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DIVISORS OF SHIFTED PRIMES

DIMITRIS KOUKOULOPOULOS

ABSTRACT. We bound from below the number of shifted primes p+s < x that
have a divisor in a given interval (y, z]. Kevin Ford has obtained upper bounds
of the expected order of magnitude on this quantity as well as lower bounds in a
special case of the parameters y and z. We supply here the corresponding lower
bounds in a broad range of the parameters y and z. As expected, these bounds
depend heavily on our knowledge about primes in arithmetic progressions. As
an application of these bounds, we determine the number of shifted primes
that appear in a multiplication table up to multiplicative constants.

1. INTRODUCTION

When one studies the multiplicative structure of the integers a natural and im-
portant question that arises is how many integers possess a divisor in a prescribed
interval (y, z]. More precisely, for y < z and > 1 define

H(z,y,z):=|{n <z:3dnwithy < d < z}|.

The study of this function was initiated by Besicovitch [2] and was further developed
by Erdés [6], [7], [9] and Tenenbaum [23], [24], who obtained bounds on H(x,y, z)
in various cases of the parameters y and z. In his seminal paper [25] Tenenbaum
focused on estimating H(z,y, z) for all x,y,z and he obtained reasonably sharp
bounds on it. A consequence of Tenenbaum’s work was the realization that, for fixed
x and y, the behavior of H(x,y,2) changes when z is around y + y(logy)~ 1084+
2y and y2. The problem of establishing the correct order of magnitude of H(z,y, 2)
was completely resolved by Ford in his profound work [I1], where he discovered a
striking connection between the distribution of the prime factors of integers with a
divisor in (y, z] and random walks with certain constraints. We state here the core
of the main theorem in [I1]. First, for a given pair (y, z) with 2 < y < z define
n,u, 3 and & by

_ — . ltu _ — _ §
(1.1) z=ely =yt 5= (logy) P, ﬁ—10g4—1+m.
Also, put
20(y) = yexp{(logy)*#**} ~ y +y(logy) =4+,
G(ﬂ)_{llo-gglog(elli_gﬁ2) 0§ﬂ§10g4_1’
B log4—1 <4,

and

5::1—M = 0.086071...

log 2
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Then the result is formulated as follows.
Theorem 1.1 (Ford [11]). Let x > 100000 and 100 <y < z — 1 with z < x.
(a) Ify < /&, then
log(z/y) =n y+1<2<2(y),
B

<z<2
Hy2) ) i —etioggc® oW S2S2
v u®(log 2)=3/2 2y <z <P,
1 z > y2.

(b) Ify > /x, then

H(z,2,%) £>241,

nx else.

H(x,y,z)x{

When the interval (y, 2] is relatively short, Tenenbaum established an asymptotic
formula for H(x,y, 2).

Theorem 1.2 (Tenenbaum [25]). If z < /x and £ — oo, then
H(xuyvz)Nnx (y—>oo, Z—y—)OO)

There are several directions towards one might attempt to generalize Theorems
[T and One of them comes from restricting the range of n to be some subset
of the natural numbers .&7. Motivated by this question we set

H(z,y,z; o) :=|{n € [0,z] N : Adn with y < d < z}|.
If o7 is reasonably well-distributed in arithmetic progressions, then a simple heuris-
tic shows that we should have

H(z,y,z;4) =~

OO0 (.2,
x

In the case that 7 is an arithmetic progression Ford, Khan, Shparlinski and Yankov
[12] obtained upper bounds on H(z,y, z; o).

In the present paper we focus on the special and important case when &/ =
P; :={p+ s: pprime} for fixed s # 0. It is well-known that P; is well-distributed
in arithmetic progressions a (mod ¢) with (a — s,q) = 1. Making this precise using
sieving arguments and combining it with the methods developed in [I1] can lead
to bounds on H(z,y, z; Ps) of the expected order of magnitude. The upper bounds
were settled by Ford [I1]. We state below a short interval version of Theorem 6 in
[11]; for a proof of it see the proofs of Theorem 6 and Lemma 6.1 in [11].

Theorem 1.3 (Ford [11]). Fiz s € Z\{0}. Let 2 <y <z, y+1<z <z and
r(logz) 19 < A <ux. Then

A H(z,y,z)
x logx

H(‘Tuyaz;Ps)_H(:I;_Auyaz;Ps)<<s A

2>y + (logy)*?,

1
Y. = z<y+(logy)*.
()
(d,s)=1

log x
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In general, lower bounds are more difficult because they rely on more precise
knowledge about the distribution of primes in arithmetic progressions, which is a
notoriously difficult problem. A special case was worked out by Ford.

Theorem 1.4 (Ford [I1]). For fized s,a,b with s € Z\ {0} and 0 <a <b< 1, we
have
H(z,z%, z" P,) >sab .
log x
The purpose of this paper is to provide lower bounds on H(z, y, z; Ps) in a broader
range of the parameters y and z. We split our results according to the range of

the parameter 7 = log(z/y). For small values of n lower bounds on H(z,y, z; Ps)
depend heavily on inequalities of the form

cr
(1.2) m(z;q,a) > ————— for (a,q) =1

¢(q)log x
for some ¢ > 0, uniformly in some range of ¢ with a possible ‘small’ exceptional set,
namely reverse Brun-Titchmarsh inequalities. Such results have been proven by
Alford, Granville and Pomerance [I] and Harman [16]. Also, Bombieri, Friedlander
and Iwaniec proved in [3] an asymptotic formula for

> wl(wig,a),

a<Q
(g;a)=1

when Q < z17¢ and a is fixed. Combining these results with the arguments lead-
ing to Theorem [[2we show the following theorem. Here and for the rest of this
paper zo(-) denotes a sufficiently large positive constant which depends only on
the parameters given, e.g. zo(s), and its meaning might change from statement
to statement. Constants implied by <, > and =< are absolute unless otherwise
specified, e.g. by a subscript.

Theorem 1.5 (Small values of ). Fiz s € Z\{0}. Letx > 2 and3<y+1<z
withy < /x and {y <d<z:(d,s) =1} #0.

(a) If & > zo(s), 2 < 29472 and

Y
y + exp{4.532(logy 1/4 <z<y+-——,
{ (logy) "} e
then
H(x,y,z) 2/3
W z >y + (logy)*/?,
(1.3) H(z,y,z; Ps) >

x 1
> — z<y+(logy)*?
logz £ ¢(d)

(d,s)=1

(b) Let € > 0. If £ > xo(s,€), z < 2%/12¢ and

y+loglogy < z<y+ —F

(logy)?’
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then ([L3) holds with the implied constant depending on € as well. If, in
addition, (z —y)/loglogy — 00 as y — oo, then

315¢(3) nx ., z-—y
/() ort logz (1ogy)2/3—>

o,

H(xvya 2 PS) ~e,s

x 1
Z ——  otherwise,
gz 2 9(d)
(d,s)=1

_1)2
as y — oo, where f(s) =[], p(ffle)rr

(c) If [@2) holds for some c > 0, uniformly in q < Q for some Q = Q(z) </,
x > x0(s,c) and
Y
Pyt o
(log y)?
then (L3) is valid for z < Q with the implied constant depending on c as
well.

(d) Let B > 2 be fized. If

z>y+

Y
oz )P and & — 00,

then
315¢(3) nx

21t logx

H(I,y,Z;PS) ~s,B f(S) (y—)OO)

For intermediate and large values of  we need results about primes in arithmetic
progressions on average in order to control error terms coming from the linear sieve.
The most famous such result is the Bombieri-Vinogradov theorem [4, p. 161]. This
theorem allows one to get the expected order of H(z,y, z; P;) for y < z'/27¢. To
go beyond this threshold we make use of Theorem 9 in [3].

Theorem 1.6 (Intermediate and large values of 7; short intervals). Fiz s € Z\ {0}
and B > 2. Let x > z0(s,B), v(logz) B < A<z and 3 <y+1< 2z <z with
{ly<d<z:(d,s)=1}#0, y < /x and

z2>2y+ i

(logy)®
Then
AH
H(z,y,z;Ps) — H(x — Ay, z; Ps) > B —M.

x logx

We may combine Theorems [[.3 and [[.6 with an argument given in [11] to obtain
the expected order of H(x,y,z; Ps) in the full range of the parameters y and z,
when 1 > (logy)~? for some fixed B > 2.

Theorem 1.7 (Intermediate and large values of ). Fixz s € Z\ {0} and B > 2.
Let x> xo(s,B) and 3<y+1<z<zwith{y<d<z:(ds)=1}#0 and
Y

z22Yy+ ——=.
(logy)®?

Then
H(Ia Y, z; PS) =s,B
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Finally, when 7 is very large we are able to establish an asymptotic formula for
H(z,y, z; Ps), similar with the one given for H(z,y, z) in Theorem 21(iv) of [15].

Theorem 1.8 (Very large values of ). Let s € Z\ {0}. If 2 <y < z <z, then
1
H(z,y.z P) = ——(1+0,( =2 ).
log x log 2z

Shifted primes in the multiplication table. A nice application of Theorem
[L7is on the multiplication table problem. This problem, which was first posed
by Erdés [8],[9], is to count the number of distinct integers of the form ab with
1 < a,b < /z, namely to estimate the quantity

A(z) := [{ab: 1 < a,b <z}
Another related question is to estimate
Alz; Ps):=[{p+s=ab:1<a,b<+z},

that is how many shifted primes appear in the multiplication table. The order of
A(x) was determined by Ford in [11], where he proved that

T
Az) < .
() (log x)%(log log x)3/2

This follows by the elementary inequalities

H(Z ﬁ,ﬁ) <A@ <Y (4 VT \/_5)

27 2 om? gm+17 gm

and Theorem [Tl Similarly, using Theorem [[.7] we establish the order of magnitude
of A(x; Ps).

Corollary 1.1. If x > x(s), then

2. BACKGROUND MATERIAL

Notation. We make use of some standard notation. If a(n), b(n) are two arith-
metic functions, then we denote with a*b their Dirichlet convolution. Furthermore,
forn € Nand 1 < y < z we put w(n;y,2) := [{p prime : p|n, y < p < z}| and
Qn;y,2) == >Ha: p*n, y < p < z}, where p®||n means that p*n and p®** { n.
Also, for brevity let w(n;z) := w(n;1,z) and Q(n;z) := Q(n;1,2). For n € N we
use Pt (n) and P~ (n) to denote the largest and smallest prime factor of n, respec-
tively, with the notational conventions that P*(1) = 0 and P~ (1) = +o00. Given
1 <y <z Py,z) denotes the set of all integers n such that P*(n) < z and
P~ (n) > y. In addition, w(z; ¢, a) stands for the number of primes up to x in the
arithmetic progression a (mod ¢). Lastly, for a Dirichlet character x, N(o,V,x)
denotes the number of zeroes p = § 4 i of its associated L-function with |y| <V
and 8> o.

In this section we state various preliminary results that are needed in order to
prove Theorems [0 [[6] 7 and [[L8 First, we list a series of results on primes
in arithmetic progressions. We start with a lemma which is a direcr corollary of
Theorem 2.1 in [1].
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Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ € (0,1/12). There exists x. > 1 such that for every x > x.,
there is a set D.(x) C NN [logz,z] with |De(x)| < 1 so that for every (a,q) =1
with q < ;v5/12’€,

li(x) <€ll($)

¢a)! = dla)’

with the possible exception of ¢ € MD.(z) = {md: m € N,d € D.(z)}.

W(‘T; q, a) -

Harman [I6], allowing a larger set of exceptional moduli, gave a variation of
Lemma 2.1 His starting point is the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Given ¢ > 0, there are constants K (¢) > 2 and c(e) > 0 such that if
K(e) < q < 2472 and for every d|q with x a primitive character (mod d) we have

1
L(O' + Zt,x) 7& 0 fO'I"O’ >1-— W, |t| < eXp{e(logq)g/Al},
then for any a with (a,q) = 1 we have

' cle)x
m(z;q,a) > S log

Using Lemma 22 along with estimates on averages of N (o, V, x) Harman showed
a variation of Lemma [Z1 The main part of the argument is given in [I6], but
the result is not stated explicitly; we state it and prove it here for the sake of
completeness.

Lemma 2.3. There exist absolute positive constants c1, ca and xo so that for all
x > xo there is a set £(x) C NN [logx, x| satisfying the following:
(1) €()] < exp{3.641(log )/}
(2) 1€(x) N[1,exp{ci(logz)?/*}]| < 1;
(3) For every (a,q) = 1 with ¢ < 29472 we have
Co

m(x;q,a) > Wa

with the possible exception of ¢ € ME(x) = {me: m € N,e € £(z)}.

Proof. Set W = (0.4166logz)?/*. From [4 p. 93, 95] there is an absolute constant
c1 so that there is at most one primitive character y; to a modulus ¢y < V =
exp{ci (log x)*>/*} whose L-function has a zero p with [Im(p)| < V and Re(p) >
1—1/W. By M, p. 96], this exceptional modulus ¢; will satisfy ¢; > logz. In
addition, Montgomery showed in [19] that

21 Y Y NV < (@) (log QYY) (4/5< 0 < 1),
¢<Q x (mod q)

where Z* means that the sum runs over primitive characters only. Inequality
1) with Q = 2°4™ and 0 = 1 — 1/W yields that N(o,V,x) = 0 for all primitive
characters to every moduli ¢ < 2047 with at most exp{3.64094(logx)'/*} excep-
tions. Call this exceptional set £;(x). This set contains no elements < logx and
at most one element < V', by the discussion in the beginning of the proof. Next,
applying Lemma 2l with ¢y = 2/3 x 10~* we obtain a set D,,(x) C [logx, z] with
boundedly many elements and the property that if ¢ < 2%-4166 and ¢ ¢ MD,, (z),
then
x

(2.2) m(x;q,a) > (1 — eo)m for (a,q) =1.
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Set

E(x) := &1(x) UDg, ().
Then, clearly, conditions (1) and (2) hold for £(x). Also, if ¢ < %4166 is such that
q ¢ ME(z), then (3) holds by [Z.2). Finally, if ¢ € [#94166 20-472] and ¢ ¢ ME(x),

then the hypothesis of Lemma 2:2is met and we deduce (3). This completes the
proof of the lemma. O

Below we state the Brun-Titchmarsh inequality [14] Theorem 3.7].

Lemma 2.4. Uniformly in 1 < ¢ <y <z and (a,q) =1 we have that

-y
#(q)log(2y/q)”

In addition, we will need a generalization of Lemma 2.4] which is an easy ap-
plication of the results and methods in [2I]. Let M denote the class of functions
F :N — [0, +00) which for every e > 0 satisfy the inequality

m(z;q,a) — (T —y;q,a) <

F(nm) < min{Ag(m), Bpem }F(n) forall (m,n)=1,
for some positive constants Ar and Bp,..

Lemma 2.5. Let F € M, a € Z\ {0} and 1 < ¢ < h < z such that (a,q) =1 and
x> la|. If g <x'7¢ and % > (£2)° for some € > 0, then

p-a h En).
2 F( q )<<“’E’F ¢(q)(1ogw)2,; n’

z—h<p<z
p= a(mod q)

the implied constant depends on F only via the constants Ar and Bp,q, o > 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that F(1) = 1. Also, suppose
that * > xg(e, a, F'), where zq(a,€,v9) is a sufficiently large constant; otherwise,
the result is trivial. Put X = (z — a)/q and H = h/q. Setting p = gm + a we find

that
3 F(p_ “) < > Fm+ Y Fm).
rz—h<p<z q X—H<m<X X—-H<m<X
p= a(mod q) P~ (qura)>X1/3 qgm—+a<v'X

Let Fi(n) = F(n) and Fy(n) be the characteristic function of integers n such that
P~(n) > VX. Let Qi (x) = z, Q2(x) = qgr+a and Q = Q1Q2. Also, if P(x) € Z[x],
then let pp(m) be the number of solution of the congruence P(z) = 0 (mod m).
By Corollary 3 in [21], we have that

Z F(m)= Z Fi(m)Fz(mq + a)
X—-H<m<X X-H<m<X
P (qmta)>vX

(2.3) “oer H ] (1 3 pQT@) Iy Fj(n)sz (n)
p<X j=1n<X

<<a1€ h 1 Z F(TL) ,

¢(@)log’z =, n
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1=¢ and the discriminant of QQ depends only on a. Also, if the sum

> F(m)

X-H<m<X
gm+a<v X

is non-zero, then H > X/2. In this case, Corollary 3 in [2I] implies that

X1/3 F h F

Z F(m) <<a,e,F log X (n) <<a,e 2 Z (n)v

X—H<m<X 8A x T qlog”z == n
m<Xx1/3

which, combined with ([23)), completes the proof of the lemma. O

since ¢ < x

Using Lemma [Z5] we may prove the following estimate.

Lemma 2.6. Let 1 <v <9y <2,a€Z\{0},1<qg<zandl <y<(x—a)/q
such that (a,q) =1 and x > |a|. If ¢ < 217 for some € > 0, then

S <,

p<z
p= a(mod q)

€ v—1
(@) logz 1Y)

Proof. We may assume that @ > xg(a,€,v9), where xo(a,e,vg) is a sufficiently
large constant. Let X = (z — a)/q and write v?(¥)=w(¥) = 1 5 b where b is a
multiplicative function so that

b(p') = 0 ifl=1orp>y,
v'"2(v—1) ifl>2andp<y.

Then
pUmsy) _ w(niy) Z b(k) < Z b(k)vw(k;y)UW(f;y)
kf=n kf=n
and consequently

(24) Z UQ(LqGW) < Z ’Uw(k’y)b(k‘) Z ’Uw(qu_ka;y)'

p<z k<X p<z
p= a(mod q) p= a(mod gk)

If k < VX, then kg < z'~¢/3. So Lemma 25 implies that

w(pq;ka;y) x(logy)
2 T e G logs

v—1

p<z
p= a(mod gk)

If £ > VX, then

v—1
T R < 3T e G, o8 X)

kq ’
p<w m<X/k
p= a(mod gk)

by Theorem 01 in [I5]. Hence the right hand side of (2.4)) is

z(logy)?~! > v ENB(E)  z(log X )V v B (k) k>
+ y R

1 k Xa/2 k
#(q) log = % B(k) q JRonex

v—1

<<a,e,v0

z(logy)

S g g
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provided that 2!=% > vy, which completes the proof. O

We complete the results about primes in arithmetic progressions with the fol-
lowing estimate.

Lemma 2.7. Leta € Z\ {0}, e >0 and A > 0. There exists B = B(A) so that if
R < 2Y197¢ and QR < z(logx) B, then

S 1Y (vlirgo) - H(x)>)'<<a,e,,4 q -

<
& ¢(rq og )
(ra)=1 (g.0)=1

Proof. Use Theorem 9 in [3] plus partial summation. O

We need an estimate on the summatory function of the reciprocals of Euler’s ¢
function and other closely related quantities. Such a result was proved by Sitara-
machandra [22]. Using the methods of [22] we extend this result according to the
needs of this paper.

Lemma 2.8. Leta € N, s € Z and x > 1 such that 1 < |s| < z. Then

¢(a) _ 315¢(3) ¢(s) logp logp
I TR Rl RRRD Wy S A IS
(n,s)=1

als| (log2x)%/?

+O(T(S)m7),

where g(as) = [],.s p’;(f;}r)l.

Proof. Since the proof of this part is along the same lines with the proof of the
main result in [22], we simply sketch it. Let P(z) = {«} — 1/2, where {x} denotes
the fractional part of x. Then using the estimate

520 g,
n<zx

which was proved in [26, p. 98], along with an argument similar with the one
leading to Lemma 2.2 in [22], we find that

g

¢(m)

(2.5) Z %P(x/n) < (log 2x)%/3

n<zx
(n,m)=1

for every m € Z. Also, by the Euler-McLaurin’s summation formula we have

(2.6) Z%:logx%—”y—P(x) +O(%).

T

n<zx

Observe that the arithmetic function n — ¢(a)/¢(an) is multiplicative. In partic-
ular, we have that

¢(a) _ 12 (k)
)~ 2= WD
(k,a)=1
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Therefore inserting the asymptotic estimate (Z8]) into the above relation and esti-
mating the error terms as in [22] gives us that

Y z §X S e 21

j< /k k<z/d <z/kd
(n s) 1 (k, as) (f,s)=1 (k,as)—l
2 2
u(d w? (k) z/d x/d k
= Z log —— +7 — Fop +0 >
R ey k:gb( )( k z/d ( ) ((:zr/d) ))
(k, as)*l
u(d w? (k) z/d 7(s)as (log 2x)%/3
_; — k (k) (10g k +7)+O( ¢(as) x )’
(k,as)=1

since |s| < x. Finally, a simple calculation and the identity

= 2(k) _ 315¢(3)
e ko(k) — 2rt

complete the proof. O

We state below a result which is known as the ‘fundamental lemma’ in sieve
theory. For a proof refer to [I8] (see also [I3] for part (a)).

Lemma 2.9. Let D > 2, D = Z" with v > 3.
(a) There exist two sequences {\"(d)}a<p, and {\"(d)}a<p such that
)] <1,
A" *xD)(n)=A"«1)(n)=1 if P (n)> Z,
A" x1)(n) <0< (AT x1)(n) otherwise,
and, for any multiplicative function a(d) with 0 < a(p) < min{x,p — 1},
+opald) a(p)
Soa@ =TI (1- )(1+0( ")).
d<D p<Z
(b) There exists a sequence {p(d)}a<p such that
p(d)] <1,
(1)) =1 if P~(n) > Z,
(px1)(n) <0 otherwise,
and, for any multiplicative function a(d) satisfying 0 < a(p) <p—1 and

H (1_a(p))—lglogw(1+ L ) (3/2 <y < w),

y<rSw p logy logy

we have
a(d @
> oW TT (1 22,
d<D p<Z p
provided that D > Dy(L), where Do(L) is a constant depending only on L.
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We now introduce some notation we will be utilizing later. For a¢ and k in N
define

7(a):=|{d e N:dn}
and
m(a) : |{(dy,...,dy) € NF:dy - dy = a}l.
Moreover, for o > 0 let
Z(a;0) := {x € R: Id|a such that e* < d < "7}
= U[log d — o,logd)
dla
and
L(a;0) := meas(ZL(a;0)),
where ‘meas’ denotes the Lebesgue measure on the real line. We note the straight-
forward inequality
(2.7) L(ab;o) < 7(a)L(b;o) for (a,b) =1,

which is item (ii) of Lemma 3.1 in [I1].
When 7 is in the intermediate range of values, the basic result we will use to
bound H(z,y, z; Ps) from below is the following estimate.

Lemma 2.10. Let ¢ > 0, B > 0,z > 1,3 < y+ 1 < z with z < 2*/* and
n € [(logy)~ B, &Y. Then

» 100
z L(a;n)
H(x,y,z) <. E .
( Yy ) ,B 1Og2y a

a<y*
1?(a)=1
The proof of Lemma ZT0 can be found in [II]. Even though this result is not
stated explicitly, it is a direct corollary of the methods there: see Theorem 1 and
Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.5, 4.8 and 4.9 in [I1]. Also, we will need the following result,
which is Corollary 1 in [I1].

Lemma 2.11. Suppose x1,y1, 21, X2, Y2, 22 are real numbers with 2 < y;, +1 < z; <
x; (1 =1,2), log(z1/y1) < log(z2/y2), logyr < logys and log(x1/21) < log(za/22).
Then

H(xy,y1,21) - H(x2,y2, 22)

—~ .

T T2

Finally, we state a covering lemma, which a special case of Lemma 3.15 in [10].
Here for I an interval of the real line we denote by rI the interval that has the same
center as I and r times its diameter.

Lemma 2.12. Let A = Uﬁle I, C R, where the sets I,, are nonempty intervals
of the form [a,b). Then there exists a subcollection {I;, }M_, of mutually disjoint
intervals so that
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3. SMALL VALUES OF 7

In this section we give the proof of Theorem First, we show an auxiliary
result.

Lemma 3.1. Leta € Z\ {0}, > 2 and 3 < Q1+ 1 < Q2 < 201 with Q1 < x
and {Q1 < ¢ < Q2:(g,a) =1} # 0.
(a) Let e € (0,1/12). If x > xo(a,€) and Q1 + loglog Q1 < Qo < %/127¢ then

T 1
(3.1) o owmga) e — Y —.
Q1<q<Q2 log Q1<g<Q2 ¢(q)
(g,a)=1 (g,a)=1
If, in addition, (Q2 — Q1)/loglog Q1 — o0 as Q1 — oo, then
x 1
(32) Z F(x;Qaa) ~ae 7 N (Ql — OO)
e log ¢(q)
1<q<Q2 Q1<q<Q2
(g,a)=1 (g,a)=1

(b) Ifx > xo(a) and Q1 +exp{4.532(log Q1)'/*} < Q2 < 29472, then B) holds
with the implied constant depending only on a.

(C) Let B > 2. ]f QQ > Ql + Ql(IOng)iB, then

: 315¢(3) zlog(Q2/Q1)
QI;KQ2 T‘—(‘T7Q7a) ~a,B f(a) o7rd loga: :
(g,0)=1

Proof. (a) For every €1 € (0,€¢] and z > x., Lemmas 2Iand 24imply that
(3.3)

. 1 x 1
Z m(x;¢,a) = (1+ e10)li(x) Z (q) + O(logaz Z M)

Q1<q<Q2 Q1<g<Q2 Q1<q<Q2
(g,0)=1 qgMDe, (z) qgEMD,, (2)
(q,a)=1
. 1 T 1
=(+adii@ Y oo +o(= X ﬁ)
Q1<q9<Q2 4 & Q1<g<Q2 4
(q,a)=1 gEMD, (z)

for some |0] < 1. Fix d € D, (z). If d > Q2 — Q1, then the interval (Q1/d, Q2/d]
contains at most one integer and therefore

1 log1
(3.4) > ) < Og(gng.
Q1/d<m<Q>/d !

On the other hand, if d < Q2 — @1, then

1 log log 1
3.5 1 .
(3.5) > sam < 4 0g(Q2/Q1)

Q1/d<m=<Q2/d

Since d > logz and |De, (x)| <, 1, by B4) and (3.35) we deduce that

1 log1 log1
Z <. oglog Q1 | log og Q1
?(q) Q1 log z

(3.6) log(Q2/Q1).

Q1<g<Q2
qEMD,, ()
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Also,
1 1 —
(3.7) Z @ 2 Z = >, log(Q2/Q1) < %7
Q1<q<Q2 4 Q1<q<Q2 !
(g,0)=1 (g,a)=1

uniformly in @ +1 < Q2 < 2Q; with {Q1 < ¢ < Q2 : (q,a) =1} # (). The above
inequality, (33) and (B.6]) imply that

(3.8)
) 1 loglog @1  loglog Q4
(x5 q,a) = (1+€0)li(x) 14+0q,¢, + .
Q1<;§Q2 1 Q1 ;Qz o(a) ( ( logz @2 = Qn ))

(g,a)=1 (g,0)=

This proves that (32) holds. To show that (BI]) holds, fix a large positive constant
M = M(e,a) with M > z.. If Q1 < M and z is large enough, then

x 1
> w(riq,0) > max  w(w;q,a) Sae >
@ <1=0» =t log “ loga <10n 9(@)’
q,a)= q,a

by our assumption that {Q1 < ¢ < Q2 : (¢,a) = 1} # 0 and the Prime Number
Theorem for arithmetic progressions [4, p. 123]. So we may suppose that Q1 > M.

By B3), B0) and 1) with €; = ¢, we deduce that

1 log log Q1
(39) E (LL' q,a ) - E - Ca,e
0150500 210gx( ¢(‘J) Q1 )
(g,a)=1 q a _1

for some positive constant C, .. We separate two cases. If

1 log1
(3.10) T L5, loglr
01 5a20 #(q) Q1
(g,a)=1

then (&I holds by B9). So assume that (B.I0) fails. Then, by 1) and our
assumption that Q2 > Q1 + loglog )1, we have that

log log Q1 Q2 1 1 log log 1
3.11 —— L log = <, - < — <20, ————.
(8:11) Q1 Q1 Q1<§Q2 q Z #(q) Q1

(g,0)=1 (g,0)=1
Also, Lemma 2. Tlimplies that

x 1
Z m(zig,0) 2 2log x Z o(q)

Q1<q<Q2 Q1<g<Q2

,a)= ,a)=1, MD.(x
(3.12) (g,a)=1 i Eq )=1 Q¢1 (=) 1)
 2logz Q1<q<Q2 4 Q1<q<Q2 4
(g,a)=1 qgEMD(x)
By the argument leading to (3.6]) we find that
1 1 I

(3.13) s <ot M.

Q1<QSQ2 ! 08T

qgEMD,(x)

Inserting (311 and BI3) into BI2) proves (B.1) in the case that (3I10) does not
hold too.
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(b) When Q < 2041666 < 25/12 the result follows from part (a). When Q; >
2041666 note that

Q2 — Q1 > exp{4.532(log Q1)"/*} > exp{3.6411(logz)*/*}.

So following a very similar argument with the one given in part (a) and using
Lemma 2.3in place of Lemma [Z.Jl we obtain the desired result.

(¢) Apply Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8 O
We are now in position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.3. First, assume that z < y+y(logy)~2. We treat all four parts
of the theorem simultaneously. Let yo be a large constant, possibly depending on
s, B,e and ¢, the constant in (2], according to the assumptions of each of the
parts (a), (b) and (c). If y < yo, then we trivially have that
T
(Iayvz7 S) - UIEI?%(Z 7T($ S5 a, S) Yo ].Og(E,
(d,s)=1

by our assumption that {y < d < z : (d,s) = 1} # 0 and the Prime Number
Theorem for arithmetic progressions [4, p. 123]. So assume that y > yo. By the
inclusion-exclusion principle, we have that

doowla—sid,—s)— Y wlw—s;[di,da],—s)
y<d<z y<di<d2<z

SH((IJ,y,Z;PS) < Z W(l'_S;d,—S).

y<d<z

(3.14)

Lemma 2.4 then implies that

(3.15)
H sy Y 7PS = - 7d7_ O a .
k)= 3 we-nd=+0( 3 )
(d,s)=1

In the sum over d; and dz on the right hand side of (B set m = (dy,ds) and
d; = mt;, 1 =1,2. Since t; + 1 < ty, we get that m < dy — d; < z —y. Moreover,
notice that

2z 2x 2xm log2mlogx
log —— = log > log
[dl, dg] t1t2m logy

uniformly in y < y/z. Therefore

1
Z log(2z/[d1, d2])p([d1, da])

y<di<d2<z

< (logy)(loglogy) T 1 T 1

log x = mlog2m yJmet S <z /m tito
(log y)(loglog y) 1 1\?
< 22 2 297 - z
- log x Z mlog2m Z t
m<z—y y/m<t<z/m

2(1 log 1 2 log 1 2
< M (logy)(loglogy)”  n (loglogy)
logz logz logy
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which combined with B3] yields that

log1 2
H(z,y,z:P) = > w(x_s;d,_sHOS( ne M)_
logx logy
y<d<z
(d,s)=1

This completes the proof of parts (a), (b) and (c) as well as of part (d) when
z < y+y(logy)~2. It remains to show part (d) when z > y + y(logy) 2, in which
case (logy)™2 < n < (logy)~ 184+l First, by (BI4) and Lemma B.I)(c), we have
that

315¢(3) nx

274 logx’

H(w,y, 5 P) < S wla—sid,—s) + 0,(1) ~y ()
y<d<z
(d,s)=1

which proves the desired upper bound. For the lower bound, let x be the charac-
teristic function of integers n satisfying

Q(n;y) < L(y) = 2loglogy + (y)(loglogy)*/?,

where () — 0o as y — oo and ¥(y) < (loglogy)'/6. Then the inclusion-exclusion
principle and Lemma [Bl(c) imply that

H(wy,zP) > > xp+s)

pt+s<z
3de(y,z]:d|p+s

(3.16) > )X p—i—S(Zl— > 1)

pt+s<z d|p+s [d1,d2]|p+s
y<d<z y<di<dz2<z
315((3) na ,
> 1—04(1)—85-5,
> (5 e e (1 (1)
where
S = Z (1—x(p+9) Z 1 and S': Z x(p+s) Z 1.
p+s<z d|p+s pts<z [d1,d2]|p+s
pts y<d<z pts y<di1<d2<z

To bound S, observe that for every 1 < v < 3/2 we have that

SSU*L(y) Z 2Ptsy) Z 1

pts<z d|p+s
pts y<d<z
—L(y) Q(d;y) Q(FE )
(317) seT 3, M,
y<d<z p+s<z
(d,s)=1 p=—s (mod d)
—L(y) 1 v—1 Q (d)
<, v (log y) Z
logz ¢
y<d<z

by Lemma Writing

m
s = 35 9
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and using Theorem 04 in [15] we find that

L2(d) 12 (ko) Z 2
y<d<z (b(d) k<z k(b(k) y/k<f<z/k f
/J‘ v— v—
<DL ¢ (n(log(y/k))"~" + (log(y/k))"~?)
k<7
3.18 v2F)
( ) + Z M 10gy)v71
VI<k<z
(logy)" ! YoS(k)
< n(logy)’ ™" + gfjﬂl > #\f
VY<k<z (b(

< n(logy)’ ™",
since 17 > (logy)~2. Combining inequalities (17) and BI8) we find that

nz (logy)? 2

S <, —
< logz ol®

Setting v = L(y)/2loglogy we deduce that

N Y(y)? b(y)® na
319) S <, {- o )} =o(ie-) .
(3.19) < log = P 4 + (loglogy)'/2 © log x (v = o)
Next, we turn to the estimation of S’. Note that for every 1/10 < v < 1 we have

that
<y LW E pSUPtsy) § : 1
pts<z [d1,d2]|p+s
pts y<di1<d2<z
(3.20) o
— LW E (d1,d2]5y) § o2 arY)
y<di1<do<z p+s<z, pts
(d1d2,s)=1 p=—s (mod [dy,d2])
Set N
s
S] = E pUld1,da]sy) E ’ oM@
y<di1<d2<z p+s<z, pts
(d1d2,s)=1 p=—s (mod [d1,d2])
(dl,d2)>y2m73/4
and .
Sh = E pUd1,d2]iy) E M@ T
y<di<dz<z p+s<z, pts
(d1d2,s)=1 p=—s (mod [d1,d2])

(d1,d2)<y?z—3/*
Put m = (dy,ds) and d; = mt; so that [di,d2] = miita. Note that m < z — y.
First, we deal with S7. Since ) < () for < 1 and [d1,ds] < 223/4 in the
range of S}, Lemma gives us that

,UQ(mtl to ’y),fC(lOg y)'u— 1
TS >

y2z—3/4<m<z—y y/m<ti<ta<z/m ¢(mt1t2) 10g:17
)2

(3.21) ) )

z(logy) ' loglogy
log z Z ( Z

m<z—y y/m<t<z/m
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uniformly in 1/10 < v < 1. By relation (2.39) in [I5] we have

(3.22)
20

1\1-v Y v—1 1—v Y v—1
< n(log —) (log —) = n(loglogy) (log —) ,
7 m m
y/m<t<z/m
which, combined with (321]), yields that
*a(logy)” " (loglog y)* > )
log x

y 20—2
(3.23) S| <4 (log —) .
m
We now estimate S5. First, for di,ds in the range of summation of S} we have

x(dy,dy)/y? < x'/*, by definition. So if S} is a non-empty sum, we must have that
y > 2%/ and m = (dy,dy) < 2*/* < y?/3. Consequently,

Sy < Z Z Z QP sy)

m<y?/?y/m<ti<ta<z/m  p+s<z, pfs
(m,s)=1  (tit2,s)=1  p=—s (mod mi1t2)

m<z—y

Set p + s = mtitok. Then we will have that k < x/(yt1), =£ > (£)Y/? and
mt1k < (t1kz)7/®. So

Z Z Z L2(mtrksy) Z U“’(%;y)

m<y2/3 y/m<t1<z/mk<z/(yt1) t1ky<p+s<tikz
(m,s)=1  (t1,8)=1 (k,s)=1 p=—s (mod mt, k)

vtk k(2 — y)(log(tikz))? 2
Y > > 1 p(mt1k) 1

7n<y2/'g y/m<t1<z/mk<z/(yt1)

ny(logy)*~ ! loglogy v Q) k)
cmlos)oglogy 52 a5
m<y2/3 y/m<t1<z/m k<zm/y2

nz(logy)’~'loglogy Q(m) ve1 Q)
< Jop > v (log 2m) > W),

m<y?2/3 y/m<t1<z/m

uniformly in 1/10 < v < 1, by Lemma 2.5land Theorem 01 in [I5], since x3/% <
y < v/ and Q(n;y) > Q(n) — 1 for n < y2. Also,

Q(tl) v

Z UQ(tl) - i Z v < ny(loglogy)lf (1Og£)’u—l
m t m m

y/m<t1<z/m y/m<ti1<z/m

ny(logy)’~' (loglogy)"' "

m

by B22), since m < y*/3. Hence

n*z(log y)*"~*(loglog y)* " 3 vm)
log x

(3.24) S} <4 (log 2m)"~"

mSy2/3

Inequalities (3.20), B.23) and B24)) imply that

2 ooy —L(y) 3—2v Q(m) 20—2
n v (loglogy) v 71( y )
———(logm)*~*(log =) .
o s > (logm)*~* (log -~

S <

m<z—y
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If we set v = 1/2, by partial summation and the estimate 3 _ v%(" < z(log 2x)v~*

we find that

n<zx

Q(m) 20-2 ool
Z Y (logm)¥~! (1og E) < 2%y
m m logy

m<z—y
and consequently

U
log x
Lastly, putting 1 (y) = min{¢, (loglogy)/%} yields that

ne__ (loglogy)® (nw)
log x e(1-log2)¢vIoglogy - logz/

Inserting the above estimate and (B19) into ([B.I6]) gives us that
315¢(3) nx
(1—0s(1)),

21t logx
which completes the proof of part (d) in the case that z > y + (logy) =2 too. O

S <, log4—1 2w(y)¢m(10g log y)3'

(logy)

S <

H(z,y,2; Ps) > f(s)

4. INTERMEDIATE AND LARGE VALUES OF 7

To prove Theorem[I.6l we reduce the counting in H(z,y, z; Ps)—H(x—A,y, z; Ps)
to the estimation of a sum involving L(a;n) as done in [I1] for bounding H (z, y, 2);
then we apply Lemma First, we show the following result. Theorem [I.6] will
then follow as an easy corollary.

Theorem 4.1. Fiz s € Z\ {0} and B > 2. Let © > x¢(s,B) and 3 <y+1<z
with z < 223, n € [(logy) B, &Y and {y < d < z: (d,s) =1} # 0}. Then for

» 100
T T
<A< —
(logz)B =~ = 2
we have that
AH
H(xvyaZ;Ps)—H(I—A7y,z;PS) >>S,B = (Iayvz)
xz logx

Proof. Fix A € (z(logx)~B,x/2] and set s1 = 2/(s,2). Let yo = yo(s, B) be a large
positive constant. If y < yo, then
H(z,y,z Ps) = H(z = Ay, 2 Ps) > max (W(x —sid,—s) —m(x — A — s;d, —S))
<d<z
(yd,s);l
A A H(z,y,z)

~

>yo ogz 0

3

r logzx
by the Prime Number Theorem for arithmetic progressions [4, p. 123] and our
assumption that {y < d < z: (d,s) = 1} # (. Suppose now that y > yo. Fix an
integer v = v(s) > 3 and set w = 2'/20Y. We will choose v later; till then, all implied
constants will be independent of v. Consider integers n = aqbibes; € (x — A, z]
with

(1) a <w, p*(a) =1 and (a,2s) = 1;

(2) log(y/q) € L(a;n), P~(q) > w and (q,2s) = 1;

(3) by € P(w,z) and 7(b) < v

(4) P~ (b2) > z;

(5) m — s is prime.
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Condition (2) implies that there exists d|a so that y/d < ¢ < z/d; in particular, we
have that 7(n,y, z) > 1 and thus n is counted by H(z,y, z; Ps) — H(x — A, y, z; Ps).
Also, Q(q) < 11;’% = 20v and therefore

7(gby) < 29907 (by) < 27007

Since each n has at most 7(qb) < 220Y0? representations of this form, we find that

220”v2(H(x,y,z;Ps) - H(‘T - Aayuz;Ps))

= > > > 1

asw log(y/q)eﬁ(a) (ifA)/aqsl<b1b2§z/aqsl
p(@)=1 P~ (q)>w beP(w,2), P~ (ba)>z
(4.1) (@29)=1 (g:29)=1 7(b1)<o?

agbibas; —s prime

=: Z Z By(a,q).

gsw log(y/q)€L(a)
p (a)=1 P~ (¢)>w
(a,28)=1  (q,25)=1

Given a and g as above, put

B(au Q) = Z 1 and R(au Q) = B(a7 q) - BO (a’7 q)
(x—A)/ags1<b<z/agsi
P~ (b)>w
agbs1 —s prime

Let b be such that P~ (b) > w. Write b = b1by with by € P(w, z) and P~ (b2) > z
and put F(b) := 7(by). Then for fixed a and g with (ag,2s) = 1, we have that

Rag<s Y Fo=5 Y F(ELY)

aqgs
(x—A)/ags1<b<z/agsi rz—A<p+s<z as1
P~ (b)>w p=—s (mod ags1)
agbs; —s prime Pf(fqtsl )>w
1 A

<3 ¢(aq)log xlogw’

by Lemma 25 Inserting the above estimate into (£1]) yields that

22002 (H(x,y, 2 Po) — H(z — Ay, 5, P)) > Y > Blaq)
asw log(y/q)€L(a)
w2 (@)=1 P~ (9)>w
(a,28)=1  (q,25)=1

1 A 1
—O4(-—— — ).
(v log x log w agzw log(y/qz)ec(a) (aq))

p*(@)=1 P~ (g)>w
(a,28)=1  (q,25)=1

(4.2)

Next, we need to approximate the characteristic function of integers n with P~ (n) >
w with a ‘smoother’ function, the reason being that the error term w(x;rq,a) —
li(z)/¢(rq) in Lemma 2.7 is weighted with the smooth function 1 as g runs through
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[1,Q]NN. To do this we appeal to Lemma[Z9(a) with Z = w and D = 2'/2°. Then
2201}1}2 (H(Ia Y, %5 PS) - H(.I - Aa Y, %5 PS))

> > > (T =1)(9)Bla,q) — O5(%)
asw log(y/q)€L(a)
(43) M2(a):1,(a,2s):1 (g,25)=1
Z Z Z (A+ * 1)(q)B(CL, q) - OS(%l + %2)5
,, . Asw log(y/q)€L(a)
p?(a)=1,(a,28)=1 (q,2s)=1
where
1 A At x1
A= vlogzlogw Z Z : (b(aq))(q)
,, . asw log(y/q)€L(a)
pe(a)=1,(a,2s)=1 (g,25)=1
and
Ry = > > (A1) = (A x1)(9)Bla,q).
asw log(y/q)€L(a)

w2 (a)=1,(a,25)=1 (g,25)=1
We now bound %5 from above. For fixed a and g with (agq,2s) = 1 we have
A
#(aq)logxlogw’

by the arithmetic form of the large sieve [20] or Lemma Since AT x1— A" %1
is always non-negative, we get that

A Z AT 1)(g) — (A %1
gL08 a<w log(y/q)€L(a) q
u?(a)=1,(a,25)=1 (g,2s)=1

B(a,q) <s

Fix a < w with (a,2s) = 1 and let {I,}2; be the collection of the intervals
[logd — n,logd) with d|a. Then for I = [logd — n,logd) in this collection, Lemmas
28 and Z9(a) imply that

(4.5)
(AT x1)(g) = (A~ +1)(qg)
log(g%ESI ¢(GQ)
(g,25)=1
=Y @A) Y e
c§21/20 efny/cd<mge2"y/cd
(¢,2s8)=1 (m,2s)=1
_ 315¢(3) g(2as)¢(2s) AT (e) = A () g(ac) cé(a) ~2/3
o oopt 2|s|é(a) <Zl/20 c gla) ¢(ac) (377 + Os(cy ))
E;CTQZS):].
n 1 ~9(p) 1 1 n
<<Sv”¢(a) pgu (1 p) pgﬂ (1 p— 1> + é(a)\/y < v? ¢(a)logw’
pi2s,pla pf2sa

provided that g is large enough, since g(p) < (p—1)?/p for p > 3, g(p) = 1+0(p~2)
and g(a) < 1. By Lemma 212 there exists a sub-collection {I,}7_; of mutually
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disjoint intervals so that

T
U 31, D L(a;n).
t=1

Consequently
_ T _
Z (AT x1D)(g) — (A x1)(g) < Z Z (AT x1)(g) = (A~ x1)(q)
¢(aq) B ¢(aq)
log(y/q)€L(a) t=1log(y/q) €31,
(9,25)=1 (g,28)=1

L Tn
v? ¢(a)logw

11 g
= —Ummeas(u Irt)

t=1
1 L(a;n)
~ ¥ ¢(a)logw’

since AT * 1 — A~ * 1 is always non-negative. By the above inequality and (4 we
get that

<s

<

1 A L(a;n)
Ky Ly ———— .
(4.6) 2 vV log  log? w ;U o(a)
12 (a)=1,(a,25)=1
We now bound from the below the sum
=Y > (AT x1)(g)Bla,q).

asw log(y/q)€L(a)
w?(a)=1,(a,25)=1 (q,2s)=1
We fix a and ¢ with (ag,2s) = 1 and seek a lower bound on B(a,q). By Lemma
29(b) applied with Z = w and D = w3, there exists a sequence {p(d)}4<,s such
that px1 is bounded above by the characteristic function of integers b with P~ (b) >
w. So, if we put

li(x —s) —li(zx — A —s)

E(x;k,a) :=n(x — s;k,a) —7(x — A —s;k,a) —

o(k) ’
then Lemma [229(b) and the fact that 2|s;s imply that
p+s
Bag= > 1= > (n(22)
r—A<p+s<z r—A<p+s<z as1
p=—s (mod ags1) p=—s (mod ags1)
P~ ((p+s)/ags1)>w pts
= Z p(m)(m(z — s;agsim, —s) — w(x — s — Ajagsim, —s)) + Os(1)
m§w3
(m,s)=1
. . p(m) /
= (li(x —s)—li(lz —s—A ———+0:(1) + %,
(1 )~ I ) mgug d(agsim) o 1
(m,s)=1
A /

Y%

agsi

* ¢(aq) log x logw
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for some positive constant Cs, where

Rpgs, = Z p(m)E(x; agsim, —s).
m§w3
(m,s)=1

Since AT x 1 is always non-negative, we deduce that
A At 1
(4.7) B o > > LI + %

=G 1
cBrloBw I /pecem P
u?(a)=1,(a,2s)=1 (g,2s)=1

%I = Z Z ()‘+ * 1)(Q)‘%z/zqsl'
afw log(y/q)€L(a;sn)
#?(a)=1,(a,s)=1 (g,8)=1

Combining (@3)), ([4.0) and [@.7) we get that
92002 (H(:v, y,z; Ps) — H(x — Ay, z; PS))
Cs A (AT % 1)(q)
O

2 logzlogw #(aq)
asw log(y/q)€L(a)
(4.8) p?(a)=1,(a,2)=1 (g,25)=1

- o,(1 + 1A ¥ L(a;n))

v log z log® w

where

a<w
w?(a)=1,(a,2s)=1
provided that v is large enough. Fix now a < w with (a,2s) = 1 and look at the
sum over ¢ on the right hand side of ([8]). Let {I.}F ; be the collection of the
intervals [logd — n,logd) with d|a. Then using a similar argument with the one
leading to (1), we find that for I in this collection

(AT x1)(q) 7
D R

log(y/q)€l
(g,2s5)=1

provided that yo and v are large enough. Moreover, by Lemma [ZT2] there exists a
sub-collection {I,,}I_; of mutually disjoint intervals so that

0T = Vol(t_LTJl I) > %Vol(g Ir) - L(‘;; n)

Hence

AT x 1 L A% 1 T L(a;
> e B 22, 2 e ” Few
log(y/a)€L(a;n) t=1log(y/q)€lr,
(g,25)=1 (g,25)=1
where we used the fact that A™ * 1 is non-negative. Inserting this inequality into
([£38) and choosing a large enough v we conclude that

A Lia:
H(x,y,z; Ps) —H(x — A,y,2,Ps) > My———— Z (a;n)
log zlog” y =
p2(a)=1,(a,25)=1

- Os("%/l)

(4.9)
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for some positive constant M. Furthermore, note that if a is squarefree, we may
uniquely write a = db, where d|2s, u?(d) = p?(b) = 1 and (b,2sd) = 1, in which
case L(a;n) < 7(d)L(b;n), by inequality (27). Thus

7(d) L(b;n) 7(d) L(b;n)
;ﬂ ¢ Sdlmzd)l @ % 0) S(dz@ @) Zw o)
(2 (a)=1 12 (b)=1 w2 (b

(
(b,2s8d)=1 (b,2s

which, combined with (3], Lemma[2T0 and the trivial inequality ¢(a) < a, implies
that

AH(zy,z)

H(xvyuz;Ps)_H(x_A,y,Z;P) >M/
z logzx

S

Os(12'])

for some positive constant M.. In addition, observe that

T

Hxayvz > M- \B°
( ) (logy)?

by Theorem [LTand our assumption that n > (logy)~Z. Hence

, , A H(z,y,2) (log z)(log y) " |Z'|
H(xvyazapS)_H(I_Avyazaps)>>S Ev(l_Os( A ))

So it suffices to show that

|%'| <

A
(logz)(log y) B+t

For any a € N there is a unique set D, of pairs (d,d") with d < d’, d|a and d’'|a so
that

L(a;n) = |J [logd—n,logd)
(d,d")€Da

and the intervals [logd — n,logd’) for (d,d’") € D, are mutually disjoint. With this
notation we have that

B =33 0m) > D (s D)@ amsia, )|

(d,d")eD, y/d’<q<z/d

(g,25)=1
S[ETem X YN Y Eaamacs.—)
a m (d,deD, c y/ed' <g<z/cd

(9,25)=1

)OS Z‘ > E(w;amslcg,—s)’.

asw  m<wd ¢<21/20 (d,d")€D, y/cd' <g<z/cd
(a,25)=1 (m,s)=1 (e,25)=1 (g,28)=1
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So writing the inner sum as a difference of two sums we obtain that

%] < 2 sup{ ) IS DD DR IDY E(x§am31097_3)‘}

y<t<z a<w m<w® ¢<z1/20 flamsic g<t/f

(a,28)=1 (m,s)=1 (c,25)=1 (9,25)=1
TR I SIE) 3/ I i |
(4. ) y<t<z r<227/60 flr g<t/f
(r,s)=1 (g9,25)=1
<4 sup{ Z 7'3(7“)2‘ Z E(x;rg,—s)‘},
ysisz T§21/8 flr g<t/f
(r,s)=1 (9,5)=1

since wz/20 < 27/60 < /8 /4 for all v > 3. Put u = 1+ (logy) 57 and cover
the interval [1,2'/8] by intervals of the form [u", u"t') for n = 0,1,...,N. We
may take N < (logy)P*®. Since |E(x;k, —s)| < m for k < 29/8 < 23/* with
(k,s) =1 by Lemma 2.4 we have that

Z T3(r Z Z ’ Z (z;7g,—8) Z E(x;rg, —s)

r<z1/8 n=0 flr g<t/f g<t/u™
(r,8)=1 pr<f<pntt (g,8)=1 (g,8)=1
al A

S SRTE) DD SR e

r<z/® n=0 fir t/untl<g<t/pm

(r,s)=1 "<f<H"Jrl

A log 73(r A

logz ;/8 () Z (log z)(log y) P+

for all ¢ € [y, 2], by Lemma 2.8 which is admissible. Combining the above estimate
with (@I0) we find that

(4.11)
|Z'| < sup {Z Z T3(r E(x;rg, —s) }—!— A .
vtz LD s qgt/un (log z)(logy)P+!
(r,s)=1 (9,5)=1
Finally, since
§ <z—A<z and A> ﬁ

Lemma 2 applied with A = 5B + 56 in combination with the Cauchy-Scwarz
inequality yields that

> mr(r)] Y Elwirg,—s)

T§21/8 g<t/p"

(r,s)=1 (g9,8)=1
1/2
<1 Z Z 7'37" ))) (Z‘Z ng’_SD
08T r<z1/8 g<t/pn r<z/% g<t/u"

(r8)=1 (g,8)=1

< \/Z(log D VT

(log 2)5B/2+28 = (log )2B+10
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for all t € [y,z] and all n € {0,1,..., N}, since z*/® < /12 and 298 < 23/4,
Plugging this estimate into (@11 gives us that
A A
Z'| < N
N N g e+ Tloga)log ) < Tognlog P71
which is admissible. (]

We are now in position to complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.4. Fix A € (z(logx)~B,z] and set A; = min{A, z/2}. If
n < l‘fgoy, then the theorem follows immediately by Theorem . Iland the trivial
inequality

H(x,y,2; Ps) — H(x — A,y,2;, Ps) > H(z,y,2; Ps) — H(x — A1, y, 25 Ps).

On the other hand, if n > li’(g)oy, then
H(x,y,z; Ps) — H(x — Ay, z; Ps)
> H(w,y,y" """ Py) — H(z — Ay, y,y" 01 Py)

A1 H(CE, Y, y101/100) - A H(.’IJ, Y, Z)

o logz Tz logz
by Theorem [[.Il In any case, Theorem [L.@ holds. O

Using Theorems [[3]and [0 together with the fact that if dn, then (n/d)|d as
well, we show Theorem [[.7]

Proof of Theorem [I.7] We may assume that y > /z; else the result follows from
Theorems and [LO with A = z. For future reference, note the trivial inequality

Yy
1og z 1og x’

(4.12) H(z,y,z; Ps) >m(z—s)—m(y—8) g5 ——

by the Prime Number Theorem []. First, suppose that n < log=?(5z/2). If, in
addition, z < x2/3, then the theorem follows by Theorem @Il So assume that
z > x2/3. For q € N set

Ay ={p+s€(qy,qz] :p=—s (mod ¢)}.

If the shifted prime p + s < x has a divisor d € (y, 2], then writing p + s = dg we
will have that ¢ < z/y and p+ s € A,. So, by Lemma 2.4 we find that

H(n,y,5P) < Y [4]+0,() <, > Wz_)

q<z/y q<z/y

(g,5)=1 (q s) 1
4.13
( ) log:zc Z

q<z /y
(q )=
nx
logz’

We now bound H (z,y, z; Ps) from below. If /2 < 2|s| + 2, then y <, x and thus

nx

H(Iayvz;PS) >>S,B 9
log
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by ([@IZ). Combining this with (II3]) and Theorem [[Tlwe complete the proof in
this case. So assume that x/z > 2|s| 4+ 2, in which case
{z/2z < q<z/z:(q,5) =1} #0.
It is easy to see that
(4.14) H(z,y,7 P,) > ‘ U Aq‘.

r/22<q<x /2
(g,5)=1

If we set
T(p):={z/22<q<z/z:(q,8) =1, p+s €A},
then the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (£I4) yield that
2
(4.15) (3 7)) <H@y=P) Y T0)
p+s<z pts<z

First, we estimate >, . T(p). Let C = C(B) > 0 be a constant so that

X
(4.16) Z w(X;q,—s) Z ¢ (W)

q<Q
(g,8)=1 (q7 )

for all X > 2 and all Q < X(log X)~¢. Such a constant exists by Lemma 7 If
z/z < (log )1, then the Siegel-Walfisz theorem [4l p. 133] and Lemma 2.8 imply
that

Yo Tp)= > (nlez—siq.—s) — w(qy — s;0,—5))

p+s<z x/22<q<z/2
(g,5)=1
gz—y) _ 1
(4.17) >s.B Z = Z =
xz/22<q<z/2 (b(q) lOg!E lOg.’II x/22<q<lx/z (b(q)
(g,5)=1 (g,8)=1
- T
" logx

On the other hand, if x/z > (logx)“*!, then ([EI06) and Lemma 2.8 yield that
(4.18)

YT = D, oo

p+s<z z/2<p+s<2z/3 Pjs <g< Bts
(g,5)=1,q|(p+s)

— Z (71-(23;/3—5;51,—5)—w(x/?—s;d,—s))+05(1)

y<d<z
(d,s)=1
T
= (I —s) —1li( - E —s
(1(2:10/3 8) ~li(@/2 = ) e (b( ) ((log:b)3+2)
(d,s)=
nT

X

B loga’
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since n < log™?5 < log(3/2). Also,
x
(4.19) S T0) = Y A <an

logz
p+s<z x/2z2<q<lxz/z
(a,5)=1

by @I3). Combining inequalities (@I7), (18] and (@I9) we deduce that

nx

4.20 E T(p) <s ,

( ) (p) B log z
p+s<z

uniformly in n < log™2(5z/z) and 2/z > 2|s| + 2. We now bound from above the
sum

(4.21) S Tp)= > Tp)+ >, T(E)(T(p)—1).
pt+s<z pt+s<z p+s<z

We have that

Y TOTm-H= > Yoo

pt+s<z P z/2z<q1<z/z z/22<q2<x/z
ts + + +
PE<g<ER= PEE<go< B2
a1l(p+s),(q1,8)=1 q2|(p+s), (q2,5)=1
(4.22) RF N

=2 Y > 1.

32 <q1<q2< £ p=—s (mod [g1,92])
(q192,8)=1 @2y<p+s<qiz
Note that we must have ¢go < e"q;; otherwise, the corresponding summand on
the right hand side of (£.22) is trivially zero. Lemma 24land the trivial estimate
m(z + h;q,a) — 7(;9,a) < h/q+ 1 imply

g1z — qy
(4.23) > 1< o1, q2]) log (3 + (q12 — q2y) /41, g2]) o

p=—s (mod [q1,92])
Q@2y<p+s<qiz

Set m = (q1,¢2) and ¢; = mt;, ¢ = 1,2, in the right hand side of (£22)). Then we
will have m < x/2z and t1 < t2 < et;. With this notation [@22) and (£23) yield
that

(4.24)
> T(p)(T(p) — 1) <, loglog(z/y) 3 ¥ : ;/tz —y/t
ptsse m<E 2 <t <Z by <ta<elty og(3+ z/ta —y/t1)

+ glog(:z;/z) + n(§)2

Fix m and ¢;. Recall that we have assumed that z > 22/ and (logz) 2 < 7 <

(log(5z/2)) 2. So log % >p logz and consequently

z/ta —y/t1 ¢t z/u—y/t
Z log(3 + z/ta — y/t1) S/tl 10g(3+z/u—y/t1)du

t1<tz<ety

/(z—y)/tl w 5
= dw
0 log(w +3) (w +y/t1)?

n’y

B loga’

~
=~
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which, combined with [@20), (ZZI) and [@24]), yields that

x 2r x
3 Tp) <op —oe + L log(a/y) loglog(x/y) < ——.
logx  logx log x
pts<z
Plugging the above estimate and (£20) into (@A) gives us that
H(:Euyaz;PS) >>S,B = )
log x

which along with ([@I3]) and Theorem [[Tlimplies that

H
H(:Euyaz;PS) xS,B i = (‘I’y,Z)-

logz ~—  logz

This completes the proof of the theorem in this case. Assume now that n >
log ?(5z/z). Fix a large positive constant yo = yo(s, B). If 2/z < yo, then
n > log %(5y0). Hence [@IZ) implies that

z—y z T
H : P, — — —_—
(5573/72’7 S) >>S7B logy >>y0 logy >>y0 IOg.I
Combining the above inequality with the trivial estimate H(z,y, z; Ps) < w(xz — s)
and Theorem [[.1] we deduce that
T H(x,y,2)
xyo

H(Iayvz;PS)

3

T Jogx log x
which shows the desired result in this case. So suppose that x/z > yo. We proceed
as in the proof of Theorem 1 (iv) in [1I]. Partition (W,x] into intervals
(21, 2] with
o 2{E2

o <m-m <

log”(x/2) log®(z/2)
Observe that if p + s € (21, 22|, then

T(p—i—s,ﬁ,E) 21:>T(p+s,y,z)21:>T(p+s,ﬂ,%) > 1.
2y 2y

So
H(w,y,zP) < Y {H (2,2 20 P) = H (a1, 2, 22 R,) |
(4.25) 21,22 Y : xy
Os(logxlogz(x/z))'

Fix such an interval (x1,z2]. Then

1 T To x2/y 1
lo (—)xlo (—), ro—x1 > ————  lo ( )x , — < r9,
g P g P 2 1 = 10g4($2/y) g J,'l/Z n P 2

provided that gy is large enough. Therefore Theorems [[LIland [3and Lemma
2 ITimply that

X X X X To — T X X
H(ajg,—l,—Q;PS) —H(ml,—l,—Q;PS) <op 270 H(azg,—l,—2)
2y 2y T2 log o Y

(4.26) =27 h H(x r f)
zlogx
- ro — I

)

~ zlogx
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Inserting the above ingequality into (£25]) and summing over x1,x2 completes the
proof of the desired upper bound. The corresponding lower bound is obtained in a
similar fashion starting from

H(fL',y,Z7PS)2 Z{H(x27%u%7ps) —H(.’I/’l,%,%,Ps)}

Z1,T2

and using Theorem [[.Gin place of Theorem [[3 O
We conclude this section with the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.8 Let 2 <y < z<uz. Let P=1]]
prime numbers in (y, z]. Then

y<p<= P be the product of all

(4.27) O<m(z—s) - H(z,y,zP) <{p<e—s:(p+sP) =1}
Lemma 25| then yields that the right hand side of (£.27) is
z logy

* logz log z’

which, combined with the Prime Number Theorem [4], completes the proof. (]
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