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CHOWLA AND SARNAK CONJECTURES FOR

KLOOSTERMAN SUMS

EL HOUCEIN EL ABDALAOUI, IGOR E. SHPARLINSKI,
AND RAPHAEL S. STEINER

Abstract. We formulate several analogues of the Chowla and
Sarnak conjectures, which are widely known in the setting of the
Möbius function, in the setting of Kloosterman sums. We then
show that for Kloosterman sums, in some cases, these conjectures
can be established unconditionally.

Contents

1. Introduction 2
1.1. Background and motivation 2
1.2. Set-up 2
1.3. Notation 3
2. Main results 5
2.1. Previous results 5
2.2. New results in the horizontal aspect 7
2.3. New results in the vertical aspect 9
3. Preliminaries 10
3.1. Sums of Kloosterman sums in the horizontal aspect 10
3.2. Sums of Kloosterman sums in the vertical aspect 12
4. Proofs of main results 14
4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.4 14
4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5 18
4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.6 19
4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.7 19
4.5. Proof of Theorem 2.8 20
Acknowledgement 22
References 22

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11L07, 11T23, 37B40.
Key words and phrases. Chowla conjecture, Sarnak conjecture, Kloosterman

sum.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.00379v1


2 E. H. EL ABDALAOUI, I. E. SHPARLINSKI, AND R. S. STEINER

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation. Recently, there has been a lot of
activity related to the Chowla and Sarnak conjectures for the Möbius
function µ(n). We recall that these conjectures assert non-correlation
between shifted values of µ(n) and between µ(n) and low complex-
ity sequences, respectively, see [1–4, 9, 17, 25, 38, 41, 42, 44, 46, 51, 53]
and references therein. Both conjectures are special cases of the gen-
eral Möbius Randomness Law , formulated, for example, in [27, Sec-
tion 13.1].
Here, we introduce and investigate similar conjectures for Kloost-

erman sums , see [27, Equation (1.56)]. Generally, these conjectures
appear to be much harder for Kloosterman sums because of:

(i) lack of multiplicativity between Kloosterman sums;
(ii) a dense set of their values rather a discrete set {-1,0,1} as in

the case of the Möbius function.

Nevertheless, we establish them in several special cases.
In fact, some special instances of what one may call Kloosterman

Randomness Law is already known, see Section 2.1 below. Moreover,
quite surprisingly, in some cases, for Kloosterman sums we are able
to establish results which are superior to those known for the Möbius
function.

1.2. Set-up. We denote the residue ring modulo m by Zm and denote
the group of units of Zm by Z∗

m .
It is more convenient to work with normalised Kloosterman sums ,

which, for integers a and m > 1, we define as

Km(a) =
1√
m

∑

x∈Z∗

m

em (ax+ x) ,

where x is the multiplicative inverse of x modulo m and

em(z) = exp(2πiz/m).

We shall further simply write e(z) for e1(z). By Weil [54] and Ester-
mann [16], we have the following bound on Kloosterman sums

(1.1) |Km(a)| 6 2ω(m)



















1, 25 ∤ m,

21/2, 25‖m,
2, 26‖m,
23/2, 27 | m,

where ω(n) is the number of distinct primes factors in n, cf. [32, Ch.
9], and for a prime p and an integer k > 1, we use pk‖m to denote
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that pk | m but pk+1 ∤ m. It is also easy to see that the values of
Km(a) are real. Indeed,

Km(a) =
1√
m

∑

x∈Z∗

m

em (ax+ x) =
1√
m

∑

x∈Z∗

m

em (−ax− x) = Km(a)

and thus Km(a) ∈ R.
Since Kloosterman sums depend on two parameters a and m, fol-

lowing standard terminology, one can study

• horizontal randomness , that is, one aims to show that the sums
of the types

M
∑

m=1

amKm(a) and

M
∑

m=1

Km+h1
(a) . . .Km+hs(a)

are small compared to their trivial bound M1+o(1) , which fol-
lows from (1.1), for some “interesting” (bounded) sequence am ,
m = 1, . . . ,M , and some integer shifts 0 6 h1 < . . . < hs .
• vertical randomness , that is, one aims to show that the sums of
the types

(1.2)

N
∑

n=1

bnKm(n) and

N
∑

n=1

Km(n + h1) . . .Km(n + hs)

are small compared to their trivial bound NMo(1) , which fol-
lows from (1.1), for some “interesting” (bounded) arithmetic
sequence bn , n = 1, . . . , N , and some integer shifts 0 6 h1 <
. . . < hs < q .

It is especially interesting to estimate the above sums with a power
saving and obtain estimates of the type O(M1−η) and O(NM−η), re-
spectively, for some positive constant η > 0.

1.3. Notation. Throughout the paper, the notation U = O(V ), U ≪
V and V ≫ U are equivalent to |U | 6 c|V | for some positive con-
stant c, which throughout the paper may depend on the degree d and
occasionally on the small real positive parameters ε and δ .
For any quantity V > 1, we write V o(1) (as V → ∞) to indicate

a function of V which does not exceed V ε for any ε > 0, provided
V that is large enough. The conjunct notation U ≪ V o(1) is thus
subsequently to be interpret as for any ε , there is a V0 = V0(ε) > 1
and a c = c(ε, V0) > 0, such that U 6 cV ε for all V > V0 .
More generally, when we say that a certain parameter is fixed this

means that we allow all implied constants to depend on this parameter.
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As usual, we use µ(m) to denote the Möbius function, that is,
µ(m) = (−1)s when m is a product of s distinct primes and µ(m) = 0
otherwise.
We use #A to denote the cardinality of a set A .
Throughout the paper, p always denotes a prime number.
We always follow the following conventions :

• When we write Km(a), we always assume that a is fixed and
thus the implied constant in ‘≪ ’ and similar expressions may
depend on a (and hence (1.1) simply implies |Km(a)| 6 mo(1) ).
• When we write Km(n), or Km(n + h), we assume that n is a
parameter varying in some interval [1, N ], where N may grow
as fast as some power of m.

Given an number theoretic function ξ : N→ C, we define the horizontal
averages

(1.3) Ha,ξ(M) =

M
∑

m=1

ξ(m)Km(a)

and the vertical averages

Vξ(m;N) =

N
∑

n=1

ξ(n)Km(n).

These are our main objects of study.
It is also convenient to define the sums

(1.4) Ha(M) =

M
∑

m=1

|Km(a)| and V(m;N) =

N
∑

n=1

|Km(n)|,

which we are going to use a bench-marks for our estimates on Ha,ξ(M)
and Vξ(m;N).
It is certainly natural to expect that

Ha(M) =M1+o(1) and V(m;N) = N1+o(1)

in wide range of parameters. For example, by [20, Theorem 1.2], for
any fixed r we have

M
(log logM)r

logM
≪ H1(M)≪ M

(log logM)2−8/(3π)

(logM)1−8/(3π)
,

and perhaps a similar result also holds for Ha(M) for any fixed integer
a 6= 0.
The bound (1.1) further suggests to define

K∗
m(a) =

|Km(a)|
2ω(m)

,
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where ω(n) is the number of distinct primes factors in n. Thus, in
particular, for an integer a 6= 0

(1.5) K∗
m(a) 6 23/2,

Analogously to (1.3) and (1.4), we define H
∗
a,ξ(M) and H

∗

a(M). Ac-
cording to Fouvry and Michel [20, Theorem 1.1], for any fixed r ≥ 1
we have

(1.6) M
(log logM)r

logM
≪ H

∗

1(M)≪M

(

log logM

logM

)1−4/(3π)

.

2. Main results

2.1. Previous results. When it comes to horizontal randomness , only
a few techniques have been successfully applied. The one that stands
out is, of course, the use of Kuznetsov’s trace formula. Kuznetsov [36]
developed said formula to prove a strong bound towards the Linnik–
Selberg conjecture on sums of Kloosterman sums (see also [27, Sec-
tion 16.1])

(2.1) Ha,1(M)≪ M2/3+o(1), a > 1, fixed,

where 1 indicates the constant weight ξ(m) = 1. Similar results stem-
ming from more general Kuznetsov formulæ were subsequently derived,
see for example [8, 12, 14, 15, 21, 23, 31, 50]. These cover horizontal av-
erages against sequences of the type ξ(m) = 1 if q | m and ξ(m) = 0
otherwise for a fixed integer q ; ξ = χ, a fixed Dirichlet character; or
mixtures thereof.
In the direction of vertical randomness , several results and techniques

are known, often in the most interesting case of prime m = p.

• Correlations between shifted values: For a prime m = p, general
results of Fouvry, Kowalski and Michel [19, Corollary 1.6] contain
as a special case a bound on the second sum in (1.2). Furthermore,
Fouvry, Michel, Rivat and Sárközy [22, Theorem 1.1] have estimated
a variant of the second sum in in (1.2) with the product of the
sign-functions signKp(n+h1) . . . signKp(n+hs) instead of the sums
themselves.
• Correlations with some arithmetic functions: Fouvry, Kowalski and
Michel [18, Theorem 1.7] and Kowalski, Michel and Sawin [35, Corol-
lary 1.4] have given bounds

Vµ(m;N)≪ N1−η and Vτ (m;N)≪ N1−η
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with the Möbius µ(n) and divisor τ(n) functions provided that for
some fixed ε > 0 we have

N > p3/4+ε and N > p2/3+ε,

respectively, where η > 0 depends only on ε > 0. Perhaps the
argument of the proof of [7, Theorem 1.8], can be used to improve the
dependence η on ε for sums with µ(n)Kp(n) and thus improve the
bound of [18, Theorem 1.7], however it is not likely to help to extend
any of the above ranges. Korolev and Shparlinski [33, Theorems 2.1
and 2.2], using a different method, have obtained nontrivial bounds
on both sums already for

N > p1/2+ε,

however the saving is only logarithmic. All these methods also apply
in broader generality to sums with other arithmetic functions.
It is also quite plausible that the results and methods of [39, 40]

are able to produce estimates on similar sums modulo a prime power
m = pk for a fixed p and growing k , and in fact it is reasonable
to expect that these results are nontrivial starting with very small
values of N , for example, for

N > pε.

• Correlations with some digital functions: For any integers 0 6 s 6 r ,
let χr,s(n) be the characteristic function of the set Gs(r) of r -bit
integers with only s nonzero binary digits, thus

#Gs(r) =
(

r

s

)

.

Korolev and Shparlinski [33, Section 9] have shown that if

2r = p1+o(1) and r/2 > s > (ρ0 + δ)r,

where ρ0 = 0.11002786 . . . is the root of the equation

H(ϑ) = 1/2, 0 6 ϑ 6 1/2,

with the binary entropy function

H(γ) =
−γ log γ − (1− γ) log(1− γ)

log 2
.

Then, for any ε > 0, there exists η > 0 such that,

2r−1
∑

n=1

Kp(n)χr,s(n)≪
(

r

s

)1−η

.
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• Bilinear correlations: The results of [6,29,34,35,48,49] give various
bounds on bilinear sums with Kloosterman sums

K
∑

k=1

N
∑

n=1

αkKm(kn), and

K
∑

k=1

N
∑

n=1

αkβnKm(kn),

which are known as Type I and Type II sums, with some complex
weights. Bounds of such sums, besides being other instances of
Kloosterman randomness, are also important for many applications,
see [6, 7, 28, 34].

2.2. New results in the horizontal aspect. It is natural to assume
that both Km(a) and K∗

m(a) and the Möbius function function µ(m)
are not correlated.

Conjecture 2.1. For any fixed integer a 6= 0, we have

Ha,µ(M) = o
(

Ha(M)
)

and H
∗
a,µ(M) = o

(

H
∗

a(M)
)

as M →∞.

It is quite possible that the convergence to zero in Conjecture 2.1 is
quite fast and in fact

Ha,µ(M)≪M−η
Ha(M) and H

∗
a,µ(M)≪M−η

H
∗

a(M),

for some constant η > 0.
This leads us to formulating the following versions of the Chowla

conjecture, see [44, 51], for the Kloosterman sums. We note that since

we still do not know the exact order of magnitude of H
∗

1(M), see (1.6),
we need more explicit bounds on the assumed rate of decay than in the
classical Chowla conjecture.

Conjecture 2.2. For any fixed integer a 6= 0, and any fixed positive
integers ν1, . . . , νs and integers hs > . . . > h1 > 0, as M → ∞, we
have:

• if ν1, . . . , νs are not all even , then
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

M

M
∑

m=1

K∗
m+h1

(a)ν1 . . .K∗
m+hs

(a)νs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o

(

H
∗

a(M)

M

)ν1+...+νs

• if ν1, . . . , νs are all even, then
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

M

M
∑

m=1

K∗
m+h1

(a)ν1 . . .K∗
m+hs

(a)νs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

(

A
H

∗

a(M)

M

)ν1+...+νs

.

with some constant A > 1 which may depend only upon a and
is uniform with respect to all other parameters.
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We note that the second part of Conjecture 2.2 is still nontrivial
(which makes a remarkable difference between Conjecture 2.2 and the
Chowla conjecture for the Möbius function).

Next, under Conjecture 2.2, we show that H∗
a,ξ(M) = o

(

H
∗

a(M)
)

for

a natural class of “low complexity” sequences.
First, we introduce the notion of topological entropy following works

of Bowen [10, 11] and Dinaburg [13].
For a compact metric set X and a homeomorphism T on it, we

consider a topological metric space (X , T ).
We define the distance on X at step n by

(2.2) dn(x, y) = max
06k6n−1

d(T kx, T ky).

We say that a set S ⊆ X is (n, ε)-separated if for all x, y ∈ S with
x 6= y , we have dn(x, y) ≥ ε . Since X is compact, a separated set
cannot be infinite and we can define s(n, ε) to be the largest cardinalty
of an (n, ε)-separated set. Similarly, we say that a set R ⊆ X is an
(n, ε)-span set if

X ⊆
⋃

x∈R

Bdn(x, ε),

where Bdn(x, ε) is the ball of radius ε with respect to dn :

Bdn(x, ε) = {y ∈ X : dn(x, y) 6 ε}
By compactness, there are finite (n, ε)-spanning sets. Let r(n, ε) be
the minimum cardinality of the (n, ε)-spanning sets. This number
corresponds to the minimal number of points in X such that each
orbit of length n can be ε-approximated by the orbit of one of these
points.
It is easy to see that these two numbers are linked by the following

inequality for n ∈ N and ε > 0:

r(n, ε/2) 6 s(n, ε) 6 r(n, ε).

Following [10], the topological entropy of T is defined by

htop(T ) = lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log s(n, ε) = lim

ε→0
lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log r(n, ε).

We introduce also the notion of dynamical sequence.

Definition 2.3. The function ξ : N → C is said to be deterministic
if there exists a dynamical system (X , T ) of topological entropy zero, a
continuous function f : X → C and a point x ∈ X such that for all
n ∈ N we have ξ(n) = f (T nx) .
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Theorem 2.4. Under Conjecture 2.2, for any deterministic function
ξ : N→ C and a fixed integer a 6= 0 we have

H
∗
a,ξ(M) = o

(

H
∗

a(M)
)

.

For the proof of Theorem 2.4, we follow combinatorial ideas of Sar-
nak [44] and Tao [51].
As a further evidence of validity of Conjecture 2.1, we now obtain

variants of (2.1) for other weights of arithmetic nature. For exam-
ple, we give a result about non-correlation of Kloosterman sums and
the characteristic function κk(m) of k th-power free numbers (that is,
numbers indivisible by k th power of a prime), in particular,

κ2(m) = |µ(m)|
and the Euler function ϕ(m). In order to state the theorem, we
first need to introduce ϑ as the currently best bound towards the
Selberg eigenvalue conjecture. That is the cuspidal spectrum of the
(negated) hyperbolic Laplacian on congruence quotients Γ(N)\H is
lower bounded by 1

4
− ϑ2 . Note that we have

ϑ 6
7

64

by a result of Kim and Sarnak [30], whilst the Selberg eigenvalue con-
jecture states that one should have ϑ = 0. We now define

(2.3) γ = max{1/6, 2ϑ}.
In particular, we see that γ 6 7/32.

Theorem 2.5. For any fixed integer a, and k > 2, we have

Ha,κk
(M) 6M1/2+γ+o(1) +M1/2+1/(2k)+o(1).

Next we show that Kloosterman sums do not correlate with the Euler
function ϕ(m).

Theorem 2.6. For any fixed integer a, with γ given by (2.3), we have

Ha,ϕ(M) 6M3/2+γ+o(1).

2.3. New results in the vertical aspect. First, similarly to [19,
Definition 1.3], we say that a vector (h1, . . . , hs) ∈ Zs is normal modulo
p if there is some h such that

#{j : 1 6 j 6 s, hj ≡ h (mod p)} ≡ 1 (mod 2).
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Theorem 2.7. For a prime p and integer N < p, uniformly over
normal modulo p vectors (h1, . . . , hs) ∈ Zs and polynomials g ∈ R[X ]
of degree d > 0, we have

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n + h1) . . .Kp(n+ hs) e (g(n))≪ N1−2−d

p2
−d−1

(log p)2
−d

.

We also have the following unconditional analogue of Theorem 2.4

Theorem 2.8. Let ψ(z) be a fixed arbitrary real function with ψ(z)→
∞ as z →∞. For any dynamical system (X , T ) with zero topological
entropy, for any continuous function f : X → C and any x ∈ X , for
a prime p, for an integer N with p > N >

√
pψ(p) we have

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n)f (T
nx) = o(N)

as p→∞.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Sums of Kloosterman sums in the horizontal aspect. We
start by considering the special case of sums of Kloosterman sums
along moduli which are multiples of a given integer q > 1. For q = 1,
cancellation along such sums were first conjectured by Selberg [47] and
Linnik [37] (independently) and later proven by Kuznetsov [36] with the
eponymous trace formula. For general q , adaptations of the Kuznetsov
trace formula and as well as cancellations along these sums have been
demonstrated by, for example, Deshouillers and Iwaniec [12]. For more
uniform versions, the reader may wish to consult [23,24,45,50] and for
more general arithmetic progressions [8, 14, 31].
Here, we slightly improve the q dependence in the bound for the

sums of Kloosterman sums along moduli divisible by q . We achieve this
by applying a more optimised treatment of the exceptional spectrum.
Otherwise, we follow the arguments of prior works [12,23,24,50] almost
verbatim.
It is useful to record the following trivial bound (that is, when one

forgoes any cancellation in the sum over m)

(3.1)
M
∑

m=1
m≡0 (mod q)

1

m1/2
Km(a)≪ M1/2+o(1)q−1,

implied by a direct application of the Weil bound (1.1).
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Lemma 3.1. For a fixed non-zero integer a and a positive integer q ,
with γ given by (2.3), we have

M
∑

m=1
m≡0 (mod q)

1

m1/2
Km(a)≪

(

Mq−2
)γ

(qM)o(1),

Proof. We observe that the trivial bound (3.1) is stronger if M 6 q2 .
Hence, for the remainder of the proof, we always assume

(3.2) M > q2.

It is sufficient to treat dyadic sums

Sdyad(M) =
∑

M6m<2M
q|m

1

m1/2
Km(a),

which we compare to smooth sums

(3.3) Ssmooth(M) =
∑

m≡0 (mod q)

1

m1/2
Km(a) g

(

4π
√

|a|
m

)

,

where g is a smooth bump function with

• g(x) = 1 for

2π
√

|a|
M

6 x 6
4π
√

|a|
M

,

• g(x) = 0 for

x 6
2π
√

|a|
M + T

or
4π
√

|a|
M − T > x,

• with L1 -norms satisfying

‖g′‖1 ≪ 1 and ‖g′′‖1 ≪
C2

√

|a|T
,

for some parameter 1 6 T 6 M/2. The Weil bound (1.1) shows that

|Sdyad(M)− Ssmooth(M)| ≪ M−1/2(1 + T/q)(Mq)o(1),

see [50, Equation (3.2)].
The smooth sum (3.3), following the analysis [12, pp. 264–268], may

be bounded as

Ssmooth(M)≪ M1/2

T 1/2
+
∑

j, exc.

|ρj(a)ρj(1)|M2|tj |,
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where the sum is over an orthonormal basis of exceptional Maass forms
of Γ0(q)\H with Fourier expansion

y1/2
∑

n 6=0

ρj(n)Kitj (2π|n|y)e(nx), x+ iy ∈ H.

We refer to [12, 26] for a background and standard notations. This
exceptional term may be further bounded using

|ρj(a)| ≪ |a|1/2|ρj(1)| ≪ |ρj(1)|
and also a density estimate for exceptional eigenvalues, see [26, Equa-
tion (11.25)], along the lines of [21, Sections 2.1] and [52, Lemma 2.10]:

∑

j, exc.

|ρj(a)ρj(1)|M2|tj | ≪ (Mq−2)2ϑ
∑

j, exc.

|ρj(1)|2q4|tj |

≪ (Mq−2)2ϑqo(1).

In conclusion,

Sdyad(M)≪
(

T

qM1/2
+
M1/2

T 1/2
+ (Mq−2)2ϑ

)

(qM)o(1).

The choice T = 0.5(qM)2/3 (which due to (3.2) ensures that 1 6 T 6

M/2, as required) gives the bound

Sdyad(M)≪
(

M1/6q−1/3 + (Mq−2)2ϑ
)

(qM)o(1).

The desired conclusion follows upon recalling the restriction (3.2). ⊓⊔
Via partial summation, we further derive from Lemma 3.1

Corollary 3.2. For a fixed non-zero integer a and a positive integer
q , with γ given by (2.3), we have for any fixed α > −1/2

M
∑

m=1
m≡0 (mod q)

mαKm(a)≪Mα+1/2
(

Mq−2
)γ

(Mq)o(1).

3.2. Sums of Kloosterman sums in the vertical aspect. We start
with a result which a special case of Fouvry, Kowalski and Michel [19,
Corollary 1.6]. We also recall the definition of normal vectors from
Section 2.3.

Lemma 3.3. For a prime p, for any integer b, uniformly over normal
modulo p vectors (h1, . . . , hs) ∈ Zs , we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ h1) . . .Kp(n+ hs) ep(bn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ p1/2.
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Using the standard completion technique, see [27, Section 12.2], we
immediately derive from Lemma 3.3 that for a prime p and integer
N > 1, uniformly over normal modulo p vectors (h1, . . . , hs) ∈ Zs ,
where s is a fixed integer, we have

(3.4)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ h1) . . .Kp(n+ hs)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ p1/2 log p.

However, we need a different bound which is usually weaker than (3.4)
but instead is nontrivial for smaller values of N .

Corollary 3.4. For a prime p and integer N < p, uniformly over
normal modulo p vectors (h1, . . . , hs) ∈ Zs , where s is a fixed integer,
we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ h1) . . .Kp(n + hs)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ N1/2p1/4.

Proof. Clearly for any integer K > 1 we have

(3.5)

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n + h1) . . .Kp(n+ hs) =
1

K
W +O(K),

where

W =
K
∑

k=1

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ k + h1) . . .Kp(n+ k + hs)

=
N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

Kp(n+ k + h1) . . .Kp(n+ k + hs).



14 E. H. EL ABDALAOUI, I. E. SHPARLINSKI, AND R. S. STEINER

By the Cauchy inequality,

|W |2 6 N

N
∑

n=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

K
∑

k=1

Kp(n+ k + h1) . . .Kp(n + k + hs)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

6 N

p
∑

n=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

K
∑

k=1

Kp(n+ k + h1) . . .Kp(n + k + hs)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= N

p
∑

n=1

K
∑

k,ℓ=1

Kp(n + k + h1) . . .Kp(n+ k + hs)

Kp(n+ ℓ+ h1) . . .Kp(n+ ℓ+ hs)

= N
K
∑

k,ℓ=1

p
∑

n=1

Kp(n + k + h1) . . .Kp(n+ k + hs)

Kp(n+ ℓ+ h1) . . .Kp(n+ ℓ+ hs).

For K < p, there are at most s2K pairs (k, ℓ) with k − ℓ ≡ hi − hj
mod (p) for some 1 6 i, j 6 s (including i = j ). In these occurrences,
we estimate the inner sum trivially as p. For the remaining pairs (k, ℓ),
the 2s integers k+ h1, . . . , k+ hs, ℓ+ h1 . . . ℓ+ hs are pairwise distinct
modulo p and so Lemma 3.3 applies. Hence, we derive

W 2 ≪ N(Kp +K2p1/2).

We now choose K =
⌈

p1/2
⌉

for which W ≪ N1/2p3/4 , which after
substitution in (3.5) implies

(3.6)
N
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ h1) . . .Kp(n+ hs)≪ N1/2p1/4 + p1/2.

Clearly this bound is trivial for N 6 p1/2 , while for N > p1/2 we
see that N1/2p1/4 > p1/2 and hence that term p1/2 in (3.6) can be
discarded. ⊓⊔

4. Proofs of main results

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let ξ(n) = f (T nx) as in Definition 2.3.
Since X is compact, it follows that f is uniformly continuous by [43,
Proposition 23]. This means for any ε > 0 there is δ > 0 such that

(4.1) ∀x, y ∈ X , d(x, y) < δ =⇒ |f(x)− f(y)| < ε.

Let ε > 0 and set δ be as in (4.1).
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Next, we observe that for any fixed h, we have

H
∗
a,ξ(M) =

M
∑

m=1

K∗
m(a)ξm =

M
∑

m=1

K∗
m+h(a)ξm+h +O(h),

where throughout the proof all implied constants may depend only on
f and do not depend on the parameters ε and H we introduce below.
We now fix some sufficiently large (in terms of ε) integer H and

note that by (1.5) we have

(4.2) H
∗
a,ξ(M) =

1

H

M
∑

m=1

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)ξm+h +O(H),

since ξn = f (T nx) and f is a continuous function on the compact set
X .
We now argue as in [51, Section 2] and note that since the topological

entropy of T is zero. We also recall the definition (2.2).
Then, for a sufficiently large H (depending on ε), there is a set
{x1, . . . , xt} ⊆ X of cardinality

(4.3) t≪ exp
(

ε3H
)

,

which spans (X , T ) by balls BdH (xi, δ), i = 1, . . . , t, of radius δ with
respect the metric induced by dH . That is,

X ⊆
t
⋃

i=1

BdH (xi, δ),

for some x1, . . . , xt ∈ X with t 6 exp (ε3H).
In the other words, for any x ∈ X , and m > 1, there is im ∈
{1, . . . , t} for which we have

d
(

T hxim , T
m+hx

)

6 δ,

for all 1 6 h 6 H .
The rest of the argument, while is inspired by the exposition of

Tao [51], deviates from that in [51, Section 2].
Therefore, recalling (4.1) we see that for all 1 6 h 6 H , we also

have

1

H

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)f

(

Tm+hx
)

=
1

H

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)f

(

T hxim
)

+O

(

ε

H

H
∑

h=1

|K∗
m+h(a)|

)

.
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Hence, together with (4.2) we obtain

(4.4) H
∗
a,ξ(M) =W +O (∆) ,

where

W =

M
∑

m=1

1

H

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)f

(

T hxim
)

,

and

∆ =

M
∑

m=1

ε

H

H
∑

h=1

|K∗
m+h(a)| =

ε

H

H
∑

h=1

M
∑

m=1

|K∗
m+h(a)|

≪ ε

H

H
∑

h=1

(

M
∑

m=1

|K∗
m(a)|+O(H)

)

≪ εH
∗

a(M) + εH ≪ εH
∗

a(M),

(4.5)

as M →∞ .
We fix some integer s > 1 and, applying the Hölder inequality, derive

|W |2s 6 H−2sM2s−1
M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)f

(

T hxim
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2s

.

It is now convenient to denote

ρ(M) =
H

∗

a(M)

M
.

To estimate W , we eliminate the dependence of xim on m with the
trivial inequality

|W |2s 6 H−2sM2s−1

t
∑

i=1

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)f

(

T hxi
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2s

.

Since X is compact, we can define

F = sup
x∈X
|f(x)| <∞.
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We fix some integer s > 1 and, applying the Hölder inequality, derive

W 2s
6 H−2sM2s−1

t
∑

i=1

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

H
∑

h=1

K∗
m+h(a)f

(

T hxi
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2s

= H−2sM2s−1

t
∑

i=1

H
∑

h1,...h2s=1

s
∏

j=1

f
(

T hjxi
)

f (T hs+jxi)

M
∑

m=1

s
∏

j=1

K∗
m+hj

(a)K∗
m+hs+j

(a)

6 F 2sH−2sM2s−1
t
∑

i=1

H
∑

h1,...h2s=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

M
∑

m=1

s
∏

j=1

K∗
m+hj

(a)K∗
m+hs+j

(a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= tF 2sH−2sM2s−1

H
∑

h1,...h2s=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

M
∑

m=1

s
∏

j=1

K∗
m+hj

(a)K∗
m+hs+j

(a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Each tuple (h1, . . . h2s) ∈ [1, H ]2s that does not satisfy the conditions
of Conjecture 2.2 can be split into s pairs hj = hk , j 6= k . We thus
see that their cardinality may be bounded by

(

2s

s

)

s!Hs
6 (sH)s.

Therefore, under Conjecture 2.2, recalling (1.5), we have

W 2s
6 tF 2sH−2sM2s−1

(

(sH)sM (Aρ(M))2s + o
(

Mρ(M)2s
))

= t(AF )2sM2sρ(M)2s ((s/H)s + o(1))

= (AF )2sM2sρ(M)2s (t(s/H)s + o(1))

= (AF )2st(s/H)sM2sρ(M)2s,

as M →∞ (while s and H are fixed). Thus,

(4.6) W ≪ t1/2s (s/H)1/2Mρ(M) = t1/s (s/H)1/2 H
∗

a(M),

where the implies constant only depends on a and f .
Choosing

s =
⌈

ε2H
⌉

provided that ε < 1/2. assuming that H is large enough so that s > 2,
and recalling (4.3) we see that

t1/s 6 exp (ε) 6 2 and (s/H)1/2 6 2ε,
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provided that ε < 1/2. Therefore, with the above choice of s, the
bound (4.6) becomes

(4.7) W ≪ H
∗

a(M) (ε+ o(1))≪ εH
∗

a(M),

when M →∞ .
Substituting the bounds (4.5) and (4.7) in (4.4) we obtain

H
∗
a,ξ(M)≪ εH

∗

a(M)

and since ε > 0 is arbitrary, the result follows.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5. Using the inclusion-exclusion principle,
we write

M
∑

m=1

Km(a)κk(m) =
∑

d6M1/k

µ(d)

M
∑

m=1
m≡0 (mod dk)

Km(a).

We now choose some parameter D ∈ [1,M ] and use Corollary 3.2 for
d 6 D , while for d > D we use the trivial bound

M
∑

m=1
m≡0 (mod dk)

Km(a)≪M1+o(1)/dk,

which is similar (3.1). Hence

M
∑

m=1

Km(a)κk(m)≪
∑

d6D

M1/2+o(1)
(

Md−2k
)γ

+
∑

d>D

M1+o(1)/dk

=M1/2+γ+o(1)
(

Do(1) +D1−2kγ
)

+M1+o(1)D1−k.

We now define D by the equation

M1/2+γD1−2kγ =MD1−k

or

D =M1/(2k)

(which in fact does not depend on γ ). This implies the bound

Ha,κk
(M)≪ M1/2+γ+o(1) +M1/2+1/(2k)+o(1).
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.6. Using the well-known elementary for-
mula (see for instance [5, Theorem 2.3])

ϕ(m) = m
∑

d|m

µ(d)

d
,

we write
M
∑

m=1

Km(a)ϕ(m) =

M
∑

m=1

mKm(a)
∑

d|m

µ(d)

d

=

M
∑

d=1

µ(d)

d

M
∑

m=1
m≡0 (mod d)

mKm(a).

Hence, by Corollary 3.2

M
∑

m=1

Km(a)ϕ(m)≪
M
∑

d=1

M3/2+o(1)d−1
(

Md−2
)γ

=M3/2+γ+o(1)
M
∑

d=1

d−1−2γ
6M3/2+γ+o(1),

which concludes the proof.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 2.7. We use a version of theWeyl differencing
and establish the result by induction on d > 0.
For d = 0 that is for a pure sum the result is instant from Corol-

lary 3.4.
Now assume that d > 1. Given integers h1, . . . , hs and a polynomial

g(X) ∈ R[X ] we square the sum

S =

N
∑

n=1

s
∏

j=1

Kp(n+ hj) e (g(n)) .

and obtain

S2 =
N
∑

m,n=1

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ hj)
s
∏

j=1

Kp(n+ hj) e (g(n)− g(m))

= 2W +O(N).

(4.8)

where

W =
∑

16m<n6N

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ hj)

s
∏

j=1

Kp(n + hj) e (g(n)− g(m)) .
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Writing n = m+ ℓ we obtain

W =

N
∑

m=1

N−m
∑

ℓ=1

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ hj)

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ ℓ+ hj) e (g(m+ ℓ)− g(m))

=

N−1
∑

ℓ=1

N−ℓ
∑

m=1

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ hj)

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ ℓ+ hj) e (g(m+ ℓ)− g(m)) .

We now observe that for every ℓ the polynomial g(X + ℓ)− g(X) is
a polynomial of degree at most d− 1.
Further more, if (h1, . . . , hs) ∈ Zs is normal modulo p then for all but

at most s(s− 1)/2 values of ℓ = 1, . . . , N − 1 (avoiding the differences
|hi − hj | , 1 6 i < j 6 s) the vector

(h1, . . . , hs, h1 + ℓ, . . . , hs + ℓ) ∈ Z2s

is also normal modulo p. For these exceptional values of ℓ we estimate
the sums over m trivially as N , and apply the induction assumption
for the remaining values of ℓ . Hence

W ≪ N2−2−d+1

p2
−d

(log p)2
−d+1

+N,

which after substitution in (4.8) implies

S 6 N1−2−d

p2
−d−1

(log p)2
−d

+N1/2.

It remain to note that for N 6 p1/2 the result is trivial and for N > p1/2

we have

N1−2−d

p2
−d−1

(log p)2
−d ≫ N1−2−d

p2
−d−1

> N1/2,

from which the result follows.

4.5. Proof of Theorem 2.8. We start by noticing that
∣

∣Kp(n)
∣

∣ 6 2, ∀n ∈ N.

We proceed also as in the proof Theorem 2.4 by writing

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n)ξn =
N
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ h)ξn+h +O(h).

We again fix some ε > 0 and let δ be as in (4.1). We choose also the
parameters H and t as in (4.3). Therefore,

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n)ξn =
1

H

H
∑

h=1

N
∑

n=1

Kp(n+ h)ξn+h +O(H),
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Recalling that ξn = f (T nx), as in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we have

1

H

H
∑

h=1

Kp(n+ h)f
(

T n+hx
)

=
1

H

H
∑

h=1

Kp(n + h)f
(

T hxin
)

+O(ε).

Hence, it is now enough to show for some H = o(N) that

W =

N
∑

n=1

1

H

H
∑

h=1

Kp(n+ h)f
(

T hxin
)

satisfies

(4.9) W ≪ εN.

Now, for fix s ≥ 2, we apply Hölder inequality and we relax the
dependence of in to obtain

|W |2s 6
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

n=1

1

H

H
∑

h=1

Kp(n + h)f
(

T hxin
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2s

6 H−2sN2s−1
t
∑

i=1

H
∑

h1,...h2s=1

s
∏

j=1

f
(

T hjxi
)

f (T hs+jxi)

N
∑

n=1

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ hj)Kp(m+ hs+j)

6 tF 2sH−2sN2s−1
H
∑

h1,...h2s=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

n=1

s
∏

j=1

Kp(m+ hj)Kp(m+ hs+j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Each tuple (h1, . . . h2s) ∈ [1, H ]2s that does not satisfy the conditions
of Corollary 3.4 can be split into s pairs (j, k) such that hj ≡ hk
(mod p). We thus see that their cardinality may be bounded by

(

2s

s

)

s!Hs
6 (sH)s.

We estimate these tuples trivially and bound the others using Corol-
lary 3.4. We thus find
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|W |2s ≪ tF 2sH−2sN2s−1
(

(sH)sN4s +H2sN1/2p1/4
)

≪ tF 2s
( s

H

)s

N2s + tF 2sN2s−1/2p1/4

≪ tF 2s
( s

H

)s

N2s + tF 2sN2sψ(p)−1/2

≪ tF 2s
( s

H

)s

N2s,

provided that p is sufficiently large in terms of H and s. This gives

W ≪ t1/2s
√

s

H
N.

Choosing s = ⌊ε2H⌋ with ε < 1/2 and assuming H is large enough so
that s ≥ 2. For the ease of the reader, we repeat the dependencies of
the involved parameters

ε← δ ← H ← s← p,

where each parameter may depend on all of the precessing ones. In con-
clusion, by (4.3) we see that t1/2s 6

√
2 and

√

s/H 6 2ε . Therefore,
we obtain (4.9) and complete the proof.
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