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A GENERALIZATION OF THE TITCHMARSH DIVISOR PROBLEM

BIAO WANG

Abstract. Let d(k)(n) be the k-free divisor function for integer k ≥ 2. Let a be a nonzero
integer. In this paper, we establish an asymptotic formula

∑

p≤x

d(k)(p− a) = bk · x+O

(

x

log x

)

related to the Titchmarsh divisor problem, where bk is a positive constant dependent on k

and a. For the proof, we apply a result of Felix and show a general asymptotic formula for
a class of arithmetic functions including the unitary divisor function, k-free divisor function
and the proper Pillai’s function.

1. Introduction

Let d(n) be the divisor function. In 1930, under the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis,
Titchmarsh [25] proved that

∑

p≤x

d(p− a) =
ζ(2)ζ(3)

ζ(6)

∏

p|a

(

1−
p

p2 − p+ 1

)

· x+O

(

x log log x

log x

)

(1)

for any fixed non-zero integer a, where p denotes a prime number. This leads to the study of
the asymptotic behavior of the summation in (1), which is known as the Titchmarsh divisor

problem.
In 1961, Linnik [19] proved (1) unconditionally with his dispersion method. Later, Hal-

berstam [14] gave a very short proof using the Bombieri-Vinogradov theorem. Moreover,
Fouvry [10, Corollaire 2] and Bombieri, Friedlander and Iwaniec [4, Corollary 1] improved
(1) to

∑

p≤x

d(p− a) = cx+ c0 Li(x) +O

(

x

(log x)A

)

(2)

for any A ≥ 1, where c and c0 are constants depending only on a, and Li(x) =
∫ x

2
dt
log t

. After
these results, a number of generalizations and analogues of the Titchmarsh divisor problem
have shown in the literature, see [9, 21, 22, 7, 26, 28, 8, 2] and so on.

In the analytic number theory, there are several arithmetic functions akin to the divisor
function, say the unitary divisor function d∗(n). Here, d∗(n) is the number of unitary divisors
of n, i.e., d∗(n) =

∑

ab=n,(a,b)=1 1. A fact is that d∗(n) is equal to the number of squarefree

divisors of n and d∗(n) = 2ω(n), where ω(n) is the number of distinct prime factors of n. We
know that the Dirichlet series of the divisor function d(n) is ζ2(s), where ζ(s) =

∑∞
n=1

1
ns is
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the Riemann zeta functionn for Re s > 1. The Dirichlet series of d∗(n) is closely related to
ζ2(s) and equals

∞
∑

n=1

d∗(n)

ns
=

ζ2(s)

ζ(2s)
. (3)

In general, let d(k)(n) be the number of k-free divisors of n for integer k ≥ 2. Then the
Dirichlet series of d(k)(n) is equal to

∞
∑

n=1

d(k)(n)

ns
=

ζ2(s)

ζ(ks)
. (4)

The asymptotic formulas for
∑

n≤x d
∗(n) and

∑

n≤x d
(k)(n) have been widely studied in the

literature, see [20, 5, 13, 23, 24, 3, 17, 12] and so on. They are closely related to the Dirichlet
divisor problem. However, to the best of our knowledge, the analogue of the Tichmarsh
divisor problem for the k-free divisor function has not been studied yet. In this paper, we
will give a new generalization of Tichmarsh’s result (1) and then provide an asymptotic
formula for

∑

p≤x

d(k)(p− a).

To unify (3) and (4), we consider general arithmetic functions f : N → C with the Dirichlet

series F (s) =
∑∞

n=1
f(n)
ns absolutely convergent on Re s > 1, then

∞
∑

n=1

(f ∗ d)(n)

ns
= F (s)ζ2(s),

where f ∗ d is the Dirichlet convolution between f and d. The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let f : N → C be an arithmetic function. Let a be an integer. If the Dirichlet

series of f is absolutely convergent on Re s ≥ 1−α for some positive α > 0, then there exists

some constant cf > 0 such that

∑

p≤x

(f ∗ d)(p− a) = cf · x+O

(

x

log x

)

, (5)

where cf =
∑∞

m=1
f(m)cm

m
, and cm is defined in Theorem 2.1 below. The implied constant in

(5) depends only on f and a.

Taking f = 1n=1, we get (1) from (5). Hence (5) is a generalization of (1). For k ≥ 2, if
we take

f(n) =

{

µ(m) if n = mk;

0 otherwise,

then we get that
∑∞

n=1
f(n)
ns = 1

ζ(ks)
and f ∗ d = d(k). In particular, for k = 2, we get

(f ∗d)(n) = 2ω(n). Clearly, the Dirichlet series of f(n) is absolutely convergent on Re s > 1/k.
Thus, by Theorem 1.1, we obtain an analogue of (1) for the k-free divisor function and the
unitary divisor function as follows.
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Corollary 1.2. Let k ≥ 2 be an integer. Let a be an integer. Then there exists some constant

bk > 0 such that
∑

p≤x

d(k)(p− a) = bk · x+O

(

x

log x

)

, (6)

where

bk =
ζ(2)ζ(3)

ζ(6)

∏

p|a

(

1−
p

p2 − p+ 1

)

∏

p

(

1−
1

pk−2(p2 − p+ 1)

)

.

In particular, for ω(n), the number of distinct prime factors of n, we have

∑

p≤x

2ω(p−a) = b2 · x+O

(

x

log x

)

, (7)

where

b2 =
ζ(2)ζ(3)

ζ(6)

∏

p|a

(

1−
p

p2 − p+ 1

)

∏

p

(

1−
1

p2 − p + 1

)

.

In Section 2, we will apply a result of Felix [9] in 2012 on generalizing the Titchmarsh
divisor problem to give a proof of Theorem 1.1. Then in Section 3, we will propose some
problems related to our generalization.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

To prove Theorem 1.1, we cite a generalization of (1) obtained by Felix [9] for primes in
arithmetic progressions. This result helps us divide the summation in (5) into two parts.
The main part consists of summations over small moduli, which involves the main term in
(5). The other part consisting of summations over large moduli contributes only an error
term in (5).

Theorem 2.1 ([9, Theorem 1.2]). Let m > 1 be an integer, let a ∈ Z and (a,m) = 1, and
let A > 0. Then we have

∑

p≤x
p≡a (modm)

d

(

p− a

m

)

=
cm
m

x+O

(

x(logm)(1 + cm)

m log x

)

+O

(

x

(log x)A

)

(8)

uniformly for m ≤ (log x)A+1, where

cm =
ζ(2)ζ(3)

ζ(6)

∏

p|a

(

1−
p

p2 − p+ 1

)

∏

p|m

(

1 +
p− 1

p2 − p+ 1

)

and the first O-constant is absolute and the second O-constant depends only on a and A.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let B > 0 be a parameter to be chosen later. By (f ∗ d)(n) =
∑

mq=n f(m)d(q), we have
∑

p≤x

(f ∗ d)(p− a) =
∑

p≤x

∑

mq=p−a

f(m)d(q)

=
∑

m≤x−a

f(m)
∑

p≤x
mq=p−a

d(q) =
∑

m≤x−a

f(m)
∑

p≤x
p≡a (modm)

d

(

p− a

m

)
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=
∑

m≤(log x)B

f(m)
∑

p≤x
p≡a (modm)

d

(

p− a

m

)

+
∑

(log x)B<m≤x−a

f(m)
∑

p≤x
p≡a (modm)

d

(

p− a

m

)

:= S1 + S2. (9)

For S1, by Theorem 2.1, we have

S1 =
∑

m≤(log x)B

f(m)
∑

p≤x
p≡a (modm)

d

(

p− a

m

)

=
∑

m≤(log x)B

f(m)

{

cm
m

x+O

(

x(logm)(1 + cm)

m log x

)

+O

(

x

(log x)2B

)}

=





∑

m≤(log x)B

f(m)cm
m



 x+O





∑

m≤(log x)B

x|f(m)|(logm)(1 + cm)

m log x





+O





x

(log x)2B

∑

m≤(log x)B

|f(m)|



 . (10)

Notice that

cm ≪
∏

p|m

(1 +
1

p
) ≪ logm,

where the implied constant depends only on a. Then for the first term in (10), we have

∑

m≤(log x)B

f(m)cm
m

=
∞
∑

m=1

f(m)cm
m

−
∑

m>(log x)B

f(m)cm
m

and
∑

m>(log x)B

f(m)cm
m

≪
∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)| logm

m

≪
∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)| logm

m
·

mα/2

(log x)αB/2
≪

1

(log x)αB/2
.

Here
∑∞

m=1
|f(m)| logm

m1−α/2 is convergent due to the assumption that the Dirichlet series of f is
absolutely convergent at 1− α. So

∑

m≤(log x)B

f(m)cm
m

=
∞
∑

m=1

f(m)cm
m

+O

(

1

(log x)αB/2

)

. (11)

For the second term in (10), we have

∑

m≤(log x)B

x|f(m)|(logm)(1 + cm)

m log x
≪

x

log x

∑

m≤(log x)B

|f(m)|(logm)2

m
≪

x

log x
. (12)
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For the third term in (10), we have

x

(log x)2B

∑

m≤(log x)B

|f(m)| ≤
x

(log x)2B





∑

m≤(log x)B

|f(m)|

m
· (log x)B



≪
x

(log x)B
. (13)

Thus, by (10)-(13), we obtain that

S1 =

(

∞
∑

m=1

f(m)cm
m

)

· x+O

(

x

log x

)

, (14)

provided B ≥ max {1, 2/α}.
For S2, we have

|S2| ≤
∑

(log x)B<m≤x−a

|f(m)|
∑

p≤x
mq=p−a

d(q)

≤
∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)|
∑

q≤x−a
m

d(q)

≪
∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)| ·
x

m
log

x

m

≪ x log x
∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)|

m
. (15)

We estimate the last summation in (15) as follows:
∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)|

m
≤

∑

m>(log x)B

|f(m)|

m
·

mα

(log x)αB
≪

1

(log x)αB
.

It follows that

S2 = O

(

x

log x

)

, (16)

provided B ≥ 2/α.
Therefore, taking B ≥ max {1, 2/α}, we obtain (5) by combining (9), (14), and (16)

together. �

3. Related problems

Let P (n) = 1
n

∑n
k=1 gcd(k, n) be the proper Pillai’s function, then P (n) =

∑

m|n ϕ(m)/m,

where ϕ(m) is the Euler totient function, and
∞
∑

n=1

P (n)

ns
=

ζ2(s)

ζ(s+ 1)
(17)

for Re > 1, see [16]. The analysis in Theorem 1.1 shows that there exists some constant
cP > 0 such that

∑

p≤x

P (p− a) = cP · x+O

(

x

log x

)

. (18)

This is another application of Theorem 1.1.
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In the literature, there are a number of generalizations and analogues of the Titchmarsh
divisor problem. In the end, motivated by the asymptotic formula in Theorem 1.1, we
propose a list of problems related to these generalizations and analogues for the interested
readers. Let f : N → C be an arithmetic function satisfying that its Dirichlet series is
absolutely convergent on Re s ≥ 1−α for some α > 0. Let g = f ∗ d. For example, one may
take g = 2ω(n), d(k)(n) or P (n) as in this paper. The following is our problem list.

(1) Estimate the summation
∑

p1p2···pk≤x

g(p1p2 · · · pk − 1),

c.f. [15, 11].
(2) Find an analogue of Corollary 1.2 over finite fields, c.f. [1, 6].
(3) Under the Elliott-Halberstam conjecture, estimate

∑

p≤x
P+(p−a)≥y

g(p− a),

where P+(n) denotes the largest prime factor of n, c.f. [27].
(4) Estimate the summation

∑

p≤x

g(p2 + 1),

c.f. [28].
(5) Estimate the summation

∑

p2+q2≤x

g(p2 + q2 + 1),

where p, q belong to the set of primes. c.f. [18].
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