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ON VU’S THEOREM IN WARING’S PROBLEM FOR THINNER

SEQUENCES

JAVIER PLIEGO

Abstract. Let k ∈ N and s ≥ k(log k + 3.20032). Let N
k
0 be the set of k-th powers

of nonnegative integers. Assume that ψ is an increasing function tending to infinity with
ψ(x) = o(log x) and satifying some regularity conditions. Then, there exists a subsequence
Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 for which the number of representations Rs(n;Xk) of each n ∈ N as

n = x
k
1 + . . .+ x

k
s x

k
i ∈ Xk

satisfies the asymptotic formula

Rs(n;Xk) ∼ S(n)ψ(n)

for almost all natural numbers n, withS(n) being the singular series associated to Waring’s
problem. If moreover s ≥ k(log k + 4.20032) the above conclusion holds for almost all
n ∈ [X,X + logX] as X → ∞.

Let T (k) be the least natural number for which it is known that all large integers are
the sum of T (k) k-th powers of natural numbers. We also show for k ≥ 14 and every
s ≥ T (k) the existence of a sequence X

′
k ⊂ N

k
0 satisfying

Rs(n;X
′
k) ≍ log n

for every sufficiently large n. The latter conclusion sharpens a result of Wooley and
addresses a question of Vu.

1. Introduction

Problems about asymptotic basis of order s, which are defined as subsequences B ⊂ N

for which every sufficiently large natural number is the sum of s elements in B, constitute a
central topic in additive number theory. Among these, finding the least number G(k) with
property that the set N

k
0 of k-th powers of nonnegative integers is an asymptotic basis of

order G(k) plays a prominent role, a recent article of Brudern-Wooley [1] delivering in its
simplest formulation the bound

G(k) ≤ ⌈k(log k + 4.20032)⌉. (1.1)

It seems natural to enquire whether there is a subbasis Xk ⊂ N
k
0 with the corresponding

number of representations of each natural number being small. We then denote for given
Xk ⊂ N

k
0 and n ∈ N by Rs(n;Xk) to the number of solutions of

n = xk1 + . . .+ xks , xki ∈ Xk.

Answering a query of Nathanson [19] about the existence for some s = s(k) of an asymptotic

basis Xk ⊂ N
k
0 of order s satisfying |Xk ∩ [1,X]| ≪ X1/s+o(1), Vu [29] in fact showed that

there are indeed sequences as above satisfying the stronger proviso

Rs(n;Xk) ≍ log n. (1.2)
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The preceding result remedied the deficiency of literature for the instance k ≥ 3 save
those in [5, 19] (see [4, 9, 21, 30, 37] for the case k = 2) and matched what was already
known for the analogous linear problem [12] with respect to the size of Rs(n;Xk).

In contrast, the conclusions pertaining to the number of variables were far beyond the
bounds for G(k) available, it being implicit in Vu’s work that s ≫ k48k. This matter was
essentially resolved soon after by Wooley [34]. The arguments of that paper thus roughly
speaking showed that whenever technology from the Hardy-Littlewood method permits to
derive a bound of the shape G(k) ≤ T (k) for some function T (k) then for every

s ≥ T (k) + 2 (1.3)

there would exist Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N
k
0 satisfying (1.2).

Two central questions emerge if one were to go beyond the aforementioned work. Namely,
whether the conclusion (1.2) may be refined by either an asymptotic formula or an analogous
formula with log n being replaced by some function ψ(n) = o(log n), and whether the two
extra variables underlying (1.3) could be eliminated. In order to address the second one we
define for each natural number s the parameter ∆2s = ∆2s(k) to be the unique solution of
the equation

∆2se
∆2s/k = ke1−2s/k.

We further present for convenience

τ(k) = max
w∈N

k − 2∆2w

4w2
(1.4)

and the function

G0(k) = min
v≥1
v∈N

(
2v +

∆2v

τ(k)

)
. (1.5)

Theorem 1.1. Let k, s ∈ N such that s ≥ max(⌊G0(k)⌋ + 1, 4k + 1). There exists Xk =
Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 for which whenever n is a sufficiently large integer in terms of k and s then

log n≪ Rs(n;Xk) ≪ log n. (1.6)

In particular, the cardinality of the truncated sequence satisfies

|Xk ∩ [1,X]| ≍ (X logX)1/s. (1.7)

We remark that despite having only considered even numbers 2v in the definition (1.5),
as opposed to [1, (6.11)], the same quantitative conclusions as therein are deduced by
following their ideas to provide an upper bound for G0(k) in the upcoming corollaries. The
term 4k + 1 may be improved with more work, such a refinement having no impact in the
main results of the paper.

Corollary 1.1. Let k ∈ N and s ≥ k(log k + 4.20032). Then there exists a subset Xk =
Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 satisfying (1.6) for every sufficiently large integer n and (1.7).

We observe in view of (1.1) that the above result is best possible with respect to the
constraint in the number of variables, the approach in [34] leading to (1.3) combined with
(1.1) having delivered an analogous conclusion but with s ≥ k(log k+4.20032)+2. In order
to present another ensuing consequence we denote by ω to the unique real solution with
ω ≥ 1 of the trascentental equation

ω − 2− 1/ω = log ω. (1.8)
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We then put

C1 = 2 + log(ω2 − 3− 2/ω), C2 =
ω2 + 3ω − 2

ω2 − ω − 2
, (1.9)

and note that C1 = 4.200189.... and C2 = 3.015478....

Corollary 1.2. Let k ∈ N and s ≥ ⌈k(log k + C1) + C2⌉ − 1. Then there exists a subset
Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 satisfying (1.6) for every sufficiently large integer n and (1.7). Moreover,

the same conclusion holds when 14 ≤ k ≤ 20 and s ≥ H(k), where H(k) is defined in the
following table:

k 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
H(k) 89 97 105 113 121 129 137

In view of the preceding corollaries and the conclusions derived in [1] we note that the
restriction on s in the above results matches that in the literature pertaining to Waring’s
problem whenever k ≥ 14. We thereby replace (1.3) by s ≥ T (k) for the smallest currently
known T (k) satisfying G(k) ≤ T (k) and thus eliminate the two extra variables required
hirtherto. We also announce our intention to return in a latter occasion to investigate the
instance k ≤ 13.

Despite asymptotic formulae of Rs(n;X1) for the linear case being present in earlier
work, no analogous evaluations had previously been obtained for higher powers. For such
purposes we first say that a function ψ(t) is of uniform growth when ψ(t) is a positive
function of a positive variable t, increasing monotonically to infinity. We also say that it
is of uniform growth with exponent ε if moreover one has ψ(t) = O(tε) for every ε > 0.
We may further consider functions with the additional property that there exists another
function ϕ of uniform growth such that

ψ
(
n/ϕ(n)

)
∼ ψ(n), (1.10)

and write

ξx = 1− ψ(x/ϕ(x)
)

ψ(x)
, ξ(x) = max

y∈[x,2x]
ξy. (1.11)

We also introduce for k ≥ 2 and s ≥ max(5, k + 2) and n ∈ N the singular series

S(n) =

∞∑

q=1

q∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

(
q−1

q∑

r=1

e(ark/q)
)s
e(−an/q). (1.12)

Theorem 1.2. Let k and s be as in either Theorem 1.1, Corollary 1.1 or 1.2. Let ψ be a
function of uniform growth with exponent ε satisfying (1.10) and limn→∞ ψ(n)/ log n = ∞.
Then there exists a subset Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 and a constant υ > 0 such that whenever n is

a sufficiently large integer one has

Rs(n;Xk) = S(n)ψ(n) +O
(
ψ(n)

(
ξ(n) + ϕ(n)−υ + (log n)−υ +

( log n
ψ(n)

)1/2))
.

We recall that [23, Chapter 4] entails S(n) ≍ 1 whenever s ≥ 4k+1. Other authors have
considered slightly different formulations of regularity conditions (see [7, 22]). In particular
Erdös [7] had previously imposed ψ′(t) to be continuous, no such strong assumption being
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required here. Investigating the sharpest possible conclusions cognate to such matters
though is not the purpose of this memoir.

We shift our attention to the discussion after (1.3) and note that in the linear case k = 1
it was conjectured by Erdös and Turán [13] that whenever X1 is an asymptotic basis of
order 2 then Rs(n;X1) cannot be bounded. It is commonly believed that the analogous
conclusion for s > 2 should also hold, the first author suggesting that even

lim sup
n→∞

Rs(n;X1)

log n
> 0 (1.13)

might always occur (see [6, 8, 22]). The preceding discussion thereby lends credibility to
the belief that Rs(n;Xk) when k ≥ 2 should satisfy the same properties.

In view of Theorem 1.2 it also seems appropiate deliberating whether the estimate (1.2)
could in turn be replaced by an asymptotic formula for some sequence Xk. We allude to
[6, 7], wherein it is conjectured that the statement

lim
n→∞

R2(n;X1)

log n
= c

for any constant c 6= 0 is indeed false, it being reasonable to extend such a speculation to
the instance s > 2. In virtue of the formula stemming from the aforementioned theorem and
the preceding remark one would predict for any function ψ(n) of uniform growth satisfying
ψ(n) = O(log n) that

Rs(n;Xk) ∼ S(n)ψ(n)

cannot hold. We note that as far as the author is concerned, no previous work in the
literature hirtherto had given account of results concerning the above regime for neither
the linear case nor the higher degree one.

Theorem 1.3. Let k ∈ N and s ≥ k(log k + 3.20032). Let ψ be a function of uniform
growth satisfying (1.10) and ψ(n) = O(log n). Let δ : R → (0, 1) with

δ(x) ≥ C0

(
ξ(x) + ϕ(x)−υ + (log x)−υ + ψ(x)−1/2(logψ(x))1/2

)
(1.14)

for some sufficiently small fixed υ > 0 and some large enough constant C0 > 0 depending
on k, s. Then there exists a subset Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 for which

Rs(n;Xk) = S(n)ψ(n) +O(ψ(n)δ(n)) (1.15)

holds for all but O(Ne−δ(N)2ψ(N)) integers n ∈ [1, N ], and

|Xk ∩ [1,X]| ≍ (Xψ(X))1/s. (1.16)

Moreover, if ψ(n) = o(log n) the bound

Rs(n;Xk) ≪
log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) (1.17)

holds for all but O(N1−υk) integers n ∈ [1, N ], where υk > 0 is some constant satisfying
υ−1
k = k(log k + O(1)) for large k. The same conclusions hold for the values of k and s

presented in the following table.

k 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
s 71 77 83 91 97 103 111
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We illustrate the discussion by putting ψ(n) =
√
log n and applying the above theorem

to deduce the following.

Corollary 1.3. Let k, s be as in Theorem 1.3. Then, there exists some constant υ > 0 and
a subset Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 for which

Rs(n;Xk) = S(n)
√

log n+O
(
(log n)1/2−υ

)

holds for all but O(Ne−(logN)1/2−υ ) integers n ∈ [1, N ], and

|Xk ∩ [1,X]| ≍ X1/s(logX)1/2s.

Moreover, the bound

Rs(n;Xk) ≪
log n

log log n

holds for all but O(N1−υk) integers n ∈ [1, N ].

We postpone the discussion concerning the conclusions depending on probabilistic argu-
ments but anticipate that the presence of the exceptional set pertaining to (1.17) is only
due to the limitations in the application of the circle method. Such a devise becomes more
transparent in the upcoming Theorems 1.4 and 1.7. We derive sharper results when s lies
on the ranges comprised in Corollaries 1.1 and 1.2 and display the strongest conclusions
available concerning the validity of the anticipated asymptotic formula when no number
theoretic obstructions occur.

Theorem 1.4. Let s and k be as in Corollaries 1.1 or 1.2. Let ψ be a function of uniform
growth, satisfying (1.10) and ψ(n) = O(log n), and let δ : R → (0, 1) with (1.14). Let κ ≥ 1

be a constant, and ω be a function of uniform growth such that ω(N) ≪ eδ(N)2ψ(N). Then,
for any collection of sets (Mj(N))N

κ

j=1 with Mj(N) ⊂ [N, 2N ] for each N ∈ N and

(logN)ω(N)

δ(N)2ψ(N)
≪ |Mj(N)| ≪ (logN)eδ(N)2ψ(N)

there exists Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N
k
0 for which for every sufficiently large N ∈ N one has

Rs(n;Xk) = S(n)ψ(n) +O(ψ(n)δ(n)) (1.18)

for all but O(|Mj(N)|ω(N)−1) integers n ∈ Mj(N). Moreover, the bound (1.17) occurs
for every sufficiently large integer n.

We may derive from the previous theorem the following conclusion in the classical setting
of short intervals.

Corollary 1.4. Let s, k, δ, ψ be as in Theorem 1.4. Then there exists Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N
k
0

for which the asymptotic formula (1.18) holds for all but O(logX) natural numbers n ∈
[X,X + (logX)eδ(X)2ψ(X)] as X → ∞. Moreover, for every function ω(x) of uniform

growth satisfying logn
ψ(n) = o(ω(n)) there exists Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 such that

Rs(n;Xk) ∼ S(n)ψ(n) (1.19)

holds for all but o(ω(X)) integers n ∈ [X,X + ω(X)] as X → ∞.

It stems from the preceding result that whenever ψ(n) = O(log n) is of uniform growth,
satisfies (1.10), and k, s are as in Corollary 1.4 then in particular (1.19) holds for almost all
n ∈ [X,X + logX] as X → ∞. If moreover ψ(n) ≍ log n then (1.19) holds for any ω(x) of
uniform growth and almost all n ∈ [X,X + ω(X)] as X → ∞.
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The starting point of our proof of the above theorems is largely inspired by that in the
memoirs of Vu [29] with respect to the probabilistic ideas and of Wooley [34] with respect
to the circle method input. We depart from the latter in the choice of smooth numbers
latent in the analysis, the random sequences considered therein comprising k-th powers of
integers lying in a subset of the smooth numbers presented via a suitable partition. Such an
election alleviates in part the customary pruning process when considering suitably modified
weighted smooth Weyl sums at the cost of having weaker pointwise estimates over the minor
arcs at one’s disposal. Moreover, deriving an asymptotic formula rather than upper and
lower bounds of the right order of magnitude for the corresponding counting problem is
impracticable. In contrast, the smoothness condition considered herein permits one after
performing various manoeuvres and with the aid of new technology [1] to eventually deduce
an asymptotic evaluation and enables one to derive pointwise estimates over minor arcs of
the same strength than those available in the literature for conventional smooth Weyl sums.

A handful of additional difficulties arise in the context of Theorem 1.3 when examining
the preceding problem as soon as the number of variables s distants from the thresholds
presented in both Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Rather than merely showing that almost all natural
numbers may be written as a sum of s positive k-th powers, one should moreover prove for
almost every natural number n that for every 1 ≤ d ≤ s−1 and fixed (y1, . . . , yd) ∈ [1, n1/k]d

the number of solutions of

n− yk1 − . . . − ykd = xkd+1 + . . .+ xks , xi ∈ N (1.20)

counted with weights (xd+1 · · · xs)−1+k/s with the variables satisfying some smoothing con-
dition is O(n−τ ) for some τ > 0. The preceding proviso is required for the application
of probabilistic concentration inequalities. Such a big collection of additional counting
problems drastically impairs the ensuing conclusions with respect to the range of s, robust
estimates for exceptional sets of natural numbers not represented as sums of positive k-th
powers being particularly useful in order to bound the above quantities.

Several complications are encountered in the course of obtaining estimates for exceptional
sets involving weighted smooth Weyl sums. First, as is done in [34], one is inevitably forced
to make a dissection in order to consider sums running over smooth numbers of roughly
the same size. When expressing (1.20) via orthogonality as an integral of a product of
smooth Weyl sums and performing the above decompositions, one is left to analyse sums
of integrals of the shape

∫ 1

0

s−d∏

l=1

gs(α,Pl, R)e(−αm)dα. (1.21)

Here the parameters Pl satisfy 1 ≤ Pl ≤ P with P = m1/k and

gs(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈A(P,R)\A(P/2,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk),

the set of smooth numbers A(P,R) being defined in (2.1). However, in order to apply
Bessel’s inequality effectively to the end of deriving the strongest bounds possible, it tran-
spires that for each collection (Pl)l≤s−d the choice of major and minor arcs should be
uniform. This creates recalcitrant situations whenever the sizes of Pl1 and Pl2 for some
l1 6= l2 are significantly different since gs(α,Pl2 , R) over the major arcs cognate to Pl1 may
no longer exhibit suitable major arc behaviour and viceversa.
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Moreover, whenever s is as in Theorems 1.3 or 1.5 it stems from the application of [1,
Theorem 5.2] that, upon defining

f(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈A(P,R)

e(αxk) (1.22)

then one has for small fixed c > 0 and k large enough on the set of extreme minor arcs
N(cP k/2, P ) defined in (2.6) the estimate

∫

N(cP k/2,P )
|f(α,P,R)|2sdα≪ P 2s−k−log k/10. (1.23)

However, if one were to save a factor of P log k/10 over the trivial bound for the corresponding
exceptional set, estimates for the s-th moment over truncated minor arcs of the shape
P s−k−δ for some δ > 0 should be obtained to such an end. This though may no longer be
possible with the current knowledge available when the height Q associated to such minor
arcs is of intermediate size. It is also worth noting in view of (1.21) that the parameters
Pl may be considerably smaller than P , it thereby no longer being possible saving such a
factor by means of the above procedure.

The difficulties outlined above are partially surmounted with the aid of the new technol-
ogy introduced in [1], which permits one to enlarge the range of heights Q for which mean
values restricted to major arcs of such heights may be appropiately estimated. We then
make a careful division according to the sizes Pl of the variables and reduce the problem to
that of estimating integrals of the shape (1.21) with (Pl)l≤s−d being suitably close in size
so that major arcs corresponding to some Pl0 are contained in a moderately enlarged set
of major arcs cognate to Pl for each l ≤ s− d. We also note that the strain underlying the
discussion in (1.23) is negotiated in part by exploiting the extra factors appearing as a con-
sequence of the presence of weights. Moreover, the range 200 ≤ k ≤ 100000, say, presents
additional difficulties which are overcome after tediously optimizing some parameters by a
narrow margin.

In order to present an asymptotically sharper version of Theorem 1.3 we allude to (1.9)
and derive the following.

Theorem 1.5. Let k ∈ N be sufficiently large and s ≥ s0(k) for some integer s0(k) satis-
fying

s0(k) = k
(
log k + C1 − 1− 1

log k

)
+O(k(log k)−2).

Then, under the same conditions on ψ, δ as in Theorem 1.3 there exists Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N
k
0

satisfying (1.15) for all but O(Ne−δ(N)2ψ(N)) integers n ∈ [1, N ] and (1.16). The same
conclusion concerning (1.17) holds for υk > 0 with

υ−1
k = k(log k)3 +O((log k)6).

If moreover s ≥ k
(
log k + C1 − eC1−2

log k+C1

)
then (1.17) holds for all but O(N1−νk) integers

n ∈ [1, N ], wherein

νk = 1/k +O
( 1

k log k

)
. (1.24)

It has been thought pertinent to discuss the range in the second part of the above theorem
since, as opposed to what its nature suggests, the techniques of [1, 2] are crutially employed
in order to estimate the contribution over major arcs of intermediate height arising due to
the presence of variables having different sizes.
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We recall (1.11) and deem it appropiate observing that if no regularity conditions of the
shape (1.10) are assumed for ψ, one may obtain stronger estimates for the exceptional set
at the cost of losing asymptotic preciseness.

Theorem 1.6. Let k and s be as in either Theorem 1.3 or in the first sentence in Theorem
1.5. Let ψ be a function of uniform growth with ψ(n) = O(log n) and |ξn − 1| ≍ 1. Then
there exists Xk = Xk(s) ⊂ N

k
0 satisfying (1.16) and

Rs(n;Xk) ≍ ψ(n)

for all but O(Ne−ψ(N)) integers n ∈ [1, N ]. The same conclusion as in both Theorems 1.3
and 1.5 accordingly concerning (1.17) holds whenever ψ(n) = o(log n).

We note that one could obtain using the same ideas an analogous conclusion with the
underlying function ϕ being replaced by any positive constant C > 1, such a refinement
being omitted for the sake of concision. The argument that leads to the above conclusions
is drastically alleviated in the linear case k = 1 to the extent that no constraints in the
number of variables are required and some of the exceptional sets which arose after the
application of the circle method are no longer present. No previous results in the regime
underlying the last theorems having been given account of hirtherto in the literature, it has
thereby been thought pertinent to record these herein.

Theorem 1.7. Let s ≥ 2. Let ψ be of uniform growth with (1.10) and ψ(n) = O(log n).
Let δ : R → (0, 1) such that

δ(x) ≥ C0

(
x−1/s + ξ(x) + ϕ(x)−1/s + ψ(x)−1/2(logψ(x))1/2

)

for some large enough constant C0 > 0. Then there exists a subset X1 = X1(s) ⊂ N such
that for every sufficiently large N one has

Rs(n;X1) = ψ(n) +O(ψ(n)δ(n)) (1.25)

for all but O(Ne−δ(N)2ψ(N)) integers n ∈ [1, N ], and |X ∩ [1,X]| ≍ (Xψ(X))1/s. Moreover,
for ω and any collection of sets (Mj(N))N

κ

j=1 satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.4 there

exists a sequence X1 ⊂ N for which (1.25) holds for all but O(|Mj(N)|ω(N)−1) integers
n ∈ Mj(N), and analogous conclusions to the ones in Corollary 1.4 hold. In addition, one
has for every sufficiently large n the bound

Rs(n;X1) ≪
log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) . (1.26)

We deem it worth observing though that an astute modification of the arguments in [14,

18] would have delivered a similar conclusion concerning the bound O(Ne−δ(N)2ψ(N)) but
essentially no further sharpenings as the ones presented in Theorems 1.4, 1.7 and Corollary
1.4. It is also a noteworthy feature that (1.26), which in particular entails Rs(n;X1) =
o(log n), holds for sufficiently large n, the property failing in view of (1.13) being that of
constituting an asymptotic basis. Moreover, almost all results in problems involving the
circle method typically show evidence for the veracity of the corresponding statement, in
contrast to what occurs in this setting.

We remark that no similar estimates concerning (1.26) had been obtained hirtherto for
s ≥ 3 (see [11] for a result of a similar flavour in a slightly different context when s = 2).
Previous approaches to obtain upper bounds for random variables of the same nature would
typically have had their genesis inter alia on the Sunflower lemma introduced by Erdős and
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Tetali [12] or on concentration inequalities of Vu [28] or Kim and Vu [17]. We employ
instead that of Janson and Rucinski [16], the others delivering conclusions not sufficient for
our purposes.

If on the other hand ψ does not satisfy (1.10), a similar conclusion to that stemming
from Theorem 1.6 may be obtained.

Theorem 1.8. Let s ≥ 2. Let ψ be a function of uniform growth satisfying ψ(n) = O(log n)
and |ξn − 1| ≍ 1. Then there exists a subset X1 = X1(s) ⊂ N satisfying (1.16) and

ψ(n) ≪ Rs(n;X1) ≪ ψ(n)

for all but O(Ne−ψ(N)) integers n ∈ [1, N ]. The same conclusion as in Theorem 1.7 con-
cerning (1.26) holds when ψ(n) = o(log n).

The exposition is structured as follows. We start in Sections 2 and 3 by routinarily
adapting the new machinery introduced in [1] to the setting of weighted smooth Weyl sums
over dyadic intervals. Sections 4 and 5 are primarily devoted to obtain major arc type
estimates of sufficient power by either combining Abel summation with classical estimates
or following similar ideas as in the original setting. By employing bounds from such sections
we perform a prunning process in Section 6 which culminates in Section 7 with the obtention
of an asymptotic formula for the number of solutions of

n = xk1 + . . .+ xks , xi ∈ A(P,R)

counted with weights (x1 . . . xs)
−1+k/s, an analogous formula which holds for almost all

numbers being derived in Section 8 in the context of Theorems 1.3, 1.5 and 1.6. Section
9 concludes the circle method part of the manuscript with an intrincate analysis to derive
estimates for exceptional sets cognate to (1.20). We provide a sequel of preliminary proba-
bilistic lemmata in Section 10 and prepare the ground for the application of the probabilistic
method in Section 11, the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 being completed in Section 12.
Sections 13 and 14 contain the bulk of the probabilistic part of Theorems 1.3, 1.4, 1.5 and
1.6, the latter being devoted to provide upper bounds for the representation function and
the proofs of the theorems being delivered in Section 15. We conclude the paper in Section
16 with a brief skecth of the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8. We use ≪ and ≫ to denote
Vinogradov’s notation, write f = O(g) if f ≪ g and f ≍ g whenever f ≪ g and f ≫ g.
We write x ∈ R

k to denote vectors x = (x1, . . . , xk).

Acknowledgements: The author is partially funded by the Curiosity Driven grant “Value
distribution of quantum modular forms” of the Universita degli Studi di Genova.

2. Mean value estimates for weighted Weyl sums

We shall devote the present section to prepare the ground by adapting the machinery
developed in [1] to the context of weighted smooth Weyl sums relevant to our current needs.
To such an end we fix k ≥ 2 and introduce for R,P ≥ 1 the set of smooth numbers

A(P,R) =
{
n ∈ [1, P ] ∩ Z : p|n =⇒ p ≤ R

}
(2.1)

and the subset Ã(P,R) = A(P,R) \ A(P/2, R). We recall (1.22), define

g(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈Ã(P,R)

e(αxk) (2.2)



10 JAVIER PLIEGO

and for each real number t > 0 the mean value

Ut(P,R) =

∫ 1

0
|f(α,P,R)|tdα. (2.3)

We say that ∆t > is an admissible exponent if for ε > 0 and a sufficiently small η > 0 in
terms of k, s, ε then whenever 1 ≤ R ≤ P η and P is sufficiently large one has

Ut(P,R) ≪ P t−k+∆t+ε,

the underlying implicit constant potentially depending on k, s, ε and η. We further consider
for s ≥ 2 the weighted exponential sums

gs(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈Ã(P,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk), fs(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈A(P,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk). (2.4)

For future purposes it may be convenient defining for q ∈ N the set

Cq(P,R) =
{
n ∈ A(P,R) : p|n =⇒ p|q

}

and denoting as above C̃q(P,R) = Cq(P,R) \ Cq(P/2, R). It also seems worth introducing
for M ≥ 1 the sums

g∗s,q(α,P,M,R) =
∑

v∈A(P,R)
v>M

(v,q)=1

v−1+k/s
∑

u∈C̃q(P/v,R)

u−1+k/se(α(uv)k)

and
g†s,q(α,P,M,R) =

∑

v∈A(M,R)
(v,q)=1

v−1+k/s
∑

u∈C̃q(P/v,R)

u−1+k/se(α(uv)k).

In view of the preceding definitions, it then transpires that for every q ∈ N then

gs(α,P,R) = g∗s,q(α,P,M,R) + g†s,q(α,P,M,R). (2.5)

Equipped with the above formula we shall compute next mean values over a suitable set
of major arcs, it being desirable introducing beforehand for any prime number π the sum

g∗s,q,π(α,P,m,R) =
∑

w∈A(P/m,π)
(w,q)=1

w−1+k/s
∑

u∈C̃q(P/mw,R)

u−1+k/se(α(uw)k).

Moreover, we also take for M ≥ 1 the set

B(M,π,R) =
{
v ∈ A (Mπ,R) : v > M, π|v and π′|v =⇒ π′ ≥ π

}
,

and make a Hardy-Littlewood dissection of the unit interval as follows. When 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2

and q ∈ N satisfies 1 ≤ q ≤ Q we define Mq(Q,P ) to be the union of the sets

Ma,q(Q,P ) =
{
α ∈ [0, 1) : |qα− a| ≤ QP−k

}

for a ∈ Z with 0 ≤ a ≤ q and (a, q) = 1, and write

M(Q,P ) =

Q⋃

q=1

Mq(Q,P ).

It may be pertinent to consider for future use the dyadically truncated major arcs

N(Q,P ) = M(Q,P ) \M(Q/2, P ) (2.6)
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and for q ≤ Q the associated collection Nq(Q,P ) = Mq(Q,P ) \Mq(Q/2, P ). We conclude
the prelude to the previously announced computation by considering for B being either M
or N and t > 1 the sum

Iq,t(M,B) =
∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)
(m,q)=1

m−1+k/s

∫

Bq(Q,P )
|g∗s,q,π(αmk, P,m,R)|tdα. (2.7)

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be a real number satisfying 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 and s, t ≥ 2. Then, whenever
M ≥ R and q ∈ N with 1 ≤ q ≤ Q one has

∫

Bq(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ (R1+k/sMk/s)t−1Iq,t(M,B) +QM tP ε−k−t(1−k/s).

Proof. We draw the reader’s attention to (2.5) and start by noting that whenever q ≤ Q

then [31, Lemma 2.1] yields |C̃q(P,R)| ≪ P ε, and hence one trivially has

g†s,q(α,P,M,R) ≪ P−1+k/s
∑

v∈A(M,R)
(v,q)=1

|C̃q(P/v,R)| ≪ P−1+k/s+εM.

It also seems worth observing that the argument of [1, Lemma 3.3] entails

g∗s,q(α,P,M,R) =
∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)
(m,q)=1

m−1+k/sg∗s,q,π(αm
k, P,m,R).

Consequently, an application of Holder’s inequality would deliver the estimate

|g∗s,q(α,P,M,R)|t ≪ (R1+k/sMk/s)t−1

(
∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)
(m,q)=1

m−1+k/s|g∗s,q,π(αmk, P,m,R)|t
)
.

Then by observing that |Bq(Q,P )| ≪ QP−k the lemma follows upon recalling (2.7) by
combining the preceding equations with (2.5). �

In what follows we shall prepare the ground to obtain a mean value estimate of the
strenght of [1, Theorem 4.2]. To such an end we fix Q satisfying 1 ≤ Q ≤ 1

2P
k/2R−k and

m ∈ B(M,π,R), and set

M = P (2Q)−2/kR−1. (2.8)

The preceding assumptions assure that R ≤ M and that whenever π ≤ R and m ∈
B(M,π,R) then m ≤ Mπ ≤ P (2Q)−2/k, and thus Q ≤ 1

2(P/m)k/2, which entails that
the arcs Ma,q(Q,P/m) are disjoint. We recall equation (2.7) and note that then one may
apply [1, Lemma 2.3] to obtain

Iq,t(M,B) =
∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)
(m,q)=1

m−k−1+k/s

∫

Bq(Q,P/m)
|g∗s,q,π(α,P,m,R)|tdα. (2.9)

In order to make further progress we find it pertinent to introduce for q ∈ N and a prime
number π ≤ R the subset of smooth numbers

Cq,π(P,R) =
{
n ∈ Cq(P,R) : p|n =⇒ p > π

}
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and C̃q,π(P,R) = Cq,π(P,R) \ Cq,π(P/2, R), and observe that the same argument employed
in [1, Lemma 4.1] permits one to deduce

g∗s,q,π(α,P,m,R) =
∑

z∈Cq,π(P/m,R)

z−1+k/s
∑

x∈Ã(P/mz,π)

x−1+k/se(α(xz)k).

In what follows it will be useful making the dyadic dissection

g∗s,q,π(α,P,m,R) =

⌊
log(P/m)

log 2

⌋
∑

j=0

g∗s,q,π,j(α,P,m,R),

where

g∗s,q,π,j(α,P,m,R) =
∑

z∈C̃q,π(2−jP/m,R)

z−1+k/s
∑

x∈Ã(P/mz,π)

x−1+k/se(α(xz)k).

Having been furnished with the previous identity we note that whenever t ≥ 2 then the

bound |C̃q(P,R)| ≪ P ε combined with Holder’s inequality delivers

|g∗s,q,π(α,P,m,R)|t ≪ P ε

⌊
log(P/m)

log 2

⌋
∑

j=0

(P2−j/m)(−1+k/s)t
∑

z∈C̃q,π(2−jP/m,R)

∣∣gs(αzk, P/mz, π)
∣∣t.

Then, upon denoting

Vt(π,m, z,B) =

∫

B(Q,P/m)
|gs(αzk, P/mz, π)|tdα (2.10)

we deduce via the previous equation in conjunction with (2.9) that

∑

1≤q≤Q

Iq,t(M,B) ≤
∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)

m−k−1+k/s
∑

1≤q≤Q

∫

Bq(Q,P/m)
|g∗s,q,π(α,P,m,R)|tdα

≪ P ε max
P0≤P

(
P

(−1+k/s)t
0

∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)

m−k−1+k/s
∑

z∈Ã(P0,R)

Vt(π,m, z,B)
)
,

(2.11)

where we used the fact that the arcs Mq(Q,P/m) are disjoint as observed right before (2.9).
In order to estimate the inner sum in the preceding equation it is desirable to introduce for
Y ≤ P the mean value

Vt,s(Y,R) =

∫ 1

0
|gs(α, Y,R)|tdα.

It then seems worth furnishing ourselves with the following lemma that will be employed
throughout the entire memoir.

Lemma 2.2. Let t = 2w for some w ∈ N and let ∆t be an admissible exponent. Then,
there is some η depending on ε, k, s with the property that whenever P is sufficiently large
and 1 ≤ R ≤ P η then, uniformly in Y ≤ P one has

Vt,s(Y,R) ≪ P εY tk/s−k+∆t.

Proof. We note that by orthogonality Vt,s(Y,R) equals the number of solutions of

xk1 + . . . + xkw = xkw+1 + . . .+ xk2w
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counted with weights

(x1 . . . x2w)
−1+k/s ≍ Y tk/s−t.

It then transpires upon recalling (2.3) that Vt,s(Y,R) ≪ Y tk/s−tUt(Y,R). The proposition
follows by combining the preceding equation with [1, Lemma 2.1]. �

We are now prepared to present the following key proposition. To such an end we
henceforth establish the convention that unless mentioned otherwise whenever a statement
involves the letter R, then it is asserted that for any ε > 0 there is a number η > 0 such
that the statement holds uniformly for 1 ≤ R ≤ P η.

Proposition 2.1. Let s ≥ 2 and t = 2w for some w ∈ N satisfying ω ≥ 1. Let ∆t be an
admissible exponent. Then whenever 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 one has the bound

∫

M(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+εQ2∆t/k.

Proof. Whenever 1
2P

k/2R−k ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 then the previous lemma yields

∫

M(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ Vt,s(P,R) ≪ P tk/s−k+∆t+ε ≪ P tk/s−k+εQ2∆t/k,

as desired. If instead Q < 1
2P

k/2R−k we then observe that by (2.11) and a change of
variables one has

∑

1≤q≤Q

Iq,t(M,M) ≪ P ε max
P0≤P

(
P

(−1+k/s)t
0

∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)

m−k−1+k/s
∑

z∈Ã(P0,R)

Vt,s(P/mz,R)
)

≪ P ε max
P0≤P

(
P

(−1+k/s)t
0

∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)

m−k−1+k/s
∑

z∈Ã(P0,R)

(P/mz)tk/s−k+∆t
)

≪ P ε max
P0≤P

(
P

(−1+k/s)t+1
0

∑

π≤R

∑

m∈B(M,π,R)

m−k−1+k/s(P/mP0)
tk/s−k+∆t

)
,

where in the second step we employed Lemma 2.2. We then observe that ∆t ≥ k− t/2, the
latter being a consequence of the presence of diagonal solutions in the equation underlying
(2.3), and combine it with the fact that t ≥ 2 to obtain

∑

1≤q≤Q

Iq,t(M,M) ≪ max
P0≤P

(
P k−t+1−∆t
0 P tk/s−k+∆t+εM−∆t−(t−1)k/s

)

≪ P tk/s−k+εM−(t−1)k/s(P/M)∆t .

Therefore, Lemma 2.1 in conjunction with (2.8) and the preceding equation delivers

∫

M(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪

∑

1≤q≤Q

∫

Mq(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P

tk
s
−k+εQ

2∆t
k + P

tk
s
−k+εQ2− 2t

k .

The lemma follows by employing the aforementioned inequality pertaining ∆t. �
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3. Mean values restricted to minor arcs

We shall first obtain a pointwise bound for the weighted smooth exponential sum at hand
which shall be more effective on extreme sets of minor arcs.

Lemma 3.1. Let l = 2w with w ∈ N, let ∆l be an admissible exponent and s ≥ 2k. Then,
whenever b ∈ Z, r ∈ N and (b, r) = 1 one has that

gs(α,P,R) ≪ ΘεP k/s+ε
(
P∆l(Θ−1 + P−k/2 +ΘP−k)

)2/l2
+ (PΘ)ε,

where we wrote Θ = r + P k|rα− b|.

Proof. We take a ∈ Z and q ∈ N with (a, q) = 1 and such that |α − a/q| ≤ 1/q2. We first
employ Abel’s summation formula to obtain

gs(α,P,R) ≪ P−1+k/s
∣∣∣
∑

x∈Ã(P,R)

e(αxk)
∣∣∣+
∫ P

P/2
y−2+k/s

∣∣∣
∑

x∈A(y,R)\A(P/2,R)

e(αxk)
∣∣∣dy.

It then transpires that an application of [33, Lemma 3.1] in the same vein as in [1, Lemma
5.1] delivers

gs(α,P,R) ≪qεP k/s+ε
(
P∆l(q−1 + P−k/2 + qP−k)

)2/l2
+ P−1/2+k/s+ε

+

∫ P

P/2
y−2+k/s

∣∣∣
∑

x∈A(y,R)\A(P/2,R)

e(αxk)
∣∣∣dy.

In order to examine the last integral, which we denote by IP , we apply the aforementioned
lemma to obtain

IP ≪qε
∫ P

P/2
y−1+k/s+ε

(
y∆l(q−1 + y−k/2 + qy−k)

)2/l2
dy +

∫ P

P/2
y−3/2+k/s+εdy

≪qεP k/s+ε
(
P∆l(q−1 + P−k/2 + qP−k

))2/l2
+ qεP ε.

Combining the preceding equations one gets

gs(α,P,R) ≪ qεP k/s+ε
(
P∆l(q−1 + P−k/2 + qP−k)

)2/l2
+ (qP )ε.

The statement of the lemma thereby follows replacing q in the preceding equation by
Θ = r + P k|rα− b| via the transference principle (see [36, Lemma 14.1]). �

We shall next explore the potential of the preceding analysis and suppose that (∆2w)w∈N
is a collection of admissible exponents. In view of the preceding discussion it seems pertinent
to recall (1.4) and observe by the equation before (5.1) of [1] that

τ(k) ≤ 1/4k. (3.1)

We also define for any real number t ≥ 2 the parameter

∆∗
t = min

1≤v≤t/2
v∈N

(
max

(
∆2v − (t− 2v)τ(k),∆2v − (t− 2v)k/s

))
(3.2)

and say that ∆∗
t is an admissible exponent for minor arcs. We may omit henceforth writing

v ∈ N for the sake of concission. The reader may observe that the preceding definition differs
midly from that in [1, (5.3)], though in practice the results involving it shall ultimately
deliver consequences of the same strength.
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Proposition 3.1. Whenever t ≥ 2 with s ≥ 2k and 1 ≤ Q ≤ 1
2P

k/2R−k one has
∫

N(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+εQ2∆∗

t /k.

Proof. We recall (2.8) to the reader and observe that by the discussion after equation (5.5)
of [1] then whenever α ∈ N(Q,P/m) for some m ∈ B(M,π,R) there exist b ∈ Z and r ∈ N

with (b, r) = 1 and
1

2
Qz−k < r +

( P

mz

)k
|r(αzk)− b| ≤ 2Q.

Equipped with this remark we deduce from Lemma 3.1 that for π ≤ R prime then

gs(αz
k, P/mz, π) ≪ P ε

( P

mz

)k/s(( P

mz

)∆l(
zk/Q+

(mz
P

)k/2
+
(mz
P

)k
Q
))2/l2

+ P ε.

We next take l = 2w corresponding to the maximum in (1.4) and observe upon recalling
(2.8) that whenever M ≤ m ≤MR and α ∈ N(Q,P/m) one has

gs(αz
k, P/mz, π) ≪ P ε

(P
m

)k/s+(∆l−k/2)
2
l2 z−k/s−2∆l/l

2+2k/l2 + P ε

≪ P ε
(P
m

)k/s−τ(k)
z−k/s+2(k−∆l)/l

2
+ P ε. (3.3)

We next consider v ∈ N minimising the right side of (3.2) and write t = t0 + 2v. Then
upon recalling equation (2.10) it transpires that

Vt(π,m, z,N) ≪ P ε

((P
m

)t0(k/s−τ(k))
z−kt0/s+2t0(k−∆l)/l

2
+ 1

)∫ 1

0
|gs(αzk, P/mz, π)|2vdα.

Therefore, a routinary application of orthogonality in conjunction with Lemma 2.2 delivers

Vt(π,m, z,N) ≪ P ε

((P
m

)t0(k/s−τ(k))
z−kt0/s+2t0(k−∆l)/l

2
+ 1

)
V2v,s(P/mz, π)

≪ P ε
(P
m

)tk/s−k+∆∗
t
z−tk/s+2t0(k−∆l)/l

2+k−∆2v + P ε(P/mz)2vk/s−k+∆2v .

We draw the reader’s attention back to (2.11) and apply the preceding bound to get
∑

1≤q≤Q

Iq,t(M,N) ≪P tk/s−k+∆∗
t+εM−(t−1)k/s−∆∗

t max
P0≤P

P
−t+k+1+2t0(k−∆l)/l

2−∆2v

0

+ P 2vk/s−k+∆2v+εM (1−2v)k/s−∆2v max
P0≤P

P
(t−2v)k/s+k−∆2v+1−t
0 .

We observe first that as a consequence of the condition t ≥ 2 and the inequalities ∆l ≥
k − l/2 and ∆2v ≥ k − v, as was observed in Proposition 2.1, one gets

−t+ k + 1 + 2t0(k −∆l)/l
2 −∆2v ≤ −t+ 1 +

t0
l
+ v ≤ 1− t/2 ≤ 0.

Moreover, in view of the proviso s ≥ 2k and the same inequality it is apparent that

(t− 2v)k/s + k −∆2v + 1− t ≤ (t− 2v)k/s + v + 1− t ≤ 1− t/2 ≤ 0,

from where it follows that
∑

1≤q≤Q

Iq,t(M,N) ≪ P tk/s−k+∆∗
t+εM−(t−1)k/s−∆∗

t .
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We may conclude the proof by observing that Lemma 2.1 yields
∫

N(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P εM (t−1)k/s

∑

1≤q≤Q

Iq,t(M,N) +Q2M tP ε−k−t(1−k/s),

whence combining the previous bounds and recalling the definition of M one has
∫

N(Q,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+ε

(
Q2∆∗

t /k +Q2−2t/k
)
≪ P tk/s−k+εQ2∆∗

t /k,

where in the last step we used (3.1), the customary inequality on ∆2v and s ≥ 2k to deduce

∆∗
t ≥ max

(
k − v − (t− 2v)k/s, k − v − (t− 2v)

4k

)
≥ k − t/2 ≥ k − t.

�

In view of the above discussion it is apparent that we have prepared the ground to obtain
certain mean value estimates over minor arc, these being defined whenever 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2

by means of m(Q) = [0, 1) \M(Q,P ).

Proposition 3.2. Let t ≥ 2 and s ≥ 2k. Let θ > 0 be a real number satisfying θ ≤ k/2.
Then, when P θ ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 and ∆∗

t < 0 one has the estimate
∫

m(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪θ P

tk/s−k+εQ−2|∆∗
t |/k.

If on the contrary ∆∗
t ≥ 0 one gets

∫ 1

0
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+∆∗

t+ε.

Proof. We begin by writing

JQ =
⌈ log(P k/2/Q)

log 2

⌉
, J0 =

⌈ log(2Rk)
log 2

⌉
.

It is a consequence of Dirichlet’s approximation theorem (see the argument before equations
(2.1) and (5.9) of [1]) that

[0, 1) =

J1⋃

j=0

N(2−jP k/2, P ), m(Q) ⊂
JQ⋃

j=0

N(2−jP k/2, P ). (3.4)

We next observe that if 0 ≤ j ≤ J0 then by the argument in [1, Theorem 5.3] it follows

that whenever α ∈ N(2−jP k/2, P ) there exist b ∈ Z and r ∈ N with (b, r) = 1 satisfying

P k/2R−k ≪ r + P k|rα− b| ≪ P k/2. Therefore, Lemma 3.1 combined with (1.4) gives

gs(α,P,R) ≪ P k/s−τ(k)+ε + P ε,

and hence upon writing t = t0+2v as in the discussion after equation (3.3) and Pj = 2−jP k/2

it transpires by Lemma 2.2 that
∫

N(Pj ,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪

(
sup

α∈N(Pj ,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|

)t0 ∫ 1

0
|gs(α,P,R)|2vdα

≪ P tk/s−k+∆2v−t0τ(k)+ε + P 2vk/s−k+∆2v+ε ≪ P tk/s−k−|∆∗
t |+ε ≪ P tk/s−k+εQ−2|∆∗

t |/k.
(3.5)
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wherein it may be useful recalling (3.2). Therefore, by the preceding discussion in conjunc-
tion with the application of Proposition 3.1 for the range J0 < j ≤ JQ one obtains

∫

m(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪

JQ∑

j=0

∫

N(2−jP k/2,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+εQ−2|∆∗

t |/k.

If on the contrary ∆∗
t ≥ 0 then whenever j > J0 Proposition 3.1 yields

∫

N(Pj ,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+ε(2−jP k/2)2∆

∗
t /k ≪ P tk/s−k+∆∗

t+ε.

If instead j ≤ J0, equation (3.5) permits one to deduce that
∫

N(Pj ,P )
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k+∆2v−t0τ(k)+ε + P 2vk/s−k+∆2v+ε ≪ P tk/s−k+∆∗

t+ε.

The combination of the preceding lines with (3.4) concludes the proof. �

4. Preliminary major arc manoeuvres

We shall begin by stating some routinary estimates for the weighted version of auxiliary
exponential sums and integrals over the major arcs, it being worth introducing beforehand
the parameters

ĩs =
⌈ log 2s
k log 2

⌉
P− = 2−ĩs−1P, (4.1)

and whenever β ∈ R the exponential sums

ws(β) =
1

k

∑

1≤x≤P k

x−1+1/se(βx), w̃s(β) =
1

k

∑

P k−<x≤P
k

x−1+1/se(βx). (4.2)

Lemma 4.1. Whenever |β| ≤ 1/2 one has

ws(β) ≪
P k/s

(1 + P k|β|)1/s and w̃s(β) ≪
P k/s

1 + P k|β| .

Proof. The first bound follows by [23, Lemma 2.8], and the second one by [23, Lemma
6.2]. �

The next lemma shall deliver similar bounds for integral analogues of the preceding sums.

Lemma 4.2. Let θ0, θ1 ≥ 0 real numbers and let β ∈ R such that |β| ≤ 1/2. If c > 0 is
some fixed constant then

∫ P

cP

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy ≪ P θ0

(1 + P k|β|)θ1 .

If moreover θ0 < kθ1 it follows that
∫ P

1

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy ≪ P θ0

(1 + P k|β|)θ0/k .



18 JAVIER PLIEGO

Proof. In order to examine the second integral we begin by assuming that |β|−1 < P k and
make the customary division to obtain

∫ P

1

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy ≪
∫ |β|−1/k

1

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy +
∫ P

|β|−1/k

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy.

We estimate the first one trivially and get
∫ |β|−1/k

1

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy ≪
∫ |β|−1/k

1
yθ0−1dy ≪ |β|−θ0/k ≪ P θ0

(1 + P k|β|)θ0/k .

For the second one we use the restriction on the exponents and note that
∫ P

|β|−1/k

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy ≪
∫ P

|β|−1/k

y−1−kθ1+θ0 |β|−θ1dy ≪ |β|−θ0/k.

Combining the previous equations with a trivial estimate for the instance |β|−1 ≥ P k we
deduce the second estimate in the statement of the lemma. For the first one we assume
first that |β|−1 < P k and obtain

∫ P

cP

yθ0−1

(1 + yk|β|)θ1 dy ≪
∫ P

cP
y−1−kθ1+θ0 |β|−θ1dy ≪ P−kθ1+θ0 |β|−θ1 ,

as required. The desired bound follows when |β|−1 ≥ P k trivially. �

We shall present one last lemma concerning the customary approximation of the weighted
smooth exponential sum on the major arcs by employing classical work. For such purposes
we introduce for q ∈ N and a ∈ Z with (a, q) = 1 the complete exponential sum

S(q, a) =

q∑

r=1

e(ark/q). (4.3)

We further recall (2.4), (4.1) and consider

f̃s(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈A(P,R)
x>P−

x−1+k/se(αxk). (4.4)

Lemma 4.3. Let α ∈ [0, 1) and q ∈ N with q ≤ (log P )1/8 and a ∈ Z such that (a, q) = 1
and for which |α−a/q| ≤ (logP )1/8P−k. Then, whenever P η exp(−k

η (log P )
1/2) ≤ R ≤ P η

with 0 < η < 1/2 one has

fs(α,P,R) − ρ(1/η)q−1S(q, a)ws(α− a/q) ≪ P k/s(log P )−1/2, (4.5)

where ρ is the Dickman’s function described, for instance, in [24, Section 5]. Similarly,

f̃s(α,P,R) − ρ(1/η)q−1S(q, a)w̃s(α− a/q) ≪ P k/s(log P )−1/2. (4.6)

Proof. We set β = α− a/q and define for convenience when y ≤ P the auxiliary sum

Sy =
∑

x∈A(y,R)
x>R

(
e(αxk)− q−1S(q, a)e(βxk)

)
.

A routinary application of summation by parts delivers

∑

x∈A(P,R)
x>R

(
e(αxk)− q−1S(q, a)e(βxk)

)
x−1+k/s ≪ P−1+k/s|SP |+

∫ P

R
x−2+k/s|Sx|dx.
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We may now apply equation (5.18) in [24, Lemma 5.4] to bound |Sx| and |SP | and obtain

∑

x∈A(P,R)
x>R

(
e(αxk)− q−1S(q, a)e(βxk)

)
x−1+k/s ≪ q

logP

∫ P

R
x−1+k/s(1 + xk|β|)dx

+
qP k/s

logP
(1 + P k|β|),

whence by the restriction on β and q it follows that
∑

x∈A(P,R)
x>R

(
e(αxk)− q−1S(q, a)e(βxk)

)
x−1+k/s ≪ P k/s(log P )−1/2. (4.7)

In order to proceed it seems desirable to introduce for y ≤ P the auxiliary sums

B(y) =
∑

x∈A(y,R)
x>R

e(βxk).

It then follows by the equation before (5.19) in [24, Lemma 5.4] that

B(y) =
1

k

∑

Rk≤m≤yk

m1/k−1ρ
( logm

k logR

)
e(βm) +O

( P

logP
(1 + P k|β|)

)
.

Therefore, it transpires by the continuity of ρ′(u) whenever u > 1 (see for instance [24,
Section 5]) in conjunction with the mean value theorem and the range of R described at
the statement of the lemma that whenever P k(log P )−k ≤ m ≤ P k then

ρ
( logm

k logR

)
= ρ(1/η) +O

(
(log P )−1/2

)
,

whence for y > P (log P )−1 one has that

1

k

∑

Rk≤m≤yk

m1/k−1ρ
( logm

k logR

)
e(βm) =

ρ(1/η)

k

∑

1≤m≤yk

m1/k−1e(βm) +O
(
P (log P )−1/2

)
.

Equipped with the above utensils we may now employ Abel’s summation to derive

∑

x∈A(P,R)

x−1+k/se(βxk) =P−1+k/sB(P ) +O(Rk/s) + (1− k/s)

∫ P

R
x−2+k/sB(x)dx.

Consequently, using the equations preceding the previous one and recalling (4.2) we obtain

1

ρ
(
1
η

)
∑

x∈A(P,R)

x−1+k/se(βxk) =
(1
k
− 1

s

) ∑

m≤P k

m1/k−1e(βm)

∫ P

m1/k

x−2+k/sdx

+ P−1+k/swk(β) +O
( P k/s
log P

(
(log P )1/2 + P k|β|

))
,

whence integrating and rearranging terms one gets

∑

x∈A(P,R)

x−1+k/se(βxk) = ρ
(1
η

)
ws(β) +O

( P k/s
log P

(
(log P )1/2 + P k|β|

))
.
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Combining the above expression with (4.7) and the restriction |β| ≤ (log P )1/8P−k described
in the statement of the lemma we get (4.5). In order to obtain (4.6) we merely observe that

f̃s(α,P,R) = fs(α,P,R) − fs(α,P−, R)

and apply (4.5) to both of the summands in the above equation. �

5. Major arc estimates

We shall employ the results derived in [2] to obtain suitable bounds via partial summation
included in two lemmata which shall be applicable on different regimes.

Lemma 5.1. Let α ∈ [0, 1) and a ∈ Z, q ∈ N with (a, q) = 1. Suppose that s ≥ 4k and
k ≥ 2 and that 2 ≤ R ≤ P . Then one has the bound

fs(α,P,R) ≪ (log P )4qε
( q−1/2kP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/s + P−1/4+5k/4s−(k/s)2R1/2q1/8
)

+ (log P )3qεP−1/4+k/s+k/8R1/2|qα− a|1/8 + P k/s−(k/s)2 . (5.1)

If instead k+1 ≤ s < 4k, an analogous estimate holds with the above factor P−1/4+5k/4s−(k/s)2

being replaced by P−1/4+k/4s. Moreover, whenever s ≥ 2 then

gs(α,P,R) ≪ (log P )3qε
( q−1/2kP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/2 +P
−1/4+k/sR1/2(q+P k|qα−a|)1/8

)
. (5.2)

Proof. We begin the proof by noting that upon recalling (1.22) then [2, Theorem 1.1] yields

f(α,P,R) ≪ (logP )3qε
( q−1/2kP

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/k + P 3/4R1/2(q + P k|qα− a|)1/8
)
. (5.3)

Truncating the sum appropiately and employing summation by parts in conjunction with
the trivial bound delivers

fs(α,P,R) ≪ P−1+k/s|f(α,P,R)| +O(P k/s−(k/s)2) +

∫ P

P 1−k/s

y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy. (5.4)

We next write β = α− a/q and insert (5.3) into the previous integral to obtain
∫ P

P 1−k/s
y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy ≪ (log P )3qε−1/2k

∫ P

P 1−k/s

y−1+k/s

(1 + yk|β|)1/k dy

+ (log P )3qε−1/2k

∫ P

P 1−k/s
y−5/4+k/sR1/2(q + yk|qα− a|)1/8dy.

We integrate the second term, assume s ≥ 4k and employ the fact that k ≥ 2 to obtain
∫ P

P 1−k/s

y−5/4+k/sR1/2(q + yk|qα− a|)1/8dy ≪ P−1/4+k/s+k/8R1/2|qα− a|1/8

+ (logP )P−1/4+5k/4s−(k/s)2R1/2q1/8,

the latter term being P−1/4+k/sR1/2q1/8 when s < 4k. We also employ Lemma 4.2 to obtain
∫ P

P 1−k/s

y−1+k/s

(1 + yk|β|)1/k dy ≪ P k/s

(1 + P k|β|)1/s .

Consequently, the estimate (5.1) follows combining the above bounds with (5.3) and (5.4).
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In order to show (5.2) we observe via partial summation that

gs(α,P,R) ≪ P−1+k/s|g(α,P,R)| +
∫ P

P/2
y−2+k/s|g(α, y,R)|dy,

employ the corresponding bound cognate to g(α,P,R) embodied in [2, Theorem 1.1] and
follow an analogous analysis as above. �

Lemma 5.2. Let R and P be real numbers with 2 ≤ R ≤ P η for some 0 < η < 1/2. Let
α ∈ [0, 1) and a ∈ Z, q ∈ N with (a, q) = 1 and such that q ≤ (log P )A for any fixed constant
A > 0. Assume that s ≥ k + 1. Then, upon denoting β = α− a/q one has

fs(α,P,R) ≪ qε−1/k P k/s

(1 + P k|β|)1/s + P k/s(1 + P k|β|) exp
(
− c(log P )1/2

)
,

where the constant c > 0 may depend on A and η. Moreover,

gs(α,P,R) ≪ qε−1/k P k/s

(1 + P k|β|) + P k/s(1 + P k|β|) exp
(
− c(log P )1/2

)
.

Proof. We begin by observing that an application of summation by parts delivers

fs(α,P,R) ≪ P−1+k/s|f(α,P,R)| + 1 +

∫ P

2
y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy. (5.5)

In order to apply [2, Theorem 1.2] it seems required to assume that y ≥ P η
′
for any

2η < η′ < 1. More precisely, one trivially has
∫ P

2
y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy =

∫ P

P η′
y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy +O(P kη

′/s),

and by the preceding proviso it transpires that for any y ≥ P η
′
then

log(R)/ log y ≤ η/η′ < 1/2.

Consequently, the application of [2, Theorem 1.2] yields

∫ P

P η′
y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy ≪qε−1/k

∫ P

P η′

y−1+k/sdy

(1 + yk|β|)1/k

+

∫ P

P η′
y−1+k/s exp

(
− c(log P )1/2

)
(1 + P k|β|)dy,

where c > 0 is some constant depending on η. We then apply as is customary Lemma 4.2
to the first integral in the above equation and deduce that
∫ P

P η′
y−2+k/s|f(α, y,R)|dy ≪ qε−1/k P k/s

(1 + P k|β|)1/s + P k/s exp
(
− c(log P )1/2

)
(1 + P k|β|).

We conclude the first part of the statement by applying [2, Theorem 1.2] to the first term
in the right side of (5.5).

In order to show the second one we recall (2.2) and observe that [2, Theorem 1.2] yields

g(α,P,R) ≪ qε−1/k P

(1 + P k|β|) + P (1 + P k|β|) exp
(
− c(log P )1/2

)
.
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Equipped with this bound we note that then
∫ P

P/2
y−2+k/s|g(α, y,R)|dy ≪qε−1/k

∫ P

P/2

y−1+k/s

(1 + yk|β|)dy

+

∫ P

P/2
y−1+k/s exp

(
− c(log P )1/2

)
(1 + P k|β|)dy

≪qε−1/k P k/s

1 + P k|β| + P k/s exp
(
− c(log P )1/2

)
(1 + P k|β|),

where we implicitly estimated the first integral by employing Lemma 4.2. Combining the
preceding formula with an analogue of (5.5) delivers the desired result. �

6. Further pruning

We shall combine the work of last sections to estimate the contribution of major arcs of
intermediate height. To such an end we begin by defining for every α ∈ Ma,q(

1
2P

k/2, P )

with a ∈ Z and q ∈ N satisfying (a, q) = 1 and 0 ≤ a ≤ q ≤ 1
2P

k/2 the function

Υ(α) = q−2(1 + P k|α− a/q|)−1. (6.1)

If on the contrary α /∈ Ma,q(
1
2P

k/2, P ) for all a, q as above we set Υ(α) = 0. Observe that
in view of the fact that the preceding intervals are disjoint this defines a function in [0, 1).
We shall in what follows write M(Q) to denote M(Q,P ) for simplicity.

Lemma 6.1. Let r > 1. For real numbers Q0, Q1 > 0 satisfying 1 ≤ Q0 < Q1 ≤ P k/2 one
has ∫

M(Q1)\M(Q0)
|Υ(α)|rdα≪ P−kQ1−r

0 .

Proof. It seems worth noting first that whenever α ∈ M(Q1) \M(Q0) there are a ∈ Z and
q ∈ N satisfying (a, q) = 1 and 0 ≤ a ≤ q ≤ Q1 with |α − a/q| ≤ Q1/qP

k such that either

|α− a/q| > Q0

qP k
or q > Q0. Consequently, the integral at hand may be estimated by

∫

M(Q1)\M(Q0)
|Υ(α)|rdα≪

∑

q≤Q1

q∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

q−2r

∫

|β|>Q0/qP k

dβ

(1 + P k|β|)r

+
∑

q>Q0

q∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

q−2r

∫

|β|≤Q1/qP k

dβ

(1 + P k|β|)r .

It then follows in a routinary manner that

∑

q≤Q1

q∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

q−2r

∫

|β|>Q0/qP k

dβ

(1 + P k|β|)r ≪ P−kQ1−r
0

∑

q≤Q1

q−r ≪ P−kQ1−r
0

and that

∑

q>Q0

q∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

q−2r

∫

|β|≤Q1/qP k

dβ

(1 + P k|β|)r ≪ P−k
∑

q>Q0

q1−2r ≪ P−kQ2−2r
0 ,

as desired. �
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Equipped with the above lemma we shall present promptly a minor arc estimate valid
for all Q, it being pertinent delivering beforehand yet another major arc type estimate.

Lemma 6.2. Let s ≥ k + 1 and t ≥ 4k + 1. Let 0 < θ < min(2t−2
t+16 , 1) and assume that

1 ≤ Q ≤ P θ. Then one has
∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−kQ−1/53k. (6.2)

Proof. We prepare the ground by applying Lemma 5.1 whenever α ∈ M(P θ) to derive

gs(α,P,R) ≪ qε(log P )3
(
P k/sΥ(α)1/4k + P k/s−1/4+θ/8+ε

)
.

Combining the preceding estimate with the conclusion of Lemma 6.1 and the fact that
meas(M(P θ)) ≤ P 2θ−k permits one to deduce

∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ (log P )3tP tk/s

∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|Υ(α)|t/4k−εdα

+ P tk/s−k+θ(2+t/8)−t/4+ε ≪ (log P )3tP tk/s−kQε−1/4k + P tk/s−k−1/4, (6.3)

where we implicitly utilised the restriction on θ. Consequently, equation (6.2) would follow
provided that Q ≥ (log P )13tk. If instead Q < (log P )13tk one may apply Lemma 5.2 to get
whenever q ≤ (log P )A and a ∈ Z with (a, q) = 1 and α ∈ Ma,q((log P )

13tk) that

gs(α,P,R) ≪ P k/sΥ(α)−ε+1/2k + P k/s(1 + P k|α− a/q|) exp
(
− c(log P )1/2

)
.

It seems worth noting that when α ∈ M((log P )13tk) \M(Q) then

Υ(α)ε−1/2k(1 + P k|α− a/q|) ≪ exp(c(log P )1/2),

whence

gs(α,P,R) ≪ P k/sΥ(α)−ε+1/2k. (6.4)

We write M1 = M(P θ) \ M((log P )13tk) and M2 = M((log P )13kt) \ M(Q) for simplicity
and combine (6.3) with the above estimate to deduce

∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪

∫

M1

|gs(α,P,R)|tdα+

∫

M2

|gs(α,P,R)|tdα

≪P tk/s−k(log P )ε−t/4 + P tk/s
∫

M2

|Υ(α)|t/2k−εdα,

and hence another application of Lemma 6.1 delivers
∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k(log P )ε−t/4 + P tk/s−kQε−1−1/2k,

which yields the desired result.

�

Having been furnished with the preceding bounds we derive the following.

Proposition 6.1. Let s ≥ 2k and t ≥ 4k + 1. Let 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 and assume that ∆∗
t

is an admissible exponent for minor arcs with ∆∗
t < 0. Then for every positive parameter

ν̃ < min(2|∆∗
t |/k, 1/53k) one has

∫

m(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−kQ−ν̃ . (6.5)
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Moreover, ∫ 1

0
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪ P tk/s−k. (6.6)

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.2, it suffices to show the first estimate whenever 1 ≤ Q ≤ P θ

for sufficiently small θ. We thus assume that θ < min(2t−2
t+16 , 1). In the latter instance, an

application of the aforementioned proposition combined with Lemma 6.2 delivers
∫

m(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪

∫

m(P θ)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα+

∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα

≪ P tk/s−k−θν̃ + P tk/s−kQ−1/53k,

as desired. In order to obtain (6.6) we note that setting Q = 1 in (6.5) permits one to get
∫ 1

0
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα≪

∫

m(1)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα+

∫

M(1)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα

≪ P tk/s−k +

∫

M(1)
|gs(α,P,R)|tdα.

The observation that meas(M(1)) ≤ P−k in conjunction with the trivial bound for gs(α,P,R)
enables one to derive (6.6). �

We should indicate that one could have obtained the above proposition for smaller t,
such a refinement not having any impact in the main results of the memoir.

7. An asymptotic evaluation

We shall complete the major arc analysis in the context of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 by
deriving the relevant asymptotic formula. We thus consider for N ∈ N the parameter

P = (2N)1/k (7.1)

and define for a ∈ Z and q ∈ N with (a, q) = 1 and 0 ≤ a ≤ q ≤ (log P )1/8 the arcs

K(a, q) =
{
α ∈ [0, 1) : |α− a/q| ≤ (log P )1/8P−k

}
, (7.2)

denote K to the union of such sets and k = [0, 1) \ K. We further introduce for 0 ≤ j ≤ s
and whenever N ≤ n ≤ 2N the integral

rj(n,R) =

∫ 1

0
f̃s(α,P,R)

jfs(α,P,R)
s−je(−αn)dα, (7.3)

which by orthogonality and upon recalling (4.4) satisfies

rj(n,R) =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,R)
xl>P

k
−, l≤j

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s, (7.4)

and write for clarity rs,k(n,R) = r0(n,R). In view of the preceding definitions it then
transpires that

rj(n,R) =

∫

K

f̃s(α,P,R)
jfs(α,P,R)

s−je(−αn)dα+O
(∫

k

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(α,P,R)|s−jdα
)
.

(7.5)
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We shall bound the contribution of the minor arcs with the aid of a more general estimate
that shall be employed on multiple contexts in the memoir, it being pertinent presenting
to such an end the constant

ν = min(|∆∗
s|/2sk, 1/107sk). (7.6)

We also introduce for a measurable set B ⊂ [0, 1), a fixed real number γ ∈ R \ {0}, any
parameter 1 ≤ P0 ≤ P and integers 1 ≤ j ≤ s and 0 ≤ l ≤ s− j the integral

Ij,l
B,γ(P,P0) =

∫

B

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(γα, P,R)|s−j−l|fs(α,P0, R)|ldα, (7.7)

and, for each P1, P2, P3 ≤ P , its counterpart

Ij,l
B,γ(P1, P2, P3) =

∫

B

|gs(α,P1, R)|j |gs(γα, P2, R)|s−j−l|gs(α,P3, R)|ldα.

Lemma 7.1. Let 1 ≤ j ≤ s and 0 ≤ l ≤ s − j. Let 1 ≤ P0 ≤ P and 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 and
assume that s ≥ 4k + 1 and γ ∈ R \ {0}. Then whenever ∆∗

s < 0 and l ≤ 1 one has

Ij,l
m(Q),γ(P,P0) ≪ Q−ν , (7.8)

and if 2 ≤ l ≤ s − j but P0 = 1 the same estimate holds. If on the contrary ∆∗
s ≥ 0 with

k > s∆∗
s−1 and l ≥ 1 then upon denoting δ∗s−1 = max(∆∗

s−1, 0) one has

Ij,l[0,1),γ(P,P0) ≪ P
k/s
0 P ε−

1
s−1

(k/s−δ∗s−1). (7.9)

Proof. We make for convenience and upon recalling (4.1) the dyadic dissections

f̃s(α,P,R) =

ĩs∑

i=0

gs(α, 2
−iP,R), fs(α,P,R) =

⌊
logP
log 2

⌋
∑

i=0

gs(α, 2
−iP,R). (7.10)

We note first that an application of Holder’s inequality and a change of variable deliver

Ij,l
m(Q),γ

(P,P0) ≪ (log P )s−1

⌊
logP
log 2

⌋
∑

i=0

⌊
logP
log 2

⌋
∑

r=0

max
P≍P

Ij,l
m(Q),γ

(P , 2−iP, 2−rP )

≪ (log P )s

⌊
logP
log 2

⌋
∑

i=0

max
P≍P

( ∫

m(Q)
|gs(α,P ,R)|sdα

)1/s(∫ 1

0
|gs(α, 2−iP,R)|sdα

)1−1/s
.

In order to prepare the ground for the application of Proposition 6.1 it seems required
observing beforehand that if P ≍ P then M(cQ, P ) ⊂ M(Q,P ) whenever c > 0 is a
sufficiently small constant. Therefore, by the aforementioned proposition we deduce that

Ij,l
m(Q),γ(P,P0) ≪ (log P )s+1max

P≍P

(∫

m(Q)
|gs(α,P ,R)|sdα

)1/s
≪ (log P )s+1Q−2ν , (7.11)

where ν > 0 satisfies the inequality described at the statement of the lemma. Upon denoting
Lν(P ) = (log P )(s+1)/ν , equation (7.8) would then follow unless Q ≤ Lν(P ). In the former
case one may apply Lemma 5.2 combined with the argument that leads to (6.4) to obtain

fs(γα, P,R) ≪ qε−1/k P k/s

(1 + P k|β|)1/s and f̃s(α,P,R) ≪ qε−1/k P k/s

(1 + P k|β|) ,
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the last estimate stemming from (7.10). In view of the above equations it transpires that

whenever α ∈ m(Q) then max(f̃s(α,P,R), fs(γα, P,R)) ≪ P k/sQ−1/s. Assuming first that
l ≤ 1, using the preceding estimates and recalling that s ≥ 4k + 1, one gets

Ij,l
M(Lν(P ))\M(Q),γ(P,P0) ≪ P kQ−1/s

∑

q≤Lν(P )

q1−
(s−2)
k

∫

|β|≤Lν(P )

qPk

dβ

(1 + P k|β|)2− 3
s

≪ Q−1/s.

If instead l ≥ 2 and P0 = 1 then using the fact that meas(M(Lν(P ))) ≪ P ε−k in
conjunction with the trivial bounds for the preceding exponential sums delivers

Ij,l
M(Lν(P ))\M(Q),γ

(P, 1) ≪ P−lk/s+ε.

Consequently, the preceding estimates in both cases in conjunction with (7.11) for the choice
Q = Lν(P ) deliver

Ij,l
m(Q),γ(P,P0) = Ij,l

m(Lν(P )),γ(P,P0) + Ij,l
M(Lν(P ))\M(Q),γ(P,P0) ≪ (log P )−(s+1) +Q− 1

s ≪ Q−ν ,

as desired.

In order to show (7.9) we instead apply the trivial bound fs(α,P0, R) ≪ P
k/s
0 and obtain

via Holder’s inequality

P
−k/s
0 Ij,l[0,1),γ(P,P0) ≪

∫ 1

0
|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(γα, P,R)|s−j−l|fs(α,P0, R)|l−1dα

≪
( ∫ 1

0
|f̃s(α,P,R)|s−1dα

) j
s−1
( ∫ 1

0
|fs(γα, P,R)|s−1dα

) s−j−l
s−1

( ∫ 1

0
|fs(α,P0, R)|s−1dα

) l−1
s−1

.

We then introduce for Y > 1 and ξ ∈ R \ {0} the integral

Iξ(Y ) =

∫ 1

0
|gs(ξα, Y,R)|s−1dα,

and employ (7.10) as above to get

Ij,l[0,1),γ(P,P0) ≪P εP
k/s
0 max

P≍P
Pi,Pr≤P

I1(P )j/(s−1)Iγ(Pi)
(s−j−l)/(s−1)I1(Pr)

(l−1)/(s−1),

whence either Propositions 3.2 or 6.1 depending on the positivity of ∆∗
s−1 combined with a

change of variables then delivers

Ij,l[0,1),γ(P,P0) ≪ P
k/s
0 P ε−

j
s−1

(k/s−δ∗s−1) max
1≤Pi≤P

P
−
(
s−j−1
s−1

)
(k/s−δ∗s−1)

i ≪ P
k/s
0 P ε−

1
s−1

(k/s−δ∗s−1).

�

Equipped with the above lemma we have reached a position from which to estimate in a
straightforward manner the minor arc contribution in (7.5).

Corollary 7.1. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 satisfying ∆∗
s < 0. Then, whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ s one has

∫

k

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(α,P,R)|s−jdα≪ (log P )−ν/15.

Proof. By taking Q = (log P )1/15 we observe that M(Q) ⊂ K, and hence k ⊂ m(Q). We
thus apply Lemma 7.1 for the choices l = 0 and γ = 1 and the previous remark to obtain

∫

k

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(α,P,R)|s−jdα≪ Ij,0
m(Q),1(P,P ) ≪ (log P )−ν/15,
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as desired. �

We shall next shift the reader’s attention to (7.5) for the purpose of computing the major
arc contribution. We recall beforehand the singular series defined in (1.12) and introduce

ck,s(η) =
1

ks
ρ(1/η)sΓ(1/s)s. (7.12)

Proposition 7.1. Let s ≥ 4k + 1. Then one has whenever n ∈ N and N ≤ n ≤ 2N that
s∑

j=1

(−1)j+1

(
s

j

)∫

K

f̃s(α,P,R)
jfs(α,P,R)

s−je(−αn)dα = ck,s(η)S(n) +O((log n)−1/16).

(7.13)
Consequently, if ∆∗

s is an admissible exponent for minor arcs with ∆∗
s < 0 and the inequality

P η exp(−η
k (log P )

1/2) ≤ R ≤ P η holds one has

rs,k(n,R) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O
(
(log n)−ν/15

)
. (7.14)

Proof. We fixQ = (logP )1/8, recall (4.2), (4.3) and consider when 1 ≤ j ≤ s for convenience

J̃j(n,Q) =

∫ QP−k

−QP−k

w̃s(β)
jws(β)

s−je(−βn)dβ

and

S(n,Q) =

Q∑

q=1

q∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

(
q−1S(q, a)

)s
e(−an/q).

Then, upon recalling (7.2) and observing that meas(K) ≪ Q3P−k it transpires that an
application of Lemma 4.3 delivers
∫

K

f̃s(α,P,R)
jfs(α,P,R)

s−je(−αn)dα = ρ(1/η)sS(n,Q)J̃j(n,Q) +O((log n)−1/8). (7.15)

It further seems worth denoting

J̃j(n) =

∫ 1/2

−1/2
w̃s(β)

jws(β)
s−je(−βn)dβ,

and observing that the application of Lemma 4.1 permits one to deduce that

J̃j(n)− J̃j(n,Q) ≪
∫ 1

QP−k

|w̃s(β)|j |ws(β)|s−jdβ ≪ P k
∫ 1

QP−k

(1 + P k|β|)−2+ 1
s dβ ≪ Q−1+ 1

s .

In order to compute J̃j(n) we merely utilise orthogonality to observe that

J̃j(n) = k−s
∑

1≤m1,...,ms≤n
m1+...+ms=n
m1,...,mj>P k−

(m1 · · ·ms)
1/s−1,

and note that an inclusion-exclusion argument combined with the previous equation yields
s∑

j=1

(−1)j+1

(
s

j

)
J̃j(n) = k−s

∑

1≤m1,...,ms≤n
m1+...+ms=n
max
i≤s

(mi)>P k−

(m1 · · ·ms)
1/s−1 = J̃(n),
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where we wrote

J̃(n) = k−s
∑

1≤m1,...,ms≤n
m1+...+ms=n

(m1 · · ·ms)
1/s−1

and used the fact that the condition on max
i≤s

(mi) is redundant. We draw the reader’s

attention to [23, Theorem 2.3] and observe that using the notation therein and setting k to

be s on that context one has (s/k)sJ(n) = J̃(n), whence the application of such a theorem
would yield

J̃(n) =
( s
k

)s
Γ
(
1 +

1

s

)s
+O(n−1/s) = k−sΓ

(1
s

)s
+O(n−1/s). (7.16)

The singular series is handled routinarily by invoking the estimate S(q, a) ≪ q1−1/k+ε in
[23, Theorem 4.2] to get whenever s ≥ 4k + 1 the bound S(n) ≪ 1 and the approximation

S(n,Q) = S(n) +O(Q−2−1/k). (7.17)

Then combining (7.15), (7.16) and (7.17) and the previous observations one derives (7.13).
In order to prove the second statement of the proposition we recall (7.4) and observe that

rs,k(n,R) =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,R)

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,R)
max
i≤s

(xi)>P−

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s, (7.18)

whence by an inclusion-exclusion argument it follows that

rs,k(n,R) =
s∑

j=1

(−1)j+1

(
s

j

)
rj(n,R). (7.19)

One then gets by (7.3), (7.5) and the preceding equation that

rs,k(n,R) =
s∑

j=1

(−1)j+1

(
s

j

)∫

K

f̃s(α,P,R)
jfs(α,P,R)

s−je(−αn)dα

+O
( s∑

j=1

∫

k

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(α,P,R)|s−jdα
)
.

whence (7.13) in conjunction with Corollary 7.1 delivers (7.14), as desired. �

We shall conclude our analysis in this section by showing that the analogous counting
function with one of the underlying variables being significantly smaller is negligible. To
such an end it seems convenient defining for any function ϕ(x) of uniform growth

rϕs,k(n,R) =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,R)

min
i≤s

(xi)>(nϕ(n)−1)1/k

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s. (7.20)

Proposition 7.2. Let s ≥ 4k+1 and assume that ∆∗
s is an admissible exponent for minor

arcs with ∆∗
s < 0 and ϕ as above. Suppose that P η exp(−η

k (log P )
1/2) ≤ R ≤ P η. Then for

every natural number N ≤ n ≤ 2N one has

rϕs,k(n,R) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O
(
(log n)−ν/15 + ϕ(n)−ν/4s

)
.
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Proof. We begin by observing upon recalling (7.18) that

rs,k(n,R)− rϕs,k(n,R) =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,R)

min
i≤s

(xi)≤(nϕ(n)−1)1/k

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s. (7.21)

Then by setting P0 = n1/kϕ(n)−1/k it transpires by orthogonality that

rs,k(n,R)− rϕs,k(n,R) ≤ s2
∫ 1

0
f̃s(α,P,R)fs(α,P,R)

s−2fs(α,P0, R)e(−αn)dα. (7.22)

We distinguish as is customary into major and minor arc contribution for the preceding in-
tegral and note that the latter one is amenable to the methods of Lemma 7.1. Consequently,
the right side of the above equation equals

s2
∫

M(ϕ(n)1/4s)
f̃s(α,P,R)fs(α,P,R)

s−2fs(α,P0, R)e(−αn)dα

+O

(∫

m(ϕ(n)1/4s)
|f̃s(α,P,R)||fs(α,P,R)|s−2|fs(α,P0, R)|dα

)

=s2
∫

M(ϕ(n)1/4s)
f̃s(α,P,R)fs(α,P,R)

s−2fs(α,P0, R)e(−αn)dα +O
(
I1,1
m(ϕ(n)1/4s),1

(P,P0)
)
,

whence the application of the aforementioned lemma yields the bound

|rs,k(n,R)− rϕs,k(n,R)| ≪
∫

M(ϕ(n)
1
4s )

|f̃s(α,P,R)fs(α,P,R)s−2fs(α,P0, R)|dα + ϕ(n)−
ν
4s .

(7.23)

We next note that meas(M(ϕ(n)1/4s)) ≪ ϕ(n)1/2sP−k, whence by the trivial bounds

fs(α,P0, R) ≪ P
k/s
0 ≪ P k/sϕ(n)−1/s, max

(
f̃s(α,P,R), fs(α,P,R)

)
≪ P k/s

it follows that
∫

M(ϕ(n)1/4s)
|f̃s(α,P,R)fs(α,P,R)s−2fs(α,P0, R)|dα ≪ ϕ(n)1/2sϕ(n)−1/s = ϕ(n)−1/2s.

(7.24)
Combining the previous estimate with (7.23) delivers

|rs,k(n,R)− rϕs,k(n,R)| ≪ ϕ(n)−ν/4s, (7.25)

which in conjunction with Proposition 7.1 yields the desired result. �

We have then prepared the ground to obtain an asymptotic evaluation of a suitable
version of the preceding counting functions that shall play a crucial role, namely

rϕs,k,η(n) =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(xi,x
η
i )

min
i≤s

(xi)>(nϕ(n)−1)1/k

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s. (7.26)
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Corollary 7.2. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and assume that ∆∗
s is an admissible exponent for minor

arcs with ∆∗
s < 0. Let ϕ be a function of uniform growth satisfying 2ϕ(x) ≤ exp((log x)1/2).

Then for sufficiently small η > 0 and each natural number N ≤ n ≤ 2N one has

rϕs,k,η(n) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O
(
(log n)−ν/15 + ϕ(n)−ν/4s

)
.

Proof. We first observe that one trivially has

rϕs,k,η(n) ≤
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,P η)

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s = rs,k(n, P
η),

where we employed the fact that xi ≤ n1/k ≤ P for each i ≤ s, whence Proposition 7.1
enables one to deduce

rϕs,k,η(n)− ck,s(η)S(n) ≤ C1(log n)
−ν/15 (7.27)

for some constant C1 > 0. On the other hand, upon recalling (7.20) and the restriction on
ϕ it transpires that

rϕs,k,η(n) ≥
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,(nϕ(n)−1)η/k)

min
i≤s

(xi)>(nϕ(n)−1)1/k

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s ≥ rϕs,k
(
n, P η exp

(
− η

k
(log P )1/2

))
.

Therefore, the application of Proposition 7.2 permits one to get

rϕs,k,η(n)− ck,s(η)S(n) ≥ −C2

(
(log n)−ν/15 + ϕ(n)−ν/4s

)
(7.28)

for some constant C2 > 0. The corollary follows by combining both (7.27) and (7.28). �

8. Unrepresentation evaluations

We shall explore in the present section the validity of the preceding asymptotic formulae
if the condition ∆∗

s < 0 no longer holds and provide promptly a pointwise minor arc bound,

it being worth writing for each 1 ≤ Q ≤ P k/2 to such an end m(Q,P ) = [0, 1) \M(Q,P ).

Proposition 8.1. Let k ≥ 6 and s > k, and define the positive number σ(k) by

σ(k)−1 = k(log k + 8.02113).

Then, there is some η = η(k) > 0 with the property that uniformly in 2 ≤ R ≤ P η one has

sup
α∈m(P,P/2)

|gs(α,P,R)| ≪ P k/s−σ(k)+ε

and for which for every σ0 < σ(k) with s < kσ−1
0 then

sup
α∈m(P 1+σ0s,P )

|fs(α,P,R)| ≪ P k/s−σ0 .

Proof. We recall (1.22) and employ [3, Theorem 1.1] to deduce the estimate

sup
α∈m(P,P )

|f(α,P,R)| ≪ P 1−σ(k)+ε. (8.1)
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Having been furnished with the above bound we apply summation by parts in the same
manner as in Section 5 in conjunction with the latter to get for α ∈ m(P,P/2) the estimate

gs(α,P,R) ≪P k/s−σ(k)+ε +

∫ P

P/2
y−2+k/s

∣∣∣
∑

x∈A(y,R)\A(P/2,R)

e(αxk)
∣∣∣dy

≪P k/s−σ(k)+ε +

∫ P

P/2
y−1+k/s−σ(k)+εdy ≪ P k/s−σ(k)+ε. (8.2)

The reader may note that whenever P/2 ≤ y ≤ P then m(P,P/2) ⊂ m(y, y), the application
of (8.1) being thereby legitimate.

In order to obtain the second estimate we instead split the corresponding sum, namely

fs(α,P,R) =
∑

x∈A(P 1−sσ0/k,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk) +
∑

x∈A(P,R)\A(P 1−sσ0/k,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk)

≪ P k/s−σ0 +
∣∣∣

∑

x∈A(P,R)\A(P 1−sσ0/k,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk)
∣∣∣, (8.3)

the first summand having been bounded trivially. In order to treat the second one we
observe that whenever P 1−sσ0/k ≤ y ≤ P one has M(y, y) ⊂ M(P sσ0+1, P ), and hence

m(P sσ0+1, P ) ⊂ m(y, y). (8.4)

Integration by parts then yields
∑

x∈A(P,R)\A(P 1−sσ0/k,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk) ≪ P−1+k/s(|f(α,P,R)| + |f(α,P 1−sσ0/k, R)|)

+

∫ P

P 1−sσ0/k
y−2+k/s

∣∣∣
∑

x∈A(y,R)

e(αxk)
∣∣∣dy + P 1−sσ0/k

∫ P

P 1−sσ0/k
y−2+k/sdy.

Consequently, inserting (8.1) in the preceding estimate and employing the remark leading
to (8.4) entails

∑

x∈A(P,R)\A(P 1−sσ0/k,R)

x−1+k/se(αxk) ≪ P k/s−σ0 +

∫ P

P 1−sσ0/k
y−1+k/s−σ0dy ≪ P k/s−σ0 ,

such a conclusion in conjuntion with (8.3) thereby delivering the desired result. �

Equipped with the preceding bounds we shall proceed to provide a crude approach for
delivering a power saving over the trivial bound of the exceptional set appertaining to (7.3).
To such an end we introduce as is customary for a set B ⊂ [0, 1), integers 1 ≤ j ≤ s and
0 ≤ l ≤ s− j, some large parameter N > 0, a natural number n ∈ [N, 2N ] and 1 ≤ P0 ≤ P
the auxiliary Fourier coefficient

Ij,l
B,P0

(n) =

∫

B

f̃s(α,P,R)
jfs(α,P,R)

s−j−lfs(α,P0, R)
le(−αn)dα, (8.5)

wherein it seems worth recalling (7.1) and (7.6).

Lemma 8.1. Let s ≥ 2k + 1 with the property that ∆∗
2s < 0 is an admissible exponent

for minor arcs. Let 0 < θ ≤ k/2 and j as above. Then, for all but O(N1−νθ/2sk) integers
n ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

Ij,l
m(P θ,P ),P0

(n) ≪ N−νθ/6sk.
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Proof. A routinary application of Bessel’s inequality in conjunction with Holder’s inequality
permits one to obtain

∑

n∈[N,2N ]

|Ij,l
m(P θ,P ),P0

(n)|2 ≪
∫

m

|f̃s(α,P,R)|2j |fs(α,P,R)|2(s−j−l)|fs(α,P0, R)|2ldα

≪
(∫

m

|f̃s(α,P,R)|2sdα
)j/s(∫

m

|fs(α,P,R)|2sdα
)1−(j+l)/s(∫

m

|fs(α,P0, R)|2s
)l/s

, (8.6)

wherein we wrote m = m(P θ, P ) for the sake of concission. We insert the decompositions
(7.10) in the previous estimate and apply Holder’s inequality to deduce that the right side
of the above equation is bounded above by a constant times

(log P )2s−2 max
P1≤P

(∫ 1

0
|gs(α,P1, R)|2sdα

)1−j/s
max
P2≍P

( ∫

m

|gs(α,P2, R)|2sdα
)j/s

.

Consequently, in virtue of the negativity of ∆∗
2s one may employ Proposition 6.1 to bound

both integrals in the preceding line and thus derive

∑

n∈[N,2N ]

|Ij,l
m(P θ,P ),P0

(n)|2 ≪ (log P )2s−2P k(s−j)/s max
P2≍P

( ∫

m

|gs(α,P2, R)|2sdα
)j/s

≪ P k−θν/s+ε ≪ N1−θν/sk+ε.

The lemma then follows by a simple pidgeonhole argument. �

We shall next refine the above analysis for large enough k to the end of obtaining a
sharper estimate for the exceptional set.

Lemma 8.2. Let k ∈ N be large enough, let s ≥ 2k + 1 and any σ0(k) with σ0(k) < σ(k)
and σ0(k)

−1 = k
(
log k+O(1)

)
with the property that there exists some s0 for which ∆∗

s0 < 0

is an admissible exponent for minor arcs and 2s− s0 ≥ r0(k) with r0(k) = k
(
log k+O(1)

)
.

Let 1 ≤ j ≤ s and 0 ≤ l ≤ min(s − j, 1). Then, there is some νk such that

νk = 1/k +O
( 1

k log k

)
(8.7)

for which for all but O(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] and 1 ≤ P0 ≤ P one has

Ij,l
m(P 1+sσ0(k),P ),P0

(n) ≪ N−δk

for some constant δk > 0.

Proof. The starting point of our discussion shall be the application of Bessel’s and Holder’s
inequality to obtain an analogous estimate to that in (8.6) for the choice m = m(P 1+sσ0(k), P ).
We employ the decomposition (7.10) for fs(α,P0, R) and insert the last bound in Proposi-
tion 6.1 on the corresponding integral pertaining the latter upon noting ∆∗

2s < 0 to derive

∑

n∈[N,2N ]

|Ij,l
m,P0

(n)|2 ≪ P lk/s+ε
(∫

m

|fs(α,P,R)|2sdα
)1−(j+l)/s( ∫

m

|f̃s(α,P,R)|2sdα
)j/s

.

We deem it appropiate to analyse the integral in the right side and note that employing
the decomposition (7.10) for f̃s(α,P,R) then Propositions 6.1 and 8.1 yield
∫

m

|hs(α,P,R)|2sdα≪
(
sup
α∈m

|hs(α,P,R)|
)2s−s0 ∫

m

|hs(α,P,R)|s0dα≪ P k−(2s−s0)σ0(k)+ε,
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where h = f, f̃ , the combination of the previous equations enabling one to derive that
∑

n∈[N,2N ]

|Ij,l
m,P0

(n)|2 ≪ P k−(2s−s0)σ0(k)(1−l/s)+ε.

The bounds appertaining to s0 and σ0(k) in the statement of the lemma entail the bound

(2s − s0)σ0(k)(1− 1/s) ≥ ν ′k, with ν ′k = 1 +O
( 1

log k

)

for sufficiently large k. The lemma then follows by a routinary pidgeonhole argument. �

In order to proceed in the proof it seems desirable to recall (7.7) to the end of delivering
some major arc estimates for intermediate ranges.

Lemma 8.3. Let s ≥ 4k + 2, let 0 < θ ≤ min
(
k2/(3s), 2s

2+8k2−2ks
s(s+24)

)
and let l, j be as in

Lemma 8.2. Then, whenever 1 ≤ Q < P θ and 1 ≤ P0 ≤ P one has

Ij,l
M(P θ)\M(Q),1

(P,P0) ≪ Q−1/8s. (8.8)

Proof. We allude to Lemma 5.1 and (7.10) and note that whenever α ∈ M(P θ) then there
exist a ∈ Z, q ∈ N with (a, q) = 1 and q ≤ P θ for which |qα− a| ≤ P θ−k and

f̃s(α,P,R) ≪ qε(log P )3
( q−1/2kP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/2 + P k/s−1/4+θ/8+ε
)

≪ qε(log P )3
( q−(2+1/k)/sP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)3/s + P k/s−1/4+θ/8+ε
)
,

wherein we employed the fact that s ≥ 4k + 2, and

fs(α,P,R) ≪ qε(logP )4
( q−1/2kP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/s + P 5k/4s−1/4+θ/8−(k/s)2+ε
)
+ P k/s−(k/s)2 .

The conditions on α stated above in conjunction with the restrictions on s and θ permit
one to observe that

q(2+1/k)/s(1 + P k|α− a/q|)3/s ≪ P 3θ/s ≤ P 1/4−θ/8−k/(4s)+(k/s)2 ≤ P 1/4−θ/8,

and that

q(2+1/k)/s(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/s ≪ q(1+1/k)/sP θ/s ≪ P θ(2+1/k)/s ≤ P 3θ/s

≤ min(P (k/s)2 , P 1/4−θ/8−k/(4s)+(k/s)2),

the last step being a consequence of the previous estimate. The preceding remarks entail

f̃s(α,P,R) ≪ (log P )3
qε−(2+1/k)/sP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)3/s , fs(α,P,R) ≪ (log P )4
qε−(2+1/k)/sP k/s

(1 + P k|α− a/q|)1/s ,

from where it follows upon recalling (6.1), the fact that j ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ l ≤ 1 and the
restriction s ≥ 4k + 2 that whenever α ∈ M(P θ) then

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(α,P,R)|s−l−j ≪ (log P )4s−4lP k−lk/sΥ(α)1+1/s−ε.

Combining the preceding estimate with the conclusion of Lemma 6.1 and the trivial bound
on fs(α,P0, R) permits one to deduce

Ij,l
M(P θ)\M(Q),1

(P,P0) ≪ (log P )4s−4lP k
∫

M(P θ)\M(Q)
|Υ(α)|1+1/s−εdα≪ (log P )4s−4lQε−1/s.

(8.9)
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By the above discussion it transpires that (8.8) would follow provided thatQ ≥ (log P )5s
2
.

If on the contrary Q < (log P )5s
2
we note that whenever α ∈ M((log P )5s

2
) \M(Q) then

q1/k(1 + P k|β|) ≪ exp(c(log P )1/2),

a consequence of such an estimate combined with the application of Lemma 5.2 and the

proviso 0 ≤ l ≤ 1 being whenever q ≤ (log P )5s
2
that

|f̃s(α,P,R)|j |fs(α,P,R)|s−l−j ≪ P k−kl/sΥ(α)2−2/s−ε.

We write M1 = M(P θ) \M((log P )5s
2
) and M2 = M((log P )5s

2
) \M(Q) for simplicity and

combine (8.9) with the above estimate and Lemma 6.1 to deduce that

Ij,l
M(P θ)\M(Q),1

(P,P0) ≪Ij,l
M1,1

(P,P0) + Ij,l
M2,1

(P,P0)

≪(log P )ε−s + P k
∫

M2

|Υ(α)|2−2/s−εdα≪ Qε−1/5s,

which yields the desired result. �

Having been furnished with the preceding estimates we employ upon recalling (7.6) some
of the major arc analysis in Section 7 to derive for almost all integers an asymptotic eval-
uation of the weighted counting function rs,k(n,R) defined in (7.3).

Proposition 8.2. Let s ≥ 4k+2 with ∆∗
2s < 0 being an admissible exponent for minor arcs

and let 0 < θ ≤ min
(
k2/(3s), 2s

2+8k2−2ks
s(s+24)

)
. Suppose that P η exp(−η

k (logP )
1/2) ≤ R ≤ P η.

Then, for all but O(N1−θν/2sk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

rs,k(n,R) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O
(
(log n)−ν

)
. (8.10)

If moreover k, s satisfy the conditions in Lemma 8.2 and s = k(log k + O(1)) then (8.10)
holds for all but O(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ], where νk satisfies (8.7).

Proof. We begin by setting P0 = P , recalling the definitions (7.2), (7.3) and (8.5) and
noting that for each 1 ≤ j ≤ s then

rj(n,R) = Ij,0
m(P θ,P ),P

(n) + Ij,0
M(P θ,P )\K,P

(n) + Ij,0
K,P (n). (8.11)

We shall first focus our attention on the second summand, it being pertinent noting that
whenever Q = (log P )1/8 then M(Q) ⊂ K, and hence

M(P θ, P ) \ K ⊂ M(P θ, P ) \M(Q).

It stems from the above inclusion, the triangle inequality and Lemma 8.3 that

Ij,0
M(P θ,P )\K,P

(n) ≪ Ij,0
M(P θ)\M(Q),1

(P,P ) ≪ (log n)−1/64s. (8.12)

We next observe that equation (7.13) yields
s∑

j=1

(−1)j+1

(
s

j

)
Ij,0
K,P (n) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O((log n)−1/16). (8.13)

We complete the proof by estimating Ij,0
m(P θ,P ),P

(n) via Lemma 8.1 in the first instance

described at the statement of the proposition and combine such a conclusion with the
preceding lines and (8.11) to get for all but O(N1−θν/2sk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] the equation

s∑

j=1

(−1)j+1

(
s

j

)
rj(n,R) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O((log n)−ν).
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The desired result follows by the above line in conjunction with the computation leading
to (7.19).

If instead k is sufficiently large and k, s satisfy the conditions described in the second
part of the statement then we take σ0(k)

−1 = k(log k+C0) for a sufficiently large constant
C0, note that σ0(k) < σ(k) and hence there is some sufficiently large C ′

0 > 0 for which

1 + σ0(k)s = 2− C ′
0

log k
≤ min

(
k2/(3s),

2s+ 8k2/s − 2k

s+ 24

)
.

We thus set θ = 1+σ0(k)s and observe that by the preceding line we may apply Lemma 8.3
to obtain (8.12) for the above choice of θ. Consequently, combining the preceding conclusion
and Lemma 8.2 one may obtain by (8.11) and (8.12) the equation

rj(n,R) = Ij,0
K,P (n) +O((log n)−1/64s)

for all but O(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ], which in conjunction with (7.19) and (8.13)
enables one to deduce mutatis mutandis (8.10) under the aforementioned conditions.

�

We shall next deduce upon recalling (7.20) the analogue of Proposition 7.2.

Proposition 8.3. Let s ≥ 4k + 2, assume that ∆∗
2s is an admissible exponent for minor

arcs with ∆∗
2s < 0, ϕ is a function of uniform growth and θ is as in Proposition 8.2. Let

P η exp(−η
k (log P )

1/2) ≤ R ≤ P η. Then, for all but O(N1−θν/2sk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] one
has

rϕs,k(n,R) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O
(
(log n)−ν + ϕ(n)−1/32s2

)
. (8.14)

If moreover k, s satisfy the conditions in the second part of Proposition 8.2 then (8.14) holds
for all but O(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ].

Proof. We begin by recalling (7.22) and noting that the integral therein in this context is
expressible as a sum of integrals that are tractable by the previous lemmata, namely,

|rs,k(n,R)− rϕs,k(n,R)| ≪
∣∣I1,1

m(P θ),P0
(n) + I1,1

M(P θ)\M(Q),P0
(n) + I1,1

M(Q),P0
(n)
∣∣, (8.15)

where we set Q = ϕ(n)1/4s and P0 = Pϕ(n)−1/k. We first observe that

meas(M(ϕ(n)1/4s)) ≤ ϕ(n)1/2sP−k,

whence the arguments that lead to (7.24) entail I1,1
M(Q),P0

(n) = O(ϕ(n)−1/2s). Moreover, the

triangle inequality in conjunction with Lemma 8.3 permits one to deduce that

I1,1
M(P θ)\M(Q),P0

(n) ≪ I1,1
M(P θ)\M(Q),1

(P,P0) ≪ ϕ(n)−1/32s2 .

We complete the discussion by employing Lemma 8.1 whenever ∆∗
2s < 0 to get

I1,1
m(P θ),P0

(n) ≪ N−νθ/6sk

for all but O(N1−νθ/2sk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ]. If moreover k, s satisfy the conditions in the
second part of Proposition 8.2 then upon setting θ = 1 + σ0(k)s, Lemma 8.2 yields

I1,1
m(P θ,P ),P0

(n) ≪ N−δk

for all butO(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ]. Consequently, the preceding discussion combined
with equation (8.15) permits one to deduce that under both circumstances

|rs,k(n,R)− rϕs,k(n,R)| ≪ ϕ(n)−1/32s2
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holds for all but O(N1−νθ/2sk) and all but O(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] respectively, such
an estimate in conjunction with Proposition 8.2 delivering the desired result. �

Corollary 8.1. Let k, s, ϕ, θ be as in Proposition 8.3 with ϕ satisfying 2ϕ(x) ≤ exp((log x)1/2).

Then, for all but O(N1−θν/2sk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

rϕs,k,η(n) = ck,s(η)S(n) +O
(
(log n)−ν/15 + ϕ(n)−ν/4s

)
. (8.16)

If moreover k, s satisfy the conditions in the second part of Proposition 8.2 then (8.16) holds
for all but O(N1−νk) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ].

Proof. The desired result follows by employing the argument of Corollary 7.2 replacing the
use of Propositions 7.1 and 7.2 therein by their counterparts Propositions 8.2 and 8.3. �

9. Almost all estimates for families of weighted representation functions

As foreshadow in the introduction, it is the analysis which we shall perform in the
upcoming section which ultimately impairs the restriction on the number of variables in
Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. It is then opportune to introduce for fixed d ∈ N, fixed vector
a = (a1, . . . , as−d) ∈ [1, s]s−d and every natural number m ∈ [N, 2N ] the Fourier coefficient

Fd,a(m) =

∫ 1

0
f̃s(a1α,P,R)

s−d∏

j=2

fs(ajα,P,R)e(−αm)dα, (9.1)

wherein we take P as in (7.1). It is convenient to recall (1.4) and fix any positive real
number D = D(k) ≥ 1 which shall be determined later satisfying the bound

τ(k) ≥ (Dk)−1, (9.2)

such a number being permitted to depend on k. We also introduce for s ≥ 2, any d ∈ N

and some fixed constant c > 0 which shall be determined in due course the parameter

Td(k) =
s3d

2ck3
, (9.3)

and for every positive integer T0 ≤ Td(k) the constants

sT0 = 2
⌊s− d− T0

2

⌋
and ck =

39d

40

(
1− (d+ 1)s

k2
− d

k

) s
2s
D + dk

. (9.4)

Proposition 9.1. Let k ≥ 100 and max(15/2,
√
D/2)k ≤ s ≤ Dk2. Let d ∈ N with

d ≤ s
Dk + k

4s and a ∈ [1, s]s−d. Assume that there is some natural number s0 > s with the
property that there is an admissible exponent for minor arcs ∆∗

s0 < 0, that Td(k) ≤ 3k/4
for the choice c = ck, that 2(s − d − k) > s0 with s0 − 1 − k ≤ s < s0 and that D ≤ 4ck.
Suppose that for every T0 ≤ Td(k) then ∆sT0

is an admissible exponent satisfying

0 ≤ ∆sT0
≤ 1

D

(
1 +

T0 + d+ 1

k
+
(T0 + d+ 1

k

)2)
. (9.5)

Then for all but O(N1−d/k−d/240s) integers m ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

Fd,a(m) ≪ m−k/4s3 (9.6)

and, whenever in addition s ≍ k log k and c = k7/s8 the same conclusion holds for suffi-

ciently large k for all but O(N1−d/k−dζk) integers m ∈ [N, 2N ] with

ζk =
1

s

(
1 +O

( 1

log k

))
. (9.7)
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If instead for sufficiently large k one has s0 − k
(
1 + k/s

)
≤ s ≍ k log k and d ≤ s2k6−s7

Dk7(s−k)

with 2(s − d− k) > s0 and s0 as above and

0 ≤ ∆sT0
≤ 1

D

(
1 +

k

s
+

2k2

3s2

)
(9.8)

for the choice c = k7/s8 then for all but O(N1−d/k−dγk ) integers m ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

Fd,a(m) ≪ m−d/k2 , (9.9)

wherein

γk =
1

s

((k
s

)2
+O

( log k
k

))
. (9.10)

Proof. In order to derive the best possible estimates for the exceptional set it is appropiate
to consider the dyadic dissection underlying (7.10), making a distinction between the cor-
responding sizes of the underlying variables being a desideratum to the end of applying the
pertinent approach accordingly. To put it more succinctly, we recall (7.1), denote for each
j ∈ N the parameter Pj = 2−jP and introduce for each integer 0 ≤ T0 ≤ s− d the sets

JT0(P ) =
{
j ∈

[
0,
⌊ log P
log 2

⌋]s−d
: Pjl ≥ P 1−c(k

s
)2 , l > T0; Pjl ≤ P 1−c(k

s
)2 , 0 ≤ l ≤ T0

}
,

where c is the aforementioned constant and we wrote Pj0 = 1. We then consider for each
j ∈ JT0(P ) and each subset B ⊂ [0, 1) the Fourier coefficient

Ij(m,B) =

∫

B

s−d∏

l=1

gs(alα,Pjl , R)e(−αm)dα,

wherein we dropped the dependence on a for brevity, employ the dissection (7.10) and
decompose the integral at hand into

Fd,a(m) ≪ B(m) + C(m), (9.11)

wherein we wrote

B(m) =
∑

T0≤Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∣∣Ij(m, [0, 1))
∣∣, C(m) =

∑

T0>Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∣∣Ij(m, [0, 1))
∣∣. (9.12)

We shall examine first B(m), it being desirable making a distinction between major and
minor arcs suitably chosen, namely

B(m) = B1(m) +B2(m),

where

B1(m) =
∑

T0≤Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∣∣Ij
(
m,m

(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V (T0)k/s), P 1−c(k/s)2)
)∣∣

and

B2(m) =
∑

T0≤Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∣∣Ij
(
m,M

(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V (T0)k/s), P 1−c(k/s)2)
)∣∣

and V (T0) is some parameter satisfying

V (T0) <
s

k
(9.13)

which shall be made explicit later on. We shall assume that c < (s/k)2, such an inequality
being shown later in the argument, focus our attention on the minor arc contribution first
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and write for the sake of brevity V in lieu of V (T0). A routinary application of Bessel’s
and Holder’s inequality permits one to obtain

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|B1(m)|2 ≪ (log P )s−d
∑

T0≤Td(k)
j∈JT0 (P )

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

∣∣Ij
(
m,m

(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k/s), P 1−c(k/s)2)
)∣∣2

≪ (log P )s−d
∑

T0≤Td(k)
j∈JT0 (P )

∫

m

(
P
k2Dd
2s (1−V k/s),P 1−c(k/s)2

)
s−d∏

l=1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|2dα. (9.14)

We then insert the trivial bound

gs(alα,Pjl , R) ≪ P
k/s
jl

(9.15)

on the factors in the above line with l ≤ T0 for the purpose of estimating the integral therein
by a constant times

∑

T0≤Td(k)

∑

jT0+1,...,js−d≤
logP
log 2

Pjl≥P
1− ck

2

s2

(P 1− ck2

s2 )
2kT0
s

∫

m

(
P
k2Dd
2s (1−V k/s),P

1− ck
2

s2
)

s−d∏

l=T0+1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|2dα.

(9.16)

We pause the exposition and find it desirable to note as in previous occasions that in

view of the inequality P 1−c(k/s)2 ≤ Pjl ≤ P for each l > T0 then

M
(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−k/s), Pjl
)
⊂ M

(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−k/s), P 1−c(k/s)2
)
,

and hence

m
(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−k/s), P 1−c(k/s)2
)
⊂ m

(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−k/s), Pjl
)
. (9.17)

It may also be opportune to assume first for each T0 that

d <
s2 − ck2

Dk(s− V k)
(9.18)

and emphasize that whenever l ≥ T0 then in light of the above restriction it transpires that

P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k/s)
jl

≤ P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k/s) ≤ P
k2Dd(s−V k)

2(s2−ck2)

jl
≤ P

k/2
jl

. (9.19)

We further note for prompt convenience that by hypothesis one has

2(s− d− T0) ≥ 2(s− d− Td(k)) ≥ 2(s − d− k) > s0 > s. (9.20)

We also draw the reader’s attention back to (3.2) to note in view of the provisos s ≤ Dk2

and (9.2) and the preceding conclusion that then

∆∗
2(s−d−T0)

≤ ∆∗
s0 −

(
2(s − d− T0)− s0)τ(k) < −

(
2(s − d− T0)− s0)τ(k). (9.21)

In view of equations (9.17), (9.19) and (9.21) we have reached a position from which to apply

Proposition 3.2 to the integral in (9.16). We thus denote m0 = m
(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k
s

), P 1−c(k
s
)2
)
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for simplicity and get

∫

m0

s−d∏

l=T0+1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|2dα≪ max
l≥T0

∫

m

(
P
k2Dd
2s (1−V k

s ),Pjl

)|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|2(s−d−T0)dα

≪ max
l≥T0

P
2(s−d−T0)k/s−k
jl

P− dDk
s

(1−V k
s
)τ(k)(2(s−d−T0)−s0)+ε

≪ P 2(s−d−T0)k/s−k−
dDk
s

(1−V k
s
)τ(k)(2(s−d−T0)−s0)+ε,

the last step being a consequence of (9.20). We employ (9.2) and insert the preceding
estimate in (9.14) and (9.16) to deduce that

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|B1(m)|2 ≪
∑

T0≤Td(k)

P k−2kd/s+ε− d
s
(1−V k/s)(2(s−d)−s0)+T0

(
2d
s
(1−V k/s)−2ck3/s3

)
.

(9.22)

We next examine the exponent α(T0) in the above equation, the assumption s0−k−1 ≤ s
permitting one to observe upon denoting

α(T0) = k − 2kd/s − d

s

(
1− V k/s

)
(2(s − d)− s0) + T0

(2d
s
(1− V k/s)− 2ck3/s3

)
(9.23)

that

α(T0) ≤ k − 2kd/s − d
(
1− V k/s

)
(1− 2d/s − k/s − 1/s) + T0

(2d
s
(1− V k/s)− 2ck3/s3

)

≤ k − d+
kβk(T0)

s
, (9.24)

wherein

βk(T0) = −d+ dV
(
1− k

s

)
+
d(2d + 1)

k
+

2T0d

k
− 2ck2T0

s2
.

We first assume the conditions described in the first part of the statement and introduce
in the context underlying these and for each T0 ≤ Td(k) the parameter

V (T0) =
(d+ 1 + T0)s

k2
+ c
( 2

Dd
+
k

s

)
. (9.25)

We also allude to (9.4) and set c = ck, it being worth noting in view of the trivial bound

ck <
1

2
Dd +

k
s

< Dd/2 (9.26)

and the restrictions on d and s that

ck <
s

2k
+
Dk

8s
≤ 1

2

( s
k

)2
+
D

8
≤
( s
k

)2
.

As a prelude to the discussion we verify first the condition (9.13) by employing beforehand
the constraint Td(k) ≤ 3k/4 in conjunction with (9.26) to the end of deducing the relation

s3d ≤ 3

2
k4c ≤ 3Ddk4

4
, (9.27)

from where it follows by the bound s ≥ 15k/2 that

s2

Dk
≤ 3k3

4s
≤ k2

10
. (9.28)
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We then utilise the aforementioned collection of ingredients in conjunction with the bound
k ≥ 100 and s ≥ 15k/2 to derive the estimate

(d+ 1 + T0)s + ck2
( 2

dD
+
k

s

)
≤ s2

Dk
+
k

4
+

304sk

400
+ k2 ≤ s2

Dk
+

304sk

400
+

401k2

400

≤ 441k2

400
+

304sk

400
≤
( 147

1000
+

304

400

)
sk < sk,

where in the first step we used the bound T0 ≤ 3k/4, that pertaining to d in the statement
and the first estimate in (9.26), and on the third step we employed (9.28). The condition
(9.13) then follows upon recalling (9.25), as desired.

In order to proceed in the proof we insert (9.25) into the line defining βk(T0) to obtain

βk(T0) ≤ T0

(ds
k2

− 2k2c

s2
+
d

k

)
+
d(d+ 1)s

k2
+
d2

k
− d+

2c

D
+
cdk

s
.

It is then worth noting that the aforementioned choice for c delivers the identity

d(d+ 1)s

k2
+
d2

k
− d+

2c

D
+
cdk

s
= − d

40

(
1− (d+ 1)s

k2
− d

k

)
.

We also remark that (9.27) in conjunction with the condition s ≥ 15k/2 delivers

s2d

2k3

( s
k
+ 1
)
≤ 2s3d

3k4
≤ c.

The above inequality then implies

ds

k2
− 2k2c

s2
+
d

k
≤ 0.

Therefore, by inserting the preceding estimates into (9.24), and noting that the condition
D ≤ 4ck entails

1

39

(1
2
+
Ddk

4s

)
≤ d

40

(
1− (d+ 1)s

k2
− d

k

)

we obtain

α(T0) ≤ k − d− k/78s − Ddk2

156s2
.

We thereby combine the above lines with (9.22) to get
∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|B1(m)|2 ≪ P k−d−k/78s. (9.29)

We conclude the analysis pertaining to the first instance described at the statement of
the proposition by recalling that the above discussion is correct subject to the validity of
(9.18), deducing that the upper bound therein is superior to that in the statement of the

proposition being a desideratum. Indeed, by noting in view of the fact that s ≥
√
Dk/2

and the restriction on d, these in turn entailing d ≤ s
kD + k

4s ≤ 2s
kD , that the choice in

(9.25) combined with the above bound yields V ≥ 2ck
s , one gets when applying the latter

in conjunction with the assumption D ≤ 4ck that

s2 − ck2

Dk(s − V k)
=

s

Dk
+

sV − ck

D(s− V k)
≥ s

Dk
+
ck

Ds
≥ s

Dk
+

k

4s
. (9.30)
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When k is sufficiently large and satisfies s0 − (k + k2/s) ≤ s ≍ k log k then by making
recourse to (9.23) one would have the estimate

α(T0) ≤ k − 2kd/s − d
(
1− V k/s

)
(1− 2d/s − k/s− k2/s2) + T0

(2d
s
(1− V k/s)− 2ck3/s3

)

≤ k − d+
k

s

(
− d+ dV

(
1− k

s
− k2

s2

)
+
dk

s
+

2d2

k
+

2T0d

k
− 2ck2T0

s2

)
. (9.31)

Consequently, taking instead V = Dk/2s and c = s7/k8 one would have T0 ≤ Td(k) =
O
(
k(log k)−3

)
and hence

α(T0) ≤ k − d− dk

s

(
1 + E(d, k)

)

with E(d, k) being a function satisfying E(d, k) = O
(
(log k)−1

)
. In addition, a similar

argument as in (9.30) in conjunction with the proviso c = O
(
k−1(log k)7

)
would entail

s2 − ck2

Dk(s− V k)
=

s

Dk
+

sV

D(s− V k)
+O

(
k−1(log k)6

)
=

s

Dk
+

k

2(s− V k)
+O

(
k−1(log k)6

)
,

from where it follows for k sufficiently large that

s2 − ck2

Dk(s− V k)
≥ s

Dk
+

k

4s
.

Therefore, by the preceding discussion and (9.7) one gets

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|B1(m)|2 ≪ P k−d−dkζk+ε. (9.32)

In order to obtain the conclusion involving (9.10) we take V = 1 and c = s7/k8. One
then would have whenever k is sufficiently large that

s2k6 − s7

Dk7(s − k)
= O(log k)

and hence d/k = O
(
k−1(log k)

)
and ck2/s2 ≫ k−1(log k)5, an ensuing consequence being

2T0d

k
− 2ck2T0

s2
= 2T0

(d
k
− ck2

s2

)
< 0.

By combining the above with (9.31) then

α(T0) ≤ k − d− dk

s

((k
s

)2
+ E1(k, d)

)
,

where E1(k, d) = O
(
log k
k

)
, whence inserting the above in (9.22) yields

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|B1(m)|2 ≪ P k−d−dkγk+ε. (9.33)

It is opportune to remark that (9.18) for the above choices of V and c is equivalent to that
in the statement of the proposition.
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In order to proceed in the proof we shall provide an estimate for B2(m) of sufficient
robustness for our purposes. We thus start by noting that

|B2(m)| ≪
∑

T0≤Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∫

M

(
P
k2Dd
2s (1−V k

s ),P 1−c(k/s)2
)
s−d∏

l=1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|dα

≪
∑

T0≤Td(k)

(P 1−c(k/s)2)
kT0
s

∑

jT0+1,...,js−d

Pjl≥P
1−c(k/s)2

∫

M

(
P
k2Dd
2s (1−V k

s ),P 1−c(k/s)2
)

s−d∏

l=T0+1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|dα,

(9.34)

where in the last step we inserted the trivial bound (9.15) on the factors with l ≤ T0. We

then observe as is customary that whenever P 1−c(k/s)2 ≤ Pjl ≤ P then one has

M
(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k/s), P 1−c(k/s)2
)
⊂ M

(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k/s)+ck3/s2 , Pjl
)
.

Equipped with the above relation it seems worth denotingM0 = M
(
P
k2Dd
2s

(1−V k/s), P 1−c(k
s
)2),

recalling (9.4) and alluding to both Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 in order to derive

∫

M0

s−d∏

l=T0+1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|dα ≪ max
l≥T0

∫

M

(
P
k2Dd
2s (1−V k/s)+ck3/s2 ,Pjl

)|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|s−d−T0dα

≪ max
l≥T0

P
(s−d−T0)k/s−k
jl

P
dDk
s

(1−V k
s
)∆sT0

+2c∆sT0
k2/s2+ε

≪ P
(d+T0)(

ck3

s3
−k/s)+ dDk

s
(1−V k

s
)∆sT0

+2c∆sT0
k2/s2+ε

,

the latter being employed in view of the inequality ∆sT0
≥ 0 when the corresponding height

of the major arcs exceeds P
k/2
jl

. The reader may find it useful noting that in the second
estimate of the above lines we applied either Proposition 2.1 or Lemma 2.2 accordingly for
the choice t = sT0 and bounded the potential remaining copy of |gs(α,Pjl , R)| via (9.15).

In the last step we employed the fact that P 1−c(k/s)2 ≤ Pjl for every l ≥ T0. Inserting the
preceding estimate into (9.34) permits one to derive for every m ∈ [N, 2N ] the bound

|B2(m)| ≪
∑

T0≤Td(k)

P
−dk/s+ck3d/s3+ dDk

s
(1−V k

s
)∆sT0

+2c∆sT0
k2/s2+ε

. (9.35)

The assumption (9.5) stated above yields the inequality

−dk/s+ cdk3/s3 +
dDk

s

(
1− V k

s

)
∆sT0

+ 2c∆sT0
k2/s2 ≤ −dk/s + cdk3/s3

+
(dk
s

(
1− V k

s

)
+

2ck2

Ds2

)(
1 +

T0 + d+ 1

k
+
(T0 + d+ 1

k

)2)

≤ ck3d

s3
+
k2

s2

(2c
D

− dV
)(

1 +
T0 + d+ 1

k
+
(T0 + d+ 1

k

)2)

+
dT0
s

+
d(d+ 1)

s
+
d(T0 + d+ 1)2

ks
.
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We thus assume first the conditions in the first part of the statement and recall the choices
(9.25) and c = ck to deduce that under such provisos then

−dk/s+ cdk3/s3 +
dDk

s

(
1− V k

s

)
∆sT0

+ 2c∆sT0
k2/s2 ≤ −k

2d2c

s3
,

which combined with (9.35) enables one to deduce that

|B2(m)| ≪ P− k2d2c
s3

+ε, (9.36)

as desired. If moreover s ≍ k log k then by taking V = Dk/2s and c = s7/k8 as above one
would have c ≍ (log k)7/k and T0 + d≪ k/(log k)3, whence

−dk/s+ cdk3/s3 +
dDk

s

(
1− V k

s

)
∆sT0

+ 2c∆sT0
k2/s2 ≤ −k

3dD

2s3

(
1 + E0(k, s)

)

with E0(k, s) ≪ 1/(log k), the preceding estimate thereby delivering for sufficiently large k

the conclusion |B2(m)| ≪ P− k3dD
3s3 .

If one is instead in the situation described at the second part of the statement of the
proposition then upon recalling the choices V = 1 and c = s7/k8 one has by (9.8) and for
sufficiently large k the bound

−dk/s + cdk3/s3 +
dDk

s

(
1− V k

s

)
∆sT0

+ 2c∆sT0
k2/s2 ≤ −dk/s+ cdk3/s3

+
dk

s

(
1− k

s

)(
1 +

k

s
+

2k2

3s2

)
+ 4ck2/s2 ≤ −(1/3 − c)

dk3

s3
+ 4ck2/s2 < −dk

3

4s3
,

where we employed the fact that both dk3

s3
≫ (log k)−3 with c = O

(
(log k)7k−1

)
and

ck2/s2 ≪ k−1(log k)5, which in conjunction with (9.35) permits one to derive

|B2(m)| ≪ P− dk3

4s3 . (9.37)

We conclude the proof by analysing the contribution flowing from C(m), it in turn having
been defined in (9.12). We first apply in a routinary manner as above Bessel’s and Holder’s
inequalities subsequently to obtain

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|C(m)|2 ≪ (logP )s−d
∑

m∈[N,2N ]

∑

T0>Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∣∣Ij(m, [0, 1))
∣∣2

≪ (logP )s−d
∑

T0>Td(k)

∑

j∈JT0 (P )

∫ 1

0

s−d∏

l=1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|2dα.

We utilise (9.15) to estimate trivially the factors in the above line with l ≤ Td(k) and get

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|C(m)|2 ≪ P ε
∑

T0>Td(k)

∑

jT0+1,...,js−d

Pjl≥P
1−c(k/s)2

(P 1−c(k
s
)2)

2kTd(k)

s

∫ 1

0

s−d∏

l=Td(k)+1

|gs(alα,Pjl , R)|2dα

≪ P ε(P 1−c(k/s)2)
2kTd(k)

s max
Pjl≤P

∫ 1

0
|gs(α,Pjl , R)|2(s−Td(k)−d)dα, (9.38)

wherein the last step we employed orthogonality to eliminate the coefficient al. Equipped
with the inequalities in (9.20) and the trivial bound (9.15) one may estimate the integral
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in the preceding equation via Proposition 6.1, namely
∫ 1

0
|gs(α,Pjl , R)|2(s−Td(k)−d)dα≪ (P

k/s
jl

)2(s−Td(k)−d)−s0
∫ 1

0
|gs(α,Pjl , R)|s0dα

≪ P
2(s−Td(k)−d)

k
s
−k

jl
≪ P 2(s−Td(k)−d)

k
s
−k,

where in the last step we utilised the restriction Pjl ≤ P in conjunction with the fact that the
corresponding exponents in the last line are positive, it in turn being a direct consequence
of (9.20). We then recall (9.3) and insert the above estimate in (9.38) to derive

∑

m∈[N,2N ]

|C(m)|2 ≪ P k−d−2dk/s+ε.

We thereby combine the preceding expression with the equations (9.11), (9.29) and (9.36)
to deduce that whenever m ∈ [N, 2N ] then

Fd,a(m) ≪ |B1(m)|+ |C(m)|+N− kd2c
s3

+ε, (9.39)

wherein by a routine pidgeonhole argument one has for all but O(N1−d/k−1/240s) integers

m ∈ [N, 2N ] the bound |B1(m)| ≪ N−1/240s and for all but O(N1−d/k−d/s) integers m ∈
[N, 2N ] the estimate

|C(m)| ≪ N−d/3s.

The proposition in the first instance then follows by the preceding discussion. If instead

s0 − (k + k2/s) ≤ s ≍ k log k then one has by (9.37) that (9.39) holds with N−dk2/4s3

replacing the summand N− kd2c
s3

+ε. It moreover transpires by (9.32) whenever s ≍ k log k

and for all but O(N1−d/k−dζk) integers m ∈ [N, 2N ] that

|B1(m)| ≪ N−dk/s2

since k/s2 = O
(
k−1(log k)−2

)
and hence it can be absorbed by the error term cognate

to ζk, the bound |B1(m)| ≪ N−d/k2 holding by (9.33) for all but O(N1−d/k−dγk ) integers
m ∈ [N, 2N ] by a similar argument when s0 − k(1 + k/s) ≤ s ≍ k log k. �

The upcoming lemma shall instead encompass the instance in which d exceeds the thresh-
old presented in the above proposition. For such purposes we assume for some integer
1 ≤ d0 ≤ s− 2 that ∆

2
⌊
s−d0

2

⌋ is an admissible exponent and denote

δd0 = ∆
2
⌊
s−d0

2

⌋, τd0 =

∣∣δd0 − d0k/s
∣∣

2(s− d0)k
.

Lemma 9.1. Let d0 ∈ N and s ≥ d0 + 2 with the property that δd0 satisfies sδd0 < d0k,
suppose that d ∈ N with d0 ≤ d ≤ s− 1 and let a ∈ [1, s]s−d. Then for sufficiently large N
and every integer m ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

Fd,a(m) ≪ m−τd0 .

Proof. We begin as is customary by alluding to the dyadic dissections (7.10) and observe
that inserting those in (9.1) in conjunction with an application of Holder’s inequality and
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a change of variables delivers

Fd,a(m) ≪
∑

i∈
[
0,
⌊

logP
log 2

⌋]s−d
i1≤ĩs

s−d∏

l=1

( ∫ 1

0
|gs(α, 2−ilP,R)|s−d0dα

)1/(s−d0)
,

it being worth recalling (4.1) and (7.1) and remarking that d ≥ d0. We conclude the proof
by noting that 2−i1P ≍ P and invoking Lemma 2.2 to obtain

Fd,a(m) ≪ P ε(P δd0−d0k/s)1/(s−d0) max
P1≤P

(P
δd0−d0k/s
1 )(s−d−1)/(s−d0)

≪ (mδd0−d0k/s+ε)1/k(s−d0) ≪ m−τd0 ,

wherein we employed the condition sδd0 < d0k, as desired. �

We note for futher convenience that the above lemma yields for d0 ≤ d ≤ s − 1 the
existence of a constant K3 > 0 for which for every m ∈ N then

Fd,a(m) ≤ K3m
−τd0 , (9.40)

denote by K1 and K2 respectively to the implicit constants underlying (9.6) and (9.9), and

write K̃ = max1≤i≤4Ki, the constant K4 being defined later on in (11.14). In order to make
further progress in the section we deem it appropiate to introduce beforehand for n ∈ N,
tuples x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ [1, n1/k]d and b = (b1, . . . , bd) ∈ [1, s]d the function

Yb(n,x) = n− b1x
k
1 − . . .− bdx

k
d.

We also recall (7.6) and the definition of δ∗s−1 in Lemma 7.1, and introduce

ν0 =
2τ0
s
, τ0 = min

(
ν/16,

1

3(s − 1)

∣∣∣1− s

k
δ∗s−1

∣∣∣, s min
1≤d0≤s−1

τd0/2, k/8s
2
)
, (9.41)

and, whenever a ∈ [1, s]s−d with 1 ≤ d ≤ s− 1 the sets

Z̃d,a(N) =
{
n ∈ [1, 2N ] : Fd,a(n) > K̃n−ν0

}
. (9.42)

For each l ≤ s− 1 we further consider Bl(n) = [1, s]s−l × [1, s]d × [1, n1/k]d ∩N
s+2d−l and

Zd(N) =

s−1⋃

l=d

{
n ∈ [1, 2N ] : ∃(a, b,x) ∈ Bd(n) : Yb(n,x) = m > 0, Fl,a(m) > K̃m−ν0

}
.

(9.43)
Likewise, we recall (7.6), (7.12) and (7.26), set υ0 = min(ν/30, ν/8s) and define

Z0(N) =
⋃

r∈{rs,k ,r
ϕ
s,k,η}

{
n ∈ [1, 2N ] : |r(n,R)− ck,s(η)S(n)| ≥ (log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0

}
,

(9.44)
where in the above line we are taking integers n for which the preceding inequality holds
for r(n,R) being either rs,k(n,R) or r

ϕ
s,k,η(n,R). In what follows we shall write

Z̃(N) =

s−1⋃

d=1

⋃

a∈[1,s]s−d

Z̃d,a(N), (9.45)
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and

Z(N) = Z̃(N) ∪
s−1⋃

d=0

Zd(N). (9.46)

It then transpires whenever n ∈ [1, 2N ] \ Z(N) that for every 1 ≤ d ≤ l ≤ s − 1, each
(a, b) ∈ [1, s]s−l × [1, s]d, every tuple of natural numbers (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ [1, n1/k]d and

m = n− b1x
k
1 − . . .− bdx

k
d

with m > 0 one gets Fl,a(m) ≤ K̃m−ν0 . Moreover, in view of (9.40) and (9.41) one has for

d0 ≤ d ≤ s− 1 and a ∈ [1, s]s−d that

Z̃d,a(N) = ø, Zd(N) = ø. (9.47)

We deduce as a corollary of the analysis performed in the present section estimates for the
cardinality of the preceding set.

Corollary 9.1. Under the assumptions in both Corollary 8.1 and Proposition 9.1 concern-
ing the first situation described therein and the existence of some d0 ≤

⌈
s
Dk +

k
4s

⌉
satisfying

the conditions in Lemma 9.1, one has for every sufficiently large N the estimate

|Z(N)| ≪ N1−ζk

for some ζk > 0 which, when in addition k is sufficiently large and s is as in the second part
of the statement in Corollary 8.1 satisfies (9.7). If instead k, s fulfil the conditions con-
cerning the second situation described in both the aforementioned proposition and Corollary

8.1, and there is some d0 ≤
⌈
s2k6−s7

Dk7(s−k)

⌉
for which the constraints in Lemma 9.1 hold then

|Z(N)| ≪ N1−γk ,

the parameter γk > 0 satisfying (9.10).

Proof. We first note for fixed a ∈ [1, s]s−d with 1 ≤ d ≤ d0 − 1 and under the as-
sumptions right above (9.6) that as a consequence of Proposition 9.1 one has for all but

O(N1−d/k−d/240s) integers n ∈ [N, 2N ] that then

Fd,a(n) ≤ K1n
−k/4s3 .

In view of the definition (9.42) this implies in particular

|Z̃d,a(N)| ≪ N1−d/k−d/240s ≪ N1−d/240s, (9.48)

an analogous argument delivering when s ≍ k log k and for k sufficiently large the estimate

|Z̃d,a(N)| ≪ N1−d/k−dζk ≪ N1−ζk

with ζk > 0 as in (9.7). If instead s0 − k(1 + k/s) ≤ s ≍ k log k and the assumptions right
above (9.8) hold then one has

|Z̃d,a(N)| ≪ N1−d/k−dγk ≪ N1−γk .

On the other hand, it is apparent from Proposition 8.2 and Corollary 8.1 that whenever
s ≥ 4k + 2 with ∆∗

2s being an admissible exponent for minor arcs satisfying ∆∗
2s < 0 then

|Z0(N)| ≪ N1−θν/2sk,

for each 0 < θ ≤ min
(
k2/(3s), 2s

2+8k2−2ks
s(s+24)

)
, and if k is large enough and k, s fulfil the

conditions in the second part of Proposition 8.2 one has |Z0(N)| ≪ N1−νk , the parameter
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νk satisfying (8.7). We conclude the proof by noting in view of (9.47) for each d ∈ N with
1 ≤ d ≤ s− 1 that

Zd(N) ⊂
s−1⋃

l=d

⋃

b∈[1,s]d

a∈[1,s]s−l

{
n ∈ [1, 2N ] : n = m+ b1x

k
1 + . . .+ bdx

k
d, m ∈ Z̃l,a(N), xi ∈ N

}
.

It thereby follows by the conclusion after (9.47) and the first estimate in (9.48) that Zd(N) =
ø if d0 ≤ d ≤ s− 1 and otherwise

|Zd(N)| ≪ Nd/k
d0−1∑

l=d

|Z̃l,a(N)| ≪ Nd/k
d0−1∑

l=d

N1−l/k−l/240s ≪ N1−d/240s,

as desired, the preceding upper bound being replaced via an analogous procedure by both
N1−ζk and N1−γk under the second and the third situations respectively described previ-
ously. The corollary then follows by combining the above equations.

�

10. Preliminary probabilistic lemmata

We begin by introducing some required infraestructure, it being convenient to present
first the following lemma that establishes the existence of the probability space on which to
base our manoeuvres. We write Ω to refer to the set of sequences of the natural numbers.

Lemma 10.1. Let (θn)n be a sequence of real numbers having the property that

0 ≤ θn ≤ 1 n ∈ N.

Then there exists a probability space (Ω,Σ,P) satisfying:

(i) For every n ∈ N, the event B(n) = {X ⊂ N : n ∈ X} is measurable and P(B(n)) = θn.

(ii) The events B(1),B(2), . . . are independent.

Proof. See Halberstam-Roth [15, Theorem 13, §3]. �

The majority of the results obtained herein which shall eventually lead to establishing a
particular conclusion in a set of measure 1 and for a sufficiently large integer shall have its
reliance on the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

Lemma 10.2 (Borel–Cantelli). Let {En}∞n=1 be a sequence of measurable events having the
property that

∞∑

n=1

P(En) <∞.

Then with probability 1 at most a finite number of them occur.

Proof. See Halberstam-Roth [15, Theorem 7, §3]. �

In order to state the main concentration inequality employed throughout the memoir it
seems worth introducing beforehand some notation. Let t1, . . . , tm be independent Bernoulli
random variables and let Y (t) = Y (t1, . . . , tn) be a positive simplified normal polynomial of
degree d, i.e. a polynomial of degree d with positive coefficients of size at most 1 with each
of the factors ti in the monomials appearing at most once. We shall write for A ⊂ [1, n] the
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symbol ∂A(F ) to denote the partial derivatives of Y with respect to the variables given by
the indexes in A, and abbreviate by EA(Y ) the expected value E

(
∂A(Y (t))

)
.

We next introduce for any 0 ≤ j ≤ s − 1 for the sake of preciseness the auxiliary
expectation Ej(Y ) = maxA⊂[1,n],j≤|A|≤s−1EA(Y ).We further set for a given constant K ≥ 1

the function f(K) = max
{
1,
⌈
(K/s!)1/s

⌉
−1
}
and the sum b(s, n) =

∑s−1
j=0

(n
j

)
, and consider

for a parameter 0 < ε0 ≤ 1 the expression

r(s,K, n, ε0) =
2b(s, n)ε

f(K/2)/2
0

f(K/2)!
+
(ε1/80

K

)⌊(1/8s) log(1/ε0)⌋
. (10.1)

We also define recursively h(s,K, n, ε0) by means of the formula

h(s,K, n, ε0) = h(s− 1,K, n + ⌈E(Y )⌉, ε0) + nr(s− 1,K, n, ε0)

with h(1,K, n, ε0) = 0. We find it opportune to observe that if E(Y ) ≤ n/Q for sufficiently
large Q then it would follow that h(s,K, n, ε0) ≤ 2snr(s−1,K, 2n, ε0). Equipped with this
notation we may now introduce the main technical probabilistic proposition of the paper.

Proposition 10.1. Let Y be a positive simplified normal polynomial of degree at most s.
Then, for any positive numbers ε0, λ and K satisfying K ≥ 2s with E1(Y ) ≤ ε0 ≤ 1 and
such that 4sKλ ≤ E(Y ), it follows that

P
(
|Y − E(Y )| ≥ (4sKλE(Y ))1/2

)
≤ 2se−λ/4 + h(s,K, n, ε0).

Proof. See [28, Theorem 1.3]. �

11. The probabilistic method

We shall make use of Lemma 10.1 in order to construct for a function ψ of uniform growth
with exponent ε and upon recalling (7.12) the probabilistic space Sψ(k, s, η) of sequences
X ⊂ N stemming from such a lemma by defining

P(y ∈ X) =

{
x−1+k/sck,s(η)

−1/sψ(xk)1/s if y = xk for some x ∈ A(x, xη)
0 otherwise.

(11.1)
We shall denote for simplicity

ψ1(y) = ck,s(η)
−1ψ(y). (11.2)

It then seems desirable to consider for each x ∈ A(x, xη) the random variable tx defined by
tx = 1 if xk ∈ X and tx = 0 else, these in turn being independent. In view of the above
definitions it then transpires that

P(tx = 1) = x−1+k/sψ1(x
k)1/s, P(tx = 0) = 1− x−1+k/sψ1(x

k)1/s.

Equipped with the preceding considerations we define for each n ∈ N the random variable

RsX(n) =
∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(xi,x
η
i )

s∏

j=1

txj . (11.3)

We shall split the above sum for convenience and write

RsX(n) = R 6=
X,s(n) +R=

X,s(n), (11.4)
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where the term R 6=
X,s(n) is defined in an analogous manner as RsX(n) but with the underlying

variables having the property that xi 6= xj for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. Likewise, the random variable
R=

X,s(n) is defined in a similar fashion but comprising instead tuples for which xi = xj for
some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s. Moreover, we further decompose

R 6=
X,s(n) = R+

X,s(n) +R0
X,s(n), (11.5)

where R+
X,s(n) is defined by imposing to the underlying tuples the condition xi > nτ0/k for

each 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and where R0
X,s(n) instead comprises tuples satisfying xj ≤ nτ0/k for some

1 ≤ j ≤ s, where τ0 was defined in (9.41).

We shall next apply the procedure utilised in [29], it being desirable computing some
auxiliary expectations with the aid of the arithmetic results obtained in previous sections.

Lemma 11.1. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let ∆∗
s,∆

∗
s−1 be admissible exponents for minor arcs

satisfying either ∆∗
s < 0 or k > s∆∗

s−1. Then, whenever n ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ n−τ0/s.

Proof. By recalling the definitions in the previous page and (7.1) it transpires that

E(R0
X,s(n)) =

∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(xi,x
η
i )

xi 6=xj
min
i≤s

(xi)≤nτ0/k

P(xk1 , . . . , x
k
s ∈ X) ≪ P ε

∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,P η)

min
i≤s

(xi)≤nτ0/k

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s.

We then note upon setting ϕ(n) = n1−τ0 that (7.21) yields

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ P ε|rs,k(n, P η)− rϕs,k(n, P

η)|,
whence when ∆∗

s < 0 it is apparent by equation (7.25) and (9.41) that

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ nε−(1−τ0)ν/4s ≪ n−τ0/s.

If on the contrary ∆∗
s ≥ 0 but k > s∆∗

s−1 then a customary application of orthogonality
as therein delivers

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ P ε

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0
f̃s(α,P,R)fs(α,P,R)

s−2fs(α,P
τ0 , R)e(−αn)dα

∣∣∣,

whence by recalling (7.7) for convenience it follows by an application of the triangle in-
equality and Lemma 7.1 that

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ P εI1,1[0,1),1(P,P

τ0) ≪ P ε+kτ0/s−
1
s−1

(k/s−δ∗s−1) ≪ P−kτ0/s,

where we employed (9.41), as desired. �

We shall make further progress by presenting an analogous lemma within the same circle
of ideas required in the concentration inequality proposition utilised herein. To such an
end it seems pertinent recalling (7.7) and (9.41) and introducing first an auxiliary lemma
employed on multiple occassions throughout the section.

Lemma 11.2. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let ∆∗
s,∆

∗
s−1 be admissible exponents for minor arcs

satisfying either ∆∗
s < 0 or k > s∆∗

s−1. Let γ ∈ R\{0} be a fixed constant. Then, for every
1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 and every sufficiently large integer m one has

I1,s−l[0,1),γ(m
1/k, 1) ≪ m−2τ0/s. (11.6)
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Proof. We assume first that ∆∗
s < 0 for convenience and apply Lemma 7.1 for the choice

Q = m1/4s and P = m1/k to deduce that

I1,s−l
m(Q),γ(m

1/k, 1) ≪ m−ν/4s,

where ν was defined in (7.6). On the other hand, the customary remark meas(M(Q)) ≤
m1/2s−1 in conjunction with the trivial bounds permits one to obtain

I1,s−l
M(Q),γ(m

1/k, 1) ≪ ml/s+1/2s−1 ≪ m−1/2s.

The combination of the preceding estimates delivers

I1,s−l[0,1),γ(m
1/k, 1) ≪ m−ν/4s

and hence the bound (11.6) under the first assumption in the statement.

If instead one has k > s∆∗
s−1 then another application of Lemma 7.1 yields

I1,s−l[0,1),γ(m
1/k, 1) ≪ mε− 1

s−1
(1/s−δ∗s−1/k) ≪ m−2τ0/s.

�

Lemma 11.3. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let ∆∗
s,∆

∗
s−1 be admissible exponents for minor arcs

satisfying either ∆∗
s < 0 or k > s∆∗

s−1. Then, for every 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 and m ∈ N one has

E(R 6=
X,l(m)) ≪ m−τ0/s.

Proof. By definition and a similar argument as in Lemma 11.1 it is apparent that

E(R 6=
X,l(m)) ≪ mε

∑

m=xk1+...+x
k
l

xi∈A(xi,x
η
i )

(x1 · · · xl)−1+k/s ≪ mε
∑

m=xk1+...+x
k
l

xi∈A(m1/k ,mη/k)

(x1 · · · xl)−1+k/s.

Then, upon recalling (7.5) one has that

E(R 6=
X,l(m)) ≪ mεI1,s−l[0,1),1(m

1/k, 1), (11.7)

whence the above estimate in conjunction with Lemma 11.2 delivers the desired result. �

We further recall (9.41), introduce for convenience the set

R+(n) =
{
x ∈ N

s : n = xk1 + . . .+ xks , xi ∈ A(xi, x
η
i ) : xi > nτ0/k, xi 6= xj for i 6= j

}
,

(11.8)
and write for x ∈ N

s and henceforth Set(x) = {x1, . . . , xs}.
Lemma 11.4. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let ∆∗

s,∆
∗
s−1 be admissible exponents for minor arcs

satisfying either ∆∗
s < 0 or k > s∆∗

s−1. Let A ⊂ N
k
0 be a set of indexes A = {ak1 , . . . , akl }

where |A| = l with aj ∈ A(aj , a
η
j ) and 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1. Then,

EA(R
+
X,s(n)) ≪ n−τ

2
0 /s.

If moreover n ∈ [1, N ] \ Z(N) one gets

EA(R
+
X,s(n)) ≪ n−ν0τ0/2.
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Proof. We write for convenience

m = n−
∑

yk∈A

yk and l = s− |A|.

One then has that
∂A(R

+
X,s(n)) =

∑

x∈R+(n)
A⊂Set(x)

∏

xj∈Set(x)\A

txj .

We observe that by relabelling if necessary, each x = (x1, . . . , xl, . . . , xs) in the preceding
sum satisfies

m = xk1 + . . .+ xkl ,

whence upon employing the definition (11.8) it transpires that m ≥ xk1 > nτ0 . We apply
expected values on both sides of the above equation to deduce

E(∂A(R
+
X,s(n))) ≪ E(R 6=

X,l(m)).

We assume next the first hypothesis in the lemma and observe that the application of
Lemma 11.3 enables one to derive the bound

E(∂A(R
+
X,s(n))) ≪ m−τ0/s ≪ n−τ

2
0 /s

under both of the provisos described in the first statement of the lemma, as desired.

If instead the second hypothesis holds then since n /∈ Z(N) one has upon recalling (9.46)
that n /∈ Z|A|(N), it in turn entailing F|A|,1(m) ≪ m−ν0 . Consequently, the same argument
in Lemma 11.3 and orthogonality permits one to deduce

E(∂A(R
+
X,s(n))) ≪ mε

∑

m=xk1+...+x
k
l

xi∈A(m1/k ,mη/k)

(x1 · · · xl)−1+k/s ≪ mεF|A|,1(m) ≪ m−ν0/2 ≪ n−ν0τ0/2,

wherein we employed the same devise as above. �

We shall next include the upcoming lemma analysing the contribution of tuples with two
of the components being equal. To such an end we introduce when 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 for tuples
a = (a1, . . . , al) ∈ [1, s]l the set

Ra,l(n) =
{
x ∈ N

l : n = a1x
k
1 + . . . + alx

k
l , xi 6= xj for i 6= j, xi ∈ A(xi, x

η
i )
}
,

(11.9)
and consider the random variable

RlX,a(n) =
∑

x∈R
a,l(n)

∏

xj∈Set(x)

txj . (11.10)

Lemma 11.5. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let ∆∗
s,∆

∗
s−1 be admissible exponents for minor arcs

satisfying either ∆∗
s < 0 or k > s∆∗

s−1. Let 1 ≤ l ≤ s−1 and a ∈ [1, s]l with a1+. . .+al ≤ s.
Then, one has for every sufficiently large integer n the bounds

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ n−τ0/s, E(R=
X,s(n)) ≪ n−τ0/s.

Proof. By definition and upon writing P = n1/k it follows that

E(RlX,a(n)) =
∑

x∈R
a,l(n)

P(xk1, . . . , x
k
l ∈ X) ≪ nε

∑

n=a1xk1+...+alx
k
l

xi∈A(P,P η)

l∏

i=1

x
−1+k/s
i . (11.11)
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Then it transpires by (9.1) and orthogonality that

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ nε|Fs−l,a(n)|,
where we employed the fact, by relabelling if necessary, that x1 > P−, the latter param-
eter being defined right after (4.1). We recall (7.7) and note that Holder’s inequality in
conjunction with a change of variables thereby entails

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ nε
l∑

v=2

∫ 1

0
|f̃s(a1α,P,R)||fs(avα,P,R)|l−1dα ≪ nε

l∑

v=2

I1,s−l[0,1),av/a1
(P, 1).

We apply Lemma 11.2 to each of the terms on the inner sum in the above equation to get

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ nε−2τ0/s ≪ n−τ0/s, (11.12)

as desired. The second estimate follows by observing that

R=
X,s(n) =

s−1∑

l=1

∑

a1+...+al=s
a∈[1,s]l

RlX,a(n), (11.13)

averaging on both sides and applying (11.12). �

We deem it convenient noting for future use that the argument leading to (11.12) implies
in particular upon recalling (9.1) that in the instances for which either ∆∗

s < 0 or k > s∆∗
s−1

then for any 1 ≤ d ≤ s− 1, any a = (a1, . . . , as−d) ∈ [1, s]s−d and m ∈ N one has

Fd,a(m) ≤ K4m
−2τ0/s, (11.14)

for some constant K4 > 0, the definition (9.46) in particular entailing

Z(N) = Z0(N). (11.15)

We also record for future purposes upon writing

R=
s (n) =

s−1∑

l=1

∑

a1+...+al=s
a∈[1,s]l

∑

n=a1xk1+...+alx
k
l

xi∈A(P,P η)

l∏

i=1

x
−1+k/s
i (11.16)

that the above procedure yields

R=
s (n) ≪ n−2τ0/s. (11.17)

We have therefore prepared the ground for estimating appropiately the auxiliary random
variables R=

X,s(n) and R0
X,s(n) in a set of positive probability. Indeed, we may employ

the argument in the last paragraph of [29, page 128] with Lemmata 11.3 and 11.1 in
the present memoir replacing respectively their counterparts Lemmata 3.4 and 3.6 of the
aforementioned paper to show that there exists some constant C1 = C1(s, k, η) > 0 such
that with probability at least 4/5 one has for every n ∈ N the bound

R0
X,s(n) ≤ C1. (11.18)

Likewise, one might utilise the aforementioned argument in [29, page 128] with Lemma 11.5
herein (see also Lemma 13.4) replacing both Lemmata 3.4 and 3.6 therein to show for some
C2 = C2(s, k, η) > 0 that with probability at least 4/5 one has for every n ∈ N the bound

R=
X,s(n) ≤ C2. (11.19)
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After the above sequel of results it remains to compute the mean of R+
X,s(n). For such

purposes we take a function ϕ(x) of uniform growth, recall (1.11) and the definition of the
parameter υ0 in (9.44) and note that one may assume henceforth in view of the statements

of Theorems 1.2 et alia that 2ϕ(x) ≤ exp
(
(log x)1/2

)
.

Proposition 11.1. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and assume that ψ,ϕ are functions of uniform growth
with |ξn− 1| ≍ 1 and 2ϕ(x) ≤ exp

(
(log x)1/2

)
. Whenever ∆∗

s is an admissible exponent for
minor arcs with ∆∗

s < 0 one has for sufficiently large N and every integer n ∈ [N, 2N ] that

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≍k,s ψ(n). (11.20)

If moreover ξ(n) = o(1) then for sufficiently large N and every integer n ∈ [N, 2N ] one has

E(R+
X,s(n)) = S(n)ψ(n) +O

(
ψ(n)

(
(log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0 + ξn

))
. (11.21)

If there is no assumption on ∆∗
s then both equation (11.20) and (11.21) hold for every

n ∈ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N).

Proof. We begin by recalling (7.1), (7.3) and the definition of R+
X,s(n) right after (11.3) for

the purpose of noting that

E(R+
X,s(n)) =

∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(xi,x
η
i )

xi 6=xj
xi>n

τ0/k

s∏

i=1

x
−1+k/s
i ψ1(x

k
i )

1/s ≤ rk,s(n, P
η)ψ1(n), (11.22)

wherein we applied the monotonicity of ψ1(x) and (7.4). We remind the reader of the
formula for ψ1 in (11.2) and note under the hypothesis ∆∗

s < 0 that then the application of
Proposition 7.1 delivers the upper bound

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≤ S(n)ψ(n) + E(n), (11.23)

where E(n) is some arithmetic function satisfying E(n) = O
(
ψ(n)(log n)−υ0

)
. If no condi-

tion on ∆∗
s is assumed and n ∈ [N, 2N ] \Z(N) the same holds by the definition (9.44) with

the function E(n) satisfying

E(n) = O
(
ψ(n)((log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0)

)
.

In order to derive the corresponding lower bound we draw the attention back to (7.26)
and (11.22) and note by the monotonicity of ψ1 that

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥

∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(xi,x
η
i )

xi 6=xj
min
i≤s

(xi)>(nϕ(n)−1)1/k

s∏

i=1

x
−1+k/s
i ψ1(x

k
i )

1
s ≥ ψ1(n/ϕ(n))r

ϕ
s,k,η(n)− ψ1(n)R

=
s (n),

wherein it may be pertinent to recall (11.16). Then, by (11.17) we observe that there exists
some constant Cs > 0 for which

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥ ψ1(n/ϕ(n))r

ϕ
s,k,η(n)− Csψ(n)n

−2τ0/s.

Therefore, Corollary 7.2 in conjunction with (11.2) permits one to deduce the existence of
a constant Cs,1 > 0 for which

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥ S(n)ψ(n/ϕ(n)) −Cs,1ψ(n)

(
(log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0

)
. (11.24)
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We deem it appropiate to observe by alluding to (9.1) that

R=
s (n) =

s−1∑

l=1

∑

a1+...+al=s
a∈[1,s]l

Fs−l,a(n)

for the choice R = P η, whence if n /∈ Z(N) then by (9.42) and (9.45) in conjunction with
the monotonicity of ψ1 we note that there is some constant Cs,2 > 0 such that

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥ ψ1(n/ϕ(n))r

ϕ
s,k,η(n)− Cs,2n

−ν0 .

Therefore, in view of the fact that n /∈ Z0(N) there exists Cs,1 > 0 for which

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥ S(n)ψ(n/ϕ(n)) − Cs,1ψ(n)

(
(log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0

)
.

We shall allude now to the classical theory of Waring’s problem to note that under the
assumptions on s described above it follows by [23, Theorems 4.3 and 4.6] that

S(n) ≍k,s 1. (11.25)

Equipped with the above bound we observe then that under the first assumption on ξ in
the statement one has

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≫ S(n)ψ(n) ≫ ψ(n),

wherein the implicit constants depend on k and s. Combining the previous bound with
(11.23) and (11.25) delivers (11.20).

If moreover ξ(n) = o(1) one would instead have by using (11.24) and (11.25) that

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥ S(n)ψ(n)

ψ(n/ϕ(n))

ψ(n)
− Cs,1ψ(n)

(
(log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0

)

= S(n)ψ(n)(1 − ξn)− Cs,1ψ(n)
(
(log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0

)

≥ S(n)ψ(n) − C̃sψ(n)
(
(log n)−υ0 + ϕ(n)−υ0 + ξn

)
,

wherein C̃s = C̃s(k, s, η) > 0 is a constant. The preceding lower bound in conjunction with
(11.23) yields the desired result. �

12. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

We have now reached a point from which to conclude the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
and Corollaries 1.1 and 1.2 by employing the analysis performed in the previous sections.
To such an end we first note that whenever v ≥ k2+k−2 then [35, Corollary 10.2] combined
with orthogonality permits one to derive that

∫ 1

0
|f(α,P,R)|2vdα≪

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
P∑

x=1

e(αxk)
∣∣∣
2v
dα≪ P 2v−k+ε,

an ensuing conclusion being that ∆2v = 0 is an admissible exponent. It therefore transpires
that upon recalling (3.2) then whenever s ≥ 2k2 + 2k one has

∆∗
s ≤

(
max

(
∆2k2+2k−4 − (s− 2k2 − 2k + 4)τ(k),∆2k2+2k−4 − (s− 2k2 − 2k + 4)k/s

))

≤ −(s− 2k2 − 2k + 4)(min(τ(k), k/s)) < 0. (12.1)
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If instead s < 2k2 + 2k then in particular s ≤ 4k2, and by (3.1) it is apparent that

τ(k) ≤ 1

4k
≤ k

s
,

from where it flows under the above assumption that

∆∗
s = min

1≤v≤s/2
v∈N

(
∆2v − (s − 2v)τ(k)

)
= τ(k) min

1≤v≤s/2
v∈N

(
2v +

∆2v

τ(k)

)
− sτ(k). (12.2)

We next recall the definition ofG0(k) in (1.5) and observe that if s ≥ max(⌊G0(k)⌋+1, 4k+1)
then in particular s > G0(k), and whence the underlying v ≥ 1 therein attaining the
minimum in the corresponding definition would in turn satisfy s > 2v, such a remark in
conjunction with the preceding line entailing

∆∗
s = τ(k)(G0(k)− s) < 0. (12.3)

We conclude the prelude of the proof by combining (12.1) with the above line to deduce
that under the assumption of Theorem 1.1 then

s ≥ 4k + 1 and ∆∗
s < 0. (12.4)

We next invoke Proposition 10.1, note as a consequence of the above analysis that the
requirements in Lemma 11.4 are met and observe that using the notation underlying the

discussion thereof it is apparent in view of such a lemma that E1(R
+
X,s(n)) ≪ n−τ

2
0 /s. Then,

upon setting ε0 = n−τ
2
0 /s one has for every β > 1 by taking a sufficiently large constant

K = K(k, s, η, β) that

r(l,K, n, ε0) ≪ n−β−1

for every l ≤ s. It further seems desirable to note that E(R+
X,s(n)) ≪ nε, such a conclusion

stemming from Proposition 11.1, it in turn being applicable in view of (12.4), in conjunction
with the proviso ψ(n) ≪ nε. The remark preceding Proposition 10.1 then yields

h(s,K, n, ε0) ≪ nr(s− 1,K, 2n, ε0) ≪ n−β,

wherein we employed the above estimate.

We next consider a function δ : N → (0, 1) which will be made explicit shortly and take
λ = δ(n)2E(R+

X,s(n))/4sK in the setting underlying Proposition 10.1 for the purpose of

applying the latter to derive

P
(
|R+

X,s(n)− E(R+
X,s(n))| ≥ δ(n)E(R+

X,s(n))
)
≪ e−δ(n)

2E(R+
X,s(n))/16sK + n−β. (12.5)

We then assume ψ(n) = Ck,s,η log n for a large constant Ck,s,η > 0 and note that under
the conditions of the first instance described in Proposition 11.1 which we may apply as a
consequence of (12.4), it transpires upon taking δ(n) = 1/2 that then

P
(
|R+

X,s(n)− E(R+
X,s(n))| ≥ (1/2)E(R+

X,s(n))
)
≪ n−1−υ

for some υ > 0. Therefore, the application of Lemma 10.2 (Borel-Cantelli) combined with
the aforementioned proposition enables one to deduce for sufficiently large n ∈ N the relation

R+
X,s(n) ≍k,s log n (12.6)

with probability 1.

If moreover ψ(n) satisfies the requisites cognate to Theorem 1.2 we then take δ(n) =

C̃k,s,K(log n/ψ(n))
1/2 for some large enough constant C̃k,s,K depending on k, s and K.
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Under the preceding circumstances it seems instructive to gather the estimates (11.20)
stemming from Proposition 11.1 with (12.5) to get

P
(
|R+

X,s(n)− E(R+
X,s(n))| ≥ δ(n)E(R+

X,s(n))
)
≪ n−1−υ

for some υ > 0. Consequently, a customary application of Lemma 10.2 combined with the
latter proposition and (11.25) permits one to obtain for sufficiently large n the formula

R+
X,s(n) = E(R+

X,s(n))
(
1 +O(δ(n))

)

= S(n)ψ(n) +O
(
ψ(n)(δ(n) + ξ(n) + ϕ(n)−υ0 + (log n)−υ0)

)
(12.7)

with probability 1.

We complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 by appealing to equations (11.4) and (11.5) and
noting that the conclusions (11.18) and (11.19) combined with (12.6) permit one to deduce
that with probability at least 3/5 then one has for sufficiently large n the estimate

RsX(n) ≍k,s log n. (12.8)

In the context underlying Theorem 1.2 then (12.7) in conjunction with the above entails
the asymptotic relation

RsX(n) = S(n)ψ(n) +O
(
ψ(n)

(
ξ(n) + ϕ(n)−υ0 + (log n)−υ0 +

( log n
ψ(n)

)1/2))
. (12.9)

The existence of a basis X ⊂ N
k
0 satisfying either (12.8) or (12.9) accordingly then follows

from the above discussion.

In order to deduce the corollaries it just suffices to provide upper bounds for G0(k), the
one cognate to Corollary 1.1 stemming from the discussion right after [1, (7.8)] whenever
k > 20, and the ones pertaining to Corollary 1.2 flowing from the analysis in the proof of [1,
Theorem 1.2], the corresponding s thereby satisfying (12.4). It seems appropiate remarking
that the underlying v taken therein to bound the function G0(k) introduced on that memoir
right after equation (7.6) is an even number, the estimate resulting ultimately from this
choice thereby delivering a legitimate bound for the function G0(k) introduced herein.

If 14 ≤ k ≤ 20 we employ instead [1, Section 8] to deduce bounds for G0(k) included in
Table 2 therein to the end of deriving the result in Corollary 1.2 pertaining to this range,
the conclusion concerning the restriction on the number of variables involving the function
H(k) being stronger than those stated at the beginning of Corollaries 1.1 and 1.2.

For 3 ≤ k ≤ 13 we merelly allude to [34, Theorem 5.1] and note that the function H(k)
presented in the aforementioned theorem has the property that whenever s ≥ H(k) then
(1.6) holds, and satisfies

H(k) ≤ min
(
k
(
log k + 4.20032

)
, k
(
log k + C1

)
+ C2 − 1

)
.

In the context underlying Theorem 1.2 it further seems necessary observing as is done in
[34, Theorem 5.1] that ∆H(k)−1 = 0 is an admissible exponent, and hence ∆∗

H(k) < 0. The

preceding remarks then yield both of the corollaries and the theorem for such a range. If
k = 2 then ∆8 = 0 is an admissible exponent, and hence ∆∗

9 = 0, such an observation being
sufficient for our purposes. We then conclude the proofs by making recourse to [12] for the
case k = 1 of Corollaries 1.1 and 1.2, that pertaining to Theorem 1.2 following mutatis
mutandis (see also Section 16).
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13. Thinner sequences

We shall prepare the ground for the application of probabilistic lemmata presented in
previous sections to deliver the existence of thinner sequences satisfying suitable properties.
It is pertinent to introduce for a function δ : N → (0, 1) satisfying (1.14), a function ψ of
uniform growth with ψ(n) = O(log n), a sufficiently large integer N ∈ N and fixed constants
c, C > 0 with ψ(n) ≤ C log n for every sufficiently large n the parameters

LC(N) =
⌊ C logN

ψ(N)δ(N)2

⌋
, Mc(N) = (logN)ecδ(N)2ψ(N), (13.1)

and write L = LC(N) for the sake of concission. We then recall (11.1) and (11.3) and
introduce for a set NL = {n1, . . . , nL} the random variables

RsX(NL) =

L∑

i=1

RsX(ni) and R+
X,s(NL) =

L∑

i=1

R+
X,s(ni). (13.2)

Before making further progress it is worth presenting the counterpart of Proposition 11.1
in this setting. For such purposes we recall (1.11) first.

Proposition 13.1. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let NL ⊂ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) be a subset satisfying
|NL| = L. Then when ψ,ϕ are as in Proposition 11.1 with |ξn − 1| ≍ 1 it follows that

E(R+
X,s(NL)) ≍k,s ψ(N)L. (13.3)

If moreover ξ(n) = o(1) then one has

E(R+
X,s(NL)) = ψ(N)

L∑

i=1

S(ni) +O
(
ψ(N)L

(
ξ(N) + ϕ(N)−υ0 + (logN)−υ0

))
. (13.4)

Proof. We begin taking expected values in (13.2) to obtain

E
(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
=

L∑

i=1

E
(
R+

X,s(ni)
)
, (13.5)

it being appropiate examining beforehand each of the summands in the right side of the
preceding equation with the aid of Proposition 11.1. Indeed, if the first condition on ξ
holds then whenever N is sufficiently large and n ∈ [N, 2N ] one has ψ(n) ≍ ψ

(
n

ϕ(n)

)
, which

implies by the fact that both ψ and ϕ are of uniform growth that

ψ(n) ≍ ψ(N). (13.6)

Therefore, inserting (11.20) into (13.5) one obtains

E
(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
≍

L∑

i=1

ψ(ni),

whence (13.3) follows by combining the preceding relation with (13.6).

In order to get (13.4) we note by the increasing property of ψ in conjunction with (1.11)
that whenever n ∈ [N, 2N ] then

0 ≤ ψ(n)− ψ(N) ≤ ψ
( n

ϕ(n)

)
+ ξ(N)ψ(n) − ψ(N),
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whence since whenever N is sufficiently large it transpires that n
ϕ(n) < N and ψ is increasing

then one has 0 ≤ ψ(n) − ψ(N) ≤ ξ(N)ψ(n). The preceding inequality in conjunction with
(13.6) thereby entails

ψ(n) = ψ(N) +O(ξ(N)ψ(N)). (13.7)

We then insert (11.21) into (13.5) and thus get

E
(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
=

L∑

i=1

S(ni)ψ(ni) +O
( L∑

i=1

ψ(ni)
(
ϕ(ni)

−υ0 + (log ni)
−υ0 + ξni

))
,

whence the combination of both the above equation, (11.25) and (13.7) for the choice n = ni
yields the desired result.

�

In what follows we prepare the ground for the application of Proposition 10.1, it being
appropiate to such an end presenting beforehand the customary auxiliary lemmata required.

Lemma 13.1. Let s ≥ 2 and let A = {ak1 , . . . , akd} ⊂ N
k
0 be a set of different indexes with

aj ∈ A(aj, a
η
j ) and 1 ≤ j ≤ d ≤ s − 1. Let NL ⊂ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) be a subset satisfying

|NL| = L. Then one has the bound

EA(R
+
X,s(NL)) ≪ N−ν0τ0/2.

Proof. We write as is customary NL = {n1, . . . , nL} and

mi = ni −
∑

yk∈A

yk, 1 ≤ i ≤ L, l = s− |A|.

We deem it appropiate drawing the reader’s attention back to the description in the para-
graph right before (10.1) and observe upon recalling (11.8) that then

∂AR
+
X,s(NL) =

L∑

i=1

∑

x∈R+(ni)
A⊂Set(x)

∏

xj∈Set(x)\A

txj .

We allude to the proof of Lemma 11.4 and note in view of the fact that each mi is expressible
as a sum of k-th powers of some numbers in Set(x) for each x ∈ R+(ni) that thenmi ≫ N τ0 .
Averaging on both sides of the preceding equation thereby delivers

EA

(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
≪

L∑

i=1

E
(
R+

X,l(mi)
)
≪ N ε

L∑

i=1

Fs−l,1(mi), (13.8)

it being convenient recalling (9.1). In view of the fact that ni /∈ Zs−l(N) it transpires that
Fs−l,1(mi) ≪ m−ν0

i , the discussion in the above paragraph entailing Fs−l,1(mi) ≪ N−ν0τ0 .
Consequently, inserting the latter bound and the estimate L≪ (logN)2 in (13.8), it in turn
stemming from both (1.14) and (13.1), yields the desired result. �

We make further progress in the proof by presenting the counterparts of Lemmata 11.1,
11.2 and 11.5, it being desirable recalling (9.42), (9.43) and (11.10).

Lemma 13.2. Let s ≥ 2 and n ∈ [1, 2N ] \ Z1(N). Then one has

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ n−ν0/4.
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Moreover, if 1 ≤ l ≤ s − 1 and a ∈ [1, s]l with either n ∈ [1, 2N ] \ Z̃s−l,a(N) or n ∈
[1, 2N ] \ Z̃s−l,1(N) one gets the estimates

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ n−ν0/2 and E(R 6=
X,l(n)) ≪ n−ν0/2

respectively.

Proof. We begin by drawing the reader’s attention to the proof of Lemma 11.1, recall (7.1)
and observe as therein that

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ P ε

∑

n=xk1+...+x
k
s

xi∈A(P,P η)

x1≤nτ0/k

(x1 · · · xs)−1+k/s ≪ P ε
∑

x≤nτ0/k

x−1+k/sF1,1(n− xk),

wherein 1 = (1, . . . , 1) ∈ [1, s]s−1, whence upon noting that n /∈ Z1(N) one gets

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ nε−ν0

∑

x≤nτ0/k

x−1+k/s ≪ nε+τ0/s−ν0 .

The first statement then would follow by recalling (9.41). For the second one we note that

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ nε
∑

x∈R
a,l(n)

(x1 · · · xl)−1+k/s ≪ nεFs−l,a(n),

wherein it may be useful recalling (11.9). Consequently, since n /∈ Z̃s−l,a(N) then the right

side of the above equation is O(n−ν0/2). The last claim follows by setting a = 1. �

Having prepared the ground for the analysis of the preceding auxiliary random variables,
we now proceed to estimate these with high probability. To such an end we introduce for
a sequence X ⊂ N

k
0 and 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 and upon recalling (11.9) the set

QlX(n) =
{
x ∈ R1,l(n) : xkj ∈ X, 1 ≤ j ≤ l

}
.

We also denote by Disj(Ql
X
(n)) to the maximum h such that Ql

X
(n) contains h pairwise

disjoint tuples. Likewise, we further write for convenience

S0
X,s(n) =

{
x ∈ QsX(n) : xi ≤ nτ0/k for some 1 ≤ i ≤ s

}
.

Lemma 13.3. Let s ≥ 2. Then there is some constant K > 0 such that with probability at
least 0.8 and n /∈ Z(N) for any N ≥ 1 then

R0
X,s(n) ≤ K. (13.9)

Proof. We essentially follow the proof of [29, Lemma 1.4]. We note that for fixed K ′
1 > 0

then whenever 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 and m /∈ Z̃s−l,1(N) for any N ≥ 1 one has

P
(
Disj(QlX(m)) ≥ K ′

1

)
≤
(
E

( ∑

x∈Ql
X
(m)

∏

xi∈Set(x)

txi

))K ′
1 ≤ E

(
R 6=

X,l(m)
)K ′

1 ≪ m−ν0K ′
1/2,

where we employed Lemma 13.2. Then, by taking K ′
1 > 3/ν0 sufficiently large it would

follow with probability at least 0.9 that then

Disj(QlX(m)) < K ′
1 for all m /∈ Z̃s−l,1(N) for any N ≥ 1. (13.10)
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In order to proceed further in the proof we return to Lemma 13.2 for the purpose of
noting that E(R0

X,s(n)) = O(n−ν0/4), whence an analogous argument to the one exhibited

above assures with probability at least 0.9 that whenever K ′
2 is sufficiently large one has

Disj(S0
X,s(m)) ≤ K ′

2 for all m /∈ Z1(N) for any N ≥ 1. (13.11)

We next take K = (K ′
3 − 1)ss! and K ′

3 = max(K ′
2,K

′
1) + 1 and note that by the Erdős-

Rado’s sunflower lemma [10] (see [29, Lemma 1.4] for further details) one may deduce that
whenever R0

X,s(n) > K then either Disj(S0
X,s(n)) ≥ K ′

3 or Disj(QlX(m
′)) ≥ K ′

3 for some
1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 and some

m′ = n−
s−l∑

j=1

ykj , yj ∈ N

according to whether the corresponding tuples xi stemming from such an application satisfy

∩K
′
3

i=1Set(xi) = ø or not. In view of the assumption n /∈ Z(N) for any N ≥ 1 it transpires

that n /∈ Zs−l(N), such a condition in turn implying Fs−l,1(m
′) ≤ K̃(m′)−ν0 and hence

m′ /∈ Z̃s−l,1(N). Consequently, by (13.10) and (13.11) the union of the preceding events
occurs with probability at most 0.2, whence (13.9) happens with probability at least 0.8. �

The perusal of R=
X,s(n) shall be analogous to that of R0

X,s(n), whence concission shall be

adopted at times. We thus recall (11.9) and (11.13) and introduce for each 1 ≤ l ≤ s − 1,
each a ∈ [1, s]l and X ⊂ N

k
0 the set

QlX,a(n) =
{
x ∈ Ra,l(n) : xkj ∈ X, 1 ≤ j ≤ l

}
.

Lemma 13.4. Let s ≥ 2. Then there is some constant C= > 0 such that with probability
at least 0.9 and n /∈ Z(N) for any N ≥ 1 then

R=
X,s(n) ≤ C=.

Proof. We allude to Lemma 13.2 for the purpose of observing that E(Rj
X,a(n)) = O(n−ν0/4)

for each 1 ≤ j ≤ s− 1 and a ∈ [1, s]j . The argument in Lemma 13.3 permits one to deduce
with probability at least 1− 0.1s−s that for some sufficiently large constant C1 one has

Disj(Qj
X,a(m)) < C1, m /∈ Z̃s−j,a(N) for any N ≥ 1.

We then note upon setting C2 = (C1 − 1)ss! + 1 that by a routinary application of the
sunflower lemma it is apparent for a ∈ [1, s]l that if Rl

X,a(n) > C2 for some n /∈ Z(N) for

any N ≥ 1 then Disj(Ql
′

X,ã(n
′)) ≥ C1 with 1 ≤ l′ ≤ l, where ã = (ail−l′+1

, . . . , ail), and

n′ = n−
l−l′∑

j=1

aijy
k
ij yij ∈ N,

wherein since n /∈ Z(N) then n′ /∈ Z̃s−l′,ã(N), which by the above argument happens with
probability at most 0.1s−s. The predecing discussion permits one to deduce for n /∈ Z(N)
for any N ≥ 1 and with probability at least 1− 0.1s−s that Rl

X,a(n) ≤ C2, such a bound in

conjunction with (11.13) entailing R=
X,s(n) ≤ ssC2 with probability at least 0.9. The lemma

follows by setting C= = ssC2. �
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It not being appropriate to dilate further on the preparatives, we present via the upcom-
ing proposition the aforementioned concentration inequality denoting beforehand µNL =
E
(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
.

Proposition 13.2. Let s ≥ 4k + 1 and let NL ⊂ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) be a subset satisfying
|NL| = L. Then for every β > 1 there is a constant K = K(k, s, η, β) such that

P
(
|R+

X,s(NL)− µNL| ≥ δ(N)µNL
)
≪ e−δ(N)2µNL/16sK +N−β. (13.12)

Consequently, there exists κ0 = κ0(k, s, η, β) > 0 with κ0 ≤ 1 for which

P
(
|R+

X,s(NL)− µNL | ≥ δ(N)µNL
)
≪ N−κ0C +N−β.

Proof. We invoke Proposition 10.1 as is customary and note employing the notation un-
derlying the discussion thereof that it transpires in view of Lemma 13.1 that whenever
NL ⊂ [N, 2N ]\Z(N) one has E1(R

+
X,s(NL)) ≪ N−ν0τ0/2. Then, upon setting ε0 = N−ν0τ0/2

one gets for every β > 1 by taking a sufficiently large constant K = K(k, s, η, β) that

r(s,K, 2N, ε0) ≪ N−β−1.

It further seems appropiate to observe that µNL ≪ N ε, such a conclusion stemming from
Proposition 13.1 in conjunction with the proviso ψ(N)L ≪ N ε. The remark preceding
Proposition 10.1 then permits one to deduce that

h(s,K, 2N, ε0) ≪ Nr(s− 1,K, 2N, ε0) ≪ N−β,

wherein we employed the above estimate. We conclude by taking λ = δ(N)2µNL/4sK in
the setting underlying the aforementioned proposition to obtain via the latter

P
(
|R+

X,s(NL)− µNL | ≥ δ(N)µNL
)
≪ e−λ/4 +N−β,

as claimed. The second statement follows by recalling (13.1) and observing that by Propo-
sition 13.1 then there is some constant κ′(s, k) > 0 for which

δ(N)2µNL/16sK ≥ κ′(s, k)δ(N)2Lψ(N)/K ≥ Cκ′(s, k)(logN)/2K,

whence inserting the previous bound in (13.12) delivers the desired result. �

In order to make further progress we consider as in Theorem 1.4 and for every fixed
constant κ ≥ 1 a collection of sets (Mj(N))N

κ

j=1 with Mj(N) ⊂ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) and

|Mj(N)| ≤ Mc(N), the latter being defined in (13.1), for sufficiently large N . We shall
present promptly the main proposition of this section, it being appropiate indicating be-
forehand that we shall henceforth make in (13.1) the choices

c = κ0/2, C = 1 +
6κ

κ0
, β = 7κ+ 2, (13.13)

the parameter κ0 = κ0(k, s, η, β) ≤ 1 stemming from the application of Proposition 13.2.

Theorem 13.1. Let ψ be a function of uniform growth with the property for every suf-
ficiently large integer n that ψ(n) = O(log n) and |ξn − 1| ≍ 1. Then for all sufficiently
large N , each collection (Mj(N))N

κ

j=1 as above and all NL ⊂ Mj(N) with |NL| = L for
1 ≤ j ≤ Nκ, the expression

RsX(NL) ≍k,s ψ(N)L

holds with probability at least 0.7. If moreover ξ(n) = o(1) and

ξ(N) + ϕ(N)−υ0 + (logN)−υ0 ≪ δ(N) < 1 (13.14)
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with

δ(N) ≥
(
C log(ψ(N))

cψ(N)

)1/2

(13.15)

for sufficiently large N then with probability at least 0.7 one has

RsX(NL) = ψ(N)

L∑

i=1

S(ni) +O
(
ψ(N)Lδ(N)

)
. (13.16)

Proof. We write M = ⌊Mc(N)⌋ and examine firstly the associated binomial coefficient
underlying the preceding statement, thereby obtaining by Stirling’s formula

(
M

L

)
∼

(
M
e

)M√
2πM

(
L
e

)L√
2πL

(
M−L
e

)M−L√
2π(M − L)

≪ 1
(
1− L

M

)M−L

(M
L

)L
.

Then, upon recalling (13.1) we note that then
(
M

L

)
≪ e3(M−L)L/2M

(
C−1ecδ(N)2ψ(N)ψ(N)

) C(logN)

δ(N)2ψ(N)

≪ ecC logN+C(logN)(3/2+log(ψ(N))−logC)δ(N)−2ψ(N)−1 ≪ e
cC logN+

C(logN) log(ψ(N))

δ(N)2ψ(N)

≪ ec(C+1) logN , (13.17)

wherein we employed the proviso (13.15) and the fact that 3/2 < logC.

Equipped with the preceding bound we sum over the corresponding sets the probabilities
examined in Proposition 13.2, it being pertinent to denote beforehand

Π(k, s, η, κ) =
∞∑

N=1

Nκ∑

j=1

∑

NL⊂Mj(N)
|NL|=L

P
(
|R+

X,s(NL)− µNL | ≥ δ(N)µNL
)
,

and apply the latter proposition for the choice β = 7κ+ 2 to derive

Π(k, s, η, κ) ≪
∞∑

N=1

Nκ∑

j=1

∑

NL⊂Mj(N)
|NL|=L

(
N−κ0C +N−7κ−2

)
≪

∞∑

N=1

Nκ∑

j=1

(
M

L

)
N−κ0C ,

it being appropiate to remark in view of (13.13) and the fact that κ0 ≤ 1 that

κ0C = 6κ+ κ0 ≤ 7κ+ 2

and to clarify that the parameter L depends on the variable N over which one is summing.
We insert (13.17) in the above line and deduce

Π(k, s, η, κ) ≪
∞∑

N=1

Nκ∑

j=1

N c(C+1)−κ0C ≪
∞∑

N=1

Nκ+c(C+1)−κ0C .

We note upon recalling (13.13) that

κ+ c(C + 1)− κ0C = κ+ κ0
(
1− C)/2 = −2κ,
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from where it follows that Π(k, s, η, κ) <∞. One thus may apply Borel-Cantelli to deduce
with probability 1 that for sufficiently large N then every NL ⊂ Mj(N) with (Mj(N))j≤Nκ

constituting the above collection of sets in [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) satisfies

R+
X,s(NL) = µNL +O(δ(N)µNL). (13.18)

We momentarily pause the discussion and note that as a consequence of Lemmata 13.3
and 13.4 there exists a constant C ′ > 0 such that for all n ∈ [N, 2N ]\Z(N) for each N ≥ 1
and with probability at least 0.7 one has

R0
X,s(n) +R=

X,s(n) ≤ C ′. (13.19)

We then insert (13.19) into (11.4) and (11.5) and obtain upon recalling (13.2) that

RsX(NL) =

L∑

i=1

R+
X,s(ni) +O(L) = R+

X,s(NL) +O(L).

The proposition then follows by combining the above equation with (13.14), (13.18) and
Proposition 13.1. �

14. Upper bounds beyond the logarithmic barrier

We shall devote this section to derive upper bounds for the representation function, it
being required to such an end preparing the ground for the application of the concentration
inequality by introducing some notation. We consider a finite set Γ and the family [Γ]≤s

of subsets I ⊂ Γ with the property that |I| ≤ s. We then take H ⊂ [Γ]≤s and consider a
family of non-negative random variables YI for each I ∈ [Γ]≤s with the property that YI
and YJ are independent whenever I∩J = ø.We further assume that there is another family
ξα, α ∈ Γ of independent random variables such that each YI is a function of the collection
{ξα : α ∈ I}. We introduce for convenience

X =
∑

I⊂H

YI

and denote µ = E(X). It also seems worth considering for each I ⊂ H the random variable

XI =
∑

I⊂J

YJ

and examine the conditional expectations E(XI |ξα, α ∈ I), which are functions of ξα, α ∈ I.
We also denote µI = supE(XI |ξα, α ∈ I) and for every 1 ≤ l ≤ s, the value µl = max|I|=l µI .

Proposition 14.1. In the above setting, we write |Γ| = n. Then, for every t > 0 and every
r1, . . . , rs such that

r1 . . . rl · µl ≤ t, l = 1, . . . , s, (14.1)

one has the estimate

P(X ≥ µ+ t) ≤
(
1 +

t

µ

)−r1/8s
+

s−1∑

l=1

nl
(
1 +

t

r1 . . . rlµl

)−rl+1/8s
.

Proof. See [16, Theorem 3.10]. �

Equipped with the preceding utensil we are prepared to deduce the desired upper bound
for the representation function at hand by combining the previous proposition with the
analysis in the above sections.
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Corollary 14.1. Let ψ(t) be a function of uniform growth with the property that

lim
n→∞

ψ(n)

log n
= 0. (14.2)

Then, whenever N is sufficiently large and n ∈ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) one gets with probability 1
the bound

R+
X,s(n) ≪

log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) (14.3)

and, with probability at least 0.6 the estimate

RsX(n) ≪
log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) . (14.4)

Moreover, if s ≥ 4k+1 and ∆∗
s is an admissible exponent for minor arcs satisfying ∆∗

s < 0
then one has for sufficiently large integer n the upper bounds (14.3) and (14.4).

Proof. In order to prepare the ground for the application of the above proposition it seems
desirable to recall (11.8), introduce first

Rn =
{
B ⊂ N

k
0 : B = Set(x) for some x ∈ R+(n)

}

and use the above result by setting X = R+
X,s(n), the base set being Γ = [1, n] and

H =
{
I ⊂ Bn, Bn ∈ Rn

}
.

We shall next draw the reader’s attention back to the discussion above Proposition 10.1
to note that with the notation presented therein it transpires for every I ∈ H that µI =
EI(R

+
X,s(n)). We thereby deduce for n ∈ [N, 2N ] \Z(N) and by means of Lemma 11.4 that

whenever I ∈ H satisfies 1 ≤ |I| ≤ s−1 then µI ≪ n−2βk , where βk = min(ν0τ0/4, τ
2
0 /(2s)).

If moreover k, s are in the second situation described above then the same lemma yields
a similar conclusion for every sufficiently large n ∈ [1, N ]. The preceding conclusion then
permits one to derive for 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 the estimate

µl ≪ n−2βk (14.5)

in both situations. We shall next set for convenience

r1(n) =
32s log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) , rl = 32s(l + 1)β−1
k when 2 ≤ l ≤ s

and consider

tn =
(32s)s(s+ 1)!β−s+1

k log n

2 log
( logn
ψ(n)

) .

Then one has with the above definitions r1(n) · r2 . . . rs = tn and for every 1 ≤ l ≤ s − 1
the estimate

r1(n) · r2 . . . rl · µl ≪ n−βk ≤ tn,

the last inequality holding for sufficiently large n, and where we implicitly employed the
provisos (14.2) and (14.5). Moreover, by an analogous argument it transpires that

tn
r1(n) · r2 . . . rl · µl

≫ nβk . (14.6)
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We then write µ(n) = E(R+
X,s(n)) and note in view of the previous discussion in conjunc-

tion with the fact that µs = 1 that the conditions (14.1) hold, whence the application of
Proposition 14.1 yields

P(R+
X,s(n) ≥ µ(n) + tn) ≤

(
1 +

tn
µ(n)

)−r1(n)/8s
+

s−1∑

l=1

nl
(
1 +

tn
r1(n) · r2 . . . rl · µl

)−rl+1/8s
.

(14.7)

We shall first examine the second summand and note that (14.6) delivers

s−1∑

l=1

nl
(
1 +

tn
r1(n) · r2 . . . rl · µl

)−rl+1/8s ≪
s−1∑

l=1

nl−rl+1βk/8s ≪
s−1∑

l=1

n−3l−8 ≪ n−11. (14.8)

In order to examine the first one it is desirable to recall Proposition 11.1 both for the
instance ∆∗

s < 0 and the situation in which n /∈ Z(N) for the purpose of remarking that
then there exists some constant Cs,k for which

µ(n) ≤ Cs,kψ(n). (14.9)

Therefore, upon denoting cs,k =
1
2 (32s)

s(s+ 1)!β−s+1
k C−1

s,k it transpires that

(
1+

tn
µ(n)

)−r1(n)/8s ≪
(
1+

cs,k log n

ψ(n) log
( logn
ψ(n)

)
)− 4 log n

log

(
log n
ψ(n)

)
≪ e

−4 logn+
4(logn) log

(
c−1
s,k

log

(
log n
ψ(n)

))

log

(
logn
ψ(n)

)
.

Then in view of the condition (14.2) it is apparent that

lim
n→∞

log
(
c−1
s,k log

( logn
ψ(n)

))

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) = 0,

whence it follows whenever n is sufficiently large that
(
1 +

tn
µ(n)

)−r1(n)/8s ≪ n−3.

We combine the above equation with both (14.7) and (14.8) to deduce the estimate

P
(
R+

X,s(n) ≥ µ(n) + tn
)
≪ n−3.

The relation (14.9) combined with the aforementioned proviso (14.2) entails

µ(n) ≤ Cs,kψ(n) ≤
cs,kCs,k log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) = tn

for sufficiently large n. By the preceding discussion,

P
(
R+

X,s(n) ≥ 2tn
)
≤ P

(
R+

X,s(n) ≥ µ(n) + tn
)
≪ n−3,

a consequence of the above line being by a customary application of Borel-Cantelli that
with probability 1 one has for sufficiently large N and n ∈ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) the estimate

R+
X,s(n) < 2tn ≪ log n

log
( logn
ψ(n)

) , (14.10)

the same bound holding for every sufficiently large n if ∆∗
s < 0. We conclude the proof

by drawing the attention back to (11.4) and (11.5) for the purpose of noting that the
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conclusions in (11.18) and (11.19) whenever ∆∗
s < 0 and Lemmata 13.3 and 13.4 in the

instance n /∈ Z(N) permit one to deduce with probability at least 0.6 that

RsX(n) = R+
X,s(n) +O(1),

the above equation in conjunction with (14.10) delivering the desired upper bound.

�

15. Proofs of Theorems 1.3, 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6

Equipped with the preceding propositions we have reached a position from which to
conclude our analysis concerning the aforementioned theorems.

Proof of Theorems 1.3, 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6. We begin by writing Ξs,k,Ξ2,Ξ1 > 0 to refer to
the implicit constants latent in the error terms in (11.25), (13.7) and (13.16) respectively.
Let Ξ = max(Ξs,k · Ξ2,Ξ1) and consider for N ∈ N and 1 ≤ j ≤ Nκ the collection of sets

(Mj(N))N
κ

j=1 described right above (13.13). It seems worth noting that in the context of

Theorem 1.4 one may assume that |Mj(N)| ≤Mc(N) since one can write δ′(N) =
√
cδ(N),

the factor
√
c being absorbed by the error term in (1.15). Whenever X ⊂ N

k
0 we introduce

the sets

S0
j,X =

{
n ∈ Mj(N) : RsX(n) ≤ S(n)ψ(n) − 3Ξδ(N)ψ(N)

}
.

Then the conclusion in Theorem 13.1 entails the existence of a sequence X ⊂ N
k
0 satisfying

the bound |S0
j,X| ≤ L− 1 for every 1 ≤ j ≤ Nκ and sufficiently large N , since if otherwise

|S0
j,X| ≥ L and {n1, . . . , nL} ⊂ S0

j,X with ni 6= nl for i 6= l then it would follow that

L∑

i=1

RsX(ni) ≤
L∑

i=1

S(ni)ψ(ni)− 3Ξδ(N)Lψ(N)

≤ ψ(N)

L∑

i=1

S(ni) + Ξs,kΞ2ψ(N)ξ(N)L − 3Ξδ(N)Lψ(N),

where we employed (11.25) and (13.7) in the last step. Consequently, (1.14) yields

L∑

i=1

RsX(ni) ≤ ψ(N)

L∑

i=1

S(ni) + ΞLψ(N)(ξ(N)− 3δ(N))

≤ ψ(N)
L∑

i=1

S(ni)− 2ΞLψ(N)δ(N),

which in turn could only occur with probability at most 0.3 by Theorem 13.1. A similar
argument would apply whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ Nκ for the sets

S1
j,X =

{
n ∈ Mj(N) : RsX(n) ≥ S(n)ψ(n) + 3Ξδ(N)ψ(N)

}
,

and consequently, upon defining Sj,X = S0
j,X ∪ S1

j,X, one has that |Sj,X| ≤ 2L− 2.

We observe that in the context underlying Theorem 1.4 then (12.4) holds, and whence
the conclusion (11.15) in conjunction with Proposition 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 entails the
bound |Z(N)| ≪ 1. By the preceding discussion it then transpires that

RsX(n) = S(n)ψ(n) +O(δ(N)ψ(N))
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whenever n ∈ Mj(N) \ Sj,X with Sj,X satisfying

|Sj,X| ≪ L = |Mj(N)| L

|Mj(N)| ≪ |Mj(N)|ω(N)−1,

where ω is a positive function of uniform growth such that ω(N) ≪ eδ(N)2ψ(N), and where we

employed both (13.1) and the fact that |Mj(N)| ≫ (logN)ω(N)
δ(N)2ψ(N)

embodied in the statement

of the aforementioned theorem, which concludes the proof of Theorem 1.4.

In order to make progress in the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5 we introduce

SδN,X =
{
n ∈ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) : |RsX(n)−S(n)ψ(n)| ≥ 3Ξδ(N)ψ(N)

}
.

We also partition [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) into FM (N) sets by means of

[N, 2N ] \ Z(N) =

FM (N)⋃

l=1

Ml(N)

with |Ml(N)| =M when 1 ≤ l ≤ FM (N)− 1 and |MFM (N)| ≤M and satisfying

Ml(N) ∩Mj(N) = ø whenever l 6= j.

Then upon observing that FM (N) ≪ N/M and the fact that (Mj(N))
FM (N)
j=1 is a partition

of [N, 2N ] one has

|SδN,X|=
FM (N)∑

j=1

|Sj,X| ≤ 2(L− 1)FM (N) ≪ NL/M ≪ Ne−cδ(N)2ψ(N)

ψ(N)δ(N)2
,

where in the last steps we employed (13.1) and the trivial bound on FM (N). The preceding
discussion permits one to deduce that

RsX(n) = S(n)ψ(N) +O(δ(N)ψ(N)) (15.1)

whenever n ∈ [N, 2N ] \
(
Z(N)∪SδN,X

)
with |SδN,X| satisfying the above bound. The reader

may observe that the constant c in the previous estimate for the exceptional set may be
deleted upon writing δ′(N) =

√
cδ(N) as above.

We shift our attention to Theorem 1.6 and deduce via Theorem 13.1 the existence of
constants cs,k,η, Cs,k,η > 0 with the property that for sufficiently large N then

cs,k,ηψ(N)L ≤ RsX(NL) ≤ Cs,k,ηψ(N)L (15.2)

with probability at least 0.7. Then, taking some X ⊂ N
k
0 satisfying the preceding estimates

and considering as above and for every 1 ≤ j ≤ FM (N) the sets

S̃0
j,X =

{
n ∈ Mj(N) : RsX(n) ≤ cs,k,ηψ(N)/2

}

it transpires that |S̃0
j,X| ≤ L− 1 since if otherwise |S̃0

j,X| ≥ L and {n1, . . . , nL} ⊂ S̃0
j,X then

L∑

i=1

RsX(ni) ≤ cs,k,ηψ(N)L/2,

which would in turn contradict (15.2). Consequently, by an analogous argument pertaining

the set S̃1
j,X comprising integers satisfying RsX(n) ≥ 2Cs,k,ηψ(N), defining

S̃X =
{
n ∈ [N, 2N ] \ Z(N) : RsX(n) ≤ cs,k,ηψ(N)/2 or RsX(n) ≥ 2Cs,k,ηψ(N)

}
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and setting S̃j,X = S̃0
j,X∪ S̃1

j,X it would follow in a similar manner that |S̃j,X| ≤ 2(L− 1). By

employing the same argument as above and taking δ(N) = 1/2 one would then have

|S̃X|=
FM (N)∑

j=1

|S̃j,X| ≤ 2(L− 1)FM (N) ≪ NL/M ≪ Ne−cψ(N)/4.

Consequently, it transpires that

cs,k,ηψ(N)/2 ≤ RsX(n) ≤ 2Cs,k,ηψ(N) (15.3)

whenever n ∈ [N, 2N ]\(S̃X∪Z(N)) with N being sufficiently large, as claimed, the constant
in the exponent of the exceptional set being deleted by taking ψ′(N) = cψ(N)/4.

In view of equations (15.1) and (15.3) and Corollary 14.1 it therefore remains to show
that under the conditions concerning k and s described in Theorems 1.3, 1.5 and 1.6 then
either the constraints underlying Propositions 8.2 and 9.1 and Lemma 9.1 are satisfied or
else ∆∗

s < 0 or k > s∆∗
s−1 and ∆∗

2s < 0 hold, the claims concerning the size |Xk ∩ [1,X]|
following via a routinary probabilistic argument involving Chernoff’s inequality (see [20,
(10.2)]). As a prelude to the discussion we make recourse to [1, Lemma 7.1] and (9.2),
assume that k > 20 and note that one may take

D = 9.027901. (15.4)

We then allude to the analysis leading to (12.3) for the purpose of observing that every
s0 ≥ max(⌊G0(k)⌋+1, 4k+1) has the property that ∆∗

s0 < 0, such a remark in conjunction
with the choice for D, equation [1, (7.8)] and (1.5) thereby leading to conclude that

s0 = ⌊k(log k + 2 + logD)⌋+ 1 (15.5)

satisfies the above. We first note that if s ≥ s0 then ∆∗
s < 0, and hence |Z(N)| ≪ 1 as a

consequence of Proposition 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 combined with the conclusion leading to
(11.15), as desired.

We next observe in view of (15.5) that it follows by the argument right after [1, (7.8)]
that for any s in the interval k(log k + 3.20032) ≤ s < s0 then

k(log k + 1 + logD) ≤ s ≤ k(log k + 2 + logD) (15.6)

and hence s0 − k − 1 ≤ s < s0, as required in Proposition 9.1. We also note that

2k(log kD + 1)
(
1− 1

Dk

)
− 2k − 1

2
> k(log kD + 2) + 1

is equivalent to

2k +
2

D
<
(
k − 2

D

)
log kD − 3

2
,

the latter holding for the aforementioned choice of D and k ≥ 100, an ensuing consequence
of which being under the same conditions on k, s as above and d ≤ s

Dk +
k
4s that

s0 ≤ k(log kD + 2) + 1 < 2k(log kD + 1)
(
1− 1

Dk

)
− 2k − 1

2
≤ 2(s − d− k),

as desired. We continue the verification of the constraints in Proposition 9.1 noting first
that whenever k ≥ 100 then

log k + 2 + logD ≤ D

4
(k − 5),
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it in turn entailing for s in the range (15.6) that

s

Dk
+

k

4s
≤ k

4
− 1. (15.7)

Having been furnished with the above we proceed by recalling (9.4) and remarking that

sT0 = 2
⌊s− d− T0

2

⌋
≥ s− d− T0 − 1,

whence by alluding to [32, Theorem 2.1] we observe that when s is in the range (15.6) then
there is some admissible exponent ∆sT0

satisfying

0 ≤ ∆sT0
≤ ke1−sT0/k ≤ e(T0+d+1)/k

D
.

Consequently, whenever T0 ≤ Td(k) ≤ 3k/4 and d+ 1 ≤ k/4, the last inequality holding in
view of (15.7), then

∆sT0
≤ 1

D

(
1 +

T0 + d+ 1

k
+
(T0 + d+ 1

k

)2)
, (15.8)

as desired.

We next fix any s satisfying (15.6), take for convenience

v =
⌊1
2
k(1 + log(Dk))− 1

2D

⌋

and make recourse to (12.2) to note that whenever 2v ≤ s then (9.2) and (15.4) yields

∆∗
s ≤

(
∆2v − (s− 2v)τ(k)

)
≤ 1

Dk

(
Dk∆2v − (s− 2v)

)
=

1

Dk

(
Dk∆2v + 2v

)
− s

Dk
.

We have deem it pertinent noting that the bound right above [1, (7.8)] appertaining to
2v +∆2v/τ(k) constitutes in view of equation (7.6) of that same memoir an upper bound
for 2v +Dk∆2v (the reader may observe that the letter v on that paper corresponds to 2v
herein). By the preceding discussion then

∆∗
s ≤

log(kD) + 2

D
− s

Dk
. (15.9)

Equipped with the above bound we may assume at this point first that s < Dk, and
observe that whenever s ≥ k(log(kD) + 1) + 1 then

∆∗
s−1 −

k

s
≤ log(kD) + 2

D
− (s− 1)

Dk
− k

s
≤ 1

D
− k

s
< 0, (15.10)

a similar argument yielding for k(log(kD) + 1) ≤ s < k(log(kD) + 1) + 1 and s < Dk
1+ 1

k

that

∆∗
s−1 −

k

s
≤ log(kD) + 2

D
− (s− 1)

Dk
− k

s
≤ 1

D

(
1 +

1

k

)
− k

s
< 0, (15.11)

where we employed the aforementioned constraint on s. By recalling (15.4) we observe that
the preceding assumption on s occurs whenever

k(log(kD) + 1) + 1 <
Dk

1 + 1
k

,

such an inequality being valid for 1 ≤ k ≤ 300. We conclude the cornucopia of instances
for which an inequality of the flavour of (15.10) holds by considering s in the range (15.6)
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satisfying the additional condition 1 ≤ s
Dk < 2. In such circumstances, whenever s ≥

k(log(kD) + 3/2) + 1 then by (15.9) one has

∆∗
s−1 −

k

s
≤ 1

2D
− k

s
< 0.

Under any of the assumptions earlier described then it flows from both (15.10), (15.11),
the last inequality and the remark leading to (11.15) that Z(N) = Z0(N). In view of (15.9)
one has when s is in (15.6) that

∆∗
2s ≤

log(kD) + 2

D
− 2(log kD + 1)

D
< 0, (15.12)

the application of Proposition 8.2 and Corollary 8.1 in conjunction with the preceding
observations entailing

|Z(N)| = |Z0(N)| ≪ N1−δk (15.13)

for some constant δk > 0, as desired.

We consider next s as in (15.6) with 1 ≤ s
Dk < 2 − k

4s and satisfying the additional
hypothesis that s ≤ k(log(kD) + 3/2) + 1, the combination of both inequalities entailing
in particular that k ≥ 200. In what follows we shall verify the conditions required in
Proposition 9.1, it being worth noting first that in this range

1

k
+

2s

k2
≤ 1

100
+

2(log(kD) + 3/2)

k
+

1

20000
≤ 1

100
+

9

100
=

1

10
(15.14)

and

max(15/2,
√
D/2)k ≤ s ≤ Dk2. (15.15)

We also indicate upon recalling the choice of D in (15.4) that

1600
(
log(kD) + 3/2 + 1/k

)2(
log(kD) + 3/2 +D/2 + 1/k

)
≤ 1053Dk

holds whenever k ≥ 200. Equipped with the above provisos it then follows that

1600s2(s+Dk/2) ≤ 1053Dk4 ≤ 1170k4D
(
1− 1

k
− 2s

k2

)

when k ≥ 200, such an inequality implying that T1(k) ≤ 3k/4 in the above range for s.
Likewise, we remind the reader of (9.4) and note by (15.14) that whenever d = 1 then

4ck ≥
39 · 9
200

D

1 + Dk
2s

≥ 117D

100
> D, (15.16)

wherein we employed the assumptionDk ≤ s, as desired. In order to conclude the analysis of
this instance we observe that whenever k ≥ 200 and k(log(kD)+1) ≤ s < k(log(kD)+1)+1
with Dk

1+ 1
k

≤ s ≤ Dk, it being the remaining instance not being examined in the discussion

leading to (15.13), then in particular s ≤ k(k + 1)/4 and hence

1 ≤ k

k + 1
+

k

4s
≤ s

Dk
+

k

4s
≤ 5/4 < 2,

whence the same bounds as above hold for this range, (15.16) being replaced by 4c ≥ 11D
10 .

In order to proceed in the proof we assume instead that 2 ≤ s
Dk + k

4s with s in (15.6),
such a proviso in particular entailing the inequality

2D(log(kD) + 7/8) ≤ (log(kD) + 2)2, (15.17)
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from where it follows that k ≥ 100000. Whenever the aforementioned circumstances occur
then (15.15) holds, and hence for d ≤ s

Dk + k
4s one has

d

k
+

(d+ 1)s

k2
≤ s

Dk2
+

1

4s
+

s

k2
+

s2

Dk3
+

5

4k

≤ 2

k
+

(log(kD) + 2)2

Dk
+

(D + 1)(log(kD) + 2)

Dk
≤ 1

500
.

Likewise, under the same assumptions on k it is apparent that

(log(kD) + 2)2
(3
2
(log(kD) + 2

)
+D/8

)
≤ 58383Dk

80000
,

the combination of the preceding estimates and the restriction on d delivering

s2(s+ dDk/2) ≤ k3(log(kD) + 2)2
(3
2

(
log(kD) + 2

)
+D/8

)

≤ 58383Dk4

80000
≤ 117

160
Dk4

(
1− d

k
− (d+ 1)s

k2

)
,

it in turn entailing Td(k) ≤ 3k/4. We may further derive in an analogous manner as above
the inequality

4ck ≥ 39 · 499
10000

D

1 + dDk
2s

≥ 39 · 499
10000

(
D

3
2 +

Dk2

8s2

)
≥ 39 · 499D

100 · 151 > D,

where we implicitly employed the fact that Dk2

8s2 ≤ 1
100 in the range for k, s described above,

as desired. Consequently, by the preceding discussion it transpires that the assumptions in
Proposition 9.1 hold for both the situations in which s

Dk + k
4s < 2 and s

Dk + k
4s ≥ 2.

We continue our verification by drawing the reader’s attention to the statement of Lemma
9.1 and assume first that 1 ≤ s

Dk +
k
4s < 2 and that s ≥ k(log kD + 1) + 3. We allude as is

customary to [32, Theorem 2.1] to deduce that

∆
2
⌊
s−2
2

⌋ − 2k

s
≤ 1

D
− 2k

s
<

1

D
− 1

D(1− k/8s)
< 0.

If instead k(log kD + 1) ≤ s < k(log kD + 1) + 3 then combining both constraints would
entail

D
(
1− 1

4(log kD + 1)

)
≤ s

k
≤ log(kD) + 1 +

3

k
,

from where it would in particular follow that k ≥ 250. Moreover, the aforementioned
theorem would yield whenever k ≥ 250 the inequality

∆
2
⌊
s−2
2

⌋ − 2k

s
≤ e3/k

D
− 2k

s
<

243

80Dk
− k

8Ds(1− k/8s)
≤ 243

80Dk
− 2k

(16D − 1)s
,

wherein we employed the fact that s ≤ 2Dk. Consequently, one has whenever k ≥ 250 in
the above range that

k2

s
≥ k

log(kD) + 1 + 3/k
≥ 250

9
≥ 27,

the combination of the preceding bounds delivering

∆
2
⌊
s−2
2

⌋ − 2k

s
≤ 1

k

( 243

80D
− 54

(16D − 1)

)
≤ − 27

80Dk
.
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If on the contrary 2 < s
Dk+

k
4s then by the conclusion stemming from (15.17) it transpires

that k ≥ 100000. We then set d0 =
⌈
s
Dk +

k
4s

⌉
and note first that whenever s is as in (15.6)

and k satisfies the above lower bound then

d0 + 1 ≤ s

Dk
+

k

4s
+ 2 ≤ log(kD) + 2

D
+

9

4
≤ k

4
,

as required right above (15.8). In view of the preceding conclusion then [32, Theorem 2.1]
permits one to deduce that

∆
2
⌊
s−d0

2

⌋ − d0k

s
≤ e(d0+1)/k

D
− 1

D
− k2

4s2
≤ 1

D

(d0 + 1

k
+
(d0 + 1

k

)2)
− k2

4s2

≤ 5(d0 + 1)

4Dk
− k2

4s2
≤ 5s

4D2k2
+

4

Dk
− k2

4s2
≤ 8s

Dk2
− k2

4s2
.

Consequently, the inequality 64(log(kD) + 2)3 ≤ Dk, valid whenever k ≥ 100000, in con-
junction with the above bound yields

∆
2⌊
s−d0

2
⌋
− d0k

s
≤ − k2

8s2
,

as desired. The preceding discussion enables one to deduce in both of the instances that the
required assumptions in Lemma 9.1 hold for the choice d0 =

⌈
s
Dk +

k
4s

⌉
. In view of (15.12),

Proposition 8.2 and Corollary 8.1, the latter conclusion and that entailing the verification
of the conditions for Proposition 9.1 it transpires that Corollary 9.1 is applicable, thereby
leading to the estimate

|Z(N)| ≪ N1−ζk ,

where ζk > 0 satisfies (9.7) for large k, as desired, and concludes when applied in conjunction
with Corollary 14.1 the part of Theorem 1.3 pertaining to the range k > 20.

If 7 ≤ k ≤ 20 then we instead allude to the tables in [27] for the purpose of deducing that
the values ∆v−1,∆w−1 included in the upcoming tables are indeed admissible exponents.

k 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
v 71 77 83 91 97 103 111
w 75 81 87 95 101 109 117
u 92 100 110 118 126 134 142
∆v−1 0.1756866 0.1812515 0.1868812 0.1697840 0.1762412 0.1826716 0.1701423
∆w−1 0.1281620 0.1355287 0.1426626 0.1318848 0.1390360 0.1306147 0.1238487

k 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
w 31 35 41 47 55 61 67
u 34 42 50 60 68 76 84
∆w−1 0.0528848 0.1294925 0.1420569 0.1509648 0.1274069 0.1357634 0.1431803

We also record that ∆18 = 0 and ∆24 = 0 are admissible exponents for both k = 5
and k = 6 respectively, such a conclusion stemming from the tables of [26], and write
(u,w) = (18, 23) and (u,w) = (24, 27) accordingly for both k = 5 and k = 6. It is also
informative to mention that by [24, Lemma 5.2] then ∆12 = 0 for k = 4 is an admissible
exponent, the analogous assertion ∆8 = 0 when k = 3 following from [25, Theorem 2], and

∫ 1

0
|f(α,P,R)|udα≪ P u−k (15.18)
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for the pairs (k, u) = (4, 12) and (3, 8), the estimate when (k, u) = (2, 6) being classical.
We then write w = 17 for k = 4 and w = u+ 1 when 2 ≤ k ≤ 3.

Employing the above tables and remarks, the reader may then observe that whenever
2 ≤ k ≤ 20 and w ≤ s ≤ k(log k + 4.20032) for the above values of w then ∆w−1 − k

s < 0,

and ∆v−1− k
v < 0 whenever 14 ≤ k ≤ 20, from where it trivially follows that ∆2⌊ s−1

2
⌋ < k/s,

the restriction described in Lemma 9.1 thereby holding for the choice d0 = 1. We further
note that by the tables in [27] for the range 7 ≤ k ≤ 20 and by those in [26] for the range
5 ≤ k ≤ 6 then ∆u = 0, it therefore transpiring that ∆∗

u+1 < 0 and, since s ≥ w and hence
2s ≥ u + 1 for each 5 ≤ k ≤ 20 then ∆∗

2s < 0. We also observe whenever 5 ≤ k ≤ 20 that
w ≥ 4k+2 and recall (9.46) and (9.47) to deduce that the application of the aforementioned
lemma in conjunction with Proposition 8.2 and Corollary 8.1 entails

|Z(N)| = |Z0(N)| ≪ N1−υk

for some υk > 0, as desired. The remaining part of Theorem 1.3 pertaining to 5 ≤ k ≤ 20
then holds upon observing that w ≤ k(log k + 3.20032).

For the cases 2 ≤ k ≤ 4 one would combine when s ≥ w the bound (15.18) and Lemmata
5.1 and 5.2 to obtain similar results to those in Proposition 6.1 and Corollary 7.1 without
the restriction s ≥ 4k+1 to derive the analogues of Proposition 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, and
deduce |Z0(N)| = O(1). The proof would follow by using Lemma 9.1 for the choice d0 = 1 to
obtain as in Corollary 9.1 that |Z(N)| = O(1) upon observing that w ≤ k(log k+3.20032),
and alluding to [23, Theorem 4.6] for the bounds S(n) ≍ 1 when 2 ≤ k ≤ 3.

We next shift our attention to the range pertaining Theorem 1.5 and note that one may
make in view of [1, Lemma 7.1] the choice

D =
(ω − 1− 2/ω + 2/k)2

1− 2/ω
, (15.19)

where ω is the unique real solution, with ω ≥ 1, of the equation (1.8), from where it follows
as in the proof of Theorem 1.2 therein that

2 + logD = C1 +O
(1
k

)
, (15.20)

the constant C1 having been defined in (1.9). In view of the discussion in (15.5) it transpires
that one may restrict the analysis to the instance s < s0 for the above choice of D, and
observe in light of the statement in Theorem 1.5 that one may assume

k(log(kD) + 1) + 1− k2

s
≤ s (15.21)

for sufficiently large k, whence in particular s0 − k(1 + k/s) ≤ s < s0 and, upon recalling
the definition of s0 in (15.5) then

k(log(kD) + 1)− k

log(kD)
≤ s ≤ k(log(kD) + 2).

Equipped with the above bounds it is worth observing whenever k is sufficiently large that

s2k6 − s7

Dk7(s− k)
≪ log k,

the choice c = s7/k8 thereby entailing for every d ≤ s2k6−s7

Dk7(s−k) the estimate

Td(k) ≪
k

(log k)3
, (15.22)
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the parameter Td(k) having been defined in (9.3). Moreover, by the preceding discussion it
is apparent for every d and s as above that

2(s − d− k) = 2k log k +O(k),

from where it follows that 2(s − d − k) ≥ s0, as desired. It therefore remains to show the
property pertaining to the bound for ∆sT0

with T0 ≤ Td(k), a routinary recourse to [32,

Theorem 2.1] in conjunction with (15.21), (15.22) and the preceding estimates permitting
one to obtain for some constant C0 > 0 and sufficiently large k the equation

∆sT0
≤ ke1−(s−d−T0−1)/k ≤ 1

D
ek/s+C0(k/s)3 ≤ 1

D

(
1 + k/s + C0(k/s)

3 +
3

5

(
k/s+ C0(k/s)

3
)2)

≤ 1

D

(
1 + k/s +

2k2

3s2

)
.

We conclude our discussion by setting d0 =
⌈
s2k6−s7

Dk7(s−k)

⌉
in the context underlying Lemma

9.1 and note that then [32, Theorem 2.1] in conjunction with the same circle of ideas as
above yields for sufficiently large k the bound

∆
2
⌊
s−d0

2

⌋ − d0k

s
≤ ek/s+(1+d0)/k

D
− s2k6 − s7

Dk7(s− k)

k

s
≤ 1

D

(
1 +

k

s
+

2k2

3s2
− sk6 − s6

k6(s− k)

)

=
1

D

(k
s
+

2k2

3s2
− k7 − s6

k6(s− k)

)
=

1

D

(2k2
3s2

− k2

s(s− k)
+

s6

k6(s− k)

)
.

Consequently, upon observing that s6

k6(s−k) = O
(
(log k)5k−1

)
it would then transpire for

sufficiently large k that

∆
2
⌊
s−d0

2

⌋ − d0k

s
≤ − k2

4s2
,

as desired. By the preceding discussion, it is then apparent that the conditions appertaining
to Proposition 9.1, Lemma 9.1, Proposition 8.2 and Corollary 8.1 hold for the range of k and
s cognate to Theorem 1.5, Corollary 9.1 thereby being applicable and leading to the estimate
|Z(N)| ≪ N1−γk with γk satisfying (9.10), as desired. The first conclusion pertaining to
Theorem 1.5 then holds in view of the above analysis in conjunction with the choice (15.19).

If moreover s ≥ k
(
log k + C1 − eC1−2

log k+C1

)
then in view of (15.20) one has in particular

s ≥ k(log(kD) + 2)− Dk

log(kD) + 2
+ E(k),

wherein E(k) = O(1), and upon writing s = k
(
log k+C1− θeC1−2

log k+C1

)
for some log k

k ≪ θ ≤ 1

and making use of (15.9) then

∆∗
s−1 −

k

s
≤ θ

log(kD) + 2
− 1

log(kD) + 2− θD
log(kD)+2

+
C0

k

≤ (log(kD) + 2
)2
(θ − 1)− θ2D(

log(kD) + 2
)(
(log(kD) + 2)2 −Dθ

) + C0

k
,

where C0 > 0 is some constant, which entails whenever k is sufficiently large that

∆∗
s−1 −

k

s
≤ −D

2
(
log(kD) + 2

)(
(log(kD) + 2)2 −Dθ

) .



ON VU’S THEOREM IN WARING’S PROBLEM FOR THINNER SEQUENCES 75

The preceding bound thereby delivers the restriction required in the remark leading
to (11.15), whence upon recalling (9.46) it transpires that the previous observation in
conjunction with Proposition 8.2 and Corollary 8.1 entails

|Z(N)| = |Z0(N)| ≪ N1−νk

with νk being a constant satisfying (1.24), as desired. The above remarks conclude the
proof of Theorem 1.5.

16. The linear case

We shall briefly sketch the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8 by merely indicating the
instances in the proof for higher powers where the argument would be alleviated in the
linear case. We consider the same space but with probabilities P(y ∈ X) = y−1+1/sψ1(y)

1/s,
where ψ1(y) = Γ(1/s)−sψ(y). We then define Rs

X
(n) as in (11.3) for k = 1 but without the

smoothing condition, and write

RsX(n) = R 6=
X,s(n) +R=

X,s(n), R 6=
X,s(n) = R+

X,s(n) +R0
X,s(n)

as in (11.4) and (11.5) respectively for the choice τ0 = 1/2. A routinary computation then
yields whenever 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 the estimate

E(R 6=
X,l(n)) ≪ nε

∑

n=x1+...+xl

(x1 · · · xl)−1+1/s ≪ n−1+l/s+ε ≪ n−1/s+ε, (16.1)

where in the second step we employed [23, Theorem 2.3]. In a similar manner one gets

E(R0
X,s(n)) ≪ nε

∑

x≤n1/2

x−1+1/s
∑

n−x=x1+...+xs−1

(x1 · · · xs−1)
−1+1/s

≪ nε
∑

x≤n1/2

x−1+1/s(n− x)−1/s ≪ nε−1/2s. (16.2)

Likewise, whenever 1 ≤ l ≤ s− 1 and a ∈ [1, s]l we define RlX,a(n) as in (11.10) and deduce

E(RlX,a(n)) ≪ nε
∑

n=a1x1+...+alxl

l∏

i=1

x
−1+1/s
i ≪ nε−1/s, (16.3)

where we employed a modification of the argument in [23, Theorem 2.3].

Equipped with the preceding estimates we then may employ as in Section 11 the argument
in the last paragraph of [29, page 128] to show that there exists a constant C1 = C1(s) > 0
such that with probability at least 0.6 one has for every n ∈ N the bounds

max
(
R0

X,s(n), R
=
X,s(n)

)
≤ C1. (16.4)

We shall next define for NL = {n1, . . . , nL} ⊂ [N, 2N ] the random variable R+
X,s(NL) in

the same manner as in (13.2), and consider for a subset of natural numbers A ⊂ [1, 2N ]
with |A| = d and 1 ≤ d ≤ s − 1 the expectation EA(R

+
X,s(NL)) defined in the paragraph

before (10.1). Then, upon denoting

mi = ni −
∑

y∈A

y, 1 ≤ i ≤ L
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and l = s− |A|, it transpires as in Lemma 13.1 and by (16.1) that

EA

(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
≪

L∑

i=1

E(R+
X,l(mi)) ≪

L∑

i=1

E(R 6=
X,l(mi)) ≪ N ε

L∑

i=1

m
−1/s
i ≪ N ε−1/2s. (16.5)

It shall further be pertinent to compute E
(
R+

X,s(n)
)
. To such an end we proceed as in

Proposition 11.1 by noting that the monotonicity of ψ(x) yields

E
(
R+

X,s(n)
)
=

∑

n=x1+...+xs
xi 6=xj
xi>n1/2

s∏

i=1

x
−1+1/s
i ψ1(xi)

1/s ≤ ψ1(n)
∑

n=x1+...+xs
xi≥1

s∏

i=1

x
−1+1/s
i

= ψ1(n)Γ
(1
s

)s
+O

(
ψ(n)n−1/s) = ψ(n) +O

(
ψ(n)n−1/s),

where in the last step we employed [23, Theorem 2.3] to evaluate the corresponding sum.

Likewise, assuming as we may ϕ(n) = o(n1/2) then for every sufficiently large n one has

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥

∑

n=x1+...+xs
xi 6=xj

min
i≤s

(xi)>(nϕ(n)−1)

s∏

i=1

x
−1+1/s
i ψ1(xi)

1/s

≥
(
ψ1(n/ϕ(n))

∑

n=x1+...+xs
min
i≤s

(xi)>(nϕ(n)−1)

s∏

i=1

x
−1+1/s
i

)
− ψ1(n)R

=
s (n)

= ψ1(n/ϕ(n))Γ
(1
s

)s
+O(ψ(n)n−1/s) +O

(
ψ(n)

∑

n=x1+...+xs
min
i≤s

(xi)≤(nϕ(n)−1)

s∏

i=1

x
−1+1/s
i

)
,

where in the last step we utilised [23, Theorem 2.3] to derive the first summand and the
computation in (16.3) to estimate R=

s (n), it in turn denoting the analogue of (11.16). We
thus recall (1.11) and use the argument in (16.2) to deduce that

E(R+
X,s(n)) ≥ ψ(n) +O

(
ψ(n)(n−1/s + ξ(n) + ϕ(n)−1/s)

)
.

Having been furnished with the preceding estimates we have reached a position from which
to complete mutatis mutandis the proof of the analogue of Theorem 13.1.

Theorem 16.1. Let ψ, ξ be as in Theorem 13.1. Then one has for sufficiently large N ,
each collection (Mj(N))j≤Nκ of subsets Mj(N) ⊂ [N, 2N ] as therein and all NL ⊂ Mj(N)
with |NL| = L for 1 ≤ j ≤ Nκ, the expression

RsX(NL) ≍k,s ψ(n)L

with probability at least 0.7. If moreover ξ(n) = o(1) and δ is as in the statement of Theorem
1.7 then

RsX(NL) = Lψ(N) +O
(
ψ(N)Lδ(N))

)

with probability at least 0.7.
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Proof. We first observe upon denoting µNL = E
(
R+

X,s(NL)
)
that one may obtain for some

constant κ = κ(s, β) > 0 the estimate

P
(
|R+

X,s(NL)− µNL | ≥ δ(N)µNL
)
≪ N−κC +N−β

by following the proof of Proposition 13.2 and employing (16.5) in lieu of Lemma 13.1.
Equipped with the above estimate, then the theorem flows by following the proof of Theorem
13.1, utilising when required the conclusion of (16.4) instead of (13.19). �

We finally complete the proof of the first part of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8 by
following the discussion in Section 15 and using Theorem 16.1 instead of Theorem 13.1.
The second part of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8 on the other hand follows by employing the same
ideas as in Corollary 14.1 but utilising (16.5) in lieu of Lemma 11.4 to derive (14.5).
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