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REPRESENTATION OF EVEN GAUSSIAN INTEGER À LA CHEN

SOUMYARUP BANERJEE AND HABIBUR RAHAMAN

Abstract. In this article, we represent an even Gaussian integer with sufficiently large norm as a sum of a
Gaussian prime and a Gaussian integer with at most two Gaussian prime factors akin to Chen in the rational
case.

1. Introduction

One of the ancient conjecture was posed by Goldbach around 1742 in a letter to Euler. The conjecture states
that every even integer greater than two may be expressed as the sum of two primes. Till date, the conjecture
has been verified upto the even number 4 × 1018. In literature, several progresses in different directions have
been made towards this conjecture but it still remains unsolved.

In one of the directions, sieve theory has been used as a main tool to restrict the number of primes of an
integer. The story begins around 1948 due to Rényi [14] who basically proved that every sufficiently large
even integer n can be written as sum of a prime and an integer with at most k prime factors. Later, many
investigations have been made towards this direction to generalize the result by reducing the value of k. Pan
[12], Wang [17] and Bombieri [2] managed to improve the value of k to 5, 4 and 3 respectively. Finally, Chen
[4] established that every sufficiently large even number n can be expressed as sum of a prime and an integer
with at most 2 prime factors, which is the best possible result towards Goldbach’s conjecture.

Several mathematicians have also studied Goldbach’s conjecture in the language of a number field through
sieving techniques. We call an algebraic integer N (6= 0) even if each prime ideal with norm 2 divide N and
totally positive if all of its conjugates are positive real number. Let Πm denotes a totally positive algebraic
integer with at most m prime ideal divisors. It was Rademacher [13], who made the first impact towards
Goldbach conjecture in number field by establishing every totally positive even algebraic integer N can be
written as N = Π7 + Π7. Later, few improvements have been made in Rademacher’s approach by expressing
N = Π2+Π3 due to Vinogradov [16] and N = Π1+Πm0 for some fixed m0 due to Hinz [5] respectively. Finally
around 1991, Hinz [6] investigated this problem in totally real algebraic number field and obtained an analogue
of Chen’s theorem for totally positive even algebraic integer N by expressing N = Π1 +Π2.

Holben and Jordan [7] around 1968 conjectured Goldbach’s problem for the ring of Gaussian integers, which
precisely states as for every even Gaussian integer N , there are Gaussian primes p1 and p2 such that N = p1+p2.
In this manuscript, we have studied the above conjecture for every even Gaussian integer with sufficiently large
norm and the primary concern here is to represent an even Gaussian integer in an analogues way of Chen’s
representation in rational case.

Let r(N ) be the number of representation of N as a sum of a Gaussian prime and a Gaussian integer with
at most two Gaussian prime ideal factors. For any Gaussian integer n, we denote its usual norm by N(n). Our
main goal here is to find the lower bound of r(N ) for an even Gaussian integer N with sufficiently large N(N ).

Theorem 1.1. Let N be an even Gaussian integer. Then we have the lower bound

r(N ) ≫ S1(N )
N(N )

(logN(N ))2
,

where

S1(N ) :=
∏

N(p)>2

(

1− 1

(N(p)− 1)2

)

∏

N(p)>2
p|N

N(p)− 1

N(p)− 2
. (1.1)
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We continue here by making remark about the key tools we have used to prove the above theorem. Few of
the important arguments are influenced by the method of proving Chen’s corresponding result in rational case
by Nathanson [11].

Selberg’s weighted sieve method allows us to obtain a lower bound of r(N ) in terms of three sieving functions
and we have mainly applied linear sieve inequality for Gaussian integers to bound those sieving functions. Two
essential ingredients to estimate the error terms are an analogue of Bombieri-Vinogradov type theorem for
Gaussian integers and an analogue of large sieve inequality in number fields due to Huxley.

The following corollary is a direct application of our main result.

Corollary 1.2. Any even Gaussian integer with sufficiently large norm can be expressed as a sum of a Gaussian

prime and a Gaussian integer with at most two Gaussian prime factors.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix few notations and collect essential results for Gaussian
integers which are important throughout the article. In Section 3 we obtain the lower bound of r(N ) in terms
of three sieving functions. In Section 4 we set basic ingredients to apply linear sieve on the sieving functions
appeared in Section 3. We obtain the desired bound of the sieving functions in Section 5, 6 and 7 respectively.
Finally, in Section 8, we combine the bounds of the previous sections in order to prove Theorem 1.1.

2. Background set up

In this section, we fix some notations and state important results for Gaussian integers which are essential
in our exposition. We denote the set of Gaussian integers by its usual notation Z[i]. Let a, b, c ∈ Z[i] and
the principal ideals generated by a, b and c be denoted by a, b and c respectively. We call a is divisible by
c if a ⊆ c and a ≡ b (mod c) if a − b ∈ c. Recall that Z[i] is a principal ideal domain, which implies every
ideal is generated by some Gaussian integer. Thus the ideal norm of the ideal a, which we denote by N(a)
is same as the usual norm of the Gaussian integer a and for that we will frequently interchange both of the
norms as per requirements. For non-zero a, c ∈ Z[i], a greatest common divisor of a and c is a common divisor
with maximal norm. Similar definition also holds for a greatest common divisor of two ideals a and c. We
abbreviate the notation for the norm of both of the greatest common divisors as N(gcd(a, c)) = N(a, c) and
N(gcd(a, c)) = N(a, c).

Throughout, we use p, q to denote Gaussian primes and p, q, n, d to denote the principal ideals generated
by p, q, n, d respectively in Z[i]. We next recall two multiplicative functions of an ideal in Z[i]. The Möbius
function µ on an ideal n ⊂ Z[i] can be defined as

µ(n) =

{

(−1)r, if n = p1p2 . . . pr

0, if n is not square free,
(2.1)

where p1, p2 . . . , pr are prime ideals and the Euler totient function φ on an ideal n ⊂ Z[i] can be defined as

φ(n) =
1

N(n)

∏

p|n

(

1− 1

N(p)

)

, (2.2)

where the product runs over the prime ideals. The following lemma provides an analogue of Merten’s result for
rational case in Z[i] set up.

Lemma 2.1. For sufficiently large x, we have

∑

N(p)<x

1

N(p)
= log log x+B +O

(

1

log x

)

,

for some constant B > 0 and

∏

N(p)<x

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

=
π

4
eγ log x

(

1 +O

(

1

log x

))

. (2.3)

We refer [3, Theorem 7.153] for the details of the above lemma w. One can observe that the factor π
4 occurs

in (2.3) by comparing [3, Equation (7.21)] and [15, Page 454]. The next lemma follows from (2.3) which is also
an analogue of one of the Mertern’s result for rational case in Z[i].
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Lemma 2.2. For any ǫ > 0, there is a real number u0(ǫ) > 0 such that

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

< (1 + ǫ)
log z

log u
(2.4)

holds for any u0(ǫ) ≤ u < z.

Proof. It follows from (2.3) that for x > 2,

∏

p
N(p)<x

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

∼ C log x,

where C := π
4 e

γ > 0. We choose δ(ǫ) > 0 such that

C + δ

C − δ
< (1 + ǫ). (2.5)

Therefore, there exists some u0(ǫ) > 0 such that for all x ≥ u0(ǫ),

(C − δ) log x <
∏

p
N(p)<x

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

< (C + δ) log x

Thus, we can write for any u0(ǫ) ≤ u < z,

∏

p
u≤N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

=

∏

p
N(p)<z

(

1− 1
N(p)

)−1

∏

p
N(p)<u

(

1− 1
N(p)

)−1

=
(C + δ) log z

(C − δ) log u

< (1 + ǫ)
log z

log u
,

where the last step follows from (2.5). �

For any x > 0, let π(x) denotes the number of ideals in Z[i] with norm ≤ x. In the following lemma we state
the result due to Landau which is known as the prime ideal theorem (cf. [3, Theorem 7.151])

Lemma 2.3. We have for sufficiently large x

π(x) =
x

log x
+O

(

x

(log x)2

)

.

Let π(x; d, a) denote the number of primes p in Z[i] with N(p) ≤ x such that p ≡ a(mod d), where a, d ∈ Z[i]
with N(a, d) = 1. We next state an analogue of Bombieri-Vinogradov theorem in Z[i].

Lemma 2.4. For any A > 0, there exists BA > 0 such that

∑

4<N(d)≤ x1/2

(log x)BA

∣

∣

∣

∣

π(x; d, a) − 4π(x)

φ(d)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ x

(log x)A
.

For details one can see [8] and [15, Lemma 10.2] as a reference.
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3. Lower bound of r(N )

In this section, we mainly bound r(N ) in terms of three sieving functions and for that we set P to be the
set of all Gaussian primes that do not divide N and fix

A := { N − p : p ∈ P, N(p) < N(N )}.
Clearly,

|A| = 4π(N(N )) − 4ω(N ), (3.1)

where ω(N ) denotes the number of distinct prime divisors of N up to unit. For any real number z ≥ 2, we
denote

P (z) :=
∏

p
p∈P

N(p)<z

p.

Let S(A,P, z) denotes the cardinality of the set {n ∈ A : N(n, P (z)) = 1}. We define

w(n) := 1− 1

2

∑

q
z≤N(q)<y

qk||n

k − 1

2

∑

p1,p2,p3
p1p2p3=n

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)

1

for every n ∈ Z[i]. The following lemma provides a lower bound of r(N ).

Lemma 3.1. For any real z ≥ 2 and y = N(N )1/3, the inequality

r(N ) ≥ S(A,P, z) − 1

2
T1 −

1

2
T2 − 4 (3.2)

holds, where

T1 :=
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

z≤N(q)<y

qk||n

k and T2 :=
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

p1,p2,p3
p1p2p3=n

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)

1.

Proof. We first consider a Gaussian integer n satisfying N(n) < N(N ) with N(n,N ) = N(n, P (z)) = 1. Then
clearly, the ideal n is divisible only by prime ideals p with N(p) ≥ z. Thus, n can be decomposed in the form
n = p1p2 . . . prpr+1 . . . pr+s with z ≤ N(p1) ≤ . . . ≤ N(pr) < y ≤ N(pr+1) ≤ . . . N(pr+s) for some r, s > 0.

For y = N(N )1/3, we can write N(N )s/3 = ys ≤ N(pr+1)N(pr+2) . . . N(pr+s) ≤ N(n) < N(N ) which implies
s ∈ {0, 1, 2}. We also have from the prime ideal decomposition of n that

1

2

∑

z≤N(q)<y

qk ||n

k =
r

2
,

which implies r/2 < 1 for w(n) > 0. Thus r can take only the values 0 and 1 for w(n) > 0. Now if r = 1
and s = 2 then n = p1p2p3 with z ≤ N(p1) < y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), which implies that w(n) = 0. Hence,
for w(n) > 0, either r = 0 and s ∈ {0, 1, 2}, or r = 1 and s ∈ {0, 1}. Therefore, the ideal n generated by a
Gaussian integer n satisfying N(n) < N(N ), N(n,N ) = N(n, P (z)) = 1 and w(n) > 0 is either having norm 1,
or of the form p1, p1p2 such that N(p2) ≥ N(p1) ≥ z and p1, p2 does not divide N .

For all n = N − p ∈ A, we have N(n,N ) = 1 since if N(n,N ) > 1, then there exist a prime q such that q | n
and q | N , which together implies q | p, but then p | N , which is not possible.

Letting H := {n ∈ Z[i] : N(n) = 1 or n is one of p1, p1p2 with N(p2) ≥ N(p1) ≥ z}, it follows from the above
arguments that we can bound r(N ) as

r(N ) + 4 ≥
∑

N=p+n
n∈H

1 ≥
∑

n∈A
n∈H

1

The definition of w(n) directly implies w(n) ≤ 1, which yields

r(N ) + 4 ≥
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

w(n)
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=









∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

1









− 1

2











∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

z≤N(q)<y

qk||n

k











− 1

2













∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

p1,p2,p3
p1p2p3=n

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)

1













.

Here the first sum on the right hand side is exactly same as S(A,P, z), which concludes the proof of the
lemma. �

We next bound T1 and T2 to obtain the lower bound of r(N ). The next lemma provides the upper bound of
T1.

Lemma 3.2. Let y, z be any real with y ≥ z ≥ 2. Then for Aq = {n ∈ A : q | n}, we have the bound

T1 ≤
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) +O

(

N(N )

z

)

. (3.3)

Proof. We can split the sum T1 in (3.2) into two parts, namely

T1 =
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

z≤N(q)<y
q|n

1 +
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

z≤N(q)<y

qk ||n
k≥2

(k − 1)

=
∑

z≤N(q)<y

∑

n∈A
q|n

N(n,P (z))=1

1 +
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

z≤N(q)<y
qk ||n
k≥2

(k − 1)

=
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) + T ′
1, (3.4)

where T ′
1 =

∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

z≤N(q)<y
qk ||n
k≥2

(k − 1). Interchanging the order of summation, the upper bound of T ′
1 can be

evaluated as

T ′
1 =

∑

z≤N(q)<y

∞
∑

k=2

∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

qk ||n

(k − 1)

≤
∑

z≤N(q)<y

∞
∑

k=2

∑

N(n)<4N(N )

qk||n

(k − 1)

≤
∑

z≤N(q)<y

∞
∑

k=2

(k − 1)
∑

N(n)< 4N(N )

N(q)k

1

The result of Weber [cf. [10, p.144], [15, p.454]] leads to the asymptotic formula for the number of integral
ideals with norm ≤ x, which can be stated as

#{n ∈ Z[i] : N(n) ≤ x} = πx+O(
√
x). (3.5)

Thus, applying (3.5) in the last sum of the above triple sum, the bound of T ′
2 reduces to

T ′
1 ≤

∑

z≤N(q)<y

∞
∑

k=2

(k − 1)

(

4π
N(N )

N(q)k
+O

(
√

N(N )

N(q)k

))

,

5



= 4πN(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y

∞
∑

k=2

(k − 1)

N(q)k
+O





√

N(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y

∞
∑

k=2

(k − 1)

N(q)k/2





= 4πN(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y

1

(N(q) − 1)2
+O





√

N(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y

1

(
√

N(q)− 1)2





≪ N(N )

z − 2
+O

(

√

N(N )√
z − 2

)

≪ N(N )

z
.

Inserting the above bound of T ′
1 into (3.4), we obtain the bound T2. This completes the proof of lemma. �

Our next task is to estimate the sum T3 and for that we define

B := {N − p1p2p3 : z ≤ N(p1) < y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), N(p1p2p3) < 4N(N ), N(p1p2p3,N ) = 1}. (3.6)

In the next lemma, we provide the bound of T2.

Lemma 3.3. For any real y, z with y ≥ z ≥ 2, we have

T2 ≤
1

43
S(B,P, y) +O(y). (3.7)

Proof. We write the sum T2 as

T2 =
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

∑

p1,p2,p3
p1p2p3=n

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)

1 =
1

43

∑

p1,p2,p3
p1p2p3∈A

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)

1

It follows from the definition of A that for n = p1p2p3 ∈ A with z ≤ N(p1) < y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), there exist
a prime p ∈ P such that n = N − p with N(p) < N(N ) and p ∤ N . Clearly,

N(n) = N(p1p2p3) = N(N − p) < 4N(N )

and N(n,N ) = N(p1p2p3,N ) = 1. Thus it follows from the definition (3.6) of B that p = N − p1p2p3 is an
element of B. Applying the above fact, T2 can be bounded as

T2 =
1

43

∑

p∈B
1 =

1

43

∑

p∈B
N(p)<y

1 +
1

43

∑

p∈B
N(p)≥y

1

≤ 1

43

∑

N(n)<y

1 +
1

43

∑

n∈B
N(n,P (y))=1

1

=
1

43
S(B,P, y) +O(y),

where in the penultimate step we have applied (3.5) in the first sum and the definition (3.6) of B in the second
sum. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

The goal of this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. For any real z ≥ 2 and y = N(N )1/3, we have the lower bound

r(N ) ≥ S(A,P, z) − 1

2

∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) − 1

128
S(B,P, y) +O

(

N(N )

z

)

+O(y). (3.8)

Proof. We invoke the bound (3.3) and (3.7) of T1 and T2 into Lemma 3.1 to conclude the proposition. �
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4. Linear Sieve in Z[i]

This section concerns in obtaining the linear sieve inequality in general settings over Z[i] and fixing basic
notations to deal with the sieving function appeared in Proposition 3.4. Let A ⊂ Z[i] be a finite set and P be
a set of primes in Z[i]. For z ≥ 2, let

P (z) =
∏

p
p∈P

N(p)<z

p.

Let Ad = {n ∈ A : d|n} and g(d) be a real valued multiplicative function defined on ideals of Z[i] with
0 ≤ g(p) < 1 for all p ∈ P such that

∑

n∈A g(d) approximates to |Ad|. Thus, one can write

|Ad| =
∑

n∈A
g(d) + r(d), (4.1)

where r(d) denotes the reminder term of |Ad|. Define

V (z) :=
∏

p|P (z)

(1− g(p)). (4.2)

We next state an analogue of Jurkat-Richert theorem on Z[i]. To our best knowledge, it is not known in
literature.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q be any finite subset of P and Q be the norm of the products of primes in Q. For some

ǫ ∈ (0, 1
200 ), let the arithmetic function g satisfies the inequality

∏

p
p∈(P\Q)

(1− g(p))−1 < (1 + ǫ)
log z

log u
, (4.3)

for all 1 < u < z. Then for s = logD
log z , we have

S(A,P, z) < (F (s) + ǫe14−s)V (z)|A|+
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DQ

|r(d)|, (4.4)

for any D ≥ z and

S(A,P, z) > (f(s)− ǫe14−s)V (z)|A| −
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DQ

|r(d)| (4.5)

for any D ≥ z2. Here F (s), f(s) are the functions satisfying

sF (s) = 2eγ for 1 ≤ s ≤ 3, (sF (s))′ = f(s− 1), for s > 3,

and sf(s) = 2eγ log(s− 1) for 2 ≤ s ≤ 4, (sf(s))′ = F (s− 1) for s > 2. (4.6)

Proof. The proof follows along the similar direction of Jurkat-Richert theorem on Z. For the sake of complete-
ness we provide an outline of the proof. The Möbius function µ defined in (2.1), satisfies the property

∑

d|n
µ(d) =

{

1, if N(n) = 1

0, otherwise ,

which can be applied to write S(A,P, z) as

S(A,P, z) =
∑

n∈A
N(n,P (z))=1

1 =
∑

n∈A

∑

d|(n,P (z))

µ(d) =
∑

d|P (z)

µ(d)
∑

n∈A
d|n

1 =
∑

d|P (z)

µ(d)|Ad|.

Inserting (4.1) in the above equation, one can reduce the above equation as

S(A,P, z) =
∑

n∈A
V (z) +R(z),

7



where R(z) =
∑

d|P (z)

µ(d)r(d). The key tool to bound S(A,P, z) is Rosser’s weight on ideals in Z[i], which we

define next.
For D > 0 and d be square-free ideal of the form d = p1p2 . . . pr with N(p1) > N(p2) > · · · > N(pr), we

define

λ+(d) :=

{

(−1)r if N(p1) · · ·N(p2ℓ)N(p2ℓ+1)
3 < D whenever 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r−1

2

0 otherwise,

λ−(d) :=

{

(−1)r if N(p1) · · ·N(p2ℓ−1)N(p2ℓ)
3 < D whenever 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r

2

0 otherwise

and λ±(d) = 0 if d is not square-free. We can now reduce the size of error term by replacing µ with the above
weights. Thus S(A,P, z) can be bounded as

∑

n∈A
G(z, λ−) +

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<D

λ−(d)r(d) ≤ S(A,P, z) ≤
∑

n∈A
G(z, λ+) +

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<D

λ+(d)r(d), (4.7)

where G(z, λ±) :=
∑

d|P (z)

λ±(d)g(d). Our next goal is to bound G(z, λ±). V (z) satisfies the recurrence relation

V (z) = 1−
∑

p|P (z)

g(p)V (N(p)).

The above relation with well-known inclusion-exclusion principle yields

G(z, λ+) = V (z) +
∞
∑

k=1
k≡1( mod 2)

Tk(D, z) (4.8)

G(z, λ−) = V (z)−
∞
∑

k=1
k≡0( mod 2)

Tk(D, z), (4.9)

where

Tk(D, z) :=
∑

p1,p2,...,pk
yk≤N(pk)<...<N(p1)<z

N(pm)<ym ∀m<k, m≡k( mod 2)

g(p1p2 . . . pk)V (pk)

and ym’s are suitable parameters defined as ym :=
(

y
N(p1)N(p2)···N(pm)

)1/2
. We next find the upper bound of

Tk(D, z) and for that we mainly follow the similar argument as in [11, pp. 253–256]. We define fn(s) by the
multiple integral

sfn(s) :=

∫

· · ·
∫

Rn(s)

dt1 · · · dtn
(t1 · · · tn)tn

where

Rn(s) :=
{

(t1, · · · , tn) ∈ Rn : 0<tn<···<t1<
1
s
, t1+···+tn+2tn>1,

t1+···+tm+2tm<1 for m<n and m≡n (mod 2)

}

.

For z ≥ 2 and ǫ ∈ (0, 1
200 ), under the assumption (4.3), Tk(D, z) can be bounded as

Tk(D, z) < V (z)
(

fk(s) + ǫe14−s
)

where D is any real number satisfying D ≥ z for n odd and D ≥ z2 for n even. Invoking the above bound into
(4.8) and (4.9) and applying [11, Theorem 9.4], we obtain

G(z, λ+) < V (z)
(

F (s) + ǫe14−s
)

G(z, λ−) > V (z)
(

f(s)− ǫe14−s
)

,
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where F (s) and f(s) are defined in (4.6). Finally inserting the above bound into (4.7), we can conclude our
lemma. �

Our next goal here is to set the multiplicative function g and the finite set Q arrived in Lemma 4.1 to bound
the sieving functions appeared in Proposition 3.4. We set the multiplicative function g by g(p) = 1

φ(p) for p ∈ P
and zero otherwise. Then as ±1± i /∈ P, we have

0 < g(p) =
1

N(p)− 1
< 1, for all p ∈ P.

In the next lemma, we have shown that the above g satisfies the inequality (4.3) in Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. For any z > 2 and for any ǫ > 0, there exist u2(ǫ) > 0 such that the function g satisfies

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(1− g(p))−1 < (1 + ǫ)
log z

log u
, (4.10)

for all u2(ǫ) ≤ u < z.

Proof. We first split the product on the left hand side of (4.10) as

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(1− g(p))−1 =
∏

u≤N(p)<z

(N(p) − 1)2

N(p)(N(p) − 2)

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

. (4.11)

The first product can be written as

∏

p

(N(p) − 1)2

N(p)(N(p) − 2)
=
∏

p

(

1 +
1

N(p)(N(p) − 2)

)

< ∞.

Thus for any ǫ > 0, there exists u1(ǫ) > 0 such that for any u1(ǫ) ≤ u < z

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(N(p) − 1)2

N(p)(N(p) − 2)
< 1 + ǫ/3. (4.12)

On the other hand, Lemma 2.2 yields there exist u0(ǫ) such that for any u0(ǫ) ≤ u < z,

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

< (1 + ǫ/3)
log z

log u
.

Finally, by setting u2(ǫ) = max{u0(ǫ), u1(ǫ)} and inserting (4.12) and (2.4) into (4.11), we have

∏

u≤N(p)<z

(1− g(p))−1 <
(

1 +
ǫ

3

)2 log z

log u
< (1 + ǫ)

log z

log u
,

for all u2(ǫ) ≤ u < z. This completes our lemma. �

We next fix the finite set Q by the set of all primes in P with N(p) < u2(ǫ) and consider Q =
∏

p
p∈Q

N(p).

Since Q depends only on ǫ, not on N , therefore Q can be bounded as

Q < logN(N ) (4.13)

for sufficiently large N(N ). The next lemma provides an asymptotic estimate of V (z) as defined in (4.2).

Lemma 4.3. Let N be an even Gaussian integer. Then for z ≥ 4, we have

V (z) =
1

2π
e−γS1(N )

1

log z

(

1 +O

(

1

log z

))

,

where S1(N ) is defined in (1.1).
9



Proof. It follows from the definition (4.2) of V (z) that

V (z) =
∏

2<N(p)<z
p∤N

(

1− 1

N(p) − 1

)

=
∏

2<N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p) − 1

)

∏

N(p)>2
p|N

(

1− 1

N(p)− 1

)−1
∏

N(p)≥z
p|N

(

1− 1

N(p)− 1

)

. (4.14)

The last product of the above equation can be approximated as

∏

N(p)≥z
p|N

(

1− 1

N(p) − 1

)

= 1 +O

(

logN(N )

z

)

(4.15)

by applying the facts 1− x > e−2x for 0 < x < (log 2)/2 and 1− x < e−x for all x. The first product in (4.14)
reduces to

∏

2<N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)− 1

)

= 2
∏

N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)

∏

2<N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p) − 1

)(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

= 2
∏

N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)

∏

N(p)>2

(

1− 1

(N(p) − 1)2

)

∏

N(p)≥z

(

1 +
1

N(p)(N(p) − 2)

)

= 2
∏

N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)

∏

N(p)>2

(

1− 1

(N(p) − 1)2

)(

1 +O

(

1

z

))

, (4.16)

where the last step follows due to the inequality 1 + x < ex < 1 + 2x for 0 < x < log 2. It follows from (2.3)
that

∏

N(p)<z

(

1− 1

N(p)

)

=
4e−γ

π log z

(

1 +O

(

1

log z

))

(4.17)

Inserting (4.17) into (4.16), we can combine (4.14), (4.15) and (4.16) to conclude that

V (z) =
1

2π
e−γS1(N )

1

log z

(

1 +O

(

1

log z

))

.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

5. Lower bound of S(A,P, z)

This section is concerned in estimating the lower bound of S(A,P, z), which arrived in the right hand side
of (3.8) and for that our goal is to apply Lemma 4.1. To that end, we first need the asymptotic formula of the

cardinality of Ad. For g(d) =
1

φ(d) , it follows from (4.1) that the main term of |Ad| is |A|
φ(d) . The error term r(d)

is provided in the next lemma.

Lemma 5.1. The error term of |Ad| satisfies

r(d) = π(N(N ); d,N ) − 4
π(N(N ))

φ(d)
+O(logN(N )),

Proof. We can estimate |Ad| as

|Ad| =
∑

n∈A
d|n

1 =
∑

N−p∈A
N−p≡0( mod d)

1 =
∑

p∈P
N(p)<N(N )
p≡N ( mod d)

1 =
∑

N(p)<N(N )
p≡N ( mod d)

1 +O(ω(N ))

= π(N(N ); d,N ) +O(logN(N )), (5.1)
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where in the last step we use the bound ω(N ) ≪ logN(N ). Thus, applying (3.1), it follows from (4.1) that the
error term can be approximated as

r(d) = |Ad| −
|A|
φ(d)

= π(N(N ); d,N ) +O(logN(N )) − 4
π(N(N )) − ω(N )

φ(d)

= π(N(N ); d,N ) − 4
π(N(N ))

φ(d)
+O(logN(N )).

�

In order to apply Lemma 4.1, we bound the error term of S(A,P, z) in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let D =
N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B3+1
for some some B3 > 0. Then we have the bound

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DQ

|r(d)| ≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))3
.

Proof. It follows from (4.13) that for sufficiently large N(N ),

DQ <
N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B3
. (5.2)

Letting,

δ(N(N ); d,N ) := π(N(N ); d,N ) − 4
π(N(N ))

φ(d)
, (5.3)

we apply Lemma 2.4 with A = 3 to obtain

∑

d|P (z)
4<N(d)<DQ

|δ(N(N ); d,N )| ≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))3
. (5.4)

Next, we observe the values of δ(N(N ); d,N ) for 1 ≤ N(d) ≤ 4 with d|P (z). But for any d ∈ Z[i] with d|P (z),
the norm can not take the values 2, 3 and 4 since more explicitly, for N(d) = 2, we have d = ±1 ± i, which is
impossible as ±1± i /∈ P implies the ideal (±1± i) ∤ P (z), for the case N(d) = 3, writing d = a1 + ib1, we have
a21 + b21 = 3, which is again not possible as a1, b1 ∈ Z and finally, for the case N(d) = 4 we have d = ±2,±2i
which implies (±1± i) | d, which is not possible as the ideals (±1± i) ∤ P (z). Therefore, the only possible case
is N(d) = 1, that is, d is a unit in Z[i]. But for any unit u in Z[i], we have

δ(N(N );u,N ) = π(N(N );u,N ) − 4
π(N(N ))

φ(u)

= 4π(N(N )) − 4π(N(N ))

= 0.

Therefore the sum (5.4) for 1 ≤ N(d) ≤ 4 reduces to
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)≤4

|δ(N(N ); d,N )| = 0. (5.5)

Finally, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DQ

|r(d)| =
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DQ

δ(N(N ); d,N ) +O









∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DQ

logN(N )








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≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))3
+ logN(N )

N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B3

≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))3
,

where in the penultimate step we have used the bound (5.4) and (5.5) in the first term and (5.2) in the second
term. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

In the following lemma we obtain the lower bound of S(A,P, z).

Lemma 5.3. For z = N(N )1/8, we have

S(A,P, z) >
4V (z)N(N )

logN(N )

(

eγ

2
log 3 +O(ǫ)

)

.

Proof. For D =
N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B3+1
and z = N(N )1/8, we have

s =
logD

log z
= 8

log
(

N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B3+1

)

logN(N )
= 4− 8(B3 + 1) log logN(N )

logN(N )
.

Thus, for sufficiently large N(N ), we have s ∈ [3, 4]. Hence the condition (4.6) of f(s) readily yields

f(s) =
2eγ log(s− 1)

s
=

eγ

2
log 3 +O

(

log logN(N )

logN(N )

)

=
eγ

2
log 3 +O(ǫ).

Finally, we invoke the above estimate of f(s), cardinality of A from (3.1) with Lemma 2.3 and the bound of
the error term from Lemma 5.2 together into (4.5), to obtain the lower bound of S(A,P, z) as

S(A,P, z) >

(

eγ

2
log 3 +O(ǫ)

)

V (z)
4N(N )

logN(N )

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

+O

(

N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

=
4V (z)N(N )

logN(N )

[

eγ

2
log 3 +O(ǫ) +O

(

1

V (z)(logN(N ))2

)]

=
4V (z)N(N )

logN(N )

(

eγ

2
log 3 +O(ǫ)

)

,

where in the final step we can ignore the last term using the estimate of V (z) from Lemma 4.3. �

6. Upper bound for the average sum of S(Aq,P, z)

In this section, our main concern is to find an upper bound of
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z), which has arrived in the

right hand side of (3.8). For Aq = {n ∈ A : q | n} as appeared in Lemma 3.2, let rq(d) denotes the error term

of |(Aq)d|. We fix D =
N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B4+1
for some B4 > 0, y = N(N )

1
3 and z = N(N )

1
8 . Then for N(q) < y,

we have Dq =
D

N(q) ≥ D
y ≥ z. Thus, with the above choice of Dq along with N(q) < y, it follows from (4.4) of

Lemma 4.1 that we can bound S(Aq,P, z) as

S(Aq,P, z) < (F (sq) + ǫe14−sq)V (z)|Aq|+
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

|rq(d)|,

where sq =
Dq

log z . The definition of Aq, defined in Lemma 3.2, yields that we may assume N(q,N ) = 1, since

for N − p ∈ Aq, we have the prime q divides N − p, but q | N implies q | p, which is not possible as p ∤ N .

Therefore, summing over z ≤ N(q) < y on the both side of the above equation,
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) can be
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bounded as
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) < V (z)
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

(F (sq) + ǫe14)|Aq|+
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

|rq(d)|. (6.1)

We next bound the error term and estimate the main term of the above equation. In order to bound the error
term, we need the following bound of the partial sum of 1

φ(n) , where n is an ideal in Z[i].

Lemma 6.1. For any x > 0, we have
∑

N(n)<x

1

φ(n)
≪ log x. (6.2)

Proof. The definition (2.2) of φ(n) yields

1

φ(n)
=

1

N(n)

∏

p|n

(

1− 1

N(p)

)−1

=
1

N(n)

∑

d⊂Z[i]
d∗|n

1

N(d)
,

where d∗ denotes the square-free part of d. Thus the following partial sum can be written as
∑

N(n)<x

1

φ(n)
=

∑

N(n)<x

1

N(n)

∑

d⊂Z[i]
d∗|n

1

N(d)

=
∑

d⊂Z[i]

1

N(d)

∑

N(n)<x
d∗|n

1

N(n)

≤
∑

d⊂Z[i]

1

N(dd∗)

∑

N(m)<x/N(d∗)

1

N(m)
,

Here the first sum is finite since for a prime ideal p | dd∗, we have p2 | dd∗ and the second sum is bounded by
log x. Thus we can conclude

∑

N(n)<x

1

φ(n)
≪ log x.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

The next lemma bounds the error term of
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) given in (6.1).

Lemma 6.2. For z > 4 and y < DQ, we have

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

|rq(d)| ≪
N(N )

(logN(N ))3
.

Proof. Let d|P (z) and z ≤ N(q) < y. Then we can write the error term of |(Aq)d| as

rq(d) = |(Aq)d| −
∑

n∈Aq

g(d) = |Aqd| −
|Aq|
φ(d)

= |Aqd| −
|A|

φ(qd)
+

|A|
φ(qd)

− |Ad|
φ(d)

= r(qd)− r(q)

φ(d)
.

Thus
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

|rq(d)| ≤
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

|r(qd)|+
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

|r(q)|
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

1

φ(d)

≤
∑

4<N(d)<QD
N(d,N )=1

|r(d)|+
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

|r(q)|
∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

1

φ(d)
.
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Now for z > 4, y < DQ and applying the bound (6.2) in the last term, we can combine the above two terms
into a single sum to obtain the bound as

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

∑

d|P (z)
N(d)<DqQ

|rq(d)| ≪ logN(N )
∑

4<N(d)<QD
N(d,N )=1

|r(d)| ≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))3
,

where the final inequality follows from the similar argument as in Lemma 5.2 and applying Lemma 2.4 with
A = 4. �

In the next lemma, we estimate the main term of
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z).

Lemma 6.3. For any ǫ ∈ (0, 1
200 ), we have

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

(F (sq) + ǫe14)|Aq| < N(N )

[

eγ
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1/N(q)

log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O









∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1/N(q)2

log N(N )1/2

N(q)









+O

(

ǫ

logN(N )

)

]

.

Proof. For D =
N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))B4+1
with B4 > 0, we can reduce sq as

sq =
log N(N )1/2

N(q)(logN(N ))B4+1

log z
=

log N(N )1/2

N(q)

log z
− (B4 + 1) log logN(N )

log z
.

Thus for z < N(q) ≤ y and for sufficiently large N(N ), we have 1 < sq ≤ 3. Therefore, the definition (4.6)
yields

F (sq) =
eγ logN(N )

4 log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O

(

log logN(N )

logN(N )

)

=
eγ logN(N )

4 log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O(ǫ). (6.3)

We also have from (5.1) and (5.3) that

|Aq| = π(N(N ); q,N ) +O(logN(N ))

= 4
π(N(N ))

φ(q)
+ δ(N(N ); q,N ) +O(logN(N ))

=
4N(N )

φ(q) logN(N )

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

+ δ(N(N ); q,N ), (6.4)

where in the last step we have applied Lemma 2.3. Applying (4.4) of Lemma 4.1 on S(Aq,P, z), we now
estimate the main term in (6.1) and for that we first invoke (6.3) and (6.4) into (4.4) to write the main term as

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

(F (sq) + ǫe14)|Aq|

=
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1









eγ logN(N )

4 log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O(ǫ)





4N(N )

φ(q) logN(N )

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))





+
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1





eγ logN(N )

4 log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O(ǫ)



 δ(N(N ); q,N )

= eγN(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q) log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O

(

ǫN(N )

logN(N )

)

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q)
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+O

(

N(N )

logN(N )

)

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(qq log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O

(

ǫN(N )

(logN(N ))2

)

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q)
+O

(

N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

, (6.5)

where in the last sum of the penultimate step, we mainly used the fact that F (sq) is bounded for 1 < sq ≤ 3
and applied Lemma 2.4 to obtain the final big-oh term in the last step.

We next reduce the sums arrived in the above equation. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that for sufficiently large
N(N ), we can write

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q)
=

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

N(q)− 1
≪

∑

z≤N(q)<y

1

N(q)
= log log y − log log z +O

(

1

log z

)

= O(1). (6.6)

Thus, the following sum can be bounded as
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q) log N(N )1/2

N(q)

≪ 1

logN(N )

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q)
≪ 1

logN(N )
. (6.7)

Inserting (6.6) and (6.7) into (6.5) and using the fact that

1

φ(q)
=

1

N(q) − 1
=

1

N(q)
+O

(

1

N(q)2

)

,

the main term can be reduced to
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

(F (sq) + ǫe14)|Aq|

= eγN(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

φ(q) log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O

(

ǫN(N )

logN(N )

)

= eγN(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

N(q) log N(N )1/2

N(q)

+O









N(N )
∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

N(q)2 log N(N )1/2

N(q)









+O

(

ǫN(N )

logN(N )

)

.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

In the following lemma, we obtain the upper bound of the sum
∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z).

Lemma 6.4. For y = N(N )
1
3 , z = N(N )

1
8 and any ǫ ∈ (0, 1

200 ), the bound

∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) <
4V (z)N(N )

logN(N )

(

eγ log 6

2
+O(ǫ)

)

holds.

Proof. For any natural number k, we define an arithmetic function

ak :=

{

1
N(q) if k = N(q) for some prime ideal q ∈ Z[i],

0 otherwise.

For any t > 0, let S(t) denotes the partial sum of ak given by

S(t) :=
∑

q
N(q)<t

1

N(q)
=
∑

1≤k<t

ak.
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Converting the partial sum into Riemann-Stieltjes integral, we have

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

N(q) log N(N )1/2

N(q)

=

∫ y

z

1

log
(

N(N )1/2

t

)dS(t)

=

∫ y

z

1

log
(

N(N )1/2

t

)d

(

log log t+B +O

(

1

log t

))

=

∫ y

z

1

log
(

N(N )1/2

t

)d(log log t) +O





∫ y

z

1

t(log t)2 log
(

N(N )1/2

t

)dt



 , (6.8)

where the penultimate step follows from Lemma 2.1. Now making the change of variable t = N(N )x and
inserting the values of y and z, the first integral reduces to

∫ y

z

1

log
(

N(N )1/2

t

)d(log log t) =
1

logN(N )

∫ 1/3

1/8

dx

x(1/2 − x)
=

2 log 6

logN(N )
(6.9)

and the second integral can be bounded as
∫ y

z

1

t(log t)2 log
(

N(N )1/2

t

)dt ≪ 1

(logN(N))3

∫ y

z

dt

t
≪ 1

(logN(N))2
. (6.10)

Thus by invoking (6.9) and (6.10) into (6.8), we obtain

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

N(q) log N(N )1/2

N(q)

=
2 log 6

logN(N )
+O

(

1

(logN(N))2

)

. (6.11)

Also the following sum can be bounded as

∑

z≤N(q)<y
N(q,N )=1

1

N(q)2 log N(N )1/2

N(q)

≪ 1

logN(N )

∑

z≤N(q)<y

1

N(q)2
≪ 1

z logN(N )

∑

z≤N(q)<y

1

N(q)
≪ 1

z logN(N )
, (6.12)

where the last step holds due to (6.6). Finally after applying (6.11) and (6.12) together in Lemma 6.3, we
combine (6.1), Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 to conclude

∑

z≤N(q)<y

S(Aq,P, z) < V (z)N(N )

[

eγ
(

2 log 6

logN(N )
+O

(

1

(logN(N))2

))

+O

(

1

z logN(N )

)

+O

(

ǫ

logN(N )

)]

+O

(

N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

=
4V (z)N(N )

logN(N )

[

eγ log 6

2
+O

(

1

logN(N )

)

+O

(

1

z

)

+O(ǫ) +O

(

1

V (z)(logN(N ))2

)]

=
4V (z)N(N )

logN(N )

(

eγ log 6

2
+O(ǫ)

)

,

where the final step follows by inserting the value z = N(N )1/8 and the expression of V (z) from Lemma 4.3.
This completes the proof of the lemma. �

7. Upper bound of S(B,P, y)

In this section, we find an upper bound of the sieving function S(B,P, y), where the set B is defined in (3.6)
as

B = {N − p1p2p3 :z ≤ N(p1) < y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), N(p1p2p3) < 4N(N ), N(p1p2p3,N ) = 1}.
16



We divide the range of N(p1) into disjoint intervals as

[z, y) =
r
⋃

k=0

[ℓk, ℓk+1) ,

where ℓk = z(1 + ǫ)k for some ǫ > 0. Then, for every 0 ≤ k ≤ r, it follows that z(1 + ǫ)1+k ≤ y, which implies

k ≤ log(y/z)

log(1 + ǫ)
≪ logN(N )

ǫ
. (7.1)

We next define the set

B(k) := {N − p1p2p3 :z ≤ N(p1) < y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), ℓk ≤ N(p1) < ℓk+1,

ℓkN(p2p3) < 4N(N ), N(p2p3,N ) = 1} (7.2)

and denote B̃ :=
⋃r

k=0 B(k). Clearly, it follows from the above definitions that B ⊆ B̃ and since the sets B(k)

are pairwise disjoint, we have

S(B, P, y) ≤ S(B̃, P, y) =
r
∑

k=0

S(B(k), P, y). (7.3)

Thus the above equation implies that the upper bound of S(B(k), P, y) will lead to the upper bound of S(B̃, P, y)
and the resulting bound will also work for S(B, P, y). We next bound the error term of S(B(k), P, y) and for
that we need the following lemma, which can be considered as an analogue of [11, Theorem 10.7] in Z[i] set up.

Lemma 7.1. Let A,X, Y, Z be positive real numbers with X > (log Y )2A and D∗ = (XY )1/2

(log Y )A
. Then for any

complex-valued function a(n) on Z[i], we have

∑

N(d)<D∗

d|P (y)

max
N(a,d)=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N(n)<X

∑

Z≤N(p)<Y
np≡a( mod d)

a(n)− 1

φ(d)

∑

N(n)<X

∑

Z≤N(p)<Y
N(np,d)=1

a(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪A
XY (logXY )2

(log Y )A
.

The proof of the lemma goes almost along the similar direction as in [11, pp. 292] with few modifications.
The main ingredient to prove the lemma is the large sieve inequality in Z[i], which was originally established
by Huxley [9, Theorem 4] for general number field. In Z[i], the inequality [cf. [1, Equation (3)]] precisely states
that for any L,M ≥ 1 and for any complex-valued function b(n) on Z[i], we have

∑

N(d)<L

N(d)

φ(d)

∑∗

χ( mod d)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N(n)≤M

b(n)χ(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≪ (L2 +M)
∑

N(n)≤M

|b(n)|2,

where
∑∗

denotes the sum runs over primitive characters modulo d. Let R̃ denotes the error term of S(B̃, P, y).
In the following lemma we bound R̃.

Lemma 7.2. Let z = N(N )1/8 and y = N(N )1/3. Then for D := N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))7 , we have

R̃ ≪ N(N )

ǫ(logN(N ))3
.

Proof. Letting g(d) = 1
φ(d) , (4.1) implies that the main term of |B(k)

d | is given by |B(k)|
φ(d) . For r

(k)
d denoting the

error term of |B(k)
d |, it follows from the definition (7.2) of B(k) that

r
(k)
d = |B(k)

d | − |B(k)|
φ(d)

=
∑

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

ℓkN(p2p3)<4N(N )
N(p2p3,N )=1

p1p2p3≡N ( mod d)

1− 1

φ(d)

∑

z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

ℓkN(p2p3)<4N(N )
N(p2p3,N )=1

1

17



=
∑

y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
N(p2p3)<4N(N )/ℓk

N(p2p3,N )=1

∑

ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

p1p2p3≡N ( mod d)

1− 1

φ(d)

∑

y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
N(p2p3)<4N(N )/ℓk

N(p2p3,N )=1

∑

ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

N(p1,d)=1

1− 1

φ(d)

∑

y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

ℓkN(p2p3)<4N(N )
N(p2p3,N )=1
N(p1,d)>1

1

The last sum of the above equation can be bounded as

1

φ(d)

∑

y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

ℓkN(p2p3)<4N(N )
N(p2p3,N )=1
N(p1,d)>1

1 ≤ 1

φ(d)

∑

N(p1)≥z
N(p1,d)>1

∑

N(p2p3)<
4(1+ǫ)N(N )

N(p1)

1 ≤ 4(1 + ǫ)N(N )

φ(d)

∑

N(p1)≥z
p1|d

1

N(p1)

≤ 4(1 + ǫ)N(N )ω(d)

zφ(d)
≪ N(N )7/8 logN(d)

φ(d)
.

Note that N(p1, d) = 1 is equivalent to N(p1p2p3, d) = 1 as d|P (y). Therefore, from the above bound, r
(k)
d can

be reduced to

r
(k)
d =

∑

y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
N(p2p3)<4N(N )/ℓk

N(p2p3,N )=1

∑

ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

p1p2p3≡N ( mod d)

1− 1

φ(d)

∑

y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
N(p2p3)<4N(N )/ℓk

N(p2p3,N )=1

∑

ℓk≤N(p1)<ℓk+1

N(p1p2p3,d)=1

1 +O

(

N(N )7/8 logN(d)

φ(d)

)

.

(7.4)

We next invoke Lemma 7.1 to bound r
(k)
d and for that we set a(n) to be the characteristic function of the set

{n = p2p3 : y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), N(p2p3,N ) = 1}.
Letting X = 4N(N )/ℓk, Y = ℓk+1, Z = ℓk and a = N , we can rewrite (7.4) as

r
(k)
d =

∑

N(n)<X

∑

Z≤N(p1)<Y
np1≡a( mod d)

a(n)− 1

φ(d)

∑

N(n)<X

∑

Z≤N(p1)<Y
N(np1,d)=1

a(n) +O

(

N(N )7/8 logN(d)

φ(d)

)

. (7.5)

Inserting the value of y, we bound X in terms of Y as

X =
4N(N )

lk
>

4N(N )

y
> (log y)2A ≥ (log Y )2A,

for any A > 0. For D :=
N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))A+1
and Q < logN(N ), in the current set up, the lower bound of D∗,

appeared in Lemma 7.1 can be reduced to

D∗ =
(XY )1/2

(log Y )A
≥

(

4N(N )
ℓk

ℓk+1

)1/2

(log y)A
≥ 3A

2N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))A
> DQ.

Thus (7.5) and Lemma 7.1 together bound the error term of S(B(k), P, y) as
∑

N(d)<DQ
d|P (y)

|r(k)d | ≤
∑

N(d)<D∗

d|P (y)

|r(k)d |

=
∑

N(d)<D∗

d|P (y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N(n)<X

∑

Z≤N(p1)<Y
np1≡a( mod d)

a(n)− 1

φ(d)

∑

N(n)<X

∑

Z≤N(p1)<Y
N(np1,d)=1

a(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+O









∑

N(d)<D∗

d|P (y)

N(N )7/8 logN(d)

φ(d)









≪ XY (logXY )2

(log Y )A
+N(N )7/8 logD∗ ∑

N(d)<D∗

1

φ(d)
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≪ XY (logXY )2

(log Y )A
+N(N )7/8(logD∗)2,

where in the last step we have used Lemma 6.1. Now the first term of the above equation can be bounded as

XY (logXY )2

(log Y )A
≤ 4(1 + ǫ)N(N ) (log (4(1 + ǫ)N(N )))2

(log z)A
≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))A−2
,

and for the second term we use the trivial upper bound of D∗ as

D∗ < (XY )1/2 < N(N ).

Therefore, the error term of S(B(k), P, y) can be written as

∑

N(d)<DQ
d|P (y)

|r(k)d | ≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))A−2
+N(N )7/8(logN(N ))2 ≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))A−2
.

We choose A = 6 in the above equation to bound the above error term as
∑

N(d)<DQ
d|P (y)

|r(k)d | ≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))4

for large N(N ). Finally we apply the bound (7.1) to bound R̃ as

R̃ =

r
∑

k=0

∑

N(d)<DQ
d|P (y)

|r(k)d | ≪ logN(N )

ǫ

N(N )

(logN(N ))4
=

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3
.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

The next lemma provides an upper bound of S(B̃, P, y).
Lemma 7.3. For y = N(N )1/3 and z = N(N )1/8, the following identity holds:

S(B̃, P, y) ≤
(

eγ

2
+O(ǫ)

)

|B̃|V (z) +O

(

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

.

Proof. For s = logD
log y with D = N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))7 and for sufficiently large N(N ), we have

s =
log N(N )1/2

(logN(N ))7

logN(N )1/3
=

3

2
+O

(

log logN(N )

logN(N )

)

∈ (1, 2).

The definition (4.6) of F (s) yields

F (s) =
2eγ

s
=

4eγ

3
+O

(

log logN(N )

logN(N )

)

=
4eγ

3
+O(ǫ). (7.6)

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that

V (y) =
V (y)

V (z)
V (z) =

log z

log y

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

V (z) =
3

8

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

V (z). (7.7)

Now applying Lemma 4.1 with the above choice of D and y and then using the values of F (s) and V (y) from

(7.6) and (7.7) respectively, we bound S(B(k),P, y) as

S(B(k),P, y) <

(

4eγ

3
+O(ǫ)

)

|B(k)|3
8

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

V (z) +
∑

N(d)<DQ
d|P (y)

|r(k)d |

<

(

eγ

2
+O(ǫ)

)

|B(k)|V (z) +
∑

N(d)<DQ
d|P (y)

|r(k)d |.
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Finally, summing over k on both sides of the above equation and applying Lemma 7.2, we conclude our
lemma. �

In the following lemma we bound the cardinality of the set B̃.
Lemma 7.4. For ǫ ∈

(

0, 1
200

)

small enough, we have the bound

|B̃| < 256(1 + 3ǫ)cN(N )

logN(N )
+O

(

N(N )

(logN(N ))2

)

,

where c takes the value 0.363 . . ..

Proof. It follows from the definition of B̃ that

B̃ ⊆ {N − p1p2p3 :z ≤ N(p1) < y ≤ N(p2) ≤ N(p3), N(p1p2p3) < 4(1 + ǫ)N(N )}.
Thus, we can bound the cardinality of B̃ as

|B̃| ≤
∑

p1,p2,p3
z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)≤N(p3)
N(p1p2p3)<4(1+ǫ)N(N )

1 ≤
∑

p1,p2
z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)

N(p1)N(p2)2<4(1+ǫ)N(N )

∑

p3

N(p3)<
4(1+ǫ)N(N )
N(p1)N(p2)

1

= 4
∑

p1,p2
z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)

N(p1)N(p2)2<4(1+ǫ)N(N )

π

(

4(1 + ǫ)N(N )

N(p1)N(p2)

)

Applying Lemma 2.3 on the above summand for sufficiently large N(N ), the above bound reduces to

|B̃| < 16(1 + 3ǫ)
∑

p1,p2
z≤N(p1)<y≤N(p2)

N(p1)N(p2)2<4(1+ǫ)N(N )

N(N )

N(p1p2) log
N(N )

N(p1p2)

= 16(1 + 3ǫ)N(N )
∑

p1
z≤N(p1)<y

1

N(p1)

∑

p2

y≤N(p2)<
(

4(1+ǫ)N(N )
N(p1)

)1/2

1

N(p2) log
N(N )

N(p1p2)

= 256(1 + 3ǫ)N(N )
∑

p1
z≤N(p1)<y

1

N(p1)

∑

p2

y≤N(p2)<
(

4(1+ǫ)N(N )
N(p1)

)1/2

1

N(p2) log
N(N )

N(p1p2)

, (7.8)

where the last step follows by taking the sums over the prime ideals generated by the Gaussian primes. We
next bound the above double sum by Converting the partial sum into Riemann-Stieltjes integral twice and for
that we first set bk, an arithmetic function given by

bk :=

{

1
N(p2)

if k = N(p2) for some prime ideal p2 ∈ Z[i],

0 otherwise,

and for any t > 0, we denote the partial sum of bk by T (t) given by

T (t) :=
∑

p2
N(p2)<t

1

N(p2)
=
∑

1≤k<t

bk.

Letting y0 =
(

4(1+ǫ)N(N )
N(p1)

)1/2
, the second sum in (7.8) can reduced into

∑

p2
y≤N(p2)<y0

1

N(p2) log
N(N )

N(p1p2)

=

∫ y0

y

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

dT (t)

=

∫ y0

y

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

d(log log t) +O





∫ y0

y

1

t(log t)2 log N(N )
N(p1)t

dt



 , (7.9)
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where the last step follows from Lemma 2.1. Applying the similar argument as in (6.10), the last integral of
the above equation can be bounded as

∫ y0

y

1

t(log t)2 log N(N )
N(p1)t

dt ≪ 1

(logN(N))2
. (7.10)

For the first integral, we split the integral into two parts namely,
∫ y0

y

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

d(log log t) =

∫ (N(N )/N(p1))1/2

y

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

d(log log t) +

∫ y0

(N(N )/N(p1))1/2

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

d(log log t).

Now, making change of variable t =
(

N(N )
N(p1)

)1/2
r, the second part can be bounded as

∫ y0

(N(N )/N(p1))1/2

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

d(log log t) =

∫ 2
√
1+ǫ

1

1

r

[

(

log
√

N(N )
N(p1)

)2

− (log s)2
]dr,

=

∫ log(2
√
1+ǫ)

0

1
(

log
√

N(N )
N(p1)

)2

− r2
dr

≪ 1

(logN(N ))2
,

and for the first part, we abbreviate the integral by defining a function

H(u) :=

∫ (N(N )/u)1/2

y

1

log(N(N )/ut)
d(log log t).

Thus, the first integral in (7.9) reduces to
∫ y0

y

1

log N(N )
N(p1)t

d(log log t) = H(N(p1)) +O

(

1

(logN(N ))2

)

(7.11)

Therefore, by inserting (7.10) and (7.11) into (7.9), we can rephrase the double sum in (7.8) as

∑

p1
z≤N(p1)<y

1

N(p1)

∑

p2
y≤N(p2)<y0

1

N(p2) log
N(N )

N(p1p2)

=
∑

p1
z≤N(p1)<y

1

N(p1)

(

H(N(p1)) +O

(

1

(logN(N ))2

))

=
∑

p1
z≤N(p1)<y

H(N(p1))

N(p1)
+O

(

1

(logN(N ))2

)

. (7.12)

For the above finite sum, we again convert into Riemann-stieltjes integral and proceed similarly as in (7.9) to
obtain

∑

p1
z≤N(p1)<y

H(N(p1))

N(p1)
=

∫ y

z
H(u)d(log log u) +O

(

max (H(z),H(y)

log y

)

=

∫ y

z
H(u)d(log log u) +O

(

1

(logN(N )2

)

,

where in the last step we have used the fact that H(y) = 0 and H(z) = O
(

1
logN(N )

)

, which follows directly

from the definition of H(u). Making change of variables t = N(N )v and u = N(N )w, the above integral reduces
to
∫ y

z
H(u)d(log log u) =

1

logN(N )

∫ 1
3

1
8

∫ 1−w
2

1
3

1

vw(1− v − w)
dvdw =

1

logN(N )

∫ 1
3

1
8

log(2− 3w)

log(w(1− w)
dw =

c

logN(N )
,

(7.13)
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where c =
∫

1
3
1
8

log(2−3w)
log(w(1−w)dw = 0.363 . . .. Finally, after inserting (7.13) into (7.12), (7.8) concludes the bound of

|B̃|. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 7.5. Let y = N(N )1/3 and z = N(N )1/8. Then for some ǫ > 0, we have

S(B, P, y) < 4N(N )V (z)

logN(N )
(32ceγ +O(ǫ)) +O

(

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

,

where c takes the value 0.363 . . ..

Proof. The first inequality in (7.3) together with Lemma 7.3 implies

S(B, P, y) <
(

eγ

2
+O(ǫ)

)

|B̃|V (z) +O

(

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

.

Thus invoking the bound of |B̃| from Lemma 7.4, we can obtain the upper bound of S(B, P, y). �

8. Proof of Main Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 and for that we first fix y = N(N )1/3 and z = N(N )1/8.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The bounds in Lemma 5.3, Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 7.5 together with Proposition 3.4
reduce the lower bound of r(N ) as

r(N ) ≫ 4N(N )V (z)

logN(N )

[(

eγ

2
log 3 +O(ǫ)

)

− 1

2

(

eγ log 6

2
+O(ǫ)

)

− 1

128
(32ceγ +O(ǫ))

]

+O

(

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

+O
(

N(N )
7
8

)

+O
(

N(N )
1
3

)

= (2 log 3− log 6− c+O(ǫ))
eγN(N )V (z)

logN(N )
+O

(

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

+O
(

N(N )
7
8

)

+O
(

N(N )
1
3

)

.

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that for z = N(N )1/8, we have

V (z) =
4

π
e−γS1(N )

1

logN(N )

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

.

Thus we can write the lower bound of r(N ) as

r(N ) ≫ (2 log 3− log 6− c+O(ǫ))
N(N )

(logN(N ))2
S1(N )

(

1 +O

(

1

logN(N )

))

+O

(

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3

)

+O
(

N(N )
7
8

)

+O
(

N(N )
1
3

)

.

As 2 log 3− log 6− c > 0, we can choose ǫ ∈
(

0, 1
200

)

small enough such that

(2 log 3− log 6− c+O(ǫ)) > 0.

For this fixed ǫ, we also have

ǫ−1N(N )

(logN(N ))3
≪ N(N )

(logN(N ))3
.

Therefore, the lower bound of r(N ) simplifies to

r(N ) ≫ S1(N )
N(N )

(logN(N ))2
,

which completes the proof of our main theorem. �
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9. Concluding Remarks

The main highlight of this paper was to express every even Gaussian integer with sufficiently large norm
as a sum of a Gaussian prime and a Gaussian integer with at most two Gaussian prime factors, which is an
analogue of Chen’s representation in rational case but this result was far from the conjecture given by Holben
and Jordan [7].

In the same article, they even provide stronger conjectures by restricting the conditions about the Gaussian
primes. The conjectures precisely state that for every even Gaussian integer N with norm N(N ) >

√
2, there

are Gaussian primes p1 and p2 such that N = p1 + p2, where the primes p1 and p2 make the angle ≤ π/4 with

N and for an even Gaussian integer N with norm N(N ) >
√
10, the angle between the primes and N reduces

to ≤ π/6. It is still unknown that how much reduction of the angles between the Gaussian integer and the
primes are possible for the validity of the conjecture.
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