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An upper bound for the second moment of the length of the period of the
continued fraction expansion for v/d

M.A. Korole

§1. Introduction.

Suppose that d > 1 is an integer. If d is not a perfect square, we define T'(d) as
the length of the minimal period of the simple continued fraction expansion for v/d.
Otherwise, we put 7'(d) = 0. It is known (see [1]) that T'(d) < g(d), where g(d) denotes
the number of pairs of integers m, ¢ > 1 such that

m<\/87 Iq_\/a|<ma Q|(d_m2)

In the recent paper [2], F. Battistoni, L. Grenié and G. Molteni established the following
relations for the first and second moments of the function g(d):

4
> g(d) = §(1n2)x3/2—2x—2\/§+9(x+4\/§), 0<6<1, (1)
d<z
> g*(d) < 11.92% + 522 In*(4e'). (2)
d<z

These formulas hold true for any x > 1. The bound (2]) together with () and Cauchy
inequality imply the estimates

> T%(d) < 11.92° + 5% In*(de'x),

d<z

> T(d) <4727 + 0(2** In* z).

r<d<2x
The last one was used in [2] for the proof of the inequality

47 + o(1) .

#D(w;0) < ——

(3)

for the cardinality of the set D(z; ) of d, < d < 2x satisfying the condition 7'(d) >
ay/z. The inequality (B]) improves the bound

c+o(1)
In’ o

which belongs to A.M. Rockett and P. Sziisz [3].

#D(z; ) < z, >0,
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The authors of [2] express the second moment of ¢g(d) in the form

-y % >

1<m1<\/_ 1< <v/T+m;  ki,k2:|ki—q;|<2m;,1=1,2
i= 1 Z—12 m%+k1q1:m%+k2q2<m

Then, omitting some restrictions on variables k;, they arrived to the estimate (2). In
the end of [2], the authors show briefly how to replace (2)) by more precise bound with
8% + O(z?’/ 2 n* :L') in the right-hand side.

The purpose of the present paper is to find an asymptotic formula for the sum W.
Our main assertion is the following

THEOREM. Let 0 < e < ﬁ be any fized constant. Then, for x — +o00, the following
asymptotic holds:

13¢(2)

2 2-1/108+¢
W = cox +O(£L’ ), 14C(3)

G,

where

1+u1 14+usg
/dul/ du2/ / @(“1;“2,111,@2)0@27 @(uhuzavlavz):

= —— max (0, min (1, (w1 + v1)?, (u2 + v2)?) — max (ui, u3, (w1 — v1)*, (u2 — 12)?))
V1U2

REMARK. The approximate calculations show that & =0.959... ¢y = 1.218....

COROLLARY. Under the assumptions of Theorem, the following inequality holds for
any o > 0:

#D(z;0) < %(1 + O(x_1/108+5)), 1 =3c) =3.654...,
o
§2. Auxiliary assertions.
In this section, we give some auxiliary lemmas which are necessary for the following.

LEMMA 1. Suppose that the function f belongs to the class C[a,b] and the number
of the segments of its monotonicity does not exceed k (k > 1). Then

/f )+ 00k + 1) max | f(2)],|6] <1

a<n<b

This assertion easily follows from Euler summation formula.

LEMMA 2. Let o(u) = 1/2—{u}. Then for any H > 1 one has o(u) = op(u)+ru(u),
where

on(wy=Y % |7’H(u)|<<19H(u):min<1,m>,

0<|h|<H
||u|| = min ({U}, 1-— {u})’ 6(2}) — e2miv.



Moreover, Fourier-series expansion of Vg (u) has the form

In(u) = Y C(he(hu), [C(h)] <

h=—00

H=YInH for any h,
Hh™2 for h # 0.

For the proof, see [4], §5].
LEMMA 3. Denote by p(A) the number of solutions of the congruence

?=y* (mod A), 1<z,y<A.
Then p(A) is a multiplicative function, and the following relations hold:

5 1, ifo=1 (mod2),
(a) p(A)=AY" %) 0(8), €(6)=<2, if6=0 (mod 4),
A 0, ifd0=2 (mod4);
X p(d) 133
AP 14 ((3)

(b)

A=1

Moreover, the following inequality holds: p(A) < 2A7(A), where T(A) is the divisor
function.
PROOF. In fact, this is Lemma 2 from [2]. Here we give an alternative proof. Obviously,

p(8)= 3 T e(5a? ) = giw(mﬁ S(q.a) = 2(7)

z,y=1 c=1 =1
Let (¢,A) =w and A/w = d,c/w = e. Then

2 2 ex?
S(A,c) = Ze(%) = %Ze<7> = %5(5, e).

Therefore,

o8 =13 TsGer=aY 5 3 Is6.oP

w|A 1<c<A §|A 1<e<<d
(e,A)=w (e,0)=1

Since (e,d) = 1 then [S(d,¢)|> = £(0)d (see, for example, [5, Ch. I, §3, Theorem 3|), we
obtain the formula (a) and the inequality p(A) < 2A7(A). Next, for prime p > 3 this
formula yields

oy 1 1\ a
p(ga) :mﬂL(l——)mv
p p p)p

f p(p®) 1 pp—1) p*-1  1-1/p°

R R oyl g ERl SR e o



Finally,
p(2%) 13 13 1-1/23
29) = 2° e e e B A
P2 =0 S = T =12y

Hence,

) Hf pr*) _ EH 1-1/p° 13 ¢*(2)

3 3o _ 2)2

— A e 14 » (1—-1/p?) 14 (¢(3)
LEMMA 4. Let LLM,N > 1 and L < Ly < 2L, M < M; < 2M, N < Ny < 2N

and let a = {an}, b = {b,}, ¢ = {c} be any sequences defined for M < m < Mj,

N <n < Nyand L < € < Ly. Further, let 9 # 0 is a fived real number. Finally, suppose

that the function fo9(x,y) belongs to the class C'(R%) for any ¢ and satisfies to the

conditions Dot % Dot
0,9 A 0.9

0
for M <o < My, N <y < Ny. Then, for any fized €, the sum

5= % % % abae(0 4 fustmm)

L</<Li M<m<M; N<n<N;
(m,n)=1

X
(v.9) < 5 (4)

satisfies the estimate
§ < (LMNYllall - ] -l - T ((LMNY/ (M 4+ N)V* 4 (LMN)/S(M + N)/SLVS),

9L+ X\ vz
T= <1 + HW) . lall = ( Z |am\2) (similarly for ||bl|, ||c]|)-
M<m<M;

For the proof, see [0, Theorem 1 and Remark 1].
§3. Initial transformations of the sum W.

First we estimate the contribution coming to W from the terms with ¢; = ¢o. If ¢1 =
¢2 = q then the relation m? + kg = m3 + kog implies the congruence m? = m3 (mod q).
Given such ¢, my, mo, the value of ks is determined uniquely by k;: ks = ki +(m? —m3)/q.
Hence, if we omit the condition |ky — ¢| < 2my then we bound the contribution under

considering by the sum

ey Y Y isEY Y o

q<2y/T m;<V/z, i=1,2 q—2m1<k1<q+2m; q<2v/T m;<y/z, i=1,2
m2=m2 (mod q) m2=m2 (mod q)

Splitting the sums over mq, ms into arithmetic progressions modulo ¢ and using Lemma



3 we get

R<4VE ) qij Yo 1<4vT Yy qij <§+1)2<<

q<2\/x 51752 m;<\/T q<2y/x  &1,§2=0
£7=¢3 (mOdQ) mi=§; (1n;0d q) £3=£3 (mod q)
1=
< 232 Z p << 3/2 Z <<x3/2(1n9:)2.
q<2Vz q<2Vz

Hence, since the sum W is symmetrical with respect to q1, g2, we find that

W:2W1+O(:£3/2(lnx) Z Z Z 1.

1<mz<\/_ 1<qi</T+m;  ki,ko: |ki—qi|<2m;,i=1,2
=1 2 =1 2 m%-‘,—qul:m%-}-qung
ql<42

Now we transform the sum W;. The relation m? + kiq1 = m3 + kogo implies the

congruence
mi + kg =m;  (mod gy). (5)

If the quadruple my, my, qi, k; satisfies (@) then the number ky = (kiq; + m? — m3)/qo
is integer. In this case, the condition |ky — ga| < 2ms (or, that is the same, g — 2my <
ks < g2 + 2my) takes the form

kigy +mi —mj3

G2 — 2mg < < @2 + 2my
qz
or, equivalently, the form
2 2 2 2
—Me)* —m +me)” —m
(g2 2) Ly < (g2 2) 1 (6)
q1 q

Further, the inequalities m? + k1q; < z, k; > 0 imply

2

0<k < g”—qlml. (7)
Next, the condition ko > 0 takes the form
2 _ 2
ky > %‘ (8)

Finally, we write the inequality |k1 — ¢1| < 2m; in the form
@ —2my < ky < @1+ 2my. 9)

Now we replace the upper bounds for k; in (@) and (@) by weak inequalities and estimate
the contribution coming to W; of such replacement.



Let k1 = ¢1 + 2my. In view of (Bl), we have
(i +m1)* —mi=0 (mod ¢) and therefore qy| (g1 +mi)? —m3. (10)

The contribution coming from ¢y + m; # ms is less than

Z Z (g1 +ma)® —m3|) < 22t

mi1,ma<VT <27
q2F£ma—m1

The terms with ¢; = mo —my > 0 yield
< > ) i<t
m1,me<\/ZT q2<2/x

Similarly, suppose that k; = ((g2+m2)?>—m?)/q, is integer. Then () holds automatically.
We may also suppose that go # my; — msy: otherwise, we get k; = 0. Then ¢ divides
(g2 + ma)* —m? # 0, and the corresponding contribution to W; is less than

Z Z (g2 + m2)® — mi|) < 22t

mi1,ma</T  q2<27
q2Fmi—ma

Thus we get W, = Wy + O(a:3/ 2+€), where

-y Y S

m; <z 1< <VT+m;, i=1,2 f<k<g
i=1,2 q1<q2 kgi=m2—-m? (mod ¢2)
2 2 2 2
_ ) _ my —my (g2 — m2)? —m7
f_f(x7m17m27q17q2) = Inmax 077,Q1—2m1, ,
q1 q1
o L (z—md (g2 + m2)? —m3
g = g(x;my,ma, q1,¢2) = min P , g1+ 2myq, .
1 1

and the prime sign means the summation over the set A(z) of quadruples (mq, ma, 1, ¢2)
of positive integers that satisfy the restrictions 1 < m; < x, 1 < ¢; < Vax+m, 1 =1,2,
¢1 < @2, and, moreover, obey the inequality

f(xsmy, ma, qu, g2) < g(z;ma,ma, @1, o). (11)

Obviously, the functions f and g can be written in the form

1
f = a(ma‘x {mim; ((h - m1)27 (Q2 - m2)2} - m%)u
1

9= — (min {x, (1 + m1)?, (g2 + ma)*} —mi).

This means that the condition (Il) is equivalent to the inequality

max (f1, fo, f3, f1) < min (g1, g2, g3),

6



where

fi= mf, fo= mé, fs = (Ch - m1)2, fa= (CI2 - m2)2,
=z g =@ +m1)2, g3 = (@2 +m2)2.

If the tuple (mq, m2, g1, q2) belongs to A(z) then my, my satisfy the condition m? = m3
(mod A), where A = (g1, qo). Setting ¢; = Ak;, we get 1 < r; < (Vo +my)/A, i =1,2,
and (K1, ko) = 1. Therefore, the congruence (Bl takes the form kAx; = Av (mod Ak,),
and has solutions

k=vk; (mod ky), where v = %, ki1 =1 (mod k).
Choosing s from the relations » = vk, (mod k), 0 < 2 < Ky and setting k = 7Ky + 5,
we get (f — 5)/ko < T < (g — »)/K2. Thus the inner sum in Wy becomes

-5

/ / g— f—
ey Y 3 =),
%] K9
A2z 1<m; </, i=1,2 1<k <(VT+m;) /A, i=1,2
m?=m2 (mod A) (k1,k82)=1, kK1<k2

Hence,

Further, we split the domains of m;, i = 1,2, to arithmetic progressions modulo A as
follows:

/ / g— f—
D SEED SENDS > (=7 1)
AL2y/T  0<61,62<A 1<m; <V, 1<ki<(VZ+m;) /A, i=1,2
£2=€2 (mod A) m;=¢; (mod A), i=1,2 (k1,62)=1, K1<k2

Suppose now that (Inx)* < D < 3{/x (the precise value for D will be chosen later) and
estimate the contribution coming to Wy from the terms with D < A < 2y/z. In the case
g > f we obviously have

9-f 9 a-—mi_ @

< — < A .
K2 K9 qi1k2 R1K2

By Lemma 3, such a contribution does not exceed
pA) (VT
A

1 / '
T ~ < z(Inx)? ==
)EE DS > > <ama? 3PS
D<A<L2yx 0<€1,€2<A 1<m; </, 1<k <2/ /A D<A<L2\/z
£2=¢2 (mod A) m;=¢; (mod A), i=1,2 i=1,2

2 3
< 2z Y L (AA3> < ()Y T(AA2> <= (lgx) .
A>D A>D




Next, suppose that Inx < C' < /z/(2D) (the value of C' will also be chosen later) and
estimate the contribution coming to Wy from the terms with x; < v/z/(AC).
In the case g > f we have
9=f 9 _a+2m _Vrtdm 4/

~X ~X N ~X
K9 K9 Rg K9 Rg

Therefore, such contribution does not exceed

DS > >y Mo

K
A<D 0<£1,52<A 1<m; <V, 1<h1 <2VT/(CA) 1<k <2v/T/A 2
£2=¢3 (mod A) m;=¢; (mod A), i=1,2

xlnxz 5 5 xlnxzp ( )<<x2é1’1:c‘

A<D 0<51,52<A 1<m; </, A<D
£2=£2 (mod A) m;=¢; (mod A), i=1,2

Finally, since [w] — [v] = w — v + o(w) — o(v), we write W, as follows:

Wo+Vi(g)—V(f) +O<$2glx) +O<M),

where
/ / qg— f
Wo=3% > > > —
ASD 0<OL6<A  l<mi<yE VB, VEbm 2
£2=£2 (mod A) m;= =¢; (mod A) CA ST L
i=1,2 (k1,k2)=1, kK1<k2

/ ! — VR
_ Z Z Z Z Q(SO K;:‘ﬁ)
ASD 0<g16<A - d<mi<Va,  VE_ YR g g

£2=¢2 (mod A) m;= =¢ (mod A) CA ’
i=1,2 (k1,k2)= 1 K1<k2

(here ¢ = f, g). The sum W} contributes to the main term of W and the sums V(f), V(g)
give the remainder term in the asymptotic formula for .

§4. Asymptotic formula for Wj,.
First of all, we have

-Eyy X (X )t

ALD &1,§2 m1,m2 \/_<R<\/5+mi i—1.9 0|(k1,K2)
1= 3 YT

- DID I M

A<D 2f &1,62mime /o f—i—ml
lgégT _A< i<
i=0 (mod ), i=1,2
K1<K2



For brevity, here and below we write &1, &, instead of 0 < &,& < A, €2 = €2 (mod A),
and write my, my instead of 1 < m; < \/x, m; =& (mod A), i =1,2. Next, we estimate
the contribution coming to Wy from ¢ > D. Putting x; = dn; and using the inequalities

(12)

we find that such contribution does not exceed

xz Z 5222 Z n1n2

A<D De 6<2\/7 51 52 mi,m2 1<n < A/i

< a(lnz) > % > (%)2 < 2*(Inx) Z

< <
A<D Deé< 2z A<D

Z(Si lnx
>D

If the tuple (m,ms,q1,q2) = (my, mg, Adng, Adns) is not in A(z) then at least one of
the conditions g > f, f > 0 fails. Hence, for such tuple we have max (0,9 — f) = 0.
Otherwise, we obviously have g — f = max (0, g — f). Hence,

W, = ZZ“ 3 WA, 6; 51,52)+0<@),

ALD §<D £1,62
/ ! max (0, g —
Wo(A5:6.6) = 3 T max (0.9~ /)

To
mi,m2 \/x VTt+m; .
OAs<MSTAs L2

ni1<n2

Now we turn back to the representation of f and ¢ in the form f = max (f1, f2, f3, f4),
g = max (g1, g2, g3), and define A, 5(z) (1 < r < 4,1 < s < 3) as the subset of all
quadruples (mq, ma, 1, q2) = (Mmy, ma, Adny, Adny) from A(x) such that f = f,., g = gs.
Let A,.s(x; A, 9;&1,&) = B,s be the set of all tuples from A,4(x) that corresponds to
given values A, 4, & and &. Consequently, the sum Wy(A, d; &, &) splits into the sums
W,s = Wis(A, §;&1,&) corresponding to the tuples from the set B,,. Finally, we put

Note that any set B, is described by the system of inequalities which are linear with
respect to variables mq, ma, q1, qo (or £1, 05, n1,n5). Let us replace each sum W, by the
multiple integral. For brevity, we denote the variables of integration by the same letters:
gl, EQ, nq and Nny.

Suppose that W, has the form

W,s = Z Z Z Z@Dl(fl,&,nl,m), where
(€1) (£2) (n1) (n2)
1
P1(ly, la,ny,ma) = n—(gs(Af1 + &1, Al + &2, Adny, Adng)—
2
— fr(A£1 + 51, A£2 + 52, Aénl, A(Sng))



and (¢1), (¢2), (n1), (n2) are the systems of linear inequalities that define the domains of
corresponding variables. Explicit formulas for f,, g5, 1 <r <4, 1 < s < 3, imply that
11 has the form

92(61, 62, ny, ng)

ning

, (13)

where & is a polynomial of degree at most two. Changing the order of summation, one
may write W, as follows:

Z Z Z Z¢1 (01, ls,m1,n9).

(n2)* (n1)* (£2)* (1)*

Here (n;)*, (¢;)* are linear systems of the form

’

Z<€Z<%l7 J%<nz<</1/a 22172?

(2

/ . . . / . . .
where £, %, are linear forms in variables (5, n1,no; %5, %, are linear forms in variables
/ . . . !/
ny,ng; A, .4] are linear forms in variable no, and 45, .4, depends only on x. At the
same time, for all values of variables under considering we have

0<% < .;2” , < < ,/V =1,2.
08 S SAas !
In view of ([I3)), for any fixed triple ng, nq, s the function ¢, (as a function of ¢;) is a linear
combination of piecewisely monotonic functions defined on [.%;, .%;]. Obviously, both the
number of terms in such linear combination and the number of segments of monotonicity
of each term are bounded above by some absolute constant. The application of Lemma

1 together with (12) yields:

X
(Zz):* Uy (1, by, ma,ng) = Po(ly, iy, no) + O(m)>

w2(£27n17n2) == w1(€17£27n17n2)d61- (14>
(fr)*
The contribution coming to W, from the remainder term of (I4]) does not exceed
T 1 2%/2(In 2)?
— 1€ ——.
AS2 Z niny Z < A252

1<n; <V / (AD) 0<la<y/T/A
i=1,2

Thus we have
2%/2(In )2
= DD talla, o) +O< A2 )
(n2)* (n1)* (£2)*
Further, it follows from (I3)) that ¢9(¢s, n1, ny) has the form
Q(fg, ni, ng)

ning

10



where 2 is a polynomial of degree at most three. Moreover, the inequality (I2]) implies
that

3/2
w2(€2an17n2) < / xdgl v (16)

(61)* A527’L1TL2 A252n1n2 '

In view of (IH), for any n, ny, the function ¢, (as a function of ¢;) is a linear combination
of piecewisely monotonic functions defined on [, .%,]. Both the number of terms in such
linear combination and the number of segments of monotonicity of each term are bounded
above by some absolute constant. Using Lemma 1 and (I6) we get

£3/2
(ZZ):* Pa(le, ny,ng) = 1P3(ny, ng) + O<m)a

¢3(n1,n2) = ¢2(€2,n1,n2)d52 Z/ ¢1(51,€2,n1>n2)d51d€2- (17)

(£2)* (€2)* J(l1)*

The contribution coming to W, from O-term of (7)) is less than

x3/? 1 23/2(In z)?

> )

A252 nino A252
1<n1,n2<\/5/(A6)

Hence,
2%/2(In x)?
W,s = Z Z Y3(ny, ne) + O(#)
(n2)* (n1)*

From (IH), it follows that 13(n1, ns) has the form

. a) (18)
n1no
where Z is a polynomial of degree at most four. The inequality (I6]) implies that
72
Y3(n1,ng) K - Vo (b, 1, mg)dly K A2y (19)
Since /x/(CAS) < ny < /2 /(Ad) then
Cz3/?

Vs, n2) € F5o— 5 (20)

on the segment [.47,.4;]. Applying Lemma 1 to the sum over n; we find that

01’3/2
Z P3(n1, ne) = Ya(ng) + O(m), where

(n1)*

YPa(ng) ¢3(n1,n2)dn1:/ / Y1 (by, o, ny,no)dldladn, . (21)
* (n1)* J (€2)* J (€1)*

(n1)

11



The contribution coming to W, from O-term of (2I) does not exceed in order

A25 Ny A25
1<n2 <V /(AD)

Cl’3/2 Z 1 ¢ 01'3/2 In X

Therefore,
232 (Inx) Ca®?Inx Ca®?Inx
W,s = Z Ya(n2) + O(w) + O(w) = Z Ya(no) + O(T)
(n2)* (n2)*
Moreover, the estimate (20]) implies that

s (n)<</ 22 dm < 2?lnx < Cz3?nx
e e D362 myny  A30%n, A%

Finally, in view of (8], ¥4(ny) has the form

niz(yl(nl)jtyg(ng)lnﬂ), (22)

where .7;(ny) are polynomials of degree at most three and .4 is one of the forms .41,
;' Thus, v, is a linear combination of of piecewisely monotonic functions defined on
[A3, 45 ]. Both the number of terms in such linear combination and the number of
segments of monotonicity of each term are bounded above by some absolute constant.
By Lemma 1 and (22), we find that

Cx®?Inzx
(Z YPa(ng) - a(ng)dng + O(w)
Cx??1n
Wrs = (n2)- ¢4(n2)dn2 + O(%) =

3/2
/ / / wlwl’g%”b”ﬁd&dfzdmdnz+0<C~TT;”):

(n2)* (nl)’k (Zz)* ((1)*

M)

:/ / / wl(£17£27n17n2)d£1d€2dn1d’n,2+O< AT
(1) J(£2) J(n1) J(n2)

The last integral is expressed as follows:

/ / / / I i dtade, - / / / / X max (0,9 — f) dnodnydlodts,
(€1) J(£2) J(n1) J(n2)

where x,.s = Xrs(f1, {2, 11, no) is the characteristic function of the set of points (¢1, {3, n1,n3) €
R’ satisfying the conditions f = f., g = gs, fr < gs, and Q = Q(A, §; &, &) denotes the
set of points ({1, l2,n1,n2) € R} obeying the following set of conditions:

12



The summation over all pairs r, s yields:

3/21
ww&&&@g=h+o<&u%“), QAU‘m“Og WX (0.9 =) 4 dnsdtydes.

The change of variables m; = Al; + &;, ¢; = Adn; reduces this integral to

A452/ dm1/ dmy // p(my, ma, q1, ¢2)dqrdgo,

Vz/C<Lgi<y/z+m,i=1,2
q1<q2

w(mlum27q17q2> =
1 .
= o, e (0, min {z, (g1 +m1)?, (g2 + m2)?} — max {m?, m3, (¢ —m1)?, (g2 — m2)*}).
142

Putting m; = u;\/x, ¢ = viv/x, i = 1,2, we get

z? 1 1 1
]0 = 2A35 6(6)7 6(5) = 2/(; dUIA dU2 // gp(u17u2’vl’v2)dvldvz —

ey <14u;, 1=1,2
v1<V2

14+uq 14+us
/ dul/ du2/ dvl/ o(uq, ug, vy, v2)dvs,

Ul, Uz, V1, U2)

1
= — max {0 min (1, (ug + v1)?, (ug + 13)?) — max (u%, ug, (u1 — v1)?, (ug — ’112)2)}.
102

One can check (see §6) that

€

m@=6@+oemﬂ)

Setting & = &(0), we find

z? (InC)? . 2?6 r?(Inx)? Ca®?Inx
w=s(er0(Me)) missae =50 ("ony ) o V)

The summation over &;,&,6 and A yields:

e o ) o ()

A<D 6<D
6 S p(A) 2 552(1“ 1')2 x2(1nx)2 3/2 2
Taking C'= D = {/x/2 and using Lemma 3, we obtain
13 ¢(2
Wy = cox® + O(x7/4(1n:c)2), =1, % S.
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§5. Estimates of the sums V(f), V(g).

Obviously, the contribution coming to V (¢) from the pairs m; = msy is less than

A 2 3
T T
E E E (%) < E A(%) < 2?2
ISAKD &1=1  1<mikyVe 1<ALD
m1=£1 (mod A)

So, in what follows, we assume that my # ma.
Thus we write V() in the form

S Y VieAs, &) +0E?),

ISAKD  0<€1,62<A
5%553 (mod A)

where
/
V(Q0>A;§1>€2) = Z V(Q0>A;§1>€2;m1>m2)a
1<mi <V
m;=&; (mod A)
i=1,2

Ve, A&, &a5ma,my) = Z/ Q(L%)

N 2
T T .

OA <FiSTp =12
(k1,k2)=1, K1<K2

Suppose now that H > 1 is integer whose precise value will be chosen later, and denote
by UM and U® the contributions coming to the last sum from the terms py and 7y of
Lemma 2. Arguing as above, we split UY) to the sums UT(Z), J = 1,2, where the indexes
r, s mean that the corresponding tuples (mq, ms, q1,q2) = (m1, ma, Ak1, Aky) belong to
the set A,s(z). Then, for fixed r, s we write

W)

(k1) (s2)

where the symbols (k1) and (k3) mean the domains of the type o1 < k1 < 79, 03 < kg <
T2, (K,l,lﬂll) =1 and

o1 = o1(x;my, me), 7 =mn(x;me,me), o9 = 0o(T;m1,ma, K1), To = To(x; M1, M2, K1)

are linear functions of my, mo, k1. The restrictions imposed on «; imply the inequalities

E < k; < K, where
:[ﬁ] Kzzlﬁ}w.

2CA A

Further, using Lemma 2 we have

Y eyt s B

0<‘h|<H (I{l) (I{z LQH/Q

IR RT3 I E = BRI

L<|hl<2L (k1) (k2)

14



Next, we transform the domain (k) to make the bounds for ks independent of x;. Thus
we get

ho —hvky\ ho —hvky\
X)X () -

() Yt
1 ( ) (hap hl//ﬁ)

.o 2 ¢ =

E<ko<K K la|<K/2 02<ALT2

(k1,k2)=1

hyp — hvi,
- b X, e (ML),
la|<K/2 E<n

(k1, Hz)

where

) =e( %2 ). Bl = st = L T e(-52).

oo <AL T
It is easy to check that |5,(k1)| < 1 for any a. Hence,
(1)

Ub(L) = Z s (L a), where

la|<K/2 |CL| +1

M. hp —hvky\
Urs (L7 a) Z Zﬁ ’%1 Z O‘(H2>e<7) -
L<|h|<2L (k1) BE<ra<K R2

(k1,k2)=1

S0 DD M) SIRCAECARON o=y

L<|h|<2L 01<r1<T1 BE<ra<K 2
(k1,k2)=1
Finally, we split the domains of k; and k9 into the segments of the type M < k; < My,
N < Ky < Ny, where M; = 2M for all cases except at most one, where M; < 2M
(similarly for N, Ny).

Limiting ourselves by the case of positive h and taking the conjugation we lead to
the sums

viLmN =Y Y Y a (h)e(yhﬁ1 +9(n1,@)),

L<h<2L M<k1<M1 N<k2<Ni "2
(k1,k2)=1
where % (k1, k2) = —hy/ka. Now we have to estimate the derivatives 0.% /0k;, i = 1, 2.

Thus, in the case

— fy = (q2 — m2)2 - m% _ (Akg — m2)2 - m%
4 ’ q1 AV

h(mi — (Aky —mg)?)  0F  h((Aka—mg)>—mi) O0F  h(m3—mi— (Aky)?)

’ - ) - 2
AK1Ko 0K A,{f,@ OKo AK1K3

15



and therefore

0F

d _ h((vz)? + (2¢/7)?) . 10zl

AN AN .
AK3 Ky AR2ko

PVE? _ 2L ‘af

~ ~
ARk AKIRy | Okg

Thus, the inequalities () hold with X <« xL/A. The same estimates are valid in all

other cases. Setting ¥ = v = (m3 — m?)/A in Lemma 4, we conclude that

PIL+X ol () WIL+ X 1/2<<1+ 2L
MN AMN’ N MN AMN’

Next, setting a,, — k1), by — B(k2), co — v(h), we get ||a|| < VM, ||b|| < VN,
le|l < VL. Hence, for any fixed £ > 0, we obtain:

U(L, M,N) < (LMN)5/4(LMN)1/2<1+ uL )x

AMN
x {(LMN)/(M + N)Y/* 4 (LMN)3(M + N)/L'*} «
L
< 23e/4 <1 + Af\/[N>{(LMN)17/20(M+N)1/4+ (LMN)7/8(M_‘_N)1/8L1/8}‘

Now we set M = K -27% N = K - 277 where 1 < 2%,2° < C. Then we get

xL xL 20t xL A2
G _‘_2a+6 AL-QOH_B
AMN SA KT SA < !

xL xL
1 VAL -2@t8)/2 TN « 22 .9~ (ath)
N ’ <Az ’

39/40
(LMN)17/2O(M+N)1/4 < (%) L17/20(2—11a/10—176/20 +2—17o¢/20—116/10)’

15/16
(LMN)7/8(M_|_N)1/8L1/8 < <%) L(Q—a—w/s _|_2—7a/8—6)

and hence

39/40
xXr
U(L,M,N) < x35/4\/AL{ (E) L17/20(9=30/5-T8/20 | 9=Ta/20-35/5) |

- 15/16
—a/2—-38/8 —3a/8—8/2
+<P) L(272/2736/8 4 9=3a/ /)}.

The summation over all a, 3 yields:

U(l)(L ) < 3¢/4 /10 127/20 4 %16 13/2
rs’ (4 @ x A29/20 AlL/8 )

ULy < o5 E e B0
rs A 29/20 Al1L/8 :

16



Further, taking L = H - 277 we obtain

(1) 239/40 15/16
(1) |Urs" (L) 5¢/6 7720 , T 1/2
Urs' < Z L <™ A29/20 H + AlL/8 H :

Finally, summing over all pairs r, s we find that

) < g5l 239/40 e 15/16 12 (23)
A29/20 Al1L/8 :

Now we estimate the sum U®. By Lemma 2, for any 7, s and for some absolute constant
B < e (55

¢ > 0 we have
) <
Iil HQ (/‘Cl ("12

M= E (=
<o Y ﬁH( "”“) cS o Y 6(7@;;%).

E<ki,ke<K h=—o0 E<ki,ko<K
(k1,k2)=1 (k1,k2)=1

Let P > 2H be an integer. The the terms with |h| > P yields trivially

H HK? xH
2 2
cE |C(h)|K* < K ﬁ<< Iz < Aep

|h|>P h>P
Further, the term with A = 0 contributes at most

K?’InH < zlnz
H A2H

c|C(0)| K2 <

Now it remains to consider the contribution coming from 0 < |h| < P. To do this, we
split the segment 1 < h < P into the segments of the type L < h < Ly, Ly < 2L. Thus
we find:

N
L<h<IL, E<ki,ka<K 2
1 he — hvr
S XX (M),

(k1,k2)=1
L<h<li1 E<k1<K E<ko<K
(k1,k2)=1

where v(h) = HC(h)/In H < 1 and ||v|| < VL. The estimation of the last sum follows
the same arguments as above. Thus we obtain

mH . [ %40 L15/16
. Ae)5 o7/20 , T 132
Urs(L) <€ g 't ) {Azg/zo L NI L.

17



Taking L = P - 2% and summing over « we find:

ho — huR, 25 [ 3940 21/ 215/16 32
Z c(n) Z 6( Ko ) < ﬁ{Aw/zo P + Al1/8 P :
1<|h|<P E(<m,l€)2<1K
K1,k2)=

Hence,

A29/20 1 [ +A11/8' H +A2P+A2H

Summing this inequality over all pairs r, s and using (23]), we obtain:

U < xs{ £39/40  p27/20  15/16  p3/2 oH T }

V(@;A,§1,§2;m1,m2) =

39/40 P27/20 15/16 P3/2 H
_ (D) (2) e v 7/20 x 1/2 € x
=UT+U <<x{A29/20<H + H )+A11/8(H + H)+A2P+A2H <
_ 23940 p27/20  ,15/16  p3/2 oH T
<z {A29/20' H +A11/8 g +A2P+A2H}’

The summation over m; = & (mod A), ¢ = 1,2 will multiple the above bound to the

factor (v/x/A)? = x/A%:

—1/40 P27/20 —1/16 P3/2 H 1
. 2+4e€ z z
V(@,A,£1,£2)<<SL’ {A69/20 . I —+ A27/8 . % +A4P+A4H}

By Lemma 3,

V(p) < 2™ > p(A

{x—1/40 p27/20  ,—1/16  p3/2 H 1 }
<
A<D

A69/20 +A27/8' J7i +A4P+A4H

« 2 £~ 1/40 p27/20 . 12— 1/16 p3/2 . E . i
H H P H

Choosing H = [z'/'%], P = H? we finally get
V(gp) < p*te (i + H$—1/54) < 2 1/108+¢
H

Theorem is proved.
§6. Multiple integral S(¢).

In this section, we consider the integral &(e) defined in §4, that is,

1 1 14+ug 14+usg
6(5) :/ dul/ du2/ dUl/ @(U1,U27U17U2)d027
0 0 5 5

18



where we put

max (0, g — .
@(ulau%vlaUZ) - %a g = min (gla92a93)a .f = Inax (.fl?anf37.f4)a
102
Ji= Uia fa= u%? fs = (u1 — U1)27 fa= (ug — U2)27

an=1 g =+ 01)2, g3 = (ug + Uz)2

(in §3, we have already used the notations f,,gs in other sense, but this will not lead
us to misunderstandings). Denote by w the set of points (uj,us, v, vs) satisfying the
conditions 0 < u; < 1,0 <v; < 14w, ¢ =1,2. Let us split w to the subsets w, ; defined
by the conditions f = f,., g = gs, fr < gs. Finally, denote by w, s(¢) the set of points of
wys with additional conditions v; > ¢, 7 =1, 2.

Consequently, for any 0 < € < 1 we get

6(8) = Z/ QO(Ul, Ug, U1, U2) duldu2dvldvg = Z 671,3(8).
7,8 wr,s(€) 7,8
Thus, it is sufficient to show that

S,4() = 6,40)+ O (e In’ %) (24)

for any pair 7, s. We limit ourselves by the case r = s = 2 since the arguments in all
other cases follow the same lines.
One can check that ws s is defined by the following set of inequalities:

O0<u; Sup <1, wug—wy <vp <min (1 —wug,ug +uy), v — (ug —uy) < vg < 2up

and, hence, w5 splits into three subdomains @, ws and ws defined by the systems

1 1
0< < <l §<U2<1, §<U2<1,
\Ul\U2\3, 1 1

0<u < 5(1—uy), (1 —ug) < uy < ug,
Uy —up < V1 < U + Uy,

U —up < V1 < Uz + ug, Uy —up K v <1 —wy,
v — (ug — uy) < vg < 2ug,

v — (ug — uy) < vg < 2ug, v — (ug — uy) < vg < 2up.

Denote by @;(e) (j = 1,2,3) the set of points of w; with additional condition v; > ¢
and denote by Ji(¢) the integral

/ (%2 duldu2dvldvg =
w1(€

)
1/3 ug u2+u1 2usg
:/ duz/ dul/ dvl/ @ duydusdvdus,
0 0 max (u2—u1,€) max (v —(u2—u1),€)

_ 2 _ .2
o = plur, i v1,00) = 22 = (b + o)~y (25)
V1V2 V1V2
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From (25), it follows that 2uy > ¢ for any point of w;(g). The contribution j;(¢) coming
to Ji(e) from the subdomain with /2 < uy < 2¢, is less than

4e 2 4
/ dUQ/ dUQ/ dul/ d'Ul/ €t E) dUQ <<€
€/2 b2
Therefore,

1/3 u ug+ul 2uo
8) = / dUQ/ dU1/ dUl/ QOd’UQ + 0(54) =
2e 0 max (ug—u1,€) max (v1—(u2—u1),€)
1/3 Us—e us+u1 2u
= / dUQ / dul / dUl / QO d’l]g—l—
2e 0 U2 —U1 max (v1—(u2—u1)
1/3 u ug+ui 2uo
+/ duz/ dul/ dvl/ @ dvy + O(e?) =
2e U —€ € max (v1—(u2—u1),€)

= Jo(e) + J3() + O(e?).

1/3
/ duQ/ du1/ dv1/ dv2 1

Next, splitting the integral Jy(¢) we get

1/3 Uy —€ ug+u1 2ug
= / dU2 / dU1 / dvl / 2 dv2+
2¢ 0 Uz —u1+e v1—(u2—u1)

1/3 Ug—€ U —u1+e 2ug
‘l‘/ d’lLQ/ dU1/ dU1/ @dvg = J4(E) + J5(€).
2e 0 U2 —uq 5
Obviously,

1/3 Ug—€ uo—ul+e 1
5) < / dUQ/ du1 / @ % =
2e Uz —UT V1 Je V2
1/3 1 1/3 u9
(ln )/ dug/ ln( u1+6) duy = <1n—)/ duQ/ In <w+€)dw<
Ug — UL £ % € w
U2 1 2 1/3 1 2
< <ln—>/ du2/ _5dw ga(ln—) / duz<<5(ln—> .
€ 2e € w € 2e €
Now we replace the lower bound us — u; + € for vy in Jy(€) to ug — uy. Thus we find
u2+uq 2ug
/ dUQ/ / d’Ul/ QOd’UQ—
2 ug—u1 v1—(u2—u1)
1/3 ug—u1+e€ 2uz
/ dUQ/ dul/ d’Ul/ @dvg = J6(€) — J7(€).
U2 —u1 Ul—(u2_u1)

20
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Setting w = ug — uy, v = vy — (ug — uy) we have

1/3 U w-‘,—e 2/3
o[
2¢e V1
1/3 1/3 23w
[ e
V4w
1/3 1/3d d d 1 1 2
/ duQ/ w/ / T2 /duQ/ —w/ (ln—)dv<<5(ln—).
0 e W Jo v &

Next we replace the upper bound uy — ¢ for uy in Jg(g) to uy. The error does not exceed

1/3 u2 u2+u1
= / dus / / / © dvs.
2e ug — U2 —u1 v1—(u2—u1)

Setting w = ug — uy, v = vy — (ug — uy) we find that

1/3 € 2ua—w 2uo 1/3 € 2(uz—w) 2u2
:/ du2/ dw/ dvl/ @ dvy :/ du2/ dw/ dv/ © dvs.
2e 0 w v —w 2e 0 0 v

At the same time,

. (u1 + ’01)2 - u% o (Ul + v — uz)(ul + v+ Ug) o ’U(U + QUQ) < 4u2v < @

V1V2 V1V2 n ’UQ(U +’UJ) = ’UQ(U +’UJ) = (%) )

Therefore,

1/3 5 2uo 2uo d 1/3 2uo 2
Js(e) < 4/ quuQ/ dw/ dv/ 4t < 45/ Us duQ/ In ﬂdv
2 0 0 v U2 2 0 v
< 85/ ugduQ/ d dt < e.
0 1

Hence we have Jg(g) = Jy(e) + O(e), where

1/3 ugt+uy 2uz
/ du2/ dul/ dvl/ © dvs.
up—ug v1—(u2—u1)

Finally, the error coming to Jy(g) from the replacement the lower bound e for us by zero
is estimated as follows (w = us — uy, v = v1 — (ug — uy)):

2e U2 ug+ug 2u2
/ duQ/ du1/ dm/ pdvy =
0 0 uz—u1 v1—(u2—u1)
2e u9 2us—w 2us 2e (u2 —w) 2us9
:/ du2/ dw/ dvl/ pduy = / duz/ dw/ U/ Y duy <
2ug 4 2
/ du2/ dw/ dv/ idw / uzdu2/ dw/ nﬂdv
+oo 1
<8/ u2duQ/ dw/ —dt<<5
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Thus we find that

3

Ji(e) = J1(0) + O (5 In? 1) .

The integrals over the domains wsy(¢), ws(e) are considered along the same lines. Hence,
the relation (24]) is checked for r = s = 2. All other pairs r, s are handle similarly.
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