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PRIMES WITH A MISSING DIGIT: DISTRIBUTION IN ARITHMETIC
PROGRESSIONS AND AN APPLICATION IN SIEVE THEORY

KUNJAKANAN NATH

ABSTRACT. We prove Bombieri-Vinogradov type theorems for primes with a missing digit in
their b-adic expansion for some large positive integer b. The proof is based on the circle method,
which relies on the Fourier structure of the integers with a missing digit and the exponential sums
over primes in arithmetic progressions.

Combining our results with the semi-linear sieve, we obtain an upper bound and a lower
bound of the correct order of magnitude for the number of primes of the form p = 1 + m? + n?
with a missing digit in a large odd base b.
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PART I. MAIN RESULTS AND OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

1. INTRODUCTION

Let b > 3 be an integer and let ay € {0,1,...,b — 1}. Consider

A= {anbj inj € {O,...,b—1}\{a0}forallj},

>0

the set of non-negative integers without the digit ag in their b-adic expansion. For any k£ € N,
the cardinality of the set A N [1,0%) is ~ (b — 1)".

For the rest of the paper, we set X = b* and note that there are ~ X°¢ elements in A less than
X, where

C = w < 1.
log b

This reveals that A is a “sparse set”. It is often the case that sparseness is one of the obstacles in
analytic number theory. However, the set .4 admits some interesting structure in the sense that
its Fourier transform has an explicit description, which is often small in size. There has been a
considerable amount of work (see Dartyge-Mauduit [DM00, DMO1], Erd6s-Mauduit-Sarkozy
[EMS98, EMS99], Konyagin [Kon0O1], Maynard [May18, May19, May21], Pratt [Pra20]) in
this direction by exploiting the Fourier structure of the set A.

Remark. Note that ( — 1 as b — oco. We shall have many occasions to use this fact in the paper,
and we do so without further comment.

It is a natural question to ask if the set A contains infinitely many primes. We expect the
answer to be affirmative. In his celebrated paper [May19], Maynard showed that the set A
contains infinitely many primes for any base b > 10. Moreover, for a large base, say b > 2x 10°,
he established an asymptotic formula (see [May18, Theorem 2.5] or [May21, Theorem 1.1]).

Prior to Maynard’s work, Dartyge-Mauduit [DM00, DMO01] showed the existence of infinitely
many almost-primes (integers with at most 2 prime factors) in A for any base b > 3. They
used crucially the fact that A is well-distributed in arithmetic progressions (see, for example,
[DMOO0], [EMS98]). In that spirit, we are interested in understanding how the primes of A
are distributed in arithmetic progressions. For (¢,d) = 1 and (d,b) = 1, one expects that as
X — o0,

1
o(d)

holds uniformly for d < X¢(1=¢) with any fixed ¢ > 0. This seems to be a difficult question at
present. Instead, we aim for a Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem of the following type:

1 X<
§ — X —
o i play TP = X €A S g

(d,b)=1

#{p< X:p=c(modd),pe A} ~ #{p<X:pe A}

#{p<X:p=c(modd),pe A} —

where D < X'/27¢ for any fixed ¢ > 0, provided that b is large enough in terms of ¢ (so that
( is close enough to 1). However, using the current techniques, we are not able to prove that
the above estimate holds for D < X/2-¢_ Nevertheless, we can make some progress in this
direction.
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For technical convenience, we will work with the von Mangoldt function A (recall that
A(n) = log pif n = p™, and 0 otherwise). For X = b* with k € N and for (c,d) = (r,b) = 1,
we set

EXidcbr)i= Y A(n)u(n)—iib S ).

D) 2
n=c (mod d) n=r (mod b)
n=r (mod b)
Note that :
X
Yo L) =—
b—1
n<X
n=r (mod b)

whenever r # ag (mod b); otherwise, both sums in the definition of £(X;d, ¢; b, r) is 0. More-
over, the condition n = r (mod b) is equivalent to n having r as its last digit in its b-adic
expansion. We add this condition in order to simplify some technical details later on.

Theorem 1. Let & > 0 and let b be an integer that is sufficiently large in terms of §. Let
D € [1,XY3% and let r € AN [0,b) be an integer such that (r,b) = 1. Then for any A > 0,
we have

X¢
(1.1) Z é%ifl ‘8<X7 d,c; b, 7’)‘ <4,b,6 W-
(@51

We can do a little better if we allow the moduli to be the product of two integers. However,
the parameter c is now fixed, so we must drop the expression max . q4)—1 from (1.1).

Theorem 2. Let § > 0, let b be an integer that is sufficiently large in terms of 9, and let
Dy €[1,XY37°] and D, € [1,X"9].
Let ¢ be a non-zero integer and let v € AN [0,0) with (r,b) = 1. Then for any A > 0, we have

D D e dida b <ans o

d1<D1d2<D>

where * in the sum denotes the conditions (c, dyds) = (b, d1dy) = (dy,ds) = 1.

We can further have better result in this direction when we replace the absolute value inside
the sum over d by a well-factorable function. Before proceeding to state our result, we formally
define the “well-factorable” function.

Definition 1.1 (Well-factorable). Let D > 1 be a real number. We say an arithmetic function
¢ N — R well-factorable of level D if, for any choice of factorization D = D;D, with
Dy, Dy > 1, there exist two arithmetic functions &7, & : N — R such that
@) [&], & < 1.
(ii) & is supported on [1, D;] and &, is supported on [1, Dy].
(iii) We have'
Ed)= ) &(d)é(dy).

dida=d
(d1,d2)=1

n general, we do not require the co-primality condition in the definition of £. However, in order to avoid some
technical issues, we impose this condition here.
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With this definition, we are now ready to state the following result.

Theorem 3. Let & > 0 and let b be an integer that is sufficiently large in terms of 0. Let
¢ : N — R be a well-factorable arithmetic function of level D € [1,XY?7°]. Let c be a
non-zero integer and let v € AN [0,b) be such that (r,b) = 1. Then, for any A > 0, we have

X¢
X;d,c; 7
d;) EDEX;d eib,r) Kans oy
(d,bc)=1

Remark. We have not explicitly mentioned in the above three theorems the size of b. In fact,
it will be evident from the proof that ¢ and b are inversely related to each other. A simple
calculation suggests that the size of b is approximately of order 10%3? if we take § = 1/100.
Therefore, we will refrain from explicitly calculating 6 and b in the above three theorems.

The key point of Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 is the quantitative improvement over Theorem 1
allowing us to handle moduli as large as X*/°~% and X/279, respectively (instead of X/3~9%).
However, Theorem 2 has the disadvantage that it has a stronger requirement that the moduli
need to be composite and Theorem 3 requires moduli weighted by a well-factorable function.
But, in some of the applications in sieve theory, we do have well-factorable moduli. In fact, we
give such an application in this paper: we prove the existence of infinitely many primes of the
form p = 1 + m? + n? with a missing digit in a large odd base b. The following theorem gives
a precise statement.

Theorem 4. Let b be an odd integer that is sufficiently large, and let
B = {n: n = n? + nj for some (ny,ny) = 1}.

Letr € AN0,b) with (r(r — 1),b) = 1. Then, we have

X¢
Z Lalp)le(p — 1) = m-
p<X g

p=r (mod b)

Remark. The implicit upper bound in Theorem 4 follows from Theorem 1 and a standard upper
bound sieve estimate (for example, see Lemma 3.3). However, for the lower bound, we need
to be more careful and use an argument due to Iwaniec [Iwa72, Iwa76] that allows sieving for
primes of the form 1+ m? + n? using level of distribution slightly less than X'/, Additionally,
in order to use the sieve estimates efficiently, we need two technical results, namely, Theorem
5 and Theorem 6 (similar in nature to Theorems 2, 3).

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank his Ph.D. advisor, Dimitris Koukoulopou-
los, for many helpful conversations and support during the course of this project, for his valuable
comments on the earlier versions of the manuscript and for suggesting some key inputs. The
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mous referee for their useful comments and suggestions.

The author was supported by bourse de doctorat en recherche (B2X) of Fonds de recherche
du Québec - Nature et technologies (FRQNT); bourse de fin d’études doctorales of Etudes
supérieures et postdoctorales (ESP), and bourse Arseéne David of Université de Montréal while
carrying out this work.
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Notations. We employ some standard notation that will be used throughout the paper.

e Expressions of the form f(X) = O(g(X)), f(X) < g(X) and g(X) > (X) signify
that [f(X)| < Clg(X)| for all sufficiently large X, where C' > 0 is an absolute constant.
A subscript of the form <4 means the implied constant may depend on the parameter
A. The notation f(X) =< g(X) indicates that f(X) < g(X) < f(X). Here all the
quantities should be thought of X = b* with k an integer and k& — oo.

All sums, products and maxima will be taken over N = {1,2,...} unless specified
otherwise.

e We reserve the letters p, p’, p1, p2 to denote primes.

The letter v will always denote the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

e As usual, R will denote the set of real numbers, P the set of primes and Z the set of
integers. Furthermore, p||m means that p*|m and p*** { m.

Throughout the paper, ¢ will denote the totient function, p the Mébius function, and
T1,(n) the number of ways of writing n as a product of h natural numbers.

As it is customary, we denote e(y) = €2 for any real number y. We write n ~ N to
denote N < n < 2N. We use ||y|| to denote min,cz |y — n|.

Unless otherwise specified, y will always denote a Dirichlet character modulo some
positive integer. The symbol y, will always denote a principal character.

We will set (a, b) to be the greatest common divisor of integers a and b and by abuse of
notation it will also denote the open interval on the real line. On the other hand, [a, b]
will denote the closed interval on the real line, and sometimes it will denote the least
common multiple of integers a and b. Its exact meaning will always be clear from the
context.

For co-prime integers m and n, we set 7 to denote the inverse of n modulo m, that is,
nn =1 (mod m).

We let 1¢ to be the characteristic function of the set £ (so 1l¢(z) = 1if z € £, and 0,
otherwise).

For any set £, #& denotes the cardinality of the set £.

For any two arithmetic functions § and g, we write (f*g)(n) :== >__,_. f(a)g(b) for their
Dirichlet convolution.

e For any arithmetic function § : N — C, we set [|f||» := (>, )1/ g
e For any arithmetic function F', we also set F<;(n) := ( ) - ly<p and Fiy(n) =
F(n> “lnsu.

e Weset B={neZ:n=n?+n3forsome (n;,ny) =1tand B={n>1:pn=
p=1(mod4)}.

We set X = b* with k € N and k — oo for the rest of the paper except Part II1. Throughout,
we fix a choice of an integer b > 3 and a € {0,1,...,b— 1}, and we set

:{anbf:nje{o,...,b—1}\{a0}Vj}.

J=0

In addition, given an integer r € AN [0, b), we let

A, ={neA:n=r(modb)}.
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For (¢,d) = (r,b) = 1, we set

EXidebr)= Y AW - ——— S 1),

n<X (p(d) Sp(b) n<X
n=c (mod d) n=r (mod b)
n=r (mod b)
Furthermore, we set  := l0e=1) for the rest of the paper.

logb

Organization of the paper. We will give a proof outline in Section 2 following Maynard
[May21], which is based on the circle method.

We devote Part I to establish Theorem 4.

The graphical structure for the Sections 3 and 4 can be described below:

Theorem 5
(equidistr.
for semi-

Proposition 4.2
(lower bound S)

linear sieve)

Lemma 3.3

\/

(semi-
linear sieve)

;

( Proposition 4.1 W
L (upper bound) J

Theorem 1 Theorem 4 }

AN

Theorem 6
(equidistr. for

linear sieve) Proposition 4.3

(upper bound T)

:

Lemma 3.5

(linear sieve)
J

In Part IIT we will establish exponential sums estimates over primes in arithmetic progres-
sions, which is one of the key ingredients to prove our main results.

Finally, in Part IV we will employ the circle method to establish our main theorems. In
particular, we will deduce Theorems 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6 from a more general theorem, Theorem 7
in Section 8.

The dependency graph for Part IV leading to the proofs of Theorems 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6 is given
below:
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p
Proposition 7.2 ( N
L Theorem 1
( .. N L )
P t 10.1 (
[ Lemma 94 | ropos.1 on Proposition 7.3 1 2
(L bound) (major arcs N Theorem 2
- / estimate) - \ )
~ J Theorem 7 s - 5 ~
- — N (gen thm) L eorem )
( 3 Proposition 11.1 N
Lemma 9.3 (mi . g p 2
minor arcs
(hybrid bound) , Proposition 7.4 L Theorem 5 )
- = estimate) L ]
S J r ~
( N
Proposition 7.5 L Theorem 6 )
- J
( N
Proposition 7.6

- J

2. SET-UP AND OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

The strategy to prove Theorem 1, Theorem 2, and Theorem 3 is to apply the circle method.
For the sake of exposition, we will outline the proof of Theorem 1 following the set-up from
Maynard [May21].

Let 1 4 be the Fourier transform of the set A restricted to {1, ..., X} with X = b*. Then, for
any real number 6 € [0, 1), we have

k—1
2.1) Ta(0) ==Y La(n)e(nd) =[] ( > 1A(ni)e(njbj9)>,
n<X j=0 »0<n;<b
where n = Z;:é n;bl. Next, for r € A, we set

A, ={neA:n=r(modb)}.

We then define
2.2) 14,(0) = > 14, (n)e(nd)
n<X
k—1 '
=e(r0) [ | ( > 1A(nj)e(njbve)).
j=1 N0<n,;<b

Note that for r € A N [0, b) and for any real number 6 € [0, 1), we have the trivial bound:
~ X¢
14,(0)] < —— < X¢
‘ .Ar( )‘ — b 1 _ )

which we will often use in the paper.
Next, by Fourier inversion on Z/ X Z, for n < X, we have

o5 =t 3 ()

0<t<X
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In order to prove Theorem 1, we consider the following setup. For (¢, d) = 1 and for any real
number 6 € [0, 1), we set

(2.4) Aae(0) = > An)e(nd).
n<X
n=c (mod d)
Then, by the relations (2.3) and (2.4), we have

@5 > A -5 ¥ (g )he(5)

n<X 0<t<X
n=c (mod d)
n=r (mod b)

Therefore, our task in (1.1) reduces to showing that

(2.6)
1 ~ t\~ [—t 1 b X¢
= sl 3 T ()8 5) - st 2 1] <o gy
(5?)21 (ed)=1 0<t<X n<X

We then consider two cases according to whether ¢/ X is close to a rational number with a small
denominator or not, namely, major arcs and minor arcs, respectively.

Major arcs: The major arcs O are those ¢’s in [0, X') N Z such that

1 _a| (ogX)

X q|~ X
for some (a,q) = 1,0 < a < ¢, 1 < q¢ < (log X)¢ with C > 0 to be chosen later in terms of
A. Tt will be convenient to divide the major arcs 91 into three disjoint subsets:

a

(2.7) M = Ny UMy U M,
where
log X)¢
fml:{te[O,X)ﬁZ:'%—g §Mforsome(a,q):1,1§a<q§(logX)C,qJ(X},
q
t a N

- xnz:— =241

Ny {tE[O, )ﬂ X q‘l‘X

for some (a,q) = 1,0 < a < ¢ < (log X)%, ¢ >1,¢|X,0 < |n| < (1ogX)C},

t
M3 = {te [O,X)ﬂZ:X :gforsome(a,q):1,0§a<q§ (log X)%,q > 1,q|X}.
q

We now briefly explain how we will estimate the sum (2.6) when ¢ is in one of the above-defined
three sets of the major arcs.
(a) We use the L bound for the Fourier transform of the set A, and the trivial bound for
/A\d,c(t /X)) to estimate the sum (2.6) when ¢ € 0.
(b) It turns out that when ¢ € 215, we can use the Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem to handle
the exponential sum Ay .(t/X ) and the trivial bound for 1 4, (t/X) in (2.6).
(c) When t € 915, we get the main term in (2.6) and the error term is again controlled by
using the Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem. We note that 14, (t/X) is large if ¢ is close
to a number with few non-zero base-b digits.
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This will establish our estimate in (2.6) when ¢/ X is in major arcs.

Minor arcs: The ‘minor arcs’ m are those ¢t € [0, X) N Z such that t & 9. We use a L>® — L*
bound to handle minor arcs as follows:

1~ [t\~ [—t
_ Ta = Ayl —
2 (e XZ A"(X) & (X)'
d<D tem
<( 2 s

(2.8)

w(x)) 2%

tem

~ [t
Ia (<)l
(%)

As in Maynard [May21], we use a large-sieve type argument to control the L' sum of 1 A
which is shown to be small in Lemma 9.3. Next, our goal is to save over the trivial bound

on ngD Max (c,d)=1
from exponential sum over primes in arithmetic progressions from the works of Matomiki
[Mat09], Mikawa [Mik00], and Terdvdinen [Ter18] to handle those sums over primes in Part
I11. Combining these L' and L bounds, we will show that

~ —t 1|~ t X¢
(s > e [fuc(F) ) S50 (%) <000 Graye

tem o<b tem

(d,b)=1

(d,b)=1
tem d<D
(d,b)=1

/A\d,c(t/ X )‘ when ¢ € m and D as large as possible. We use estimates

This completes the rough outline of the proof of Theorem 1.

The key difference in the proofs of Theorems 2 and 3 compared to Theorem 1 is better
exponential sums estimate over primes in arithmetic progressions, which allows us to take a
bigger range of the moduli d < D.

Remark. Note that we will establish a much more general theorem, Theorem 7, for an arith-
metic function f satisfying some appropriate conditions in Part I'V. In particular, Theorem 7 will
incorporate Theorems 1, 2, and 3 by choosing § and other parameters appropriately.

PART II. SIEVE METHODS AND THEIR APPLICATIONS

3. PRELIMINARIES FROM SIEVE METHODS

In this section, we collect some technical results from sieve methods that will be needed to
prove Theorem 4.

Given a sequence of weights C = (c(n))"_ | C Rxo with )72 ¢(n) < oo and a set of primes
‘P, we consider the sifting function,

S(C,P,z) = Z c(n),
(n,P(z))=1
where for some real number z > 1,
P(z) := Hp.
p<z

pEP

Here z is often called the sifting parameter in the sieve setting.



10 KUNJAKANAN NATH

In order to proceed further, for any x > 1 and for each integer d > 1, we set

Cy(x) := Z c(n),

n<x
din

and we impose the following axioms of sieve theory:

(A1) For some multiplicative function g, we have

d
Culw) = 0w + (),
where C'(z) can be interpreted as an approximation to )
number which we think of as an error term.

(A2) We assume that the multiplicative function g satisfies g(p) < min{2,p — 1} for all

¢(n) and E(d) is a real

n<x

primes p € P.
(A3) There is a constant A > 0, and a quantity D > 1 such that
C
S I IE@] < o T
d<D &

If such an estimate holds, then we say C has level of distribution D.
(A4) We have

1
Zg(p)% = xlogxz 4+ O(1) forall z.

p<z
peEP

Here we say s« as the dimension of the sieve.

Next, we state the definition of what is an upper bound sieve and a lower bound sieve.

Definition 3.1 (Upper bound sieve). An arithmetic function A* : N — R that is supported on
the set {d|P(z) : d < D} and satisfies the relation (A" % 1)(n) > 1(,, p(.))=1 is called an upper
bound sieve of level D for the set of primes P.

Definition 3.2 (Lower bound sieve). An arithmetic function A~ : N — R that is supported on
the set {d|P(z) : d < D} and satisfies the relation 1(, p(.))=1 > (A~ * 1)(n) is called a lower
bound sieve of level D for the set of primes P.

Remark. We will refer to \* as the sieve weights or sifting weights in this paper.

Now we are ready to state the Fundamental Lemma of Sieve Theory in the special case when
the dimension 3¢ equals 1/2, often referred to as the semi-linear sieve or the half-dimensional
sieve.

Lemma 3.3 (Fundamental Lemma for the Semi-linear Sieve). Consider a sequence C = (c(n))
of non-negative real numbers and a set of primes P satisfying axioms (Al), (A2), and (A4) with

s =1/2. Ifuy > 0 and D = 2}, then there exist two arithmetic functions \X,, - N — [—1,1]
supported on the set {d|P(z1) : d < D}, and we have

(3.1) S(C,P,zl)ZC(x){fsem(ul)jLo(l)} 1T (1——)— > Ald

p<z1,pEP p p|ld=peP
d<D
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and
3.2) S(C 73 Zl) < C( ){ sem(ul) +O(1)} H (1 ) Z )‘sem
<o, pEP p pld=reP

where fom, Fyem are continuous functions in uy = log D/ log z; such that
(3.3) VUi Fem(uy) = 2+/ev/m if 0 <wuy <2,

. fsem(ul):() lf 0<U1 S 1a
where vy is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, and for 1 < uy; < 3 we have

\/7 f sem ul
3.4) =lo
Ve n \ / y(y — &
Proof. The proof follows from [FI10, Theorem 11.12-Theorem 11.13 ]) with § = 1 and [FI10,
Chapter 14 (pp. 275-276)]. U

We also state the partial well-factorability (see Definition 1.1) of the semi-linear sieve in the
next lemma.

Lemma 3.4 (Partial well-factorability of semi-linear sieve). Let ¢ > 0 be small. Let 0 €
(0,107%) and let pyer = 2(1 — 40) — &. Then the lower bound semi-linear sieve weights Ay, as
given in Lemma 3.3 with level X P~ and sifting parameter z, < X/3722¢* js supported in the
set

(B5) D" ={p1-p, X"z >p1 > > D D1 Pame 1D < XP Y m > 1Y,
where py, ..., p, denote primes. In addition, for any Dy € [X'/372072° Xpen] every d €

D—sem ) [X V10 XPen] can be factorized as d = dydy such that d, € [X'/1°, Do) and dyd? <
X1_45_2€2/D0.

Proof. This is [Terl8, Lemma 9.2] with § = ¢ and D = D,. ]
Next, we state the Fundamental Lemma for the linear sieve, that is, for dimension 2 = 1.

Lemma 3.5 (Fundamental Lemma for the Linear Sieve). Consider a sequence C = (c(n)) " C
R> and a set of primes P satisfying axioms (Al), (A2) and (A4) with > = 1. If us > 0 and
D = 232, then there exist two arithmetic functions AN — [—1, 1] supported on the set

{d|P(z2) : d < D}, and we have

(3.6 S(C,P.2) = C@) fin(w) +o()} ] (1 ) 3

lin

p<z2, pEP p|ld=peP
d<D
and
3.7) S(C,P,zg)gC(:c){ﬂm(u2)+o(1)} I] (1 ) 3 AL
p<z2,pEP p :nICil:nl»)eP
<

where fi, Fiin are continuous functions in us = log D/ log z5 such that

{U2Flin(u2) =2e" if 1<uy <3,

(3.8) fin(uz) =0 if 0<wuy <2,
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where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Proof. The proof follows from [FI10, Theorem 11.12-Theorem 11.13 ]) with § = 2 and [FI10,
Chapter 12 (pp. 235-236)]. 0

In order to deal with the linear sieve in Theorem 6, we need the following well-factorability
lemma.

Lemma 3.6 (Well-factorability of linear sieve). Let ¢ > 0 be small. Let § € (0,107%] and let

Plin = % — 28 — e. Then the upper bound linear sieve weights N as given in Lemma 3.5 with
level X7 and sifting parameter z, < X'/? is supported in the set
(3.9) DHM = {p - p KXz > pr> > D1 a2l < XPMY m > 1Y,

where py, ..., p, denote primes. In addition, for any Dy € [X/5, XPn], every d € D71 N
[X /10, X i) can be factorized as d = dydy such that dy € [X'/1°, Do] and dyd? < X'=%-2° ) Dy,

Proof. See [Terl8, Lemma 9.1] or [FI10, Lemma 12.16]. Ol

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 4

4.1. Upper bound in Theorem 4. We first establish the upper bound in Theorem 4 by using
Lemma 3.3 and assuming Theorem 1.

Proposition 4.1. Let b be a sufficiently large odd integer and r € A N [0,b) be such that
(r,b) = (r — 1,b) = 1. Then, we have

X¢
Z 1_,4(]))1]3(]) - 1) <<b W
p<X g
p=r (mod b)

Proof. Let z € [2, X] be a parameter to be chosen later. We let
Ps={p=3(mod4),ptb} and Ps(z)= H p.

p<z
PEPs3
Then, we have
(4.1) Yo -1 > 1a(p)
p<X p<X
p=r (mod b) (p—1,P3(2))=1
10
< 1 1 X910
9log X Z 4.(p)logp +
X910 <p<X
(p—1,P3(2))=1
10
4.2 < Al X9/10
(42) T ;{ (n)1a.(n) +
(n—1,P3(2))=1

Next, for d| Ps(z), we set

Edy= Y A<n>1Ar<n>—id)$ZlAr<n>.

n< ('0( n<X
n=1 (mod d)
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Therefore, by Theorem 1 with D = X3/, for any large real number A > 0, we find that

X¢
|E(d)| € ——.
d<§3:/10 (log X)A
d| Ps(z)

Now, we choose c¢(n) = A(n)ly, (n) forn < X and 2, = D = z = X*1 in Lemma
3.3. Clearly, the sequence c(n) satisfies the axioms of sieve theory with g(d) = d/y(d) and
» = 1/2. Therefore, by the upper bound semi-linear sieve (3.2) with u; = 1, we have

2¢7/2 b 1 X¢
Y Am)La(n) < (— " o<1>) oSt (1 - —) ; o(—)
= ml/2 ©(b) Z;( ;H p—1 (log X)4
(n—1,P3(2))=1 pEP3

where 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The above estimate together with the estimates from
(4.1) and (4.2) allows us to obtain

97/ 10b 1
1 Iplp—1) < | == D) 1 1=
Y. Luisp-1) < (Wm +of )) 9p(b) log X 2 a1 ( p= 1)
= n<X p<z
p=r (mod b) rers

X<
of 2 | x9/10)
! ((log PR
We can now use Mertens’ estimate [Kou19, Theorem 3.4(c)] to the product over the primes (for

example, see [FI10, p.278] for a detailed estimate) and the fact that > _ 14 (n) = X¢/(b—1)
to deduce that

X¢
Z La(p)le(p — 1) <y m
p<X &
p=r (mod b)
as desired. O]

4.2. Lower bound in Theorem 4. The lower bound in Theorem 4 can also be obtained from
[Ter18, Theorem 6.5] by choosing w,, = 14(n) - 1,=, (mod b)» Where Hypothesis 6.4 holds by
considering variants of Theorems 5 and 6. For the sake of completeness, we will establish the
lower bound from scratch in this paper. In order to do so, we consider the following sieve setup.

4.2.1. Sieve set-up for the lower bound. Forr € AN[0,b) with (r(r —1),b) = 1, we set
F={p—-1:p< X, pe A, p=3(mod8)},
(4.3) Ps={p=3(mod4),ptb}, and Py(z)= []p.

p<z
PEPs3

Note that, since p = r (mod b) for the primes we are considering here, and we have assumed
that (r — 1,b) = 1, so there are no primes that divide both p — 1 and b. So, we have that

(4.4) o ulelp-1) = S(F P X = Y 14.(p).
p<X p<X
p=r (mod b) (p—1, P3(X1/2)=1
p=3 (mod 8)

For notational convenience, we set 2 = XY for some o € [2,4). Later, we will choose @ ~ 3.
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By the Buchstab identity (see [FI10, eqn (6.4)]), we have

(4.5) S(F,Ps,VX)=S(F, Ps,2) = > S(Fp,Pap)=S—T

2<p1<VX
p1=3 (mod 4)

We will give a lower bound for S using the semi-linear sieve and Theorem 5. On the other hand,
an upper bound for 7" is given using the linear sieve and Theorem 6.
Since p — 1 has an even number of prime factors in the class 3 (mod 4) and by our choice of

z, we can write the sum 7" as
T=> > 1a),

p<X p—1=2n1p1p2

p1, p2€Ps3
p2>p1> X1/
ni1€B
where B = {n : p|n = p = 1 (mod 4)}. Following Matoméki [Mat09], we define
(4.6) L={l=mp:m < XY € B, XYY <py < (X/n1)1/27p1 € Ps},

and foreach ¢ € L,

47 M) ={m=2p+1: m€e A, py <X/20, py € P35, p > X'/}

Note that for each m € M ({), we have m = r (mod b). Since, by our assumption (r—1,b) = 1,
we have that (¢, b) = 1. This allows us to bound the sum 7" as

(4.8) T< > ( P(0), Xl/”)+O(X1/”))

el
(£,b)=1

where P(¢) = {p : p 1 2bl} and we will choose v appropriately later. In fact, we will choose

VR D.

Remark. Note that if m € M(¢) in (4.7), we have 2¢p, + 1 = r (mod b). Since (r — 1,b) =1
this implies that (2¢ps, b) = 1, which in turn restricts the base b to be odd.

Now we are ready to bound the sums .S from below and 7" from above separately in the
following two propositions.

Proposition 4.2. Assume the above sieve set-up. Let € > 0 be small. Let § € (0,1073] and let b
be an odd integer that is sufficiently large in terms of 6. Let o = (1/3 — 28)~* + € be such that
o € [2,4) and let peer, < 2(1 — 40) — €. Then we have

S+o(l) b 1\
4.9) S > (lOgX)3/2 (b) H (1 - F) Lsem psema Z 1Ar

plb n<X
p=3 (mod 4)
where
0 (-5 o :

(4.10) G = (1 — —2) (1 — 72)

\/717 3 (mo p p=3 (mod 4) (p—1)
and

1 O Psem d

(411) [sem(psema Oé) = Y

Voem Ji yly—1)
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Proposition 4.3. Assume the above sieve set-up. Let € > 0 be small. Let § € (0,1073] and let b
be an odd integer that is sufficiently large in terms of 6. Let o = (1/3 — 28)~* + € be such that
a € [2,4) and let p, < % — 20 — e. Then we have

108 +o(1) b 1\
(4.12) T < Sliog 77 500) 1;! (1—];) Lin(prins @) Y 1, (),

p=3 (mod 4)

where S is given by the relation (4.10) and
1 [ log(y—1)
(4.13) Lin (ptin, @ :—/ ——=dy.
i, ) pin Jy y(L—ya)2
Now we can give the proof of Theorem 4 from Propositions 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3.

Proof of Theorem 4 assuming Propositions 4.2 and 4.3. From (4.4), (4.5), (4.9) and (4.12), we
have

> la)ielp—1) = S(F, P, VX)

p<X
p=r (mod b)

= S(F,Ps, X'/*) =T

S+o(l) b 1T
= Tlog X)77 o) I (1 p—l)

plb
p=3 (mod 4)

< (Lem(pem @) = 5 T @)+ 0(1)) 3 1, ()
sem\Psem, &) — — * Llin| Plin, & o .
sem g Pl Ay

n<X
A simple numerical computation yields that
10
Isem(psema Oé) — 5 . Ilin(plina Oé) > 1.60492 — 1.4566 = 0.1482 > 0

for pem = 3(1—=48) /7T — ¢, pin = 1/2—20 —e,a = (1/3—20)"1 +¢,5 = 1/1000 with e > 0
small. Hence, we obtain

X<
> Lp)isp-1)> (log X)372"
p<X g

p=r (mod b)

This establishes the lower bound in Theorem 4. Along with Proposition 4.1, this completes the
proof of Theorem 4. 0

4.3. Auxiliary results. We collect two key estimates essential for us while computing the lower
bound.

Lemma 4.4. We have

P<y
p=3 (mod 4)
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where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant,

m s I 08" o T ()

p=3 (mod 4)
Proof. The proof is standard and can be easily derived following [FI10, pp. 277-278]. UJ
Lemma 4.5. Let L be as in (4.6) and let o € [2,4). For any positive integer n. > 3, let

-1
(4.14) thﬂ%z.

pln
p>2

Then, we have

t)  1+o(l) C 1\ log(y—1)
2 T~ Gsxreze; Al (455) [ st

(£,2b)=1 p=1 (mod 4)

ms I ()" mean IL (-5t

p=1 (mod 4)

Proof. The proof follows from the proof of [Mat07, Lemma 5] in conjunction with [Wir61, Satz
1] to incorporate the extra condition (¢, 2b) = 1. O

4.4. Proof of Proposition 4.2. We establish Proposition 4.2 assuming Theorem 5, given below.

Theorem 5 (Semi-linear sieve equidistribution estimate). Let € > 0 be small. Let 6 € (0,1073]
and let b be an odd integer that is sufficiently large in terms of 6. Let r € AN [0,b) with
(r(r —1),b) = 1. Let A\, be as in Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 with z < X/3720-2¢* gpq

sem

D = XPe where psem = 3(1 —40)/7 — e. Then for any A > 0, we have

1 b X¢
> )‘s_em(d)< > A () - ——— Y 1Af.(n)> LAbde T A
= = dp(d) p(b) — (log X )4
(d,2b)=1 n=1 (mod d)
n=3 (mod 8)
Proof of Proposition 4.2 assuming Theorem 5. We have
1
4.15 S > 1 log p.
(4.15) > 10g X > 4.(p)logp
p<X
(p—1, Ps(X1/*))=1
p=3 (mod 8)
Next, for d| Py(X/*) = T x1/a_pep, P» Where Ps = {p = 3 (mod 4) : p { b}, let
1 b

Ei(d) = Z 14, (p)logp — 1o(d) o(b) Z 14, (n).
pflp(fn)gd d) et

p=3 (mod 8)
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Now we choose ¢(n) = 1 4,qp(n) logn forn < X and n = 3 (mod 8) in Lemma 3.3. Then, for
1 < wuy < 3, the lower bound semi-linear sieve (3.1) yields

> 1 @)losp > ¢ (fn) + o) Vil X1 S 14 (0)

p<X Sp(b) n<X
(p—1, P3(X/))=1
p=3 (mod 8)
(4.16) + Y Aaml(d)Ei(d),
d<Xxui/e
(d,2b)=1

where \__ are the lower bound semi-linear sieve weights with sifting parameter z; = X'/,

sem

fsem(w1) is given by (3.4), and

(4.17) Ve XV = ] (1—i).

p< X1/
p=3 (mod 4)
(p:b)=1

We have z; = X/ < X1/3-20-22% ¢ that we can take U1 = peem(, Where pem = 3(1—40)—¢
in Theorem 5. We can then use Theorem 5 and the fact that the contribution of prime powers is
negligible to bound the error term F (d). In fact, using Chebyshev’s estimate [Kou19, Theorem
2.4], the contribution of prime powers can be bounded by

< Z Z 14,.(p)logp < (log X) Z Z 1 < X13/14-126/7

d<X%(1745)7s f'?<)§ & d<X%(1746)75 p<X1/2
- p=1 (mo =
p=3 (mod 8)
m>2

which is admissible. Hence, the error term in (4.16) can be bounded as

X¢
. w Ei(d e -
(4.18) Z )‘sem(d> 1( ) <46, (10g X)A

d< X Psem
(d,2b)=1

Next, we simplify the main term in (4.16) using Lemma 4.4, so that

1 \ ! are= 7\
1oy _ - - N\
419 Vim(XY)=(1+01) ] (1 p— 1) 2626 <logX) ’

p=3 (mod 4)
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Putting the estimates from (4.16), (4.18) and (4.19) in (4.15), and noting that u; = apsem, We
have

55 20000 (| pil)_l(%)w /1%

3/2
4(log X) o
p=3 (mod 4)
Z La,(n
n<X
0203(1 +0(1)) 1\ b
= l—— V2N 1 ]sem sem ) ;
plb n<X
p=3 (mod 4)
where Iem (psem, ) is given by (4.11) Therefore,
S+o(l) b 1\
(4.21) S > . I1 (1 - —) Liem(poem; @) D 1, (n
/2 _ 9 r
(log X)2/2p(b) 27 p—1 ~
p=3 (mod 4)
where
(4.22) =G0 _ 1 1T (1 1)1/2 1T (1 ! )
: T2 C(p—1)2)"

2 4\/7 p=3 (mod 4) p p=3 (mod 4) (p 1)

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.2. UJ

Thus, we are left to establish Theorem 5, which we do in Part I'V.

4.5. Proof of Proposition 4.3. Finally, we give the proof of Proposition 4.3 assuming Theorem
6, given below.

Theorem 6 (Linear sieve equidistribution estimate). Let ¢ > 0 be small. Let § € (0,107%]

and let b be an odd integer that is sufficiently large in terms of 6. Let r € AN [0,b) with

(r,b) = (r — 1,b) = 1. Let L be a real number such that L € [X'/372—¢ X2/3+20+¢]  Suppose

b is a bounded arithmetic real-valued function, and N\, is as in Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 with
= X% and D = X" for py, = 1/2 — 26 — €. Then for any A > 0, we have

S >( S o0 Y L@t DAM)

d< Xx1/2-25 L n<X/2¢0

(d,2b)=1 (£,20)=1 20n+1=0 (mod d)
n=1 (mod 4)
1 b h(¢) X¢
4.23 - —= 1 e ———.
2 4(d) o (b) 2 ¢ — A-n) | Kass (log X)4

Proof of Proposition 4.3 assuming Theorem 6. By the inequality (4.8), for some parameter v
(to be chosen later), we find that

(4.24) T< > ( P(0), Xl/”)+O(X1/”))

el
(£,b)=1
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where £ and M ({) are given by (4.6) and (4.7), respectively. Furthermore, P(¢) = {p : p 1
2b0}.
Next, we set Pp(X'/V) := [1,<x1/v, pep (e p and note that

> (S(M(ﬁ),P(ﬁ),Xl/”)+O(X1/”) <> Zb 14, (20py + 1) + O(X Y #L),

teL (EL pa<X/20
(ehy=1 (=<

where Zb denotes a sum over values of p, satisfying
lp =1 (mod4) and (20p+ 1, P(X")) = 1.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, we first split the range of p, to obtain

b 10
> 142 +1) < SToa(X7T) > A(n)1a (200 +1)
p2<X/2¢ n<X/20

¢n=1 (mod 4)
(20n+1,P,(X/V))=1

b
+ > 14 (2p+ 1)

p2=(X/0)°/10

Next, we use Chebyshev’s bound [Kou19, Theorem 2.4] for the sum over primes p,. Note that,
since v = (1/3 — 28)~! + &, by (4.6), we have

(4.25) LC XV, X1V ¢ [X1/3-20e x2/3+204e)
This allows us to bound the second sum as
b X/¢ 9/10
S OY wemine Y WO e
@ be)£ p2<(X/€)%/10 le[X1/3-25—¢ X2/3+20+<) og(X/€)
The above estimates yield

4.26) T < Z lOg(X/€ Z A 1AT(2£H + 1) +0 (X29/30+5/5+6 + #EXI/V),

(Z b) h<X/20

bb e
where > denotes a sum over values of n satisfying

(n=1(mod4) and (20n+ 1,Pg(X1/”)) =1

Next, for d|[[,.. ,epq) P, where P(£) = {p : p 1 2b(}, we let
b 1
E = I —
5(d) > A(n)1g (20n+1) — "Or Z 14, (n
n<X/2¢ <X
2¢n+1=0 (mod d)
¢n=1 (mod 4)
We now apply Lemma 3.5 with the sequence ¢(n) = A(n)l4.(2¢n + 1) for n < X/2¢ and

)
¢n =1 (mod 4). Then given a parameter u, € [1, 3] to be chosen later, the upper bound linear
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sieve (3.7) yields

S ALy (200 + 1) < %(Em(w)+0(1))V1m(X1/”)%Z1Ar(n)

n<X/2¢ ( ) n<X
(4.27)
+ D Ah(d)E(d)
d<Xwu2/v
(d,2b)=1
where A} are the upper bound linear sieve weights with sifting parameter 2z, = X /¥, Fy, (ug) =
2¢" Jug and

Vin(X') = 11 (1—L>.

Sl »(p)
(p,2¢b)=1

Since (¢,b) = 1 in (4.26), we may use Mertens’ theorem [Kou19, Theorem 3.4(c)] to obtain

(4.28) Viin(Xl/V) _ H (1 o ﬁ) _ (1 + 0(1)) 2VClCi30€g_;;(£)f(b)’

p<Xl/lI
(p,20b)=1

where t(n) is given by (4.14),

429  CGi= ] <1—ﬁ), and C3= [] <1—ﬁ).

p=1 (mod 4) p=3 (mod 4)

Now we take us = py,v in the linear sieve, where py;, corresponds to the level of the upper
bound sieve in Theorem 6. Next, using (4.25), we write

| 12(0)
2 Nl 2 TR0 R R D D o v L)

d< XPlin leL d<XPlin X1/3*2‘5*5<£§X2/3+25+5
(¢,2bd)= (£,2bd)=1

We do a dyadic decomposition on the range of ¢, say £ ~ L with L € [X1/3720—¢ X2/3+20+e],
Since the number of such dyadic intervals are at most log X, we use Theorem 6 with h(¢) =
12(¢)/log(X/¢) for £ ~ L to bound the above expression as

OIAC IS DI R EoliD DTN SRCET]
d<XPlin X1/3725(z§)§§§12/3+26+5 d< X Plin (&5&6;1

X¢
(log X)A’

L Aps,e

which is admissible.
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From (4.26), (4.27) and using the above bound for the error term, we have that

10 b Viin (X1/7)
T< — Fln 1
-9 4@(6)( in(uz) + o1 MZX A-(n Z €log X/£
(
—|—0 L +X29/30+6/5+a + #ﬁXl/l/
A,b,6,€ (log X)A

10 v- 01036_7 b- J((b)
< - Fin |
Sy T RleexX ) im(u2) +ol )2 Lam) D uog X/E

n<X et
(0,2b)=

(4.30) + OA,b,a,a( P GUARRESE Y € ) )

(log X)4

where we have used the asymptotic formula for Vi, (X'/¥) from the relation (4.28) in the last
line. Next, by Lemma 4.5, we have

(o) _ (+o(1)C Ly / log(y — 1)
02 Tos(X7D) ~ 201{log X)17 I U*5=3) |, s v
(€,2b)= p=1 énmod 4)

where (5 is as in the relation (4.20) and C; is given by (4.29).

We choose us = 5/2, so that Fj;,(us) = 4€7/5. As by our choice, pi, = 1/2—25 — &, we can
choose v = 5. Note that since v = 5, #L£ < X?/3%20%¢ 2 > ( is small enough, J € (0,1072],
and ( tends to 1 as b — oo, we have that

X¢
“ (log X)4”
Therefore, we substitute (4.31) and (4.32) in (4.30) to obtain
106 +o(1) b 1\ 1\
T < 1—-—— I+ ——= Tin(Pin;
_9(10gX)3/280(b)H< p—l) H +p—2 tin (Ptin, @)

b
(4.33) pp>‘2 p=1 (mod 4)

X Z La,(n)

n<X

(4.32) HL Xl/u’ X29/30+6/5+¢ <as

where [, (pin, ) is given by (4.13) and & = C2C3/2 is given by the relation (4.22). Hence,
the estimate (4.33) along with the fact that

M0-75) 0 (55) - 1 (55)

p>2 p=1 (mod 4) p=3 (mod 4)

yields the required bound for the sum 7'. UJ

We have therefore established Proposition 4.3 assuming Theorem 6. So, we are left to estab-
lish Theorems 5 and 6, which we do in Part I'V.
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PART III. EXPONENTIAL SUMS

In this part, we estimate the exponential sums over primes in arithmetic progressions using
Vinogradov’s method (see [Koul9, Chapter 23] for an introduction to the method), which we
will employ in Part IV to deduce our main results. Note that some of the estimates in this part
are well-known. See, for example, [Mat09], [Mik00].

Recall that we set X = b* with k& € Z and k — oo throughout this paper. We remark that the
results in this part of the paper hold for any large real number X.

5. PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES AND TYPE [ ESTIMATE
We begin with the following estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let 0 = a/q + B with (a,q) = 1 and 0 < |3| < 1/¢* Then for any M, N > 2, we
have

me( 9”) (M—I—MNq|ﬁ|—l— |ﬁ|)(log2qM).
Proof. The proof of the lemma is a standard one. However, we need a variant of it to take
advantage of (3 in the sum. For a detailed proof, see [May21, Lemma 4.1]. U
Let us now deduce the following corollary from the above lemma.
Corollary 5.2. Let 0 = a/q + [ with (a,q) = 1 and | 3| < 1/¢* Then for any M > 1, we have
X 1 M qH 1
5.1 i 1, X — + — | (log 2¢M)?
5.1 me( + X 9||><< <X+X+H)(ogQ)a

m<M

where H =1+ |5] X.

Proof. 1f  # 0, we perform a dyadic decomposition and then apply Lemma 5.1 to obtain

X 1 M
(5.2) min ( +1, ) < X( +q|B] + )(longM)z.
2 Jim] X Xql3]
Next, for all 5, we apply [IK04, Lemma 13.7] to obtain
X 1 M 1
53 —+1,— X log 2q M
(5.3) ,Z%(er’llm@II)« <X+q+X)(ogq ).

Combining the estimates from inequalities (5.2) and(5.3), we have

X M
(5.4) Z ( +1, || 10") < X{X + min <q|ﬁ‘+X1|ﬁ\ 1+ q)}(log2qM) :

m<M

Next, we note that

1 1 2
(5.5 min ( ) < )
¢ XqlBl) ~ (1 +[8]X)
Therefore, using (5.5) and recalling that | 3] < 1/¢?, we obtain

min <q|ﬁ\ + X1|ﬁ\

1 q) q 1 gH 1
I 1 R A
I T T T X T aE
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where H = 1 + || X. Substituting the above inequality in (5.4) completes the proof of the
corollary. O

We now state the following bilinear sum estimates for the exponential sum.

Lemma 5.3 (Bilinear estimate). Let M, N > 1 be such that MN < X. Let 0 = a/q + (3 for
some (a,q) = 1 and | 3| < 1/q¢>. Suppose o and o are two arithmetic functions supported in
[1, M] and [1, N|, respectively. Then we have

> (arxaz)(n)e(nf) < X¥|aullzcs2

n<X
where H =1+ |B|X.

Proof. The proof follows by combining the argument of [Koul9, Theorem 23.6] with Lemma
5.1 and Corollary 5.2. U

Next, we will need an auxiliary lemma due to Matomiki [Mat09, Lemma 8], who improved
on the earlier work of Mikawa [Mik00].

Lemma 5.4 (Matomiki). Let M, N > 1 be such that M, N < X. Let § = a/q + [ with

(a,q) =1, 8| < 1/¢* and q < X. Then for any 1) > 0, one has
X 1
M i 1 M?*N(log X)?
2, 2wl (m2n o ||m2ne||) < M los X)

1 gH 1\
+X<M+q7+q_H) (log X)®,

where H =1+ || X.

Proof. The proof follows from the argument of [Mat09, Lemma 8] in conjunction with Lemma
5.1 and Corollary 5.2. U

5.1. Type I estimate. We will estimate the so-called Type I sum in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5 (Type I estimate). Let v > 0. Let D, M > 1 be such that DM < X. Let
0 = a/q+ B with (a,q) = 1, |3] < 1/¢* and q < X. Suppose « is an arithmetic function
supported in [1, M| and satisfies || < Ty, - log"? for some fixed integers hy > 1,hy > 0.
Furthermore, let hs > 1 be a fixed integer. Then, we have

5 Thy(d) - Jnax, g a(m)(log n)“e(mn@)‘
d<D mn<X
1<m< M
mn=c (mod d)

DM qH 1\ .
X = 4= 4 _— log X )(h1+ha)*/2+ha+v+1
< <X+X+qH) (log ) :

where H =1+ || X.

Proof. Let Stype1 be the sum that we wish to estimate. Applying partial summation and then
using the fact that 3 _ e(nt) < min(y, ||t||~") for any real numbers y > 1 and ¢, we have

X 1
v 1 Ymin [ =— — ).
E (logn)’e(mnd) < (log X/m)" min (dm +1, ||dm«9||)

n<X/m
n=cm (mod d)
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This implies that

X 1
|Stype1| < (log X)" ZThS Z jee(m \mm( +1 "ldm 9||>

d<D m<M

Next, we write d’ = dm, so that d < DM. Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
Corollary 5.2 along with the fact that |a| < Tj,, - log"2, we have

N2\ 1/2 1/2
(Stypet] < (log X )v+h2 (X Z %) ( Z min (X Hd}en))

d<DM d<DM
DM qH 1\
< (log X)"*" X (log X ) +5)°/2 (— i q_) (log X),

where we have used the fact that 3 _ 7,(n)?/n < (log y)"* for any real number y > 2 and
for any integer 2 > 1. The above estimate on simplification yields the desired result. UJ

6. TYPE Il ESTIMATES

We use Vinogradov’s method to estimate the Type II sums in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1 (Point wise Type II estimate). Let M, N > 1 be such that MN < X. Let 0 =
a/q + B with (a,q) = 1, |B| < 1/¢* and q < X. Suppose o and a are two arithmetic
functions supported in [M,2M] and [N, 2N)|, respectively, and satisfy |a1|, |az| < Ty - log for
some fixed integer h > 1. Let ¢ and d be non-zero positive integers such that (c,d) = 1. Then,
we have

1/2
(6.1) ‘ Z al(m)ag(n)e(mne)‘ < X( + = q_) (log X)"*+2,
mn=c (mod d)

where H = 1+ || X.

Proof. Let x be Dirichlet character modulo d. Then, by the orthogonality of Dirichlet charac-
ters, we bound the sum in the left-hand side of (6.1) as

<o X | X ammatoem)|

mod d mn<X
x ) m~Mn~N

Now we use Lemma 5.3 with o - x and « -  to estimate the sum over mn < X and the trivial
bound to sum over (d) characters modulo x to show that the above sum is

M N gH 1\
6.2) < XY2|au |2 ||a2H2< +—+q—+q—) (log ¢ X).

Next, we recall that |a |, |as| < T, - log to obtain
(6.3)

foullllall < (3 Th<m>2)1/2 (= Th<n>2)1/2<1ogx>2 < (MN)2(log X)*+,
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using the fact that 3 _ 7,(n)* < y(log y)"*~1 for any real number y > 2. Substituting the
estimate from (6.3) in (6.2) and using the fact that M N < X and ¢ < X completes the proof
of the lemma. O]

In the next lemma, we improve the bounds of the previous lemma by taking advantage of
averaging.

Lemma 6.2. Let c be a fixed non-zero integer. Let D1, Dy, M, N > 1 be such that
MN < X, DM<X and DDiN < X.

Let 0 = a/q+ B with (a,q) =1,
functions with support [M,2M] and [N,2N|, respectively, and satisfy |a1|, || < T3, - log for
some fixed integer h > 1. Then, for any integer hy > 1, we have

ZZ T, (dy) ((}rcllax Z ay(m)as(n)e(mnb)

di~Dy mn<X
do~Do m~Mn~N
(cdy,d2)=1 mn=c’ (mod d1)
mn=c (mod d2)
DM (DiDy)? DiDIN 1 (¢H)'* 1 i h24h? /245
<<X< Tt Ty Di/4+ i gy (os X0,

where H =1+ || X.

Proof. The proof of the lemma is closely related to the proofs of [Mat09, Proposition 9] and
[Mik00, Theorem (p. 352)], but for the convenience of the reader we include the proof here. We
will estimate the sum:

Stypenn i= ZZ T, (dy) max Z aj(m)az(n)e(mnb)|.

c,dy)

di~D1 m]\r/z[<X N
do~Do mn~ Ve
(edy,d2)=1 mn=c’ (mod d,)

mn=c (mod d2)

Let us assume that the maximum over ¢ is attained at ¢y,. Let A(dy,ds) € C be of absolute
value 1 whenever ¢ = ¢y, and (dy,cq,) = (dy,dy) = (do,c¢) = 1 for dy ~ Dy and dy ~ Ds.
Then, we have

Stpen = > T (d) Y aa(m) Y AMdi,da) > as(n)e(mnd).

di~D1 m~ M do~Do mn<X
n~N
mn=cq; (mod di)

mn=c (mod d2)
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We apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain
2

> ANdid) Y as(n)e(mnb)
da~Ds2 n<X/m

n~N
mn=cq; (mod d1)

mn=c (mod d2)

< Di(log X" Yenl3 > Y > |cta(ny) ()]

di~D1 d27d’2~D2 ’le,’rLQNN
(dodly,d1)=1 (n1,d1d2)=(n2,d1d3)=1

X i Z e(m(ny —ns)0)
m~M
m<min(X/n1,X/n2)
mni=mna=cq, (mod dq)
mni=c (mod da)
mn2=c (mod dj)

<Dilog X" a3 Y Y Y > | (n)) 2

[Srypen|* < Di(log X)" a3 Y D

di~D1 m~M

di~D1 dQ,dIQNDQ je{1,2} nyi,na~N
(dad,d1)=1 (n1,d1d2)=(nz,d1d5)=1
X ’ E e(m(m — HQ)G)
mn~M

m<min(X/n1,X/n2)
mni1=mna=cq, (mod d1)
mni=c (mod dz)
mnz=c (mod dj)

using the fact |ap(n1)as(n2)] < Jag(ng)|? + |as(ng)|?.

The above congruences mn; = mny = c¢q, (mod dy), mny = ¢ (mod ds), and mn,
¢ (mod dj) have a solution in m if and only if (ny,d;dy) = (no,didy) = 1 and ny
ny (mod dy(ds,d,)). Then, we have a unique solution m = h’ (mod d,[ds,d,]) for some
' €{0,1,...,dy[do,dy] — 1}. Next, we write

ny —Ng = n/dl(dg, d/2) and m = h, + m'dl [dg, dé]
so that |n/| < 4N/d;(dy, dy) and m' < 1+ M/d;[ds, d]. This implies that

m(ny —ny) = h'n'dy(dy, dy) + didydyn'm’.

Then, we have

Snpenl” < Dillog X arl} 0 303 Jaa(n)?

di~D1 dy,dy~Dy ni~N
(d2 d’z ,di)=1

> e(m'n'dfdzdge)'

m/

<D

‘TL,|<4N/d1 (dz,dé)
< Dy (log X)) e 3] a3

M 1
6.4 X min +1, .
©4 DD > (dl[dz,d;] ||n'd%d2dae||)

di~D1 dz,déNDz |’fll‘<4N/d1(d2,d,2)
(dady,d1)=1
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The terms with n’ = 0 in (6.4) contribute

> M
< Di(log X)" a3l D- D (gﬁggq+1)
) 2

di~D1 dg,dy~D>
(d2dfy,d1)=1

2 2_
< DiM [Jan[3]lasl3(log X)"2 + (D1Ds)?[|an [13]| 2| 3(log X )",
using the fact that ), , _ 1/[h1, ho] < (logy)?® for any y > 2. Therefore,

|&Wﬂﬁ«wMﬂaMﬂabgmﬁ*{MDxbng+Dﬂﬁ

M 1
(6.5) DYDY ) (mw%%J HWﬁ@@mJ}

di~Dy dg,déNDz 1§\n’|<4N/d1 (d27d,2)
(dgdé,dﬂ:l

Next, we write n'dyd, = d”, so that
AD2N
D, ’

0 < [d"| = [n|dady = |n'|(da, d5)[da, d5] <

since 0 < |n'| < 4N/dy(ds,d,) and d; ~ D;. Moreover,
M Mdi(do,dy)lw'| _ MN
dildz, dy]  di|n|dady di|d"|

The above reduction yields

Speal? < lo lloalB{ (D101 + D2DR) o )44

2 MN 1
(6.6) + Dy (log X)M™! T3(d" min( e )}
s D, 2wl min G+ L T

di~D1 1<|d"|<D2N/D;

We observe that if D3N/D; < 1, then we can bound the sum

MN 1
T5(d” min( +1, ) <
2 D @min | G L gy ) <

di~D1 1<|d"|<D2N/D;

MN
> <7+1) < M+ Dy.
1

1~Dq

Therefore, we can assume that D%N /Dy > 1, otherwise the sum over d” in (6.6) can be
bounded trivially as above. Without loss of generality, we can assume that d” > 0 in the above
sum.

Next, we apply Lemma 5.4 with ¢ = 1/4 and recalling that M N < X to obtain

MN 1
D ") mi 1
1 Z Z T3(d") min <d%d” + 1 Hd%du@H)

di~D1 0<d"<D2N/D;
Dy Y Y @) min (e 1,
&dr " @]

di~Dy d'~J

< (log X) max
1<J<D2N/D:

1 g 1\
< {DlDSN—FX(E + qy + q—H) }(IOgX)g.
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Hence, from the above estimate together with (6.6), and recalling from (6.3) that || |2 ||asl|2 <
X'2(log X)"**+1, we obtain

1o 5o ) 1 gH 1\ /4 172
|STypeII|<<X/ (MD1+D1D2+D1D2N+X(E+Y+Q—H) )
% (logX)h2+h%/2+5,
The above estimate on simplification completes the proof of the lemma. 0

Let us now combine Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 to obtain the following special case of Type
IT sums. In particular, we will use an optimization idea due to Mikawa [MikO00].

Corollary 6.3. Let D, M, N > 1 be such that
DM <X, N<M and MN < X.

Let 0 = a/q + B with (a,q) = 1 and |3| < 1/¢* Suppose a; and oy are two arithmetic
functions supported in [M,2M] and [N,2N)], respectively, and satisfy |a1|, |az| < T3, - log for
some fixed integer h > 1. Furthermore, let H = 1 + |5|X and qH € [1,X]|. Then for any
integer hy > 1, we have

Z T, (d) - (max

c,d)=1

> an(m)as(n)e(mnb)

d~D mn<X
m~Mn~
mn=c (mod d)
DM D> MY (qH)Y/? 1\ K22
=z = 1/24+5
<<X( e + ~ +X1/9 + X1/ +(qH)1/9) (log X) :

Proof. Let 2; be the sum we wish to estimate in the corollary. Then, by Lemma 6.1 and the
fact that N < M, we have

M qH 1\ 2
6.7 YW DX =+ +—] (logX)"Hmth,
(6.7) 1 < <X+X+qH) (log X)
Next, we apply Lemma 6.2 with Dy = D and D, = 1 along with the fact that N < M to obtain
D? 1 (qH)Y* 1

DM i h2+h3 /245
(68) 21 <X T+Y+D1/4 X1/4 +(qH)1/4 (lOgX) .

From the inequalities (6.7) and (6.8), we obtain
(6.9)

DM
¥ < X2{—+

X Tx T xum
X (10gX)2h2+h%+10.
Next, we have

. 1 D>M N D%qH N D>\ _ (1 89 rp2y N D%qH . D2\ '?
min — — . —
DU+ X X qH)™

D?  (qH)Y* N 1 i 1 D*M N D?qH N D?
(s T\ D T X X | gH
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Finally, we substitute the above estimate in (6.9) along with the fact that ¢H € [1, X| to com-
plete the proof of the corollary. U

Now we combine Lemma 6.2 and Corollary 6.3 to deduce the following corollary.
Corollary 6.4. Let Dy, Dy, M, N > 1 be such that
DiM <X, N<M, and MN < X.

Suppose that oy and aq are two arithmetic functions supported in [M,2M] and [N,2N], re-
spectively, and satisfy |a1|, |as| < 1), - log for some fixed integer h > 1. Let 0 = a/q + [ with
(a,q) = 1 and |B| < 1/q>. Furthermore, let H =1+ || X and qH € [1, X]. Set

S = ZZ Z ag(m)az(n)e(mnb)

d1~D1 mn<X

dQNDQ mNM,nNN
(did2,c)=1 mn=c (mod didz)
(d1,d2)=1

Then the following estimates hold.
(a) If DiD3N < X, we have

s< (DM | (DiD2)?*  D\DIN MO . (Do M)Y5 (qH)YO L1 12
X X X X1/9 X1/5 X1/9 (¢H)'/°
x (log X )" +7.
(b) IfDng’/2 < X2 we have
S<x DM . (D1 Dy)? Dng’/z MY9  (DyM)Y5  (qH)YO N 1 1/2
X X X1/2 X1/9 X1/5 X1/9 (¢H)'/"
x (log X)"+7.
Proof. We apply Lemma 6.2 with h; = 1 and ¢’ = ¢ to obtain
(6.10)
DM (DiDy)* DyDIN 1 (qH)Y 1\ h2re
S<<X< e + X + e Di/él + i/ + (QH)1/A (log X)" ™.

Next, we write d = dyds, so that d € [DyD,,4D1D5]. We then apply Corollary 6.3 with
D = DD, and h; = 2 to obtain

Dy Dy M +(D1D2>2 MYO  (qH)'? 1

1/2
h2+7
(6.11) S<<X< < % <75+ 57 +(qH)1/9) (log X)" 7.

From the inequalities (6.10) and (6.11), we obtain

DM (DDy)> MY?  (qH)Y? 1
2 )(2 1 1472
5] < { X X Xvo o X1/9 +(qH)1/9
. (DiD3N 1 DDyM oh2
6.12 log X )20~ +14
(6.12) +m1n< e + i/4, X (log X) ,
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where we have used the fact that ¢H € [1, X|. Now we optimize the right-hand side of the
above expression to obtain

. (DiD(N 1 DiD;M Dy D3N 1 \**(DyD,M\?
min 71 < + /4
X D, X X D, X
D1D3N  (DyM)Y?
X X1/5

Substituting the above estimate in (6.12) completes the proof of the part (a) of the corollary.
Next, we note that

L (DDIN 1 DiDeMY _(DIDIN DiDyM 12 1 \"®/DD,M\"?
min . — —_—
X Di/ X X X Di/ 4 X
Dy D3?  (DyM)Y?
X1/2 + X1/5
The above estimate together with (6.12) completes the proof of part (b). 0

<

<

7. EXPONENTIAL SUMS OVER PRIMES IN ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS

7.1. A general exponential sum estimate over primes in arithmetic progressions. We con-
sider a general exponential sum estimate. Our key aim is to reduce the exponential sum over
primes in arithmetic progressions into estimating Type I and Type II sums via the Vaughan
identity.

Proposition 7.1 (General exponential sum over primes in arithmetic progressions). Let 6 > 0
be small and let b be a fixed positive integer. Suppose that o is an arithmetic function such that
o is supported in [1, D] with D < X'/?79, |o| < 7, and for each d in the support of o, c, is
some reduced residue class modulo d.

Let 0 = a/q + 8 with (a,q) = 1 and |3| < 1/¢* Furthermore, let H = 1 + |3|X and
qH € [1,X]. For any arithmetic functions oy, as, az with |y, |asl, |as| < T - log, suppose
that the following two conditions holds.

(I) For j € {0, 1}, and for some constant C; > 0, we have

E o(d) E ai(m)(logn)’e(mnf)| < X <zt e (log X)“*.
d<D mn<X (q )
(d,b)=1 1<m<X1/3

mn=cq (mod d)

(II) For N < M, M N < X, and for some constant Cy > 0, we have

(qH)*? 1 C
max ‘ Z, o(d) ZX ag(m)ag(n)e(mne)' <<X< o7 + QI (log X)“2.
MNSX?3 (0, m RSN

mn=cq (mod d)

Then, we have

5/2
Soot) X et s X (Y + i ) Ges 0

d<D n<X (qH)
(d,b)=1 n=cy (mod d)
(n,b)=1

where C3 = max{Cy, Cy + 3}.
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Proof. We may drop the condition (n, b) = 1 in the sum. Indeed, the contribution of (n,b) > 1
is

<[> old ) A(n)e(n@)‘ < D(log D)(log X)t(b)
d<D n<X
(d,b)=1 n=cy (mod d)
(n,b)>1
B H 1/2+6
o X010 X)? i X - 10 X2
which is negligible. Therefore, we can focus on bounding the following sum
(7.1) Si= > old Y. An)e(nd).
d<D n<X
(d,b)=1 n=cq (mod d)

Let U = X'/3. Then, by Vaughan’s identity (see [Koul9, Lemma 23.1]), we have
A(n) = A<y(n) + (p<v xlog)(n) — (f<u * 1)(n) — (Fov * 1)(n) + (psv * Asp * 1)(n),
where f = i<y * A<y and note that |f| < log. This allows us to write the sum in (7.1) as

5= S o) % (el + (uew xlog)(n) = Gar s (o

d<D n<X
(d,b)=1 n=cq (mod d)
= o 1))+ G+ Aoy ) Jel)
(72) :Zl+22 —23—Z4+25,
say.
Since A < log, we can bound the sum YJ; as
(7.3)
P X(gH)"?
¥ < (log X) C;) T(d)( —+ 1) < (X2 4 D)(log X)? < X1? <« i
(d,b)=1

Next, we estimate the sums >, and >3 using condition (I) with oy € {NS x1/3, f< x1/3} to
obtain

(qH )" 1
(7.4) 2, X3 <<X< iz T (GH) (log X)“1.

Now we estimate the sum >4 given by

Si= Y o(d > f(m)e(mnd).

d<D mn<X
(d,b)=1 mn=cq (mod d)
Xx1/3 §m§X2/3

By a dyadic decomposition of summation ranges, we find that

Y, < (log X)® max max max g o(d g m)e(mnb)|.
4 ( & ) 1<D'<D X1/3<M<X2/3 1<N<X?2/3 ( ) f( ) ( )
- - - - d~D' mn<X
(d,b)=1 mn=cq (mod d)
m~Mn~N

MN<X
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Now we can apply condition (IT) with {as, a3} = {f< x1/s, 1} by considering whether M or N
is longer or not. The key point is that both M, N < X?/3. Therefore, we obtain

(qH)*? 1

Co+3
X + (qH)5/2)(logX) 23

Similarly, by a dyadic decomposition of summation ranges in X5, we have

(7.5) Yy K X(

3
Y5 < (log X) (Jax o Jpax Z o(d) Z A(m)(psx1/3 * 1)(n)e(mnd)|.
- d~D’ mn<X
(d,b)=1 mnchv[(mo?vd)
"MNEX

Since both M, N € [X'/3, X?/3], without the loss of generality we can assume N < M and
apply condition (II) with ay = A y1/3 and ag = p1- x1/3 * 1 to obtain

(qH)5/2 1 Co+3
(7.6) 25<<X< ot G (log X)©2+3,
Hence, substituting the estimates from (7.3), (7.4), (7.5), (7.6) in (7.2) completes the proof of
the proposition. U

Remark 7.1. Note thatif 6 > 0 small, 6; € {,0/2}, and 0o, 03 > 1, then we have the following
estimate

11 (gH)™ 1 (¢H)” 1
+ + + <
X0 o X6 X3 (qH)53 X1 (qH)51
where H = 1+ |B|X and ¢H € [1, X].
We will use the above estimate in several occasions in the paper.

(7.7)

7.2. Exponential sum estimates over primes in arithmetic progression. We now employ
Proposition 7.1 to establish the following exponential sum estimate.

Proposition 7.2 (Exponential sum over primes in arithmetic progressions). Let 6 > 0, let b be
a fixed positive integer, and let D < X370, Let = a/q + B with (a,q) = 1 and || < 1/¢>
Furthermore, let H = 1+ |B|X and qH € [1, X|. Then for some constant Cy, we have

(qH)*? 1 ) c
7.8 max A(n)e(nf)| <ps X + log X)™!
(d,b)=1 n=c mod d)
e

Proof. Without the loss of generality, we may assume that the maximum over c is attained at c,.
Let A\(d) € C be of absolute value 1 whenever ¢ = ¢4 and (d, bcy) = 1 for d € [1, D], so that

> max Z A(n)e(n ‘ DA ) An)e(nd).

d< d<D n<X
(d,b)=1 n=c mod d) (d7b):1 n=cy (mod d)
(n, b) (n,b)=1

We may now use Proposition 7.1 with o = X to establish the required bound. Note that |\| < 1
in this case. So, it is enough to estimate the Type I and Type II sums.
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Verifying condition (I): Recall that Type I sum in this case is of the following form,

Yypel = Z (%2)2(1 Z ay(m)(logn)! e(mnb)
d<D n<X
(d,b)=1 mn=c (mod d)
1<m<X1/3
where |o;| < T, - log and j € {0,1}. We apply Lemma 5.5 with M = X3, v = 1, by = 2,
hy, = 1 and hs = 1 and Remark 7.1 to obtain
(QH)6/2 1 8
2Typel<< X( X6/2 + (qH)‘VZ (IOgX) s

Y

as desired.
Verifying condition (II): We wish to estimate the following Type II sum

Yvpe Il = max max as(m)as(n)e(mnd
wnm w3 x| 3D camas(ne(mnt)
M,N<X?/3 &~ mn
N<MNM<x (@b)=1 m~ MmN

mn=c (mod d)

where ||, |as| < Ty - log h. Recalling that D < X'/379 we may apply Corollary 6.3 with
h =2 and h; = 1 and Remark 7.1 to obtain

(qgH)*" 1
ZTypeII<<)(< X2 + (I (10gX)10.

This completes the verification of condition (II), and hence the proof of the proposition. 0

7.3. Exponential sum over primes in arithmetic progressions with composite moduli. We
now establish the exponential sum over primes in arithmetic progressions with composite mod-
uli, which is one of the key inputs to prove Theorem 2.

Proposition 7.3 (Exponential sum over primes with composite moduli). Let 0 > 0 be small,
and let b be a fixed positive integer. Let D, € [1, X'/3~°] and Dy € [1, X'/°). Let 0 = a/q + B3
with (a,q) = 1 and || < 1/q*. Furthermore, let H = 1 + |3|X and qH € [1,X]. Let c be a
fixed non-zero integer. Then for some constant Cy > 0, we have

‘ (qH)? 1
(7.9) d<ZD MZ ZX A(n)e(nﬁ)‘ <ps X ( or gy (log X)C2,
=P D2 n=c (rril<od did2)
(n,b)=1

where x in the sum denotes the conditions (dy, dy) = (dyds, bc) = 1.

Proof. We write

>

> A(n)e(n@)‘:ZZ)\(dl,dg) > An)e(nd),

d1<D1d2<D> n<X d1<D; n<X
n=c (mod d;d2) d2<D> n=c (mod did2)
(n,b)=1 (n,b)=1

where \(d;, dy) is a complex number of absolute value 1 whenever (dyds, bc) = (dy,dy) = 1
with d; € [1, Dy] and dy € [1, D5]. We now apply Proposition 7.1 with

o(d)= > Mdi,dy),
dida=d
d;j<D;Vj
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to establish the proposition. Note that |o| < T in this case. So, it is enough to estimate the Type
I and Type II sums.

We can use Lemma 5.5 to estimate the Type I sums, which is similar to the proof of Proposi-
tion 7.2, so that condition (I) holds in Proposition 7.1.

For Type II sums, we need to estimate the following sum

Yrypenn 1=  max ZZ Z ay(m)as(n)e(mnd)|,

D!.Dly,M,N
leDﬁ mn<X
dy~D), mn=c (mod did2)
(didgbe)=1  M~Mn~N
(d1,d2)=1

where ||, |as| < T3 - log and the maximum is taken over those D', D, M, N that satisfy
(7.100 D, e[1,Dy], Dye[l,Dy), M,N<X* MN<X, and N <M.

We divide our analysis of the above Type II sum into two cases:
Case 1: Suppose that M < X'/2. Then we write d = d;ds so that d,dy € [D} D}, 4D} D}]. We
can now apply Corollary 6.3 with A = 2 and h; = 2 to obtain

Sawn € 30 1] Y ax(mlasn)etun)

D<D1D: (dc,ll;)[il mn;ncn(fn)éd d)
m~Mn~N
DM D2 M1/9 (qH)l/Q 1 1/2 u
< I]{/l[fi]\)[( X(T_'_Y—i_Xl/g + Xl/g +(qH)1/9) (10gX) .
D<D1Ds

Note that by assumption D; < X379 and D, < X'/9. This implies that D; D, < X*/97% <
X1/2-0 Therefore,

(qH)"? 1
Yrypent K X( o7 + (GH)T2 (log X )"

by Remark 7.1.
Case 2: Now we consider the case M > X /2. In this case, we have N < X'/2. So, applying
Corollary 6.4 (b) with h = 2, we obtain

(DM (DIDG? DYDY MY (DR ()
X X X1/2 X1/9 X1/5 X1/9

EType i < max
D!,D},M,N

1 1/2
+ W) (IOgX)H.

Recall the relation (7.10), and note by assumption that D; < X'/37% and D, < X/, so that
DDy < X4979 and DIDS’/2 < X1/2-% Therefore, by Remark 7.1, we have

(qH)*" 1
ZTypeII<<)(< Xo/2 +(qH)5/2 (10gX)11.

The above two cases complete our analysis of Type II sum estimates. Hence, this completes
the proof of the proposition. U
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7.4. Exponential sum over primes with a well-factorable function. We now establish expo-
nential sum over primes in arithmetic progressions weighted by a well-factorable function (see
Definition 1.1 for the notion of well-factorable).

Proposition 7.4 (Well-factorable exponential sum estimate). Let & > 0 and let b be a fixed
positive integer. Let ¢ be a fixed non-zero integer and let & : N — R be a well-factorable
function of level D € [1, X279 with |¢] < 1. Let § = a/q + B for some (a,q) = 1 and
|8| < 1/q?. Furthermore, let H = 1+ || X and qH € [1, X]. Then for some constant Cs > 0,
we have

3 (qH)""? 1 o
(7.11) &(d g A(n)e(nd) <, X( + log X)™*.
d<D @ n<X et <o X0 (q¢H )7 ( )
(d,bc)=1 n=c (mod d)
(n,b)=1

Proof. If D < X'/37% we can apply Proposition 7.2 and the fact that || < 1 to establish the
required bound in the proposition with C3 = C}. Therefore, we can assume that D > X 1/379
for the rest of the proof.

We will use Proposition 7.1 with o(d) = £(d) for d € (X'/37%, X1/27%], The calculations for
the Type I sums are analogous to, as in the proof of Proposition 7.2. We can apply Lemma 5.5
to estimate the Type I sum, so that condition (I) holds in Proposition 7.1. The key difference is
the estimate for the Type II sums. So, we will explain the Type II sum estimates in this case. In
order to do that, we must estimate the following Type II sum:

Zwell—fac,Type Im-= Dr’r,lj\z/i}},(N g S(d) E aq (m)ag(n)e(mné) ,
d~D' mn<X
(d,bc)=1 mn=c (mod dyd2)
m~Mn~N

where |ay |, |ae| < Ts - log and the maximum is taken over those D', M and N that satisfy
D' e (XYV38 XY?=9 M, N<X?) N<M, MN<X.

As in the proof of Proposition 7.3, we divide the analysis of Yyeiifac, Type 1T INtO tWO cases:
Case 1: Suppose that M < X'/2. We apply Corollary 6.3 with h = 2, hy = 1, and the fact that
|€| < 1 to obtain

(qH)°? 1
Zwell—fac,Type n << X( X5/2 + (qH)5/2 (lOg X)lo.

Case 2: Suppose that M € [X'/2, X?/3]. For any d ~ D’ in the support of £, we write
d= d1d2 with (dl, dg) =1 for dl ~ Dl and d2 ~ DQ,
so that D; Dy =< D' < D < X/279_ We take

D/X1/2
eV
Since D' € (X379 X127 and M € [X'/2,X%?], we have D; < D’ and D'X'/? > M.
Therefore,
DM D,DiN Dy M < 1
X X - XU
Therefore, we can now apply Corollary 6.4 (a) with h = 2 to obtain

<X <X
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Zwell—fac,Type I

< (log X)? Der?E(D/ ZZ Z ay(m)as(n)e(mnb)

di~D mn<X
da~Do m~M,n~N
(d1d2,bc)=1 mn=c (mod didz)
(d1,d2)=1
DM (DyD,)> D,D2N MY? (DyM)/> H)Y/9 1 1/2
<<maXXl+(l2)+l2 Jr(2) (Q)Jr
DiDa=D X X X X 1/9 X1/5 X1/9 (qH)'/?
x (log X)*

(QH)(w 1 13

The above two cases cover the entire range for the Type II sums. Therefore, condition (II)
holds in Proposition 7.1. Hence, this completes the proof of the proposition. U

7.5. Exponential sum over primes with semi-linear sieve. We will use Lemma 3.4 to esti-
mate the exponential sum in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.5 (Semi-linear sieve exponential sum estimate). Let ¢ > 0 be small and let
§ € (0,1073). Let b be a fixed positive integer. Let \,, be a lower bound semi-linear sieve
weights of level D € [2, X 7(1=4)=<], qs given in Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. Let 0 = a/q + f3
with (a,q) = 1 and |8| < 1/¢* Furthermore, let H = 1 + |3|X and qH € [1, X]. Then, for
some constant Cy > 0, we have

(7.12) D (@) D0 An)e(nf) <ppe X

(T

d<D n<X X072 (¢H)
(d,2_b):1 n=1 (mod d)
n=3 (mod 8)
(n,b)=1

The above proposition is closely related to [Ter18, Theorem 1.5]. In fact, we will borrow a
few ideas from [Ter18] to establish the above proposition.

Proof. It D < X'/'0 the estimate in (7.12) follows from Proposition 7.2. So, we may assume
throughout the proof that D > X1/10,

We now apply Proposition 7.1 with 0 = A_,,. In order to do that, we consider the following
Type I and Type II sums:

SemTypel = Y Awm(@) D> a(m)log’(n)e(mnb),

d<D mn<X
(d,2b)=1 mn=1 (mod d)
mn=3 (mod 8)
me[l,X1/3)
Esem, Type Il += max E : )‘sem E ai (m)a2 (n)e(mne) )
dND’ mn<X
(d,2b)= mn=1 (mod d)

mn=3 (mod 8)
m~Mn~N
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where j € {0, 1}, |a|, |a1], |as| < T3 - log and the maximum is over those D', M, N that satisfy
(7.13) D e [XV10 x70-49)-<) A N< X3 N< M, MN<X.

First, we use Lemma 5.5 to estimate the type I sum with hy = 2, hy = 1,hg = 1, M < X/3
and D < X3(1-49)/7=¢ {4 obtain

(¢H) 1 5
Esem,TypeI < X( X0 + (qH)6 (IOgX) .

This implies that condition (I) holds in Proposition 7.1.
Next, by orthogonality of the Dirichlet characters xys modulo 8, we have

D Aamld) > ar(m)xs(m)az(n)xs(n)e(mno))|.

|Zsem, Type H| S max
D',M,N

d~D’ mn<X
(d,2b)=1 mn=c (mod d)
m~Mn~N

Next, we divide our analysis of the sum Ygem, Type i1 IntO tWO cases.
Case 1: Suppose that M < X1/2, In this case, we use Corollary 6.3 with D = D', ¢ = 1,
h =2, hy = 1, and the facts that [\ | < 1and D’ < X3/7 < X1/2=2 {0 obtain

(gH) 1 10
Esem, Type I < X( X0 + (qH)‘S (log X) .

Case 2: Suppose that M € [X'/2) X?/3]. The assumption on M implies that N < X'/2, We
now consider two subcases.
Case 2(a): Suppose that D' € [X1/10, X30-49)/T=<] and D' < X'~29-< /[, Recalling that
| Aem| < 1, and by Corollary 6.3 with D = D', c =1, h = 2, h; = 1, we obtain
D'M D)2 M1/9 H 1/9 1 1/2
+ ( ) + (q ) + (logX)lO.
X X X1/9 X1/9 (qH)'/?
By assumption, D'M/X < X2~ < X=2 D/ < X3/7 < X122 and M < X?/3, s0 by
Remark 7.1 we have

Zsem, Type I < max
D',M,N

5
Dsem, Type 1T K X<(q§16) + (q;[)5> (log X)™.

Case 2(b): Finally, we consider the case when D’ € [X1/10, X3(1-49)/T=¢) and D’ > X1-20-<" /\[.
Note that the sifting parameter associated with A\ is < X/3720-2¢"  We fix a parameter
Dy € [X1/3-20-2¢  x3(1-48)/7-¢] (0 be chosen shortly. Then any d ~ D’ in the support of A,

can be written as d = dyd, with d; € [X/1°, Dg] and dyd2 < X'~%-2" /D,

We take Dy = X'~20-<" /M. Note that since M € [X'/2, X?/3], this implies that D, >
X1/3-20-* and by assumption, Dy = X1_25_52/M < D' < X3(1-49)/T—¢ g5 [ emma 3.4 is
applicable in this case. Next, we perform a dyadic decomposition of the range of the variables
dy and d», so that

1-46—2¢2
dy ~ Dy, dy ~ Dy, where XY <« D, <D, DD2< —5— D1Dy =< D'
0
Therefore, we have
X1—26 X1—46 M

(7.14) X"« D, < and D;D3 <

<o
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By Lemma 6.2 with h = 2 and h; = 1, we obtain

Bentpen € (02 X0? e S50 | Y amv(mastma(ale(mn)

D1 Dy=<D’
M,N di~D1 mn<X
da~D2 m~M
(d1d2,2bc)=1 mMn=c (mod di1d2)
(d1,d2)=1
DM  (D{Dy)> DD3?N 1 /A4 1 1/2
< max X([= +(12)+ 175 +(Q) n
Dy Dy=<D’ X X X D1/4 X1/4 (qH)1/4
M,N 1
x (log X)*.

Using (7.14), recalling from (7.13) that
DDy < D' < Xx30-9)/T== " NN < X, M< X3,
and by Remark 7.1, we have

(q;f&) + (q[l-[)5) (log X)*2.

The above cases cover the entire range for the Type II sums. Noting that § > 0/2, we see that
condition (II) holds in Proposition 7.1. Hence, this completes the proof of the proposition. [

2sem, Type IT < X(

Remark. We note that our proof of Case 2(b) in Proposition 7.5 can be generalized to any well-
factorable sieve weights of level D as long as D < X'/2-20_ The same idea will feature in the
proof of Proposition 7.6.

7.6. Exponential sum with linear sieve. We will Lemma 3.6 to establish Proposition 7.6 given
below.

Proposition 7.6 (Linear sieve exponential sum estimate). Let ¢ > 0 be small and let 6 €
(0,1073]. Let b be a fixed positive integer. Let N be an upper bound linear sieve weights of
level D € [2, X'/272=¢] as given in Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6. Let L be a real number such
that [ € [XY/3=2—¢ X2/3+204<] and let b be a bounded arithmetic real-valued function. Let
0 = a/q+ B with (a,q) = 1 and || < 1/q*. Furthermore, let H =1+ |3|X and q¢H € [1, X].

Then for some constant C'5 > 0, we have

OGS A(n)e((%n—i—l)@)

d<D ¢~ n<X/20
(d, 2b)=1 (€,b)=1 20n+1=0 (mod d)
¢n=1 (mod 4)
(n,b)=1

(¢H)° 1 ;
X + (qH)é)(logX)C.

Proof. Let Y, be the sum we wish to estimate. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition
7.5.

We note that h(¢) is supported on [L, 2L) with L € [X /37205 X2/3+20+] We can proceed
in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 7.5.

We begin with a dyadic decomposition of the range of n variable, say n ~ N in the sum
Yiin. Note that since L € [X/3720—¢ X2/3+20+¢] and n < X/2(, we have that N < X?2/3+20+¢
Moreover, we also have that [ < X?2/3+20+¢

(7.15) <<b,5,€X<
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We therefore define two new parameters M’ and N’, where

M' =max{L,N}, N’ =min{L, N}, sothat N'M' <X, N' M < X?/3+2te
We also perform a dyadic decomposition on the range of d variable, say d ~ D', with D’ < D.
Similarly to the proof of Proposition 7.5, we introduce Dirichlet characters y, modulo 4 to
detect the congruence condition /n = 1 (mod 4). Therefore, we have

> AL > ai(m)az(n)e(mnb)),

Yin < (log X)? max

I N/
d~D’ mn<X
(d,2b)=1 mn=—1 (mod d)
m~M' n~N'

where for m ~ {M’ N'},
{ar(m), az(m)} = {b(m)xa(m) - Lonpy=1, A(m/2)xa(m/2) + Limjap)=1, 2jm }

and the maximum is over those D’, M’, N’ that satisfy
(7.16) D' ¢ 2, X122 M N < X¥32te N <M, MN < X.

Note that since b is bounded and A < log, we have ||, |as| < log. We also recall from Lemma
3.5 that |\ ] < 1.
Next, we divide our analysis of the above sum into three cases.
Case 1: Suppose that D’ < X'/1° We can then apply Corollary 6.3 with D = D’ and h; =
h =1 to obtain
(qH) 1

Yiin € X log X)°.
1 < ( X6 +(qH)5)(Og )

For the rest of the two cases, we can assume that D’ > X1/10,
Case 2: Suppose that M’ < X'/2 and D' € [X/10 X1/2-20=¢] In this case, we may apply
Corollary 6.3 with D = D', c = —1, h = h; = 1 to obtain
(QH)6 1 9
Ylin X log X)”.
s ( X0 gy ) o)

Case 3: Suppose that M’ € [X1/2) X?/3+20+¢] The assumption on M’ implies that N’ < X1/2,
We now consider two subcases.

Case 3(a): Suppose that D' € [X'/10, X1/2-20~¢] and D' < X'~20=" /A", We apply Corollary
6.3withD = D', ¢ = —1, h = h; = 1 to obtain

(D/M/ (D/)z (M/)l/Q

(qH)l/g 1 1/2 :
X + ~ X1/ X1/ +(qH)1/9 (log X)".

By assumption, DM’ /X < X272 < X=20 )’ < X2/3+20+¢ gnd D' < X1/2-29-¢_ There-
fore, by Remark 7.1, we see that

Yiin < (log X)? pmax X

+

(qH)5 1 9
log X')”.
<7 T Q) (log X)
Case 3(b): Finally, we consider the case when D’ € [X1/10 X1/2-20~<]and D' > X1-20-<* /][,
If d ~ D' we write d = dydy, so that dy, d, satisfy for every Dy € [X'/5 X1/2720=¢] the
inequalities d; € [X/1° Dg] and dyd2 < X'~%-2" /D,

Diin K X(
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We take Dy = X'~2~<* /M’, which is in the range [X'/5, X'/2-29-¢] by the assumption on
D’ and M’. This allows us to apply Lemma 3.4. Next, we do a dyadic decomposition of the
range of d; and d, variables so that

dy ~ Dy,dy ~ Dy, where X'Y/'° < Dy <Dy, DD?<X'"%2/Dy DDy=D

Therefore, we have

1-26—¢2 X1—25 1—46—2¢2 M’

1/10 2
X" <« D, < G < 7 and DyD; < D, < %%

Recalling from (7.16) that M’N’ < X and D’ < X/2720=¢ we can now use Lemma 6.2 to
obtain the desired estimate
DM’ (D;D,)*> D,D:N' 1 H)Y/A 1\
1 I (D1 Ds) I 15 (qH) i (logX)lO
X X X Di/4 X1/4 (¢H)1/A

Elin<< max X
Dy Dy=<D’
M',N'

1
(S Yoy

The above three cases cover the entire range for the sum Y, and hence, the proposition is
established. U

PART IV. CIRCLE METHOD

In this part of the paper, we establish Theorems 1-3, 5 and 6. We will use the circle method
and employ the exponential sums estimates from Part III to establish them.

8. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1-3, 5, AND 6

8.1. General Theorem. In this section, we consider a general theorem for an arithmetic func-
tion § satisfying some conditions (see Theorem 7) to prove our main results.

Theorem 7 (General Theorem). Let 6 > 0 and let b be an integer that is sufficiently large
in terms of 6. Let k be a positive integer and set X = b*. Let D be a real number such
that D € [1, X'/?). Letr € AN[0,b) with (r,b) = 1 and let s be a positive integer such that
(r—s,b) = 1. Let f be an arithmetic function supported on integers co-prime to b and |f| < log.
Suppose there exists an arithmetic function o such that o is supported on [1, D), |o| < T, and
for each d in the support of o, cq is some reduced residue class modulo d. Furthermore, assume
that the following three conditions hold.

(a) (Partial sum estimate) For any y € [X3/4, X], for any A > 0 and for any integer
d € [1, X), there exists a parameter \q such that |\;| < log X and the relation

Z f(n) =yAd+ Oap (@)

n<y
(n,d)=1

holds.
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(b) (Equidistribution estimate in arithmetic progressions) For any A, C' > 0, we have

y)\d X
Z Z max. max max Z f(n) — <LACh T
D asiionr” o (ed)= )=1 X3/4<y<X = o(dq) (log X)
(d,b)= alx n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)
where \; is as described in condition (a).

(c) (Exponential sum estimate) Consider 0 = a/q + 8 with (a,q) = 1 and |3| < 1/¢%

Furthermore, let H = 1 + |B|X and ¢H € [1,X]. Let w be such that w € (0,1)

and oy, < w/2 (where y, is given by the relation (9.4)). Then there exists an absolute

constant C' > 0 such that

(¢H)* 1 o
S ot X fetnd) <o X (4 g ) 0os )
(d,b)=1 n=cq (mod d)

Then, for any A > 0, we have

Ad b X<
(8.1) KZD a(d)( MZX f(n)la,(n+s) — @WMZXIA"(")) < Tog X7
(d,g):l n=cq (mod d)

where the implicit constant in Vinogradov’s notation < depends at most on A, b, 9, and w.

Remark. In Section 9 we will see that oy, given by (9.4) tends to 0 as b — oo. So, our assumption
that oy, < w/2 in condition (c) of Theorem 7 is justified.

Before embarking into the proof of Theorem 7, we explain how to use it to deduce Theorems
1-3, 5, and 6.

8.2. Proof of Theorems 1-3, 5 and 6. We begin with the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. We will show that for any A > 0,

X<
8.2 A(n)1 - ——— 1 —
(8.2) ;e > (n)14,(n) E A.(n)| Kaps (log X7
d<Xx1/3=6 n<X n<X
(d,b)=1 n=c (mod d)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that max (¢,d) = 1 is attained at some reduced
residue class c; modulo d. Then, in Theorem 7, we take f(n) = A(n)lp =1 for n < X,
D = X'/379 s = 0 and o to be the corresponding sign of the expression inside the absolute
value of the left-hand side of (8.2) whenever (d, bcy) = 1. Clearly, |o| =1 < T.

Now we check the three conditions in Theorem 7.
Verifying condition (a): The condition (a) with A\; = 1 follows from the Prime Number Theorem
[Dav00, Chapter 18] together with the fact that for any y > 2,

(8.3) > An) < (logbd)(logy).

n<y
(n,bd)>1
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Verifying condition (b): In order to verify condition (b), we will show that, for any A, C' > 0,
the relation

X
Aln) — —2 _
>, > max max EX >, AWl S| A g
dSlZ q<(log X)© (c,d)=1 (m,q)=1 _ nly
(d,b)=1 qlX n=c ((mor%id))
byt

holds. By (8.3), we can drop the condition (n, b) = 1 in the above sum with an admissible error
of <, X/37%(log X)¢*2. Therefore, it is enough to show that

X
Z Z max Imax max Z A(n) — —— | <LAchs "
d<D g<(log X)“ (1c<dc)<ci fnfz"fql Xilt<ysX n<y p(dq) (log X)

(db=1 " qx n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)

Since q|X = b* and (d,b) = 1, we have that (d, q) = 1. Without loss of generality, we can
assume that the maximum over (¢, d) = 1 is attained at some reduced residue class modulo d,
say, ¢q and the maximum over (m,q) = 1 is attained at m,, a reduced residue class modulo
q. Then, by the Chinese Remainder Theorem, the system of congruences n = ¢, (mod d) and
n = m, (mod ¢) has a unique solution modulo dg. Let us call this solution u4,. Then, we have

E E max max max
1<e<d 1<Sm<g X3/4<y<X

d<D o c ™ n<
@ SR o oot
(8.4) bt
)
< 7(d') ma A(n) — .
d'<D(log X)¢ n<y
n=uy (mod d’)
Note that 1 )
Y yllogy
A(n) — L —
Y aw- | < T

n<y
n=uy (mod d’)

So, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and by the Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem [Dav00,
Chapter 28], the sum in (8.4) is
o(d)? 1/2 1/2 X
X(log X — —
(o ) (e, < G
d'<D(log X)C
This completes the verification of condition (b).
Verifying condition (c): Condition (c) holds with w = 0/2 and C" = C by Proposition 7.2.
Since b is large in terms of §, we have oy, < /4.

Thus, the estimate (8.1) in Theorem 7 holds for A(n)l(nvb)zl for n < X. We can finally
replace A (1)1, =1 by A(n) for n € [1, X)) by noting that

Z Z A(n)14,(n) < D(logb)(log D) <45 X*/37°(log X)
d<D  n<X
n=cy (mod d)
(n,b)>1

y
2 M- o(d)

n<y
n=uy (mod d’)
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to complete the proof of Theorem 1.
OJ

The proofs of Theorems 2, 3 and 5 are similar to the above proof of Theorem 1. We will only
briefly explain the key changes in the set-up.

Proof of Theorem 2. We apply Theorem 7 with f(n) = A(n)1g,p=1 forn < X, s =0,cq = ¢
(a fixed reduced residue class),

o(d)= > Mdi,dy),
d=dida
d;j<D;Vj

where A(dy, ds) is a complex number of absolute value 1, and D = D1 Dy with D; < X 1/3-6
and Dy < X'/°. Note that |¢| < 7 in this case. We may now check three conditions of Theorem
7.
(i) It is evident that by the Prime Number Theorem [Dav00, Chapter 18], condition (a)
holds with \; = 1 forany d € [1, X).
(i) Condition (b) follows from the Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem [Dav00, Chapter 28]
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
(iii) Proposition 7.3 implies condition (¢) with w = §/2 and C" = Cs.
As noted above in the proof of Theorem 1, we can remove the co-primality condition (n, b) =
1 with an admissible error <, 5 X*/°~%(log X)?2. This establishes Theorem 2. O

Proof of Theorem 3. In order to prove Theorem 3, we take f(n) = A(n)ly, =1 for n < X,
s = 0,cq = c (a fixed reduced residue class), 0 = £ and D = X129 in Theorem 7. In
particular,

(i) condition (a) follows from the Prime Number Theorem [Dav00, Chapter 18] with \; =
1forany d € [1,X),
(i1) condition (b) follows from the Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem [Dav00, Chapter 28].,
(iii) Proposition 7.4 to check condition (c) with w = 6/2 and C’ = Cs.
In this case also, we can extend it to A(n) with an admissible error <, 5 X'/27%(log X) to
deduce Theorem 3. O]

Proof of Theorem 5. Theorem 5 follows from Theorem 7 by taking
f(n) = A(n)1n=s (moa §) Linpy=1  forn € [1, X),
s=0,cg=1,0 =)\, and D = X3(1=4)/7=¢_Clearly,

(1) condition (a) follows from the Prime Number Theorem in arithmetic progressions [Dav00,
Chapters 20, 22] with \; = 1/4,
(2) condition (b) follows from the Bombieri-Vinogradov Theorem, [Dav00, Chapter 28],
(3) Proposition 7.5 implies condition (c).
Finally, we can replace A(n)1,=3 (mod )1 (n,s)=1 by A(n) with an admissible error <, 5 X3(=49)/7(log X)
to complete the proof of Theorem 5. U

Proof of Theorem 6. Finally, we apply Theorem 7 to deduce Theorem 6 by taking
f(n) = (h * A)(n/2)1(n,b):1,n52 (mod 8) forn € []-, X),
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where b is supported on [L,2L] with [ € [X1/3720=¢ X2/3+20+¢]  Furthermore, we take s =
l,cq = —1,0 = A}, and D = X/27%~¢ in Theorem 7. Now we check three conditions of
Theorem 7.

(i) By the Prime Number Theorem in arithmetic progressions [Dav00, Chapters 20, 22],
condition (a) holds with \q = >, ; (,9ps)=1 H(€)/¢ for any d € [1,X). Since b is
bounded, we have |\;| < log L < log X.

(i1) Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1, condition (b) follows from the Bombieri-Vinogradov
Theorem for the Dirichlet convolution and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In particular,
we apply [FI10, Theorem 9.17] with & = b and 5 = A. Note that since § is supported
on [L,2L) with L € [X/372=¢ X2/3+2+¢] for {n < y we have that n < y/L. More-
over, by Siegel-Walfisz theorem, A satisfies the Siegel-Walfisz condition, and if y €
[X3/4, X], then we have ,n < y/(logy)® for some B large. Therefore, the Bombieri-
Vinogradov type estimate holds for the above function (h * A) (n/ 2) 1n=2 (mod 8) for
n < y. The Bombieri-Vinogradov type estimate together with the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality implies condition (b).

(iii) We can apply Proposition 7.6 to check condition (¢) with w = § and C' = Cj to
complete the proof of Theorem 6.

This completes the proof of Theorem 6. UJ

8.3. Proof outline of Theorem 7. We give a brief outline of the proof of Theorem 7 following
the set-up from Section 2.
By Fourier inversion (see relation (2.3)), we have

) > it = 3 (5 (5 )e(5):

n<X 0<t<X
n=cq (mod d)

where for any (¢, d) = (d, b) = 1 and for any real number ¢ € [0, 1),

(8.6) Jac0) = Y f(n)e(nd).
n<X
n=c (mod d)
Remark. Since |f| < log, we have for any real number 6 € [0, 1) and for d < X,

~ X(log X
8.7) fec®] < 3 [in)] < %
n<X
n=c (mod d)

The strategy to prove Theorem 7 roughly goes as follows:

(a) As outline in Section 2, we dissect ¢/ X into so-called major arcs and minor arcs.

(b) The major arcs contribution is estimated in Proposition 10.1 by employing conditions
(a) and (b) of Theorem 7.

(c) The minor arcs contribution is estimated in Proposition 11.1 by using Lemma 9.3 (hy-
brid bound) and condition (c¢) of Theorem 7.

(d) Finally, in Section 12 we combine Proposition 10.1 (major arcs estimate) and Proposi-
tion 11.1 (minor arcs estimate) to deduce Theorem 7.
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9. FOURIER ESTIMATES FOR THE DIGIT FUNCTION

In this section, we collect the key properties of 1 4, from Maynard [May21]. For the purpose
of this section, we introduce the following notation for brevity. For any integer j € [1, k| and
for any real number 0 € [0, 1), we set

©.1) Ty () == > 1x(n
n<bJ

where A = A or A,. In particular, 1 A = 1 A O[0,0k)-
We begin with the L' bound in the following lemma.

Lemma 9.1 (L' bound). There exists a constant C, € [1/logb, 1 + 3/ log b] such that

sup Y |14 ( ) ' < (Cyblog b)*.

Sl 0<t<bk

Proof. We write n = Zf " n;b7 with ng = 7, so that for any real number 6 € [0, 1),
9.2) T4,(0) = 6(T€)1A0[07bk—1)(b0).

The above factorization allows us to express our sum as

wp 3 1AT( )'<b sp 31

Sl 0<t<bk veR 0<t<bk—1

( ot bz?)‘ < b(Cyblogb)*~! <, (Cyblog b)*,

where we have used [May21, Lemma 5.1] with b* replace by *~! to the sum over . U
Next, we have the following large-sieve type estimate for the Fourier transform of the set A,..

Lemma 9.2 (Large-sieve type estimate). Let () > 1. Then, we have

9.3) sup Z Z sup (14, (g +e+ 19) ’ < (Q* +1%)(Cylogb)*,

deR le|]<1/2Q?

qg~Q 0<a<q
(a,q)=1

where Cy, is the constant as in Lemma 9.1.

Proof. Note that a/q+¢ with (a,q) = 1,q ~ Q and || < 1/2Q? are well-spaced by > 1/Q? in
the interval [0, 1]. Therefore, by the Gallagher-Sobolev type inequality (see [Gal67]), we have

Udlg, (u)

du.
du Y

awpy Y s
IER [0 0 Zamy le1<1/2Q2
(a,9)=1

By the relation (9.2) and arguing similarly as in the proof of [May21, Lemma 5.2], we may
estimate the above sum as

1
14, <g +e+ 19) ' < Qz / |1Am[07bk71)(bu)|du + /
0 0

< (Q% + V%) (Cylog b)*,
as desired. O

1
1AT.<Z+5+19)' <<Q2/ 114, (w)|du +
0

1 d/l\_Am[O’bkfl) (bu)

du.
du Y

w3 3
JER a~Q O<a<q le|]<1/2Q2

(a,9)=1

We also have the following hybrid bound for the Fourier transform of the set A, .
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Lemma 9.3 (Hybrid estimate). Let (), B > 1. Then, we have

SY X [u(tg)|we- @ @ncio

bk
q~Q 1<a<q |n|<B q
(a,9)=1 bka/q-‘rnEZ

where Cy, is the constant described in Lemma 9.1, and

blogb
log (C’b 08 )

b—1

94 =
OD ab log b

Remark. We note that o, tends to 0 as b — oo. Therefore, oy, will be small if we take b large
enough, which is a crucial point in our entire Fourier analytic set-up.

Proof. The proof follows from the relation (9.2) in combination with the arguments of [May21,
Lemma 5.3]. O

We end this section with the L*° bound for 1 A,

Lemma 9.4 (L bound). Let q < b*/? be of the form q = q.q; with (¢1,b) = 1 and q; # 1, and
let |g| < 1/2b%%/3. Then, for any integer a with (a, q) = 1, we have

Ta, (g —|—5) < (b—1)*exp <— cbi),

log q
for some constant ¢, > 0 depending only on b.

Proof. The proof follows from the relation (9.2) in conjunction with the argument of [May21,
Lemma 5.4]. ]

10. MAJOR ARCS

We devote this section to establishing the major arcs estimate. Throughout, 1 4, denotes the
Fourier transform of the set A, given by (2.2) and f, . is given by (8.6).

Proposition 10.1 (Major arcs estimate for Theorem 7). Let C' > 1 be a large real number.
Assume the setting of Theorem 7 and recall that s is a positive integer such that (r — s,b) = 1.
Then we have

1 ~ [(t\s [t —st A b X¢
S s[5 3 T (2 Niue()e(52) - 28 31 0)] < s
(Cﬁ)D (cd)=1|X oS X X X o(d) o(b) =~ (log X )5C+
) =1 (S

where N is given by the relation (2.7), and the implicit constant in < depends at most on b, C'
and .

Recall from the relation (2.7) that 93T = 9)t; U 9, U M. In order to prove Proposition 10.1,
we will estimate separately the contribution coming from i, 91,, and M3 in Lemmas 10.2,
10.3, and 10.4, respectively. We begin with estimating the contribution of 9J1; in the following
lemma.

Lemma 10.2. Let C > 1, D € [1, X)), and recall the set M is given by

 (log X)©
q| — X

t a

N :{te [O,X)HZZ

for some (a,q) =1,1<a<q< (IOgX)C>quX}~
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Assume the setting of Theorem 7. Then we have

~ t \~ [—t —st X6
10.1 Ta | = 1 fgel — — —
(10-D X | 2 AT(X)“’(X)e(X)‘<<<logX>5C+5
<D O§t5)3<IX
:1 teMy

where the implicit constant in < depends at most on b, C' and 0.

Proof. If t € 9Ny, we use Lemma 9.4 to obtain

T () < X<
A\ Y b,C (log X )8C+7"

We note that the cardinality of the set 91, is at most < (log X )3“. Therefore, by relation (8.7),

1 ~ [(t\s [—t 1 X¢ 1
— Ia. | = — — - (logX)*¢ ———— . X(log X) - -
X Z (g}iafl Z Ar <X>fd,c< X ) ‘ Lb,c X (log X) (log X)8C+7 (log X) d

d<D 0<t<X d<D

(d b)=1 teM

X<
SbC Tlog X)p0T5"

This completes the proof of the lemma. 0

Now we estimate the contribution coming from 91s.

Lemma 10.3. Let C' > 1. Recall that the set N5 is given by

My = {te [O,X)OZ:%:g+%f0rsome(a,q):1,0§a<q§ (log X)¢,

0> 10X, 0< [yl < <logX>C}.

Assume the setting of Theorem 7. Then we have

1

~ t\~ [—t —st X¢
10.2 — Ta (= Vil = Je[ == S
(10.2) X (o)1 Z A"<X>fd’ <X)6< X )‘ < (log X )5C+5
d<D 0<t<X
(d,b)=1 teNs

where the implicit constant in < depends at most on b, C and 0.

Proof. We call the left-hand side of (10.2) as Yyyj0r and simplify the sum as
1 ~ a n\> [(—a n
Z:Major S Y ?’tliai(l Z Z Z 1Ar (a + })fd,c(? — Y) '

d<D log X)¢ 0 0<|n|<(log X
(@321 q<(;& ) (aq)=1 <|n<(log X)<
In the right-hand side of the above expression, since ¢| X, we have that 7 is an integer in this
case. Next, we use the trivial bound [1 4, (a/q +n/X)| < X¢ in the above estimate to obtain

X¢ _
(103) EMajorsyd max D m({—%)‘.

q< log X)¢ , a=0 0<\n|< log X)¢
(db) (q‘X) (a,9)=
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Therefore, in order to establish the lemma it is enough to show that

, X
EMajor = (gl}lax Z Z Z ’/f\dc< —) ’ <L W.

< fo) C a=0 O,
@ b) q< lqEXX) ()= 0<|77\<(1 g X)C
We have
q
—a 7 —ma Z —nn
q X m=1 q n<X X

n=c (mod d)

n=m (mod q)
We note that since ¢|X = b* and (n,b) = 1 (as f(n) is supported on integers n such that
(n,b) = 1), the congruence n = m (mod ¢) implies that we either have (m, q) = 1 or the above
sum is empty. Furthermore, since (d,b) = 1 and ¢|X = b*, we have (d, q) = 1. Therefore, by
the Chinese Remainder Theorem, the system of congruences

n=c(modd) and n =m (mod q)
has a unique solution modulo dq. This allows us to write

(10.4) ?d,c<_7“—%)= i e(_zw) 3 f(n)e(_Tm]).

m=1 n<X
(m,q)=1 n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)

Next, if (¢, d) = (m, q) = 1, then for any y > 2, we denote

Ui(y;d,c;qom) = Y fi(n).
n<y
n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)

For any y € [X?/4, X], we denote

YAd

Ai(y;d, c;q,m) = V(y; d, c; ¢, m) — :
i ) i ) ()

Using partial summation and the inequality (8.7), we have

> f(n)e(%m]) Z/):Me(_yyn)dﬁf(y;d, & q,m)+%/;4e<_7w)dy

n<X
n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)
X3/ log X
+ O(logX + i)
dq
X B 3/4 3/4
yn Aa X X2 log X
10.5 — [ e ZVaAy:d c:qm) + O +log X + =52
(109 Joret () astna im0 s s 5

where we have used the fact that 7 is an integer, so that flx e(—yn/X)dy = O(1). Next, using
integration by parts, we have

X
(10.6) /W%gﬁMMAw,mﬂ+m x|y d c g,m)]
X 4

)
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Using the estimate from (10.6) in (10.5) along with the facts that || < (log X)© and that
Mg < log X, we obtain

X3/ (log X)?

(10.7) Z f(n)e<_Xn) < (log X)) max }Af(y; d,c;q,m)| + a7

X3/4<y<X
n<X <y

n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)

Therefore, using the inequalities (10.4) and (10.7), we have

Do = 3 max Y > X Fd(%a_%)'

a< B q< (log X)© , a=0 0<|n\<(logX
(db) ax ) (a,q)=

l X 4C A “d.c: X3/41 X 3C'+3.
< (log > s, e A(ys o g, m) |+ X log X)
d<D q<(10gX

(d,b)= qlX

We can now apply (b) with A = 9C + 5 to obtain

2{\/Iajor < (lOg X>4C -+ X3/4(10g X)3C+3 <

X
" (log X)9C+5 (log X )3C+5’
as desired. O

Finally, we end this section by analyzing the set 915 (given below), which yields the expected
main term in Proposition 10.1.

Lemma 10.4. Let C' > 1. Recall that the set N3 is given by
t
M :{t €0,X)NZ: X = gforsome (a,q) =1,0<a < ¢ < (logX)%, q>1, q|X}.
q

Assume the setting of Theorem 7 and recall that s is a positive integer such that (r — s,b) = 1.
Then, we have

(10.8)

1 ~ (t\s [t [—st Ad b X<
S [ 5 (D () (2) - 2 3 i
= (=1 X0§t<X X X X o(d) p(b) = (log X)5C+5
(db)=1 fem;

where the implicit constant in < depends at most on b, C and 0.
Proof. We begin with the following observation that for k£ large enough
“g < (log X)%, ¢|X =b*" isequivalentto “q < (logX)®, for every p|q, we have p|b”.
Therefore, we have
1 ~ t \~ [—t —st 1 ~ a\~ [—a —sa
= 3 Ta (5 el e[ 5 ) = 5 Ta (2 )Fae( = e[ =)
X0<t<X AT(X)fd’ <X)€<X) X Z Z T(q)fd’ (q)€< q )

¢<(log X)¢ 0<a<gq
pla=plb  (@:0)=1
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If (a,q) = 1, we have

(10.10) fdc(q“)que(_’;m) S .

n<X
n=c (mod d)
n=m (mod q)

Arguing similarly as in Lemma 10.3, we note that (d, q) = (m, q) = 1. For brevity, let

S fn) - e

(10.11) A;(X;dg) := max max :
f — w(dq)

(e,d)=1 (m,q)=1

Then, we have

(10.12)

where we have used we have the expression for the Ramanujan sum (see [Dav00, p. 149]): if
(a,q) =1, then

(10.13) i e(_ma) = u(q)-

m=1 q
(m,q)=1

Note that [14 (a/q)| < X¢, so that the contribution of the big-Oh term from relation (10.12)
to the expression in (10.8) is

< Y X ¥

d<D q<(1og X)C 0<a<q

1AT( )‘ )Af(xc@ IOgX >y Af(qu)

d<D q<(10gX)

(d.b)= qlX (d.b)= alx
We apply condition (b) with A = 7C + 5, so that the above sum is
<o X¢(log X)%¢ _ X <o Xic’
) X (log X)7C+5 0C (Jog X )5C+5

which is admissible.
We are therefore left with showing that

q<(§X)C ?Za);q ( ) qq))e<_78a) - %ﬁ Z;( 14,(n).
pla=plb (@.0)=1

It is evident from the relation (10.12) that ¢ is supported on square-free integers. Therefore,
we have ¢|b since for every prime p|q implies p|b. Then, by the relation (2.2) and the fact that
q|b, we have

(10.14) TAT< ): (“T) S 14 (n)
q n<X
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We also note that (d,q) = 1 as (d,b) = 1 and ¢|b. Furthermore, since by our assumption
(r —s,b) =1, we have (r — s, q) = 1. Therefore, using (10.12), (10.13), and (10.14) allows us
to estimate the main term as

v 2 2 () ()
S ()

plq:>p\b (a.q)=
g<(log X)© 0<a<q
pla=plb  (@:9)=

)\d ZlAT 3353 ( r—s)u(q)

n<X qlb 0<a<q wla)
(a,9)=1
Ad Z 1*(q) Aa b
= 1a,(n) ) = > 14,(n)
o(d) 2= o ola)  eld) o) =
as desired. O

We can now combine Lemma 10.2, Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 10.4 along with the fact that
M = Ny UM, U M (see the relation (2.7)) to complete the proof of Proposition 10.1.

11. MINOR ARCS

In this section, we will establish the minor arcs estimate for Theorem 7 by combining condi-
tion (¢) of Theorem 7 and Lemma 9.3.

Proposition 11.1 (Minor arcs estimate for Theorem 7). Let Q, B > 1 with QB < X'/
Assume the set-up of Theorem 7. Then we have

q
Sy S (i) E (- (51)))
q~Q a=1_ B<|n|+1<2B d<D
(.9)=1 xq/q+nez (d,b)=1

1 X
14¢ c
< X <(Q23)w/2_ab + Xw/2) (log X)

where 1 Ar-a/fdﬁ » and oy, are given by (2.2), (8.6), and (9.4), respectively. Furthermore, w and
C" are as in condition (c) of Theorem 7, and the implicit constant in < depends at most on b, 0,
and w.

Proof. We use ideas of Maynard from the proof of [May21, Lemma 6.1]. For X = b*, we have

(11.1) ?d,cd<_7a—%) - ¥ f(n)e(—n(%—i—%)).

n<X
n=cy (mod d)
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We use condition (c) with § = a/q+ 3 where § = 1/ X. Hence, for ¢ ~ Q and (1+|n|) ~ B
with B > 1, we note that ¢(1 + |3|X) =< @B to obtain

~ —a n (@B)~ 1 o
(11.2) sup E o(d)fa.c (— — —) <<X< + log X
Qi ()faco g X X (QB)~ (log X)
(s @D=1

By assumption QB < X /2, so that Q* B < X. Therefore, Lemma 9.3 implies that

(11.3) DD TA*(ZjL%)

~Q 1<a<q (In|+1)~B
\0)=1 Xa/q+nEZL

assuming that b is large enough, so that o, < 1 and o, — 0 as b — oo. Putting the estimates

from (11.2) and (11.3) together, we have

~ fa N = (—a 7
3 5 [u(ted) X rwi(£-4)
q~Q  a=1 _(|n|+1)~B d<D
(0.0)=1 Xq/q+nez (d,b)=1

< X1 < (QB)gng)ab + (ggjb) (log X)“’

By assumption QB < X'/2, and by the fact that (QB)* > (Q*B)“/? for B > 1, the above
estimate is

< X(Q*B)™

X 1
Xw/2 + (Q2B)w/2—o¢b) (log X)
This establishes the desired result. O

< X1+C (

12. PROOF OF THEOREM 7

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 7 by combining Proposition 10.1 (major arcs
estimate) and Proposition 11.1 (minor arcs estimate).

Proof of Theorem 7. By Fourier inversion (relation (2.3)), we have

(12.1) > it =5 ¥ (5 i (F)e(5):

n<X 0<t<X
n=cq (mod d)

where 1 4, and ﬁc , are given by (2.2) and (8.6), respectively.

We consider the parameter C' > 0 to be chosen later. Then we dissect the fractions ¢/ X with
t € [0,X) N Z into two sets: major arcs 9t and minor arcs m (see Section 2 for definition of
these two sets).

We may now use Proposition 10.1 to estimate the major arcs 97t contribution. We will show
that

(12.2)
dZ; 7@ <%0§XTAT <%)?d’cd <_7t>6<_;) - ;(2) @?b) ,;(1“4* (n)) < %

(d,b)=1 tem
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For brevity, let us denote

&) = %OEQXTAT <%)?d’cd<_7t)e<_;t) - ;(2) s@?b) Z;( ta-(n):

We note that
#0M < (log X)*C, [14,(t/X)| < X, and  [fae,(—t/X)| < X(log X)/d
so that trivially, we have
X¢(log X)c+!
y )

Next, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and use the assumption that |o| < T to obtain

2\ 1/2 1/2 ¢
Z o(d)E(d) < (Xc(logX)?)C“ Z %) ( Z }g(d)‘) < (102;(7)()0’

d<D d<D d<D
(d,b)=1 (d,b)=1

€(d)] <

using Proposition 10.1. This completes our analysis of the major arcs.
We now use Proposition 11.1 for the remaining cases, that is, the minor arcs. We apply
Dirichlet’s approximation theorem to find reduced fractions a/q with 1 < ¢ < X'/? such that
1
g X1/

t a

X q

<

Hence, we have

t a 0

- = + ==,

X q X
where max{q, ||} > (log X)“ and ¢|n| < X'/2. Next, we perform a dyadic decomposition
over ¢ ~ Q and |n| + 1 ~ B, so that QB < X'/2. Also note that we have max{Q, B} >

(log X) in this case. Therefore, the contribution of minor arcs is

S f(ee) 5 ia(22)

q~Q a=1 B<|n|+1<2B d<D
(@9)=1" xainez, (d,b)=1
log X )¢ X (log X)“' X¢
X¢ ( log X)? € ———r
< ((10g X)C(w/2—ab) Xw/2 ( 0og ) < (10gX)A7

where we have chosen C' = (A + C" + 2)/(w/2 — «y). Note that oy, goes to 0 as b — oo (see
the relation (9.4)). In particular, since the base b is sufficiently large, we have w/2 > «;. Along
with (12.2), this completes the proof of Theorem 7. U
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