arXiv:2310.06780v1 [math.NT] 10 Oct 2023

ON THE TRANSCENDENCE OF POWER TOWERS OF LIOUVILLE NUMBERS

DIEGO MARQUES, MARCELO OLIVEIRA, AND PAVEL TROJOVSKÝ

Abstract. In this paper, among other things, we explicit a G_δ -dense set of Liouville numbers, for which the triple power tower of any of its elements is a transcendental number.

1. Introduction

The beginning of the transcendental number theory happened in 1844 when Liouville [10] showed that real algebraic numbers are not “well-approximated” by rational numbers. By using this fact, Liouville explicitly, for the first time, provided examples of transcendental numbers (known as Liouville numbers now). We recall that a real number ξ is called a Liouville number if there exist infinitely many rational numbers p_k/q_k, with q_k > 1, such that | | |ξ − p_k q_k | | | < q^{−ωk}k , ∀k, for some sequence of positive real numbers (ω_k)_k which tends to ∞ as k → ∞. The first example of a Liouville number (and consequently, of a transcendental number) is the known Liouville constant defined by ℓ := ∑ n≥1 10^{−n!} (i.e., the decimal with 1’s in each factorial position and 0’s otherwise). The set of Liouville numbers is denoted by L.

In his pioneering book, Maillet [14, Chapitre III] discussed some arithmetic properties of Liouville numbers. One of them is that given a non-constant rational function f, with rational coefficients, if ξ is a Liouville number, then so is f(ξ). Thus, a natural problem concerns the possible arithmetic behavior of f(ξ) when ξ ∈ L and f is a transcendental function. In particular, it remains unsolved the question raised by Mahler [13] about the existence of a transcendental entire function taking L into itself. However, there are some results on this subject. For instance, Chalebgwa and Morris [4] proved, that e^ξ is transcendental whenever ξ ∈ L. Also, Marques and Oliveira [16] showed that α^ξ is transcendental, for all Liouville number ξ and all algebraic number α ∉ {0, 1}. By using Baire’s theorem (see [9]), one has that for any non-constant function f, there is a G_δ -dense set L of Liouville numbers such that f(L) ⊆ L.

Set, inductively, exp[n](x) = exp(exp[n − 1](x)) and exp[0](x) = x. In 2015, Marques and Moreira [15] defined an ultra-Liouville number ξ as a real number for which, for every positive integer k, there exist infinitely many rational numbers

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11J81; Secondary 11J86. Key words and phrases. Liouville numbers, power tower, transcendental numbers, linear forms in logarithms. 1

p/q, with q > 1, such that 0 < | | |α − p q | | | < 1 exp[k](q) . They proved the existence of a transcendental entire function f for which f(L_{ultra} ) ⊆ L_{ultra} (where L_{ultra} denotes the set of ultra-Liouville numbers).

Very recently, Marques and Oliveira [16] showed that ξ^ξ is a transcendental number whenever ξ is an ultra-Liouville number (indeed, they provided a larger class of Liouville numbers with this property).

We now define sub-classes of Liouville numbers ξ (which satisfy (1)) depending on the growth of the map ν → lim_{k→∞} ω_k/q^ν_k . More specifically, we have the following definition:

Definition 1.1. A real number ξ is called a ν-Liouville number if ν is the infimum (possibly infinite) of the non-negative real numbers ν^∗ for which there exists an infinite sequence of rational numbers (p_k/q_k)_k (with q_k > 1) and a sequence of positive real numbers (ω_k)_k such that | | |ξ − p_k q_k | | | < q^{−ωk}k , ∀k, and ω_k/q^{ν∗}_k tends to ∞ as k → ∞. The set of all ν-Liouville numbers is denoted by L^{(ν)} .

We note that 0-Liouville numbers are precisely the Liouville numbers and L^{(ν)} ⊆ L, for any ν ∈ [0, ∞]. Also, L^{(∞)} is a G_δ-dense set since it contains the set of ultra- Liouville numbers (indeed, one has that |ξ − p_k/q_k| < exp(− exp(q_k)) = q^{−ωk}_k , where ω_k := exp(q_k)/ log q_k, satisfies lim_{k→∞} ω_k/q^ν_k = ∞, ∀ν ≥ 0). For topological reasons, the set L^{(ν)} is not G_δ -dense whenever ν ∈ (0, ∞). So a natural question arises: are the sets L^{(ν)} non-empty, for all ν ∈ (0, ∞)? Our first result answers this question positively. More precisely,

Theorem 1.1. The set L^{(ν)} is uncountable, for any ν > 0.

The main goal of this paper is to provide some results on the arithmetic behavior of a triple power tower of numbers related to the previously defined sets. In order to state some conditions succinctly, we introduce the following terminology: a triple of polynomials (P (X), Q(X), R(X)) is said to be K -admissible (where K ⊆ C ), when (i) P (X), Q(X) ∈ K [X] and R(X) ∈ Z[X]; (ii) P (X) ≢ 0, Q(X) ≢ 0 and P (X) ≢ 1; (iii) P^′(X) ≡ 0 implies Q^′(X) ≢ 0 and R(X) ≢ 0; (iv) Q^′(X) ≡ 0 implies P^′(X) ≢ 0; (v) P^′(X) ≡ 0, Q^′(X) ≡ 0 implies R^′(X) ≢ 0.

where, as usual, T (X) ≡ c (resp., T (X) ≢ c) means that T (X) = 0, for all X (resp., T (X) ≠ c, for some X).

Thus, our main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let (P (X), Q(X), R(X)) be a Z-admissible triple of polynomials. If ξ is a ν-Liouville number such that ν > 6 deg R, then P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} is a transcendental number.

Remark 1. As discussed before, by supposing that the function f : I → R, defined by f(X) := P (X)^{Q(X)R(X)} is well-defined and non-constant in some open interval I ⊆ R, then f(ξ) is transcendental, for any ξ belonging to an uncountable set of Liouville numbers. However, there is no information on the approximation structure of this set. Thus, our Theorem 1.2 provides such a structure that depends only on the degree of R(X).

As immediate consequences, we have

Corollary 1.1. If ξ is an ∞-Liouville number, then P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} is a transcendental number, for any non-constant polynomials P (X), Q(X), R(X) ∈ Z[X].

Corollary 1.2. If ξ ∈ L_{ultra} , then ξ^{ξξ} is a transcendental number.

Furthermore, by exploring the admissibility conditions, we obtain

Corollary 1.3. Let ν > 6 be a real number. Then, for any ν-Liouville number ξ and for any integer n ≥ 2, all the numbers n^{nξ} , n^{ξξ} , n^{ξn} , ξ^{nξ} , ξ^{ξn} are transcendental.

The proofs presented here combine some algebraic and analytic tools together with a bit of Diophantine approximation and lower bounds for linear forms in logarithms.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

For a given ν > 0, let (s_k)_k be the sequence defined by s_1 = 4 and s_{k+1} = ⌊10^{νsk} ⌋s_k + 1, for k ≥ 1. We claim that the number ξ := ∑_∞ n=1 10^{−sn} is a ν- Liouville number.

In order to prove that, we start by defining coprime integers A_k := ∑_k n=1 10^{sk−sn} and B_k := 10^{sk} . Since A_k/B_k is a truncation of the series which defines ξ, we get (1) | | | |ξ − A_k B_k | | | | = ∑ n≥k+1 10^{−sn} < 2 10^{sk+1} = 2 B^{sk+1/sk} k < 1 B^{⌊10νsk sk ⌋} k . Note that ⌊10^{νsk} ⌋/B^ν_k = ⌊B^ν_k s_k⌋/B^ν_k tends to infinite as k → ∞ yielding that ξ belongs to L^{(τ )} , for some τ ≥ ν. To finish the proof, it suffices to show that ξ is not a (ν + ϵ)-Liouville number, for all ϵ > 0. Indeed, by (1), one has | | | |ξ − A_k B_k | | | | < 1 B^{⌊10νsk sk ⌋} k < 1 2B^2_k , where we used that ⌊10^{νsk} s_k⌋ ≥ 10^{νsk} s_k − 1 ≥ s_k − 1 ≥ 3. Hence, a criterion due to Legendre yields that A_k/B_k is a convergent, say p_{r(k)}/q_{r(k)}, of the continued fraction of ξ = [b_0; b_1, b_2, . . .]. Note that q_{r(k)} = B_k = 10^{sk} . Also, for r(k − 1) < m ≤ r(k), it holds that b_m ≤ r(k)∏

i=r(k−1)+1 b_i < q_{r(k)} q_{r(k−1)} = q^{−1+sk /sk−1} r(k−1) ≤ q −1+s_k /s_{k−1} m−1 . Thus, for any convergent p_m/q_m of the continued fraction of ξ, we have (2) | | | |ξ − p_m q_m | | | | > 1 3b_{m+1}q^2_m ≥ 1 q^{1+sk+1 /sk} m .

Aiming for a contradiction, suppose that ξ ∈ L^{(ν+ϵ)} , then there exists infinitely many rational numbers c_i/d_i, with d_i ≥ 2 and a sequence (θ_i)_i, with θ_i ≥ 3, such that (3) | | |ξ − c^i d_i | | | < 1 d^{θi}_i , ∀i, where lim_{i→∞} θ_i/d^{ν+ϵ}_i = ∞. Since 1/d^{θi}_i ≤ 1/(2d^2_i ), then c_i/d_i must be a convergent of the continued fraction of ξ, say p_{m(i)}/q_{m(i)}, where r(k) < m(i) ≤ r(k + 1), for some k (note that d_i = q_{m(i)}). Therefore, by combining (2) and (3), we arrive at 1 3q^{sk+1/sk} m(i) < | | | |ξ − p_{m(i)} q_{m(i)} | | | | < 1 q^{θi}_{m(i)} and so θ_i < 2s_{k+1}/s_k. By reordering indexes if necessary, we may suppose that i → m(i) and k → r(k) are increasing functions (thus i tends to infinity if and only if k does as well). By dividing both sides of the previous inequality by d^{ν+ϵ}_i , we obtain θ_i d^{ν+ϵ}_i < 2 · 10^{νsk} s_k 10^{sk(ν+ϵ)} = 2s_k 10^{ϵsk} , where we used that d_i = q_{m(i)} > q_{r(k)} = 10^{sk} . However, the inequality θ_i/d^{ν+ϵ}_i < 2s_k/10^{ϵsk} leads to a contradiction, since its left-hand side tends to infinity while its right-hand side tends to zero as i and so k tends to ∞. Therefore, ξ is a ν-Liouville number as desired. An easy modification of this proof shows that ∑ n≥1 a_n10^{−sn} ∈ L^{(ν)} , for any choice of a_n ∈ {1, 2}. Hence, there exist uncountably many ν-Liouville numbers, which completes the proof. □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

3.1. Auxiliary results. We start by stating two ingredients for the proof (in all that follows, we use the notation [a, b] = {a, a + 1, . . . , b}, for integers a < b).

The first one is due to Íçen [6], which provides an inequality relating the height of algebraic numbers (the height of γ ∈ Q , denoted by H(γ) is the maximum of the absolute values of the coefficients of the minimal polynomial of γ (over Z)).

Lemma 3.1. Let α_1, . . . , α_n be algebraic numbers belonging to a g-degree number field K, and let F (y, x_1, . . . , x_n) be a polynomial with integer coefficients and with degree d > 1 in the variable y. If η is an algebraic number such that F (η, α_1, . . . , α_n) = 0, then the degree of η is at most dg, and (4) H(η) ≤ 3^{2dg+(l1+···+lk )g} · H^g · H(α_1)^{l1 g} · · · H(α_n)^{lng} , where H is the maximum of the absolute values of the coefficients of F (the height of F ), l_i is the degree of F in the variable x_i, for i ∈ [1, n].

Also, the lower bounds for linear form in logarithms à la Baker lie at the heart of our approach. Among the many extensions (and variations) of the original Baker’s bounds, we choose to use the lower bound due to Mignotte and Waldschmidt (see Remark after Theorem in [18]), which is the most convenient for our purpose. For the sake of preciseness, we state it as a lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Let β, α_1, α_2 be nonzero algebraic numbers and let D = [Q(β, α_1 , α_2) : Q]. Set A_j ≥ H(α_j ) (j = 1, 2) and B ≥ max{H(β), e^D}. If Λ = β log α_1 − log α_2 is not zero, then |Λ| > exp ( −5 · 10^{10}D^4(log A_1)(log A_2)T^2 ) , where T := log B + log log A_1 + log log A_2 + log D.

Throughout this text, log z denotes the main value of the complex logarithm function.

In the next section, each given inequality holds for all sufficiently large k (unless stated otherwise), which makes valid all the previous ones.

3.2. The proof. First, we note that if R(X) ≡ 0, then P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} = P (ξ) is transcendental, for all ξ ∈ L^{(ν)} (since a non-constant polynomial takes the set of transcendental numbers into itself).

Aiming for a contradiction, suppose that P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} is an algebraic number, say γ. In particular, Q(ξ)^{R(ξ)} log P (ξ) = log γ (here we used that γ ≠ 0, since P (ξ) ≠ 0, because ξ ∉ Q ). In what follows, m, n and r denote the degree of the polynomials P (x), Q(x) and R(x), respectively.

Since ξ is a ν-Liouville number, then there exist infinitely many rational numbers p_k/q_k (with q_k > 1) and an increasing sequence (ω_k)_k belonging to R_{>0} such that

(5) 0 < | | | |ξ − p_k q_k | | | | < 1 q^{ωk}_k , for all k ≥ 1, where lim_{k→∞} ω_k/q^ν_k = ∞. We may suppose (by reordering the indexes if necessary) that p_k/q_k ∈ Ω := {z ∈ C : P (z)Q(z)R(z) ≠ 0 and P (z) ≠ 1}, for all k ≥ 1. Now, we claim

Λ_k := Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )} log P (p_k/q_k) − log γ

is nonzero for all sufficiently large k. In fact, on the contrary, i.e., if Λ_k = 0 for all k belonging to an infinite set of positive integers, say N^′, then the function h : Ω → C given by h(z) := Q(z)^{R(z)} log P (z) − log γ vanishes in the set {p_k/q_k : k ∈ N^′} which has an accumulation point (namely ξ). By the Identity Theorem for Analytic Functions, one has that h(z) = 0, for all z ∈ Ω, which implies that the function h̃(z) := h(z) + log γ is the constant function. On the other hand, either Ω^+ := {z ∈ Ω ∩ Z_{>0} : R(z) ≥ 1} or Ω^− := {z ∈ Ω ∩ Z_{>0} : R(z) ≤ −1} must be an infinite set (actually, only one of them has this property). If Ω^+ is infinite, we use that |h̃(z)| ≥ |Q(z)|^{R(z)}(log |P (z)| + i Arg(P (z))) ≥ |Q(z)|(log |P (z)| − 2π), to infer that |h̃(z)| tends to infinity as z → ∞ (z ∈ Ω^+). This contradicts the fact that h̃(z) is constant. For the case in which Ω^− is an infinite set, we use that |P (z)| < |z|^{m+1} and |Q(z)| > (|c|/2)|z|^n for all sufficiently large z ∈ Ω^− (here c is the leading coefficient of Q(z)). Thus |h̃(z)| ≤ 1 |Q(z)|^{−R(z)} | log P (z)| ≤ (m + 1) log z + 2π |c/2|z^n yielding that |h̃(z)| tends to 0 as z → ∞ (z ∈ Ω^−). Therefore h̃(z) must be the zero function which is absurd, since h̃(z) ≠ 0, for all z ∈ Ω.

In conclusion, Λ_k is nonzero, for all sufficiently large k. Hence, all hypotheses of Lemma 3.2 are fulfilled for Λ_k and therefore

(6) |Λ_k| > exp ( −5 · 10^{10}D^4_k(log A_{1,k})(log A_{2,k})T^2_k ) , where A_{1,k} ≥ H(P (p_k/q_k)), A_{2,k} := H(γ), T_k ≥ log B_k +log log A_{1,k} +log log A_{2,k} + log D_k (and B_k = H(Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )})). Now, we need to make some estimates in order to choose A_{1,k}, T_k, and D_k.

First, in Lemma 3.1, set F (Y, X) := Y −P (X) ∈ Z[X, Y ], then F (P (p_k/q_k), p_k/q_k) = 0 and so, by that lemma, one deduces that H(P (p_k/q_k)) ≤ 3^{m+2}(1 + |ξ|)^mH(P )q^m_k . Thus, we can take A_k := c_0q^m_k , where c_0 = 3^{m+2}(1 + |ξ|)^mH(P ).

Next, by setting θ_k := q^r_kR(p_k/q_k) (which is an integer), we note that Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )} is a root of the polynomial q^{nθk}_k X^{qrk} − (q^n_k Q(p_k/q_k))^{θk} ∈ Q[X] and so it has degree at most q^r_k. Thus, we can choose D_k := q^r_k (since P (p_k/q_k) ∈ Q). Furthermore, one of the polynomials q^{nθk}_k X^{qrk} − (q^n_k Q(p_k/q_k))^{θk} and (q^n_k Q(p_k/q_k))^{θk} X^{qrk} − q^{nθk}_k has integers coefficients (depending on the sign of R(p_k/q_k)). Thus, this polynomial is divisible by the minimal polynomial of Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )} (over Z). In particular, after some manipulations, we arrive at H(Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )}) ≤ q^{c1 qrk}_k , where c_1 := 3n(1 + |ξ|)^{mnr} max{H(P ), H(Q), H(R)}. Thus, we can choose B_k := q^{c1qrk}_k and T_k := c_2q^r_k log q_k (where c_2 := c_1 + log c_0 + m + log H(γ) + r).

By using these estimates in (6), we deduce (after some straightforward calculations) that

(7) |Λ_k| > exp ( −c_3q^{6r}_k (log q_k)^3 ) , where c_3 := 5 · 10^{10}mc^2(log c_0)(log H(γ)).

On the other hand, we have

|Λ_k| = | | |Q(pk/qk)^{R(pk /qk )} log P (pk/qk) − Q(ξ)^{R(ξ)} log P (ξ) | | | ≤ |log P (p_k/q_k)| | | |Q(ξ)^{R(ξ)} − Q(pk/qk)^{R(pk /qk )} | | | (8) + | |Q(ξ)_{R(ξ)} | ||log P (ξ) − log P (p_k/q_k)| where we used that Q(ξ)^{R(ξ)} log P (ξ) = log γ together with the triangle inequality. It is well-known that for a holomorphic function ϕ : U → C , if z_1, z_2 ∈ U are such that the the line segment with endpoints z_1, z_2, denoted by, [z_1, z_2], belongs to U, then |ϕ(z_1) − ϕ(z_2)| ≤ |z_1 − z_2| · max{|ϕ^′(ζ)| : ζ ∈ [z_1, z_2]}. By using this fact for the holomorphic functions f : Ω → C and g : Ω → C given by f(z) := log P (z) and g(z) := Q(z)^{R(z)}, we obtain |log P (ξ) − log P (p_k/q_k)| ≤ c_4 | |ξ −^{pk}_{qk} | | and |log P (ξ) − log P (pk/qk)| ≤ c5 | |ξ −^{pk}_{qk} | |, where c_4 := sup_{ζ∈Ik} |f^′(ζ)| and c_5 := sup_{ζ∈Ik} |g^′(ζ)| (here I_k is the closed interval with endpoints ξ and p_k/q_k). So, we get from (8) that

(9) |Λ_k| < c_6 | | | |ξ − p_k q_k | | | | < c_6 q^{ωk}_k , for all sufficiently large k (say k ≥ κ_1), where c_6 := | log P (ξ)|+|Q(ξ)^{R(ξ)}|+c_4+c_5+1.

Now, by combining (7) and (9), we obtain c_6q^{−ωk}_k > exp ( −c_3q^{6r}_k (log q_k)^3 ) yielding ω_k < 2c_3q^{6r}_k (log q_k)^2 for all sufficiently large k. However, there exist ϵ > 0 such that ν = 6r + ϵ and so the last inequality can be rewritten as ω_k q^{6r+ϵ}_k < 2c_3

(log q_k)^2 q^ϵ_k This leads to an absurd, since the left-hand side of the previous inequality tends to infinity, while its right-hand side tends to zero when k → ∞. In conclusion, the number P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} is transcendental and the proof is complete. □

4. Further comments, results, and a conjecture

We close this article by addressing a discussion on some more technical results and possible problems for further research. In what follows, the implied constants in ≪ and ≫ do not depend on k.

First, we point out that when P (X) is a constant, it can be replaced by some classes of transcendental numbers. Indeed, let us define the set T by

T := {e^{β0} α^{β1}_1 · · · α^{βn}_n : n ≥ 1 and (β_0, . . . , β_n, α_1, . . . , α_n) ∈ Q^{2n+1}} Note that the preceding set contains all algebraic numbers (case (n, β_0, β_1) = (1, 0, 1)) as well as the families of transcendental numbers proved by Hermite and Lindemann (case (n, α_1) = (1, 1)), Gelfond and Schneider (case (n, β_0) = (1, 0)) and Baker (n > 1, under some mild hypotheses).

We have the following result:

Proposition 4.1. Let (P (X), Q(X), R(X)) be a Q -admissible triple of polynomials with R(X) ∈ Q[X]. If ζ ∈ T , then the numbers ζ^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} and P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} do not belong to T , for all ξ ∈ L^{(∞)} . In particular, ξ^α, ξ^{ξr} , e^{ξξ} and β^{αξξ} are transcendental numbers, whenever α ∈ Q \{0}, β ∈ Q \{0, 1}, r ∈ Q and ξ ∈ L_{ultra} .

Before the proof, we state the following lower bound for linear forms due to Baker (see [2]). For the sake of preciseness, we state it as a lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Let n > 1 be an integer and let α_1, . . . , α_n, β_0, β_1, . . . , β_n be nonzero algebraic numbers. Set A = ∏_n i=1 log(max{H(α_i), 4}) and B = max_{i∈[1,n]}{H(β_i), 4}.

Let D = [Q(α_1 , . . . , α_n, β_0, . . . , β_n) : Q]. Then,

|β_0 + β_1 log α_1 + · · · + β_n log α_n| > (AB)^{−(16nD)200n A log A}, provided that the previous linear form does not vanish.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We shall proceed along the same lines as in the proof of Theorem 1.2. In fact, striving for a contradiction, suppose the existence of ζ_1, ζ_2 ∈ T and ξ ∈ L^{(∞)} such that ζ^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)}_1 = ζ_2. By proceeding along the same lines as before, we obtain that |Λ_k| ≪ q^{−ωk}_k , where Λ_k := Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )} log ζ_1 − log ζ_2 is a linear form in logarithms of algebraic numbers. By Lemma 4.1, after some calculations, one has |Λ_k| ≫ exp ( −q^{O(1)}_k ) . We then combine the upper and lower bounds for |Λ| to obtain ω_k ≪ q^{O(1)}_k / log q_k which contradicts the fact that lim_{k→∞} ω_k/q^ν_k = ∞, for all ν > 0 (since ξ is an ∞-Liouville number).

For the transcendence of P (ξ)^{Q(ξ)R(ξ)} , we simply mimic the same approach. The novelty here lies in the fact that P (X) and Q(X) have algebraic coefficients. So, it suffices to prove that the degrees and heights of the numbers P (p_k/q_k) and γ_k := Q(p_k/q_k)^{R(pk /qk )} have the reasonable growth order compared to the case of integer coefficients (by reasonable, we mean that if the integer case is ≤ f(k)^{g(k)}, then the algebraic one is O(f(k)^{O(g(k))} )). To prove that, let K be the d-degree number field which contains all the coefficients of P (X) and Q(X). Clearly, the degree of P (p_k/q_k) is at most d. By supposing, without loss of generality, that the integer q^r_kR(p_k/q_k) is positive, then γ^{qrk}_k has degree at most d and so γ_k has degree ≤ dq^r_k. For the heights, we shall use the following relations (which can be found, for instance, in [17, p. 325]): Let y_1, . . . , y_ℓ be algebraic numbers of degree m_1, . . . , m_ℓ, respectively. Then • (2^{m1n} √ 2m_1)^{−1}H(y_1)^n ≤ H(y^n_1 ) ≤ e^{O(n)}H(y_1)^n;

• H(y_1y_2) ≪ (H(y_1)H(y_2))^{m1 m2} ;

• H(y_1 + · · · + y_ℓ) ≤ e^{O(ℓ)}(H(y_1) · · · H(y_ℓ))^{m1 ···mℓ} , where the implied constants depend only on the degree of the algebraic numbers. Therefore, by using these estimates, it is straightforward to show that H(P (p_k/q_k)) ≪ q^{m2dm+2}_k and H(γ_k) ≪ q^{O(qrk )}_k . Hence, we confirm that these estimates are reasonable (in our sense) which ensures that the condition of ξ being an ∞-Liouville number is enough to complete the proof (we leave the details to the reader). □

We now continue by recalling the following definitions:

Definition 4.1. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer. The power tower function of order k, h_k(x), is defined for all real number x > 0 as h_k(x) = x^{x ··} ·x (k times) For all x ∈ [e^{−e}, e^{1/e}], h_k(x) converges (as k → ∞) to a function h(x) which is named as the infinite power tower function (see Eisenstein [7]). In other words, h(x) = x^{x x ·} ·· . The previous definitions imply in the following functional equations

(10) h(x) = x^{h(x)}, h_{k+1}(x) = x^{hk (x)} and h_{k+2}(x) = x^{xhk (x)} .

Remark 2. We remark that h_1(ξ), h_2(ξ) and h_3(ξ) are transcendental numbers whenever ξ ∈ L_{ultra} (by [16, Prop. 3.2] and Corollary 1.2).

Turning back to our problems, we point out that there are at least two directions in order to generalize the previous results, namely, by increasing the power tower of Liouville numbers or by replacing Liouville numbers by U_m-numbers (we refer to [3] for their definition). However, our argument is invalid to deal even with the transcendence of h_4(ξ) and h_3(ζ), where ξ is a Liouville number and ζ is a U_m-number (with m > 1). Indeed, in both cases, at least one of the coefficients of the linear forms will be h_3(r) and h_2(α), for non-integer rational numbers r and non-rational algebraic numbers α. Since h_2(r) ∉ Q, for any r ∈ Q\Z, the Gelfond-Schneider theorem implies in the transcendence of both h_3(r) and h_2(α).

Therefore, the linear form Λ will not have algebraic coefficients, so it is useless in the sense of Baker’s theory.

However, there are some consequences of Proposition 4.1 concerning the previous functions:

Corollary 4.1. Let ξ be a positive ∞-Liouville number. We have:

(i) If ξ ∈ [e^{−e}, e^{1/e}], then h(ξ) is a transcendental number;

(ii) For any k ≥ 1, at least one of the numbers h_k(ξ) or h_{k+1}(ξ) is transcendental.

(iii) If h_k(ξ) is a rational number, then both h_{k+1}(ξ) and h_{k+2}(ξ) are transcendental numbers.

Proof. The proofs are direct combinations of Proposition 4.1 and (10). In fact, if h(ξ) = γ ∈ Q \{0}, then ξ^γ is transcendental contradicting the fact that ξ^γ = γ (this proves (i)). For (ii), we use that if h_k(ξ) = γ is algebraic (and so nonzero), then h_{k+1}(ξ) = ξ^γ is transcendental. To prove (iii), if h_k(ξ) = r is a rational number, then h_{k+1}(ξ) is transcendental (by item (ii)) as well as h_{k+2}(ξ) = ξ^{ξr} . □

We finish by posing a conjecture, which we do believe to be true.

Conjecture 4.1. If ξ is an ultra-Liouville number, then h_k(ξ) is transcendental, for all k ≥ 1.

A partial evidence to support this conjecture is that Corollary 4.1 (ii) implies in the existence of infinitely many transcendental numbers among h_4(ξ), h_5(ξ), . . . whenever ξ ∈ L^{(∞)} .

Acknowledgement

D.M. was supported, in part, by CNPq-Brazil. M.O. was supported by the Research Support Grant, Departamento de Matemática, Universidade Estadual do Maranhão. P.T. was supported by the Project of Excellence, Faculty of Science, University of Hradec Králové, No. 2210/2023-2024. Part of this work was done during a very enjoyable visit of D.M. to IMPA (Rio de Janeiro) in July 2023.

References

[1] A. Baker. Transcendental number theory. Cambridge university press, 1975. [2] A. Baker, The theory of linear forms in logarithms, “Advances in transcendence theory”.

– London and New York, Academic Press, 1977.

[3] Y. Bugeaud, Approximation by Algebraic Numbers, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 160. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2004).

[4] T. Chalebgwa, S. Morris, sin, cos, exp and log of Liouville numbers, to appear in Bull. Aust.

Math. Soc.

[5] P. Cijsouw, Transcendence Measures. Doctoral dissertation, Universiteit van Amsterdam, 1972, 107 pp.

[6] O. Ş. İçen, Über die funktionswerte der p-adisch elliptischen funktionen. I, II, İstanbul Üniv. Fen Fak. Mecm. Ser. A, 36 (1971), 53–87 (1974); ibid. 35 (1970), 139–166 (1972).

[7] G. Eisenstein, Entwicklung von α^{αα·} ·· , J. Reine Angew. Math. 28 (1844), 49–52.

[8] J. F. Koksma, Über die Mahlersche Klasseneinteilung der Transzendenten Zahlen und die Approximation Komplexer Zahlen durch Algebraische Zahlen, Monatsh. Math., 48 (1939), 176–189.

[9] K. S. Kumar, R. Thangadurai, M. Waldschmidt, Liouville numbers and Schanuel’s Conjecture, Archiv der Mathematik, 102 (2014), 59–70.

[10] J. Liouville, Sur des classes très-étendues de quantités dont la Valeur n’est ni algébrique ni même réductible à des irrationnelles algébriques, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 18 (1844), 883–885.

[11] K. Mahler, Zur approximation der exponentialfunktion und des logarithmus. Teil I., J.

Reine Angew. Math., 166 (1932), 118–150.

[12] K. Mahler, On the approximation of logarithms of algebraic numbers, Philos. Trans. Roy.

Soc. London Ser. A 245 (1952), 371–398.

[13] K. Mahler, Some suggestions for further research, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc., 29 (1984), 101–108.

[14] E. Maillet, Introduction à la Théorie des Nombres Transcendants et des Propriétés Arithmétiques des Fonctions. Gauthier-Villars, Paris (1906).

[15] D. Marques, C. G. Moreira, On a question proposed by K. Mahler concerning Liouville numbers. Bull. Aust. Math. Soc., 91 (2015), 29–33.

[16] D. Marques, M. Oliveira, On the transcendence of some powers related to U-numbers. Bull.

Braz. Math. Soc., 54 Article number: 25 (2023).

[17] D. Marques, C.G. Moreira, On exceptional sets of transcendental functions with integer coefficients: solution of a Mahler’s problem, Acta Arith. 192 (2020), 313–327.

[18] Mignotte, M. Waldschmidt, M. Linear forms in two logarithms and Schneider’s method.

Math. Ann., 231 (1978), 241–267.

[19] W. Schmidt, T -numbers do exist, Symposia Math. 6 (1970), 3–26.

Departamento de Matemática, Universidade de Brasília, Brasília, DF, Brazil Email address: diego@mat.unb.br

Departamento de Matemática, Universidade Estadual do Maranhão, Brazil Email address: marcelo mat@yahoo.com

Faculty of Science, University of Hradec Králové, Czech Republic Email address: pavel.trojovsky@uhk.cz