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(1.9)
P

a
<2

1

<
q log q

has infinitely many solutions for almost all a.

Given a number like ^/2, e, n or <$/ 2, it is of interest to know whether

it behaves like almost every number. Quadratic irrationals are badly approximate

and hence behave like almost every number with respect to (1.8)
but not with respect to (1.9). From the known continued fraction expansion
of e it is easy to deduce that neither of the inequalities (1.8), (1.9) has

p
infinitely many solutions if a e. Mahler (1953) showed that n

q

< q~42 has only finitely many solutions, and Wirsing (unpublished) could

reduce 42 to 21. The behavior of ^/2 and of real algebraic numbers in
general will be discussed in the next section.

2. Approximation to algebraic numbers by rationals.
Roth's Theorem

2.1. Theorem 2A (Liouville 1844). Suppose a is a real algebraic
number of degree d. Then there is a constant c (a) 1} > 0 such that

>
c(a)

pfor every rational - distinct from a.

This theorem was used by Liouville to construct transcendental numbers.
00 k

For example, put a y 2~vl, q{k)2kt,p(k) 2k> £ 2~"!. Then
V=1 v=l

p(k)
<(/c)

X 2~"! <2-2-(k + 1)!

Hence for any d and any constant 0 one has

P(fc)

q(k)
<

(q k

J) The constants c, cx, c2,... of different subsections are independent.
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if k is large. By Liouville's Theorem, a cannot be algebraic of any degree cl,

and hence a is transcendental.
For the sake of later refinements we shall break the extremely simple

proof of Liouville's Theorem into three parts (a), (b) and (c).

(a) Let P (x) be the defining polynomial of a, i.e. the polynomial of
degree d with root a which has coprime integer coefficients and a positive
leading coefficient.

(b) Taylor's formula yields

P(?) É (ï-«)±P«>(a)
i=i \q J

<
c(a)

P
a

<2

if

(c) P (-) ^ 0, whence
q

< 1

^ —,, and combining this with (b) we
q

obtain Liouville's Theorem if

>i.
q

p
— — a
q

< 1. The Theorem is obvious if

2.2. Now suppose that a is a real algebraic number of degree d and
consider the inequality

(2.1)
1

< —.
qß

p
where - is rational with a positive denominator q. By Liouville's Theorem

q
this inequality has only finitely many solutions if p > d. Thue (1908, 1909)

made the important discovery that this is still true under the weaker assumption

that \x > (d\2) + 1. Then Siegel (1921a) showed that it suffices to have

(i > 2 yjd. (Actually his result was slightly better, with a more complicated

function in place of 2^jd.) These results of Thue and of Siegel will be

referred to as Thue's Theorem and as Siegel's Theorem. Dyson (1947)

improved ji > l^jd to p > ^Jld. (See also Gelfond (1952), ch. 1.) Finally
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Roth (1955a) showed that (2.1) with p > 2 has only finitely many solutions.

His result may be formulated as follows.

Theorem 2B. Suppose oc is a real algebraic number. Then for every 5 > 0

there are only finitely many distinct rationals - with q > 0 and with
q

(2.2)
P

a
<2

<
<1

In view of Dirichlet's Theorem, the exponent 2 is best possible here.

But it is conceivable that the factor qô could be replaced by a smaller factor.
But nothing is known in this direction. The metrical result (Theorem ID)
suggests that

1

<
q (logg)

has only finitely many solutions for every positive ö. The first written account
of this conjecture appears to be in Lang (1965a).

For real quadratic irrationals a we have
P

a
q

c (a)
> —— by Liouville's

Theorem (or by the fact that a is badly approximate, as was shown below
Theorem 1C). Hence for such numbers a, Liouville's Theorem is stronger
than Roth's Theorem. It is not known whether there exists an algebraic
number of degree d g: 3 whose partial quotients are bounded, or whether
there exists such a number whose partial quotients are unbounded. In view
of Theorem ID it is likely that every algebraic number of degree d g: 3 has

unbounded partial quotients. Some numerical evidence for this was given by
von Neumann and Tuckerman (1955), Richtmyer et al. (1962), and Bruyno
(1964).

2.3. Let us see how much Roth's Theorem tells us about the partial
quotients. In view of (1.5) it shows that

CI„+1 < 1sn

for every <5 > 0 and for n >n0(a,Ô). Now it is well known that 1,

<7i ai1o + 1 and that qna„qn^1 + q„_2 for S: 2, hence that qn

^ (öq +1) (an-\rl), and we obtain
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(2.3) an+1 < ((a% + 1) (a„ + l))5

for every <5 > 0 and for n > n1 (a, S). On the other hand one has

> (öftan-i + l)qn-2 ^ ((fl„ + l)(a„-i + l))1/2^-2 > •••

> ((an + 1)... (al 4-1))1/2

and this shows that the truth of (2.3) for every ô > 0 and sufficiently large n
is equivalent to Roth's Theorem. Davenport and Roth (1955) proved that
for real algebraic irrationals a one has

c1(oc) n
log log qn <

V log n

Further results on the continued fraction expansion of algebraic numbers

were given by Baker (1962).

p( 1) p(2)
2.4. Cugiani (1959) could show that if are solutions of

q( 1) q (2)

P
a

<2

< q-2-20 (log log log q) 1/2

with 0 < q (1) < q (2) < then

r logq(k + l)
(2.4) urn sup oo

log q (k)

Before Roth's Theorem was known, Schneider (1936) had shown that if
p( 1) p (2)

with 0 < q(l) < q(2) < are solutions of (2.2), then
<2(1) <2(2)

(2.4) holds. Schneider's Theorem in turn is a sharpening of a similar result
of Siegel (1921b). Roth's Theorem enables one to prove the transcendency

00
V

of a wider class of numbers than Liouville's Theorem, e.g. of a 2~3
v= 1

but actually this can also be done with the earlier theorem of Schneider just
mentioned.

2.5. Davenport and Roth (1955) have determined an explicit upper
bound B B (a, ô) for the number of solutions of (2.2). However, at

present one cannot give an upper bound 25* R* (a, ô) for the denominators

q of the solutions pjq of (2.2). Hence Roth's Theorem is " non-



effective It is easy to see that Liouville's Theorem is effective, but the

theorems of Thue, Siegel and Dyson are also non-effective. Some further
remarks on this question will be made in §3.6.

But effective bounds for weaker inequalities than (2.2) were given by
Baker and will be discussed in §5.

2.6. Now suppose that F{x,y) is a not identically vanishing binary
form of degree d ^ 3 with rational coefficients which has no multiple
factors of positive degree. Such a binary form can be factored as

F (x,y) L, (x,yLd(x,y)
where Lt(x, y) ytx + ôty (i= 1,d) are linear forms whose coefficients

are real or complex algebraic numbers. Since F has no multiple factors,

any two linear forms Lb Lj with i ^ j are linearly independent.
Let (x, y) be an integer point with F (x, y) / 0. By rearranging the

factors Lu ...,Ld we may assume that

o < \Ll(x,y)\g^ I Ld{x,y) \

Now if yt 0 or if 51/y1 is rational, then it is clear that | Ll (x, | ^
with a positive c1 independent of (x, y). If yx ^ 0 and y 0, then

l^iC*,y) \ IViKH + H)- Finally if y± # 0, ö1/y1 is irrational and

y ^ 0, then Li (x, y) yxy a ~ ^î/fi, and for every 5 > 0

one has | L1 (x, y) | > c2 (Ö) | y f1-2-*5 ^ c2 (S) (|x| + |y|)~1_<5 by Roth's
Theorem. (Roth's Theorem is trivially true if a is complex.) Therefore it is

true in general that | Lx (x, y) | ^ c3 (<5) (|x| + |y|)-1"5 with c3 (<5) > 0.

On the other hand since Lu L2 are linearly independent, we have

IMx.jOI ^ ••• ^ \L2(x,y)\^(x,y)| +

^ c4(|x| + |y|),
whence

&c3(«5)cri(M + |y|r1-ä+(<,-1) (8) (M +
Thus the following holds.

Theorem 2C. Suppose F(x,y) is a binary form of degree d ^ 3 with
rational coefficients and without multiple factors. Then for any v < d — 2
there are only finitely many integer points (x, y) with

0 < \F(x,y) I < (|x| + |j;|)v
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Corollary 2D. Suppose F(x,y) is a binary form as in Theorem 2C
and suppose F (x, y) has no rational linear factor. Let G (x, y) be a polynomial
of total degree v < d — 2. Then there are only finitely many integer points
(x, y) with

(2.5) F (x,y) G (x, y)

Namely, such a form F has 0 < | F (x, y) | for any non-zero integer
point (x, y). We deduced Theorem 2C and its corollary from Roth's Theorem.

If instead we would have used Thue's or Siegel's Theorem, then we
would have had to replace the condition v < d — 2 by the stronger condition

v < (d/2) — 1 or v < d — 2y/d, respectively. In particular, Thue's
Theorem suffices to deal with the equation

(2.6) F(x,y) — m

where m is a constant, which is often called " Thue's equation ".
Using his (1921a) result, Siegel (1929) could classify all algebraic curves

defined over the rationals on which there are infinitely many integer points.
In particular these curves must be of genus zero.

Schinzel (1968) used this result of Siegel to prove a theorem which
implies that in Corollary 2D the assumption that v < d — 2 may be replaced
by the weaker assumption that v < d. Roth's Theorem is not required to
obtain this sharper version of Corollary 2D.

2.7. Mahler (1933b), (1933c) gave upper bounds for the number of
solutions of Thue's equation (2.6). Davenport and Roth (1955) derived upper
bounds for the number of solutions of the equation (2.5) of Corollary 2D.
Siegel (1970) showed that there is an explicit such bound for Thue's equation

(2.6) which depends only on m and the degree d if F (x, y) (ax + ßy)d

-h (yx + ôy)d with ad — ßy ^ 0. (In particular, every form F (x, y) of
degree d — 3 may be written in this way.) Perhaps Siegel's conclusion is

true for arbitrary forms F(x, y).
Mahler (1933c) gave an asymptotic formula

N (m) « c1 (F) m2/d

for the number N (m) of solutions of | F (x, y) | ^ m in coprime integers

x, y. Now let N' (m) be the number of integers n with \n \ ^ m which

may be represented at least once as n F (x, y) with coprime x, y. Hooley
(see (1967) and the references given there) developed powerful analytic
methods to show that
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N' (m) « c2 (F) m2/d

if either d 3 and the discriminant of Tis not of some rather special type,
or if F(x,y) xd + yd for some d ^ 3. To generalize these results to
arbitrary forms F (x, y) appears to be extremely difficult.

The methods of Thue, Siegel and Roth do not enable one to find bounds
for the size | x | + | y | of solutions of Thue's equation, and hence they
provide no method to find all the solutions of such an equation. Therefore
these methods are called " non-effective ". Effective results will be discussed

in §5.

3.1. We shall follow Cassel's rearrangement (Cassels (1957), ch. VI)
of Roth's proof. It is easy to see that we may restrict ourselves to the case
when oc is an algebraic integer of degree d > 1.

Suppose we tried to modify the proof of Liouville's Theorem as follows.
In step (a) we pick a polynomial P (x) with rational integer coefficients which
has a root at a of order i and which has degree r. Next, in step (b) we suppose
that

and Taylor's expansion

3. An outline of the proof of Roth's Theorem

yields P(-) ^ cqFinally (c) we have P(-) # 0 whence P(~) >q~'
q y y -

for all but finitely many rationals Hence if (3.1) has infinitely many
q

solutions, then \ii ^ r or

Hence one should try to make - as large as possible. But it is clear that
r
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