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EXPONENTIAL SUMS WEIGHTED BY ADDITIVE FUNCTIONS
AYLA GAFNI AND NICOLAS ROBLES

ABSTRACT. We introduce a general class Fo of additive functions f such that f(p) = 1 and prove a
tight bound for exponential sums of the form }°, _ f(n)e(an) where f € Fo and e(f) = exp(27if).
Both w, the number of distinct primes of n, and €, the total number primes of n, are members of
Fo. As an application of the exponential sum result, we use the Hardy-Littlewood circle method
to find the asymptotics of the Goldbach-Vinogradov ternary problem associated to {2, namely we
show the behavior of ro(N) =32, ., ... _n Q(n1)Q(n2)Q(ns), as N — oo. Lastly, we end with a
discussion of further applications of the main result.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f: N — C be an arithmetic function and consider the exponential sum

(1.1) Sp(a; X) == > f(n

n<X

for & € R and X a positive real number. Here we use the standard notation e(d) = €™, Expo-
nential sums of this form are ubiquitous throughout mathematics, and obtaining nontrivial bounds
for these sums is central to many topics in analytic number theory. Indeed, at the heart of the
Hardy-Littlewood circle method is Weyl’s inequality, which can be viewed as a bound on Sy (a; X)
where f is the indicator function of a monic polynomial [22, Theorem 4.1].

If f = A, the von Mangoldt function, then Vinogradov [23] showed that

Sa(a, X) < (11/2 + XY 4 x1/2 1/2>(logX)4,

for real « such that |o — %\ < ¢~ % with (a,q) = 1. In the same spirit, the case f = p, the Mdbius
function, was considered by Davenport [5], and f = p % p was considered in [1]. The situation for
f = Ok, k,, the generalized divisor function, can be found in [I7] for k; = k2 = 0 and in [2]. General
bounds when f is a multiplicative function with certain growth conditions were treated in [16].

Our objective in this note is to study (I.Il) when f is an additive function and solve an associated
problem in the theory of partitions as an application.

1.1. Exponential sums with additive coefficients. The main result of this paper is a bound on
S¢(o; X) for f belonging to a broad class of additive functions. Recall that an arithmetic function
f is called additive if it satisfies the condition f(ab) = f(a)+ f(b) when (a,b) =1

Definition 1.1. We define Fy to be the set of all additive functions f satisfying f(p) = 1 for each
prime p.

Example 1.1. Let n = p{*p3?---pd denote the representation of n as a product of powers of

distinct primes and define Qi (n) = a’f + 0/5 + -+ aF where k is an arbitrary nonnegative integer,
see [10]. The function f = Qy is a significant example of f in the class Fy. In particular, Qy = w,
the number of distinct prime divisors of n and €1 = §2, the total number of prime divisors of n,
honoring multiplicity.
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The class Fy is related, but not identical, to the idea of ‘small’ and ‘large’ additive functions.
‘Small” additive functions, as described in [I2} § 14.7], are typically functions like w(n) = -, 1

and Q(n) = Zp‘lnn «, whose average order is C'loglogn. In contrast, ‘large’ additive functions are
typically functions such as

(1.2) B(n) = Zp and B(n)= Z ap.
pln pn

For further discussions, see [7), [14].
Our result on exponential sums of the form (LIl) with f € F is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let a € R, a € Z and q € N such that (a,q) =1 and |a —a/q| < q~2. Let f(n) be
an additive function in Fo, and let Fp(X) denote the least upper bound of f on powers of primes
up to X. That is,

(1.3) Fy(X) = mex 1F (Y]

Then for any A € (0, %) we have

(1.4) St X) < <q§ X6+ Xl_AqA> ((log X)* + (log X)F;(X)) .

This result compares well with other similar bounds in the literature. For instance, if we specialize
to the representative case f = w, then Theorem [[.1] yields

X 5
(1.5) Sw(a; X) < <q—A + X6 + Xl_AqA> (log X)*

for any A € (0, %) Since w = 1 * 1p, the techniques put forward in [4] are very much applicable.
While those techniques are somewhat more versatile as they can be applied to a wider range of
arithmetic functions, they yield the slightly weaker bound

(1.6) Sl X) < 2 (log X)F + X2 (log X) 2 + XEqh (log X)3.
qe

In comparison, the improvements obtained in [9] yield the tighter bound
X 5 5

(1.7) Su(o; X) < —(log X)2 + Xg(logX)g + X%q%(logX)i.
qZ

Moreover, in [3] the methods from [16] were adapted from multiplicative functions to additive
functions with specific growth conditions. For w the bound in [3] is

X loglog X n XloglogX(logX)%

(1.8) Sw(o X) < Tog X 7

for 2<R<qg<

| >

The reader is also referred to [9), § 1.2] to see how additive functions can be manufactured from
other fundamental arithmetic functions and how their associated exponential sums can be bounded.

For many applications of the circle method, including the application given in this paper, any
of the bounds in (LH), (L6), (I7) or (L)) is enough to handle the minor arcs associated to w.
The reason for this is that when setting up the arcs in our applications we only need g to be a
power of log X and therefore minimal savings suffice in this case. However, in general, it is much
more advantageous, and difficult, to decrease the exponent associated to powers of X than it is to
decrease the exponent associated to powers of log X. This could be particularly useful in future
number theoretic applications outside the realm of the circle method. In addition, Theorem [I.1]
offers the added benefit of providing a flexible range for A which could be customized for different
applications.



EXPONENTIAL SUMS WEIGHTED BY ADDITIVE FUNCTIONS 3

1.2. An application to the circle method. To illustrate an application of Theorem [I.I] we
introduce the Goldbach-Vinogradov problem. Vinogradov [23] showed that

a; X) = e(a RS 5 o 3
(1.9) S1p( ,X)—g( (ap) < <\/§+X —i—\/y\/a)(l g X)°,

where the sum is taken over primes p. The proof was later simplified considerably by Vaughan

[21], see also [6, § 25] and [13| § 23]. Let 6(n) = 1p(n)logn. Employing (LI)) along with the
Hardy-Littlewood circle method, Vinogradov proved that

2
(1.10) ro(N):= > H(nl)e(nz)e(ng):6(N)£+o<(LA>,

ni+nz+n3=N 2 log N)
for every A > 0 as N — oo and where
[ee]
_ Z 1(q)cq(NV)
- 3
= )
Here c4(n) is the Ramanujan sum and ¢(q) is the Euler totient function. Using an elementary
argument the asymptotic in (LI0]) can effectively be rearranged to yield the celebrated result that
every sufficiently large odd integer is the sum of three primes.
The object of study in our application of Theorem [[.] is the Goldbach-Vinogradov problem

associated to €2, which we recall is an additive function in Fy. Following the analogy with (LI0I]),
let 7q(NN) be defined as

(1.11) roN):= > Q1)Qn2)Q(ns).
ni+n2+nz=N

This corresponds to the number of ways of writing an integer IV as the sum of three integers ny, no
and n3 with solutions weighted based on the number of the total prime divisors of ny,no and ns.
We may imagine that the solution is drawn from a multiset wherein each number n occurs with
multiplicity Q(n).

Theorem 1.2. For all sufficiently large N and every A >0 and A € (0, %),

(1.12) ro(N) = & (N, [A+4A7 (A + 4)]) N—2+O<W>,

where the implied constant depends only on A and A. Here
o ((§(a: N, M)\
(1.13) svan =3 (M5 o0,

=1
1s the singular series associated to rqo and

P; 4(loglo
(1.14) fg: N, M) = Z(Qu Zg“)z (g log )>

o = (log Ng)] 1

Here cq(n) is the Ramanugjan sum and Pj’s are computable polynomials of degree at most 1.

1.3. Structure of the paper. In Section 2] we prove Theorem [T using elementary tools that
gravitate around (9] and bypass techniques from probabilistic number theory and sieve theory.
Next, in Section Bl we prove Theorem This will require some preliminary lemmas that we will
establish along the way such as the convergence of the singular series G(N, M) in ([I3]) as well as
the Siegel-Walfisz analogue of the summatory function ), .y Q(n) over arithmetic progressions.
This last step will require revisiting the work of Selberg [19] and Delange [8]. We conclude with
some additional ideas for future work in Section M, including an analogous result to Theorem ]
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for a larger class of additive functions and a variety of partition problems that could be tackled
with these exponential sums.

1.4. Notation. Throughout the paper, the expressions f(X) = O(g(X)), f(X) <« ¢(X), and
g(X) > f(X) are equivalent to the statement that |f(X)| < (>)C|g(X)| for all sufficiently large
X, where C' > 0 is an absolute constant. A subscript of the form <, means the implied constant
may depend on the parameter . The Latin character p will always denote a prime and P the set of
primes. The prime zeta function is P(s) = >_ cpp~° for Re(s) > 1. We use the common shorthand

e(0) = ™ and cy(z) = 3 1<a<q (") denotes the Ramanujan sum. Finally, we shall use the
(a,9)=1

convention that J, €, and n denote arbitrarily small positive quantities that may not be the same

at each occurrence.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LTI We start with an auxiliary lemma that could be useful
outside the scope of the paper.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a non-negative real function, and suppose that there exists v > 0, x > 1,
y > 1, such that G satisfies

(2.1) Gla) < zqg " +y+at™q

whenever |a — a/q| < ¢~2 and (¢,a) = 1 with ¢ € N and a € Z. Then G also satisfies

(2.2) G(a) < z(g+zlag—a))™" +y+2' (g + zlag — al)

for all such o, a,q. The implicit constants in (21) and [2.2]) are uniform with respect to x,y,~, a, a, q.

Proof. Let o € R and fix a € Z and ¢ € N such that (¢,a) = 1 and |a — a/q| < ¢~2. First observe

that if & = a/q, then the result is immediate. Thus we can suppose that o # a/q. Now choose
b€ Z and r € N such that (r,b) = 1, and

‘ b

a —_ =

”

SLq_a’ and rgiz .
2r lag — al

We cannot have a/q = b/r, for then we would have |a — a/q| = |a — b/r| = |a — a/q|/2 and so
a = a/q which is expressly excluded. Thus

1 b a a q a a 1
—<|-——|<jla——|+|la——|<|jla——|+—|la——| < |ja——|+—.
qr r o q q 2r q q 2rq
Hence
1 2
<r<——.
2|aq — al lag — al

Thus by 21 we have
G(a) <min{zq " +y+2' ¢ ar 7 +y+ 2}
< min {zq™ +y+ 217", 2 (z|ag — a]) +y + 2(z|ag — a]) 77}
< min{zq”7, a(zlag —a]) "} +y+ 2 77¢" + 217 (z]ag — al)
< x(q+zlag—a)) ™ +y + 2177 (g + z|ag — a])?,
which is what we wanted to prove. O

Equipped with this preliminary result, we may now prove our main result on exponential sums.
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Proof of Theorem [LI. We have

(2.3) Sp(; X) =Y f(n)e(an) = Y f(p")e(ap’m).
n<X pfm<X
me

Let M < X be a parameter that will be defined later. First consider the terms with m > X/M, so
that p® < M. Then by Lemma 2.2 of [22], together with Lemma 2.1, we have

Z Z f(")e(ap m)‘ < Fr(M) Z Z e(ongm)‘

ZSMX<m§: pt<M %<m§;{—l
pfm pfm
(2.4) < Fr(M) Z < Z e(ozpzm)‘+ Z e(ozp“lm)‘)
e<h N X me & <me
X . X 1
<<Ff(M)< Z m1n< ga”ap [ 1> + Z min <W’T>
z A TG g
(2.5) > (Ozp“lm)D
PR i <mS z+1
= Uogp(M)J
X X
: -1 -1
<<Ff(M)<Zm1n(Xn Nlan | ) + 357 <M>>
n<M
(2.6) wc F 0| (X Mgt Xlag—af ) tos2x + ()
’ / q+ X|ag —al 1 1 8 M .

The second term in line (24]) accounts for the terms with p | m. The final term in line ([2.5]) is the
contribution from numbers n = p‘m such that p|m and pt < M < pt*1. In that case, we must have
that ¢ = [log,(M)]. Further, the inner sum in (ZF)) is empty unless p < 3;.

Thus it remains to consider

> 5 seeterm = (5 e+ X 16e(ap'm)

m< g <o e pl<X
ptm ptm ptm
>2
(2.7) = > (Li(m) + La(m)).
m< X
— M
Notice that
(2:8) Ly(m) < F0) < Fp(X) 30 30 1< XM (X) (log X) !
m< 3y m< S P m< 3 pf<X
ptm 0>2
0>2

We now turn our attention to L;. We have,

(2.9) > e(apm) = Y e(apm) + 0(‘ > e(apm)D.

X X
pgﬁ pSm Pﬁm
ptm plm
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For the big-O term of (29, notice that if p | m we can write m = ph, and the restriction
p < X/m becomes p? < X/h. Summing over m, we thus obtain

(2.10) > ‘ > e(ozpm)‘ <> | Y e(ap2h)‘ <Y (%)1/2 (]og%>_l-

X X X 2X X
m<5; Py, h<3ir P°<% h< 37

plm

Putting together (2.8]), (2.9]), and (2.10]), we see that
(2.11) Z Z f(p") e(ap®m) = Z Z e(apm) + O(XM_%Ff(X)(logX)_l).

X b X X X
m< 37 p<+- m< 7 p<Z-
ptm

To estimate the main term of (2.I1), we fix m < X/M and consider the inner sum. Let R = (%)9
for a convenient @ € (0,1). Chooser € Nand b € Z such that » < R, (b,r) = 1, and |amr—b| < R™L.
Then, by Theorem 3.1 of [22], partial summation, and Lemma 2] we have

Xm™! X\ (X\T( X :
3
Z e(amp) < (log X) <(r Xy b)) + <E> + (E) (r + E|amr - b|>

p<E
4 0 1 ]
Xm~1 X\5 x\z2t2 X\ 2
< (log X)3 +<—> +<—> +<—> .
(log X) <(r+%\amr—b])1/2 m m m

2
If r + Zjamr — b > (£)?, we have that

etomp) < o 0((£) "+ (27 (X)),

This is optimized when % <6< %, in which case the right hand side simplifies to (log X )3(%) .

The total contribution to (Z.IT)) in this case is at most

X
p<

(2.12) > (log X)? (%) < (log X)3X M5,

X
mgﬁ

([N}

It remains to consider the case when r + %]amr —-b < (%) . Fix d’, ¢ such that ¢ < X > and

lov — Z—;| < (q’)_lX_%. If % # Z—;, then

‘ b
< - —

/

1 b a
< +
mr

gmr — |mr g

If we choose M > 4X %, we arrive at the contradiction:
_3 _3
1§q’<£> T oxh <£> T <oxiME <£.
m

Thus we must have that b¢’ = a'mr. Since (r,b) = (¢/,a’) = 1, we have r | ¢ and (q?l,a’) =1,
which gives q?/ | m. Write m = c¢- q?l. Then
r
o

X Xq
r+ —|amr —b| = <q' + —q]acq' — ca'\) = i, (¢ + X|ag' —d'|).
m q mr q
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(Sl

Thus the total contribution from terms with r + %|amr —b| < (%)

5 5 veer{ () o)+ (5

rla <35
1 4
X 2 1 Xr\s
=% % 0w (F)(5) @ xio ) E (35))
rq ox Xr c q cq
Suq

1
Xlog X 2 X X
(s () en () () e
(q, +X’aq/ - a/’)§ rlq’ q q q Mg

( (log X)o_1/2(q")
(¢ +X|aq —a/|)?

(2.13) <

1
+XM_3>(logX)4,
< (¢ +Xyaq —a|)”

for any A € (0, 3). Here we used that > e (7 )5 =0_152(¢) < X*and ), & =0-1(¢) <log X.
Putting (2.12]) and (2.13) into (211 and combining that with (2:6)), we have

X 1 1
Si(a; X) < (logX)4<(q/ T Klag —a " +XM—5> + XM 2Fp(X)(log X)~*
+ Fp(M) X v+ + X|og — a| ) log(2X) + Fr(M) XY’
f 7T Xlag —a] q aq —al ) log i i
X 5
2.14 < (log X)* + (log X)F(X < +X€>,
(2.14) ( )"+ ( )E7 (X)) & 1 Xlag —a)®

again choosing M = 4X g
Now let a,q be as in the statement of the theorem. If ¢ < 2¢/, then we have immediately

(2.15) Sp(a; X) < ((log X)* + (log X)Fr (X)) (X(q)™> + X3).

If ¢ > 2¢/, then i Z—: and we have

!/

1o _fe_ & <‘a_2 Y PR O S PR DS S P
dq " |lq¢ q|” q 7| ¢ 7| 2dq 7
Hence
log' — d'| > 1
2q’
which gives
X 5
Sla; X) < ((logX)4 + (logX)Ff(X)) <W + X6>
-
(2.16) — ((log X)* + (log X) Fy(X)) (X& + X""2¢2).
Combining (2.15]) and (2.10) gives the result. O

Remark 2.1. The latest improvement on Vinogradov’s bound shows that the power of log X in
(L9) can be reduced from 3 to g and therefore one could slightly improve the bound for Sy by
removing a small fraction from log X. However, as discussed in the introduction, this usually does

not matter much as saving powers of X is more valuable than saving powers of log X.
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Remark 2.2. Another generalization can accomplished following the technique put forward in [9]
and it would be as follows. Let & € R, a € Z and ¢ € N such that (a,¢q) = 1 and |o — a/q| < qlz
with T > 0. Then under the conditions of Theorem [Tl one has

X 1,4 5
(2.17) S X) < <% + X5+ Xl_AqA> ((tog X)" + (tog X) Fy (X))
for any A € (0, %) Theorem [T follows by taking T = 1.

3. THE TERNARY GOLDBACH-VINOGRADOV PROBLEM ASSOCIATED TO OMEGA

In this section we shall use the circle method to prove Theorem [[.2] following a blueprint similar
to that of [I8) § 8]. Throughout this section, we adopt the shorthand notation

(3.1) Fn(a):= Y Q(n)e(an

n<N
for Sq(a; N).
3.1. Preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let p be defined by

(3.2) p(sizq) =] <1 — i)-

pS
plg

There exists a family {z — Aq(z) : r = 1,2,3,---} of holomorphic functions inside the open disk
{z € C:|z| <2} such that, for all j > 1, with

J
z—r -
. A; = A, =) (1;
(33 =3 (5] ) ),
one has for |z| <2—6, 2 >1,1<q< (logz)®, for some b>0, (h,q) =1 andt>1

(3.4) >z

n<x
n=h mod ¢

t
:E Z Aj(z,q)(log x) 4 Os1p <L(log x)z_t_l(l()g log Q)t+2>-
) = v(q)

Moreover, one has the upper bound
(3.5) Xj(2,9)| <5 (loglog ).
Proof. See [11], Theorem 3. O
Differentiating with respect to z and then letting z — 1 leads to
¢
P; ,(logl log 1
(36) S ) = Y DR o (L OB (10g g g2 ),

— vla) & (logz)~! ¢(q)(log z)!
n=hmod q

where Pj4(y) are polynomials in y of degree at most one, given by

(3.7) Pj ,(loglog x) := b(j,q) loglog x + B(j,q)
with

) . . d
(3.8) b(j,q) == Aj(1,q) and B(j,q) := lim —X;(z, ).

The explicit form of the holomorphic functions A,, and hence the explicit form of A;, can be found
using the techniques in [12] § 14] as well as [20, Chapter I11.6].
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Lemma 3.2. Let f be as in (LI4]), and let M be an arbitrary positive integer. Let N be a large
positive real number and For 1 <z < N, 1< ¢ < (log a:)b for some b >0, and (a,q) = 1, we have

a\ . Ngf loglog N
(3.9) Fo(2) = laia ) + O (FEEER ).

for any € > 0, where Q = (log N)°.
Proof. We start by writing

w0 13)-Eow(5)- 5 T () £o() 5 o

n<x 1<r<q n<x 1<r<q n<x
n=rmod ¢ n=r mod q

where (a,q) = 1. The inner sum presents a problem since r and ¢ are not necessarily coprime. Let
g = (r,q). We may then write the inner sum as

(3.11) dYoooam= > Qgm)= > [Qg)+Qm),
n<w 1<m<? 1<m<2

n=r mod
q ng mod % m=ZL mod 4

by the total additivity of the function Q (i.e., Q(mn) = Q(m) + Q(n) for all m and n). Therefore

(3.12) Y Q)= Q@,)(% +0(1)> + > Qm).
n=rmodq 1<m<2

Inserting this into F, we see that

s ()X (o)

g|q 1<r<q
(r.9)=g m=

For the first sum we have

(3.14) zljlz e<r—> < +o@ )> 229(9) e<rg> +0<1Z Q@)).
gl (T<q?;<q glq 0 <r<gq

The exponential sum can be evaluated by writing r = gr’ and ¢ = g¢’ so that (r,q) = g if, and only
if, (', ¢') = 1. Therefore

(3.15) giq e <r%> = 1;; e (w%) = cy(a) = pl(d) = u<€>,

(r9)=g (r',¢')=1

since (a,q’) = 1. This leaves us with

(3.16) ZQ ( >+O(qloglogq) Q% w)(g) + Olgloglog ).

glq

We now consider the second sum,

(3.17) Sp=Y Y e<7’g> S am).

glg 1<r<q l<m<z
(r.a)=g m== mod g

We now use Lemma [B.1] to write
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z M p g(loglog ) xlog log z(log log )M +?2
1 Q(n) = —2 Pa e :

m—; mod q

Since this estimate is independent of r, we may move the sum over r to the inside and evaluate it
using (BI5]). This yields

g Z N(%)xipy,%(loglog )+O<Z :Eloglogzn(loglogq)M+2>
2= 0 log Z)i—1 log )M
G gz (ogg) e (log z)
M. Pj4(loglog %2 N loglog N
(3.19) _ 2y gnle) 5 T o i 1) O< ¢ loglog >
q 4= elg) = (log7g)~ (log N)

Therefore, adding up the contributions from S; and from S5 we arrive at

a x gi(g Pj 4(loglog ﬂ) N¢f loglog N
3.20 F.l-)=- Ol ———————— .
om) (5] =5 (em e 2S5 BEREE) o M
glq J=1

The main term on the right-hand side is recognized to be f(q; z, M). O
Lemma 3.3. For M, q positive integers and N a real number, we have

NMloglog N
(3.21) flg; N, M) < B

for any € > 0.
Proof. We write

. N guly jg(loglog 1)
g 2V, M) = q<Q*M +§|q: ; (log]\’g)J1 .

Noticing that € %y and p both take values in {—1,0,1} and recalling that P;, are polynomials of
degree at most one, we have

N g
. NOM) < = Mloglog NS -9 |.
(3.22) Flas N, M) < <1+ oglog %s@@)

Since ¢(a) > a'° and Dan @ <K n*9 for every 6 > 0, we have

YIRS PR
©(9)
gla gla
The result now follows by setting 6 = £/2. O

Lemma 3.4. Let c;(N) denote the Ramanujan sum. The singular series S(N, M) defined by

o (Hg N, M)\
(3.23) svan) = Y- (M52 o),
q=1
converges absolutely. Moreover, for any n > 0 one has that
. 3 3
(3.24) S(N,M;Q) = (M) co(N) = &(N, M) + 0(%)
1<¢<@ N @

where the implied constant depends only on 1.
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Proof. Clearly |cq(N)| < q. Let 0 < £ < % be arbitrary. By Lemma B3] there exists a constant
C. > 0 so that

(Mloglog N)3

(3.25) =

N, M) |3
‘M leg(N)] < C-

N

This shows that G(N, M) converges absolutely by the comparison test. Moreover, we have

] 3
SV, M) — SN M Q) = |3 (M) o)

N
>Q
1 Mloglog N)3
< C.(Mloglog N)3 Z e < ( le—?i ) ,
>Q 1
from which the result follows by choosing & = min{Z, % . O

Lemma 3.5. Let B be positive real number and M be a positive integer such that M +1 > B. If
1<q¢<Q=(logN)? and (a,q) = 1, then for a = a/q+ B with |3| < Q/N, we have

. 1+e
(3.26) Fn(a) = WT’M)U(@ +0 <&w>

as well as

f(g; N, M)\° N3Q'*¢(log log N)?
M) e o)

where the implied constant depends on B and M. Here u(8) =3, . ye(nf).
Proof. We have

(3.27) Fy(a)? = <

Fy(a) — M =Y @) Mze(ﬁn)
n<N n<N
= 3 am ( 2 ofom - L2 3 o)
n<N n<N
_ e (n2) _HeN M) o
(3.28) = 3 fome (ng) - TR fetsn

We apply partial summation to obtain

v(e) = MR 5) = Ay o) — 205 [ At
(3.29) < JA(N)| 4+ |BIN max{A(x) : 1 <z < N},
where
(3.30) Ax) == Z <Q(n)e <ng> — M)

n<x

We now need to bound A(z) for 1 < 2 < N. Lemma B2 requires ¢ < (log z)? for some b. Choosing
b = 2B, we split the interval 1 <z < Ninto 1 <z < exp(q%) and eXp(q%) <z < N. For small
x, we have

(3.31) x < eXp(q%) < exp(Q%) < exp(y/log N) < N°.
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1
Thus by Lemma [B:3] we have for 1 < z < exp(q25)

(3.32) ) < ZQ )+ f(q;z, M) < xloglog x < N°.

n<x

Meanwhile, for exp(q%) <z < N, we have by Lemma and Lemma [3.3] that

3 (o (2)- 22

=3 am) < _> . M)+O<f(q;xx,M)>

n<x

Ax) =

ng

NQ*

= Fx <6> - f(q; l‘,M) + OJ\/f(qE 10g10g l‘) <m (log N)M—l—l’

since loglog z < loglog N = log Q'/# « @Q°. Putting this into (3:29)) yields

Fv(a) = Wu(ﬂ) < JA(N)| + |B|N max{A(z) : 1 <z < N}
NQ* |BIN2Q¢ NQWe
(log N)M+1L = (log N)M+1 (log N)M+1"

since |B] < Q/N. This shows the estimate for Fy(«).
Next, we note that |u(8)] < N and that the main term in ([B.20) is <5; N loglog N. Moreover,
the error term in (B.20) holds for all € > 0, in particular, for e = (M + 1 — B)/(2B). We then have
NQ1+€ N

= N.
(log N)M+1 (10g N)M—I—l—B—eB <

(3.33) <

This implies that

. 3 14€
o = (R0 0t G

and the estimate for Fy(a)? now follows. O

3.2. The major and minor arcs. We decompose the unit interval [0, 1] into two disjoint sets:
the major and minor arcs, which we define as follows. Let B > 0 and Q = (log N)?. For 1 < ¢ < Q
and 0 < a < g with (a,q) = 1 the major arc 9M(q,a) is the interval consisting of all real numbers
a € [0,1] such that [a — ] < % The major arcs are pairwise disjoint for large N. The set of major
arcs is

(3.34) me=J | M9
1<¢<Q 0<a<q
(a,q)=1

The minor arcs will therefore be m = [0, 1]\91. By orthogonality we have that

(3.35) m(N):/ w(a)? e(aN)da = </ /)FN e(aN)da.

Our task is to now extract the main term for ro(N) from the integral over 9t and show that the
the integral over m is of lower order. We first use the results from the previous section to compute
the integral over the major arcs.
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Theorem 3.1 (The major arcs). Let B be a positive real number and M a positive integer with
M +1 > B. Then the integral over the major arcs is

2 2
(3.36) /mFN(a):”e(—aN)d = 6(N, M>N +OBM<(105;VN)C>’

for any number C' < min{B, M + 1 —5B}.

Proof. The first observation is that the length of the major arcs 9M(q,a) is Q/N if ¢ = 1 and 2Q /N
if ¢ > 2. We use Lemma to handle the error term as

Pt = /Sm [FN(a)i” - <WT’M)>BU(5)3] o(—Na)da

-y ¥ / [ 0)3 (M)Su(ﬁﬁ] e(~Na)da

1<¢<@Q 0<a<q
(a,9)=

N3Q'<(loglog N)?
< / da
1212@ 0;@:«1 M(g,a) (log N)M+1
(a,9)=
N2Q%**¢(loglog N)?
< Z Z (log N)M+1
1<q<Q O<a<q
(a,9)=
N2Q4+€(log log N)?
(log N)M+1
N2(loglog N)?
= (log N)M+1-4B—<B’

for all € > 0. On the other hand, if « = a/q+ 8 € M(q, a), then |3] < Q/N and we see that for the
main term

Mgﬁ::/m(WT’m)gu(a—g)ge(—Na)da

-y ¥ <WT’M>3/W(%Q)1L<@—g)ge(—Noz)doz

1<¢<Q 0<a<gq
(a,9)=1

-y (f(q;J]\\’;M)>3 3 e<_%> /a/q+Q/Nu<a—g>3e(—Na)da

1<¢<Q (Oga)gql a/q—Q/N
a,q)=

= > (WY“M / 7 e

1<4<Q —Q@/N

(3.37)

Q/N
(3.38) — (N, M; Q) /_ Vel N BB

The integral over § was evaluated in [I8, § 8.4] and it was shown to be &= ® O(N—Q) Consequently,
we arrive at

/ Fn(a)? e(—=Na)da
m
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- SV, M:Q) / L upe-n o et )
= (o +o(BE)) (5 0 (Gr)) +0(aeyimtnean
— e an’Y o NN o Nlols )

N2 N2(loglog N)? N2(loglog N)?
(3.39) =G6(N, M)— + O<W> <(log N)M+1—4B—6B>'

Note that (loglog N)? < (log N)? for all § > 0. Thus, choosing ¢ and 7 sufficiently small in (5:39),
we have

3 N? N?
/{mFN(a) e(—Na)da = &(N, M) + O((logN)C>’
and this ends the proof. O

We can encapsulate the application of Theorem [I.1] into the following result for the minor arcs.

Theorem 3.2 (The minor arcs). For any B > 0, we have

2 oe lo 2
(3.40) /m Fy(a)’ e(—aN)da < m%&

for any A € (0, ) and where the implied constant depends only B.

Proof. Let o € m. By Dirichlet’s theorem, for any real « there exists a fraction a/q € [0,1] with
1<¢ < N/Q and (a,q) = 1 such that
N N'q¢?)

Moreover, Q < q < %, for otherwise ¢ < @ and then a € 9M(q,a) C M, which would be a
contradiction. By Theorem [[L.T] with f = Q2 we have

(3.41)

a__

N
(3.42) Fn(a) < <q—A + N°/6 ¢ Nl_AqA> (log N)2.
for any A € (0, %) The above lower and upper bounds on ¢ yields
N N \? N
3.43 F 4 N¥O L NIA 1 —_—
(343) w(@) < <(log N)BA * * log N (log N)* < (log N)BA-4"
Now, we have by [12, Eq. (14.146)] that
(3.44) / |Fy(a)|?da = Z Q(n)? < N(loglog N)2.
n<N

Consequently, we end up with

/m |Fx(a)*da < sup{|Fx(a)| : @ € m} /

m

N 1
2 2
Fy(@)Pda < (o /0 [P ()2da

N2(loglog N)?
(log N)BA—4

which was the last ingredient of the proof. O

(3.45)
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3.3. The asymptotic formula. We now prove Theorem by merging our results from the
major arcs (Theorem [B.I]) and minor arcs (Theorem B.2)). For any positive number B and positive
integer M with M +1 > 2B, and any A € (0, 1), we have

- (o Lo

N2 N2 (loglog N)?
(3.49) - S0 +O<<logzv>0> *%W)

where C' is any number satisfying C' < min{B, M + 1 — 4B}.

Let A > 0and A € (0,1) be given. Choose B = A™'(A+4) and M = |[A+4B]. Then M +1 > B
and

min{B, M +1—-4B, BA—4} = BA —4 = A.
Thus we arrive at
N2 N2(loglog N)?

4 N)=6 (N, |A+4A7H (A +4)]) — - o/

(3.47) ) = & (N [+ 487 (4 +0))) T+ o e,

as desired.

4. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

A desirable next step after Theorem [L.T] would be to enlarge the class Fy. Consider the more
general class Fy, consisting of additive functions f Satlsfylng f(p) = p®. Notice that

(4.1) Zp and B(n Zap

pln p||n

are then examples of functions in /7. It should be possible to modify the methods used in this
paper to expand Theorem [Tl to include functions in F3 for general b > 0. Moreover, it would
also be interesting to obtain upper and lower bounds for S(N, M) in (LI3]). We will address these
questions in forthcoming work.

Moreover, rather than considering sums of the form

(4.2) Z f(n)e(an)
n<X
where f is an additive function, we could instead consider sums of the form
(4.3) Z 2 e(an
n<X
where z € C. This problem is closely related to the generalized divisor function d,(n) where

(4.4) d.(n) =[] 2etl)-zra-l)

ol

p*[|n

The Dirichlet series and Euler product associated to d,(n) are given by

(4.5) =3 W 110

nS
n=1 P
for Re(s) > 1. It would be very interesting to derive a bound for (£3)), i.e. find f(X;z) such that
(4.6) Z 2" e(an) < f(X; 2).
n<X

Since f is additive, we see that zf(®) is multiplicative and hence the search for f(X;z) could, in
principle, be achieved by adapting the techniques from Montgomery and Vaughan [16] or Dong et
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al. [9]; however tailored approaches are preferred as they lead to tighter bounds. If we recall the
work of [19] and [§], then a method of obtaining 3, . w(n) involves first finding 3, . 2(") with
sufficient uniformity in z, then differentiating with respect to z, and finally letting z tend to 1. If
one could adapt such techniques, then bounds on (£.2]) could be achieved in a unified way; however
the uniformity on z represents a difficulty.

Moreover, new results on weighted asymptotics could be derived by considering the generating
function

(4.7) Vyp(2) = > pupnyw® = [T —w)?™™
n=1 n=1

where w, z € C and f is an arithmetic, potentially additive, function. To successfully extract p,, s
through the Hardy-Littlewood circle method, one will need non-trivial bounds of the form (£ to
deal with the minor arcs.

Lastly, a second line of future work could be as follows. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis
we could integrate z/(") over the contour in [I5, Figure 2.1] that perforates the zeros of ((s) on
the critical line and obtain a better understanding of the link the between the zeros of ((s) and
the enumeration of partitions weighted by w or 2. In particular, this would allow for an ‘explicit
formula’ to arise naturally much like in the prime number theorem. The assumption of the Riemann
hypothesis could also be relaxed at the expense of weakening some of the resulting error terms.
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