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Divisors of Bernoulli sums
Michel WEBER

Abstract: Let B, = by + ...+ b,, n > 1 where by, bs,... are in-
dependent Bernoulli random variables. In relation with the divisor
problem, we evaluate the almost sure asymptotic order of the sums
SN dop(By), where dg p(B,,) = #{d € D,d < n?:d|B,} and D is
a sequence of positive integers.

1. Introduction and main results

We begin with discussing a simple problem. Let d(n) = #{y : y|n} be the divisor function,
and consider also the prime divisor function w(n) = #{pprime : p|n}. Let f = {B;,i > 1} be
a Bernoulli sequence and denote B,, = 81 + ...+ B,, n = 1,2,... the sequence of associated
partial sums. Let (2,4, P) be the underlying basic probability space. It is natural to consider
the sequence of sums

N
> d(B,), N=12...
n=1

and ask for which nondecreasing functions (optimal if possible) ®1,®5 : N — R™, the following
almost sure asymptotic behavior can be established:

N
" d(B) 2 B1(N) + O(®(N)). (L1)

A similar question can naturally be raised relatively to the prime divisor function w(n). Before
giving an arithmetical motivation for studying this problem, we would like to begin with a first
necessary comment. A result of this sort cannot be obtained from the knewledge of the similar
known result for the deterministic sums:

N
> d(n) = 1(N) + O(p2(N). (1.2)

Indeed, the two sums ij:l d(B,,) and ij:l d(n) are different, the first contains terms which
appear with some multiplicity, the order of this one can be bounded by clogn, n large, almost
surely. And the natural idea to use the law of the iterated logarithm (Ve > 0)

|Bn - g| < /(1 +¢)nloglogn n ultimately, almost surely. (1.3)

in order to exploit (1.2) will give a less precise result than the one expected in (1.1). The law of
the iterated logarithm in (1.3) involves intervals of integers of the type [m, m 4+ Cy/mloglog m].
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The study of the size of the divisor function d(n) for n varying in intervals of this type or
[m, m + C\/m], is usually known as the model of small intervals. Here the problem considered
involves another (probabilistic) model, the one generated by the complete Bernoulli random
walk; and so relies upon the study of the asymptotic evolution of the system

{d(B,),n > 1}.

We are thus led to a probabilistic question and the first natural object of investigation should
consist of making a complete second order theory of the above system, more precisely, a study
of the correlation

E d(B,)d(B,,) — E d(B,)E d(B,,) m>n, (1.4)

and preliminarily of (denoting x the indicator function)
E x(d|B,)x(0|By,) — P{d|B,}P{0|B,,} m > n. (1.5)

Such a study turns up to depend, via the use of characteristic functions, on a careful analysis on
the circle of some naturally related cosine sums.
An arithmetical motivation to the study of (1.1) can be easily provided. Unlike to what

happens for the sum Zf:;l w(n), where very accurate estimations of the order of magnitude are

known, the similar problem for the sum ij:l d(n) contains a yet unsolved and certainly quite
hard conjecture. For the comments we shall now make, we refer to the paper [IM] of Iwaniec
and Mozzochi. More precisely, let

D(z)= Y d(n), Az)=D(z)—zlogz— (2y— 1)z, (1.6)

1<n<lz

where v is Euler’s constant, and let §y be the smallest value of # such that A(z) < 2%+¢. It
is conjectured since the papers of Hardy (1916) and Ingham (1940) that 6y = 1/4. The best
known result is (see the quoted paper) 8 = 7/22 ~ 0,31181818... The study of the correlation
problem described before should allow to obtain as corollary, via a suitable form of Gal-Koksma’s
Theorems, a result of the type

> dB) = > EdB)+0.(( Y EdB)). (1.7)

1<n<z 1<n<z 1<n<z
Similarly the study of the quadruple correlation
E (d(Bn) -E d(Bn)) (d(Bm) -E d(Bm)) (d(Bp) - E d(Bp)) (d(Bq) -E d(Bq)) (1-8)

would provide by means of the same convergence criteria a result of the type:

S dB)E Y Ed(Bn)+(’)E(( 3 Ed(Bn))1/4+€). (1.9)

1<n<z 1<n<zx 1<n<zx

That the above could be derived from (1.8) is already a remarkable fact; and it is clear from the
very form of this result, also in the light of the Dirichlet conjecture, that it would be of consid-
erable interest in succeeding to prove (1.9). Even a weaker form of it involving the truncated
divisor function dg(m) = #{y < m?:y|m}, ( < 1/2) would be also remarkable. In this paper,
we explore the correlation problem of order two (thus related to (1.4), (1.5)) and obtain almost
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sure results towards (1.1). Consider as well divisor functions defined with respect to a prescribed
set D of integers. Define
dp(n) =dop(n) = > Lign}- (1.10)

deD

dgng
The order of magnitude of this generalized divisor function (with # = 1/2) was examined in
[Wed] with the help of a randomization argument (see related works in [BW], [Wel-4]). Let also
n > 0. For divisors related to Bernoulli sums we put similarly

dyp(Bn) = Z dg.p(B Z 1¢41B,.}-

d<n u a<n®
logn deD
deD

The main purpose of the present study will consist of establishing limit theorems for the

sums N
ZdO,D(Bn)y Z dn,D(Bn) (111)
n=1

n<N
neN

N and our
1} satisfies

where N is an increasing sequence of positive integers. The difficult case is N
results will be then less precise than in the subsequence case. When N = {v, k
for some p > 0 the growth condition

vl

Vi1 — v > CVl, k> 1. (G,)

the second sum in (1.11) is controlable for n < 7,, where 7, depends on p only, no matter D
is. When N = N, restrictions on the range of # arise. Naturally these estimates rely upon D
and N. More precisely we show that these sums are almost surely asymptotically comparable
to their respective (computable) means

N
> Edyp(B,), Y Ed,p(B
n=1

n<N
neN

and give an already sharp (although not optimal) estimate of the approximation rate. In the
above case by using (1.16) next (1.17) below, we get

E 1
zé’z\vf 7L§Nyd<n\/%

neN,deD

And

Myp(N):= Y Edop(B,)= Y P{dB,}= > $+0(1). (1.13)

n<N n<N,d<n® n<N,d<n?
deD deD

Before stating the results we shall first comment more on correlation problem. This is a
central question in the paper and section 2 is entirely devoted to its study. The crucial point
concerns the obtention of sharp estimates for the correlation function

A((d7 n), (4, m)) = P{d’Bn ) 6’Bm} — P{d|B,}P{0|B:},
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and also for the probability
P{d|Bn, 5|Bm}.

There are two cases of very different nature and unequal difficulty: the weakly dependent case
(n+n° < m) which is relatively easy to treat, and the dependent case (n < m < n+n¢). Here ¢
is some very small positive real. In the weakly dependent case, there is a constant C' depending
on ¢ such that for all n sufficiently small and n large enough (see (3.3))

Cn(%)l/c if n+n® <m < 2n,
sup ‘A((d, n)7(67 m))| S
i Cr(5) /2 (R i m = 2n.

5<n lofg"m
The dependent case is the difficult case and the only way we found, after having tried others,

to bound efficiently A ((d,n), (6, m)) was, to start with A((d,n), (6,m)) < P{d|B,,, 6| By, }, next
to compare P{d|Bn, 5|Bm} with P{d5|Ban}, and estimate the probability P{D|Ban}.
This is, however, not a simple task and involves truly number theoritical arguments. Exponentials
of second order arise (in (2.28)) for which we used Sarkdsy’s estimate (Lemma 2.13). And the
multiplicative functions pg(D) = #{1 <r<bD: D|r2+kr}, k < m—mn, play a central role when
n becomes large. As a consequence of a sharper result (Proposition 2.10) , we show in section 2
that (ds) (1+e)/2

w €
2 | @0

dd NLD
Although we are convinced that this bound is quite sharp, we are less sure that it fully describes
what happens for A((d, n), (4, m)) in the dependent range (n,n + n¢), and must say that we
have no alternative clue at the present time.

P{d|B, , §|Bn} < C(m —n)

We can now state our main results

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < 0 < 1/6. Then for any € > 0,

N
> dop(Bn) = Mop(N) + O (My/p e (N)).
n=1

Theorem 1.2. Let N be satisfying the growth condition (G,) for some p > 0. Put My =
anjz\vf log* n. Then there exists 1, depending on p only, such that for n <n,
ne

> dyn(Ba) " Mynp(N) + O (M log® >+ My ).

n<N
neN

And if N grows at most polynomially, then for some constant by,

Z dn,D(Bn) = MmN,D (N) + O, (Mn,N,D (N)1/2 ( log Mn,N,D (N))bo-‘rs) ‘

n<N
neN

From the proof given in section 4 follows that by > 7/2 suffices, but this value is certainly far
from being optimal. Getting an optimal rate of approximation appears as a certainly difficult
and quite challenging question. It is also clear from the proofs of the results, we shall give in
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the next sections, that the error term is however improvable under additional conditions on the
sequence D. Relevant conditions are for instance of the type

(@) #{DN[L,N]} =0(N") or (b) #{DN[L,N]} =0O(log"N), ©)

for some 0 < 7 < 1 or n > 0. But this aspect of the problem is not considered in the present
study.

For proving these results, our essential task will be to bound efficiently the increments
E ( di<n<; Hn)2, where Hy, =3 10 gep (1¢qip,} —P{d|B,}), and it is clear that it suffices to
bound A instead of its absolute value. Some already existing results on the value distribution of
Bernoulli sums will be incorporated into the proofs. We briefly recall them. Consider the elliptic
Theta function

) 2,2
O(d,m) = E ¢TI e

LeZ

In [We3| (Theorem II), the following uniform estimate is established:

o(d
sup ‘P{d|Bn} _ 9 ,n)‘ = O((logn)*?n=3/%). (1.14)
2<d<n d
Here and throughout the whole paper, C' will denote some absolute constant, which may change
of value at each occurence. It is easily seen that

|@(d n) 1‘ Ce if d < /n,
’ = <
d d % if /n<d<n.
Therefore
1 C((log n)>/2n=3/2 4 éef%> if d < /n,
|P{d|B,} - E' < (1.15)
% if /n<d<n.
Further for any a > 0
sup P{d|B,} - 1| = 0. (n™%), (Ve > 0). (1.16)
d<m ﬁgg" d
and for any 0 < p < 1,
sup |P{d|B,} — é‘ =0, (67(175)#)7 (V0 <e<1). (1.17)

d<(m/V/2)nt=r)/2

Estimate (1.17) exhibits a dramatic variation of the uniform speed of convergence of P{d\Bn}
to its limit 1/d, when switching from the case d < n'/? to the case d < n?, § < 1/2. Tt follows
that lim,,_,o, P{d|B,} = 1/d, and

d

|P{d]Bn}—$\ <C-, if 2<d<+/n. (1.18)
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In particular

sup dP{d|B,} <C. (1.19)
2<d< Vi
2. Second order theory of (I(d|Bn) -P(d/By))n
Our starting point is the formula ud, g, = Z;‘;& 62”%3" from which we deduce after integration
1 u—l . 1 u—1 217rn .
P _ = 2im LB, _ ( ) imnd _' )
{u|By} UZEG uz Ze cos” (2.1)
7=0 7=0
Thereby
L o L
P{d|B,)P{5|B} = — eim(nd+m3) cogn T poqm T (2.2)
dé 4 d )
7=0h=0
Let m > n. Similarly
1 d—15-1 , } d—15-1
_ - 2in(4ZB,+4%B 2im(4 + )Bn, 22 B
P{dB, . 0B} = B { YD EPrir | dézZEe E 75
J=0 h=0 j=0 h=0
| d=1o-1
=% Ze”( M cos™ (% + < )el™ s (M) o™ T
§=0 h=0
d—15-1 .
1 -y h h
= 75 < Zezw(3"+%m) cos” ﬂ(% + g)cosm_"ﬂg
7=0h=0
d—15—1
1 ! h h
- im(dn+gm) n o m—n 'Y
0 2 e cos™ m( —1—5)005 TS
j=1h=1
5—1 d—1
1
+ %( imE™ cog™ 7'['% + Ze”d” cos” 77%)
h=0 j=1
d—15-1 .
1 h h
- im(Ent+2m) J _ m—n 'Y
S e\ cos" m( +5)COS s
j=1h=1
P{3|Bn}  P{dB.) 1
T T T
Therefore
P{d|B,, d|Bn}
o h h  P{§|B.} P{d|B,}
aléz:z:e”r(d’”r 5™ cos™ w(d 6)COS ”Trg—i— y T 5 nL - — (2.3)
j=1h=1
And
1 AR s h ) 75 . wh
A((d,n), (8,m)) = %;)hz‘;e”(%mr?m) cosm_"wg{cosnw(%—i-g)—cos chos 7}
d—15-1 . .
1 (3 h h h
:%j:”;e”(ﬂmr%m) cos™ ™ wg{cos”w(é+g)—cos %COS %}

(2.4)



Here the summands with j = 0 or h = 0 do not contribute.
2.1. Reductions via symmetries

We begin with the probability

’ ¥4
w cos"t —.
n

u—1
1 .
P{u|B,} = " E e
¢=0

—Ifuisodd,sayu=2r+1,and r+1 < ¢ < 2r, write / =2r — X. Then 0 < A <r —1 and
¢ 2r—A 1_)\—1—1 l

u  2r+1 2r+1 u an =t=r
Further
imnt n ml itn—innt n ! —innt n !
e cos" — =e weos'(m—m—)=¢e w cos” m—.
u u u
hs 1 (1 2 ‘ 0
. Y T T
P B — iTn nt _ = - * n )
{u|By} ” Z e cos™ — = — + " Z cos(wnu) cos™ — (2.5)
[e|<u/2 1<t<u/2

— If u is even: u = 2r, then ¢ varies between 1 and r — 1, next between r + 1 and 2r — 1 with
a median value ¢ = r. For this indice, we have cos™ %’Z = cos" 3= = cos™ 5 = 0, and there is no

contribution. If r +1 < ¢ <2r — 1, write £ =2r — 1 —b. Then 0 < b <r — 2 and

C_2r-1=b o bl L 1<l<roL
U 2r 2r U

— n—inn L - .
Thus €™ cos™ It = ™ ~™% cos™ (1 — L) = e7"™% cos™ L, and here again we have (2.5).

Now, we pass to the probability P{d|Bn , 0 |Bm} Here also we operate reductions allowing
to work in the first quadrant only. This is quite similar to the above. By (2.3), P{d|B,,, 6|B,, } =
¥ + &, where

d—16—1

1 ik J . h _
_ _ im(Zn+%m) n J w m—n _'"
U =%¥((d,n),(6,m)) = 7 E E e anTE™ cog 7T(d+ 6)COS T=,
j=1h=1 (2.6)
_ _ P{o|Bm}  P{dB.} 1
® = ®((d,n),(6,m)) = e T

We shall thus be mainly concerned with the sum .
— If §isodd, say d =2¢+1,and g+ 1 < h < 2q, write h =2¢ —b. Then 0 < b < ¢g—1 and
h  2q—b 1 b+1 B

— — =1 - = d 1< B <aqg.
5 2¢+1 2q + 1 5 sf=q

The corresponding summand writes
eimm i (hn—5m) o m—n (m— ?) cos™ (m + 77(Z - é))

d 0
Ll

= eim(§n=§m) cogm—n (T) cos” 77(Z - =)



Thus

1 & i h i h
U= % ; { }; gimlantim) cosm*”wg cos” ﬂ(% + 5)4-

—1 .
Z eim(antsm) cogm—n %h cos™ 77(Z + ﬁ)}
h=—q
_ 1 = iﬂ(%n+%m) m—n h n J h
= %Z Z e cos s cos ﬂ(a—{—g)
J=11<|h|<4/2
— If § is even: § = 2q, then h varies between 1 and ¢ — 1, next between ¢ + 1 and 2¢ — 1 with
a median value h = q. In the latter case, we have cos™ ™" ”Th = cos™™ " 72'—;1 =cos™ ™" 5 =0,
and there is no contribution of this indice. If ¢+ 1 < h < 2¢ — 1, write h = 29 — 1 — b. Then
0<b<g—2and
h  2¢g—1-b b+1 I3
5 2q 2 )
The corresponding summand writes exactly as before:

and 1<p<qg-—1.

eiﬂ'meiﬂ(%n—gm) cos™ " (71‘ _ 7:5_5) cos” (7T + ﬂ(é _ g))

and we have
d—1 qg—1 .
1 . j h h h
_ im(Ln+2m) m—n 'Y n i [
‘I’_d‘SJE: {hg_le a" s cos s Cos Tr(d+5)

—1 .
i h h
+ Z eim(hn+gm) gogm—n T 1 qn w(l + —)}
0
h=-(q—-1)
d—1 .
1 i h h
=7 Z Z eim(antgm) cosm_"wg cos” 71'(% + 5)

J=11<|h|<8/2
A similar remark can be made concerning the subsum Z?;ll . We display this point again to
make the proof transparent.

— If disodd: d =2p+ 1, and j is between p 4+ 1 and 2p, write j =2p—b, 0 < b <p— 1.

Then

i 2p—b b+1 8
== =1- =1-= d 1<6<p.
d_ 2p+1 2+ 1 a spPs=p
The corresponding summand writes
N n | hm . n o hm h h
i im (= SR+ ) (ogmn %h cos™ (m + W(—S + g)) = M=) gogmn % cos™ W(—g g)
And
1 r i h h i A
U= Z { A tIM cos™ T 1 cos” (% 4 =)
do 1<|h)<6/2 \j=1 0 d 9
p
+]Zle”(_%+h7m) cos™ " 5 cos” w(—é + 3)}
1 "y h i h
=7 Z Z eim(antgm) cosm*”wg cos™ 71'(% + 5) (2.7)

1<|h|<8/21<|j|<d/2



— If d is even: d = 2p, we distinguish between 1 < j <p—-1,p+1<j <2p—1 and the
median value j = p, which this time contributes to the sum. When p +1 < j < 2p — 1, write
7=2p—0—-1,0<b<p—2. Then

]'_210—1)—1_1 b+1 154
- — . -

L N d 1<B8<p-—1.
d 2p 2p an spsp

Thus the corresponding summand writes exactly as in the previous case

el (5 H ) ogmn %h cos” W(—g + %),

and

1 kN h i h

- im(In+Em) m—n _"" n,_(J o

‘I’_dé Z {Ze anT s cos 5 COS w(d+5)

1<|nj<s/2 \j=1
p! jn m ]
—i—]z:le”(%JrhT) cos™ " %h cos” 77(—% + g)}

1 i (Jd L ]
=2 Z Z eim(antsm) cosm_"wg cos” 7'['(]3 + g)
1<|h|<d/2 1<]|j|<d/2

1 > n m h h
+-—= Z e’7r(f+hT)cosm”‘T%.c:os”(E —|—7r—).
1<|h|<5/2

We therefore get

1 (4 j

v = 7 Z Z e (antsm) cogm—n 7'['% cos” 77(% + g) +r, (2.8)
1<[h|<8/21<]j]<d/2
where
0 if d is odd
=4 1 . (n hm h h
' — Z (B cogmn % cos” (% + %) if d is even.

1<|h|<d/2 (2 . )
8a

Finally as P{d|B,,, 6|B,,} = ¥ + ®, we obtained

First reduced form:

P{d|Bn, 5|Bm} = % Z z COS(%TL—F ﬂ-_m) cos™ " 1= cos™ ﬂ_(i + _)

‘ 0 0 d ¢
1<|h|<8/2 1<]j|<d/2 (2.9)
P{é[Bn}  P{dB.} 1

Consequently we have to estimate four sums of type

1 o h j h
l:[le,n — % E 6“7(77%”+5%m) cosmfnﬂg cos” W(U‘ZE -1-85), (2.10)
1<j<d/2
1<h<6/2



where ¢, € {—1,+1}. Turning to A we observe that

d—168—1 .
xe n m h nﬂ-j
\Il——ZZe (nt§m) cogm mscos’ - = W — (P{d|B,} )(P{é\Bm} ) (2.11)
j=1h=1
Since
1 el L B h
(P{d|B, }——)(P{5|Bm} = %ZZ e (antEm) cog™ 775005 Fj
1 i (md B T wh
- im(nd+m) n 'J m I
7 <Z e'™\aTMs ) cos 7 s 5
1<|h|<5/2
1<ljl<d/2
we get

Second reduced form:

1 (i h h 7 h nTJ 7h
_ = im(4n+3m) m—n 'Y n J N g nr
A((d,n), (6,m)) = E e anTE™ cos T { cos" w(= + 5) cos™ — cos” 5 } +r.

1<|h|<5/2
1<]jl<d/2

(2.12)
2.2. The weakly dependent case (m > n + n®)

In what follows ¢ €]0, 1] is some fixed small real. We are indeed interested in results valid for ¢
arbitrary small. By (2.11) we know that

A= — (P{dB,} - —)(P{5!Bm} )

where the sum ¥ = ¥ ((d,n), (§,m)) is defined in (2.6). Fix also some reals «, o/, depending on
¢, such that o > o > max(3/2,1/c). We shall consider two subcases.

Case: n+ n® <m < 2n.

We shall first establish the following

Proposition 2.1. There exist constants C and ng depending on c, such that for n > ng and
n+n°<m<2n

log(m —n) 1/ 1 o-3n(d— )2
|‘I’((d’n)v(5’m))‘ gC{n(M)/ +% z n(g—3) }

m—n
| <p(2elos(m—n),1/2
= m—n
hS<25¥10%‘(m n)>1/2

|\7

o<

N Q

0<

°

—n

In particular, if max(d,d) < ﬁ(b;&lﬁ)l/z, we have the simpler bound

1% ((d,n), (5,m))| < (22— yse,

m-—n
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The second assertion simply follows from the fact that the sum in the righthand side dis-
appears. The proof of the above proposition will result from three lemmas. By (2.10), the sum
¥ = ‘Il((d, n), (9, m)) is a sum of four subsums, which are all of the type

1 (] h h 7 h
v, , =— E e TMAntETM) oM 1 cos™ w(nS 4 e=),
dé | £= ) d 9
1<h<5/2

where €, € {—1,4+1}. We shall therefore estimate the sums W, , which, in what follows we will
simply write ¥, when no confusion.

Put for any integer v > 1

2alog v 1/2 sin g, /2
o , o Smpu/2 2.13
po=(—5—) = (2.13)
Let ng be sufficiently large so that for m — n > ny,
Tm—n > (o )2 (2.14)

We distinguish between three cases:
2a 1 —n)\1/2 T
— () () P < m <2,

— () 0 < =2 < (2aloslmon))1/2 1 0 < T < g(2alostmon)y1/2,
(D 0 < Z < (Reelmon)) 2 g g(2elsl ) < g < o,
Case I. Put
¥y = e Z Z et gm) cosm*”wﬁ cos” ﬂ(ﬂ + ﬂ)
Cdd o d 57

1<7<4 (2alegnea) a < zp <

m—n

Lemma 2.2. There exist constants C' and ng depending on c¢ such that for m,n such that
m—n = ng, )
[Ty < (m—n)~.

Proof. As | cos ”Th| < €OS Ym—n, we get since logu < u — 1, u > 0: for m — n large enough, say
m —n > ng (so that 2sin®(p,_n/2) < 1)

|COS %h|mfn < cog™ " Gmn = e(mfn) 10g(172sin2(<pm,n/2)) < 672(m7n)sin2(<pm,n/2)‘

But

o' (m—n)logm —n

2(m — n) sin®(@m_n/2) = 2(m — n)(Om_n/2)?72_, > =a'logm — n.

m-n
Hence,
1 h
U, < — cosmT—|""
R D M
S « lo m—n Fis
1sg<g (=) /2< 8k <n/2
1 m—n
< 5 E cos Pm—n
2a log(m— .
(W)1/2S%Sﬂ./2

’

<cos" " pmn < (Mm—n)"".



Case II. Let
v,

1 : J h _ h j h
— z7r( Intetm) m—n 'Y n J w
=2 E E TanTES™) cos s cos w(nd+€5).

0<7-rg <2(2alog(7n ’L))1/2 0<7\—T§(2alog(7n ’L))1/2

m—n m—n

We shall prove

Lemma 2.3. There exist constants C' and ng depending on ¢ only such that for min(m—mn,n) >

o
log(m —n) 1 hy2
1 o—3n(i—4%
W2 < O(——)" + — > =,
m-—n d5 2a log(m—n)
O<TJS ( m—n >1/2
0<.,rh§(2alog(7n ’L))I/Z

.

m—n

The estimate only makes sense if m > n + n°.

Proof Using Mac-Laurin formula, for any positive integer p there exists a polynomial Q,(z) =
ZS L asx?, with a1 = —1/2, ay = —1/12,... and constants z,, C, depending on p only, such
that for |z| < zp,

|log cos z — Q,(x)| < Cylz|?,

and
|Qp(x) + 22/2] < Cplal*.

Hence, for |z| < z,,
Qp(w) < —2?/3,

provided that z, is sufficiently small, which we do assume from now on. We select a integer p

so that 1
c> ——. 2.15
p+1 ( )

Put E(z) = e?»(*). We shall compare the subsum ¥y with

o,
1 o (mdo ik ., h nj €h
_ = 7,71'(77 n+eZm) m—n _'" rn " <
=7 Z Z a" T cos 775E (7r(d+5)).
0< =1 j <2(2a1<:§(7r:z ’L))1/2 O<WT§(2OL1(:§(":L n))1/2
By using the elementary inequality: |e* — e¥| < |u — v]| for u,v < 0, we observe that
| cos™ x — e"Qp(m)| < n|logcosz — Qp(x)| < Cynlz|?P,
for |z| < z,. We have 7r|%j + 22| <z, once m — n is large enough. Thus
n_(MJ | €h ng (M5 €h hiop o (T2
|cos™ n( + =) = B (n( + Z))| < G (507 + (5)].
And so
1 o h ] h | €h
‘% Z e tesm) cogm—n E%{ cos” W(ﬂé + Eg) — E”(w(% + ?))}‘
O<TJS <2a1c;rg]’;(7'n:.lfn)>1/2
o< < (2AREETN))1/2

12



n h
< (O— —)2r
s 2 37+ @
0<7\'T]S2(2(¥1(:§(I:LL n)>1/2
0<%S(2alog(7m n))1/2
Therefore log( )
og n)\p+1
U, — W, <Cn . 2.16
s - w3 < Cn (=) 219
Further since E(z) < e~ /3 for |z| < xp, we may also simply bound |¥}| for n large enough as
follows 1 _
N4 e 3n(H+5)?.
= 2 2.17
0< d]S <2a1c7>§(ﬂ; n)>1/2 ( . )
0<ﬂTh§(2al<:;gL(n7LL "))1/2

It is clear that these sums are bounded by
(2.18)

=%

dé =
0<Tg<2( o og(m—n)>1/2

,3n(_,ﬁ 2

h

0< TS<20( 1‘:5(::’;*”))1/2

With estimates (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18), we therefore get
log(m — n) 1 an(d_hy?
P, <(C oV yetl . — o304 .
W2l < {n( m-—n ) +d5 Z
0<if <2(2egElnnlyi/2
,-rhS(Z(xl?r%(n,LL n)>1/2

0<5

log(m—n) P < M)I/a so that if n is
_n m—n ’

With p chosen accordingly with (2.15), we have
sufficiently large, say n > ng where ng depends on ¢, & and m > n + n¢, we get
73n(—7ﬁ 2 }

n))l/c_{_i Z

log(m
W2| = C{”( “n s
m ]< 2alog(m—n) 1/2
<G =AU

0< w5h<(2(¥10g(m n)>1/2

This establishes the lemma.

Case III. Let
j h 7Th j h
" e— cos TI'(T]E + ES).

1 i (ndnich
Vs = — E eimngntegm) cogm
dé N _ 1)
p(2edoslm_n))1/2  nj < /n

o< Zh < (2 125(::;71) y1/2

There exists constants C' and ng depending on ¢ such that for n > ng and

Lemma 2.4.

n+ng<m<2n
1 logm—n)l/2

Pl <
| 3|_C(m—n)a'( m-—n

It is in this part that it is necessary to introduce the restriction m < 2n

Proof. Here we have
13



j ., h

(2edos(m —n)yiyz g,y

2alog(m —n)\1/2
m-—n d ¢ + )

77
2 m-—n
Thus, as soon as m — n is large enough, which is realized if ng is large enough, we have (as
in case I) the bound |cos7(% & %)\ < €OS P—pn. And we get |cosm( £ %)\" < cos" Ypn <

.2 .
e~ 2nsin”(em-n/2)  But since m < 2n we have n > m — n, and so

2nsin? (@ —n/2) = (mi n)2(m —n)sin?(em_n/2) > 2(m — n)sin®(Pm_n/2)

= 2(m — n)(ﬁpmfn/2)27-31—n
o/ (m—n)logm —n

= a'logm — n.

m—n

’

Therefore cos™ @p—n < (m —n)~*, and we have

1 > i h 1
— cosm(=t-)"< ——— E 1
do v | (d 5)| do(m —n)e’ ,
p(2aloglnom) ) 1/2 < 1 <2 o(2elogmon)y1/2 < 1) < /2
0<,7Th§(2alc;rgL(::Ll—n)>1/2 0<ﬂThS(2aljygz(:2_n))l/2
1
< —— E 1
~ 6(m —n)®

0<7\—T}L§( 2a log(m—n) )1/2

m—n

<0 1 (logm—n)1/2

~ (m-n)*" m-n ’

as required. |

Now we estimate r defined in (2.8a), when d is even. We have

1 mh 7h
< m—n . . n
Ir| < — E | cos 5 |.| sin 5 |
1<|h|<6/2

T (w)lﬂ < ﬂ'Th < /2, then

m—n
1 7Th ’
< m—n 777 ~ d—l _ —a
Ir| < E | cos 5 | < (m —n)
1<|h|<d/2

—If0< “Th < (720‘1%(7"_"))1/2, then

m—n

1 . Th _1,2alog(m —n)\n/2
< — < eV Uy E
o < = > |sin s<d ( e— )
1<|h|<8/2

So that, for n large enough

/

lr| <d '(m—n)">. (2.19)

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Combining Lemmas 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4, finally gives in view of (2.8),
estimate (1.3), and that a > o/ > max(3/2,1/c): there exist constants C' and ng such that for

14



n>ng,and n+n <m < 2n

I\P(<d,n>,<5,m>)|gc{ L leem=n)

(m —n)® m-—n

1 3n(d_h)2 1 logm —n
B Z e - (m—n)""( m-—n )1/2}
TJS (M)UQ

h 2alog(m—n).1/2
0< Tt <( m—n ) 4

5
log(m —n) 1/ | 1 —3n(4-%)?
< — .
_C{ S m—n ) +d6 Z ‘ t

0< ]S (2alog<m7n) 1/2

5 FL.

}<(2alog(m n)>1/2
= m—n

o<

“f

Remarks. — The condition m > n 4+ n is in turn only used to make the bound in Lemma
2.3 efficient.

— By construction, we have the trivial bound |¥q| < C %

. Combining it with Lemmas
2.2 and 2.4, we get another estimate: |¥| < C % which is valid as soon as m — n > ng,

m < 2n, ng sufficiently large.

Turning to estimates involving the correlation A, we notice that m < 2n implies m—n <n
and so
m ( m—n )1/2 < ™ ( )1/2
2v/2a log(m — n) V2o logn

\/_(10271)1/2 then by (1.16)

If max(d,d) <

1 1 oo
[P{d|B.} - S|[P{o|B.} — 5| < Cn .

Combining this with Proposition 2.1, shows in view of (2.11)
Proposition 2.5. There exist constants ng and C' such that for anyn > ng and n+n® < m < 2n
1 _
wp A, (0.m)| < Cn(PEIZ e

(=2—)1/2 m—-n
\/7 log n

(dvé)< —-E=
Case: m > 2n.

To treat this case, we have to proceed to little changes, but the method is very similar. We will
establish the following

Proposition 2.6. There exist constants C and ng depending on c such that for n > ng, and
m > 2n

|‘I’((d, n), (5, m))| < C{n(loin)l/QC(log”ffﬁZn_;n))1/2 + % Z e3n(%%)2}'

O<7:i]< (2alogn 1/2

0<7rh<<2a lc:fi(’n:z n)y1/2

15



Let 6o > /2, then for all n large and m > 2n

logn .4 /5., log(m —n)
sup [ ®((d,n), (6,m))| < Cn(——)"/?(—=—2)"/?
I<FomV oew " m=n

S —n /M _
50 A\ 2 IOg m

Before giving the proof, observe by the choice of a, o’ that o > o/ > max (3/2, (1/2¢) — 1).
Next let ng be sufficiently large so that for n > ny,

min (75, Tin—n) > (/)2 (2.20)

We distinguish again between three cases:
- (I) (2alog(m—n))1/2 < wTh < 71_/2'

m—n

— o<z < (w)l/2 and 0 < = < 2(2alogn)1/2'

m—n n

— () 0 < Th < (Zaloslmom)y /2 g o(2adogn) V2 < xf < /o

m—n

Case I. The sum

1 ; nj eh h ] Eh
. (L n+5tm) m—-n 'Y n_(1MJ)
¥, = %5 E E TN cos 5 cos (= 4+ —),

1<j<§ (2loglmon) 1/ 2k <o

’

has been already estimated in Lemma 2.2 and we recall that we have |¥q| < (m —n)~*.

Case II. Let

1 () d h h J h
Uy = — E E e TManTEIM) oM 1 cos” w(nZ 4 e ).
do _ o d o
0<%J§2(2a1%)1/2 0<%§(W)1/2

We will establish

Lemma 2.7. There exist constants C and ng depending on c, such that for n > ng and m > 2n

log(lm —mn) .1/ 1 _3n(i_h)2
L2 TS DR}
m-—n dé < £ ot Elosn 173

h <2a1c’:§(7n:b—n)>1/2

logn 1/2¢
Uyl <
[Wa| < O (n(Z22)1/2(

Bl

o<

°
IA

1

T and will compare the sum

Proof. We proceed as before except that we select p so that ¢ >
W, with the sum

1 - .
B DY I T R e )

0<%j§2(2al;;gn)1/2 0<,1-Th§(2alc:§(:7;—n))l/2
(2.21)
Again we observe that | cos™ z — e"QP(I)‘ < n|logcosz — Qp(x)| < Cpn|z|?, for |z| < z,, and
that for n large enough we have m|2 + 2| < z,,. Thus
nj , €h nj , €h h J

|cos" TI'(E + F) — E”(W(F + ?))‘ < C’pn[(g)zf’ + (E) ]

16



1 i (ndntel h ' h | ¢ch
- imt(ngntedm) m—n 'Y n ( i N n ﬂ <l
Z e cos £ cos"m(n= +e<) — E"(m(= + —=))
‘dd 0<Zi<p(2aloan,1/2 g { d 0 d 9 }
o< zp < 2erlonlnon) y1/2
<o 3 [(ﬁ)% n (1)219]
- do J d

s} 2alogn1/2
0< d =2( n ) /

xh o 2clog(m—mn). 1/2
o< Th (SR

IN

Therefore

m—-n n m—-n

] log(m — ] log(m —
W, — Wh| < Cnmax (( Oi”)m( 08(m — 1) \pi1/2) (JOBT (172 lo8(m — ) )1/2>, (2.22)

As we have

1 1 - 1 1 —
(082 LBy (0BT OB W1z o (23)
n m n n m n

Indeed, the inequality on the left is equivalently rewritten as (%)p > (k’%)p. Further,
2
since E(z) < e~ /3 for |x| < z,, we may again simply bound |¥}] as follows: for n large enough
LA D D
) . (2.24)
0<%§2(2‘3‘£#)1/2 .

o< 2elElon 2

It is clear that the sum appearing in the righthand side is bounded by

% 3 e 3n(a—§)’ (2.25)

s 2alogn1/2
o< Tl <a(2aloan,/

0<.,1-Tsh§<2alog(7mfn))1/2
With estimates (2.22), (2.23), (2.24) and (2.25), we therefore get if m > 2n

logn 2y log(m —n) i 1 —3n(—1)2
[Ws] < O (n(=2y /a2 Ry2 Y e~In(a=9"),
n m-—-n dé 0<%j§2(2alsgn)1/2

2alog(m—n
O<WT}LS< 75(—n >)1/2

Asc> ﬁ, it follows that

logn log(m —n) 1 e i hy2

w,l <0 1/2¢ V2t ).

Wl < O (Bt
O<%S2<2al’sgn>1/2

h 2alog(m—mn). 1/2
0< 5 =( m—n )

This establishes the lemma. [ |

17



Case III. Let

1 ; j h mh j h
o ’L7T( Intelm) m—n n J "
Uy = 5 E E MINTET™) cos ey cos 7r(77d +55).

2(2afgn)1/2§%j§ﬂ/20< S(Zalog(m n))1/2

m—n

SH

Lemma 2.8.

| < 1 (logm—n)lp.
“nY m-—n

Proof. Here we have since m —n > n

7 2alog(m —n) 12 j ., h
bt =N UL >a(l+ 2
2+( m—n ) _ﬂ(d 5)

2alogn 2aclog(m —n)\1/2 _ 2alogn
2elogye s (2alosnyuys

=l Tm—n
n m n n

Thus, as soon as n is large enough, we have the bound |cos 71'(% B)| < cosg,. And we get
|COS7T(] + 5" < cos™ g, = = ¢=2n5i0°(¢n/2) Byt

/

. . a'nlogn
n sin“(p, > 2nsin“ (¢, = 2n(p, TS > ———— =« logn.
2nsin’(p, /2) > 2nsin® (@, /2) = 2 2)%r2 > 1

n
’
Therefore cos™ ¢,, <n~%, and so have

1 Z 7 . h 1
— cosm(==+ )" < —— E 1
dé , | (d 6)‘ ~ don v

a(2alogn,1/2 M <ryp 2FEDER) /2 T <2

0<ﬂTh§(2a1c-:§(:2_">>1/2 0<ﬂThS(2alc-:§(:2_n))l/2

1
< 5na’ Z 1

0< wh <(2alog(7n ’L))I/Z

m—n

<C 1,(%)1/27
ne m-—-n

as claimed. [

Finally r is estimated in exactly the same way in this case too, and we have that estimate
(2.19) holds again.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Combining the previous estimates finally show in view of (2.8), estimate
(1.3) and since & > o/ > max(3/2, (1/¢)—1): there exist constants C' and ng such that for n > ny,
and m > 2n

|‘I’((d, n), (4, m))| < C{ 1 —1—n(logn)1/20(w)l/2+

(m —n)® n m-—n

i —371(——& 2 + 1 (logm_n)1/2

do e n®' m-—n
0<7‘&'_djS ( aogn>1/2

h<<2alog(m n)>1/2

§C{ (logn)l/QC(log( ))1/2+

Bl

°ﬂ|

n m-—n dd

3“(——)2} (2.26)

0< < (2alogn 1/2

0< Lh<<2alog(m n) 1/2
5 = m—n

Q‘|\>.
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And produces the wished inequality. Now if d < \/%(logn)l/z, o< 50;%(10:7%)1/2’ as m <

2(m — n) we have

0

T 2(m—n) (172 T (m—mn) \1/2
< ooV og2m=r)) < Voalogm—n))

if 6 > v/2. In which case, the exponential sum appearing in the righthand side of (2.26) no
longer contributes. Hence

logn .4 /9., log(m —n)
sup_ W ((dyn), (0,m)| < Cn(ET) 2B Ry (2.27)
d<\/%,/logn
' 5ovaa Ve m
|

Remark. — We have the trivial bound [¥,| < C/(182)1/2( 10%5:1;”) )}/2. By combining with

Lemmas 2.6 and 2.8 we also get: |¥| < (loi")l/Q(logé”_l;n))l/Q, which is valid for m > 2n > ny,
ng sufficiently large.

Turning to estimates involving the correlation A, we have in view of (1.16)
1 1 7 o
|P{d|B,} - E||P{5|Bm} - 5| <Cn *m™“.

With (2.26) this now implies

logn . log(m —n c
b [A((dn), (0,m))| < On( 2Ry (RE ey ()’
d<\/% logn

S< —T —m
<Sovaa V Tegm

logn . /9. log(m —n
SC’n( > )1/2( Tfl_n ))1/2.

Proposition 2.9. There exist two constants C' and ng depending on c, such that for any n > ng
and m > 2n

A logn . Jog(m —n
sup |A((d,n), (6,m))| < Cn( - yL/2e( Tfl — ))1/2‘
< Tom V ek -

n
m

S< —T
50v2a V logm

2.3. The strongly dependent case
The main object of this section will consist of establishing the following delicate estimate.

Proposition 2.10. For any e > 0, there exists a constant C. depending on € only, such that

1 m—n
P(DIB.B} ~ 5o 3 Chuni(D)] < C. (
k=0

D1+e)1/2

19



where

11;D(D)
1= if k=0,
|D
pr(D) = ? N
T @™ I o= ifk>1.
vp (k) <vp(D)/2 vp(k)>vp(D)/2

Further, for any positive integers n,m and D,

1 29(D) (m, — n) D1/2+e
+ + C. :
2m—n\/5 D \/ﬁ

And for any € > 0, there exists a constant C. depending on € only, such that

P{D|B, B} <

ow(ds) ds (14e)/2
— + CEL
dd N
The proof of Proposition 2.10 is based on several intermediate results. We begin with

computing the characteristic function of B, B,,. Plainly, writing that B, B,, = B2+ B,,(B,,—B,)
and using independence

P{d|B,, §|Bn} < C(m —n)

m—n n

E /v = QnQLfn Z Cﬁm—n chew(hQ—i_kh)’
k=0 h=0
And so
1Dfl y 1 m—n 1Dfln P
P{D|Ban} - F (5 eQ'wr%Ban) — STOTE ijzfnﬁ 0:1162177%(}1 +kh)'
§=0 k=0 §j=0 h=0
(2.28)
We preliminarily evaluate the (C, 1) sums
1< 2
im-L
SL = thoez D(h‘ —"_kh‘)7

and will next compare S,, to the Euler (E,1) sum ) ;_, 2*”07}{62”%(’12”“’1). We write L =
ND +m with N >0and 0 <m < D. Then

N-1 (X+1)D ND+m

St = % Z Z + Z eZiﬂ%(m2+kz)

X=0x=XD+1 x=ND+1

As
(X+1)D _ D _
Z 627;77%(12-"-]61‘) — Z eZiﬂ%(yQ—&-ky)’
r=XD+1 y=1
we have
N D i (02 1 i ()2
_ Y 2ir L (v+ky) 4 — 2im L (y*+ky)
T TS YL e
y=1 y=1
= N(l _ L) i e2im b (W +ky) 1 ieﬁﬁ%(zfﬂvy) + 1 iemﬂ%(yzﬂcy)
L~ ND & D 2 L2

20



Therefore, for j =1,...,D

’ND L’ Z 27,7ri(y +ky)‘+ ‘z 2i7r%(y2+k:y)|

y=1
YT S
y=1 y=1

Note that if t = (j, D) > 1, estimate (2.29) can be improved by using the same arguments. Let
j=tj, D =tD". Then % ZyD:l 25 (v +ky) — % ZyD:l emﬁ(y2+ky), and writing L under
the form L = N'D’ +m’ with 0 < m/ < D’, we get similarly

1SN o
‘SL -5 Ze%ﬂ%(y +ky)
vt (2.29)

IN

D
‘SL — %262”13(3/ thy) | < Z (| ng 40 (2 +ky)| + | ZEZWD/ (y? +ky)|)
=1

(2.30)
< 7 miax | Z B0t
When L = n, this shows that
D v 1
- Z 62177 (h2+kh) Z eQiW%(y2+ky) + O(—) (231)
n

Although (E,1) does not includes (C,1) (see [H] Chap.8) in general, the latter estimate will
imply this, thanks to the result below.

Lemma 2.11. ([H] Theorem 149, p.213) Let A = {A,,,n > 1} be a sequence of reals such that

Cl(A) = At 4 A, a+o(n=1?).
n

Then A is summable (E,q) for any positive q.

The conclusion of the lemma is wrong when replacing o by O (see also [H]).

Let
pk(D):#{lgySD:Dh/Q—{—k:y}, k=0,1,...,m—n.

Corollary 2.12. We have for each k

: - b 2ind (h2+kn) _ Pe(D)
lim — Z Z Cpes'™D =75

Proof. In view of (2.29), the assumption of lemma 2.15 is fulfilled. Thus, by considering sepa-
rately imaginary and real parts, the lemma applied with ¢ = 1 implies for j =1,..., D that

D
lim E 9- nch 2im L (h2+kh) E e2i7r%(y2+k:y)'
n—o00
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Henceforth

| D=1 » . D-1 D
nh_{réo_ZZQ nch 227TD(h +kh):D_ZZ 17r—(y +k:y)
j=0 h=0 j=0 y=1

It remains to observe that

&

-1

1
D2 «

(2.32)

D
S i) #{1<y<D:Dly*+ky} p(D)
ot D D

<
I
=)

We shall now give a uniform estimate of the speed of convergence in the above limit. For,
we use the simple bound of the difference between the sum (E,1) by the Euler method and the
sum (C,1) by the Césaro method. By linearity, it is enough to get a bound for the sum (E,1)

alone. Let {ax,k > 0} be an arbitrary sequence of reals and put A, = Zi:o ag, £ > 0.
Then there exists an absolute constant C' such that for every positive integer n
- C
_ h n
1S 27"Clay| < %1?38<|Ag|, (2.33)
This is easily seen by using Abel summation: put
n n
= Z 2*”C,’§ah = thah,
h=0 h=0

where v, = vi(n) = 27"C" h =0,...,n. According to Theorem 138(1) p.201 in [H] (see also
p. 214), the supremum is reached at the value

n+1 C
V= and v, < —, 2.34
2 < (2:34)
where C' is an absolute constant. If ”T“ is integer, then v,_; and v, are equal. Besides,
v decreases on either side of k = v. Splitting the sum FE,, into the two subsums E}l =

v 2 _ n . _ _ .
D oho Vk@k, En =31 . vkag, and since ay = Ag — Ag_1, ag = Ap, we get in the one hand

E —ano—l-zvk (A — Ag_1 _—{Ao v1 —vo) +Ar(ve —v1)+...+Ay_1(vy Uu—l)}+UuA
k=1

Thus
v—1 v
‘E’rlL’ < v |4+ max | A § (Um — Um—1) < 20, max | A

m=1
And in the other

n

Ei - z Uk(Ak - Ak—l) - _Uu—i-lAy + Ay—i—l(”u—&-l - Uu+2) +...+ An—l(vn—l - Un) + UnAn-
k=v+1

22



Hence

n—1
B2 <max A [ {vpe1 + D (Um — Uma1) + 0n} < 20,41 max Ay, |.
m=v m:y+1 m=v

We have thus established (2.33).

Now let 0 < j < D —1. Let also 0 < k < m —n. We apply (2.33) with the choice
o 1 & 2
i L imL
ah:ezm'p(h +kh)_5262 5y ‘Hﬁl), 0<h<n.

If j =0, then a; = 0 and there is nothing to prove. If 0 < j < D — 1, we find in view of (2.30)
that

‘ Z 277107}11 (e2in%(h2+kh) 262177 3 (y +ky))‘

h=0

= ‘ Z 2—nchezin%(h2+kh) . l ZeQi“%(yz+ky)‘
! D

h=0
C : ) D 2
< - |Z ( 2in 4 (h2+kh) _ zezm%(y +ky))‘
V/n =0
c ¢ . ¢ D
— s | e2im 5 (h+kh) _ = z o2im 35 (v +ky)‘ < 2_ ax ‘ 262177—/(31 +ky)|
\/ﬁ =0 D nm’ 1
h=0 y=1

(2.35)
where C' is the same absolute constant as in (2.33) and the used notation arises from (2.30): if

t=(j,D)>1,then j=tj', D=tD', n=N'D'+m' with1 <m/ < D"
Now we need the following lemma:

Lemma 2.13. Let a be a real number and a,q be positive integers such that (a,q) = 1 and
o —a/q| < 1/¢*. Then, for any positive integer M

M M—1 min(M,M —u) _ M2
| Z 2imax? < ‘ Z etimauy < 49{ — + (M log q) + qlog Q}'
z=1 u=1-M y=max(1l—wu,l) 9

This follows from Lemma 4 p.128 in [S] and its proof. The last inequality is precisely what is
established in the proof. If T' = Zi\/‘[zl eZi”a(mz+kI), we have

M M M M M M-y
— § : § :e2i7ra(w27y2+k(wfy)) — § : § :62i7ra(acfy)(w+y+k) — § : § : e?iwau(u+2y+k)
rz=1y=1 y=1z=1 y=1lu=1-—y
M—1 min(M,M—u) M- min(M,M —u)
— E E 217ro¢u(u+2y+k) E ‘ E 4i7rauy
u=1—M y=max(1—u,1) u=1-M y=max(l—u,l)
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So that in turn

M M 2

. 2 M

k>0 r=1y=1

or

& 2ima(a® —y’+k(e—y))| < 7 M VM1 Val
sup Zze < {%-1- ogq + qogQ}.

k>0 r=1y=1
Thus .
2i7rLl,(y2+ky) m ’ ’ /
sup e b S?{——i— mlog D’ + DlogD}
w3 <1t TR D+

(m<D) <7{VD +2yDlogD'}
< C.(D')'/*¥* < C.(D)'/*+=.
Inserting this estimate into (2.35) leads to

n

sup sup
0<j<D 0<k<m—n

1+e 1/2
< C. <Dn ) ) (2.36)

D
anCT}zein%(h2+kh) _ % E e2i7r%(y2+ky)
y=1

h=0

Thereby in view of (2.32), (2.36)

D-1 n 1/2
1 _ dp2 pr(D) D1te
_ 2 n h 2’L7’I'D(h +kh) _ PN/ < C . 237
ot | 2 27" Cne p | =C (2:37)
If now we combine (2.37) with (2.28), we obtain
Proposition 2.14.
m—n ~k 1 1/2
Cm—n pk:(D) D'te
— <
P{D|B, B} Z Sl ( <C (= .
|

Remarks.
1 . It is possible ([S2]) to replace the error term D¢ in Proposition 2.14 by a (log D)? factor.
2 . One can bound the difference between A ((d,n), (6, m)) and A((d,n),(§,m’) once m,m’
are not too close to n. Indeed, one can prove that there exists ng, such that if m’ > m >
n + ng, then

log(m — n))l/Z
m—n '

(A((d, n), (6,m)) — A((d,n), (5, m'))‘ <0 (2.38)

In view of Lemma 2.3, A((d,n), (6, m)) equals to

1 (i h i h j h
— E eim(ant5m) cogm—n 775{ cos” w(é + 5) — cos” %7 cos” %}
1<|h|<6/2
1<151<d/2
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So that for n <m <m/,

h mj . Th
A((d,n), (6,m)) — A((d,n), (5,m")) d5 E {cos 7( —i-g)—cos Fcos 7}
1<|h|<6/2
1<]51<d/2
z7r—n|:i7r—m m—n h imim/ m'—n h:|
x e'Tam ™5™ cos m— — €T3 cos |-

Then

’

‘A((d, n), (6, m)) — A((d,n), (4, m’))‘ < % Z ‘COSm_nﬂ'% — T (m'=m) ogm _"w%‘.

1<|h|<5/2
1<]j1<d/2
(2.39)
In view of (2.13) and Case I of the proof of Theorem 2.4, if Zt € I/, _, . then |cos Z2| <
COS ©rm—n- And so, for some ng sufficiently large, and m — n > ny,
mh m’ —n mh m—n m—n —2(m—n) sin?( /2) -6’
| cos 7\ < | cos 7\ < cos Om—n =€ pm=nl2) < (m—n)""7.
Hence,
2 m—n h i (m’—m) m' —n h‘
— cos T —eim% COS T—
dd z ) 0
1<l51<$ , 1<|hI< §
WThel':VL—’VL
<3 Z (Jcos™ " m—=| + | cos —|) < 4( n)~ ¥
~dé 4
1<]j1< g 1<inl<
ﬂThelin n
Further
2 m—n h imh (m' —m) m’'—n h“ 4 log( ) 1/2
— cos T— —e'"s cos - < — 1< ,
dd Zd‘ ) 0 dd Zd _(m—n)
1<1j1< 4 1<]j1< ¢
1<|h<§ 1<|n<§
WThEIm—n WT}LEI""*"

since Lh € I,,_pn means h < 07, _,,. We therefore get

A (@), @m) — A((d ), (3.m)| < o(BI e

as claimed.

It remains to compute pg(D). The lemma below is a classical tool. For the sake of com-
pleteness, we give a detailed proof.

Lemma 2.15. Let f € Z(X) and put py(d #{O <y<d:df(y } Then py is a multiplicative
function.

Proof. Write f(z) = ap + a1z + ...+ apz™, a; € Z, 0 < j < n. Let d = dydy with (dq,d2) = 1.
We first establish pf(dy)p(d2) < ps(d). Let (y1,y2) be such that 0 < y; < d;, d;|f(yi), i = 1,2.
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There exists a unique integer y, 0 < y < d such that y = y; mod(d;), i = 1,2. Now, on writing
y=1u+
fly) =ao+ar(yr +4dy) + ...+ an(y1 +4dy)" = ap + (a1y1 + d1 A1) + ...+ (any] + di1Ay)
= f(yl) + di F,
where Aj,..., A,, F are integers. Thus di|f(y). Similarly ds|f(y), and so d|f(y). Now let
(y1,v5) be such that 0 < y. < d;, d;|f(y}), i = 1,2, and let 3 be the corresponding unique

integer such that 0 < ¢’ < d, ¥ = y, mod(d;), i = 1,2, and so d|f(y"). We have to prove the
implication y = ¢' = (y1,v2) = (¥}, y5). But as y = ¢/, we have

Yy =y +ldy =y2+kd2=y'1+€’d1 :y’2+k’d2.

And so y; —y} = (¢’ — £)d;. Since 0 < y;,y} < dy, this implies y; = y}. Similarly yo = 35, so
that (41, 52) = (44, ). Therefore py(dy)py (dy) < py(d).

Conversely, let 0 < y < d be such that d|f(y). Let y1,y2, 0 < y; < d; be such that
y; =ymod(d;), i = 1,2. Then, in the same fashion

flyr) = a0 +ar(y + ldy) + ...+ an(y + €d1)" = ap + (ary + d1 B1) + ... + (any" + di1By)
= f(y) + d1G.

And so dy|f(y1); similarly da|f(y2). Let 0 <y’ < d be such that d|f(y’), and let (v}, y5) be the
corresponding pair of integers. Here again, we must prove the implication (y1,y2) = (y1,v5) =
y=vy. Write y1 =y +4Ldy, vy} =y +'dy. If y1 =), then y —y' = (¢’ — £)d; so that di|y — v’
Similarly yo = v5 implies da|y — 3'. Thus d|ly —y'. As 0 < y,y’ < d this implies that y = /.
Hence the implication (y1,y2) = (¥1,95) = y = y'. And we deduce ps(d) < ps(di)ps(dz). The
proof is complete. |

Proposition 2.16. We have

11;0( )
I pl] if k=0,
|D
pr(D) = P vp(D)
[T @™ I o kel
Up(k)<")p(D)/2 Up(k)va(D)/Q

In particular, if D is squarefree, then po(D) = 1.

Proof. Let us first consider the case: 1 < k < m — n, which is the main case. In view of Lemma
2.15, it suffices to compute pg(p"). Make a first observation:

(") =2, r=1,2,... if p fk.

Indeed, if (y,p) = 1, then p"|y + k and there is only one solution given by y = —kmod(p").
Ify=pY, (Y,p)=1,1<s<r, then p"ly(y + k) < p"*|(p°Y + k). And so p|k, which was
excluded. There is thus no solution of this kind. Finally, it remains one extra solution y = p".
Thus pi(p") = 2.

We thus concentrate on the case p|k. We can range the solutions y of the equation p”|y(y+k)
in disjoint classes of type y = p°Y, with (Y,p) = 1. When r = 1,2 or 3, there is a direct
computation and one find
1 if r=1,

P if r =2,
2p ifr=3, v(k)=1.
p ifr=3, v(k) >2.

pr(p") = (2.40)
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Suppose now that r > 4 and put
r

— —
r = L2J
We have pip(p") = #{1 <y <p": p'ly(y + k)}. If (y,p) = 1, then p"|y(y + k) & p"ly + k and
so ply, which is excluded and there is no solution of this type. Apart from the trivial solution
y = p", the other possible solutions are of type y = p°Y, (Y,p) = 1, 1 < s < r; and we shall
distinguish three cases:

' <s<r, it) s =1, i) 1 < s <r'.

i) Since r’ < s < r,thenr/2 < s,andso 1l <r—s < s. Further p"|y(y+k) means p"—*|Y (p°Y +k)
or p"~*|p*Y + k, which is possible if and only if p"~*|k, namely r — s < v, (k). Thus

max(r’ + 1,r — v, (k) <s <.

We have Y < p"=% (Y,p"~°) = 1. Their number is ¢(p"~*) where ¢ is Euler’s function, and
1

since ¢(p"~*) = p""*(1 — 3, the corresponding number of solutions is

_ 1 1 !
> Pl--)=(1--) > p
max(r'+1,r—vp(k))<s<r—1 p p 1<v<(r—r'—1)Avp (k)

(2.41)

r=11yp o(k) _ ”
p(L p) DAvy (k) 1(1 o 1) :pl_rT_lJ/\Up(k) — 1.
p—1 p

=P

i1) We consider solutions of type y = Y, (Y,p)=1.

— Ifris odd, r = 2 + 1, then p?" t1p” Y (p"'Y + k) means p” T1|(p"' Y + k). So p”’ |k and
thereby v, (k) > r’. If v,(k) < r’, there is thus no solution. If v, (k) > r/, this implies that p|Y’
which is impossible and there is again no solution.

The remainding case v,(k) = 7’ will be the only one providing solutions. Write k = p" K,
(K,p) =1, then p|Y + K. Since (K,p) = 1, the solutions are the numbers Y such that 1 <Y <
p" Ttand Y = —K mod(p). Let 1 < k < p be such that K = x mod(p). The number of solutions
is

#{Yy <p't: Y =—-Kmod(p)} = #{(p—r)+jp:0<j<p" } =p". (2.42)

— If r is even, r = 2r, then p?” ]p’”/Y(p’JY + k) reduces to p’”/\(p’”/Y + k), so p’”/\k. If
vp(k) < 1’, there is no solution. If v,(k) > 1/, write k = p" K, (K,p) = 1, this is always realized
and the number of solutions is

Y <p (Vip) =1} = o(p") = p7' (1 - }3»

iii) We consider the last type of solutions: y = p*Y, (Y,p) =1, 1 < s < r’. Notice first, since
s < r' that s <r/2, and sor—s >1/2 > s. As p"ly(y + k) means p"~*|Yp* + k, we deduce
that p®|k, namely s < v, (k). If v,(k) < s, there is no solution. If v,(k) > s, then p|Y which is
impossible.

If s = w,(k), which requires v, (k) < 7/, write k = p"»(*) K| (K,p) = 1. Then we get the
equation p"~2»®|Y + K, so Y = —K mod(p"~2*»()). Notice that if YV is a solution, then
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(Y,p) = 1, since (K,p) = 1. Let 1 < s < p"~2%*) be such that K = xmod(p"2*»*)). The
number of solutions is

#{Y < prfvp(k) .Y = _Kmod(prfm;p(k))} — #{(pervp(k) _ /{) _{_jpervp(k) 0<j< pvp(k)}

— pvp(k)'
(2.43)
Summarizing the case r > 4, if r is odd, r = 2" + 1

2pvr () if 1 <wpy(k) <+’
") = ’ - - ’ 244
i) {p’” if vy, (k) > ' ( )

And if r is even, r = 2r’
pr(p") = 2pvr (k) if 1 <w,(k) <7/, (2.45)
P if v, (k) > 7.

This remains true if r = 1,2,3. Observe that (v,(k) < 7/, r even) or (v,(k) < 1/, r odd) are
equivalent to v, (k) < 5. Therefore, for r > 2

2 if p fk,
pr(p") =3 27 ity (k) < 5, (2.46)
plz] if v, (k) > 5.
Consequently
11;L9(D)
p|D vp(k)<vp(D)/2 vp(k)>vp(D)/2

Finally, consider the case k = 0, namely po(p”) = #{1 <y<p: p’”]yz}. Notice that
po(p) = #{1 <y<p: p\y} =1. Let r > 1, and write y = p°Y, (Y,p) =l and 1 < s <r. If
s = 7, there is the trivial unique solution y = p”. If 1 < s < r, p"|y?> = 2s > r, in which case,
the number of solutions is

Y <p s (Vip) =1} = 607 *) = p' (1 — %» (2.48)

Consequently po(p") =143, pcee, P" (1= %) . If ris even, r = 2¢/

r'—1

" 1 1 =1y p—1 /
po(p)=1+)) p°(1—--)=1+p ) p"(1-- =1+p( )—zp’”,
o(p") ;(p) uz:%(p) p—l(p)
whereas if r is odd, r = 21" + 1, po(p") =1+ Z;lzlp"(l - %) = p"’. Thus
po(p") = p'=).
It follows that .
vp
po(D) =]p""7! (2.49)
p|D
The proof is now complete. |

28



We deduce

Corollary 2.17. We have for any positive integer D and any integer k,
pr(D) < 2Pk AVD), po(D) < VD.

Proof. Immediate.
Corollary 2.18. We have for any positive integers n,m and D,

1 2w(D) (1 — D1/2+e
EN LI UEORY. i
Further, for any € > 0, there exists a constant C. depending on € only, such that

ow(dd) ds (1+e)/2
— + CEL
B NG

P{D|B, B} <

P{d|B, , §|Bn} < C(m —n)

Proof. By Corollary 2.17

"~ CF _ . pu(D ck_. "~ CF _ owD)
S et = ROy S e sy
1 2°J(D)(m—n)
< + .
om—n,/ D
On using Proposition 2.19, we get

mon ok pe(D) Di+e 1/2 1 2w(D)(m —n) Di3te
P{D|B,B,,} < L C < C .
{D|B. B} < ];] st < ) <omst b +C =

For proving the second estimate, notice first that P{d|B,, , §|B,,} > 0 only if m—n > (d, ),
since P{d|B,,, §|B,,} < P{d|B,}P{(d,d)|Bm-n}. Now
P{d|B, , §|B,} =P{d|B,, 0|B, , By, — B, =0} + P{d|B,,, §|By, , By, — B, > 0}
< P{d|B,, §|B,} +P{ds|(B2 + Bn(B — B,)), By, — B, >0}

k=0

m—n dé—1 n

B 1 h 2im g5 (h*+kh)
= P{(d, 3] Bn} + 5oy > ck — Z > Cheimis
k=1 j=0 h=0
By (1.15), P{[d,d]|B,} < C( T) < O(2" + \/—) And by using (2.37) and Corollary
2.17
= iy Sy C’h 2im 5 (h®>+kh) d5 (HE)/Q 1 pr(dd)
lﬂ'ds
s 2 Chongs 23 <= = X
k=1 j=0 h=0 k=1
ds)(1+e)/2 1= 29 (kA Vds ds)(1+e)/2 2(do)
AR 1 RNV @O 2
vn amn b~ do NG do
Therefore
w1 Quldd) (45)(1+9)/2
P{d|B,, §|Bn} < C — ) 7
(@B, 3B} < (P )+ - D 4 e
ow(ds) (dd)(1+5)/2
< — .
< C(m—n) 5 + C. Tn
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Proof of Proposition 2.10. 1t suffices now to put together Propositions 2.14, 2.16 and Corollary
2.18. |

We conclude this section by indicating another correlation estimate controlling the difference
between A ((d,n), (6, m)) and A((d,n), (6, m’) once m, m’ are not too close to n.
Proposition 2.19. For some ng sufficiently large, and m’ > m > n + nog,
log(m — n))1/2
m-—n ’

A (), (6,m) = A((d:m), (6,m)| <

Proof. In view of (2.12)

1 i h . h 7 h mj 7h
- = im(Ent+Lm) m—n """ n J [ n J n "t
A((d,n), (6,m)) S E e anTE™ cos TI'(S{COS W(d—i-(S) cos™ — cos” — }
1<|h|<5/2
1<]51<d/2
So that for n <m < m/,
_ N=s Y ey osn ™ g T
A((d,n), (6,m)) — A((d,n), (6,m")) = 5 {cos Tr(d—|— 5) cos™ — cos” — }

1<|h|<6/2
1<]jl<d/2

il i _ h it m’ /_ h
X eimamn |:€m5mCOSm nor eiTE™M cos™ T :|
Then we may bound this difference as follows:

‘A((d, n), (6,m)) — A((d,n), (4, m’))‘ < % Z ‘cosm*”w% — img (m'=m) cosm,*”ﬂg‘.

1<|h|<6/2
1<]jl<d/2

In view of (2.13) and Case I of the proof of Proposition 2.1, if Z2 € I, _ . then |cos Z| <
€OS Prm—n- And so, for some ng sufficiently large, and m — n > ny,

’

h, h .
’COS %‘m —-n < ’COS %‘mfn < cos™™ "™ Omn = efQ(mfn) sin®(@m—n/2) < (m _ n)*ﬁ .

Hence,
2 m—n h imh(m' / h
— cos™ " = —e!T (M =m) oogm 7”7’[’—‘
dé Z ‘ 0 1)
1<)51< §
1<|h|<$
WThel':VL—’VL
2 h / h /
< — cos™ " =] 4 |cos™ " r=|) < 4(m —n)"F.
— dd zd (| 5| | 5|) - ( )
1<|il<g
1<|h|<$
TrTh I';VL—’VL
Further
2 N Ly / h 4 log(m —n)\1/2
— cos" "= —e ?m_m)cosm_"ﬂ—‘<— 1<C(————=
dézd‘ ) 5_d52d_(m—n)’
1<|il<g 1<]il<§
1<|n|<$ 1<|h<d
WThEIm—n WThEIm*"

since ”Th € I,,_, means h < d7p,,_,. We therefore get

log(m —n) )1/2
m-—n
as claimed. [ |

|A((d,n), (0,m) = A((d,n), (6,m)| < O

)
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3. Increments of sums of divisors of Bernoulli sums.

Let 0 < 0 < 1/6. Put for any positive integer n

H,=H,(D,0)= >  (lgp, —P{d|B,}).
d<n?,deD

Let also an increasing sequence N satisfying the growth condition G, for some p > 0. Let n > 0
and put

H, = H,(D) = > (L, — P{d|B.}).
d<n./=—,deD

logn?
In this section we establish the following result.

Theorem 3.1. a) For any € > 0, there exist constants C. and i, such that for every i and j

with min(i, j — 1) > i,
B( Y M) <C )

i<n<j i<n<j

b) There exist constants nyg > 0, C' < oo such that forn <mny and j > i

E ( z f[n)ng z (logn)*.

i<n<j i<n<j
neN neN

Proof. We rewrite B (Y, <, Hn)2 as follows

E(Y B)'=Y EH:+2 Y Y EHH,:=A+2B (3.1)

i<n<j i<n<j i<n<jn<m<j

For the other increment E (Y, - j j'fln)2 we operate identically. Let 0 < ¢ < 1/5 and choose
H = 4c. We split the sum B into two subsums as follows:

B=1Y > > Aldn@Em)=3 > Y A((dn), (5,m)

i<n<jn<m<j d<nf,5<m?b i<n<j n<m§n+nH d<nf,5<m?
d4,6€D d4,6€D

+ Z Z Z A((d,n),(6,m)) := By + Bo.

1<n<jn+nH<m<j d<n?,6<m?
- d,s€D

(3.2)

The sum By is really typical from the ”small increments” case. And we will see that this

sum, which will be examined by means of Proposition 2.10, produces the strongest contribution.

Concerning the sum Bs, let §; > 2 arbitrary but fixed. By Propositions 2.5 and 2.9, we know
that there exist constants ng, C' such that for any n > ng,

Cn(%)l/c if n+n® <m < 2n,
sup |A((d7 n)7(67 m))‘ S
<R On(Eg) /2o i > o

m

S< T __ /_m_
<51\/E log m
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(1) Estimating the sum Ba. We claim that

> 2 > A((dn),(6,m) < C(j —i). (3.4)

i<n< H <j n

]TL-‘,—TL <m=j d<51f logn

5< m
51\/5 Togm

— If j < 2i, using (3.3) we get

Z z z n(logn(l _—nn))l/c<c Z n2- H/c(logn)l/c 2 Z 1

i<n<jnt+nH <m<j d<& \F = 1<n<j n+nH <m<j
5< —m
51\/_ log m

<C@—i) Y ntlog"Pn< O —i).

i<n<j

— And if j > 24,

DD > (e,

i<n<jmin(2n,j)<m<j d< = _

n

81 1/ logn
m

51‘/ log m

—1/2¢ c— m logm
<C Z n3/2 1/2 (logn)1/2 1/2 Z ( )1/2( )1/2

5<

] ) ) - “logm m
(SN min(2n,j) <m<j

< Can/Q—l/Qc(logn)l/ZC—l/Q z 1< C(] _ Z),
n>1 min(2n,j)<m<j

since ¢ < 1/5.
Remark. — Let 0 < § < 1/2. It also follows from (3.4) that

> D > A((d,n), (5,m)) < Coj — i) (3.50)

i<n<jn+nH <m<j d<n®,6<m?f
d,6€D

— Let NV be an increasing sequence of integers. It also follows trivially from (3.4) that

> X Yo A(dn),@Gm)<C Yy L (3.5b)

7,<n<] n+nH <m<j 4 \/— i<n<j
meN <(§1\/(¥ log n neN

6< 51\/_ 1og7n
d,6€D

(2) Estimating the sum B;. Let & > 0 be some small number. By Proposition 2.10,

(m _ n)2w(d6) (d5)(1+h)/2
<(——— —_—.

Thus
Bi= ) Yo A(dn),Em) < Y > PldB,, 8|Bn}

iSn<j d<nf,6<m? iSn<j d<n®,6<m?

n<7n<n+n d, 5ED n<7n<n+n d, 5€D

3.6)
gw(ds) (d(;)éJrh (
< Z Z (C(m—n) +Ch ) = B + Bf.

i<n<j dgne,ég'me d(s \/ﬁ

n<m§n+nH d,6€D
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For the sum B? we have since 6 < 1/6

ds)(1+e)/2 . 3 _ '
= Z Z Z ( 3}/1/2 S Z n0(3+ )+H-1/2 S CO(] —'l), (37)

1<n<jn<m<n+nH a<nf,5<md 1<n<j
d,6€D

if €, ¢, (H = 4c) are small enough, which we do assume. For the sum B, we have

2w(d6)

> pr 2 > #{d<n’s<m’:D=ds}-

d§'7L9,5§'7n9 D<(nm)9
d,6€D

2w(D)

(3.8)

But D = dé occurs, given d, only for one choice of §: § = D/d. Further, the number of possible d
cannot exceed the number of divisors of D: d(D). Thus #{d <n?.6<ml:D= d5} < #{d, 0:
D = ds} < d(D). And it is well-known that d(N) = O.(N¢). Thereby d(D) = O.(D*), for D
large, say D > A.. And so, if D > A,

d(D) < C.D° < Con®.

Obviously
2w(D) 2‘0(D)
> #{d<n’s<m’:D=ds}- < > d(D) (Ao),
D<A, D<A,
whereas
Qw(D) ow(D)

> #{d<n®5<m’:D=ds}- <Cen® Y 5

A.<D<(nm)® D<2n320

Put for a while F(z) =37, _, %(k), and recall ([T] p. 60 Exercise 5) that

F(z)=

Co 2 — 1
Fiogz 8 e)* + Otaloga), G =TT+ o)

Using Abel summation, we deduce that

9w (D) ray NLop( N
s 200 N Z

C(log N)3. (3.9)
iy P jZQJ(J+1)
Hence (@5) D)
2% 2¢ 3
Z 7 < Z D < Cy(lognm)~. (3.10)
dgng,ﬁngg Dg(nm)"
d,6€D
Summarizing, for n large
2w(d5)( _ TL 3
Z Z Z 5 <Cy. Z nt Z (m —n)(log nm)
i<n<j n<m<n+nH d<nf,5<m0 1<n<j n<m§n+nH
d, 5ED
< Co,. Z n¢(log 2n?)? Z (m—n) <Cy, Z n?H+¢(log 2n?)3.
i<n<j n<m<n+nH 1<n<j
(3.11)
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Thereby for n large
12¢
By <Cype » n'* (3.12)

i<n<j

(3) Estimating the sum A. Now we turn to the sum A = Zizz E H?2, and begin with

EH2= 3 P{(d.3)|B.} — P{d|B,}P{5|B,}.

d,5€D
d,5§'7L9

In view of (1.16)
1
sup |P{u\Bn} - —| < C(g) < Cn~(1=9),
u<6’D9 u n

so that
1 1

[d,6]  db

P{[d, ]| B} — P{d|B,}P{3|B,} — ( )‘ < On~(-20), (3.13)

This estimate is efficient only if ﬁ — % is small. If d, § are coprimes the latter quantity vanishes

and (3.13) makes sense. Otherwise the correct order of ﬁ — % is given by [d—lé], and is for 6

small, much bigger than n~1=2¢). And then, one has advantage to use the simple bound (see

(1.19))
2

[d, ]

According to Eq. 18.2.1 p.263 of [HW] and Eq. (B) p.81 of [R] (see [Wi] for a proof) we recall
that 30| d?(n) ~ (&) log® N. Thus

[P{[d,6|B..} — P{d|B,}P{6|B,}| <

(3.14)

1
[d, ]

2
<C ) @ < Clog*n, (3.15)

h<n26

0<EH2<2 )

d,5€D
d,&gng

where we used Abel summation for obtaining the last inequality. Thereby,
J J
A=>"EH}<C) log'n. (3.16)
n=i n=t

Combining (3.5), (3.11) with (3.18) shows that there exists a constant C' depending on ¢, such
that for ¢ large enough, say i > i,

E( Z Hn)2 < Cy Z (logn)3n?" < Cy.. Z nt3e. (3.17)

i<n<j i<n<j i<n<j

Now we estimate the other increment. The major difference in comparison with the above
lies in the fact that the sum B; disappears, once 4c < p which we do assume. We start similarly
to (3.1) with

E( 3 Hn)2: S ER2+2 Y Y EHH, = A 42B,

i<n<j i<n<j i<n<j n<m<j
neN neN neN meN
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where

B=> > S A(dn),(6m) = > Y > A((dn), (5,m)).

i<n<j n<m<j = i<n<j Hom<j g
neN meN d<n logn neN n+nneNm*] d<n Tog n
m m
§<n Tog m 6<"‘/logm
d,6€D d,6€D

If n < 614/, by (3.5b) we get
B<C > 1 (3.18)

i<n<j
neN

And in a same fashion as for getting (3.16)

A<C > logn. (3.19)
i<n<j
neN
Finally
E( Y H.) <0 Y log'n (3.20)
i<n<j i<n<j
neN neN
The proof is now complete. |

4. Growth of sums of divisors of Bernoulli sums.

In this section, we prove the main results of the paper. We begin with recalling a useful conver-
gence result of Gal-Koksma type.

Lemma 4.1. ([We5], Corollary 1.5) Let the random variables £ = {&;,1 > 1} satisfy the following
assumption:

J J
E‘Zf@‘zézme, (i <) (4.1)
=i =i

where {my,i > 1} is a sequence of non negative reals such that the series Z;il ug diverges. Put
M, =Y, _,mg. Assume that

M,
log e O(log M,,). (4.2)
Then for any T > 1,
> = 0, (M (log(1 + M) ) (4.3)

1<<n

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 3.1, for any £ > 0 and ¢, j such that min(é,j — 4) is large

enough
E(Y H)'<C Y

i<n<j i<n<j

Thus condition (4.1) is fulfilled with m, = ¢¢. Further condition (4.2) trivially holds. We also
notice that

k=1

k=1 deD k=1 deD d€ED f—|1/6
A<k d<k® dngk Lat7?]

:CZ%gc Z WZCTL Z > n.

deD deD deD
d<n? d<(n/2)? d<(n/2)?
Thus Theorem 1.1 is now a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1. |
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. By theorem 3.1, there exist constants 19 > 0, C' < oo such that for n < ng

and j >4 N
E( Y H,) <C Y (logu)"

i<e<j i<vr<j

Put My = >",.;me, mg = log" v,. Condition (4.2) of Lemma 4.1 is further trivially satisfied.
Then for any b > 3/2,

J
> dyo(By,) = Myip(J) + O (M) logh M, ). (4.4)
=1
Now by (1.12), N large enough so that there is n € N such that 7, /% > min{D}

1
Mynp(N)>CY > —>C) 1 (45)
N nen

deD

Hence if N grows at most polynomially, letting N = v; we get
My < Jlog' vy < CJlog" J < My p(J)log" My p(J). (4.6)

And in this case, for any b > 7/2,

J
> dn(By,) = My,p(J) + O- (My,p(J)* 10g" My p(J) ). (4.7)
{=1
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