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Abstract. We show that the largest prime factor of n% + 1 is infinitely often greater than n1-279.

This improves the result of de la Breteche and Drappeau (2020) who obtained this with 1.2182 in
place of 1.279. The main new ingredients in the proof are a new Type II estimate and using this
estimate by applying Harman’s sieve method. To prove the Type II estimate we use the bounds of
Deshouillers and Iwaniec on linear forms of Kloosterman sums. We also show that conditionally on
Selberg’s eigenvalue conjecture the exponent 1.279 may be increased to 1.312.
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1. Introduction

An outstanding open problem in number theory is to prove that there are infinitely many
primes of the form n2 + 1. To approximate this we may consider the largest prime factor
of integers of the form n? + 1, as was done by Chebyshev already in the 19th century
(cf. the introduction in [7] for the prehistory of this problem). In 1967 Hooley [7] proved
that the largest prime factor of n? + 1 is infinitely often at least n1-19014- by applying the
Weil bound for Kloosterman sums. Deshouillers and Iwaniec [2] showed in 1982 that the
largest prime factor of n2 + 1 is at least n!-202468- infinitely often. Their improvement
came as an application of their bounds for linear forms of Kloosterman sums [3]. In 2020
de la Breteche and Drappeau [1] improved the exponent to 1.2182 by making use of the
result of Kim and Sarnak [10, Appendix 2] towards Selberg’s eigenvalue conjecture.

We will show a new Type II estimate (Proposition 2 below) and use this by applying
Harman’s sieve method to improve the previous results:

Theorem 1. The largest prime factor of n> + 1 is greater than n'-2"° for infinitely many
integers n.

Remark 1. The proof of Theorem | uses the deep bound of Kim and Sarnak [10,
Appendix 2]. Using just Selberg’s classical 3/16-Theorem our argument gives a result
with the exponent 1.279 replaced by 1.23.
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We also obtain a new conditional result (improving the exponent /3/2 — e > 1.2247
of Deshouillers and Iwaniec [2, Section 8]):

Theorem 2. Assuming Selberg’s eigenvalue conjecture the exponent 1.279 in Theorem 1
may be increased to 1.312.

Remark 2. As is usual with Harman’s sieve, the exact limit of the method is hard to
determine and would require extensive numerical computations. The exponents in both of
the above theorems could still be slightly improved by optimizing the sieve more carefully
but we do not pursue this issue here for the sake of simplifying the presentation.

Remark 3. By using similar arguments to those in [1], [4], and [7] it should be possible to
generalize our result from 72 + 1 to polynomials n2 — d where d is not a perfect square.

1.1. Sketch of the proof

Similarly to [1], [2], and [7], we will use Chebyshev’s device to detect large prime factors,
that is, we use the elementary fact that

ZA(m) Z 1= Z Z A(m) = X:log(ﬁ2 + 1) = 2xlogx + O(x)

) b~x b~x m|€2+1 b~x
£24+1=0 (m)

so that if Py denotes the largest prime factor of £2 + 1 for £ ~ x, then

Z log p Z 1> (24 o0(l))xlogx.
P=<Py {~x
£2+1=0(p)

Hence, to get a lower bound for P, we require upper bounds for sums of the type

Z Z 1, (1.1)

p~P {~x
£2+1=0(p)
where P < x® with @ corresponding to the exponent in Theorem 1.
Deshouillers and Iwaniec [2] use a linear sieve upper bound for the sum (1.1), and
the main point in their work is to obtain strong Type I information, that is, asymptotic
formulas for sums of the form

Sy %o

d<D
me= O(d) £2+1 O(m)
where A; are bounded coefficients. The level of distribution obtained in [2, Section 7]
is D = x'"¢P~Y/2 which improved the level D = x!~¢P~3/% in Hooley’s work [7]
(the conditions m ~ P and £ ~ x need to be replaced by smooth coefficients but let us
ignore this detail for the moment). De la Breteche and Drappeau [1] improve the level of
distribution to D = x!/(2=40)—€ p=6/(1=26) "where § > 0 is any admissible exponent in
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the Ramanujan—Selberg conjecture. Note that from Selberg’s 3/16-Theorem we know
6 = 1/4 is admissible, which gives the same level of distribution as in the work of
Deshouillers and Iwaniec [2]. The exponent 1.2182 in [1] follows from using the result of
Kim and Sarnak [10] that 8 = 7/64 is admissible.

We will use a combination of Harman’s sieve method [6] and the linear sieve to give
an improved upper bound for (1.1) for some ranges of P (see the beginning of Section 2.4
for a heuristic explanation of Harman’s sieve). Our sieve has similarities also to the sieve
used by Duke, Friedlander, and Iwaniec [4]. For the sieve we need to obtain Type II
information, that is, an asymptotic formula for sums of the form

S ambs YL, (1.2)

m~M ~x

n~N £241=0 (mn)
where MN = P and a,, and b, are bounded coefficients. Type Il sums of this form
are also considered in the works of Iwaniec [8], Lemke Oliver [11] and more recently
in [1, Théoreme 5.2], but they are not applied to the problem of the largest prime factor
of n? + 1. Our Proposition 2 gives an improvement on [1, Théoréme 5.2]. The proof of
our Type II estimate is given in Section 3. The sieve argument is carried out in Section 2,
using the Type I information proved in [1].

Our proof of the Type II information is inspired by the arguments in [2] and [4]. The

key ingredient in the proof is an estimate for linear forms of Kloosterman sums of the

form
>N AmrBar Y glm.n.c.r)S(mF.£n:c) (1.3)
r m~M (c,r)=1
s

for some nice smooth function g. Unfortunately, both of the coefficients A, and By ,
depend on r, so that we are unable to make use of the average over the ‘level variable’
r (cf. [3, Theorem 10] for such a result). Similarly to [1], our Type II information will
depend on the smallest eigenvalue A (r) = 1/4 — 62 for the Hecke congruence sub-
groups I'o(7) (see [3, Section 1] for precise definitions). Selberg’s eigenvalue conjecture
famously states that A;(I") > 1/4 for any congruence subgroup I'. The current best lower
bound is the result of Kim and Sarnak [10, Appendix 2] that A;(T") > 1/4 — (7/64)2,
which we will apply with the estimate of Deshouillers and Iwaniec [3, Theorem 9] to
obtain a bound for the sum (1.3) individually for each r.

For a more detailed sketch of the proof of the Type II estimate we refer to the beginin-
ning of Section 3. Unfortunately, we can handle Type II sums only in the range P <
x153/128 56 that for x193/128 < P < x™ we cannot improve on the upper bound of [1].
Note that even for P = x!*€ a good upper bound for (1.1) is highly non-trivial, in fact,
for P = x!*¢ the linear sieve upper bound is off by a factor of 4 + O(e).

In the last section we outline some open problems whose resolution would lead to
further progress on the largest prime factor of n2 + 1.
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1.2. Notations

We use the following asymptotic notations: for functions f and g with g positive, we
write f < gor f = O(g) if there is a constant C such that | | < Cg. The notation f =< g
means g < f « g. The constant may depend on some parameter, which is indicated in
the subscript (e.g. <). We write f = o(g) if f/g — 0 for large values of the variable.
For variables we write n ~ N meaning N <n < 2N.

It is convenient for us to define

A< B

to mean A K x€B. A typical bound we use is 13 (n) << 1 for n < x, where 7% is
the k-fold divisor function. We say that an arithmetic function f is divisor bounded if
| f(n)| < 1% (n) for some k.

We let n > 0 denote a sufficiently small constant, which may be different from place
to place. For example, A < x~" B means that the bound holds for some 1 > 0.

For a statement £ we denote by 1g the characteristic function of that statement. For
a set A we use 14 to denote the characteristic function of A.
We also define P(w) := ]_[p <w P, Where the product is over primes.

We let e(x) := e and e,(x) := e(x/q) for any integer ¢ > 1. For integers a, b,
and g > 1 with (b,q) = 1 we define e, (a/b) := e(ab/q). For Kloosterman sums we use
the standard notation

S(a,b;c) = Z ec(an +b/n).

n(c)
(n,c)=1

2. The sieve

In this section we will state the arithmetical information (Propositions 1 and 2 below) and
apply them with Harman’s sieve method [6] and the linear sieve to give a proof of Theo-
rem 1. We also sketch the proof of Theorem 2 by indicating how the proof of Theorem 1
needs to be modified.

2.1. Set up

Our notations will be mostly similar to those of [2]. For x > 1, let b denote a non-negative
C*°-smooth function, supported on [x, 2x], whose derivatives satisfy

b (x) «j x™/  forall j > 0.

For any integer d > 1, define

|Aql:= Y  b(n) and X::/b(g)dg.

n24+1=0(d)
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If P, denotes the greatest prime factor of ngn 52x(nz + 1), then by using the
Chebyshev—Hooley method similarly to [2, Section 2] we find

S(x):= Y |Apllogp = Xlogx + O(x). 2.1)

x<p<Px

Therefore, we require an upper bound of S(x) to get a lower bound for P,. We first split
the sum using a smooth dyadic partition of unity similarly to [2, Section 3],

S@) = Y S P)+0().
x<P<Py

P=2/x

where

S, Py= Y yr(p)lAyllogp

P<p=4P

for some C°*°-smooth functions ¥p supported on [P, 4 P] satisfying wg) () ¢ P~ for
all £ > 0.

Compared to [1] and [2], we will improve on their upper bound for S(x, P) but only
for x < P < x'53/128_This is because only in this range we are able to prove a new
bilinear estimate (Proposition 2). To see how to use this new arithmetic information, we
first note that in [1] and [2] the upper bound for S(x) is obtained by using the linear
sieve. Since the linear sieve is neutral with respect to applications of Buchstab’s identity,
we may apply Buchstab’s identity as we please to obtain Type II sums which we now
have an asymptotic formula instead of just upper and lower bounds of the linear sieve,
thus improving on the linear sieve bound. A similar principle also appears in the sieve of
Duke, Friedlander, and Iwaniec [4]. By applying Harman’s sieve method the use of the
linear sieve can be completely avoided in some ranges (see [6, Sections 3.5 and 3.8] for
further discussion on the relation between Harman'’s sieve and the linear sieve).

For P > x193/128 \e are unable to obtain new information and we just apply the same
argument as in [2, Section 8] to get an upper bound for S(x, P). In the end we sum over
the dyadic ranges x < P < x@ to determine the largest z for which we can show that

Z |Ap|logp < (1 —€)X logx.

X<p<x@

As usual with Harman’s sieve method, we have to calculate numerical upper bounds
for multi-dimensional integrals. These integrals are computed using Python 3.7, and the
links to the codes can be found at the end of this section.

2.2. Arithmetic information

Let us define

p(m) = [{v € Z/mZ :v?> +1=0 (m)}.
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Remark 4. In [2] this is denoted by w(m) but we reserve the symbol w for the Buchstab
function.

From the work of de la Bretéche and Drappeau we know the following linear estimate
[1, Section 8.4] (it is stated there for bounded coefficients A, but the same holds also for
coefficients which are divisor bounded since the saving in the error term is a power of x).

Proposition 1 (Type I information, de la Breteche-Drappeau). Let § = 7/64. Let x <
P =x%<x2"and

D= xl/(2—40)—n P—G/(1—29) — x(1—20a)/(2—49)—r] — x(32—7o¢)/50—r].
Suppose that D < x>~/ P. Let L4 be any divisor bounded coefficients. Then

Sk Y lAwbreioem=x 3" ds Y Py mytogm + 01,

d<D m=0(d) d<D m=0(d)

Remark 5. We use 7 to denote a positive constant which can be taken to be arbitrarily
small and which may be different from place to place (similarly to [6]). Hence, the above
proposition says that for every small 1; > 0 there exists 7, > 0 such that if P < x2~™
and D = xB2-7®)/50=m « x2=M /P then the claimed asymptotic formula holds with
an error term O(x!7"2). The exact dependence between the various 1’s which appear is
irrelevant in our arguments.

In Section 3 we will show the following bilinear estimate which improves on [,
Théoreme 5.2]:

Proposition 2. (Type II information). Let 6 = 7/64. Let P = x“ for some a > 1, and let
MN = P for M, N > 1. Let a, and by, be divisor bounded coefficients such that by, is
supported on square-free integers. Then

Z Ambn|Amn|¥p (mn)logmn = X Z wa(mn)logmn + Oo(x'™).

m~M m~M mn
n~N n~N

if one of the following holds:

(i) we have

xa—1+n <« N« x(2—29—a)/3—n — x(57—32a)/96—77.

(ii) (Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec + de la Bretéche—-Drappeau) b, is supported on primes

and
x2(ot—1)+n < N« x(4—(3+20)oz)/(3—69) — x(128—103a)/75—r].

Remark 6. Part (i) gives a non-trivial range for N if o < 5/4 — 6/2 = 153/128 =
1.195....

Remark 7. The exponent § = 7/64 corresponds to the smallest eigenvalues A1(g) on
the Hecke congruence subgroups ['g(¢), ¢ > 1,by A1(q) = 1/4 — 9; (see [3, Section 1]
for precise definitions). Under Selberg’s eigenvalue conjecture we could set & = 0. That
0, < 7/64 follows from a deep result of Kim and Sarnak [10, Appendix 2].
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Remark 8. Part (ii) is almost a direct consequence of combining the argument in [4,
Section 5] with [1, Lemme 8.3, part 1]. The upper limit is better than (i) only in the range
o < 2671/2496 = 1.070. ... Notice that for & = 0 our part (i) gives a better result in the
full range.

Remark 9. By similar arguments to [8] and [11], in [1, Théoréme 5.2] de la Breteche and
Drappeau use the dispersion method to handle Type II sums for

x()l*l“rﬂ <« N« x(x(1729)/(7769)7n

but this is weaker than Proposition 2 (i).

2.3. Fundamental proposition

For integers d > 1 denote

S(AP)g.2) = Y |Adanl¥p(dn)log(dn), 2.2)
(n,P(2))=1

so that (writing A(P) = A(P); whend = 1)

S(x, P) = S(A(P),2:/P).
Let us also define the expected value of S(A(P)g, 2),
p(dn)

S(B(P)g.2)=X Y.

(n,P(z))=1

Yp(dn)log(dn). (2.3)

For d = 1 denote B(P) = B(P);.

For the next proposition we note that (2 — 20 — «)/3 > 2(« — 1) exactly if o <
249/224 = 1.11.... We can combine Propositions 1 and 2 by using a variant of the
argument in [6, Chapter 3] to get

Proposition 3 (Fundamental Proposition I). Let P = x% for 1 < a < 249/224 — 2. Let
D be as in Proposition 1 and set

U := Dxl—oc—n — x(1—20a)/(2—40)—a+1_27,’

and

{2—29—a 4—(3+20) }
0 := max — —1ny.

3 T3 60

Let Ay, be divisor bounded coefficients. Then

D AuSAP), %) = D AuS(B(P)y, x7) + 0" 1),

u<U u<U
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Proof. Using the Mgbius function to detect (1, P(x?)) = 1, we have
D MSAP).x) =Y D> Aup(d)| Augn|¥p (udn) log(udn)
u<U u<U d|P(x°) n

= X7 (A(P)) + 211 (A(P)),

where

SrA) =Y Y D Awpld)|Auan| Ve (udn) log(udn),

usU d|P(x°) n
d<xe—1+n

SuA) =Y > hupa(d)|Auan|¥p (udn) log(udn).
u<U d|P(x°) n
d>xe—1+n

Similarly, we can write

Y AuS(B(P)y, x%) = Z1(B(P)) + Z11(B(P)).

u<U
For the first pair of sums, since du < x* 177U = D, by Proposition 1 we have
T1(A(P)) = Z((B(P)) + O(x'™).

In the second pair of sums we have (writing d = g1 - - qx)

Z11(A(P))
= Z (_1)k Z Z AulAug,qin| WP (g1 - qin) log(ugy - - qen).
k<log x usU gqjp<-<q1=<x°

qreqr>xe 1

For every ¢ - - - qi there exists a unique £ < k such that

qre-qe > x* and qp--qeog < x*1H

Hence, writing n’ := ¢1 ---q¢ and m := unqgy; -+ - qx, and using Perron’s formula to
remove the cross-condition g¢ < ¢4 (cf. [6, Chapter 3.2]), we can partition X7 (A(P))

into
Z (—1)k ZZ Z ambn! | Amn |Yp (mn') logmn’

k<log x {<k M p/=g .qp=x2"1+n
q1qo—1 <x®—1+n
qe<-<q1=x?
with b, supported on square-free integers. A similar partition applies to X7 (B(P)).
If £ = 1, then x* 177 < g, < x?, so that we have an asymptotic formula by combining
Proposition 2 (i,1ii) if @ < 2671/2496, and for & > 2671/2496 simply using part (i).
If £ > 1, then we have gy - - -q¢ < x* 1 Tgy < x@720-0)/3=1 (5ince gy < g1 < x@~ 1171
and 2(¢ — 1) < (2 —260 —«)/3 — 3n for a < 249/224 — 2p), so that we may apply
Proposition 2 (i) to get an asymptotic formula. Summing over £ and k we obtain

S (A(P)) = B (B(P)) + O(x'™"). =
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We note that (2 — 26 —«)/3 > o — 1 precisely if @ < 153/128. By a similar argument
we obtain the following variant of the previous proposition.

Proposition 4 (Fundamental Proposition IT). Let P = x* for 1 <« < 153/128 — 21. Let
D be as in Proposition 1 and set

U = Dxl—a—n — x(l—26‘a)/(2—46’)—0{+1—2n7

2-20 -«
y::T—a—i—l—Zn.

Let Ay, be divisor bounded coefficients. Then

D AuSAP) x7) = D AuS(B(P)y, x7) + O(x' 7).

u<U u<U

Proof. The only difference to the proof of Proposition 3 is that this time in 377 (A(P))
combining

a—1+n

qr---qe = x"" and g1--rqe1 <x

with g < x¥ we get gy ---q¢ < x@ 140+ < x(@2=20-)/3=n 50 that we may use Propo-
sition 2 (i) to get an asymptotic formula. ]

We also need a lemma for transforming sums over almost-primes into integrals which
can be evaluated numerically. Let w(u) denote the Buchstab function (see [6, Chapter 1]
for the properties below, for instance), so that by the Prime Number Theorem for y€ <
z<y,

bgy) 4 2.4)

1 -1=01 1 .
> dapen=1 =1+ o ))w(logz log 2

y<n<2y

Note that for 1 < u < 2 we have w(#) = 1/u. In the numerical computations we will use
the following bounds for the Buchstab function (see [9, Lemma 20]):

=0, u <1,
= 1/u, 1 <u<?2,
o) =1 4+log(u—1))/u, 2<u<3, 25)
< 0.5644, 3<u<4,
< 0.5617, u >4,
> 0.5607, u > 2.47.

In the lemma below we assume that the range U C [x7, Px~"|¥ is sufficiently well-
behaved, e.g. an intersection of sets of the type {u:u; <uj}or{u:V < f(uy,...,ux) <W}
for some polynomial f and some fixed V, W.
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Lemma 1. Let U C [x", Px™"]* and P = x®. Then

S SBP)gy .y k)

(q1;--9k)EU

d
= a0 [y a [owp PP
B1-- Br—1Bj;
where the integral is over the range {B : (xP1,... xPx) e U}, and
w(. B) = w(“‘ﬁl ""‘ﬁ").
Br
Proof. By definition the left-hand side in the lemma is equal to
p(q1 - gqxm)
Y XD lmp@= 1@_—% P(q1+--qxm)log(qy -+~ gim).

@15-9K)EU m

Note that the function p(m) is multiplicative and p(p) = 2 - 1,=1 (4) for primes p > 2.
Hence, for (m, P(x")) = 1 we can replace p(m) by 1 with negligible error by equidistri-
bution of primes in arithmetic progressions. Therefore, by (2.4) and by the Prime Number
Theorem we have

Z S(‘:B(P)qla---,qk’Qk)

1
= Z X Z Lon, P(gr))= 1q WP(‘]l “qim)log(qn -+ - qxm)

(q1,--,qK)EU m

1 w(log(P/(ql ---qk)))
g1+ qx logqi log gx
=1+ 0(1))X/1/fp(u) log u aL_u

1 (log(P/(nl«-'nk)))
1---ng(logny) ... (logng_y)log? ng log ny

i)t !

=(1+o(1)X [ Yp(u)logu c;_u

/ w(log(P/(ul---uk))) duy ---duy
U log uy “up---ug(loguy) ... (logug—1)log? ug

dpi---dB
= (o)X [vr0 o [ ot p) 7
/3 —1ﬂk

by the change of variables u; = x# and by inserting logu = (1 + o(1))x log x. ]

Remark 10. We refer to the factor o [ w(c, /9)“”3‘—‘1’3/’32 as the deficiency of the corre-
1Pk

sponding sum.
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For the linear sieve (see [5, Chapter 11]) we let F(s), f(s) denote the continuous
solution to the system of delay-differential equations

{(sF(s))’ = f(s = 1),
(sf(s)) = F(s = 1),
with the initial condition
sF(s) =2eV ifl <s <3,
{sf(s):O ifs <2.
Here y is the Euler—Mascheroni constant. We require the following

Lemma 2 (Linear sieve upper bound). Let D be as in Proposition 1. For P = x* and for
any x" < z < D we have

du al log D
sz s fonn 2 8825 (122)

Proof. Let A4 denote the sieve weights of the upper bound linear sieve [5, Chapter 11])
with level of distribution D. Then

S(AP).2) < Y Aa Y |Amlyp(m)logm

d<D m=0(d)

d|P(z)
p(m) 1-
=X /7 n
D Aa Y, = =wp(m)logm + O(x' ")
d<D d<D

d|P(2)

by Proposition 1. The sum on the right-hand side can now be evaluated by using [5,
Theorem 11.12] and the same argument as in [2, Section 8], which leads to the result. m

2.4. Buchstab decompositions

The general idea of Harman’s sieve is to use Buchstab’s identity to decompose the sum
S(€(P),2+/P) (in parallel for €(P) = A4(P) and €(P) = B(P)) into a sum of the
form )", €x Sk (€(P)), where €, € {—1, 1}, and Sx(€(P)) > 0 are sums over almost-
primes. Since we are interested in an upper bound, for €(P) = A(P) we can insert the
trivial estimate Si(A(P)) > 0 for any k such that the sign €; is —1; these sums are
said to be discarded. For the remaining k we will obtain an asymptotic formula by using
Propositions 2 and 3 (in some cases with €, = 1 we will use the linear sieve upper bound
(Lemma 2) but let us ignore this for now). That is, if K is the set of indices that are
discarded, then

S(A(P),2VP) =Y e Sk(AP)) < Y e Sk(A(P)) = (1+0(1)) Y e Sk(B(P))
k k¢ X k¢K

= (1+0(1))S(B(P).2VP)+ Y Sc(B(P)).

keX



J. Merikoski 1264

By the Prime Number Theorem we have
d
S(B(P),2v/P) = (1 + o(1))X / Y () ==

The remaining sum ) ;. 4 Sk(B(P)) can be estimated using Lemma 1. Thus, we will
obtain an upper bound of the form

S(AP), 23/P) = (1 + G(@)X [ vr o 2.6)

for some non-negative function G measuring the deficiency at range P = x*.
To relax the notations we will ignore factors of x” in the ranges of variables in this
section, since their contribution to G () will be O(n) which can be made arbitrarily small.
We consider five cases: 1 <« < 758/733, 758/733 < o < 249/224,249/224 < a <
182/157,182/157 < @ < 153/128, and o > 153/128.

Remark 11. The range o < 249/224 is where we can apply Proposition 3. For o <
182 /157 we will use Proposition 4. For 182/157 < o < 153/128 we will use a combi-
nation of Proposition 2 (i) and the linear sieve upper bound. For & > 153/128 we do not
have any new information so that we just use the linear sieve similarly to [1] and [2] to
get an upper bound.

24.1. Casel <o < 758/733. Let

4— (3 +20)
o = — —
3—-60

(for @ < 758/733 part (ii) of Proposition 2 is stronger than (i)). Define £ by setting (recall
Proposition 3)

U= Dx!7 1 = x(1—29a)/(2—49)—a+1—2n = )CE.
Let € € {4, 8}. By Buchstab’s identity we have
S(€(P).2VP) =S(€(P).x°) = > S(C(P)4.q).
x0<q=<24/P

By Proposition 3 we have an asymptotic formula for the first term. In the second sum we
note that the implicit variable in S(€(P)g4,q) (cf. n in (2.2) and (2.3)) is of size x*/q, so
that for ¢ > x®~2° the implicit variable runs over primes of size < x2°. Hence

Y SEP) = Y SE(P)x7),
x¥—20 gq<U x¥—20 gg<U

so that we have an asymptotic formula by Proposition 3 in this range. We note that this
range is non-trivial precisely if

o < 758/733 =1.034....
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The remaining part we just discard, which by Lemma 1 gives us a deficiency

dp dp
p2 P

2.4.2. Case758/733 < o < 249/224. Let

a—20 /2
oz/ w(a/p—1) +a/5 o/ —1) (2.7)

2-20 -« 4—(3+20)
0 .= max -1, - .
3 3—-660

By Buchstab’s identity we have
S(e(P).2vP) = S(€(P).x") = > S(€(P)g.q).
x0<q<2+/P

By Proposition 3 we have an asymptotic formula for the first term. The second sum we
just discard, which by Lemma 1 gives us a deficiency

dp
F.

249/224

/2
a/ w(/B—1)

Summing over the dyadic ranges x < P = 2/x < x we obtain

> S(x.P)<(25/224+ Gi + Gy + o(1)) X logx,

x<P<x249/224
P=2/x

where by (2.7),

758/733 a—20 d,B a2 d/g
G, :=/; a(/ﬂ a)(oz/,B—l)F—i—/g w(a/B—1) E) da < 0.01745

and

249/224 a/2 dB
G, :=/ a/ a)(a/ﬁ—l)ﬁda < 0.11478.
7 o

58/733

2.4.3. Case 249/224 < o < 182/157. From now on we let 0 := (2 — 260 — «)/3 (for
o > 249/224 part (i) of Proposition 2 is stronger than (ii)). Recall that in Proposition 4,

. 2—-20 -«

— 1—2n.
3 o+ n

Y
By applying Buchstab’s identity we get
S(A(P).2VP) = S(AP).x") = Y S(A(P)g.q).

x¥<q<2+/P

For the first term we have an asymptotic formula by Proposition 4. In the second sum we
get an asymptotic formula by Proposition 2 (i) in the part x*~! < g < x°. We discard the
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a2

part with x° < g < x%/~, which gives us a deficiency

dp
F .
For the remaining part x” < ¢ < x*~! we apply Buchstab’s identity twice to get

— P)g.q) =— Py, x
> S(AP).q) Y S(AP)g,x7)

xV<g=xo—l xV<g=<xo—l

+ Y S(AP)ggp-XT)

XY <qa<qp<x®~!

- Z S(‘A’(P)qlqzq_zvq3)-

XY <q3<qr<q<x®~1

a2
o / o(@/p—1)

Since a < 182/157, we have x2~1 < U so that for the first two sums we have an asymp-
totic formula by Proposition 4. In the last sum we use Proposition 2 (i) to get an asymptotic
formula whenever any combination of 1, ¢, 3 is in the Type Il range [x*~!, x?] and we
discard the rest. Thus,

182 249
E Sx,P)<|—=—=—=+G3+G4+0(1) | X1logx,
157 224
x249/224 < p < 182/157
P=2/x
where

182/157 /2 dﬂ
Gs = / a/ w(/p—1) 7 do < 0.093754,
2 o

49/224 2
B1— 2 — ﬂs) dpi1dpzdps
B3 B1B2B3

with fy the characteristic function of the four-dimensional set

da < 0.0057

Gy = / f4(a,ﬁ)aw(°‘ -

a<—,y<PB3<Ba<Pfr<a-—-1,

249 - 182
224 157

B1+ B2, B1 + B3, B2+ B3, Br+ B2+ B3 ¢ [05—170]}-

2.4.4. Case 182/157 < a < 153/128. By applying Buchstab’s identity we get
S(A(P).2VP) = S(AP).x* )= Y S(AP)g.q)
x*—l<g<2J/P

<SAP),x* )= Y S(AP), ).

xo—1 <q<x©

For the first term we use the linear sieve upper bound (Lemma 2), while for the second
term we have an asymptotic formula by Proposition 2. Hence, by Lemmata 1 and 2 we
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get an upper bound

S(A(P). 2VP) < (Gs(a) — Go(@) + o(1) X / Vp () ‘i—”

so that
> S(x,P) < (Gs — Gg + o(1))X log x,
x182/157 < p < 5153/128
P=2/x
where
153/128 1—=26
G5:=e_y/ * F( ¢ )da
182/157 «—1 \(2—40)(a—1)
153/128 o
=4(1 —206) ——da < 0.17877,

182/157 1 — 200

153/128 o dﬂ

Gg = / oc/ w(a/f—1)—da > 0.016329.
182/157 a—1 p?

Remark 12. Here also we could apply Buchstab’s identity multiple times to generate

more Type II sums, much as we did for @ < 182/157. However, for o > 182/157 the

width of our Type II information is y < 0.048 so that the gain from this would be fairly

small (certainly less than Gg), so we ignore this to simplify the argument.

2.4.5. Case o > 153/128. In the range P > x'53/128 we do not have any new informa-
tion, so that just using the linear sieve upper bound (Lemma 2) we obtain

@ o

> S(x,P) < (4(1 —20)

x153/128 . p <@
P=2/x

da +o(1 )Xlo x. (2.8)
153/128 1 — 20 M &

2.5. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem |

Summing over the estimates we get

> S(x.P) = (25/157+ G + o(1)X logx.

x<P<x153/128
P=2/x

where
25/157 4+ G = 25/157 4+ G1 + G2 + G3 + G4 + G5 — Gg < 0.553361.

Combining this with (2.8), we have

1 1.279

Y S(x.P) <0.553361 + 4(1 —26) ® _ da
153/128 1 — 20«

X log x

x<P<x1-279
P=2/x

=0.997... <1,
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which proves Theorem 1 since otherwise we reach a contradiction with the asymp-
totic (2.1). [

Remark 13. In comparison, just using the linear sieve upper bound gives

153/128 o
> Sx.P)< (4(1 - 29)] - do + 0(1))X10gx
. .

Xx<P<x153/128 200
P=2/x

< 0.8213- X log x.

Remark 14. The method in [1] and [2] gives an asymptotic formula for S(x, P) for
P < x, but for P = x!7€ the upper bound is off by a factor of 4 4+ O(¢). In contrast,
we get the correct upper bound for P = x17¢ 153/128 oy
method can be enhanced to give an upper bound which continuously increases from an
asymptotic formula to the linear sieve upper bound (this would require a more careful
handling of the part 182/157 < o < 153/128). This is in accordance with the general
principle of Harman’s sieve method that our sieve bounds should depend continuously on
the quality of the arithmetic information.

. As P = x“% varies from x to x

The Python 3.7 codes for computations of the Buchstab integrals are available at

G, http://codepad.org/e2RiL3TM
G, http://codepad.org/i2B0T07g
Gs http://codepad.org/vM1ImNKm
Gy http://codepad.org/D0xewic3
Ge http://codepad.org/IKZNttfN

2.6. Proof of Theorem 2

The sieve follows the same recipe as the proof of Theorem 1. Assuming Selberg’s con-
jecture we may set @ = 0, so that D = x/2, U = x3?2* = xf and 0 = 2 — ) /3.
The reader will verify that now the ranges corresponding to the five ranges in the proof of
Theorem 1 are | <o < 17/16,17/16 <a <8/7,8/7 <a <7/6,7/6 < a < 5/4 and
« > 5/4. By a similar application of Buchstab’s identities we get

> S(x.P)=(1/6+ F +o(1)X logx,

x<P<x5/4
P=2/x
where
1/6 + F=1/6+ F1 + F, + F5 + F4 + F5 — Fg < 0.679914
with
17/16 a—20 13
F :=/ oz(/ a)(oz/ﬂ—l) / o/ —1) 'Bz)d(x < 0.0287,

8/7 IB
]; [ ol@/f—1)— 52 da < 0.08622,

7/16


http://codepad.org/e2RiL3TM
http://codepad.org/i2BOT07g
http://codepad.org/vMlImNKm
http://codepad.org/DOxewic3
http://codepad.org/IKZNttfN
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7/6 /2 d,B
F;3 .= / oc/ w(e/B—1) = da < 0.03107,
8/7 o /3

- a—p1—P2— B3\ dp1dB2dps
Fy .-/ﬂ(a,ﬂ)aa)( 5, ) B1 B2 do < 0.00011,
5/4
Fs:= 4/7/6 adoe =29/72,
/4 o
Fe := /7/56 a/a_l w(a/B—1) c;—'fda > 0.035631,

with fy the characteristic function of the four-dimensional set

{8/T<a<7/6,y<PBs<Ba<Pr<a-—1,
B1+ B2, B1 + B3, B2+ B3, 1+ B2+ B3 & [a—1,0]}.

By the linear sieve (Lemma 2) we also have

Z S(x,P) < (4/wada+0(l))Xlogx.
5/4

x/4<P<x”
P=2/x

Combining the two estimates we obtain
1.312

1
Z S(x, P) <0.679914+4/ ada =0997... <1,
X log x 5/4
x<P<x1312
P=2/x
which implies Theorem 2. |

3. Type II information

In this section we give a proof of Proposition 2. Let us first give a non-rigorous sketch of
the argument.

3.1. Sketch of the argument

Similarly to [8] and [11], in [1, Théoréme 5.2] de la Breteche and Drappeau obtain
asymptotic formulas for Type II sums by using the dispersion method of Linnik (cf.
[1, Section 8.3.3]).

Our argument is more direct. We begin by applying the Poisson summation formula
to evaluate |s,,,|. For simplicity, let us assume that (m,n) = 1 in the Type II sum in
Proposition 2. Then by the Poisson summation formula (Lemma 4) we can reduce the
claim to showing that for H = x€ P /x and for any bounded coefficients ¢; we have

1 _
T Z ch Z amby, Z emn(—hv) < x!77.
1<|h|<H m~M v (mn)
(,;”;)A;l v24+1=0 (mn)
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Remark 15. Note that the length of the exponential sum is M N = P, while we need a
bound that is a bit less than x. Thus, we need to save a power of x, the more the bigger
P is. Since we need to apply the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the proof, all savings are
essentially halved. For this reason we are unable to get an estimate for large P.

Remark 16. For a fixed % this sum is the same bilinear sum as in the work of Duke,
Friedlander and Iwaniec [4, Proposition 2]. Note that in their work only a small saving
over the trivial bound is required, that is, a bound <« P 1= 1n this case their method gives
unconditionally the same range as one gets assuming Selberg’s conjecture (i.e. x" < N <
x'/3=1)_ Our argument has a similar flavour to their proof, but in contrast we also make
use of the average over the frequencies /.

When we apply Cauchy—Schwarz we would like to simplify matters by keeping the
sum over v2 + 1 = 0 (mn) ‘outside’ while keeping the sum over n ‘inside’. To facilitate
this, recall that b,, is supported on square-free integers. Hence, if we denote

Q:=0m:= [] »
2<p=<2N
p=1,2(4)
ptm

then by the Chinese Remainder Theorem we have (for (m,n) = 1)

(n)
S emn(—hv) = 2 S emn(=h).
v24+1=0 (mn) P(Q) v24+1=0(mQ)

Let Y (m) denote a C°°-smooth majorant of 1,,_p. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and by expanding the square afterwards we obtain

Y X g X o X bape(—)

m~M v24+1=0 (mQ) 1<|h|<H (n;l,;)l\;l
1 o _
<< MI/Z(Z WM(m)m Z Ch,Chy Z bn]bn2
m 1<|hyl,lh2|<H ninp~N
(m,ninz)=1
(n1)p(n2) 12
: pT Z €mn, (_hlv)emnz(hZU)
p v241=0 (mQ)
1 _
<< M1/2 (m Z Cthh2 Z p(}’lo) Z bno”lb”()”2
1<|hil,lh2|<H no<KN ni,nz2~N/no

(n1,n2)=1

1/2
o X emmgmm(lhan— )

(m,nonnz)=1 v24+1=0 (mnonny)

by denoting no = (n1, n3) and by using the Chinese Remainder Theorem to collapse the
sum over v2 4+ 1 = 0 (mQ) back to a sum over vZ + 1 = 0 (mnonn»).
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In the diagonal part hyn, — hony = 0 we use a trivial estimate to get a bound

1/2
« Ml/z(%HNM) K MN'2HTV2  xM2PINTIZ <y 1o,

since H > P/x and N > x%~1*7,
For the off-diagonal i;n, — hony # 0 we can introduce Kloosterman sums by a sim-
ilar argument as in [2, Section 5] to get a sum of the type

Z Z AmrBn r Z gm,n,c,r)S(mr, £n;c)

r m~M (c,r)=1
N~

where g(m, n,c,r) is a C*°-smooth function. Here r corresponds to ngnyn,, n corre-
sponds to hyn, — hony, and m is the frequency parameter that arises from completing an
incomplete Kloosterman sum by using Lemma 5. Unfortunately, both of the coefficients
Ap r and B, , depend on r, so that we are unable to make use of the average over the
‘level variable’ r (as in [3, Theorem 10]). By combining the bound 6 < 7/64 of Kim and
Sarnak [10, Appendix 2] with the estimate of Deshouillers and Iwaniec [3, Theorem 9]
we can bound

Z Am,an,r Z gm,n,c,r)S(mr, £n;c)
m~M (c,r)=1
n~N

for each r individually, which gives a sufficient bound as long as N < x2=20=®)/3 for
0 =17/64.

3.2. Sizes of various quantities in the proof

In the proof of Proposition 2 (i) below there will appear numerous quantities. Here we
have collected their sizes and relations to one another:

P = xa, MN = P, th—l—H] < N <« x(2—29—l¥)/3—7l — x(57—320¢)/96—7]’

Pl/2N1/2
H=xP/x, k<M, 1<KRS<K———,
kl/zn(l)/2
SN2
T = x€ R Hy,H, < H, 0= 38k®>noniny =< 38N?/no,
no

HN
M<LT, NKLK-—, CKS.
ki’lo

3.3. Preliminaries
We have collected here some basic estimates which will be needed in the proof.

Lemma 3. Let L > 1. For any integer q # 0 we have

Y (g <t@L.

1<{<L
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Proof. We have

Z (t.q) = Z Z laje < t(q)L. "

1<{<L dlg 1<¢<L

The following lemma is easily proved from [2, Lemma 1] by using integration by
parts multiple times.

Lemma 4 (Truncated Poisson summation formula). Let ¥ be a fixed C°°-smooth com-
pactly supported function and let x > 1. Let ¢ > 1 be an integer. Then for any A, € > 0,

£ 5= fo(ert T SEN() ot

n=a(q) 1<|h|<x€q/x

where f(h) = [ f(&)e(h§) dE is the Fourier transform.
Applying the above lemma we immediately infer

Lemma 5 (Completion of sums). Let ¥ be a fixed C°°-smooth compactly supported
Sfunction and let x >> 1. Let ¢ > 1 be an integer. Suppose that F : N — C is a g-periodic
function. Then for any A, € > 0,

Zw(f—C)F(n)
S @(h—x) Y F@eql-ah) + Osey (x4 Y IF@]).

4 0<|h|<x€q/x 4 a€Z/qZ a€Z/ql

To state the next lemma, for any sequence a,, and any M > 0 define the £2-norm

1/2
lasellz == (Y laml?)

m~M

Let A1 (q) denote the smallest eigenvalue of the Laplacian on 'y (g)\H (see [3, Section 1]
for precise definitions). The Selberg eigenvalue conjecture famously states that for every
congruence subgroup I' the smallest eigenvalue A;(I") is at least 1/4. The current best
result towards this is the result of Kim and Sarnak [10, Proposition 2 in Appendix 2],
which gives the lower bound A{(I") > 1/4 — (7/64)2. By combining this with [3, Theo-
rem 9] of Deshouillers and Iwaniec, we get

Lemma 6 (Deshouillers—Iwaniec + Kim—Sarnak). Let 6 = 7/64, and let r be a positive
integer. Let C, M, N > 0 and let g(m,n,c) be a C°°-smooth function, supported in

[M,2M] x [N.2N] x [C.2C]

and satisfying

g/ +k+t

mg(m,n,c) < M_jN_kC_l fOrOf],k,ESZ
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Then for any coefficients a,, and b, we have

amb m,n,c)S(mr,£n;c) <1+ L |a b s
E’ . mbn& ,—N MI21IPN 112

(c,r)=1

where

(V7 €+ VMN + VMC)(J7 C + VMN + VN C)

JrC + VMN
Remark 17. In the statement of [3, Theorem 9] there is a typographical error: the factor
1+ j%) should be (1

£ =

To apply the above lemma we need an upper bound for the average value of ||by||2:
Lemma 7. Let Hi, H,, N, K > 1 and H; > H,. Then

(Z‘ Z L ky—hoky=n ’

ki,ko~K n~N hy~H;
h2~H2

1/2
) < NY2max {KH,, K2 H?).

Proof. If H; > K, then trivially S <« N'/2K Hy, since the number of solutions (h1, /2)
toh1ky, —hoky =nis << Hi/k1 +1 < Hy/K.If H; < K, then by the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality

1/2
§< K( ) > lkz(hl—h3)=k1<h2—h;))

hy, h/ ~Hj ki,ko~K
ho, h/ ~H2hlk2 hoki~N

1/2
<<KH1( > omax Y 1n241=n142)

hi~H
| |<Hy py~pry  kiko~K
|| << H> hoki—h1k>o~N

1/2
< KHl(hmaX Z Z 1h1k2 —hyk1= n)

h;:H n~N ky,kr~K

K 1/2
< KHI(NE) — N1/2K3/2H11/2. .

For the proof of Proposition 2 (ii) we require the following lemma of de la Breteche
and Drappeau [1, Lemme 8.3, part 1] (applied with r = d =1 and D = —1), which
makes explicit the dependence on 6 of the result of Duke, Friedlander and Iwaniec [4,
Proposition 4] (for 6 = 1/4 they give essentially the same result).

Lemma 8. Let 6 = 7/64 and fix an integer ¢ > 1. Suppose that |h| < q, M > 1, and let
Y be a fixed C*°-smooth compactly supported function. Then

Yo wm/M) > emg(hv) << |h| + (q.h)’q"/ > MO
(m,q)=1 v2+1=0 (mq)
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3.4. Evaluation of |Amn| by Poisson summation

We are now in a position to begin the proof of Proposition 2. We will first show part (i)
and in the end part (ii). By the truncated Poisson summation formula (Lemma 4) we have,
for any € > 0,

lAmal = > b= ) > b

{241=0(mn) v(mn)  {=v(mn)
v24+1=0 (mn)

_ plmn)
o mn

where, for ¥ (z) := b(xz) and H := x€ P /x, we have

~(h
r(ef\»,mn)zﬁ 3 w(m—Z) 3 emn(=hv).

1<|h|l<H v (mn)
v24+1=0 (mn)

X +r(A,mn) + Oqc(x™4),

The smooth ‘cross-conditions’ {ﬁ\ (hx/mn) and Yp(mn)logmn may be removed by
applying Mellin transform (similarly as one can use Perron’s formula to remove cross-
conditions in [6, Chapter 3.2]). Hence, Proposition 2 follows once we show

Proposition 5. Let ¢y, be any bounded coefficients. Adopting the assumptions of Propo-
sition 2, for H := x€ P /x we have

1 -
SMN)i=— D D ambn Y, emn(—hv) <X G
1<|h|l<H m~M v (mn)
n~N v241=0 (mn)
Our proof of Proposition 2 (i) actually gives the following general bound, which we
state only in the case H < N for simplicity.

Proposition 6. Ler M, N, H > 1 with H < N and let a,,, b, and cy, be divisor bounded
coefficients. Assume that by, is supported on square-free integers. Then

% Z Ch Z amby Z emn(—hv)

1<|h|l<H m~M v (mn)
n~N v24+1=0 (mn)

1/2 3/4+6/2 A73/2+6/2
MN + /—HMN+H1/2M1/4N—|—M3/4N1/2—|—M N

=~ H1/2 H1/2+6/2

3.5. Application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

Let us write k = (m, n) and make the change of variables m +— km and n + kn to get
S(M,N)= ) Si(M,N)
k<N

for
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Ek(M,N) = Z akm% Z Ch Z bkn Z ekzmn(—hv).

m~M/k I<lh|l<H  n~N/k v2+1=0 (k?mn)
(n,km)=1
We will show that X (M, N) << x'77/k (in the first pass the reader may wish to restrict
to the case k = 1). Before applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we note that by the
Chinese Remainder Theorem for any coprime integers a, b the solutions to v2 4+ 1 =
0 (ab) are in one-to-one correspondence to the solutions to the pair of equations o + 1 =
0(a), B> + 1 = 0(b). Thus, denoting

Q=0km:= [] »p
2<p=<2N

r=1,2(4)
ptkm

we have

S ey =20 )

v24+1=0 (k2mn) Q) v2+1=0 (k2mQ)

by using the fact that b,, is supported on square-free integers. Inserting this and applying
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we get

Sr(M,N)
<< %(; Y (km)

1 ' 1
N -5 Ch bknp(n)e 2mn(_hv)
o X |ETa S o

24 1= 2 ~N
ve+1=0 (k“mQ) (nr,Lm)=l

=%(# Y e vmkm) Y b b,

2)1/2

1<|h |, ha|<H ?1,,,2”;,/,{1
niny,m)=
1/2
.p(n;()g()nz) Z ekzmnl(—hlv)ekzmnz(hzv)) . (32

v24+1=0 (k2mQ)

Denote ng := (n1, n2), and make the change of variables n; — non; in the above sum.
Since ngnin, is square-free and coprime to km, by the Chinese Remainder Theorem we
obtain

p(non)p(nons)
p(Q) Z

€k2mngns (h2v)ek2mn0n1 (=h1v)
v24+1=0 (k2mQ)

_ p(nony)p(nonz) Z
P(Q) v24+1=0 (k2mQ)
= p(no) > Ckmmonny (211 — hinz)v).

v24+1=0 (k2mnonn»)

€k2mnon na ((hany — hina)v)
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Hence, we obtain X (M, N),zc << (M/k)-Er(M,N), where

1 o -
Ek(M7 N) = m Z ChiChy Z p(n()) Z bknonlbkn()nz

1<|hy|,|h2|<H no<KN ny,na~N/kng
(n1,n2)=1

> Umkm) > €k2mnonyn, (211 — hinz)v).

(m,noninz)=1 v24+1=0 (k2mnonn»>)

We immediately note that the contribution from the diagonal hin, — hiny, = 0 to
Ex (M, N) is trivially bounded by

M MN
< 2 ) 2 Unmemom <
no<KN 1<|hy|,lh2|<2H ny,no<K<N/kng

which contributes to X (M, N') at most

~-M = = — & x2PVINTY2 X1k (3.3)

1 MNYY?  MNY?2 1
k kH2 ™k

by using H = x€P/x and the assumption N > x®~!*7_ Therefore, we may assume
below that iyny — hony # 0.

3.6. Introducing Kloosterman sums
We expand the condition (m, ngnin,) = 1 by using the Mobius function to get

o= > u(3);-

m,nonnz)=1 §|lnonn
(m,noninz) [noninz Sm

In the first pass the reader may wish to pretend that § = 1 below. Let us denote £ :=
mk?nonyn,, so that the condition § | m can be written as §k?ngnn, | £ and

Ex(M,N)
1 - -
= m Z Ch1Ch2 Z P(”O) Z bknonlbkn()nz Z M(s)
1<|hyl,lh2|<H no<KN ni,na~N/kng Slnoninz
(n1,n2)=1
hin>—hyni#0
{
Yo V() D ellhani—hina)v) + O(MN/kH).
Ronina
£=0(8k2nonny) v24+1=0 ()

The variable £ is of size PN/ kngy. To proceed we require the following lemma of Gauss
(cf. [2, Lemma 2]):
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Lemma 9. If the equation v> + 1 = 0 ({) has a solution, then { has a representation as
a sum of two squares

L=r>+s% (rs)=1,rs>0.

Furthermore, there is a one-to-one correspondence between such representations and the
solutions to v? + 1 = 0 ({), and we have

Applying this lemma we get

ee((hany — hyng)v) = e(w) (1 + o(ﬂ)).
r Ps

The contribution from the O-term to Xz (M, N) is trivially bounded by

1 1/2
I C D SIS SIND SIS SRS S
no<KN ny,na~N/kng 8|lnoninz sK(PN/kno)l/2 ~ r&(PN/kno)l/?
r=t (8k%nonn2)

pl2yN1/2 pl2yN1/2 1/2
- ( 2o (nok)l/z( “))

5/28,3/2
no<¥N ny,ny~N/kng 8lnoniny k! 8”0 ninz

< %(M1/2H1/2N1/2 + M1/2H1/2N5/4P—1/4)

xe/z

(Px~V2 4 P3AN3ATI2) 170k (3.4)

since from the assumptions it follows that o < 3/2 —npand N < x27%77,
Hence, we have Zx (M, N) = Ex(M,N) 4+ O(E), where (M/ k)22 < x1=1/k
and

Ex(M.N)
1 - .
= m Z Chlchz Z p(n()) Z bknonlbkn0n2 Z ,u(8)
1<|hy|,|h2|<H no<KN ny,na~N/kng Slnonina
(n1,n2)=1

hiny—hon1#0

Z WM( r2 4 52 )es(hlnz_hznl).

knonin r
r,s>0 07172

(r,s)=1
r2=—s2 (§k2ngnn2)
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3.7. Completing the sum

By a smooth dyadic partition of unity for the variables r and s, we can split g (M, N)
into < log? x sums of the form

Yk (R, S)
1 - -
= ﬁ Z Cthh2 Z p(/’l()) Z bknonlbkn0n2 Z /’L((S)
1<|hy|,|h2|<H no<KN ny,na~N/kng 8lnoninz
(n1,n2)=1
hinpy—hon1#0
l’l]l’lz—hzl’ll
Z g(r.s,noninz)es EE— R
(r,s)=1
r2=—s2 (8k%nonn2)
where

r? +s?
g(r.s,noninz) == Yr(r)¥s© ¥ | —
knon 1n2
with Yg(r) (similarly for ¥5(s)) a C>°-smooth function supported on [R, 2R] and satis-
fying wg)(r) «; R7 foralli > 0, where

P1/2N1/2 P1/2N1/2

and max{R,S}> ;

1<K R, SK _—
k /2n(1)/2

kl/ 2n(l)/ 2
For each R and S we can now complete the sum over r by using the Poisson summa-
tion formula (Lemma 5), similarly to [2, Section 5]. The modulus of the sum is of size
S8k2ngniny < SSN2/ny, and the length of the sum is R, so that for

SEN?
T :=x*¢
Rl’lo
we get, by Lemma 5,
hiny — han
Z g(ﬁ&"om"z)%(%) + Oge(x™)

r
(r,s)=1
r2=—s2 (8k%nonn>)

x€ h1n2 — h2n1
= Z G(t,s,noniny) Z es (— €ssk2non ny (—1U),

u
ltl<T u (s8k%nonnz)
,_ o=t (3.5)

u2=—s2 (§k2ngnnz)

where

RT ~
G(t,s,noniny) = fs,no,m,nz(fR/S5k2non1n2)
2

x€s8k2nonin
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for

Ssnomine (X) 1= g(Rx, s, noninz)

(so that the function G is bounded). By writing u=as + B8k%nonn, (note that (u,s)=1
implies (s, 8k%nonny) = 1) the right-hand side in (3.5) is equal to

xé
T Z G(t,s,noniny) Z €s5k2non ny (—100)

ltI<T a2+1=0 (§k2noninz)
Z e (l’lll’lz—hzl’ll Z‘IB)
S\ sk2nnnaB :
£G) Sk nonll’lzﬁ

(B.9)=1
By a standard bound for Ramanujan’s sums the contribution from ¢t = 0 to W (R, S)
is bounded by (using Lemma 3)

<< # Z Z Z Z(/’llnz —/’lznl,S)

hi,hp no<KN ni,no~N/kng S
(n1,n2)=1
hlnz—hznl 760

<< Z SN2 << Pl/ZNl/Zk—Z
Tk2n} '

The contribution from this to Xz (M, N) is
< MV2PUANYA ) = PIANTV4 )k <« X7 /K (3.6)

since N > x® 117 > x32=447 for ¢ < 3/2.
Therefore, the sum Wy (R, S) is up to a negligible error term equal to a sum of Kloost-
erman sums of the form

€

~ X _
Vr(R,S) = T2 E Chy Chy E p(no) Z bnony bnon,
1<|hy|,lha|<H no<KN ny,na~N/kno
(n1,n2)=1

hiny—hyn1#0

> u® > Y eskzngnin, (—1@)

8lnonina a2+1=0 (8k2nonn-) 1<|t|<T

Z G(t,s,non1ny)S(—tdk2nogniny, hiny — hany;s).

(s,6k2nonny)=1

3.8. Application of the Deshouillers—Iwaniec bound

We split the sum over /i and h, dyadically into parts with i; ~ Hy and hy, ~ H,. By
symmetry we may assume H; > H,. We now fix ng,n1, ns, 8, , and write

0 :=8k>noniny < §N?/ng
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and (denoting m :=t and n := hin, — hiny)

Am = Am(0.0) 1= ¢o(~ma) and By = Bu(ni.na) = ) Ch Ths
hy~H,
ho~H>
n=hiny—hsn,
Remark 18. Since both A4,, and B,, depend on the level r, we are unable to make use of
the average over r as in [3, Theorem 10].

Since ¢t # 0 # hyn, — nyhy, by a smooth dyadic decomposition in the variables m
and 7 we can partition W (R, §) into < log? x sums of the form

T
1

gz 2. Plo) > ) max

o
no<KN ni,ny~N/kng 8|lnoniny @

Z AmBpF(m,n,c)S(mo, £n;c)|,
m,n,c
(c,0)=1

where it is easily verified that F satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 6 in the range
(m,n,c) € [ M,2M] x [N,2N] x [C,2C]

for

SSNZ P1/2N1/2
M« T =x* , N<KHN/knyg, and C K S <K ———.
Rny k1/2né/2

By Lemma 6 we get, for 6 := 7/64,

‘ Z Am By F(m,n,c)S(mo, :I:n;c)‘ << (1 + vec
m,n,c vMN

(c,0)=1

26
) LI Aml2lBNIl2

for

_ (JoC +VMN + VM C)(,/oC + VMN + /N C)

£
JoC + VMN
VMNC?
= JoC + VMN + VM C + VN 4 —YMNC”
JoC + MN

&L JoC +VMC +vVMN <« \/§/ngNS + T S + THN/kny,

where the last bound follows from N < o. We have || Apr]2 < ~/M, and by Lemma 7,

NH, N32H!?

Z IBN|2 < vNmax § —L = L 1
kno ' [3/2,3/2
ny,ny~N/kng 0
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Hence, by using H <« N we have

1 JoC
Tr << max Z > (1 +
8 no<KN TH MN

26
) (v/8/no NS + VT S + JTHN/kny)

NH, N32H!?
. v/MN max —‘—1}
kl’lo k3/2ng/2

1 VES NS\
~max Y —— |1+ -——=) (V8/no NS+ TS+ yTHN/kno)
8 no<N TH2 THN
HN?

k3/2n(3)/2

1 VENS\?? [ /§/nog SN® SN2  N5/2
<max Y. 32(1+ ) ( /1o + + )
8 / JTHN VT H H VHnyg

no<&KN kng

since the first bound is increasing as a function of M and N . Inserting T = x¢SSN2/Rn,
we obtain

1 VoRS\?’ (/RS N2 SN2 N5/2
T« Y (1+ no ) ( + )

+
no<N kng/2 VHN H H vVH
1 ﬁ 20 P1/2N5/2 NS/Z
A BE)
k H H H

since R, § < P1/2N1/2n31/2. By using H = x€ P /x this yields

10 N5/2

Tk << kP—l/z,

(3.7)
so that the contribution to Xz (M, N) is
«< M1/2x1/2+9/2N5/4P—1/4/k — x1/2+9/2P1/4N3/4/k << xl—r]/k (38)

by using the assumption N < x(?=20-)/3=n,

3.9. Proof of Proposition 2 (i)

By combining the bounds (3.3), (3.4), (3.6), and (3.8) we obtain I3 (M, N) < x'™"/k.
Summing over k <« M we get X (M, N) <« x'77, which by Section 3.4 proves Proposi-
tion 2 (i). ]

3.10. Proof of Proposition 2 (ii)

We need to prove (3.1) under the assumptions in Proposition 2 (ii). We use a similar
argument to that in [4, Section 5] with Lemma 8. Inserting the condition (m,n) = 1 to
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(M, N) gives an error term (since b, are supported on primes)
<< Z Z Lym < M < X1,
n~N m~M

so that we may restrict to the part (m,n) = 1. Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality
similarly to Section 3.5 but with the sum over & ‘outside’ we get (M, N) << M /2.
E(M, N)'/2 for

E(M,N) ::% > pmo) Y- bugnybugns

1<|h|<H no<KN ny,na2~N/ng
(n1,n2)=1
Z Yy (m) Z €mnonino (h(nl - n2)‘/’)~
(m,noninz)=1 v24+1=0 (mnoninz)

The diagonal part n; = n, is << M N, whose contribution to X (M, N) is << MNY2? <
x177 by using N > x2@=D+7_For the remaining part Eo(M, N) with ng = 1 we use
Lemma 8 with ¢ = nn, to get

Eo(M,N)
1 _

= D 2 bbm D0 wMm) Y emmms(h(nn —n2)v)
1<|h|<H ny,n2~N (m,nin3)=1 V2 41=0 (mn 1)

(n1,n2)=1

1

< > = > (HN + (nina.hing —ny)) N'720 p1/219)
ni,na~N 1<|h|l<H

(n1,n2)=1

~< HN3 + M1/2+9N3—29

by computing the sum over s with Lemma 3. The contribution from this to X (M, N) is
<« M1/2H1/2N3/2 + M3/4+9/2N3/2—9 — xé/ZPNx—l/Z + P3/4+9/2N3/4—39/2
< x',

since N « x(#=(3+20)a)/3—60)—n  y3/2—a=n Hepce, S(M, N) <« x177. n

4. Remarks on the arithmetic information

For & = 1 4 o(1) Proposition 2(i) gives Type II information for N < x'/3720/3=n_while
part (i) works for N < x'/37". The reason for this discrepancy is that we were unable
to use the average over the level variable r in Section 3.8. If we could use it, we expect
that the dependence on the parameter 6 would be as in [1, Lemme 8.3, part 3], that is,
M?Q=9 where Q corresponds to N2 (note that by a more careful argument we know
that the coefficient cj is a nice smooth function of /). Therefore, instead of (3.7), our
bound for Yy would read x M9 N5/2726 p=1/2/ . which yields
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Conjecture 1. Suppose thata <3/2—n. Let H =x¢P/x andlet c,, = ¥ (h/H) for some
fixed compactly supported C *°-smooth function . Then for b, supported on square-free
integers we have

Z(M, N) «< X1/2M1/2 + x1/2M1/4+9/2N1—9 + Xl_n.

This gives a bound (M, N) < x'~" as soon as
xa—1+n <« N < x(2—(1+29)a)/(3—69)—n.

Note that this is better than the combined bound of Proposition 2 (i, ii), and for o =
1 + o(1) the upper limit is x'/3~7. Assuming the above bound with § = 7/64 we can
improve the exponent in Theorem 1 from 1.279 to 1.286.

The main reason why the Type II estimate is restricted to small values of P is that we
have to use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, which means that all savings are essentially
halved. Therefore, for large P one should attempt to obtain some other type of arithmeti-
cal information where the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality is not necessary, e.g. an asymptotic
for Type I, sums

E Ad E [Amn|¥p(mn)logmn
d<D, m~M,n~N
mn=0(d)

where the most important range would be M = N = +/P. Even for D, = 1 this is an
open problem.

Currently we have an asymptotic formula for S(x, P) only in the range P = x
(this follows already from the work of Duke, Friedlander, and Iwaniec [4]). To get an
asymptotic formula for S(x, P) with P up to x'™# for some fixed g > 0 it seems that we
would need to handle also Type I3 sums of the form

Z Ad Z |Agmn|¥p (Emn) loglmn.

d<D3 {~L,m~M,n~N
Imn=0(d)

1+o0(1)

This is because in Section 2.4.1 the sums that we cannot handle are

> S(A(P)g.q) and > S(AP)g.9).

x‘7<q§x°‘_2(7 U<q§x"‘/2

where the first sum corresponds to a sum of three primes all of size x*/379®) and the
second sum is a sum over two primes of size x%/2+9®#),
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