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Abstract

In this paper we present a new formulation of the Beurling-Malliavin density (Propo-
sition 1). Then we consider the upper Pélya density and show how its existence is
connected with the concept of subadditivity; moreover, by means of some quanti-
ties introduced for proving Proposition 1, a theorem is presented that clarifies the
connection between the upper Pélya and the Beurling-Malliavin densities. In the
last section we discuss the classical definition of the upper Pdlya density and we
prove a result which seems to be new.
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1 Introduction

Let A = (/\n)nEZ be an indexed family of real numbers. In order to solve the problem of
finding the radius of completeness of A (denoted by R(A)), A. Beurling and P. Malliavin
introduced for the first time in the paper [I] the quantity b(A), defined as follows: if
(I”)n <7 18 a sequence of disjoint intervals on R, call it short if

S <
1 + dist*(0, I,,)

ne’

(where |I,,| =length of I,, and dist(0, [,,) = min,¢;, |z|) and long otherwise; then define
b(A) :=sup{d : 3 long (I,,)nez such that #(AN1I,) > d|I,|,Vn € Z}
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(the particular formulation used above comes from [6] and [7]). The celebrated Theorem
of [1] states that the radius of completeness of A is connected with b(A) by the formula

R(A) = 27b(A).

Later the same quantity b(A) has been studied by other authors, and various equivalent
formulations have been found; see [7] and the recent [3] for exhaustive lists of references.

Another interesting type of density is introduced in [3] with the scope of studying gaps
and singularities of power series. It is usually named as “upper Polya density”.

In the present paper we first analyze the BM-density according to the definition of [7]
and in particular we present a further formulation of this concept (see Proposition 1).
Then we study the upper Pdlya density and show how its existence is connected with
the concept of subadditivity; moreover we prove a result (Theorem 10) that clarifies the
connection between the upper Pélya and the BM-densities (by means of some quantities
introduced for proving Proposition 1).

In the last section of the paper we prove that the inner limit appearing in the definition
of the upper Pdlya density, which in its original definition in [%] is calculated along the
reals, can actually be calculated along the sequence of integers only. This fact seems to
have not been noticed anywhere in the past.

The BM-density is defined in [!] for general families (A, ),ez of real numbers; on the other
hand, the Pdélya density concerns sequences of real numbers (i.e. indexed by n € N*¥)
positive and strictly increasing (0 < A\; < Ay < --- ) and such that lim,_,, A\, = +00.
Thus, in order to compare these two concepts, in what follows we shall confine ourselves
to sequences of the second (i.e. Pdlya’s) kind . We also emphasize that our study concerns
sequences of real numbers and not only of integers. In the sequel, by the term sequence we
always mean a sequence of Pdlya’s kind, unless otherwise specified. Notice in particular
that we are not dealing with finite sequences and sequences with repetitions.

The counting function of (A,)nen+ is the function

0 t=0
FA(t):{#{k:eN*:Akgt} t>0.

For 0 < a < b we have clearly

Fp(b) — Fa(a) = #{k €e N* : X\ € (a,b]}.
The counting function of a sequence (\,)nen+ is non-decreasing, is identified by the se-
quence itself, and viceversa; since the definitions of the Pdélya and B-M densities can be

formulated in terms of F}, in the sequel we shall adopt the point of view of counting
functions in place of that of sequences.
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2 The Beurling-Malliavin density

The BM-density, firstly defined in [1], has been studied in more recent times in [5]. This
book employs a definition which is apparently completely different from the original one
and proves the equivalence of the two concepts. In the present paper we shall follow [7],
of course with an adaptation to our restricted framework.

Let € be the family of all sequences

1= (<a’n’ bn])nGN*
of intervals in (0, 400) such that a, < b, < a,1 for all n € N* and
Z (— — 1) = +00.
n=1 An

In [5] these systems of intervals are called substantial (they are nothing but the long
sequences of [0] and [7]). Then put

c €, FA(bn) —FA(an)

neN* bn — ay,

R = {R >0:d7 = ((an, bn]) > R for each sufficiently large n}

Then the Beurling—Malliavin density b(A) is defined as the supremum of fR; in formula
b(A) = sup R.

Remark 1. Despite the different notation, this definition coincides with the one of [6] and

[

For every A C [1,+o0] we shall be interested in the subset of € defined as
€a=13Z=((an,bn)) . €C:lim LI
A — = \\an; On neN* : nﬁsolip a, :

Accordingly, we shall denote

Fi(b,) — Fala,
c e, A(bn) — Fa(an)

enr bn — Qp

Ry = {R >0:37 = ((an,bn])n > R for each sufficiently largen},

and finally
bA(A) = supiﬁA. (1)

In the case A = {a} (i.e. A is a singleton) we shall simplify this set of notation to €,,
R, and b, (A) respectively.
For A C B C [1,+o0] we point out the obvious relations

¢4 C Cp, Ra C Rp, ba(A) < bp(A). (2)

Since a, < b, for every substantial sequence of intervals, of course

by,
limsup — € [1, +o0];

n—oQ an
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thus, according to the preceding notation, we have b(A) = by o0 (A).

For every Z = {(an, by} €, let

neN*

{7 = liminf Fa(bn) = FA(an).

n—00 b, — an,

Formula (3) in the following Proposition provides an alternative definition of bs(A), to
be used in the following section. The result is almost self-evident, anyway we prove it in
detail.

Proposition 1. Let A C [1,+o0] be fixed. Then

ba(A) = sup{lz,Z € €,}. (3)

Proof. Denote for simplicity a4(A) = sup{lz,Z € €4}.

(i) We prove first that
aa(A) < ba(A). (4)

By the definition of supremum, for every e > 0, there exists Z = ((an, by)) € €4 such

that

neN*
as(A) —e < {1
By definition of liminf, ultimately we have

FA(bn) — FA(an)

bn_an

> as(A) —e

The last inequality implies that aa(A) — € € Ry, so that aa(A) — e < supPRy = ba(A),
and (4) follows by the arbitrariness of e.

(ii) For every R € Ry, there exists Zg = ((an, b)) € €4 such that ultimately

neN*

FA(bn) — FA(CLn) > R

bn_an -

By passing to the liminf in the above inequality, we get for such Zp that R < {7, hence

ba(A) =supRa < suplz, <sup{lz,Z € €4} = aa(N).
R

3 Analysis of the Beurling-Malliavin density

The aim of the present Section is to give a precise mathematical formulation and a
rigorous proof of the intuitive feelings that, in defining the BM-density,
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(i) all the sequences of substantial intervals Z = ((an, b))
have the same “status”, so to say (see Proposition 3);

. . bn
nene With limsup,, 2= >1

(ii) for identifying the value of b(A) the only important sequences of substantial intervals
7= ((an, b”])neN* are those with lim,,_,~ 2—2 = 1 (see Theorem 2 here below).

Theorem 2. b(A) = by(A).

For proving Theorem 2 the first step is the following Proposition, which says that in
formula (3) we can restrict ourselves to taking the supremum of ¢z in particular classes
¢4 (i.e. for particular sets A) in place of the whole class €.

Proposition 3. For k > 1 consider the set Ay, = [1,k|. Then, for every k > 1,

b(A) = ba, (A).

Proof. The inequality > is obvious by the last relation in (2). Thus it is sufficient to
show that

Proposition 4. For fixed k > 1 consider the set Ay = [1,k]. Then

(i) for every T = ((ay, b”])nEN* € ¢, there exists Jr € €4, such that {7, > (7. Hence
b(A) =sup{lz,Z € €} <sup{lz,Z € €} <sup{ls,T € €y, } = ba, (A).

(ii)) Jr = ((cn, dn])nEN* can be chosen in such a way that lim,,_,. Ccl—: exists (and belongs
to Ak)

For the proof of Proposition 4 we need a lemma.

Lemma 5. (i) Let k > 1. It is possible to split any interval (a,b] into some number r of

disjoint subintervals

(0,8 = (s,

i=1
where a = c¢; < dy =cy < ---=¢, <d, =Db, in such a way that, for everyt=1,...,r,
d.
1< =<k
&

(ii) Let the family of intervals {(c;,d;],i =0,...,r}, covers the interval (a,b]. Then there
exists an integer j € {0,...,r} such that

Faldy) = Faley) o Falb) — Fi(a)
dj —¢; T D ioldi =)
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Proof of Lemma 5. (i) Take r = [log, 2] + 1, o = (%)% and, for i =1,2,...,r, define
¢ =ata, d;=da,
noticing that
cao=a, d.=b —=a<k.

(ii) Assume the contrary, i.e.
FA<d2) —FA(CZ') FA<b> —FA(CL)
di — ¢ Z;:o(dz‘ —¢)’

Then, as the family {(c;, d;]} covers (a, ],

Vi=0,1,2,...,r

T

Fy(b) — Fy(a) < i(FA(di) — Fr(e;) < %Eb) (ZZF—AE;L)) > (di = ¢;) = Fa(b) — Fa(a),

a contradiction. O

Proof of Proposition 4. For any n € N*, by Lemma 5 (i) it is possible to split the interval
(an, by into 7, subintervals (¢, ;, d, ;] such that

dn,i

Cnyi

1< <k, i=1,...7r,. (5)

By Lemma 5 (ii), there exists j, € {1,2,...,7,} such that
Fa(dn ) = Fa(engn) o Falbn) = Fi(an)

dnvjn - Cnvjn a bn — Qp

<dn,jn )

Cn,j, / neEN*

is bounded by (5), hence, by possibly passing to a subsequence, we can assume that it is
convergent. It is clear that the sequence of intervals

\7 = ((Cn,jn7dn,jn])n€N*

belongs to €4, and, by (6), verifies the relation /s > ¢7. The Proposition is proved.

The sequence of numbers

g

For proving Theorem 2 we shall use a further lemma.

Lemma 6. Letn > 1. It is possible to split any interval (a,b] (with 0 < a < b) into some
number r of disjoint subintervals

r

(a,0] = | (e, di].

i=1

where a = c¢; < dy =cy < ---=¢, <d, = b in such a way that
d; _ d
—7’:77, 1=1,...,r—1, —Tgn.
C; Cr



Proof. Consider the (increasing divergent) sequence (7" 'a);en- and denote
r=max{i € N*: n' 'a < b},
which means that " "'a < b and n"a > b. Then put
ci=n"a, d;=(n'a)Ab, 1=1,2,...,7

Then

g

Proof of Theorem 2. The inequality > is obvious by the last relation in (2). Thus, by
Proposition 3, it suffices to prove that for each sequence of intervals Z = ((an, b”])n en €
€4, there exists a sequence of intervals J7 € €; such that {7, > ¢7. This implies

b(A) = sup{lz,Z € €} <sup{ls,,Z € €} <sup{ls,T € €} = b (A).

Let n € N* be fixed and put 7, = (Z—")% Applying Lemma 6 and afterwards Lemma 5
(ii), we can construct an interval

Jn = (Cn7 dn] C (an; bn]

such that p
1< =<, (7)
Cp

and
FA(dn) — FA(Cn) > FA(bn) — FA(an).

dn_cn o

bn_an

Now notice that, since limsup,, ., Z—" < 2, the sequence (Z_")neN* is bounded by some
constant ¢, hence lim,,_,, 7, = 1 by the inequalities

1 <liminfn, <limsupn, < lim {/c=1.
n—oo

n—o0 n—oo

Thus
. dy
lim — =1
n—oo Cyp

by (7), which concludes the proof.
U

Let A be a subset of [1,+00] containing 1. Then, by the last relation in (2) and by

Theorem 2,
b1(A) < ba(A) < b(A) =bi(A).

This proves

Corollary 7. ba(A) =b(A) if 1 € A.
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4 The upper Pdlya density p(A)

The upper Polya density of A is the number

p(A) = lim limsup Fa(r) — FA(§$)
§—17 oo T — If

In [8] it is proved that the above limit exists; see also [1]. In this section we give a new
proof of this fact (see Proposition 9). The aim is to show how the existence of p(A) is
connected with the concept of subadditivity.

The following result is a generalization of a famous lemma due to M. Fekete (see [2]).

Lemma 8. Let g : RY — R™ be a function such that there exists a continuous non—
decreasing function ¢ : Rt — RT with the following property: for every a,b > 0,

¢(a)

¢(a)
ola+b) < () + (1- o b)>g(b). (8)

Then lim,_, 1, g(x) exists and

lim g(x) = sup g(x).

T—r+00 >0

Proof. First it is easily seen by a simple recursive argument that, for every a > 0 and for
every n € N*,

g(na) < g(a). (9)
Let y > 0 be fixed. For every z € (0,y), let n(z) = [£] — 1, put
2(x)=y—n(z) x (10)

and observe that, by the inequalities a — 1 < [a| < a, we have
r < z(z) < 2. (11)

Since y = n(z) - x + z(x), we get from (8) and (9) that

o) < X gta) 1 (1= A g eta). (12)

Now we distinguish the two cases (i) sup,-qg(x) € R; (ii) sup,-( g(x) = +oo.
(i) It follows from (12) that

o) = 750 o)

Let  — 07; we have from (11) that z(z) — 0, hence n(x) - x — y by (10); thus, by the

continuity of ¢, (n(z) - 2)
. ¢o(n(x)-x
lim ) )

)

(iglgg(x))-

g(z) + (1 —

=1
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and

o) < (mint o)) tim 25D (sup (o) T

Now we pass to the supremum in y and get

sup ¢(y) < liminf g(z) < limsup g(z) < sup g(v),
y>0 z—0+ z—0+ y>0

and we are done.

(ii) We get from (12)

Assume that liminf, ,o+ g(x) < +00. Then, passing to the liminf, o+, the above relation
gives
g(y) <liminf g(z) < 400,
z—07F

hence the absurdum by passing to the sup in y.

O
Proposition 9. The limit
F — F
p(A) = lim limsup A() A(&7)
§—=17 oo T — IL"f
exists. Moreover
F — F F — F
lim lim sup A() r(¢2) = sup lim sup A() A(£I> (13)

£l oo x —x€ <l x>0 T —xg

Proof. The aim is to apply the previous Lemma to the function

F — F -
g(z) = limsup A(Y) Afye )
Y—00 y—ye’*

, x>0,

obtaining

Fi(y) — Fa(&y) Fx(y) — Fa(ye™)

lim lim sup = lim limsup

E—1— Y—>00 Yy — yé- x—0t y—00 Yy — ye—z
Fa(y) — Falye™ Fy(y)—F
— suplimsup A(Y) A_(ye ) _ sup lim sup Aly) — Fal€y).
>0 y—oo Yy —ye z £<1  y—oo y_yf
So we prove the subadditivity of g. We have
F(y) — Fa(ye™ @)
y — ye—(a+b)
_BW - RGe) doer | Bt S Re) g Loer
y—ye " 1 —e(a+h) ye~ (1 —e?) 1 _ o (ath) )’
passing to the limsup in y we obtain
1—e¢ 1 —e@
gla+b) < T— a9 + (1 - e_(a+b)>g(b),

Since the function ¢(z) = 1 — e™* is trivially non—decreasing and continuous, the proof

is concluded. O
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5 Comparison between p(A) and by (A

In this section we are concerned with €1 o), (1,400 and (1 1o0)(A), which we shall
denote as €1, R-1 and b~ (A) respectively for easier writing.

It is known that in general p(A) < b(A) (see [5]). The aim of this section is to prove a
more precise relation. In fact

Theorem 10. We have
P(A) = b1 (A).
We split the proof into two parts, namely Propositions 11 and 12.

Proposition 11. The following inequality holds true:
P(A) < bsi(A).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that, for every R < p(A) we have R < b-1(A). By definition of
P(A), there exists £ < 1 such that

lim sup Fa(w) = Fa(wf)

T—00 xr — xf

> R.

By definition of limsup, there exists a sequence (x,),en+ such that

lim z, = +o0, lim FA(xn) _ FA(xng) = lim sup FA(Q:) _ FA(Ig)

n—oo n—00 Ty — xnf T—00 xr — x£

> R. (14)

Set ny =1, y1 = x,, = 21 and ng = min{n > 1:z, > %} (ngy exists since otherwise the
sequence (Z,)nen+ would be bounded). Put yo = x,,,; then yo > %

Assume we have constructed ns, ..., n, and s, ..., ¥y, such that y, > y’“g !

2,...,r. Let n,1y = min{n > n, : z, > %} (n,41 exists for the same reason as above)
and let y,11 = Z,,,,. By this recursive construction we obtain a subsequence (yy)nen- of
(n)nen+ with the property that

for each k£ =

yn+12y—n, n=12,...; (15)

§

now set a,, = y,& and b, = y,.
It is easy to see that the sequence of intervals Z = ((an, b"])neN* belongs to €.1:

(1) a, < by, < ay4q since this means y,& < ¥, < ypy1€, which is true by (15);



Since ultimately
FA(bn> - FA(an)

bn — Qap
by (14), we deduce that R € R~1, hence R < supPR~q = b1 (A).

>R

O
Now we are concerned with the reverse inequality.
Proposition 12. We have
bo1(A) < p(A).
Proof. Let R € Ry and let T = ((ay,ba)), . € €o1 with 20=2) > B Denote
: by,
limsup— =L > 1.
n>1 An
Fix € > 0; we have ultimately
bn
an, I + 67
hence
p < Falbn) = Falan) _ Fa(ba) = Fa(gs) ba(1— ) Falba) — Fale) (- £5)
> = b, - by ) bn
b, — an bn — 7% b, — ay by, — 2= ba

_ Falbn) - Fa(2) L+e—1

a b, — Lb-Tiie Z_Z a '
We deduce , ,

Fy(b) ~ Fa(fa) b
b, — Lbie - L+e—-1
and, passing to the limsup in z,
Fa(z) — Fy(2 Fa(b,) — Fa( b7 L—1

lim sup r@) ;\(LJFE) > lim sup Abn) bA(LJ“) > Rlimsup —"2— = R-————.

T—r00 T Tte T—00 bn_L—te n—00 L+e—1 L+e—1

Thus, observing that L+r€ < 1 and by Proposition 9 (see relation (13)), we get

F — F Fa(z) — FA(£5 L—-1
p(A) = sup lim sup A(#) a(2¢) > lim sup r@) i\(L+E> >R —
&<l z—00 -I_xf T—00 x_L—l—e L+e—1

for every € > 0. Now pass to the limit as ¢ — 0 to obtain that
p(A) > R, V R e R,

and optimizing

]_Q(A) 2 Sup %>1 == b>1(A)
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6 On the limit in the definition of the upper Pdlya
density

As we have seen at the beginning of Section 4, the inner limit in the definition of p(A) is
calculated as © — oo, where x is a real variable. Actually Pélya in [%] uses the symbol r
(instead of x) without specifying where r varies, but there is no reason to suppose that
he didn’t have the real numbers in mind. Anyway, in this Section we prove the following
result:

Theorem 13. The limit

(= lim li —_—
(T )

exists and its value is p(A).

The proof is rather intricated and needs some preparation. In particular we need to
construct a particular covering of the interval (£x,z], i.e. a finite family of intervals
{(a;, b;]} with right endpoints b; belonging to N and such that

(¢r,a) € (@b

6.1 Construction of an 7n-covering of (¢z, x|

For z > 0 and n € (0,1) let ¢(z) = [z] and Y(x) = nz, f(zx) = (pov)(z) = [nx]. We

denote by f™ the function obtained by composing f with itself m times, i.e.
Play=z " z) = (fo f")(2).
Similarly for ¢)™.
Lemma 14. We have the following facts:
(i) t < ¢(t), for every t > 0;
(ii) ™ (t) < f™(t) for every integer m > 0;
(iii) (f™ o ¢)(z) < n™x+ >, " for every integer m > 0.

Proof. (i) is evident. We prove (ii) by induction: the case m = 0 is obvious; the case
m = 1 follows from (i) with ¢ (¢) in place of t. For the case m + 1 we have,

Y = (W™ () < (M) < FU0) = N

where, besides the inductive assumption, we have used the case m = 1 and the fact that
1) is increasing.
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Now we prove (iii), again by induction. The case m = 0 is obvious (recall that f°(z) = z)
and reads as ¢(x) < x + 1. The inductive step uses the inductive assumption and the
fact that f is nondecreasing:

P 0(a)) = F @) < £ (e + o) = [atre + 3]

m m+1
(et ut) 1=t 3ok
k=0 k=0
O
Remark 2. By Lemma 14 (iii),
N < (froe)(x) <yta+ Y
k=0

and, by putting S, = >, n*, it provides the bound

0 <sup ((f"o¢)(z) —nmz) <5,

m,T

For fixed x and for every integer i > 0 put b; = (f* o ¢)(z) and

a; = nb; = ¥(b;) = (o f* 0 $)(2);

notice that b; is an integer and by = ¢(x) = [x]; notice also that, for every i > 1,

bi=(flop)(x) =f((frog)(x) = (po)((fT o) () =d((¥o f og)(x))
= ¢(ai-1) = [a;—1]. (16)
Last, denote

(t) 1 — nt—&—l
r(t) = —————,
=11 —n)?

the function r is increasing, as one can check easily by writing it in the form
1 tlog * 2
r(t) = (776 gn—n).
(1—n)?

Lemma 15. Let x > r(q) for some integer ¢ > 1. Then, for every i = 1,...,q, the
following inequalities hold

te[l,+00);

e <a <n'r<a, <b <nlz<big.
Proof.

(a) That a;—; < b; follows from (ii) of Lemma 14, since, by the above definitions and
putting t = (f~! 0 ¢)(),
ai—1=Y(t) < f(t) = b;.
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(b) Now we prove that n'~'z < b;_y, i.e "} (z) < f=! o ¢(x), which follows from

() = S (x) = [ o g(a),

Lemma 14, (i) Lemma 14,(3)

(since f™ is non-decreasing for every m).
(c) We prove that b; < =z, which means (f? o ¢)(z) < 5" 'z.
From Lemma 14 (iii) we know that
Flo@) <nz+> 7
k=0

and the inequality n'z 45 _ 7" < 7' 'z is equivalent to x > 7(i); thus the claim follows
from = > r(q) > r(i), recalling that r is increasing.
(d) From the preceding points (b) and (c) we have

b <n' e < by
and multiplying by n we get

a; = nb; < 'z < nbiy = a;_1.

(e) In order to show that n'tlz < q; it suffices to multiply by 7 each side of the inequality
(already proved) n'z < b,.

The proof is complete. Il

Lemma 16. Let £ € (0,1) and n € (&, 1) be fixed; assume that x > r(q) for some integer

q > %. Then the set {i > 0 : a; > &x} is a finite interval of integers {0,1,...,d — 1}
for some integer d with 1 < d < q.

Proof. From Lemma 15 we know that the sequence {a;,i = 0,...,¢q} is non-increasing.
Moreover ag = n[z| > &z, while a, < nfr < £z, since ¢ > féﬁ by the assumption. This

proves the statement.

Let £ € (0,1) and n € (£, 1) be fixed and assume that x > r(g) for some integer ¢ > igig

From now on, by the symbol d we denote the first integer such that ay < £z, i.e. d verifies
ag < &r < aq-i; (17)
further we recall that by = [x] > =. Thus
d
(6, 2] € (s, by).
i=0
Motivated by these remarks, we can give the following

Definition 17. By the n-covering of ({x,x] we mean the family of intervals

{(ai,bi],i = O, ce 7d},

constructed as shown above.
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6.2 Some properties of the n-covering of (£x, z]

Lemma 18. Let £ € (0,1) and n € (£,1) be fixed; assume that x > %
{(ai, bl],’l = 0, 1, ce ,d}
be the n-covering of (§x,x]. Then d < Hgﬁ}

Let

Proof. In the proof we denote [%1 =: ¢ for simplicity.

Notice that | log &
> 7“( + 1) > r(q).
5(1 —n)? logn
Hence Lemma 15 is in force for the integers 1,...,q. Applying this lemma with ¢ = ¢
and by the definition of the ceiling function, we find

a; < nlz <&z

By the definition of d, this relation says that d < q.
O

Remark 3. Actually, we can prove even more, precisely that d € {Llog f]j Hggf}j} The
proof of this fact is rather complicated, and is postponed in the last Sectlon 7. Here

Lemma 18 will be sufficient for our scopes.

Lemma 19. Let £ € (0,1) and n € (§,1) be fixed. Denote

log &
1- 7726 logn + 2

V
§A=m? n1—n)
Let © > M and let {(a;,b;],i =0,1,...,d} be the n-covering of (£x, x]).

M= M(,n) =

d
> (i —a;) < (1—&p’)a,
=0
Proof. Once more by Lemma 15, for every ¢ the two intervals (a;_1,b;—1] and (a;, ;]

overlap on the interval (a;_1, b;], the length of which is b; — a;—; = [a;—1] —a;—1 < 1, due
to (16). Hence (recall that by = [z])

d
di—a)<bo—ag+d=[r] —ag+d<z+l-as+d<z+1—n"z+d
=0

where we have used the left-hand inequality in Lemma 15. Continuing and using Lemma
18, we find

z+1-n"r4+d = (1-n"™r+d+1 < (1-9*¢)z+d+1 < (1—7725)334—%—1-2 < (1-n°¢)z,

where the first and second inequalities come from d < iggf] + 1 (by Lemma 18), and the
last one holds since x > M.

g
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6.3 Use of the 7-covering of ({x, 2]

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 13.

First notice the obvious relations
F(n) - F F(n)—F
lim inf (lim sup M) < lim sup ( lim sup (n) (nn))
Gt n (1—=mn)n n—1- n (I—=n)n

. F(n) = F(nn) . F(z) - F(x)
1 AR 1 Z\r) = P
< o (mowp = 52) < o (imowe =5,

I

hence, in order to prove Theorem 13, it suffices to show that

Proposition 20. We have

F(l’)—F(éx))
&z /)

Proof. We shall use the following Lemma, the proof of which is postponed at the end.

lim inf (hm sup Fn)

— > sup (limsup
n—1- n—00 (1 - £e(0,1) T—00 (1

Lemma 21. Let £ € (0,1) and € € (0,1) be fixed. Then there exists § = §(&, €) with the
following property: for every n € (d,1) there exists M = M (&, ¢€,m) such that for every
x > M there exists an integer n = n(&, €,n, )

Fn) = Fmn) _ F(z) - F(Ex)
I=npn = (A=

Now, in order to prove Proposition 20, observe that in Lemma 21 the integer n depends
on x, so here we denote it by n,. Thus, passing to the limsup as x — oo in the relation of
Lemma 14 we obtain that, for any fixed £ and e, there exists §(&, €) such that, for every

n e (6(&€),1),

. F(ne) = Flgne) _ .. (r) — F(&x)
hills;ip 1 —nn, > hgl—igp T r (1—¢)
Consequently we have also
lizllsolojp % > liiri)sol.}p :8:—51355@(1 —€)
Denote provisorily
o F(z) - F(&x) o F(n) = F(nn)
A(§) = lim sup Ao B(n) = lim sup a—mn

Then we have that, for any fixed ¢ and e, there exists §(, €) such that, for every n €
(0§, €), 1),
B(n) = A1 —e);
hence, for every & and e,
liminf B(n) > A€)(1 - o)

n—1-
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and now the statement follows by the arbitrariness of £ and e.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 20.

It remains to give the proof of Lemma 21. To this extent, we need the following

Lemma 22. Let £ € (0,1) and n € (£,1) be fixed. Then there exists M = M(&,n) > 0
such that, for every x > M, there exists an integer n = n(&, x,n) that verifies the

inequality
F(n) — F(nn)

- F(z) — F(§x)
(I—=mn)n

(1 =&

>

Proof of Lemma 22. Let M be as in Lemma 19. If x > M, the n-covering of the interval
(€x, x|, {(ai,b;],1 =0,...,d} is such that

> (b —ai) < (1—¢n°)a.
By Lemma 5(ii), there exists j € {0,...,d} such that
F(b;) — Flay)  Flo) - F(&x)
bj—a; 7 (b — )

By construction of an n-covering, b; is an integer and a; = nb;; thus, if we call b; = n, we
have obtained

F(n) ~ Flm) _ F(x) ~ F(gz) _ Fla) — F(x)
A=nn = 2i—aw) = (=&
U
Proof of Lemma 21. Since
lim L—& _
ni}{l* 1— 5773 ’
there exists 0(&, €) such that, for every n € (9, 1)
1—
1—-¢&nd < 5
1—e¢
Now take 6(&,¢) = 6(£,¢) V€ and apply Lemma 22 to conclude. O

7 On the number d

This Section is devoted to the proof of the announced result concerning d (see Remark
3). Precisely

log &
logn

Proposition 23. (i) Assume that is not an integer and

log &
Lo Lo Lroen] +2 1

> V& .
EL—m)? ¢ gl ples) ¢

(18)
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(ii) If iggg is an integer and

log &
1 - 7726 logn + 2

xr Z )
1 —n)? &1—-n)
log & log ¢
then d € {35 — 1, 02> 1.
Proof. In the proof we denote L%j =: p for simplicity. Notice also that Lemma 15 is

applicable for i = 1,...p+ 1, since, in both (i) and (ii),

1—n% log §
T> = 7"(

§(1—n) log 7
Last, in case (i), 7?1 < & < 7P, hence the denominators £ — nP*! and n? — £ appearing
in (18) are strictly positive.

+1) > r(p+ 1),

The trivial observation that n™x < b,, and Lemma 14 (iii) yield for every m > 0
n"r < by, <n"r+m+1,

and by (16), for every m >0
by — 1 < A1 < bm

Putting m = p and m = p 4+ 1 we obtain in turn
nx <b, <nfx+p+1, by—1<a,1 <0, (19)

and
anrliL' S bp+1 S 77p+1£[f +p =+ 2, bp+1 — 1 < ap S bp+1. (20)

Since z > éfn%’ we have, by (20) and Lemma 15,

a, <b,1 <nPr+p+2< L, (21)
which says that d < p.
Now we distinguish the two cases (i) and (ii).

(i) If iggg is not an integer, by (19),

ap—1 >b, —1>nx —1> &,

Then, by (21),
ap < Ex < ap_1, (22)

implying that d = p.

(i) If izgf] is an integer, then {x = nPx and, by Lemma 15, n’x < a,_;.

If £x(= nPz) < a,—1, we have the same inequalities as before in (22) and d = p again.
Otherwise nPz(= {x) = a,—;. We prove that in this case d = p — 1, which means that

Ap—1 < fiC < Ap—2. (23)

The proof of (23) follows from
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Lemma 24. Assume that for some i > 0 we have "™z = a;. Then

Proof (of Lemma 24). First, recall the definition of every a;, i.e.
aj = 1b;. (24)

Now, from a; = n** 'z we deduce by (24) that b; = n'z. Since 'z < a;_1 < b; (by Lemma
15), we obtain that a; 1 = b;, whence nb; = na;,_; and (by (24)) a; = na;_1. Repeating
this argument we get that a; = na;_; for every j = 1,...,4; from a1 = nay and (24)
(applied to ag and a;) we deduce that by = nby, hence n = Z—é, which implies that

by by b2 byt ‘ .
Qo 1Yo bo 0 1 ai nag bo 1 bo ) , A bé ) J ’ X2
further , ,
a; bviJrl b6+1
N S| N N
7714—1 b6 bzlJrl

g

We go back to the proof of Proposition 23; the left inequality in (23) holds obviously (it
is nothing but the equality a,1 = n’x = {x). Concerning the right one, by the same

equality and Lemma 24, it is equivalent to

bP bt . . .
bgll < b%,,g and, after simplification, to Z_é <1,

which is true since it is nothing but < 1 (by Lemma 24 again).
U
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