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On the mean average of integer partition as the sum of
powers
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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the function ry s(n), the number of (ordered)
representations of n as the sum of s positive k-th powers, where integers
k,s > 2. We examine the mean average of the function, or equivalently,

Z Tr.s(m).
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1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the function 74 s(n), the number of (ordered)
representations of n as the sum of s positive k-th powers, where integers

k,s > 2:
res(n) = Z 1. (1)

Z1,22,Ts
zhtak o tak=n
The function is important in the study of Waring’s problem, which is to
find the least s for a given k, such that 74 4(n) > 0 for every sufficiently
large n. Besides Waring’s problem, the function is also useful in the study
of Diophantine equations. However, the property of 7y s(n) is only poorly
understood even when k£ and s are small. For example, when both k and
s are as small as 3, the asymptotic formula for the second moment sum
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of r33(n) is still unknown. The best result that we have already known is
provided by Vaughan [1]:

Z r33(n)? < né (log n)a_%,
m=1

although we may conjecture that

n

Z 7"373(71,)2 ~ C'n

m=1

for some positive constant C'. The mean average of 74 4(n), or equivalently,

the sum .

Z Tk,s(m)> (2)
m=1
is not as badly known as the other properties. In fact, similar to the argument
by Vaughan [1], if we let

n k+1 S
A]%S(TL) = Z rkvs(m) - I;((&))

k

s
nk,

then it represents the difference between the number of lattice points in an
s-dimensional convex body and its volume, which is bounded by its (s — 1)-
dimensional surface volume. So we have

s—1

Aps(n) <nF,

and thus
irks(m) = F(%)Sn% + O(nsil). (3)
= (%)

However, we can improve that result by applying van der Corput’s method.
For example, Vaughan |1] have shown that

mi:lrm(m) N 11:((%%))2”g T O<n%(log n)§)7
and n 4N 3 (4)?
— r33(m) = F(g) n— 21_‘2’2)71% + O<n%(10gn)%>



which is more precise than ([B) when & = 3 and s = 2 or 3. Hence we can
follow a similar argument and calculate the mean average of 1y 4(n) when
k > 4 and s > 2. The following theorem shows the result:

Theorem 1.1. If k > 4 and s are integers, and 2 < s < k + 1, then

" I (k) P(EL) T

S res(m) = ] n_gr(kﬁ?n S o HT), @

or equivalently,

s—1
r(&t o1 (s—l)k—l)

Zrk,s(m) = Tﬁs)xi — 5 . Wz 3 —l—O(x 52 (5)

2. The proof of Theorem [1.1]

We state the following two results without proof. The first one is the van
der Corput Lemma, which is Theorem 2.2 of Graham and Kolesnik [2].

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that a < b and f has a continuous second derivative
on [a,b]. Suppose also that p > 0, n > 1 and that for every a € [a,b], we
have u < |f" (a)| < nu. Then

> elf(m) < uz + (b—aymuz,

a<n<b

The second result is Lemma 2.2 of Vaughan [1]. For any o € R, define

1
Bil)=a-lal-5.  Bua)= [ Bi(8)ds
0
then we have

Lemma 2.2. Let Hia € R and H > 2. Then
_ e(oh) I
Bila) = - Z 2mih +O(mm( H||a||)>

and
o0

. 1
min (1, m) = h:E_OO C(h)e(ah),
where

2 H . (log2H 1 H
c(0) = E<1+log2) C(h)<<mm<T’m’ﬁ)(h#o>’



We can use these results to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. If k > 4 is an integer and x > 1, then

S B ((:c -~ m’“)%) <z, (6)

m<(z/2)V/k

Proof. We use a similar method to the proof given by Vaughan [1]. First, for
convenience, we define

M = min (21, (£)")

for every M. Then let v be a parameter such that 1 < v < (x/2)"*, and

define the set )
M:{V-ijZO,V-2j§ (g)’“}

So we have

S Bl((x—mk)%)zz 3 Bl((x—mk)%)+0(y). (7)

m<(x/2)/* MeM M<m<M’'
By Lemma 22 let a = (z — m*)Y/* we have

> Bl((x—mk)%):_ T T;.Z,hh)

M<m<M' 0<|h|<H

+O( Z min(l’HH(x_lmk)iH))’

M<m<M'

where

T(M,h) = Z e((x - mk)%h).

M<m<M'

Regarding the error term, still by Lemma 2.2] we have

1 o0
min (1, — ) = c(h)T'(M,h),
> min (1) = 3 dARTOLR)

M<m<M' h=—oc0

SO

3 Bl((g;—mk)%> -- ¥ TgM_’ h>+0( S eh)T(M, h)). (8)

M<m<M' 0<|h|<H h=—o0



Now consider T'(M, h) when h # 0. First, for convenience let

fla) = h(z — o),

s

then for o < z/*,
(@) = —(k — Dhaat2(z — oF)i 2,

So when « € [M, M’], we have

(k= Dl MR < | (@) < 2578 (k = 1)|lat A2,
Therefore, the function f(«a) satisfies the conditions in Lemma 2] where a,
b, 1, and 1 are replaced by M, M, (k—1)|h|z* L M*~2 and 2¥% respectively.
By that lemma, when h # 0, we have

_1 1

T(M,h) < ((k = 1)|hlzF " M*=2) 72 4 (M — M)25 % ((k — 1)|hfaF— MF2) 2

< |B| 722w MT 4 |h|zaw Mo,
Finally, if A = 0, then obviously T(M,0) < M. Hence by (§) and Lemma
2.2, we have

M<m<M’
T(M,h =
« ¥ | <| | L S Jem T, ) + ()T, 0)
0<|h|<H =250
h£0
< X (WA bR )
0<\h|<H

_ 1 H _
+ Z <|h||h|_2:£2k1]\/[221c -+ min <m,ﬁ>|h|%zl2kkM§>
E;éo

2 H
2 (141 —)M
+H(+og2

<z'm M + Hiz's M? + MH *log(2H). (9)

To minimize the size of the error terms, we need an optimal choice for H. A

possible option is
3

H =z, (10)



so that (@) becomes

s o2 g
Z Bl<(a: — mk)%) < TTMT 42w ME+ My we log z.

M<m<M'

Therefore, by (),

> Bi(w-mht)

m<(z/2)1/k
— _ 512
« X R - S ) S (0t os) 4
MeM MeM MeM
k=1 2-k 243 2k-3
Lx v 2 +xar +x2 (logz)+ v (11)

From the first and the last terms, the only optimal choice for v such that the
error terms have the minimal size is

k—

v=ge, (12)
which gives the conclusion. O

We notice that in the proof of Lemma 23] the first and the last terms of
(1) are independent from the choice for H, so the optimal choice for v does
not depend on H as well, and it is always supposed to be (I2). However,
we do have plenty of choices for H to replace (I0). For example, if H = 24
where . 9

AT
then we can also prove the lemma in a similar way.
Now we use Lemma to prove Theorem [[LTI We start from the case

when s = 2.
Lemma 2.4. If k > 4 is an integer and x > 1, then
r(w)2

> rra(n) = F(&) ot — ot + 0(a'F). (13)
n<x k

Proof. The LHS of (I3]) is the number of lattice points in Quadrant I under
the curve X*+Y* = 2. By separating the lattice points according to whether
one or both coordinates are no more than (z/2)*, we have

S 3 et |Q)f

n<z m<(x/2)V/k



By definition of B;(«) and Lemma 2.3 we have

Srin=t 3 (tnl=f-me-ti0)-|(5)'

nlx m<(z/2)/k

m<(a/2)1/

(14)
We write (z — m*)/* as an integral, and change the order of summation.

The first term above is

s1/k
2 Z (z — mF)r =2 Z / ak_l(z—ak)_%da
m<(z/2)1/k m<(a/2)1/k """

=2 /01‘1/’“ min <LaJ, K%)%J)ak_l(x - ak)_%lda

(2/2)/ 1 -
:/ 2<a— —)ak_l(x—ozk)_Tdoz
0

—1

(=/2) .
- / 2B (o) (z — oF)"F da
0

Z1/k 1
v LG e o
x/2

A straightforward calculation on the last integral shows that

(O e N OB CIRE

Then we integrate the other two integrals by parts. The first integral is

(z/2)1/*

1

(2/2)1/% )
(1 —2a)(x —a*)* . —/0 (x — a®)rd(1 - 2a)

xr % X % 1 (x/z)l/k 1
:—2(5) + (5) —:cE+2/ (z — o®)tda, (17)
0




while the second one is

(2/2)1/* -
/ 204z — aF) T d(Ba(a))
0

5 ((2)) 27 mana(e e -0

Since By(a) < 1, and
4
da

when 0 < o < (z/2)Y*, we have

(ak_l(x - ak)_%l> = 2"z —a") TR >0

(a/2) /" L
/ 2B, (a)o* Mz — )" F da = O(1). (18)
0
By (4)), (13), ([I6), (I'0) and ([18), and the fact that
TN\% T\
5)-1G)] <

and its square

G 2| () (&) + (G =
we have
Ynatn =2 | " - othan - (2)" st v o).
n<z 0

Finally, the integral above represents the area of the set of points (X,Y’) in
Quadrant I such that X* +Y* < 2 and X < (2/2)*  or equivalently, such
that Y* + X* < z and Y < (2/2)"/* when interchanging the variables X
and Y. Therefore, twice the integral represents the area of the whole region
X*4Y* < g plus the area of the square 0 < X < (x/2)YF 0 <Y < (x/2)V*.
Hence

(w/2)1/k 2 zl/k
CoMhda — (B)F = ~oMida=1p(t L
2/0 (x — a”)rda (2) —/0 (x —a®)rda = kB<k,k+1>:£ :

The lemma is then proved according to the relationship between the beta
function and the gamma function. O

Eall
ESIIN)



To finalize the proof of Theorem [I.1] we use induction on s. By Lemma
2.4l the statement holds for the initial case s = 2. Hence we only need to
prove that if the statement is true for a particular s where 2 < s < k, then
it is also true for s + 1. First, we notice that

Zrk,s+l(m): Z Z Tk,s(n)v

m<z I<gl/kF n<lz—Ik

since both sides represent the number of (s+ 1)-tuples (z1, 29, - , 4, ) such
that all coordinates are positive integers and

ayFak 4+ a4+ F <o

Hence from assumption, we have

F(%)s ks S F(%)s_l PINEEE sk—1
2 Thsralm) = T(ERY > (w— )k_i'm S (@15 10 (7).
m<z k 1<zl/k k 1<zl/k
(19)
Now we calculate the first sum on RHS. We have
p1/k
Z (z — I¥)F = Z / saf Nz — k)i lda
I<gl/k 1<gpl/k l
o1/k
:/ la] - sz — o¥) i da
Oxl/k 1
:/ (a__)sak—l(x_ak)g_lda
0 2
21/k
- / By (a)sa Nz — o®)Ftda
"
n
—/ Bi(a)sa* 1 (z — )i lda, (20)
0
where 1
k—1\ =
n = (SL’ — xT) k.

Integrating the first integral on RHS of (20) by parts, it is

1/k

/Ox <% — a)d((:v —ak)

1/k

J— / (z — a*)fda,
2 0

=



while the latter integral is

zl/k k+1 ks
. 1 /1 s a1 D(EET(EE)
ky 2 k k
/0 (x—a)kda—EB<E,% 1):ck N xk

Since Bi(a) < 1, we have

1/k 1/k

/ By (a)sa Mz — o®) o <</ d(—(xz—aMi) =2 »
n n

Finally, we integrate the last integral of (20) by parts. As Bi(«a) = d(Bsy(«)),
the integral is

n
Batn)sifHw =) = [ Bafa)d(sa* o - a)i ),
0
Since By(ar) < 1, we have

Bs(n)sn" ' (z — ﬁk)%_l < (:C%)k_l (x%)%_l — xR

and

(sa*H(z — ak)%_l) ‘da.

/On By(a)d (s — a¥)i™h) <« /On =

We notice that if 0 < a <n, k>4 and 2 < s <k, then

%(sak_l(x—ak)%_l) = sozk_2(x—ozk)%_2((k—1)x—|—(1 —s)a®) >0, (21)
S0 .
/ Bs(a)d (s H(z — ak)%_l) < snfHr - < 2
0
Hence
. P(EHP(EE) 1. stk-1)
(x — M)k = Bl hlpe ——xk +O0(x 2 ). (22)
lqzl/k F(k—l-k—l-l) 2 ( )
Similarly,
NPT (== ) (===t T (s=1)(k—1)
Zl(z—lk) Fo= (kr)(w)k )xk—§x F+O( ). (23)
1<gl/k k



Therefore, by (19), (22) and (23], we have

r % s 541 s+1) T % sk—
Zrk,wl(m):%xk | 5 ). F((k )) 'k +O(:): k2 ) (24)

which means that the statement is also true for s + 1 under the assumption.
Hence Theorem [Tl is proved by induction.
3. Several Notes

Sometimes, we are particularly interested in the case when s = k. For
convenience, we rewrite ry ,(n) as ri(n). Then we have

Corollary 3.1. If k > 4 is an integer, then

S tm = () - b R ko). e

m=1

or equivalently,

S S T

m<z (

\+

l\DE'?‘

) . k+0( = ’H>. (26)

We also notice that the inequality (2I]) is not necessarily true when s >
k+1and 0 < a <. Therefore, we can not have any further induction from
sto s+ 1 when s > k + 1. Hence Theorem [[.Il may not be true when s is
large.
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