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THE IRRATIONALITY OF A PRIME FACTOR SERIES UNDER A
PRIME TUPLES CONJECTURE

KYLE PRATT

ABSTRACT. Let w(n) denote the number of distinct prime factors of n. Assuming a suitably
uniform version of the prime k-tuples conjecture, we show that the number

5

n=1

is irrational. This settles (conditionally) a question of Erdés.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 7(n), p(n),o(n), and w(n) denote the number of divisors of n, the Euler totient of n,
the sum of divisors of n, and the number of distinct prime factors of n, respectively. If t > 2
is an integer, then Erdds [2] proved that the series

>

n>1

is irrational, and noted that proving analogous results for

p(n) a(n) w(n)
m Z o’ Z tn

n>1 n>1 n>1

seems “to present difficulties™l]. Erdss repeatedly mentioned the problems of proving the
irrationality of these series (see e.g. [3, @], [5, p. 61]). The series involving o(n) is now
known to be transcendental as a corollary of deep work of Nesterenko [14], but the questions
for the other two sums are open. Here we make further, albeit conditional, progress.

Let £ = {Ly,..., Lk} be a set of distinct linear forms Li(n) = agn + by, where the
coefficients ay, by are positive integers. For a prime p, let w,(p) denote the number of roots
of [T, Li(n) modulo p. We say L is admissible if w.(p) < p for every prime p. One has
the following conjecture (see, e.g., [0, p. 3563], [8, p. 174]).

Conjecture 1.1 (Prime K-tuples conjecture). Let L = {Li,..., Lk} be an admissible set
of linear forms. Then there are infinitely many integers n such that Ly(n), ..., Lx(n) are all
prime.

For many applications, one desires a quantitative version of Conjecture [Tl For instance,
given a large z, one would like to know how many n < x there are such that all of the
Ly(n) are prime. Additionally, it is desirable to allow for some uniformity in the conjecture,
such that the coefficients of the linear forms and the number of linear forms can change as
Z increases.

ISee also https://www.erdosproblems.com/69, https://www.erdosproblems.com/249, and
https://www.erdosproblems.com/250
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Conjecture 1.2 (Quantitative prime K-tuples conjecture). Let £ = {Ly,..., Lk} be an
admissible set of linear forms, where Li(n) = agn + by with the ay, by positive integers.
Define the singular series

o T () "

p
If x is sufficiently large, if ay, by, < (loglog z)'%°, and if K < 100logloglogx, then

S 1 =0+ o(1)&(L) oy

n<x
Ly (n) is prime for 1<k<K

where o(1) denotes a quantity which goes to zero as x goes to infinity.

There has been recent progress on versions of Conjecture [[L2] in which several rather than
all of the Ly (n) are prime [I1].

The statement of Conjecture suffices for our present work, but could be refined further.
There are various statements of a uniform prime tuples conjecture in the literature (e.g. [10),
Conjecture 1.3]), but usually only in the case in which Li(n) = n + b for each k, so that
the coefficients a;, are all equal to one.

Our main result is that Conjecture[l.2 has implications for one of the irrationality questions
of Erdés.

Theorem 1.3. Assume Conjecture[.2. Then, for every integer t > 2, the number

Z# (1.1)

n>1

18 1rrational.

Of course, we recover the result mentioned in the abstract by specializing ¢t = 2.

We use the standard asymptotic notation O(-),o(+), <, >. These symbols are often used
in the context of a large real x which tends to infinity; we always assume z is sufficiently
large. Implied constants may depend on the series in (ILT]) and the associated integer ¢. If an
implied constant depends on some other quantity, we occasionally denote this in a subscript,
as in f <4 g. We shall occasionally use without comment the fact that w(n) < logn.
We also use the fact that w is additive: given coprime positive integers m and n, we have
w(mn) = w(m) +w(n). For 0 € R, we let [#], [@] denote, respectively, the floor and ceiling
of §. We usually write the congruence condition n = a (mod ¢) as n = a(q). We write 14,
for the indicator function of a condition A(n), so that 14,y = 1 if A(n) is true, otherwise it
is zero. We write either ged(m, n) or (m,n) for the greatest common divisor of two integers
(not both zero).

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.3]

In this section, we reduce the proof of Theorem [L.3] to a technical result (Proposition 2.1]
below) that provides for the existence of a positive integer with certain desirable properties.
In order to state the proposition, we introduce some parameters that appear throughout the

paper.
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For large positive z, define positive integers K, L, () by

logK
K = |5logloglog x|, L =|2loglogx], Q= H P oep | (2.1)

p<K

We note that k% | Q for every positive integer k < K, and that
(loglog )M < Q < (loglog z)2+°® (2.2)
by the prime number theorem.

Proposition 2.1. Assume Conjecture [I.4. Let x be large, and define K, L,Q as in (2.1)).
Then there exists a positive integer ng < x such that the following hold:

(1) nO% + 1 is prime for every 1 < k < K,

(2) w(ne@ + k) < (loglog z)? for K < k < L,

(3) w(ne@ + K 4+ 1) > 5 loglog .

Proof of Theorem assuming Proposition[2.1. Given an integer ¢t > 2, let
w(n)
n>1

denote the series in (I.I)). Assume for contradiction that o € @, so that there exist fixed
positive integers a, b such that & = a/b. Note that, for any positive integer N,

NY = bziw(Nt,f B) g (a -y “’t(:)>

k>1 n<N

is an integer.
Let z be large, and assume Conjecture L2 We set N = ngQ, where ng is the positive
integer in Proposition 21l We then split T'(noQ) = S + Sz + S3, where

Sl—bz TLQQ—F]{?’

k<K
k)
Sy = b Z no@ + ’
K<k<L
w(ne@ + k) log
S =03 = = 0(5r).
k>L
Since nyQ + k = l{:(nO% + 1) and ged(k, no% + 1) =1, we see by part ([l) of Proposition 2.1]
that
(A)( no k —+ 1
Si=b) — - +bz —bz - +bztk
k<K k<K k>K k<K
b log K
=a -+ m + O < T,K ) .
Parts (2) and @) of Proposition 2] imply
2
bloglog x <5, < bL(loglog x) ‘

1OtK+1 - tK
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Hence T'(noQ) = a+ 325+ S+ E is an integer, where E is some real number with |E| < ‘58X,

If b is not divisible by t — 1, then we obtain a contradiction since Sy = o(1), E = o(1) and
b/(t — 1) is not an integer. If b is divisible by ¢t — 1 then we also obtain a contradiction, for
then Sy + FE is nonzero by the lower bound on Sy, but Sy + E = o(1). O

We derive Proposition 2.1] from a technical counting result.

Lemma 2.2. Let x be large and let K, Q be defined as in ([21). For 1 < k < K, define the
linear form Li(n) = + 1. Let

B (T

p<K p>K

Then

X
1 <6— (1 —co+o(1)
; = (logz)s)K(ng) ’
Li(n) is prime for 1<k<K

w(nQ—i—K—i—l)g%O log log

where ¢y = 2810 = 06697 ..

Proof of Proposition 2] assuming Lemma[22. The set of linear forms £ = {Li(n)}5 ;| is
admissible. Since wg(p) =0 for p < K, and we(p) = K for p > K, we find §(L) = 6.
In order to prove Proposition 2.1, it suffices to prove that

S = Z 1

n<x
Ly (n) is prime for 1<k<K
w(nQ+k)<(loglog z)? for K<k<L

wn@Q+K+1)> % log log
is positive. By inclusion-exclusion,

S> > o1 - Y1 —¢

n<x n<z
Li(n) is prime for 1<k<K  Ly(n) is prime for 1<k<K

w(nQ+K+1)< 10 log log

£ = > oL

n<x
3ke(K,L],w(nQ+k)>(loglog x)?

By (21), 22)), Conjecture .2, and Lemma 2.2 it therefore suffices to show that

where

s
—o(e—2 ). 2.
¢ 0<6(10g1')K> (2:3)
Since 7(n) > 2+,
E<L Y 7(m)2 18" « pLQ(log )2 (ol (2.4)

mLzQ
By crude estimation, we see that (2.4]) implies (2.3) as long as, say,

G > (logz) ™. (2.5)
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We now bound & from below. The portion of the product with p < K is clearly > 1,
and we split the remaining portion of the product into K < p < 2K and p > 2K. Since
(1-— %)(1 - %)_K is increasing in p,

K N\ " K 1\
0 (-5)0-5) = I (-55) () 207
K<p2K p p K<p<2K + +

For p > 2K, we have

H<1—g)<1—§)_ >exp< Sy ))Zexp<_z<2z]%>ze—fa

p>2K p>2K (>2 p>2K

Therefore & > K25 and ([Z.5) follows, with plenty of room to spare, by (2.1]). O

The remainder of the paper is devoted to proving Lemma [2.2]

3. PrROOF oF LEMMA

Before beginning the proof of Lemma [2.2] we briefly describe the main ideas. First, by
using sieves, we may win a factor of G(logz) 5*+°() from the fact that Lj(n) is prime for
1 < k < K. Second, since integers n < z typically have w(n) = (1 + o(1)) loglog x, the
condition that w(n@+ K +1) < % loglog x is atypical. Indeed, we expect to save a factor of
(log z)~¢, for some constant ¢ > 0. If these two sources of savings are “independent,” then
we obtain the desired result.

Of course, we encounter some technical difﬁcults in executing this strategy. Our method
for controlling the condition w(n@ + K + 1) < i-loglogz, when combined with a sieve,
requires us to consider integrals involving Dirichlet L-functions to fractional exponents. To
maintain holomorphy, we only shift contours of integration in a region devoid of zeros of
these L-functions. Thus, obtaining good bounds on these integrals requires the use of zero-
free regions and zero-density estimates. Since K tends to infinity, it is necessary to account
for possible Siegel zeros in order to obtain sufficiently strong error terms.

We begin the proof. By summing dyadically, it suffices to show, for large x, that

Z = Z 1 <& ——(logz) otm,
z/2<n<x (lOg l’)
Li(n) is prime for 1<k<K

wn@Q+K+1)< 10 loglog x
For A € (0,1), where A is a constant we choose later, we find

1
) < )\w(nQ-i-K-i-l)— 10 loglogx.
w(nQ+K+1)<75 10 loglogz —

We change variables, writing n for n@) + K + 1, so that

1
Z < (log x)mlog(l/k) Z A“(n)
2Q/2<n<2xQ
n=K+1(Q)

n—[k(—1+1 is prime for 1<k<K
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Let g = ged(K + 1,@Q), and observe that g | n. We define Q' = Q/g, K' = (K 4+ 1)/g, and
change variables n — gn to obtain

1
Z < (logz)10 log(1/X) Z A\w(lgn)
zQ'/2<n<2zQ’
n=K'(Q")
ng—]f(—l_i_l is prime for 1<k<K

We note that ged(K’, Q') = 1. Since w(gn) > w(n), we can replace A" by \*(®) for an
upper bound.

We introduce a smoothing for technical convenience. We encapsulate the desired properties
of the smooth function in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. There is a nonnegative smooth function W (x) which is compactly supported
in [1/4,4], and which is equal to one in [1/2,2]. Furthermore, the derivatives of W satisfy
(WU)(2)] < %, where the implied constant is absolute. If we write W(s) for the Mellin
transform of W, then W1(s) is entire, and there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that

Wi(s)| < 4Bl exp(—c|s|'/?).
Proof. The construction in [9, appendix A] yields a smooth function W (z) = G(z — 1) which
is nonnegative, supported in [1/4, 4], and equal to one on [1/2, 2] (take T' = %, U= ;’, V= %)

By differentiation and [9, Corollary A.2], we have |WU)(x)| < 475!(27/e)’ < 5%, the implied
constants being absolute. Since W is compactly supported away from zero, the Mellin

transform
/ W(z)x®™ Ldx

is entire. To prove the bound on |[WT(s)|, we may assume that |s| is sufficiently large,
otherwise the bound is trivial by suitably adjusting the implied constant. For any positive
integer k, integration by parts yields

—1)k 00
Wis) = s(s+1) ( 1(?9 +k—1) /0 W @)t da.

By the triangle inequality and the bound on derivatives of W, we obtain

k-1
Wi(s)| < 4RO T |s + 4|

=0

We conclude by choosing k = |§]s|'/3], where § > 0 is a sufficiently small constant. O
Taking W to be the smooth function in Lemma .1l we obtain
1 n
Z < (log z)10°e1/Y AT _
< oz} > -
n=K'(Q")
ng—K—1

% 41 is prime for 1<k<K

We now account for potential Siegel zeros, following the strategy of [I1]. For a suitable
positive constant ¢, there is at most one real primitive Dirichlet character y, to a modulus
¢» < exp((log x)/?) for which L(s, x.) has a real zero 3 which is greater than 1 — tonas L

p. 95]. If g. exists, we let B be the largest prime factor of g,. By the class number formula,
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we have ¢, > (logx)'/2, say (see [I, p. 96, equation (12)]). As g, is squarefree apart from a
bounded power of two, it follows that loglogz < B < exp((logz)'/3). If no such ¢, exists,
we set B = 1.

We define L(n) = Hszl(”g_lf_l +1), X = gl/(oslog2)’ p . [lx2cpexp, and V =
2| (loglogz)?]. Since B < X, we use the Brun sieve (e.g. [T, p. 56, equation (6.6)]) to
obtain

zZ < (lOg LE‘) 110 log(1/X) Z )\w(n)W ( n )

/
n=K'(Q) Q
ged(L(n),P/B)=1

(1oga:1ok’g1/A j{: AL <x ) > ula).

d|L(n)
d|P

(d,B)=1
w(d)<V

Swapping the order of summation then gives

1
Z 1 10 log(1/X) § : § >\w n) )

dp n=K'(Q")
@51 d|£(n)

Since d is squarefree and has no prime divisors < K?, we see by the Chinese remainder
theorem that d | L(n ) if and only if n lies in a particular set of reduced residue classes S(d)

modulo d of size K“(9. We therefore have Z < (log )10 16 1o8(1/) (M +R), where

Mi= D ud s@(Q 2, W (x@f) (31)

P (n,Q'd)=
(d,B)=1
w(d)<V
and
e S0 TS wow () s £ oeew () |
d\P ves(d) \ n=K'( (Qd (3.2)
(d,B)= n= U(d)
w(d)SV

We note that Q" and d are coprime, so by the Chinese remainder theorem we may combine
the congruence conditions n = K'(Q') and n = v(d) into a single congruence condition
modulo Q'd.

We first bound the error term R, and then we turn to the main term M.

3.1. Bounding the error term R. We apply the triangle inequality and take the worst
residue class in S(d) to get

RI< Y K“™E(m),

m<Q' XV
(m,B)=1
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where

E(m) = maX
(v,;m)

> () X ()|

n=y(m) (n,m)=

By Cauchy-Schwarz and the trivial bound FE(m) < zQ'/m, we deduce
IR]> < z(logz)* "Ry, (3.3)
where

m<Q' XV
(m,B)=1

We apply multiplicative characters to detect the congruence in E(m) and use the triangle

inequality to obtain
n
)\w n
Yoo ()|

Ry < Z ( ) Z
(m,B)=1 X7X0
where o denotes the principal character. We then replace each character x modulo m by the
we obtain
1 1 * n
Ri<logn) sy 3 o Y ST W (:,; Q,) '
By (n,0)=1
where the starred sum denotes a sum over primitive characters.

m<Q'xV A x(m)
primitive character ¢» modulo r which induces it. After splitting the range of r dyadically,
LCR<Q' XY Loxv PV g P00
We use the following lemma to bound R;.

Lemma 3.2. Let x be large, and let C C C denote the region
C={u+iv:u>1|v < (logz)™}.

For a primitive Dirichlet character ¢ (mod r) with r < x'/3, let o (1)) denote the largest real
part of a zero of L(s, ) contained in C. If X € (0,3], 22 < N < %, and ¢ < 20, then

wn L max & o 3
> Xy (N> < NG TT <1 + p9/10)
(n,0)=1

ple
We show how Lemma allows us to bound 721 before proceeding to its proof. We treat
two dlfferent cases, depending on whether R < <& exp((log z)'/?).
If R < & exp((log z)'/?), then since (r, B) = 1 the classical zero-free region (see [I, Chapter
14]) implies o(y) <1-— Tog )17 for every 1, for some constant ¢ > 0. It follows from Lemma

(logz
that

Ry < (log2)?R¥?(2Q') =18 "* « rexp(—+/log z). (3.4)

Assume now that R > exp((logz)'/3). We break up the sum over 1) according to the
value of o(1). The contribution from those ¢ with o(¢) < & is < 291t For those v
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with o(¢)) > =, the contribution is

<<(10§z+320(1) SOy Y L (3.5)

10’

%Sﬁﬁl r=<R P(r)
o, B<o(¥)<P+isy s
10 "logx

>0

Let N (o, T,1) denote the number of zeros p of L(s, ) satisfying Re(p) > § and |Im(p)| < T.
If 3 <o(v), then N(B, (logz)?°,+) > 1, so ([B.5) is
(log )W

< iz SWP a:ﬁz Z 3, (log £)%°,4).

3<5<1 =R p(r

By work of Montgomery [12, Theorem 12.2] we have
Z Z 3, (logz)®,v¥) < R A (log2)°W

TR (r
since [ > 10, and therefore
Y x \ A1 x
Ry < 210+ 4 (log x)O(l) R, sup (ﬁ) < R (3.6)

—<5<1

Taking (3.4) and (3.6) together shows |R;| < x exp(—c(logz)'/?), for some positive constant
c. Inserting this bound in (3.3) then gives

IR| < xexp(—(logz)/*). (3.7)

Proof of Lemma[32. Let W1(s) denote the Mellin transform of W. By Mellin inversion,

> atp(n)w (%) S / o Nwis) ] (1 + Aﬂ)))_l A(s)L(s, 1) ds,

(n,6)=1 2 —100 ple P’ = w(p

where ¢ > 1, and A(s) is an Euler product (depending on A and 1) that converges absolutely
for Re(s) > 10, and which is unlformly bounded in this region. By Lemma [B.1I] we may
truncate the integral to |s| < (logx)!? at the cost of negligible error. By the definition of
o(1)), we see L(s,1)* is holomorphic for Re(s) > o(¢) and |Im(s)| < (log 2)?°, so we may
move the line of integration from ¢ to 8 = max(55,0()) + ogz- We apply the triangle
inequality to the integrals over this new vertical line segment and the connecting horizontal
line segments. Since 0 < \ < %, the easy bound [I3, Lemma 10.15] implies

IL(0 +it, ) < 1+ |L(o 4 it, )|Y2 < r 2t (1 + t]) < r/2(1 + [¢]),
say. Also, for Re(s) > 2

10°
v(p) \7 A 3
g<1+>\ps_¢(p)) §g<1+p9/m—1—)\)§g(l+m>’

since A < 1/2. O
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3.2. Evaluating the main term M. We write

1 n (d)
ATy ( ) HAD) g
) (ngzl zQ’ qup o(d)

(d,Bn)=1
w(d)<V

By [7, p. 56, equation (6.8)], we see

M) peoay _ M) e KD
; o@" 2 @ +O( 2. S )

(d,(g)n<)‘:/1 (d,Bn)=1 w(d)=V+1

and we bound the error by

V41
K@) 1 K
E < E — < exp(—(loglog z)?).
| —
pr o(d) (V+1)! wiex P 1
w(d)=V+1

We arrange the complete sum over d as

3 %W: 1 (1—1%)21“ 6H<1——)

( d|7>) K2<p<X p<X
d,Bn)=1 ptBn
<T(5) I (-5)
K2p|BZX P Kepsk? !
<p<

By Mertens’ theorem and some estimations, this is

O(K
< 6(10g10g$) ( )eO(K) H(l +p_1/3).

= K
(log x) Sl
It follows that
(log z)°™ wln _
M<6(logx Q/ ST +p ).
nxzQ’ pln

Work of Shiu [I5, Theorem 1] implies

() 13y o 29 A -1 _ 2@
Z A H(l—l—p ) < 10gxexp( Z (1+p )) < (log )i

nxzQ’ pln p<LrQ’

and it follows that
M<SG—" ) (log l’) 1+)\+o(1).

(log
Recalling from (2.5)) that S > (log 93)_ comparing (3.8) and (B.1) yields
Z2<EG—" lngL’ 1+)\+% log(l/)\)-i-o(l).
Togaye (987"

We choose the optimal A = 55 (which is suitable for Lemma [B2)) to conclude.

(3.8)



IRRATIONALITY OF A PRIME FACTOR SERIES 11

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The author is supported by National Science Foundation grant DMS-2418328.

REFERENCES

[1] Harold Davenport. Multiplicative number theory, volume 74 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-
Verlag, New York, third edition, 2000. Revised and with a preface by Hugh L. Montgomery.

[2] P. Erdés. On arithmetical properties of Lambert series. J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.), 12:63-66, 1948.

[3] P. Erdds. On the irrationality of certain series. Indag. Math., 19:212-219, 1957. Nederl. Akad. Wetensch.
Proc. Ser. A 60.

[4] P. Erdés. On the irrationality of certain series: problems and results. In New advances in transcendence
theory (Durham, 1986), pages 102-109. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1988.

[5] P.Erdés and R. L. Graham. Old and new problems and results in combinatorial number theory, volume 28
of Monographies de L’Enseignement Mathématique [Monographs of L’Enseignement Mathématique].
Université de Geneve, L’Enseignement Mathématique, Geneva, 1980.

[6] Kevin Ford. Solutions of ¢(n) = ¢(n + k) and o(n) = o(n + k). Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (5):3561—
3570, 2022.

[7] John Friedlander and Henryk Iwaniec. Opera de cribro, volume 57 of American Mathematical Society
Collogquium Publications. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2010.

[8] Andrew Granville. Primes in intervals of bounded length. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 52(2):171-222,
2015.

[9] H. Iwaniec. Lectures on the Riemann zeta function, volume 62 of University Lecture Series. American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2014.

[10] Vivian Kuperberg. Sums of singular series with large sets and the tail of the distribution of primes. Q.
J. Math., 74(4):1457-1479, 2023.

[11] James Maynard. Dense clusters of primes in subsets. Compos. Math., 152(7):1517-1554, 2016.

[12] Hugh L. Montgomery. Topics in multiplicative number theory, volume Vol. 227 of Lecture Notes in
Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1971.

[13] Hugh L. Montgomery and Robert C. Vaughan. Multiplicative number theory. 1. Classical theory, vol-
ume 97 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007.

[14] Yu. V. Nesterenko. Modular functions and transcendence questions. Mat. Sb., 187(9):65-96, 1996.

[15] P. Shiu. A Brun-Titchmarsh theorem for multiplicative functions. J. Reine Angew. Math., 313:161-170,
1980.

BRIGHAM YOUNG UNIVERSITY, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, PrROVO, UT 84602, USA
Email address: kyle.pratt@mathematics.byu.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Proof of Theorem 1.3
	3. Proof of Lemma 2.2
	3.1. Bounding the error term R
	3.2. Evaluating the main term M

	Acknowledgments
	References

