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Abstract

This thesis is on partitions and analytic number theory. In particular, I prove results
about statistical properties of partitions, partition inequalities, and facts about special
values of coefficients of modular forms. The central methods of this paper are the
theory of integer weight modular forms and the circle method.

It is natural to study statistical questions about the parts of partitions. Recently,
Beckwith and Mertens proved that the parts of partitions are asymptotically equidis-
tributed among residue classes modulo ¢, but that there is a bias towards the residue
classes inhabited by lower positive integers. In this thesis, I prove that the same
phenomenon holds for partitions into distinct parts, and I prove that the biases be-
tween residue classes holds for n > 8. In order to prove these results, I derive explicit
error terms for asymptotic estimates involving Euler-Maclaurin summation and uti-
lize Wright’s circle method to prove asymptotic formulas approximating the relevant
counting functions.

Motivated by work of Dergachev and Kirillov, new work by Coll, Mayers and
Mayers explores new connections between partitions and Lie theory via the index of
seaweed algebras. This index may be viewed as a statistic on pairs of partitions, and

in this light Coll, Mayers, and Mayers conjectured that a peculiar kind of generating
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function identity related to this new index statistic. Seo and Yee made a significant
step towards proving this conjecture by reducing the problem to demonstrating the
non-negativity of the coefficients of a certain ¢-series. In this thesis, I complete the
proof of this conjecture using Wright’s circle method and effective Euler-Maclaurin
summation.

Hook numbers of partitions arise naturally from the connection between partitions
and the irreducible representations of the symmetric group. I prove results concerning
the number of t-hooks that appear within partitions. In joint work with Pun, I prove
formulas that give the number of partitions of n which have an even or odd number of
t-hooks, and as a consequence we prove that these counting functions obey a strange
distributions law. We prove these results using the Rademacher circle method.

In joint work with Bringmann, Males and Ono, I prove further asymptotic formulas
about the distributions of t-hooks and Betti numbers in residue classes. We prove that
the Betti numbers associated to Hilbert schemes on n points, which naturally add up
to the number of partitions of n, are equidistributed among residue classes modulo
b, while equidistribution fails when partitions are divided up based on the residue
class of the number of ¢-hooks. These results are proved using both Rademacher-
style and Wright-style circle methods. We also use facts about 2-core and 3-core
generating functions to prove that certain coefficients vanish in the cases of 2-hooks
and 3-hooks.

Since DeSalvo and Pak proved that the partition function is log-concave, the Turan
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inequalities have been a popular topic within partition theory. These inequalities
govern whether certain polynomials constructed from a given sequence of numbers
are hyperbolic. In joint work with Pun, I prove that the k-regular partition functions
satisfy all the Turan inequalities. We prove this using Hagis’ formula for the k-regular
partition functions and a very general criterion for proving Turan inequalities proven
by Griffin, Ono, Rolen, and Zagier.

The Atkin-Lehner newforms are extremely important examples of modular forms.
Their coefficients are multiplicative, and the values at prime powers are dictated by
two-term linear recurrence relations coming from Hecke operators. In joint work with
Balakrishnan, Ono, and Tsai, I prove a methodology for identifying which coefficients
of certain integer weight newform f(z) are allowed to take on a given odd value. In
particular, our method proves that under suitable assumptions, f(z) has only finitely
many Fourier coefficients equal to a given odd prime, and we give an algorithm which
determines the possible locations of these prime values by computing integer points

on algebraic curves with large genus.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Partitions and modular forms

In this thesis, I present original results pertaining to the coefficients of infinite series
connected to partitions and modular forms. Both of these objects are ubiquitous in
modern mathematics, with applications to fields as diverse as combinatorics, mathe-
matical physics, number theory, representation theory, and topology. As my results
are mainly combinatorial and number theoretic in nature, we shall introduce these
objects from this perspective.

A partition is a non-increasing sequence of positive integers, which we denote by
A= (A, A2, X)), M= A > 2> N> 0.

It is standard to denote by P the set of all partitions. For any A € P, let us call
denote by || the size of A, which is defined by [A| = A1 + Ao+ -+ + Ao If [A| = n,
then we say A is a partition of n and we write A - n. We will also call each \; a part

of the partition.
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The oldest question about partitions we know goes back to a letter from Leibniz
to J. Bernoulli [7§], in which Leibniz asks Bernoulli about the number of “divulsions”
of integers, which we now call partitions. In modern notation, Leibniz’s question

concerns the partition function

p(n) = #{A € P [A = n},

in particular how to evaluate the function. Many interesting questions about parti-
tions have arisen as the theory developed. Among these are the possibility of mul-
tiplicative structure, asymptotic growth rates, formulas for partition functions, and
rapid methods for computing values of partition functions.

The first published work on partitions goes back to Euler in 1741 [55], in which he
answers questions of Naudé on a variation of Leibniz’s question on the calculation of
partition functions. Euler answers these questions brilliantly using the (very new at
the time) mechanism of generating functions, which led him to develop many beautiful
identities connecting infinite sums and infinite products. The fundamental example

is the generating function for p(n), which Euler proves to be

P(q) := "= =:(¢q;
(q) ;p(n)q E = (¢ 9) -
where we have used the standard ¢-Pochhammer notation
n—1
) ok . T .
(CL, Q)n T I!:J(:] (1 aq ) ’ (a7 q>oo . nh—>nolo (CL, Q)n . (111)

Euler’s pioneering work deals with manipulation of formal power series which he con-

nects to partitions, and produces many recurrence relations for partition functions



14

via sum-product identities such as Euler’s “Pentagonal Number Theorem” [4]. Essen-
tially, Euler answers questions about the calculation of partition functions by using
generating function identities to derive recurrence relations for various partition func-
tions. Such recurrence relations then allow for computations far more quickly than
explicit enumeration. Through such fundamental results, Euler established the theory
of partitions. His methods and results are still absolutely central in modern research.

Another pioneer in partition theory was the great Indian mathematician Srinivasa
Ramanujan. Ramanujan’s work contains in particular two revolutionary theorems on

partitions. One of these are his congruences [97, 08, [99], the most basic of which are
p(bn+4)=0 (mod5), p(Tm+5)=0 (mod7), p(lln+6)=0 (mod 11),

which he proved using techniques of manipulating ¢-series manipulation which in
principle would have been accessible to Euler or Jacobi. Through these results, Ra-
manujan initiated the study of divisibility properties of partition numbers, which is a
fundamental area of research today and has led to such developments as Dyson’s rank
function [53] and the Andrews-Garvan crank function [6, [56] that give combinatorial
explanations for why Ramanujan’s congruences are true.

Another of Ramanujan’s groundbreaking results on partitions came in his famous
joint paper with Hardy [69] in which they prove an asymptotic formula for p(n) as
n — oo using the circle method (see (L21])). Rademacher then improved their work
in 1937 to obtain an exact formula for p(n) [95]. These are fundamental results

answering questions of the type Leibniz asked about partitions. The circle method
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was a major revolution which has seen important applications not just to partition
functions, but to many other famous asymptotic problems in number theory. This is
because the circle method can be interpreted very generally as a method for computing
asymptotic formulae for any sequence of integers based on the asymptotic properties
of its generating function. In particular, the method is useful for problems involving
the number of ways to represent integers by elements of a given set, like Waring’s
problem or Goldbach-type problems.

Hardy and Ramanujan’s implementation of the circle method is centrally based
on relating the generating function of p(n) to modular forms. Roughly speaking,
modular forms are analytic functions f : H — C, where H = {7 € C : Im(7) > 0},
that transform nicely under the action of Mobius transformations on H. That is, for

integers a, b, ¢, d such that ad —bc = 1, a modular form should have the property that

f (‘Z:Ig) is nicely related to f(7) for all 7 € H.

The connection between modular forms and partitions comes through the mar-
riage of Euler’s generating functions with complex analysis as developed in the mid-
nineteenth century. Because modular forms are naturally periodic, under 7 — 7+ 1,
any modular form f(7) is going to come with a Fourier expansion )y, _, as(n)e*™ .
If we let ¢ := €?™7, then it turns out that the formal generating function P(q) for

partitions is closely connected with one of the fundamental examples of a modular

form called Dedekind’s eta function, denoted n(7). This function satisfies the relation
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P(q) = ¢q7in(7)~* and has the modular transformation law

. (_%) — i (). (1.1.2)

Transformation laws of this shape play a central role in the execution of the circle
method. Modular forms come in many different shapes, and have deep connections to
the functional equations of L-functions, algebraic geometry, and many other areas of
mathematics. For example, the modular transformation law of a certain theta func-
tion underpins Riemann’s proof of the analytic continuation and functional equation
of his zeta function [I0I], and by extension modular transformation laws are used
to derive functional equations for modular L-functions. For more details on the the-
ory of modular forms, see Chapter 2l or standard texts on modular forms such as
[7, 35, 52, [105]. Andrews’ book [5] is an excellent source for the theory of partitions.

The connections between modular forms and partitions, as well as various gener-
alizations and refinements of the Hardy—Ramanujan circle method, play a central role
in this thesis. Section describes my results on generating function identities and
partition inequalities proven using the circle method, and Section [L.3] describes joint
papers with Pun and with Bringmann, Males and Ono that use the circle method
to study arithmetic statistics of certain invariants attached to partitions. Section
[L4] describes an application of the circle method to Turdn inequalities, and Section
describes joint work with Balakrishnan, Ono, and Tsai on the coefficients of cer-
tain integral weight modular forms. Chapters [3] through [8 then prove the results

introduced in Chapter [
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1.2 Partition identities and inequalities

1.2.1 Parts of partitions into distinct parts

In their famous paper Asymptotic formulae in combinatory analysis, Hardy and Ra-
manujan (among other results) proved the asymptotic formula

1 2n
n) ~ e"V’3 1.2.1
p(n) i (1.2.1)

as n — oo. In fact, they are able to prove a complete divergent asymptotic expansion
for p(n) [69]. As mentioned in Section [T}, one of the key tools in their method is the
modular transformation law for Dedekind’s eta function given in (ILI.2)). The main
thrust of the proof is that the modular transformation law for n(r) yields a similar
transformation law for P(q), which then gives good asymptotic estimates for the size
of P(gq) near complex roots of unity. Through a remarkable series of calculations,
Hardy and Ramanujan are able to translate this asymptotic information about P(q)
into asymptotic information about p(n). There are many other important works,
including Meinardus [81] and Wright [113], which demonstrate a variety of methods
of computing asymptotic expansions for partition functions. In particular, the method
of Wright will be central to the Sections [[.2 and T3]

In Chapter 3] I present results about the total number of parts among partitions
into distinct parts residing in given congruences classes. As is standard, we let ¢(\)
be the number of parts possessed by the partition A\. The number of parts contained

in partitions is one of the most well-studied combinatorial aspects of these objects.
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For example, famous work of Erdés and Lehner [54] shows that for large n, almost
all partitions of n contain

(1-+ o(1)) L2

log(n)

parts. Such results have been extended in various directions. One such instance is
a recent result of Griffin, Ono, Rolen and Tsai [60] that counts expected number of
parts that are multiples of a given integer.

Dartyge and Sarkozy have studied a related problem in [45], in which they prove
a result which indicates that the parts of partitions might favor certain congruence

classes. More specifically, for positive integers 0 < r < t, define the function
Tot(N) :=#{NeX: i=r (modt)}.

Dartyge and Sarkozy [45, Theorem 1.1] prove that for n > 0 and 0 < r < s < ¢, a

positive proportion of partitions satisfy the inequality

(r+ )R
Tr,t()‘) - Ts,t()\) > W

Philosophically, such a result makes sense; smaller positive integers may be repeated
more times within partitions of a fixed size. We may note however that the expected
number of parts of a random partition is on the order y/nlog(n), which outstrips the
Dartyge—Sarkozy lower limit. At least at face value, this suggests that it could still
be true that parts of partitions are equidistributed among all residue classes.

Beckwith and Mertens [15, [16] answer these questions. Letting 0 < r < ¢ and
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n > 0 be integers, Beckwith and Mertens deﬁn

Toa(n) =Y Tru(N),

A-n

which counts the total number of parts congruent to r modulo ¢ among all partitions
of n. In their second paper studying this function, Beckwith and Mertens prove the

following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ([16, Theorem 1.2]). Let 0 < r < s <t and n > 0 be integers. Then
as n — 0o, we have
2

T.(n) = eVE {log(n) _log (%) 9 (w (g) + log(t)) 40 (n—% log(n)ﬂ .

In particular, we have T, ;(n) ~ T (n) and T,.4(n) > Ts¢(n) as n — oo.

The asymptotic above agrees with the heuristics suggested by comparing the re-
sults of Erdos—Lehner with those of Dartyge—Sarkozy, that the parts should be both
equidistributed asymptotically and exhibit a strict inequality for n > 0.

There are two natural follow-up questions concerning this result — does this phe-
nomenon hold for other families of partitions, and how large must n be before
T.+(n) > Ts4(n) begins to hold? In Chapter [3, we shall address both of these ques-
tions in the context of partitions into distinct parts. We say a partition A € P has
distinct parts if no two \; € X are equal, and we let D be the set of partitions into dis-

tinct parts. In analogy with Beckwith and Mertens, we define for integers 0 < r <t

Beckwith and Mertens use the notation fm(n) for this function.
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and n > 0 the function

Dyy(n):=> Dpy(\):=> #{N€X: Ai=r (modt)}.

AeD AeD

As in the case of T}.;(n), we prove an asymptotic formula for D, ;(n).

Theorem 1.2. Asn — oo, we have

%fiﬂ\/g (0) s 1
Dyuln) = 227 (1og<2> " (ﬁl (- g)) nh o (n-1)> |

2mtni 8 - 44/3
Example 1.3. We consider the case ¢t = 3 to illustrate the accuracy of the approxi-
mation of D, 3(n) in Theorem Let ﬁr,t(n) denote the main term of D, ;(n) from
Theorem [[.21 Additionally, let Q,(n) = %. The following table illustrates the

convergence of @,.(n) to 1 as n — oo.

n 10 100 1000 10000

Q1(n) | 1.159706 | 1.002613 | 1.001068 | 1.000365
Q2(n) | 0.904238 | 1.003913 | 1.001204 | 1.000378
Qs(n) | 1.167157 | 1.008440 | 1.001641 | 1.000422

Table 1: Numerics for Theorem

Theorem [[.2] immediately implies D, (n) ~ Ds;(n) and D,;(n) > D,.(n) as
n — oo; this is because the main term of D, ;(n) does not depend on r and the
secondary term depends monotonically on r. To make the inequality explicit, we
improve Theorem [[.2] by making the error terms completely explicit. The following

results contain our explicit asymptotics and the explicit bias which follows from it.
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400¢2

Theorem 1.4. For any integer t > 2 and all integers n > =5—, we have

Dot~ ri01+ 1 (5 00— s (2 o+ o () it

< Erry(n),

where B,(x) are the Bernoulli polynomials defined in (311, Erry(n) is defined in

BR2), and Vi(n) is defined in (B.87]).

Corollary 1.5. For positive integers 1 < r < s <t we have D,;(n) > D(n) for

sufficiently large n. In particular, for 2 <t < 10 this inequality holds for all n > 8.

Remark 1.6. We make the following remarks regarding Theorem [1.2 and Corollary
!

1. Numerics suggest that the only tuples (r, s,n) which can furnish counterexamples

to Dy¢(n) > Dsi(n) are (1,2,2),(2,3,4),(2,4,4),(3,4,7), and (4,5,8). Each of

these holds for sufficiently large t. For instance, the partitions of 8 into distinct

parts are

8,7+1,64+2,5+3,5+2+1,44+3+1.

Observe that 5 appears as a part twice and 4 only appears as a part once; this
implies that D5 ¢(8) > Dy(n) for all t > 5. The other counterexamples listed

above are similar in nature.

2. Similar results are possible to derive for other restricted partition functions. In

particular, Jackson and Otgonbayar [7Z, [75] have studied the analogous results
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for k-reqular partitions and k-indivisible partitions. They prove that k-reqular
partitions have an exactly analogous bias phenomenon, whereas k-indivisible

partitions have a more complicated bias which is not in general monotonic in r.

The proofs of these results occurs in four steps. We first produce generating func-
tions for D, ;(n) using standard techniques which we review in Chapter 2 We then
use a technique derived from Euler-Maclaurin summation to estimate this generating
function near ¢ = 1. We then use a variation of the circle method due to Wright to
translate these estimates into estimates for the coefficients D,.;(n), which we finally
translate into effective inequalities through elementary computations and computer

calculations.

1.2.2 Seaweed algebras and the index statistic

Partition theory arises in many surprising ways throughout mathematics. One of the
most surprising might be the connections with Lie theory. For example, Macdonald
[80] unified many disparate theorems about power of Dedekind’s eta function under
a Lie theoretic framework. Other applications in Lie theory have arisen through the
work of Dergachev and Kirillov [50] on calculating the index of parabolic subalgebras
of GL(n). In Chapter @, we will answer a conjecture of Coll, Mayers, and Mayers
connected to the work of Dergachev and Kirillov.

We first describe the construction of seaweed algebras by Dergachev and Kirillov.

Let {e;}1<j<n be the standard basis of k™ for some field k. Given two partitions
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{a;}1<j<m, {b;}1<j<e of n, Dergachev and Kirillov [50] defined seaweed algebras as
Lie subalgebras of Mat(n) which preserve the vector spaces span (el, €9y, ea1+...+aj)

for 1 < 7 < m and span (eb1+...+bj+1, el en) for1 <5 <V

Example 1.7 (Partitions of 8). Let A = (3,3,2) and u = (4,3,1). The seaweed
algebra associated to the pair (A, u) is the set of all 8 x 8 matrices X of the form

below:

000O0O0O0O0 =

Each part A; of A is used to construct a A\; x \; triangle of *’s in upper triangular

section of the matrix, and similarly for p in the lower triangular section.

In [50, Theorem 5.1], Dergachev and Kirillov obtain an exact formula for the
index of seaweed algebras which is calculated from a certain graph constructed from
A, . We denote by ind, () the index of the seaweed algebra constructed from the
pair (A, ). Coll, Mayers and Mayers in [40] initiate the study of ind as a partition-

theoretic object, proving for example a connection between the special case of ind,,(\)
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with p = (1,1,---,1) to the well-studied 2-colored partition function [40, Theorem
11].

Coll, Mayers and Mayers also studied the g-series

-1

= 1
G(q) = 5 = (.= d") .
,1:[1 14+ (=1)"¢* !

using the standard abbreviation (a,b;q), = (a;q), - (b;q),,. Note that because

of the factor (—¢?; q4);01, it is not clear whether G(g) has non-negative coefficients.
We consider the restricted index statistic ind,)(A), which we henceforth denote by
ind(\). Coll, Mayers, and Mayers define e(n) (resp. o(n)) as the number of partitions
of n into odd parts whose index is even (resp. odd). In this setting, they make the

following interesting conjecture [40, Conjecture 20| connecting the index statistic to

G(q)-

Coll-Mayers—Mayers Conjecture. The following are true:
(1) All the coefficients of G(q) are non-negative.

(2) We have G(q) = 3_ le(n) —o(n)| "

n>0

Previous papers by Seo, Yee, and Chern have made progress towards the conjec-
ture, but a complete proof was not known. Seo and Yee [I07, Theorem 1] made a
significant conceptual step, proving using generating function methods that it would
be enough to prove the first part of the conjecture; that is, if we define

G(q) =Y aln)g",

n=0
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then (2) would follow from (1) in the Coll-Mayers—Mayers Conjecture. Chern [34]
used a version of the circle method to prove an upper limit on the last counterexample
to the conjecture, but the constants involved were too large to be calculated on a
personal computer, thus the conjecture remained open. We complete the proof of the
conjecture, using a different version of the circle method to prove explicit asymptotic

formulas for a(n). Our results are as follows:

Theorem 1.8. As n — oo, we have

and for n > 4800 the difference between these has absolute value at most E(n) as
defined in (L42).

Theorem 1.9. Conjecture[1.2.2 is true. That is, we have

G(q) = (0.~ q") . = le(n) — o(n)| ¢".

n>0

Remark 1.10. We make several remarks about Theorems and[1.9.

1. Theorem[L.8 implies Chern’s result (i.e. Theorem 1.2 of [5]]).

2. Chern proves a(n) > 0 for n > 2.4 x 10" using his explicit error terms. Our
explicit error terms prove a(n) > 0 for n > 3.5 x 10°, which reduces the problem

to a feasible computation on the author’s personal computer.

3. In combination with [107, Theorem 1] of Seo—Yee, our result also proves that

the sign of e(n) — o(n) is periodic.
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The proof of Theorems [L.§ and rely on an explicit application of Wright’s
circle method. As G(q) is not any kind of modular object, we will require the explicit
Euler-Maclaurin asymptotic techniques that are developed in Chapter Bl Because
the two factors (g; qA‘);O1 and (—¢?; (14)(;01 have poles which nearly cancel each other,
we have to add an additional layer to the calculations. In particular, we must include
in the so-called “major arc” not just behavior as ¢ — 1 but also ¢ — —1. Although
this does not rely on a traditional usage of Wright’s circle method, it remains in the

same spirit.

1.3 Arithmetic statistics of partitions

1.3.1 Distribution of ¢t-hooks modulo 2

In Sections[I.2]and [I.3] we have discussed results derived from Wright’s circle method,
which in a sense is tailed to generating functions which are not suitably modular. If
the generating functions are modular, then by the work of Rademacher on p(n) [95]
we can improve on these results and use the circle method@ to derive exact formulas.

In particular, Rademacher proved that for n > 1, we have

p(n) = : f; Kl |, (W v 2§Z - 1) , (1.3.1)

(24n -1)

2These exact formulas can also be derived using the method of Poincaré series, see for example

I35].
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where [ 3 is the classical /-Bessel function of index % and K (n) is a certain “Kloost-

erman sum” defined by

is(h,k)—2mink r [hr hr 1
Ky(n) = Y e otk =) cl o ) (182

0<h<k r=1
(hk)=1
These results are extended in a very general setting by Zuckerman [115].

In Chapter B, we prove an analogous exact formula connected to hook numbers of
partitions. To define hook numbers, it is most natural to refer to the Young diagram
of a partition, which for A = (\y,..., \,) is a diagram of left-justified cells with \; cells
in row 4. In these diagrams, we fill each cell (7, j) with a hook number h; ;j(\), which
is defined as the number of cells lying below or to the right of (7,7) in the Young

diagram of X\. We let H(\) denote the multiset of hook numbers of A, and H;(\) the

multiset of hook numbers of A that are multiples of ¢, which we call ¢t-hooks.

Example 1.11. Consider the partition A = (5,4, 1), with hook diagram

7154]|3][1]
503[2]1] .
1]

Then H(\) = {1,1,1,2,3,3,4,5,5,7}, Ha(A) = {2,4} and Hs()\) = {5,5}.

Hook numbers play a central role in the representation theory of the symmetric
group. It is well known that the partitions of n index the irreducible representations
of S,, [T1]. This is not merely a bijection, but these representations can be constructed
from the partitions, and properties of the hook numbers in the corresponding Young
diagrams encode properties of the representations. For example, the famous Frame-

Thrall-Robinson formula says that if p, is the S,-representation associated to \ we
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have dim p) = %
S

;. In combinatorics, hook numbers show up in the Nekrasov-
HO

Okounkov hook length formula [86], which says that for any complex number z, we
have

DA ( ) lojl—q . (1.3.3)

AeP heH(N)

This formula connects the study of hook numbers to modular forms via Dedekind’s
eta function, as (L3.3) connects hook numbers to powers of the eta function.
For integers ¢ > 2 and any partition \, we wish to study the size of the t-hook

multisets H;(\), in particular their parity. We define

pi(n) :=#{AFn:#H,(AN) =0 (mod 2)},

p’(n) = #{AFn:#H,(\) =1 (mod2)}.

We wish to study the distribution of the parity of #H,(\). Since p§(n)+p?(n) = p(n),
we wish to study 6/°(n) = %. Consider the following tables which give values of
these functions.

Numerically, this initial speculation receives support for small values of ¢ like
t = 2,4,6, and 8. However, numerical evidence below for the cases t = 3,5,7 and
9 appears to refute this naive guess. In fact, these tables suggest the existence of
multiple limiting values.

In Chapter B, we prove the following theorems that explain this data. In particular,

we see what the correct limiting values of 6{°(n) are.



t | 6£(100) d7(1000) | 07(10000) 00

2 10.56611246 | 0.50027931 | 0.50000000 3

41 0.47067843 | 0.50002869 | 0.50000000 :

6 | 0.52465920 | 0.50007471 | 0.50000000 :

8 | 0.49484348 | 0.49999135 | 0.50000000 %

Table 1.1: Data for 6f(n), even ¢
£ 6e(100) 5¢(500) 5¢(1000) 5¢(1500) 50
31 0.7137967695 | 0.7502983017 | 0.7499480195 | 0.7500039425 %
5 | 0.6374948698 | 0.6252149479 | 0.6250102246 | 0.6250009877 2
7 1 0.5468769228 | 0.5624965413 | 0.5625165550 | 0.5624989487 =
9 | 0.5375271584 | 0.5313027269 | 0.5312496766 | 0.5312499631 .
Table 1.2: Data for 6{(n), t odd and n even.

£ se(101) 5¢(501) 5¢(1001) 5¢(1501) 0
31 0.2376157284 | 0.2494431573 | 0.2499820335 | 0.2500060167 i
5 | 0.3755477486 | 0.3750000806 | 0.3750000001 | 0.3750000000 %
7 | 0.4396942088 | 0.4374987794 | 0.4374959329 | 0.4375000006 1—76
9 1 0.4787668076 | 0.4688094755 | 0.4687535414 | 0.4687510507 é—g

Table 1.3: Data for 6¢(n), t odd and n odd.

29
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Theorem 1.12. Assuming the notation above, the following are true.

1) Ift > 1 is an even integer, then

1
lim 607 (n) = lim 07 (n) = =
n—oo n—oo

2) Ift > 1 is an odd integer, then we have

1 1 ,
/2 B /2 if 2 | n,
201/ and  lim 67 (n) = 201/

1
2
§+W ZfQJ[n.

+ if 2| n,

n—o0

1
lim 07 (n) = 2
1 .
5 e Y2
We also study the sign pattern of pf(n) — p?(n), for n — oo, which determines

when p(n) > p7(n) and p7(n) > p;(n).

Theorem 1.13. Fort > 1 a fized positive integer, write t = 2°( for integers s,£ > 0
such that ¢ odd. Then for sufficiently large n, the sign of pS(n) — pf(n) is periodic
with period 2°*1. In particular, when t is odd the sign of p¢(n) — p?(n) is alternating

for sufficiently large n.

These results are proven using the Rademacher circle method. In particular, we
use (L33) to show that the generating function for A;(n) := pf(n)—ef(n) is a modular
form. We then follow the arguments of Rademacher to prove an exact formula for
Ay(n), and we then study this exact formula to determine the main terms that yield

Theorem [[LT2] and the Kloosterman sums involved yield the sign patterns in Theorem

13l
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1.3.2 Distributions of t-hooks and Betti numbers

In analogy with the previous section, we might consider functions of the form
pe(a,byn) = #{AFn: #H, () =a (mod b)},

which specialize to the functions p§(n) and p¢(n) when b = 2. Although the arguments
are much more involved, we can still derive an exact formula for these coefficients.

In Chapter [0, we use the circle method to produce the following asymptotics for

pe(a,b;n).
Theorem 1.14. Ift > 1, b is an odd prime, and 0 < a < b, then as n — oo we have

Ct(aa ban) 2n
a,b;n) ~ ————= "V,
»il ) 4/3n

where ¢i(a, b;n) are certain rational numbers defined in Chapter[0, (6.6.1)).
As a corollary, we obtain the following limiting distributions.

Corollary 1.15. Assuming the hypotheses in Theorem if 0 < ap < b and

0<as<b, then

. pi(ar, b;bn + as)
lim
n—oo  p(bn + as)

= c¢i(ay, b; as).

In particular, if b|t we have p;(aq,b;n) ~ piaz, b;n) as n — oo for any ay, as. If
b Jt, then equidistribution fails. Examples of the results are given in Chapter [6l

The cases where t € {2,3} are particularly striking. In addition to many instances
of non-uniform distribution, there are situations where certain counts are actually

identically zero.
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Theorem 1.16. The following are true.

(1) If € is an odd prime and 0 < ay,ay < € satisfy (—29F2H) = —1 then for

every non-negative integer n we have

pg(al, g; In -+ CLQ) =0.

(2) If¢ =2 (mod 3) is prime and 0 < ay, ay < £* have the property that ord,(—9a;+

3ay + 1) =1, then for every non-negative integer n we have

ps (a1, 0% °n + ay) = 0.

For example, Theorem (1) implies that
p2(0,3;3n 4 2) = pa(1,3;3n + 1) = pa(2,3;3n) = 0
and Theorem (2) implies that
p3(0,4;4n + 3) = p3(1,4;4n + 2) = p3(2,4;4n+ 1) = p3(3,4;4n) = 0.

This result is proved not with the circle method, but with g-series identities related
to the paucity of 2-cores and 3-core partitions of n, which is discussed in Chapter
2 By the work of Granville and Ono [61], there are t-core partitions of n for every
t >4,n > 1, and this explains why Theorem only applies to the cases t = 2 and
t=3.

In Chapter [6, we prove results on the Betti numbers of Hilbert schemes in alge-

braic geometry. We denote by b;(X) the jth Betti numbers of the scheme X, which is
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the dimension of its jth homology group, i.e. b;(X) = dim (H;(X,Q)). These num-
bers are generated by the usual Poincaré polynomial P(X;T) ==}, b;(X)T7. Work
of Gottsche [58,[59] and of Buryak and Feigin [29] [30] establishes generating functions
for these Poincaré polynomials for certain Hilbert schemes (CQ)["] and ((C2)M)Taﬁ,
whose definitions we defer until Chapter [ The relevant generating functions are
expressible as products of g-Pochhammer symbols in the relevant variables, which are
closely related to (but not equal to) modular forms. Because of the infinite prod-
uct representations of these generating functions, the Euler—-Maclaurin asymptotic
method can be used to give asymptotic estimates for the generating functions near
roots of unity, which again allows applications of the circle method.
The application we consider involve the modular sums of Betti numbers

B(a,b;X):= Y b(X)= >  dim(H(X,Q)

j=a (mod d) j=a (mod d)

where X represents the Hilbert schemes we consider. Now, equidistribution in the
most literal sense fails, since the odd index Betti numbers for these schemes identically
vanish. However, we can prove that this is the only obstruction for equidistribution

modulo b for these modular Betti sums. In particular, we define the constant

(

% if b is odd,
d(a,b) := 2 if @ and b are even, (1.3.4)
0 if a is odd and b is even.

\

Theorem 1.17. Assuming the notation above, the following are true.
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(1) As n — oo, we have

B (a, b; (CQ)M> ~ % eVE

(2) If o, B € N are relatively prime, then as n — oo we have

B (a, b ((@2)[”]>T°“"*) N i%g oV

Since the sum over all Betti numbers of these schemes is equal to p(n), to study

the distribution modulo b of the modular Betti sums, one considers the ratios

B (a, b; ((@2)[’”)%”3)

p(n)

B (a, b; ((C?)W)

d(a,b;n) = o)

and  0,5(a,b;n) ==
As a consequence of Theorem [[L.17], we obtain distributions for these proportions.
Corollary 1.18. If 0 < a < b, then the following are true.

(1) We have that

lim §(a,b;n) =d(a,b).

n—oo

(2) If a, p € N are relatively prime, then we have

lim d, p(a, b;n) = d(a,b).

n—oo

1.4 Applications to Turan inequalities

The study of the Turan inequalities begins first with the study of hyperbolic polyno-

mials. Recall that a real polynomial is called hyperbolic if all of its roots are real. For
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the simplest nontrivial case, i.e. quadratic polynomials ax? -+ bx +c, the hyperbolicity
is determined by the discriminant inequality b*> — 4ac > 0. This simple observation
leads naturally to the question of how to determine the hyperbolicity of higher degree
polynomials on the basis of their coefficients. This is the purpose of the higher-order
Turan inequalities, whose precise definition we defer until Chapter [7l

Recently, there has been great interest in proving Turan inequalities for polyno-
mials of number-theoretic interest. Given a sequence of real numbers {a(n)},>o, the

Jensen polynomial of degree d and shift n associated to the sequence is the polynomial

d

Jin(x) =3 (Z) a(n+ k) X",

k=0

Jensen polynomials have a close relationship to the Riemann hypothesis, as Polya [94]
has shown that the Riemann hypothesis is equivalent to the hyperbolicity of all the
Jensen polynomials associated to the Taylor coefficients of the Riemann xi-function.
This approach to the Riemann hypothesis has recently been taken up in [62].

We now consider the Turan inequalities for other number-theoretic sequences. We
call the sequence {a(n)},>o log-concave if a(n)? —a(n—1)a(n+1) > 0 for all n > 1,
or that « is log-concave for n € N if this inequality is satisfied for that particular value
of n. Nicolas [85] and DeSalvo and Pak [51] have shown that the partition function
p(n) is log-concave for p(n) > 25, which in turn proves that the Jensen polynomials
J2™(X) are hyperbolic for n > 25. In analogy with this case, the sequence {a(n)},>0
satisfies the Turan inequalities of order d if and only if J4"(X) is hyperbolic for all

n > 1. The case of d = 3 for the partition function was proven by Chen, Jia and
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Wang in [33], and they further conjectured that there were constants N(d) such that
the Jensen polynomials J¢"(X) would be hyperbolic for all n > N(d).

This conjecture was proven in a very general setting by Griffin, Ono, Rolen, and
Zagier [62]. They proved that if a sequence «(n) satisfies certain very general asymp-
totic properties, then certain renormalizations of the Jensen polynomials J&"(X)
converge uniformly to certain Hermite polynomials Hy(X) for fixed d as n — oc.
Since this family of polynomials is known to have only simple real roots, this proves
the hyperbolicity for sufficiently large n, provided certain asymptotic formulas hold
for the sequence a(n). The Hardy-Ramanujan asymptotic formula turns out to be
sufficient for p(n), which completes the proof.

In Chapter [7, we investigate this in the case of the so-called k-regular partitions
pr(n), which counts the number of partitions none of whose parts are divisible by k
(or none of whose parts occur with k£ or more multiplicities). Hagis [65] has derived
an exact formula for this function using the circle method, and using this formula we

prove the following:

Theorem 1.19. If k> 2 and d > 1, then

lim J%"(X) = Hy(X),

n—oo p

uniformly for X on compact subsets of R, where @l,;"(X) are renormalized Jensen

polynomials for pr(n) as defined in (7.3.1).

Corollary 1.20. For k >2,d > 1, then Jlﬁl,;"(X) is hyperbolic for n > 0.
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Remark 1.21. By Corollary[L.20, there ezists a minimal natural number Ny(d) such
that Jgé"(X) is hyperbolic for all n > Ni(d). These numbers are not the focus of
this paper, however a brief discussion is worthwhile, as these numbers dictate the

effectiveness of the main theorem. The following table provides conjectural values of

Ni(d) for small k and d.

d | Na(d) | N3(d) | Na(d) | Ns(d)

2| 32 57 16 41

31 120 184 63 136

41 266 390 137 294

These results will be proved in Chapter [7 The basic idea of the proof is that any
sequence with a suitably modular generating function necessarily has an asymptotic
formula of a shape similar to that of the Hardy-Ramanujan formula for p(n). It
happens that px(n) has such a formula, as its generating function is a modular form,
and we may conclude on this basis after verifying the conditions of [62, Theorem
3] that the Jensen polynomials J%"(X) are eventually hyperbolic for any fixed d as

n — oQ.
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1.5 Variants of Lehmer’s conjecture

One of the most important examples of a modular form is furnished by Ramanujan’s

Delta function A(z), which is defined by

A(z) =" (2) =q[J (1 = ¢")* =D _7(n)g",

n=1

where we now write ¢ = ¢?™* to avoid abusing notation. The coefficients 7(n) are
referred to as Ramanujan’s 7-function, so-called because of Ramanujan’s study of
this function in “On certain arithmetical functions” [96]. A(z) stands out, for ex-
ample, as the unique normalized cusp form of level 1 and weight 12 (see Chapter
for definitions). Ramanujan’s study of this function has led to many important
developments, both in his proven results and in his conjectures. Ramanujan was able
to prove many congruences for 7(n) [96], which Serre later viewed as evidence of a
much larger theory of Galois representations [I04]. Ramanujan also conjectured the
multiplicativity of this function and that its values at prime powers form a recursive
sequence; this was proven first by Mordell [83] and foreshadowed the theory of Hecke
operators. Ramanujan’s conjectured bounds for 7 at prime values were a corollary of
Deligne’s celebrated proof of the Weil Conjectures [47], 48].

Much is known about 7(n), and yet some basic questions remain unanswered. For

example, Lehmer’s conjectur asks whether there are any positive integers n such

that 7(n) = 0. Lehmer himself proved [77] that if 7(n) = 0 for any positive integers

3The author is not aware of any written record of Lehmer conjecturing an answer to this problem,

but we will follow convention and refer to this problem as Lehmer’s conjecture.
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n, then there must be some prime p such that 7(p) = 0. Serre was able to show using
the Chebotarev Density Theorem that the set of such primes, if there are any, has
density zero within the primes [106]. This result was improved upon several times; it

is now known due to work of Thorner and Zaman [I08] that

(1og log(¥))*

#{p < X prime: 7(p) = 0} < 7(X) - og(X)

One can observe by multiplicativity that if 7(p) = 0 for even one prime p, then
7(n) = 0 for a positive proportion of integers n, and it is now known due to Hu,
Iyer, and Shashkov [70] that the density of of n for which 7(n) = 0 is at most
1.15 x 1072, In yet another direction, Calegari and Sardani [31] have shown that at
most finitely many non-CM newforms with fixed tame p level N have vanishing pth
Fourier coefficient.

We consider a generalization of this question, asking for all solutions to the equa-
tion 7(n) = « for any odd a.. Murty, Murty and Shorey [84] proved that 7(n) = « for
at most finitely many values of «; however, their method involves enormous bounds
coming from Baker’s theory of linear forms in logarithms, and so in practice it is not
very useful for explicitly solving the equation. In fact, this approach has only been
used to show that the only solution to 7(n) = £1 is 7(1) = 1. For a = £/, where ¢
is almost any odd prime, it is widely believed that there are no solutions. However,

there are counterexamples, such as Lehmer’s prime value example [76]

7(2512) = 80561663527802406257321747. (1.5.1)
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Lygeros and Rozier [79] have subsequently discovered further prime values.

We study the same problem with a different method that not only proves that
7(n) = « has finitely many solutions, but also theoretically locates where those solu-
tions are allowed to occur. This method works not only for Ramanujan’s tau-function,
but also for any Atkin-Lehner newform [8] with “trivial mod 2 Galois representation.”
We will not directly use Galois representations, but the idea of having a trivial mod

2 Galois representation is exemplified by the congruence

Az) =q ﬁ 1-¢")*=¢q ﬁ (1-¢") = i ¢®+” (mod 2),

n=1 n=1 n=1
proven using the Jacobi triple product identity. This shows that the odd values of
7(n) are supported on odd squares, which is what the reader should have in mind
when thinking of “trivial mod 2 Galois representations.” In this thesis, we prove a
variety of theorems which are aimed at resolving equations of the form 7(n) = « for
a € 7 odd, as well as generalizations of this question to other newforms, of which
A(z) is the first example.

As the full results of this work are quite technical and have a large number of
distinct cases, we outline here the results we obtain for just the function 7(n), but
the proofs of Chapter [ will be framed in terms of the fully general case.

Let ¢ be an odd prime and m > 1. We wish to resolve equations of the form
T(n) = £0™ for m > 1. Our first major result, which proves that this equation has
only finitely many solutions, comes in two steps. The first uses the theory of Lucas

sequences to force such solutions to occur for n = p?=! for p an odd prime and only
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finitely many possible values of d. The second stage uses the recurrence relations for

4=1) = £/™ to construct an integer point on

Lucas sequences to use any solution 7(p
an algebraic curve of large genus. Such curves only have finitely many integer points

by Siegel’s theorem, which will complete the proof of finiteness. Our first result for

7(n) may be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.22. Let £ € 7" be an odd prime, and let n > 1 be such that |1T(n)| = ™
for an integer m > 1. Then n = p®=' for some odd prime p and positive integer d

satisfying d|¢ ((* — 1). Furthermore, there are at most finitely many solutions (n, m)

such that |T(n)| = ™.

A more general phenomenon is that 7(n) accumulates prime divisors as n accu-
mulates not merely distinct prime divisors because of its multiplicativity, but also
generally will accumulate more prime divisors as n accumulates more of some fixed
prime divisor. This result is framed in terms of the classical functions Q(n) and w(n),
which count the prime divisors of n with and without multiplicity, respectively. Our

second major result (which does not rely on any algebraic geometry) is as follows.
Theorem 1.23. Let n > 1 be an integer. Then we have
Q(r(n)) = Y (o0 (ordy(n) +1) = 1) > w(n),
pln
where ao(n) counts the number of positive divisors of n.

Proceeding in another direction, we know from previous discussion that a solution

to 7(n) = 0™ can be used to produce an integral point on one of finitely many
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explicitly determined algebraic curves. Using this procedure, we can find all integral
points on these curves and then determine by reversing this process whether that
point induces a solution 7(n) = +¢™. Using various techniques in effective algebraic

geometry, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.24. We have for all n > 1 that

7(n) & {£3, 45, 7, £13, 17, —19, +23, £37, £691}.

Remark 1.25. We add the following comments to this theorem.

1. If we assume the generalized Riemann hypothesis, additional values can be ruled

out.

2. The case £691 requires additional input from the special congruence satisfied by

7(n) modulo 691.

The last major result cannot be phrased in terms of 7(n) alone, because it requires
that we allow the weight of the newform to vary. Previous results, when framed in
their fully general context, show that for a given newform f of weight k with integer
Fourier coefficients as(n), there are only finitely many solutions to equations of the
form af(n) = 0™ for odd primes ¢ and m > 1. This last theorem moves the weight

k instead of the coefficient n.

Theorem 1.26. Let ¢ be an odd prime and m > 1 an integer. Then there exists an

effectively computable constants M~ (€, m) = Oy(m) such that =™ is not a coefficient



43

of any such newform f of weight 2k > M=*(¢,m) with integer coefficients, trivial mod

2 Galois representation, and even level coprime to £.

Many results have followed this work, particularly discussing generalizations of
the first three results. For examples, see [2] 3, (13} [I7, 49, 68, [74]. Most notably, in
[17] it is shown that 7(n) # +£™ for any odd primes 3 < ¢ < 100 and any positive
integer m.

These results are proved using the theory of newforms, the theory of Lucas se-
quences, and effective algebraic geometry. In particular, the theory of newforms gives
a connection between 7(n) and Lucas sequences, where a theorem of Bilu, Hanrot,
and Voutier [20] on primitive prime divisors gives a method of determining the exact
locations where solutions 7(p™) = ™ are allowed to occur. Once these locations are
determined, the recurrence relations for Lucas sequences are used to show that any
solution 7(n) = ¢™ corresponds to some point on a finite family of algebraic curves of

large genus. We then compute all points on these curves using a variety of methods.
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Chapter 2

Background

2.1 Partitions: Combinatorial Aspects

2.1.1 Single-variable generating functions

As mentioned in Chapter [Il the first fundamental contribution to the theory of par-
titions is undoubtedly due to Euler, who introduced the tool of generating functions
(as defined by Abraham de Moivre) to the theory. Given a sequence {ay},>0, the

generating function associated to that sequence is the formal power series
A(z) == Z a,x".
n>0

In partition theory, it is customary to use ¢ as the formal variable, although many

older works use x. We also make regular use of the ¢-Pochhammer symbol, as defined

in (LI, by

(a:9) = [ (1 —ag™) .

n=0

We will generally use ¢ for this variable. To see how the method works, we consider

the most important theorem of this type coming from Euler’s method. We note here
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that, as usual in partition theory, we let p(0) = 1 (i.e. the empty set denotes the only

partition of 0).

Theorem 2.1. Let p(n) be the partition function. Then we have as formal power

series the identity

=(¢:9)

=> pln)g ZIOj

n>0 (1—4q")

Furthermore, the function P(q) is analytic for values q¢ € C such that |q| < 1.

Proof. The main tool is the well-known geometric series identity

1=q" k>0

If this identity is taken as one of formal power series it is simply true; if we interpret
each side as functions of a complex variable, we have to assume |q| < 1. Now, we

may expand

o0 o0 o0
k” — k1+2ko+3k3+--
prng q .
I
n=1 n=1 k=0 k1 ko, >0

The k; should be understood as corresponding to the &k in the middle expression, and
the constants 1,2, 3, ... correspond to the range of values of n. Now, given a partition
A € P, we may write |A| = my(A) + 2mo(A) + 3mg(A) + ..., where m;(\) denotes
the number of times 7 is repeated in A. Since the family of values {m;(\)} uniquely

determines the underlying partition, we have

Z qk1+2kz+3k3+"' = Z q‘)‘| = Zp(n)q

k1,ka,--->0 AeP n>0

This completes the proof. O
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Once this technique is understood, the proofs can be made much shorter. Really,

the essence of the proof is that

H - _1qn _ H (1+q"+q"+"+q"+"+"+---) _ Zp(n)qn’
n=1 n=1

n>0

where the first equality is by geometric series and the second comes from interpreting
the term selected from each geometric series denote a multiplicity of a part. Euler
used this kind of thinking to great effect, and ever since his time this method has
been indispensable in partition theory, as we will see throughout the remainder of the
chapter and the thesis.

We will use as a further example of this method a famous theorem of Euler and

a generalization of it which we shall require later.

Definition 2.2. Let k > 2 be an integers. A partition into parts which are repeated
at most k — 1 times is called a k-distinct partitions, and a partition in which no part

is a multiple of k 1s called a k-reqular partition.

The most basic examples of this are the cases k = 2. We call a 2-distinct partition
simply a distinct partition, as it is by definition a partition all of whose parts are
distinct. We call a 2-regular partition an odd partition, as it is a partition into all of
whose parts are odd. One of the foundational theorems of Euler which demonstrates

the power of generating functions is the following:

Theorem 2.3 (Euler, Glaischer). For all n > 0, the number of odd partitions of

n s equal to the number of distinct partitions of n. More generally, the number of
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k-distinct partitions of n equals the number of k-reqular partitions of n.

Proof. Euler’s case, i.e. k = 2, follows from the algebraic identity

g(l—qz”‘l)_g (1—q) 1;[1+q

along with the fact that by thinking with Euler’s methodology for generating functions
the left side counts partitions into odd parts and the right side counts partitions into
distinct parts. The more general case, often referred to as Glaischer’s Theorem, has

a similar style of proof which flows from the equation

1T :ﬁ l—q" ﬁ (T+q"+¢" +-+q%).
n=1

n>1 1- q n=1 1 - q
kjfn
This completes the proof. O

During this proof, we obtained the generating function identity

> pe(n)g" = M, (2.1.1)

= GO

where pi(n) denotes the number of k-regular (or k-distinct) partitions of n. Results
such as these are the prime examples of Euler’s methodology, but we shall see later

that the method Euler developed is even more general than this.

2.1.2 Partition statistics and two-variable generating func-
tions

As early as the original works of Euler on partition theory, a central thread in the

theory concerns studying intrinsic combinatorial properties exhibited by partitions.
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The most basic of these is the number of parts. For a partition A = (A, Ag, ..., A)
with each \; > 1, we may define a number-of-parts function () = r. We may view ¢
as a function ¢ : P — Z. The theory of partition statistics may be roughly defined as
the study of functions on the set P into some natural space, like Z, that track some
combinatorial feature of interest. Some famous examples of partition statistics that
may be expressed as maps P — Z include size, number of parts, the rank [53], and
the crank [6].

Many partition statistics, or more broadly maps between sets of partitions, are
most naturally expressed in terms of a sort of geometric method of representing
partitions. The standard way of thinking geometrically about a partition is the Ferrers
diagram, in which a partition A\ = (Aq, Ag,..., ) is represented as a left-aligned
collection of boxes in which the ith row as \; boxes. These diagrams were seen
in Section [I.3l We may also view the hook numbers of Section as a variation
on partition statistics, more specifically as a function that takes a partition A to a
multiset of size |A|, or alternatively to an element of Z".

One of the central types of results which enter into the theory of partition statistics
are so-called two-variable generating functions; these typically track the size of a
partition in one variable and the partition statistic in a second variable. We shall go
back to Euler’s very first paper in partition theory to see how this works in the case
of parts of a partition. As mentioned in Chapter [Il this paper of Euler was dedicated

to resolving several counting questions of Naudé [55]. We shall consider one of these
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to demonstrate a more general formulation of the methodology of Section 2.T.1l One

of Naudé’s questions is the following:
Question. How many partitions of 50 are there into seven distinct parts?

To frame this algebraically, let d(m,n) denote the number of ways to partition
n into m distinct parts. Naudé’s question is to evaluate d(7,50). The answer, as
proven by Euler, is d(7,50) = 522, which is too large to be reasonably calculated by
enumerating all 522 examples. Euler’s method relied on generating functions, but not
precisely the type discussed in Section 2.1.1l Euler instead constructs a two-variable

generating function

which simultaneously keeps track of both the size of partitions and the number of
parts in the partitions. The basic idea here is that the exponent of z should keep
track of individual parts while ignoring their size, while the exponent of ¢ should play
a role just like in Section 2.T.Jl Using the modern g-Pochhammer symbol, Euler’s

observation was that

Z d(m,n)z"q (2¢;9) ﬁ (14 z¢™)

Euler did not expand this infinite product by hand in order to calculate d(7,50).

Instead, he leveraged algebra. Using the immediate observation

o

Zd(m,n)zmq":(1+zq)H(l+zq (1+ zq) H (1+(zq)q
n=1

m,n>0 n=2
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Euler derived a functional equation from this generating function that leads to the
recurrence relation d(m,n) = d(m,n —m) + d(m — 1,n —m). This gave him a much
quicker method for calculating values of the functions d(m,n), and it isn’t too difficult

even by hand to show that d(7,50) = 522 using this method.

Remark 2.4. [t should be noted that partition recurrences played a central role in
partition theory, and in particular for computing large values of partition functions.
In fact, one of the fastest ways to compute a table of values for p(n) is to use Euler’s

pentagonal number theorem

n(3n+1) n(3n—1)
+q 2 )

(€)= 1+ Y _(-1)" (q 2

to prove the recurrence relation

pn) = 3 (—1)*p @—@)

kezZ\{0}

This remains to this day a very efficient method for computing tables of values of

p(n).

We now move to a more general setting, whereby we wish to combine the area of
partition statistics with the area of generating functions. To this aim, let s : P — Z
be a partition statistic, and let ps(m,n) be the number of partitions A of n such that
s(\) = m. It is generally desirable to compute generating functions of the form

Z zs()\)q\)\| _ Zps(m’ n)zmq”

AeP n>0
meEZL
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One could also replace the family P with some other family of partitions, say the
collection of partitions into distinct parts.

There are many problems about partition statistics that may be addressed in a
natural way from the framework of two-variable generating functions. One of the
most immediate would be to calculated the limiting behavior of the average of the
partition statistic s, or equivalently to study asymptotics for s(n) :== >, . s(A). The
framework of two-variable generating functions makes this fairly straightforward. If

we let S(q) = »_,-,5(n)g", then it is immediate from calculus that

0 0
o s(A) LA m.n
S(q) = % ) E g =5 ) E ps(m,n)z"q".
z2=1 \e¢p z=1 nZOZ
me

This can be used, for instance, to count the number of parts that appear amongst all

partitions of n, as the following proposition demonstrates.

Proposition 2.5. For A\ € P, let {(\) denote the number of parts of X\, p(m,n) the
number of partitions of n into exactly m parts, and L(n) =, ¢(\). Then we have

the generating function identities

> plm,n)z"q" = (2¢;q))

m,n>0
and
n o__ o1 qm
n>0 m>1 q

Proof. The proof of the first generating function follows along the same lines as Eu-

ler’s solution to Naudé’s problem. The second follows by taking derivatives. From
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definitions it is clear that L(n) = }_, -, mp(m,n), so we have

oo

; 9z z=1 7];[1 (1 - an) mz>:1 (1 — qm)2 n];l (1 — q")
(L qm"
= (9% Y T
m>1
This completes the proof. 0

We will see generating functions much like this one in Chapter Bl with some
modifications. The proofs there will be more in the classical spirit of Euler, with no
derivatives present, but the same proofs can be done with derivatives.

Another natural question which we can study using two-variable generating func-
tion is the question of the distribution of s(\) among residue classes. More precisely,

let us define

ps(a,b;n) = #{AEFn:s(A\)=a (mod b)}.

It is clear that

ps(0,0;n) + ps(1,0;n) + -+ - + ps(b—1,b;n) = p(n), (2.1.2)

and it is therefore natural to consider the distribution of values of p,(a, b;n) asn — oo
as a varies. Two natural questions arise in this context. One, are there arithmetic

progressions ¢n + r for which

ps(0,b;:0n 4+ 1) =ps(1,b;ln+71) =+ =ps(b—1,b;fn +r) (2.1.3)
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for all n? If so, then by (2.1.2) this induces a congruence
p(fn+r)=0 (mod b).

There is a way to establish this kind of congruence using the two-variable generat-
ing function for ps(m,n). This idea is used for example in Garvan’s famous paper on
vector cranks [56, Lemma 2.2], which established simultaneously all three of Ramanu-
jan’s congruences for p(n) and led to the Andrews-Garvan crank [6]. These papers
have given birth to an entire field of crank statistics that give combinatorial witness
to partition-theoretic congruences for a variety of congruence functions. One such
paper by Bringmann, Gomez, Rolen and Tripp [24], which explores cranks for colored
partition functions via the theory of theta blocks, lays out this principle in a very
general form. In particular, Lemma 2.1 of [24] implies that equalities like (Z1.3]) are
equivalent to the divisibility of the Laurent polynomial )  _, ps(m,n)z™ by cyclo-
tomic polynomials. Equivalently, this is equivalent to such polynomials vanishing at
z2=(:= " for suitable choices of n. This principle stands at the heart of much of
the modern developments on crank functions, and thus on partition congruences.
The principle that lies behind this application is, however, actually much more
broad than this. The principle extends far beyond partition theory to other areas of
number theory. In fact, the principle at play here is really an orthogonality relation.

In the setting of roots of unity, the orthogonality relation says that if ¢, := e for
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b > 2, then

T
L

1 m=0 (modb),
Gm = (2.1.4)

S =
B
Il
(@)

0 otherwise.
One of the major takeaways from the proof of famous results like Dirichlet’s theorem
on primes in arithmetic progressions is that orthogonality relations for bth roots of
unity (or Dirichlet characters modulo b) are the correct device for creating indicator
functions for residue classes modulo b. In a partition-theoretic context, what this
means is that the generating functions for p,(a, b;n) are obtainable via orthogonality

from the two-variable generating function for ps(m,n).

Proposition 2.6. Let S(z,q) := Y. 2*WVgN and let ¢, := e for any integer b > 2.
AEP

Then we have for 0 < a < b that

o

-1

¢ 56 a)-

0

S| =

> psla.bin)g" =

n>0

B
Il

Proof. From ([6.2]), it may be easily deduced that

b—1 1 m=a (modbd),

0 otherwise.

On this basis, we have

o

-1

b—1
—a 1 S —a n
G S(Gra) =3 > ™ GV =S " pula,bn)g,
k=0

0 AeP n>0

S

e
Il

which completes the proof. O

This proposition plays a central role in Chapters [Bl and
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2.2 Modular Forms

Modular forms are holomorphic (or sometimes meromorphic) functions that satisfy
certain nice transformation laws when acted on by the modular group SLy(Z) or one
of its subgroups. Modular forms are very important objects in many areas of mathe-
matical study. Historically, modular transformation laws played central roles in Rie-
mann’s functional equation for the zeta function [I01] and in the Hardy-Ramanujan-
Rademacher circle method [69, 95]. In more modern times, modular forms are crucial
in the famous proof of Fermat’s last theorem and play a central role in the work on
sphere packings [37, [I10] which earned a Fields medal in 2022 for Maryna Viazovska.
The subject of this section is to give suitable definitions for modular forms and to

give some important examples and properties exhibited by spaces of modular forms.

2.2.1 SLy(Z) and congruence subgroups

The modular group SLy(Z) is the group of all two by two integer matrices whose
determinant is 1. The modular group acts in a natural way on the upper half plane
H, but this action is best studied at first from a geometric perspective. In particular,

this action is inherited from the larger group SLy(R) by Mébius transformations; that

az+b

v B This action is

is, a matrix v = (2%) € SLy(R) acts on points z € H by vz =
isometric with respect to the hyperbolic metric ds® = y~2 (dz? + dy?).
The action of SLy(Z) on H by Mobius transformations is discontinuous, i.e. the

orbits have no limit points. Thus, we can define a quotient space F := H/SLy(Z),
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which we call the fundamental domain of this action, which is a surface containing
exactly one representative from each orbit. In fact, this surface is a Riemann surface
that has genus zero when compactified, and the points on this surface parameterize
complex elliptic curves via the modular j-function.

The first examples of modular forms will be functions which have nice transfor-
mation laws when acted on by elements of SLy(Z). However, in many contexts we
are required to restrict ourselves to certain subgroups of SLo(Z) called congruence
subgroups. A congruence subgroup of level N is a subgroup I' < SLy(Z) that contains
the subgroup

a b a b 10

['(N) := € SLy(Z) : = (mod N)
c d c d 01

The subgroups I'(NV) are called the principal congruence subgroups. These are the
kernels of the reduction maps SLy(Z) — SLy(Z/NZ), and are thus normal subgroups

of finite index in SLy(Z). The two examples with which we will be most concerned

are
a b a b * ok
[o(N) = € SLy(Z) : = (mod N)
c d c d 0 =%
and
a b a b 1 x
I['y(N) = € SLy(Z) - = (mod N) »,
c d c d 0 1

where in each case the * signifies that any residue class is allowed. Since these each

contain I'(N), they also have finite index in SLy(Z) and their indexes can be computed



o7

without too much difficulty. As with the modular group, each congruence subgroup
I' acts on H by Mobius transformations and induces a quotient space which is a
Riemann surface. These surfaces are compactified by adding the “cusps”. One way
of writing this is that the compactification of the Riemann surface H/I" is the space
(HUQU {ioco}) /T, where the action of v = (¢5) on ioco is taken to be 2. Because
these groups have finite index, the number of equivalence classes of cusps (which by

abuse of notation we refer to as cusps) is finite.

2.2.2 Definition and examples

We may now define a modular form. Throughout this section, we let N > 1 be an
integer, k any integer, and x a Dirichlet character modulo N. The most basic case
of modular forms, which we consider first, arise from the case N =1 and y = 1. To
define a modular form, we define an operator called the weight k slash action, which
is a group action of SLy(R) on functions f : H — C and is defined for v = (¢ %) by

k
2

(fli) (2) = (det7)? (cz +d) ™" f(72).

Definition 2.7. A holomorphic function f : H — C s called a modular form of

weight k on SLo(Z) if

1. f is invariant under the action of |i; that is, if (f|xy) = f for all v € SLy(Z).

2. f has a Fourier expansion near infinity of the form

flg) =) and"
n=0



o8

in the variable ¢ = e®™=.

This definition may be immediately generalized or refined in a variety of ways.
One such family are the weakly holomorphic modular forms, which satisfy (1) and
have finite principal parts in their Fourier expansions; i.e. f may be meromorphic at
the cusps of H. A similar refinement are the cusp forms, which satisfy (1) but have
ag = 0. Many modular forms, particular in the theory of Borcherds products, may
be meromorphic functions on H. There is a theory of half-integral weight modular
forms as well, which include functions like 7n(7), which requires an altered version of
(1).

Another kind of generalization involves generalizing to congruence subgroups and
allowing a twist by Dirichlet characters. Here, we say that a holomorphic function f
on H is a modular form on a congruence subgroup I' of weight k and Nebentypus x if

it has a transformation law

f(y2) = x(d) (cz + d)* f(2)

for any v = (2%) and that have Fourier expansions near every cusp of I" analogous
to those for modular forms on SLy(Z), but in a different uniformizing variable g that
takes on the value 0 at the cusp. We denote the space holomorphic modular forms
on I' of weight k£ and Nebentypus x by My (L', x). If there is no Nebentypus, we write
My (T"), and if we wish instead to consider a space of cusp forms we write S (I, x) or

Sk(I"), respectively.
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To give some understanding of the theory, it is useful to give examples. Some
we have already seen in Chapter [ include Dedekind’s eta function 7(7), which is
a modular form of weight 1 and “multiplier system” on SLy(Z) (multiplier system
is a generalization of Nebentypus which we will not need). For the sake of brevity,

we shall now focus on summarizing the theory of integer weight modular forms on

SLy(Z).

2.2.3 Modular forms of integer weight on SL,(Z)

This section gives an overview of the classification of modular forms on all of SLy(Z)
with integer weight. The fundamental examples in this scenario are the Fisenstein

series of weight k, defined for k > 4 by

1 1
B 3w, 2 Tardr

¢,deZ\{(0,0)}

Note that this sum vanishes identically if k is odd and does not converge absolutely
unless k£ > 2; we therefore restrict ourselves to even integers k > 4. Because of the
properties of the weight k slash action, to prove that FEj is modular of weight k& we
need only prove this for a set of generators for SLy(Z), which is furnished by the
matrices T = (1) and S = (9 '). To say Ej is invariant under the action of |, 7" is
to say that Ex(z + 1) = Ex(2), i.e. that Ex(z) is periodic, and invariance under |5
means that By (—1) = z*Ey(z). The later is proven

+(2)-Tty - Tate

c,d (_Z + d)k c,d
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since the change cz + d — dz — ¢ merely permuted the order of summands in an
absolutely convergent series. Periodicity also follows by showing z +— z + 1 merely
reorders summands.

The Fourier series is calculated as follows. By using the logarithmic derivative
of the product expansion of sin(7z) and identities for sine and cosine in terms of

complex exponentials, we have

, 271 1
7TZ—|—627”.27_1 7TCOt 7TZ —_+Z<Z—|—’)’L Z—’)’l,)

Now, if we interpret the ratio on the right hand side in terms of geometric series and

differentiate £ times with respect to z we obtain

Z 1 _ 27”’ Z k—1 27r2nz
k

‘= (z+n)
Replacing z with mz and ¢ = €?™* and summing over m while ignoring the pair
(m,n) = (0,0),
1 27rz k=1 mn
2 - Z > il = =
n€>Z1 (mz + n ' m=1 neZ n>1

where oy (n) := Y d* is the standard divisor sum function. When the sums for n € Z,
din

m < —1 and m = 0,n # 0 are accounted for, we obtain

2(R)Eule) = 200 + 25700 3 ool = 204 (1 LS ak-1<n>q"> ,

and thus
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After defining these examples of modular forms, one would like to compute the
spaces My := My (SLy(Z)) and Sy := Sk (SL2(Z)). The key principle which aids in
this process is the so-called valence formula, which is a zero-counting principle for
modular forms. The idea that for a modular form f(z) of weight k, one may study

its zeros and poles via the argument principle. Let

F:{ZGH:—%SRe(z)S 2l =213 U ({ice} UQ) / ~

|~

be the fundamental domain of f(z) with the cusp at ‘0o adjoined. The quotient is
calculated by identifying points which are in the same SLy(Z)-orbit, which for example
identifies the lines Re(z) = ﬂ:% and all the cusps {ico} U Q. In its natural topology
this space is compact, and so by analysis f(z) has only finitely many zeros and poles
in this region. By leveraging the modular transformation laws in various ways and
using standard contour integration techniques, one may show that any modular form

f(z) of weight k which is holomorphic on F satisfies the relation

vi(f) | ve(f) _k
Vioo(f) + =5+ 5 +Z;pvx(f)—§,

where p = 5", v, (f) denotes the order of vanishing of f at z, and the sum takes
places over point in F not equivalent to i or p modulo the action of SLy(Z). This
formula can be leveraged to calculate the dimensions of spaces of modular forms. We
see how this plays out in the following theorem, which completely classifies the spaces

My, and Sy, for integral values of k. For this theorem, we need the Delta function A(z),
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which is defined by

E2_E3
Alz) = §m84

Theorem 2.8. Let k € Z. Then the following are true:
(1) If k <0 or k is odd, then M; = Sy = 0.
(2) My=C, Sy ={0} and My = Sy = {0}.
(8) If k =4,6,8,10, then M; = CEj.
(4) If k > 4 is even, multiplication by A induces an isomorphism My_15 — Sy.

Proof. Suppose f € My, for some k € Z. Then by the valence formula, there must be

a solution to the system

b ¢ k
4 - d. = —
a+2+3+;;k L

where a = v (f),b = v;(f),c = v,(f), and d,, = v,(f). It is straightforward to derive
(1) from the fact that a,b, c,d, > 0 must be integers.

We proceed with some observations about Eisenstein series. Since E, € My, the
only possible solution to this system is a = b = d, = 0 and ¢ = 1, and therefore
E,(p) = 0 is the only zero of E; modulo the group action. Similarly, Fg(i) = 0 is the
only zero of Eg modulo the group action. From definitions we also have A(7), A(p) #
0, and so A(ico) = 0 follows from A € Sis.

Now, if f € Mj,_1s, then it is clear that fA € M, and in fact by checking Fourier

expansions that fA € Si. Furthermore, if f,g € Mj_15 such that fA = gA, then
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noting the fact just proven that A # 0 on F\{ioco} readily implies f = g, so we
obtain an injective map My_15 — Sg. Similarly, given f € S; we may show that
f/A € My_15 using the same non-vanishing assumption, so we have an isomorphism.

It remains only to compute the dimensions of the spaces My, Mg, Mg, and M.
It is clear from computing Fourier expansions that M, = S, @ CE}, and the valence
formula implies that A is the lowest weight cusp form, so Sy = Sg = Sg = S19 = 0,

and so each of My, Mg, Mg, Mg is one-dimensional, which completes the proof. [

We observe that from this theorem, one may quickly derive that the isomorphism
of graded algebras

P M, = C[E,, Ey).

kEZ

by comparing dimensions.

2.2.4 Hecke operators, eigenforms and Atkin-Lehner new-

forms

We have shown in the previous section that My and Sy are finite-dimensional complex
vector spaces. More generally, the Riemann-Roch theorem has been used to compute
the dimensions of the spaces My (I'o(N), x) and Sk(Io(N), x) for integers N > 1 and
Dirichlet characters y modulo N [36]. After learning how to compute the dimension of
spaces of modular forms, one of the next natural directions to seek out is a canonical

basis of some kind that has nice properties. By fairly straightforward arguments, the
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spaces My (To(N), x) decomposes as

Mi(To(N), x) = Sp(Lo(N), x) ® E(Lo(N), x),

where E(I'g(N), x) is the so-called space of Eisenstein series. As it turns out, the full
space of Eisenstein series is relatively easy to explicate in terms of the cusps of the
Riemann surface H/T'o(/N), and so the problem of computing a basis there is not as
interesting for our purposes. We are concerned now with the problem of computing
an interesting basis for Sg(I'o(N), x).

Before discussing generalities, we will discuss some of the history which motivated
the discovery of the theory of newforms. The first nontrivial space of cusp forms with
level one is the space S12(I'g(1)), which is generated by

H L—q")*" =) 7(n)g",

n—1 n>1
we call the coefficients 7(n) Ramanugjan’s T-function. In [96], Ramanujan endeavors
to understand the basic properties of this function. In particular, he conjectures that
7(n) is a multiplicative function of n, so that 7(mn) = 7(m)7(n) for m,n coprime,

and that for any prime p and m > 1 we have a recurrence relation

=7(p)T(p") = p"T (" ).

These conjectures were proven by Mordell [83], but Hecke later demonstrated that
Ramanujan’s observation runs much deeper. What Hecke discovered is that A(z) is

merely the first example of an entire theory of eigenforms. Hecke’s major discovery
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was the family of Hecke operators T'(n). To define these, we fix for the rest of the

section a space Mi(I'o(N),x). The nth Hecke operator T'(n) on this space acts on

f(z) = anl a(n)q™ € Mi(I'o(N), x) by

T(n)f(z) = Y bln)a", bm) = > x(dda(Z7).

n>1 d| ged(n,N)

These operators are constructed by summing over cosets of the action of determinant
n matrices on I'g(/N). Hecke showed that these operators have many nice properties.
For instance, we have T'(mn) = T'(m)T'(n) = T'(n)T(m) for all m,n coprime, and for

primes p and m > 1 we have a recurrence relation
TE™) =TE)TE™) - TE™).

These operators are also Hermitian with respect to the Petersson inner product,
which we will not need here. As it natural in linear algebra, we consider eigenvectors
of the Hecke operators. In particular, say f € My(T'o(N),x) is an eigenform if
it is an eigenvector of every Hecke operator. If we choose a normalized eigenform
f(z2) = X s1a5(n)q" € Sp(T'o(N), x), then we can show using the formulas above
that as(n) is the eigenvalue of f when hit by the operator T'(n). In this setting,
because of the relations satisfied by the Hecke operators, any eigenform automatically
has multiplicative coefficients and the values af(p™) satisfy recurrence relations.
Hecke’s theory is able to demonstrate on its own that M) always has a basis of
eigenforms. Issues arise in more general cases, because only those Hecke operators

T'(n) with ged(n, N) = 1 behave nicely at first glance; the kinds of arguments used



66

by Hecke are able to demonstrate only that M (I'g(N), x) has a basis of functions
that are eigenvalues of all Hecke operators T'(n) of this special type.

To resolve this deficiency, Atkin and Lehner developed the theory of newforms
in [§] (see also [35]). They first develop a theory of Hecke operators for the spaces
Sp(T'o(N), x), and show that a basis can be found for all these spaces consisting of
eigenforms of all the Hecke operators. Within this framework, they isolate within
Sk(Fo(N), x) into two spaces, one of which is generated by eigenforms that arise
from spaces Si(I'o(IN/d), x), which they call the space of oldforms, and the space
of mewforms which is orthogonal to it with respect to the Petersson inner product,
and that the spaces generated by the newforms and oldforms give Si(I'o(N), x) are
a direct sum. Finally, the space of oldforms may be generated by elements which are
newforms with respect to other levels.

The theory of newforms is rich and, as newforms form a basis of all cusp forms, is
a central tool for studying the vector spaces Si(I'o(IV), x). We will only require the
theory of newforms in Chapter 8, we will defer the statement of relevant results until

that time (see Theorem B.9]).
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2.3 Partitions: Analytic Aspects

2.3.1 The circle method

In the introduction, we have mentioned results of Hardy, Ramanujan, and Rademacher
about the size of p(n). The monumental breakthrough of Hardy and Ramanujan in

[69] was, to repeat (L2.1]), that

(n) ~ ——eVE
P 43

as n — 0o. We now wish to give a rough outline of the style of thought which leads
to this result.

We now give a rough outline of the ideas of Hardy, Ramanujan, and Rademacher;
for a more detailed account, see Apostol’s excellent account in [7].

The starting point of the argument is Euler’s generating function

Plg) =Y pm) =[] ﬁ

We now view P(q) as a complex analytic function in the variable q. The representation
of P(q) as an infinite product converges absolutely for |¢| < 1. One can also see that
at each root of unity ¢, an infinite number of terms in this infinite product have a pole
at (; thus P(q) has essential singularities at each root of unity. Standard complex
analysis therefore shows that the region |g| < 1 is the largest on which P(gq) may be

considered.



68

By Cauchy’s theorem, we may represent p(n) by the contour integral

_ 1 [ P(q)
p(n)—Q—m/candq,

where C' is any circle, oriented counterclockwise, centered at ¢ = 0 and having radius

0 <r < 1. This is a “formula” for p(n), but is not of any use until one has some kind
of idea how to evaluate it.

The insight of Hardy and Ramanujan, very briefly summarized, is that the size
of P(q) on C can be deduced from the essential singularities at each q = (' := e
by means of modular transformation laws. More specifically, we break up the circle
C into arcs Cj, ), centered at ¢}, where % runs through the set of rational numbers

0< % < 1 in reduced form with denominator bounded by some integer N > 1. We

then rewrite the “Cauchy formula” for p(n) as a finite sum,

p(n) = Z / o qn+1

0<h<k<N
ged(h,k)=

The idea at this stage is to understand the size of P(q) as ¢ — ¢}. This is achieved
via the modular transformation law of Dedekind’s eta function (LT.2)), from which it

may be deduced that if z = (! exp( 2,:;) and 2’ = (' exp (—27”), where hH = —1

(mod k), then we have the identity

_ mis(hk) [* T 7z /
Pa)=e \/;eXp<12z 12k:2> P).

Here s(h, k) is defined as in (L3.2). Now, in order to obtain an asymptotic result, we

allow the radius r of the circle C' to vary with n; more specifically, as n — oo we let
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r — 1; this way the arcs Cj,;, are approaching the essential singularity at ¢ = (' It
is fairly straightforward to see that as r — 1, we must have z — 0 and so P(2') — 1

very rapidly. Thus, as ¢ — ¢} we have

2mih 2wz i z T TZ
r <eXp ( ko F)) T [ e (@ - 12k2> =t Pui(2).

The idea is now that as n — oo, P, x(2) is a very good approximation of P(q) as

q — ¢l and so (by tracking details very carefully) we must have a formula like

2minh Zz(h7k) 2mnz
p(n) =~ —e k& / Py p(z)e ¥ dz,
z1(h,k)

where 21 (h, k) and z2(h, k) should be viewed as the endpoints of the arcs Cj,j under
suitable changes of variables.

Hardy and Ramanujan are able to obtain from the above considerations an asymp-
totic series for p(n) by letting n — oo in a suitable manner and keeping track of error
terms. Rademacher is able to use a much stronger approximation of error terms to
force the resulting asymptotic series to actually converge; thus obtaining (L3.1]). The
theme which should be kept in mind, which lies at the heart of the circle method in
any formulation, is that it is the growth rate of P(q) nearby its singularities at roots
of unity (as determined in this case by a modular transformation law) that allow the

estimation of p(n).
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2.3.2 Wright’s variation

Before we proceed, we should mention the idea behind a variation on this line of
thinking, which is due to Wright [I13]. This variation has the downside that it is
incapable of producing exact formulas, but the upside that modular transformation
laws are not required.

The heart of any version of the circle method is necessarily reliant upon asymptotic
information of generating functions as |¢| — 1. In the circle method as executed
by Hardy-Ramanujan or Wright, each root of unity ¢/ produces one term in an
asymptotic series expansion for the coefficients of the generating function (in one
case this asymptotic series diverges, in the other it converges). The idea behind
Wright’s method is that in very general settings, the singularity associated to one
particular root of unity will exhibit a growth rate which rapidly outstrips all other
roots of unity. For the generating function P(q), and in fact for most generating
functions in partition theory, this is the case of ¢ — 1. Intuitively, this is because
g = 1 occurs as a pole more often in the product expansion of P(g) than any other
pole. In scenarios like these, Wright is able to deduce that if we prove which pole is
the “dominant pole” and if we are able to compute an asymptotic expansion of P(q)
nearby this dominant pole, then that would suffice to recover the Hardy-Ramanujan
asymptotic formula for p(n).

We state here one formulation of Wright’s circle method, which will be restated

and proved in Chapter[6l The reader should take time to consider how the hypotheses
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of this result are really statements about a “dominant pole” nearby ¢ = 1.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that F(q) is analytic for ¢ = e=* where z = x+iy € C satisfies

o0

x>0 and ly| < 7, and suppose that F(q) has an expansion F'(q) = > ", c(n)q" near

1. Let ¢, N, M > 0 be fixed constants. Consider the following hypotheses:

(1) As z — 0 in the bounded cone |y| < Mz (major arc), we have

<]VZ_:1 ;27 + O (|Z\N)> ,

i=0

LIRS

F(e™) = 2Pe
where a, € C, A€ R", and B € R.
(2) As z — 0 in the bounded cone Mz < |y| < m (minor arc), we have
|F(e™)| <s e (A=)

for some k € RT,

If (1) and (2) hold, then as n — oo we have for any N € R

N-1
C(n) = ni(_2B_3)62m (Z prn_% + O (n_%>> 9

r=0

N j+B+1 ]
i (=33 VA P PG+ B+ +r)
QiCir_i and C; . = - .
= 7 2/7 rll(j+B+3—r)

where p, ==
For details of how this approach works, one may consult Wright’s work [113] or

a modern formulation in [87]. One can also see the inner workings of the proof in

Chapters [3], [, or [fl where we implement various versions of this method.
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Chapter 3

Biases for Parts of Partitions

3.1 Bernoulli and Euler Polynomials

In this section, we recall the famous Bernoulli polynomials B, (z) and Euler polynomi-
als E,(x) and several of their properties we will need later. The generating functions

for these polynomials are given in [88, (24.2.3)] by

" tett
Zf_f;n(:c)a = (3.1.1)

n>0

and

" 2¢"
D Ea(2)— = .

t
=0 et+1

The Bernoulli numbers B,, are defined by B,, := B,(0). We require a classical bound
of Lehmer [75] regarding the size of Bernoulli polynomials on 0 < z < 1 (and thus

also a bound for Bernoulli numbers) which says for n > 2 that

(3.1.2)
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where ((s) := »_, -, n~*is the Riemann zeta function. We recall the fact that By, 1 =

0 for n > 0 (see [88, (24.2.2)]). We also require the identity

2

Bu(2) = — [Bn+1(a:) _ontip L (%)] , (3.1.3)

which is [88] (24.4.22)].

3.2 (Generating functions

This section is dedicated to defining the generating function for D, ;(n) and an im-
portant factorization of this generating function. Define
Dr,t(Q) = Z Dr,t(n)qn'
n>0
We also use the standard g-Pochhammer symbol (a; q)s, which is defined by
(a: @)oo = ] (1 = ag"™)
n>1
for |g| < 1. Recall that (—¢; q) is the generating function for the number of partitions
of n into distinct parts, as each term (1 + ¢™) appearing in the product dictates
whether a given partition has a part of size m. By a slight modification of this

argument, we obtain D, (q).

Lemma 3.1. We have the generating function identity

kt+r

Do) = (G Q)oY o

kt+r "
k>0 l+4q
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Proof. By modifying Euler’s generating function (—¢; ¢)_ for partitions into distinct

m

q

parts, we see that ; o

(—¢; @) is the generating function for partitions into distinct
parts which include m as a part. Furthermore, since all parts are distinct, this is
also the generating function for D, ;(n). Therefore, summing over m equivalent to r
modulo t yields

kt+r

0" (—¢ @) q
D)= > e (g S
’ m —+r
m(zo | 14¢ = 1+g¢
m=r (mod t

This completes the proof. O

Next we require a brief lemma regarding a natural decomposition of this generating

function, which will be useful for computing asymptotics. Define the functions £(q) :=

kt+r

(=4 @)oc and Lys(q) == D 450 i, so that Dyi(q) = &(g)Lrs(g). Additionally,

define B(z) = z(1e_7;z) and E(z) := lfr;;. This notation is assumed throughout
the remainder of the paper. The importance of the functions B(z) and E(z) comes
from the following series expansions connecting them to D,.;(q), which we record now

for convenience. Throughout the remainder of the paper, we let Log(z) denote the

principal branch of the logarithm.

Lemma 3.2. Let {(q) and L,.(q) be defined as above. Then, for ¢ = e * with

Re(z) > 0, we have

Log (£ (e7%)) = 2 (Z B <(m+ %) Qz) > B((m+ 1)22))

m>0
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and

:;E((k+%)tz)

Proof. Expanding Log (£(q)) as a Taylor series, we have

Log(&(g)) =Y Log(1+¢") =—2) %-

n>1

For g = e~#, it follows from the definition of B(z) that

Log (¢ (e (;3(( )Qz)—mz;OB((m—i—l)Zz)).

This proves the first part of the lemma. The second is an analogous calculation with

E(z) in place of B(z), i.e

—(kt+r)z

Lr,t(e_z)_zl+e (kt+)z ZE« ) )

k>0

This completes the proof. O

We also record the Taylor expansions of B(z) and F(z) for later use. From the fact

—z

that %7 = {== the generating function for the Bernoulli numbers B, is given by
B(z) =% — L+ 3,50 222", and similarly E(2) = 3, ., @2", where e, := 220
22 n>0 (n+2)! ) n>0 1 n - 5 -

We note for later that by (3.13)), we have

1— 2n+1
€n = THBn_i_l. (321)

3.3 Euler—Maclaurin summation

This section recalls a not too widely known but very flexible method for computing

asymptotic expansions of infinite sums coming from classical Euler-Maclaurin sum-



76

mation. This method has seen a large increase in usage over the last several years.
This thesis alone uses the method in Chapters [3], 4, and [6] in various forms. Outside
of this thesis, good references for its usage are [16], 25 26, [72], [73]. This formula is par-
ticularly useful for computing the asymptotic growth of products of ¢-Pochhammer
symbols that don’t have nice modular transformation laws, which to a significant
extent explains its newfound prominence. Zagier [114] gives an excellent exposition
of this method. Since this work, the method has been refined and generalized in a
variety of ways. Because of the existence of many variations that fall under a unified
theme, we provide here a unified treatment which covers many results under one um-
brella. We begin this section by recalling the classical Euler—-Maclaurin summation
formula and we show how this formula is used to produce asymptotic formulas. We
close the section with versions of these asymptotic formulas whose error terms are

computed explicitly.

3.3.1 Asymptotic Euler—-Maclaurin summation

Recall the classical Euler-Maclaurin summation formula, which says that for inte-
grable functions f(z) on the interval [a, b], we have for any integer N > 1 the formula

= [ Haydn =30 T () 7 w)

m=1

r e [Py,



77

where the modified Bernoulli polynomials By (z) are given by By(z) := By (z — |]),
where |z] denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to x.

A natural extension of this question concerns infinite sums of the form Y2 | f(nz)
for complex-valued z. In [114], Zagier gives a wonderful exposition of various methods
by which one might naively try to extract such expansions from asymptotic expansions
of f(z). Here and throughout this thesis we use asymptotic expansion in its strong
sense; that is, we say f(2) ~ 3200 ¢, 2" if f(2) — S0 enz® = O(2N) for all N > 1.
Note that not all asymptotic expansions converge. Zagier shows in [114, Proposition
3] how to correcty derive such expansions. As we wish to provide some additional
details that will help with some later proofs, we defer for now the statement of the
formula.

We now fix notation which will be used freely for the remainder of the thesis. For
d > 0, we define Ds := {2z € C : |arg(z)| < § — 0}. Note that if we set z = n + iy
for n > 0, then z € Ds if and only if 0 < |y| < Mn for some constant M > 0 which
depends on 0. The modified Bernoulli polynomial LA?N(x) is the periodic function
defined by By(z) := By (z — |#]), where |z] is the greatest integer less than or
equal to z. We also use the Hurwitz zeta function ((s,z) == 3 -, W and the

FEuler—Mascheroni constant v. We furthermore set

I = /Ooo F()da

for any function f for which this integral converges. The asymptotic formulas we

'Proposition 3.4l is in fact a modest generalization of what Zagier formally states in [114].
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derive require two types of decay conditions of f(z) at infinity, which we call sufficient
decay and rapid decay. The first holds if f(x) = O (x_N) as r — oo for some N > 1,
and the later holds if this true for every N > 1. We may now state as a consequence
of the classical Euler-Maclaurin formula the following lemma, which is a slightly
rewritten form of identities appearing in [16, Proposition 2.1], which itself is based

on the aforementioned work of Zagier [114].

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that f(z) is C* for z in Ds for some § > 0 such that f(z) and
all its derivatives have sufficient decay as z — oo in Ds. Then for any real number

0 < a <1 and any positive integer N, we have

Zf m+ a)z /f d:)H—Z "+1 ™) (az)2"

m>0

B
[t a)) B,
; NI
where fN) ((z + a)z) is taken to be a derivative with respect to .

Proof. The proof of [16, Proposition 2.1] implies with a slight change of variable in

the last term that

Z f((m+a)z / f(z)dz + Z an-l-l ™ (az)z"

m>0

()" / ) j—N (o + )2) 2D,

This is equivalent to the stated formula, as evaluating the inner derivatives brings

into view the factor zV in the last term. O
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We now state the asymptotic formula of Bringmann, Jennings-Shaffer and Mahlburg,

which is a generalization of [16, Proposition 2.1] and [I14, Proposition 3].

Proposition 3.4 ([25] Theorem 1.2]). Suppose 0 < 6 < § and that f : C — C is
holomorphic on a domain containing Ds, in particular containing the origin. Assume
that f(z) and all its derivatives have sufficient decay as z — oo in Ds. Then for

a € R and N > 1 an integer, we have

> fimtay) ~ L3 Berl)

m>0 n>0 n+ 1
uniformly as z — 0 in Ds.
The following proposition is a refinement of Proposition [3.4] where the function
f(z) is allowed to have a pole at the origin. In other words, this extends the conclusion
of PropositionB4lto functions f(z) with principal parts Pr(z) with the added property

that f(z) — P¢(2) has sufficient decay at infinity.

Proposition 3.5 ([22] Lemma 2.2]). Let 0 < a < 1 and A € R*, and assume that

f(2) ~ 3 c,2" (ng €7Z) as z — 0 in Ds. Furthermore, assume that f and all of

n=ng

its derivatives are of sufficient decay in Ds. Then we have that

S+ )2) ~ Y el a) 4 24— L (Log (42) + w(a) + )

as z — 0 uniformly in Dg, where

o 2 c_je~
* n —1
I i= /0 (f(u) — E Cntt” — — ) du.
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Remark 3.6. The proof of this lemma comes from [22] and is joint work with Bring-
mann, Males, and Ono. The results following this proposition are due to the author

and are taken from [41].

Proof. Let h be any holomorphic function on a domain containing Dy, so that in
particular A is holomorphic at the origin, such that A and all of its derivatives have

sufficient decay, and h(z) ~ > 7 b,2" as z — 0 in Dy. Then we have for a € R

= I ~~, Buila) ,
;h n+a)z ?—;bn P (3.3.1)
as z — 0 in Dy. For the given A, write
c e—Az —2
—1
e = 9() + ==+ 3 (332)
which means that
c e—Az —2
_ _ _ n
9(z) = f(2) . > e
n=ng

The final term in (8.3.2)) yields the first term in the right-hand side of the lemma.

Since g has no pole, (B3] gives that

nzz()g((”+a N——Z 77::1 2",

where ¢, (g) are the coefficients of g. Note that I, = I7 ,. We compute that

= (—A)" e 1\ Bpyi(a)
n—l—l 1 n+1 n
ch n—l—l Z<Cn (n+1)! ) ntl

n=
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Combining the contribution from the second term with the contribution from the

) |

Using [25], equation (5.10)], the term in the parenthesis equals —(Log(Az)+(a)+).

second term from (3.3.2), we obtain

c_1 & —A(n—l—a z e
Tz z% n—+a 2::

n=

Combining the contributions yields the statement of the proposition. O

The results of this section are sufficient for Chapter [6 whereas Chapters B and [

require explicit versions of these results.

3.3.2 Effective Euler—Maclaurin summation

This section is dedicated to reproving the results of the previous section with explicitly
computable error terms. This is achieved by simply keeping track of the higher
degree terms that were dropped in the proof of Propositions [3.4] and 3.5l These
two propositions essentially follow from “erasing” higher-order terms in Lemma 3.3l
Therefore, making the error terms in these results effective is essentially a matter of
bookkeeping. These effective error terms become the central tool for implementing

an effective version of Wright’s circle method, which is central to Chapters [3] and @l

Proposition 3.7. Let f(z) be C* in Ds with power series expansion f(z) = Y, 5o 2"
that converges absolutely in the region 0 < |z| < R for some positive constant R, and

let f(z) and all its derivatives have sufficient decay as z — oo in Ds. Then for any
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real number 0 < a <1 and any integer N > 0,

Zf m+a)z +Z_: ;Jil

m>0
MN+1JfN+1 N x
< [

k>N

where Myyq == Jax, |Byi1(x)| and

Tavnr)i= [ £ )] fdul,
0
where the path of integration proceeds along the line through the origin and z.

Proof. From Proposition 3.4] we already know that

=" f((m+a)2) ——+Z ;il "= Oy (V).

m>0

It suffices to make this upper bound effective. We use the shorthand

BN+1 ( a)
N+1
Iniralz / 7 e,

which is the integral from last term of Lemma [3.3 with a substitution w = (z + a) z.

By Lemma B3] we may write
n+1 (n n+1
/ Uc dx+z +1 gy @) +Z n+1
- (—Z)NJN+1,a(Z)~

Because 0 < @ < 1 and 0 < |z| < R, we have |az|] < R and so we may expand

f(z) and its derivatives as power series for 0 < = < |az|. Using these power series
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representations and the absolute convergence of foaz f(z)dz, we have

g By (k+n)! k_n+k
e +Z:: n+1 D T

k>0 k>0

+ Z n+1 — (=2)Y Ins1.0(2).

It is already known, for instance by Proposition B4l that Sy(z) = O(z"), so the

lower-order terms in the above identity necessarily cancel. Thus, we have

a1k B, (n+k)! b
P =t +§:: n—l—l 2 ek gr e

k>N k>N-—n

— (—2)V Ins1a(2).

By taking k£ +— k — n in the second term and rearranging, we obtain

N inil {(—U"Bnﬂ(fj)a'f—"ﬂzk—<—z>NJN+1,a<z>.

k>N
We now bound the remaining terms. The integral Jyi;,(%) is bounded trivially

by

My

| Ins1a(2)] < N+

Jf,N+1(Z) = On(1)

since f(z) is bounded near zero and has sufficient decay as z — oo in Ds.

We also have, using Lehmer’s bound (3.I.2) and elementary estimates that for

k>N,
+i B (F)a—]| < o Z2gn+1n' k
“n + "\n ~k+1 an(2m)™+ \n
" nodd
/’{:4—1jL "% Z ©2m)(k —n)!’

n odd
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Since 1 <n < N <k, T n) < (kk' Nk and Zn>0m < 10,

L k k!
— -1)"B, Pl <l —————
‘ k;+1+;0n+1{( ) “<n)“ } ETICE]
Thus,
ak—l—l N 1 k
Z Ck { — + Z {(—1)"Bn+1 ( )ak_"] } 2"
= k+1 “—n+ 1 n
k!
k
< Z |cx| ( 7]\7),) |2|*.
k>N
Combining all bounds completes the proof. O

The proposition above shows how Euler-Maclaurin summation can be used to
derive effective asymptotics for certain infinite series involving a function f(z) with
rapid decay at infinity. In analogy with Proposition 3.5, we now show how to derive

explicit bounds for the case of sufficient decay at infinity.

Proposition 3.8. Let f(z) be C* in Ds with Laurent series f(z) = 2 ¢,2" that

n=ng
converges absolutely in the region 0 < |z| < R for some positive constant R. Suppose
f(2) and all its derivatives have sufficient decay as z — oo in Ds. Then for any real

numbers 0 < a <1, A > 0 and any integer N > 0, we have

Zf m+a)z chg —n,a)z [A E(Log(Az)—i—”y—l—iﬁ(a))

z

Myy1dgn1(az),  y k! k
< b
N EREs I T I B

k>N

m>0 n=ng

+ Z n+1

where g(z) = f(z) — £ . ng Cn?'s b 1= Cp — %; My and Jyn are
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defined as in Proposition 3.7, and

Cn ifn <N -1,
cr =
(_A)n—l—lc_l .
-~ - > N.
(n+1)! ifn=z
Proof. Since
Az —2
f(z) =g(z) + ) et

n=ng

then g(z) is holomorphic at z = 0 and has sufficient decay at infinity. Because f(z)
has a Laurent series converging for 0 < |z| < R, it follows that ¢g(z) has a Taylor
series g(z) = Y 0" by2" which converges for |z| < R. Also note that I, = I} , by

definition. Therefore, Proposition B.7] implies for N > 0 that
b n+1
CIRENELES R

m>0
MN+1J9N+1(Z N k! k
< ’ bl (14— %
S —v+1p A 2 10l o =)

k>N

for z € Ds with 0 < |z| < R. From the definition of ¢g(z) this becomes

C_le—A(m—i-a)z -2 n—l—l n
S [stm ) = | - 3 et iy 3, B
m>0 n=ng n=0
MypJgne(2), N < k! ) k
< + b | — ) 2"
= (N+1) ‘ | g}y F 0(k — N)! 12
By the definition of b, we have
N-1 N-1 N-— 1 n
Zb Bn+1(a)zn _ ZC Bn+1 Z )**'e_y Bnya(a) ,
—~ "n+1 nzon o n+1 n+1 ’

and if we adopt the notation

C C1 )z n+1 n+l
o =1 —Az)"t
7 Haw(2)i= = <Z m+a +Z (n+1) n—l—l)( 2 )
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it follows that

-2

Zf((m—i—a)z)— chﬁ(—n,a)z”—%HaN +Z ;Jil

m>0 n=ng

Myi1dgni1(2), N k! k
< - .
< Pl 5 ) (14 5y )

k>N

By [25] Equation 5.10], it is known that

e—(m+a)z Bn+1 a _—
Ha(2) ::ijLnZZO(nJrl)(r(zll)!(_z)

n>0

satisfies H,(Az) = —Log(Az) — v — ¢(a) for any A > 0. Since

(_142)n—|—17

Bn+1 a
Han(A2) = Ha(Az) = Z;V (n+ 1)(75 l 1)

this completes the proof. O

3.4 Statement of Wright’s Circle Method

In this section, we recall a result of Bringmann, Ono, Males, and the author from
[22], which is a variation of the circle method going back to Wright [113]. Wright’s
circle method gives asymptotics for the coefficients of g-series F'(q) having a nice
factorization and suitable analytic properties. Given a circle C centered at the origin
with radius less than 1, we define its major arc as that region of C where F(q) is
largest. In our applications, this is given by C; := C N Dys for 6 > 0. The minor arc
of C is then defined by Cy := C\C;. In the circle method, the integral taken over C;
gives the main term for the coefficients of F'(¢) and the integral over Cy is merely an

error term.
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Here, we recall the version of Wright’s circle method which we will use in the proof

of Theorem

Proposition 3.9 ([22, Proposition 4.4]). Suppose that F(q) is analytic for ¢ = e *
where z = x + 1y € C satisfies x > 0 and |y| < w, and suppose that F(q) has an

expansion F(q) = > c(n)q™ near 1. Let N,M > 0 be fized constants. Consider

the following hypotheses:

(1) As z — 0 in the bounded cone |y| < Mz (major arc), we have

N-1
F(e™®) = CzPe? (Z ;2 + O (\z|N)) :

J=0

where a, € C, A,C € Rt, and B € R.

(2) As z — 0 in the bounded cone Mz < |y| < m (minor arc), we have

A—k)
)

[F(e™)] <5 ™ot
for some k € RT.

If (1) and (2) hold, then as n — oo we have for any N € R

N-1
c(n) = Cpi(~2B-3)2VAn (Z pn"Z+0 <n_%>> ’

r=0
» itBtS ,
" (—7) VA P TG+ B+E+r)
where p, =3 ajcj,—; and ¢, = N T+ B2 _)
= ™ rll(j+B+35—7)

Remark 3.10. The constant C' in Proposition[3.9 does not appear in the statement of
Wright’s circle method proved in Proposition[2.9 proved in Chapter[d, but is trivially

equivalent to this result by factoring out C' from each «.



88

We defer the proof of this proposition until Chapter [6l However, the line of attack

is exemplified by the proof of Theorem [1.4]

3.5 Estimates with Bessel functions

We now consider certain estimates with Bessel functions which we will require when
effectively implementing Wright’s circle method. Recall that the modified Bessel

function I,(z) is defined for any v € C by

z\v 1 x?
I(z) = (—) —/t—”—l S
@=13) am )t o 5™

where D is any contour running from —oo below the negative real axis, counter-
clockwise around 0, and back to —oo above the negative real axis. We shall choose

D =D_UDyUTDy,, each of which depend on a particular choice of z = n + iy with

™

= i

for n > 0. These components of D are given by
Dy :={u+iveC:u<nuv==x10n},
Dy:={u+iveC:u=n,|v] <10n}.

Note that this dependence on z does not change the value of the integral, since one

can shift the paths of integration. We shall compare the size of I,(z) to its main

term. In particular, define

-~ 2\ 1 2 1
Ln)=(2) — [ 7 exp(— — ) ¢)at.
(n) (12n) omi /DO P (12t+ <n+ 24) )

The following lemma shows how 1, (n) approximates I,(z) for certain values of z.
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Lemma 3.11. Let n > 1 be an integer and v < —1. Then
1 1 ~
L, (71' g <n+ ﬂ)) — Lj(n)
272\ 2 3m [n o ol 1
2 ok 1 vl o=(ntsg)ugy,
<24n+1) exp<4\/g)/0 (10 4+ u) e \"T21)dy

Proof. By a change of variables ¢ — (n + 2—14) t and shifting of the path of integration

back to D, we see that

I oy r 1/1&—”—1 G (S I T P
T/ =(n+— = —— | — exp [ — n4+ — )
3\ " 12(n+L)) 2o P12 24
Thus, we have
1 1 -
Lj (7’(’ g <n+ﬂ>> —L,(n)
2 \* 1 / g1 LA R A
= — xp | — — :
2dn+1) 27 Jp,op. P 12 T\ T

For t € D_, we may set t = (n —u) — 10ni. Since we have Re (f—i) < %./% for all

(NN

u>0and [t| < |p—u|+[10ni| < 1ln+u = \}112%+u, we have

e un bt )| <[ exp [ © 2 (n+ ! ( )
xp | — xp | =4/ = — —u
P\ 1ot = PA7V3 o4 )\

_(Ain N vl 37r\/ﬁ N 1
u ex — —_— — n — u
~— \V12n P 4\ 3 24 ’

where the last inequality uses —v — 1 > 0. The same bound holds for D,. Since

% < 10, we conclude that

1 1 ~
L, <7T g (n—i— ﬂ)) — Lj(n)
272\ 2 3r [\ [~ o1 (kY

This completes the proof. O
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3.6 Effective asymptotics

In this section, we prove effective bounds for the functions L, ;(q) and £(¢) on both
the major and minor arcs. The first subsection covers major arc bounds, and the

second covers minor arc bounds.

3.6.1 Major arc effective bounds

In this subsection, we compute effective bounds on the functions L, ;(q) and £(q) on

the major arc. We also note that in the region 0 < |y| < 107, the hypothesis n <

2

10 s
always implies |z| < <:.

Lemma 3.12. Lett > 2 and 0 < r <t be integers and z = n+ 1y a complex number

satisfying 0 < |y| < 10n and n < ;. Then we have

_ log(2) 1 r t r 3 r 1
) L () () () < e
) == Big) — s () 2 il () 7] < gt 1
Proof. The proof relies on an application of Proposition B to E(z) = >, 2",

whose radius of convergence is w. We note Mg = é. Thus, applying Proposition [3.7]

to E(z) = 150 % 2% with a = %, we obtain

S ((krg)e) - gm (?) ~5h (?)Hﬁﬂl (?) Z"’

k>0
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We also have Ig = [° ef_fl = log(2) and therefore by Lemma B.2] we have

brale) =52 38 (1) g ()= g ()

< JB6l2) ) 5 k! k—5
< Sooag T It Y el (1+ o o 5y ) A

k>5

which is valid for all for all [z| < T, hence in particular when < ;& and 0 < |y| < 107.

We now proceed to estimate each piece on the right-hand side.

Z

Let oo = EE

Then we bound Jgg(z) by the decomposition

JEs(2 / |EO)( \dw+/m\E<ﬁ>(w)\dw.

The function E©)(z) is given by

s
2

e (e* — 1) (e** — 56€** + 246e** — 56e* + 1)

B0 = (e + 1)

By the triangle inequality, we have

< e (e" 4 1) (e + 56e3" + 246e* + 56e" + 1)

EO) (2
EO(:) R

These bounds entail that for u = Re (w) and the major arc 0 < |Im(w)| < 10u, we

have

1 4y 3u 24 2u u 1
/ B9 ()| dw < V101 / (e"+1)(e +£z6e ;7 Ge™ + 56e" + )\du|<81
« e —

The power series representation of E® (w) is valid in the region from 0 to a. Com-
bining the estimates |w| < 7, (3.1.2), (3.2.1)), the vanishing of By, for n > 1, and

the fact that ((n) is decreasing for n > 1, we have

1 7
‘ ‘ < 22 MU By | 70 < ¢(8)2 Z (2k +2)! < 429,

(k—6)126=6 = 77 22K+1(2k — 5)!

=6 k>3
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Therefore, we find that

429
Jpe(z) < Tﬂ+81 < 755.

€n

We may also show using (8.1.2)) and (3.2.1)) that

<3 (;) , and therefore since

2| < ‘{1; we have
viot) 1
1 tz|" 5 < <=
Z‘e’f‘<+ 5))|Z| 7T4Z< 5))(40) 1
k>5 k>5
Thus,
_ log(2) 1 r t r t3
o) DL ()L )+ (1)
) - B () B ) B G
755 s 2P T L s
— |t — < —t .
< 300201+ 1 < g5t A
This completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.13. Let 0 < r <t be integers and z = n+1iy a complex number satisfying

0 <yl <10n and n < 3;. Then

14

Lo ()] < i

Proof. By the triangle inequality and Lemma [3.12] we have
_ log(2) |1 r t r t3
G 35 ()| +[52 () 2|+ [ (7)
e () < =543 +‘2 Ay’ ‘Jr‘s 2\ 192" *

The fact that 7 < £ entails [2] < 0T < 2. Using the trivial bound on By (%),

7
— |tz|°.
25

Lehmer’s bound (BI1.2) and [tz| < £, we obtain

1 5 2 4 6
‘LM (6_2)‘ _ log(2) + 7ltz| + ggltz|* + 1344|i§z| 25|tz| . E’
| |t2] |tz]

which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 3.14. For any integer t > 2 and any complex number z = n + iy with

0< |yl <10n and n < we have

40t ’

2 log(2
s +0g()_z

o Z 8
155 5 o < AT1z|°.

Log (€ (¢77)) =

Proof. By Lemma B.2] we have

Log (¢ (e77) _ZZ[ (( )22)—3((m+1)2z)],

m>0

where B(z) = —-“—~. We apply Proposition B.8 with N = 7 and A = 1. Noting

z(l—e=%)

—1 we have

that Mg —3

30, c_o=1,and c_; =

ZB((m—%a)z)—i—L—i(Log()—l—”y—|—¢ Zc

7 1 k
—1209600| d +Z|b|< o= 7))|Z|’

and g(z) = ﬁ — & + %~ Note that like B(z), the

)k+1

where b = 5 + S

(k+2)!

power series representation of g(z) has radius of convergence 2w. We now reduce the

3n z

bounds on the right-hand side of the above. Setting o = =¢ B

» we decompose Jg5(2)

as

_ /0 19 (w)| dw] +/°O 19 ()] |duw,

where the paths proceed radially as originally defined. We first bound ¢ (w) on the

interval near zero. Invoking (8.1.2]), we can see that

<l ()1
=12 \or 2k + 1)
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for all k, so for |w| < 3T we have

. k+8) (1 [ 1)\"® 1 3m\*
\g”(w)}ﬁz( I ) <E<§) +72(k+9)!> <7> < 367.

k>0

Thus, we have that
/Oa g™ (w)] |dw| < 36737” < 1730.
Now, ¢® (w) may be written in the form
-yt
= (ev — 1) wd

for certain polynomials p;(w) of degree j — 1 with non-negative coefficients. For w

on the major arc, we have u = Re(w) < |w| < v/101u, and therefore by the triangle

inequality we have

| A

i 101 u).

Integrating with the aid of a computer, we have
/ 19®)( \|dw|<x/ﬁ/ Z i ( T < 2206410,
Therefore, we find that
Jgs(z) < 1730 + 2206410 = 2208140.

By the previous bound on |b;| as well as the fact that |z| < 2 on the major arc, we

have that
2
St
2 10(k — 7).
1 /1" 1 k! N\ 1
S DI G — —
<;<12 (27r) +2(k+1)!)< +10(k—7)!) (5) = 100
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Therefore, by letting z — 2z and applying the bounds just derived, we obtain

oo

C(2,a) Ip; 1 . Bnyi(a)
Y B 9z) — 12U TBL D (40 (2 -5 on n
2 ((m+a)2z) e 5, 42( og (2z) + v+ (a)) nzocn w1 2%
< 2352|".

By the expansion from Lemma [3.2] we may conclude immediately that

<(2a 1) - C (2’ %) + '1/1(1) B 77D (%) N f: o Bn-i-l(l) - B"+1 (%) 2nzn+1

Log (€ (¢7)) + 1z A n+1

n=0

< 470|2[%.

*

We now proceed to simplify terms in the bounds above. By the definition of ¢

along with c¢_; = —%, we may calculate

f:c* Bn-i—l(l) - B"‘H (%) 2nzn+1 _ i . Z (_1)n+1 (B"'H(l) B B"+1 (%)) 2n—12n+1
=" n+1 24 (n+1)(n+1)! '

n>7

Now, because of the identity ¢ (s,3) = (2° —1)((2), we have ¢ (2,1) — ((2,3) =

2

—Z-. Furthermore, by [88, (5.4)] we have ¢(1) = —y and —¢ (3) = —2log(2) — 7.
Therefore, using the triangle inequality in the form |z| < |z — y[ + |y| and |2] < 7,

we may obtain

2 log(2
[ los(2) 2

Log(€(¢7)) —1g;+ —5— ~ 3

< 470|z[% +

Z (_1)n+1 (B”+1(1) - B”+1 (%)) 2n—1zn—7 . |Z|8

(n+ 1)(n+1)

n>7
Lehmer’s bound (B.1.2)) along with the straightforward inequality ((n+1) < ((2) = %2
for n > 1 implies that

Beal)~ B (] _ 4o+ 1) _ =
CESM = @t =320
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for n > 1. Therefore using the fact that |z| < 7 on the major arc with n < -, we
have
Z } +1 B (2)}2n—l|z|n—7 < - <1

(n+ 1 (n+1)! 670 < (n+1)2n-T7

Putting together all evaluations, we conclude that
m  log(2)
L ) - —+ — < 471|2®
o8 (7)) ~ 13, 24 2"

This completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.15. For any integert > 2 and any complex number z = n+1iy satisfying

0< |yl <10n and n < we have

40t ’

. 2 log(2) =z 630|z[® w2
) e (- 52+ 57)| < P o ()

Proof. Suppose f(z),g(z),e(z) are any three functions that satisfy

[Log (f(2)) — Log (9(2))| < e(2)

for |z| < ;5. Note that we may factorize

£ (2) = g(2)] = [exp (Log (f(2)) — Log (9(2))) — 1] - [g(2)] -

Applying this factorization with f(z) := £ (e7#) and g(z) := exp (% — log2(2) + ﬁ)
will give the result. Using Lemma [3.14] and Taylor series, we have

2

exp <Log (6 () — = 4 1oelD) _ i) - 1‘ <3 L (T = exp (471ef7)

122 2 24 peet
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For |z| < ¥ we have 471|z[® < 0.28, and since e* — 1 < 3z for 0 < 2 < 0.55, we

have

2

log(2
exp <Log (f (e_z)) — 17;—2 + og2( ) — %) — 1‘ < 628|2[%.

s

807

2 log(2) AP 72y LAY 501 T
e — — — e e e :
A2 T T2 T2 =P 2 T 24) T 0002 O P\ 1207

Combining the given bounds completes the proof. O

Using n < |z| and n < X, we may conclude that

3.6.2 Minor arc effective bounds

We now calculate effective bounds on both £(¢) and L, ,(q) for the minor arc 10n <

ly| < 7, subject to the additional constraint n < 7 < &.

Lemma 3.16. Let t > 2 be an integer. Assume z = n + iy satisfies 10n < |y| < 7

and 0 <n < 45 Then we have

41

€ ()] < exp (%) |

Proof. Let ¢ = e™*. Recall that
Log (&(q)) = — -
O Sy

By taking absolute values and splitting off the m = 1 term and noting that log P (|q|) =

m

lq|
> 1 i grmy s we have

Log (€(0)] < Los (P ()~ bl (1=~ =)
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where P(q) = (¢;q)%}. To bound Log (P (|q|)), we recall that |¢q| = e™" and use the
series expansion

—mx

Log (P (4) = 3 s =3

m>1 m>1

From the fact that < —— < % for all x > 0, we may therefore deduce that

l—e—7

Log (P (Ja)) < - == = 5. (361)

Now, we have |1 — ¢|> = 1—2 cos(y)e "+e~2". In the region 109 < |y| < 7, we have by
the fact that cos(z) is decreasing for 0 < z < 7 that |1 — ¢|> > 1—2 cos(10n)e " "+e~21.
It can be checked in an elementary manner that 1 — 2 cos(10n)e™" + =27 > 95n%, and
so we have |1 — ¢ > v/95n. By using the bound 1 — |¢| = 1 — ™" < 5, we have for

10n < |y| < 7 and n < g that

1 1 - ( 1 1) 1
[1—q 1—lq \V9 n
Therefore, using |¢| < 1 we have
Log (@) < (S +—=—1)2 <2
0 — 1)< —.
A no4n
Exponentiating completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.17. Lett > 2 and 0 < r <t be integers. Assume z =n+ iy is a complex

number satisfying n > 0. Then we have

_, 1
L (e77)| < el
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Proof. Let ¢ = e”* and let og(n) = >, 1 be the standard divisor counting function.

Then we have that

e ™ —m —-m e’ 1
|Lr,t(q)| SZWZZUo(m)e ngzme "= __ - <

2 2
m>1 m>1 m>1 (en—1) n

This completes the proof. O

3.7 Proof of Theorem

By Lemmas B.12 and B.14] in the following section, we have the asymptotics

. log(2 1/r 1 . 1 2.0
L) =L (7 1) 400, €)= e

on the major arc. These imply asymptotics for D, ,(¢) = L, :(q)&(q), which is the
generating function for D, ;(n) by Lemma B.] that satisfies (1) in Proposition 3.9
Lemmas [B.16] and B.17 imply condition (2), and so we may apply Proposition B3.9]

which yields the claimed asymptotic formula.

3.8 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem [[L4] by following the proof of [87,
Proposition 1.8] (which is a version of Wright’s circle method slightly different from
Proposition B.9) and making the bounds in each step effective. Let C be the circle

s

in the complex plane with center 0 and radius e™", where n = NAETR By Cauchy’s
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formula and Lemma B.1] we have

1 [ Dri(q) 1 [ Liy(9)¢(q)
D, (n) = — ) gg = — | 2Rt g0
+) 27Ti/c gt 1= 9mi c q"t! 1

z

Throughout, we fix ¢ = e * with z = n + iy, so that |¢| = e¢™". We will estimate

D, +(n) by decomposing this integral into convenient pieces. Choose § > 0 so that for

the major arc Cy, z = n + iy € C; satisfies 0 < |y| < 10n. We shall also assume that

400t>

n < 107> Which is equivalent to the bound n > =%=.

10t>

Let Cy := C\C; denote the minor arc. Define for s > 0 the integrals

1 P 72 log(2) @ =z
Vi) = — [ “—exp | — — “)a
()= 50 | g &P (122 2 +’24) 1

L /8‘1 <W2+< +1) )d (3.8.1)
= — VA ex _— n — zZ Z. NoR
21v2i I, P\ 122 24

We use the integrals V;(n) to estimate D, ;(n). In particular, we have the decompo-

sition
D’r‘,t(n) - OCOVO(n) - Oél,r‘/l(n> - 05277-‘/2<n) — 044’71‘/4(7’],) — El _|_ E2 _'_ E3’
where oy = logt(2), Q= _%Bl (%), g, = éBz (g)’ Q= %34 (%)’ and
1[I
e C2 q
7T2 log(2) z
L, _ o~ z
Bm il f o (0 -ew (7 -5+ ) )
92 = 271 I qn+1 q,
2 log(2
(Lra(q) — 02" — g — a2 — auz®) exp (1o — o8(2) + =
! ’ 12 2 24
= o dq.

~ 1
27 Je, qnr
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Although «;, for ¢ > 0 depends on r, we suppress this dependence when 7 is under-

stood from context. Because |z|? > n? and n = \/ﬁ, we have

2 N 72n N n
ex — nz = eX n eX — .
P\ 122 Plagpp ™™ PA\™V3

Furthermore, we note that

[ = [Los ez

< 207.

and

/ q_ldq) <len(Cy) - max|z| < 4.27%
Co

2€C2
We also note that on the major arc 0 < |y| < 10n < 7 we have n < |z| < v/101n.

Since ) < &, we also have |z| < YT < 2. These inequalities will be used freely in

80’

what follows.

To bound Ej3, we recall that Lemma [3.12] says that for n < on the major arc,

40t

we have

1
‘Lr,t(Q) - O402_1 — ] — gz — 04423‘ < 2—0t5|z|5

and we therefore have using these equations and numerical estimates that

2 log(2
exp <7T—— o8 )—I—nz—l-i)‘

3
‘ 12~ 2 24

|E5] < — |Li(q) — 02" — o — oz — auz

- 14381¢° n
exp | m/—= ).
ns P 3

To bound FE,, we apply Corollary [B.15] which we recall says

. 2 log(2) =z 630|z[® w2
) - (G- 52+ 51)| < oo ()
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Therefore, we have that

10n 7 log(2) L2 ) exp (n2)|

|E2|§7|Lr,t(q)l’£(Q>—eXP<@ 2 24

945285959087 n
< T exp|my/=
tn?

3

Finally, using Lemmas and 317 we have

151 < 27 1L @) €)] fexp (n2)| < Om exp <<¥ ¥ %) ﬁ) |

We have therefore shown that

|Dy+(n) — apVp(n) — anVi(n) — aeVa(n) — ayVa(n)| < Erry(n)

where
Fre, (n) = 14381¢t° oxo [ n n 945285959087 oxo [ = n
P 3 P 3 tn4 P 3
3v/3 T
+9ne —_—+ — nl. 3.8.2
Xp << . m) \/_) (3.82)

This completes the proof of Theorem L4l

3.9 Proof of Corollary

We now wish to resolve the inequality D,.(n) > D,(n) for integers n > 0 and

0 <r < s <t We define for convenience o}, := a;, — ;11 and

M, (n) = apVo(n) + a1, Vi(n) + as, Va(n) + aq,Vi(n).
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Note that since D,:(n) — Dsi(n) = Zj;i D;(n) — Djt1.4(n), it suffices to prove
D, i(n) > D,114(n) for alln > 8 and 0 < r < t. We therefore focus on this inequality.
By Theorem [[.4] applied to both terms in D, ;(n) — D,414(n), in order to show

D, :(n) — D,41+(n) > 0 it suffices to show
M, (n) — M,41.:(n) > 2Erry(n).
Collecting together like terms and simplifying, this is equivalent to
ol Vi(n) + a3, Va(n) + a3, Vi(n) > 2Erm(n).

We also wish to bound the terms o, for j = 1,2,4. Since By(z) = x — &, Ba(z) =

2 —x+ 3, and By(z) = a* —22° + 2 — &, and 1 <7 <t (since r +1 < t), we have

* 1 *  __ t=2r—1 _ 3
af, = 55 Qg = g 2 g

and o, > —22 for 2 < ¢t < 10. Therefore, it would

suffice to prove that

Viln 3 233
12(15 ) > E%(n) + 4—8‘/21(71) + 2Err(n).

Now, note that by the definition of 7,(n) used in Lemma B.IT] we have

1 /24n+1\ "2~
Vi = 5 (S5t ) T

and therefore by Lemma B.11] we may conclude that for s > 1,

- () (5 0 3))

< V2exp <3_7r ﬁ)/ (1O+u)5_1e_("+i)“du.
0

4V 3
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Now by a substitution u — #u, we have
24

o0 ; 24V2 [ 24u \"7!
ﬂ/ (10 +u) ™ e (mhan)ugy = V2 <10 + o ) e du
0

C 24n+1 J, 24n + 1

For f; =1, By = 11, and 8, = 1349, we may conclude that each of s = 1, 2, 4 satisfies

1 [24n+1\ "2 1 1 246,72 3r [n
VS(”)_E( 22 ) Ls(7T §<n+ﬂ))‘<24n+1e>{p(?\[§)‘

Therefore, if we set n’ ;= n + 2—14 for convenience, to prove the desired inequality it

would suffice to show that
T 7 n' S w2 7 n' N 23374 7 n'
1| m/ = o | T/ — — T lm/=
atver ATV 3 ) Teay2 2\TV 3 ) T 6912v2(m)2 ! 3
1 33v2  314317v2) 1 3 [n
— — /= 2F ) 9.1
* (tﬂ T TR ) w P ( 4 \/;) +2Bm (). (39.1)

In summary, we have shown that in order to show that D, (n) > D;(n) for all

0 < r < s <tfora fixed value of n, it suffices to consider the case s = r + 1 for

each r, and all of these cases follow from the inequality (3.9.1]) is true. In the process

400t2
3

of deriving ([B.9.1]), we have also assumed n > . Therefore, we define the integer
Ni(n) as the smallest positive integer satisfying Ny(n) > % and so that (B.9.0)) is
true for all n > Ny(n), from which it follows that D, ;(n) > Ds(n) for all n > N(n).
The table below gives values of N;(n), which are computed with the aid of a computer.

It therefore only remains to check the possible values of D, ;(n) — D,41+(n) for
n < Ny(n) by computer and determine all possible counterexamples which arise from

these cases. All such counterexamples satisfy n < 8 for 2 < ¢ < 10, which completes

the proof.



t 2

3

4

5

6

108077

112183

115240

117804

120247

7

8

9

10

Ni(n)

122995

126772

133268

147752

Table 2: Numerics for Corollary
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Chapter 4

The Coll-Mayers—Mayers
Conjecture

4.1 The work of Seo and Yee

The work in this section is not due to the author, but to Seo and Yee in [107]. However,
since this is a crucial ingredient in the proof of Conjecture [L2.2] it is important to
understand the ideas which went into this proof. Thus, we shall summarize the main
line of argument used by Seo and Yee.

We recall the ¢-series which is the object of this chapter, which is

G(q) = (¢, % q") =Y a(n)g".

n=0

Recall that o(n), e(n) denote the number of partitions into odd parts having
odd/even index, respectively. Seo and Yee [I07, Theorem 1] prove the following

generating function identity.

Theorem 4.1. We have

Gla) =Y (=1)'# (o(n) — e(n)) ¢".

n=0
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4.1.1 Meanders

As the construction of the index statistic goes back to the work of Dergachev and
Kirillov in [50], we first must state their theorem which computes this index. To do
so, we must associate to each pair of partitions A, 4 = n a certain graph, which we

call G = G(\, ). The construction of this graph is as follows:

Start with an empty graph on n vertices.

For A = (A1,..., \), label these vertices vy 1,012, .., V1A, V2.1, -« s U225 - - - 5 Up A,

For each 1 <i <rand 1 <j <|\/2], draw a top edge between v; ; v; x,+1—;-

Do the same process for p = (p1, ..., is), and call the newly constructed edges

bottom edges.

The graph G is called the meander associated to the pair A, u. An example of this
construction is given below, which is the meander associated to the pair of partitions

of 8 given by A = (3,3,2) and p = (4,3, 1).

Dergachev and Kirillov [50] construct certain Lie algebras g which depend on the

pair A, u = n which we defined in the introduction as seaweed algebras. They prove
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that

ind(g) =2C+ P —1,

where C' and P are defined as the number of cycles and paths occurring in G, respec-
tively. In this context, an isolated vertex is counted as a path. For example, for the
meander above, we have C' = 0 and P = 2, and so the index is 1. Note that because
the degree of each vertex in G is at most two, every connected component of G is
either a path of a cycle.

In this way, Coll, Mayers and Mayers consider the index as a partition-theoretic
statistic by defining the index of the pair (A, 1), which we might denote by ind, (),
as the index of the associated seaweed algebra; this index can be computed directly
from the meander without recourse to Lie theory. One of the main ideas in this proof
is that the number of paths in the meander can be given combinatorial meaning, as

we shall soon see.

4.1.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1

We now wish to give some indication of the method of Seo and Yee. First, we make

the observation that

ind,(A\) = P+1 (mod 2).

Thus, to know the parity of the index it would suffice to count the paths in the

meander G associated to the pair. Because the edges of G are constructed by a
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pairing of vertices, one can see that the number of vertices in G that are not touched
by any top edge are in bijective correspondence with the odd parts of A; similarly
those not touched by a bottom edge are in bijection with odd parts of p. Since each
path in G can be identified with its endpoints (the same point counted twice in the

case of the empty path), we see that

for any pair of partitions A, u F n, where op(\) denotes the number of odd parts in A.
Note that this is always an integer, since we must have op(A) = op(u) = n (mod 2).
This is the key observation which lies behind the method of Seo and Yee.

Letting O denote the set of partitions into odd parts. Seo and Yee then compute

the difference o(n) — e(n) in terms of the relevant counts
di(n) =#{A€ O, AXFn:op(A) =7 (mod4)}.

In particular, o(n) = dy(n) if n is even and dy(n) if n is odd, and e(n) = ds(n) if n
is even and d;i(n) if n is odd. They are then able to prove the result via standard
generating calculations based on the Euler-style generating function
n -1
F(z,q) = > f(k,n)2"q" = (2q,2¢% ¢")_ ,
k,n>0

where

f(k,n) :=#{\ € O : |\ =n,op(\) =k}
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In the spirit of Proposition 2.6, Seo and Yee then calculate, noting that f(k,n) =0

if K Zn (mod 2), that

F(i,—ig) = Y (=1)"f(k,n)i"""q"

k,n>0

=" fE ) (~D)F(-DE+ Y (1) F (1) F f(k,n)g"
2|k,n 2fk,n

=) (- )"+ (-1 —e(n))q"
2|k,n 2fk,n

=3 ()% (o(n) — e(m) g,
n>0

This completes the proof of Theorem [4.1] which in turn means that Conjecture [[.2.2]

will follow if one can show a(n) > 0.

4.2 Notation and an application of Euler—Maclaurin

summation

This section sets up notation which will be used for the rest of the chapter and states
a result which follows from the Euler—Maclaurin asymptotic method, more specifically
Proposition [3.8]

Define the function

Bm(z) — e 1% _ Z Bn+2 (1 - ;) zn7

z(l—e=) £ (n+2)!
where 0 < r < t are integers and B,(x) are the Bernoulli polynomials defined in

(BI1). Due to Lehmer’s bound (3.1.2)), this Laurent expansion is absolutely conver-
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gent in the punctured disk 0 < |z| < 27. This absolute convergence is important for
producing effective estimates of certain infinite sums related to G(q), which will be
seen in Lemma (4.2

Because B,:(z) has sufficient decay and has a Laurent series converging in the
region 0 < |z| < 2w, Proposition 3.8 can be applied to B, ;(z) for 0 < |z| < 27. To

state this application, we first introduce convenient notation. Let

b og (U (1)) = Dlog(zm), gnae) = Buate) - & - BT

2 22 z
and introduce the functions F"!(2), E™(z) defined by

Bn-‘rl (a) P
n+1

22 z z

Fri(s) = ¢(2,a) N Bri 1 (1 r

3 §) (on) ¥4y + 3

(4.2.1)

and

Bea(1=) (=" (3=1

(k+2)! thH1(k +1)!

r ']'rt74(z)
E"(2) = 7‘(]%20 |2 + Z

k>3

k! .
(1 o0 3)!) 121"

(4.2.2)

where we define the coefficients ¢ as in Proposition [3.8 by

By (1—1
M if n <2,
" _pyntl (L1
(=r) (2 t) otherwise.
tnti(n+1)!

We now state our application of Proposition B.8 to B, ;(z).
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Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < r < t be integers and § > 0 a constant. Then for any real

number 0 < a <1 and z € Ds with 0 < |z| < 27 , we have

Z B.i((m+a)z) — FI''(2)| < E™(2).

m>0
Proof. B,:(z) satisfies the criteria of Proposition B.8 and therefore for any A > 0

and N = 3 we have

C 27 a IET t7A

ZBT,t((m—l—a)z)— ( 5 ) _ L + &t —L (Log(Az) +~ + ¢(a Zc +
= z z z

M

ol D Il <1+ ) E
k>3
B, 1-z r)eti(i_r
where b, = kz]i(rz)!t) _ ! tk)ﬂ(k(ﬂ) ) . To simplify the integral

& e it 1 ro 1\ e 4
I; = _ — — 4+ | -== dz,
b= [ iz w (2) )

we use the substitutions z — Lz and A = %, which gives

o0 —z 1 1\ e—*
IET.,t,g = /0 m — g + (% - 5) ez dz.
[22, Lemma 2.3] states that for any real number N > 0,
o e " 1 1 1\e™
/0 (m(l — eNz)  Ng? * (N a 5) x )da:
= log <F (%)) + (% - %) log <%) — %log(27r),
and so the case N = £ implies

g =i (1 () = (3 ) e () - o = (35 ),
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A short calculation therefore shows

S Boalm+ a)s) - S Tt L (g 1) (1o (32) 7+ 000

z z z
m>0
_Z n+1 g'rt, | ‘3+Z‘bk ]{;' |Z‘k
n+1 = 720 0(k — 3)!

By the definitions (£.2.1]) and (4.2.2)), this completes the proof. O

4.3 Asymptotic estimates

The proof of Theorem uses a variation of Wright’s circle method. As with any
variation of the circle method, there are various stages where estimates must be made.
This section collects together the most important estimates, which are subdivided into
three groups. The first two are dedicated to proving bounds on G(g) on the major
arc and minor arc, which play central roles in Wright’s circle method and are defined
in the first part. The last part considers elementary bounds on the functions F/"*(z)

and E™(z) which make later computations more straightforward.

4.3.1 Effective Major Arc Bounds

Before we proceed, we define the terms major arc and minor arc. When using Wright’s
circle method, one must define the major arc, which is the region of some circle C' with
fixed radius |g|, where ¢ = e~7 lies near a dominant pole of the generating function. In
most examples, the dominant pole lies near ¢ = 1 and only one major arc is required.

In our case, however, we will require two major arcs, which lie near ¢ = £1. The
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major arc near ¢ = 1 will consist of those ¢ = e™* for which z = x + iy satisfies
0 < |y| < 15z, and the corresponding constraint near ¢ = —1 is 7 — 15z < |y| < 7.
We will in practice use a change of coordinates ¢ — —q to translate the ¢ = —1 major
arc into the ¢ = 1 major arc of the function G(—¢q), which gives back the restriction
0 < |y| < 152. The minor arc will consist of the complement of the two major arcs,
that is, it consists of all ¢ = e™* with 152 < |y| < m — 15z. We begin now by deriving

important bounds that hold on major arcs.

Proposition 4.3. Let ¢ = e *, z = x + iy satisfy x > 0 and 0 < |y| < 15z.

(1) We have for 0 <z < 2 that

Log ((¢750").)) = t2F7"(t2)] < [t E(t2)

(2) We have for 0 <z < % that

‘Log ((—qr; qt);ol) — tzF]'(2t2) + tzFl%(%z) < 2ltz|E"(2t2).

Proof. By expanding logarithms into Taylor series, we obtain

m T

Log ((Eqr; qt);ol) _ ZLog (1 — eqn-i-r) _ Z ﬁ (4.3.1)

n>0 m>1
Setting ¢ = ¢™* and multiplying the above expression by i—z, we obtain

—rmz

Log (7)., ) = 12 3 e ooy =12 D " Braltm).
m>1

m>1

Now, for 0 < z < 2 we have since y* < 22527 that [z] = /22 +y> < 2—‘/52% < 2.

Therefore, the Laurent expansion for B, (tz) is convergent for 0 < z < %, and
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likewise for B,,(2tz) if 0 < z < &. If we set ¢ =1, (1) follows directly from Lemma

4.2 If e = —1, by applying Lemma [4.2] to each summand of

Log ((_qr; qt);l) =tzY By ((m+1)2tz) =tz > B, ((m + %) 2tz) ,

m>0 m>0

(2) follows as well. O

4.3.2 Effective Minor Arc Bounds

We now estimate G(gq) on the minor arc 15z < |y| < 7 — 152 when x is small. In
order to do this, we first prove several helpful results so that the proof of the main

bound will be more readable.

Lemma 4.4. Let m > 1 be an integer, and ¢ = e, z = v +iy with 0 <z < ;55 and

15z < |y| < 5. Then there exists a constant oy, > 0 such that

m m — 9
o i ()

m|l+ (=)™ T @n]  m(1—[gP) T 2mPr \ap,

Furthermore, in the cases 1 < m < 3 we may choose oy = 29, as = 55, and ag = 77.

Proof. Since 15z < |y| < 57—, we have cos (2my) > — cos (30mz), and so

1+ (=)™ qsz =1—2(=1)""" cos (2my) e72m 4 Mz

> 1 — 2cos (30maz) e 2™ 4 e~ 4m,
From the Taylor expansion

1—2(=1)"" cos (30ma) e™2™* 4+ =M= — 904m>2a® — 1808m>z® + - - - |,
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it is apparent that 1 — 2 (—1)""" cos (30mx) e~ 2™ + e~ > 2 22 for some @y, > 0

and 0 < z < ;&. This shows that |1+ (—1)"+! ¢*™| > apa for all 0 < z < &, and

SO

g™ S (S |
m |1+ (=1)""g2m|  m(L—lg[*) " manx  m(1—|g*™)

By the inequalities 1 — [¢|>™ = 1 — ™2™ > 2maz and |¢|™ > e" 0 for 0 < x < 80
we arrive at the desired bound.

We now evaluate o, g, as. Let fr(x) := 1—2(=1)""" cos (30ma) e=2me 4 e=4me
and consider the auxiliary function g,,(z) := fn.(z) — a2 2% Note that g¢,,(0) =
g..(0) = 0 since both f,,(z) and 2* have a double zero at z = 0. In order to prove
that f,,(z) > o222 for 0 < z < -Z, it will therefore suffice to prove that g/ (0) > 0,

4807

i.e. that f(z) > 202, for 0 <z < . Now,

fo(x) = 16m”e= "™ (1 + 112¢”™ cos (30ma) — 15¢”™ sin (30ma)) ,

m

and so the «,,, we choose must satisfy
aZ, < 8mPe™ ™ (1 + 112¢*™ cos (30mz) — 15¢*™ sin (30mz))

forall 0 < z < For each 1 < m < 3, f/(z) is decreasing on the interval

T
480"

0 < x < g%, and so it suffices to choose «,, that satisfy

a2 < 8m?e 120 (1 + 112e210 cos (%) — 15¢210 sin (%)) .

For each of the values 1 < m < 3, the values a; = 29, ap = 55, and a3 = 77 solve the

required inequality. O
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Lemma 4.5. Let ¢ = e %, 2 = x + iy with %’T <yl <7—152 and 0 < x < 555. Then

we have

g2 cos (2 2z _ o6z 1
e es@etoe) 1
2(1—e ) 2|1 — ¢4 10z

Proof. We have 3w < |4y| < 47 — 60x, and since cos (y) is increasing in the region

3m <y < 4y we have cos (4y) < cos (47 — 60x) = cos (60z). Therefore, we have

1= q']" = 1= 2cos (4y) ™" + ¢ > 1 — 2cos (60z) e ™1 + ™

and thus
e L o8 (2y) (e72® — 767)
2(1—e) 21— ¢’
—2% —2x _ ,—6x
<-_°¢ + c_—¢ = F(2).

— 2(1—e*)  2(1—2cos(60x)e 4 4 e~8%)

Fix any A > 0. The inequality F(z) < —% is equivalent to
22e7% (1 — cos (60z)) > 24 (1 — e**) (1 — 2 cos (60z) e™** + e 57)..

If we set A = %o and rearrange, this is equivalent to showing that

1
27e™% 4+ Ze % cos (60z) + ge_‘” + e

(G251 \V)

1 2 1
>z + 27e7% cos (60x) + ge_gm cos (60z) + 56_8””.

_12x>%for0<:ﬂ< T

By a term-by-term comparison, it suffices to show that e 180"

which is true. U

Lemma 4.6. Let g =e %, z =z + iy with x > 0 and 15z < |y| < 7 — 15z. Then

2

Log ((\ql; IQ\2);1> < 17;—x
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Proof. We have by expanding series that

Log ((ll:1aP).) = 3 =
g ( (lalslal°) (1= ez
m>1
We have l_ee—f% < %; this inequality is equivalent to showing that 2z < e — e™",

which can be proven for all x > 0 using elementary calculus. We therefore have by

substitutions that

e M 1

<
m (1 —e2mz) = 2m2g’

and the result follows by summing over m. O

Lemma 4.7. For1<m <3 and 0 <z < &, we have

e~ mr - 499
m (1 —e=2mx) = 1000m2x’

Proof. For any A > 0, the inequality = > % reduces to mz > A (e"* — e 7).
The left and right-hand sides have equal values at = 0, and so by taking derivatives

it would suffice to show that A (™ +e™™7) < 1 for 0 < & < ;55. The left-hand side

is now an increasing function of x, and so it suffices to check that the inequality is

true for A= 29 1< m<3and x = which holds. O

=297 T
1000 4807

We may now prove the main minor arc bound on G(q).

Proposition 4.8. Let ¢ = e™* for z = x +iy satisfying 0 < x < g5 and 15z < |y| <

7w — 15x. Then we have

G (@) < exp (;) |
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Proof. By taking exponentials, it suffices to prove that Re (Log (G(¢))) < =. As in
the proof of Proposition .3, we may use Taylor expansions to show

m

Log (G(a)) = Lo ((a:4') ) ) + Log ((~a*:a") ) = 3 — o s &

By taking real parts, we have

Re (Log (G(g))) = 3 < (my) (laI™ + (=)™ laI*")

m>1 m‘1+(_1)m+1 q2m}2

(4.3.2)

Note that since cosine is even, we may assume without loss of generality that y > 0.
This proof uses the idea of “splitting off terms” in this series expansion. In particular,

we make use of the string of inequalities

Re <m(1+ (_ql)mH qu)> < m\1+(|—q|1)m+l o < m(ﬁ' 439
in order to bound (£3.2). A priori, one may show immediately using Lemma
and ([A3.3)) that Re (Log(G(q))) < %, which is insufficient for our purposes. The
idea of splitting terms off is to use ([A3.3]) more carefully to keep track of some of the
error introduced in this process, eventually pushing the a priori bound of % below

the required é More specifically, by applying (£.3.3) we have for any integer k& > 0

(with &£ = 0 denoting an empty sum) a corresponding “splitting bound”

Re (Log (G(g)) < 3~ —— 14"

2 (T~ [qP™)

+i<cos<my>(\q|m+<—1>m“\q|u°>m)_ g™ )

m |1+ (1) g2’ m (1 = |q]*")
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The infinite sum is a sort of main term which we must reduce below % by means of

the finite sum. By Lemma [£.6] we have

2

A g™ m
Log ((IQI, 4] )oo> = m—]qP™ 122

m>1

and therefore

2

Re (Log (G(q)) +

1]

(COS my ( mm+(_1)m+1 6—3m:v) e—mT )

}1 + (=1 q2m}2 m (1 — e=2mz)
(4.3.4)
Note that if the conditions of Lemma [£.4] are satisfied, then comparison between the

first and second terms in (4.3.3) implies that for any & > ¢ > 0 we have

Re (Log (G(q))) < i mﬁ: e <2_m - 1)

12z 2m2z \ oy,
cos my ( —mz (_1)m+1 6—3m:v) e~ mT
* Z mA1 o |2 Com(1—e2mr) )
m=~(+1 ‘1 + 1) q ‘
(4.3.5)

Our objective now is to prove that the right-hand side of either ([A.3.4]) or (4.3.0)

is bounded above by = forall0 <z < and all 152 <y <7 — 152. This will not

180
be done all at once, but in stages. In the first stage of the proof, we will split the
interval 5 <y < 7 — 15z into several subintervals. On each subinterval, some version
of ([A34]) will be sufficient to prove the desired inequality. After this is completed,
we will be able to apply the £ = 1 case of (4.3.5]). We will use this case to prove the
result in the range 7 <y < 7. We then use the case { = 2 of (43.5) to cover the

range ¢ <y < 7, and finally we will use the case £ = 3 of (£3.3) to cover the range
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152 <y < . All of these cases together prove the desired result in the full range
15z < y < m — 15x. We begin now with the application of (£3.4]) to the interval
5 <y<m— 15z

Suppose % o <y < m— 152. Because cos (y), cos (3y) < 0 in this range, we have

using the k = 3 case of (4.3.4) that

w2 e” cos (2y) (e72* — ¢762)
L _
Re(Log () < 157 ~ T " 5 —cos () e 7 7 o)
6—232 e—3m

2(1—e )  3(1—e0e)

By Lemmas and [4.7] we therefore have

2 1 e "

Re(Log (G(a) < 37 ~ 70, ~T=e= ~ 3¢ = e—6m)

- 2 1 499 1+1
1210 1000 9

which establishes Re (Log (G(q))) < = in this region.

for all 0 <z < 5,

We now consider the region 2* < y < 2T In this region we have cos (y) < 0, and

so by the k = 2 variant of (4.3.4]) we have

2 e~ 7 cos (2y) (e72 — ¢~ 67) e
L B — )
R‘e( Og (G(q))) < 121, 1 o 6—2x + 2 (]_ _ 2 CcoS (4y) 6—4$ —l_ 6_8x) 2 (1 — 6_4w)

By considering partial derivatives of the numerator and denominator separately, we

cos(2y) (6721 —676:”)
2(1—cos(4y)e— 4 4e—8x

can see that in the region %’T <y< % the fraction ) is an increasing
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function of y, and therefore we have in this region by applying Lemma [4.7] that

7T2 et e—2m e—2m _ 6—632

27 11— 2(l—c®) " I(1—ctec)
- 72 499 14+ 1 1 L e 2w — g6
12~ 1000 1))z Al —e 4 ete)

—2z —6x

It is clear that the term W is extremely small in 0 < x <

Re (Log (G(g))) <

T

189+ 1n particular,

it is straightforward to show that this quantity is less than ﬁ for 0 <z < ;55 It

follows that

2 499 1
S I
12 1000 4

e _ e~

4 (1 — e e 4 e~82)
(A (1T 1
12 1000 4 x 1000 Sx

for 0 < 2 < 7%, and therefore Re (Log (G(q))) < = for 0 < # < & and & <y < 2.

6x

1
— -
x

3

Consider now the range 7 < y < <. Here, we have cos (y),cos (2y) < 0 and

therefore by the k = 2 case of (£.3.4) and Lemma 7] we obtain

Re (Log (C(q)) < =~ — <" <(”2 o (1+1))

120 1—e2 2(1—e%) ~\12 100 1))«

As in the previous case, this establishes Re (Log (G(q))) < = for all 0 < z < ;& and,

by taking together all previous cases as well as this one, all § <y <.
Note that we are reduced to the region 15z <y < 7, and so we may invoke the

case { = 1 of ([£3.5). Consider the range § <y < 7. By the { = 1, k = 3 case of

(43.5) along with Lemma .7 and the fact that cos (2y),cos (3y) < 0 in this region,
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we obtain
s
w2 2Te 10 g2 3

120 58z  2(1—e %) 3(1—e 6o
_ 72 2Te"mo 499 (1 N 1\ 1
12 58 1000\4 " 9) )2’

so the desired result is proven in the region 7 <y < 7.

Re (Log (G(q))) <

e

which is less than =,

We now consider the range § < y < 7§, within which the ¢ = 2 case of (4.3.5)
applies by Lemma [l By (@335 with ¢ =2 and k& = 3, we have

72 27e"ww  Hle”mw  cos (3y) (e + e7%) e3®

12z 58z 440x 31+ ¢f)? 3(1—e =)

Re (Log (G(g))) <

Since in this range we have cos (3y) < 0, we have

2 27e"%%  5le o e 3
Re (Log (G < — — —
¢ (Log (Gla))) < 157~ =555 140z 3(1— o)
which is as in earlier cases yields the desired result for 0 < z < ;55 by Lemma .7

Finally, consider the interval 0 < 152 <y < §. We may use case £/ = k = 3 of

(433)), which implies

72 2le"a0  Hle w0 Tle 160

Re (Log (G(q))) < 1ox 531 4402 1386z

for 0 < < 455. The right-hand side above is always less than é, and this completes

the proof in the region 15z <y < &. This completes the proof of the proposition. []

4.3.3 Bounds on F!(z) and E"(2)

We will need the following effective estimates of the functions F'(z) and E™(z)

which appear in Lemma
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Lemma 4.9. Let 0 < a <1 be a real number and z = x + 1y any complex number

satisfying |z| < 1 and 0 < |y| < 15x. Then we have
EY(z) < 28|23
and
E34(2) < 56|z,

Proof. Recall that

Er,t(z) _ Jgr',tv‘l(z) |Z|3 + Z Bisa (1 — %) . (_T)k—l—l (% - %) 1+ k |Z|k
720 & (k+2)! th+1(k + 1) 0 —3)y) *
where
B, (1-1L
Bu (1-3) ifn <2,
S P
’ (1)
t"“(n 1)) otherwise.

We first consider the two integrals .Jy, , 4(2) and J,, , 4(2), which we recall are taken
over a path of integration going through the origin and z. We bound these integrals
by splitting them each into upper and lower parts, taking advantage of the decay
properties of g.;(z) in the upper parts and power series expansions in the lower

parts. For both cases r = 1, 3, we have

’r'uJ

5
(4) . Agdr.,
T E e’p, + E cie 4
g t( ) 1024( — ( pm ) pa j )

for certain constants ¢; and degree 5 polynomials p,., ;(w). For a = | £ applying the

triangle inequality and the major arc bounds Re(w) < |w| < v/226Re(w) imply upper
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gfﬁf (w)‘ that depend only on u = Re(w). Using these upper bounds, we

bounds on

can conclude that

/ ‘giﬂ(w)‘|dw|<199oo, and / ‘géf*j(w)‘|dw|<39900.

67

To bound the remainder of the integrals J, , 4(2), we use the power series represen-

tations of g,(ni)(w), namely

) B (n+4)! n+6 (4) (—=1)" n
9174(1*”) = Z nl < (n+6)! * 4nt6(n 4 5)') v

and

(4) - (n+4)! n+6 (4) 1)nHignts n
gz.a(w) = ; n ( (n + 6)‘ An+6 w

By applying (3.1.2), ¢(n + 6) < 9’%, lw| < 22 and other elementary estimates, we

have

6 n
) ‘ < (n+4)! 2 1 3_7T 1
‘9174(“]) <2 o \9a52m)m | ae(nra) ) \2) T

and

! 2770 3+ 3r\"
(4) ’ < (n + 4) om 9
‘9374(“’) <D 945(2m)s ey )2 ) <7

3 2

Therefore, for a = S we have

§2(w)}|dw|+/ ‘g§2(w)‘|dw| < 20000
and

Jgs,4,4(2)=/ gé‘fi(w)’\de/ 9811(w)| 1duw] < 40000,
0 «
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We now bound the other summand of E™4(z) in the cases r = 1,3. Using (B.1.2),

2

along with ((n) < % for n > 2 and |2| < 1, we have

2

k>3

Bua(=4) (-1
k+2) 42k 1 1)

14+ ki' |Z|k < ﬁ
10(k — 3)! 1000

and

Bio(1=%) (=3
(k+2)! 4k+2(k 4 1)!

2

k>3

k! | 2|3
14— Ve < B
( +10(k;—3)!)‘z| 100

Therefore, we find that

20000 1
B4 LB L B <9 3
[BM()] < |l + ol < 28]
and
40000 1
EY(2)] < —— |2 + —|2|° < 56|z
which completes the proof. O

We now estimate a certain combination of the functions F"!(z) in a similar man-

ner. Define the functions G7(q), G5(q) respectively by

2
e e T )

and

. 1 log(2 2
G5(—q) ==exp (@ + ZLog(z) + B34+ g4( ) _ ﬂ) -

These will be useful in estimating G(q) along the two major arcs in the circle method.



Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ = 7%, z = x + iy satisfy 0 < x < 55 and 0 < |y| < 15z.

1. We have
1.4 3,4 3.4 s Els
42FN(42) + 42FP(82) — 42F3(82) — Log (Gl(q))‘ <=

2. We have

[2[*

42F)"(42) + 42F(82) — 42F)5(82) — Log(GZ(—q))’ <

Proof. Define the functions

Fi(z) = 42 (F11’4(4z) 4 F3(82) — Ff/;(gz))
and

Fy(z) = 42 (Ff”4(4z) 4 FM(82) — F11/§(8z))

By expanding each of the terms F["'(z), we have series expansions

Fi(z) — Log (Gi(q Zan—l—lz
n>3
and
Fy(z) — Log (G3(—q)) = Y _ alyy2""
n>3
where

Ont1 = (_1)n+1

127
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and

o (1) —3""' B 1(1) + 2" (Buga(1) — Buta (3))
Qpp1 = 4(n+ 1)(n+ 1)! .

Now, by (B12), we have for n > 2 that M, = [Inax |B,(z)] < 2(42(:))3!, we have for

n > 1 the bounds

|Brea(1)] 436" (1Bass ()] + | Bugs (3)])
n+1) - (nt 1)

(146"t M, 4y 7 1 3\
= 4n+1)-(n+1)! = 12(n+1) <(27r)"+1 * (?) ) ’

|t 41| <

and likewise

‘O/ ‘ < (3n+1 +2n+1) Mn+1 7T2 § n—l—l‘
= 4+ 1) - (n+ 1) T 12(n 4 1)

Therefore, noting that on the major arc 0 < |y| < 15z with 0 < z < ;& we have

2| < Y227 we have
1F1(2) — Log (Gi@)] € 3 el 2 < L
n>3
and likewise
* n Z
1B4(2) - Log (@3(-a)| € 3 ot 21 < EL.
n>3
This completes the proof. O

We now use the bounds so far derived to give an estimate for G(q) on arcs near
g = *1. For this final lemma, we require some new notation. For any complex-valued
function f(z) and any real-valued function g(z), we shall say that f(z) = O< (g(2)) if

|f(2)] < g(2) for all z in a specified region (which will always be clear from context).
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Lemma 4.11. Let g=¢7%, z =2 +iy, 0 < 2 < &5 and 0 < [y| < 15z.
1. We have Log (G(q)) = Log (G3(q)) + E+(q) where E.(q) = O< (4033|z[*).

2. We have Log (G(—q)) = Log (G3(—q)) + E_(q) where E_(q) = O< (2689]z]%).

Proof. Let Fi(z), F5(z) be defined as in the proof of LemmalZ.T0l Then by Proposition

and Lemma 9], we have
ILog (G(q)) — Fi(2)| < 4|z|E*(42) + 8|2| E**(8z2) < 4032|z|*
and similarly
|[Log (G(—q)) — Fa(2)| < 2688]z[*
in the relevant domain. We therefore obtain by Lemma EI0l (1) and (2) that
[Log (G(q)) — Log (G7(q))] < 4033z[*
and
|Log (G(—q)) — Log (G3(—q))| < 2689|2|".

This proves the result. O

4.4 Proof of Theorem 1.8

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem (Theorem [L.8 will be proven along the

way), which relies on a variation of Wright’s circle method. We set ¢ = e™* with
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Re(z) = 2 and Im (z) = y. Since G(g) has no poles inside the unit disk, we have by

Cauchy’s theorem that

_ 1[Gl
aln) = 3= | SR

where C' is the circle oriented counterclockwise centered at 0 with radius |g| = e™*.

We choose C' so that x = \/Is_n' Impose the constraint 0 < x < 455 throughout, which

by algebraic manipulations is equivalent to the assumption that n > 4800. Define the

three arcs

Cy:={g=e7e€C:0< |yl <15z},

Cy:={qg=e7€C:m— 15z <|y| <},

and

C:={qg=e*ecC: 15z < |yl <m—15z}.
We may decompose a(n) as
a(n) = Ji(n) + Ji(n) + J¥(n) 4+ J3 (n) + J™0(n),

where for k = 1,2 we define define

G- (2~ Honter+ - 252,

B 2
Ga(—q) = exp (W—Z + lLog (2) + Bsa + log4(2)) :



131

and

a1 Gi(q)
Ji(n) = i o, gt q;
maj 1 G q _é q
gy = o [ SOy,
k
Jmin(n) — 1 G(q)d

2—71"i & qn+1
Ji(n) and J5(n) are the dominant terms, and so we begin with an analysis of the

error terms.

4.4.1 Error Bound for J™%(n)

By Proposition .8, we have on all C' that |G(q)| < exp (2). Since the length of Cis

less than 27 and | [= ¢ 'dg| < 27|q|™" = 2mems < 2T it follows that

Tm/@jfl)dq'<211_0”exp<m+%)_211(? exp ((4\% 4f> ﬁ).

4.4.2 Error Bounds for J™(n) and J"¥(n)

()] =

We now consider J;™(n) and J5™ (n). For J™(n), we may assume now that 0 <
ly| < 15z. Since we have x < |z| < /226,

\51(@) = Fﬁz |z|—%eXp< ”22‘” ) < r (%%)I_%exp <7T_2)

2472

and
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Similarly, we have
G0l - ot - oo (-39 - ot -0 (-5) < )
and |G5(—q)| < y;z ) By Lemma LTI, we have
Log (G(q)) — Log (G}(q)) = E+(q) = O< (4033[2[*) ,

and therefore by exponentiation G(q) = G7(q) exp (E1(¢)). Now, since |z| < Y22 on

C, we have |E | (q)| < 4033|z|* < 0.38. Because exp (t) = 1+0< (2t) for 0 < t < 0.76,

we have
3 4
lexp (B (q)) — 1] < 3 |E1(q)| < 6050]z|".

In particular, this implies

G(0) = Gi(@)] = |G1@)] - loxp (Bo(@) — 1] < =5 eXp<Z g),

We now make a similar estimate for G%(q) — G1(q). It is clear from definitions that

Lot (63(0) — Lot (G(0)) =~ = 0= (57141,

and so reasoning as earlier, we may write G (q) = G1(q) exp (—%). Wehave exp (t) =
1+0< ($£t) for 0 < t < 0.005, so smce < 0.005 we have exp (—Z) = 1+0< (5]2]).

Therefore, we find that

Gi(a) - wﬂ_ﬁ%ﬁﬁmﬁfo<%mﬂgg)
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Thus, on C we have

~ 1 9833929 T In
G(q) — Gl(q)‘ < T + = exp| —/= ).
2ns ns 4\ 3

Now, let Dy = {z € C: Re(z) = z,|Im ()| < 15z}, which is the image of C} under

the change of variables ¢ — z. Since Dy has length 30z, we have

’Jmaj(n)’ <i/ ‘G(Q)_Gl(Q)‘dq<i/ ‘G(q)—é ( )‘|ex (nz)||dz|
I T P VI = 27 Jp, RO
< 30x ' < 1 n 9833?29) « <E n " n:c)

2 21291081 T /n
— 15— | €XP 5 3 .

7 19
ns ns

We may similarly analyze the case of G(q) — G5(q). Note to begin that we may shift

Cs to C7 by the substitution ¢ — —¢q, and so
G(—q) — Gz(—Q)dq

=y
) o qn+1

We have by Lemma .11 that Log (G(—q)) — Log (G5(—q))
Thus |E_(g)| < & and as before we have exp () = 14 O< (2t). Thus, exp (E_(q))

3| <
E_(g) = O< (2689]2[*).

1 + O< (4034|z|*), and by the same reasoning as in the first case we obtain

8183085e T In
——exp | —1/% |-
17 p 4 3

|G(=q) = G3(=g)| < —==
n 8
As in the previous case, we have G5(—q) — Ga(—q) = Ga(—q) x O< (5]z]), and
therefore
1

. ~ 2 2260 (5) » (7 3 ™ [n

_qg) — _o)l < 2 2 ) < N e

G0 =G o o O s ) = 10,0 P 1V 3
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Combining the two cases,

~ 3 8183085 T In
6-0) - Gal-a| < (o + 25 o (T3

and therefore

‘Jmaj(n)‘<30x. 3 s1s30s5\ m fw
2 ~ 2 10n3 n¥ P\1 3

- < 13 n 17716899) <7T n)
ex — — .
QOng n% P 2 3

4.4.3 Estimates for J{(n) and J;(n)

Having bounded the explicit error terms, we now estimate the integrals Jy(n), J;5(n)

in terms of more familiar I-Bessel functions. Recall that for any real s, the function

I(x) may be defined by

1 z (1
L(z) = — [ wt (=
s() o Dw exp (2 (w —I—w)) dw,

where D is any contour that loops from —oo below R_ around zero counterclockwise
and back to —oo above Roy. Let Dy := {w € C : Re(w) = =, |Im (w)| < 15z} as

earlier, and let
Dy :={weC:Re(w) <zIm(w)=+£15z}.

Define the (counterclockwise-oriented) path D := D_ U Dy U D,.. Letting D be the

_T

Tva W, We can see that

image of D under the change of variables z =

! = ™ n2)d ™ Is(Z. /2
— 4 ex _— nz Z = - 5 : — —
o Jp VTP 9333,0 —i\2\3 )
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and similarly

1 1 w2 N p i I ™ In
— z4 ex _— nz Z = — — .
omi Jp o P\ 482 233ins 1 \2V3

By changing variables ¢ — 2, we have

which are the main terms of J(n), J5(n). Fort € D_, set t = (v —u) — 15zi for

u > 0. Since Re (Z—;) < 7/% and [t| > 15z, we have

1 w2 1 T In 22383 T [n
t™1exp 4—&+nt < |t|" 1 exp 1 §+n(x—u) < T exp | 5y/g —nu).

This bound holds not only for ¢ € D_, but also t € Dy, and therefore since

I, exp (—nu) du = X, we have

! / ~i ™ e )d
b z ex — nz z
27 /o P48z
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It therefore follows that

2iT (1) T [n 8 7 [n
Mi(n) — J*(n)] < —~\d) Ty 8 Tny
(M) = Ji(n)] < oo 7 exp (2 3) sl P (2 3)

Similarly, for t € Dy, set t = (& — u) + 15ni for u > 0. Then |t|* < 22622 4+ u2. Since

we have assumed n > 4800, it is clear that 22622 + u? < 1 + 42, and so

1 s 1 T [n i T [n
t4 exp E+nt < |t|1 exp 1 g—i-n(x—u) < (1+u?)%exp S\/3 ")

and therefore

L / i G +nz)d
—_— Z4 ex —_— nz YA
27i Jp.op. P\ 182

Since (1 + u?)

< 2exp (g\/g) /Ooo (1 +u?)*® exp (—nu) .

<1+ul for u > 0, we have for n > 1 that

0ol

/ (14 u®)% exp (—nu) < / exp (—nu) du + / ut*exp (—nu) du < =.
0 0 0

n

and so

1 / 1 ( 7T2 )
— ziexp | — +nz | dz
27 Jp,up_ 48~

As a consequence, we have

<4e T In
—exp | =4/—= ).
np2 3

Ma(n) — J2(n)| < ;S) exp (2\/@ < %exp <g g) |

Combining all the estimates made thus far, we may conclude that

la(n) — My(n) — My(n)| < E(n), (4.4.1)
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4 5 13 21291081 17716899
+| # 2200 T ey (54/3) - @)

9 21
ns N 20ns ns n's

Taken together, (4.4.1)) and (£.4.2) now imply Theorem [I.8

4.5 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we prove that a(n) > 0 for all n > 0. Note that in order to
prove a(n) > 0 for a particular value of n, it would suffice to show that a(n) >
M (n) + Ms(n) — E(n). The majority of this proof consists in simplifying this suffi-
cient condition on n until an explicitly lower bound is achieved.

For simplicity, it is easiest to remove the (—1)" from My (n) by leveraging Ms(n) <
|Ms(n)|. Thus, to prove a(n) > 0 it would suffice to prove that M;(n) — |Msy(n)| —

E(n) > 0, that is,
My (n) > |My(n)| + E(n). (4.5.1)
Note that to prove (A.5.1), it would suffice to prove M;(n) > 2 |Msy(n)| and M;(n) >

2E(n). We now prove these inequalities one at a time. Taking the definitions of

M;i(n) and My(n), the inequality M;(n) > 2 |Msy(n)| may be rearranged to the form

L
&l

) 20 (3) [=

> JR—

)T Ve

ot

2o o]

ey
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Now, the I-Bessel function has the power series expansion

t2k

t S
Ls(t) = <§) ; AR (s + k+ 1)

from which one may clearly see that I_s (t) >1_ 5 (t) for all ¢ > 1. In particular, it is

clear that for all n > 4800 that M;(n) > 2 |Ms(n)|.
For a fixed n > 4800, in order to prove a(n) > 0 we have shown that it will suffice
to prove Mi(n) > 2E(n). We prove this result by first bounding M;(n) from below.

By [92 Exercise 13.2, pg. 269], we have for ¢ > 0 real that

(1+ 84(t)) — ie™1™

\/2—71't \/2—7#(1_'_71@))7

where 01(t),v1(t) satisfy the bounds

5 5 5%:8 5%:8
)| < — — d |6(t)] < — — .
() 16teXp<16t> and [6,(¢) 16teXp<16t)

Therefore, we have

_ 57 - 57 N et -, 5 5
€x T —exp | —
16vans P\"T 16t ot 16t P\ 161 ) )

from which it follows that

et

I s(t) > { o <t+ 57T)+ ¢ <1+ o . ( o ))}
3 - X — —exp | — :
= Vot Lievane Y 16t) " Vont 16t P \ 161

We wish now to show [_ %(t) > 1029\5% for suitably large t, for which it will suffice

to consider their ratio (since both are positive). We have from the above inequality

-1
that I_ s (t) (ﬁj%) is plainly an increasing function of ¢, and so we can see that
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if we set t = 5,/%, the inequality holds for all n > 4800. Thus, to prove (Z5.T)) for

any given n > 4800 it will suffice to show that

99 F(%) T In 217 T 43
27~ \4) 2/0) > 228 T ZIve
100 2535, P \2V3) =5 P\t e Vi

{8 10 13 42582162 35433798} (7T n)
+ + exp ,

_1+_+ 19 21 9 3

9 o 21
ns n 10ns n’s n'8

which on dividing through by #exp (g %) and making a convenient numerical

estimate, it will suffice to show

3

+ =+ < .
ni ns  10n2 ni n2 20

217ns <<12 7r) n) [ 8 10 13 . 42582162 L 35433798] 11

(4.5.2)

It is clear that for n > 350000 (in fact, much smaller n will do) the left-hand side
is a decreasing function of n. It can also be checked with a direct calculation that
(45.2) is true for n = 350000. Our method only assumed n > 4800, so we have now
proven that a(n) > 0 for all n > 350000. The author has checked the values of a(n)
for 1 < n < 350000 using his personal computer and found all to be non-negative.

Therefore, Theorem [L.9 follows.
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Chapter 5
Distribution of t-hook parity

The purpose of this chapter is to prove Theorems [[12] and [[LT3l This is joint work

with Anna Pun.

5.1 The Nekrasov-Okounkov formula

Generating functions connected to hook numbers are central in Chaptersband[Gl The
most important formula in this direction is the Nekrasov-Okounkov formula [66] [86]
which states that

wa H (1—%):ﬁ(1—x")z_l.

AP heH(N) n=

—

This result is fundamental in its close relationship to Dedekind’s eta-function and
many partition-theoretic identities. Using the famous work of Garvan, Kim, and Stan-
ton on t-cores [57], Han reproved and generalized the formula of Nekrasov-Okounkov
in various ways which enabled the calculation of many kinds of generating functions

connected to counting hook numbers in partitions. In particular, we shall be con-
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cerned with the multisets
Hi(A) :=={h € H(N) : t|h},

i.e. the multiset of all hook numbers in A which are divisible by ¢. Of particular

interest to us is the following theorem of Han.

Theorem 5.1 ([66], Theorem 1.3]). Let t be a positive integer. For any complex

numbers y and z we have

Y _tyz) (1—a")
S T (%) Mg

AEP heH () k>1

5.2 Generating functions and statement of results

Since p§(n) 4+ p2(n) = p(n), A(n) := pf(n) — pf(n) can serve a useful auxiliary role in

our study. The utility of the function A;(n) comes from the generating function

Gylw) = 3" Ay = T L2 S =) (5.2.1)

nZO - (1 — 22k )3H(1 — k)
proven in Corollary 5.2 of [66], which comes from specializing the values of y, z in
Theorem [5.1] by specializing to y = —1 and z = 0, along with relatively simple
manipulations with infinite products.
The driving force which brings to bear the applicationo of Rademacher’s circle
method is the fact that G(z) may readily be written in terms of a modular infinite

product via the Dedekind eta-function (see (5.3.2)). Using the generating function
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(5:2.1)), we prove the following exact formula for A;(n), given as a Rademacher-type

infinite series expansion.

Theorem 5.2. Ifn,t are positive integers with t > 1, then

ot/2 T 727rznh Uk 27rz'(4t)*Hm
k>1 0<h<k m=0
ged(k,2t)=1  ged(h,k)=1
t—24m\ ¥/ 7 T \/(t —24m)(24n — 1)
t 2 | 12k t
2t/2 271- 2‘rr'th, t 2"”(2Tt0)Hm
24n_13/4z Z thkze " (thkm)
0<h<k m=0
o eedihn)
to(1+ 3ged(k, 1)) — 12m\** 7 [+ 3ged(k,)%) — 12m)(24n — 1)
to s | 6k to
27T 727r1nh, il 27‘rz(t0H)m
T Ll DR STNNE) o AN
O<h<k =0
4|ko ged(h,k)=
to — 24m\** ; (to — 24m)(24n — 1)
to 2 | 6k to ’
here k L L H satisfies hH = —1 (mod k), h* (resp. h')
wnere = — = ———T Satisfies = — mo resp.
O sed(k, 1) 0T ged(k, b)) : b

denotes the inverse of h modulo ko (resp. ko/2), Uy is defined by

p

Umk =

t
24

1f2/*/k0a
2
to(1 + 3 ged(k, t) )J if 2||ko,
12
. .
2_ZJ 1f4|k07
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w(t,h, k) is defined by (54D, ¢;(t, b, k;m) are defined by B6T), and I3(2) is the

classical modified I-Bessel function.

Example 5.3. We illustrate Theorem [5.2] using the numbers A;(d;n), which denote
partial sums for A;(n) over 1 < k < d. Theorem is therefore the statement that

lim A;(d;n) = Ai(n). We offer some examples in the table below.

d—o0

d 10 100 1000 e 00
50 ~ 114580.084 ~ 114579.996 ~ 114580.000 | --- | 114580
100 | ~ 81486201.594 | ~ 81486198.001 | ~ 81486198.000 | --- | 81486198

Table 5.1: Values of A3(d;n)
This exact formula gives the following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Fort > 1 a fized positive integer, write t = 2°( for integers s,{ > 0

such that ¢ is odd. Then as n — oo we have

3
T 14345\ [(7/(1+3-45)(24n — 1) i1y minh
At(n)N2s+%(24n—1) ]%( D walth 2 e

6 . 23—1—1
O<h<25t1
h odd

In particular, when t is odd we have

. 206=-0/2 7 <7r\/24n — 1)

eZ
2Tz

can derive a condition for isolating the dominant term in Theorem In particular,

Proof. For z € R, it is known that [ s (2) ~ . From this asymptotic relation, we

> 1 for all

let {gi(n)}2, be a countable collection of functions such that lim go((n))
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i # 0 and let {a;(n)}52, be complex numbers each of which grow at most polynomially

in n. Then if the series ) a;(n)I3/2(g:(n)) converges and ag(n) does not vanish, we
i=0

have

Zaz )3 (gi(n)) ~ ao(n)I3/2(go(n))

=0

as n — 0o. This reduces the proof to an analysis of the analogs of g;(n) and ag(n) in
Theorem 5.2
Each of the arguments of I (z) is maximized when m = 0, so we are left with

the task of finding the largest possible value of of coefficients on \/24n — 1, which are

given by ﬁ if 2 ) ko, — o \/1 + 3 ged(k, t)? if 2||ko, and 6_ if 4|ko. Among these, it is

clear that the case where 2||kq is the largest. Now, this expression can be rewritten

as

3
1 d(k,t 14+ —=k2.
\/ + 3ged(k,t)? = 6k: +k:2

When £y is held fixed, since kg > 2 this expression is strictly decreasing in k, and
therefore the optimal choice of k must be of the form & = 2°kq. It is also clear that
ko = 2 is optimal, and therefore k = 25! has the dominant I-Bessel function. Since
by Lemma [5.10] the associated Kloosterman sum does not vanish, this completes the

proof. O
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5.3 Set-up and notation

The approach that will be utilized in the proof of Theorem [5.2]is commonly referred
to as the “circle method”. Initially developed by Hardy and Ramanujan and refined
by Rademacher, the circle method has been employed with great success for the past
century in additive number theory. The crowning achievement of the circle method
lies in producing an exact formula for the partition function p(n), and it has been
utilized to produce similar exact formulas for variants of the partition function. A
helpful and instructive sketch of the application of Rademacher’s circle method to the
partition function p(n) is given in Chapter 5 of [7]. Here, we will provide a summary
of the circle method, in order to clarify the key steps and the general flow of the
argument.

The function A;(n) has as its generating function G,(z). Our objective is to use
Gi(z) to produce an exact formula for A;(n). Consider the Laurent expansion of
Gy(x)/2™! in the punctured unit disk. This function has a pole at * = 0 with

residue p(n) and no other poles. Therefore, by Cauchy’s residue theorem we have

Ay = L [ Ga) (5.3.1)

C2mi Jo antl
where C' is any simple closed curve in the unit disk that contains the origin in its
interior. The task of the circle method is to choose a curve C that allows us to
evaluate this integral, and this is achieved by choosing C' to lie near the singularities

of Gy(x), which are the roots of unity. For every positive integer N and every pair
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of coprime non-negative integers 0 < h < k < N, we choose a special contour
C in the complex upper half-plane and divide this contour into arcs C}, ; near the
roots of unity e*™**/¥_ Integration along C' can then be expressed as a finite sum of
integrals along the arcs C}, i, and elementary functions v, ; are chosen with behavior

similar to Gy(z) near the singularity >/

. The functions vy, ; are found by using
properties of G(x) deduced from the functional equation of the Dedekind eta-function

n(7) := ™12 TT (1 — e¥™7) and the relation between G;(x) and 7(7) given by

n>1

omity _ 77(757')2t77(4t7')t
Gy(e™T) = —17(7')77(2t7‘)3t . (5.3.2)

The error created by replacing Gy(x) by ¥, x(x) can be estimated, and the integrals
of the 9y, along C}, ;, evaluated. This procedure produces estimates that can be used
to formulate a convergent series for A;(n). Our implementation of the circle method
will follow along these same lines.

To preface the proof of Theorem (.2 we summarize notation which will be used
prominently throughout the rest of the chapter. The values of ¢, n, h, and k are always
non-negative integers. Additionally, we assume ¢ > 1 and that h, k satisfy 0 < h < k
and ged(h, k) = 1. Frequently, it is necessary to remove common factors between

k and t, and so we define ky := —£— and t, := We will also make use of

t
ged(k,t) ged(k,t)

multiplicative inverses to a variety of moduli, and use distinct notations to distinguish
these. We will always denote by H an integer satisfying hH = —1 (mod k), and h*, hf
will denote inverses of h modulo kg and kq/2 respectively. The complex numbers x

and z are related by x = exp (% (h—i—iz)). Note that although z depends on A
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and k, the dependence is suppressed since these values will be clear in context. The
notation ' will always be used to denote a modular transformation of the variable x.
The modular transformations also make use of the Dedekind sum s(u,v), which for

any integers u, v is given by

where
m—|m|—= m¢&Z,
((m)) :=
0 m € Z.

These Dedekind sums will always arise in the context of certain roots of unity ™),

and so it is convenient to adopt the notation w,, := emis(uv)

5.4 Modular transformation laws

We first recall the transformation formula for the generating function of p(n) (see, for

example [65] or p. 96 in [7]).

Theorem 5.5. Let k,t be positive integers with t > 1 and 0 < h < k an integer

coprime to k and H an integer satisfying hH = —1 (mod k). Let z be a complex

o
number with Re(z) > 0 and let z,x’ be defined by x = exp (%(h + ZZ)) and &' =

o : o
exp Tla+)). If F(x) is defined by F(x) := [[ ———, then
k z me1 1 — ™

F(2) = v/Z - wn p exp (%) F(z).
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The proof of this theorem comes directly from the modular transformation prop-
erties of Dedekind’s eta-function.

By (5:3.2), Gi(z) can be expressed in terms of F(x):

F(a)[F(«*)]"

[F ()] [F ()]

We can therefore apply Theorem to find a similar transformation formula for

Gi(z) =

Gy(x).

Lemma 5.6. Define x1 = 2t, x5 := 2%, and x5 := 2*. Then the following transfor-

mation formulas for F(x;) hold.

(a) When kq is odd, for 1 < j <3 we have

F([L’]) = v/ 2J_1t()2 * Woi-1¢gh ko €XP |: T ( _ 2j_1t02):|F([lf;)

12]{50 2j_1t02

2mi ; ¢
hold, where x; = exp {k—o ((2]_1t0)*H T M)] '

(b) Suppose kg = 2 (mod 4). Then we have the transformation formulas

s 1
F(QE‘I) = \/t()Z . Wtoh,ko exp [T]{;O (to_z — t(]Z) F(I/l)
2mi '
where T, = exp {ﬂ (t(’;H + L)}, and for j = 2,3 we have
k’o tOZ

- F(x
6]{70 2]_2t02 (QU]>,

F(IJ) =212tz - Woi—2¢h, ko /2 €XP [l< — 2]_2150,2)
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2m 2
where T4, = exp [kO/Q <t0H + ; z)]’ and xy = exp [1{50/2 <2Tt0H + to_Z)}

(¢) Suppose 4|ky. Then we have the transformation formulas

F(o
12]{30 t()Z (xj)’

237w (1
F(x5) = Vtoz - Wigh ke 25-1 €XP — — 1oz

2mi l
h = 20~ 1eH :
where x’; = exp [ ko ( ol + 1= ?toz)]

Proof. We first prove the case j = 1 of (a) By definition, z; = exp (%(tohj%toz)).
Since ged(toh, ko) = 1 and toh(tyH) = —1 (mod k), applying Theorem [B.5] gives the
result by the substitutions h +— tgh, k — ko, and z — tpz. Every other case of the
result follows by rearranging terms in z; in a manner such that the terms playing the
roles of h and k in Theorem are coprime. O

Using these identities for each case, we obtain the transformation law

(

212, /7 exp

[ 7 (4 —3gcd(k,t)? | F(2)[F(z})
_12k( " —z) wy(t, h, k)

Gie) = 22 e '172rk<1+3g<;d(k,t)2 _Z>'w2(t’ np) F(x’)) [F(xé()}/ ko,

ol gl

= 3t -2t =t — 3t -2t —t
where wy (2, h, k) := Wh kWatoh ko Wioh ko @itoh,kor W2(E; 11 k) 7= Wh kWit ko 10Wioh koot o2

R 3t -2t —t e
and ws(t, h, k) := Wh, kWi ko /4% k0 ko Wrgh o4+ FTOT the definition of s(h, k) we can see

that s(dh,dk) = s(h, k) for every integer d, and therefore wigp /2 = Watohk, When
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2|k and wigh ko4 = Watgh,ko/2 = Watoh,ky When 4|kg. Therefore w;(t, h, k) = w(t, h, k)
for all 7, where

3t
whvkw2toh,k0

w(t, h, k) = (5.4.1)

2t t .
Wiy h,koWatoh,ko

Therefore, the transformation law for G;(z) can be rewritten as

)
2t/2\/2exp{ 7 <4—3gcd(k,t)2 B

12k 4z
7 (1 +3ged(k, 1)*

z) ] w(t,h, k) Jepnp(a) 2} ko,

12k

z

Gi(@) = { 22 /7 exp [ z)]w@, B k)o@ 2llko.

T (1
Vzexp [ﬁ <; - Z) }w(t hy k) Je k(2 4|ko,

\

(5.4.2)

where for shorthand we define J; 5, (2') :=

5.5 The Farey decomposition

We follow closely to the notations and proofs in Chapter 5 of [7]. Let notation be as

before, and let N be any positive integer. Recall that

Gy(x) ==Y all(=1)#H® = 33 " (—1)#H Mg = 3 ™ A4 (n)a2"

AeP n>0 A\kn n>0

By Cauchy’s residue theorem, we have

1 Gt(llf)
A¢(n) = 2—7”/0 o] dz,

where C' is any positively oriented simple closed curve in a unit disk that contains

the origin in its interior. In our implementation of the circle method, we set C' = Cy
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2T N2 2miT

for Cy centered at zero with radius e~ . Using the transformations x = e

h
and z = —ik? (7‘ — —) in succession, the circle Cy is mapped onto the circle K with

k

center % and radius % In the rest of this proof, K will denote this same circle. If we

breakdown C'y into Farey arcs, then this change of variables gives the formula
N T .

2minh
Sy lEy e

—1 0<h<k z1(h.k)
(h,k)=1

z2(h,k)

G, (e%(“%)) ezzgz dz] ,

where the integral runs along the arc of K between the points zi(h, k) and z(h, k)

defined by

k2 . kky k? . kks

alh =i tipre ™ 20N =g "Erg

where k1, k, ko are the denominators of consecutive terms of the Farey series of order

N. Computing A;(n) therefore reduces to computing the integrals

Z2(h’k) 27 iz 2mnz
I(t, ke, n) = / G, (eT("W)) e d.

1(h,k)

5.6 Exact formula for A;(n)

The first step to evaluating these integrals is an application of the transformation
law for G¢(z). Because of the formulation of (5.4.2)), the exact formula is naturally

broken into three sums. One of these is given by

Z Z —27rznh/klt h k n)

k>1  0<h<k
ko odd ged(h,k)=1
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and the other two are defined similarly with the modification that kg odd is replaced by
either 2||ky or 4|ko. Because of this natural breakdown, the evaluation of I(t, h, k,n)
also naturally breaks into three cases.

In order to estimate the integrals I(t, h, k,n), we will use a series expansion for

F (') [F (x5)]*
[ ()] [ (3) )

The variable we will use for this series expansion will depend on the value of kq. In

the factor J; 5 (2") = in the modular transformation law for Gy(x).

particular, define y; for 1 < j <3 by

27 * gk ) 27 T 4
4t H+ ) 21t5 H+
jri= B0 mE) oy SRR

2 (15t 75z

The utility of using y; is that it relates nicely to the variables ', 2/, 2, and

appearing in J; 5, ,(2"). From definitions, it follows that

o dged(kit) 2gcd(k,t) ged(k,t)
1 =Y = Y =Ys )
1 2ged(k,t) 4dged(kt)  2ged(k,t)
Ty =Y =Y =Ys ’
1 ged(kt)  2ged(kt)  Aged(k,t)
T3 = Y1 =Y =Ys ;
and
, g, 2mi(ato (1) —1)H ot *2”1'(2'2“0'56*1)11 4 —2mi(totg—1)H
_ 0 p,———F ———— — 0,———F " _ o ,—F——
T =Y e F =Yy € F =Yysze .

Therefore, we have three series expansions for J;  x(2') given by

Jenw(@) =) cj(t, by k;m)yl" (5.6.1)

m>0

for 1 < j < 3. These series expansions, along with the transformation laws for G,(z),

are used to aid in the evaluation of the integrals I(¢, h, k,n).
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5.6.1 Estimating I(t,h,k,n)

The process of evaluating I(¢, h, k,n) breaks into three cases based on the value of k.
Since the proofs in every case run along similar lines, we need only write out details
in the case where kg is odd and to comment on which aspects of the proof need to
be altered for the other two cases. When kj is odd, we use the series expansion for

z
Jink(2') in y1. Applying the substitution z — % in (5.4.2), we have

220 (t, Iy k)[R . amiatgy
](t,h,k,n):%/ 62 (42) o Cl(tahuk;m)fk,t,m(z)€2k2 dZ,

1(hk) >0

where

o m (4—3ged(k,t)?  6m 2z
fram(2) = \/EeXpLz( 4z tor k2|

From the theory of Farey arcs (see Theorem 5.9 of [7]) we know that the path of
integration has length less than 2v/2kN~! and that for any z on the path of inte-

gration, |z| < v2kN~'. Furthermore, any z € K\{0} satisfies 0 < Re(z) < 1 and

to (4 — 3 ged(k, t)?)
]

Re(1/z) = 1. From these facts, we can see that m > M, = L

if and only if

fun

rs (473gcd(k,t)2 _eﬂ_i)
2 4z toz k2
e 0

and that therefore

Zz(h7k) U *Hm ™z
/ Z S ci(t, b, k;m)fk7t,m(z)e2k2 dz =0 (K¥*N—%72).

(k) s,
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Applying this estimate to I(t, h, k,n), it follows that
Qt/zw(t h /{?) z2(h,k) 4% 2mi(4tg)* Hm I
I(t,h,k,n) = 4/ e & c(t,h kym) frim(2)e 2 dz
vk 21(hyk) n;) t

+0 (K'2N732)

Similar estimates apply in the other two cases. In particular, extend the definition of

M, by
(| to(4 — 32gzd(k:, P oy,
My, =4 [fo(l+3ged(k,8)°) | 2k,
12
\ %J if 4]ko,

and in place of y; use yo when 2||kg or y3 when 4|ky. These modifications lead to the

following proposition.

Proposition 5.7. Adopt all notation as above. Then if ko is odd, we have
My i

2t/2 t h ]{f - 2mi(4tg)* Hm
I(t,h,k,n) = %Ze s ci(t, hy k;m)

Vzexp {

m=0
m (4—3ged(k, 1)  6m N (24n — 1)z
12 4z toz k2

z2(h,k)

) } dz+ O (K'?N~37?).

z1(h,k)

If 2||ko, then we have

I(t,h,k,n) = 7 k co(t, h, k;m)

z2(hk) 1 d(k. )2 12 24n — 1
/ \/Eexp |:17T_2( +3gc ( ) ) . m+( n2 )Z)}dZ—G—O(k‘lﬂN_gm).
z1(hk) z toz k

My
220 (t, b, k) R 2micl i
— ) ¢

m=0
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If 4|ko, then we have

My 1

w(t, h, k) = 2ritgmm
I(t,h kyn) =—"2"2 e & cs(t, h, kym)
\/E m=0

z2(h.k) 1 24 24n — 1
/ Vzexp {1 <—— m+( n2 )Z>] dz+0(k:1/2N_3/2).
21 (h,k) 12 \ z tQZ k

In light of Proposition (5.7, the problem of evaluating (¢, h, k,n) is reduced to

evaluating integrals of the form

z2(hok) A-B 24n — 1
View |55 (A2 B2 | 0
z1(h,k)

for certain constants A, B. This evaluation has two main steps. Firstly, we show that
extending the path of integration to the whole circle I introduces only a small error
term. Secondly, we show how the integral along K is expressible by familiar functions

from analysis. These steps are carried out together in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Fiz an integert > 1, and let A, B be constants independent of z

for which A = Ok(1) as N — oo and B > 0. Then we have

1 ZZ(hvk) B A,Bm+(24n71)z k3/2 (A — Bm)3/4 s
il Jrel (A ) i (c-v/@A=Bm)2in—1)
21",

10 (KN,

Proof. For K~ the negative orientation of the circle I, we can break down integrals

Zg(h,k) 21 (h,k) 0
(A IR S
- z1(h,k) 0 z2(h,k)

over K~ by
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Define the function f(z) by

f(2) == VZexp {% (A oy <24”k§ 1)2)} |

Then by the theory of Farey arcs, the arc on K~ from 0 to z;(h, k) has length less
than 7|21 (h, k)| < V2rkN~! and therefore |z| < v/2kN~"! on the path of integration.

Recalling that Re(1/z) =1 and 0 < Re(z) <1 on K\{0},

z1(h,k) 23/471']{?3/2
/0 f(z)dz| < TN

T 3/2 \7—3/2
exp |15 (A +24n — 1)| = O (K¥/2N2).
A similar estimate holds for integrals from z3(h, k) to 0, and therefore we have

z2(h,k)
/ f(z)dz= [ f(z)dz+O (K*¥*N73/2).
Zl(h,k) K—

It suffices now to evaluate the integral

re [ Veew [% <A—Bm+(24n—1)z)} "

z k2
The substitution w = 27!, dw = —272dz implies
14200
B _5/9 (A — Bm) m(2dn—-1)
I——/l_ioo w /exp< B w + oKz w dw.
A-B
Furthermore, by the substitution s = cw for ¢ := W we have
m(A— Bm)\*? [erie 72(A — Bm)(24n — 1)\ 1
[=————+ /2 — | ds.
< 12 ) /C_,.OO R G 144k s )%

Since the classical modified /-Bessel function / 3 (z) satisfies the identity

2 3/2 c+ioo 2
Is(2) = (2/2) / 5722 exp (s + z—) ds,
. s

2 2m ico
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2 m(A—Bm)(24n—1)
ing = = = A — Bm)(24n — 1) yiel
setting 5 \/ A4 ok V( m)(24n — 1) yields

2m  k32(A — Bm)?/4 s
= iy <6k V(A= Bm)(24n — 1)) .

Combining the estimation and the evaluation of I completes the proof. O

From Proposition 5.8, we may complete the proof of the exact formula. The idea
is that the error term in the evaluation of A;(n) introduced by the error in I(t, h, k, n)

vanishes as N — oo, and the resulting series converges.

5.6.2 Completing the proof of Theorem [5.2]

We have shown that

By Proposition £.7] and Proposition 5.8 we obtain for every pair h, k estimates for
I(t, h,k,n) with error term O(k'/2N—3/2). These exact formulas yield an estimate for
Aq;(n) with error term O(N~Y/2). Therefore, as N — oo we may replace I(t, h, k,n)
with these estimates and retain equality. That is,

Z # e 27r1nh ( h k‘ n)

k=1
( )=

This exact formula naturally splits into three sums according to the value of kg

(mod 4). When kg is odd, the formula derived from Propositions 5.7 and (.8 give
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the contribution

M

27T 727rznh, X 27r1(4t0) Hm (A — Bm)3/4
t/2 E § : Zmi{ftg) fAm
k>1 0<h<k m=0
ko odd ged(h,k)=1

s (6k VA= Bm)(24n — 1)) ,

to(4 — 3ged(k,t)?)
T

3 6
where A =1— 1 ged(k,t)?, B = o and M, =

J . Noting that
0

the sum is only nonempty when k& is odd and ged(k,t) = 1, in which case kg = k,

to=t, My = {;—4} A=1/4 and B = 6/t we have
2t/2 m 727rznh
51:—(24n_1)3/4 > - Y e w(t, h, k)

k>1 0<h<k
ged(k,26)=1  ged(h,k)=1

B4

28 itary* Hem — 24m\ ¥4 t— 24m)(24n — 1
ST (b ks m) t=24m\ " (o m)2in—1)
t 2 | 12k /

m=0

The sums Ss, S3 simplify similarly to

2t/2 27T —27rL7Lh
52 24n_13/4z Z thk)
0<h<k
2||k0 ged(h,k)=
Ltofé’k 27ri(2Tt6)Hm toO{t k — 12m 3/4 ™ toat k — 12m) (24n _ 1>
S0 T et ) (ST T (2 e
P to 2 | 6k to

where oy := 1+ 3ged(k,t)? and

2
S5 = = 3/42” ST T wt, b k)

0<h<k
4\190 ged(h,k)=

(e Hym to — 24m\ >/ to — 24m)(24n — 1
e gt hy by m) (70 m) Is 1\/(0 m)(24n — 1)

to 2 | 6k to

As Ay(n) = S; + S + S5, the proof is complete.
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5.7 Certain Kloosterman sums

We start by proving that the Kloosterman sum

> exp [m' <s(h, k) — ?)}

0<h<k
(hk)=1
is nonzero when k£ is a power of 2. Note that this Kloosterman sum can also be

rewritten as a sum of solutions modulo 24k to a quadratic equation as defined in the

lemma below.

Lemma 5.9. Let Si(n) be the Kloosterman sum defined by

Sk(n) :== % 1—]; Z Xlg(;ﬁ)@(é—k), (5.7.1)

x  (mod 24k)
z2=—24n+1 (mod 24k)

where x12(x) = (£2) is the Kronecker symbol and e(x) := e*™. If k is a power of 2,

then Sk(n) # 0 for all positive integers n.

Proof. Let n > 1, and let k = 2° for an integer s > 0. To show that Sk(n) # 0, we
need only show that the summation given in (5.7.1]) is nonzero. To evaluate this sum,
consider the condition on x that 2> = —24n + 1 (mod 24k). Since —24n +1 = 1
(mod 4), 22 = —24n + 1 (mod 2°73) has exactly 4 incongruent solutions, and so the
congruence 2 = —24n + 1 (mod 24k) has exactly 8 incongruent solutions. For any
given solution x, we can see that all of 12k —z, 12k 4z, and 24k — = are also solutions
and are pairwise distinct.

Now, let z,y (mod 24k) be solutions to #2 = —24n+1 (mod 24k) such that y is not

congruent to any of x, 12k — z, 12k + z, or 24k — x, so that the summation in (B.7.1])
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runs over the set of eight values {+x, +(12k+x) }U{+£y, £(12k+y)}. Taking real parts
in the summation in (5.7.0]) yields the value 4a + 4b, where a = x12(x) cos (mx/6k)
and b = x12(y) cos (my/6k). The equivalences known about z and y imply that
X12(2), x12(y) # 0, and so the proof reduces to demonstrating that |a| # |b|. If
la| = [b], then z = y (mod 6k) must hold, so we may fix y = 6k — x. Since z is odd,
y? = 2% — 12kx + 36k* = —24n + 1 + 12k + 36k% (mod 24k), and the equivalence
modulo 6k of x and y implies 12k + 36k% = 12k(1 + 3k) = 0 (mod 24k). This requires
that 1 + 3k be even, which is a contradiction since k = 2°. Therefore, |a| # |b|, and

it then follows that Si(n) # 0 for all n. O

Lemma 5.10. Fort > 1 a fized positive integer, write t = 2°( with integers s, ¢ > 0

such that ¢ is odd. Then

ST w(t,h, 27 e = S(n) #0.

0<h<2st!
h odd
Proof. By making use of the fact that wgp ax = wp i for any integer d, it follows that

w(t, h,2°T1) = wy , and therefore

D w(th 2 e W =y mChTE = 5y (),

0<h<25t1 0<h<25t1
h odd h odd
which is non-vanishing by Lemma [5.10. O

5.8 Proof of Theorem [1.12

We are now ready to prove the main theorems.
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Proposition 5.11. Let n be positive integers. Then fort fixed, as n — oo we have

Ay(n) (—1)m/20=072if 24t

0 if2 |t

Ai(n)

p(n)

Furthermore, ~ 0 asn,t — oo.

Proof. Recall that p(n) satisfies p(n) ~

2 m24n — 1
(24n — 1)3/4°% 6

Then by Corollary B.4] as n — oo we have

s 1 3
Is| = +—) 24n—1)
Ai(n) (1434531 2<6\/<4s+l i)l ) _mink

~ . t h 2S+1)€ 2
s+14+1 _ Z w( Vi
p(n) 2s+1+s; I (W\/Qéén 1) iz

)asn—>oo.

2

When s > 0 and n — oo, the asymptotic behavior of I3/, implies that

I <g\/<451+1 + %) (24n — 1))

7 (m/24n — 1)
T

~ 0.

Aln) 0 as n — oco. When s = 0, An) (—1)"27%"
p(n) p(n)

as n — oo. ]

Therefore when t is even,

Proof of Theorem[I.12. By Proposition [5.IT], we see that

="
=172 if t odd,

o7 (n) = 67 (n) —

0 if ¢ even.
Since 0f(n) + 07(n) = 1 by definition, the result follows by solving for d5(n) and

o5 (n). O
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5.9 Proof of Theorem [1.13

By Corollary 5.4], we have

3
T (1+43-45\*  [(7/(1+3-45)(24n — 1) o1y mink
At(n)N2s+§(24n—1) Ig( > w2 e

2 6 - 2s+1
O<h<2t1
h odd

whose sign is determined by the summation over h, which on inspection is periodic
in n with period 2°*!. In particular, the period is 2 when s = 0 which implies the

Ay(n) has alternating sign when ¢ is odd as n — oc.

5.10 Reflections

The surprising nature of this result justifies some reflection. Theorem [[.12] differs
from the naive expectation of equidistribution in two ways. Not only does equidis-
tribution frequently fail, but there are multiple limiting values when ¢ is odd. Since
the distribution properties correspond to the size of A;(n) in relation to p(n), the
proof of Theorem reveals on an analytic level the source of these discrepancies.
Namely, the I-Bessel functions in Theorem [5.2] control whether equidistribution holds
and when ¢ is odd the Kloosterman sums arising from w(t, h, k) control the relation-
ship between the parity of n and the sign of A;(n). All of these details can be read
directly off of Theorem [5.2l However, the circle method does not provide insight into
combinatorial explanations of this phenomena, and therefore we leave this question

open.
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The motivation behind this proof comes from the Nekrasov-Okounkov formula and
the applications of this formula made by Han in [66] which connect hook numbers
to the expansions of various modular forms. In the context of this connection, the
problem of the distribution in parity of #H,;()) is translated into a question about
asymptotic formulas for the coefficients of a certain modular form, or at least a ¢-
series which is closely related to a modular form. This study has made use of only a
microscopic portion of this world of connections, and therefore it is natural to study
further problems about ¢-hooks through the lens of modular forms. In particular, in
Chapter [6, we will study the more difficult question about the distribution of #H;(\)

modulo odd primes.
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Chapter 6

Distribution of t-hooks and Betti
Numbers

The purpose of this chapter is to prove Theorems [[.14] [[.16, [[L17] and Corollary [I.18]

This is joint work with Kathrin Bringmann, Joshua Males, and Ken Ono.

6.1 Hook number generating functions

Here we derive the generating functions for the modular t-hook functions p;(a, b;n).
To this end, we recall the following beautiful formula of Han that he derived in his
work on extensions of the celebrated Nekrasov—Okounkov formul (see (6.12) of [86])

with w € C:

S T (=) =TT e

AEP heH(X) n=1

Here P denotes the set of all integer partitions, including the empty partition, and

H(A) denotes the multiset of hook lengths for A. Han [66] proved the following beau-

1This formula was also obtained by Westbury (see Proposition 6.1 and 6.2 of [I11]).
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tiful identity for the generating function for t-hooks in partitions
Hy(&q) =) ¢FOgM.
AEP
Theorem 6.1. (Corollary 5.1 of [66]) As formal power series, we have

oy 1 (1—qm)
&) = mregy 5=

n=

As a corollary, we obtain the following generating function for p;(a, b;n).

Corollary 6.2. Ift > 1 and 0 < a < b, then as formal power series we have

b—

Hi(a,b;q) : Zptabn Z ¢ “Hi (¢ q) .

r=0

27

where ¢, == e .

Proof. We have that
= 1 b—1
—ar r t(A)—a)r
Eng Ht(CbW):gZQWZQE#H( = = Hy(a, b; q).
r=0 AeP r=0

This completes the proof. O

The dependence of Hy(&; ) on Fy(&; ¢*) enables us to compute asymptotic behavior
of Hy(&;q) using Theorem [6.3] (2) and, by Corollary [6.2] the asymptotic behavior of

Ht(a7 ba Q)
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6.2 Proof of Theorem [1.16

Here we prove Theorem We first consider the case (1), where £ is an odd prime.

We consider the generating function, using Corollary

CL1,£ q Zpg CL1,£ n f ZCZ alrlH )

r1=0

Applying again orthogonality of roots of unity, keeping only those terms ay (mod /),

where ay € {0,1,...,¢ — 1}, we find that

o 1 —airi—asar T T
ZP2(CL1>E; n + as)g™ e = 72 Z G MR H (G GRg) -

n=0 ri,r2  (mod ¢)

Making use of the definition of H;(¢; q), if we define By(q) and Ca(q) by

:i@( :ﬁ and  Ca(q ﬁ 1_‘1 . (6.2.1)
n=0

n:l 1 - q n=1

then we have

1
Z p2(a17 6; n)qn _ €_2 Z C—a1r1 agrzB (Cr1+2r2q2) Cg ( 2‘2q) )

n>0 r1,72  (mod ¢)
n=az (mod ¢)

Thanks to the classical identity of Jacobi
k(k+1)

Colg)=> q 2,

k=0

for N = ay (mod ¢), we find that

1 —airi—asr 14272 )mAry BEFD
plon GN) = 30 G ST ()T

ri,r2  (mod £) k,m>0
2m+ —k(k;q) =N

= Z ba(m), (6.2.2)

m=a1 (mod £)
2m4 FEFD — v
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by making the linear change of variables r; — r; — 275 and again using orthogonality
of roots of unity. This then requires the solvability of the congruence as —2a; = @
(mod ¢). Completing the square produces the quadratic residue condition which pro-
hibits this solvability, and hence completes the proof of (1).

The proof of (2) follows similarly, with ¢ replaced by ¢? for primes ¢ = 2 (mod 3).

The functions in ([6.2.1)) are replaced with

t0) =S onr = [l ma e = [T5=05

It is well-known that (for example, see Section 3 of [61] or [67, Lemma 2.5]),

== (5
n=0 d|(3n+1)
For primes ¢ = 2 (mod 3), this implies that c3(¢>n + a) = 0 for every positive integer
n, whenever ordy(3a + 1) = 1. For example, this means that c3(4n+3) =0 if £ = 2.
Let 0 < aj,a; < (2. In direct analog with (6.2.2)), a calculation reveals that
non-vanishing for N = ay (mod ¢?) relies on sums of the form
> by(m)es(k).

m=a; (mod £2)
3m+k=N

If ordg(3a + 1) = 1 and ay — 3a; = a (mod £?), then p3(ay, % (> + a) = 0. This is

claim (2).
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6.3 Asymptotic methods

The Hardy-Ramanujan asymptotic formula given in (L2.1)) marked the birth of
the Circle Method. Its proof relied on the modular transformation properties of

2miT

Dedekind’s eta-function n(7) = ¢21 [[2,(1 —q"), where g := ™" (for example, see
Chapter 1 of [90]). Their work has been thoroughly developed in the theory of mod-
ular forms and harmonic Maass forms (for example, see Chapter 15 of [23]), and has

been generalized beyond this setting in papers by Grosswald, Meinardus, Richmond,

Roth, and Szekeres [63] 8], 100, 102], to name a few.

6.3.1 Statement of the results

Generalizing the infinite product which defines 7, we consider the ubiquitous g-infinite

products

Fi(&q) =[] (1 -¢g,

Fy(&q) =[] = ™,
F&q) =[] (-

These infinite products are common as factors of generating functions in combina-
torics, number theory, and representation theory. We obtain the asymptotic proper-
ties for F1(&;q), F»(&; q), and F3(&; q), where £ is a root of unity, which are generally
required for implementing the Circle Method to such generating functions. This result

is of independent interest.
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To make this precise, we recall Lerch’s transcendent

oo
ZSCL E

n=0

TL

Moreover, for coprime h, k € N we define
wh i := exp(mi - s(h,k)), (6.3.1)

using the Dedekind sum

wo= = ()((%)

© (mod k)

Here we use the standard notation
r—|z]-% ifreR\Z,

0 ifz eZ.

For arbitrary positive integers m and n, we define w,, ,, := w - Note that

—m_
ged(m,n) ’ ged(m,n

s(h, k) only depends on h (mod k) and that s(0,1) = 0. Moreover, we let
(

Loifk=Tor (k>1and b)),

AMabhk = ged(k, t) S p  if b‘g 35D and - d}é 5+ abgcd = £0 (mod b), (6.3.2)
b*if b| kt and gcd}?;c,t) + abgccf(k,t) =0 (mOd b)

\

For 0 <0 < 5, we define the domain
Dy = {z =re:r>0and |a < 9} ) (6.3.3)

Theorem 6.3. Assume the notation above. For b > 0, let & be a primitive b-th root

of unity, then the following are true.
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(1) As z — 0 in Dy we have

1 _E0(6,2,1)
z

Fy (5?6_2) = T—¢

(1+0(=)-

27ia 2mi

(2) Suppose that b is an odd prime, and let £ = e v, ¢ = e * ") for

0 < h < k with ged(h,k) =1, t € N, and z € C with Re(z) > 0.

Then as z — 0 we have

1
L 2
A 2 At a.b.hk
Lt -1 t,a,b,h,k _""ta,b.h,
F (Sa q ) ~ W pbttak kb < e T 1262ktz

Xt,abihk Moabihok thz

(3) As z — 0 in Dy, we have

F (5;6_2) - F(%) “ (1_5].)%

Remark 6.4. If ¢ = 1 and ¢ = e*™, then we have

_a
i(1;q) = F3(1;9) = F5(1;9) = ¢~ 2n(7).
Asymptotic properties in this case are well-known consequences of the modularity of

(7).

6.3.2 An integral evaluation

We require the following integral evaluation.

Lemma 6.5. We have for N € Rt

o \z(l—elNz) Na? N 2) z v
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Proof. Making the change of variables x +— £, the left-hand side equals

/°° e~ N L, (1 1 e~ p
_ — — —— =) — ] dx.
o \z(l—e) a2 N 2) x

Now write

/Oo( L +1_l)ﬁdx

0 e*—-1 2 xz) x
+/m<ﬁ—i+<i—l)6_%—6_%+€_%)d:c
0 x x? N 2) =z 2 x? ’

We evaluate the second integral as —%. The claim now follows, using Binet’s first

integral formula (see 12.31 of [112]). O

6.3.3 Proof of Theorem

We employ the generalized Euler—-Maclaurin summation, i.e. Proposition[3.5] to prove

Theorem (1) and (3); for part (2) we use modularity.

Proof of Theorem (1)

Let |z| < 1. Taking logarithms, we have

Gele) = tow (1 66) = =10 3 () ).

where

[e.e]

L e * . 1 1 Bn+2 n
J(2):= 22 2z+zo(n+2)!z'
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By Proposition [3.5] it follows that

N J @) Tt j

Therefore, we find that

_ 2%2:& (Log(bz) +1 (%) +v) +0(|2)).

Now note that 22:1 &7 = 0. Moreover, we require the identity [32, p. 39] (correcting

a minus sign and erroneous k on the right-hand side)

b . ‘
Zw (%) & =bLog (1 —¢). (6.3.4)

Combining these observations, we obtain

After noting that

b .
e (27) =wemie.2 ),
j=1

the claim follows by exponentiation. O

Proof of Theorem (2)

Note that

F (&) = (654"
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where (¢;¢)a = [[;2(1 —ag’"). The classical modular transformation law for
1

the Dedekind n-function (see 5.8.1 of [35]) along with the identity n(7) = ¢24(¢; )

implies that

1 (,_ 1
(¢ 9)0 = W;iz_iel%( z)(ql;ql)oo, (6.3.5)

2mi

where ¢; := e T W+2) where 0 < B < k is defined by hh/ = —1 (mod k) and wy, is

defined as in ([G.3.0]). In particular, this implies that

G Q)0 ~ wi k226 6.3.6
bk

as z — 0 with Re (2) > 0. Now, by using the definitions of £, ¢ given in the statement

of Theorem 2.1 (2) we have

&gt = o 7 (hbt+ak-+itbz)

We claim that A qpnr as defined in (6.3.2)) satisfies \¢ o pnr = ged(kb, hbt + ak). If
k = 1, then the claim is clear, and so we assume that £ > 1. Write k = ged(k, t)k;

and t = ged(k, t)t;. Then we have
ged(kb, hbt + ak) = ged(k, t) ged(k1b, hbty + aky).

Noting that ged(ky,b) divides each of kib, hbti, and aky, it follows that

ng(k‘b, hbt + ak‘) = ng(/{:, t) ng(k‘l, b) ng < k’lb hbtl ]{?1 ) ‘

acd(kr,b) ged(ky, b)  “ecd(kr,b)

Note that, since b is prime, ged(kq,b) € {1,b}. If ged(ky,b) = 1, then

ged(kib, hbty + aky) = ged(ky, hbty) ged(b, aky) = 1.
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If on the other hand ged(ky,b) = b, then write k; = b"ky with ged(kq, b) = 1.
Then we have
ged (l{;l, ht; + a%) = ged (b”‘l@, ht; + ak2b“_1) = ged (b"‘, ht; + ak2b“_1) ged(ka, hity)
= ged (b"‘, ht, + ak2b“_1) )

If k > 1, then ged(b®, hty + akyb™ ') = 1 since ged(b, ht1) = 1. If k = 1, then we are

left with ged(b, hty + aks). Therefore, we obtain

(

1 ifbf ol kt
ged(kb, hbt + ak) = ged(k, t) S p  if b| d(kt and gcdf?;c 5+ abgcd(kt 20 (mod b),
\bz if b|g Ty and gcd}zz 5+ abgcd(k 5 =0 (modb),
which is equal to A qppk-
It follows that gcd( o /\}zbjt‘ikk) = 1. Therefore, by making the replacements
h — %, k — ﬁ and z — m n ([6.3.6]), the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem (3)

Again assume that |z| < 1. Writing

b oo
B&o =[] Q-¢"¢"),
j=1n=0
we compute

Lo (7 (6167 = == 3 €03 ((m+ 5)02),

1<5,r<b
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where f;(z) := L} By Proposition [3.5], we obtain

z(1—e—b=

S gy (s 2y e) = S8y T BB (105 42y 4 (7) 19 000
m=0

The first term contributes —62—222. By Lemma [6.5] the second term contributes
1 ’ 1 11 1\ 1
- * G-Or _ g  _ - N - -
2 E I3 E U =—1I; = —log (F (b)) (2 b) log (b) + 5 log(2m)

7j=1 r=1
bé—i(z@é)
=log| ————|.
( I (3)

Next we evaluate
1 ' 1) 1
1 (Log(b2) +7) Y By (g) Y o= p, (5) (Log (b2) + 7).
1<5<b 1<r<b
Finally we are left to compute

3T e (D045 e (i)

1<j,r<b 0<j<b—1
1<r<b

The (% — %)—term yields 7(% — %) Thanks to (6.3.4]), the % term contributes

Tt X

0<j<b—1 1<r<b 1<<b—1

Log (F3 (§e77)) = log (bi‘;((;r)?) - 67;22 - B (%) Log (bz)

- Y Ll (1-¢)+ o).

1<5<b—-1

Exponentiating gives the desired claim. O
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6.4 Evaluation of Kloosterman sums

The proof of Theorem [[.14] relies on the arithmetic of the Kloosterman sums

b—1

K(a,b, t;n) := Z Wh.b éat—n)h7

t
ey “th,b

where b is an odd prime, and s > 1, £ > 1 are integers. We evaluate this sum if ¢ is

coprime to b. We start by computing wh,bwt_ht,b.

Proposition 6.6. Let b be an odd prime, h, t integers coprime to b, and let wyj be

defined by (6.3.1). Then we have

t
Wb _ (P (R mim0mn 2 (1-2) (1),
meb b b

Proof. The proof of this proposition uses the n-multiplier, which we label ¢). Theorem

5.8.1 of [35] yields that for (f{‘ ?) € SLy(Z) with v > 0 odd, we have

¢ « 5 _ (é) e;r_i((a—i-é)—y_g(g(,ﬁ_l)_g_y)

5 v
We also have from formula (57b) of [64] that for (3 §) € SLy(Z)
@ B mi(efd_1 _
'(/) =e (12'y 4)(&)6’,1
v oo

By letting 6 = h, v = b, we obtain

Whp = (%) e”(ﬁ(%h—ﬁhb)(l—w)p%l)
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where «, 8 satisfy ah — b = 1. We therefore may conclude that

w R\ (th\' L0-00-1 =i (@ _p? _Bb—t2(1— _p?
hb (D) (M) wB=REl  (a-tA) (1-02) +h(1-Bb—12 (1-BY) ) (1-02) )

t
Wik b b b

Y

where ah— b = Ath—Bb = 1. A straightforward calculation then gives the claim. [

We now turn to evaluating the Kloosterman sum K(a,b,t;n).

Proposition 6.7. Suppose that b is an odd prime, a,n are integers, and t > 1 is an

integer coprime to b. Then we have

I(a, b,t, n)(—1)" =4 (

) if t is odd,

S

K(a,b, t;n) =

—t)(b— L(1-12)(1-62)+at—n
(—1)(1 % 1>5b (24(1 t)(lb # ) per )\/B if t is even,

where I(a,b,t,n) is defined

b—1 if 5z (1—t*)(1—-0*)+at—n=0 (modb),
I(a,b,t,n) :=

—1 otherwise.
Proof. By Proposition [6.6] we have
K (a,b,4:m) = ¢%0-00-D = (BN [(th\" (at-mpnt & (1-2) (1-62)
=iy (5)(5) < -
The multiplicativity of the Legendre symbol implies

BIORGROR

(f) iftis odd,

(%) if ¢ is even.
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We proceed distinguishing on the parity of £. Suppose first that ¢ is odd. Then
since b is odd, 3(1 —¢)(b— 1) is an integer and the claim directly follows.

Suppose next that t is even. Then we have

i 1=0(=1) — L 1— t2)(1—b2) t— )
K(a,b,t;n) = Z( ) 2 e,

h=1

Using the classical evaluation of the Gauss sum (see for example pages 12-13 of [46]),

we obtain
1 (
1

6.5 Zuckerman’s exact formula

b

Sl

)Cb(14(1 2) (1) at-n)h _ (i(l—ﬁ) (1b—b2)+at—n) WVh O

>
Il

Here we recall a result of Zuckerman [I15], building on work of Rademacher [95].
Using the circle mthod, Zuckerman computed exact formulae for Fourier coefficients
for weakly holomorphic modular forms of arbitrary non-positive weight on finite index
subgroups of SLy(Z) in terms of the cusps of the underlying subgroup and the principal
parts of the form at each cusp. Let I’ be a weakly holomorphic modular form of weight

k < 0 with transformation law

Fyr) = x()(er +d)°F(7),

@b) in some finite index subgroup of SLy(Z). The transformation law

for all v = (
can be viewed alternatively in terms of the cusp % € Q. Let ' be defined through the

congruence hh' = —1 (mod k). Taking 7 = 2 +-L and v = v, := (Z h,) € SLy(Z),
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we obtain the equivalent transformation law

P2+ 5) = xonain e (4 L)

Let F' have the Fourier expansion at ico given by
F(r)= Y a(n)g*
n>>>—oo

and Fourier expansions at each rational number 0 < % < 1 given by

ntapk
Flaymi(T) = Z anxk(n)q
n>>—oo

Furthermore, let I, denote the usual I-Bessel function. In this framework, the relevant

theorem of Zuckerman [I15, Theorem 1] may be stated as follows.

Theorem 6.8. Assume the notation and hypotheses above. If n + a > 0, then we

have

k—1 o 1 _27ri(n+a)h
a(n) =2r(n+a)z Z% Z X(Ynk)e F

k=1 0<h<k
ged(h,k)=

amig L = 4
S an(m)eFE e (|m+ahk|) - _w\/<n+a>\m+ah,k\

c k c
m+ap, ;<0 k k
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6.6 Proofs of Theorem [1.14] and Corollary

We next provide proofs of both Theorem [[.14] and Corollary [LI5l Our main tool is

the powerful theorem of Zuckerman. For these proofs, we require the definition

(

0 if b|t,

1 —t)(b—1 t+1
ci(a,b;n) == 3 + (_1)(11#]1(@, b, t,n)b‘% (%) if b/t and ¢ is odd,

—t)(b— t [ & (1-t2)(1-b?)+at—n
i 1)5bb—§ (24(1 t)(lb o) at ) if b/t and t is even,

\

(6.6.1)
Proof of Theorem[1.74 Using Corollary we have
b—1
Hifa,biq) = gros—+ ;c;‘"ﬂt (G:a)- (6:6.2)
From Theorem [6.1] we conclude
H, (Clg) = (4" 4")ee

(GasGa), (4:0) o

To obtain the transformation formula for H¢((]; q) at the cusp %, we write

27

qt = 6%(}%”2) =€ gcd?’ﬂyt)

t ; t
(h ged(k,t) + ged(k,t) Z)

Y

where we note that ng(hgchk,t)v gcd’zm)) — 1. Thus we may use (63.5) with &
t .
gcd(kt Jh — thd e to obtain
N
t, t -1 ﬂgcd(k,t)( t Z_gcd(k,t))
; = w _ e 12k ged(k,t) tz
(¢ )°° h ety gealrn) (gcd(k t) )

2mi ged(k,t) . ged(k,t) 2mi ged(k,t) . ged(k,t)
% (6 A (hk,t'H’ tz )’ e k (hk’t—H’T)) , (663)

o0
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where 0 < hy; < is defined by h hkt = —1 (mod m).

d(k ?)

Similarly, for (¢/¢%; ¢/ ¢"),, the proof of Theorem (2) implies that we may use

(6.3.5) with h hbt”k ko .z —__ and obtain
>\t rbyhok At,r,b,hk
thz =3 bk ( thz _At,r,b,h,k)
r t.r ot -1 12kb Xt,robhok tbz
(qu 7qu ) = W _nbtirk kb ()\7) e tr
Atrbohok Atrbhuk t,r,b,h,k

27N r,b, bk (hk . Hkt,r,b,h,k) 27N b, bk (hk ki tr,b,hk)
R A— by . tb,r T
X e # wr e R , (6.6.4)
o0

where 0 < hy g, < v~ is defined by 5 hbt”k hk br =—1 (mod

,m,b,h,

Combining (6.3.5), (6.6.3), and (6.6.4]) yields

t )\2
d(k,t)b\? 1 = <—z+ <1—gcd(k,t)2+w>%>
H, (¢ q) = Qu(r; by k) (M) L 2

bbbk
2mi ged(k,t) gcd(k t) 2mi ged(k,t) gcd(k t)
(eﬁ (it ). TR (e ))

)‘trbhk)

(e8]

) ) )
27"/\trbhk< At rbh,k 2miNt b, b,k Atr,b,hk t
- CuLnohnRE hktbr"rz 70,1, ) ,7,0,h, (h/ktbr""%#) 2‘n"L (h/ ) 27 (h/ )
<6 kb )65 0s tbz ‘e kb 550y tbz e e &k
0o
e )

X

I

(6.6.5)

where

t
W hbttrk k  Whik

Atyrb,hok Atr,b bk
Qpi(r;h, k) = :
wh

_t Kk
ged(k,t)’ ged(k,t)

As usual, we define Py(q) = (g:0) = Yo ai(n)g”, and P(q)t = Yo, pi(n)"

Then we see that the principal part of (6.6.5]) is governed by the sum

ged(k,t)bhg ¢n1+Ae rb bk Pk, 26,702 +bh 3 r ni,na,n
§ : Qt(n1>pt(n2>p(n3) bl r T e T3Rz "k ht,b (11,12 3)’

n1,n2,n3>0
Tk, h,t,b(N1,m2,n3)>0

where

Tk,h,t,b(nh na, n3) =1~ ng(ku t) b2 n

>\2 d]{?t2 )\2
2 t,r,b,h,k gc ( ) ) t,r,b,h,k
) 1HYUs Ity 24 21Uy Ie

) +n3) .
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We denote the Fourier coefficients of Hy((];q) by c¢ipr(n). Using Theorem we

conclude that

d( k t)e
71- E gC 2 27rznh —=
ctpr(n) = — 25: E: Qpi(r; b, k)e )‘trbhk
na - 0<h<k
ged(h,k)=1
ged(k,t)bhg ¢ n1+Ae v b b,k it b, rm24+0R N3
X E qr(n1)p:(n2)p(n3)Cpy

n1,n2,n3>0
T, h,t,b(N1,n2,13)>0

3
Tk htb(M1, N2, N3) 7\/2nrkhtb(n17n2an3)
Iy | T2 . (6.6.6
8 ( 24 ) : <k 3 (6.6.6)

Since z*I,(x) is monotonically increasing as x — oo for any fixed «, the terms

which dominate asymptotically are those which have the largest possible value of

%\/rk,hi,b(nl, n9,m3). In particular for this we require n; = ny = ng = 0. Note that
we have ¢(0) = p:(0) = p(0) = 1. Since the expression in question is positive we can

maximize its square, that is we maximize

Tk,h,t,b(O, 0, 0) 1 )‘z%,r,b,h,k
e = 13 (1 — ged(k, t)? + 72 .

We consider the three possible values of A¢,ppi. If Aiypni = ged(k,t), then

7khtb(0a0>0) 1 1 2 1
23] _ < —_ — .
—k2 72 (1 + ( 5 1) ged(k, t) 14 1 <1

If \eypnr = bged(k,t), then (noting that in this case k > 1)

Tene(0,0,0) 1

Finally, if A, pnk = 0? ged(k, t), then we have

Tkhtb(OOO) 1

12 = (1 + (b — 1) gcd(k;,t)2) )



183

k
Since b || m in this case, we may write ged(k,t) = b°d where ged(b,d) = 1,
b || t, and k = b Ldk, for ged(ko, m) = ged(ko, b) = 1. Therefore, we have

Prpes(0,0,0) 1+ (0* — 1) b%d?
k2 - b29+2d2k8 )

which is maximized if kg = 1. In this case, we have k = bged(k,t) and therefore we

may write

Prhs(0,0,0) 1+ (b —1)ged(k,t)?  b*—1 N 1
k2 B b2 ged(k, t)? B b2 ged(k, )2’

To maximize this, we need to minimize ged(k, t), which is ged(k, t) = 1. Note that in

this case

Tk,h,t,b(oa 07 O)

2 = 1.

Since ht +r =0 (mod b), we have

t
W W _
htl;k'rJ h,b B w—?“t,b
t Y

Q ih,b) = =
b,t(r7 ) ) w;mb w_r,b

where ¢ denotes the inverse of ¢ (mod b). Then by (6.6.6) we have

t 2minrt 2n
copa(n) ~ 2rb2w_,pe b 7l [2n N e"V 3 w_rﬂbe%ribnrf
t,b,r 3 K T 1 ’
(24n)iwt b+t 2 3 4/3nbztt W,

as n — 0o, where we use that I,(z) ~ \/% as © — oo. Using (L.2.1]), we obtain

1 w_,,gvb 2minrt
t t b
Ct,bm(n) N bt w

—r,b

it b /1,

0 otherwise.
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By (6.6.2), we have

b—1
1 1
pe(a,byn) = gp(”) +3 ; G “erpr(n),
and so dividing through by p(n) yields
1 1ol W_rtb .(nt—a)r .
_ - : foft
pe(a,bsn) 1 N 1 bzig“_‘"ct’b’r(n) b + b3 t2 T; wt,, G if bft,
) b ) T
5 otherwise
asn — oo. This completes the proof in the case where b|t. Otherwise, setting h = —rt
shows
pe(a,b;n) 1 1 Whb (at—n)h 1 K(a,b,t;n)
— N oo G =\t —=5

as n — oo. The evaluation of K(a,b,t;n) in Proposition then completes the

proof. O

Proof of Corollary[L14. To derive Corollary [L.T5] it is enough to consider the leading
constants in Theorem [[LT4l Namely, it suffices to show that for a,b fixed, ¢, (a,b;n)

depends only on n (mod b), which is clear from the definition of (6.6.1]). O

6.7 Examples of t-hook distributions

This section includes examples of Theorem [[.T4 and Corollary [LTI5l For convenience,

we define the proportion functions

U, (a,b;n) = %.
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Example 6.9. In the case of t = 3, we find that

H3(&q) =14 q+2¢° +36¢° + (24 36)¢" + (14 66)q” + (24 9¢%) ¢°
+(66+98%) ¢" + (1 +36+188%) ¢* + ...
and the three generating functions Hj(a, 3; ¢) begin with the terms
H3(0,3;9) =1+q+2¢° +2¢" + ¢ +2¢° + ¢+ ...,
Hs(1,3:q) = 3¢> +3¢* +6¢° + 6¢" +3¢° + ...,

H5(2,3:¢) =9¢° +9¢" +18¢° + .. ..
Theorem [LL.14] implies (independently of a) that

1 2n 1
,3;m) ~ -e"V's ~ —-p(n).

The next table illustrates the conclusion of Corollary [LI5 that the proportions

\113(0'7 bv n) -

Wl

n \113(0,3,71) \113(]_,37”) \113(273771)

100 ~ 0.4356 ~ 0.1639 | ~ 0.4003

500 ~ 0.3234 ~ 0.3670 | ~ 0.3096

600 ~ 0.3318 ~ 0.3114 | =~ 0.3567

2100 ~ 0.3320 ~ 0.3348 | ~0.3332

2300 ~ 0.3330 ~ 0.3345 | ~0.3325

2500 ~ 0.3324 ~ 0.3337 | ~0.3339
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Example 6.10. We consider a typical case where the modular sums of ¢-hook func-

tions are not equidistributed. We consider ¢ = 2, where we have

Hy(&q) =1+ q+26¢° + (1 +28)¢° + 58%¢" + (26 + 56%) ¢° + (1 + 106%) ¢°
+ (5% +106%) ¢" 4+ (26 + 206" ¢* + ...
The three generating functions Hs(a, 3; ¢) begin with the terms
Hy(0,3;9) =1+ q+¢*+11¢° +10¢" + .. .,
Hy(1,3;q) = 2¢* +2¢° +2¢° +22¢° + . . .,
Hy(2,3;q) = 5¢* +5¢° +5¢" + ...
Theorem [I.14] implies that

A(CL, n) ™ 27" ~ A(a’n) -pln

p2(aa 37 n) ~

where A(a,n) € {0, 1,2} satisfies the congruence A(a,n) =2 —a —n (mod 3). This
explains the uneven distribution established by Corollary [I.15in this case. In partic-

ular, we have that

. 2 _
lim pe(a,3;3n + a)

=0.

Of course, this zero distribution is weaker than the vanishing obtained in Theo-
rem [1.16]

The next table illustrates the uneven asymptotics for n = 0 (mod 3).



n Uy (0,3;n) Uy (1,3;n) | Uae(2,3;n)
300 ~ 0.7347 ~ 0.2653 0
600 ~ 0.6977 ~ 0.3022 0
900 ~ 0.6837 ~ 0.3163 0
4500 ~ (0.6669 ~ 0.3330 0
4800 ~ (0.6669 ~ 0.3330 0
5100 ~ (0.6668 ~ 0.3331 0
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Example 6.11. We consider another typical case where the modular sums of ¢-hook

functions are not equidistributed. We consider t = 4, where we have

Hy(&q) =14+ q+2¢° +3¢° + (1 +48)q" + B+ 48)¢° + 3+ 8¢)¢°

+(34+128)¢" + (4 + 46+ 148%) ¢ + . . ..

The three generating functions Hy(a, 3; ¢) begin with the terms

Hy(0,3;9) =14+ q+2¢° +3¢° +¢" +3¢° +3¢° +3¢" +4¢° + . ..,

Hy(1,3;q) = 4q" +4¢° +8¢° +12¢" +4¢° + . ..,

Hy(2,3;q) =144 + . . ..
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Theorem [[.14], restricted to partitions of integers which are multiples of 12, gives

(

iop(i2n)  ifa=0,
pa(a,3;12n) ~ 5 - p(12n) ifa=1,
2. p(12n) if a = 2.

\

The next table illustrates these asymptotics.

no| o 0,(0,3;12n) | Wy(1,3;12n) | Uu(2,3:12n)
10 ~ 0.4804 ~ 0.3373 ~ 0.1823
50 ~ 0.4500 ~ 0.3381 ~ 0.2119
60 ~ 0.4485 ~ 0.3373 ~ 0.2142
180 ~ 0.4447 ~ 0.3340 ~ 0.2212
190 ~ 0.4447 ~ 0.3339 ~ 0.2214
200 ~ 0.4446 ~ 0.3338 ~ 0.2215

6.8 Betti number generating functions
For convenience, we let P(X;T') be the usual Poincaré polynomial
P(X;T) = b;(X)T/ =) dim (H;(X,Q)) 7,
J J

which is the generating function for the Betti numbers of X. For the various Hilbert

schemes on n points we consider, the work of Gottsche, Buryak, Feigin, and Nakajima
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[29, 30, 58|, [59] offers the generating function of these Poincaré polynomials as a formal

power series in g. Namely, we have the following.

Theorem 6.12. (Gottsche) We have that

s N ) n T 1 1
—nZ:oP<((C) 7T)q _Tgll_sz—zqm_F3(T2;q)'

Theorem 6.13. (Buryak and Feigin) If o, 5 € N are relatively prime, then we have
that

1 — glethm

[n n 1
Gop(T59) : ZP(( ) ]) T)q :Fl(TQ;q“*B)l__[1 1—gm

Remark 6.14. The Poincaré polynomials in these cases only have even degree terms.

The odd index Betti numbers are always zero. Moreover, letting T = 1 in these
generating functions give FEuler’s generating function for p(n). Therefore, we directly

see that
p(n) = P ((Cz)[N] : 1) _p (((C2)[n]>Ta,ﬂ ; 1) .

Of course, the proofs of these theorems begin with partitions of size n.

Arguing as in the proof of Corollary [6.2] we obtain the following generating func-

tions for the modular sums of Betti numbers.

Corollary 6.15. For 0 < a < b, the following are true.

(1) We have that

T
L

G GG )

S

iB (a, b; ((CQ)M> q" =

\3
Il
o
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(2) If a, B € N are relatively prime, then we have

~ b—1
Z B <a7 b; ((C2)[n}>Ta5) qn _ %ZCI)_GTGQ,ﬁ(Cg; Q)-
n=0 r=0

6.9 A reformulation of Wright’s circle method

The classical circle method, as utilized by Hardy—Ramanujan and many others, de-
rives asymptotic or exact formulas for the Fourier coefficients of g-series by leveraging
modular properties of the generating functions. More recently, a variation of the circle
method due to Wright has grown increasingly important in number theory. For the
proof of Theorem [[.T7] and Corollary [[L18, we use Wright’s variation, which obtains

asymptotic formulas for generating functions carrying suitable analytic properties.

Remark 6.16. Ngo and Rhoades [§87] proved a more restricted UersiorQ of the follow-
ing proposition where the generating function I splits as two functions. Our purposes
do not require such a splitting, and so we state the proposition in terms of a single

function F.

z

Proposition 6.17. Suppose that F(q) is analytic for ¢ = e % where z = x + iy €
C satisfies x > 0 and |y| < m, and suppose that F(q) has an expansion F(q) =
Yoo gc(n)g™ near 1. Let ¢, N,M > 0 be fized constants. Consider the following

hypotheses:

2We note that hypothesis 4 in Proposition 1.8 of [87] is stated differently than our hypothesis 2

in Proposition [6.17] below.
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(1) As z — 0 in the bounded cone |y| < Mz (major arc), we have

<]VZ_:1 ;27 + O (|Z\N)> ,

J=0

LIRS

F(e™) = ZPe
where a, € C, A€ R', and B € R.
(2) As z — 0 in the bounded cone Mz < |y| < m (minor arc), we have
|F(e7%)] <5 emm A7),
for some k € RT,

If (1) and (2) hold, then as n — oo we have for any N € R

N-1
C(n) = ni(_2B_3)62m (Z prn_% + O (n_%>> 9

r=0

, /it Bts ,
) 5 y (—7v) VA P TG+ B+E+r)
where p, := OiCip_i and c;, = , )
Pro= 2 UiCiir— & 27 rlT(j+B+3—r)

Proof. By Cauchy’s theorem, we have

_ 1 [F(qg)
c(n) = 2—7”/c =) dg,

where C is a circle centered at the origin inside the unit circle surrounding zero exactly

once counterclockwise. We choose || = e™* with \ := \/% . Set

1 ZBriet
Ai(n) = — d

where C; is the major arc. We claim that

=z

ctn) =S a;4;(n) + O (n%<—B—N—1>e2W) . (6.9.1)

<.
Il
o
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For this write

N-1

c(n) — Z a;jAj(n) = & (n) + E(n),
where

£ (n) ::i./ Ha),

~dg,
e, 4"

N-1
1 -
E(n) = 27Ti/c (F(Q)Z_Be_é — E ozjzj> ZBeéq_"_ldq,
1 =

where Cy is the minor arc.

We next bound &(n) and & (n). For £(n) we have, by condition (1)

N-1
F (e_z) Z_Be_é - Z ozjzj

J=0

<5 |2V,

Note that on C, x = X and that

exp <§ + nz) ‘ < exp (2\/A—n> .

Since the length of C; is & A, we obtain

Ey(n) < Nz/N B exp (2\/An) .

On C;, we have y < ), implying |z| ~ —

- This gives &1(n) satisfies the bound
required in (6.9.7)).

On C,, we estimate

|F(g)] < ext4n),

Therefore, we have

E1(n) < |F(q)|lg]™ <« exA=m+nh « ((2=m)Van,
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The required bound (6.9.1)) follows. Using Lemma 3.7 of [87] to estimate the integrals

A;(n) now gives the claim. O

6.10 Proof of Theorem [1.17] and Corollary [1.18§|

We now apply the circle method to the generating functions in Theorems [6.12] and

6. 1ol

Proof of Theorem[1.17. Using first Corollary (1) and then Theorem [6.12, we

obtain

= 1 1 1 1
—N"B(a,b: (c)M S(146 4= —ar
; <a (©) ) =g 1+ o) (@) D 1<;_1<b F3 (G q)

We want to apply Proposition [6.17l For this we first show (M > 0 arbitrary) that we

have as z — 0 on the major arc |y| < Mx

Ha,b (6_2)

(14 6app) \/geg_j(l + O(|2])). (6.10.1)

@‘I»—t

Recall that we have P(q) := > >7 p(n)¢" = (¢;¢)~}. First we note the well-known

bound (for |y| < Mz, as z — 0)

Pe) = et 0+ 0(:N),

Next we consider for (2" # 1 on the major arc. By Theorem (3)

CZT

1

1_1 b
1 _ (b*2)* 720 (3)
F3( b2r7e Z) \% 27 i=1

J

. l ‘"2
(1 ¢27)" e (14 O(|2]) < |2 Vel




for any N € N. This gives (G.I0.T]).

Next we show that we have as z — 0 on the minor arc |y| > Mz

8|~

Hgy, (6_2) < e<%2_“) )
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(6.10.2)

It is well-known (and follows by logarithmic differentiation) that for some C > 0

80

‘P (e‘z)‘ < rets s

We are left to bound m on the minor arc. For this we write
b )

1 > qm
Log ([ —— | = .
o8 (Fs( 2 q)) 2 m(1—¢™mqm)

m=1

Noting that |1 — ¢Z™¢™| > 1 — |¢|™, we obtain

1 q lq|
Log<7)‘§‘ — + log(P|q
F3(G75q) 1-¢q| 1—]q| (Pl
so we are done once we show that
C
' | _ al _ €
1-¢rq|  1—]q| x
for some C > 0. Note that
1
T ]‘ )
and thus
q q] 1
- =—+ Ob,r 1
'1— pal 1—ld = 0

giving (6.10.2). The claim of (1) now follows by Proposition [6.17
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(2) By Corollary (2) and Theorem [6.13] we have

Hapa,s(q i3< ((C2 [n) )qn:%(l‘i‘%b)P(Q)

n=

Z C ar (qa'f‘ﬁ’ qa+ﬁ)
1<r<b 1 ' F(GT0°P) (65, 4)oc
r7é2

We show the same bounds as in (1) with the only additional condition that

272 b—2
M<—m1n ( C>T)

b? 1<r<t
Zn 1 n2

(6.10.3)

We only need to prove the bounds for

(qa—l—ﬁ . qa—l-ﬁ)

Hapla) = Fy(G5q°) (43 @)oo

for (7" # 1. We may assume without loss of generality that 1 < 2r < b. We start by
showing the major arc bound. By Theorem [6.3 (1) and (6.3.G)), we have, for z on the

major arc

2 2 @re(aren)

€6 " Satm: T (ath)

Hap(q) <

So to prove the major arc bound we need to show that for some ¢ > 0

(%2 — 5) Re (%) —Re (—g%( 5’2’ 1>) > 0.

We first rewrite

47r7’n)

o0 47r7’n ‘l‘
Csz¢ Z COS ) 7 8in ( b

n=1

Now note the evaluation for 0 < 6 < 27 (see e.g. [114])

= cos(nf) w021 —0)
=5

n=1
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Thus we are left to show

27T2T 0 Sil'l 4drn
B (b—2r)x > Z% y.
n=1
This follows by the definition of M given in (6.10.3)). O

Proof of Corollary[1.18. This follows immediately from Theorem [[L.T7 and the defi-

nition of d(a,b) in (3.4). O

6.11 Examples of Theorem[1.17 and Corollary [1.18§|

Finally, we consider examples of the asymptotics and distributions in the setting of

Hilbert schemes on n points.

Example 6.18. By Gottsche’s Theorem (i.e., Theorem [6.12]), we have

G(T;q) = ZP ((C2)[ };T) 4 = H 1 — T2m—2gm - F5(T-2:T2%)
n=0 7

m=1
=1+q+ (1+T) P+ (1+T°+THY @+ A+ T +2T" + T ¢" + .. ..
Theorem [LI7 (1) implies that

n 1 /20
B (a,?); ((C2)[ }) - TNER e \/?’

and so Corollary [[LI8 implies that 6(a,3;n) — The next table illustrates this

1
3

phenomenon.



n 5(0,3;n) 6(1,3;m) | 6(2,3;n)
1 1 0 0

2 0.5000 0 0.500
18 ~ 0.3377 ~ 0.3325 | = 0.3299
19 ~ 0.3367 ~ 0.3306 | ~ 0.3327
20 ~ 0.3333 ~ 0.3317 | = 0.3349

Example 6.19. By Theorem [6.13] for a = 2 and § = 3 we have

Gas(T:q) Z (((CZ[”) T)q"— ﬁl_q

—0 -1 1—qm

=1+q+2¢+--+ (6+7%)¢" + (10+7%) ¢° + (13+27%) ¢" +

Theorem [[.17 (2) implies that

n Ta’ﬁ 1 2n
B a,3;<(C2H> )N e"Vis
( (©) 12v/3n
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and so Corollary [ 18] yields that d55(a,3;n) — 3. The next table illustrates this

phenomenon.



n 92.3(0,3;n) d23(1,3;n) | d23(2,3;n)

1 1 0 0

2 1 0 0
100 ~ 0.3693 ~ 0.2658 ~ 0.3649
200 ~ 0.3343 ~ 0.3176 ~ (.3481
300 ~ 0.3313 ~ 0.3293 ~ 0.3393
400 ~ 0.3318 ~ 0.3324 ~ (0.3358
500 ~ 0.3324 ~ 0.3332 ~ 0.3343
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Chapter 7
Turan inequalities

The purpose of this chapter is to prove Theorem [L.I9 and Corollary [L201 This is

joint work with Anna Pun.

7.1 Jensen polynomials and Turan inequalities

Given an arbitrary sequence o = (a(0), a(1), (2), - - - ) of real numbers, the associated

Jensen polynomial J4"(X) of degree d and shift n is defined by

JP(X) = zd: (j) aln+ 7)X7. (7.1.1)

=0

The Jensen polynomials also have a close relationship to the Riemann hypothesis.
Indeed, Pélya [94] proved that the Riemann hypothesis is equivalent to the hyper-

bolicity of all of the Jensen polynomials Jff’"(X ) associated to the Taylor coefficients

1 /i
{r(4) 1520 of §E<%E) Griffin, Ono, Rolen and Zagier [62] proved that for each

d > 1, all but finitely many Jff’"(X ) are hyperbolic, which provides new evidence

supporting the Riemann hypothesis.
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There is a classical result by Hermite that generalizes the Turan inequalities using

Jensen polynomials. Let

flx)=a"+ap 12"+ +ayx + ag

be a polynomial with real coefficients. Let 1, o, -+, 8, be the roots of f and denote
So = n and

their Newton sums. Let M (f) be the Hankel matrix of Sy, - - - Sa,_o, i.e.

S() Sl 52 e Sn—l

Sy S Sy - S,
M(f) = So Ss Sy Sn—',—l
Sn—l Sn Sn+1 e S2n—2

Hermite’s theorem [89] states that f is hyperbolic if M(f) is positive semi-definite.
Recall that a polynomial with real coefficients is called hyperbolic if all of its roots
are real. Each S, can be expressed in terms of the coefficients ag,--- ,a,_1 of f for
m > 1, and a matrix is positive semi-definite if and only if all its principle minors are

non-negative. Thus Hermite’s theorem provides a set of inequality conditions on the
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coefficients of a polynomial f to be hyperbolic:

So Sl S2 cr Sn—l
Sy S Sy .- S,
So 51
AIZSOI,nva2: ZO,,An: S5 S Sy Sn-i—l > 0.
S Sy
Sn—l Sn Sn-i—l Tt S2n—2

For a given sequence a(n), when Hermite’s theorem is applied to J%"(X) then the
condition that all minors A of the Hankel matrix M (J%"(X)) are non-negative
gives a set of inequalities on the sequence «(n), and we call them the order k Turdn
inequalities. In other words, J¥"(X) is hyperbolic if and only if the subsequence
{a(n + j)}32, satisfies all the order k& Turdn inequalities for all 1 < k& < d. In
particular, the result in [62] shows that for any d > 1, the partition function {p(n)}

satisfies the order d Turan inequality for sufficiently large n.

7.1.1 Criterion of Griffin, Ono, Rolen, and Zagier

Griffin, Ono, Rolen and Zagier [62] produced the following criterion that is useful for

proving that a sequence «(n) satisfies the Turdn inequalities for sufficiently large n.

Theorem 7.1 (Theorem 3 & Corollary 4, [62]). Let {a(n)}, {A(n)}, and {d(n)} be
sequences of positive real numbers such that 6(n) — 0 as n — oco. Suppose further

that for a fired d > 1 and for all 0 < j < d, we have

log (%) = A(n)j — 6(n)%j + 0(5(n)d) as n — oo.
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Then the renormalized Jensen polynomials J4"(X) =

5(n) 0 g (X —1Y
o) ” (exp<A<n>>) t

isfy lim jg"(X) = H4(X) uniformly for X in any compact subset of R. Furthermore,
n—oo
this implies that the polynomials J*™ (X)) are hyperbolic for all but finitely many values

of n.

Because the conditions for this result are so general, the method can be utilized in
a wide variety of circumstances. For instance, it is shown in Theorem 7 of [62] that if
ag(n) are the (real) Fourier coefficients of a modular form f on SLj(Z) holomorphic
apart from a pole at infinity, then there are sequences As(n) and d¢(n) such that
a(n) = as(n) satisfies the required conditions. What we prove can then be regarded
as a higher-level generalization of this result, since the sequences py(n) are coefficients

of weight zero weakly holomorphic modular forms on proper subgroups of SLy(Z).

7.2 A formula for k-regular partitions

Recall that the k-regular partitions have generating function

Zpk(n)qn _ ﬁ (1 - qkn) _ (qk§ qk)oo.

1-¢) (60
Because the Dedekind eta function n(z) = g2 (¢:9),, is a modular form, we ca deduce
that the generating function for py(n) also has a modular transformation law. This

fact leads via the method of Poincaré series, which is analogous to the Rademacher

circle method of Chapter [, to an exact formula for py(n).
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This process was carried out by Hagis [65]. This result on pg(n) play a key
role in the main theorem. The resulting formula expressible as a sum of modified
Kloosterman sums times Bessel functions. Using facts about the asymptotics of Bessel
functions and the explicit formulas, useful asymptotics for py(n) may be derived. In

particular, Hagis proves as a corollary (Corollary 4.1 in [65]) the asymptotic formula

pr(n) = 2w SR (47r\/mk(n + kmk)) (1+ O(exp(—cn'/?))), (7.2.1)

k(n + kmy)

where [; is a modified Bessel function of

7.3 Proofs of Theorem [1.19 and Corollary [1.20i

Fix d > 1 and k > 2, and let the sequences Ag(n), dx(n) be defined by

[3d/4]

r=1

(="

nr—1/2

it a0 = (- 32 L)

r=2

Define the renormalized Jensen polynomials jg};"(X ) by

7dn o) ((n)X — 1
Spr (X)) = ) Ipn (exp(Ak(n)))' (7.3.1)

By application of the Jensen-Pélya method, it suffices to show that for any fixed d

and all 0 < j <d,

o (221

) ) = Ar(n)j — 5k(n)2j2 + 0(5k(n)d) as n — 0o. (7.3.2)

Using ((£.2.1]), we have

pr(n) = bp(n + kmk)_l/zll (4my/nmy,) + O(ndke_ck‘/ﬁ),
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as n — 0o, where by, ¢, > 0, and dj are constants which depend at most on k. In
light of the expansion of the Bessel functions of the first kind at infinity, this implies

that px(n) has asymptotic expansion to all orders of 1/n in the form

o) Ty (32,

nr
r=0

where ag, ay, - - - are constants depending only on k. Furthermore, when the exponen-
a

tial terms are considered asymptotically, the terms —: in the sum vanish compared
n

with the term 4m,/nm; for r > 1, and so we have

Di (n) ~ €a0+47r\/nmk n—3/4.

It follows that for fixed 0 < 7 < d, we have

~ vy (1/ VLm-iy L

— 271'\/_7 . \/_Z (1/;>1nrjrl/2 . z 2 (_:n):ﬂ
_ 27T\/7 3d/4J 1) . \/_Z (1/2)nr{r1/2+2 i (_Tlg:jr

r=3d/4]+1

L3d/4J . 00 1/2\ :r—2
[y )7177” Ay Ar/my, (7)) B
- <27T nr J+ Z nr—1/2 J
r=2

OO —1)rq7
Z ( 7’7’27’] '

r=|3d/4]+1

+
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Then the required result follows since

o pe(n+34)\ n)i 22 = O(n=BYU=1Y — (6, (n)?
o (P 5T ) ) 002 = O ) = o))
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Chapter 8
Variations of Lehmer’s Conjecture

The purpose of this chapter is to prove the theorems of the introduction in the broader
context of newforms with trivial mod 2 Galois representation. In particular, these
results include Theorems B7, 813, 816, and 821l This section is joint work with

Jennifer Balakrishnan, Ken Ono, and Wei-Lun Tsai.

8.1 Lucas Sequences

8.1.1 Classical facts

Suppose that a and 3 are algebraic integers for which a +  and af are relatively
prime non-zero integers, where «/f is not a root of unity. Their Lucas numbers

{un(a, B)} = {u; = 1,us = a+ 3, ...} are the integers

an_ﬂn

un(a, B) := P

. (8.1.1)

A prime ¢ primitive prime divisor of u,(c, 8) if £1 (o — B)*ui(c, B) -+ - up_1(a, B) and

0| un(cr, 5). We require several classical facts about Lucas numbers.
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Proposition 8.1 (Proposition 2.1 (ii) of [20]). If d | n, then uq(c, 5)|u,(a, B).

To keep track of the first occurrence of prime divisors, we let my(«, 3) be the
smallest n > 2 for which ¢ | u,(«, 3). We note that my(«a, ) = 2 if and only if

a+ =0 (mod /).

Proposition 8.2 (Corollary Q.J] of [20]). If ¢t afB is an odd prime with my(c, 5) > 2,

then the following are true.
1. If 0| (o — B)?, then me(a, B) = L.
2. If U4 (a — B)?%, then my(a, B) | (£ —1) or my(a, B) | (£ +1).

Remark 8.3. If ¢ | af, then either { | u,(«, B) for alln, or €1 u,(a, B) for all n.

8.1.2 The work of Bilu-Hanrot-Voutier

Bilu, Hanrot, and Voutier [20] proved the following definitive theorem.

Theorem 8.4. Every Lucas number u,(c, ), with n > 30, has a primitive prime

divisor.

This theorem is sharp; there are sequences for which usg(a, 5) does not have a
primitive prime divisor. We call a Lucas number u,(«, ), with n > 2, defectwg if

un(a, B) does not have a primitive prime divisor. Bilu, Hanrot and Voutier essentially

! This corollary is stated for Lehmer numbers. The conclusions hold for Lucas numbers because

Lt (a+ B).

2We do not consider the absence of a primitive prime divisor for uz(a, 3) = @+ 3 to be a defect.
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complete the theory; they basically characterized all of the defective Lucas numbers.
Their work, combined with a subsequent paper] by Abouzaid [1], gives the complete
classification of defective Lucas numbers. Tables 1-4 in Section 1 of [20] and Theorem
4.1 of [I] offer this classification. Every defective Lucas number either belongs to a
finite list of sporadic examples or a finite list of parameterized infinite families.

We consider Lucas sequences arising from those quadratic integral polynomials
F(X)=X?-AX+B=(X—-a)(X - p), (8.1.2)

where B = a3 = p?*~! is an odd power of a prime p, and |A| = |a+ ] < 2V/B =
2p2k771. A straightforward analysis of these tables of defective Lucas numbers reveals
a list of sporadic examples, and several potentially infinite families of examples. A
straightforward case-by-case analysis using elementary congruences, divisibilities, and
the truth of Catalan’s conjecture [82], that 23 and 32 are the only consecutive perfect

powers, yields the following characterization.

Theorem 8.5. Tables[8 1 and[8.2 in the Appendiz list the defective u, (e, ) satisfying

(8L3).

To identify the cases where |u,(«a, §)| = 1 and |u,(«, 5)| = ¢ is prime, we require

the curves

By Y?=X"113" and Bpy:Y?=2X*"1-1. (8.1.3)

3This paper included a few cases which were omitted in [20].
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Lemma 8.6. Suppose that u,(c, B) is a defective Lucas number from Table [81] or

Table [82.
1. We have that |u, (o, B)| =1 if and only if
(A,B,n) € {(£1,2,5), (£1,2,13), (£1,3,5), (£1,5,7), (£2,3,3), (£3,2°,3) },
or (A, B,n) = (£m,p,3), where p = m? + 1 is prime with m > 1.

2. If|lun(av, B)| = € is prime, (A, B,,n) € {(£1,2,7,7),(£1,2,3,8), (£2,11,5,5)},
or (A, B,{,n) = (£m,p**1,3,3), where (p, £m) € B%;t and3{m, or (A, B,{,n) =

(£m, p*~1 m, 4), where (p, m) € Bay,.

Proof. The proof of both (1) and (2) follow by a simple (and tedious) case-by-case

analysis. 0

8.2 A(z) and other eigenforms

Throughout this paper we suppose that

f(2)=a+ ) a;(n)g" € Sa(Lo(N)) N Z{[q] (8.2.1)

is an even weight 2k newform. Let Sy be the finite (generally empty) set of primes p
for which (4, B) = (as(p), p** ') appears in Tables BIlor B2l For primes p ¢ S; and
m > 1, we let

a(p;m) :=oo(m+1)—1, (8.2.2)
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while for p € Sy we define o(p; m) in TableR3lin the Appendix. We have the following

theorem.

Theorem 8.7. Assume the notation and hypotheses above. If n > 1 an integer, then

Qag(n)) =Y (k=1)ord,(n) + > &(p;ord,(n)).

p|N pIN
ordp(n)>2
Remark 8.8. Theorem [87 does not take into account those primes p t+ N which
exactly divide n because it can happen that |as(p)| = 1. However, if the mod 2

residual Galois representation is trivial, then ay(p) is even for every prime p { 2N.

In such cases, we get

Qay(n)) =Y (k= 1)ordy(n) + Y &(p;ord,(n)).

p|N 2N

This applies to A(2), by the congruence A(z) = 3°°°  q?"+1V* (mod 2). Since (A, B) =
(7(p), p*') does not appear in Lemmal88 (1), the proof of Theorem [8.7 gives Theo-

rem |8. 18

8.2.1 Proof of Theorem 8.7

We recall some basic facts about Atkin-Lehner newforms (see [8]), along with the

deep theorem of Deligne [47, [48] that bounds their Fourier coefficients.

Theorem 8.9. Suppose that f(z) = g+ > - ,ap(n)g" € Sau(Lo(N)) is a newform

with integer coefficients. Then the following are true:

1. If ged(ny, ng) = 1, then af(ning) = ag(ni)ays(ns).
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2. If pt N is prime and m > 2, then

ap(p™) = ag(p)ag(p™t) — p?*!

8. If pt N is prime and o, and 3, are roots of Fy(z) := x* — ay(p)z + p**~1, then

m+1 _ gm+1
Oép ﬁp

0y (") = v (0, By) =

Moreover, we have |af(p)| < Qp%, and oy, and 3, are complex conjugates.
4. If p | N is prime, then f|U(p) = > 2 ar(np)q™ = as(p)f(T). Moreover, we

have

(£1)mp=—bm if ord,(N) =1,

0 if ord,(N) > 2.
Theorem B9 leads to lower bounds for the number of prime divisors (counted with

multiplicity) of the coefficients in the sequence {a;(p?), as(p*), ...}, where p is prime.

Proposition 8.10. Assuming the notation in Theorem[8.9, the following are true for

m > 2.
1. If p| N s prime, then ord,(as(p™)) > (k — 1)m.

2. If pt N is prime and (A, B) = (a;(p), p**~1) does not appear in Tables[81 or

(8.3, then

Qas(p™)) > op(m +1) — 1.

3. If pt N is prime and (A, B) = (a;(p), p** 1) appears in Tables[81 or[83, then

Table of the Appendiz contains a lower bound for Q(as(p™)).
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Proof of Proposition[8.10. The first claim follows from Theorem [83l (4). The second
claim follows from Theorem (3), Proposition 8] and Theorem [8.4] in a case-by-
case analysis. The point is that at least one new prime divisor is accumulated with
each subsequent step in a Lucas sequence. In other words, the relative divisibility
of Lucas numbers and the presence of primitive prime divisors guarantees the lower
bound. The only divisor of m+1 which does not contribute is u; = 1. The third claim

follows similarly by taking into account the defective Lucas numbers that appear in

Tables 8. and O

Proof of Theorem [8.7. The theorem follows from Theorem[8.9](1) and Proposition8.10.

O

8.3 Statement of general results

This section discusses the fully detailed generalizations of the main results stated
in the introduction. We investigate questions about the prime divisors of Fourier
coefficients and equations of the form as(n) = « for even weight newforms with
integer coefficients and trivial mod 2 residual Galois representation (i.e. even Hecke
eigenvalues for T'(p) for primes p 4 2N, where N is the level). We obtain a general
theorem (see Theorem B2T]) that theoretically locates those coefficients that are odd
prime powers in absolute value for such newforms. For 7(n), this theorem gives the

following criterion, which restricts arguments to explicit finite sets.
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Theorem 8.11. If ¢ is an odd prime for which T(n) = 0™, with m € Z7T, then
n = p?~t, where p and d | {({*> — 1) are odd primes. Furthermore, 7(n) = £{™ for at

most finitely many n.

Theorem [RB.1T] offers a method for determining whether |7(n)| = ¢™ has any so-
lutions, which reduces the problem to the determination of certain integer points on

finitely many algebraic curves. For £ € {3,5,7}, examples of these curves include

Y2 X" =43"  Y?2_5X2=44.5" and Y3?-5XY?4+6X%Y —X3=47"
(8.3.1)

By classifying such points when m = 1, we obtain the following theoremH

Theorem 8.12. For every n > 1, the following are true.

(1) We have that
7(n) & {£1,£3, £5, +£7, £13, 17, —19, £23, £37, £691 1.
(2) Assuming the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis, we have that

7(n) & {if : 41 < £ < 97 with (é) = —1}

u{-11,—-29,-31, 41, -59, —61, —71, =79, —89} .

4The Journal of Number Theory published the proceedings of the conference “Modular forms
and Drinfeld Modules” held in 2018 in Pisa, Italy. Paper [10] is an exposition of the third author’s
lecture at the conference, and pertains to some of the cases of Theorem (1). All of the other
results in the present paper have not appeared elsewhere. This article is the main reference for the

authors’ work on variants of Lehmer’s speculation.
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There are infinite families of newforms with even level for which these methods
apply. The next theorem offers unconditional results for 3 < ¢ < 37, when 2k €
{4,6,8,10} or ged(3-5-7,2k—1) # 1. It also gives further results conditional on the

Generalized Riemann Hypothesis (GRH).

Theorem 8.13. If f(z) = g+ >, ar(n)g" € Sop(To(2N)) NZ[[g]] is an even weight
2k > 4 newform with trivial mod 2 residual Galois representation, then the following

are true.

1. For every n > 1 we have as(n) ¢ {£1}.

2. If 2k = 4, then for every n we have

ar(n) € {£f : 3 < <37 prime} \ {11, —13,17,4+19, —23,37}.

Assuming GRH, for every n we have

ap(n) & {£0 : 41 <€ <97 prime} \ {—41, —53, —61, —67,£71,73, -89},

3. If 2k = 6, then for every n we have

ap(n) & {£l : 3 <€ <37 prime} \ {11,13}.

Assuming GRH, for every n we have

ap(n) € {£f : 41 < ¢ <97 prime} \ {—47}.
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4. If 2k = 8, then for every n we have
ag(n) & {£l : 3 < ¢ <37 prime}.
Assuming GRH, for every n we have
ap(n) € {£f : 41 < ¢ <97 prime} \ {-71}.
5. If 2k = 10, then for every n we have
ap(n) € {£l : 3 <{ <37 prime}.
Assuming GRH, for every n we have
ap(n) & {£0 : 41 < <97 prime} \ {—83}.
6. If ged(3-5-7-11-13,2k — 1) # 1 and 2k > 12, then for every n we have

ag(n) ¢ {:|:£ : 3 < ¢ < 37 prime with (é) = —1} u{-37}.

Moreover, if 2k # 16, then ay(n) # 37. Assuming GRH, for every n we have
. . 14
ar(n) ¢ {iﬁ 41 < ¢ < 97 prime with (g) = —1} :
7. If ged(3 - 5,2k — 1) # 1 and 2k > 12, then for every n we have

ar(n) ¢ {iﬁ : 11 < ¢ <31 prime with (é) = 1}.

Assuming GRH, the range of this set can be expanded to include ¢ < 809.
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8. If 7| (2k — 1) and 2k > 12, then for every n we have

ag(n) & {:t€ : 11 < ¢ <31 prime with <§) = 1}.
Assuming GRH, for every n we have

as(n) & {£41,4£59, 261, —71,£79, £89}.

9. If 11| (2k — 1), then for every n we have as(n) # —19, and assuming GRH we

have

ap(n) & {—11,-29, —31, —41, —59, —61, —71, —79, —89} .

10. If 13 | (2k — 1), then for every n we have ag(n) # —11, and assuming GRH we

have

as(n) & {—19,—29, —31, —41, —59, —61, —71, —79} .

Remark 8.14.
(i) Theorem[813 applies to all newforms [91] with integer coefficients with level 2°N,
where a > 0 and N € {1,3,5,15,17}. Moreover, the result holds for all odd levels

when ag(2) is even.
(ii) These results follow from Theorem [821], which constrains coefficients that are
odd prime powers in absolute value. This method extends to arbitrary odd integers by

Hecke multiplicativity, thereby giving an algorithm for determining whether a given

odd integer is a newform coefficient.
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(iii) The proof of Theorem (2-6) locates values ¢ that are possible coeffi-
cients. For example, Theorem (2) allows weight 4 coefficients to be in the set
{£11,—13,17,£19, —23,37}. The proof shows that these values can only occur as one
of the following coefficients:
asp(3%) =37, ap(3*) =—11, a;(3%) =-23, a;(3") =19, a;(5°) =19,
ap(7°) = =19, ay(7") =11, a;(17%) = —13, a;(43%) = 17.
Similarly, Theorem (6) allows a coefficient of 37 for weight 16, which must be
as(3%) = 37.
(iv) The assumption that 2k > 4 guarantees that certain algebraic curves have positive
genus, and so have finitely many integer points by Siegel’s theorem. Moreover, we do
not believe that conclusions analogous to those obtained in Theorem hold for
weight 2 newforms.
(v) Some of the results in Theorem|[813 rely on the GRH. These cases pertain to sit-
uations where GRH was required to reduce the running time of certain computational
number theoretic algorithms. The unconditional bounds lead to infeasible computer

calculations.

Example 8.15. By Theorem 13| the coefficients of the Hecke eigenform FEy(2)A(z)
never belong to

{=1}uU{xl : 3 < ¢ <37 prime}.

Moreover, under GRH the range of the second set can be extended to the odd primes

<97
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Theorems and RT3 offer variants of Lehmer’s speculation for individual new-
forms. It is natural to consider an aspect of these questions where the newforms f
vary. Namely, can a fixed odd « be a Fourier coefficient of newforms with arbitrarily
large weight? We effectively show that this is generically not the case. To ease no-
tation, if £ is an odd prime, then let S, denote the set of even weight newforms with
integer coefficients, trivial residual mod 2 Galois representation, and even level that

is coprime to £.

Theorem 8.16. If ( is an odd prime and m € Z , then there are effectively com-
putable constants M~ (0, m) = Oy(m) for which 0™ is not a coefficient of any f € Sy

with weight 2k > M*(¢,m). In particularH for € € {3,5}, we have

p

2m + 10%y/m if ¢ = 4+,m odd, and ¢ = 3,
2m + 1013y/m if ¢ = 4+, m even, and ¢ = 3,

2m + 10%2/m if e = — and ¢ = 3,

M=(,m) =
3m + 10*4y/m if e =+, m odd, and ¢ = 5,
3m + 1013y/m if e =+, m even, and ¢ =5,
3m + 10%°/m if e = —,m even, and ¢ = 5.
L
Remark 8.17.

(i) The condition that the level of f is even is not crucial for the proof of Theorem[8.14.

If the level is odd, then the proof implies that ay(2n + 1) # £0™ for all n provided

5We offer these values to indicate that one can easily work out explicit constants.
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that f has large weight. Furthermore, if ay(2) is even, then the stronger claim that

+0™ is not a Fourier coefficient holds.

(ii) The condition that the level of f is coprime to { also is not crucial. If € exactly
divides the level, then there is at most one counterexample, and it will be a Fourier
coefficient of the form as(¢") (see Theorem (4)). Otherwise, the stronger claim

holds.

(#ii) Using the methods in this paper, one can obtain a generalization of Theorem[810

for all odd o, as well as analogous results for odd weights and forms with real Neben-

typus.

These results are related to lower bounds for the number of prime divisors of
coefficients of newforms. We obtain a general theorem (see Theorem [R7) which
implies the following lower bound for Q(7(n)), the number of prime divisors (counted
with multiplicity) of 7(n). As usual, we let w(n) denote the number of distinct prime

divisors of n, and we let ord,(n) denote the power of p dividing n.

Theorem 8.18. Ifn > 1 is an integer, then

Q(r(n)) > Y (oo(ordy(n) + 1) = 1) = w(n).
pln

Remark 8.19. Theorem[8.18 is sharp, as the prime in [1.5.1) satisfies Q(7(251%)) =

oo(3) —1=1.
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8.4 Proof of Theorem 8.13

Regarding coefficients of newforms satisfying (8.2.1]), we classify those n for which
lag(n)] = ¢ is an odd prime. For the remainder of the paper, we assume that all

newforms have weight 2k > 4. We first determine when |as(n)| = 1. Define the set

{1,4} if af(2) = £3, 2k =4,and N odd},
Uy = (8.4.1)

{1} otherwise.

Proposition 8.20. Suppose that the mod 2 residual Galois representation for f(z)

is trivial. Then we have |ag(n)| =1 if and only if n € Uy.

Proof. By multiplicativity (i.e. Theorem (1)), it suffices to determine when
lag(p™)| = 1, where p is prime. By Proposition BI0 (1), we have p { N. By The-
orem (3), it suffices to determine when the |u,,+1(ay, 5,)] = 1, where m > 2.
Indeed, af(p) = us(ay, 5,) is even for p { 2N. By Theorem B4 this reduces to
Lemma (1). The defective cases (A, B,n) = (£3,23,3) correspond to potential
weight 4 newforms, while the remaining possibilities are for weight 2. In the weight

4 cases we have a(2) = +3, which gives a;(4) = ay(2)? — 23 = 1. O

Theorem 8.21. Suppose that the mod 2 residual Galois representation for f(z) is

L where

trivial. If |as(n)| = €™, with m € Z+ and { is an odd prime, then n = mop?™
mo € Uy, pt N is prime, and d | £((* — 1) is an odd prime. Moreover, |as(n)| = £™

for finitely many (if any) n.
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Proof of Theorem 811 and[8.21. By Proposition and Theorem (1) and (4),
it suffices to determine when |a;(p?~!)| = |ug(ay,, B,)| = ¢, where p { N is prime. Since
2k > 4,0 is odd, and A = ay(p) is even, Lemmal[8.61 (2) leaves the defective possibilities
(A, B,l,n) = (£m,p?*~1,3,3), which by Theorem (2), implies that (p,af(p)) is
an integer point on Y2 = X?*~1+3. This means that uz(c,, 3,) = a;(p?) = £3, which
is the claimed conclusion with d = ¢ = 3.

Now we consider whether a prime power can be a nondefective Lucas number
ug(y, By) = ay(p®'), for primes p { 2N. Since a(p) is even, we may assume that
(1 a,B, and my(ay, B,) > 2. Moreover, Theorem (2) implies that as(p®) is odd if
and only if b is even, and so we may assume that d is odd. Proposition implies
that my(ay, 8,) = £ or my(ay, B,)|(€ — 1) or my(ay, B,)|[(€+ 1).

Due to the generic presence of primitive prime divisors, a Lucas number that is
a prime power (™ in absolute value is the first multiple of ¢ in the sequence. By
Theorem B4l Proposition B, and Lemma (2), this holds for every sequence
satisfying (8.I1.2]) for weights 2k > 4. In particular, d is an odd prime. The finiteness
of the number of p for which |a;(p?~')| = ¢, follows from Siegel’s Theorem, that
positive genus curves have at most finitely many integer points. These curves are

easily assembled using Theorem (2) (see Lemma [8.27)). O
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8.5 Integral Points on some curves

To prove Theorems BI2] and RI3, we require knowledge of the integer points on

certain curves.

8.5.1 Some Thue equations

An equation of the form F(X,Y) = D, where F(X,Y) € Z[X,Y] is homogeneous
and D is a non-zero integer, is known as a Thue equation. We require such equations
that arise from the generating function

1
1-VYT+XT?2

f:Fm(X,Y)-Tm:1+\/?-T+(Y—X)T2+---. (8.5.1)

m=0

The first few homogenous polynomials F5,,(X,Y’) are as follows:
RB(X,Y)=Y — X,
FuX,)Y)=Y?*-3XY + X?
Fs(X,Y)=Y?-5XY? +6X%Y — X°.

Fio(X,Y)=Y° —9XY* +28X?Y? — 35X3Y? + 15Xy — X°.

For every positive integer m, we consider the degree m Thue equations of the form

Fo(X,Y) = ﬁ (Y — 4X cos? (2nji 1)) = D. (8.5.2)

k=1

The next lemma gives integer points on several Thue equations that we shall

require.

Lemma 8.22. The following are true.
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1. Table[8.4) in the Appendix lists all of the integer solutions to
Fi(X,)Y)=+/

for every pair of odd primes (d,€) for which 7 < d | £({* —1) and £ € {7 < (<

37}

2. Conditional on GRH, Table[8.3 in the Appendix lists all of the integer solutions
to

Fy 1 (X,Y) =44
for every pair of odd primes (d,€) for which 7 < d | ¢(¢> — 1) and 41 < ¢ < 97.
3. There are no integer solutions to Fy(X,Y) = +691.
4. The points (£1,+4) are the only integer solutions to Fgeo(X,Y) = £691.

Proof. Claims (1), (2) and (3) are easily obtained using the Thue solver in PARI/GP
[93] (see [12] for all of the code required for this paper).

The proof of (4) is more formidable, as Fyoo(X,Y") has degree 345. However, for
odd primes p, the Thue equations F,,_1(X,Y) = £p are equivalent to the well-studied

equations
p=1

E(X,Y) = f[ (Y — 2X cos (2%]“)) = +p (8.5.3)

k=1

that were prominent in the work of Bilu, Hanrot, and Voutier on primitive prime
divisors of Lucas sequences. Indeed, we have F,_;(X,Y) = ﬁp(X ,Y — 2X). They

prove the important fact (see Cor. 6.6 of [20]) that there are no integer solutions
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to (85.3) with |X| > €® when 31 < p < 787. By a well-known criterion (for ex-
ample, see Lemma 1.1 of [I09] and Proposition 2.2.1 of [19])), midsize solutions of
13691()( ,Y') = £691 correspond to convergents of the continued fraction expansion of
some 2 cos(2mk/691). A short calculation rules this out, possibly leaving some small
solutions, those with |X| < 4. For these X, we find (+1,42), which implies that

(£1,44) are the only integral solutions to Fgoo(X,Y) = £691. O

8.5.2 The elliptic and hyperelliptic curves Y? = X211+ ¢
For d € {2,3,4,6,7} and odd primes ¢ < 97, we list all of the integer points on
Co,:Y? =X+ (8.5.4)

Lemma 8.23. [f3 < ¢ < 97 is prime and d € {2,3,4,6,7}, then the following are

true:
1. Table in the Appendiz lists the integer points on C;,e-
2. Table[8.7 in the Appendiz lists the integer points on Cy,.

Proof. Work by Barros [14], Cohn [38] and Bugeaud, Mignotte and Siksek [28] estab-
lish these claims. Table B.6]is assembled from the Appendix of [14], and Table R.1is

assembled from the Appendix of [2§]. O
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8.5.3 The hyperelliptic curves Y? = 5X27 4 4/
For d > 2, we define the hyperelliptic curves
Hy,:Y?=5X*+4/. (8.5.5)
The following satisfying lemma classifies the integer points on H;%.
Lemma 8.24. If { =5, then the following are true.

1. If d = 2 and ¢ = 5, then the only integer points on H;f5 are (£1,4£5) and

(£2, £10).
2. If d > 2, then the only integer points on H;f5 are (£1,45).
3. If d > 2, then Hy 5 has no integer points.
Proof. We recall the classical Lucas sequence
(L.} = {2,1,3,4,7,11,18, 29, 47, 76,123,199, 322, 521,843, . . . },

defined by Lo := 2 and L; := 1 and the recurrence L, 5 := L,,1 + L, forn > 0. A
theorem of Bugeaud, Mignotte, and Siksek [27] asserts that L; = 1 and Ly = 4 are
the only perfect power Lucas numbers. By the theory of Pell’s equations, the positive
integer X-coordinate solutions to Hf}, and Hys, namely {L; = 1,13 = 4,15 =
11,...}and {Ly =2,Ly =3, Ly = 7,... } respectively, split the Lucas numbers. The

three claims follow immediately. O
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For primes ¢ € {691}U{11 < ¢ <89 : prime with (é) = 1}, we have the following

lemma.
Lemma 8.25. The following are true.

1.medeEBjJJLB}mdmmwﬁe{ugﬁgw:(@zl}TMk
in the Appendix lists (some cases conditional on GRH) the integer points

on H di,e-
2. There are no integer points on Cg gg;.
3. There are no integer points on Hyj g1
Proof. Generalized Lebesgue-Ramanujan—Nagell equations are equations of the form
2+ D = Cy", (8.5.6)

where D and C' are non-zero integers. An integer point on (8.5.6]) can be studied in

the ring of integers of Q(v/—D) using the factorization
(r+vV—-D)(x—+v—-D)=Cy"

This observation is a standard tool in the study of Thue equations. In particular,
Theorem 2.1 of [I4] (also see Proposition 3.1 of [28]) gives a step-by-step algorithm
that takes alleged solutions of (85.6]) and produces integer points on one of finitely

many Thue equations constructed from C, D and n via the algebraic number theory

OWe were unable to obtain results for Hy 7, Hy3 g9, and any H;, , and H}; ,.
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of Q(v/=D). These equations are assembled from the knowledge of the group of units
and the ideal class group.

To prove all three parts of the lemma (apart from H7Jr 0); We implemented this
algorithm in SageMath (see [12] for all SageMath code required for this paper). Some
cases required GRH as a simplifying assumption. As the curves in (2) and (3) are the
most complicated, we offer brief details in these two cases.

To prove (2), we consider the hyperelliptic curve Cg4q;, Which corresponds to
(B5.6) for the class number 5 imaginary quadratic field Q(v/—691), where x =Y,y =
X,C =1,D =691, and n = 11. In this case the algorithm gives exactly one Thue
equation, which after clearing denominators can be rewritten as
2 x 5% = (991077174272090396)'" + (119700018439220789119)z"y

— (8831599221002836172345)x" 3% — (337116345512786456280840)x°1>

+ (8492967300375371034332430)957y4 + (175189311986919278870504298)x6y5

— (1881807368163995585644810248)955 - (22992541672786450593030038430)334y7

+ (104772541553739359102253613965)2% 1y + (697875798749922445133117312720)221/°

— (1068801486169809452619368218519)2y'0 — (2292300374810647823111384294421)y"".

The Thue equation solver in PARI/GP, which implements the Bilu—Hanrot algo-
rithm, establishes that there are no integer solutions, and so Cgge has no integer
points.

Claim (3) is about the hyperelliptic curve Hy gq;. Its integer points (X, Y") satisfy

(Y +2v/—=691)(Y — 2¢/—691) = 5X*2.



228

Therefore, we again employ the imaginary quadratic field Q(v/—691). In particular,
we have ([R5.06), where z =Y,y = X,C =5,D =4-691 and n = 22. The algorithm
again gives one Thue equation, which after clearing denominators can be rewritten

as

22 % 5110 = —(20587212586465949627980680671826599752)2:%2
+ (1133274396835827658613802749227310922394) 2%
T
— (79670423145107301772779399379735976309907264511718034789276856 ) xy*!

+ (71809437208138431262783549625248617351731199323326115439324273)y22.
The Thue solver in PARI/GP establishes that there are no integer solutions, and so

Hj g91 has no integer points. O

We use the Chabauty—Coleman methodH, which employs p-adic integration to
determine the rational points on suitable curves of genus g > 2, to determine the

integer points on Cggg, Hy g9, and Hij go:.
Lemma 8.26. The following are true.
1. There are no integer points on Cgf@l.

- - +
2. There are no integer points on HY| go;-

"We could have (in theory) used the Thue method as in the proof of Lemma R25 We chose this

method as it did not require substantial computer resources.
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3. Assuming GRH, the only integer points on Hi gy have (|X|,[Y]) = (1,19).

Proof. We employ the Chabauty—Coleman method [39] to determine the integral
points on these curves.

We first prove (1). The genus 5 curve Cggq has Jacobian with Mordell-Weil
rank 0. This can be determined using the implementation of 2-descent in Magma [21].
Since the rank is less than the genus, the Chabauty—Coleman method applies, which,
in this case, gives a 5-dimensional space of regular 1-forms vanishing on rational
points. We take as our basis for the space of annihilating differentials the set {w; :=
Xi;l—‘;(}i:o,l,...,zl- The prime p = 3 is a prime of good reduction for Cgfwl, and taking

the point at infinity co as our basepoint, we compute the set of points

{zngf691(Zg):/ w; = 0 for alli:O,l,...,4},

o0
where the integrals are Coleman integrals computed using SageMath [103]. By con-
struction, this set contains the integral points on the working affine model of Cg;.

The computation gives three points: two points with X-coordinate 0 and a third
point with Y-coordinate 0 in the residue disk corresponding to (2,0) € Cggg;(F3).
(Indeed, the power series corresponding to the expansion of the integral of wy has
each of these points occurring as simple zeros.) Hence, there are no integral points
on Cggo1-

Turning to Hyf g9, We consider the integral points on the curve Y? = 5X" + 4.

691 and then pull back any points found using the map (X,Y) — (X?,Y). Using
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Magma, we find that the rank of the Jacobian of this genus 5 curve is 0. We rescale
variables to work with the monic model Y2 = X' + 4.5 .691 and we apply the
Chabauty—Coleman method using p = 3. As before, the computation gives three
points with coordinates in Zs: two points with X-coordinate 0 and a third point
with Y-coordinate 0 in the residue disk corresponding to (2,0). The power series
corresponding to the expansion of the integral of wy has each of these points occurring
as simple zeros. None of these points are rational. Therefore, Hf’LGgl has no integral
points. This proves (2).

Now we turn to (3). To compute integral points on H;f 39, We work with the genus
3 curve Y2 = 5X7+4-89 and then pull back any integral points found using the map
(X,Y) = (X?Y). Using Magma, we find that the rank of the Jacobian of this genus

3 curve is 2, under the assumption of GRHH. We work with the monic model
H, Y?=X"4+4-5.89

and run the Chabauty—-Coleman method using p = 3.

The points
P = [2® 4+ 142% — 800, 92% 4+ 200z — 4050]  and Q=[x — 5,19 -5

(given in Mumford representation) are independent in the Jacobian of H,,. To sim-

plify the Chabauty—-Coleman computation—in particular, so that we carry out all of

8The Magma procedure that computes ranks requires GRH in this case to be computationally

feasible.
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our computations over Q3—we replace P with P’, a small Z-linear combination of P
and @) that is linearly independent from (), with the property that the first coordinate

of the Mumford representation of P’ splits over Q5.
We take P’ := 2P — 5@, with Mumford representation of P’ given by [f(z), g(z)]
where

Fla) = 23 4757819608106819190393450758001494220029312032281 22 4 301022057022978383553067428985393708004188803800.EA
243432625872206959773347921129373894485149809 81144208624068986591115973709791298161716603
4935244227803215636634926465657011220846146763100
243432625872206959773347921129373894485149809
13467788979408324218581419111573847035681150845619031139253274307312471 o
9(=) = 3798115572194618764136691476777323149900556269646219373513689210377 v
73837091689655128840131596065726589815272462202819205672839132728899500
1266038524064872921378897158925774383300185423215406457837896403459
1249983247105360333943070938652709476597593148217064351317870016169354850

3798115572194618764136691476777323149900556269646219373513689210377

To compute an annihilating differential, we compute the 3 X 2 matrix of Coleman
integrals ( [, wi, fQ W;)i=0,1,2, Where w; = Xlg—*;(, in Sage:

2.34+2.324+3%4+2.3%643%12.3% 40310 33 +2.3% 437 +2.3% 439 4 0(310)

2.3+324+3%4+2.3542.3642.37 4 0(310) 2.3+32+3%+2.37+2.3% 1394 0(310)

3432 42.334+2.3442.3° 436437 42.394 030 2.34+324+3%342.3% 435437 4+2.3%4+2.39 40310

We then compute a basis of the kernel of this matrix, which gives us our annihi-

lating differential

w=wo+(1+2-324+2-3"+33+3°+2.37+2.354+2.3°+ 0(3'))wy

+(2+2-3+32+3+2-3"+3°+2-3°+ 3+ 0(3") )ws.

Finally, we have three residue disks to consider, corresponding to (1,0) and
(2,£1) € H,,(F3). We compute the set of points z € H,,(Z3) in these residue disks
such that f;w = 0. This produces three points, each occurring as simple zeros of
the corresponding 3-adic power series: a Weierstrass point and the points (5, £2375).
The Weierstrass point is not rational, while the points (5, £2375) correspond to the

points (41, 419) on H . O
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8.6 Proof of Theorem [8.21]

We combine results from the previous section with Theorem R.21] to prove Theo-
rems [8.12] and .13l The following lemma, which relates Fourier coefficients to special
integer points on algebraic curves, is a straightforward consequence of Theorem

(2) and (3).

Lemma 8.27. Assuming the notation in Theorem [8.9, if p ¥ N is prime, then we

have the following:
1. If ay(p*) = «, then (p,as(p)) is an integer point on

V2= X"t

2. If a;(p) = «, then (p,2a;(p)? — 3p**~1) is an integer point on
V2 =5X2D 4 4a.

3. For every positive integer m we have that Fo,(p**71, as(p)?) = as(p*™).

Proof of Theorem[8.12. 1t is well-known that 7(n) is odd if and only if n is an odd

square. To see this, we employ the Jacobi Triple Product identity to obtain the

congruence
ZT(n)q”::qH (1—q¢")* = H (1—¢* :Z B2k + 1)g®**+" (mod 2).
n=1 n=1 n=1 k=0

We consider the possibility that +1 appear in sequences of the form

{r(p), 7@, 7(p"), ... }. (8.6.1)
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By Theorem (2), if p is prime and p | 7(p), then p™ | 7(p™) for every m > 1, and
so |[T7(p™)| # 1. Moreover, |7(p)| # p, where p is an odd prime, because 7(p) is even.
Therefore, such sequences may be completely ignored for the remainder of the proof.

For primes p t 7(p), Theorem (3) gives a Lucas sequence with A = 7(p) and
B = p''. Lemma shows that there are no defective terms with w,,4+1(a,, 5,) =
T(p™) # £1 or +¢, where £ is an odd prime. To see this, we note that A = 7(p)
is even. Lemma (2) does not allow for A to be even with one exception, the
possibility that (A, B,¢,n) = (£m, p'!,3,3), where (p,+m) € B%:Gi. However, these
curves are the same as Cﬁfg, and Lemma R.23] shows that there are no such points.
Therefore, we may assume that all of the values in (8.6.I) have a primitive prime
divisor, and never have absolute value 1.

We now turn to the primality of absolute values of 7(n). Thanks to Hecke mul-
tiplicativity (i.e. Theorem (1)) and the discussion above, if ¢ is an odd prime
and |7(n)| = ¢, then n = p?, where p is an odd prime for which p { 7(p). The fact
that 7(p?) = ugi1(ay, B,) leads to a further constraint on d (i.e. refining the fact
that d is even). By Proposition 1] which guarantees relative divisibility between
Lucas numbers, and Lemma RI.2] which guarantees the absence of defective terms
in (R.6.1)), it follows that d + 1 must be an odd prime, and 7(p?) is the very first term
that is divisble by /.

To make use of this observation, for odd primes p and ¢ we define

me(p) ;= min{n >1 : 7(p") =0 (mod ¢)}. (8.6.2)
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For |7(p?)| = ¢, we have m,(p) = d, where d+1 is also an odd prime. The Ramanujan

congruences [18], 96|, [104]

n?ci(n) (mod 9),

noi(n) (mod 5),

T(n) =
nos(n) (mod 7),
o11(n) (mod 691),
where o,(n) = >,;,d”, make it simple to compute my(p) for the primes ¢ €

{3,5,7,691}.

Thanks to the mod 9 congruence, we find that

1 if p=0,2 (mod 3),
m3(p) =

2 if p=1 (mod 3).
Therefore, d = 2 is the only possibility. If 7(p?) = 43, then Lemma (1) implies
that (p,7(p)) is a point on C’ijg, which were considered immediately above. Again,
Lemma B.23] (1) implies that there are no such integer points.

Thanks to the mod 5 congruence, we find that

p

1 if p=0,4 (mod 5),

ms(p) = 4 3 if p=2,3 (mod 5),

4 if p=1 (mod 5).

\

Therefore, d = 4 is the only possibility. If 7(p?) = 45, then Lemma (2) implies
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that (p,27(p)? — 3p'') is an integer point on Hjj 5. Lemma B24 shows that no such
points exist on these hyperelliptic curves.

Thanks to the mod 7 congruence, we find that

1 if p=0,3,5,6 (mod 7),
mq(p) =

6 if p=1,2,4 (mod 7).

Hence, d = 6 is the only possibility, and so we must rule out the possibility that
7(p®) = £7. If there are such primes p, then Lemma[R27(3) implies that Fs(p'', 7(p)?)
+7. Lemma (1) shows that there are no such solutions to Fs(X,Y) = £7.

Thanks to the mod 691 congruence, we find that the only cases where mgg; (p) = d
where d + 1 is an odd prime are d = 2,4,22, and 690. For the cases where d = 2
and 4 respectively, Lemma (1-2) implies that (p,7(p)) would be an integral
point on Cggy, and that (p,27(p)? — 3p'') would be an integral point on Hij g .
Lemma (2-3) and Lemma show that no such points exist. By Lemma
(3), the remaining cases (i.e. d = 22 and 690) correspond to the Thue equations
Fao(p™, 7(p)?) = £691 and Fygo(p*, 7(p)?) = £691. Lemma (3) and (4) show
that there are no such integer solutions.

The arguments above show that 7(n) ¢ {£1, £3,45,£7, £691}. The remaining

cases are special cases of Theorem 813 (6) and (9) and are proved below. O

Proof of Theorem[8.13. By hypothesis, for primes p { 2N we have that as(p) is even.
For such primes, Theorem (2) implies that af(p™) is odd if and only if m is even.

Suppose that p is a prime for which p | af(p), which includes those primes p | 2N by
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Theorem B9l (4). Theorem B9 (2) and (4) imply that p™ | a;(p™). Therefore, we do
not need to consider these coefficients in the remainder of the proof.

It suffices to consider the Lucas sequences corresponding to A = as(p) and
B = p**71 when p { as(p). By applying Lemma (2) (as above in the proof
of Theorem BI2), we may assume that {1,as(p),as(p?),...} is a Lucas sequence
without any defective terms. To establish this, we must show that Bllf, which are
the same as C,fg, have no suitable integer points. Since we only consider weights for
which ged(3-5-7-11-13,2k — 1) # 1, it suffices to show that ijg has no such points
for d € {2,3,4,6,7}. Lemma [R23| confirms this requirement for these ten curves.

The first claim of the theorem now follows from Proposition .20l To prove the

d=1 where

remaining claims we apply Theorem[B.21l Namely, if |af(n)| = ¢, thenn = p
d | £(f>—1) is an odd prime. The existence of such coefficients can be ruled out with
Lemma [B.27, which reduces the proof to a case-by-case search for suitable integral
points on hyperelliptic curves and solutions to Thue equations which were considered
in the previous section. If ay(p?) = =£(, then (p,az(p)) € Cpy. If ap(p') = £,
then (p,2;(p)* — 3p*~1) € Hzik_m. Obviously, it suffices to study curves C’jfz (resp.
Hy, ) with d | (2k—1). Finally, if af(p*!) = £ with d > 7, then (p*~, as(p)?) is
a solution to Fy_1(X,Y) = £¢. By Lemmas [8.22] .23 R.24] and (i.e. inspecting

the tables in the Appendix), there are no such integral points (sometimes under GRH)

in the cases claimed by the theorem. O
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8.7 Baker’s linear forms in logarithms

To prove Theorem [B.30, we make use of the following classical result of Baker and

Wiistholz [9] on linear forms in logarithms.

Theorem 8.28 (p. 20 of [9]). Let ay,...,a, be algebraic numbers and by, ..., b, be
rational integers. If A := bylogay + -+ + b, log o, (note. where the logarithms have

their principal values such that —m < Im(log ) < m) is nonzero, then we have

log |A| > —C(r,d) log(max {e, B}) [ [ #'(v).

i=1

where d := [Q(ay, ..., ) : Q], B:=max{|bi],...,|b:]},

C(r,d) == 18(r + 1)! r"T1(32d) " log(2rd),
and b/ () := max {h(a)/d, |loga|/d,1/d}, where h(a) is the logarithmic Weil height
of a.

This deep theorem can be applied to the Diophantine equations in (8.8.3]) and
(B84). We shall now assume that n is fixed for the remainder of this discussion.
Namely, we view potential integer points as factorizations, in the ring of integers of

the quadratic fields K = Q(+/—ef™), given by
(X +vV—elm)(X —v—elm)=Y" and (X +2V—clm)(X —2v—clm)=Y".

Namely, if [K : Q] = 2 and hg = 1, then we have 5 € Ok such that Ng/(8) =Y

and

(X +V—elm) =" (mod OF) and (X +2vV—elm) =" (mod OF).
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If K does not have class number one, then we may pick 8 € Ok such that Nk ,q(8) =
Y’ and consider 87/"% instead. This only applies when € = 1,¢ = 5 and m is odd,
in which case hg /=5 = 2. In these cases we let B denote the Galois conjugate of 3.
Finally, if K = Q, then we may pick 3, 3 € Z (abusing notation) such that 33 =Y
and |3] < \/m . In each case, the algebraic integer 3 is uniquely determined up to
unit.

Given such a 3, we construct a corresponding linear form in logarithms arising
from (/3. For convenience, we denote the relevant fundamental units by ws := 2++/3
and ws := 1/2++/5/2, and we denote the 6th root of unity by w_z := 1/2++/=3/2.
By taking logarithms, we obtain a triple of integers 0 < j;, < 3,0 < 76 < 5, and

0 < j, <mn — 1, for which one of the corresponding forms (depending on ¢, ¢ and the



parity of m), say Are(m) and Aye(y), is given by

p

ATs (¢,m) =

\

and

AUE(m) =

jo log(w_3/w_3) — nlog(B/B) + kir

jalog(i/i) — nlog(B/B) + kim
—(n/2)log(B/B) + kim
jalog(i/i) — nlog(B/B) + kim
Jnlog(Ws /ws) — nlog(B/B)
—nlog(B/8)

Jn log(Ws /ws) — nlog(B/B)

—nlog(5/B)

(

—(n/2)log(B/B) + kin

k—nlog(ﬁ/ﬁ)

jalog(i/i) — nlog(B/B) + kir

Jn log(ws /ws) — nlog(B/f)
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if e =+, m odd, and ¢ = 3,
if ¢ =4, m even, and ¢ = 3,
if e =+, m odd, and ¢ =5,
if e =4, m even, and ¢ = 5,
if e =—,m odd, and ¢ = 3,
if e = —,m even, and ¢ = 3,
if e =—,m odd, and ¢ = 5,

if e = —,m even, and ¢ =5,

(8.7.1)

if e = 4+ and m odd,

if e = + and m even,

(8.7.2)

if e = — and m odd,

if e = — and m even,

where k € Z with |Ap+(gm)|, [Au+@m)| < 7. The next lemma bounds these quantities.

Lemma 8.29. Assuming the notation and hypotheses above, the following are true.

(1) If n > 2log(4ve™)/log|Y| and (X,Y) is an integer point on (8.8.3), with Y &
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{0, £1}, then
NG

Apepomy| <278 —.
e 278 s

(2) If n > 21log(8v5™)/log |Y |, and (X,Y) is an integer point on (8.8.4), with Y # 0,

then
/5

n -

Asm <556'

Proof. By the definition of Ape( ), we directly find that

X + VI 2\/Fm
VAL 1‘§%. (8.7.3)

|ehreem 1) = | —— X —_ —
X — v/l
For |z| < 1/2, we note that |log(1+ z)| < 1.39 - |z|. Also, we note that the hypothesis

NI

on n gives |er=m — 1| < 1/2. Hence, we obtain (1), the claimed inequality
hgka

|Ageem| < 1.39 - [err=em — 1] = 2.78 -

The same method gives (2), after noting that Y = +1 has no integer point on (8.8.7])
O

8.8 More Diophantine equations
Here we prove some Diophantine results concerning families of Lebesgue-Ramanujan—

Nagell type equations which are of independent interest. To make them precise, for
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¢ €{3,5},e € {£}, and m € Z*, we define

2m + 10%%/m if e =+ and ¢ =3,

2m + 10%/m if e =—,m odd, and ¢ = 3,

2m + 1013y/m if ¢ = —, m even, and ¢ = 3,

Te(6,m) := (8.8.1)
3m + 10*4y/m if e = 4+, m odd, and ¢ =5,

3m + 10%°/m if e =+,m even, and ¢ =5,

3m + 1013y/m if ¢ = —, m even, and ¢ = 5.

Furthermore, we define U¢(m) by

;

3m +10**/m if e =+ and m odd,

Us(m) := { 3m + 10%/m if e = + and m even, (8.8.2)

3m + 1013/m if e = — and m even.

Theorem 8.30. If ¢ € {3,5}, ¢ € {&}, and m € Z™, then the following are true.
(1) If n > T=(¢,;m) = O¢(m), then there are no integer points] (X,Y), with Y &

{0, £1}, on

X2 felm=Yy" (8.8.3)

9We switch X and Y here to be consistent with the literature on Lebesgue-Ramanujan—Nagell

equations.
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(2) If n > U¢(m) = Oy(m), then there are no integer points (X,Y), with Y # 0, on

X% +e4-5m=Y" (8.8.4)

8.9 Proof of Theorem 8.16

For brevity, we only consider when ¢ = 3 and € = —, as the same method applies
to all of the cases. Suppose that there is an integer point (X,Y) on X2 4+ 3™ = Y™,
Therefore, there is an integer 0 < jg < 5 and an algebraic integer 5 € Q(v/—3) for

which Ng/g(f) =Y and

Br
je °

w_g

(X +V=3m) =
In particular, if m is odd, then we have
Are(emy = Jolog(W_s/w_3) — nlog(B/B) + kim = jelog(w_s/w_3) — nlog(B/B) + klog(—1).
Since Age(gmy # 0, Theorem implies that
log |AT€(£,m)| > —C(3, 2)h’(w_3/w_3)h’(3/ﬁ)h’(—1) log(max {e, jo, n, |k} .

Furthermore, by a short calculation, we get

I(B/B) < max {log Y], 7}

h'(—1) < =, max{e, js, n, |k|}) < n+5.

o
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Therefore, Theorem implies that
2
log [Age(g,m)| > —EC(B, 2)max {log |Y|, 7} log(n + 5).
However, Lemma (1) gives
n 3
log(2.78 - vV3™) — 5 log |Y| > log |Are(e,m)| > —EC(S, 2)log(n+5) - log |Y],
which in turn implies that
n 3

Since we have C(3,2) = 18(4)! 3%(64)°log(12), a direct calculation shows that we

must have
n < 1.6m + (60v/m + 5.9) - 10°°,

which gives a constant that is smaller than the claimed M~ (3, m). Taking into account
even m, a similar calculation gives n < 1.6m + (9.4y/m + 1.4) - 1031, The claimed

M~(3,m) is a “rounded up” version of the maximum of these two constants.

Proof of Theorem[816. Suppose that (™ is a power of an odd prime. Thanks to
Theorem B2T], if aj(n) = +™, then n = p?~!, where p and d | £(¢* — 1) are odd
primes. For each d, Lemma gives an integer point on an elliptic or hyperelliptic
curve, or gives an integer solution to a Thue equation.

If ¢ =3 (resp. ¢ = 5), then we find that the only possibility is d = 3 (resp.

d = 3,5). This leads to the equations in Theorem R30, which in turn gives the
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claimed bounds in these cases. Turning to ¢ > 7, we note for d = 3 (resp. 5) that
one can argue again as in the proof of Theorem to conclude that as(p?) # +0™
(resp. ay(p*) # £4™) for f with (effectively) sufficiently large weight 2k. For any
d > 7, Lemma 827 (3) gives the integer solution (X,Y) = (p*~1, a;(p?)) to the Thue
equation

Fd_l(X, Y) == :I:Km

As an implementation of Baker’s theory of linear forms in logarithms, a well-known
paper of Tzanakis and de Weger (see p. 103 of [109]) on Thue equations gives a
method for effectively determining an upper boun for | X| of any integer point
satisfying Fy_1(X,Y) = 0™, which in turn leads to an upper bound for the weight
2k. The linearity of these constants in m aspect follows from the formal taking of a

logarithm in these Diophantine equations. O

8.10 Appendix: Tables

The families of defective Lucas numbers satisfying (8.1.2]) are given by the following
curves.
By Y?P=X143" By Y?=2X*'-1 B Y?P=2X"12
By, :YV?=3X""14 (=2)"? BE :YV?=3X"""143 By :V?=3X*"143.2"

(8.10.1)

0The reader should switch the roles of X and Y when applying the discussion in [109)].
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(A, B) Defective u,(c, 5)
(41,21 us = —1, uy =7, ug = F3, u1p = £45,
’ Uis = —1, ug = £85, ugy = F24475
(£1,3") us = 1, ugp = £160
(+1,5Y) wr =1, uyp = F3024
(£2,3) us = 1, uyg = F22
(£2,7") ug = F40
(+2,111) us =5
(£4,5Y) ug = +44
(£5, 7Y u1p = F3725
(£3,2%) uy = 1
(£5,2%) ug = £85

Table 8.1: Sporadic examples of defective u,(«, 3) satisfying (8.1.2)
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(A, B) Defective uy, (v, ) Constraints on parameters
(£m, p) uz = —1 m>1landp=m?+1
(p,£m) € BI:Z with 31 m,
(£m,p?*—1) ug = 3"
(e,7,m) # (1,1,2), and m? > 4e3" 1
(£m, p?—1) Uy = Fm (p,£m) € By, with m > 1 odd
(p,£m) € B, with (e,m) £ (1,2)
(£m,p?*—1) ug = £2em
and m > 2 even
(p, £ m) € B}, with ged(m,6) = 1,
(£m, p* 1) \ug = £(=2)"'m(2m” + (-2)")/3
T, m ,1), and m* > (—
1.1 d 2 9 r+2
(£m, p*—1) ug = +em(2m? + 3¢) (p,£m) € BE; with 3 [m and m >3
(p,+m) € By, with m = 3 mod 6
2k—1 1 2 1 6k
(£m, p" 1) | ug = £2"em(m* + 3 - 2" 1)
and m? > 3¢ - 2712

Table 8.2: Parameterized families of defective u,(a, ) satistying (81.2)

Notation: m,k,r € ZT, ¢ = £1, p is a prime number.



(ar(p),p*") &(p,m)
oo(m+ 1) —2 when 3|(m+ 1),
(£3,2%)
oo(m+1) — 1 otherwise.
oo(m+1) —2 if 6|(m+ 1),
(+5,2°)
op(m+1) — 1 otherwise.
oo(m+1) —4 if (p,£m) € S,
(£m, p™)
oo(m+1) — 1 otherwise.

Table 8.3: Lower bounds on Q(as(p™)) in defective cases for weights 2k > 4.

Notation: S is the collection of all points on any of B;::, By, By iy Ba, Bs .-

247
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(d, D) Integer Solutions to Fy_1(X,Y) =D
(7,£7) (£1, +4), (£2, +1), (F3, F5)
(£3,£10), (£2, £7), (£3, +£4), (+4, £1),
(7, 213) (+£3,+1), (1, +1), (2, %5), (5, 58), (+7, %11)
(F6, F1), (F5, F 16), (¥4, F7), (£1, £5),
(7,429)

(£3,42), (£11, £17)

(11,+11), (19, £19),
(23,423), (31, +31)

(1, £4)

(11,+23)

(£3,42), (£2, +1), (F2, F3)

(13,13), (17, 17), (29, 29), (37, 37) (—1,-4),(1,4)
(13, —13), (17, —17),
(29, -29), (37, —37) ?
(19, £37) (F2, F5)

Table 8.4: Solutions for the Thue equations where D = ¢ and 7 < £ < 37
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(d, D) Integer Solutions to Fy_1(X,Y) =D
(7, +41) (F3, F7), (F1, £2), (4, £5)
(41,41), (53,53), (61, 61),
(—1,—4),(1,4)
(73,73),(89,89), (97,97)
(41, —41), (23, £47), (13,53), (53, —53), (29, £59),
(31,£61), (61, —61), (17, —67), (37,£73), (73, =73), %)

(13,—79), (41, £83), (89, —89), (97, —97)

(7, +43) (F3,F8), (F2, £1), (&5, £7)
(11, +43) (F3,F5), (+2, +5)
(43, +43), (47, +47), (59, £59), (67, +67),
(1, +4)
(71, £71), (79, £79), (83, +83)
(13, —53), (17,67) (—2,-3),(2,3)

(11, £67) (F7,F12), (73, F11), (F¥2, F7)
(F16,¥25), (F5, F9), (£1, £6),
(7, £71) (4, +3), (£7, £23), (+9, +£2)
(13,79) (—2,-5),(2,5)
(F8, F13), (F7, F1), (F6, F19),
(7, £83) (£3, +11), (&5, +2), (£13, £20)
(11, £89) (F1, +1)
(7,+97) (F4, F11), (F3, +1), (£7, £10)

Table 8.5: Solutions (with GRH) to the Thue equations where D = +0 and 41 < ¢ <

97
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C3s g | G | G |
3 (1,£2) (1,+2) (1,£2) | (1,+2) | (1,£2)
5 (—1,£2) (—1,£2) (—1,£2)[(—1,£2)|(-1. £ 2)
7,23,29, 47,53,
%) 1) 1) 1) 1)
59,61,67,83
11 @ (5,£56) %) %) %)
13 %) (3,£16) %) %) %)
(—2,£3),(—1,£4), (2, £5),
17 (4,£9), (8,423)(43, £282), (—1,+4) (-1, £4)|(—1,%4)| (-1, +4)
(52, £375), (5234, £378661)
19 (5,£12) %) %) %) %)
31 (—3,+2) %) %) %) %)
(—1,+£6), (3,£8),
37 (—1,+6), (27, £3788) [(—1,£6)|(—1,£6)| (—1,=+6)
(243, £3788)
41 (2,£7) (—2,43) (2,+13) 1) 1)
43 (—3,+4) %) %) %) %)
71 (5,£14) %) %) %) %)
(_47 :l:3)7 (27 i9)>
73 (3,£10), (6, %17), Z Z Z Z
(72, £611), (356, £6717)
79 (45, £302) %) %) %) %)
(—4,£5), (—2,19),
89 (2,£11) %) %) %)
(10, £33), (55, £408)
97 %) %) (2,£15) %) %)

Table 8.6: Integer points on Cg&
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l Coy C3y Cir Coo |Cre
3,5,17,29,37,

%) %) %) %) %)
41,43,59,73,97

7 (2,£1), (32,+181) (2,45), (8,+181)|(2,£11)| @ %)

11 (3,£4), (15,£58) %) %) %) %)

13 (17,£70) %) %) %) %)

19 (7,£18) (55, £22434) %) & &

23 (3,£2) (2,£3) o [(2,4+45)| @

31 @ (2,+£1) %) %) %)

47 (6,£13), (12, +41), (63, £500) (3,£14) (2,£9) | o %]

53 (9, £26), (29, £156) 1%} I} 1%} 1%}

61 (5, £8) %) %) %) %)

67 (23, £110) %) %) %) %)

71 (8,+21) %) (3,+46)| @ %)

79 (20, £89) %) (2,£7) %) %]

83 (27,4140) %) %) %) %)

89 (5, £6) %) %) %) %)

Table 8.7: Integer points on Cy,
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¢ HZ’;_,Z H;,_Z H5_,Z H;,_Z H7_,Z H;,_Z Hl_l,f H1_3,£
11 @ (1,7),(7,767) | @ (1,7) @ (L,7) | 2. @
19 1) (1,9),(3,61) | @ (1,9) 1) (1,9) %) D,
29 1) (1,11) 1) (1,11) %) (1,11) | 2. | 2.
31 (2,14) %) 1) 1) (2,286) %) . | D
41 (3,59) (1,13),(2,22) | @ (1,13) g | (1,13),| 2. | 2,
59 %) %) %) , %) , g, | 2.
61 %) %) %) %) %) , g, | 2.
711 (2,6),(5,279) (1,17) %) (1,17) %) ? . | D,
79| (2,2), (4,142) @ @ @ %) . . | 9.
89 %) (1,19),(2,26) | @ | (1,19)., (2,74).| @ |(1,19.| @. | ?

Table 8.8: (|X|,|Y|) for integer points on Hg& with (£) = 1. (note. GRH assumption

indicated by ,.)
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