ON THE SYMMETRY OF ARITHMETICAL FUNCTIONS
IN ALMOST ALL SHORT INTERVALS, III

by
G.Coppola

1. Introduction and statement of the results.

We pursue the study of arithmetical functions started in [C-S] (now on, I) and continued in [C3] (say, II).
Here we will get general results on a class of arithmetical functions f whose Eratosthenes transform, say
g = f * u, satisfies g(n) < n®, V8 > 0 (fixed) and Y, g(d) < D?, with 0 < 6 < 1. In this way, we recover
the entire class of f studied in II, since g(n) < n~¢, for a fixed € > 0, implies both our present hypotheses
on g (with, even, any 6 > 0 and, say, § =1 — ¢).

Also, we find another way of giving non-trivial bounds for the symmetry of, say, square-free numbers;
these were studied in [C2], but with (apart from constants) optimal bounds. Here our methods are more
general, but for the function f(n) = u?(n) (= characteristic function of square-free numbers) give less precise
results. However, they give suitable non-trivial results, of course, also for k-free numbers (Vk > 1).

Thus, our present results strictly generalize the ones obtained in II; also, they clarify the reasons why we
were able to get asymptotics in a form similar to singular series (see Theorem 2 of II); finally, they support
evidence for the hope of getting similar bounds for the (up to now, unreachable) case 6 = 1.

First of all, we define, for N < < 2N an integer variable (also, N € N) and h € N, with h — oo,
h=0(N), as N — oo, the symmetry sum of a real arithmetical function f as:

SE@) =57, ) E Y sen(n—2)f(n)
[n—z|<h

and its (discrete-)mean-square, the symmetry integral of f, say (now on  ~ N means N <z < 2N)
2

LR E Y ST sen(n—a)f(n)
xz~N ||n—z|<h

Our aim is to get non-trivial bounds for this quantity, that checks the symmetry of f in “almost all” (i.e., all
x ~ N, except at most o(N) of them) short intervals [z — h,x + h]. This study takes the first steps in the
seminal paper of Kaczorowski and Perelli, see the motivation for introducing I as given in [C1].

Abbreviate L % 10gN and n = r(q) Loy = r(mod ¢) henceforth, writing [d, ¢] also for l.c.m.(d, q).
We remark that, due to our hypotheses on g, n, z, we may assume that g(d) vanishes, whenever d > 2N +h.

We can give our first result (the weight W is defined in Lemma 2.0, following section):
Theorem. Let N,h € N, with h — 0o, h=0(N) as N — 0. Let f:N—>R, f=g=1 be such that

V6 >0 g(n)<n®, and 30 €[0,1} Y |g(d)| <D’ VD >1.

d<D
Then V6 >0
LNR) =20 SO gdgle) S 14N W(a) Zzg +Oe((N£"+—"eh+N+h2) N°R).
d,q<2N+h n~N a#0 (d,q)la

n=0([d,q])

Here the implied constant depends only on 6 and can be chosen as 1/(1 —6).

It follows almost immediately:

Corollary. Let N,h € N, and for, say, n = llgggj}\lf, let 0 <n<1. Let f be as in the Theorem. Then

—€

N
Is(N,h) < Nh21 5

for a suitable € > 0 (depending on h and 6).

In the next section we give the Lemmas, to prove the Theorem in section 3 (the proof of the Corollary
is derived easily). Then, in section 4, we make some comments and remarks.



2. Lemmas.

We define the (Auto-)Correlation of an arithmetical (real) function f as:
def
Csla) = Cs(a, N) = Y~ f(n)f(n—a), VacL
n~N

Our next Lemma gives asymptotics for the symmetry integral of f in terms of its correlations:
Lemma 2.0. Let N,h € N, with h — 0o, h=0(N) as N — co. Let f be a real arithmetic function. Then

= W(a)Cs(a) + O ((Nh+h*)M3),
ac

with My = max,<sn | f(n)|, where the weight W (a) is even and defined on non-negative integers as

a—2h ifth<a<2h,

,{2h—3a ifo0<a<h
0 otherwise

whence its mean-value (over all the integers a) is Z W(a) =0.

a

Proof. This is a kind of dispersion method for the symmetry integral of f:

=3 X sa-w)sm)

z~N |n—z|<h

3

’ 2

but with no “expected mean”: the main term “vanishes”. Nonetheless, the steps involved are the same.
Expand the square and exchange the sums to get (since f is real)

It (N, h) = > D fa)f(na) > sgn(z —na)sgn(z —no);
N—h<ni ,na<2N-+h z~N

oy <h

o —na|<h

the diagonal (i.e. n1 = n2), is, say, Dy(N,h) wf Z 2(n) Z 1. Also,

N—h<n<2N+h o<‘§if‘<h
DN = > e Y 1+o( Y Pmk+ Y fmn)
N4+h<n<2N-—h 0<|z—n|<h N—h<n<N+h 2N—h<n<2N+h

=2k Y f*(n) + O(h*M7) = W(0)€;(0) + O(h*M}),
n~N

from W and €y definitions. The remainder, here, is negligible.

We isolate the diagonal (a = 0), then compare correlations with opposite “shifts” (a and —a): for a > 0

Cr(—a)= > f)fn+a)= > flm—a)f(m)

N<n<2N N+a<m<2N+a
= Y ffm-a)+ 0(( o+ Y )|f<m —a)f(m)]) = () + O(hM3),
N<m<2N N<m<N+a 2N<n<2N+a
whence W(a) < h = Z W(a Z W(a )+ O(h*M7) : we'll confine in proving
0<a<2h 0<a<2h

If(N,h) = Dy(N,h) =2 > W(a)€s(a) + Ry(N,h), with,say, Ry(N,h) = O((Nh+ h*)M3).
0<a<2h



We have (resp., from: f is real and the changes of variables n =n1, a = ny — n1, and then s = x — n)

I;(N,h) =Dy(N.h)=2 > %" fm)f(nz) Y sgn(e—mi)sgu(z —no)

N—-—h<ni<n2<2N+h \zf:ll\\fgh
lz—na|<h
=2 Z f(n) Z f(n+a) Z sgn(x —n)sgn(z —n — a)
N—-h<n<2N+h 0<a<2h N<z<2N
N—h—n<a<2N-+h—n |lz—n|<h
|z—n—a|<h

2 Y ) Y fmta) Y sen(s)sen(s —a).

N—h<n<2N-+h 0<a<2h N-n<s<2N-n
a<2Nth—n |s|<h
|s—al<h

Now on, we introduce remainders which will take part into our “final” remainder Ry (N, h).
First of all, we simplify the sum over a, letting

It (N,h) = Dy(N,h) =2 > fn) Y fln+a) Y sgn(s)sgn(s —a) + Ri(N, h),
N—h<n<2N—h 0<a<2h s>N-n
|sI<h
ls—al<h
where (“tails”-remainder) Ry(N,h) = o( SN Y fnt a)|h) — O M?).
2N—h<n<2N+h 2N+h—n<a<2h

The sum on s is not yet close to W(a); hence, we transform (N, h) — Dy (N, h) into

2 Z f(n) Z f(n+a) Z sgn(s)sgn(s — a) + R1(N, h) + Ra2(N, h),
0

N+h<n<2N—h <a<2h ‘ ‘S‘S‘Z
s—a|<h

say, with (again “tails”) Rs(N,h) = o( Sl Y Ifn+ a)|h) — O(W*M?).
N—h<n<N+h 0<a<2h
In order to get the right n-range

I;(N,h) = Dp(N;h) =2 Y f(n) Y f(n+a)G(a)+ Ri(N,h) + Ro(N, h) + Ry(N. h),

N<n<2N 0<a<2h
def . .
where, say, G(a) = Z sgn(s)sgn(s —a) < h, and therefore (still “tails”)
e
RNy =o(( >+ X ml Y [+ a)h) = Ok M),
N<n<N+h 2N—h<n<2N 0<a<2h

An easy calculation shows that G(a) = W(a) + O(1), whence I;(N,h)— Ds(N,h) is

2 > f(n) > fln+a)W(a)+ Ri(N,h)+ Ra(N,h) + Rs(N,h) + Ra(N, h),
N<n<2N 0<a<2h
with (“diagonal”-type remainders) Ru(N,h) = o( S olrml Y fn+ a)|) — O(NhM?).

N<n<2N 0<a<2h
Finally, being W (a) even,

I;(N,h) = Dg(N,h) =2 Y W(a)€s(a)+ Ry(N, h),
0<a<2h

R§(N,h) = Ri(N,h) + Ry(N,h) + R3(N,h) + Ry(N, h) < (Nh+ h*)M7. O

3



Lemma 2.1. Let N,h € N, with h — oo, h = o(N) as N — oo. Assume 30 € [0,1] such that
Y u<plg(d)] < D? (VD > 1) and g(n) =0VYn > 3N. ThenV§ > 0 (fized) and any even function W(a) < h
with support in [—2h, 2h]

S | S S s ¥ 1] =N T wia X3 MDD Lo (L),

a#0 dg<N n"E“(‘)é\;) a#0 (d,q)|a

n=a(q)

Proof. First of all we remark that, writing [d, ¢] = (j—‘é) for the least common multiple of d, ¢, we have

d
E l=—— + o) = (d,Q) +O(1), if (d,q)|a (otherwise the sumover n is 0), whence
n~N q
n=0(d)

n=a(q)

S ue Y 1= s(da) (%ﬂ n om) -

dg<N n~N dq<N
1= n=0(d) (dq,q)\a
n=a(q)

- Y AR o | vy 5T MR | 0| 35 et |

d dg>N dg<N
(d:q)la @.dla (dd)la

due to g(n) = 0 Vn > 3N we'll assume d, g < 3N in the remainders. The second one is negligible:

D W@ > le@al@l<hd > > > loldg

a0 dq<N a<2h f|la das<N
(d,q)|a (d,q)=¢

<h LS DY 1@ D (@)l | <k > ( +1> > lgld) (—)9 < N°h2L?

£<2h \ as2h d<N < £<2h d<N
a=0(£) 9=

being in the final remainder. The hypothesis on g together with the partial summation [T] gives

lo(d)| N o dt 9@ _ po-t pdt 1 (N\T
Z <1y e <L > A tt2<<1 |2 :
d<N N <g¢<3N d

the first used above and both to be applied (with the classical bound [H-W] § > 0 = d(q) < ¢°) in

IO B D) PEAICUCY <<thzezz'g

a0 dq>N a<2h {|a dg>N
(d,q)|a (d,q)=¢

<nNeY el Y ZZ'Q <<NhQZZZ|g

£<2h a<2h 4,q<3N (<2h d,q<3N
- a=0(¢) dg>N dg>N
(d,q)=¢ (d,q)=¢
22 : |9 SATH2 2 : |9 )l l9(q)] NP L
< Nh E << N°Nh d E q < 1-9
ddi;;'jVN d<3N N <q<3N



Lemma 2.2. Let N,h € N, with h — oo, h =0(N) as N — oco. Assume that V5 > 0 (fired) g(n) < n®,
that 30 € [0,1]: > cpl9(d)] < DY (VD > 1) and g(n) = 0 Vn > 3N. Then for any even function
W (a) < h with support in [—2h, 2h)

2 +5p2
S W) [ DD gldele) Y 1] < %.

a#0 dg>N nnz?)é\;)

n=a(q)

Proof. First of all we split our double sum over d and ¢ into, say

S =50, N) Z Y S gldgla) Y 1< S +5+5s,

n~N
dg>N n=0(d)
n=a(q)
where
l9(d)[lg(q)] ||g
S1=51(a, N) E Y S g@g@l Y 1< NI +§§Ig )lg(a)
d,q<NB n?)N d, q<NB d, q<NB
dg>N ::a((‘;)) (Lfiq>)]‘\7 dg>N
sq)la
d
eny Y O 5 sl
lla d<NPB N <q<nB q
(q,d)=¢

is “of type I” (see the previous Lemma for the bound over the n—sum), and

So = S, N) " S g(dyg(@)l Y0 1 Si =830 N)E 3N gl Y 1

d>NB n~N ¢>NB n~N
dg>N n=0(d) dg>N n=0(d)
n=a(q) n=a(q)

are of type II; here 3 €]0, 1[ will be chosen later. We have (¢’s not the same at each occurrence)

Sp < N° > fg(d)] Y dn—a) < NN N |g(d)|+ > lg(d)

NB<d<3N n":Esz) NB<d<3N NB<d<3N

and similarly for the other of type II. The estimates

lg(d)] _ NPE-D l9(q)] 1 N\ l9(d)]
d Pl e — (= AN
Z < an Z <157 , Z 7 <

NP <d<3N N cg<NB q d<3N

follow from applying the hypothesis on |g|—sum and partial summation. These (with 8 < 1,6 < 1) give

Sa + 83 g NO(NTHPOTD 4 NO) o NHPOTDHO = % "W () (S + 55) <o NTHOTDH0R2,

a#0
lg(d)] l9(q)] 2031,2 0 208\ 1.2
ZW(@)81<<NhZ€ZT > TZlJrN h? <o (NL + N2%%) b2,
a#0 £<2h  d<NB N cq<nB a<2h
(a,d)=¢ a=0(£)
abbreviating <y to mean L in the constant; whence, optimally choosing 3 = ﬁ, we finally get

Nite 1+9 +5h2
Z W(CL)S ﬁ O
a#0



3. Proof of the Theorem.

First of all, applying Lemma 2.0, we write the symmetry integral in terms of the correlations, i.e. C¢(a), say

a)=Y f)ftn—a) =Y (9xDH(n)(g*xn—a)=>" > g(d) > g@)=> g(d) gla) Y 1

n~N n~N n~N dn gln—a d q W0t

n=a(q)

(here the term with a = 0 gives the first term in RHS of the Theorem, since W(0) = 2h) and then apply
Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, after having observed that

O ((Nh+h*) M}) = O ((Nh+h*) N?)

since our hypothesis on ¢ is (not the same ¢ at each occurrence)

8

gln) <n’ = f(n)<n® = M;<N° V¥5>0.0

4. Some remarks for the Theorem.

First of all, we notice that the double sum (over d, ¢) in the main term of the symmetry integral, I(N,h),
appearing in our Theorem is absolutely convergent, being so each series (both over d and ¢), since partial

summation gives
- 9(d)]
Yo lg@ <D (o<1 = Y =
d<D d=1

and in a moment we will express the main term of I;(N, h) in a more manageable form.
Let us mention, before, that much of our inspiration for the Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 (which constitute the

bulk of the paper) comes from a 1949 work of MIRSKY (“Summation formulas for arithmetical functions”),
from which we draw the main ideas in proving Lemma 2.2.

Our main concern, now, is to express the main term of our symmetry integral through a kind of “singular
series” which is similar to the one appearing in our previous paper (namely, II).

In order to perform this link, we need to remark that in the proof of Lemma 0 in II a result of Wintner
[W] allowed (and still does, in our hypotheses on g) to write, for the (Fourier-)Ramanujan coefficients, say
aq(g * 1), of the arithmetical function f =g+ 1 :

aq(g*1) = Z g

n=0(q)

(here with n = 0(g) we mean the summation over all natural n multiples of ¢), whence, say,

ZZg I R S B IE e DD B I

(d,q)la (d,q)la fla  (d,q)=t fla  (m,n)=1
:ZKZZ Z Zézlu Jaz;(g * 1) :Za g*l)Zéu(%):
lla m=1n=1 jl(m,n) la j=1 q=1

tla
o0
Za (g*1)cq(a Z|aqg*1|cq()
g=1

6



being f, whence g and then aq(g * 1) real; here

ca@) & ST elan)  (eg(r) 2/

nGZ;

is the classical Ramanujan sum, for which we have used Hoélder’s formula

q
cqla) = Zélu (Z) .
%
Hence, we are entitled to compare our present “singular series” i.e.

o0

Sr(h) E S W)Y Jaglg * 1) eqla),

a#0 q=1
with the one first seen in our previous work, II, i.e.

Sgua(h) =Y laglg* DI* Y W(k)eq(k).

a<h K
Thus, our Theorem amounts (in the right hypotheses, see before) to the formula
If(N, h) e Gf(h)N + RQ(N, h),

where the remainder is the same as above, i.e.
1
Ro(N.h) < +—5 ((Nﬁ—eeh + N+ h2) N‘sh) .
We remark that the first term on the RHS of the Theorem is bounded as (not the same § at each occurrence)

2h )" g(dgle) > 1<h I DS N* < NhN®

d,q<2N+h nz?)afi\jq]) n~N dln q|n
still from the classical bound for the divisor function. Then, its inclusion in our “singular series” would not
affect the result.
Thus, the term k£ = 0 is not really a difference between the two series.
However, when compared to the one appearing in our previous result it also has more terms (tails, for ¢ > h);
nonetheless, we trust the hypothesis on g to render these contributes unimportant for the asymptotics of the
two singular series. Also, if g satisfies the hypothesis of IT we get from Lemma 0 of IT : a,(g* 1) <. 1/¢' =,

whence Lemma 3 of II (giving ’Zazo(d) W(a)’ < h, V¥d € N) lets us estimate the “tails” as follows:

S W@ =Y du (1) X Wi <andia) = X la(NP X Wl < vy Y <

d|q a=0(d) q>h q>h

that points in the right direction : tails are “small” !

(Notwithstanding supports of evidence, we will not give a proof of the fact that, in one of the two hypotheses
for g, the present or the other of I, we have an asymptotic relation among the respective singular series !)
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