THE DISTRIBUTION OF CONSECUTIVE PRIME BIASES AND SUMS
OF SAWTOOTH RANDOM VARIABLES

ROBERT J. LEMKE OLIVER AND KANNAN SOUNDARARAJAN

ABSTRACT. In recent work, we considered the frequencies of patterns of consecutive primes
(mod ¢) and numerically found biases toward certain patterns and against others. We made
a conjecture explaining these biases, the dominant factor in which permits an easy descrip-
tion but fails to distinguish many patterns that have seemingly very different frequencies.
There was a secondary factor in our conjecture accounting for this additional variation, but
it was given only by a complicated expression whose distribution was not easily understood.
Here, we study this term, which proves to be connected to both the Fourier transform of
classical Dedekind sums and the error term in the asymptotic formula for the sum of ¢(n).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let p, denote the sequence of primes in ascending order. Given ¢ > 3 and a = (ay,...,a,)

satisfying (a;,q) = 1 for all 1 <1 < r, in recent work [7] we studied biases in the occurrence

of the pattern a in strings of r consecutive primes reduced (mod ¢). Thus, we defined
m(x;q,a) = #{pp < @ Ppyic1 = a; (mod q) for 1 <i <},

and conjectured that

li(z)

o(q)"

where ¢1(q; a) and co(q; a) are certain explicit constants. The term c¢;(g; a) is easily described,

o) r—1
alga) = _(¢(Q)

2
and it acts as a bias against immediate repetitions in the pattern a. The term cy(g;a) is
more complicated, and the goal of this paper is to understand its distribution. If » > 3 then

log log x 1
(14 erlg @) =0 2+ o)y — + Olloga) 714)),

(1) w(wga) = o

—#{i<r—1:a; = a;41 (mod Q)}>7

eaia) = 3 el (ananea) + S8 S (T i = e (o 0)}),

— 2 4 (9)

so that it is sufficient to understand the case r = 2; that is, ¢2(q; (a, b)) with (a, q) = (b,q) = 1.

For the sake of simplicity, we shall confine ourselves to the case when ¢ is prime. For any
character x (mod ¢) we define

(1—x(p)?
(1.2) A =TI (1- W).
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Then the quantity ¢»(q; (a,b)) is given by

ex(a: (a,0) = 1= 2 log(g/2m),

and when a # b (mod ¢) by
(1.3)

ers .) = 5o -+ o Ry (b =) + 57 (5(0) = X(@)) L0 )LL) Ay

The diagonal term cy(q; (a,a)) is thus completely explicit, and of size ¢logq. Our work here
shows that the off-diagonal terms ¢3(q; (a, b)) can also be large; usually they are of size about
q, occasionally getting to size ¢loglog ¢ (attaining both positive and negative values), which
we believe is their maximal size.

Before stating our result, we make one more simplification. Define

(1.4) C(k) = Clk; q) = @ S XL, )L, x) Aga.
X#Xo (mod q)

Since A,, < 1, L(1,x) < logg, and (upon using the functional equation) L(0,x) <
V/qlog q, from (1.3) it follows that for a # b (mod q)

:(a,b 1
CQ(Q7 (CL, )) — C(b . a) 4 O(( OgQ) >
q Vi
Thus for large ¢ it is enough to understand the distribution of C(k) as k varies over all
non-zero residue classes (mod ¢). Since L(0, x) = 0 for even characters x, in (1.4) only odd
characters xy make a contribution, and therefore C(k) = —C(—k) is an odd function of k.

(1.5) i

Theorem 1.1. (1) As ¢ — oo the distribution of C(k) tends to a continuous probabil-
ity distribution, symmetric around 0. Precisely, there is a continuous function ®¢ with
Qo (—x) + Po(x) = 1 such that uniformly for all x € [—X, X] one has

1 2
Lk (mod @) C(0) < 0} = Bole) +o(0).
(2) Uniformly for all e <z < (1 — ¢)loglogq one has
exp(—Ae”/x) > l#{k: (mod q) : C(k) > Sz} > exp(—Axe”logx)
q

or some positive constants Ay and As.
173 tants A dA
(8) For all large q, there exists k (mod q) with
N

~C(=k) = C(k) = (T — ) logloga.
(4) For all k (mod q) we have
C(k) < (log g)3 (log log ¢)*.

(5) The values C(k) have an “almost periodic” structure. Precisely, suppose 1 < m < q/4
15 a multiple of every natural number below B > 2. Then

LS o) - et mPE <

q k (mod q)

m
Bl-c + E IOg B.
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We make a few comments concerning Theorem 1.1 before proceeding to related results. In
part 1, we believe that the distribution for C'(k) has a density, which is to say that ®¢ is in
fact differentiable. Our proof falls just a little short of establishing this. In part 2, there is a
gap between the upper and lower bounds for the tail frequencies. With a little more care, we
can improve the lower bound there to exp(—Asze®) for a suitable positive constant As, but
there still remains a gap between the two bounds. The distribution of C(k), and especially
the double exponential decay seen in part 2, are reminiscent of the distribution of values of
L(1, xa) (see [4]). Motivated by this analogy, or by extrapolating the lower bounds in part
2, we believe that in part 3 there should exist values of C'(k) as large as (% —¢)loglogg.
We also conjecture that (& + €) log log ¢ should be the largest possible value of C'(k), which
would be a substantial strengthening of part 4. Finally, in addition to the almost periodic
structure given in part 5 (where k varies), there should be an almost periodic structure as ¢
varies. That is, if ¢; and ¢y are two large random primes with ¢; — ¢2 being a multiple of the
numbers below B, then C(k;¢;) and C(k; g2) will be close to each other (on average over k).
We hope that an interested reader will embrace some of these remaining problems.

While the quantity C(k) is the main focus of this paper, closely related objects arise in
two other seemingly unrelated contexts. The first of these concerns Dedekind sums. Let
¥ (x) denote the sawtooth function defined by

[t -12 if2¢zZ
V) = {o ifrel,

which is an odd function, periodic with period 1. If ¢ is prime and «a is a reduced residue
(mod ¢), then the Dedekind sum s,(a) is defined by

(1.6) sqla):== 3" w(f)@b(ﬂ)

z (mod q) q q

The Dedekind sum arises naturally in number theory when studying the modular trans-
formation properties of the Dedekind n-function, but it also appears in other contexts and
satisfies many interesting properties [1, 11]. We study here the discrete Fourier transform of
the Dedekind sum s,(a). Thus for a prime ¢ and residue class ¢ (mod ¢) we define

(1.7 S0 == 3 saelat/a),

q a (mod q)

where e(z) = €*™ throughout. In Lemma 2.1 we shall see that

S =—— 3 R0, )L X),

7T2¢(q) X#xo (mod q)

so that 5,(¢) is indeed a simpler version of C'(k). An alternative useful expression is

(18) OEES Sl

(n7Q):1

where T denotes the multiplicative inverse of the reduced residue class n (mod ¢) and the
sum converges since the partial sums > _ ., ¥(t1/q) are bounded.
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Theorem 1.2. (1) As ¢ — oo the distribution of wis,(t) tends to a continuous probability
distribution, symmetric around 0. Precisely, there is a continuous function ®; with ®4(—x)+
O (z) = 1 such that uniformly for all x € [—X, X] one has

S (o 0) 5 75 (0) < G = 0,(0) + o).

(2) Uniformly for alle <z < (1 — €)loglogq one has
1 2
exp(—Ase®/x) > —F#{t (mod q) : wisy(t) > %x} > exp(—Ase”logx)
q
for some positive constants Ay and As.

(8) For all large q, there exists t (mod q) with

e’

—mis,(—t) = mis,(t) > <Z - e> loglogq.

(4) For allt (mod q) we have

5,(t) < (log q)3 (log log ¢)*.

(5) The values s4(t) have an “almost periodic” structure. Precisely, suppose 1 <m < q/4
1s a multiple of every natural number below B > 2. Then

1 1 m
- s, (t) — 5,(k 2 — log B.
= 3 R Sk ) < gt o

t (mod q)

Theorem 1.2 exactly parallels the results of Theorem 1.1, with the same deficiencies dis-
cussed there. The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are nearly identical, and so we give details
only for Theorem 1.1.

Our third topic concerns the remainder term in the asymptotic for the mean value of
Euler’s ¢-function. Define the quantity R(x) by the relation

Zgzﬁ :—x >+ R(x).

n<x

Simple arguments show that R(z) < xlogx, and Walfisz [12] established that R(z) <
r(log2)?/3(loglog 2)*/3, which is presently the best known estimate. Montgomery [8] con-
jectured that R(x) < zloglogx and R(z) = Q4(zloglogx), and he showed that R(x) =
Qi (xz/loglog x). Key to Montgomery’s work is the expression

R(z) Z pn x/n +0 (m exp(—c@))

n<x

for some positive constant ¢, where ¢(z) = 0 if x ¢ Z. The sum in this expression is akin to
the equation (1.8) for 5,(¢) with 7/¢ replaced by 1/n and with the weight 1/n replaced with
w(n)/n. Accordingly, many of the techniques used to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 apply to
R(z) as well, though unfortunately with less precision owing to the presence of u(n). For

convenience, we define R(z) = R(z)/z — ¢(x)/2z.



CONSECUTIVE PRIME BIASES AND SAWTOOTH RANDOM VARIABLES 5

Theorem 1.3. As y — oo the distribution of ﬁ(u) for real uw < y tends to a probability
distribution, symmetric around 0. Precisely, there is a function ®r with ®r(—z)+Pr(z) =1
such that uniformly for all x € [—X, X] one has

Cmeas({u <y R(u) < %)) = @ale) + 1),

where meas(I) denotes the Lebesgue measure of I C R. Moreover, uniformly for alle < x <
(3 —€)loglogy one has
1 ~
—meas({u <y: R(u) > 35z}) <exp(—Aje”/z)
Y
for some positive constant A;.

We prove Theorem 1.3 by showing that all positive integral moments of E(n) exist and
are not too large. The moment calculation refines earlier work of Pillai and Chowla [10] and
Chowla [3], who computed the mean and variance respectively:

Z R(n) = o(z) and i/oy R(u)? du ~ #

n<x

In Theorem 1.3, using Montgomery’s construction in his 2-result, we can obtain a lower
bound for the frequency of large values of ]Sb(u) of the form exp(—e* ), which is very far
from the upper bound. We expect that there is a lower bound similar to that in Theorems
1.1 and 1.2 in this situation also, and this would be in keeping with Montgomery’s conjecture
on the true size of R(u).

Organization. Our main focus is the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We establish pre-
liminary results useful for both in Sections 2 and 3. We then prove Theorem 1.1 in Sections
4-6; since the proof of Theorem 1.2 follows along identical lines, we omit it. In Section 7, we
discuss the modifications that lead to Theorem 1.3.

2. FIRST STEPS

Here we establish some formulae for 5,(¢) and C'(k) which will be the basis for our subse-
quent work.

Lemma 2.1. Let q be prime. For any (t,q) = 1, we have

sy o ] : 1S )
0= g 2 SOHOOMN =5 30 FEE
(n,q)=1

Moreover, for any x > 1 we have

- 1 v(tn/q) q
n=— Y “io(d).
all) ) ; n N x
(n7q_):1
Proof. For any non-principal character y (mod ¢), we have (see, e.g., [13, Theorem 4.2])
(2.1) LO,x)=— > x(a)¥(a/q).

a(mod q)
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Notice that L(0,y) = 0 if x is an even character, and that right side of the formula in (2.1)
evaluates to 0 if x is principal. The functional equation for odd characters gives

T(x)mi

L(LX) == L(QX))

where T(X) = >_,, (moda o X(m)e(m/q) denotes the Gauss sum. Thus we obtain

> AL =2 3 ] X @ (2)

X#Xo (mod q) X (mod q) a(mod q) 4

= mfu(S)e(s) X xamxon

a,b,m (mod q) 4 X (mod q)

2

S (el
= —p(q)mis(t).

The first identity in the lemma follows.
To obtain the second identity, note that using (2.1) and the orthogonality relation for

characters
-2 W)L(O’X)Z@= POES(ONDY x(aw(a/q)Z@
x#xo (mod q) n<N x (mod q) a (mod q) n<N
2.2 = ola) 32 /).
(et

Letting N — oo, the second identity follows.
To obtain the truncated version, note that

> witm/g)| <q

n<z
(n,q)=1

trivially, and therefore

Zd}tn/q /001 Z tn/qdy<<—.

( n>)33 z<n<ly
n,q

Recall the definition of A, , from (1.2). Expanding this product out, we find

23) Ap = x®) — @) ] (1- o) (14 2100 GZ
P2

p? —2p

Here

(2.4) C:2H<1—ﬁ>,

p>3

plq
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and a(n) is a multiplicative function defined by a(2) = —1/2 and a(2") = 0 for all v > 2,
and for odd primes p we have

2
2.5 a(p) = , a(p?) = ———, and a(p”) =0 for all v > 3.
2O = ey PTG )
From the definition of a(n) it is easy to check that Y > |a(n)|n” converges for all o < 1/2
so that

1

(2.6) Z la(n)| < N~ ate and C Z a(n) =1+ O(N_%’Le).
n>N n<N
(n,q)=1

Lemma 2.2. Define the multiplicative function b(n) by setting b(n) =>_ . _. a(u)/v, so that
b(n) = 0 unless n is odd and square-free, and b(p) = 1/(p — 2) for all odd primes p. Then
for any natural number N we have

)=-C Z b(n)(k2n/q) + O(q2 T N~i+9).

n<N
(n,g)=1
Proof. Arguing as in (2.2) we find
1 N
(2.7) —¢() Z ( JL(0,x) Y b(m)x(2n) = = > b(n)e(k2n/q).
q (mo n<N n<N

Now if n = uv < N then either v < /N or v < \/_ N and v'N < u < N/v. Therefore
X X
(28) > b(n)x(2n) = > a(u)x(2u) Y + D> > alwx(2u).
n<N u<VvN v<N/u v<vVN VN<u<N/v
Bounding the partial sums of characters trivially, we find

2.9 L(1,x) = / > =M o(f),

n<r r<n<ly n<lz

and so the first term in (2.8) is (using (2.6))
>~ alwx(w) (L) +0(%))
u<vN
=C7 A L(1,x) + O((log ) N™#+) + O(qN"2)
:C_lAq,xLua X) + O(QN_%—H)-
As for the second term in (2.8), using (2.6) we may bound this by
1 14 14
< D NI NI
v<V'N
We conclude that

O b)) = —~ S XRIL0,) (A (L) + 0N ),
n<N ¢(a) x#xo (mod q)
(n.q)=1

and since L(0, x) < /qloggq, the lemma follows. U
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Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 give crude approximations to 5,(¢) and C'(k) by long sums (for example
taking z = ¢ in Lemma 2.1, or taking N = ¢® in Lemma 2.2). However, on average over t
or k, it is possible to approximate these quantities by very short sums.

Lemma 2.3. Let 1 < B < q be a real number. Then

Z ’C )+ C Y b(n) k2n/q’ < Bt

k (mod q) n<B
i 1 1 < ¥n/q) >
-~ n/q ‘ —1+e€
— E t) — — E ——| KB .
(q) R n
t (mod q) n<B

Proof. We shall content ourselves with proving the estimate for C'(k), the situation for 5,(¢)
being entirely similar. Using (2.7) and Lemma 2.2 we see that

‘C +CZb »(k2n/q) ‘

Z ‘ > x(BLO.x) D> br)x(2n) +0(g7) ’
k (mod q) (b( )X;ﬁXo mod q) Beneq!®

Using the orthogonality of characters to evaluate the sum over k, this is

1 2 _

<gup X MOXP] XD b +at
X#Xo (mod q) B<n<ql0

and using (2.9) and the functional equation this is

<l ¥ \ZX RO T

X#xo (mod q) m<q? B<n<q1o

Write temporarily

S b = Y 2y,

m<g? B<n<qlo B<n<q!?

>q
for some coefficients a(n) < n°. Then (including also the contribution of xo below)

Ly x <

 #x0(mod q) B<nzqi2 B<ni,na<q'?
ni1=ns (mod q)

Z ’a(nl)a(nz)!‘

ninsg

The terms with ny, ny both below ¢ (so that ny = ny) contribute
n —1+e€
< Y < B
B<n<q

The terms with max(n;,ns) > ¢ contribute (assume without loss of generality that ny is the

larger one) X X 1
€ € qu - €
< q Z — Z n—2<<qloqu<<q1+.

n
B<ni<q!? ! q<nz<q'?
n2=n; (mod q)

Assembling these estimates, the lemma follows. O
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3. A KEY QUANTITY

We shall study 5,(t) and C'(k) by computing their moments, and the following key quantity
will arise in this context. Let ¢ be a natural number, and suppose nq, ..., n, are £ natural
numbers. Then set

1 ni-ng ¢
(3.1) B(ny,...,ng) = / H¢(x/nj)dx.
0

nl"'nf

j=1

Proposition 3.1. The quantity B(n,...,ny) satisfies the following properties.
(1) If ¢ is odd then B(ni,...,n;) = 0. For even { we have

(3.2) Bon, )= (1) 2 kl-%-k/

where the sum is over all non-zero integers kj, and this sum is absolutely convergent. In the
case { =2 one has

(n1, 77/2)2

12TL1TL2 '

(2) If p is a prime dividing n; and such that p does not divide any other n;, then

B(nl, 712) =

1
B(ni,...,nj,...,ng) :];B(nl,...,nj/p,...,ng).

(3) If we write ny---ny = rs where v and s are coprime and r is square-free while s is
square-full then
B(na, ... ,ne)| <277

We begin by recalling the Fourier expansion of the sawtooth function. Note that 12; (0)=0
and for k # 0 we have

(33) 00 = [ wleyel—kyde = =5 = 51
and so
(3.4) Yla) =iy %

k0

This series converges conditionally pointwise for each x ¢ Z, and also in the L2-sense. For
any non-negative integer N, recall also the Fejer kernel

(3.5) Ky(x) = i (1- N'*ﬂ e(jz) = N1+ : (Sin(W(N+ 1)1‘))2.

j=—

sinx

We shall find it convenient to replace 1(z) by the approximation ¢y (z) defined by

59 oxy=i Y W Ly
0<|k|<N

Note that iy is the convolution of ¢ with the Fejer kernel Ky

Y () :/0 Y(y)Kn(z —y)dy,
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and so
(3.7) (@) — ()] < min (1, 0 ).
N|z|
which implies that
1+log N
(38) / (@) — (@)l < — B

Note also that |y (z)| < 1/2 always.

Proof of Proposition 3.1: Part 1. Since 1 is an odd function, it is clear that B(ny,...,n) =0
for odd ¢. Now suppose ¢ is even. By Parseval it follows that

(3.9)
: ¢
1 e i\ 1 k]
nl---m/o ontafu) - ontefmie = () Y T (1- 525
0<|kj|<N Jj=1
> kj/nj=0
For any complex numbers «q, ..., ay and 1, ..., B¢ note the simple identity

(3.10) ag - —Br---fe= (o1 — Br)ag -~ ap+ Pr(ag — Ba)ag - - oy + Br - -+ Pe1(ow — Be).
Applying this, we obtain

[z /m) -l /ne) = dn(x/na) - n(a/ne)| % Z (@/n;) = dn(x/n;)l;
and so by (3.9) and (3.8) we conclude that

Blnn,... ny) = — /Onn b /n) - mg)d

nl ) nz
) ¢
i\* 1 | k5] 1+log N
" NEALSS (1- Ly 4 o(Lrlosy
(3.11) o k1~~~/€gH N +1 + N
0<[|k;|<N Jj=1
> kj/n;=0
We now show that
> o
0<[k;|<N [y -+ Fd
2 kj/nj=0

is bounded, so that (3.11) will imply (letting N — 00) the stated formula (3.2) for B(ny, ..., ns)
and that the sum there converges absolutely. By Parseval

14

e el A I (D DI ey 18

. |k1 i=1 . | ]|
0<[|kj|<N J 0<|kj|<N
> kj/n;=0

One may check that (with ||z|| denoting the distance of = from the nearest integer)

e(k0) N
< log ——mM8M8—.
2 k] ( ||0||) BTE N

0<|k|<N
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Using this and the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality above, we find

)4
1 O v
I (———
D Znn/ S T5 N/

0<|k;|<N
> kj/n;=0

1 1 N Ed 1
< < —) < 1.
/0 BTE N[l

This proves our claim, and establishes (3.2).
If £ = 2 then the condition ky/n; + ko/ny = 0 means that ky = rny/(ny,n2) and ky =
—rng/(ny,ne) for some non-zero integer r. Therefore
1 -1 2 2
Bln,ng) = —— 3 ) (o)

472 g 2 ning 12nins

U

Proof of Proposition 3.1: Parts 2 and 3. If p divides n; and no other n;, then, in (3.2), k;
must necessarily be a multiple of p. Cancelling p from k; and n;, Part 2 follows. Part 3
follows from Part 2, and noting that [B(ny,...,ne)| < 27 always. O

For computing the moments of 5,(¢) and C(k) the following proposition, which connects
correlations of the sawtooth function with B, will be very useful.

Proposition 3.2. Let ny, ..., ng be positive integers. Define K = mny---ny/ min(ny, ..., ng).
If K < q/l then
1 (K e
, O W)y (kmfa) = B, m) + O~ o () )
k (mod q)

Proof. Take N = |¢q/(¢K)]. The identity (3.10) gives
> wknr/q) - (kme/q) — vn(kin/q) - - dn (kA /q)|

k (mod q)
J4
ZLZ Z (k5 /q) — on (k5 q) .
j=1 & (mod ¢

Using now (3.7), the above is

¢
1 : 1
(3.12) <o Z min ( W> log(eN)
J=1 k (mod q)
By Parseval
(3.13)
LSS st ot - () S T (- )
k (mod q) 0<]k;|<N j=1

>~ k3m5=0 (mod q)

which bears a striking resemblance to (3.9). With our choice for N, we claim that in fact
the right side of (3.13) is exactly equal to the expression in (3.9). Multiplying through
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by ni -+ - ng, the congruence 3 k;n; = 0 (mod g) becomes > kj(ny -+ ne/n;) = 0 (mod g).
Since |k;| < ¢/((K) and (n;---ng/n;) < K for all j, it follows that | > kj(n1 -+ -ne/n;)| < g
so that the congruence becomes the equality > kj(ni---ng/n;) = 0, which is the same as
the criterion » . k;/n; = 0 of (3.9). Combining this observation with (3.11) and (3.12), our
proposition follows. 0

4. THE MOMENTS OF 5,(t) AND C(k)

We now state our main result on computing the moments of s,(t) and C(k).

Theorem 4.1. Let q be a prime, and ¢ a natural number. Then, uniformly in the range

¢ < +/logq/logloggq,

(4.1) S 3T Y = Me(t) + Ofq /),

k (mod q)

where

Mc(f)=C* > b(na)---b(ng)B(ny, ..., ny).

Nny,...,np>1
The quantity Mc(0) equals zero for all odd £, and for even { satisfies

e’ e’
— (

(4.2) 5 log ¢ —loglog ¢+ O(1)) < Mc(ﬁ)% < 5 log ¢+ O(1).

Theorem 4.2. Let q be a prime, and ¢ a natural number. Then, uniformly in ¢,

1 Z (i5, ()" = M,(£) + O(g~ /(0080

q t (mod q)

where

M,(0) = Z B(nl,...,ng)‘

n .--n
e >1 1 ¢

The quantity Ms(€) equals zero for all odd €, and for even { satisfies

Y Y
%(bge —loglog ¢ + O(1)) < M,(£) < % log £ + O(1).
We confine ourselves to proving Theorem 4.1, and the proof of Theorem 4.2 follows along
similar lines. In the rest of this section, we establish the asymptotic (4.1) and the upper
bound in (4.2); the lower bound in (4.2) needs more work, and will be treated in the next

section.

Proof of (4.1). Since C(—k) = —C(k) the odd moments of C'(k) vanish. When ¢ is odd,
B(ni,...,ns) = 0 and so the quantity Mq({) is also zero here. In what follows, we may
therefore assume that ¢ is an even natural number.



CONSECUTIVE PRIME BIASES AND SAWTOOTH RANDOM VARIABLES 13

Let 1 < B < ¢ be a parameter to be chosen shortly. Note that

ot~ (-3 um ()]
§]0(k)+02b(n) (’“2”)] eiw k)

J=

<(Cylogq)*~ ‘ +C’Zb (an)‘

n<B

CZ bn (k:2n) ‘f—l—j

for some absolute constant Cj. By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma 2.3,
1 k2n
-y ‘ (k) +C S b(n)e ( ”>‘<<B—*+€
q k (mod q) n<B
We choose B = ¢'/¢, and (in the range ¢ < v/log q/loglogq) deduce that
1 k2n
LS o=l & (e Sume("Z)) vourt
q k (mod q) q k (mod q) n<B

Expand out the main term above, replace k (mod ¢) by 2k (mod ¢), and appeal to Proposi-
tion 3.2 with K there being < q(é_l)/é. It follows that

(4.3) Z C(k ST b)) b(n) B, ... ng) + O(g7 7).

7k (mod o) 1 <qH

It remains now to bound the difference between the main term in (4.3) and the expression
for Mc(¢), which is

< CE Z Z b n1 né)lg(nla-'wn@)‘ < (0/2)6 Z Z b(nl)‘“b(né)ﬁ,

n>q1/l ni-ng=n n>q1/l ni-ng=n

where sf(n) is the largest squarefree divisor d of n that is coprime to n/d. We estimate the
sum above by Rankin’s trick; with o = 1/(101log¥¢) the above is

OS] 3 ) o) s

+z() L),

a/Z H <1 +
upon recalling the definition of b(n). The contribution of primes p < ¢ to the product above

p>3
is
< H (

3<p<t

) (log ¢)"eC®)

while the contribution of primes p > ¢ to the product above is

< I (0(“2)) = .

p>L

22a
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We conclude that the difference between the main term in (4.3) and the expression for Mq(¢)
is
(log g) a/f < qfl/(20510g€)
completing the proof of (4.1). O

Proof of the upper bound in (4.2). Note that

Mo(0) < C* S b(n) -+ b(ne) B, .., m)| < (C/2)° Y —b(”llf'('éb(”f)

“55)

The contribution of primes p < £ is
<TI(r+-5) =(II (- ﬁ)_l@ _ %)_1)6 — e gl + O(1)),
<t 3<p<t

upon using Mertens’s theorem. The contribution of primes p > £ is

e (S 0(2) =0 (0(55))

and so the upper bound in (4.2) follows. O

5. COMPLETING THE PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1: PROOF OF THE LOWER BOUND IN (4.2)

To obtain the lower bound in (4.2) we take an indirect approach, working with a continuous
model that has the same moments as C'(k). Let B be a positive integer, and let L(B) denote
the least common multiple of the natural numbers n < B. For a real number z, define

C’Zb W(x/n).
n<B

It follows readily that

1 L(B)
—/ C(x; B)'dx = C* Z b(ny)---b(ne)B(ny,...,ne),
L(B) 0 ni,...,ng<B
so that
‘ 1 L(B) .

We shall obtain a lower bound for the right side of (5.1); naturally, we may assume that ¢ is
even and large.

Suppose that B > ¢, and put ¢y, = £/log (. Let Z denote the subset of [0, L(B)] consisting
of points = kL(fy) —y with 1 < k < L(B)/L({), and 0 < y < 1/10. Let " (t) = ()
whenever ¢ is not an integer, and ¢/ (¢t) = 1/2 when ¢ is an integer. Then for x = kL ({y) —

7 note that

=Y b(n) (kL) — =Y bn (¢+ (EL(£o)/n) — y/n).

n<B n<B
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Since, for n < B,
L(B)/L(to)
L (kL(L)Y _ 1L(B) (n, L))
Z 4 ( ) 2L(6) n

it follows that (note |Z| = (B)/(lOL(E )))
B (n, L(y)) — 1/20
|I| / x; B)dx = Zb n

n<B

and therefore by Holder’s inequality that

14 Z
/C:cB)dx_m”O |I|/CxB dx_lOL ( Zb

Now letting B — oo, we find by (5.1) that

Vel 2 gy (5 35 "5 v0m) 20 (G T (1+555) +o)

n —
3<p<fo p

)— 1/20)4'

upon using the prime number theorem to estimate L({y), and recalling the definition of b.

Now
% I1 <1+ﬁ)—3£€0<1—%> <1+O<€0)>=%10g50+0(1),

3<p<to

and therefore the lower bound in (4.2) follows.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Proof of Part 1. Theorem 4.1 shows that all the moments of C'(k) exist, and do not grow too
rapidly. The moment generating function Y~ x*Mc(¢)/¢! converges for all z, and therefore
the sequence of moments M¢(¢) uniquely determines a distribution, which is the limiting
distribution for C'(k). Since C(k) = —C(—k), the limiting distribution is clearly symmetric
around 0.

To gain an understanding of this limiting distribution, and to establish its continuity, it
is helpful to think of the continuous model C(z; B) discussed in Section 5. Consider the
characteristic function (that is, Fourier transform) of C(z; B); namely

. 1 L(B)
E(eth(:v,B)) — / €ZtC(I’B)dI.
0

L(B)
Omit the measure zero set of integers x, and write x = k —y with 1 < k£ < L(B) and
0 <y < 1. Then, with ¢* as in Section 5 and C*(z; B) = C' ), b(n)y* (z/b), we have

C(z; B) = C*(k; B) —y ), pb(n)/n, and so

L " cws i~ sy [ ity b 1
61 I itC(x, d - it s / —ity n<B nd -
60 g e LB) 2= . VST

Given an interval I = (o — €, + €) with € < 1/2; we can readily find a majorant ¥(x)
of the indicator function of I, with |¥(z)| < €/(1 + (ex)?). For example take ¥(z) =
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max(2 — |x — «|/¢,0), which is a relative of the Fejer kernel. Then by Fourier inversion

! d L "6 d
- < U(C(z, B
L(B) ﬁe[o,uB)] v= L(B)/O (Cle, B))de

C(z,B)el

= T(t)E(e* @B dt / dt < elog(1/e).
| BBt < [ i < g1/

Therefore C'(x, B) has a continuous distribution, and the continuity is uniform in B, so that
letting B — oo, we conclude that the limiting distribution for C'(k) is also continuous. [

Proof of Parts 2 and 3. Since Part 3 follows upon taking = = (% —¢)loglog ¢ in Part 2, it is
enough to prove Part 2. For any even ¢ < /log g/ loglog q, we see using Theorem 4.1 that
log ¢ + O(l))f

T

1 e’ e’ \
A (mod q) : C(k) 2 Gy < (G) (el0) +o(1) <
Choosing ¢ to be an even integer around Ae® for a suitably small positive constant A, the

upper bound in Part 2 follows.
To establish the lower bound in Part 2, note that for even ¢ < /log ¢/(21oglog q), we have
by Theorem 4.1

(6.2) (%(logﬁ loglog ¢ + O(1 ) <<— Z C(k

k (mod q)

The contribution from terms k with |C(k)| < < (log ¢ — loglog ¢ — A) for a suitably large
constant A is clearly negligible compared to the right side of (6.2). The contribution from
terms k with |C(k)| > < (log £ + loglog ¢ + A) for a suitably large constant A is

( (10g€+10g10g€+A> Z C(k
k(mon)

< (%(logﬁ + loglog ¢ + A)> B (5 log ¢ + O(l))%,

upon using Theorem 4.1 to estimate the 2¢-th moment. If A is suitably large, then this too
is negligible in comparison to the right side of (6.2). Therefore it is the terms with |C'(k)|
lying between <-(log £ —loglog ¢ — A) and < (log £ +loglog ¢ + A) that account for the bulk
of the contribution to (6.2), and so

v 01
(%(logé—l—loglogﬁ—i—A)) 5#{1{: |C (k)| > < (log £ — loglog ¢ — A)}

>><3(log€ —loglog ¢ + O(l))) :
Choosing ¢ of size xe®, the lower bound in Part 2 follows. O

Proof of Part 4. First suppose that C'(k) is negative. From [9] (Chapter 1, page 6) we recall
that for each natural number K there is a trigonometric polynomial

Bg(z) = + Z cje(jz)

1<j|I<K
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with ¢; < 1/j, such that Bk (x ) > () for all z. Using Lemma 2.2 with N = ¢® we obtain
0<—C(k)=C > bn)e(k2n/q)+O(1) < C Y b(n)Bk(k2Zn/q) + O(1).

n<g® n<g®
(n,q)=1

Thus, for some positive constant A,

63 W <Ay S 3 3] 5 w2

n<g® 1<|_]|<K n<q®
(n,g)=1

At this stage, we need the following result which follows from work of Bourgain and Garaev
2] (refining earlier work of Karatsuba [5]; see also Korolev [6]).

Lemma 6.1. Let g be a prime, and a be any integer coprime to q. Then for all N > 1

‘ Z —e( )‘«(logq)g(loglogq)?

nq) 1

Proof. Theorem 16 of Bourgain and Garaev [2] gives

(D=

n<x

5 log g(loglog ¢)°.
(log x)2

Partial summation using this bound for z > exp((log q)? (loglog ¢)2), and the trivial bound
(that the sum is at most x) for smaller x yields the lemma. O

Returning to (6.3), take there K = |log¢q|. Then the right side of (6.3) is (recalling the
definition b(n) =% _ a(u)/v)

<<1+Z > la(u I‘ > —e(mw)‘<<(10gQ)§(10glogq)3,

J<K u<q® v<q®/u
(u,q)=1 (v,q)=1

using Lemma 6.1 and since ) |a(n)| < 1. This proves that —C'(k) < A(log )3 (loglog q)?,

which is the desired bound in the case C'(k) negative. Arguing similarly with a minorant
for ¢ (z) instead of a majorant, leads to the same bound for C'(k) in the case when it is
positive. 0

Proof of Part 5. Applying Lemma 2.3 we find that
LS o) - Cl+m)P < B+ Z PBIC (M) —¢(@)>]2-
q k (mod q) k(mod q) n<B q q
Using Cauchy-Schwarz the second term above is
k 2n k
o0 <A S) S T () ().
q n<B k (mod q) q q

where in the inner sum we replaced k by 2kn. Since [((k+ a)/q) — ¥(k/q)| < |a|]/q unless
there is an integer between k/q and (k + a)/q, we may check that

DX Q) <

k (mod q)
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Since m is a multiple of all numbers B (and recalling that b(n) = 0 unless n is odd), we may
write m2n = qr + a with @ = m/(2n). Therefore the quantity in (6.4) is

< (logB)anq < %IOgB,

n<B
completing our proof. O
7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

_As in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, the main result is to compute the moments of
R(u). The proof of Theorem 1.3 then follows in exactly the same way as the corresponding
parts of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 7.1. There is a positive number ¢ < 1 such that uniformly for all natural numbers
¢ in the range { < 5+/logy/loglogy, we have

é/oyﬁ(u)gdu: Mg(£) —l—O(eXp(— g@)»

where

Mp()= Y pln) ) g

ny... My
For odd ¢, Mg(¢) =0, while Mp(2) = 1/27% and for even ¢ > 4 we have
37 ¢
Ma(6) < (55 tog €+ 0(1))
We begin with a lemma, which will allow us to truncate é(u) by a short sum of sawtooth
functions.

Lemma 7.2. For all 1 < N <y we have

N@;QN E/wa(w/m)iﬂ(x/ng)dx‘ < (10gy)2<N . N2\/_\/§>.

Proof. Let K > 2 be a parameter to be chosen shortly, and let ¢x(x) be as in (3.6). First
note that

1 [Y 1 (v 1
;/0 [(x /1) (x/n2) — Y (z/n1) K (2/ng)|dr < ;/0 ; [(x/n;) — b (x/n;)|de < 17d

upon using (3.8), and since n; and ny are at most N < y. Next, from the Fourier expansion
1 [Y 1
_’ ¢K($/7’L1)¢K(x/n2)dx‘ < ¥

0 | K1k

of Vg (see (3.6)) it follows that
1 (v
FRCEEE T
0<|k1], k| <K Y Jo ny N2

1 1
< —— min (1, .
Z ‘klkg‘mln< y‘kl/n1+k2/n2’>

0<]k1l,| k2| <K

From these two estimates it follows that the sum to be bounded is

N2 1 1
<L — + —_— min (1, )
K Z |1 ksl Z ylki/n1 + ko /nl

0< k1], k2| <K N<nina<2N
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To estimate the sum above, we split the terms into two groups: those with |ky /ni+ks/ns| >
K/y and those terms with |k1/ny + ko/ns| < K/y. The first group contributes
N? 1 1 N?
<L — < —(log K
K Z K| [y ( )"

0<|k1],|k2|<K

Terms in the second group only exist for k; and ko of opposite sign, and here |king + kong| <
K N?/y, so that if ky, ny, and ky are fixed, then ny has < 1+ K N?/y choices. Therefore the
second group contributes

KN? 1 KN?
< (1 + Ny < (logK)2N<1 + )
0<|k |k1k2| y
1s[k2[ <K
Choosing K = 2[1/y/N], the lemma follows. O

Proof of Theorem 7.1. From Theorem 1 and Lemma 1 of [8] (but beware of the changes in
notation, especially that his saw tooth function differs from ours in sign) it follows that with
N = yexp(—cy/logy) for a suitable positive constant ¢ < 1, one has

Z #ln) ¥(u/n) + O(exp(—cy/logy)),

n<N

for all N < u < y. Since R(u) and the sum over n above are < logy, it follows that for

¢ < §y/logy/loglogy

1Y~
(7.1) ;/0 R(u)*du =

(Z Y(u/n) > du + O(exp(—5+/logy)).
Now applying (3.10) we see that

/(Z” U(u/m) / yooun ))Zdu

n<yl/(20)
(7.2) + O(M /y Z @zﬁ(u/n)‘du)
0 " yuen<pn

Y
Expanding out, the main term in (7.2) is

p(nn) - p(ng) 1 7
> g 1 S

ni
n1,...,ne<yt/ (20

— Z N(n;lz:"M(W)(B(nh--w"é)"‘O(”l"'”f))‘

.. né
N1y <yl/ (20

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, this may be seen to equal Mg(¢) + O(y
As for the remainder term in (7.2), splitting the terms 3"/ < n < N into dyadic blocks,
we may bound this by

. z
< exp(g \/@) 1/<2%IEE<N Y
IC[M,2M)]

—-1/( 40[10g€))

(u/n)|du,
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where the maximum is over subintervals [ of [M,2M]. By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma 7.2,
this is

(& 1 M 2 C
< exp(g/logy) dnax (logy) (M + —) ‘< exp(—gv/logy).
el v

This justifies the first claim of the theorem. It is also clear that Mgz(¢) = 0 for odd ¢, and
the formula for Mg(2) follows from our knowledge of B(ni,ng). Lastly, the claimed upper
bound on Mg(¢) follows exactly as the upper bound for M (¢) in Theorem 4.1. O
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