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SOME ASYMPTOTIC FORMULAE INVOLVING

COHEN-RAMANUJAN EXPANSIONS

ARYA CHANDRAN AND K VISHNU NAMBOOTHIRI

Abstract. Cohen-Ramanujan sum, denoted by csr(n), is an expo-

nential sum similar to the Ramanujan sum cr(n) :=
r∑

h=1
(h,r)=1

e
2πinh

r .

An arithmetical function f is said to admit a Cohen-Ramanujan

expansion f(n) :=
∑
r

f̂(r)csr(n) if the series on the right hand

side converges for suitable complex numbers f̂(r). Given two

arithmetical functions f and g with absolutely convergent Cohen-

Ramanujan expansions, we derive an asymptotic formula for the

sum
∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n+h) where h is a fixed non negative integer. We

also provide Cohen-Ramanujan expansions for certain functions to

illustrate some of the results we prove consequently.

1. Introduction

Srinivasa Ramanujan introduced the exponential sum

cr(n) =

r∑

m=1
(m,r)=1

e
2πimn

r(1)

in [13] and used this sum to derive infinite Fourier series like expansions

for several arithmetical functions in the form
∑
r

arcr(n). The exponen-

tial sum (1) now known as the Ramanujan sum has several interesting

properties, many of which can be found in [1], [10], or [14]. If a Fourier
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series like expansion in the form
∑
r

arcr(n) exists for an arithmetical

function, the function is said to possess a Ramanujan-Fourier series

expansion or simply a Ramanujan expansion. Ramanujan expansions

were computed for various functions by many other authors, see, for

example [7]. Various conditions for the existence of Ramanujan expan-

sions appeared in papers like [7], [9] and [11].

Ramanujan sum has been generalized in many directions. In [2], E.

Cohen gave a generalization defining

csr(n) :=

rs∑

h=1
(h,rs)s=1

e
2πinh

rs ,(2)

where for a positive integer s, integers m,n, not both zero, the general-

ized GCD of m and n denoted by (m,n)s is the largest l
s (where l ∈ N)

dividing both m and n. If (m,n)s = 1, then m and n are said to be rel-

atively s-prime to each other. When s = 1, generalized GCD becomes

the usual GCD and then the sum (2) reduces to the usual Ramanujan

sum. We will refer to the sum (2) by the name Cohen-Ramanujan sum.

Like the usual Ramanujan sum, for certain specific values of s and n,

this sum becomes equal to various well known arithmetical functions.

For example, csr(0) = Φs(r
s) = Js(r), where Φs is the Klee’s function

and Js is the Jordan totient function. Please see the next section for

the definitions of these two functions. Cohen derived various proper-

ties of this sum and proved several results using this generalization in

a series of papers [2], [3], and [4].

Another generalization of the Ramanujan sum, and a list of refer-

ences to some more generalizations can be found in [15]. Recently,

Haukkanen and McCarthy gave another generalization in [8].
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An arithmetical function f is said to admit a Cohen-Ramanujan

expansion

f(n) :=
∑

r

f̂(r)csr(n),

if the series on the right hand side converges for suitable complex num-

bers f̂(r). A study on the Cohen-Ramanujan expansions of some arith-

metical functions were conducted by these authors in [16]. Some neces-

sary and sufficient conditions for the existence of such expansions were

also given there. To the best of our knowledge, such series expansions

are not available for any other generalization of the Ramanujan sum

as of now.

In [7], Hardy derived a Ramanujan expansion for the function Λ1(n) :=

(φ(n)/n)Λ(n) in the form

Λ1(n) =
∞∑

q=1

µ(q)

φ(q)
cq(n),(3)

where Λ(n) is the von Mangoldt function defined as

Λ(n) :=




log p, if n = pk , p is prime and k any positive integer

0, otherwise.

and µ is the Möbius function.

If a is an arithmetical function with the Ramanujan expansion a(n) =
∞∑
r=1

arcr(n), then the Wiener–Khintchine theorem for an arithmetical

function a [5, Section 3.2] can be stated as

lim
n−→∞

1

N

∑

n≤qN

a(n)a(n + h) =

∞∑

r=1

a2rcr(h)

provided that certain convergence conditions are satisfied. H. Gadi-

yar and R. Padma [17] showed that Hardy-Littlewood conjecture on

twin primes can be proved if the Wiener–Khintchine theorem can be
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applied to the Ramanujan expansion of the arithmetical function Λ1

provided that the expansion is uniformly and absolutely convergent.

They derived the formula

∑

n≤N

Λ(n)Λ(n+ h) ∼ N

∞∑

r=1

µ2(r)

φ(r)
cr(h),

which agrees with the Hardy-Littlewood conjecture. But note that this

identity is valid only if the Ramanujan expansion (3) derived by Hardy

is absolutely convergent, which is not actually the case. Taking forward

these discussions, H. Gadiyar, M. Ram Murty and R. Padma [6] derived

an asymptotic formula for the sum
∑
n≤N

f(n)g(n + h), where f and g

are two arithmetical functions with absolutely convergent Ramanujan

expansions.

In this paper, we use the Cohen-Ramanujan expansion in the con-

text initiated in [6] and derive an asymptotic formula for the sum
∑
n≤N

f(n)g(n+ h), where f and g are arithmetical functions with abso-

lutely convergent Cohen-Ramanujan expansions satisfying some addi-

tional conditions. Therefore, our results extend the results in [6]. We

also provide some examples to demonstrate our results.

We also give a condition for the existence of the Cohen-Ramanujan

expansion for fh(n) := f(n+ h) when such an expansion for f exists.

The main results we propose in this paper are the following.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that f and g are two arithmetical functions

with absolutely convergent Cohen-Ramanujan expansions

f(n) =
∑
r

f̂(r)csr(n) and g(n) =
∑
k

ĝ(k)csk(n)

respectively. Suppose that
∑
r,k

|f̂(k)ĝ(k)|(rs, ks)sτs(r
s)τs(k

s) < ∞. Then

as N tends to infinity,
∑
n≤N

f(n)g(n) ∼ N
∑
r

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s).
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose that f and g are two arithmetical functions

with absolutely convergent Cohen-Ramanujan expansions

f(n) =
∑
r

f̂(r)csr(n) and g(n) =
∑
k

ĝ(k)csk(n)

respectively. Suppose that
∑
r,k

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|(rsks)
1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s) < ∞. Then

as N tends to infinity,
∑
n≤N

f(n)g(n+ h) ∼ N
∑
r

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h).

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that f has an absolutely convergent Cohen-

Ramanujan expansion with coefficients f̂(q) satisfying
∞∑
q=1

|f̂(q)|τ(q) <

∞. Then fh has an absolutely convergent Cohen-Ramanujan expansion

with coefficients
f̂(r)csr(h)

Φs(rs)
.

2. Notations and basic results

Most of the notations, functions and identities we use in this paper

are standard and their definitions can be found in [1] or [10]. However,

for the sake of completeness, we include the most important ones below.

As usual, [m,n] denotes the lcm of integers m,n. As in the case of

the well known identity (m,n)[m,n] = mn, it is easy to verify that

(ms, ns)s[m
s, ns] = msns where (m,n)s denotes the generalized GCD

of m and n. An integer m is said to be an sth power free integer if for

no positive integer k > 1 exists such that ks|m.

If (m,n)s = 1, then we say that m and n are relatively s-prime

to each other. The subset N of a complete residue system M(mod ns)

consisting of all elements ofM that are relatively s-prime to ns is called

an s-reduced residue system (mod n).

For positive integers s and n, the Jordan totient function Js(n) is

defined to give the number of ordered sets of s elements from a com-

plete residue system (mod n) such that the greatest common divisor

of each set is prime to n. The Klee’s function Φs is defined to give the
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cardinality of the set {m ∈ N : 1 ≤ m ≤ n, (m,n)s = 1}. Note that

Φ1 = ϕ, the Euler totient function. It is known that [14, Section V.3]

ns =
∑
d|n

Js(d) and Js(n) = Φs(n
s). Hence

ns =
∑

d|n

Φs(d
s) =

∑

ds|ns

Φs(d
s).(4)

By τs(n), where s, n ∈ N, we mean the number of positive integers ls

dividing n where l ∈ N. ζ(s) denotes the Riemann zeta function which

is defined by the Equation ζ(s) =
∞∑
n=1

1
ns for ℜ(s) > 1.

Let x be a real number. We denote the distance from x to the nearest

integer by ‖x‖. For x ∈ R, JxK will be used to denote the largest integer

n such that n ≤ x.

The next theorem is essential in estalishing the main results that we

prove in this paper.

Theorem 2.1. [1, Theorem 3.2] If x ≥ 1 we have,
∑
n≤x

1
n
= log x+C +

O( 1
x
), where C is the Euler constant.

It is easy to verify the next result.

Lemma 2.2. For d, e, h, n,N positie integers,
∑
n≤N
d|n
e|n

1 =
r

N
[d,e]

z
and

∑
n≤N
d|n+h
e|n+h

1 ≤
r

N+h
[d,e]

z
.

For an arithmetical function f , its mean value is defined by M(f) :=

lim
x→∞

1
x

∑
n≤x

f(n), when the limit exists. The existence of mean value is

one of the sufficient conditions for the existence of Ramanujan expan-

sions for arithmetical functions [18].
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Cohen-Ramanujan sum (2) has the useful representation csr(n) =
∑
d|r
ds|n

µ( r
d
)ds [2]. Let k, s ∈ N. The generalized sum of divisors function

[16] σk,s(n) is defined by σk,s(n) :=
∑
ds|n
d∈N

(ds)k. For fixed s, n ∈ N, csr(n)

is bounded since |csr(n)| ≤
∑
d|r
ds|n

ds ≤ σ1,s(n).

If d | r and t | r, then by the orthogonality relation [3], we have

1

rs

rs∑

m=1

csd(m)cst (m) =




Φs(d

s), if d = t

0, otherwise.

Now we proceed to give the proofs of the theorems that we have stated

in the introduction.

3. Proofs of the Main Results

We start this section proving three inequalities involving products of

Cohen-Ramanujan sums essential in the proof of our main results.

Lemma 3.1.
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) ≤ Nτs(r

s)τs(k
s)(rs, ks)s.

Proof.

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) =

∑

n≤N

∑

d|r
ds|n

µ
(r
d

)
ds

∑

e|k
es|n

µ

(
k

e

)
es

=
∑

d|r
e|k

µ
(r
d

)
µ

(
k

e

)
dses

∑

n≤N
ds|k
es|n

1.
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If we apply Lemma 2.2 to the last step above, we get

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) =

∑

d|r
e|k

µ
(r
d

)
µ

(
k

e

)
dses

s
N

[ds, es]

{

≤
∑

d|r
e|k

µ
(r
d

)
µ

(
k

e

)
dses

N

[ds, es]

=
∑

d|r
e|k

µ
(r
d

)
µ

(
k

e

)
(ds, es)sN (since (ds, es)s[d

s, es] = dses)

≤ N
∑

d|r
e|k

(ds, es)s

Now we use Equation (4) to get

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) ≤ N

∑

d|r
e|k

∑

δs|(ds,es)s

Φs(δ
s)

≤ N
∑

ds|rs

es|ks

∑

δs|ds

δs|es

Φs(δ
s).

In the sum
∑
ds|rs

∑
δs|ds

Φs(δ
s), each δ is repeated τ( r

s

δs
) times. Therefore,

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) ≤ N

∑

ds|rs

es|ks

∑

δs|(ds,es)s

Φs(δ
s)

≤ N
∑

δs|(rs,ks)s

Φs(δ
s)τs

(
rs

δs

)
τs

(
ks

δs

)

≤ N
∑

δs|(rs,ks)s

Φs(δ
s)τs(r

s)τs(k
s)

= Nτs(r
s)τs(k

s)
∑

δs|(rs,ks)s

Φs(δ
s)

= Nτs(r
s)τs(k

s)(rs, ks)s by Equation (4).

�
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Lemma 3.2.
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h) = δr,kNcsr(h) +O(rsks log rsks).

Proof.

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h) =

∑

n≤N

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

e
2πian

rs

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

e
2πib(n+h)

ks

=
∑

n≤N

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

e
2πibh

ks e2πi(
a

rs
+ b

ks
)n

=
∑

n≤N

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

e
2πibh

ks e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n.

We estimate
∑

n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

in two cases.

Case 1 : a
rs
+ b

ks
∈ Z.

Here

aks + brs

rsks
∈ Z ⇐⇒ rsks | aks + brs

⇐⇒ aks + brs = trsks, for some t ∈ Z

⇐⇒ brs = trsks − aks.

Since ks | rsks − aks and (b, ks)s = 1, we have k | r. Using similar

arguments, we get r | k. Therefore r = k and so by our assumption,

rs | a + b. Since 1 ≤ a < rs and 1 ≤ b < rs, it follows that rs = a + b.

Then
∑
n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n =

∑
n≤N

1 = N. Therefore,

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n + h) = Ncsr(h).

Case 2 : a
rs
+ b

ks
/∈ Z.

In this case e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n 6= 1. Let us write N = (rsks)Q + R, where
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0 ≤ R < rsks. Then,

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≤(rsks)Q

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n +

∑

(rsks)Q<n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
0 +

∑

(rsks)Q<n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

In the above step, we used the fact that e
2πikl

rsks is a proper non-trivial

root of unity and so
rsks∑
k=1

e
2πikl

rsks = 0 when l 6= 0. Now

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

(rsks)Q<n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

By [?, Lemma 1], for any α ∈ R, p, q ∈ Z (with p > 0), we have∣∣∣∣∣
q+p∑

k=q+1

e2πiαk

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ min{p, 1
2‖α‖

} and so

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤N

e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1∥∥aks+brs

rsks

∥∥ .

Therefore,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≤N

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s

=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s

=1

e
2πibh

ks e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s

=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s

=1

1∥∥aks+brs

rsks

∥∥ .

Since 1 ≤ a ≤ rs, (a, rs)s = 1 and 1 ≤ b ≤ ks, (b, ks)s = 1, there

are Φs(r
s) choices for a and Φs(k

s) choices for b. Also (rs, ks)s = 1.

Therfore there are atmost Φs(r
s)Φs(k

s) = Φs(r
sks) choices for aks+brs.

We claim that all these choices are distinct. Suppose that a1k
s+b1r

s =

a2k
s + b2r

s. Then (a1 − a2)k
s = (b2 − b1)r

s ⇒ rs | a1 − a2. Since

1 ≤ a ≤ rs, a1 = a2. Simillarly we get b1 = b2.
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Therefore aks+brs runs through an s-reduced residue system modulo

rsks. Thus

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

1∥∥aks+brs

rsks

∥∥ ≤

rsks∑

aks+brs=1
(aks+brs,rsks)s

=1

1∥∥aks+brs

rsks

∥∥

=

rsks∑

t=1
(t,rsks)s

=1

1∥∥ t
rsks

∥∥

≤

rsks∑

t=1
(t,rsks)s

=1

1
t

rsks

= rsks

rsks∑

t=1
(t,rsks)s

=1

1

t

≤ rsks
∑

t≤rsks

1

t
.

By Theorem 2.1, the last expression can be rewritten as rsks(log(rsks)+

C +O( 1
rsks

)) which is ≪ rsks log(rsks).

Let (rs, ks)s = ds > 1. Then we may write rs = dsrs1 and ks = dsks
1

for some r1, k1 ∈ Z so that (rs1, k
s
1)s = 1. So

a

rs
+

b

ks
=

a

rs1d
s
+

b

ks
1d

s
=

aks
1 + brs1
rs1k

s
1d

s
=

aks
1 + brs1
[rs, ks]

.

When 1 ≤ a ≤ rs with (a, rs)s = 1 and 1 ≤ b ≤ ks with (b, ks)s = 1, the

aks
1+ brs1 ranges over residue classes modulo [rs, ks]. Since (rs1, k

s
1) = 1,

these residue classes are distinct mod (rs1, k
s
1). Therefore, each class
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modulo [rs, ks] is repeated atmost ds times. Then we get,
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≤N

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

e
2πibh

ks e2πi(
ak

s+br
s

rsks
)n

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

1∥∥aks+brs

rsks

∥∥

≤

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

ks∑

b=1
(b,ks)s=1

1∥∥∥aks1+brs1
[rs,ks]

∥∥∥

≤
rsks∑

aks+brs=1

1∥∥∥aks1+brs1
[rs,ks]

∥∥∥
.

Since (rs, ks)s[r
s, ks] = rsks, rs = dsrs1, k

s = dsks
1 and ds = (rs, ks)s

we get the last step above to be equal to

rsks∑

aks+brs=1

1∥∥∥aks1+brs1
dsrs1k

s

1

∥∥∥
=

rsks∑

t=1

1∥∥∥ t
dsrs1k

s

1

∥∥∥
≤

rsks∑

t=1

1
t

dsrs1k
s

1

= dsrs1k
s
1

rsks∑

t=1

1

t

Now by by Theorem 2.1, we get the last step to be equal to

dsrs1k
s
1

(
log(rsks) + C +O(rsks)

)
≪ [rs, ks] log(rsks) ≪ rsks log(rsks).

�

Lemma 3.3. For h ≥ 0, |
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+h)| ≤ N

1
2 (N+h)

1
2 (rsks)

1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s).

Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

(
n∑

i=1

uivi

)2

≤

(
n∑

i=1

ui

)2( n∑
i=1

vi

)2

,

we have

|
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n + h)|

2
≤

∑

n≤N

|csr(n)|
2
∑

n≤N

|csk(n + h)|2.

If we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we can see that

∑

n≤N

|csr(n)|
2 ≤ Nrs(τs(r

s))2
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and

∑

n≤N

|csk(n+ h)|2 ≤ (N + h)ks(τs(k
s))2.

From this, we get

|
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h)|

2
≤ Nrsτs(r

s)2(N + h)ksτs(k
s)2.

and the claim follows. �

Now we prove the first theorem we stated in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Using the Cohen-Ramanujan expansions of f

and g, we get

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n) =
∑

n≤N

∑

r

f̂(r)csr(n)
∑

k

ĝ(k)csk(n)

=
∑

r,k

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n).

Now we split the outersum over r and k into two sums. The first sum

will be taken over rk ≤ U with U tending to infinity to be chosen later.

The second sum will be over rk > U . So

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n) =
∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n)

+
∑

rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n).(5)
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Now by Lemma 3.2, we get

∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n)

=
∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)(δr,kNcsr(0) +O(rsks log rsks)

=
∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)(δr,kNΦs(r
s) +O(rsks log rsks)

= N
∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) +

∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)O(rsks log rsks).

Now |csr(n)| ≤ σ1,s(n). Therefore
∑
r,k

f̂(r)ĝ(k) is absolutely convergent.

Since rk < U, the error term is O(Us logUs). Thus we get

∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) = N

∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) +O(Us logUs).

By Lemma 3.1, the second sum in Equation (5) satisfies the inequality

∑

rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) ≤ N

∑

rk>U

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|τs(r
s)τs(k

s)(rs, ks)s.

Since
∑
r,k

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|τs(r
s)τs(k

s)(rs, ks)s < ∞, we have

∑

rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) ≪ N.

Therefore
∑

rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n) = O(N).

Thus Equation (5) gives

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n) = N
∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) +O(Us logUs) +O(N)
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which is equal to

N
∞∑

r=1

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s)−N

∑

r2>U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) +O(Us logUs).

Since
∑
r,k

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|τs(r
s)τs(k

s)(rs, ks)s < ∞, we have

∑

r

|f̂(r)||ĝ(r)|τs(r
s)2rs < ∞.

Now |f̂(r)||ĝ(r)|Φs(r
s) ≤ |f̂(r)||ĝ(r)|rs < |f̂(r)||ĝ(r)|rsτs(r

s)2, and

therefore by comparison test,
∑
r

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) converges absolutely.

SoN
∑

r2>U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) ≪ N . That isN

∑
r2>U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) = O(N).

Thus,

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n) = N

∞∑

r=1

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s) +O(Us logUs) +O(N).

Then we have
∑
n≤N

f(n)g(n) ∼ N
∑
r

f̂(r)ĝ(r)Φs(r
s). �

We proceed to prove our second main theorem stated in the intro-

duction.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We have

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n+ h) =
∑

n≤N

∑

r

f̂(r)csr(n)
∑

k

ĝ(k)csk(n + h)

=
∑

r,k

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h)

=
∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h)+

∑

rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n + h).(6)
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Consider the first sum in the right-hand side of the above.

∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n + h)

=
∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k){δr,kNcsr(h) +O(rsks log rsks)} by Lemma 3.2

= N
∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h) +
∑

rk≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)O(rsks log rsks)

= N
∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h) +O(Us logUs).

Now we consider the absolute value of the second sum in Equation (6).

|
∑

rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h)|

≤
∑

rk>U

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∑

rk>U

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|N
1
2 (N + |h|)

1
2 (rsks)

1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s) by Lemma 3.3

≤ N
1
2 (N + |h|)

1
2

∑

rk>U

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|(rsks)
1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s).

Since we know that
∑

rk>U

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|(rsks)
1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s) < ∞, we get

∑
rk>U

f̂(r)ĝ(k)
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n + h) = O(N). Thus

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n+ h) = N
∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h) +O(Us logUs) +O(N)

= N
∑

r2≤U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h) +O(Us logUs)

= N

∞∑

r=1

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h)−N
∑

r2>U

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h) +O(Us logUs).



ASYMPTOTIC FORMULAE 17

Once again, using the inequality
∑
r,k

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|(rsks)
1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s) <

∞, we get
∑
r

|f̂(r)||ĝ(r)|rsτs(r
s)2 < ∞. Now

|f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h)| ≤ |f̂(r)ĝ(r)rsτs(r
s)| ≤ |f̂(r)ĝ(r)rsτs(r

s)2|.

So by comparison test,
∑
r

f̂(r)ĝ(k)csr(h) converges absolutely.

∑

n≤N

f(n)g(n+ h) = N
∞∑

r=1

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h) +O(Us logUs) +O(N)

= N
∞∑

r=1

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h)) +O(Us logUs).

Thus we get
∑
n≤N

f(n)g(n+ h) ∼ N
∞∑
r=1

f̂(r)ĝ(r)csr(h). �

We will now give an application of Theorem 1.2. In [16], these

authors proved that, for k, s ≥ 1,σks(n)
nks = ζ(k + 1)

∞∑
r=1

csr(n
s)

r(k+1)s , where

σs(n) =
∑
d|n

ds. A similar sum appears in the next corollary and it is

similar to [12, Corollary 1].

Corollary 3.4. For a, b > 1 + 1/2, s ≥ 1 and h = msk, where k is an

sth power free integer, we have

∑

n≤N

σas(n)

nas

σbs(n+ h)

(n + h)bs
∼ N

ζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)

ζ(a+ b+ 2)
σ−(a+b+1)s(m).

Proof. Note that

∑

r,k

|f̂(r)||ĝ(k)|(rs, ks)
1
2 τs(r

s)τs(k
s) ≤

∑

r,k

∣∣∣∣
ζ(a+ 1)

r(a+1)s

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
ζ(b+ 1)

k(b+1)s

∣∣∣∣ (r
sks)

1
2 rsks

= |ζ(a+ 1)||ζ(b+ 1)|
∑

r,k

1

(rs)a−
1
2

1

(ks)b−
1
2

< ∞.
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Now by Theorem 1.2,

∑

n≤N

σas(n)

nas

σbs(n+ h)

(n + h)bs

∼ N
∑

r

ζ(a+ 1)

r(a+1)s

ζ(b+ 1)

r(b+1)s
csr(h)

= Nζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)
∑

r

csr(h)

r(a+b+2)s

= Nζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)
∑

r

csr(m
s)

r(a+b+2)s
(since csr(m

sk) = cr(m
s))

= Nζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)
σ(a+b+1)s(m)

m(a+b+1)s

1

ζ(a+ b+ 2)

= N
ζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)

ζ(a+ b+ 2)

∑
d|m

d(a+b+1)s

m(a+b+1)s

= N
ζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)

ζ(a+ b+ 2)

∑

k|m

k−(a+b+1)s, where m = kd

= N
ζ(a+ 1)ζ(b+ 1)

ζ(a+ b+ 2)
σ−(a+b+1)s(m).

�

Now we proceed to discuss the existence of Cohen-Ramanujan ex-

pansion for fh derived from f .

Lemma 3.5. For h ≤ N ,
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n+ h) ≤ 2NΦs(r

s)τ(k).

Proof. Consider the sum

∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
k(n + h) =

∑

n≤N

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

e
2πian

rs

∑

d|k
ds|n+h

µ

(
k

d

)
ds

=
rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

e
2πian

rs

∑

d|k

µ

(
k

d

)
ds

∑

n≤N
ds|n+h

1
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=
rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

e
2πian

rs

∑

d|k

µ

(
k

d

)
ds

∑

n+h≤N+h
ds|n+h

1

=

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

e
2πian

rs

∑

d|k

µ

(
k

d

)
ds

s
N + h

ds

{

≤

rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

e
2πian

rs

∑

d|k

µ

(
k

d

)
ds
N + h

ds

≤ (N + h)
rs∑

a=1
(a,rs)s=1

1
∑

d|k

1

≤ (N + h)Φs(r
s)τ(k)

≤ 2NΦs(r
s)τ(k).

�

The orthogonality relation allows us to write down the possible can-

didates for the Cohen-Ramanujan coefficients of any given arithmeti-

cal function. Indeed, if f(n) =
∞∑
q=1

f̂(q)csq(n) , then f(n)csr(n) =

∞∑
q=1

f̂(q)csq(n)c
s
r(n). So we get,

lim
xs→∞

1

xs

∑

n≤xs

f(n)csr(n) = lim
xs→∞

1

xs

∑

n≤xs

∞∑

q=1

f̂(q)csq(n)c
s
r(n)

=

∞∑

q=1

f̂(q) lim
xs→∞

1

xs

∑

n≤xs

csq(n)c
s
r(n)

= f̂(r) lim
xs→∞

Φs(r
s).

Therefore, f̂(r) = M(fcsr)
Φs(rs)

, where byM(f), we mean the limit lim
x→∞

1
x

∑
n≤x

f(n).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that f(n) =
∞∑
q=1

f̂(q)csq(n) . Then

∑

n≤N

f(n+ h)csr(n) =
∑

n≤N

∞∑

q=1

f̂(q)csq(n+ h)csr(n)

=

∞∑

q=1

f̂(q)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
q(n + h)

=
∑

q≤U

f̂(q)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
q(n + h) +

∑

q>U

f̂(q)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
q(n+ h).

We can now see the first term in the above summation can be estimated

to

∑

q≤U

f̂(q)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
q(n+ h)

=
∑

q≤U

f̂(q) [δr,qNcsr(h) +O(rsqs log(rsqs))] by Lemma 3.2

= Ncsr(h) +O(rsUs log(rsUs)).

and the second term can be estimated to

∑

q>U

f̂(q)
∑

n≤N

csr(n)c
s
q(n + h) ≤ 2NΦs(r

s)
∑

q>U

f̂(q)τ(q) by Lemma 3.5.

Since
∑
q
|f̂(q)|τ(q) < ∞,

∑
q>U

f̂(q)
∑
n≤N

csr(n)c
s
q(n+h) = O(N).Therefore

∑
n≤N

f(n+ h)csr(n) = Nf̂ (r)csr(h) +O(rsUs log(rsUs)) +O(N). Now

M(fhc
s
r) = lim

N→∞

1

N

∑

n≤N

fh(n)c
s
r(n)

= lim
N→∞

1

N

∑

n≤N

f(n+ h)csr(n)

= lim
N→∞

1

N

[
Nf̂(r)csr(h) +O(rsUs log(rsUs)) +O(N)

]

= f̂(r)csr(h).
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The orthogonality relation now gives

f̂h(r) =
M(fhc

s
r)

Φs(rs)
=

f̂(r)csr(h)

Φs(rs)
.

�
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