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EXPONENTIAL SUMS TWISTED BY GENERAL ARITHMETIC FUNCTIONS
ANJI DONG, NICOLAS ROBLES, ALEXANDRU ZAHARESCU, AND DIRK ZEINDLER

ABSTRACT. We examine exponential sums of the form }°, _, w(n)e(an®), for k = 1,2, where «
satisfies a generalized Diophantine approximation and where w are different arithmetic functions
that might be multiplicative, additive, or neither. A strategy is shown on how to bound these sums
for a wide class of functions w belonging within the same ecosystem. Using this new technology
we are able to improve current results on minor arcs that have recently appeared in the literature
of the Hardy-Littlewood circle method. Lastly, we show how a bound on Y _. |u(n)|e(an) can
be used to study partitions asymptotics over squarefree parts and explain their connection to the
zeros of the Riemann zeta-function.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and results. Suppose that € R and r € N. To put our results in context, we
first set the following definition

(1.1) Sp(a, X) == Z e(apy---pr) where e(z) = exp(2mix),

P1,-..,pr €EP
propr<X

and where [P denotes the set of primes. One of our central results is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Leta € R, a €Z, g € N and T > 0 such that

a T
1.2 a——|<—, (a,q) =1
(1.2) =7 (a,q)
Then for any X > 2,q < X and r € N, we have
X T r—
(1.3) Sp(a, X) <, < max{1, T3} + X 3o + X%#qzﬁ«) (log X )3.
qﬂ

We shall prove more general versions of this theorem as well as several related results involving
exponential sums twisted by different functions of primes in the forthcoming sections. These twisted
exponential sums can be thought of as belonging within the same ecosystem and the techniques we
present can be repurposed for other types of exponential sums.

Bounds on exponential sums have several useful applications in different areas of number theory.
One such notable application of a classic inequality in additive number theory takes place when
T =r =1 in Theorem [L.1] and it is as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (Vinogradov estimate). Let o € R, a € Z and q € N such that |o — 2| < q% with
(a,q) = 1. Then for any X > 2, one has

(1.4) Si(a, X) < (\2 + X5+ ﬁﬁ) (log X)3.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 11L03, 11L07, 11L20. Secondary: 11P55, 11P82.

Keywords and phrases: exponential sums, arithmetic functions, weights associated to partitions, Hardy-Littlewood
circle method, zeros of the Riemann zeta-function, explicit formulae, Weyl’s bound.
1



2 A. DONG, N. ROBLES, A. ZAHARESCU, AND D. ZEINDLER

This was established by Vinogradov [35] and the proof was later simplified considerably by
Vaughan [32], see also [9, §25] and [20, §23]. In its original form it appeared as ), ., A(n)e(an)
where A is the von Mangoldt function, a sum whose generalization we shall also cover in this paper.
Vinogradov’s bound is an essential step in bounding the minor arcs arising from the sums of three
primes as well as in partitions into primes as shown by Vaughan in [34]. Specifically, using this
bound, Vinogradov was able to show that every sufficiently large odd integer is the sum of three
primes and also obtained an asymptotic formula for the number of such representations.

As of recently, a rich amount of literature on partitions involving the Hardy-Littlewood circle
method has been published. Each case required its own specialized and associated exponential sum.
For instance in [11l [I3], the associated exponential sum needed to bound partitions into powers
and certain restricted polynomials was Weyl’s bound [33, §3] on >, e (an®), the sum being taken
over integers m, not primes p. Weyl’s bound was also instrumental in [3] to study partitions in
arithmetic progressions. In [14], an analogous result of Kawada-Wooley [19] was employed by Gafni
to bound a sum over prime powers. In [2], an extension of a classic result of Motohashi [25] had to
be derived to bound sums of the form - ok, k,(n) e(an), where o, i, is the generalized divisor
function. Another instance is in [6], where Daniels bounded exponential sums for signed partitions
employing Davenport’s inequality for the M&bius function [§], see also [24].

For asymptotic partitions into semiprimes [7], a generalization of Theorem was established.

Theorem 1.3 (Generalized Vinogradov estimate, [7, §5.1]). Let « € R, a € Z, ¢ e N and T > 1
such that |o — 2| < T2 with (a,q) = 1. For any X > 2, one has

(1.5) Si(a, X) < Y (\)/2 + X5+ \/X\/a> (log X)3.

This was the stepping stone to obtaining a bound for Se(a, X) by the use of the so-called
‘hyperbola method’. Indeed, employing Theorem the following bound on Ss was proved.

Theorem 1.4 ([7, Theorem 5.1]). Let o € R. If a € Z and q € N are such that |o — ¢| < 2 with
(a,q) =1. For any X > 2, one has

7

(1.6) So(ar, X) < + X1 (log X)TF + X %5 (log X)1.
In this article, we go a good deal further and improve Theorem [I.3] by considerably simplifying
the original argument in [7] (which was based on Davenport’s [9, §25]) and obtaining a substantially

stronger version, along with a much more elegant proof. The improvements of Theorem over
Theorem are threefold:

e the range of validity of T is extended from [1,00) to (0, c0),

e only the first term inside the brackets on the right-hand side of is affected by T, rather
than having T as global prefactor in ,

e the exponent of T is now reduced from 1 to %

In turn, these improvements lead to a stronger version of Theorem which we now illustrate for
r=2and r=3.

Theorem 1.5. Let « € R, a € Z, ¢ € N and Y > 0 such that |a —
any X > 2, one has

7l < qu with (a,q) = 1. For

X
(1.7) Sa(a, X) < = max{1,T1}(log X)2 + X7 (log X)7 + X1qi(log X)?,
q4
X 1 7 8 23 5 1 7
(1.8) S3(a, X) < —— max{1,Y5}(log X)3 + X9 (log X)9 4+ X6qs(log X)3s.
8
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For example, let us take the case r = 2. The second and third exponents of X on the right-hand

side of and are improved by
(1.9) 6_6_10 4 7_3_1
17 7 119 8 4 &
respectively. These improvements are due to the fact that T appears with a % exponent. However,
the presence of Y only in the first term of the right-hand of also simplifies matters considerably,

for otherwise using Theorem with the hyperbola method would have yielded
1 9 1 _1 19 52 11 25 1 27
Sa(a, X) < YTX2(log X)*q2 + Y Xq 18(log X)9 + Y X5 (log X)5 + TX2q2 (log X)13
(1.10) +7 (loglog X) (Xq 6 (log X)3 + X g8 (log X)1),

which is not only weaker than , but substantially more complicated and cumbersome.

The reason Theorem is presented as a theorem, rather than as corollary of Theorem is
because we have opted to present Theorem in a compact notation where the exponents of the
logarithms are a bit weaker. However, with some additional work, we can refine these exponents to
those in Theorem not only for r € {2,3} but for any integer r. Although different applications
might require specific precision in the exponents, in general, and certainly for our purposes, the
exponents associated to the logarithms are not as critical as the exponents associated to X and q.
Therefore, when warranted, we have chosen to provide simplified arguments for the sake of clarity.

The techniques employed to prove Theorem and Theorem lend themselves well to study
adjacent exponential sums twisted by other arithmetic functions. If we let A*" denote the r-fold
Dirichlet convolution of A with itself, then one such instance is

(1.11) Sp(a, X) := E A" (n)e(an) = E e(any ---ny) HA(n,)
n<X n1,...,nrEN i=1
ny-ne <X

Along the way, we shall present analogue bounds for ([1.11]). However, we do not stop here.

Definition 1.1. Let f : N — C be an arithmetic function. For any real a and X > 1 we shall
adopt the notation

(1.12) Stla, X) = Z f(n)e(an).
n<X
The notation S, is reserved exclusively for (|1.1). For instance in [I], convolutions of M&bius
functions were considered. In this direction, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.6. Let o = a/q + 3 for some (a,q) = 1 and |3| < Y/q* for some Y > 0. For any
X > 2, one has

X

(1.13) Sup(o, X) <o — max{1, Ti}(logX)g X7t X%qi(logX)g,
q4

for arbitrarily small € > 0.

Theorem improves the bound for S,., that appeared in [I]. Theorem [1.6| will be further
generalized for the r-fold convolution p*" in Section [£.1} If we let 1p denote the characteristic
function of primes, then Theorem shows a bound for exponential sums twisted by 1p * 1p and
1p * 1p * 1p, whereas in Theorem we studied exponential sums twisted by p * u. Therefore, this
begs the question of bounding an exponential sum twisted by

(1.14) 1y (n) = (o 1p)(m) = 3 ulh).
hp=n
peP

We illustrate the behavior of p, in Figure where the color hue represents magnitude.
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h

FIGURE 1.1. Values of y1,(x) on the left, and >, p,(n) on the right, for 1 < < 500.

The result is as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let a = a/q+ B for some (a,q) =1 and |3| < Y/q? for some ¥ > 0. Then for any
X > 2, one has

6
7

X
(1.15) Sy (@, X) <o 5 max{1, Ti}(log X)? + X7+ + X g7 (log X)3,
qZ

for arbitrarily small € > 0.

Lastly, a natural step is to consider the twist by 1 * 1p, where 1(n) = 1 for all n, which is
incidentally w(n), the number of distinct prime divisors of n. This bound will be revisited in [15].

Theorem 1.8. Let o = a/q + 3 for some (a,q) = 1 and |B| < Y/q* for some Y > 0. For any
X > 2, one has

X
(1.16) Sts1p (o, X) < —1max{l,“fi}(logX)2 —FX?(logX)79 X1 i(logX)g.
q4
We now present a new bound for sums twisted by of |u|.
Theorem 1.9. Let o = a/q+ 3 for some (a,q) =1 and |B| < 1/¢*. For X > 2, one has

X
(1.17) S|“|(a,X)<<ElogX-l—X%(logX)% +qlog X.

This sum had been studied in [4, [5]. The latest results were published in [30] where Schlage-
Puchta showed that S, (a, X) < ( +q)Xe for ¢ < Q < 1X2 and for all £ > 0. Theorem .
extends the range of @) from @ < 1X 2 to Q < X, after which it is trivial, although it still holds.
Moreover, the € term is removed and instead replaced by a power of log X. As we shall see, this
will allow us to bound the minor arcs arising from the partitions associated to |u|.

In all of our previous sums, the term e(-) was of the form e(an). With the technique we present
we can also study sums with e(an?) instead of e(an) as the below result shows.

Theorem 1.10. Let a = a/q + 3 for some (a,q) =1 and |B| < 1/¢*. For X > 2, one has
X
Slul a, X) Z e ( < 1—/4+X1/2logX(logq)1/2+X1/2q1/4(logq)1/4.
n<X

We now end with the above mentioned application to partitions. The generating function for
partitions weighted by |u| is

(1.18) V() =3 pppy(n)e" =
n=0

(1 — 2™)~ Il

2

n=1
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The number pj,(n) can be interpreted combinatorially as the number of partitions of n with only
square free parts. An application of the Hardy-Littlewood circle method along with Theorem [1.9
will allow us to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.11. We have as n — oo that
(1.19) log pj, (n) = 2v/n + O.(n1te),

for every € > 0. Further, if there exists a real h with % < h < 1 such that the real part of all
non-trivial zeros of ¢ are less or equal to h then

(1.20) log pj(n) = 2V + O (ni+°),
for every e > 0.

This theorem elaborates on a result of Erdos, see [12] and [36], where an asymptotic for log pj,,(n)
was established. Moreover, we will state in Lemma|[6.8|a more precise version of Theorem [I.11] using
the corresponding saddle point solution.

1.2. Discussion on the technique. We have chosen to present the partitions with weights asso-
ciated to |p| for two main reasons.

First the function |u| is obviously multiplicative and a tempting course of action would have
been to use the results in [24], which are extremely general bounds for exponential sums associated
to multiplicative functions with certain growth conditions. Our rationale is that there might be
other situations where the exponential sum might be twisted, for example by a function [, say,
that is either additive or neither multiplicative nor additive. In those instances, the strategy put
forward is to examine the arithmetic properties of 5 to understand if it is the combination of
other well understood arithmetic functions such as p, 7, 1p, ||, log etc. There are a handful of
fundamental estimates, such as Vinogradov’s inequality, from which bounds for exponential sums
may be achieved by suitable combinations. In general the results of this strategy are more than
good enough to treat a wide range of minor arcs, however more tailored approaches could yield
tighter bounds. In addition, our results do not impose growth conditions nor multiplicativity on
B. If one were interested in minor arcs associated to up (neither multiplicative nor additive) or w
(additive), then Theorems and respectively, would be the key results to use.

The idea introduced in this paper can be applied to other interesting exponential sums. For
example, let ) be the total number of prime factors of n, and let P(s) be the prime zeta function.
Since > o2 Q(n)n~% = ((s) D >y P(ks), for Re(s) > 1, we can write Q(n) = > ;<1 (1 * 1p.x)(n).
We may then apply the ideas from Theorem to this decomposition to obtain a bound on
Y on<x Q2(n)e(an), see also [15]. In this way, it is likely that the technique will allow bounding
exponential sums associated with a wide range of additive functions.

Other more exotic examples involve the following functions [31, §1.2]. Let fix(n) denote the
number of representations of n as a product of k factors, each greater than unity when n > 1, the
order of the factors being essential. The Dirichlet series for fi, is 300, fr(n)n=* = ({(s) — 1)* for
Re(s) > 1. Using the binomial expansion, we see that we can write fj, as a convolution of 7 functions,
and therefore we may bound the exponential sum twisted by fi. The same can be said about g(n),
the number of representations of n as a product of factors greater than unity, representations with
factors in a different order being considered as distinct. If we let f(1) =1, then f(n) = > 72, fu(n)
and therefore the Dirichlet series is Y o | f(n)n™* = (2 —((s)) ™! for Re(s) > ap where ((ap) = 2.
In this case, a fractional binomial expansion would also yield combinatorial sums involving u, and
hence, in principle, we could also bound the exponential sum associated to f.

Before discussing the second reason, we also mention that our technology also allows us to bound
sums with e(aP(n)) where P is a suitable polynomial. In particular, we could have chosen to study
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the partitions p), o associated to

(1.21) Uy(2) = Zplu\?(”)zn _ H(l _ o)l
n=0 n=1

The function pj,2(n) can be interpreted combinatorially as the number of partitions of n, where
each part is a square of a square free integer, e.g. 4 is allowed but 16 is not. The critical element
for the extraction of these partitions would then be Theorem [1.10

The second reason is that unlike y, the function |u| only takes values 0 and 1. Therefore, |u| does
not exhibit the same oscillations as p1. As a result, in [I] the authors achieved log p,, < v/n(logn)~5
for any fixed B > 0 and all n > 2. In our present case, we are now able to obtain partition
asymptotics of logp|,| with a main term as well as an error term as seen in Theorem m

1.3. Structure of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we prove Theorem
This will require some preliminary lemmas that we will establish along the way. The special
cases 7 = 2 and 7 = 3 (Theorem will be treated in Section The bounds on exponential
sums from Theorem Theorem Theorem and Theorem [I.9 will be studied in Section
[ Moreover, in Section [5] we will present the proof of Theorem [I.I0] along with some additional
results, such as Weyl’s bound and an analogue of the Heath-Brown identity for 1p. These results
could become useful in the context of bounding new exponential sums associated to arithmetic
functions or improving existing ones. Lastly, Section [6] will be devoted to the proof of Theorem
[L.11] as well as the connection to the zeros of the Riemann zeta-function. We conclude with some
additional ideas for future work in Section [7} in particular we elaborate on how our results could
be employed in the context of Goldbach-Vinogradov ternary problems.

1.4. Notation. Throughout the paper, the expressions f(X) = O(g(X)), f(X) < ¢(X), and
g(X) > f(X) are equivalent to the statement that |f(X)| < (>)C|g(X)| for all sufficiently large
X, where C > 0 is an absolute constant. A subscript of the form <, means the implied constant
may depend on the parameter a. The notation f = o(g) as * — a means that lim,_,, f(x)/g(x) =0
and f ~ g as  — a denotes lim,_,, f(x)/g(x) = 1. Dyadic sums are represented by > f(n) =
> N<n<aon f(n). The divisor function is denoted by 7(n). The k-fold divisor function 7 (n) is

defined by the coefficients of the Dirichlet series (*(s) = >.°° ) fop Re(s) > 1. The notation

n=1 s
f*" indicates that the arithmetic function f is convolved with itsel? r times. The digamma function
is denoted by ¥ (z) = FT/(:c) The Greek character p is reserved for the radius of the circle method,
whereas the non-trivial zeros of zeta will be denoted by w. The Latin character p will always
denote a prime, whereas p4(n) denotes the number of partitions of n with respect to some weight
A. Finally, throughout the paper, we use shall use the convention that ¢ denotes and arbitrarily

small positive quantity that may not be the same at each occurrence.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]
We begin by proving the r = 1 case separately in the following self-contained result.

Lemma 2.1. Let « €R, a € Z, ¢ € N and T > 0 such that |o — §| < qlz with (a,q) = 1. For any
X > 2, one has

X max{1,v27}
Vi
The same bound holds for Sy (o, X) with (log X)? replaced by (log X)*.

Si(a, X) <<< + X3 +\/7(\/a> (log X)3.

Proof. We only give the proof for Sj(a, X) since the proof for S (o, X) is almost identical. Dirich-
let’s approximation theorem asserts that for any real o and for any M > 1, there exists a rational



EXPONENTIAL SUMS TWISTED BY GENERAL ARITHMETIC FUNCTIONS 7

number a1 /qi, where 1 < ¢ < M, and (a1,q1) = 1, such that |a —a1/q1| < 1/(aM) < 1/43.
Choosing M = 2¢ implies there exists 1 < ¢; < 2¢ and a € Z with (a1,¢1) = 1 and

1 1
<— <.
2qq1 ~ q

1
Inserting a1 /q; into Vinogradov’s bound, i.e Theorem (or Theorem with T = 1), yields
X
2.2 Sl Oé,X — <
(2.2) (o, X) N

We now can have two cases, a/q = a1/q1 and a/q # a1/q1. If a/q = a1/q1, we conclude that a1 = a
and g1 = ¢ since both are in the reduced form. This implies that

(2.1)

+ X5 —i—\/)i(\/qil) (log X)3.

(2.3) Si(a, X) = (\2 + X5+ \/)7\/cj> (log X)3.

Otherwise, if a/q # a1/qi1, then using (2.1)), we have

1 a; a

(2.4) — <2 <R —al+la-S<—+
qq1 @ q q1 q 291 q

Subtract 1/(2gq1) from both sides of (2.4), we have 1/(2qq1) < T /q?, which is equivalent to
1 _var
Vo TV

al a 1 T
< -

+

Inserting this into (2.2]) implies

(2.5) Si(a, X) < <\/§EX+X§+X§\/%>(IogX)4.

Therefore, combining (2.3) and ([2.5)), we get our desired result. O

Before stating the bounds we wish to show on S,.(ev, X) and S,.(cv, X) we need to introduce two
key auxiliary results that will be critical in the subsequent proofs.

Lemma 2.2 (Generalized bilinear estimate). Let « € R, a € Z, ¢ € N and T > 0 such that
la—2] < q% with (a,q) = 1. Further, let (&m)men and (Nm)men be two real sequences with |, < 1
and |n,| < 1. Then one has for all M,N > 0 that

1
X 1,7 X X 2 1
E Emnn e(amn) K %—Ff%——%—q Xé(logX)2.
M N
mn<X
m>Mn>N

The proof of Lemma 2.2 for T = 1 can be found in [I8, Lemma 13.8] and the extension to T > 0
follows from the same principles that appeared in the proof of Lemma [2.1

Furthermore, we shall introduce in the proof of Theorem some helpful parameters M and
N. After deducing upper bounds for the occurring terms as a function of M and N, we have to
choose these parameters in a suitable way to minimize the resulting upper bounds. To accomplish
this optimization, we use the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.3 ([7, Lemma 5.1]). Let F', Go, G1 and Gy be continuous, real valued functions on R
such that F is strictly decreasing and all G; are increasing. Further, suppose that for i =0,1,2

(2.6) Ih_}nolo F(z)= ilg%) Gi(z) =0 and ili% F(z)= xll)nrolo Gi(z) = oc.
Set G(z) := max{Go(z),G1(x),Ga(z)} and H(z) := max{F(z),G(z)}. We then have

(2.7) min H(x) = F(min{Uy, U1,Uz}) = G(min{Uy, U1, Ua}),
2€(0,00)
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where U; is the solution of the equation F(U;) = G;(U;) for i =0,1,2.

The parameter x runs in over all values in R;. However, we have to impose in the proof of
Theoremthat z < X. Equation is also correct in this situation as long as min{Uy, Uy, Us} <
X because G(min{Uy, U1,Us}) < G(X).

Equipped with these tools, we may now prove Theorem[I.1] We do this in a slightly more general
setting. For this, let f be an arithmetic function. Define for » € N and o € R

(2.8) Spp(, X) =" f(n
n<X
Assume there exists is an 1 > 0 such that for all » € N we have
(2.9) (X)) < (log X)™  and Z |f]*"(n) <, X (log X)™
n<X
for X > 2. Abel summation immediately implies that we have for all 0 <y < 1
(2.10) S T )nTY < XY (log X))
n<X

Also assume that for all @« € R, a € Z, ¢ € N with |a — a/q| < ¢~2 and (a,q) = 1, we have

2.11 Sy (e, X) < (log X)3(Xq~% + X5 + X3q3).
f g
Theorem 2.1. Let f be as above. Let « € R, a € Z, ¢ € N and Y > 0 such that
a T
2.12 a——| < —, a,q) =
(2.12) =7 (a,q)

We then have for any X > 2 andr € N
(2.13) S, pla, X) <, (log X)*F™(Xq~ 2 max{l, T } + X552 + X 5 gor).

We now give a more compact formulation of (2.13]). We define for r € N
BO(T) = 17 Bl(r) = 313:7 /82( ) - 21»17
(2.14) Y(r) = 5, 71(r) =0, Y2(r) =0,
50(1") = —%, 51( ) 0 52(7“) == %
With these, we can rewrite (2.13)) for T > 1 as

2
(2.15) S (o, X) < (log X)*T713 " x P ghitn),
j=0

The advantage of over is that it is easier to handle within complex calculations. In
particular, one can often handle all three summands in at once, rather than having to look
at each one separately. This is the case, for example, in the proof of Theorem Further, we
will use in the proof that each f;(r) is an increasing function in r and that each g;(r) fulfils the
recurrence relation

(2.16) By(r +1) = 2120 = Bilr)

3427 —2B5(r)

Proof of Theorem [2.1] For ¢ > X, the bound in Theorem [2.1] is larger than the trivial bound we
get from . Thus we can assume that ¢ < X. We prove Theorem by induction over r. The
case r =1 and T =1 is true by ([2.11)). The case r =1 and T > 0 follows with the same argument
as in the proof of Lemma [2.1} Thus, Theorem [2.1] holds for r = 1.

Thus we assume that Theorem - holds for all s <r — 1 for some r > 2. We now need to show
that the theorem also holds for r. It is sufficient to consider the case T = 1, since we can use the
same argument as in the proof of Theorem to derive the case T > 0. Note that we require
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within the proof that the theorem hold for s < r — 1 with T € N and we thus cannot drop the T
term from the theorem.
Inserting the definition of the Dirichlet convolution, we see that

(2.17) Srp(e, X) =" fr(w)e(ua) = Y U V(m)f(n)e(nma).
u<X mn<X

We now split S, ¢(a, X) into four pieces and estimate them separately. For this, let M, N > 1
with M N < X arbitrary. We will determine them below to optimize our estimate. We write

(2.18) S pla, X) = Sp1(o, X) + Spo(a, X) + Sr3(a, X) — Spa(e, X)
with the S, ; terms given by

Seai(e, X) =Y FUNm)f(n)e(nma),  Spala, X)= > D (m)f(n)e(nma),

mn<X mn<X
m>Mn>N n<N
Sy3(a, X) Z £ m) f(n) e(nma), Srala, X) = Z £ (m) f (n) e(nma).
mn<X mn<X
m<M m<Mn<N
We begin by giving an upper bound for S, 1 (a, X) with Lemma To apply Lemma we define
(2.19) m = [T (m)Lpex  and = f(n)1nex,

where 1,,<x and 1,<x are indicator functions. Equation (2.9 now implies that
Em < (log X)) and 7, < (log X)".
Combining this with Lemma [2.2] gives

1
X X X CR
Sri(o, X) < <M+N+ +q> X2(logX)2+’7T
(2.20) < X(log X)*™ M=% + X (log X)2*" N~2 + X (log X)2™"q~2 + X2 (log X)2*7q2.

The third summand in (2.20)) is smaller than the first summand in (2.13)). Note that ¢ < X implies

X%q% < Xug= for all u > % Thus we get that the fourth summand in is smaller than the
third summand in (2.13]). Hence those two terms have the required order. It remains to take care
of the first two summands in (2.20). To do this, we combine them with S, 2(c, X) and Sy 3(c, X).
More precisely, we set

(2.21) Spon(a, X) 1= Spa(a, X) + X(log X)2""N~2 and
(2.22) Sps(on, X) = Sp3(a, X) + X (log X)2T7" M 2.

Now S,.2 n(a, X) does not depend on M and S, 3 (a, X) does not depend on N. Thus we can
optimize Sy 2 n(c, X) and S, 31 (c, X) separately with respect to N and M. The final step is to
insert the chosen M, N into S, 4(c, X) and to check that this sum has also the required order.

We can do the computations for S, 2 n(o, X) and S;3a(a, X) in one sweep. For this, let
1<s<r—1,U <X and set

(2.23) Srs(o, X) =Y 2 (u) £ () e(uva),
uv<X
ulU

(2.24) Srsv (o, X) = X (log X)2M" U2 + %, 4(a, X).

Using the definition of S, 2 n (o, X) and Sy 3 a (v, X), we see that
(2.25) Yran(e,X)=S2n(a, X) and X,,_1m(0, X) =S, 3m(a, X).
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Then we get

(2.26) Srslon X) <) | (u

u<U

Z £ () e(uva)|.

v<X/u

Since r — s < r — 1, we can apply the induction hypothesis to the inner sum with o/ = ua. To do
this, we have to find suitable a’, ¢’ and T as in (2.12) such that |a —a’/¢’| < T/(¢')?. Multiplying

(2.12) by u leads to

(2.27) ua

< U
o — — —.

q|" ¢

By assumption, we have (a,q) = 1, however ¢ and u do not need to be coprime. In order to apply
the induction hypothesis, we set

ua q u
(2.28) o =ua, d=—, (= and T = ,
(U, Q) (ua q) (u7 Q)Z
Inserting these expressions into (2.27)) leads to
a T
(2.29) L g
71" (d)

Now (a’,¢') = 1 and the required assumptions are fulfilled. Inserting the induction hypothesis for
r — s in the form of (2.15) and using that log(X/u) < log X gives

2
(2.30) Srs (0, X) < (log X109 N " 8 ()| Y (X /u) =09 (g/)2 (),
u<U §=0

Observe that 0;(r — s) +7;(r —s) > 0. Thus we get

2/ x\Pilr=s)
Z <u> Y (r=s) Zxﬁz 7=5) 05 (r=5),,7i(r—s)— Bj(T—S)((%q))—%(r—s)—?w(r—s)
j=0

<ZXBJ r—s) (r— s)u'y](r s)—B;(r— 5)

where, we recall, (u,q) = ged(u, g). Therefore we arrive at

2
(2.31) S, X) < (log X )3+(r=s)n ZXﬁj(T*S)qu(T*S) Z |55 () [u s (r=8) =B (r=s),
j=0 u<U
Further, we have —1 < ~;(r — s) — B;(r — s) < 0. Thus, we get with (2.10) that
(232) Z |f *su'y] r—s)—pB;(r—s) < Ul—&—'yj('r s)—Bj(r—s) (IOg X)ns
m<U

Inserting this computation into (2.31]) and using that U < X yields

2
(2.33) 2,(a, X) < (log X)3+7"77<ZXﬁj(r_s)q‘sj(r_s)UH’W(T—S)—BJ‘(T_S))‘
=0

Inserting this into (2.24]) leads us to

_1 2
X
(2.34) Sy, X) < (log X)>+77 (k)g X + ) Xl ghitrme) gt (r=e) =6, <H>> :
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We now chose U so that it minimizes this bound of ¥, 5 ;7(c, X'). Since 1+~;(r —s) — Bj(r—s) >0
for all j, we can use Lemma [2.3 with

(2.35) F(U) := )I(U; and  G;(U) = XPir=s)g0s(r=s) gl (r=s)=F;(r=s),
0g
We thus have to find solutions Uy, U; and Us of the equation
1
XU, *?
2.36 J_ Xﬁj(rfs) 5j(rfs)Ul+7j(T—5)—ﬂj(T—5)‘
(2.36) Toe X q ;
We immediately get with the recurrence relation of 3;(r) in (2.16]) that
J
2— 2[3 (r—s) 25](T s)
U] X3+2'y]('r 5) 2[3](7" .s)q 3+2'y](r s)— 25](7 s) (logX)3+2'y](r .5) 2,8J(r s)
26, (r—s)
(237) — X2—2B]-(r—s+1)q 3+2'~/J(7‘ .s) 2BJ(T s) (IOgX)3+2'yJ(T s) 2,!3](7‘ s)

Inserting the values of 5;(r—s), v;(r—s) and ¢;(r —s) and using in Uy that d2(r—s) = 1 — fa(r —s)
and the definition of So(r — s + 1) produces

q,ﬂ,i;l X2-261(r—s+1) X2-2B2(r—s41) =2(1=B(r—s+1)
log X ' ogmm 27 (log X)= /

where 0 < ¢; < 1, and therefore U = min{Uy, Uy, Uz}. In particular, we get U < X as required
since

(2.38) Uy =

2+ 2r 1

= :1—
br) =375, 31 2r

and thus Uy < Xl_ﬁ.
Now Lemma and the fact that 0 < fa(r —s+1) <1 imply

X
Yrsu(o, X) < (log X)3+”7 ()

Uz log X
X X X
< (log X)3+m( T +— +— >
UjlogX UflogX UjlogX
(2.39) = (log X)3*™ (Xq_iwfwm 4 XPilr—stl) 4 Xﬁz(T*SH)ql*ﬁz(T*erl)) i

Inserting s = 1 and s = r — 1 then immediately gives the upper bounds for S;2 (o, X) and
Sr3.m(c, X). Since §j(r) is increasing in r and ¢ < X, these bounds have the form ([2.13)).
Thus it remains to show that S, 4(c, X) is of lower order. We have

(240) M = min{Mo,Ml,Mg} < M1 and N = min{No,Nl,Ng} < Nl.
Inserting s = 1 and s = r — 1 into (2.38) and using that 31(r) = gigfn gives

M, = X220 = x3 and Ny = X2°200) = x5
Thus, we have M N < X. We get with (2.9) that
Salen X) < \ ST POV fm)elmma)| < 3 1)1 (n)

mn<X mn<X
n<Mn<N n<Mn<N

(2.41) < >y >(Z |f(n ) < MN(log X)"™

m<M n<N
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Inserting M7 and N; gives

4
(2.42)  Spa(e, X) < X730 (log X)™ < X1 (log X)™ < X5 (log X)™ < X1 (log X)"™.
This completes the proof. U

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.5

We give in this section the proof of Theorem which needs to be handled separately from the
other theorems in order to show how to obtain tighter exponents.

3.1. Proof of Theorem In other words, we determine the powers of log X more precisely
than in Theorem for r = 2 and r = 3. The proof however follows a similar blueprint as the
proof of Theorem (1.1} Thus we give only the most relevant steps of Sy(«, X), and then highlight
the adjustments needed for the other cases.

Let S (o, X) be as in with f = p and r = 2. We then have

(3.1) So(a, X) = S21(a, X) + S22(a, X) + S2.3(a, X) — Sz.4(ax, X)
We get with Lemma |2.2

(3.2) So1(0, X) < X(log X)2(M™2 + N72 +¢72) + X2 (log X)2¢2.
Further, using Lemma [2.1] with

NI

(33) a/ — OKpQ, a/ — ap2 q/ — ( q

, and T = b2
(p2,q)

P2,q) (p2,q)*’

we obtain the following bounds

VIX  (X\5  [(Xq\?
Saa(a, X) < Y | > elapipa)| < D <\ﬁ + <> + < d > )(10g(X/p2))3
P2<N | p1<X/po py NVEP2 P2 bz
4 1
X X\3 Xq\2
<0’ > (G5 (5) + (G2))
po<N ap2 p2 p2
1
XN2
(3.4) < (logX)3< L L XiNG +(XqN)%>.
Vi
Thus, we arrive at
1
XNz
(3.5) Soa.n(a, X) < X(log X)?N~2 + (log X)? (\[2 + X5NG + (XgN)? )
q
To minimize Sy 2 y(a, X), we use Lemma Solving the corresponding equations gives
1 2 10 \/y
No=gq2log7 !X, Ni=X7log7 X, No=—
i i Villog X)

and N = min{Nyp, N1, Na}. Thus

1 1 1
SQ,Q,N(aaX)<<X(IOgX)2< T+ 1 +1>
Ng Ny Ny
1.5 6. 19 3.1 5
(3.6) < Xq 1logz X + X7log7 X + X1g1log2 X.
The computations for S 3 a(a, X) are identical and give the same bound. Also, Sa 4(c, X) is lower

order. This completes the proof of (|1.7)).
We now look at the case r = 3. We have

(3.7) 53(05, X) = 5371(OZ7X) + S3jg(a,X) + Sgyg(a,X) — 8374(01,X)
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with S, j(a, X) as in (2.18) with f = p but now r = 3. We get with Lemma

(3.8) Ss1(c, X) < X(log X)2(M™2 + N2 + ¢~2) + X2 (log X)%q2.
Using the same technique as in the bound for Sy, equation (1.7, with
aps / q p3
(3.9) o =ap;, d= , g = and T = )
(pSa (;7) (p37 Q) (p37 Q)
we get that
Sz, X) = Z e(ap1paps) < Z Z e(apipaps)
p1p2p3<X P3<N " p1p2<X/p3
p3<N
X X\ 7 X\
< Z < <> q_iT% log% X + < ) logg X+ <) qi logg X>
pa<N p3 p3 p3

_3 _6 _3
<<Xq_%loggX Z ps —}—XgloggX Z Dy " —i—X%q%loggX Z Dyt
p3<N p3<N p3<N
We thus arrive at
oA 1 1.1 5 6 1. 19 3 1.1 5
Szon(o, X) < X(logX)*N 2+ Xq iN1logz X + X7N7log7 X + Xi1giN1log2 X.
To minimize S3 2 y(a, X), we use Lemma Solving the corresponding equations gives
1 2 1
3 X5 X3
q72 N Ny =
(log X)3

No = 1= —15> %
(logX)% q%(logX)%
and N = min{Ny, N1, No}. Thus

)

1 1 1
S32,n (@, X) <<X(logX)2< T+ >
N02 N12 N22

_1. 7 8. 23 5 1. 71
(3.10) < Xq 6logs X + Xologo X + X6g6 logs X.
The proof of (2.13) in Theorem shows that Ss3a(a, X) and S34(a, X) are smaller than
S3.2,~ (o, X) and thus this completes the proof.
4. PROOF OF THEOREMS [L.0], [I.7], AND
We start with S, in (1.13). For this, we have to replace Lemma by

Lemma 4.1. Leta € R,a € Z,q € N and Y > 0 such that |o — %| < qlg with (a,q) = 1. Then, for
every fized € > 0, we have

(a.1) 5" utmelne) . (XL

1
n<X qz

N[

+ X574+ Xag ) (log X)®.
This was shown for T =1 in [I, Theorem 1.4] and [20} §23] and the extension to T > 0 follows

from the blueprints presented in this paper. Inserting this into the above computation, (3.5 is
replaced by

1
XN3
(4.2) Spepan(a, X) < X(log X)2N ™2 + (log X)? <\[2 L X3TENEYE £ (XgN)? )
q

The solutions Ny and Ns are the same and

(4.3) Ny = X 710 (log X) ™7 <.
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1
Inserting ({4.3)) into X (log X)?N 2 leads to the corresponding term in (T.13)).

4.1. An aside for a weaker generalization of Theorem The bound can also be
generalized for r-fold convolutions of p, or r-fold convolutions of arithmetic functions that satisfy
certain growth conditions. Let f be a bounded arithmetic function and let S, f(, X) be as in (2.8).
Let k € N and define 7,.(n) := 1*"(n) where, we recall, the Dirichlet convolution of the constant
function 1 is performed r times. Observe that for all » € N we have f*"(X) <« 7.(X) for X > 1.
Also assume that for all « € R, a € Z, ¢ € N with |a — a/q| < ¢~2 and (a,¢) = 1, we have

(4.4) Sy p(e, X) < (log X)3(Xq~ V2 4 X4/5+e  x1/244/2).

Theorem 4.1. Let f be as above. Let « € R, a € Z, ¢ € N and T > 0 such that |o — %\ < XL with
(a,q) = 1. We then have for any X > 2 and r € N

(4.5) S pla, X) <y (Xq~2 max{1, T3} + X 527 4+ X 5 3 ) (log X )m{r:3}

If we take f = u, then the generalization follows albeit with a slightly weaker power of log X.
We will first need some auxiliary results. The first of which is a result of interest in its own right
that can be repurposed for future work.

Lemma 4.2 (Generalized Type II estimate). Let g and h be two arithmetic functions supported
on [1,y| and [1, z], respectively and X > 2. Further, let « € R, a € Z, ¢ € N and T > 0 such that
la — 2] < q% with (a,q) = 1. We then have as X — oo

1/2
z
(4.6) Y (g xh)(n)e(an) < (yq max{1,T} +y + 2z + Q> (log 29)""* [lg]l2 A2,
n<X
where || - ||2 denotes the L?-norm on N.

Proof. The proof for T =1 can be found in [20, Theorem 23.5], and the extension to T > 0 follows
the same principles as in the proof of Lemma [2.1 O

Next, we need to make use of a divisor sum estimate. In this context, Norton [26] established
the following useful result.

Lemma 4.3. We have forr > 1 as X — oo
(4.7) 3 (7 (n)? < X(log X) 1.
n<X

Further, we have for s <1 that

(4.8) > mmn T < X' (log X)L

n<X
Proof. We first look at (4.7)). The case r = 1 is trivial since 71 = 1. The case r > 2 can be found
in [20, Theorem 23.6]. Further, (4.8) follows by a simple induction. O

With these two results, we may now proceed.

Proof of Theorem [£.1] The proof is an enhancement of the proof of Theorem Thus we only
state the differences between them with the relevant details.

The case T # 1 can be deduced immediately from the case T = 1 with the same argument as in
the proof of Lemma Also, if ¢ > X then the bound in is larger than what we get with
the trivial bound combined with . Thus, we can assume that ¢ < X and T = 1.
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Equation (4.4) implies that the theorem holds for » = 1. Thus we can assume that the theorem
holds for all s < r — 1 for some r > 2. Our task is to show that it also holds for s = r. As in the
proof of Theorem we write

(4.9) Srpo, X) = Sp1(a, X) + Spo(o, X) + Sp3(a, X) = Spa(a, X)

with S,.j(a, X) as in (2.18). The main difference to the proof of Theorem [2.1]is that we have to use
a different bound for S, 1(a, X). More precisely, we replace Lemma - 2[ with Lemma Recall
that for S, 1 we have

(4.10) Sea(e, X) = Y U (m)f(n) e(nma).

We cannot apply Lemma directly with ¢ = f*=1 and h = f since the obtained bound is too
large. To obtain a better bound, we use a dyadic decomposition. Observe that m € [M, X/N]. We
now split this interval into dyadic intervals (2771, 27] with 2/ € [M, X/N]. Also, if m € (2771,27]
then n < 57=. With this in mind, we can write

(4.11) Srale, X) = 3 > (g% hy)(w) e(ua),
M<2i<X/Nu<X

where the functions g; and h; are given by

(4.12) gj(m) :f*(r_l)(m)lzjfkmgw and hj(n) = f(n)ly_,_x .

S5—1
Observe that using Lemma [4.3] leads to
27

(4.13) lgsl3 =" gim) < > (-1(m))? < 27 (log X))~V L,
meN m=27—1
Similarly, we get ||h;||5 < 557=. Applying Lemma (4.2 with y = 27, z = &, we obtain
2 2J 27

2X X 1z e

Sa@X) = Y Srims ¥ (a2t ghe) xhogx)r
M<2i<X/Nu<X M<2I<X/N q
X X X 1/2

(4.14) < + 5t q> X2 (log X)r—17,

Thus the bound for S, ;(«, X) is analogous to the bound of S, ;(«, X) that appears the proof of
Theorem except that we have a different power of log X.

Likewise, the computations for S;2(a, X) and S, 3(a, X) follow similar guidelines, except that
the powers of log X change and one has to replace 31 (r) = 22° by 3i(r) = 22° 4 ¢. For instance,

3+2r 3+2r
(2.30)) has to be replaced with
2
(415) Em(a,X) < (IOg X)maX{(Tfs)273} Z |f*s |Z X/'LL ﬁj r—s fr’yj(r s) (q )5j(r—s)
u<U 7=0

because of the different log power in the induction hypothesis. Also, - ) has to be replaced by
(4.16) Z | f ()| ) =Bi(r=8) o 14 (r=9)=B5(=9) (1og x)51

m<U
because we have to use . Combining both bounds shows that we have to replace by

(417)  Treu(a,X) < (logX)maX{T2’3}<)1igX ZX@ r=s) g0 (r=s) L (r—s) = ﬁm«s)).
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This expression is very close to ([2.34) and we can use exactly the same computation as in the proof
of Theorem to minimise ¥, ¢ 7 (o, X) with respect to U. Since these computations are akin, we
may omit them. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem nd Theorem |1 The computatlon for is concomitant and
a combination of (3.5 and 1 . It remains to show (L.16). For this we use

S um) Y pn)e(mna) < 3 Y Je(mna)

m<M n<X/m m<M n<X/m

1 X
<<me{ ||}<<<M+q+q>logX.

m<M

As above, we need to minimize

Sts1p2,Mm (0, X) =

X X
(log X)? + <q +M+q> log X

1
2

Applying Lemma and solving the resulting equations gives M = X 5 (log X )% Therefore,

W\U‘

X
Si1p2,m (0, X) < < . > log X + XS(log X)s.

Similarly, we get as in the previous cases
Staaaar( X) < Xq~ 5 log? X + X7 log™ X + Xiqt log? X

Combing St1,2.m (o, X) and Sy, 30 (e, X) and using that ¢ < X gives (1.16). Using that
|| < 1, the proof for both theorems is identical and the bounds are the same (in fact, it follows
for any arithmetic bounded function).

4.3. Proof of Theorem |1 Before proceeding to the proof, it is worth noting that the techniques
that we have employed so far (Y-enhanced bounds combined with the hyperbola method) could
also have been used to obtain a bound for S, /(a, X). Indeed, from [I] we have

X
(4.18) 3" fia(n ) < ( - max{1, 77} + X% + X1 i)(logX)w
n<X q4
for la—g[ < 2 Wlth T > 0 and (a,q) = 1. Here fis is generated by the Dirichlet series > (S") =
m for Re(s ) 5. Combining this with the well-known result
1
(4.19) Z e(na) < min {X, }
P o

yields S, (a, X) = Si(a, X) + S2(a, X) + S3(a, X) — Sa(a, X) with Sj(a, X) similar as in (2.18))
with f = |u| and r = 2. Applying Lemma yields

(4.20) Si(a, X) < X(log X)'O(M ™2 + N~2 + ¢ 2) + X2 (log X)'0q2,
since (log X)? < (log X )10, Next, we set
4.21 o =am, d= am , ¢ = and T= " _
2 g’ T ) e
Moving on Se we see that
23
~ X X\ 28 X\ 1
S| Y e < 3 (St (2)7+ () @) ow 0
m<M ' n<X/m n<N n n n
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< Z( —n 14 X3n % 4 Xino 4q}1>(logX)10
n<N

XNi

< ( L L XRN® £ XING i) (log X)10.
q4

In order to select the optimal values we need to solve the equatlons XN~3=XN <11q T , XN~ 3

X%N3% and XN~2 = X%Niqi. The solutlons are NO = qd Ny = X5 and Ny = X3¢ 3,

respectively. Inserting these, we obtain Xq~ 5 + X5 + X8 6q6. Next we study S3. We write

> ) 3 eluma) < Y- [am)| Y c(mme)
m<M m<X/n m<M m<X/n
1 X
(4.22) < Z mln{ H}<< (M—i—q—i—q) log X.

m<M

We have to solve the equations XM~ = M,XMfé = Xq ! and XM™3 = q. The solutions
2 2

are My = X3,M; = ¢°> and My = X?q~2, respectively. Inserting these, we get X3 + Xq~! + ¢.

Combining all these results, we finally arrive at

N\H

X X X
Zm ( +X38+qu6+Xs+E+q+ -+ X 5>(logX)
qG

n<X q2
X 33 5 1 10
(4.23) < (1 + X384+ X6q6 | (log X)
q6

While this is certainly a useful bound that could be used to deal with the minor arcs arising from
partitions weighted by |u| as we shall in Section@ we can actually substantially improve this bound
to , i.e. the one shown in the statement of Theorem To accomplish this improvement we
shall first to state and prove need an auxiliary result which is both a generalization as well as an
improvement of a lemma of Mikawa [22].

Lemma 4.4. For2< M,J < x and k € Z*, we have that
] 1/4
G:=M Z ZTk mln{ - ,2,} < M?J(log x)* +a?3/4( + 4 q) (log z)**3.
2. 2 Tam?j] M
~ j/\l
Proof. Denote logx by L. For H > 2, we have the Fourier expansion

min(H, ||0]|71) the Oh),
heZ

where wy, = wy,(H) < min(log H, & L h2) Put H = z(M?J)~!. By (4.§)), we have
D7) < J(log J)Ft < LA
g~dJ

Therefore, if H < 2, we trivially have that
G<M Y N m(j) < M JLF
m~M j~J
Now for H > 2, we may use the above expansion to obtain

1 }:O(L)—i— Z whe(ozmth).

min<{ H —_—
e o
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Substituting this into G, we see that

(4.24) G< M JLF+ M " |wi] Y (j) |e(am?in)| = m*JLF + F.
0<|h|<H? j~dJ

By [22, §4] we can write the bound

‘e(ozmth)‘2 < M+ Z min{M,l.},

o |leeg;inl]

this implies that

<MY o Yo m@? Y ol Y Je(am?ih)|

k<H?2 InoJ h<H?2 Grod
. 2
<<M2HLZTQk_1(l) Z ]wh|2‘e(am2]h)‘
I~J h<H?2 gr~J
1
< M?HJL*~ 1{HJML+ > mm(logH )Z > min ( >}
hem et " |lagghl|

4.25 S RS Sy S 5
(4.25) x Lt Er

where for the E term we have

1
E < ﬂ?%%{f > 2. D min ( Hagyh\l)

h<2HT j~J g<2M
Using again [22] §4], £ < :cl/Q(% + 47+ q)'/2LS. Therefore, combining this with (4.25)), we get
2L2k

1/2
F?« xLQk—l{]\ZL+x1/2<z + % —i—q) LG} <=

1/2
32(% | T 1,2k+5
Vi +x (q + i +q> .

Thus, combining this with (4.24)), we see that
G < m?JLF + oLt T R 1/4L’“+3 <m?JLF 34 (2 L 2 4y 1/4L’“+3
M2 ¢ M ¢ M ’
which was the last ingredient of the proof. t

We shall also make use of the following well-known result [18, §13].
Lemma 4.5. Ifa € R, a € Z and q € N are such that | — f| < 2 with (a,q) =1, then

X 1 X
Z mln{ } < (M—i— — —I—q) log(2qM X).
2 M gl] .

We are now ready to proceed with the proof of the improved bound of the exponential sum
twisted by |ul.

Proof of Theorem [I.9 Noticing that p?(z) = ZabQ—x p(b) we write

S wnye(na) = 3 ST wlena) = X S u(b)e(at’a)

n<X n<X ab%=n b2<X a<X/b2

(X1
_ Z 11(b) Z e(ab’a) < Z mln{bg’Hb?aH}'

b<X1/2 a<X/b? b<X1/2
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We break the range of b into two parts: for large b’s, we will use the bound from Lemma
whereas for small b’s, we will use Lemma, This means that

420 > mn{Go g = (S T )mndie e

b<X1/2 b<B B<b<X1l/2

Applying Lemma we get

X 1 X 1 X
4.27 min , < min {, } < <32 +—+ q) log X).
Y U5 ) 2 0 g T9)losX)
Next,by Lemma [£.4] dyadically with & = 1, we have

(4.28) > mln{b2,||b2 |\}<< D me{lﬂ IbQ:'WH}

B<b<X1/2 B<b<X1/2m<2

3/4,1/4

4
+q1/4B+B5/4+ 5 )(logX) .

Using Lemma [2.3] combining (4.27) and (4.29)), we choose
BZ X X X3/4 1/4

F(B)= ——=, Gi{(B)=——, G3(B)=—+ d G
( ) (1OgX)37 1( ) q1/4B’ 2( ) 35/4 an 3( ) B )
then we get the bound
B2 X2/3 x8/13 X1/2q1/6
(4.30) (log X)3 < q'/6log X + (log X)15/13 * log X '
and thus we finally arrive at
2 8 1 1
X log X X3 X1 X2q6
57 In(mlena) < X 4 glog X + X309 )+ (S o )t
<X q golog X  (logX)1s log X
2
X X3
= (q + q) log X —i—X%(logX)4 + —;(logX)?’ + X%(logX)%7 —i—X%q%(logX)?’
q6
X P
(4.31) <<;10gX+X%(logX)%+qlogX,
as it was to be shown. O

Remark 4.1. In the Statement of Lemma the bound will be worse than the trivial bound
if ¢ > X. Note that in if ¢ € (0, X° 13), then X/q dominates; if ¢ € (X5/13,X8/13), then
X8/13(1og X)% dominates; and if ¢ € (X813, X), then qlog X dominates. In , if we use the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we see that

X 1 } {X 1 }
min , < min
2 {62 02| 2 [[mal|

b<B m<B2
1
1\? X 2
< (X Z ) <<32++q>(logX)>
m<B2 q
1
X3 X
(4.32) <<X%<B+f+q%>(10gX)2 = (XéB+1+X% %>(1ogX)
q2 q2
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Then again using Lemma we will have

X3/4 X
57 i) e(na) < (S X084 X005+ X2 ) g )
n<X

X
(4.33) < ( + X1/2 1/2> (log X)*.

1/2

Now, in (#.33) when ¢ € (0, X'/2) the term qf(ﬁ(log X)* dominates, and when ¢ € (X2, X) the

term X1/2¢'/? dominates. Therefore, comparing (4.31)) and (.33)), we can see that (4.31)) is always
better when ¢ < X.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.10| AND ADDITIONAL RESULTS

As we saw in Section [2] two critically important results were Lemma[2.I] and Lemma[2.2) with the
additional refinement of being able to take T > 0 into account. There exist other instances where
being able to accommodate the parameter T will be very helpful, especially if T is not constrained
to be greater than or equal to 1. One such instance takes place when bounding exponential sums
associated to the Liouville A(n) function or the Jordan totient function Ji(n). To that end, we
present the following generalization to Weyl’s bound, see [I8], 35].

Lemma 5.1 (Generalized Weyl bound). Let M, N, a,q be integers such that (a,q) =1 and g > 0.
If f is a real polynomial of degree k > 1 with leading coefficient o such that | — a/q| < Yq~2 for
some YT >0, then for any € > 0 we have

M+N 21—k
1e (max{1,T} 1 1 q
m:%:+1 e(f(x)) < N € <q + N + Nk’fl + W

Proof. Weyl’s inequality implies the case T = 1 and the extension to T > 0 follows the same
principles as in the proof of Lemma g

Similarly, we may show the following stronger result which is only valid for k& = 2.

Lemma 5.2 (Generalized quadratic Weyl bound). Let M, N,a,q be integers such that (a,q) = 1
and ¢ > 0. If f(z) = ax® + Bz + v such that « such that |a — a/q| < Yq=2 for some T > 0, then
we have

N
N
Ze )) < — max{1, Y2} + /Nlogq+ /qlogq.
=1 \/a
Proof. The T = 1 case can be found in [23] §3, Theorem 1]. The extension to T > 0 follows the
same guidelines as Lemma O

We can use these results to prove a bound for exponential sums twisted by |u| but with a
polynomial in P(n) instead of n in e(-).

Proof of Theorem [1.10] Note that

= (- )2
(G1) Y Bmeta) = 3 fb)e(ba) where f<a>={1’ (o)

n<X b< X2 0, otherwise.
This can be seen by considering the Euler product of f as

2O ) () () (o 5s)

p
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o I(-58) (-55) -5

for Re(s) > % Therefore, we may write f = g * h, where

1, if m is a square 04y, if £ is a fourth power
g(m) = . ey = {4 .
0, otherwise. 0, otherwise.
Then (5.1)) is equivalent to
(5.3) D g(m)h(e) e(mla).
me<X?
ml>1

For generality, replace X2 by Y. Then, our goal is to bound the exponential sum

(5.4) E g(m)h(f) e(mla),
ml<Y
m>1,0>1

where «, ¢ satisfy the minor arc condition | — %\ < ¢ 2 and (a,q) = 1. Since we are summing

over the hyperbolic region ¥ := {m, ¢ : m¢ <Y}, for arbitrary L > 1, let M =Y /L and define the
following sets:

Si={ml:m < MLL<Y/m}, Yo={ml:L<Lm<Y/l}, 33={m,l:m <M {<L}.
Then, ¥ = ¥ + 39 — ¥3. The sum over ¥ is bounded by

S S gmh@etmia) < S gm) S ) e(muta)

m<M (<Y /m m<M u<(Y/m)1/4

1
<yt 7 < yApYA,
vgmv

The sum over ¥, is bounded by

Z Z e(mfa) <<Zh Z e(ula).

(<L m<Y/t (<L u< /Y[t

Take T = @ q)Q in Lemma 5.2 the above is then bounded by

Y VY Y4
> he ( v \/logQ+\/qlogq> < Y <+U\/Iogq+\/qlogq>

(<L <L1/4 \/a
YL1/4
< \/} +y/4 logY+/logq+ L1/4\/qlogq.
q

The third sum over X3 can be bounded by

Z Z e(mla) <<Zh Z e(u*la) < Z M2 — /214

(<L m<M <L u<M1/2 v<L1/4
Now setting M =Y/L, we see that

Y1/2 \/?L1/4
> g(m)n(t) e(mla) < +
ml<Y L1/4 \/ZI

m,0>1

+ Y1/410gY log g + L1/4\/qlogq.



22 A. DONG, N. ROBLES, A. ZAHARESCU, AND D. ZEINDLER

Using Lemma the final bound is

y'1/2
Z g(m)h(l) e(mla) < 1/ + Y% log Y (log ¢) /% + Y4 4 (log ¢)V/*.

mi<Y
ml>1

Substituting Y = X2, we finally conclude that

X
> i (n)e(na) < G T X log X (log g)'/* + X'/2¢*(log ) '/*,

n<X

as we wanted to show. This ends the proof. O

It is worth remarking that other approaches could been undertaken in order to achieve a bound
for S,. In [I, Theorem 1.6] it was shown that

(5.5) Z (1 g2)(n) e(an) < (f(/; + X5/6 4 x1/2 1/2> (log X)?/?
n<X

where g9 is the indicator function of squarefull numbers. The Dirichlet series for u* go corresponds
to > o0 (u* g2)(n)n~° = %C((gf)). One such approach would be to consider (p * ¢1)(n) or (|u| *
q2)(n) where >~ >°, qi(n)n™% = C(g)(EaS) and Y o7, qga(n)n~% = C(Cs()2(s(fs)' This would involve using
the Vaughan identity associated to ¢1 and ¢o. Alternatively, one could try to get a bound for
> nex fia(n) e(an) where > 0% fia(n)n=% = (((4s))~! for Re(s) > 1, much like in (£.18). This
would also likely involve the use of the Vaughan identity. Moreover, one would also need a bound
for 3, < x j2(n)e(an) where > 0% jo(n)n™® = ((2s) for Re(s) > 1. Then, by the use of the
hyperbola/Y method, one convolves both bounds to get the desired final bound. These approaches
will be the subject of future research.

By using Lemma [5.1] bound we may extend Theorem although the bound will not be as
precise since Weyl’s inequality is weaker when dealing with a polynomial P of degree k > 2.

Theorem 5.1. Let « € R, a € Z, q € N such that |a — %| < q% with (a,q) = 1. Let X > 2,k > 2,
and define
R(Py, o, X) Z lu(n o),
n<X
where Pp(n) = cpn® + cp_1nF 1 + -+ ¢co over R. Then, we have

x1/2+2% P e

R(Pk,OZ,X) < 7kx1/2+5’

21—k

q
for any € > 0. In particular, for k = 3, we have a slightly sharper bound, which is
1/24¢ 1/6 | X e
R(Pg,Oé,X) <X Eq +W’

for any € > 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem except that we use Lemma instead of
Lemma [5.2] to bound the sum over ¥o. We then see that the sum over X3 is bounded by

Lzl—k71/4q721—ky1/2+s 4 2y —27R /24 +Lk2"“71/4q21—kYfk2‘k+1/2+s

for any € > 0. Combining all bounds, we obtain
y1/2 _ _ _ _
Z g(m)h(0) e(mla) < i +L21 k—1/4q—21 ky1/2+s+L2 F—1/4y —27F+1/2+4e

ml<Y
m>1
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(5.6) 4 Lk2—k—1/4q21—ky—k2_k+1/2+5'

Using Lemma when k£ = 3 implies that (5.6) is bounded by yV/Ateql/6 4 y1/24+eg=1/4 When
k>4, (5.6) is bounded by

y1/4 +q—21*kY1/4+21*k+a 4y VAte +q21*’€Y1/4+a < q—zlka1/4+21*k+a _|_q21*kY1/4+a’
for any £ > 0. Substituting Y = X2, we get our desired result. O

As illustrated in Section |4 it is likely that the bounds we have presented, while useful for most
applications where demanding to very demanding savings are required, could further be improved
by decreasing the exponents associated to X, log X and ¢ using specifically tailored arguments for
the problem at hand. A useful tool in this direction will likely involve the Heath-Brown formula for
decomposing p and A as well as the Selberg identity for Ao, see [16] and [18, §13], both of which are
advanced combinatorial decompositions of arithmetic functions. Indeed the Heath-Brown decom-
position of A and p played a key role in the enlarging the size of the mollifier of the second moment
of the Riemann zeta-function in [27, 2§]. In turn, these enlargements increased the proportion of
non-trivial zeros of ¢ on the critical line. Here we present an analogue for 1p(n) that will become
useful in future research.

Lemma 5.3. Letke N,z >1andV > 2VE, Forn < x, we have
k

1p(n) = Z:(—l)j*1 <k> ey 10D s g,
jJHS

=0

Proof. Write u = p<y + psyv, then clearly the convolution “>V % 1*F=1 % & vanishes on N,.
Expanding out p~y = p — p<y and using the binomial formula, we get

k
(5.7) 0= Z(_l)j <k> (1t h=d) pcy ™ k=1
i=0 J

Using the identities g * w = 1p and p x 1 = §, where § is the multiplicative identity of Dirichlet
convolution, the j = 0 term of (5.7) becomes i  1**=1) sy = 1p. For all other terms of (5.7)), we
use again the identity p* 1 = ¢ and write

N*(k_j) * ,USV*j « 1D o = ,ugv*j % 17070 4 .

Combining all, (5.7) can be rewritten as in the statement of the lemma. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.11]

Results regarding weighted or signed partitions can be found in recent literature [II, 2, [6 [10].
The strategy consists in employing the Hardy-Littlewood circle method to extract the asymptotics
of p. Generally, although not always, this process results in examining a contour integral over three
distinct arcs. For brevity we shall provide the hardest ingredient for each arc and the reader is
referred to the above mentioned literature for the remaining details.

Equation (1.18)) can be rewritten as

U(z) = exp(P(z)) where = Z Z \,u

We may now use Cauchy’s integral formula to extract p, as

1 1
(6.1) plu(n) = p_"/o U(pe(a))e(—na)da = p_"/o exp[®(pe(a)) — 2minalda,
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for any 0 < p < 1. Let x € R be large. We choose the radius p to be p = p(x) so that z = p®'(p).
Furthermore, we we can see that

(6.2) P (0) = 35 nlu(n) o™

j=1n=1
Therefore, p®’(p) is a strictly monotonically increasing function on the interval [0, 1) and lim,_,; ®'(p) =
0o. Thus the relationship between x and p is well-defined and injective.

6.1. Set up of the arcs. We now define the major arcs 9t and minor arcs m as follows. For real
A > 0 we set

(6.3) 6, =q¢ ' X 1(log X)* and Q = (log X)*.
Moreover, for 1 < a < ¢ < @Q with (a,q) =1 we define (g, a) to be the open interval
(6.4) M(q,a) = <a — dq, g 5q>.
q q
The major arcs 9 and minor arcs m are then defined by
(6.5) m= J | Mga) and m=[-5 1)\m
1<¢<Q 1<a<gq
(a,q)=1

We use the canonical splitting of (6.1)) as

(6.6) ppu(n) = ,0”( /{m o /m et /m ) expl®(pe(a)) — 2minalda.

For the first integral, we shall use contour integration and the saddle point method, for the second
one we will use an adapted Siegel-Walfisz lemma associated to |u|, and for the third term we will
exploit the bounds on exponential sums established earlier.

6.2. The explicit formula. In order to prove the explicit formula of this section, we will require
a contour integration involving the term 1/{(2s). To prove our formula unconditionally, we shall
use the following result due to the works of Ramachandra and Sankaranarayanan [29, Theorem 2]
(see also [I7, Lemma 1] and [2I, Theorem 1.5]). This result provides unconditional upper bounds
for 1/¢(s) inside the critical strip along a specific vertical line segment.

Lemma 6.1. Let T > 0 be a sufficiently large positive number and H = T/3. Then one has

i i)t < C(loglog T')?
ngggl+H%123§2|C(U+%)\ exp(C(loglog T')7)

with an absolute constant C' > 0. In particular, there exists a real Ty € [T, T + Tl/?’] such that
1

1
————~ <TF where - <0<2
o+ i1 where o <o

for any € > 0.
We shall define a parameter X = (log %)_1 so that p = e~ /X as well as A := (1+472X26%)"1/2,

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that § € R and X > 1. If XA3 > 1, then there exists a sequence T, with
v <T, <2v such that

X X , .
(6.7) @, (pe()) = 1= 2iX0 ‘Hogm +Vlg{)lo|l (z):<T [(X,0,=) +;Q(X,€,n),
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where the functions f and g are given by

100 = s () T(3)<(1+3)e(3),

X X -
9(X,0,n) = (tl(n) log — <5+ CQ(”)> <12mXe> ‘

The coefficients ¢1 and ¢ are computable constants defined in (6.15). The sum is taken over the
non-trivial zeros w of ((s) under the assumption, for notational ease, of simplicity.

Remark 6.1. Unlike assuming the Riemann hypothesis, the assumption of the simplicity of the
zeros does not represent a technical difficulty and it can be relaxed at the expense of cluttering the
expression for f(X, 6, w) to the point of becoming unreadable, see [31] §14.27] ‘obvious modifications

are required if the zeros are not simple’.
n)| ) 1 .
— — —2mif
exp < ]n( i >> ,

Proof of Lemma [6.2] Recall that
where p = e~ V/X. Applying the inverse Mellin transform of the exponential function we obtain

(6.9) @) (pe(t ZZ’“(
j=1n=1
X S
(6.9) B (pe(d ZZ‘”~ i / )F(S)j_sn_s<1—2mxe> s,

j=1ln=1

for ¢ > 0. The interchange of summation and integration is legal for any ¢ > 1 and it leads to

D (pe(0)) = ;m/()ms)(jf; SH)(Z' )(1_;)@)8%
(6.10) :% JRCHEERY Cigss))(l_;im)sds.

We temporarily set y = k;(m and proceed with a singularity analysis. The path of integration
in is the vertical line Re(s) = ¢ > 1. The technique is to now push the part [t| < T of
this path to the left using a rectangular contour whose vertices are ¢ + i7" and —u + 1" where
u= N+ %, for some large N € N in order to avoid the trivial zeros. The new contour of integration
is therefore v = U2_;v;,where 71 = (¢ —ioco,c —iT], y2 = [¢ —iT, —u—iT], v3 = [~u —iT, —u+iT],
vy = [—u—+iT,c+iT] and v5 = [c + iT, ¢ + icco]. Using the Cauchy residue theorem leads to

(6.11) @), (pe(d) R+22m/ C(s+1) CC(( R+ka,

where R is equal to the contribution of the residues at the singularities of the integrand in the
region enclosed by the two paths of integration. We must now look at each integral separately and
bound it and find the value of R.

We start with R. At s = 1 we have a simple pole coming from ((s) for which we have

¢(s) & _
(6.12) res I'(s)¢(s + 1)4(28)y =,
which will serve as leading term. At the non-trivial zeros s = w/2 we have poles which we assume
to be simple for which

wn e SN
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There is also a double pole from I'(s)((s + 1) at s = 0 which yields

(6.14) ;‘S%F(S)C(S + 1)@%%;/5 = log %
For the non-trivial zeros at s = —n for n = 1,2,3,--- we also have double poles for which
¢(s) o (=1)"¢(1—n)((—n)
Jes, L)e s+ 1) 2o sy = 50— oman
X (logy - gl/(—2n) + C;(1 —n)+ C/(—n) +v(n+ 1)) y "
(6.15) =: (c1(n)logy + ca(n))y™",

where, we recall, (x) = I%(I‘) denotes the digamma function. We now have R.

Except for one part of the horizontal integral over 74, the rest of the analysis is straightfor-
ward. We shall make sure of |y|* < (XA) % (A=7/2) from [I3]. For instance, to bound
the vertical segments v, and 75, we employ I'(s) < e ™/2 ((s+1) < 1, ((2s)”' <« 1 and
ly* < (XA)7e~T(A=m/2) " These imply that I; < e T2/2) with a similar bound holding for
I5. For the bound the vertical integral over the segment 73, we use Stirling’s formula I'(s)((s +
1)¢(s) < (2m)27|s|77~1/2e=m1/2 a5 well as the functional equation of ¢(2s). These lead to I3 <
X *“A*2“(u*2“*3/ A1/ 2). The difficulty resides in the horizontal integrals over the paths 7o and
~v4. Let us consider I since the treatment for I is nearly identical. One first splits the path into

—3/2+iT —1+iT c+iT C(S)
I, = (/ _|_/ +/ >I‘(s)§(s +1)2=y’ds = Iyg + Iso + Iy 3,

—utiT —3/244iT  J14ir ((2s)
say. The integral I is actually not difficult and it follows by analytic techniques, i.e. using the
functional equation of ((s) as well as (I'(s —1))7! < 1=~ (570)log(1-0)+57T yie]ds Iy < e TA2,
The bound for I is also I;2 < e~ TA/2 a5 can be seen by the functional equation. However, to
deal with 143 we employ Lemma for —1 < Re(s) = 0 <2 and any ¢ > 0, for sufficiently large
V > 0, there exists some V < T, < 2V such that

(6.16) < TE.

1
¢(2(0 +1T3))
The above bound along with I'(s) < T 1/2¢="1/2 and ((s + 1) < T for some fixed constant

n > 0 yields Iy 3 < e TA/2 which was the last piece.
The final step is to combine all these estimates and let N — oo so that

X
PP el®) = 15055 T8 5 —amixg)

+ Y f(X0,@)+ > g(X,0,n)+O0(e VA2,

| Im(w)|<Ty n=1

where v < T, < 2v with v € N. Letting v — 0o and choosing our sequence of T, appropriately
such that (6.16) is satisfied we are led to

+lim Y (X 0,@)+ Y g(X.0,n),

X
1 (pe(6)) 1—27iX0) ' vooo
| Im(e0)|<T, n=1

- 1
1 —2mix0 8 2

which was the last step we needed to show. O

Lemma [6.2] can be generalized a little more and we may show without much effort that

(o) wutoeton = (i) +WKm)
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(6.17) +”1LH°1°|1 (z):l ) fm(X,G,w)—FZ:lgm(X,O,n),
m(w)|<1y, n=

for m > 0. Here W is given by the cases

X .
W(X,0,m) = logm, if m=0,
. T(m)(1=s2rx5)™ ifm>1,

and f, is given by

1 X @2 om + @ w w
fm(X, 0, @) = 2</(w)<1—2WiX9> F<2)C<1+2>C(2>.

If m = 0 then go(X,0,n) = g(X,0,n) and otherwise
(=D)"y"¢(=m —n){((1 —m —n)
n!¢(=2(m +n))

We can now use (6.17)) to determine the asymptotic behaviour of p. Using that p = e /X and
inserting m = 1 gives p®(p) = X2 4+ O(X?/?%¢) with ¢ > 0 arbitrary. This expansion does not
assume the Riemann hypothesis or the simplicity of zeros. By the definition of p(x), we have to
solve the equation x = p®’(p). Using the above asymptotics, we get

(6.19) X =22 + O(z1™)

with € > 0 arbitrary. On the other hand, additional assumptions on the zeros of ( give a lower
error term in (6.19)). More precisely, if Re(w) < h for some % < h <1 and for all zeros w of ¢ then
p® (p) = X2 + O(X1+%+5) and hence

(6.20) X =22 +0(x179).

(6.18) gm(X,0,n) = for m > 1.

In particular if the Riemann hypothesis is true, then h = % and thus X = 2 + O(x%ﬁ).

6.3. Numerical tests on the zeros of (. Let us consider the truncated arithmetic double sum

(6.21) ®1(X,0,J,N) = ZJ: ZN: ’“g”)‘ exp ( - jn()l( - 27ri9>>

j=1n=1
as well as its ‘analytic’ counterpart
N
(6.22) (X, 0,T,N) = 020(X,0)+ > [f(X,0,@)+ ) g(X,0,n),
| Im(w)|<T n=1
where the leading term ®9 (X, 6) is defined by
X
6.23 Pr0(X,0)=—— +log————.
(6:23) 20(X0) = 15 %0 T8 521 —2mix0)

Here we have set 6 = 0(X) to be

1 /1 1

so that the condition XA3 = 1 is satisfied. We can now numerically illustrate the effects of the
zeros of the Riemann zeta-function on @ in the plots below. In Figure we can appreciate the
difference (in the real and imaginary parts) between the ‘full’ explicit formula and just the
leading term without the presence of the zeros of the zeta function. The contributions from
the zeros of the zeta function are subtle but nevertheless present. Figures [6.2] and show the
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difference (in real and imaginary parts, respectively) between the arithmetical component in (6.21])
as well as the analytic one in ([6.22)).
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-15

W 200 300 4

-0.5}

FIGURE 6.1. Plot of Re ®3(X,0,25,1) — Re®20(X,0) on the left-hand side and
Im ®5(X, 6,25,1) — Im ®9 5(X, §) on the right-hand side for 1 < z < 500.
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FIGURE 6.2. Left: plot of Re ®;(X,#,1500,1500) in blue and Re ®2(X,6,25,1) in
pink. Right: plot of Re ®1(X, 6, 1500,1500) — Re ®2(X,0,25,1) for 1 < X < 500.
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FIGURE 6.3. Left: plot of Im ®4(X, 6, 1500, 1500) in blue and Im ®9(X,6,25,1) in
pink. Right: plot of Im ®;(X, 6, 1500, 1500) — Im ®9(X,0,25,1) for 1 < X < 500.



EXPONENTIAL SUMS TWISTED BY GENERAL ARITHMETIC FUNCTIONS 29

6.4. The non-principal major arcs. Our next result involves |u| in arithmetic progressions and
it as follows.

Lemma 6.3. As X — oo assume that {,q € N with q < (log X)4 for some A > 0 and (¢,¢) = 1.
Then there exists a constant C4 > 0 only depending A such that

X
(6.25) RSZX u(n)| = (@@ L0+ ) + O(X exp(—Cay/log X))
n=¢mod q

as X — oo. Moreover, the implicit constant in O(-) can be chosen independently of ¢ and ¢.

Proof. We denote by x a Dirichlet character modulo g. Using properties of characters, we can write

(6.26) S Ju(n) = @(Z) S %@ 3 xmlum),

n<X n<X
n=a mod q

where the outer sum is over all Dirichlet characters y modulo ¢q. Thus it is sufficient to show that
for the principal character xg we have

X
(6.27) %XO(”)’H(”)\ = ((2) Hp\q(l +p1) +

and for all characters x # xo

(6.28) > x(n)u(n)] < X exp(—Cay/log X),

n<X

O(X exp(—Cay/log X)),

It is straight forward to see that for Re(s) > 1 one has

o X(n)|u(n)| _ L(s,x)
(6.29) nzl e L2522

where L(s, x) is the Dirichlet L-function for the character x. Thus Perron’s formula implies

: 1 [ L(s,x) X°
6.30 n n) = — _ds
(6.30) S x(m) ()| /@

= - 2mi L(2s,x?%) s

with ¢ > 1 and where the prime indicates that the last term of the sum must be multiplied by %
when X is an integer. Observe that L(2s, x?) has no zeros for Re(s) > % and the integrand has thus

at most a pole at s = 1 for Re(s) > % Using the same argument as in the ordinary Siegel-Walfisz
theorem to evaluate this integral, see for instance [24, Chapter 11.3], we obtain

L[ Lex) X° 0 L Lsixo) X° o o (- Can/log X)),

6.31 o — o
(6.31) 2mi J(e) L(25,x?) s 2mi Jo1y L(2s,x3) s

where (1) is a small circle centered at s = 1. If y is a non-principal character then L(s, x) is entire
and thus the residue at s = 1 is 0. On the other hand, L(s, xo) has for the principal character a

pole at s = 1 with residue # and L(s, xo) = ((s) I[,|,(1 —p*). Thus the residue at s =1 is

L(s,x0) X* _ ¢(q) X X
(6.32) res ——— 25— — = — = —.
L3 s a0 (T, 0-p2) T 0+
This completes the proof. ]

In [I0] and [14], it is shown that the above type of result is the main tool needed to bound the
integral over the non-principal major arcs 9\M(1,0). Once Lemma is established the rest of
the argument is very direct. The first step is to establish the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.4. Let v = v + iye with v1 > 0 and o < y1(log(1/71))? for some A > 0 as v — 0.
Moreover let q,0 € N with ¢ < (log(1/v1))? and (¢,q) = 1. Define

(6.33) Uvitg) = Y, |un)exp(—ny).

n=¢mod q
Then one has that

U(v,4,q) = ! Li0 ( ! >
Y C2)¢(@) [L,(L+p71) ¢(g)v1(log(1/7)%) )
where ¢(q) is the Euler totient function and C > 1 can be chosen arbitrarily.

The main step in this proof is to use Abel’s summation formula and to employ Lemma Since
this calculation is not difficult, we will omit the details. However, the reader can find for example
in [7, Lemma 6.2] the complete proof of an analogous result. Next, observe that for all 5 > 0 we
have the elementary but helpful formula

e BIIX = /oonleyj/Xdy.
B

Using this identity, we can write

(630)  ®y(pelo) z Zm z S [ ax e S o) eina) d

n<y
The last step is to combine ) with Lemma
Lemma 6.5. Let o € R and A > 0 be given. Further, let a € Z, q € N with

(a,9) =1, ¢<(logX)* and |a— 4 < ¢ ' X (log X)A.

Then there exists Xo(A) such that we have for all X > Xy(A)
X
(6.35) D (pe(a))] < ;(1 +0(1)).
The proof of this lemma is again standard and the interested reader can find, for example, in [7,

Lemma 6.3] the complete proof of an analogous result. Lemma immediately implies
Lemma 6.6. Let § € M\M(1,0). Then we have

3
(6.36) Qpui(pe(9)) <a 1 2uup)
where A > 0 is any fived real number.

6.5. The minor arcs. In [I0] and [I4], it is explained that the forthcoming argument is the main
step needed to bound the integral over the minor arcs m. We shall give the broad details. Recall
that p = e~'/X. Truncating the J-sum of (6.34) shows that

J
1 /. _; . X
(6.37) @u(pe(e))zzj/l jX e Jt/XS|M|(t,39)dt+O<J>,
j=1

where J = (log X )2. For each j < .J, Dirichlet’s theorem can be used to choose a € Z and ¢q € N with
(a,q) = 1 such that |j6 — 7| < ¢ ' X 1 (log X)4 and ¢ < X (log X)~4. Next, we set a; := a/(a, )
and ¢; = jq/(a,j). The definition of J, from Section implies that | — Z—j] < dg,. Since ¢ € m,

it then follows that ¢; > @ where @ = (log X)*. Once either bound (I.17) or (4.23) is established,
the rest of the argument follows in a straightforward manner.
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Lemma 6.7. Let 0 € m. Then we have
(6.38) D),(pe(0)) <a X (log X)10-A/
where A > 0 is any fized real number.

For the sake of illustration of the weaker method, the bounds on Lemma correspond to those
from (4.23)). Lemma can be strengthened by using Theorem instead but it is immaterial to
the rest of the argument.

6.6. The principal major arcs. Next, we present a common result in partition asymptotics that
follows from an application of the saddle point method.

Lemma 6.8. Set p = p(n). One has

(6.39) Pl (n) = : p"¥(p) (14 O(n=%)).

27D 5 () /2
where @) (p) = ()" ®(p) as given by (1)

In order to get the asymptotics we compute the terms in the numerator and denominator. First

(6.40) p "U(p) =exp <n log p(ln) + <I>|#(p(n))).

We again distinguish two situations. One where no assumption is made on the non-trivial zeros,
and then one where their real part is upper bounded by a fixed constant h < 1. We begin with the
unconditional case. Setting # = m = 0 in Lemma and inserting (6.19)), we get

X G 1 1ye
(6.41) @) (p(n)) = X +log o~ + lim > f(X,0,@) + > g(X,0,n) =nz +O(ni ).

| Im(w)|<Ty n=1
Similarly, we obtain
6.42 nlog(1/p(n)) = nX ! =n2 +0(ni™e) and Do) (p(n 12 Z p2 4 O(n1te).
(2
On the other hand, if Re(w) < h for all zeros of ¢ then
(6.43) B, (p(n)) = X +O(X3+¢) =n3 + O(n'i*e),
(644)  nlog(1/p(n)) =n2 +O(ni*) and (R(y(p(n))"/* =n? + O(n'+5+%).

Inserting these expressions into completes the structure of Theorem m Further, we thus
see that the non-trivial zeros of ( are visible in ((6.39) if one is working with the exact, but implicit
saddle point solution. On the other hand, if one is trying to determine this solution explicitly and
enter it in the above expression then the zeros are absorbed by the error term.

6.7. Final step. Combining Lemmas [6.6] and [6.7] for the error terms along with Lemmas [6.2] and
for the main terms yields the proof of Theorem [T.11

7. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

An attractive application of Theorem follows a parallelism with Vinogradov’s original goal.
We will show in [10], which is a follow up to this paper, that we can obtain results on partitions
into three integers with prescribed arithmetic conditions. For instance let N be an integer and
consider the number r(ry,r9, 73, N) defined by

7"(7“1, r2,73, N) = Z A (nl)AW2 (TLQ)A*TB (713)
ni+na+nzg=N
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Retaining the definition and set up of the major and minor arcs from Section [6.1], we shall see that
Theorem [L.1] will allow us to show that

2r—1

(log X)A/2—(4+r)

I = / G (0, X)P e(—aX)da <
m

for any A > 0 and where the implied constant depends only on A. This is an important step in
obtaining an asymptotic expression for r(rq,r2,7r3, N). Note that if ry = ro = r3 = 1, then this
reduces to

r(LLLN)=r(N)= > logpilogpslogps,
p1+p2+p3=N

the counting function for the number of representations of an odd integer N as the sum of three
primes p1, p2 and p3. Likewise, one could consider the quantity

tN) = Y luln)lu(ne)lu(ns)],

ni+nas+nzg=N

the number of representations of an integer N as the sum of three numbers with prescribed |yl
conditions. Bounding

IW‘ :—/II1§|M|(04,X)36(—OJX)dOd

by the use of Theorem will be a key aspect in determining ¢(V).

In [10] we will also study on these exponential sums can be used in the Hardy-Littlewood method
to bound the minor arcs arising from partitions associated to functions of primes or squarefree
numbers. For example, let P € Z[z] be a polynomial such that P(N) C N. We then define p, p(n)
to be the number of partitions of n whose parts lie in the set Qp = {P(n) : n € N and n squarefree}.
If gecd(Qp) = 1 to avoid undesirable congruence obstructions, then we may extract the value of
Plul,p(n) by employing Theorem on the associated minor arcs, see also [I1]. Another example
takes place when we define the generating function

1 — zp1pr
pl?..' ’pTGP

e (1) =S pem) = [ = exp(®p, (2),
n=0

to study partitions into r-full primes. Using Theorem [1.1| we will also be able to prove that
Dp, (pe(a)) < X (log X)3_2AT

for « € m and A > 0. This will be the key step in bounding the minor arcs which is usually the
hardest ingredient of the Hardy-Littlewood method. An adapted Siegel-Walfisz result will handle
the non-principal major arcs DT\M(1,0). The main terms of pp,(n) will be produced with difficulty
employing integration over a Hankel contour to avoid the essential singularities produced by the
non-trivial zeros of ((s). This application is lengthy and it is considerably more involved than the
treatment in [7], so we will not include it in the present paper.
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