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ON TELHCIRID’S THEOREM ON ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS

GAUTAMI BHOWMIK AND YUTA SUZUKI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the distribution of the digital reverses of prime numbers,
which we call the reversed primes. We prove the infinitude of reversed primes in any arithmetic
progression satisfying straightforward necessary conditions provided the base is sufficiently large.
We indeed prove an effective Siegel-Walfisz type result for reversed primes, which has a larger
admissible level of modulus than the classical case.

1. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of various digital properties of integers has been popular in the last twenty
years. The problems include sums of digits or representations with missing digits.

Take g € Z>5 to be the base of the digital representation. We write the base-g representation of
n € N as

(1.1) n= Z nig® with ng,...,ny_1 €{0,...,9—1} and ny_; # 0,
0<i<N
where we say the integer n or its representation is of the length N.

Notice that the distribution of primes with special digital properties are difficult problems in
general, though there are some known results on the infinitude of certain primes. For example,
Mauduit and Rivat [6] proved that, for any base g > 2, there are infinitely many primes whose sum
of digits satisfy a given congruence condition and Maynard [7] showed that, for any base g > 10,
there are infinitely many primes which do not have one given digit in their digital representation.
The aim of this paper is to show a new infinitude of primes with a special digital property.

In this paper, we study the digital reverse of integers. For the base-g representation (1.1) of a
positive integer n, write

(1.2) = Z nN—i-19' = Z nig" ',

0<i<N 0<i<N

and call it the digital reverse of n. In particular, we call the digital reverse ? of a prime number p a
reversed prime. Our aim is to obtain Telhcirid’s theorem on arithmetic progressions. More precisely,
we prove, for any sufficiently large base g, the infinitude of reversed primes in a given arithmetic
progression except in the degenerate cases where the infinitude does not hold for trivial reasons.
We indeed have a quantitative version of this result, an analog of the Siegel-Walfisz theorem for
reversed primes, which could be called the Zsiflaw—Legeis theorem.

We avoid the irregular behavior of the cardinality of integers with special digital properties by
considering only the integers of a fixed length N. Namely, for N > 1, we count integers in the set

. N-1 N
Sy = {yg <n<g"'|n#0 (modg)}
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2 G. BHOWMIK AND Y. SUZUKI

of all positive integers of length N with non-zero lowest digit. Note that there is no prime with
zero as the lowest digit except g itself. Also, note that the operator % is an involution on €En. For
a,q € 7 with ¢ > 1, we then define

<FN(af’q) = Z 1,

PEGN
P =a (mod q)
which is the counting function for reversed primes of length N in the arithmetic progression
a (mod g¢), analogous to the classical 7(z,a,q) that counts the number of primes = a (mod q)
less than or equal to x. There are few easy connections between the arithmetic property of a
positive integer n and (mod q). First, for n € €y, we have

(1.3) =gV 'n (mod g% — 1)

since g~ = g (mod ¢g? — 1). Second, for v € N, the residue i (mod ¢”) is determined by the first
v leading digits of n. However, besides these, one may find no straightforward connection between
n and % (mod ¢). Therefore, by leaving the (mod (g, (92 — 1)g™)) condition as it is and expecting
the remaining to behave randomly, one may expect
2 N
Sv(a,q) = 20 —17) > 1+ Ra(a,q)
q pPESGN
P=a (mod (q,(g°-1)g"))

with a small remainder term R ~(a, q) provided ¢ is not too large compared to gV so that (g, ¢g"V) is
determined by ¢ and (g, g). Similar to the classical Siegel-Walfisz type theorem for 7(z, a, q), here
we prove a pointwise estimate for the remainder term R y(a,q). Unfortunately, we have a strict
restriction on the size of the base g.

Theorem 1.1. For g,a,q € Z with g,q > 2, there exists a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that

Stv(a,q) = la.(¢" = Dg") > 1+ O(gN exp <—c. N >)

q ot log ¢
P =a (mod (q,(¢>°-1)g"))

provided
log(2logcot & + —L— +1)
. ™ 29 gsin 5 1 .

(1.4) g = < — or equivalently, ¢ > 31699

log g b)
and

N

1. < Lo
(1.5) q_eXp(c 1ogN)’

where the constant ¢ and the implicit constant depend only on g and are effectively computable.

For the monotonicity of a, and the inequality as1699 < %, see Remark 10.4.

By (1.3), if (a,q,9?>—1) > 1, a prime p with P =a (mod (g, g% —1)) is a prime divisor of g. Also,
the lowest digit of any reversed prime ’p is non-zero, so there is no prime p with ? =a (mod (q,9))
if g | (a,q). Except for these degenerate cases, where there are only finitely many reversed primes in
the arithmetic progression a (mod ¢), we can use some form of the effective prime number theorem
in arithmetic progressions in Theorem 1.1 to obtain the following asymptotic formula.
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Corollary 1.2 (Zsiflaw—Legeis theorem). Under the same setting as in Theorem 1.1, we have
< _ Pg (a’v q) gN 1 N
v (a,q) = 0 Tosg™ 1+0( 5| )+0l exp(—cV'N))

provided g > 31699 and

(1.6) q < exp(cV'N),

where ¢ € (0,1) is some constant, the function p,(a,q) is given by
q, p .
<1_]1(q,9)0«( g)) ( 1) lf(aaqagz_l) =1 andg)[(a,q),
pg(a7 q) = g

p—
0 otherwise

pl(g,92—1)

and c¢ and the implicit constant depend only on g and are effectively computable.

This asymptotic formula implies the following infinitude :

Corollary 1.3 (Telhcirid's theorem on arithmetic progressions). For g,a,q € Z with
923169, ¢>1, (a,q9"°-1)=1 gf(aq),
there are infinitely many primes p such that % = a (mod q).

It is interesting to observe that if (a,q,9?> — 1) = 1 and g (a, ), Corollary 1.2 implies

a N
<— pg 7q 9
;N(a7q)N ( )

N —
a loggV as o0

in the range
q < olexp(cVN)N7Y) as N = oo

which is much wider than the classical range d < N4 for the Siegel-Walfisz theorem with a constant
A. (Note that the main variable, say z, of the Siegel-Walfisz theorem corresponds to g’V here and
so log x corresponds to N.) Indeed, from a technical point of view, we do not use the Siegel-Walfisz
theorem at all, which makes Theorem 1.1 effective. Note that when we deduce Corollary 1.2
from Theorem 1.1, we use the prime number theorem in arithmetic progressions with the modulus
(g,9> — 1) <4 1 and so there is no effect of the Siegel zeros provided that we do not care about
the dependence of the error term on the base g. One may think of Theorem 1.1 as partial evidence
that primality and digital reversing are uncorrelated to each other.

There are some preceding results on the digital reverse of primes. A positive integer n is called
a palindrome if n = $. If such an n is a prime, e.g. 101, it is called a palindromic prime. The
infinitude of palindromic primes is conjectured and remains one of the difficult problems on the
digital properties of primes. In this context, Col [2] proved that the density of palindromic primes
among palindromes less than x is < (logx)~! as is expected, and improved the earlier result of
Banks, Hart and Sakata [1]. We note that these papers contain Siegel-Walfisz type results for
palindromes, [1, Corollary 4.5] and [2, Théoréme 1].

Further, as in more classical unsolved problems of prime numbers, there exist partial results with
almost primes instead of primes for their digital properties. We call an integer n an r-almost prime
if n has at most 7 prime factors counted with multiplicity. For example, Tuxanidy and Panario [11,
Theorem 1.4], proved that there are infinitely many palindromic 6-almost primes for any fixed base
g, which improved the result of Col [2, Corollaire 2]. There is a similar but weaker conjecture on
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the digital property of primes. A prime number p is called a reversible prime if ? is also a prime.
Again it is not known whether there are infinitely many reversible primes. Note that a palindromic
prime is automatically a reversible prime and so the infinitude of reversible primes would follow
from the infinitude of palindromic primes. A partial result on the infinitude of reversible primes,
recently obtained by Dartyge, Martin, Rivat, Shparlinski and Swaenepoel [3], states that there are
infinitely many integers n such that both n and 7 are 8-almost primes in base g = 2. The fact
that their result on reversible primes is weaker than that of palindromic primes is probably caused
by the ineffectiveness of the two-dimensional sieve used there.

The method to prove Theorem 1.1 is a mixture of the discrete circle method used in preceding
studies on the digital properties of integers and the techniques on digital reverse available in [2,
3, 5, 6, 11]. We mainly follow Maynard [8] for the setting of the discrete circle method. The size
restriction on the base g is caused by the same reason as in [8], i.e. the weakness of the L' bound
(Lemma 5.5) for small base g (note that C, is a constant depending on ¢ in Lemma 5.5 but its
M-th power is not negligible).

2. NOTATION

Besides those introduced in the main body, we use the following notations.

Throughout the paper, A, H, P, @, R, X denote positive real numbers, ¢, u, z, z, «, 3, §,
g, n, 0, kK, A denote real numbers, d, n, q, r, J, K, L, M, N, v denote positive integers, i, j, k
denote non-negative integers and a, b, h, £, m, v denote integers. The letter p is reserved for prime
numbers. The letter ¢ is used for positive constants which can take different values line by line.

For a real number z, we let e(z) := exp(2miz), while [x] denotes the integer part of z, i.e. the
greatest integer < z and ||z|| := min,cz |z — n| denotes the distance between 2 and its nearest
integer.

For a positive integer ¢, the symbol

N
a (H%;i q)
stands for the sum over reduced residues (mod ¢).

Throughout the paper, g > 2 is an integer used as the base of radix representation. For a positive
integer n with the base-g representation (1.1), we define its digital reverse 7 by (1.2). We let

2 s 1
1w oo lonCy TGl T G 4 1)
97 logg log g '

Z g
2g gsin2lg

2
(2.1) C4:= —logcot
™

For N € Z>3 and a, 8 € R, we use the exponential sums

Fn(a,B) = Z e(an+ %) and Sy(a) = Z e(ap).

neSGyN 1<p<g™
For N € Z>3, let us write
N-2
On(a,f) = dlagt + BgN ) with  ¢(a) == Z e(an).
i=1 0<n<yg

The arithmetic function ¢(n) stands for the Euler totient function.
For integers nq,...,n,, we write (n1,...,n,) for the greatest common divisor of nq,...,n,.
For a logical formula P, we write 1p for the indicator function of P.
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If a theorem or a lemma is stated with the phrase “where the implicit constant depends on
a,b,c,...”, then every implicit constant in the corresponding proof may also depend on a,b,c, ...
without being specifically mentioned.

3. AUXILIARY LEMMAS ON THE EXPONENTIAL SUM WITH DIGITAL REVERSE

We first prove some basic properties of the exponential sums Fy(«, 5) and @ x(a, §).

Proposition 3.1. We have Fy(a, ) = Fn(8,a) and Py («, 8) = PN (5, ).

Proof. The first equation is obvious since the digit reverse is indeed an involution on €y. The
latter one is obtained by changing the variable via ¢ ~ N —¢ — 1 as

N-2 N-2
Oy(a,B8) = [] dlag' + 84" 1) = ] ¢(Bg" + agh ") = @n (8, ).

i=1 i=1

Thus, we obtain the assertion. O

Proposition 3.2. For N € Z>3, we have

N-2
|Fn(a, B)] < ¢°|®n (e, B) = g [] I6(ag’ + Bg" 7).
=1

Proof. By writing n € €y as

Z nig" with ng,...,nn_1 €{0,...,g9 —1} and ng,ny_1 # 0,
0<i<N

we have

1<np<g 0<ni,...,nny-2<g 1<nny-1<g =0

DS e(a

N—-1
i N—i-1
nig' + E nig )
1<np<g 0<n1,....,nN-2<g 1<nn-_1<g 1=0

N—-1
> > S ] eltagt + 89

1<np<g 0<ny,....,nNy_2<g 1<ny_1<g i=0

:< > e((a+69N_1)n0)> X ( ) e«agN_lJrﬁ)nN_l))

N-1 N-1
> > e<a donig 8 nN—i—lgi)
=0
—1

1=

1<np<g 1<ny-1<g
N-2
I3 ellag’+ 59" m))
=1 “0<n;<g

Bounding the sum over ng,ny_1 trivially gives the inequality. O
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Proposition 3.3. For M, N € Z with 3 < M < N — 1, we have
Oy (a,B) = Pur(a, gV MB) @n_nga(9™ 2, B).

Proof. We have

N-2 M—2

-2
n(a, B) = H plag' + BN 1) = H p(ag® + BgN i) H d(agt + BgV i),
=1 =1 i=M—1
We then have
M-2 M—2

[T stag’ + 8" = ] dlag’ + gV Bg" 1) = Bas(a, gV MB)
1=1

= =1

and by changing the variable via i ~» ¢ + M — 2, we have

N-2 (N—-M+2)-2 .
[T ¢leg'+8s" =[] <™ ag' + 89N M2 = @y arya(g™ 2a,B).
i=M—1 i=1
This completes the proof. O

4. THE L°°-BOUND

In this section, we prove the pointwise or L>-bound for ®y(«, 3) which will be used for the

major arc estimate of R n(a,q). Some of the following results on exponential sums related to digital
problems are known but, for the ease of readers, we reprove most of them.

Proposition 4.1. We have

2 sin T

b(a) = e(g— la) sinﬂgoz.

Proof. This is an easy computation with the sum formula for geometric progression. O

Proposition 4.2. For a € R and u € [0, g], we have

1 1
Z e(na)l <min(g,——— | andso |¢p(a)| < min|g, —— |.
| sin o] | sin 7o

un<g

Proof. The bound < g is trivial. For the other bound, we have

Z e(na)

un<g

1

~ |sinwal’

e(ga) — e(ua)
e(a) —1

Thus, we obtain the assertion. O



ON TELHCIRID’S THEOREM ON ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS 7

Proposition 4.3. For o € R and u € [0, g], we have

S ne(na) ) and so ¢'(a)§27rgmin(g,_1).

| sin Ta|
uin<g

< gmin (g, | sin oy

Proof. We have

S o) <| L o) X o=| T L etw| <ggmx| T etua)
un<g u<n<g 1<m<n 1<m<g max(m,u)<n<g - v<n<g
Then the assertion follows from Proposition 4.2. O
Proposition 4.4 ([11, Lemma 5.6]). For [a|| < 7, we have
L 2
|#(e)] < gexp( == (9" = Dllaf” ).
Proof. For ||« = %, Proposition 4.1 shows |¢(a)| = 0 and the assertion is trivial. Otherwise, by
~ M(-2%) 10 Zz for || < 1
sinmz = 7wz - = — ) — for |z
n?)’ &l — k

and Proposition 4.1, since [|a|| < ¢, we have

: 2 2 2\ —1 o0 2%
o)) = Sl o T (1= 2150 ) (1= 128) = gemn (= 3 B8 - ),
k=1

n>1

Since the terms of the above series are non-negative, the assertion follows. O

Proposition 4.5 ([5, Lemme 5]). Let 6 € [0, 5-]. Then, for [|a|| > §, we have |[¢(a)| < [6(3)].

Proof. We first prove a preliminary estimate. By the infinite product expansion of the sine function,
5

sintt 3yr l—4r 3 7/9 5
~23rrt:QH14t2:2H(4_ 4t2)

sim n>1 9 n2 n>1

9 n2

so that the function ¢ — Lz’fft is decreasing for ¢ € [0, 1]. We thus have
27 e T A
sin =* 2 S 2 sin 5
(sin 7r> ‘gb()‘ = (sin 7r> 237T = <sin 7T> Zgﬂ > <sin ﬂ-) - 72r =1
g 39 g /) sin 35 3 /sin 35 3 )sin%
-1
.o
sin — .
(s03)

1 . g2t2

sin mgt
o = =— =g ][ —2

sin 7t .
n>1 n2

and so

3)

Also, for 0 <t < %, note that

Y
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is decreasing in t. We now prove the assertion. When ¢ < ||| < %, we have

[p()] = |o(lel)] < [6(9)]
by the monotonicity of |¢(t)| for ¢ € [0, é] When % < |le|| < 3, we have

_ _ sinmgllaf _ 4 o\t 2
[p(a)] = |o([le))] = W < (sinml|e|]) ™" < (sm g> < ’¢<3g>‘

from the inequality (4.1). Since 0 < § < % < é, we have

o)) < |¢(32g)\ < 16(6)]

by the monotonicity of |¢(t)| for ¢ € [0, é] This completes the proof.

Lemma 4.6 ([11, Lemma 4.8]). For any o, 8, k, A € R, we have

a(g? — Dg"ll

max OZK+ A , an+1+ A—1 >
(llag”™ + Bg™ |, lng Bg™ ) = T

Proof. We have
(ag” + Bg*) — glag™™ + Bg* ") = —a(g® - 1)g".
By the triangle inequality for || ||, we have
la(g® = D)g"|| < lag™ + Bg™| + gllag™™ + Bg* ||
< (g+ D max(ag” + Bg*|, lag™™" + B> ).

Thus the assertion follows.

Lemma 4.7 (cf. [11, Lemma 4.8]). For any «, 3, K, A € R, we have

_ m2g—1 "
lag + )| 6(ag™ + 50 < P oxn( - T L716* - Daall?).

Proof. We have
(g™ + BgM)dlag™™ + Bg* )|
(42)  =lo(min([lag” + BeM, lag™" + Bg* ) ¢(max(||lag™ + Be*|, g™ + B> )]
< glo(max([lag” + Bg |, [lag™* + Bg*]))]-
By Lemma 4.6, we have
max(|lag” + 59/\“» ||OégNH + 59)\71”) > |<92g__:)1gﬁa|

and also we have )
[(g° — Dg"a < 1 < 2
g+1 2g ~ 39
Thus, by using Proposition 4.5 with

I(g” — Dg"a
g+1
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n (4.2), we have

2 1)gta
(4.3 lag” + 55| o(ag™* + 5 < glo( 1120l
Since
)< I~ Dgall 1
g+1 2
we have )
(9> = Dg"all|| _ li(¢> = Dg"af _ 1
g+1 g+1 g
Thus, by using Proposition 4.4 in (4.3), we arrive at
K K — 7T2
lag + )| 6(ag™ + 59" < g oxn - T L7 10? - Dgal?).

This completes the proof.

Lemma 4.8 (cf. [3, Lemma 2.7]). For a € R\ Z, we have

9
log G ia
log g '

. 1
lgal > with i [
g

Proof. We have

oo > los <194+1>Fa|| Yol 1 g lal 1
g all =g ogg = . o|| = ——
g9 (g+ 1)l g+1
and .
; 18 gFi)Tal g 1
el < g™ less o < —F—— - =1- .
gllall < g ol € ey el = 1= =5
The result now follows since ||g®°a|| = ||g®]|c/||-

Lemma 4.9. For N € Z>, and o, € R, we have

< N-2 g1 B 2
Bl )] < 2o 129+1Z||g gl ).

Proof. By pairing the consecutive terms, we have

N-2 N-2
@ (a, 8) = [] lo(ag’ + Bg¥ )2 ] I6lag + Bg™ 1)
=1 =1
N-2 N-3
1 1
= I Is(ag’ + Bg" N2 T] I¢(ag™ + BgN =071y
=1 i=0

By estimating the terms for i = 0, N — 2 trivially, we get
N-3
i —i—1\(1 i —i—1)—1\|%
@n (e, B) < g [] I6(ag’ + B9 )[2ld(ag™" +pgN D7) =
i=1
By Lemma 4.7, we obtain the assertion.
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Lemma 4.10 (L*°-bound (cf. [3, Lemma 2.8])). For N € Z, « € R and k,¢,d € Z with
N=>4, d>1, (kvd)zla djf(gQ_]-)gNkv

k J4 N
® -+ N —Coo -
N(a,d+gd_g><<g exp( c logd>

with some constant c., = ¢x(g) € (0,1), where the implicit constant depends only on g.

we have

Proof. Note that d { (¢ — 1)g™Nk implies d > 2. By Proposition 3.1, Lemma 4.9 and

(> —1)g' €Z fori>1,

9> —g
we have
k ¢ k ¢
) Th )| =lon(2+
’ N(a’d+g3—g>‘ ‘ N<d+g3—g’a)‘
(44) N-3 i
< N2 g -1\~ (g* = Do’k
<g exp| ———=—— —_— .
12g—|—1i:1 d
Let

lo _ 2 1) AT+
Jﬁ_lJr{ géﬁl}Zl, L= {NJ?)} and QKZZW.

‘We then have

N-3
(9> —1)g (9> — gk
D e ED YD YN = D S o e
i=1 0<U<LtJ<i<(e+1)J 0<U<L0<i<J

Since d { (g% — 1)g™Vk, we have ay € Z for all £ € {0,..., L — 1} and so Lemma 4.8 is applicable to
the inner sum with a := ay. Also, the same observation implies [ay| > 2. For 0 < ¢ < L, let

g
0y e [ e
' log g '
We then have

log -4
0<ipe < {‘9“)] —J -1
’ log g
Therefore, we can pick up the contribution of i = ig ¢ and use Lemma 4.8 in (4.5) to get

(9> —Dg'k ’2 ; 9 L
S > g™ a|® > ——5-
7 ) G IP

N-3

(4.6) >

i=1

By using the estimate

-3 1N 1 N log2 N
N 1> _
—4J _414—122‘; =~ 8 logd

in (4.6) and combining it with (4.4), we obtain the result. O

=X




ON TELHCIRID’S THEOREM ON ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS 11

Lemma 4.11 (L*°-bound). For N,¢,q € Z with N > 4 and q > 1, we have

1 k ¢ N
oD | <a, Z 4 )‘ < gNexp(coo : )
q q 9°—9g log ¢

0<k<q
with some constant ¢, = ¢x(g) € (0,1), where the implicit constant depends only on g.

at(g®-1)gVk

Proof. By classifying the values of (k, ) we have

1 k k ¢
R e G
T ¢ 9°—y i ¢ 9°-yg

at(g®—1)gVk at(g®—1)gVk
(k,q)=d

By changing variable via d ~» 4 and k ~~ - k, we have

(1)
(%)
1 k Y4
q 2 ’@N( g)’ Z > ’ ( +g3g)"
0<k<gq d|q k (mod d)
af(g*—1)g"Nk dt(g®—1)g"k

By Lemma 4.10, we have

1 k 14 N

— Z ‘<I>N<a,+3>‘ <<gNeXp(—coo-1 > ng < gNexp<—coo-1).

q 0<k<q qg 9°—4g 0ogq 0gq
at(g®—1)g"k

This completes the proof. O

5. THE L'-BOUND

In this section we prove<_several L'-bounds for ®y(a, 3), which will be used as ingredients for
the minor arc estimate of R n(a,q). We first consider the L!'-moment taken over fractions having
some power of g as the denominator. We shall use the constant

2 0 1
Cy = —logcot — +
™

2g  gsin %

defined in (2.1). Note that we have
(5.1) Cy>1

since 7. € (0, 7.

Lemma 5.1 (cf. [6, Lemme 6]). For g € Z>3 and 6 € R, we have
Z min (g L >

Sy ——T

05heq |s1n7r(§+9)|

Proof. This follows from Lemme 6 of [6] but, for the ease of readers, we give a complete proof here
in the form that is enough for us. Let us write S for the left-hand side of the assertion. Since we
can think of S as a sum over the residues h (mod g), we can shift & to shift 6 to a real number g

< Cyg.
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with |§] < 1. By changing h (mod g) by —h (mod g) if necessary, we can further assume § € [0, 3].
By bounding the term with h = 0 by g and by noting that 0 < h‘TT‘S < 1for 1 <h < g, we have

1
S< +g< + +g.
- Z 9= Z sin 7 (£+2) sinw(l—;é) g

1<h<g— 1sm7r( g )

Since the function = — is convex downwards for 0 < x < 1, we have

sin Tx

1 hty g
)g/ M oy 1<h<g-2
h

—3 sinw(*

and so

97z du 1
S < + +g=5(9).
/1 SlIl7T(u+5) sinw(ls%é) g (0)

By the convexity of the function z +— the function S(0) is convex downwards with respect

51n7'(.L7
to 6 € [0, 3]. Thus, its maximum of S(8) for 6 € [0, 1] is taken at either § =0 or § = . We have
1 1 971 du L du
S(1) - 5(0) = — _
(2) (0) sing;  sin % +/g§ sin%L /% sin”?“
1 1 1 1
> = - -
- sm;—g sin 251112—7r 25111%
1 1 1
= 2sin X + 3T i T Z 0’
sin 5 QSIDE sin

where once again we used the convexity of z +— in the last inequality. This shows

sin T

S < S(

[N

9= du 1 2 ™ 1
)= — T +g=—glogcot — + ——+g=Cyg
1 sm7 sin - T 2g sin 55

where we have used (logtan §)" = This completes the proof. O

Sll’l x®

The next lemma is comparable to Lemma 5.1 of [8]. Our sum is simpler in the sense that we
have complete exponential sums (mod g) though we have to insert a new extra shift 6;,. We also
avoid taking the maximum over the less significant digits.

Lemma 5.2, For M € Z>, and a sequence of real numbers (90%;2, we have

M—-2 )
. B o
Z H m1n<g7 ‘Sin’ﬂ'(hg—(i-i-l) + 91)|> > (ng)

0<h<gM i=1

Proof. Let S be the left-hand side of the inequality. By letting
h=ng™'+h_ with ne€{0,...,g—1} and h_c[0,gM),
we can rewrite S as

M-—2
1
S = i , . . .
S (o g )

0<h_<gM—-10<n<g i=1
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However, in the above product, ng™ ~*=2 is always an integer and so

M—2 . 1
S = Z Z H i <g, |sinmr(h_g=(+D 4 91)|>

0<h_<gM-10<n<g i=1

M—-2 1
=g Z H mm(g, (g D +9i)|>.

OSh,<gﬂ/1_1 =1

Since Cy > 1 by (5.1), it thus suffices to show

M-—1
1
) = i : < M
(5.2) S > T] mm(g, [sinw(hg- G+ + gi)|> < (Cy9)

—(
0Sh<gM =1 g

for M € Z>; and (0;)227". We use induction on M € Zs.
We first consider the initial case M = 1. In this case, we have

Si= Y 1=g<Cyy
0<h<g

since Cy > 1 by (5.1). This proves (5.2) for the initial case M = 1.
We next assume the M-th case of (5.2) with M > 1 and show the (M + 1)-th case of (5.2). Let
us express the summation variable h € [0, g™ *1) as

h=ng™ +h_ with ne{0,...,g—1}and h_ €[0,¢™)NZ.

We then have

M
. 1
Su1 = Z Z Hmm<g’ |Sinﬂ-(ngM—(i+1)+h_g—(i+1)+9i)|>'

0<h_<gM 0<n<gi=1

In the above product, we have ng™~(+1 € 7 for i = 1,..., M — 1. This gives
M—1

, 1
Swn= >, ]I mm(g’ | sin(hg—(+1) +9i)|>

0<h_<gM i=1

X Z min(g 1 )
0<n<g sina(ng=t +hogm M +0y)] )

(M+1

We can then apply Lemma 5.1 with § = h_g~ ) + 0y to the inner sum. This gives

M-1
: 1 M+1
Suer = Gy Z H mln (g, |sinm(h_g=(+1 + 91)|) < (C9)

0§h7<gM =1

by the induction hypothesis. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.3 (Discrete L'-bound). For M € Z>3, 6,3 € R, we have
h
Z Dy (gM +0, 5) ’ < (Cyg)™.

0<h<gM




Proof. By Proposition 3.1, we have

= fou(l09)

0<h<gM

>

0<h<gM

IN

M—-2
(( )gM—i—l +69i>
M—2
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Dy (5» + 9) ’
0<h<gM i=1
= > ] ethg™ Y 1 05)],
0<h<gM i=1

where 6; := g™ ~"~! + Bg’. By using Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 5.2, we have

M—2
h : 1 M
E Dy (gM +0>6>’ < g H m1n<97 ‘Sinﬂ(hgf(zdrl) +91)|> = (ng)

0<h<gM 0<h<gM i=1

This completes the proof.

Lemma 5.4 (Continuous L- bound). For M € Z>3 and 8 € R, we have

/ @2 (ax, B)|do < C).

Proof. We decompose the interval into g parts to obtain

/|<1>Maﬁ\da— ) /

0<h<gM

/W
0

) 3,
/ |¢M(a,5)\dag(cgg)M/g a6 = OV,
0 0

()

0<h<gM

By Lemma 5.3, we obtain

This completes the proof.

Lemma 5.5 (Discrete L'-bound for derivative). For M € Z>3, 8 € R, we have

0P
> o (gM +0, 6)‘ < 219 (Cy9)™.

“da
0<h<gM

Proof. Recall the definition
M—2

Opr(e,B) = [ dlag' +84M ).

i=1
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By taking its derivative with respect to o, we have

OB Nz , o M2 , .
oo (@B = g'¢'(ag' + Bg" Y [ dlag’ + Bg™ ).
i=1 =1
i3

By using Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.3, we have

0%, M—2 . M-z 1
‘aa(aaﬁ)‘ <27 ; g 1:[1 mm(g, | sin 7 (ag? +59Mj1)>
MMfz " 1
< 2myg Zl;[l min<97 [sin7(agi +ﬂgM—¢—1)|>

M—2

1
= oM i : .
mot 11 mm(g’ [sin(agh i1 +W)|)

i=1
By using this estimate, we have

Z 0w (h +46 ﬁ)’ < 2mg™ Z Affmin(g 1 )
da \ g™ 7’ - ’ |sin7r(g% + 0)gM—i=1 + Bg?)|

0<h<gM 0<h<gM =1

M—-2
1
= 2mgM i ,
g Z H mln(g, |Sinﬂ_(hg—(z+1) + 91)|>

0<h<gM i=1

with 6, := 8¢g™ "1 4 Bg*. Then the assertion follows from Lemma 5.2. O

Lemma 5.6 (Continuous L'-bound for derivative). For M € Z>3 and j € R, we have

/ Hod
0 80{
Proof. We decompose the interval into g parts to obtain

1 g
/ e Y[
0 0

s (o3 +6,6> ’d@
0<h<gM

1
/gW
0

(a, B)

da < 27rgMC'éw.

d® s

W(aaﬁ)

0<h<gM

By Lemma 5.5, we obtain

/

This completes the proof. O

0Py

1
T
W(a,ﬂ) da < 27rgM(ng)M/O dg = 27TgMC’éw.
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6. LARGE SIEVE ESTIMATES

In this section we consider the L!'-moment taken over Farey fractions. Our main tool, as in the
estimation of various large sieves, is the Gallagher—Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 6.1 (Galllagher-Sobolev inequality). Let f: [0,1] — C be a function of class C' of
period 1, § > 0 and (a;)E | be a sequence of real numbers which is §-spaced (mod 1), i.e.

la; —aj|| > 8 forany i4,j€{l,...,R} withi# j.
We then have

R 1 1
Dol <5 [ @t [ @)

Proof. See Lemma 1.2 of [9, p. 2]. O

Lemma 6.2 (Large sieve estimate). For M € N>3, R, 0,5 € R with R > 2, we have

.
E E max
<iRr->

b
i3 ( +60+ 77,6) ’ < (g™ + R*H)C).
r<Rb (mod r) Inl "

Proof. For b, r appearing in the left-hand side, by the continuity in 1, we can take 7, such that

b b
(6.1) max |Dus <r+9+77,5> @M<T+9+nb’mﬂ>‘ and ‘T]b,r‘ < iR*Q.

1o
|’7|SZR 2

For any two distinct (b,r) and (V’,7’) in the above sum and m € Z,

b b b v
,—f—e—i—nb}r — 7,+9+nb’,r’ —-m Z *—7—’[’)1 _‘nb,’r _|77b’77"|
r T T T

1 1 1

> - >
“rr’ 2R?2 T 2R?
and so the real numbers b
-+ 0 + b, r
r

appearing in the sum are 1 R~2-spaced (mod 1). Thus, Lemma 6.1 and (6.1) give

2
Z Z* max @M(i-kt‘)—f—n,ﬂ)‘:z Z* ©M<i+9+77b,7‘75)‘

r<Rb (mod r) <3 R r<Rb (mod r)
1 1
o0
< RQ/ 1@ s (e, B)|da +/ M(a,ﬂ)‘da.
0 0 80[
Then the assertion follows from Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.6. O

7. HYBRID BOUND

We now combine the results of Section 5 and Section 6 to obtain a hybrid L'-bound.
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Lemma 7.1 (Hybrid bound). For N € Z>s, R > 1, H > 4¢® with
R2H < 4gN
and 5 € R, we have
* b
> X [e(Bens)| <o
r<R b (mod r) gN|7]|§H
#JrgNneZ

where the exponent o is given by

2 s 1
logC, log( = log cot 35 + PETES +1)

Qg = log g log g

and the implicit constant depends only on g.

Proof. Let S be the left-hand side of the assertion. We take L, M € Z chosen later such that
(7.1) 3<LKN-M+1 and 3<M<N-1.
We then decompose @ by using Proposition 3.3 as

b
q)N(?" +777B>
b b
=Pn_pr42 (7‘ + 77;9M_25) Dy (QN_M (r + 77) ) 5)
b N—-L L—2 b M-—-2 N—M b
=P ~ g B)PN_(L+rm)+4( 9 ~tn).g B)®mlg ~ B

By using the trivial bound
oD _ _
N (L4 01)44 (gL 2 (r - 77>,9M Qﬁ) < gN )

and writing 5 = gV =LB, we have

_ * b ~ _ b
72 s« T T8 feu(Len)|[eu (s (2a).s))
r<Rb (mod r) ¢N|p<H
4 gN ez
In this sum, by the assumption R?H < 4¢”, we have
In| < Hg N <4R72.

We can thus estimate (7.2) as

b -
(7.3) S < gN-(E+M) Z Z max @ (r+€,5>‘5(bﬂ"),
r<Rb (mod )| els
where
b
o 3 Jan(rn(Ben)s)|
gV nl<H

N
by gNnez
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In the sum S(b,r), we change variable from n to h = # + ¢gVn € Z. This gives
h
S(b,r) = Z “DNI<M75>‘-
o g
‘h_gT‘SH

We then partition the sum over h into the sums over subintervals of length ¢ and apply the L'
bound (Lemma 5.3). Since there are < Hg~™ + 1 such subintervals, we then obtain

S(hr) < (1+ Hg™™) 3 <1>M<;}V,,ﬁ)‘ < (1+ HgM)(Cyg)™.

0<h<gM

On inserting this bound into (7.3), we get

(7.4) S< gV r1+ Hg MM Y S max

In (7.4), for each (b, ), we can take a real number ¢, , with

sup
le|<R=2

b ~ b ~
(033 ( —I—E,ﬁ)‘ = ‘(I)L ( +€b,r75>’ with |€b77,| < 4R™2
T T

By classifying the terms according to which one of the intervals

4

contains €y, (7.4) can be bounded as

. L
BR—Z, H_R‘Q} for i € {—16,—15,...,+15, +15}

y *

S < gV E1+ Hg_M)C'éW max max
! i 1p-2

lil<16 r<Rb (mod r) lel<3 R

(I)L(b + ER_Q -‘rE,B)’.
r 4

By Lemma 6.2, we arrive at
S<gN 1+ Hg M) (g" + R)C)HE

7.5
(7.5) < gV x max(l,RQQ_L)C;‘ X max(l,Hg_M)Céw.
When
C
7.6 -4 <1
(7.6) ;

does not hold, the bound (7.5) is weaker than the trivial bound

S < gV R%H.
We may thus assume (7.6) to optimize our L, M. By C; > 1 and (7.6), the general quantity
(7.7) max(l,Xg_K)CgK with X >1and K €N

is decreasing for g% < X and increasing for ¢ > X. Thus, (7.7) is minimized when g% = X.
Therefore, to minimize (7.5), we try to take L, M so that

g¥* < R* and ¢M =< H.
By the assumptions R > 1, H > 4¢% and R?H < 4¢", we can take M € Zs¢ with (7.1) such that
(7.8) 4gMT2 < H < 4gM 3,
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We shall then take L € N by

(7.9) gt 3 < R? < gt 72,

Combined with (7.8), this choice is in the range (7.1) since
R>1and 4g"™ "1 < R?H < 4¢" sothat 3<L<N-M+land6<M <N —2

by the assumptions R > 1 and R2H < 4g". By (7.5), we then have

(7.10) S < gNei Tt

By (7.8) and (7.9), we have

ot
and so, recalling the definition of Cy, (7.10) can be bounded as

_ logR?
o log g

+0O(1) and L

+0(1)

log C
S < gV eXp(Ogg log RQH) =gV (R*H)%s.
log g
This completes the proof. O

8. SETTING UP THE DISCRETE CIRCLE METHOD

We now set up the discrete circle method for the proof of Theorem 1.1. We may assume N to
be large in terms of g and ¢ > 2. By the orthogonality of additive characters, we have

=1 £ () £(2)

0<k<q peES

(8.1) 1 k Ep\ 1 k kS
2 )T X ) 2T
q 0<k<q q PEEN q q 0<k<q q PEEN q

al(g>—1)g"k at(g®—1)g"k

The divisibility condition can be rewritten as
2 N q
ql (g 1)gk<:>’k.

(¢,(g* = 1)g")

The very first term of the right-hand side of (8.1) is then rewritten as

1 ( k:a) (k?)
: Z of Z o 2P
q 0<k<q q PEEN q
al(g®-1)gVk

zé > 6(—@492]{%9%)26@%(9;{—%1)9%)
(

0<k<(q,(92-1)g") pES

g: (9> = 1)g") >y 1

4 PEEN

$=a (mod (q,(9°—1)g"))



20 G. BHOWMIK AND Y. SUZUKI

by using the orthogonality backwards. Thus, (8.1) implies

Sw(a,q) = (g:(* = )g™) Z 1+§N(G,Q)

q PEGN
$=a (mod (g,(g°-1)g"))

men-t (45 (5)

0<k<q pEEN
at(g®—1)gVk

Since the exponential sums Fi(«, 8) and Sy (a) are extended over integers in [0, g" ), again by the
orthogonality of additive characters, we have

i 2 () 5 2 BT

0<k<q 0<h<gN 1<p<gN n€GN

with

(8.2) at(g®—1)g"k
' 1 ka h h k
- of -2 Sn( 2 Ey (=22 ),
ag™ O<Zk< < Q>0<hz<:N N(gN> N( g~ q)
q’((gz’il)gl\’k -

We now employ the Farey dissection. Take real parameters P, Q satisfying
(8.3) 48 < P<Q.
Let us denote the set of the Farey fractions in [0, 1] with denominator < @ by
FQ) ={0br)eZ?|1<r<Q,0<b<r, (br)=1}

For 0 < h < g, by Dirichlet’s approximation, we can write

(8.4) giN = g +n with (b,r) € F(Q) and |n| < %
Note that then
g——s—gNn heZn <g]:b ig’g]:b+ig) N0, g™)
The association
0 h<g) 3= {00 €3@, i < . L0+ ezning™ )

given by (8.4) is a single-valued function. Indeed, the value (b,r,n) is uniquely determined by h
since g and other Farey fractions are % apart and |n| < % Also, this map is injective since h is
determined by (b,7,7) by (8.4). Let us introduce the major and minor arcs

T = {(byr,m) € 7 | max(r, V) < P},
I = {(b,r,n) € F | max(r, g"|n|) > P}
so that .¥ = Jon U Jn. We can then decompose (8.2) as

(85) Rx(a,9)| < Ron(q) + Runla),
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where

Faw= e 3 X fsw(Fen)m(-(Fen).b)

0<k<q  (b,r,n)EIm
b b k
s on)r(-(2o0) )]
r r q

at(g®-1)g"k

Ful)=— S %

97 o<h<q  Brmedm
at(g®>—1)gVk

For a given (b,r) € F(Q), we write

5(8) = e ). o

b

r

> = {(b,r,n) € Jox} and Jm(i> = {(b,r, 1) € Im}.

9. MAJOR ARC

We first bound the major arc contribution %m (q).

Proposition 9.1. We have #.%y < P3, where the implicit constant is absolute.

N
Proof. Since the association 7 — gTb + ¢Nn = h is injective, we have

#Im <> > Y 1<y Y Y 1«rd Y i«

r<P 0<b<r gN‘U‘SP r<P 0<b<r Ih_ng|<P r<P 0<b<r
(b,r)=1 ng+ Nz (b,r)=1 ro 1= (b,r)=1
g n

r

as claimed. O

Lemma 9.2. For N,q € N, we have

) N
Ron(g) < gV PP exp <Coo ~ )
logq

with some constant ¢, = ¢x(g) € (0,1), where the implicit constant depends only on g.

Proof. We may assume N > 4. By Lemma 4.11, Proposition 9.1 and the trivial estimate for Sy,

1 N N
Ron(q) < — - P*- gV - gV exp( —co - —— ) = g¥ PP exp( —cne -
g log ¢ log q

and so the assertion follows. O

10. MINOR ARC

e
We next bound the minor arc contribution R, (q).

Lemma 10.1. For b,r € Z with v > 1 and (b,7) = 1 and ) € R with |n| < r~2, we have
b 1 4 1 1
o (r +77> < (gMr 7 + g5V + g2 VTN,

where the implicit constant depends only on g.

Proof. Apply partial summation to Theorem 2.1 of [4, p. 28]. O
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Lemma 10.2. For b,r € Z withr > 1 and (b,7) = 1 and € R with |n| <772, we have
b 1 1 o4p 1
S (2 40) < @Ol 4+ g i)Y

where the implicit constant depends only on g.

Proof. Apply partial summation to Lemma 4.2 of [8]. O

Lemma 10.3 (Minor arc estimate). Let N € N and 4¢® < P < Q < g2N—4. Assume that
1
(10.1) oy < s on equivalently, g > 31699.

We then have - . . )
Ru(q) < gN (P2 4 glao= 9N 4 gaaNQ=2)N©

Proof. We may assume N to be large. By classifying the size of r dyadically, we have
%
(10.2) Run(q) < Nsup sup S(R;p),

o))

srp =5 Y Y Y
Z* and Z

g R/2<r<Rb (mod r) (b,r,n)EIm
b (mod r) 0<b<r

(by,r)=1
do not coincide strictly when » = 1, but we doubled the first sum to cover the latter sum. We shall
thus bound S(R; ) for 1 < R < Q. We further decompose as

(10.3) S(R; B) < So(R;B) + N sup S1(R, H; ),

498 <H<4gN (RQ)~!
g R/2<r<Rb (mod r) (b,r,n)EIm

G ()

1 * b
Si(RH;B) = —% Y > > ‘SN< +77>FN( (T—I—??)ﬁ)‘-
R/2<r<Rb (mod r) (b,r,n)EIm
H/2<g"N |n|<H

Note that, in order to bound the range of H, we used the fact that when S;(R, H;3) # 0 and
R < @, by taking a term counted in Sy (R, H; ) and recalling the definition of %, we have

(10.4) H/2 < gV n| < gV (rQ)™' <2¢™(RQ)™' sothat R*H < RQH < 4g"

We bound the sums So(R; 8) and S1(R, H; 3) separately.
For the sum So(R; 3), by the definition of %, and (8.3), we have

So(R;B) =0 if R<P.

where

Note that the summations

where

SR = S Y

b

<
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We may thus assume P < R < Q. By the assumption @ < g%N_‘l, the choice H = 4¢® gives
R%H < 4¢°%Q? = 4g".
We can thus use Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 10.1 to get
1 *
So(R:B) € = (9" R + 93N +g?NRON 3T N Y
g r<Rb (mod ) gN\n\SélgS
*JrgNUGZ

b
ro(-(F+0)2))
r
< gN(RQQH—% +g—%NR20cg +g—%NR2ocg+%)N4.
Thus, by recalling P < R < @ and using (10.1), we have
(10.5) So(R; B) < gN (P03 4 g7 3N Q2 4 g sN Q2 ) N1,

This completes the estimate of So(R;3).
We next consider the sum S1(R, H;3). When S1(R,H;3) # 0 and R < @, by taking a term
counted in S1(R, H;3) and recalling the definition of %y, we have

(10.6) R<P = P<g"ln<H
besides (10.4). We may assume R > 1 and H > 4¢%. By Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 10.2, we then get

1 1
Si1(R,H;B) < gw(gN(RH)_% +g%N +95N(RH)%)N4

* b
(10.7) 8 Tgﬂ) (Zod Y QN%:SH ‘FN ( (r * 77)#3) ‘
b4 gNpeg,
< gN((BPH)™ (RH)™* + g7 #N(R*H)™ + g~ *" (R*H)™ (RH)?)N".

When R < P, since P < H < 4g"N (RQ)™*, by using (10.1), (10.4) and (10.6) in (10.7), we have

Si(R, H; B) < gN (R~ P03 4 g5V (gNRQ ™)™ + g 2N (gVRQT) ™ (¢V Q) 7N
and so
(10.8) Si(R,H;B) < gN (P~ 3 + glaa= 5N pasQ=as 4 gooN pag=(g+3) )N jf | < R < P,
When R > P, since 4¢°% < H < 4¢™V(RQ)™! by (10.4), by using (10.1), we can bound (10.7) as
Si(R, H; B) < gV (R ~% + g7 5N (gNRQT) + g7 2N (gVRQ )0 (6N Q1) 2) N

< gN(P*97 3 4 glo=5IN L geaaNQ=3)N* if P< R<Q.

By combining (10.8) and (10.9) and noting that

(10.9)

Peomi < PPomz, gl INp@ren < gl N graN peag(ents) < guaN Qs
we obtain
(10.10) Sy (R, H; B) < gN (P>~ 3 4+ glaa=3)N L gaaN Q=3 ) N4,
So S1(R, H; 8) can be bounded similarly for R > P and R < P.
On inserting (10.5) and (10.10) into (10.3) by noting that
g s NQ < gloem

)N and gféNQQQng% < g(ozgfi)N < g(ozgf%)N

urf=

)
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we have
S(R: ) < gV (P07 % 4 gl0om DIV 4 g NQTE)N®,
On inserting this estimate into (10.2), we obtain the assertion.

Remark 10.4. We can check a4 is decreasing for g > 9 as follows. Write

U n 1
2g gsin%

2
Clg) =Cy= ;logcot

Then, we have

_logClg) 1 dag _ (C’(g) 10g0(9)> 1
7 logy dg Clg)  glogg )logg
For g > 9, we have

2 1 2 2
log C(g) >10g<10gc0t7r+ — +1> >10g<10gc0t7r++1) =1.008...>1
s 2g gsin 5 s 18 7

and so it suffices to show
C'(g)glogg < C(g)

for g > 9. By using cotz < L for x € [0, ], We have

1 1 21
C'(g9)glogg = < (IWCOtW>M>910g9§ (.)gg-
g

2 T o s
cot - sin 5~ sin ©
9 29 29 9 g

2

sin 7w ?

we then have

By recalling (7 logcot fx)" = —

2 2 2 o2 d
C(g)2flogcotl—i—l:flogcotl—flogcotz—ﬁ—l:/ - < —$—|—1.
s 2g T 29 7 4 1 sinmr x
g

Since (S2%) = Z=tant . o5y < (0 and sinz > %x for x € [0, §], we have

x x

51 2log2 _ 21 21
Clo)> =88 11— 2282 > 289 1 o> =29 > 0'(g)glogyg
gSlng gslng gsmg gSll’lg

as desired. We can check agzigo9 = 0.1999997... < % by some numerical calculation.

11. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM AND COROLLARIES

We finally prove the main theorem and its corollaries.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. In the above setting of the discrete circle method, we choose P, Q by

o N
(11.1) P = max(exp(c ),498) and Q= g%N_‘l7
4 loggq
where ¢, € (0,1) is a constant in Lemma 9.2. By Lemma 9.2, we then have
= Coo N
11.2 " N exp [~ .
(11.2) m(q) < g eXp( 1 10gq>

Also, by Lemma 10.3, noting that (1.4) and (11.1) assure the required conditions, we have

N
Runlq) < gV (PP 1) 4 gloa NN« gN N exp <_C' 1ogQ)
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with some ¢ = ¢(g) € (0, co0]. Assuming

N c Coo
11.3 < . ith = — 0, —
(11.3) q_exp(c logN) wi c 126[, 4},
we have
. N . N ¢ N N
NSexp( —c- =exp| —c- +6log N | <exp _<. <exp|—c-
log q log q 2 logq loggq
and so
— N
(11.4) Ru(q) < g exp (—c- >
log q

On inserting (11.2) and (11.4) into (8.5), we arrive at

— N
Ry(a,q) < g"exp (—c : )
log q

provided (11.3) is true. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 1.2. The case q¢ = 1 follows immediately by the prime number theorem and so
we may assume ¢ > 2. Since (1.6) is stronger than (1.5), we can use the conclusion of Theorem 1.1.
Then, the remaining task is to evaluate the cardinality

G = Z 1.

pPESGN
$=a (mod (q,(g>-1)g"))

Note that the above congruence can be rephrased by the simultaneous congruences

— 2
& — 4 (mo 2 _ N p =a (mod (g,9° — 1)),
p =a (mod (q,(9° —1)g7)) < {%Ea(mod (¢.9™)).

by the Chinese remainder theorem since (g2 — 1,g) = 1. As stated in (1.3), we have
P =a(mod (¢,¢° - 1)) <= p=7""'a (mod (¢,9° - 1)),

where g (mod (g, g? — 1)) is the multiplicative inverse of g (mod (g, g% — 1)), since by using ¢*> =
1 (mod g2 — 1), we can see that the base-g representation

(11.5) p= Z pig" with po,...,pn_1 €{0,...,9— 1} and po,pny_1 # 0
0<i<N
of p € €y satisfies

= pgV T =g Y pigi(@) T =gV Y pig' =¢N'p (mod g? - 1).
0<i<N 0<i<N 0<i<N

G = > 1.

PEEGN
p=g" "'a (mod (q,9°—1))
P =a (mod (q,9™))

We can thus rewrite G as

When (a,q,g* — 1) # 1, we have

G< ) 1L

pl(a,q,9%2—1)



26 G. BHOWMIK AND Y. SUZUKI

We may thus assume (a, ¢, g? — 1) = 1. Take the smallest Ny € N such that

(,9™) = (¢, 9").

By noting that % # 0 (mod g) for any n € N, we then have

G = > > 1.

1<v<gNo N1 PESN ,
v=a (mod (q,gN0))P=g ~a (mod (g,9"—1))
v#0 (mod g) P =v (mod gMo)

When g | (a,q), the above sum over v is empty and so we may assume g t (a,q). For the base-g
expansion (11.5) of p € €y, we have

% =v (mod gN°) — Z pN_i—19" = v (mod ¢g™°)
0<i<No

However, since v and ZO<i<N0 pN_i—19" both belong to [0, g™V0), this is further equivalent to

P =v (mod ¢gMN°) «—= v = Z PN—i—19' <> Vi =pPN_i_1,
0<i<No

where the v; are given by the base-g representation of v in the form

v = Z v;g"  with Voy -5 UNg—1 € {0,...,9 — 1} and vy # 0.

0<i<No
Thus, we have p = v (mod gN°) and p € 6y if and only if
Z pig’ = Z pn—ic1g” T = Z vigV T = 0¥,
N—=No<i<N 0<i<No 0<i<No

This is further equivalent to
pE [’U*,’U* +gN—N0)

since vy # 0 implies v* > gV ~1. We can thus further rewrite G as

G = > > 1.

1<v<gho pEfv* w*+gN~No)
v=u (mod (q,9™°)) p=g" "'a (mod (q,9%>-1))
vZ0 (mod g)

By using some effective prime number theorem in arithmetic progressions with modulus (g, g2 —1) <
1, e.g. Corollary 11.12 and Theorem 11.17 of [10], and using the approximation

/U*_,’_gNNO dt - gN—N() 1+O 1
o+ logt  logg™ N

for 1 <wv < Ny with v £ 0 (mod g), we have

N—Np

G = M( > 1) i’oggN <1 + O(zlv)> + O(gN N0 exp(—cpnTVN)).

1<v<g™No
v=u (mod (q,9™?))
vZ0 (mod g)
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Since
> = X 1= X 1= >
1<v<gNo v (mod gNO) v (mod gNo) v (mod gNO)
v=a (mod (q,g™0)) v=a (mod (q,g™0)) v=a (mod (q,g™0)) v=a (mod (q,g™v0))
vZ0 (mod g) vZ0 (mod g) v=0 (mod g)
No
g
= — 1
(¢, 9™°) ZN o
v (mod g"07™ %)
gv=a (mod (q,g™v0))
( q (g, 9)) g™
(¢,9)|a (¢, g™0)
_ ( g)> g
Lg,9)la (¢,9N)’
we obtain
pg(avq) gN 1 N—+N,
11.6 G = 1+0( = O 0 — N)).
(11.6) (¢ (92 — 1)g") log gV TOo\x)) O ep(~epn1 V)

We then estimate ¢™V° in the remainder term. For a prime number p and a positive integer n, define
vp(n) € Z by p?»™ | n but pU»(™M+1 { n. For any prime p, by (1.6), we then have

29 (0 < pr(@ < g < exp(eV/N) and so  v,(q) < I—\F N
0g2

by making ¢ < log2. Then, we have

(q’g[@\/ﬁ]): H pmin(vp(Q)vvp(g)[@\/ﬁD — H por(@) — H prin(ep (@0 (N) = (g gN)

pl(a.9) rl(q,9) pl(a,9)

and so Ny < @\/ﬁ by the minimality of Ny. By making ¢ small enough so that
g@‘/ﬁ < exp(%CPNT\/N) and ¢ < fcpnr,
we then have
gl +No exp(—cPNT\/N) < gN eXp(—%CpNT\/N) < gV exp(—C\/]v).

On inserting this into (11.6) and combining it with Theorem 1.1, we obtain the assertion. d

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Assume (a,q,9°>—1) = 1 and g1 (a,q). If (¢,9) | a, we cannot have g | (¢, g)
since otherwise ¢ | (a,q). We thus have

pg(%q):(l_n(q,g)a(qj)) 1 (pl)z;

pl(g,9%2—1) P

Thus, the assertion follows by Corollary 1.2. O
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