arXiv:2406.00736v2 [math.NT] 22 Sep 2024

ON THE ESTIMATE M(z) = o(z) FOR BEURLING GENERALIZED
NUMBERS

JASSON VINDAS

ABSTRACT. We show that the sum function of the M&bius function of a Beurling
number system must satisfy the asymptotic bound M(x) = o(z) if it satisfies the
prime number theorem and its prime distribution function arises from a monotone
perturbation of either the classical prime numbers or the logarithmic integral.

Dedicated to the memory of Jean-Pierre Kahane and Wen-Bin Zhang

1. INTRODUCTION

In analytic number theory, the Prime Number Theorem (PNT)

(2) ~ = —

m(x) ~ T — 00
logx’ ’

is considered to be equivalent to the bound

(1.1) M(z) = o(z), x — 00,

where M stands for the sum function of the Mobius function, in the sense that they
are deducible from one another by quite simple real variable arguments (cf. [8, [14]).
The counterparts of this and several other classical “PNT equivalences” for Beurling
generalized numbers have been thoroughly investigated in the past decade [4, [6l [7],
(10, 11]; see also the survey articles [9, [12]. It has been discovered that various of the
different implications may fail without extra hypotheses, and conditions have also been
determined under which the implications do or do not hold in the Beurling context.

Based on an example of Beurling [1], Zhang observed [15] that the Beurling analog
of (L) does not necessarily imply the PNT for Beurling primes. In the converse
direction, knowing whether (1) is an unconditional consequence of the PNT is an
important open question in the theory of Beurling numbers.

According to [4, Theorem 2.1], the PNT does imply (1)) if one additionally assumes
that the generalized integer counting function N satisfies the bound N(z) < z. There-
fore, if one would like to attempt to disprove the implication “PNT =- (I.1))”, one would
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need to seek counterexamples among those number systems for which N(x)/z is un-
bounded. This observation in combination with [I1, Proposition 6.1, p. 60] led Kahane
to proposdl the absolutely continuous prime measur (we write log,, x = log(log,_, ))

1—u?t Xlee,00) (1)

1.2 dIT =
(1.2) k(w) log u log ulog, u

as a possible candidate to refute “PNT = (ILT)”. In fact, we obviously have Ik (x) ~
x/log x, while the quoted result from [I1] yields Nk (z)/z — oo for its associated gen-
eralized integer distribution function, determined via the relation dNy = exp*(dllk)
where the exponential is taken with respect to the (multiplicative) convolution of mea-
sures [11]. The analog of the sum of the Mobius function in this case is My with d My
defined as the convolution inverse of dNk, or equivalently, dMyx = exp*(—dIlk).

We have found that Mg (z) = o(x); consequently, the prime measure (L2) fails to
deliver a counterexample for “PNT = (I.))”. This follows at once from the follow-
ing theorem, which is our main result. We mention that primitives of all measures
considered in this article are right-continuous and supported on the interval [1,00).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose the (signed) measure dII can be written as
dIl = dlly +dE + dR,

where the measures in this expression satisfy:

(1.3) My(x) = /w exp*(—dlly) = O ( - ) : for some a > 0,

] log” z
(1.4) /1 AE(w)| = o (102:5) ,
(1” Z) /w AR _

Then, M(x) = [ exp*(—dII) = o(x).

Theorem [L1] is applicable when Il is Riemann’s counting function of the classical
rational prime numbers Iy(z) = S°5° (1/k)w(21/*) = > pr<e(1/K), or when it is the
(normalized) logarithmic integral Io(z) = (1 — v~ ')du/logu. In particular, any
example of a prime measure constructed as a monotone perturbation of either of these

prime distribution functions and for which the PNT holds will always fail to disprove
“PNT=-(TI))".

1Olraully communicated in April 2017 during an author’s visit to Jean-Pierre Kahane and Eric Salas
in Paris.

2Even if one would mainly be interested in discrete Beurling number systems, considering “contin-
uous analogs” is a useful device for the construction of counterexamples in Beurling number theory,
as they provide flexible templates that could usually be discretized by means of a number of available
techniques (cf. [3L[B][11]). So, in a broad sense [I} I1], a Beurling generalized number system is merely
a pair of non-decreasing right continuous functions N and II with N(1) = 1 and II(1) = 0, both
having support in [1,00), and subject to the relation dN = exp*(dII).
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We give a proof of Theorem [L.1]in Section B after discussing some preliminaries on
convolution of measures in Section 2l We shall close this article by exhibiting a better
bound than Mg (z) = o(x) for Kahane’s example. The next proposition will be shown
in Section Ml

Proposition 1.2. We have the bound

My (z) = o (102:5) .

The author thanks Frederik Broucke, Gregory Debruyne, and Harold G. Diamond
for their useful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON CONVOLUTION CALCULUS

Our notation for operational calculus with Lebesgue-Stieltjes measures is the same as
in [11], but let us briefly review some concepts for the sake of convenience. Integration
[i= has the meaning f[1 .- The convolution of dA and dB is determined via

/ldi*dB://lguvgdi(u)dB(v)Z/leG) dB(u):/le<§) dA(u).

The variation measure of dA is denoted as |dA|, a notation that was already used in
the Introduction.
We shall make use of the operator L of multiplication by log, namely,

(LdA)(u) = logudA(u).

The relevance of L for us is that it is a derivation in the convolution algebra of measures,
that is,

(2.1) L(dA % dB) = (LdA) * dB + dA « (LdB).

Applying L to the exponential of a measure exp*(dA) = > 7 (1/n!)dA*" yields [LI,
p. 27]

(2.2) Lexp*(dA) = (LdA) x exp*(dA).

The reader should think of (2.2]) as a general form of Chebyshev’s classical identity
from elementary prime number theoryﬁ.
We finally recall the exponential law for convolution:

exp*(dA + dB) = exp*(dA) x exp*(dB).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

We divide the proof of Theorem [Tl into several intermediate results.

3That is, the identity Yn<zlogn =3 . ¥(x/n), where ¢ is the Chebyshev function.
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose dG7 and dGs are such that

B.) [liG o,

- u

and let dM; = exp*(dG;), j = 1,2. Then,
Mi(z) = o(x) if and only if Msy(z) = o(x).

Proof. Since the statement is symmetric, we just need to show that M;(z) = o(x)
implies Ms(z) = o(x). Set dR = dGy —dG;. Our hypothesis is that (L) holds, which
in turn yields

[ ler R e ), ([

T

Msy(z) = /11‘ dM; x exp*(dR) = /1 M, (g) exp”(dR(u))
- / "o (%) exp* (AR(w)) = ofx).

u

Hence,

O

In view of Lemma [3I] we may assume that R = 0 in Theorem [Tl Using the Jordan
decomposition of dE, Theorem [[.Tl would be established if we are able to show the next
proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let dE > 0 and dIly be measures such that (L3) and (L4) hold.
Then, for each 0 < b < min{a, 1},

(3.2) Mi(x):/mexp*(—dHO:I:dE):O< ° )

log’

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving Proposition 3.2l and we keep dll,
dE, dMy, and dM® as in its statement. Naturally, (L) amounts to the same as

(3.3) E(x)zo( i )

log

We further define
dF* = exp*(£dE) and  dH* = LdF* = log-dF*.
We need some bounds involving dF* and H*.

Lemma 3.3. For each ¢ > 0,

CdFt
/ u(u) < log®x and  H"(r) < xlog® x.
1

Proof. By (B3),
/00 dB(u) :a/oo E(u)duzo(—log(a—l)), o— 17

B ue uotl
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Hence,

(3.4) /loo dF;(u) = exp </100 dif,“)) < T _1 T

An quick elementary Tauberian argument shows that [i* v 'dF"(u) < log® z. Indeed,
taking 0 = 14 1/logz in (3.4]), we obtain

x + o) +
/ M < e/ exp (_logu) dF™ (u) < log® .
1 1

- u log x u

Noticing now that E(z) = [ logudE(u) = E(z)logz — [ u"'E(u) du = o(x) and
employing property (2.2)), we deduce that

T T oodFJ,-
H+(x):/ dE*dF+:/ E(E) dF*(u) < :c/ ) < zlog® x.
_ u

u

Proof of Proposition[3.2 We may assume that 0 < a < 1. We will show that

(3.5) / logu dM*(u) < zlog' "z,

whence integration by parts yields ([B.2)). In fact, the bound (B.5]) implies

T 1 /
M*(z) < 1+ Ib —I—/ (——) ulog b u du < Ib .
log”x  Js log u log” x

Our starting point is applying the operator L to the relation dM* = dF* x dMj, so
that we obtain (cf. (21I))

/ 1ogudMi(u):/ (LdMO)*dFi+/ dMy * dH* =: I)(x) + I(z).

We keep 0 < e <a—0.
To estimate I;(z), we first notice that

/ logu dMy(u) < xlog' ™.
Using Lemma [3:3] we find

I(z) < / " (r/u) log~* (a/u)dF* ()

TdFT
S :L’logl_aI/ (u)

- u

< zlog' b x.
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We now deal with I5. Applying Lemma B3] the hypothesis (I3]), and integration by
parts, we obtain

o)< [ ey

x/u

xT /
< xlog® +/ - log®u d
ves T J) ( 1oga<e+z/u>) e e

. /m logfu  du
Lzlogte+a | —F7————~—
1 logt(e+x/u) u

? log®(x/u) du

=xlog® ¢ + /7_
vlos rmd 1 logt(e+u) u
du

§z10g5x+a:log€:£/ —
1 ulog

< zloglz.
(e +u) &

We end this section with two remarks.

Remark 3.4. Let ¢ be a Karamata slowly varying function [2, [13]. If we replace (3.1))
in Lemma [3.T] by the stronger hypothesis

/OO |d(G1 — G2)(u)]

_ uco

(3.6) < 00 for some og < 1,

then M;(z) = O(xf(x)) if and only if My(z) = O(xf(x)). This follows as in the proof
of Lemma B.I]if we make use of Potter’s estimates [2], p. 25].

Remark 3.5. If one strengthens the condition (LH) in Theorem [I1] to

(3.7) / [dR(w)] < 00 for some g < 1,

_ uco

then the stronger bound (b < min{a, 1})

M(z) =0 (10;’9:)

must hold true, as one infers from Remark B.4] and Proposition [3.2]

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Set

dB* = exp*(£dA), and mK(:L’):/ M

- u

dA(u) = Neeoo) () 4
log ulog, u

We will prove Proposition by studying the asymptotic behavior of B*. The func-
tions my and B~ are closely connected.

Lemma 4.1. We have
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Proof. 1t is well known (cf. [I1]) that

1 — —1
exp” | — Yodu) = 01 — %,
logu U

where 97 is the Dirac delta concentrated at 1. Hence,

1 1—ut
—exp” | — Yodqu) = 0 — du
u log u u?

has primitive 1/z. Using this formula, one obtains
/x dMg(u) /x 5 du § dB~(u)\ /x u dB~(u) B (x)
TR A u )iz v ox

The verification of the next lemma is left to the reader.

Lemma 4.2. There are constants ¢; and cy such that, as o — 17T,

oodA(u)_l 1 n n Co 4 1
/EE w0 \e 1) T g () T M lee () )

We then have,
Lemma 4.3. The bound

(4.1) S(x) ::/ =o(1)
holds.

Proof. In view of Lemma [4.2]

/°° dBu‘U(U) — exp (— /OO d‘%@) — (1)
/00 dB;(U) = exp (/OO #) = b log (i) + by +0(1)

for some b; and by and where the asymptotic formulas are as ¢ — 17. The measure
. N B 0 dA*2n
dB =2cosh*(dA) :=dB"™ +dB™ =2
“— (2n)!

is non-negative and its Mellin transform has the same real asymptotic behavior as that
of the Mellin transform of dB™, that is,

/1°° dB(u) _ /loo dB™(w) +0(1) = by log (i) + by + o(1).

_ ue - ue

We now apply de Haan’s second order regular variation theory, which allows us to
conclude (cf. [2, Theorem 3.9.1, p. 172] or [I3| Theorem IV.12.1, p. 200]) that

x B+
/ B () = by logy @ + by + b1y + 0o(1)

— u
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and

“dB
/ u(u) = by logy = + by + b1y + o(1),
1

with 7 the Euler-Mascheroni constant, whence (1) follows.

We are ready to show Proposition [I.2
Proof of Proposition[1.2. We will establish the bound
x
4.2 B (z) = :
(42) @ =o (i)

Proposition is an easy consequence of (4.2). Indeed, by Lemma AT and (4.2),
mg(x) = o(1/logx). We would therefore obtain

Mi(z) = / udme(u) = s () — [ mc(u)du = 0( ’ )

- 1- log x

To prove ([42), we slightly adapt the argument employed at the end of the proof of
Lemma 3.3l Let dG(u) = LdA(u). Observe that

x x
G(r) = +0| ——— .
(z) log, (log xlogs x)

Using (4.1]), Chebyshev’s identity (cf. (2.2))), and integration by parts,
x T z B_
/ logu dB™ (u) = _/ dG « dB~ = —:c/ G(z/u) dB™ (u)
1

- z/u u

_ / s (5) (Gi“) du — dG(u))

Yo du
< / 0 (—) ———— = o(x).
et u/ logulogs; u

B 1 x B x t B dt
B (x)_logxfl logu dB (u)+/l (/1 logudB (u)) Tlog’1

=0 v +o0 * =0 <
~ \logz log?z)  \logz )’
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