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ON THE THEORY OF PRIME-PRODUCING SIEVES

KEVIN FORD AND JAMES MAYNARD

ABSTRACT. We develop the foundations of a general framework for producing optimal upper and
lower bounds on the sum Zp ap over primes p, where (an)gz/2<n<s iS an arbitrary non-negative
sequence satisfying Type I and Type II estimates.

Our lower bounds on Zp ap depend on a new sieve method, which is non-iterative and uses all
of the Type I and Type II information at once. We also give a complementary general procedure
for constructing sequences (a,) satisfying the Type I and Type II estimates, which in many cases
proves that our lower bounds on Zp ap are best possible. A key role in both the sieve method and

the construction method is played by the geometry of special subsets of R¥.

This allows us to determine precisely the ranges of Type I and Type II estimates for which
an asymptotic for Zp ap is guaranteed, that a substantial Type II range is always necessary to
guarantee a non-trivial lower bound for Zp ap, and to determine the optimal bounds in some
naturally occurring families of parameters from the literature. We also demonstrate that the optimal
upper and lower bounds for > »p exhibit many discontinuities with respect to the Type I and Type
IT ranges, ruling out the possibility of a particularly simple characterization.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main technique for estimating the number of primes in a finite set which doesn’t possess
particular multiplicative structure is the method of Type I/Type II sums. This allows one to obtain
an asymptotic estimate or a non-trivial lower bound for the number of primes in the set provided
one has a suitably good understanding of the behaviour of the set in arithmetic progressions (a
‘Type I’ estimate) and provided one has suitably good control of certain bilinear sums associated
to the set (a ‘Type II’ estimate). Unfortunately, the sieve process which one uses to translate these
Type I and Type II estimates to arithmetic information about primes in the set is still poorly
understood; there is limited understanding of how strong these estimates need to be in order to
detect primes, or what are the best possible bounds on the number of primes in the set for given
Type I and Type II estimates.

More generally, we consider a sequence (ay)y/2<n<, Of non-negative weights, normalized to have
average value about 1, and we wish to estimate the sum Zp a, over primes p. A typical example
would be when a, is the normalized indicator function of a set of positive integers. It is often
convenient to show that the size of Zp ap is similar to Zp b, for a simpler comparison sequence
(bn) rather than attempt to directly estimate ) ap. In particular, (b,) should have similar distri-
butional properties to (a,) but Zp b, should be relatively easy to bound via some version of the
prime number theorem, and our goal is to bound Zp a, in terms of Zp bp.

The ‘Type I’ and ‘Type I’ estimates state that the sequence w,, = a,, — b, has average zero in
the following strong sense. Assume that for some constants v, 6, v with

(1.1) 0<y<l, 0<0<3i 0<v<1-—0,
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and some large constant B > 0, we have the following estimates:
e (Type I range [0,1 —7]): We have

(1) Z 78(m) max ‘ Z Winn

interval Z
m<aY x/2<mn<z
nel

x
<

logB x

e (Type II range [0, 6 + v]): For any complex numbers &,,, k,, with [&,| < 78(m) and |k,| <

78(n) for m,n € N, we have

X
(2/2)? <m<a®+” 08T
z/2<mn<z

Under these hypotheses, an estimate such as Vaughan’s identity can be used to show that if
v+ v > 1 and B is sufficiently large then

Z A(n)a, = Z A(n)bn+0((lmgiw)’

r/2<n<z z/2<n<x

so the condition v + v > 1 gives a sufficient condition to get a good estimate for Zp ap provided
prime powers are negligible. Unfortunately, in many applications it is difficult (or impossible)
to produce Type I and Type II ranges with v + v > 1 and so it is important to obtain non-
trivial results with rather weaker assumptions. In some cases the Heath-Brown identity gives an
asymptotic formula from and even when Vaughan’s identity fails to do so. On the other
hand, Selberg [28] showed that whenever v = 0, there are examples of a,, with b, = 1 for all n which
satisfy for arbitrary v < 1 but with Zp ap = 0, so non-trivial Type II information is necessary
to detect primes (specifically, take a, = 1 + A(n) and b, = 1 for all n, where \ is the Liouville
function). Harman’s sieve [12] is a technique developed to get non-trivial lower bounds for > ap
with weaker assumptions on the Type I and Type II ranges, since lower bounds are often sufficient
for many applications. With this in mind, we let C*(v,0,v) and C~ (v, 6,v) be the smallest and
largest constants such that

(C (7,0,v) +o(1 )Zb Zap ( (7,0,v) +o(1 )Zb

for any non-negative sequence a,, with w,, = a,, —b, satisfying (I) and . (To make this precise we
of course need some assumptions on b,; see Subsections and for our precise setup.) Taking
an = b, = 1 for all n shows that C~(~,0,v) <1< C*(v,0,v). We have an asymptotic formula for
>_pap whenever C~(v,0,v) = C*(,0,v) = 1 and a non-trivial lower bound for primes whenever
C~(v,6,v) > 0.

The main aim of this paper is to introduce a new method to analyze the constants C’i(’y, 0,v)
for general parameters v, 8, v. In contrast with the largely ad hoc methods of many previous works,
especially those relying on the iterative techniques of the Harman sieve, we argue directly, deploying
all of the Type I and Type II information at once. As a consequence, we are able to determine the
precise value of the constants in various regimes, thereby both improving previous estimates and
demonstrating general limitations of the Type I/Type II setup.



ON THE THEORY OF PRIME-PRODUCING SIEVES 3

1.1. Examples from the literature. Table 1 illustrates a few examples of parameters where
the author(s) have been successful in counting primes in particular sets. In all but the first two
examples, we have v + v < 1. In the first, second and seventh example an asymptotic formula was
proven, while in the other examples the author(s) found lower bounds on Zp a, of the expected

order of magnitude]l]

v | 0 | v | Reference Property of the primes p

31 1| 3 | Friedlander-Iwaniec [9] p=a?+y

% % % Heath-Brown [14] p =+ 2y3

2|5 | % | Jia [17] {ap} < p~9/28

% % % Maynard [20] p missing a digit in base 10

31 1| & | Merikoski [23], Thm. 1 p=a>+ (y> +1)2

2 | & | & | Merikoski [23], Thm. 2 p=az>+ (y®+ 2%)?

3| 0 | 3 | Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec [7] | 22 = a (mod p) for z/p in a short interval
3 | 0 | + | Sarnak-Ubis [27] dynamical systems at prime times

TABLE 1. Examples from the literature (epsilons omitted)

2. MAIN RESULTS

As mentioned in the introduction, the main contribution of this paper is to introduce a new
framework to study the method of Type I/II sums, developed in Sections |§| and |7} To demonstrate
the benefits of this framework, we first give various consequences on the optimality and limitations
of the method of Type I/II sums which follow from this approach.

Throughout the paper, we assume that the sequences (ay), (b,) and (w,) are supported on
integers in (z/2, z]. In addition to the Type I bound and Type II bound , we postulate mild
growth conditions on the sequence (w,,) which depends on a parameter w and the quantity v from

(LT):

(w) Z |wp|T(n) < x(logz)”, wy, = —a?10 (2/2 <n < ).

n
2.1. Minimal Type II range. Our first result shows that for any v < 1 there is a minimum
amount of Type II information, measured by v, required to detect primes.

Theorem 2.1 (Minimal Type II range). For all v < 1, there is a constant vy(y) > 0 such that
the following holds. If B > 0 and (v,0,v) satisfies with v < vy (), then for all x suffiicently
large (in terms of B,~,0,v), there is a bounded non-negative sequence (ay) such that wy, = a, — 1
satisfies () and , but a, =0 for all primes p. In particular,

C™(v,0,v) = 0.

1Strictly speaking, several of these results only established for special coefficients &, kn, such as those that do
not correlate with any character of conductor (log z)®™V, or coming out of an explicit sieve. A mild generalization of
the underlying methods should allow one to establish and (II) in full. In the interests of simplicity we will ignore
this technicality.
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Theorem gives the first examples (at least with v > 1/2 and v > 0) of sequences satisfying
non-trivial Type I and Type II estimates but not containing primes, thereby putting limitations on
when a non-trivial lower bound can be obtained using the method of Type I/II sums. In Theorem
the comparison sequence is simply b, = 1.

The principal tool in the proof is the construction of a family of functions which resemble the
Liouville function and may be of independent interest. These are fed into our general method of
constructing example sequences. Theorem will be proven in Section [9}

2.2. Asymptotic for primes. Our second result gives a simple criterion (both necessary and
sufficient) for when an asymptotic formula is guaranteed from Type I/II estimates. It turns out
that after certain relatively straightforward reductions, it suffices to consider (v, 6,v) € Q, where

lonvc1p_— _
(21) Q:: (7,9’1/) . XV 1 19 v or 1 6 v < 1 '
0<0<f+v<s5 or 0< 9< O0+v=1-06
This reduction is explained in Section [4] alongside the formal definition of C*(v,,v). The proof
of Theorem [2.2] will be given in Section

Theorem 2.2 (Asymptotic). Suppose that (v,0,v) € Q and define M = |1/(1 —~)]. Let (Al)
and (A2) be the claims

(A1) For all integers n > M +1,3a € N so that > € 0,0 + v].
(A2) For some positive integer h,h(1 —~) € [0,0 +v]U[1 —0 —v,1 —4].
Then:

(a) If both . and . ) hold, then for any A > 1 and w > 1, whenever B is large enough in
terms of A,w,v,0,v and (w,) satisfies (I . . and . we have

Xz
Wp <<A T4
2.1 €A {iog )

In particular, C~(v,0,v) = Ct(v,0,v) = 1.

(b) If either or fails, then there is a constant 6 > 0 such that for any B > 0
and all x sufficiently large in terms of B,~,0,v, there are bounded, non-negative sequences
(af)x/kn@ with wr = af — 1 satisfying and and with

Za <=0 > 1, Dagf=+6) > 1L

:1:/2<p<z P z/2<p<z
In particular, C~(v,0,v) <1< C*(fy,ﬁ,u).

For a given triple (v, 0,v) € Q, conditions (A1) and . are simple to Check, since the conclusion
of (A1) is always true when n > 1/v, and we need only check h < M+1in as (M+1)(1—v) > 1.
For part (b), we note that a bounded sequence (wy,) always satisfies (w]) for w = 2 when z is large

enough. From (a), if (Al) and (A2) both hold then we obtain the asymptotic > a, ~ >, by,

provided that 3 b, > z(log x)~P for a constant D, and B is large enough. Informally, Theorem
[2.2] can be thought of as showing that one can obtain an asymptotic formula for primes precisely
when the Heath-Brown identity would give one, and a simple combinatorial classification of when
this is the case.

In Table an asymptotic formula was obtained in the first, second and seventh examples. If
we ignore technicalities related to whether the results are obtained with € losses in the parameters
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(which is addressed below), a short computation shows that in these three cases both (Al) and
(A2)) hold, whereas in each of the remaining examples (Al]) fails but (A2) holds. See Subsection
[4.4] for further examples and discussion.

2.3. Continuity and discontinuity of C*(v,,v) near the asymptotic region. Typically, the
Type I bound (I) and Type II bound (II) are proven for the set of triples P. := (y—¢,0 +¢&,v — 2¢)
for some fixed P = (v,6,v), where € > 0 is arbitrary and z is large enough as a function of . In
many cases we have lim,_,o+ C*(P.) = C*(P). However, we have discovered that there are many
points P where the functions C* are discontinuous.

The nature of the situation is slightly different when v = 1/2, so first we restrict to v > 1/2 and
define

A:={P=(y,0,v)€Q:v>1/2, CE(~,0,v) =1},
A*:={PeA: P. ¢ AVe € (0,v/2)}.

Thus A is the set of triples (with v > 1/2) for which the asymptotic holds and A* is the set of
boundary points of A. Clearly the functions C* are continuous on the interior of A since they are
identically 1 there, so any discontinuities on A must occur on A*.

Theorem 2.3 (Continuity-discontinuity for v > 1). Suppose that P = (v,0,v) € A*. Let be
the claim

(B) JheN:h(l-—v)€l0,04+v)U[l—0—v,1—0).
Then we have the following.
(a) If either 8 =0 or if holds, then

(2.2) CE(P.) =1+ 0p(e).
(b) If 0 > 0 and fails, then
(2.3) sup C~(P:) <1 < inf CT(F.).
e>0 e>0

Theorem [2.3] will be proven in Section A simple consequence of Theorem [2.3] is that the
functions C*(P) are continuous at P € A* if and only if (B) holds or # = 0. We see that in the
first and second rows of Table when an asymptotic is obtained and v > 1/2, condition (B])
holds, and so an asymptotic formula follows from the Type I and Type II estimates for P, (for all
€ > 0); this is essentially what was actually established in these papers.

When v = 0 the value of C*(v,6,v) is closely related to the upper bound function of the linear
sieve, which satisfies a delay-differential equation. One might have hoped that a full theory of prime
detecting sieves would correspondingly produce constants C* which satisfy similar relations. The
presence of many discontinuities in the constants means that there is no simple generalization of
the delay-differential equation when one incorporates Type II information.

As far as we are aware, this is the first time that genuine discontinuities have been shown to exist
(at least when v > 1/2). It has been observed in the past that Harman’s sieve can produce bounds
which are discontinuous when extra arithmetic information is also included (see, for example, the
comments at the end of [2]), but typically the sieve bounds of Harman'’s sieve are continuous when
just Type I and Type II information is involved.

To illustrate Theorem and Theorem Figure 1 shows A and A* for the case 0 = % and
1 —v > 60+ v. The dotted region is A (thus C* = 1), the thick line segments are places where
P € A* and (B) fails (thus C* are discontinuous there) and the vertical boundary segments are
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FIGURE 1. Part of the set A and A*.

where P € A* and (B) holds (thus C* are continuous there). At the corners such as y = 1,
0 4+ v = %, we also have (B) failing, while at corners such as v = 2, § + v = 1, (B) holds. Figure 1
illustrates a general principle, proven later in Lemma, that discontinuities occur at P € A if

and only if one leaves A by decreasing v while keeping 6, v fixed.

Now we consider the case v = 1/2. Let P = (1/2,0,v) € Q with C*(P) = 1. If 0 + v < 1/2,
then condition (A2) forces # = 0 and so (Al]) forces v > 1/3. If instead 6 + v = 1/2 then (A2))
holds automatically and (A1) holds provided 6 < 1/3. Thus we are interested in the set

5 ={G.0v): t<v<itu{@.0,i-0:0<0<i].

Theorem 2.4 (Continuity-discontinuity when v = 1/2). Let P € A5. Then, for 0 < & < &,
C~(P:) = 0. Furthermore, if 0 =0 then CT(P.) =14 O(e).

The first claim in Theorem will be proven in Section [4] as part of Theorem while the
second claim will be proven in Section

In some applications there is a natural barrier to obtaining (lIj) with v > %, and Theorem (and
the more general Theorem shows that one cannot hope to obtain non-trivial lower bounds
on primes without some additional assumptions (but one can still obtain strong upper bounds
with sufficient Type II estimates when 6 = 0). The proof that C~(P:) = 0 for all € > 0 utilizes
constructions of sequences which depend strongly on ¢ and take values > 1/e. If, however, we
impose the additional constraint that w,, is divisor bounded, then we are able to recover good lower
bounds for primes when ¢ — 0. This was exploited in Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec [7] in the case

0=0v= % and Sarnak and Ubis [27] for the case v = % To this end, we let Ciy(P;0) and
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Cpq(P; 0) be the smallest and largest constants such that
(Cra(Pro) +0 )Zb Zap (Cra(Pr o) + o1 )Zb

for any non-negative sequence a,, with w,, = a, —b,, satisfying (I) and (II)) with the added condition
that |w,| < 7(n)?. Observe that this extra hypothesis automatically implies if @ is large enough
in terms of p and z is large enough. Precise technical definitions will be given in Section [4]

Theorem 2.5 (Continuity for bounded sequences with v = 1/2). Suppose P = (1,0,v) with
$<v<3,0<e< 15 and 0 > 1. Then we have C, (Ps; 0) = 14+ 0,(e) and Cf(Pz; 0) = 14 0,(e).

Theorem will be proven in Section I Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec [7] essentially showed a
version of Theorem [2.5 when p = 1.

2.4. Analysis of two special families. We consider two families of parameters P = (7,60, v)
where C~(P) < 1 < C*(P) which have been prominent in the literature and demonstrate that our
framework (particularly Theorems and [7.3) is capable of establishing exact formulas for C*(P)
in some ranges.

The first family of parameters we consider is Py = (1 —6,0,1 — 30). If a, is the normalized
indicator function of a set J C (z/2, z] containing 21 ¢ elements, then one can only hope for () to
hold for v < 1 —c and for 6 > c. Moreover, there is a natural barrier in attempting to establish
with 0 +v > 1 — 2cE| Thus the parameters Py often represent the best Type I and Type II
estimates we can hope for when considering a set with 2!~¢+°(1) elements.

This parameter family was intensively investigated by Harman [12] in developing his sieve
method. In particular, these ranges played a fundamental role in finding small fractional parts
of ap where « is a given real number (see, e.g., Jia [I7] and Harman [I2 Chapters 3 and 5])
and in work on prime values of incomplete norm forms (see [2I]) because these cases handled sets

containing z1~?t°(1) elements.
When 6 < i, we have C*(P) = 1, which follows from Theorem and was a critical part

of the work of Friedlander-Iwaniec [9] on primes of the form x? + y*. As § — 1/3 the Type II
range becomes arbitrarily small, and so it follows from Theorem that C~(Py) = 0 when 0 is
sufficiently close to 1/3. Thus the main region of interest is 1/4 < 6 with 6 not too close to 1/3.

Theorem 2.6. For 1/4 <0 < 2/7, we have

T dphdpy (2 log (=)
CT1-0,6,1-30)=1 2/ / 5152(1—51—52)_1 2/129 a(l —a) o

1-30<p1<B2<0
B1+B2>1/2

For 6 close to i we find
1-C(1-6,0,1—30)=64(0—1/4)> +0(6 — 1/4)3.

Numerically,
C™(5/7,2/7,1/7) = 0.9214823.. ...

2Showing one can take 6 + v > 1 — 2¢ is closely related to estimating #{n : nmi,nmo € J} with an error term
better than O(1) on average over mi,ma ~ x>~ 2°T¢ (i.e. to show bilinear cancellation in the error term), which is
typically very difficult outside of special situations.
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This improves upon the result of Harman [12, Ch. 3,5], who showed weaker lower bounds on
C~(Pp), in particular

1-C~(1-0,0,1—30) <80(0 —1/4)* +0((0 — 1/4)*),

and C~(5/7,2/7,1/7) > 0.9041.
We have also determined the exact value of C~(Fp) in the wider range % < 0 < 2, and established

10°
lower bounds on C'~ (Fy) for 6 > 1%, but the details are much longer and this will appear in a future
work.

The second parameter family is v = %, f=0and 0 <v< %, which played an important role in
the works of Duke, Friedlander and Iwaniec [7] and of Sarnak and Ubis [27]. Theorem [2.5] gives an
asymptotic formula when v > %, and Theorem implies C~(P) = 0 if v is small enough, so the
main interest is in v < 1/3 and v not too small. We state results for both C*(P) and C,(P:; o),
as the methods we use to bound C*(P) work equally well to bound Cf)—Ld(Pe; 0). We do not have
a proof that C*(P) = lim._,o C’fd(Pg; o) for all v, but we believe this is the case for this special
family. By some simple monotonicity principles (see Lemma , we always have

sup Cb_d(Pa§ Q) = lim Cb_d(Pa; Q)‘
e>0 e—=07T

Theorem 2.7. Fix o > 1. We have
(a) For t <v<i,

. _ _ dprdfs
lim C l—s,g,y—Qs; =C 1’0’1/:1_2 // )
e0+ b2 2 (3 ) B132083
v<B1<P2a<Ps< 5
B1+B2+P3=1
(b) For v >0.1663, C~(3,0,v) > 0 and lim__,g+ Cpy(5 — €,6,v — 265 0) > 0.
(¢) Forv=0.1616, C~(3,0,v) =0 = C;,(3,0,v).

In particular, C’_(%,O, %) = lim._,q C’gd(% — 5,5,% — 2e;0) = 0.362.... For comparison, Duke,
Friedlander and Iwaniec [7] showed C| d(% —,€, % —2¢;1) > 0.23 for small enough € > 0 and posed
the problem to determine the infimum of v with lim,_,¢+ Cb_d(% —e,e,v —2¢;0) > 0. By Theorem
this threshold lies in [0.1616,0.1663]. The main theorem of Sarnak and Ubis [27] uses the fact
that C’};d(% —g,¢&, % — 2¢) > 0 for small € > 0, however the authors’ proof that the Type II bound
holds is conditional on the Ramanujan/Selberg conjectures for GLy. Sarnak and Ubis also
showed unconditionally that holds for z°M) < m < 23/197°() | This is not good enough for an
unconditional proof of their main result, however, since Theorem (c) implies Cy d(%, 0, 1%) =0.

Theorems [2.6] and [2.7] will be proven in Section

In future work we will apply our general framework in practice to obtain reasonable lower bounds
on C~(v,0,v) for fairly general range of parameters =, 6, v.

3. OUTLINE

Before introducing our technical setup, we give a rough sketch of some of the key ideas in the
paper, suppressing various technical issues.

We wish to understand the sum > a, = > b, +>_, wy, over primes p, where we recall that our
sequences are supported on (z/2,x]. Since we have a prime number theorem for b, it suffices to
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understand Zp wp. By a combinatorial decomposition of primes such as the Heath-Brown identity,

we have
dowpmd ¢ Y wibi(m)--- Bi(my)
p j n=msi---m;j

for some bounded constants ¢; and some coefficients 3; with §;(m;) ~ 1 if m; > z'77. We can
truncate all the variables m; to m; < 27, since if m; > 2'~7 then n /m; < 7 and the contribution
of such terms is small by our Type I assumption and the simple behaviour of /3;(m;) in this
range. Similarly, we can further restrict the summation to terms where n has no divisor in the
Type II range ((z/2)%, 2%7%] by our Type II assumption and regularity properties of the j3;,
e.g. in practice most of the functions §; are multiplicative.

If we assume that the (; are also concentrated on integers with no prime factors less than ¢,
then by factorizing the m; we obtain an expression of the form

(31) zwp% Z Z wnﬁl(pla"ij)?

1/(1—y)<j<l/e "=P1-Pj
/(=) / TELP1 <<y

v(n)eER
where v(n) € R®™ is the vector (lﬁ)gg’:; S lﬁ)ggzg), f’ is an explicit function of pi,...,p; and the

set R = R(7,0,v) is given by

J
R = U{x € (0,1 — )’ : no subsums in [0, 6 + v/, Zx, = 1}.
j>1 i=1
By subsum we mean a sum of a subset of the coordinates of x.

An immediate consequence of is that we obtain an asymptotic formula for Zp ap, whenever
R is empty. It is introducing a general framework for studying Zp wp based on analysing the set
‘R and the decomposition which is the key contribution of the paper.

An important observation is that the process of obtaining can also be reversed: if we specify
wy, for n with v(n) € R and set w, = 0 if v(n) has a subsum in [0, § + ], then there is an essentially
unique way of extending the definition of w,, to all n € (z/2, z| such that (I}) and hold (which is
given by combinatorial identities similar to above). This leads to a natural means of constructing
examples of sequences satisfying and and containing either many primes or few primes
(provided one can understand the complicated combinatorial factors arising from this process).

With some understanding of the combinatorial structure of R, this allows us to show that
whenever R is non-empty, there are two sequences each satisfying the Type I and Type II estimates
and but with different average weight on the primes, thus demonstrating that the Type I
and Type II estimates are not sufficient to deduce an asymptotic formula. In this way we see that
R being empty is a necessary and sufficient condition for an asymptotic formula. Considerable
combinatorial analysis shows that R empty is equivalent to both and holding, and thus
we obtain Theorem

One application of our general construction method is to provide examples of sequences satisfying
and but containing no primes at all (that is, a, = 0 on primes p) when the length v
of the Type II interval is small, thus giving Theorem Given a weight W,, for n satisfying
v(n) € Ujsqle 1 - 7)7, we can extend W, as above to a sequence satisfying (), but this extension
does not necessarily satisfy since the support of W,, may include n with v(n) having a subsum
in [0,0 + v]. If we set w, = W,, whenever v(n) € R, and w, = 0 when v(n) has a subsum in
[0,6 + v], then our extension of w, will satisfy and , and moreover w, will have a similar
size to W, for most integers n, provided that the Type II interval is short (i.e. if v is sufficiently
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small compared with €,1 — «). If our original weight W), is a bit below —1 on primes and at least
—1 on all other integers, then (again, if v is small enough) by a slight rescaling we can obtain a
sequence w, with is —1 on primes, > —1 on all integers, and satisfies and . Taking b, = 1
for all n, this produces the required sequence a,, = w, + 1. Our choice of W, is based on variants
of the Liouville function which are completely multiplicative, —1 on primes p € [z¢,2'™?], and 0
on primes p < z°€.

To complement our constructions we also wish to use to produce matching sieve bounds.
The right side of is difficult to estimate directly for a general sequence w,, since we have no
good control over the sign of the coefficients 5'(p1,...,p;). However, with this decomposition in
mind, we can keep control over positivity by introducing sieves H*(n) = Y din )\ which are only
required to have the correct sign on integers n which can be non-trivially decomposed into vectors
coming from R. More specifically, let C(R) denote the set of all vectors whose components are
subsums of a vector x € R according to some partition of the coordinates (we’ll make this notion
precise in the next section). Only for the composite integers n satisfying v(n) € C(R) do we require
the usual sieve inequalities

H (n) <0< H'(n), H*1)=1.
We then find that

Zap> Z anH ™ (n) = Z an*(n)—k Z wp,H™ (n)

v(n)eC(R) v(n)eC v(n)eC(R)

_ z an_(n)—l—anH_(n)— > wuH (n).

v(n)e v(n)¢C(R)

eC(R
Sinoe H is a short divisor sum, Z nH ™ ( ) ~ 0 by our Type I assumption. By decompositions
like we also find 3,y ge(r) wnH ™ (n) & 0. We therefore obtain a lower bound

(3.2) Zap Z Z bpnH ™ (n),
P

P n composite
v(n)eC(R)
and we can evaluate the right hand side precisely since we have a generalized prime number theorem
for b,. This gives a general method for producing lower bounds (and a similar method produces
upper bounds) for any sequence satisfying and .

In some ranges of parameters P = (v, 0, ) there is a phase change where increasing the Type
I or Type II ranges slightly causes R(P) to suddenly gain a large amount of ‘mass’, whereas in
other ranges the ‘mass’ of R(P) varies smoothly. Utilizing our general sieve bounds and general
constructions, this behaviour of R(P) allows us to establish the continuity or discontinuity of the
functions C*(v,6,v) in particular ranges and gives Theorem and Theorem In particular,
this shows that any general theory of primes in sequences satisfying Type I/II sums will need to
be sensitive to these arithmetic discontinuities.

We believe that both the constructions and the sieve bounds described above should be capable
of producing essentially optimal results. In various common families of parameters (v, 6, ) we are
able to demonstrate a sieve bound which matches the constants obtained by a construction, thereby
showing that both are best-possible (see Theorem and Theorem . This typically shows that
when we are not in the asymptotic region, previous techniques (such as those based on Harman’s
sieve) do not produce optimal constants since they do not fully exploit the arithmetic information
available (this is reflected by the fact that there are certain ‘hidden symmetries’ which allow for
improvements in Harman'’s sieve).
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3.1. Schematic of the paper. Section 4| gives precise definitions of C~(v,6,v) and C*(v,60,v),
the specific hypotheses we require on the comparison sequence (b, ), and the definitions of Cy (7,6, v)
and Ciy(v,0,v).

Section [5] contains notational conventions and basic results we need from prime number theory,
prime decompositions and the geometry of certain regions of R¥.

Section |§| is devoted to a new general method of constructing sequences (a,), with b, = 1 for
all n, which satisfy the Type I bounds () and Type II bounds with w, = a, — b,, and so
give general upper bounds on C~ (v, 0, v) and lower bounds on C* (v, 6, v). The main result of this
section is Theorem [6.3

A new sieve procedure is established in Section [7] which provides general lower bounds on
C~(v,0,v) and upper bounds on C*(v,60,v). The main result of this section is Theorem (7.3
We also give a criterion for when a construction in Section [6] and a sieve argument in Section [7] are
optimal, thus providing an exact value of C* (v, 6, v).

Section [§ analyzes CF (v, 0, v) for two special 1-parameter families of triples (v, 6, ) which have
appeared in the literature. We establish Theorems and here.

In Section [0) we use the method from Section [6] to show that for any v < 1 there is a positive
g so that whenever v < vy, and for any 0, there are examples of sequences ay, by, w, satisfying
and but with a, = 0 for all primes p, thus establishing Theorem

In Section we determine precisely which triples (7,6, ) guarantee an asymptotic for Ep ap
for any sequences satisfying and , and give a simple criterion for determining whether a
given triple has this property. This gives Theorem

Section [11]is devoted to the study of the continuity and discontinuity of the functions C*. In
particular, we show that there are many points (v, 8,v) where these functions are discontinuous
and establish Theorem 2.3

Sections [§] [0] and [10] may be read independently of one another, while Section [T1] depends on the
results of Section Section [J] requires Section [6] and doesn’t use Section [7], while Sections
and [I1] require the results of both Sections [6] and [7}

4. TECHNICAL SETUP AND REDUCTIONS

4.1. Notation for vectors. As the mapping n — v(n) will be central to our analysis, we next
list some notational conventions for vectors which we use in this paper, two of the most important
being the concepts of fragmentations and coagulations of a given vector.

Definition 4.1 (Vector sizes, sums, concatenations). For any vector x = (xy,...,x,;), let |x| be the
sum of the components of x (in our work, all components are non-negative, so this is the {1-norm),
and let dim(x) = k. The empty vector is denoted &, and we have dim@ = 0 and |@| = 0. If
X = (z,...,2) and 'y = (Y1,...,ye), we define (x,y) = (x,..., 2, Y1,-..,Y¢), in other words
(x,¥) is the concatenation of x andy.

Definition 4.2 (Subvectors, subsums). For A C [k] := {1,2,...,k}, x, = (x; : i € A) is called a
subvector of x, where the ordering of the xz; is preserved, i.e. if A = {c1,...,cm} withcy < -+ < ¢,
then x4, = (z¢,,...,%c,,). In particular, @ is a subvector of any vector x. We use the notation
y C x to denote that y is a subvector of x. For any A, |x4| is called a subsum of x, and if
0 < |A| < k then |x 4| is a proper subsum of x.

We restate the formal definition of the set R(7y, 0, v) from the previous section.
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Definition 4.3 (The fundamental region R). For P = (v, 60,v) satisfying (1.1]), let R(P) be the
set of all vectors x, or arbitrary dimension, with components in (0,1 — ) that sum to 1 and have
no proper subsum in [0,60 + v].

Definition 4.4 (Decompositions). Suppose that x = (zy,...,x;). The notation x; U --- UX,;, =X
means that for some disjoint union Ay U --- U A, = [k], x; = xa, for all i. We call this a
decomposition of x. A summation condition x1 U --- U X,, = x indicates a sum over all of the m*
decompositions of x into m subvectors.

Definition 4.5 (Coagulations and fragmentations). Given an vector x, we say that y is a coagu-
lation of x if y is formed by joining together some of the components of x. More specifically, there
18 a decomposition x1 U - - - Uxy of x with each vector x; nonempty and such that

y = (x|, |xal).
Conversely, x is called a fragmentation of y.

Given a set R of vectors (of varying lengths), denote by C(R) the set of all coagulations of all
vectors in R.

The set C(R(P)) will play a prominent role in our analysis, and in particular appears in the
hypotheses on (by,), which we list in the next subsection.

4.2. Hypotheses on the sequence (b,) when R(P) is nonempty. In order to have wide
applicability, we impose very general conditions on the sequence (b,,). Given a real number w > 1,
to ensure that the count of primes is larger than various error terms, we require

(b.1) Zb logac

We also require that b, satisfies a generahzed prime number theorem, with an error term controlled
by a constant B (which will be taken to be the same constant appearing in and , and can
be assumed to be sufficiently large in terms of the parameters ~, 6, v, w):

For every 2 < k < 1/v, convex set T C {x e R¥ NC(R(P)):v < zy < --- <z} and
Lipschitz continuous function f on 7 with |f(x)| < 1 and Lipschitz constant < 1,
(b.2) we have

log p1 log py, / / 1
} bnf(logn,... logn> Ejb , with |B] < .
n=pi-pPk
P1<- <Py

Remark. In the present paper, the hypothesis (|b.2)) is used only in the proof of Lemma which
1s used to prove Theorem and Theorem @ the latter providing lower bounds on C,,(P; o).

Although and suffice for all of the results in the present paper, we anticipate that for
certain ranges of (v,0,v), future applications of our methods may require additional regularity
conditions on by, ; this situation occurs when the set G, defined in , 18 nonempty; see Section@
for more commentary. Any additional conditions will be satisfied for the constant sequence b, = 1,
which is what we use for our constructions in Section[f], as well as for the sequences in Lemma[{.6
below.

Notational convention. Integrals over subsets of a hyperplane {x € RF zy+ -y, = 2},
where z € R, are with respect to the projection measure of the set onto the first £ — 1 coordinates.
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For such integrals, the choice of which £ — 1 coordinates to project onto does not matter, as all
projection measures are equivalent for these special hyperplanes. Likewise, when we refer to the
measure of such sets, we also mean the projection measure.

These hypotheses (b.1]) and are satisfied for many natural sequences (b,,) which have ap-
peared in the literature, including the constant sequence b, = 1 and for scaled indicator functions
of n in a short interval that are coprime to a given gq.

Lemma 4.6. For any w, B > 1, if x is large enough (in terms of v,0,v,w,B), y € [:cl_”/u,a:/2]
and q < 22 is a positive integer, then the hypotheses (b.1) and (b.2)) are satisfied for

xQ/Q r—y<n<z
bn = ( (n?{q<):<1 )

~ yé(q)

Lemma follows quickly from the prime number theorem for short intervals (e.g., Lemma
below) and results connecting sums to integrals (e.g., Lemma below). We omit the proof.

4.3. Definition of C~(v,0,v) and C*(~,0,v).

Definition 4.7 (Sequences under consideration). Let (v, 0,v) satisfy (1.1). Let ¥(v,0,v; B, w,x)
be the set of pairs of sequences ((an), (b)), each supported on x/2 < n < x, such that a, > 0 and

by, = 0 for alln, (b.1) and (b.2)) hold and w, = a, — b, satisfies , and .

Definition 4.8 (The constants C*(v,0,v)). Define C~(v,0,v) to be the supremum of of all con-
stants C' such that for any w > 1 there exists B > 0 (depending on v,0,v,w,C) so that, whenever
x is sufficiently large (in terms of v,6,v, B,C) and ((an), (bn)) € ¥(v,0,v; B,w,x), we have

D a,=C) by,
p p

Likewise, let CT (v, 0,v) be the infimum of of all constants C' such that for any @ > 1 there exists
B > 0 (depending onv,0,v,w,C) so that, whenever x is sufficiently large (in terms of v,0,v, B,C)
and ((an), (bn)) € ¥(~,0,v; B,w,x), we have

Zap < Cpr.
p p

For Theorems and we also need a precise definition of Cfd(*y, 0,v;0). The definition is
the same as that of C*(v,0,v), except that the sequences under consideration are restricted to
those satisfying

x
(4.1) lwn| < 7(n)? (2/2 < n < ), Zp:bp> g

Here we think of g as large and fixed.

Definition 4.9 (The constants Cg[d(% 0,v,0)). Fizo > 1. Let C, (,0,v; 0) be the the supremum of
numbers C so that for any w > 1 there exists B > 0 (depending on ~y,0,v,w,C, o) so that, whenever
x 1s sufficiently large (in terms of v,0,v,B,C,0), (4.1) holds and ((ay), (bn)) € ¥(v,0,v; B,w, ),

we have
> ap=CD by
P P

Let C’l;tj(fy, 0,v) be the the infimum of numbers C' so that for any w > 1 there exists B > 0 (depending
onv,0,v,w,C, o) so that, whenever x is sufficiently large (in terms of v,0,v, B,C, o), (4.1)) holds
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and ((ay), (b)) € ¥(v,0,v; B,w, ), we have
Zap CZb

In the definition of C* (7, 6, v) it is possible that there is no such constant C'; in this case we define
C*(v,0,v) = co. The same remark applies to Cj'y(7,0,v;0). We will show that CT(v,6,v) < co
whenever vy > % (see Corollary . With additional hypotheses on the sequence (b,), similar to
those in the small sieve, one can use the small sieve to obtain finiteness of the ratio Zp ap to Ep bp;
this is a consequence of the small sieve and does not require any Type II information.

Taking a, = b, =1 for all /2 < n < z, we see from Lemma that for any p,

(4.2) C™(7,0,v) < Coy(1,0,v;50) <1< Cly(7,60,v50) < CT(7,0,v).
We have the expected monotonicity of the functions C* and Cfd.
Proposition 4.10 (Monotonicity of CF). If o > 1, 7/ < v, [0/,0' + V] C 0,0 + v], P = (v,0,v)
and P' = (v/,0',V'), then
C™(P') < C7(P), Cpa(P'50) < Cry(Ps0),
CH(P') = C*(P), Cpa(P'50) = Cyy(Ps0).

Proof. Fix w, z, B and assume (ay,), (b ) satisfy (I), (IT), (w]), (b.1) an

d ([b-2) for P’. Tt is clear that
(I), (IT) and (b.1] . hold for P, since v/ < v. Slnce v < v and R(P") D R(P

)s also holds for P.

Therefore,

U(P;B,w,z) C ¥(P'; B,w,x)
and Proposition follows immediately. O
Remark.

o We write the strict inequality (z/2)? < m in (II) in order to have a meaningful statement
when 0 = 0, where the term m = 1 must be excluded; if the m =1 term is included in (1)
then (II) implies > |wy| < x/log? x, and the analysis is trivial.

o The standard “small sieve” setup has only as the main input, and it is known by Selberg’s
examples [28] and Bombieri’s work [3] that there are sequences satisfying forall vy < 1
(and x large depending on ), but still with a, =0 on primes.

o If ((an),(bn)) € V(P;B,w,x), and each sequence an,b, is multiplied by (logx)P for a
constant D, the new pair of sequences is in ¥(P; B — D,w + |D|,x). Thus, our hypotheses
for C* are not sensitive to logarithmic-sized rescalings of the sequences. In contrast, the
hypotheses for C’;; are very sensitive to unbounded rescalings.

e For convenience we have used non-negative sequences a, in our setup, but we expect that
there is no difference if one specializes attention to a, being the normalized indicator func-
tion of sets. Trivially any bounds on Zp ap for general sequences apply to sets. All of our
constructions in Section [f] produce extremal sequences with a, bounded, and so a random
sampling argument would allow us to show the same properties hold for a sequence a,, which
18 the normalized indicator function of some set A.

The Type II bound implies the same bound in a complementary range by reversing the roles
of m and n, and the Type II bound implies (|I) with the same range of m. Specifically, we have
the following.

Proposition 4.11. Assume , where x > 1000. Then
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(a) For any complexr numbers &, ki with || < 78(m) and |k, < 78(n) for m,n € N, we

have

m1—9—y<m<(x/2)1—e
x/2<mn<z

T

<

logB 2’

(b) We have

2z

B_I.T

<
log

Z 78(m) max ’ Z Winn

interval T
me((x/2)? ,x0+v|u[zl—0-v (2/2)1-9] x/2<mn<x
nel

Proof. If 179V < m < (2/2)'7% and 2/2 < mn < @ then (2/2)? < n < 2% and hence part (a)
follows from ().

Part (b) is proven using Fourier analysis. For real ¢, let K(t) = min(z + 1, (7[t|)~!, (7t)~2). By
Lemma 7.3 of Graham and Kolesnik [I1], for any interval Z € [1,z] and any m € N,

Y < /OO K(0)| 3 wime(tn)|
e 14

z/2<mn<z
nel

where e(z) = €2™%. Thus, for M = ((x/2)?, 297" U [2'7977, (2/2)' Y], we have

Z 7(m)?  max ‘ Z Winn, </O;K(t) Z T(m)qum,tZE:wmge(Et) dt,

interval 7
meM z/2<mn<z meM
nel

where, for each m and ¢, ¢, is the complex number of modulus 1 defined by
) Z wgme(ﬁt)’ = bt Z wyme(Lt).
l ¢
With ¢ fixed, the sum on m is handled by and part (a), with &, = ¢m7(m)? and Ky = e(£t).
Since [0 K(t)dt <logz for x > 1000, part (b) follows. O

By Proposition (a),ifO0+v > %, then (II) implies the same bounds with the upper limit of
m increased to (z/2)'7% and if v > 1 — 20 then 1 — § — v < 6 and so the lower limit of m in
may be lowered to z!=~%. In other words,

(43) CH(v,0,1 —0) = C*(v,0,v) (A-0<v<1-20),
CE(y,0,v) =CF(7,0,0+v -0 (1-0-v<0<0).
In a similar spirit, Proposition m (b) implies that
44 CE(y,0,v) = C*(0 +v,6,v) O <~y<O+v),
C*(v,0,v) = CE(+,0,v) 1-0-v<y<y <1-0).

When v < 1/2, the Type I information and Type II information is not sufficient to detect
primes; see Theorem below. In light of these reductions, in practice we need only consider
triples (v,0,v) € Q (recall the definition (2.1)) of the set Q).

We have included the case § + v = 1/2 in Q even though the above reductions (almost) imply
that C*(,0,1/2 — 0) = C*(v,0,1 — 260). This is to cover all continuity cases when moving from
P to P.. When moving from P to P. for ¢ > 0, a Type II range of the form [f,1 — 0] may shrink
in one of two ways: (i) if we take v = 1 — 26 then the Type II range of P. is [# +&,1 — 0 — €]
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or (ii) if v = % — 0 then the Type II range for P. is [ + 5,% — ¢], with complementary interval
[2+e1-0—¢l

4.4. Asymptotic for primes, revisited. As alluded to in Section [3 the proof of Theorem
has two parts, an ‘analytic’ argument showing that the asymptotic for Ep ap holds if and only if R
is empty, and a ‘combinatorial’ part, which shows that R being empty is equivalent to both
and holding. These two theorems will be proven in Section

Theorem 4.12. Suppose that P = (v,0,v) € Q. If R(P) is empty, then the conclusion of Theorem
(a) holds. If R(P) is nonempty then the conclusion of Theorem [2.9 (b) holds.

Theorem 4.13. Let P = (,0,v) € Q. The R(P) =0 if and only if conditions (A1) and (A2) in
Theorem [2.2 both hold.

Condition (A1) means that there are no points of the form (,...,1) in R(P), and condition

(A2) implies that the point (1 —~,...,1 —~,1— M (1 —~)) is not in R(P). The main part of the
argument for Theorem is to show that if R(P) is nonempty then it must contain a vector of
one of these special types. In either case, (A1) failing or (A2)) failing, the existence of these special

vectors can be used to produce examples of sequences (a,,) for which the asymptotic Zp ap ~ Zp by
1

fails. In the case where (1,...,1) € R(P), the construction focuses on integers whose prime factors
are all close to %™ for positive integers a, and when (1 —7,...,1—~,1 — M(1 —~)) € R(P), the
construction focuses on integers, all of whose prime factors but one are close to 2*(1=7) for positive
integers a.
To get a feel for the combinatorial conditions and , we consider some examples.
e When v+ v > 1, holds because all n > M + 1 satisfy % < v and holds since

1 — v < v. Thus, we have C*(P) = 1. This conclusion has essentially been known to the

experts.

e Take vy = 5, 0 = g, v = 2 so that M =4 and [0,0 + v] = [3, 2]. However, if v < I with
the same 9 v then faﬂs

e Take v = 3 ,0 =1 v=2 sothat M =2and [§,6 +v] = [}, 1]. This is an example

where we have a “Type I gap , namely we have good control of ) wy,, when m \ z3/5

and, using Proposition 11{ (b), when 2%/3 < m < (2/2)*5 as well. However, if 7 < 2 with
the same 0, v then faﬂs

e Take vy = 5, 0 = 2 ,1/—7 so that M =3 and [0,60 + v] = [2, 2].

e By Lemma all such triples have 31/+7 1, with equality only for (% % %)

. Tak60—0,7—3/5and1/—§—%: 7

e If P=(v,0,v)€ Qandy =1 >0+, then we have C~(P) = C"(P) = 1 if and only if

f=0and v > % Indeed, since 0+v < 2, 2|) implies that 8 = 0. But M = 2 and hence
(A1) holds if and only if v > % The case (’y, 0,v) = ( %, 0, %) (actually a limiting version of
it) was used by Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec [7].

With the monotonicity properties of Proposition we can justify the continuity claim made
after the statement of Theorem 2.3l

Corollary 4.14. Let P = (v,0,v) € A*. If 6 =0 or holds, the functions C* are continuous
at the point P, and otherwise both functions are discontinuous at P.

Proof of Corollary[4.1]] assuming Theorem[2.3 1f fails and @ > 0, then it is clear that C* are
discontinuous at P. Assume next that (B) holds or § = 0. By monotonicity (Proposition [4.10)), for
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any P = (v/,6,0V) € Q with |y —~| <¢/2, 10/ — 0| <e/2 and |/ — v| < &/2 we have y — e < v/
and [ +¢e,0 +v—¢] C[#,0 + /], thus

C (P) <O (P)Y<1<CHP)LKCH(P).
This gives the continuity of C* at P,. O

The failure of (B) implies that holds for P = P, but fails for P. for sufficiently small € > 0.
In general (that is, for P not necessarily from .A*), we believe that if holds for P but fails
for P. when € > 0 is small, then C* are discontinuous at P. This stems from the fact that for
such triples, R(P:) has a substantial subset, not present in R(P), whose ‘mass’ is independent of
€. This will be taken up in a future work.

There is another characterization of when Hypothesis (B) holds, which is easy to see visually on
graphs of A, such as in Figure 1.

Lemma 4.15. Let P = (v,0,v) € A* with v > % Then Hypothesis (B) holds for P if and only if
for some e >0, (y—¢€,0,v) € A*.

Proof. Suppose that (B) fails for P. Then there is an integer h with A(1 —v) € {# +v,1 — 0} and
for all integers h, h(1 —~) ¢ [0,0 + v) U[1l — 0 —v,1 — 0). Hence there is an €y > 0 so that for all
0 <e < e, fails for (v —€,0,v). For such ¢, (y —¢,0,0 +v) ¢ A.

Now suppose that (B) holds for P and let M = |[1/(1 —+)]. For some g9y > 0, if 0 < & < ¢y,
holds for P':= (y—¢,0,v). If 1 — # ﬁ, then clearly holds for P’ if gy is small enough.
Otherwise, if 1 — v = ﬁ, then for P implies that there is an integer h with % €[0,0+ v,
hence holds for P’. In both cases, we conclude that P’ € A. But P € A* and the monotonicity
of C* implies that P’ € A*. O

4.5. The case v < % In general, with v < % is not enough to detect primes, provided that the
Type II range in doesn’t essentially imply a larger Type I range via Proposition (b).

Theorem 4.16. Assume v < % and v ¢ 0,0 + v]. Then for any B > 0 there are examples of

sequences (ap), (bn), wn = an — by, satisfying (1) and (II), with b, = 1 for all n but with w, = —1
for all primes. In particular, C~(~,6,v) = 0.

Proof. There is a number « satisfying v < a < 1/2 and « ¢ [0,60 + v]. This follows since either
v<Borb+v<y<1/2. Fix e > 0 small enough so that the interval [o — ¢, + €] lies in (7, 1/2)
and has no intersection with [6,6 + v]. Let = be large and take

ate  du (a+e)(l—a+e)
—=1o .
e u(l—u) (@—e)i—a—¢)
Now define (wn)y/2<n<s by taking w, = —1 for primes p, wy, = 1/K if p,q are primes with

2% < p < %7, and w, = 1 otherwise. We see that (II) holds vacuously as w, = 1 if n has a
divisor in [z?, 297¥]. The terms in (I) with m > 1 are also equal to zero, and the term m = 1 equals

Z Wy, — (m(bz) — m(az)) + K1 Z 1‘ = Op(z/log® z)

ar<n<bzx @ ELpLarte
ax<pp'<bx

K =

max
[a,b]€[1/2,1]

= Imax
a,b

for any B > 1 by the prime number theorem. ([l
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4.6. Generalizations and further arithmetic information. Some results on primes, particu-
larly those concerning primes in short intervals and primes in arithmetic progressions, incorporate
additional arithmetic information which is not of the form or , and so not covered by our
setup. For example, the use of trilinear (and quadrilinear) estimates generalizing plays an im-
portant role in the work of Bombieri-Friedlander-Iwaniec [4] on primes in arithmetic progressions
(and subsequent works such as [22], 25], [3T] and many others), or in the work of Baker-Harman-Pintz
1] (and many earlier works) on prime in short intervals, or in the work of Pitt [24] on sums over
primes with a, coming from the Fourier coefficients for holomorphic cusp forms.

Such trilinear estimates or higher estimates make use of when the coefficients k, have a
particular convolution structure (either being a convolution of divisor-bounded sequences with
specific support ranges, or with some coefficients being essentially constant; such estimates are
referred to as ‘Type I/II” and ‘Type I;” estimates by Harman [I2], or ‘Type III’ estimates by Zhang
[31]). One would naturally like to have a generalization of the methods presented here to be able
to incorporate such additional estimates.

Similarly, sometimes other additional assumptions have been used. In [7] the fact that one was
working with a set of positive density was vital (as seen in Theorem . As mentioned in Section
sometimes authors only establish a version of or for specific coefficient sequences (it
is often only necessary to establish when the coefficients &, k, are the indicator function of
certain types of prime factorization), although often the methods generalize to give (II)).

It would be naturally be desirable to have a theory which can incorporate such additional arith-
metic information, or to generate new means to distinguish sets which contain primes from the
examples produced here which do not. Given the arithmetic complexity of simply understanding
the constants C*(v,8,v), we have not attempted such a generalization. Give a polytope 7, an
assumption of trilinear estimates of the form

xr
(4.5) ‘ g QaBpEeWape| < (og2)B’
1 lnzbablC
oga lo ogc
(logn’loggn’logn)ET

for any choice of divisor-bounded sequences g, 8y, %c could be quite easily incorporated into the
basic setup, although the subsequent analysis would naturally be more involved. Let R’ denote the
set of vectors x € R which do not have a decomposition x = x; Lixg Lix3 with (|x1], |x2|,|x3|) € T.
The arguments in Sections [6] and [7] show that the analogs of Theorems and hold with R
replaced by R’, that is, reducing further the support of the functions f and g appearing there. The
introduction of k-linear sums with arbitrary coefficients, as in , with k > 4, will have a similar
effect on reducing the region R.

5. NOTATION AND BASIC TOOLS

5.1. Notational conventions.

The symbol p, with or without subscripts, always denotes a prime.

[k] denotes the set {1,...,k}.

e ALIB denotes the disjoint union; i.e., it is assumed that A and B are disjoint. This is used
frequently in summations.

w(n) is the number of distinct prime factors of n.

(n) is the number of prime power divisors of n; i.e., the number of prime factors of n
counted with multiplicity.
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Tr(n) is the k-fold divisor function, the number of k-tuples of positive integers (dy, ..., dx)
with dq -+ - dy, = n.

P~ (n) is the smallest prime factor of n, with P~ (1) defined to be oc.

P (n) is the largest prime factor of n, with P*(1) = 1.

() is the empty set

@ is the empty vector, the unique ‘vector’ of dimension zero.

a sequence, set or function is ‘l-bounded’ if all the elements/terms/values are complex
numbers of modulus at most 1.

e 1(S) and 1g denote the indicator function of the statement S being true.

Definition 5.1 (Vectors of prime factors). Let n € N, n > 2 and n =p; -- - py with p1 < --- < pg.

Define
v(n) = log p1 log pk v(n;z) = log p1 log pk
logn’ """ logn )’ ’ logz’ "7 logx )’

5.2. Combinatorial identities. We begin with a modification of Heath-Brown’s identity ([13;
see also [10}, Proposition 17.2]).

Lemma 5.2 (Modified Heath-Brown identity). For 1 < n < z and any positive integer h, we have
h

. (h
(log 7)1y, prime = Y _(—1)77" (]) > ulr) > (log fi)u(er) - - - p(ej).
J=1 r< igi; n=(e1-e;jf1f;)"

er <zl (1<i<y)
Proof. Let ((s) be the Riemann zeta function. We have that for R(s) > 2

/ lo lo lo
-SRI 0) = ) = S ) = 3

r,p,e J rlj p

On the other hand,

oy ¢ byt (P e (rai-1e!
£ ) =5 0) (1= Clra)My(rs)) 4 D197 () Mylrs) s~ (rs).
j=1
where My (s) = >, <, p(m)m~°. The first term has no coefficient of n™* if n < y"". Therefore,
taking y = 2/ and equating coefficients of n=* for n € (2, z] gives
h
_1(h
Qo)L pine = S0 (M) u) X o ten) )

n=(e1--e;f1-f;)"
efé:pl/h

J=1

The innermost summand is nonzero only if e - - - € f1 - - - f; > 2 and hence the inner sum is nonempty

only when r < igé 3 O

We next turn to a truncated, vector version of the function appearing in Linnik’s identity. Recall
that Linnik’s identity ([19), 0.6.13]; see also [10, §17.2]) states that

Aw) _gn T 5

SN 1.

logn j=1 J dy--dj=n
d;>1Vi
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For a vector x = (zy,...,x,) and ¢ > 0 (we also allow ¢ = 0o) we denote
o0 ]+1
(5.1) = Z > oL
=1 y1U-Uy;=x
dim(y;)>1 Vi
lyi|<c Vi

In Section we need an evaluation of JI. for special types of vectors.
Lemma 5.3. Suppose that £ > 1, k>0, ¢ >0 and xq,...,x0,&1,...,& satisfy

T, <cVi
zi+xj=c (1#7),
w4 & > c (alli, ),

S+ + & <ec

Then
Hc(x17"'ax€7£17"'>§k) ( )Z+k+1(£_1)!'€k‘
Proof. When partitioning the components z,...,x¢,&1,. .., & into nonempty sets, each with sum
< ¢, the components x; must be alone in singleton sets, and the variables &1, ..., & may be placed
arbitrarily in the other sets. Given that we are partitioning into £ 4 j sets, the number of ways to
place the variables z{,...,xy is (gjj ! and so the number of ways to partition the variables equals
(7+0)! k!
! Ljk, Ljk:= Z 1= Z il d;
BiU--UB;=[k] dit-+dj=k J
1 J J
|Bi|>1 Vi di>1Vi

Therefore, JI.(x,&) = My, where

k

; j+e—1)!
My, = Z(_1)3+£+1 ij7k.
j=0 ’

In particular, when k = 0 only the term j = 0 appears and we have JI.(x) = Myo = (—1)*t1(¢—1)..
When k > 1 the term j = 0 does not appear and we use generating functions. Define

My, _
DI IR

21 k=1

Since My = Jlo(x,€) < Do (6 + kY < (0 + k)** we see that this converges absolutely for
vy, z sufficiently small. Then

k . bds

B 01 ) P j+ /-1 Zd1+ +d;

=22 2.y ; 2 iar

221 k>1 j=1 di+otdj=k 7
d;>1Vi
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which again converges absolutely for y, z sufficiently small. Substitute h = ¢ — 1. With h, j fixed

the sum over k of the inner sum on dy, ..., d; equals (e* — 1)7. Thus,
[o.¢] o .
, h+j
Py, >:Z<1—ezvz<—y>h( )
j=1 h=0 J
i (1—e?)  1—e 1 1 e 1
1+y7+1_(1+y)(y+€z>_y+ez y+1 ldye= y+1

Jj=1

Thus, My is (€ — 1)!k! times the coefficient of y*~12* in e7#/(1 + ye=*). Computing

e’ — ¢ % i(_ye—z)f—l — i(_y)é—l i (—62)
I4ye™s =1 =1 k=0 L
the claimed formula for Mj; follows. ]

The following identity will play a crucial role in the proof of our main construction result,
Theorem [6.3]

Lemma 5.4. Let m,k be positive integers and 0 < c. If dim(x) = k and |x| = mc then

k T
(5.2) Z% S Jle(w) - Jle(u,) = 0.

r=1 T urleUuye=x
Proof. Fix k > 1 and a list x = (x,...,2). Let Y} be the collection of all multisets with elements
1,2...,k. Let z1,..., 2, be complex numbers with |z;| < ¢ for a sufficiently small ¢ (¢ may depend

on k), and for B € Y}, define
B _ #{1eB} #{keB}
-~ k :

Z
Let
=Y I]=
ACK] i€A
|x 4|<c
Then
> (— 1)J+1

(5.3) log V(z) =log(1+ (V(z) — 1)) = ) (V(z) = 1)) = Y Jl(xi:i € B)z”
j=1 BeY,

where (x; : i € B) includes h copies of z; if there are h copies of ¢ in B. Hence

V(z)™ —eXp{ ZH iEB)zB}.

BeYy

Since |x| > me, the coefficient of z; - - - z; on the left is zero and the coefficient of z; - - z; on the
right side equals

k T
Z% Y e(w) - JL(w). 0
r=1 :

The following are more basic properties of JI.(x).

Lemma 5.5. (a) If some component z; of x is > ¢, then JI.(x) = 0.
(b) If x = (z1,...,2,) and |x| < ¢ then JI.(x ) =1(k=1).
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Proof. Part (a) is immediate from (5.1). Part (b) is the analog of Linnik’s identity ([19]; see also
[10, Proposition 17.1]), since JI.(x) = Jls(x). In the notation of the previous lemma, we have
V(z) = (1+2)---(1+ 2) and part (b) follows by comparing the coefficients of z; - - - z; on the left

and right sides of (5.3)). O
5.3. Geometry of R and C(R). Throughout this subsection, P = (7,6, v) is fixed and R = R(P).

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that 0 < v <1 and 0 <0 < 0+v < 1. Suppose thaty € R. Then

(i) v < 1—~ and y has a component bigger than v.

(i) 3, Vi S 1=y —v.
Proof. Suppose that no component y; is larger than v. It is then clear that some subsum of the
components y; lies in [6,0 + v|, thus y ¢ R. Hence y has some component bigger than v and so
v < 1 — ~ since all components of vectors in R are at most 1 — ~. This proves (i).

Now let A be such that |y 4| is the smallest subsum of y which is larger than § +v. If m € A
then |ya| — ym < 6, since y has no subsum in [#, 0 4 v] and the minimality of |y 4| means that
|yal — ym < 0 4+ v. In particular, we have y,, > v for all m € A. Moreover, we must have
[Yal = ym +22,.<, ¥i < 0 as well, since otherwise y would have a subsum lying in [0,0 + v]. Tt
follows that

D v <0—(|lyal —ym)
YiSy
<O0+ym—(0+v)
<l—-—vy—v
This completes the proof of (ii). O

The following results geometric lemmas concern convex polytopes. For this paper, we adopt the
following definition.

Definition 5.7 (Convex polytopes). A convex polytope is a bounded subset of R*, for some k > 1,
which is defined by a finite number of linear constraints on (x, ..., x;) of the form cyx 1+ - 4c,x), <
borcx + - +cx, <b, where ci,...,c,b are real numbers. We also consider {@} to be the
“trivial polytope” of dimension 0.

Frequently, our polytopes lie on the hyperplane x +- - -4z, = 1. This constraint may be encoded
using zy +-- -+, <land -2y — - — 2, < -1

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that 0 < v < 1 —~. There is a constant N < 1, a collection of disjoint
convez polytopes Ti,..., Ty (of variable dimension), a constant J < 1 and a collection of disjoint
convez polytopes Uy, ..., Uy (depending only on v,0,7,0) such that for any r and any 'y € [0,0)"
with |y| < 1 we have

i mzavi x| =1yl (y,x) € CR)} = (| ) nx: x| =1~ [y}
J<N

and
(x: 2 >0V x| =1-ly|, (y,x) ¢ C(R)} = (|_| uj) Ni{x:|x|=1-|y|}
Ji<J
We note that since each 7;,U; only depend on v, 6, v, 0, the number of constraints defining them
is also bounded in terms of v, 8, v,0. We also note that the left hand side of the first display above
is empty if |y| > 6, since then y will have a subsum in [f, 6 + v]. This is encoded by the polytopes
7T, only containing vectors x with |x| > 1 —6.
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Proof. Let y € [0,0)" with |y| < 1, and let x € R* with 2; > o for all i and (y,x) € C(R). Clearly
we have that |x| =1 — |y| and k¥ < 1 (we emphasize that implied constants may depend on o, but
not on r). Moreover, x is a coagulation of a vector z € R’ with (y,z) € R and z > 0 for all i.
Here we use the fact the components of y are smaller than ¢ and o < v <1 —17.

Since x is a coagulation of z, we have that z; = |zz,| (1 < j < k) for some partition [{] =
TyU---UZy. If 2 + 2, <1 — for some distinct i1,i2 € Z; (and some j € [k]), then we may
form a new vector z’ by replacing the components z;,, z;, of z with a single component z;, + z;,.
We clearly have (y,z’') € R and that x is a coagulation of z’. Therefore, we may assume without
loss of generality that z;; 4+ z;, > 1 — v for all distinct 41,42 € Z; and all j. In particular, this
means that for each j, (z;)icz;, can have at most one component smaller than (1 —v)/2, so that
< k+ L%J =: L. Also, none of the z; are equal to zero.

We may thus assume that £ < Ly and z € (0,1 — )’. The condition (y,z) € R is equivalent to
the simultaneous conditions |z| + |y| = 1, z € (0,1 — )¢ and that for every subset .J C [(],

either |z;| >0+4+v or |z;]<6—]y|

Since |z| = 1 — |y|, |zs] < 0 — |y| is equivalent to ‘Z[Z]\J‘ > 1 — 6. Thus, the set of conditions

{z € (0,1—7) (y,z) € R} is equivalent to z lying in the union of sets Q,(J)N{z: |z| = 1 —|y|},
where J runs over all collections of subsets of [¢] and we define the polytopes

Q(T) :={z€(0,1-7)":|z5| >0+v (J€T); \Z[e]\ﬂ>1—9(=]€~7)}-

Many of the sets Qy(J) are empty, for example if J € J and J' ¢ J for some sets J,J with J a
proper subset of J'. We see that this implies

{x:2; >0V, x| =1-y|, (y,x) € C(R)}

- U U ¢(Ua@)nleafnpeix=1-i)
J

1<k<1/o k<l<Ly

-[ U U Ue@wyniat]n:x=1- .

1<k<l/o k<é<Lyp J

where the set inside the large brackets is the union of O(1) convex polytopes involving O(1) linear
constraints, since the map replacing some coordinates by their sum is a linear projection sending
a convex polytope involving a bounded number of constraints to a convex polytope involving a
bounded number of constraints. This proves the first claim.

Next,

P mi > oV x| = 1=yl (y,%) € C(R)} = {x: 0 > o Vi [x] = 1 = [y} \ ( u T)

<N

Since the difference of two polytopes involving a bounded number of constraints can be written
as a disjoint union of convex polytopes each involving a bounded number of linear constraints,
and the intersection of a finite number of convex polytopes is itself a convex polytope, we can
write the right side as a finite union of disjoint convex polytopes U, ..., U, each intersected with
{x:z; > oVi, |x| =1— |y|}. This proves the second claim. O

5.4. Covering the boundary of convex regions with boxes.
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Lemma 5.9. For each positive integer k there is a constant ¢ such that for any conver region T
in (0,1]* and any N € N, the number of bozes of the form B(d) := (dljgl, dﬁl] X e X (d’}\?l, dﬁ] with
di,...,dy integers, which intersect the boundary of T is at most ¢y N¥~1.

This is essentially known. We thank Denka Kutzarova for finding the first proof, which is based
on properties of certain mappings between the boundary 7 of 7 and the boundary of another
convex set U with T C U, see for example Brézis [5 Ch. 5]. These arguments show that the the
number of balls of radius € needed to cover §7 is at most a constant, depending on k, multiple of
the number of such balls required to cover 6U/; in our case, U = [0,1]*. We subsequently found
that Lemma also follows quickly from a much more general theorem of Lassak [I8, Corollary
1], which compares the number of tiles, defined by a family of hyperplanes, intersecting 67 with
the number of tiles intersecting dU/. Both of these proofs produce a constant ¢ in Lemma that
is exponential in k.

Here, we provide a short, self-contained proof with a constant ¢ of quadratic growth.

Proof. For x € §T, let u(x) be an outer normal vector of 7 at x. Such a vector exists by the

supporting hyperplane theorem (see, e.g., [26, Cor. 11.6.1]), and need not be unique. Then for any

other point x’ € 6T,

(5.4) u(x) - (x' —x) <0.

By scaling, we may assume without loss of generality that the maximum of the absolute values of

the components of u(x) equals 1. Denoting the j—th component of u(x) by u(x);, we define
Aj={x€dT :u(x); =1}, Apyj={xedT ux);=-1} (1<j<k),

so that 07 = A1 U---U Ag,. Fix j € [k], fix d; € [0, N]NZ for each i # j and assume that there
are k + 1 integers d; so that B(d) N A; # (. Then there are two points x,x’ € A; so that their
components satisfying

k—1 1 . .
x;-ij>T, |J/‘17£L‘;|<N(Z7é])
We then have L1 .
/ — _
u(x) - (x' —x) > N ) N~ 0,
7]

a contradiction. Therefore, the number of boxes B(d) which intersect A; is at most k- N*~1. The
same argument works if j > k, here showing that u(x’) - (x — x’) > 0 if there are k + 1 choices
for d;_j, with the other d; fixed. Summing over all j we see that the total number of such boxes
intersecting 67 is at most 2k2N*~1. O

5.5. Prime number sums.

Lemma 5.10. Fiz e € (0, 1—(1)0). Uniformly for x > 100 and z7/1%*¢ <y < /2, we have

m(z) —m(r —y) = / o O, (ye_(1°g$)1/4>.
z—y

logt
Proof. When y > ze~(°8 "”)1/3, this follows from the classical prime number theorem estimate 7(z) =

J5 dt/logt+O(ze V18 7) with a constant ¢ > 0. Otherwise apply Huxley’s prime number theorem
for short intervals, with a more explicit error term. By Theorem 1.1 of [30], for a constant ¢(¢) > 0,

lo = @) e*C(E)(logx)l/?’(loglogx)’1/3 — 9] e*(logac)l/4 )
j{: gp =Y+ Uy Y+ Ocly

T—y<p<T
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For x —y < u < z we have logu = logz + O(y/z) and the result follows for y < ge—(loga)/
Alternatively, one may follow the argument in section 12.5 of [I5], taking T = z%/'2 and u =
there.

(o= . @

The next lemma is a standard type result relating sums over vectors of primes to multiple
integrals, although we need a version with some of the prime factors fixed and valid for short
intervals.

Lemma 5.11. Fiz 0 <n < % and integers k and t with 0 <t < k—1. Let T be a convex polytope
with

TCA@y )izt =Ln<e < <z, <o <o <y

Let f: T — R with |f| <1 on T, and f Lipschitz continuous on T with Lipschitz constant 1. Let
m be a positive, squarefree integer with m < x'™", and prime factorization m = p1 - --p;, where
p1 <p2 <---<pi. Let pj =2 for each j and X = uy + - -+ + ug, s0 that m = x.

Then, uniformly for any % <c<d< 1 and any m, we have

1-2 iiéi
Z f(v(m;mr), v(r;mr)) —/ " / fGis ’\+w) du dw +

log c u
cx/m<r<dz/m 1=M 10gz og T U1+ Fup=w s
(v(mymr),v(rimr))eT u/(Mw)eT
W2(r)=1, w(r)=h—t
(rym)=1

1-n/3
4 Oﬁ(m ’rnT/]/ n l‘(d — C) e(logm)1/5> '

m
When t = k — 1 we interpret the right side as a single integral over w only, with
up =w — (ug + -+ up_1).

Proof. Write each r as r = pry1-- P, Pra1 < -+ < pg. We first show that we may remove the
condition (r,m) = 1 from the summation with only a small error. Indeed, the conditions on the
sum imply that p;41 > (2/2)7, hence the terms in the sum with (r,m) > 1 total

plm z/2<n<z
p=(z/2)7  pm|n

Let 61 = jolgic, Jg = —lgggzd’ so that #'7A7% < p < 21727%, Since x; + -+ + 1, = 1, we may
assume that ey = 0. Let U denote the set of vectors (u¢41,...,ux) such that

Ul U
I—-A—0 <ur+-+up <1—X—do, e eT.
te s 2 <u1+--~+uk u1+--'+uk)

Since T is a convex polytope, it follows that I/ is also a convex polytope, and that the simultaneous
conditions

(v(im;mr),v(r;mr)) € T, cx/m <r <dz/m
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are equivalent to y := (lolgé)gf‘;l,...,lfogg@“) € U. Writing g(r) = f(v(m;mr),v(r;mr)), it thus
remains to show that
)\ (“1» ,uk) )mut+1+---+uk
(5.5) / / RAUES hatn sl dugyr - - dup+
—pt+1 Pk Wil Uk
yeu (Wit 1m0 up) EU

m

N Oﬁ(acl—n/S N x(d — C)e(logm)l/“s)'
m
If U is empty, there is nothing to prove and thus we suppose that U/ is nonempty. Define
(5.6) N = Lx”/ﬂ.
For an (k —t)—tuple d = (dyy1,...,ds) € [N]F7?, let

B(d) — <dt+1—1 dtﬂ X...X<dk—1 dk}

N ' N N 'N
Let D be the set of d such that B(d) C U, and let D* denote the set of d with B(d) intersecting

U but not contained in U; for such d, B(d) intersects the boundary of . In particular, if d € D,
then dy41 < -++ < dg. Since |g(r)| < 1 for all r,

(5.7) Yoogm=> > g(r)—l—O(Z > 1).

T=Pt+1"Pk deD T=Pt+1"DPk deD* T=Pt+1 Pk
yeu yeB(d) yeB(d)

For each fixed d, g(r) is almost constant over r with y € B(d), and thus we are left to estimate the
size of the sets

Q(d) :={r =pp1---pr 1y € B(d)}.
If d € D U D* then necessarily

58 NI-XAN=6)<dp14+-+dy <NAL=X—08) +k—t,
58) dj>Nnp (t+1<j<k).
Since N > log x for large enough =z,
1 d;/N
(5.9) gdi/N g (di=D/N g di /N O]%fx’ > L]J\; > (2/3)d;i/N

Thus, Lemma with ¢ = 1/20 implies that for all d € D,

k
Q@I =TT (7®/™) = a(ats=0/M))

J=t+1
k d;j/N )
_ H /:B J dt + O(de]/N 10g$e_(n10gx)1/4)
P 2@-D/N logt N

k d;j/N u 2di/N .
- 11 (/ T du+0, <]e<logx>1/°)>.
j=t41 N @=)/N U N

Crudely, by (5.8]) and (5.9),

/dj /N pu 2%/N

(dj—1)/N U
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Again using (5.8)), we find that for d € D,
ks S x/m 1/5
—(log z)
(510) | = / / Uit du+0n<Nk—t€ )

B(d)
Since the right side of (5.10]) is a valid upper bound for |Q(d)| when d € D*, we have

x/m .
(5.11) Q(d)] <, Nt (d € DUDY).
It follows from Lemmathat |D*| < (k —t)’NF 11 <« 17_2Nk_t_1 and hence
(5.12) > Q) <
deD*
and
1

1 B(d —.

(5.13) d;* meas(B(d)) <y, N

In particular, the big-O term in (5.7)) is O, (xz/(mN)).
Now fix d € D and let
<u1 Ut dt+1/N dk/N

sy Ty geeey >, ’U):ul++ut+

dir + -+ dy
w' T w w w '

vp = vo(d) := ~

Then vo € T and |(v(m;mr),v(r;mr)) — vo| < 1/N for every r € Q(d). Thus,
|f(v(m;mr), v(r;mr)) — f(vo)| < 1/N (r € Q(d)).
Combining this with (5.10)) and (5.11]), and then recalling (5.6]), we see that for d € D,

> o(r) = F(v)lQ(d)] + O <\Q<Nd>l>

reQ(d)
ut+1+ Fug xe_(logz)l/5
f(vo / / Upy1 - dut“ o dug £ Oy mNFk—t
B(d)
ULy Uk) ERRNE _
/ / /\+Uti—1+ k+uk)$Ut+1 Uk du cdur + O xre UOgm)l/s
Upg1 - - - U t+1 k n 7me—t .
By (5.8),
ID| < NU7FFL () — 85)N'F « NtPF=1 L Ntk (g — o).
Therefore,
/\ 'U«la 7uk )xut+1+-~~+uk
S E g [T s -
deD reQ(d) deD Uil Uk

X T _(logx)/5
+On(m7N+(d_C)Ee (lg ) )

Inserting this into (5.7)), and completing the multiple integral with the missing pieces of U using
(5.13]), we obtain (5.5)), as desired. O
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6. CONSTRUCTIONS

In this section, we present a general method of constructing sequences w,, satisfying (|l|) and ,
which we use to find such sequences with small or large weight on primes. This then gives upper
bounds on C~(P) and lower bounds on C*(P).

Our sequences satisfy trivially, as w,, is supported on integers with no divisor in ((x/2)?, 20%7],
and thus the main technical issue is engineering . We conjecture that this class of sequences is
sufficient to determine C*(P), and give heuristic justification for this claim at the end on this sec-
tion. In fact, this class of functions suffices for establishing C*(P) in the special cases considered
in Theorem 2.6] and Theorem 2.7

Let Qg be the set of parameters (7,6, v) satisfying

(6.1) Qy={(71,0,r): 0<y<1, 0<6<3 0<v<1-6}

We recall Definition {4.3|for R(P), and the vector notation of Section [5| Throughout, we consider
P = (v,0,v) € Qp fixed, and let R = R(P).

Definition 6.1 (The set S of symmetric functions on vectors). Let S denote the set of all real-
valued functions f on variable-length vectors, such that, for all k > 0, the restriction of f to RF is
symmetric in all variables.

Definition 6.2 (The set .%, of Type I-compatible functions). Let .%, be the set of functions f € S
such that

(a) f is supported on vectors in C(R) with all components > n, and is bounded;

(b) For each k, the restriction of f to R¥ is a finite sum of functions fr,j, where each f ; is
supported on a convex polytope and is Lipschitz continuous on the polytope;

(¢) The following property holds:

. orallr >0 and & + --- + & <y, we have e | =2 =0.
6.2 Ur>0 and &+ + & <, weh ACTRRLEL )
E>r+1 Sr1e &
- Erp1< <&k
§1t-+&k=1

The relations are integral analogs of the Type I bounds (). We note that any function
f € %, is supported on vectors with dimension at most 1/7 (since the components are at least  and
sum to 1), and that any real linear combination of functions in .%, is also in .%#,. Roughly speaking,
we will build sequences (ay), (bn), (w,) from f € %, via the relation w, = f(v(n)), b, = 1. The
restriction of the support of f to C(R) ensures that holds, and relation implies that
holds. Also, the singleton value f(1) represents the weight w, on primes. Our object is to find f
to optimize f(1), subject to f(x) > —1 for all x.

Theorem 6.3 (Constructions of sequences with small/large prime counts). Let P = (v, 0,v) € Qg
and f € F, with0 <n <1—~. Then:

(a) For any 0 > 0, there is a constant z = z(9) with |z — f(1)| < & such that for all B > 0 and
large enough x (in terms of B,d,v,0,v,m), there is a bounded sequence (wy,) satisfying
and and with:

(i) wp = 2z for all primes p € (x/2, ],
(ii) wy, = min (0, min f(u) — 5) forn € (x/2,x] with Q(n) > 2.
dim(u)>2

(b) If f(u) = —1 for all u, then we have
C™(P) <1+ f(1) <CT(P)
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and for sufficiently large o (in terms of f,v,0,v,1n) we have
Cpa(P;0) <1+ f(1) < Cyy(P; 0).

Moreover, the sequences (ay,), (bn), (wy) used to prove this all satisfy b, =1 for all n and
have (ay) bounded.

Although has a clean formulation, some massaging leads to a recursive formula for f,
whereby if some & > 1 —, then f(£) is uniquely determined by the values of f with all arguments
< 1—7. To state this result, we associate to f the restrictions fs,, where each fs, is the restriction
of f to (s + ¢)—dimensional vectors with s components in [,1 — «) and ¢ components which are
> 1 — 7. Recall the definition of the ‘truncated Linnik function’ JI.(x) from (5.1)).

Theorem 6.4. Let P = (v,0,v) € Qy and suppose that f € S satisfies axioms (a) and (b) in
the definition of #,. Then 1s equivalent to the following statement, which we refer to as the
“fragmentation relation”: for all s 2 0,4 > 1, all f1,...,8s € [n,1 —7) and a,...,ap = 1 —~ with
Bi+--+Bs+ar+---+ar=1, we have

(63) fs’e(ﬁl’”'7/8570[17“'7046)::Oél"'OégX
S B IS A R P

v k;
k1, kp>2 szl IT2: win
k:=k1+---+k‘g+s

aj=uj 1ty
N1 < <y g
1<5<t

where uj = (uj1,. .. 7Uj,kj) for1 < j <4

Roughly speaking, each component that is > 1 — ~ is fragmented into components which are

smaller than 1 — v on the right side of (6.3)). Although (6.2]) has a cleaner formulation than (6.3]),
(6.3)) can be used to easily construct functions satisfying (6.2). Indeed, one can define f arbitrarily

on vectors with all components < 1 — «, use (6.3) to define f for other vectors, and then f will
automatically satisfy (6.2]). This is, in fact, how we shall proceed.

6.1. Proof of Theorem We first show that the fragmentation relation is equivalent to the
following, more symmetric, “alternative fragmentation relation”: for all m > 1 and & € C(R(P))
with & > n for all 7, we have

(6.4) {0bn) g / /H”‘” Il 7( m)f (s ) g

§1-+-&m b1 ¢ U

_U] 1+ +uj k
n<uj 1<+ -<ug, kj
1<j<m

where w; = (uj1,...,u;x;) for 1 < j < m. Indeed, this follows quickly from Lemma (a) and
(b). In (6.4), if & < 1 —~, then JIl_,y(uZ) = 1(k; = 1) and therefore the only nonzero mtegrands
occur when w; 1 = §;. Also, if § > 1 —~ and k; = 1 then JI;_, (&) = 0, thus the nonzero integrands
on the right side require k; > 2. Furthermore, if some u;p > 1 — v then JI;_,(u;) = 0.

It remains to show the equivalence of (| and the alternative fragmentation relation . We
first assume and deduce (6.4), beglnmng with the observation that JIoo(xq,...,2,) = 1(k = 1)
for any (x4, .. J;k) which follows from Lemma. . Hence, for £ € C(R(P)) with all components
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=>nand m > 1,
f(fl,...,gm) / / H 111 - JI ( )f(lll,...,llm) du ]

1 - du,,.
1 &m ULT " U ke, "

k1,.. 7km>1 quj 14 +ujk
nN<u 1 <--<uj, kj

(1<j<m)

Our strategy is to use to replace each factor JIo(u;) with JI1_,(u;), which gives . As
observed earlier, if & < 1 —+ then JI1_(u;) = 1(k; = 1) = JI(u;), so we may immediately make
this replacement for all ¢ with £ < 1 — . For the components with & > 1 — v, we shall replace
Joo(u;) by JI1—+(u;) one at a time. It thus suffices to show, for any & € [1 —~, 1] and any vector
y with |[y| =1 — &, that

(6.5) Zk' / / — L))

1 “ e uk
k=1 E=ur+-Fuy
n<u; Vi
It is convenient here to leave the variables w1, ..., u; unordered, and introduce the factor 1/k! to

compensate. We also observe that the terms k& > 1/ in (6.5)) are zero, as f is supported on vectors
with components > 7. From (j5.1), we have

(-1y!
Too(w) = T y(w) =) —— ) 1.

7=>1 J uil---Uuj=u
Vi:dim(u;)>1
Jit|u;|>1—v

Insert this into , and re-organize T'(y), by first fixing j and using the substitutions d; = dim(u;)
and ¢; = |u;|, so that ¢1+---+¢; =&, ¢; > 1 — for some i and dy + - -- +d; = k. With &, j and
dy,...,d; fixed, there are (d1 df_“ dj) choices for uy,...,u; such that uy U--- U u; = u. Since the
integrand in is symmetric in w1, ..., ug, we obtain

ST () [of [

iii ddh’dgi}ilk E=p1+- +¢] ¢z—uz 1+ +u7, d;
= 14+ = 77<¢z Vi 1<’L<]
3i'¢i21—7
! Ul 1
21 E=gr1tte; Doodiz i=ui 1+ Fuq g,
n<¢; Vi 1<y
Jirg; 21—

Fix j and (¢1,...,¢;), and let m be an index with ¢,, > 1 —~. Fix all of the d; except for d,,, and
fix the variables u; p, for i # m,1 < h < d;. Let y’ be the concatenation of the vector y with all of
wip for i #m,1 < h < d;, and let g be the sum of the components of y’, so that g =1 — ¢y, < 7.

What remains is
1
Z iR / / y um) du,,,
dp,! Ulm " Um,dy,

dm=1 Om=uUm, 1+ +Um, dp,

which equals zero by (6.2)). Therefore, (6.5)) holds and the proof of (6.4)) is complete.
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Now we deduce (6.2) from (6.4). Let & = (&1,...,&.) with components > n and |€] = g < 7.
Then, by (6.4) and the symmetry of f,

> / /wl I / / uh“@;kr)d‘” s

>
s>1 w Fogps=1—g ki,...,kr>1 €=t 1+ +u]k
1<g<r

where

1 1

s>1 D1t tps=1—g hi,....hs=>1

Jin(vy) - Tl (v ug,...,Up,Vy,...,V
/ / 1-(v1) - y(vo)f(ur, ... up, vy s)dvl---dvs.
V1,1 VUs,h,
w]—vjl“l‘ +Ujh
1<g<s
Now let m = hy + - -- + hs and relabel the variables vy 1,...,vsp, as B1,..., Bm, where

/8h1+---+h]',1+i = vj,i (1 g] < S, 1 g { < h])

: f(uay,...,ur,08)
The function e

= is symmetric in Bi, .-+, Bm. Thus, with hy,..., hs and B fixed, we may
replace the factor JI1_,(v1)--- JI1—(vs) by its symmetric average

<h1 hzn?-- hs)l Yo Thiy(z) - T (z).

z1U--Uzs=0

It follows that

A(ug, ..., uy Z / / ful’” ur,,B Z > Ty(z1) - T (2s) dB.

m>1 T zU--Uzs=0
=1— s
51+ +Bm g Vi:|z;|>1

By Lemma the sum on s equals zero, and thus A(uy,...,u,) = 0. This completes the proof of

[62).

6.2. Proof of Theorem We need to handle an annoying technicality, that logn is not equal
to logx when z/2 < n < z. So, even if v(n) avoids the Type II interval [0,0 + v], it may be
that n itself has a divisor very close to the boundary of the Type II range (II) (recall Definition
of v(n).) Furthermore, n” is slightly smaller than 27, another issue that must be dealt with.
Fortunately, f is bounded and so we may easily sidestep these issues because the measure of affected
vectors is very small. Fix a small € > 0. We will define a tweak of f, namely h, as follows. Let
I.=[0+v,0 +v+e|U[y—e,v+¢]| Forall kand f3q,...,8r < 1—r, define

h(B1,y.--,Bk) = f(B1,---, Bk) - ]l(ﬁ has no subsum in IE),

and then define h for other vectors by the analog of with h replacing f everywhere. By
Theorem holds for h; that is, h € %,. Now let 8 = (B1,...,0s) and a = (o, ..., )
with £ > 1, f; <1—7 < qj for all i, 4, and |B| + || = 1. If (3, ) has a subsum in Z. then clearly
(B,uy,...,uy) does also for any choice of uj,...,uy in and therefore h(3,a) = 0. We will
show that

(6.6) lf(B,a) —h(B,a)| < & (if (B, @) has no subsum in Z.),
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the implied constant depending on sup,, |f(u)| and n only. In (6.3), s and £ are bounded, there are a
bounded number of vectors (k1, ..., ke), each factor JI;_-(u;) is bounded, and we have u;; > 7 for
all j, h, thus the integrand is bounded. With ky, ..., kg all fixed, we claim that the (k1 +---+ky—¥)-
dimensional measure of uy,...,uy for which (8, uy,...,us) has a subsum in Z. is O(e). This will

clearly give . Such a subsum must have the form

l
i€D j=1ieU;
where D C [s], U; C [kj] for 1 < j < £ and there is some j" for which 1 < |Uy| < kj — 1. Fix
D,Ui,...,U; and fix i/ € Uy and " € [k;y] \ Uj. For each fixed choice of 3;,1 < i < s and all of
the variables u;; except for j = j',i € {i’,4"}, the sum ujy ; 4+ uj ;v is fixed and the measure of the
set of u; i for which the above subsum is in Z is at most 4e. This proves the claim.
Now we define, for x/2 < n < x the weights

(6.7) wa = h(v(n))  (4*(n) =1).

By definition, if w,, # 0 then v(n) has no subsum in [0, 6 + v +¢|. Thus, all of the divisors of n are
either < n? < 2% or > nftv+e > (2/2)04+ > 297, Therefore, (II) holds trivially. For (I) we will
in fact show more, that for all m < z7 and % <c<d< 1, we have

l'e_(lng)l/E)
(68) Sm(c, d) = Z Wmr <<f7g T

cx/m<r<dz/m

From this, (I) follows easily, for any B and for = large enough in terms of B. Fix m < z7, with
m=p-p, pr < - < pg, p; = a% for 1 < i <t,and let A = u; +--- +ur < 7, so that
m = 2. If m has a prime factor < (x/2)" then by the support of f and , Wy = 0 for all r
and Sp,(c,d) = 0. If m > 277¢ then for any integer r with /2 < mr < z the vector v(mr) has
a subsum in [y — €,7 + €] and we also have S,,(¢,d) = 0. Now suppose all p; > (2/2)" and that
m < x77¢, that is, A <~ — . Then,

(6.9) Sm(c,d) = Z h(v(m;mr),v(r;mr)).
cx/m<r<dz/m
(r,m)=1
u?(r)=1

Recall that f = Zk,j fk,j, where each f, ; is supported on a convex polytope
PojC{xeR 1+ 41, =1,0< 2 <o <1y}

and is Lipschitz continuous on Py ;. Removing from each P ; the vectors with a subsum in Z. leaves
a region which is a bounded union of polytopes, and thus we may write h = Zk,j hy.;, each hy ;
supported and Lipschitz continuous on a convex polytope @ j. Now fix £ > ¢ and j, and consider
the terms in the sum in corresponding to r = pyq -+ pr with w(r) = k—t and pyyq < -+ < pg.

Now fix one of the O(1) orderings of the primes py, ..., pg, which come from possible meshings of
the two ordered vectors (p1,...,p:) and (pi41,--.,pk). Such an ordering has the form
(6.10) Po1) < < DPo(k)

where o is a permutation of [k], and then

1 1
v(mr) = < 08 Po (1) ngo(k))

log(mr)” " log(mr)



ON THE THEORY OF PRIME-PRODUCING SIEVES 33

With k, j and o fixed, the corresponding summands in are those with v(mr) € Qy ; and (6.10))

holding. Since (v(m;mr),v(r;mr)) = (lfggfllr, ey lfggf;’j,

(v(imsmr),v(rimr)) € Ty jo = {u c RF . Ug(1) <00 < Ug(k), (ua(l), . ,ug(k)) € Qk7j}.

Again, for some ¢ the inequality ), e, ,x; > 0 may be replaced by a corresponding strict inequality.
This is then a sum of the type in Lemma Summing over the O(1) choices for k, j, o, it follows
from this lemma that

S hvimr) =) > h(v(mr))

), this in turn is equivalent to

cx/m<r<dz/m k,j,o  cx/m<r<dz/m
(r;m)=1,p%(r)=1 (r;m)=1,p%(r)=1
v(mr)EQy,;

logd U U
:/l A+10§L L Z // hk,j()\_i_ilwy...a)\fw)dudw +Of ( _(1ng)1/5>
1

log ¢ U cee U
/\+ log x k t+1 k

JO e u=w
u/(A+w)€Tk,j,0

1— ,\+}g§g ) r
_ Y h(xfw: -+ 2w dudw + O (76—(logr)l/5>
1— log ¢ f76 m ’

A+ log = k>t+1 t+1 k

U1+ Fup=w
Up41 < <Ug

On the right side,
U+ Uy < v—¢€

A+ w ] — log2
log x

for large enough x. Therefore, (6.2]) implies that for each w we have

(s, e
Z // (xw ’\ﬂ”)du:o,
u .. u
k>t+1 Ut 1+ FHup=w t k
U1 < <Ug

and this proves (6.8). Finally, for all primes p € (z/2,z] we have w, = h(1). By (6.6) and the
fact that A(u) = 0 if u has a subsum in Z., part (a) of the theorem follows upon letting € be small
enough in terms of 4.

To prove part (b), assume that f(u) > —1 for all u. Let B > 0 be arbitrary and § > 0 be
arbitrarily small. By (a) there is a number z, depending only on d, with |z — f(1)] < J, and such
that for sufficiently large x, there is a sequence (w,) satisfying , , wp = z for all primes
p € (x/2,x], and such that w, > —1 —§ for all n € (x/2,z]. For each n € (x/2,x] define

wl =

o144

Then w;, = %5 for all primes p, and w;, > —1 for all n, hence a,, > 0 for all n. Moreover, (wy,) is

bounded and hence holds for any @ > 1 and x large enough. Furthermore, and trivially
hold with w,, replaced by w!,. Since

2= (1+5+1>( (= )”(x/Q))N(1i5+1>'1§éi (= 00).
p

it follows that C~(P) < %5 + 1 < C*(P). Letting § — 0 proves the first part of (b). Since f is
bounded, by F' say, so is wn, thus (4.1]) holds for large enough ¢ and with @ = 2. We see that for
any 0 > 0, Cp4(P;0) < s T 1< Cp4(P; o) and the second claim follows.

<7

b, =1, an:w;ﬁ—bn.
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6.3. Heuristic justification for considering only special types of functions f. As men-
tioned in the beginning of this section, we believe that for the purposes of calculating the constants
C*(P) (at least when P is a continuity point), it should be sufficient to only consider sequences
(an), (by) with w, = 0 whenever n has a divisor in [(x/2)?, 2077]. (ie. we can assume that w,
satisfies trivially). As a heuristic justification, we sketch how we should be able to pass from a

sequence wy,, satisfying ([If) and to a sequence w,(f’) satisfying a (slightly weakened version) of

and , supported on integers with no divisor in the Type II range and with Zp wy R Zp wj(,g .
First we set

w7(‘Ll) = wn]lP‘(n)}z
for z = z1/(glog2)’ Gince 1p-(n)>- is multiplicative, (wg)) satisfies since (wy,) does. By the
fundamental lemma of sieve theory, 1p-(,)>. = > din Ag for suitable sieve weights Ay supported on

d < z1/loslogz  Thyg fw,(Ll) will satisfy with v replaced by v — 1/loglog x by expanding the sieve
and using the fact that w, satisfies . Secondly, for n = py - - - pp we set

(1)

(2) —
Wy~ = Ep’l  Epk,prtpi/ log? w]wp’l---p;’

E€lp1,p1+p1/logha] 'EP

where E indicates an average over primes p}. Since (w,(Ll)) satisfies , by swapping the order of

(2) —A+0(1) 9/+l//]

. P . . /
summation we see that wy,’ < log x whenever n has a divisor in the interval [z% z

where 6 = 0 +log™ z and v/ = v — 2log™ z (s0 w? satisfies a pointwise version of if A is

chosen large enough). Similarly, by swapping the order of summation, we see that whenever w
satisfies ([I) with v replaced by v = v — 2/loglog z. Finally, we set

0, Ad|n s.t. d € [z, 29,
(2)

wy, ~, otherwise.

wl® =

Since w'? is small whenever n has a divisor in [z, 20+, (wf)) also satisfies () and (with
7,0, v replaced by +',8',v/) but is supported on numbers with no divisor in type II interval. More-
over, it is easy to check that 3 w, ~ > wg(;l) D, wl()Q) ~D, wf’), so if w, is close to extremal

(3)

for (v, 60,v) then wy, "’ is close to extremal for (7/,60',v') provided (v,6,v) is a point of continutity
of the functions C~ and C'.

7. SIEVING

Our main goal in this section is to develop a sieve method which establishes upper and lower
bounds on Zp a, for any sequence satisfying the Type I and Type II estimates, thereby producing
a lower bound for C~ (v, 6, v) and an upper bound for C* (v, 0, v). We do this by constructing good
steve weights Adi which exploit both the Type I information and Type II information. Throughout
this section, we consider P = (v,6,v) € Qp fixed (recalling the definition of Qp) and let
R = R(P) (recalling the Definition of C(R)). All constants implied by O and < symbols may
depend on v, 0, v. Any other dependencies will be indicated by subscripts to the O and < symbols.

We begin by expanding upon the outline of the general sieve method given in Section [3] Let N/
be the set of composite integers n in (z/2, z] such that v(n) € C(R) (recall Definition [5.1] of v(n)).
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In particular, such integers have no divisor in (na, nftv |. We choose the weights so that Af =1
and Af are supported on integers d < 27. We define H*(n) := 3 din A;lt. We want for each n € N/

H (n) <0< HY(n).

These functions A* resemble the sieve weights that are used when there is no Type II information
(see e.g. Chapter 5 of [10]), but now we only require H~(n) < 0 < H*(n) for the special set N,
rather than for all integers n > 1 with P*(n) < 2, where z is the sifting limit. Let P be the set
of primes in (x/2,x]. Focusing on the lower bound, the fact that H~(p) = 1 for primes p € P and
that w, > —b,, we have

pr: Z(wp+bp)_bp > _pr"’ Z (wn +bp)H ™ (n)

peP peP peP nePUN
=3 bH (n)+ Y w,H (n)
neN nePUN
— Z b, H™ (n) + Z wpH™ (n) — Z wpH™ (n).
neN z/2<n<z z/2<n<z
ngPUN
Using the Type I bound , the second sum on the right satisfies
x
w,H™ (n)| = A Wy | < ;
S ] = £ 4 S <

z/2<n<x d<a” dln

provided that A, is divisor bounded (true in practice), and we can use the Type I and Type
IT information together to show that the third sum on the right is also small (this is the most
complicated and longest part of the argument). We then obtain an estimate

Y w2 Y bH (n),

peP neN

and it remains to make a good choice for A~.

When R is empty, the analysis becomes much simpler since then N is also empty, there is no
need to choose AT, and we conclude that 3w, ~ 0, confirming that " a, ~ > b,.

When R is nonempty, it turns out to be useful to define A in terms of the canonical factorization
of d as d = dydy with (roughly) P~ (dy) > ¥ > P*(dz). To make all of this precise, we define the
quantities

H=H(P):={xecC(R):x; >vVi at least two components},
Z = Z(P):={y:y is a subvector of a vector x € C(R)}
={x,:x€C(R), A C [dim(x)]},
Y(x) = P(x; P) := sup{[€] : & <v Vi, (x,§) € Z},
Gi=Gi(P):={x€Z:x; >vVi|x|+1¢(x) <},
Go = Go(P) :={x € Z:x; 2 v Vi; [x[ +9b(x) > v, x| <7}
If R is nonempty then Z contains the empty vector &. If R is nonempty then it is clear that

() < 0, since € contains a subsum in every interval of length v that is contained in [0, |£]].

It follows that if R is nonempty and v > 0 then G; contains &. On the other hand, if v < 0

(which implies that v < %), then G; is empty (that is, does not even contain the empty vector

). To see this, for any x € Z with all components > v and |x| < 7, and y € (y — |x/|,0 — |x]),

(7.1)
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(x,y,1 —y — |x|) € R. Hence, by breaking up y into pieces which are less than v (in an arbitrary
manner) we see that ¢(x) = 6 — |x| > v — |x| and so x € Ga. Also, if x € Z then ¥(x) > 0 since
we include the empty vector £ = @ in the supremum.

The set H is the vector version of N, restricted to vectors with all components > v, and Z is
the set of vectors corresponding to divisors of elements of /. The set G := G; U G5 is the domain
of v(dy;d). Given dj, 2¥(v(d152) i an upper bound on the possible values of dy such that dids is a
divisor of an element of N'. Thus, G; corresponds to the set of d; for which dids < x7 for any choice
of dy, and in this case a good all-purpose choice is A, = g(dy)u(dz), for some function g which is
piecewise smooth on v(dy;z) € Gy. This choice makes H*(n) = 0 if P~(n) < 2¥. In other words,
we may use the Legendre sieve on do. When x € Gs, there are possible values of dy with dids > z7,
and we must use a less-efficient sieve weight in place of p(dz), one supported on [1,z7/d;].

The main theorem of this section, Theorem [7.3] represents a general method of constructing
sieves that utilize G; but not Gs, that is, utilizing a general choice of g. It is often the case that G
is empty and Theorem can produce optimal bounds, that is, gives C* (7,0, v) exactly with the
right choice of g. By comparison, standard uses of Harman’s sieve can be viewed in this language,
and would correspond to a sieve which exploits G; (but the corresponding choice of g would typically
not do this optimally), but does not exploit Gs.

Consider those triples (v,60,v) with v = 1 — 6. As mentioned in the introduction, this is a
common case that occurs when trying to detect primes in a thin set, for example. In this case it
is easy to see that Go is empty. Indeed, if x € Z with all components > v and |x| < v =1-6,
then in fact |x| < 1—6 —v. If € has all components < v and (x,€£) € Z, then |x|+ || <1—-6—v
as well (otherwise (x,&) would have a subsum in [1 — 6 — v,1 — 6], a contradiction) and thus
x| + ¥(x) < 1 -6 —v <. In this situation, we expect that Theorem below is capable of
producing optimal bounds for the right choice of g, and we confirm this in some special cases (see
Theorem .

Consider now another family of parameters given by 6 = 2§, v = % — 3§ and % <y < %Jr(? , where
0 < d < 5. We claim that G; = {@} and that G is nonempty. Since v > 26, R consists of vectors
of the form (21, z,, &) where z;, 25 € (3—0,1—7), 21 +2,+|€| = 1 and |€| < 20. Thus, C(R) has two
types of vectors, those of the form (x,&) with 1 —2§ < z; < 1 and |£| < 20 and those of the form
(21,4, &) where 21,2, € (3 — 6,5 +6) and |¢| < 26. Thus, if x € Z with at least one component
and all components > v, then x has just one component z; € (3 — 6,7 and ¥((z1)) = 3 + 8 — z;.
Thus, z; + ¥ ((z1)) = 3 +6 > v, G1 = {@} and Go = {(21) : 3 — 6 < z; < 1 —~}. For this family,
it is necessary to work with Gs since there is no non-trivial choice of Adi of the form g(dy)u(dz).
In this case our main sieving Theorem does not produce any lower bounds on C~(v,0,v). In a
future work, we will address the situation when G, is nonempty and how to choose A* in this case.

Definition 7.1 (The convolution operation 1x). For a function g on arbitrary length vectors
(including the dimension 0 vector &), we define the vector convolution

(1xg)(x) =D g(y),

y&x
the sum over all 2% subvectors y of x.
The functions g under consideration will all be symmetric, i.e., in S.

Definition 7.2 (The set ¢ of functions on Gy). Let ¢ denote the set of all vector functions in S,
supported on G that are finite sums of functions which are each bounded, supported on a convex
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polytope which lies in {x € R¥ : 0 < xy < - <} for some k, and with bounded, continuous first
order partial derivatives on the interior of the polytope.

These are natural conditions, since G; is the union of polytopes (Lemma below).

Theorem 7.3 (Sieve bounds, G; only version). Suppose that (v,0,v) € Qy and that R is nonempty.
Let g € 4 satisfy g(@) = 1.
(a) If (1 % g)(x) <0 for all x € H(P), then

L1/v]

C(v,0,v) > 1+Z/ /1*9

xE'H (P)NRF*
TSIy

(b) If (1 x g)(x) = 0 for all x € H(P), then

[1/v]
(1
Ct(v,0,v) <1+ Z / / (1x9)(x)
“Zen (P)NRF
Ty STy

Combining the results of Theorems|6.3|and we derive a simple sufficient condition for a choice
of f,g to be optimal. The idea behind this comes from linear programming, whereby the optimal
solution of the original problem and optimal solution of the dual problem satisfy a ‘slackness’
property.

Theorem 7.4 (Duality between constructions and sieve bounds). Suppose that (vy,0,v) € Qy and
that R is nonempty. Let 0 <n <1 —~. Assume that f € F, and f(x) > —1 for all x.
(a) If g satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem- 7.5 (a), then

Ve S [ [

>
0>2 HAR
7y <<y

with equality if and only if (1 + f(x))(1xg)(x) = 0 for all x € H outside a set of measure zero. In
case of equality, we have C~—(P) =1+ f(1).
(b) If g satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem- 7.5 (b), then

e S

02 H R,{

with equality if and only if (14 f(x))(1 *g)(x) =0 for all x € H outside a set of measure zero. In
case of equality, we have Ct(P) =1+ f(1).

Proof. Under the hypotheses of either part (a) or part (b), (6.2]) implies that

[ ]

. { "1 1 eHnRY
1< < h T < g:pg
(7.2)
1 1 )(1
Z/ / *g)( dX—l—Z/ / +f *9)( )dX.
22 eHme 22 xEHNR

oy <oy
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The claims follow immediately. U

Recalling the remarks after , if v > 0 the G; contains the empty vector @. Thus, taking
9(@) =1 and g(x) =0 for other x € G, we obtain the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 7.5. If (v,0,v) € Qy and v > 0, then C*(v,0,v) is finite. In fact,
[1/v]

Ct(v,0,v) < 1+Z/ /

xEHﬂ]Rk
TSIy,

In particular, if (v,0,v) € Qo with v > l then C*(v,0,v) is finite.

The proof of Theorem [7.3] breaks naturally into two cases, v > 1 — v and v < 1 — 7, the former
being much simpler. We first show that G; is the union of polytopes, which Justlﬁes the restriction
of g to 4.

Lemma 7.6. For any k > 1, Gt N R* is either empty or the disjoint union of convex polytopes,
each of which is determined by a bounded (in terms of ~y,0,v only) number of linear constraints.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we use the symbols x,x’ to denote vectors with all components in
[v,1] and the symbols y,y’ to denote vectors with all components in (0,v). By Lemma there
is a collection of disjoint convex polytopes Ti, ..., Ty, each defined by O(1) linear constraints, and
such that for any y we have
x: v ec®} = (L 7)nix:xl =1yl
JSN

Recall from that Z is the set of subvectors of C(R). It follows that (y,x) € Z if and only
if there is a vector x’ and a j so that |(x,x’,y)| < 1 and (x,x’) € 7;. To see this, observe that
(y,x) € Z if and only if there are vectors x',y’ so that (x,x',y,y’) € C(R), and this occurs
if and only if there is a choice of (x/,y’) such that (x,x’) lies in one of the polytopes 7; and
|(x,x,y,y)|=1. If |(x,x’,y)| <1 then there is always a y’ such that |(x,x’,y,y’)| = 1.

Since the linear projection of a convex polytope is a convex polytope, there is a finite set of
polytopes Wi, ..., Wy, such that any x € [v, 1]* lies in Z if any only if x belongs to one of the W;.
Then

U {x € Wy : |x| <, Vy with (x,y) € Z we have |y| <~ — [x|}.

The condition that ]y\ < v — |x]| for all y with (x,y) € Z is equivalent to the condition that for all
x' with (x,x') € Z, we have |x'| > 1 —~. Thus, G is the union of the empty vector and

U <{X€ Wi x| <)\ (U{x € Wy : 3x with (x,x") € Tj and x| < 1 —7})).

)4

For each ¢, Vy:={x e Wy : |x| < ’y} is a convex polytope. For each ¢ and j, the set
{(x,x)eT:xeW, x| <1-7}

is a convex polytope, and it follows that

Dy = {x € Wy : 3’ with (x,x') € T; and |x| <1—1~}

is also a convex polytope. It follows that for each ¢, V,\ (U;Dy ;) is the disjoint union of boundedly
many convex polytopes, each defined by a bounded number of linear constraints. O
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7.1. Preparatory lemmas for Theorem
Lemma 7.7. For positive integers k,n we have 1,(n) < 7(n)*~1.

Proof. 1t suffices to check the inequality when n = p™, p prime. We have

nom = (5 ) = () () < m i = rmy,

The next lemma is needed in the proof of Lemma below.
Lemma 7.8. Assume (wy,) satisfies (I), r € N and C < B —1. Then

xr

(i) 7(d)®  sup Werg| K +——5x

d; Interval T J;I / (log x)B

if 1>2 then df<z”
and
log f T

ii 7(d)¢ sup Werg < .
( ) d<Zw’Y ( ) Interval T ];I ! loggj (1Og x)B

if r>2 then df <z

39

Proof. If r = 1 then (i) is immediate from (I). For (ii) when r» = 1 and for any interval Z = (a, b,

partial summation gives

b
Z wyqlog f = (logb) Z wdf—/ % Z wg dt.

a<f<b a<f<b @ T a<f<t

Therefore, by the triangle inequality,

wadlogf

fez

sup
Interval Z

< 2(logzx) sup
Interval 7

’U)fd
fez

I

and the estimate (ii) follows from (i).

If 7 > 2 then in case (i) let A; = 1 for all £, and for (i) let Af = 1264 for all f. With d fixed, we

log x
use the crude bound

sup Z wfrd)\f < Z \wfrd|.
Interval Z fez a:/2<frd<x
df <z df <z

Thus, writing e = df so that e < 27 and f|e, we have

Z 7(d)¢  sup Z WergA s

d<z7 Interval 7 fez
df<a

e<a fle

< Z (€)1 sup
7

ez
T

<
logB T

by (I). This shows (i) and (ii).

<D 7@ wepr]

Z Weg

geT
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Lemma 7.9 (Separation of variables in inequalities). Let f(n), g(m) be positive real functions with
|f(n)], |g(m)| and |f(n) — g(m)| all lying in [1/2%°,2%°] for all n,m < z. Let amn be a complex
sequence with |, m| < 2% for all n,m < x. Then we have

Z anm < (logx) sup‘ Z anmf(n Yog(m) | 4 27100,
n,m<e teR n,m<x
f(n)>g(m)

Proof. By Perron’s formula (see [16, Proposition 5.54]) we have for f(n) # g(m) > 0 and ¢, 7 > 0

1 c+iT . ds

i | f(n)?g(m)~ ~ = Lim>g(m) + O(

ygm )
TTlog( (1) /9(m))

We take T = %% and ¢ = 1/T. Our assumptions on f, g mean that the big-O term is O(z~16Y).
We now multiply by oy, and sum over n,m < x. This gives

S awn=ys [ (X annfom )% 406

—iT

n,m<x n,m<x
f(n)>g(m)
c+iT | S| ]
< (/ > sup ) Z anmf c+zt ( ) c—it +x7150‘
e—ir 8] te[-T,T',,

The integral of |ds|/|s| is O(log x). Finally, noting that
(f(n)/g(m)** = (f(n)/g(m))" + O(z")

for all m,n < x, we obtain the result of the lemma. O

Frequently, we apply Lemmal|7.9 where one of f(n), g(m) is integer valued, and the other function
is always % plus an integer, from which it follows that |f(n) — g(m)| > % for all n, m.

We next record a variant of the previous method, useful for encoding conditions coming from
polytopes. Recall that the notation a ~ x stands for a € (z/2, x|, and that the symbol p always
denotes a prime.

Lemma 7.10 (Encoding a polytope condition). Assume that (wy,) satisfies . Suppose that

k>1, M is a nonempty subset of [k] and that c,,...,c, are real numbers with the numbers ¢ for
j € ./\/l all equal, the common value being > 1 or < —1 Suppose also that for a k—tuple of posztwe
integers n = (ny,...,n,) with product in (x/2,x], &a is a complex number with |£n] < 1. Then
Z Enwn <y, (logz) sup Z Enwpny 7 -omy *°
n:nl ’rLkNw %S:x_Q TL:'fll nkww
[jenny=a"/? [jenny=a"/?

€1 °k
nyen <l

—cy S —c. 8 1—v/1
S e g
N=nq N ~T

v/3
ngMn;>w

+ (logx) sup

Rs=x—2

The same bound holds if the condition nilnz’“ < 1 is replaced by the nonstrict inequality

¢ Ck
ny'oeom <L
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Proof. By relabeling, we may assume that M = [j] for some j with 1 < j < k. For 0 < <1 let
fs(x) : [0,00) — [0, 1] which equals 1 for 0 < z < 1 —J, equals 0 for z > 1 and has continuous 2nd

order derivative. We can choose such an f with féj )(a:) < 677 for j =1,2. Define
95() = Li—s<a<i(1 — fs(z)) + Las1fo(z — 9),

so that g is supported on [1—4,1+4], g((;j)(x) < 67 for j =1,2and fs(x)+gs(x) =1for 0 <z < 1.
Let

Fy(z) == /0 T hswut du,  Gyla) = /O " ga(uyu du

be the Mellin transforms of f5 and gs, respectively. Using integration by parts, and the fact that
f5(x) = f§(z) = g5(x) = gj(x) =0 for z & (1 — 0,1+ 0), we see that

1 1/6
|F5(s)| +|Gs(s)| < min (,S, |S/|2> (0 <Rs <1).
In particular,
(7.3) / <|F5(s)\ + |G(s(s)|> lds| < 1 +/ — -I-/ 5 < 1+log(1/9).
§—ico st Jis ot

Since ly<1 = fs(x) + O(gs(x)), we have

Z EnWy = Z fnwnftS (n(ljl T ”Zk) + O< Z \{nwn\gé (nil U n?)) :

n:nl-unkwx TL:’I’Ll'“TLkN$ TL:nl"‘TLkNI

v/3 v/3 v/3
”1"'”]'233 / ”1"'”j>x / nl"'nj>x /

nil---nzk<l
Denote the right hand side by S; + O(S2), and let § = 2~2. By Mellin inversion and (7.3),

1 d+ioco
S =

"~ 2mi

Fs(s) Z Enwpny e om, * ds

N="y Ny ~T

d—1i00

v/3
nl--~nj>x /

_Cl S 7Ck$
E EnWpny 'y .

N=nq N ~T
v/3

< (logx) sup
Rs=d

nl---nj;’p
By , lwy| < wy, + 227/10 Hence Sy < S3 + 2S4, where

Sm Y Kbl n),

N=nq N ~T

v/3
nl---anx /

Sy = 2¥/10 Z g(;(nil . nZ’“)

n:nl---nkwm

v/3
nl-nnj}z /
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By (7.3) again,
S - i G(S(S) E ‘gn‘wnn C18"'n K dS

n:nl---nkwx
v/3
ny-n; e /

< (logx) sup ‘ Z |En|wnny 7 --nlzc’“s )
Rs=0 N="N Ny ~T

Ny, >gv/3

The g5 factor is nonzero only when the argument is in [1 — 0,1 4 6] which implies that

k
Z ¢, logny, = O(0).
h=1

Recall that § =272, ¢, = - = c; and le;] = 1. With positive integers Njiqs---, 7y all fixed, the
number

ci(logny +---+logn;) = c;log(ny - n;)

lies in an interval of length O(d), and hence log(n, ---n;) lies in an interval of length O(d/[c,|).
Since n1---n; < z, it follows that the product s = n;---n;

J
v/100) choices for the tuple (ny, . .. ;n;). Therefore, writing m = [[,,.;ny, we

is unique. Hence there are at most
maxs<y, 7j(5) = Ok(z

have m < 2177/3 and hence

S, < xu/lO Z .’L'V/looTk,j(m) < .,L,l—u/l()’

mgxlfu/S

again using the divisor bound 7;,_;(m) <, 2v/100 Together with the earlier bounds on S; and Ss,
this completes the proof. Replacing the strict inequality < 1 with < 1 has no effect on the above
argument. (]

Lemma 7.11 (Encoding many polytope conditions). Assume that (wy,) satisfies (w|). Let k, s
and ¢ be positive integers and D > 1. Let My,..., M be non-empty subsets of [k] and c¢;; €
[—D,-1JU{0}U[1,D] for 1 < i< ¢ 1< j <k Forl<j<slet.#; denote the condition
HheMj n, = a¥/3. For 1 < i < {, let j; € [s] and let Z; be either the condition that for some
J, the numbers c;,, for m € M, are all equal and nonzero and nii’l . nZ’k < 1, or the variant
with n‘lzi’1 x nZ”“ < 1 in place of nii’l . nzlk < 1. Suppose also that for every k-tuple of positive

integers n = (ny,...,n,) with product in (x/2,x], ¢n is a complex number with |¢n| < 1. Then
S un Spe (os2) swp | Y Gwna () onn)
S 8
Ll B 1—bounded ~n=ny-n,~T
M ..y M s M .y M s
A,y
Floga)’ sy | S [oalwmaln) (o) + 2
E ST A

1—bounded ~n=mny-n,~
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Proof. We iterate Lemma [7.10] For 0 <14 </ let

Y;:= sup ‘ Z Gnwpix(ng) - - ke (ng) [+
Y yeen B
l1—bounded n=nq-n,~r
4,055
T D DR TG R
E ST
1—bounded n=ny-n,~T
%lvnnﬁs
Ly

Now let 1 < ¢ < £. To estimate Y;, we apply Lemma twice, each with ¢; = ¢, ; for1 <j<k
and M = M, one application with

$n = Pniw1(ny) - we(n) L.ttt 2

and a second application with

&n = |Onlmi(ny) - () Lt o -

For all j and Rs = 272, nj_cj

follows that

* is a bounded function of n j (the bound depends on D), and it quickly

Y; <. p (logz)Yiy + /1.
Iterating this relation gives the claimed bound. O

Lemma 7.12 (Prime Decomposition). Suppose that |1, ,| < 1 for all pairs (u,v) of positive inte-
gers, and let £ = 6[1/(1 —~)]. Let k be a positive integer and for each (u,v), let Ty, be a convex
region in [0,1]%, which may depend on x. Assume (w,) satisfies and with B sufficiently
large in terms of k,~y. Let .# be given by

B logpy  logpg

B logx
n=uvpy-+-PE~T
(logm log py, ) €T

logz """ logx

Then we have

k V4
S < (logx)™ sup D 4, > wo [T 11 Bri(dns)

=]

Bl,h---;ﬁk,z w,v N=UVMmi - Mmp~T h=1j=1
1—bounded ( log mq log my, ) T
logz """ logw €uw

my,=dp,1-d, , (1<h<k)
dp ;j<n/x7 VYh,j

Proof. We begin by rewriting . as

P = u (log mh)ﬂmh prime
- Z ¢u,v Z Wn, H .
u,v

N=UVM1 M~ h=1 log T
(logm1 logmk)€7~
u,v

logaz "7 logzx
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Let J :=2[1/(1 —~)]. By Lemma[5.2] for each 1 < h <k,

J
(logmh)]lmh prime — Z (_1)jh_1 <J> Z ,u(rh)x

Jh

Jn=1 Thgllgicg
X > (log fn1)p(en) -+ - plengy,)-
my,=(en,1€nj, frn,1 fng, )
eyl <zt (1<j<n)
We substitute this into our expression for ., and take the maximum over all ji,...,j; < J and

r1,...,7x < (logx)/(log2). Thus

k
LY wn T2 T wteny)

log
49 r=1 1<h<k
1<i<in

7 &y, (logz)®  max
Ty Jk<J
T1y-0Tk

where the summation is restricted by the conditions

logm logm
g 1 PR g k e 7;1/'[]7
log log x ’

(7.4) no=1my MUY ~ T,
my, = (en1 - enjpfni- fng,)™" (1< h<k),
ey <atl (1< <k, 1< < ).

We now split the sum according to the set J of indices (h,j) for which max(fy_j, f;;hj_l) > n/x’.
This gives

(7.5)
& log fh 1
7 < (logz)* max S [3 wu. > wn H [T #ieny)
15 J e <J log z
T1 el t» IShsk

- 1<
max(fu ;. fy ) =n/27 V(hj)eT ISIh

max(fh,jrf}:’hj )<n/xw V( »J )¢\7

v

First we consider the contribution to the sum in ([7.5) when J # (), and so J contains some element
(W,7"). We write f = fprjo, 7 = 7 and d = n/f", so that d < 27 if r = 1 and df < 27 when
r > 2. Also write A\ =1 or Ay = log f, according to whether j* > 1 or j/ = 1. With u,v and all
of the variables ey, ;, f ; fixed except for f = fi/ ;/, the conditions on the summation place f in
an interval which depends on the other variables (here we use the fact that 7, is convex). Also,
given d there are at most 7,5, . ;(d) choices for the variables u,v and the variables ej, ; and fj, ; for
(h,j) # (W', 5'). Thus, by Lemma [7.7] the contribution to . from such J is

< (logz)* Z 7(d)*’*  sup Z Wapr Af|.

d<z Interval Z fez
if r>2 then df <z

By Lemma this is Oy (z/(logz)2~F) provided that B > 2Jk + 1.
Thus we are left to consider the sum in (7.5) with J = 0, so that max(fj ;, fr" Y < n/z" for
all h,7. A minor tweak is needed in order to mold our expression into the type required by the
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lemma. We define dj, ; = ,:hj*l so that f;;*} = fn,jdp ; and, for the purpose of using Lemma we
encode this as

(7.6) - Y <dpy < fin T+

By our choice of J, we have z'/7 < (x/2)/27. Let € = eh for all h,j and define the 1-bounded
functions

Er(el) = (]le’zer for some eEN),u‘((e/)l/T)]lelgml/J-
Then the J = ) term in ([7.5)) equals

k
1
Svee 3w J[FEE ] B, chy)

v (7-6),(7.7) el 08 1<h<k

1<i<un

where the summation is restricted by the conditions

logm logm
gy 98 g
log log ’

(7.7) N =My MUV ~ T,
my, = dp1 - "dh,jhe’h,l ) "ez,jhfh,l o Sng (LS R <E),
dhj»€p s fng <nfx? (1 <h<k 1<j<jn)

The conditions (7.6) may be encoded using at most 2k.J applications of Lemma The error
terms are all O(z~Y) using the bound |w,| < z'! that follows from the first part of (w]. This
introduces a factor (log x)?*/ together with factors

Hd h] f’f‘h 1+1/2) ( ;L'h 1 1/2)—ith’j’

where 2, I th ; are real numbers. Therefore,

k  Jn
S < (log )2 sup D Cuw > wa [T TT @i (ng)Bnieh ) ns (Fng)
ahyj,ﬂh,j,'yhyj 1—bounded w,v " h=1 ]:1

(1<h<k, 1<5<gn)

0 ()

Finally, let £ = 3J = 6[1/(1 —7)]. To obtain the expression of the lemma we introduce extraneous
variables e’hj, fnjsdnj for each 1 < h < k and jj, < j < J, each weighted by the indicator function
of the variable equalling 1. This allows us to bound . with the same expression where j, = J

for all h. Finally, we relabel the variables dp, 1, ..., dp s, e'h’l, ... veIh,J> foise s fngasdpi,....dpg.
This gives
k T
ke
S < (logz) SUP | Zd}u,v B Z (o H Hﬁh,j(dm) + 0 ((logm)B—k> ;
BrssBre | wo N=UVM - ~T h=1j=1
1—bounded (log my log my, )ETuw

logx "7 logx
my,=dp1-d,, , (1<h<k)
dp,j<n/xY Vh,j

as required. ]



46 KEVIN FORD AND JAMES MAYNARD

Lemma 7.13 (Removing box conditions). Let r > 1 and 0 < ¢; < d; < 1 for 1 < i < r. For
positive integers mq, ..., m,, suppose that |am1,...,mT‘ < 2. Then

> Vo, | o (logx)? sup

§ : ity ity —95
¢ b eR aml,...,mel my +x :
1yeeeslr mlﬂ"'vmr

My, My
xCi <mi<z® Vi
Proof. The set of conditions 2% < m; < 2% for each 1 < j < r, is equivalent to
[29) +5 <mj<|a¥]+3  (1<j<n),
which is convenient for the purpose of using Lemma Thus the result follows from at most 2r
successive applications of Lemma , giving an extra factor which is at most (logx)*" together
with factors i
. —at. 1/ it!,
H(Lxdjj + %)ltjmj It](Lxc]-J + %)—thm; i
j=1
where the ¢; and ¢} are real numbers. O

Lemma 7.14. Suppose that |1, .| < 1 for all pairs (u,v) of positive integers with u < z7, let
k be a positive integer, and let £ = 6[1/(1 — )|. For each such pair (u,v), let Ty, be a convex
region in [0,1]%. Suppose that 0 < o < 1. Let g be a real function supported on a convex region U,
Lipschitz continuous on U with Lipschitz constant and |g| bounded above by K. Suppose that for all
UV, P1y -, PE With m = uvpy - pr ~ x, PT(uv) <n% <p; < < pp and v(p1---pr;x) € Tuvs
we have v(py---pg;n) €U. Let D > 1. Assume (wy,) satisfies and (I)) with B sufficiently large
wn terms of D, k,~. Then,

Z%,v Z wn g(v(py - ppin)) < ﬁ + (log x)

w,v n=uvp - PET

log
PT (uv)<n? <p1<-<pi;
v(p1Pr;T) € Tu,w

k ¢
x sup  sup |> W, > wnt o™ TT T Bng(dng)|,

k4 (k+2)(D+2) o

!
BiisBre LYER [0 N=Myq My UV~T h=1j=1
1—bounded " k
Pt (uv)<n? <mq<---<my
log mq log my )
( logz "7 logx 67:‘*“

my,=dp 1-dp ¢ (1K)
dp,j<n/x7 Vh,j

where the constant implied by < may depend on D, K k,o.

Proof. Let M = |(logz)P|. We will partition (0,1]*"2 into small boxes. For each tuple d =
(di,...,dgs2) € [M]k+2, let

k+2
d. —1 d,
d) = J 1.
@)= ] ( - M]
We fix d such that there is at least one (k + 2)-tuple (p1, ..., pk,u,v) satisfying

v(pr s ) € Tuw,

logu logv
(7 8) (V(pl pkax)a 10gl’7 logx) € B( )v

PF(uv) <n? <py < <pp, N=ppcccPpuv ~
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The third line in (7.8) implies that p; > (z/2)7 for all j, and hence d; > (0/2)M for all j. Also,
py - ppuv > x/2 and thus ) d; > M /2. For one such choice of (k + 2)—tuple

(pla“ . 7pk7u7v) = (pllu 7p;gau/7vl)

satisfying (|7.8)) (it does not matter which tuple), let

log pf log p)
go(d) := g<10gn1’"”’ logn]j o0 =g P,

For any tuple (p1,...,pk, u,v) satisfying (7.8)),

logpj d]+TO(1) dj 1
B - IV 1<j<k),
logn %ﬁﬁo(l) d1+'~-+dk+2+O<M> (1<j<k)

and it follows that
log p1 log pk 1
. = go(d —
g(logn7 " logn g0(d) + O ¢ M
_ (ogpi)---(logpr)go(d) |, < 1 )
= k + 7[{70- M .
[1j=1((d;/M)log z)
(We introduce the logarithm factors in order to apply Lemma [7.12)). For each d, it follows that

logp1 log p;,
E wu v E ( log n’ logn <<D,K,k,cr
3)

logpr  logpy
“”an log log
@3

1

Write the right side as |S1(d)| + M ~1Sy(d).
We first estimate S1(d). With u, v fixed, the conditions (7.8) can be written as

v(p - ;) € Ty

for some convex region 7 ,. Since (w,) satisfies with B sufficiently large in terms of k, 7, it
then follows from Lemma [(.12] that

S(d)<<(logx Zl/}uv Z wnHHﬁhg dn ;)

ﬁl 15 ﬂke 1
1—bounded v () h=1j=
my,=dp,1-dpe
(1<e<k)
dp,j<n/xY Vh,j

+O<<logx>3 k)

where (x) is the version of ([7.8)) with each variable p; replaced by m;. We may remove the condition
(lems - losmy logu logvy o p(d) using Lemma . This introduces a factor (logz)2(k+2)

logz ' logz 7 logz’ logx

together with factors mzfl . mZ’“ (which can be absorbed into the functions 3, ;) and ultkr1gitite

D(k+2)

for real numbers t1,...,tx 0. Summing over the M**2 < (logx) choices for d and recalling
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that B is assumed to be sufficiently large in terms of D gives

Z ’51 | < log x)k€+(D+2)(l<:+2) %

koo
X sup sup Z (U Z wou'o™ H H Bn.j(dn.;)

B1,15Bre  tLUER 1
1—bounded v =y Iy, U h=17=1
Pt (uv)<n® <mi < <my,
logm logm
( log;vl [N logzk )671 v
my=dp 1-dp e (1<)
dh,j<n/m'YVh,j
We now estimate the So(d) terms. Given n, there is at most one tuple (nq,p1,...,pk,d) with

nyp1---pr =n and PT(n;) <n% <p; <--- < pg. Since uln; and u < 27, then by ,

S5 d <Y wal S 1< Jwnlr(n) < a(log )
d n n

ulnuLxY

Recalling that M = |(logz)” |, we conclude that

(79) 252 P

(log z)P—
This gives the result. O

In a future work we will need to analyze more general constructions than those we use in ((7.12)—
below in order to handle parameter ranges where G becomes important. To facilitate this
we introduce a hypothesis, which we call splittable, on a function f(d).

Given a positive integer d and parameter L > 2 we may canonically decompose d as follows: if
d=1thenset s=1and ds =1. If d > 1, the d can be decomposed uniquely as

d:dl"'ds, Pi(dl)>P+(dl+1) (1<i<8—1),

dje (L,P (dj)L] (1<j<s—1), ds € (1, P (ds)L],

by successively adding the largest unused prime to d; until the product is > L or we run out of
primes. Specifically, if d has prime factorization d = ¢ - - - ¢, with q1 > --- > ¢, then either d < L,
in which case s =1 and d; = d, or d > L, in which case d; = q1 - - - ¢, where r; is the minimum
integer so that dy > L; in particular, if ¢y > L then r; = 1. Then either d/d; < L, in which case
s =2and dy = d/dy, or d/dy > L, in which case da = gy, +1 - ¢r,, Where ry is the smallest integer

such that do > L, and so on. Only the final factor ds may be < L, so certainly s is finite.
When d is known to be squarefree, we may similarly decompose d > 1 uniquely in the form

d=dy---ds, P_(di)>P+(di+1) (1<i<8*1),
dj € (L,P~(d;)L] (1<j<s—1), ds € (1,P~(ds)L].

(7.10)

(7.11)

Definition 7.15 (Splittable functions). Given L > 2, we say that a function f : N — C is splittable
with respect to L if [f(n)| < 1 for all n € N and there are functions f; j with |f; j(e)] < 1 for all
i,7,e and with either

(a) Foralld=d;---ds > 1 with (7.10)), then f(d) = fs1(d1) - fs,s(ds); or
(b) f is supported on squarefree integers and for all squarefree d = dy ---ds > 1 with (7.11)),

then f(d) = fs1(d1)--- fss(ds).
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Remark. When s =1 we may always take fi1 = f, and this also covers the case d = 1, as then
(1) = fra(1).
Lemma 7.16. We have

(i) For any L > 2 and any completely multiplicative functions f with |f(d)| < 1 for all d, f is
splittable with respect to L;
(ii) For any L > 2 and any multiplicative functions f supported on squarefree integers and with
|f(d)| <1 foralld, f is splittable with respect to L;
(iii) For any L > 2, any function f splittable with respect to L, and any completely multiplicative
function " with |f'(d)| <1 for all d, ff" is splittable with respect to L.

Proof. For (i) and (ii), take f; ; = f for all 4, j. To prove (iii), suppose that f;; are the functions
associated to f, satisfying (a). Then (a) holds with f replaced by f" and f; ; replaced by f’f; ; for
all 7, j. The same argument works if f satisfies (b). d

For the purposes of our argument, the only property of splittable functions which we need is
embodied in Lemma below. In a later work we will need that various sieve weights satisfy
the conclusion of Lemma which is rather easy when the sieve weights are in ‘well-factorable’
form (see Chapter 12.7 in [10]). It is also easy to show that such sieve weights are also linear
combinations of splittable functions, each with respect to a different value of L. One may certainly
obtain the conclusion of Lemma [7.17] for other functions, for example by decomposing integers by
a scheme different from those in (7.10) and (7.11]). However our restriction to splittable functions
will suffice for the applications to prime-producing sieves.

Lemma 7.17 (Spitting up smooth numbers). Let z > 100, 0 < 0 < 1, /3 < L < (/2)°/? and
suppose that f is splittable with respect to L. For any complex numbers o, with oy, | < z2 for
all d,m, we have

[3/0]+2

S
>, Ffdagn| <o (ogz)*? Y sup > Caranm ][ Bi(@)] + 27,
dm~zx s=1 B1Bs dy--dsm~zx j=1
PT(d)<(dm)° d;j<(d1-dsm)? Vi<s

the supremum over all 1-bounded functions (1, ...0Bs such that Bs is supported on [1,:6"/3] and B3;
is supported on (x/3,1%] for j < s.

Proof. We consider the case where f satisfies part (a) in Definition the case where part (b)
holds is a nearly identical argument and we indicate where changes must be made. Consider a pair
(d,m) with dm ~ x and decompose d = d; - --ds according to . We have L? < (2/2)° <
(dy ---dsm)? and observe that the condition P (d) < (dm)? is equivalent to the collection of
statements Pt (d;) < (di---dsm)? (1 < j < s). If dj is not prime then P~(d;) < L and hence
Pt(d;) <dj < L* < (dq - dym)?, so the stronger condition d; < (dj - - - dsm)? holds automatically.
Therefore, if holds, then the condition P (d) < (dm)? is equivalent to the collection of
conditions d; < (di---dym)? (1 < j < s). Also, since d; > L > 2B fori<s—1,s<1+ 3/o.
Thus we see that

Yoo fdagm = > S faaldr) - fas(ds)agm.

dm~x s<1+|3/0| dm~x
Pt (d)<(dm)° d=d;---ds
dj<(dim)° V)
(7.10)

With s fixed, we use s — 1 successive applications of Lemma to separate the dependencies
between d; and d;4; in the first line (7.10]), rewriting each inequality as P~ (d;) + % > P (dis1);
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when we use part (b) of Definition we write each condition in the first line of (7.11) as
P_(dl) — 1/2 > P+(di+1). This gives

Z fs,l(dl) T fs,s(ds)ad,m <5 $799+
dm~x
d=d;--ds
d;j<(dm)? Vi
(7.10)

+IN
sup  (logz)** Z fsald) - fss(d ade< P+ ") > ;
d;

t17---7ts—16R

where (%) is the collection of conditions in the second line of (7.10). With t1,...,ts_1 fixed, for
each positive integer e < 7 and 1 < j < s define the 1-bounded functions

fsi(€)lee(r,p-(eyr) (P~ (€) + 1/2)% j=1and s> 2,
£(e) = fsj(e)lee(r,p- e)L](Pf(e)fl- 1/2)% PH(e)~i-1, 2<j<s—1,

fsi(@)lecp,p-(eyr) PH(e) "1, j=sand s> 2,

fsi(e)l e€[1,P—(e)L]> j=s=1.

Thus, we then see that

it, 5
Z fs,l(dl) fss sade( P+ ]_H ) = Z ad,mggj(dj)

dm~zx
d=d;---ds d=d;---ds
d;<(dm)” Vj d;<(dm)7 Vj

For 1 < j < s—1, & is supported on integers greater than L, and thus greater than z°/3.
Anticipating some minor future technicalities, we wish to be careful as to whether dg is bigger or
smaller than 2°/3. We introduce new functions

éls(e) = gs(e)legza/%
;/(e) = gs(e)]le>a;a/3a
§s+1(€) = Te—1.
In this way, £(e) = EL(e) + £/ (e), and hence

Yo aam [[&E) = DD aaméldr) - &1(ds1)€(ds)+

dm~x 7=1 dm~zx
d=d; ---d d=dy -ds
d;j<(dm)? Vj d;j<(dm)? Vj

+ Z O‘d,mfl (dl) o gsfl(dsfl)gg(ds)gerl(derl)

dm~x
d=dy-dsi1
d; <(dm)° ¥j

Each sum on the right side has the required form. ([l
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7.2. Proof of Theorem Since R is nonempty, we may assume that v < 1 — . We recall
the vector notation of Section [5, Definition of our fundamental region R = R(v,0,v) and the
quantities defined at the beginning of Section [7] Define

(7.12) N :={z/2 <n < z:n composite, v(n;n) € C(R)},
(7.13) G(m;n) = (Im<ny ) u(my)g(v(mgin)),  (m=mymy, PT(m;) <n” < P~ (my)),

(7.14) H(n):=Y_ G(d;n).
dln

Note that |v(n;n)| = 1. The above definition of H is equivalent to H(n) = (1% g1)(v(n;n)), where
g1(x) = (—1)"3g(x1)]l|x‘<7 if x has k components less that v and x; is the vector formed from the
components of x which are > v. The most important properties of the function H(n) are given
in the next lemma. Essentially, we need G(m;n) to behave like a sieve weight in , but only
when restricted to n € N. In particular, when ¢ is supported in Gj, the factor u(m;) in
effectively sifts out numbers with a prime factor below n”, analogous to the Legendre sieve.

Lemma 7.18. Let g € 4 and define H by (7.13) and (7.14). We have
(a) Foralln e N, H(n) = (1% g)(v(n))Lp-(n)sn»-
(b) Forallm e N, |H(n)| < 1.
(c) If (1xg)(x) <0 for all x € H then for alln e N, H(n) < 0; If (1xg)(x) =20 for allx € H
then for alln € N, H(n) > 0.

Proof. (a): If n € N and d = my;m,, divides n with P (m;) < n” < P~(m,) then v(my;n) has all
coordinates > v and is a subvector of an element of C(R) (i.e. v(my;n) € Z). By assumption g is
supported on Gi, so we have g(v(mgy;n)) = 0 unless

[v(ma;n)| <7 = P(v(mg;n)) <7 = [v(myg;n)l,

where we used that v(mimg;n) € Z. Thus we may drop the constraint d < n” in the definition of
G(d;n) whenever n € N, so we have that

H(n) = Z g(v(mgy;n)) Z p(my).
myln mq|n

n?<P~ (my,) PT(my)<n”

Clearly the inner sum is 0 unless P~ (n) > n”, in which case the outer sum is (1% g)(v(n)).

(b): If P~(n) > n” then n has O(1) divisors, and the result follows from the fact g < 1.

(c): If n € NV, then v(n) has at least two components and thus v(n) € H. The conclusion then
follows from part (a). O

Proposition 7.19. Suppose that (v,0,v) € Qy and v < 1 — . Let g € 4 and define H by (7.13))
and (7.14). Let A> 1, w > 1 and B be sufficiently large in terms of A,w,~,0,v,g9. Assume (wy,)

satisfies (wy), and . Then

The proof of Proposition [7.19]is rather long, and so we defer it to the end of the section.

Lemma 7.20. Let (v,0,v) € Qo, g € % and define H(n) = (1xg)(v(n)). LetUd =U; U---UU;,
where U; is a convex polytope for 1 < i < j. Suppose that w > 0 and (by,) is a sequence satisfying
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(b.2). Then for sufficiently large x (in terms of w,v) we have

N bH(n) = < )(%/ /1*9 dx+o,j<>>.

v(n)ed

P~ (n)=n" xlg gzk

Proof. If P~ (n) > n” then n has at most 1/v prime factors, counted with multiplicity. Thus,

Z bpH(n) = Z Z Z bng<v(Hpj;n)).

v(n)eU 2<k<|1/v] JC[k] z/2<n<z jeJ
Pf(n)>n'/ N=p1-Pk
v(n)ed

nY<p1<...<pk
Since g € %, we may write g(x) = >, 17:(x)gi(x) for a collection of O4(1) convex polytopes T;,
and Lipschitz-continuous functions g; each with Lipschitz constant O4(1) each bounded by O4(1).
For each k, 7, h,i the collection of summation conditions V(Hjej pj;n) € Tn U NRE, n” < py,

and v(n) € U; is equivalent to v(n) lying in a convex polytope Uy, 7 1 C [v,1]*. It follows that the

triple sum above is
XY bafrgnilvin)

2<k<|1/v] JC[k] hi z/2<n=p;--pp<z
v(n)EUk, 7 .h,i
P1< <Pk
for a Lipschitz-continuous function fy, s ; with Lipschitz constant O4(1) bounded by O,4(1). Thus

for each k, 7, h,i we may apply (b.2)), which gives

Z b Sy i(v(n)) = (Zb)< //fkjhzzl(m,Uk,Uk) du + 0, (;))

x/2<n=p1-pp<z 7 :

5,7 ,h,

v(n)E€Uk, 7 h,i '
P1<- <Pk

Summing over all h,¢ with k fixed yields

> X bnfk,J,xv(n)):( )(/ [ g du+o,J<;>).

hyi x/2<n=p1--pr<x ucUnNRF
v(n)EUk, 7 1,1 VSULS--SUk
P1<+ <Pk

Thus, summing over over J C [k] gives

D bng(v(Hpj;n)):< ></ /1*9 du++og,j<;)>.

JC[k] =z/2<n<z Jje€T UNRF

N=p1-Pk
v(n)eUu VSULS - SUk
nY<p1<- <P

We get the lemma upon summing over 2 < k < [1/v]. O

Remark. Lemma s the only part of the proof of Theorem that requires hypothesis (b.2)).

Lemma 7.21. Suppose that (w,) satisfies the Type I bound for some B > 1. Suppose that
g €% and H is defined by (7.13) and (7.14). Then

X
2wl <o o

z/2<n<x
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Proof. We recall that g € 4, so g(x) =) ;9 (x) for some finite collection of bounded functions g,
each supported on a convex polytope 7; with continuous, bounded first partial derivatives on the
interior of 7;. Then

H(n)=7)_ > pu(my)gj(v(ma;n)).

J mymey|n
mymy<n’
PT(my)<n’<P~ (my)

Given my, v(my;n) will lie in the convex polytope 7; provided n € Im2 for some interval depending
only on my. Similarly the conditions mym, < n7, PT(my) < n” < P~(m,) will hold provided n
lies in some interval depending only on m,, m,. Let Iml , denote the intersection of this interval

with 7, . We see that since %V(m; n) = —v(m;n)/(nlogn), we have

,M.

5793 (vm:0) = rvimai ) - Vo (v(imai ),

We let gj(m;t) :== v(m;t) - Vg;(v(m;t)), which is continuous as a function of ¢ with m fixed, and
bounded due to the smoothness of g;. Thus,

T

g;(v(my;m)) = g; (v(my; 7)) + / (v(my; ) dt

n

tlog tgj

for n € Imz. Substituting this into our definition of H, and summing over z/2 < n < x weighted
by w,, gives

o owHm =3 3 plm)g(vimyim) D w,

z/2<n<z mymy<z? x/2<n<x
Pt (m,)<P~(m,) nel,, m,
mymg|n
r ~
gj(v(my; 1))
+ m = wy, dt.
XX s PEEER Y w,
j mymy<a? B t<n<z
PH(my) <P~ (m,) "y m,y
mymgy|n

We see that n is restricted to the interval Z,, ., N (¢, 2] and that g;(my;t)/(tlogt) <4 1/x. Thus
by we have that

x
Z wpH(n) <4 Z T(m) sup Z Wynn, <<1 5
z/2<n<x m<zY interval 7 z/2<mn<z og -
nel
as required. ]

With these lemmas we may complete the proof of Theorem quickly.

Proof of Theorem[7.3. Let ay, b, be non-negative sequences and w,, = a,, —b,,. By Lemma (c),
the fact that H(p) = 1 for primes p € (x/2, x|, and w,, > —by,, under the hypotheses in Theorem
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(a) we have

pr:pr+b Zb Z (wp, + bp)H (n)

peP pEP peEP nePUN
=> bHmn)+ Y. wyH(n),
neN nePUN

and under the hypotheses in Theorem E b) we have

pr:pr—i-b Zb Z (wp, + bp)H (n)

peEP peEP peEP nePUN
= Z bpnH(n) + Z wp H (n).
neN nePUN
Let

By Lemma-, 5.8 H is the union of a finite number of convex polytopes. By Lemma- (n) #0
implies that P~ (n) > n”, and in this case n € N is equivalent to v(n) € H. Lemma [7.20 m implies

that
S b H(n) (C+O( ))Zb

neN

Let @w > 0 be arbitrary, assume that A > 1 4+ @ and that B is sufficiently large in terms
of A,~,0,v,g, z sufficiently large in terms of v,0,v,g,w, A, and ((a,), (b,)) € ¥(~,60,v; B,w,x).
Proposition and Lemma imply that

(7.15) > wpH(n)= Y wyH(n)— Y w,H(n)<,

nePUN z/2<n<z z/2<n<z (10g x)A ‘
ngPUN
By (b.1),
1
bpH(n) + w,Hn) = (C+0(—=)+0(—— bp.
S ptere 3 it = (Cx0fg) o)

Therefore, taking A = 14w, the lower bound C~(v,60,v) > 1+ C in part (a) and the upper bound
C*(v,0,v) <1+ C in part (b) of Theorem [7.3| follow on considering B arbitrarily large.
([l

7.3. Proof of Proposition Anticipating future applications, where we also use the set Go,
we prove a more general version of Proposition [7.19

Proposition 7.22. Suppose that
(7.16) (v,0,v) € Qp, 0<o<v<l—m.

Let g be a vector function in S supported on vectors with all components > o and sum of components
at most 7y, and such that g is a finite sum of functions which are each in S, supported on a convex
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polytope and Lipschitz continuous on this polytope. Let xz°/3 < L < (x/2)°/? and suppose that \(d)
1s splittable with respect to L. Define

(7.17) G(m;n) = (L) Amy)g(v(mg;n)),  (m = mymy, PT(my) <n? < P~ (my))
(7.18) H(n) =) _G(d;n).
din

Let A >0, w > 1 and assume B is sufficiently large in terms of v,0,v,q9, A,w,o. Assume (wy,)

satisfies , , . Define N by (7.12)), and let P be the set of primes in (x/2,z]. Then
x
X = Oune (og71).

z/2<n<x
ngNUP
Proposition follows immediately upon taking A(d) = u(d) and 0 = v and invoking Lemma
717 (i).

Proof of Proposition[7.23. Consider n ~ z with n ¢ P UN. Equivalently, /2 < n < z, Q(n) > 2
and v(n) € C(R). We write n = nyny with P™(n;) < n° < P~(n,). Thus n, has at most 1/o prime
factors, and we consider separately for each k € {0,...,|1/0|} the contribution when ny = py - - - pg
with p; <+ < pg. By Lemma we must have that v(ny;n) € T for one of a bounded number of
convex polytopes 7 C RF. Moreover, each 7 has the property that for any t € 7 and t’ € [0,1—~]"
(for some r) with |[t'| = 1 — |t|, we have (t,t’) ¢ C(R) and that 7 only involves a bounded number
of constraints. We also see that the condition 2(n) > 2 is automatically satisfied if k£ > 2, whereas
if £ <1, then Q(n) > 2 is equivalent to n; > 1. Thus it suffices to show, for each such polytope T
and each such k, that

Z H(n)w, <k,4

N=n,P1-Pp~T
n;>1 or k=2
Pt (ny)<n® <p1<p2...<pk
v(p1-pr;n)€T

We expand out the definition of

Hn) =32 3" 1(u ] o <n)Mwg(v(IT psin))-

uln, JCK] JjeTJ Jjeg

T
(log )4

Since g € %, when restricted to RN,

9) = 3 (Txeg,)3:()
1
is a sum of Oy(1) Lipschitz continuous functions g; bounded by Og4(1), each multiplied by the
indicator function of a convex polytope G; involving O4(1) constraints. We include the ‘trivial
polytope’ G; of dimension zero which contains the single vector @ and corresponds to the term
x = @. Thus it suffices to show, for each k, 7, J C [k], convex polytope G involving a bounded
number of constraints, and Lipschitz continuous function g that

Z Z §<V( H Dy n)>>\(u)wn Lk, AgG m.

N=N,Pq P ~E uln, Jjeg
n,>1 or k>2 quGJpjgnV
Pt (n;)<n?<p;<...<p,
v(py-pm)ET
V(Hjej pj;n)eg
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Here the case J = () corresponds only to the trivial polytope G.

The conditions v(py -+ pr;n) € T, n% <p; < ... < pg and V(Hjejpj;n) € G are all systems of
linear inequalities in the components of v(p; - - - pg;n), and so may be combined into a condition
v(p1 - pg;n) € T’ for some convex polytope 7' C T. We note that the number of linear inequalities
defining the polytope 7’ is bounded, since 7,G involve a bounded number of constraints and
k< 1/o. Since 7" C T,if t € T and t' € [0,1 —~]" (for some r) with |[t/| = 1 — |t|, we have
(t,t') ¢ C(R). Hence, it suffices to show for each such convex polytope T’ C [0, 1]*¥ and Lipschitz
continuous § and J C [k] that

S0 10) (T

N=UVP, P~ T VISVA
uv>1 or k>2
Pt (uv)<n®
v(py - ppin) €T’
ulljespj<n?

With (u, v) fixed the collection of conditions P*(uv) < n%, v(p;---py;n) € T and u[];c 7 p; <n?
is equivalent to v(p; - - - py; ) € Ty, for some convex polytope T, and that it is nonempty only if
u < 7. With this notation, the left side above equals the left side in Lemma We apply this
lemma with D = A+ w and ¢ =6[1/(1 —7)].

It therefore suffices to show that for any & > 0, real ¢t and t’, all choices of convex 7’, and
1-bounded functions ay_;, we have

k¢
L T
7.19 Z Alu)w u’tvthHa (dni) <
( ) (u)wn, | h,]( Iw) A (log :E)k£+(k+2)(D+2)+A’
N=UVM My ~T h=1j=1
uv>1 or k=2
Pt (uv)<n®
my, =[15_, dn,; (1<h<k)
yeT’
dh,j <n/x"/ th]
ul]pe g m,<n?

where

o <logm1 logmk>
" \logn 7 logn /'

When k£ < 1, the condition uv > 1 may be encoded as uv > % and removed using Lemma (7.9

which gives extra factors (uv)™’ (logz) for real . It thus suffices to prove a version of with
the condition “uv > 1 or k > 2” removed from the summation and the right side multiplied by
(log z)~ 1.

By hypothesis, A(u) is splittable with respect to L. By Lemma iii), A(u)u® is also splittable
with respect to L. Therefore, taking m = vm, ---m, in Lemm we bound the left side of
by =% plus a sum where u is replaced by a product up---ug with 1 < s < 3/0+ 2, we
twist by 1-bounded functions fi(u1),. .., Bs(us) satisfying the support conditions in Lemma
and we gain an extra factor (logz)%/7.

We then apply Lemma (i), which shows that vt is a splittable function with respect to
L, and apply Lemma again, this time with m = u, ---u,m; ---m,;. Then we further bound
the left side of by O(z~%%) plus a sum where v is replaced by v; ---v,, r < 3/0 + 2, we
twist by 1-bounded functions 3} (v1),...,.(v,) and we gain an extra factor (logz)3/?. Also, the
quantity aq,, appearing in Definition is bounded above by a power of 7(dm) multiplied by
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Wgpm, and hence |ag,,| < 22 for large enough z using the crude bound |w,| < z!'* which follows
from (w). Lemma also implies that the functions Si,...,8s-1,0],-..,0._; are supported on
integers > z°/3, and that s, .. are supported on [1,:1:"/ 3]. Thus, we may add to the summation
the conditions u; > z°/3 for j < s, v; > x93 for j < r, us < 2°/3 and v, < 2°/3. We may also
add the conditions m,; > (2/2)7 since in the polytope T’ every coordinate is at least o (this comes
from the encoding of n? < p; < --- < pg that is part of the definition of 77).

We see that it suffices to show that for some A’ which is sufficiently large in terms of P = (v, 6,v),
o, w, and A,

Z wnL uvm H Qap,j dh,] HB] HB m

P D oD T =TT o 1<h<k
! Sgl rl k 1<t
mh:]_[j:1 dp,; Yh<k
(7.20|)
dp j<n/xz Vh,j

for any 1-bounded functions f;, ﬂ;-, ap; and s,7 < 3+ 2/0, where
yeT, u; <n (1

<J
heJ

<

and Z(u, v, m) is the indicator function of the simultaneous conditions u; > z7/3 for j < s, v; > z°/3
for j < r, us < z°/3, v, < 2°/3, and my, > (z/2)? for 1 < h < k.
Since dp, ; < n/z7 < n'~7 for all h, j and also u;,v; <N’ < n'=7 for all j (using o < v < 1—7),
we have that
_ (logu1 logu, loguv, logwv, logdi logdk,g> cl0,1— ’Y]SJFHM
logn’ " logn’logn’ " logn’ logn ' logn ’

logu, logw,
logn ’ logn

logu logv
Y logn?’ logn

is a fragmentation of the vector y’ = ( ). Moreover, since y € 7' and <o <

logu  logw

Toen — Togn W€ have y' ¢ C(R), and so z ¢ R. Since all components of z

are bounded by 1 — , this implies there is a subsum of z which lies in the interval [0, + v], and
so certainly lies in the slightly larger interval

_ 1,log(x/2) log x
Ko := [9 logn (0 + V)logn]

Write z = (21, ..., 2ke+s+r). By inclusion-exclusion on the set of subsums of z that lie in K, it
suffices to show for any non-empty collection £ of non-empty subsets E C [kf + s + 7], we have

Z wypZ(u, v, m) H o, (dn,j) Hﬁj(uj) Hﬁé(vﬁ') < m'
j=1

v<1—~vwith |y|=1-—

n:ulmusvll~~-UTm1--~mk~:c 112};2]; Jj=1
my =TT, dn,; ¥h<k
(7.20)
d;L1j<n/x'Y Vh,j
|z |€ELn VEEE

The constraint dj ; < n/z7 is equivalent to |27] + 1/2 < n/dp, ;. Therefore we can use Lemma
to remove each such constraint at the cost of twisting our sum by a factor (7”L/dh7j)ilt =
H(h' i) (hj) i, y with ¢ € R (which can be absorbed into the 1-bounded functions), an addi-

—90)

tional factor logz, and a negligible O(z error term. After applying this for each h,j, we see
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that it suffices to prove, for any 1-bounded functions «y, ;, 3;, ﬁ;, that

S T

T
(7.21) Z wpZ(u, v, m) H ap;(dp ;) H ﬁj(uj) H ,8;-(1)]-) L T
: . (log z)
M=y UGV -V T =T T 1§h§’€€ Jj=1 Jj=1
my=I1%_, dn.j Yh<k Isis
(7-20)
|zp|€EC, VEEE

We next remove the conditions in from the summation in . There is one special case
we must dispense with first, and that is the case where one of the linear constrains defining 7~ is
xy+ -+ 1z, > 1. Since Y7 € G, and in any nontrivial G the sum of coordinates is < v < 1, G
must be the trivial polytope and J = (). Moreover, y € 7' implies that my - - - m; = n, which can
only happen if r = s =1 and v; = v; = 1. Thus, is either never satisfied or equivalent to
r =s=1and u; =v; = 1. We encode the latter as u; < % and v; < %, and then two applications
of Lemma [T.9 encodes these conditions with extra factors which are absorbed into the functions
B1(uy) and &;(vy). In this special case, we see that it suffices to prove a version of with the
condition removed, and an extra factor (logz)~2 on the right side.

When z; +-- -+, > 1is not one of the linear constraints defining 7”, we use Lemma Let
N =kl + 1 + s and relabel the variables wu,...,u,,vy,...,v, and all of the dj ; as n,...,ny:

n; = Uy (I<i<s),
Niys = U5 (1 §Z<T>,
Ty st (h—1)t4j = Ohi (I<h<k1<j<Y).
For 1 <h <k, let Mp={r+s+(h—1){+1,...,r+ s+ ht} (this corresponds to the variables n;
whose product is my,), for k+1 < h < k+s—1let My, = {h—k} (this corresponds to the variable
uy,_;) and for k+s < h <k+s+r—2let My = {h—k+ 1} (this corresponds to the variable
Vp_k_s+1)- In this way, for each h, [T, rq, ;> 2°/3 whenever Z(n) = 1, where Z(n) = Z(u, v, m).
Also, for n = (ng,...,ny) let

H an,j(dn,;) Hﬂ; H@“’ﬂ
j=1

1<h<k
1<yl

so that the summand in (7.21)) equals w,Z(n)x(n).

We claim that for some bounded D, the conditions ((7.20)) may be written as the intersection of
conditions, each of the form

n‘il . ni\lfv g 1’

where the inequality may be strict, every ¢; € [-D, —1]U{0} UL, D], and there is some set M}, so
that the numbers ¢; for j € M, are equal and nonzero. Indeed, each condition u; < n?, for j < s,
is equivalent to njl-_a IL £h n; © < 1. Raising both sides to a bounded power yields all exponents
< —1or > 1, then we may take h = k + j. The same analysis holds for the conditions v; < n?, for
J <. The condition u - --ug [[,c7 mn < n7 is equivalent to

Hnl v H n;
jEL JE[NN\L

where £ = {1,...,5} U (UpegMyp). If s > 2 then £ contains My (corresponding to u,), if 7 > 2
then [N]\ £ contains My s (correspondmg to vy), and if k > 0 then either £ or [N]\ £ contains
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M;. The case 7 = s = 1 and k = 0 is not possible since then n = uv, < 227/3 < 2%/3. Now
consider one of the linear inequalities defining 77, in the case k > 1, which we write as

(722) 611‘1 + .-+ €k..1'k < 607
where at least one of e, .., e, is nonzero. This corresponds to mj* - - mZ’“ < n® equivalently
k €0
—€
(o) T T )" <
h=1 “jeMy

If e;, # ey for some h, then raising both sides to some bounded power gives the desired conclusion.
Now suppose that e, = ¢ # 0 for all h. If eq > 0 then the above is always satisfied and this condition
may be omitted from 77. If e; < 0 then the condition in is equivalent to x; + -+, > 1,
which we assumed is not one of the constrains defining 7. The analysis for a version of
with strict inequality is similar, but now if x; 4 --- 4 2, > 1 is one such constraint, it corresponds
to m; ---m, > n, which is impossible and hence this constraint may be omitted from 7. This
completes the proof of the claim.

By the claim, we may use Lemma to effectively remove the conditions from the sum
on the left side of . We take

¢n =Z(n)x(n)1(|]zg| € K, VE € &),

and the number ¢’ of constraints we remove is equal to r+s—1 plus the number of linear constraints

defining 77 (which is O,4(1)). It thus suffices to prove a version of (7.21) with the conditions (7.20)
removed and A’ replaced by A’ + ¢/ + 2.
gn;

If we order the components z; of z so that z; = lﬁ) o for all j, then each condition E € & is
equivalent to [[,.pne € ((2/2)?,29%]. It therefore suffice to prove that if A’ is sufficiently large
(in terms of P, A, and o), for any collection £ of nonempty subsets of [N], 1-bounded functions
Ey, ..., )y, We have

Z wpZ(n)ix; (ny) - xmy(ny) < m_

n:nl TLNNCC
[Tecpnee((/2)? 2] VEEE

Each of the r + s + k constraints in Z(n) states that a particular product n(J) := [[;c,
either > y or < y for some y which depends only on z,0. Any condition n(J) > y is equivalent
to n(J) > |y| + % and the condition n(J) < y is equivalent to n(J) < |y] + 3. Thus, applying
r+s+k

n] 1S

Lemma to each constraint, we introduce a factor (log x) and additional factors which may
be absorbed into the functions ;. In addition, if we fix one E' € &, we may encode all of the
conditions

I 7 € ((z/2)%,2°"] (B € &,E # E)

ecE’

by similar applications of Lemma It then suffices to prove that for some sufficiently large A’

(in terms of P, A, and o), for any nonempty E C [N], 1-bounded functions s, ...,%,, we have
T

n:nl...nNNa;

[eep ne€((z/2)% 2% +v]
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Let
Vi)=Y [[mmd. vmen= S ],
n/:HeEEne eck n”:HEQE Te 6¢E
Thus, the left side of (7.23)) equals
> Y1 () Ya(n" Ywprms.

n=n'n"'~z

n'€((x/2)%2%%"]
For any 1-bounded functions :x;, Lemma implies that |Y1(n')] < T|E|(n’) < 7(n)Pl and
[Ya(n")] < TN_‘E|(n”) < 7(n")N=IEl Inequality (7.23) then follows from the Type II bound
if B is sufficiently large. This completes the proof of Proposition (and hence Proposition
7.19). O

8. ANALYSIS OF TWO SPECIAL FAMILIES

In this section we prove Theorems and which are about the special family with § = 0
and either v = % or v just below %, and prove Theorem about another 1-parameter family
with v =1 — 6 and v = 1 — 3. We are able to prove exact formulas for C*(P), Cbid(P; 0) and
lim,_,o+ Cg[d(PE; 0) in some ranges, in particular by applying Theorem (a). We begin with the
latter family as the details are simpler and give a flavor of the main ideas.

8.1. The special family v = 1 — 0, v = 1 — 30. The proof of Theorem uses the theory of
integral equations. The integral equation

(8.1) / H(t,s)u(s)ds = w(t),

with given functions w, H and unknown function wu, is called a Volterra integral equation of the
first kind. The following is Theorem 2.2.1 in [6].

Theorem 8.1. Let I = [a,b] be a finite interval, D = {(s,t) € R? : a < s <t < b} and m > 0.
Suppose further that

(a) we C™TH(I); w(a) =0;

(b) H € C™TY(D); H(t,t) #0 fort € I.
Then the equation has a unique solution u : I — R, and moreover u € C™(I).

Recall the definitions of H and G; in (7.1)).

Proof of Theorem[2.6, For P = Py = (1 —6,6,1 — 30) and % <0 < %, R consists of all vectors
with components in (0,6), sum of components 1 and with no subsum in [f#,1 — 26]. If x € H then
all components are > 1 — 36 and x # (1), and so all components x; lie in J; U Jy U J3, where
Ji=[1-30,0), J, = (1—-26,20) and J3 = (1 — 6,30). Moreover, all subsums of the z; lie in
{0} U1 UJpUJ3U{1}. As 6 < 2, the sum of any two components from J; must lie in J5, and so
dim x < 4. Moreover, any x € ‘H has one of four forms:

(a) one component in J, one component in Js3;

(b) two components in Jo;

(¢) two components in J; and one component in Ja;
(d) four components in J;.
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In fact, all vectors of these forms (a)—(d) lie in H. This follows from the fact that for all 51,..., 84 €
Ji with sum 1, 8 € R since f3; + ; < 26 for all ¢, j. Thus, for x of one of the forms (a)-(d) above,
replacing each component o € Jo with two copies of «/2, and replacing any component a € J3
with three copies of a//3, produces a vector in R.

We see that G consists of vectors with components in J; U Jo and sum of components < 26,
since 1(x) < 26 — |x|. Define g : G — R by ¢g(&) =1 and

g(z)=—-1L(x e 1 UJy:x <1/2),
g(zy,29) = L(zy € 1,29 € J1, 21 + 29 < 1/2).

Consider x € H. If x has type (a), then (1 % g)(x) = 0. If x has type (b), then (1% g)(x) =0
unless x = (3, 3) in which case (1 g)(x) = —1. If x has type (d), then (1% g)(x) = 0 unless
T, +x; = 1 for some 4, j and in this case (1% g)(x) < 0. If x has type (c) then (1xg)(x) = 0 if the

two components in J; have sum < %, and otherwise (1 x g)(x) = —2. In all cases, (1 * g)(x) < 0,
and aside from a set of measure zero, (1 g)(x) = 0 unless x has type (c) with the two components
in Jj having sum at least %

We next construct a function f by first finding a function f4 o(x) and defining f on the remainder

of HU {1} via (6.3]). In light of Theorem (a), we need fa1(B1,02,) = —1 when 1 + 2 > %
and 1,02 € J; and f(x) > —1 for all x € H U {1}.

Claim. There is a non-negative function f40 on H N R* so that when 1,32 € Ji, o € Jo and
(B1, B2, ) € H, we have fa1(B1, B2, ) = —1 when 81+ 52 > 1/2 and f1(51, B2, ) = —1 otherwise.

For now we assume the claim, and construct f assuming it. By Lemma (or direct calculation

from the definition (5.1))), we have
Tg(zy,249) = —1 (x) € Ji, 29 € J1, 21 + 29 € J2),
Jo(zq, 29, 23) =2 (x, € Jl,xz € Ji,x3 € Ji,x1 + a9 + x5 € J3).
Since fy,0 is non-negative, plugging these into (6.3)) implies that fo2(1, a2) > 0 and f11(8,«) >0

The Claim then implies that f(x) > —1 for all x € HU{1}. By Theorem |7 -
(1% 9)( dﬁ1d52
—1+ —1+/ / x=1-2 // .
@) fi g51x2353 B152(1 — 1 — )
HNR? 1-30<B1<B2<0
B1+P2>1/2

Proof of the Claim. Suppose i <0< %, B1, P2 € J1, a € Jo, with (S, B2,a) € H. By (6.3)),

a/2 B
f21(B1, B2, @) = —a/_e f470(ﬁgj§€3&; Bs) d6s
a/2
= —/ <1 +— ) fa,0(B1, B2, u, o0 — u) du.
a—f \U Qa—1Uu

For B € HNR*, we take

K, if1/2_9<611627/33764<9
h(u), if some 8; =u < 1/2—06,

f10(B) =

where K is a constant to be determined, and h : [1 — 36,1/2 — 0] — R is a smooth function to
be determined. This fy is well-defined and symmetric, as there can be at most one 8; < 1/2 — 6
because 3; + 3; € Jo for any i # j.
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Firstly, assume that o < 2 < f1+B2. Then By, B2 > 1/2—6, thus f10(8) = K unless 3 < 1/2—6.
The desired equation fa1(51, f2, ) = —1 is equivalent to

1/2=0 11 1 a—1/246
.2 1= — K1 — .
(8.2) /a—e <u—|—a_u>h(u)du+ 0g< 12-0 >
Setting o = 1/2, we see that

1
 log (178=)

Equation (8.2) is a Volterra integral equation of the first kind. By Theorem there is a unique
solution h € C*°([1 — 36,1/2 — 0]). Differentiating (8.2)) with respect to « gives

1 1 120" p(v) B K
h(a—@)( _9—1-6)—1-/&_0 de—m.

Set u = a — 0 and solve for h(u). This gives

(8.3)

Ou K 1/2-9 h(v)
(84) (W) =255 [ur20 =12 /u (wt+6—v2"
Now let
C:= min h(u), D := max h(u).
1-30<u<l/2—6 1-30<u<1/2—6

Setting v = 1/2 — 0 we see that h(1/2 — 0) = (1 — 20)K, and in particular D > 0. For all
1/4<60<2/7Tand 1 —30 <u<1/2—0 we have

Ou
(u+ 0)(u-+20—1/2) ~

<!
2
Ou 1

< —
0\u+9<u+20—1/2 (9>

\I\w

Thus, from (8.4) we have

3 1 1 1
>°K--D, D<-K+-~ Q).
C - 5 5 +9max(0 )
If C <0 then
3 1/1 47 C
>°K— (K-~ LRy,
>3 9<2 C) 126 81

a contradiction. Thus, C' > 0 and hence D < K/2. That is,
0<h(u) <K/2 (1-30<u<1/2-0).

In particular, fi0(8) > 0 for all B € H NR?, as required. Now assume that o > 1/2. Since
f10(B) < K for all B,

a/2 1 9
f271(,61,ﬁ2,0[) = _K/ < + > du = —Klog <> > —1
o \U a—u a—=0

on account of (8.3). This completes the proof of the Claim. O
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8.2. The special family with § =0 and v near 1/2.

Proof of Theorem [2.4. The claim C~(P.) = 0 follows from Theorem

When P = (4,0,v) with 3 < v < 3, the claim CT(P.) = 1 + O(e) follows from the special case
v = % Let € be very small, P. = (% —¢g,¢, % —2¢). Adopt the notation from Section @ We see that
R(P:) consists of two types of vectors. One type has two components in (% — 2¢, % + ¢) with the
remaining components having total < e, and the other type has three component in (% — &, % + 2¢)
and the remaining components having sum < e. It follows that H(P.) consists of three types of
vectors, one type has two components 3 L+ 0(e), a second type with two components, one % +0(e)
and the other 2 5+ O(¢e), and a third type with three components all 3 + O(¢). Define the function
g €% by g(@ ) =1 and g(x) = 0 otherwise. Then (1*g)(x) =1 1dentlcally on H. By Theorem

[7.3| (b),
C+(P€)<1+Z /---/&CZUFO(@). O

xEHNRF
T STy

When v =  and 6 = 0, we need a version of Theorem (a) which applies to Cp;(P;e), and
which has a weaker hypothesis on g.

Theorem 8.2. Let P = (v,0,v) € Qy with R = R(P) nonempty. Partition H(P) into two
sets Hi,Ha, each of which is a finite um’on of convex polytopes. Let g € 4 with g(&) = 1 and
(1xg)(x) <0 for x € H1. Define H by (7.13) and (| - Fiz o> 1. Then

Cpa(P; 0) = 1+Z/ /1*9 d+0”’<z/ /wl wk>

HiNRE HoNRF

Proof. Fix w > 1 and let B be sufficiently large in terms of P, w, and «x sufficiently large in terms
of P,w, B. Let N} be the set of n € N with P~ (n) > n” and V( ) € Hi and let No = N\ M.
Let P be the set of primes in (x/2, z|. Suppose ((an), (bn)) € ¥(P; B, w,x) with holding. By
hypothesis, we have

pr Zb + Z (wp, + bp)H(n)

nePUN,
= Z boH(n)+ > wyH(n)— > w,H(n
neNy nePUN neN2
By Lemma [7.20]
1*9 1
> buH(n) <Zb>[2/ / dx+Og<B> :
neNy e ARF

Combining Proposition [7.19] with Lemma [7.2I] we get
x
Z wpH(n) = anH(n) - Z wpH(n) < 0?2
nePUN n n€’PUN og ¥
Finally, for n € Ny, |w,| < 7(n)? <, 1, thus by Lemma (a) and Lemma [7.20]

an n) <g,ow Z 1= Z logazz/ /901dx

neN, neN v(n)EHa2 K
P7 (7’1) >TZV HQO]R
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Combining these estimates, taking B arbitrarily large and recalling (4.1)), the proof is complete. [J

Theorem 8.3. Let P = (3,0,v) where 0 < v < %, and let 0 < € < v/100. Let g € % with
g(@)=1and (1xg)(x) <0 forx € H(P). Define H by (|7 13|) and (|7 14)). Then, for any o > 1,

1
Cyy(Pei0) > 1+Z/ / *9)( d+og,w(a).

H(P)NRF

We begin with an explicit description of H(P).
Lemma 8.4. Let 0 <v < % and P = (3,0,v). Then
H(P) = {x:dimx >2,|x|=1,2; € (v,1 — 2v) U (2r,1 — v) Vi}.

Proof. R = R(P) is the set of vectors with components in (v, 2) and sum 1. Consider x € H(P)
with dim(x) = h > 2. If b > 3, then all components of x are < 1 — 2v. If h = 2 then some
component = of x is at least 1, and therefore equal to the sum of two or more numbers in (v, %)
(since H(P) C C(R)). In thm case all other components are < 1 — 2v. Conversely, suppose that
|x| > 2 and has all components in (v,1—2v)U (2v,1—v). It sufﬁces to show that every component
z which is > 3 is the sum of numbers in (v, 3). If z > 2v, z = Jx + S has the required form. If
x < 2v then x < 1 — 2v as well, contradicting = > % O

Proof of Theorem[8.3 Let g-(x) = g(x)1(|x| < § — 2¢) and let
Hi = {x € H(P) : no component in (3 — 2¢, 1]},
Ho = H(P:) \ Hi.

The Type II range for P. is [e,v — ¢] and hence R(P:) is the set of vectors y of the form (&,y)
with |€]+|y| =1, |&]| <ecand v —e < y; < % + ¢ for each component y; of y. Clearly y has at
least two components. Therefore, the elements of Z(P:) have the form (§,z), where |£| < € and the
components of z are > v—e. Consequently, 1(x; P.) < € for any x € Z with all components > v—e.
As Z(P) C Z(P.), Gi(P.) includes all vectors z € Z(P) with |z| < § — 2¢, and it follows that g. is
supported on G;(P:). Also, if x € H; then x € H(P) and hence (1% g.)(x) = (1% g)(x) < 0.

We claim that any vector x € Hs has a component equal to one of % +u, v4+u,2v+u,l—v+u
or 1 — 2v + u for some |u| < 6¢. It follows that

L e

HzﬂRk
Therefore, by Theorem [8.2]

C 1+Z/ / 1*98 dx—i_og,gw(g)

H1NRF
- G
—1+Z/ /331951@ dx + Og,0.(¢),

as desired.

To prove the claim, suppose x € Ho has no such component of the claimed type. It suffices to
show that x € H(P) in order to reach a contradiction, for then x € H;. Since x € H(FP), all
components of x are > v + 6¢ and avoid [ — 6¢, 5 + 6¢]. Thus, if v < % + 3¢ then x € H(P) b
Lemma Ifv> % + 3¢, then x has 2 or 3 components. If dim(x) = 3 then each component is at
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most 1 — 2(v + 6¢) < 1 — 2v. Lemma again implies that x € H(P). Now suppose x = (x,z5)
with z; > § + 6. Since x € C(R(P.)) and by the above characterization of R(P.), z; > 2(v — 2¢)
and thus z; > 2v + 6 > 2v, and it also follows that x € H(P). O

Proof of Theorem[2.7 (a). When t < v < £ and P = (3,0,v), R = R(P) consists of vectors with
three or four components, each in (V 1-— ) and with sum 1. For 8 € R, we define

f(/BhBQvB?)) :_17 f(ﬁ1762763aﬁ4) =0

and define f(x) for the remainder of C(R) = H U {1} using (6.3). In particular, writing o > 3 > 5;
for each 4, we have f11(f1,a) > 0 since if @ = B2+ B3 and (51, B2, B3) € R then JI /5(B1, f2) = —1,
and also fa1(B1, B2, ) = 0. Also, for (81, B2, 83) € R, Hl/Q(ﬁbﬁ%st) = 2 and thus

/ / 515253

v<B1<B2<B3<3
Bi1+B2+B3=1

where we used that H NR3 = {(B1, 82,53) : |B] = 1,v < 1 < B2 < B3} from Lemma [8.4]

We next construct a function g on G; such that (1 % g)(x) < 0 for x € H. With Theorem in
mind, we wish to choose g such that (1 % g)(x) = 0 whenever x € H is such that f(x) > —1. By
Lemma [8.4] and the fact that ¢ (x) = 0 for all x € Z,

G =2oU{(x):x€ (V,%]O(V,I—ZV)}U{(I'I,xQ) V<X,V < Ty, Ty + Ty < 2}

Set g(@) =1, g(z) = —1forallz € (v, 3]N(v,1-2v), g(z,2,) = 1 if (:1:1,3:2) € G and 4+, < 3,
and let g(x) = 0 otherwise. Now consider (8, a) € H with 8; < 3 < «; for all 4, j. In particular,
|8+ |a| = 1. By Lemma[8.4, 3; < 1—2v and a; > 2v as well. We have the following convolution
identities:

e (Lxg)(B1,B2,83) =
e (1xg)(p, Bg,ﬂ3,64) = 0 unless 3; + B = 5 for some 1, 7, in which case (1% g)(3) < 0.
e (1xg)(3,1)=—1. (This only occurs if l/ < 1)
° (]_ *g)(ﬁl,ﬁg,al) = 0 unless Bl + B2 = 5 = a1, in which case (1 *g)(ﬁl,ﬁg,al) = —2.
e (1xg)(B1,01) = 0since B1 < 5 L < o.
It follows that (1 xg¢)(B3,a) < 0 in all cases. In addition, (1 * g)(x) = 0 whenever f(x) > —1,

aside from a set of x of measure zero. Thus, by Theorem - ), C7(P) =1+ f(1). Moreover, by
Theorem 6.3 (b), Cp4(P) < 1+ f(1), and Theorem. 1mpl1es that lim._,o+ C 4(P:) > 1+f( ),

where we used Theorem (a) again (the criterion for equality). Thus, lim,_,o+ Cp4(P:) = 1+ f(1)
as well. O

Proof of Theorem [2.7 (b). Suppose that v = 0.16623. By Lemma [8.4, # = H(P) is the set of
vectors with sum 1 and all components in (v,1 — v); such vectors have at most 6 components. As
P(x) = 0 for all x € Z, G1(P) is the set of vectors with components > v and sum of components
at most %; there can be at most three components. Set g(@) = 1 and

g(z) = —1(z < 3),
(8.5) gz, my) =1(2 42y < 3) — Lz + 2y < 1) =1(BE <2y + 2, < 3),
g($1,$2,$3) = _ﬂ($1 + Ty + 23 S )

Now consider x = (xy,...,7,) € H with z; < --- < z,. For brevity, define Hj, := H NR*. When
k=2 (1xg)(x)=0if 2; <z, and (1 g)(3, %) = —1. When k = 3, at most one coordinate is
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>%,thus
(xg)(x) =1 -2~ g < ) + Ly +25 < )~ Uay + 25 < 15Y)
=2 Loy + 23 > §) - Loy +2, < 15%) <0 (x € Hs).

When k = 4, there are exactly three pairs of coordinates from x with sum less than %, except for
a set of measure zero (this occurs when z; + z; = % for some 1 7é j) in which case there are fewer
than three such pairs. Also, it is not possible to have z; + z, < 5%, for then 2, < 25 < 2, < 1_23”
and 1 = 21 + - + 2, < 235 < 1, a contradiction. Therefore, since for every i either z; < 3

x| —2; < 3 (with both occurlng only if i = 4 and 24 = 3),

Axg)x)=— D Loy +2;<5) —lay=3) -3 > Lz +2;=3) (x€H).

1<i<j<3 1<i<j<4

N[

In particular, (1 ¢)(x) < 0 for x € Hy4. Also, for a set H); C Hy of full measure,

(1*9)(X):_ Z ﬂ(xi‘f‘ﬁjgliTu) (XE/HD

1<i<j<3

Now let k = 5 and x € Hs. We have that ; < 1—4r < 1/2 for all 4, and if A C [5] with [A]| = 3,
then |x 4| < 1/2 is equivalent to \x[5}\A| > 1/2. Therefore, we find

(Ixg)(0) =15+ La; +a; <g) =Y La; +a; <5) = D L(w; +2; > 3)

1<j 1<J 1<J
i<j 1<j

We have either x4 + 25 < I_T” or v+ x, < 1 , for otherwise 1 —v < zy + -+ x5 = 1 zq, 8

contradiction. It follows that there are at least 6 pairs (7,7) with i < j and z; + T; < 5% hence
(1xg)(x) <0 when k= 5.
Finally, when k = 6, all pairs have sum < 1 — 4v < 1_?”, and there are exactly 10 triples

(z;, T;, 1)) with sum < %, except on a set of measure zero where there are more than 10 such

trlples (this occurs when |x 4| = 1 for some 3-tuple A). Thus, (1% g)(x) =1—6—10 = —15 except
on a set of measure zero where (1 g)(x) < —15.

Thus (1 *g)(x) <0 for all x € H.

It follows from Theorem (a) and Theorem 8.3/ that C~(P) = C and C,4(P:;0) = C — O(e),

where
—1+13+I4—|-I5—|-I5—|-16,

> [ [] o
951372953 3719523537

e, <ry<ey<1/2 VT KTy <Ly
T +Ty+x5=1 T, +Ty+x5=1
T +:1:2\(171/)/2

Z / / 951552953954

1<i<y<3
<i<g< V<Z‘1\

x1+12+x3+x4—1
z; +x,;<(1-v)/2
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and, setting S = {(3,4), (1,5),(2,5),(3,5),(4,5)},

VST < STy
T+ tzs=1
x, +mj>1/2

e [

VST S @:6
Tyt txg=1

The integral I3 is tiny, since every z, is close to g Lfor ¢ ¢ {i,j}. Also, the multiple integral is zero
for pairs (7, 7) with ¢ < 2 and j < 4, and for all palrs (1,7) we have v < x; < mitr <1 23”. Thus,

2
I 10
| 5| / / L1+

VLT < KTy

T+ Fxs=1
I4+I5>1/2
10 1—3v
<y4(1—4y)< 2 _V>V01{V<x1<$2<x3:x1+x2+x3<%}
5(1—5v) (1/2-3v)° .
- ' 3-1077.
V(1 — 4v) 36 <

Similarly, the integral Is is tiny as all =, are close to % We have

15 _15(1 - 6v)° 1
<l [ [ = BB g

1/<J:1\ <Tg

T+ Fxg=1
The integrals I3, I4, Is were computed with Mathematica and produceﬂ C > 0.000006 when v =
0.16623. This proves Theorem (b). O

Proof of Theorem (c). Let v = 0.16169. Motivated by Theorem and recalling the notation
fse(x) from (6.3)), for x = (zq,...,2;) with v <z <--- <z, and |x| = 1 we take

f30(x) = -1, fao(x) = —1, feo(x)=0
fo0(x) = xy - 25 1(zy + x5 < 5)h(xs + 14 + T5),

for some decreasing, non-negative function h on [%, 1 — 2v], to be chosen later. The main purpose
of f50 is to make fa1(51, P2, ) close to —1 when f; + B2 < 1;2”, which is the region where
(1 *g)(lﬁl) /325 O[) < 0.

Our goal is to choose h so that fs,(8,a) > —1 for all s >

1
(6.3), and also that f(1) < —1. Then replacmg f(x) by (-1/f(1
and f(x) > —1 for all x. By Theorem (b), we obtam C= (3,0,

, where fs, is defined by
for all x gives f(1) = —1

and
) )
0=Cpy(3,0,v).

)f(x
V) =

3We find Is = —0.92205199 . . . , 14 = —0.07714894 ... ,Is = —0.00079222 ... and so I3+ 14+ I5 = —0.99999316. . ..
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We have f31(8,«) = 0, since in the support of f5, the sum of any two variables is < % Thus,
it remains to show f11(1—a,a) > —1 and fo, 1(ﬁ1, B2,a) = —1. The former is easy, in fact it holds
for any choice of h, which we now show. In ,let k> 2and u; +---+u, = . Using (6 , if
k =2 then JIy5(u) = —1, if k = 3 then Hl/z(u) =2—#{(i,§) i <jyu; +u; <1/2} <2, and if
k=4 and fs50(1—a,u) # 0 then JIy jo(u) = 3. Thus, f50(1 — o, u)JI;(u) > 0 for all u. By (6.3),
f11(1 —a,a) > F3(a) + Fy(a), where

_0‘/ /u1u2 <max(y,z—1/2)_1>'

v<u, Suy<1/2
Uy HUuyg=a

where we considered separately the cases a < 5 + vand a > % + v, and

-2 / / 20 {v <uy <uy <ug,ful=a}
a - meas{v < u; <uy < u =a
Uq UgUs > V2 (o — 2v) R

v<u Su
Uq+uy +u3—a

2a(a — 3v)?
1202 (a0 — 2v)°
Therefore, for any o € [%, 1-v],

o' ala —3v)?
1- >1 —1) - ———F =2 —0911.
fal =, a) > log (max(l/, a—1/2) ) 612 (o — 2v) 09

We now bound fo1(B1, 82, ). By (6.3), for a > 1 we have fo1(81, B2, ) = Fu(a) — F5(Bu, Ba),

where
) / / L) a 1
a) =« = 10 -
B304 & max(v,a — 1/2)
v<B3<Pa<1/2
B3+Pfa=a
and

F5(B1, B2) = a1 // h(zg+ x4+ 25)1(24 + 25 < 1/2)dB3,

v<PB3<Pa<LBs
B3+Ba+Bs=a

where (x4, 24, 25) are the three largest components of 3. Now zg 4+ 24 + x5 > max(2, ), 8182 <
(17?“)2 The condition z, + z5 < % implies 84 + B5 < %, which is equivalent to 83 > o — 1/2.
Therefore, h(zg + z, + z5) < h(max(2,a)) and

a(l —a)?
F5(B1,82) < <4)h(max(5 ) Vol{ max (v, a — %) <P3<Pa<Ps:av=Ps+ P +ﬁ5}
a(l —a)? 2
= Th(max(%,a)) (o — 3max(v,a — 1))".
Let {(a) = (1l — a)?*(o — 3max(v,a — 7)) One can check that (1 + Fi(a))/¢() is decreasing
on [3, % + 1] and increasing on [3 + v, 1 — 2v]. Therefore, taking
14+ Fy(u) if l <u< l 4
B ) i u v,
(8.6) hlu) = 14+ Fy(1/24v)

/240) if 1 s trv<u<l-2v
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we see that h(u) is decreasing, and h(u) < (14 Fy(u))/¢(u) for all u > 2. It follows immediately
that Fy(a) — F5(f51, 82) = —1 for % <a<1-2v. For % <a< %, we have

F4(C¥) — F5(51,,32) 2 F4(C¥) — E(Oz)h 3/5) 2 F4(C¥) — E(a)h(a) = —1.

Finally, with the choice of h given by (8.6) ., we show that f(1) < —1. By , if x € H3 with all
components < 1 then JIq /2( x) = 2, if x € H4 with all components < % and no pair of components
has sum equal to 5 then JI, 5(x) = 0, and if x € Hs with every pair of components having sum
less than % then JIy2(x) = —6. Thus, f(1) = I3 + I5, where

o[ ] e e,
T Tyl y x(1—1x)

T STy <T3<1/2

|x|= 1

and
_ f5 o(x
I5—_6 . $3+$4+x5)d
u<x1<-~-<x5 v VST < <15
Ix|=1 TyFrs<1/2
|x|=1

Computations with Mathematica give I3 + I = —1.000015.. .. ]

9. MINIMAL TYPE II RANGE NEEDED TO DETECT PRIMES

In this section we prove Theorem [2.1, Recall the definition of the sets .%,(P) from Definition
- Our basic strategy is to construct a weight w,, satisfying the Type I condition , ignoring
the Type II condition , with w), a constant less than —1 at primes p and w,, > —1 for other n,
using Theorem (a), and then tweak the function to give a desired construction satisfying
when 0 < v < v, for sufficiently small v.

We define analogs of R and .%, in the ‘v = 0’ case. Let R*(7) be the set of vectors, of arbitrary
dimension, with components in (0,1 — ) and with sum 1, and let .7 () be the set of bounded

functions f € S supported on the subset of C(R*(y)) with all components > 7, and satisfying
conditions (b) and (c) in Definition [6.2]

Theorem 9.1. Fiz v € [%, 1]. Suppose that there is a p > 0 and function f € ﬁ;(v) so that
o f(1) < —1 (contribution to primes);
e for all B = (P1,...,0k) with k > 2, we have f(B) = —1.

Then Theorem holds for this vy, that is, there is a v, depending only on -y, so that whenever
P = (v,0,v) € Q, v <, and B > 0, if x is large enough then there is a non-negative sequence
(an) such that if by, = 1 and wy, = an — 1 for all n € (x/2,z] then w, satisfies () and (), and
also and a, = 0 for all primes p. In particular, we have C~(P) = 0.

Proof. Define § > 0 by

f1)y=-1-46.
Let v, be a small enough positive constant, 0 < v < 1y, 0 < 0 < 1/2 and P = (v,6,v). We now
construct a function f € .%,(P) from f that takes into account the Type II restrictions .
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For each k € N let Dy, (P) be the set of vectors in C(R*(7)) N R* with all components > n and
no proper subsum (that is, a subsum which is not zero and not one) in [#, 6 + v]. Define, for each
k the restriction

(9.1) Fe0(€) = fr0(€)1(€ € Dyy(P)).

Complete the definition of fby applying (6.3)) with the functions ﬁw on the right side in place of

fro. Then fe Fy(P) since Dy, ,(P) is a finite union of convex polytopes (by Lemma and by
assumption f € Z,(v). We claim that for all £ > 2 and & € Dy, (P) we have

~ 0
02) fle)>-1-3.
and furthermore, we have

~ 26
(9.3) foy<a-2

From (9.2)) and (9.3)), we quickly deduce the desired conclusion. Indeed, by Theorem (a), for any
B > 0 and large enough z, there is a constant z with |z — f(1)| < /3 and a sequence (v5)s/2<n<a
such that

vp =z for prime p € (z/2, z], Uy = Gl_min>2 f(u) —8/3 for 2/2 < n < x,n composite.
imu>
By (9.3), # < —1—§/3. Then, by (9.2), the sequence (w,) given by w, = —v,/z for all n, satisfies
wp = —1 (prime p € (x/2,z]), wy = (=1/2)(-1-0/3) = =1 (/2 < n < z,n composite).

It remains to show (9.2) and (9.3). Fix r > 1 and £ € C(R*(y)) NR" with all components > .
If £ ¢ D,,(P) (that is, € has a proper subsum in [#,60 + v]), then clearly f(§) = 0. Otherwise, we
claim that

(9.4) 1f(&) — f(&) <d/3.
If vy is small enough, and this will establish (9.2) and (9.3). Let £ € D, and write £ = (8, o),

where

n< Py, Bs<1l—vy<a,...,ap, r=s5+L.
If £ = 0 then fv(é’) = f(€) by (9.1). If £ > 1, observe that on the right side of (6.3), k1,..., ke
are bounded, the functions JI;_,(u;) are bounded and hence the integrands are bounded (these
bounds depend on 7). Fix ki,..., ke < 1/n, set k = ki +--- + ky + s and consider one of the 2F — 2
proper subsums of (3,uy,...,uy),

¢
AZZ/BH-ZZuj,u

icl j=14€L;
where I C [s] and L; C [k;] for each j. To show ({9.4]) for sufficiently small vy, it suffices to show that
for each choice of I, Ly, ..., Ly, the (k1 + - - -+ k¢ — £)-dimensional measure of the set of (uy,...,up)

for which A € [6,6 + v] is at most v.

If, for all j, L; is empty or L; = [k;], then A is a proper subsum of £ and hence always avoids
[6,6 + v]. Now assume there is some j’ for which L; is nonempty and not the whole of [k;/]. Pick
i',i" so that ¢/ € Lj» and ¢" € [ky] \ Lj, and let A’ = A — wj ;. With all of the variables u;,; fixed
except for uj i and uj v, A’ is fixed and w;r i + wj i is fixed (since o = uj1 +-- -+ uj7kj). Hence
the measure of u; » with A € [§,6 + v] is < v, and the proof is complete. O

It remains to find a function satisfying the conditions of Theorem
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9.1. Modified Liouville functions. Our construction depends properties of ‘modified Liouville
functions’ which are completely multiplicative, supported on z”—rough numbers and satisfy the
Type I bounds (that is, has ‘level of distribution’ x7); in the case n = 0 the ordinary Liouville
function has these properties, and this is the basis for the famous Selberg examples which show
that C~(~,6,0) = 0 for all v < 1. We define our functions in the vector setting, which neatly
sidesteps various messy issues in the integer setting.

Throughout, we assume that 7, ¢ are fixed and satisfy

1
0<n< =
n<cs< 9

. J1e(8)
aéglvj/ﬁkﬁl 5kd6

(Recall the definition of JI..) This formula comes from the fragmentation identity in (6.3]).
We now define a functlon )\(C M on vectors of positive real numbers (of arbitrary length) by

(9.6) Nemgy, o &) = MEm (&) - MM (g,).

Like the Liouville function, this vector function is “completely multiplicative” in the sense that

X(c,n)(a7 B) = Xem (@) A (@) (all a, B3).

Suppose that a > ¢. By Lemma (a), if any 3; > ¢ then JI.(B8) = 0. In particular, the k = 1
term in ((9.5) is zero and hence

—1)k JI,
o we@ =a Sk [ [ SR @z
k22 ' a=p1++Bx
n<Bi<c Vi

If & < ¢ then Lemma (b) implies that JI.(8) = 1x=; and thus

Define, for o > 0 the function

(9.5) MM (q) = Z

— <
9.8) Men(q) =] Tt Tsese

0, a<n.
Thus, if n < B < --- < Bs < ¢ < a1 < -+ < ay, then
XED (B, @) = (~1)MED (ar) - MO ().

In the integer setting, this corresponds to a completely multlphcatlve function A with )\( )=0
for p < 27, A(p) = —1if 27 < p < 2¢ and if p ~ 2 for a > ¢ then A(p) = M (a). We will show
below that M (™ (a) is very close to —1 and thus A" behaves similarly to the Liouville function.

Using , these functions satisfy the analog of . In fact, the formula was derived
from by setting f(z,...,x;) = (—1)¥ when all components are < c¢. We give another proof
below, which applies to a more general type of function, those with f(z) = —m for small z, where
m € N.
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Lemma 9.2. For a positive integer m, real w = mc and real ¢ > n > 0,

ZT' / /51,77 dt =0

&G4+ r=w
< Vi

Proof. Denote by L the left side in the lemma. By and (9.5]),

o [ [ SIS [ el

W1y Bk =1 —Bi 14+ Bi g,
77<Blj Vj

Now reorganize this, firstly fixing k& = k1 +- - -+ k, and the vector of k£ components 3; ;. Also relabel
these components as ¢1, ..., ¢r, where

¢k1+---+k¢71+j = /B”i,j (1<i<nrl<j< kl)

and let @; = (Pky+thy 1415+« > Phy+th;) for 1 < i < r. Then
k 1 m” 1
L= § (-1) § § Je(1) -~ Le(@y) dop.
b1 pp = 1! kale- - ky!
n<oi Vi kit

Since the region of integration is symmetric in all variables ¢; and ¢ - - - ¢y, is symmetric in the ¢;,
we may replace JI.(¢1) - JI.(¢,) by its symmetric average

k -1
<k§1 ko kr) Z HC(¢A1)”'Hc(¢AT).

AyUeUA, =[]
|As|=k; Vi
This gives
(—1)* 1 m"
I L DL DI RION RS RTIRE)
k=1 ‘ W=¢1+-+Py b g r2l T AjU-UA=[k]
n<g; Vi
where we have dropped the condition |A;] > 1 since JI.(&) = 0 by the definition (5.1). Since
w = me, Lemma [5.4] implies that the sum on r equals zero. Hence, L = 0 as desired. ]
Lemma 9.3. For a > 0 we have
|_a/77 J _
i n
a=g1t-tg; ML
n<pi<c Vi
Moreover, for a = n
2
(9.10) ~1< M (a) < —1+O‘p<c—1>,
cn n

where p is the Dickman function.
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The Dickman function is the unique function which satisfies (i) p(u) =1 for 0 < u < 1, (ii) p
is continuous on [0, o0], (iii) p is differentiable for v > 1 and (iv) p satisfies the differential-delay
equation up/(u) = —p(u — 1) for u > 1. It is known that p is positive, decreasing and has decay
p(u) < e v1o8Y (see, e.g. [29, Chapter II1.5]), thus the upper bound tends very rapidly to -1 as
n — 0.

We also observe that the j = ltermin islforn<a<candOfora>cor0<a<mn,and
for each j > 2, the multiple integral has bounded derivative on the interior of its support, namely
for a € (jn,jc). As j is bounded, we see that M(«) is piecewise differentiable with a bounded
derivative.

To prove Lemma we need an integral version of a result about summing the Liouville function
over rough integers (see, e.g. [10, Lemma 12.2]).

Lemma 9.4. For positive o, v satisfying av > 1, we have

Law)

Z(_l)k // Bldﬂﬂk :vp/(av) = —p@wa_l).

k=1 61¥=51+~~-+5k
;gﬁlg“'gﬁk

F(U)Z_Z<_1)k / / 51dﬁ5k

L 1=t 8,
T<B1<< By

Proof. Let

The sum is finite, as the multiple integral is zero for k > wu. Also, it is clear that F'(u) is continuous
for u > 1, differentiable for © > a and that F(u) =1 for 1 < u < 2. When u > 2,

oy [ !
F=1- 3 (-1 /l/u B / / 52"'5kd(ﬁ2"”75k)dﬂ1'

2<k<u 1—B1=PB2+ 4Py
B1<Pa< <Py

Making the change of variables 8; = (1 — 1) for j > 2, we obtain

)=1- Z (=1) /;:kﬁl (1-51) / / By - - ﬁkdﬁdﬂl

2<k<u
1= 52+ +5k
B
Topy SBa<<By,

B 1/2 1 1_[31
_1_/1/u 51(1—51)F< B >d61'

Differentiating this gives

y B —1/u2 1-1/u B F(u—1)
F(“)‘(l/uxl—l/u)F( u )“ VR

Together with the initial conditions F'(u) =1 for 1 < u < 2 and the fact that F' is continuous, this
differential-delay equation uniquely determines F'. Comparing with the differential-delay equation
for the Dickman function, we conclude that F'(u) = p(u — 1) for u > 1. This proves the desired
formula when o = 1. The formula for general « follows by making the change of variables 3; = aﬂg-
for 1 <j<k. O
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Proof of Lemma[9.3. Recall the definition (9.5]) of M (" (a). Inserting the definition (5.1]) of JI.(83),
we get

la/n] (_1)34_1 La/n) (_1)k;

M (a) =a ) j 2 2 / /ﬁllﬁk »

7=1 k=j AlLI---LlAjZ[k] a=B14~+By
km:=|Am|>1Vm n<Bi<c Vi

The multiple integral depends only on kq,...,k;, and with kq,...,k; fixed there are <k1 kfkj)

choices for Ay,..., A;. Also
(_1)k+j J km+1
k! <k1 ky - m> H

m=1

Let ¢; = |Ba,], so that o = ¢1 + -+ + ¢;. Then

o La/nJ J d,@
M ) =—« / / "Cm"‘l // B Y
Y5 JINpa Bt B,
_¢1+ +¢] - mz d’m:ﬁm,l‘i"”‘i’ﬁm,km
77<¢1<CVZ ngﬁm,lggﬁm,km

Here the factor 1/k;,! has been removed by imposing the ordering 3,1 < -+ < Bm.k,.. By Lemma
the expression in brackets equals —p’(¢m/1)/n and this completes the proof of (9.9).

To show , we may assume that o > ¢ by . We will first show that relaxing the
conditions ¢; < ¢ makes only a small change to right side of (| . Define

g / //a’l ﬁkdﬁ

a=p1+ 4B
n<p; Vi

On the one hand, by Lemma (b), M*(ar) = —1. Following the above proof leading to , we
also see that

M*(a) =

O[
k>1

lo/n) | i,
a=gi+-tg; M
n<P; Vi

Moreover, by forcing ¢; to be the largest, we remove the factor 1/j appearing above and in ,
and therefore

14+ M©EM () = MM (a) — M*(a)

(9.11) —atafj / / ( ¢>m/77)> ié.

a=gi+-t¢; ML
N<Pi<P; Vi
pj=c
Since p(u) is decreasing, the right side of (9.11]) is non-negative and also
—P'(0i/n) _ p(¢i/n—=1) _ ple/n—1)
U ?; c
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Therefore,
i—1
apg_lLa/nJ 0o J
0< MEM (@) +1 < (777) Z / quj
c — | Jy n
‘7_
The integral on the right side equals p(1) = 1 and this completes the proof of (9.10). O

Lemma 9.5. Suppose m e N, 0 <n<1—7, and 0 < ¢ < % For xy,...,z, = n with sum 1,
define
f(x) = mPAn (x).

Then f € F,(7).

We recall the set .7 (7) is defined at the beginning of the section a the ‘v = 0" analolg of 7,
from Definition [6.21

Proof. By , f(xy,...,x;) is symmetric in z,,...,2, and supported on vectors with z; > n
for all i. Also, since M(“" is piecewise differentiable, so is f. By (0.10), f is bounded. If we fix
&,...,& 2 n with sum g < v < 1—mc, then

1 mktr\(em) ~
Zg / / mTXE) d(&riny. . dEpyr) = m" N (&g, 6)Z

E>1 fr-i—l §r+k
~ fr+1+ +§r+k 1-g
n<Es Vi
where, by Lemma[9.2 and 1 — g > mc we have

NCED)
7 _Z i / / MM (&g, k) d(Erirs. dErir) = 0.

k>1 §r+1 fr-i—k
Err1t -+ k=1—g
n<éi Vi

Thus, (6.2) holds and therefore, f € F, (7). g

9.2. The proof of Theorem Fix 1/2 < v < 1 and suppose that

_1-
- =,

1 (c 1)<1
ceps Sy

Such ¢ exists by the rapid decay p(u) < e~*!°8%, By (9.10), for all a > 0,

(9.12) —1 < M) (a) —%]1(04 > ).

O<e<e,

with € small enough so that

For x = (x,,...,x;) with sum 1 and each x; > ¢, define

g(x) = (1 - 23X (x).
Two applications of Lemma one with m = 1 and the other with m = 2, shows that g € .#} (7).
Note also that g is supported on vectors of dimension < 1/e. Let

90 = 21/
so that for all x, |g(x)| < go. Using (9.12)), we have
9 1

(9.13) g(1) = (B/YME(1) <~ < —=.
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Furthermore, when ¢ > 3 is odd, (9.12) implies
(0.14) 9@y, wg) = (1 =272 MO () - - M) ()
‘ > (2% —1)(3/4) ' L(xy, ...,z =€) = 0.

For 0 < n < ¢, define

wln) = (1—17)77p<1nv_1>‘

Since k(n) — 0 as n — 0, there is a choice of n € (0,¢) so that x(n) < 1/(4g,). In this way, by
Lemma [0.3] for any n < a <1,

1
(9.15) 1< M (0) < =14 k() < -1+ P
90

Now define

15y = X010 + 28,

90
Since n < e, FZ(y) € Z,; (7). Thus, by Lemmawith m =1, f € Z7(v). By (9.13) and (9.15),
1 1 1 1
F@) =M1 + 9(1) <-14 ——-—=-1-—< -1
9o 490 299 49,

Suppose k > 2 and B8 = (f1,...,0k). If B; < n for some i then A(A=v:m) (B) = g(B) = 0, so we may
assume that g; > n for all 7. If k is even, (9.15]) implies that
9(8)

f(B)=20+=—=2> -1,
90

while if & is odd, (9.14]) and (9.15) imply that

fB)z-1+===>-1

Therefore, the hypotheses of Theorem are satisfied, and this completes the proof. O

10. ASYMPTOTIC FOR PRIMES

In this section we prove Theorems and the former being straightforward and the latter
requiring lengthy case-by-case analysis. Together, these establish Theorem

Recall that R is the set of vectors, of arbitrary dimension, which have sum of components 1, all
components in (0,1 — ) and no subsum in [#, 6 + v]. Recall also that M = |1/(1 — )], so that

(10.1)

<1l-~% M >2.

M+1 M’

10.1. Proof of Theorem [4.12| when R is empty. We will show that for any A > w, if B is
large enough as a function of A,~,0,v and (w,) satisfies , and , then

(10.2) wy € —
zp: (log z)4
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First, assume that v > 1 — v (R is always empty with this condition). We begin with an
application of Lemma with ¢y = Ly—p=1, k=1, U = {1}, 9g(1) =1, 0 =1/2, T11 = [%, 1],
D=w+A, M =|(logz)”]| and ¢ = 6[1/(1 —)]. This gives

Z wy << (log2)A + (logz)*™3PT6  sup |5,
liounded
where
Slg = Z wnﬁl(dl)“-ﬁg(dg).

n=dy--dp~x
di<n/xV Vi

Now d; < 177 < ¥ for all i, and it follows that for a unique k < ¢ we have dy - - - dp_1 < (2/2)?
and dy - --dy, € ((x/2)?,29%"]. Then

Sp = Z > wnfr(dy) - - - By(dp).

n=di-,dp~x
di<n/xY (1<i<L)
dy-dy—1<(z/2)°
dydp€((2/2)? 2]
The condition d; < n/z7 is equivalent to n/d; > |27|+ 3, and dy - - dj—1 < (2/2)? is equivalent to
di - dg_1 < |(#/2)?] + 5. Thus, after £+ 1 successive applications of Lemma [7.9] ., we see that

¢

(10.3) sup |9 < (logz)™' sup | > wyB1(dy) - - Be(dy)|.
51,---7/318 5 ----- BZ k=1 n:d1-~~ dy~x
1-bounded 1-bounded e

dy--dp€((x/2)? 2017
Writing e; = dy -+ - dg, ey = dg41---dp and
Eie)) =Y Bild)-Bilde),  Ealeg):= D> Brra(disr) - Beldo),
ey =dy-dy ey=dji1-dy
we have that the inner sum in the right side of ((10.3)) is
Z wnE1(e)Ea(ey).

n=e;e,~T
e1€((z/2)%,2%+"]

By Lemma for j =1 and j = 2, [Ej(e;)| < m(e;) < T(ej)k_l. Hence, by the Type II bound
[M), if B > max(k — 1,2¢ + 3D + 7+ A) we have

Sg<<

This establishes when v > 1 — 7.
Next, assume that v < 1—+and R is empty. We apply Proposition with g(@) =1, g(x) =0

for x # @, A(1) =1 and A(d) =0 for d # 1, and with ¢ = v. Then H(n) =1 for all n and A(n) is
splittable with respect to L for any L. Then

> wn
1= (log )

n not prime

But () implies that |, wn| < z(log x)*B, so that if B > A we conclude (10.2) when v < 1 —~
too. This completes the proof of Theorem [£.12] when R is empty.

T
(log z)fH3D+6+A"
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10.2. Proof of Theorem when R is nonempty. Let P = (v,6,v) € Q and R = R(P).
We must show that if R # () then C~(P) < 1 < C*(P). We first need a positive measure subset
of R with JI1_,(x) # 0. This is accomplished with the next two lemmas.

Lemma 10.1. Fiz p > 0. Given any x with 0 < x; < p for all i, there is a coagulation y of x
which satisfies y; < p for all i and y; +y; = p for all i # j.

Proof. If i # j and x; + z; < p, replace the two components z, , z; with the singleton z; + z;, and

repeat this process until there are no more pairs (4, j) with z, + r; < p. O]

Lemma 10.2. Assume that R is nonempty. Define T = {x € R* : |x| = 1} for each k. There is
ak>3,z€RNT, andn > 0 so that the set D ={u € Ty : |u; — z;] < n (1 <i<k)} liesin R
and every element u € D satisfies the following:

(1) n<up < - <up<l—vy—mn;

(2) for alli# j, ui +uj >1—v+mn;

(8) all subsums of u avoid [0 —n,0 + v + n|;
(4) Ty (w) = (—1)F 1k — 1)

Proof. For some n > 3, S = RN 7T, is nonempty. As S is open relative to 7,, there is some point
y € S avoiding all of the hyperplanes ;. y; = 1 — for I C [n] with 0 < [I| < n, and also avoiding
the hyperplanes > . ;i = > e vy for distinet I, .J C [n], since each such hyperplane intersects 7y,
in a set of dimension n — 2 (or has no intersection, e.g. if I = @ and J = [n]). This means that y
has distinct subsums, none of which are equal to 1 — v. By Lemma some coagulation z € Ty
of y is in R and satisfies z; + 2; > 1 — v for all 4 # j. This means that z; + 2; > 1 — v for all
i # j, and also that z; # z; for all ¢ # j. By reordering the components, we may suppose that
z1 < --+ < zi. Therefore, for some 7 the set D = {u € Ty : |u; — z;| < n (1 < i< k)} will satisfy
DCRandforallueD, n<u <---<uy<l—-—7y—nandu;+u; >1—vy+nforalli#j It
follows from Lemma (with & = 0 in that lemma) that JI;_-(u) = (—1)*71(k —1)! for all u € D.
Furthermore, since all subsums of z avoid [0, + v], if n is small enough then all subsums of any
u € D avoid [0 — n,0 + v + n] as well. O

Let D C R be the set guaranteed by Lemmal[I0.2] and 7, k the associated parameters, and where
where JI;_~(u) = (=1)*"}(k — 1)! for all u € D.

For u € D define f(u) = § for a sufficiently small real number § (which can be positive or
negative), and let f(u) = 0 for all other k—dimensional vectors u with u; < --- < ug. Extend f
to a function symmetric in all variables, and then extend the definition of f to vectors of smaller
dimension using . Then it is clear that f is supported on the subset of C(R) consisting of
vectors with all components > 7. Therefore, f € .%, (recall Definition |6.2| for the definition of .%,).

Moreover, on the right side of , ujp > n for all j, b and hence ¢ is bounded, the functions
JI1—»(u;) are bounded and also [];, u;l} is bounded. Hence, for § small enough (in terms of
n,k,0,v,7), we have f(u) > —1 for all u. Furthermore, by , we have

FO) = foa() = 8-08 h= f [
D

Now we apply Theorem b). Taking § so that §(—1)*~! < 0 we get C~(P) < 1 and taking § so
that §(—1)*~1 > 0 we get CT(P) > 1. This completes the proof of Theorem



ON THE THEORY OF PRIME-PRODUCING SIEVES 79

10.3. Proof of Theorem Recall the definitions of Q and R, given in (2.1) and Definition
respectively. Consider the subset Q1 of Q, defined by

(10.4) Qp := {(W,H,V) : % <y<l-f0-vorl-0<y<1,0<60< %,0§1/< %—9 orV:1—29}.

This captures the fact that by Proposition having v = % — 0 is essentially equivalent to having
v =1—260 and having v = 1 — 6 — v is essentially equivalent to having v =1 — 0. With respect to

the analysis of R, these reductions are exact as we shall now see.
Let P = (v,60,v) € Qand R =R(P). If P € Q\ Qy, then one of the following holds:
(i) l—y=0+v,
(i) 04 v = 3.
In case (i), let P' = (v/,0,v) with v/ = 1 — 0, so that P’ € Q;. Then (A2) holds for both P
and P’ (since 1 —v,1—+" € {0,0 +v}), for P holds if and only if (A1) holds for P’ (since
(n=1)/ne(0,0+v]for [1/(1—7)] <n<[1/(1—-7)]), and R(P") = R(P). That is, the claim in
Theorem holds for P if and only if it holds for P’. Similarly, in case (ii) let P’ = (v,0,1 — 26),
so that P’ € Q1, R(P) = R(P’) and each of the conditions and holds for P if and only
if it holds for P’. Again, the claim in Theorem holds for P if and only if it holds for P’. Tt
therefore suffices to prove the claim in Theorem when P € Q1, which we henceforth assume.
Our first task is to prove a weaker version of Theorem where we suppose that, in addition

to (Al]) and (A2)), we have the following.

Hypothesis (A3). For every vector x of non-negative real numbers summing to 1 and also
satisfying
(i) z; € (v,1 —~) for all 4;
(ii) for all ¢ # j with have z; + x; > 1—1;
(i) for all i # j, either x; = z; or |z; —x;| > v; and
(iv) there are ¢ # j with z; # z;,

some proper subsum of x lies in [0, 6 + v].

Lemma 10.3. Let P € Q. Then R(P) is empty if and only if all of (A1), (A2)) and (A3) hold.

Proof. Assume R = R(P) is empty. For all integers n > M + 1, (%, e ,%) ¢ R, which implies
. If (A3) fails, then there is a vector x of non-negative real components summing to 1 satisfying
conditions (i)—(iv) in the definition of Hypothesis (A3) and with no proper subsum in [6,60 + v],
and evidently x € R. Thus, (A3) holds. Now 1 —~ > ﬁ, thus for sufficiently small £ > 0,

xe=1-M1—-v—¢),l=-v—¢,...,1—7y—¢)

has all components in (0,1 — ) and is not in R. Then some proper subsum of x. lies in [0, 6 + v].
Equivalently, there is a positive integer h < M such that h(1—v—¢) € [0,0 +v]U[1—0 —v,1—0].
As this holds for every € > 0, it is also true for € = 0 and thus holds.

Now suppose that R is nonempty, and let x be an element of R. By Lemma there is a
coagulation of x satisfying (ii) in the definition of Hypothesis (A3) and with all components in
(0,1 — ), thus this coagulation is in R as well. Now suppose x € R satisfies (ii). Suppose further
that x;,,...,z; all lie in an interval of length < v and are not all equal. For each ¢ < k, let Ty be
the set of all nonzero subsums of ¢ elements of (x;,,...,x;, ). If s is any subsum of the remaining
components of x, then the numbers {t + s : ¢t € Ty} must be either all < 6 or all > 6 + v. To see
this, recall that the proper subsums of x avoid [f,6 + v] and observe that the consecutive terms
in the sequence s + t for t € Ty differ by at most v, and so must all be < 6 or > 0 + v. If we
then create a new vector x’ by replacing each component z;; with the average (z + --- + 2;,)/k,
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it is clear that x’ has the same property (for all £ < k). Thus, x’ € R, while preserving (ii). We
repeat this until we have a vector satisfying (iii). At each step the number of distinct components
x; decreases, thus the process will terminate after a finite number of steps. Thus, there isa x € R
satisfying (ii) and (iii).

Suppose now that x = (x,--- ,x;) € R satisfies parts (ii) and (iii). In particular, all subsums
of x avoid [0, 0 + v]. If all of the z; are equal, then they equal 1/k where 1/k <1 —~ < 1/M, thus
k> M+ 1 and fails. Now assume that at least two of the x; are different, so part (iv) in
Hypothesis (A3) holds. If z; > v for all 7 then part (i) in the definition of (A3) also holds and hence
(A3) fails. Otherwise, if z; < v for some i, by reordering we may suppose that x; = minz; < v.
For j > 1, (ii) implies

rjzl-vy—2121—-7—v.

Hence, all of the numbers x; for j > 1 lie in [1 — v — v,1 — ), an interval of length v. By (iii),
xy = --- =, and hence z; < x4 as well. If z, < v then |z; — z,| < v, contradicting (iii). Hence,
O<zSv<ag= =g, <1—7.

In particular, we must have 6 > 0 (else z; € [0,6 + v]). This implies, by (10.1]), that

l=a+ 4z, <k(l-—7v) <Ek/M,

and hence k > M + 1. Since z; < v and all subsums of x avoid [#,6 + v| (using § > 0), for any
integer h € [0, k — 1], the points hx, and hz, + x; lie on the same side of [¢,0 + v]. That is, either
hxy+x, < 8 or hxy > 04-v. This same property is preserved if we deform x by increasing x,, ..., z,
by 6 > 0 and decreasing x; by (k—1)d, which keep the sum of all components equal to 1. So long as
o+ <1—+and (k—1) < zy, the components remain in [0,1—~|. If £ > M + 2 we may choose
§ = z;/(k —1) and our new vector is (0, z25,..., 727). As 0 > 0 and this vector has no subsum in
0,6+ v, fails. If k = M + 1 we choose 6 =1 —~v —x,, so that (1-M(1—~),1—7,...,1—7)
has no subsum in [6, 60 + v]. Thus, fails. O

In light of Lemma Theorem will follow from the next result, which has a long proof
especially in the case 1 — v < 6.

Proposition 10.4. Fiz (v,0,v) € Q1. If (Al) and (A2) hold, then (A3) holds.

The proof occupies the next two subsections. A few of our results are stated for the slightly
larger set Q as we will need them for the proof of Theorem

Definition 10.5 (The parameters a and k). Assuming (A1) holds, we define two further parameters
a and k. Let a be the smallest positive integer so thal 3747 € (0,0 +v], and let k > 1 be the unique
integer such that 357 <0 < 5%

Assuming (AT]), we see 21— € [0,0 + v]. It follows immediately that

M+k+1
a a a+1 a
> — _
l0s V/maX(M+1 M+k M+k+1 M—I—k)
(10.5) e ( (k—1)a M+k—a >
= X .
M+ 1)(M+k) (M+k+1)(M+k)

10.4. Proof of Proposition [10.4] when 1 —~ > 6 +v. We begin with a preliminary observation.

Lemma 10.6. Suppose that (v,0,v) € Q and 1 —~ > 0+v. Then (Al) is equivalent to the interval

[0, 0+ v]containing [ﬁ“, ﬁ], [ﬁ, 2M2+1] or [2]\/1171’ ﬁ] (the last case only if 1—y = 0+v = ﬁ)

Furthermore, (A2)) is equivalent to the assertion that 1 —~v =60+ v or 1 — M(1 —~) € [0,0 + v].
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Proof. By (10.1),

G+v<l—y< —
v < V\M'
If«9—i—1/— 4 then 1 —y = 4, and we see that .holds if and only if 2M 1 € 10,0 + v] since

2
2M—1
1

M+1 < 2M+1‘

VT

Hypothesis (A2) asserts that there is a positive integer h such that (a) h(1 —~) € [0,0 + v] or
(b)1—h(l—v)€[0,0+v]. If 1 = =0+ v then (a) holds with h =1. If 1 —v > 0+ v, (a) is
impossible and (b) is only possible for h = M since 1 — (M +1)(1—v) <O0and 1— (M —1)(1—~) >
I/ M>21—-—y>60+v. O

Lemma 10.7. Assume that (7v,0,v) € Q with 1 —~v > 0 +v. If (Al) and (A2) hold, then (A3)
holds. In particular, Proposition holds in the case 1 —~ > 6 + v.

> > O+v. If0+v e [2M+1, L, then ) holds if and only if 5= € 6,6 + V] since
Finally, if 0 + v < 2M+1’ then (A1} holds if and only if [0, 6 4 v] contains 2M+1 and

Proof. Assume and (A2), and suppose that (A3) fails. Then there is a vector x = (21, ...,z;,)
with |x| = 1 and with no proper subsum in [6,6 + v] satisfying (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) from the
definition of (A3). In particular, for each i we have z; € (v,0) U (0 + v,1 — ) and furthermore for
all i # j, j +x; > 1 — v and either z; = z; or |z; — ;| > v. (If § < v this simply means all
components lie in (60 +v,1 —7).)
Inthecase 1 —y =0+4+v = ﬁ, all of the z; are in (v, 0) Also, Lemmalmphes that 6 < 2M T
1

and thus, recalling that M > 2, we have v > 57 — 2M 1 = 0/2. By (iii), all of the z; are equal,
violating condition (iv), a contradiction.

Assume now that § + v < 1. By Lemma m [0,0 + V] contains 537 and M+1’ hence
(10.6) 0 < L < L <O0+v<l1 <1

. XKoo X 7 A Vs - X s

oM S M +1 TS u

If k < M then ) x; < M(1—+) <1, a contradiction. If kK = M + 1 then suppose that there are ¢
variables z; lying in (v, 0). If £ = 0, then, utilizing (10.6]), all components x; lie in (0 +v,1—-) and
hence |x| > 1. If £ > 2 then |x| < 5t + M= < 1. Hence ¢ = 1 and without loss of generality
v < x; < 6. By Lemma (A2)) implies that 1 — M (1 —~) > 6 > x; and thus

x| <O+ M1-7y)<1-M1-7)+M1-7)=1,

a contradiction. Therefore, &k > M + 2.

Using (10.6) again, we see that (M + 1)(6 + v) > 1, so there are at most M components z;
n (0 +v,1 —v) and, consequently, there are at least two components z; in (v,6). Furthermore,
by Lemma v > 57 = 0/2, hence by (iii), all of the z; which are in (v,0) are equal, and
furthermore the common value is > 1777 by (ii). By relabeling the components, we may suppose
that 2 = -+ = x;, € [152,6), where b > 2.

By Lemma 6, [0, H—i—l/] contains either 51—, 2MQ+1] [2Ml+1, M1+1] (recall that we have already
handled the case § + v = 7). If [0,60 + V] contains [577, 2MZ+1]7 then z; > 157 > ﬁ and thus
all components z; lie in

( 1 1 ) U ( 2 2 )
2M + 1’ 2M 2M +1'2M /)"
Hence the sum of the ;, namely 1, lies in (5 1\; stk M) for some integer h, which is clearly impossible.
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In the second case, suppose that [f, 8+ v] contains [2M+1, M+1] Here we have z; > TPY > 2M+2.
Let ¢ = k — b be the number of components z; lying in (§ + v,1 — 7). Then we have
c  b+2
oM +2 M+l 2M 12

whence b+ 2¢ < 2M + 1. Recall that (A2) implies 1 — (1 — )M > 6 (using Lemma again),
whence

1=|x|>

1 <10
S M’

Therefore,

1-90
1:\X|<b9+c(1—7)<b9+c<M>
<(2M+1—2c)9+c(1_9> = Z 4 0(2M +1—2c—¢/M).
M M
Since b > 2, 2¢ < 2M — 1 and thus 2M + 1 — 2¢ — ¢/M > 0. Therefore,
¢c 2M+1—-2c—c¢/M

1< — =1
<M+ 2M +1 ’

a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

10.5. Proof of Proposition in the case 1 — vy < 6.
Lemma 10.8. If (A3) fails then v < 5 < 537

Proof. By assumption, there is a vector x with non-negative components satisfying |x| = 1 and
(1),(ii),(iii),(iv) of Hypothesis (A3), but with no subsum in [0, 6 + v]. In partlcular by (iv) there

are at least two distinct values x;. By (i) and (iii), 1 — <gr7. O

Lemma 10.9. Assume that (v,0,v) € Q1 and 0 + v =1—0. Then (Al)) implies (A3).

Proof. Let n be the smallest odd integer larger than M, so that n € {M + 1, M + 2}. Assuming

(A1), and exploiting the symmetry of [0,60 + v]|, we see that [#,6 + v] contains both % and
(+D/2 Thys

which implies (A3) by Lemma [10.8] O

It remains to prove Proposition in the case where 1 —v < 6 and 0 +v < % We note that
the statements “P € Q1 and 1 — v < 0 <b+v< 1” and “Pe€ Qand 1 —v<0<0+v< 1”
are equivalent. Although our main result, PI‘OpOSlthH is stated for P € Q1, it follows that it
holds for P € Q as well.

Recall the definition of @ and k from Deﬁmtlon Since M+1 <l-7<O0< g <0+rv< %
we have

(10.7) 2<a< M/2, Mz>4, k>l
Proposition 10.10. Suppose that (v,0,v) € Q1 and that 1 —v <0 <0 +v < % Assume (A1)
and (A2). Then v > 1_77 except in the following cases:

(a) 1—~ = %, 0,0 +v] = [1—31,%], so that v = I_T'Y;
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(b) 1—7:1%, [0,9—1—1/]:[%,%], 50 thatuz%;

(c)1—~= %, 0,0 +v] = [%,%], so that v = 1777;

(d) 1—y—4l [0,0—1—1/] :[%,%], 50 thatu—lT,

(e) & 6 \21/<1—fy\ 21, 0,0 + v] contains [i,% ,and 4(1 —~v) <1-106;
(f) 28 <w<Ll—~v<K 21, 0,0 + v] contains [%,%] and 2(1 —~) <0+ v;
(9) 5t <2v < 1—fy< =.[0,0 +v] contains [3,2] and 3(1 —~) <1-10.
(h) = <20 < (1—7) <5, [0,0+v] contains [2,2] and 3(1 —v) <1—6.

Furthermore, in all cases (a)-(h) we have v > (1 — ), and that cases (e)-(h) occur only when
a=2and 4 < M <6.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we assume that v < 177 In particular, v < 5 M By -,

>1< (k—1a M+k—a >

T2\M+1D)(M+k) (MAEk)(M+k+1)

B 1 (1_ a +(k—1)a(M+/<;+1)>
2(M +k+1) M+k (M+1D)(M+k) )

The right side is > QLM if and only if
(k—DaM+Ek+1)  (k+1)(M+k)

—a+ > )

M+1 M
equivalently

k(k—1) k(k+1)
10. — _ 1+ —=.
(10.8) a(k 24 M+1)>k+ + i

Hence, if ((10.8) holds then we reach a contradiction.
The case k > 5. By (10.7), M > 4 and a > 2, thus

Bk+1)  k(k—1a  k(k+1) (1a k-1 M )

M M+1 M Frl M+l
k(k + 1) 4 4
<P (1 9.2 2
M ( 6 5><0

and (k —2)a > 2k —4 > k+ 1. Thus, (10.8)) holds.
The case k = 4. The inequality (10.8) becomes

2+ = > 5+ 20
RN VS M
When a > 3 the left side above is at least 6 + M +1 > 5+ % since M > 4 and thus (10.8)) holds. If
a =2, (10.5) - implies that

6 1
> anrs X M < 6
U ET R )
and Moo )
+
(M +4) (M +5) " 2M ( )
Finally, when a =2, M =7, (A1) implies that [#, 0 + v] contains [% 1] and hence v > 2. Then
3 1 1 1 5 39
2 <wloy< 0.0+ 1] C [7 7} [ }
22 L VR VA TR 154
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We thus have 1 —v < 6, 2(1 —~) >0 +v, 5(1 —

v)<1—60—vand 7(1 —v)>1—6. Hence, (A2)
implies that 6(1 — ) € [l —6 — v,1 — 6]. Since v > 1

— 0, we get

3
121/<6(1—*y)<1—9<1+1/,

which is only possible if every inequality is an equality, i.e., v = %,
item (c).

The case k = 3. When a > 4 the left side of ([10.8]) is at least a(1+ M+1) >4+12/M, so ((10.8)
holds. When a = 3, - gives

1-v=2,0=2. Thisis

6 1

> ——  (4<M<T),

Y2 1)(M+3) or 7
1

> (M+3)(M+4) o M=29)

When a = 3 and M = 8, (A1) implies that [0,6 + v] D [, %] and v > Z. Then
4 1 1 3 1 13 59
L X 0 o LM O | R
33 =~ e ER AR TR Bl PR T2
We thus have 2(1 —v) < 6,3(1—v) >0+v,5(1—v)<1—60—vand 7(1 —~) > 1 — 6. Hence,
(A2) implies that 6(1 —~) € [1 — 6 — v,1 —6]. Since v > £ — 0, we get

2
12V§6(1—'y)<1—0<§+y,
which is only possible if every inequality is an equality, i.e., v = 32—3, 0= 1—31, 1—v= %. This is
item (a).
When a =2 and M > 7 then 5) implies
M+1 1

> .
v (M+3)(M+4) ~ oM

If M = 6 then [0, 6+ 1] contains [2, -] and hence v > ThUb, = <2v<l-9< 6 Asv < 4,
we have [0, 0+v] C [0.216,0.306]. It follows that 1 —~ < 9 2(1 v) > 0+v,4(1—7) <2 <1-0-v,
and 6(1 —v) > 1— 6. By (A2), we must have 5(1 —v) € [1 — 6 — v, 1 — §]. Thus,

10r <5(1—7)<1-60< %—l—y

whence v < ¢5. This implies that v = &, 1 — v = 21/ and [0,60 + v] = [2, 3]. This is item (d).
If M =5 then [0,6 + v] contains [1,31], & < 1-7 < 1 and we also have 1 —v > ¢.

Consequently, [0,0 + v] C [0.233,0.35]. We have 1 — v < 0. Also 2(1 —v) > 0 + v, since otherwise
we have 4v < 0+ v < %—i— v, then v < 1—12, then 0 + v = % > 2(1 — 7), a contradiction. Now
3<3(1—7) < % <1—=0—-v,5(1—7)>1—60and 4(1—~) > % > 1—60—v, thus is equivalent
to 4(1 —v) < 1— 6. This implies that 8v <4(1 —7) <1-60< 3 24v,50v< % and consequently
|y 1—9:1—(0+V)+1/ 2/3+2/21 i
T4 4 S 4 21°
This gives most of item (e), excluding only the case 1 — v =
When M = 4, [0,0 + v] contains [2, 2] and thus & < 2y < 1-—v < 3. Since 6,6 +v] C
[0.275,0.4108], we have 1 — v < 0, 6 + v < 2(1 —v) < 3 and 4(1 —v) > 1 — 6. By (A2),

@\»—l
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we must have 3(1 — ) < 1 — 6. This implies that 6 < 1 — 6 < % + v, so that v < % and

1—v< l—ge < 3/523/25 = 2—65. This is item (h).

The case k = 2. If a < 22 then (10.7) implies that M > 6 and hence (0.5) gives

, M/2+3 1 1+46/M 1
T (M+2)(M+3) 2M (1+5/M+6/M2)” 2M’

Hence, v > 1_77 except in the case M =6,a=2,1—v = %, and [0,0 + v] = [%, %], which is the
final part of item (e).

Thus we may assume that a € {%, %} according to the parity of M. First suppose M is odd,
j\;M > 5 and a = 2= Then [0, 60 + v] contains MR = (MMj)2/2 and MT;cl+1 = (MA/EQ/Q. When
=9,

(M+1)/2 _ (M —1)/2 (M +3)/2 - (M+1)/2
M +5 M+2 7 M+5 M+3 7

and thus, by (A1), [0, 6 + v] also contains (MNE%/ 2 or (1\{\;::)5/ 2. Hence,

V>mm<(M+1)/2 C(MF1)/2 (M43)/2 (M—l)/2>
z M+ 3 M+5 ' M+5 M +2
- M+1 M+ 11
_mm<(M+3)(M+5)’2(M+2)(M+5)>

1

~ o

a contradiction.

When M = 7 and a = 3, [0,0 + v] contains [%,%] and v > 1—15 Then 12—5 <2 <1l—7< %
Consequently, 6 > % —v>0328and 0+ v < % + v < 0.405. With these restrictions, 2(1 — ) < 6,
0+v<4(l—-v)<1-60—vand 6(1—~)>1-6. By (A2), we have either 3(1 —v) < 0+ v or
5(1 —v) < 1—6. In the former case,

1
61/<3(1—7)<9+u<§+u

and in the latter case,

3
1Oy<5(1—7)<1—9<5+1/.
In either case, we have v < 7, and thus v = &, [0,0 +v] = [}, 2] and 1 —y = . This is item (b).

Consider the case M = 5, a = 2. Then [0,0 + 1] contains [2,3] and & < 2v <1-7 < i If
1 —v < 2 then we have 2(1 — ) € [0,0 + v/ (in particular, (A2) always holds) and this is part of
item (f). Now suppose that & < 1 —~v < &. Since v < {5 we have [0,60 + v] C [0.275, 21]. Thus,
1-v<6,3<31-9)<1-0-—vand4(l—7)>3>1-06. Also, 2(1 —v) > 2, hence by
(A2)), we must have 2(1 — ) < 6 +v. Also, 4v < 2(1 —7) < 0+ v < 2 + v implies v < £ and
2(1—v) < 2+ £ = 2. This is the other part of item (f).

Now assume that M is even, so M > 4 and a = % Here, [0, 60 + v] contains e = % — ﬁ

atl _ 1 1 o atl _ 1 3 at2 _ 1
and 7= = 5 — 55776 BY (A1), [0,0 + v] contains either M+5 — 2~ 2m+10 OF M5 T 2 T 2M10
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: 3 1 1 1
since o37575 > a7z and g7y < gy Hence

V>mm( 3.1 1 )

2M +10 2M+6"'M+2 2M +10

_min( M +2 M +38 )
(M +5)(M+3)"2(M+2)(M+5)

When M > 12 this implies v > ﬁ When M = 10 this gives v > %, and so v > 1777 unless
v=o,1—v=: and [0,0 +v] = [, &]. But then h(1—~) & [0,60 + v]U[1 — 0 — 1,1 — 6] for
all h € N, so that (A2) fails. When M = 8 [0,0 + v] contains [, &] or [2,%]. In the former
case v > {= = 51 and in the latter, v > & and [0,60 + v] contains [2, &]. Since v < 1777 then

<2w<1—y<$ Butthen h(l—v) € [0,0+v]U[l—60—v,1—06]for all h €N, so that
agaln fails. When M =6, [0,0 + v] contains either [+, 4] or [2, 2], and thus ;5 <2v < 1—7 < &.
Again, fails.

This leaves the case M = 4. Here, [0, 6 + v] contains [3, 2], &5 <2v <1-+vand } < 1—v< }1
If 1 — < 2, then 3(1 — ) < 1— 6 and so we are in case (g) Ifg <1l-—v < , then
requires either 2(1 — ) <6+ v or 3(1 —v) <1 —6. In the first case, v < 6 + v, s0o v < 0/3 < 3
and then 2(1 — ) < 30 < 3, a contradiction. Hence, 3(1 —v) < 1 -, Wthh implies that
6r<3(l—9)<1-—(0@+v)+rv< %—Fy, and hence v < % and 1 — v < 4/73+V < 35 Thus we are
also in case (g).

The case k = 1. By ((10.5)),

M+1—-a
(M +1)(M+2)
If a < % — 1 then the numerator is at least # and we get
1+4/M _ L
T 2M(1+1/M)(1+2/M) T 2M’

vz

]ﬁ;jrl? = %, contradicting that we are in the case

as desired. If a = % then [6,60 + v]| contains
+v<1/2.
Finally, suppose that a = @, so that M > 5 and M is odd. Then [6,0 + v] contains

[(MA;PIQ, (Aﬁigﬂ]. Since (MJ&/? < (M]\;i)lﬂ (with equality when M = 5) and (Aﬁﬂm > (]\;\[/ﬁ%ﬂ,
by one of the numbers (Aﬁii/ 2 (Mﬂ/ﬁzl/ 2 also lies in [0, 0 + v]. Therefore,
V> min <(M+ /2 (M+1)/2 (M+3)/2 (M- 1)/2>
M +2 M+4 = M+4 M +1
. M +1 M+7
- <(M+ 2)(M +4) 2(M + 1)(M+4)>‘

When M > 7, this shows that v > 53;. When M = 5, [0,0 + 1] contains [4,2] and we have
+ <2 <1—v < i Since 2(1 — ) € [0,60 + v], (AZ) holds for all such choices of parameters.
Furthermore, 3(1 —v) < 2 <1 — 6. Thus we are also in case (g).

The claim that cases (e)—(h) occur only when a = 2 and 4 < M < 6 follows from the above

case-by-case analysis. We also have in each case (e)—(h) the followmg bounds

v o 112 _ .
(e) here 5 > 37 = 15 > 13
v 5 5/ o 5.
(f) here 125 > 3771 > 153
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2/21
(g) here 2 > 320 = 3
4/35 _ 5
(h) here 1Z’y 2 6/725 > 13-
This completes the proof of Proposition [10.10 O

Since we will need it later in the proof of Theorem we prove a slightly stronger form of the
statement “(Al) and (A2) implies (A3)”. As remarked earlier, although the next Proposition is
stated for P € Q; it also holds for P € Q.

Proposition 10.11. Fiz Py = (v,0,v) € Q1 with 1 —y <0 <0 +v < %
) If (A1) and (A2) hold for Py then (A3) also holds for Py.
(8) Suppose that (Al) and hold for Py. Fore >0, let P. = (v —¢,0 +¢&,v — 2¢). Then for

some gy >0 and all 0 < e < gy, (A3) is true for P, except when Py = (%, %, %)

Recall that hypothesis holding for Py implies that there is an g, > 0 so that (A2]) holds for
0<e<egg

Proof. Assume that (A1) and ([A2) hold for Py (recall that (B) implies (A2)). If v > 152, then for

small enough ¢, > 0, for all 0 < € < gy we have v — 2¢ > 17++5 and parts («) and (6) follow from

Lemma Part («) also follows when v = 1_%, again using Lemma By Proposition [10.10
it thus suffices to prove («) in cases (e)—(h) and () in cases (a)—(h). Note that in all of these cases,

) 1—7

—0=y)<v<——.

pl-7<v<—
Let ¢, he sufficiently small, 0 < € < ¢, and suppose that u is a vector satisfying the four conditions
(i)—(iv) of Hypothesis (A3) for PE Since v > =21, if g¢ is small enough then u has exactly two

distinct components, z and y in (v —2¢,1 —7y+¢) Wlth y—x > v—2¢. Suppose u has b components
equal to x and ¢ components equal to y, so that bx +cy =1,b > 1 and ¢ > 1. Then

I1—~v+e¢
—

To prove («), we will show that if ¢ = 0 and u exists, then u has a proper subsum in [0, 60 + v]. To
prove (), we will show that if ¢g is small enough, 0 < ¢ < g, u exists and (B) holds for Py then
u has a proper subsum in [0 +¢,0 + v — ¢].

In cases (a)—(d) of Proposition write 1 — = g, where d, e are integers with (d,e) = 1.
Since 1 — v = 2v, implies that x = % +O0(e) and y = g + O(¢), and thus bd + 2¢d = 2e if
¢ is small enough. In particular, d|2e, which does not occur in cases (a),(c) and (d), hence u does
not exist. In case (b), (B) fails for Py. Thus, part (8) holds in cases (a)—(d).

Next, suppose we are in case (e). By , z+y < % - % +4e < 0.3 for small enough €. Thus,
ifx+y> i%—s then x +y € [0 +¢,0 + v — €], as required. Now assume that z + y < %—FE. By
, x +y > 3(v — 2¢), so this is impossible if € = 0, thus proving («). Also, z +y < + € is
impossible if v > % and ¢ is small enough, hence v = % and [0,0+v] = [4, 3] f1—vy> 6,

implies we have

(10.9) v—2e<z<y<l—vy+e, y—1x>v—2¢, if b> 2 then z >

%+5>x—|—y>1— +%—5
which is false for small enough €. Hence, 1— fy =1 In thls spemal case [0,0+v] = [5,3],1—v =1,
(B) holds and (A3) fails with the choice z = 5 + 5,y = ¢ — £,b =2, ¢ = 5. This proves (B).

In case (f), implies, for small enough that

0.0892 < x < 0.1012, 0.1785 < y < 0.1905.
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Since bxr +cy =1, either c 23 orb> 7. If ¢ > 3 and y < 0.1874 then 2y € [ + 5,% — ¢]. Hence,
¢ > 3 implies 0.1874 < y < 0.1905. However, for all ¢ € {3,4,5}, the range of 1 — cy does not
contain an integer multiple of x. Therefore, ¢ < 2 and b > 7. If x < 0.0937 then 42 € [% +e, % —gl,
and if z > 0.0953 then 3z € [2 +¢, 3 — €], hence 0.0937 < = < 0.0953. In both cases ¢ € {1,2}, the
range of 1 — cy does not Contain an integer multiple of . Thus, u does not exist and hence («)
and (f) hold in case (f).

Suppose we are in case (h). By we have

0.1142 < x < 0.1258, 0.2285 < y < 0.2401.

In all possible cases 1 < ¢ < 4, we see that 1 — cy cannot equal any integer multiple of . So u does
not exist, and hence («) and () hold in case (h).
Finally, consider case (g). By ((10.9),

0.0953 < x < 0.1334, 0.1904 < y < 0.2286

and hence x 4+ y < 0.362, that is, well below % Thus, if x +y > 6 + & then we have a contradiction.
Therefore,

1
x+y<9+€<§+a

We cannot have ¢ > 5 since 5y > 0.952. Hence we have one of the following:
() b:c:3>x+y:§79:§a
(ii) b >4; or

(ifi) ¢ = 4.

In case (i), since 3z ¢ [0 +e,0 +v—¢], z < t+Sandy > 2 — 5. Sincey <1—v+¢ and
3(1 — ) < 1— 0 (the latter is part of condition (g)), we have 3(1 — ) = 1 — € and consequently
1—v= %, y:%—i—O(a) and x = %—1—0(5). As v < PT'Y = é, 0+v < %. Thus, (B) fails. When
¢ =0, no such z exists so u doesn’t exist. This is sufficient for both parts () and ().

For case (ii), if 2 > § 4+ § then 3z € [9+€ 0+v—e¢landif z < S then 4z € [0 +¢,04+v —¢].
Thus,me( i% ). Slncey< —|—€—xandy>x+y—26wehaveO2023<y<02262
Then

1="0bx+ cy € (0.101(b + 2¢),0.114(b + 2¢))
which implies that b+ 2c¢ =9. Thus, b =5,c¢ =2 Or b="Tc= 1 and in both cases, y > £ — 3¢ and
hence z > 0.1095. When ¢ = 0 it follows that x < j Land y > 9, so b/c > 1 gives

1—bx 1 b 1 1
rt+y=x+ >—(1—-]+-=_
c 9 c c 3

which is impossible. Thus, u doesn’t exist. Now assume (B) holds and 0 < € < g,. Since y > 2 —3¢,
1—v>2 As1—y<0<0+v<2(1—7), (B) implies that 3(1 —v) < 1 — 6. So, for some § > 0,
31—9)=1-60-0,s0that 1 -0 >2+6. Wethenhavex +y=z+ =2 =z3-2)+1 <f+e
and hence

lje=0—¢ _1/c—1/3+0—¢ 1 d—e¢

> > _14,97¢
Ry 9/c—3 0 9/c—3
This contradicts z < 3 + £ for & < §/10, say. Thus, u doesn’t exist in case (ii).

For case (iii), since 4y > 2% — O(e) and z > 221 g, we have b =1 or b = 2. If b = 2 then

y =122 €]0.183,0.203] and we get 2y € [0 +¢,0 + v — €]. Now suppose that b = 1. The relation
+y<9+8\3+51mphestha‘cy>% %andhencel—w}%,:lc<%—i-%8

= X —
and v < §. Since 1 —7 < & < 6 and 2(1 —7) > % and 3(1 — ) > 2, (A2) implies that
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h(l—v)€0,0+v]Ul—0—v,1—0forh=20orh=3. Ifh=2thenl—v=2andv =4 If

¢ =0 then y > % is not possible, and we also note that (B) fails. Thus, h = 3. If £ = 0 then
1-3y=as+y<0<1-31-—7),
and so y > 1 — v, a contradiction. If € > 0, (B) implies that 3(1 —+) = 1 — 0 — 4, where § > 0.
Then
1-3y=ax+y<0+e<1-3(1—7)+e—29,
whence y > 1 — v + °Z£ again a contradiction if € < §/10, say. This suffices for (o) and (8). O

Proof of Proposztwn in the case 1 —~v <1 —0. When 0+ v =1— 0, the desired result follows
from Lemma fl-4y<0<0+v< %, the result follows from Proposition |10.11} part (). O

11. CONTINUITIES AND DISCONTINUITIES

In this section we prove Theorems and Recall that for P = (v,0,v) fixed,
P.:=(y—¢,0+¢e,v—2e).
11.1. Discontinuities. In this subsection we prove Theorem in the case where (B) fails and
0 > 0. Our goal is to prove that

(11.1) sup C™(P) < 1 < inf C7(P).

e>0

We begin with some lemmas needed in the proof. The first lemma is closely related to the
problem of counting the number of integers < x with exactly k prime factors.

Lemma 11.1. For k> 1, e >0 and y € R define

(v, / / SRR

<81 <<y
§1t+Ee=y

(a) For allk > 1 and y > € > 0 we have
(log 2)*!
< .
mk(yvg)\ (l{?—l)'
or any fixe and uniformly for y > e>0an < Alog(y/e), we have
b) F fized A > 1 and uniformly for y > 100A% > 0 and 1 < k < Al h
(log 2)*1
m(y,e) >a U= Dly

Proof. We begin with

=g [ [ gia o e

517 ’§k>€ 617 7§k>€
&1t +Ek=y §1++Ek=y
1 d
(11.2) :/.._/5.
g5 1) &G
ISPRRIPL
1t +Ep=y

The multiple integral on the right side of (I1.2) is at most ([¥d¢/€)*™1 = (log¥)*~! and this
proves (a).
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When k£ =1 and y > ¢ we have mq(y,e) = 1/y. Now suppose that &k > 2 and let B = 10A, so
that y > B2c. On the right side of , we have & + -+ + &1 < y — . Thus, we obtain a
lower bound for my(y,e) by integrating over (i, ...,&,—1) such that & + -+ &1 < y — ¢ and
e <& <y/Bfor1<i<k—1. This implies that

1 1 _§1+"'+§k—1
mk(y,e) P W // €y (1 y—¢ >d§1 d—1

e<&1,.&k—1<y/B
_ L — I
Cy(k =Y

say. Here

/ / d€1 dfk 1 (logB%)k_l

e<&1,..,£k-1<y/B

/ / d£1 dékl
y—¢€

e<&1,...,£k—1<y/B

=<k—1><yfj><loggg>’“‘2

()

and

It follows that

By the given range of y and k,
B
k < Alog(y/e) = 2Alog (%\/%) < 24Alog (&) = 2log (£)

and we get that
(11.3) My e) > 5 - o BE)
since y/e > B? and k < Alog(y/¢), we have

(log %)k_l (1 N log B >k_1

(log %)k_l log £ —log B
<expd (k— 1)M < 2AlogB _ p24
b y
log ¢
Combined with (11.3), this proves (b). O

Next, we make precise the notion that R(P:) has a large ‘mass’ which is independent of e.

Lemma 11.2. Suppose that P = (v,0,v) € A*, M = |1/(1 —~)], (B) fails, 6 >0, ¢ >0 and

|u’+|§|:1>1—7<ui<1—7—|—6(1<i<M),}.

V: 'Z,L?...,u , gee ey :
A {(1 i8S &k) &>e(1<i<k), 1<k<2Mlogl

Then V: C R(P:).
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Proof. Since holds, for some h € N, h(1 —v) € [0, + v]U[1 — 0 —v,1 — §]. But (B) fails,
thus some integer multiple of (1 — ) lies in {# + v,1 — 6} and no integer multlple of 1 — ~ lies
in [0,0 +v)U[l —6—v,1—0). In particular, we have 1 — v < ﬁ, since if 1 —~ = ﬁ then
k(1 —~) € {0+ v,1— 0} implies that (M —k)(1 —~) € {6,1 -6 —v}.

There is a positive integer h so that either (i) h(1—~)=1—6 or (ii) (M —h+1)(1—v) =0+v.
In case (i),

(M = 1)(1 =) = (M +1)(1 =)~ (1-6) >,
and hence (M —h+1)(1 —~) > 0+ v. In case (ii),

hM(l—y)=(M+1-(M+1-h)Q—-y)=M+1)1—-v)—-O+v)>1-0—-v,
and hence h(1 — ) > 1 — 6. In either case, we have both of the inequalities

h(1—v)>=1-0, (M—h+1)(1—v)=0+uw.
Thus, if (u,§) € V. and A C [M] with |A| > M — h + 1, then
luy| > (M —h+1)(1—7v) =20+

If A C [M] with |[A| < M — h then

gl + 18] =1 —|uppal <1-h(1-7) <6

This proves that (u,&) € R(P:) for all € > 0. O
We now conclude the proof of (11.1)). Fix P = (7, 0,v) in A*, such that (B) holds, and let ¢, be

a sufficiently small positive number and 0 < £ < g,. Let K € (0,1], depending on P but not on g,

and for all k € N, all u € RM ¢ € R¥ with (u, £) E V. (where V; is defined in Lemma , set

(11.4) f(u,€) = K(-1)M.

Note that, for each fixed k, f is symmetric in ui,...,uy and in &1,...,&. For each k, extend

the definition of f to a function symmetric in all & + M variables. (This is well-defined since
(M+1)(1—7v)>1s0& <1—~foralli) Set f(x) =0 for vectors x whose components are all
< 1— 7+ ¢, but no permutation of the components lies in V.. Define f for vectors that have at
least one component > 1 — v+ ¢ using (6.3)), with « replaced by v+ ¢ and with 5 = €. The function
f is now supported on C(V,), which is a subset of C(R(P:)) by Lemma[11.2] and also any element
has all components are > ¢. In the notation of Theorem [6.3] f € .Z..

We first estimate f(1). Let w = 1 — M(1 — ) so that w < 1 — . By Lemma for every
(u,€) € V. NRMHF,

Tpe(0,€) = (—1)FFM (0 — 1)10",
Then, by (6.3),

—f=KM - Y M // ul...d(u’g)...gk

. upél
1<k<2M log < (u,g)GVEﬂRMJFk

1—y<ur <--<uy,<l—v+e
e<€1<... <&

=KMm-11 Y M // Mdu,

ul...uM

1<k<2M log £ 1—y<ui<--<uy, <l—v+e
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where my(x,¢) is defined in Lemma [11.1] For ¢ > 0, sufficiently small in terms of M and w, if
my(1—-|u|,€) # 0 then 1—|u| > w—Me > w/2, k < 2Mlog L < 4M log(*2) and w/2 > 100(4M)>e.
Thus, by Lemma (b),

(log(g2))*!
mi(l — ’u|75)>>MW
Also, uy---uy; > (1 — )M and the measure of the set of possible vectors (uy,---,u,,) equals
eM /M!. Hence, for suffiently small ¢,

3 (Mlog(é‘;)!)k‘l

—f(1) >, KeM D)

1<k<2M log(32)
M
>y Ke''-3(3)
>>w,M K.

It is crucial that the right side is independent of ¢.

Next, we verify that f(x) > —1 for any x. Once we have accomplished this, Theorem will
follow from Theorem (b) with n =e.

Suppose y € C(V:) and suppose y is a coagulation of (x,&) € V.. Since 1 —y < z; < 1—~+¢ for
1<i< M, |€& <w. Therefore, all components of y which are < 1—v+-¢ lie in (e, w)U(1—~, 1 —y+¢)
and the larger components lie in J; U --- U Jys, where

Jl = [1_’Y+€)1_’y+w)u
Ji=01=7), 1=y +w) 2<j<M-1),
Iy = (M(1—7),1].
These are disjoint since w < 1 — . Moreover, a component of y that is in J;, for ¢ > 1, is the sum
of exactly 7 of the variables x,, ...,z plus a subset of the variables &;.

Now writey = (&1,...,&0, 1, -+, Bry a1, ..., 5), where & € (e,w) for all ¢, 5; € (1—~,1—7+¢)
for each 4, s > 1 and «; € Jj, for each i, where j; € {1,..., M} for each i and

(11.5) T+t +js =M.

Suppose that in (6.3), for 1 < i < s, a; fragments into j; variables from (1 —~,1—++¢), call them
Til,...,%ij, and k; variables in (e,w), call them & 1,...,& x, (here k; is not fixed). By Lemma

B.3}
Hl—’y-‘ra‘(mi,lv e 7xi,ji7§i,17 v 757:,]%) = (_1)1+ji+ki (]1 - ]‘)'jfl

Using ((11.5)), the product of these equals

S S
(—pyrravtetheke TGy — 1)1 = (—1) M he TG - 1)1
=1 =1
Let z be the vector consisting of &1,...,&, 51,... 8- and all of the variables x; ; and &; ;. There are

0+ ki + - + ks total variables in (¢, w), and thus, by (11.4)),

f(z) = K(_l)M+z+k1+---+ks‘
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_1\sH=T TS . ki
fly)=o01-as Z // K( 51) i ] szl(.?z‘ Dy,

Ji .. ki ..
E1,...,ks 20 i N [T ( j=1%i,j Hj:l &ij)
Oéi:Zj1:1 xi,j+2jl:1 &ij
(1<i<s)

177<x¢71<---<x¢7ji <l—vy+e Vi
5<€i,1<"'<§i,ki Vi

S
_ (_1)€+s+rKa1 e as(H(]l — 1)') Wy« W,
where, for 1 <7 < s,

W, =

1=y<wi1 < <ws 5, <l—v+e
Ti, 1+ F Ty =0

+ // o Z]l mk le“‘ +$Z,jz)75>dX7,
il

I=y<wi1<-<zj,j, <l—7y+e i ki>1
Ti, 1t +x 5, <oy —€
The first term above corresponds to k; = 0, and we note that this is zero if j; = 1.
We have x;q-- -z > (1 — 7v)%, and the measure of the set of vectors (i1, %) is at most
e/i=1/4;! when k; = 0 and is otherwise is at most ¢/ /j;!. Using Lemma (a), forany e <y <1
and j > 1 we have

o (log £)k~ 13’“ J(y\ _ J
> dtmiyie) <Y (e — 1) ;(g)<§-
k>1 k=1

Therefore,
gl gl Ji & 4 2Ji

(I=7y)7  (A=y)i eli (1—=y)i = (1—7)

In conclusion, we obtain from ((11.5),

[ e A
T (e

<K -2M(Mm + 1)M
Taking K = 2= M(M + 1) gives | f(y)| < 1 for all y, which suffices.
11.2. Continuities.

11.2.1. Initial steps for the continuity case. Define the invariants for each triple (v, 6,v):

1 1 1
M(v) = {J,sothat< —_—,
) 1—vy M(y)+1 M(v)
M(v,0,v) :={m > M(v) +1:[6,0 + v] contains no rational a/m with a > 1}.
In this way, condition (A1) in Theorem is equivalent to .Z(v,0,v) = 0.

In the case where § = 0 or holds, it will suffice to prove Theorem when 0 +v #1— 0.
Indeed, if (v,0,1 — 20) € A* then certainly (v,6,1/2 — 0) € A*. By monotonicity (Proposition

7S
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4.10)), for € > 0 we have
C_(7—6,9+5,%—9—2s)
CT(y—e,0+e,1—0—2¢)

“(y—eg,0+¢,1—20—2¢),
Ty —¢€,0+¢e,1—20—2¢).

Thus, if (v7,6,1 — 20) € A* we have (v,0,1/2 — 6) € A* and if holds for v = 1 — 6 then
holds for v = 1 —26. So the claim of Theorem [2.3| for (v, 8,1 — 20) follows from the claim for
(7,0,1/2 —6).

Our arguments naturally break into three cases: 1 —v > 0+v, 1—v <0< 0+v < % and
1—'y<9<0+l/:%.

Suppose that P = (v,0,v) € A*, holds and hence that v > % Since holds for P, we
see that there is a sufficiently small ¢, > 0 (depending on P) such that (A2) holds for P. whenever
0 < e < ¢, Since P € A*, we have that P. ¢ A for € > 0, so by Theore fails for P, for
e > 0 sufficiently small but holds for Py = P. (This final claim is automatic from Theorem
R2if Pe Q;if Pe A\ Qi then+v=1/20ory=1—-6—v,so holds for (v, 6, ) since it
holds for (v,6,1—26) or (1 — 6,6, v) by Theorem [2.2). We also note that

vy+rv <1,

for otherwise holds for P for all sufficiently small €.

Analogous to R(P), define R (P) to be the set of vectors, of arbitrary dimension, all of whose
components are in [0, 1 — 7], the sum of components is 1, and where no subsum of components lies
in (6,0 + v). This will be a more convenient set to work with here. If W is a collection of subsets

of [k], and
(11.6) Ty (PsW) = {x € Ra(P) NRF : |xy,| <O (YW € W), |xyy | = 0+ v (YW € W)},

then R (P) NR¥ is the union of Ty (P; W) over all choices of W. The sets Tb 1, (P; W) are disjoint
since if W € Wi AW; then the sets Ty ,(P; W) and T i (P; W) lie on opposite sides of the region
{(xeR*: 0 < |xyy| <O +v}

For brevity, write

R :=R(F:), o= Ra(P:),
so that RY = () since P € A (and using Theorem [2.2)). Clearly we have the inclusions

(11.7) SRS CRE and REN(0,1FCRY (0<e<e, k>1).

cl»

When 1 -~ < 1/M (), we have M (y—¢) = M(~) for € > 0 sufficiently small. Also, the elements
of #(v,0,v) are all < 1/v. Hence, for small enough € > 0 we have

M (P:) = {m > M(~) +1: there is no rational a/m € (0,0 + I/)}

When 1 — v = 1/M(~), we have M(y —e) = M(v) — 1 for € > 0 sufficiently small, and thus for
€ > 0 small enough we have

M (P:) ={m > M(v) : there is no rational a/m € (6,0 + v)}.

Thus, regardless of whether 1 —~ = 1/M(v) or not, for sufficiently small ¢, > 0 the set .#(Px) is
constant for 0 < e < ¢, and in this range of € we abbreviate

M = M (P.).
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For each m € .4, and 0 < ¢ < g, both RY and R® contain the point (1/m,...,1/m), and these

sets contain no other points of the form (1/n,...,1/n). Therefore,

1 1 1
11.8 —dm>|— :(7,...,7) RO L
(118) ///{m =] med}
For example, if [0,6 +v] = [}, 4] and : <1—v < 2 then .# = {6,8,9,12}.

For the remainder of this subsectlon g9 will be assumed to be sufficiently small in terms of
P =Py, and 0 <e < ¢

Lemma 11.3. Let (v,0,v) € A*. For every m € ., there is an integer a with a/m € {0,0 + v}.

Proof. Let M = M(~). If m > M + 1, the assertion holds since (A1) holds for Py but fails
for P. when 0 < ¢ < ¢5. If m = M, then 1 — v = ﬁ By , there is an integer h with
bc0,0+v)U[1—0—v,1—0). But M = m € .# implies that for every integer h, 4& & (0,0 +v).
Hence, for all h, % gd(1-0—v,1— 9) also. Therefore, there is an integer h with ﬁ €{0,1-0—v}.
Finally,if%zl—e—uthen h— g4 . O

Lemma 11.4. Suppose that P = (v,0,v) € Q with v = % — 6 and (A1) holds. Then

1 . .

=7 If M is even

v 2 2M+2 f ’
1 . .

svica U M is odd.

Proof. Let I =10, %] and M = M( ). If M is even, then (A1) holds if and only if M/l € I. In this

3— ﬁﬁ = 2M+2 If instead M is odd then . ) holds if and only if (MJi)Q/Q el

(note that for any even m, M € I, so we only need to consider odd m > M + 1 in ) In this

_ 1 1 (M+1)/2 1
case v =75 —0 >3 Mt2 — 2Mi4- O

The principal tool in proving (2.2)) of Theorem is that the vectors on R} must have special
forms.

Proposition 11.5. Let (v,0,v) € A* be such that § = 0 or holds, and let k > M(vy) + 1.
Suppose that 0 <5 gg and x € RE,NRF with S = {i 2, <v—2e} and L = {i : 2; > v — 2¢}.
Then |xg| < m?2e and there is an integer m such that one of the following holds:
(1) m € A, and |z; — 2| < 2m?e for alli € L;
(2) 2m € A, for alli € L either |z; — L| < 2mP% or |z; — 55| < 2mPe;
(8) m € A, and there exists distinct j1,j2 € L such that all of the following hold:
(@) |zj, + g, — ] <mPe;
(b) For alli & {ji,j2} with i € L, we have |z; — m| <mPe;
(¢) Bither v —2e < xj, < 5= — 2mP%e or zj, > 7 + 2m?e.

caseyz%—92

Case (3) is possible, for example when [0, 6 + v] = [%, %] and % <l—-nv< 5, R:, contains points
of the shape (3 +O(¢), 3 + O(¢),z,y), with z +y = + + O(¢) and & <z < &.
Lemma 11.6. Let P = (v,0,v) € A*, holds, 0 < e < gy. For some m* € {M (), M(y)+ 1},
depending only on P, any vector in R, satisfying case (3) of Propositionm has m = m*.

Proof. Let M = M (7). Assume that there is a Vector x € R, satisfying case (3) in Proposition
We have either x;, < % —2m?%e or zj, > % + 2m?2e. Since xj, + 7, < = L 1+ m?2e, in either
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case we have v — 2 <z, < ﬁ — mZe, and hence
1 1—7
11.9 < — << —.
(11.9) YSom S T2
Case . 1 -y <0< 0+v< 2 By (11.9 and Proposition [10.10] we are in one of the cases

(e)—(h) in that Proposmon In all cases, v > and thus m < 5. For cases (e) and (f), this is

12’
not possible since 1 — v < 5. For case (h), v > - 35 > %,
impossible. In case (g), 1 — v < i, so m = 5. But [0, 0 4 v] contains [3, 7] with the point £ 2 in the
interior, and thus 5 & .Z . Therefore there are no such vectors x in this case.

Case II. 1—+ < 0 < 0+v =3. Recall that m > M. If M is even, Lemmaand 1mply
that 2M+2 <v< 2 , hence m = M If M is odd, then by Lemmaand , 2M+4 < v< 2m,
so that m = Morm M+ 1. Ifm—Mthenl—*y—M. Asmlsodd,byLemmaQZﬁ
for some integer a. Thus, 6 < 5 Ml, S0 v > 5+-. But this contradicts . Thus, m = M + 1.

som <4, butl—v< 4, so this is also

Case III. 1 — v > 6 + v. By Lemma [9 0 —|— v| contains one of the intervals [2Ml+1, ﬁ],
[ﬁ’ 21\/12+1] or [2M717ﬁ] Since M > 2, v > m By (IL9), m < M +1. 1t m = M then

11—~ = ﬁ By Lemma [11. 3|7 this forces 8 + v = l/M If m = M + 1, then Lemma plus
the inequality 1 — v < 37 < MLH implies that M+1 € {0,0+v}. If 0 = M+1’ then M = 2,
0+v= % = 1 — ~, which is not possible as v > % if P € A*. Thus, 0 4+ v = ﬁ Hence m* can

+1
be taken to be M or M + 1 depending on whether 6 + v = ﬁ or+4+v= ﬁ O

In the next subsection, we deduce the continuity case of Theorem from Proposition and
Lemma The following four subsections are devoted to the proof of Proposition [11.5

11.2.2. The sieve argument. Recall the definitions (7.1)), and for 0 < & < g, define H® := H(P.),
2Z¢ = Z(P.), and G5 := G1(P.). We remark that Z¢ and Gf both contain the empty vector @.
Let d = 100m?®. Tt follows from Proposition [11.5] that the vectors in #° have two possible forms:

(i) for some m € .#, each component x; lies in

m—1

a a
L = U [m—ds,m—i-da};

a=1

(ii) for some ¢ € .#, all components x; but two lie in Z,, while the other two components have
sum in Zy U {1} and each lie in

i la a+1
ICg::U[E—H/—da, 7 —I/+d€];
a=0

Vectors of type (ii) only occur as coagulations of some vector satisfying type (3) in Proposition
It is possible for a vector to be of type (ii) for some ¢ € .# and also of type (i) with m = 2¢ if
20e M, v < i + O(e) and the two components which are in Ky are in Zgp. Also, a vector of type
(i) need not be associated to a unique m, e.g. if (i) holds for m = 6 and 12 € .# then (i) holds
also for m = 12.

For brevity, let

=HNRF

The claim that |xg| < m2e in Proposmon implies that components of a vector in R® which
are < v — 2¢ have sum at most m?e. Consequently, P(x) < m?e for all x € Z° with x; > v — 2¢
for all 4. Therefore, G contains all those vectors in Z° with components > v — ¢ and sum of
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components < v — (m? + 1)e. In particular, since v > %, g7 contains all such vectors with sum of
components < %
We will not make use of Go(P:) for these constructions. By Theorem it suffices to find
functions gfr and g; , each supported in G, and satisfying
(a) gf (0) =g, (0) =15
(b) for all x € H*, (1*91 )(x) <0< (Lxgy)(x);

(c) for each g; € {97, 9] 1,
Z / ( *91 = 0O(e).

k>2

Lower bound sieve. We take, for a singleton z, ¢; (z) = —1(z < 1/2), ¢; (&) = 1 and
g7 (x) = 0 otherwise. As every vector in H° has at least one component < %, (b) follows for g .
For all k > 2, the (k— 1)—dimensional volume of the part of 5 of type (i) is O(e¥~1) (note HE = 0)
if k> [1/(v — 2¢)]), and the (k — 1)—dimensional measure of the part of 5 of type (ii) is O(e"72).
Since k < ko = [1/(v —2¢) ], |(L*x gy )(x)| < ko for all x € H*. When k =2 and x = (z,2,) € H3,
(1 % g7 )(x) = 0 except when z; = z, = 3, a set of measure zero. It follows that (c) holds for

91 =91 -

1
2

Upper bound sieve. If all of the vectors in H are of type (i), the simple choice of g} (@) = 1,
g1(x) = 0 otherwise, clearly satisfies (a) and (b). The measure of H5 is also O(g), since all vectors
are of type (i). Part (c) then follows for g, = g .

When there are vectors of type (ii) in Ha, which are not of type (i), the measure of Hj is
potentially > 1 and we must be more careful in choosing gf . Our goal is to find g; so that
(1% g )(x) = 0 on almost all of H§, while ensuring that (b) also holds. By Lemma there is
a only a single number ¢ so that there are vectors x € H of type (ii). Thus, for all vectors in H¢,
all of its components are in Ky U (Upne. s Zm). Define

=K\ |J Znm

meA
Let g; (@) =1 and
g () = —1(xr € K* 2 < 1/2) + L(z € Ty, z < 1/2),
g (1, 75) = L2 € K" 29 € K* 2y + 39 < 1/2),
with gi"(x) = 0 if x has three or more components.

We now verify (b) for x = (z,,...,2;,) € Hi. If at most one component is in £* and < 1/2 then
clearly (1% gi")(x) > 0. Otherwise, by condition (ii), there are exactly two components in K*, both
< 1/2 (call them y, z ) and the remalnlng components are in Zy. In particular, k > 3. if y+ 2 < 1/2
then we have (Lx g, )(x) > 1—2+ g (y,2) > 0, and if y + z > 1/2 then there is a component in

T, which is < 1/2 we likewise get (1% g{ )(x) = 0. This verifies (b).
Now we verify (c). It is clear that (1 x gi")(x) is uniformly bounded over all k, thus

1*91
:O( ).
X et o

Furthermore, when x = (zy,%,) € H5 with neither component in {1/2} U Uye s Zm, then both
components are in K* and hence (1 % g{")(x) = 0. The set of other pairs (x1,z,), with some
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component in {1/2} UU,e_zZm, has measure O(e) and we deduce that

/ (1*g1)($1,1‘2) :O(E)
H

5 L1To

as well, and this establishes (c).

11.2.3. Proof of Proposition[11.5 when 8 = 0. Suppose that Py = (7,0,v) € A* and let M = M(v)
so that M > 2. If v > 1 — ~ then both (A1) and (A2) hold for P. when 0 < & < “=0=1since
for such € we have v —2¢ > 1 — v +4+¢e. Thus, v < 1 —~. Also, v > ﬁ since (A1) holds for
Py. Suppose that x € RZ,. Since x has no subsums in (g, — ), we see that after rearranging the
coordinates x is of the form (u1,...,ug,&1,...,&) withv—e <u; < 1—7y+eand 0 <& < ¢ for all
i. For e <v/3, |€| < e as well, for otherwise £ has a subsum in (g, 2¢]. Since u; > v —¢ > ﬁ —¢,
u < 1l—y+e< gy +eforaliand [ul=1- ¢ €[l —¢1], it follows that k € {M, M + 1}. If
k=M then §; — Me <u; < g7 +¢ for all i, and if k = M +1 then w; € [374 — ¢, 37 + Me] for
all 7. In particular, k € .# and |u; — 1/k| < ke for all i, so case (1) of Proposition [11.5 holds.

11.2.4. First reduction when 6 > 0. In this section, we deduce Proposition from the following.
Recall the definition (11.6]) of the polytopes T5 i, (Pe; W).

Proposition 11.7. Let (v,0,v) € A* with 6 > 0 be such that holds, and let k > M (y)+1. Then
for any x € RN R, there is some m € M andy € RS, NRY in the same polytope Ty 1 (Pe; W)
as x, such that y; € {0,1/(2m),1/m} for all i € [k]. Furthermore, if y; = 5~ for some i then
2m e M as well.

Lemma 11.8. Let (v,0,v) € A* with § > 0. If Propositz'on holds for a given value of k then
Proposition[11.9 is true for the same k.

Proof. Assume that Proposition holds for k. Let x lie in a polytope T' = T5 ,(P-; W), and
let y = (y1,...,yx) be a vector in the same polytope T' that is guaranteed by Proposition m,
corresponding to m € .#. After possibly permuting the coordinates, we may assume that y; = 0
forlgigj,yi:%forj+1<i<j+2n, andyi:%forj+2n+1<i<kforsomej,nwith
j+m-+n==kand2m e .# if n > 0.

By Lemma and the fact that 6 > 0, there is some integer a with 1 < a < m — 1 and either
4 =0or &~ =1-0-v. Since x,y € T, for any J C [k] we have |x;| < = + ¢ if and only if

‘YJ|<%+E. Let
20 =T+ + Ty, 2 = Tjp2i—1 + Tjpoi (1 <1< n), % = Tjpn+i (N+1<i<m).

Since the subsums of x avoid the interval (:> 4¢, = +v—¢), if 2, < v —2¢ then for any J C [k]\ {¢},
Ix;] < & +¢if and only if xp + |x;| < 2 +¢. Then y has the same property, namely |y ;| < % +¢
if and only if y, + [y;| < % +¢. Since 1 < a < m — 1, there is a set .J, not containing ¢, with
ly ;| = &, and this implies that y, = 0 and ¢ < j. Thus, in particular,

(11.10) 0= Y.
iy <v—2€
For any sets I C [m] with |I| = a we have

i+ Tty + Z (yj+2i71 + yj+2i) + Z Yjtnti = %,

i€l,i<n i€li>n



ON THE THEORY OF PRIME-PRODUCING SIEVES 99

and consequently
(11.11) 20+ |z7| < g—ks.

Fix 1 < ¢ < m. Since 0 < a < m, we can sum (|11.11)) over all such choices I not containing ¢. This

gives
m — 2 m—1\/a
(00 2 == (") Grema)
i¢{0,0}
Recalling that |z| = 1 we see that

1 -1 1
Ze>*—m (e —20) —20 =2 — —me (1< < m).
m a m

This implies that zg < m?e. By (11.10)), Zi:wi<y725 z; < 29 < mPe, giving the first claim. Since
z1+ -+ 2z, < 11t follows that zp < %—FmQa for 1 < £ < m, and so ]25—% <m2eforl <0< m.

The same argument works after permuting the variables x;11,..., %425, that is, grouping them
arbitrarily into pairs to form z1, ..., z,. Thus we have
]xj+i+xj+h—1/m\ <m ( i<h<2n),
lzi — 1/m| <m?e (j+2n+1<i<k),
T+ + i <m m?e.

If n > 2 then for distinct i1, 12,13 € {1,...,2n}

2
2 Tjtio T Tjtis — - < 3mse.

1 1
J+i Qm' X |yt J+i2 m J+i Jj+i3 m

Thus if either n = 0 or n > 2, we have that |z;; — %‘ 2m?2e for all 1 < i < 2n, and we conclude
that x satisfies condition (1) or condition (2) in Proposition [I1.5 If 1nstead n = 1, we have that x
satisfies condition (2) in Proposition if |2, — 5| < 2m?e for i € {j 4+ 1,j + 2} and condition
(3) otherwise. In particular, we see that Proposition holds for k. O

11.2.5. Proof of Proposition|11.7].

Lemma 11.9. Let (v,0,v) € A* with 0 > 0 be such that (B) holds, and 0 < € < &,. Suppose that
numbers T,y satisfy

v—2<Lz<y<l—vy+e¢, y—x = v+ 2.

If x € RE; has all components equal to x or y, with at least one of each, then one of the following
holds:

_ 1 _ 1
(i) for some integer m = M, x = 5~ 4+ O(¢) and y = -~ 4+ O(¢), or
(ii) there are two components of x with sum <1 —~y+¢.

The proof will be given in the next section.

Lemma 11.10. Given (v,0,v) € A with 0 > 0, we have 1 — v < 3v, with equality only for the

triples
312 21
55715 )" 10°5710)°

In particular, if holds for (v,0,v) € A with 8 > 0, then 1 — v < 3v.
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Proof. Here we write M = M (7).

Case 1. 1 —v > 6 +v. By (Al) and Lemmam [0,0 + v] contains [21‘/}“,%], (357> 5pet)
or [57—, 27)- If M > 4 then all intervals have length > =1 > I_TW

If M =3, then § <1—7< < 1 and [0,0 + v] contains [%, 1], [3, 2] or [£, 1]. If [0,60 + v] contains
[+, 2] or [£, 3] thenu> > _'y If[H 6+ v] contains [, 1] then v > 1 -1 =23 soif 1 —y < 3%
then v > i = If298 \1—7 3, 1mphesthatelther9—|—u>%, 1—9—1/<%0r1 9}%,

and in all cases v > 0.17 > 1_%

If M =2, then 1 <1—v<3s060+v<1/2and [0,0+ v] contains either [£, 2] or [{, 2] (recall
that elements of A have v > %) Thus v > % and 0 < %, so we may assume that 1 — v > % (since
otherwise 1 — v < 3v). We now invoke . As 3(1 —v) > 1, we have h € {1,2}. If h = 1 then
0+v>1—7v,s0v>1-— 7 > 17Tﬁysince1— > 2/5. If h =2then § <1-2(1-+%) so
v > % —0=>2(1—-7v)— % > 1 X, w1th equality if and only if (v,60,v) = (2, %, 2).

505 15
Case 2. 1—v<0,0+v= % Let n be the smallest odd integer larger than M. By (A1), [6, 4
contains % and thus v > % If M > 5 then
1 b 1
V> >

=z > —.
2(M+2)~ 14M ~ 3M

If M = 4thenv/110>3iM WheanBwehaveu}

h(1—~) € [6,1 —0]. Ifh—lthenG—l—’y 3,80 v >
1-0>2(1-7),s0v > 2(1 fy) —= > w1th equahty 1f and onl
is impossible, since then 1mphes 9 but 1—v> 3

Case 3. 1 —v<6,0+v=1-—0. Here, 1/:1—20 is double that in Case 2.
Case 4. 1—~v <0, (9—|-I/ < 2 Use Proposition|10.10} This case may also be proven more quickly

gl-

., for some h € N,
2( —7v)/2. If h > 2, then
f(Vaevy):(%7%7%0)'M:2

a< ==

by directly applying (10.5) and - O
Lemma 11.11. Let P = (v,0,v) € Qo and T =Ty ,(P; W) for some W. If x € T', with
(11.12) vi<v (iel), x=>2v (iclk]\I).

Then, for all W € W with W C [k]\ I, WUI e W.

Proof. T W C [k]\I, W € Wand WUI ¢ W, then |xy,| < 6 and |x, ;| > 6 +v. Hence, for some
I' C I, the subsum |xy;, /| lies in (6,60 + v), a contradiction. O

Lemma 11.12. Let T = T, (P:; W), x € T. Let J be a nonempty subset of [k] such that the
numbers x; for j € J lie in an open interval of length v —2e. Then x" € T, where

o €Iy, ’L¢J,
sl el

Proof. Let J = {j1,...,jr} with zj, <--- < xj, and let a = (zj, +--- +x;,)/r. If 4,5/ € J then
|; —xj| < v—2e, thus if W contains j but not j/, then W € W if and only if WU {j}\ {j} € W.
Repeating this argument, we see that for any subsets I, I’ C J of the same size, and for V' C [k]\ J,
VUI € Wifand only if VUI" € W. Now let W C [k], with L = WNJ of size £. If L is empty, then
Xy = Xyy. If Lis nonempty and W € W (that is, [xyy,| < 64¢) then (W\L)U{z; , ,,...,z;} €W
as well. Since z;,_,,, +--- 4 x;, > al, we have [x},| < 0 + ¢ as well. Likewise, if W & W, so that
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x| = 0+v—¢, then (W\L)U{zj,,...,xj} €W, zj, +---+zj < o and hence |xy,| > 0+v—¢
as well. Therefore, x" € T O

11.2.6. Proof of Proposition . We prove Proposition by induction on k. Any x € R¥ N R§
has z; < 1—y+¢ for all 4 and |x| = 1, so certainly the claim is trivially true for ¥ < 1/(1 —~) and
for g, sufficiently small. For the purposes of induction, we now assume that Proposition holds
whenever x € R¥ N'RE, for k < ko, and we wish to establish it for x € RF N RS,

Let x € T' = Ty, (P-; V). By repeatedly applying Lemma 11.12|7 we produce a vector 'y € T
that satisfies |y; —y;| > v —2e whenever y; # y; (each invocation of Lemma|11.12| produces a vector
with fewer distinct components, so the number of iterations is finite). By Lemma we have
1 — v < 3v. For small enough ¢ we have 1 — v + ¢ < 3(v — 2¢), and so y has at most 3 distinct
coordinate values. If all nonzero coordinates have the same value then Proposition holds, since
then implies that all nonzero components must be of the form % for some m € 4. Therefore
we may assume that there are at least two distinct nonzero coordinates in y. Since y € R, all
subsums of y lie in J; U Js U J3 where

J1=[0,0+¢], Jo=0+v—ecl1—-0—-v+te|, J3=[1—0—¢1].

First we consider the case when there are three distinct nonzero coordinates wvi,vs,v3 in y,
where 0 < v3 < v2 < v1 < 1 — v + ¢, occurring ni,ne and n3 times, respectively. Then vy €
(2(v—2e),1 —y+¢], 2 €v—2¢,1—v—v+3¢) and v3 € [0,v — 2¢). Clearly

(11.13) ni + ng + n3 = ko, n1v1 + Nove + ngvy = 1.

In light of Lemma [11.11], and since v3 < v — 2¢, for any 0 < hy < n1 and 0 < he < ne, hivy + hovo
and hqvy + hove + ngvs lie in the same interval J;. Thus, if

(11.14) navs <K ni(l —y+e—wv1)+ne(l—v+e—wv9),

we may replace vg by 0, and wve, v3 by larger values, each < 1 — v 4 ¢, while retaining (11.13]) and
staying in the same polytope T'. If ({11.14)) is false, we may replace v; and vo by 1 —v+¢ and v3 by
; n(l—vy+e—wv)+na(l—v+e—uwy)
3 )
n3

which is positive, again retaining and staying in the same polytope. In either case, the
new vector has at most two distinct, non-zero coordinates. The new vector can be adjusted further
using Lemma to make the nonequal components v — 2¢ separated, without increasing the
number of distinct nonzero coordinates. As shown earlier, we are done if all nonzero coordinates
in the final vector are equal. Therefore, it suffices to prove the Proposition for vectors x that have
exactly two nonzero components, v1 and wve, occurring ny; and no times, respectively, and with
O<wv<vy<l—n+eand vy —vy 2> v — 2¢.

If vo < v — 2¢, we may similarly decrease vy and increase v1 until either v9 =0 or vy =1—y+e¢.
In the former case, the new vector has only one distinct nonzero component and we are done. In
the latter case, Lemma implies that vony < 1 — v — v + 3¢ (that lemma is written for R, but
applies to R, as well by ) This implies that 1 = njv; +ngve < (n1+1)(1 —7) < ”Hl, thus
ny = M. We also have that 1 > ny(1 —vy+¢) > M”—jrl, so n1 < M + 1. Therefore, ny = M. As the
new vector has all subsums avoiding [0 + €,6 + v — €], this vector violates condition , which
holds for P- for sufficiently small € > 0, since holds for P.

We may therefore assume that vy > v — 2¢. Using Lemma [11.12] again, we may assume that
v1 = v2 + (v — 2¢) as well. Thus, we have

v—2e<ve<v—(v—2), n<l—v+e.
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Let x’ denote the corresponding vector, and recall that x,x’ lie in the same polytope T'. Apply
Lemma to the subvector y € R5 with n; 4+ ny components, n; components equal to v; and
ny components equal to vo. The vector y evidently satisfies the conditions in the hypothesis of
Lemma Since v; +v2 = 3(v — 2¢) > 1 — v + ¢, if conclusion (ii) does not hold than we must
have vy < (1 —v+¢€)/2 and ng > 2. Thus, we either have

(i) va < (1 =y +¢€)/2 and ng > 2, or
(ii) v2 = 537 + O(e) and v1 = £ + O(e).
We claim that

1 1
(11.15) dm e N : 1)2:%4—0(8), 1)1:%4-0(5).

In case (ii), the claim follows with m = M. Now suppose that (i) holds. We now
consider the point x” where two copies of vy in x” are replaced by one copy of 2v9. That is, x” has
n1 copies of vy, one copy of 2vy and ny — 2 copies of vy. This is clearly still in RE}, but now x” has
ko — 1 components. By the induction hypothesis, Proposition holds for x”. By Lemma [11.8]
Proposition holds for x”. As v; — vy > v — 2¢, if condition (1) in Proposition holds then
ny = 2 and vy = 1/m + O(e) and 2vy = 1/m + O(e), giving the claim (I1.15). If condition (2)
holds, we note that 4vs is much larger than v;, hence we must have no — 2 > 0, v = ﬁ + O(e)
and hence 2vy and vy are each % + O(e). This gives the claim (I1.15)). If condition (3) holds, then,
since j41,%j4+2 and xj43 are distinct, x” has three distinct components, and hence ng —2 > 0
and those three components are vo, 2v9 and vy. Furthermore, vy is the smallest of the three. Thus,
vy + min(2vy, v1) = max(2ve,v1) + O(e) and hence either 3vy = v1 + O(e) or vy + v1 = 2vy + O(e).
The former is impossible for small ¢ > 0 by 1 —~ < 3v, and the latter implies v; = v9 + O(e), which
is false. Thus condition (3) cannot hold, and so in all cases we have proven the claim (11.15).

Let m be the constant guaranteed by . For every 1 < a < 2m — 1, x’ has a subsum of
the form g + O(¢e). If 2m ¢ .# then for some a € N, 5 € (0,v) and for small enough ¢ this is
a contradiction since x has no subsum in (6,v). Thus 2m € .#. Let z be the vector formed by
replacing each component vy of x' with ﬁ and replacing each component v; of x’ with % Since
2m € ., there is no rational of the form 5 in (0,60 + v) and hence for € small enough, we have
z € R. Since z = X’ + O(¢) and the polytopes are disconnected from one another, for e small
enough this vector lies in the same polytope as x’. This concludes the proof of Proposition m
when k = kg.

11.2.7. Proof of Lemma . When 1 — v < 0 < 0+v < % and P = Py # (%,i,l—z), the
lemma follows from Proposition part (), which states that (A3) holds for P. and 0 < ¢ <
£o- Recalling the definition of Hypothesis (A3), we see that there are no vectors satisfying the
hypotheses of Proposition which fail conclusion (ii).

When P = (%, i, %), M = 6 and if z,y satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition then we
have y —x > v — 2e = % — 2¢ and hence x = % +O0(e) and y = % + O(g), as required.

Proof of Lemma |(11.9 for the case v = % —6 and 1 —~ < 6. We will prove more, that conclusion
(i) in Lemma [11.9| must always hold. If v > PTV, then for small enough e, the lemma holds

vacuously. Lemma [I1.4] furnishes a lower bound on v, Thus, we may assume that

1 1—7v s— M odd
11.16 > >y 2MH
(11.16) oM~ 2 =7 |

oM12 M even.
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In particular, we cannot have M = 2 since then v > % and hence 6 < % < 1—+~. Thus, M > 3.
Now suppose x is a vector satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma By Lemma [11.10] for small
enough € > 0 we have

(11.17) 1 —~ < 3v—100¢,
say. Suppose x takes exactly two distinct values, z and y, where
(11.18) v—2<x<y—(v—2e), r4+rv—2e<y<l—vy+e.

Suppose that x contains b components equal to x and ¢ components equal to y, so that
bx+cy=1, b=1, c=>1.
We will establish the lemma by successively proving a number of claims:
(a) x has a subsum in [§ — ¢, 3 +¢].
(b) z < 2 and |22 — y| < v — 3e.
(c) |2z —y| < 10e.

Proof of claim (a). Suppose the claim is false, so all subsums of x are <0 +cor >1—60—e.
By , the excluded interval has length 2v —4e > 1 — v — v + 4e > z. Thus, if d is the largest
integer < ¢ such that dy < 0+ ¢, then dy + bz < 0 +¢e and (d+ 1)y > 1 — 0 — ¢ (in particular,
d < ¢). Hence, y —bx > 1 —~ —v+4e, and since z > v — 2¢ we get y > 1 — v+ 2¢, a contradiction.

Proof of claim (b). Since M > 3, by (11.18) and (11.17)),

2(1 —fy) 2 2
<1l—7v- 3e < — < -
T Y —v+ 3 3 3M 9’
Next, using (11.18]) and (11.17) again
2 —y<y—2v+4e<1—y—-2v+5<v—3¢
and
y—22<1l—v+e—-22<1—-—v—-2v+5e<v—3e

This proves the second part.

Proof of claim (c). This has a longer proof. By Claim (a), there are non-negative integers
b " witht +b" =b,d + " = ¢ and with b’x—l—cy and b’z + ¢’y both in K := [§ —¢,1 +¢].

Case 1. max(c,”) = ¢. Without loss of generality ¢ = ¢ and ¢” = 0. By the first part of Claim
(b) and b"z € K, we have b” > 3. Hence, by the second part of Claim (b), (V' +2)x + (¢ — 1)y is
also in K, and it follows that |22 —y| = |(b/ +2)z + (¢ — 1)y — (V' + cy)| < 2e.

Case 2. ¢ < ¢, < ¢,max(b',0") > 2. Without loss of generality &’ = 2. Again by the second
part of Claim (b), (' — 2)z + (¢ + 1)y € K, and it follows that |2z — y| < 2¢

Case 3. ¢ < ¢, < ¢,b=1. Without loss of generality &’ = 1,b” = 0. Then both = + ¢’y and
'y are in K, thus |z + (¢ — ¢")y| < 2e. If ¢ = ¢” then |z| < 2, contradicting (11.18)), and if ¢/ # ¢”
then 2¢ > y — x, again contradicting (11.18]) and (10.5]).

Case 4. b=20'=b"=1, =". Here z + (¢/2)y = % By Claim (b), 2z < % < % — g, thus
2 <f+cand cy > 1—6—e. Now (B) implies that h(1 —~) € [#,1 — 0) for some positive integer
h. For small enough ¢ we have

hy<h(l—v+¢e)<1—0—¢e<cy,

so that h < ¢ — 1. It follows that hy is a subsum of x, and thus hy € K or hy < 0 + . Also,
(c/2)y = % —x < 0 +¢, thus if hy € K then h > § + 1. This implies that (c + 2)y < 1 + 2.
By (11.18) we then have 1 = cy + 2z = (¢ +2)y — 2(y — ) < 1 — 2v + 6e < 1, a contradiction.
Therefore hy <0 +¢and y < 9+5
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If M is even, let h = &L, This works since (M/2)(1 —~) € (Aﬂj—ﬁ,%] C I using (11.16). By
(11.16]) again,
2 1—-2v+2¢ 1 2¢e 2¢e
< —(0 = < — <2 — <2 .
Yy M( +¢) i M+1+M vt g S2wte
Using ([11.18]) again, we have 2v—4e < y < 2v+e. This implies that v—2¢ < & < y—(r—2¢) < v+3e,
and, consequently, |2z — y| < 10e.

Now suppose that M is odd. If 1 —~ = 2v, m likewise implies that 2v —4e <y < 2v + ¢
and again |2z — y| < 10e. Now assume 1 — v > 2v. We claim that we may take h = + . Now

M+1 < 1—v < 47 implies that 2 (1 —~) > 2 > M=1(1 — ), hence (B) must hold with h =M1
or MEL Furthermore ML (1 —~) -1 < 3 - MT(I 7v), with equality in the last expression if
and only if 1 —vy = +- Thus if 1 —y < 4 then 2 7) is closer to 3 than 2-1(1—+) is, and
so h = ML works for ( 1). Ifll—y— i thenh— T‘H works unless 0 = le(l—'y) =15,
which implies that v = 537 = 7.
By Lemma
2 1-2v+42¢ 1 2e
A VIS A Ay s il vl S

which, once again, implies that |22 — y| < 10e. This concludes the proof of Claim (c).

Now we conclude the argument, using Claim (c¢). We have 1 = bx + cy = (b+ 2¢)z + O(e), which

implies that
1 2
O =

b+20+ (&), YT htac

The fact that y < 1—v+e < M +¢ implies that b+2c¢ > 2M , with equality only possible if 1—~ = ﬁ

If b+ 2c =20+ 1 is odd, then there is a subsum of x equal to Til +0(e) =3 — ﬁ + O(e). This

must be < % — v + ¢, and thus, by (11.16)), we have 4¢ +2 < 2M + 4, so that b+ 2c < M + 2. As

M > 3, this contradicts b + 2¢ > 2M just established. Therefore, b + 2¢ is even, hence b is even

and (i) holds with m =b/2 + c. O

T = + O(e).

Proof of Lemma when 1 — > 6 +v. We may assume that v < 157, for otherwise Lemma
follows vacuously if ¢ is sufficiently small (there are no vectors satisfying the conditions).
By Lemma we have that [0, 0+ v] contains one of the intervals [2Ml+1, ﬁ], (557 ﬁ] or

[2]\/[1 ’M] In partlcular

1
- 2M +4°

By (B), for some positive integer h we have h(1—v) € [1 -6 —v,1—6). But (M +1)(1—v) > 1
and (M —1)(1 —9) < 1— 4 < 1-0— v, with equality if and only if 0 + v = 1 —y = L.
Also, M(1—~) > M@ +v) > 1—(60+v). Hence, is equivalent to the statement that either
l—y=0+v=72or M(1—7)<1-0.

Now suppose that x is a vector satisfying the conditions of Lemma [11.9] with two distinct
components x < y with y — 2 > v — 2. Also assume that conclusion (ii) fails, that is, every pair
of components of x has sum > 1 — v+ . As the subsums of x avoid (6 +¢,0 +v —¢), z and y lie
in [v—2e60+c¢U [9+V—5 1—vy+¢]

Case 1: 1—y =+ =60+v. Inthiscase M > 3,0 < ﬁ and thus v > m > 9 Hence,
for g, small enough, x and y cannot both lie in [v — 2,0 +¢]. As [0 +v —e,1 — 7 +¢] has length
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2¢e, x and y cannot both lie in this interval. This implies that

e |2 L |, =] Lo,
— —&,— +¢ T E |— — — 2¢ el.
YRl T M ’ M 2M -1 "2M —1
Let x have b copies of x and ¢ copies of y. Since b > 1 and 1 = bx+cy, we must have ¢ < M —1, Wthh
in turn implies that b > 2 By our assumptlon that (ii) fails, this means that x > 1= "Y*E > 3 M

wish to show that © = 5t + O(g). If # > 5k + Me then

b 2c+ b
1—bw+cy>m+ﬁ+(2Mb—) i
so b+ 2¢c <2M — 1. But then
1:bx+cy<£+L+2M5<1—¥+2M5
M  2M -1 M@2M —-1)

which is a contradiction if € is small enough. Thus we must have that ﬁ <z < ﬁ + Me, as
desired. Hence, conclusion (i) in Lemma [11.9] _ 9/ holds with m = M.
Case 2: 1 — vy < 1M‘9. Here M > 2, and for € small enough,
1-46
l1—v< ———3Me.
Y M €

If 6 > ﬁ then [0,0 + v] must contain [5}7, 2M2+1] or [g5—1: 77, thus we have 6 + v > 2Mz+1.
This implies that

2 1 2
<SO+v<l—y<—(1- = ,
o1 SVt 7 M( 2M+1) oM + 1
a contradiction. Therefore 8 < Wlﬂ and 0 +v > M +1- In particular, v > m (9 and
again this implies that =,y cannot both be in [v —2¢,0+¢] and hence that y > 0+v—¢ > M+1 —€.

Also, [0 + v —e,1 — v+ €] has length at most

1—9 1 <1+V M+1 1 14

M M+l M M+1 M

which implies that z,y cannot both be in [# + v —¢e,1 — vy + €] and hence < 0 + €.
Let x have b copies of z and c copies of y. If ¢ > M +1 then bx+cy > v— 2E+(M+1)(M+1 g)>1,
a contradiction. Therefore, ¢ < M and

-0
l=br+cy< b(0+5)+c< —3M€>

<(b-qp)e
c b+ 2c

'~ 31)
( 2M+1+M 2M + 17

thus b+ 2¢ > 2M 4+ 2. Since ¢ < M, we have b > 2 and, by assumption, this implies that
x> > for small enough e (since 1 — v > M+1) We also have y > 0 +v > 1/(M + 1),
hence

M

2M+2

b+ 2c 51,
2M + 2
a contradiction. This completes the proof of Lemma [11.9)in the case 1 —~ > 0 + v. ]

l=bx+cy>
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