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LARGE PRIME FACTORS OF WELL-DISTRIBUTED

SEQUENCES

ABHISHEK BHARADWAJ, BRAD RODGERS

Abstract. We study the distribution of large prime factors of a random el-
ement u of arithmetic sequences satisfying simple regularity and equidistri-
bution properties. We show that if such an arithmetic sequence has level of
distribution 1 the large prime factors of u tend to a Poisson-Dirichlet pro-
cess, while if the sequence has any positive level of distribution the correlation
functions of large prime factors tend to a Poisson-Dirichlet process against test
functions of restricted support. For sequences with positive level of distribu-
tion, we also estimate the probability the largest prime factor of u is greater
than u1−ǫ, showing that this probability is O(ǫ).

Examples of sequences described include shifted primes and values of single-
variable irreducible polynomials.

The proofs involve (i) a characterization of the Poisson-Dirichlet process
due to Arratia-Kochman-Miller and (ii) an upper bound sieve.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. The purpose of this note is to study the distribution of large
prime factors of elements in sequences which satisfy only a few minimal conditions.

Let us recall the classical theory and notation: let P+(u) be the largest prime
factor of a positive integer u. It is a consequence of a result of Dickman [10] that
for any fixed c ∈ (0,∞),

1

x
|{u ≤ x : P+(u) ≤ uc}| ∼ ρ(1/c),

as x → ∞, where ρ : (0,∞) → (0, 1] is a continuous function called the Dickman
function. (See e.g. [28, Ch. 7.1] for a modern account.)

This result was generalized and given a probabilistic interpretation by Billingsley
[4] (and independently Knuth and Trabb Pardo [25] and Vershik [35]). Let u be
chosen randomly and uniformly from the integers from 1 to x. Then the above
result says that logP+(u)/ logu tends in distribution to a nonnegative random
variable L1 with cumulative distribution function P(L1 ≤ c) = ρ(1/c). Moreover,
let p1 ≥ p2 ≥ · · · be the prime factors of u listed with multiplicity, with the
convention that pj = 1 if n has fewer than j prime factors (so that p1 = P+(n) and
n = p1p2 · · · ). Billingsley showed that there is a sequence of (dependent) random
variables L1, L2, ... such that for any k ≥ 1, and any fixed constants c1, c2, ..., ck ∈
[0,∞),

P
( log p1
log u

≤ c1, ...,
log pk
log u

≤ ck

)

→ P(L1 ≤ c1, ..., Lk ≤ ck),

as x → ∞. That is, the process log p1

log u , log p2

log u , ... tends in distribution to L1, L2, ....

(See e.g. [5] for a modern probabilistic account. Here and in what follows we
discard with the case u = 1 by adopting the formal convention log 1/ log 1 = 1.)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.11884v2
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For each k an explicit formula for P(L1 ≤ c1, ..., Lk ≤ ck) can be written down
(see [5, Thm. 4.4] for a density formula), but the formula is somewhat complicated.
The following characterization is simpler: let U1, U2, ... be independent and identi-
cally distributed uniform random variables on the interval (0, 1), and define random
variables G1 = 1−U1, G2 = U1(1−U2), G3 = U1U2(1−U3), ... . Then L1 ≥ L2 ≥ ...
may be defined as the outcome of sorting G1, G2, ... into nonincreasing order.

The sequence of random variables L1, L2, ... is known as the Poisson-Dirichlet

process with parameter θ = 1. As the name suggests there are Poisson-Dirichlet
processes with θ 6= 1, but in this paper we will only deal with θ = 1, and so
if there is no risk of confusion sometimes refer to L1, L2, ... as simply the Poisson-
Dirichlet process. (See [5, 24] for an account of general θ, along with a more detailed
introduction to the case θ = 1.)

We note that log p1

log u + log p2

log u + · · · = 1, and likewise L1 + L2 + · · · = 1 almost

surely.

1.2. Some well-distributed arithmetic sequences. It is natural to wonder
whether this statistical pattern governing the distribution of large prime factors
of random integers extends to other arithmetic sequences. Some cases which have
been studied extensively include shifted primes [2, 13, 15, 18, 21] – that is the se-
quence {p− a} for a constant a where p ranges over the primes – and the values of
irreducible polynomials [8, 7, 9, 20, 27] – that is the sequence {F (n)}, where F is
an irreducible polynomial with integer coefficients and a positive leading coefficient
and n ranges over the integers.

In this paper we study a quite general class of arithmetic sequences. Let (an) be
a sequence of nonnegative numbers. Define the quantities

N(x) =
∑

n≤x

an, Nd(x) =
∑

n≤x
n≡0 (mod d)

an. (1)

We say that the sequence (an) is:

(A) Regular if for any fixed c < 1,

N(xc) = o(N(x)).

(B) Has a level of distribution ϑ if for any 0 < c < ϑ and any A > 0,

∑

d≤xc

|Nd(x) − g(d)N(x)| ≪c,A
1

(log x)A
N(x), (2)

where g(d) is a multiplicative function function with g(d) ∈ [0, 1] for all
d ≥ 1, and

∑

p≤x

g(p) log p = log x+O(1), g(d) = O(CΩ(d)/d), (3)

for some constant C ≥ 1.
(C) Locally uniform if there are constants δ > 0, B ≥ 0, C ≥ 1 such that

Nd(x) ≪
(log x)BCΩ(d)

d
N(x), for d ≤ xδ.

Here as usual Ω(d) is the number of prime factors of d counted with multiplicity.
Note that (3) implies that g(pk) < 1 except for finitely many primes p.
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Likewise note that we trivially have Nd(x) ≤ N(x), so that the condition for
local uniformity is only meaningful for those integers d with prime factors p > C.

It will typically be the case that an is the indicator function of n belonging to
some subset of the integers, and in that case we will also describe that subset by
the above terminology as long as there is no chance for confusion. Let us make the
following brief remarks: (A) regularity entails that the subset being described is not
lacunary; in (B) one may keep in mind the examples g(d) = 1/d or g(d) = 1/φ(d);
and (C) may be thought of as a more technical condition – the reader may check
it is trivially satisfied if the sequence (an) is bounded and N(x) ≫ x/(log x)B for
some B.

Examples of sequences satisfying these conditions are described by the following
propositions. Throughout the paper, for a proposition A, we use the notation 1[A]
to be 1 if A is true and 0 otherwise.

Proposition 1. Shifted primes are regular, have positive level of distribution, and

are locally uniform. That is: for a fixed integer a, consider the set B = {p − a :
p is prime} and let an = 1[n ∈ B]. Then (an) is regular, has level of distribution

ϑ = 1/2, and is locally uniform.

Proof. Regularity and local uniformity (with parameters δ = 1, B = 1, C = 1)
follow from the prime number theorem (or indeed Chebyshev’s bounds), while level
of distribution 1/2 follows from the Bombieri-Vinogradov theorem [6, Thm. 9.2.1],
with g(d) = 1/φ(d). �

Proposition 2. The values of irreducible polynomials are regular, have positive

level of distribution, and are locally uniform. That is: for a polynomial F (X) ∈
Z[X ] of degree D ≥ 1 which is irreducible with positive leading coefficient, consider

the set C = {F (n) : n ∈ N≥1} ∩ N≥1 and let an = 1[n ∈ C]. Then (an) is regular,

has level of distribution ϑ = 1/D, and is locally uniform.

Proof. Regularity follows from the fact that N(x) ≍ x1/D.
We see that the level of distribution is 1/D in the following way. For a natural

number d, let h(d) be the number of distinct roots of F modulo d. By the Chinese
Remainder Theorem we note that h is multiplicative. Set g(d) = h(d)/d and note
g is multiplicative also.

Obviously g(d) ∈ [0, 1]. Let us now show (3) holds for g. That
∑

p≤x g(p) log p =

log x+O(1) follows immediately from partial summation and the Frobenius density
theorem (see [32, pg. 236]). The second claim in (3) is just the claim that h(d) ≪
CΩ(d) for some constant C > 1. By multiplicativity this will be verified if we show
it for d any prime power. If p ∤ discF we have h(pk) ≤ D for any k by Hensel’s
lemma (see [30, Thm. 2.23]). If p | discF , we have trivially h(pk) ≤ pk for any k.
Hence the claim is true where C is any number larger than max(D, p1, ..., pℓ) where
p1, ..., pℓ are the prime divisors of discF .

Let us now prove (2). Let n0 be sufficiently large that F (n) is increasing for
n ≥ n0. (n0 will depend on F .) Note if x = F (dm) for some m with dm ≥ n0, then
Nd(x) = m · h(d). Yet N(x) = dm, so for such y,

Nd(x)−
h(d)

d
N(x) = 0.

And for x ∈ (F (dm), F (d(m+ 1)] with dm sufficiently large as above, we have
md ≤ N(x) ≤ md + d and mh(d) ≤ Nd(x) ≤ h(d) + mh(d) as F can have at
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most d values and at most h(d) solutions congruent to 0 mod d in this interval.

Therefore for x ∈ (md, (m+ 1)d], we have |Nd(x) −
h(d)
d N(x)| ≤ h(d). Hence we

have shown this bound for all x ≥ n0. On the other hand for x < n0, if h(d) ≥ 1,
we have |Nd(x) − g(d)N(x)| ≪ h(d) trivially. On the other hand, if h(d) = 0 then
Nd(x) = 0 and g(d)N(x) = 0, so this bound holds also in this case. We thus obtain
|Nd(x)− g(d)N(x)| ≪ h(d) for all x and hence there is a constant A > 0 such that

∑

d≤xc

|Nd(x) − g(d)N(x)| ≪
∑

d≤xc

h(d) ≪c x
c(log x)A,

where we use Lemma 3, proved below, in the last estimate. As N(x) ≍ x1/D, we
see (2) is satisfied as long as c < 1/D.

To prove local uniformity, we use the bound Nd(x) ≤ g(d)N(x) + h(d) ≪
CΩ(d)

d N(x)+CΩ(d), and see this condition is satisfied for C as above, and δ = 1/D,

B = 0. This is because if d ≤ x1/D then d ≪ N(x) and we have CΩ(d) ≪
CΩ(d)N(x)/d. �

We have used one the following results above and we will need them later as
well.

Lemma 3. Suppose h(d) is a multiplicative function and g(d) = h(d)/d satisfies

g(d) ∈ [0, 1] for all d and g(d) = O(CΩ(d)/d) for some constant C ≥ 1. Then for

some constant A > 0,
∑

n≤x

g(n) ≪ (log x)A

and
∑

n≤x

h(n) ≪ x(log x)A.

Proof. Let p1, ..., pℓ be the finite set of primes less than 2C, and set P = p1 · · · pℓ.
Then

∑

n≤x
(n,P )=1

g(n) ≪
∑

n≤x
(n,P )=1

CΩ(n)/n ≤
∏

p≤x
(p,P )=1

(

1 +
C

p
+

C2

p2
+ · · ·

)

= exp
(

∑

p≤x

C

p
+O(1)

)

≪ (log x)C ,

where we have used the fact that C/p in the product above is no more than 1/2 in
order to sum the series. Using multiplicativity and g(peii ) ∈ [0, 1] for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we
have from a crude bound

∑

n≤x

g(n) =
∑

p
e1
1 ···p

eℓ
ℓ ≤x

∑

m≤x/p
e1
1 ···p

eℓ
ℓ

(m,P )=1

g(m)

≪ (log x)C
(

∑

e1: p
e1
1 ≤x

1
)

· · ·
(

∑

eℓ: p
eℓ
ℓ ≤x

1
)

≪ (log x)C+ℓ.

This proves the first estimate. For the second, we have
∑

n≤x

h(n) ≤ x
∑

n≤x

g(n)/n,



LARGE PRIME FACTORS 5

which implies the claim. �

Regarding the level of distribution of shifted primes, one expects more can be
said:

Conjecture 4. The shifted primes have level of distribution ϑ = 1.

Indeed this is a slightly weaker version of the Elliott-Halberstam conjecture [6,
Ch. 9.2].

On the other hand one it does not seem that the values of irreducible polynomials
of degree 2 or greater have level of distribution 1.

Some interesting arithmetic sequences are known to have level of distribution 1
however, for instance those positive integers S which indicate a 0 in the Thue-Morse
sequence [33]. S may be characterized in the following way: it is the collection of
positive integers n, where n has an even number of 1s in its binary expansion.

Proposition 5. The values of the Thue-Morse sequence are regular, have level of

distribution 1, and are locally uniform. That is, let an = 1[n ∈ S]. Then (an) is

regular, has level of distribution ϑ = 1, and is locally uniform.

Proof. Regularity and local uniformity follow from classical results of Gelfond [17] –
see Theorem A in [33]. While the level of distribution ϑ = 1 is a direct consequence
of Theorem 1.1 of [33]. �

1.3. Main results. Our main results depend on the following setup. As above we
let (an) be a sequence of nonnegative numbers, and for a parameter x we let u be
a random integer such that

P(u = m) =
am
N(x)

1[1 ≤ m ≤ x].

In the case that an is the indicator function of a subset of natural numbers, u is
uniformly distributed on elements of the set no more than x. As before, we let
p1 ≥ p2 ≥ · · · be the prime factors of u listed with multiplicity, with the convention
that pj = 1 if n has fewer than j prime factors.

We will prove results comparing the distribution of p1, p2, ... to a Poisson-Dirichlet
process (Theorem 6 and Lemma 7) and also an upper bound for the likelihood that
p1 = P+(u) is exceptionally large (Theorem 9). These results are related in that
they use almost the same information, but because they may be of independent
interest we have written this note so that their proofs may be read independently.

Theorem 6. If (an) is regular and has level of distribution 1, then

P
( log p1
log u

≤ c1, ...,
log pk
log u

≤ ck

)

→ P(L1 ≤ c1, ..., Lk ≤ ck),

as x → ∞. That is, the process log p1

log u , log p2

log u , ... tends in distribution to the Poisson-

Dirichlet process L1, L2, ....

This generalizes to multiple prime factors a result noted by Granville [19] (with
details of the proof provided by Wang [36]) that for shifted primes the Elliott-
Halbertstam conjecture implies the distribution of the largest prime divisor is gov-
erned by the Dickman function (a phenomenon first conjectured by Pomerance [31]).
And this result proves unconditionally that large prime factors of the Thue-Morse
tend a Poisson-Dirichlet distribution.
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On the other hand, while the values of irreducible polynomials do not appear to
have level of distribution 1, it is reasonable to believe that their prime factors tend
to a Poisson-Dirichlet distribution. That the distribution of the largest prime factor
is governed by the Dickman function was given a conditional proof by Martin [26]
on the assumption of a prime number theorem for polynomial sequences. It may
be possible to formulate a relaxed version of level of distribution 1 which applies
to the values of irreducible polynomials and which also implies a Poisson-Dirichlet
distribution for large prime factors, but we do not pursue this further here. (Indeed
the condition (Dθ) in the very recent preprint [29] might be a correct starting point.)

Even for a sequence with level of distribution less than 1, one may still compare
the correlation functions of its large prime factors to those of the Poisson-Dirichlet
process, at least against test functions with restricted support.

Lemma 7. If (an) is regular and has level of distribution ϑ ∈ (0, 1], then for any

k ≥ 0 and any continuous η : Rk → C with supp η ⊂ {y ∈ Rk
+ : y1 + · · ·+ yk < ϑ},

E
∑

j1,...,jk
distinct

η
( log pj1

log u
, ...,

log pjk
log u

)

→ E
∑

j1,...,jk
distinct

η(Lj1 , ..., Ljk), (4)

as x → ∞.

Here and throughout the paper we adopt the convention that R+ = (0,∞). So η
being supported in Rk

+ means that η(y1, ..., yk) will vanish when any yi is sufficiently
close to 0. (Recall that the support of a function is the closure of the set on which
it does not vanish.)

Remark 8. In fact in Theorem 6 and Lemma 7 and in other places in this paper it
should be possible to adopt a weaker definition of level of distribution ϑ, in which
the bound (2) need only hold for a sums over d in which Ω(d) ≤ k and all prime
factors of d are larger than xǫ, with implicit constants depending on k and ǫ, for
all k ≥ 1 and ǫ > 0, but we do not pursue this generalization here.

In fact, the right hand side in (4) has a simple evaluation in general: for any
continuous η,

E
∑

j1,...,jk
distinct

η(Lj1 , ..., Ljk) =

∫

R
k
+

1[t1 + · · ·+ tk ≤ 1]

t1 · · · tk
η(t) dkt. (5)

This is [34, (4)] (see also the closely related [1, (14)]).
Theorem 6 will be seen to follow from Lemma 7 and a characterization of the

Poisson-Dirichlet process due to Arratia-Kochman-Miller [1].
Lemma 7 has a surface-level resemblance to results that can be proven about

zeros of L-functions. The reader unfamiliar with correlation sums as occur in the
Lemma may consult [22, Ch.1] for a general introduction and further information.

Lemma 7 gives information about prime divisors of intermediate size, but because
of restrictions on the support of η it does not entail an asymptotic formula for the
distribution of the largest prime factor of u. Our last result shows that even this
partial information about the level of distribution entails an upper bound for how
often the largest prime factor can be especially large.
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Theorem 9. If (an) is regular, has a positive level of distribution, and is locally

uniform, then for any ǫ > 0,

lim sup
x→∞

P(P+(u) ≥ u1−ǫ) ≪ ǫ,

where the implicit constant depends on the sequence (an).

We note that this is an essentially optimal result, since for sequences with level
of distribution 1 by Theorem 6 we have P(P+(u) ≥ u1−ǫ) ∼ 1−ρ(1/(1−ǫ)), and for
ǫ small enough that 1 ≤ 1/(1− ǫ) ≤ 2 we have 1− ρ(1/(1− ǫ)) = log(1/(1− ǫ)) ≈ ǫ
(see [28, (7.10)] for the evaluation of ρ in this range).

In the case of sampling shifted primes p−1 ≤ x, Theorem 9 recovers the following
corollary,

Corollary 10 (Erdős). For any ǫ > 0,

lim sup
x→∞

1

π(x)
|{p ≤ x : P+(p− 1) ≥ p1−ǫ}| ≪ ǫ.

This result appears implicitly, though somewhat obscurely, in a paper of Erdős
(see the line beginning with “the sum in a is less than” in [14, p. 213]). A recent
paper of Ding [12] gives a proof with explicit constants, and explains some of the
history around this estimate.

As in these other proofs of Corollary 10, the proof of Theorem 9 relies on an
upper bound sieve.

1.4. Acknowledgements. We thank Ofir Gorodestky for comments and sugges-
tions and for pointing out a correction to an earlier version of this manuscript.
We also thank Yuchen Ding and Ram Murty for comments and suggestions. B.R.
is supported by an NSERC grant. A.B. is supported by a Coleman Postdoctoral
Fellowship.

2. Resemblance to Poisson-Dirichlet: a proof of Theorem 6 and

Lemma 7

Proof of Lemma 7. Note that in the sum on the left hand side of (4), there is a
one-to-one correspondence between tuples (pj1 , ..., pjk) with j1, ..., jk distinct and
tuples (q1, ..., qk) of primes (which need not be distinct) in which q1 · · · qk|u. Hence

E
∑

j1,...,jk
distinct

η
( log pj1

log u
, ...,

log pjk
log u

)

=
1

N(x)

∑

n≤x

an
∑

q1,...,qk
prime

1
[

q1 · · · qk|n
]

η
( log q1
logn

, · · ·
log qk
logn

)

. (6)

We will show using regularity the right hand side is

=
1

N(x)

∑

n≤x

an
∑

q1,...,qk
prime

1
[

q1 · · · qk|n
]

η
( log q1
log x

, · · ·
log qk
log x

)

+ ox→∞(1). (7)

To make this reduction, we begin by noting there is a constant α such that
η(y1, ..., yk) vanishes whenever yi ≤ α; this is because of the restricted support of
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η. Thus in the sum above, each qi is greater than nα. But n has no more than 1/α
prime factors greater than nα. Thus we have the following crude bound: for any n,

∣

∣

∣

∑

q1,...,qk
prime

1
[

q1 · · · qk|n
]

η
( log q1
logn

, · · ·
log qk
logn

)∣

∣

∣
≤ max(|η|) · (1/α)k = O(1),

where the implicit constant depends on k and η, but the bound is otherwise uniform.
Hence for arbitrary ǫ > 0, the left hand side of (6) is

=
1

N(x)

∑

x1−ǫ<n≤x

an
∑

q1,...,qk
prime

1
[

q1 · · · qk|n
]

η
( log q1
logn

, · · ·
log qk
logn

)

+O
(N(x1−ǫ)

N(x)

)

. (8)

By continuity and compact support of η, for any q1, ..., qk in the sum above,

η
( log q1
logn

, ...,
log qk
logn

)

= η
( log q1
log x

, ...,
log qk
log x

)

+ O(ǫ), for x1−ǫ < n ≤ x.

Thus one has (8) is

=
1

N(x)

∑

x1−ǫ<n≤x

an
∑

q1,...,qk
prime

1
[

q1 · · · qk|n
]

η
( log q1
log x

, · · ·
log qk
log x

)

+O
(

ǫ ·
N(x)−N(x1−ǫ)

N(x)

)

+O
(N(x1−ǫ)

N(x)

)

. (9)

This is because in both (8) and (9), only a bounded number of terms in the sums
over q1, ..., qk will be nonzero (with a bound uniform in n), and in the case these
terms are nonzero, they differ by O(ǫ) for all summands q1, ..., qk and n.

Regularity implies the error terms in (9) are O(ǫ)+ ox→∞(1), and because ǫ was
arbitrary this implies (7).

We now use the level of distribution ϑ to simplify (7). Note that (7) is

1

N(x)

∑

q1,...,qk
prime

Nq1···qk(x)η
( log q1
log x

, · · ·
log qk
log x

)

+ ox→∞(1).

As there Ok(1) ways to write any integer d = q1 · · · qk, and as the support of η
above ensures such d satisfy d ≤ xϑ, our hypothesis on level of distribution implies
the above simplifies to

=
∑

q1,...,qk
prime

g(q1 · · · qk)η
( log q1
log x

, · · ·
log qk
log x

)

+ ox→∞(1). (10)

But note if j ≥ 2 the upper bound in (3) implies
∑

q≥xα

prime

g(qj) = ox→∞(1), (11)

and
∑

q≥xα

prime

g(q)j = ox→∞(1), (12)
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for any α > 0. The bound (11) implies that we can replace the sum in (10) with
a sum over distinct primes. We may then use the multiplicativity of g followed by
(12) to write (10) as

=
∑

q1,...,qk
prime, distinct

g(q1) · · · g(qk)η
( log q1
log x

, · · ·
log qk
log x

)

+ ox→∞(1)

=
∑

q1,...,qk
prime

g(q1) · · · g(qk)η
( log q1
log x

, · · ·
log qk
log x

)

+ ox→∞(1). (13)

But finally the asymptotic formula in (3) and partial summation implies that if
ν is the indicator function of an interval [α, β] ⊂ (0,∞),

∑

q prime

g(q) ν
( log q

log x

)

=

∫

R+

ν(t)

t
dt+ o(1).

This implies that if η is the indicator function of a rectangle [α1, β1]×· · ·×[αk, βk] ⊂
(0,∞)k, the left hand side of (13) is

=

∫

R
k
+

1

t1 · · · tk
η(t) dkt+ o(1). (14)

But because linear combinations of such functions are dense in the space of contin-
uous functions with compact support in Rk

+, a standard approximation argument
implies (14) is true for this class of functions as well.

Due to the restricted support of η, the indicator function in the expression (5) for
Poisson-Dirichlet plays no role here, and we have therefore verified the lemma. �

We will verify Theorem 6 using the above lemma and the following criterion,
from [1, Lemma 2]:

Lemma 11 (Arratia-Kochman-Miller). If for each x, (L1(x), L2(x), ...) is a random

process with L1(x) ≥ L2(x) ≥ · · · ≥ 0 satisfying
∑

Li(x) = 1, and if for any

collection of disjoint intervals Ii = [ai, bi] ⊂ (0, 1] with b1 + · · ·+ bk < 1 we have

lim inf
x→∞

E
k
∏

i=1

|{j : Lj(x) ∈ Ii}| ≥
k
∏

i=1

log(bi/ai) =

∫

I1×···×Ik

dkt

t1 · · · tk
, (15)

then the process L1(x), L2(x), ... tends in distribution to the Poisson-Dirichlet pro-

cess L1, L2, ... as x → ∞.

Proof of Theorem 6. Let Li(x) = log pi/ logu. If η∗ = 1I1×···×Ik were continuous
this would be implied by Lemma 7, as

k
∏

i=1

|{j : Lj(x) ∈ Ii}| =
∑

j1,...,jk
distinct

η∗
( log pj1

log u
, ...,

log pjk
log u

)

.

But for any ǫ > 0, we can find a continuous function η− with support in {y ∈ Rk
+ :

y1 + · · ·+ yk < 1} such that
η∗ ≥ η−

and
∫

R
k
+

(η∗ − η−)
dkt

t1 · · · tk
≤ ǫ.



10 ABHISHEK BHARADWAJ, BRAD RODGERS

Thus lower-bounding η∗ by η− and applying Lemma 7 for η−, we have

lim inf
x→∞

E
∑

j1,...,jk
distinct

η∗
( log pj1

log u
, ...,

log pjk
log u

)

≥

∫

R
k
+

η−
dkt

t1 · · · tk
.

But the right hand side is within ǫ of
∫

η∗
dkt

t1 · · · tk
=

∫

I1×···Ik

dkt

t1 · · · tk
,

and because ǫ is arbitrary this verifies (15) is true in this case, and the result
follows. �

Remark 12. In effect, what Lemma 11 of Arratia-Kochman-Miller shows is that if
the result of Lemma 7 holds for ϑ = 1 for some ordered process, then that process
tends in distribution to the Poisson-Dirichlet process. That is, the convergence of
correlation functions implies convergence in distribution in this context.

3. Upper bounds on largest primes: a proof of Theorem 9

In proving Theorem 9 we will use the Selberg upper bound sieve. We recall the
setup from [16].

Let P be a finite set of primes, and define P =
∏

p∈P p. Let g(d) ∈ [0, 1) be

defined for d|P and be a multiplicative function for this set of d. In the notation
(1) as before, define

rd = Nd(x)− g(d)N(x),

and suppose there are constants κ,K > 0 such that

∏

w≤p<z
p∈P

1

1− g(p)
≤ K

( log z

logw

)κ

, (16)

for all z > w ≥ 2.

Theorem 13 (An explicit upper bound sieve). For P, P , g(d), and rd as just

described, with g satisfying (16), define k = κ+ logK. If a parameter D is chosen

such that all p ∈ P satisfy p < D1/4k, then
∑

n≤x
(n,P )=1

an ≤ C · V ·N(x) +
∑

d|P
d<D

τ3(d)|rd|,

where C > 0 is a constant which depends only on k, we have defined

V =
∏

p∈P

(1 − g(p)),

and τ3(d) =
∑

d1d2d3=d 1 is the threefold divisor function.

Proof. This is Theorem 7.4 in [16], where in their notation we have taken s = 4k
and X = N(x). (Note that the hypothesis of their theorem requires g(d) ∈ (0, 1)
for d|P , but one may check the proof works with no modification if g(d) ∈ [0, 1) for
d|P .) �
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We now apply this result to get an upper bound on the frequency with which a
number n has a prime factor larger than n1−ǫ. The idea behind the proof is easy
to state: if n has a prime factor larger than n1−ǫ, it will have no prime factors in
between nǫ and n1−ǫ. The upper bound is obtained by sieving by (a subset of)
such primes.

Proof of Theorem 9. Note that by (3) there is a constant z0 such that g(p) ≤ 1/2
for all p ≥ z0. Further by (3) we have,

∏

z0≤p<z

(1− g(p)) = exp[− log log z +O(1)],

so that under the hypothesis of Theorem 9, we have (16) is satisfied for any subset
P of primes larger than z0, for κ = 1 and some constant K. As in Theorem 13
define k = κ+ logK.

Now, using regularity,
∑

n≤x

an1[P
+(n) ≥ n1−ǫ] =

∑

x1/2<n≤x

an1[P
+(n) ≥ n1−ǫ] + ox→∞(N(x)). (17)

But if P+(n) ≥ n1−ǫ then n is not divisible by any primes strictly in between nǫ

and n1−ǫ. If x1/2 < n ≤ x, that means n is not divisible by any primes strictly in
between xǫ and x(1−ǫ)/2.

We will sieve out by a sparser set of primes even than these. Let δ be sufficiently
small that (an) has level of distribution larger than δ and such that δ can be used
as a parameter in local uniformity.

Let D = xδ and then set δ0 = min((1 − ǫ)/2, δ/4k). Now define P to be the
primes larger than z0 and strictly in between xǫ and xδ0 . (Let P be empty if there
are no such primes.) We have P is a subset of the primes in between xǫ and x(1−ǫ)/2,
and also all p ∈ P satisfy p < D1/4k.

Thus, if we set P =
∏

p∈P p, the right hand side of (17) is

≤
∑

n≤x
(n,P )=1

an + ox→∞(N(x))

≤ C′ · V ·N(x) +
∑

d<D
d|P

τ3(d)|rd|+ ox→∞(N(x)),

where C′ is a constant which depends only on the sequence (an).
Now note that for sufficiently small ǫ, once x is sufficiently large, the set P will

not be empty. With no loss of generality we may assume ǫ is this small and x is at
least this large in the remainder of the proof.

We have

V =
∏

xǫ<p<xδ0

(1− g(p)) = exp[− log log(xδ0) + log log(xǫ) +O(1)] ≪ ǫ,

Moreover by local uniformity, there are constants B and C such that

|rd| ≪
(log x)BCΩ(d)

d
N(x), (18)
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for d ≤ D. Taking such a constant C, we note

∑

d<D
d|P

τ3(d)|rd| ≤
(

∑

d≤xδ

d|P

CΩ(d)τ3(d)
2

d

)1/2( ∑

d≤xδ

d|P

d

CΩ(d)
|rd|

2
)1/2

.

Note τ3(n) ≤ 3Ω(n) and for sufficiently large x we have (9C)Ω(d)/d ≤ 1 for all d|P .
So using Lemma 3 to estimate the first parentheses and (18) to estimate the second,
for sufficiently large x the above is

≪ (log x)A
(

(log x)BN(x)
∑

d≤xδ

|rd|
)1/2

for some constant A > 0.
Using that (an) has level of distribution greater than δ, the above is

≪ N(x)/(log x)A
′

= ox→∞(N(x)),

for any constant A′ > 0.
Putting matters together we have

∑

n≤x

an1[P
+(n) ≥ n1−ǫ] ≪ ǫN(x) + ox→∞(N(x)),

where the implicit constant depends only on the sequence (an), which implies the
Theorem. �

Remark 14. Theorem 9 says that the likelihood that logP+(u)/ logu ≥ 1 − ǫ
is O(ǫ). Although in its proof we have imported Theorem 13 directly from sieve
theory, it is likely possible and would be interesting to abstract the combinatorial
content of this sieve bound to prove a version of Theorem 9 for general point
processes on the simplex with correlation functions known to agree with those of
a Poisson-Dirichlet process against test functions with restricted support, in the
sense of Lemma 7. We do not pursue this here however.
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[15] É. Fouvry. Théorème de Brun-Titchmarsh: application au théorème de Fermat. Invent.
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