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Abstract

We study properties of arithmetic sets coming from multiplicative number theory and
obtain applications in the theory of uniform distribution and ergodic theory. Our main
theorem is a generalization of Katai’s orthogonality criterion. Here is a special case of this
theorem:

Theorem. Let a: N — C be a bounded sequence satisfying

Z a(pn)a(gn) = o(x), for all distinct primes p and q.

nx

Then for any multiplicative function f and any z € C the indicator function of the level
set B ={n € N: f(n) = z} satisfies

> 1p(n)a(n) = o().

n<x

With the help of this theorem one can show that if £ = {n; <ng < ...} is a level set of
a multiplicative function having positive upper density, then for a large class of sufficiently
smooth functions A : (0,00) — R the sequence (h(n;)),en is uniformly distributed mod 1.
This class of functions h(t) includes: all polynomials p(t) = axt® + ...+ a1t + a¢ such
that at least one of the coefficients ay, aq, ..., ay is irrational, t¢ for any ¢ > 0 with ¢ ¢ N,
log"(t) for any r > 2, log(T'(¢)), tlog(t), and lotgt' The uniform distribution results, in
turn, allow us to obtain new examples of ergodic sequences, i.e. sequences along which
the ergodic theorem holds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

An arithmetic function f: N = {1,2,...,} — C is called multiplicative if f(1) = 1 and
f(mn) = f(m) - f(n) for all relatively prime m,n € N (and is called completely multiplicative
if f(mn) = f(m)- f(n) for all m,n € N). We start the discussion by formulating the following
classical result of Daboussi.

Theorem 1.1 (cf. [7, Theorem 1]). Let f: N — C be a multiplicative function with |f(n)| < 1
for all n € N. Then for all irrational 0,

3™ f(n)e(dn) = ofa),

n<x

where e(z) := > for all z € R.

A nice (and shorter) proof of Theorem 1.1, which also yields more general results (for
instance e(fn) replaced with e(6n?)), was later discovered by Katai [16]. The following theorem
is the main technical result that Kétai uses to improve Daboussi’s result and, in addition, to
derive new results in the theory of equidistribution (in particular, it is proved in [16] that for
any additive function' a: N — R and any polynomial p(t) = axt* + ... + a1t + ag such that
at least one of the coefficients ay, as, ..., ay is irrational the sequence a(n) + p(n) is uniformly
distributed mod 12.).

Theorem 1.2 (Katai’s orthogonality criterion, see [16, 6]). Let a: N — C be a bounded
sequence satisfying

Z a(pn)a(gn) = o(x), for all distinct primes p and q. (1)
n<x
Then for every multiplicative function f: N — C that is bounded in modulus by 1, one has
> f(na(n) = o(x). (2)
n<x

Given a multiplicative function f: N — C and a point z € C let E(f,z) denote the set of
solutions to the equation f(n) = z, i.e.,

E(f,z) =={neN: f(n) = z}.

We will refer to E(f, z) as a level set of f. While E(f, z) is defined by means of the multiplica-
tive structure of N, it possesses many interesting properties from the viewpoint of additive
integer arithmetic.

! An arithmetic function a: N — R is called additive if a(nm) = a(n)+a(m) for all m,n with gcd(n, m) = 1.
2A real-valued sequence (Zn)nen is called uniformly distributed mod 1 if for all continuous functions
f:[0,1) — C one has

where for y € R the expression {y} denotes the fractional part of y.



Our main result is a generalization of Katai’s orthogonality criterion in which the multi-
plicative function f is replaced by the indicator function of a level set of f. Actually, our result
holds for sets that are more general than sets of the form E(f, z).

Definition 1.3.
(Deﬁnition of D(T)). For r € N let D) denote the collection of all sets of the from

E(fi,...sfryz1.oy20) i={n e€N: fi(n) = 2z1,..., fr(n) =2z},

where f1,..., f, are arbitrary multiplicative functions and zy, ..., z, are arbitrary com-
plex numbers. It is clear that DM ¢ D@ ¢ .. .; we set D) .= U2, D),
(Deﬁnition of Ec.pt.). A point z € C is called a concentration point for f: N — C if

> p prime % = oo (cf. [17, Definition 3.9]). We define & . to be the collection of all
f(p)==
sets of the from E(f,K) := {n € N: f(n) € K}, where K is an arbitrary subset of C

and f: N — C is a multiplicative function possessing at least one concentration point.

(Deﬁnition of Spol). A set K C C is an elementary set in polar coordinates if it can be
expressed as a finite union of sets of the form {re?™ : r € I, € Iy}, where I; and
I, are (open, closed or half-open) intervals in R. Let &y, denote the collection of all
sets of the form E(f, K) :={n € N: f(n) € K}, where K is an elementary set in polar
coordinates and f is a multiplicative function bounded in modulus by 1 and satisfying
My o0 ZnN:1 |f(n)] # 0 (note that this limit always exists by Wirsing’s mean value
theorem, see Theorem 2.2 below).

The classes D), Ecpt. and &1 contain numerous classical sets originating in multiplicative
number theory. The following (admittedly long) list is comprised of representative examples
of sets from these classes which will frequently appear in the next sections of the paper. A
more detailed explanation why the sets in Ex.1.4.1 - Ex.1.4.7 below are indeed elements of
D) Ec.pt. or Epol is provided at the end of Subsection 3.1 (see Example 3.6).

Example 1.4.

Ex.1.4.1: The set Q of squarefree numbers belongs to DM,

Ex.1.4.2: Let Q(n) denote the number of prime factors of n (counted with multiplicities) and
w(n) denote the number of distinct prime divisors of n (without multiplicities). For
any by, bo, 71,79 € N, the sets

Saprn = {neN:Qn)=r modb}
Swbars = {n€N:w(n)=rymod by}

belong to DM and the sets
Swbir NSabyrs ={n € N:w(n) =ry mod by, Q(n) =rp mod by}

belong to D).
Ex.1.4.3: For any irrational o > 0 and any set J C [0, 1), the sets

Sa,eg = {neN:Qn)amodl e J}
Swag = {neN:wn)amodl e J}

belong to & ps. (cf. [11]).

Ex.1.4.4: For any x € (0,1), the set ®, := {n € N: ¢(n) < zn} belongs to &1, where ¢(n)
is Euler’s totient function (cf. [18]).

Ex.1.4.5: The set of abundant numbers o/ := {n € N : o(n) > 2n} and the set of deficient
numbers 9 := {n € N: o(n) < 2n} belong to &pol; here o'(n) := 3, d denotes the
sum of divisors function (cf. [8]).



Ex.1.4.6: Let 7(n) := 3_4,, 1 be the number of divisors function. For b,r € N with ged(r,b) =
1, the set

Srpr = {neN:7(n)=rmod b}

belongs to D) where t equals the number of generators of the group (Z/bZ)*. More
generally, {n € N: f(n) =7 mod b} € D® for any multiplicative function f: N — N
(cf. Ex.3.6.2 in Subsection 3.1).

Ex.1.4.7: If E belongs to either D(OO), Eept. or Epol, then for any multiplicative set3 M the set
E N M again belongs to D(°), Ecpt. or Epol respectively. Clearly, any subsemigroup
of (N, -) containing 1 is a multiplicative set. Other examples include the set of k-free
numbers.

Theorem A (A generalization of Katai’s orthogonality criterion). Let a: N — C be a bounded
sequence satisfying

Z a(pn)a(gn) = o(x), for all distinct primes p and q.

n<x

If E C N belongs to one of the classes D(OO), Eept. or Epol then

> 1g(n)a(n) = o(z). (3)

n<x

Note that one can quickly derive Theorem 1.2 from Theorem A. Indeed, any multiplicative
function f: N — C that is bounded in modulus by 1 can be uniformly approximated by finite
linear combinations of functions of the form 1py k), where K is an elementary set in polar
coordinates (and hence E(f, K) € &Eyo1).

In Section 3 we also state and prove a generalization of Theorem A in which the restric-
tions on f and K in the definition of & pt. and &, are slightly relaxed (see Theorem 3.7).
However, the restrictions on f and K in & . and &y cannot be dropped entirely, as there
are multiplicative functions f and sets K C C such that (3) does not hold for E = E(f, K)*.

From Theorem A, by setting a(n) = e(nf), we immediately obtain the following general-
ization of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary B. Suppose E C N belongs to one of the classes D(>), Ecpt. or Epol. Then for any
irrational 6 we have

Z 1g(n)e(dn) = o(x).

n<x
From Corollary B we obtain an application to ergodic theory. We need first the following
definition.

Definition 1.5. A sequence (n;) en in N is called totally ergodic if for any totally ergodic®

3A set M C N is called multiplicative if 1 € M and for all m,n € N with ged(m,n) =1 one has m-n € M
if and only if m € M and n € M. Equivalently, a set M is multiplicative if and only if its indicator function
1 is a multiplicative function.

*Indeed, if there are no restrictions on f or K then any set B C N can be written in the from E(f, K). Let
(&n)nen be a rationally independent family of irrational numbers in [0,1), let (pn)nen be an enumeration of
the prime numbers and define f(p* - ... - p*) = e(c1&1 + ... + cx&). Clearly, f(n) # f(m) for all n # m and
therefore, if we set K := {f(n) : n € B}, we get E(f, K) = B.

® A measure preserving system (X, B, u, T) is called totally ergodic if for every m € N the map T™: X — X
is ergodic.



measure preserving system (X, B, u,T) and any f € L? we have
1N
lim — TV f = d
Jim ]Zl f /X fdp,

where T'f(z) := f(Tx) and the convergence takes place in L?(X, B, ).

Using the spectral theorem, it is straightforward to show that a sequence (n;);en is totally
ergodic if and only if (njc) is uniformly distributed mod 1 for all irrational o. Thus Corollary B
yields the following result.

Corollary C. Let E = {n; < ns < ...} be a set that belongs to one of the classes D(‘x’), Eept.
or Eyo1 and suppose d(E) exists® and is positive. Then (n;);en is a totally ergodic sequence.

Theorem A also leads to new uniform distribution results involving functions from Hardy
fields. Let G denote the set of all germs’ at oo of real valued functions defined on some half-
line (tp,00) C R. Note that G forms a ring under pointwise addition and multiplication, which
we denote by (G, +,+). Any subfield of the ring (G, +,-) that is closed under differentiation is
called a Hardy field. By abuse of language, we say that a function h: (0,00) — R belongs to
some Hardy field H (and write f € H) if its germ at oo belongs to H. See [3, 4, 5] and some
references therein for more information on Hardy fields.

Here are some classical examples of functions from Hardy fields.

e the class of logarithmico-exponential functions introduced by Hardy in [14, 15|, which
consists of all functions that can be obtained from polynomials with real coefficients,
log(t) and exp(t) using the standard arithmetical operations +,—,-,/ and the operation
of composition (e.g. % for all p,q € RJt], t¢ for all ¢ € R, k’Tgt, tlogt, etc.).

e the Gamma function I'(t), the Riemann zeta function ((t), and the logarithmic integral
function Li(t).

Given two functions f,g: (0,00) — R we write f(t) < g(t) if % — 00 as t — co. We will

say that a function f(t) has polynomial growth if there exists k € N such that f(t) < t*.
The next theorem, which is proved in Section 4, follows from Theorem A using elementary
computations and results of Boshernitzan [5].

Theorem D. Let E = {n; < ny < ...} be a set that belongs to either D(OO), Eept. O
Epol. Suppose h: (0,00) — R belongs to a Hardy field, has polynomial growth and satisfies
|h(t) — r(t)| = log*(t) for all polynomials r € Q[t]. If d(E) exists and is positive then the
sequence (h(nj))jeN is uniformly distributed mod 1.

In the following corollary we give a sample of particularly interesting cases to which The-
orem D applies.

Corollary E. Let E = {n; < ng < ...} be a set that belongs to one of the classes D(OO), Ee pt.
or &yl and suppose d(E) exists and is positive. Then
e the sequence (p(n])) e is uniformly distributed mod 1 for any polynomial p(t) = apth +
...+ a1t + ag such that at least one of the coefficients a1, as, ..., a; Is irrational;
e the sequence (n?)jeN is uniformly distributed mod 1 for any positive real number c that
is not an integer.
e the sequence (log" n;)jen is uniformly distributed mod 1 for any r > 2.

SFor any E € D) it was shown by Ruzsa that the natural density d(E) := limy_ oo MNNH exists (cf.

[17, Corollary 1.6 and the subsequent remark]). The density of sets £ = E(f, K) belonging to Ec.pt. or Epol
may not exist, but it exists for a rather wide family of sets E(f, K), where the multiplicative function f and
the set K are sufficiently regular. In particular, all sets appearing in Example 1.4 have positive natural density.

"A germ at oo is an equivalence class of functions under the equivalence relationship (f ~ g) < (Hto >
0 such that f(t) = g(t) for all ¢ € (to,0)).



Theorem D also yields applications to ergodic theory.

Definition 1.6 (cf. Definition 1.5 above). A sequence (n;);jen of integers is called an ergodic
sequence if for any ergodic probability measure preserving system (X, B, u,T) and any f € L?
we have

N
1 e
Jim 5 2= [ o

where convergence takes place in L2(X, B, ).

Using the spectral theorem and standard techniques in ergodic theory one can derive from
Theorem D the following corollary.

Corollary F. Let E = {ny < ngs < ...} be a set that belongs to one of the classes D(OO), Ee pt.
or Epol. Suppose h: (0,00) — R belongs to a Hardy field, has polynomial growth and satisfies
either logt < h(t) <t or t* < h(t) < t**1 for some k € N. If d(E) exists and is positive then
the sequence (Lh(nj)J)jeN is an ergodic sequence.
Structure of the paper:

In Section 2 we review basic results and facts regarding multiplicative and additive func-
tions, which are needed in the subsequent sections.

In Section 3 we establish some generalizations of the Katai orthogonality criterion and, in
particular, give a proof of Theorem A.

Sections 4 and 5 contain numerous applications of our main results to the theory of uniform
distribution and to ergodic theory. Theorem D is proved in Section 4 and Corollary F is proved
in Section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we present a brief overview of classical results and facts from multiplicative
number theory that will be used in subsequent sections.

2.1. MULTIPLICATIVE FUNCTIONS
Define

M = {f N — C: f is multiplicative and sup|f(n)| < 1}.
neN
The following sample amply demonstrates the diversity of multiplicative functions belonging
to M; these functions will frequently appear in the later sections.

Example 2.1.

Ex.2.1.1: The Liowville function X is defined as A(n) := (—=1)®™ and is completely multi-
plicative (for the definition of ©(n) see Example 1.4).

Ex.2.1.2: The Mébius function p is defined as p(n) := A(n) if n is squarefree and p(n) :=0
otherwise. Note that p is multiplicative but not completely multiplicative.

Ex.2.1.3: Let ¢ denote Euler’s totient function. Clearly, # e M.

Ex.2.1.4: An arithmetic function y is called a Dirichlet character if there exists a number
d € N, called a modulus of x, such that
(1)  x(n+d) = x(n) for all n € N;
(2)  x(n) = 0 whenever ged(d,n) > 1, and x(n) is a ¢(d)-th root of unity whenever

ged(d,n) =1;



(3)  x(nm) = x(n)x(m) for all n,m € N.
Any Dirichlet character is periodic and completely multiplicative. Also x: N — C
is a Dirichlet character of modulus k if and only if there exists a group character
of the multiplicative group (Z/kZ)* such that x(n) = X(n mod k) for all n € N.
Ex.2.1.5: An Archimedean character is a function of the form n — n® = ¢®1°8" with ¢ € R.
Any Archimedean character is completely multiplicative and takes values in the unit
circle.
Ex.2.1.6: Throughout this paper we identify the torus T := R/Z with the unit interval
[0,1) mod 1 or, when convenient, with the unit circle in the complex plane. Given
§ €T, let us define the multiplicative functions k¢, A¢ and p as

ke(n) ==e(€w(n)),  Ae(n) = e({2(n))
and

e(éQ(n)), if n is squarefree
.ug(“) = .
0, otherwise.

It is clear that k¢, A¢, pe € M.
For f € M let M(f) denote the mean value of f whenever it exists, i.e.,

M(f) = lim —Zf (4)

Note that the mean of a multiplicative function does not always exist (take, for example,
Archimedean characters, cf. [12, Section 4.3]).

In the 1960s the study of mean values of multiplicative functions was catalyzed by the
works of D’elange, Wirsing and Haléasz |9, 13, 19]. For real-valued functions in M Wirsing
showed that the mean value always exists:

Theorem 2.2 (Wirsing; see [19] and [10, Theorem 6.4]). For any real-valued g € M the mean
value M(g) exists.

The next theorem is due to Halasz [13] and provides easy to check (necessary and sufficient)
conditions for M(g) to exist. We use P to denote the set of prime numbers.

Theorem 2.3 (Halasz; see [10, Theorem 6.3|). Let g € M. Then the mean value M(g) exists
if and only if one of the following mutually exclusive conditions is satisfied:
(i) there is at least one positive integer k so that g(2F) # —1 and, additionally, the series
> peP 11)(1 —g(p)) converges; A
(ii) there is a real number t such that Zpe]}’ (1 —Re(g(p)p™)) converges and, moreover, for

each positive integer k we have g(2F) = —2itF;

(iil) > pep p( — Re(g(p)p™)) = oo for each t € R.
When condition (i) is satisfied then M (g) is non-zero and can be computed explicitly using
the formula

M(g):g<1——> <1+Zp g(p ) (5)

In the case when g satisfies either (ii) or (iii) then the mean value M (g) equals zero.

Throughout the paper, given a bounded arithmetic function f: N — C we use [|f]|1 to



denote the seminorm
1 N
fllh ;== limsup — f(n)|.
(hal m sy anz:ll (n)]

Corollary 2.4 (see |2, Lemma 2.9]). Suppose f € M. Then ||f|i1 = 0 if and only if
e 3 (L= 1f(@)]) = oo

Example 2.5. Consider the multiplicative function # of Ex.2.1.3 on page 6. By The-
orem 2.2 we have that M (#) exists. Corollary 2.4 implies that M <#> is non-zero.

Indeed, ZpGP% (1 — #) = Zpeﬂmz% < oo and therefore, by Corollary 2.4, H# ) > 0.

Hence the mean value of # is positive.

2.2. ADDITIVE FUNCTIONS WITH VALUES IN T

An arithmetic function a: N — T is called additive if a(n - m) = a(n) + a(m) mod 1 for
all m,n with ged(n,m) = 1. Note that for every additive function a: N — T the function
fiN={z€eC:|z| =1} C C defined as

f(n) = e(a(n)) = 2™

is a multiplicative function.

Definition 2.6. Let v be a Borel probability measure on T and let z: N — T. The sequence
x has limiting distribution v if for all continuous functions F' € C(T),

N
. 1
]\}gnmN;F(m(n)) —/Tqu.

If v is the Lebesgue measure on T, then x(n) is said to be uniformly distributed in T.

Theorem 2.7 (see [10, Theorem 8.1, Theorem 8.2 and Remark after Theorem 8.2]). Let
a: N — T be an additive function and f(n) := e(a(n)) denote the corresponding multiplicative
function.

(a) The additive function a(n) is uniformly distributed in T if and only if ZpGP%(l —

Re(f*(p)p™)) = oo for allt € R and all k > 1.

(b) The additive function a(n) has a limiting distribution v that is not the Lebesgue measure
if and only if there exists k € N such that ZpeP;_l)(l — fk(p)) converges. The limiting
distribution is continuous (i.e. the measure v is non-atomic) if and only if

>

peP
ma(p)#0 mod 1

1
- =00, vYm € N.
p

Theorem 2.7 gives necessary and sufficient conditions for an additive function to have a
limiting distribution. In particular, if an additive function a(n) satisfies neither condition (a)
nor condition (b) of Theorem 2.7 then a(n) does not possess a limiting distribution. However,
even in this case the limiting behavior of a is well understood, as is demonstrated by Theo-
rem 2.9 below. In order to formulate Theorem 2.9, it will be convenient to introduce first the
following variant of Definition 2.6.

Definition 2.8. Let v be a Borel probability measure on T and, for every N € N, let
zy: {1l,...,N} — T. Then (zn)nen is said to have limiting distribution v if for all con-



tinuous functions F € C(T),

N
. 1
A}E)nOON;F(:cN(n)) = /TFdV.

Theorem 2.9 (see [10, Theorem 8.9]). Let a: N — T be an additive function. Then there
exist a: N — T and a Borel probability measure v on T such that if ay: {1,...,N} — T
denotes the sequence

an(n) :=a(n) — a(N), 1<n<N,

then (an)nen has a limiting distribution v. Moreover, the measure v is continuous (i.e. non-
atomic) if and only if

> %:oo, Vm e N.

peEP
ma(p)7#0 mod 1

2.3. ADDITIVE FUNCTIONS WITH VALUES IN R

In this subsection we summarize some known results regarding the distribution of real-valued
additive functions.

Recall from Footnote 1 that an arithmetic function a: N — R is called additive if a(n-m) =
a(n)4a(m) for all m,n with ged(n, m) = 1. For every additive function a: N — R, the function

is a real-valued multiplicative function.

Definition 2.10. Let v be a Borel probability measure on R. A sequence x: N — R has
limiting distribution v if for all bounded continuous functions F' € Cp(R),

N
. 1
A}l_r)rlooﬁnle(x(n))—/Rqu.

Theorem 2.11 (Erdgs-Wintner, see [10, Theorem 5.1|). An additive function a: N — R
possess a limiting distribution if and only if the three series

1 a(p) (a(p))?
2 p’ 2 p 2 p

pEP p€EP peEP
la(p)|>1 la(p)|<1 la(p)I<1

converge. In this case the corresponding measure is continuous (i.e. non-atmonic) if and only
if

peP
la(p)|>0
Corollary 2.12. Let f € M be a multiplicative function taking values in (0,1] and assume
|fllL # 0. Then f(n) possesses a limiting distribution. This limiting distribution is continuous
(i.e. the corresponding measure v is non-atomic) if and only if ) per % = 00.
f(p)#1
Proof. Let a: N — R denote the additive function a(n) := log(f(n)). Note that f has a
limiting distribution if and only if a has one.



We have |a(p)| > 1if and only if f(p) € (0,1). Since || f|l; # 0, it follows from Corollary 2.4
that > — f(p)) < co. Therefore

Yo=Y <l <

peP peP peP
la(p)|>1 f(p)e(0,e~1)

pGPp(

Also, using the basic inequality (1 —x) > —log(x) for all z € [%, 1], we obtain

(a(p))? ap)
2 2

<
peP p p€eP p
la(p)|<1 la(p)|<1
- ¥ —log(f(p))
p€EP p
f(p)ele=1,1]
1 1
< | X Sa-se

N
| =
|

—~
[S—
|

=
<

Therefore, the three series

1 a(p) (a(p))?
Y Lo oy oy

peP p peP p p€EP
la(p)|>1 la(p)|<1 la(p)I<1

converge and hence a(n) possesses a distribution. Clearly, f possesses a continuous distribu-
tion if and only if a does, which is the case (by Theorem 2.11) if and only if 3 ,er 1 =

la(p)|>0 P
1_ .
f(p)#l p

3. EXTENDING THE KATAI ORTHOGONALITY
CRITERION

In Section 1 we introduced the classes D(OO), Ecpt. and Epor; the statement of Theorem A holds
for any set E belonging to either one of these two classes. In this section we will state and
prove a generalization of Theorem A where D(OO), Eept. and &yl are replaced by the more
general classes E(Sc;i). and £y defined in the next subsection. This generalization is given by
Theorem 3.7 formulated in Subsection 3.2.

3.1. DEFINITION OF 5 pt AND &y

Let » € N. A function f: (f1,---, fr): N—= C" is called multiplicative if each of its coordinate
components f;: N — C is a multiplicative function. In accordance with the definition of
concentration points for multiplicative functions f: N — C (cf. Definition 1.3), we say that
a point Z € C" is a concentration point for a multiplicative function f: N — C" if the set

P:={peP: f(p) = } satisfies 3", p L = <.

10



Definition 3.1. We denote by gl

o.pt. the collection of all sets £ C N of the form

E(f,K):={neN: f(n) € K},

where K is an arbitrary subset of C" and f : N = C" is a multiplicative function possessing
at least one concentration point. Observe that & . = & (1p)t. and & (ZI)Jt. c &Y fori < j. We

C. c. c.pt.
define £ = i g

c.pt. r=1%~c.pt."

Proposition 3.2. If E € D) and d(E) > 0 then E € £7), .

A proof of Proposition 3.2 will be given in Subsection 3.3.
In order to introduce the class £ we need the following definition.

Definition 3.3. Let f: N — C be an arithmetic function. We define N(f) — the class of
f-null sets — to be the collection of all sets C' C C\{0} such that for all € > 0 there exists a
continuous function F': C — [0, 1] satisfying F'(z) =1 for all z € C' and

limsupi Z F(f(n)) <e.
N—o0 1<n<N
f(n)#0
In many cases multiplicative functions have a limiting distribution corresponding to a Borel
probability measure v (cf. Subsections 2.2 and 2.3). If this is the case then the class of f-null
sets coincides with the class of v-null sets, i.e. all sets C' that satisfy v(C) = 0. For instance,
if f = A¢ for some irrational £ € T, then (A¢(n))nen is uniformly distributed in the unit circle
St:={z € C:|z| = 1} (by Theorem 2.7 part (a)). It is then straightforward to verify that
a set C C C belongs to N(A¢) if and only if C'N S! has zero measure with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on S'.
In the following let . := J\J° denote the boundary of a set J C C.

Definition 3.4.
(a) Given a multiplicative function f define A*(f) := {J C C\{0}: 0J € N(f)} and

A(f) = A(f)u{JU{0} : J € A°(f)}-

It is straightforward to check that both A*(f) and A(f) are algebras, i.e. they are closed
under finite unions, finite intersections and taking complements.

(b) We denote by & the collection of all sets E' C N of the form E(f,K) :={neN: f(n) €
K}, where f € M with ||f||; #0, and K € A(f).

Proposition 3.5. We have &,q C £y U E(Slp)t..

A proof of Proposition 3.5 is given in Subsection 3.4.
We will introduce and discuss now two pertinent families of general examples of sets be-
longing to 553;). and/or &y.
Example 3.6.
Ex.3.6.1: Let ay,...,q¢,B1,...,0;: be real numbers and let Jy,...,Js, I1,...,I; be arbitrary
subsets of [0,1). Consider the set

E:={neN:Qn)a; mod 1€ J; and w(n)p; mod 1 € I; for all i € {1,... t}}.
Then F belongs to the class 5(52;2 because it can be written as

E = {neN:A,(n) € Jjand kg, € I for all i € {1,...,t}},

where A¢ and k¢ are as defined in Ex.2.1.6 and J] := {e(x) : € J;} and I := {e(x) :

11



x € I;}. Similarly, one can show that the sets Sqp, r1s Swbo,rer Swbirr N SQbo,res
S50,q,7 and S, o j from Example 1.4 belong to DD, D@ and Ec.pt. Tespectively; in

particular, they all belong to Ec(ii)

Ex.3.6.2: Let f: N — N be a multiplicative function and let b, € N with ged(b,r) = 1. Let ¢
denote the number of generators of (Z/bZ)*. We claim that the set

E:={neN: f(n)=rmod b}

belongs to DO For the proof of this claim, choose b1,bg,...,b; € Nwith b =by-...-b;
and such that (Z/bZ)* is isomorphic to Cy, x ... x Cy,, where C), denotes the finite
cyclic group of order n. For i € {1,...,t} let ¢; denote a generator of Cj,. We can
identify r with an element (ci',...,¢") € Cp, X ... x Ch,, where r; € {0,1,...,b;—1}
foralli e {1,...,t}. Forie {1,...,t} define x;: Cp, X ... x Cp, — C as

Xi(elty ..., =e <ﬁ>
b;

Then y; can be identified with a Dirichlet character y; of modulus b via the isomor-
phism (Z/bZ)* = Cy, x ... x Cp,. It is clear that

™

{neN:nErmodb}:{neNin(n):e<a>7""Xt(n):e<b_t>}

and therefore

™

p={nenatm e () ety = (3 }-

This proves that the set E belongs to D). In particular, by choosing f = 7, we see
that the set S; 4, from Ex.1.4.6 belongs to D),

3.2. A GENERALIZATION OF THEOREM A
In light of Propositions 3.2 and 3.5 it is clear that the following result is a generalization of
Theorem A.
Theorem 3.7. Let a: N — C be a bounded sequence satisfying
Z a(pn)a(qn) = o(z), for all p,q € P with p # q. (6)

n<x

Then for all sets E C N belonging to either Eé_ft)_ or £y we have

> 1n(n)a(n) = o(x). (7)

n<x

For the proof of Theorem 3.7 we will need the following proposition.

Proposition 3.8. Let E C N be a set that belongs to either E(SO;). or £ and suppose d(E) > 0.
Then for all ¢ > 0 there exist sets £ C Ey C C and a subset of prime numbers P C P
satisfying:
(i) d(E2\Eq) <e¢;
(i) Spep b = oo:
(iii) for all p € P and n € N with ged(n,p) = 1 we have 1g,(n) < 1g(np) < 1g,(n).

A proof of Proposition 3.8 can be found in Subsection 3.5.
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Another key ingredient for proving Theorem 3.7 is the following generalization of the Kétai
Orthogonality Criterion (Theorem 1.2), which we believe is of independent interest.

Proposition 3.9. Let P, be a subset of P with p <y for all p € P, and
1
d>o- IS (8)
pGRJp

If F', G1, Go and H are bounded real-valued arithmetic functions such that for all n € N and
p € U, Py with ged(n, p) = 1 one has

Gi1(n)H(p) < F(np) < G2(n)H (p) 9)

and if (uy) is a bounded sequence in a Hilbert space S satisfying

Z(upn7uqn> = o(z) (10)

n<e

for all p,q € U, Py with p # q then

n<x

= o(x) + O(z[|G1 — Gal1). (11)

A proof of Proposition 3.9 is given in Subsection 3.6.
At this point we have collected all the tools needed to provide a proof of Theorem 3.7.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Let a(n) be a bounded sequence of complex numbers satisfying (6).

Let E C N be a set that belongs to either 553;). or &. If d(E) = 0 then (7) is trivially satisfied.

Hence we can assume without loss of generality that d(E) > 0. Let € > 0 be arbitrary.
According to Proposition 3.8 there exist sets F1 C Fo C C and a set of prime numbers P C P
satisfying d(F2\E1) < ¢, Y = o0, and 1g,(n) < 1g(np) < 1g,(n) for all p € P and
n € N with ged(n,p) = 1.

Now take P, := PN[l,y|, F =1, Gi = 1g,, Go = 1g,, H =1 and u,, = a(n). It follows
immediately from d(E\E1) < ¢ that [|G1 — Gall1 <e. Also, if p € P and ged(n, p) = 1, then
G1(n)H(p) < F(np) < Ga(n)H (p). This means we can apply Proposition 3.9 to obtain

1
peEP p

> F(n)un| = > 1g(n)a(n)| = o(z) + O(ze). (12)
n<x n<x
Since € > 0 was chosen arbitrarily, this proves the theorem. O

We end this subsection with formulating an open question.

Question 3.10. Consider the class £, of all sets of the form E(f, K) :=={n € N: f(n) € K},
where f € M with [[f|[1 > 0 and K is a Jordan measurable subset of C. Observe that
Epol C Ejor- Can Theorem A be extended to the class Ejor?

3.3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.2

Before embarking on the proof of Proposition 3.2 we need to define and discuss the notion
concentrated multiplicative functions (which was introduced by Rusza in [17]).

Definition 3.11 (cf. [17, Definition 3.8 and 3.9]). A multiplicative function f: N — C\{0} is
called concentrated if it satisfies
(i) f has at least one concentration point;
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(ii) the subgroup of (C\{0},-) generated by all concentration points of f, which we denote
by G, is finite; and
(iil) 3 pep, 3 < oo
f)¢G

Theorem 3.12 (special case of [17, Theorem 3.10]). Let f : N — C\{0} be a multiplicative
function. If f is not concentrated then for all z € C\{0} the level set E(f,z) has zero density.

Corollary 3.13 (see [2, Corollary 2.17]). Let f: N — C be a multiplicative function and
z € C\{0}. Ifd(E(f,z)) > 0 then there exists a concentrated multiplicative function g: N —
C\{0} such that

E(f,2) = E(9, 2)-

Before giving the proof of Proposition 3.2 we need the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.14. Let f1,..., f,: N — C be multiplicative functions and suppose that for every
i€ {1,...,r} there exists a set of primes P; C IP satisfying the following two properties:

(i) ZpEIP’\PZ' 1_1, < 005

(ii) the set {fi(p) : p € P;} Is finite.
Then there exist z1,...,2z, € C and a set P C P with
allpe Pandall 1 <7 <.

pGP% = oo such that f;(p) = z; for

Proof. Let P':=(\;_; Pi. Then clearly ZpeP% = co. Moreover, {(f1(p),..., fr(p)):p€ P'}
is finite, so we get a finite partition of P given by the possible r-tuples (z1,...,2,) in the
set {(f1(p),...,fr(p)) : p € P'}. By the pigeon hole principle, for at least one choice of
(21,...,2.), theset P={pe P": fi(p) = 2,1 <i < r} satisfies ZpeP% = 0. O
Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let E € D) with d(E) > 0 be given. By Definition 1.3, there
exist multiplicative functions fi,..., f,: N — C and complex numbers zy,..., 2z, such that
E = E(f1,....fryz1,.-.y2:) = {n € N: filn) = z1,..., fr(n) = z.}. Note that E C
E(fi,zi) ={n € N: fi(n) = z}, which implies that d(E(f;,z)) >0 forall i € {1,...,r}.

We now define new multiplicative functions ¢p,...,9,: N — C in the following way: For
ie{l,...,r} if z; =0, set

gi(n) == .
0, otherwise.

On the other hand, if z; # 0, we take g; to be the concentrated multiplicative function
guaranteed by Corollary 3.13. Define § := (¢1,...,9r), 2 := (21,...,2,) and K := {Z}.
Observe that

E = E(j,K).

It thus suffices to show that F(g, K) € 55.2‘5.-

Note that for every ¢ € {1,...,r} there exists a set of primes P; C P, satisfying ZpelP’\H 1—1) <
oo, such that {g;(p) : p € P;} is finite. In light of Lemma 3.14 we can find wy,...,w, € C and

a set of primes P C P with zpeP% = oo such that g;(p) = w; for allp € P and all 1 <i<r.
This proves that § has a concentration point and hence F(g, K) belongs to Eégt.. U

3.4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.5

In this subsection we give a proof of Proposition 3.5. First, we need the following useful lemma.
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Lemma 3.15. Let P C P and assume Zpep\P% < 0o. Let A be an algebra of subsets of C
and suppose that for all K € A and all u € C the set uK belongs to A. Then for all f,g € M
that satisty f(p) = g(p) for all p € P we have A C A(f) if and only if A C A(g).

Proof. 1t follows from the definition of A(f) that the set K belongs to A(f) if and only if
K\{0} belongs to A(f) (we will use this fact implicitly later).
Define the sets

Sp :={n € N : there exist distinct pi,...,p € P such that n =p; ... - p} (13)
and
Tp:={neN:forallpe Pifp|n then p*|n}. (14)

Note that the sets Sp and Tp are multiplicative, hence 1, and 17, are multiplicative functions
(cf. Footnote 3). Also, f-1g, =g-1g,.

Since any natural number n can be written uniquely as st, where s € Sp, t € Tp and
ged(s,t) = 1, N can be partitioned into

N= | s, (15)

teTp

where Sg) :={s € Sp:ged(s,t) =1}

We now claim that for all f € M, A C A(f) if and only if A C A(f -1gs,). Note that
once we prove this claim, the proof of this lemma is completed, because f-1g, = g-1g, and
therefore A C A(f) if and only if A C A(g).

First, assume A C A(f). Let K € A be arbitrary and let J := K\{0}. Since J € A(f), for
all € > 0 there exists a continuous function F': C — [0, 1] such that F(z) =1 for all z € 0J
and

1
limsup — g F(f(n)) <e.
N—oo N 1<n<N
f(n)#0

This, however, implies
. 1
hmsupN g F(f(n)) <e,

N—oo 1<n<N
f(n)1g, (n)#0

which shows that J € A(f - 1g,) and therefore K € A(f - 1g,).

Next, assume A C A(f - 1g,). Again, let K € A be arbitrary. Fix ¢ > 0 and let
J := K\{0}. Note that d(Sp) = M(1g,) exists (due to Theorem 2.2) and d(Sp) > 0 because
ZpeP\P% < oo and therefore }_ p 1—1) (1—1s,(p)) < oo (cf. Corollary 2.4). Likewise, ]lS}(Dt) is a

multiplicative function and hence d(S](f)) =M (]lg?g) exists (again due to Theorem 2.2) and is
positive (also by Corollary 2.4). Using (15) and the fact that d(tS](f)) = t_ld(S](f)) we obtain

(t)
o W) = N sy <af | sy | =am = 1. (16)

teTp teTp teTp

For every t € Tp with f(t) # 0 the set (f(t))~'J € A C A(f - 1g,). This means that for
every t € Tp there exists a continuous function Fi: C — [0,1] such that F;(z) = 1 for all
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z€d((f(t)"'J) and

1 ad(S(t))
li = F, 1 < E’
msup > t(f(n) - Lsp(n)) 5
1<n<N
flgp (n)7#0
. : dsy) _ e
Pick M > 1 sufficiently large such that ) terp, == < §. Define

t>M

F(z):= {161%2 F, ((f(t))*lz) .

Certainly, F is continuous and F'(z) = 1 for all z € d.J. Moreover,

limsup% Z F(f(n))

N—oo 1<n<N
f(n)#0

= limsup% Z Z F(f(ts))

N—roc teTp
’ (®)
F(t)#£0 SESP ﬁ[ 5 t:|

<timswp 3 [+ Y FU@IE) | + X

N—oo

e |7 sestr[Ld]
fF®)#0 f(s)#0

1 t €
< G ¥ i 2 =
tEZT: 7 | limsup tz N ()| + 3
tg]\? SESE;.)Q[LT]
)0 F()70

< Z % limsup% Z Fy(f(s) - Lsp(s))

teTp N—oo

t<M 1<8<¥
F()#0 flsp(s)#0
5 d(Sg)) 5

<z Z n + B < €

tETp

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude that J € A(f) and therefore K € A(f).

Let ||z|| denote the distance of a real number x to the closest integer. For every § > 0 and

every y € T define function F, s € C(T) as

1——”35_3’”, if ||z —y| <6

0, otherwise.

Lemma 3.16. Let v be a Borel probability measure on T and let (vy)nen be a sequence
of Borel probability measures on T that converges to v in the weak-*-topology (i.e., for all
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F e C(T), imy 0 fTFdVN = fT Fdv). If v is non-atomic then for every ¢ > 0 there exist
6 > 0 and Ny € N such that

/ Fyﬁ dvy < ¢
T

for all y € T and for all N > Nj.

Proof. Define I5(y) := fT F, s dv. It is clear that I; is a continuous function on T for every § €
(0,1). Also, the family (/5)se(0,1) is monotonically decreasing in the sense that s, (y) > Is,(y)
for all y € T and all 6; > 5 € (0,1). Since v is non-atomic, the functions Fy, 5(x) converge to
0 for v-almost every x. Therefore, by the monotone convergence theorem, I5(y) converges to
0 as § — 0 for every y.

We invoke now the classical Dini theorem, which states that a monotonically decreasing
sequence of continuous real-valued functions that converges pointwise to a continuous function
convergences uniformly. Therefore I5 converges to 0 uniformly as § — 0.

Fix now some ¢ > 0. Pick § > 0 such that sup,er l2s(y) < 5. We claim that there exists
Ny such that for all N > Ny and all y € T we have

/FﬁduN <e.
T

Assume that, contrary to our claim, there exists an increasing sequence of natural numbers
(Nj)jen such that for every j € N there exists y; € T with

/Eij’(S dl/N]. = €.

The sequence (y;);jen has a convergent subsequence. Hence, by passing to it if necessary, we
can assume without loss of generality that lim;_,, y; exists. Let y € T denote this limit. It is
straightforward to verify that for sufficiently large 7 we have

ij75($) < 2Fy725($), Vo e T.

Therefore,
lim sup/ Fy].,(g dI/NJ. < lim sup/ 2Fy 25 dI/NJ.
Jj—00 T Jj—00 T
= /2Fy’25 dv
T
< 2sup Iys(y)
yeT
< €.
This contradicts [} F,, s dvy, > € for all j € N. O

Lemma 3.17. Suppose f € M satisfies || f||1 # 0 and f(n) # 0 for all n € N. Then
glg(l]d({neN: |f(n)] <e}) =0. (18)

The following proof of Lemma 3.17 was provided by a user with alias Lucia as an answer to
a question posted by the third author at http://mathoverflow.net. We gratefully acknowledge
Lucia’s help.

PTOOf Of Lemma 3.17 (866 http.'//mathoverﬂow.net/questions/?]é;]70). By replacing f with ‘f‘ if nec-
essary, we can ssume without loss of generality that f takes values in (0,1]. For 0 < § < 1
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and k > 1 put

o)=Y % and  F(6):= S Fy(0)
p€EP k=1

Since || f[l1 > 0, it follows from Corollary 2.4 that > p %(1 — f(p)) < oo. This shows that

F1(6) < oo for every 0 < 6 < 1 and so Fj, is a well defined function for all £ > 1. Moreover,
since D -9 pep 1% = pep m < 00, the function F' is well defined in (0, 1).
We claim that F'(6) converges to zero as 6 — 0. For 0 < § < 1, let

By = {p" :pePkeN, f(p*) <5}

We have F'(6) = 3 e, # < oo. In particular, F'(1/2) < oo and there exists a finite set
HC %% such that Zpke@m\H 1% < e Take 0 < 0 < minjecy f(p¥). Then Bs C By ,\H
and therefore F(0) < Zpkeﬁl/g\H # <e.

For 0 < 6 < 1, let F, denote the set of %s-free numbers, that is Fz, := N\ (Up’“e%; pkN>.
It is straightforward to show that

1
d(Fg)=1-d| |J PN|>1- > —=1-F().

pkeB; pkeBs
So,
d({fneN: f(n) <e}) <d({n € Fu, : f(n) <e}) + F(6).

Notice that z > exp (2log(6)(1 — z)) for any z € (6,1]. Moreover, for n = pht ... pkr ¢ F s,
pfi € Fg, for 1 <1 < r, so, in particular, p?i & PBs whence f(pfl) >4, 1 <i<r. Thus, for
each n = plfl cphr e Fas, we have

k
fn) = f(y") - F(0)7) = exp <2 log (8) Y (1~ f(pf"))> : (19)

=1

So, if f(n) < e and n € Fg,, then (19) implies that

S0 0 > gk,

pkln

This shows that

%Hngx:ne}f@é, f(n)<€}‘ < éth)c;g)ZZ(l_f(Pk))

n<T pkin

210g(8) ~— (1 — f(p"))
log(e) 2 P

pEP,
keN

o(13).

Finally, if we set § = exp(—+/— log(¢)), which goes to zero as € goes to zero, then this shows
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that for € > 0 sufficiently small

d({fneN: f(n)<e})=0 <$g(€)> +F <exp(— —log(e))) ,

which completes the proof. O
We are now ready to give a proof of Proposition 3.5.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. Suppose E belongs to &po. This means that E is of the form
E(f,K) = {n € N: f(n) € K}, where f € M with ||f||; # 0 and K is an elementary

set in polar coordinates. If f has a concentration point then E € & (gt and we are done. Let
us therefore assume that f possesses no concentration points. It remains to show that any
elementary set in polar coordinates belongs to A(f), because this implies that E € &y.

Let f’ € M denote the multiplicative function uniquely determined by

o) = {f(p’“), if f(p*) # 0,

1, otherwise.

Let P denote the set of all primes p such that f(p) = f'(p). Since ||f|l1 # 0, it follows
from Corollary 2.4 that }_ p\ P% < 00. Therefore, using Lemma 3.15, we deduce that A(f)
contains all elementary sets in polar coordinates if and only if A(f’) does. We can therefore
assume without loss of generality that f(n) # 0 for all n € N.

Recall that e(z) := €2™@. Now suppose K := {re(¢) : ¢ € I;,r € I}, where I is a
subinterval of T and I, is a subinterval of [0,1]. We assume that both I; and I are closed
intervals and remark that for open and half-open intervals the same argument applies. Choose
ay,b; € T such that I1 = [a1,b1] and ag, by € [0, 1] such that Iy = [ag, be].

Let h(n) :=|f(n)], n € N, and let g(n) := Fin )| Clearly, f = g-h. Let a: N — T be the

)
n)) for all n € N.

(unique) additive function such that g(n) = e(a
We now distinguish three cases:

(1) 3 per L <ocand Y er 1 < o0 for some m € N;
h(p)#1 p ma(p)7#0 mod 1 p

(i) 35 per 5 =00;

h(p)#1 P

1
= = oo for all .
(iil) > et ay p 00 forallm eN

In case (i), one of the m-th roots of unity is a concentration point of f, which contradicts
the assumption that f possesses no concentration points. Therefore we only have to deal with
cases (ii) and (iii).

In case (ii), h(n) possesses a continuous limiting distribution given by a Borel probability
measure v, on [0, 1] (cf. Corollary 2.12). Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Pick a continuous Fy: R —
[0,1] such that Fy(a2) = Fa(b2) =1 and fol F5 dvy < g5 such a function is guaranteed to exist
because v5 is non-atomic. Define a new function F': C — [0,1] as F(re(yp)) = Fa(r). Notice
that F'(z) =1 for all z € 9K. Moreover,

hmsup—ZF = hmsup—ZF

N—oo N—oo

= hmsup— ZFQ n))

N—oo n—1

= / Fydry <¢
0
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Since £ > 0 was chosen arbitrarily, this proves that K € A(f).
Next, we deal with case (iii). Using Theorem 2.9 we can find ov: N — T and a probability
measure v on T such that if ay: {1,..., N} — T denotes the sequence

an(n) :=a(n) — a(N), 1<n<N,

then (an)nen has limiting distribution v. Moreover, this limiting distribution is continuous
because peF % = oo for all m € N. Fix e > 0. For y € T let ¢, denote the point-mass

ma(p)#0 mod 1

at y. Define

1 N
VN = 21 Oa(n)—a(N)

By definition, the limit of (vn)nen in the weak-*-topology equals v. Let Fy 5 be as defined in
(17). Using Lemma 3.16 we can find 6 > 0 and Ny € N such that

/ F,sduy < < (20)
T 3
for all y € T and for all N > Ny. In view of Lemma 3.17 we have
limd({n € N: |f(n)| <n}) =
n—0
In particular, there exists 1 > 0 such that

d({neN:|f(n)] <n}) < %

Let F': {re(p): ¢ € T,r € [,1]} — [0,1] denote the function
F(re()) = max{Fy, 5(¢), Fy, 5(#)}-

Let F': C — [0,1] be an arbitrary continuous continuation of F' to all of C that satisfies
F(z)=1for all z € 0K. Then

N
. 1
lim sup — Z F(f = limsup Py Z <]l[|f\<n F(f(n))+ ]l[‘f|>m(n)F(f(n))>
N—oo N—oo n—1
1Y €
< hmsupﬁz 1120 (M EF(f(n ))+§
al - €
< limsup = Z L712n () (R(n)g(n)) + 3
al €
< i SR, I RN £
imsup Z a(a(n)) + lim sup Z b o(a(n) + 5
Now observe that
1 & 1 &
3 2 Fovslan)) = 57 3 Furams(aln) = (V) = | Fu—agwya o
n=1 n=1
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It follows from (20) that

An analogous argument shows that

1 €
lim sup Fy o s(aln)) < =.
s 3 i s(e(n) < 5
We conclude that
1 N N €
hmsup— E(f < limsup — F, s(a +11msup— Fy, s(a + =
N—o00 Z N—o0 N; “ ( ( )) N—o00 nzl ' ( )) 3
€L fLc_,
S 33 3 7

To summarize, the function F': C — [0, 1] is continuous, it satisfies F'(z) = 1 for all z € 0K
and it also satsifies

N
lim sup N ;

N—o0

Since £ > 0 is arbitrary, this proves that K € A(f). O

3.5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.8

The purpose of this subsection is to present a proof of Proposition 3.8. The proof of Proposi-
tion 3.8 for the case E € &, (o0 pt) is fairly easy and straightforward; the proof for the case E € &y,

however, is more complicated and relies on the following lemma.

Lemma 3.18. Let f € M with || f|l1 # 0 and let K € A(f). Then for all € > 0 there exist
sets K1 C Ko C C and a set of prime numbers P C P satisfying:
— f(p) #0 for allp € P;
> eP;‘lj = 005
~ f(p)K1 C K C f(p)Ks for all p € P;
—d({n e N: f(n) € K2\K1}) <e.

The proof of Lemma 3.18 hinges on two other lemmas, namely Lemmas 3.19 and 3.20,
which we state and prove first.

Lemma 3.19. Let f € M with || f||1 # 0. Then there exists u € (C with |u| = 1 such that for

all 6 > 0 the set Py 5 :={p € P: |f(p) — u| < d} satisfies }_ p R p = 0.

Proof. Recall that St = {2z 6 C : |z| = 1}. Suppose that for every u € S! there exists some
6y > 0 such that > p 5 p < o0o. Since B(u,8,) == {2 € C: |u— 2| < &,}, u € S}, is an
open cover of the compact set S', we can find a finite sub-cover. In other words, there exist
U1, ... ur € C, |u;| = 1fori=1,...,r, such that J_; B(u;,d,,) D S'. Since Ul_; B(u;,dy,) is
an open set containing S, there exists some § > 0 such that the set {z € C: 1-§ < |2| < 1+6}
is contained in (J;_, B(u;,dy,). Define P:={p € P:|f(p)| > 1 — 6}. Then we have

S Bl N D) I

peP i=1 \p€Pu, sy,
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One the other hand, it follows from || f||; # 0 and Corollary 2.4 that ZpE]P’ (1—=1f(p)]) <
and therefore

> <5y -l < o

peP\P peP

However, szlP’\ P% < oo and ) L < 50 yield a contradiction. O

pEP p

Lemma 3.20. Let f € M with || f|1 # 0, let J C C\{0} and assume that J € N(f). Then
for all € > 0 there exist sets J; C Jo C C\{0} and a set of prime numbers P C PP satisfying:
flp )#OforallpEP
a ZpEP = 005
— f(p)J1 cJC f(p)Js forallp € P;
~d({neN: f(n) € L\J1}) <e¢

Proof. Let € > 0 be arbitrary and let u € C be as guaranteed by Lemma 3.19. We can find a
continuous function F': C — [0, 1] satisfying F'(z) = 1 for all z € 9J and

1 €
li — F <=
im sup > F(f(n) 1
1<n<N
f(n)#0

Let D :={z € C: |z| < 1} be the unit disc in C. We define a new function G: D — [0, 1] as
G(z) = F(uz) for all z € D Note that G has the property that G(z) = 1 for all z € d(uJ).
Let S :={z € C\{0} : G(z) > &} and define J; := (@J)\S and J5 := (uJ) U S. It remains to
show that J; and J have the desired properties.

Since G is uniformly continuous, there exists some dg > 0 such that for all z,w € D

lz—wl<dh = |G(z)-Gw)|<min{s 1}. (21)
Take § := min {%“, %} We claim that

Ji+B(0,8) C aJ, (22)
aJ + B(0,8) C Ja, (23)

where B(0,9) :={z € C: |z| < ¢}

We prove (22) by contradiction. Assume there are w € J; and z ¢ u.J such that |w—z| < 4.
Since w € uJ and z ¢ w.J, there exists a point y € d(uJ) with |w —y| < 4. Using (21) and the
fact that G(y) = 1 we deduce that G(w) > %. In particular, w € S. However, this contradicts
the fact that J; NS = . The inclusion in (23) can be proved in a similar way.

Let P, s be as in the statement of Lemma 3.19 and define P := P, 5. Then ) eP =
Also, for all p € P we have |f(p) —u| < ¢ and therefore f(p)J1 C uJy +B(O J). Usmg ( )
then obtain that f(p)J1 C J. Analogously, using |f(p) — u| < § and (23) we get J C f(p )
for all p € P.

It remains to show that d({n € N : f(n) € Jo\J1}) < e. Take any p € P that satisfies
% < £. Note that

d({neN: f(n) € L\I}) = d({neN: f(n) € S})
. 2
< limsup = > G(f(n))

N—oo 1<n<N
f(n)#0
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2
= limsup — E F(uf(n)).
N—oo N 1<n<N
f(n)#0

Using (21) we get that |F(uf(n)) — F(f(p)f(n))| < §. Hence,

— . 2 €
d({neN: f(n) € H\AY) <limswp = S F(f()f(m) + ©
N—o0 N 1<n<N 4
f(n)#0
Finally,
mswp = 3 F(fp)f(n) < limswp— 3 F(Fp)f(n) + -
N—oo ngngN = N—oo N 1<n<N p
f(n)#0 ged(p,n)=1
f(n)#0
. 2
= h}vnjfopﬁ > F(f(m) + =
1<n<N
ged(p,n)=1
f(n)#0
< lmspo Y F(f(n) +
< limsup — n -
N—o0 N 1<n<N p
F(n)#0
_c,2_ B
~ 4 p ~ 4 .
This shows that d({n € N: f(n) € Jo\J1}) < e. O

Proof of Lemma 3.18. Let K € A(f) and € > 0 be arbitrary and define J := K\{0}. Since
K € A(f), 0J is an f-null set (f-null sets were defined in Definition 3.3) and therefore, by
Lemma 3.20, we can find sets J; C Jo C C and P C P such that:

— f(p) #0 for all p € P;

B szP;l) = 00;

— f(p)J1 € J C f(p)Jy for all p € P;

~d({n eN: f(n) € JHb\J1}) <e.
Define

J1 UH{0 ifoe K Jo U 40 ifoe K
K = 1 U0} 1 < and Ko := 2U {0}, 1 <
Ji, if0¢ K Ja, if 0 ¢ K.

It is now straightforward to check that P, K1 and K> satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 3.18. [J

We are now in position to give a proof of Proposition 3.8.
Proof of Proposition 3.8. We start with the case E € 553:}). and d(E) > 0. Hence E is of
the form E(f,K) := {n € N : f(n) € K}, where K are arbitrary subsets of C" and f :=
(f1,-.., fr) is multiplicative function with at least one concentration point. Hence there exist
Z = (z1,...,%) € C" and a set of primes P C P with )_ = oo and f;(p) = z; for all
p€ Pandall 1 <i<r. Take

1
pEP p

B :=FEy:={neN:f.7e K},

where f-Z= (fi(n)z1, ..., fr(n)z) € C". Note that Ey\E; = § and therefore d(Ey\E1) = 0.
Also, for all p € P and n € N with ged(n, p) = 1, we have

npe Bl <+ f(np)eK — f-ZeK <~ neklk =E.
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This shows that 1g,(n) = Lg(np) = 1g,(n) for all p € P and n € N with ged(n,p) = 1.
Next, we deal with the case E € £3. By the definition of &g there exist f € M with

Iflli # 0 and K € A(f) such that E = E(f,K) = {n € N: f(n) € K}. According to

Lemma 3.18, we can find sets K1, Ko C C and a set of prime numbers P C P satisfying:

(1) ()#OforaﬂpEP

(2) 2persp
3) f(p )K1 C K C f(p)Ks for all p € P;
(4) Al eN: f(n) € Ko\Ki}) <e.

Define £} :={n € N: f(n) € K1} and Ey := {n € N: f(n) € Ka}. It follows from property
(4) that d(E\E1) < e. Using properties (1) and (3), we deduce that K1 C (f(p)) 'K C K>
for all p € P. Also, if p € P and ged(n,p) = 1, then

npeE < f(np) e K < f(n)e(f(p) 'K

It follows that 1g, (n) < 1g(np) < 1g,(n) for all p € P and n € N with ged(n,p) = 1, which
completes the proof. O

3.6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.9

Before embarking on the proof Proposition 3.9 we formulate and prove the following variant
of the classical Turdn-Kubilius inequality.

Lemma 3.21. Let P be a finite subset of P and let w(n) := >_ cp Lp),, where 1y, = 1 if

p|n and 1, = 0 otherwise, and m := ZpEP 5~ Then,

> (w(n) —m)?* = O(zm + | P|*). (24)

n<x

Proof. First we expand the left hand side of (24) and get

Z(w(n) _ m)2 _ EI _ 22// + E///’

n<e
where
- Yl S =m Y Y 1 and 2 am?
p,qEP n<x peEP n<x
Note that >, 1y, = 7 + O(1) and hence

" =m [ Y Z+0(IP)) | = 2m® + O(m|P)).
peP

Since m|P| < |P|?, we get X" = xm? + O(|P|?).
Next observe that 1,14, =1 unless p = q. Therefore

pq|n
= 2 D Tpnt 2 D (Lyjn = Lyaia). (25)
p,qeP n<x peEP n<x
We can estimate >, ., 1,40 = 52 + O(1) and
2.2 (T = Tpopn) < DD Ly = Olem+|P).
pePn<x peEP n<x
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Hence (25) can be written as
¥ = Z % + O(zm + |P*) = am? + O(zm + | P|?).
p.qEP
Putting everything together we conclude that
¥ — 2% + 2" = O(xm + |P?).
O

Proof of Proposition 3.9. In what follows y = y(x) will be a slowly growing function, the
conditions for the rate of growth being clear from the context. Instead of showing norm-
convergence in (11) we will show that

= o(z) + O(z[|G1 — Gal1). (26)

sup

> (F(n)u, up)

ue I <
lull<1 IMST

Let u € 5 with [Jul| < 1 be arbitrary. We have

S (Flnyu,un)| = mi S ()t )
< o | ) |+ o |3y = ) ()

1 _ 1 o 1/2 1/2
< m—y Z wy(n)(F(n)u, u,)| + m—y <Z(wy(n) — my)2> (Z(F(n)u,un>2> .

We have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the last line.
Applying Lemma 3.21, we get

> " wy(n)(F(n)u, uy)

n<e

> (F(n)u, un)

1
< m
n<x Y

(mye + |Py|2>1/%”2).

My

+ 0

Let us assume that y = y(z) is growing sufficiently slow so that

2\1/2,.1/2
(myx + |Py|*)"x §O< x >
vy

My

Hence

> (F(n)u,un)

n<x

< miy SN 1 (F)u, uy) +0<¢%)

n<T peEPy

< miy S S (Fp)u, ) +o<\/%).

pEPy n<x/p

Note that the cardinality of the set {n < x/p : ged(n,p) # 1} does not exceed z/p?. Since F,
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G1, Ga, H and u,, are bounded, it follows from (9) that

D AF Ry ) — 3 AGH ) H(p)u,unp)| = O(5) +O(7Gr = Gallr).

n<a/p n<a/p

This implies that

Z Z np U unp = Z Z G1 U Unp>

pEPy n<a/p pePy n<a/p

+o(ﬁ) +0(2]| Gy — Gal).

Y

Next, we set Py, = P, N {n € N:2F <n < 281} Hence

logy y
Z Z <G1(n)H(p)U,unp> = Z Z Z <G1(n)H(p)U,unp>'
pEPy n<a/p k=0 p€Py,, n<z/p
Combining all of the above we get
1 logy y
> (F(n)u,un)| < p— YD D (G, Hp)uy)
n<z Y k=0 |pePyyn<z/p (27)
T
+0 +0 .%'HGl —G2H1 .
(7)ol )

Let Ay, be defined as

A=Y Y (G HEw) = 3 (G, 3 Loy H )iy ).

PEP,,y n<a/p n<z/2k PEPy y

Fixing k and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again, we get

kgl < D 1G] || Y2 LucaspH (p)ung
n<z/2k PEPyy
% 2 %
< | X G| | | o H Pun
n<a/2k n<az /2% ||PEPg,y
. 3
€T2
. <> S Y tucolacaHO)H @)y )
22 n<a /2% p,q€ Py y
1
1 i |P |%
€T2 £ k?
< 0 <_k> Z Z H(p)H(Q)<unp7unQ> +0 ( 2ky ) :
22 P.9€P; 4 n<min{z/p,z/q}
PF#q
1 |P |%
2 Sl el
< O<—E> > D, {umpung) +O< 2 )
22 p,qe:k’y n<min{z/p,z/q}
pP7Fq
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Using the prime number theorem to estimate |Pk,y|% we deduce that

Combining this with equation (27) and using |Ps | < 2¥ we get

1\ logyy

1
go(%)? Bl 2 | 2 ()
=0 )

P9€Pg y \n<min{x/p,z/q} (28)
p#q

n<e

+O<\/Lm_y> + O(z]|G1 — G2|l1).

Finally, if y = y(x) is growing sufficiently slowly then, from (10), we obtain that

x
Z <unpaunq> S —5—

2
n<min{z/p,z/q} Yy 10g2 Yy
for every p,q € P, with p # ¢q. Note that |Pj ,| < y and hence

! 1
w Z Z <unp7unq> g ’Pk,y‘ Z’ T < X

ylogiy — logsy’
P:a€Pyy |n<min{z/p,x/q} y
p#a PFq

Thus the inequality (28) becomes

> (F(n)u,up)

n<x

1\ logyy 1
€Tr2 T2 X
< 0 (m—y> k§:0j e, s +o< my) +0(z)| Gy — Gal)

- o(\/%) +0(xl|Gy — Galh).

Since all the estimates above do not depend on u but only on ||u, it follows that

x
sup (F(n)u,un)| =0 —|—O(:U||G1 —Gng).
llull<1 r;v <\/ my>
This completes the proof. O

4. APPLICATIONS TO THE THEORY OF UNIFORM
DISTRIBUTION

Recall (cf. Footnote 2 and Definition 2.6) that a sequence (x,,)nen of real numbers is uniformly
distributed mod 1 if

N 1

tim > F({rad) = [ twyaz vreco).

This section is dedicated to proving the following generalization of Theorem D.

Theorem 4.1. Let E = {n; <ny < ...} be a set that belongs to either EC(.C;)). or £y. Suppose
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h: (0,00) — R belongs to a Hardy field, has polynomial growth and satisfies |h(t) — r(t)| >
log?(t) for all polynomials r € Q[t]. If d(E) exists and is positive then the sequence (h(n;))
is uniformly distributed mod 1.

JjeN

It follows immediately from Propositions 3.2 and 3.5 that Theorem D is a special case of
Theorem 4.1.

In the proof of Theorem 4.1 we will be using the following result of Boshernitzan.
Theorem 4.2 (see |5, Theorem 1.3|). Let H be a Hardy field and assume h € H has polyno-
mial growth (i.e. |h(t)] < t" for some n € N). Then (h(n))nen is uniformly distributed mod 1
if and only if for every polynomial r € Q[t| one has |h(t) — r(t)| > log(t).

We will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let H be a Hardy field and assume g € H satisfies |g(t)| > log?(t). Then, for
all p,q € N with p # q,

l9(pt) — g(qt)| > log(t). (29)
Proof. It suffices to show that for all ¢ > 1 one has
lg(ct) — g(t)] > log(t), (30)

because (29) follows quickly from (30) by change of variables. Suppose there exists a constant
¢ > 1 such that (30) is not satisfied. Remembering that g(ct) — g(t) belongs to a Hardy field,
this means that there exist tp € (0,00) and M > 0 such that

lg(ct) — g(t)] < Mlog(t), VYt [tg,00).

Define a := |g(to)| and b := M log(ctp). It follows that

lg(c"to)] = |g(to) +Z (dto) — g(d o))

N

a+2\g o) — g(d )|

< a—l—MZlog L)
7j=1
< a4+ bn

However, |g(t)| = log?(t) and hence |g(c"to)| = log?(c"tg) = b'n? for some constant &. This is
a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let E = {ny < ng < ...} be a set that belongs to either E(m) or &
and assume d(E) exists and is positive. Let H be a Hardy field, let h € H and suppose h has
polynomial growth and satisfies |h(t) — ()| = log®(t) for all polynomials r € Q[t]. We want
to show that the sequence (h(nj))j ¢ is uniformly distributed mod 1.

In light of Weyl’s criterion it suffices to show that for all k € Z\{0} the averages

|
N > e(kh(n;))
=1
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converge to 0 as N — oo. Since d(F) exits and is positive, this is equivalent to

lim — Z 1p(n n)) =0,  VkeZ\{0}. (31)

N—ooo N

In view of Theorem 3.7, to prove (31) it suffices to show that

N

1
lim — - — 2
i anle(k(h(pn) h(gn))) = 0, (32)
for all primes p # q.

We claim that the sequence (h(pn) — h(gn))nen is umformly distributed mod 1. Once we
have verified this claim, (32) follows immediately, because fo e(kx)dr = 0.

Note that h(pt) — h(gt) belongs itself to a Hardy field. According to Theorem 4.2, (h(pn) —

h(gn))nen is uniformly distributed mod 1 if and only if for all r € Q[t],

[h(pt) — h(qt) — r(t)| > log(t). (33)

Let r(t) = .+ c1t + ¢o € Q[t] be arbitrary. Note that the value of ¢y has no influence

n (33) a d we can assume that ¢y = 0. Define a new polynomial s(t) := btk + ... + byt,
Wher b := , 1 < i < k. A simple calculation shows that r(t) = s(pt) — s(qt). Define
g(t) == h(t ) ( ) Then (33) can be written as

l9(pt) — g(qt)| > log(t). (34)
However, since s(t) € Q[t], we have that |g(t)] = |h(t) — s(t)| > log?(t) by our assumption.
Therefore (34) follows directly Lemma 4.3. This completes the proof. U

5. APPLICATIONS TO ERGODIC THEORY AND PROOFS
OF COROLLARY C AND COROLLARY F

We start by recalling the following well-known characterizations of ergodic and totally ergodic
sequences (see Definitions 1.6 and 1.5).

Theorem 5.1. Let (n;)jen be a sequence in N.
(a) The sequence (nj);en is ergodic if and only if for all « € R\Z,

| X
lim N Z e(nja) = 0.

N—oo .
Jj=1

(b) The sequence (n;);en Is totally ergodic if and only if for all & € R\Q,

N

. 1
A}gnoo N Z e(nja) = 0.

j=1

(It is not hard to see that both parts of Theorem 5.1 follow immediately from the spectral
theorem.)
Theorem 5.1 allows us to derive the following corollary from Theorem 3.7.

Corollary 5.2. Let E = {n; < ny < ...} be a set that belongs to either E(pt) or £ and

suppose d(E) exists and is positive. Then (nj)jen is a totally ergodic sequence.
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Proof. 1t follows from part (b) of Theorem 5.1 that it suffices to show that

N
lim % Z e(nja) =0 (35)

N—oo -
Jj=1

for all irrational . Since d(F) exists and is positive, equation (35) is equivalent to

lim — > 1g(n)e(na) = 0. (36)

However, (36) follows from Theorem 3.7 because for any irrational a the sequence e(na)
satisfies (6). O

Note that in view of Propositions 3.2 and 3.5, Corollary C follows directly from Corol-
lary 5.2. We also have the following generalization of Corollary F.
Theorem 5.3. Let E = {ny < ns < ...} be a set that belongs to either 5(pt) or Ey. Suppose

h: (0,00) = R belongs to a Hardy field H, has polynomial growth and satisfies either log?t <
h(t) <t or th < h(t) < t"*1 for some k € N. If d(E) exists and is positive then (|h(n;)])

) . JEN
1S an ergod1c sequence.

Proof of Theorem 5.3 (cf. [1, Lemma 5.12]). In view of Theorem 5.1, part (a), it suffices to
show that for every a € R\Z we have

We have |h(n)| = h(n)—{h(n)}. Therefore e(Lh(n)J @) = g(ah(n;), h(n;)), where g: R* - C
is the function g(z,y) = e(x - a{y}). Note that g is 1-periodic and hence can be viewed as a
function from T? to C. It thus suffices to show that

A}l_r)nOO N Z (ah(n;), h(nj)) = 0. (37)

Let H := {(at mod 1,t mod 1) : t € R}. Note that H is a closed subgroup of T? and one
has H = T? if « is irrational and H C T? if « is rational.

Let pp denote the (normalized) Haar measure on H. We claim that [gdug = 0. If
H =T? then [gduy = [ (f g(x,y) dx) dy= [0dy =0. If HC T?, then a must be rational
and hence

{(at mod 1,t mod 1) : t € R} = {(at mod 1,t mod 1) : t € R}.

Therefore,

7}1_1)1;0—/ f(at,t)dt = /fd,uH, (38)

for all continuous f: H — C. (Indeed, the left hand side of (38) describes an invariant
probability measure on H and any invariant probability measure must coincide with ug, by
uniqueness of Haar measures.) Thus, we have

1 (T
/gd,uH = lim —/ e(at — aft})dt
T Jo

T—o00
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Since [gdpp = 0 and g is Riemann integrable, to show (37) it suffices to show that the
sequence (ah(nj), h(nj))j ¢y 18 uniformly distributed in H. Since any group character of H
comes from a character on T2 and the non-trivial characters of H are described by {(z,y)
e(lx +my) : L,m € Z, al +m # 0}, it follows from Weyl’s equdistribution criterion that
(ah(n;), h(nj))jeN is uniformly distributed in H if and only if for all (¢,m) € Z? that satisfy
al +m # 0 one has

N
. 1
A}gnooﬁzle((ﬂa%—m)h(nj)) = 0. (39)
]:

Since h € H has polynomial growth and satisfies n*~! < h(t) < n*, we conclude that (fa +
m)h(n) also belongs to H, has polynomial growth and satisfies |(fa +m)h(t) — r(t)| = log?(t)
for all » € Q[t]. It follows from Theorem 4.1 that the sequence ((€a+m)h(nj))jeN is uniformly
distributed mod 1. This implies that

N

1
A}iinoo % Ze((foz + m)h(n;)) = /0 e(x)dr =0

Jj=1

and we conclude that (39) holds. O
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