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Abstract

We study the correlations of pairs of logarithms of positive integers at various
scalings, either with trivial weigths or with weights given by the Euler function, proving
the existence of pair correlation functions. We prove that at the linear scaling, the pair
correlations exhibit level repulsion, as it sometimes occurs in statistical physics. We
prove total loss of mass phenomena at superlinear scalings, and Poissonian behaviour
at sublinear scalings. The case of Euler weights has applications to the pair correlation
of the lengths of common perpendicular geodesic arcs from the maximal Margulis cusp
neighborhood to itself in the modular curve PSLy(Z)\HZ. E|

1 Introduction

When studying the asymptotic distribution of a sequence of finite subsets of R, finer
information is sometimes given by the statistics of the spacing (or gaps) between pairs or
k-tuples of elements, seen at an appropriate scaling. This problematic is largely developped
in quantum chaos, including energy level spacings or clusterings, and in statistical physics,
including molecular repulsion or interstitial distribution. The general setting of such a
study may be described as follows. Let .# = ((Fn)nen, w) be a nondecreasing sequence
of finite subsets F)y of a finite dimensional Euclidean space E, endowed with a multiplicity
function w : | yen FN — 10, +00[ (or weight function). Let ¢ : N — ]0,+o0[ be a
nondecreasing scaling function. The pair correlation measure of F# at time N with scaling
(N) is the measure on E with finite support

%ﬁﬂb = Z OJ(CL’) W(y) AdJ(N)(y—x) )
TYeF N  x#y

where A, denotes the unit Dirac mass at z. When the sequence of measures (%§¢) NeNs
appropriately renormalized, weak-star converges to a measure g Lebg absolutely contin-
uous with respect to the Lebesgue measure Lebg of F, the Radon-Nikodym derivative
g = 97 is called the asymptotic pair correlation function of F for the scaling 1. When
g7 vanishes on a neighbourhood of 0 in E, we say that the pair (F,v) exhibits level
repulsion.

'Keywords: pair correlation, logarithms of integers, level repulsion, Euler function. ~AMS codes:
11K38, 11J83, 11N37, 53C22.



If the family .% consists of subsets of the unit interval [0, 1], then it is customary to use
the cardinality of the finite set Fiy as the scaling function. See for example [BocZ|, where
Fy = {%’ :p,qeN,p<gq,(p,q) =1,0 < g < N} is the set of Farey fractions of order N in

[0, 1] (without multiplicities, hence w = 1), so that ¢(N) = % +O(NIn N). Montgomery
studied (under the Riemann hypothesis) the pair correlations of the imaginary parts of the
zeros (with their multiplicity as zeros) of the Riemann zeta function ¢ in the seminal paper
[Mon]. The number of zeros 3 + it of ¢ with imaginary part ¢ in the interval [0, N] is
asymptotic to N%N as N — +o0 and the scaling used in [Mon| is, analogously to the unit

interval case of [BocZ|, by the inverse of the average gap : Y(N) = (N;‘TN)/N = %

In Sections [2] and [3] we study the pair correlations of the family of the logarithms of

positive integers
I = ((LN ={lnn : 0 <n < N})yen,w = 1)
without multiplicities. In order to simplify the statements in this introduction, we only
consider power scalings ¢/ : N — N for a = 0, and we denote these scaling functions by
id®.
Theorem 1.1 Let « > 0. As N — +oo, the normalized pair correlation measures
ﬁ ,@]"\?N’ld on R weak-star converge to a measure g, iq> Lebgr with pair correlation
function given by
3 eIl ifa =0

f0<a<1

siz (L +1) ifa=1
0 foa>1.

9%, id> 1T —

We refer to Theorems [2.1] and [3.I] for more complete versions of Theorem [I.I] with
congruence restrictions and with more general scaling functions, as well as for error terms.
These error terms, as well as the ones in Theorems[4.T|and [5.1], constitute the main technical
parts of this paper.

The renormalisation by ﬁ in Theorem is naturally chosen in order for the pair
correlation function to be finite. As the finite set Ly, whose order is N, is contained
in the minimal interval [0,1n N], the average gap in Ly is IHTN Scaling by the inverse
Y(N) = % of the average gap (as in a particular case of Theorem , as well as by
id* for 0 < o < 1 (as in the above statement) gives a pair correlation function which is
constant nonzero, a characteristic of a Poissonian distribution. As in the above result for
a > 1 and more generally by Theorem if the scaling function @ grows faster than
linearly, then the pair correlation function vanishes : the empirical measures %’j{? % have
a total loss of mass at infinity, actually whatever the renormalisation is (the support of the
measure itself converges to infinity). The transition from Poissonian to zero correlation
occurs at linear scalings, where a more exotic pair correlation function appears (see for
instance |[RS] for Poissonian and [HK [LS] for non-Poissonian pair correlation phenomena).
Since g4, id vanishes on | — 1, 1[, the pair (%, id) exhibits a level repulsion.

The figure below gives the graph of the pair correlation function gg, iq of Zy at the
linear scaling ¢» = id : N +— N in the interval [—15,15] compared with the graph of
the constant function % The graph is similar to certain radial distribution functions in
statistical physics, see for example |[ZPl Sect. II], [SdH) Fig. 7|, [Chal page 199] or [Bohl

page 18].
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Instead of the pair correlations, one can study the gaps between consecutive elements
in the subsets F)y of the real line or, most often, of the unit interval. Marklof and Strom-
bergsson [MaS| have computed the gap distribution of the fractional parts of the family
Z (with a linear scaling and linear renormalisation) and showed that the limiting gap
distribution has two jump discontinuities.

In Section [6] we prove that the pair correlation measures of the lengths of the common
perpendiculars between the maximal Margulis cusp neighbourhood and itself in the modu-
lar curve PSLy(Z)\H2 are (up to a factor 2) the pair correlation measures of the weighted
family

LY =((Ly={lnn : 0<n < N})yen, w=¢oexp)

of logarithms of integers, with weights given by the Euler function ¢ : n — Card(Z/nZ)*,
see Proposition [6.1] See [PSI} [PS2] for results on the pair correlation of the lengths of
closed geodesics in negatively curved manifolds.

We study the pair correlations of the arithmetically defined family 47 in Sections
and [5] where we find the pair correlation function without scaling and with linear scaling.

©
Theorem 1.2 (1) As N — 400, the pair correlation measures %;\%N L on R, renormalized
to be probability measures, weak-star converge to the probability measure 7 Lebg, with
pair correlation function gge 18— e~ 2l

. . . 2 id . . .
(2) As N — +o0, the normalized pair correlation measures ﬁ BN (with linear scaling)
on R weak-star converge to the measure g ¢ id Lebg, with pair correlation function

X ) Wl ,
97.ia 8= H (1_]32)1;_:1k H <1+m)- (1)

p prime p prime, p|k

We refer to Theorems and for more complete versions of Theorem with
congruence restrictions, and for error terms. When the congruences are nontrivial, the
proof of the second claim of Theorem uses a generalization of Mirsky’s formula (see
[Mir]) that is proved in Appendix [A| by Etienne Fouvry.

The figure below gives the graph of the pair correlation function g 77 id compared with

the graph of the constant function with value % H (1 — 1%) (1 + m) ~ 0.09239,
p prime

which is the limit of the pair correlation function ggv iq at +o0 by Proposition .
3
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Theorems and imply pair correlation results for the common perpendiculars of
cusps neighborhoods in the modular curve and on quotients of the hyperbolic plane by
Hecke congruence subgroups of PSL(Z), see Corollary for precise statements.

Further directions. It would be interesting, given a discrete subgroup I' of PSLa(R), to
study the asymptotic of the pair correlation measures of the complex translation lengths
lc(y) with absolute value at most N of the elements y € I'; and given a discrete subgroup I'
of a semi-simple connected real Lie group G with finite center and without compact factor,
of the Cartan projections p(7y) with Killing norm at most N of the elements v € I'. See
Section [6] for the problem of the asymptotic of the pair correlation measures of common
perpendiculars in negative curvature, which will be studied more completely in subsequent
works of the authors.

When the finite-dimensional Euclidean space E (where the family of finite sets (Fy) nen
sits) is replaced by a locally compact metric space (X, d), we may also consider the positive

measure on |0, +0o[ with finite support %’f,z’w = DryeFy : ary W(@)WYW) AyNya(zy)-

Acknowledgements: The authors thank a lot Etienne Fouvry for his proofs of Lemma [4.2] Propo-
sition [5.5] and Theorem [A7T] and for the agreeing to contribute the appendix to this paper. This
research was supported by the French-Finnish CNRS TEA BARP.

Notation. We introduce here some of the notation used throughout the paper.

The pushforward of a measure u by a mapping f is denoted by fiu. We denote by
sg : R — R the change of sign map t — —t.

For every interval I in R, we denote by Leb; the Lebesgue measure on I and by 1; the
characteristic function of . We denote by BV (I) the vector space of measurable functions
f: I — R with finite total variation Var(f). For every k € {0,1}, we denote by C¥(I) the
real vector space of C*-smooth functions f : I — C with compact support in 1. We denote
by || £l = sup,es | f(2)] the uniform norm of f e CO(I).

In addition to the above, more or less standard, notation, we will use the following
indexing sets in Sections and . Let us fix throughout the paper a,b € N— {0} with
a < b. For every N € N — {0}, let

IN=IN7a,b={(m,n)eN2 :0<m,n< N, m#n, myn=a mod b},
Iy={(mn)eN? : 0<m<n<N, mn=a mod b}
I ={(mn)eN? : 0<n<m<N, mn=a mod b},

so that Iy = Iy 1 I]J\rf is the disjoint union of I, and I;(,.

4



Except in the proof of Lemma[4.2] of Proposition[5.5] and in the whole Appendix [A] for
every function g of a variable in N—{0}, possibly depending on parameters (including a and
b), we will denote by O(g) (or Op(g) when we want to insist on the possible dependence on
the parameter b) any function f on N — {0} such that there exists a constant C’ depending

only on the parameter b and a constant Ny possibly depending on the parameters such
that for every N > Ny, we have |f(N)| < C |g(N)|.

2 Pair correlations without weights nor scaling

For every N € N — {0}, the (not normalised) pair correlation measure of the logarithms
of integers congruent to a modulo b at time N, with trivial multiplicities and with trivial
scaling function, is
VN = Z Alnm—tnn -
(m,n)eln
If we consider the following nondecreasing sequence of finite subsets of R with trivial
multiplicity

,,Z”Ig’b: ((L?\}bz{lnn:0<n<N, n =a mod b})nen, u)El)7

. . . . RZea|
then, with the notation of the introduction, we have g§,1 =Zyvand vy = Z\" 7.

Theorem 2.1 As N — +o0, the measures vy on R, renormalized to be probability mea-
sures, weak-star converge to the measure absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque
measure on R, with Radon-Nikodym derivative the function ggabqiS— % e~ lsl:

N

[vw|

gfl\tlz,b’l LebR .

Furthermore, for every f € CO(R) n BV(R), we have

| floo + Var(f)) ‘

BN =g | fe et s+ o, (M

lvnl

When a = b = 1, this result implies the case a = 0 of Theorem in the introduction,
with pair correlation function g&,1 = g1 .
N

Proof. For every ¢ € N — {0} with ¢ = a mod b, let ¢ € N be such that ¢ = a + ¢’b and
Jy={peN:0<p<gqg, p=a modb}={a+kb:0<k<d}. (2)
Let

WQZZA

pEJq

SIS

)

which is a finitely supported measure on [0, 1], with total mass ||[w,| = ¢’. When ¢’ # 0, we
hence have [wy| = £ + O(1) and m = g + O(q%). When ¢’ # 0, we denote by w,; = ”fﬁ
the renormalisation of w, to a probability measure on [0, 1]. By well known Riemann sum

arguments, we have, as ¢ — 400,

U.)q R Leb[(),l] .
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Let f € BV([0,1]), and note that f is bounded, with |f]. < f(0) + Var(f). Denoting by

M}, and my, the maximum and minimum respectively of f on [%kb, W] forO0<k<d,

[ rwa=Lun|=| [ rrar- qu()\

a+(k+1)b

U s dt\+2\ﬁ+kb foat =2 15|

b
HfHoo + Z (My; = mi) < (1f]l + Var(f))

we have

When ¢ # 0, since |wy(f) | < |lwgll | f]oo, we hence have

ff dt—Jf czthbwq(f)Jro(i2

:f £#) dHO(HfHoo +anr(f)> .

For every N € N — {0}, with N > a + b, let us define

pv= o Aw = ) “a s

(m,n)ely 1<¢<N, g=a mod b

) wq(f)

which is a finitely supported measure on [0, 1]. Its total mass is equal to
2

lixl= N led= Y @ +0(M) =,y +ON).

1<g<N, g=a mod b 0<q1<lN—aJ

x

b

Hence — = 20 4 O(xs). For feBV([0,1]), we have (taking |wy|| wg(f) = 0 if ¢ = a)

[l N2
py(f) _ 1 _
linl ~ Tl oo 2 el )
f £t S O(If ke + Var(f)
HMNH 1<g<N, g=a mod b
B fll + Var(f)

Notice that In is an increasing homeomorphism from [0, 1] to [—o0,0]. For every element
N € N — {0}, let us define
V]%T = Z Aln% )

(m, n)e[ir
so that vy = Iny iy = VN [|—u,01, and [y | = [py[. We have, for every f € BV (] -0, 0]),
) IO [ g g (L2l ol
lvnl HMNH N
_ s | flleo + Var(f)



Since vy = vy + v, since vy = sg, vy , we have |vi| = % |vn| and the result follows. ]

Let us give some numerical illustrations of Theorem when a = b = 1. For every
N e N — {0}, let
Card{(p,q) € In : lng < s}

Card Iy ’

which is the cumulative distribution function at time N of the differences of pairs of
logarithms of integers, that is, for all s, s’ € R with s < s’, we have

DN 8 +—

VN

lvw ]

(Is;s']D) = In(s") = Dn(s) -

The above theorem says that the function 2y converges pointwise as N — +o0 to the C!
(but not C?) function
1 s if
PR {2 e if s
s

1—Les if

(with derivative 2’ = g.,.1), which is the asymptotic cumulative distribution function of
the differences of pairs of logarithms of integers. This is illustrated by the figure below,
which shows %15 in green.

3 Pair correlations without weights and with scaling

In this section, we study the pair correlations of logarithms of integers at various scaling,
now assumed to converge to +00. We fix two nondecreasing positive functions, respectively
¢ : N—{0} - ]0,400[ and ¢’ : N — {0} — ]0, +oo[, which will give the scaling factors on
the difference of pairs of logarithms and the renormalizing factors on their distribution.

For every N € N— {0}, the (not normalised) pair correlation measure of the logarithms
of integers congruent to a modulo b at time N with trivial multiplicities and with scaling
(N) is the (Borel, positive) measure with finite support in R defined by

4 P
e%NN = Z A@Z}(N)(ln m—Inn) »
(m,n)eln

: . 1 NP
and the normalized one is TN AN



Theorem 3.1 Assume that the nondecreasing positive function 1 satisfies lim Y = 400
e}

and Nlim w = Ay € [0,+0]. As N — +0, the measures %ﬁwp on R, normalized by
—+0

' (N) as given below, weak-star converge to a measure g, Lebr absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesque measure on R,

1 %
i A5 g Lebe,

with Radon-Nikodym derivative the function

0 if Ay = +o0, for any ¢’ ,
. 2
G it 352 if Ay =0and ¢/(N) = Ji
t t .
s | (I 1) i Ay # 0,400 and ¢/(N) = $(N).

Furthermore, if Ay # 0,400, for every f € CHI) with support contained in [—A, A],
we have

3
i T = [ 56 gl ds+ O (A1 - U014 )+ 171
The pair correlation function g, . depends on b but it is independent of a. The above
result shows in particular that renormalizing to probability measures (taking ¢'(N) =
N? — N) is inappropriate, as the limiting measure would always be 0.
When a = 0, a=b=1andw—ida:NHNa,themeasure
%,,%’N,ld

7 ( ) %‘XN ¥ corresponds

to the one denoted by N2 -~ in the introduction. The above result thus implies
the cases a > 0 of Theorem [1.1} - in the introduction as well as the comment about the
scaling by the inverse of the average gap ¥(N) = = N, for which Ay = 0.

The fact that g« , vanishes when Ay = +00 means that the sequence of measures
(W (@ﬁwﬁ) nen o0 R has a total loss of mass at infinity. For error terms when Ay = +00

and Ay = 0, see respectively Equation @ and Equation .

Proof. Note that the change of variables (m,n) — (n,m) in In proves that we have

%J{{N’d) ) ooo = sg, (%XN,¢ |[0,4-00[ ). We will thus only study the convergence of the

L@XN ﬂ/’

measures n [0, +oo[, and deduce the global result by the symmetry of g, 4.

¢’(N)
For every N € N — {0} and for every p € N with p = 0 mod b and 0 < p < N, let
N, = | X272 et

Jpn={qgeN:1<g<N-—-p, g=a modb} ={a+kb:0<k<N,}, (3)
and let
Wp, N = Z Aw(N)g and pj; = Z Wp, N -
q€Jp, N 0<p<N, p=0 mod b

Then w, n is a measure on [0, +co[, with finite support contained in [va(—z_vgp, »(N)p], and

with total mass |wy, n| = Np+1. When this total mass is not 0, which occurs if and only if

N = p+a, we denote by w, v = ﬁ the renormalisation of w, y to a probability measure
D,

n ]0,+oo[. The support of the measure u, on ]0,+oo[ is contained in [%,w(N)N].
The motivation for the definition of the measure p3; comes from the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2 For every A > 0 and for every f € CL(R) with compact support contained in
[0, A], we have, as N — +0,

| ) =i (D] = 0 (42171 (1)) -

w’(N) (7/}{\1/\,)) tends to 0 as N — 400, the measures W(N) ,@fw’b l[0,4-00]

and W ,uN on [0,+400] are asymptotic for the weak-star convergence of measures on

In partlcular if

[0, +o0], and we will study the weak-star convergence of the latter one.
Proof. By the change of variable (p,q) — (m = p+ ¢,n = q), we have

[0,+00] = Z Ap(Nylnm = Z Aw(N)ln(1+§) :

(m,n)el; 0<q<N-—p, g=a mod b
0<p<N, p=0 mod b

By definition, we have
ny = 2 Ay 2

0<g<N—p, g=a mod b
0<p<N, p=0 mod b

Since the support of f is contained in [0, A], if a pair (p, ¢) occurs in the index of the sum
defining either %ﬁN’w(f) or u3;(f) with nonzero summand, then ¢(N)In(1+ £) < A. This
. . B _ A . . o _ AN

implies that i 0 (T(N)) since lﬂ.{% 1) = 400, and that p = O (7111(1\7)) since ¢ < N. For all

x,y € [0,+0[, we have

1A (f) = Ay (N = 1f (@) = FW < | F ol — 9] -

Recall that |In(1 4 t) —t| = O(t?) as t — 0. Hence, by a uniform majoration of the terms
of the sum below,

A GO1< 5 1w ) 0(F) =0 (41 (5)?) - D
1<q<N

1<p<0(ﬁ)

Let us now study the convergence properties of the (renormalized) measures wy y and
of their sums uj{, as N — +o0.
Let ¢ : ]0, +o0[ — ]0, +o0[ be the involutive diffeomorphism ¢ — . We have

L = Z A_q .
*p, N TP

qGJp7 N

As g varies in Jp n, the above Dirac masses are taken on the distribution of points given
by the following picture.

P(N)p N—p
0 P(N)p
o—rt % % % % % —o
a a+b a+2b a+(N,—1)b  a+N,b
P(N)p P(N)p P(N)p P(N)p P(N)p



As in the proof of Theorem for every C*! function f : ]0, +oo[ — R with compact
support, we have

‘Lm f(t)dt — w(;i’)p L*wp,N(f)‘ - ‘mepp UULIPY wap f(w(;if)P) ’

qeJp, N
w(z“v) a+(;§$1 b + kb o
p P a
< dt’ ] f - ‘ J e ’
™ Z o /(G i
b
< (201 ho, 2z o + Var(f’]&%]))w(l\f)p '

Hence for every C'! function f : ]0, +00[ — R with compact support, since ¢ is a diffeomor-
phism, we have

Y(N)p

e
Wp,N(f) = o fous)ds+0O (”fo thﬁ] HOO + Var(f o L| 1\(’ f ]))

b
N o d
YN f ft) l +0 (“f’[%i]i;f’,-i-oo[ oo + Var(f|[ﬁv<7ff):,+oo[)) .

3

On(t) = 5 Z — Lwane  (f).
0<p<N b [N P 7+OO[
p=0 mod b

Then

1 1
On(t) = o) Z k ]l[w(N)bk +oo[(t) ) 2 k

N—bk ’
0<k<N/b 0<k<7b(¢(1\1>+t)
1

Mlb(w(j\]f\)f +t)J ([b(w(j\]f\)[ 5l (4)
b1/J(N)[_

In particular, we have 6y (t) = 0 if and only if ¢ € [0,

¢(N)

Thus, if the support of f is contained in the interval [0, A], since < A if and only

if p< M%, we have,

un(f) = > wp, N (f)
0<p<N, p=0 mod b

+o0 D dt AN

= o) | DI Lse (1)) 2+ O (11 + Var(£)) 55)

p=0 mod b

+00 AN

=9(N) | (0 6(0) e+ O (1| + Var(£) i ) (5)

Case 1. Assume first that A\, = +00, that is, Nhriloom = 0. Then for every A > 1

if N is large enough, then for every t € [0, A], we have 6x(t) = 0. Thus, whatever the
normalizing function v’ is, we have a total loss of mass at infinity :




More precisely, for every C! function f : ]0, +00[ — R with compact support contained in
[0, A], we have

S ) = O (151 + V()

AN )
»(N)Y'(N)
Since Var(f) = Sgl I < A|f |, we have, by Lemma that ( ) %’XNW X 0and

WU%WU—«WMUM(%%Q (6)
Case 2. Now assume that A, = 0, that is, gmw% = 0. By Equation (), if we have
t =2 then
O (t) — 212(1@5\7]\)[“5) o) = %;J(QN)QQ L0 (@Z)(tN)) +0 (‘Z’f]]\j))f ,
therefore oov, 1 t o)
A On () = 5§+0(MNQ+O(HV)‘ (7)

by (N)

Since ) vanishes on [0, == [ this proves that ( )

subset of [0, 4+oo[, and p01ntw1se converges to the constant function
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have

Y(IV)
N2 phy = ﬁ Lebyo, oo -

fn is bounded on any compact

ﬁ. Hence by the

More precisely, for every A > 3, for every C! function f : ]0, +o0[ — R with compact
support contained in [0, A], by Equations and and since ¥(N) < N for N large
enough, we have

Y = L Nf) 0 di+0 (s fi” 1) dt)
ro (M) ﬁim L0l de) + 0 (11 + Var(1) )
_lezL*“ﬂ)dHo(Wuﬂw)w(‘(42) )
<0 (U0 (a1 22D 0 (111 + 171) )
- leQme()dHO(HfHoo( S R )
<0 (Il s)
Let 1/(N) = %5. By Lemmawe hence have

]. fﬂ,/) * 1
T/J/(N) %NN _— 2b2 LebR
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Futhermore, for every C! function f : R — R with compact support contained in [—A, A],
we have

L v s f Y(N)InA A2 p(N), $(N)
O Tl A )t +0 (1] (55 TN T N N )
A3
/ —_—
+0 (17l 505) - (8)
Case 3. Let us finally assume that th % = Ay belongs to |0, +oo[ . Let us consider
—+00

the map 6 : [0, +00[— R defined by

to 23 K L@ = o | (| ).
R T T2 PP WE N E D!

It vanishes on [0, b Ay [, is uniformly bounded, tends to ﬁ ast — +00, and is piecewise

continous, with discontinuities at b A\,N — {0}. See the first picture in the introduction
whena=b= A\, = 1.

By Equation , the sequence of uniformly bounded maps (6x)nen converges almost
everywhere to 6, (more precisely, it converges at least at every point of [0, +o0[ —bAyN).
Hence by Equation and by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have

1 -
= Uy — O Lebp o[ -

$(N)
Let A>1 and k € N. Note that bAyk < A implies that k < ﬁ < 1)2—‘4 If N is large

enough so that w = %b, then w(N)bk < A implies that k£ < WJLA) < b)\ . Hence for

every t € [0, A], we have

2A
bkw

| 0o () — On (1) | < ) kZlk |1 [bAgk,+oo (1) — ]l[ & )b?fﬂroo[(t)} .

For every continuous function f : [0, +oo[ — R with compact support in [0, A], we therefore
have

2A

’wa(eoo—ezv) dt‘ =O(f]oo§k|b)\¢k_%]i)§: |>

=0 (47l [ 2~ P 0.

By Equation , for every C! function f : [0, +00[ — R with compact support in [0, A],
we thus have

1
SR = [ 100 dLebp

2
+0 (4% 1 (2 - P w0(5)) )+ 0 (1715 )

12



With g, 4 : R — R given by t — 6,(]t|), by Lemma it follows that

1 ’g *
— @V A g, Lebg .
w(N) N 9L,y HEDR
Futhermore, for every A > 1 and every C! function f : R — R with compact support
contained in [—A, A], we have

1 N,y _
T A = [ 10 g20t0) )
N A A3
20 (4o |2 - P ) ) w0 (191.5) . o)
This concludes the proof of Theorem @ ]

Let us give a numerical illustration of Theorem when @ = b =1 and ¥)(N) = N.
The following figure shows in red an approximation of the pair correlation function g,

computed using %%%bw, and in blue the pair correlation function gg , in the interval
[—4,4].

08

/ \

04}

0.2+

4 Pair correlations with Euler weights without scaling
In this section, we study the weighted family
Zg’b’@ = ((L?\}b)NeN, w=poexp).

The (not normalised) pair correlation measure of the logarithms of integers congruent to a
modulo b at time N with multiplicities given by the Euler function ¢, for the trivial scaling
function, is

VN = Z (P(n) (p(m) Amm-Inn -

(m,n)eln

: : . : N L1
With the notation of the introduction, we have Z&’Lw =L and oy = Z0 .

13



Theorem 4.1 As N — 400, the measures Uy on R, renormalized to be probability mea-
sures, weak-star converge to the measure absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue

measure on R, with Radon-Nikodym derivative the function g ye.ab | @8+ e 2lsl:
N )
DN *
— ab , Lebgr .
R
Furthermore, for all f € CL(R) and a € [5, 1], we have
UN oy _ “203l gg 4 O (M Lot )
()= |16 e as + 04 (g Il + gl )

~ £1 .
When a = b = 1, the measure Uy corresponds to the one denoted by %ﬁN’ in the
introduction. The above result gives the first assertion of Theorem [I.2]in the introduction,
with pair correlation function g g1 = Gyl
) N 5

Proof. The first assertion of Theorem follows from the second one, by taking for
instance a = % and by the density of C'-smooth functions with compact support in the
space of continuous functions with compact support on R.

For every ¢ € N — {0} with ¢ = a mod b, let ¢’ € N be such that ¢ = a + ¢/b and let J,

be given by Equation . We now define

(:)q: Z gD(p) A%?

PEJq

which is a finitely supported measure on [0, 1], and nonzero if and only if ¢’ # 0. In order
to compute its total mass, we will use the following elementary adaptation of Mertens’
formula (see for example [HaW, Thm. 330]). We have not found its proof in the literature,
hence we provide one, due to Fouvry.

Let (a,b) € N — {0} be the greatest common divisor of a and b. Let

a,b 1. _
ca,b=w H (1——2)1,

and note that ¢, > 0 is uniformly bounded from above when a and b vary in N — {0},
and tends to 0 as b — +00. When a = b = 1, we have ¢,; = 1, and the following result is
exactly Mertens’ formula.

Lemma 4.2 There exists C' > 0 such that for all integers a,b = 1 and real numbers x = 1,

we have
:;C(Lb 2
— — Xz

< C xn(2z) .
= xIn(2x)

p(n)

1<n<z,n=a mod b

Proof. (Fouvry) In this proof, for every function g of a variable in [1,+00[, possibly
depending on parameters, we use the notation O(g) in order to denote any function f on
[1,400[ such that there exists a constant C', independent of the variable and of all the
parameters, such that |f| < C|g|. We do not need a more precise error term.

Let S(x,a,b) be the above sum. We refer for instance to [HaW] for the definition of
the Mobius function p : N — {0} — {—1,0, 1}, of the Dirichlet convolution f * g of two

14



maps f,g : N— {0} —> R and for the Mobius inversion formula, which in particular gives
that ¢ = p *1id. Hence

S(z,a,b) = Z Z u(ld)ym = Z w(d) Z m .

1<n<z  md=n 1<d<z 1<m<z/d
n=a mod b md=a mod b

Let us fix d > 1. Let us consider the congruence equation m d = a mod b with unknown
m. It has no solution if the greatest common divisor (b, d) of b and d does not divide a. If
(b, d) does divide a, let o’ = ﬁ, b = ﬁ and d' = (#‘ld), so that the congruence equation
is equivalent to md = a’ mod v'. Since d’' is coprime with ¥/, it is invertible modulo ¥/,
and we denote its inverse by d’. The congruence equation becomes m = a’ d’ mod v’. The

classical formula Z 1 = % + O(1) gives, by a summation by parts, the
1<m<y, m=a’ d mod v/
equality
y?
1<m<y, m=a’ d mod ¥/
Therefore

S(z,a,b) = Z M(d)< 2% (%)2"'0(3))

1,2
1(d) (bc’pd) ) +O(zn(22)) .

1<d<z, (b,d)|a

[\

Using the Eulerian product formula of the zeta function, giving ]_[ (1— Z%) = s = %
p prime
and the expression ¢(n) =n H (1-— %) of the Euler function in terms of the prime
p prime, p|n
factors, we have, by decomposing d into prime powers and using the definition of the

Mobius function,

>oow® oy @ o

1<d<uz, (b,d)|a d=1, (bd)|a

- I a-% [ a-»+o@)

p prime, p{b p prime, p|a, p|b
1 1. 4 ¢((a,b)) b 6bcap b
= 1] - S 0(0) =5 +0(o).
@, A1 ) Ty OGOk
This proves Lemma [4.2] O

Lemma says that if ¢’ # 0 (that is, when ¢ > a), then

~ 3¢ b q2
|&4] = =3 + OlgIn(29)) , (11)
. . 1 2 1
and in particular o = 30; 7 (1+ O(%)).



Lemma 4.3 We have as ¢ — +0,

Wq *

| &

2t dLeb[O’l] (t) .

More precisely, for all f € C1([0,1]) and o € [%, 1[, we have

Wy

1= [ 2050 @t + 0 (2Lis1 s Lir)

| 0

Proof. The first assertion follows from the second one, by taking for instance a = % and
by the density of C'-smooth functions in the space of continuous functions on [0, 1].
Let Q@ = |¢*| e N—{0}. Forallne {0,...,Q—1} and t € |ng~ %, (n+ 1)g~“], we have

by the mean value theorem

f@) = fng®) +O(g [ ) -
Since n < Q < ¢, we hence have
(n+1)g~*

n+1
f 2050 dt = (Fna) + Ol 1) f .

nqg-%

- qﬂ((zn 1) f (g + Ong 2| fl)) . (12)

Using twice Equation and the formula for m following it, we have

Z f(g) I ;q ¢(p)

pelngl=o, (n+1)g'=>]nJq

2

 (f(na— . ” Ing
= (f(ng™®) +O(q HfHoo))?)cmbqg (1+0( . )

y ( 3cap((n+ 1)2 —n?)

T2

7+ 0 ((n+ 1) In((n + 1)g" ) )

L — —a n , nln
:q—a((2n+1)q flng )+O(qTaHfHoo quHoo))- (13)

Again using Equation , we have

Y 2O -o (L ) ~o i) - )

pe]Qql=,q[nJq H

By cutting the sum defining &, and the integral from 0 to 1, by using , and ,

16



since @ < ¢® and |1 — Q¢ % = O(¢™®), we have (using a > % for the last equality)

G- [ 20sw @l

| & 0

_ ‘ QZ_I ( 5 ©(p) () - f(nH)qa 2t f(t) dt) ‘
n=0

pelng' =, (n+l)g'~*]nJq ]

DS 1 )

\ 2¢|£(t)| dt
S A 20
pe]Qql=2,q[nJy

q

Q-1

o 1 n nlng %,
= 0@ ) + 5 > 0((127\\f'|\oo + = Mo +ng 2 1f o))
n=0

Q?Ing
q

1 2
= O™ [ fllo) + o 0 (fgallf'loo + [£lle))

1/l

Ing
1Flleo + oo

ql—a

— 0

This proves Lemma 4.3

For every N € N — {0}, let us define

iy =" @m)en) An = > (q) &g ,

(m,n)ely 1<g<N, g=a mod b

which is a finitely supported measure on [0,1]. By Lemma its total mass is

Il = > 0@ [Tl = >, w(m) o(n)
1<¢<N, g=a mod b (m,n)ely
1 ) 9ca, N*
=§<( Doe@) - D] @(Q)Q) - — g +O(V'IN).
1<q<N 1<q<N
gq=a mod b gq=a mod b

For f e C*([0,1]), by Lemmal[4.3] since ¢"**(Ing) < N'**(In N) and ¢>~® < N?~* when
q occurs in the summations below, we have

)L g g S0
”/7’]_\7" Hﬁ]_VH 1<q<N, g=a mod b ”qu
1 1 - Ing 1.,
= | 2tf@dt+ = S 0(@) 13 O (it e + 1)
0 1755 q q
g=a mod b
1
1 a —a
- [2trmaco(yn X @@ e Iole+ )
0 1<g<N
g=a mod b
! In N 1
- | 2000 de+ 0 (G 171+ 3551110)

17



For every N € N — {0}, let us define

PR= ), wlm)e(n) Apm

(m,n)e[ﬁ
so that Uy = Iny iy = DN [|—e0,0), and [y | = [[fy[. We have, for every f € CH(] - 0,0]),
W) e In N i ,
Yol — o = | 2tfoln(t)dt + O (77— [folnlw + [ (f oln)|
onl Dl S b )
0 In N 1
| 259 ¥ s+ 0 (g I+ 3zl T O)])

Since Dy = Dy, + U, since Uy = sg,, Py, we have [V = 1 |Pn| and Theorem follows.
OJ

Let us give some numerical illustrations of Theorem with @ = b = 1. For every
N e N — {0}, let
20<m#n<N : (Inm—Inn)<s p(m) ¢(n)
Zogm;ﬁngN @(m) ¢(n)
This is the cumulative distribution function at time NN of the unscaled differences of the
logarithms of natural numbers weighted by the Euler function, that is, for all s, s’ € R with
s < s, we have

DN s +—

¥ 1
<@]\fN’ / ~ / ~
ey U D = owle) = Iwle).
N

Theorem with a = b = 1 says that the function -@N pointwise converges as N — +00
to the C! (but not C?) function

N {;e%ifsgo
S —

7 1-Le>ifs>0

(with derivative 9" = g f&"’l)' This is illustrated by the figure below, which shows Z5 in
red.

5 Pair correlations with Euler weights and linear scaling

In this section, we study the pair correlations of the family £ 2% Jefined at the beginning
of Section ] now with a linear scaling. We leave to the reader the study of a general

18



scaling v, assumed to converge to +00. For every N € N — {0}, the (not normalised) pair
correlation measure of the logarithms of integers, congruent to a modulo b, at time N
with multiplicities given by the Euler function and with scaling N is the (Borel, positive)
measure with finite support in R defined by

XN = Z ga(m) gp(n) AN(lnmflnn) .
(m,n)ely
. . . . ~ RZAARILIR T
With the notation of the introduction, we have Zn = Z\" .
For every k € N — {0}, we consider the arithmetic constant ¢, defined in Equation
of Appendix Note that cgp > 0 is uniformly bounded from above when a,b,k
vary in N — {0}, and has a positive lower bound on a and k when b is fixed, by Equation

of Appendix

Theorem 5.1 As N — 400, the family (% ‘@N)NeN of measures on R weak-star con-
verges to the measure absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R,
with Radon-Nikodym derivative the function

1
gz&p,a,b’id PS> 8—4 Z Cabk k3 )
1<k<| |s] ], k=0 mod b
that is, as N — 400,
1
N3
Furthermore, for all f € CY(R) with compact support contained in [—A, A], where A > 1,
and for any o € [%, 1[, we have

= *
%N - ggl\f,a,b’id Leb]R .

ATIn®? N

1~ A3
B0 = |10 ggpms sals) ds + On (T U le + 7l e)

N3 Nl-«

When a = b = 1, the measure @N corresponds to the one denoted by %§§ 4 in the
introduction. The above result gives the second assertion of Theorem in the introduc-
tion, with pair correlation function g 2¢,id = 9pett g using Mirsky’s value of ¢y 1 5 given
by Equation , as explained in Remark of Appendix

Note that, as the proof below shows, the total mass of Zy is equivalent to ¢ N4 as
N — 400, for some constant ¢ > 0, hence renormalising 7 '~ to be a probability measure
makes it weak-star converge to the zero measure on the noncompact space R (a total loss
of mass phenomenon).

Proof. The first assertion of Theorem follows from the second one, by taking for
instance a = % and by the density of C'-smooth functions with compact support in the
space of continuous functions with compact support on R.

The change of variables (m,n) — (n,m) in Iy gives @Nh—oo,o] = Sg, (@N|[07+w[). We
will thus only study the convergence of the measures % ,@N on [0, +oo[, and deduce the

global result by the symmetry of g e.ab -
N )
For every N € N — {0} and for every p e N with p=0mod band 0 <p < N, let J, n
be given par Equation . We now define the key auxiliary measure by

Spn =, o) elg+p) A

q(EJp7 N

q
Np
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~ . . . . . 1 N—p .
Then @), n is a measure on [0, +oo[, with finite support contained in [N—p, TpL hence in

[0,1]. The measure &, y is nonzero if and only if N > a+ p. In order to compute its total
mass, we use an adaptation with congruences of a formula by Mirsky (see [Mir, Thm. 9])
proved in the appendix by Fouvry. Theorem [A ] says that if N > a + p, then

B = <22 (V= p)* + O(N?(p+ In(N —p))?). (15)

_ 3 N2(p+In(N—p))?
Bl = e v (L + OS5 0))-

The next result implies that the measures W, n, once normalized to be probability
measures, weak-star converge to the measure du(t) = 3(%)%2 dLeb[L Nepy, which is
Np’> Np
1 N-p

absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on the interval [N—p, Tp]'

and in particular

Lemma 5.2 For every pe N with 0 < p < N and p = 0 mod b, for every a € ]0,1[ and
for every f e CL(]0,1]), we have

e =] sy e s e
(N p)* (N p)S(p + In(N p))* 1
O (=i * - prw e ) et e 112)

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [1.3] we will estimate the difference of the main terms

in the above centered formula by cutting the sum defining the renormalized measure @&, n;
and by cutting similarly the integral from ﬁ to N—_}f’.
Let Q = [(Np)*Ig2] € N. For all n € {0,...,Q — 1}, we thus define

1

q
g€]n (Np)I=a, (n+ (N p)i=e]ndp,n P
and (n+1)(Np)
n+ p)”* Np .3
In:J 3(——)" % f(¢) dt .
n(Np)-e (N_p) ()
Let us also define the following remaining terms
Send = > F(5) L) plg+p)
Np’ ||@p ]

qe]Q (N p)t=, N—plnJp n

and
N—p

Iendzf (=P 2 p gy gt
Q(Np)—o (N—p)

Forallte |n(Np)~®, (n+ 1)(N p)~“], we have by the mean value theorem

f(t) = f(n(Np)~®) + O((N )~ [ ') -
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Using twice Theorem |A.1{ and the formula for ool following Equation (|1 , and using

the inequality (n+ 1) < Q < (Np)aN o, we have

Y ey 1 N?*(p +In(N — p))*
S = (1 D))+ 0N P 1)) (= (0 + 0 C— )

< ((n+ DO )2 = (a2

+O((p+(n+ D)) (p+ n((n+ DV P)'—))* ))

3
- _(J:)f()Np)a ((?m2 +3n+ 1)(Np) 2 f(n(Np)™) +0 ((N i
n(N

n?N? In(N —p))2 (n+ %)2(17"‘1 p))?
O (Mg )Ifl)) - (16

£ 1)

We also have

(n+1)(N p)
= (Fn V) + 0 D) 1) [ () ¢

n(Np)~«

_ (Np>3 n2 n —2ap0 n?
= g (37 30 DIV ) Fn (N p) ) 40 (7 s 1F1e) ) - (1)

Similarly, since Q) > (Np) ~— —1land N —p < N p, we have
_ _ 1—a)\3
i = 0 (B2 (_Q;)f D 1) = 0 (S 1s1)
and
ot = 0 (32" (522)° - @) 151) = O (Sl 1)

(19)
Q-1
Note that Z n+ Np)1 Q)Q =0 ((Q + W)g) =0 ((NPLS)M)_ Putting together Equa-

tions ({ . . and , we have (again using N —p < N p)

wp Npp Np 3 Q1
‘ prxll Llp 3(N—p) £ d ‘ - ‘ 7;0(5” = In) + Send = Lena
< Z S0 — In| + |Sena| + | Tend]
N - n2

_ ((N _<p)p(> oL 1£1) + (N g ( e 1l

n?N2%(p +In(N — p))? (”+ Npl a) (p In(N p))? n? ,

(=P o )+ (g g 1F71)
_ (N p)? LW p) (p + In(N p))?
= O (= gy 1+ e 1)
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This proves Lemma O

Now, let us introduce the sum

~+ ~
iv= N = > #(a) pla+p) Dy
0<p<N, p=0 mod b 1<g<N—p, O0<p<N
g=a mod b, p=0 mod b

where as previously ¢ : ¢ — % (noting that the measures @, n are supported in ]0, +-o0] ).

Lemma 5.3 For every f € CY([0, +o0[) with compact support contained in [0, A], where
A > 1, we have R
| Zn(f) = Ein(f) | = O(A* N? [ f']o0) -

Proof. Using the change of variables (p,q) — (m =p+ ¢,n = q), we have

AN oro= ),  ©(m)e(n) Ay m = > (a) ¢(a+p) Aymasz) -

(m,n)el O0<p<N, 1<gSN—p
p=0 mod b, g=a mod b

As in the proof of Lemma n since the support of f is contained in [0, A], if a pair (p, )
occurs in the index of the sum defining either %’N( f) or fif;(f) with nonzero corresponding
summand, then % =0 (W) and p = O(A). By the mean value theorem, we then have

Py _ 0 PYI <11, N2 = N1 p
\ﬂNq)lﬂN10+q»MQUH‘Nq N1u+qﬂ
/ P\2 A? ,
= e N O((L)7) = O (71 1e0) -

Thus, using Theorem and Equation in Appendix [A] we have

- 2
A -l Y el ela+ 0 (el k)

1<p<O(A), 1<g<N

2
< Y 0O (I ) = 0 (4N |F)

1<p<O(A)

This proves Lemma O

Lemma 5.4 For all a € [3,1[ and f € C*([0, +o0[) with compact support contained in
[0, A], where A =1, we have, as N — +0,

1 © ATIn? N A3
5 VD) = [ gz o) ds+ O (T 1+ 37z 1) -

Proof. Let A and f be as in the statement. Since the support of W, n is contained in

1 N—p

[~ Ny )> the support of 4@y, N is contained in [N +>, N p]. In particular the measures

fin and g geab 4(8) ds both vanish on [0, 1]. Hence we may assume that the support of f
N )
is contained in [1, +oo[, so that the support of f o is contained in |0, 1].
Note that |f o t|eo = | f]eo and [|(f 0 t)[lec = [[t2F(t)]lec < A%|f|e0, since the support
of f"is contained in [0, A].
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By the definition of ﬁ;{,, by Equation (|15 and Lemmaﬂ since N —p < N and by the
restriction on p, explained in the proof of Lemma in the summation defining fiy(f)
due to the support of f, we have

~ ~ ~ Wp,N
/”‘E(f) = Z L*Wp,N(f) = Z ”wp,NH HONJP ” (f o L)
0<p<N, p=0 mod b 0<p<N, p=0 mod b P, N
Ca
- > (<92 (N = p)* + O (N?(p + In(N = p))?))
0<p<N, p=0 mod b, p<O(A)
N—p N
Np p 3 9
x (Ll 3(N_p) 12 fou(t) dt
P
(N p)?® (N p)®(p + In(N p))? 1 :
+0 + oLl + ot
(T i — e oy ) 1 ot + g 1070 o) )
3 3 Np 1
=N Z Cabp P JN 84 f( )
0<p<N, p=0 mod b, p<O(A) Ni_l;

32 n _ 2
e 3 o (PRSI p),)

0<p<N, p=0 mod b, p<O(A)

3—a 3,50+ n 2 2
+0 (B + B Ul o 1))

N p
N—
ps% f(s) =0 (M | f[le0), we therefore have, for N large com-

Noting that J (Np)®

P
pared to A,

1 400 1 A4
N0 =( N ey’ 5 f0)ds) 40 (g 1flk)

0<p<N, p=0 mod b

e AT ATIn*(N AP
# 0 (A 1 v (e A g1+ 21 ’“w)

oo A* ATIn%(N)
O g s+ 0 (g + Ty ) e+ ga 1)

This proves Lemma using that 4= = O(‘47]\1,Il1 (QN)) if 0 > 1. O
Theorem now follows from Lemmas [5.3] and [5.4] as explained in the beginning of
the proof. ]

We close this section with a numerical illustration of Theorem [5.J]when a = b = 1. The
following figure shows in red an approximation of the pair correlation function gg¢ ;4 =

g genn jq computed using P00 in the interval [—10,10], to be compared with the graph
N )
of g #¢,ia in the introduction.
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The fact that the graph of gy e jq has a horizontal asymptote near +oo follows from
the following result.

Proposition 5.5 We have im0 g2¢ ia(s) = : H (1-3)(1+ ﬁ)

p? p*-2)
p prime

Proof. (Fouvry) In this proof, we use the same convention concerning O(-) as in the
beginning of the proof of Lemma [4.2]

1
We consider the multiplicativ function f : n — H (1 + 72)) and the

2 _
p prime, p|n p(p
1
constant C] = H (1 + W) Let us prove that uniformly in z > 1, we have
p prime p (p o 2)
C
Z n3f(n) = Zl zt +0(z?) . (20)
1<n<z

By Equation (1], this proves Proposition

Let g = f * u be the Dirichlet convolution of f with the Mobius function . Then g is
multiplicative. For every prime p, we have

1
p(p® —2)

and g(p*) = f(p*) (1) + f(P*1) u(p) = 0 for every k > 2. Therefore, for every m > 1, we
have

g(p) = f(p) (1) + f(1) u(p) =

1
p(p? —2)

g(m) = um?® ]

p prime, p|m

L F > 1, we h < <m™? 1—2)

emma 5.6 For every m > 1, we have 0 < g(m) <m 1_[ ( - ﬁ) :
p prime p

Proof. This is immediate if u(m) = 0. Otherwise, m = py ...pg with p1,...,px pairwise
distinct primes, and

k k
0<WW@=H.£ZQ=HQ—®A<IT@—1V<+®WI

p prime

?Recall that an arithmetic function f is multiplicative if f(1) = 1 and for all coprime integers m,n, we

have f(mn) = f(m)f(n).
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Therefore, using the Mdbius inversion formula f = g = 1 for the first equality, Lemma
for the fifth equality and an Eulerian product (since g is multiplicative and vanishes
on integers divisible by a nontrivial square) for the sixth equality, we have, with S(z) =

21<k$a¢f(k)’
S@y= Y, gm)= Y gm) Y 1= 3 g(m)(=+0()

m,n=1 1<m<z 1<n<z/m 1<m<z
mn<x
o g(m) g(m) o g(m)
=x ), +0 (2 )] )+O( D) gm) =z )] +0(1)
=1 m mz=x m 1<m<z m=1 m

=z [] (1+pz(21))+0(1)=01x+0(1).

prime pm = 2
By summation by parts, we hence have

ETIOESN

2d[S(t)] = [t*(C1 t + O(1)]] — 3r t2(Cy t +0(1)) dt

1<n<z 1 1
C
= 2Lty O(z?) .
4
This proves Equation and concludes the proof of Proposition O

6 Pair correlations of common perpendiculars in the modular
curve PSLy(Z)\H%

In this section, we give a geometric motivation for the introduction of the Euler function as
multiplicities in the family $§ of logarithms of natural numbers. We refer to [PP], [BPP]
for more information.

Let Y be a nonelementary geodesically complete connected proper locally CAT(-1)
good orbispace, so that the underlying space of Y is I‘\Y with Y a . geodesically complete
proper CAT(—1) space and I' a discrete group of isometries of Y preserving no point
nor pair of points in YA 80017. Let D~ and D% be connected proper nonempty properly
immersed locally convex closed subsets of Y, that is, D™ and D are the I'-orbits of proper
nonempty closed convex subsets D~ and DJr of Y. A common perpendzcular « between
D~ and D is the T-orbit of the unique shortest arc & between D~ and vD* for some
~ € I such that d(D~,yD*%) > 0. The multiplicity mult(a) of « is the ratio A/B where

e A is the number of elements (v—,v4) € (I'/Tp-) x (['/T,p+) such that & is the
unique shortest arc between ’y_D and ’y+’yD+ nd

e B is the cardinality of the pointwise stabilizer of & in I.

The length A(@) of the common perpendicular « is the length of the geodesic segment & in
Y. For every £ in the set OL#(D~, D*) of lengths of common perpendiculars, the length
multiplicity of £ is the sum of the multiplicities of the common perpendiculars between D™,
D™ having the length £ :

w(l) = Z mult(a) .

« common perpendicular
beween D~ and DT with A(a)=(
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If Perp(D~, D7) is the set of all common perpendiculars from D~ to Dt with multiplicities,
then (A(@))aeperp(D—, p+) is the marked ortholength spectrum from D~ to DT, and the set
OL(D—, D*) = (OLh(D ,DT), w) of the lengths of the common perpendiculars endowed
with the length multiplicity w is the ortholength spectrum from D~ to D¥.

The pair correlation measure of the common perpendiculars from D~ to D7 is the pair
correlation measure of

Fp-p+ = ((Fx = OL¥ (D™, D*) 1 [0,2In N]) nen, w) -
gj - b
We will study the asymptotic properties of the pair correlation measures %ND ¥ for

appropriate scalings ¢ in a subsequent paper, and we only consider in this paper the
following example.

Let
d(Re z)d(Im 2)

(Im 2)? )

be the upper halfspace model of the real hyperbolic plane with constant curvature —1.
For every b € N — {0}, let T'g[b] be Hecke’s congruence subgroup modulo b of the modular
group PSLa(Z), which is the preimage of the upper triangular subgroup PSL(Z/bZ) under
the reduction morphism PSLy(Z) — PSL(Z/bZ). Tt acts faithfully by homographies on
H2Z, and is a lattice in the isometry group of H%. Let Y* = To[b]\H2, which is a finite
(ramified) cover of the modular curve PSLo(Z)\HZ. Let D~ = D* be the horoball 7, =
{z e C:Im z > 1} in H2, whose image D~ = D% in Y? is a Margulis neighbourhood of
a cusp of Yb. If b = 1, then D~ = D% is actually the maximal Margulis neighbourhood
of the unique cusp of Y. To emphasize the dependence on the integer b, we will use the
notation 321%_7 p+ = Fp- p+ for the family of lengths of common perpendiculars between
D~ and DT

The following result says that the pair correlation measures of the common perpendic-
ulars from this Margulis cusp neighbourhood to itself are, up to the homothety of factor
2, the pair correlation measures of the logarithms of the natural numbers congruent to 0

modulo b, with multiplicities given by the Euler function ¢.
©,b,b
We use in the following result the notation " v

?zHﬁz({zeC:Imz>0},ds2=

of the introduction with
f&p’b’b =((Ly={lnn : 0<n<N,n=0 mod b})yen, w=poexp) .

Proposition 6.1 For every scaling function ¢ and every N € N, if f : t — 2t, then
yb_ 7w 7111
BT = *( ).

Proof. The orbit of %”oo under I'g[b] consists, besides J#; itself, of the Euclidean disks
jfp of Euclidean radius —2 tangent to the horizontal line at the rational numbers Z with

q>0 q_Omodband(p7 q) = 1.
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Every common perpendicular between D~
and D™ has a unique representative which starts
from the Euclidean segment [i,i + 1[ on the
boundary of 7, and ends on the boundary of
%ﬂp with £€ Qn[0,1[ and ¢ = 0 mod b. Its hy-
perbohc length is 2Inq. In particular, we have
OL}(D~,D*%) = {2Inq: ¢ > 2, ¢ =0 mod b}.

Since PSLy(R) acts simply transitively on the unit tangent bundle of HZ, the multi-
plicities of the common perpendiculars are equal to 1. Hence the length multiplicity of
21n q is exactly the number of elements p € Z/qZ coprime with ¢, that is, w(21n¢q) = ¢(q).
(]

The following results, computing the pair correlation functions at trivial or linear scaling
of the lengths of the common perpendiculars from the Margulis cusp neighbourhood at
infinity to itself in Hecke’s modular curve I'g[b]\HZ2, follow immediately from Theorems
and [5.1] with a = b, which also give an error term, using Proposition

Fb 1
Corollary 6.2 (1) For all b, as N — +o0, the pair correlation measures %" 2T on

R, renormalized to be probability measures, weak-star converge to a measure absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure on R, with pair correlation function given
by s — l e~ I8l

gb
(2) For all b, as N — +00, the pair correlation measures NS% Do+t on R weak-star
converge to a measure absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure on R,

with pair correlation function given by s — 8%1 Z Ch,b,k k3, where Chbk 1S
<k<||s| |, k=0mod b
defined in Equation (21). O

A Appendix : A Mirsky formula with congruences,
by Etienne Fouvry

The aim of this appendix is to give a proof of a version with congruences of an arithmetic
formula due to Mirsky [Mir], which is used in the proof of Theorem [5.1]

Let a,b,k € N be fixed integers satisfying a,b > 1. Denoting by ¢ the Euler function,
we give an asymptotic formula, as © > 1 tends to +00, for the quantity

S(wia,b, k)= > pn) e(n+k).

1<n<zx
n=a mod b

Throughout this appendix, the letter p denotes as usual a varying positive prime in Z, and
we use the convention on O(:) of the beginning of Lemma For all integers o, 8 > 1,
we denote as usual by (a, 8) and [, 3] their positive ged et lem, respectively.
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Theorem A.1 Let

/

o=y T1 =22 [T (- e B0 - o)
p

p . p

where

(1= 2)"L if (p,b) [a+k
1 otherwise

1—2 if plk
1 otherwise.

%M@={ mi@@={

There exists an absolute constant K > 0 such that for all integers a,b > 1 and k = 0 and
real number x = 1, we have
2 ka?
| S(z;a,b,k) — cap (E + T) | < K(z(z + k)(In2z) In(2z + k)) .
Remark A.2 Before proving this theorem, we give some considerations on the constant
Ca,p k- We start from the obvious inequalities, for every prime p,

1
1 < Kgpr(p) <2 and B <rkik(p) <1.
From these inequalities and the definition , we deduce that c, 1 satisfies the fol-

lowing inequalities

fana) 1 (0-50) 11 (-2 5 ceel

p=3 p p=3
(p,b)lat+k (p,b)]a

where the local factor A(a,b, k), obtained by separating the case p = 2 in the Euler
products, is defined by

5/8 if2{band?2|k,
1/2 if2+band 21k,
1 if 2| b, 2ta and 2| k,
1/2 if2|b, 24a and 21k,
1/4 if2|b, 2|aand 2|k,
1/2 if2|b,2|aand 21k.

A(a, b, k) = <

We have the positive lower bound A(a, b, k) = i in all cases. This shows in particular that
Capk > 0. A deeper look also leads to the statement that the positive product bcgy, . can
be arbitrarily small : it suffices to consider the case where all the integers a, b and k are
all divisible by the ¢ smallest primes, and letting the integer ¢ tend to infinity.

Theorem was already known when a = b = 1, this result is due to [Mirl, Thm. 9,

Eq. (30)], with ) 1
CLik = ];[ (1- ﬁ) IH (1+ m) . (23)

For this computation, see Remark below.
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Proof of Theorem For every x > 1, let us first prove that there exists a constant
Capk € |0,1] such that the sum

S p(n) o(n+k)
S(z) = Z n  n+k
1<n<z
n=a mod b

satifies the asymptotic formula, uniformly in a,b > 1, k > 0 and = > 1,
S(x) = capr x + O((In22) In(2z + k)) . (24)

Theorem follows classically, by applying Abel’s summation formula

5wt = (Y @) @[ (3 @)

1<n<z 1<n<z I M<nsgt

' — ¢  p(ntk)
to the numerical sequence (an =5 Sk

8n = 0 otherwise, and to the function f : [1, +o0[ — R of class C! defined by z +— x(x +k).
We indeed have

5”)n>1’ where §,, = 1 if n = amod b and

S(z;a,b,k) = S(x)z(z + k) — f S(t)(2t + k) dt

o abk k 2
- C’% 3+ C’% x? + (§ + g)ca@k + O (z(z + k)(In2z) In(2z + k)) ,

which gives the result since cq 51 < 1.

Let us denote by 1 the constant arithmetic function with value 1. The convolution
equality ¢ = p *id implies by division that & = & « 1. Applying twice this formula, we

have (@) )
3 ft 1t
Sw= 2 5 X Moo
1<d<zx 1<é<z+k 1<n<z
d|n, 6| (n+k)
n=a mod b
0 mod d
The system of three congruences n =< —k mod § has a solution n < z if and only if
a mod b

there exists an integer m < x/d such that n = dm and

dm = —k mod ¢
dm =a modb .

When (d, 0) 1 k or when (d,b) 1 a, no solution exists. We hence have

SN wu(d) w(d) ~dm = —k mod
S(z) = Z 4 5 Card{m < z/d : dm = a mod b }.

If (d,9) | k and (d,b) | a, let us denote by ﬁ the multiplicative inverse of the integer

ﬁ modulo ((1676) and by ﬁ the multiplicative inverse of the integer % modulo i dl?b .

Ny
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The system of two congruences , after division of its first equation by (d, ) and of its
second equation by (d,b), is then equivalent to the system

_ k d
M= =145 @0 mod (d.9)

_ a d b
M= 1ap) @p) mod @p) °

This system has a solution if and only if the following divisibility condition holds

5b ko d o« d
((d, 5)' (d, b)) @0 @) T @ @y

5 b Eood o d
< ((d, 5)' (d, b)) @ @ T @ @o

Since the integers ﬁ and (d% are coprime with the ged (( d‘;é), ( dbb)), we deduce by

)

multiplication that the above condition holds if and only if we have

(6(d,b),b(d,d)) | d(k+a).
The following lemma, where O(1) is uniformly bounded in «, 3, ag, Bo, is elementary.

Lemma A.3 For all integers a, 3, ag, o = 1 and real number y = 1, we have

0 if ag # By mod («, B
Card{m < y:m = oy mod a and m = y mod 8} = { Ty ﬁ 0(13) Othervgzise ) -

]
. . . dm = —kmod §
This lemma implies that Card{m < z/d : _ = —~5—— +0(1)
{ dm = amod b } d[ﬁv(%b)]

under the assumption that (d,0) | k and (d,b) | a, where O(1) is uniformly bounded in
a,b, k,d,d. By the classical majoration of the harmonic series, we have
11_
do

1<d<z, 1<o<z+k

O((In2z) In(2z + k)) .

By the relation between lecm, ged and product of two positive integers, we hence have

5 p(d) p(d) (6(d,b), b(d,d))
5(@) 2 d o b

+ O((In2z) In(2x + k)) ,
1<d<z, 1<0<a+k
(d,0) | k, (d,b) |a
(6(d,b),b(d,8)) | d(k+a)
uniformly in a,b>1, k>0 and z > 1.
Completing the sum with the indices d > x and § > x + k introduces an error of the
form (uniformly in a,b>1, k>0 and x > 1)

o B G =o( T Gapap) =06

d=zx, 6>1 t=1,d'>z/t, §'>1

This proves Formula by setting

Cabk = 3 p(d) p(8) (5(d,b), b(d, 3))
v d 9 dsb '

(26)
d, 6=>1
(8 [k, (db)|a
(5(d.b) b(d,5)) | d(k—+a)
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Let us now prove Equation (21)). By Remark this implies that 0 < c,pr < 1,
hence completes the proof of Theorem [AT]

Proof of Equation . For every integer d > 1, let x4 be the characteristic function
of the set of integers 0 > 1 such that (0,d) | k. For every integer d > 1, let us define
b
20— (0,——(d,9)) . 27
Note that the assertion (0(d,b),b(d,d)) | d(k + a) is equivalent to the assertion

d

(k+a).

For every integer d > 1, let x7; be the characteristic function of the set of integers 6 > 1
such that the above divisibility assertion is satisfied. Let us define

¢ ra YO 5) x30) val0) (28)
=1

(this arithmetic function ¢* depends on the constants a, b, k). Equation then becomes

1 p(d)
Cabk = 3 > g (D) c*(d) . (29)
d>1
(db)]a
In order to transform the series ¢*(d) defined by Formula (28) into an Eulerian product
and in order to analyse it, we will use the following two lemmas.

Lemma A.4 For every integer d = 1, the arithmetic functions xq, X, and 14 are multi-
plicative.

Proof. We have x4(1) = x(1) = ¥4(1) = 1. Let d1,d2 be two coprime integers.

The equality (d192,d) = (d1,d)(d2,d) and the fact that (d1,d) and (2, d) are coprime
imply the multiplicativity of xg4.

In order to prove the multiplicativity of the function 4, we write

b b b

$a(0162) = (6162, @n (d,6162)) = (01, @ (61,d)(62,d)) (b2, @ (01,d)(62,d)) .

Since d; is coprime to (d2,d) and since dy is coprime to (41, d), we obtain as wanted the

equality 1q(0102) = ¥4(01) Ya(d2).
Finally, the multiplicativity of the function xj is a consequence of the multiplicativity
of the function 14 and of the fact that 1¢4(01) and 14(d2) are coprime. ]

Lemma A.5 For every prime p and every integer d = 1, we have

{p if pld,

Valp) = (p,b) otherwise,

and 4
p‘(dvk) and p‘m(lﬂ-F(l),

xXa(p) xa(p) =1 < 4 or
ptd and (p,b)|k+a.
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Proof. The first formula follows from the definition of ¢4(p) (see Formula (27)) by con-

sidering the three cases (p | d), (p1d and p | b), and (ptd and ptb).

The second formula follows from the first one, from the definitions of x4(p) and x%(p),
and from the fact that x4(p) xj(p) = 1 if and only if xq4(p) = xJ(p) = 1, by considering

the two cases (p | d) and (ptd).

O

The arithmetic function 6 — u(d)xa(d) x5(6) ¥q(d) being multiplicative by Lemma
and vanishing on the nontrivial powers of primes, the series defining ¢*(d) in Formula

(28) may be written as an Eulerian product

xd(p) x3(p) ¢a(p) Ya(p
Hd)=]](1- L )= J] (- (2)). (30)
. p » p
xa(p) xj (p)=1
By Equations and , and by Lemma we have
1 w(d p,b 1
=1 N MWy [T - 22 (1-1).
b d P p
d>1 pid p| (k)
(d.b)]a (p.b) | k+a Pl oy (k+a)
Let us define I'y 4, 1, = 1_[ (1 — (Z;’Qb)), so that
P
(p:b) [ k+a
Lok p(d) p,b)\ -1 1
Cabk = o= ey [ (- ( ) [T (-2). (31)
b d D D
d>1 pld p|(dk)
(db)]a (p.b) [k+a Pl @y (k+a)
For every integer d > 1 without square factor such that (d,b) | a, we have
1 1 1 1,21
I a-H-Ta-HIla- I a-1)
pl(d,k) pl(d,k) pl (d,k) pl(d.k)
Pl @y (k+a) Pl @y plk+a Pl (@ k+a)
1 1 1
= ] (1—];) I1 (1—];) I1 (1—5
Pl (k) pl(dak) Pl (G5 ak)
1 1
= I (- 1;) (1- ];)
P (s k) Pl (dab.k)
1 1 1
= (1—5) I1 (1—];)2 11 (1—13)‘
Pl (k) pl(d.bk) p|(dk)
Thus, Equation (31)) writes c,p 1 as a series % %ﬁ) where f is a multiplicative
d=1
(db) ] a

function, which vanishes on the nontrivial powers of primes. By Eulerian product, we have

therefore proved Equation (21J).
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Remark A.6 When a = b = 1, we indeed recover Mirsky’s result [Mir, Thm. 9, Eq. (30)].
Indeed, by Equation , we have

1y-1 1 1\—1
1 (1-2)"1-13) (1—25)
01,1,k=1_[(1—]ﬁ)1_[(1— ppz p)r[(l_ipg )
p plk ptk
1 p—1 1 1 -1
-HT0- 210 - =) - =D 10 - =)
2 2 _ 2 _ 2 _
. P p(p* —1)/ 4 -1 p?P—1
2 1
=1J0-]]0+ =)
2 2 _
. P p(p* —2)
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