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Abstract

We prove a lower bound on the supremum of the function S:(7") on
short intervals, defined by the integration of the argument of the Riemann
zeta-function. The same type of result on the supremum of S(T") have
already been obtained by Karatsuba and Korolev. Our result is based
on the idea of the paper of Karatsuba and Korolev. Also, we show an
improved Omega-result for a lower bound.

1 Introduction

We consider the argument of the Riemann zeta function ((s), where s = o + ti

is a complex variable, on the critical line o = %

We introduce the functions S(¢) and S;(¢t). When T is not the ordinate of
any zero of ((s), we define

1 1
S(T) = —arg( (— +Tz'> .
T 2
This is obtained by continuous variation along the straight lines connecting 2,
2 + T, and % + T, starting with the value zero. When T is the ordinate of
some zero of ((s), we define
1
S(T) = §{S(T +0)+S(T-0)}.
Next, we define S1(T) by
T
(T = / S(t)dt +C,
0

where C' is the constant defined by

C:l/ log |¢(0)|do.
T J1
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It is a classical result of von Mangoldt (cf. chapter 9 of Titchmarsh [14])
that there exists a number Ty > 0 such that for T > Ty we have

S(T)=0(ogT).

Also, Littlewood [9] proved that there exists a number Ty > 0 such that for
T > Ty we have

S1(T) = O(logT).

Further, Littlewood proved that under the Riemann Hypothesis we have

logT
T)= —_—
S(T) O(loglogT)

and

There exist some known results for S(¢) on short intervals. In 1946, Selberg
[12] proved the inequalities

log )3
sup (£S(t)) > A(ogi)s?’
T<t<2T (loglogT)s
where A is a positive absolute constant. Also, a similar result for S;(t) is
(logt)*
S1t) = | ————— |- 1
1) - ((loglogt)lao @

Also, Tsang [15] proved for S;(t) that

N=

Q, (Uesb® unconditionally,
(loglogt)4
1
Si(t) =4 Q_ Uesb® unconditionally, (2)
(loglogt)3s

0, (_tosn?

oglog )7 assuming R.H.

In 1977, Mongomery [I0] established the following result under the assumption

of the Riemann hypothesis: In the interval (T% ,T), there exist points to and ¢4
such that

1
. 1 logT \? .
-1)Y5t;) > = | —=— =0,1.
(195060 2 o5 (s )+ i =0

In 1986, Tsang [15] improved the methods of [I2] to obtain the following in-
equalities strengthening the above results of Selberg and Mongomery:

logT )a
sup (£S5() > A ————= ) ,
Tgtgpg:r( ®) = (log logT



where A > 0 is an absolute constant and the value of a is equal to % if the
Riemann hypothesis is true and equal to % otherwise.

In 2005, Karatsuba and Korolev [6] established the following result: Let
0<e< g5, T>Tole) >0, and H = T+, Then

sup (£5(t) > il (bi)%.

T—H<t<T+2H ~ 1000 \ loglogT

Our result in the present paper is obtained by applying the method of proving
the above result to the function Si(t).

Theorem 1. @
Let 0 < e < iz, T > Ty(e) >0, and H = T+, Then

1037
w50 > <((1ogT)é )

T-H<t<T+2H ~ 40007 \ (loglog T)§

This can be proven similarly to the above result of Karatsuba and Korolev
[6]. So in this paper, we describe just the outline of the proof of Theorem 1.
However, lemmas to apply for the proof of Theorem 1 are different from those
in [6]. There are five lemmas to apply, four lemmas among them are different.
Therefore, we describe the details of the proofs of those lemmas, which are
Lemma [I] Lemma 2] Lemma [3] and Lemma [ The basic ideas of the proofs of
Lemmas [ 2 Bl and @ are based on the proof of Theorem 2, Lemma 2, Lemma
4 and Lemma 3, respectively, of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba and Korolev [6].

_ (logt)s
$1(8) = s ((log logt)3 > '

Theorem ] can be seen immediately from Theorem [[ This is an improve-
ment of Selberg’s result (). Moreover, for Q, Theorem 2lis also an improve-
ment of Tsang’s result (2]).

There are functions Sa(t), S3(t),- - defined by

Theorem 2.

Sm(t) = /Ot Sm—1(u)du + Cy,

for m > 2, where constants C,, depend on m. It seems that we cannot apply
the method in Karatsuba and Korolev [6] for S2(t), S5(¢), etc. because Sa(t),
etc. do not have the expression like

3

2
Si(t) = % [ log [¢(o + ti)|do + O(1) (3)

2
for Si(t) in p. 274 of Selberg [I3]. This expression is essential in the proof of
Lemma[ll The basic idea of the method in Karatsuba and Korolev [6] relies on
Lemma[ll Therefore, the method in this paper cannot be applied to Sa(t), etc.
Therefore, some new idea or the expression like ([B) will be necessary to
obtain the result similar to our Theorem [ for functions S3(t), etc.



2 Some lemmas

Here we introduce the following notations.
Let 2 < z < t2. We set

1
Ot = §+2max <’[3

1
log x

where (3 ranges over the real parts of the zeros p = 8 + i of the Riemann zeta
function that satisfy the condition

Also, we set

A(n) = logp  if n = p* with a prime p and an integer k > 1,
10 otherwise.

Using these notations, we state the following lemmas.

Lemma 1. @

Let f(z) be a function taking real values on the real line, analytic on the strip
ISz < 1, and satisfying the inequality |f(2)] < c(|z| +1)"1+%), ¢ >0, a > 0,
on this strip. Then, the formula

[ s =2 > 2w (o fosm) 50

+2{g/ /OB_U%f(v—t—xi)d:vdo
- /: /010 afef(_t_m)dxda},

where f(z) is given by the formula

= [ O; fu)e™ ™ du,

holds for any t, where the summation in the last sum is taken over all complex
zeros p = B+ i of ((s) to the right of the critical line, and where

C:l/ log |¢(0)|do.
T J1

Lemma 2. @
For any sufficiently large positive values of H, t, and T with T < logt and H < t,

AT sinu\ 2 2u logt
/H( " ) s (t+7>du=W(t)+R()+o(TH)+0(1),




where

W(t):ZM(l_loﬂ),

1
poor P2 logp T

Rit)=7Y /; /Oﬂ_a% (%)3%.

B> 2

Lemma 3. @
Let e with 0 < € < 1 be fived. Let T > To(e) > 0, H = TS+ and k be an
integer such that k > ko(e) > 1, let m = 2k + 1, 7 = 2loglog H, and mt <

ss€logT. Then the function R(t) defined by Lemmal? satisfies the inequality

T+H 2 m
50™m
R@®)|™dt < H < 25™ + (log T)? .
/T ()" dt < { + (logT) (e?’logT) }

Lemma 4. @
Let T >Ty >0,e2 < H<T,2< 7 <logH, and k be an integer such that
k> ko> 1 and (2klogk)? < e37. Then

T+H . 1 e\ .
W)dt > | —  —— H-¢& T 4
/T 0 5v10e logk ‘ @
T+H 5
/ W(t)QkJrldt < 63k~r+‘§7-' (5)
T

This lemma is Lemma 3 of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba and Korolev [6]. But in
Karatsuba and Korolev [6], the function W (t) is defined by

Wi =— 3 sin(tlog p) <1 B 10gp> |

1
PSB

which are defferent from the definition in this paper.
The following lemma is given in Karatsuba and Korolev [6].

Lemma 5. @
Let H > 0 and M > 0, let k > 1 be an integer, and let W(t), R(t) be real
functions which satisfy the conditions

T+H
1) / |W(t)|**dt > HM?*,

T
T+H 1
2) / W(t)2k+1dt S —HM2k+17
T 2
T+H M 2k+1
3) / |R(t)[*at < H (7) :
T



Then

TN H W) + R(1) 2

M.

ol —

This lemma is Lemma 1 of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba and Korolev [6].

3 Proof of Lemma I

This proof is an analogue of the proof of Theorem 2 of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba
and Korolev [6].

Proof. Put 3 <o < 3. Weset ¢(z) = f((0c—=z)i—t) and take X > 2(|t|+10)
such that the distance from the ordinate of any zero of ((s) to X is not less
than c(log X)~!, where c is a positive absolute constant.

Let T’ be the boundary of the rectangle with the vertices o + X7, % + X,
and let a horizontal cut be drawn from the line s = ¢ inside this rectangle to
each zero p = 8 + ~i and also to the point z = 1. Then the functions log ((z)
and 1(z) are analytic inside T.

By the residue theorem, the following equality holds:

0= / (2 log ((2)dz
(s

=1 — I, — I3+ 14,

say. Then, we have

~ A 1
n=2

since for o = %

/w¢(g+ui)logC( +uz)du_§: Aln) /_OO niif(u—t—m)du

—o0 g logn

— 0

— Z no+tz 1og log n).

Also,
_ 4 ((og X)?
=0 ( X 1+a) )
_ [ (og X)?
Li=0 (W



as in p. 461 of Karatsuba and Korolev [6].
We denote by L the cut going from the point o+ i to the each points 8+ i,
and denote by I(L) the integral over the banks of this cut. Then,

B—o
I(L) = /Lz/J(z) log((z)dz = 2mi Z /0 fly—t—zi)dx
B>0

as in p. 462 of Karatsuba and Korolev [6].
If L is the cut going to the point z = 1, then

l1—0o
I(L) = —2mi /0 F(—t — zi)dz.

Hence, we have

o+X1
I = / (2) log C(2)dz

—Xi
B—o l—0o
— 2mi ,62/0 f(’y—t—m)dx—/o f(—=t — xi)dx

When X tends to infinity, we obtain

o+X1 %)
lim ¥(z)log((z)dz zi/ fw)logC(o + (t+ u)i)du
X—oo Joxi —0o0
. ad A(n) .
—Z;m'ﬂlog”)
B—0o -0
2w —t—2xi)dr — —t — zi)dx
¥ 52/ fly=t=aida = [ j(ot=ai

T . 1
Dividing by #, we get for o > 3

/ T F)logC(o + (¢t wiydu =3 —) flogn)

n°ttilogn
B—o 1-0o
+ 27 Z/ f(’y—t—xi)dx—K(a)/ f(—=t —xi)dx |,
55070 0

where

1 for%ﬁagl,
0 for o > 1.



Here, taklng the real part and applying (B) and integrating in o over the
interval 3, 3], we have

I,

/ / w)log [¢(o + (t + u)i)|dodu

:w/ Sl(t—l—u)f(u)du—i-w/_z F(u)Cdu

1
Z:j % 1ogn # (Zdosn)

+ 27 (/_ Z/ﬁ ’ —t—m’)dma—/j /Olgﬁ%f(—t—:vi)d:cdo).

Therefore

/OO S1(t + u) f(u)du

— 0o

1S A L roem) — oF
=22 e (e fesn) ) - Cf0)

+2 (/ Z/ —t—xz’)da:da—/;/olU%f(—t—xi)dxda)

2 fB>0

_ % Z Al g (%f(logn)) —cf(0)

— nz (logn)?

+2 (Z/ /B ’ —t—m’)da:da—/;/Ol_aﬂ?f(—t—xi)dxda).

B>14

O

4 Proof of Lemma

This proof is an analogue of the proof of Lemma 2 of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba
and Korolev [6].

Cran2
Proof. Put f(z) = (Slrl_?) . By
2

f(z) = /_O:Oe_””“if(u)du = 2?7Tmax (0,1 - ‘ED,

f(logn) = { STW (

we get




Then, we have

oo s Tu N 2
/ <s1r;u2 > S1(t+ u)du = 1 Z #71)2 = (1 - bﬂ) cos(tlogn)
5 2 T

o\ ™ o nb(ogn)? T

+2{2/;/()ﬁ09%(s‘ig(%ﬁfv_——tt_;f)i)>2d§da
L )

1
2

£0) (6)

by Lemma/[l Since for 0 < ¢ <1—0

1

sin Z(t + &) |?
— <
5T

3 (t+ &)

as in p. 473 of Karatsuba and Korolev [6], we have

1=o sin Z(y t—{z))
*(Ea)

o)

In the first term of the right-hand side in (@), we single out the terms corre-
sponding to the n = p in the sum and estimate the remainder terms. Then, we
have

%) cos(t1 2 1 1 2 1
Z Z ng) ng) - (1_ ogp ) Z Z _ logp .;<< L

2<k pk<er pz (log p*)? 2<]gpk<e7'p (log p*)

Hence

. 2
* /sin Tt 2 cos(tlogp logp 2m
/ ( ) S+ uytu=2 57 2 )<1‘ - )¢

— \ 72 peer P2 logp

o [ ()

+0 (%) . (7)

Put v = Z*. Then the left-hand side of the above is equal to

%H‘r 7%HT 0o : 2 2 2
(Lo L) G5 s (o) 2
7%HT —o00 %HT v T T




Since S1(t) = O(logt), we have

([ ) () s (2

/

A

1
log(t +v") UTde

“logt ., *logv’ |,
/H 72 dv —I—/t 2 dv}

logt logt logt
i) <

=

AR
R B N

o~ ——

Inserting these estimates into (@) and dividing by % the both sides, we obtain

the result.
O

5 Proof of Lemma

This proof is an analogue of the proof of Lemma 4 of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba
and Korolev [6].
Proof. We put

T+H
n :/ |R(t)[**1dt

T
and note the inequality

5 sin(x — yz) 2 < 8yey
x —yi 1+ 22+ y?

for any z, y € R, y > 0 similarly to pp. 476 — 477 of Karatsuba and Korolev
[6]. Then,

R(t) <7 Z/lﬂ/oﬁ_oﬁ%(%yczgda

vy 2 2
B>%
BP0 L TEeTE
STZ[ i = e
ot O 1+{Z(v—-1t)} +(%)
B rb—3 T(B—3)
fem'P2
472 ded
o BZY:/ o 1+{50-0 Y+ (5(8-3) o
>3
1 3 eT( 7%)
=8 S
E(ﬁ ) &)+ (=124 (8-4)
>3

10



We split the last sum into two sums. The first sum ¥; is the sum of the terms
satisfying |y — t| > (logT)?, and the second sum X5 is the sum of the other
terms.

Here, we denote by 6; the largest difference of the form g — % for zeros
p = B +~i in the rectangle 3 < 3 <1, |y —t| < (log T)?. Also, we denote by 6,
the supremum of the form g — % for zeros p = 5+ yi in the rectangle % < p <1,
|y =t > (log T)*.

As in p. 478 of Karatsuba and Korolev [6], we apply the estimation related
to 0, and the result N(t + 1) — N(¢) < 18logt which is obtained by the
Riemann-von Mangoldt formula and |S(¢)| < 8logt for ¢ > ¢; > 0. Then we

take 2 = (logT)2, and we have

1 2% 2 1

[v—t|>(logT)? |y—t|>(log T)? n<|y—t|<n+1

Z logT + logn
2

2
< 592 log T - 36 < 256,

[y—t|>(log T')2

and
1
Yo < 893€T0 Z 5 5
[v—t|<(log T)2 (%) + (’Y - t)2 + (ﬂ B %)
1 13 1
< 803%™ < 803%™ logT
; (U;E,t - ﬁ)2 + (7 - t)2 5 Um,t - % g
1
< 89367-9?3 : 2—79— ogT = 863%™ . glog T.
From the definitions of 6; and 6}, we get 6; < 3 and 6, < 1. Hence, we have
7 25 7
|R(t)] < 25 <9; + EﬁfeTetTlogT> <3 <1 + 59?679f710gT> :
Hence

T+H 7 m
/ (1 + —6%e¥ 1 log T) dt.
T 2

25\
e (%)

This integrand is the same as that in p. 479 of Karatsuba and Korolev [6]. Hence
the estimation of the last integral is the same as in pp. 480 — 481 of Karatsuba
and Korolev [G]. Along that way, we have

24 1 . 7 ™ e —2m
i H + — . — [ I — / — /

10
5 2mir \"
< 25™H {1 + (logT) <63 logT) }

<H (25m + (log T)3 ( 50m*r )m) .

e3logT

11



6 Proof of Lemma {4

This proof is an analogue of the proof of Lemma 3 of Chapter 3 in Karatsuba
and Korolev [6].
Proof. As in pp. 474 — 475 of Karatsuba and Korolev [6], we can write

T+H
H
/ W(t)*dt = I, = <2k> 5 + 03T,

T k 22k
where
1 logp
S= Y fe) e fo0 f) = — <1— g >
P PR=q1""qk p? logp T
1, qe<e’
Then,

S2H Y )P )

Pp1,-+,Pk are distinct

P1,,pe<e’
>EUD D F0)? D f)? > )
p1<eT p2<e” pr<e”
P17#£P2 D1, sPk—17DPk

Since d% f(p)? <0, f(p)? is monotonically decreasing function for p > 2. Also,
since (k — 1)th prime does not exceed 2klogk, the inner sum of the above

inequality is greater than the same sum over 2klogk < pi < e57. Hence the
inner sum over py, is greater than

1\ 2 1
(5) 2 , p(logp)?’
2k log k<p<es’

For (2klogk)? < e57, since

1 1 1
> > > -
2 — 2
v p(logp)? ~ 4(logU) vEue P

1

1
=—— (loglogU? — loglog U + 0(1)) > ————
(log log oglogU +o(1)) > Sog U2

4(logU)?
the sum over p; is greater than 1—10 (%)2 m. Also, the same lower bound
holds for the sums over pi1,po, -+ ,pr—1. Therefore, we see

1

1 k 1 K\
2

Se b (—— ) >k [ — )

= <250(10gk)2) =ver <5\/10e logk>

12



So,

1 B\

2
In>H R — 3T,
F <5\/108 logk>

This is the first part of Lemma[dl The second part is proved similarly to [6] .
O

7 Outline of the proof of the Theorem [1I

As described in section 1, our result can be proven similarly to Theorem 5 of
Chapter 3 in Karatsuba and Korolev [6]. Therefore, we describe the outline of
the proof.

Outline of the proof. Put 7 = 2loglog H. Counsider the right-hand side of
the inequality in the statement of Lemma Bl We see easily that

50rm?  500k> loglogT _ k3 500k? (loglogT)?® k2

< = 0
e3logT €3 logT ~ logk € logT logk "’
say.
Here, putting k& = @ (_togmE we have § < &, (2klogk)? < esT
g 1000 \ (oglog7)3 /| 60°

and 3™ < Hz. Hence, we can apply Lemma [B] and Lemma 4l Then we have

T+H
/ W(t)* dt > HM?*,

T
T+H 1
/ W(t)2k+1dt < —HM2k+l,
T 2
T+H 2k+1
M
/ IR Hdt < H (-) ,
T 2
1
with M = %. Thus, we see that W(¢) and R(t) satisfy the conditions of
1
Lemma Bl with M = ?)()liﬁ' Hence there are two points ¢ty and t; such that

W(to) + Rlto) > -

in the interval T <t < T + H. By Lemma[2] we have
Py g . 2
2 M log ¢,
[ (5 2o 2 o ().
—iHr U T 8 TH
T i\ ? 2 M log ¢
/ (Smu> S (t1+—u)du§——+0<0g 1).
—LiHr U T 8 TH

13

W(tl) + R(tl) < —%




Here, putting

My = su Si(t), M;= inf S1(t),
O ooy 1(t) VT rom<i<rior 1(®)

we have

HT ging) 2 2u © fsinu\? 7
S1{to+ — ) du < M = —M,j (Mo > O),
_1H, U T oo U 2

1
2

HT ginu) 2 2u © reinu\? 7
Sit1+— | du > M = =M, (Ml <0).
—LiHr U T —oo 2

Therefore, we obtain for » = 0, 1

2 M logt, 1 k2 log T)%
(—1)’“Mr>;-—+0<og >> > <(Og) )

e

8 TH )~ 4r 30logk ~ 40007 \ (loglogT)3
Thus, we obtain the result.
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