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GOLDBACH’S PROBLEM IN SHORT INTERVALS FOR
NUMBERS WITH A MISSING DIGIT

JISEONG KIM

ABSTRACT. In this paper, by assuming a zero-free region for Dirichlet L-functions,
we show that almost all even integers n in a short interval [z, z 4+ £2/3+¢] with a
missing digit are Goldbach numbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a power of a natural number ¢, and let [X, X + H|* be the set of natural
numbers X < n < X + H such that n has only digits from {0,1,2,3,...,g—1}\ {b}
in its base-g expansion, for some b € {2,3,...,9 — 1}. The size of [ X, X + H]* is
approximately H©°8@-1/1029 when X is a power of g.

Due to the lack of multiplicative structure among the elements in [X, X + HJ*,
some standard approaches for summations of arithmetic functions over [X, X +
H]* do not work. However, because [X, X + H|* has a nice Fourier transform,
various interesting results have been proved (see [5], [6], [10], [1], [3]). More recently,
Maynard [14] proved that there are infinitely many primes with restricted digits,
using various sieve methods and Fourier analysis. He established very strong upper

bounds for
Z e(an)

nell,X1*

and its moments. This allowed him to apply the circle method to his problem, which
is considered a binary problem. For other arithmetic functions over integers with
restricted digits, see [15].

We say that an even number that can be written as a sum of two primes is a
Goldbach number. In [16], A. Perelli and J. Pintz showed that almost all even
integers in [X, X 4+ X'/3*¢] are Goldbach numbers. In this paper, we follow their
argument to prove that almost all even numbers in [X, X + H]* are also Goldbach
numbers under the following assumption:

Assumption: Let us denote L(s,x) = >~ x(n)n~® where x is a Dirichlet
character. L(s,x) # 0 when R(s) > 1 — ¢y, for some small fixed constant ¢y > 0.

In [9], we proved that

(1.1) > da(n) < |[X, X + HJ| (log X)?

n€[X,X+H]*

when H is larger than X'/2. We will follow a similar argument to prove the following
result, using recent results on exponential sum estimates in [13].

Theorem 1.1. Let X3/°"° <« H <« X%, and let g be sufficiently large depends on

e. Then
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.19975v1

2 Jiseong Kim

> di(n) < (log X)T|[z, x + HJ'|.

ne[X,X+H]*

By applying Theorem 1.1 under the given assumption, we prove the following
result:

Theorem 1.2. Let X3t < H <« X'¢, and let g be sufficiently large depending
on €. Assume the stated assumption holds. Then almost all 2n in [X, X + H]* are
Goldbach numbers.

For the long interval version, see [2].

1.1. Setting for Theorem 1.2. From now on, we assume that ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently
small constant. Let [, = (X — H, X], I, = (0, H], and let Q = §~!, where § = X °.
Define

R'(2n) = R*(2n, X, H) = > A(h)A

h+k=2n
hely
kels
M*(2n) = M*(2n, X, H) = > 1,
n+k=2n
nely
kels
Z A(n)e(na), Ss(a) = Z A(n)e(na), e(a)= e,
nely nels
and let
Ty(n) =Y _e(m), Ta(n) = e(nn),
nely nels
a 1(q) :
Ri a)a:Si _+>_—E ; Z:1727
)= (-40) - S0
n) =Y An)x(n)e(nn) — 6,Ti(n),
nely
1 if X = Xo,
= A(n)x(n)e(nn) — 6,15(n), where §, = )
)= 3 ACx(aleln) = 5,80 . {0 N
q * q

-2
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Also, ||| will denote the distance to the nearest integer. Also we use the following
notations:
cq(m) = Z e <@) ,  Ramanujan’s sum
a1
T(x) = Zx(a)e (ﬂ) ,  Gauss’s sum
q
a(q)

N(o,T,x) ={p=B+iv:L(p,x) =0,8 >0 and |[y| < T},
N(o,T,q) = Z N(o, T, x).

X (mod q)

1.2. Lemmas. Set H = X?/3. By using the standard Hardy-Littlewood circle
method, we have

1+1/Q
Z A(k)A(m) = / S1(a)Sa(a)e(—2na)do
kk}"]’?’ﬂ:QTIL 1/Q

We divide up the interval [1/Q, 1+ 1/Q)] into Farey arcs of order @, writing I, ,
for the arc with centre at r/q. Thus

I Cli Lui]
Tl ¢Q g qQ
for <Q,1<r<q,(r,q) =1 Let
[/r:[i_ 5714_ 5:|7
. p 6()q B(9)

where D(8) := (log X)™3°~1 3(8) := ﬁ(a)'

The major and minor arcs are defined by

m=J U, m=l/o1+1om

< r=1
quq)1

respectively.
First, we need the follwing zero density estimates for the Dirichlet L-functions.

Lemma 1.3. 8| For 1 >0 > 4/5,T > 1, we have
(1:2) N(o,T,q) <. ()00

By following the standard argument, we can estimate upper bounds for W;(x,n).
Lemma 1.4. Let x be a Dirichlet character and let T' > 1. Then

(13) ) Am)x(n) =6H— > il C S DI (X (log ¢X)*T7"),
nely ﬁ‘ l‘3<+%’v p

where the summation runs over the nontrivial zeros p of L(s, x).
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Proof. See [7, Chapter 7]. O
Note that

Ri(n,q,a) = Zx Wilx,n) + O(VH).
Therefore, by using the above lemmas, we can obtain the following bounds, which
will be applied to some parts of the major arcs.
Lemma 1.5. Assume the stated assumption holds. Then

ZZ o /| 0.0 4 T i) 20y = of )

9<Q a(q

(1.4)
3 [ Rilng.o)Ra(n.g.a)e(-20n)dn = ol ),
4<Q a(q) 7 IM<B()

Proof. By applying summation by parts, it is easy to see that when |n| < (9),
[Wi(x,n)| < HB(8)|Wi(x, 0)|. Therefore, by using the bound |7(x)| < ¢*/2, we have

Ri(,0,0)] < 2 1/2 ZW 0)] + O(VH).

Therefore,

/I 80) [Ri(n,9, )" dn < B(8) (%Z |Wz-(><,0)|2+H> .

X

6
Note that §(0) = %. Therefore, the left-hand side of the first equation in
(1.4) is bounded by

1/2
ZZ 1/2 H'?5(5 )”2( (5)QZ|WZ-(X,0)|2+H>

9<Q () X
(1.5) 12
< H*?B(6)*?log Q <Z <Z [Wi(x, 0)]* + )) -
= ( )?
By following the argument in [7, Chapter 7|, setting T" = (IXS(%%X, with the as-

sumption, we have

SO, 0P < H*Y X*2 | > N(o.T,x)
X p

x(mod q)
2
< (%) (X27202 <qT)202+0(1))
& H2gPe X 1 25extoll)

Therefore, the left hand-side of (1.4) is bounded by
5—3/2@ log QHX—O.62502+0(1) )
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Also,
/ |Ri(n, q,a)]> dny < H*B(8)3¢P= X1 Pe+oll) « [15—3(log X )33 +1) x—1.25ex+o(l)
In|<B(d)

0

Now, we show that under the assumption, the exponential sum with weight A(n)
is small when o € m. Since HB(d) > 1, we can use the following lemma.

Lemma 1.6. Let the stated assumption hold, and let X?/3t* <« H < X'~¢. When
a € m, max (S1(«a), Sa(o)) < HX %% for some c3 > 0.

Proof. The proof comes from the argument in [12]. The only differnce is, we use ¢
as a power of X~°. One may use |11, Lemma 3.4] instead of [12, Lemma 2.3] with
the assumption.

O

The following lemma shows that, on average,

Fixxem(@) = XX+ H|7 | 3 e(na)

ne[X,X+H]*

|[X,X+H]*|—1+%
Lemma 1.7. Let g be sufficiently large. Then
log((log g)+1)

/ Fix xem(a)da < |[X, X + H])| 7" tosten
[0,1]

To treat the main terms in the major arcs, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 1.8. Letl | q, and let (am’,q) = 1. Then

I (=) < oo

b(q) alq)

Proof. Note that

(i) s

q;n)

By rearranging the double sum, it can be written as

> ( )Zcq/z am) = Y ( aj)%}mq/w.

a(q) b a(q)

By (1.7), the proof is complete. O
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1.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3 assuming Theorem 1.2. We basically follow the
argument in [16]. The major arcs contribution is

/gﬁ S1()Sa(a)e(—2na)da
S e (M [ nTe-2oan

7<Q a(q)

M a a))e(—2n
+¢(q) /|77<5()(T1(n)R2(77,q, ) + To(n)Ra(1, 4, a)) e(—2nm)dn

+/ Ri(n,q,a)Ra(n, q, a)e(—2m7)dn} :
Inl<B(5)

The first sum on the right hand-side of (1.3) is

ZZ ( QM) éiz /[0 ’ T1(n)T2(n)e(—2nn)dn+0O <logQ S (i)an)

q<Q a |77|

Since 5(0)~! = Hé(log X)~3°~1, the error term is o(H). Also, we have

(1.8)
- _Qn_a M(q)Z e(—2n = *noo'u(Q)Qc—n
2;2;( ) e L, B One(-2mn = v 3 S on
wa® o
+O<H q>Q¢<q)20q< 2 )).

Note that dy(n)? < dy(n). Therefore, by using Theorem 1.1,
(1.9)

9 2

<m Y Z_mm< 1)
me[X,X+H]* | d2n
< H’Q?logQ Y d3(j)
JEIX, X+H]*
< H’Q?logQ Y du(j)
JEIX, X+H]*

<o (H*|[X.X + HJ|).

Z M(q)20q<_2n)

=5 09

>,

n€e[X, X +H]*

By using Lemma 1.5, the second and third sums in (1.3) are bounded by o( H). Since

the main term
v o o ()
M*(2n cq(—2n) < H,
() Y e —2)

it follows that the contribution from the major arcs gives the asymptotic for almost
all 2n € [X, X + H]*.
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Now, let us consider the minor arcs. By Lemma 1.6, we have S;(a) < HX* for
some ¢ > 0. Therefore, combining the upper bound in Lemma 1.7, we have

/ S1(@)Sa(@)]| Y e(—na)| da < H2X 2 pylososa) 1)/ loglg—1)
m ne[X,X+H]*

Since |[X, X + H]*| =< H'"&971/1989 the above upper bound is o H|[X, X + H]*|).

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we use the following notations:

X+H X
Z ds(n)e(na), Si(a):= Zd4(n)e(na)

X+H

Si(a; H) Z di(n)e(na), Sia):= Zdi(n)e(na
Six,x+mp (@) = Z e(na)

ne[X,X+H]*

For the approximant of d4(n), we use the following in [13]:

= Z P,.(logn),

mSR?l
mln

where R, is the parameter

R4 = X%,

where the polynomials P,,(¢) (which have degree at most 3 ) are given by the
formula

o 2 /4 (t — log (m . -anj_j))4_j_1
f) = Z (g) Z (4—j—Dog* 7 'Ry

7=0 m=ni--n3

Note that RS = 2%/2° It is easy to see that P,,(logn) <. ds(m) when n < X.

2.1. Propositions. The following proposition shows that dﬁ(n) is a good approxi-
mation for dy(n).

Proposition 2.1. [13, Theorem 1.1 (iii)] Let X3/°*¢ < H < X'~¢. Then

3 (d4(n) - dg(n)) e(na)

X<b<X+H

< Hxr

for some ¢ > 0.

By using this, we can reduce our problem to the case of di(n).
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Proposition 2.2. Let X3/°t < H < X'¢. Then

/ Sy(a; H)e(—na)da = Z / S¥(a; H)e(—na)do
[0,1] [0,1]

ne[a: z+H]*

+o(|[X, X + HT|).

(2-1) ne[X,X+H]*

Proof. By using the trivial bound and Lemma 1.7,

Z /01] 54 (a; H) — Si(a; H)) e(—na)da

eX,X+H]*

(2.2) < SUPaco] )54((1; H) - Si(a; H)‘ / Z e(—na)| da

01 e[, X +H]*

log(log g)+1

<<HX_C€|[X X+H] | log(g—1) |

Therefore, for sufficiently large g, the above is bounded by o(|[X, X + H]*|).

Proposition 2.3.
(2.3)

> deanfem) = [ 3 Y eCmb) o Paogue(Sudu

ne[X, X +H] X m< X3¢ /20 b(q)

+ 0 (¢X*(1+ H|B))

Proof. By the definition of d4(n),
Z di(n)e(an/q) = Z Z P,,(logmk)e(amk/q).
ne[X,X+H| m<X3e/20 ke[ X/m,(X+H)/m]
The right hand side of the above equation is
Z Z e(amb/q) Z Py (logm(qk + b)) + O (X3/20te()g)
m<X3¢/20 b(q) X/qm<k<(z4+H)/qm
Removing b inside of P, cause negligible error ,so we have
> ) e(amb/q) > (Py(log mgk) + O (log X )*ds(m) /k)) .
m<X32/20 b(q) X/qm<k<(X+H)/qm
By using the fact that
1 X+H
> P,,(log mgk) = — / P,.(logu)du + O (X*),
X/qm<k<(X+H)/qm X

we have

(2.4)
Z di(n)e(an/q) = Z Z (amb/q)— / Py, (logu)du + O(qX ™).

n€z,z+H| m<X3¢/20 b(q)
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By using integration by parts,

(2.5)
‘. X+H
Z dy(n)e(an/q)e( Z Z (amb/q) mq/ P,.(logu)e(up)du
n€x,x+H] m<X3</20 b(q)

+0 (¢X*(1+H|B)) .

]
Proposition 2.4. Let X3/t < H < X' Then
(2.6)
Z / SH(a; HYe(—na) da
e[X, X +H]* Y ¥EM

= ZZZ Z Z Z Z leZe( (mlybly —n)/q) K(H,m',la,n,q)

q<Q a(q) l1lg b(q/l1) l2|lqg m’'<X3¢/20 /15 ne[X, X +H]*

4 O (X5€H3€)

where
X+ p o, (logu)
K(H,m/ ly,n, ::/ S 7 sin(27B(8) (u — n))du.
(ot o) = [ P2 o))

Proof. After integrating over o and by Proposition 2.3, we only need to consider the
error term contributions. The contribution from the error terms is bounded by

GX% (1 + HB(S)) / X, X + HP|Fixxom(a)da.
aeM

By using the bounds of the error term in Proposition 2.3 and the exponential sum
bound in Lemma 1.7, the above term is bounded by

O (X*H?).

Now, we consider the contribution of the minor arcs.
Proposition 2.5.
> / S¥(a; H)e(—an) da = o (|[1.H]|) .
ne[X,X+H]*

Proof. The contribution from the minor arc is bounded by

aem

By using the bounds of the supremum in Proposition 3.4, the proof is completed. [J

By considering the number of multiples of ¢ < @ in [X, X + H|*, we can obtain
an upper bound with a few extra power of logarithm.

Lemma 2.6. Let g be a sufficiently large natural number and let

log((log g)+1)
E e(na)|do <z~ Tosle—D
[0,1]

ne(l,z]*
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for sufficiently large x. Then for every A > 0, there exists B > 0 such that
(2.7)

E max

a ( mod
q<Q(log X)~=B ( g
(9.9(9—1))=1

{n € [1.X)" :n = a(modg)}| - @ <, |IL, X]|log X)

Proof. This is a special case of the results in [4]. O
2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Proposition 2.5, we only need to consider the

major arcs contributions. Let L, = §(0), and let P, ,(u) := @. By separating
the integral in Proposition 2.4, we see that

(2.8)

1 X+H Pm —Lg Lg(u+H—n) :

_/ ﬁsin (Lq(u—n)) du < / +/ Pm/,q (n—|— i) Slnudu
T Jx u—n Lqg(X—n) Lq L, u

+

L .
a U S u
P, — d
/—Lq o) (n " Lq) w

Using the fact that

¥ sin ™ 1
/ Yay - 2| < —
o Y 2 ||
for large x # 0, and '
sinz 1+ o(s?)
x

for small x, we have

/Smydy<<min<z,|x\>.
o Y 2

Also noting that (P, ,(z)) < %T,). By applying integration by parts, we have

(2.9)
‘L . L /
a x '\ sinz a dsz(m’) . (T
P g(z (n + —) —dx / min (—, T ) dx
LQ(X—n) () Ly) @ Lo(x—n) 4Lq (n +x/Ly) 2 g

Therefore, the integral of the right-hand side of (2.9) is bounded by

(e (7297 1))

Hence, the left-hand side of (2.9) is bounded by ds(m’)/q. By the similar argument
as the above, we have

Lq(X+H—n) .
[ (o 2) 2
L, L, x
ds(m’)

Ly :
—L, Lyq xr q

Thus, the entire contribution from the main term is bounded by

da(q)|cq(n)|ds(m
T Z T (@)leq(n)lds(m)

m<X3¢/20 q<Q ne[X, X+H|* q

d /
< 3(;”)+

d /
< 3(m)’
q

and

<
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Using the crude bound |¢,(n)| < (n,q), we have

cq(n)|dy
Z Z \()q\(Q)

q<Q ne[X, X +H]*

< Y dy(a) ) Zz >

cloto=D) (ofi=)=a o et
« > ey >
(2.10) ;
alg(g_l) 9<Q/a l|aq ne[X,X+H]*
(a,9(g—1)=1 ln
da(q1)
T wwyan ¥ %
alg(g—1) 1<a@Q (X, X +H]* 141 <Q q1
ln (lag,9(g—1))=a
< (log X)? Z dy(a ng Z 1.
alg(g—1) 1<aQ n€[X,X+H]*

lln

By applying (2.7) and summation by parts, we see that

Do) S 1< XX A (Z U (logX)A>

(2.11) 1<aQ ne[Xi‘XJrH]* 1<aQ

< |[X, X + H]"|(log X)?.

Note that the coprimality condition in Lemma 2.6 can be easily resolved. Therefore,
consider the sum over m

> dgfnm) < (log X)?,

m< X 3¢/20

the proof is completed.

3. MINOR ARCS
Now we are left to treat the minor arcs contributions.

Lemma 3.1. Let o € [0, 1), and suppose that ||lac| < 46~ for at least D(0)A > 1
values of a € [A,2A]. Then there exists a positive integer ¢ < D(6)~" such that

||O‘Q|| < H5D(5)

Proof. We basically follow the argument as in the proof in [17, Lemma 1.1.14|. By
the pigeonhole principle, there exist two different integers a,a’ € [A.2A] such that
la—a/| < D(6)7". Set ¢ = a — ', so we have ||ga|| <245 . Since AD(5) > 1, we
can consider ¢ arithmetic progressions, and by the pigeonhole principle, there exists
are€q0,1,2,...,q¢ — 1} such that

{4/ +0(1) <n <24/ + O(1) : alng + )] < 5571}

has cardinality at least D(d)A/q. By considering intervals in the above set, we see
that at most one interval (longer than length 1) appears in the set. Therefore,
2464 /|lgal > D(6)A/q.

OJ
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Now, let us define (6, A) Type I sums, which are somewhat simplified versions of
those in [13]. For the details, see [13].

Definition 3.2. Let 0 < 6 < 1. A (§, A) type I sum is an arithmetic function of
the form f(n) = ax B(n) := 3_,, a(d)B(n/d), where « is supported on [1, A], and
satisfies

> la()? < 3N,

n<N

1BllTvg <1
for all N > 1 and for some 1 < ¢ < 1/6.

In [11, Lemma 2.19], the authors proved the following lemma.
Lemma 3.3. [11, Lemma 2.19] There ezists J < 1 and sequences {a;(n)}_,, sup-
ported on [1, X*/°] with a;(n) < ds(n)® such that, for each 1 < n < x we have
di(n) = > o1cic (@ % ¢5)(n) where ¢;(n) = (logn) /(logx)s for some 0 < 1; < 3.

Therefore, by using Shiu’s theorem, it is easy to see that d4(n) is a linear combi-
nations of ((log' > (X), A) Type I sums, where A € [1, X’5/5]. Now, we are going
to use the following inverse theorem.

Proposition 3.4. Let 2 < H < x. Let f be a ((log X)'=%, A) type I sum for some
A > 1, such that

Z f(n)e(an)| > dH.
r<n<z+H
Then either H < § W A or
q

for some q < D(§)™*.

Proof. Assume that H > 6-°MA. We follow the argument in the proof of [13,
Theorem 4.2|. Since f = a * 3,

0H <) |a(a)| > B(b)e(aba)| .

a<A X/a<b<X/a+H/a

By the pigeonhole principle, there exists 1 < B < A such that

> a(a)l] > B(b)e(aba)| > 6H/log .
B<a<2B X/a<b<X/a+H/a
By applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality;,
2

52 H? 1
2 >, Blelab) | = (log X)2 B(log B

B<a<2B X/a<b<X/a+H/a
Let D(0)B < 1. Then there exists a € [B,2B] such that

> e(aba)| > 6H/(B(log B)®" Y2 10g X).

X/a<b<X/a+H/a
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641)/2
Therefore, |Jaa|| < Bllog X)W T2 1y o D(6)B > 1. Then there should be at least

oH

D(0)B choices of a € [B,2B] such that

Z e(aba)| > 0H/B.

X/a<b<X/a+H/a

Therefore, by applying Lemma 3.1, the proof is completed. U

By combining the above results, we get the following:

Proposition 3.5. Let o« € m. Then

1
2]
13l
4]
1]

16]

7]

18]

19]
[10]
[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]

[17]

Si(a; H) < H.
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