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INEQUALITIES FOR DIFFERENCES OF DYSON’S RANK FOR
ALL ODD MODULI

KATHRIN BRINGMANN AND BEN KANE

1. Introduction and Statement of results

A partition of a non-negative integer n is any non-increasing sequence of positive
integers whose sum is n. As usual, let p(n) denote the number of partitions of n. The
partition function satisfies the famous “Ramanujan congruences” declaring that for
¢ € {5,7,11} we have for all n > 0 that p(cn+J.) =0 (mod c¢), where ¢, is defined by
the congruence 249, =1 (mod ¢). In order to understand these from a combinatorial
point of view, Dyson defined the rank of a partition as its largest part minus its
number of parts [11]. Atkin and Swinnerton-Dyer [4] later proved that Dyson’s rank
indeed provides a combinatorial explanation of the congruences modulo 5 and 7, but
not the congruence modulo 11. To simplify notation, for integers 0 < a < ¢, we let
N(a,c;n) to be the number of partitions of n whose rank is congruent to a (mod c).

Rank differences have been the focus of several works and lead to interesting new
automorphic forms, so called harmonic Maass forms. Harmonic Maass forms are
generalizations of modular forms, in that they satisfy the same transformation law,
and (weak) growth conditions at cusps, but instead of being holomorphic, they are
annihilated by the weight k£ hyperbolic Laplacian. As an example, consider the func-
tion

n q
flg) =1+ ;(N(O,Q,n) N(1,2,n))q" =1+ ; T 0T &F A aE
which is one of the third order mock theta functions Ramanujan defined in his last
letter to Hardy [19]. Thanks to work of Zwegers [22] this function is now known
to be the “holomorphic part” of a harmonic Maass form. A similar phenomenon is
true for all the rank generating functions [7]. Asymptotic and exact formulas for the
coeflicients of f(q) are proven by Dragonette [10], Andrews [1], and the first author
and Ono [6]. These imply (as conjectured by Ramanujan) that

a(n) == N(0,2,n) — N(1,2,n) ~ %(71)%1{% exp (m /% _ i) ,

In particular we obtain that for n sufficiently large (a statement which can be made
precise) @&(n) is positive (resp. negative) if n is odd (resp. even), which was first
observed by Lewis [17] using combinatorial methods.
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928 KATHRIN BRINGMANN AND BEN KANE

We next observe that the process of partition conjugation yields the identity
(1.1) N(a,c;n) = N(c—a,cn).

In their proof of Dyson’s rank conjecture Atkin and Swinnerton-Dyer [4] also showed
some non-trivial identities including

(1.2) N, 7;7Tn+1) = N(2,7;Tn+1) = N(3,7;Tn + 1).

Moreover they related rank differences to infinite (modular) products, such as

(1.3) i(N(O,7;7n+6)fN(1,7;7n+6))q”ff(q;q) S ORI CITFS
n=0 (an)oo

With the benefit of retrospect, we may now view, thanks to Zwegers’ thesis [21], such
identities in the framework of automorphic forms occurring from relations between
non-holomorphic parts of harmonic Maass forms. Their proof then boils down to a
calculation of a finite number of Fourier coefficients. Using this idea the first au-
thor, Ono, and Rhoades [9] found infinite families of modular relations between rank
differences which were then made explicit by S. Kang [15].

The situation is more complicated if one considers inequalities between rank dif-
ferences since here a proof cannot be reduced to a finite computation of Fourier
coefficients. For this reason only isolated examples of such inequalities have been
shown so far. For example, Andrews and Lewis [3, 17] proved that

N(0,2;2n) < N(1,2;2n) ifn>1,
N(0,4;n) > N(2,4;n) if 26 <n=0,1 (mod 4),
N(0,4;n) < N(2,4;n) if26 <n=2,3 (mod4).
Moreover, they conjectured (see Conjecture 1 of [3]).

Conjecture. (Andrews and Lewis)
For all n > 0, we have

N(0,3;n) < N(1,

1,3;n) ifn=0o0r2 (mod3),
N(0,3;n) > N(1,3;
(

n) in=1 (mod3).

This conjecture was proven (up to a finite number of exceptions in which case
one has equality) by the first author [5] using automorphic properties of the rank
generating functions combined with the Circle Method. Here we obtain a similar
result for the moduli 5,7, and 9. In view of (1.1) we only have to consider

N(a,c,n) — N(b,c,n)

with 0 < a < b < cgl. The following theorem treats all the rank differences for
moduli 5, 7, and 9.

Theorem 1.1. For sufficiently large n (see the Appendix for the exact statement) the
following hold:

(1) We have

N(a,5,5n +d) — N(b,5,5n+d) ¢ >
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(2) We have that the difference N(a,7,Tn+d) — N(b,7,7n + d) is
<0 if(a,b,d) €{(0,1,2),(2,3,2),(1,2,3),(2,3,4),(0,1,6), (0,2,6), (1,2,6)},
>0 if(a,b,d) € {(0,0,0),(1,0,0),(0,0,1),(0,2,2),(1,b,2), (0,1, 3),
(0,3,3),(2,3,3),(0,2,4),(1,2,4),(0,3,6),(1,3,6),(2,3,6)} .
(3) We have that the difference N(a,9,3n+d) — N(b,9,3n + d) is
<0 if (a,b,d) € {(0,1,0),(1,3,1),(2,3,1),(0,1,2), (0,2,2), (3,4,2)} ,
>0 if (a,b,d) € {(0,2,0),(0,3,0), (0,4,0), (1,b,0), (2,b,0), (0,b, 1),
(1,2,1),(a,4,1),(0,3,2),(1,,2),(2,b,2)}.

Remarks.

1) Some comments are in order concerning Theorem 1.1. Of the above inequalities
for the moduli 5 and 7 some were conjectured and some were proven by Garvan
[12, 13] using combinatorial methods. For completeness we decided to give a full list
for all (odd) moduli here (the remaining cases can be found in Theorem 1.2). We
further recall that the above mentioned equalities (1.2) and (1.3) arose from relations
between non-holomorphic parts and thus from a modern point of view can be seen as
statements about modular forms. Similarly, some of the inequalities in Theorem 1.1,
in particular those shown by Garvan, are statements about the positivity of Fourier
coefficients of modular forms. Of particular interest are those inequalities for which
this is not the case, i.e., the associated harmonic Maass forms also have nontrivial non-
holomorphic parts, for example the case (0,1,0) (for moduli 5), which is related to the
mock theta conjectures going back to Ramanujan. These are a list of ten identities
involving Ramanujan’s mock theta functions of order 5. Andrews and Garvan [2]
proved that these are equivalent to the truth of the following pair of combinatorial
identities

N(1,5,56n) = N(0,5,5n)+ po(n),
2N(2,5,5n+3) = N(1,5,5n43)+ N(0,5,5n 4 3) 4+ p1(n) + 1,

where pg(n) is the number of partitions of n with unique smallest part and all other
parts < the double of the smallest part and pi(n) is the number of partitions of n
with unique smallest part and all other parts < one plus the double of the smallest
part. Clearly these statistics are non-negative so the first mock theta identity implies
the case (0,1,0) of Theorem 1.1. The mock theta conjectures remained open until
Hickerson’s important paper [14] in which he used lengthy and highly complicated
combinatorial methods.

2) From [4], we know that in the missing cases equality holds for the cases 5 and 7,
while Santa-Gadea [20] has shown that equality holds in the two missing cases for
c=9.

3) The much weaker statement that both the greater than and less than inequalities
in (1), (2), (3) must be satisfied for at least one choice of n and d follows from an
observation of Knopp, Kohnen, and Pribitkin [16, p. 274].

Given the nature of the Andrews-Lewis Conjecture and Theorem 1.1 one might
expect a similar behavior in the case for general moduli, namely that rank inequalities
are dictated by congruence conditions. However, we show that in the case of higher
moduli the rank inequality is surprisingly unaffected by the residue class.
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that ¢ > 9 is an odd integer. Then for 0 < a <b < C;Ql we
have for n > Ng ., where Ngp o is an explicit constant, the inequality

N(a,c,n) > N(b,c,n).

Remarks.

1) The proof of Theorem 1.2 gives an explicit algorithm to determine the bound
Ng .. Using this algorithm we obtained the bounds necessary to show Theorem 1.1.
The bounds employed in the proof of Theorem 1.2 can be used to obtain the bounds
necessary to show Theorem 1.1. The only difference occurs in determining the main
term. Since the proof merely amounts to a numerical calculation we chose to not
include further details in the paper.

2) We recall that Atkin and Swinnerton-Dyer’s proof of Dyson’s rank conjecture relied
on identities like (1.2). Theorem 1.2 shows that although there are infinitely many
identities of type (1.3) by [9], identities of type (1.2) cannot exist for moduli above
9. Thus the rank cannot be used to dissect the partition function for any of these
moduli (not even for sufficiently large n).

2. Proof of Theorem 1.2

For simplicity we throughout assume that ¢ is a prime, since the case of composite
c is treated similarly but with slightly varying bounds. We write

c

(21) S (N(a,csm) = N(besm) a" = 23 py(a,b. R (50).
n j=1

2mi

where (. := e

and

o0
R(:50)i= 3. 3 Ninm)mq",
n=0meZ
with N(m,n) counting the number of partitions of n with rank m. Moreover,

oy (oo (220) s (220)).

Define the coefficients A (%, n) by

. s j
Tig) =1 A(Zin) g
R(¢Z5q) +7; (C,n>q

To determine the asymptotic behavior of (2.1), we use Theorem 1.1 of [5]. To state
this, we require some notation. We let k and h be coprime integers, and define h’
by hh/ = —1 (mod k) if k is odd and by hh' = —1 (mod 2k) if k is even. Moreover,
if ¢t k, we define 0 < [ < ¢ by the congruence I = jk (mod ¢). Moreover, if
% €(0,1)\ {%,1 5} then define the integer s(f,c) by

2676
0 ifo<Li<l
1 if l<f <1
2.2 s(f,c) = 6 ¢ 2
(2.2) (f.c) N il too
3 if2<L<1
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In particular, set s := s(l,¢). Let wyx be the multiplier occurring in the transfor-
mation law of the partition function p(n) (see [18]) which can be written in terms of
Gauss sums and in particular satisfies |wy, x| = 1. Moreover we define, for n,m € Z,
the following sums of Kloosterman type

T3 Wh .k _ 3mij2n/ 2mi ’
Bj crx(n,m) = (— 1)ijrl sin < j) 7’,}1/ e . ek (nhtmhl)
v [ 7
h  (mod k)* bln( c )

if ¢|k, and

Dj cr(n,m) = (—1)7** Z wn i - € (i),
h  (mod k)*

Here the sums run through all primitive residue classes modulo k. Moreover, for c1 k,
let

Lys(h)?+ L dfo<i<l
ke =) <RI+ Bor0-d) wi<t<l,
0 otherwise,
andfor0<£<%or§<i<1
202 ( 3752k? + 6ljk — jkc — 312 + lc — 2jrke + 21c7‘) if 0 < é < %,
Mjekr = 5= (—6jkc— 3j2k* + 6ljk + jkc + 6lc if 2 <i<l.
1
—31% — 2¢% — lc + 2jrke + 2¢(c — l)r)

In [5], the following asymptotic formulas for the coefficients A (%, n) were shown using
the Circle Method.

Theorem 2.1. If 0 < j < ¢ are coprime integers and c is odd, then for positive
integers n we have that

A<j;n> 4@ - ]ck )inh(wJT)JrS\/jQ:L_(?)

1<k:<f
clk

% Z Dj7c,k( n, mj7p7k7r) sinh 77\/2(5j7c,;€’r(24n — 1) n O (ne) '
1<k<vn \/E \/gk ‘
ctk

r>0
Sj,e,k,r>0

Remarks.
We note that by work of the first author and Ono [8] an exact formula for A ( %; n)
involving infinite sums on k is known. To prove Theorem 1.2 one could also employ
this formula and bound the tails (i.e., those terms with large k) for example by using
spectral theory. However it seems much more complicated to make these bounds
explicit.

Inserting Theorem 2.1 into (2.1) yields that

c—1

(2.3) N(a,c;n) — N(b,c;n) = Z (Sj(a,b;c) + Tj(a,b;¢)) + Oc (n°),

[
—
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where

(24)  Sj(abie) == pj(asb,e)- ik = > Bierl O)Smh(m)»

cv24n — 1<k<ym 6k
ik

16V/3 - sin (Z2)
cv/24n — 1
- Dien(=nmjenr) o <7r\/2§j,c’k,r(24n - 1)) |
il vk V3k

(2.5) Tj(a,b;c) := pj(a,b,c)

In order to show Theorem 1.2, we must determine which terms give the main contri-
bution to (2.3) and then bound the other terms explicitly.

2.1. Determining the main terms. We first compare the occurring arguments of
the hyperbolic sines in (2.4) and (2.5) in order to determine the main terms. In the
sums S, one can directly see that the largest argument occurs when k = c. In Tj the
term coming from k = 1,7 = 0, and j = 1 has the argument

m/200(24n — 1
(2.6) TV 200(24n — 1)
V3
where §gp = % — 5+ i. We will proceed to show that this gives the main con-
tribution to (2.3). Using that ¢ > 7, it is not hard to see that the argument in the
hyperbolic sine is smaller in the terms coming from S;. Turning to T}, we may assume

that » = 0, since for fixed j and k: this yields the largest argument. Assuming without
loss of generality that 0 < & < =, we have

I3/ 1
Sieno=———+=[- = < do.
Jrek0 26+2(c> Tog =%

Moreover, for k = 1, we have [ = j and d;.1,0 < 6o, when j # 1, which yields that
the main contribution occurs for k =1, r» =0, and j = 1.
The main term coming from & =1, r =0, and j = 1 gives the contribution

Tl(a’b; C) = %pl(a’ bv C) 8\/§Sin (%) sinh (W\/W) .

V24dn — 1 V3

We note that the sign of this equation is entirely determined by the sign of p;(a, b, c),
which is clearly positive since 0 < a < b < Cgl. This yields that N(a,c¢,n) > N (b, ¢, n)
for n sufficiently large. In the following we will make this statement more precise.

2.1.1. Bounding the contribution of S; and T;. We first consider S; and estimate
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|Sj(a, b;c)|
8|pjabc|\f Z Bje(= 0)|Sinh<ﬂv2§2_l)
cv24n —1 1<k<vm
clk
k
V24n — 1 1
< —8“””6'\[ ( )’mh(” " ) DD D —
Cy/ 24n — 6c 1<k<y/m (hhk:)1 L |Sln (T)’
clk bR)=

We estimate the inner sum using the inequality

(2.7)
1 1
z’“: 1 <j 1 <j 12k (1+log(55h))
(hhlc:)£1 [sin (Z2)| © ¢ h=1 [sin (%) © ™ h 1h(1_72%) - W(l_g%)

This yields
|5 (a, b; c)]|

161030, b, 0)/B sin (£1)] (1-+ log (55
c/24n — 1 77(17754)

64 (1 +log (52)) nt b (71'\/2411 - 1)
V24n —1¢2V/3r (1 —gz) 6c ’

We note that this estimate could be improved in specific cases.

We next explicitly estimate the error coming from 7} and we will trivially bound
Djcr(—n,mjcrr) by k in all instances. Using the above, we see that every term
inside the sum with k£ > 2, for each 7 such that ;. , > 0, can be bounded against

1 200(24n — 1)\ _ k7 ,/FCiiD
ksinh | nX—"— 2| < —¢ P A
24/3

2
Due to symmetry we may in the following assume that % < %. We note that the
number of r satisfying 6; .5, > 0 is decreasing as a function of | and thus has its

maximum at [ = 1, in which case it equals

+1+3 c+18
24 '

2c 24
Thus the contribution coming from k # 1 can be estimated against
4(0 + 18) 3 /250 (24n—1)
— .  nie 2V3 .
3v3cy/24n — 1
Moreover, letting 61 := d2.¢ 1,0, the contribution of £k = 1 can be estimated against
2(c+18) . \/251<¢2;T—1)
—————¢ 3 .
V3ey/24n — 1
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2.2. Estimation of the error term arising in the Circle Method. We next
explicitly estimate the error terms which occurred in Theorem 2.1 from using the
Circle Method. For the readers convenience, we first recall the required set up of the
Circle Method following [5].

2.2.1. Set up. By Cauchy’s Theorem we have for n > 0
j 1 [ N(Lq)
Al =; =— | —<—~4
<c’n) 271 /C gt G

N(i;(l) =R (¢q),

and where C'is an arbitrary path inside the unit circle surrounding 0 counterclockwise.
Choosing the circle with radius e~ and as a parametrisation ¢ = e~ = 727 with
0<t<1, gives

. 1 .
A (j;n> — / N (J;e—ijwrzm't) . g2m—2mint gy
c 0 c

where

Define
1 1
W = =
Rk k(ky 4+ k) R (ke + k)
where % < < D2 are adjacent Farey fractions in the Farey sequence of order

2

h
k k
N := [n!/2]. From the theory of Farey fractions it is known that

(2.8)

We decompose the path of integration in paths along the Farey arcs —19;% P < 19;;, s
where ® =t — 2 and 0 < h < k < N with (h, k) = 1. Thus

j 2mihn ik 7 2m ; 2mnz
A <n) = Ze‘#/ N (;ek'(hﬂz)) ce TR 4,
¢ h,k — 0k ¢

E
n

where z = = —k®i. Applying the transformation law for the rank generating functions
shown in [5] gives

A<i;n):;+;+;
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where

o T (—1)jk+1 _ 37ij2kh!  2rmihn
E = gsin | —= E Whk ——F e k
1 ¢ h.,k sin (%)

w in
T2kz [V (j;q1> do,

c

. _ 2mih’sj _ 3wih/j%k | 6mih’lj _ 2mihn
whe (1) em 7 e
)

\g
I
|
N
~.
=.
=
N
o |3
N———

h,k
ctk
17
Ok 1 2z 1 x ﬂ—%
x/ z272.¢ (n—31)+ = q % .N(jh”l7c;q1)d(1)7
—Vhk
. 7Tj Wh,k _ 2mihn _ 3wih/v2 | miklv
E = 2sin? () P (—1) e 7w T
C
3 h,k v (mod k)

Here ¢ := e%(hq'%),

N((Lb, c (]) = % ( 0 (_1)me_ T .i]i:)m+l)+1;18(b)0)+%
(¢ 9)o0 = 1—e e -gmte
o (_1)m€’r2"’ . q%(3771-&—1)—’ms(b,c)—2—}’C
B m; 1— o5 gmt ) 7
and

Ty WL TZX
. )i

2
Lcku(2) ¢:/@7swim -
J R E 6k k

ijc(x) =

with
cosh(z)

c

To estimate ), we split N (th,, ql) into a contribution coming from the constant

term (which will be part of the main contribution) and an error contribution coming
from the remaining terms. We denote the associated sums by S7 and S3. Throughout
we need the easily verified fact that Re(z) = £, Re(1) > &, 2|72 <n? . k"2, and

/ " 2
Uk + 9k < movr

2.2.2. Estimation of So. We get

s | —
C

k—1

3 1
T X e

k<N h=1 ry
clk (hk)=1

Sy <2

o (2) )
&
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To estimate ‘eﬁ (N (%;ql) — 1)‘, recall that

h 1 1 —Ch oo ™ (3m+1)
N (;Q1> =T ( Z o I
c (q1:q1)e  (q1:q1)0 1—C qi

m=1

m %(3m+1)

(q1:91) mzzl 1-— Cc
Thus |eﬁ (N (%;ql) — 1)| can be bounded against

oo

- oo
e24 Z p(m) e~ ™ 4 31 Z p(m) e=™™ Z e_w
m=1

m=1 m=0

1—¢P 1—(h
R
]-_<qu ]-_Cc 7”

77rm(3m+1)

%) %)
i _ ™ . _
o 3 i 221+ on (D 5 i 55

m=1 m=1

This gives the estimate

. (T
s | —
c
oo _ mm(3m+1)

o
€ 2 —
0= 3 e s

m=1 m=1

k—1

o5 (o2 (1 o (D) ats ) E et

|Sln (T

SQ S 2627T

where

Using (2.7) and estimating the sum on k yields

8627 (ca-42 (L Joos (2)) a1+ o)) i (%)} (14 o
m(1-57)c

2.2.3. Terms in ), with positive exponent. We next estimate the terms in ), cor-
st 312
responding to positive exponents in the g-expansion of et#= q° **NGh,lc;q)

which will contribute to the error. We denote this series by N*(jh',1,¢;¢1) and de-
note the whole associated sum by T5. We have

()

Sy <

)

Ty < 8™ |IN* (h,1,¢;q1)] -

c’[k

To estimate N*, we write

. —LC C+2 s
N(h,l,c;q1) = — Gt * + G,
s vy & 1 1_1
2(q15q1) o0 (1 — (g ) 2(q15q1) o0 (1 —Ch g )

. - o (3m+1)—
|G g (et il i 3
2( ) _p m+i
q1:491)00 1—¢ g

(_1)m ql% (Bm—+1)+sm

. L
2(q1391) ooyt 1—¢h q;” c
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We only estimate the first summand since the other terms are treated similarly. For
this, we write

—*+Sfl— 312 P o0 00

2c %oz 3 ir

(29) ZCQqu €12 Cgch 2(‘ c E § C h'r c
2((11; q1)oo (1 —Chqy © ) n—=0 r=0

If s = 0, then the terms contributing to N* are given by

1 _xt 3z, = >
(2.10) ie—fiﬂﬁz Y e +Ze © 3 plm)e™™
r>70 m=1
with

poom |13 ¢
O T2 e Tadl |

It is not hard to see that (2.10) can be estimated against
Jr

2
3ml o
20+ 202 +31

< —.
2(1*6‘%) 2(1%—%) T2(l-eF)

In the case s # 0, (2.9) can be bounded by

e

+M_ mz +=
le 2(‘ 2¢2 24( +C) 1+CZ
2 1_6—% Y=ol —e )
Thus N* can be estimated against

2+ ¢ (14 e™0 1
z(i()) 5™ (Lt e2) (e e + 1) =2 A(e),

where ( :
s — I (3m+1)+3mm
€ 2
€3 = Z 1 — em—T™m
m=2
We hence obtain the bound
Ty < 16A(c) [sin <M> nie™
c

2.2.4. Estimation of ) 5. We next consider the error coming from >3- For this, we

write ch(aj) + H; (z) = Hjc(z), with ch(a:) ==+

251n(c) nh(ajim])
We denote the contribution of these functions to I; . x . (x) by I ek (2). Proceeding
as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [5], we obtain
(z)‘ < i : L /e_%Re(é)ﬁdt
R

22| % [sin (% — g + %) [sin ()]

+
‘Z chku

; c

2V3 (Re (2) [¢1)* Jsin (%) sin (% - & + =)

S B @ E D)
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"(7)
sm | —
Cc

We next estimate the sum on v. We have

1 1
- p — _ =92 —_—
D 13 R D DS €y o

(
([;] . (8]
=2 T 70 =\l +

= lsin (5 £ 5)]

This yields the inequality

Z < 236271-71_i
A

3

1
22 2 klsin (¢ — & £

* k<Nv (mod k)

—
i~
BN
—
]

(OS]

—~

ISIES

SN—

+

& {15 G(E - )7} T R0-5)

where {z} := = — [z]. Combing the above bounds gives the estimate

Z < 2% . 2121 ’sin (LCJ)‘ log (%)
ol Var (1-5;) '

2.2.5. Symmetrizing paths of integration. We write

9" 1 1 1

/ h,k /kN / k(k+k1) /kN
’ 1 1
719h,k T kN T kN

=Ty
and estimate the contributions to the error terms from the last two integrals as before
2
(using Re(z) = £, Re(%) < k, and [2[> > %;). Their contribution to 3, can be
8e2m 1 (1 +log (51)) - ni

estimated against
sin | — || .
er (1- %) c

We next consider the error that is introduced by symmetrizing »,, which can be

estimated against
sin <7U> ‘ g k3 2k
c
r.k

5j,c,k,r>0

Recall that §; .k, > 0 implies that s € {0,3}. For s = 0, the sum on r equals

SeQﬂ

e

_mly3mi? 2l
T (e*%”’ - 1) 20
<

27l

2

" e —1 1l—e"%



INEQUALITIES FOR DIFFERENCES OF DYSON’S RANK FOR ALL ODD MODULI 939

The case s = 3 is treated similarly and yields the same error term. Thus the error
introduced by symmetrizing ), can be estimated against

sm | —
C

2.2.6. Error introduced by integrating along the smaller arc. To finish the evaluation
of 37, and ), we have to consider integrals of the form

1
JkT:=Q/WN 23 F(Em3)+E) o,

’
1
EN

1 6271'60
nt———.
1—e" "¢

16e2™

Substituting z = % — ik® gives

it
o=k M )
1 Jk_ i

N
We denote the circle through % + ﬁ and tangent to the imaginary axis at 0 by I'.

Writing z = z + iy, I is given by 2% + y? = aw, with o := £ 4+ <. We change the
path of integration into the larger arc by Cauchy’s Theorem and then estimate the
contribution to the error term from the integral along the smaller arc by using the
fact that on the smaller arc we have 2 > a > %, Re(z) < %, and Re(%) < k. Denoting
by A the smaller arc on the circle, we can estimate the contribution against

4 [k i+,/ﬁ s a—21:d
o i T ———dx
3\ n 0 2Va—z

It is not hard to see that the function f(x) := 20\‘/;2% on [0, o] obtains its maximum

Eeszﬂr/ |z|_%dz < 1627r+27r'r'a—% .
A k

k

at £ = 0. Thus we have a contribution of at most

3 1
2 1[4 (k\* 1 (k\* 4 5\ 2
R (3 () =t () ) < (5+20) e
This yields, using (2.7), that the contribution coming from ), can be bounded by

4 (42 Jsin ()] (1 +1og (552)) e+ ot

me (1-5)

Similarly the contribution coming from ), can be estimated against

) 7Tj 4 5 6271'50—‘1-271'
in (2 )| (= +28) .
(3]G ==

Having bounded all of the relevant terms, we conclude Theorem 1.2.

8
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Appendix

Following the argument given in the proof of Theorem 1.2 to bound the error terms,
one can obtain effective bounds for ¢ = 5, ¢ = 7, and ¢ = 9 beyond which the main
term of the asymptotic formula dominates the other terms. Noting that the sign of
the main term is determined by n modulo c easily gives Theorem 1.1 for sufficiently
large n. Since the upper bounds for integers that might not satisfy the inequalities in
Theorem 1.1 are relatively small, we obtain the explicit set of exceptions to Theorem
1.1 after a quick computer check (calculations were done here with MAGMA and
MAPLE). For 0 < a < b < Cgl and d (mod ¢) fixed, Tables 1, 2, and 3 contain the
set of n = d (mod ¢) which do not satisfy the inequality given in Theorem 1.1 for
¢=5,¢c=7,and ¢ = 9, respectively. For brevity we omit the choices of (a,b,d) for
which there are no exceptions.

TABLE 1. Exceptions to the inequality for ¢ = 5.

) Exceptions n

) {5,10,20,30,50}
) {7,27}

) {7,27}
)

)

{8}
(3,13}

TABLE 2. Exceptions to the inequality for ¢ = 7.

(a,b,d) Exceptions n

(0,1,0) {14, 42, 56,70, 84, 126}
(0,2,0) (14,42}

(0,3,0) {14, 42}

(1,2,0) {7,21,28,35,49,63,77,91,133}
(1,3,0) {7,21,28,35,49,63,77,91, 133}
(0,2,2) {2,9,23,30,51}
(2,3,2) {2,9,23,30,51}
(0,1,3) {10, 24, 52}

(0,3,3) {10,24,52}

(1,2,3) {10, 24,52}

(2,3,3) {10, 24,52}

(0,2,4) {11,18, 39,53}

(1,2,4) {11,18,39, 53}

(2,3,4) {11,18, 39,53}

(0,1,6) {13,27,41,48,55,76,83,07,111, 125}
(0,2,6) {13}

(0,3,6) {6,20, 34}

(1,2,6) {6,20,34}

(1,3,6) {13}
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TABLE 3. Exceptions to the inequality for ¢ = 9.

(a,b,d (mod 3)) Exceptions n
(0,1,0) {3,9,12,15,21, 27,33, 39,45, 57, 75}
(0,2,0) {3,6,12,15, 18,24}
(0,3,0) {6}
(0,4,0) {6}
(1,2,0) {3,12,15,21, 39}
(1,3,0) {3}
(1,4,0) {3}
(2,3,0) {6,9}
(2,4,0) {6,9}
(0,1,1) {4}
(0,3,1) {4, 16}
(1,2,1) {1,7,13,19,25}
(1,3,1) {1,4,10}
(1,4,1) {1,7}
(2,3,1) {1,7}
(2,4,1) {1,4,10}
(3,4,1) {1}
(0,1,2) {5}
(0,2,2) {2,5,14}
(0,3,2) {2,8}
(1,2,2) {5,8,11,17,23,35}
(1,4.2) {5}
(2,3,2) {2}
(2,4,2) {2,5,14}
(3,4,2) {2,8}
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