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ON THE SOLUTION OF WARING PROBLEM WITH A MULTIPLICATIVE

ERROR TERM: DIMENSION-FREE ESTIMATES

JAROS LAW MIREK, WOJCIECH S LOMIAN, AND B LAŻEJ WRÓBEL

Abstract. We give a relation between the radius and the dimension in which the asymptotic formula
in the Waring problem holds in a multiplicative and dimension-free fashion.

1. Introduction

Let N0 denote the set of nonnegative natural numbers N0 = {0, 1, 2, . . . , }. In 1770 Waring made the
statement that for each k ∈ N there exist d ∈ N such that every natural number N can be written as

N = nk
1 + nk

2 + . . .+ nk
d, for ni ∈ N0. (1.1)

In the same year Lagrange gave a positive answer to the case k = 4 of Waring’s problem. The first
proof which concerns every k ∈ N was given by Hilbert [7] in 1909. Hilbert’s proof relied on, what is
today called, Hilbert’s identity which follows from some algebraic properties of polynomials. In the 1920’
Hardy and Ramanujan [5] and Hardy and Littlewood [6] began the study of questions related to Waring’s
problem from a more quantitative perspective. Namely, for N ∈ N by rk(N) we denote the number of
d-tuples (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd which solve the equation (1.1). In [5, 6] the authors were interested in the
asymptotic size of rk(N) as N approaches infinity.

The circle method was pioneered by Hardy and Littlewood in [6] to prove that for k ≥ 2, d ≥ 2k + 1
we have

rk(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 +O
(

Nd/k−1−δ
)

, (1.2)

for some δ > 0. Here Γ is the Gamma function, S(N) is the singular series given by

S(N) = S
k
d(N) :=

∞
∑

q=1

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q) (1.3)

with e (z) = exp(2πiz), and G(a/q) is the Gaussian sum

Gk(a/q) = G(a/q) :=
1

q

q
∑

r=1

e

(

a

q
rk
)

.

The asymptotic formula (1.2) holds for ’large enough’ N, depending on k and d.
The purpose of our note is to establish for a fixed k ∈ N a range of N (depending on the dimension d)

with a precise meaning for ’large enough’ for which the asymptotic formula holds.

Theorem 1.4. For each k ∈ N with k ≥ 2 there exists a constant Ck > 0 such that, for d ≥ 2k+1 and

N ≥ Ckd
20d, we have

rk(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1(1 + o(1)), (1.5)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) are independent of the dimension d.
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In other words Theorem 1.4 states that for N ≥ Ckd
20d one has a dimension-free asymptotic formula

for rk(N) in the Waring problem (1.1) with a multiplicative error term. Apart from the case k = 2 we
have not found in the existing literature anything about uniformities with respect to radii and dimensions
in (1.5). The threshold N ≥ Ckd

20d is rather weak and surely far from being optimal in any sense. In
particular, in the case k = 2, Mirek, Szarek, and the third author [11] have recently obtained a much
better range of N for a closely related Waring problem. Namely, let r̃2(N) denote the number of d-tuples
of integer numbers (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Zd which solve the equation n2

1 + n2
2 + . . .+ n2

d = N. It was proved
in [11, Theorem 3.1, eq. 3.17] that for d ≥ 16 one has

r̃2(N) = S(N)
πd/2

Γ(d/2)
Nd/2−1

(

1 + o(1)
)

,

whenever N > Cd3. The proof from [11] can be repeated almost verbatim to give a similar formula in
our case

r2(N) = S(N)
πd/2

2dΓ(d/2)
Nd/2−1

(

1 + o(1)
)

= S(N)
Γ (3/2)

d

Γ (d/2)
Nd/2−1(1 + o(1)).

The error term o(1) in the above formula goes to zero as N → ∞ in a dimension-free fashion in the range
N > Cd3.

Remark 1.6. When k-spheres are replaced by k-balls one can obtain a huge improvement over the thresh-
old N ≥ Ckd

20d. Indeed, let

Bk(N) :=
{

x ∈ R
d :

d
∑

j=1

|xj |
k ≤ N

}

be the closed unit ball of radius N1/k with respect to the k-norm and denote by b̃k(N) the number of
d-tuples of integer numbers (n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ Zd which belong to Bk(N). Then, from [9, Lemmas 3.1
and 3.3] (general k ≥ 2) and [3, Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3] (k = 2) it follows that

ck|Bk(N)| ≤ b̃k(N) ≤ Ck|Bk(N)|, (1.7)

whenever N ≥ Tkd
k, with Tk > 0 being a constant depending only on k. The symbol |Bk(N)| in (1.7)

denotes the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of Bk(N) while ck and Ck are constants independent of the
dimension d. Note that (1.5) together with Proposition 3.14 imply an estimate in the spirit of (1.7) only
within the regime N ≥ Ckd

20d. A property that is crucial in establishing (1.7) is the nestedness of the
Bk(N) balls, which is obviously not available in the present context.

The methods employed in the proof of Theorem 1.4 are the standard application of the Hardy–
Littlewood circle method. Our contribution consists of carefully checking what is the smallest N (in
terms of d) for which the classical method works. The analysis is naturally split into the consideration

of major arcs and minor arcs. In fact for a most part of the proof a much weaker condition N > Ckd
ck2

is sufficient. The only part where we really need to restrict to N > Ckd
20d lies in the major arc part.

More precisely, the replacement of the exponential sum by an exponential integral is problematic in
Lemma 3.26, see Remark 3.31. In [11] this problem does not appear due to the use of different methods
based on Poisson summation formulas for theta functions. It seems crucial there that k = 2.

2. Notation

We now set up notation and terminology that will be used throughout the paper. The parameter
k ∈ N is fixed throughout the paper and will always mean the power in Waring’s problem (1.1). Therefore
whenever we say that a constant is universal we mean that it may only depend on k.

2.1. Basic notation. The sets Z,R and C have the standard meaning.

1. We denote N := {1, 2, . . .} and by P we mean the set of all prime numbers.
2. For two natural numbers a, q the greatest common divisor of a and q is denoted by (a, q).
3. For any x ∈ R we will use the floor function

⌊x⌋ := max{n ∈ Z : n ≤ x}.

Moreover, for N ∈ N we denote

XN := ⌊N1/k⌋.
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4. We will use the convention that e (z) := e2πiz for every z ∈ C, where i
2 = −1. For X ∈ N and

ξ ∈ R we denote

fX(ξ) :=
X
∑

n=1

e
(

ξnk
)

.

5. For any x > 0 we will use the Gamma function given by

Γ(x) :=

∫ ∞

0

tx−1e−tdt.

6. For k ≥ 2, k ∈ N we also set

σ(k) :=
1

k(k − 1)
.

2.2. Asymptotic notation and magnitudes.

1. For two nonnegative quantities A,B we write A .δ B (A &δ B) if there is an absolute constant
Cδ > 0 (which possibly depends on δ > 0) such that A ≤ CδB (A ≥ CδB). We will write A ≃δ B
when A .δ B and A &δ B hold simultaneously. We will omit the subscript δ if it is irrelevant.

2. For two nonnegative quantities A,B we will also use the convention that A .d B (A &d B) if
there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that A ≤ CdB (A ≥ CdB). We will write A ≃d B
when A .d B and A &d B hold simultaneously. Sometimes we abuse notation and write A .d

δ B
(A &d

δ B) if there is an absolute constant Cδ > 0 (which possibly depends on δ > 0) such that
A ≤ Cd

δB (A ≥ Cd
δB). In the same manner we will write A ≃d

δ B when A .d
δ B and A &d

δ B
hold simultaneously.

3. For a function f : X → C and positive-valued function g : X → (0,∞), write f = O(g) if there
exists a constant C > 0 such that |f(x)| ≤ Cg(x) for all x ∈ X . We will also write f = Oδ(g)
if the implicit constant depends on δ. For two functions f, g : X → C such that g(x) 6= 0 for all
x ∈ X we write f = o(g) if limx→∞ f(x)/g(x) = 0.

3. The circle method of Hardy and Littlewood

The circle method was developed by Hardy and Littlewood in order to handle additive problems in
the number theory. It was significantly improved by Vinogradov [15] in 1928 and was used by him to
obtain the asymptotic formula in the Goldbach ternary representation problem. The main innovation
introduced by Vinogradov was the usage of the exponential sums instead of infinite series which greatly
simplified the method. Usually the application of the circle method is followed by using estimates for the
exponential sums like Weyl’s or Vinogradov’s inequality. Over the years the circle method has become
a widely used tool in analytic number theory as well as in harmonic analysis, see [16, 17, 1, 11] and
references given there. We recommend an excellent treatise on the subject due to Vaughan [13]. For
more general view on the analytic number theory we refer to the monograph by Iwaniec and Kowalski
[8].

Now, let us show how to derive the asymptotic formula (1.5) with the aid of the circle method. Let
k ≥ 2 be a fixed integer and denote

SN = {(n1, n2, . . . , nd) ∈ N
d : nk

1 + nk
2 + . . .+ nk

d = N}.

Observe, that for XN = ⌊N1/k⌋ one can write

rk(N) =
∑

(n1,n2,...,nd)∈Nd

1SN (n1, n2, . . . , nd)

=
X
∑

n1=1

. . .
X
∑

nd=1

∫ 1

0

e
(

ξ(nk
1 + nk

2 + . . .+ nk
d)
)

e−2πiξNdξ

=

∫ 1

0

(

fXN (ξ)
)d
e (−ξN) dξ. (3.1)

Therefore, our task is reduced to finding the asymptotics for the integral (3.1). We follow the approach
taken by Hardy and Littlewood and decompose the unit interval [0, 1] into two disjoint sets, called the
major arcs MXN and the minor arcs mXN , and evaluate the integral over both sets separately. The major
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arcs consist of such real numbers ξ ∈ [0, 1] which can be ”well approximated” by rational numbers a/q
with (a, q) = 1. For ξ ∈ MXN we are able to show that

fXN (ξ) ≈ G(a/q)

∫ N1/k

0

e
(

(ξ − a/q)xk
)

dx.

On the other hand, on the minor arcs, which are the complement of the major arcs, the integral (3.1) is
negligible.

Following this idea, for fixed N ∈ N and α ∈ (0, 1/4) we define the family of the major arcs

MXN :=
⋃

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
⋃

a=1
(a,q)=1

MXN (a/q),

where

MXN (a/q) :=
{

ξ ∈ [0, 1] : |ξ − a/q| ≤ X−k+α
N

}

with q ≤ Xα
N .

We see that if a/q varies over the rational fractions with small denominators (1 ≤ q ≤ Xα
N and (a, q) = 1)

then MXN (a/q) are disjoint.
The minor arcs will be the set

mXN = [0, 1] \MXN .

In view of this partition we obtain that

rk(N) =

∫

MXN

(

fXN (ξ)
)d
e (−ξN) dξ +

∫

mXN

(

fXN (ξ)
)d
e (−ξN) dξ

:= Mk(N) +mk(N).

(3.2)

Now our task is to estimate the quantities Mk(N) and mk(N).

3.1. Minor arc estimate. We start with estimating the term mk(N) related to the minor arcs.

Proposition 3.3. For each k ≥ 2 there exists a constant Ck,α > 0 such that, for d ≥ 2k+1 and N ≥

Ck,αd
5k2/α we have

mk(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 · o(1), (3.4)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) are independent of the dimension d.

We make use of a sharpened form of Weyl’s inequality proven by Bourgain [2] (see also [4, Lemma
3.1]).

Lemma 3.5 ([2, Theorem 5]). Suppose that ξ ∈ [0, 1] has a rational approximation a/q satisfying

(a, q) = 1, q ∈ N,
∣

∣

∣
ξ −

a

q

∣

∣

∣
≤

1

q2
.

Then for every ε > 0 there is a constant Cε > 0 such that for every X ∈ N

|fX(ξ)| ≤ CεX
1+ε

(

1

q
+

1

X
+

q

Xk

)σ(k)

. (3.6)

Proof. When k ≥ 3 this is proved in [2, Theorem 5]. When k = 2 we have 21−k = σ(k), hence the
statement follows from the classical Weyl inequality, see e.g. [13, Lemma 2.4]. �

As a consequence of Lemma 3.5 we obtain an estimate for fX(ξ) on minor arcs.

Corollary 3.7. Let N ∈ N and assume that ξ ∈ mXN . Then for every ε > 0 there is a constant Cε > 0
such that

|fXN (ξ)| ≤ CεX
1+ε−ασ(k)
N . (3.8)

Proof. If ξ ∈ mXN then by Dirichlet’s pigeonhole principle one can always find Xα
N < q ≤ Xk−α

N and
1 ≤ a ≤ q such that (a, q) = 1 and

∣

∣

∣
ξ −

a

q

∣

∣

∣
≤

1

qXk−α
N

≤
1

q2
.
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Hence, by applying Lemma 3.5 we obtain that, for every ε > 0, one has

|fXN (ξ)| .ε X
1+ε
N

(

1

q
+

1

XN
+

q

Xk
N

)σ(k)

. X1+ε
N

(

X−α
N +X−1

N +X−α
N

)σ(k)
. X

1+ε−ασ(k)
N .

�

The following estimate for the Gauss sums can be found in [4].

Lemma 3.9 ([4, Lemma 6.4]). Assume that 1 ≤ a ≤ q satisfies (a, q) = 1. Then for every k ≥ 2 there is

a constant Ck > 0 such that
∣

∣G(a/q)
∣

∣ ≤ Ckq
−1/k. (3.10)

Finally, we will need an improved version of the classical Hua’s lemma (see [4, Lemma 3.2]) proved by
Bourgain.

Lemma 3.11 ([2, Theorem 10]). For every X ∈ N and every ε > 0 there is a constant Cε > 0 such that

for each k ∈ N we have

∫ 1

0

∣

∣fX(ξ)
∣

∣

k(k+1)
dξ ≤ CεX

k2+ε.

Having stated Lemmas 3.5 and 3.11 we now proceed with the proof of Proposition 3.3.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Let us remind that XN = ⌊N1/k⌋. By applying Lemmas 3.7 and 3.11, for any
ε > 0, one obtains

∣

∣

∣

∫

mXN

(

fXN (ξ)
)d
e (−ξN) dξ

∣

∣

∣
≤ sup

ξ∈mXN

∣

∣fXN (ξ)
∣

∣

d−k(k+1)
∫ 1

0

∣

∣fXN (ξ)
∣

∣

k(k+1)
dξ

.k,ε C
d
εX

(1−ασ(k)+ε)(d−k(k+1))
N Xk2+ε

N . Cd
εN

d
k−1− γ

k ,

where γ = (ασ(k) − ε)(d − k(k + 1)) − ε is non-negative provided that we take ε < ασ(k)(d − k(k +
1))/(1 + d− k(k + 1)). Hence we just proved that

|mk(N)| .k,ε C
d
εN

d
k−1− γ

k . (3.12)

Since one has Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d
≃d

k 1 and Γ
(

d
k

)

≃d
k dd/k we see that

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) ≃d
k d−d/k. (3.13)

If d ≥ 2k+1 and ε = σ(k)α/20 then γ ≥ σ(k)αd/5. Hence, by applying (3.12) we get

|mk(N)| .d
k N−d

σ(k)α
5k Nd/k−1.

In view of (3.13) and Proposition 3.14 we can write

|mk(N)|
(

S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1
)−1

.k (Ckd
1/kN− σ(k)α

5k )d.

Therefore, if we take N ≥ Ckd
5k2/α for an appropriately large Ck > 0 we reach

|mk(N)|
(

S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1
)−1

= o(1).

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.3. �

The next proposition asserts us that the singular series is uniformly bounded, up to multiplicative
bounds, with respect to N ∈ N and d ≥ 2k+1.

Proposition 3.14. For any k ≥ 2 and d ≥ 2k+1 there exists constants ak, Ak > 0 such that

adk ≤ S(N) ≤ Ak. (3.15)



WARING PROBLEM WITH A MULTIPLICATIVE ERROR TERM: DIMENSION-FREE ESTIMATES 6

Proof. At first we note that for any a/q with (a, q) = 1 we have |G(a/q)| ≤ 1. Hence, by Corollary 3.9
the fact that d ≥ 2k+1 we obtain the estimate

∣

∣

∣

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q)
∣

∣

∣
≤

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

|G(a/q)|2
k+1

.k q1−(2k+1)/k . q−3/2. (3.16)

Consequently, for d ≥ 2k+1, we get

|S(N)| ≤

∞
∑

q=1

∣

∣

∣

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q)
∣

∣

∣
.k

∞
∑

q=1

q−3/2 .k 1.

Since S(N) > 0 we obtain the upper bound for S(N). To prove the lower bound let us define

χN (p) :=

∞
∑

h=0

ph

∑

a=1
(a,ph)=1

G(a/ph)de
(

−Na/ph
)

, p ∈ P.

It is known, see [12, Lemma 5.7], that

G(N) =
∏

p∈P

χN (p). (3.17)

Moreover, by [12, Lemma 5.10] there is a natural number γk which depends only on k ∈ N such that

χN (p) ≥ pγk(1−d) > 0, (3.18)

provided that d ≥ 2k+1. By following the proof of [12, Lemma 5.7, eq. (5.14)] and using the estimate
(3.16) one can prove that there is p0 = p0(k) such that

1/2 ≤
∏

p≥p0

χN (p) ≤ 3/2.

Hence, by (3.17) and (3.18) we can estimate

G(N) ≥ 1/2
∏

p≤p0

χN (p) ≥ 1/2
∏

p≤p0

pγk(1−d) ≥ 1/2d
∏

p≤p0

p−γkd =: adk > 0.

�

Remark 3.19. The condition d ≥ 2k+1 may be weakened to d ≥ 2k + 1 when k is odd and d ≥ 4k when
k is even. This threshold is related to the estimate (3.18) which holds for d ≥ 2k+1 (k odd) and d ≥ 4k
(k even). It is interesting whenever the singular series may be bounded independently of the dimension
d. In [11, Inequality (3.27)] the authors were able to prove that for k = 2 and d ≥ 16 we have

1

2
≤ G(N) ≤

3

2
.

Their argument heavily relies on the fact that k = 2.

3.2. Major arc estimate. Now we need to estimate the contribution from the major arc term Mk(N).
Recall that for 1 ≤ q ≤ Xα

N we constructed the major arcs MXN (a/q) for some fixed α ∈ (0, 1/4) which
will be adjusted later.

Proposition 3.20. For each k ∈ N there exists a constant Ck,α > 0 such that, for d ≥ 2k+1 and

N ≥ Ck,αd
d/δ, with some 0 < δ < min{1− 4α, α}, we have

Mk(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1(1 + o(1)), (3.21)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) are independent of the dimension d.

The proof of Proposition 3.20 is based on several approximations of the major arc term Mk(N). At
first, denote by

v(θ) :=

∫ XN

0

e
(

θzk
)

dz, θ ∈ R (3.22)
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the continuous counterpart of fXN (θ) and let

A1(N) :=
∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)d
∫

MXN
(a/q)

(

v(ξ − a/q)
)d
e (−ξN) dξ, N ∈ N (3.23)

be our first approximation of Mk(N). In order to approximate fXN (θ) by its continuous counterpart v(θ)
we make use of the following approximation lemma due to van der Corput.

Lemma 3.24 ([4, Lemma 9.1]). Suppose g(x) is a real function which is twice differentiable for A ≤ x ≤ B
with A,B ∈ R. Suppose further that, in this interval, one has

0 ≤ g′(x) ≤
1

2
, g′′(x) ≥ 0.

Then
∑

A≤n≤B

e (g(n)) =

∫ B

A

e (g(x)) dx+O(1). (3.25)

Lemma 3.26. For each k ∈ N there exists a constant Ck > 0 such that, for d ∈ N and N ≥ Ckd
d/δ, with

0 < δ < 1− 4α, we have

Mk(N)−A1(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 · o(1), (3.27)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) are independent of the dimension d.

Proof. Fix a fraction a/q with 1 ≤ q ≤ Xα
N and a ≤ q such that (a, q) = 1. Consider the corresponding

major arc MXN (a/q). Let us collect together those values of n in the sum defining fXN (ξ) which are in
the same residue class and write

fXN (ξ) =

q
∑

r=1

e
(

ark/q
)

∑

− r
q<n≤

XN−r

q

e
(

(ξ − a/q)(qn+ r)k
)

. (3.28)

For x ∈ (−q−1r, q−1(XN − r)] we denote

g(x) := (ξ − a/q)(qx+ r)k.

If ξ − a/q ≥ 0 then for N ≥ (2k)2k > (2k)k/(1−2α) one has

0 ≤ g′(x) = k(ξ − a/q)q(qx+ r)k−1 ≤ 1/2

since |ξ − a/q| ≤ X−k+α
N and qx + r ≤ XN . Moreover we have g′′(x) > 0. Hence, we may apply

Lemma 3.24 to the inner sum in (3.28). In the case when ξ− a/q < 0 we use Lemma 3.24 to the complex
conjugate sum of the inner sum. Consequently, by noting that q ≤ Xα

N we conclude that

fXN (ξ) =

q
∑

r=1

e
(

ark/q
)

∫ (XN−r)/q

−r/q

e
(

(ξ − a/q)(qx+ r)k
)

dx+O(Xα
N ), ξ ∈ MXN (a/q).

If we change variable qx+ r = y in the above integral we obtain

fXN (ξ) = G(a/q)v(ξ − a/q) +O(Xα
N ), ξ ∈ MXN (a/q).

Now, by using the identity xd − yd = (x− y)(xd−1 +xd−2y+ · · ·+xyd−2+ yd−1) and the obvious bounds
|fXN (ξ)| ≤ XN and |G(a/q) · v(ξ − a

q )| ≤ XN we get
∣

∣

∣

(

fX(ξ)
)d

−
(

G(a/q) · v(ξ − a/q)
)d
∣

∣

∣
. d ·Xα+d−1

N , ξ ∈ MXN (a/q). (3.29)

Using (3.29) and recalling definitions (3.2) and (3.23) we estimate

|Mk(N)−A1(N)| . dXα+d−1
N ·

∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

|MXN (a/q)| . dXd−k+4α−1
N .

Hence we see that

N−d/k+1|Mk(N)−A1(N)| . d ·X4α−1
N , (3.30)
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and using (3.13) we get

S(N)−1 Γ
(

d
k

)

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d
N−d/k+1|Mk(N)−A1(N)| .d

k dd/k ·X4α−1
N .

Therefore, taking 0 < δ < 1− 4α we obtain for XN ≥ dd/(kδ) the estimate

S(N)−1 Γ
(

d
k

)

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d
N−d/k+1|Mk(N)−A1(N)| .d

k X4α−1+δ
N .

The above justifies (3.27) and completes the proof of Lemma 3.26. �

Remark 3.31. The threshold N ≥ Ckd
d/δ appears in Lemma 3.26 because of the method in which we

estimate the difference between the exponential sum and the exponential integral. The proof is based on
the simple one-dimensional estimate (3.29) which translates into the decay of order dX4α−1

N in (3.30). The
same issue appears if we consider (fXN (ξ))d as a sum over Nd and use mean value theorem to estimate
the difference between the sum and the integral. In order to obtain a polynomial threshold of the form

N > Ckd
ckj

, for some j ∈ N we would need a decay in (3.30) of an order X−dγ
N , where γ is a non-negative

constant. This issue seems to persist whenever the method employed to solve the Waring problem uses
a one-dimensional error term bound or the mean value theorem. It is worth mentioning that this is an
approach commonly used in the literature. For instance the threshold N ≥ Ckd

d/δ also appears if one
applies methods developed by Magyar [10]. This is because of [10, Lemma 4] which uses a mean value
theorem at the beginning of p. 929. Similarly, the higher order asymptotics formula in Waring’s problem
proved recently by Vaughan and Wooley [14] makes use of a one-dimensional error term bound in [14, eq.
(3.3), (3.4)]. This then translates to a requirement that N ≥ Ckd

d/δ in order to have a dimension-free
control on the error bound in [14, Lemma 3.1]. On the other hand in the proof of [11, Theorem 3.1, eq.
3.17] the authors do not use such a reduction to a one-dimensional estimate. They were able to resort
explicitly to the Poisson summation formula in the case k = 2. This leads to a much lower threshold for
k = 2. Whether this is possible for general k is not clear to us.

The second approximation of Mk(N) is based on a replacement of the range of integration in A1. We
let

A2(N) :=
∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)d
∫ ∞

−∞

(

v(ξ − a/q)
)d
e (−ξN) dξ. (3.32)

For proving Lemma 3.35 we make use of an estimate for the function v defined in (3.22) and justified in
[18] (see also [4, p. 21]).

Lemma 3.33 ([18, Lemma 6.1]). For each k ∈ N and for any ξ ∈ R we have

|v(ξ)| .k XN (1 +Xk
N |ξ|)−1/k. (3.34)

Now we can state our second approximation of Mk(N).

Lemma 3.35. For each k ∈ N there exists a constant Ck,α > 0 such that, for d ≥ 2k+1 and N ≥ Ck,αd
d/δ,

with 0 < δ < min{1− 4α, α}, we have

Mk(N)−A2(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 · o(1), (3.36)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) are independent of the dimension d.

Proof. By Lemma 3.26 it is enough to show that

A1(N)−A2(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 · o(1), for N ≥ Ck,αd
k/α (3.37)

for a large enough universal constant Ck,α > 0. Now, from Lemma 3.33 and the definition of MXN (a/q)
it follows that
∣

∣

∣

∫

R\MXN
(a/q)

(v(ξ − a/q))
d
e (−ξN) dξ

∣

∣

∣
.d

∫

|ξ|>X−k+α
N

Xd
N (1 +Xk

N |ξ|)−d/k dξ .d

∫

|ξ|>X−k+α
N

|ξ|−d/k dξ

.d (X−k+α
N )−d/k+1 = X

d−k−(d/k−1)α
N .
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Consequently, summing over the pairs (a, q) and using Lemma 3.9 we reach

|A1(N)−A2(N)| ≤ Cd
kX

d−k−(d/k−1)α
N

∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

q−d/k ≤ Cd
kX

d−k−(d/k−1)α
N X

α(2−d/k)
N .

We use (3.13) to get

S(N)−1 Γ
(

d
k

)

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d
N−d/k+1|A1(N)−A2(N)| ≤ Cd

kd
d/kX

−(d/k−1)α+α(2−d/k)
N .d

k (dX−α
N )d/kX

α(3−d/k)
N .

Now, taking N ≥ Ck,αd
k/α for a large enough Ck,α > 0 we obtain

S(N)−1 Γ
(

d
k

)

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d
N−d/k+1|A1(N)−A2(N)| = o(1).

since (3 − d/k) < −1 for k ≥ 2 and d ≥ 2k+1. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.35. �

Change of variable shows that the definition (3.32) may be rewritten as

A2(N) =
∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q)

∫

R

(v(ξ))
d
e (−ξN) dξ.

It is well known that, for d ≥ k + 1 we have
∫

R

(v(ξ))
d
e (−ξN) dξ =

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1,

see e.g. [4, Theorem 4.1] or [18, Lemma 6.3]. Thus, we obtain

A2(N) =
∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q) ·
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1. (3.38)

The last step in proving Proposition 3.20 is the replacement of the truncated singular series

∑

1≤q≤Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q)

by the singular series (1.3). Let A3(N) by our final approximation of Mk(N) given by

A3(N) := S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1. (3.39)

Lemma 3.40. For each k ∈ N there exists a constant Ck,α > 0 such that, for d ≥ 2k+1 and N ≥ Ck,αd
d/δ,

with 0 < δ < min{1− 4α, α}, one has

Mk(N)−A3(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 · o(1), (3.41)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) are independent of the dimension d.

Proof. By Lemma 3.35 it suffices to justify that

A3(N)−A2(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1 · o(1), for N ≥ Ck,αd
d/δ (3.42)

with some large universal constant Ck,α > 0. Clearly, by Proposition 3.14 we have

|A3(N)−A2(N)| ≤ a−d
k

∣

∣

∣

∑

q>Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q)
∣

∣

∣
·S(N)

Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1,

and as a consequence (3.42) will follow if we show that

a−d
k

∑

q>Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q) = o(1). (3.43)
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By the estimate (3.16) we obtain

a−d
k

∣

∣

∣

∑

q>Xα
N

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

G(a/q)de (−Na/q)
∣

∣

∣
.k a−d

k

∑

q>Xα
N

q−3/2 ≤ Cd
kX

−α/10
N ,

for some Ck > 0. Now if we take N ≥ Ck,αd
d/δ, for a large Ck,α > 0, we see that the estimate (3.43)

holds. �

Now we are ready to give the proof of Proposition 3.20 and Theorem 1.4

Proof of Proposition 3.20 and Theorem 1.4. We see that the Proposition 3.20 follows by Lemma 3.40.
In order to prove Theorem 1.4 we use Propositions 3.3 and 3.20 with α = 1/5 and δ = 1/20 to obtain

that for d ≥ 2k+1 and N &k d20d we have

rk(N) = S(N)
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1(1 + o(1)).

�

3.3. Comments and questions. Let us state some comments and questions concerning our results.

1. By choosing an appropriate small α ∈ (0, 1/4) we could achieve in Lemma 3.26 a better threshold.
Namely, we would get that it is enough to take N ≥ Ckd

(1+δ)d for some Ck > 0 and small δ > 0.
This would imply that for a large k ∈ N and d ≥ 2k+1 it is enough to take N ≥ Ckd

(1+δ)d in
Theorem 1.4. It is still a growth of order dd instead of the expected by us polynomial growth

dk
j

, for some j ∈ N. It seems that our approximation method in Lemma 3.26 is not good enough
to achieve a lower order of the threshold for N . In the case of k = 2 we know that the formula
(1.5) holds for d ≥ 16 and N & d3. Is that the optimal threshold for N? What about the other
values of k?

2. Denote by Gmulti(k) the smallest integer such that for d ≥ Gmulti(k) the multiplicative formula
(1.5) holds. What is the optimal value of Gmulti(k)? Our theorem provides the bound Gmulti(k) ≤
2k+1 with the threshold N &k d20d. By a careful analysis of our proof one can note that for large

k ∈ N it is enough to take Gmulti(k) ≤ k(k+1) for N &k dd
2

. Is that trade-off between Gmulti(k)
and the threshold for N necessary? In the case of the usual additive formula (1.3) it is known,
see [2, eq. (6.16)], that for large k ∈ N it holds for d ≥ Gadd(k) with

Gadd(k) ≤ k2 − k +O(k).

What is the relation between Gmulti(k) and Gadd(k)? It is natural to expect that Gadd(k) ≤
Gmulti(k) since we need some place to get rid of the dependence on the dimension. Does the
equality Gadd(k) = Gmulti(k) hold?

3. Let us consider the generalized Waring problem

c1n
k
1 + c2n

k
2 + . . .+ cdn

k
d = N, (3.44)

where c1, . . . , cs are given positive integers and n1, . . . , nd are arbitrary positive integers. We
assume that c1, . . . , cs do not all have a common factor greater than 1. Additionally, in order to
ensure solvability, we assume that the congruence

c1n
k
1 + c2n

k
2 + . . .+ cdn

k
d ≡ N (mod ph)

has a solution for every p ∈ P and large h ∈ N. For more details see [4, Chapter 7] or [18,
Chapter 11 and 12]. Denote by c = (c1, c2, . . . , cd) and c = max1≤i≤d ci. The singular series for
the generalized Waring problem (3.44) is given by

Sc(N) :=

∞
∑

q=1

q
∑

a=1
(a,q)=1

d
∏

i=1

G(cia/q)e (−Na/q) .

Let rck(N) denote the number of solutions of the equation (3.44). By following the presented
approach and by using some facts from [18, Chapter 11 and 12] one can prove the following.
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Theorem 3.45. For each k ∈ N with k ≥ 2 there exists a constant Cc,k > 0 such that, for

d ≥ 2k+1 and N ≥ Cc,kd
20d, we have

rck(N) =
Sc(N)

(c1c2 · · · cd)1/k
Γ
(

1 + 1
k

)d

Γ
(

d
k

) Nd/k−1(1 + o(1)), (3.46)

where the implicit constants in the symbol o(1) depend only on c and k.
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