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1. Rational Numbers
Recall that rational numbers can be viewed as fractions of the form ab , where a and b are
relatively prime integers and b is nonzero. Here that a and b are relatively prime integers
means a and b has no common divisor except ±1.
One way to view real numbers is using decimal digits representation. That is, we can treat
each real number as a decimal number with infinite decimal digits.
Of course, we need add two more observations here:
(1) for real numbers like 0.2, we treat it as 0.20000· · · with infinitely many zero.
(2) the representation is not unique. 1, for instance, can be written as 1.000· · · and
0.999· · · .
Notice that, for instance, 0.999· · · and 1.6142857142857· · · are numbers with recursive
patterns in their infinite decimal digits representations.
Problem 1.1. Write 0.3333...· · · as a fraction.
Problem 1.2. Write 0.123123123· · · as a fraction.
Problem 1.3. Write 1.6142857142857· · · as a fraction.
Problem 1.4. (Optional) Prove that, under this point of view, rational numbers has representations that either has finitely many nonzero decimal digits or has a recursive pattern in
their infinite decimal digits. You may find the following steps helpful.
• Given r = ab with b has only prime factors of 2 or 5, then r has finitely many nonzero
decimal digits.
• If a and b are two coprime integers, then there is a positive integer n such that b
divides an − 1. This is known as Euler’s Theorem.
• Conclude that if s = ab with b has prime factors other than 2 or 5, then s has a infinite
decimal digits with certain recursive pattern.
A rational number has decimal representation that either has finitely many nonzero decimal
digits or has a recursive pattern in their infinite decimal digits. However, not all real numbers
can be written in this√form. Those real numbers that cannot be written in this form are called
irrational numbers. 2, for instance, is a famous irrational number which led to The First
Mathematical Crisis. The Crisis ended with the extension of field of rational numbers to field
of real numbers.
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2. Irrational Numbers
The Pythagorean school of mathematics originally believed that only rational numbers
exist. However, they found that, by the Pythagorean Theorem, the hypotenuse of a isosceles
right triangle with sides length 1 is a number that could not be expressed as a rational number.
Below is a short fable found online:
The secret of irrational numbers was carefully kept by the Pythagoreans. The reason for
this is that the secret created a sort of crisis in the very roots of Pythagorean beliefs. There
is an interesting account (its historical accuracy is not certain) about one member of the
Pythagorean circle who apparently divulged the secret to someone outside the brotherhood.
The traitor was thrown into deep waters and drowned. This episode is sometimes referred to
as the first martyr of science. However, we could also think about this person as one of the
many martyrs of superstition, since it was not the scientific aspect of irrational numbers that
was the root cause of this homicide, but rather its religious extrapolations that were seen as
a threat to the foundation of Pythagorean mysticism.
that the hypotenuse of a isosceles right triangle with sides length 1 as
√
√ Today we express
2. That is, 2 is a number such that the square of this number is equal to 2.
√
Problem 2.1. Show that 2 is a irrational number.
More generally, we have
Problem 2.2. Show that

√

p is an irrational number for any prime number p.

Problem 2.3. It is not hard to see the following properties that can help us when showing
a real number is irrational.
• adding a irrational number to a rational number gives a irrational number.
• Multiplying a irrational number with a nonzero rational number gives a irrational
number.
Level-up time!
p
√
3 + 2 2 is a irrational number.
p
√
Problem 2.5. Show that 7 + 3 11 is a irrational number.

Problem 2.4. Show that

Before we show a few more numbers that are irrational, we need a powerful theorem that
will help us later. The following theorem is well-known as the Rational Root Theorem.
Problem 2.6. For a polynomial with integer coefficients, an xn + an−1 xn−1 + · · · a1 x + a0 , if
r
s , with p and q relatively prime, is a rational root to the polynomial, then r is a divisor of a0
and s is a divisor of an .
√
Problem 2.7. Prove that n p is a irrational number for any prime number p and any positive
integer n ≥ 2.
p
√
3
Problem 2.8. Use the Rational Root Theorem to prove that 3 + 2 2 is a irrational number.
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3. Analysis
We have seen the power of algebra in showing a real number is irrational. Most of the
works are carried out by equalities. Now it is time to see how inequalities and analysis come
into play.
You might have seen e, the base of natural logarithm, already. There are several equivalent
ways to define this important constant.
One way to define e is as the following infinite sum:
∞
X
1
1
1
1
e := 1 + 1 +
+
+
+ ... =
,
1·2 1·2·3 1·2·3·4
1 · 2 · ··· · n
n=0

It is not trivial to show that above defines a real number that is finite, but we will see it once
we solve the next question.
P
1
Problem 3.1. Show that e = ∞
n=0 n! is not an integer. Hint: show that 2 < e < 3.
P 1
Problem 3.2. Show that e = ∞
0 n! is a irrational number.
e is prevailing in nature. For instance, for constant a > 0, ax is an exponential function.
The derivative function of ax is itself if and only if a = e. This too is non-trivial to prove.
Also one might have seen that er = limn→∞ (1 + nr )n , which has applications in compound
interest rate.
4. Set Theory
Irrational numbers are prevailing on the number line. In fact, if you choose a number
randomly from [0, 1], the probability that the number is irrational turns out to be 1. This is
an interesting result in probability theory.
In this session, instead of measure theory, we are going to see the set of irrational numbers
are uncountable, giving us the intuition that there are way more irrational numbers then
rational numbers on the number line.
Problem 4.1. Find a bijection between N, the set of of natural numbers, and Z, the set of
integers.
Problem 4.2. Find a bijection between N, the set of of natural numbers, and Q, the set of
rational numbers.
If you are viewing this note online, you might find this link on bijection helpful. Otherwise,
please take a look at the following examples if you would like a warm up with bijective maps.
• f (x) = x2 from R to R is not surjective as we cannot find a preimage for -1.
• f (x) = x2 from R to [0, ∞) is not injective since f (−1) = 1 = f (1).
• f (x) = x2 from [0, ∞) to [0, ∞) is both injective and surjective, thus bijective.
If a set is finite or can be bijectively mapped to N, we say the set is countable. Above questions implies that Z and Q are countable. Sets that are not countable are called uncountable.
Problem 4.3. Prove that the set of real numbers are uncountable. You might find the
following Cantor’s diagonal construction helpful.
• Suppose R is countable. Arrange the list of real numbers as {x1 , x2 , x3 , · · · }.
• Here we write each real number in its infinite decimal representation.
• Consider x defined to be 0.a1 a2 a3 · · · , where for any positive integer i, ai = 7 if the
i-th decimal digit (after the decimal dot) of xi is not 7, and ai = 3 if the i-th decimal
digit (after the decimal dot) of xi is 7.
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• This x we constructed is then not in the list of real numbers we set up at the beginning.
(Notice that we choose 3 and 7 instead of 0 or 1 here to avoid non-unique decimal
representation of real numbers).
Problem 4.4. Prove that the union of two countable sets is countable.
Problem 4.5. Prove that the set of irrational numbers are uncountable.

