arXiv:2109.00536v1 [math.NT] 1 Sep 2021

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES

VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

Abstract. Let α > 1 be irrational and of finite type, β ∈ R. In this paper, it is proved that for R ⩾ 13 and any fixed c ∈ (1, c_R), there exist infinitely many primes in the intersection of Beatty sequence B_{α,β} and ⌊n^c⌋, where c_R is an explicit constant depending on R herein, n is a natural number with at most R prime factors, counted with multiplicity.

Keywords: Beatty sequence; Piatetski–Shapiro prime; exponential sum; almost–prime

MR(2020) Subject Classification: 11N05, 11L07, 11N80, 11B83, 11N36

1. Introduction

For fixed real numbers α and β, the associated non–homogeneous Beatty sequence is the sequence of integers defined by B_{α,β}^.= (⌊αn + β⌋)^∞_{n=1} , where ⌊t⌋ denotes the integral part of any t ∈ R. Such sequences are also called generalized arithmetic progressions. If α is irrational, it follows from a classical exponential sum estimate of Vinogradov [17] that B_{α,β} contains infinitely many prime numbers. In fact, one has the asymptotic formula # { prime p ⩽ x : p ∈ B_{α,β} } = α^{−1}π(x)(1 + o(1)) as x → ∞, where π(x) is the prime counting function.

For 1 < c ∉ N, the Piatetski–Shapiro sequences are sequences of the form

N^{(c) .}= (⌊n^c⌋)^∞_{n=1}.

Such sequences have been named in honor of Piatetski–Shapiro, who, in [9], proved that N^{(c)} contains infinitely many primes for c ∈ (1,^{12}_{11} ). To be specific, Piatetski–Shapiro showed that, for c ∈ (1,^{12}_{11} ), the counting function

π^{(c)}(x)^.= # { prime p ⩽ x : p ∈ N^{(c)} } satisfies the asymptotic formula

π^{(c)}(x) = x^{1/c} log x

(1 + o(1))

as x → ∞. The range of c in the above asymptotic formula, in which it is known that N^{(c)} contains infinitely many primes, has been extended many times over the years and is currently known to hold for all c ∈ (1,^{2817}_{2426} ) thanks to Rivat and Sargos [10]. Rivat and Wu [11] also showed that there exist infinitely many Piatetski–Shapiro primes for c ∈ (1,^{243}_{205} ) by showing a lower bound of

1Jinjiang Li is the corresponding author. 1

2 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

π^{(c)}(x) with the excepted order of magnitude. It is conjectured that the above asymptotic formula should be held for all larger values of c ∉ N. We remark that if c ∈ (0, 1), then N^{(c)} contains all natural numbers, and hence all prime numbers in particular. The estimation of Piatetski–Shapiro prime is an approximation of the well–known conjecture that there exist infinitely many primes of the form n^2 + 1.

For any natural number R ⩾ 1, let P_R denote the set of R–almost primes, i.e., the set of natural numbers with at most R prime factors, counted according to multiplicity. By the motivation of finding a subset of Piatetski–Shapiro primes related to almost–primes, Baker, Banks, Guo and Yeager [1] proved that, for any fixed c ∈ (1,^{77}_{76} ), there holds # { n ⩽ x : n ∈ P_8 and ⌊n^c⌋ is prime } ≫ x log x , where the implied constant in the symbol ≫ depends only on c. In this paper, we consider the primes generated from the intersection of a Beatty sequence and a set with above type, and establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that α, β ∈ R. Let α > 1 be irrational and of finite type. For R ⩾ 13 and any fixed c ∈ (1, c_R) with c_R^.=^{96R−12}_{88R+85} , there holds # { p ⩽ x : n ∈ P_R, ⌊n^c⌋ = p ∈ B_{α,β}, p is prime } ≫ x^{1/c} log x , where the implied constant in the symbol ≫ depends only on α, β and c.

We give a short table for the admissible pairs (R, c_R). R c_R R c_R R c_R 13 1.0056 16 1.0207 19 1.0313 14 1.0113 17 1.0246 20 1.0341 15 1.0163 18 1.0281 21 1.0367

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. We denote by ⌊t⌋ and {t} the integral part and the fractional part of t, respectively. As usual, we put

e(t)^.= e^{2πit}.

Throughout this paper, we make considerable use of the sawtooth function, which is defined by ψ(t)^.= t − ⌊t⌋ − 1 2 = {t} − 1 2 . The notation ‖t‖ is used to denote the distance from the real number t to the nearest integer, i.e., ‖t‖^.= min_{n∈Z} |t − n|. Let P denote the set of primes in N. The letter p always denotes a prime.

For the Beatty sequence (⌊αn + β⌋)^∞_{n=1}, we denote a^.= α^{−1}. We represent γ^.= c^{−1} for the Piatetski–Shapiro sequence (⌊n^c⌋)^∞_{n=1}. We use notation of the form m ∼ M as an abbreviation for M < m ⩽ 2M.

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 3

Throughout this paper, implied constants in symbols O, ≪ and ≫ may depend (where obvious) on the parameters α, β, c, ε, but are absolute otherwise. For given functions F and G, the notations F ≪ G, G ≫ F and F = O(G) are all equivalent to the statement that the inequality |F | ⩽ C|G| holds with some constant C > 0.

2.2. The weighted sieve. As is mentioned below, the following notation plays a crucial role in our arguments. We specify it to the form which is suitable for our applications. Plainly, it is based on a result of Greaves [4] which relates the level of distribution to R–almost primality. More precisely, we say that an X–element set of integers A has a level of distribution D, if there holds ∑ d⩽D | | | | |{a ∈ A, a ≡ 0 (mod d)} | | − ω(d) d X | | | ≪ X log^2 X

for some given multiplicative function ω(d). Moreover, we have the following result, which is [4, Chapter 5, Proposition 1].

Lemma 2.1. Let R be an integer with R ⩾ 2. Suppose that A is an X–element set of positive integers with a level of distribution D and degree g in the sense that a ∈ A =⇒ a < D^g with some real number g < R − δ_R. Then # { a ∈ A : a is an R–almost prime } ≫_g X log X . 2.3. Type of an irrational number. For any irrational number α, we define its type τ = τ(α) by the following definition

τ^.= sup { t ∈ R : lim inf_{n→∞} n^t‖αn‖ = 0 } . Using Dirichlet’s approximation theorem, one sees that τ ⩾ 1 for every irrational number α. Thanks to the work of Khinchin [8] and Roth [12, 13], it is known that τ = 1 for almost all real numbers, in the sense of the Lebesgue measure, and for all irrational algebraic numbers, respectively. Moreover, if α is an irrational number of type τ < ∞, then so are α^{−1} and nα^{−1} for all integer n ⩾ 1.

2.4. Technical lemmas. We need the following well–known approximation of Vaaler [16].

Lemma 2.2. For any H ⩾ 1, there exist numbers a_h, b_h such that | | |ψ(t) − ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h e(th) | | | ⩽ ∑ |h|⩽H b_h e(th), a_h ≪ 1 |h| , b_h ≪ 1 H .

Lemma 2.3. For a bounded function f and N^′ ∼ N, we have ∑ N<p⩽N^′ f(p) ≪ 1 log N max N<N_1⩽2N | | | ∑ N<n⩽N_1 Λ(n)f(n) | | | + N^{1/2}.

Proof. See the argument on page 48 of [3]. □

4 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that α = a q + θ q^2 , with (a, q) = 1, q ⩾ 1, |θ| ⩽ 1. Then there holds ∑ m⩽N Λ(m)e(mα) ≪ ( Nq^{−1/2} + N^{4/5} + N^{1/2}q^{1/2} ) (log N)^4.

Proof. See Chapter 25 of Davenport [2]. □

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that a is a fixed irrational number of finite type τ < ∞. Let h ⩾ 1 and m be integers. Then we have ∑ m⩽M Λ(m)e(ahm) ≪ h^{1/2}M^{1−1/(2τ )+ε} + M^{1−ε}.

Proof. For any sufficiently small ε > 0, we set ϱ = τ + ε. Since a is of type τ, there exists some constant c > 0 such that ‖an‖ > cn^{−ϱ}, n ⩾ 1. (2.1) For given h with 0 < h ⩽ H, let b/d be the convergent in the continued fraction expansion of ah, which has the largest denominator d not exceeding M^{1−η} for a sufficiently small positive number η. Then we derive that | | |ah − b d | | | ⩽ 1 dM^{1−η} ⩽ 1 d^2

, (2.2)

which combined with (2.1) yields M^{−1+η} ⩾ |ahd − b| ⩾ ‖ahd‖ > c(hd)^{−ϱ}. Taking C_0 := c^{1/ϱ}, we obtain d > C_0h^{−1}M^{1/ϱ−η/ϱ}. (2.3) Combining (2.2) and (2.3), applying Lemma 2.4 and the fact that d ⩽ M^{1−η}, we deduce that ∑ m⩽M Λ(m)e(ahm) ≪ ( Md^{−1/2} + M^{4/5} + M^{1/2}d^{1/2} ) (log M)^4 ≪ ( h^{1/2}M^{1−1/(2ϱ)+η/(2ϱ)} + M^{4/5} + M^{1−η/2} ) (log M)^4

≪ h^{1/2}M^{1−1/(2τ )+ε} + M^{1−ε}.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.5. □

The following lemma gives a characterization of the numbers in the Beatty sequence B_{α,β}.

Lemma 2.6. A natural number m has the form ⌊αn + β⌋ if and only if χ_{α,β}(m) = 1, where χ_{α,β}(m)^.= ⌊−α^{−1}(m − β)⌋ − ⌊−α^{−1}(m + 1 − β)⌋.

Proof. Note that an integer m has the form m = ⌊αn + β⌋ for some integer n if and only if m − β α ⩽ n < m − β + 1 α .

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 5

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.6. □ Finally, we use the following lemma, which provides a characterization of the numbers that occur in the Piatetski–Shapiro sequence N^{(c)}.

Lemma 2.7. A natural number m has the form ⌊n^c⌋ if and only if χ^{(c)}(m) = 1, where χ^{(c)}(m)^.= ⌊−m^γ ⌋ − ⌊−(m + 1)^γ ⌋. Moreover,

χ^{(c)}(m) = γm^{γ−1} + ψ(−(m + 1)^γ ) − ψ(−m^γ ) + O(m^{γ−2}).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.7 is similar to that of Lemma 2.6, so we omit the details herein. □

Lemma 2.8. For 1 < c <^{2817}_{2426} , there holds

π^{(c)}(x) = ∑ p⩽x χ^{(c)}(p) = x^γ log x + O ( x^γ log^2 x ) . (2.4)

Proof. See Theorem 1 of Rivat and Sargos [10]. □ 2.5. Upper bound estimation of exponential sums. We begin with the decomposition of the von Mangoldt function by Heath–Brown.

Lemma 2.9. Let z ⩾ 1 and k ⩾ 1. Then, for any n ⩽ 2z^k, there holds

Λ(n) = k∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ( k j ) ∑ · · · ∑ n_1n_2···n_{2j} =n n_{j+1},...,n_{2j} ⩽z (log n_1)μ(n_{j+1}) · · · μ(n_{2j} ).

Proof. See the arguments on pp. 1366–1367 of Heath–Brown [5]. □

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that L(H) = m∑ i=1 A_iH^{ai} + n∑ j=1 B_j H^{−bj} , where A_i, B_j , a_i and b_j are positive. Assume further that H_1 ⩽ H_2. Then there exists some H with H_1 ⩽ H ⩽ H_2 and L(H ) ≪ m∑ i=1 A_iH^{ai}_1 + n∑ j=1 B_jH^{−bj}_2 + m∑ i=1 n∑ j=1 ( A^{bj}_i B^{ai}_j )_{1/(ai +bj )} . The implied constant depends only on m and n.

Proof. See Lemma 3 of Srinivasan [15]. □ For a real number m_1, the sum of the form ∑ k∼K ∑ ℓ∼L KL≍x a_kb_ℓe ( jd^{−1}(kℓ)^γ + m_1kℓ )

with |a_k| ≪ x^ε, |b_ℓ| ≪ x^ε for every fixed ε > 0, it is usually called a “Type I” sum, denoted by S_I (K, L), if b_ℓ = 1 or b_ℓ = log ℓ; otherwise it is called a “Type II” sum, denoted by S_{II} (K, L).

6 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

Lemma 2.11. Suppose that f(x) : [a, b] → R has continuous derivatives of arbitrary order on [a, b], where 1 ⩽ a < b ⩽ 2a. Suppose further that | |f^{(j)}(x) | | ≍ λ_j , j ⩾ 1, x ∈ [a, b]. Then we have ∑ a<n⩽b e ( f(n) ) ≪ aλ^{1/2}_2 + λ^{−1/2}_2 , (2.5)

and ∑ a<n⩽b e ( f(n) ) ≪ aλ^{1/6}_3 + λ^{−1/3}_3 . (2.6)

Proof. For (2.5), one can see Corollary 8.13 of Iwaniec and Kowalski [6], or Theorem 5 of Chapter 1 in Karatsuba [7]. For (2.6), one can see Corollary 4.2 of Sargos [14]. □

Lemma 2.12. Suppose that |a_k| ≪ 1, b_ℓ = 1 or log ℓ, KL ≍ x. Then if K ≪ x^{1/2}, there holds S_I (K, L) ≪ |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4+ε} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3+ε}. Proof. Set f(ℓ) = jd^{−1}(kℓ)^γ + m_1kℓ. It is easy to see that f^{′′′}(ℓ) = γ(γ − 1)(γ − 2)jd^{−1}k^γ ℓ^{γ−3} ≍ |j||d|^{−1}K^γ L^{γ−3}. If K ≪ x^{1/2}, then by (2.6) of Lemma 2.11, we deduce that x^{−ε} · S_I (K, L) ≪ ∑ k∼K | | | | | ∑ ℓ∼L e ( f(ℓ) ) | | | | | ≪ ∑ k∼K ( L ( |j||d|^{−1}K^γ L^{γ−3} )_{1/6} + ( |j||d|^{−1}K^γ L^{γ−3} )_{−1/3})

≪ |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+1/2}K^{1/2} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3} ≪ |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3}, which completes the proof of Lemma 2.12. □

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that |a_k| ≪ 1, |b_ℓ| ≪ 1 with k ∼ K, ℓ ∼ L and KL ≍ x. Then if x^{1/2} ≪ K ≪ x^{39/50}, there holds S_{II} (K, L) ≪ |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100} + |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4}.

Proof. Let Q, which satisfies 1 < Q < L, be a parameter which will be chosen later. By the Weyl–van der Corput inequality (see Lemma 2.5 of Graham and Kolesnik [3]), we have | | | | ∑ k∼K ∑ ℓ∼L KL≍x a_kb_ℓe ( jd^{−1}(kℓ)^γ + m_1kℓ ) | | | | 2

≪ K^2L^2Q^{−1} + KLQ^{−1} ∑ ℓ∼L ∑ 0<|q|⩽Q | S(q; ℓ) | , (2.7)

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 7

where

S(q; ℓ) = ∑ k∈I(q;ℓ) e ( g(k) )

with g(k) = jd^{−1}k^γ ( ℓ^γ − (ℓ + q)^γ ) − m_1kq. It is easy to see that g^{′′}(k) = γ(γ − 1)jd^{−1}k^{γ−2} ( ℓ^γ − (ℓ + q)^γ ) ≍ |j||d|^{−1}K^{γ−2}L^{γ−1}|q|. By (2.5) of Lemma 2.11, we have S(q; ℓ) ≪ K ( |j||d|^{−1}K^{γ−2}L^{γ−1}|q| )_{1/2} + ( |j||d|^{−1}K^{γ−2}L^{γ−1}|q| )_{−1/2} . (2.8)

Putting (2.8) into (2.7), we derive that | | | | ∑ k∼K ∑ ℓ∼L KL≍x a_kb_ℓe ( h(kℓ)^γ + m_1kℓ + m_2 ) | | | | 2

≪ K^2L^2Q^{−1} + KLQ^{−1} ∑ ℓ∼L ∑ 0<|q|⩽Q ( |j|^{1/2}|d|^{−1/2}K^{γ/2}L^{γ/2−1/2}|q|^{1/2} + |j|^{−1/2}|d|^{1/2}K^{1−γ/2}L^{1/2−γ/2}|q|^{−1/2} ) ≪ K^2L^2Q^{−1} + KLQ^{−1} ( |j|^{1/2}|d|^{−1/2}K^{γ/2}L^{γ/2+1/2}Q^{3/2} + |j|^{−1/2}|d|^{1/2}K^{1−γ/2}L^{3/2−γ/2}Q^{1/2} ) ≪ K^2L^2Q^{−1} + |j|^{1/2}|d|^{−1/2}K^{1+γ/2}L^{γ/2+3/2}Q^{1/2} + |j|^{−1/2}|d|^{1/2}K^{2−γ/2}L^{5/2−γ/2}Q^{−1/2}. By noting that 1 ⩽ Q ⩽ L, it follows from Lemma 2.10 that there exists an

optimal Q such that | | | | ∑ k∼K ∑ ℓ∼L KL≍x a_kb_ℓe ( jd^{−1}(kℓ)^γ + m_1kℓ ) | | | | 2

≪ |j|^{1/2}|d|^{−1/2}x^{γ/2+3/2}K^{−1/2} + Kx + |j|^{−1/2}|d|^{1/2}x^{2−γ/2} + |j|^{1/3}|d|^{−1/3}x^{γ/3+5/3}K^{−1/3} + K^{−1/2}x^2, which implies | | | | | ∑ k∼K ∑ ℓ∼L KL≍x a_kb_ℓe ( jd^{−1}(kℓ)^γ + m_1kℓ ) | | | | | ≪ |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+3/4}K^{−1/4} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + K^{1/2}x^{1/2} + |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+5/6}K^{−1/6} + K^{−1/4}x ≪ |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100} + |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4}, by the condition x^{1/2} ≪ K ≪ x^{39/50}, which completes the proof of Lemma

2.13. □

8 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

Lemma 2.14. Suppose that x/2 < t ⩽ x. Then for any real number m_1, we have max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)e ( jd^{−1}n^γ + m_1n ) | | | | ≪ x^ε ( |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3} + |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100} ) . Proof. By Heath–Brown’s identity, i.e. Lemma 2.9, with k = 3, one can see that the exponential sum max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)e ( jd^{−1}n^γ + m_1n ) | | | | can be written as linear combination of O(log^6 x) sums, each of which is of the form

T^∗ := ∑ n_1∼N_1 · · · ∑ n_6∼N_6

(log n_1)μ(n_4)μ(n_5)μ(n_6) × e ( jd^{−1}(n_1n_2 · · · n_6)^γ + m_1(n_1n_2 · · · n_6) ) , (2.9)

where N_1N_2 · · · N_6 ≍ x; 2N_i ⩽ (2x)^{1/3}, i = 4, 5, 6 and some n_i may only take value 1. Therefore, it is sufficient for us to give upper bound estimate for each T^∗ defined as in (2.9). Next, we will consider three cases.

Case 1. If there exists an N_j such that N_j ⩾ x^{1/2}, then we must have j ⩽ 3 for the fact that N_i ≪ x^{1/3} with i = 4, 5, 6. Let k = ∏ 1⩽i⩽6 i≠j n_i, ℓ = n_j, K = ∏ 1⩽i⩽6 i≠j N_i, L = N_j.

In this case, we can see that T^∗ is a sum of “Type I” satisfying K ≪ x^{1/2}. By Lemma 2.12, we have x^{−ε} · T^∗ ≪ |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3}. Case 2. If there exists an N_j such that x^{11/50} ⩽ N_j < x^{1/2}, then we take k = ∏ 1⩽i⩽6 i≠j n_i, ℓ = n_j, K = ∏ 1⩽i⩽6 i≠j N_i, L = N_j.

Thus, T^∗ is a sum of “Type II” satisfying x^{1/2} ≪ K ≪ x^{39/50}. By Lemma 2.13, we have x^{−ε} · T^∗ ≪ |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100} + |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4}.

Case 3. If N_j < x^{11/50} (j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6), without loss of generality, we assume that N_1 ⩾ N_2 ⩾ · · · ⩾ N_6. Let r denote the natural number j such that

N_1N_2 · · · N_{j−1} < x^{11/50}, N_1N_2 · · · N_j ⩾ x^{11/50}.

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 9

Since N_1 < x^{11/50} and N_6 < x^{11/50}, then 2 ⩽ r ⩽ 5. Thus, we have x^{11/50} ⩽ N_1N_2 · · · N_r = (N_1 · · · N_{r−1}) · N_r < x^{11/50} · x^{11/50} < x^{1/2}. Let k = 6∏ i=r+1 n_i, ℓ = r∏ i=1 n_i, K = 6∏ i=r+1 N_i, L = r∏ i=1 N_i. At this time, T^∗ is a sum of “Type II” satisfying x^{1/2} ≪ K ≪ x^{39/50}. By Lemma 2.13, we have x^{−ε} · T^∗ ≪ |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100} + |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4}.

Combining the above three cases, we derive that x^{−ε} · T^∗ ≪ |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3} + |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100}, which completes the proof of this lemma. □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 3.1. Initial construction and the main term. Recall that γ^.= c^{−1} and a^.= α^{−1}. The set, which we sieve, is A^.= { n ⩽ x^γ : p = ⌊n^c⌋ , p = ⌊αm + β⌋ } , where p is prime and n, m are integers. For any d ⩽ D, where D is a fixed power of x, we estimate A_d^.= {m ∈ A : d | m}. We know that rd ∈ A if and only if p ⩽ (rd)^c < p + 1 and rd ⩽ x^γ and p = ⌊αm + β⌋ . The cardinality of A_d is equal to the number of primes p ⩽ x for which the interval [ p^γ d^{−1}, (p + 1)^γ d^{−1} ) contains a natural number, where p is in a Beatty sequence. Hence |A_d| = | |{p ⩽ x : −(p + 1)_γ d_{−1} < −r ⩽ −p_γ d_{−1} for some r ∈ N, p = ⌊αm + β⌋ } | | = ∑ p⩽x (⌊ −p^γ d^{−1} ⌋ − ⌊ −(p + 1)^γ d^{−1} ⌋) χ_{α,β}(p). By noting that ⌊ −p^γ d^{−1} ⌋ − ⌊ −(p + 1)^γ d^{−1} ⌋ = γp^{γ−1}d^{−1} + O(p^{γ−2}d^{−1}) + ψ ( −(p + 1)^γ d^{−1} ) − ψ(−p^γ d^{−1}), and by Lemma 2.6 χ_{α,β}(p) = a + ψ(−a(p + 1 − β)) − ψ(−a(p − β)), then we obtain that |A_d| = X d^{−1} + S_1 + S_2 + S_3,

10 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

where

X^.= ∑ p⩽x a ( γp^{γ−1} + O(p^{γ−2}) ) = x^γ α log x + O ( x^γ log^2 x ) , S_1^.= ∑ p⩽x ( γp^{γ−1}d^{−1} + O(p^{γ−2}d^{−1}) )

× ( ψ(−a(p + 1 − β)) − ψ(−a(p − β)) ) , S_2^.= ∑ p⩽x ( ψ(−(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − ψ(−p^γ d^{−1}) )

× ( ψ(−a(p + 1 − β)) − ψ(−a(p − β)) ) , S_3^.= ∑ p⩽x a ( ψ ( −(p + 1)^γ d^{−1} ) − ψ(−p^γ d^{−1}) ) .

By Lemma 2.1, we only need to show that, for any sufficiently small ε > 0, there holds ∑ d⩽D | |A_d| − X d^{−1} | ≪ X x^{−ε/3} ≪ x^{γ−ε/3} (3.1) for sufficiently large x, which is sufficient to show that ∑ d⩽D (| |S_1| + |S_2| + |S_3| ) ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}. (3.2) Our aim is to establish (3.2) with D as large as possible, and in the following subsection we shall show that (3.2) holds when D ≪ x^{γ−11/12−ε} for ε > 0 sufficiently small. Suppose this has been done, and observe that for R ⩾ 13 γ − 11 12 > 8 8R − 1 if and only if γ >

88R + 85 96R − 12 . Then, for any fixed γ ∈ (^{88R+85}_{96R−12} , 1) and ϑ ∈ (^8_{8R−1} , γ −^{11}_{12} ), the left–hand side of (3.2) with D := x^ϑ implies the bound ∑ d⩽D | |A_d| − X d^{−1} | ≪ X log^2 X , and thus we can apply the weighted sieve in the form of Lemma 2.1 with the choices of the parameters in [4, pp. 174–175] as follows

R ⩾ 13, δ_R^.= 0.124820, g^.= 8R − 1 8 . For sufficiently large x, by noting that g < R − δ_R and the inequality a < D^g holds for all a ∈ A since ϑg > 1. Thus, the conditions of Lemma 2.1 are met, and we conclude that A contains at least ≫ X / log X numbers with at most R prime factors. This yields the statement of the theorem for all c in the interval (1,^{96R−12}

88R+85 ).

Next, we estimate the contribution of the upper bound generated by S_1, S_2 and S_3 separately.

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 11

3.2. Estimation of S_1. We write S_1 = S_{11} + O(S_{12}), where

S_{11}^.= ∑ p⩽x γp^{γ−1}d^{−1} ( ψ(−a(p + 1 − β)) − ψ(−a(p − β)) )

and S_{12}^.= ∑ p⩽x p^{γ−2}d^{−1}. We choose that H^.= x^ε.

By the Vaaler’s approximation, i.e. Lemma 2.2, we have ψ(−a(p + 1 − β)) − ψ(−a(p − β)) = ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(p + 1 − β)) − e(ah(p − β)) )

+ O ( ∑ |h|⩽H b_h ( e(ah(p + 1 − β)) + e(ah(p − β)) ) ) , (3.3)

and thus S_{11} = S_{13} + O(S_{14}), where

S_{13}^.= ∑ p⩽x ∑ 0<|h|⩽H γp^{γ−1}d^{−1}a_h ( e(ah(p + 1 − β)) − e(ah(p − β)) )

and S_{14}^.= ∑ p⩽x ∑ |h|⩽H p^{γ−1}d^{−1}b_h ( e(ah(p + 1 − β)) + e(ah(p − β)) ) . The contribution of S_{14} from h = 0 is ≪ ∑ p⩽x p^{γ−1}d^{−1}H^{−1} ≪ H^{−1}d^{−1}x^γ log^{−1} x.

Then we have ∑ d⩽D | H^{−1}d^{−1}x^γ log^{−1} x | ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}, for any D ≪ x^A, where A is an arbitrary positive real number. Now we consider S_{13}, since the upper bound estimate of S_{14} from h ≠ 0 is similar to that of S_{13}. By Lemma 2.3 and a splitting argument, it suffices to prove that 1 log x ∑ d⩽D d^{−1} max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)n^{γ−1} ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h

× ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | | ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}. (3.4) Define θ_h^.= e(ah) − 1. (3.5)

12 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

Then, by partial summation and the trivial estimate θ_h ≪ 1, the left–hand side of (3.4) is

≪ max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)n^{γ−1} ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_hθ_he(ah(n − β)) | | | | ≪ max x/2<t⩽x | | | | | ∫_t x 2 u^{γ−1}d ( ∑ x/2<n⩽u Λ(n) ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_hθ_he(ah(n − β)) )| | | | ≪ x^{γ−1} × max_{x/2<u⩽x} | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽u Λ(n) ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_hθ_he(ah(n − β)) | | | | ≪ x^{γ−1} × max_{x/2<u⩽x} ∑ 0<|h|⩽H 1 |h| | | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽u Λ(n)e(ahn) | | | | | . Moreover, it follows from Lemma 2.5 that the left–hand side of (3.4) holds ≪ x^{γ−1} ∑ 0<h⩽H h^{−1}(h^{1/2}x^{1−1/(2τ )+ε} + x^{1−ε})

≪ x^{γ−1}(H^{1/2}x^{1−1/(2τ )+ε} + x^{1−ε} log H) ≪ x^{γ−1/(2τ )+3ε/2} + x^{γ−ε} ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}, uniformly for any D ≪ x^A, where A is an arbitrary positive real number. For the contribution of S_{12} to (3.2), we have ≪ ∑ d⩽D 1 d ∑ p⩽x p^{γ−2} ≪ x^{γ−1+ε} ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}. 3.3. Estimation of S_3. The estimation of S_3 is the same as the proof of [1, p. 360, equation (5)]. Based on the same method, we have ∑ d⩽D | |S_3 | | ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}, with D ≪ x^{γ− 380441 −ε}, from [1, p. 366, equation (23)].

3.4. Estimation of S_2. By the Vaaler’s approximation, i.e. Lemma 2.2, and taking J^.= x^{1−γ+ε}d, we have that

ψ(−(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − ψ(−p^γ d^{−1}) = ∑ 0<|j|⩽J a_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − e(jp^γ d^{−1}) )

+ O ∑ |j|⩽J b_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) + e(jp^γ d^{−1}) ) , (3.6)

with the coefficients satisfying

a_j ≪ |j|^{−1} and b_j ≪ J^{−1}.

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 13

By (3.3) and (3.6), it is easy to see that

S_2 = S_{21} + O(S_{22} + S_{23} + S_{24}),

where

S_{21}^.= ∑ p⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J a_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − e(jp^γ d^{−1}) )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h (e(ah(p + 1 − β)) − e(ah(p − β))) , S_{22}^.= ∑ p⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J a_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − e(jp^γ d^{−1}) )

× ∑ |h|⩽H b_h (e(ah(p + 1 − β)) + e(ah(p − β))) ,

S_{23}^.= ∑ p⩽x ∑ |j|⩽J b_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) + e(jp^γ d^{−1}) )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h (e(ah(p + 1 − β)) − e(ah(p − β))) , S_{24}^.= ∑ p⩽x ∑ |j|⩽J b_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) + e(jp^γ d^{−1}) )

× ∑ |h|⩽H b_h (e(ah(p + 1 − β)) + e(ah(p − β))) .

3.4.1. Estimation of S_{21}. By Lemma 2.3 and a splitting argument, it is sufficient to prove that ∑ d⩽D max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n) ∑ 0<|j|⩽J a_j ( e(j(n + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − e(jn^γ d^{−1}) )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | | ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}, (3.7) Define ϕ_j(t) := e ( jd^{−1}((t + 1)^γ − t^γ ) ) − 1. Then we have ϕ_j(t) ≪ |j||d|^{−1}t^{γ−1} and ∂ϕ_j (t) ∂t ≪ |j||d|^{−1}t^{γ−2}. It follows from the above estimate, (3.5), Lemma 2.14 and partial summation that the left–hand side of (3.7) is ≪ ∑ d⩽D max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ 0<|j|⩽J a_j ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)ϕ_j(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | |

14 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG ≪ ∑ d⩽D max x/2<t⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J 1 |j| | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)ϕ_j(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | | ≪ ∑ d⩽D max x/2<t⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J 1 |j| | | | | ∫_t x 2 ϕ_j(ν)d ( ∑ x/2<n⩽ν Λ(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) )| | | | ≪ ∑ d⩽D max x/2<t⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J 1 |j| | |ϕ_j(t) | | | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | | | + ∑ d⩽D max x/2<t⩽x ∫_t x 2 ∑ 0<|j|⩽J 1 |j| | | | | ∂ϕ_j (ν) ∂ν | | | | | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽ν Λ(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | | | dν

≪ x^{γ−1} × ∑ d⩽D d^{−1} ∑ 0<|j|⩽J max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h ( e(ah(n + 1 − β)) − e(ah(n − β)) ) | | | | | ≪ x^{γ−1} × ∑ d⩽D d^{−1} ∑ 0<|j|⩽J max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_hθ_h ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ + ahn) | | | | ≪ x^{γ−1} × ∑ 0<|h|⩽H 1 |h| ∑ d⩽D d^{−1} ∑ 0<|j|⩽J max x/2<t⩽x | | | | ∑ x/2<n⩽t Λ(n)e(jd^{−1}n^γ + ahn) | | | | ≪ x^{γ−1+ε} × ∑ 0<|h|⩽H 1 |h| ∑ d⩽D d^{−1} ∑ 0<|j|⩽J ( |j|^{1/6}|d|^{−1/6}x^{γ/6+3/4} + |j|^{−1/3}|d|^{1/3}x^{1−γ/3} + |j|^{1/4}|d|^{−1/4}x^{γ/4+5/8} + |j|^{−1/4}|d|^{1/4}x^{1−γ/4} + x^{89/100} )

≪ x^{γ−1+ε} ( Dx^{23/12−γ} + Dx^{5/3−γ} + Dx^{15/8−γ} + Dx^{7/4−γ} + Dx^{189/100−γ} ) ≪ Dx^{11/12+ε} ≪ x^{γ−ε}, provided that D ≪ x^{γ−11/12−ε}, which is worse than the bound of D ≪ x^{γ− 380}441^{−ε}

from the estimation of S_3.

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 15

3.4.2. Estimation of S_{22}. The contribution from h = 0 is ≪ H^{−1} ∑ p⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J a_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) − e(jp^γ d^{−1}) ) ,

which can be estimated by the same proof of [1, p. 362, equation (9)] with D ≪ x^{γ− 380441 −ε}. The contribution from h ≠ 0 can be bounded by same method of S_{21}.

3.4.3. Estimation of S_{23}. The contribution from j = 0 is ≪ ∑ p⩽x J^{−1} ∑ 0<|h|⩽H a_h (e(ah(p + 1 − β)) − e(ah(p − β))) ,

which can be estimated by the same method of S_1 with D ≪ x^A. The contribution from j ≠ 0 can be bounded by same method of S_{21}.

3.4.4. Estimation of S_{24}. The contribution from h = j = 0 is ≪ ∑ p⩽x H^{−1}J^{−1} ≪ x^{γ−ε}d^{−1}. Then we have ∑ d⩽D x^{γ−ε}d^{−1} ≪ x^{γ−ε/3}. for any D ≪ x^A, where A is an arbitrary positive real number. The contribution from h = 0 and j ≠ 0 is ≪ ∑ p⩽x H^{−1} ∑ 0<|j|⩽J b_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) + e(jp^γ d^{−1}) ) , which can be bounded by the same method of S_{22}. The contribution from h ≠ 0 and j = 0 is ≪ ∑ p⩽x J^{−1} ∑ |h|⩽H b_h ( e(ah(p + 1 − β)) + e(ah(p − β)) ) , which can be treated by the same method of S_1. The contribution from h ≠ 0 and j ≠ 0 is ∑ p⩽x ∑ 0<|j|⩽J b_j ( e(j(p + 1)^γ d^{−1}) + e(jp^γ d^{−1}) )

× ∑ 0<|h|⩽H b_h (e(ah(p + 1 − β)) + e(ah(p − β))) ,

which can be estimated by the same method of S_{21}.

16 VICTOR ZHENYU GUO, JINJIANG LI, AND MIN ZHANG

4. Acknowledgement

The first author is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11901447), the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (Grant No. 2019M653576), the Natural Science Foundation of Shaanxi Province (Grant No. 2020JQ009), and the China Scholarship Council (Grant No. 201906285058).

The second author is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11901566, 11971476, 12071238), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (Grant No. 2021YQLX02), and National Training Program of Innovation and Entrepreneurship for Undergraduates (Grant No. 202107010).

The third author is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 12001047, 11971476), and the Scientific Research Funds of Beijing Information Science and Technology University (Grant No. 2025035).

References

[1] R. C. Baker, W. D. Banks, V. Z. Guo, A. M. Yeager, Piatetski–Shapiro primes from almost primes, Monatsh. Math., 174 (2014), no. 3, 357–370.

[2] H. Davenport, Multiplicative number theory, Springer–Verlag, New York, 1980. [3] S. W. Graham, G. Kolesnik, Van der Corput’s method of exponential sums, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1991.

[4] G. Greaves, Sieves in Number Theory, Springer–Verlag, Berlin, 2001. [5] D. R. Heath–Brown, Prime numbers in short intervals and a generalized Vaughan identity, Canadian J. Math., 34 (1982), no. 6, 1365–1377.

[6] H. Iwaniec, E. Kowalski, Analytic number theory, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2004.

[7] A. A. Karatsuba, Basic analytic number theory, Springer–Verlag, Berlin, 1993. [8] A. Khinchin, Zur metrischen Theorie der diophantischen Approximationen, Math. Z., 24 (1926), no. 1, 706–714.

[9] I. I. Piatetski–Shapiro, On the distribution of prime numbers in the sequence of the form ⌊f(n)⌋, Mat. Sb., 33 (1953), 559–566.

[10] J. Rivat and S. Sargos, Nombres premiers de la forme ⌊n^c⌋, Canad. J. Math., 53 (2001), no. 2, 414–433.

[11] J. Rivat and J. Wu, Prime numbers of the form ⌊n^c⌋, Glasg. Math. J., 43 (2001), no. 2, 237–254.

[12] K. Roth, Rational approximations to algebraic numbers, Mathematika, 2 (1955), 1–20. [13] K. Roth, Corrigendum to “Rational approximations to algebraic numbers.” Mathematika, 2 (1955), 168.

[14] P. Sargos, Points entiers au voisinage d’une courbe, sommes trigonométriques courtes et paires d’exposants, Proc. London Math. Soc. (3), 70 (1995), no. 2, 285–312.

[15] B. R. Srinivasan, The lattice point problem of many–dimensional hyperboloids II, Acta Arith., 8 (1963), 173–204.

[16] J. D. Vaaler, Some extremal functions in Fourier analysis, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.), 12 (1985), no. 2, 183–216.

[17] I. M. Vinogradov, A new estimate of a certain sum containing primes (Russian). Rec. Math.

Mosc., 2 (1937), no. 5, 783–792. English translation: New estimations of trigonometrical sums containing primes. C. R. (Dokl.) Acad. Sci. URSS (N.S.), 17 (1937), 165–166.

BEATTY PRIMES FROM FRACTIONAL POWERS OF ALMOST–PRIMES 17

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an, Shaanxi, 710049, P. R. China

Email address: guozyv@xjtu.edu.cn

Department of Mathematics, China University of Mining and Technology, Beijing, 100083, P. R. China

Email address: jinjiang.li.math@gmail.com

School of Applied Science, Beijing Information Science and Technology University, Beijing, 100192, P. R. China Email address: min.zhang.math@gmail.com