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BOUNDS FOR MOMENTS OF DIRICHLET L-FUNCTIONS TO A FIXED MODULUS

PENG GAO

ABSTRACT. We study the 2k-th moment of central values of the family of Dirichlet L-functions to a fixed prime modulus.
We establish sharp lower bounds for all real k > 0 and sharp upper bounds for k in the range 0 < k < 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A considerable amount of work in the literature has been done on moments of central values of families of L-functions,
due to rich arithmetic meanings these central values have. In this paper, we focus on the family of Dirichlet L-functions
to a fixed modulus. It is widely believed that (see [I7]) for all real k > 0 and large integers ¢ # 2 (mod 4) (so that
primitive Dirichlet characters modulo ¢ exist),

(1.1) ST LGP ~ Cugt (@) (og @)

X (mod q)

where we denote x (respectively, ¢*(¢q)) for a Dirichelt character (respectively, the number of primitive characters)

modulo ¢, the numbers C}, are explicit constants and we denote throughout the paper Z* for the sum over primitive
Dirichlet characters modulo gq.

The formula given in (1) is well-known for k¥ = 1 and is a conjecture due to K. Ramachandra [16] for £ = 2 when
the sum in () is being replaced by the sum over all Dirichlet characters modulo a prime ¢. For all most all ¢, D. R.
Heath-Brown [I0] established (L)) for k¥ = 2 and K. Soundararajan [I9] improved the result to be valid for all ¢. An
asymptotic formula with a power saving error term was further obtained in this case for ¢ being prime numbers by M.
P. Young [23]. The main terms in Young’s result agree with a conjectured formula provided by J. B. Conrey, D. W.
Farmer, J. P. Keating, M. O. Rubinstein and N. C. Snaith in [5] concerning the left side of (II]) for all positive integral
values of k. Subsequent improvements on the error terms in Young’s result are given in [I] and [2]. See also [22] for an
extension of Young’s result to general moduli.

Other than the asymptotic relations given in (II]), much is known on upper and lower bounds of the conjectured
order of magnitude for moments of the family of L-functions under consideration. To give an account for the related
results, we assume that ¢ is a prime number in the rest of the paper. In [2I], under the assumption of the generalized
Riemann hypothesis (GRH), K. Soundararajan showed that

S ILG P < 67 (g)(log )+

X (mod q)

for all real positive k and any £ > 0. These bounds are optimal except for the e powers. The optimal upper bounds are
later obtained by D. R. Heath-Brown in [I1] unconditionally for & = 1/v with v a positive integer and for all k € (0, 2)
under GRH. Using a sharpening of the method of Soundararajan by A. J. Harper in [7], one may also establish the
optimal upper bounds for all real £ > 0 under GRH. In [15], M. Radziwill and K. Soundararajan enunciated a principle
that allows one to establish sharp upper bounds for moments of families of L-functions unconditionally and used it to
study the moments of quadratic twists of L-functions attached to elliptic curves. This principle was then applied by W.
Heap, M. Radziwill and K. Soundararajan in [8] to establish unconditionally the 2k-th moment of the Riemann zeta
function on the critical line for all real 0 < k& < 2.

In the opposite direction, a simple and powerful method developed by Z. Rudnick and K. Soundararajan in [I§]
shows that

* 2
> ILG 0P >k ¢7(9)(log @)
x (mod q)
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for all rational £ > 1. A modification of a method of M. Radziwill and K. Soundararajan in [14] may allow one to
establish such lower bounds for all real £ > 1. In [4], V. Chandee and X. Li obtained the above lower bounds for rational
0<k<l

In [9], W. Heap and K. Soundararajan developed another principle which allows one to study lower bounds of
families of L-functions. This principle can be regarded as a companion to the above principle of M. Radziwilt and K.
Soundararajan [15] concerning upper bounds. Although Heap and Soundararajan only studied moments of the Riemann
zeta function on the critical line, they did point out that their principle may be applied to study moments of families
of L-functions, including the one we consider in this paper. In fact, the density conjecture of N. Katz and P. Sarnak
concerning low-lying zeros of families of L-functions indicates that the underlying symmetry for the family of Dirichlet
L-functions to a fixed modulus is unitary, and that the behaviour of this family resembles that of the Riemann zeta
function on the critical line. Thus, one expects to obtain sharp lower bounds for moments of the above unitary family
of L-functions using the principle of Heap and Soundararajan. The aim of this paper is to first carry out this principle
explicitly to achieve the desired lower bounds in the following result.

Theorem 1.1. For large prime q and any real number k > 0, we have

(1.2) S LGP >k ¢ (@) (log o)
X (mod q)

Next, we apply the dual principle of M. Radziwilt and K. Soundararajan [I5] to establish sharp upper bounds for a
restricted range of k as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For large prime q and any real number k such that 0 < k <1, we have

(1.3) ST LGOI <k 67 (a)log @)

X (mod q)

Note that we can combine Theorem [[T] and together to obtain the following result concerning the order of
magnitude of our family of L-functions.

Theorem 1.3. For large prime q and any real number k such that 0 < k <1, we have

(1.4) S I )P = ¢ (g)log @)

X (mod q)

We notice that such a result in (4] is already implied by the above mentioned result of D. R. Heath-Brown [I1] and
that of V. Chandee and X. Li [4]. In particular, the case k = 1 of (4] is explicitly given in [4]. Moreover, the result
is shown to be valid for & = 3/2 as well by H. M. Bui, K. Pratt, N. Robles and A. Zaharescu [3, Theorem 1.4]. This
case is achieved by employing various tools including a result on a long mollified second moment of the corresponding
family of L-functions given in [3] Theorem 1.1]. In our proofs of Theorems [[.T] and [[.2] we also need to evaluate certain
twisted second moments for the same family. The lengths of the corresponding Dirichlet polynomials are however short
so that the main contributions come only from the diagonal terms. Hence, only the orthogonality relation for characters
is needed to complete our work. We also point out here that as it is mentioned in [3] that one may apply the work of
B. Hough [12] or R. Zacharias [24] on twisted fourth moment for the family of Dirichlet L-functions modulo ¢ to obtain
sharp upper bounds on all moments below the fourth. We decide to use the twisted second moment here to keep our
exposition simple by observing that it is needed for obtaining both the lower bounds and the upper bounds.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We include a few auxiliary results in this section. We also reserve the letter p for a prime number in this paper and
we recall the following result from [0, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.1. Let x > 2. We have, for some constant b,

Z% = logloga:—l—b—l-O(lO;x).

p<z

Also, for any integer j > 1, we have

(logp)j _ (10g$)j N
> PR + O((logz)’™").

p<z

Next, we note the following approximate functional equation for |L(1/2,x)|?.
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Lemma 2.2. Let a =0 or 1 be given by x(—1) = (=1)*. We have

(2.1) IL(E, )2 =2 Z X (%“)

where

(c)
Moreover, the function Wq(x) is real valued and satisfies the bound that for any ¢ > 0,

Wa(z) <. min(1,z7°).

The above lemma follows by combining equations [19] (1.2)-(1.4)] and Lemma 2 there, together with the observation
that the property that Ws(z) is real valued can be established similar to [20] Lemma 2.1].

The presence of Wy(x) in the expression for |L(1/2,%)|> makes it natural to consider sums over odd and even
characters separately when summing over y modulo ¢. For this reason, we denote ¢(q) for the Euler totient function
and note the following orthogonal relations.

Lemma 2.3. [4, Lemma 1] Let Z;e), Z;O) indicate the sum over non-trivial primitive even (respectively odd) characters
modulo q. Then

Z(e) (a) = 22 if 4 =41 (mod q)
X -1 if a# +1 (mod ¢) and (a,q) =1,

X
and
(o) @ if a=1 (mod q)
Z x(a) = _¢2(Q) if a= -1 (mod q)
X 0 if a# +1 (mod ¢) and (a,q) = 1.

3. OUTLINE OF THE PROOFS

We may assume that ¢ is a large prime number and we note that in this case we have ¢*(¢) = ¢ — 2. As the case
kE =1 for both (I2) and (L3) is known, we may assume in our proofs that k # 1 is a fixed positive real number and
let N, M be two large natural numbers depending on k only and and denote {/;}1<;j<pr for a sequence of even natural
numbers such that ¢; = 2[Nlogloggq| and £;41 = 2[Nlog¥;| for j > 1, where R is defined to the largest natural
number satisfying £z > 10". We may assume that M is so chosen so that we have ¢; > Z?H forall1<j < R-1and
this further implies that we have

R
(3.1) Zﬁl %

We denote P, for the set of odd primes not exceeding ¢!/ 4 and P; for the set of primes lying in the interval
(q 1/ ql/eﬁ] for 2 < j < R. For each 1 < j < R, we write
12 max(1,k2)P(x)

1 , Tl
P00 = 3 ) 900k = (F—7——2)

where we define r, = [14+1/k]+1for 0 < k < 1and ry = [k/(2k—1)]+1 for k > 1. We further define Qry1(x, k) = 1.
We define for any non-negative integer ¢ and any real number z,
‘

Ey(z) = Zﬁ

!
— J!

Further, we define for each 1 < j < R and any real number «,

R
Nj(x, @) = By, (aP;(x)), N(x,a)= H/\/j(x,a)

Before we proceed to our discussions below, we would like to point out here without further notice that in the rest of
the paper, when we use < or the O-symbol to estimate various quantities needed, the implicit constants involved only
depend on k and are uniform with respect to y. We shall also make the convention that an empty product is defined
to be 1.
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We now present the needed versions in our setting of the lower bounds principle of W. Heap and K. Soundararajanand
in [9] and the upper bounds principle of M. Radziwill and K. Soundararajan in [I5] in the following two lemmas. We
choose to state our results suitable for our proofs of Theorems [[.1] and only. One may easily adjust them to study
moments for various other families of L-functions.

Our first lemma corresponds to the lower bounds principle.

Lemma 3.1. With notations as above. For 0 < k < 1, we have

S pooN k- N <( 2 12Go0) (2 mdorweek-ne)

X (mod q) X (mod q) X (mod q)

., R k/2
(X TTNOGRE+12060P)

X (mod q) j=1

(3.2)

For k > 1, we have

B3 X 0Nk - INER < (X 2Go®) T (Y T (W0 B 10, B ) "

X (mod q) X (mod ¢q) X (mod ¢q) j=1

2k71

The implied constants in (B2) and B3) depend on k only.
Proof. We assume 0 < k < 1 first and apply Holder’s inequality to see that the left side of (3.2) is

gy (X 2GoE) (X m@aoneek-R) T (S Wb Gk - D)

x (mod q) x (mod q) x (mod q)

Notice that we have for |z| < aK /10 with 0 < a < 1,

k/2

K

(3.5) > j_, e

=0

- laz|¥ - (ae)K
- K! —\10/ "~

where the last estimation above follows from the observation that

(3.6) (g)n <nl< n(g)".

We apply B) with z = kP;(x), K = {; and a = k to see that when |P;(x)| < ¢;/10,

N (k) = exp(k; 00 (14 0 (exp(kP 00D () ) = expkPs (0) (1 4+ 0 (ke ) ).

Similarly, we have

Nj(x,k = 1) =exp((k = 1)P;(0) (140 (™).

The above estimations then allow us to see that when |P;(x)| < ¢,/10,

(3.7) NG 06 R EAG (K = DI? = exp(2kR(P;(0)) (14 0(e7) ) = WG (6 B2 (1+ 0(e75) ).
On the other hand, we notice that when |P;(x)| > ¢;/10,

|<Z'P L <P )Wi@—?)“% < (HE”

Observe that the same bound above also holds for |N;(x, k —1)|. It follows from these estimations that when |P;(x)| >
£;/10, we have

, 12/P; (1+1/k)¢;
NGOG R ENG (k= DI < (%) < 1Q;(x. k).

Applying the above together with (B4) and (B7)) allows us to establish the estimation given in (B.2]).
It remains to consider the case k > 1 and we apply Holder’s inequality again to see that the left side of (B3] is

2k—1

(3.8) (X G (X Ve RN Gk - D)

X (mod q) X (mod q)
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We apply B.5) this time with z = kP;(x), K = £;,a = 1 and arguing as above to see that when |[P(x)| < ¢;/(10k), we
have

(3.9) NG O B)NG (0, b — 1) 75T = [ (x, k:)|2(1 " o(e%‘))_
Similarly, when |P;(x)| > ¢;/(10k), we have

122|P; (x)| \ 2o
< (BT <o

We then deduce the estimation given in (B3] readily from E8), B3) and BI0). This completes the proof of the

lemma. O

(3.10) NG (x F)NG (x, ke — 1) 751

Our next lemma corresponds to the upper bounds principle. Instead of the form used for obtaining upper bounds
given in [I5], we decide to adapt one that resembles what is given in Lemma Bl above and also derive it via a similar
fashion. One may compare our next lemma with [I5, Proposition 3] and [8, Proposition 2.1].

Lemma 3.2. With notations as above. We have for 0 < k < 1,

S LGP

x (mod q)
(3.11) B _
<( ¥ |L<%,x>|2iﬂ(wj<x,k DY Qe kP) (X i(Hw (6B 1Quii (e )
X (mod q) v=0 j=1 x (mod q) v=0 j=1

where the implied constants depend on k only.
Proof. Note first that using arguments similar to those in the proof of Lemma B} we have that when |P;(x)| < ¢,/10,
(3.12) NGOk = DIPFNG (G R)PETY > 14+ 0(e75),

where the implied constants are uniformly bounded for all j.
Now, if there exists an integer 0 < v < R—1 such that |P;(x)| < ¢;/10 whenever j < v, but with |Py+1(x)| > fv+1/10,
we deduce from the above and the observation that |Q,41(x, k)| > 1 when |Pys+1(x)| > €y+1/10 that

(TTWG06k = DN (R Qo (xR > 1.
j=1

If no such v exists, then we must have |P;(x)| < ¢;/10 for all 1 < j < R so that the estimation ([3.12)) is valid for all
7 and we have

R
H 506k = DG (G R)POH > 1.

In either case, we conclude that

(i(ﬁlf\/j(x,k—l )le+1(x, )(ZR:(HIN (. k )IQU+1(x,k)|2)l_k>>1.

v=0 j=1
We then deduce from this that

S ILE 0P

x (mod q)
3 0P (3 (TN k= D) e k) < (3 (TTW0ebE) Qo ()
X (mod q) v=0 j=0 v=0 j=1

Applying Holder’s inequality to the last expression above leads to the estimation given in (8I1]) and this completes the
proof of the lemma. O

In what follows, we may further assume that 0 < k < 1 by noting that the case k > 1 of Theorem [[.I] can be
obtained using (3] in Lemma Bl and applying the arguments in the paper. We then deduce from Lemma Bl and
Lemma[32] that in order to prove Theorem [T and [L2 for the case 0 < k < 1, it suffices to establish the following three
propositions.
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Proposition 3.3. With notations as above, we have
* « 2
> LE XN RN(GE—1) > ¢*(q)(log )
x (mod q)

Proposition 3.4. With notations as above, we have

max (30 LGN E=DP Y LGP Z(Hw k= DP)1Qui (G R)) < ¢ (q) 1og 9)

X (mod gq) X (mod gq) v=0 j=1

Proposition 3.5. With notations as above, we have

max (> H (NG ORI+ 12500012, D Z(Hw X R)2)1Quia (6 ) < 6 (@) log @)

x (mod q) j=1 x (mod q) v=0 j=1

We shall prove the above propositions in the rest of the paper.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Denote Q(n) for the number of distinct prime powers dividing n and w(n) for the multiplicative function such that
w(p®) = a! for prime powers p®. Let b;(n),1 < j < R be functions such that b;(n) = 1 when n is composed of at most
¢; primes, all from the interval P;. Otherwise, we define b;(n) = 0. We use these notations to see that for any real
number a,

(4.1) Ni(x, @) =
’ Z V75 w(ny)
Note that each Nj(x, «) is a short Dirichlet polynomial since b;(n;) = 0 unless n; < (g /6 i) = ¢'/% . Tt follows from

this that NV (x, k) and N'(x, k—1) are short Dirichlet polynomials whose lengths are both at most ¢'/“1++1/¢r < g2/
by BI). Moreover, it is readily checked that we have for each x modulo ¢ (including the case x = xo, the principal
character modulo g),

(42) N(Xa k)N(X, k— 1) < q2(1/51+...+1/53) < q4/10M.
We note further that it is shown in [I7] that for X > 1,

x(m flogq
V=2 S PO

1 oéﬂ(n]' )

bj(n;)x(n;), 1<j<R.

We deduce from the above that

S LGN N (GE-1)

X (mod g)

Z Z X § e O G b — 1) + O f\/lfgq S N ~1)
(mod ¢q) m<X (mod q)

x(m ¢*(q)g"/2+4/1" log g
KN (G E—1) +0( )
n;i q)n;)( \/Y

where the last estimation above follows from ([@2]). Applying ([@2]) one more time, we see that the main term above
equals

Z > X\, N (b — 1) + O(V g 10

(mod q) m<X

%> > \/—O(ﬁ>

n<X
an=b mod ¢

where we write for simplicity

Neok=1)= 3 “Zx(a), NEK= > ZX0).

a
a<q2/10M va b<q2/10M
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We now consider the contribution from the terms am = b + lq with [ > 1 above (note that as b < ¢, we can not have

b > am in our case). As this implies that I < ¢2/1°" X /q, we deduce together with the observation that .,y < 1 that
the total contribution from these terms is

<olg) Y > 1 VX g2/ 1o

Vgl
b<g?/10M 1<g?/10M X /q 1

We now set X = ¢g'+1/10" ™" t5 gee that we can ignore the contributions from various error terms above to deduce
that
* 1 - Zalf * Yo Yo
Yo LGN ONGE-1) > ¢ @Y > > W:¢(q)zgzxa— Z D
X (mod q) a b m<X aom b a,m alb

am=b am=b

where the last equality above follows from the observation that b < ¢*/ 0%« x.
Notice that

1 k20 E— 1)) ,
Z L >z, = H (Z n—jmbj(”j) > %bj(nj))

alb j=1 vy J
TS LA s (=)
—1](2_ nﬂb](m) Z o)

where the last equality above follows by noting that b;(n;) = 1 implies that b;(n’;) =1 for all n/|n;.
We consider the sum above over n; for a fixed 1 < j < R in (£3). Note that the factor bj(n;) restricts n; to have
all prime factors in P; such that Q(n;) < ¢;. If we remove the restriction on 2(n;), then the sum becomes

(49 I (X5 (X 52) - T+ 5 +o65)

peEP; =0 1=0 pEP;

On the other hand, using Rankin’s trick by noticing that 29(%)~4 > 1 if Q(n;) > £;, we see that the error introduced
this way does not exceed

Qny) — k)Rm))
(;%]&Wzmnn—a Z; (1 w&) )
oo i Ay
<90 pgj (;%(2;?) (; (1 “k) ))
., 2k (2 — 2k) 1
0,2 k2
<2 pl;[jj (1 + +O( )),

where the last estimation above follows by taking N large enough so that we deduce from Lemma 2] that

(4.5) > 1o izj.

peP; p N

We then deduce from this, [@4]) and Lemma 2] that we have

=

> LG ONE RN (k= 1) ¢ 0 11 (1+0@™) T (1+ % + 0(%)) > ¢*(q)(log 0)*”

x (mod q) j=1 peP;

This completes the proof of the proposition.
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5. PrRooF oF PROPOSITION [3.4]

As the sum over e—%i/2 converges, we see that it suffices to show that for a fixed integer v such that 1 <v < R —1,
we have

> (HW X,k —1)] )|Qv+1(><,k)l2 < ¢ (q)e~" /2 log )"

X (mod q)

We define the function p,41(n) such that p,y1(n) =0 or 1, and we have p,1(n) =1 if and only if n is composed of
exactly ril,+1 primes (counted with multiplicity), all from the interval P,y;. We use this together with the notations
in Section M to write that

1 (Tkngrl)!
o Vot w(ng)

where we recall that r, = [1+ 1/k] + 1 when 0 < k& < 1. We then apply the above to write

(TT Witk = D) 1Quss 6 B = (72) " (ntusn? Y “X(@X0).

L
v+1 u b<q2%/10M

(51) ,Perl(X)Tkgv+1 - X(nv+1)pv+l(nv+l)7

Here we observe that [[j_, [N;(x,k — 1) - |Qu+1(x, k)| is a short Dirichlet polynomial whose length is at most
q1/51+...+1/f1,+7'k/éu+1 < qQT‘k/loNI'
Note also that we have ug,up < 1 for all a,b.

We evaluate the sum of (H;Zl NG (x, k— 1)|2) |Qu+1(X, k)|? over all primitive characters over ¢ by splitting the sum

into sums over even and odd characters separately. As the treatments are similar, we only consider the sum over even
characters here. From (2I)) and Lemma 23] we have that

S 1L(1/2, )| (HW ok = 1D2)1Qus1 (x, k)

X

(2 )%’“f"’“((rkevﬂﬂf Y umy e () X xmawian

L
v+1 u b<q2%/10M

(5.2) :¢*(q)( 12 )zrkem((rmﬂ)!)z 3 Ia_\/g Z \/:%Wa(?>

l
v+1 a,b§q2Tk/10M

(mn,q)=1
ma=+nbmod q

o ()" et Y \/_Z o ()

l
v+1 “ b<q2Tk/10M

We now apply [B.8) and the definition of £,11 to see that

(5.3) (zil)mw“’”k“*“ P < (et

127\ 27kbo+1
k) <.

It follows from this that the error term in (5.2)) is

2rk/1OM+s wd < qt-c
E q°c.
\/_ <

We next estimate the contribution of the terms ma # nb in the last expression of (B.2). By the rapid decay of
W, given in Lemma 22 we may assume that mn < ¢**¢. Using W, (”m”) < 1 and ([3]), we see that these terms

contribute

<t Y = Y o
b<g2ri/10M ab m,n mn
a,0>~q mn§q1+a
glmatnb
matnb#0

To estimate the expression above, we may consider the case glma + nb without loss of generality. We may also

assume that ma > nb so that on writing ma + nb = ql, we have that ¢l < 2ma < 2¢*+5¢2™/10"" which implies that
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1 < 2¢%/10"+< Moreover, we have that 1/\/ma < 1/v/ql and that mn < g'*° implies that mnab < ¢'*<ab <
¢t regie /10" 5o that we have n < nb < (]1/2""S 2re /10 1t follows that

gt Z Z g } : b E L E = < g E
\/ A/ T n vV
b<g2ri/10M h< g2 /10M \/B n \/— 2y, /10M 4o ql
a,b<q mn<q1+5 <q n<q1/2+sq2rk/10M 1<2q
glma+nb -
ma+nb#0
ma>nb

It remains to consider the terms ma = nb in the last expression of (52). We write m = (;ZZ’)),n = Tay and apply

(E3) to see that these terms are
Z l yes ab
T @ Wa q(a,b)?

y 127\ 2rkbotr

(5.4) <" (@) (riborn)? (=) >
aybngrk/loM

To evaluate the last sum above, we set X = g(a,b)?/(mab) and apply the definition of W,(x) given in Lemma 22 to

see that

) (%) - %cmzs)(l—q-l o)y,

o)

Nla

We evaluate the integral above by shifting the line of integration to R(s) = —1/4 + e. We encounter a double pole at
s = 0 in the process. The integration on the new line can be estimated trivially using the convexity bound for ((s) (see
[13, Exercise 3, p. 100]) as

Cs) < (L+lsh 2%, 0<Rs) <1

and the rapid decay of T'(s) when |S(s)| — 00. We also evaluate the corresponding residue to see that

(5.5) > W ( ) = Ci()log X + Calq) + O(X /%),
()= 1 @
where C(q), C2(q) are some constants depending on ¢, satisfying C1(q), Ca(q) < 1.
We apply (B5) to evaluate (54 to see that we may ignore the contribution of the error term from (B8] so that the
expression in (.4 is

12 27 byt ,b
< 9" (@) nburn)?(—F) S @D (o) togq + 210g(a.b) ~ loga — logh ~logm) + Ca(a).

a,b<q>"k /10M

As the estimations are similar, it suffices to give an estimation on the sum

" 127\ 2rkblota a,b
¢ (q)(Tk€v+1)2( ek) Z ( )uaub loga
ab

ab
(5.6) . o (127 2ritos Iy logp (k —1)lth (@, D)upis g Upiay,
=¢"(q)(rilvs1) ( e ) Z Z phFlz—min(lyl5) 135! Z ab ’
per+1P I1>1, 12>0 ( ba,l)v .
aov,p)=

We now estimate the sum last sum above for fixed p = py,l1,ls. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
p =p1 € Pi. We then define for (nin},p1) =1,

1 (k—1)%0m) 1 (k— 1))

hy, = —~———b ll, = —————0b 'l
Uny m w(nl) 1(n1p1 ) Un/ nll w(n/l) (nlpl )
For 2 < j <,

1 (k—1)20) 1 (k—1)2m)

U, = —ibg‘ ng),  Vpr = —,( >/ b, (n)).

1 w(”j) ’ n; w(nj)

Also,
'Unu+1 = L#pzﬂrl(n'tﬂrl); (% - ! ! perl(n{qul)'
Noy41 w(nv—i-l) vt v+1 w(nv-i-l)
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Then one checks that
(a,b)u o1 allplzb utl
(5.7) Z —p H ( Z (nj,n;)vnjvn;_).
(@)=t e

As in the proof of Proposition[3.3] when max(ly,12) < ¢1/2, we remove the restriction of by(n1) on €4 (n1) and by (n})
on Q4(n}) to see that the last sum in (5.7) becomes

_ 1)) _ )2 _ 12
3 (nl,n’l)i(k D) 1 (k- 1) :H(Hz(k 1)+ (k—1) +0(i))

/ / 2
S} ni w(ny) 0 w(n}) pePy p p
(ninfy,p1)=1 PFP1
K2 -1 1
<exp( Yy — oy P))'
peEP; peEP;

Further, we notice that in this case we have 22(")=4/2 > 1 if Q(n) + max(ly, ls) > ¢;. Thus, we apply Rankin’s trick
to see that the error introduced this way is

<20/ Z (m1,mp) (1= )2 (1 = K220 IT (1+ -pFrad -k, 0(i))'

o mam o w(m) w(n}) = p p

We may take N large enough so that it follows from (LH) that when max(ly,l3) < ¢1/2, the error is

<27 exp( ) i +0(> %)).

pEP p peEP p

On the other hand, when max(ly,l2) > ¢1/2, we apply (£3) again to see that

(n1,n}) (1 — k)20 (1 — k)2n) 6 k2 —1 1
> nmvn <Y - —— < 20%exp( > +0(> )
ni,ng ni,ny i win) win) peP1 pEPL

(ning,p1)=1 (nanf,p1)=1

We then deduce that in this case

Iy log py (k — 1)httz Lilogpr 1 _, B2 -1 1
pl1+l2*min(l17l2) ll|l2' Z (TLl, nl)vnl 'Un < pimax(h,lg) ll|l2| 251 exp( Z + O( Z —))

1 nl)n/l " peEP) peP;
(nain}, PI)ZI
. I log p1 1 221/6ex Z —+O Z i))
b /2+max(l1,12)/2 1], ’ ’
Py pEP e

1 logpl 1 —¢./12 B2 —1 1
< 274/12 exp( +00Y)  =)).
pl1/2 11'12' Pgl; P p;l p2

Similar estimations carry over to the sums over n;, n; for 2 < j <win (B1). To treat the sum over n,41,n;, ;, we
apply Rankin’s trick again to see that the sum is

(Rus1, 14 1) (12r)2e) A2 10)

<<(12Tk)_27’k€v+1 )
nv+§/+1 ”v+1n;+1 w(ny41) w(n'/u-i-l)
P\nu+1n;+1 = pEPy11
By taking NN large enough, we deduce from this that
127’k 27y 41 _ k2 — 1 1
(kav+1)2( B ) Z (nv+1,n;+1)vnu+1vn;+l < e P+t exp( Z — 4+ 0 Z —))-
M 1,M, 4 PEP, 11 p PEP, 41

(nv+1n;+1 ;pl):1
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It follows from the above discussions that we have

1275\ 2relos1 I1log p1 (k _ 1)11+l2 U by U oy
2 Py Py
(rilys1) ( B ) z >1zl:>0 pzllJrlrmin(zl,lz) 1115 - ab
12122 a,
(5.8) , (ab,p1)=1
u k2 —1 1 1 ]
<e [T (1+0@ ) exp( Y 00 Y o x (2R roER).
j=1 ezl P, p peUTE P, p D1 Py

We now apply (LH) and the observation ¢; > (2 G41 > 20541 to see that

59 > 1"“2<zz—<—m_

pGU] v+2 Jj= ’U+2p€PJ J=v+2 7=0

It follows from (B.9) that the last expression in (B8] is

K2 —1 1 1 1
<e v Pexp( Y +o( Y ) (—ng1 +0( ngl)).

peUL, P; P peUL, P; b n n
We then conclude from this, (5.6) and Lemma 2] that
(e)

> L/, x)] (Hw Xk = 1) 1Qui1 (x, )

X

b {N i )2 k*—1 1 log p log p ffN i )2 K
<@ (g)e” " exp( Z — +0O( Z —)) X Z (7 +O(?)) < ¢*(q)e T (logq)

pelUl, P peUll, P pelUit] P

This completes the proof of the proposition.

6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

As the proofs are similar, we shall only prove here that

Z H (IGO0 R) 2 +1Q5 (x, B)[?) < ¢*(q)(log ¢)*

(mod q) j=1
We first note that

R R
(6.1) Z H NGB+ 12,060 < 3 TN (6 R + 12500 bI2).
x (mod q) =1

x (mod q) j=1
We shall take M large enough so that we may deduce from (B that
1 ’r’k + 1)
(2 2) — < —" <1
It follows from this, ([@1]), (5I) and the orthogonahty relation for characters modulo ¢ that only the diagonal terms
in the last sum of (G) survive. This implies that

Z H (VG O B)1P + 124 (0 b))

(mod q)J 1

<]l [ (3 7o

=1 n Q(nj)=rrt;
pln; = peEP;

)+ (2) ey Y )

njw?(n;)

Arguing as before, we see that

2Q(nj) 9
> mbj(nj) = (1 + 0(2*‘31/2)) exp( Y L oy i))'

(6.3) 2
peEP; peEP; p
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Note also that,

il
"jwi(nj) : (Tklgj)! ( 2 219) '

Qnj)=ril; pEP;

plnj = pEP;
Now, we apply [B.6]) and (@3] to deduce from the above that by taking M, N large enough,

(Y™ (12 () ()

éj Q(n]‘):’l"ke]‘ per
(64) pln; = peP;
14471\ "6y oniar » k2 1
<W&(d») ewwmﬂw<e@wmz}_+m§:pn
J PEP; PEP;

Using ([6.3) and ([G.4) in (G2) and then applying Lemma 211 we readily deduce the assertion of the proposition.
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