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Abstract

In this paper, we exhibit an asymptotic formula for the number of
representations of a large integer as a sum of a fixed power of Piatetski-
Shapiro primes, thereby establishing a variant of Waring-Goldbach prob-
lem with primes from a sparse sequence.

1 Introduction

We define, for a natural number k, and a prime p, § = 6(p, k) to be the largest
natural number such that p? | k, and define v(p, k) by

B [ 042, ifp=2and2]|Ek,
v=(p,k) _{ 0 +1, otherwise.

We then put K (k) = H(p71)|kpv' In this work, we establish an asymptotic
formula for the number of representations of a positive integer A in the form

N:plf+'~'+p§, with p1,...,ps € Pe (1.1)
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for k > 3, provided that A is congruent to s modulo K (k), and ¢ > 1 takes
values in a small interval depending on s and k. Here, the set of primes

P.={|m°] : [m°] is prime for some m € N}

is named after I.I. Piatetski-Shapiro, since he was the first to prove an analog
of the Prime Number Theorem (cf. [12]) for ¢ € (1,12/11).

Theorem 1.1. Lett > 0 be any integer such that the inequality

1 Lk
/ E eZTrwm
0

1<n<X
holds for all X > 2 with some constants C' = C(k,t) and n =n(t, k) > 0. Then,
for any integer s > 2t, the number of representations Rgc,)g(./\/') of a positive

integer N as in ([LI) satisfies

2t

da < OX?*log" X (1.2)

I (1+1/(ck))® N8/ (ck)—1 N8/ (ck)—1
W W) log® N ( logsj\/)

where G(N) defined in [23) is the singular series in the classical Waring-
Goldbach problem, provided that c is a fived number satisfying

RN =

1 1

3 min , , k=3,
1<e<1+(s—20) {1775 + 158t 75s + 164t} (1.3)

T k>3

(v—1)s+2tv’ >

where
k(k+1)? . if4<k<11,
V=19 2|3k/2] (|13k/2)* 1) (1.4)
, ifk>12.
13k/2] — k

By [7, Lemmas 8.10 and 8.12], when A" = s (mod K (k)), the singular series
satisfies §(N) = 1 for the values of s given in Theorem [Tl Thus, our theorem
implies that all sufficiently large integers N congruent to s modulo K (k) can be
written as in (IIJ), thereby establishing a variant of Waring-Goldbach problem
with Piatetski-Shapiro primes for k& > 3. For k = 2, it is shown in [15] that
every sufficiently large integer N =5 (mod 24) can be written as in (ILI]) with
s = 5, provided that 1 < ¢ < %, while for k& = 1, it follows from [9] that every
sufficiently large odd integer can be written as in (LI)) with s = 3, provided
that 1 <c < %.

Following the proof of the main theorem of [I5], the current range of ¢ in
Theorem [Tl for the case & = 3 can be improved. We shall leave this to a
subsequent paper.

In analogy to Waring-Goldbach Problem, one can define H.(k) to be the
least integer s such that every sufficiently large integer congruent to s modulo



K (k) can be expressed as in ([LI). Following the proof of Theorem 1 and
using the methods in Hua’s book [T, §9], one may conclude that, for large k,
H.(k) is bounded above by 4klogk(1 4 o(1)), when c lies in a slightly larger
range than that of Theorem [[LT] However, coupling our results with the recent
improvements of Wooley and Kumchev [I0 [11] on Waring-Goldbach problem,
we intend to futher improve this bound in an another paper.

The range of ¢ in Theorem [[[Tlis determined by three different estimates for
exponential sums; van der Corput’s estimate in Lemma [2.4] for k& = 3, Heath
Brown’s new estimate in Lemma 23] for 3 < k < 12, and finally our estimate in
Lemma 2.9 for k£ > 12.

Remark 1.2. Using Wooley’s result [14, Theorem 4.1] in the light of recent
developments on Vinogradov’s Mean Value Theorem by Bourgain, Demeter and
Guth in [4, Theorem 1.1], it follows that the smallest exponent satisfying (2I)
is

k|3 4 5) 6 T8 19 10| 11 12
2t | 8|16 |24 | 34|48 | 62 | 78 | 98 | 118 | 142

while for k£ > 12, it follows from [3, Theorem 11] that 2¢ can be chosen as the
smallest even integer no smaller than

k—s—1
2 J— -
K41 max [sp— .

and for large k, 2t can be taken as large as k% — k + O(Vk).

2 Preliminaries and Notation

2.1 Notation

Throughout the paper, k£, m and n are natural numbers with k£ > 3, and p
always denotes a prime number. We write n ~ N to mean that N < n < 2N.
Furthermore, ¢ > 1 is a fixed real number and we put § = 1/c.

Given a real number x, we write e(x) = 2™ {z} for the fractional part of
z, |z for the greatest integer not exceeding z. We write £ = log N''/%.

For any function f, we put

Af(z)=f(—(z+1)°) = f(=2°),  (z>0).

We recall that for functions F' and real nonnegative G the notations F' < G
and F' = O(G) are equivalent to the statement that the inequality |F| < aG
holds for some constant o > 0. If F > 0 also, then F' > (G is equivalent to
G < F. We also write F' < G to indicate that F' < G and G < F. In
what follows, any implied constants in the symbols < and O may depend on
the parameters c, e, k, s,t, but are absolute otherwise. We shall frequently use
¢ with a slight abuse of notation to mean a small positive number, possibly a
different one each time.



Finally we put

Ser(a,X) = g e(ozpk), Ter(a,X) = g 5p5_1e(ozpk).
p<X p<X
pEP.

2.2 Preliminaries
2.2.1 Results related to PS sequences

The characteristic function of the set A. = {|m°| : m € N} is given by

1, ifneA
Fy 5 ) C)
_ N 1 = 2.1
L " J L (n+1) J { 0, otherwise. (2.1)
Putting ¢(x) =  — [z] — 1/2 we obtain
L—n‘sJ — L—(n + 1)6J =(n+ 1)6 —n®+ Atp(n) (2.2)
=on°t + OM°72) + Adp(n). '
The following result due to Vaaler gives an approximation to ¢ (z).
Lemma 2.1 ([5, Appendix]). There exists a trigonometric polynomial
Vi(z) = Z ape(hz), (an < [B]71)
I<|hI<H
such that for any real x,
() — ¢ (@) < Y bae(ha), (bn < H™).
|h|<H
2.2.2 Definitions related to Waring-Goldbach Problem
Put
S(a,q) = Y e(az"/q),
1<z<q
(I)Q):l
Sm(@) = > (p(@)7'S(a,q)’e(-ma/q), (s €N,meZ)
1<agq
(a’)Q):l
(2.3)
G(m) = Zsm(q)v
g=1
N1/E S_1 & N1/E
)
J(z) 2/2 %(;x)dx, Z(z) :/0 o Le(za)d,

v(z) = @(a) ' 8(a,9) T (2).



By [7, Lemma 8.5] the estimate
S(a,q) < ¢"/*** (2.4)

holds for ged(a, ¢) = 1. By the substitution y = zz* and the trivial estimate, it
easily follows that

I(z) < min (NW, |z|*5/k) . (2.5)
Definition 2.2 (Major and Minor Arcs). For fixed x > 0, define
M,.(a,q) = {a €R:|ga—a| < LX)

Let M. be the union of all M (a, q) where a, q are coprime integers such that
1 < a < g < L% Note that the sets My (a,q) are pairwise disjoint and are
contained in the unit interval U,, = (L*X % 1 + LX %] Put m, = U, \ M..

2.3 Standard Lemmas

Lemma 2.3 ([0, Theorem 1]). Let k > 3 be an integer, and suppose that f :
[0, N] = R has continuous derivatives of order up to k on (0,N). Suppose
further that 0 < Ay < f®)(z) < ANy for € (0,N). Then,

Ak Nl+e (/\kl/k(k—l) L N-UkR=1) 4 N72/k(k71)/\;2/k2(k—1)) -

Lemma 2.4 ([5l Theorem 2.8]). Let q be a positive integer. Suppose that f
18 a real valued function with ¢ + 2 continuous derivatives on some interval I.
Suppose also that for some A > 0 and for some o > 1,

A< ()] < ar

on I. Let Q =21, Then,

> e(f(n) <
|[|(a2)\)1/(462—2) + |[|1—1/(2Q)a1/(2Q) + |[|1—2/Q+1/Q2)\—1/(2Q)

where the implied constant is absolute.

Lemma 2.5. Assume I is a subinterval of an interval I with |I1| > 1, and
g(x) is defined on I. Then,

Z e(g(n)) < log(1+|I]) sup
nel; v€[0,1]

> e(gn) +n)

nel




Proof. The result follows upon taking the supremum over all v € [0, 1] in

/Z n)+n) Y e(—ym)dy,

nell nel mely

and using the fundamental inequality

/

where ||7|| = min,ez |n — 7. O

1
Z e(—wm)’dv <</ min{|[1| s ”}dw < log(1+ I|)
0

mely

Lemma 2.6 ([3, Theorem 5]). Let k > 3 be an integer, and let a1, ..., ax € R.
Suppose that there exists a natural number j with 2 < j < k such that, for some
a €Z and g € N with (a,q) =1, one has |a; — a/q| < q~2. Then,

Z e(aan+ -+ agnt) < N1 (7L + N~ 4 gN - )l/k(k .

1<n<N
The following result can be deduced from [8, Prop. 13.4].

Lemma 2.7 (Vaughan’s Identity). Let u,v > 1 be real numbers. If n > v then,

An) = pla)logb— > Aa)Y uld)— D ub)Aa).

ab=n ab=n d|b abc=n
a<u a>v,b>u d<u b<u,av

Lemma 2.8. For any nonzero § € R,
§/k

- 5/k}10g10g/\f
[rt2 :

J(B) - L7I(B) < + min{NV/* |3

Proof. Using trivial estimate

J Jé/k
L 5176716([3;516) ((10gx)71 _ ﬁ*l) dr < @,
for any 2 < J < N'V/*. By partial integration
log (MY /)

N1/k
[ et e (oga) - £ de < sup | 2Bl
J

LlOgJ J<t§N1/k
where

t
(B3, 1) :/2 62 Le(Ba)dx < min{t’, |3|7%*}

uniformly for 2 < ¢t < N'/*. Choosing J = N''/*(log NV)~¢(*+1) and combining
the above estimates completes the proof. O



2.4 Exponential sum estimates

This part constitutes the backbone of the entire paper and is to be used in the
proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 2.9. Assume k >3, D > 0, and g(z) € R[z] is a polynomial of degree
not exceeding k. Let £ > k4 1 be an integer. Then, the estimate

Z e (g(n) + Dn‘s)

nel
< N1+€ ((DN(sfkfl)U 4 (DN(s)#'leU 4 (DN(;)—ﬁjr_’fg)

holds with o= = (¢ — 1) or with o' = 2 whenever £ = k + 1, for any
subinterval I of (N,2N], where the implied constant depends only on €,k and .

Proof. We shall first bound the sum

S elgln) + Dif)

n~N

for an arbitrary g(z) € Rlz] with deg g < k, and the result will follow by Lemma

We can assume that 241 < DN® < N*t1 since otherwise the claimed
estimate holds trivially. Put f(z) = g(z) + D2°. Form € Z with 1 <m < M <
N/2,

Y elf(m) = e(f(n+m)+O0(m).

n~N n~N

Thus, summing over m € [1, M],

S (i) < 52 3

n~N n~N

Z e(f(n+m)) |+ M.
1<m<M
Let Rj(z) = (1 + 2)° — Fj(x), where Fj(z) = > o0<i<i (f)xi is the jth Taylor
polynomial of (1 + z)°. Then, taking z = m/n,
f(n+m) = g(n+m)+ Dn’ (Fe(m/n) + Re(m/n))
= Py(m) + Dn’Ry(m/n)
where Py(z) = Zf:o cix’ € R[], ckr1 = CDn% %=1 and 0 < |C| < 1. Not-

ing that R)(r) < |z|® uniformly for |x| < M/N < 1/2, we derive by partial
integration and Lemma that

Y elftntm))

m<M

e (Py(m) +~ym) |log M.

1<m<M

< (1 + DN‘S(M/N)Hl) sup
~v€[0,1)




Note that [cp+1 £ 1/q| < ¢72, where ¢ = ||cp41]|7!| > 1 since |cg41] < 1. Then,
taking £ = k+ 1 and applylng Weyl’s inequality (cf. [13, Lemma 2.4]) yields for
any v € R that

—k
S e(Brsa(m) +am) < M7 (g7 4 M7 g
1<m<M

while it follows from Lemma that for arbitrary ¢ > k + 1,

Z e (Py(m) +ym) < M (¢ + M1 + qM_k_l)l/l(lil) .

1<m<M

In either case, we choose M = N(DN‘S)*T so that we have 1 < M < N/2,
and thus we obtain

Z e(f(n)) < Nite (q_l + M+ qM_k_l)a Y
n~N

Using the definitions of M and ¢, and the fact that o < (¢ — k)~!, we see that
the contribution of N1*(gM~k=1)7 is already larger than M, thus M can be
eliminated, and the result follows. o

Lemma 2.10. Uniformly for any complex numbers an,by, with |ay|, |bm| < 1
and g(t) € R[t] of degree not exceeding k,

S(z,y) = Z anbme(hn®m® 4 g(mn)) < N7 min{S;, Sa, Ss},

m~x
n~y
mn~N

where
= (HN*tam 6 4 (RN e B
+ (HIN?)~ /2 4 (@) N2 4 0™ Rhae 2,
Sy = (x/N)1/2 + (|h|N6)71/k(k+1)2 + g 1/2k(k+1)
+ (|h|Né—1gC—k)1/2(lc2+lc+1)7

Sg _ I72—k—1 i (:E/N)l/2 i 9l—2k_ol—k g—k—1

+ (|B| NPty T

(I

Proof. We may assume that |h|N°~'2~% < 1; otherwise, the assertion is trivial.
Applying Weyl-van der Corput inequality (cf. |5, Lemma 2.5]) we see that

zy)® | ay?
S?(x, <<(—+— max T'(g,n,z
@) < SE- 4T S max (o)

1<lql<@Q
where 1 < @ < y is to be chosen optimally, and
D(g,n,x) =Y e (h((n+9)° —n’)m’ +g((n+qm) —g(nm)),  (2.7)
mel



where T C (z,2z] is an interval determined by the conditions m ~ x, nm ~ N,
and (n 4+ ¢)m ~ N.

If we apply Lemma with D = |h((n+ q)° —n’)|, noting that D <
|hgly®~!, we obtain

T(g,n,x) < &' ((|hg| N°~'z=*)7
+ (|hgl N~ 1w )T + (kg NP )~ ).
Inserting this estimate above and summing over ¢ yields
§%(,y)(ay) > € Q7 + QBN aHy?
T (QIMIN e P 4 (QIIN )
Using [5l Lemma 2.4] to choose 1 < @ < y optimally, we conclude that
(@, y)(wy) 727 < (IBIN°La )7 4 (BN 4 aN
H(RINT a7+ (BINS e T
F(|R|INO) T 4 g TR (k) e

Since |h|N°~12=% < 1, we can eliminate the second and the fourth terms, and
the last term is smaller than the penultimate one.
If we instead apply Lemma (with k + 1 in place of k) to ([2.7)), we obtain

I'(g,n,z) < plte (('hqlN(?flek)l/k(kle)
4 g VR (|hq|N5—lx)—2/k(k+l)2>7
which yields
S%(z,y)(zy) 2 < Q7 + (Q|h|N5—lx—k)1/k(k+1)
4o VR (Q|h|N571w)72/k(k+1)2'
Using [5, Lemma 2.4] once again, we conclude that

S2(z,y)(xy) 27 < &/N + (|h|NO L= F)V/R(E+D) =1 /k(k+1)
+ (|h|ND) =2/ ROHD? =2 K(48) (|| NI~y L (K41
Since |h|N°~1z7F < 1, we eliminate the second term.

Finally, if we apply van der Corput’s result, Lemma 2.4] to (2.7) and carry
on similar calculations as above, we derive the desired estimate. O

Lemma 2.11. For any e > 0, and ¢ € (1,2),

Ses(a, X) = Tos(a, X) + 0(X€ max {X‘” | X })

Scﬁk(oé, X) = Tc,k(a, X) +0 (X(1+5)2VV111 +5) . k>4

holds uniformly for o € R, where v is given by (4).



Proof. By [210), (22) and Merten’s Theorem (see [8, Equation (2.15)])

Serlo, X) =Tek(o, X) + Y e(ap®)Av(p) + O(loglog X).  (2.8)
p<X

In order to bound the middle term on the right, we divide the range of summa-
tion [2, X] into dyadic intervals of the form (N,2N]. Applying Lemma 2] on
each such interval, we see that

3 e(ap®) AW — ") (p) < Hy' >

p~N ‘h|<HN

Z e(hn®)

n~N

Using the exponent pair (1/2,1/2) (cf. [5, Ch. 3]) we obtain the estimate

> e(hn’) < |B|2N®/2 4 || TINT (h #0)
n~N
so that
Z e(ap®) A —*)(p) < NHy' + BY? + Hytlog HyN'=9, (2.9)
p~N

where B = HyN°®.
Next, we turn to the sum involving ¢*. First using partial summation and
then introducing von Mangoldt function we obtain

+V/N.

max
log N N'<2N

> elap®) Ay (p) <

p~N

Z AY*(n)e(an®)A(n)

} N<n<N’

Recalling the definition of ¢* it is not too hard (see [5], 4.6]) to derive that

> e(ap®) A (p) < O(N) + VN,
p~N

0—1
O(N) N Z max

~ log N N'<2N
1<|h|<HN

(2.10)

Z e(an® + hn®)A(n)).

N<n<N'

Assume that w,v > 1 are real numbers with uv < N. Using Lemma 2.7 we
write the inner sum on the right as £y — Es — E3 where

E, = Z wu(n) Z e (oz(nm)k + h(nm)‘;) logm

n<u N/n<m<N'/n
— Z ( Z u(b)A(a)) Z e (a(nm)* + h(nm)?),
m<u bgbu,:a"év N/m<n<N'/m

E= Y A(n)(Zu(d))e(a(nm)k—I—h(nm)5),
d|

N<nm<N'’
n>v,m>u d<u

10



and

E; = Z ( Z u(b)A(a))e (a(nm)® + h(nm)°).

N<nm<N’'  ab=m

u<m<uv Su,av
Note that
E k 1. :
1 < log N Z N<IJI\1/?§2N‘ Z e (a(nm)” + h(nm)°®) (2.11)
1<n<u N/n<m<N'/n

Thus, applying Lemma 29 with D = |h|n® to the inner sum above and summing
over n < u we obtain

By < N ((BIN°) /) (D72
+ (BN (u/N)7 =% 4 (B N) =557
Hence, the contribution to (ZI0) from F; is
< B (B (u/N) D78 4 B (u/N)TE 4 BT, (2.12)

Next, we estimate the bilinear sums F5 and F3. We first note that Fy <
NeY oy |1S(@,y)l, where

S(x,y) = Z b, Z ane (a(nm)¥ + h(nm)?)

m~x n~y

N<nm<N’

with y > v, 2 > u, 2y < N and |an|, [bm| < 1. Also, B3 < logN 3 |S(z,y)]
with a similar bilinear sum S(z,y), where u < z < wv, zy < N and |ay|, |bn| <
1. Applying the bound S; in Lemma [2.10] we obtain

By + By < N'W2 (6712 4 (un/N)V2 4 u” 70577/ 4 (|| NT)~ 50/
(BN )T (N ).
Choosing v = (N/u)"/?, we see that the contribution of Ey + E3 to (ZI0) is
< B'tE ((u/N)1/4 +umEro/? L prEe/?
+ (BNl H) 7 ¢ (BN’lu’k)i%). (2.13)
Combining (2.9)), 212) and ([Z.13) we conclude that

3 elaph)Ai(p) < NHy' + B mio/24e 4 pi/2
p~N

+ Blte (BO’(U/N)(]C"F].)O'—E + (U/N)1/4 + BH%(U/N)U—E

TR 4 (BN )7 4 (BN ) ).

11



Note that the second term dominates the third. Since the first two terms are
independent of u, we choose
1-A(0) (€ — k)a

Hy = N9 =xm A(l) = WD

so as to balance them first. Note that with this choice, we have 1 < Hy < N,

and
1-A(0)

NHy' = NO*9540 | B = HyN® = N7,

In order to minimize N H&l, we set

A= A = max A(().
k1

It follows by an easy computation that £ = |3k/2| maximizes A(¢), and with

this choice of A, we find by setting « = N'/? that all the remaining terms are
smaller than N Hg,l, and thus we conclude that

1—A
> e(aph)Ap(p) < NOFI =R, (2.14)
p~N

Next, we estimate the inner sum in (ZTII]) using Lemma 23] This gives
B < Nl-i—a((hNé)l/k(k—i-l)(u/N)l/k+(u/N)l/k(k—i-l)_|_(hN6)—2/k(k+1)2),
whose contribution to [2.10)) is
< Blte (Bl/k(kJrl)(u/N)l/k + (U/N)l/k(kJrl) +372/k(k+1)2)' (2.15)

Using the bound S in ([Z.6]), we see that the contribution of Es + F5 to ([2.10)
is

< Blte ((U/N)l/zi 1 B Y/R(RD? | 1 2k (k)
+(BN’1u’k)1/2(k2+k+1)). (2.16)
Combining (29), (Z15) and 2I16) shows that (21I0) is bounded by
Nngl L pl-/k(k+1)? 4 plie (Bl/k(k+1)(u/N)1/k+ (U/N)l/k(kJrl)
4o L/2R(e D) (BN—lu—k)1/2(k2+k+1)>'
Choosing Hy to balance the first two terms again gives

- 1
NHG3 = N8 o=~
N o Kk + 1)

12



As before, for v = N'/2, all the remaining terms are dominated by N H&l.
Thus,
Z e(ap®) Av(p) < N+ =gt (2.17)
p~N
One can easily check that for 3 < k < 11, using Heath-Brown’s result
(Lemma 23)) gives a better estimate since C' > A. For k > 12, however, A > C,
which explains our choice in (L4).
Finally, (only) for £ = 3, one can do slightly better than Heath-Brown’s
estimate by using van der Corput’s estimate; namely, by Lemma [Z4] with ¢ = 2,
it follows that

1
4

By < Nlog N ((hN‘;(u/N)‘l) M 4 (u/N)F + (hNé)—%N%)
whose contribution to (2I0) is
< BlogN((B(u/N)‘*)ﬁ + (u/N)F + B—%N%). (2.18)
On the other hand, using S3 in ([2.10), we obtain for k = 3,
Ey+ B3 < N'*(u™T + B%u~1 0~ % + B 16 (N/v)%
+ (uv/N)? + B_%(uv)i).
Choosing v = \/N—/u and summing over h, the contribution from Es + FEj is
< B (4T 4 BON Fu T 4 (u/N)T + BT (uN)w). (2.19)
Combining (29)), 2I8) and ([ZI9), the total contribution is
< NHy'+ BY"5N16 4 B (y 16 4 B3s N0y~ 16 4 B~ 16 (uN)1
+ B (u/N)T + (u/N)?).
Choosing u optimally above by using [5l Lemma 2.4] with 1 < u < N, we have
that (2Z2I0) is bounded by
< NHy'+ B (N~ + BHN "% + B~ %N + BHN T + B HN®
+BHENTH 4 N7+ BTN 4 Bl N 4 BANTH),
Here, only the first term has Hy with a negative exponent. Balancing terms

with an appropriate 1 < Hy < N using [5, Lemma 2.4] again, (2.I0]) is bounded
by

14641 60641 765+1 246—1

< 315—4 1564 795—4
<<N(1_|_N %6 + N 30 J+N 6 4 N"1a 4N LN 7 LN 22

211642 1695—16 316427 606461 156+11

5564 7541
4+ N 222 4 N" 162 4+ N 52 L+ NwsT2 p N6t 4 N 122 4 N~ 29

765+77 796475 21164213 16964153 556451 )

+ N~ 136 4+ N~ 157 +N%+%+N 133 + N~ 331 -+ N~ 109
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Comparing all the terms under the assumption that § € (1/2,1), we end up
with

Z e(ozpk)Ad)(p) < N€max {Nmfgﬁ77 St }
p~N

The result follows by inserting (Z14), 2I7) and [220)) back to ([Z.8]). O

Lemma 2.12. If1 < ¢ < 12/11, then for any o € My(a, q) with ged(a,q) =1,
1 <a<qg<L" and sufficiently large X, we have

Sc,k(avX) - ’U(Oz - a/q) < X6 exp(—C' V logX)v

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant and the implied constant depends only on

k and k.

(2.20)

Proof. Combining (Z8) with equations (Z9) and (ZI0), in which we take Hy =
N1=9+2 we see that

Sc,k(a;X) _Tc,k(ayX) < Z (Néis +@(N)) .
N=2!<X

The inner sum in the definition of ©(N) can be written as

k
Z e (ﬂ) Z e(Bn* + hn®)A(n) + O(qlog N).
1<m<g N 1 Now
(m,q)=1 n=m mod q

Removing e(8n*) by partial summation this double sum is bounded by

kprkyv—k, —1
Z (l—I—NEX q )N<r%£})<<2N .

> e(hn®)A(n)

1<m<q N<n<N’
(m,q)=1 n=m mod q

Applying the estimate given as the first equation on page 323 of [2], which is
uniform both in m and ¢, we derive that

5—1 pr—1 —1 5
O(N) < N°™°L Z q Z pax, Z e(hn®)A(n)

1<m<q 1<|h|<HN N<n<N’
(m,q)=1 n=m mod q

< N°exp(—c14/log N)

for an absolute constant ¢; > 0, and any fixed 1 < ¢ < 12/11.
Next, we deal with T, ;(a, X). Writing f = a —a/q

Torlo, X)= Y e(ab®/q) > p°'e(Bp") + O(w(q))
1<b<q p<X
(b,q9)=1 p=bmodq
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where w(n) is the number of distinct prime divisors of n. It follows from Siegel-

Walfisz theorem that
1 /”” dt
l=— | = 4 B,
) ¢(q) Jo logt (=)

PLT
p=bmod q

uniformly for ¢ < £", where E(x) < x exp(—czv/log x) for an absolute constant
co2 = ca(k) > 0 and large x. By partial integration we derive that

X 6—1 k
S et - [,
= a-  p(g)logx
pzb?nodq

X

+0 (X‘;lE(X) +E“/ |E(a:)|a:62dx> .

Using E(z) < x when z is small (say 2 < v/X) and the above bound for large
x in the last integral and inserting the result above we obtain

Ter(o, X) =v(a—a/q) + Oy (X‘s exp(—cm/logX)) ,

for sufficiently large X and some positive absolute constant c3 < ca. Combining
all the estimates above, the result follows. o

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

Recall that, for a fixed k > 3 and ¢ > 1, Rgc,)c (N) is the number of representations
of a positive integer N as in ([I.J)). It can be rewritten as

RSJ)C(N)Z/L{Sc,k(a,X)Se(—aN)da,

where U/ is any interval of unit length and X = |[N/*|.

Lemma 3.1 (Major Arcs). Assume that s > max(5,k + 1), and that 1 < ¢ <

min{13, $}. Then, uniformly for integers m with 1 <m <N, and x > 254—f9,

(I +6/k)° NOs/k=1
S, (_ _ d0s/k—1
/ N Sek(a, X)’e(—am)da = S(m)m T (s3/k)C* +0( 7 :
Proof. By Lemma [2.12] below,
Sc,k(au‘;() - ’U(Oé - a/Q) < “<6E(‘<)7

where F(X) = exp(—czy/log X), uniformly for oo € M, (a, q) with (a,q) = 1 and
1<a<q¢g< L Put B=a—a/q. Then,

Ser(a, X)* —v(B)* < (X°E(X))* + X E(X)(B)"~".
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Therefore,

Z Z /sm (Sep(o, X)® —v(a —a/q)*)e(—am)da = o (X‘ss*kﬁfs) .

q<Lr a<q w(a,q)
(a,9)=1

Furthermore,
S % [ eerd-amda= Y su@ [ 76 e-pmas.
Sy D) e lasI< L5

Using Lemma 2.8 together with (Z.5) and the bound S,,(q) < ¢'~*/?*¢ (which
follows from (Z4)), we see that replacing the integral J(3) above by £L~1Z(3)
introduces an error of size o(X°%*~*/L£%). We can then extend the integral over
B to R with another permissible error. By [I, Lemma 8],

ss/k—1 L (L +3/k)°

/R T(8)*e(~fm)dB = m R

Finally, using
>~ Snlg) = &(m) + 0 (Lr72/22))

qsLr
completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.2 (Minor Arcs). Assume that A > 0, and t is an integer for which
(@T2) holds. Then,

/ |Sc)]g(Oé,X)|sté < X6s—k£2t—1—)\6(s—2t)+n +X(s—2t)9+2t—k+8,
m

K

provided that k > 258 (2 4+ X), where 0 is the exponent of X in the error term in
Lemma 2111

Proof. Using equation (2.8]) we obtain

/ [Se.i(c, X)|°da < I + Iz + O ((loglog X )*)
m,
where

S

> e(ap®) A (p)

p<X

Il :/ |Tcﬁk(a,X)|Sdoz, IQ :/
my me

We first bound I;. Let 2 < J < X be a constant to be determined. By partial
integration

T.p(a, X) < J° 4+ J°71 sup

> e(ap®)
J<t<X

J<p<t
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Take a € m,,. By Dirichlet’s approximation theorem, one can find integers a, g
with 1 < a < ¢ < L7%X* such that |a — a/q| < ¢7'L*X %, Since o € m,;, we
have ¢ > £". Writing o = a/q + 8, and using partial integration we obtain

Z e(ap®) < sup
J<p<t J<yst

T e<ap’f/q>] (141814

J<p<sy

Following the proof of Lemma and recalling that y <t < X,

Z e(ap®/q) < log X sup
J<p<y ~€[0,1)

> e(apk/q+w)},

p<X

so that

Ton(o, X) < J° +J°71 sup
~€[0,1)

> elap* /g +p)

p<X

log X.

By [, Theorem 10] it follows for arbitrary A > 0 and any v € R that whenever
K > 208(2 4 ),

Z e(ap®/q+p) < XL L.
p<X

Choosing J = X £~ we conclude that
Tep(a, X) < XL,

Using this bound together with Holder’s inequality yields

2t
I; < sup |Tcyk(a,X)|572t/ Z Zép‘;*le(apk) do
acmg m
~ 1 l=N<X p~N
1 2t
< (Xéﬁ—)\é)(s—2t)£2t—1 Z / Z 5p6—le(apk) da.
0

N<X p~N

By considering the underlying Diophantine equations we see that the last inte-

gral is
1 2t
< N2t(571)/ Z e(an®)| da.
0 Thgn
Using (2] we conclude that for some 1 > 0,
Il < X5S*k£2t717)\5(572t)+77. (31)

Next, we deal with I>. Note that

2t
dao.

s—2t 1
/0

I < sup | > e(ap®)A¢(p)

acm, p<X

Z e(an®)

n<X
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Using (Z8) and then applying Lemma 2111 together with (L2) we obtain
12 < X(s—2t)9+2t—k+a' (32)
Combining (3 and [B2)), the proof is completed. O

The proof of Theorem [[I] can now be completed by taking m = N in
Lemma[3 ] and observing that taking A (and thus &) sufficiently large in Lemma
ensures that the contribution from minor arcs is o(X%~*£~%) under the
additional assumption in ([L3)).
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