1 3 1

L = ... = — —, Cd y - 1,

g gO dt+1 dl N<n<cN n g (f g)
n#dy,..., d;

then all the prime power factors of ¢ are < N'/4=¢ and

11 (loglosNY “
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To find d¢41, ..., d;, we first select the largest prime power ¢1|go, where NA—e <
¢ < N/ log?"HS N. If no such prime power exists, then we have found our integers
di,...,d;, where | = t, which give rise to the property that all the prime power
factors of g are < N/4=¢ (where g is given by (2) above). On the other hand,
if such a ¢ = p® does exist, then first write go = g171, where p { r1. Using the
Corollary to Lemma 1, let diy1 = n1,dir2 = na, ..., dirx = ng, where the n;’s are
as in (4) through (7) with the choices ¢ = ¢; and r = fy/r;. These new d;’s are
distinct from dy, ..., d;, since their largest prime factor is ¢;, and if we let

gl N<n<cN N<n<cN
n#dy,..., dt+k n#dy,..., d¢
fo 1 11 < fo 1 1 )
- T ... = - = e N ,
go 1 N g1 \Tr My mg

where ged(f1,91) = 1, then all the prime power factors of g; are < ¢; — 1. To see
this, we have from (6) that if

w 1 1

_1:@__ ..... _— gcd(wl,w2>:1,

(1) T1 miq my
then p|lw;, and so ¢; t g1 (and the same goes for any prime power bigger than ¢ ).
From (7) we have one final property that our d;’s satisfy:

1 1 1 1 1 log®t20/3 N
b= — b — < (14 0(1) 22—
ng N

diq1 dii2 ditk ny
We now repeat the process as above and select the largest prime power factor of
g1, call it go, where N'/4=¢ < ¢, < ¢ —1. If no such prime power exists, then we are
finished and have found our integers dy, ..., d; with [ = t+ k. If such ¢» does exit, we
can use lemma 2 again as we did above to find our integers d+ 41, di4+k+2, -, Dttkth
in (N, cN), distinct from dy, ..., di4, such that if we let

2 _ Z 1
‘92 N<n<cN n

n#dy,..., dt+k+h

where ged(fa, g2) = 1, then the largest prime power factor of g, is at most go — 1.
Also,

1 1 log3t /3 N
T <(1+o(1
iy i1 iy itn ( L) N

If we continue in this manner of picking d;’s to cancel off prime power factors
> N/4=¢ we will eventually find our integers dy, ..., d; such that if f and g are as
in (2), then all the prime power factors of g are < N1/4=¢ To see that our d;’s
satisfy (8), and therefore (3), we observe that

1 log3+26/3 N
' d—j<<1+o(1))T > 1
t+1<5<1 N/4=€<pa<N/logd3td N
log+2/% N w5y L+ o(])

We now formally state our second Proposition mentioned above and describe its
I o
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Proposition 2. Suppose a, b are positive integers, where gcd(a,b) = 1, all the
prime power factors of b are < MY/*~¢ where 0 < € < 1/8. Futher, we will allow
the size of a/b to depend on M : suppose 1{)(;5\[/)[ < & <1, where f(M) < logM is

a
b
any function tending to infinity with M. Select ¢(M) > 0 such that

a 1 a 1
2d < LD Y
S D <yt conm

M<n<c(M)M
1_
neS(M,M%2 ")

Remark: We will show that ¢(M) = e(®(O+To()a/b yhere v(e) is some function
depending only on €. Then for all M sufficiently large, there exist integers

M<ni<ng<---<np<cMM,
each n; € S(M, M'Y4=¢) such that

a 1 1 1
O
b ny N9 ng

Let mq, ..., m; be all the integers where
M <my <mg<---<my <c(M)M, mj € S(c(M)M, M"*=¢).

It will turn out that
[ >a,b,e M.

The proof of Proposition 2 rests entirely on estimating the following exponential

sum:
P/2—-1

E = > e(—ah/b)A(h),
h=—P/2

271-

where e(-) := €™,

I
Ah) = [+ e(n/my)),
j=1
and
P := lem{2,3,4,.., [N'/49}.
It turns out that

#{{n1,...,n} C{mq,...,m}, k variable : 1/ny +---+1/np =a/b} > % -2

The —2 comes from the fact that in the case a/b = 1, the exponential sum picks
up the extraneous representations for a/b = 0 and a/b = 2, and there can be at
most one such representation each. In the cases where a/b < 1, we can omit the
—2 above to get the exact count:

L 0, m, L Lo, m. L L yvariahle - 1 /1. —l—~-~—l—1/fnr_:n./h1:§
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The way we obtain a lower bound for the exponential sum F is by showing:

1. For |h| < M /2, Re(e(—ah/b)A(h)) > 0; and so,

Req > e(—ah/b)A(h) 3 = A(0)+Re > e(—ah/b)A(h) p > A(0) =2'.
|h|<M/2 |h|<M/2, h#0

2. For |h| > M/2 and |h| < P/2, |A(h)| < 25; and so,

> |A(h)| < 2!~

|h|=M/2, [h|<P/2

Putting together these two facts, we find that our number of representations for
a/b is at least

E 2[—1
B, 2y

since
l M
2 >>a,b,e 2¢ )

for some constant ¢, while
P < M Oo(),

II. TECHNICAL LEMMAS AND THEIR PROOFS

Proof of Lemma 1. Suppose that b is coprime to n and let 7, (a/b) denote the least
residue of ab~! (mod n) in absolute value. The number of subsets of {pi, ..., px}
whose sum of reciprocals is = (mod n) is then given by

v I (=52),

j=1

where e(x) is defined to be e*™**. Define

We will show that

when h # 0 and when n is sufficiently large. It will then follow that

n—1
1 ok ok
>—q2b -3 b ="">0
n{ h_ln} TL2 ’

N PR R R D T o e I TR R N D ey

n—1

oS )

h=0

S| =
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To prove (8) we note that

Pl =[] (H(%))
[T (- (-2522) +e (2522)) o

j=1
: ra(h/p;)
— 2k n J
H oS <7r o
Jj=1
We may write
sin+h
ra(h/pj) = =——,
Dj
where 0 < h < (n — 1) and s; is an integer satisfying — [%J} <55 < [%ﬂ} Define
L(z) = log®t?“ z+1. We will now show that when 7 is sufficiently large at least %
of the s;’s have the property that |s;| > L(n): for if we suppose there are infinitely

many n where at least £ of the s;’s satisfy |s;| < L(n) then, by the pigeonhole

principle, there is a number m with |m| < L(n) such that s; = m for at least

k/2 - log® ™% n
2L(n)+1 "~ 4log®™** n+6

> logn

of the primes p; dividing mn + h when n is sufficiently large. However, this is

impossible for large n since [mn+h| < [n(L(n)+1)| < n? has o(logn) distinct prime

factors. Thus when n is sufficiently large at least & of the s;’s satisfy |s;| > L(n).
It follows that, when n is sufficiently large, at least g of the p;’s satisfy

n

log*ten’

sin+h (s; —L)n

| (h/pj)| = v

>

E

J

We have for such primes p; that when n is sufficiently large,
ru(h/p;) n (ru(h/p)\? ru(h/p)\*
() () o ()
n 2 n n
2 1
<l—-——55—4+0(—575— |-
2log? T2 <log4Jr46 n)

3+2¢ 1, we have that

‘P(h)|<2k <1_L+O<#)>k/4<2k6_w21§gn_O<ﬁ)
10g2+26n 10g4—|—46n n ?

and so, from (9), since k > log
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Proof of Corollary. Let s(q) denote the smallest integer with

N

345 7

————, s(q) € S(cN,N'*7%), and ged(q, s(q)) = 1.
qlog™" ¢

s(q) >

This number s(q) = (1 + 0(1))W]}Lr5q. We will construct the m;’s so that m; =

s(q)ri, where r; is a small prime. Let

<pr<pa<- - <p<——<(c+o0(1))log" q
qs(q) qs(q) (e o))
be all the primes between qsL@ and q‘;—](\g) which do not divide ¢. The number of

these primes is at least

”( - ) —W( a ) —1=n{(c+o(1)10g" ¢} — 7 {(1+0(1))10g™** ¢}

qs(q) qs(q)
(=1~ o(1) log?’J”S q
N 3+ loglogq

When N is sufficiently large we have from our lemma 1 above with € = §/3 that
there is a subset 71 < 19 < --- < ri of the primes {p1, p2, ..., p;} with

=r (mod q).

where N < ¢gs(q)r; < ¢N for all i = 1,2, ..., k; moreover, there is such a subset with
k< (14 o(l))loggJF%éN. Thus, if we let m; = s(q)r; and therefore n; = gm; =
qs(q)ri, we satisfy (4), (5), and (6). If we assume k < (1+ o(1)) 10g3+%‘S N, as we
are allowed to do, then

L (1))1°g3+%6N
- _ PR —_— O —_—
ny N ng cN 7

which satisfies (7).

Proof of Lemma 2. Using the the fact that 3, ., % = logn++v+0(1/n), together
with the estimate

1
Z — =loglogn + B + o(1/logn),
pa

na < 0y
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where B is some constant, we have the following chain of inequalities:

> )T DI
mp® a a m
N<mpa<en P o pecen P Njpe<mzen/pe

a N o
P >m, p prime

- Z ]% {log(ecN/p*) —log(N/p*) + O(p*/cN)}

log+N <p*<cN

- ¥ ]% {log ¢ + O(p" /eN)}

log+N <p*<cN

1 m(cN)
-1 il
0gc NZ pa—l—0< CN)
logTN<p”§cN
= logc{logloch — loglog (logo‘N) —|—o(1/logN)}

+O(1/logN)

_ aflogc)(loglog N)
= log N +O(1/log N),

as claimed. The proof for the sum over primes p, instead of prime powers p®, is
exactly the same.

III. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Fix a § > 0 and let N17¢ < G < qp < - <qgp< ﬁ be all the prime

1

1
powers between N2~ ¢ and logg,%. Define

S = {N <n<cN},

Sht1 = S\ {n : n=mp® where TN < p* < N, p prime},
0og
and let 1
Uh+1 L
Vhi1 Z n’
nESh41

where ged(up41,vp41) = 1. We observe that all of the prime power factors of vp,y4

are smaller than logg%]v and by lemma 2 we have
Up 41 1 loglog N
= — = ((3+9)logc+o(1)) ————.
P~ NS;SCN mpe — (3 +0)loge+o(l)) log N

P
Starting with the prime power g, we will successively construct sets
Sp 2 Sp—1 2 Sp2 2251,

where if

79. - ’Tl,,
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ged(ug, v;) = 1, then all the prime power factors of v; are smaller g;, for all i =

1,2,.., h+ 1; moreover, we will construct these sets in such a way that
1 loglog N
— = 0)1 1) ——.
> = B+ d)loge-+of1) S

neS\S1

If we can accomplish this, then we can just let {dy,...,d;} = S\ 51 and satisfy the
requirements of the Proposition.

Suppose, for proof by induction, we have constructed the sets S; where 2 < i <
h+1. If gi—1 { v;, we just let S;_; := S;, and then all the prime power factors of
v;—1 are smaller than ¢;_1. On the other hand, if ¢;_1 t v;, then using the corollary
to lemma 1 we can find integers N < n; < mng < --- < ng < cN where n; = g¢;—1m;,
ged(gi—1,m;) = 1, all the prime power factors of the m;’s are smaller than ¢;_1,

and
1
+ +——q1 12——% 1— (mod ¢;—1).
nes;

Then if we let S;—1 := S; \ {n1,n2,...,nx} we will have that

Uy U; 1 1
= =¢-1————++——=0 (mod ¢_1),
Vi—1 Vi ma mg

qi—1

and so ¢;_1 does not divide v;_1, nor does any other prime power bigger than ¢;_1
since all the prime power factors of v; and the n;’s are at most ¢;_1. We conclude,
by induction, that S; can be constructed for 1 <7 < h + 1.

From the corollary to lemma 1, for each 2 < i < h + 1 we can pick the n;’s as
above so that

1 logSJF%éN
> ~ < (Lt o(1) =
neS;\Si—1
It follows that
34245
1 s <710g3+5N) log°"3° N 1
— 1 1 1 1
> <o) z = (1+0(1)
n€Sh+1\S1

and so if we let

{dy,da,...,d;} = S\ 51,

then (2) and (3) are satisfied and

b= 3 L= ((340)loge +o(1))

loglog N
d di nes\ S

log N

e L T I & B, DRI Y T B Y Y o b
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IV. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2
First we will show that
(M) = elv(e)+o(1))a/b

where v(e) is some constant depending only on e. To do this we will need the
following lemma:

Lemma 3 (N.G. de Bruijn). For any fized € < 3/5, uniformly in the range

y>2, 1<u<exp{(logy)*> "},

U(z,y) = zp(u) {1 +0 (w) } ,

logy

where u = logx/logy and p(u) is the unique continuous solution to the differential-

difference equation
{ up'(u) = —p(u—1), ifu>1
plu)y =1, ifl <u<l.

we have

(For a proof of this lemma, see [1].)

Using lemma 3 with
1

=  andz=M
11— and x

u
gives us that
(M + 2, MYA7) — (M, MY47¢) ~ zp(u)

for z > M/log M. Using this and partial summation it is fairly easy to see that
for ¢ (M) = e(2/p(u)to(1))a/b.

1 a
E — o~ 2_,
n b
M<n<c' (M)M
p‘n:>p<M1/47€

for f(M)/logM < a/b < 1, where f(M) is any function tending to infinity with
M. The error incurred by replacing the condition ‘pln = p < M'/*~¢ with
‘n € S(c'(M)M, M'*=¢) will be at most

1 1 1
) D DI viv.= D DI

n<c' (M)M PSM1/8_€/2 777,<C/(]\/[)]\/[3/4+é
Pa\'ﬂ,pa>M1/476 p prime -
where p<M1/4‘76 is prime

1 1
+ > 2 > m
M1/8=€/2cpcpl/4—e m<c’(M)M/p?

p prime

< MY/8—¢/2,

Thus, we see that

M<n<c' (M)M
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which gives us that
(M)~ (M) = e(2/p(u)+o(1))a/b
Let

P = lm(1,2,3,..., MV = J[ po =M Ore),

p§M1/4_E
p prime

where a, is the largest integer such that p% < M4 Tet M < my < mo <

- < my < ¢(M)M be all the divisors of P lying in [M, c(M)M]; that is, all the
integers in S(c(M)M, M'/*=€) in the interval [M, c(M)M]. By standard methods
of exponential sums, one has that

#{{n1, ....nk} C {ma,....mi}, k variable : 1/ny + -+ 1/ng = a/b}
25 3 ()

where e(-) = €2™. The reason for subtracting 2 in the above equation is that when
a/b =1, the exponentlal sum not only counts subsets summing to 1, but also 0 and
2.

Let

]f[{ue( J)}:e(g{miﬁ*m%}) QZijIICOS(Wh/mj)

(9)
Upon substituting in our equation above this gives
#{{n1,...,ni} C{mq,....,my}, k variable : 1/ny +---+1/n; = a/b}
P/2—1
1 (10)
> 5 > e(—ah/b)A(h) | —2.
h=—P/2

We will now try to find a lower bound for (10). To do this we will show that

2l
A(h)| < o5, for —P/2 < h < P/2 1 with [h] > M/2. (11)
and that
Re [ > e(—ah/b)A(h) | > 2, (12)
|h|<M/2

From (10), (11), and (12) it then follows that

#{{n1,...,ng} C {mq,...,my}, k variable : 1/ny+---+1/np = a/b}

-1
2T o imomat/i
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which is exponential in [ since

a M
I M s 21
e My > Tog M

To establish (12), we first observe from (9) that

l
—2mah 1 1
Arg{e(—ah/b)A(h)} = Za +mh {m—l + E} + Arg 31;[1 cos(mh/m;)
(13)
Using the fact that
1 1 a
—+ -+ — =2-+,
mi my b
where 1
0<6<
-~ T (MM’
together with the fact that each m; is > M, we have
—2mah 1 1 wlh| w
he —+--++— >3 =mdlh|< — < = 14
‘ b + {ml-l- -l-ml}‘ 7r||<M<2, (14)
whenever M
h|l < —.
<%

Also for such h, we observe that
cos(mh/m;j) > cos(m/2) =0, for j =1,2,...,1,
since the m’;s are all > M. Using this, together with (13) and (14), we find that

M
, whenever |h| < —.

|Arg{e(—ah/b)A(h)}| < 2

Do 3

Thus, for such h we have
Re{e(—ah/b)A(h)} > 0,

and so

Re [ Y e(—ah/b)A(h) | =2 +Re | Y e(—ah/b)A(h) | > 2,
|h|<M/2 |h|h§¢1\g/2

which establishes (12).
In order to establish (11), we will need the following lemma, which will be proved

Y Y Y Y A T T
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Lemma 4. Supp0360<e<%. Let M <my <mg <---<my < <1+log1M>M

be all the integers in this interval with m; € S(M, M%_e). Then for M sufficiently
large and h real, either

1. There are > M1 m;’s which do not divide any integer in I = (h— M1 ,h+
3

M1), or
2. There is an integer in this interval which is divisible by P := lem{p® <
Mi=¢ : p prime}.

From this lemma, it follows that if
M
5 < Ih < P2,

then for some constants ¢, co > 0 there are > ¢; M3/4 m;’s such that for any integer
z

m;

for all M sufficiently large. For these integers m;, we will have that

1 m2c3 1
1/4\] _ 2
|cos (mh/m;)| < ’cos (WCQ/M / )‘ =1 — 32 + O <M) .

From this and (9) it follows that for such h

3/4
171'262 1 1M 2 2ar1/4 2l
l . 2 l mciegM™/%/2
\A(h)\<2<1 5 1/2+o< )) < 2lem e 0<P).

This establishes (11) and thus proves the Proposition.

V. PROOF OF LEMMA 4

For each integer n satisfying
Milog? M <n<2Milog? M, and n € S(2M7 log? M, M'/4~¢), (15)

define
M(n) = {m; : m; =ngq, w(g) <3}.

We claim that lem M (n) = P for all such n. We will show below that the truth of
this claim implies that either:

A. There is an n satisfying (15) such that every integer of M (n) divides a single
integer in I, which together with the assumption lem M (n) = P, gives us case 2
in the claim of our lemma, or

B. For each n satisfying (15), there is an integer m,,) € M(n) which does not
divide any integer in (h — M3/ h 4 M?3/4),

We will assume that case B is true and show that it implies case 1 in the claim of
our lemma (and thus if we can show that lem M (n) = P and that either A or B is

T T T Y T I T T S R Y
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The first thing to notice is that from Lemma 3 we know there are >, M3/4log® M
integers n satisfying (15). If all of the mqy,)’s as indicated in case B were distinct,
then we would have that there are >, M3/4log? M m;’s not dividing any integer in
(h—DM3/* h+M?3/*), which is the first possibility claimed by our lemma; however, it
is not necessarily the case that the mq,)’s are distinct. To overcome this difficulty,
we will now show that no m; can live in too many of the sets M (n): Let

D(M) = max #{n : n satisfies (15) and m; € M(n)}
1/4

— VY =o0(log* M
2log2M} o(og )’

< max #{q : qlm;,w(q) <3,9>

then

W(2M 3 log® M, Mi—¢) — (M3 log* M, M i)
D(M)

#{mam) : n satisfies (15)} > > M.

Thus, there are > M1 m;’s which do not divide any integer in (h—DM?3/* h+M3/4),
which covers case 1 claimed by our lemma.

We now will show that if lem M(n) = P for all n satisfying (15), then either
case A or case B above must be true. So, let us assume then that lem M(n) = P
for all n satisfying (15). If case B is true, then we are done. So, let us assume that
case B is false. Then, we must have there there is an n satisfying (15) such that
each member of M (n) divides an integer in I. Since each such member is divisible
by n > M?3/*log® M, which is greater than the length of I, we must have that all
such members divide the same integer in I. Thus, case A is true.

To finish the proof of our lemma, we now show that lem M(n) = P for all n
satisfying (15). Fix an n satisfying (15) and let p® < M/4~¢ be the largest power
of the prime p that is < MY/4~¢. Let p¢ be the exact power of p which divides n.
Thus, e < a. We will show there exists an m; € M(n) with

mj = np®~ “lily, where Iy and Iy are primes with ged(l1l2,n) =1,

which will imply that m; is divisible by p*, and thus p®|lem M (n). Such an m,
exists if we can just find primes 1,1y < M'/*~¢ which satisfy

[ M 1 M
< < =1.
np = ll < l2 < \/(1 —+ IOgM) npa_e, ng (lllg,n) 1 (16)

To see that it is possible to find [; and Iy we first observe that the lower limit of
the interval in (16) is

M M M2
np*—e (M3/41og? MYM'/4=< — logM’

and the length of the interval is the multiple ,/1 + log;M 1> @ of this lower

e/2
T e T 2l Tt N T L 1 M/ I S TS S IR |
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and so for M sufficiently large there must be two of them [; < I3 which do not
divide n < 2M3/*log® M. These two primes therefore satisfy (16). To see that
I1,ly < M'Y/*4=¢ we observe that the upper limit of the interval in (16) satisfies

1 M [2M 2M 2M1/8
1+ — <4/ — < — = V2 < M*/A=e,
log M ) npe—¢ n M3/4log® M log M

for M sufficiently large and 0 < e < 1/8. Thus, we can find I; and [y as claimed,
and so our lemma is proved.

VI. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

We give here only a slightly more formal version of the proof outlined in the
introduction.

Suppose we are given a rational number r > 0 and an integer N > r. Let M be
the least integer where

Using the fact that ., ., ., =+ =logz + v+ O(1/x), it is easy to see that M/N =
er+O(1/N) T

Using Proposition 1 with e = 1/6 we have that for N sufficiently large, there are
integers dy, ..., d; with

N<d <dy<--<d <M= tOUNN

such that if

U 1 loglog N
== N;M —=r—(3r+ m»w, ged(u, v) = 1,
n#gl,i4,dl

then where all the prime power factors of v are < N1/4~-1/6 = N1/12_ Tt

loglog N

u
—r— 2= 1
re (3r 4+ o(1)) log N

¢ , ged(a, b) = 1.
b
We observe that once NN is large enough, all the prime power factors of b will be
< N'Y12_ Tnvoking Proposition 2 with € = 1/6 we have that there are integers
n,...,NE with

M<n <---<ng Sec'”/bM,

where ¢ is some constant, and such that
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where

_ loglog N loglog N
<ece/bpr =11 ))——"—7M=<¢" r | ——— | ¢ N.
ng < e { + (3er 4+ o(1)) log N e"+0 log N

This proves the first part of the Main Theorem.
To see that the O, (M> error term is best-possible, suppose that

log N
1 1
r=2=_ 4. 4=, ged(a,b) =1,
b 1 Tk

where N < z1,...,x; < cN are distinct integers, and let = be the largest of the x;’s.
We claim that the largest prime p dividing the z;’s satisfies p < ;77 (1 4 0(1)). To
see this, let

1 =pmp < To =pmg < --- < T = pmy
be all the z;’s divisible by p. If p|b then since b remains bounded as = varies, we

would have that p < b < x/logz once x is large enough. If, on the other hand,
p1b, then we must have that p{ b’ either, where b is given by

! 1 1 1 1 1
a_:_+...+—:— — 4+ — ), ged(d, V) = 1.
voox ;.  p \my my

Thus, p divides
1

1
lem{mg,...m;} {m—l 4o o

1 1 1
<1 2.3, ... l1+—4+=-+---+ —
}_Cm{,, ,ml}{ +2+3+ +ml}

_ emz(1+0(1)),

and so,
x > pmy > plogp(1 + o(1));

or in other words,
x

p < (1+0(1)).

log x
Making use of this bound on p we have that

1 1 1
rs > mill B0 D Zm—p

N<n<eN N<n<cN N<mp<cN

pln=p< 520 (140(1)) P> 2y (1+o(1))
Applying lemma 2 to this last pair of terms, together with the estimate ), .. % =

logz + v+ O(1/x), we find that

loglog N
r <logc— (logc—l—o(l))%.

Solving for ¢ we find that

e> e 1+(r+0(1))loglogN '
log N
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