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Abstract

In his influential paper on quantum modular forms, Zagier developed a conjec-
tural framework describing the behavior of certain quantum knot invariants under
the action of the modular group on their argument. More precisely, when Jg o
denotes the colored Jones polynomial of a knot K, Zagier’s modularity conjecture
describes the asymptotics of the quotient Jx o(e2™(®)) /T o(e2™**) as & — oo along
rationals with bounded denominators, where v € SL(2,Z). This problem is most
accessible for the figure-eight knot 4;, when the colored Jones polynomial has an
explicit expression in terms of the ¢g-Pochhammer symbol. Zagier also conjectured
that the function h(x) = log(Ju, 0(€*>™*®)/Ju, 0(€2™/7)) can be extended to a func-
tion on R which is continuous at irrationals. In the present paper, we prove Zagier’s
continuity conjecture for all irrationals which have unbounded partial quotients in
their continued fraction expansion. In particular, the continuity conjecture holds
almost everywhere on the real line. We also establish a smooth approximation of h,
uniform over all rationals, in accordance with the modularity conjecture. As an ap-
plication, we find the limit distribution (after a suitable centering and rescaling) of
log(J4,.0(e*™™®)), when z ranges over all reduced rationals in (0, 1) with denominator
at most N, as N — oo, thereby confirming a conjecture of Bettin and Drappeau.

1 Introduction

The colored Jones polynomials Jx ,,,n > 2, and the Kashaev invariants (K)y, N > 2,
are two quantum knot invariants that have been intensively studied in the mathemat-
ical and theoretical physics literature. The two invariants are related via (K)ny =
JK,N(GQM/N)
field theory, and the link to the hyperbolic geometry of knot complements via the volume
conjecture. For more basic background, see for example [10] 13} 23, 25].

The colored Jones polynomial Jk , can be defined as a certain Laurent polynomial
arising from Skein relations of the knot (for n > 2), and by periodicity it can be extrap-
olated backward to give Jg , also for n < 0. We do not give a more detailed general
definition, since in the present paper we will only be concerned with Jy, o, which has

. Among their most interesting features are the connection with quantum
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the explicit representation

Juo(@ =) [1-91-¢*)--(1—q"|, (1)

defined for all complex roots of unity q. Note that the series in this definition is actually
finite. In the formulas above “41” is the Alexander—Briggs notation for the figure-eight
knot, which is the only knot with crossing number four, and the simplest hyperbolic
knot. Using the ¢g-Pochhammer symbol (g; q),, one can write

T 0(@) =Y _ (@ a)nl,
n=0

which hints at a connection with enumerative combinatorics and (mock) modular forms
(cf. for example [4]). We note in passing that for other hyperbolic knots Jg o has
a somewhat similar, but more complicated representation in terms of g-Pochhammer
symbols.
The volume conjecture concerns the exponential growth rate of the Kashaev invari-
ant, and asserts that ()
. 2mlog [(K) N
Ny = Vo),
where Vol(K') denotes the hyperbolic volume of the complement of K. Writing Jx (x) =
JK,O(e%m) throughout this paper, the volume conjecture can also be written in terms
of Jx since (K)y = Jx(1/N). The volume conjecture has been generalized to the
arithmeticity conjecture, which predicts the full series expansion of |Jx(1/N)| as N —
oo. Both conjectures have been proved for knots with a small number of crossings,
including the figure-eight knot, for which

5/6
Vol(4) = 471'/ log(2sin(mx)) dz ~ 2.0299, (2)
0

but they remain open for general knots K.

In his seminal paper on quantum modular forms [26], Zagier mentions the col-
ored Jones polynomial as the “most mysterious and in many ways the most inter-
esting” among the examples listed in the paper (even if it, strictly speaking, does
not satisfy his definition of a quantum modular form). For fixed N, the numbers
Jx(a/N), 1 <a <N, ged(a, N) =1, are the Galois conjugates of (K)y in Q(e2™/N).
Zagier’s modularity conjecture is a vast generalization of the volume and arithmeticity
conjectures, addressing the Galois invariant spreading of the Kashaev invariant on the
set of complex roots of unity. The modularity conjecture has also been proved for all
hyperbolic knots with a small number of crossings, including the figure-eight knot [7],
but remains open for general K. We do not replicate the statement of the modular-
ity conjecture in full generality here, and refer to [26] instead. Roughly speaking, the
modularity conjecture makes a detailed prediction about the asymptotic expansion of
the quotient Jx (v(x))/Jk (x) as © — oo along rationals = with bounded denominators,



where v € SL(2,Z). In the special case when x runs along the positive integers and
~v(x) = —1/x, this leads back to the arithmeticity conjecture.

In the present paper we will be concerned with the case of K = 4; and ~(x) =
—1/z, whence the quantity considered in Zagier’s modularity conjecture (after taking a
logarithm and switching a sign) becomes

Ja, (x)
Iy, (1/2)

This function h will be the central object of study in the present paper. Note that
J4, (x) is easily seen to be invariant under the map = — = + 1, and that the two maps
v(x) = x4+ 1 and y(x) = —1/z together generate the full modular group. Note also
that h(z) = —h(1/x) and h(x) = h(—=x), so it is sufficient to understand h on the
interval (0,1). Zagier’s paper [26] contains several plots of h, including one similar to
our Figure [Il below (the “global” plot), as well as plots showing the behavior of h near
rationals with small denominators and near badly approximable irrationals, similar to
our Figures Bl and @ He observes that the “global” plot misleadingly suggests that h
could be monotonically decreasing, which is not actually the case; compare the comment
after Figure 2l below. Furthermore, he writes that the experimental evidence is

h(z) = log z € Q\{0}. (3)

“[...] seeming to indicate that the function h(z) is continuous but in general
not differentiable at irrational values of z.”

Since h(z) is only defined over the rationals, the continuity at irrationals is of course to
be understood with respect to the real topology; in other words, Zagier suggests that
h(z) can be extended to a function on R (rather than Q) that is continuous at irrationals.
In the present paper we prove that indeed this is the case, with the possible exclusion
of irrationals which are badly approximable in the sense of Diophantine approximation.
Recall that the badly approximable numbers are exactly those which have bounded
partial quotients in their continued fraction expansion.

Theorem 1. Assume that « is an irrational which has unbounded partial quotients.
Then the limit lim,_,, h(x) exists and is finite.

It is well known that the set of badly approximable numbers has vanishing Lebesgue
measure. Thus Theorem [I] implies that the answer to Zagier’s continuity problem is
positive almost everywhere.

Corollary 2. h(zx) can be extended to an almost everywhere continuous function on R.

Our more technical Theorem [I4], which will be stated in Section Bl gives quanti-
tative upper bounds for the maximal fluctuation of h on intervals defined in terms of a
joint initial segment of the continued fraction expansion. This can be read as establish-
ing a modulus of continuity for h at «, which takes into account the size of the partial
quotients in the continued fraction expansion of a.

Theorem [Tl leaves the continuity of h at badly approximable irrationals open. It will
be seen that our argument crucially relies on the existence of an unbounded sequence of
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Figure 1: The function h(x), evaluated at all rationals in (0,1) with denominator at
most 80 (black graph with jumps). For comparison, the plot also shows the function
Vol(41)

S % log = (thin gray solid line), which is suggested as a continuous approximation

to h(z) by Formula ().

partial quotients, so some essential new ideas will be necessary to treat the case of badly
approximable «. Some partial results for quadratic irrational o (when the sequence
of partial quotients is eventually periodic) are contained in our earlier paper [2]. In
this case Zagier’s continuity problem might be more tractable than in the general case,
due to the additional structure coming from the periodicity of the continued fraction
expansion. The case of general badly approximable a (with no particular structure in
the sequence of partial quotients) seems to be even more challenging.

Zagier’s modularity conjecture in the special case of h(x) implies in particular that

~ Vol(41) 3logz log3

- +o(1) (4)

i) 2rx 2 4

as ¢ — 07 along rationals with bounded numerators; this is in accordance with the
numerical data (cf. Figure [I), which in fact seems to suggest that the same holds as
x — 0T along all rationals. Defining

Vol (4 3logx
_ Vol(41) | 3log

=h € (0,1)N 5
Yw) = hia) — oy BT ae)ne, o)
the function v seems to capture very well the local “irregular” aspects of h, such as the
jumps at rationals, and certain self-similarity properties (see Figure 2]). It seems that so

far hardly anything was known about the (maximal) size of 1. For example, while the



plots clearly indicate that Zagier’s function h(z) should be bounded on (0,1) as long as
one stays away from x = 0, we believe that nothing of that sort was known so far. Here
we will prove the following bound.

Theorem 3. We have

Vol(4
h(:ﬂ):%%—O(l%—HogazD

for all rationals x € (0,1), with a universal implied constant.

In particular, h is locally bounded on (0,1). We conjecture that Theorem Bl can
actually be improved to
_ Vol(41) 3logz
- 2z 2

h(z) +0(1), (6)

or equivalently that 1 is bounded on (0, 1), as suggested by Figure 2
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Figure 2: The function ¢(x) = h(x) — Vol(41)/(2wx) + 3/2logz, evaluated at all
rationals in (0, 1) with denominator at most 80. Note the apparent self-similar structure
of . Note also the isolated function values at rationals with small denominators such
as ¢ = 1/2 or = 1/3, and that lim, ,ov(z) appears to be —1‘1%3 ~ —0.275 and
lim,_,; ¢ (x) appears to be 0, in accordance with the arithmeticity and modularity
conjectures.

Zagier’s continuity problem is not only interesting in its own right. As observed in
[7], it has implications on the value distribution of log J4, (z) as x ranges over all rationals
with their denominators bounded by a given threshold. More precisely, [7] contains a
detailed prediction for the limit distribution of a suitably centered and rescaled version
of log Jx(z), and in [7, Theorem 4] it is shown that a positive answer to the conjecture
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Figure 3: The function (), evaluated at all rationals with denominator at most 600
in a small neighborhood of x = 1/10. Note the isolated function value at = = 1/10,
and the very regular behavior when approaching 1/10 from the left or from the right.
Note also that the “global” plot in Figure Pl might seem to indicate that i consists
of a continuous increasing component which is interceded by a discrete decreasing
component, and that the values of 1 at rationals are always situated between the
corresponding left and right limits, i.e. lim,_,,— () > ¥ (r) > lim,_,,+ ¢(x). However,
as this figure indicates, this is probably not true for some (small?) rationals, where
actually lim,_,,- ¥ (x) < ®(r), i.e. an initial upward jump is followed by a downward
jump. It might still be the case that lim,_,,— ¢ (z) > lim, ,,+ ¢ (x) at all rationals
r € (0,1); at least we have not found a counterexample.

in Equation (@) together with a positive answer to Zagier’s continuity problem would
imply the validity of this prediction for K = 41. It turns out that our Theorems [I] and
are sufficient to establish unconditionally Bettin and Drappeau’s conjecture on the
value distribution of log Jy, .

Theorem 4. Let F denote the set of all reduced rationals in (0,1) with denominator
at most N. There exists a constant D such that for every interval [a,b] C R,

1 [ log(Ju,(x) 2 [
&PWE#{xéFN.<W—;IOg10gN_D € [a, ] _/ag(y)dy’

where ~
o) = — / ity [t (12 sgn(t) log ) 4
—0o0

:271'

1s the density function of the standard stable law with stability parameter 1 and skewness
parameter 1.

Many properties of the functions h and 1 remain mysterious. A conjecture stated
in [26] would imply in particular that the left and right limits lim, .- h(xz) and
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Figure 4: The function 1 (x), evaluated at all rationals with denominator at most 600
in a small neighborhood of z = 1/4/2. When compared to Figure B above, one can
see the different bevahior of 1) near rationals with small denominators and near badly
approximable irrationals (note that the scaling is the same in both plots, making them
directly comparable).

lim,_,,+ h(z) exist at all rationals » € (0,1) (or equivalently, that these limits exist
for ). This would be in accordance with the impression given by Figure 3 but remains
unproved. Supposing that these limits exist, the actual size of the jumps from left to
right limit also remains unclear, as well as the relation of the left and right limits to the
actual function value h(r). As Figures [Il and 2] indicate, there seem to be larger jumps
at rationals with small denominators, but we are lacking a detailed understanding of
this phenomenon.

Before continuing with the proofs and the underlying heuristics, we describe the
structure of the remaining parts of the paper. In Section 2] and we will intro-
duce certain shifted trigonometric products and shifted cotangent sums, which are the
key objects appearing throughout the proofs. The heuristic principles underlying the
proof of the continuity problem can only be explained after introducing these auxiliary
objects, and we will consequently present the heuristic reasoning in Section 23] below.
In particular, we will show why it is necessary to have unbounded partial quotients in
the continued fraction expansion of «, as a consequence of a natural approximate “fac-
torization” of Jy4, arising from the Ostrowski representation of positive integers. This
factorization will be made precise in Section Bl In Section [ we show that the “tail” in
this approximate factorization is (surprisingly) well-behaved, which allows us to prove
Theorem [lin Section G511 In Section we prove Theorem [B] and in Section [6l we prove
Theorem 41



2 Trigonometric products and cotangent sums

Throughout the paper, a denotes a real number. If « is rational, we write its continued

fraction expansion in the formll] o = [ag; a1, a9, ...,ar] with the convention ay = oo for
¢ > L. If « is irrational, we write a = [ag; ay,as,...] with the convention L = ¢, = oc.
Let p¢/qe = [ap;ai,...,as] be the convergents, and let || - || denote the distance from

the nearest integer function. We assume familiarity with basic results of Diophantine
approximation, such as the recursions

Qo1 = Qo190 + Qo1 and llger10]| = —apyallgec|| + [|ge—1e]],

the identities

qepe-1 = pege—r = (=10 and  qellgeral + ge-1flael| = 1,

and the estimate 1/(agy1+2) < qol|qee|| < 1/agy1. Any integer 0 < N < gz, has a unique
Ostrowski expansion N = Zg%:_ol be(N)qe, where 0 < by(N) < ay and 0 < by(N) < apqq
are integers which satisfy the extra rule that by(N) = 0 whenever by1(N) = apo. We
use the convention by(N) = 0 for £ > L.

Throughout the paper, Iz denotes the indicator of a relation R, and C' > 0 a universal
constant whose value changes from line to line. By convention, empty sums equal 0,
and empty products equal 1.

2.1 Shifted trigonometric products

Throughout the paper, we write Py for the trigonometric product
N
= H |2 sin(mna) (N € N).

This is called Sudler product, and has a long history going back at least to a paper of
Erdés and Szekeres [12]. See [1}, 2 3], 14} 15 (16, (17, 24] for recent papers concerned with
the behavior of such products. Note that

‘ 27rza e27ri2a) . (1 _ e27rina)

)

so that in accordance with (), the value of the colored Jones polynomial at a reduced
rational p/q can be written as

Ju,(p/a) = Z Pn(p/q)*.

We will also need a shifted form of the Sudler product, namely

= H[Qsm (na+ )| (N eN, z €R).

1To make the notation well defined, we always use the shorter of the two possible continued fraction
expansions, for which ar > 1.



One of our main tools is the product form [2| 14]

L—1by(N)—

bae|lqecr|] 4 €0(N)
-1 11 P( (el £ @
where
=q Z 1) b (N g (8)

m={+1

In fact, ¢(IN) only plays a role if by(IN) > 1, otherwise it does not appear in the product
form ([l). The following simple facts were observed in [I} 2]; for the sake of completeness,
we include the short proof.

Lemma 5. For any 0 < ¢ < L such that by(N) > 1, we have

—qellqee]| + qellgerrell < ee(N) < qollgesr1e]-

If b1 (N) < (1=0)agyo with some § > 0, then gg(N) = —(1=6/3)qellqecr]|. If beya(N) <
(1 —9d)aps+s with some § > 0, then eg(N) < (1 —3/3)qe||qes1¢¢]|-

Proof. Keeping only the nonnegative terms in the definition () of £,(/V), we obtain
the upper bound

e0(N) < qe (bea(N) || ge2a]l + besa(N)lgesac]l + -+ -)
< @ (artsllgerecl] + apisllgeracl| +--)
= qr (([lge+10]l = llgersall) + (lgersall — [lge+sell) +--+)
= qellgerrl,

as claimed. Similarly, keeping only the nonpositive terms and using the fact that by,(N) >
1 implies byy1(N) < agyo, we obtain the lower bound

ee(N) = qe (=ber1(N)l|qer 1] = bers(N)qeyzer]] —--)
> qr (—(apr2 — Dllgrro]| = arpallgegzal| —---)
= q¢ (lger 1| + (llges2cll = llgeal) + ([|gesac]| — [lges2a]) +---)

—qellgec|| + qellqes1 ]l

as claimed. An obvious modification of the argument leads to the last two estimates. [J

2.2 A shifted cotangent sum

A close connection between the Sudler product and certain cotangent sums was first
observed by Lubinksy [21], and more recently in [ 2, [7]. The results of this paper are
based on a simple cotangent sum estimate of Lubinksy, more precisely on a generalization
to a shifted form of the same sum. For further related results we refer to [5l [§].



Lemma 6. Let 1 </ <L and 0 < N < q. For any real |z| < ||ge—1¢||,

N
Z cot (m(na+x))| < qo T4 + log max am
n=1 lTae—1o]]

For any real |x| < 1/qq,

(e (22)

The implied constants are universal.

1
— +1 .
<L qy (1 — qg\x] + log 12172?@@7”)

Proof. Let F(z) = 25:1 cot(m(na + z)) denote the shifted cotangent sum in the first
formula. Lubinsky [21, Theorem 4.1] proved the estimate

F(0 141
| ()!<<q/z< + Og@ﬁ?ﬂ’”)

for the unshifted sum. The derivative of F'(x) satisfies

Z IIM +af*

Since 1 < n < N < ¢p by assumption, the best rational approximation property gives
|Ina|| > |lge—1¢||. Thus by the triangle inequality for || - ||,

N

Z sin?(7 (na + z)

n=1

()| =

|z|
[na+z| > |Inal| — |z| > |Ina|l (1 - |
lge—1c|
and so
q—1 qg
|F'(z)| < L
2 Z HnaHQ

(1~ ar) = ()
lge—1all lge—1c]|

The last inequality follows from a classical method based on the pigeonhole principle,
see e.g. [9] for a detailed proof. Therefore

X
1
|[F'(z)| < |F(0)] + ‘/ F'(y)dy‘ K@| = +log max a,, |,
0 ~ Mol tsmst

as claimed. The second formula of the lemma follows from the first formula applied to a
suitable sequence of a’s converging to py/qe, say o = [ag;aq,...,as, M] as M — co. O

10



2.3 The heuristic picture

Let r € (0,1) be a rational with continued fraction expansion r = [0;a1,az,...,ar].
We are interested in the value of Jy4, (r) and will try to relate it to J4,(1/7), where
1/r = [a1;a9,as3,...,ar]. By the periodicity of the trigonometric functions involved, we
can discard the integer part of 1/r, and consider ' := {1/r} = [0; a2, as, ..., ar] instead.
So we will be concerned with 3.
4.\
h(r) = log T ()’

and try to figure out how the absence of the first partial quotient aq in r’ affects this
expression. In the end, we will let 7 — « for some fixed irrational o (which is assumed
to have unbounded partial quotients).

Let py/qe, 1 < ¢ < L denote the convergents of r; in particular, r = pr,/qr. As noted

in Section 211 we have
qr—1

J41 Z PN ,

where Py (7) has the factorization

L—1by(N)—
~11 H ( 1)sz£||(J£TH +64(N)> (9
=0 b

qe

~—

in terms of the Ostrowski representation of N. By a rough approximation we have
allaer|| = 1/ag. (10)
A general identit says that for any reduced rational p/q,
12sin(mz/q)|Py—1(p/q, x/q) = |2sin(nz)|.
This identity suggests that since r ~ py/qp, we can expect
|2sin(mz/qe)|Py,—1(r, x/qr) = |2sin(mz)]. (11)

Upon identifying |2sin(7mx/q¢)| ~ [2sin(m(ger + x/qe))| as essentially being the gp-th
factor of the shifted Sudler product, we end up with

P, (r,x/q) =~ |2sin(mx)|

as a rough approximation. Under appropriate circumstances this is not far from the
truth; cf. Figure 1 and Theorem 5 of [I]. When using this heuristics in (@), together
with (I0) and for the moment ignoring the numbers ¢(V), we obtain

L—1by(N)—1
log Py (r Z Z 2log |2sin(mwb/agss1)].
(=0 b=0

2We thank Michael Henry (TU Graz) for pointing out to us that this is Kubert’s functional equation
with parameter 1, written in multiplicative form. See [19] 22] for a proof and further applications.

11



Interpreting the inner sum as a Riemann sum, we thus have

log P (r Z a1 (be(N)/art1),
with ¥(y) = 2 [ log [2sin(7rz)|dz. The function ¥(y) is maximized at y = 5/6, reflect-
ing the fact that 2sin(57/6) = 1. By (@), the maximal value is
V01(41)
w(5/6) = "2,
™

which explains how Vol(4;) enters formulas such as ().

The argument above allows us to identify those N for which Py(r) is particularly
large as essentially being those N which have many of their Ostrowski coefficients satisfy
by ~ (5/6)as+1 (in particular for those ¢ for which a1 is large). Taking a sum over all
N we obtain

qr—1 L-1
Jay (r Z Py~ > [ e (ara®(be/ars)), (12)

(bo,b1,...,br.—1) €=0

where the last sum is meant as a sum over all admissible Ostrowski expansions

(bo,b1,...,bp—1) of an integer N < gqr. We will factorize this sum over all
(bo,b1,...,br—1) into a sum over only the first k& Ostrowski coefficients (by, ..., bk_1),
multiplied with a sum over the remaining ones (b, bx11,...,br—1), and for reasons which

will be explained later, we have to do so at a position k£ such that the partial quotient
apy1 is “large”. Assuming that the first and second segment of all such potential Os-
trowski expansions are “independent”, the last expression in (I2]) should be roughly

k—1 L1
Z H exp (ap+1¥(be/aps1)) X Z H exp (ap+1¥(be/aps1)) . (13)
(b07b17~~~7bk—1) [ZO (bk7~~~7bL—1) Kiki

Repeating this procedure for log Py (r')? yields a decomposition into Z(bl y and

bl
Z(bk7___7bL_1) similar to the one above, but now with the “digit” by missing in Iichle first
sum since the partial quotient aq is missing in the continued fraction expansion of
7. This extra digit in J4, () can contribute around a factor of a; max,c 1) ¥(y) =
a1Vol(41)/(2m); since a3 ~ 1/r for small r, this explains why h(r) ~ Vol(41)/(27r) in
first approximation. When finally considering log J4, (r)—log J4, (r') as r — « with some
irrational «, the effect of this extra digit a; will “converge” in some sense as k increases,
and the second part of (I3)) will asymptotically be the same for Jy, () and Jy4, (r’) since
it arises from the part of the continued fraction expansion which is the same for r and
.

There are many challenges when trying to implement this approach. First, (] is
not an equality, since 7 # pg/qe, but rather r = py/qy + 1y for some (small) 7. For the

Sudler product we thus have, after taking logarithms,

a
log P,, ( Zlog |2sin(mn(pe/qe + ne)|,

n=1

12



and a similar formula holds for the shifted Sudler products; using the linearization
log |2sin(mn(pe/qe + ne)| = log |2sin(mn(pe/qe)| + 7n cot(mnps/qe)ne we are led to the
cotangent sums that were introduced in Section Detailed estimates for such cotan-
gent sums form a key technical ingredient in this paper.

Another critical problem is that the decomposition from line ([I2]) to (I3]) is very
delicate. Avoiding the coarse approximation of P, by ¥ which led to (I2)), but still
using (I0), we try to factorize

L—1bg(N)—
b/agi1 + €e(N)
Y l+1 J4
> I H (e o) (1)
0<N<qr, =0 b=0 qe
N=(bo,b1,....br 1)
into a sum over all admissible Ostrowski coefficients (bg, ...,bx_1) times a sum over all
admissible (bg,...,br—1). There are two crucial “dependence” effects to consider here.

On the one hand, the “digits” in the Ostrowski expansion are not independent in the
appropriate stochastic sense. This is in marked contrast with other numeration systems
such as the decimal system, where the digits are stochastically independent. In the case
of the Ostrowski numeration system the situation is made more complicated by the extra
rule that by = 0 whenever byy1 = ayy9, consequently the stochastic structure is described
by a Markov chain (see [I1] for details). Even though there is no true independence, the
degree of dependence between by and by decreases when the maximal possible value of
bey1 (i-e. the number ayy9) becomes larger; this comes from the fact that the necessity
of applying the extra rule becomes less likely. Thus the factorization of the sum in (I4])
at a certain position k into two sums over (by,...,bx_1) resp. (bg,...,br—1) requires
that agy1 (i.e. the maximal possible value of by) is large — this is one place where our
assumption on the existence of large partial quotients is of crucial use.

Secondly, there is another source of dependence, which comes from the fact that the
numbers gy for £ < k — 1 (in the first part of the desired factorization) depend also on
the values of by, ...,br—1 (in the second part of the factorization); cf. the definition of
g¢ in (). This is not the same effect as described in the previous paragraph, which only
concerned the inherent dependence of the Ostrowski numeration system — now we have
a dependence which comes from the specific definition of our products Py.

The strategy for the solution is the following. The value of Jy4, (r) is a sum over ¢y,
different products Py (r)?, but only relatively few of them actually make a contribution
of significant size. As indicated above, a significant contribution comes only from those
numbers N for which the most relevant Ostrowski coefficients, namely b, for which
agyq is large, satisfy by = (5/6)asr1. In particular, if we know that apyq is large (k
being the index where we try to split the summation in (I4]), as in (I3))), then we can
show that there is a significant contribution to Jg4, (r) only from those N for which
br(N) ~ (5/6)ag+1. Knowing the size of by allows us to obtain good estimates for
gg, £ < k—1, since the effect of bx11,...,br,—1 on these £’s can be shown to be small —
all of that provided ay,1 is “large”, so again we need to use the existence of large partial
quotients.

13



Assume that (I4) can thus be decomposed into

S i (ot 5 i (o

qe ae

(15)
which we can write as Ag(r) X Bg(r). In a similar way, we can decompose Jy4, (r') into
Ag(r") x Bg(r"), and we need to study

(bo,b1,....be—1) £=0 b=0 (bpeyesbr_1) t=k b=0

h(r) ~ log M
Ak (r") By (1)

Assume that r — « and that accordingly " — o = {1/a}. It turns out that
By(r)/By.(r") — 1 (somewhat surprisingly without the need for any further assump-
tions on the sequence 7). Note that Ay is composed of Sudler products P, for £ < k—1.
In all these products we can replace r by a up to a very small error, so that instead of
the quotient Ay (r)/Ak(r’), which depends on k as well as on r, we now have a quotient
which depends only on k£ and «. It remains to show that this quotient converges as
k — oo, which will follow from an application of the Cauchy convergence criterion.

We will carry out the steps sketched above in the following order. In Section B3]
we obtain a precise version of the observation that Py (r)? contributes significantly
to Jy4,(r) only if by ~ (5/6)ar+1 whenever ayyq is large (Proposition [7). In Section
we show that the Sudler product Py(r) can be factorized into two components
associated with (bg,...,bx_1) and (bg,...,br) respectively, provided that ay,; is large
and that by ~ (5/6)ar+1 (Lemma [@). In other words, this result takes care of the
dependence caused by the presence of the €;’s. In Section B3 we factorize J4, as sketched
in (I5)), again assuming that ax is large, thus eliminating the dependence caused by
the Ostrowski numeration system (Proposition [I0)). In Section dl we consider the “tail”
part of the factorization, i.e. the quotient By(r)/Bg(r") in the terminology from above.
In Section Bl we combine these ingredients and settle the continuity problem.

3 Approximate factorization of Ju,

3.1 The local 5/6-principle

In our previous paper [I] we observed that Py («) is maximized when the overwhelming
majority of the Ostrowski digits by(N) are close to the “optimal” value (5/6)as41, and
found the precise asymptotics of Py () in terms of the deviation of the Ostrowski digits
from this optimum. The main results of [I], however, apply only under the regularity
condition (1 + logay) < ar41 on the partial quotients of «; most crucially, this is not
satisfied by almost all « in the sense of Lebesgue measure, and thus such a restriction
would not allow us to arrive at Corollary 2l In this paper we prove a “local” form of the
5/6-principle which is concerned with the effect of one particular digit taking a value
away from the optimum; our result holds without any regularity condition on the partial
quotients.

14
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Proposition 7 (Local 5/6-principle). Let 0 < k < L be such that axy1 > 7, and set
by :=[(5/6)ar41]. Let 0 < N < qr.

(i) If bpr1(N) < agq2, then N* = N + (b — bp(N))qy satisfies
log Py« (a) — log Pn ()
(0 —be(N))* C<w

1+log max ap,
Ap41 Ap+1 1<m<k

1
+ Lip, (N <13 L {brsr (N)>0.99ay, 0} 108 Aoy + ?>
k

> 0.2326

with a universal constant C > 0.
(11) If bpy1(N) = agt2, then N* = N + byqr — qr+1 satisfies

log Py« () — log Py ()
201615ak+1 - C <1 + log 1I<Iln?)<(k; am + log a/k+2 + I{ak+2=1}I{bk+2(N)>0.996Lk+3}a’k+3>

with a universal constant C' > 0.
We use the convention log maxi<m<k am =0 if k= 0.

Remark. Note that in (i), N* is obtained from N by replacing the Ostrowski digit by (N')
by by. In (ii), the assumption by41(N) = ag42 forces by(N) = 0, and N* is obtained
from N by reducing the Ostrowski digit bxy1(N) = agy2 to agt2 — 1, and increasing
bp(N) = 0 to b;. In both (i) and (ii), we arrive at a valid Ostrowski expansion for N*.

Simply put, Proposition [7 states a Gaussian upper bound to Py («)/Py+(«) in terms
of the deviation of the Ostrowski digit by(/N) from the optimum b;. In (i) resp. (ii), we
could have used any numerical value less than

9V01(41) V01(41)

———= =10.23260748. .. .
o 0.23260748 resp o

These values are actually sharp, although they will not play any special role here. The
precise decay of Py(«)/Pn+(«) is in fact non-Gaussian [I], but for our purposes an
upper bound will suffice.

=0.16153297....

Proof of Proposition [7l. For the sake of readability, set f(z) = |2sin(7x)|. We give
a detailed proof for £ > 1, and indicate at the end how to modify the proof for k£ = 0.

Let )
qo— ’
: ”||Qz04|> < n(—1)"p; + 90)
V T = smm | T—— COt nmn——
) = 3 sin qﬁ

el qe

be the cotangent sum first introduced in [I]. Observe that Vy(z) is decreasing on the
interval (—1,1). Lemma [6] and summation by parts yield

Vi(z)| < qel|qec| < + log max am> , x e (—1,1). (16)
1<m</4

1— ||

15



A key result in our previous paper [I, Proposition 12] states that for any 1 < ¢ < L such
that by(N) > 1,

be(N)— be(N)—1

Z logP (’(_1)ébQKHQKOZH+€K(N)>: Z logf(bngngzH-i-Eg(N))

b—0 qe b—1
be(N)—1

+ Y Vilbaillgeal + eo(N)) (17)
b=0

+ log (27 (be(N ) qel|qeer|| + €¢(N)))
+ EK(N),

where Ey(N) < C/(ag+1q¢). A porism of [I, Proposition 12| shows that if in addition
be(N)/ag41 is bounded away from 1 and agyq is large enough (e.g. by(N) < (5/6)ass1
and agy1 > 7 suffice), then we also have the lower bound Ey(N) > —C(1/as1 + 1/¢2).

(i) Assume that bpy1(N) < agyo, and let N* = N + (by — bi(N))qr. In particular,
bp(N*) = by and by(N*) = be(N) for all £ # k. By the definition (8) of e,

el(N*) —ee(N) = (1" qu(0f — bp(N)llarall,  0< €<k, (18)

and e¢(N*) = g4(N) for k < ¢ < L. The product form (7)) thus gives

(S bar lguad] + ex(N)
log Py~ () — log Py (« Z Z log P, (a, (—1)F LLbL 0 i >
b=0
k—1
+ > (9e(ee(N7)) — ge(ee(N)))
£=0
(19)
where
"L baellacal + =
ge(z) := Z log P, (a, (—1)Z%>
b—0 qe
bo(N)—1 ¢
= Z log f <na + (—1)£7qu”qwéH + ﬂU>
b=0 n=1 qe
be(N)=1 ¢ .
= Z log f <(n + bge)a + (—1)£—>
b=0 n=1 qe
be(N)qe .
= log f <na + (—1)Z—> .
1 qe

16



We claim that the second line in ([I9]) is negligible. Since by(N)gs < go+1, Lemma
yields that for any real || < gl|qec|,

(o) = | LT bz%ql cot <7r (na + (—1)ff>>

ae 1 qe

< qr+1

q \1- =
aellgec]

+log max a,,
1<m<e4+1

Note that by Lemma Bl [e,(N*)| < q¢||qece| and |e¢(N)| < gellgece||. Observing that g is
decreasing, we have

eo(N™)

9e(ee(N7)) = ge(ee(N)) = /E . go(x) dz > —|gp(ee(N™))| - ee(N™) — £¢(N)|

regardless of whether £,(N*) or £¢(N) is greater. From the previous two formulas and

([I8) we thus deduce

X bk, — b (V)] get 1
— > — . .
gg(Eg(N )) gg(e’;‘g(N)) > —-C P a5 _ IEZH(N*N + log 1§I£2);+1 am (20)
qellgex

First, let 0 < ¢ < k — 3. Lemma [5] implies that here

*
1— lee(N7)] > min{H(MHOzH,l _ HQZH@H} > llge+20|| N QZ+1,
gellgee] lgec| lgec] lgecll ™ gers

and we obtain

S (e — e = B LSS
— get geit - ap+1 Q= ders O | e O
by — b (N
> —C’M <1 +log max am> .
Q1 1<m<k—2

Next, consider the ¢ = k — 2 term. Since b} < (5/6)ag+1, Lemma [l gives the better
upper bound e_o(N*) < (17/18)qr—2||gx—1||. Therefore

_o(N* _ 17 g_ _ _
=] Zmin{”% 104\\,1_ Il 106H} S lgr—1c]] s @1
Qr—2||qr—20|| lgr—2c|| 18| gr—2cx||

1 =
18| gr—2| qk

and (20) leads to

gr—2(ek—2(N")) — gr—2(ex—2(N)) > Qg1 . Oglgrﬁglam>

|6}, — br(N)] (

17



Finally, consider the £ = k — 1 term. Lemma [ now gives the better lower bound
ep—1(N*) > —(17/18)qr—1]||gx—1||. The assumption agy; > 7 ensures that gx—1|lgre| <
(17/18)qr—1]|qk—1¢v||. Therefore

erat (V)] 1

a Qe—1llge—1c|| — 18’

and (20) yields

bk — bk (V)]
Ak+1

Gre-1(ex-1(N")) = gr-1(ex-1(N)) > ~C (1 +log max, am> :

We have thus proved that

N
—_

|0} — bi(N)|
Ar41

(9e(ee(N¥)) = ge(ee(N))) = =C <1 + log 1I§nn?)§(k am> ,

12

Il
o

and it remains to estimate the first line in ([T9]).
Applying (I7) to both N and N* gives

bp—1  bp(N)-

Z Z log P, <a7(_1)kb%HQkGH+€k(N)>

qk

bp—1  bp(N)—

Z Z log f(bg|lgrall + ex(N))
b=1

bp—1 by (N)—

Z Z Vi (bar || grer|| + ex(N))
b=0

k(JkHQkOéH +ex(N)
bi(N)ar||grer|| + ex(N)
+ ER(N™) — Ex(N),

+ log

provided that by (N) > 1; an obviously modified formula holds when bi(N) = 0. Ac-
cording to the porism mentioned after (I7), the assumption ag;; > 7 ensures that
ER(N*) > =C(1/ap11 + 1/q3), thus

Ek(N*)—Ek(N)Z—(,‘( ! +i>.

Ak+1 qﬁ

It is also easy to see that

allarall + e (N) [ = (V)

lo
& (V) aelarall + en(N) — p—

18



Formula (I6) and the facts that Vj(z) is decreasing and that bjqg|lgrer|| + ex(N) is
bounded away from 1 show that

bi—1  by(N)—1
Z Z Vie(barllgredl| +ex(N)) = —[by, — bp(N)| - [Vi(brak el + ek (N))]
b=0

> —C’M <1 + log max am>
Ak41 1<m<k

regardless of whether by(N) or b; is greater. Finally, we compare the sum of
log f(bgk||gr|l + ek (N)) to the corresponding Riemann integral. Note that bgg||qrc|| +
ex(N) = b/ag41 + O(1/ax41), and in particular b} qi||gre|| + ex(N) = 5/6 + O(1/ak11).

Assume first, that by — by (V)| < ap41/100. Then for all b between by and by (N),
the points bgy||qx|| +ex (N) are bounded away from 0 and 1. Since log f(5/6) = 0, each
term also satisfies |log f(bgx||qre| + €x)| < [0} — bp(N)|/ak+1. We thus obtain

bp=1  b(N)—

- Z log  (barllarar]| + (V)
b=1

by /ak+1 b* — bi(N
:ak+1/k logf(x)dx—i—O(M) :
b (N)/ak+1 Ak+1
The concavity of log f(z) implies that
1 5/6 1 5/6 9Vol(4;)
T E—— 1 dr = —— 1 doe = ———=.
it (576~ )2 / 8D =57y /0 A TE
y#5/6
The first line in ([I9) thus satisfies
b=l by (N)—
N
Z Z oy 7 (o (- L £ )
4k
bt — by (V)2 bt — b (N
. Volth) (5~ (N 0 (BB (1 0, + 1),
257 ak+1 ag41 1<m<k q
and the claim follows.
Next, assume that |b; — bx(IN)| > aj41/100. By Lemma [5
1
barllgrall + ex(N) < (ar1 — Darllgeall + ellgprof <1 - ———,
A1 +2

bak|lara|l + e (N) > qrllgprrof| > ———.
Q41042
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Hence each term satisfies | log f(bg||qxa|| +21 (V)| < log(aktiaks2), and by comparing
the sum to the corresponding integral we obtain

bi—1  by(N)—1

bi/ak+1
S = Y | log fbarllarell + ek(N)) = ari / log f(z) dz + O (log(ak+1ak+2))
b=1 b=1 b (N)/ak+1
OVol(4) (b — be(N))?
> : _cl .
= 951 Qo1 Clog(ak+1ak+2)

If b (N) > 2, then the term b = 1 does not appear in the previous formula, and we have
the better lower bound
1

bar|lqea|| + ek (N) > 2qi|lgre|| + e (N) > ——.
Ak+1

If b11(N) < 0.99ay42, then Lemma [ gives the better lower bound
1

bakllgearl| + ex(N) > 0.001qg ||gral] > —-.

k41

Therefore in these two cases the error term log ax4o can be removed. The first line in

(I9) thus satisfies

bi—1  be(N)—1

b N
o= > |loghy, (Oé,(—l)k ax | grall + ex( )>
b=0 b=0

dk

_9Vol(4) (b = be(N))?
- 257 Af+1

1
-C <1 Flog ak 1 + Ly, () <1} {brss (¥)>0.99a112) 108 Gk + log. max, am + q_i> :

After an arbitrarily small reduction in the value of 9Vol(4;)/(257), the error term
log aj11 can be removed, and the claim follows. This finishes the proof of (i) when & > 1.

(ii) Assume that by 1(N) = ap42 (hence by (N) =0), and let N* = N +bjqr — qi+1- In
particular, by (N*) = b}, bpy1(N*) = agq2 — 1 and by(N*) = be(N) for all £ # k,k + 1.
By the definition (§]) of &y,

Se(N*) = e(N) = ()M g (b laral + llagsaal),  0<e<k—1,

B (21)
ex(NF) — ex(N) = qrllgp+1¢],
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and ey(N*) = g4(N) for k+1 < ¢ < L. The product form () thus gives

41 3 - — + —+ N

qk+41
b1
" L o (_qykbaellarall + ex(N7) (22)
+§]gqu<,( 1) ar >
k-1
+ > (9e(ee(N7)) — ge(ee(N))),
=0

k-1
(ge(ee(N™)) — ge(ee(N))) > =C (1 + log 1max am>
=0 m
and
S barllarall + =x(N*)
Z log Py, <047 (1" LRI g >
b=0 qk
> V01(41)

1
e C'| 1+ log(ag+1ak+2) + log 1225 am + —5 |

9k,
and it remains to estimate the first line in (22]).

A special case of a general estimate in our previous paper [I, Proposition 11 (ii)]
states that the point © = (ag+2 — 1)qr+1/|ge+1|| + ex+1(IN) satisfies

log P, a, (—1 k+1i>
Py (0 ()

C

2 b
Ay oqk+1

< t0g (/ (hawssal +2fasn) 52—

/Qk+1)> + Vk+1(1’) +

with the convention that f(z)/f(z/qx+1) = qr+1 in case z = 0. Here

log (f (lgrrrall + 2/ k1) %

Assume first, that > 0. Then (I8) and the fact that V41 is decreasing give

) < log ( (lgerrall + /qes1) ges) < C.

Vi < V1 (0)<C(1+1 .
jr1(2) < Vis(0) < ( + Oglggblgfgﬂam>
Next, assume that x < 0. Then agio = 1. The general identity from the theory of
continued fractions
1 1

—————— = [akt2; Qht3s - - )+ (05 @11, aky . ] > 1T ———
Qet1]|qr1¢]| 42 O 4 (05 0 ] apys+1
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and Lemma [Bl show that
apy3 +1

N) > — > _ .
ek+1(N) > —qrt1llgrg1a]| > P

Formula (I6]) now gives

1
< ——— + log < 1 .
Viti1(z) < C (1 e + g, max am> <C <ak+3 + log | max am>

On the other hand, if bg42(N) < 0.99aj3, then Lemma [l yields the better lower bound
ep+1(N) > —0.999¢x 11 ||gr+1¢||, and (@G similarly leads to

Vi <C(1+1 .
k+1(z) < ( + log 1<r£a}]’§+1am>

The first line in ([22]) thus satisfies

ap+2 — Daps1||qrr1|| + €41 (IV
g i (. et B2 Danlterel e ()

>-C <1 F Hapyo=1} {br 42 (V) >0.99a;, 1.5} W3 + 108 1;12%@1 am) .

After an arbitrarily small reduction in the value of Vol(4;)/(4x), the error term log ag41
can be removed, and the claim follows. This finishes the proof of (ii) when k£ > 1.

We now indicate how to modify the proof for k¥ = 0. In (i) resp. (ii) formula (9]
resp. (22)) still hold, with Zf;ol (ge(e¢(N*)) — ge(ee(IN))) = 0 being an empty sum. Since
now g = qo = 1, we have P, (o, z) = f(a + ). Instead of applying (I7) to N and N*,
we can simply use

bi—1  b(N)—1

Z Z log P,, <7(_1)kak||Qka||+€k(N)>

dk

bp—1  br(N)—

(v - Z log /(b + D)a + eo(IV)),

b=0
and compare the right hand side to the corresponding Riemann integral as in the case
k > 1 above. This finishes the proof of (i) and (ii) when k = 0. O

Corollary 8. Let 0 < k < K < L be such that

1 + log maxi <<k Gm

< (23)
Var11og(1 + agi1)
with a suitably small universal constant A > 0, and set by, :== [(5/6)axy1]. Then
> Py(a) <a 7 > Py(e) (24)

0<N<gqg 0<N<qk

‘bk(N)—b;; |2101 / Qk+1 log Ap41
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and also

> Py(a)? < a2 > Pn(a)?. (25)
0<N<qg 0<N<qk
bo(N)=by (N)=---=bj,_1 (N)=0 bo (N )=by (N)=---=bj,_1 (N)=0

|bk(N)7b;;‘2101/ak+1 logak+1

Proof. Let S:=3 ooy gy Py (a)?, and consider the sets

Hg(b) = {O < N <qg : bg(N) b},
H&gl(b, C) :{0 <N<gqg: bg(N) =0, bg/(N) = C}.

Let B > 0 be a suitably small universal constant. We consider 3 cases depending on the
sizes of ag4o and ag3.

Case 1. Assume that agio > Bagyi. For any 0.99ar19 < b < agyo, the map N +—
N + (b1 — D)qr+1 is an injection from Hyy1(b) to Hyy1(bj,,); here as before bf | :=
| (5/6)ag+2]|. Choosing A small enough in terms of B, condition (23) ensures that ago
dominates log max;<,<ki1am. Since 0.2326 - 0.99% > 0.2279, Proposition [ (i) applied
with k£ + 1 thus shows that

Z Py(a)? < Z exp(—0.2279a12) Py (2)? < exp(—0.2279a412)S.
NeH1(b) NeHp1(b 1)

Summing over 0.99a;12 < b < a9 leads to

Z PN(a)2 < agioexp(—0.2279a;42)S < a};i?os‘

0<N<gqr
bk+1 (N)>O.99ak+2

For any b,c with |b — bf| > 10y/agy1logagsr and 0 < ¢ < 0.99a442, the map N —
N + (b; — b)qy is an injection from Hy, j41(b,c) to Hy 11(b}, c). Condition (23] ensures
that the main term

(b — b)?

k41

0.2326 > 23.26log a1

dominates the error term in Proposition [7 (i), thus
> Pv@< Y a3 Py(a)
NEHk’k_,_l(ILC) NEHk’k+1(bZ,C)

Summing over b, ¢ leads to

2 —22.26
Z Py(a)® <a, 7778,
0<N<qx

|bk(N)be\210\/ak+1 logak+1

bk+1 (N)§099ak+2
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and (24]) follows.

Case 2. Assume that agi9 < Bapi1 and apys > Bagy1. Choosing A small enough in
terms of B ensures that aii3 dominates log max<,,<k+2 am. Proposition [ (i) applied
with k£ + 2 now leads to

Z Py(a)? < agppgexp(—0.2279a;,3)S < al;igos_

0<N<qxr
bk+2 (N)>O.99ak+3

Since the error term log a9 is negligible, using Proposition [7 (i) and (ii) we similarly

deduce
2 —922.26
Z Pn(a)” < ap 7778,
0<N<qx

|bk(N)fb;; ‘210\/ak+1 logak+1

bk+2(N)§0.99ak+3
and (24]) follows.

Case 3. Assume that ag9 < Bagyq and ag43 < Bagyi. Choosing B small enough, the
error terms log ayy2 and ag43 are now negligible. Proposition[7 (i) and (ii) directly give

2 —22.26
Z Py(a)® <a, 7778,
0<N<qx

|bk(N)—b;;‘210\/ak+1 logak_,_l
as claimed in (24]).

A straightforward modification of the proof leads to (25]). O

3.2 Factoring the Sudler product

Lemma 9. Let 1 < k < L be such that ap11 > 150, and set b}, := |(5/6)ar+1]. Let
0 < N < qr, and set Ny := S 5" dby(N)ge and Ny := St bo(N)ge. If [be(N) — bi| <
ax+1/10, then

Pt = 2 (L) pnn (0 (LD (1 iy e 0,))

qk ak+1

with a universal implied constant.

Remark. Note that IV; contains the initial segment of the Ostrowski digits of N, and No
contains the final segment. Roughly speaking, the lemma says that we can decompose
Py into two products Py, and Py, which only depend on the Ostrowski representation
of N up to digit k — 1, resp. only on the Ostrowski representation from the k-th digit
onwards; the error in this decomposition is small provided that a4 is large and by is
close to by . From Corollary § we know that whenever ay; is large, then only those
N with b, ~ b; make a significant contribution towards the value of Jy,. Together
Corollary [§l and Lemma [0 will allow us to obtain the desired factorization of Jy, in the
next section.
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Proof of Lemma 9l We write f(z) := |2sin(rz)|. Using

(e EMaellasol +ex(N) -

= mod 1),
gk
we deduce
Ny
Py(a) = Pry() [ f(na + Naa)
n=1
N1
=Py, (o) [] f <na n (_1)kbk(N)QkHQI;ZH —i—sk(N)) |
n=1

It will thus be enough to estimate

N f (na+ (_1)k b (V) akllgrall+er(N) Ny
P,
N(054/)6 _ H ( 5‘1/k6 > = H|1+R+Qn|,
Py, (o (DR Py (@) f (na+ (-1)F20) 71
(26)
where, by trigonometric identities,
bi(N —-5/6 N
R :=cos (ﬂ(—l)k a )quqkqu 6+ exl )> -1,
k
bi(N — N
Q@ =sin (W(—l)k eV gellanol = 5/6 + exl )> cot <7T <na + (—1)k%>> .
dk qk
Clearly,
N 5 _(5/6)ag+1 —1 5 8/3
0>b ——> > ,
> biallase] 6 app+2 6~ arn

hence the assumptions a1 > 150, |by(N) — b} | < a41/10 and Lemma [l lead to

bk (V) grllgrer]] = 5/6 +er(N)| _ br.(N) — b lax laredl] + [barllgrall — 5/6] + |ex(N)]

qdk qdk
_ k() — by +11/3
o Ak+19k
28
< .
— 225¢qy

By the general inequality 1 — cos(nt) < (72/2)t?, we thus have

2 Bk 2 2 2
B<™ (]bk(N) by | +11/3> . < 28 > . 0.28.
2 ak+1qk 2\ 225qy 4

= (-an)

Observe also that for all 1 <n < Ny,

3/

. %+(_1)k5/6+n”(ﬂ€a”
k

dk qk

Pk
gk

4
>

- 25

np

na+ (—1
=1 q;
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Therefore by the general inequality | cot(nt)| < 1/(x]|t]]),
bu(N) — b |+ 11/3 25 28 25
k419K Ar|inp/aell — 225qi  Allnpe/ g

In particular, |R 4+ Q,| < 0.86, and so each factor 1 + R 4+ @, in (26) is bounded
away from zero. Using the fact that e!=2" <1+t < ¢! for |¢| < 0.86 we obtain

Ny N1 N1
exp <Z<R+Qn>—2 (R+Qn) ) < H\1+R+Qn\ < exp (Z(an)).

< 0.78.

n=1 n=1 n=1 n=1
Here bR (N) = bf| + 1 bR (V) — bE| + 1
— b+ — bt +
M|R| < at k and NR?< At k
ak11 Ap+1
are negligible and so is
-1
by ( b+ 1% 1 be(N) — b |+ 1
ZQn ISR S S UTe B RS
41 = Giellnpr/ gk | A1

Finally, the fact gx|lgx—1¢| > 1 —1/ags1 > 149/150 > 5/6 and Lemma [6] yield

b ( byl +1 5/6
ZQ" | EV) = Ol + Zcot <7r <na+(—1)ki>>
A1k = k
b —bi|+1
< b4 (V) el + <1+log max am>,
Af41 1<m<k
and the claim follows. O

3.3 Factoring J,,

We now prove the key result of this section. In the special case of « € Q and K = L,
the following proposition states an approximate factorization of Jy, () with a negligible
multiplicative error provided that agi; dominates aj,...,ag. Observe that the first
factor in this factorization depends only on aq,...,ay; this will play a crucial role in the
proof of Theorem [I1

Proposition 10. Let 1 <k < K < L be such that

log(1
& = 0g(1+ k1) 1+log max a,, | <A
A/ Ok41 1<m<k

with a suitably small universal constant A > 0. Then

Z PN(Oé)Q _ Z PN (pk ( 1)k 5/6> Z PN(Oé)Q

0<N<qx 0<N<qx k k 0<N<qx
bo(N)=b1(N)=-+-=bj_1(N)=0

X (1+0(&))

with a universal implied constant.
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Proof. Corollary B gives

> Py(@)’=(1+0(a;19)) > Pr(a)?.

0<N<qgk 0<N<gr

|bk(N)—bz‘<10\ / QK41 log ak41

Let us now apply Lemma [9 to each term of the sum on the right hand side. Letting
N1, N be as in Lemma [0, observe that the map N — (N7, Na) is a bijection from

{0 <N <aqie : [Bu(N) = b < 10v/agi1 Togagen }

to the product set

[O,qk)x{O <N <qg :bo(N) = =bp_1(N) =0, |[bp(N)— b} < 10\/ares logak_H} .

This leads to the factorization

2
> Py(@?=| > Pn <a,(—1)k%> > Py (a)?

0<N<qg 0<N<qy 0<N<qg
bo(N)=b1(N)=-=bg_1(N)=0

‘bk (N)*bz|<101 /Qk+1 lOg ar+41
X (14 0(&)) -

Corollary [ shows that the condition [by(N) — b;| < 10y/aj1logagy1 can be removed
from the second sum, and it remains to replace a by py /g in the first sum on the right
hand side.

The so-called transfer principle for shifted Sudler products [I, Proposition 11 (i)]
shows that for any 0 < N < gy,

o (0 (=D 5/6) /1) :f:sinwuqkau)m<ﬂn<—1>kpk+5/6>+0( )

g a
Py (pe/ak, (=1)*(5/6)/ax) = U i hrl
Lemma [6] and summation by parts yield

N k
—1 5/6
Zsin <7T”||Qk04|> ot <7T”( )k + 5/ )
dk dk

n=1

1+1 '
< qilaral] < + Ogl?ﬁ’ék“m) <

Hence for all 0 < N < g,

Py (a0 2L0) =y (2 022 1+ o),

qk ’ qk

and the claim follows. O
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4 A tail estimate

Throughout this section, let 0 < o < 1 be a real number, and let o/ := {1/a}. We

write their continued fraction expansion as in Section 2 o = [0;a1,a2,...,ar] and o/ =
[0;az,as,...,ar] in the rational case, whereas o = [0; a1, az,...] and o = [0;a9,as, .. .]
in the irrational case. Let py/qr = [0;a1, az, ..., a7 and pj/q; = [0; a2, as, ..., as be the

convergents to o and o/, respectively. In particular,

gg=p¢ and  p;=q —ap;. (27)

To any 0 < N < qr, whose Ostrowski expansion N = Zg%;ol be(N)ge with respect to «
satisfies b1 (N) < ag, let us associate 0 < N’ < q’L defined as

-1
"= Z be(N) gy
=1

Observe that this is a valid Ostrowski expansion of N’ with respect to /. The product
form (7)) gives

Px(a ) bo(ﬁ . < bQOHQOOéH +eo(N >]1_[1sz (a,( 1)6 qullQeOquL-#éz(M)

Pyi(a o\ o1 o Py, < , 1)z_1qu||qza;l|/+ez<N>> ’
(28)

where )(N) := g an_:lﬂl(—l)”m*lbm(N)Hq;no/H. The main result of this section is a

tail estimate for the previous formula.

Proposition 11. Let 1 < /¢ < L, and assume the following two conditions:
(i) arr1 < (g))/1% or by(N) < 0.99a,, 1,
(i1) apio < (q2+1)1/100 or bpy1(N) < 0.99as4o.

Then

Wt Py, (a (<1t telueal o)) (st a)®  log(ay 4 1)
11 >>:ex"<0< e )

[ AT '"(N '\3/4 /
w0 Py (a0, (- 2l ey a,)¥ q

with a universal implied constant.

We give the proof of Proposition [[I] after two preliminary lemmas. As before we
write f(x) := |2sin(7x)|.

Lemma 12. For any z,2’ € R, we have the explicit formulas
1 n—Yyn—2
: ey s 4 ()
o (2 = (e + 2) 160 7 L)
q‘< =) a laeed ) f(z/ar) 11 n—z
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and stmilarly

e g) s ) s )

/
nge—1 1 ng,_ 1
Yo = ({ } - —) wlaal  and o= ({ ; } - —) ]l
qe 2 £ 2 (29)

/
T+ qellqec|| and S g 4 L9 QZHC]@ ||

2 ’ 2

Proof. By peeling off the last factor,

= f (o 1) e (rat 12

qe

= 1 (Jlao + )Hf( v ({21 3) el + <—1>f%%> |

Using the bijection n — ¢qy_1n of the set of nonzero residues modulo gy to reorder the
product in the previous formula leads to

q—1
1t = x n=Yn—=%
Fu <a’( b qz> / <H(WH - qz> 11 f( q > '

n=1
The simple identity [1I, Proposition 9]
a-1 ION
-1
Hf<n—>: fug MHOEL g en teR)
i’ q q ift/qeZ

further shows that

qr—1 f nN—Yyn—=z
Py <a, <—1)ff> =/ (quu + f) o) o ()
qe q f

f(z/q)

n=1

as claimed. The proof for o is entirely analogous. O
Lemma 13. Let 1 <{ < m < L. If either m > 2, orm =1 and ay > 1, then

2

|gellgmall = gllgn ||| < ———.
QU+19m41
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Proof. The case m = 1, as > 1 can be checked “by hand”. Assume that m > 2, and
let r = [@m+1; Gmt2, ... ]. Using ([27) and the identities |gmal| = 1/(r¢m + ¢m—1) and
e || = 1/(rd), + ¢,,_1) from the theory of continued fractions, we deduce

dm

(rgm + @m—1) (¢, + ¢.q)

L T4 < m )+qzqm 1 (pm_i %)
@ellgme|l — ghllgma’ll = :
Note that a1 <7 < ape1 + 1. If m = £, then

1 1
< 7
(rae +q-1)(rg; + q_1) ~ @19y,

|aellamell = gllama’ll| =
as claimed. If m = ¢+ 1, then
r 1
7 7 < )
(rqer1+q0)(rqp + ) T Q19

|aellamel| = dillgme/ |l =

as claimed. If m > £+ 2, then somewhat roughly we have |p,,/qm — pe/qe] < 2|la— pe/qel
and [ppm—1/dm—1 — pe/qe| < 2| — pe/qq|, which gives

1)2]a — 2 2
|QZH(]mOéH _qéuq;ﬂalu‘ < (TQZQm—FQEQm 1),|O‘ Ipz/cml = ||QEOZI|| < : 7
(T@m + @m-1) @ + @1)  TUn T @1 T W1

as claimed. O
Proof of Proposition Il For any 0 < b < by(N) — 1, let
v = bqillqeal| +e(N)  and 2’ :=bgyllgpe/[| + (N,

and let y,,yl, 2,2’ be as in ([29); for the sake of readability, the dependence of z, 2/, z, 2/
on b is suppressed. The explicit formulas in Lemma [12] give

(-1 p, (a, (_1)£quIIQeall+Ee(N)) be(N)-1 f (||QE04H + g) f(Z))

q¢ f(z/q
(Z)

_ b/ ! A1 + ! N = H
o Py (o, (-1 M) G p (g + 2)

e

f(&'/qp)

"a
b(N)~1 T4 (nyn z) (
gL ==y

(30)

We may assume that either £ > 2, or £ = 1 and as > 1; indeed, otherwise the assumption
b1(N) < ag ensures that the left hand side of (B0) is 1, and we are done. Observe first,
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that by Lemma [13] we have

o — /| < blaellgeall — gllgre’lI] + |ee(N) = p(N))]

L—1
< blgellgeell — gllgell] + D bV |aellgmedll = gillghe’|]
m=»+1
L-1 (31)
2 P
< —+ Z L Ry
qe+149p41 —tt1 +19m41
b+ 1
Q194

Similarly, |z — 2| < (b+1)/(qe+14p,,). Lemma [l gives

(b= Daellgeal| + qellgerrol| < = < qellge—1|| = (ae+1 — b)gellgecr||,

and similar inequalities hold for z’.
We will use the following elementary estimate several times. Given a fixed parameter
0 < & < 1/2, one readily checks that

et=4log /)" < 1 1y <ot forallt > 146, (32)

and consequently

U-V 1\ (U -V\? U U-Vv U
_ _ - < =< - — > 0.
exp( v <4log 5) < v ) ) <v _exp( % > for all % > 6. (33)

Let us now estimate the first line in (80). Standard trigonometric identities and
estimates yield

(el + ) = g (2 el
qe q 2

sin <7r£> -+ cos <7T£> 7THngéH
qe qe 2
and so

2\ i) _ <ﬂﬁ>7TH<MOéH
f (”q“‘”qz)f(z/qg) ‘”“"t 2)™

=2

zZ
‘o (quaHQf (&) ; rrqea\\?’) ,

F(2) + 0 (llgeal* £ (2) + llgealPae)

o+ qgnqzam% e <<||(I£04H2 T ”q;—“”) 1)+ HCMOZH?’CM) |

l

We now turn the additive error into a multiplicative one. If b > 1, then by checking
that 1 < |z + qellqeall[/|2] < 2, f(2) > 1/ag41 and

2\ I (s a2 s L
7 (el + 2) FEL (o4 et 7)o
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the estimate ([B3]) with 6 ~ 1/ap41 gives

(Il ) e =l et e (0 (522) )

If b=0, then f(2)/|z| > 1, f(2) < 1/ag4; and

z\ f(») F\ !
(i) S st ) 1.

hence (B3) with 6 ~ 1 gives

2Y IO gl 2 ex 1
7 (ol + 2 ) 5L — ot | 25 p<O<a§+1qz<qguqzau+az<N>>>>'

Here qg||gec|| 4+ €¢(N) > 1/(ags1a42). On the other hand, if by 1 (V) < 0.99a, 2, then
Lemma Bl yields the better lower bound g||qec|| +€¢(N) > 1/ay4;. Combining all these
cases and using assumption (ii), we thus have

7 (ol + 2 ) L o+ g 22

f(z/ar)
woxo (O Ip>1y I L+ Iip,,  (N)>0.99a04 0} G42
p 5 T L{p=0} 2
ag419y ay4+19,

P I I
:\x+quqéa\H%exp <O< =l + é.l)ggo})) :

2
ar+19y dpy1qe

An identical proof gives

2\ f(# f(& Iip>1 Itp—o
s (el + 5 ) 557 =l bl I e (0 2 ),

a) f(Z/q agr1(qp)®  (qp41)°%q)

therefore

W1 f (ol + 2) 785 LW e+ a4
oLz g (O (( /)1.99>> TN CON
=0 [ (qua | + qé) TG4 e b=0 ‘x + qyllgpex |H 2
(34)
Lemma [I3] and (31]) show that here

b+1
2+ qllgeall = 2" + gllgpe’ | + O | m—— | -
Ayt 19¢dy
If b > 1, then b/ayi1 < = + ql|geer|]] < b/ags1 and the same holds for o, hence (33)

with § ~ 1 gives
|7+ gellaeall] exp <0 < 1 >>
|2 + qjllqpe]]| ap419eq)
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If b =0, then (B3) with 6 = Iy, | (N)<0.99a,,011/@e+1 +1/(ar110012) and assumption (ii)
yield

|z + qellqecl]|
|2 + q)llgpe’ |

—exp O 1 N L+logagit + Ly, (N)>0.9900,0) 108(arr1a0+2)
i, 19eqy(qel| el + ¢(N)) ag, 197 (ap)*(qellgeal| + o(N))?

)

—exp|O L+ Iip,,  (N)>0.99ay, 5} 0t+2 n log ag41 + I{b4+1(N)>O.99a4+2}a%+2 log(ag+1as+2)
ar+19eq) a?ﬂ%% ()

=0 (0 ()

The previous two formulas show that

be(

ﬁl W—quom = exp (O (W)) : (35)

b—0 {5'3 + %H%a/w

Note that z,2" € (—1/2,1), and the function f(¢)/|¢| is Lipschitz on (—1/2,1). It is
easy to see that f(z)/|z| > (ags1 — b)/aps1, and ([BI)) also shows that

/() _f(z’)+0< b1 )

2 /
Apy19¢dy

el

Estimate (B3] with 6 ~ 1/ays1 thus gives

f<z>/|z|:exp<o<( bt 1 +<b+1>2<1+10gw+1)>>’

f(2)/2'] agy1 — b)ac19eqy  (agpr — b)2ag, 147 (q))?

and using assumption (i) we get

141 a1l log ¢,
H /\ /! ~ exp (O ( {bg(N)>0.99/g+1} 0ga£+1>> ~ exp <O < og/q;>> .
f )/ 2] gy (a7)

The previous formula, (34) and (B5]) show that the first line in ([B0) satisfies
w1 f (llaeoll + ) 7 |
H > z'\ _f(z) =owp |0 (q/)1,99 ' (36)
b=0 f (H%a |+ @) TG4 ¢

Next, we estimate the second line of ([B0]). We give a detailed proof of the case when
¢y > 3, and then indicate at the end how to modify the proof for ¢; < 3.
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Note that |y,| < q¢l|gee]|/2, and —1/2 < z < 1. By standard trigonometric identities,

M o () i (Yo (+222)). o

For any integer |n| > 2, here cos(mwyy/qe) > cos(m/6) and | sin(7y,,/q¢) cot(m(n—=z)/q)| <

lynl/In — 2] <1/2.
Let 1 < 1)y < q)/2 be a parameter to be chosen. Applying ([B2) with 6 ~ 1 leads to

o= 1
H N A =exp | — Z sin <7T@> cot <7Tn—z> +0 | —
fn= qe qe ag e
he<n<qy/2 a he<n<qy/2
Since qs—1/q¢ = [0;ap,a¢—1,...,a1], a classical estimate [20, p. 126] states that the

discrepancy of the sequence {ngy_1/q}, 1 <n < Nis < (N/q, +as +--- + ag)/N.
Koksma’s inequality [20] p. 143] thus yields

o ({22} 1) )

n=1

< (N/gp+az+--+ap)qall (1< N <q/2),

and summation by parts leads to

sin | m— | cot { 7
q

hy<n<qy/2

z 1+loggr as+---+ay
)| < alaral (B
ay Py

log(a; +1 ar+---+a
< g( 1 : )+ 2 E.
ag+14, ap+1e

Estimating the factors —qy/2 < n < —1), is entirely analogous, therefore we have

qﬁlf(%fz)_ loglar+1) as+---+a f<%>
};[1 ﬁ - <O ( aé—f—ll% * 2 ar+1e é>> 0<|1n_[§¢£ ﬁ‘

(38)
An identical proof gives

/ !/ / /
n—y,—z n—y,—z

qﬁ@ - (o (u)) 11 M (39)

n=1 f(”;f') 1Y 0<n|<vs f<"q7>

We emphasize that we use the same cutoff ¢, for both o and «'.
Consider now the ratio of the factors 2 < |n| < 9, in the previous two formulas.
Formula ([B7) and its analogue for o/ are still bounded away from zero. Therefore (33])
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with  ~ 1 gives

F(==) 1 ()
(

(=) 11

)
. Yn n—2z . yn = Z 1
sin | m— | cot { o — sin cot 7 + SRRSO .
q q " a a1 (qp)

Standard trigonometric estimates and (3I)) show that here

: Yn n—=z . yg n—2z
sin | m— | cot | 7 —sin (7= |Jcot |7 7
Qv Qv a4y 4y

/ 1 n2
yn o yn - O 5 ~ + —
n—z n—=z agy1(qp)?  ara(qp)
Yn — Yyl N b+1 L n2
n G?JranW% aiﬁH(qé)? agr1(qp)?

<
Observe that the function ({nt} — 1/2)/|n| consists of linear segments of slope +1 with
jumps at the points j/n, j € Z. Recalling (7)), we have

1
7
qeqy

qe—1 QL1

Q Q

whereas the distance from gy_1/q; to any jump j/n is

1

Q- Jly L
~ |nlqe

ae

Hence there is no jump between g,—1/¢; and ¢;_,/qj, and using also Lemma [[3] we obtain

1

/
Q-1 9
ap+1qeq)

/

qe qy

[Yn — yh| <
n|

1
aellgec| + mWHqﬁaH — qllgpe|l] <

After discarding negligible error terms, the previous estimates yield

H d <: yyn—:> & < > - H P (O (aull(qé)Q * az+711(2%)3>>

2§|n\gwf( >/f <n z) 2<|n|<y,
(o i)
o (O (CLZH(QZ)Q * aé+1(q2)3 .
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Finally, let n = +1. Under the assumptions

/
wlaol/2 1 gl 1
|n — z| c |n — 2/| c (41)
|n—z|>l |n—z’|>l
- d’ — d

with some ¢ > 2 and d > 1, it is not difficult to see that 1/c < f (n n— Z) /f ( > <

1, and the same holds for o/. Following the steps in the previous paragraph, we also
deduce

=) ()
) (%)
cos <7T@> — sin <7ry—n> cot <7Tn — Z)' —
qe qe qe
d2
a4 2@

/ / n— 2
cos <7Ty—7> — sin <7Ty—7> cot <7T ; ) ‘
dy qy dy

<

Estimate (B3] with § ~ 1/c thus gives

f <n_ZZ_Z> /T (n_z> ( < cd cd? cd?loge  c2d* logc>>
_ =exp | O na T3 o T3 Nt T N4 :
f< —Yn—2 > /f (" z > asy1(qp) az+1(¢1@) az+1(¢1@) az+1(¢1@)
(42)
Consider the factor n = —1. If b > 1, then z > 0; in particular, (4J]) is satisfied with
c=2and d=1. If b =0, then the general fact

1 1
wlqal £ ———F— <1

1 —
apv1 + oo apyo + 2

and its analogue for o/ show that (1) is satisfied with ¢ = ag12 + 2 and d = 2. On the
other hand, if by1(N) < 0.99a;42, then by Lemma [5 we have the better lower bound
ge(N) > —0.999¢||gecr||, and consequently

_ adlaa]

5 + e¢(N) > —0.499¢ || gec||;

in particular, (&) holds with ¢ < 1 and d = 2. Combining all these cases, [@2) gives

—l-y_1—2 —1—z

! < qe 1 > /f < ) _ Ip>1y LA+ Dby (N)>0.99a05} 0442
-y —= =exp (O arv1(q))? Loy arv1(q))?

(=) 1 (75) @ @

I{bZ+I(N)>0.99a¢+2}a%+2 log agy2
+ I{b:(]} )

a§+1(q2)4
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Simplifying the error using assumption (ii) shows

be(N)—1 —l-y_1-2 71#
A ) o

Consider the factor n = 1. By Lemma [Bl, we have

1 1 1
L=zl =1— [ b4 5 | qellaec|| +e¢(N) | > qe—1llgec||+ | aerr — b — = ) qellqec]| > —,
2 2 Gpi1

and

qellgec]/2 _ 1/2 o1
|1—Z| — qe— 1_{_a€+1_b_§ - 2q;;1+1

Repeating the same estimates for o/, we see that (I is satisfied with ¢ < a; and
d < ag+1. On the other hand, if by(N) < 0.99a,41, then (A1) is satisfied with ¢ < 1 and
d < 1. Combining these cases, [@2]) gives

f<1_272_z) /f (%) ~exp <o< L +I{b4<N>>°'99“f+l}>>.
ar+1

f <1 yl—z ) /f (1 2 > (q7)? q_14

Simplifying the error using assumption (i) shows

be(N)-1 f (w) /f (1;z> .
I ==y Clams)
By (B8)-{#Q), (@3) and (@4) the second line of (B0 satisfies
be(N)~1 T]4e; Lr (n Yn— z) /f (nq;)
W =) ()

log(a; +1)  as+---+ay e Wy 1
=exp | O + =+ + +
< ( a e (@)? () qp1(qp)™*

The optimal choice is
Yo & (ag + o+ ag) g

which is easily seen to satisfy the required bounds 1 < 9y < ¢;/2. Discarding negligible
error terms, we finally obtain

Pt T g (=) 15 () log(ar +1)  (az - + ¥
U e (=) i (o ):exp<0< i @ ))
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This finishes the estimation of the second line of ([B0), and the proof of the proposition
in the case when ¢, > 3.

We now indicate how to modify the estimate of the second line of [B0) if ¢, < 3.
First of all note that if gy = 2, then

qr—1 1
Y1 = ({—} - —> qellqead]| =0,
qe 2

since we necessarily have ¢,_1 = 1. Similarly, ¢, = 2 implies yj = 0. In particular,
qul <%> /f <”7Z/> = 1, as the product is either empty, or consists of the
4

n=1 qz
single factor n = 1. We may thus assume that gy > 3, otherwise the second line of (30])
equals 1, and we are done.
Following the steps above with 1y = 1, as an analogue of (38]) we deduce

n—yp—=z

qﬁlf(%) . (O <log(a1+1)>> 1 F(==)

S ) i ()

(=) - () o)
e 7 ae+14¢

Under the assumptions

Clearly,

2 1 1
e N
|n — z| c d
with some ¢ > 2 and d > 1, we have f <%> > 1/(dqy) and f (%) /f <"qu) >
1/c, thus (B3) gives
f (=) d dl
TN ] = exp ol —- + 20gC ‘
f (nq;z) ap4+1 CLZJrl
Choosing ¢, d optimally for n = —1 as above, we deduce
f (7717%1%) 1 1 I a
. 042
i = exXp O I{bzl}— + I{b:(]} + {b[+1(N)>0299ae+2} i )
f (ﬁ) Ag+1 ar+1 ayiq
ae

hence by assumption (ii),

e (FE)
blI) W = exp (0(1)) .
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Choosing ¢, d optimally for n = 1 as above, we deduce

()

q

fl’z = exXp <O <a€+1 + I{bg( )>0.99a[+1}(1 + log az)>> ,
(%)

hence by assumption (i),

be(N) 1f<1 zéz Z)

MO8

b=0 qe

=exp (O (1 +logay)).

Here either ¢ =1, or a; < ¢y < 3. Combining the previous estimates, the second line of
B0) thus satisfies

be(N)—1 HQe 1 <n Yn— Z> /f <nqu>
BT () i ()

This finishes the estimation of the second line of ([B0) and the proof of the proposition
when ¢ < 3. O

=exp (O (1+logay)).

5 Zagier’s function h(x)

5.1 Continuity

Let o = [0; a1, ag, .. .| be irrational with convergents ps/q; = [0;a1,az,...,as], and let
log(1
&L= 0g(1+ k1) 1+log max a,, | .
Ny 1<m<k
Let
Iy :=A{[0;c1,¢2,...] t cm=ap forall 1l <m < k-+1}

denote the set of real numbers in [0, 1] whose first k& + 1 partial quotients are the same
as those of «; recall that I, is an interval with rational endpoints pyi1/qr+1 and
(Pr+1+Pr)/ (i1 + ar)-

Theorem 14. Let k > A~ 'loglog(ay + 2) be such that & < A with a suitably small
universal constant A > 0. Then

. 3/4 1 1
sup  h(r)— inf h(r) < & + (a2 + +3a12) og(a; +1)
e relng (ax/n g/

with a universal implied constant.
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Note that here the last two terms in the upper bound converge to 0:

I (ag +---+ ak)3/4 log(a; +1) _ 0
(qr/ar)*/* qr/ a1 '

If supy>q arp = oo, then & — 0 along a suitable subsequence, consequently h can be
extended to Q U {a} so that it is continuous at a. This establishes Zagier’s continuity
conjecture at all non-badly approximable irrationals, and proves Theorem [ If « is
badly approximable, then letting a := limsup;,_, ., ax denote the largest integer which
appears in its continued fraction expansion infinitely many times, Theorem [I4] gives

k—o0

1 3/2
limsup h(z) — liminf h(z) < (log a)

)
T z—a \/a

a weaker form of the conjecture which falls short of implying continuity at .

Proof of Theorem 14l Let o := {1/a} = [0;a2,as,...]. Let r = [0;¢1,¢2,...,c1] €
I +1NQ be arbitrary with convergents p,/q, = [0;¢1, ¢, ..., cg], and define v’ := {1/r} =
[0; 2,3, . .., cr] with convergents B;/q; = [0;c2,¢c3, ..., ¢/]. By the assumption r € Ij1,

we have Py/q, = pe/qe and B,/q, = pj/q; for all £ <k + 1.
Let us apply Proposition 10 to r and to r':

2
> rer=( 3 e (B0 > Px(r)?

7
0<N<G;, 0<N<qp Uk Uk 0<N<g,
bo(N)=by (N)=-=bj,_1 (N)=0

x (14 O(&)),

N2 P;g k_15/6 ? N2
Y o= ¥ Py (q—,,<—1> q—,) 3 Py(r)
* by (N)=b) (N)=-=b),_, (N)=0

X (1+O(&))-

Note that here N = Zg%;ol be(N)q, denotes the Ostrowski expansion of an integer 0 <
N < q; with respect to r, whereas N = 25;11 by(N)q, denotes the Ostrowski expansion

of an integer 0 < N < g with respect to r’. Hence

> Py (r)?

0<N<g,
bo(N)=b1(N)=---=bj,_1(N)=0

Z PN(’I“I)2
0<N<),
by (N)=by(N)=--=b} _,(N)=0

ZO§N<§L Py(r)?

h(r) =1
(T) 0og ZO§N<EIL PN(’I“I)2

= Mj(a) + log
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where

Soncg P (2 (-1’
ZO<N<q’ Py <—5“, (=1)k= 15q/]€6>

The crucial observation is that My (a) does not depend on r, but only on the first
k partial quotients which are the same throughout Iy,;. It remains to estimate the
second term in (40]) uniformly in 7.

Let H denote the set of all integers 0 < N < @, such that by(N) = by(N) = --- =
br—1(N) =0, and by(N) < 0.99¢; 41 for every k < ¢ < L — 1 such that c;y1 > (q )1/100
Similarly, let H' denote the set of all integers 0 < N < @ such that b} (N) = b’( ) =

- =bj,_(N) =0, and b,(N) < 0.99¢, for every k < ¢ < L — 1 such that ¢pq >
(@,)"/*%0. Note that 0.2326-(5/6 —0.99)> > 0.005, and that by choosing A small enough,
1 4 log maxj<m<¢ ¢y, is negligible compared to (g )1/100 - Applying Proposition [ to all
k < ¢ < L—1such that c,1 > (g)*/'% thus shows that

Z PN(T)2 =|1+0 Z Cg+1€70'0050”1 Z PN(T’)2
0<N<q,, k<e<L—1 NeH
bo(N)=b1(N)=-=bp_1(N)=0 CZ+1>@/¢)1/100
_ /
(1+O<’ 0.005(q),)! 100)) Z Py(r)?,
NeH

and similarly

Z Py (r')? = (1 +0 ( ~0.005(gj, Wmo)) Z Pn(r

0<N<g, NeH'
by (N)=by (N)=--=b],_, (N)=0

The map N = ZZL;OI be(N)G, — N’ := S0t be(N)q), as introduced in Section [} is a
bijection from H to H'. By the product form (28) and Proposition [l for any N € H
we have

L—1bg(N (74 ( 1)Z bﬁz”@z”ngz(N))
-11 H 7
, b gr || +EL (N
pN - pq{/( 1 (—1) 1%)

L1
B (o4 +c)¥*  log(er +1)
= || exp <O< @) + d ))

(a2 +---+ap)’* log(ar +1)
=exp | O + .
P ( ( VALK 0
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Consequently,

> Py (r)?

0<N<g,

bo (N)=b1 (N) =-=by,_ (N)=0 _ <1 L0 <q;€6_o.005(q;€)1/100>> > NeH PN(T/)QQ
> Py (r')? Yonen Pn (1)
0<N<G),

By (N)=b}y (N)=---=b], | (N)=0

(as + - +ap)**  logla; +1)
=exp | O + ;
P ( ( VARE 0

and (43]) simplifies to

h(r) = My(a) + O <§k n (ag+---+ ak)3/4 log(ay + 1)) .

(q;,)%/ q,

Here ¢}, > qi/a1, and Mj,(«) does not depend on r, leading to the upper bound for the
oscillation of A(r) on Ix41 N Q in the claim. O

5.2 Asymptotics

Proof of Theorem Bl Let r be a rational in (0,1), and let » = [0;a;,a2,...,ar] be
its continued fraction expansion, with convergents py/qr = [0;a1,as,...,as. Let r' :=
{1/r} = [0;a2,as,...,ar], with convergents p,/q, = [0;a2,as,...,as. The Ostrowski

expansion of 0 < N < ¢y, with respect to r will be written as N = Zf:_ol be(N)qe, while
that of 0 < N < ¢}, with respect to ' as N = 3~ ,(N)g}. The claim of the theorem

can be equivalently stated as

_ V01(41)

Ar) 27

a1 + O(log(ar + 1)).

Let D > 0 be a suitably large universal constant. Let R denote the set of all integers
0 < N < qr, such that I{a2>a1+D}b1(N) < 0.99a9 and I{a2:1}f{a3>a1+D}b2(N) < 0.99as.
Applying Corollary § with £k =1 and k = 2 yields the rough estimate

> Py(r)*< > Py(r)

0<N<qr, NeR

Letting R’ denote the set of all integers 0 < N < ¢ such that It,,~q,+p1b1(N) < 0.99a9
and Itg,—13 {4550, 4+D305(N) < 0.99a3, we similarly deduce

> Py < > Pa(r)?
0<N<q) NeR/

therefore

ZNER PN(T)z
ZNeR’ PN(T,)2

Py (r)?
) — g 0w, PY(D)

= S v Py (7P +0(1). (46)

= log
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Set bf := | (5/6)a1 | and f(z) = |2sin(7zx)|, as usual, and let
Hy(c) :={0< N <qr : by(N)=c}.

We distinguish between the cases a; > D and a7 < D.

Case 1. Assume that a; > D. Corollary [§ shows that

S Py(r)? < > Py(r)%.

NER NER
‘bo(N)—b6‘<10\/a1 loga;

Hence in the numerator of (G it is enough to keep those N for which |bo(N) — bj| <

10+/aq log a1, leading to

Z zNGHo(C)ﬂR Py (r)?

hlr) = log > wem Pa (TP

+ O(1). (47)
ceN
le—bg|<10v/a1 log a1
The map N = Zg%;ol be(N)ge — N' := 25;11 be(N)q, introduced in Section H is a
bijection from Hy(c) N R to R'. By the product form (28) and Proposition [I1 for any
N € Hy(c) N R we have

Pv(r)  Tq baollgor || + €o(N)\ T (as+---+a)¥*  logas
Py () Hqu <7“, ) H exp <O ( CAE + = >>

q0 4y

c—1
= (H F(b+Dr+ EO(N))) exp(O(log ap)).
b=0

Here (b+ 1)r 4+ €9(V) is bounded away from 1. By the definition of R, either ay < a1
or bi(N) < 0.99as, therefore Lemma [l gives

1
b+ 1)r+eo(N)>r+eo(N)> o
1

Comparing the sum to the corresponding Riemann integral, we thus get

c—1 c/a1
> log f((b+1)r +eo(N)) = al/ log f(z) dz + O(log ay ).
b=0 0

Here ¢/a; =5/6 + O(y/(logai)/a1), hence the Taylor expansion

y 5/6
/ logf(x)dx:/ log f(z)dz + O((y — 5/6)?)
0 0
and the definition (2] of Vol(4;) show that

c—1
Zlogf (b+1Dr+eo(N)) = Voigfl)al + O(log ay).
b=0
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For any N € Hyp(c) N R we thus have

Py(r) ox Vol(41)
PN/ (7"/) a P < 47

a; + O(log a1)>

consequently

2 NeEHo ()R Py (r)? — exp <V01(41)
Yoner Pn(r')? 2
Summing over all ¢ € N such that |c — bj| < 10v/a; log a1, estimate (47)) simplifies to

V01(41 )
2T

a1 + O(log a1)> .

h(r) = a1 + O(log aq),

as claimed.

Case 2. Assume that a; < D. We first claim that

d P < > Pa(r) (48)
NER NER
bl(N)<a2

To any N € R such that b1(N) = ag, let us associate N* := N — ¢;. Note that N* is
obtained from N by reducing the Ostrowski digit b1(N) = ag by 1, i.e. bi(N*) =ay — 1
and by(N*) = by(N) for all £ # 1. We necessarily have bo(N) = by(N*) = 0, and by
definition (8)), e¢(N*) = ¢(N) for all £ > 1. The product form (7 thus gives

(a2 — D)gallqor|| + EQ(N)>
q2 '

log Pn+(r) —log Pn(r) = —log P, <r,

Following the steps in the proof of Proposition [ (ii), here

(a2 — Dgallgor| + 52(N)>
q2

Y

—log Py, <7“, —C (14 I{ay =131 (b (N)>0.99a5} 03 + log a1)
Z _Ca

hence Py (r) < Py+(r). Since the map N — N* is an injection from {N € R : by(N) =
as} to {N € R : bj(N) < as}, the estimate (@8] follows.
In particular, (46]) gives

= log Z ' Y NeHo(NR, b (N)<as PN ()7
ZNeR’ Py(r ( )

The map N = 375 be(N)ge — N’ := Y77 by(N)g, introduced in Section H is a
bijection from {N € Hyp(c) N R : b1(N) < a2} to R'. The product form (28) and
Proposition [Il now yield

+0(1). (49)

Py(r
PN,ETI) (Hf ((b+1 7"+€0(N))> exp(O(1)).
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By the definition of R, either ag < 1 or by (N) < 0.99ag, therefore Lemma [0l gives
b+ 1)r+eo(N) >r+eo(N)> 1.
The same points are also bounded away from 1:
(b+ 1)r + o(V) < (a1 = 1)r + [lagr]| <1 -,

therefore 1 < [[i—g f((b+ 1)r + e0(N)) < 1. In particular, 1 < Py (r)/Py (1) < 1,
and we obtain )
D NeHo()NR, by (N)<az PN (T)

ZNER’ PN(TI)2
The estimate ([@9) thus simplifies to h(r) = O(1), as claimed. O

1« < 1.

6 Value distribution of J,,

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 4l We follow the strategy in [7, Theorem
4]. However, since we will have to work with weaker assumptions than those which are
presupposed there, several modifications of the argument are necessary.

Proof of Theorem [4. For p/q = [0;aq,...,ar] with convergents ps/qe, 1 < ¢ < L,
writing p for the multiplicative inverse of p modulo ¢ we have

L
log(T41(P/a)) = Y Mae-1/ar)

=1
L
Vol (4 Vol(4
_ Z( 2( 1) _q - hlgenfa) — (1) @ >
= T Q-1 2m Q-1
L
Vol (4 Vol (4 _ Vol(4 _
- Z( o l)aﬁh(qpl/qé)Jr olid) (qﬁ o >> _ Yollh)ars -,
2m 2 a@ G 2mqr,

~
Il

1

where we used that q;/qr—1 = ag + qv—2/qe—1. Setting

V(@) = h(z) + 220 (w— 1),

2 T

this yields

V01(41)qL,1
2rqr,

L
log(T41(B/a) = 3 (wz T w(qz_l/qe)) -

2
/=1

The term behind the bracket is negligible. By Case (3) of |6, Theorem 1.3] the limit
distribution of
TS ap  2loglog N — 2vg + 2log(6/7)
6log N T

(50)
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(with respect to the normalized counting measure on Fy, as N — o0) is the standard
stable distribution with stability parameter 1 and skewness parameter 1 (here 7o de-
notes Euler’s constant); we note that in [6] the limit distribution is specified with scale
parameter 6/m, but this can be transformed to a standard stable distribution using e.g.
the formulas from Chapter 2.3 of [1§].

By Corollary 2 the function h(x) can be extended to a function which is almost
everywhere continuous. Let ¢ > 0 be given, and choose n = n(¢) > 0 “small”. By
Theorem Bl the function ¢*(z) from above is bounded on [n, 1], and thus by the Lebesgue
integrability condition it is Riemann integrable on [n, 1]. Consequently, there are step
functions f~ and f* such that

frla)<y*(@) < ffz), n<z<l,
and such that

1
/ fH@) — f (@) de < e/2. (51)
n

By Theorem [3] we also have

9% (2)] < c|log
for some sufficiently large constant ¢. A simple approximation argument then shows
that we can find functions ¢~ and g* such that

e g (z) <9¢*(z) < g™ (x) for z € (0,1),

e g (z) =clogz and g*(z) = c|log x| for z € (0,7],

e g () and g* (x) are Lipschitz-continuous on [, 1],

. fol g (x) — g~ (z)dx < ¢, provided that n = n(e) was chosen sufficiently small.

The way to obtain g~ and g is to start with clogx resp. c|logx| on the interval
(0,n] and with f~ resp. f* on the interval [n,1], and then combine these parts into a
function that is Lipschitz-continuous on [, 1] by “gluing together” these functions at
the discontinuities. This does not cause a problem, as there are only finitely many such
discontinuities. The last property can be satisfied because of (&1l), together with the fact
that fon |log x| dx can be made arbitrarily small by choosing 7 as small as necessary. For
an application of Theorem 1.2 of [6] it is necessary to check that assumption (1.4) of that
paper is verified for the functions g~ and gt defined above. This is indeed easily seen to
be the case, since by construction the functions are Lipschitz-continuous on [, 1], and
since they are +clogx near zero (we can choose for example the parameters ag = 3,
Ao =1/2, ko =1 in assumption (1.4) of [6]). An application of Theorem 1.2 of [6] thus
shows that for

-2 Mty (@)

™ Jo 14z

"

the limit distribution of

<ZZL=1 g (qéq/Qz)) —u~ log N
Vieg N
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is normal with mean zero and some variance 02 > 0; consequently with a stronger scaling
factor the limit distribution of

Y1 9 (q-1/q0)
log N

is a Dirac measure at p~. A similar result holds for g™ and p* in place of g~ and ™.
Since fol g7 (z) — g~ (z)dx < e we have u™ — u~ < 2e. Upon letting € — 0 this implies
that the limit distribution of
log J4, 2loglog N n <270 — 2log(6/m) n 4 Ly (z) d )
— x
%&11) log N s i Vol(41) Jo 1+=

=:D

is the standard stable distribution with stability parameter 1 and skewness parameter
1, as claimed. O
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