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1. Introduction

Let ¢(3(s) = X, m3(n)n™°, R(s) > 1. Determining full asymptotic for the shifted
convolutions

> 73(n)s(n+h) (1.1)

1<n<N

for various ranges of h is an important problem in number theory in the past hundred
years and is still wide open. We believe, however, that Equation (1.1) is too strong for
applications. What we mean by that is the following. Suppose (A) and (C) are two
statements, possibly conjectures, with (A) = (C). We say that (A) is ‘too strong’ for
(C) if there exists a statement (B) such that (i) (B) is easier to prove than (A) and (ii)
the following diagram of implications

(A) == (B)

(C)
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Generalized divisor functions in arithmetic progressions 29

holds. Thus, we propose the following modified weaker correlation sum:

3 m()mn+h), (1.2)

n<X-—h

where the length of the sum depends on the shift h. We show that this sum
in Equation (1.2) is close to its expected value in an L? sense and that this is enough for
certain problems.

More precisely, we prove, with a power-saving error term, that the second moment
of Equation (1.2), namely:

2

Z Z m3(n)ms(n +h) — MT(X,h) | < X371/100 (B)
h<X \n<X-—h

is small, for a certain explicit main term MT(X, h). The main tool used in the proof is a
trigonometric method of I. M. Vinogradov.

Second, as an application of the above bound (B), we obtain the full asymptotic for the
variance of the ternary threefold divisor function in arithmetic progressions, averaged over
all residue classes (not necessarily coprime) and moduli: there exist computable numerical
constants cg, . .., cg such that

2

Z Z Z T3(n) — MT(X;q,a) :X2(¢:810g8X+~'+co)+O(X2’1/300),
g<X 1<a<qg |\ n<X
n=a(q)

(C)
for some explicit main term MT(X;q,a). This result refines a related conjecture (see
Conjecture 1.1) about the leading order asymptotic of a similar variance and improves a
previously known upper bound by the author.

Quantities of the form (C) have their roots in the celebrated Bombieri—Vinogradov
Theorem [4, 24], which, in one form, asserts that

E max max E A(n) — B N(log N)=4, (1.3)
1<g<N1/ 20 -8 5 T oy o)
n=a(q

where A(n) is the von Mangoldt function and B = 44 + 40 with A >0 arbitrary.
Analogues of Equation (1.3) have been found for all 74(n) [19] and 72(n)? [16, Lemma
8], where 7x(n) is the k-fold divisor function: Y oo, 7k(n)n=* = (*(s), R(s) > 1. Around
the same time, Barban [2, 3|, Davenport—Halberstam [7] and Gallagher [9] found the
following related inequality in which the absolute value is being squared:

> 1> A(n)—N) < N%(log N)~4, (1.4)

1<q<N(log N)—B 1=a<q |1<n<N ela
(a,q9)=1 | n=a(q)
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giving a much wider range for ¢. In fact, Davenport and Halberstam proved a slightly
stronger result than Barban’s, while Gallagher gave a simplified elegant proof.
For this reason, this type of inequalities are often referred to as
Barban—Davenport—Halberstam type inequalities.

Barban—Davenport—Halberstam type inequalities have many applications in number
theory. For instance, a version of this inequality (with A(n) replaced by related convolu-
tions over primes) was skillfully used by Zhang [25, Lemma 10] in his spectacular work
on bounded gaps between primes.

In 1970, Montgomery [15] succeeded in replacing the inequality in Equation (1.4) by
an asymptotic equality. Montgomery’s method is based on a result of Lavrik, which
in turns relied on I. M. Vinogradov’s theory of exponential sums over primes. One of
Montgomery’s results is

S 1D A - N QN log N+O(QN log(2N/Q))+0 (N*(log N)~4),
1<q<Q 1<a<q [1<n<N #(9)
(a,q)=1 | n=a(q)

(1.5)
for @ < N and A >0 arbitrary. A few years later, Hooley [12], by introducing new
ideas in treatment of the off-diagonal terms specific to primes, sharpened the right side
of Equation (1.5) to

Q@Nlog N +O(QN) + O(Nz(logN)*A)),

with A(n) replaced by the Chebyshev function 6(n).

Motohashi [17], by using an approach similar to Montgomery, elaborately established
a more precise asymptotic with lower order and power saving error terms for the divisor
function 7(n). Recently, by function field analogues, Rodgers and Soundararajan [22]
were led to an analogous conjecture for the leading order asymptotic of the variance of
the k-fold divisor function 7 over the integers. We state here a smoothed version of that
conjecture formulated in [20, Conjecture 1].

Conjecture 1.1. Let w(y) be a smooth function supported in [1,2] with

Juw?ay=1.

and

Mw](o +it) < ma

uniformly for all |o| < A for any fized positive A> 0, for all positive integers £, where
M(w] denotes the Mellin transform

Miul(s) = [ wa)a" do
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of w. Then, for X,d — oo such that (log X /logd) — ¢ € (0, k), we have

> A (mi X, d,a)* ~ ar(d)ye(c) X (log d)* 7, (1.6)
(a1
where
A Xoda)= Y e (%) ’ﬁ rumw ().

n=a (mod d)

a(d) = hm (s — 1)k Z

s—17T el
(n.d)=1

and i (c) is a piecewise polynomial of degree k* — 1 defined by

1
=—— e e A(w)?d*
W) = R T o A
with 6.(x) = 6(x — ¢) a Dirac delta function centred at ¢, A(w) = [[;_;(w; —w;) a
Vandermonde determinant, and G the Barnes G-function, so that in particular G(k+1) =
(k=D k—=2)!---1L

In [22], Rodgers and Soundararajan confirmed an averaged version of this conjecture in
a restricted range over smooth cutoffs. Harper and Soundararajan [11] obtained a lower
bound of the right order of magnitude for the average of this variance. In [20], by using
the functional equation for L(s, x) and a multiplicative Voronoi summation formula, the
author confirmed the asymptotic equation (1.6) for the restricted dual range k—1 < ¢ < k
for all k. By the large sieve inequality, the author also obtained in [19, Theorem 3] an
upper bound of the same order of magnitude for this averaged variance.

The smoothed asymptotic equation (1.6) as well as the un-smoothed version are closely
related to the problem of moments of Dirichlet L-functions [5] and correlations of divisor
sums [6]. This is due to the appearance of the factor v (c) in the leading order asymptotic
in Equation (1.6). This piecewise polynomial ‘gamma-k-c’, as it is commonly referred to,
is known to be connected with the geometric constants g in the moment conjecture:

[

2’“ (log T)*”

dt ~ argiT 2] , (T — 0),

where
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by the conjectural relation

.
k'Q!/ Ye(c)de =gk, (k=1).
0

We note that the coprimity condition (a,d) = 1 in Equation (1.6) is essential for this
phenomenon.

In summary, we obtain in this paper a new upper bound for the second moment of
the error term of the modified shifted convolution of 73(n) in Theorem 2.1 and, as an
application, apply this bound to obtain a full asymptotic with a power-saving error term
for a variance of 75(n) in arithmetic progressions in Theorem 2.2. The novelty of our
results is the demonstration that a modified version of the original additive correlation
sum is adequate for certain applications.

1.1. Notations

Tr(n): the number of ways to write a natural number n as an ordered product of k
positive integers.

7(n) = 12(n): the usual divisor function.

©(n): Euler’s function, i.e., the number of reduced residue classes modulo n.

¢(s): Riemann’s zeta function with variable s = o + it.

I'(s): Gamma function.

~: Euler’s constant = 0.5722. ...

~Yo(a): Oth generalized Stieltjes constant:

G|
= 1. I — —1 .
Yola) = lim (kzokw 0g<m+a>>

e(r) = e2miz,
-a
eqla) = ™4,

¢q(b): Ramanujan’s sum

cq(b) = Z eq(ab).

1<a<q
(a,q)=1

(m, n): the greatest common divisor of m and n.

[m, n]: the least common multiple of m and n.

N: sufficiently large integer.

e: arbitrary small positive constant, not necessarily the same in each occurrence.

P.(log N): a polynomial of degree r in log N, not necessarily the same in each
occurrence.

Throughout the paper, all constants in O-terms or in Vinogradov’s notation < depends
on ¢ at most.
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2. Statement of results

Our main results are the following.
Theorem 2.1. We have, for sufficiently large N,

2
> > m(n)ms(n+ k) — Sa(k,N) | < N299/100, (2.1)
1<k<N \n<N—k
where Sa(k,N) is given by Equation (3.20) with A = N*/19,
As an application, we apply Equation (2.1) to prove

Theorem 2.2. We have the following asymptotic equality, with effectively computable
numerical constants &;, (0 < j < 8),

2

8
Z Z Z T3(n) — NPy(log N) :N2268_j10g8_jN+0<N2_ﬁ)7
7=0

1<E<N 1<b<t| 1<n<N
n=b(mod £)

(2.2)

where

2.1. Remarks

(1) Our bound (2.1) is an improvement of a related result of Baier et al. [1], who proved
an analogous estimate to Equation (2.1) but for correlations of 73 with fixed length
and shifts up to N'~=. More precisely, they proved in [1, Theorem 2]: Assume that
N1/3+e < g < Nl-e, Then, there exists § >0 such that

2

Z Z m3(n)73(n + h) — MTo(N, h)| <« HN?7°,
h<H |[N<n<2N

for some main term MTo (N, k).

(2) The expected main term (EMT) Ps(log N) in Equation (2.2) is a certain polyno-
mial of degree two in log N whose coefficients can all be determined explicitly (c.f.
Lemma 3.6):

1 -~ - - -
Py(log N) = - A log? N — (A — B)log N + (A - B + C),
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where

A=A(Lb) =071 g%, 0) D eqlaaBy),

ql¢ a,B8,7=1

B=B(t,b) =t q7%(b) Y eglaaBy)(3v(a/q) -3 logq),
qle B,y

Biy=1
C= é(& b) =" Zq_?’cq(b) Z eq(acfy)
a,B,y=1

qlt

(370(01/ 2)70(8/q) — 90(a/q)log g + g log? q) ,

«v is Euler’s constant, yo(«a) is the Oth Stieltjes constant and ¢, (b) is the Ramanujan
sum. Different main terms are also considered by other authors. Our choice of EMT
Equation (2.3) here differs from that of Equation (1.6) by an admissible amount
which can be shown to be at most O(X?/3+¢). This has the harmless effect of
changing lower order terms coefficients &; in the asymptotic; see the discussion
proceeding Lemma 4.17. Since our average over b(mod /) is over all residue classes
not necessarily coprime to ¢, the expression Equation (2.3) is the natural EMT
to consider, as can readily be seen from its shape. When coprimality condition is
imposed on b(mod ¢), the corresponding EMT is the one appearing in Equation
(1.6); this EMT comes from the contribution of the principal character xy mod ¢.
(3) The constants &;,0 < j < 8, have complicated expressions but can be explicitly
determined from our proof. We give here the value of the leading constant Gg:

1 _ , _ _ _
68:§H(1f9p2+16p 5 —9p*+p %) ~1.22326 x 1075, (2.4)
p

(4) T. Parry has recently informed us that he has succeeded in obtaining an asymptotic
formula for all £ for the quantity:

2

Z Z Z Tr(n) — main term| ,

g<Qa=1| n<z
n=a(q)

with power saving error terms.

His result is now available: By using a different method of Goldston and Vaughan
[10], Parry obtained in [21, Theorem 1] there is a quantity f.(q,a), such that for
fixed a,q > 1,

> )~ fulga) (@ eo)

n<x
n=a (mod q)
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and setting

zfa(q,a) -

Ez(Q7 a) = Z Tk(n) - T and V({E, Q) = Z Z |E:L’(q7 G,)‘Q?
n<x q<Qa=1
n=a(q)

one has, for some polynomial P(-,-) of degree < k? —1 and 1 < Q = o(x),

V(z,Q) = 2QP(log x,log Q)

C
T
+ Ope Q? (Q> 4 p3/2he | p2-4/(6k—3)+e 1Qute | (2.5)
k=2 k>2
where
(1/2,1), for k =2,

(1—-1/k(k—2),1), fork > 2,
and 0 € (0,1) is any value for which we have

> 7k(n)? = XP(log X) + O, (X' %),

n<X

for some polynomial P of degree k? — 1. We view our endpoint estimate (2.2) a
complement to (2.5) and vice versa for k =3.

2.2. Outline of the proofs

We follow the approach of Motohashi [17] in his treatment of the divisor function 7(n),
which in turn was based on Montgomery’s adaptation [15] of a result of Lavrik [14] on
twin primes on average.

To control the error term, we prove an analog of Lavrik’s result for 73, using a simpler
version of Vinogradov’s method of trigonometric sums, as in [17]. The standard convexity
bound for ((s) in the critical strip suffices for our purpose. We remark here that our
analogue of Lavrik’s result can be seen as an average result concerning the mean square
error of the following modified additive divisor sum

Z T3(n)T3(n + h) (2.6)

1<n<N-—h

of length N — h averaged over h up to h < N — 1. The advantage of considering Equation
(2.6) is that the length of this sum becomes shorter the larger the shift A is, making
contribution from large shifts small, so a power saving is possible when an average over
h is taken. This idea might also have applications to the sixth power moment of {(s),
which we plan to revisit in the near future.
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To evaluate the main term, we proceed slightly different from Motohashi due to
some complications involving an exponential sum in three variables. We show that the
resulting sum can be evaluated, on average, thanks to an orthogonality property of the
Ramanujan’s sums.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.1

For 0 >1 and (a,q) = 1, let

E(S;Z): ( ) Z n)eq(an)n=*. (3.1)

The case for the usual divisor function 7(n) was considered by Estermann (1930)
who obtained analytic continuation and the functional equation for the corresponding
generating function. Smith extended the result to all 7. We specialize to a special case
his results.

Lemma 3.1. ([23, Theorem 1, pg. 258]). The function E3(s;a/q) has a meromor-
phic continuation to the whole complex plane where it is everywhere holomorphic except
for a pole of order 3 at s=1. Moreover, E(s;a/q) satisfies the functional equation:

3(2s-1) I3 q 3(2s-1) 3 (2=2)
E(s;afg) = (1) * ( >E+ 1-sia/g)+i (L) 1“E+)E (1-s;a/q),
(3.2)
where
Ei(saa/Q) = Z Gi(mlam27m3;a/Q)(m1m2m3>_sv (U > 1)7
ml,TnQ,ngl
1
G=(m1,ma, m3;a/q) = QqT/Q{G(mhmzam?,;a/q) + G(m1,ma, m3;—a/q)},
and
G(my,ma,ms;a/q) = Z eq(amimams + mix1 + maxa + maxs).
z1,29,23(q)

We rewrite the functional equation (3.2) as follows (c.f. Ivic [13]). Let

(eq(axlxgxg + nixy + noto + nzxs)

| —

A* (TL?a/Q) = Z Z

ningng=nxy,r9,r3=1

+eg(—azizoxs + nix1 + noxwo + ngxg)).
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We have that

|A*(n,a/q)| < ¢*r3(n).
Then from Lemma 3.1, we obtain the following form of the functional equation.

Lemma 3.2. ([13, Lemma 2, pg. 1007]). For o <0 and (a,q) =1, we have

_3(25—1 3 (1l—s 00
E(sia/q) = (%) 2 {1}53((;)) > AT(n,a/qn

3 (2=s) o©
—l—iLlis) ZA(n,a/q)nSl} ) (3.3)

where the two series on the right-side are absolutely convergent.

We also need the Laurent expansion of F(s;a/q) at s =1 for residue calculations. We
first recall a lemma from Motohashi [17].

Lemma 3.3. We have, uniformly for any integer d,

Z Z(’O (logdy 4+ 2y — 1 — 2 log q) + O(72(d)y*/? log? y).
1<m<y q|d
Proof. See [17, Lemma 4.6.1, p. 193]. O

Lemma 3.4. For (a,q) =1, we have

E(s;a/q) = é ((s ;41)3 + G _31)2 + Sc_jl> + ch(a,q)(s -1, (3.4)

n=0
where
q
A= Z eq(aaffy),
a,B,y=1
q
B= 2 ) eqlanpy)(3v0(a/q) — 3 logq),
a,B,y=1
q

C=0Clg)=q> (aaﬁw(:’m(a/qm (8/4) ~ 90(/a) log + & log? q>
a,B,y=1
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with

Yo(a) = lim ( P log(m + a)> . (3.5)

The coefficients A, B and C are independent of a and satisfy:

Ag) < log?q, B(q) < log®q, Clg) < log*q, (3.6)

uniformly in a.

Proof. See Ivi¢ [8, pp. 1007-1008] for the Laurent expansion (3.4). In fact, Ivi¢ also
gave upper bound of the form ¢¢ for A, B, and C which came from the bound:

q
Z eq(aafy) <gq Z T(aq) < q2+5.

a,B,y=1 1<a<q

We can sharpen this upper bound by applying Lemma 3.3 and bounding > ald @ by

log(q), giving:

q
Z eqlaafy) < q Z 7(aq) < ¢*log”q.

a,B,y=1 1<a<q
Thus, noting that yo(«) < 1 by Equation (3.5), the bound Equation (3.6) follows. O
Lemma 3.5. Forn > 1 and (a,q) =1, we have:
a\ n’ 4 (A 5
RelsE ss;— ) —=q¢ n 510g n—(A—B)logn+(A—-B+C) |, (3.7
S§= q S
where A, B and C are given in Lemma 3.4.
Proof. We have, by Equation (3.4),
a\n® 1. d° a\ n’
R:E<q> = (“‘” E<q) >
= i L (At Bl - 1)+ O — 1)+ 0((s — 1))
©2q s—1 ds? s
1 (AL o
=q¢ n Elog n—(A—B)logn+(A—-B+C)|.

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091523000664 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091523000664

Generalized divisor functions in arithmetic progressions

Lemma 3.6. Foro>1, let

R(s;£,b) = T3(n)n=%.
n=b(mod )

We have

s=1

Res (s;é,b)ﬁ =N <log2N— (A—B)log N + (A—B—i—é)) ,
s

where

A=A(L,b) =071 " q ey (b)Alq),

qle

B = B({,b) —5_1Zq_1cq b)B(q),
ql¢

C=Cb) =07 g ce(b)C(q),
ale

with A(q), B(q),C(q) given in Lemma 3.4.

Proof. We can write R(s;¥,b) as

R(s; £,b) EZZE(Z —ab)E ( )

qlt 1<a<q

(,Q) 1
(9) Blg) . Cl9)
E; (s—l) +(s—1)2+s—1>
+Z Z cq b)en(a,q)(s —1)"
"0 qlf

A, b 0,b = n
:(s(l))3+(5(1)) 571 Z Z (b)en(a,)(s = 1)".
n:O qll

The lemma follows as in the previous one.

For a € R, let

D(a,N) = Z T3(n)e(an).

1<n<N

Using Equation (3.1) we first estimate D(«, N) for a = a/q with (a,q) = 1.
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Lemma 3.7. For (a,q) =1, we have

D (Z,n) = g (;1 log2n—(A—B)logn+(A—B+C)> —&-O{(nq-i-qQ)?’/"aJrE}7

with A, B,C given in Lemma 3./.

Proof. We have

s s 1 —0+iT s
D (a,n> = Res F (s; a) n +Res E (s; a) n + — E (s; a> gs (3.9)
q s=1 q) s  s=0 q) s 2w J_s_ir q) s

nlte 1 e a
+0 —l—ns—l——/ E(U+iT;> n’do p,
{ T T ) s q

where § = (log(ng + 1))~! and T is to be determined latter. By expressing the residue
as an integral around the origin,

Res F (s; a) n
s=0 q S

By the functional equation (3.3) and the convexity argument,

< (log(gn + 1)) (3.10)

‘E (0 + 4T “) ’ < (qT)%“’“) (log ¢T)°,
q

uniformly for —§ < o < 1+ §. Hence, we get

1 —o+iT a\ n® 3
— El{s—]—d Tq)2 (log qT)" 3.11
i B (52) ] < (o)l omar” (3.11)
and
3
1 [ . a " n s 10/ Tq 2(1-o)
T[a E(U+ZT; q) n? do <« T(IquT) [5 <n2/3> do. (3.12)
Taking

T = qfl(nq+q2)2/5,
it follows from Equations (3.7), (3.9), (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12) that

a

D (q,n) = g (;1 log2n—(A—B)logn+(A—B+C')> +O{(nq+q2)3/5+5}.
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Lemma 3.8. For a € R, we have

Dla,N) == 30 (‘;1 log2n(AB)logn+(AB+C)>e((aa>n>

q 1<n<N q
(3.13)
cofieare (oo}
with A, B and C given in Lemma 3.4.
Proof. We have
D(a,N)= Y {D(a/g,n) — D(a/g,n— 1)} e((c — a/gq)n).
1<n<N
This, together with Lemma 3.7 and partial summation, gives Equation (3.13). O
Let
1 A
F (a,a,N> =- (loan— (A—B)logn—i—(A—B—i—C)) e ((a— a) n) ,
q a9, 52N \2 q
(3.14)
and
q a 2
Gala, N) = > ’F <a, 7N> : (3.15)
1<g<A  a=1 q
(a,q)=1
where A satisfies
4A < Q, (3.16)

where €2 is the order of a Farey series (see §3.1) and A is to be determined more precisely
later; see Equation (3.30) below. By Lemma 3.8 and Equation (3.14),

|D(a, N) — F(a,a/q, N)| < (Nq + ¢%)*/°*¢ (1 + |a — Z‘ N> . (3.17)
Now, by Equations (3.14) and (3.15),
1 q
Gala,N)= > e(ak) —Wy(k,N) Y eq(—ak) |, (3.18)
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where

1
Wq(k;,N):ZAQ > log®nlog?(n + |k|) (3.19)
1<n<N—|k|

1
—5A(A-B) > logn log(n + [k|)logn(n + [k|)
1<n<N—|k|

+ (A - B)? Z logn log(n + |k|)
1<n<N-—|k|

1
- §A(A—B+C’) Z (log? n + log?(n + |k|))
1<n<N-—|k|

~(A=B)A-B+C) Y logn(n+|k|)
1<n<N—|k|

+(A-B+O0)*(N — k)
= w1 (q)T1(k, N) + -+ - + we(q)Ts(k, N),

say. For the innermost sum in Equation (3.18), we have

q )
> et = () ; (f;w) — eIk,

(a q)=1

Thus, we write Equation (3.18) as

Gale,N)= (Z g 2eq (k)W (k, N)) elak)= Y Sa(k,N)e(ak),

|[k|<N—1 \1<g<A [k|<N—1
(3.20)
say. Now, by Equation (3.8), we have
ID(a, N)P = > V(k N)e(ak),
[k|<N-1
where
V(E,N) = > m(n)ms(n+ k). (3.21)
1<n<N—|k|
Thus,

ID(a, N)]* = Ga(a, N) = Y (V(k,N) = Sa(k, N))e(ak),

k|<N-1

and we obtain
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Lemma 3.9.
S (V(hN) = Sa(k, N))? / 1D(0r, N)? — Ga(e, V)| da, (3.22)
k|<N—1

with D(a, N), Ga(a, N), V(k,N) and Sa(k, N) given by Equations (3.8), (3.15), (3.21)
and (3.20), respectively.

This integral will be estimated in §3.1 below.

Lemma 3.10. With

Ti(k,N) = Z log? n log?(n + |k|), (3.23)
1<n<N—|k|
Ty(k,N)= > logn log(n+[k|)log(n(n +|k|)),
1<n<N—|k|
T3(k7N) = Z logn IOg(n+|k|)7
1<n<N—|k|
Ty(k,N)= > (log”n+log*(n + |k])),
1<n<N—|k|
Ti(k,N)= > log(n(n+ |k])).
1<n<N-—|k|

given from Equation (3.19), we have

Ti(k,N) = (N — |k|)log> N log*(N — |k|) + O(N log® N),
To(k,N) = (N — |k|)(log> N log(N — |k|) +log N log*(N — |k|)) + O(N log® N),
Ty(k, N) = (N — [k])log N log(N — [k]) + O(N log N),
Ty(k, N) = (N — [k|)(log> N + log?(N — [k[)) + O(N log N),
T5(k, N) = (N — [k])(log N + log(N — [k[)) + O(N).
Proof. For k>0, by partial summation, we have
T5(k,N) = (N — k)log(N — k) + N log N — k logk — 2(N — k) 4+ O(log N).
Similarly, we obtain the other 7}’s. 0

Lemma 3.11. We have, for any (a,q) =1 and > 0,

1
> m(n)eglan) = ¢7' X (log X — 2 logq + 2y — 1) + O: ((qX)?“ + q“f) ,
n<X

where the big-oh is independent of a.
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Proof. See, e.g. [17, page 179, line -3]. O
We will apply Perron’s formula in the following form.

Lemma 3.12. Let f(s) =Y.~ ap,n™* be a Dirichlet series which converges absolutely
for o> 1. Suppose a, = O(n?) for any ¢ >0 and f(s) = ((s)*F(s) for some natural
number ¢ and some Dirichlet series F(s) which converges absolutely in R(s) > 1/2. Then

for X not an integer, we have

1
Z Gy = gF(ll) 'XPg_l(logX) + O; <X1_£+2) ,
= (¢ —1)t!

where Py_1(log X) is the polynomial in log X of degree £ — 1 with leading coefficient 1
given explicitly by

Xsfl

Py_1(log X) = (£ — 1)!Ress—1((s) F(s) .

Proof. See [18, Problems 4.4.16, 4.4.17]. O

Lemma 3.13. We have

A
> rn) = X Plog X) + 0 (XIO/“) :
n<X :

where Az = 8!Gs with &g given in Equation (2.4), and Ps(log X) is a polynomial of
degree 8 in log X and leading coefficient 1.

Proof. We have

s 5 (7))

n=1 p v=1

where both members of this equation are absolutely convergent if o > 1. Hence, if o > 1,
{C(s)} ™ {Z Tg(n)n—S} =[[{a-p)°+9p~ +36p~2 +---)}
n=1 D
= H {14 ap™ +asp™ +---} = F(s),
p

say, where

-5

r=0
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We adopt the convention for the binomial coefficients that (;Ll) = 0 if m > n. We have

as = —9,a3 = 16,a4 = —9,a5 = 0,a6 = 1 and a, = 0 for v > 7. The coeflicient a,
satisfies

la,| < K2,

where K is independent of v. Hence,
oo
Z |ay|p71’5 < K/p725’
v=2

where K’ is independent of p. Hence, if o > 1/2, then Zp p~2¢ is absolutely convergent,
and thus is also

F(s) = H {1 + Zayp”s} .
P v=2

Hence we obtain that

Y min)n = {¢(s)} F(s),

n=1
where F(s) is absolutely convergent for o > 1/2. It follows at once, by Lemma 3.12, that
2 As 10/11
> 7n) = SXPy(log X) +0 (X ) :
n<X :
where

As=F(1) = H (1 —9p 2+ 16p 2 —9p* +p_6) .

p

Lemma 3.14. We have

N-—1 2
tlogt
/ o8 dt_N(logQN—k)gN—”H) + O(log N),
. N1t 6

and

N71t10g2t 3 2 7T2 2
/ ~ tdt:N(log N —2 log N—(3—2>10gN+2C(3)—2)+O(10g N).
) _

Proof. Expanding into a geometric series and integrate by parts, we have
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N-1 oo N—1
tlogt 1
A= — ™ logt dt
/1 N—t m_le/l o8

m=1 +
=1 N —1\""
- 1
Nmzl<m+1>2( v) o

:N<log N— 1ogN—7;,+1) + O(log N).

This gives the first integral. The second integral is computed in a similar way. 0

3.1. An analogue to a result of Lavrik

In this section we estimate the integral in Equation (3.22) by the trigonometric method
of I.M. Vinogradov along the line of Lavrik, following Motohashi (§3).

Let a/q be a term of the Farey series of order €2, which is to be determined later; see
Equation (3.30) below. Let

be consecutive terms of the Farey series and let C(a/q) be the interval {Z:—ig, Zig:,/} . The

interval C'(a/q) contains the fraction a/q with length bounded by
()
q

N) :/0 [1D(0, N2 — Ga(o )| da,

< (3.24)

2
qsy
Let

denote the integral in Equation (3.22). We proceed to estimate U(N). We have

=D Z / o ID(at, N)|? = Ga(e, N)[* da (3.25)

1<q<Q a=1
q_l
22
<2 ) Z/ |DaN)|2—'F<a,,N) da
1<q<Q a=1 “C(a/q)
,q—
q 2
+2 > > / GA(a,N)‘F <a,,N) do
=1 Jcta/a)

1<q<Q
(a,q)=1

= Ul(N) +U2(N)7
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say. For U1 (N), we have, from Equation (3.17) and the inequality ||A[*> — |B|2|2 < 4|A-
BJ?(|A|? + |B|?), valid for any complex numbers A and B, that
a al?
‘lD(Oé,N)I2 - ‘F (a,q,N> < (Ng+ )8+ <1+ a= N2>
u 2
<|D(a,N)|2 + 'F (a, ,N) ) .
q

Thus, for a € C(a/q), we have, by Equation (3.24), that the above is bounded by

16+25 2 2
<(N9)g+25+9152+4€ NQQ + ]8V_4€> <|D(a,N)2+‘F<Oé,ZvN> )

212

and we get
16
Saze | ¥ras , NO e N2
Ui(N) < [ (NQ)s+2e 5+ — + —5— (3.26)
Q Qg 4e
2
/ |D(a, N)|? ( ) da
1<q<Q  a=1
(a,q)=1
N?-‘,-Q& N2
< [(vay8+2E e + N log® N
2 8
Q 95—45
For Us(N), we have, by Equation (3.15),
2
q q / 2
Us(N) < > / > ‘F (a,/,N> da (3.27)
1<¢<Q a=1 “C@/D) |icpan oy q
(a,q)=1 (@ q)=1
d g#aq’
q a 4
n > F(a,,N> da
A<g< a=1 “C(a/9) q
~ (a9)=1
= Us(N) + Us(N),
say. By Equation (3.14), we have
(N log® N)* 1 N*log® N
-_ — _. 2
Us(N) < o > < ns (3.28)
A<g<Q
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It remains to estimate Us(N). By partial summation, we can write F' (o, a’/¢’, N) as

1
g A7) log® N + (B(d,q') = 2A(d’,¢)) log N + 2A(a’,¢') = B(d',q)
/ N B
+C(d,q")) e<(aa/>n)1// (2A10g§+B 2A>
1<n<N q ¢ )1 § ¢

Z e ((a— a’) n> dé.
1<n<¢ ¢

Thus,

a ¢ log® N
R e 2
q q 311177(04—?)‘

The function F (o, a’/q’, N) has period 1 in a, and |a/q — (a’/¢’ + 1)| < 1/2. Thus,
Us3(N) is at most

< A’log?N Y Z/ 3 Z ¢ da
q

7
1<q<Q a=1 YCW/D)cgren g gt 51n7r(a— —,)‘
7q _1 N
(a’,q")=1
0< &/,Q <l
By Equation (3.16), we have, for o € C(a/q)
li /
o of |, | 2
2lg ¢ q| "4

for N sufficiently large. Hence,

q

R D D S Y z o
1<g<Q a:£11<q'<A o qa|

(a,q)= (a/ q/) 1

o q#aq’

2 2 12 2
< Q +€A lOg N F

where ¢(u) is the number of integer solutions to |aq’ —qa’| = u in the range of summation.
We have

t(u) < A%Q,
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which yields
Us(N) < Q3+ A% log'? N. (3.29)

From Equations (3.22), (3.25), (3.26), (3.27), (3.28) and (3.29), we get the inequality

N21/5 N3
> (V(k,N)—Sa(k,N))* < N° (N11/596/5 + QAN 4 ~ + 7
1<k<N-1
N4
Q3A% )
+ + QA?’)
We now take, for example,
O =N2/38 snd A= N9, (3.30)

Then, the requirement Equation (3.16) is satisfied, and we have proved

Lemma 3.15. The inequality

Z (V(kv N) — SA(IC,N))Q < N299/100’
1<k<N-1

holds for sufficiently large N.

4. Proof of theorem 2.2

Let Q(N) denote the sum on the left side of Equation (2.2). We have

> Y. mn)m(ng) (4.1)

1<U<N 1<n1,no<N
n1=ng(mod £)

+%N2 log' N > > A(L,b)

1<U<N 1<b<4

~N?log®’ N > > (4 A0, 0)B(£,b))
1<U<N 1<b<e
+N?log? N > > (A(€,0)* = 2A(¢,b)B + B(¢,b)%)
1<U<N 1<b<e
+N%log® N > > (A(6,b)* = A(4,b)B(£,b) + A(,b)C (L, b))

1<U<N 1<b<e

+2N?log® N > >~ (A(4,b)* + B((,b)?

1<e<N 1<b<e

— 2A(¢,b)B(£,b) — B(£,b)C(£,b) + A(£,b)C(¢,b))
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+ N2> ST (A(4b)? + B(,b)? + C(L,b)?

1<<N 1<

— 2A(¢,b)B(£,b) + 2A(¢,b)C(£,b) — 2B(£,b)C(£,b))

~Nlog’N > Y AWb) > 73(n)

1<l<N 1<b<¥ 1<n<N
n:b(f)
+2NlogN > > (A B(,b) Y 7s(n)
1<¢<N 1<b<¢ 1<n<N
n=b(¥)
+2N Y Y (A B(£,b)+ C(L,b)) > 73(n)
1<I<N 1<b</t 1<n<N
n=b(¥)

=@Q1(N)+ -+ Q10(N),

say. We start with evaluating Q1(NN), whose treatment is the most difficult of the 10. We

have

Qi1(N)=N Z 3 (n) +2 Z Z Z T3(n)7m3(n + ul)

1<n<N 1<U<SN—-1 1<u<(N-1)/¢ 1<n<N-ul
=N > m@m+2 > V(kN)T(k),
1<n<N 1<k<N-1

where V(k, N) is given by Equation (3.21). Here we have, by Lemma 3.13,

As
> rin) = G NPullog N) + 0 (N1,
n<N

with Az and Pg(log N) given in that lemma. Now, by Lemma 3.15,

> V(i N)r(k)= > Sa(k,N)r(k)

1<k<N-1 1<k<N-1

1/2
+0 ( Z 72(1@))

1<k<N-1

1/2
( > (V(kN)- Sa(k7N))2)
= Salk, N)r(k) + O (N290/300)

= Qu(N) + 0 (N0,
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say. We now calculate Q11(N). By Equation (3.20), (3.19) and (3.23), we have

6
Qu(N) =Y Y qwile) D, 7(k)eg(k)T;(k, N).
J=11<q<A 1<k<N-—1
If ¢=1, then
a(k)=1, A(1) =1, B(1) =3y, C(1) = 3+2,
and, hence,
wi(1) =7,
1
w2(1) = 5(3’7 - 1)’
ws(1) = (1-37)?,
will) = —3 (137 +37%)
ws(1) = 3y = 1)(1 = 3y - 37?),
we(1) = (1 =3y +37%)%
Thus,
6
Qu(N)=> w;(1) > 7(k)T;(k,N) (4.5)
j=1 1<k<N-1
6
+30 > aPwila) Y r(k)e(R)Ty(k N).
j=11<g<A 1<k<N-1

To calculate the k-summations, we need to compute the following sums:

H(N)= Y 7(k)log(N —k), (4.6)
1<k<N-1

Hy(N)= > 7(k)log*(N — k),
1<k<N-1

Hy(X) = > 7(k)eg(k),
1<k<X

Hy(N)= > 7(k)cg(k)log(N — k),
1<k<N-1

Hs(N)= Y 7(k)eq(k)log®(N — k),
1<k<N-1

He(N)= Y kr(k)log(N — k),
1<k<N-1
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He(N)= Y kr(k)log®(N — k),
1<k<N-1

> kr(k)eq(k)

1<k<X

Ho(N)= Y kr(k)cg(k)log(N — k),
1<k<N-1

Hyo(N)= Y kr(k)eg(k)log®(N — k).
1<k<N-1

Assume ¢ > 1. We now compute the first sum in Equation (4.6). By partial summation,
we have

N-—1 N—1
Hl(N):/ Ni logtdt—l—(27—1)/ N%dHO(Nl/? log N).
1 1

By the first part of Lemma 3.14, this is equal to
7T2
N <10g2 N —logN — "= + 1) +(2y—1)(N logN — N) + O(N'2 log N).

Thus,

2
H{(N)= N log> N + (2y — 2)N log N + (”6 — 27) N 4+ O(N'Y? log N).
Similar, by both parts of Lemma 3.14, we get

N-1 2
1
Hy(N) = /1 3 (t log? t 4 (2 — 2)t logt + (7;_ - 27) t+O(t'/? logt)) dt

2
= N log® N + (2y — 4)N log> N + (4 4y — 6) N log N

+ (24(3)—2—(27—2) (7;2—1> —7:+27)N+O(N1/2 log2N).

We now estimate H3(X). We have, by definition of the Ramanujan sums,

Z Z k)eq(ak).

1<a<q 1<k<X
(a,q)=1

By Lemma 3.11, the inner sum is ¢ 'X (logX —2logq+2y—1) +
O. ((qX)%“ + qHE). Thus,

1
H3(X) = ('DEIQ)X(logX —2logg+2y—-1)+0 ((q3X)?+E +q2+5) .
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The error term here is negligible. Using the above we get, by partial summation,

Hy(N) = NPy(log N) + O ((q3N)%+E n q2+6)

and

H;(N) = NPy(log N) + O ((¢*N)2¥ + ¢*)

for some polynomials Py(log N) and Ps(log N) of degrees two and three in log N,
respectively. Similarly, by partial summation we can easily obtain:

Lemma 4.16.
Hg(N) = %(N —1)%1og*(N — 1) + A (N — 1)2log(N — 1) + Ao(N — 1)?
+ O(N®?1og N),
H:(N) = %(N —1)%log®(N — 1) + A3(N — 1)%log?*(N — 1) 4+ A4(N — 1)?log(N — 1)
+ X5(N —1)%2 + O(N3/? log® N),

Hy(N) = N*Qu(log N) + O ((¢*N*)2¥ + Ng**),

H(N) = N*Qa(log N) + O ((¢*N*) 2+ + Ng**<).

Hio(N) = N2Qs(log N) + O ((¢*N*)2+ + Ng**)

with numerical constants \;’s and some explicit polynomials Q1,Q2 and Qs of degrees

one, two and three, respectively.
Here, we have

AL =7v-1/2,

2 1 3
>\2—E—§’Y—1a
)‘3:7_5/4a

etc.

Collecting the wj’s, Tj’s and the Hj’s above, we deduce the following:

Lemma 4.17. There is an explicit polynomial Ps(log N) of degree 5 in log N such
that
Q1 (N) = N2Ps(log X) + O <N%+5> _

Consequently, from Equations (4.2), (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5), we obtain that

Q1(N) = N2Pgy(log N) 4+ O(N®99/300),
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With more effort, though tedious in details, one can calculate similar asymptotic expan-
sions for Q2(N) to Q10(N) in Equation (4.1). However, for our purpose, it suffices to
bound the sums Q2- Q1o and show that they are smaller than the leading term N2 log8 N.
Indeed, by Equation (3.6) and orthogonality of the Ramanujan sum ¢, (), we have that

Q2(N),...,Q10(N) < N? log® N. (4.7)

We demonstrate one such bound for Q2(N) — the other bounds can be obtained simi-
larly. Suppose first that ¢ =1. We have, in this case, A(¢,b) = £~ for any b, and hence

STOD AWY=D) ) < logN. (4.8)
1<0<N 1<b<¥ 1<¢<N 1<b<¥

Assume next ¢i,¢2 > 1. Suppose (¢1,¢2) = 1. Then

Z Cqy (b)cq2(b) = Z quqg(b) < q192.

1<b<e 1<b<e

From this and Equation (3.6), we get

Z A2 (¢,b) = 2 Z Z q1_1q2_1 Z Cq1 (b)cqz (0) 10g2 Ua 10g2 q2

1<b<e a11€ aalt 1<b<e

=/ Z:log2 T Z log? g2 < €72 log* ¢,
q11¢ azlt

and, hence,

A0 < > 7% log" £ < log N. (4.9)
1<O<N 1<b<( 1<0<N

It remains to consider the case where (g1, ¢g2) > 1. We have

> eg®)? =Y didaplqr/di)p(ga/da) D 1< Uqug2)* + (195",

1<b<2 dilqq do|g2 1<b<e
dqy|b
do|b
Thus,

S> A< > r(f) <log® N.

1<P<N 1<b<L 1<6<N

This, together with Equations (4.8) and (4.9), give that Q2(N) is at most
O(N? log® N), verifying Equation (4.7) for Qo(N).

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091523000664 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091523000664

Generalized divisor functions in arithmetic progressions 55

As mentioned before, the estimates in Equation (4.7) are crude simply for the purpose
of showing they do not contribute to the leading term. It is possible, by procedures
analogous to the computations for Q1 (N) and ), Wy(k, N) demonstrated in the proof,
to compute explicitly a polynomial Ps(log N) of degree 6 in log N such that:

Q2(N) + -+ Q1o(N) = N2P6(10gN) + O(N599/300),

We conclude, therefore, that Q(N), which is the left-hand side of Equation (2.2), is
given by:

N2Ps(log N) + O(N?71/300),

which gives the right-hand side of Equation (2.2). This completes the proof of the
theorem.
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