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QUANTITATIVE CORRELATIONS AND SOME PROBLEMS ON PRIME
FACTORS OF CONSECUTIVE INTEGERS

TERENCE TAO AND JONI TERAVAINEN

ABSTRACT. We consider several old problems involving the number of prime divisors function
w(n), as well as the related functions Q(n) and 7(n). Firstly, we show that there are infinitely
many positive integers n such that w(n+ k) < Q(n+ k) < k for all positive integers k, establishing
a conjecture of Erd8s and Straus. Secondly, we show that the series > >~ w(n)/2" is irrational,
settling a conjecture of Erd6s. Thirdly, we prove an asymptotic formula conjectured by Erdds,
Pomerance and Sarkozy for the number of n < z satisfying w(n) = w(n + 1), for almost all z,
with similar results for 2 and 7. Common to the resolution of all these problems is the use of
the probabilistic method. For the first problem, this is combined with computations involving a
high-dimensional sieve of Maynard-type. For the second and third problems, we instead make use
of a general quantitative estimate for two-point correlations of multiplicative functions with a small
power of logarithm saving that may be of independent interest. This correlation estimate is derived
by using recent work of Pilatte.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we establish several conjectures involving the number of prime divisors function
(not counting multiplicity)

(1.1) w(n) = le|n,

as well as the multiplicity-counting variant

(1.2) Qn) = vp(n),

where
o0
vp(n) = Z Lyijn
j=1

is the number of times p divides n. Here and in the sequel all sums and products over p (or p/, p1,
etc.) are understood to be over primes. The divisor function

(1.3) T(n) = Z Lajn
d

is of course closely related to the above two functions, for instance obeying the identity

log T(n) _ Z log(1 + vp(n))

1.4
(14) log 2 log 2

which in turn implies the inequalities

log 7(n)

(1.5) w(n) < g2 < Q(n),

with equality holding in both cases if and only if n is squarefree.
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1.1. Heuristic distribution. If n is drawn uniformly at random from the natural numbers n < x
for some large x, then the famous Hardy-Ramanujan and Erdés—Kac theorems tell us that w(n)
and Q(n) (and hence also log7(n)/log2)) behave like a Gaussian random variable with mean and
variancel%] ~ logy . The mean and variance of the first two variables were computed more precisely

in [7], which established the bounds

1
E w(n) =logyz+ B1 + O <10gx>

1
E Q(n) =logyx + B2+ O <loga;>

1
Var w(n) =logyx + B3+ O <0g2:):>
log

1
Var Q(n) =logyz + By + O <0g2$>
log =
where

1\ 1
By=7+) log (1 - p) += 0.26149 . .. (OEIS A077761)
p

is the Meissel-Mertens constant, and By, B3, By are the related constants

1
By =B, +Y —— —1.03465.. .. (OEIS A083342
2 1 ;p(p— ) ( )
2 1
By ::Bl—6—zp:pQ — _1.83568...

2 2p —1
By =B ——+Y ————— =0.76478 ... (OEIS A091589).
4 1 6 %:p(p_ 1)2 ( )

The constants B, B, B3, By are lower order terms in the asymptotic limit x — oo, but have a
noticeable impact on the numerics for small z, e.g., # < 107, due to the very slow growth of log, .

Consecutive values w(n),w(n+1) would almost be expected heuristically to behave independently
of each other, but there are some negative correlations at small primes p, due to the fact that at
most one of n and n + 1 can be divisible by p. A routine calculation shows that

1
_Cov(lp|n7 1p\n+1) ~ Z?

for any fixed prime p, and hence one would heuristically predict

1
—Cov(w(n),w(n+1)) ~ Y — =0.45224. .. (OEIS A085548);
P
a similar calculation leads to the heuristic

—Cov(2(n),Qn+1)) ~ Y

P

1
= 1.37506..... (OEIS A086242).
(p—1)
The situation with 7 is more complicated, due to the fact that log7(n)/log2 is not always an

integer, so that the raw computation of variance or covariance does not give a full picture of the
asymptotic distribution; we will return to this point later.

ISee Section for our conventions on asymptotic notation, as well as notation for iterated logarithms such as
log, « = loglog x.
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Only partial progress has been made towards making the above heuristics rigorous. For instance,
in the recent work [3] it was shown that any bounded observables f(2(n)), g(2(n+1)) are asymp-
totically decoupled if n is drawn from a logarithmically weighted distribution rather than from a
uniform one. Such recent results are powered by progress on (logarithmically averaged) versions of
the Elliott conjecture [44], [46], [45], [32], [48], [1], [38].

1.2. A sieve-theoretic result. Our first result, proven in Section [2] settles a conjecture of Erdés
and Straus [12], [2] Problem #248], also stated by Erdés and Graham [17, p.61]:

Theorem 1.1 (Erdds #248). There ezists an absolute constant C > 0 such that for infinitely many
positive integers n, for all positive integers k we have

(1.6) wn+k) <Qn+k) <Ck.
In particular, by (L.5) we have T(n + k) < 2CF for such n for all positive integers k.

If k was restricted to a bounded range then this claim would easily follow from the fundamental
lemma of sieve theory; the difficulty thus lies in the unbounded nature of k. Indeed, in [I7, p. 61],
Erdés and Graham write “We just know too little about sieves to handle such a question (“we” here
means not just us but the collective wisdom (?) of our poor struggling human race)”. However, it
turns out that a variant of the Maynard sieve [36], which was introduced several decades after that
paper, can establish this result (via an approach similar to that in [39], [40]).

The strategy of proof can be easily described as follows. For simplicity we begin with the task
of showing for w and some n in a large interval [z,2z]. In view of the Hardy—Ramanujan
law that w(n) ~ logy x for most n € [z,2z], the main difficulty is to establish in the range
k< Cio logy x for a large constant Cy. Here we perform a Maynard-type sieve (in fact, a product of
smooth one-dimensional Selberg sieves) on [z, 2z], sieving n + k to mostly avoid being divisible by
primes less than z!/ 100 for 1 <k< Cio logy x. As is now well known, one can compute bounded
order correlations (e.g., pair correlations or fourth order correlations) of events such as p | n+ & for
n sampled using this sieve to quite high accuracy for all primes less than, say, 21/190 and one can
then establish with positive probability on this sieve by standard applications of the moment
method (we will rely primarily on the second and fourth moments). The main technical issue is
that the dimension Lcio logy x| of the sieve is growing slowly with x, in contrast with most other
applications of Maynard-type sieves in which the sieve dimension is bounded; but the dimension
growth turns out to be sufficiently slow that a suitably careful computation of main terms and error
terms still lets one close the argument. To pass from w to €2, one needs to account for divisibility
by squares and higher powers of p, but the fact that the sieve can be built out of divisibility criteria
with respect to squarefree moduli makes these additional terms relatively easy to handle.

Remark 1.2. In [13] (see also |2, Problem #679]), the variant question was posed whether, for any
e > 0, there existed infinitely many n such that w(n — k) < (1 + ¢)logk/logy k for all k < n that
are sufficiently large depending on €. This appears to be beyond the capability of our methods to
show, as is the variant in [14], [13], [2, Problem #647] asking whether there is any n > 24 such that
T(n—k)<k+2forall 1 <k<n.

In [14] (see also [2, Problem #413], [13], [17], [26, Problem B8], and OEIS A005236), it was
asked whether there are infinitely many n which were barriers for w in the sense that w(n —k) <k
for all 1 < k < n. It may be that the methods of this paper can be pushed (particularly if one is
more careful about how bounds depend on the sieve dimension) to establish a result of this form for
sufficiently large k; however, to handle small values of k, such as k = 1, 2, it seems that the problem
is of comparable difficulty to the prime tuples conjecture (or the Sophie Germain conjecture that
there are infinitely many primes p with 2p + 1 also prime), and we make no progress on it here.
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1.3. An irrationality result. The motivation in [I7] for asking the above question was to resolve
the following irrationality problem, which we also establish in Section

Theorem 1.3 (Erdés #69). The series

1
—— —0.5169428 ... (OEIS A262153)

(1.7) T

n=1 P
is irrational.
Recently, Theorem was shown conditionally on a form of the prime tuples conjecture in [41];
our result makes the irrationality unconditional. This answers a question of Erdés ([I1], [I7, p

61], [16, p. 102], [2, Problem #69]); in [I7, p.61] it is stated that “it is very annoying that (1.7))
cannot be proven irrational”, in comparison with similar sums such as the Erdés—Borwein constant

1
— = 1.606695..... (OEIS A065442)

which has long been known to be irrational [I0]. This result also establishes a single special case
of the conjecture ([I1], [L7, p. 62], [16, p. 105], [2, Problem #257]) that Y., 5= is irrational
for any infinite set A C N, namely the case when A is the set of primes. (The aforementioned
result from [I0] corresponds to the case A = N.) It seems likely that the arguments in this paper
can also treat other sets A that are sufficiently similar to the primes, but we do not pursue this
question here. The method can also be modified to establish the irrationality of 7, wb(f ) for any
integer base b > 2; in fact the case b > 2 is somewhat easier due to the faster convergence of certain

coefficients that arise in the analysis. A similar argument can also establish the irrationality of

Z > 2pj — = 0.5895033.....

n=1 j=1 p

(corresponding to the case of [2, Problem #257] where A is the set of prime powers); we leave the
details of such modifications to the interested reader.

To establish Theorem [1.3] upper bounds on consecutive values w(n + 1),w(n+2),...,w(n+ H)
of w, such as , are insufficient; some control on the distribution of various linear combinations

of such values (e.g., Zthl w(gjh)

(e.g., p > nt/ 100) is no longer negligible and requires more delicate analysis. If a sufficiently
quantitative form of the prime tuples conjecture is available, one can obtain quite good control on
such values for selected n; this is the strategy taken in [4I]. In the absence of the prime tuples
conjecture, known distributional results such as those in [33], [3] turned out to be too weak for our
purposes. However, after applying some manipulations of Gowers uniformity norm type to various
expressions relating to , we were able to arrive at a certain linear combination of consecutive
values of w that could be adequately controlled by a combination of Erdés—Kac-type results, as
well as pairwise correlation estimates for multiplicative functions; but the latter requires a version
of the recent strong quantitative results of Elliott-type due to Pilatte [38] in order to keep the error
terms under control. Indeed, the main result of [3§] gives the Chowla-type bound

) is needed. Furthermore, the contribution of large prime factors

NZA An+1)<log™“N
n<N

for almost all scales N (where “almost all” is in the sense of logarithmic density), where ¢ >
0 is a small absolute constant, improving upon previous results towards the Chowla conjecture
n [1], [45], [46], [44]. By using Pilatte’s method in Section [3| we will be able to more generally
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obtain an estimate of the form

w
N Z (gl (n + hl) - (SN)QQ(TL + h2)1n5b (mod W) <L

N<n<2N

for all scales N outside of a small exceptional set and various 1-bounded multiplicative functions
g1, 92, where 1 < £ < log N is a parameter, hy, ho are distinct integer shifts, d is some approxima-
tion for a mean value of g; on [N, 2N], ¢ > 0 is a small absolute constant, W, b are natural numbers
bounded by L€, and one assumes that g; is either real-valued and “equidistributed” (has roughly
the same mean on all residue classes of small modulus) or complex-valued and “non-pretentious”
(not close to any twisted Dirichlet character x(n)n? with y having small modulus and ¢ not too
large), with the parameter £ used to quantify imprecise terms such as “roughly” or “close”. See
Theorem for a precise (but somewhat technical) statement.

1.4. Consecutive equal values of arithmetic functions. It is the equidistributed case of Theo-
rem that will be relevant for proving Theorem By using instead the non-pretentious case of
this theorem, we can obtain a further application, namely an asymptotic formula for the quantities

P(w(n) = w(n+ 1)) = 1|{n < & w(n) =w(n + 1}
P(Q(n) = Q(n + 1)) = %Hn <2:0(m) =0(n+1)}

P(r(n) =r(n+ 1)) = [{n <z 7(n) = 7(n + D}

(which are the densities for OEIS A006049, OEIS A045920, and OEIS A005237 respectively), where
n is drawn uniformly from the natural numbers n < x for some large x. These three quantities
(which are expected to have similar behavior) have received some attention in previous literature.
As far back as [9], it was shown that all three densities are o(1). The lower bound

P(r(n) =7(n+1)) > log "z

was shown by Heath-Brown [2§] (who also announced the same result with 7 replaced by 2), in
particular answering a question of Erdés and Mirsky [18], [2, Problem # 946] regarding whether
there were infinitely many solutions to 7(n) = 7(n+1). Hildebrand [29] improved this lower bound
to

P(r(n) = 7(n+ 1)) > log,”> z.

The bounds
P(w(n) =wn+1)) < Pwn) =whn + 1) + O(1)) < log; /2

were established in [I9], [20], with a remark that similar results hold? for 7 and Q. As noted in
these papers, it was observed by Hall and Tenenbaum that the Barban—Vinogradov theorem gives
the slightly weaker upper bound

/

Plwn)=wh+1)) < log;1 2 zlogs xlog, ! .

We also note that a short proof of the infinitude of solutions to w(n) = w(n + 1) can be found
in [42].
In view of the heuristics from Section [1.1], one expects to have
Var(w(n+ 1) — w(n)) =~ 2(logy = + Bs)
Var(Q(n + 1) — Q(n)) ~ 2(logy z + Bg),

%In the former case one replaces the additive error +O(1) with a multiplicative one x2°).
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where

1
Bs ::33+Z]?:—1.3834...,
p

1
p

which, when combined with Gaussian heuristics coming from local limit theorems, lead to the
predictions

1
(1.8) P(w(n) =wn+1)) ~ N TR
(1.9) P(Qn) = Qn+1)) ~ !

2v/m(logy = + Bg)
In order to understand the event 7(n) = 7(n+1), it turns out to be necessary to first understand

the larger (and simpler) event that 7(n+1)/7(n) is a power of two, which by (1.4) is equivalent to
the condition

(1.10) Zlog(l +yp(n+ ziz—log(l + vp(n))

=0 (mod 1).
P
One can compute the probability of this event asymptotically, via the following definitions:

Definition 1.4 (Definition of ¢;). For each prime p, let (agp,a;,) be a random variable drawn
from the set

{(0,00} U{(0,j) : j € N}U{(4,0) : j € N}
with probability distribution

2
P((ao,p?al,p) = (070)) =4l —=
P =(0,7))=1{1 1) 1
((a0,p, a1,p) = (0,7)) = - ;) 1;
P =(5,0))=1(1 1) 1
((a0,p,a1,p) = (4, 0)) = - p)
for all j € N (the probabilities sum to 1 by the geometric series formula), with these pairs jointly
independent in p. We then set ¢, € R/Z to be the random variable

log(1+ay,) —log(l+agy)
1.11 = J J
( ) CP 10g2

(mod 1);

in particular the c, are jointly independent in p, and on considering the contribution of the cases
when (ap p,a1,,) = (0,0),(0,1), (1,0) one sees that
2
(1.12) Plc,=0)>1- .
p
In particular, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma it is almost surely true that all but finitely many of the
¢, vanish. We then set

cr ::P(%:cp:o).
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Remark 1.5. The number-theoretic interpretation of these quantities is as follows. For each prime
p, the pair (v,(n),vp(n + 1)) converges in distribution to (agp,a;,) as © — oo; for instance, the
fact that agy,a;, cannot simultaneously be positive reflects the coprime nature of n and n + 1.
The random variable c, is therefore the distributional limit of the contribution of the prime p to
the expression (1.10). By an application of dominated convergence (using ), the quantity c;
is thus the asymptotic probability that 7(n + 1)/7(n) is a power of two.

Empirically, we have ¢, ~ 0.4888; see Figure A lower bound for c¢; arises from computing
the probability that 7(n + 1), 7(n) are both powers of two (OEIS A372690); this contribution can
easily be computed to be

2 X 2 2
1) ._ 1= e A ~
Al = + : | ~ 0.44446.

The next most significant contribution arises from the event that 7(n + 1),7(n) are both three
times powers of two; this contribution has the more complicated exact expression

Zoo 1 1
1 7=1 p3X2j71 p:_axz]'
¥ =c) > T] : : ~ 0.04358.
pAm 01— % 4 T, <p2 _ ;)

Together, these two terms sum to about 0.48804, capturing most of the observed value of ¢,. As
for upper bounds, one can control the probability that v,(7(n + 1)) = v,(7(n)) for all small odd
p (e.g., p = 3,5,7), which empirically provides a very good upper bound and is relatively easy to
calculate asymptotically as the return time of a low-dimensional random walk; again, see Figure 2]

It is natural to conjecture that, conditioning to the event that 7(n+1)/7(n) is a power of two, that
the quantity logT(nﬁ;glog 7(n)
variance = 2(logy x+ B7) for some constant Bz which could theoretically be computed, although the
formula appears to be somewhat complicated, and we do not attempt to calculate it here (though
numerically it seems to be roughly —1; see Figure . Thus, in analogy with , , we have

the additional heuristic prediction

(which is now an integer) behaves like a Gaussian of mean zero and

cr
2v/m(logy z + By)

Numerically, these predictions appear to be reasonably accurate (though they hint at additional
lower order corrections); see F igure The Gaussian heuristic also appears to be strongly supported
by numerics; see Figure [p] Figure[6] Slightly less precise versions of these heuristics were explicitly
stated as conjectures by Erdés, Pomerance and Sarkézy [21] (for w) and by Hildebrand [29] (for 7),
with the latter noting that heuristic support for this conjecture was also found by Bateman and
Spiro.

In Section[d], we will show the following asymptotic formulae consistent with the above predictions
and numerics (though with insufficient accuracy to discern the lower order terms Bs, Bg, B7), and
in particular confirming the conjectures in [20] and [29] at almost all scales.

(1.13) P(t(n)=7(n+1)) =

Theorem 1.6 (Problems of Erdés-Pomerance-Sarkézy and Hildebrand). There is a set X C N
with
1 Z 1 < logi¢ X
log X n 082
nel[l, X\X
for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 and all sufficiently large X (so in particular, X has logarithmic
density 1) such that for x € X and n drawn uniformly at random from [1,2] NN we have the
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asymptotic formulae
1+ 0(log;“x)

24/mlogy

1+ O(log; “x)

24/mlogy

¢r + O(log; “ )

24/mlogy

P(w(n) = w(n + 1))

P(Qn)=Q(n+1)) =

P(7(n) = r(n+1)) =

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.

The proof of Theorem starts by using the circle method to express (for instance) P(Q(n) =
Q(n+1)) as a “low-frequency” term that is dominated by small prime factors of n and n+ 1, and
can therefore be handled by known estimates on smooth numbers; and a “high-frequency” term
which requires one to understand correlations of e(af2(n)) and e(af2(n+ 1)) for various frequencies
« that are not too close to an integer. The latter can be handled by the “non-pretentious” case of
Theorem with the parameter £ depending on how close « is to an integer.

1.5. Other applications. The correlation estimate given in Theorem has also other appli-
cations; for example, it can be used to give an asymptotic formula for the number of pairs of
consecutive smooth numbers.

Theorem 1.7 (Consecutive smooth numbers). There is a set X C N with

1 1
1.14 — g —<<log™X
( ) log X n <log
nel[l, X\X

for some small absolute constant ¢ > 0 and all sufficiently large X (so in particular, X has loga-
rithmic density 1) such that for any x € X and any u,v > 1 we have

1 _
(115) ; Z 1n is zl/w smooth1n+l is 21/ smooth — p(u)p(v) + O(lOg Cx)v

n<x

where p is the Dickman—de Bruijn function.

This strengthens [48, Theorem 1.14] and [45, Remark 3.3] by giving an asymptotic formula in
the range u, v € [1, c(log, z)/(logs x)] for some constant ¢ > 0, whereas in the aforementioned works
u, v were fixed.
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1.6. Notation. We use 1g to denote the indicator of an event F, equal to 1 when FE is true and 0
otherwise. If S is a finite set, we use |S| to denote its cardinality.

We let x be an asymptotic parameter tending to infinity (possibly excluding a small exceptional
set). We write X < Y, X > Y, or X = O(Y) to denote the estimate | X| < C'Y for some constant
C, and X = o(Y) to denote the bound | X| < ¢(x)Y for some c(z) that goes to zero as z — oo. We
write X <Y for X < Y < X, X K Y for X = o(Y), and X<KY for X <« YU,
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In later sections we shall also introduce a custom variants Y = 6(Z) of this notation. We caution
the reader that this definition will have slightly different meanings in each of the Sections (as
this will be convenient for our calculations); see (12.5)) , respectively. Lastly, in Section
we also use the variant Y =~ Z introduced in (2.6]).

We use the iterated logarithm notation

logy z :=loglogx; logsx :=logloglogz; log,x :=loglogloglogx.

The argument of these iterated logarithms will always be assumed large enough that these ex-
pressions exist and are positive. We make log take precedence over all other operators except for
parentheses; thus for instance

log = logg1 z = (log x)(loglog z) 1.

We write e(z) = 2™,

In addition to the arithmetic functions w, €2, 7 already introduced, we shall also use the Mobius
function p and the Euler totient function ¢.

Given two multiplicative functions f,¢g: N — C and a scale X > 1, we define the pretentious
distance

1/2
D(f,0:%) = | 3 1= Re(i(mg@)) /
p<X
and then for a modulus @Q € N we define the quantities
(1.16) M(g; X) = ‘ti|r§1fX]D)(g,n — n't; X)?
and
(1.17) M(g; X,Q) = inf D(g,n — x(n)n'; X)?

[t|<X;¢<Q;x (mod q)

where y ranges over Dirichlet characters of modulus ¢ < Q. We refer the reader to [25] for a
discussion of the role of pretentiousness in the theory of bounded multiplicative functions.

We use boldface notation for random variables, with P, E, Var, Cov denoting probability, ex-
pectation, variance, and covariance respectively (with respect to a probability measure that will
always be clear from context). Thus for instance Cov(X,Y) = E(XY)—(EX)(EY) and Var(X) =

Cov(X, X).

We write [N] for [1, N]NN, let d | n to denote the claim that d divides n, let (a,b) to denote
the greatest common divisor of a and b, and let [ay,...,ay] denote the least common multiple of
ai,...,am. We write P for the set of all primes.

A function f: G — C is 1-bounded if |f(x)| <1 for all z € G. For k € N, a finite abelian group
G and a function f: G — C, we define the Gowers norm || ||k () by

1/2F
(1.18) HfHUk(G) = | Ezhy,....hpec H C‘a‘f(l“ +etht + -+ ephy)) )
e€{0,1}k
where |e| = |e1]| + -+ - + |eg| for a vector € = (e1,...,¢ex) and C is the complex conjugation operator
2 Z.

If z > 1 is a parameter, we let N<, and N5, be the semigroups generated by primes p < z and
primes p > z respectively. Each natural number n then factors uniquely as a product n = n<.n-.
with n<, € N, and n~, € N5, If f: N — Cis an arithmetic function, we write f<.(n) and f~.(n)
for f(n<.) and f(n>,) respectively. Thus for instance we have f = f<,fs, if f is multiplicative,
and f = f<, + f>. if f is additive.
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Similarly, if w,z > 1 are parameters, we let N,«.<. denote the semigroup generated by primes
w < p < z, and factor n = n<yny<.<zn>, and define f,<.<, as above, with the convention that
Ny<.< is trivial and ny<.<, =1 if w > 2. Thus for instance

Que.<z(n) = Z vp(n).

w<p<z
More generally, we have
(1.19) = Ffewfoc<af>z
for a multiplicative function f, and
(1.20) f=J<w+ fuc<z+ [>z

for an additive f. Similarly if we partition the primes into more than three groups.
We record the following crude bound on smooth numbers: if 2 < z < z, then we have

1
(1.21) IN<, N [z]] < xexp (—c og:E)
- log 2

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0; see [6, (1.9)]. Much sharper bounds than this are known (see,
e.g., [24]), often involving the Dickman—de Bruijn function p, but we will not need such bounds
here.

2. A PROBLEM ON PRIME FACTORS OF CONSECUTIVE INTEGERS

In this section we establish Theorem [I.I} Let x be large. Suppose we can find a random variable
n taking values in [z, 2z] with the property that for every k > 1, one has

. < —0

(2.1) PQn+k)>Ck) < TR

(say) for some large constant C. Then, since Y, 10]6%/2 < 1, there exists n € [z, 2z] such that
Qn+k)<Ck

for all k; sending x to infinity, we obtain the claim.
It remains to produce a random variable obeying (2.1)). We introduce the shift scales 1 < K < K
by the formulae

1
K = a)long
K, =logx.

for a large constant Cp, and divide the shifts & > 1 into three classes:

e near shifts 1 <k < K
o far shifts K < k < Ky; and
o very far shifts k> K.

For each near shift near or far shift 1 < k£ < K, we introduce the scale

(2.2) B [P 1SESK,
' P K<k<K,

where

(2.3) w = log'/? .

Thus for any near shift 1 < k£ < K (and for x large enough) we have
(2.4) log?? z < log Ry, < log .
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Very large primes
Ry

Large primes
Medium primes

N

Small primes

4//
w
Tiny primes
: : k
K wo Ky
— " ] ” <
Near shifts Far shifts Very far shifts

FIGURE 1. A schematic diagram (not to scale) of the various ranges of primes for
a given shift. We do not perform any subdivision of primes when k is a very far
shift. We perform an exact sieve at tiny primes and a Selberg type sieve at medium
primes, in order to ensure w(n + k) <, k with high probability for all shifts k.

From the crude bound Q(n) < logn we have Q(n+k) < k for all very far shifts k& > K, so ({2.1))
is trivial in this range. Hence we can restrict attention to the near and far shifts 1 < k < K. It
will be convenient to adopt the notation that

(2.5) Y =6(Z) means Y = O(Zlog “z) for some absolute constant ¢ > 0
(with ¢ independent of Cp). We also write
(2.6) Y~Z for Y =(1+5(1)Z

A key point is that any factor of the form O(1)%X can be harmlessly absorbed into a 6(-) error term
if Cy is large enough. Roughly speaking, this will allow us to safely utilize K-dimensional sieves in
our analysis.
Recall the definition of w in . For a given near or far shift 1 < k < K, it is convenient to
divide the primes into the following five classes:
e tiny primes p < w.
e small primes w < p < k. (This class will be empty if k£ < w.)
e medium primes w < p < Ry. (This class will be empty if k is a far shift.)
e large primes max(k, Ry) < p < Rj.
e very large primes p > Ry.
See Figure[l] It will be the medium and large primes which require the most attention; the very large
and tiny primes are easy to handle, and the small primes, while posing some technical difficulties
with regards to sieve-theoretic estimates, will not make a major contribution to w(n + k).
Roughly speaking, the strategy is to apply a sieve weight to n so that the large primes dominate
the prime factorization of n + k for both near and far shifts k. More precisely, suppose we can
construct a random variable n obeying the following axioms:

(i) Almost surely, n takes values in [z, 2z] and is divisible by p? for every tiny prime p < w.
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(ii) If 1 <k < K, is a near or far shift, 1 < j <4 and max(k,Ry) < p1 < --- < p; < Ry are
large primes, then
1
pP1-- 'pj ’
(iii) If 1 <k < K is a near shift, 1 < j <2, and w < p; < --- < pj < Ry, are medium primes,
then

P(pl-"pj‘n-i-k)%

J 2
1 [/ logp;
Ppi...p; | n+k) K < .
e i) < T1 5 (5%
(iv) If 1 <k < Ky is a near or far shift, 1 < j <2, ay,...,a; > 2, and p; < --- < p; are (tiny,
small, medium, or large) primes with p* < Ry for all 1 <14 < j, then
P(p1‘~pj|n—|—k)

(1]'—1

D

P(pi*-- -p?j In+k) = +O(z7%Y).

a1—1
1 .

2.1. Proof that axioms (i)—(iv) imply the theorem. We first show how the axioms (i), (ii),
(iii), (iv) imply for any near or far shift 1 < k < K (and a constant C' depending on Cj). We
split up the primes into the tiny and small primes p < max(k,w), the medium primes w < p < Ry,
the large primes max(k, R;) < p < Ry, and the very large primes p > Rj. Since n + k < 3z, the
quantity n + & has at most O(1) very large prime factors, each of which divide n + k at most O(1)
times, thus

Qop,(n+ k) =0(1).
For all other primes p < R;, we have

Vp<n + k) < 1p\n+k + Z 1pj|n—i-k
j=2
P <Ry

and thus by (|1.20)
Q(l’l + k) = Q§R1 (n + k) + O(l)

[e.9]
Cwsm k) +D D Lyjper +1
j=2 pSR}/j

= W<max(k,w) (Il + k) + Wax (k,w)< <Ry (Il + k) + Wmax(w,Ri)<-<Ri (Il + k)
00
SSY et
Jj=2 pSR}/J'

From axiom (i), we have 1,4t = 1, for tiny primes p < w, thus we have good control at both
tiny and small primes:

W<max(k,w) (Il + k) = Wﬁw(k) + Z 1p|n+k < k.
w<p<k

1 1
WRy<-<R: (n+k)= Z —-+ Z <1pn+l~c - p)

Re<p<hi P Ry<p<m
and observe from Mertens’ theorem that

1 log Ry
2.7 -1 Cok
(2.7) > S <logoip < o

We split
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(treating the case of near shifts & < K and far shifts K < k < K separately). Hence by the union
bound it will suffice to show the medium prime bound

1

P (ww<p<Rk (Il + k) > C()k) <K C2k2

and the large prime bound

1 1
P > <1pn+k — p) > Cok | < e

max(k,Ry)<p<Ri

and the prime power bound

1
Z > Lyijask = Cok < G
7=2 p<pl/i

Applying Chebyshev’s inequality, it will suffice to show the second moment bound
2

(2.8) E| > Ly <1,
w<p<Ry

for medium primes, the fourth moment bound
4

1
(2.9) E > <1p|n+k - ) < Cgk?
max(k,Ry)<p<Ri p

for large primes, and the additional second moment bound
2

oo
(2.10) ED Y Lyn| <k
J=2 p< Rl

for tiny, small, medium, and large primes.

We first show the second moment bound for medium primes. We can assume that we have
a near shift £ < K, since otherwise there are no medium primes. We expand the square and use
axiom (iii) to bound the left-hand side by

log? p log? plog® p/
e p oy leplep

< log? R 'log* R
w<p§Rkp g k w<p<p’§Rk pp g k

and the claim then follows from Mertens’ theorem.
We now turn to the fourth moment bound ({2.9) for large primes. Let &, be independent Bernoulli

indicators for max(k, Rx) < p < Ry with mean E§, = l. From axiom (ii), we have

1
EHlp [n+k *EHEPZ +0<p17~‘7pj]>

for 1 < j < 4 and large primes max(k, Ry) < p1,...,p; < Ry (not necessarily distinct). This

implies that
d 1 J 1 1
B H(1|—p) :Eg(e Nro(o)
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under the same hypotheses. We can therefore write the left-hand side of (2.9) as
4

(2.11) E > gp—; +6 > !

max(k,Ry)<p<R1 max(k,Ry)<p1,p2,p3,p4<R1 [Pl » P2, B3, p4]

By several applications of Mertens’ theorem (dividing into O(1) cases depending on what collisions
occur between the pi, p2, ps, ps) we have

> < Y

1,02 4
max(k,Ry)<p1,p2,p3,p4<R1 [p »P2,P3,P ] P1,P2,p3,pa<R1

< logg(l) x,

A

[p1, P2, 3, Pl

and so the error term in is o(log, o) r) < 1 < k?; so we reduce to showing that
4

1
E > £, ——| <C3k.
max(k,Rg)<p<Ri p

But as the £, — % are independent with mean zero, we can bound the left-hand side by

< > (E 2) +max( > E

max(k,Ry,)<p,p'<Ri k,R)<p<Ri

1 4

1
Ep’_}?

Ep_g

Since E[€,, — %]j < % for j = 2,4, the claim now follows from (2.7).

Finally, we turn to the additional second moment bound . By the triangle inequality, we can
consider the tiny, small, medium, and large primes separately. We first consider the contribution
of large primes max(k, R;) < p < R;. Expanding out the square and collecting terms involving the
same large prime p, we can bound the left-hand side by

< > > JP@ In+k)+ > > PEpE In+k).

max(k,R)<p<Ry j>2 max(k,Ry)<p1<p2<Ri J1,J22>2
P’ <Ry Pt P2 <Ry

Applying axiom (iv) and > 2 p%l < %, one can bound this by

Z P(p|n+k) n Z P(pip2 [ n+ k) 4 R201,
p p1p2 !

<

max(k,Ry)<p<R1 max(k,Ry)<p1<p2<Ri

Applying axiom (ii), this is bounded by
1 1 2, —0.1
< 0y ey i
max(k,Ry)<p<Ri1 max(k,Ry)<p1<p2<Ri 2

which is certainly bounded, and thus is acceptable with room to spare.

A similar argument (using axiom (iii) instead of axiom (ii), and discarding the logp;/log Ry
factors) treats the medium primes w < p < Ry, again with some room to spare. For small primes
w < p < k, we use the above arguments to arrive at an upper bound of the form

k P k
< Z |n+ ) Z (plngnJr )+k2x*0'1.
1D2

w<p<k w<p1,p2<k

Crudely bounding P(p | n + k),P(pip2 | n + k) < 1, we see from Mertens’ theorem that this
contribution is O(log3 k) which is acceptable.
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Finally we need to treat the contribution of tiny primes p < w. For the j = 2 contribution, we
use axiom (i) to observe that p? divides n + k if and only if p? divides k, hence

D ik = O L < 7(k)
p<w p<w

so this contribution is acceptable by the divisor bound. For the j > 3 contributions, we argue as
before to arrive at the bound

n + k) P n+k _
< Z P(p | Z (p1P22| . ) + w2y 01,
p<w p<w Pip2
Crudely bounding P(p | n+ k), P(pip2 | n + k) < 1, we see that this contribution is bounded and
thus acceptable.

2.2. Setup and verification of axiom (i). It remains to construct n obeying axioms (i), (ii),
(iii), (iv). Here we will use a variant of the Maynard sieve [36], and more specifically a product of
K smoothed Selberg sieves of Goldston—Pintz—Yildirim-type, and perform calculations similar to
those in [39], [40, Proposition 4.2], which roughly speaking would correspond to the case in which
K was replaced by a bounded quantity.

We first introduce the multiplier

W::Hp2

p<w
arising from tiny primes, noting from the prime number theorem and choice of w that

W < exp(O(log"/? z)).

Next, let n be smooth function supported on [—1, 1] that equals 1 at the origin and is an element
of the Gevrey class of order 2, that is to say one has the derivative estimates

7" (u) < O(1)" (m!)?

for all m > 0 and u € R; the existence of such a function is standard and can be found for instance
n [4]. By the Gevrey-Paley—Wiener theorem (see, e.g., [23]), we have a Fourier expansion

nw) = [ e
R
where the Fourier coefficients 7(¢) have the half-exponential decay
(2.12) () < exp(—clt]/2)
for some absolute constant ¢ > 0. If we then define the modified function
fi(u) = e "n(u)

then 7 is also supported on [—1,1], and equals 1 at the origin, and has the modified Fourier
expansion

(2.13) filu) = / A(t)e”(HD gt
R

We then introduce the sieve weight

v(n) = 1300 (n) L)y, H Z i) (kl)fgk) 7

1<k<K | deNsu
dln+k
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which roughly speaking is sieving out small and medium primes while enforcing congruence condi-
tions at tiny primes. Clearly v is non-negative; we will show later that it does not vanish entirely
for x large enough. We let n be drawn using the probability density function

v(n)
Zn’ V(TL/).
In particular, axiom (i) is obeyed.
2.3. Verification of axioms (ii)—(iii): initial steps. Now we verify axioms (ii) and (iii); initially
we will do this in a unified fashion, and split into cases later. Fix a near or far shift 1 < k, < K4,

and let d, = p;---p; for some 0 < j < 4 and some medium or large primes max(w, k) < p1 <
- < pj < Ry. Then we have

Pld | n+k,)=—"—-—,
(et k) =50
where

n

We now compute this quantity Py, (d.). We can expand this as

Z (ﬁ <logdk> <logd’ ))
dr ey il log Ry, log Ry,

di,.de,dl .,
E La.|n+k. H Lidy,d! |n-+k-

ne(z,2z]
Win

(2.15)

The summand vanishes unless the [dj, d)]| are pairwise coprime, and also coprime to d, if k # k.
(since all prime factors of d, exceed both k. and k, since k < K < w). The product of all the dj
and d}, together with d. and W, is at most

K
(2.16) [z BE-w <2
k=1

(say). Thus in these cases, the inner sum evaluates to

x 1 1
P —I—O(wo'l)
w | U goag | aaa

k#ky
with the convention that dy = dj, = 1 for k > K. The contribution of the O(z*1) error to (2.15) is
at most
K
K (H R2).O(1)K . 201 « 202
k=1

which in practice will be negligible. The main term is then

log d log dj,
x * [Ty plde)p (lgggRIZ> (ong)
W

il oo €N (., d, 7d ]H <K[dk7 ]
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where the asterisk in the sum means that we restrict the [dj, d}]| to be pairwise coprime, and also
coprime to dy if k # k. Using (2.13)), we conclude that

(2.17) P, (d W/ / 7 Hntk (£4) dtp dE, + O(2°2),

where £ = (t1,...,tx), t' = (t},...,t%), and

HK p(dy)p(dy,)
k=1 1+ity 1+z't;c
log Ry, (d;) log Ry,

F(t,t") = Z* i

/ B
di,....dg,d},...,d7 ENsyy [dk* ’ dk* ’ d*] Hllcgfélii [d]ﬁ dk]

We can factorize this latter expression as an Euler product

= H Ek*,d*,p(t_; {,)

p>w

where the Euler factor Ej, 4. »(f,¢") is defined by

K
. 1 1 1
7
Ek*,d*,p(tvt ) =1- § 14 + Lyity, - 2-+ity +it)
k=1 \p ERx e Ry, P R,
when p t d,, by
. 1 1 1 1
N
Ek*,d*,p(tvt ) - - Ttitg, 14it], + 24ty +it!
p 1+logR 14— ko - ks
P Feos log Ry, P log Ry,

(2.18)

1 Ltity,, Lty
= ]; (1 _p_long*) (1 _p_long*>

when p | d, and k. < K is a near shift, and by

. 1
(2.19) B, 4. p(t,t") = »

when p | di and K < k. is a far shift (in which case di, = d = 1).

We can crudely bound Ey, 4, ,(£,") =1 +O(K/p1+$) when p { d. and Ej, 4, (£, ") = O(1/p)
when p | d.. Using the Euler product [, (1 —p 1/l By~ — ¢(14+1/log R) < log R and recalling
that d, is squarefree and has O(1) prime factors, this gives the crude upper bound

O(K)

log % < exp(O(log3 x))

ds ds

If one has |tx| > /logz or |ti| > v/logx for some 1 < k < K, one can use the decay property (2.12])
of 1 to control this contribution to (2.17) by

F(tt") <

xexp(O(logs ) < exp(—c log!/* z)
d. Wd,

% exp(—clog!/*2)0(1)

for some constants ¢, ¢ > 0. We conclude that

x ﬁ zexp(—c log'/* z)
(2.20) Py (dy) = — FET) A(ty) dty dty + O
W Jjt,1, 1t 1< Viogz vielK] W,

(the error term here can absorb the previous O(:L’O 2) error).
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Using the Euler product ((s) = [],(1 - 1/p*)~1 for Re(s) > 1, applied with s equal to 1 +

14t 14it), 24ty +it),
gk L T gy L+ “iog > We can factor F(t,t") as

K K C 1+ 24ty it .
(ZVVV)> H (1+zt e 1)+zt H k’“d*’p(t t/)’
® k= 1((1“’ k)C(1+10gR ) p

where the normalized Euler factor Ej, 4. ,(£,1") is defined by

1 1
1- 1 i 1- 1+it],
p log Ry, p1+710ng

K
Ek*vd*vp(t_; f/) = H
k=1

1 1
1= 2ty ity (1- IB)
log Ry,

for tiny primes p < w, and by

1——+L ) l1-—L
+it it!
K < p1+10g o 1+7110?;12
~ = = = = p
Ek*:d*,p(t7t ) = Ek*yd*»p(t7t ) H
k=1 1

1- 2Fity +it],
log Ry,

for non-tiny primes p > w. From the restriction |¢;|,|t}| < vIogz and (2.4), we have

1+t 1+t
i k<« log_0'4x

log Ry, " log Ry,
for near shifts 1 < k < K. By Taylor expansion, this gives

~ — = 1
By a.p(t,1) =140 ()

p
for tiny primes p < w,

) L K
Epa.p(t,t’) =1+0 (p2>

for non-tiny primes p > w with p { d,, and
Ekf*,d*,p({: t_‘/) ~ Ek*,d*,p(t_: F/)

for p | di (which implies p > w, i.e., p is not tiny). Multiplying all this together using Mertens’
theorem (and the hypothesis that d, has O(1) prime factors), we have

11 e n @) = T1 Brea p(E 77
p pld«

Also, using ¢(s) = =25 (1 + O(|s — 1)) for |s — 1| < 1/10, we have

2 ity tit,
R U v e A ﬁ (1 + itg)(1+it))
) 1Hit) : ] .
et C(1+ ﬁ;g’;){(l + 10gZRk) - (2 + ity +it)) log Ry
We thus have
K (it (1 +it)
2.21 Ft") ~ 5 Py
( ) (&) < ) kl_ll (2 + ity +it)) log Ry, l;l[ Fedep(t17)
- plds
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2.4. Verification of axiom (ii) for far shifts k. We now specialize to the task of proving axiom
(ii) in the case K < ki is a far shift (with k. taking the place of k in that axiom). For this case,

we see from ([2.19) that we have
. 1
E tt') = —.
H k*,d*,p( ) d*

plds«

From ({2.12) we have
/ (1+it) (1 + it')
it |<viogz (2 + it +it')

N _// (1 +dt)( +it/>ﬁ(t)ﬁ(t’)dtdt’

(2 +dt + at’)

_ /0 /R /R (14 36) (1 + it")e CHFOma A1) de de
_/OOO (/R(l—i—it) ~ (it ()dt)zdu
_/OOO (d(i/Re_(H“)“ﬁ(t) dt>2 du

= /OOO 7 (u)? du

> 0.
Using (2.21]), the quantity (2.20) can now be written as

_ x wo\® O(1)Xz exp(—clog'/* z)
1+ 0(1))Wd* [T, log Ry (so(W)> @ +0 ( W, )

(2.22) At dt dt’ = ¢o + O(exp(—clog!/* z)),

where

and we conclude in this case that

T W K
P (dy) ~ c
k. () Wd, [T, log Ry < OSD(W))

(noting that the error involving exp(—clogl/ 4 2) error may be easily be absorbed in the ~ error);
the same argument gives

(2.23) P (1) ~ — <c0 W )K
W log Ry \ ¢(W)
and thus
P(d. |0+ k) ~ di

This gives axiom (ii) in the K < k, case. For future reference we observe that also holds for
k. < K, since Py, (1) does not depend on k.

2.5. Verification of axiom (iii). Now we establish axiom (iii) (with k. in place of k). In this
case k, < K is a near shift and w < p1,...,p; < Ry, , and by (2.23)) the objective is to show that

K . 2
x <COLW> 1 (hiog}gi )
Pe.(dy) < o(W) - efie. )
Wd, [[)—, log Ry,
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The error term in (2.20)) is easily seen to be acceptable. Thus it suffices to show that

K
- (cogtiry) T (et
FE&T) T ate)n(t,) dt dty, < .

(2.24) / b
|tj|7‘t;"§\/10ngj€[ ] k=1 d* szl IOg Rk

If p divides d. (and is thus one of the pi,...,p;), we see from (2.18) and Taylor expansion that

(1+ [tk (X + |t ) log® p
plog? Ry,

v

(2.25) Epa.p(tt) <

and thus

g (1 + [t )7 (1 + 8, 1) log p;
E (, t
H kesdep dy E log Ry,

pld«

The contribution of the error term implicit in (2.21)) to (2.24]) can then be bounded (using the rapid
decrease of 7)) by

|1 w dtkdt 7 log p;
<s| Loar (X / / k
o\ <w<w> AL e \Uoere

k=1

2

, 2
1 w oK & 1 4 log p;

< Loy <> 1 i),
ds (1) o(W) kllll log Ry, };[1 log Ry,

which is acceptable for Cy large enough (since then the factor O(1)% (W/@(W))X factor can be
absorbed into the 6(-) error.). It remains to control contribution of the main term of (2.21)) to (2.24]).
Thus we need to show

K
14 ity) (1 + it))
/ H(—Hk +3k HEk*,d*,ptt LT attonc) dey deg
|tj|,|t;\sﬁlongjem i (2t tty) et

l log p;
< a0 ) <long*

Using (2.22]), we may cancel out all integrals except the ones involving ¢, and t;c*, and reduce to
showing that

2
(1 + ity ) (1 + it} )

Ak*wus@ (2 4 itg, +it}, )

;
R log pi
E by o )AI(E dty, dt,
H e (B T, )0 (0 )0 (T, ) by, A, < o ( og By,

where by abuse of notation we have dropped the (irrelevant) variables ¢y, t; for k # k' from Ej, 4, p.
But by (2.25) and the rapid decay of 7}, we can bound the left-hand side by

. 2
1 (< loen, dty, dt;
<<// HOng k2 k*/ 5
R JRr dx palie} log Ry, <1+‘tk*|) (1+’tk*‘)

which gives the desired bound (noting that ¢y is a positive constant independent of z).
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2.6. Verification of axiom (ii) (with k. in place of k) for near shifts k. It remains to verify
axiom (ii) in the case k, < K is a near shift, so now p1,...,p; > Ry,. By (2.23), (2.20), it suffices
to show that

K
/ ndins ﬁ / / <CO ‘P(W)>

FET) TT At ad,) di, dt, ~ ——20 7

45112 |< v/ Tog z Ve[ K] Pl d. [T log Ry

We apply (2.21). The contribution of the error term can be seen to be acceptable as before, so it
suffices to show that

K . . ~ ~
i1t I <viogwvielk] \ i P Pl (2 + ity, + it},) ds

We can again use (2.22)) to cancel out all integrals except the ones involving t, and ., and reduce
to showing that

(14 ity ) (1 + i) )ity (1), ) by, dt),

E te ) ~ 2
H K, dx ,p( K« k*) 24+ Ztk* 4 ’lt;ﬁ d*
pld« *

‘/|tk*|7|t;c*|<\/10g$

note that Ly, 4, , depends only ¢, , %5, , so we have abbreviated the notation by writing only those
variables. Using (2.12) and the crude bound E, 4, p(tk,,t;, ) = O(1/p) we can easily delete the
cutoff to v/log x, and reduce to establishing

(14 ite, ) (1 + i), )0(te)A(t),. ) dte, dt) ¢
2.26 E t t ~ —.
(220 / / 1;,1 bttt 2+ ity + it} d.

From ([2.18]) we have

e (L+ty,) €14ty )

- log Ry, log Ry,
11 Be.a ot th,) = Z 3 (-l H .

plds * ee{0,1} ¢€{0,1}9

Writing

1 oo 4 ,
: : _ / 67(1+2tk*)u7(1+ztk*)u du
2+ ity, + ity 0

we can then write the left-hand side of (2.26]) as

J_e+it) ‘
- / (~1) / <le- ) e N ityi(r) dt | du,
eE{O 1}J R \i=1
which by (2.13]) simplifies to
. 2

1yl ~ logp; d

il )€ln u—i—Zeilong* Uu.
66{0 1}J i=1

But as all the large primes p; exceed Ry, , and 7 is supported on [—1,1], the summand vanishes
unless € = 0, in which case the expression simplifies exactly to 5%, as requlred
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2.7. Verification of axiom (iv). We can now establish axiom (iv) (again replacing k by k). If
we introduce the weight
1

F) =1 m ey - Prpilnthe

=14, .
Pyt py” Intks p¢111—1 p‘?j*I
.

then it will suffice to show that
Ef(n) < 27!

which by (2.23)) is equivalent to

209 W\ K
zn:f(n)u(n) < WTIE o Fe <CO¢(W)> .

The left-hand side expands out as

3 (; (i) ()i (fggi’; ) 7 (fgg@)

dieoodgc dy oo €Ny \b=1

K
Z f(n) H Vg dt ) n-+k-
k=1

néelz,2z
Win

(2.27)

The product 1y, Hszl 1[dk7d;€ Jln+k either vanishes completely, or restricts n to a residue class
modulo [di,...,dk,d],...,d]W, which is squarefree except at tiny primes. The function f is

1-bounded, periodic of period at most R{, and will have mean zero on this residue class. From this
we see that

K
> ) ] Laapnn < BI-
ne€(z,2z| k=1
Win

By the triangle inequality, the expression (2.27)) is then at most
< R?..-RLO()KR]

which can easily be seen to be acceptable (recall that j < 2).
We have now shown that axioms (i)—(iv) can be satisfied simultaneously, which was enough to
conclude the proof of Theorem

Remark 2.1. A more careful analysis reveals that the set of n < z for which the conclusion of
Theorem holds can be lower bounded by x exp(—clog3 ) for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 and
sufficiently large x. This is consistent with the (nearly) independent Gaussian heuristics discussed
in the introduction, and it is plausible that one could also use further sieve-theoretic analysis to
obtain a matching upper bound (with a different value of ¢). We will not pursue these questions
here.

3. A QUANTITATIVE CORRELATION ESTIMATE

The objective of this section is to establish the following bound.

Theorem 3.1 (A quantitative correlation estimate). Let X > 2. Suppose that g1, g2: N — C are 1-
bounded multiplicative functions. Let 1 < L <log X and dn be real numbers for all X< N<X,
obeying one of the following two azxioms:
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(i) (Equidistributed case) g1 is real-valued and for all X%* < N < X and a,q € N one has the
equidistribution bound

N
(3.1) Y gi(n) ==y +O(NL).
N<n<2N q
n=a (mod q)

Furthermore, we assume the technical condition

(3.2) gi(p) =1

whenever exp(logl/11 X)<p< exp(logl/lo X).
(ii) (Non-pretentious case) One has 6y = 0 for all X°4 < N < X, as well as the non-pretentious
inequality

(3.3) exp(M(g1; X2, 10g"/1?° X)) > L.

Let ¢ > 0 be a sufficiently small absolute constant. Then, there exists a set € C [V X, X]| satisfying
the logarithmic density bound

log X Je t
such that for any W € [L€] and integers b, hi, ha = O(L®) with hy # ha, we have
w

(3.4) N Z (g1(n+ h1) — 0n)g2(n + ha)l,— (mod W) K Lc
N<n<2N

for all N € [VX,X]\€E.

Remarks 3.2. e A qualitative version of this theorem (with o(1) type error terms), using loga-
rithmic averaging instead of natural averaging outside of an exceptional set, was established
in [44] Theorem 1.3] (in the non-pretentious case) and [48, Theorem 1.4] (in the equidis-
tributed case). The ability to replace logarithmic averaging with natural averaging outside
of an exceptional set was first observed (in the non-pretentious case) in [45]. The £7¢ type
error terms were first obtained by Pilatte [38] (with £ = log X and W = 1) in the model
case of the Liouville function A (which is both equidistributed and non-pretentious), which
improved on [I] and [44]; the arguments here will rely heavily upon those of Pilatte. The
technical condition at small primes can most likely be weakened or even dropped with
some additional work, but in any event this condition is satisfied in our applications, so we
retain it for this paper.

e Note that in the equidistributed case (i) we permit a to share a common factor with g;
thus it asserts that g; is quantitatively equidistributed in both primitive and non-primitive
residue classes of moduli of size O(L). As noted in [48, Remark 1.3], this type of definition
includes all sufficiently non-pretentious 1-bounded multiplicative functions. Note also that

by setting ¢ = 1 in (3.1]) we have
1 _
(35) =y O oiln) 0L =0(1),
N<n<2N
e It is also worth noting that Theorem contains as a special case the following uni-
form bound for Chowla-type averages: For some constant ¢ > 0, for any ai,a9,b1,bs €
[1, (log N)| NN with a1by # agby we have

1
¥ Z Aain + bi)A(agn + be) < (log N)~¢

n<N
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for all N € [2,00) \ £ with & satisfying long le 4t < (log X)~¢ for all X > 2. This follows
from Theorem [3.3(ii) with W = ajas since the Liouville function X satisfies (3.3) by [35)
equation (1.12)] and since we can write

AMain + by)A(agn + be) = A(ar)A(az)A(arasn + agby)A(ajasn + a1by).
3.1. A decoupling inequality. A key tool in the proof of Theorem [3.1 will be Pilatte’s decoupling
inequality.

Theorem 3.3 (Pilatte’s decoupling inequality). Let ;1 > 0 be a sufficiently small absolute constant.
Let H > 0 be sufficiently large in terms of €1. Let J € [¢2logy H| and set Hy == exp(log! ™! H)
and C = exp(e1(logy H)/(2J)). For i € [J], let P; be the set of all primes p with

C2i-2 log p < %1
log Hy

(so in particular Hy <p < H), and let V > 2 be such that

(3.6) > Loy

pEP; p

for all i € [J]. Then, for integer N > exp(log?>®! H), any interval I of length N, any residue
classes b, (mod p) for each prime p, any l-bounded functions g1,g2: Z — C, and any indices
1<iy <---<iy<Jwith J €[J], one has

1 1
Z Z (1"Ebp1 (mod p1) — > e <1n5pr, (mod py/) — ,> gl(n)gg(n +op1-- -pJ/)
(P15 1 )EPiy XX Py, In€l D1 DJ

< V0.51J’N
for o € {—1,+1}.

As noted in [38, Remark 2.5], the trivial triangle inequality bound here is basically of the form
V7' N, so the point is the gain of V0497

Proof. We begin with some initial reductions. By splitting both ¢; and gs into their real and
imaginary parts and applying the triangle inequality, we may assume that g¢;, go are real-valued.
By the Chinese remainder theorem, there exists some (large) positive integer B such that B = b,
(mod p) for all primes p < H. Hence, by shifting the interval I (and g1, g2) by B we may assume
that B vanishes, thus we may replace the constraints n = by, (mod p;) by p; | n without loss of
generality. By interchanging gi, g2 if necessary and shifting n by p;---py (causing a negligible
error by the triangle inequality) we may assume o = +1.
Now the remaining claim is

(37) D <Z <1p1n - pll> (1pJ/|n - ;}) g1(n)ga(n + d)) < VO N

deD nel

for any signs ¢q € {—1,+1}, where D = {p1---py: pp € P;, for all k € [J']}. In the model case
where g1 = go =\, [ = Iy == [N + 1,2N] and J' = J, this claim is essentially [38, Theorem 2.4]
(or more precisely, the key input Sy < e“()V7/2N in the proof of that theorem in [38, end of §3]),
after incorporating [38, Remark 2.6]. Thus, we need to adapt the arguments so that

(i) The functions g1, g2 are not required to be equal to each other;
(ii) The functions g1, g2 are not required to be equal to the Liouville function A;
(iii) The length N interval I is not required to be equal to I; and

(iv) The number J’ of sets P;, of primes is not required to be J.
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Item (ii) is straightforward, as the deduction of the decoupling inequality from the key spectral
radius bound [38, Proposition 3.4] does not use any property of A other than 1-boundedness (as long
as g1, 92 are equal). Item (iv) is also straightforward to implement, as the only property required
in the proof of the sets P; of primes (besides [38, Lemma 2.3(b)]) is that they are disjoint subsets
of (Ho, H) with 1 < cp 1/p < V.

For item (iii), the fact that I = Iy is used in precisely two places in [38], both involving estimates
from [37]. Firstly, in [38, end of Section 3] (and replacing J with J’), the bound

2"
T (WP(H)§Y+J'> < OUNN

neln
is established, where P = Uke[ 7 Pi,. But on expanding out the powers of wp, and noting that
H?Y" <« N2 say, one sees that

3 (wp<n>§y+Jf>2J’ S (wp<n>§y+J')2J’+ O/l

nel neln

for any interval I of length N, and using (a/J’)’" < €% for any a > 0, we get

2"
3 <w7>(n)9/+J’> < Y PV ¢ OV

’VLEIN ’VLEIN

by [37, Lemma (3.10)], just as in [3§], so item (iii) is not a difficulty here. Secondly, in [38, Equation
(23)], the bound

> lupmys2iv < e VSN
nEIN
is obtained. Setting m := |J'V | and applying [37, Lemma (3.10)] one has

3 (wp(n)/2)™ _ 3 et (2D
m)! - ’
neln nely

whence

m! 81/2—1 Jv
Z Lupmy>2rv < (J'V)m ( VN

neln

1/2 (e'/2-1)V
( J’V) m!/2ele IOV
< o IVHE e!/2=1)J'V+J'V/1000 pr

which gives the claim since e’/ — 2 — 1/1000 < —1/3. But again we have

Z (log 2wp(n))™ _ Z (log 2wp(n))™ +O(N1/2+O(l)),

m) m!
nel neln

so there is no difficulty with item (iii) in this step either.

Finally, we turn to (i), which requires a little more care, as the arguments in [38] rely heavily
on the fact that a certain adjacency matrix is Hermitian (i.e., that one is working with undirected
graphs rather than directed graphs), and allowing g1 # g2 will break this symmetry. However,
this can be addressed by the standard techniqueﬂ of “doubling up” a directed graph to create an
undirected graph.

. . - . . _ . 0 A
3A closely related technique is to convert a non-Hermitian matrix A into the larger Hermitian matrix ( At O)’

which has the same operator norm as A.
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We introduce a “double cover” I := Ix{—1,41} of I. If we define the weighted graph G = (I, wy)
with weights

Lpin =3 ) » —m=do €D, !
wo((m, o), (n,0')) = {Cdnpd< pl p) n m. o 040
0, otherwise,

for (m, o), (n,o’) € I, then we observe the symmetry
wo((m, o), (n, 0/)) = wo((n, UI)? (m, o).

Now, writing A = (wo(m,n)),, ,.j for the weighted adjacency matrix of Go and g1,g2 for the
column vectors

g1 = (gl(n)10=+1)(n70)ei; g2 = (92(”)1o=—1)(n,g)efa
we have

91TAg2 =Y > a]] <1pn - ;) g91(n)ga(n + d).

nel deD pld
n+del

Note that, thanks to the introduction of the double cover, we have ga2(n + d) instead of ga(n + od)
here. Since D C [1, H], removing the constraint n + d € I causes an error term of O(H?), which
is negligible, since V' > (logC)/2 > 1 (say) by Mertens’ theorem. It will suffice to prove an
analogue of [38, Proposition 3.4], namely that there exists X C I with |[Iny\X]| < e=7"VI3N such
that all eigenvalues of A|x,y_1 1) are bounded in absolute value by OV I'/2 - By using the
Thara—Bass formula as in [38, §4], one can reduce to establishing an analogue of [38, Proposition
4.7]. Namely, there exists a set Y C Z with |[I\Y| < H61/3N such that all but N/H? eigenvalues
of My 1,1y having absolute value at most Oy I/ 2 where the non-backtracking operator
My y—1,1y is defined in exact analogy with the operator My defined in [38, Definitions 4.4, 4.6].
The arguments in [38, §5] then reduce to establishing a high trace bound for this operator (see
[38, Proposition 5.3]). The crucial bound in [38, Lemma 5.4] continues to hold in our setting; the
coefficients c¢q that now appear in our analogue of My _; 1y are absorbed in the absolute value
signs on the right-hand side (cf. [38, Remark 2.6]), and the passage to the double cover restricts the

signs of the shifts dy,...,dax in [38, (28)] to now be alternating, but this only serves to improve
the bound. 0

3.2. Initial technical reductions. We begin with some initial technical reductions to the task
of proving Theorem We can assume that £ is larger than any absolute constant, as the claim
is trivial otherwise. By shifting n, ho,b by h; (and adjusting c slightly), we may normalize hy = 0,
thus hy = oh for some h € [£] and 0 = £1. If we can prove the claim for any single quadruple
(W,b,0,h), then we can obtain it for all (W,b, o, h) (after replacing ¢ by, say, ¢/4), since there are
only O(£3¢) possible choices of (W, b, o, h) and one can concatenate all the exceptional sets by the
union bound.
In a similar spirit as in Section [2| we adopt the notation

(3.8) Y =6(Z) if Y =0(2L7)

for some constant ¢ > 0 that is independent of the ¢ parameter; in particular any factor of the
form O(L£P()) can be absorbed into the & notation if ¢ is small enough, and any quantity of the
form O(logfcl X) for some ¢ > 0 independent of ¢ will qualify to be of the form 6(1). By Markov’s
inequality, it will now suffice to establish the estimate

T w
- - 1= LAl
ook | X @)= i) oo | = o)
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for ¢ sufficiently small. It will be convenient to treat all the b at once, so we will in fact prove

1 X w dN
(3.9) T=1—% / Yl DL (91(n) = 6n)g2(n+ 0h)luzp (mod w) — = 91)
8 IVX ey | N<n<an

In preparation for applying Pilatte’s decoupling inequality, we let &1 € (0,1/100) be a small
absolute constant (not depending on c¢), and introduce the following scales:

H := exp(log"/1% X)
Hy = exp(log' =" H) = exp(log!~s1)/10 X

J = |clog L|
e1logy H
Vi=—
J

C :=exp(V/2) = exp(e1logy H/(2J))

and define P; as in Theorem For ¢ small enough and X large enough, we can check that
J € [e2log, H], and from Mertens’ theorem one has (3.6]), as well as the matching lower bound

1 1

3.10 Z> =

(3.10) > ozgv
PEP;

(say). Note that all the primes in the P; lie in (Hy, H) and all such primes are coprime to W. Also
note that all the P; are disjoint and that p; ---p; < pj < H for any primes p; € P;. Observe that
any factor of the form O(1)” is of the shape O(L£?(?)) and so can be absorbed into the 6 notation
if ¢ is small enough.

Let i1 < --- < iy be all the indices i € [J] for which

(3.11) >

pEP;
lg1(p),]g2(p)|>1/2

v
> —.
— 10

D=

Note that by the triangle inequality and Haldsz’s theorem for nonnegative multiplicative functions
(see, e.g., [27, Equation (2)]), we have the bound

3" (91(n) = dn)ga(n +oh)| < min Y |gi(n)| + O(LY/N)
N<n<2N I SN

<« min Nexp | — Z L= 1ol + O(L°/N)

jelia) b
19 Vv , .

<K NLC,

unless J' > (1 — 20c¢)J, say. Hence, we may assume that J’ obeys this lower bound for some small
enough constant ¢ > 0.
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For a given N € [\/)? , X], consider the quantity

_ w
Snp = > (g(pr) -+ glps) ™" > N > (91(n) = n)ga(n+ ohpy - -py)
(P15-p 1 )EPiy XX P5 be[W] N<n<2N
l91(Pm),l92(Pm)|>1/2V me[J']

Ln=p (mod W) 1p1~-~pJ/ [n

Making the change of variables n = py ---pyn’ (and permuting the moduli b), we can write
(3.12)

1
S R .
(P12 EPiy XX Py, T wew)
lg1(Pm)|,|g2(Pm)1>1/2V melJ’]

w , ,
Nipi-pn n’)—9o n' 4 oh
Nipi- by ; N (g1(n') = o) ga( )

P1-P g —Pp1P g

Ly=p (mod W) + O(J/VJ/_l/H0)7

where we used the fact that the map b — rb permutes the residue classes modulo W for any integer
r coprime to W and the error term arose from those n for which n or n + ohpy ---py is divisible
by p3 for some j € [J']. Since V' < exp((loglog N)+e) the O(-) error term above is 6(1).

We claim the Lipschitz-type bound

(3.13) 5N/P:5N+6(1)

whenever 1 < P < H and vVX < N < X. This is trivial in the non-pretentious case (ii) since
dn/p;On both vanish there. In the equidistributed case (i), we observe from stability properties of
mean values of real 1-bounded multiplicative functions (see, e.g., [34], (13)] combined with telescopic
summation) that we have

o 1/4
(3.14) 9D IV UEE D SENPOR L B G}

N<n<2N N/P<n<2N/P

and the claim follows from (3.5]), noting that X%* < N/P < N < X.
From (3.13)), we can replace dy by ¢ N/(p1--p ) 11 (3.12) with acceptable error. Observe from the
change of variables N' = N/(p1 ---py) that for any (p1,...,py) € Py x --- x P;,, the integral

dN

1 [[ !/ R
- E e — E gi(n ) — ) wp ) )9 n' +oh L=y (mo W
logX /Xb,e[ ] N/pl..-pjl N - n ( 1( ) N/(p1--py )) 2( ) b (mod W) N

P1P g —PLP g

is equal to T'+ 6(1). Thus, in view of (3.12)), to prove (3.9)), it will suffice to establish the bound

1 X dN 1
lo X/ SN0y €0 2

g VX (plv--wp(ﬂ)EPilX"‘XPiJ, b1 by
|91 (pm),lg2 (pm)|>1/2¥ me[J']

By (3.11)) and the fact that the 6(-) notation can absorb a factor of 107, it suffices to establish the
pointwise estimate

(3.15) Syg < o(V7)
for all N € [V X, X].
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By the triangle inequality, we can write

SN’@SQJ/ SN + Z SN.1

Ic{1,...,J'}:I#£0
where
SN =
w J' 1

Z Z N Z (91(n) = on)g2(n + ohpr-- Py )ln=p (mod W) H <1pj|n - )
(P15--5p g1 )EP4 XX Py gy be[W] N<n<2N j=1 pj
and
SN, =

1 W

> e i > N > (91(n) = n)ga(n + ohp1 -+ pr)luzp (mod W) T,2r pjin | -
(P1yeP g1 )EPsy XX Py, jer b be[W] N<n<2N
We claim that
(3.16) Sy < a(V7.

By splitting the sum in the definition of Sy into residue classes modulo h, it suffices to show that

w
S = > S YN Y @l +a) - oneh o pp) +a)
(p1y-sp g1 )EPsy XX Py, bE[W] a€lh] N/h<n’<2N/h
/ 1
1hn’+aEb (mod W) H <1hn’+a5b (mod pj) — p) < 6(VJ )
j=1 J

Now, (3.16) follows from Theorem 3.3{applied to the functions n — (g1(hn+a)—6n)1pnta=bmod W)
n+— ga(hn + a) for each a € [h],b € [W], and using that V=497 = 5(1) for J' > (1 — 20c).J.
Since the () notation can absorb factors of 27, it thus suffices to show that

(3.17) Sn.r < o(VIH

for all non-empty I C {1,...,J'}.

3.3. Reduction to a short exponential sum estimate. Fix I. By summing over the primes

pj € Pi;, j ¢ I using (3.6)), proving (3.17)) reduces to showing that for each choice of p; € Py, j & I
we have

1 W -
Z H . Z F Z (gl(n) _6N)g2<n+0hpl"'pJ’)1nEb (mod W)lnjglpﬂn <o <H
pi€P;, Vkel L1IE€] Pj be[W] N<n<2N

Making the change of variables n = Pn’ with P = [1¢;pj. and permuting the indices b € [W],
this is

1 W )
Z H ] Z ﬁ Z (gl(Pn/) _ 5N)92(P(nl+ahl—[pj))1n’zb’ (mod W) <0 (V|I|> ,
piePy kel LS ) N'<n/<2N’ jel
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where N’ := N/P. Using (3.13]), we may replace oy by dns with acceptable error. As the factors
of W can be absorbed into the 6(-) error, it suffices to show that

1 1 )
o p; | N > (qPr)) = dn)ga(P( + oh [ [ pi) =y (moa w)| < 6 (V\I\)
pieP;, vkel 1 1i€l Pl N'<n/<2N’ jel

for any given b/ € [W].

As P has J' — |I| prime factors, all of which lie in (Hy, H), it is a routine matter to check by
the triangle inequality that the contribution of the cases where n’ shares a common factor with P
is negligible, and similarly if n’ + oh ] jerPj shares a common factor with P. In such cases, since
either holds or 5/ = 0, we have

g1(Pn') = n1 = g1(P)(g1(n)) = x1);  g2(P(n’ + oh [ [ ) = g2(P)ga(n’ + oh [ [ ps)
jel jel

and we reduce to showing that

Z 1 i, Z (gl(n’) — 5N/)92(n’ + O'thj)ln/Eb/ (mod W) | < 5 (V\ﬂ) ]

- i |V
pi€P; Vel HJEI Pj N'<n/<2N’ jer

The left-hand side is essentially an expression of the form considered in [38, Proposition C.1] (see
also [44, Lemma 3.6]); the functions (g1(n) —0n7)1,/=p (mod w) and gz appearing here are replaced
with the Liouville function, and the dilation oh is not present, but the proof of this proposition
(based on the dyadic decomposition and the circle method) is not sensitive to these changes (In
particular, the proof of [38 Lemma C.2] goes through verbatim). By repeating the arguments in
the proof of that proposition in [38, Appendix C], we reduce to showing that

1 1 3
N > i Y (g1(n) = On) L=t (mod welan)| < 6(1)

N'<n<2N’ n<n/<n+M

for all Hp < M < H and a € R. We can Fourier expand 1,,/—y (moq w) to absorb it in the e(na)
term (absorbing factors of W into the o(-) notation), thus we reduce to showing that

(318) 5 Y T (@) - swelan) <o),

N'<n<2N’ n<n/<n+M

3.4. Proof of short exponential sum estimate. It remains to prove . In the non-
pretentious case (ii), this follows from [35, Theorem 1.7]. The equidistributed case was previously
considered in [48, Lemma 3.6, Lemma 3.7], but with slightly different quantitative conclusions than
are needed here. We will therefore adapt the arguments from these papers as follows. We introduce
the scales 1 < Qp < @) < M by the formulae

Qo == L1/10
Q=MLY
We split into two cases:
e (Major arc case) One has o € [% — é, % + é} for some 1 < ¢ < Qo and some 1 < a < ¢
with (a,q) = 1.
e (Minor arc case) One has o ¢ [% — é, % + é] whenever 1 < g < @Qpand 1 <a <g.
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3.5. The minor arc case. Suppose first that we are in the minor arc case. Then by the geometric
series formula we have

Z e(an)| < Q

z<n<az+M

for all £ > 1, so by the triangle inequality and the choice of ) we reduce to showing that

2N
/ Z g(n)e(an)| de = 6(MN).

N z<n<lz+M
We introduce two further scales Qg < P; < P> < @ by the formulae
Py = 1og'® M
Py = M2,
We repeat the arguments in [35, §3]. We recall the Ramaré identity

=2 2 )HW

P <p<P; pm=n [P17P2]

whenever n is divisible by at least one prime between Py and P, and wip, p,j(m) = > p, <p<ps Lplm-

A standard sieve shows that for any x, at most O(H ii—%) elements n of [z, z+ M] are not divisible
by such a prime, and hence we can use the Ramaré identity to write

Z g(n)e(an) = Z Z g(pm)elapm) +0 (MiZi 2) .

w m 1
z<n<z+M Pi<p<P; z/p<m<z/p+M/p Py} (1) + L

We have g(pm) = g(p)g(m) unless p divides m; estimating this contribution by the triangle in-
equality and standard bounds, we conclude that

_ g(p)g(m)e(apm) logPr = M
2, smelen) = D 2 P +1 (Mlogp2 " P1> ‘

w
r<n<z+M P1<p<P> z/p<m<z/p+M/p

The contribution of the error terms can easily be seen to be acceptable, so we reduce to showing
that

/2N 5 5 g)glmetapm) |\ 5oy,

N P <p<P; o/p<m<z/p+M/p wip, p)(m) +1
We write the left-hand side as

2N g9(p)g(m)e(apm)
/ 0(z) . > e ) 1 dz

N P1<p<P, z/p<m<x/p+M/p

for some 1-bounded : R — C supported on [N, 2N]. By partitioning the range [P;, P»] in the sum
over p into intervals of the form [P, P/] with 3P/2 < P’ < 2P, it suffices by the triangle inequality
to show that

m ~ —
1<m<3N/P WPy, P,] <m) + P<p<P’ R

By Hélder’s inequality, the left-hand side can be bounded by

= /4
< <P> SHE,
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where
4

s= Y | swelapm) /R B(2) Locomper s

1<m<3N/P | P<p<P'
-/ 0000 S go)e(p)alme)g(pr)
(@1,22,23,24) R P<p1,p2,p3,p4 <P’

> e(a(py + p2 — p3 — pa)m) day dae das duy.
1<m<3N/P
z/pj<m<(x+M)/p; Vi€[4]

By the geometric sum formula, the inner sum is < min{M /P, H(m-H?z—ipa—m)H}' By Selberg’s sieve,

any integer n = O(P) has < p3 log_4 P representations as n = p; + p2 — ps — p4. Hence we reduce

to showing that
M 1 }
min § —, —— ¢ = o(M).
MEP {P o]

But recalling the minor arc hypothesis, this follows from [31, Page 346].
3.6. The major arc case. Now suppose that |o — a/q| < é for some coprime a,q with 1 < a <

¢ < Qo. Our arguments here loosely follow those in [4§]. We can subdivide [z,z + M] (up to
negligible error) by intervals of the slightly shorter length

M= ML™?
and also subdivide modulo ¢ to reduce to establishing the bound
2N Y
_{ MN
/ Z (g(n) - 5)6(0[’0)1”;(, (mod q) dr <o ()
N - q
z<n<z+M

for all b € [g]. By hypothesis, e(an) only varies by O(L~°/°H) in the arithmetic progression
{r<n<z+M:n=b(mod q)}, so it suffices to show that

2N ~
/ Z (g(n) - 5)1nEb (mod q) dr < o (]\{]JV) .

N x<n<z+M

Let d = (b, q) and write ¢ = dq’, b=db/, N =dN’', M = dM’. Then (V/,q') = 1 and we can rewrite
the previous bound as

2N’ 1 ) N,
[ hr T -0t | ar <o (5).

!
z<n<z+M’

By Dirichlet character expansion and the triangle inequality, it suffices to show that

2N’ /
[ S st - 20

!
z<n<z+M’

0lyeyo| dz < N'LT"

for some absolute constant 1 and for all characters x of period g, with yo denoting the principal
character. Using the assumption (3.1) and the triangle inequality, we can rewrite this as

2N’ 1 1 o
/ T 2. gldn)x(n) -+ D gldn)x(n)| dr < N'LTT.

N’ z<n<z+M' N'<n<2N'
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We can write g(dn)x(n) = g(dr)x(dr)g(ni1)x(n1) where r is only divisible by primes dividing d,
and ny = n/r is coprime to d. By the triangle inequality, we can bound the left-hand side by

2N’ /r r ,
2/ G Z g(n)x'(n1) — N Z g(n1)x'(n1)| doy

’
r|d®>® Nfr z1<n1<z1+M'/r N'/r<n<2N'/r

where x/(n1) == x(n1)1(n,,q)=1 and 7 | d> means r | d’ for some natural number j. The integral
can be crudely bounded by O(N’/t) when ¢t < 2N’, and vanishes otherwise. Since

N’ 1
Z m < N/ exXp O Z W < N/T(d)o(l)
r|d>® pld

we see from the divisor bound that the contribution of those r with » > £1/2 (say) is acceptable.
For the remaining r, it will suffice to show that

2N’/T t , r , d N/£_277
Y Z g(n1)x'(n1) — N Z g(n)x'(m)| dzg < o

!
N'/r z1<ni<zi1+M'/r N'/r<n<2N'/r

(say). If X is real, then since g; is also real-valued, this follows from the Matoméki-Radziwitt
theorem [34, Theorem 1]. If instead X’ is complex, we may use a complex-valued variant of the
Matoméki-Radziwilt theorem from [35, Theorem A.1], assuming that we can establish the non-
pretentious estimate

, 1
D(gy' . n— nt:N)? > —log, H

say, whenever |t| < N. But this follows from [35, Lemma C.l]ﬁ

3.7. Application to smooth numbers. We conclude this section with a quick deduction of
Theorem [I.7] from Theorem [3.1]

Proof of Theorem|[1.7. By a standard estimate on smooth numbers (see ), Wwe may assume
that u,v € [1,logy z]. By the union bound, if we have the claim with X depending on u, v, then
we also have it (with a smaller value of ¢) for all u,v that are multiples of logy 4¢ . But since p
is a Lipschitz function and the number of integers n € [1,z] that have a prime factor in the range
[:Ua,xo‘“‘)gﬁc 7 is < xal log™%z for 1 < a < log, x by Mertens’ theorem, we can use the same
exceptional set for all u, v.

Now, it suffices to show that for any given w,v € [1, clog, x| we have for all x € X, where
X satisfies for some constant ¢ > 0. By Theorem (3.1, we only need to check that for all
N € [2%4 7], a,q € N and « € [1, clog, z] we have

N log N
Z ]'n is z1/@ smooth — — P (a °8 > + O(N lOgil/2 $),

N<n<2N q lOg z
n=a (mod q)

say. But after using multiplicativity to reduce to the case (a,q) = 1 (with the range of N relaxed
to [20-3, z]) this follows from standard estimates for smooth numbers (see, e.g., [30, Theorem 1.1])
and the Lipschitz property of p. O

4That lemma assumes that x is fixed, but the proof clearly works for all x of modulus at most log'?°® H, say.
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4. APPLICATION TO CONSECUTIVE VALUES OF ARITHMETIC FUNCTIONS

In this section we prove Theorem We begin with the claim for €2, which already contains
the main ideas. Let X be a large asymptotic parameter going to infinity. In this section, we use
the notation that

(4.1) Y =06(Z) means Y = O(Zlog,“X) for some absolute constant ¢ > 0
(note that this differs from our usage in Sections 2H3). It will suffice to show that
1 _
(4.2) {z <n<2z:Qn)=QMn+1)} = <2\/% + 5(1)) zlogy 2 x
for all z € [V/X, X] outside of an exceptional set £ with
d

(4.3) L~ 5(log X).

e X

By Markov’s inequality, it suffices to show that

X1 1 dr  _{ logX
VX | T 2y/rmlogy “x| T logy’~ X

In order to handle the 7 case later, we will establish the following technical generalization: if
1 <w <logyz and dy, d1 € N<,, are coprime with

(4.4) do, dy < exp(2logt/* z),

and | = O(logs x) is an integer, then
(4.5)

[l
VX

;|{x <n <2z Qsy(n) =Qsyn+1) =15 ney =do; (n+ 1)<y =di}| — K

dz = 0(rlog X)
x

where (dod)
1 o(dody < 2>
K = 1 _ .
2\/7>Tlog§/2 X d3di pgu P
ptdodi

Readers who are only interested in the €2 and w cases and not the 7 case may safely set w = dy =

d; =1 and [ = 0 in the arguments that follow, so that x = %/2
2y/mlogy " X

We use the circle method. The left-hand side can be written as

B R ) Q0 )1 d dz
[y I D s b
We introduce the scale
R = logé/4 X

and let n: R — R be a smooth function supported in [—2, 2] that equals one on [—1, 1]; then n(R-)
is supported in [-2/R,2/R]. It will suffice to establish the low frequency estimate

(4.6) /Rn(Roz)e(al) Z e(aQsw(n))e(—aflsw(n + 1)1, —dy; (n+1)<p=d; Ao = (1 +0(1))kz
r<n<2x

for all VX <z < X, as well as the high frequency estimate
(4.7)

/X 1/1/2(1_(3))“) S e(0Qu(m)e(—aQn + 1)1 da| & = 5 (wlog X)
v |7 ) n(Ra))e(a m§n<2zea sw(n))e(—a2(n ncw=do; (n+1)<=dy dor| —— = 0(rlog X).
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4.1. The high frequency estimate. We begin with the high frequency estimate (4.7)). Since
—n(Ra) is supported on the region 1/R < |a| < 1/2, it suffices by the triangle inequality to show
that

X 1 dx ~
(48) \/V\/Y ; wgnz<2:t e(@Q>w(n))e(_aQ>w(n + 1))1n§w:d0; (n+1)§w=d1 ? =0 (K log X) :

for all such a.
The function n +— e(afd(n)) is multiplicativeﬂ and of modulus 1. We will establish the lower
bound

(4.9) M(n — e(afsy(n)); X2, 1og"/1%° X)) > log, X.

Note that, writing W = Hp<wp and v,(n) for the p-adic valuation of n, we can decompose

1n<w—do, n+l)<y=d1 = H 1n =;j (mod d; 1(n+j,W/dj):1 : H (1 - 1pvp(d0)+1‘n)(1 - 1pvp(dl)+1‘n+1)7
pldod1

and by the Chinese remainder theorem this can be expressed as an alternating sum of < 4«(dod1) &
dody terms of the form

Lo=b (mod v) - go(n)g1(n + 1),

where b € N, U | d3d?, and g; is the completely multiplicative function with g(p) = Lywyq; for all
primes p. Hence, (4.9) implies the desired bound (4.8) by the non-pretentious case of Theorem
with £ = log® X for some absolute constant ¢ > 0, since we can use (4.4)) to absorb losses of

dg(l)d?(l) into the £7¢ type factors (and also noting for similar reasons that £7¢ < k).
It remains to show (4.9). By the definition (1.17) of M (), it suffices to show that

/2 x

3 1 —Re(e(a)x(p)p™)

p

> lo gl
w<p<X?2

for all [t| < X2 and all Dirichlet characters x of period at most logl/ 125 X Suppose first that y
is non-principal, or that y is principal with |¢t| > 2log, X. In either case, then L(s,x) has the
Vinogradov—Korobov zero-free (and pole-free) region of the form

s € C: [Im(s) —t| <logy, X;Re(s) >1-— € 7 .
log2/3Xlog X

for some constant ¢ > 0; see, e.g., [0, Theorem 2]. From this and a standard Perron formula
argument we can show that

exp(log?/* X)<p<X
(say), and hence on discarding all primes in [w, exp(log®/* X)] we have

1 — Re(e(@)x(p)p")
2 ’

> logy X
w<p< X2

in this case from Mertens’ theorem. It remains to consider the case when x is principal and
[t] < 2logy X. If log™'/2 X < |t| < 2logy X, then from the prime number theorem with classical

SIn fact it is completely multiplicative, but we will not use this fact as it is not true for the w counterpart.
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error term we can write

. 2 .
x(p)pt [ y' 1
g ) = ; dy < 73 x < 1,

exp(log!/? X)<p< X2 xp(log!/? X) Y logy |t| log

so in this case from Mertens’ theorem one has

1 — Re(e(a it 1
3 ( (p )x(p)p") >

logy X — O(1),
w<p< X2

which is acceptable. Finally, if x is principal and [¢| < log™'/2 X, then for for log"/'® X < p <
exp(log'/* X)) one has

1 - Re(e(a)x(p)p") = 1 = Re(e() + O(|t|log"* X) > R™?,

and hence

1— it
Z Re(e(a)x(p)p") > R 2log, X = logl/2 X.
w<p< X2 p
Thus we obtain (4.9)) in all cases.

4.2. The low frequency estimate. Now we prove the low frequency estimate (4.6). We can
rewrite the left-hand side as

A Quwm+1) — Quy(n) +1
R Z N <27r = R 2 1ngw:do;(n+1)gw:d1

r<n<2x

where
Alu) = / n(#)e=it dt
R

is the Fourier transform of 7. We introduce the scale

1/2
z=g/B

and partition the primes into three classes:

e tiny primes p < w;
e small primes w < p < z; and
e large primes p > z.

A number of size O(x) has at most O(logz/log z) = O(RY/?) large prime factors (counting multi-
plicity), thus

Qs.(n) < RY?
and thus
Qow(n) = Q<o (n) + O(RY?).
Similarly for Q~,,(n 4+ 1). We can thus approximate
Dow(n+1) = Qsp(n) +1  Que<z(n+1) = Que.<z(n)
R R

Since 7 is a Schwartz function, its derivative decays superpolynomially, so we may use the mean-
value theorem to write the left-hand side of (4.6]) as the sum of a main term

R Que<z(n+1) — Que.<z(n
(4.10) R E n <27T <= ( é =5 ( )> 1n§w=d0;(n+1)§w=d1
r<n<2x

+O(R™Y?),
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and an error term

Sw:dl

szn+1 _Qw-zn 10
(411) 9] R1/2 Z <1+ <-< ( % <-< ( )) 1nSw:dO;(n+1)

r<n<2z

(say). Let us first consider the main term (4.10). By (1.21]) the proportion of x < n < 2z with

ne, > xt/ R i O(exp(—cR'*)) for some absolute constant ¢ > 0. Hence the contribution of such

1/4 . .
L/RYY, Therefore, we can restrict our attention to natural

1/RY/4

n is negligible. Similarly if (n+ 1)<, > «
numbers n for which both n<, and (n + 1)<, are bounded above by x , and hence the small
prime factors dj) :== ny<.<, and d} == (n + 1)y<.<, are also bounded by gL/ R

of the main term can be rewritten as

Q(dy) — (dyp)
R Z < : R : Z lngw:do;(n+1)§w:dl§nw<<§z:d{);(n+1)w<~§z:d/17

(dfy,d))es’ z<n<2z

. Thus this portion

where S’ is the set of pairs of coprime d),d} € Ny<.<, with dfj, d; < 2/B* By the fundamental
lemma of sieve theory ([22, Theorem 6.12] applied to the set A = {n(n + 1)/(dodyd1d}): n €
[z,2z], dodfy | n, did] | n+ 1}), the inner sum is equal to

(1+ O(exp(—chM)))dOdlld,d 11 <1 - ;) 11 <1 - ;) "

pldodydjydy p<z
pldod1dyd

for some ¢ > 0. We can factor this as

(2T + O(e§><:p(—c]~21/4)))mf(log;/2 X)(p(déd,l)) H <1 - 2) .
1

Thus, to control the main term, it suffices to show that

412) R > mA(%W> I1 <1—;>:<2\1/%+0( )>10g2 24

(dg,dy)es’ w<p<z
pldyd}
and
dhd" 2 —1/9
(4.13) Rexp(—cR1/4) Z (:;()206;))2 H (1—) < 10g21/ T
(ddpes 0 N pap<s p
pldyd}

The left-hand side of (4.13) may be bounded by

< Rexp(—cR') ] (1 +0 (1;))

w<p<z

which is acceptable, so we now turn to (4.12). We can remove the constraints dj, dj < 2/ B ith
negligible error. Indeed, the cost of removing this condition can be crudely bounded using Rankin’s
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trick by

*1/R1/4 1 _g
< Rz Z (d6)1+1/logz(d/1)1+l/logz H (1 p>

dj,diENy <. <, w<p<z

pldgd,
1 1
<<Rx_1/R1/4 H 140 ogp 4=
plogz = p?

w<p<lz
< R(log z)o(l)x_l/R1/4
by Mertens’ theorem, which is acceptable. Thus we now reduce to showing that
pldody) . (5 dy) — Q(dp) 2 [ ~1/2
414) R Y i (er———L) ] (1-=) = (57=+0(1) |log; " x
(g ayese (B0 ( ) R w<p<z P 2vm
pldgd,
where S” is the set of pairs of coprime dj,d| € Ny<.<.,. We introduce the random variables
do,d; € Ny<.<. by the formulae
di — H pai’p

w<p<lz
for i = 0,1, and the random pairs (ag p,a; ) were defined in Theorem Observe that (dg,d;)

takes values in S”, with
2
P((do. 1) = (dh.d}) = I (i-2)
w<p<lz p

pidyd,
for all (dj),d}) € S”. Indeed, from Theorem (1.4 one can check that
ap+ai 2 1a0:a1:0
p(p®t) (1 >

p2a0+2a1 - ];

whenever ag, a1 are non-negative integers with at most one of ag, a; non-zero; multiplying over all
w < p < z gives the claim.
The estimate (4.14]) can now be expressed probabilistically as

(o Q(dy) — Q(do) L. ~1/2
ER7p <27rR = NG +06(1) | log, 2y
where the random variables dg,d; € Ny,«.<, take the form
d; = H prir
w<p<lz
for i = 0,1, and the random pairs (agp, a; ) were defined in Theorem If we set

P((agp, a1p) = (ag,a1)) =

by, = aip — agp,

then we have

Q(d1) - Qdo) = Y b,

w<p<lz
and b, for small primes p are independent random variables taking values in Z with distribution

2
Pb,=0)=1--
p

1\ 1

P(b, ==+j) = <1 — > —

p) v
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for j € N. Our task is now to show that

b ~
(4.15) ERi) (%Z“@SZ p) = 21 o)

R /7mlogy x

Each b;, has mean zero and variance % + O(]%), hence by Mertens’ theorem and independence, the

sum ), <, bp has mean zero and variance (2 + 6(1)) log, .

4.3. A local limit theorem. At this point we invoke a local limit theorem.

Lemma 4.1 (Local limit theorem). We have

—m?2/(4logs x) ~
(4.16) Pl b=m|=° 27+ 6(1)

wep<s 24/mlogy

uniformly for integers m.

Proof. 1f the b, were uniformly bounded, and we were satisfied with a qualitative o(1) decay term,
this would follow from Prokhorov’s local limit theorem (see, e.g., [43, Theorem 1.25]). Because our
variables are unbounded and we have a more quantitative error term, we perform a more explicit
computation here. By the circle method and independence, we can expand the left-hand side

of (4.16) as
1/2
/ e(—am) H Ee(ab,) da,

—1/2 w<p<lz

which after a change of variables becomes

1 logy/* /2 1/2 1/2
1/2/ e e(—am/logy “ x) H Ee(ab,/logy ” x) do.
10g2 x J—logy “x/2 w<p<lz
If we can show the approximation
(4.17) H Ee(osz/log;/2 z) = exp(—4n?a?) + 6(exp(—ca?))
w<p<lz
for |a| < log;/4:17 and
(4.18) H Ee(abp/log;/2 z) L exp(—clogé/2 x)
w<p<lz
for logé/ Yz <lal < log;/ ®2/2 and some ¢ > 0, then the claim follows from the standard Gaussian

integral identity

1 y?
—47%202 — 2miya)do = —— -
/Rexp( o miya) da 2ﬁeXp( 4)

for y € R and the triangle inequality.
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/4

First suppose that |a| < logé x. By the explicit form of the distribution of b, one can write

Ee(ab,/ log;/2 x)=1—E(1- cos(27r04bp/log§/2 x))

=1- 22(1 - cos(QTraj/log;/2 x)) (1 - 11)) ;7

=1

B 47202 N < a2 N ot >
- plog, x p?logox  p log% x
47202 o? at
=exp | — +0 | + 5
plogy, x p-logax  plogix

472a? a? o?
=exp | — +0|( = + 372 .
plogy x p*logy x plogy " x

Taking products and using Mertens’ theorem in the form

(4.19) Z 11) = (1+0(1))log, z,

w<p<lz
we can bound the left-hand side of (4.17)) by
exp(—4n2a? + 6(a?))

and the claim (4.17) follows from the mean value theorem. For logé/ Yo < la| < logé/ gz /2, we use
the monotone decreasing nature of cosine on [0, 7] and the estimates 1 —cost < t? and e! = 14+O(t)
for |t] <1 to instead bound

- 1\ 1
Ee(abp/log;m x)=1- 22(1 - Cos(27rozj/log§/2 7)) <1 — p> =

J=1

1\ 1 1
<1-2(1-cos(2mra/lo 1/2:17 <1—>+O<>
( (2mar/ logy' “ 1)) o) p

< 1—2(1 — cos(2n/logy/* x)) <1 - ;) Lio (pg)

p
1
< exp —;1/2 +0 <2>
plogy “x p
for some ¢ > 0; multiplying in p and using (4.19) again, we obtain (4.18]) in this case. O

4.4. Conclusion of the argument. We apply Lemma 4.1/ to (4.15). The contribution of the (1)
error can be seen to be negligible due to the decay of 7, so it suffices to show that

oo
3 Rj (27%) e~m /AT — 1 4 5(1),
m=—o0
But this is clear since by the Poisson summation formula we have

i Rij (27%) - i n(Rk) = 1

m=—o0 k=—0oc0

and e~ /4log27 — 1 4 5(1) for |m| < R3/? (say), and Ri(2r) < R0 for |m| > R3/2. This
concludes the proof of (4.10). A similar analysis (but without the need for such fine control on
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main terms) lets one bound the left-hand side of (4.11)) by
~10 e—m2/4log2x + 5(1)

1/2 m
< f Z (1+R> 2\/mlogy x

m=—00

which one can easily verify to be O(R™'/2) = 6(1). This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.6 . for €.
For w, the argument is similar, but the random variable b, now has to be defined as

b, = max(a; p, 1) — max(agp, 1),
which now takes values in {—1,0, 1} with distribution
2
Pb,=0)=1-—
(b= 0)=1-2
P(b, =+1) = -

However, the mean and variance of ) _. b, obeys the same asymptotics as before. The analogue

p<z
of (4.1)) can then be achieved by similar calculations.

4.5. The analogue for the divisor function. Now we turn to the analogous problem for T,
which is a little trickier. With X as before, it suffices by Markov’s inequality to show that

@ 5 log X
= 1Ogl/z ‘

The contribution of those n which are divisible by p? for some p > w to the integrand is O(1/w)
which is acceptable, and similarly for n + 1. Thus we may restrict attention to those n for which
N>y and (n + 1)s,, are both squarefree. In that case we have

7(n) = 7(n<w)220>)

and similarly for n + 1. Next, by (1.21]) the contribution to (4.20) from those n for which n<,, >
1/4 . o B
exp(log,’” X)) is by Rankin’s trick

X

d€N<w
1/4 )

X
(4.20) /\/y %|{x§n<2x: T(n)=71(n+ 1)} —

We introduce a cutoff

\/ﬂlogQX

w =logy X

d>exp(log,

< (log X) (log w) exp(—(logy* X)/(log w))

- log X
= 0 —_—
10g1/2

for some constant ¢ > 0, thus giving a negligible contribution; similarly for (n + 1)<,,. Finally, we
perform the standard first moment calculation

1 1 1
- Z T(n<y) < Z E<<exp Zf < logw = logg X,

r<n<2z deN<y, p<w

so up to acceptable errors, we can restrict to the case where 7(n<,) < logy, X, and similarly for
T((n + 1)<y). Thus we can replace the condition 7(n 4 1) = 7(n) by the three conditions

(1) n<w, (n+ 1)<y < exp(log§/4 X)
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(ii) T(n<w), 7((n + 1)<w) < logy X and 7((n + 1)<y) = 2'7(n<,,) for some integer | (which is
then necessarily in [—2logs X, 21ogs X]).
(iii) Q((n+ 1)sw) = Q(nsw) — L.
Also we must have n<y,, (n + 1)<, coprime. We can thus replace the left-hand side of by

[y ¥ iy ! |
VX x n<w=do; (n+1) <w=d1 * Q> (n+1)=0>w (1)~ QW z

[1|<2logs X (do,d1)€S; 2<n<2z

where S; is the set of coprime pairs dy,d; € N<,, such that dp,d; < exp(logé/4 X), 7(do), 7(dy) <
logy X, and 7(dy) = 2'7(dp). Since any factor of

1 2 1 .
S0 L o x [ (1++o ()) < log} X
dody p p
|1|<2logs X (do,d1)€ES] p<w

can be absorbed into the 6(-) type error terms, we may safely invoke (4.5]) and replace this expression
by

X @(dody) cr dz
/\/)7 Z Z d3d? 2\/7r10g2 H < ) 2\/mlogy X R

ll|<2logz X (do,d1)€S)
pfdoih
Thus it will suffice to show that

(4.21) > @E;(;‘il) I1 <1 - ;) = ¢y +0(1).

ll|<2logy X (do,d1)eS; 01 p<w
ptdoda

We may replace the double sum with a single sum Z(do d)es where S is the set of coprime pairs

do,d; € N<,, such that do,d; < exp(logé/4 X), 7(dp),7(d1) < logy X, and w is an

integer. The left-hand side can then be expressed probabilistically as
P((do,d1) € )
where the random variables dg, d; are constructed by the formula
d;, = H pip
p<w

for i = 0,1, where the random pairs ag y, a1, are defined as in Theorem

An easy application of the first moment method shows that logdg < logé * X and 7(dp) < logy X
with probability 1 — (1), and similarly for d;. Thus the above probability is equal to

log7(d;) — log7(do) _
P < 110g2 92=0 (mod 1)> —5(1).

We can write

log 7(dy) — log 7(dp)
log2 Z ¢, (mod 1)

plw
where the ¢, are defined in ([1.11). By (1.12)) and the union bound we have

Zcp:;cp

psw
with probability 1 — O(1/w) =1 — 6(1). The claim follows.
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Remarks 4.2. e The above analysis in fact gives a “local limit theorem”
e—m?/4logyw O(log, “ z)

24/mlogy

uniformly in m for all x outside of an exceptional set (4.3)), and similarly for €2. Similarly,

%Hn <ziwn+1) —wn) = m}| =

one has
{ < T(n + ].) 2m a } ‘ C’T‘,a/beimz/4 10g2 x 4 O(lOg;C .le)
—in<g: ————==2"_ 4| =
T - 7(n) b 2,/mlogy

uniformly for integers m for a fixed rational a/b > 0 with odd numerator and denominator,

where
loga —logb
CT,a/b =P ZCP = W (mod 1)
P
is a generalization of ¢; = c;1: we leave these generalizations of Theorem to the

interested reader. Among other things, this can be used to recover the recent result of
Eberhard [8] that in fact every element of (0,00) is a limit point of the sequence (7(n +
1)/7(n))se;, which solved a problem of Erdés [15], [2, Problem #864].
e With more effort, we expect it to be possible to use these methods to obtain a two-
dimensional local limit theorem of the form
—((mo—logy x)2+(m1—log, 2)?)/(41og, x —c
é]{nﬁx:w(n):mo,w(n—kl):ml}\:e ‘ T o)/ )+O(10g2 ?)

2mlogy x

(outside of an exceptional set of z, of course) and similarly for  and 7, which would in
particular provide an alternative proof of the results in [3]. However, this would require
several technical modifications to the argument, in particular replacing the single frequency
a with a pair ag, a1, and also establishing a two-dimensional analogue of Theorem and
we will not pursue these modifications here.

e The results for w(n) = w(n + 1) can be adapted to other pairwise equations such as w(n) =
w(n + h) for fixed h # 0 without significant modifications. However, to handle three-point
equations such as w(n) = w(n+1) = w(n+2) one would require, in addition to the previously
mentioned extension of the methods to two dimensions, a version of Theorem for triple
correlations, which does not appear to be within currentﬂ technology. For similar reasons
we are currently unable to remove the exceptional set in Theorem

5. APPLICATION TO AN IRRATIONALITY PROBLEM OF ERDOS

In this section we establish Theorem As with [4I], our arguments will proceed by un-
derstanding the distribution of consecutive blocks w(n + 1),...,w(n + L) of the prime counting
function w for some relatively small L; but without the prime tuples conjecture, the control on this
distribution will be quite crude.

Suppose for contradiction that the above sum is equal to a/q for some integers a,q > 1, thus

gy —— =0 (mod1).

~ w(h)
oh

h=1

We view ¢ as fixed, and allow all implicit constants to depend on gq.

6Such methods may however be able to control partially relaxed versions of such equations, such as w(n) =
w(n 4+ 1) = w(n + 2) + O(1), in which the contribution of large prime factors of n 4 2 can be ignored.
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5.1. Shifting and dilating. Reindexing h as n+h for some natural number n and then multiplying
by 2", we conclude that

(5.1) qz w(n;l—h) =0 (mod 1)
h=1

for any n € N.
To make use of these congruences, we exploit the additivity of w to dilate the shift h. If p is a
prime, we have the identity

w(pn) = w(n) +1- 1p|n

for any natural number n, and hence if n is divisible by p,
n
w(n+ph)=w <p + h> + 1= 12 gph-
Since
1
qzjh:q:o (mod 1)
h=1

we conclude (after applying (5.1) with n replaced with n/p) the identity

(5.2) ¢y “(”;hph) — —¢6,(n) (mod 1)
h=1

whenever p | n, where é,(n) is the quantity

= L2t ph
n+
h=1

In practice, d,(n) will be negligible for typical n and primes p that are not too small.

5.2. Taking an alternating sum to cancel terms. Inspired by the theory of the Gowers uni-
formity norms, we now manipulate to eliminate the role of the first few terms in h, at the
cost of increasing the number of remaining terms. Let K be a natural number to be chosen later,
and suppose that we can find parameters pg € N and v1,...,vx € Z such that the quantities

(5-4) De = Dpo + €101 + -+ + €EKVK

are distinct primes for all € = (ey,...,ex) € {0,1}*. Let n be a natural number obeying the
congruences

K
(5.5) n= Zkekvk (mod p,) for all €= (ey,...,ex) € {0,1};
k=1
we also assume the lower bound
K
(5.6) n> > kvl
k=1

so that the quantities n — Zszl kegvy are all positive. From (5.2)) with p = p. and n — Zszl kervg
in place of n, we have
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for each € € {0,1}% where the integer shifts 7. j, are defined by the formula

K K

(5.7) Teh = Deh — Z kepvy = poh + Z(h — k)epvg.
k=1 k=1

Taking an alternating sum over €, we conclude that

> —Dlwn +r
QZ > ecqoyx ( ;})l (n+ e,h):_q Z (—1 H(g <n—zk€kvk> (mod 1)

h=1 ec{0,1} K

where €| := €1+ - -+€x. The point of doing this is that for 1 < h < K, the shift r¢ j, is independent
of €, thanks to (5.7). As a consequence, we have

Z (=1)"w(n+rep) =0,
€h€{07+1}

so the summand on the left-hand side vanishes for such h. Eliminating these terms and reindexing,
we obtain the identity.

> Y coyx (=D w(n + repi k) K
(5.8) qz (o1} h TR = —q Z ‘ ‘(5 n— Z kexvr | (mod 1).
k=1

h=1 e€{0,1}K

Applying the Lipschitz function ¢ — e(t), we conclude that

2 Y eeqoayx (=D w(n +repnix)
e (qz {0,1} STES =14+0 Z ) | n— Z kegvg
h=1

ec{0,1} K

5.3. Taking expectations and truncating. If we let n be a random natural number (whose
distribution is to be determined) obeying (5.5)), (5.6), and take expectations, we conclude

e —Dldwmn +r
(59) Ee <qz ZGG{O,I}K( 1) ( + e,h—i—K)) _1 +O(/€1)

oh+K

where k1 is the error term

3 0 r)
(5.10) K1 = Z Ed,, (n—zkekvk>= Z Z P(p? e,h

e€{0,1}K k=1 ec{0,1} K h=1

In practice, it will be easy to show that 1 is negligible. We split 3 ;% as >, + ;. for some
cutoff H to be chosen later, and use Taylor expansion to rewrite (5.9) as

Z Zee{o,l}K(_1)|E|W(n + rehtK)

Ee q oh+K

=1+ O(k1) + O(k2)
1<h<H

where

Ky = Z ZeE{O,l}K Ew(n + T€,h+K) ‘

(5.11) TR

h>H

We will be able to make the tail error ko negligible by setting the parameter H to be suitably large.
Using (L.1]), we can rewrite this as

(5.12) Ee (Z Xp> =1+ O(/’il) + O(Hz)
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where for each prime p, X,, denotes the random variable

p|l’l+7’5 h+K
(5.13) Xp=q Y, D ()R

1<h<H ee{0,1}K

In practice, each of the X, will be individually small, but a certain sum Epe 5, Xp will be moderately
large (in variance), which we will be able to use to ultimately contradict (5.12).

Suppose that we have some partition Sy W S W Sy of the set of primes p into a core set S7 and
exceptional sets Sp, S2, with the hypothesis that the X,, are deterministic constants X, for p € Sy
(in practice, this will be accomplished by enforcing a congruence condition on n for each prime in
Sp). By Taylor expansion and Cauchy—Schwarz one has

e<zpjxp):e Y Xy |Ee| > X, |+O0|E|) X,

PESoH PESL PES?2

S X | Be | Y X, | +O(k3)

PESH PES
where
2\ 1/2
(5.14) ksi= [ E[) X,
PES?
So now we have
(5.15) Ee [ Y X, || =1+0(x1) + O(k2) + O(k3).

PESL

Obtaining an adequate control on k3 will be somewhat delicate, particularly for very large primes
where the correlation estimate of Theorem [3.1]is needed.

5.4. Extracting a variance bound. Intuitively, the estimate (5.15) suggests that > ¢ X, has
small variance, but to make this precise we will need to assume some approximate independence
properties between the X,,. We let X, be a copy of X,,, but with the X/, jointly independent in p.
We consider the difference

/
S x)om (Y,
PES] PES]
By Taylor expansion with remainder to some even index M, we can write this as

M-1 . m m
(2mi)™ /
> B[ X)) —E(XX,

m=0 pES] pEST
M M

/

(Xx] ey
PEST pEST

and hence

> Xy | —Ee| ) X | =0(ka)+0 (2]7\2!ME > X,

PESL PEST PES
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where
m m

(2m)™
(5.16) Ky = B Y X,| —E[) X,
m=0

pES] PES]

S

We will choose the primes in S7 to be small enough that x4 is easy to make negligible. We have
the power series inequality

t ot W M
e +e " >ell = >t /M!

for any real t. Applying this with t = 27e Zpe s Xp, and then taking expectations, using indepen-
dence and rearranging, we conclude that

M
Z X, <E | exp | 2me Z X, | +exp | —2me Z X, /eM
peEST pEST PEST
Hpesl Eexp(2meX,) + Hpesl E exp(—2meX,)
— = .
e

As M is even, the left-hand side is non-negative, hence by (5.16) and the triangle inequality we
have

M
2 M
(]7\})' E(Y X +E(> X < K+ ks
' pES] peS)
where
(5.17) . Tles, Bexp@neX,) + I]es, Bexp(—2meX,)
. . |

eM

We will be able to make k5 small by choosing the degree M to be somewhat large.
By independence, (5.15), and the triangle inequality, we conclude that

[ Be(X,)| = |Be | )X,

peEST PEST

I
&
N
P4
i

+ O(k4 + K5)

Assuming that
(5.18) Kl,...,k5 =0(1)

as some asymptotic parameter x goes to infinity along some sequence, we can then take logarithms
to conclude (for sufficiently large z) that

Zlog <<Zf<;9

PEST

If we have

(5.19) X, =o(1)
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for all p € S, then by Taylor expansion of the complex exponential there exists some 6 € [—1/2,1/2]
for which we can have

|Ee(X,)| = ReEe(X, — 0) =1 — E(1 — cos(2m(X,, — §))),
and then using 1 — cos(t) < t? for [t| < (2 —1/10)7 and 1 —t < et for t € R, we have
[Ee(X,)| < 1 - cE(X, - 6)°
<1-cVarX,
< exp(—cVarX,)

for some constant ¢ > 0, and hence

5
(5.20) Z VarX, < Z Kj.
j=1

PESL

To obtain the desired contradiction, it now suffices to show

Theorem 5.1 (Technical reduction). There exists a sequence of x going to infinity for which the
following statement holds: there exist natural numbers K, H, M with M even, integers pg > 1
and vy, ...,V with p. == pg + €1v1 + - - - + egvg distinct primes for all e € {0, 1}K, a partition of
the primes into disjoint sets Sy, S1, S2, and a random natural number n obeying , 5.6) — all of
which can depend on x — such that (recalling ) the quantities k1, . . ., ks defined in :, ,
(5.14), (5.16), (5.17) obey , but the random variables X,, defined in are deterministic

for p € Sy and also obey the condition

(5.21) > VarX, > 1.
PESL

Indeed, it is clear that (5.18]), (5.20)), and ((5.21]) will contradict each other for x large enough.

5.5. Selecting parameters. It remains to establish Theorem In the rest of the section we
assume that x is sufficiently large. There is some flexibility in the choice of parameters, but for the
sake of concreteness we shall make some (slightly arbitrary) choices. We define

2log, x
(5.22) K = { 10542 J
(5.23) H = |log3 z]
(5.24) M = 2|log, x|
(5.25) H, = |log3z]
(5.26) P = exp(log3 z)
(5.27) L :=log'/ 187 g
(5.28) R = g/ logie
(5.29) Ry = g!/1%0

Recalling the notations << and <& from Subsection for future reference we observe the
hierarchy of scales

le K< logy x =(logy Ry —logy R) << H =< 2K
(5.30) <« log P < log(H, K P)<< M = log, R = log, v << H, <2 <« P< P?"
<« (HKP)?"' 7 « [ « log r< PM <2t <« R RM << Ry <« .
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Thus for instance

22K 2 1 1
(5.31) P € < (1gp>>

Similarly to Section [2 we divide the shifts A > 1 into three classes:

e near shifts 1 < h < H,;
o far shifts H < h < Hy; and
o very far shifts h > H.

Now we select the parameters pg, v1, ..., Vk.

2K

Lemma 5.2. There exist integers py, v1,. ..,k with po > 1 such that the integers po+ejv1+-- -+
exvi for e € {0,1}X are distinct primes in [P/2, P], and furthermore for all € € {0,1}* and near
shifts 1 < h < H, the quantities v p+x (defined in (5.7)) are all distinct.

Proof. This is an application of the “Hilbert cube lemma”, which we will utilize via the modern
language of Gowers uniformity norms. There are =< & primes in [P/2, P]. Embedding this
interval in Z/(5P)Z, and letting f: Z/(5P)Z — {0,1} be the indicator function of the embedded
primes (that is, f(x) = ZP/2Sp§P Ly=p(mod 5P)), We thus have

1
| fllerz)pyzy > Tog P’

where the Gowers norms are defined in ([1.18]). Thus by monotonicity of the Gowers norms (see,
e.g., [A7, (11.7)])

1
| fllox @z s pyz) > log P’

We conclude that if we select pg, v1,...,0x uniformly at random from Z/(5P)Z, the probability
that f(po + €101 + - -~ + ex0r) = 1 for each e € {0,1}X is

C
>
B <10gP>

for some constant ¢ > 0. On the other hand, the probability that two of the pg+ €191 4+ - - + ex Uk
coincide is

2K

022K/ P).
Similarly, the probability that e 4k and 7o /4 coincide for some €, € € {0,1} and h, W' € [H]
with (e, h) # (¢/, 1) is

02?5 H?/P),
where we set
K
fe,h = ﬁgh — Z kEk@k.
k=1

By , we conclude that for = large enough, we can select pg, 01, ...,0x € Z/(5P)Z such that
(i) f(Po+ e1¥1 + -+ + exg) = 1 for each e € {0, 1}%;
(ii) No two of the pg + €101 + - - - + e for € € {0,1}5 are equal; and
(iii) No two of the e sk for € € {0,1} and h € [H] are equal.
We now lift this situation from Z/(5P)Z) back to Z. By definition of f and (i), each of the
Do + €101 + -+ - + €xVg is equal to a prime in [P/2, P]. In particular, pg = po (mod 5P) for some
prime py € [P/2,P], and on comparing two adjacent elements of the cube {0,1}% we see that
O = vi (mod 5P) for some integer —P/2 < v, < P/2. By traversing the cube one edge at a time,
we also see that pg + €1v1 + - - - + €x vk is equal (not just equal mod 5P) to a prime p. in [P/2, P]
for every ¢ € {0,1}¥ (the modulus 5P is large enough to prevent “wraparound” from occurring).
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By (ii), the pe are all distinct. By construction we have 7, = re for all € € {0, 1}¥ and h € [H],

and so by (iii) the r j4x are distinct as well, giving the claim. O
Let pg,v1,...,vx be as above. From the triangle inequality we note the trivial bounds
(5.32) reptk < (h+ K)KP

for any e € {0,1}¥ and shifts h > 1.
We introduce the discriminant

W = H H |Te ht ik — Te W4 K |-

6,c'€{0,1}5 1<hW<H
(e,h)#(e',h")
Then
W< (O(HKP))ZMH2 < exp(loggo(l) )KL L.
Again similarly to Section [2| we divide the set of primes into four classes:
small primes in which p | W or p = p, for some € € {0, 1}%;
medium pm’mesﬂ p < R not dividing W and not equal to any of the p;
large primes R < p < Ry; and
very large primes p > Ry ;

and set Sy to be the set of small primes, S7 to be the set of medium primes, and S5 to be the set
of large and very large primes. Note from ([5.30) that this is indeed a partition of the primes (all
the small primes are bounded by max(W, P) and hence by R).

5.6. Constructing the random variable. We select the random variable n uniformly at random
among the integers in [x/2, z] that obey the congruences (/5.5)), as well as the additional congruence
condition

(5.33) n=0 (mod W)

Thus, by the Chinese remainder theorem, (5.30)), and the prime number theorem, n is restricted to
an arithmetic progression Q of [z/2,z] with spacing @ satisfying

(5.34) Q < P2"W < exp(log{ Y )<< L<<a.

From this we obtain the relation

7 ull fllso
(5.35) Ef(n)=J+0 (xl_o(l)>

for any wu-periodic function f with mean f and supremum norm || f||, where u is coprime to W.
The condition ([5.6)) is now automatic since

K

> klox| < K*P

k=1
is much smaller than z/2 by (5.30). The congruence condition (5.33) also ensures that X,, is
deterministic for all small primes p € Sy. For non-small primes p € S U S2, we have the bound
(5.36) X, = O(1/2F)

since all the shifts r. 54 x reduce to distinct residue classes mod p for € € {0, 1}% and near shifts
1 < h < H, by definition of W, and the fact that p does not divide W. In particular, (5.19) is
obeyed.

"The terminology here is not completely ordered, as it is possible for medium primes to occasionally be less than
some of the small primes; but this will not affect the arguments.



QUANTITATIVE CORRELATIONS AND PRIME FACTORS 51

5.7. Estimation of x;. We first estimate the quantity x; defined in (5.10). For each e € {0, 1}K
and near shift 1 < h < H, the condition p? | n — Zle kervr + peh restricts n to lie in a subpro-
gression of Q of p, times the spacing, and thus

1 1
P(p? <.
(pz |n+r€,h)<<p6 < Iz

For far or very far shifts h > H, we trivially have
P(p? [n+rep) <1

Inserting these bounds into (5.10]), we conclude that

1 1
oF ([~ 4+ ).
R <L ( P + 5 H>
By (5.30), we conclude that the contribution of x; to (b.18]) is acceptable.

5.8. Estimation of 3. Now we estimate ko, given by (5.11)). For the very far shifts h > H, we
use the very crude bound w(n) < logn, so that by (5.32) we have

wn+reprx) < logz + log(re pr k) < logz + log(hK P)

(noting that h + K =< h for h > H) which implies that the contribution of very far shifts h > H
to (B-11) is
logx + log(PH)
< e :

For the far shifts H < h < H,, we observe that as n+r¢ ;4 x = O(z) can have at most O(1) prime
factors larger than Ry, we have

wsp, (D47 prk) < 1,
and from the congruence condition ([5.5)) we have

Z 1p|n+T5,h+K = w(r€7h+K) <Llogrentx < log(H; K P)

p small
thanks to (5.32)). Thus by (1.20]) we have
WO FTenik) < > Dpniron . +10g(H KP),

p medium or large

For medium or large primes p (so in particular p < R4 and p{ W) we see from (5.35) (and (5.30]))

that
P 1

<<7

1
Elp\n+re,h+K < ;9 + zl—o(1) p’

Thus by Mertens’ theorem we conclude that
Ewn+repix) < logy Ry +log(HL KP)

and hence
logy Ry +1log(HyKP) logz + log(HLKP)
Ko K o + oH

By (5.30]), we conclude that the contribution of ko to ([5.18]) is acceptable.
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5.9. Estimation of k4. We postpone the treatment of x3 for now and move on to x4 defined
in (5.16)). For 0 < m < M and medium primes pi,...,pm € Si, the product py - - p,, is at most

R™. From (j5.35)), (5.36) we conclude that

EXpl e Xpm - EX;I e X;rn <<

RM 1

2K pl—o(1) < rl—o(1)

for all such p1, ..., pm, thanks to (5.30). Inserting this into ([5.16)), we conclude that
1

Zlo(l)’

By (5.30]), we conclude that the contribution of k4 to ([5.18]) is acceptable.

Ky < M(2m)M pM

5.10. Estimation of k5. Now we estimate x5 defined in (5.17). For any medium prime p € Sy,
we see from (5.36]) (or (5.19)) that
exp(£27meX,) = 1 + 2reX, + O(1X,|%)

while from (5.35|) (and ([5.30))) one has

P _ 1
(5.37) EX, < o) — pi=o()
and
1 P 1
2 _ -
(5.38) BIX,[" =< 2Kp +0 <m1*0(1)> - 2Kp’
so that

1
E exp(£27meX,,) = exp <O <2Kp)> ,
and hence by Mertens’ theorem and (5.17]) we have

logs R
/<c5<<exp<0< 512( )—M)
By (5.30), we conclude that the contribution of x4 to (b.18]) is acceptable.

5.11. Variance bound. From (5.37)), (5.38) (and (5.30])) we have
1
2Kp’

VarX, <

so by Mertens’ theorem
logy, R — logs W
g VarX, > 082 082
2K
PEST

and the claim (5.21)) follows from (5.30)).

5.12. Estimation of x3. The last remaining task required for Theorem is to establish k3 =
o(1) given by (5.14). By (5.14) and the triangle inequality, we may split this into two subtasks,
corresponding to the large and very large primes respectively:

2
(5.39) E Y X, =o(1)
R<p<Ry
2
(5.40) E ) X, =o1)
Ry <p<Ll2zx

(note that X, will necessarily vanish for p > 2x).
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5.13. Contribution of large primes to k3. We now prove (5.39)). For distinct large primes
R < p,p’ < R4, the product X, X, is periodic in n with period pp" < R? , bounded by , and
mean zero thanks to the alternating factor (—1)l¢l in (5-13), so from we have
EX, X @) ( R%r >
pp = O\ o )

Hence, on expanding out the square, we have

2
: R}
E| Y X, = > EXJ[+0 oy )

R<p<R4 R<p<R+

There are no collisions between the various congruence classes defining X, in ((5.13]), and so by ([5.35])

one has

Ry
L=,

Hence by Mertens’ theorem, we can bound the left-hand side of ((5.39)) by

R4 logy Ry —logy R
pl—o(1) oK :

EX,* <

<

By (5.30), we conclude (/5.39).

5.14. Contribution of very large primes to x3. We now prove (5.40). By inserting an alter-
nating sum of }D and applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, it will suffice to show that

2
. 1
E Z (_1)| | Z <1p|n+re,h+K - ) = 0(22K)
e€{0,1}¥ Ry <p<2z p

for all near shifts 1 < h < H.
Fix h. On squaring, it suffices to show that
2

1
(5.41) E| ) <1pn+r€’h+K—p) <1

Ry <p<l2x

for e € {0,1}% and

1 1
(5.42) El Y <1pn+,ﬂ€,h+K — ) > <1p,n+,ﬂ€,’h+K _ p/) =0(1)

Ry <pLix p R <p' <2z

for distinct €, € € {0, 1}K . The former claim (5.41)) is easy since the expression in parentheses is
bounded, so we turn to the latter claim ([5.42)).
Partition the interval (R4, 2z] into L subintervals Jy := (yp—1,ye] for £ € [L], where

R+:y0<y1<...<yL:2g}

and log, yy — logy yp—1 =< logLQx for all ¢ € [L]; for instance one could define y, by the formula

¢
log, y¢ == logy yo + E(log2(2:p) —logy vo)-
For any n = O(z), we can then write

(5.43) > L= (1—g(n)+O(lner,))

Ry <p<2z telL)
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where, for each £ € [L], gy is the completely multiplicative function with gy(p) = 1,¢7, for all primes
p, and Ejy is the set of n € [x/2,2] NN for which there exist two primes

Y1 <p<p <y

which both divide n.
The sets Ey are quite sparse: a standard application of Mertens’ theorem shows that

1 logy 2
.44 —= 1 )
(5:44) /2 > luen <<< L )

z/2<n<z

so if we set

then on taking means in ([5.43|)

3 119:@6% (1—5m+0 ((1%”3)2)) |

Ry <p<lz

Subtracting, we conclude that

(5.45) 5 (i3 ) == X @)~ s+ Ol1re)) + ol1),

Ry<p<2z te[L)]

In particular, we apply (5.45) with n set to n + ¢ p4+x and insert it into (5.42)). The contribution
of a given Fy term is then bounded by

Q(log, z)°

72
where () is the period of the residue class defining n, and where we have used and the fact that
sums over p,p’ in are bounded. Thus the net effect of all of the Ej, terms is O(Q(logy z)?/L) =
o(1) by , so these contributions can be discarded. Similarly if we apply with n set to
n+re 4. We may thus replace the left-hand side of by

K Elntr ireB <

Z E(g(m+7enir) = 602)(gr(m+ 1o i) — 0o 2).
Ll e|L]

By the triangle inequality and (5.30)), it thus suffices to show that
E(ge(n+renti) = 002)(ge(n+ 1o pyr) — 0 ) <log “x

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 and all ¢,¢' € [L].

Applying Theorem (in the equidistributed case with £ = log®z) with g1 set to gs and g9
set to either gy or 1, and noting that importantly the spacing () of the progression to which n is
restricted is < logo(l) x by , we see that it will suffice (after restricting  to a subsequence)
to show that

> wn) = g&z,z\/ + O(Nlog™“z)
N<n<2N
n=a (mod r)
for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 and all z°% < N < z and a,r € N, and similarly for g». Of
course it suffices to show the g, bound. By dividing out common factors of a,r (and using )
we may assume without loss of generality that (a,7) = 1 (after worsening the lower bound on N
to say 293 < N). We may assume that » = O(log®z), as the claim is trivial otherwise.
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By inclusion-exclusion and the fact that Jy lies in (R4, 2z], we have

1 101 i ) )
N 3 am=3 3 (5 o)

i=0 p1<-<p; P1 Dbi
P1ye-Pi€J0
p1pi<2N
and similarly
r L 1 r
voX aw=Xen ¥ (hovolr).
N o > '~ N\pp O\N
<n<2N i=0 p1<--<p;
n=a (mod r) P1,--Pi€Je
p1--p; <2N

Thus it will suffice to show that for all 0 < i < 101, that

Z % < log™“N.

p1<---<p;
P1,--Pi€Je
p1-pi<2N

But by a simple application of Selberg’s sieve there are only O(N log~! N) numbers n < 2N that are
not divisible by any prime less than or equal to R, so the number of summands here is Nlog™! N,
and the claim follows since r = O(log® z).

APPENDIX A. EMPIRICAL DISTRIBUTION OF CONSECUTIVE VALUES OF PRIME COUNTING
FUNCTIONS

We conclude this paper by presenting some figures on the convergence of the probabilities
P(f(n) = f(n+ 1)) for f = w,Q,7 to their conjectured asymptotics with lower order terms,
relating to Theorem The initial codes for these plots were provided by ChatGPT.
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Cumulative proportions up x =107
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FIGURE 2. The probability of the event that 7(n+ 1)/7(n) is a power of 2 numer-
ically converges (fairly rapidly) to about 0.4888. For comparison we also include
the larger events v,(7(n+1)/7(n)) = 0 for p =3, p = 3,5, and p = 3,5, 7, which
are easier to calculate asymptotically (they correspond to return probabilities of
certain one-dimensional, two-dimensional, and three-dimensional random walks re-
spectively), as well as the two smaller events that 7(n), 7(n+ 1) are both powers of
two, or either both powers of two or both three times powers of two. The parameter
x ranges between 10 and 107 (and restricted to multiples of 10 or 102 for » > 103
and x > 10 respectively) and is plotted logarithmically.
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Empirical normalized densities up to x < 107

— wn)=w(lhn+1)
— Q(n)=Q(n+1)
— 1(n)=1t(n+1)

Normalized density up to x
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L L N !
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10 102 10° 104 10° 10 107

FIGURE 3. The probabilities P(f(n) = f(n+ 1)) for f = w,Q,7 and 10 < n <
107, normalized by multiplying against 2./7(logy « + Bs), 21/7(logy * + Bg), and
2\/mlogy x/c; respectively, with the z-axis plotted using logy x. (Due to the nega-
tivity of Bs, the normalized f = w probability vanishes for small z.) Theorem
asserts that these densities converge to 1 asymptotically, although the convergence
is very slow numerically, suggesting the presence of additional correction terms that
decay as some negative power of log, z, as well as some negative correction By in
the f = 7 case.

Imputed values of B, Bz, 57

FiGURE 4. Empirical values of Bs, Bg, By imputed from treating the heuristic ap-

proximations (|L1.8]), (1.9)), (L.13) as exact, compared against the predicted values of
Bs and Bg. These numerics tentatively suggest that By ~ —1 to one significant
figure.
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1e6 w(n + 1) — w(n) for n <107 Qln+ 1) —Q(n) for n <107
2.5

= Gaussian N(0, 2 (loglogn + Bs))
—— Gaussian N, 02)

2.0

151
= Gaussian N(0, 2 (loglogn+ Bs))

count

—— Gaussian N, d2)

1.0

0.5 4

0.0 -

6 8 —20 0 20
difference difference

FIGURE 5. Histograms of w(n+1)—w(n) and Q(n+1)—Q(n) for n < 107, compared
to the Gaussian with the empirical mean fi and variance 62 for these data sets, as
well as the predicted Gaussian behavior using , . At this scale the effects
of the lower order terms Bj, Bg are significant.

log, (t(n + 1)/T(n)) when ratio is a power of two
1e6 for n <107

1.04 - Gaussian N(0, 2log; x)
—— Gaussian N(g, 6%)

count

-8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
k where t(n + 1) = 2¢t(n)

FIGURE 6. Histogram of 1°g7(nﬁiiglog7(") for those n < 107 with 7(n + 1)/7(n) a

power of two, compared to the Gaussian with the empirical mean /i and variance 62
for this data set, as well as the predicted Gaussian behavior setting By = 0. There
is a significant deviation, suggesting that the undetermined constant By is negative.
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