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EXPONENTIAL SUMS WITH ADDITIVE COEFFICIENTS AND ITS
CONSEQUENCES TO WEIGHTED PARTITIONS

MADHUPARNA DAS

ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider the weighted partition function p¢(n) given by the
generating series Yo" | pr(n)z" = [[,cn- (1 —2") ™), where we restrict the class of weight
functions to strongly additive functions. Originally proposed in a paper by Yang, this
problem was further examined by Debruyne and Tenenbaum for weight functions taking
positive integer values. We establish an asymptotic formula for this generating series in
a broader context, which notably can be used for the class of multiplicative functions.
Moreover, we employ a classical result by Montgomery-Vaughan to estimate exponential
sums with additive coefficients, supported on minor arcs.

1. INTRODUCTION

An arithmetic function f : N — C is called additive if it satisfies the condition f(mn) =
f(m) + f(n) whenever (m,n) = 1. It is referred to as strongly additive if f(p*) = f(p) for
all primes p and k € N*. The distribution of additive functions has a deeper connection with
probabilistic number theory and random walks. One of the most celebrated results in this
framework is Erdds-Kac theorem [9], which studies the probabilistic behaviour of additive
functions (see [7, Theorem 12.2]).

Theorem (Erdés-Kac). Let f be a real valued strongly additive function with | f(p)| <1 for

all primes p. Define
(v) -
p
Ap(n) =) = and Bj(n) = (Z ) . (1.1)
Assume that By(n) is unbounded and for each fized € > 0
2
3 Sy (1.2)

p<n p<n
p

f*(p)
p

lim sup
n—00 B]% (n) pen
|f(p)|>eBy(n)

Then, for any fired a < b, we have that

| S -Ae) 1 e
?}%o#{ngX'aSWSb}_E/ae dt.

The Weyl sums of the type

S¢(N,0©) = Z f(n)e(On), (1.3)

n<N
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where e(z) = exp(2miz) for x € R and f is an arithmetic function have a rich history in
literature and are intimately related to the distribution of the function f modulo 1. The
global behavior of real valued additive functions is well understood, especially in the context
of their statistical distributions. In [7, §8], Elliot investigated the distribution of real-valued
additive functions f modulo 1 type problems. For such functions, it is possible to establish
necessary and sufficient conditions under which the distribution functions

Fi(2) = Hn < N: f(n) < 2}

converges to a distribution function F' as N — oo. This result is encapsulated in the Erdds-
Wintner theorem [10] which asserts that f possesses a limiting distribution if and only if,
the following series converge

Z 1’ Z @’ Z f(P)2.

peP p peP P
|f(p)|>1 If(p)|<1 If(p)|<1

While the Erdés-Wintner theorem provides qualitative conditions for the existence of a
limiting distribution, exponential sums of the type (I.3]) offer quantitative measures of distri-
bution. However, the studies of additive functions are closely connected to the multiplicative
functions i.e. functions g : N — C is an arithmetic function satisfying g(mn) = g(m)g(n)
whenever (m,n) = 1. In fact, the Weyl sums S¢(NV, ©) with multiplicative coefficients have
garnered significant interest due to their diverse applications. We explore these types of sums
further in details culminating in an application where we establish an asymptotic formula
for the weighted partition with additive functions as the weight.

% — 1 as ¢ — oo. Further, f = o(g) and f = O(g)

denotes |f(z)/g(x)] — 0 and |f(x)| < C|g(x)| as © — oo, respectively for a suitable constant
C > 0. Moreover, ¢(q) denotes the Euler totient function, p(n) denotes the Mobius function,
and ~ denotes the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Throughout this paper f ~ g means

1.1. Weighted Partitions. The asymptotic behaviour of the partition function p(n) has
been studied intensively since the early 20th century, starting with the development in 1918
due to Hardy-Ramanujan [15]. It states that

1 m/2n/3
n) ~ e
p(n) ~ 7 in
as n — oo. Let U denote the unit disc. The generating function of weighted partition is
defined as

Up(n) =Y pin)z" = [J(1-2")7" (z€U) (1.4)
n>0 neN*
In this paper, we delve into the behavior of (IL4]) for strongly additive functions. One
can modify the argument presented in this article to achieve an asymptotic result for the
weighted partition of completely additive functions.

Let A be a subset of N*. The A-restricted integer partition, denoted as p4(n), represents
the number of ways to express n using elements from the set A. It is noteworthy that if we
define f(n) = 1,4, then the generating function of p4(n) can be expressed in terms of ([L.4]).
Consequently, we can assert that all restricted partitions can be represented in terms of

weighted partition. Now, a natural question arises: Can we choose any arithmetic function
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in (L4)? The answer, however, is not straightforward. While the asymptotic behaviour of
restricted partitions has been extensively studied by various mathematiciand] for specific sets
A C N*, tackling the problem in a more general setting with arbitrary arithmetic functions
is considerably more challenging. The most general setting in this context was studied by
Debruyne and Tenenbaum in [6] by considering the weight function in (4] taking positive
integer values. This problem initially appeared in an article by Yang [24].

The pivotal step in their proof involves saddle-point solution. Notably, while the saddle-
point method has been previously applied to study the asymptotic behaviour of partitions,
Debruyne and Tenenbaum’s work was the first to utilize it in a more general setting. Al-
though we emphasize the saddle-point method to attain our main theorem, since we are
considering a different and somewhat more general class than 6], handling the L-functions
becomes challenging for our purpose. For contributions away from the saddle point, we
employ sieve method in our proof.

It is noteworthy that Vaughan studied the asymptotic behaviour for the restricted partition
function pp(n), where P denotes the set of primes. However, the result obtained by Debruyne
and Tenenbaum cannot be directly applied to derive Vaughan’s result due to the inherent
complexity associated with problems involving prime numbers. To obtain our main result
this difficulty persists in more general contexts, as evidenced by the fundamental theorem of
arithmetic, which asserts that the values of an additive function f are uniquely determined
at primes.

We now define the collection A of strongly additive functions f : N — R* that satisfy the
following conditions.

(C.1) f(p) =0() for any prime p.
(C.2) f satisfies the Erdés-Wintner’s condition.
(C.3) f is well-distributed in the sense that it satisfies A-Siegel-Walfisz criterionf], i.e.,

1 VN| £l _
HSZN f(n)—m 1;\[ f(n)| <a 2(q)(log N)A” (a,q) =1 (1.5)

n=a( mod q) (n,q9)=1
holds for any fixed A > 0, and || f|| denotes the ¢* norm.
Theorem 1.1. Let f € A. Then as n — oo,

[NIE

(1+0(1))).

pr(n) ~ cin~1 (loglogn + %v)i exp <c2(n(log logn +vy))

where

D=

ca = (C(2)cy)?,

Dy(1 -
Vp =+ J;( ) Dy(1) =
f k=2

Z%, (1.6)

| =

IPrevious studies on this topic has been explored in [5, §1].
2For further reference see the achievement of Bombieri, Iwaniec and Friedlander in [1, p. 205-210].
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and cy is a constant depends on f.

Although we utilize the saddle-point method to achieve our desired result, it is noteworthy
that this approach can be viewed as a coarse version of the Hardy-Littlewood circle method.
Hence, we need to establish an upper bound for (L3)) over the minor arcs.

1.2. Weyl sums with additive coefficients. Let g : N — C be a multiplicative function
satisfying | f(p)] < A for any prime p and constant A > 1, and suppose that Y. _ [f(n)]* <
A2N. For this class of multiplicative functions, Weyl sums have been studied over the
decades, starting with the work of Daboussi [4]. He proved that if |© — a/q| < 1/¢* where
(a,q) =1and 3 < ¢ < (N/logN)z, then

Sy(N,0) <4 —— .
(loglog q)2

This result was refined by Montgomery and Vaughan [21], who proved that if |© —a/q| <
1/q¢* where (a,q) =1 and 2 < R < ¢ < N/R, then

N N(log R)?

log N Rz '

The optimal dependence on R remains an open problem and has been studied in numerous
works (see [3, 12]). The work of Montgomery-Vaughan [21] is supported on the minor arcs,
and as a result, it has several applications, including circle method type problems. We revisit

their technique to derive the following theorem, which plays a crucial role in the proof of
Theorem L1l

Theorem 1.2. Let f : N — C be a complex valued strongly additive function, and C' > 1 1is
an arbitrary constant satisfying

Se(N,0) <4

(1) |f(p)| < C for each prime p
(2) Z\f(n)|<< Nloglog N
n<N
(3) S () < N(loglog N)2.
n<N

Suppose that

,  where (a,q) =1 (1.7)

and 2 < R < q < N/R. Then we have
Nloglog N Nloglog N(log R)%
+ 1 .
log N Rz
Note that the condition in (2]) can be derived from (), (IT)) and Mertens’s theorem (see
[16, Theorem 1.2]). Furthermore, employing the Turdan-Kubilius inequality (see [22, Theorem

3.1] and [g]), one can deduce the second moment of f as indicated in (3]). From Theorem [[.2]
we deduce the following.

St(N,0) <«

Corollary 1.3. For almost all © including all real irrational algebraic ©, we have
Nloglog N

Sf(N, @) <L log N
4

(N > No(©)).



In a broader context, one can substitute the exponential function to derive an upper bound
for twisted sums of the form

Six(N,©) =Y " f(n)
n<N

where y is a non principal character. It is worth noting that achieving a result as sharp as
Corollary [[3] is analogous to satisfying the 1-Siegel Walfisz criterion, as described in (LH).
Nevertheless, achieving this particularly for large moduli would pose a challenging problem.

1.3. Setup of the arcs. From (L.4)) we express

= ZZ @an (z € U), (1.8)

k=1 n=1
where

Wy(z) = exp(Py(2)).
Observe that W(z) and ®(z) are analytic for z € U. Therefore, utilizing Cauchy’s
theorem we arrive at

pi(n) = p" / "0 (pe(©))e(~nB)dO = p / " oxp(®y(pe(©))e(~nO)dO,  (1.9)

1

2 2
for 0 < p < 1. For any real number A > Ay, we set Q = X (log X)~4. Additionally, for
a € Z and ¢ € N such that (a,q) = 1, we define major arcs as

a 1 a 1
M(q,a) = U (5_@’6+@)’
9<X/Q (a,9)=1
and define the minor arcs as m = [—1/2,1/2)\IM
2. MAJOR ARCS ANALYSIS

2.1. The fundamental estimate. In this section, we compute the main term contribution
to determine the saddle-point solution and derive the main result. We begin by studying some
prerequisites on the analytic behaviour of the Dirichlet series twisted by additive coefficients.

Let f € A. Define the Dirichlet series

=S I ) ns) (2.1)

ns

n=1

for Re(s) > min(1, o), where L;p(s) denotes the twisted series over primes, defined by

Z f (2.2)

peP

One may consider the Dirichlet series with the multiplicative coefficient

Flus =3 —H<1+Z““p>

n=1 peP

uf )

for Re(s) > B,. To establish the relation (2.1 one may differentiate the above expression

with respect tou at u=1.
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Lemma 2.1. Consider f € A and let Lyp(s) be defined as in (Z2)). As s — 1T, we have

1
Lﬁ]p( ) ~ Cy lOg ( 1) + O(S — 1) (23)
where ¢y is a constant dependent on f.

Proof. Let
— 5" F ) ~ epn(N), (2.4)
p<N

where m(NN) denotes the prime counting function and ¢y is a constant. Next, applying the
Abel summation formula to (2.2)), we obtain

%f o [ 2Dt s i1 = 91081) +0(1) ~ et (25 ) + Ol - 1)

as s — 17, and Ei(x) denotes the exponential integral, thereby completing the proof of the
lemma. U

Lemma 2] clearly indicates that Lyp(s) has a logarithmic singularity as s — 1%. Thus
we normalize the series

Lys(s) = X L2 Z > Z > G -y @9

peP = pE]P’ = pe]P’

By rearranging the terms we observe that

Gre(s) =Y f(p Z kpks -3 1) (log(l_lp_s)). (2.6)

peP peP

Given the relation (2.4)), we utilize Lemma [2.1] alongside the series expansion of log {(s)
and employ Abel’s summation formula. As a consequence, we establish that as s — 1T
the function Gyp(s) ~ ¢slog((s). This result offers a profound insight into the relationship
between the function Gyp(s) and log ((s) thereby serving as a pivotal tool in establishing
the subsequent result.

Before proceeding further, we will discuss the constant of c;. Since ¢y depends on the
limiting distribution of f(p), we have imposed the condition that f(p) is “well-distributed”
in the sense that (2.4]) holds1. Although Lemma 2.1 can be adapted with minor modifications
for a broader class of additive functions, we assume the relation given in (2.4]) for simplicity.
For such cases of f, one might choose

o = Jim 3 1)

The main objective of Lemma [2.1] is to analyze the logarithmic singularities of the series
L;p(s) to establish the following lemma. With an appropriate choice of ¢f, one can deduce
the behavior of Pr(N) and consequently the logarithmic singularities of Lyp(s). In cases

3The limiting distribution of f(p) is pivotal for a suitable choice of ¢;. For related results, we refer to |19,
17).
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where f(p) exhibits rapid fluctuations, stabilizing it can be achieved using the following
series

1 f(p)logp
= lim sup ;
Nooo Bp(N) logNI;V D

from which one can study the behavior of Py(N )E However, such cases can present complex
challenges. Therefore, a variation of the next lemma can be formulated for different classes
of real positive-valued additive functions, depending on the distribution of f(p).

The key point in our proof of Theorem [[T] hinges on the behavior of f(p), emphasizing
the essential nature of its distribution. Therefore, to establish the main result, it is crucial
to ensure that f(p) is uniformly distributed.

Now we study the asymptotic behaviour of ®¢(z) as z — 1.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that p =e~x and m € N. Then as X — oo, one has that

d

mn C 1
= (p— — X m
Drmy(p) = (pdp) Dr(p) = X" C(2)I(m + 1)¢y (log log X + ¢y + logX) (1 +0 (ng

and

o om Cn !
®™M (p) = X" (m + 1)y (10g1°gX+¢f+1ogX) <1+O<1ogX))’

where the constants V¢ and ¢y are defined in (L6]). Here,
F/ /
T —=(m+1)+v+ i

Con = (2)

and I%(I) denotes the polygamma function.

Proof. Replacing z = p in (L), we obtain

S5

The Cahen-Mellin formula for the exponential function is given by

1 nk\ °
kX — _— [T — . 2.
¢ 2m /(C) () (X) ds 27)

Recalling the definition of p and employing identity (2.7) and (2.1]), we express

IR Z 3 S

2m (Z ns— m) < ks 1= m) s)X* ds

3 / C(s = m)Lys(s —m)C(s +1 - m)I(5)X" ds,  (28)

4This result was developed by Hildebrand, see [22, Theorem 3.12] and works for a wider class of additive
functions, including real positive valued completely additive functions.
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p

Cco + T
=1

Co

' .
co — 1T

FiGURE 1. Contour Representation of =

for ¢ > 1. Considering the expression (2.8) and emphasizing (2.3]), we set

Z(m,X) : 271m ( )C(s —m)Lsp(s —m)((s+1—m)['(s)X* ds
21 (s —m)Grp(s —m){(s+1—m)I(s)X° ds
7TZ (c
21 C(s —=m)Dp(s —m)¢(s+1—m)[(s)X* ds
7TZ (c

=Ti(m, X) + Ir(m, X).

We begin with the integral Z;(m, X), which constitutes the main term. Considering
Lemma 2T and (2.6), we note that the series Gy p(s) exhibits behavior asymptotically equiv-
alent to cslog((s) and has a logarithmic singularity at s = 1. Therefore, we employ the

approach outlined in [12] to handle this singularity effectively.

However, we must also account for the pole of {(s) in addition to the logarithmic singu-
larity, which complicates our contour more than Lemma 2.3 of [23]. As depicted in Figure [T,
we set the height of the branch cut at A > 0 and the radius of the semicircle of the Hankel

contour to r > 0.
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Denoting this contour as = and recognizing the analyticity of the integrand within =, we
can apply Cauchy’s theorem to assert that
1 S
Zi(m, X) =5 C(s—=m)Gyp(s —m)((s+1—m)['(s)X* ds
T J=

:i (9% T §é5 4ot és) C(s — m)Grp(s — m)C(s +1 —m)D(s)X® ds = 0.
(2.9)

We start by computing the contribution arising from the semicircle of the Hankel contour
1
Tz (m, X) = 9 gg C(s —=m)Gyp(s —m)((s+1—m)['(s)X*ds.
e =

Let n(f) = 1+ re” with 6 € [r,—n]. Since the semicircle is clockwise we use the
parametrization s —m = 1 + re® as r — 0. Hence, we obtain the series expansion

e—i@

C(L+7e)Grp(1+re®)r = (1 +re?)log (1 + re®)r + O4(r) = cre ™ log + O4(r).

(2.10)

Thus integrating over the semicircle n(6) and utilizing (ZI0) yields

T, =, (m, X) :26—7; / C(1+re)log C(1 4 re®)(2 + re®)D(m + 1 4 re'?)

X (i) df + O (r)

_crC(2)T(m + 1)xmtt
N 271

m~+1 -7 —i60
:ch(2)F(n;+ 1)X / loger df + O¢(r)
7T iy

=c;C(2)T(m + 1) X" logr + O (r). (2.11)

/_7T C(1+7e)log (1 + re)(ire®)do + Oy (r)

Next, we calculate the branch cut, denoted by Z; =, (m, X) and Z; z,(m, X), corresponding
to the top and bottom branches of the logarithms, respectively as shown in Figure [Il

Tz, (. X) = Tuzm.X) = 5 ([ -/ ) (5 — m)Gyp(s — m)((s + 1 — m)T(s) X ds.
Set

log ((s) = —log(s — 1)+ H(s), where H(s)=1log((s—1)((s)). (2.12)

We truncate the branch with height h > 0, leading to a change of variable s — m =
1 — (u+ ih). Utilizing the identities (ZI0), (ZI2) and log(a + ib) = 3 log(a® + b%) + i, we
9



have

L&omxyzi—/m Cls = m)Grp(s — m)C(s + 1 — m)D(s)X* ds

211
m+1— 10; T

:% /HW ¢(1 = (u+1h)) (—% log(u® 4+ h?) +i6 + H(1 — (u + zh)))
C(2— (u+ih))D(m + 1 — (u+ih)) X™H=CFM gy + O4(h)
(2.13)

and

c m+1
Tz (m, X) :2—7];2_ / 1 C(s—=m)Grp(s —m)((s+1—m)'(s)X* ds
m+ _10§T

Cf T+$ . 1 2 2 . .
=5 C(1— (u+ih)) —§log(u +h?) —i0+ H(1 — (u+ih))
C(2 — (u+ih)T(m + 1 — (u+ih)) X" =R gy + O4(h).
(2.14)
Taking # = 7 and 6 = —7 in (213]) and (2.14) respectively yield
11754,6 (m> X) :Il,E4 (m> X) - ILEG (m> X)
Cr "o T . . .
=5 (2m0)C(1 — (u+ih))C(2 — (u +ih))
T(m+ 1 — (u+ ih)) X =@ gy 104 (h).
Letting h — 0 we arrive at
r+$
Tz e(m, X) = cf/ C(1—u)¢(2 —uw)(m+1—u) X" du. (2.15)
We recall the following identities before proceeding with the further computation.
1 F/ /
Tim+1—u)((2—u)((1—u)={2)T(m+1) (_E + F(m +1)+~v+ C2(2)) + O(u).
Simplifying the above expression, we define
F/ C/

Hence, the integrand (2.15) can be expressed as

T+ﬁ 1 T’+m
Tiz,a(m ) =esc@m = x0T (L, ) xovauso <Xm+1 [
=c;¢(2)T(m + 1) X" (F (0, (r + ¢/log T) log X) — T'(0, 7 log X)

Cn X" (1 — X iosT) X1 — X T
2.1
- log X >+O< X7 log X  (2.16)

10




where I'(a, z) represents the incomplete gamma function. Let us observe that
['(0,7rlog X) = —y — logr — loglog X 4+ O(r)
as 7 — 0. Subsequently, combining expressions (2.I1]) and ([2I6), yields

Tiz2a0m, X) = Tz (. X) =o€ Gn + DX (1 (04 0] 4+ loglog X

Cn X "(1 — X sT) XmH(] — X wsT)
+ log X ) +0 ( Xlog X + Og(r).

Since we have removed the logarithmic singularity, we can let  — 0, which simplifies the
above expression. Choosing T = exp(y/log X), we have X ©7 = e~ V18X 39 X — oo,
Therefore,

" OclogX _ evIEX+0(4) —1+c\/logX+O 1
" logT 2log X X))

Thus the integrand gives

C 1
Ti(m, X) = 2)I X" (loglog X (1 . (21
(. 3) = 6+ )X (toglo X 7+ ) (140 (g )) - @an

Considering that I'(s) has exponential decay for s > 1, the contribution arising from
{Z1, 29, 23,27, 28} will have lower order terms compared to (2I7)). As these terms are
symmetric, we show the computation for one of them, and others follow similarly. Shifting
the line of integration to Re(s) = ¢y for any small ¢y > dy, we have

Tz, (m, X) =C(s —m)Gp(s —m)((s + 1 —m)'(s) X ds
1 c+1iT

C(s —m)Gyp(s —m)(s+1—m)[(s)X°ds < X.

2mi c—iT

In order to complete the proof, we finally estimate
1
Iy(m, X) = 5 55 (s —m)Ds(s —m)((s+1—m)I'(s)X?ds,
i J=

following the preceding argument. Due to the absence of the logarithmic singularities, the
subsequent computations are simpler. As defined in (2.5), we account for a simple pole of
((s—m). Thus, integrating over the semicircle () and letting » — 0, the contribution from
the semicircle of the Hankel contour is given by

Tz, (m, X) :i ?§ C(s — m)Dy(s — m)C(s + 1 — m)T(s) X ds

1 [" . . . . o
2mi / C(14 YDy (1 + re®)C(2 4 re®)D(m + 1 + re®) X ™ (ric®)df
i J.

:<<2>Df<1>r§: + DX / L1+ re)reas
R /:r a0+ 0(r?)
=C(2)D;()T(m + X"+ O(r?),

11




where Dy(1) = Y77, 1> cp % is a constant depends on f. Similarly, the top brunch
cut with height h > 0 gives

Trz,(m, X) = L /m C(s =m)Dys(s —m)((s+1—m)['(s)X°ds

omi

c
log T
c
1 T+ log T

C(1 = (u+1ih))Ds(1 — (u+ih))((2 — (u+ih))

" omi

D(m + 1 — (u+ ih)) XmH -tk gy,
(2.18)

Likewise, the bottom cut with opposite orientation yields the same expression as in (2.I8]).
Consequently, the term Z =, ;,(m, X)) vanishes. Thus

oz, s(m, X) — Ioz,(m, X) = =C(2)Dp (1) (m + 1) X+ (2.19)

Lastly, using induction on m, we express

=Y cimp P (p)
i=1

where ¢; ,, are real-valued coefficients with ¢, ,,, = 1. By combining the contributions from
the contour integrals (2.I7) and (2.I9), we conclude the lemma.
O

2.2. The mean value estimate. In this section, we determine the major arcs contribution
away from the saddle-point solution by estimating its mean value. Before delving into that
we study the behaviour of f € A over arithmetic progression. In this step, we employ sieve
method.

Let x be a primitive Dirichlet character modulo q. Then the orthogonality relation states
that

3 X(a):{<ﬂ(Q) ifaE}(mon)a (2.20)

(mod a) 0 otherwise.

We utilize the A-Siegel-Walfisz criterion to establish the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let f be a strongly additive function and f € A. Suppose that ¢ < (log N)4
and that (¢,q) = 1. Then we have

VNI /]
NZ;V f(n) = e )loglogN+NC( q)+ O (W) (2.21)
n={(( mod q)

where C(q) is a constant.
12



Proof. By the orthogonality relation of the Dirichlet characters (as given in (2.20)) and (L5,
we have

S i) =i) S 0 S fmx)

n<N 4,0((1 x( mod q) n<N
n={( mod q)

:ﬁ Y O fxm+ Y Y fn)x(n)

~—

x( mod q) n<N x( mod q) n<N
X=X0 X#X0
1 VNIIf|
——— Sy +o | L)
7@ 27O e
(n.q)

for any real A > 0.

Considering the main term, we concluddi

1 VNI ) 1 N VNIIf
¢(q) 2 fm)+0 (s@(q)(logN)A> () 2 lp] Jwy+o (@(Q)(logN)A>

@w(q)w( VNf| )

N
©(q)

(]

(n,q)
b v(q)(log N)*
(p.9)=1

_N _ VNS
RECIRARCR (@(Q)(logN)A> ’

completing the proof. O

We proceed to establish the following result aimed at estimating the mean value. Later,

this result will help us show that the major arcs contribution away from saddle-point will be
subdued by the main term.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that B is a fized positive real number and X > Xo(B). Let a € Z
and q € N such that (a,q) =1 and ¢ < X/Q. Set 1 =1—=27iX and f =0 — < such that

18] < é with Q = X (log X)~* for some real A > 0. Furthermore, let
ak

(q,k) (¢, k)
Then
1
[®s(pe(0))] < WC@)(—U“(”XIOglOgXHp-

plg

®Additionally, one can say that 3 ,<n @ =0(1).
plg
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Proof. Utilizing the definition of (L), we express

Df(pe(0)) =Py (pe (6 + g)) = ,é % Z f(n)e (‘”%") exp(—knt/X) + O (5)

N

N
=1

al 1 & apl X

:ZE Z e (i) Z f(n)exp(—knt/X)+ O(q;) | + O (-) ’
k=1 @ —) 1 r n={(( mod gq)

k)=

(2.22)

for real € > 0. Let N = /X then employing Lemma 23] and Abel summation formula the
inner sum in (2:22) can be expressed as

Z f(n)exp(—knt/X) = / Z f(n)exp(—kur/X)du

n={(( mod gqy) n<u

n={(( mod qy)

o (qr)

:g : (M +uC(qr) + O (M)) exp(—kur/X)du

©(qr) (log u)A
(2.23)

By partial summation formula the error term of (2.23)) is bounded by

VX||f VX|f
b k;(p P 1+ WX)( gX“)AH*?’ < (10g!()’|2'

Let h : N — R be a continuously differentiable function. Then for any constant ¢, recall
the identity

c/ h(u) exp(—cu)du:/ B (u) exp(—cu)du. (2.24)
2 2
Substituting h(u) = uC(qx) into (Z.23)), we get

k o o X

il uC(qr) exp(—kur/X)du :C(qk)/ exp(—kur/X)du < —.

X Js 9 kT

Now we compute the integral arising from the main term of ([2.23)).

kt [ uAp(u) kT /%Af(x) /00 uAyr(u)

— exp(—ktu/X + exp(—k7u/X)du
X )y ela) (Zhru/ X)du X 2 ( /X)

XAHX) ©(qr)
=71(X) + Lx(X).

We begin with the integral Z,(X) which is the integral parts with u > XA(X). In
this case we recall Merten’s Theorem |16, Theorem 1.2] and condition (C.1) to estimate
Af(u) < loglogu. Suppose that

t =loglogu, s = —uexp(—kru/X),
du kT
- =2 —kru/X
dt Tz’ and ds Xuexp( kru/X)du

14



Applying integration by parts on Zy(X) we bound it by

kT [ 1
Ir(X <<—/ uloglog uexp(—kru/X)du
A X) X Jxa,x) elar) ( /X)

< /°° 1 exp(—ktu/X) X * e Xe Ar(X)

UL ———= dv < .
X 4,0(x) P(ar) log u krlog X Ja,(x) P(ax) kTo(qr) log X

k

Now we compute the term
EApX EApX
7(X) = ;/;T : )%qg)exp(—kfu/)()du < %((q):))/zh : )e_”dv < M
For k < v/X and || < é we have e */Xe(kf) = 1+ O(X~1). Thus by combining the
estimates of Z;(X) and Zy(X) we get

kt [ uAp(u) XA¢(X)

X Joo elar) kro(ar)
We can readily verify that the Ramanujan sum yields the constant term

exp(—kur/X)du < (2.25)

= 1 - (m) 1
el — ) ==c2)(-D)*9]]p. 2.26
1 e(qr)k? ; dx ¢ @1 g (2:26)
(Lax)=1
Using the bound of (2.29)) in ([2.22]), we have
@ (pe(O))] '(P (e<ﬁ+a>)‘<< ! f ! i e<ak£)XA (X)
e prng — JR— -
e T\ q = plg)k® & g )77
(t,qr)=1
1 w
<% 5C2) (=) OXA;(X) [Tp
plq

Finally, by condition (C.1) we write

Af(N):/ f(u)du<</ du < loglog N,
5 u? 5 ulogu
concluding the lemma. 0

Remark 2.5. Since our goal is solely to establish the mean value estimate in Lemma
the only necessary condition is that f is “well-distributed”. The use of a weaker error term
in (D) will have no impact on the main result.

3. PRELIMINARY REDUCTION

We adopt the method established in [21] to derive a sharp estimate for S¢(NV,©) on the
minor arcs. Despite Theorem being a pivotal tool in addressing the partition problem, we
consider a broader class of additive functions than those in Theorem [[.TI While Theorem
is proven for strongly additive functions, our proof extends to a wider range of additive
functions, as discussed later.

®Note that in §3H the implicit constants depends on C.
15



Let f : N — C be a complex valued strongly additive function satisfying conditions (), () (3.
Then for ¢ < N and (a,q) = 1, we first establish that

Nloglog N  Nloglog N 1 :
og log og Olg + (Nq)g(log(QN/q))% loglog N. (3.1)

St(N,a/q) <
t(N,a/q) Tog N o)

We will then use (B.1]) to prove the main theorem. However, before delving into the proof
of this theorem, we establish some necessary prerequisites.

3.1. Reduction into bilinear form. Our goal is to decompose the exponential sum S¢(N, a/q)
into a bilinear form. Let a € Z and g € N such that (a,q) = 1. Then by Cauchy’s inequality

and (3

> fn) log( )e(an/q)<<<21og2 <5)>;<Zf(n)2>;<<NloglogN.

n<N n<N n<N

Thus

St(N,a/q)log N < | f(n)(logn)e(na/q)

n<N

+ Nloglog N. (3.2)

Using the identity logn = -, A(d), where A(n) denotes the Von-Mangoldt function
on (3:2), we deduce the bilinear form

> fmn)A(m)e(mna/q). (3.3)

Note that the above sum vanishes unless m = p* for any prime p and k > 1. Our aim is
to replace f(mn) with f(m) + f(n) in the aforementioned expression. Thus, we write

= 3" [f(mn) — (f(m) + f(n))|A(m).

mn<N

We only need to consider the case when (m,n) > 1 because f(mn) = f(m)+ f(n) whenever
(m,n) = 1. Therefore, we can infer that the contribution of the terms in R(N) for (m,n) > 1
is negligible. First we consider the sum

Ri(N):= > [f(mn)|A(m)= > |f(p"n)|logp.

mn<N pPn<N
(m,n)>1 k>1
pln

16



Recall that f(p*) = f(p) for all k > 1. Let p’||p*n with j — k > 1. Then p’~*||n, and by
Cauchy’s inequality and partial summation, we can express

Ny <3 ST @)+ IF0DD G 1) logp

p,j=2 '<N
\f \J log p 1
<N ) + 2 2 i)y
DP,j=>2 pJ>2n'<N
pin’
1 1 1 1
5 logp 1\° j*(logp)* \* 1\’
<N (Y === [D.—=] +NloglogN 27 > =
pj>2 n>2 14 pj>2 DP1? n>2 1*
< N loglog N.
With a similar argument we can estimate
(log p)| (") (log p)|.f (#)]
RaN) = 37 1fm) + gl < 3 CEEEEL 57 Cer
mn<N p,k>1 p.j>1
(m,n)>1
+ Z logp Z n')| < Nloglog N.
p:k,j>1 n'< fik

Thus R(N) < Ri(N) + R2(N) < Nloglog N. The terms of the initial sum (3.3) with
m = p* and k > 2 are negligible, following the same reasoning as before. Therefore, we are
left with the terms

> (f(p) + f(n))e(pna/q)logp = Y f(p)e(pna/q)logp+ > f(n)e(pna/q)logp

pn<N <N pn<N
=B, + B,. (3.4)
To obtain (B.1), it is suffices to show that
Nlog N loglog N
B, + B,, < Nloglog N + °8 ( ?% %74 (Nq)%(log(2N/q))% log Nloglog N. (3.5)
P\g)2?

To derive the above expression, we initially partition the sum over pairs (p,n) into three
components and evaluate the contribution of each part.

3.2. Partition into rectangles. We divide the sum over pairs (p,n) within rectangular
regions (P’, P"] x (N', N"] into three segments and determine the contribution of (3.4) in
each segment. The subdivision of the rectangles has been adapted from [21, §3], as we are
dealing with a similar bilinear form over the region {(p,n) : pn < N}. For clarity in the
subsequent argument, we refer to [18, Figure 1], which illustrates the following partition of
regions.

Define the rectangular segments R; of the form
; N N
R; = (0,27 x <ﬁ7§}
17



where 0 < i <log, N = lﬁ)ggg. Then the remaining regions of {(p,n) : pn < N} are defined
by

. N N
Ii = {(l’,y) L ry S N,Zlf > 22727;_’_1 Sy S 5}
Let
Ji = min{i+ 1, [logy N| —i+1,|1/2log,(64N)|}.

Now we place a series of rectangles R;j; into the region Z; for j = 1,2,...,J; and 277! <
k <27, with R;j), defined iteratively. Initially, we set

RPoE N 3N
Riz = (2’ 3 } X <2i+1’ 2i+2]

for each 0 <4 < log, N. Notice that within each Z;, we have two remaining regions after
excluding the rectangle R;12. By repeating the same iterative process for 1 < j < J;, we
obtain a collection of 1+ 2---+ 2/~! rectangles, each taking the form

Ry = (22‘“ 2i+j+1] y (N(k— 1) N(2k — 1)}

T\ e g
Thus we can see that each Ry, is of the form (P’, P"] x (N', N”] with
1 1 2i+J N
P//_Pl>_ NII_N/>_ P//_P/ N//_N/ . " .
_47 —4? ( )( )>>k(2k_1) 2Z+]+1>>q
Then we partition the pair (p,n) as
{(p,n) :pn < N} = (URZ> U (U Rijk) U87
i irjk
where £ does not lie in the rectangles R; and R;j,. Write R; = P; x N; with
N N
M = <F7 §:| ) and
H; ={(p,n) € E:n e N}
Then £ is the union of &, &, and &3, which are the unions of those H; with
i+1 if 22 < N, 2% < 16N/q,
Ji=< [log, N| —i+1 if2% > N, 2% > Nq/16, (3.6)

Llog,(64N/q)  if 16N/q < 2% < Ngq/16.

respectively. We conclude this section with the following lemma, which provides an estimate
for the contribution of the sum (3.4)) when (p,n) € £.

Lemma 3.1. Consider (p,n) € & = J,_, 53 & defined as above. Then the following upper
bound holds

By + B <N loglog N + (Nq)% (loglog(Ngq))(log 2N/q)% log N,

where B, and B,, are defined in (3.4]).
18



Proof. We proceed to evaluate the contributions of each sum B, and B,, over the intervals
& for £ = 1,2,3. According to [38), for (p,n) € &, we have J; = i + 1 and 2% <
16N/q. By the definition of &, for each prime p, the number of n such that (p,n) € &
is bounded by O(N/p?). Similarly, for each n, there are at most O(1) primes p for which
(p,n) € &. Furthermore, applying the condition (II), we observe that the second moment
ZP<N | f(p)|*log p over primes is bounded by N.

Thus, by employing Cauchy’s inequality, partial summation, and condition (3]), we obtain

B+ Bue, < Y f(p)e(pna/g)logp+ > f(n)e(pna/q)logp

(p n)€51 (p n)E(‘:l
1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2
<[ Y 1 S olflogpl | + | D 1fm) > log’p
(p,n)eér (p,n)€ér (p,n)€ér (p,n)€ér

“(£1) (vg ) s (S o) (v )

<N + Nloglog N << NloglogN.

Note that the counting method applied to the pair (p,n) € £ was adopted from the proof
of Lemma 2.2 in [18], wherein Jiang et al presented a detailed argument. Given the similarity
in the counting techniques for these pairs in the intervals &, for £ = 1,2, 3, we employ their
approach to show the counting details for the case where (p,n) € & and (p,n) € & will
follow similarly.

For each pair (p,n) € &, we have n < 2N and J; = [log, N] — i + 1, if 2% > N and

2% > Nq/16. Let
2i+Ji 2i+Ji+1
bl —
e il = (X o=

generated after the J;-th iteration and 2% — 1 < k£ < 27i. Then we have two cases. When
“a” is generated by the last Ji-th iteration, i.e., a = b = 27"/ /(2k — 1) = 4N/(2k — 1). So
for any fixed such p it is evident that the number of n for which (p,n) € & is at most O(1).
A similar argument follows when a # b.

Similarly, for each pair (p,n) € &, we have n < V2N and n € (N/2+!, N/2/]. This
indicates that for any fixed n, the number of primes p such that (p,n) € & lies within an
interval of length Nn=2. The intervals with n € (N/21 N/2!| can be partitioned into 27
sub-intervals, which yields two cases, similar to before. In the first case

. ((k ~1)N (2k — )N

2’i+Ji ) 2’i+Ji+1

Therefore, for any fixed n satisfying the previous argument, there exists some h for which,
by the Brun-Titchmarsh theorem [14, Theorem 3.7], the number of primes p such that
(p,n) € & is at most”

Yook al
n?(log4dNn=2)

19



Thus, by applying Cauchy’s inequality and partial summation, we estimate

By, + Bre, < Y f(p)e(pna/q)logp+ Y f(n)e(pna/q)logp

(p n)€€2 (p TL)Egg
1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2
< X 1] | X ool | X r@P] | Y leetp
(p,n)€&2 (p,n)€&2 (p,n)€&2 (p,n)€€2
1 : 2
N 1 2
< Z n?log(4Nn~2) (Z | f(p)logp| )
n<v2N p<N
3 1
|2 >\
e Z n? log n=2) Z log™p
n<Vv2N p<N

<N + Nloglog N < Nloglog N.

With a similar reasoning as above for (p,n) € &, we have primes p satisfying /N/q <
p < \/N_q Furthermore, each prime p for which (p,n) € &; lies in an interval of length
VNgn™!. Applying Brun-Titchmarsh theorem once more, we find that there are at most

O(v/Ngn='(log(2Ngn~=2))~!) such primes. Thus, we can conclude that

Byey + Bue, < Y f(p)e(pna/g)logp+ Y f(n)e(pna/q)logp

(p TL)E&), (p n)€83
: :
1 log(2N/n) |f(p)|logp
Nq)z WA/ PS F
<(Ng) 12 . nlog(2Ngn=2) 12 X P
(N/q)2<n<(Ngq)2 (N/q)2 <p<(Ngq)2
} 3
1 log(2N/n) log p
Nq)? 2
cwt 3 e > -
(N/g)2<n<(Ngq)2 (N/q)2 <p<(Ngq)2

<(Nq)(log 2V/q) log ¢ + (Nq)* (log 2/q) * (log log(N'g)) log g
<(Ng)?(log 2N/q)* (log log(Ng)) log .
Note that in the aforementioned expression, the ratio of logarithms log(2N/n)/log(2Ngn=2)

within the interval [(N/q)2, (Nq)z] is bounded by < log(4N/q). Additionally, we can sim-
plify

log(v/Nq)(loglog(y/Nq))* — log(\/N/q)(loglog(v/N/q))?
<(log(v/Ngq) —log(v/N/q))(loglog(v/Ng))* < log g(log log(Nq))>.

By combining the preceding estimates with ¢ < N, we obtain
By + B <Nloglog N + (Nq) (loglog(Nq))(log 2N/q)% log N,

thereby completing the lemma. O
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we finalize the proof of Theorem [[L2l It is worth noting that Jiang, Lii
and Wang [18] have eased the requirement in condition(3)) to

hN
;;vv p+h|<<W (4.1)
p+heP

for any positive integer h [14, Theorem 3.11]. This adjustment is particularly significant
in the study of GL,, L-functions, especially in their application in the absence of progress
towards the Ramanujan conjectures. However, relaxing condition (B]) will impact our results,
as it allows for all strongly additive functions with normal orders, even those that cannot be
determined using the Turan-Kubilius inequality.

Now, we establish a more general lemma, following the approach outlined in [21), §4], which
will enable us to achieve additional savings over the classical estimate of the exponential sum

;Ve(@n) < min (N, @) . (4.2)

Lemma 4.1. For each k < K, we define the rectangles R(k) = Q(k) x M(k), where Q(k)
and M(k) are disjoint intervals given by

Q(k) = (Q'(k), Q"(k)],  M(k) = (M'(k), M"(k)],
satisfying the conditions

(Q'(k), Q"(K)] € (0,Q), Q"(k)—Q'(k) <X,

(M'(k), M"(k)] (0, M), M"(k)—M'(k) <Y,
for some parameters QQ, M, X,Y . Define

I(k) = Borgy + Bury = > | Y. felpna/q)logp+ > f(n)e(pna/q)logp

E<K \ (p,n)eR(K) (p,m)ER(K)
Subsequently, under the conditions (a,q) =1 and ¢ < XY, the following estimate holds
I(k) < loglog M (MQY log2Q + MQXY/o(q) + MQX + MQqlog(2XY/q))? .

Proof. Let M(k) and Q(k) be the rectangles as defined above. Then by Cauchy’s inequality
we write

> felpna/g)logp+ > f(n)e(pna/q)logp

(pn)ER(K) (p.n)ER(K)
% 2\ 4
<[ T ] [ |2 soretmasgron
neM(k) neM(k) |peQ(k)
; 2\ 3
+ D 1w YD elpna/q)logp
neM(k) neM(k) |peQ(k)
1 1 11
::If’pl-ﬁp + 1-12’711-22’”. (43)
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Observe that the definition of M(k) and condition (B]) imply that the terms Z;, and
7, can be estimated trivially. As argued in Montgomery-Vaughan [21, §4], we introduce
the following weight function to achieve a logarithmic saving compared to the classical es-
timate (4.2) for the remaining terms in (43)). Let w(n) be the weight function defined
as

(4.4)

2n —2M' —Y
w(n):max<0,2—| n |)

Y

Note that w(n) > 1 for n € M = (M’', M"], which implies M" — M’ <Y by definition.
Hence, the terms Z,, and Z,,, can be estimated as

IQJJ <K Z'&U
n

> f(p)e(pna/q) 10gp

peQ

= Y f)f@)(ogp)(ogp) Zw ((p = p)na/q)

p,p'€EQ

(4.5)

and

2

= Y (logp)(logp') > w(n)e((p— p')na/q). (4.6)

p,p'€Q n

Lo < Z ) [D_ elpna/q)logp

peQ

For the inner sum over n in (£3) and ([@0]), we employ the Euler-Maclaurin formula and
partial summation (see |18, Lemma 2.3]) to obtain

M'+3Y/2

> w(n)e((p - p')na/q) = / w(t) (e(t(p — p)a/q) +e(t(p — p')a/q) + 1)) dt

M'—Y)2
M'+3Y/2
40 / YU 4 ()t
M'—Y/2

n

1 M'43Y/2 g /
<<m oy Ew(t)e(t(p —p)a/q)dt + O(1)
1 M'43Y/2 /
<<Y|(p—p’)a/q| v de(t(p —p')a/q)) + O(1)
1

o= marar T

Combining the above estimate with (£2), we arrive at

1
T, < ,,Zeg |f(p)f(p")|(log p)(log p') min <Yv Y- pf)a/qH?)
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and the bound for Z,,, follows similarly. Applying Cauchy’s inequity yields

(NI

(Z 1D fwelpna/q)logp )

k<K neM(k) |peQ(k)

I(k) =B, = +BnR(k<<(Z > )

k<K neM(k)

(Z > I )2 (Z > 1Y elpna/q)logp )2

E<K neM(k) k<K neM(k) |peQ(k)

1
<« (Z 2, I 1ng’“ogp)mm(Y’Y<p—p'>a/q2>)

k<K p,p'eQ(k)

—I—M% log log M (Z Z (log p)(log p’) min <Y’Y||( 1/ ))

_ 2
E<K p,p'eQ(k) p—p )a/CIH

1
2

1
<<M2 QYlogQ+1Og Q Z Z ‘f )‘mlﬂ (Y’W)
0<h<X p<Q e

pt+h=p'

[NIES

1
+ M2 loglog M | QVlogQ +1og?Q > > min <Y, 72)
0<h<X p<Q YHha/qH
p+h=p’

Considering condition ([]) for all primes p and the sieve estimate (4.1]), the innermost sum
is bounded by < hQ(log 2Q)~*p(h)~!. Thus, using the identity hp(h)™ <32, 1, L we get

I(k )<<<MQYlogQ+MQ > (p( )mm (Ym»

0<h<X

D=

) , ho 1
+ <MQY(log log M)*log @ + MQ(loglog M) Oéxmmm (Y’ W))

1 )
<<(MQY1ogQ+MQZ > mm( ymg/q))

m<X ' 4<X/m

[NIES

+ | MQY (loglog M)*log Q + MQ(loglog M)? Z 1 Z min (Y, ;)

2
m<X (<X/m Ynga/qH

(4.7)
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Let

Ve X o S i () (48)

m<X Z<X/

Take a,, = % and ¢, = (q—qm), ensuring (a,,, ¢n) = 1. Hence, the inner sum of (AL8) is
bounded by
1 XY X
Z min (Y, —2) < min (—, (— + 1) (Y + qm)) )
2 M Ve -\

Thus we arrive at

1 XY 1 XY X
= (== 4+ = 4Y +gq,
=2 . me( Y||mea/qr|2)<< 2t 2 m(mqm*m+ T

m<X Z<X/ m<X m<X
XY/m<gm XY/m>qm

<<Z Z ZZ—+X+YlogX
r|q s>XY/q S’f’q
DY

S
rlg s<XY/q

XY 2XY
L——+ X +Ylog X + qlog <—) .
©(q) q

Implementing the upper bound of V' in (4.7) yields

I(k) < (MQY log2Q + MQXY/p(q) + MQX + MQqlog(2XY/q))?
+loglog M (MQY log2Q + MQXY/p(q) + MQX + MQqlog(2XY/q))

[NIES

completing the lemma. O

We refer to Remark 2.1 in [18], which elucidates the reduction of the “log” factor in the
upper bound of V' arising due to the weight function w.

4.1. Completion of the proof. First we apply Lemma 1] when (p,n) € R;. We choose
Kzl,X:Q:T,Y:M:%. Thus

Bor, + Bur, = Y > fp)elpna/q)logp+ Y f(n)e(pna/q)logp

o<i<lel \ (pn)ER; (pn)€ER;
N +1\? N :
< Z log log N ( . ) + -+ (N29)2 + (Nqlog(2N/q))2
1 2 2 p(q)z
0<i<iEd
N log N loglog N
<N loglog N + % 0808 4 (Nq log(2N/q))% log N loglog N. (4.9)

©(q)>
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Next, we compute the contribution of (p,n) € R;ji as defined in Section B2l In each Ry,

we have 2771 < k£ < 27, We take
K = 2]’—1’ Q= 2i+1> M= g>
- 32N
X = 22_j+1, Y = 22—_"_] and 1 S] S JZ

N > 6N > . Using the chosen parameters

Hence, according to ([B.6), we have XY = %57 > 57
in Lemma [4.1], we obtain

> > felpna/g)logp+ > f(p)e(pna/q)logp
20-1<k<27 \ (p,n)€Rjk (pn)ER;jk

D=

+ (N279)2 + (Nqlog(2N/q))

<loglog(N/2") (N <(i2:a'1)>2 * 2ip(q)? ) |

Note that (p,n) € Ry can be written as (p,n) € U, ;, Ri and by B.6) J; < log(2N/q).
Summing over 1 < j < J; the above expression becomes

(25) <N((i+1))%+ N + (N2777)2 4 (Nqlog(2N/q))

[NIE

log log — . -
1<J‘Z<Ji 21 2¢p(q)2
'+ 1)(loglog(N/21))2\? N .
N((Z >(0g2i0g( / )) ) + . +(N2’)%+(Nq)%(log(2N/q))%.
©(q)?
s N oives

Now summing over 0 <7 < 5
og 2

> togios () (N ("5 ”)% + (2t (g 1og<2N/q>>%>

0<i<los N 2 v(q)>
—"— log2

Nlog N log log N
08 2 0808 4 (Ng)E(log(2N/q))? log N loglog N. (4.10)

<N loglog N + T
v(q)?

By combining (£9) and (AI0) with Lemma B we obtain (B.X), and therefore (B.1I)
Building on the foundation of (B.I]), we now complete the proof of Theorem [[.2] by employing

the method outlined in |21, §6].
Proof of Theorem [I.2. Let © be any real number satisfying (7). Recalling the defini-

tion (L3)) we write
5/(N,8) = e((8 = AIN)S;(N. )~ 2mi(© = 5) [ Sylu. )e((© = Bujd

Let 8 = b/r where (b,r) = 1 and r < N. Then we apply condition (2) when u < 7,
and (B.I)) when u > r, yielding

Nlogloc N Nloglog N , b

SH(N,0) <« 228080 | W OB OB L (Ny): (log(2N/r))? log log N (1 +N ‘@ _? ) .
log N Sp(q)i r

(4.11)

25



Now, we consider two cases. If ¢ > N %, we set b = a and r = ¢, obtaining
Nloglog N Nloglog N(log R)?
+ T
log N R3

for 2< R<¢< N/Rand |© —a/q| < ¢~ In the second case, when ¢ < N3, Dirichlet’s
theorem ensures the existence of b, r such that (b,r) =1 and

1 2N
< o< /.
~ 2Nr/q q

St(N,0) <«

o ¢
q

Consequently, either r = ¢ or,

bg b a q° 1 1 1
- = 0--]-(e--)|< S
o=F|=al(o-2) - (e-5) | sam+i=3+;

Since 1 < ‘a - Ijﬂ—q‘, in either case it follows that r > % Hence, ‘@ — 2‘ < % and by
invoking (4.11]), we complete the proof.

=dq

Corollary follows from Theorem and the argument presented in the proof of Corol-
lary 2 in |21, §6].

Remark 4.2. Let f : N — C be any complex valued additive functions. For N > 2, the
mean py and variance vy of f is defined as follows

Ny =3 f(sz) (1—1), and vi(N) =Y ('f(p:w)%. (4.12)

pk<N p p pk<N p

It is a well established fact, showed in (20, Lemma 3.1], that as N — oo, j17(N) represents
the asymptotic mean value for {f(n)}n<n. We consider the class S of additive functions
satisfying the following conditions.

(1) vy(N) = 00 as N — oo.
(2) vi(N) is dominated by its prime factor in the sense that

: 1 [f ")
lim sup E = 0.
Nooo V§(N)? e P

pk§2

Note that the class S includes almost all completely and strongly additive functions (cf.
Lemma 3.6a of [20]). Extending the proof of Theorem [31 for the class S involves deriving
analogous conditions to (@) and @) using using (AI2). For an in-depth analysis of the
behavior of us(N), we refer to Section 8.1 of [20] and [T, §8].

5. MINOR ARCS ANALYSIS

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that A > Aq is a positive real number such that X > Xy(A). Set
Q = X(log X)~4. Consider a real number © such that for all a € Z and q¢ € N with
(a,q) =1, and for ‘@ -2 =< ﬁ we have ¢ > X/Q. Then for e > 0,

D(pe(0©)) < X(log X)),

where the implicit constant depends on A.
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1/X

Proof. In accordance with the expression (L8], taking p=e /% we have

P 4( = kz_: Z e~/ X exp(kn®).

Recall the identity
e—nk/X — / kX_le_k“/Xdu.

Emphasizing this to ®¢(pe(O)) for © € m we obtain

Z / EX 1 —ku/XZf kn@

n<u
The above integrand can be crudely estimated by

/ kX le —k"/XZ f(n)e(kn®)du < / uk X e "X qu.
2

n<u 0

Applying integration by parts for any o > 0, we arrive at

00 X 6
/ WX e PN du < (?) . (5.1)
2

Let K = (log X)4/2. Therefore,

Z /k;Xl—’w/XZf kn@du<<XZ—<<()[§).

k=K+1 n<u k=K+1

Now we focus on the terms for k£ < K. For any given k, we choose a; and ¢; such that
(ar,qx) = 1, @ < @, and |Ok — ar/qx| < 1/qQ. For g > (logX)A/2 by Corollary [[.3] and
the identity (5.1]), we crudely estimates the minor arcs by

D (pe(© Z / kuX~ 16_“k/XZf ) exp(Okn)du + O (X (log X)~ A/z)
n<u
X log log X _Af2
TlogX Zk2+0 (log X )~4/7?)
k<K
X loglog X 1 _A/2 X loglog X
< og X (§(2) +0 ((logX)A/2)) +0 (X(log X)™?) <« g X

Lastly, we examine for k < K such that ¢, < (log X)*/2. If such a k exists, then |©— | <

1/kqQ, kqr < X/Q, and ay/kq. = a/q for some (a,q) = 1 with ¢ < kqx. However, this
contradicts the hypothesis. Therefore, no such k exists, concluding the lemma. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

In this section, we establish the main result. As outlined in the introduction, the key
element of our theorem is the saddle-point method, which we analyze first to determine the

contribution arising from it, and then we derive our main result.
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6.1. The saddle-point solution. As described in |23, §1] and [6, §2], the principle of the
saddle-point method involves choosing p = p(n) such that for every n > 0, the equation

p2(0) = (6.1)

has a unique solution. Now observe that for the choice of our p the function —®’(p) (as seen
in (L8)) strictly decreases for p(n) — 1~ as n — oo. Therefore, by the mean value theorem,

—®’(p) = n does have a unique solution.
(1 ( : )) .
log

m—1

where the constants ¢y and 1y are given in (LG).

Lemma 6.1. For p = p(x), as © — oo one has that

[SIE

x log ﬁ = (2C(2)cs(loglogx + 1))

Furthermore,

Proof. Assume z is sufficiently large, and p is determined by (6.1I). Suppose that p = p(x)
is very close to 1, and X (z) is defined as p(x) = e /X® then X (z) = mg% will be large.
p(x)
Then by Lemma 2.2, we have
d 1
= p—;(p) = X (2)*¢(2)T'(2)cs(loglog X 140 ———] ).
¢ = p 5 5(0) = X (P C)eslogton X (o) + 00 (140 (15 ) )
1

Taking logarithm on both side we see that

log X () — %(logx ~logloglog 7 — log(¢C(2)T(2)e;)) (1 +0 (logx)) ,

where we have utilized the Taylor expansion for the natural logarithm and

1
log log1 = logloglog X — .
ogloglogz = logloglog X (x) + O (log logX(x))

Solving for X (z), we obtain

x 3 1
X(x) = 1+0|——| ). 6.3
=~ (o) (0 (me) o
Therefore, as argued in |23, §3], from (6.3]) we deduce that

zlog p(lz) - Xg(“"x) - f ; (1 +0 (10;5))

(C(2)F(2)Cf(log log z+1)y)
1
(1+0(13)):
log x

= (eGP 2erloglog s + vy)
From Lemma 2.2 we write

10 () = CIT(m + DX ()" eyl 108 X(0) +07) (140 (1))
28
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Substituting the value of X (z) from (6.3) we arrive at

m+1

By (p(x)) =D (m + 1)C(2)ey ( g@mm T ) (loglog & +1/y) (1 0 (1;@))

=L (m + 12" (C(2)Cf(10giogx+¢f)) (1 o (loéx)) |

Theorem 6.2. Let p = p(n), then fore >0

n) — p_"\llf(p) O n—l—i—a
poln) = <1 0

Proof. Let A > Ay for some positive real number A,. Referring to the setup of arcs in
Section [[3] along with Lemma 2.4 and Lemma [5.] for ¢ > 1, and Lemma for ¢ = 1 and
a = 0, it follows that if |©| > 7, where 7 = (log X)~"/*X ! then

Re (®5(pe(0))) < (1~ (log X)) @;(p).
Thus by Lemma 2.2 we write

Uy (pe(8)) < Wy(p)n~©

for an arbitrarily large constant C'. Furthermore, taking m = 0 and = = n in (6.2)) gives us

1 _1
Dy (p) ~n2(¢(2)cs(loglogn + vy)) "2,
where the constants ¢y and 1y are defined in (I.6). Then by triangle inequality, we write

‘/ oo exp(q)f(pe(@)))e(—n@)d@‘ < (@7(p)) "B exp(®;(p)) < n~ P2 exp(@(p)),

where By, By > 0 are arbitrary constants. Thus by (L9

) =07 [ exp(@s(pel@N)e(-ne)io + 0 (L), (6.4)

B
_r nb2

Now it remains to study the integral in (6.4]). Let 5 be any real number, with Re(/3) and
m(f) denoting the real and imaginary parts of ®;(pe(f3)), respectively. Applying Taylor’s
theorem with a remainder term, we have

Re(B) = Re(0) + SRe'(0) + %52Re”(ﬁ) + %ﬁgRe”’(QReﬁ),
and
Im(3) = Im(0) + BIm’(0) + %SQIm”(ﬁ) + %6311@1’”(91,“6),

where 0 < Oge, 01 < 1. Now

Re(B) + ilm'(8) = 2mie(8) p®’ (pe(B)),
Re"(8) +ilm"(8) = —dn’e(8)p®} (pe(B)) — 4”e(28)p" @ (pe(B)),
Re”(B) +ilm" (8) = —8"ie(B)p®; (pe(B)) — 247°ie(28) p" @ (pe(B)) — 8nie(38)p Y (pe(B)).

®Observe that by the choice of |©] > 7, Re((1 + 47202X2)~1/2) is bounded above by 1 — 272(log X )~ /2.
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Hence, from the above expressions, we derive the following inequality for any real 5.

sup ([Re” (B)], [Im" (B)]) < 87°p®)(p) + 247°p* @ (p) + 87°p* @Y (p).
Thus
. / 1 / /
s (pe(B)) =5 (p) + H2mip®;(p) — 5B%47” (p2)(p) + p* ¥ (p))
1 ! n
+ 3B (87° p®(p) + 247" 0" @ (p) + 87°p* P (p))

where tv € U is a complex number. Considering the definition of p(n) and (6.1]), the integrand
in ([6.4)) can be expressed as

o | expls(p,0))de,

-7

where
As(p, ) =®s(p) — 5647 (p%)(0) + ()
+ %ml@l?’(Sﬂ‘Q’p@}(/)) +247° p* @ (p) + 87° p° @ ().
Adopting the argument presented in [23, §4] and Lemma 2.2 we have

p®;(p) + pP* @ (p) > XPcr(loglog X + vy),
87° p®'; (p) + 247° p* @Y (p) + 81° p* @ (p) < X ey (loglog X + ¢y).

Thus, for |©] < 7, there exists a constant Cy for sufficiently large X, yielding
1
SO (877 p@](p) + 247° p* @ (p) + 877 (p))
<CL0*X3¢;(loglog X + 1) (log X) ™V < 0,02 X3¢s(loglog X + 1y)

<m?0*(p®(p) + p* P} (p))-
Hence,
Re(Af(p, ©)) < ®s(p) — m°0%(p®(p) + p* @ (p)).
For |©] > X—3/2(loglog X + 7)™, there exist a positive constant C3 such that
Re(A(p, ©)) < () — Cylloglog X + )
Therefore, the contribution of the integrand in (6.4]) yields

exp(@5(pe(©)))e(—nO)dO < W (p) X~ Cs0BBX 00 < (p)n 2,
(6.5)

/XS/Q(loglogX)1§®|§T

Now it remains to deal with the integrand for the interval

[—X"*2(loglog X +45) ", X **(loglog X + 1) '] .
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For © belonging to the above interval we have
O (87°p®(p) + 127° @ (p) + 87°p* @ (p))
<X2 (loglog X) > X*loglog X = X2 (loglog X) 2.
From Lemma [6.I} recall that n = z < X?(loglog X + ;). Thus

X%(loglogX)_2 = (Xz(loglogX + wf))% (loglog X)™2 > n(loglog X + @bf)% > ntE.
Then
01* (87°p@'; (p) + 127°p*®f(p) + 87°p* @Y (p)) < n~'*7,
and
exp (|0 (87°p®;(p) + 127°p* @ (p) + 87°p* @ (p))) =1+ O (n™'*) .
By definition @y (5)(p) = p®’;(p) + p*@(p). Then we have

X73/2(loglog X +1p7)~*
/ exp(®;(pe(©)))e(—nO)dO

X—3/2(log log X +py)~1
X73/2(loglog X+4p5) !

_ / exp(As(p, ©))dO

X—3/2(log log X+ps)~1
X—3/2(loglog X +4p) 1

—(1+ O )y (p) [ exp(~270%B 5 ())dO.

—X—3/2(loglog X+15)~1

Recall that X 3/?(loglog X + ;) '@ 2 (p) > X°. By performing a standard polar
coordinates integration, we obtain

X—3/2(log log X +4b5) 1 2
/ exp (—0%27°®y (5)(p)dO)

—X—3/2(loglog X+15)~1

1
= (1 —exp(—X *(loglog X + 7)) 227%® ;.
smi oy (L el X )27, ) (0))

1 1
- (140 .
2m® s (2)(p) ( (10?;X ))

/XS/Q(loglogX+¢f)1

Therefore,

exp(®s(pe(©)))e(—nO)dO

—X—3/2(loglog X +¢5)~1

Combining the aforementioned expression with (6.4]) and (6.5) leads to the completion of
the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 6.3. In Theoreml[6.2, it is possible to obtain a more accurate error term by obtaining
a more precise estimate for the constant term 1y as defined in (I6). However, achieving this

would require making additional assumptions about f. To avoid imposing stricter conditions,
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we have opted for a slightly weaker but still acceptable error term, which applies to all positive
real valued additive functions f € A.

6.2. Proof of Theorem [I.Tl. We start by recalling the following relation from Lemma [6.T],

p5(0) =exp log L+ (o)

—exp ((nC(2)es(loglogn + 1)) (1+ (1))

Moreover,

/270 ) (p(n)) = /27T (3)nd ( O (1ogiogn - wf)) "1 +0(1)).

Combining the above expressions and applying Theorem concludes the proof of the main
result.

Jun

U

6.3. The difference function. Let p = p(n). Then, we have

=

pr(n-+1) = py(n) = " [ W5{pe(©)(5'e(~0) ~ D)e(-ne)do,

2

The cases when |©] > X~%/2(loglog X + ;)~!, we handle them similarly to the proof of
Theorem [6.2, where the contribution of the integrand is bounded by

< p " y(p)n
In the case of O] < X~3/2(loglog X + 7)™, we have

pe(~6) 1 = ¢ + O(X ¥2(loglog X + ) ) = L1+ 0(n 7))
Thus, as given in the proof of Theorem
W (06(0)) (™ e(~0) — e(—n0) = (1 + O(n~ )W (p) exp(~0225D .3 (0)).
Then, by Theorem 6.2l and ([6.3]), we get
p~"log (,%) Uy (p)
21®y 2)(p)

pr(n+1) —pg(n) = (1+0(n™"9)).

7. EXAMPLE WITH PRIME-OMEGA FUNCTION

While employing a different function f € A in the generating series (IL4]), one arrives at a
distinct partition problem each time. In this section, we illustrate an example of Theorem [L.]
using the prime-omega function w(n), which represents the number of distinct prime factors
of the natural number n and is a strongly additive function. In this scenario, we express
the number of ways to write positive integer n as follows

n =niw(ny) + now(ng) + - - - + nsw(ng),
6The prime-omega function holds significance in analytic number theory, as discussed in the introduction

of [13].
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where {n;}5_, is a sequence of increasing positive integers. Then we can interpret the
problem with the generating series

Uo(z) = S pum)am = [ (=)0 = exp(@u(2)). (2 € U) (7.1)
with )

o)=Y 3 “’(k”) ok (7.2)

k=1 neN*
Our next result is stated as follows.

Theorem 7.1. Let p,(n) denotes the weighted partition into prime-omega function. Then
as n — 0o

NG

Pu(n) ~ cln_%(log logn + M)4 exp (02 (n(loglogn + M))% (1+ 0(1))) ,

where

clzi(/%l, 02:§(2)%, and M:”y—i-pze%(log(l—%)jL%)

1s the Meissel-Mertens constant.

The proof directly follows from the argument of Theorem [[.1] and thus the setup of the
arcs in (1) proceeds similarly.

7.1. Contribution of the arcs. For Re(s) > 1

o) = 3 (5)cas),

ns

n=1
where (p denotes the prime-zeta function given by
1
Gr(s) =) — =log((s) — D(s)
peP p
with D(s) = > 5, ¢ hOS L. For any §; > 0 we have that D(s) converges absolutely and

pks
uniformly for Re(s) > 1 + &;. Therefore, we have the follwoing relation

Ce(s) =log((s) — D(s).
Note that the fundamental estimate derived in Lemma can be directly applied for
w(n), leading to the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that p = e~x. Then as X — oo, one has that

By () = X" )T (m + 1) (loglog X + M) (1 +0 (lgl X)) ,

and

1
O™ (p) = X™H¢(2)(m + 1)(loglog X + M) (14O .
log X
5The constant c,, = 1 implies 9, = v + D(1) = M, as defined in (I8). Here, D(1) ~ —0.3157. .. represents
Froberg’s constant [11].
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An interesting consequence of Merten’s Theorem on the distribution of w(n) for ¢ <
(log N)# and (¢, q) = 1 is given by

v = Y ) = 3 w(n)+CN+O<IO]gVN)

= v(a) =
n={(( mod q) (n,q)=1
N N
=——1loglo N+CN+O( ), 7.3
olg) o log N (73)

where C is a constant.

Lemma 7.3. With the same choice of parameters as in Lemma[Z2.4), one has that

1 o 1
qug(z)(—n @ X loglog X [ [ » (1 +0 <@)) .

plg

| (pe(O))] <

Proof. Following the argument of the proof of Lemma [2.4] applying Cauchy’s inequality
and (.2)) yields

o (pe©) = 0. (pe (542 ) = i > (%) X wlnessl-knr/X) + 00)

— 4k
X
0 (N) |

(Zvlﬁc):l
Since the parameter IV is at our disposal, choosing N = v X, by Abel summation formula
and (73) the inner sum of the above expression becomes

|

n=¢(( mod qy)

Z w(n) exp(—knt/X) = i{—T < loglog u + uC + O <$)) exp(—kur/X)du.
2

n={( mod gqy)

o(qr)
(7.4)

Substituting h(u) = uC + O (%) into (2.24)), we obtain

W () =c+o< = ) (7.5)

log u

Focusing on the constant and error terms of (7.5]) and applying it to the integrand (7.4]),
we obtain the bound

kr (X

¥/ (uC 1O (%)) exp(—kur/X)du
:/200 (c +0 (@)) exp(—kur/X)du < % (1 n long) . (7.6)

In the above expression, we have utilized the fact that the integrand is always less than 1

for all u, following a similar approach as described in Lemma [2.4]
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Let
t =loglogu, s=—uexp(—ktu/X),

g — du
ulogu

k
, and ds:%uexp(—kru/X)du

Applying integration by parts yields

kTt /°° 1 < exp(—ktu/X)
—_— ulogloguexp (—kTu/X) du < / du. 7.7
Xola) /s TN STGs f T g D
For the integral in (7.7)) we can directly employ the argument of Lemma 2.4] to conclude
the proof. 0

The contribution of the minor arcs readily follows from Lemma [5.1] as an application of
Corollary [L.3

7.2. Proof of Theorem [7.1] using the saddle-point method. From Lemma 6.1l for
p = p(x), as x — oo we have

zlog ﬁ = (#¢(2)(loglog z + M))2 (1 +0 (lo;x)) . and

m —m 1
Dy m)(p(x)) = T'(m + l)atTH(C(Q)(log logx + ]\/[))1T (1 +0 (logz)> : (7.8)
The result below follows from Theorem [6.2], but by substituting w(n) in place of any f € A,
we attain an improved error term. We give a brief description of the proof.
Corollary 7.4. Let p = p(n), then
g,
po(n) = =220 (p) (1 + O(n‘%)) .

A/ 27‘('(1)“,7(2) (p)

Proof. Using the same parameters as in Theorem [6.2], along with Lemmas and [7.3] we
write

Re(®,(pe(0))) < (1 — (log X)™1) @y (p).
Thus by Lemma
0,(pe(0)) < Du(p)n "0
Hence by (L.9)
pu(n) = pm / " exp(@u(pe(0)))e(—nO)dO + O (f:éfﬁ) . (7.9)

Now we follow the argument of Theorem [6.2] and by Lemma [T.2] we have

p®,(p) + p* @ (p) > X°(loglog X + M),

8T p®! (p) + 2473 p*®! (p) + 873 p* @ (p) < X*(loglog X + M).

The case where |O| < 7 directly follows from Theorem[6.21 Similarly, for |© > X -3 (loglog X)~1,
we bound the contribution of the integrand in (Z.9)) by

/ exp (Do (pe(©)))e(—nO)dO < W,y (p)n~". (7.10)
X—3/2(loglog X)~1<|0|<T
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Now, let us consider the integral in (7.9) for © € [—X ~3/?(loglog X)~!, X ~%/%(loglog X )~'].
Recall that n = z < X?loglog X from Lemma [7.2, we have

O (8°p®, (p) + 127°p* @ (p) + 87°p* @] ()
<X 2X*(loglog X)*(loglog X) < X2 (loglog X) 2
<<n_%(log log X)_%(log log X) 2 < nos.
By applying the argument from Theorem [6.2] we conclude the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [7.1 From (7.8)) and Corollary [7.4] we obtain

p "W, (p) =exp (n log ﬁ + @w(p(n)))

— exp ((g(z)n(log logn + M))

N

(1+ 0(1))) .

Additionally, we have

V27 (p(n) = (27D(3) i (C(2)(loglogn + M) 73 (1 + o(1)),
which completes the proof. O

=
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