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We study prime divisors of various sequences of positive integers A(n) + 1, n = 1,...,N,
such that the ratios a(n) = A(n)/A(n — 1) have some number-theoretic or combinatorial
meaning. In the case a(n) = n, we obviously have A(n) = n!, for which several new results
about prime divisors of n! + 1 have recently been obtained.

1. Introduction

We denote by P(m) the largest prime factor of a positive integer .
Let N = 1 be sufficiently large. Assume that a sequence of positive rational numbers
a(i) fori=1,...,N is such that

n

A(n) = [ [a(i) (1.1)

i=1

takes integer values for every n = 1,...,N. For several such sequences, we get lower bounds
on the largest prime factor of the “shifted” products P(A(n) + 1).
More specifically, we consider
(i) products of consecutive values of an integer-valued polynomial g(X) € Q[X]:

n

Gm)=[1lg]; (1.2)

i=1

(ii) products of consecutive values of an arithmetic function

E(m) =[] f (), (13)

where f(i) is one of the following functions: ¢(i) the Euler function, o(i) the
sum of divisors function, 7(i) the number of divisors function, Q(7) and w(i)
the number of prime factors function (counted with and without multiplicities,
resp.);

Copyright © 2005 Hindawi Publishing Corporation
International Journal of Mathematics and Mathematical Sciences 2005:19 (2005) 3057-3073
DOI: 10.1155/IJMMS.2005.3057


http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S0161171205505192

3058  Prime divisors of some shifted products

(iii) products of middle binomial coefficients
“T1 (27>; (1.4)
i=1 \ !

(iv) g-factorials

n

Fy(n)=nly=[](q' - 1), (1.5)

i=1

where q = 2 is a fixed integer;
or slight variations of those.

Our approach generally follows that of [3, 4, 6], where similar questions are considered
for n!. However, treatment of each of the above sequences also requires some specific
ingredients.

Throughout the paper, we use the Vinogradov symbols >, <, and =, as well as the
Landau symbols O and o with their regular meanings. We recall that U < V and U =
O(V) are both equivalent to the inequality |U| < ¢V with some constant ¢ > 0. Fur-
thermore, we say that two functions U and V are “equivalent” and write U ~ V if U =
(1+0(1))V

For z > 0, we use logz to denote the natural logarithm of z. For a positive integer k > 2,
we write log; z for the composition of log with itself k times evaluated at z. We use the
letter p to denote a prime number, and 7(z) to denote the number of prime numbers
p<z

2. General framework

Here, we present our results in the most generic form even if this is somewhat technically

cluttered. Our bounds are based on assumed growth conditions and divisibility properties

of our sequences, which are readily available for many interesting concrete examples.
Throughout this paper, we assume that a(n) > 1 holds for all n = 1,2,..., and also that

log, A(n) = (1+o0(1))logn asn — oo. (2.1)
2.1. Notation and preparations. Let d > 1 be fixed integer. Our goal is to prove that

there exist at least d positive integers n < N such that P(A(n) + 1) is quite large.
For n < N, we write

N
Z logA(n

=log E;ﬂ (A(n)+1)>.

(2.2)
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We remark that
N N n
W(N) = > log (A Z Zloga b(N). (2.3)
n=1 n=1i=
We need two functions 9(p) and #(p) such that
A(n)+1#0 (mod p), for n<9(p), n>n(p). (2.4)

Obviously, we can always take 9(p) = 1 and n(p) = N, but in what follows we always
assume that 9(p) is the smallest positive integer such that p | A(9(p)) + 1.
We note that if p | A(n) + 1 for some n < N, then

9(p) < n<7(p). (255)

We define

A(p) =n(p) —9(p). (2.6)

We now write a(i) = u(i)/v(i) with coprime positive integers u(i), v(i), set h(i) = max{u(i),
v(i)}, and put

h(n) = max log (h(i)). (2.7)

1<i<n

Note that k(i) is the naive height of a(i).
Let % be the set of all the prime factors of ]_[1::1 (A(n)+1). Thus,

N
[TAm+1) =[] p*@. (2.8)
n=1 peP
For a prime number p € P, we write
s(p) =max{s: p*| A(n)+1 for somen =1,...,N}, (2.9)
and for 1 < s < s(p), we write
t(p,s) =#{n:1<n<N, A(n) = -1 (mod p*)}. (2.10)
We often use the following combinatorial fact that
s(p)
> alp)logp= > > t(p,s)logp. (2.11)
peP peP s=1
LEmMMA 2.1. The following bound holds:

h(N)

slogp —log2 2.12)

t(p,s) <1+
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Proof. We can suppose that t(p,s) = 2, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Using (2.5),
we obtain that there must exist two integers #n and m with

A(p)
9(p) <n<m=n(p), m—nst(p’S%, (2.13)
such that p* divides both A(n) + 1 and A(m) + 1. Since
A(m)+1=(A(n)+1) naz)—(na(i)—l>, (2.14)
i=n+l1 i=n+l

we get that

(Am)+1) [] v =(Am)+1) [] u(i)( [T ut)- T] v(i)), (2.15)

i=n+l i=n+1 i=n+1 i=n+1

an equation which when reduced modulo p* gives

pS

( [T ut)- [] v(i)). (2.16)

i=n+1 i=n+1

The number appearing on the right-hand side of the above divisibility formula is nonzero
(because a(i) > 1 foralli=n+1,...,m), therefore

| [Jut)- ] v =2]] h), (2.17)
i=n+l i=n+1 i=n+l
which gives
slogp <log2+ > logh(i) <log2+ (m — n)h(N), (2.18)
and finishes the proof. O

We remark that we have a simple upper bound on t(p,s), that is A(p). We choose to
deal with a more general case, and we suppose that we have

t(p,s) < DA(p)' PP, (2.19)
where D is a constant and 0 < p(p) < p < 1 for some constant p.

For many sequences, we have the bound (2.19) with some specific values of D and
p(p) (see Section 3 for some specific examples).
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We recall that
é l<l+ jﬁ—lo (l)+1 (2.20)
k~ A ' '

From now on, we assume that
log (h(N)) = D+2. (2.21)
We put
¥(p) = h(N)A(p)(log, A(N) — p(p)log A(p)). (2.22)
LemMaA 2.2. If the bound (2.19) holds, then

s(p)

log2\ !
S:ZI £(p,s)logp < log (A(N) + 1) +‘I’(p)(1 - h(EgN)) : (2.23)

provided that N is sufficiently large.
Proof. We put

)
si(p) = {MJ. (2.24)

logp

We first assume that s1(p) < s(p). We then put s;(p) = s1(p) + 1. Using the bound (2.19),
we obtain the inequality

)

si(

)

t(p,s)logp < Dh(N)A(p). (2.25)

1
—

N

Using Lemma 2.1 and the trivial bound s(p)log p < log(A(N) + 1), we obtain

s(p) s(p)
- h(N)A(p)
3 log2 -1 5@ 1
_s(p)logp+h(N)A(P)< m) ) ;
§ logZ
log (A(N)+1) +h(N)A(p) ~ RV ( ( ) >,

and the proof in this case finishes by using

S(P) Y ) 2 pog (10BAMNI Ty ) (log AKN)
log (sl(p) + 1) th= 1°g< h(N)A(p)r®) ) = log( Ap)® ) -D,  (227)
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and the inequality (2.25). In the last chain of inequalities above we used, besides the in-
equality (2.21), also the inequality

log (log (A(N)+1)) < 1+log(logA(N)), (2.28)

which is equivalent to the fact that A(N)¢ = A(N) + 1, which in turn holds because
A(N) = 2.
Assume now that s;(p) = s(p). Since A(p) < N, recalling (2.1), we see that

log, A(N) — p(p)logA(p) = (1—p+o0(1)) logN. (2.29)
Hence,
¥(p) =h(N)A(p)(1-p+o0(1))logN, (2.30)

which together with the estimate (2.25) shows that the desired inequality holds if N is
large enough. O
2.2. General bounds. We have the following theorem.

THEOREM 2.3. Let d be fixed and let ®(n) be an increasing function such that the inequality
9(O(n)) < n holds for all n = 1. If N is sufficiently large and

e _log2 -
(b(N — d) — 7(O(N)) log (A0 + 1)) 1 h(N))p<§(m\P(p)’ (2.31)

then there are at least d positive integers n < N with
P(A(n)+1) = O(n). (2.32)

Proof. We suppose that there are only e < d positive integers n < N with P(A(n) +1) >
®(n). We have

s(p)
W(N) = > > t(p,s)logp. (2.33)

peP s=1

Since a(n) > 1 holds for all positive integers n, we infer that if we eliminate from each
side of the above identity the terms that come from the e integers mentioned above, we
obtain

s(p)
W(N —e) < Z Z t(p,s)logp. (2.34)
p<O(N) s=1

Using (2.3) and Lemma 2.2, we obtain that if N is sufficiently large, then

log2\ !
bN-e) < > (log(A(N)+1)+‘I’(p) 1- ) (2.35)
)
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from which we deduce

log2
(b(N—e)—n(@(N))log(A(N)+l))(1—hcgzg\])>s S W(p). (2.36)

By the assumption (2.31), we obtain b(N —e) < b(N — d), which gives e > d, contradict-
ing our assumption on e. ]

CoROLLARY 2.4. Let T(x) be a strictly increasing continuous function of the positive real
variable x such that the three estimates

2b(n)
7(T(m) ~ h(n)n(log, A(n) — plogn) (2.37)
for n — oo, as well as
_ xT 1(x)
ng Y(p) ~ Yogx (2.38)
’;@Ei; > (1+0(1)) (2.39)

for x — oo, hold, where A is an arbitrary parameter in (0,1). Here, T~! is the inverse function
of T. Suppose further that

1ogA(g) > logA(n). (2.40)
Then
limsup % > 1. (2.41)

Proof. Tt is clear that T(N) tends to infinity with N (see, e.g., (2.39)). We assume that
the inequality (2.41) does not hold, and conclude that for some A € (0, 1), the inequality
P(A(N)+1) <AT(N) holds for all N > Ny, where N is some fixed positive integer.

We now use Theorem 2.3 with d = Ny + 1 and ®(n) = AT (n) to get a contradiction.
Recalling (2.1), we see that the hypothesis (2.37) implies that

b(N)
7(O(N)) < 7(T(N)) < h(VIN (Tog, AN) ~ plogN) -
< N < N >
(1-p)logN ~ logN’
which in turn implies that ®(N) <« N. Thus,
NlogA(N)
m(O(N))log (A(N)+1) < 7logN . (2.43)

Hypothesis (2.40) gives b(N) > NlogA(N). So, the left-hand side of the inequality (2.31)
(with d = No + 1) is asymptotically equivalent to b(N).
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Note now that by the definition of 9(p) and our assumption, we have that T(9(p)) > p
for all primes p which divide A(n) + 1 for some n = 1,...,N. Hence,

A(p) <N -T (p). (2.44)
Using the estimate (2.38), we get

OWN)T~'(B(N))

2 Ap)= 3, (N=T7(p) < Nm(ON) ~ (1+0(1) = gy

p=<O(N) p<O(N)
(2.45)

Note that T"}(®(N)) = (1+0(1))@(N). Indeed, by the monotonicity and continuity of
T, this is equivalent to

O(N) = (1+0(1)) T(AN), (2.46)
which is guaranteed by the estimate (2.39) as N — . Hence,

> Alp) < Nm(O(N)) - (1 +0(1))7T(®(N))%N)

p=OM) (2.47)
< N72(O(N)) (1 - %m(l)).

Now,
N
Y(p) < h(N)log, A(N)m(®O(N)) | ——

Zspsz(;)(N) P %2 7 ) (logN)

A(p)<N/logN (2.48)
o _
a O(logN) = o(b().

Furthermore,

N
> ¥(p) <h(N)(log,A(N) - plog( ))ZA(p)

2<p=<O(N)
A(p)=N/logN

- (2=A+0(1))h(N)(log, A(N) — plogN)N7(®(N)) (2.49)
- 2

N A2 —-2A)h(N)(log,A(N) — plogN)N7(T(N))
5 .
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Therefore,

> ¥(p) ~A(2-A)b(N). (2.50)
2<p=<O(N)
A(p)=N/logN

Hence, from the estimates (2.48) and (2.50), we get

> ¥(p) < (1+0(1))M2—A)b(N). (2.51)
p=<O(N)

Since A(2 — 1) < 1 for A < 1, the inequality (2.31) is satisfied for sufficiently large N, which
is the desired contradiction. O

COROLLARY 2.5. Suppose that all the hypotheses of Corollary 2.4 are satisfied by the function
T(n) = un. Suppose moreover that the inequality n(p) < vp holds on a set of primes p of
relative asymptotic density at least {, where y,v >0 and { > 0 are three constants such that
wv = 1—{. Then the inequality

limsup M >u+ g (2.52)
n—oo n Vv
holds.
Proof. We put
4 _
Bo=p+t, To(n) = pon. (2.53)

We note that the estimates (2.37), (2.38), and (2.39) are satisfied when the function T'(x)
is replaced by the function Ty(x). The estimate (2.37) gives

uN’ B
b(N) zlogNh(N)(long(N) plogN). (2.54)
We assume that the estimate
limsup w > (2.55)

n— 00 TO(”)

does not hold, and conclude that there exist A € (0,1) such that P(A(N) + 1) < ATo(N)
holds for N > Ny, where Ny is some fixed positive integer.

Now, as in the proof of Corollary 2.4, we apply Theorem 2.3 with d = Ny + 1 and suf-
ficiently large positive integer N.

The argument from the beginning of the proof of Corollary 2.4 shows that if we put
O(N) = ATyo(N), then the left-hand side of the inequality (2.31) is equivalent to b(NN).
Furthermore, the estimates (2.48) and (2.50) show that

> ¥(p) ~h(N)(log,A(N) —plogN) > A(p (2.56)
P=<O(N) p<O(N)
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Thus, the inequality (2.31) takes the simpler form

2

(1+o(1))21 > > Alp). (2.57)
ps@(N)
It remains to find an upper bound for
> Ap)= > np)— > Ap). (2.58)
P=O(N) p=<O(N) p=<O(N)

It is clear that the inequality #(p) < N holds for all prime p and by hypothesis, the in-
equality 7(p) < vp holds on a set of primes p of relative asymptotic density (. Note that
when N/v < p < AugN, only the inequality 7(p) < N is relevant. Thus,

N/v
> onp)s Y N+ n(p)
P=<6(N) N/v<p=<AugN p=2
N N N/v
<N(m(uoN) =7 =) |+ (1= C+o())Nm| = ) + ({+o(1)
(”(”") ”(v)) ( 0 )”(v) ((+o )P%vp
N° 1y, N2 (1-C () N ¢
NlOgN(/WO_i) logN< v +5)~10gN(A‘u0_5)
(2.59)

say, where #(p) < vp holds on a set of relative asymptotic density ¢ of primes p < N/v as
N — o, and 7(p) < N otherwise.
As in the proof of Corollary 2.4, we have 9(p) > Ty ' (p) = p/uo, therefore

AN 2 2
P M poN
> Ap g o ))ZIOgN' (2.60)

Pp<O(N)

Hence, from the above estimates, we derive

2

N ISR )
zlogN(Z/W0 v Mo

> Alp) < (1+0(1))

Pp=O(N)

N2 . (2.61)
:(1+0(1))210g ( 2-21) 0—;>
Since
M2 =Mpo — % < o — % =u (2.62)

holds for all A € (0, 1), we see that the inequality (2.57) also holds, and now Theorem 2.3
yields the desired contradiction. O

When no arithmetic properties of the sequence of numbers (a(n))%., are known, we
simply have to take #(p) = N and p = 0 for all primes p.
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We recall that for any increasing function f,
t t
> o0 = [ fods+o((0). (2.63)
n=1

For example, suppose that a(#n) is an integer for n = 1,...,N. In this case, a(n) = h(n)
forall n=1,...,N. Assume that

loga(n) = Kn*(logn)? (1 +0(1)) (2.64)

holds for n = 1,...,N, where , 8 = 0 and K > 0 are constants. Then

logA(n) = Zloga n*(logn)P (1+0(1)), (2.65)

SO

B n ) “+2(10g7’l)
n)—i:zllogA(z) 7((%%)( Jr2)(1+o(1)),

(2.66)
2b(n)logn N 2n

T ~ ynlog, A(m) ~ (a+ D2(a+2)"

3. Applications

In this section, we give applications of our results to various sequences which arise in
combinatorics and number theory. Typically, but not always, the growth conditions are
readily available, while for several of them lower bounds on p have been given in [1].

3.1. Number-theoretic functions. Interesting results are obtained when the sequence
a(n) has integer values and both loga(n) and logA(n) have mean values which are con-
siderably smaller (by an order of magnitude) than their maximal values for n = 1,...,N.
In this section, we look at the instance in which a(n) is one of the classical arithmetic
functions of n.

LEmMMA 3.1. The following estimates hold:

> logw(n) = (1+0(1))Nlog; N;

n<N

2. logQ(n) = (1+0(1))Nlog, N; (3.1)
n<N

> log7(n) = (log2+0(1))Nlog, N

n<N
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Proof. Let

IA

Ay {n
in

Az = {n <N:w(n) = (logzN)S/Z}.

N:|w(n)-log,N| < (logzN)m};

As

IA

N:|w(n)—log,N| > (logzN)m, w(n) < (logzN)S/z}; (3.2)

By the Turan-Kubilius estimate (see, e.g., [7]),

> (w(n) —logzN)2 = O(Nlog,N), (3.3)

n<N

we get that #54, <N/(log, N)'? and #543 <N/(log, N)?. Since we also have that logw (1) <
logy N for n € 9, and logw(n) < log, N for n € 93, we get that

Nlog, N
Z logw(n) < —2— (3.4)
ned,uds (l gN)1/3
Since for n € A4, we have
loga(n) = Tog, N +log [ 2"} —log N+ O — L (3.5)
& = 108; g log,N ) ~ 83 (logN)1/3 )’ ’

we get the desired result for w(n). The bound for Q(n) follows from entirely similar ar-
guments.

We now denote by p*||n the exact divisibility by p* (meaning that the p-adic order of
nis «). Then

z logz(n) = Z z log(a+1) Z log(a+1) Z 1

n<N n<N p*|ln p*=N n<N
pelin
S log(oc+1)< —%+O(l)) (3.6)
pe=<N
-y log(oc+1)(%+0(l)>.
pe<N

Since & < logN/log2 < 2logN and there are O(N/logN) prime powers p* < N, we derive

Z logr(n) =N z —(P— Dlog(a+1) + O(N)

a+l
n<N p*<N p

= Nlo ZZ I +NZM +O(N).

oc+1

(3.7)

p=N a=2
psN
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By the Mertens formula,
Z — = - +o<1 =log, N+ O(1). (3.8)
p<N p p<N

We also have

1
a+l
a=2 p a<2logN m

HMS

a<2logN

< > log(oc+1)(2 +I “dz) (3.9)
<N,

1 1
<N Z og(oc +1)
a<2logN
which finishes the proof. O
We are now ready to prove the following result.
THEOREM 3.2. The following estimates hold:

limsup LULL=1 20D +1)

n— 00 n

limsup P—( iy o) +1)

n— oo n

> 1;

> 1;

P 1)1
limsup (IT: 1:1(01)g+ Jlog,
n—oo 3

P(TIL, QG)+1)1
limsup (Hllnl(ol; " )log, n
n—oo 3

hmsupP(Hizlf(z)H)logn -

n—co n(log2n)2

> 1 (3.10)

> 1;

Proof. Since n/log,n < ¢(n) <nand n < o(n) < nlog, n, it follows that if a(n) = ¢(n)
or g(n), then the estimate (2.64) holds with a = 0. The estimates for the products of ¢(i)
and (i) now follow from Corollary 2.4.

When a(i) = w(m;), where m; = i+ O(i/logi) is the ith composite number (we need
to skip prime numbers because of the condition a(i) > 1 used in Section 2), we apply
Lemma 3.1 to get that

logA(t) = Zlogw(mi) ~ tlog,t, (3.11)

i<t
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therefore

bin) = > logA(i) = | logA(t)dt ~ Jn’log,n. (3.12)

i=1

We take #7(p) = N, p = 0, and use the fact that

logw(m;) < (1+0(1))log,N, 1<i<N, (3.13)
to get that
1
T(n) ~ 108, (3.14)
log, n

which gives the inequality for the products of w(i).
The inequality for the products of Q(i) is entirely similar, and the last inequality fol-
lows again by Lemma 3.1 together with the inequality

logN
log, N’

logz(n) < (log2+o0(1)) l1<n<N, (3.15)

which finishes the proof. O

We remark that we could have taken, say, 7(p) = p*> when a(n) = ¢(n) (because p |
o(p?)), n(p) = 2P~ when a(n) = Q(n), and

np)= 11 4 (3.16)

a=p
q prime

when a(n) = w(n) or a(n) = 7(n), but such choices do not seem to lead to any substan-
tial improvements. The widely believed conjecture asserting that the first prime number
g =1 (mod p) satisfies g < p'*¢ would give that 5(p) = O(p'**) for a(n) = ¢(n) (be-
cause p | ¢(q)), but otherwise would not lead to any improvements of the inequality of
Theorem 3.2 for the Euler function either. Similar remarks apply to the sum of divisors
function.

3.2. Polynomials. Let a(n) = |g(n)|, where g(X) € Q[X] is a nonconstant polynomial
with |g(n)| = 1 forn > 1.
In this case, the estimate (2.64) holds with « = 0, 8 = 1, and K = degg. Thus,

b(n) = gnzlogn(l+o(l)). (3.17)

We can take p(p) = 1/3 (see [1]), so T'(n) ~ 3n/2.

Moreover, the set of prime numbers p such that the polynomial g(X) has a zero mod-
ulo p has a relative density § >0 (in the set of all prime numbers), by the Chebotarev
density theorem. For such primes, we can take n(p) to be the minimum between N and
the smallest zero modulo p of a(n), which is at most p.
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So, using Corollary 2.5 with y = 3/2, v = 1, { = §, we obtain the following.

THEOREM 3.3. Let g(X) € Q[X] be a nonconstant integer-valued polynomial of n with
lg(n)| = 1 for n = 1. Let § be the density of the subset of primes p such that the congruence
g(n) =0 (mod p) has an integer solution n. Then the inequality

fimsap P11 10 +1)

n— oo n

> %+5 (3.18)

holds.

Note that, by the Chebotarev density theorem, we know in fact that § > 1/(degg)!,
and that it can be explicitly computed. When g(X) = X, we have § = 1, and we recover
the main result of [3].

3.3. Motzkin, Schréder, and Bell numbers. Using Corollary 2.4, the above result allows
us to write down nontrivial lower bounds for various numbers arising from enumera-
tive combinatorics. Recall that Motzkin numbers m, count, for a positive integer #, the
number of lattice paths starting at (0,0), ending at (0,7), which use line steps parallel to
(1,0) (level step), (1,1) (up step), or (1,—1) (down step), and which never pass below the
x-axis. The Schroder numbers s, are defined similarly except that the ending point of the
paths is (2n,0), and the level step is (2,0). Finally, the Bell numbers B,, count the number
of ways of partitioning a set with n elements into disjoint nonempty subsets. Since a(n)
satisfies (2.64) with a = 1 and some f3 > 0 whenever a(n) is one of m,, s,, or B, we have
obtained the following result.

THEOREM 3.4. The inequality

n—oo

(3.19)

A=

holds whenever (a(n))n—1 is the sequence of the Motzkin numbers, or Schroder numbers, or
Bell numbers.

Lower bounds of the form P(A(N)) > logNlog, N have been obtained in [2] when
a(i) = m; for i = 1,...,N (and the method there works for a(i) =s; for i = 1,...,N, as
well), and of the form P(A(N)) > logN when a(i) = B; fori=1,...,N, in [5].

3.4. Middle binomial coefficients and Catalan numbers. Here, we take

b(n) = (2:) or c¢(n)= ni1<2:), (3.20)

n=1,...,N, that is, b(n) is the nth middle binomial coefficient and c(n) the nth Catalan
number, respectively. In this case, using the Stirling formula, it is easily seen that both
sequences a(n) = b(n) and a(n) = c(n) satisfy formula (2.64) witha =1, =0,and K =
2log2. We can take p(p) = 1/5 (see [1]), so T'(n) ~ 5n/4.
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Obviously,

p+1
p ‘ <p+1/2>’ (3.21)
so we can take #(p) = (p —1)/2.

We now take y = 5/4,v=1/2, { = 1 in Corollary 2.5, to get the following.

THEOREM 3.5. The inequality

hmsupw 5 13

— 3.22
n— oo n 4 ( )

holds where either a(i) = b(i) is the ith middle binomial coefficient or a(i) = c(i) is the ith
Catalan numbers.

The methods of this section apply to more general sequences such as hypergeometric,
that is, of the form a(n) = [, f (i), where f € Q[X] is a nonzero integer-valued poly-
nomial.

3.5. g-factorials. We let g > 1 be an integer and set a(n) = g" — 1 for n = 1,...,N. The
estimate (2.64) holds with « = 1, f =0, and K = logq. We have also n(p) < p — 1, by
the Fermat’s little theorem, for all but finitely many primes p (i.e., except for the prime
factors of q). Moreover, p(p) = 1/3 for all primes p (see [1]). Therefore, we can take
u=1/4,v=1,{ = 1. Using Corollary 2.5, we obtain the following.

THEOREM 3.6.

limsup P(ITZ, (¢ —1) +1)

n— oo n

5
= (3.23)

The results of this section remain also valid if the sequence (¢" — 1)}, is replaced by
the first N terms of some other Lucas sequence, like the Fibonacci sequence, for example.
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