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UNIFORM DISTRIBUTION ON DIVISORS
AND BEHREND SEQUENCES

by Gérald TENENBAUM

1. DEFINITIONS AND BASIC RESULTS

The purpose of this paper is twofold: to give a consistent, largely self
contained account on the theory of uniform distribution on divisors, and to
establish effective estimates with immediate applications to the construction
of Behrend sequences.

We recall that a strictly increasing sequence .o/ of integers exceeding 1
is called a Behrend sequence if its set of multiples

M(L):={ma:ae o, m>=1}

has asymptotic density 1. As underlined by Erdds in [5], the problem of
characterising Behrend sequences appears to be both very difficult and
fundamental for describing the multiplicative structure of normal integers.
Recent progress in the area of sets of multiples and Behrend sequences may
be found in [6], [12], [15], [22], [24]. '

The definition of uniform distribution on divisors is due to Hall [9].
It may certainly be regarded as a concept of independent interest, which
is worth being developed for its own sake. The idea is to give a rigourous
content, given an arithmetic function f, to the assertion that, for almost all
integers n, the numbers f(d) are evenly distributed modulo 1 when d runs
through the divisors of n. To this end, we define the discrepancy function

A(n; f):=  sup ; ) I - @-ut(n |,
Ougog!l tdnu<{fd)<v

where, here and throughout this paper, we let (u) denote the fractional
part of the real number u. We then say that f is uniformly distributed on
divisors (in short: erd, for the French équirépartie sur les diviseurs) if

(1) A(n; f) = o(t(n)) pp,
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where t(n) stands for the number of divisors of n. Here and in the sequel
we use the notation pp (resp. pp/) to indicate that a relation holds on a
sequence of asymptotic density 1 (resp. logarithmic density 1).

In 1978, Hall [10] introduced the closely connected notion of divisor
density. An integer sequence .o/ is said to have divisor density z, in which
case we write D.o/ = z, if

w(n, #Z):= )Y, 1={z+o®}t(n) pp.

dln,de o

The link with uniform distribution on divisors is as follows. Writing

(2) A (z; f)={d =2 1:{f(d)) <z},
we obviously have
(3) Do (z;f)=2z (z€l0,1])

whenever f is erd. Moreover, as one might expect from classical results in
the theory of uniform distribution modulo 1, it is not very difficult to prove
that this last condition is also sufficient.

THEOREM 1 (Hall [11]). Let f be an arithmetic function. Then [
is erd if, and only if, condition (3) holds.

Proof. We only need to show that the condition is sufficient. Suppose
that f is not erd. Then, for suitable € > 0, we have A(n; f) > 4et(n) for
all integers »n in a sequence % with positive lower density. Hence for each
ne % there exists z, € [0, 1] such that | Ty(n,z,) — z,7(n) | > 2e1(n),
with

4) Tr(n,z):=1(n, (z; 1)) =|{d|n: {(f(d)) <z}]|.

Let g be any integer > 1/&. By the monotonicity of the function
z~ Tr(n, z), we can find an integer @,0 < a < g, such that

| Ty(n,a/q) — (a/q)t(n) | > ex(n) .

Since 4% has positive lower density, this implies that (3) cannot hold for
z=a/q.

Davenport & Erddés [2], [3], proved that a set of multiples necessarily
has logarithmic density, equal to its lower asymptotic density. This implies
that a (necessary and) sufficient condition for an integer sequence .o/ to be
Behrend is that &.#(A) = 1. Here and in the remainder of the paper, we use
the letter & to denote logarithmic density. The following result is a criterion
for divisor density much in the same spirit.
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THEOREM 2 (Hall & Tenenbaum [13]). Let &/ be an integer sequence.
Then we have D.o/ = z if, and only if,

t(n, £ ):= Y, 1={z+ol)}t(n) ppl

dln,de o/

The proof rests upon the Hardy-Littlewood-Karamata Tauberian theorem.
An immediate corollary of Theorems 1 & 2 is the following slightly surprising
statement.

COROLLARY 1. Let f be an arithmetic function such that

(5) A(n; f) = o(x(n)) ppl.
Then f is erd.
Proof. From (5), it is clear that t(n, 2/ (z;f)) = {z+ o)}t (n)pp!

for all z € [0, 1]. By Theorem 2, it follows that (3) holds, so Theorem 1 yields
the required conclusion.

Corollary 1 opens new possibilities for constructing ‘thin’ Behrend
sequences inasmuch as pp/ upper bounds for the discrepancy are usually much
easier to achieve than bounds valid on a set of asymptotic density 1. For
convenience of further reference, we make a formal statement.

THEOREM 3. Let €(n) be a non-increasing function of n such that
e(n) = o(l), e(m(n)—> o ppl,
and let f be an arithmetic function satisfying
A(n; f) <se(myt(n)  ppl.
Then the integer sequence
o ={d > 1:{f(d)) < e(d)}
is a Behrend sequence.
Proof. We plainly have
[{dln: (f(@) <e(m}]>e(mt(n) - An; /) >5e(n)T(n)  ppl.

Since &(d) > e(n) whenever d|n, this implies & /()= 1. By the
Davenport-Erdés theorem, we deduce that .7 is a Behrend sequence.

Thus the problem of finding effective bounds on a set of logarithmic
density 1 appears to be essential in both problems of obtaining erd-type results
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and of constructing Behrend sequences. The remainder of this paper is devoted
to describing the various methods that have been devised to this end. -

An obvious consequence of Theorem 1 is that any effective criterion for
divisor density may be employed to decide whether a given function is erd.
We now quote a result of this kind. The statement involves a function
R(x) < x which is increasing and has the property that, for all y € [0, 1]
(but actually y = isuffices) there is a suitable Stieltjes measure dA,(?) on
[0,5] with [dA,(¢) | < ¢-7dt and

1/2

(6) ), yewm = § x'=1dh, (7)) + O(x/R(x)) ,
n<Xx 0

where, here and in the sequel, we let Q(n) (resp. @ (#)) denote the total number

of prime factors of n, counted with (resp. without) multiplicity. It is shown

in [13] that

R(x) = exp{(logx)*/>~¢}

is an admissible choice for all € > 0, and an examination of the proof
shows that x/R(x) is essentially of the size of the error term in the prime
number theorem — see also [25], chapters I1.5, 11.6 and notes on §1I1.5.4.

THEOREM 4 (Hall & Tenenbaum [13]). Let {u;};_, be a strictly increas-
ing sequence of positive real numbers such that |{j: u; < x} | < R(x°M)
and put o .= uj‘-”: V(o uzj ] LY. Then &</ =z implies that
D« =z

Theorem 4 provides a ready-to-use sufficient condition for smooth

functions to be erd. For instance, it enables one to recover immediately the
two following basic results. We let log, denote the k-fold iterated logarithm.

COROLLARY 2 (Tenenbaum [23]). The function d— (logd)® is erd
if, and only if, o > 0.

This result was conjectured by Hall in [9].

COROLLARY 3 (Hall [9], [10]). The function d— (log,d)? is erd Iif,
and only if, B > 1.

It is straightforward to check that the sequences .27 (z; f) defined by (2)
for f =log® and f = logg satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 4 whenever
a >0, B > 1. On the other hand, as observed by Hall in [9], relation (1)
does not hold for f(d) = (log,d)? when B < 1. Indeed, let 0 < 6 < 2-1/B
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and consider the set &(8) of integers of the form n = mp with p® > m,
which has natural density log(l + &8). For n € &(8), there are at least
%'c(n) divisors d of n which are divisible by p, and all of these verify

F(p) < f(d) < f(p'*?) < f(p) + 88, Thus A(n; f) > (5 - 8°) (n).

The strongest limitation in Theorem 4 is the growth condition on the
sequence {u;};_,, which, in the present state of knowledge concerning
the error term of the prime number theorem or the zero-free region for the
Riemann zeta function, certainly implies that

(7) [{j:u; < x}| = exp{o((logx)*">(log,x) ~/?)} .

Thus, we can only obtain from Theorem 4 that

f(d) = exp{(logd)*°}

1s erd for 0 < a < 3/5, although it is natural to conjecture that this holds for
all positive o # 1. We shall see in section 3 that this can indeed be established
for the range 0 < a < 3/2, a # 1. To tackle functions f beyond the scope of
Theorem 4, one possibility is to appeal, as already done in [13], to the
criterion for uniform distribution on divisors established in [23]. In the spirit
of the Weyl criterion for ordinary uniform distribution modulo 1, this is
formulated in terms of exponential sums. We now provide an effective form
of this criterion. Given an integer v, we put

(8) e ()= ogn)-2 ¥ |y e)
k< x n<x n4em
n = 0(mod k)

Here and throughout the paper we use the traditional notation
e(u) = e?™(y € R) .

THEOREM 5. Let f be an arithmetical function. Then f is erd if,
and only if, we have, as x — o,

) evix; f)=o0(1) (v+0).

Furthermore, if this is the case, then the upper bound

T>1 1<vT \Y%

(10) A(n; f) < &(n)t(n) min {—7172 + logT E M}m pp!/

holds for arbitrary &(n) — o, where ey (x; f) is, for each vV, any

non-increasing function such that x— e’ (x;f )/1og x is non-decreasing
and ¢e,(x; f) <e, (x;f) holds for large x.
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Thus, the problem of finding effective pp/ bounds for the discrepancy
(with the byproduct, which is essential here, of exhibiting new types of
Behrend sequences) may be reduced to the study of appropriate exponential
sums with multiplicative coefficients.

Proof of Theorem 5. First assume that f is erd. For k> 1, x > 2,
0<z<1, put

1
D, (z;x) = (logx) 172 < (log x) ~ 174 .
"<X,n§0(modk) n4%) k4 k)
(f(n)) <z

By the author’s criterion [23] for divisor density and Theorem 1, we have
that

(11) Fr(2):= Y [®@u(z5x%) — 2@, (1;x) | = 0(1) (x> )

k<x

for all fixed z € [0, 1]. Now for any non-zero integer v we have

ev(x; f) = )

k

f e(vz)d®,(z; x)

0

X

-k

k

1
2TVi § e(v){®y(z;x) — z0,(1; x)}dz

* 0

0

1
<2n|v] g F.(z)dz .

Since F,(z) = O(1) uniformly in x, z, the required conclusion (9)
follows by Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence.

Conversely, we now assume that (9) holds and derive a pp/ upper bound
for A(n; f). By the Erdés-Turdan inequality for the discrepancy (see
e.g. Kuipers & Niederreiter [19], theorem 2.5) we have for all » and T > 1

T(n gv(n)
(12) A(n;f)<—(T—)+ ) | y

1<v<T AY

with g,(n):= Y d|ne(v f(d)). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we infer
that
T(n)? | gy(n) |?

pe +logT )Y —>—.

1<vgT Vv

(13) A(n; f)? <
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We now estimate |g,(n)|? on logarithmic average with weight 1/49(,
The procedure is similar to the proof of theorem 1 of [23]. Writing
o = 1/log x, we have

Z |gV(n)|2<€ i |gv(n)|2

Ly(x):= n4 Q0 | nl+oqem

n<x n=

(14) < L g, L (@ =v/0)

e(vf(d) - vf()
dt>1 [d, ] o440

where we used the notation

* Q(n)

(15) C(s,») = Z

=l A-yp=9-1 (lyl<2, Res>1).
p

We note that

C(1+0,i)=C(1+o)1/4H(1_ . )“(1_ 1)1/4

(16) P 4pl+c p1+0
~ H(5) Qlogx)'/* (x> o),

with

S
H(y):=H(1—}—’) (1—;) (lyl<2).

Using the identity

1
mi*to4Qim — ¥ \(k,0)k' o490 with A(k, 0):= [] (1 - ) <1,

k|m plk

we may rewrite the last double sum in (14) as

e(v/(d) —vf(1) Y Ak, o)k 0496

dr>1  (di)t+e4e@n G,

(17)
_ oy Mko) | 5 e(vikm)|?

k=1 kl+c4Q(k) m= 1 ml+o4Q(m)

Bounding A (k, 6) by 1, and noticing that the m-sum is at most Z;(l + o, )
in absolute value, we see that the quantity (17) does not exceed
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l 1

C(l+o,i) Y

wo 1 kl+o4900)

i e(vf(km))

= ml+o49m

:C(1+c,i) ij

1 nl+o4Q(n)

¥ e(vf(n)
s

Inserting this upper bound into (14) and appealing to (16) we obtain

[0}

L,(x) < (logx)12 ¥

k=1

s e °“dAy(u)

00—

with A,(u):= Znseu,k|ne(vf(n))4*9(”)n*1. Integrating by parts, it
follows that

o

L,(x) < o(logx)’2 ¥

k=1

0

j‘m e “Ar(u)du
(18)

(o o]

< (logx) 172 S A(u)e-°“du

0

with A(u):= Y, _, | Ar(w) | < &) (e*; f))/u. The last integral may be easily
estimated using the monotonicity properties of & (e*; f). We have

s A(u)e-%du

0

o

1/¢
<§ sj(e“";f)]/l/cdu+§ el (el9; fe o )/udu

0 1/06
< (log x)*2e5 (x; f),
and so L,(x) < (logx)e! (x; f). Inserting this into (13), we deduce that,
for any 7'> 1,

(19)  (logx)~' X BT 1y gt ) 8.5 /)

n<x 4Q(n) T2 1<v<T vV
Using the inequality
t(n) 2 2°MW/&(n)'?  pp,

which follows from the fact that Q(n) — w(n) is bounded on average, we
infer from (19) that
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|1 ey (x; )12
(20)  A(n; f) < t(n)E(n) min {—— +logT )Y ———
r>1 (T2 1<vsT v
holds for all n < x except those of a set €, with ¥ o (1/n) = o (log x).
The stated result follows since the quantity inside curly brackets in (20)
is a non-increasing function of x for each fixed 7.

It would be possible to obtain pp upper bounds for the discrepancy
in Theorem 4 along the lines of the proof of Theorem 2, appealing to an
effective form of the Hardy-Littlewood-Karamata Tauberian theorem.
However, the resulting estimate would be much weaker than (10). Such an
analysis might of course be pursued for its own sake, but is irrelevant in the
present context, as we remarked earlier.

The pp!/ upper bound (10) is by no means a unique or optimal choice.
We now summarise what we believe to be the three most important variations.

It is convenient to introduce the following definition.

DEFINITION. A function F:R*™ = R* s called slowly increasing
(resp. slowly decreasing) if it satisfies for suitable x, > 0

F(x) <. F(x&) (resp. F(x) >.F(x®)) (x> xo)
for all ¢ €]0, 1].

Recall the formula

go(n):= Y e(vf(n).

d|n
Then it is an immediate consequence of the Erdés-Turan inequality (12) that

ey Y A(n; f) (2)9(”) g Qogx)” y 1 y |gv(n)|()5;)9(n),

n<x n T I1<v<T V ngx n

uniformly for x>2,7>1,0<y<y;<4. Suppose E, (x,y)logx is
an upper bound for the right-hand side of (21), corresponding to some
optimal -or quasi-optimal choice T = T'(x, y), which has the property that

x = E;(x,y) is slowly increasing. Then we deduce from (21) the following
Statement.

THEOREM 6. Let E(n) > » and 0 < y,< 4. Then, Jor any function
Y =y(n) with values in [0,y,] such that nw E,(n,y(n)) is slowly
increasing, we have

(22) A(n; f) < &Em)t(n)E (n,y)y %™ ppl.
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Of course, from our assumption on E,(x, ¥), any y(n) = y independent
of n will be an admissible choice. Since Q(n) has normal order log, n, the
optimal function y(n) in (22) will be close to y = y;(n) minimising the
expression

(23) (logn) -V E,(n,y) ,

and indeed this choice always approximates the minimum of the right-hand
side of (22) to within a factor (log n)°®.

Theorem 6 is only applicable when one disposes of non-trivial estimates
for the right-hand side of (21). This is in particular the case when f is additive,
for g, is then multiplicative. We shall study this situation in detail in
section 5.

When individual bounds for | g,(#n) | fail to yield non-trivial information
on the weighted average appearing in (21), one can still perform a compu-
tation parallel to (13)-(17), but with (i) Q) replaced by (i y) Q. This
gives, uniformly for x > 2, 7> 1, 0 <y <y, <8,

(logx)~' ¥ M(Z)Qm

(24) n<x n 4
log x)” 1 1
< (_g__)_ + log T'(log x)»/4 -1 Z - H,(x,y),
) T? 1<v<T V
with
(25) IS Q (k) co Q(m) 2
y 1 y e(vf(km))
H,(x,y):= — — ————— | (o:=1/logx) .
(x: ) kz=:1 (4) kl+o mz=1 (4) mlto

At this stage, we may employ two distinct strategies. The first one
corresponds to cases in which we can take advantage of the presence of the
squared modulus in (25). If we then denote by E,(x, y) an upper bound for
the right-hand side of (24) which is slowly increasing as a function of x,
we obtain the following result.

THEOREM 7. Let &(n) > o and 0 < y,< 8. Then, for any function
y =y(n) with values in [0,y,] and such that n— E,(n,y(n)) is
slowly increasing, we have

(26) A(n; f) < &(m)t(n)y "2 Ey(n,y) ppl.

Here again the optimal y must be close to y = y,(n) minimising the
expression

(logn) ~'eYE,(n, y) .
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The second strategy, which corresponds to cases when a ‘linearized’
upper bound is more convenient, consists in bounding trivially one of
the two (identical) factors of the square in (25) by {(1 +o0,y) and
then repeating mutatis mutandis the procedure described in (18)-(20).
For0<y<38,v>1,lete! (x,y;f) beanon-increasing function of x such
that x = ¢! (x, y; f) (log x)»/? is non-decreasing and, for all x > 2,

Q(n)
(27) (logx) /% Y, D (i_;) &gﬁ& ; <e, (/).
k<x n<x
n = 0 (mod k)

We arrive at the following estimate generalising (19): the bound

y (y)"(”) A(n; f)?

4

(28) ——— < (logx) Y E5(x, )

n

n<x

holds uniformly for x > 2, 0 < y < yy, with

+ .
E;(x,y):= min {i +logT Y SV—(X’Z’—Q} .
T>2 T? 1<vgT \Y%

The monotonicity hypotheses on the functions €7 (x, y; f) are slightly
awkward in practical use, and, for convenience of further reference, we
note right away that they may be slightly relaxed. Let us say that a positive
function F' is weakly increasing (resp. weakly decreasing) if it satisfies
F(t) < F(x) (resp. F(t) > F(x)) for t < x. Then it is enough for (28)
to assume that €7 (x, y; f) and (log x)*>'2e’ (x, y; f) are respectively weakly
decreasing and weakly increasing functions of x.

The upper bound (28) immediately implies, in a straightforward way,
our next theorem.

THEOREM 8. Let ¢&(n)—> oo, 0<y,<8, y=yn) e[0,y,] and
suppose that E¥(n,y) is an upper bound for E;(n,y) which is slowly
increasing as a function of n. Then we have

29)  A(n; f) <&(n)t(n)(ogn)©-12y-8W21/E*(n,y) ppl.
As before, we remark that the choice y = y;(n) minimising the expression
(logn)? =11y Es(n, »)

yields an approximation of the optimum to within a factor (log n)°®).
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2. FUNCTIONS OF MODERATE GROWTH

In this section, we investigate uniform distribution on divisors and
effective pp/ upper bounds for the discrepancy in the case of functions f
for which the sets 2/(z; f) defined in (2) may be tackled by Theorem 4
or techniques of similar strength.

We say that a function f:R* — R* has moderate growth if it satisfies

(30) f(@&) < R(°M) (1 =)
for some increasing function R satisfying (6) and having the property that

(31) 3b > 0:R(J1) < R()'- (t=1).

An easy calculation shows that this implies R(x) > exp{(logx)¢} for some
positive c.

Our first result establishes a connection between usual uniform distri-
bution modulo 1 and uniform distribution on divisors. It was announced,
with a sketched proof (and incidentally a slightly deficient statement),
in [13].

THEOREM 9 (Hall & Tenenbaum). Let F:R* — R* be differentiable
and satisfy

B F'(x) =0() (x— »),

(i) {F(n)},_, is uniformly distributed modulo 1.

Suppose that 6:R* = R* has moderate growth and is ultimately of |
class C'. Furthermore assume that, for large x,

(32) x> x0"(x) is monotonic, and 06(x) < x0'(x)logx .

Then f:=Fo8 is erd.

Proof. We observe that the assumptions on 6(x) imply that 8(x) = oo
and in fact 6(x) > (logx)° for some positive c. Moreover, we may modify 0
on any fixed, finite interval and hence assume without loss of generality that
0’ (x) exists and is positive for all x > 0, and that (32) holds for all x > %

Let z € (0,1). We shall show that D.«/(z; f) = z, which implies the
stated result in view of Theorem 1: indeed, the cases z = 0 or 1 then follow
by a straightforward argument. For fixed € € (0, min(z, 1 — z)), we set

AE(e):={d 2 1: (F([6(])) <z =*e}.
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Our first aim is to prove that
(33) 0./*(g) =z €.

We only consider .+ (g) since the other case is similar. Let x be large
and put N = [8(x)]. Denoting by v the inverse function of 0, we have

1 1
GH Y -= Y Y ~— + 0(1 +log(x/w(N))) ,
d< x 1<n<N y(n)y<d<swyn+1)
de o/+ (g) (F(n)) <z +¢

where the error term corresponds to those d with d < y(1) or w(N) < d < x.
The inner sum is

a(n) + O(1/y(n)), with a(n):=log(y(n+ 1)/y(n)).

Since ® has moderate growth, we certainly have 6(x) <x°® <)/ x,
whence y(n) > n?. Therefore the double sum on the right-hand side of (34)
is equal to

35 Y am)+0M)=(z+¢e) Y an+ Y x(ma(n) + O0(),
1<n<N n<N n<N
(F(n))y <z+¢

where

1 —(z+¢) if (F(n)) <z +c¢,
—(z+¢) otherwise.

We have 10°(¢) 2 1,0'(tp) > 1 for ¢ >1,, so 0(x) — 6(cx)>1 for
sufficiently small ¢ and large x. This implies cx < y(IN) < x and hence

log(x/y(N)) < 1, Y a(n) =logy(N) + O(1) = logx + 0(Q1) .

n<N

Inserting these estimates into (35), we see that proving (33) reduces to
showing the asymptotic formula

(36) Y., x(m)a(n) = o(logx) .

n<N

This will follow by partial summation, noting that the assumption that
{F(n)},_, is uniformly distributed modulo 1 immediately implies

(37) H(y):= ) x(n)=o0(y).

n<y
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We first observe that we have for all y < N — 1

pfy+1 y+1
t dt
a(y) = V) dr = s :
(38) Jy v(@) , (@) (w()
Py +1
] t ] +1 ]
< og W ( )dz< ogy(y )< ogx,
Jy t Y Yy

where we have used (32) in the third stage. Now the left-hand side of (36) is

N-1

N-1
§ a(Y)dH(y) =a(N-1)HNN -1) — g a'(y)H(y)dy .

1 1

By (37) and (38), and since
a'(y)=1/y@+ D0 (y(y+ 1) - 1/y(») 6" (v(»)

has constant sign for large y by the monotonicity assumption on x0'(x),
this is

N-1 N-1

< lojixo(N) +o (S a’(y)ydy) = o(logx) + 0 (§ a(y)dy) ,

1 1

where we estimated the integral over a’(y) by another partial summation.
Now

le SNISerI \]f’(t) SN \If’(t)
a(y)dy = dtdy < dt =logx + O(1) .
1 1 y V(1) L w()

This shows that (36) holds and hence establishes (33).

We may now apply Theorem 4 to the sequences ./ * (¢): indeed they are
composed of at most [0(x)] + 1 blocks, and this has the required order
of magnitude since 0 is of moderate growth. Thus we obtain

(39) Dot(s)=z+¢.

From the facts that 6(d) > o and F’(x) = o(1), we deduce that, for
each ¢ > 0, there exists a dy(€) such that

|F([8(a)]) - F(86(d) | <& (d>do(e)) .
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This implies that for all »
t(n, Z(¢)) — do(e) < t(n, &) < 1(n, L+ (2)) + do(e)
whence, in view of (39),
{z—e+oD)}t(n) <t(n, &)< {z+e+o0)}t(n) pp.

Since ¢ is arbitrary, a routine argument yields t(n, &) = {z + o(1)}t(n) pp,
as required. This completes the proof of Theorem 9.

The following corollary was also stated (with a slight oversight in the
monotonicity assumption) in [13].

COROLLARY 4 (Hall & Tenenbaum). Let f:R* —>R™* be differen-
tiable and such that, for some function 0(x) satisfying the conditions of
Theorem 9,

1) 6'(x)/f'(x)+ 1/xf’(x) is ultimately monotonic,
(i) [6°)/f ()| +]xf'(0)|=0(0(x) (x— ).

Then f is erd.

Proof. Set 0,(x):=0(x)logx. Then 0, also satisfies the assumptions
of Theorem 9. The only condition which is non-trivial to check is that (30)
holds for f = 6;; however we have by (31), for some function n(x) — 0
sufficiently slowly,

0,(x) < R(x"®)logx < R(x®)1-blogx < R(x2®) .

We also observe that 67(x)/0,(x) = 08'(x)/0(x) by (32).

It is clear that 6, is ultimately strictly increasing, and hence ultimately
one-to-one. Let y; denote the inverse of 8;, and put F(x) = f o y,(x) for
sufficiently large x, so that f(x) = F(0,(x)). We want to apply Theorem 9
to F' and hence must check that F'(x) = o(1) and that {F(n)}, ~_, is
uniformly distributed modulo 1.

By a well-known criterion of Fejér (see e.g. Rauzy [20], corollary 11.1.2)
we only need to prove, in addition to F’(x) = o(1), that F’ is ultimately
monotonic and that xF’(x) = oo. Since, for large x,

F'(81(x) = f/(x)/07(x) = f'(x)0(x)/0"(x) 0, (x) < xf'(x)/0(x) ,
01 () F"(0:(x)) = f'(x)0(x)/8'(x) ,
our assumption (ii) implies that F'(x) = 0, xF'(x) = o. Moreover, replacing

01(x) by 6°(x) + 1/x in the first equality above yields, by assumption (i),
that F’ is monotonic. This completes the proof of Corollary 4.




168 G. TENENBAUM

Our next result provides effective pp/ bounds for the discrepancy under
slightly stronger assumptions. This is a refinement of theorem 5 of [13] and
is obtained by the same technique. The proof has been (re)written jointly
with R.R. Hall.

THEOREM 10 (Hall & Tenenbaum). Let f:R* — R* be continuously
differentiable, such that xf'(x) is ultimately monotonic. Assume that, for
some increasing function R satisfying (6) and (31), there is a further
non-decreasing function @:R* > R* such that ¢;(x):= (logx)/¢(x)
is ultimately non-decreasing and

(40) ¢(x) > (log2x)?,  01(x) = o,
(41) 1/0(x) < x| f'(x)| < R(e*™) .
Then [ is erd and we have for any &(n) — o

log @, (n)

(42)  A(n; f) <t(n)&(n) (1 -
2log,n

Q(n)/2
) log,¢:1(n) pp!.

We note that the upper bound (42) is always non trivial under the conditions
of the theorem. It yields in fact

(43) A(n; f) <t(n)e(n) V4+oM ppl,

since the normal order of Q(n) is log, n. It is clear that the theorem only
applies to functions of moderate growth, and one can get a fairly precise
idea of the quality of the quantitative result by considering the functions
f(x) = (logx)® with o >0 and f(x) = (logyx)?P with B > 1. In the first
instance we may choose @(x) = (logx)! - + (log, x)?, and hence obtain

(44) A(n;log®) < t(n)l-x@+ol)  ppl,

with k(o) = — log (1 — %min a1, a)) /log4 > 0. In the second instance, we
select @ (x) = (logx)/(log,x)P~1! and get similarly

45) A(n;log?) < 1(n) (og,n)~®-b/4+o)  pp] .

From the point of view of constructing Behrend sequences, the uniform
distribution approach is usually weaker than the block sequences technique
developed in the author’s recent paper [24], which rests upon a probabilistic
argument. This is to be expected since, in the former case, one derives the
conclusion from a very strong hypothesis (namely that f(d) is occasionally
small modulo 1 because the corresponding frequency is asymptotically equal
to the expectation), whereas, in the latter case, the density of the set of
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multiples is tackled by an ad hoc method. Thus, from (44) one can only
infer, via Theorem 3, that

(46) /(a,1):={d > 1:(logd)*) < (logd) '}

is Behrend for < «k(a)log2= — % log (1 - %min(l, a)), whereas
Theorem 1 of [24] provides, after a straightforward calculation, the larger
range

47) t < to(a):= (log2)min{l, a/(1 — log2)},

which is sharp except for the possibility of taking ¢ = #y(a). However, some
upper bounds methods for exponential sums are so powerful that the
discrepancy approach enables one to deal with block sequences composed
of intervals which are far too short for the induction technique of [24] to be
applicable. We shall discuss some examples of this situation in the next two
sections.

At this stage, it is worthwhile to note that one can deduce lower bounds
for the discrepancy from theorem 1 of Hall & Tenenbaum [15], which
provides a necessary condition for block sequences to be Behrend. Indeed,
if a block sequence .« is defined, for some function e(n) which fulfils the
assumptions of Theorem 3, by a formula of the type

o ={d 2 1: {f(d)) < e(d)}

and yet does not satisfy the corresponding necessary condition of [15],
we may deduce that

A(n; f) =5 e(n)t(n)

on a set of positive logarithmic density. Actually the necessary condition
of [15] and the sufficient condition of [24] are ‘“adjacent” (in a sense
precisely described in [24]), and it follows in particular that the sequence
</ (a, t) of (46) is not Behrend when ¢ > #,(a). As a consequence, we
obtain that, for all a < 1 — log2, the lower bound

(48) A(I’l; loga) > (log n)logZ—to(a)+0(l) — (lOg n)(log?_)(l —a/(1-log2)) +o(1)

holds on a set of positive logarithmic density. It is not very difficult to
show by a direct argument (using theorem 07 of [14] or exercise 1I1.5.6
of [25]) that (48) in fact holds pp.

The true order of magnitude of A(n,log®) pp/ is an interesting open
problem, especially in the case a = 1. From (44) we have

A(n;log) < t(m)l/2+eM  ppl,
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and, as shown in section 5, the exponent é can be further reduced to

log(4/m)/log2 = 0-34850 by exploiting the additivity of logd. However,
in view of the fact explained above that .27 (1, t) is Behrend for all # < log 2,
it seems not unreasonable to conjecture that

A(n;log) = t(n)°"  ppl.

For the sake of further reference, we make the following formal and more
general statement.

CONJECTURE. Let [(a) be the infimum of the set of those real
numbers & such that A(n;log®) < t(n) ppl. Then for all positive «.
we have

() =1 - ty(a)/log2 = max{0,1 —a/(1 —log2)}.
It follows from (48) that /(o) > max{0,1 — a/(1 —log2)}.

Proof of Theorem 10. We use Theorem 7 with 0 < y, < 4, and set
out to find an upper bound for

©0 e (vf(km))

m1+6

- (¥

Sok):= X (—)
m =1 4

where 0 < y < yy, 6 = 1/logx and v, k are positive integers. Let x, be so

large that xf’'(x) is monotonic, and ¢;(x) is decreasing, for x > x,. It will
be convenient to introduce a parameter M = M (k) such that

(49) M > xy, @*kM)<j3logM (k=1).

Such an M exists since @(kM)/logM ~ 1/¢ (kM) —>0 as M — o for
each fixed k. We note that for u > M (k) we have

log (ku) < log(ku)  @(kM)log(ku) |
o1(ku) ¢ (kM) log (kM)
<! log Mlog (ku) !

X3

T2 log(kM) 2

For given k,v > 1, put A(u):= e(vf(ku)), A(u):= Y ey (/)M
so that

¢(ku) =
(50)

logu .

* h(u)

u1+c

(1) Sy (k) = 5 dA(u) ,

1-—
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and by (6), since 0 <y < yo < 4,

1/2
Au) = j ul=td\,q (¢) + O(u/R(w)) .

0

We insert this into (51), make the trivial estimate | 7(u)|< 1 for u < M
and integrate by parts on [M, o) the contribution of the remainder term.
We obtain

Sy (k) = O((log M)>"*) +

(1 — t)u"dky/4(t)du

v

+© (zam) = | () © (i) @
R (M) Ja du \ulte R(u)

The last term is

du

“ulh’ + | h * R(ev%w) + 1
4 ulh'(u)l |(u)|du<vj (e0tk)
M

(52) ul*°R(u) Iy u'+°R(u)

* R “ d
<v§ ﬂdu<vs - v

< ;
i UITOR(u) v UR(u)?  R(M)b/2

where we have used (50) in the third step, and (31) in the fourth. Next,
we consider the main term in S, (k). This is

1/2 )
(53) s' (1-1 s h(u) dud?»y/4(t) < j

l+o0+¢
0 MU

172

t-r/4de .

i+o+t
0 u

§°° h) du

We substitute # = Me" in the inner integral which becomes

r e(vf(kMe"?)) b s“’ H@ s“ (o + 1) H(v) ;

0 Mo+te(c+t)u 0 Mo+te(c+t)u 5 M0+te(o+t)u v,

v

with H(v) : = j e(vf(kMe*))dw. The function
0

d
— {vf(kMe¥)} = vkMeY f'(kMe™)
dw
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is monotonic on the whole half-line w > 0 by the choice of M, and, by (41),
it is > v/@(kMe”) > v/@(kMe') for w < v. By a well-known lemma on
exponential integrals (see e.g. Titchmarsh [26], lemma 4.2), we obtain that

HWw)<v-lokMe’),

so the upper bound in (53) is

vdt .

1 s“z r (6 + 1) (kMev) .
y

< —
. " M0+te(c+t)vl¢y/4

At this stage, we note that ¢@,(x) < ¢;(x") for 1 < x < x’. This readily
follows from the facts that ¢, is non-decreasing for x > x, and that
@(x) =1 for 1 < x < xy, so we omit the details. Therefore, we have for

E=>1,n>=1,

log(€n)  logé logn
< +
o1 (&) 0.(&)  oi(m)

Thus, the last double integral is

1/2 1/2 o
kM o+t ev
4 o ( >dt+§§< )o(e?)
Mitry/4 o Mte(c+uygy/a

(54) ¢(En) = =0(&) + o).

dodr .
0

The first term can be computed explicitly. In the inner v-integral of the
second term, we substitute v = w/(c + ¢) and split the range at w = 1. We
obtain altogether

< Q(kM) (logM)»/4-1 +

N1/2 o0
eW/(G-}-l)
j Q™) e

t /4
Jo Jo Mlevt?

< Q(kM) (logM)»/4-1 + dwdr

p1/2 (p(el/((5+t)) i 51/2 “\m (p(ew/(cvw))

Jo Mity/4 5 . Mtevyr/4

dwdt

1/2 foo w(el/(c+0)
< {Q(kM) + @(e'/°)}(log M)>/*+-1 + j s

o 1 Mtevry/4

< {o(kM) + ¢(e'?)}(log M)>"4~ 1,

where we have used in the penultimate stage the upper bound
w w

<
(c+1)@i(e”rD) (o +1)gi(e°"h)

(p(éW/(G'f't)) — — W(p(el/(0+f)) .
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Collecting our estimates so far and inserting them into (52) we obtain,
since el/° = x,

55) S, (k) < (logM)»4 4+ vR(M) 4?2 + v-H{okM) + ¢(x)}(logM)>/+-!
< (logM)»* + VR(M) %2+ v-1lop(x),

as (kM) < % log M by (49). Let C be an absolute constant which is at
least three times as large as the implicit constant in (54). We select

M := eCo)+olx)

so that, when x > x,;(C), we have (M) < (1/2C)logM (because M is
large) and hence

@0(kM) <5 C{oM) + ¢(k)} < ¢ logM + 5 logM =} log M .

1
6
Thus (49) is satisfied with this choice of M. Moreover, we also have
¢ (x)/v < log M, so we finally obtain from (55) that

Sv(k) < (logM)»"* + VR(M) 22 < o (k)"* + ¢(x)?* + VR(e9™)-b/2

log k
log x

y/4
< (p(x)y/“{l + ( ) }+ VR (eo®) -0z
where we have used in the last stage the inequality ¢, (x) < ¢; (k) for k > x.
We are now in a position to embark on the final part of the proof.
Inserting the above estimate for S, (k) into (25), we find that

® Q(n)
H,(x,y)= ), (Z)

21 y/4
= 4 lSV(k)‘2<<(D( )y/z(lOgX)y/4+V (ng)
k=1 X

klte R(e®®)b

Hence, for T > 2,

1 T2(] y/4
Y - H,(x) < () (ogx)¢log T + ~_108%)
1€vgT V R(e(P(X))b

We therefore deduce from (24) that

(logx)-1 ¥ 201107 (y)8
n<x H 4
(log x)»~!
< 2 + 0 (x)?%(log x)?2-(log T')?

N T2(log T) (log x)»/2-1
R(e(p(x))b
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We choose T = ¢(x)?* = (logx/¢p(x))*’*. The upper bound above
becomes

(56) < @(x)?"2 (logx)»"2~ 1 (log 91 (x))? .

Indeed the last term is easily seen to be negligible by the lower bound (40)
imposed on @(x), and because R(x) = exp{(logx)*7} is an admissible
choice for R. Thus we may define E,(x,y) as being equal to a suitable
constant multiple of the right-hand side of (56), and apply Theorem 7 to
obtain that

(57) An; f) <&Em)t(n)y*™?2 )/ Ey(n,y) ppl,

provided 0 <y <yo<4 and y = y(n) is such that E,(n,y) is slowly
increasing as a function of n. We choose

lo n lo n
y:2/1+ gcp()zl/l_ gei(n))
log, n 2log, n
which minimises (logn) !¢V E,(n,y) up to a power of log,®;(n). This
value of y is always in the range [1, 2]. Inserting into (56) yields

E,(n,y) = (log ¢,(n))?,

which implies that this function is slowly decreasing. The required estimate (42)
hence follows from (57). This completes the proof of Theorem 10.

3. FUNCTIONS OF EXCESSIVE GROWTH: THE CASE f(d) = d*

Here, we address the problem of bounding the discrepancy pp!/ for
functions which increase too fast for the techniques of the previous section to
be applicable. More precisely, let us recall the quantity

1
k1+0

4

b2

w2\ o2\ e(vftkm)) |
8) H,(x,y):= ~ —=2 ==
(58) (x, ) ,Z‘l (4) ) ( )

m1+0

m=1

with o := 1/logx, which appears implicitly in the upper bound (26) of
Theorem 7 for the discrepancy A(#z; f). This was primarily defined for
y < 8, but we restrict if here to values of y < 4. The functions of moderate
growth are essentially those for which the inner m-sum can be estimated by
partial summation, using the available results on the mean value of
m= (y/4)¢m . When the rate of growth of f prohibits such a treatment,
we may consider H,(x,y) as a ‘type II sum’, according to the poetic
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terminology of Vinogradov. For all intents and purposes, this means
making the trivial estimate | (y/4)2® | < 1, expanding the square and, after
permuting summations, estimating the inner k-sum by an ad hoc exponential
sum method.

This programme may be carried out, in principle, for any smooth
function f of, say, at most polynomial growth, and indeed one could even
aim at a general theorem established along these lines and providing,
under suitable sufficient conditions, explicit upper bounds for the discrepancy.
Due to the considerable amount of calculations that this would involve,
we have preferred to treat only examples which reflect all the difficulties of
the general case, but avoid tedious technicalities that would hide the main
stream of the argument. In this context, we believe that the functions

d—d® (o e R"\Z"), dr 6d (0 €e R\Q)

are of special interest. We treat the first of these immediately and the second
one in the next section. The following theorem provides an effective version

of the corresponding qualitative result obtained by Hall & Tenenbaum
in [13].

THEOREM 11. Let o > 0 be a given real number, not an integer. Then
the function g.(d):=d* is erd. More precisely, we have

(59) A(n; g,) < t(n)(logn)-® ppl

12
T

forall 8§ < §y:= % log

We note that §, > % We have not attempted here to find the best
exponent available from latest developments in exponential sums theory and
have confined ourselves to using a result of Karatsuba [16] on Vinogradov-type
bounds which is expressed in an easily applicable form. We remark that
van der Corput-type estimates would in general yield weaker bounds for the
discrepancy and would actually only save a power‘of log, n in (59).

It is also worthwhile to note at this stage that the method of proof of
Theorem 11 will readily yield that the function

f(d) = exp{(logd)*}

is erd for 0 < a < 1, and indeed it will provide a bound comparable
with (59) for the discrepancy. In particular, this shows that the limitation
o < 3/5 which arises from mere application of Theorems 4 or 10 is
purely technical. The range 1 < a < 3/2 may also be handled by the
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same technique, but with a weaker effective result — see Theorem 2 of
Karatsuba [16].

By Theorem 3, we immediately derive from the above result the following
corollary.

COROLLARY 5. Let «,8 be as in the statement of Theorem 11. Then
the sequence

(60) {n>2:<(n*) < (logn)~3}
is a Behrend sequence.

Of course we can rewrite the condition in (60) introducing j:= [n?%].
This yields the following reformulation in terms of block sequences.

1

COROLLARY 6. Let PB>0,1/B¢Z,5<8,=;logs:. Then the
sequence
(61) %@y:lJ]jﬂﬁ(1+f—fJ]mz+
j=2 J(logj)?

is a Behrend sequence.

As far as block sequences are concerned, this is only significant when
B > 1: otherwise the ‘blocks’ have lengths smaller than 1 and looking at
% (0) as a block sequence is meaningless. As we remarked in the previous
section, the above result is unreachable, in the present state of knowledge,
by the technique applied in [24]. The natural conjecture in accord with the
results of [15] and [24] would be that % (6) is Behrend for all § < log 2,
this exponent then being optimal. This is also out of reach of the present
technique, which implies a systematic loss due, among other causes, to the
trivial estimate for (y/4)¢%) in (58).

We now embark on the proof of Theorem 11. We give ourselves two
parameters X, X, satisfying

eV < x < x,  xpi= xloear,

and introduce the following further notation

Jo T = 08D i 0<i< ),
log 2
Bi(m,n;v,f):= L e(vftkn)—vftkm)) (0<j<J).

Kj<k<Kj+]
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LEMMA 1. Let o > 0. Then we have uniformly for x>=3,v =1,
0 <y <4, and a real valued arithmetical function f

H,(x,y) < (logx)*?(logx;)»*
Ly Py e

x1<m<n<x; mn 0/ J Kj
nd —ma>1

(62)

Proof. To lighten the presentation, we temporarily set z:= y/4. We
first split the A-sum in (58) according to whether £k < x;, x; < k < x5 or
k > x,, so as to write correspondingly

H,(x,») = HP(x,») + HP(x,») + HD (x, ) .

Using the bounds

(63) Y z9Wk-1 < (logx,)*?,

and s

(64) Z ZQ(k)k*l—chz—o/Z Z ZQ(k)kAI_G/2<(IOgX)Z_1/2,
k>,\.’2 k>1

we readily obtain

HE/I)(XQ y) + HE,?’)(-X, y) < (log xl)z(logx)ZZ + (10gx)32—1/2
< (log x)»"2(log x1) 74 .

(65)

Next, we split the inner m-sum in H'?(x,y) at x; and x, and use the
inequality (a + b + ¢)? < 3(a? + b2 + ¢2?) to obtain

HY (x,y) K3H (x,3) + 3H® (x,y) + 3H®P (x, »)

with

2
Hiz”(x,y) < Z ZQ(k)k—l( Z ZQ(m)m—l)

(66) X <k<xs 0 %€ iy
< (logx)*(logx;)% < (leg x)?2(log x,)”/* ,
by (63), and
H® (x,y) < D 7 Q) fe -1 ( y ZQ(m)m—l—c)z
(67) x;<k<xp m>x,
< (logx)*~! = (log x)¥/4-! < (log x) /2,
by (64).
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It remains to estimate H *?(x, y). We have

Q(m) 2

e(vfkm)) | ,

68 HPx, < Y K'Y )

0<j<J Kj<k<K X <m<x, Mm'*O

Jj+1

where we have made the trivial estimate z9® < 1. Expanding the square,
we find that it does not exceed

ZQ(mn) l
69) 2%Re Y, ——— e(vflkn)—vf(km))+2 D — .
m<n<x, (mn)l+c xj<m<n<x, MA
nt—m¢>1 nt —mae <1
We claim that the second sum on the right is < x; ™! ®, This plainly

holds if o > 1 since the summation conditions then imply that m = n.
When 0 < a < 1, we note that n* — m® > a(n — m)n*—1, so for fixed n
the m-sum is < n!'-%/n = n~-* and the conclusion is still valid. Inserting
this estimate into (69) and (68) and using the fact that J < x™ (%,
we obtain

H (x, )
1 z Q(mn)

<fe ¥ L~ ¥ Y T e(ufkmy—v/(km)+ 1.
0<j<J Kj Ki<k<Kjiy x;<m<n<x, (l?’li’l)lﬂLG
nt —mo>1

We permute summations on k and m,n and see that the new, inner
k-sum equals B;(m, n;v, f). Together with (65), (66) and (67), this com-
pletes the proof of our lemma.

We now apply Karatsuba’s estimate to bound the exponential sum
(70) B(K;v):= ), e(vk®)
K< k<2K

for relevant values of v, K.

LEMMA 2. Let o e€ R*\Z*. There exists a constant ¢ = c(a) >0

such that the estimate
log K)3
(71) B(K;v) < K'=-¢ 4+ Kexp —c—(g—)——
(1 + logv)?

holds uniformly for K> 1,0 > 1.

Proof. If v < K'~% and so 0 < a < 1, we apply a classical estimate
of van der Corput (see e.g. Titchmarsh [26], lemma 4.7) to get

2K
B(K;v) = 5 e(vt*)dt + O(1) < K'-2 .

K
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(The same estimate also follows from theorem 2.1 of Graham & Kolesnik [7].)

Thus (71) holds in this case.
Ifv>K!-, set n:= [30 + 3(logv)/log K], so that n > 3 and

Kn/3 < UKOL < K(n+1)/3 .

Put g(2):= vt*. We have for all non-negative integers s

g® (1) _, (a) jaos

s! S

Writing (?) = (— 1)5H1<j<3{1 — (o + 1)/j}, we see that we have for
suitable positive constants ¢; = c;(a), ¢, = c2(a),

(72) cis— 1 g ‘ (oc) \ Lcs b (s20).

S

Hence for large K and K <t < 2K we have
(n+1) t 2(1

g (1) < C2
(n+ 1! (n+ 1)o+!

UKa—n—l < ZGCZK—Z(n—l—l)/S < K—(n+1)/2 .

Similarly, a straightforward computation enables us to deduce from (72)
that for all s in the range 3n/4 < s < n (so s > 3) and large K we have

g (1)
s!

K«3s/4 g Cls—a—12—5K~2/3 < \ < 2aK—55/9+1/3 <K—s/3 .

By Theorem 1 of Karatsuba [16], it follows that, for suitable positive
absolute constants ¢; and ¢, and K > Ky(a) we have

| B(K;v)| < csK!-caln?
This implies the required bound.

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 11. We want
to apply Theorem 7 and use Lemmas 1 and 2 to obtain an upper bound for
the quantity E,(n, y). We select, in Lemma 1, f = g,, as defined in the
statement of the theorem, and

x; = exp{c(logx)?3log, x},

with ¢ = ¢(a) > 0 at our disposal. Then, with the notation of Lemma 2,
we have B;(m,n;v,g,) = B(K;;v) where v:=v(n®—m®), so v < x."¢
provided v < x. By Lemma 2 there is a positive constant ¢s = c¢s(a) such
that, for all m, n < x with n* — m* > 1

’
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(logK;)?

B;(m,n;v,g,)/K; <exp { —cs
(log x,)?

} < 1/(ogx)*

provided c(a) is large enough. By (62), we infer that we have uniformly
for 1 <v<x 0<y<4,

(73) H,(x,y) < (logx)*"(log, x)»'* .

Inserting the above estimate into (24) with, say, 7T := logx, we see that
we may choose

(74) E>(x,y) = (log x)'"/12~ I (log, x)* +774
which is hence slowly increasing. Therefore we get by Theorem 7 that
(75) A(n, ga) < T(n) (].Og n)]]y/24—1/2—(1/2)10gy+0(1) ppl .

The required estimate (59) now follows on taking optimally y = %
4. FUNCTIONS OF EXCESSIVE GROWTH: THE CASE f(d) = 6d

We now investigate, in a quantitative form, the uniform distribution on
divisors of the function

ho(d):= 08d

when 0 is a given irrational real number. This study is similar in principle
to that of the previous section, but more complicated inasmuch as the effective
bounds for A(#n; hg) will depend on the arithmetic nature of 6. On the other
hand we shall not need, as might be expected, any involved tool for the
estimation of the relevant exponential sums.

More explicitly, let us define Q(x) := x/(logx)'%, and

(76) q(x;0):=1inf{g:1 < g < Qx), || g0 <1/Q(x)}

where || u || denotes the distance of u to the set of integers. Our results depend
on a free parameter y,0 < y < 4, and may be expressed conveniently in
terms of any increasing lower bound for g(x;90), say g*(x;y,0), with the
property that g*(x;y, 6)/(logx)?/* is decreasing. A possible choice is

" y(og )it
 tinf, >, q(u; 9)

(77) a* (x5 3, 0) : = 4(log )"/ §

Unless 0 has abnormally good rational approximations, we have

(78) g*(x;»,0) = (logx)»'+.
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Indeed, let us define, for real positive y, the set

E(y):= {6 € R\Q: liminf g(x;6)/(ogx)Y > 0} .

X—= ®

Then E(y) contains almost all real numbers, and in particular, by Liouville’s
theorem, all algebraic numbers. Moreover, it is not difficult to show that
R\ E(y) has zero Hausdorff dimension. We readily see from (77) that (78)
holds for all 8 € E(y) whenever y > iy.

We shall establish the following result.

THEOREM 12. Let 6 eR\Q,0< 8 < 1. Uniformly for x2=2,
0<y<4, wehave

Y\ 80 Ans hp)?
z (3

7
(79) 1

< (logx)?/g*(x; »,0)° .
n

Taking y = 1, we immediately obtain an effective uniform distribution
result which is valid without any restriction on 6. The corresponding
qualitative result had been established by Dupain, Hall & Tenenbaum [4].

COROLLARY 7. The function hy(d) = 6d is erd for each irrational
number 0. Moreover, if 0< 8 <1, then we have

A(n; hy) < t(n)/q*(n;1,0)%*  ppl.

The above bound is always o(t(n)) and < t(n)/(logn)-%8 for
SIS E(i) . However, if we are prepared to exclude a set of 68 of Hausdorff
dimension zero, we may achieve a better pp/ estimate by taking y :§
in (79). Indeed, the following statement stems from Theorem 12 by optimising
the parameter y under the assumption that (78) holds.

COROLLARY 8. Let vy > % Then we have for all 6 € E(y)
A(n; hy) < T(n)loed/logd+o()  ppJ

It is very likely that the estimate A(n, Agy) < t(n)/2+°MWpp/ holds out-
side a set of 8 with Hausdorff dimension 0, but this is beyond the scope of
the method employed here. If we only require that the set of exceptional 6
have Lebesgue measure zero, this last bound does actually hold and can be
easily established by the variance argument used for the proof of Theorem 14
below. Moreover, with this level of generality, the exponent 1/2 is sharp.

Of course, Corollaries 7 and 8 may be used to exhibit Behrend sequences.

An immediate application of these results and Theorem 3 yields the following
proposition.
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COROLLARY 9. Let 6 e R\Q,0< é < 1. Then the sequence
%(0,8):={n>2:<6ny < g*(n;1,0) %2}

is a Behrend sequence. Furthermore, if 0 € E(y) for some vy > %, and
in particular if 0 is algebraic, then the sequence

W(0,p):={n=>2:(0n) < (logn)~r}
is a Behrend sequence for all p < % log 531-

Let p*(y) denote the supremum of those exponents p such that
7 (0, p) is Behrend for all 6 € E(y). The above result implies that
p¥(y) = % log % =~ (0-14384 for y > -13-, and it is natural to conjecture that
~ there exists a v such that p*(y) = log 2 for vy > y,. By techniques similar to
those presented below for the proof of Theorem 12, it can be shown that the
distributions of Q(n) and (6n) are largely independent. Moreover, using
Vaughan’s bound for exponential sums over primes (see e.g. Davenport [1],

chapter 25), this statement can be put in an effective form which is sufficiently
strong to yield (log n)loe2 -1/

) < o

Q
ne #(9,p) n2%)

for all p > log2 and, e.g., 6 € E(2). By a result of Hall ([12], theorem 1),
this implies that, when 6 € E(2) and p > log2, the sequence 7 (0, p)
is not Behrend. A weak consequence of this is that p*(y) <log2 for
all y > 2.

For the proof of Theorem 12, we have chosen to avoid some technical
complications by applying Theorem 8 rather than Theorem 7, although the
latter could in principle lead to better quantitative estimates. In connection
with the general upper bound (28) for weighted logarithmic averages of
A(n; f)?, we introduce the expressions
(80) T(x;z,0):= ), zQ(n)e(en) ,S(x,2,0):= ). ik

n<x n k<x

| T(x/k;z,k0)],

so that (28) reads, for f = hy,

Qm A(n; hg)?
(81) Z (2}_) _(n_n_e_)_

n<x

1 1,
< (logx)” { — +log T Y —el(x,yihe)},

I<vgT V

uniformly for x >2,0<y <y, <8, T>2, where €} (x,y;hq) is any
non-increasing function of x such that x = &} (x, y; hg) (log x)*/? is non-
decreasing and satisfies
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S (x; 37, v8) < (logx)*?ey(x, y3 o) -

For technical reasons, it will be more convenient to use at certain stages
Cesaro-type averages, so we set

T*(x;z,0) 1= Y z%"e(8n),

n<x

S*(x32,0) 1= ¥ 290 [ T*(x/k; 2, k6) |,

k<x

(82)

from which we shall derive information on the quantities in (80) by partial
summation.

We need several preliminary estimates which we state as independent
lemmata.

LEMMA 3. For 0<z<1,1<a<g<x,(a,q)=1,10—-a/q|<1/q?
we have

(83) S*(x;z,0) <x(logx)?~!1(log,x)* + x(logx)? { 1/ + L } .
Vaq

Proof. This is a variant of a familiar lemma in Vinogradov’s method.
We first note the trivial estimate.

= 1

(84) | T*(w;2,0) [ < L 2°M < w(logw):™!  (w>2),

n<w

which stems from (6) or e.g. theorem III.3.5 of [25]. Then, assuming, as
we may, that x is large, we put y = (logx)® < \/;c and we split the outer
k-sum in S*(x; z, 0), applying (84) with w = x/k for the ranges kK < y and
x/y < k < x. Using (84) again with partial summation for the corresponding
resulting summation over k, and bounding z2® by 1 in the complementary
sum, we arrive at

(85) S*(x;z,0) < x(logx)*~'(log,x)s + Y W(Qiy),
0<j<J
1 /
withJ:=o—g(x——2;—)and
log y
(86) WK):= Y, |T*(x/k;z,k0)].
K<k<2K

Now we have for y < K < x/y, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
WEK? <K ) Y z%mme(kb(n — m))

K<k<2K 1<m,n<x/k

=K ) z & (mn) D e(k0(n — m))
1<m,n<x/K K<k<min(2K,x/m,x/n)
(87) <K Y min1/]6(n-m)|)

I<m,n<x/K
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To estimate the k-sum, we write 0 = a/q + P with |B| < 1/¢? and

h = tq + r with 0 < r < q. Then, for each given #, we have |04 = | a, |
with a,:=ra/q +rp + tgp. For 0<r#s<gqg, and if (a,) — % and
(0sy — 1 have the same sign, we may write || o] =l o. |||=] s — o]

> || (s — r)a/q||— 1/q. Hence there are at most 6 values of r,0 < r < g,
such that o, belongs to any given interval (v/q, (v + 1)/g] modulo 1. This
implies that

Y mink,1/]|6A]) < ) Y min(K,1/||ar/ql)

0<hg<x/K 0<t<x/Kg 0<r<gqg

< (1+x/Kq) K+ glogq)

K g 1 1
<xlogx|—+ -+ -+ —
x x qg K

)
+ -] .
q

q 1 b
88 W(K) < xl - + — <K K )
(88) (K) < x ogx{ I/X+ I/Z]} + (l08.)° (y<K<x/y)

Inserting this into (85), we readily get the required estimate.

1
< xlogx (— +
Yy

= IR

By (87), we infer that

such that q(x;0)

LEMMA 4. Let 6 e€R\Q. For all x>=3
v < logx, we have

> (logx)1° and uniformly for 0<z<1,1<
(89) S*(x;z,v0) < x(logx)*~1(log,x)*.

Proof. Let g = g(x;0). Then, by Dirichlet’s theorem, g < Q(x)
= x/(logx)'° and, for suitable integer a, we have |0 — a/q|<1/qQ
< 1/q?. Moreover the minimality assumption on ¢ implies that (a, q) = 1.
Thus for each v with 1 < v < logx we have I vl —a,/q, | < l/qﬁ for some
integers a,, q, with (a,,q,) =1, (logx)° < g, < ¢q. Applying Lemma 3,
we obtain

S*(x;z,v0) < x(logx)=~! (log,x)* + x/(log x)>/2 .
The result follows.

Our next lemma concerns the distribution of the numbers 79" on
arithmetic progressions. We put
(90) H(x;z;g9,a):= Yy  z°W, H(x;z;q):= Yy 2z%m,

n<x n<x
n=a(mod g) (n,q)=1
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LEMMA 5. Let A > 0. Then there is a positive constant c¢ such that,
for 0<z<1,x>22,1<q<(logx)4, (a,q) =1, we have

O H(x;z;q,a) = —(1—)H(x;z;q) + O(xexp{— c(logx)'3}) .
0(q

Proof. It would be possible, as in Rieger [21], to obtain an exponent %
instead of  in the remainder term using contour integration and standard
analytic information on powers L (s, %) of Dirichlet L-functions. The result
stated will be more than sufficient for our actual purpose. It may be given
a short proof which we include for the convenience of the reader. We
introduce the Dirichlet characters to the modulus ¢ and write

1
(92) H(x;z;q9,a) = —— H(x;z;q) + O | max ,
0(q) (Hm )

where the maximum is taken over all non-principal characters ¥ modulo g.
This remainder may be bounded above by appealing to the prime number
theorem for arithmetic progressions in the form

(93) L x(p) < te-c®ilet (g < (logt)?)

pPst

Y x(n)zew

n<x

valid for any non-principal character y to the modulus q. Here b is any fixed

parameter and c¢(b) > 0. This estimate may be found e.g. in Davenport [1],
p. 132.

We also introduce the largest prime factor function P*(n) and recall
from [25] (theorem II1.5.1) the estimate

(94) Px,y):= Y 1 <xl-1/Qlogy (x=2,y>=2).
n<x
PY(nm)<y

For any non-principal character y, to the modulus g, we have

1

s 1 -

Y, x(n)z8m = D %(n)z20M 4 O(xe” 2! %%

ngx ngx -
P+ (n)>exp| logx

1, ——
= Z X(m)X(]”)ZQ(m)-l-I + O(xe_il logx)

mr<x
Pt(mry=r

r>exp) logx

1 S
— 217
= Y x(m)z®m+1 ) L (r) + O(xe 2! %)
mP+(m)<x Pr(m)y<r<x/m
r prime

r>exp] logx

X o i :
< Z — e —c(2A4)) log(x/m) + O(xe_fl log,\)
mP+(my<x M
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by (93). Write ¢(2A4) = ¢, for brevity and set M;:=x/e/(j =0,1,...).
The above m-sum does not exceed

X ~
Y S e-al y 1< ¥ xe —c1Vi-(ogxn/Q))

O</<logx Mj Mjpi<msM,; 0<j<logx
Pt(m)ge/+!

by (94). Since c¢,}/j + (logx)/(2j) > (log x)!/3, we obtain that the estimate

Y x(n)z9"™ < xexp{ — c(logx)'/3}

n<x

holds, under the prescribed conditions, for a suitable positive constant c.
In view of (92) this readily yields the required result.

LEMMA 6. Let A > 0. There exists a positive constant c¢, such that,
uniformly for 0<z<1, x=>22, 1<qg<(logx)4, (a,q) =1, we have

{ ZQ(CI/I)
T*(x;z,a/q) = Y, pnzn
tlq (1)

Proof. We have

H(tx/q;z;t) + O(xexp{— co(logx)'/3}) .

T*(x;z,a/q) = Z e(ab/q) E AL

0<b<yg n<x
n=b(modgq)
— Z e(ab/q)zg((b,qn Z ZQ(””)
0<b<gq m<x/(b,q)

m=b/(b,q)(modg/(b, q))

= )Y L e(ah/t)z®@/OH(tx/q;z; 1, h) ,
tlg OKh<t
(h,t)=1

where we have put ¢t = q/(b,q), b = hgq/t = h(b, q) with (h,t) = 1. Using
Lemma 5 to evaluate H(fx/q;z;t, h), and appealing to Ramanujan’s
formula

Y e(ah/t) = u(1),

O<h<t
(h,t)=1
we get
1 (£) 22
T*(x;z,a/q) = Y, —T H(tx/q;z;t) + O(gxexp{— c(logx)!3}) .
tla ¢

Hence the required estimate holds for all ¢, < c.

We are now in a position to evaluate S*(x; z, v8) when g(x; 0) is small.
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LEMMA 7. Let 0 eR\Q, and 0<d< 1. For all real numbers
x>=3 such that q(x;0) < (logx)!® and uniformly for 0<z<1,
1 <v<log2g(x;0), we have

(95) §*(x;2,v0) < x(logx)**~'{(log x) =% + ¢ (x;8) ~°} .

Proof. As previously, we start with Dirichlet’s theorem which implies that
g=q(x0) <O)=x/(ogx)°. Hence we have |0 — a/q| < 1/qQ(x)
with (a,q) = 1. For 1 < v <log2q, we write a,:=av/(q,Vv),q.:=q/(q, V).
Putting QO := x/(log x)!!, we obtain that

96) 0<|v0~a,/q,|<1/¢.0, (a,,q,) =1, q/log2q < q, < (logx)™° .

In the sequel, we write B,:=v6 — a,/q,.
Let n:= %(1 —9d), x,: = exp (logx)". We plainly have

S*(x;z,v0) = )Y, zo®

k<x/xy

+ Y oW | T*(x/k;z, kvo)|.

x/xy<k<x

x/k
j dT*(u;z, kve) + T*(x,; z, kv0)

X2

Using the trivial bounds
T*(x2; 2, kv0) < x,(logxy)*~ ' and T*(x/k;z, kv0) < (x/k)(log(x/k))+!
for x/x, < k < x, and noting that
d7*(u; z,kv8) = e(kB u)dT*(u; z, ka,/q,) ,
we arrive at
S*(x;z,v0) < x(logx)+mz-1

©7) LT e

k<x/x,

x/k
5 e(kByu)dT*(u;z, ka,/q.)

o)

For each k < x/x;, we put q,(k):= q,/(q,, k), ay(k):=ka,/(q,, k).
Then T*(u;z,kay/q.) = T*(u;z,;a,(k)/q,(k)) and we may apply
Lemma 6 with 4 = 10/n to write, whenever X, L u<x,

T*(u;z, ka,/q,) = M(u) + R(u)
with
u(l‘)zg(qV(k)/f)
Mu):= ) H(tu/q,(k); z; 1),
t]qy (k) o ()
R(u) < uexp{—co(logx)n/3} .
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The contribution of R to the integral in (97) may be estimated by partial
summation. We have

x/k
j e(kPyu)dR(u) < %eXp{ — co(log )"} (1 + | Byx|)

X2

X )
< 2 exp{ — c;(logx)"3}

for a suitable positive constant c;, since | B, |x < (log x)!! by (96). Thus the
total contribution of the remainder term R to the right-hand side of (97) is

< xexp{—c (logx)"?} Y z9W/k < x/logx.
k<x/x,

We estimate the contribution of the main term M(u) to the integral
of (97) by considering M(u) as a double summation and bounding all the
summands in absolute value. Moreover, we may also delete in this process
the coprimality conditions appearing in the H-functions. In other words, we
use the inequality between Stieltjes measures

1
(98) | dM(u) | < Z — dH(tu/q,(k); z, 1) .
tla, ) @1

Therefore we obtain

x/k 1 x/k

e(kByu)dMu) | < ¥ —§ dH (tu/q.(k);z, 1)
X2 tlay ey @) Jo
1

— - Z zQ(n)
tlayt) O(1) n<ix/kg k)

1 t x) <1
it )
tlavky ©(2) kg (k) k
T log2q)? X x\ !
< (q) (log2q) (k’q)_(log_) ,
q k k
by (84) and (96). In the last stage, we have used the bound #/¢(?)
< q/¢(q) <log2q for all 1|q,(k). Since t(q) (log2qg)* < g", we see that
the total contribution of the main term M(u) to the right-hand side
of (97) is

Q (k) XZ*I
<xq '*v ¥ (k,(])zk (log—)

k<x/xy k

g._
dlq I<x/xyd / ld

< xq '*""1(q) (logx)**~! < g~ %x(logx)%:-1.

790 x\z-1
<xg !t Y zo@ ¥ (10 )
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Inserting this into (97), we obtain the required estimate and this finishes
the proof of the lemma.

Completion of the proof of Theorem 12. We want to apply (81) and hence
need an upper bound for S(x; iy, VG). We select 7 = log2q*(x;y,0).
Since g*(x;y,0) < g(x;0) and g*(x;y,0) < (logx)”*, we infer from
Lemmas 4 and 7 that we have uniformly for 1 <v< T, 1<y <4,

(99) S* (x;ﬁy,ve) < x(logx)¥2-tq*(x;y,0) 8.
Now
S(x;ﬁy,ve)
' 1 x/k
) (57)0® E ldT*(u;iy,kve)
k<x k 1— u
1 Nx/k
= Y w /—(T* (x/k;iy,kv@) + —2T*(u;ﬁy,kv9)du
k<x k X J1 u
1 1
= kgx (fzy)sz(k) . T* (x/k; ﬁy, ka) + . " T*(u/k; %y, kve)du

1 1
<;S*(x;iy,v6) + 51 ;S*(u;iy,v@)du.

By our monotonicity assumptions on g*(x;y,0) and (99), we have for
l<u<x

S* (u; 2 Y ve) < u(log2u)@-9r/4-1{(log x)?»'*/q*(x;y,0)}° .
Inserting this into the previous bound, we obtain
(100) S(x; iy, VG) < (logx)??/q*(x;y,0)% .

It follows that, with the value of T given above, we may take in (81), for
all vwith 1 <v<<T,

(101) ey (X, ¥5he) 1= qg*(x;,0) 8.
This is clearly a non-increasing function of x and &7 (x,y; hg) (log x)?’2
is plainly non-decreasing. Therefore we obtain

Y\ A(n; hg)?
z ()

2 < (logx)?q*(x;»,0) " %{log2g*(x;y,0)}2.

n

Altering the value of &, the factor {log2g*(x;y,0)}2 may be deleted.
This yields (79) and finishes the proof of Theorem 12.
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§5. ADDITIVE FUNCTIONS

As we noted in the first section, the study of uniform distribution on
divisors of additive functions is made much easier by the fact that the
Weyl sums are multiplicative. Indeed this is the only case when we are able
to achieve estimates for the discrepancy which go beyond the statistical
bound /1 (n).

We shall prove the following theorem, which provides a simple, but
nevertheless effective criterion. We write for integer v

vf(p)|? 1 —|cosvm

(102) Ly(x;f):= ) H——” Co(x; f) =), | f(p)l,
p<x p p<x p

and note that we have for all x

(103) 4L,(x; 1) < Cy(x; f) <3 m2Ly(x; f) .

THEOREM 13. Let [f be an additive function. Then [ is erd Iif,
and only if,

ol
p p

(104) (v+0).

Moreover, if this is the case then we have

. Q(n) —yCy(x;
(105) Z _A(n—’f) (g) < (logx)” {% + Z i(_ﬁ}

n<x n 1<vg T \Y%
uniformly for x =22, T>21,0<y <y, <4.

The qualitative result corresponding to this statement (i.e. the cri-
terion (104)) was first established by Katai [18].

By (104) and the lower bound of (103), the expression between curly
brackets tends to zero for suitable 7= T'(x, y). Hence (105) provides, as
described in Theorem 6, a family of effective pp/ estimates for A(n; f)
which may of course be further optimised with respect to y. This process
must lead to a non trivial result since y = 1 is admissible.

We give below two applications of Theorem 13, respectively devoted to the
functions f(d) = 6Q(d) for irrational 0, and f(d) = logd. Recovering a
result first obtained independently by Hall and Katai, the latter case
furnishes the best known pp/ upper bound for the discrepancy for any
function we are aware of, although this falls short of the current conjecture
stated in section 2. The former case provides an example of a function which
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is erd but has the same rate of growth than, and indeed is asymptotically
equal to, a function which is not, namely 0log,n — see Corollary 3.
Actually, if we define Q(n; E) as the number of those prime factors of »
which belong to some set of primes E, then Theorem 13 implies that
0Q(n; E) is erd for all 6 € R\Q if, and only if, ZpeEl/p = oo. We thus
exhibit erd additive functions with an arbitrarily slow growth.

The effective bounds for A(xn;0Q) naturally depend on the rational
approximations to 8. We set Q;(x):= |/log,x/log;x, and define
(106) q1(x;0) := inf max{g < Q;(1): [ 0¢] < 1/0:(0)} .

t=2x

Then ¢,(x;0) increases to oo for all irrational 6 and furthermore
qi1(x;0) = (log, x)2+2oM for almost all 0.

COROLLARY 10. Let 6 € R\Q. Then the function 0Q(n) is erd
and we have
(107) An;08Q) <1t(n)q;(n;0)-1+e  ppl.

COROLLARY 11 (Hall [8]; Katai [17]). Let o > (log(4/n))/log?2
~ 0-34850. We have
(108) A(n;log) < t(n)* ppl.

We now embark on the proof of Theorem 13. That the condition is
necessary is a straightforward consequence of the definition of uniform
distribution on divisors in the form (1). Indeed, suppose that (104) fails to
hold for v # 0. Writing F(z;n):= Zdln,<f(d)><z1, we have

1

go(n):= ) e(Vf(n))=§ e(vz)dF(z;n) =§ e(vz)d(F(z; n) — z1(n))

d|n 0 0

1
= 27iv g e(vz) (F(z; n) — zt(n))dz,

0

hence
(109) 2 [ v A(n; f) = | g(n) .

Now for all € €]0, 1[, we have

(m? gv(m | n(m?le(m)| y 1
n<x nt(n) g P+ (n)<xt nt(n) n>x N
(110) ik h

- 11 (1 . Leosmv/ () \) — O(e~"logx)
Cp

p<xt
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where the O-estimate follows from (94) by partial summation. The product is

y |cosnvf(p)l} >exp{ y 1-3n2|vfp)|?

pP<xE p

>exp{ } > elogx,

p<xE
by our assumption that the series (104) converges. Inserting this into (110)
and choosing € small enough but fixed, we obtain that the left-hand side is
> log x, whence by (109)

A(n; f)

> logx .
n<x I’Z’C(l’l)

This cannot hold if A(n; f) = o(t(n)) pp (or even pp/), and we obtain
the required necessity assertion.

The sufficiency part of the theorem readily follows from the upper
bound (21) which we recall for convenience: we have uniformly for x > 2,
T'>21,0<y<y<4,

. n y Q(n)
A(n; f) (2)9<><(logx> .oy Ly lgvm)?(g) |

(111) )

n<x n T 1«v<T V ngx n

The inner zn-sum on the right does not exceed

y | gy (n) | (X) Q(n) <o { y y|cosnvf(p) |> < (logx)?e Y1) |
p

P+(m<x N 2

PSX

Inserting this into (111) yields (105). Taking y = 1 implies A(n; f)
= 0(2%M) pp/, from which we deduce in turn that A(n; f) = o(t(n)) pp!/
by a familiar argument. Corollary 1 hence implies that f is erd, and this
finishes the proof of Theorem 13.

Proof of Corollary 10. We apply the upper bound (105) of Theorem 13
with y = 1. We have

Cy(x;0Q) = (1 —|cosnve |)log,x + O(1)

and need a lower bound for this. For given x, there exist integers a, g with

(a,q) =1, ¢q<Qi(x)=)log,x/logsx, and |6 —a/q|<1/qQ,(x).
Furthermore, we have

(112) q24q:(x;0),

where the right-hand side is defined by (106). We select T: = g/log g, and note
that for v< T we have |0v —a,/q,| < T/q0,(x) <1/qlogq, with
a, =av/(q,v), ¢, = q/(gq,v). This implies | 0v]| > (1/q) - 1/qlogg,
hence, for large x,

1 —|cosnvl|> (% n? 4+ 0(1))/6]2 > (log; x)/log, x .
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Inserting this into (105), we arrive at

A(n;0Q 1 log q
(log x) ! Z ——£~——2 < — +

< qi(x;0)1re,
nex h2%0M T log,x

Since g, (x;0) is a non-decreasing function of x, this implies (107) and
the proof is thereby completed.

Proof of Corollary 11. Putt(n,0):= Y ,, d®. When f = log, we have
that g,(n) = t(n, 2nv). By lemma 30.2 of [14] we infer that, uniformly for
1<16]< exp)/logx,

1

191 2
Y @0 _ ¥ | cos (38loep) | _ Zlogx + 0(1) .
p<x D pP<X p n

This is proved by partial summation from a strong form of the prime
number theorem. Thus we obtain that we have uniformly for 1 < v < logx

C,(x;log) = (1 —-2/m)log,x + O() .

Inserting this into (105) with 7 = logx and choosing optimally y = n/2,
we obtain

4\ Qm
A(n; f) < &(n) (logyn) (;) pp!

for all £(n) — oo. This implies the required result by a now standard device.

6. METRIC RESULTS

In this last section, we investigate the problem of uniform distribution on
divisors from a further statistical point of view, regarding as random not only
the integer n but also the function f. Thus, we define a measure p on the
set A of all real valued arithmetical function as the inverse image of the
Haar measure on the compact group (R/Z)N by the canonical mapping
f = <f>. In other words, m is characterised by the property that for all

finite families {£;:1 < j < k} of measurable subsets of the torus R/Z
and for all integers n,, n,, ..., ny, we have

k

pifeA:(f(n)eE A<ji<h}= [] ME),

Jj=1
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where A stands for the Lebesgue measure on R/Z. The only basic property
of p that we shall use is the orthogonality relation

1 if = n,
(113) s e(vf(n)—vf(m))du(f)={ s
i 0O if m#+#n.

If an arithmetic function behaves statistically, then one expects that the
Weyl sums

gv(n):: Z e(Vf(d)) ’

d|n

and hence the discrepancy A(n; f), will normally have size roughly |/ t(n).
The purpose of the next theorem is to establish that this is indeed the case.

THEOREM 14. Let &(n)— o. For w -almost all arithmetic func-
tions f, we have

(114) A(n; f) < &(n) (logyn)3(t(n))2  ppl.
Moreover, the exponent % is sharp in this statement.

Proof. The upper bound follows from (24) with y = 2, T = (logx)?,
namely

1 A(n; f)?
S(x; f)i= — ¥ ———
logx n<x 29 p
(115)
< 1 N log, x E IH( P
< - v X; ’
(log x)3 I/ (logx) 1<vsr V
with

= e(vftkm)) |*

me1 m1+02£2(m)

(6:=1/logx) .

o 1 Q (k) 1
H,(x;f):= —
whi= ¥ (2) —

We have H,(x;f) < ZHI(x;f) + ZHE(x;f) where the m-sum is
restricted to m < (logx)? in HI and to m > (logx)? in H%. We note right
away the trivial estimate

Hl(x; f) <)/Togx log, x ,

which follows from (6) by partial summation. We deduce from this and (115)
that

(116) S(x; f) < (logz2x)? + R(x; f),

with
R(x; f) :=

lngx 1 i
- Hj(x; .
|/ log x 1<§:<T \% /)
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Expanding the square and integrating over f with respect to p we get
from (113) that

oo 1 1
1 - - - < 1/(ogx)?.
SAH\,(x,f)dM(f) L Sanps L g < 1/ 00eD)
Hence
(log, x)?
R(x; £)Ap(f) < ————
A (log x)*%

Markov’s inequality thus implies that
p{feA:RQ, f)=21t<1/12 (U=12,..),
so it follows by the Borel-Cantelli theorem, that for w-almost all f we have
R2fH)<1 (U=1,2,..).

In view of (116), we see that the estimate S(2/; f) < (log2/)® holds
p-almost surely in f and uniformly for / > 1. However, using the trivial
bound A(n; f) < t(n), we readily see that

S(x; f)—8SQL5 ) <1 QRI<x<2iH).
This yields that for g -almost all £ and uniformly in x > 3, we have

S(x; f) < (logyx)* ,
which in turn implies (114).
To show that the exponent % is sharp, we simply use (109) with v =1
in the form

47t2§ A(n; f)2dp(f) 2 S | g1(n) [2dp(f) = t(n),
A A
where the equality follows from (113). This plainly implies that there is

no a < such that A(n; f) < t(n)*pp/ for p-almost all f: such a bound
is actually false as soon as t(n) is large enough.

The same quadratic mean approach that we used for Theorem 14 yields
metric results for more restricted classes of arithmetic functions. We quote
without proof the following theorem.

THEOREM 15. The function dr 09 is erd for almost all 0 > 1
and the function d A0? is erd for all 0 >1 and almost all \.
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More precisely, the corresponding discrepancies satisfy
(117) A(n; f) <t(n)/2t°®  ppl,
under the indicated hypotheses, and the exponent % is sharp.

Theorems 14 and 15 together provide an optimal strengthening of
theorem 5 of Dupain, Hall & Tenenbaum [4].
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