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THE HYBRID EULER-HADAMARD PRODUCT FORMULA FOR DIRICHLET
L-FUNCTIONS IN F,[T]

M. YIASEMIDES

ABSTRACT. For Dirichlet L-functions in F4[T] we obtain a hybrid Euler-Hadamard product for-
mula. We make a splitting conjecture, namely that the 2k-th moment of the Dirichlet L-functions
at %, averaged over primitive characters of modulus R, is asymptotic to (as deg R — o) the
2k-th moment of the Euler product multiplied by the 2k-th moment of the Hadamard product.
We explicitly obtain the main term of the 2k-th moment of the Euler product, and we conjecture
via random matrix theory the main term of the 2k-th moment of the Hadamard product. With
the splitting conjecture, this directly leads to a conjecture for the 2k-th moment of Dirichlet L-
functions. Finally, we lend support for the splitting conjecture by proving the cases k = 1,2. This
work is the function field analogue of the work of Bui and Keating. A notable difference in the
function field setting is that the Euler-Hadamard product formula is exact, in that there is no error
term.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Mean values, or moments, of L-functions have many powerful applications in number theory, from
the non-vanishing of L-functions at certain points, to zero-density estimates, positive lower bounds
for the number of zeros of ((s) that lie on the critical line, and the proportion of simple zeros on the
critical line (see [12] for a summary). They also have intrinsic interest because results on moments
higher than the fourth have not been obtained, and instead we rely on conjectures.

Consider the Riemann zeta-function. For Re(s) > 1,
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which can be extended meromorphically to C with a simple pole at s = 1. It was shown by Hardy
and Littlewood [13] that

1 (T /1 N2
? o ‘C(a +Zt)‘ dt ~ logT,

as degT — o0, and it was shown by Ingham [16] that

Il 1 16

= = 'Q‘dpv———l )

TA¥»(2+Z 12z 0eT)
as degT — oo. For higher moments it has been conjectured (see [19, equation (4)]) that, for
integers k > 0,

(1) lim m% /:0 ‘c(% +it) ‘%dt — f(k)a(k),

where f(k) is a real-valued function and

w-n((-2) £

We have a(0) = 1,a(1) = 1,a(2) = ﬁ = %, and we have an understanding of a(k) for higher

values of k. The factor f(k) is more elusive. Clearly, from the results described above, we
have f(0) = 1, f(1) =1, f(2) = 1—12 It has been conjectured via number-theoretic means that
f(3) =2 [8] and f(4) = 2% [9]. For higher powers one must look at random matrix theory for
conjectures.

We point out that one can also obtain conjectures for higher powers by using the recipe developed
by Conrey, Farmer, Keating, Rubinstein, and Snaith [7]. Again these conjectures are in agreement
with those obtained via random matrix theory. However, in this paper we focus on the latter.

It has been known for some time that there is a relationship between the Riemann zeta-function
and eigenvalues of random unitary matrices. In 1972 it was observed by Montgomery and Dyson
that the pair correlations of the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta-function appear to behave
similarly to the pair correlations of eigenvalues of a random Hermitian matrix [20]. Later, Odlyzko
produced numerical evidence in support of this [23].

Given that the eigenvalues of a matrix are the zeros of its characteristic polynomial, it is reasonable
to expect a relationship between ((s) on the critical line and the characteristic polynomials of
unitary matrices. Keating and Snaith [19] modeled ((s) at around height T on the critical line by
the characteristic polynomial of a random N x N unitary matrix. (Here, N is chosen such that
the mean spacing between the eigenphases of an N x N unitary matrix is the same as the mean
spacing of the zeros of the Riemann zeta-function at around height 7" on the critical line). They
obtained the following result for integers k£ > 0:

(@) / Z(U,0)P5dU ~ foup(k)NF
UEU(N)

as N — oco. Here U(N) is the set of all unitary N x N matrices; for all U € U(N), we take
Z(U,0) := det (I N — Ue"e) to be the characteristic polynomial of U; the integral is with respect

to the Haar measure on U(N); and feyp(k) := H;:é (]i—'k), (The fact that (2) is independent of €

is not immediately obvious, and so we remark that this lack of dependency is not an error). Now,
we note that

1 ifk=1
L if k=2

L) = 12 1
feue(k) i 3

20020 g — g,
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That is, four(k) agrees with the established values of f(k), as well as the values that have been
conjectured by alternative means. This provides support for the conjecture that f(k) = foup(k)
for all integers k > 0. We remark that the results of Keating and Snaith apply to values of k that
are not necessarily integer-valued; however, in this paper we are concerned with the integer case.

Note that this conjecture, using random matrix theory, does not introduce the factor a(k) in (1) in
any natural way. This was addressed by Gonek, Hughes, and Keating [11] who expressed ((s) as
a hybrid Euler-Hadamard product: ((s) ~ Px(s)Zx(s), where Px(s) is a roughly a partial Euler
product and Zx(s) is roughly a partial Hadamard product (a product over the zeros of ((s)). The
variable X determines the contribution of each factor. They conjectured that, asymptotically, the
2k-th moment of ((s) on the critical line can be factored into the 2k-th moment of Px(s) multi-
plied by the 2k-th moment of Zx (s) (known as the splitting conjecture); and they showed that the
former contributes the factor a(k) in (1) and conjectured via random matrix theory that the latter
contributes the fator f(k). That is, they obtained a conjecture for the 2k-th moment of ((s) in a
way that the factor a(k) appears naturally. They also lent support for the splitting conjecture by
demonstrating that it holds for the cases k =1, 2.

This approach, using an Fuler-Hadamard hybrid formula, has been applied to discrete moments of
the derivative of the Riemann zeta-function by Bui, Gonek, and Milinovich [4].

The relationship between random matrix theory and the Riemann zeta-function extends to other
L-functions, particularly certain families of L-functions [17]. For example, one aspect of the rela-
tionship is that the proportion of L-functions of a certain family with conductor ¢ that have j-th
zero in some interval [a, b] appears to be the same as the proportion of matrices of a certain matrix
ensemble (the precise ensemble is dependent on the family) of size N x N (N = N(q) is chosen
so that the mean spacing of the eigenvalues is the same as the mean spacing of the zeros of the
L-functions of conductor ¢) that have j-th eigenvalue in [a,b]. At least, this appears to be the case
as ¢ — oo.

Let us consider the family of Dirichlet L-functions. The associated ensemble of matrices is the
unitary matrices [6, page 887]. By making use of this relationship, Bui and Keating [5] obtained
an analogue of [11] where they considered the 2k-th moment of Dirichlet L-functions at s = %,
averaged over all primitive Dirichlet L-functions of modulus ¢, instead of the Riemann zeta-function
averaged over the critical line. That is, using a hybrid Euler-Hadamard product for the Dirichlet

L-functions, they conjectured (among other results) that

)" G T (3 %) e

plg ~m=0

1 *
(3) ) Z

x mod ¢

as deg ¢ — oo, where ¢*(q) is the number of primitive Dirichlet characters of modulus g, the star
in the sum indicates the sum is over primitive characters only, and G(z) is the Barnes G-function.
This had been conjectured previously (see [18]), but this approach allows for all the factors to
appear naturally.

One can consider the above problems in the function field setting. In fact, it is the function
field analogues that give some insight into the relationship between random matrix theory and
L-functions (be they in number fields or function fields). See [17, Section 3] for details. In function
fields, Bui and Florea [3] developed the hybrid Euler-Hadamard product model for the family of
quadratic Dirichlet L-functions. In this paper we do the same for Dirichlet L-functions of any
primitive character, which is the function field analogue of the work of Bui and Keating described
above. The aim is to provide support for the following conjecture (see [6, page 887]), which is the
analogue of (3), in such a way that all factors appear naturally:
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Conjecture 1.1. For all non-negative integers k, it is conjectured that

1 * 1 2l~cN " > dk(Pm)z -1 . 2
s, 1)~ <k>g(£—|P|m ) e
as deg R — oo, where
B _L k2 oo dk(Pm)2
a(@.-}l((l |P|> > Mo )
and
2 k—1
F(k) = G°(k+1) H

2]{: +1) z:O

where G is the Barnes G-function.

This conjecture has been verified for the cases k = 1,2 by Andrade and Yiasemides [1]:
1 (L P 2R)

4 - L(5.x)| ~ Tl deg R

(4) T (5:%) cg

5
xmod R 2 |R|

as deg R — oo, and
1

_ ipl-1)3
) qb*z - Z* L(%,X)‘4~ 1—12q H<(11+||11DD||_11) >(degR)4

xmod R P|R

as deg R — oo.

We now state our results, but we refer the unfamiliar to reader to the beginning of Section 2
for definitions and notational remarks relating to L-functions in function fields. In particular,
henceforth, the letter ¢ is reserved for the order of the finite field IF,. We begin with the Euler-
Hadamard hybrid formula, which we prove in Section 3.

Theorem 1.2. Let X > 1 be an integer and let u(z) be a positive C*°-function with support in
e, e 9], Let

o(z) = /t T )t

and take u to be normalised so that v(0) = 1. Furthermore, for y € C\{0} with arg(y) # m, we
define E1(y) := fy+oo ¢ Zdw; and for z € C\{0} with arg(z) # 7, we define

U(z) = /0:00 u(z)E (zlog z)dz.

Let x be a primitive Dirichlet character of modulus R € M\{1}, and let p, = % + iy, be the n-th
zero of L(s,x). Then, for all s € C we have

(6) L(s,x) = Px(s,x)Zx (8, X),
where
X(A)A(A)
PX<s,x>=exp( yo XA
2 [AFloglA
deg A<X
and

Zx(s,x) = exp < > U((s — pn)(log q)X)>-

Pn
Strictly speaking, if s = p or arg(s — p) = w for some zero p of L(s,x), then Zx(s,x) is not well
defined. In this case, we take

Zx(s,x) = lim Zx (50, X)

50
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and we show that this is well defined.

Remark 1.3. We note that our hybrid Euler-Hadamard product formula, (6), does not involve an
error term, unlike the analogous Theorem 1 in [11] and Theorem 1 in [5]. This is due to the fact
that we are working in the function field setting.

We also note that Zx(s,x) is expressed in terms of u(x). Whereas, Px(s,x) and L(s,x) are
independent of u(x). Thus, given the equality (6), we can see that, as long as u(x) satisfies the
conditions in the theorem, the value of Zx (s, x) is independent of any further restrictions made on
u(zx). Ultimately, this is due to the fact that we are working in the function field setting and due
to our choice of support for u(x). Indeed, this is why our support for u(zx) is not quite the exact
analogy to the support of u(x) in Theorem 1 of [5]. We note that in Theorem 1 in [5], Px(s,X)
and L(s,x) also do not depend on u(x), but this is because the dependency exists in the error term.

We conjecture that the 2k-th moment of the L-functions can be split into the 2k-th moment of
their partial Euler products multiplied by 2k-th moment of their partial Hadamard products:

Conjecture 1.4 (Splitting Conjecture). For integers k > 0, we have

¢*(1R)Xn%; L(%’XM%
(w2 I G (5, I o)

as X,deg R — oo with X < log, deg R.

We then obtain the 2k-th moment of the partial Euler products in Section 4, and we use a random
matrix theory model to conjecture the 2k-th moment of the Hadamard products in Section 5:

Theorem 1.5. For positive integers k, we have

\ = g (pm)2\ ! 2
i 3 G | T (S4E2) o)
P|R

as X,deg R — oo with X <log, deg R. Here, v is the Fuler-Mascheroni constant, and
k2 oo 2
1 dp (Pm)
k) = 1-— ——].
o =11 << ) L
PeP m=0
Conjecture 1.6. For integers k > 0, we have

ﬁ Z* Zx(l >‘2kN G%*(k+1) <degR>kz7

= 27X Gk+1)\ oX

as deg R — oo, where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and G is the Barnes G-function. For
our purposes, it suffices to note that

G2k+1) o
G2k +1) E) (i + k)

Note that Conjecture 1.4, Theorem 1.5, and Conjecture 1.6 together reproduce Conjecture 1.1 as
desired, but only for certain cases, such as when the largest prime divisor of R has degree less than
X, or when P is prime.

In Section 6 we rigorously obtain the second moment of the Hadamard product:
Theorem 1.7. We have that
1 2 1 % 1 1 —12
Zx (3] - 2(59)Px(30) |
x(5x ¢*(R)Z 5 %) Px(5:x

1 *
¢* (R) Z x mod R

x mod R
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deg R 1
~—2 1— —
X 11 ( |P|>
deg P>X
P|R

as X,deg R — oo with X < log, deg R.

In Section 8 we rigorously obtain the fourth moment of the Hadamard product:

Theorem 1.8. We have
I 1 P 1 —1(4
(39 Px(50)

1 *

<f>*(R)Z
1 /deg R4 (1—|P7Y°
~nlax) I e

x mod R
e’ X 1+|P|!

29| 5 2

x mod R

deg P>X
P|R

as X,deg R — oo with X < log,logdeg R.

We can see that Theorems 1.7 and 1.5, and (4) verify the Splitting Conjecture for the case k = 1.
This can be seen from the fact that a(1) = 1 and

e’} 2\ —1
d(P™ 1
(X5 ) - I ()
deg P<X \m=0 |P| deg P<X |P|

P|R P|R
We can also see that Theorems 1.8 and 1.5, and (5) verify the Splitting Conjecture for the case

k = 2. This can be seen from the fact that a(2) = 1 — ¢! and

2\ —1 _1\3
I ($Her) s g e
[P L+ |P[=t
deg P<X \m=0 deg P<X
P|R P|R

However, in Theorem 1.8 we required the condition X < log, logdeg R which is more restrictive
than the condition X <log, deg R in the Splitting Conjecture. However, given the results that have
been establish in the area of twisted moments (see, for example, [2,10,15,21] for {(s) and [14,25]
for Dirichlet L-functions), we expect that one can improve upon this restriction for Theorem 1.8.

2. NOTATION AND BACKGROUND

Let g be a prime power in N and define A := F [T, the polynomial ring over the finite field of order
q. We define M C A to be the set of monic polynomials, and we define P to be the set of monic
primes. Henceforth, “prime” shall mean “monic prime”, and the upper-case letter P is reserved
for primes even when it is not explicitly stated. In the limits of summations and products, unless
otherwise stated, the polynomials appearing therein should be taken to be monic. We define

S(X)={AcA:P|A=degP < X},
SmX)={AeM:P|A=degP < X};
and for B C A and integers n > 0, we define
B, :={B c B:degB =n}.

For A € A\{0} we define |A| := ¢9°4, and for the zero polynomial we define |0 := 0. For A, B € A
we define (A, B) to be the greatest common (monic) divisor of A and B, and [A, B] is the lowest
common (monic) multiple. Suppose A € A has prime factorisation A = P;°' ... P,°", then we
define the radical of A by rad(A4) := P ... PF,.

f(@) f(x)

As usual, we write f(z) ~ g(x) if Sy — lasz — oo, and we write f(z) =o(g(x)) if @ — 0

as & — oo. We write f(z) < g(z) or f(z) = O(g(z)) if there is some constant ¢ such that for
all z in the domain of f we have |f(z)| < c|g(z)|. It may be the case that f, and perhaps g, are
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dependent on some parameter k. For example, we will often have functions where the order of our
finite field, ¢, appears as a constant. If the implied constant above depends on the parameter k,
then we write f(z) <j g(z) or f(z) = Ok (g(x)). Otherwise, it is to be understood that the implied
constant is independent of k. If |f(z)| < c|g(x)| for all = greater than some constant d = d(k),

then we write f(z) < g(x) as x 4 00, or f(z) =0(g(x)) as z -+, .

Let a € C and b € C\{0}, and let f be an integrable complex function. The integral [, athoo g f(t)de
is defined to be over the straight line starting at a and in the dlrectlon of b. That is, a+b°° f(t)dt =

[0 fla+ |b| s)ds. If a = 0 then we will simply write ft o f(t)dt, and if b = £1 then we will write
a:l:oo
— f(t)dt.

t=a

Now we state some standard definitions and results. The prime polynomial theorem tells us that
1
7 Pnl=— d)qd
7) Pl = 5wl
n

which implies

NI:

P = L +0(

The Riemann zeta-function on A is defined, for Re( ) >

=2 IAIS 1—q

AeM

We can see that the right side provides a meromorphic continuation for {4(s) to C. Dirichlet
characters are defined similarly as in the classical case:

Definition 2.1 (Dirichlet Characters). A Dirichlet character on A with modulus R € M is a
function x : A — C* satisfying the following properties. For all A, B € A:

(1) X(AB) = x(A)x(B);

(2) If A= B(mod R), then x(A) = x(B);

(8) x(A) =0 if and only if (A,R) # 1.
As usual, xo represents the trivial character: xo(A) = 1 if (A, R) = 1 and is zero elsewhere. A

character x is even if x(a) =1 for all @ € F;*, and otherwise it is odd. Now, suppose S | R. We
say that S is an induced modulus of y if there exists a character y; of modulus S such that

x1(4) if (A,R)=1
o HAR)
0 otherwise.
X is said to be primitive if there is no induced modulus of strictly smaller degree than R. Otherwise,

X is said to be non-primitive. ¢*(R) denotes the number of primitive characters of modulus R.

We denote a sum over all characters xy of modulus R by meod r» and a sum over all primitive

characters x of modulus R by Z . The following two results are standard, and proofs can

x mod
be found in Section 3 of [1].

Lemma 2.2. Let R€ M and let A, B € A. Then,
> pr=k W(E)O(F) if (AB,R) =1,

ST x(A)x(B) = TFA-B)
xmod R 0 otherwise;
and
. > acr,* 2. EF=R ME)S(F) if (AB,R) =1,
37 X(AX(B) = 71 Seer, Lol
ymod R 0 otherwise.

X even
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Corollary 2.3. For all R € M we have that
o"(R)= Y u(E)o(F).
EF=R
Definition 2.4 (Dirichlet L-function). Let x be a Dirichlet character. The associated L-function,
L(s,x), is defined for Re(s) > 1 by
x(4)

L(s,x) == AF

AeM

If x¢ is the trivial Dirichlet character of modulus R, then

s = ¥ g = I = = I (1 e =TT (1 g ) =

@f%?% §%§ ~IPlF PR P|R

We can see that the far right side provides a meromorphic continuation to C with simple poles at

1+ 21(7)7;7;" for m € Z.

If x is a non-trivial character of modulus R, then we have some B € A with deg B < deg R and
(B, R) = 1 satisfying x(B) # 1. Thus, we have

Yo o x@= > xAB)=x(B) > x4,

AeA AeA AeA
deg A<deg R deg A<deg R deg A<deg R
and so we must have
> x4 =o.
AeA
deg A<deg R
This leads to
(4) x(4)
L(s,x) = == ) .
AeM |A| AeM |A|
deg A<deg R

Thus, we have a finite polynomial in ¢~® which provides a holomorphic continuation to C. The

Riemann hypothesis for these L-functions has been proved in this setting, and so we have that all

zeros lie on the critical line. Thus, we can order them and write the n-th zero as v, = % + ipy, for
2
logq '

some p, € R. Clearly, they are vertically periodic with period

Lemma 2.5. Let x a primitive character of modulus R # 1. Then,

L -2y MWL)

1
A,BEM |AB|>
deg AB<deg R
where, if x is odd, we define
x(A)x(B)
c)=- ), = =
A, BEM |AB|2

deg AB=deg R—1

e — Yy XA 297 v xAuB

1 1 1 1
(q2 - 1) A,BEM |AB|2 q2 —1 A,BEM |AB|z
deg AB=deg R—2 deg AB=deg R—1
1 X(A)x(B)
t D —
(@2 =1)" aBem  |ABJ2
deg AB=deg R

Proof. See Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11 in [1]. O
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Lemma 2.6. Let R € M and let x be a positive integer. Then,

Z 1 %x%—O %logw(R) ifx > degR
TAl — w(R) . :
Aem |4 %x%—O ¢‘(R|) logw(R) +O<2 = ) if © < deg R
deg A<z
(A,R)=1
Proof. See Lemma 4.12 in [1]. This result is slightly stronger, but the proof is identical. O

Corollary 2.7. If a > 0 and x = adeg R, then,

LGB, R,
> = e O (ap ose).

deg A<z
(A,R)=1

Ifb> 2 and z = log, b then

1 _em, o)
PRy + 0 TR log(R)).

deg A<z
(A,R)=1

Proof. First consider the case where x = adegR. If ¢ > e e , then

2W(R) x 2W(R) log 2
< qoed

deg R—5 deg R

. R
< gsaer o 000

Ifg<e o2 , then

2B () qO(%)—gdch
q* q

¢(R)
|R|’
where the second relation holds for deg R > ¢4, where ¢, is some constant that is dependent on

4log 2
a, but independent of ¢q. Finally, there are only a finite number of cases where ¢ < e « an

deg R < ¢4, and so

S q—%degR <<a

ow(R)
T o(R)
q° |R|

for these cases too. The proof follows from Lemma 2.6.

Now consider the case where z = log, v(B) . We have that

2Rz 29U (log, b)w(R) 2(R) 4 \w(R)
@ b (B) < H_z)w(m - <b+2)
2
1 o(R)
= < l1-— ) <p —~-
H<b+ > bH( |P|> "R
P|R P|R
Again, the proof follows from Lemma 2.6. U

3. THE HYBRID EULER-HADAMARD PRODUCT FORMULA

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we prove several lemmas.
Lemma 3.1. For all Dirichlet characters x and all Re(s) > 1 we have

__SX ZX

AeM
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Proof. Taking the logarithmic derivative of

s =TT (1-37)

PeP

gives

x(P log|P| X (P) X
"X R <“‘wv> =2 |M8

PeP AeM
O

Lemma 3.2. Let x be a non-trivial character. As Re(s) — oo,

Ll

(50 = 0(1).
Proof. As x is non-trivial, there is some maximal integer N > 0 with Ly () # 0. Hence,

N

— ZLn(X)qns >>X qNRe(s)

and
N
L'(—s,x) =—logq Y nLy(x)q" <y q" ).

The proof follows. O

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a positive integer, and let u(x) be a positive C*°-function with support in
le, e ], Let @(s) be its Mellin transform. That is,

and
1
2mi Re(s)=c
where ¢ can take any value in R (due to our restrictions on the support of u, we can see that u(s)

is well-defined for all s € C, and so, by the Mellin inversion theorem, c¢ can take any value in R).
Then,

. ey maxe {[o/ (2)[}e*Re)if Re(s) > 0
U(S) < 1 / Re(s) .
BES max, {|u'(z)|}e if Re(s) < 0.

Proof. We have, by integration by parts, that

X X

el+ta™ 1 elta™

i(s) = / 2 lu(z)de = —+ / 2 (z)da

—=e S =e

If |s| > 1, then it is not difficult to deduce that the above is

< | ma{le' @)}e* ) if Re(s) > 0
s maxe{[u/ (@) }eR)if Re(s) < 0.

-X
If |s| < 1, then, by using the fact that f;:eq u'(x)dz = 0, we obtain

elﬂfx 1 — 8 el+q7X T
u(s) :/ o (z)dx = —/ </ ys_ldy>u’(x)dx
r=e S r=e y=1
61+q7X
<[ W@l < max{u (@),

from which the result follows. O
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Lemma 3.4. Let X be a positive integer, and let u(z) be a positive C*°-function with support in
le, e ], and let @(s) be its Mellin transform. Let

v(z) = /too u(t)dt

and take u to be normalised so that v(0) = 1. Note that its Mellin transform is
T 1
i(s) = @

Let x be a primitive Dirichlet character of modulus R € M\{1}. Then, for s € C not being a zero
of L(s,x), we have

®) L S X(A |A|S £y @(1+ (pn —_S)(log 9)X) ,

s
AeM on Pn
deg A<X

where pp, = % + iy, is the n-th zero of L(s,x). Note that, by Lemma 3.3, we can see that the sum
over the zeros is absolutely convergent.

Proof. Let ¢ > maX{O (1 — Re(s))(log q)X }. By the Mellin inversion theorem, we have

X degA X ﬂ,(fw + 1) L
Z ‘A’8 ( ) 271'2 Z ’A‘s /Re(w):cT’A‘ (log )X

1 / i 1) - XAAW)
270 JRe(w) S AT TEax
1 a(w+1) L w
T 2mi Re(w)=c W L (s (log q)X’X> dw.

The interchange of integral and summation is justified by absolute convergence, which holds be-
cause ¢ > (1 — Re(s))(log ¢)X and by Lemma 3.3.

We now shift the line of integration to Re(w) = —M, for some
M > max{0, Re(s)(log q)X}, giving

X(4 agay L @(1+ (pn — s)(log ¢) X)
Z ’A‘s (6 X >__f(87X)_Z

pn Pn — S
1 a(w+1) L' ( w
2mi Re(w)=—M w L (IOg Q)X

where the sum over the zeros counts multiplicities. This requires some justification. We make use
of the contour that is the rectangle with vertices at

cti ((d —Im(s)) (log 9) X + 27mX) ,
-M :l:z'((d —Im(s))(log )X + 27mX).

Here, d > 0 is such that % + id is not a pole of %(s,x) (that is, not a zero of L(s,x)). It is clear
that as n — oo we capture all the poles and the left edge tends to the integral over Re(w) = —M.
Due to the vertical perlodlclty of , and our choice of d, we can see that the top and bottom
integrals are equal to O, pr(n™1), Wthh vanishes as n — oo.

By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, if we let M/ — oo then we see that the integral over Re(w) = —M vanishes.

Finally, we note that

( degA> 1 1fdegA§X
vie X =
0 ifdegA> X(1+q ).
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Also, since X is a positive integer, there are no integers in the interval (X,X 1+ ¢ X )) C
(X , X + %), and so there are no A € A that have degree in this interval. It follows that

x(A logldl X(A)A(A)
P e CE R T

AeM
deg A<X
U
Lemma 3.5. Suppose u(x) has support in [e,e'9 " |. For all z € C\{0} with arg(z) # 7 we define
U(z) := / u(x)Eq(zlog z)dz.
=0
(Recall, for y € C\{0} with arg(y) # n, we define E1(y) = [V € —dw). Let x be a primitive

w=y

Dirichlet character of modulus R € M\{1}, and suppose p is a zero of L(s,x) and s € C\{p} with
arg(s — p) # w. Then,

/S+°° i(1+ (p— s0)(log ) X)

o=s P — S0

dsp = —U((s —p)(log q)X).
Proof. We have

s+oo 7 _ st+oo o0
/ Gt (= wlllog ) dso :/ : alpm90)1o8 )Xy (7)dadsg
s0=s P — S0 so=s P =S50 Jz=0

00 s+00 e(p—so)(logq)XloggE
:/ u(x)/ dspdx
=0 s0=s P — 30

00 (s— p)(logq)Xlogx-‘,—oo —w
:—/ u(m)/ ¢ duwda

w=(s—p)(logq) X logz W

=_ /:o u(z)Ey ((s — p)(log ¢) X log a;) dz

=0
=—U((s - p)logg)X).

The interchange of integration is justified by absolute convergence, which holds for X > 1. O

We can now proceed with the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose s € C is not a zero of L(s, x) and arg(s — p) # = for all zeros p of
L(s,x). We recall that (8) gives us

)

Pn — S0

L’ w(1 4+ (pn — so)(log q) X
(50, X Z x(A |A|so Z ( (p 0)(log q) )

AeM Pn
dog A<X

to which we apply the integral s dso to both sides to obtain

9) log L(s, x) = Z |A|slog|A| ZU( s—p logq)X)

AeM
deg A<X

For the integral over the sum over zeros, we applied Lemma 3.5, after an interchange of summation
and integration that is justified by Lemma 3.3. We now take exponentials of both sides of (9) to

obtain
L(S,X):exp< 3 %) < ZU<8— (log ) X ))

AeM
deg A<X

:PX(Sa X)ZX(Sa X)
Now suppose we have s € C, not being a zero of L(s, x), but with arg(s — p) = = for some zero

p of L(s,x). We can see that limg,— s L(s0,x) = L(s, x) and limg,—s Px(s0,x) = Px(s,x) # 0.
The latter is non-zero as Px (s, x) is the exponential of a polynomial. From this, we can deduce
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that limg,—.s Zx (s0, x) = L(s, x) (Px (s, X))_l € C. Similarly, if s is a zero of L(s, ), then we can
see that limg,— s Zx (S0, X) = L(s,x)(PX(s,X))_l = 0. This completes the proof. O

4. MOMENTS OF THE PARTIAL EULER PRODUCT

We require the following two lemmas before proving Theorem 1.5.

Lemma 4.1. For all Re(s) > 0 and primitive characters x we define

o mes 0 T (3

deg P<X 3 <deg P<X

and for positive integers k and A € Spm(X) we define ap(A) by
X ap(A)x(A
PX(37X)k: Z (|/i|s( )
AeSm(X)
Then, for positive integers k, we have
1 \k _ /1 \E _ o (A)x(A)
any - Px(zy) = (1o )r(za) = (trox ) 3 SEERE
AeSm(X)

We also have that

a(A) =di(A) if Ae SM< ) or A is prime

(12)

Do > b

0 < ag(A) <dp(A) if Ad SM< ) and A is not prime.

Proof. First we note that

Pxe,x):em( M) ( Z ZX )

AeM |A|2 log| A deg P<X j=1 ]’P’
deg A<X

where

Np = {de)g(PJ '

Also, by using the Taylor series for log, we have

Pj{(%’X):eXp( 2 ZX > Z j2JyPyJ >

deg P<X j=1J |P| §<de p<x Jj=1
Hence,
1 L1y X(P
ENER TRy ey (D S DI S S pi=c. ea ]
2 2 \P\ J2J!P!J
deg P<X j=Np+1 J %<d p<Xx j=1

We now show that the terms inside the exponential are equal to O(X _1), from which we easily
deduce

k

Pr(z) = (10 )) (3
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To this end, using the prime polynomial theorem for the last line below, we have

DML S g

deg P<X j=Np+1 j‘P‘ %<ngP<X_] 1

SO ME S S oL +zzmpp

degP<X] =Np+1 ilP|z X <deg P<X J=2 ilP|? X <deg P<X J=1

(13)
-y oy ) DI DR A S ol ip 0l
degP<X] =Np+1 ]’P’ X <deg P<X J= 3J\P\ X Cdeg PEX 1= ]2J|P|J
< 2 > Pt Y o Y e

deg P<3 X <deg P<X deg P<X X n<x

We now proceed to prove (12). The first case is clear, so assume that A € Sy (%) and A is not
prime. We note that

(-3 (o)

x(P) | x(P)? ) x(P)? | x(P)* )
1+ + +... 1- + -
( iR 2P " 2[PP
> N2\ x(P)" X2 1\ L5+ x(P)"
:Z< 3 <_§> >X( ) :Z§<1—<—§> : >><( )
r=0 r1,72>0 |P|2 r=0 |})|2
r1+2ro=r
Since
2 1\ [5]+1
< Z B (R
0<3(1-(-3)"") <
for all » > 0, the result follows. O

Lemma 4.2 (Mertens’ Third Theorem in F,[T]). We have
1\ !
1 —— ~éen.
JL0-m)

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of Theorem 3 in [24]. O

We can now prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Throughout this proof, any asymptotic relations are to be taken as X, deg R q—’k>
oo with X <log, deg R. By Lemma 4.1 it suffices to prove that

2 2\ —1
1 oy ax(A)x(A) ( > di(P™) ) k2
" T Na(k) 77)1 e’YX .
¢ (R)xn%;R Aesux) A2 degpl%x mzz:() 1Pl ( >

We will truncate our Dirichlet series. This will allow us to bound the lower order terms later. We
have

ap(A)x(A ap(A)x (A _1
AESM(X) |Al2 AESpM(X) |Al2
M M
deg A<1 deg R
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This makes use of the following:

—k
DR BT ES R A BT b <1— 1)

1 1= —
AeSm(X) |A[> AeSp(X) |Al4 deg P<X |P|1
deg A>1 deg R

1
15 g exp< > —klog <1— 1;)) = |R|7T5 exp (kzO( > 1>)
dog P<X [P aegP<x P

:|R|_T16exp kO q%—X :|R|_T16exp kO M :O<|R|_%).
X log, deg R

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it suffices to prove that

2 0o 2\ —1
1 . ap(A)x(4) dy, (P™) K
* Z Z 1 ~ a(k) H Z — B X)) .
¢ (R)XmodR AESM(X) A2 deg P<X \ m=0 |7l ( >
dogAS%degR PR
Now, we have that
2
1 Z* Z o (A)x(4)
O(R) e A2
X mo AeSm(X)

deg A<{deg R

e Y B s e

* 1
¢"(R) A,BESM(X) [ABlZ  gpp
deg A,deg BS% deg R Fl(A-B
(AB,R)=1
1 ap(A)ag (B
1) sy X owmer) Y )
EF=R A,BESM(X) |AB|z
deg A,deg BS% deg R
(AB,R)=1
A=B(mod F)
Qe A 2 1 Qe A Qe B
B e DI D SR
AESpM(X) EF=R A,BESM(X) |AB|z
deg AS% deg R deg A,deg BS% deg R
(A,R)=1 (AB,R)=1
A=B(mod F)
A#B

We first consider the second term on the far right side: The off-diagonal terms. We note that the
inner sum is zero if deg F' > ideg R, and we also make use of (12), to obtain

* 1
¢*(R) jozn A,BES(X) |AB|2
deg A,deg B<1 degR
(AB,R)=1
A=B(mod F)
A#B

1 di(A)d, (B
<Fm Y. e M
EF=R ABesy(x) |ABI2
deg F<1ldegR

<oy I (-3
deg P<X EF=R
deg F<1degR

~—
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1 —2k
s—— I (1-1r13) > IRp
(b( )dogPSX FeM
deg F<1ldegR

1 X
Rl q2
< 0219 ) = o1).
_¢*(R)exp X> o(1)
The second-to-last relation makes use of a similar result to (15) and the last relation follows from
the fact that X, deg R — oo with X < log, deg R. Now we consider the first term on the far right

side of (16): The diagonal terms. We required a truncated sum only for the off-diagonal terms,
and so we extend our sum using similar means as in (15):

DR D DI Rl (L)

AeSpm(X) AeSm(X)
deg A<1 deg R (A,R)=1
(A,R)=1

Now, using (12) for the first relation below (and part of the second relation), we have that

ax(4)° _ = o (P)”
Z Al H ( Z |P|m
AeSm(X) deg P<X \m=0

(A,R)=1 PR

S (S o (S

— 0o d P'm
degPIJ(’gX m=0 %<d;fRP§X 1_|_dk‘(§|)2 +Zm:2 k|(P‘m)
—1 2 2
=, di(P™)? 1\ & dip(P™)
(17) _ & (P™)” <1 _ _> i (P™)”
ST ) AR S e
PR B
—k2
1 1
J(m) I (reodm)
eg P< 5 <deg P<X
-1
> g, (Pm)? %
=(t+o)ak) ] (Z %) (ax) .
deg P<X \m=0
PIR
For the last equality, we used Lemma 4.2. The proof follows. O

5. MOMENTS OF THE HADAMARD PRODUCT
In this section we provide support for the Conjecture 1.6. We require the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. For real y > 0 define

Ci(y) = — /t - Coi(t) dt,

=Yy

and let x be real and non-zero. Then,
Re E1(iz) = — Ci(|z]).
Proof. If x > 0, then

. 1T+00 e~ W 100 e~ W 00 e—it ]
Re Eq(iz) = Re ——dw =Re ——dw =Re " dt = — Ci(|x]),
t

w=iz W

w=1ix w =x

where the second relation follows from a contour shift. Similarly, if z < 0, then

. ix+00 e~ W —100 e~ W 0o ezt )
Re Eq(iz) = Re ——dw =Re ——dw =Re Tdt = — Ci(|z|).
t

w=iz w w=iz W =|z|
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O
Now, writing 7, (x) for the imaginary part of the n-th zero of L(s, x), we can see that

s o 7@l

:ﬁ Z* exp (— 2k Re Z U< — z"yn(x)(logq)X>>

x mod R Yn (X)

(18)
1 *
:(b*(R)X%Rexp(—QkRev%/ — ivn(X )(logq)Xlogx)da;)
ENENN o 21<;Z/ 2) Ci (|7 (x)| (log ) X log z)d
_ﬁb*(R)XmodRexp n (X) R )

We note that the terms in the exponential tend to zero as |y,(x)| tends to infinity, and so the
above is primarily concerned with the zeros close to % As described in Section 1, there is a
relationship between the zeros of Dirichlet L-functions near % and the eigenphases of random
unitary matrices near 0: The proportion of Dirichlet L-functions of modulus R that have j-th
zero (that is, its imaginary part) in some interval [a,b] appears to be the same as the proportion
of unitary N(R) x N(R) matrices that have j-th eigenphase in [a,b] (at least, this is the case
in an appropriate limit). Naturally, one asks what value N(R) should take in terms of R. We
note that the mean spacing between zeros of Dirichlet L-functions of modulus R is bgf#g}%’

while the mean spacing between eigenphases of unitary N x N matrices is %” Therefore, we
take N(R) = |loggdeg R|. So, we replace the imaginary parts of the zeros with eigenphases of
N(R) x N(R) unitary matrices, and instead of averaging over primitive characters we average over

unitary matrices. That is, we conjecture
1 * 1 2k
3 |2 (3)
(b (R)XmodR 2

(19) :ﬁ Z exp <21<: > / ) Ci (Jya(x)| (log Q)Xlog:v)df”)

x mod R

N/AEU( wm) exp <2k Z / z) Ci (|0n(A )\(logq)Xlogg;)dg;>dA

as deg R — oo, where the integral is with respect to the Haar measure, and 6,,(A) is the n-th
eigenphase of A. The eigenphases are periodic with period 27, and these periodicised eigenphases
are included in the sum. An asymptotic evaluation of the right side can be made identically as
in Section 4 of [11]; but we simply replace their log X with our (logq)X, and we replace their
N = [log T'| with our N(R) = |log gdeg R|. This leads us to the conjecture that

1 ) 1 N2k G2(k+1) (deg R\¥
S Z —_ Yy
¢*(R)XH%R X(2’X>‘ G(2k+1)<evx> ’

as deg R — oo. We note that in [11], their u(x) has a slightly different support than the support
of our u(x). However, this does not affect the result.

Remark 5.2. We will provide further justification for one of the steps above, which is not given
in [11]. In the middle line of (19) we have a sum over all v,(x). This includes zeros that are
far away from % We mentioned previously that their contribution is small, but a closer inspection
reveals that we cannot dismiss them so easily, and so we must justify replacing them with the
eigenphases of our unitary matrices. For the zeros close to % (that is, for yn(x) close to 0) we
have already provided this justification. For the zeros further away, one can argue that the zeros

of a typical Dirichlet L-function are equidistributed in some manner, and that the eigenphases of a
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typical unitary matriz are also equidistributed in some manner. Thus, we could replace the former
with the latter. This is based on the idea that if you sum a function over a set of equidistributed
points on some interval I, then the result is roughly equal to the integral over I of that function
multiplied by the reciprocal of the mean spacing of the points. Recall that the mean spacing of
our eigenphases is equal to that of our zeros. Naturally, one asks why we do not use the same
justification for the zeros close to % The answer is that the function Ci(x) has a discontinuity at
x =0, and so we require a stronger justification for the zeros near % (that is, the v, (x) close to 0).
Finally, we remark that we do not provide any rigorous support for the claims on equidistribution
above.

6. THE SECOND HADAMARD MOMENT

Before proving Theorem 1.7, we prove several lemmas. First, by (11) we have

pr(b) =1+ 006715 (1)

Rearranging and using (10) gives
~1
Pe(3) =1+ 0075 (54)
-1 2\ —1
(20) <”O ) X(l—’f}?) 0 (+3)

X <deg P<X
_1(A)y(A
:<1+O(X‘1)) Yy s I(A)lX( )
AESM(X) |Al2

where a_1 is defined multiplicatively by

—1 ifdegP <X
a_l(P):: .

0 if deg P > X;
ifdegPﬁ%
if 5 <degP <X
if deg P > X
ifdegPﬁ%
(P =KL i X <degP < X
0 if deg P > X;
a_1(P™) =0 for m > 4.

a_l(P2) =

o O = O

Lemma 6.1. For all R € M, we have that

la_1(HS)a_1 (HT))| 3
2 [HST] <X
HSTESm(X)
(S,T)=1
(HST,R)=1

deg HS,deg HT< % deg R
as X — o0.

Proof. Using Lemma 4.2, we have that

lo_1(HS)o_y (HT)] 1\? 1\ s
— ) = 1—|P X
> der < X ) =11 (-1p) <
HSTeSm(X) HeSpm(X) deg P<X
(S,T):l
(HST,R)=

deg HS,deg HTSE deg R

as X — oo. O
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Lemma 6.2. For all R € M, we have that

a_l(HS)a_l(HT) 4
deg ST <« X
2 (ST BT
HSTEeSpm(X)
(S,T)=1
(HST,R)=1
deg HS,deg HT< % deg R
as X — oo.
Proof. We have that
Oé_l(HS)Oé_l(HT) 1 degST
T — —_—
2 mor  GEST< DL g 2 g
HSTESM(X) HESM(X) S,TESM(X)

(S,T)=1
(HST,R)=1

deg HS,deg HT <75 deg R

Consider
1 1)° -2
o= Y mm (X gp) - IO ()"
S, TeSm(X) TeSm(X) deg P<X
Taking the derivative of the above and then evaluating at s = 1, we obtain

deg ST 1\ 2 deg P 3
802 _ 9 (1 _|P ) X
2 |ST)| 11 7] > P11
S, TeSm(X) deg P<X deg P<X

as X — oo, where we have made use of Lemma 4.2 and the prime polynomial theorem. This,

along with the fact that
1 -1
= 1-|P —1> X
> = I (-1e) <
HeSMm(X) deg P<X

as X — oo, proves the lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let V € M. V may or may not depend on R. As X,deg R 2y 00 with X <
log, deg R, we have

Z Of_l(HS)Oé_l(HT)
|HST]
HSTeSm(X)
(5.T)=1
(HST,V)=1

deg HS,deg HT< {5 deg R

X 1 1 1
=(1+0(q 2 [I (1-=)+o(—)~ ] (1-—=)
( (9 >>d < |P|> <\R,;1> ( |P|>
eg P<X deg P<X
PV PV

Proof. The second relation in the Lemma follows easily from Lemma 4.2. We will prove the first.
In this proof, all asymptotic relations are to be taken as X, deg R — oo with X < log, deg R.

Similar to (14), we can remove the conditions deg HS,deg HT < % deg R from the sum and this
only adds an O(\R]_Tll) term . Now, writing C = HS and D = HT, we have
a_1 HS a_q HT a_q C a_1 D

ST CD
HSTESM(X) CDESM(X)
(S,T)=1 (CD,V)=1
(HST,V)=1
2
a_1(C)a—1(D) 9(G) a_1(CG)
Dl 2 9= 2 el 2 T
M 3 M M

(CD,V)=1 (@, V)=1 (c,V)=1
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Before continuing, let us make a definition: For all A € M and all P € P, let ep(A) be the largest

integer such that PeP(4) | A. Continuing, we note that we can restrict the sums to polynomials
that are fourth power free. Indeed, a_;(P™) = 0 for all P € P and all m > 4. Note that if P | G
then we must have that 0 < ep(C) < 3 — ep(G), while if P {G then 0 < ep(C) < 3. So, we have

a_1(CG) 3-er(@) o, (Piter(@)) 3. a. (P7)
>l =) 1 (s

CeSp(X) P|G §=0 deg P<X \ j=0
(C.V)=1 PG
PV
(e (3 e O o i‘“”
a : |P) |P) |P)
deg P<X \ j=0 P|G j=0 P|G \ j=
PV
So,
6(G) o)\’
a_q
LTINS
GeSpm(X) CeSm(X)
(G, V)=1 (C,V)=1
3 . 2 3 X 3—4 L. 2 3 . —2
_ a1 (PY) o(P) [ ay(PIH) a1 (P)
- H <Z |P| H Z’p’% Z |P| Z |P|J
deg P<X \ 7=0 deg P<X \ =0 7=0 7=0
PV PV
-1 igb(Pl) :’i’a-mm
P2\ [P
deg P<X \ ¢=0 7=0
PV
_ 2 S 0P a1 (PTH)ay (PH)
o H Z | P2i+j+k|
deg P<X \ i=0 j=0 k=0
PV
1 1
-1 () I (1+0(zm)
deg P<X & <deg P<X
PV P
X 1
=(14+0(¢ 2 > 11 <1——>.
< ( ) deg P<X ’P’
PV
The result follows. U

Lemma 6.4. Let R € M. Suppose Zy < deg R and F | R. Further, suppose C,D € Sp(X) with
degC,deg D < = degR Then, we have

1 42 (Z,+1)|CD
Z <<2(1+)’C\

1
ABem  |ABJz |7
deg AB:Z1
AC=BD(mod F)
AC#BD
(AB,R)=1

Proof. Consider the case where deg AC > deg BD, and suppose that deg A = i. We have that
AC = LF + BD for some L € M with deglL. = deg AC — degF = i + degC — deg F', and
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deg B = 7y —deg A = Z; —i. Hence,

1 _Z
> r<cry ) > 1
ABem  |AB|? =0 LeM BeM
deg AB=27; deg L=i+deg C—deg F' deg B=2Z1—1
AC=BD(mod F)
(AB,R)=1
deg AC>deg BD
Zl zZ Zl Z1
_ A i _q2|C] _ a2 (Z+1)[C]
=q2 ) > = TF 1= 7] :
=0 LeM =0
deg L=i+deg C—deg I
Similarly, when deg BD > deg AC' we have
Zy
Z 1 <q2(Z1+1)\D!
T < .
a5em  |ABI2 |F|
degAB:Z1
AC=BD(mod F)
(AB,R)=1
deg AC>deg BD

Suppose now that deg AC = deg BD = i. Then, 2i = deg ABCD = Z; + degCD. We have
degB=1i—degD = w, and AC = LF + BD for some L € AwithdegL <i—degF =
M — deg F. Hence,

Z 1 1 §q_% Z Z 1

ABem  |ABJZ BeM LeA
deg AB=27; deg B:M deg L<w—degf—‘
AC=BD(mod F)
(AB,R)=1
deg AC=deg BD
1 Z1
_‘CD,Z Z 1_q2’C\
CF R
7] P 7]
deg B— Z1+deg207degD

The result follows. (|

We can now prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Throughout the proof, all asymptotic relations will be taken as X, deg R SN
oo with X <log,deg R. Now, by (20), we have
1 1 12
L(z) P (z) |-
5 X) Px |5 X
R

21 ¢*2R)X Z; L(%’X)PX(%’X>_1‘2 ~ ﬁw%*

mot

Similar to (14), we truncate our sum:

1oy a1 (OX(C) i
Pi(zn) = X W“)('R' ")
CESM(X)
dogCS%degR

Using this, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and (4), it suffices to prove that

L L P a-1(C)a_1(DI(C)X(D)
¢*(R)XH%RL< )| 2. —

50 X 1
2 C,DESM(X) |CD>

deg C\,deg DS% deg R
deg R
~Y

1 1
e X |P| )"
deg P>X
P|R
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Now, by Lemma 2.5, we have

1 S EENT a-1(C)a_1(D)x(C)X(D)
PGPS ool
xmod R C,DESM(X)
deg C\,deg Dgl—lo deg R

1oy (200 + ) > a_1(C)a_1(D)x(C)x(D)
¢*(R) : ’

x mod R C,DeSm(X) ‘CDP
deg C\,deg DS% deg R

where

(o Y XARE)

1
A,BEM |AB|2
deg AB<deg R

and ¢(x) is defined in Lemma 2.5.

We first consider the case with a(y). We have

1 S ol 5 a_1(C)a1(D)x(C)x(D)

1
xmod R C,DESM(X) |CD|z
deg C,deg D< L deg R

_ 2 Z* Z a—1(C)a_1(D)x(AC)X(BD)

-
*
=3

” T
¢ (R)XmodR A BeM |ABCD|>
C,DESA(X)
deg AB<deg R

deg C,deg D< % deg R

2 Y wE)(F) 3 a_1(C)a_1(D)

% 1
o*(R) o AT |ABCD|>
C7DESM(X)
deg AB<deg R
deg C,deg DSl—lo deg R
ABCD,R)=1
(23) A(CEBD(m())d F)
a_l(C)a_l(D)
=2 ) S —
A Bem |ABCD|?
C,DESM(X)
deg AB<deg R
deg C,deg DS% deg R
(ABCD,R)=1
AC=BD
2 oz_l(C’)oz_l(D)
M=) > n(E)G(F) > —
EF=R A,BEM |[ABCD|2
C,DeSMm(X)
deg AB<deg R
deg C,deg Dgl—lo deg R

(ABCD,R)=1
AC=BD(mod F)
AC#BD
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For the first term on the far right side, the diagonal terms, we can write A = GS, B = GT,

C=HT,D = HS where G,H,S,T € M and (S,T) = 1, giving

(24)
_ _1(D 1(HTYa_1(H
9 Z a_1(C)a 15 ) —9 Z a(HT)a_1(HS)
A,B.C.DEM |ABCD|2 GeM (GHST|
C,DeSM(X) H,5,TeS(X)
deg AB<deg R deg G2ST<degR
deg C\,deg D< % deg R deg HS,deg HT< L deg R
(ABCD,R)=1 (GHST, R)
AC=BD (S,T):l
s 3 —1(HS)a_ (HT) 3 E
|H ST G|
H,S,TeSm(X) GeM
deg HS,deg HT< = deg R deg G< 98 A-deg ST
(HST,R)=1 (G,R)=1
(8,T)=1

By Corollary 2.7 and Lemmas 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3 we obtain the asymptotic relation below. The final
equality uses Lemma 4.2.

_ _1(D

9 Z al(C)alg)(deRH( p)
A,BEM |ABC D2 |B| deg P<X 1P|
C,DESM(X) PiR
degAB<degR

dongegD< degR

(25) (ABCD,R)=

AC=BD

deg R 1
~ 1-——.
e X 11 < |P|>
deg P>X
P|R

For the second term on the far right side of (23), the off-diagonal terms, we use Lemma 6.4 to
obtain

2 a-1(C)a_1(D)
> (E)(F) 3 g )aoE)
?*(R) o ABem |ABCD|>
C,DeSM(X
degAeBéVrtigg%%
deg C,deg D< - deg R
(ABCD,R)=1
AC=BD(mod F)
AC#BD
2 a_1(C)a_1(D) 1
= N A i E)o(F -
¢*(R) 2 ICD|2 2 HEWE) D |AB|z
(26) C,DeS M (X) EF=R A,BEM
deg C,deg D< 1% deg R do(gAABBE)d_e% R
(CD.R)=1 AC=BD(mod F)
AC#BD
1
|R|2 deg R
— o CD
C,.DESMm(X) EF= R

deg C,deg D< - deg R
IR|52°(%) deg R
o*(R)

= o(1).

Finally, consider the case with ¢(x). We recall that if x is odd then it consists of one sum, whereas,
if x is even it consists of three sums. We will show that one of the sums for the even y is of lower
order. The other sums for the even y, and the odd Y, are similar. We then see that the total



24 M. YIASEMIDES

contribution of the case with ¢(x) is of lower order. We have

1 Z* 3 Y(A)x(B) > a_1(C)a—1(D)x(C)x(D)

* 1 1
¢ (R)XmodR A,BEM ’AB‘Q C,DeSMm(X) ’CD‘Q
x even deg AB=deg R degC,dogDSl—lo deg R
1 * _ _1(D)x(ACYx(BD
(27) <— i Z Z a—1(C)a—1(D)x( 1C)X( )<< X3,
O"(B) fir  ABCDeM |[ABCD>
C,DeESMm(X)

deg AB=deg R
deg C,deg D< % deg R

where the last relation follows by similar means as the case with a(y). (]
7. PRELIMINARY RESULTS FOR THE FOURTH HADAMARD MOMENT

In this section we develop the preliminary results that are required for the proof of Theorem 1.8.
We begin with two results that will simplify the problem.

Lemma 7.1. For X > 12, we have that

Px(%»() = (1+ O(X_l))Px**(l x),

27
where
wn (1 B(A)x(A
PX(?x) - ¥ ( )1( )
AESM(X) |Al2
and B is defined multiplicatively by
-2 ifdegP < X
B(P) = feg D =
0 ifdeg P > X
: X
0 ifdegP>X
B(P*):=0 for k>3

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we have

PX(%,X>_2: 1+rox) I <1— X(Pl)>2x I1 <1+X2(’];)’2>2.

deg P<X |P|2

By writing Py (%, X> as an Euler product, we see that

P 2 P2 2
I (-%%) I (%)
deg P<X P12/ x g pex

_2><(1f’3)3 5L>I<|(If‘%4 _ X(P); ii‘(fif:
(] |P|2 2|P|2
=P (3) 1 (H | P (PP

X cdeg P<X \P|3 1P|
e _3
re(zx) I (1+o(rr?))
X <deg P<X
e _3
= x(g,x) exp(O( > |P|2
X <deg P<X

=(1rox ) ()
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~1
The result follows. The requirement that X > 12 is so that the factor (1 — % + %) in
2

the second line is guaranteed to be non-zero. O

Lemma 7.2. We define

ﬁ%(l,x> = > BlAX(A)

2 1
AESM(X) |Al2
deg A<1log, deg R

Then, as X,deg R s 00 with X < log, deg R,

Py (3 =P (1) o esn-3)

2
Proof. We have, as X,deg R 25 00 with X < log, deg R,
B(A)x(A) 1 1B(4)]
Z i < 1 1
AESM(X) |Al2 (deg R)3z AESM(X) |Al4

deg A>1 log, deg R

~(degR)"® ] (1 FoP[ T+ 2\P\—%)
deg P<X

:(degR)_é exp (O( Z \P\‘i))
de’gPSX
—(deg R)™% exp <O<q?17X>> < (deg R)™%.

O

We now prove several results that will be used to obtain the main asymptotic term in Theorem
1.8.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose Ay, As, Az, B1, By, B3 € M satisfy AjAsAs = B1ByBs. Then, there are
Gl,GQ,G3,V1,2,V1,3,V2,1, V273, V371, V372 € ./\/l, satisfying (Vi,j7 VkJ) =1 when bOth 7 75 k’ and j 75 l
hold, such that

A =G VipViz By =GiVe V3

Ay = GoVo1Vaz By = GaVi2oV3o

A3 = G3V31V32 Bz = G3Vi3Vags.

Furthermore, this is a bijective correspondence. To clarify, G; is the highest common divisor of A;
and B;; and in V; ; the subscript i indicates that V;; divides A; and the subscript j indicates that
Vi divides B;.

Proof. Let us write A; = G;S; and B; = G;T;, where

(20) G; = (4, B;)
(8, T;) = 1.

Since A1 A A3 = B1 By B3, we must have that

(30) 5152853 = T T T5.

First we note that, due to (30) and the coprimality relations in (29), we have that S; | T;T} and
T; | S;Sy for i, j, k distinct.

Second, again due to to (30) and (29), we must have that (S1,S2,S3), (11, 1>, T3) = 1.
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Third, for i # j, we define S; ; := (5;,.5;) and T; ; := (T3, T;). Again due to to (30) and (29), we have
(Sij)? | Ty and (T; j)* | Sk for 4,4, k distinct. Furthermore, (Si j;, Siy.jo) = 1 and (T3, j,, Tip jp) = 1
for all {’il,jl} 75 {’ig,jg}, and (Silvjl’Ti2,j2) =1 for all ’il,jl,’ig,jg.

From these three points we can deduce that
S1 = 81251 3(T23)*SY Ty = T1 271 3(S2,3)*TY

(S,
Sy = 81252,3(T13)*Sy  Th = T12T2,3(51,3)°T%
S3 = S13S52,3(T1.2)*S5’ Ty = T1.3T53(S1.2)*T5'
for some S;" and T} satisfying (S;/,T;') = 1 for all i and (S}, S;"), (T;',T;") = 1 for i # j. By (30)
we have that S1'Sy’S3" = T7/'T5'Ty’. From these points we can deduce that
Sy = Ui U3 Ty = Uz Us;
So' = Us U3 Ty = U 2Us 2
S3' =Us Uss T3 =Ui3Us3
where the U; ; are pairwise coprime. Also, for i, j, k distinct, because U, ; | Tj and (S;,T};) = 1, we
have that (U; ;,S;) = 1, and hence (U; j, Sj k), (Ui, S;:) = 1. Similarly, for 4, j, k distinct, we have
(Uij: Tig), (Ui, T 5) = 1.

So, by defining
Vip = 513153012 Vo1 = 52311 3U21 V3,1 = 52311 2U31
Vig = S1,2T23U13 Vaz = 5127113023 V3o = 51311 2U32

we complete the proof for the existence claim.

Uniqueness follows from the following observation: If we have G; and V; ; satisfying the conditions
in the Lemma, then we can deduce

Gi = (AZ, Bl) for all i, and

ViiiViiViiVi, < BZBJ' .
—=— ) = (B ——= for i, 7, k distinct,

Vi,iVi,j > A, >
where we define B;, A; by B; = G,;B; = (A, BZ)BZ and 4; = G;A; = (A, Bz)flZ for all 7. Since the
far right side of each line above is expressed entirely in terms of Ay, As, Az, B1, By, B3, we must
have uniqueness. U

Lemma 7.4. Suppose Vi3,Va3,V31,V32 € M, and (V13,V31V32) = 1 and (Vo 3,V31V32) = 1.
Then,

Vij= (Vi,ij,ja

{(Vl,% Vo1) € M?: (Vio,VasVa1) =1,(Va1,VigVaa) =1, (Vi Vaq) = 1}

= U {(Vl,g, Vg,l) S M2 :

VeM
(V,(V1,3V3,17V2,3V3,2)) =1

VipVo1 =V, (Vig,VasVs1) =1, (Vo1, VigVaa) =1, (Via, V1) = 1},
and for each such V we have

#{(Vl,% Va1) € M? : VigVay =V, (Via, VasVa1) =1, (Va1, ViaVaz) = 1,(Via, Vo) = 1}

2w(V)—w ( (V7V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2))

Proof. For the first claim we note that (Vi2,V2,3V31) =1 and (V2,1,V1,3V3,2) = 1 imply that
(V. (Vi Vo) - (Vi Vi) ) = 1.
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and, due to the given coprimality relations of Vi 3,V53,V3 1, and V39 given in Lemma 7.3, we have
V13, Vo3) - (V31,Va2) = (Vi3V31, Va3V32).

The first claim follows.

We now look at the second claim. For A, B € M, we define Ap to be the maximal divisor of A
that is coprime to B, and we define AB by A = AgAB. We then have that

V1,3Va,3V31 Vs Vi \% V- V-
V = VV1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2V 1,3V2,3V3,1V32 _ VV173V2,3V371V3’2V 13y V23 Ve Ve

where the last equality follows from (V, (V1,3V3,1,V2,3V3,2)) = 1 and the fact that (Vi 3,V31) =1
and (Va3,V32) = 1. Now, V = Vj2V5; and by the coprimality relations we must have that
VVisyVaz | V12 and VVesyVsa | V2,1. So, we see that

#{(Wz; Vo1) € M?:VigVay =V, (Vig, VasVa1) =1, (Var, VigVaa) = 1,(Vig, Vai) = 1}
:#{(‘/1,27 ‘/2,1) € M2 : ‘/1,2‘/2,1 = VV1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2VV1'3VVZSVVSJVV3’27

VVayhs | Vi, VIRV |V, (Vig, Vo) =1}

=% (VV1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2) — 2w(V)—w((V,V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2)).

We now need to give a definition for the primorials in Fy[T7].

Definition 7.5 (Primorial Polynomials). Let (S;)icz., be a fized ordering of P such that deg S; <
deg Siy1 for alli > 1 (the order of the primes of a given degree is not of importance here). For all
positive integers n we define

n

Ry =[]

i=1
We will refer to Ry, as the n-th primorial. For each positive integer n we have unique non-negative
integers my, and ry, such that

Tn
(31) Rn=< 1 P)(HQZ),
deg P<my, i=1
where the Q; are distinct primes of degree my, + 1. This definition of primorial is not standard.
Lemma 7.6. For all positive integers n we have that
log, log, | Ry| = my + O(1).
From this we can deduce that
my, < log,log,|Ry|
for n satisfying my, > 1. In particular, the implied constant is independent of q.

Proof. For the first claim, by (31) and (7), we see that

mn—+1

log,|Rn| = deg R, < <q" + 0<q%>> < gt
i=1
and

log,|R,| = deg Ry, > En: (qi + O<q%)> > ¢
i=1

By taking logarithms of both equations above, we deduce that
log, log,|Ry| = my + O(1).
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For the second claim, if m;,, > 1 then log, logq]Rn\ > 1, and so by the first claim we have

My, 1

_ L1+ — K 1.
log, log, | Ry log, log, | Ry

O

Lemma 7.7. For all R € M with deg R > 1, non-negative integers k, and s € C with Re(s) > —1
we define

frsts) =TT (1 - 1P

P|R

hii(s) =] (1 + |P|—S—1)_k

P|R
Then, for all non-negative integers j and all integers r we have

) < K (log, deg R+0(1)) [ (1 - \P\‘1>k,
PR

. j -k
nd, (12;;;) < K’ (log,deg R+ O(1))’ Igz (1 ™ ‘P‘_l>

Generally, we could incorporate the O(1) terms into the relation <, but for the case deg R =1,
where we would have log, deg R = 0, the O(1) terms are required.

Proof. We will prove only the claim for fr(s) and r = 0. The proofs for all » and hp(s) are
almost identical. First, we note that

(32) fri(s) =kgr(s)frr(s),

where

Z log| P|
’P’s-ﬁ-l —-1

P|R
We note further that, for integers j > 1,
(33) Tik(8) = Gris(s) frils),
where G, ;(s) is a sum of terms of the form
(34) K" (5) 6 (5) - g (s),

where 1 < m < jand ) ;" ,(jr + 1) = j. The number of such terms and their coefficients are
dependent only on j.

Now, for all R € M, and non-negative integers [, it is not difficult to deduce that

(10g|P|)l+l

(35) g2 (0) <1 Y 1

PIR

(logm)Hl

The function ~——— is decreasing at large enough x, and the limit as z — oo is 0. Therefore,
there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that for all A, B € A with 1 < deg A < deg B we have that

(log|A|)l+l . (log|B|)l+1
[Al-1 = [B[-1
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Hence, taking n = w(R) and using Definition 7.5, Lemma 7.6, and the prime polynomial theorem,
we see that

I+1 l+1 mn+1 M1
(10g|P|) ( g|P| - qr 7”l+1 N I I
ALl VA o+ 1 +1
36 Z Pl —1 <<lz N Z <<Zr<<(m+)
(36) PIR PIR, r=1
I+1 I+1 I+1
< (log,log,|R,|+0(1))" < (log,deg R, +O(1))"" < (log,deg R+ O(1)) .
The result follows by (33), (34), (35), and (36) . O

Lemma 7.8 (Perron’s Formula). Let ¢ be a positive real number, and let k > 2 be an integer.
Then,

/C+i°°y_sdsz 0 | if0<y<1;
c—100 Sk (k2fi),(10g y)k_l ny > 1.
If k =1, then
etico ys 0 if0<y<l;
/ ?ds =i ify =1,
e 21 ify > 1.
Proof. See [22, 4.1.6, Page 282] O

Lemma 7.9. Let RRM € M with degM < deg R, k be a non-negative integer, and z be an
integer-valued function of R such that z ~ deg R as deg R — co. We have that

gw(N)—w ((v,a))

_ k
] (z —deg N)
NeM
deg N<z
(N,R)=1
1-q¢7") H <1—|P|_1> H ( 1 >< k+2 k+1
= FRE T o1 Z + Oy, (Z log deg R)
(b 20+ D) sl \T+PT) LLAT=1P]
PiR

as deg R — oo.

Proof. Step 1: Let us define the function F', for Res > 1, by

g (N)—w ( (N, M)
INJ°

F(S) =
NeM
(N,R)=1

We can see that

2 2 1 1
F = 1 — ... 1 — ...
(=11 ( RN >H< RN >

PIMR P|M

PIR

1
_PQR<1—| 1)}%(1%1%—8)

PIR
B 14 |P|* 1—|P|* 1
ILGEee) I Ge) I (=)
PeP PIMR PIM
PIR

GO (P ()
Ges M r=) =)

PtR
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Now, let ¢ be a positive real number, and define
gtz itk=0
YTl itk o0
On the one hand, we have that

1 c+i00 ys 1 2w(N)—w((N,M)) c+i00 ys
— F(1 ds =— ———d
2mi c—100 ( +8) ]H_l 2mi NeM ‘N‘ /c—ioo ‘N‘Ssk—i_l i
(N,R)=1
(37) N)—w((N,M))
(logq)k 20.1( )—UJ( ’ ) k
= Z ] (z—degN).
’ NeM
deg N<z
(N.R)=1

For k > 1, the interchange of integral and summation is justified by absolute convergence, and the
second equality follows by Lemma 7.8. For k = 0, the above holds by Lemma 7.10 below. We

remark that we take y = qz+% when k£ = 0 so that <‘N| k+ 1) # (1,1), which would be a special
case of Lemma 7.8 that would be tedious to address.

On the other hand, for all positive integers n define the following curves:

li(n) = o (20 + %)m,ch (20 % 5)m ;
L log g log q
Cn+3m 1 (2n+)mi
l = A VAL G DAty
2(n) :=|c+ bgq 17 Togg ]
[ 1 (2nt+Pmi 1 (2n+ i
L(n) | Ly Botg)mi 1 Qe+ g)mi
| 4 log ¢ 4 log q
La(n) [t (2n+%)m'76_ (2n+ L)mi ;
| 4 log ¢ log q
L(n) =l (n) Ula(n) Uls(n) Uls(n).

Then, we have that

! CHOOF(l L gs =L PO+ s)-Ld PO+ s)-Ld
+s)——ds =—— lim + s S — + s S
gh+1 L(n) gh+1 I (n) gh+1

2mi

(38) c—100

S yS
— F(1+s)=— ds—/ F(1+5s) ds).
/lg(n) k+1 () ght1

Step 2: For the first integral in (38) we note that F(l + s)sgj% has a pole at s = 0 of order k + 3

and double poles at s = 212@; for m = £1,42,...,4+n. By applying the residue theorem we see
that

. 1 y° y*
(39) nll—{goZ—m F(1+s) k+1ds-Ress 0F(s+1)— k+1 ZRGS —2mri F(1+s)—/ k+1
L(n) meL &
m#0

Step 2.1: For the first residue term we have

(40)
Resg=o F'(s + 1) ngﬂ
1 dk+2 1—|P| s—1 1
= li 1)252 I P
(k + 2)! s—50 dsk+2 <CA(S+ ) Ca(25+2) 2 +2) H <1+]P] —s— 1)}!;[4(1—\13\—8—1)3/

PtR
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If we apply the product rule for differentiation, then one of the terms will be

e (CR | L — | 1-|p 11 ! "
(k + 2)! s—0 { >4 Ca(25 +2) 1+ |P| 1 1— |P[—1 ) ask+2?

P|MR PlM
PtR
(1 =g H(logq)* 1—|P|7! 1 . k2
B (k+2)! PIA_JIR<1+P1>1¥/[<1P1>< "’O(l)) .
PIR

The O(1) term is to account for the case where y = qz+% (when k = 0).

Now we look at the remaining terms that arise from the product rule. By using the fact that
Ca(l+s) = 1_#(1,5, the Taylor series for ¢7°, and the chain rule, we have, for non-negative integers
i, that

1 d’

41 lim —————
(41) Py (log q)"—1 ds?

(s +1)s = Oi(1).

Similarly, for non-negative integers i,

1 d’ 1 d’
42 —— lim —((2 Nl = — lim—(1—¢ %) =0;(1).
(42) (log q)* 530 dle( s+2) (log q)* 20 dst ( 1 ) (1)
By (41), (42), and Lemma 7.7 and the fact that deg M < deg R, we see that the remaining terms
are

(log q)* 1— P! 1 k1
bl i 1) logdeg R.
Sk Gy 2)! [1 1+ [P 1] T—ppT )¢ leedeskt

PIMR P|M
PIR
Hence,
yS
Ress—o F'(s + 1)W
43)  _(—gHlogg)* yy1-|P|"" 1 hio -
= o) H TP H T 2"+ O (2" log deg R)
) PIMR P|M
PIR

as deg R — oo.

Step 2.2: Now we look at the remaining residue terms in (39). By similar (but simpler) means as
above we can show that

y® (log ¢)" 1—|P|7 1
Res,_2mm F(1+3)sk+120k< e 11 TPt 11 - 1)"
PIMR PIM
P{R

as deg R — o0, and so, for k > 1,

| yr® K 1-|p! L
(44) Z ReSSZme F(l + S) Sk+1 - Ok <(10gq) H (1 + |f)|_1 H 1- |P|_1 :
P|IMR P|M
meZ PtR

as deg R — oco. When k£ = 0 we look at things more precisely and see that the term %

with the term with -1, and so (44) holds for k = 0 as well.

cancels
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Step 2.3: By (39), (43) and (44), we see that
1

lim —/ F(1+s)yR

n—00 270 J1,(n) 53

(45) 1 —q¢ Hlogq)k 1— (P! 1
:( (qk 4_)(2)!gq) H <1 - IPI—1> H (W) <Zk+2 + Ok(zk—l—l logdegR)>

P|MR P|M
PIR

as deg R — oo.

Step 3: We now look at the integrals over la(n) and l4(n). For all positive integers n and all
s € la(n),ls(n) we have that F(s + 1)y* = Oy r(1). One can now easily deduce for i = 2,4 that

1
(46) lim —/ F(1+5s) k+1ds =0.
li(n)

n—oo | 271

Step 4: We now look at the integral over I3(n). For all positive integers n and all s € I3(n) we
have that

Cals +1)?
= =0(1
A(ZS + 2) ( )
and
1—|pP|—st 1 s
11 (=) 11 (=)
P|MR P|M
PIR
3
14 |P| 1 1
<IT (o) T (g )1 il getios
Pl NP3 gy N = P
_3
&< H <|P|—% %) H <|P|—% %>q0(dog3)—l—12 deg R
PIR P17/ piu S
<0(1)
as deg R — oo. We now easily deduce that, for k > 1,
. 1 y°
(47) nh_}ngo 5 . F(1+s)—/— T ds‘ O(1)

as deg R —» oo. For the case k = 0 we must be more careful. Using the fact that F'(1 4 s) has

vertical periodicity with period %, and the fact that y = qz+% where z is an integer, we have
that

_%_1_7;00 (41111+2)7r7, s _i (41111+4)7ri s
ogq ogq
/ F(l—i—sy— :Z/ (1+s)y—ds+/ F(l—i—s)y—ds
_1 S 1+4m7m S 1+(4m+2)7rz S
4 logq log g
it iosg v it Y
_Z F(l—l—s)ﬁds—/ F(1+5)———ds
s 4 2)m
S A S+ e
27

211 4+logq ys

:logq Z _1 Fl+s) Ami (4m+2)mi ds
m=0 1 S + Tog q S+710gq
(4m~+2)me

2 . o0 + s s
1 - Z/ - F(1+5)————ds

e o+ 255)

—gTtoo 1

<</ ) - ds <1

S sl s




THE HYBRID EULER-HADAMARD PRODUCT FORMULA FOR DIRICHLET L-FUNCTIONS IN F,[T] 33

A similar result can be obtained for the integral from —% to —% — i00. Hence, we have that

: 1 v o

as deg R — oo.

Step 5: By (37), (38), (45), (46), (47) and (48), we deduce that

g (N)—w ((v.a))

_ k
Z ] (z —deg N)
NeM
deg N<z
(N,R)=1
(1-g¢7" <1—|P|_1> ( 1 >< k42 k+1
= —_— ————— | 2"+ Ok (2" logdeg R
(k+2)(k+1)P|l;IR 1+|P|! 11_1\[4 1—|P|~! ( )
PiR
as deg R — oo. O

Lemma 7.10. Let F(s), z, and ¢ be as in Lemma 7.9, and let y = qz+%. Then,

1 c+1i00 s 2w(N)—w((N,M))
— Fl+s)lds= Y
2m1 c—100 s NeM |N|
deg N<z
(N,R)=1

Proof. Let w > z + % and define

IN|®
NeM
deg N>w
(N,R)=1
Then,

1 c+ioo s 1 c+ioo 2w(N)—w((N,M)) s 1 c+ioco s
— F(1+s)y—ds :—,/ T Y s+ — Fw(s)y—ds
271 J oo s 271 Joino N |N| s 270 Jeing s

deg N<w
(N,R)=1
2w(N)—w((N,M)) 1 fetico s
= Z +— Fw(s)y—ds,
NeM ‘N‘ 2mi c—100 S
deg N<z
(N.R)=1

where we have used Lemma 7.8 for the last equality. We must show that the second term on the
right side is zero. To this end, we note that

1
w(2—Re(s))
Fu(s)< ) Ve <4 :

and we define the contours

:=[c — ni, c + nil;

(n,m) ==
(n,m) :=[c + ni,m + nil;
l3(n,m) :=[m + ni,m — nil;
(n,m) :=[m — ni,c — nil;
(n,m)

=l1(n) Ula(n) Uls(n) Ulg(n).
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We then have that

Y Noow( Y\
Fp(s)=—ds <2—qg“"( = —0
/lg(n m) ( ) <qw>

as m —» 0o, since g% > qz+% = y. We also have that

oco+ni ys q2w 00 y t 1
/ Fu(s)Lds < L (—w) dt < Orpe(n™) — 0
c+ni S n t=c 4

as n —» 0o, and, similarly,

/ ds—>0

/ Fw(s)y—ds =0
L(n,m) §

for all positive n, m, by the residue theorem. Hence, we can see that

c+100 s
/ Fw(s)y—ds =0.
c S

—100

as n —» oco. Finally, we note that

as required. O
We now give a Corollary to Lemma 7.9.

Corollary 7.11. Let R,M € M with deg M < deg R, k be a non-negative integer, and z be an
integer-valued function of R such that z ~ deg R as deg R —> oo. We have that

gw(N)=w((N,M))

(deg N)¥
Nem [N
deg N<z
(N,R)=1
_(1-¢7) 1-|p[™! 1 k+2 k+1
=ara U (=) IT (s ) (777 + 0n(e4+ ogdes B)
PIMR P|M
PiR

as deg R — oo.
Proof. By the binomial theorem we have

k
(deg N)¥ Z( > )i(z — deg N)i2F4,

=0
and let us define

=0 T (i) I (=)

PIMR P|M
PiR
Then, by Lemma 7.9, we have
2w(N)_w((N7M)) k42 i k+1
Nerd |N| (deg V)" Z < )H—Q—Z—I—l)(_l) + Ok (a(R)z" ! log deg R)
deg N<z
(N,R)=1
_a(R)F? Rkt i k1
Tk+2)(k+1) ZZ:; i (=1)" + Ok (a(R)z"" log deg R)
k12 + O (a(R)z"""log deg R).



THE HYBRID EULER-HADAMARD PRODUCT FORMULA FOR DIRICHLET L-FUNCTIONS IN F,[T] 35

Lemma 7.12. Suppose v is a multiplicative function on A and that there exists a non-negative
integer v such that v(P¥) = O(k") for all primes P (the implied constant is independent of P).

Furthermore, suppose there is an n > 0 such that v(A) <, |A]" as deg A 25 0.

Let R € M be a variable, a,b > 0 be constants, and X = X(R),y = y(R) be non-negative, increas-
ing, integer-valued functions such that X < alog,logdeg R and y > blog,deg R for large enough
deg R.

Let ¢ and € be such that ¢ > € > maX{O, 1-— %} and ¢ > n, and let § > 0 be small. Finally, let
S € M; S may depend on R. We then have that

3 V‘z(jc) 1 <1+ v(P) Jr1/(P2) +> +Oq,a,b,e,r,e,a((degR)_b(c_E)(1_5))

|Ple PP
AeSM(X) deg P<X
deg A<y (P,S)=1
(A,9)=1

as deg R — oo.

Proof. Let d > 2. By similar means as in Lemma 7.10, we have that

1 d+ico A (y+1)s A
T |Z1(|s+)c ? - ds = Z V|( |C)
T Jd—ioos 57 (x) 5 AESM(X)
(4,9)=1 deg A<y
(A,5)=1
Now, let n be a positive integer and let us define the following contours in C.
[ 2nmi 2nmi
h(n) i=|d— T g4 20T,
i log ¢ log ¢
[ 2nmi 2nmi
la(n) :=|d+ ,—Cc+e+ ;
[ loggq log g
[ 2nmi 2nmi
Is(n):=|—c+e+ ,—C+e— ;
I log q log g
- i i
la(n) = —c+e—ﬂ, _ ;
log q log q

L(n) =11 (n) Ula(n) Uls(n) Uly(n).

We can see that

1 d+ico I/(A) q(y+%)s
2—7T'i d—ico |A|s+c §
AeSMm
(4, S)
1, v(4) ¢v+e” v(4) ¢¥2
=—— lim </ Z ds —/ Z ds
n—>o0 s+c s+c
271 n— L(n) AGSM(X) |A| S lz(n) AESM(X) |A| S
(A,5)=1 (A,5)=1
L)s
_/ Z v(A) q / v(A) g¥2) ds).
13(n) A5, |A|s+c 5 la(n) pes), (X AJTre s
(4, S) (A,8)=
For the integral over L(n) there is a simple pole at s = 0. So, we have
1
v(A) gvta)s v(4) v(P)  v(P?)
z = = 1 — 4+ ... ].
/L(n e = 2 e s I e e
Aes AESM(X) deg P<X
=1 (4,8)=1 (P.5)=1

We can see that for all s € Ia(n) and all s € I4(n) we have that ) acs,(x ) ‘A(|S+)C and q(y+%)s are
(A,8)=
uniformly bounded, independently of n. Hence, we can see that the mtegrals over la(n),l4(n) tend
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to 0 as n — oo.

Now consider the integral over l3(n). Suppose € < 1. Then, for all positive integers n and all
s € l3(n) we have that

P, [v(P?)
Z ’ ‘s+c<< H < ’P’E + ’P’2e +>

AeSpm deg P<X

(A, s) (P,S)=

1 1
< —) ) < _
. H & O““Plﬁ)) <o (0( 7))
(P,S)=1 (P,S)=1
X i(1—e) a(l—e)
q (log deg R) b(c—e)d
< <
=P (OT’E<Z i >> = P (OT’E’G< log, logdeg R ) < (deg R)
i=1 q

a,b,c,q,r,€,0

as deg R 73" oco. Now suppose € > 1, then we can show that

V(A) b(c—e)d
Z [A[s+e < exp (Or,e,a (a log, log deg R)> < (degR)
AES M (X)
(A,8)=1

abcqreé

as deg R oo. We also have that

g¥+2)° < (deg )™M,
from which we deduce that

(y+3)s
/ V(A) q 2 ds < (deg R)—b(c—e)(l—é)
2mi I3(n s

’A‘s—l—c
AES (X
(A,8)=

abcqreé
o0

as deg R O

We now prove a result that is required to bound the lower order terms in the proof of Theorem
1.8, but first we require two results from [1]:

Theorem 7.13. Suppose «, 5 are fized and satisfy 0 < a < % and 0 < B < % Let X € M andy be
a positive integer satisfying fdeg X <y < deg X. Also, let A € A and G € M satisfy (A,G) =1
and deg G < (1 — a))y. Then, we have that

Ydeg X
Y d(N) <agp &.
N $(G)
deg(N—X)<y
N=A(mod G)
Proof. See Theorem 6.1 in [1]. O

Lemma 7.14. Let F,K € M, x > 0, and a € F}. Suppose also that %az <deg KF < %x. Then,

> d(N)d(KF + aN) < ¢"? | KlF‘ > %.

d NNEA(/it KF HIK
eg IN=xr—daeg z—deg KF
(N,F)=1 deg H<*=—"3==
Proof. See Lemma 7.7 in [1]. O

Lemma 7.15. Let F € M, K € A\{0}, and x > 0 satisfy deg KF < x. Then,

> dA(N)(KF +N) < ¢"2® ) d(H)
Nem e 1A

deg N=zx ng HS%
(N.F)=1

Proof. See Lemma 7.8 in [1]. O
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Lemma 7.16. Let FF € M, A3, Bs € Spm(X) with (AsBs, F) = 1, and 2,22 be non-negative
integers. Also, we define

1 ifdegA=0

d/\A =
eg(4) {degA ifdeg A > 1.

Then, for all ¢ > 0 we have the following:

Z 1<, <qz1 qz2> 1+6|A3B3| deg(A3B3)

A1,A2,B1,B2e M |
deg A1 B1=21
deg A2 Ba=2z2
(AlAQBlBQ,F)Zl
A1A2A3=B1B2B3(mod F)
A1A9A3#B1B2B3

if 21 + 29 +deg A3 B3 < % deg F'; and
1
E 1< qzl+22 |AgB3|(Zl + z9 + deg A3Bg)3—

A1,A2,B1,BaeM ¢( )
deg A1 B1=21
deg A2 Bo=z9
(AlAzBlBQ,F):l
A1A2A3£BleBg(m0d F)
A1A2A3#B1B2B3

if z1 + zo0 + deg A3 B3 > % deg F.
Proof. We can split the sum into the cases deg A1 A3 A3 > deg B1 B2 Bs, deg A1 As A3 < deg B1Bs Bs,
and deg A1 As A3 = deg B1 By Bs with A1 As A3 # B1B2Bs.
When deg A1 A3 A3 > deg B1B2B3, we have that A1AsAs3 = KF + B1BsBs where K € M and
deg K F' > deg B1 By B3. Furthermore,
2 deg KF =2 deg A1AsA3 > deg A1As Az + deg B1By B3
= deg AlBl + deg AQBQ + deg A3Bg =21+ 22+ deg A3Bg,

from which we deduce that

deg A3B
ag = 2t 22 +2 °6 £33 < deg KF < z1 + z9 +deg A3 =: a;.

Also,
deg KF + deg B1 By = deg A1 As A3 + deg B1 By = z1 + 29 + deg As,
from which we deduce that

deg B1By = z1 + 29 + deg A3 — deg K F.

Similarly, if deg A1 A3 A3 < deg B1Bs B3, we can show that

deg A3B
by = z1+z2+2 °e 43 3<degKF§z1+z2—|—dengzzb1

and

deg A1As = 21 + 29 + deg B3 — deg K'F.

When deg A1 A A3 = deg By B2 B3, we must have that

deg B3 — deg A
deg A Ay — 21+ 29 + eg2 3 eg 3’
21 + 20 + deg A3 — deg Bs

2

deg BlBQ =
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Also, we can write Ay As A3 = KF + ByByBs, where deg KF < deg ByByB3s = w and
K # 0 need not be monic.

So, writing N = ByBy when deg AjAs A3 > deg B1BsBs, and N = AjAs when deg A1 A5 A3 <
deg By B2 B3, we have that

> !
A1,A2,B1,B2eM
deg A1 B1=21
deg Aa Ba=2z2
(A1A2B1B3,F)=1
A1A2A3£BleB3(mOd F)

A1A2A3#B1B2Bs3
< 3 d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1>
KeM NeM
ap<deg KF<a; deg N=z1+z2+deg Az—deg KF
(49) (N,F)=1
+ Y 3 d(N)d((KF+NA3)Bg_1>
KeM NeM
bo<deg KF<by; deg N=z1+z3+deg B3—deg KF
(N,F)=1
+ oy 3 A(N)d((KF + NB3)A;™").
KeA\{0} NeM
deg KF<a0 dOg N= zl+22+dcg2A37dcg Bj
(N,F)=1

We must remark that if A3 | (K F + N Bs) then we define (K F + NB3)A3 ! by (KF+ NB3)A3™*-
A3 = (KF+NBs). If A3 { (K F+N B3), then we ignore the term with (K F+ N Bs) A3 ™! in the sum;

that is, we take the definition d((KF + NBg)Ag_l) := 0. We do the same for (KF + NA3)B3~ L.

Step 1: Let us consider the case when z; + 2o +deg A3Bsg < % deg F'. By using well known bounds
on the divisor function, we have that

3 3y d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1)
KeM NeM
ap<deg KF<aj deg N=z1+z22+deg Az—deg KF
(N,F)=1
<<E<qzlq22> DY > 1
KeM NeM
ap<deg K F<aj deg N=z1+2z2+deg As—deg K F
(N,F)=1
1+< 1
<(¢* Z2> ‘1A —
KeM
ap<deg K F<aj
145 deg A I+e  degA
<<<qz1q22> 2\A3]Z1+Z2+ eg A3 <. (qz1q22> ’Ag‘ €g 3'
|F| |F|
Similarly,
14€ E\B
Z Z d(N)d<(KF+NA3)Bs_1> <e (qzlq22> | Bs| T]g7| :
KeM NeM
bo<deg KF<by; deg N=z1+z22+deg B3—deg KF
(N,F)=1
As for the sum
Y 3 d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1),
KeA\{0} NeM

deg KF<ap deg N= 21+Z2+d982A3*dcg B3
(N,F)=1
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we note that it does not apply to this case where z1 + 2o + deg A3 B3 < 1 degF because this would
imply deg KF > deg F > 2 9 940, which does not overlap with range deg K F < ag in the sum.

Hence,
1+e ge\ Ang
> 1<<E<q“q”> |A3£%|_j§ﬁﬂ__l
A1,A2,B1,B2e M
deg A1 B1=21
deg Aa Ba=2z2

(AlAQBle,F):l
A1A2ASEBleB3(mOd F)
A1A9A3#B1B2B3

for z; 4+ 2o + deg A3B3 < ¥ degF
Step 2: We now consider the case when z; + zo + deg A3 B3 > 18 deg F'.

Step 2.1: We consider the subcase where ag < deg KF < 3 5ap. This allows us to apply Lemma
7.14 for the second relation below.

3 3 d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1>
KeMm NeM
ap<deg KF<2ap degN= Z1+(Z]%[+};i)egi43 deg KF
< ) > dW)d(KF+N)
KeM NeM
ao<degKF<3ao deg N=2ap— dOgKF
(N,F)=
1 1 d(H
<<q21 22|A333|(21 + 29 + degA3B3) — Z — Z Q
|| K| Hj
KeM H|K
apg<deg KFggao deg H< 2a07c12cg KF
1 1 d(H)
q*'q*|A3B deg A3B3)* — N
Al ot des B D ] 2 T
KeM H|K
deg KF<2ag
1 d(H) 1
¢ q*?|AsB deg A3B3)*— N — —
|A3Bs|(21 + 22 + deg A3 B3)? 7 Z ] Z IS
HeM KeM
deg H<2ag dogé(\'[ﬁ(?ao
1 d(H
z1 zz‘Ang‘(zl + 22 —|—degA3B3) m Z ’;IP)
deggé\gao
<q*'q*|A3Bs|(21 + 22 + deg A3 Bs)? ik
Similarly,
3 3 d(N)d((KF + NAg)Bg_l)
KeM NeM
bo<deg K F<3by deg N=z1+z2+deg By—deg K'F
(N,F)=1

1
<<qz1 Z2|A333|(21 + 22 + deg A3B3) m

Step 2.2: Now we consider the subcase where %ao < deg KF < a;. We have that

3 3 d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1>

KeM NeM
7ao<d0gKF<a1 deg N= z1+z2+dogA3 deg KF
(N,F)=1
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< Y > d(N)d(KF + N)
KeM NeM
—ao<d0gKF<a1 deg N=2ap—deg KF
(N,F)=1
< > > dN)A(KF +N)
NeMm KeM
deg N<%0 deg K F=2ap—deg N
(N,F)=1
> d) > (M)
NeMm MeM
deg N< 2 deg(M—X(n))<2a0—deg N
(N,F)=1 M=N(mod F)

where we define Xy := T2w0~deg N (The monic polynomial of degree 2ag — deg N with all non-
leading coefficients equal to 0).

We can now apply Theorem 7.13. One may wish to note that

y = 2ag — deg N > 3(21 + 29 + deg A3B3) > Zl—g deg I’
and so
40
degF < —y=(1—
egF<—y=(1-a)y
where 0 < a < %, as required. Hence, we have that
3 3 d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1>

KeM NeM
7ao<d0gKF<a1 deg N= z1+z2+dogA3 deg KF

(N,F)=
N
5 P r—

Zl Z2’A333‘(21 + 29 + deg Ang

degN
(N,F):l
1
071 q**| A3 Bs|(21 + 22 + deg A3 B3)’ -
Similarly, if %bo < deg K F' < by then
3 3 d(N)d((KF + NAg)Bg,_l)
KeM NeM
3bo<deg KF<b, deg N=z1+z2+deg B3 —deg KF
(N,F)=
1
G q7?| A3 Bs|(z1 + 22 + deg Ang) m
Step 2.3: We now look at the sum
3 3 d(N)d((KF n NBg)Ag—l).
KeA\{0} NeM
deg KF<ap deg N=21 +Z2+dcng“:rdcg B3
(N,F)=1
By Lemma 7.15 we have that
3 3 d(N)d((KF + NBg)A3_1>
KeA\{0} NeM
deg KF<ap deg N= z1+zp+deg Ag—deg By
(N,F)=1

< > > d(N)d(KF + N)

KeA\{0} NeM
deg K F<ag deg N=ao
(N,F)=1
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z1t+z d H
<q7 T A3 Bs| 2 (21 + 2 + deg A3 Bs)? > %
KeA\{0} H|K

deg KF<ag
_ 1 1 d(H
§q21+22 1‘A3B3’(Zl + z92 + deg A3B3)2m Z m Z ﬁ
KeA\{0} H|K
deg KF<ag

1
<@ 2| A3 Bs(21 + 22 + deg A333)3m,
where the second-to-last relation uses the fact that ag is an integer (since deg A1 Ay A3 = deg B1 B2 Bs)
and so deg K F' < ag implies deg KF' < ag — 1, and the last relation uses a similar calculation as
that in Step 2.1.

Step 2.4: We apply steps 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 to (49) and we see that

1
Z 1< qzl+22 |A3B3|(Zl + z9 + deg A3Bg)3—

Ay,A2,B1,B2eM ¢( )
deg A1 B1=21
deg A2 Bo=z9
(A1A2B1B2,F)=1
A1A2A3£BleBg(m0d F)
A1A2A3#B1B2Bs3

for z1 + 2o + deg A3 B3 > % deg F. O
8. THE FOURTH HADAMARD MOMENT
We can now prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. In this proof, we assume all asymptotic relations are as X,deg R <5
with X < log,logdeg R. Using Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2, we have

L[ ex (3l

i S () s
i, 2[5 0)[1P (3:) = of(aesr-2)[
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (4), and Lemma 4.2, it suffices to prove
* S 1—|P|)° B
(b*gR)X%R L(%,x) ‘4‘PX (%,X) ‘2 N 1_12(degR)4 dogl;[>X <ﬁ> dogl;ISX (1 —|P| 1)4.
P|R

By Lemma 2.5, we have

sim 2 [ 177 Gl = gty 55, w200 00 )

mo x mod R

where ¢() is as in Lemma 2.5 and

zRr :=deg R —log, ow(R).

aly) e x(A)X(B)
) A%e:/vr |AB|7
deg AB<zRp
(A)X(B)
b(y) == XEXAD)
* Age:/\/t |AB|2

zp<deg AB<deg R
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Note that, by symmetry in A, B, the terms a(x), b(x), and ¢(x) are equal to their conjugates
and, therefore, they are real. Hence, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it suffices to obtain the
asymptotic main term of

0 ¢*?R) > ab?| 7 (3:1)]

x mod R

‘P**( )(2 and ﬁxggl c(x)” (P**( x)‘

are of lower order. The reason we express the sum in terms of a(y) and b(x) is because the fact
that a(x) is truncated allows us to bound the lower order terms that it contributes. We cannot do
this with b(x) but, because b() is a relatively short sum, we can apply others methods to bound it.

2

and show that
2

* 2| o (1 2.
Step 1; the asymptotic main term of = (R) Z XmodRa(x) ‘PX (2,)()‘ :

By Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.3, we have that

. 2
R) Z a(x)* ‘P**< ’X>‘
Z* Z B(A3)B(B3)x(A1A2A3)X(B1B2B3)

1
R)X mod R Ay A BriBaeM |A1 A2 A3 By B2 Bs| 2
A3, B3eSpm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg Aa Ba<zp
deg A3,deg B3<1 log, deg R

B Z B(A3)B(Bs)

1
A1,A2,B1,B2eM ‘A1A2A3B1B2B3‘2
(51) A3, B3€Sp(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 Ba<zp
deg A3,deg B3< 4 log, deg R
(AlAzAgBlBQBg,R):l
A1A2A3=B1BsB3

1 B\o(F B(A3)B(Bs)
+W Z 1(E)(F) Z I-
EF=R A1, As.B1,B2eM | A1 A2 A3 B1 By B3|
A3,B3eSpm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg Ao B2<zpR
deg As,deg B3 S% log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A35B13233(m0dF)
A1A2A3#B1B2 B3

¢*

Step 1.1: We consider the first term on the far right side of (51): the diagonal terms. By Lemma
7.3 we have

Z B(A3)B(B3)

1
A1,A2,B1,B26 M |A1A2A3B1 B2 B |2
A3,B3€Sm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 B2<zp
deg As,deg B3 Sé log, deg R
(AlAQAgBleBg,R):l
A1A2A3=B1 B3B3

B(G3V3,1V32)B(G3Vi3Va3)
|G1G2G3V1 2V 3V 1Va 3V5 1V3 o

G1,G2,V1,2,Va1EM
G3,V1,3,V2,3,V31,V3 265 (X)
ng(Gl)2V1,2V1,3V2,1V3,1 <zgr
deg(G2)?Va2,1 V2 3V1 2V32<zR

deg G3V3,1V3,2 logq deg R
deg Gi3V1,3V>, 3§ log deg R
(GivR)v(V},kvR)zl W,]}k
(Vi,jsVie)=1for (i #k Nj#1)
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Z B(G3V31V32)B(G3Vi3Va3)
|G3V13V23V31 V39|

G3,V1,3,V2,3,V3,1,V3 265 (X)
deg G3V3,1V3,2<% log, deg R
deg G3V1,3V273§% logq deg R

(G3V1,3V2,3V3,1V32,R)=1
(V1,3V2,3,V3,1V3,2)=1

1 1
Z Vi2Vai| Z |G1Ga|

Vi,2,Ve,1EM G1,GoeM
deg V1 2V21<zr—deg V1 3V31 zr—deeV1,2V2,1V1,3V3,1
dogVY Vo 1<z dogVY Vi, deg G1.< 2
1,2V2,1<zRp— 2,3V3,2 —deg Vi oV 1 Vo 3 V-
(V1,2Va,1,R)=1 dogG2SzR eg 1,22 2,1v2,3V3,2
(V1,2,V2,3V3,1)=1 (G1G2,R)=1
(V2,1,V3,2V1,3)=1
(V1,2,V2,1)=1

By Lemma 7.4 we have

1 1
Z [Vi2Va,1] Z |G1 G|

Vi,2,V2,1EM G1,G2eM
deg Vi 2Vo 1<zp—deg V1 3Va1 *R—4°81,2V2,1%1,3V5,1
deg Vi 2Vo 1 <zp—deg Vo s Vs, degChs 2
eg Vi2V2,1szrp—deg V2,3V3 2 —deg V] 9Vo 1 Vo 3V-
(Vi,2Vo1,R)=1 deg Gp< AL 2.1 20 0.2
(V1,2,V2,3V3,1)=1 (G1G2,R)=1
(V2,1,V3,2V1,3)=1
(V1,2,V2,1)=1
> DS > 1
- v G1G
VeMm V] Vi2,Va1 €M G1,G2EM G162
degV<zp—degV1,3V3,1 VipVo =V geoq <278V VI3V
deg V<zp—deg Vo 3Va (Vig,Vaq)=1 < B8U1=
21V a, zRfdchVQY'g,ngQ
(V,R(V1,3V3,1,V2,3V3,2)):1 (V1,2,V2,3V3,1)=1 deg Go<—4+—— =2 52

p)
(V2,1,V3,2V1,3)=1 (G1G2,R)=1

So)— ( (V,V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2))

> > 1
‘V’ G1,G2eM ‘G1G2‘
zp—deg VV173V371

VemM
degV<zrp—degV1,3V3 1
deg V<zrp—deg V2 3V3 2

(V,R(V1,3V3,1,V2,3V3,2))=1 deg G2<
(G1G2,R)=1

deg G1<
zp—deg VV273V372

So, we have

Z B(A3)B(Bs)

1
Aq1,A2,B1,BoeM ‘A1A2A3B1 B2B3’ 2
As,B3eSpm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 Ba<zp
deg Ag,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3=B1B2B3

_ Z B(G3V31V32)B(GsVi3Va3)
|G3V1,3Va2,3V31V3 9]

G3,V1,3,V2,3,V3,1,V3 2650 (X)
(52) deg G3V3,1V32< ¢ log, deg R
deg G3V1’3V273§% 1ogq deg R
(G3V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2,R)=1
(V1,3V2,3,V3,1 V3 2)=1

SoV)= ( (V,V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2)>

> > 1
|V| G1,G2eM |G1G2|
deg GISM

VemM
degV<zrp—degV1,3V31
degV<zrp—deg V2 3V3 2

(V,R(V1,3V3,1,V2,3V3,2))=1 deg G2<
(G1G2,R)=1

2
zRp—deg VV2’3V3’2
2

43
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Now, by Corollary 2.7, if

zr —degV'Vi3V3,

5 > log, 3w ()
- that is,
degV < deg R — log, 18°) _ deg V1,3V31
- then
(53) dosGig e
_% (degR —degV + O(logdeg R + w(R)))
If
deg V' > deg R — log, 18«0 _ deg ViaVai,

then

— < —~w(R).
GieM ‘Gl‘ GLeEM ‘Gl‘ ‘R’
deg Glgw deg G1 Slogq 3w(R)
(G1,R)=1 (G1,R)=1

Similar results hold for the sum over Gs.

So, let us define

mp 1= min { deg R — log, 18«(F) _ deg Vi 3V31 , deg R — log, 18«(F) _ deg V2,3V372},
my :=max { deg R — log, 18“(F) _ degV; 3V3; , deg R — log, 18°(F) _ deg Va,3Va2}
Then, by (53) and (54), we have

2w(V)—w < (V,V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2))

1

VeM Vi Gl,gz:eM |G1Go|
deg V<zr—degV1,3V31 zp—deg VV) 3V3,
deg V<zp—deg V2,3V3 2 degGlgm

1G2,R)=
(55)
¢(R)2 2w(V)—w<(V,V1,3V2,3V3Y1V3,2) ,
= 2 Z (degR—degV+O(logdegR+w(R))>
4|R| V]
VeM
deg V<mg

(V,R(V1,3V3,1 ,V2,3V3,2)) =1

+ ll(Ra VY1737 VY3,17 VY2,37 VY3,2)7
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where

(56)

w(V)—w ( (V7V1,3V2,3V3,1 V3,2)>

Vi

#(R)*w(R)deg R Z

11(R,V13,V31, Va3, V-
1(R, V13, V31, Va3, V32) < e

VeM
mo<deg V<m1

(V7R(V173V371,V2,3V3,2)) =1

2w(V)—w < (V,V1,3V2,3V3,1 V3,2))

R)?w(R)?
. 9( )W2( ) Z
] P V]
mi1<deg V<deg R

(V7R(V173V3,1,V2,3V3,2)) =1

We now apply Corollary 7.11 to both terms on the right side of (55). For the second term, which
is (56), it is just two direct applications. For the first term, we must expand (degR —degV +

2
O(log deg R + w(R))) and use Corollary 7.11 on each of the resulting terms. We obtain

w(V)-w ((V7V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2)>

> > 1
V] G1,G2eM G162
ng Glg zp—deg VV1y3V3y1

Vem
deg V<zp—degVi,3V31
deg V<zrp—deg V2,3V32

(V7R(V1,3V3,1,V2,3V3,2))=1 deg G2<

(G1G2,R)i1
3
(57) 1—q ! 4 w(R) + logdeg R (1—|PI™h)
= 1 A R N
5 (des RI{ 1+ O( deg R ) E% 1+ [P

H 1—|PI7! H 1
1+ |P|~! 1—|P|~!
P|V1,3V2,3V3,1V3 2 P|Vi,3Va,3V3,1 V3.2

Pt(V1,3,V2,3),(V3,1,V3,2)

zR—deg VV2’3V3’2

=:3(R, V13, Va3,V31,V32).

Before proceeding let us make the following definitions: For A € A\{0} and P € P we define ep(A)
to be the largest non-negative integer such that Per(4) | A, and

_ -1
(58) w4 =] <1 4 ep(A)%).

P|A
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Then, we can see that

Z H o |P|_l H :
1+ |P|~! 1—|P|~!
V1,3,V2,3€SMm(X) P|Vi,3Va 3 P|Vi,3Va3

Vi,3V2,3=B3’ P{(V1,3,V2,3)

1—|P| 1
() S s T ()
P|Bs’ WiWa=B3' Vi3,Va3eSpm(X) P|W2

(W1,W2)=1 V1,3Ve,3=B3’

rad(V1,3,V2,3)=rad Wy

(59) 1-|Pt
9w(W2) By') -1
A\1+P T >, 1l 1—\P\1 H<6P(3) )
P‘B W1Wa=Bs' P|W> P|W1
Wl,Wz)—l
2 /
( =) I (e o0 -)
P|Bs’
1_|P| ! - !
<1+ep B3') 1+ P 1) =(B3).
Similarly,

1- |P|_1 1 /
(60) > I1 <1+ |P|—1> I1 <1_ |P|—1> = 1(45).
V3,1,V3,2€SMm(X) P|V3,1V3,2 P|V3,1V3,2
V3,1 V3,0=A3’ P{(V3,1,V3,2)

We now substitute (57) to (52) and apply (59) and (60) to obtain

Z B(A3)B(Bs)

1
A1,A2,B1,B2eM ’A1A2ASBlB2BS‘ 2
As,B3eSpm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 B2<zpR
deg As,deg ngé log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3=DB1B2B;3

B(G3V31V32)8(G3Vi3Va3)
= Z loa(R,Vi3,Va3,V31,V32)
|G3V1,3V2,3V31 V3]
G3,V1,3,V2,3,V3,1,V3,2€S (X))
deg G3V3 1 V&QS% logq deg R
deg G3V1,3V2, 3<% log, deg R
(G3V1,3V2,3V3,1 V3 2,R)=1
(V1,3V2,3,V3,1V3,2)=1
/ /
61 B(G3A3")B(G3Bs'")
6y _ > G A5’ By > > (R Vig Vas, Vs, Vao)
G37A3/,B3IESM(X) 3413 23 V3,1,V3,2€SM(X)V1,3,V2,3€SM(X)
deg G3A3z'< logq deg R V3,1 V3,0=A3’ Vi,3Va,3=B3’

deg G3B3'<1 5 logg deg R
(GaA3'337 )=1
(As’,B3")=1

3

1—q! (1—1PI7) 4 B(G3A3")B(G3Bs') / ,

- 48 H < 1 + ’P’_l (deg R) Z |G3A3/Bgl| fY(Ag )fY(B3 )
P|R Gs3,43",B3'€Sm(X)

deg GgAg’S% log, deg R
deg G3B3'<3log, deg R
(G3A3/B3/,R)=1
(As',B3")=1

+ l3(R)7
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where

(62)
I3(R)

(1—1|pP|t G3A3")B(G3Bs'
<JI Ll 1) (deg R)*(w(R) + log deg R) > (G355 BS)| gy,
PR 1+‘P‘ G A BT |G3A3'Bs/|

3,43",B3’€Spm(X)

deg G3A3’§% log, deg R

deg Gng’Sé log, deg R

(G3A3/B3/,R)=1
(A3/,B3/)=1

Consider the first term on the far right side of (61). We recall that S(A) = 0 if A is divisible by
P3 for any prime P. Hence, defining IIp x = Hdeg p<x P, we may assume that Gz = I1J? where
I.J|Ipx, (IJ,R) =1, and (I,J) = 1. By similar reasoning, we may assume that A3’ = K A3"
where K | I, (As”,RIJ) = 1; and Bs' = LB3"” where L | I, (L,K) = 1 and (B3", RIJA3") = 1.
Then, by the multiplicativity of 8 and -y, we have

B(G3As")B(G3Bs'
Z ( ‘G A) /(B /‘ )’Y(A?:/)’Y(Bi’:/)
G3,A3",B3'€Sp(X) 08 78
deg G3A3'<%log, deg R
deg Gng’S% log, deg R
(GsAs'Bs’ \R)=1
(As’,Bs')=1
B(I)? BILAy(L)
) = 2 1] Z \JP Z > <L>\Lr
I|Tp x J|Tp, K|I LI
deg 1< log, deg R deg J< 1k loquegR degl (L,K)=1
(I,R)=1 (JRI)
T B(A3")v(A3") T B(Bs")y(B3")
" n °
Az"|(Tlp, x)? 457 By"|(Ilp, x)? =
deg A3" < { log, deg R—deg I.J?K deg B3" < log, deg R—deg I.J?L
(As” RIJ)=1 (Bs" ,RIJAs")=1

Consider the case where degl > élogq deg R or degJ > 6_141qu deg R. Without loss of gen-
erality, suppose the former. Then, all the sums above, except that over I, can be bounded
by O((logq log deg R)C) for some constant ¢ > 0, while the sum over I can be bounded by

O((deg R)_&) (this is obtained in the same way we have done several times before, such as in
(15)). So, with these restrictions, we have that the above is O((deg R)_%).

Now consider the case where deg I < g; logq deg R and deg J < = logq deg R. Then,
1 9 1
3 log,deg R — deg IJ°K > 16 log, deg R

and

1 1
3 log, deg R — deg IJ%L > 16 log, deg R.



48 M. YIASEMIDES

In particular, we can apply Lemma 7.12 to the last two summations of (63):

3 B(A3")v(45") Z B(B3")y(Bs")
A " B "
As"|(Tlp,x)? 14571 By"|(Ilp x)? =
deg A3"' <% log, deg R—deg IJ2K deg B3"' < § log, deg R—deg IJ2L
(A3" ,RIJ)=1 (B3" ,RIJA3")=1

B(P(P) | B(P*)y(P?) B(Py(P) | BP )y (PH)\ ™
= 1+ + 1+ +
Il JIL( )

WL P 7] P 7]
(P,R)=1
A3y (As" P)y(P P2y (P2)\ !
> BAS YY) [ (14 BPIP) | BP0 (P?)
|A3"| |P| | P2

A" |(p x)? P|Ag"
degAg”< 1oquegR deg IJ°K

(A‘; ,RIJ)=1

+O((degR)—%)
= 11 <1+ BENE) | 5(P2>7<P2>> 1 <1+ BPW(P) 6(P2)7(P?)>‘1

deg P<X 1P| P2 o P |P?]
(64) (P,R)=1
BP)Y(P) | BP*)v(P?) B(P)Y(P) B(P)y(PH\ ™
de};g(”( o) (T >>
(P,R)=1

| B(PH(P)  B(P2)(P?) BP)Y(P) . BPHAPHN M
JHJ<”< A ) (4 ! ))

1

+0((degR) *7)
- I <1+2B( )'Y(P)+2B(P2)’Y(P2)>

1P| | P2
deg P<X
(P,R)=1

_ 28(P)y(P) | 2B(P*)y(P*)\ ™
ﬂ,(” P )

+ O((deg R)_%).

Consider now the two middle summations on the right side of (63). We have

BE*)(K) BL?)y(L)
2 BK)|K] %; BL)IL]

Kl (LK)

) § U () BP2y(P)\ !
) -1 <” i > 2 HRIK ﬂ(” B(P)IP] >

_ BPV(P) (| BPy(P)\ ™

-1 G Gl 11 <” s (e ) )

25 P2 )
1+ .
IPI

!

|1
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Applying (64) and (65) to (63), we obtain

Gz A3")B(GsBs'
> B(Gs 3)5/( ; 3)7(A3/)’Y(B3/)
|G3A3' B3|
G3,A3", B3’ eSp(X)
deg GgAg’Sé log, deg R
deg G3B3’§% log, deg R
(G3A3/B3/,R)=1
(A:;/,Bg/):l
2B8(P)y(P)  2B(P%)y(P? I)? J?)?
:H<1+5()7()+5( )27( )) 3 B() > 5(2)
deg P<X 1P| |72 1|11 ] J|II 1l
= P, X P, X
(P,R)=1 deg Igé log, deg R deg Jgé log, deg R
(I,R)=1 (J,RI)=1
28(P2)~(P 28(P)y(P)  2B8(P2)y(P2)\ !
(1+ 2200 [ (1, BERE) , 200(57)
L sl ) AL 7] 7

B 28(P)y(P) | 2B(P*)y(P?) | B(P?)?
- AL (14 2+ P )
(P,R)=1

Z 5(1)2
1]
I|p, x
deg I§6—14 log, deg R

(I,R)=1

+0((degR)—s%)

N 28(P)y(P) | 28(P*)y(P?) | B(P?)? | B(P)? 26(P*)~(P)
- HX<“ 7] 72 e e (o s >>

H ((1 + M) <1 + 2B(P)y(P) I 25(P2)7(P2) N 5(P2)2>_1>

2 2
i PP [P Iz P

deg P<
(P,R)=1

+ O((deg R)_6L7).

Now, recalling the definitions of 3,v (equations (28) and (58), respectively) we see that the product
above is equal to

11 (%) I (+o0r)

deg P<X 3 <deg P<X
PR PIR
TSR T (D) 1 ()
P|R 1+|P| deg P>X 1+[PI deg P<X L+ [P
P|R
(PN (1— [P’ 1y oy
_E% < 1 + ‘P‘_l > degl;I>X ( 1 + ’P’_l > degll:[<X (1 - ’P’ ) dogl;[<X (1 - ‘P‘ )
P|R B -
ey (1P (SR RYERY
o= () I (et ) ()
PR 1+|P|! degPI‘D;X 1+ |P|7! (e“fX)

where we have used Lemma 4.2 for the last equality. Recall that the above is to be applied to the
first term on the far right side of (61). We now consider /3(R): the second term on the far right
side of (61). By means similar to those described in the paragraph after (63), we can show that
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there is some constant ¢ > 0 such that

18(G3A3")5(G3Bs')|
Z |G3As'Bs'|

v(A3")v(Bs') < X < (log, log deg R)".
G3,A3',33’€5M(X)
deg G3 A3’ < logq deg R
deg G3B3'<1 5 log, deg R
(G3A3 B3, ) 1
(As’,B3")=1

We apply this to (62) to obtain a bound for I3(R).

Hence, considering all of the above, (61) becomes

_1\3
) PU)OBy) L (dee Ryt <w>
3 -1
A1,A2,B1,B2eM |A1 A2 A3 B1 Bo B3| 48\ e X deg P>X 1+ |P|
(66) As,B3€Spm(X) PR

deg A1B1,deg A2B2<zp
deg Asz,deg ngé log, deg R
(AlAzAgBleBg,R):l
A1A2A3=B1 B3B3

Step 1.2: We consider the second term on the far right side of (51): the off-diagonal terms. We
have

Z W(E)6(F) Z B(A3)B(Bs)

1
EF=R Ay, As.Br,BaeM |A1 A2 A3 B1 B2 Bs |2
As,B3eSpm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 Ba<zp
deg A3,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A1A2A3BlBng,R):1
A1A2A3EBleB3(mOd F)

A1A9A3#B1B2B3
ZR
A3 Z1t29
<y BRSNS umee > ot Y
A3z,B3eSp(X) |A3B3|2 EF=R 21,22=0 A1,A2,B1,B2eM
deg A3,deg B3<§ log, deg R geg £1§1 =z
(A3B3,R)=1 eg Ay Ba=22

(A1A2B1B2,R)=1
A1A2A3=B1B2B3(mod F)
A1A2A3#B1B2Bs

By Lemma 7.16 we have, for € = %,

ZR N

> > 1

z1,22=0 A1,A2,B1,BaeM

deg A1 B1=21
deg AaBa=z22
(AlAQBlBQ,R)Zl
A1A2A3=B1B2B3(mod F)
A1A2A3#B1B2 B3

AsBs|'t3 h c AsB h 24z

<<’ 3 ;‘ 2 q(z1+Z2)(% 5) _|_’ 3F3’ Z q 1;2(z1+z2—|—degAng)3
‘ ‘ 21,22=0 ¢( ) 21,22=0
z1+zg+degA3B3< deg F’ z1+z2+degA3B3> deg F

| A3 B3| [A3Bg| 3
< q*%(deg R)”.

IFlzo—  ¢(F)
We also have

AsBs|tte AsB
5 o (B B
EF=R |F \20 ¢(F)
_ 1+E ¢(F) ZR
=|A3Bs|"" > |u(B)] +]A3Bs|q* (deg R)* > |u(E
EF=R |F|2° EF=R

<|A3Bs|"*|R| + |A3B3R|(deg R)?,
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where the last relation uses

S E-LEL < S uEier) = o) S lu(E \H( )H (W%J

EF=R \F‘i_g EF=R EF=R P|E

P|E
P2%R P%R
B Y o] (=) = T (1+ 5y ) =L = 1
EF=R P|E L P|R Pl—1 H(R)
Finally, using the fact that
1 1 2
> BBt (X s
Asz,B3€Sa(X) AeM
deg As,deg B3<1 log, deg R deg A<% log, deg R
(A3B3,R)=1
A 1 2 1 2 1 4 7
g( R >|A|§+E) s( 3 d<A>|A|§+f) s( 3 |A|5+E) < (deg R)?,
AeM AeM AeM
deg A<% log, deg R deg A<% log, deg R deg A<% log, deg R
we see that
1 A B R
1= Y wmer) Y OB o I (aeg Ry
¢*(R) grzr A1 Ay BrBsem  |A1A243B1 B2 Bsl? ¢*(R)

A3,B3€Sm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 B2<zp
deg Az ,deg B3 Sé log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3=B1B2B3(mod F)
A1A2A3#B1B2B3

This is indeed of lower order than (66); Section 4 of [1] provides the necessary results to confirm this.

* 9| 5 1 2.
Step 2; the asymptotic main term of = (R) Z Xmode(x) ‘PX <2,X>‘ :

We have that

(67)
1 * 2| Dxx 1 *k 2
¢*(R) 2. bx) ‘PX (5”‘)‘ Z bx ‘P ( )‘
x mod R Xmod
1 A A1AA B1B>B
< v Z Z 5( 3)B(Bs)x (4142 3)X(11 2B3)
x mod R Ai1,As,B1,BoeM |A1A2A3B13233| 2
A3,B3€Sm(X)
zrp<deg A1 Bi,deg AsBa<deg R
deg As,deg ngé log, deg R
_ O(R) T B(As3)B(Bs) L o8 >y B(A3)B(Bs)
Tk 1 * 1-
OB) o a, Brmaem | A1AsAy BBy By O(R)  ayBrimaert  [A1As A3 BBy By
A3z,B3€S(X) As,B3eSm(X)
zr<deg A1 Bj,deg A3 Ba<deg R zp<deg A1 Bi1,deg As Ba<deg R
deg As,deg ngé log, deg R deg As,deg ngé log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1 (A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3=B1B2B3 A1A2A3=B1B2B3(mod R)

A1A2A3#B1B2Bs
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Step 2.1: For the diagonal term, by similar means as in (52), we obtain

(68)
B(A3)B(B3)
‘A1A2ASBlB2B3’%

D

A1,A2,B1,B2e M
As,B3eSpm(X)
zr<deg A1 B1,deg A2 Ba<deg R
deg As,deg B3 S% log, deg R
(AlAQAgBlBQBg,R):l
A1A2A3=B1Bs B3

D

B(G3V31V32)B(G3Vi3Va3)
|G3V1,3V23V31V3 9]

14
G3,V1,3,V2,3,V3,1,V3,2€S5Mm(X) VeM
1 deg V<deg R—deg V1,3V31
08 Ga V5.1 V5.2 Jog eg dog V' <dog R—deg V2.3Vs.2
deg G3V173V2,3§§ logq deg R
(G3V1,3V273V3’1V372,R)=1 (VvR(V1,3V3,17V2,3V3,2)):1
(V1,3V2,3,V3,1V3,2)=1
> 1
G1,G2eM G2 G
s {07 zRfdegxngv&l }<deg Gy <t R—degQVV1’3V3’1
. {07 zRfdegxngv&z }<deg Gyt R—degQVV2’3V3’2
(G1G2,R)=1
. —deg V'V 3Vx
Now, if 281851 < og, 3%(R) then
degR—degVVlngl 1
2L < og, 39 4 Zlog 290 < 1og 69)
2 q 2 q q
and so, by Corollary 2.7, we have
1 1 (R
2 s, ol < m e
Gi1eEM Gi1eEM -
zp—deg VV] 3V3 1 deg R—deg V'V 3V3 deg G1<log, 6“1
max {0,—2 }<deg Gi<————== (G1,R)=1
(G1,R)=1
—deg V' V7 3 V-
If 281878 > og, 3«(R) then
> ;
Gi1eM |G1|
s {O’ZRfdeg‘;VLi;Vg’l }<degG1<deg R—degQVV173V371
(G1,R)=1
1 1 R
— Z _ E : < Mw(R),
chem [Gal o Gi] IR
dcg G1<deg R*deg2VV1’3V3’1 deg G1<ZR7deg ‘;V173V371
(G1,R)=1 (G1,R)=1

Ju)= < (V,V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2))

D

where we have used Corollary 2.7 twice for the last relation. Similar results hold for the sum over Gs.

2
. .. . . 1 * 2| 5ex /1
Hence, proceeding similarly as we did for the diagonal terms of 70 Z mod R a(x) ‘ Py <§7 X)
we see that there is a constant ¢ such that

P(R) Z
%
¢ (R) A1,A2,B1,B2eM
As,B3eSpm(X)
z<deg A1 B1,deg A3 Bo<deg R
deg Ag,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3=B1Bs B3

9

B(As3)B(Bs3)
!A1A2A3BleB3!%
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i oy (AP’ :
< s T (5 {pe s os s

Step 2.2: We now look at the second term on the far right side of (67): the off-diagonal terms.
Using Lemma 7.16, we have

P(R) Z B(A3)B(B3)

* 1
qb (R) A1,As,B1,BaEM ‘AlAgAgBlBgBi),’?
As,B3eSpm(X)
zr<deg A1 B1,deg A2 Ba<deg R
deg Ag,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3£BlBQBg(m0d R)

A1A2A3#B1B2Bs3
R A3)B(B stz
_ ¢*( ) 3 B(A3)8( 13) 3 25 3 )
¢*(R) |A3B3|2
Asz,B3€Sa(X) 303 zp<z1,22<deg R A1,A2,B1,B2eM
deg As,deg ngé log, deg R gzg ﬁlglzil
2B2=22
(AsBs3,R)=1 (A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2ASEBlBQB3(mOd R)
A1A2A3#DB1B2B3
deg R 1 2129
< (¢*( )) > |8(A3)B(Bs)|| A3 Bs|> oo gz
Az,B3eSpm(X) zp<z1,72<deg R
deg As,deg BSS% log, deg R
(A3Bs3,R)=1
3
|R|(deg R)® 1 |R|(deg R)**i
L——F— B(A3)B(Bs3)||AsBs|? <« —————.
() > |B(A5)B(By)|| A3 Bs| ()

Az, BzeSpm(X)
deg Ag,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A3B3,R):l

2

. i i 1 Z 2\ p (L .

Step 3; the asymptotic main term of P00y XmodRC(X) ‘P)*(*<2,X>‘ :
We recall that c(y) differs, depending on whether x is even or odd. Furthermore, if x is even, then

there are three terms to consider. However, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it suffices to bound
the following for ¢ = 0,1,2,:

00?7 (50)]

X mod R
X even

where

wo— Y XAR®)

1
A,BEM |AB|2
deg AB=deg R—1

We will bound

0P (g

X mod R
X even

The other cases for d;(x) and the odd case are similar.
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Now, we have that

(69)
Wﬁmgd; w00 7% (3:1)[ < 5t 3 PRz (L)
X even

B(A3)B(B3)x (A1 A2 A3)X(B1 B2 Bs)
|A1A2A33132B3|%

< > )3
¢ (R)
x mod R Ai1,As,B1,BoeM
A3z,B3€Sa(X)
deg A1 By ,deg AQBQ deg R
deg As,deg B3< log, deg R

_9(R) 3 B(As)B(Bs) n ¢(R) 3 B(As3)B(Bs)
e 1 * 1-
¢ (R)Al,A27B17B2EM |A1A2A3BlBgB3|2 ¢ (R)Al,Az,Bl,BQEM |A1A2A331B2B3|2
A3,B3€Sp(X) As,B3€Spm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 Bo=deg R deg A1 B1,deg A2 Bo=deg R
deg As,deg ngé log, deg R deg Asz,deg ngé log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1 (A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1

A1A2A3=B1B2B3 Ay A2 A3=B1 B2 B3(mod R)
A1A9A3#B1B2B3

For the first term on the far right side of (69), we have, similarly to Step 2.1,

Z B(A3)B(B3)
1

A Ay BBrem  [A1A2A3B1By Byl

Asz,B3eS(X)
deg A1 By,deg A3 Bo=deg R
deg Ag,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A1A2A3B1B2B3,R)=1
A1A2A3=DB1B2B3

So)— ( (ViVi3Va,sVaa V3,2)>

Z B(G3V31V32)3(G3Vi3Va3) Z
G3V13V23V31V32 Vv

G37V1,37V2,37V3,17V3,2ESM(X) | o | o V<d VRE vy Vi
deg G3V3,1 V3, 2< log, deg R dggVZdzg R:dzg V;ng’;

deg G3V1,3V2, 3< 1ogq deg R
(G3V173V2’3V371V3,2,R) 1 (VvR(V1,3V3,17V2,3V3,2)):1
(V1,3V2,3,V3,1V3,2)=1

1

> Teen
G1,G2eM G162
ng Glzdeg RfdegQVV1’3V3’1
dOg G2:dcg R*dcngV2y3V3y2
(Gle,R)Zl
W(V)—w<(V,V1,3V2,3V3,1V3,2))
< Z |B(G3V3,1V32)B8(G3Vi 3Va3)| Z 2
G3V13Va3V31V32 Vv
G37V1’3’V2’37V3’17‘1/3’2€SM(X) ’ ’ 7 7 ’ ‘ degV<dogVRe—/\étogV1 3V31 ’ ’
deg G3V3,1V3,2<3 log, deg R dog V<deg R—dog V2’3V3Y2
deg G3V1 3Va 3< 1 log, deg R = B
g G3Vi,3V2,35 3 log, deg (V,R(V1’3V371,V2,3V372)):1

(G3V1,3V2,3V3,1 V3 2,R)=1
(V1,3V2,3,V3,1V5,2)=1

P_ (&
< (deg R)? H < 1 —|—||P|| ) )(logqlogdegR) )
P|R

for some positive constant c.
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For the second term on the far right side of (69), we have, similarly to Step 2.2,
P(R) Z B(A3)B8(Bs)
1
@*(R) A1,A2,B1,BaEM ‘AlAgAgBlBgBi),’?
A3,B3€Spm(X)
deg A1 B1,deg A2 Bo=deg R
deg Ag,deg B3<3 log, deg R
(AlAQAgBleBg,R):l
A1A2A3£BleB3(mOd R)
A1A2A3#B1 B2 B3
R A B
e 2 T 2 :
As,B3eSpm(X) ’ 3 3‘2 1317122721,3(126/\}%
1 g =deg
do g 51 < g, dee Rt
( 353, )_ (AlAQAgBleBg,R):l
A1A2A35B1B2B3(m0d R)
A1A2A3#B1 B2 B3
3
R|(deg R)? 1 |R|(deg R)3*1
% Z |8(A3)B(B3)||A3Bs]? < %
A3,B3eSpm(X)
deg Ag,deg B3< 1 log, deg R
(A3 B3,R)=1
The proof now follows from Steps 1, 2, and 3.
O

(1]
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