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CONSECUTIVE PIATETSKI-SHAPIRO PRIMES BASED ON THE
HARDY-LITTLEWOOD CONJECTURE
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ABSTRACT. The Piatetski-Shapiro sequences are of the form N'(©) := (|n¢])22, with ¢ > 1,¢ ¢
N. In this paper, we study the distribution of pairs (p,p#) of consecutive primes such that
p € N and p# € N(2) for ¢1,¢, € (1,2) and give a conjecture with the prime counting
functions of the pairs (p,p?). We give a heuristic argument to support this prediction based
on a model by Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan which relies on a strong form of the Hardy-
Littlewood conjecture. Moreover, we prove a proposition related to the average of singular series
with a weight of a complex exponential function.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Piatetski-Shapiro sequences are sequences of the form

N = (|n])® (¢>1, c€N).

n=1

Piatetski-Shapiro [6] proved that if ¢ € (1, 13) the counting function

7)(z) = [{prime p <z :p € N(c)}\
satisfies the asymptotic relation

l,l/c

79 (z) as T — 00.

log
The admissible range for ¢ of the above formula has been extended many times and is currently
known to hold for all ¢ € (1, 235%) thanks to Rivat and Sargos [7]. Rivat and Wu [8] also showed
that there are infinitely many Piatetski-Shapiro primes for ¢ € (1,%2). We refer the readers to
see [3] for more details of the improvements of ¢. The asymptotic relation is expected to hold
for all values of ¢ € (1,2). The estimation of Piatetski-Shapiro primes is an approximation of
the well-known conjecture that there exist infinitely many primes of the form n? + 1.

For a better understanding of the distribution of primes, it is natural to study consecutive
primes, for example the twin prime conjecture. In this article, to understand the distribution
of Piatetski-Shapiro primes, we are interested in the counting function of consecutive primes in
Piatetski-Shapiro sequences. Fix real numbers ci,c; € (1,2). For every prime p, let p* denote

the next larger prime. We define the counting function

(N N2 = ’{p <z:peN© and pf e N(CQ)}’. (1.1)
Our idea is inspired by a breakthrough in 2016 by Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan [4]. Let
pn, be the sequence of primes in ascending order. Let ¢ > 3 and a := (aq, - ,a,) with (a;,q) =1

for all 1 < ¢ < r. Applying a model based on a modified version of the Hardy-Littlewood
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conjecture, Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan [4] investigated the biases in the occurrence of
the pattern a in strings of r consecutive primes reduced modulo ¢. In fact, they analyzed the
counting function.

7(x;q,a) == |[{pn <2 : pnyi1 = a; mod ¢ for 1 <4 < 7}l

The method has been applied to analyze other consecutive sequences. David, Devin, Nam
and Schlitt [2] applied Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan’s method to study consecutive sums of
two squares. Let

E:={a®*+b*:a,b€Z}={E, :neN}L
By the Hardy-Littlewood conjectures in arithmetic progressions for sum of two squares, they
gave a heuristic argument of a conjecture of the counting function
H{E, <z:E,=a(modq),E,1 =b(mod q)}|.

For any given real numbers o > 0 and § > 0, the associated (generalized) Beatty sequence is

defined by

Ba,ﬁ = ( Lam + BJ )mGN’
which is also called the generalized arithmetic progression. Banks and Guo [1] gave a conjecture
of the estimation of the counting function

7T<x7 Ba,ﬁqu,B> = ’{p < € :p € BC‘hﬁ and pﬁ € deé}}

by a heuristic argument based on the method of Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan.
In this article, we apply a similar model to give a heuristic argument of the following conjec-
ture.

Conjecture 1.1. For any fized positive number € > 0, the counting function (1.1) satisfies that

1,1/014’1/0271 <x1/01+1/021>
)

m(z; N, N2 = (log x)3/2-¢

ci1cologx

where the implied constant depends only on c1, co and €.

In what follows we give a short survey of the breakthrough of Lemke Oliver and Soundarara-
jan’s biases. We will end the introduction by the main proposition and key improvement to this
topic.

1.1. The Hardy-Littlewood conjecture. Let H be a finite subset of Z, and let 1p denote
the indicator function of the primes. A strong form of the Hardy-Littlewood conjecture for H
asserts that the estimate

S I 1e(n+n) =6H) J _du O(x/?*¢) (1.2)

n<z het 2 (logu)™

holds for every fixed € > 0, where &(H) is the singular series given by

con -1 o)1)

p

For their work on primes in short intervals, Montgomery and Soundararajan [5] have introduced
the modified singular series

So(H) = Y _(-1)"7Ie(T),

TCH



CONSECUTIVE PIATETSKI-SHAPIRO PRIMES BASED ON THE HARDY-LITTLEWOOD CONJECTURE 3

= 6T

TCH
Note that &(&) = &¢(&) = 1. The Hardy-Littlewood conjecture (1.2) can be reformulated in
terms of the modified singular series as follows:

STI <1p (n+h) ~Togn ) So(H) Lm (logﬁ + O(z1/%+9). (1.3)

n<x heH

for which one has the relation

1.2. A modified Hardy-Littlewood conjecture with congruence conditions. To inves-
tigate the distribution of primes in arithmetic progressions, we introduce a modification of
the Hardy-Littlewood conjecture with congruence conditions (modq) from Lemke Oliver and
Soundararajan’s model [4]. For any integer ¢ > 1 and a finite subset H C Z, define the singular

series away from ¢ by
d 1 —H]
S,(H) =] (1 _ M) (1 _ _) _
plq p p

We require that a (mod ¢) is such that (h + a,q) = 1 for all h € H, then it asserts that

My g
> Mustsn~so0(i5) 2] g

UAS heH
n=a (mod q)

Now similar to &g, define

Seo(H) = Y (=1)"T&,(T),

TCH

= 6,0(T

TCH
Conditioning (h + a,q) = 1 for all h € H, we expect that

> 11 (111» (n+h) - — )k)gn) ~ Gy0(H) (ﬁ) ngzﬁ. (1.4)

n<x heH
n=a (mod q)

which gives that

The term ¢/(p(q) logn) is expected to be the probability that n + h is prime, with the fact that
(n+h,q) =1

1.3. Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan’s method. Based on a model by assuming a mod-
ified version of the Hardy-Littlewood conjecture (1.4), Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan [4]
conjectured that

li(z) log log x 1 7
: = 1+ ; + ;a)—— + O((1 /4
m(z;q,a) 2(q)" < ci(q; a) log ca(q; a) log ((log ) )

where ¢;1(g; a) and c2(g; a) are explicit constants.
They rewrited the sum of the characteristic function

Y. Bmipn+h) [ (1 -1e(n+1)
n<w 0<t<h
n=a (mod q) (t+a,q)=1
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into a sum related to singular series and achieved that

w(z;q, (a 1L ma cateb) (4 : a, b;
(e )~ L[ ol () Dby

where D(a, b;y) is a sum depending on the average of singular series. The key point to analyze
D(a,b;y) is a detailed estimation of

Y Suo{0, ke,

h>0
h=v (mod q)

which was calculated as the main proposition in [4].
1.4. Key proposition of this article. To complete the heuristic of Conjecture 1.1, the key
point is to analyze the average of singular series with a weight of exponential functions which

differs from the case in [4]. Let v(u) = 1 — 1/logu. By Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan’s
idea [4], one can estimate the following expression

S &o({0, Apw ()"
h>1
2/h

Since the counting function of the Piatetski-Shapiro sequence requires us to express the fractional
part of a function into a sum of exponential sums, we need to estimate

> Sa({0, hhyw(w)e(f (h,u)). (1.5)
7

where the function f(h,u) is “smooth”. The case when the function f(h,u) is linear was esti-
mated in [1], but the method has to be revised to adapt the smooth case (1.5). One can compare
the following proposition to Lemma 2.4 in [1]. A detailed proof is in Section 4.

Proposition 1.2. Fiz 0 € [0,1] and ¥ = 0 or 1. Let v1,72 € (0,1) be two real numbers.
For all j,k € R and u > 3, let c¢(j,k,u,h) be a compler number with |c(j,k,u,h)] = 1 and
c(j, k,u,h) =14f j =k =0. We define

Ropijn(u) =Y h'(log h)"v(u)"c(j, k,u, h)e(ju™ + k(u + h)™),

h>1
2 h

Sjk(u) = Z So({0, v (w)ec(j, k, u, h)e(ju™ + k(u + h)72).
2Th

When j = k =0 we have the estimates
Roo00(u) = 5T(1 + 0)(logu) ™ + O(1),
Rasoo(u) = S(log2)T(1 + ) (log u)** + O(1),
Soo(u) = 3logu — $loglogu + O(1).
On the other hand, if k is such that |k| > (logu)™!, then
e {5 (u)), 1S54 (0)| } < K|~
If j, k are such that |jk| > (logu)™?, then
e {| Rog ()], 1S5(0)[} < LI~ (1.6)
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We denote by |t| and {t} the greatest integer < ¢ and the fractional part of ¢,
respectively. We also write e(t) := e*™ for all ¢ € R, as usual. We make considerable use of the
sawtooth function defined by

Y(t)=t—[t]—3={t}—3 (t€R)
Let P denote the set of primes in N. In what follows, the letter p always denotes a prime

number, and p* is used to denote the smallest prime greater than p. In other words, p and p*
are consecutive primes with p! > p. We also put

&=p'—p (peP).

Let v := ¢ ', 7 == ¢;7 ! and ¥, := ¢~ '. Throughout the paper, ¢ is always a sufficiently small
positive number.
For an arbitrary set S, we use 1s to denote its indicator function:

1 ifneS
1 = ’
s(n) {0 ifnds,

and let 19)(n) = 1, (n).

Throughout the paper, implied constants in symbols O, < and > may depend (where obvi-
ous) on the parameters v;,7,, ¢ but are absolute otherwise. For given functions F' and G, the
notations F' < G, G > F and F' = O(G) are all equivalent to the statement that the inequality
|F'| < ¢|G| holds with some constant ¢ > 0.

2.2. Technical lemmas. We start by a simple average estimation of singular series.

LEMMA 2.1. Let h be a positive integer. We have

> &o({0,t}) < KM/

1<t<h—1

S &o({th}) < h2

1<t<h—1
Z So({t1,t2}) = —Shlogh + %Ah+0(h1/2+€),
1<ti<ta<h—1

where A :== 2 — Cy — log 2w and Cy denotes the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Proof. See [1, Lemma 2.2]. O

Recall that

viu)=1- lo;u (u>1).

Note that v(u) is the same as a(u) in the notation of [4] and v(u) < 1 if u > 3.

LEMMA 2.2. Let ¢ > 0 be a constant, and suppose that f is a function such that |f(h)| < h® for
all h = 1. Then, uniformly for 3 < u < x and a real function g(u,h) € R we have

> fv(u)e(glu,h) =Y f(h)v(u)e(g(u, b)) + Oc(z™").
h<(logz)? h>1
2|h 2|h
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Proof. Let H := —(logv(n))~t. We write v(u)" = e™"H. By H <logu for u >3, h > (logx)?,
we conclude that h/H > h2/3 with u < z. Hence

S Fw)e(o(u, 1)

h>(log x)3
2| h
Z hc _h2/3 Z hc h1/3 h2/3 <<c
h>(logx)3 h>(logz)3
OJ
LEMMA 2.3. Assuming the Hardy-Littlewood conjecture (1.3), let h < log® x and write
fu(n) = 1p(n)1p(n+h) ] (1—1p(n+1))
0<t<h
1 ifn=peP and d,=h
o0 otherwise.
Let
x) =Y fuln). (2.1)
n<e
For every integer L > 0 we denote
Dy, 1.(u) Z Z DTS, (AU T)(v(u) logu) ™ Tlw(u). (2.2)
AC{0,h} TC[1,h—1]
(IAJ+[T1=L)
Then
ht1 g
Sp(x) = Z J v(u) " logu) "Dy 1 (u) du + O(x/21).
L=0"3

Proof. First, write 1p(n) := 1p(n) — 1/logn, and put

Fu(n) == (Ip(n) + 1o;n) (Lp(n +h)+ 1o;n) 0<1:[<h (1 - 1o;n —Tp(n+ t)) .

Recalling that h < (logz)?, we have the uniform estimate

i =i (10 (S555))

for all n > x'/2. Since fy(n) and fu(n) are bounded, it follows that

=3 Jaln) + O(2).

n<x

It follows that, up to an error term of size O(x'/?*¢), the quantity Sj,(z) equals

2 2 U (1ogn)2_|Al (1 N 1o;n)h_1_m telgfm +1)

AC{0,h} TC[1,h—1] n<x

(compare to [4, Equations (2.5) and (2.6)]).
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By the modified Hardy-Littlewood conjecture (1.3) the estimate

S (logn) < [[ Te(n+1) = J (log ) cd(ZHlanrt)

n<x teH e
= GO(H)J (log u)*cf\?-t\ du + O(:L’l/2+€)
3

holds uniformly for any constant ¢ > 0; consequently, up to an error term of size O(x/?%¢) the
quantity Sp(x) is equal to

Z Z ~)IT& (AU 'T)J (logu) > 1Ty (u)h =111 .
AC{0,h} TC[1,h—1] 3
By the definition (2.2), we have
h41 g

Sila) = ZJ ()~ (log u) 2Dy 1 (u) du + O(x/),
L=0"3
O
We need the following well known approximation of Vaaler.
LEMMA 2.4. For any H > 1 there are numbers ay, by, such that
1 1
‘w(t)— Z aheth theth ah<<m, bh<<ﬁ
0<|h|<H \h|<H
Proof. See [9]. O

LEMMA 2.5. Let g(n) be bounded, |aj| < 1/|j|. Then

ST 3 sm)ay (e(n+h+1)7) —e(i(n+ b))

3<n<x 1<‘]|<J

< 27" ' max
N<zx

Y g(meli(n+h)")].

1<j<J | 3<n<N
Proof. Let
Gin(t) :=e(j((t+h+1)" = (t+h))) -
Then
by < i and 2000 e
so we have
> Y (G(n+h+1)) —e((n+h)))

3<n<x 1<|j‘<J

< YT Y 9mega(ne(n+ h))

1<<J 3<n<z

< Y i M em(@) Y glnei(n +h))

1<5<J 3<n<z
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+r S 9%;n(u)

XY st + )

3<n<u

> g(meli(n +h)")].

3<n<N

du

< 27 ' max
N<zx
1<5<J

O

Finally, we use the following well-known lemma, which provides a characterization of the
numbers that occur in the Piatetski-Shapiro sequence A/(©).

LEMMA 2.6. A natural number m has the form |n¢| if and only if 1¢9(m) = 1, where 19 (m) :=
|—mY] — |=(m+1)7|. Moreover,

19(m) = ym" ™ + (= (m + 1)7) — (=m?) + O(m*?).
3. HERISTIC OF CONJECTURE 1.1

For every even integer h > 2 we denote
m(m NN = |{p <z p e N pf € N and 5, = h}
= > 11D (0 + b fuln),

n<x
where
fu(n) = 1p(n)1p(n+h) J] (1—1p(n+1))
0<t<h
)1 ifn=pelPandd,=n,
1o otherwise.
Clearly,

T NONCE) = 3 (@ NN ) 10 <L3) ,
h<(logz)? (log ZL‘)
2| h

Fixing an even integer h € [1, (log x)?] for the moment, our initial goal is to express 7, (z; N1 N/(¢2))
in terms of the function
=" ful(n)

n<x

introduced by Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan [4, Equation (2.5)]. Recall that v, == ¢, €
(0,1) and 75 == ¢! € (0,1). By Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.4, taking J := z!™"¢ with
a; < 1/|j| and b; < 1/J we write

1) (n) = 3™+ ((=(n 4+ )7 = U(=n™)) + O™ )
= Y (el + 1)) = e(n™))

1<lil<J

+0 Z b; (e(in™) +e(j(n+ 1)) | +O(n"2).

(USFIEY)
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Similarly, taking that K := z'772%¢ with a;, < 1/|k| and b, < 1/K we have
164 h) = a4 A (P B 1) — (4 7)) + O )
= +h)* "+ D ap(e(k(n+h+1)?) — e(k(n+h)?))

1<|k|<K
0 Z br (e(k(n+h)?) +e(k(n+h+1)2)) | +0(n™2).
0<|k|<K
Hence we derive the estimate

Wh(l‘;/v(cl),N(CQ)): Z <31 +32+53+S4

hg(logx)3
2|h

-0—0(35+S6+S7+88+89+810+811 "‘812)) +O<logx3x)’

where

81 = Z%%rﬂl_l(n +h)2 7 fu(n);

S= S in) S a(elh(n+ i+ 17%) — elk(n + h)™));
n<x 1<|k|<K

Syi=Y mn+hn)7" Y fu(n)a; (e(j(n+ 1)) —e(jn™));
n<x 1<|7I<J

1= fuln) ( S 4 (eliln+ 1)) - e(jm))
n<x 1<|7I<T

- ( S ar(elk(n+h+1)%) —e<k<n+h>v2>>) ;

1< |k|<K

Ss —Z’Yﬁ?f” fu(n Z b (e(k(n +h)™) +e(k(n+h+1)"));

n<e 0<|k|<K

Se —Z% (n+h)”2 ' fu(n Z bj (e(jn™) +e(j(n+1)™));

n<x 0<|j1<J
8= fuln) ( S 4 <e<j<n+1>%>—e<jml>>)
n<z 1IN

0<|k|<K

. ( > b (e(k(nm)m+e(k(n+h+1)w)));

Ssi=>_ fal(n) (Z b; (e(—jn™) + e j<n+1>“>>)

n<e 0<|j|<JT
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}:(%@@m+h+¢w)—qun+mwn ;

1<|k|<K

So=>_fuln) | D bilelin™) +e(i(n+1)"))

n<r 0<|j|<J

Z bi (e(k(n+h)?) +e(k(n+h+1)7))|;

0<|kI<K
o= 31
n<x
Sie=Y 1) (n+ by
n<x
2 = Zn%%’?*‘l.
n<e

It is easy to see that the contribution from Sjg, 811 and Sp5 are negligible. We work on the other
sums separately.

3.1. Estimation of &;. We write S; = 811 + O (S12), where

Sit=mr2 Y n" 2 f(n)

n<e

and

= Z hn" 273 £ (n).

n<x

We consider Sj;. By the definition (2.1) we have

xT

sH:%%Ju%w2a&m»+0mmy

3-
Then by Lemma 2.3, it follows

htl ’71+“/2 2
Z S11 =N Z ZJ ————— Dy, 1.(u) du+ O(log z).
u) log? u
h<(logz)? h<(logx)® L=0

2| h 2| h
By a similar argument in [1, P. 170], we conclude that the contribution of the terms with L > 3
is negligible. Taking in account Lemma 2.2, we have

5

> su=und |

2
v(u)log®u
h<(logx)3 =13 ( ) g
2|h

Y122

Fii(u) du+ O(log ), (3.1)

where

Fii(u) = Z v(u)";

h>1
2| h
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Fra(u) =Y &o({0,A})r(u)";

h>1
2|h

Fia(u) = log Y &({o thr(u)

h>1 1<t<h—1
21 h

Fra(u) = loguz > &o({t, hYv(w);

h>1 1<t<h—1

2| h
. h
.FLE;(U) : logu Z Z 0({t1,t2})1/<U) .
h>1 1<t1<ta<h—1
2| h
By Lemma 1.2 we have
1
./—‘.171(71) = RQQ;QQ(U) = 5 logu + O(l) (32)
and . .
Fra(u) = Spo(u) = 5 logu — 5 loglogu + O(1). (3.3)

Then combining (3.2) and (3.3), we have the main term

>

—~ )3 v(u) log® u

ytr2—2 =2

* 1
Fi(u)du :J — <logu— —loglogu+0(1)) du
’ 3 v(u)log”u 2

g+l L0 <x'“+72110g logx)
log x '

log? z
By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 1.2, we have

F13 § h1/2+€ << (logu)1/2+€ (34)
1 ogu h>1
2|h

and
Fra(u) < (logu)'/,
hence for | = 3,4 we get that
T ty2—2 =1
——F(u) du € ———F7—.
Jg v(u)log? u 1a(u) (log x)3/2—¢

By Lemma 2.1, we have

1
Frslw) = (v(u) logu)? > " (~Lhlogh+ LA+ O(hY*')) v(u)"
& h>1
2| h
1
- W (=3 R1100(w) + AR 000(w) + O(Ri/24e/2,000(w)))
< 1,

then

T mt2—2 T mitr2—2 =1
(u)log”u 3 v(u)log”u log” z



12 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO AND YUAN YI
Therefore, we conclude that
2=l 2=l
Y. Su=mre———+0 (i |-
log x (log x)3/2—¢
h<(logz)3
2| h

By a similar method, we have

Z S 2=l
12 K A Nae
h<(logx)® (log z)
2| h

3.2. Estimation of S,. After a partial summation, we apply Lemma 2.5 and obtain that

Sp=7 ) w M un) Y an(e(k(n+h+ 1)) —e(k(n + h)™))

3sn<w I<|kIKK

< £ ' max
N<x
1<k<K

> a7 fu(n)e(k(n + b))

3<n<N

We define a complex function ¢(k, h) such that

S fun)e(k(n +h)?)

3<n<N

=c(k,h) > w7 fu(n)e(k(n+ h)?).

3<n<N

Note that |c¢(k,h)| =1 and ¢(k, h) =0 if kK = 0. Then by a similar argument to (3.1), we have

Z Sy K a™”” 1max Z ZJ ur ——————F2,(u) du,
h<(log ) Y l<hek 1=1 Y3 u) log® u
2|h
where
Foa(u) = v(u)e(k, h)e(k(u+ h)?);
h>1
2| h
Faa(u ZGO {0,h})v(u ) c(k, h)e(k(u + h)™);
2|h
Faalt) = 2 3 S ol k) ol elk(u + 1))
2“11<t<h 1
Faa(u) 1og > > Sol{t.hhw(w) ek, hye(k(u+ h)™):
h>1 1<t<h—1
2| h

Fas(u) = D > Sol{tr tah)v(u) e(k, h)e(k(u+ h)™).
logu
2|h <ti<ta<h—1

By Lemma 1.2, we have
max (Fo,1(u), Faa(u)) < [k
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provided that |k| > (logu)™!, which is sufficient that v > 4. This gives that

u'Yl 1

et ——————Fo(u)d
. ervlng Z ZJ u) log® u 2a(u) du

1<k<K 1=1¥3
< g7t Z (142" (logz) *k™") < 272 (log z) 2.
1<h<K

Similar to estimation of (3.4), by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 1.2 we have

max { Fa3(u), Foa(u)} < Z B2 ) e, B)e(k(u + B))
o
< (logu)~ 'k~ (3.5)
and
Fos(u) = Wlogu)Q Z (—ihlogh+ 1A+ O<h1/2+€))
i

V(u)hc(k;, he(k(u+ h)?)
— m (_%Rl,l;j,k(u) + %AR170;]‘7]§(U) —+ O(R1/2+6/2,0;j7k(u)))
< (logu) k™", (3.6)

Combining (3.5) and (3.6), we have

mn-1
e 1max Z J %}—zk(u) du < 272 Hlog x) 2.
Nsr a2 s I8

3.3. Estimation of S;. Similar to the estimation of S, we write S3 = S31 + O(S32), where
Sz1 = Z’hnw*l Z fu(n)a; (e(j(n+1)") —e(jn™))
n<x 1<|j1<J

and

Zhnw -2 Z fuln e(j(n+ 1)) —e(jn™)).

n<T 1<lj|I<T

We apply the partial summation as Lemma 2.5, then

> fume(in™)|.

3<n<N

S31 K 2P max
N<zx

1<5<J

We define a complex function ¢(j, h) such that

Z n” ! fu(n)e(jn™)| = c(j, h) Z n? 7! fu(n)e(jn™).

3<n<N 3<n<N
By the same construction of Sy, we conclude that
Z Sz < 27 max Z ZJ v ——————F3,(u) du,
N<z 3 log u

h<(logx)? 1<<J =1
2|h
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where

Faa(u) = v(u)c(j, he(ju™);

.7:372(u) =

|
A
—
O
>
—
\_/
/\
\_/

"e(j, h)e(ju™);

Fal) = o 3 S @l k) el bl )

f2z|>}1 1<t<h—1
Fralu) = ( 1og Z > Sol{t hhw(w)"e(j he(ju™);

h>1 1<t<h—1
2|h

Fasl) = ez 0 30 Sol{tntah () el he().

h>1 1<t1<tao<h—1

2|h
Therefore, it follows that
Z Sy < 27?71 Z (14 2z2(logz) 2k~ < 22 (log z) 2.

h<(log z)3 1<k<K
2%

Similarly, we know that
Z Sz K l‘yﬁ_q&_l(log l‘)_Q.

h<(logx)3
2|h

3.4. Estimation of S;. We apply Lemma 2.5.
Sy 1maux Z ’ Z fh e(jn])

T 1< | 3<n<N

S° alelhk(n+h+1)7) — elk(n+ 1)) )|

1< |k|<K
<ty S5 | S feln Ko+
1<5<J 1€k<K 3<n<N

By the same method of S, we have

Y1t+y2—2 ” _4d
E Sk x Ij{[lili( E E ( J (@) o2 u(j )t du
h<(log ) 1< <J 1<k<K
2| h

N Ciyapya Y
+L m((bgw (k)™ + (log u)"2(jk) )du)

< x’YlJr’YQ*? (JK + x(]og x)fQ + x(log SL’)73 + SL’(IOg %)4)
ptre—1

< Toga)?
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3.5. Estimation of S;. We show that

Z Sy < gL (3.7)

h<(logx)3
2|h

The contribution from k = 0 of the left-hand side of (3.7) is

< YD T KT <2 KT < a e (3.8)
h<(logz)® n<z
2| h

By the same estimation of S, the contribution from & # 0 of the left-hand side of (3.7) is

<<[{_1 Z Zn%—lfh(n) Z e(l(n+h)'y2)<<x’y1+'y2—1_5'

h<(log z)3 n<w 1<k<K
2|h

3.6. Estimation of Sg. We write Sg = Sg1 + O(Se2), where

Se1 = an” tfn(n) Z bj (e(jn™) +e(j(n+1)"))

n<x o<ljI<d

and

Se2 _nghnw 2 fu(n Z bj (e(jn™) +e(j(n+1)™)).

n<e 0<\]|<J

We give a brief proof of the bound

Z 861 < :Lﬂ/1+72—1—6 (39)

h<(logz)®
2|h

only, since the bound of

Z 862 < pntre—l-e

h<(logz)®
2|h

can be derived by the same way. By a similar argument of (3.8), the contribution from j = 0 of

the left-hand side of (3.9) is

< D0 Y )T < a g gt

h<(logz)® n<z
2|1

Similar to the estimation of Ss;, the contribution form j # 0 of the left-hand side (3.9) is

< J! Z Zn’bflfh(n) Z e(jn™) < grFn-l-c

h<(logz)? n<z 1<
2 h
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3.7. Estimation of S; and Sg. We prove that
> SramterlE (3.10)

h<(logz)?
2|h

The contribution from k = 0 of the left-hand side of (3.10) is

S S hm | YD aelin+ 1) - e(in™)

h<(logz)? n<z 1<lil<d

21k
> fuln)e(in™)

3<n<N

< Jlpm-l § : max < x’ﬂ‘F’YQ*l*E’
3 N<z
h<(log )

2| h

by the same estimation of Ss;. The contribution from k # 0 of the left-hand side of (3.10) is

< Y DA DD ai(elin+ 1)) —e(in™))

h<(logz)? ' n<w 1<|5I<T
2| h
-(Z bkeamhm)'
1<k<K

> fun)e(in™ +1(n+ b))

3<n<N

< K tgmt Z Zmax

h<(log$)3 1<_] <J
2| h

Y1+v2—1—¢
Lz ,

by the same estimation of §;. The estimation of Sg is similar.
3.8. Estimation of Sy. We prove that
Y Sy amtelE (3.11)

h<(logx)3
2|h

The contribution from j = k = 0 of the left-hand side of (3.11) is

Z th(n> < x‘/lJr’YQfle’

h<(logz)® n<w
2(h

by the trivial bound. The contribution from j = 0 and k # 0 of the left-hand side of (3.11) is

<K Y I ) S ellln + b)) < o,

h<(log1;)3 n<T 1<i<J
2/ h

by the same estimation of S;. The contribution from 7 # 0 and k = 0 of the left-hand side

of (3.11) is
< (IE) Y D ) D e(in)| < a T

h<(logz)® n<z 1<
2h
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by the same estimation of Ss;. The contribution from j # 0 and [ # 0 of the left-hand side
of (3.11) is

<(TE) DT 13 faln) 3T e(in +U(n+ h)R)| < gl

hg(logm)?’ n<T 1<,I<J
2| h

by the same estimation of Sy.

4. PROOF OF THE KEY PROPOSITION

The proof of Proposition 1.6 starts by a similar construction of the proof of [1, Lemma 2.4].
Note that v(u) < 1 for u > 3. Let H := —(logv(n))~!, which gives that v(u)" = e™"H_ Write

that
H

1 —2mikH
Since R(h/Hy) = h/H > 0 for any positive integer h, by the Cahen-Mellin integral it gives that

Rogju(u) =Y B (logh)” £ (4, k, u, h)e

v(u)e(kh) = e h/He with  Hy =

h>1
2|h
1 4400 h'g(lOgh)ﬂ
= — ———f(5,k,u,h) | T'(s)H; d
o J4Zm(; hs f(jv , W, )) (S) k@S,

2|k
where
f, kyu, h) == c(j, k,u, h)e(ju™ + k(u+ h)"* — kh).
The case that j = k = 0 is the same as [1, Lemma 2.4]. When k # 0 we have

1[4 h?(log h)?
| Ro0ij(w)] < o < > ]%})P(s)H,ﬁ ds
T Ja—ico
h>1
2|h
29 r4+i00

< 2794 - 0)[|T(s) Hy | ds

% J4—i00
20_4‘Hk|4 J'oo

2 oo

H? 2
< |Hy|* = (—) ,

< 1C(4—O)T(4+it)|dt

1+ 4m2k2H?
which gives that Ry (u) < k=4 if [k| > (logu)~! since H < logu for u > 3. The bound for
Ry 1.k is proved similarly by considering ('(4 — 6).
Secondly, we define

Tjn(w) =Y &({0,h}) f(j, k, u, h)e ",

h>1
for j,k € R and u > 3. Since &¢({0, h}) = &({0,h}) — 1 for all integers h, and S({0,h}) = 0 if
h is odd, it follows that

Sik(w) = Tjx(u) — Rooy(u) = Tjx(u) + O(logu).
Hence, to complete the proof of the lemma, it suffices to show that

T k(u) < k4 if k| > (logu) ™,
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since the case that j = k = 0 is the same as [1, Lemma 2.4]. As in the proof of [4, Proposition 2.1],
we consider the Dirichlet series

which can be expressed in the form

) (1 2
PO ="y H(l oo TR

and the final product is analytic for R(s) > —1. Similar to the proof of the first part of the
lemma, using the Cahen-Mellin integral with &£ # 0 we have that

4 oo 5 9
| Tjn(u)] < —|J |F(4D(4+it)| dt < |Hy|* = (L) _

2w 1+ 4n2k2H?
Hence Tj 1 (u) < k~* by a similar argument.
To prove (1.6), we choose

H

U<U)he<j]€h) = €7h/Hj’k Wlth Hj,k = m,
— 4T1)

and
f(,kyu,h) = c(j, k,u, h)e(ju™ + k(u + h)™ — jkh).

Everything else follows the same.
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