arXiv:2306.11289v9 [math.NT] 3 Oct 2023

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS

KAI (STEVE) FAN

Abstract. By adapting the moment method developed by Granville and Soundararajan [17], Khan, Milinovich and Subedi [24] recently obtained a weighted version of the Erdős– Kac theorem for ω(n) with multiplicative weight d_k(n), where ω(n) denotes the number of distinct prime divisors of a positive integer n, and d_k(n) is the k-fold divisor function with k ∈ N. In this paper, we generalize their method to study the distribution of additive functions f(n) weighted by nonnegative multiplicative functions α(n) in a wide class. In particular, we establish uniform asymptotic formulas for the moments of f(n) with suitable growth rates. We also prove a qualitative result on the moments which extends a theorem of Delange and Halberstam [8]. As a consequence, we obtain a weighted analogue of the Kubilius–Shapiro theorem.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Main Results 5 3. Mean Values of Multiplicative Functions 13 4. Computing Moments 24 5. Estimation of G(z) and D(y, z) 27 6. Estimation of E(y, z, w; m) 32 7. Deduction of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 36 8. Proof of Theorem 2.3 (sketch) 41 9. Proofs of Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.5 (sketch) 44 10. Concluding Remarks 50 References 53

1. Introduction

The celebrated Erdős–Kac theorem, first proved by Erdős and Kac [15] in 1940, states that if ω(n) denotes the number of distinct prime divisors of a positive integer n, then lim_{x→∞} 1 x · # { n ≤ x: ω(n) − log log n ? log log n ≤ V } = Φ(V ) (1.1)

for any given V ∈ R, where

Φ(V ) := 1 ? 2π ∫_V −∞ e^{−v2/2} dv 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 11N60, 11K65; Secondary: 11N37. Key words and phrases. The Erdős–Kac theorem, Gaussian distribution, method of moments, mean values of multiplicative functions. 1

2 KAI (STEVE) FAN

is the cumulative distribution function of the standard Gaussian distribution. This statistical result is a direct upgrade to an earlier theorem of Hardy and Ramanujan on the normal order of ω(n) (see [21] and [22, Theorem 431]), which asserts that given any ϵ > 0, the inequality |ω(n) − log log n|< ϵ log log n holds for all but o(x) values of n ≤ x. In fact, Erdős and Kac proved in the same paper a more general result in which the function ω(n) can be replaced by any strongly additive function f that is bounded on primes and has an unbounded “variance” ∑ p≤x f(p)^2/p. Recall that an arithmetic function f: N → C is said to be additive if f(mn) = f(m) + f(n) for all positive integers m, n ∈ N with gcd(m, n) = 1. It is called strongly additive if it also satisfies the condition that f(p^ν ) = f(p) for all prime powers p^ν . Thus, strongly additive functions are completely determined by their values at primes, which makes them a particularly nice subclass of additive functions.

Analogously, it can be shown that (1.1) remains true if one replaces ω(n) by its cousin Ω(n), which denotes the total number of prime factors of n, counting multiplicity. Indeed, this follows from the fact that ∑ n≤x (Ω(n) − ω(n)) = O(x). (1.2)

In particular, given any ϵ > 0 the number of positive integers n ≤ x such that Ω(n) − ω(n) > ϵ ? log log n is O(x/(ϵ ? log log x)), which is sufficient for deducing from the Erdős– Kac theorem that (1.1) also holds with Ω(n) in place of ω(n).

The original proof of the Erdős–Kac theorem used a combination of the central limit theorem and Brun’s sieve and is quite complicated. Later, LeVeque [25, Theorem 1] introduced some modifications to this proof and obtained a quantitative version of (1.1) with a rate of convergence given by O(log log log x/ ? log log x). A different proof, which is also quite involved, makes use of an asymptotic formula of Selberg [33] for π_k(x) uniformly in the range k ≤ log log x + V ? log log x to estimate the number of natural numbers n ≤ x with ω(n) ≤ log log x + V ? log log x, where π_k(x) counts the number of natural numbers n ≤ x with ω(n) = k. A related approach was given by Rényi and Turán [31], who actually proved the stronger result, conjectured by LeVeque [25], that 1 x · # { n ≤ x: ω(n) − log log n ? log log n ≤ V } = Φ(V ) + O ^ 1 ? log log x ˙ (1.3)

holds uniformly for all V ∈ R and all x ≥ 3, where the rate of convergence O(1/ ? log log x) is best possible in the sense that one cannot replace it by o(1/ ? log log x) without losing uniformity in V . The analytic approach of Rényi and Turán is rather deep. It requires, among other things, the asymptotics for π_k(x) due to Erdős [13] and Sathe [32], analytic properties of the Riemann zeta-function on the line σ = 1, and the classical result from probability theory that a distribution is completely determined by its characteristic function. In order to obtain the optimal rate of convergence in (1.3), they also had to invoke the Berry–Esseen inequality from probability theory.

There is yet a third approach to proving the Erdős–Kac theorem (1.1). This approach, first suggested by Kac [23], is based on the fact that a Gaussian distribution is completely determined by its moments, which follows immediately from [2, Theorems 30.1, 30.2]. Hence,

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 3

one can derive (1.1) by showing directly that for every m ∈ N, 1 x ∑ n≤x pω(n) − log log xq^m = (μ_m + o(1))(log log x)^{m2} (1.4)

as x → ∞. Here μ_m is the mth moment of a standard Gaussian distribution given by

μ_m = { m! /m! ! , if 2 | m, 0, otherwise,

where

m! ! := ⌊(m−1)/2⌋ ∏ k=0 (m − 2k) for every m ∈ N. It is easy to see by Mertens’ theorem [22, Theorem 427] that the average of ω(n) for n ≤ x is asymptotically log log x, which yields (1.4) in the case m = 1. Turán [39] proved an asymptotic formula in the case m = 2. Early proofs of (1.4) via the method of moments are due to Delange [5] in 1953 and Halberstam [18] in 1955, both of which are very complicated. Delange’s proof relies on an asymptotic formula for the partial sum of the reciprocals of positive integers n with ω(n) = k, which is intimately related to π_k(x). Later, he [6] provided an elementary proof of (1.4) for strongly additive functions, which is similar to but simpler than that of Halberstam. By exploiting an asymptotic formula for ∑ n≤x z^{ω(n)} with z ∈ C , Delange [7] was also able to obtain an asymptotic expansion for the left-hand side of (1.3), improving upon the result of Rényi and Turán. Since π_k(x) is precisely the coefficient of z^k in the partial sum of z^{ω(n)}, his method is also related to earlier proofs of the Erdős–Kac theorem. On the other hand, Halberstam’s proof was simplified and rendered more transparent by Billingsley [1] in 1969, who made further use of ideas and tools from probability theory. In 2007, Granville and Soundararajan [17] derived asymptotic formulas for the moments which hold uniformly in the range m ≤ (log log x)^{1/3}. Their method is so flexible that it can also be modified to study the distribution of values of additive functions in a rather general sieve-theoretic framework.

More generally, one can study the distribution of values of ω(n) weighted by certain nonnegative multiplicative functions α(n). For instance, Elliott [12] showed, based on the Landau–Selberg–Delange method, that lim_{x→∞} ~ ∑ n≤x d(n)^c ¸_{−1} ∑ n≤x ω(n)≤2^c log log x+V ? 2^c log log x

d(n)^c = Φ(V )

for any given c ∈ R and V ∈ R, where d(n) denotes the number of positive divisors of n. Take the case c = 1, for example. For “normal” numbers n ≤ x with about log log x prime factors, d(n) is near to (log x)^{log 2}, but as is well-known and easy to see, on average d(n) is more closely modeled by log x. This mismatch occurs because the average of d(n) is skewed by rare values of n with d(n) abnormally large. Elliott’s theorem quantifies this mismatch, so that in particular, numbers n most influential to the average of d(n) have about 2 log log x prime factors. And in fact, there is a Gaussian distribution with variance ? 2 log log x. It is this type of theorem that we refer to as a weighted Erdős–Kac theorem. At issue here is

4 KAI (STEVE) FAN

what weights, like d(n)^c, can be handled. Of course, one can also consider other additive functions than ω(n).

Building on the method of Granville and Soundararajan, Khan, Milinovich and Subedi [24] recently proved lim_{x→∞} ~ ∑ n≤x d_k(n) ¸_{−1} ∑ n≤x ω(n)≤k log log x+V ? k log log x

d_k(n) = Φ(V )

for any given k ∈ N and V ∈ R, where

d_k(n) := # { (a_1, ..., a_k) ∈ N^k : a_1 · · · a_k = n } is the k-fold divisor function. Weighted versions of the Erdős–Kac theorem with general nonnegative multiplicative weight functions α(n) have also been obtained by Elboim and Gorodetsky [10] and Tenenbaum [37, 38]. Elboim and Gorodetsky showed, by using a generalization of Billingsley’s argument and a mean-value estimate due to de la Bretèche and Tenenbaum [4, Theorem 2.1], that if there exist absolute constants A, θ > 0, d > −1 and r ∈ (0, 2), such that ∑ p≤x α(p) log p p^d = θx + O ^ x (log x)^A ˙

and such that α(p^ν ) = O((rp^d)^ν ) for all prime powers p^ν , then we have lim_{x→∞} ~ ∑ n≤x α(n) ¸_{−1} ∑ n≤x Ω(n)≤θ log log x+V ? θ log log x

α(n) = Φ(V )

for any given V ∈ R (see the first part of [10, Theorem 1.1]). This result, which can be shown to hold with ω(n) in place of Ω(n) by the same argument, clearly includes the theorem of Elliott and that of Khan, Milinovich and Subedi as special cases. On the other hand, the theorem of Elboim and Gorodetsky is superseded by an even more powerful result of Tenenbaum [37, Corollary 2.5], which allow for general additive functions and a larger class of multiplicative weights. In contrast to the shorter proof of Elboim and Gorodetsky, Tenenbaum’s proof utilizes characteristic functions and provides estimates for the rate at which the distribution function converges to Φ(V ).

The main purpose of this paper is to establish weighted versions of the Erdős–Kac theorem by pushing the limit of the method of moments of Granville, Soundararajan, Khan, Milinovich and Subedi even further with a few modifications. Our work is the first to apply this method to prove weighted Erdős–Kac theorems with general additive functions and multiplicative weights. We obtain uniform estimates for moments of strength comparable to that of the original estimate of Granville and Soundararajan for ω(n). With our emphasis on the strength of the method, we have refrained ourselves from pursuing the most general theorems at the risk of complicating our exposition. Our qualitative results are still weaker than those of Tenenbaum [37, 38], but they are easier to use and already stronger than that of Elboim and Gorodetsky [10]. Our approach is elementary and flexible, and it can be applied to handle certain arithmetic functions of special interests which were only studied previously by different methods. See the comment below Corollary 2.5.

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 5

Definitions and Notation. We introduce some commonly used terminologies and notation in analysis and number theory that will also be adopted throughout this paper without further clarification. Given any real or complex valued functions f(x) and g(x) with a common domain D ⊆ R , we shall use Landau’s big-O notation f(x) = O(g(x)) or Vinogradov’s notation f(x) ≪ g(x) to mean that there exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that |f(x)|≤ C|g(x)| for all x ∈ D. Likewise, we shall use the notation f(x) ≫ g(x) interchangeably with g(x) = O(f(x)) . If f(x) = O(g(x)) and g(x) = O(f(x)) hold simultaneously, then we adopt the short-hand notation f(x) ≍ g(x). If D contains a neighborhood of ∞ and f(x)/g(x) → 0 as x → ∞, then we write f(x) = o(g(x)). Similarly, we write f(x) ∼ g(x) if f(x)/g(x) → 1 as x → ∞. We shall occasionally make use of the function ϵ_{a,b} defined by ϵ_{a,b} := { 0, if a = b, 1, otherwise,

for any a, b ∈ R. Equivalently, ϵ_{a,b} = 1 − δ_{a,b}, where δ_{a,b} is the Kronecker delta function.

Throughout, the letter p always denotes a prime, and we write π(x) for the prime-counting function, namely, π(x) = ∑ p≤x 1. For any x ∈ R, we write ⌊x⌋ for the integer part of x and ⌈x⌉ for the least integer ≥ x. For every n ∈ N, we denote by P^−(n) and P^+(n) the least and the greatest prime factor of n, respectively, with the convention that P^−(1) = ∞ and P^+(1) = 1. We say that n ∈ Z \ {0} is squareful, square-full, or powerful if for any prime p | n, one has p^2 | n. Given any prime power p^ν , the relation p^ν ‖ n means that p^ν | n but p^{ν+1} ∤ n. Thus n is squarefree if every prime divisor p of n satisfies p ‖ n. In addition, we denote by R_n the radical or squarefree kernel of n, i.e.,

R_n := rad(n) = ∏ p|n p. Finally, we write^ m m_1, ..., m_k ˙ := m! m_1! · · · m_k!

for the multinomial coefficient of shape (m_1, ..., m_k) of size m = m_1 + · · · + m_k.

2. Main Results

The weight functions α: N → R_{≥0} that we shall consider throughout the paper form a nice subclass M^∗ of nonnegative multiplicative functions, nice in the sense that there exist absolute constants A_0, β, σ_0 > 0, ϑ_0 ≥ 0, ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1) and r ∈ (0, 1), such that the following conditions hold:

(i) α(p^ν) ≪ p^{(ϱ0+σ0−1)ν} , (2.1)

(ii) ∑ p≤x α(p) log p p^{σ0−1} = βx + O ^ x (log x)^{A0} ˙ , (2.2)

(iii) ∑_′ p ~ α(p)^2 p^{2(r+σ0−1)} + ∑ ν≥2 α(p^ν) p^{(r+σ0 −1)ν} ¸ < ∞, (2.3)

(iv) ∑ ν≥1 να(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} ≪ (log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} p , (2.4)

6 KAI (STEVE) FAN

where the restricted sum ∑′ p is over all but finitely many primes p. Note that due to the restricted sum in condition (iii), we can ignore the primes for which ∑ ν≥2 α(p^ν )/p^{(r+σ0−1)ν} = ∞. It is not hard to verify that M^∗ is closed under Dirichlet convolution. In particular, condition (ii) can be viewed as a weighted version of the Prime Number Theorem. As we shall see in the next section, conditions (i)–(iii) enable us to obtain, in general, an almost optimal estimate for the partial sum of α(n), thanks to [4, Theorem 2.1], which is also one of the key ingredients in the argument of Elboim and Gorodetsky [10]. Condition (iv) essentially speaks about the growth rate of the local factors of the Dirichlet series F (s) = ∑ n≥1 α(n)n^{−s} at s = σ_0. More precisely, if we denote by

F_α(s; p) := ∑ ν≥0 α(p^ν) p^{νs} the local factor of F (s) at p, then condition (iv) is equivalent to

F^′_α(σ_0; p) log p ≪ (log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} p , where F^′_α(σ_0; p) is the derivative of F_α(s; p) with respect to s evaluated at s = σ_0. Like (ii) and (iii), this condition places a holistic constraint on the growth of α(p^ν), and it is one of the types that we expect to hold for many multiplicative functions of interest. Though smaller than the class handled by Tenenbaum, M^∗ properly contains the subclass of multiplicative functions studied by Elboim and Gorodetsky. A simple example which falls into M^∗ but is not covered by the theorem of Elboim and Gorodetsky is the multiplicative function α(n) defined by α(p) = 1 for all primes p and α(p^ν ) = p^{ν/3} for all prime powers p^ν with ν ≥ 2.

Some familiar multiplicative functions which belong to M^∗ are: the power function n^λ, the cth power of the κ-fold divisor function d_κ(n)^c, the sum-of-divisors function σ_λ(n), Euler’s totient function φ(n), the functions κ^{ω(n)}_1 and κ^{Ω(n)}_2 , the characteristic function μ(n)^2 of square-free numbers, the function r_2(n)/4, and the function which counts the number of positive divisors of n representable as a sum of two integral squares, where c ∈ R, λ > −1, κ, κ_1 > 0, κ_2 ∈ (0, 2), μ(n) is the Möbius function, and r_2(n) := #{(a, b) ∈ Z^2: n = a^2 + b^2}. Perhaps a less obvious example is ρ_g(n), which denotes the number of zeros of a nonconstant irreducible polynomial g ∈ Z[x] in Z/nZ. The Chinese remainder theorem implies that ρ_g is multiplicative. For this particular example one can take A_0 = β = σ_0 = 1, ϑ_0 = ϱ_0 = 0, and r ∈ (1/2, 1) to be any positive number. The interested reader is referred to [13, Lemmas 3,7] and [20, Lemma 1] for more details. Another interesting example, which is related to modular forms, is the function α(n) = τ(n)^2, where τ(n) is the Ramanujan τ-function, which may be defined as the nth Fourier coefficient of the modular discriminant Δ(z), i.e.,

Δ(z) := q ∞∏ n=1 (1 − q^n)^{24} = ∞∑ n=1 τ(n)q^n, where q := e^{2πiz} with z ∈ C . Ramanujan [30] conjectured that τ(n) is multiplicative, that τ(p^{ν+1}) = τ(p)τ(p^ν )−p^{11}τ(p^{ν−1}) for all primes p and all ν ∈ N, and that |τ(p)|≤ 2p^{11/2} for all primes p. As he pointed out, these conjectures would imply that |τ(n)|≤ n^{11/2}d(n). The first two conjectures were proved by Mordell [26] in 1917, and the third one was proved by Deligne [9] in 1974 as a consequence of his proof of the Weil conjectures for algebraic varieties. In

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 7

addition, it can be shown [27] that the Dirichlet series F (s) := ∑ n≥1 τ(n)^2n^{−s−11} has the Hoheisel Property^1, which, in particular, implies that ∑ p≤x τ(p)^2 p^{11} log p = x + O ´ x exp ´ −c_0 a log x ¯¯

with some absolute constant c_0 > 0. From these properties of τ(n) it follows that α(n) = τ(n)^2 satisfies conditions (i)–(iv) with any fixed A_0 > 0, β = 1, σ_0 = 12, ϑ_0 = 0, and any fixed ϱ_0 ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ (1/2, 1).

Let α(n) be a multiplicative function in the subclass M^∗ described above, and let

S(x) = S_α(x) := ∑ n≤x α(n) be the partial sum of α(n) over n ≤ x. For any additive function f: N → R, we may define

A(x) = A_{α,f} (x) := ∑ p≤x α(p) f(p) p^{σ0} ,

B(x) = B_{α,f} (x) := ∑ p≤x α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} . If we think of n as a random variable defined on the sample space N ∩ [1, x] having a probability distribution with respect to the natural probability measure induced by α, that is to say, Prob(n = k) = α(k)/S(x) for every k ∈ N ∩ [1, x], then one may hope that f(n), when modeled as a random variable, also obeys a certain distribution law with respect to the same probability measure under suitable conditions. We shall show, by estimating the weighted mth moment defined by

M(x; m) = M_{α,f} (x; m) := S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n)(f(n) − A(x))^m for every m ∈ N, that for certain additive functions f, the distribution of f(n) is approximately Gaussian with mean A(x) and variance B(x). More precisely, the limiting distribution of the normalization (f(n) − A(x))/ a B(x) of f(n) is standard Gaussian. To state our results in a coherent manner, we set χ_m := (1 + (−1)^m)/2, the characteristic function of even integers, and

C_m := m! 2^{m/2}Γ(m/2 + 1)

1We say [27] that a Dirichlet series F (s) = ∑ n≥1 a_nn^{−s} has the Hoheisel Property if (a) F (s) possesses the explicit formula ∑ p≤x a_p log p = x − ∑ |γ|≤T x^ρ ρ + O ^ x(log T x)^2 T ˙ , where 0 < T ≤ ? x and the sum on the right-hand side runs over all the zeros ρ = β + iγ of F (s) with β ≥ 0 and |γ|≤ T , (b) F (s) has a zero-free region σ ≥ 1 − c_0/log(|t|+2) for some absolute constant c_0 > 0, (c) the number of zeros ρ = β + iγ of F (s) with β ≥ σ and |γ|≤ T is ≪ T^{c1(1−σ)} uniformly for all 1/2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and all sufficiently large T , where c_1 > 0 is an absolute constant, and (d) the number of zeros ρ = β + iγ of F (s) with β ≥ 0 and |γ|≤ T is ≪ T log T as T → ∞. In particular, (a), (b) and (d) are sufficient for establishing an analogue of the Prime Number Theorem for {a_n}_{n≥1}.

8 KAI (STEVE) FAN

for all m ∈ N, where Γ is the Gamma function. One quickly notes that C_m = μ_m = (m−1)! ! for m even. Since the numbers C_m play a nonnegligible role in the error terms of our uniform estimates for M(x; m), we find it more convenient to use C_m in place of μ_m. Our first result is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let f: N → R be a strongly additive function with |f(p)|≤ M for all primes p, where M > 0 is an absolute constant, and let α ∈ M^∗. If β = 1 and 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3} is arbitrary, and if B(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, then we have

M(x; m) = C_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ Mm^32 a B(x) ¸¸

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all 1 ≤ m ≤ h_0(B(x)/M^2)^{1/3}. If β ≠ 1 and if B(x)/(log log log x)^2 → ∞ as x → ∞, then we have

M(x; m) = C_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ Mm^32 log log log x a B(x) ¸¸

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all 1 ≤ m ≪ B(x)^{1/3}/(log log log x)^{2/3}. The implicit constants in the error terms of both asymptotic formulas above depend at most on the explicit and implicit constants in the hypotheses except for M.

Remark 2.1. It may be worth pointing out that as in Theorem 2.1, the implicit constants in the estimates appearing in the rest of the paper depend at most on the explicit and implicit constants in the hypotheses unless stated otherwise.

In the case where α(n) ≡ 1 and f(n) = ω(n), we recover [17, Theorem 1] with a slightly more flexible range 1 ≤ m ≤ h_0(log log x)^{1/3} compared to the original range 1 ≤ m ≤ (log log x)^{1/3}. Though Theorem 2.1 is formulated for strongly additive functions, similar things can be said about the additive functions whose values at prime powers do not grow too fast and are hence not expected to contribute very much. A simple example of such functions is Ω(n). Since Ω(p^ν ) = ν for all p^ν , one can show, by establishing (1.2), that Ω(n) does not differ from its cousin ω(n) very much for “most” values of n, and so they are expected to have the same distribution. More generally, we shall prove the following variant of Theorem 2.1 for additive functions. For simplicity’s sake, we shall focus on a subclass of the multiplicative functions in M^∗.

Theorem 2.2. Let f: N → R be an additive function such that f(p^ν ) = O(ν^κ) for all prime powers p^ν , where κ ≥ 0 is an absolute constant. Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function, and suppose that there exist absolute constants A_0, β, σ_0 > 0, ϑ_0 ≥ 0, ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1/2) and λ ∈ (0, 2^{1−2ϱ0} ), such that α(n) satisfies (2.2), (2.4), and the condition that α(p^ν ) = O((λp^{ϱ0+σ0−1})^ν ) for all prime powers p^ν . If β = 1 and 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3} is arbitrary, and if B(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, then we have

M(x; m) = C_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ Mm^{κ+ 3}2 a B(x) ¸¸

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all m ∈ N satisfying m ≤ h_0(B(x)/M^2)^{1/3} and m ≪ B(x)^{1/(2κ+3)}, where M > 0 is an absolute constant for which |f(p)|≤ M holds for all

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 9

primes p. If β ≠ 1 and if B(x)/(log log log x)^2 → ∞ as x → ∞, then we have

M(x; m) = C_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ Mm^32 plog log log x + m^κq a B(x) ¸¸

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all

1 ≤ m ≪ min ^ B(x)^{1/(2κ+3)}, B(x)^{1/3} (log log log x)^{2/3} ˙ . The implicit constants in the error terms of both asymptotic formulas above depend at most on the explicit and implicit constants in the hypotheses except for M.

Theorem 2.2 clearly implies the first part of [10, Theorem 1.1] if we set f(n) = Ω(n), κ = 1, and ϑ_0 = ϱ_0 = 0. It is easy to see that if α(p^ν ) = O((λp^{r0+σ0−1})^ν ) for all prime powers p^ν , where σ_0 > 0, r_0 ∈ [0, 1/2) and λ ∈ (0, 2^{1−2r0} ) are absolute constants, then conditions (i) and (iii) are automatically fulfilled with any fixed max(r_0 + log_2 λ, 0) ≤ ϱ_0 < 1, r_0 + max(1/2, log_2 λ) < r < 1, and of course the same parameter σ_0. Indeed, we shall derive Theorem 2.2 as a corollary of Theorem 2.1.

Let g ∈ Z[x] be a nonconstant irreducible polynomial, and recall that for every n ∈ N, ρ_g(n) denotes the number of zeros of g in Z/nZ. More generally, if g ∈ Q[x] is a nonconstant irreducible polynomial, we may extend the definition above by setting ρ_g(n) = 0 if gcd(n, c_g) > 1, where c_g ∈ N is the least positive integer such that c_gg(x) ∈ Z[x], and insisting that ρ_g(n) be the number of zeros of g(x) (or equivalently, c_gg(x)) in Z/nZ when gcd(n, c_g) = 1. Extended this way with the convention that ρ_g(1) = 1, the function ρ_g(n) is still a multiplicative function of n. It is known [20, Lemma 1] that ρ_g is bounded on prime powers and that ∑ p≤x ρ_g(p) p = log log x + M_{ρg} + O ^ 1 log x ˙ . Given a strongly additive function f: N → R, we define A_{f,g}(x) := ∑ p≤x ρ_g(p) f(p) p ,

B_{f,g}(x) := ∑ p≤x ρ_g(p) f(p)^2 p . For simplicity’s sake, suppose that g(N) ⊆ N. In the case g ∈ Z[x], Halberstam [19, Theorem 3] showed that if B_{f,g}(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, and if f(p) = o `a B_{f,g}(p) ˘_2 , then 1 x ∑ n≤x pf(g(n)) − A_{f,g}(x)q^m = (μ_m + o(1))B_{f,g}(x)^{m2}

2Halberstam [19] wrote that for g(x) = x this pair of conditions contain the condition that f(p) = o((log p)^ϵ) for every given ϵ > 0. However, this claim is incorrect. In fact, a simple counterexample may be constructed as follows. Let P be an arbitrary infinite subset of odd primes such that ∑ p∈P 1/p < ∞, and put P(x) := P ∩ [3, x]. Define f(p) = ? log log p for p ∈ P and f(p) = 1 for p /∈ P. From partial summation it follows that ∑ p∈P(x) f(p) 2/p = o(log log x). Then one sees readily that f(p) = o((log p)^ϵ) for any given ϵ > 0, while f(p) ∼ a B(p) for large p ∈ P.

10 KAI (STEVE) FAN

for every fixed m ∈ N. Under the stronger condition f(p) = O(1), Theorem 2.1 leads to a weighted version of this result in the case g(n) = n. As for the remaining cases we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Let f: N → R be a strongly additive function with |f(p)|≤ M for all primes p, where M > 0 is an absolute constant, and let g ∈ Q[x] be a nonconstant irreducible polynomial such that g(0) ≠ 0 and g(N) ⊆ N. Let α ∈ M^∗. Furthermore, suppose that there exists an absolute constant B_0 > 0 and a function δ(x) ∈ (0, 1], such that

Δ_α(x; q, a) := ∑ n≤x n≡a (mod q) α(n) − 1 φ(q) ∑ n≤x gcd(n,q)=1 α(n) = O ^ S(x) φ(q)(log x)^{B0} ˙ (2.5)

uniformly for all sufficiently large x, all q ∈ N ∩ [1, x^{δ(x)}], and all a ∈ Z coprime to q. If 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3} is arbitrary, and if δ(x)^2B_{f,g}(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, then we have S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n) pf(g(n)) − A_{f,g}(x)q^m = C_mB_{f,g}(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ Mm^32 δ(x) a B_{f,g}(x) ¸¸

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all m ∈ N satisfying 1 ≤ m ≤ h_0(B_{f,g}(x)/M^2)^{1/3} and m ≪ (δ(x)^2B_{f,g}(x))^{1/3}, where the implicit constant in the error term depends at most on the explicit and implicit constants in the hypotheses except for M.

Roughly speaking, (2.5) can be viewed as a condition of the Siegel–Walfisz type which ensures that α(n) is well distributed among the reduced residue classes a (mod q) for all q in a reasonably wide range. A classical example of α(n) that satisfies all of the conditions in Theorem 2.3 is d_k(n), where k ∈ N. In this case it is known [3, 28] that one can actually take δ(x) to be a constant depending on k and Δ_α(x; q, a) = O(x^{1−ϵ}/φ(q)) for some constant ϵ ∈ (0, 1). Anther interesting example is r_2(n)/4 for which one may take δ(x) = 2/3 − ϵ and any fixed B_0 > 0 [3].

We shall only sketch the proof of Theorem 2.3, since it is similar to, and in fact, much easier than that of Theorem 2.1. The argument used in the proof may also be modified to study the joint distribution of f(n + h_1) and f(n + h_2) with any fixed integers h_1 ≠ h_2.

It is not hard to see that the condition f(p) = O(1) in Theorem 2.1 can be relaxed, especially when we do not pursue uniformity in m in the asymptotics for the mth moment. For instance, in the case α(n) ≡ 1 Delange and Halberstam showed [8, Theorem 1] that if f: N → R is a strongly additive function such that B(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, f(p) = O( a B(p)) for all primes p, and ∑ p≤x |f(p)|>ϵ ?_{B(x)} f(p)^2 p = o(B(x)) (2.6)

for any given ϵ > 0, then 1 x ∑ n≤x pf(n) − A(x)q^m = (μ_m + o(1))B(x)^{m2}

for every fixed m ∈ N. This result implies at once the Kubilius–Shapiro theorem [34, Theorem A] under the additional assumption f(p) = O( a B(p)). On the other hand, Delange

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 11

and Halberstam noted that their result no longer holds if this additional assumption is removed, which incidentally exposes the limitation of the method of moments compared to the method evolved by Erdős and Kac. Nevertheless, it will be clear in the sequel that the proof of Theorem 2.1 makes it possible for us to obtain the following natural extension of the result of Delange and Halberstam.

Theorem 2.4. Let f: N → R be a strongly additive function, and let α ∈ M^∗. Define

B^∗(x) := { B(x), if β = 1, B(x)/(log log log x)^2, if β ≠ 1,

and suppose B^∗(x) → ∞ as x → ∞. If there exists an absolute constant K > 0 such that f(n) = o( a B(x)) for all squarefree n ∈ [1, x] composed of prime factors p satisfying |f(p)|> K a B^∗(x), and if ∑ p≤x |f(p)|>ϵ ?_{B∗(x)} α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} = o(B^∗(x))

for any given ϵ > 0, then M(x; m) = (μ_m + o(1))B(x)^m2 for every fixed m ∈ N.

Note that the theorem of Delange and Halberstam [8, Theorem 1] corresponds to the case α ≡ 1. The proof of Theorem 2.4, which we shall only outline, is based on the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and [8, Theorem 1]. We shall also obtain as a corollary the following analogue of the Kubilius–Shapiro theorem [34, Theorems A, C].

Corollary 2.5. Under the notation and hypotheses in Theorem 2.4, we have

lim_{x→∞} S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x f(n)≤A(x)+V ?_{B(x)} α(n) = Φ(V )

for any given V ∈ R. The same is true if f is merely additive.

It is clear that Theorem 2.4 implies Corollary 2.5 when f is strongly additive. To handle the more general case where f is merely additive, we shall prove a weighted version of [34, Theorem B] which shows that when it comes to the distribution problem, there is no essential difference between strongly additive functions and general additive functions, and thus the distribution of an additive function f is determined solely by its values at primes.

Corollary 2.5 has many interesting applications. For instance, it is easy to see that if h: N → R is any completely additive function, i.e., h(mn) = h(m)+h(n) for all m, n ∈ N, and if k > 1 is a positive integer, then the distribution of h(d_k(n)) weighted by α(n) is Gaussian with mean h(k)β log log x and variance h(k)^2β log log x, provided h(k) ≠ 0. In [11] Elliott proved a weighted Erdős–Kac theorem concerning the Ramanujan τ-function. In Remark 9.1 we describe how his result may be derived from Corollary 2.5. Analogues concerning elliptic holomorphic newforms of weight at least 2 can be obtained in the same way. In a similar fashion, one can also show that if the weight α(n) in Corollary 2.5 satisfies further α(p) ∼ βp^{σ0−1} for all but a subset E of primes p, where #(E ∩ [2, x]) = o(x(log log x)^{2−ϑ0} /(log x)^3) as x → ∞, then the distribution of Ω(φ(n)) weighted by α(n) is approximately Gaussian with mean β(log log x)^2/2 and variance β(log log x)^3/3, generalizing an old result of Erdős and Pomerance [16, Theorem 3.1] in an easy manner.

12 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Before embarking on the proofs of our results, we describe briefly the main steps in the proof of the uniform estimates for moments. The starting point is the approximation to moments used by Granville, Soundararajan, Khan, Milinovich and Subedi. Though the underlying idea is the same, we need a more complicated version of this approximation (see Lemma 4.1) due to the more general nature of our multiplicative weight functions α(n). To utilize it, we first need to develop an asymptotic formula for the mean value of α(n) with n ≤ x restricted to any squarefree integer a ∈ N ∩ [1, x] (see Lemma 3.3). An important feature of this formula is that it holds uniformly for all squarefree integer a ∈ N ∩ [1, x], which is key to both applying the moment approximation and making the moment estimates uniform. This formula will serve as the substitute for the one concerning d_k(n) used by Khan, Milinovich and Subedi. Unlike the proof given by Khan, Milinovich and Subedi, which is based on Peron’s formula and makes use of the special property d_k(mn) ≤ d_k(m)d_k(n) for all m, n ∈ N, our proof uses the mean value estimate for α(n) given by [4, Theorem 2.1] and is completely elementary. This is done in the next section.

After applying the moment approximation, we find that the estimation of the main contribution can be worked out as in [17] and [24]. It is the estimation of the error terms that is more involved in our case. In particular, the estimation of the error term in the moment approximation provided by Lemma 4.1 in Section 4 requires separate treatments according as β = 1 or β ≠ 1. Besides, since the error term in our asymptotic formula for the mean value of α(n) over a | n supplied by Lemma 3.3 in Section 3 is weaker than what one can obtain for the special weight d_k(n) by complex analytic approaches, we need to handle the case β ∈ (0, 1) with some special care and tailor the selection of parameters accordingly in order to minimize the error terms. With these new technical complications being taken care of, we obtain the desired uniform estimates for moments stated in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

Remark 2.2. The condition that f(p) = o((log p)^ϵ) for any given ϵ > 0, mentioned by Halberstam [19], does not imply (2.6) in general. To see this, assume for the moment that there exists an infinite subset P of primes such that

s_P (x) := ∑ p∈P∩[17,x] 1 p = log log x log log log x

+ c + o(1) (2.7)

for sufficiently large x, where c ∈ R is an absolute constant. Define f(p) = (log p)^{1/(2 log log log p)} for p ∈ P and f(p) = 1 for p /∈ P. Clearly, f(p) = o((log p)^ϵ) for any given ϵ > 0. It is easily seen by partial summation that ∑ p∈P∩[17,x] f(p)^2 p = ∫_x 17^−

(log t)^{1/log log log t} ds_P (t) = (1 + o(1))(log x)^{1/log log log x},

which implies that

B(x) = ∑ p∈P∩[17,x] f(p)^2 p + O(log log x) = (1 + o(1))(log x)^{1/log log log x}.

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 13

Take y = x^{1/log log x} and ϵ = 1/2. Since log log y = log log x − log log log x,

log log log y = ^ 1 + O ^ 1 log log x ˙˙ log log log x,

we have (log y)^{1/log log log y} = exp ^ log log x log log log x

− 1 + O ^ 1 log log log x ˙˙ . It follows that

f(p)^2 > (log y)^{1/log log log y} > 1 3 (log x)^{1/log log log x} > ϵ^2B(x)

for p ∈ P ∩ (y, x] when x is sufficiently large. Hence, we have ∑ p≤x |f(p)|>ϵ ?_{B(x)} f(p)^2 p ≥ ∑ p∈P∩(y,x] f(p)^2 p > 1 2 (log x)^{1/log log log x} > 1 3 B(x).

It remains to construct a set P with the desired property (2.7). The following inductive approach was suggested by Prof. Pomerance. Note first that ∑ p≤x 1/p = log log x + O(1) grows slightly faster than our target u(x) := log log x/log log log x, according to Mertens’ second theorem [22, Theorem 427]. Moreover, if p < p^′ are large consecutive primes, then u(p^′) − u(p) = o(1/log p), by Bertrand’s postulate. Let 17 be the first prime in P. Suppose that we have already selected for P the primes up to q, where q is prime. We put the next prime q^′ in P if s_P (q) < u(q) and leave it out of P otherwise. Then the running sum s_P (x) changes by at most 1/q as x moves from q to q^′, while the target u(x) changes by at most o(1/log q) as x moves from q to q^′. Thus, the difference s_P (x) − u(x) can be kept within o(1/log x). In particular, (2.7) holds for P with c = 0.

3. Mean Values of Multiplicative Functions Without loss of generality, we may assume A_0 ∈ (0, 1) in the sequel. In addition, we shall also make use of the asymptotic formula ∑ p≤x α(p) p^{σ0} = β log log x + M_α + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘ (3.1)

with some constant M_α ∈ R, which follows immediately from (2.2) via partial summation. In view of our assumption that f(p) = O(1), this formula implies trivially that B(x) ≪ log log x. Moreover, if we define, for every prime p,

ψ_0(p) := ∑ ν≥2 α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} , then we infer from (2.1), (2.3) and (2.4) that

ψ_0(p) ≪

(log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} p and that ∑ p ψ_0(p) < ∞.

14 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Lemma 3.1. Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function satisfying (2.1) and (2.4) with some σ_0, ϑ_0 > 0 and ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1). Fix h ∈ R, ϵ_0 ∈ (0, 1) and c_0 ∈ [1, ϵ^{−1}_0 ), and define I_{α,h}(x; a) := ∑ q≤x R_q =a α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log 3x q ˙_h ,

where a ∈ N ∩ [1, x] is squarefree. Then there exists a constant δ_0 > 0 such that uniformly for all sufficiently large x, any δ ∈ [δ_0 log log x/log x, 1], and any squarefree a ∈ N ∩ [1, x] with ω(a) ≤ (1 − ϱ_0)ϵ_0δ^{−1}, we have I_{α,h}(x; a) = ^ λ̃_α(a) + O ^ 2^{O(ω(a))} log x ^ 1 x^{c0δω(a)} + ϵ_{h,0}L(a) log P^+(a) a ˙˙˙ (log x)^h,

where

λ̃_α(a) := ∏ p|a ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν) p^{σ0ν} , L(a) := ∏ p|a (log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} .

Proof. Let δ ∈ (0, 1] and fix c_1 ∈ (c_0, ϵ^{−1}_0 ). Put δ_1 := (1 − ϱ_0)^{−1}c_1δ and y := x^{kδ1} . For any squarefree a = p_1 · · · p_k ∈ N ∩ [1, x] with p_1 < · · · < p_k ≤ x and k ≤ (1 − ϱ_0)ϵ_0δ^{−1}, we have kδ_1 ≤ c_1ϵ_0 < 1 and I_{α,h}(x; a) = ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤x ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k ^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νk}_k ˙_h .

On the one hand, we see that ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k ^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νk}_k ˙_h

= ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k (log 3x)^h ~ 1 + O ~ ϵ_{h,0} log 3x k∑ i=1 ν_i log p_i ¸¸

= ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k (log x)^h + O ^ 2^{O(k)}ϵ_{h,0}L(a) log p_k a (log x)^{h−1} ˙ ,

by (2.4). From (2.1) it follows that ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k = λ̃_α(a) + O ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝2^{O(k)} ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k >y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν1} 1 · · · p^{(1−ϱ0)νk} k

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚.

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 15

The sum in the error term above may be split into two sums according as p^{ν2}_2 · · · p^{νk}_k ≤ y or p^{ν2}_2 · · · p^{νk}_k > y. In the first sum we must have p^{ν1}_1 > y/pp^{ν2}_2 · · · p^{νk}_k q. Thus summing over ν_1 and then over ν_2, ..., ν_k, we see that the first sum is ≪ 1 y^{1−ϱ0} ∑ p^{ν2}_2 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_2,...,ν_k≥1 1 ≤ 2^{O(k)}(log x)^{k−1} x^{c1kδ}(log p_2) · · · (log p_k) .

The second sum is simply ∑ p^{ν2}_2 ···p^{νk}_k >y ν_2,...,ν_k≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0 )ν2} 2 · · · p^{(1−ϱ0)νk} k ∑ ν_1≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0 )ν1} 1 ≪ ∑ p^{ν2}_2 ···p^{νk}_k >y ν_2,...,ν_k≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν2} 2 · · · p^{(1−ϱ0 )νk} k .

It follows that ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k >y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν1} 1 · · · p^{(1−ϱ0)νk} k ≪ ∑ p^{ν2}_2 ···p^{νk}_k >y ν_2,...,ν_k≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν2} 2 · · · p^{(1−ϱ0 )νk} k + 2^{O(k)}(log x)^{k−1} x^{c1kδ}(log p_2) · · · (log p_k) .

Repeating this argument, we obtain ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k >y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0 )ν1} 1 · · · p^{(1−ϱ0)νk} k ≤ 2^{O(k)}(log x)^{k−1} x^{c1kδ}(log p_2) · · · (log p_k) ,

from which we deduce ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k = λ̃_α(a) + O ^ 2^{O(k)}(log x)^{k−1} x^{c1kδ}(log p_2) · · · (log p_k) ˙ . (3.2)

On the other hand, we have ∑ x_1<p^ν ≤x_2

α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} ^ log 3x_2 p^ν ˙_h ≪ ∑ log_p x_1<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν} ^ log 3x_2 p^ν ˙_h

= − ∫_{logp x2}

log_p x_1 ^ log 3x_2 p^t ˙_h d ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑ t<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0 )t}

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚

uniformly for all primes p and all 0 < x_1 ≤ x_2. Using integration by parts, we see that the integral above is equal to

−(log(3x_2/x_1))^h ∑ log_p x_1<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν} − ∫_{logp x2}

log_p x_1

¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑ t<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)t}

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ d ^ log 3x_2 p^t ˙_h .

16 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Since ∑ t<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)t} < 1 p^{(1−ϱ0 )(⌊t⌋+1)} · p^{1−ϱ0} p^{1−ϱ0} − 1 ≪ 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)t} ,

we have (log(3x_2/x_1))^h ∑ log_p x_1<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)ν} ≪ (log(3x_2/x_1))^h

x^{1−ϱ0}_1 and ∫_{logp x2}

log_p x_1

¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑ t<ν≤log_p x_2 ν∈Z 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)t}

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ d ^ log 3x_2 p^t ˙_h ≪ ϵ_{h,0} log p

∫_{logp x2}

log_p x_1 1 p^{(1−ϱ0)t} ^ log 3x_2 p^t ˙_{h−1} dt

= ϵ_{h,0} (3x_2)^{1−ϱ0}

∫_{log(3x2/x1)}

log 3 t^{h−1}e^{(1−ϱ0 )t} dt ≪ ϵ_{h,0} (3x_2)^{1−ϱ0}

(log(3x_2/x_1))^{h−1} ^ 3x_2 x_1

˙_{1−ϱ0}

= ϵ_{h,0}(log(3x_2/x_1))^{h−1}

x^{1−ϱ0}_1 . Hence, it follows that ∑ x_1<p^ν ≤x_2 α(p^ν) p^{σ0ν} ^ log 3x_2 p^ν ˙_h ≪ (log(3x_2/x_1))^h x^{1−ϱ0}_1

(3.3)

uniformly for all primes p and all 0 < x_1 ≤ x_2. This inequality implies immediately ∑ y<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤x ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k ^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νk}_k ˙_h ≤ 2^{O(k)}(log x)^h y^{1−ϱ0} ∑ p^{ν2}_2 ···p^{νk}_k ≤x ν_2,...,ν_k≥1 1

≤ 2^{O(k)}(log x)^{k+h−1} x^{c1kδ}(log p_2) · · · (log p_k) . Lemma 3.1 now follows upon combining the above with (3.2) and taking δ_0 = 1/(c_1 − c_0) with the range δ ≥ δ_0 log log x/log x in mind. □

Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function as in Theorem 2.1 with A_0 ∈ (0, 1). Suppose first that (2.3) holds with the restricted sum ∑′ p replaced by the full sum ∑ p. For σ_0 = 1 De la Bretèche and Tenenbaum [4, Theorem 2.1] showed ∑ n≤x α(n) = 1 Γ(β) ∏ p ^ 1 − 1 p ˙_{β ∞}∑ ν=0 α(p^ν ) p^ν x(log x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} ˙˙ , where the implicit constant in the error term depends at most on the explicit and implicit constants in the hypotheses. For the general case where σ_0 > 0 is arbitrary, it is easy to

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 17

show, by applying the above to α(n)/n^{σ0−1} and employing partial summation as in the proof of [10, Corollary 3.3], that S(x) = ∑ n≤x α(n) = λ_αx^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} ˙˙ , (3.4)

where

λ_α := 1 σ_0Γ(β) ∏ p ^ 1 − 1 p ˙_{β ∞}∑ ν=0 α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} . (3.5)

Suppose now that (2.3) holds with the restricted sum ∑′ p being the sum ∑ p>Q_0 , where

Q_0 ≥ 1 is some absolute constant. Let P_0 := ∏ p≤Q_0 p and 1P0 (n) the indicator function of

the set {n ∈ N: gcd(n, P_0) = 1}. Then α(n)1_{P0} (n) is a nonnegative multiplicative function satisfying (2.1)–(2.4) with the sum ∑′ p in (2.3) replaced by the full sum ∑ p. In particular, (3.4) is applicable to α(n)1_{P0} (n). Thus, we obtain ∑ n≤x gcd(n,P_0)=1

α(n) = λ_α(P_0)x^{σ0} (log 3x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log 3x)^{A0} ˙˙ , (3.6)

where

λ_α(P_0) := 1 σ_0Γ(β) ∏ p≤Q_0 ^ 1 − 1 p ˙_β · ∏ p>Q_0 ^ 1 − 1 p ˙_{β ∞}∑ ν=0 α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} . Examining the proof of Lemma 3.1, we find that for every given h ∈ R, ∑ q≤x R_q |P_0 α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log 3x q ˙_h = ∏ p≤Q_0 ∞∑ ν=0 α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} (log x)^h ^ 1 + O ^ 1 log x ˙˙

for all sufficiently large x. Combining this with (3.6) gives S(x) = ∑ q≤x R_q |P_0 α(q) ∑ n^′≤x/q gcd(n^′,P_0)=1

α(n^′) = λ_αx^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} ˙˙ ,

which is the same as (3.4).

For our applications, we will need an asymptotic formula for

S(x; a) = S_α(x; a) := ∑ n≤x gcd(n,a)=1 α(n)

uniform in a ∈ N ∩ [1, x]. One may be tempted to apply (3.4) to the function α(n)1_a(n), where 1_a(n) is the indicator function of the set {n ∈ N: gcd(n, a) = 1}. However, it is not immediately clear whether the implied constant in the error term obtained via this naive approach is independent of a ∈ N ∩ [1, x]. Fortunately, the following lemma provides the desired estimate for S(x; a) under the hypotheses (i)–(iv).

18 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Lemma 3.2. Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function satisfying (2.1)–(2.4) with some A_0 ∈ (0, 1), β, σ_0 > 0, ϑ_0 ≥ 0, ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1) and r ∈ (0, 1). Then we have

S(x; a) = λ_α(a)x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} ˙˙

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, x], where

λ_α(a) := 1 σ_0Γ(β) ∏ p|a ^ 1 − 1 p ˙_β · ∏ p∤a ^ 1 − 1 p ˙_{β ∞}∑ ν=0 α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} , The implicit constant in the error term depends at most on the explicit and implicit constants in the hypotheses.

Proof. Let a ∈ N ∩[1, x]. For simplicity of notation, we write ∑_a for sums in which the indices take values coprime to a. As we have demonstrated above, there is no loss of generality by assuming that σ_0 = 1 and that (2.3) holds with the restricted sum ∑′ p replaced by the full sum ∑ p. We start by determining the relation between λ_α(a) and λ_α. Note that condition (iv) implies that α(p) ≪ (log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} , from which it follows that ∑ p|a α(p) log p ≪ (log log x)^{ϑ0} log a ≤ (log log x)^{ϑ0} log x.

By (2.2) we have ∑_a p≤x α(p) log p = βx + O ^ x (log x)^{A0} ˙ , from which we deduce ∑_a p≤x α(p) p = β log log x + M_α + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘ . Combining the above with (3.1), we see that

λ_α(a) = λ_α ∏ p|a ~_∞ ∑ ν=0 α(p^ν ) p^ν ¸_{−1}

= λ_α exp ¨ ˝− ∑ p|a α(p) p + O(1) ˛ ‚

= λ_α exp ~ − ∑ p≤x α(p) p + ∑_a p≤x α(p) p + O(1) ¸ ≍ λ_α ≍ 1. This assures us that there is no need to differentiate λ_α(a) and λ_α in the error terms.

Next, we connect S(x; a) with

T (x; a) = T_α(x; a) := ∑_a n≤x α(n) n .

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 19

It is clear from (3.4) that S(x; a) ≤ S(x; 1) ≪ x(log x)^{β−1} and T (x; a) ≤ T (x, 1) ≪ (log x)^β . Moreover, it is shown in the the proof of [4, Theorem 2.1] that

T (x; 1) = ^ 1 + O ^ 1 log x ˙˙ λ_α β (log x)^β. (3.7)

Following the proof of [4, Theorem 2.1], we find

S(x; a) log x = ∑_a n≤x α(n) log n + ∑_a n≤x α(n) log x n = ∑_a k≤x α(k) ∑_a p^ν ≤x/k p∤k α(p^ν) log p^ν + ∫_x 1^− S(t; a) t dt

= ∑_a k≤x α(k) ∑_a p≤x/k α(p) log p + O ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑ k≤x α(k) ∑ p≤x/k p|k α(p) log p ˛ ‹ ‹ ‚

+ O ¨ ˚ ˝ ∑ k≤x α(k) ∑ p^ν ≤x/k ν≥2 α(p^ν) log p^ν ˛ ‹ ‚+ O ` x(log x)^{β−1} ˘

= βxT (x, a) − ∑_a k≤x α(k) ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) log p + O ~ x ∑ k≤x α(k) k(log(3x/k))^{A0} ¸

+ O ` x(log x)^{β−1} ˘ . (3.8) By partial summation we have ∑ k≤x α(k) k(log(3x/k))^{A0} = S(x) x(log 3)^{A0} + ∫_x 1^−

log(3x/t) − A_0 t^2(log(3x/t))^{A0+1} S(t) dt

≪ (log x)^{β−1} + ∫_x 1 (log 3t)^{β−1} t(log(3x/t))^{A0} dt = (log x)^{β−1} +

∫_{log x} 0 (log 3 + t)^{β−1} (log 3x − t)^{A0} dt ≪ (log x)^{β−1} + 1 (log x)^{A0}

∫_{(log x)/2} 0 (log 3 + t)^{β−1} dt

+ (log x)^{β−1}

∫_{log x}

(log x)/2 1 (log 3x − t)^{A0} dt ≪ (log x)^{β−A0} . (3.9) Let x_1 := x/(log x)^2. For k ≤ x_1 we see that ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) log p ≪ (log log x)^{ϑ0} log a ≪ x k(log(x/k))^{A0} ,

20 KAI (STEVE) FAN

so that ∑_a k≤x_1 α(k) ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) log p ≪ x ∑ k≤x α(k) k(log(3x/k))^{A0}

≪ x(log x)^{β−A0} . (3.10)

On the other hand, we have by (2.2) that ∑_a x_1<k≤x α(k) ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) log p ≪ x ∑ x_1<k≤x α(k) k ≪ x ` (log x)^β − (log x_1)^β + O((log x)^{β−1}) ˘

≪ x(log x)^{β−1} log log x, (3.11)

where we have used (3.7) to estimate the sum over k and the mean value theorem to get

(log x)^β − (log x_1)^β = βξ^{β−1} log x x_1

≪ (log x)^{β−1} log log x

for some ξ ∈ (log x_1, log x). Combining (3.10) with (3.11), we obtain ∑_a k≤x α(k) ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) log p ≪ x(log x)^{β−A0} .

Inserting this and (3.9) into (3.8) yields

S(x; a) = βx log x T (x; a) + O ` x(log x)^{β−1−A0} ˘ (3.12)

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, x].

To estimate T (x; a), we repeat the argument above with α(n) replaced by α(n)/n. From (2.2) it follows that ∑ p≤x α(p) p log p = β log x + O ` (log x)^{1−A0} ˘ . (3.13)

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 21

Thus, we have

T (x; a) log x = ∑_a n≤x α(n) n log n + ∑_a n≤x α(n) n log x n = ∑_a k≤x α(k) k ∑_a p^ν ≤x/k p∤k α(p^ν ) p^ν log p^ν + U(x; a)

= ∑_a k≤x α(k) k ∑_a p≤x/k α(p) p log p + O ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑_a k≤x α(k) k ∑ p≤x/k p|k α(p) p log p ˛ ‹ ‹ ‚

+ O ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑_a k≤x α(k) k ∑ p^ν ≤x/k ν≥2 α(p^ν ) p^ν log p^ν ˛ ‹ ‹ ‚+ U(x; a)

= (β + 1)U(x; a) − ∑_a k≤x α(k) k ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) p log p + O ` (log x)^{1−A0} T (x; a) ˘ ,

where U(x; a) := ∑_a n≤x α(n) n log x n = ∫_x 1^− T (t; a) t dt. (3.14)

In view of (3.13), we have ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) p log p ≤ ∑ p≤(log x)^2 α(p) p log p + ∑ (log x)^2<p≤x p|a α(p) p log p

≪ log log x + (log log x)^{ϑ0} ∑ (log x)^2<p≤x p|a log p p

≪ log log x + (log log x)^{ϑ0} ω(a) log log x (log x)^2

≪ log log x,

so that ∑_a k≤x α(k) k ∑ p≤x/k p|a α(p) p log p ≪ (log log x)T (x; a).

It follows that T (x; a) log x = (β + 1)U(x; a) + O ` (log x)^{1−A0} T (x; a) ˘ . Hence, there exists a function ϵ(x; a) such that ϵ(x; a) = O((log x)^{−A0} ) and

T (x; a) = 1 1 − ϵ(x; a) · β + 1 log x

U(x; a) (3.15)

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, x].

22 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Finally, we estimate U(x; a) and T (x; a) by following the proof of [35, Theorem A]. For y ≥ 2 and a ∈ N ∩ [1, y], let

V (y; a) := log ^ β + 1 (log y)^{β+1} U(y; a) ˙ . In light of (3.14) and (3.15), we have d dy V (y; a) = − β + 1 y log y + 1 U(y; a) · d dy U(y; a) = − β + 1 y log y + T (y; a) U(y; a)y = β + 1 y log y · ϵ(y; a) 1 − ϵ(y; a) ≪ 1 y(log y)^{A0+1} uniformly for all sufficiently large y and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, y], which implies that

V_a := ∫_∞ 2 d dy V (y; a) dy < ∞. Since V (x; a) − V (2; a) = V_a − ∫_∞ x d dy V (y; a) dy = V_a + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘ uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, x], it follows that

β + 1 (log x)^{β+1}

U(x; a) = exp(V (x; a)) = exp(V_a + V (2; a)) ` 1 + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘˘ . Combining this estimate with (3.15), we infer T (x; a) = exp(V_a + V (2; a))(log x)^β ` 1 + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘˘ (3.16) uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, x]. The leading coefficient can be made explicit by arguing as in the proof of [35, Theorem A]. Alternatively, we can also take advantage of (3.6). Fixing a ∈ N, we have by (3.6) with σ_0 = 1 that

T (x; a) = λ_α(a) β (log x)^β ` 1 + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘˘ for all sufficiently large x. Comparing this with (3.16) shows that exp(V_a + V (2; a)) = λ_α(a)/β. Carrying this back into (3.16), we obtain

T (x; a) = λ_α(a) β (log x)^β ` 1 + O ` (log x)^{−A0} ˘˘ uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all a ∈ N ∩ [1, x]. Inserting the above into (3.12) completes the proof Lemma 3.2. □ The next result, which is key to the computation of moments, is a direct corollary of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function satisfying (2.1)–(2.4) with some A_0 ∈ (0, 1), β, σ_0 > 0, ϑ_0 ≥ 0, ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1) and r ∈ (0, 1). Fix ϵ_0 ∈ (0, 1). Then there exist constants δ_0 > 0 and Q_0 ≥ 2, such that uniformly for all sufficiently large x, any

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 23

δ ∈ [δ_0 log log x/log x, 1], and any square-free a ∈ N ∩ [1, x] with ω(a) ≤ (1 − ρ_0)ϵ_0δ^{−1}, P^−(a) > Q_0 and P^+(a) ≤ x^δ, we have ∑ n≤x a|n α(n) = λ_α ^ F (σ_0, a) + O ^ 2^{O(ω(a))}L(a) a ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} + ϵ_{β,1} log P^+(a) log x ˙˙˙ x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1},

where L(a) is defined as in Lemma 3.1,

F (σ_0, a) := ∏ p|a

¨ ˝1 −

~_∞ ∑ ν=0 α(p^ν )p^{−σ0ν} ¸_{−1}˛ ‚,

and λ_α is defined by (3.5).

Proof. Suppose that δ_0 > 0 is a constant for which Lemma 3.1 holds when c_0 = 1 and h ∈ {β − 1, β − 1 − A_0}. Let Q_0 ≥ 2 be such that ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν ) p^{σ0ν} ≤ 1 2 for all p > Q_0. Then we have

F (σ_0, p) = ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν) p^{σ0ν} + O ¨ ˝ ~_∞ ∑ ν=1 α(p^ν) p^{σ0ν} ¸_2˛

‚= α(p) p^{σ0} + O ^ ψ_0(p) + α(p)^2 p^{2σ0} ˙ (3.17)

for all p > Q_0. For any square-free integer a ∈ [1, x] with ω(a) ≤ (1 − ϱ_0)ϵ_0δ^{−1}, P^−(a) > Q_0 and P^+(a) ≤ x^δ, we have by Lemma 3.2 that ∑ n≤x gcd(n,a)=1

α(n) = λ_α(a)x^{σ0} (log 3x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log 3x)^{A0} ˙˙ . (3.18)

Note that ∑ n≤x a|n α(n) = ∑ q≤x R_q =a α(q) ∑ n^′≤x/q gcd(n^′,a)=1 α(n^′).

By (3.18), the main term of the inner sum contributes λ_α(a)x^{σ0} ∑ q≤x R_q =a α(q) ^ log 3x q ˙_{β−1} ,

which, by Lemma 3.1, is equal to λ_α(a)x^{σ0} ^ λ̃_α(a) + O ^ 2^{O(ω(a))} log x ^ 1 x^{δω(a)} + ϵ_{β,1}L(a) log P^+(a) a ˙˙˙ (log x)^{β−1} = λ_α ^ F (σ_0, a) + O ^ 2^{O(ω(a))} log x ^ 1 a + ϵ_{β,1}L(a) log P^+(a) a ˙˙˙ x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1},

24 KAI (STEVE) FAN

since a ≤ x^{δω(a)}. Analogously, the contribution from the error term of the inner sum is ≪ λ_α ^ F (σ_0, a) +

2^{O(ω(a))}L(a) log P^+(a)

a log x ˙ x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1−A0} ≪ λ_α2^{O(ω(a))}L(a) a x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1−A0} ,

where we have used the estimate F (σ_0, a) ≪ 2^{O(ω(a))}L(a)/a, which follows directly from (2.4) and (3.17). Combining these estimates completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. □

Remark 3.1. We point out that the lower bound Q_0 for ω(a) in the lemma above is by and large an artificial thing, whose value is insignificant for our applications. However, we need it because (3.17) may not hold for small primes. As we shall see later, having such a lower bound also frees us from dealing with minor contributions from small primes.

4. Computing Moments

By rescaling the strongly additive function f in Theorem 2.1, we may assume, without loss of generality, that |f(p)|≤ 1 for all primes p. Note that 0 ≤ F (σ_0, p) < 1 for all primes p. For every p we define f_p: N → R by

f_p(n) := { f(p)(1 − F (σ_0, p)), if p | n, −f(p)F (σ_0, p), otherwise.

Given any q ∈ N we may also extend f_p via complete multiplicativity by setting

f_q(n) := ∏ p^ν ‖q f_p(n)^ν .

It is clear that |f_q(n)|≤ 1. The following result provides an approximation of the moments of f in terms of those of f_p.

Lemma 4.1. Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function satisfying (2.1)–(2.4) with some A_0, β, σ_0 > 0, ϑ_0 ≥ 0, ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1) and r ∈ (0, 1). Let f: N → R be a strongly additive function with |f(p)|≤ 1 for all primes p. Then there exists a constant Q_0 ≥ 2, such that ∑ n≤y α(n)(f(n) − A(x))^m = ∑ n≤y α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ¸_m + O pE(y, z, w; m)q holds uniformly for all sufficiently large x ≥ z, any y ≥ 1, and all m ∈ N, where E(y, z, w; m) := ∑ a+b+c=m 0≤a<m b,c≥0

^ m a, b, c ˙ 2^{O(m−a)} plog(v + 2)q^c ∑ n≤y α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a ω(n; z, w)^b,

v := log x/log z, w := x^{1/log(v+2)}, and ω(n; z, w) := ∑ z<p≤w p|n 1.

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 25

Proof. Let Q_0 ≥ 2 be a constant for which (3.17) holds. Suppose that z > Q_0 is sufficiently large. By (2.4), (3.17) and the fact that ∑ p ψ_0(p) < ∞, we find ∑ Q_0<p≤x f(p)F (σ_0, p) = A(x) + O(1).

We compute f(n) − A(x) = ∑ p|n p>Q_0 f(p) − ∑ Q_0<p≤x f(p)F (σ_0, p) + O(1)

= ∑ Q_0<p≤z p|n f(p) + ∑ p>z p|n f(p) − ∑ Q_0<p≤z f(p)F (σ_0, p) − ∑ z<p≤x f(p)F (σ_0, p) + O(1)

= ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) + ∑ p>z p|n f(p) − ∑ z<p≤x f(p)F (σ_0, p) + O(1).

By (3.1) we have ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ z<p≤x f(p)F (σ_0, p) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ≤ ∑ z<p≤x α(p) p^{σ0} + O(1) ≤ β log(v + 2) + O(1).

Since ∑ p>z p|n |f(p)|≤ ∑ z<p≤x p|n 1 < ω(n; z, w) + log(v + 2),

it follows that f(n) − A(x) = ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) + O pω(n; z, w) + log(v + 2)q .

We have therefore proved ∑ n≤y α(n)(f(n) − A(x))^m = ∑ n≤y α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) + O pω(n; z, w) + log(v + 2)q

¸_m . Opening the mth power on the right-hand side by means of the multinomial theorem completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. □

Let z = x^{1/v} and w = x^{1/log(v+2)} be as in Lemma 4.1, where v ≥ 1 is a function of x and m to be chosen later. Fix ϵ_0 ∈ (0, 1) and η_0 ∈ (0, 1], and suppose that y ∈ [x^{η0} , x]. Under the hypotheses in Theorem 2.1, we seek to estimate the weighted moments ∑ n≤y α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ¸_m , appearing in Lemma 4.1. Expanding out the mth power we see that ∑ n≤y α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ¸_m = ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_m≤z ∑ n≤y α(n)f_{p1···pm} (n). (4.1)

26 KAI (STEVE) FAN

This suggests that we study the sum ∑ n≤y α(n)f_q(n)

for q ∈ N with ω(q) ≤ m, P^−(q) > Q_0 and P^+(q) ≤ z. A key observation is that f_q(n) = f_q(gcd(n, R_q)). From this we deduce ∑ n≤y α(n)f_q(n) = ∑ a|R_q f_q(a) ∑ n≤y gcd(n,R_q )=a α(n) = ∑ ab|R_q f_q(a)μ(b) ∑ n≤y ab|n α(n).

Note that log y/log z ∈ [η_0v, v]. By Lemma 3.3, there exists a constant v_0 > 0, independent of Q_0 and η_0, such that ∑ n≤y α(n)f_q(n) = λ_α ` G(σ_0, q) + O ` 2^{O(m)}E_y(q) ˘˘ y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} (4.2)

holds uniformly for all sufficiently large x, any y ∈ [x^{η0} , x] and v ∈ [η^{−1}_0 , v_0 log x/log log x], and all m ≤ (1 − ϱ_0)ϵ_0 log y/log z, where

G(σ_0, q) := ∑ ab|R_q f_q(a)μ(b)F (σ_0, ab),

E_y(q) := ∑ ab|R_q |f_q(a)|L(ab) ab ^ 1 (log y)^{A0} + ϵ_{β,1} log P^+(ab) log y ˙ .

Combining (4.2) with (4.1) gives ∑ n≤y α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ¸_m = λ_α ` G(z) + O ` 2^{O(m)}D(y, z) ˘˘ y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}, (4.3)

where

G(z) := ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_m≤z G(σ_0, p_1 · · · p_m), D(y, z) := ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_m≤z E_y(p_1 · · · p_m).

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 27

5. Estimation of G(z) and D(y, z) It is easy to see that G(σ_0, q) is multiplicative as a function of q. Indeed, given any q_1, q_2 ∈ N with gcd(q_1, q_2) = 1, we have

G(σ_0, q_1)G(σ_0, q_2) = ∑ a_1b_1|R_{q1} a_2b_2|R_{q2}

f_{q1} (a_1)f_{q2} (a_2)μ(b_1)μ(b_2)F (σ_0, a_1b_1)F (σ_0, a_2b_2)

= ∑ a_1b_1|R_{q1} a_2b_2|R_{q2}

f_{q1} (a_1a_2)f_{q2} (a_1a_2)μ(b_1b_2)F (σ_0, a_1a_2b_1b_2)

= ∑ a_1b_1|R_{q1} a_2b_2|R_{q2}

f_{q1q2} (a_1a_2)μ(b_1b_2)F (σ_0, a_1a_2b_1b_2)

= ∑ ab|R_{q1q2} f_{q1q2} (a)μ(b)F (σ_0, ab) = G(σ_0, q_1q_2).

Furthermore, we have G(σ_0, p^ν) = f_pν (1) + f_pν (p)F (σ_0, p) − f_pν (1)F (σ_0, p)

= (−f(p)F (σ_0, p))^ν + (f(p)(1 − F (σ_0, p)))^ν F (σ_0, p) − (−f(p)F (σ_0, p))^ν F (σ_0, p) = f(p)^νF (σ_0, p)(1 − F (σ_0, p)) ` (−1)^ν F (σ_0, p)^{ν−1} + (1 − F (σ_0, p))^{ν−1} ˘ for all prime powers p^ν . Note that G(σ_0, p) = 0, |G(σ_0, p^ν )|≤ 1/4, and G(σ_0, p^ν) ≥ 0 when 2 | ν. In addition, we have by (3.17) that

G(σ_0, p^2) = f(p)^2F (σ_0, p)(1 − F (σ_0, p)) = α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} + O ^ ψ_0(p) + α(p)^2 p^{2σ0} ˙ (5.1)

and that |G(σ_0, p^ν )|≤ |f(p)|^νF (σ_0, p) ≤ α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} + O ^ ψ_0(p) + α(p)^2 p^{2σ0} ˙ (5.2)

for all p^ν with p > Q_0 and ν ≥ 2.

Now we proceed to estimate G(z) in the main term of (4.3). Recall that y ∈ [x^{η0} , x] and z = x^{1/v} . We shall suppose in this section that 1 ≤ m ≤ min(v, h_0B(x)^{1/3}), log(v + 2) = o(B(x)), and m log(v + 2) ≪ B(x), where 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3} is any given constant, and obtain a uniform treatment for G(z) and D(y, z) under this more general assumption. Since G(σ_0, q) is multiplicative in q and G(σ_0, p) = 0 for all p > Q_0, we have G(z) = ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_m≤z p_1···p_m square-full

G(σ_0, p_1 · · · p_m). (5.3)

When 2 | m, the main contribution arises from m! (m/2)! 2^{m/2} ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_{m/2}≤z p_1,...,p_{m/2} distinct

G(σ_0, p^2_1 · · · p^2_{m/2}) = C_m ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_{m/2}≤z p_1,...,p_{m/2} distinct m/2∏ i=1 G(σ_0, p^2_i ), (5.4)

28 KAI (STEVE) FAN

since the number of ways to partition a set of m elements into m/2 two-element equivalence classes is m! (m/2)! 2^{m/2} = m! m! ! = C_m. The sum on the right-hand side of (5.4) can be rewritten as ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_{m/2−1}≤z p_1,...,p_{m/2−1} distinct m/2−1∏

i=1 G(σ_0, p^2_i ) ∑ Q_0<p_{m/2}≤z p_{m/2}≠p_1,...,p_{m/2−1} G(σ_0, p^2_{m/2}).

By (5.1) and (3.1), the inner sum over p_{m/2} is equal to ∑ Q_0<p≤z G(σ_0, p^2) − m/2−1∑

i=1 G(σ_0, p^2_i ) = B(z) + O ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤q_N α(p) p^{σ0} ¸ = B(z) + O plog log(m + 2)q ,

where N = m/2 + π(Q_0) and q_N is the Nth prime. Repeating this argument we obtain ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_{m/2}≤z p_1,...,p_{m/2} distinct m/2∏ i=1 G(σ_0, p^2_i ) = pB(z) + O plog log(m + 2)qq^{m/2} .

But B(x) − B(z) = ∑ z<p≤x α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} ≤ β log(v + 2) + O(1).

Hence when m is even, the main contribution to G(z) is given by

C_m pB(x) + O(log(v + 2))q^{m/2} = C_mB(x)^{m2} ` 1 + O ` mB(x)^{−1} log(v + 2) ˘˘ . The remaining contribution to G(z) comes from ∑ s<m/2 ∑ Q_0<p_1<···<p_s≤z ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s≥2

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙_s∏ i=1 G(σ_0, p^{ki}_i ). (5.5)

Since (5.5) vanishes when m ≤ 2, we may suppose m ≥ 3. By (5.2) we see that s∏ i=1 ˇ ˇG(σ_0, p^ki_i ) ˇ ˇ ≤ s∏ i=1 ^ α(p_i) f(p_i)^2 p^{σ0}_i + O ^ ψ_0(p_i) + α(p_i)^2 p^{2σ0}_i ˙˙ . Thus, we have ∑ Q_0<p_1<···<p_s≤z s∏ i=1 ˇ ˇG(σ_0, p^ki_i ) ˇ ˇ ≤ 1 s! (B(x) + O(1))^s = 1 s! B(x)^s ` 1 + O ` sB(x)^{−1} ˘˘ ≪ B(x)^s s! . Since ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s≥2

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙ ≤ m! 2^s ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s≥2 1 = m! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ ,^3

3We have corrected the binomial coefficient in [17, Equ. (11)].

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 29

(5.5) is ≪ m! ∑ s<m/2 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ B(x)^s.

To estimate the sum above, we put m_1 := ⌊(m − 1)/2⌋ and observe that ∑ s<m/2 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ B(x)^s = B(x)^{m1} ∑ s≤m_1 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ B(x)^{s−m1}

≤ B(x)^{m1} m^{−3m1} ∑ s≤m_1 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ h^{3(m1 −s)} 0 m^{3s},

where we have used the assumption that B(x) ≥ m^3/h^3_0 with some 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3}. Let

e_m := { 1, if 2 | m, 1/2, otherwise.

Then m_1 = m/2 − e_m. Note that

m^{−3m1} ∑ s≤m/4 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ h^{3(m1 −s)} 0 m^{3s} ≤ m^{−3m1} ∑ s≤m/4 1 s! (s − 1)! ^ 9 4 ˙_{m1−s}^ m^4 2 ˙_s

≪ m^{−3m1} ^ 9 4 ˙_{m1}^

m^4 2 ˙_{m/4} ≪ C_m m! m^{3em} , since C_m m! = 1 2^{m/2}Γ(m/2 + 1)

≍ m^{− m+12} e^{m2}

by Stirling’s formula. Next, we have

m^{−3m1} ∑ m/4<s≤m/3 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ h^{3(m1 −s)} 0 m^{3s} ≤ 2^{O(m)}m^{−3m1} ∑ m/4<s≤m/3 1 s! (s − 1)! ^ m^4 2 ˙_s

≤ 2^{O(m)}m^{−3m1} m^{m/2} ∑ m/4<s≤m/3 ^ m^4 2 ˙_s

≤ 2^{O(m)}m^{−3m1} m^{m/2} m^{4m/3} = 2^{O(m)}m^{−2m/3+3em} ≪ C_m m! m^{3em} .

30 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Finally, we observe that m^{−3m1} ∑ m/3<s≤m_1 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 s − 1 ˙ h^{3(m1 −s)} 0 m^{3s}

= m^{−3m1} ∑ m/3<s≤m_1 1 s! 2^s ^ m − s − 1 m − 2s ˙ h^{3(m1 −s)} 0 m^{3s} ≤ m^{−3m1} ∑ m/3<s≤m_1 1 s! 2^s

(m − s)^{m−2s}h^{3(m1 −s)}_0 m^{3s}

≤ m^{−3m1} m_1! ∑ m/3<s≤m_1 m_1! s! 2^s ^ 2m 3 ˙_{m−2s} h^{3(m1−s)} 0 m^{3s}

≤ m^{−3m1} m_1! ∑ m/3<s≤m_1 1 2^s ´m 2 ¯_{m1−s} ^2m 3 ˙_{m−2s} h^{3(m1 −s)} 0 m^{3s}

≪ m^{m−2m1} m_1! 2^{m/2} ∑ m/3<s≤m_1 ~ 2h^{3/2}_0 3 ¸_{m−2s} ≪ C_m m! m^{3em} .

Collecting the estimates above, we see that the contribution to G(z) from (5.5) is

≪ C_mm^{3em} B(x)^{m1} = C_mB(x)^{m2} ^ m^3 B(x) ˙_{em} ≤ C_mB(x)^{m2} m^32 a B(x) . We can therefore conclude that

G(z) = C_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m ^ 1 + O ^ m log(v + 2) B(x) ˙˙ + O ~ m^32 a B(x) ¸¸ . (5.6)

Next, we estimate D(y, z) in the error term of (4.3). By definition, we have D(y, z) = ∑ s≤m ∑ Q_0<p_1<···<p_s≤z ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙ E_y ` p^{k1}_1 · · · p^{ks}_s ˘ .

Let H(σ_0, q) := ∑ ab|R_q |f_q(a)|L(ab) ab .

Then H(σ_0, q) is multiplicative in q. Moreover, we have E_y(q) ≤ H(σ_0, q) ^ 1 (log y)^{A0} + ϵ_{β,1} log P^+(q) log y ˙ .

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 31

It follows that D(y, z) ≤ D_1(y, z) + ϵ_{β,1}D_2(y, z), where

D_1(y, z) := 1 (log y)^{A0} ∑ s≤m ∑ Q_0<p_1<···<p_s≤z ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙_s∏ i=1 H(σ_0, p^{ki}_i ),

D_2(y, z) := 1 log y ∑ s≤m ∑ Q_0<p_1<···<p_s≤z log p_s ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙_s∏ i=1 H(σ_0, p^{ki}_i ).

By Mertens’ theorems [22, Theorems 425, 427] we have, for any t ≥ 3, that ∑ p≤t (log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} p = 1 ϑ_0 + 1

(log log t)^{ϑ0+1} + O(1) (5.7)

and that ∑ p≤t (log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} log p p = ^ 1 + O ^ 1 log t + ϑ_0 log log t ˙˙ (log log t)^{ϑ0} log t. (5.8)

Furthermore, let

T_n(t) := n∑ k=0 { n k } t^k denote the nth Touchard polynomial, where { n k } := 1 k! ∑ n_1+···+n_k=n n_1,...,n_k∈N

^ n n_1, ..., n_k ˙

is the kth Stirling number of the second kind of size n. The sequence {T_n(t)}^∞_{n=0} of the Touchard polynomials is known to satisfy the recurrence relation

T_{n+1}(t) = t n∑ i=0 ^ n i ˙ T_i(t), from which one verifies readily by induction that T_n(t) ≤ ^ t + n − 1 2 ˙_n (5.9)

for all n ≥ 1 and t ≥ 0. Since

H(σ_0, p^ν ) = |f(p)|F (σ_0, p) ^ 1 + L(p) p ˙ + |f(p)|L(p) p (1 − F (σ_0, p)) = |f(p)| ^ F (σ_0, p) +

(log log(p + 1))^{ϑ0} p ˙

32 KAI (STEVE) FAN

for any prime powers p^ν with p > Q_0, we obtain, from (3.17), (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9), that D_1(y, z) ≤ 2^{O(m)} (log x)^{A0} ∑ s≤m 1 s! (log log z)^{s(ϑ0+1)} ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙

≤ 2^{O(m)} (log x)^{A0} T_m ` (log log z)^{ϑ0+1} ˘ ≤ 2^{O(m)} (log x)^{A0}

(log log x)^{m(ϑ0+1)},

and that D_2(y, z) ≤ 2^{O(m)} log z log x ∑ s≤m 1 (s − 1)!

(log log z)^{s(ϑ0+1)−1} ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙

≤ 2^{O(m)} v log log z T_m ` (log log z)^{ϑ0+1} ˘ ≤ 2^{O(m)} v (log log x)^{m(ϑ0 +1)−1}.

Hence, we conclude that

D(y, z) ≤ 2^{O(m)}(log log x)^{m(ϑ0 +1)−1} ^ log log x (log x)^{A0} + ϵ_{β,1} v ˙ . (5.10)

6. Estimation of E(y, z, w; m)

In this section, we seek to bound the function E(y, z, w; m) introduced in Lemma 4.1 under the assumptions in Theorem 2.1. We start with the case β = 1. Suppose that 1 ≤ m ≤ h_0B(x)^{1/3}, where 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3} is any given constant. Recall that y ∈ [x^{η0} , x], z = x^{1/v} and w = x^{1/log(v+2)}. With the choice v = (1 − ϱ_0)^{−1}ϵ^{−1}_0 η^{−1}_0 m, we clearly have v ∈ [η^{−1}_0 , v_0 log x/log log x] and m ≤ (1 − ϱ_0)ϵ_0 log y/log z. Inputting (5.6) and (5.10) into (4.3), we obtain ∑ n≤y α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ¸_m

= λ_αC_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ m^32 a B(x) ¸¸ y^{σ0} . (6.1)

The key lies in the estimation of the sum ∑ n≤y α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a ω(n; z, w)^b. (6.2)

In the present case, we may simply use the trivial bound ω(n; z, w) ≪ v ≪ m, so that (6.2) is bounded above by

2^{O(b)}m^b ∑ n≤y α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a . It is clear that we can use (6.1) to handle the sum above. If a is even, then this sum is ≪ λ_αC_aB(x)^a2 y^{σ0} ; if a is odd, then it is ≤ ¨ ˝ ∑ n≤y α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a−1˛ ‚ 1/2¨ ˝ ∑ n≤y α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a+1˛ ‚ 1/2

≪ λ_α a C_{a−1}C_{a+1}B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0}

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 33

by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality. The sequence {C_ℓ}^∞_{ℓ=1} is strictly increasing, which can be easily seen from the identity C_{ℓ+1} C_ℓ = ℓ + 1 ? 2 · Γ(ℓ/2 + 1) Γ((ℓ + 1)/2 + 1) = ? 2 · Γ(ℓ/2 + 1) Γ((ℓ/2 + 1/2)

and the fact that Γ(y) is strictly increasing on [3/2, ∞). Moreover, we have by Stirling’s formula that C_ℓ C_{ℓ+1} ≪ 1 ℓ + 1 · ((ℓ + 1)/2)^{ℓ/2+1}e^{−(ℓ+1)/2} (ℓ/2)^{(ℓ+1)/2}e^{−ℓ/2} ≪ 1 ? ℓ + 1 , which implies that C_a ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}C_m c a! m! ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}C_m c a^a m^m ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}C_m p ? mq^{m−a} for all 0 ≤ a ≤ m. Hence, (6.2) is bounded above by 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_mm^b p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m `? m ˘_{m−a} B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} .

Inputting this inequality into the definition of E(y, z, w; m), we conclude that E(y, z, w; m) ≤ λ_αC_my^{σ0} m−1∑ a=0 ^ m a ˙ B(x)^{a2} ` O `? m ˘˘_{m−a} ≪ λ_αC_mm^{32} B(x)^{m−12} y^{σ0} . (6.3)

Now we consider the case β ≠ 1. Suppose that 1 ≤ m ≪ B(x)^{1/3}/(log log log x)^{2/3} and that B(x)/(log log log x)^2 → ∞ as x → ∞. In this case we take v = (log log x)^{m(ϑ0 +2)}, so that v ∈ [2η^{−1}_0 , v_0 log x/log log x] and m ≤ (1 − ϱ_0)ϵ_0 log t/log z for any t ∈ [x^{η0/2}, x] when x is sufficiently large. Inserting (5.6) and (5.10) into (4.3) leads to ∑ n≤t α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ¸_m

= λ_αC_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ m^32 a B(x) ¸¸ t^{σ0} (log t)^{β−1} (6.4)

uniformly for all t ∈ [x^{η0/2}, x]. Again, we need to estimate (6.2) uniformly for y ∈ [x^{η0} , x]. Note that (6.2) can be rewritten as b∑ k=1 ∑ z<p_1<···<p_k≤w ∑ l_1+···+l_k=b l_1,...,l_k≥1

^ b l_1, ..., l_k ˙ ∑ n≤y p_1···p_k|n α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a .

Observe that ∑ n≤y p_1···p_k|n α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a = ∑ q≤y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n^′≤y/q gcd(n^′,q)=1 α(n^′) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n^′) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a

≤ ∑ q≤y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a ,

34 KAI (STEVE) FAN

since p_1, ..., p_k > p. If q = p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νk}_k > ? y with given z < p_1 < · · · < p_k ≤ w, then we have

the trivial estimate ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a ≤ π(z)^a ∑ n≤3y/q α(n) ≪ λ_απ(z)^a ^ y q ˙_{σ0}^ log 3y q ˙_{β−1}

by (3.4) and the fact that |f_p(n)|≤ 1. By the proof of Lemma 3.1, and particularly by (3.3),

we find that ∑ ? y<q≤y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log 3y q ˙_{β−1} = ∑ ? y<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νk}_k ≤y ν_1,...,ν_k≥1 α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νk}_k ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νk}_k ^ log 3y p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νk}_k ˙_{β−1}

≪ 2^{O(k)}(log y)^{k+β−2} `? y ˘_{1−ϱ0} ,

from which it follows that ∑ ? y<q≤y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a ≪ λ_απ(z)^a 2^{O(k)}y^{σ0} (log y)^{k+β−2} `? y ˘_{1−ϱ0} .

Summing the above over all z < p_1 < · · · < p_k ≤ w yields immediately ∑ z<p_1<···<p_k≤w ∑ ? y<q≤y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a

≤ λ_απ(z)^aπ(w)^k 2^{O(k)}y^{σ0} (log y)^{k+β−2} k! `? y ˘_{1−ϱ0} ≤ λ_αy^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}

k! p^3 ? yq^{1−ϱ0} (6.5)

for sufficiently large x, since y ∈ [x^{η0} , x], a + k ≤ m ≪ (log log x)^{1/3}/(log log log x)^{2/3}, and π(z)^aπ(w)^k ≤ ^ w log w + O ^ w (log w)^2

˙˙_m ≪ ^ w log w

˙_m ≤ x^{1/log log log x}(m log log log x)^m

(log x)^m . If q = p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νk}_k ≤ ? y, then x^{η0/2} ≤ ? y ≤ y/q ≤ y ≤ x. Thus, we can apply (6.4) with

t = y/q to handle ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a . If a is even, then this sum is ≪ λ_αC_aB(x)^{a2} ^ y q ˙_{σ0}^ log y q ˙_{β−1} ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} ^ y q ˙_{σ0}^ log y q ˙_{β−1} ;

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 35

if a is odd, then it is ≤ ¨ ˝ ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a−1˛ ‚ 1/2¨ ˝ ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a+1˛ ‚ 1/2

≪ λ_α a C_{a−1}C_{a+1}B(x)^{a2} ^ y q ˙_{σ0}^ log y q ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} ^ y q ˙_{σ0}^ log y q ˙_{β−1}

by Cauchy–Schwarz. It follows that ∑ q≤ ? y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a

≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_my^{σ0} p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} ∑ q≤ ? y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log y q ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} k∏ i=1 ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν_i ) p^{σ0ν}_i = 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} k∏ i=1 ^ α(p_i) p^{σ0}_i + ψ_0(p_i) ˙

for all 0 ≤ a < m. Since (3.1) implies that ∑ z<p_1<···<p_k≤w k∏ i=1 ^ α(p_i) p^{σ0}_i + ψ_0(p_i) ˙ ≤ 1 k! ~ ∑ z<p≤w ^ α(p) p^{σ0} + ψ_0(p) ˙¸k ≤ 2^{O(k)} k! (log v)^k,

we obtain ∑ z<p_1<···<p_k≤w ∑ q≤ ? y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a

≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m k! p ? mq^{m−a} (log v)^kB(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}. (6.6)

Combining (6.6) with (6.5) and extending the inner sum over q to the entire range, we conclude that ∑ z<p_1<···<p_k≤w ∑ q≤y R_q =p_1···p_k α(q) ∑ n≤y/q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a

≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m k! p ? mq^{m−a} (log v)^kB(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}.

36 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Hence, (6.2) is bounded above by 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} b∑ k=1 (log v)^k k! ∑ l_1+···+l_k=b l_1,...,l_k≥1

^ b l_1, ..., l_k ˙

= 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} b∑ k=1 { b k } (log v)^k ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} T_b(log v)y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}.

It follows by (5.9) that the above does not exceed 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} (log v)^by^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1},

where we have used the observation that log v > m log log log x > m ≥ b. In other words, we have shown that ∑ n≤y α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ a ω(n; z, w)^b ≤ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} (log v)^by^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}.

Inputting this inequality into the definition of E(y, z, w; m), we conclude that E(y, z, w; m) ≤ λ_αC_my^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} m−1∑ a=0 ^ m a ˙ B(x)^{a2} ^ O ^ log v ? m ˙˙_{m−a}

≪ λ_αC_m ? m(log v)B(x)^{m−12} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}

≪ λ_αC_mm^{32} (log log log x)B(x)^{m−12} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}. (6.7)

7. Deduction of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2

Theorem 2.1 now follows immediately upon combining (6.1) and (6.4) with (6.3) and (6.7) and invoking Lemma 4.1 and (3.4). In fact, we have shown that the same asymptotic formulas which hold for M(x; m) also hold for S(y)^{−1} ∑ n≤y α(n)(f(n) − A(x))^m (7.1)

uniformly in the range y ∈ [x^{η0} , x], where η_0 ∈ (0, 1] is any fixed constant.

Now we prove Theorem 2.2. Recall that under the hypotheses in Theorem 2.2, the multiplicative function α(n) satisfies conditions (i)–(iv). We shall again suppose A_0 ∈ (0, 1) throughout the proof. Define the strongly additive function f̃: N → R, called the strongly additive contraction of f, by f̃(p) = f(p) for all primes p. Then ∑ n≤x α(n)(f(n) − A(x))^m = m∑ k=0 ^ m k ˙ ∑ n≤x α(n) ´ f̃(n) − A(x) ¯_k´ f(n) − f̃(n) ¯_{m−k} (7.2)

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 37

for every m ∈ N. The term corresponding to k = m can be estimated directly using Theorem

2.1. Hence, it remains to deal with ∑ n≤x α(n) ´ f̃(n) − A(x) ¯_k´ f(n) − f̃(n) ¯_l

(7.3)

for 0 ≤ k < m and l = m − k. Note that ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ n≤x α(n) ´ f̃(n) − A(x) ¯_k´ f(n) − f̃(n) ¯_l ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ

≤ ∑ n≤x α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^k ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ p^ν ‖n,ν≥2 (f(p^ν ) − f(p)) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ l

≤ ∑ p_1,...,p_l≤ ? x ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νl}_l ≤x ν_1,...,ν_l≥2 |f(p^{ν1}_1 ) − f(p_1)|· · · |f(p^{νl}_l ) − f(p_l)| ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νl}_l ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^k .

Since f(p^ν ) = O(ν^κ) for all p^ν , the last expression above does not exceed

2^{O(l)} ∑ s≤l ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤ ? x ∑ l_1+···+l_s=l l_1,...,l_s∈N

^ l l_1, ..., l_s ˙ ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νs}_s ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^k .

If we write n = p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s n^′ with gcd(n^′, p_1 · · · p_s) = 1, then it is clear that ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ^k = ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ f̃(n^′) − A(x) +^s ∑ i=1 f(p_i) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ k ≤ k∑ a=0 ^ k a ˙ˇ ˇf̃(n_′) − A(x) ˇ ˇ^a ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ s∑ i=1 f(p_i) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ k−a . Thus, the innermost sum of α(n)|f̃(n) − A(x)|^k is

≤ α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) k∑ a=0 ^ k a ˙ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ s∑ i=1 f(p_i) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ k−a ∑ n≤x/pp^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^a , (7.4)

where we have dropped the superscript of n for simplicity of notation. Since the right-hand

side of the above clearly vanishes if p_1 · · · p_s > ? x, we may assume p_1 · · · p_s ≤ ? x instead.

Let λ^′ := 1 − ϱ_0 − log_2 λ > ρ_0, and choose a constant max(1/2, a ϱ_0/λ^′) < δ_0 < 1, so that

1 − ϱ_0 + δ^2_0 λ^′ > 1. Let x_s := x/(p_1 · · · p_s) and y_s := x^{δ0}_s . Then x_s ≥ ? x ≥ p_1 · · · p_s. If

p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s > p_1 · · · p_sy_s with given p_1 < · · · < p_s, then we use the trivial estimate ∑ n≤x/pp^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^a ≪ 2^{O(a)}(log x)^a ∑ n≤x/pp^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s q α(n)

≪ λ_α2^{O(a)}(log x)^a ^ x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{σ0}^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1} . Thus, (7.4) is ≪ α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s ^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1} λ_α2^{O(k)}x^{σ0} (log x)^k.

38 KAI (STEVE) FAN

Since α(p^ν) = O((λp^{ϱ0+σ0−1})^ν ) for all p^ν , we have ∑ p_1···p_sy_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s ^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(l)} ∑ p_1···p_sy_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}_1

˙_{ν1} · · · ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}s ˙_{νs}^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(l)} (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0} ∑ y_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥1 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}_1

˙_{ν1} · · · ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}s ˙_{νs}^ log 3x_s p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1} .

It is not hard to see that the proof of (3.3) also gives ∑ z_1<p^ν ≤z_2 ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0} ˙_ν^ log 3z_2 p^ν ˙_{β−1} ≪ (log(3z_2/z_1))^{β−1} z^{1−ϱ0 −logp λ} 1 uniformly for all primes p and all 0 < z_1 ≤ z_2. Thus, we have ∑ y_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥1 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}_1

˙_{ν1} · · · ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}s ˙_{νs}^ log 3x_s p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(l)}(log x)^{κl} ∑ y_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥1

^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}_1

˙_{ν1} · · · ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}s ˙_{νs}^ log 3x_s p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(l)}(log x)^{κl} ∑ p^{ν2}_2 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x_s ν_2,...,ν_s≥1

~ λ p^{logp1 λ} 2 ¸_{ν2} · · · ~ λ p^{logp1 λ} s ¸_{νs} (log(3x_s/y_s))^{β−1} y^{1−ϱ0−logp1 λ} s ≤ 2^{O(l)}(log x)^{(κ+1)m+β−2} x^{δ0 (1−δ0)λ′/2}(p_1 · · · p_s)^{δ2}0^{λ′} ≤ 2^{O(l)}(log x)^{β−1} x^{(1−δ0 )λ′/5}(p_1 · · · p_s)^{δ2}0^{λ′} , where the penultimate inequality follows from the previous line together with the observations that p^{log p1λ}_i > λ for all 2 ≤ i ≤ s, that x^{(1+δ0 )/2} ≥ (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1+δ0} , and that y^{1−ϱ0−logp1 λ} s ≥ y^{λ′}_s = ^ x^{(1−δ0 )/2} · x^{(1+δ0 )/2} p_1 · · · p_s ˙_{δ0λ}′ ≥ x^{δ0 (1−δ0)λ′/2}(p_1 · · · p_s)^{δ20 λ′} . It follows that ∑ p_1···p_sy_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s ^ log 3x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1}

≤ 2^{O(l)} (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0+δ2}0^{λ′} x^{−(1−δ0 )λ′/5}(log x)^{β−1},

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 39

from which we deduce that ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤ ? x ∑ p_1···p_sy_s<p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νs}_s ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^k

≤ 2^{O(m)}λ_αx^{σ0−(1−δ0)λ′/5}(log x)^{k+β−1} ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤ ? x 1 (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0+δ2}0^{λ′} ≤ 1 s! λ_αx^{σ0−(1−δ0 )λ′/6}(log x)^{β−1}. (7.5)

On the other hand, if p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ≤ p_1 · · · p_sy_s, then x^{(1−δ0 )/2} ≤ x/(p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ) ≤ x. Thus, we can apply the asymptotic formulas for (7.1) with η_0 = (1 − δ_0)/2 and y = x/(p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ), in conjunction with the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, to estimate the inner sum in (7.4). As a consequence, we have ∑ n≤x/pp^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s q α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^a ≪ 2^{O(m−a)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−a} B(x)^{a2} ^ x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{σ0}^ log x p^{ν1}_1 · · · p^{νs}_s ˙_{β−1} . Inserting this into (7.4) shows that the sum ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νs}_s ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ^k

is ≤ 2^{O(m−k)}λ_αC_m p ? mq^{m−k} · α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s ~ a B(x) + O ~ 1 ? m s∑ i=1 |f(p_i)| ¸¸_k

x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} = 2^{O(l)}λ_αC_m m^{l/2} · α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s B(x)^{k2} ^ 1 + O ^c m B(x) ˙˙ x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ≤ 2^{O(l)}λ_αC_m m^{l/2} · α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1}.

Note that ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤p_1···p_sy_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s

≤ 2^{O(l)} ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤p_1···p_sy_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}_1

˙_{ν1} · · · ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}s ˙_{νs}

≤ 2^{O(l)} (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0} ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤y_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥1 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}_1

˙_{ν1} · · · ^ λ p^{1−ϱ0}s ˙_{νs}

≤ 2^{O(l)} (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0} s∏ i=1 Li_{−⌈κli⌉} ` λ/p^{1−ϱ0}_i ˘ ,

40 KAI (STEVE) FAN

where

Li_{−ℓ}(ζ) := ∞∑ n=1 n^ℓζ^n is the polylogarithm function of order −ℓ and complex argument ζ with |ζ|< 1, where ℓ ≥ 0 is any integer. For example, Li_0(ζ) = ζ/(1 − ζ) and Li_{−1}(ζ) = ζ/(1 − ζ)^2. The function Li_{−ℓ}(ζ) can be expressed in terms of the Eulerian polynomial A_ℓ(ζ):

Li_{−ℓ}(ζ) = ζA_ℓ(ζ) (1 − ζ)^{ℓ+1} , where

A_ℓ(ζ) := ℓ∑ j=0 ⟨ ℓ j ⟩ ζ^j is the ℓth Eulerian polynomial, and ⟨ ℓ j ⟩ := j∑ a=0 (−1)^a ^ ℓ + 1 a ˙ (j + 1 − a)^ℓ

is the jth Eulerian number of size ℓ. Combinatorially, it is known that, for every ℓ ≥ 1, ⟨ ℓ j ⟩ = #{τ ∈ S_ℓ: τ has exactly j ascents},

where S_ℓ is the set of all permutations of {1, ..., ℓ}. Using this combinatorial intepretation one finds that A_ℓ(1) = #S_ℓ = ℓ!. Since l_1 + · · · + l_s = l ≤ m, we have s∏ i=1 Li_{−⌈κli⌉} ` λ/p^{1−ϱ0}_i ˘ ≤ 2^{O(l)}⌈κl_1⌉! · · · ⌈κl_s⌉! (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0} = 2^{O(l)} ` l^{l1}_1 · · · l^{ls}_s ˘_κ

(p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0} ≤ 2^{O(l)}m^{κl} (p_1 · · · p_s)^{1−ϱ0} , by Stirling’s formula. Hence, we obtain ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤p_1···p_sy_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s α(p^{ν1}_1 ) · · · α(p^{νs}_s ) p^{σ0ν1}_1 · · · p^{σ0νs}s ≤ 2^{O(l)}m^{κl} (p_1 · · · p_s)^{2(1−ϱ0)} .

It follows that ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤p_1···p_sy_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νs}_s ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ^k

≤ 2^{O(l)}λ_αC_mm^{κl} m^{l/2}(p_1 · · · p_s)^{2(1−ϱ0 )}

B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1}.

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 41

Summing the above over p_1 < · · · < p_s ≤ ? x, we arrive at ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤ ? x ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤p_1···p_sy_s ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νs}_s ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ^k

≤ 2^{O(l)}λ_αC_mm^{(κ−1/2)l}B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤ ? x 1 (p_1 · · · p_s)^{2(1−ϱ0 )} ≤ 2^{O(l)} s! λ_αC_mm^{(κ−1/2)l}B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1},

since ϱ_0 ∈ [0, 1/2). Combining this estimate with (7.5), we obtain ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤ ? x ∑ p^{ν1}_1 ···p^{νs}_s ≤x ν_1,...,ν_s≥2 ν^{κl1}_1 · · · ν^{κls}_s ∑ n≤x p^{ν1}_1 ,...,p^{νs}_s ‖n α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇf̃(n) − A(x) ˇ ˇ ˇ^k

≤ 2^{O(l)} s! λ_αC_mm^{(κ−1/2)l}B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1}.

Therefore, (7.3) is bounded above by

2^{O(l)}λ_αC_mm^{(κ−1/2)l}B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ∑ s≤l 1 s! ∑ l_1+···+l_s=l l_1,...,l_s∈N

^ l l_1, ..., l_s ˙

≤ 2^{O(l)}λ_αC_mm^{(κ−1/2)l}B(x)^{k2} x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1}T_l(1)

≤ 2^{O(l)}C_mm^{(κ+1/2)l}B(x)^{k2} S(x),

which allows us to conclude that m−1∑ k=0 ^ m k ˙ ∑ n≤x α(n) ´ f̃(n) − A(x) ¯_k´ f(n) − f̃(n) ¯_{m−k} ≪ C_mm^{κ+ 32} B(x)^{m−12} S(x),

provided that in addition, we also have 1 ≤ m ≪ B(x)^{1/(2κ+3)}. Inserting the above estimate and the estimate for the term corresponding to k = m into (7.2) completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

8. Proof of Theorem 2.3 (sketch)

Now we outline the proof of Theorem 2.3. The first step is to redefine f_q(n) introduced in Section 4. Again, let us suppose that A_0 ∈ (0, 1) and that |f(p)|≤ 1 for all primes p. For every q ∈ N we define

sF (σ_0, q) := ∏ p|q (1 − F (σ_0, p)),

rF (σ_0, q) := ρ^g(q) φ(q) sF (σ_0, q).

42 KAI (STEVE) FAN

For each prime p we put

f_p(n) := { f(p)(1 − rF (σ_0, p)), if p | n, −f(p) rF (σ_0, p), otherwise.

And as before, we set f_q(n) := ∏ p^ν ‖q f_p(n)^ν for any q ∈ N. In addition, let c_g ∈ N be the least positive integer such that c_gg(x) ∈ Z[x], and let Q_0 > c_g|g(0)|≥ 1 be such that (3.17) holds. Then for each q ∈ N with P^−(q) > Q_0 we have Z_q(g) ⊆ (Z/qZ)^× and ρ_g(q) = #Z_q(g), where Z_q(g) denotes the zero locus of g in Z/qZ. In particular, we have 0 ≤ ρ_g(q) ≤ φ(q), which implies that 0 ≤ rF (σ_0, q) ≤ 1 and that |f_q(n)|≤ 1 for all n ∈ N.

Next, we need an analogue of Lemma 4.1. Let x be sufficiently large and set z := x^{δ(x)/m} > Q_0. Then we have ∑ Q_0<p≤x f(p) rF (σ_0, p) = A_{f,g}(x) + O(1)

by (2.1), (3.17), and the facts that ρ_g is bounded on prime powers and that ∑ p ψ_0(p) < ∞.

It is easily seen that f(g(n)) − A_{f,g}(x) = ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(g(n)) + ∑ p>z p|g(n) f(p) − ∑ z<p≤x f(p) rF (σ_0, p) + O(1).

Note that ∑ z<p≤x f(p) rF (σ_0, p) = A_{f,g}(x) − A_{f,g}(z) + O(1) ≪ log ^ m δ(x) + 1 ˙ . Since 1 ≤ g(n) ≪ n^{dg} uniformly for all n ∈ N, where d_g := deg g ≥ 1, we have ∑ p>z p|g(n) f(p) ≪ m δ(x) .

It follows that ∑ n≤x α(n)(f(g(n)) − A_{f,g}(x))^m = ∑ n≤x α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(g(n)) ¸_m + O(E_g(x; m)), where

E_g(x; m) := m−1∑ k=0 ^ m k ˙ 2^{O(m−k)} ` mδ(x)^{−1} ˘_{m−k} ∑ n≤x α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ p≤z f_p(g(n)) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ k . Now we turn to the estimation of ∑ n≤x α(n) ~ ∑ Q_0<p≤z f_p(g(n)) ¸_m = ∑ Q_0<p_1,...,p_m≤z ∑ n≤x α(n)f_{p1···pm} (g(n)).

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 43

Let q ∈ N with ω(q) ≤ m, P^−(q) > Q_0 and P^+(q) ≤ z. Then we have ∑ n≤x α(n)f_q(g(n)) = ∑ ab|R_q f_q(a)μ(b) ∑ n≤x ab|g(n) α(n) = ∑ ab|R_q f_q(a)μ(b) ∑ c∈Z_{ab}(g) ∑ n≤x n≡c (mod ab) α(n).

Recall that Z_q(g) ⊆ (Z/qZ)^×. Thus in place of Lemma 3.3, we need to input in our analysis the information about the distribution of values of α(n) with n restricted to reduced residue classes. By (2.5) and Lemma 3.2, the innermost sum is equal to 1 φ(ab) ∑ n≤x gcd(n,ab)=1 α(n) + O ^ S(x) φ(ab)(log x)^{B0} ˙

= 1 φ(ab) λ_α(ab)x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} ˙˙ + O ^ 1 φ(ab) λ_αx^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1−B0} ˙

= 1 φ(ab) λ_α sF (σ_0, ab)x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ^ 1 + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A0} ˙˙ + O ^ 1 φ(ab) λ_αx^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1−B0} ˙

= 1 φ(ab) λ_αx^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} ^ sF (σ_0, ab) + O ^ 1 (log x)^{A1} ˙˙ , where A_1 := min(A_0, B_0). It follows that ∑ n≤x α(n)f_q(g(n)) = λ_α ~ rG_1(σ_0, q) + O ~ rG_2(σ_0, q) (log x)^{A1} ¸¸ x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1},

where rG_1(σ_0, q) := ∑ ab|R_q f_q(a)μ(b) rF (σ_0.ab), rG_2(σ_0, q) := ∑ ab|R_q ρ_g(ab) φ(ab) |f_q(a)|. It is clear that rG_1 and rG_2 are both multiplicative in q. Easy calculation shows that rG_1(σ_0, p^ν ) = f(p)^ν rF (σ_0, p) ´ 1 − rF (σ_0, p) ¯´ (−1)^ν rF (σ_0, p)^{ν−1} + (1 − rF (σ_0, p))^{ν−1} ¯

for any prime power p^ν . In particular, we have rG_1(σ_0, p) = 0, | rG_1(σ_0, p^ν )|≤ 1/4, and rG_1(σ_0, pν ) ≥ 0 when 2 | ν. Moreover, we have that

rG_1(σ_0, p^2) = f(p)^2 rF (σ_0, p) ´ 1 − rF (σ_0, p) ¯ = ρ_g(p) f(p)^2 p + O ^ F (σ_0, p) p + 1 p^2 ˙ , and that

| rG_1(σ_0, p^ν )|≤ |f(p)|^ν rF (σ_0, p) ≤ ρ_g(p) f(p)^2 φ(p) = ρ_g(p) f(p)^2 p + O ^ 1 p^2 ˙

for all p^ν with p > Q_0 and ν ≥ 2. These observations then allow us to conclude the proof of Theorem 2.3 by arguing as in Sections 5 and 6.

44 KAI (STEVE) FAN

9. Proofs of Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.5 (sketch)

Now we outline the proof of Theorem 2.4, which borrows the ideas from the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and [8, Theorem 1] with proper modifications. Let 0 < ϵ < min(1, K), and take z := x^{1/v} and

w := { x^{1/log(v+2)}, if β = 1, x^{1/(ϵ log(v+2))}, if β ≠ 1,

where we recall that v ≍ m when β = 1 and v = (log log x)^{m(ϑ0 +2)} when β ≠ 1 as chosen in Section 6. Having made these choices, we have ϵ log(v + 2) → ∞ as x → ∞ in the case β ≠ 1. Let

P^−_ϵ (x) := { p ≤ x: |f(p)|≤ ϵ a B^∗(x) } , P^+_ϵ (x) := { p ≤ x: ϵ a B^∗(x) < |f(p)|≤ K a B^∗(x) } , P_∞(x) := { p ≤ x: |f(p)|> K a B^∗(x) } , and put P_K (x) := P^−_ϵ (x) ∪ P^+_ϵ (x). We consider the strongly additive function

f_ϵ(n; x) := ∑ p|n p∈P^−_ϵ (x) f(p) + ϵ_{β,1} ∑ p|n p∈P^+_ϵ (x)∩(z,x] f(p) + ∑ p|n p∈P_∞(x) f(p),

where we recall that ϵ_{β,1} takes value 0 if β = 1 and 1 otherwise, and define

A_ϵ(x) := ∑ p∈P^−_ϵ (x) α(p) f(p) p^{σ0} ,

B_ϵ(x) := ∑ p∈P^−_ϵ (x) α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} . By hypothesis, B(x) − B_ϵ(x) = ∑ p≤x |f(p)|>ϵ ?_{B∗(x)} α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} = o(B^∗(x)),

and so |A_ϵ(x) − A(x)|≤ 1 ϵ a B^∗(x) ∑ p≤x |f(p)|>ϵ ?_{B∗(x)} α(p) f(p)^2 p^{σ0} = o ´ ϵ^{−1} a B^∗(x) ¯ .

We expect that the distribution of f_ϵ(n; x) is close to being Gaussian with mean A(x) and variance B(x) when x gets sufficiently large. In what follows, we shall restrict our attention to the case β ≠ 1, since the opposite case β = 1 is not only similar but also easier. Looking back at the proof of Lemma 4.1, we find, for sufficiently large x, that ∑ p∈P^−_ϵ (x)∩(Q_0,x] f(p)F (σ_0, p) = A_ϵ(x) + O ´ ϵ a B^∗(x) ¯ = A(x) + O ´ ϵ a B^∗(x) ¯ ,

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 45

so that f_ϵ(n; x) − A(x) = ∑ p∈P^−_ϵ (x)∩(Q_0,z] f_p(n) + ∑ p|n p∈P_K (x)∩(z,w] f(p) + O ´ ϵ a B(x) ¯ , (9.1)

where we have used the hypothesis that f(n) = o( a B(x)) for all n ≤ x whose prime factors p satisfy |f(p)|> K a B^∗(x). This leads to an analogue of Lemma 4.1 in which the second sum above plays the same role as ω(n; z, w). To estimate the moments of f_ϵ(n; x), one only needs to recycle the arguments used in the proof of Theorem 2.1 and make suitable modifications. For instance, the estimation of ∑ n≤y α(n) ¨ ˝ ∑ p∈P^−_ϵ (x)∩(Q_0,z] f_p(n) ˛ ‚ m

is essentially the same as that of (4.1) given in Sections 4 and 5, except that we use the inequality |f(p)|≤ ϵ a B^∗(x) for p ∈ P^−_ϵ (x) in place of the bound f(p) = O(1) throughout the argument. This way, we obtain ∑ n≤y α(n) ¨ ˝ ∑ p∈P^−_ϵ (x)∩(Q_0,z] f_p(n) ˛ ‚ m = λ_α ^ μ_m + O ^ ϵ log v log log log x ˙˙ B(x)^{m2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}

= λ_α(μ_m + O(ϵ))B(x)^{m2} y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1} (9.2)

uniformly for y ∈ [x^{η0} , x], where η_0 ∈ (0, 1] is any given constant. On the other hand, the estimation of the error involving the second sum in (9.1) is essentially the same as that of E(y, z, w; m) in the case β ≠ 1 given in Section 6. The only difference is that we now make use of the estimates that |f(p)|≤ K a B^∗(x) for all p ∈ P_K (x) and that ∑ p∈P_K (x)∩(z,w] α(p) |f(p)|^ν p^{σ0} ≪ B^∗(x)^{ν−12} ∑ p∈P_K (x)∩(z,w] α(p) |f(p)| p^{σ0} ≪ ϵB^∗(x)^{ν2} log v ≪ ϵB(x)^{ν2}

for all ν ≥ 1, which can be easily seen by considering p ∈ P^−_ϵ (x) and p ∈ P^+_ϵ (x) separately, in place of the estimates that f(p) = O(1) and that ∑ z<p≤w α(p) |f(p)|^ν p^{σ0} = O(log v) = O(log log log x),

respectively. One shows in this way that the error involving the second sum in (9.1) is O(ϵλ_αB(x)^m2 y^{σ0} (log y)^{β−1}). Combining this estimate with (9.2) and taking y = x yields S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n) pf_ϵ(n; x) − A(x)q^m = (μ_m + O(ϵ))B(x)^{m2}

for every fixed m ∈ N and all sufficiently large x, where the implied constant in the error term is independent of ϵ.

To complete the proof of Theorem 2.4 for the case β ≠ 1, it is sufficient to show S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n)|f(n) − f_ϵ(n; x)|^m= O ` ϵB^∗(x)^{m2} ˘ (9.3)

46 KAI (STEVE) FAN

for every given ϵ ∈ (0, 1) and m ∈ N, where the implicit constant in the error term is independent of ϵ. Since the case where m is odd follows from the case where m is even by Cauchy–Schwarz, we need only to consider the latter case. The proof of this case is largely the same as that of [8, Lemma 2], except for the slight complication in the possible case β ∈ (0, 1). When m is even, we have S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n)|f(n) − f_ϵ(n; x)|^m= S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n) ∑ p_1,...,p_m|n p_1,...,p_m∈P^+_ϵ (x)∩[2,z] f(p_1) · · · f(p_m),

which, after grouping terms according to the distinct primes among p_1, ..., p_m, becomes S(x)^{−1} ∑ s≤m ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤z p_1,...,p_s∈P^+_ϵ (x) ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙ f(p_1)^{k1} · · · f(p_s)^{ks} ∑ n≤x p_1···p_s|n α(n). (9.4)

By (3.4) we have ∑ n≤x p_1···p_s|n α(n) = ∑ q≤x R_q =p_1···p_s α(q) ∑ n^′≤x/q gcd(n^′,q)=1 α(n^′) ≪ λ_αx^{σ0} ∑ q≤x R_q =p_1···p_s α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log 3x q ˙_{β−1} .

Appealing to (3.3) we derive ∑ q≤x R_q =p_1···p_s α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log 3x q ˙_{β−1} ≪ (log x)^{β−1} ∑ q≤ ? x R_q =p_1···p_s α(q) q^{σ0} + ∑ ? x<q≤x R_q =p_1···p_s α(q) q^{σ0} ^ log 3x q ˙_{β−1}

≪ (log x)^{β−1} s∏ i=1 ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν_i ) p^{σ0ν}_i + (log x)^{s+β−2} p ? xq^{1−ϱ0} = (log x)^{β−1} s∏ i=1 ^ α(p_i) p^{σ0}_i + ψ_0(p_i) ˙ + (log x)^{s+β−2} p ? xq^{1−ϱ0} . These estimates together with (3.4) imply that (9.4) is ≪ Σ_1 + Σ_2, where

Σ_1 := ∑ s≤m ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤z p_1,...,p_s∈P^+_ϵ (x) ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙ˇ ˇf(p_1)^k1 · · · f(p_s)^ks ˇ ˇ s∏ i=1 ^ α(p_i) p^{σ0}_i + ψ_0(p_i) ˙ ,

Σ_2 :=

(log x)^{m−1} p ? xq^{1−ϱ0} ∑ s≤m ∑ p_1<···<p_s≤z p_1,...,p_s∈P^+_ϵ (x) ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙ˇ ˇf(p_1)^k1 · · · f(p_s)^ks ˇ ˇ .

Since f(p) ≤ K a B^∗(x) for all p ∈ P^+_ϵ (x), we have

Σ_2 ≪

(log x)^{m−1} p ? xq^{1−ϱ0} π(z)^mB^∗(x)^{m2} = o ` B^∗(x)^{m2} ˘ ≪ ϵB^∗(x)^{m2} . To bound Σ_1, we observe ˇ ˇf(p_1)^k1 · · · f(p_s)^ks ˇ ˇ ≪ B^∗(x)^{m−s}2 |f(p_1) · · · f(p_s)|.

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 47

Thus, we have

Σ_1 ≤ ∑ s≤m B^∗(x)^{m−s2} 1 s!

¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ ∑ p≤z p∈P^+_ϵ (x)

^ α(p) |f(p)| p^{σ0} + ψ_0(p) ˙ ˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ s ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙

= ∑ s≤m B^∗(x)^{m−s2} 1 s! ´ o ´ ϵ^{−1} a B^∗(x) ¯¯_s ∑ k_1+···+k_s=m k_1,...,k_s∈N

^ m k_1, ..., k_s ˙ ≪ ϵB^∗(x)^{m2} .

Combining these estimates completes the proof of (9.3) in the case β ≠ 1.

As we mentioned in Section 2, Corollary 2.5 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.4 when f is strongly additive. The transition to the general additive case is then accomplished by applying the following analogue of [34, Theorem B]. And this is the only place where we need to make use of characteristic functions.

Lemma 9.1. Let f: N → R be an additive function, and let α ∈ M^∗. Denote by f̃ the strongly additive contraction of f. Suppose that B(x) → ∞ as x → ∞. Then X_N (n) := (f(n) − A(N))/ a B(N) possesses a limiting distribution function with respect to the natural probability measure induced by α if and only if rX_N (n) := (f̃(n) − A(N))/ a B(N) does, in which case they share the same limiting distribution function.

Proof. As before, we shall assume A_0 ∈ (0, 1). For each N ∈ N, the distribution functions of X_N (n) and rX_N (n) are given by

Φ_N (V ) = S(N)^{−1} ∑ n≤N X_N ≤V α(n),

rΦ_N (V ) = S(N)^{−1} ∑ n≤N rX_N ≤V α(n),

respectively. We have to show that Φ_N (V ) converges weakly to a distribution function as N → ∞ if and only if rΦ_N (V ) does, in which case they converge weakly to the same distribution function. Note that the characteristic functions of X_N (n) and rX_N (n) are

φ_N (t) = S(N)^{−1} ∑ n≤N α(n)e^{itXN (n)}, rφ_N (t) = S(N)^{−1} ∑ n≤N α(n)e^{it rXN (n)}, respectively. By Lévy’s continuity theorem [36, Theorem III.2.6], it suffices to show

lim_{N→∞} pφ_N (t) − rφ_N (t)q = 0 (9.5)

for any given t ∈ R. To prove this, let us fix t ∈ R and let ϵ ∈ (0, 1/(2|t|+1)) be arbitrary. Denote by J_ϵ(N) the greatest integer not exceeding ? N such that the inequality |f(n)|≤ ϵ a B(N) holds for all 1 ≤ n ≤ J_ϵ(N). Since B(N) ↗ ∞ as N → ∞, we have J_ϵ(N) ↗ ∞

48 KAI (STEVE) FAN

as N → ∞. By (3.4) we have

|φ_N (t) − rφ_N (t)| ≤ S(N)^{−1} ∑ n≤N α(n) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇexp ~ it f(n) − f̃(n) a B(N) ¸ − 1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ

= S(N)^{−1} ∑ a≤N a squareful α(a) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ exp ~ it f(a) − f(R_a) a B(N) ¸ − 1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ∑ b≤N/a b squarefree gcd(b,a)=1 α(b)

≪ S(N)^{−1}λ_αN^{σ0} ∑ a≤N a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} ^ log 3N a ˙_{β−1}ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ exp ~ it f(a) − f(R_a) a B(N) ¸ − 1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ .

From (2.1) and (2.3) it follows that ∞∑ a=1 a squareful α(a) a^s = ∏ p ~ 1 + ∑ ν≥2 α(p^ν ) p^{νs} ¸

is absolutely convergent for s ∈ C with ℜ(s) > max(ϱ_0, r) + σ_0 − 1. Thus

c(δ) := ∞∑ a=1 a squareful α(a) a^{σ0−δ} = ∏ p ~ 1 + ∑ ν≥2 α(p^ν) p^{ν(σ0−δ)} ¸ < ∞

for any δ < 1 − max(ϱ_0, r). Since ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇit f(a) − f(R_a) a B(N) ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ≤ 2ϵ|t|< 1

for all a ≤ J_ϵ(N), this implies ∑ a≤J_ϵ(N) a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} ^ log 3N a ˙_{β−1}ˇ ˇ ˇexp ~ it f(a) − f(R_a) a B(N) ¸ − 1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ≪ ϵ|t|(log N)^{β−1}.

Now fix 0 < δ < 1 − max(ϱ_0, r). By partial summation we have ∑ a≤x a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} = c(0) − ∫_∞ x 1 t^δ d ¨ ˚ ˝ ∑ a≤t a squareful α(a) a^{σ0−δ} ˛ ‹ ‚= c(0) + o ` x^{−δ} ˘

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 49

when x is sufficiently large. It follows that ∑ J_ϵ(N)<a≤N a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} ^ log 3N a ˙_{β−1}ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ exp ~ it f(a) − f(R_a) a B(N) ¸ − 1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ

≤ 2 ∑ J_ϵ(N)<a≤N a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} ^ log 3N a ˙_{β−1}

= 2 ∫_N J_ϵ(N) ^ log 3N t ˙_{β−1} d ¨ ˚ ˝ ∑ a≤t a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} ˛ ‹ ‚

= o ` N^{−δ} ˘ + o ` (log N)^{β−1}J_ϵ(N)^{−δ} ˘ + o ~∫_N J_ϵ(N) t^{−1−δ} ^ log 3N t ˙_{β−2} dt ¸

for sufficiently large N. By a change of variable we see that ∫_N J_ϵ(N) t^{−1−δ} ^ log 3N t ˙_{β−2} dt = (3N)^{−δ} ∫_{log(3N/Jϵ(N))} log 3 e^{δt}t^{β−2} dt ≪ (3N)^{−δ} ^ 3N J_ϵ(N) ˙_δ^ log 3N J_ϵ(N) ˙_{β−2}

≪ (log N)^{β−2}J_ϵ(N)^{−δ}. Hence, we have ∑ J_ϵ(N)<a≤N a squareful α(a) a^{σ0} ^ log 3N a ˙_{β−1}ˇ ˇ ˇexp ~ it f(a) − f(R_a) a B(N) ¸ − 1 ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ = o ` (log N)^{β−1}J_ϵ(N)^{−δ} ˘ .

for sufficiently large N. Gathering the estimates above, we obtain φ_N (t) − rφ_N (t) ≪ ϵ|t|+o ` J_ϵ(N)^{−δ} ˘ for sufficiently large N, where the implicit constants are independent of t, ϵ and N. From this estimate we infer that lim sup N→∞ |φ_N (t) − rφ_N (t)| = O(ϵ|t|), where the implicit constant is independent of t and ϵ. Since ϵ ∈ (0, 1/(2|t|+1)) is arbitrary, we obtain (9.5) as desired. □

Remark 9.1. Let α(n) = τ(n)^2/n^{11}, where τ(n) is the Ramanujan τ-function, and define the additive function f(n) by f(p^ν ) = log a α(p^ν ) if α(p^ν) ≠ 0 and f(p^ν ) = 0 otherwise, where p^ν is any prime power. Then α(n) satisfies conditions (i)–(iv) with any fixed A_0 > 0, β = 1, σ_0 = 1, ϑ_0 = 0, and any fixed ϱ_0 ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ (1/2, 1). Moreover, we have α(n) ≤ d(n)^2 by Deligne’s bound. As alluded to in Section 2, Elliott [11] showed, using ideas from probability theory, that the limiting distribution of (f(n) − A(x))/ a B(x) with respect to the natural probability measure induced by α is the standard Gaussian distribution. In fact, we can

50 KAI (STEVE) FAN

derive his result from Corollary 2.5 in combination with Lemma 9.1 and [11, Lemma 7] without difficulty. In comparison to Elliott’s probabilistic approach, our approach enables us to get around some of the complications resulting from the analysis of τ(n).

To illustrate this, let us consider the strongly additive function f_0(n) defined by f_0(p) = log a α(p) if p /∈ E_0 and f_0(p) = 0 otherwise, where E_0 := {p > 2: α(p) ≤ exp(−2^3 ? log log p)}.

Denote by A_0(x) and B_0(x) the expected mean and variance of f_0(n) weighted by α(n), respectively. It can be shown [11, Lemma 7] that B(x) ≍ log log x. Since the inequality t|log t|≤ ? t holds for all t ∈ [0, 1], we have ∑ p≤x p∈E_0 α(p) |f(p)| p ≤ ∑ p≤x p∈E_0

a α(p) p ≤ ∑ p>2 1 p exp ´ −^3 a log log p ¯ < ∞.

It follows that A_0(x) = A(x) + O(1). A similar argument shows that B_0(x) = B(x) + O(1) ≍ log log x. Thus, f_0(p) = O(B_0(p)^{1/3}) for all p, which shows that f_0(n) satisfies the hypotheses in Corollary 2.5. Hence, the limiting distribution of (f_0(n) − A(x))/ a B(x) with respect to the natural probability measure induced by α is the standard Gaussian distribution.

To complete our argument, let rf be the strongly additive contraction of f. Then f_0(n) ≥ rf(n) for all n ∈ N. Moreover, Deligne’s bound and the fact that τ(n) ∈ Z for all n ∈ N imply that −(11 log p)/2 ≤ f(p) ≤ log 2 whenever α(p) ≠ 0. Since ∑ ν≥1 α(p^ν ) p^ν ≤ α(p) p + ∑ ν≥2 (ν + 1)^2 p^ν = α(p) p + O ^ 1 p^2 ˙ , we have S(x)^{−1} ∑ n≤x α(n) ´ f_0(n) − rf(n) ¯ = S(x)^{−1} ∑ p≤x p∈E_0 |f(p)| ∑ n≤x p|n α(n)

= S(x)^{−1} ∑ p≤x p∈E_0 |f(p)| ∑ ν≥1 α(p^ν ) ∑ n^′≤x/p^ν p∤n^′ α(n^′)

≪ S(x)^{−1}λ_αx ∑ p≤x p∈E_0 |f(p)| ∑ ν≥1 α(p^ν ) p^ν

≪ ∑ p≤x p∈E_0 α(p) |f(p)| p + O ~ ∑ p>2 log p p^2 ¸ ≪ 1.

This estimate is sufficient for us to conclude that the limiting distribution of ( rf(n) − A(x))/ a B(x) with respect to the natural probability measure induced by α is also the standard Gaussian distribution. By Lemma 9.1, the same is true for (f(n) − A(x))/ a B(x). 10. Concluding Remarks

Although in the present paper we only focused on the subclass M^∗ of multiplicative functions, it is also of interest to consider weight functions α(n) which satisfy certain Landau– Selberg–Delange type conditions. Given more information about α(n) and its associated

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 51

Dirichlet series F (s) = ∑_∞ n=1 α(n)n^{−s}, better results are obtainable in some circumstances.

Below we give a brief description of the method in the special case where F (s) is close to an integral power of the Riemann zeta-function ζ(s).

For a complex number s ∈ C , we write σ = ℜ(s) and t = ℑ(s). Let α: N → R_{≥0} be a multiplicative function whose Dirichlet series F (s) = ∑_∞ n=1 α(n)n^{−s} is absolutely convergent for s ∈ C with σ > σ_0, where σ_0 > 0 is an absolute constant. Suppose that there exist absolute constants β ∈ N, 0 < θ_0 < σ_0, B > 0, and 0 < δ < 1, such that H_β(s) := F (s)ζ(s − σ_0 + 1)^{−β} has an analytic continuation in the half plane σ ≥ θ_0 with lim_{s→σ0} F (s)(s − σ_0)^β > 0,

and such that |H_β(s)|≤ B(1 + |t|)^{1−δ} for all s ∈ C with σ ≥ θ_0. It is clear that F (s) has (absolute) abscissa of convergence σ_0. Adapting the argument used in the proof of [24, Lemma 2.1] or [36, Theorem II.5.2], one can show that there exists some constant ϵ_0 > 0 such that S(x) = 1 σ_0

Res_{s=σ0} ^ F (s)x^s s − σ_0 + 1 ˙ − x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} β−1∑ k=1 k−1∑ j=0 c_{j,k} μ_j(β) (log x)^k + O ` Bx^θ ˘ (10.1)

uniformly for all x ≥ 3 and θ ∈ (σ_0 − ϵ_0, σ_0), where

μ_k(β) := 1 k! · d^k ds^k ^ F (s)(s − σ_0)^β s − σ_0 + 1 ˙ˇ ˇ s=σ_0 , c_{j,k} := (−1)^{k−j}(σ_0 − 1) (β − k − 1)! σ^{k−j+1}_0 , and the implicit constant in the error term depends at most on β, σ_0, θ_0, δ, ϵ_0. Notably, one gains an asymptotic for S(x) with a power-saving error term uniformly in B, in contrast to what is provided by (3.4). Furthermore, suppose that there exists an absolute constant λ > 0 such that α(p^ν ) = O ` pλp^{σ0−1}q^ν ˘ for all prime powers p^ν . Let F (s, a) := ∏ p|a

¨ ˝1 −

~_∞ ∑ ν=0 α(p^ν )p^{−νs} ¸_{−1}˛ ‚ for s ∈ C with σ ≥ θ_0 and squarefree a ∈ N. When s = σ_0, this definition coincides with the one introduced in Lemma 3.3. As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, it is not hard to show that F (s, p) = α(p) p^s + O ^ α(p)^2 p^{2σ} + 1 p^{2(σ−σ0 +1)} ˙ (10.2)

for all s ∈ C with σ ≥ θ_0 and all sufficiently large p. In addition, we observe that ∞∑ n=1 a|n α(n) n^s = ¨ ˝ ∏ p∤a ∞∑ ν=0 α(p^ν )p^{−νs} ˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ ∏ p|a ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν )p^{−νs} ˛ ‚

= F (s) ¨ ˝ ∏ p|a ∞∑ ν=0 α(p^ν )p^{−νs} ˛ ‚ −1¨ ˝ ∏ p|a ∞∑ ν=1 α(p^ν )p^{−νs} ˛ ‚= F (s)F (s, a)

52 KAI (STEVE) FAN

for s ∈ C with σ > σ_0 and squarefree a ∈ N. Applying (10.1) to the above Dirichlet series expansion of F (s)F (s, a) and using (10.2) to obtain upper bounds for H_β(s)F (s, a) uniformly in σ ≥ θ_0, we see that there exist constants ϵ ∈ (0, 1), Q_0 ≥ 2, and d_{j,k} ∈ R, where 0 ≤ j < k < β, such that ∑ n≤x a|n α(n) = μ_0(β)F (σ_0, a) (β − 1)! σ_0 x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} + x^{σ0} (log x)^{β−1} β−1∑ k=1 k∑ j=0 d_{j,k} F^{(j)}(σ_0, a) (log x)^k + O ` B2^{O(ω(a))}a^{σ0−1}(x/a)^θ ˘ (10.3)

uniformly for all x ≥ 3, θ ∈ (σ_0 − ϵ, σ_0) and square-free a ∈ N with P^−(a) > Q_0, where F^{(j)}(σ_0, a) is the jth order derivative of F (s, a) with respect to s evaluated at s = σ_0. Again, one may compare this result with Lemma 3.3.

Now, if f: N → R is a strongly additive function with |f(p)|≤ M for all primes p, where M > 0 is an absolute constant, and if 0 < h_0 < (3/2)^{2/3} is fixed but arbitrary, then we obtain, by using (10.3) as a substitute for Lemma 3.3 and arguing as before with the adoption of the technique used in [24, Section 4.2], that

M(x; m) = C_mB(x)^{m2} ~ χ_m + O ~ m^32 a B(x) ¸¸

uniformly for all sufficiently large x and all 1 ≤ m ≤ h_0(B(x)/M^2)^{1/3}, provided that B(x) → ∞ as x → ∞. Analogously, let f: N → R is strongly additive such that f(p) = O( a B(p)) for all primes p, B(x) → ∞ as x → ∞, and ∑ p≤x |f(p)|>ϵ ?_{B(x)} α(p) f(p)^2 p = o(B(x))

for any given ϵ > 0. Then M(x; m) = (μ_m + o(1))B(x)^m2 for every fixed m ∈ N. These results supplement Theorems 2.1 and 2.4. It may be worth pointing out that in the proofs of these results one can simply take z = x^{1/v} with v being a suitable constant multiple of m. We invite the reader to fill in the details.

One of the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 2.1 is an asymptotic formula for ∑ n≤x d|n α(n),

which is provided by Lemma 3.3. More generally, let A(x) = {a_n}_{n≤x} be a non-decreasing sequence of positive integers, and suppose that A_{d,α}(x) := ∑ n≤x d|a_n α(n) = ρ(d)S(x) + r_d(x) (10.4)

for square-free integers d ∈ N, where ρ: N → [0, 1] is a multiplicative function, and r_d(x) is a remainder term which is expected to be small for all d or small on average over d. Here, ρ(d) can be viewed as the density of the set {n ∈ N: d | a_n} with respect to the probability measure induced by α. In this sieve-theoretic setting one can derive, without much difficulty,

WEIGHTED ERDŐS–KAC THEOREMS VIA COMPUTING MOMENTS 53

an analogue of [17, Proposition 4]. It may be of interest to determine if such an analogue can be used to obtain general weighted Erdős–Kac theorems for various interesting sequences {a_n} studied relatively recently, including g(p_n), φ(n), the Carmichael function λ(n), and the aliquot sum s(n) := σ(n) − n, where g ∈ Z[x] is an irreducible polynomial, p_n is the nth prime, and λ(n) denotes the exponent of (Z/nZ)^× (see [20], [14, 16] and [29]). Besides, the same approach may also be adapted to prove results of weighted Erdős–Kac type for short intervals as well as in the function field setting. We will explore these and other related problems in future research.

Acknowledgment. The author would like to thank his advisor Carl Pomerance for stimulating discussions and helpful comments. He is also grateful to Prof. Paul Pollack for his cheerful encouragement and valuable feedback.

References

[1] P. Billingsley, On the central limit theorem for the prime divisor functions, Amer. Math. Monthly 76 (1969), 132–139. MR0242222 [2] , Probability and measure, 3rd. ed., Wiley Ser. Probab. Stat., Wiley-Intersci. Publ., John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1995. MR1324786 [3] E. Bombieri, J. B. Friedlander, and H. Iwaniec, Primes in arithmetic progressions to large moduli, Acta Arith. 156 (1986), no. 3–4, 203–251. MR0834613 [4] R. de la Bretèche and G. Tenenbaum, Remarks on the Selberg–Delange method, Acta Arith. 200 (2021), no. 4, 349–369. MR4331908 [5] H. Delange, Sur le nombre des diviseurs premiers de n, C. R. Acad. Sci. (Paris) 237 (1953), 542–544.

MR0057282 [6] , Sur un théorème d’Erdős et Kac, Acad. Roy. Belg. Bull. Cl. Sci. 42 (1956), no. 5, 130–144.

MR0076800 [7] , Sur le nombre des diviseurs premiers de n, Acta Arith. 7 (1962), 191–215. MR0136588 [8] H. Delange and H. Halberstam, A note on additive functions, Pacific J. Math. 7 (1957), 1551–1556.

MR0092820 [9] P. Deligne, La conjecture de Weil. I., Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 43 (1974), 273–307.

MR0340258 [10] D. Elboim and O. Gorodetsky, Multiplicative arithmetic functions and the Ewens measure, preprint (2022), to appear in Israel J. Math., arXiv:1909.00601.

[11] P. D. T. A. Elliott, A central limit theorem for Ramanujan’s tau function, Ramanujan J. 29 (2012), no. 1–3, 145–161. MR2994095 [12] , Corrigendum: central limit theorems for classical cusp forms, Ramanujan J. 36 (2015), no. 1–2, 99–102. MR3296712 [13] P. Erdős, On the integers having exactly k prime factors, Ann. of Math. 49 (1948), no. 2, 53–66.

MR0023279 [14] P. Erdős, A. Granville, C. Pomerance, and C. Spiro, On the normal behavior of the iterates of some arithmetic functions, Analytic Number Theory, Proc. Conf. in honor of Paul T. Bateman, B. C. Berndt et al. (eds.), Progr. Math., vol. 85, Birkhäuser, Boston, 1990. MR1084181 [15] P. Erdős and M. Kac, The Gaussian law of errors in the theory of additive number theoretic functions, Amer. J. Math. 62 (1940), 738–742. MR0002374 [16] P. Erdős and C. Pomerance, On the normal number of prime factors of φ(n), Rocky Mountain J. Math.

15 (1985), no. 2, 343–352. MR0823246 [17] A. Granville and K. Soundararajan, Sieving and the Erdős–Kac theorem, Equidistribution in Number Theory, An Introduction, A. Granville and Z. Rudnick (eds.), NATO Sci. Ser. II Math. Phys. Chem., vol. 237, Springer, Dordrecht, 2007. MR2290492 [18] H. Halberstam, On the distribution of additive number-theoretic functions, J. London Math. Soc. 30 (1955), 43–53. MR0066406

54 KAI (STEVE) FAN

[19] , On the distribution of additive number-theoretic functions (II), J. London Math. Soc. 31 (1956), 1–14. MR0073626 [20] , On the distribution of additive number-theoretic functions (III), J. London Math. Soc. 31 (1956), 14–27. MR0073627 [21] G. H. Hardy and S. Ramanujan, The normal number of prime factors of a number n, Quart. J. Pure.

Appl. Math. 48 (1917), 76–92. MR2280878 [22] G. H. Hardy and E. M. Wright, An introduction to the theory of numbers, 6th. ed., Revised by D. R.

Heath-Brown and J. H. Silverman; With a forward by A. J. Wiles, Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 2008. MR2445243 [23] M. Kac, Probability methods in some problems of analysis and number theory, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.

55 (1949), 641–665. MR0031504 [24] R. Khan, M. B. Milinovich, and U. Subedi, A weighted version of the Erdős–Kac theorem, J. Number Theory 239 (2022), 1–20. MR4434484 [25] Wm. J. LeVeque, On the size of certain number-theoretic functions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 66 (1949), 440–463. MR0030993 [26] L. J. Mordell, On Mr. Ramanujan’s empirical expansions of modular functions, Proc. Camb. Philos.

Soc. 19 (1917), 17–124.

[27] C. J. Moreno, The Hoheisel phenomenon for generalized Dirichlet series, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 40 (1973), 47–51. MR0327682 [28] D. T. Nguyen, Generalized divisor functions in arithmetic progressions: I, J. Number Theory 227 (2021), 30–93. MR4254563 [29] P. Pollack and L. Troupe, Sums of proper divisors follow the Erdős–Kac law, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

151 (2023), no. 3, 977–988. MR4531632 [30] S. Ramanujan, On certain arithmetical functions, Trans. Camb. Philos. Soc. 22 (1916), no. 9, 159–184.

MR2280861 [31] A. Rényi and P. Turán, On a theorem of Erdös–Kac, Acta Arith. 4 (1958), 71–84. MR0096629 [32] L. G. Sathe, On a problem of Hardy on the distribution of integers having a given number of prime factors II, J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.) 17 (1953), 83–141. MR0058632 [33] A. Selberg, Note on a paper by L. G. Sathe, J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.) 18 (1954), 83–87. MR0067143 [34] H. N. Shapiro, Distribution functions of additive arithmetic functions, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 42 (1956), 426–430. MR0079609 [35] J. M. Song, Sums of nonnegative multiplicative functions over integers without large prime factors I, Acta Arith. 97 (2001), no. 4, 329–351. MR1823551 [36] G. Tenenbaum, Introduction to analytic and probabilistic number theory, 3rd. ed., Grad. Stud. Math., vol. 163, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI., 2015. MR3363366 [37] , Moyennes effectives de fonctions multiplicatives complexes, Ramanujan J. 44 (2017), no. 3, 641–701. MR3723446 [38] , Correction to: moyennes effectives de fonctions multiplicatives complexes, Ramanujan J. 53 (2020), no. 1, 243–244. MR4148467 [39] P. Turán, On a theorem of Hardy and Ramanujan, Ramanujan J. 9 (1934), no. 4, 274–276. MR1574877

Department of Mathematics, Dartmouth College, Hanover, NH 03755, USA Email address: steve.fan.gr@dartmouth.edu