arXiv:2412.00389v4 [math.NT] 5 Feb 2025

SUMS RELATED TO EULER’S TOTIENT FUNCTION
ARTYOM RADOMSKII

ABSTRACT. We obtain an upper bound for the sum ) _\(an/¢(arn))®, where
¢ is Euler’s totient function, s € N, and ay,...,ay are positive integers (not
necessarily distinct) with some restrictions. As applications, for any ¢ > 0, we
obtain an upper bound for the number of n € [1, N] such that a,/¢(a,) > t.

1. INTRODUCTION
Let ¢ denote Euler’s totient function. We prove

Theorem 1.1. Let ay, ..., ay be positive integers (not necessarily distinct), a, < M
foralll1 <n < N. Fordec N we set

w(d) =#{n < N :a, =0 (mod d)}.

Let a € (0,1], y = max((In M)*,2), and D be the collection of square-free numbers,
all of whose prime divisors lie in (1,y] (we note that 1 € D). Let

K
wn) < —
g(n)
for any n € D, where K > 0 is a constant (depending on N) and g(n) is a multi-
plicative function. Then

- (i) =G IO+

p(an)
for any s € N. Here ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem[I1 hold, K = yN, g(p) >
co > 0 for any prime p, and

1
L:;m<oo.

Then there are positive constants C', c¢1, and cy depending only on v, L, ¢y, and o
such that

N s
; (90?61;1)) < exp(slnln(s +2) + Cs)N (1.1)
for any s € N, and
#{n < N: SDEL; ] >t} < crexp(—exp(cat)) N (1.2)
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for any t > 0.
From Theorems [Tl and we obtain the following results.

Corollary 1.1. Let f(n) = bgn® + ...+ by be a polynomial with integer coefficients
such that by > 0, (bg,...,by) =1, and f : N — N. Then there exist positive constants
C, c¢1, and co depending only on [ such that for any x > 1, s € N, and t > 0 we
have

2 @é@))f < exp(sinln(s +2) +Cs)z (1.3)
and B
#{n<uz: @{ng)) >t} < crexp(—exp(cat))x. (1.4)

Corollary [Tl extends Corollary 1.1 in [3] which showed the inequality (L3]) but
with an upper bound exp(slns + C's)z and without the inequality (L4]).
Let £L={Ly,..., Ly} be aset of k distinct linear functions with integer coefficients

Ll(n):azn—i—bz, ’lIl,,k
For L(n) = an + b, a,b € Z, we define

k
Ap = |a| T lab; — bail.
i=1
We note that if a; = a for all 1 <1i < k, then
k
Ap = lal*" T 1b—bil.
i=1
Modern application of the sieve methods involves the sums

> o

(a,b)eQ SO(AL)

(see, for example, [2]). Here (a,b) denotes a vector and €2 is a finite set in Z?. We
prove

Corollary 1.2. Let s > 0, a > 0, by < ... < b be integers. Let k > 2, x > 3,
(Inx)~910 <5 <1, and |b;| <Inzx for all 1 <i < k. We set

fO)=@=b1)...(0—by)
Then the following statements hold.
1) If k > Inlnx or s <k, then

MFB) |
2 Gamiran) < (¢

(@) lnk;) nlnz. (1.5)
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2) If2<k<Ilnlnz and s > k, then

|b|§nx (90(ak+1|f(b)|)> = (C
b#£by,...,.by

Here ¢ > 0 1is an absolute constant.
Corollary [[2 extends a result of Maynard ([2, Lemma 8.1]) which showed the same

result but with s = 1 and extends Theorem 1.4 in [3] which showed the inequality
(L6) but with an upper bound

<c L k)ss! nlnz.
p(a)

(@) In 5)877 Inz. (1.6)

From Theorem we obtain

Corollary 1.3. There are absolute positive constants C', c¢1, and co such that for
any x> 2, s € N, andt > 0 we have

p—1 \¢
I; (m) <exp(slnln(s+2) + Cs)n(z) (1.7)

and -
#{P <z: m > t} < clexp(—exp(@t))ﬂ(x). (1.8)

2. NOTATION

We reserve the letter p for primes. In particular, the sum Ep <k should be inter-
preted as being over all prime numbers not exceeding K. By 7w(x) we denote the
number of primes not exceeding x. Let #A denote the number of elements of a
finite set A. By N we denote the set of all positive integers. Let (ay,...,a,) be the
greatest common divisor of integers aq,...,a,, and [ay,...,a,] the least common
multiple of integers aq,...,a,. For real numbers x, y we also use (z,y) to denote
the open interval, and [z, y] to denote the closed interval. The usage of the notation
will be clear from the context.

Let ¢ denote Euler’s totient function, i.e.

pon)=#{1<m<n:(m,n)=1}, nelN.

We write v(n) for the number of distinct primes dividing n. By p(n) we denote
the Mobius mu function, which is defined to be p(n) = (=1)"( if n is square-free,
w(n) = 0 otherwise. Let P*(n) denote the greatest prime factor of n (by convention
Pt(1) =1).
By definition, we put
=0, J]=t
%] %)

The symbol bla means that b divides a. For fixed a the sum },, and the product
Hb|a should be interpreted as being over all positive divisors of a. If x is a real
number, then [x] denotes its integral part and {z} = = — [z].
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3. PROOF OF THEOREMS [L.1] AND
Proof of Theorem[L1. We need the following result.

Lemma 3.1. There is an absolute positive constant ¢ such that if « € (0,1] and n
1S a positive integer, then

G 1 (1+))
P s p<(tnm)e b
Proof. This is [3, Lemma 3.3]. O

For 1 <n < N, by Lemma [3.I] we have

a c 1
o« H )a( +p)

go(an) plan: p<(Inan
c 1 c w*(d)
< = 1+-)=2= _
T 1 ( +p) o d
plan: p<y dlan:
PH(d)<y
Hence
N N
Z( an ) (C)Z 3 p=(dy) - .y (ds)
< (=
n=1 plan) A =l dydslan dy...d
P+(di)<y
2 2
(A% p(dy) - .. p*(ds)
o (a) Z dy...ds Z 1
di,...,ds€D 1<n<N
dilan,..., ds|an
2 2
A% p(dv) - .. p*(ds)
- <a) 2 i a wldud))
di,....ds€D
We obtain
N a S C S
) < (5) T wmim),
;<§0(an)> «a T;
where 2(d ) (@)
- H 1 % s
f(n) - Z d1 ds
di,...,ds€D:
[d1,...,ds]=n

It is easy to see that f(n) is supported on D. Suppose that m,n € D and (m,n) = 1.
For any di,...,ds € D such that [dy,...,d,] = mn there are unique dj,d; € D,

i=1,...,s, such that did, = d;, (d;,d;) =1, [dy,...,d,] =n, and [d],...,d.,] =m.
Hence
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Since f(n) = 0 for any n ¢ D, we obtain that f(n) is a multiplicative function. It

is clear that \

S —k —1\s
- —(1+ 1
f(p) ; (k)p (1+p7")
for any prime p < y.

Since w(n) < K/g(n) for any n € D, we have

> (o) = () S =< () T+ 1)
- (S) T (1 ),

p<y

Theorem [[.1] is proved. O
Proof of Theorem[L.Z. Since g(p) > 0 for any prime p, from Theorem [[.T] we obtain

> () < () T+ 5)
—1

c\* L+p )
< (E) TL (s ety i
a 1;[ 9(p) 31)
For any prime p > s, by the mean value theorem there is £ € (0,p~!) such that
1\s 1 1ys-11
(1+2) —1=s0+9 2 <s(14+2) — <= (3.2)
p p S p p

Since In(1 + z) < z for any = > 0, we obtain

H (1+m> < H <1+i) < exp(esz L) < exp(eLs). (3.3)

s 9(p) el 0/{02) < pg(p)
If p <s, then
1+pl)y —1 1+pl) 1 1
R G 0 ek P C et 0 <1+ )y < (14— e (D).
9(p) o Co o p

By Mertens’ theorem we have

H (1 + w> < (1 + c_lo)seXp<Z;>

s 9(p) o
1\s
< (1 + c_) exp(sinln(s + 2) + c39), (3.4)
0

where ¢3 > 0 is an absolute constant. From (3.1]), (83), and (8.4) we obtain

where C' is a positive constant depending only on v, L, ¢y, and «. The inequality

(L1 is proved.
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Now we prove the inequality (L.2]). We have

exp(slnln(5+2)+CS)N2§:< Qn )SZ Z ( ay, )s

So(an) n<N:an/@(an)>t

> t° Z 1.

n<N:an/p(an)>t

We obtain
#{n <N: ?n ] > t} <exp(slnln(s+2) 4+ Cs — sInt)N. (3.5)
P an
We take
s = [exp(te ()] + 1.
Then
542 = exp(te”“tV) + 3 — 0, where 0 := {exp(te” D)},
and
In(s 4+ 2) = te™ €Y £ In (1 + _ 320 )
exp(te~(C+D)
3
=te @V 4 R O<R <—
e + 11, 1= exp(te—(C+D)
We get
(C+1)R
Inln(s +2) = Int — (C + 1) + In (1 + %)
3eC 1
=Int—(C+1)+R 0< Ry <
n (C'+1) + Ry, Q_texp(te )
Therefore
slnln(s +2) + Cs — slnt = —s + sRy,
where c+1< ( (c+1)> ) O+1
3e exp(te” +1 6e
0<sRy < < )
sRy < texp(te (C1D) =y
We obtain
C+1

6
slnln(s +2) + Cs — sInt < —exp(te” (D) 4 BT < —exp(te” @tV /2) (3.6)

if t > to (here tqg = to(C) = to(v, L, co, @) is a positive constant depending only on
v, L, ¢, and ).
We set
ey = e O /o, ¢; = max(exp(exp(catp)), 1).
Then ¢; and ¢y are positive constants depending only on v, L, ¢y, and «. From (B.3])

and (3.6) we obtain

#{n <N: SOELC:@) > t} < exp(—exp(cat)) N,
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1ft>t0 If0<t§t0, then

exp(exp(catp))
exp(exp(cat))
< crexp(—exp(cat))N.

#{nSN:(p?;n)>t}§N§N

We obtain a
#{n <N:—— > t} < crexp(—exp(cat)) N
p(an)
for any ¢ > 0, and the inequality (L.2]) is proved. This completes the proof of
Theorem [L.2] OJ

4. PROOF OF COROLLARIES [[.1] - [[.3]

Proof of Corollary[L1. We set a, = f(n). It is clear that N = [z]. There exists
a positive constant 7 depending only on f such that f(n) < 7n¢ for any positive
integer n. We take M = 72¢ and a = 1/2. We can assume that # > x, where
xo > 0 is a large constant depending only on f. We have

y=(InM)* = (dlnz +1In7)"? < (Inz)¥4,
if xg is large enough. If n € D, then
n <[] < exp(2y) < exp(2(ina)¥") < Vi < [2] = N.
Py
We need the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Let d and m be positive integers. Let

d
flx) = Z bzt
i=0

where by, ..., bq are integers with (by, ..., bg,m) = 1. Let p(f,m) denote the number
of solutions of the congruence f(x) =0 (mod m). Then

p(f,m) < cdm! =,

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.

Proof. This is [I, Theorem 2]. O
By Lemma [4.1] we have
N N
w(n) = #{k < N f(k) =0 (mod n)} < p(f.n) (= +1) < 20(f,m) —
N yN
1-1/a &Y _ VIV
< (2¢)dn =

where v = 2cd. The function g(n) = n'/? is multiplicative. Also, g(p) = p¥/¢ > 1

for any prime p (hence, we can take ¢y = 1) and

1 1

p
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By Theorem there exist positive constants C', ¢;, and ¢y (depending only on d)
such that (L3) and (L4) hold. This completes the proof of Corollary [LL11
OJ

Proof of Corollary[1.2. We can assume that © > xy, where z( is a large absolute
constant. We set

Q={beZ:|b|<nlnx,b#by,...,0}.
Since p(mn) > p(m)p(n) for all positive integers m and n, and a**1/p(a**!) =
a/p(a), we obtain

o= E:( a“}G )>S§(waﬁsg;<5%%%ﬁ>i:<w&0i%' b
Let b € Q. Hence, |b —b;| < 2Inz for all 1 < i < k, and |f(b)] < (2Inx)*.

Suppose that £ > Inlnz. Since n/¢(n) < clnln(n + 2) for any positive integer n,
where ¢ is an absolute positive constant, we obtain

Ol (4 )
Ao < ok +nin(tng) < e lnk.
Hence, s |
S < (ﬁp(a) C11nk5> #Q < (02 2(a) ) ninz,

where ¢, is an absolute positive constant.
Suppose that 2 < k < Inlnz. We take o = 1/4, M = (2Inz)*. Then

= (InM)* < 2(Inlnz)Y/2.
If n € D, then
n < Hp < exp(2y) < exp(4(Inlnz)*?) < nlnz.
Py
For n € D, we have

wn)=#{beQ: f(b) =0 (mod n)} < (innx )Hmm (p, k

< Sl H min(p, k).

n
pln

We set g(1) =1,

g@)—{L 5o

and g(pf1 pPr) = g(pfl) ...g(pP), where py,...,p, are pairwise distinct prime
numbers. Then ¢(n) is a multiplicative function and

3nlnx
g(n)

w(n)
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for any n € D. Since g(p) > 0 for any prime p, from Theorem [[.T] we obtain

% (%) <cmma) [T (1+ M)

oy 9(p)
< c’(plnx) H (1 + (Sl 0 ) (4.2)
9(p)

(here ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant). By ([ﬂ]) and (4.2) we have

)nlan( HP—H)

()

Sg(

Suppose that s < k (we recall that 2 < k < Inlnx). If p > k, then p > s and
(3:2) holds. Since g(p) = p/k, we obtain

E(H—“*g(g“l)gg@ ") <

where ¢; > 0 is an absolute constant. If p < k, then g(p) = 1 and we have

1+%:(1+P_1)5§e><p(§)_
Hence o 8
g<l+%) SeXp(;;) < (e2Ink)?,

where ¢; > 0 is an absolute constant. The inequality (LH) is proved.
Suppose that s > k and 2 < k < Inlnz. Since g(p) > p/k > p/s for any prime p,

we obtain
(1 =) <TI0+ 5) <

p>s p>s
Since g(p) > 1 for any prime p, we have

H (1 + w) < exp(gg) < (e4lns)’.

s 9(p)

The inequality (L.6]) is proved. This completes the proof of Corollary [[L2
O

Proof of Corollary[1.3. We set a, = p, — 1, where p,, is the nth prime. It is clear
that N = w(z). We take a = 1/2, M = z. We can assume that x > zy, where z; is
a large absolute constant. Then y = (Inz)'/2. If n € D, then

n < ] p=exp((1+0(1)y) < exp(2(na)?) < V.

By the Brun- Titchmarsh inequality (see, for example, [4, Exercise 9.3.13]) we have

- 1 mod 3T ()
wn)=#{p<zr:p=1(modn)} < @(n) In(2z/n) =7 o(n)

I
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where v is an absolute positive constant. Since ¢(n) is a multiplicative function,
o(p) =p—12>1 for any prime p (hence, we can take cg = 1), and

1 1
L:%:W:%:p(p—n =%

we can apply Theorem Since v, L, ¢o, and « are absolute positive constants,
the constants C, ¢, and ¢y in (L7) and (L) are absolute and positive. Corollary
is proved. O
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