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§1. Introduction

According to the theorem of Lindemann for any non-zero number 6 both of numbers 6
and e? can not be algebraic. For any algebraic numbers o and 3 the expression |e? —a|+|6—
B| does not vanish. How small can this expression be? The answer should obviously depend
on the three following parameters: the heights h(«), h(3) of the algebraic numbers, the
degree of the number field D = Q(a, ). Here, we denote by h(«a) the absolute logarithmic
Weil height of o: when the minimal polynomial of « is P(z) = agz® + - - -+ a4 € Z[z], and
its complex conjugates are aq, ..., ay:

apz® + -4 ag = ap(x — a1) - (z — ag),

then the absolute logarithmic Weil height h(«a) of « is defined by

d
1
h(a) = 7 <10g lao| + Zlogmax{l, |a1|}>

i=1
while
d
L(a) = L(P) = ) |ai|
i=0
is the length of the number a and of the polynomial P. It is possible to prove that
h(a) < d™'-log L(a) (1.1)

(see [F 1982], Lemma 8.2).

In the next Theorem it will be more convenient to have a parameter E, which will be
choosen separately in each special situation.

Theorem 1 (Main Theorem). Let § € C, § # 0, and «, 8 be algebraic numbers; define
K = Q(a,B) and D = [K : Q]. Let A, B and E be positive real numbers with E > e
satisfying
log A > max(h(a), D_l), log B > h(p).
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Then

lef —al+ 10— 3| > eXp(—QllD(logB + loglog A + 4log D + 2log(E|6| ) + 10)

-(Dlog A+ 2E|0| + 6log E) - (3.3Dlog(D + 2) + log E) - (logE)_2>,

where |6|+ = max(1,|6)|).

From the inequality of our Main Theorem we deduce transcendence measures for several
numbers: 7, log2, e and more generally loga and e” (for algebraic numbers o and S,
a# 1, 8#0). A transcendence measure of a transcendental complex number 6 is a lower
bound for |P(0)|, when P € Z[z| is a non-zero polynomial, in terms of the degree of P
and of the length of P. For deducing the estimates of the measure of transcendence we
need the following assertion, connecting the measure of transcendence and the measure of
approximation by algebraic numbers.

Lemma 1. Let 8 € C. Assume that for any algebraic number ¢ with degé = d and
L(&) = L, the inequality
0 —¢| > e—dw(d,L)

holds, where ¢(x,y) is an increasing function of all arguments. Then for any non-zero
polynomial P € Z[x] with deg P = N and L(P) = M, we have

|P(0)] > e~ eN:2YM) (41 /N) Y,

Proof. See, for example, [F 1982], Lemma 3.7.
Theorem 2. 1) Let £ be a real algebraic number, d = deg&, L(§) < L, L > 3. Then

|m— €| > exp{—1.2-10% - (log L + dlogd) - (1 +logd)}.
2)IfPeZx], P#0,degP <d, L(P) < L, and L > 3, then

|P(m)| > exp{—2-10°d - (log L + dlogd) - (1 +logd)}.

For the proof of the first assertion we choose 0 = 7wi, « = —1, § = &, E = e°,
log A = D1 log B = h(£) = h(B) and note that D < 2d. Since

6.6d log(2d 4 2) + log E' < 11.2d(1 + log d),
d(h(€) + 3log(2d) + 2log T + 14) < 17(log L + dlogd),
1+2FE|0) +6log E < 59.5

we derive the assertion 1).
The second assertion follows from the first one and Lemma 1.

By the same way can be proved
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Theorem 3. 1) Let  be a real algebraic number with d = deg&, L(§) < L and L > 3.
Then
|log2 — &| > exp{—151000 - d* - (log L + dlogd) - (1 +logd)~'}.

2)IfPeZx], P#0,degP <d, L(P) < L, and L > 3, then
|P(log2)| > exp{—2.6-10°d* - (log L + dlogd) - (1 +logd)~"}.

For the proof of the first assertion we choose 8 =log2, a =2, 8 =& E =eD, A=e,
log B = h(B). In this case D = d. We deduce

d(h(€) + 4logd + 12) < 13(log L + dlogd),
3.3dlog(d + 2) + log(ed) < 5d(1 + logd),
d+2E|0|+6log E < 11d.

Therefore the first inequality of the Theorem 3 holds. The second one follows from the
first and Lemma 1.

Theorem 4. 1) Let £ be a real algebraic number with d = deg&, L(§) < L, L > 3. Then
le — €| > exp{—76000 - d* - (log L + d) }.
2) If PeZx], P#0,deg P <d, L(P) < L, and L > 3, then
|P(e)| > exp{—1.3-10° - d* - (log L + d) }.

For the proof of this theorem we take § =1, a =&, 3 =1,logA =1+d tlogL, B =1,
E =edlog A, D = d. The desired estimates follow from the inequalities

3loglog A + 6logd + 12 < 9(1 +log D + loglog A) = 9log E,
3.3dlog(d +2) + log E < 2dlog E,
dlog A+ 2FE|0| +6log E < 12(d + log L).

Taking 8 = 8 or 6 = log a for any determination of the logarithm of o we can prove a
lower bound for |e® — a and |loga — 3.

Theorem 5. Let o and [ be algebraic numbers; define K = Q(«a, ) and D = [K : Q].
Let A and E be positive real numbers satisfying E > e and

log A > max(h(c), D llog E, D_1|5\E).

1) If B # 0, then

lef —al > exp<—105500 -D?log A - (h(ﬁ) +log, log A +1log D + logE)

(Dlog D +log E) - (logE)_2>,
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where log, x = log max(1, x).
2) If & # 0, and if log « is any non-zero determination of the logarithm of «, then

|8 —log | > exp<—105500 - D*log A - (h(B) + log, log A+ log D +log E)

(Dlog D +1og E) - (log E)—2).

1) For the proof of the first assertion we choose § =  and we use the estimates
h(B) + loglog A + 4log D + 21log(E|fB|+) + 10 < 12(h(8) + log, log A + log D + log E)),

Dlog A+ 2E|B| +6logE <9Dlog A

and
9-12(3.3Dlog(D + 2) + log E) < 500(Dlog D + log E).

2) The proof of the second assertion is essentially the same, with the choice 6§ = loga,
using the estimate |0 < |5]| + |5 — 0|

Theorem 6. 1) Let a be an algebraic number, o # 0,1. Then there exists a constant
v1 > 0, depending only on « and the determination of the logarithm of « such that if
PeZz], P#0,deg P <d, L(P) < L, then

|P(log )| > exp{—y1d* - (log L + dlogd) - (1 + logd)~"}.

2) Let B be an algebraic number, 3 # 0. Then there exists a constant -2, depending only
on 3, such that if P € Z[x], P # 0, deg P < d, L(P) < L, then

‘P(eﬁ)‘ > exp{—’ygd2 -(log L+ d)}.

Theorem 6 follows from Theorem 5 with the help of Lemma 1.

There are plenty of results like our Theorems 2-6. The first transcendence measure for
the number e goes back to Borel in 1899 [Bo 1899]. Early results on this subject, including
works by Popken (1929) and Mahler (1932), are quoted in [F'S 1967]. We point out here
that, without explicit computation of the constants in the bounds, Theorem 2 was proved
for the first time by N.I. Feldman, [F 1951, 1960] and Theorem 6 by P.L. Cijsouw [C 1974].
The main theorem of [D 1993] provides a lower bound for |e? — al; the conclusion is that
either the estimate of our theorem 5 holds with the constant 105500 replaced by 10!, or

else .
lef —a| > e 10 IPRB) with d=[Q(B) : Q).

Further references are given in [W 1978] and [D 1993], as well as in Feld’'man’s papers
which are listed below.

For the proof of the Main Theorem we use M. Laurent’s method of interpolation de-
terminants, which enables us to avoid the construction of the auxiliary function and also
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to avoid the extrapolation, to derive good constants in lower bounds. The organization of
this paper is as follows: in Section 2 we prove a variant of the zero estimate of [LMN 1993];
Section 3 is devoted to analytic estimates for Laurent’s interpolation determinants. An
important tool in our proof is the use of binomial polynomials §4. Next, in §5, we provide
an arithmetic lower bound for non-zero algebraic numbers (Liouville’s inequality). The
proof of the Main Theorem is completed in Section 6.

§2. Multiplicity estimate

The proof of Hermite-Lindemann Theorem involves the complex analytic functions z
and e%%; for P € C[X,Y], the derivative (d/dz)F of the function

F(z) = P(z,e%)
is a polynomial in z and e??, which we call 6 P:
(d/dz)P(z,e*) = 0P(z,€e7).

It is plain that 0 is the derivative operator % + 5Y%. Hence we can define § on K[X, Y]
by
o el
0= 5x + Y 5y,

when K is any field containing 8. In this paper we work with a field K of zero characteristic.

Here is our multiplicity estimate.

Lemma 2. Let K be a field of zero characteristic, 8 a non-zero element of K, and let Dy,
Dy, S and M be positive integers satisfying

Let (§&1,m), .-, (&nm,mar) be elements in K x K* with &, ..., &y pairwise distinct. Then
there is no non-zero polynomial P € K[X, Y], of degree < Dy in X and of degree < Dy in
Y which satisfies

0°P(u,m,) =0 forl1<pu<Mand0<o<S5. (2.2)

The proof is essentially the same as the proof of the zero estimate in [LMN 1995]: we

shall eliminate Y using D + 1 derivatives, and get a polynomial in X which vanishes at
§; with multiplicity at least S — D;.
Proof. Let us suppose that a polynomial P satisfies all the conditions of the lemma,
equalities (2.2) and P # 0. We assume, as we may without loss of generality, that Y does
not divide the polynomial P, and also that P has degree > 1 with respect to Y. Let us
define the numbers kg =0 < k1 < ... < k, < D; by the conditions

PXY) = 3 Qi)Y
1=0

Qi(X)=b;X™ +.--€K[X], b;#0, i=0,...,n.



For 0 < o < n, we consider the polynomials

= Z Qoi(X) - YHi, (2.3)

where

Qoi(X) =) (‘;) QY (X)(Bhi) = by(Bki)T - X ™ 4 -

j=0
It follows from this representation that the determinant

=bg...b,s" V2. B xmot e

where B is a Vandermonde determinant constructed from the numbers kg, ..., k,, hence
B # 0. Now from (2.3) we derive

AX) =) A, (XY)-8°P(X,Y), A, (X)Y)eKIX,Y],
o=0
and for any 7 € Z, 0 < 7 < S — n, with some ¢; ; , € K,

n+1
AT Zcma' P(&,m;) =0, j=1,...,M.

Since n < Dy and deg A(X) =mgo+---+my, < (n+1)Dy < Do(D1 + 1), we deduce
(8 —n)M < deg A(X) < Do(D; + 1),

and SM < Dog(D1+1)+nM < (Do+ M)(D;1 +1). This contradicts to the condition (2.1)
and completes the proof of lemma 2.

63. Analytic upper bound

We prove an upper bound for the absolute value of some interpolation determinants;
this estimate is a variant of some of Laurent’s results in [L 1989] and [L 1993].

Lemma 3. Let L be a positive integer, E, M, S, and £ be positive real numbers with
0<e< E L
For1 < X< L, letby,...,bxs be complex numbers, ¢y(z) be a complex integral functions

of one variable; further, for 1 < p < L, let (, be a complex number and o, be a non-
negative integer, 0 < o, < §. Assume that for 1 <A < L and 1 < u < L we have

log [bau] < M, logmax‘go( “)(zcu)‘ <M



Then the logarithm of the absolute value of the determinant

D= detng(U“) (Cu) + 5b>\MH1§>\,u§L

is bounded by
1 L
L™ -log |D| g—5-logE—l—M+SlogE+log(2LE).

Proof. Let us define
ax,(z) = o\ ”)(ZCH) and  D(z) = det|lar.(z) + 5b,\uH1§>\7M§L.

Then
D(z)= Y  M.Dp(a), (3.1)

I1c{1,...,.L}

where
ax,(z), ifXxel,

Di(z) = detflenu(z)]| and eru(z) = { bag, AL

We claim that the function of one variable D;(z) has a zero at the origin of multiplicity

Il- (]I -1
> %—01—...—0L.
The determinant D;(z) is a linear combination with constant coefficients of determinants
D j(z) = det|lar,(2)|rer,ucs, where J runs all subsets of {1,...,L} with condition
|J| = |I|. For the proof of our claim it is sufficient to prove the inequality
I1- (I -1
OI‘d'D[’J(Z) Z % —01—...—O0Jp,.

By multilinearity we reduce the proof of this last inequality to the special case ¢y (z) = 2"
for some ny € N, A € I. In this special case

n
DI,J(Z) = det (( A) . UH! . (ZCH)TM—O'H)
O-H Ael,ped
= ZZXEI nk_ZuEJUH - det ((nA) Lol CZ}A_U“) |
on xel,ueJ

where the binomial coefficient (Zi) means 0 if o, > ny. If the right hand side is not

identically zero, then the numbers ny, A € I, are pairwise distinct, and then the right hand
side has a zero at the origin of multiplicity

(11| —1) (1] —1
SR Y ) R

pnedJ



8

Our claim on the order of vanishing of D;(z) at the origin easily follows.
By means of the Schwarz lemma we conclude

Il - (I -1
log |D;(1)] < _(% —01— ... — O’L) log E + 10g1;n<a]%<}DI(z)‘
Il-(|I|—1
g—(%—01—...—JL)logE+LlogL+M|I|—|—M(L—|I|)
P Hl .
<~ log B+ Jllog B+ ML+ Llog L+ SL-log E.

We derive now from (3.1)
log |D| =log |D(1)| < Llog?2 — L*log E+ ML+ LlogL 4+ SL -log E

72 1
# oo (=I5 log B (D §)(og B)-111)

The polynomial
log £
2

is an increasing function in the interval 1 <t¢ < L. Then we have

-t + (L+ 3)(logE) - t

L
L' log|D| < —ElogEqL (L+2)logE +log(2L) — Llog E + M + Slog E

L
< —3 -log E 4+ M + Slog E 4 log(2LE).

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.

84. Binomial polynomials

When N, H be a non-negative integers, and z a complex number, let us define A(z,0, H) =
1, and

A(z, N, H) = <z(z+1)...(z+H—1))q_z(z+1)...(z+r_1)

= , (4.1)

r!

where
N=gH+r, 1<r<H.

For u a non-negative integer, we write A (z, N, H) for the derivative (d/dz)*A(z, N, H).

The first idea of eliminating the factorials from the derivatives of auxiliary functions
with the help of such polynomials was introduced (in the case H = N) by Feldman in
[F' 1960, a,b] for the improvement of estimates of the measure of transcendence of = and
logarithms of algebraic numbers. Later ([F 1968]) this was one of his key tools in order to
achieve a best possible dependence of the estimate in terms of the heights of the coefficients
B in lower bounds for linear combinations 8y + 1 log ag + - - - + B, log a5 in turn, such an
estimate has dramatic consequences, especially the first effective improvement to Liouville’s
inequality. The introduction of polynomials of this kind in the case r = H and H < N
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into the transcendence theory is due to A. Baker [Ba 1972], who improved in this way the
dependence of lower bounds for linear forms in logarithms in terms of the heights of the
«;. The polynomials (4.1) were introduced in [M 1994] where a more general assertion
than the next Lemma 4 is proved.

For each positive integer k and real number a, we denote by v(k) the least common
multiple of 1,2,..., k and by [a] the integer part of a.

Lemma 4. Let N > 1, H > 1, 0 > 0 and x be integers. Define d, = v(H)?. Then

dy - A" (z,NH)eZ, 0<u<o,

and
logd, < 19T . o H, (4.2)
; (Z) A (2, N H)| < 07 - N TH (1 + %)N (4.3)
Proof. Let p be a prime number and b; < by < ... < by be integers. For any integer

k > 0 we denote rj, the number of b; which are multiple of p*. Then
Ordp(bl"-b]\]> =7r1+r0o+ .

If we delete any v numbers from by, ...,by and if b;,,...,b;, ., denote the remaining N —u
numbers, we derive

ordy(bjy, ... bjn_) > Z max(ry — u,0).
k>1

We define now the numbers b; as the N factors in the product
(z(z+1)-(z+H-1)" z(@+1)(z+7r-—1).

In this case

T
—, k>1
pk]

Now from the identity
AW (2, N, H) =ul- Az, N,H) - > (24 41) 7"+ (24 4u) 7 (4.4)

where summation is taken over all sets {ji, ..., j, } such that the polynomial (z+j1)--- (2+
Ju) divides A(z, N, H), we see that

et sotem) 2o (3] 5 (]« [
g () [5]-o0) 2 (ool

pF<H
ph<H

e
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This proves the assertion d, - A (z, N H) € Z,0<u <o, z € Z.
The estimate (4.1) follows from the inequality log v(k) < 1L -k (see for instance [Y 1989]
Lemma 2.3 p. 127).

By the identity (4.4) we see

o

> (7)Y (7) () ot el -0

<07 ) (JZ) (|z| + H — 1)N‘“(H!)—q(r!)—1

u=0

" N HH q Hr B

]\
<a"-eN+H-<1+—) )

- H
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.

§5. Liouville’s inequality

For the next result, we use the notion of length of a polynomial f € C[X7,...,X,,] (see
§1).
Lemma 5 (Liouville’s inequality). Let k be a subfield of C which is a finite extension of
Q of degree D. Further let oy, .. ., o, be elements in k. Furthermore let f be a polynomial
ink[Xq,...,X,], with coefficients in Z, of degree at most N; with respect to X;, and which
does not vanish at the point (aq,...,a,). Then

log|f(a,...,an)| > —(D' —1)-log L(f) — D’ ZNih(ai),

where

I D/2 ifk is not a real field,
D ifk is a real field.
Proof. See [F 1982], Lemma 9.2.

§6. Proof of the Main Theorem
Let us suppose that under the conditions of the Main Theorem the inequality

‘69 . a| 4+ ‘9 _ m < E—211DUVW, (6.1)
holds, with

_ 3.3Dlog(D +2) +logE 2E|0| + Dlog A+ 6log E
N log &/ log &/ ’
_ log B +loglog A 4 4log D + 2log(E|6]+) + 10
B log E ’

U

, V=

w
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Note that U > 1,V > 6, W > 2.

a) Step one: Constuction of a non-zero determinant D.

The proof of the Main theorem involves complex analytic functions in one variable
A(z, 7, H)e? for non negative integers 7, H and t; the derivative of order o of this
function at the point s € Z, s > 0, is

min(7,0)

- (L.NH(S,T,H)-(w)a—’f-e@ts. (6.2)

Ve = (%)U(A(zm H>69”) o — F)IK]

z=s k=0

We choose parameters T', Ty, S, S1 and H:
S =1[10.5UV], Sy =[12DW +0.5],

T =[202DVW], T,=[420+0.5], H =/[1.5W logE]

and restrict ourselves to the ranges
0<7<T, |t|<Ty, 0<o<S |s]<65;.
Replacing the numbers e? by o and 6 by 3 in (6.2), we find an algebraic number

min(7,0) |

a: o— s
> oo AN H) @),
2 7

which will be a good approximation to vZ;. According to Lemma 4 the number

min(7,0)

gs U' g— S
agi = do - kZ o A ) (18)7 ol (6.3)

will be an polynomial in o, a~!, 3 with integer coefficients.
We also define L = (T + 1)(27; + 1), which is the number of (7,1).

Lemma 6. There exists a set {(0,,5,);1 < p < L} of elements in Z x Z with0 < g, < §
and 0 < s, < Sy with the property that the determinant of the L x L matrix

D =det|aZ*i*||, 0<7<T, [t|<T, 1<p<L,

does not vanish.

Proof. Let C[X,Y,Y 1] be the ring of polynomials in X, Y, Y~! and let § be the
derivative operator on C[X,Y,Y 1] defined by

o o]

Then
min(7,0) |
g

T (AX, T, H)Y') = Y ———  AW(X, 7, H) - (¢8)7F - Y
— (0 — k)k!
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and
aZ} = d,07 (A(X, 7, H)Y")

(X,Y)=(s,0°)

Let us suppose that the rank of the matrix
HaifH7 OSTST? ‘t‘STD OSO—SS? ‘S|§Sl7

is less than L. Then there exist complex numbers ¢+, 0 < 7 < T, |[¢t| < T7, not all zero,
such that the polynomial

R(X,)Y) =Y cuAX,7, H)Y' €CIX,Y, Y|
(7,t)
is not 0 and satisfies

5"R(X,Y)‘ —0, 0<o<S, [s<8.

(X,Y)=(s,a®)

But this contradicts Lemma 2 with P(X,Y) = YO'R(X,Y), Dy =T, Dy = 2Ty, M =
251+ 1, & = s, ns = a® and S changed to S + 1: indeed, from the inequalities

251 +1>24DW, 217 +1<104U, S+1>1050V, T <20.2DVW,

V > 6 and

(S+1)(2S1+1)  S+1 \25+1 S To5v \ "2

< 104 /101 n 1 <1
— 105 120 6

(T+28 +D)(@T+1) 2T +1 ( T +1) 10.4 (20.2V +1)

we derive P = 0. This completes the proof of Lemma 6.
b) upper bound for |D|.
We plan to use Lemma 3 with A replaced by (7,t), for the L functions

th<Z):A<Z7T7H)'eetZ7 OSTST? |t| STI?

with the points ¢, = s,, 1 < p < L, with ¢ = E—21DUVW and br¢u, instead by, in
Lemma 3, defined by
;b alr i =7 e by

The estimates
T+1<202DVW +1< (20.2+ 5)DVW, Ti+ 3 <5.20,

means that
L=(T+1)(2T1 +1) < 211DUVW (6.4)

and ¢ < E—L.
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From Lemma 4 and (6.2) we deduce

min(7,0)

(o) 0-7‘ (k) . o—k |0zts|
mesl i ) < max 3L A e ] eel e

T

where
ES;
M =SlogS+H~+T+Tlog(1+ - )t Slog(E|0|+T1) + E|0]S1Ty + S1Th.
It follows from (6.1) that

max (|61, 6]) < |6]. (1 + (25) 1),
max(|al, o ", "], |e™?) < ! (14+ (25,73 +2)7),

and for any integer k and ¢ with 0 < k£ < S and |¢| < 51717,

[Braf — 0% ™| < |BI* - |af — ™| +[e”|" - [B* — 0]

ko (le+1)le) 1! 1 o
<e-|0lF . + 1+ =) (14— . /. k
€ | |+ € ( +2S) ( +2SlT1+2) maX(| |7 )

< ee|9|f_ 25 Talfl max (S, S171).
Now we use the inequalities
eS <e’ < ES, eS1Ty < 51T

and we write o and s in place of o, and s,. From (6.2), (6.3) and Lemma 4 we derive

e |breul = 1d5 " - a7f =27
min(7,0) ol
: . (k) |t|lo—k  |po—k ts _ po—k 0Ots
< kZ_O (o~ )] |A®) (s, 7, H)| - [t]77F - |87 Fal® — 07 Fe)

g\T
< 85 . HFTHL, (1 + El) -TIS . |9|§r62|9|T151 max (S, 5171) e <e- eM.

Since logd, < %SH we deduce from Lemma 3

1 L ES
- log|D| < —5 log B+ %SH+SIogS+H+T+Tlog<1+ 71)

+ Slog(E|9|_|_T1) + |9|E51T1 + SlTl + SlogE + log(2LE). (65)
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¢) lower bound for |D|.
Let us define the polynomials

min(7,0)

os o! o— s —

QTt<X7Y):dU' Z mA(k)<S7T7H)(tX) k'Yt EZ[X7Y7Y 1]7
k=0

and
R(X,Y) =det|¢Z*/"(X,Y)|, 0<7<T, [t|<Ty, 1<p<L.

It follows from (6.3) that a?f = q%7 (5, @) and D = R(S, «). From the inequalities

T

degx ¢7; (X,Y) <5, degy ¢77(X,Y) <[t|S1, degy-1 ¢77(X,Y) < [t[S)

Tt Tt

we derive

degy R(X,Y) < LS,
degy R(X,Y) < 1LSi(T1 4+ 0.5), degy 1 R(X,Y) < 1LSi(Ty +0.5).

It follows from Lemma 4 that

T
L@ 00Y) < exp(gisH) - 55T (14 51 ) o

and
Si\" ’
L(R(X,Y)) < L"- (exp(%SH) - G5 T <1 + ﬁl) ~T15> :

Next from Lemma 5 we derive

1
I log|D| > —(D — 1)<logL—|— %SH—}—SlogS—l—H—i—T—i—Tlog(l—i— %)

+ SlogT1> — DSlog B — DS (T 4 0.5) log A. (6.6)

d) End of the proof of Theorem 1.
Let us compare the upper bound (6.5) for |D| and the lower bound (6.6). We derive

L S
§logE < 181(T1 +0.5) (DlogA+2E|0| +2) + (DTlog(l + El) —l—DT—l—TlogE)
+DS<logB +log S+ 10g(E|9|+T1)> + DH + DSH1Y + Slog E + log(2E) 4+ Dlog L.

Using the definition of all parameters we deduce

15,(Ty +0.5) (D log A + 2E|6| + 2) <0.5-12.25-5.2DUVW log E = 31.85DUVW log E,
(6.7)
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S D
log(1+21) <log(1+12.25——— ) <log13.25+ log D < 2.6 + log D,
H log £

DT log (1 + %) + DT + Tlog E < 20.2(D*VW log D + 3.6D*VW 4+ DVW log E)

< 20.2DVW (log E + 3.3D1log(D + 2)) < 20.2DUVW log E, (6.8)

U<1+33Dlog(D+2)<4.7D%? V <98E|f|, DlogA, (6.9)

log(ST1E|6]|4+) <log(50U°VE|6|+) <loglog A+ 4log D + 2log(E|6|+) + 10,
Ds(logB +log S+ log(E|9|+T1)> < 10.5DUV(1ogB +loglog A + 4log D

+21og(E|0],) + 10) <10.5DUVW log E (6.10)

The estimates (6.4) and (6.9) mean that

log L < 1og(211DUVW) < 10 + 3.51log D + log(E|6|) + loglog A + log W
<WlogE +logW <14Wlog E < 0.24UVW log E.

With the help of this estimate and inequalities

DSH < 15.755DUVWlogE, DH <1.5DWlogFE < 0.25DUVW log F,
Slog E <10.5UV1ogE < 525DUVW log E, log(2E) <2logE < %DUVW log F,

we derive

DH + X DSH + Slog E + log(2E) + Dlog L

< (15.75- 2L + 5.25+0.49 4+ ) DUVW log E < 22.28DUVW log E.  (6.11)

Finally from (6.6)—(6.11) we deduce

L
5 10 F < (3185 +20.2 4 105+ 22.28) DUV W log B

(T+1)(2T1 +1)

=84.83DUVW log E < 5

L
log B = ElogE.

This contradiction means that (6.1) is wrong and completes the proof of the Theorem 1.
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