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Abstract. Computer experiments show that singly even multiples of 6 sur-

rounded by prime pairs exhibit a larger ratio of nonsquarefree to squarefree
multiples than generic singly even multiples of 6, a bias of ca 10.6% measured

against the expected value. The same bias occurs for isolated primes next to

singly even multiples of 6; here the deviation from the expected value is ca
3.3% of this value. The expected value of the ratio of singly even to doubly

even nonsquarefree multiples of 6 also differs from values found experimentally

for prime pairs centered on such multiples or isolated primes next to them. For
pairs, this ratio exceeds its unbiased value by ca 6.2%, for isolated primes by

ca 2.0%. The values cited are for the first 1010 primes, the largest range we

investigated. This paper broadens our recent study of a newly found bias in
the distribution of primes by examining singly and doubly even multiples of

6. In particular, it shows that for primes centered on or next to singly even
multiples of 6, the statistical biases in question are more pronounced than in

the general case studied by us before.

1. Introduction

In our recent work [1] we discovered that primes, that, with the exception of 2
and 3, always occur by multiples of 6, tend to be drawn in excess to nonsquarefree
multiples of 6 compared to their squarefree counterparts. More precisely, which is
key here, in excess to what would be expected in a non-biased distribution. The
effect is more pronounced for prime pairs than for isolated primes, but it is fairly
large in both cases and appears to be persistent and steady over a large range of
primes, up to the 1010 first primes that we examined.

This persistence is particularly striking for this kind of phenomenon, being in
sharp contrast, for instance, to the Chebyshev effect, another bias in the distribution
of primes, much better known for it was discovered already in 1853 and has been
studied ever since. The Chebyshev bias (see, e.g., [4]) manifest itself in that primes
of the form 4k + 3 are slightly more common than those of the competing form,
4k+1. The absolute difference between the numbers of primes in these two classes
grows with the number of primes, but too slowly for this effect to remain steady in
relative terms.

We found out our bias by examining the ratio of the number of nonsquarefree
to the number of squarefree multiples of 6. The ratio exact value can be obtained
theoretically. Comparing this theoretical value to the one found experimentally for
the multiples of 6 that attract primes, we noticed that they differ quite markedly:
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the actual ratio was bigger, indicating that primes favor nonsquarefree multiples of
6 over their squarefree counterparts.

In this paper, we study the same ratio too, but in the context of singly even
multiples of 6. Surprisingly, in this case, the bias, measured in terms of this ratio,
is even greater than the one uncovered before [1] for generic multiples of 6. In
this situation, the ratio in question too can be established theoretically (or found
numerically with very good accuracy) and compared to the one that is actually
manifested by singly even multiples of 6 occurring next to primes.

To be more exact, we study two ratios in this paper, or, more exactly still, two
sets of ratios: for two classes of primes, twins and isolated ones, as explained below.
However, the one mentioned above can be considered of principal interest.

The other ratio studied here is novel: it is that of the number of singly even to
the number of doubly even nonsquarefree multiples of 6. It turns out that the value
of this ratio determined experimentally in samples of primes near multiples of 6 is
also noticeably larger than the one established theoretically for this case.

As in our previous work [1], we concentrate on prime pairs and isolated primes
separately. As was the case there, here too we see a marked difference in the effect
magnitude, measured in the ratio deviation from its expected value, between these
two classes of primes. The difference in magnitudes is about 3 to 1 for the prime
pairs, just as in the other effect. There is little doubt that these effects are related,
which means that the present work can be seen as an extension of our 2018 study.
It is advisable to read [1] to better understand this work.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The next section presents the data
describing the phenomena studied here along with a computer code that can be
used to generate it. The data analysis, with its main focus on the ratios discussed
above, is conducted in yet another section, which is followed by conclusion, where
some comparisons of our effect to other effects of this kind studied in the literature
on the distribution of primes are drawn.

2. Data and Code

In this section, we present and explain the data from computer experiments we
conducted using a free number theory software, PARI/GP [2], whose sample code
that generates the data is also provided below. The data is collected in four tables.
Tables 1 and 3 collect the data for twin primes, while tables 3 and 4 for isolated
primes.

Data
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The last column of each table is labeled Legend. It contains references - (1)
through (6) for twin primes and (1) through (10) for isolated primes - to the contents
of tables’ rows. Using these references, we will now briefly explain these contents,
starting from the common to all tables.

The top data row in each table is the same. Referenced by (1), it holds the
exponents n of powers of 10 that represent the total number of consecutive primes,
a certain range, from which data samples were collected. The smallest sample
draws the data from the first 106 primes, with 6 being the exponent in question,
the largest one goes up to the first 1010 primes.

The last three bottom rows are also very much the same in that they contain the
final results. More precisely, the values of some ratios, both theoretical (expected)
and experimental, the latter based on the data in higher rows. We choose to keep
the numerical values of these ratios up to 4 decimal digits, but in the analysis in
the next section we round them off them to first three leading digits.
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The last row contains the measure of deviation, the percent deviation, which
informs how much the experimental ratio in question differs from its expected value.
It is the ratio of the difference between the values of the experimental ratio and
the theoretical one to the latter, this fraction expressed in percents. This number
is also the measure of bias(es) that we study in the paper.

Other rows of the tables are specific to each table, so let us now explain them for
each table individually, using the row references. The whole numbers they collect
per each individual data sample (prime range) differ as the ranges expand, but the
ratios in final rows change rather little.

Table 1.
(2) - sf - number of squarefee multiples of 6 that attract twin primes,
(3) - nsf - number of nonsquarefee multiples of 6 that attract twin primes.

Table 2.
(2) - sfnext1 - number of squarefree multiples of 6 that attract isolated primes

of the form 6k + 1,
(3) - sfnext5 - number of squarefree multiples of 6 that attract isolated primes

of the form 6k + 5,
(4) - nsfnext1 - number of nonsquarefree multiples of 6 that attract isolated

primes of the form 6k + 1,
(5) - nsfnext5 - number of nonsquarefree multiples of 6 that attract isolated

primes of the form 6k + 5,
(6) - total sf - total number of squarefree multiples of 6 in (2) - (3),
(7) - total nsf - total number of nonsquarefree multiples of 6 in (4) - (5).

Table 3.
(2) - se - number of singly even multiples of 6 that attract twin primes,
(3) - de - number of doubly multiples of 6 that attract twin primes.

Table 4.
(2) - senext1 - number of singly even multiples of 6 that attract isolated primes

of the form 6k + 1,
(3) - senext5 - number of singly even multiples of 6 that attract isolated primes

of the form 6k + 5,
(4) - denext1 - number of doubly even multiples of 6 that attract isolated primes

of the form 6k + 1,
(5) - denext5 - number of doubly even multiples of 6 that attract isolated primes

of the form 6k + 5,
(6) - total se - total number of singly even multiples of 6 in (2) - (3),
(7) - total de - total number of doubly multiples of 6 in (4) - (5).

Code

As mentioned, the above data was obtained using PARI/GP [2]. To verify it,
we employed Wolfram Mathematica [3]. For the sake of completeness, a PARI/GP
example code that one can use to produce the data for prime pairs (tables 1 and
3) is included below.

The first piece of the code calculates the numbers of squarefree and nonsquarefree
singly even multiples of 6 that attract prime pairs, while the other the numbers of
singly and doubly even nonsquarefree multiples of 6 that do so, as also reflected in
the code comments.
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For Table 1:

k=6; c1=0; c2=0; forprime(n=3, prime(10^k), isprime(n+2)&&

valuation(n+1,2)==1&&((issquarefree(n+1)&&c1++)||c2++));

print1(c1, ", ", c2) \\c1, c2 = #’s of squarefree, nonsquarefree

For Table 3:

k=6; c1=0; c2=0; forprime(n=3, prime(10^k), isprime(n+2)&&

!issquarefree(n+1)&&((valuation(n+1,2)==1&&c1++)||c2++));

print1(c1, ", ", c2) \\c1, c2 = #’s of singly, doubly even

For isolated primes, the code is more complex and a bit cumbersome to present
here.1 In principle, however, it is as easy as the above pieces that can be copied
and pasted into your PARI/GP installation to produce the data for the first 10k

primes (k being 6 above) in virtually no time.

3. Analysis

In [1], we introduced a certain ratio, denoted by R, that allowed us to detect
an anomalous distribution of primes with respect to the multiples of 6. To recall,
R stands for the ratio of the number of nonsquarefree to the number of squarefree
multiples of 6. In what follows we will refer to it as Rg, with the superscript g
meaning generic. In this paper, we examine two ratios of this kind. We will denote
them by R and S.

The former, as the notation suggests, is of the same nature as in [1], but not
exactly the same. Not in principle and, as we will see below, not even close nu-
merically. It cannot be the same as we now limit ourselves to a certain class of
multiples of 6: singly even multiples of 6. It is only for this kind of multiples (as
opposed to the doubly even ones), that we can calculate this ratio. For the other
kind, it is not well defined as there are no doubly even multiples of 6 that would
also be squarefree. Hence here, to spell it out, R is the ratio of the number of
nonsquarefree to the number of squarefree singly even multiples of 6.

Recall that in the previously studied generic case, the expected (theoretical)
value of this ratio was Rg

0 = π2/3 − 1 and its numerical value was 2.290 for
practical purposes, by which we meant primarily rounding it off to the 3rd decimal
digit. We use the subscript 0 to denote that we mean the expected value of this
ratio. The real (experimental) value can, in principle, be and actually is different
as we have found out. It is also the case in this study.

In the situation studied here, R0 = π2/6 − 1 and its numerical value is 0.645,
using the same practical rule for rounding it off.

The other ratio S is the ratio of the number of singly even to the number of
doubly even nonsquarefree multiples of 6. Here we are concerned with nonsquarefree
multiples of 6, comparing them for singly and doubly even such multiples. As noted
above, when discussing R, we cannot form such a ratio for squarefree multiples of
6.

Its expected value is S0 = 1 − 6/π2 and rounded off the same way yields the
value of 0.392.

1We plan to provide both the data and the full code in a separate file to be available online.
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It is against these values that we compare the distribution of primes with respect
to singly (the case of R) as well as both singly and doubly even (the case of S)
multiples of 6.

Let us focus on R first. Our findings for this case are presented in tables 1 and
2, the former containing both the data and results for prime pairs while the latter
for isolated primes.

As we see from Table 1, there is quite a bit of difference between the experimental
and theoretical values of R. Moreover, this difference grows steadily, as the range
(number) of primes studied grows too. The growth seems asymptotic for it clearly
decelerates. For the largest range we examined (the first 1010 primes), the largest
value of R turned out to be 0.713, leading to the relative difference between the
experimental and theoretical values of R of 10.62%, quite a difference indeed, bigger
than in the generic case where it is only 6.0%.

From Table 2, a similar pattern emerges, although the growth in R here is visibly
stronger for it does not seem to show clear signs of slowing down. Yet, the difference
between the experimental and theoretical values is smaller than in the case of twin
primes: only 0.667 for the first 1010 primes, which amounts to a 3.35% difference
between the experimental and theoretical values. However, this difference is, again,
bigger than in the generic case where it is only 1.9%.

Let us now examine S, for which our findings are collected in tables 3 and 4,
the former containing both the data and results for prime pairs while the latter for
isolated primes.

The prime pairs present a more interesting case of the two in that S is not growing
steadily here, but shows pretty regular oscillations 2: its values are bigger for prime
ranges with odd exponents. Yet, when prime ranges are considered separately with
respect to their odd and even exponents, we see a steady growth again. The largest
value of S is 0.392, attained for the first 109 primes. This value is practically 6.2%
larger than the expected value of S. It would be interesting to see if this pattern
holds for another two range exponents. It is of course possible that this effect is
spurious being entirely due to statistical fluctuations; a more thorough statistical
analysis as well as more data is needed to fully resolve this issue.

The case of isolated primes is more in line with other cases studied here in that
a steady growth is also quite apparent. For the largest prime range, we get 0.400
for the experimental value of S, which contrasted with S0 gives rise to a 2.01%
difference, also quite large by typical measures of biases studied in number theory.

Let us summarize our findings now.
What the data from our experiments reveals is that singly even multiples of 6

surrounded by prime pairs exhibit a larger ratio of the number of nonsquarefree
to squarefree multiples than generic singly even multiples of 6. It can be as large
as ca 10.6% for prime pairs and ca 3.3% for isolated primes measured against the
expected value of this ratio, either case exhibiting a more pronounced effect than
in the generic situation studied previously [1].

Moreover, the ratio of the number of the singly even to doubly even nonsquarefree
multiples of 6 also differs markedly from those found experimentally for prime pairs
centered on such multiples or isolated primes next to them. For pairs, this ratio
exceeds its unbiased value by ca 6.2%, for isolated primes by ca 2.0%.

2Note that the identical values of S in two different places in Table 3 are the result of rounding
off. They are really not equal as demonstrated by the values of the percent deviation.
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4. Conclusion

Studying biases in the distribution of prime numbers has a pretty long tradition
that can be traced back to at least the mid 19-th century when Pafnuty Chebyshev
discovered his eponymous effect that we have alluded to in the introductory section.
This effect, at first treated as not more than a mere curiosity, has over the years
attracted a considerably greater attention, even from first rank mathematicians [4],
[5].

In connection with this, let us direct our attention to Table 2. One sees in it
that there are more primes of the form 6k + 5 than of the form 6k + 1 next to
squarefree multiples of 6. Whereas here it is so only for singly even such multiples,
it is also true in the generic case of all primes, which is another manifestation
of the Chebyshev effect, but for another residue class than originally studied by
Chebyshev. Notice, however, that the case of nonsquarefree multiples of 6 is totally
reversed: the dominant species are primes of the form 6k + 1. Now, while this is
rather surprising, one observes this kind of squarefree vs nonsquarefree aspect also
in the original Chebyshev bias, although not as dramatic (no reversal). This effect
may not have been noted in the literature before, and we mention it here in passing
only; a more thorough discussion of it is planned for another publication.

Related to the Chebyshev bias, more in spirit than in exact nature, is a phe-
nomenon recently discovered by Lemke Oliver and Soundararajan [6]. While the
Chebyshev effect deals with primes of the form 4k + 1 and 4k + 3, this effect is
concerned with last digits of primes, i.e., with primes congruent to a number that
typically represents the last digit of a prime modulo 10, and it is sometimes popu-
larly presented as the repulsion of consecutive primes with the same last digits.

In this paper we have presented the results of research that examined yet another
bias, a different kind than the two mentioned above, that may already deserve the
status of classics among prime number biases, but similar to the one studied by
us previously [1]. As was the case there, here too we have found large biases,
which, apart from their size, share with the other bias one more feature - that of
persistence. They are not only strong, but their relative magnitude does not decay
as is the case with the biases for primes in congruence classes. It may actually
grow, if slightly, as we noted in the previous section.

More research, especially from an analytical point of view, is certainly needed to
understand this kind of phenomena in the distribution of prime numbers, still very
novel having been discovered only in 2018. This is something to be addressed in
our future papers on this topic.
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