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LARGE SUMS OF HIGH ORDER CHARACTERS II

ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL AND YICHEN YOU

ABSTRACT. Let x be a primitive character modulo ¢, and let § > 0. Assuming that x has large
order d, for any dth root of unity o we obtain non-trivial upper bounds for the number of n <
such that x(n) = «, provided = > ¢°. This improves upon a previous result of the first author by
removing restrictions on ¢ and d. As a corollary, we deduce that if the largest prime factor of d
satisfies Pt (d) — oo then the level set x(n) = a has o(z) such solutions whenever = > ¢°, for any
fixed § > 0.

Our proof relies, among other things, on a refinement of a mean-squared estimate for short sums
of the characters x?, averaged over 1 < £ < d — 1, due to the first author, which goes beyond
Burgess’ theorem as soon as d is sufficiently large. We in fact show the alternative result that either
(a) the partial sum of x itself, or (b) the partial sum of x¢, for “almost all” 1 < £ < d — 1, exhibits
cancellation on the interval [1, ¢%], for any fixed & > 0.

By an analogous method, we also show that the Pdlya-Vinogradov inequality may be improved
for either x itself or for almost all x¢, with 1 < ¢ < d — 1. In particular, our averaged estimates are
non-trivial whenever x has sufficiently large even order d.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The objective of this paper is to improve the results of [12] on averages of short and maximal sums
of a Dirichlet character whose (group-theoretic) order is large. In [12], the first author considered
primitive Dirichlet characters xy modulo a prime ¢ with order d, under the assumption that d =
d(q) — oo as ¢ — co. In that work the first author investigated how this assumption on d influenced

the sizes of the short sums
Sx‘ (z) = Z Xé(n)a x> q6

n<zx

for arbitrary fixed 6 > 0, and the maximal sums

for 1 < ¢ < d—1. The methods of [I2] had the defect that they only yielded non-trivial results under
the assumption that the least prime factor of d was also assumed to be large.

In this paper, we rectify this shortcoming by presenting (quantitatively stronger) analogues of the
theorems in [I2] in which assumptions on the size of the prime factors of d are removed. Moreover,
the results in this paper apply to general moduli ¢, rather than just to prime q.

Our first main theorem is an alternative bound, which states that in the régime that d — oo with ¢,
either |Sy (x)| = o(x) or else the mean-square average of the short character sums S, (z) with length
x = ¢° exhibits cancellation.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ > 3 and let x be a primitive Dirichlet character modulo q with order d > 2.
Then there is an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that if T € (0,1/2),

. loglog(ed) 1/2 e
4 := max ( clog(ed) , (log q) ,

and x > q° then at least one of the following is true:
(1) x itself satisfies

A RCIE :
- n T ;
x X (loglog(ed))/6=7

n<z
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(2) we have the average bound
2

1 1 , 1
d Z EZX ()| < (log log(ed)1/6=7"

1<e<d n<x

This should be compared with [12] Thm. 2], in which the averaged bound was only non-trivial
under the assumption that P~ (d) — oo with d, and the savings only comparable if P~ (d) > loglogd.
As in [12], a mean-square bound like Theorem [[T] (together with some additional inputs) may be used
to prove a paucity phenomenon for the level sets of x. In this direction, our second main theorem
provides a non-trivial upper bound for the cardinality of the set of solutions n < a with x(n) = «, for
any fixed dth order root of unity a, whenever d — oo and x > ¢° for § > 0 fixed but arbitrary. This
strictly generalises [12] Thm. 1], wherein the condition that d be squarefree had to be assumed.

Theorem 1.2. There are absolute constant c1,ca > 0 such that the following holds.
Let ¢ > 3 and let x be a primitive Dirichlet character modulo q with order d > 2. For each z > 1,

define
loglog(ed.) 1/2 _
.= k 2= — 1 s

p-lld

p>z
Then if x > ¢°*,
(1) ma l|{n<:1c (n) =a}| < inf l—l—O __

ad:)i x =TeX B T 1<z<loglog(ed) \ 2 (10g log(edz))c2 '

z>q%*

Remark 1. Let us show that Theorem indeed generalises [12, Thm. 1]. If d is squarefree and
z = loglog(ed) then by the prime number theorem,

d/d. < [ p < e* = (logd)?,

p<z

provided d is sufficiently large. The upper bound from Theorem[I2lis thus of quality O(1/(loglog(ed))?),
which is comparable (albeit with a less explicit loglog(ed) power) with [12) Thm. 1].

Remark 2. To explain the form of the upper bound given in Theorem it is helpful to consider a
case, not covered in [12, Thm. 1], where d is a prime power, say d = 2k In this case, da = 1, so that,
taking z — 27, the upper bound provided by Theorem [I.2]is precisely

1 1

(2) max —[{n <z x(n) = a}| < 3 + 041
a2k=1 T 2

(and indeed this is the worst-possible bound that (II) provides in general). It can be shown that

Theorem [[T] implies the bound

x

(log k)2/13’

which is of course much stronger as k — oo. In the converse case that |S, ()| is small, however, the
following heuristically plausible scenario is consistent with (2I).
Suppose that x has order 2%, but satisfies x(p) = +1 for all p < z and

1
max —|[{n <z:x(n) =a} <

1
T W whenever |SX('I)| >

1
Z — — 00 as k — oo.
p

psT
x(p)=-1
Thus, y is a real-valued multiplicative function on [1, z]. By a theorem of Hall and Tenenbaum [7], we
obtain

Sc)| < wexp [ 2SN )

p<z p
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Since x(n) € {—1,+1} for all n < z, this is equivalent to
1 1
p— < . = = — jo%s) 1 ,
aemax —Hn <z :x(n) =a}] = 5 + oksoo(l)

which is precisely of the form (2]).
We obtain the following straightforward consequence of Theorem
Corollary 1.3. Assume the notation and hypotheses of Theorem[L.2, and let

N FAC1C0 G
5'_mx{<cllog(eP+(d))) (los ) }

Then if x > ¢° we get
1
(loglog(eP*(d)))>

Corollary [[3] shows that as long as Pt (d) — oo with d, the level sets [{n < z : x(n) = a}| are

sparse as soon as x > ¢°, for any fixed, but otherwise arbitrary, § > 0. Note that this property is fairly
generic, only excluding orders d that are very smooth (and hence rare).
In [12] the first author also gave a non-trivial average bound for the maximal character sums M (x),
1 < ¢ < d— 1. The Pélya-Vinogradov inequality states that for a non-principal character i of
modulus m we have M (¢) < /mlogm. It is a long-standing open problem to obtain unconditional
improvements (as m — c0) to this bound for general . In [12] (see Theorem 3 there), the bound

1 1 logloglog g
- M(x* 1 N

was obtained by appealing to combinatorial arguments. Clearly, this bound is non-trivial only when d
has no small prime factors and therefore must be odd. Well-known work of Granville and Soundararajan
[5] (with refinements in [2] and [10]) previously showed that M (x) = o(/qlog q) whenever x has odd
order d = o(y/loglog q), so that this result is only new when

d > +/loglogq and P~ (d) — oo as d — .

Our next theorem remedies this situation, providing non-trivial bounds as soon as d — oo (including
the case that d is even).

1
max —|[{n < z:x(n) =a} K
al=1T

Theorem 1.4. Let ¢ > 3 and let x be a primitive Dirichlet character modulo q with order d > 2.
Then at least one of the following statements is true:
(i) x itself satisfies
lo
M(x) < valoga

(log log(ed))*/®
(i) we have
1 Valogq
- M) « — Y4289
d <iha () (loglog(ed))/8

1.1. Proof strategy. Let us describe separately the strategy of proof of each of the main theorems
in this paper.

1.1.1. On averages of short character sums. The proof of Theorem[[Tllargely follows the line of attack
of [I2], introducing refinements of the key lemmas at several junctures.

Ideally, we would like to prove that |Sy(z)| = 04—co(x) when 2 > ¢° for § € (0,1), and the first
alternative of Theorem [[.T]is consistent with this goal. We shall mainly discuss the consequences of
assuming that this alternative in fact fails.

As in [12], given small parameters §,e € (0,1) we study the structure of the “large spectrum” set

Ci(e) ={1<t<d—1:|S.(z) >ex}, z>¢ .

If [Ca(e)| < ed then the L? average of |S,¢(x)| is < e. Our main objective is to prove that this upper
bound on |C4(e)| indeed holds.
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Suppose instead that [C4(g)| > ed. In this case we use results from additive combinatorics to derive
a structure theorem for C4(e) (see Proposition B.I]). Precisely, we show that there is m = O.(1) such
that the m-fold sumset

mCq(e) :={a1+ - +an (modd):a; €Cye) foralll <j<m}

coincides with a large subgroup H < Z/dZ, and that for each ¢ € H the character x* “pretends to
be” an archimedean character n**, with maxsc g |t¢|logz = O.(1). As a consequence, we deduce that

(3) Z M = O,(1) uniformly over ¢ € H.

p<z p

Unlike in [I2] where P~ (d) was assumed to be large, here the subgroup H need not be the entirety of
Z/dZ. Nevertheless, the fact that |[H| >, d is what is crucial in the forthcoming analysis.
As in [12], the argument then splits according to the nature of the prime level setd]

Sj={p<w:x(p)=e(j/d)}, 1<j<d-1,

and in particular the associated reciprocal sums

1
aj(x):zzg, 1<j<d-—1.

p<lzx
peES;
After showing that
1
Ey(x) = Z - = Z gj(r) > 00 asd— oo
p<z Poi<i<aa
x(p)#0,1

(see Proposition 28] which is a very slight generalisation of [12], Thm. 1.1] to composite moduli ¢), we
consider two cases. First, if maxi<;j<q—1 0j(z) is rather small compared to X, (z) then we show that
there is ¢ € H such that (B]) cannot hold (see Lemma [.T]). This follows the lines of [I12, Lem. 4.4].
Namely, having first observed that

1—Re(
LI D - R}
p<a p 1<j<d—1

we use Fourier analysis to obtain a lower bound for the left-hand side sum for some ¢ € H by showing
a variance bound of the shap

SRS

teH \1<j<d—1

2

L@ | = oasm Sy (@)?).

0|?
127X

oj(r) —

Whereas the argument in [12] Lem. 4.4] made use of the fact that P~ (d) was large, we manage to
circumvent this assumption by a more careful argument.

In the case that oj,(x) := maxi<;j<q—1 0;(z) > 3, (z) we provide a quantitatively stronger variant of
[12] Prop. 4.5]. The idea there was to establish an asymptotic of the shape

(4) > X () = e(iol/d) > x (1) + 0400 (),

n<lz n<x

by using the Turan-Kubilius inequalityE to show that most integers n < x have ~ ¢, (x) prime divisors
p € Sj,. For each of these prime divisors, if n = mp then x*(n) = e(jol/d)x"*(m), and using Lipschitz
estimates for multiplicative functions the partial sum S, (z) for n < 2 can be well-approximated by
the sum S, ¢(x/p) for m < x/p (as long as p is not too large).

Our refinement of this idea, found in Proposition .2 below, generalises this from single primes p € S;,
to products of k prime factors p € Sj,, where k = o(1/0j,(z)). The flexibility in the choice of k is
what is ultimately responsible for the improved exponent of loglogd in Theorem [[1] relative to [12]

LAs usual, given ¢ € R we write e(t) := e27it,
2Given t € R we write ||t|| := min{{t},1 — {t}}.
3A similar application of this idea will be discussed in Section [[L1.3] below
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Thm. 2].
Note that () is only useful in proving |S,(x)| = 0400 () provided that

11— e(jol/d)| < [|jol/d|| > 1.

In [12] the condition P~ (d) — oo proved advantageous in showing that this was the case for most
¢ € H. Indeed, since 1 < jo, ¢ < d, we have v := (jo,d) < d/P~(d). Setting a = jo /v and d’ = d/~, it
follows that
joé - al
el [

and it can be shown that when d’ is large, most choices of ¢ satisfy ||jof/d|| > 1, essentially because
the range [ed’, (1 — €)d'], say, is large.

This certainly fails if P~(d) is small. For instance, if d is even then it is plausible that jo = d/2,
and so ||jol/d|| = 0 for approximately half of all 1 < ¢ < d — 1. The issue here is that v = (jo,d) is
excessively large, i.e., of size > d, in this case. On the other hand, we show that =y is rather smaller
than d whenever |S, ()| is large, and in this case we may again conclude that ||jof/d|| > 1 for most
1 < ¢ <d-1. This is precisely the reason for assuming that |S, (z)| is large in the second alternative
in Theorem [[T1

3

1.1.2. A new bound for level sets of x. To prove Theorem we employ three observations (see
Lemmas 5.1l and below), two of which are already present in [I2]. Firstly, if b|d, « is a dth order
root of unity and 3 := o’ then we have the trivial inclusion

fn<w:x(n)=a} C{n<az:x'(n) =8}

This allows us to replace a bound for the level sets of y of order d by those of 1 := x? of some order
d' = d/b dividing d. As discussed below, this sometimes presents an advantage.

Secondly, the level sets of y can be linked to the L? averages of the powers x‘. This follows by
orthogonality modulo d from the formula

Sye(@) =D x'(n)= Y o|{n <z :x(n)=a}l.

n<z ad=1

Therefore, whenever a non-trivial bound is available for the L? average

5) 53 ISP,

1<6<d

we obtain correspondingly non-trivial bounds for all level sets [{n < z : x(n) = a}|. By Theorem [IT]
this is true as long as |S, ()| is large.

The third key observation concerns the converse case, namely when |S, ()| is small (and therefore
non-trivial bounds for (&) do not follow from Theorem [[T]). In this case, we may arrive at a bound
for the level sets by interpreting the event x(n) = a = e(a/d), 0 < a < d — 1, as a constraint on the
distribution of the complex argument 6,, € [0,1) of x(n) (provided (n,q) = 1), i.e.,

a a+1
=e(#,) with 0,, € | =, .
) = e(6,) wih 6, € | 5,51 )
Since this interval has measure 1/d, if 6,, were uniformly distributed we would expect the number of
such n < z to have size ~ z/d. Using the Erdds-Turdn inequality to control the deviation from this

heuristic, we show that [{n <z : x(n) = a}| may be bounded above by

x T 1
(6) E+K——|—1+O Z E|Sxk($)| for any K > 1.
1<k<K

Knowing that |S, ()| is small, we use the pretentious theory of multiplicative functions to show (in
certain key cases where upper bounds for (Bl) are not available) that in fact |S,x(z)| is also small
whenever 1 < k < P~ (d). This can be understood as being due to

x"(p) # 1 whenever x(p) #1 and 1 < k < P~(d),
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so that x* retains much of the oscillation exhibited when y has small partial sums. The upshot of
this is that we may then select K = P~ (d) — 1 in (@). This bound presents no advantage when P~ (d)
is quite small, but can be strengthened in the case that the contribution to d from its small prime
factors is small. More precisely, applying the first observation above with

d = H pk for any 1 < z < loglog(ed)
p*lld
p>z
allows us (after replacing d and x by d’ and x%?' respectively) to apply (@) with K = P~ (d')—1 > z—1
instead. This improves the bound, as long as d’' is sufficiently large.

1.1.3. On averages of mazimal sums. Our expectation is that the first alternative of Theorem [[.4]
always holds, but here we will mainly focus on the consequences if it fails. As in [12], given a small
parameter £ > 0, we investigate the structure of

La(e):={1<0<d—1:|M(x"|>ey/qlogq}.

If [Lq(e)| < ed then the average size of M (") is < e,/qlogg. In other words, for most 1 < ¢ <d—1,
M (x*) admits a sharper upper bound than what the Pélya-Vinogradov inequality provides. Our goal
is to show that |L£4(g)| is indeed of size O(ed).

By Proposition 21 and Lemma 22, bounding M (x*) reduces to the estimation of a logarithmic
sum

g_
X Vel
Ly, (V) = 32 X7,
n<N

where 7, is some Dirichlet character of small conductor determined by x?, and N = N, € [1,¢]. In
turn, this can be related via standard estimates for logarithmic averages of multiplicative functions,
to the prime sum

5~ L= RelTulp))

p
p<gq

In the same vein as the structure theorem for C4(¢), which involved classifying those archimedean
characters n'** to which the characters x*, £ € Cq(¢) were pretentious, we show a non-archimedean
analogue of this for L£4(¢). Namely, we show that there are m,g = O.(1) such that mLg(e) is a
subgroup H = (g) < Z/dZ, where |H| = d/g >. d. Assuming x9 “pretends to be” a primitive
Dirichlet character & of order r, each g¢ € H the character x9¢ also “pretends to be” ¢¢ (in a manner
that is uniform in ¢). As a result, setting ¥ := x9¢ we show that
¢
max 1= Relyr(p)) Re(v'(p)) = 0c(1).

leH
p<z p

which is of the same shape as ([B]). We have thus reduced matters in this problem to a situation similar
to that of the short character sums problem, replacing x¢ by ¢, for £ € H. By considering the prime
level sets of 1, we can apply analogous arguments to those used in the proof of Theorem [T1]

More precisely, let w = e(1/r) and

The case when &;, is small relative to ¥(q) is completely analogous to the corresponding case in
the proof of Theorem [[I] and so we focus here on the case that 6, > ¥, (q). We seek to obtain an
asymptotic formula of the type in (), for the logarithmic sums L. (N;). In fact, we prove that

@ Lye(Ng) = e(jol/d)Lye(Ne) + 0 (log NZ) ,

V %30
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where |Lye(Ne)| = max |Lye(N)|. The idea is to view 7, as the average value of the completely
additive function
QJD (TL) = Z 15
p*In,
Y (p)=w’0

and by the Turan-Kubilius inequality we have Q,, (n) ~ 5j0 for most n < ¢. In particular, we find that

1/1 Q/J w whio 1
Lwe(Ng 5’ E 5 E D E —O'- E ELw(Ng/p).
o ( 77,<Ng 10 p<N, m<N¢/p Jo p<N,
P(p)=w’0 P (p)=w’0

Using the trivial estimate Lye(Ng/p) = Lye(Ng) + O(log p) and Mertens’ theorem, we arrive at (7).
(While this gives a quantitatively weaker estimate than what might be obtained by the more gen-
eral, yet technical, method of Proposition £2], the argument is shorter and hopefully slightly more
illuminating than that of Proposition €.2])

In [12], only the size of L£4(¢) was studied, using the ideas of [5] to show that L4(¢) is a 2k-sumfree
set (in the sense of additive combinatorics, see e.g. [I, Thm. 3] and [8, Thm. 2.4]). Bounds for |£4(¢)|
crucially depended in this way on the divisors of d, and ultimately on whether or not P~ (d) was large.
Drawing on the ideas used to prove Theorem [[.T] we obtain significantly more structural information
about L4(g), which enables us to better estimate its size. In this way, we refine [12, Thm. 3] in a way
that does not rely on P~(d) being large.

Outline of the paper. The paper is organised as follows. In Section[2we collect several results about
character sums, and estimates for Cesaro and logarithmic mean values of multiplicative functions. We
also state and prove a slight refinement of an estimate from [I2] establishing a lower bound for the
number of primes p < ¢° with x(p) # 0, 1.

In Section Bl we establish structure theorems for the respective sets Cq4(e) and L4(e) of powers 1 < £ <
d—1 for which |S,¢(z)| > ez and for which M (x*) > £,/glog ¢. In Section] the structure theorem for
Ca(e) is applied to study the Cesaro averages of the short sums S, ¢(z). The outcome of the analysis in
that section is Theorem [[.T} In Section Bl we use Theorem [[I] and several additional ideas to derive
Theorem and its corollary, Corollary Finally, in Section [6l we use our structure theorem for
L4(€) to establish Theorem [[4l

Acknowledgments. We thank Youness Lamzouri and Oleksiy Klurman for useful comments and
encouragement.
2. AUXILIARY RESULTS

2.1. Character sums and mean values of multiplicative functions. In this section we collect
various results about mean values of multiplicative functions in general, and their connection to
character sums in particular. Our first lemma shows that if a character 1) has a large maximal sum
M (v) then M (%) is asymptotic to a logarithmically-averaged partial sum determined by .

Proposition 2.1 (Prop. 2.1 of [3]). Fiz A € (2/m,1) and let ¢ be a character modulo m. Then
M () > v/m(logm)®
if and only if there is a primitive character & (mod ¢) with

£(—=1) = —p(=1) and ¢ < (logm)**=2) (loglog m)*

such that
W) |  o(0) A
max ,;\;T > W(logm) .
In this case there is a ¢y ¢ € [1/2,3] such that as m — oo,
_ vml (9 (n)
M) = (ee + o) L o [P
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Our next lemma indicates how the estimation of the logarithmically-averaged partial sums of a
bounded multiplicative function f are quantitatively controlled by the distribution of the prime values

(f())p-

In the sequel we write U := {z € C: |z| < 1} to denote the closed unit disc in the complex plane. For
y > 2 we define the pretentious distance (at scale y) between functions f,g: N — U by

1/2

D(fgiy) = | S 1 — Re(f(p)g(p))

p<y p

See [12] Sec.3.1] for a discussion of the properties of the pretentious distance.

Lemma 2.2. Let f: N — U be multiplicative and let x > 1. Then
f(n) —1D(f,1;2)?
1+ (fiL2)”,
max Z | < + (logz)e™ 2
Proof. Let yo € [1, 2] maximise the left-hand side. Applying [5, Lem. 4.3]], we obtain

1<y<z

max E M - E @ <1+ (10gy0)6*%1@(f71;y0)2'
n n
n<y

n<yo

Since 1 + Re(f(p)) > 0 for all p, by Mertens’ theorem we find

- 1 1 1 1 .
(log yo)e™ 22U 1w0)* = exp 5 3 + R;(f(p)) <osp 3 + R;(f(p)) = (log z)e—3DU 1)
P<yo p<z
and the claimed bound follows. O

Whereas the logarithmically-averaged partial sum up to z of a bounded multiplicative function
f is always controlled by D(f, 1;z), the same is not true of Cesaro-averaged sums in general. In this
case, the following estimate will be suitable for our applications to short sums of characters.

Lemma 2.3 (Haldsz-Montgomery-Tenenbaum Inequality). Let f : N — U be multiplicative. Let
x>3,T2>1, and set

M := min D(f,n";z)2.

[t|<T
Then we have
1 _ 1  loglogx
8 — M+le ™4y — 4 222
(8) I;fm) @A DM+ m =
Proof. This is [14, Cor. 111.4.12]. O

Finally, the following lemma shows that characters of small modulus cannot be too close in pre-
tentious distance to the archimedean characters n — n'’.

Lemma 2.4. There is an absolute constant Cy > 1 such that if C > Cy the following is true. Let
y > 10 and suppose 1 < m < y*/€. Let ¢ be a Dirichlet character modulo m and let [t| <2 If

D(y, n';y)* < C
then v is principal and |t|logy < €2€.

Proof. This is [11, Lem. 3.3], made slightly more precise (the bound claimed here follows from the
proof of that result). O
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2.2. Results about high order characters. We next give a generalisation and sharpening of a
result implicitly derived in [I2], Sec. 6] (see in particular the proof of Theorem 2 there), showing that
x(p) # 0,1 often when x has large order. In the sequel, we write

Y (x) = Z -, x>2

p<z
x(p)#0,1

Given a multiplicative function f: N — U and = > 1 we also put

y= 3 s, L) = 30 T

n<x n<x

Proposition 2.5. Let x be a non-principal character modulo q of order d > 2. Then there is a

constant ¢; > 0 such that if
loglog(ed) 1/2 _
= _— 1 €1
1) max{( e logd , (log q)

1Sy (@)] | Lx(9)] 1
max{ z  loggq <(10gd)1/5’

Yy (z) > c¢1loglogd.

then whenever x > q° either

or else

Proof. We follow the arguments in [I2] Sec. 5]. Let ¢; > 0 be a parameter to be chosen shortly, define
§ as above and let x > ¢°. Assume for the sake of contradiction that

|Sx(@)] [Lx(q)] 1
>
) max{ v logg J 7 (logd)'/s
and also that
(10) Yy (z) < c¢1loglogd.

Set ¢ := 4¢; and consider first the case in which d < e(°89° Since x has order d, orthogonality of
Dirichlet characters implies that

(11) {n < x(n) Ly oY =22

0<J<d 1 n<q
(n,9)=1

Now, let g : N — [0, 1] be the completely multiplicative function defined at primes by

(p) = 1 ifp<zand x(p)=1
)= 0 otherwise.

Write also
w=D(g,1;9) = —+ Z
w<p<q p<z
x(p )#1

set o_(u) := up(u) where p is the Dickman function (see e.g. [14, Sec. III.5.3-4] for a definition and
relevant properties), and put

w11 (1) (-2 "

p<q
By Hildebrand’s theorem [9, Thm. 2] there are absolute constants 8 € (0,1) and A > 0 such that
(log q)°
(12) [{n < q:x(n) =1} = " g(n) = AgR(gsq) (o (") + O™ 0% "))

n<q
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Since p(v) > v=2? for large v we have o_(e%) > e~ (g d)” 4 long as u < 8 loglog q. Since = > ¢° by
assumption,

1
u < Z p +1og(1/6) + O(1) < By () + (e1 + o(1)) loglog g < (2¢1 + o(1)) log log ¢
<z
()1

we obtain o_(e*) > e~ (080" with a suitably large implicit constant as long as ¢ = 4¢; < 3, and ¢ is
large enough. Combining (1) and ([2]), we find

—¢Elq) > ge Yo_(e") > qp(e*) > ge~2ue"
We deduce that
u+log(2u) = (14 o(1))u > loglogd,
whence also )
i (x) + ZI_? +log(1/6) > (1 — o(1)) loglogd.
plg

Aslog(1/6) < 1
(13) max{Xy (z),log(q/¢(q))} = (1/4 - o(1))loglogd.

Now using a theorem of Hall [6], we have

loglog d we deduce that

ENGIED S rEESY || (1 - %) < ‘T@ ep | 30 | <222

n<x p<zx p>x
pla pla

Similarly,

Ll ¥ <] (1-1) = Wogg

p q
pln=p<q plg
(n,q)=1

From (@) we see that
loglogd + O(1).

o] =

1
> 5 = log(a/¢(@)) + 0(1) <
plq
In light of ([I3]), we have
Yy(@) = (1/4 = o(1))loglog d,

whenever d < e(1°89° another contradiction as ¢; < 8/4 < 1/4. Hence ¥, (x) > ¢;loglogd in this
case.

Next, assume that d > e(1°89° The argumentﬁ in the proof of [12, Prop. 5.1] actually shows in this

case that
2

p<gq
x(p)#1

> (c—o(1))loglogg.

bR

Since we have

> 1o log(q/#(q)) + O(1) < logloglogq + O(1)
P

plg
and ¢; = ¢/4 we deduce that when d > ellogd)®
1 1
Se@) > >0 == > = >(c—o(1)loglogq —log(1/5) > (3c1 — o(1)) loglog q > c1 loglogd
r<q p z<p<q p
x(p)#0,1

using ¢ > ¢(q) > d in the last bound. The claim now follows.
O

4While the result stated there was only stated for prime ¢, the proof employed zero-density estimates that hold for
the family of non-principal characters to more general moduli g, and is therefore applicable to the present circumstances.
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3. MINIMISING ARCHIMEDEAN AND DIRICHLET TWISTS

Let ¢ > 3 be large and let x be a primitive character modulo ¢ with order d > 2. We assume that
d is larger than any fixed absolute constant, and for ¢; > 0 chosen as in Proposition we let

loglog(ed) 1/2 _
= — 1 s,
4] max{< crlogd , (logq)

Let € > 0 and x > ¢°, and define the setd]
Ca(e) :={¢ (mod d): |S,e(x)| > ex}, La(e):={¢ (modd): M(x") > e\/qlogq}.

We assume here that ¢ is smaller than any fixed constant. We will prove a structural result about each
of the sets Cy4(e) and L4(e). The first is an analogue of [12] Prop. 4.1].

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ > 0 with e > (logq)~'/1°. Assume that [C4(¢)| > ed. Then there are positive
integers 1 < g < el and and 1 < m < &2 such that

Cae) C{lg (modd):1<¢<d/g} =mCqy(e),

and furthermore
D(x%, 1;2)% < 200m?log(1/e).

| pax (x?", L;2)" < 200m~log(1/e)
Proof. Observe that ¢ € Cq4(e) if and only if —¢ € Cq4(e), so Cq4(e) is a symmetric subset of Z/dZ.
Applying [11, Lem. 5.8], we find an integerfl 1 < m < =2 and a divisor r|d with r > ed such that
mCq(e) = H is a subgroup of Z/dZ of order |H| = r. Note that H is generated by d/r =: g, so that
1 < g <e!and H can be parameterised as {fg (mod d) : 1 < ¢ < r}. Moreover, since 0 € Cq(g) we
have C4(e) € mCqy(e) for all m > 1, and hence C4(¢) C H as required.
The proof of Proposition 3.1l now follows the same lines as that of [I2, Prop. 4.1]. Taking T = 1/&2
and applying Lemma 23] we find that for each £ € C4(e),

e ity . 1 1
ex < |Sye(z)| < o (D(Xz,n”’f;:zr)QeD(X[’" Gty g2y 08 08T oga:)

logx

for some |f;| < 1/€%, from which we deduce that (when d, and thus ¢, is sufficiently large)

max ]D)(Xe,nige;x) < v/2log(1/e).

LeCqy(e)
Now for ¢1,¢> € H we can choose representations
h=r+--+ry (modd), lb=si+--+s, (modd), ris;€Cale).
Setting

t(l) =ty + ot tle) =t + -+ s,
we find by the pretentious triangle inequality that

D(Xll,nit(ll);ﬂi) < Z D(er,niETj;:zz) < +v/2m?log(1/e),

1<j<m
D(Xb,nit(b); .’L‘) < Z D(ij , nifsj : ,T) < \/2m2 1Og(1/5)7
1<j<m

D(y 12 pt )T, ) < D(y " ) 1) + D(x ', 02 2) < \/8m2?log(1/e).

Define the map ¢ : H — R via ¢(¢) := t;, where for each £ € H, t;, € [-2m/e?, 2m/e?] is chosen such
that

D L ity _ : D £ it .
(X" n";2) i (X" n";2)

5As we define M () := maxi<¢<m |Sy(t)| for a character ) of modulus m, the maximal sum M (xo) of the principal
character xo (mod q) is well-defined and equal to ¢ — 1.

6The proof of [T1, Lem. 5.8] actually shows that m = 2911, where j is the largest integer such that (3/2)7~! < 1/e.
Since 21og(3/2) > log2, it is easy to check that this forces m < e~2 when ¢ is sufficiently small.
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Since [t(€1) + t(f2)] < [t(€1)| + [t(£2)| < 2m/e* we see by the minimality property of ¢(¢;), j = 1,2,
that
D(n' ) i) 2y < D(x %, n %) 2) + D(x%, n' ) ) < 2D(x%, n*%); ) < \/8m2log(1/e),
and also that
D) it +), 1y < Pyt piolti+a), gy 4yt pitE)+1E), 1)

< QD(XZHrEz,ni(t(41)+t(fz); z) < /32m2log(1/e).

Set K := e~ 16m* > 1. Tt follows from Lemma 4] that

0(6) — 0] < 2= [o(ls + o) — H(02) — t(ta)] < S

logz’ logz’

whence that also y y
2K + K 3K

_ — < < .

|p(l1 + £2) — (l1) — B(L2)] < gz = loga

The map ¢ is therefore a ngi-approximate homomorphism, in the sense of [I3]. Since there are no

non-zero homomorphisms H — R, by [I3] Statement (7.2)] we deduce that
3K*

By Mertens’ theorem we then deduce (again using the minimality property of ¢(¢)) that

D% 1:2)2 <2 (]D) £ 190, 2 1 (1. o). 2)
I}éaﬁ( (Xa 7$) = rgéaj—)[( (X,TL 7$) + (an ,I)

¢ it(0). )2
< 2max (]D>(x ,nit®); 1) +1og(1+|¢(e)|1og:c)+0(1))

<2 (8m?log(1/e) +4log K + O(1))
< 150m?log(1/e) + O(1),

and the claim follows since each £ € H can be written in the form g¢ with 1 < ¢ <r. O

We also prove an analogous pretentiousness result about £4(¢); no such result appeared in [12].

Proposition 3.2. Let ¢ > 0 with ¢ > (logq)~'/10. Assume that |Lq(¢)| > ed. Then there are
o positive integers 1 <m < e 2 and 1 < g < e~ ! such that
Lae) CT{gl:1<0<d/g}t =mLay(e),
e a positive integer 1 < k < e73™ and a primitive Dirichlet character & (mod k) of order

dividing d/g such that

D(x*, &' 2)? < m*log(1/e).
D (X", &5 2)” < m”log(1/e)

Proof. As with C4(g), Lg(e) is a symmetric subset of Z/dZ. Applying [11, Lem. 5.8] as in the proof of
the previous proposition, we can find an integer 1 < m < e~2 and a divisor r|d with 7 > ed such that
mLq(e) = H is a subgroup of Z/dZ of order |H| = r, and L4(¢) C H. By Proposition 2] for each
¢ € L4(e) there is a primitive character & (mod k) such that
Ve

o) 1285, s
Applying the trivial bound |Lx@§[ (N)| <log N in ([d]), we see that
Vke logN vk

e K ——— max R
d(ke) 1<N<q logq P(ke)

so that since ¢(b) > b/ loglog(3b) for any b > 1 we obtain the bound

(15) max ky < (¢ 'loglog(1/e))?.
ZGﬁd(E)

(14) elogq < %Mo/) < (V).
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Using instead Lemma [22]in ([[4]), we deduce that

1 —
elogg < 1+ (log q)efim(xeg’f’l;q)z,

from which we find that

D(x“€, 1;9)° = D(x", & ) < log(1/e).
Let ¢ € H. As H = mCq(¢) there is a representation

U=ri+-+ry (modd), r € Ly(e).
By the pretentious triangle inequality, we find that

DX [[&i0) < D) DX & 1q) < my/log(1/e).

i=1 1<i<m

Using (IH), the modulus of [], .., & is
Brpyoooskr, ] <kpy ook < (e loglog(1/e))*™ < e™3™,

provided ¢ is sufficiently small. This modulus is a divisor of

K(e) = [1,2,..., [(=~ loglog(1/2))2 ],
which, by the prime number theorem, satisfies

log K (=) < 2(=~ loglog(1/2))?,

again provided ¢ is sufficiently small.
In the sequel, write ¥y to denote the principal character modulo K (¢). For each ¢/ € H, there is a
primitive character & with conductor < 3™ such that

/ 1
D(x*, &5 q)* < m?log(1/e) + Z — < m?log(1/e) + logloglog ky < m?log(1/e),
plkys
and therefore also
, ' 1
(16) D", &wv0i0)® <D &ia)* + Y — < mPlog(1/e) +logloglog K (e) < m” log(1/e).
plK ()

Let ¢ = d/r. Then H can be parametrised as {jg (mod d) : 1 < j < r}. Let § denote the group of
characters modulo [k, : £ € H], generated by the set

{&1vbo, - &rto
Define a map ¢ : H — S by ¢(i) = &g, and 1 < i,j < r. By ([6) and the triangle inequality,
D(x 7, 6(1)¢(5); a) < DX, 6(i); ) + DX, 6(j); 9) < m/log(1/e),
so that
D(e(i + 7). o(1)¢(5); @) < D7, 6(0)¢(5): a) + DO, 40 + 5): ) < m/log(L/e).
Take k := max{k;, kj, ki1; }. By Lemma [24] we see that either
eIMK (e) > k3K (e) > ¢/,
or else that
6(i + )60 6(7) = €i45€:€;%0
is principal, with modulus m; ; dividing [K (¢), ki, kj, kit ;] = K (). Since m?log(1/¢) = o(loglog q)

(2%

the former is not possible. Thus, writing Xém
have

to denote the principal character modulo m; ;, we

Bi + 5) = Eirsto = E&5 X o = (€t0) (&) = (D) ()

It follows that ¢ is a homomorphism, and therefore

Etbo = d(j) = (1)) = & for all 1 < j < 7.



14 ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL AND YICHEN YOU

Since &; is primitive for all 1 < j < r, it follows that &, is the trivial character, and thus £ is principal,
i.e., & has order dividing 7.
We deduce that, uniformly over 1 < j <r,

DO, (&1)59)° <DOFY,6(7); 0)* + ) L < m?log(1/2).
PIK(E)

We write £ = &; and k = ki1, and the claim follows. O

4. AVERAGED CESARO SUMS: PROOF OF THEOREM [I]
Write ¢ = e(1/d), which is a primitive dth root of unity. As in [12] we decompose
1
@)= Y -= ) o),
p<z 1<j<d-1
x(p)#0,1
where given y > 2 and 1 < j < d— 1 we set

o;(y) =
Py
x(p)=¢’

We consider below how the size of the fibred sums o; influence the magnitudes of the partial sums

Sye(x), for 1 < ¢ < d — 1. For the remainder of this section, fix € (0,1) to be a small parameter, to

be chosen later.

4.1. Small o; case. In the case where all o; are “small” (in a sense to be made precise), we will
prove the following analogue of [12, Lem. 4.4].

Proposition 4.1. Let n be sufficiently small, and suppose o;(x) < gEX(:U) foralll < j<d-1.
Then there are elements 1 <€ < d/g such that

1
DO 1) 2 55 (a).

Proof. Set r:=d/g and let 1 < ¢ <r. As in [12], we use the lower bound

, 1 i)
(17) D(x%, 1;x)% = Z (1 —cos(2mjgl/d)) Z ->8 Z - oj(x).
1<j<d-1 p<w 1<j<d-1
x(p)=¢’

In the sequel we write o; = o;(z) for convenience. We then consider the (restricted) variancd]
2 2

1 1 jel? 1
75 = 15 2x(@) :;Z > <— —§>Uj

r
1<e<r \1<j<d—1

ﬂ 2

r

A=l | X

1<e<r \1<j<d—1

Expanding the square and using the Fourier expansion

11 (=1
= =+ —
Il 12 + 272 o v2

"In contrast to [12], here we restrict ourselves to an average over powers g¢, and thus our sums over £ and j have
different ranges.
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u) (17 )

1 (_1)’Ul+v2l é . .
= P Z 041035 Z (’U1U2)2 s Z € <;(]11)1 —]202))

for the 1-periodic map t + ||t||?, we obtain

A= Z Ujlon% Z (’

1<g1,j2<d—1 1<e<r

i
T

e
T

1<j1,j2<d-1 v1,v27#0 1<e<r
1 (_1)v1+v2
= — E O O E
4774 . JIe (’01’02)2
1<51,j2<d-1 v1,v27£0

jivi=javz  (mod r)

1 —1)vitvz
:m Z Z Z 051952 Z ) 2

- - (Ulvz)
er,e2|r 1<j1<d 1<j2<d v1,v2#0
(J1,m)=e1 (J2,r)=e2 Jj1vi=java  (mod r)

where we have split the sum according to the GCDs of j; and jo with r. Note that (jiv1,7) = (java,T)
whenever jiv; = jovg (mod r). Letting A = (j;v;,7) denote this common divisor of r, we of course
have eq, ea|A. In this case, writing A = e, f; and j; = Je; for i = 1,2, and noting that (J;,r/e;) = 1,
we find

A= (e - Jivi,e;-1r/e;) = ei(Jyvi,r/e;) = ei(vi,1/e;),

so that f; = (v;,r/e;); in particular, f;|v; for i = 1,2. Setting u; := v;/ f;, it follows that

1 1
ST G S, T, e 3

Id elf»L:)\ 1§J1<d/81 1SJQ<d/€2 ul,’U,2750
i=1,2 (J177‘/61):1 (Jz,T‘/ez):l Jiui=Jous (mod T/)\)
(u1,r/X)=(uz,r/X)=1

(_1).f1u1+f2u2

(uruz2)?

If we truncate both of the w1, us series to terms with |u;| < Mr/X for some M > 1 then we obtain
(18)
(_1).f1u1+f2u2

1 1
A=im > 2 (Fif2)? ) Y. TheOne > (uruz)? +0 (Em),
Alr eifi=A 1<Ji<d/er 1<J2<d/e2 1<|ug |, uz|<Mr/X
i=1,2 (J1,r/e1)=1 (Ja2,r/e2)=1 Jiur=Jouz  (mod r/X)

(u1,m/XN)=(uz2,r/A)=1
where we have set

1 1
SM: WZ)\ Z m Z Z UJ1610J262.

)\|r €1f1:>\ 1§J1<d/€1 1§J2<d/82
1=1,2 (Ji,r/e1)=1 (Ja,r/e2)=1

1 A
Ev = M E O3, E 0ja E : (A2/e1ez)?
e1,ea|r 1<j1<d 1<j2<d Alr 1=2
(J1,m)=e1 (J2,m)=e2 le1,e2]|A
2
1 Z (ere2)
T Mr Z Z Th Z 7iz adler, ea]?
e1,ea|r 1<ji<d 1<j2<d alr/[e1,e2] ’
(J1,7)=e1 (42,m)=e2

We observe that for each pair ey, es|r we have

(6162)2 1 (61, 62)3

—_ - =7 E — - = <1
rler, es]? 5 < ’
alr/[er,ez]



16 ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL AND YICHEN YOU

since (e, e2) < min{ey, ea} < r. It follows therefore that

En <K % Z Z 0j, Z 0i, | = %EX(.’L')?

erealr | 1<ji<d 1<ja<d
(J1,m)=e1 (42,m)=e2

In the main term in (I8), momentarily fix 1 < |uql,|uz| < Mr/X with (u1,7/X) = (ug,7/A) =
assume eg > e1 and let 1 < Jy < d/ey with (Jy,r/e;) = 1. If

Joug = Jiug  (mod /), ie., Jy = J1u2 up  (mod r/X)

then among the d/es possible choices of J; there are O( T//ef +1) choices satisfying this congruence. For

each of these Jo we have 0,., < (rn/d)E, (z) by assumption. Thus, applying the preceding arguments
to all uq,u2, e2 > ey (the other case being identical up to relabelling) and J; as above the main term
in ([I8) is bounded above by

<<_E @2 Z f1f2) 2 o 2 (111L2)2 (%+1>

Alr erfi=A 1<j1<d 1<]u |, uz| <Mr/X u
eafa=A (41, T) e1 (uruz,m/A)=1
ex>eq

(19) < s (2)(Ry + Ra)
X 1 2)5

d
where, using A = e1 f1 = ez fo and the fact that the series in uy, uy are both convergent, we have set

SN IV ORI

eilr \ 1<ji<d filr/ex f2|81f1
(41,m)=e1 f2<f1
6162
Rei=D | 2 on| 2 2 -
er|r 1<ji<d ea|r Alr
(J1,m)=e1 ex>eq [er,ez]|A

< (fl/f2)1/2 in the inner sum, whence

1 1
> 7 Z <> aE ) ms<t
fil T/el f2\€1f1 filr/er 41 falerf1 /2

f2<f1

To estimate Ry we observe that 1 f2< f

It follows therefore that

Ra <<§Z > o :gzx(:p).

er|r 1<j1<d
(J1,m)=e€1

To bound R, note that for each el|r

2 1 1 ) 4
oy Loy el v Segy el

€1,€
[17 2] al|r/[e1,ez] ea|r

ea|r Alr ea|r
ex>eq [er,e2]|A ez>eq

We now observe that

1 ce)t 1 . 1
EOOE R B | DR W

ez|r pPl|lr \0<i<v v<j<k
p”|le1
0<v<k
1 1\ ! 1\ ! 2
< = p? (1 — —) + pP 2 (1 — —) = (1 + —) < 1.
ey puli[m < p? p? pl|_[1 p?—1
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Applying this bound for each e;|r, we find that

Ro <<Z Z 0j, ZEX(I).

e1|r 1<j1<d
(J1,m)=e1

Substituting our bounds for R; and R4 into ([I9), we obtain the upper bound

d
%Ex(x)(Rl +Re) < %Ex(xf (; + 1) < 08y (2)%

Gathering all of the bounds together and selecting M = n~

1
A K <77 + M) Y (7)? < 8y (2)2.

1 we obtain

Thus, by Chebyshev’s inequality we see that, with O(n'/2log(1/n)r) exceptions 1 < £ < r, whenever
oi(z) < (rn/d)Ey(z) forall 1 < j <d—1,

it 2 1
DO, 150 > 8 u—|az(—+0(————— (@)
19%21-1 r T3 log(1/7) X

In particular, provided 7 is small enough, we deduce that D(x9,1;2)? > 3%, (z) for some 1 < £ <
T. O

4.2. Large o, case. Suppose next that there is a 1 < jo < d — 1 for which oj,(z) is “large”, in
contrast to the previous subsection. Our objective is to give a strengthening of [I2, Prop. 4.5], in this
case.

Proposition 4.2. There exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose
there is 1 < jo < d — 1 such that oj,(x) > 13\ (x), and that moreover

m?log(1/e) < X, ().
Then for any parameters z > 10 and k € N satisfying

10 <z <exp (logm) , 1<k </oj(2),

forany0<p<l—2/mand any 1 <L<r,

(‘ ’ +0 (M» =) X (n)| < k! ((s%(z))—k/? + (%)p% (2)71 +x—1/6> .

Ojo\% ( n<z
Proof. Define

jot
T

Trz i={p1-pr: pi < zand x(p;) = ¢%° for all 1 <i < k}.
Foreacht € 7; ., and n € N defind

n) = Z @Lﬂn'

ab=t
Let 1
Re(s)

< 7. Select yge,0 to be a maximiser for max,j<aiogs |Fye(1 + iy)|, where for s € C with

0 e mte
m@:HQ—ﬂ@fﬂ

S
p<z p
We then define
0 if [yge0| > 3 log,
Ygt ‘= .
Yge,0  Otherwise.
Now, by Proposition 3.1, whenever 1 < £ < r we have

D(x%, 1;x)* < 200m?log(1/¢).

8Note that when ¢ = p is prime this reduces to the “mean 0” function fo(n) =1y %.
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Since, when yg¢ # 0,

; Fo(l+1 Fo(l+1 ;
exp (—D(x#, n#¥s; 2)%) < [Ege(1 +yge)| —  max [Foe(1 + iy)| <exp(— min D, n%2)?),
log:v ly|<2logz lOg.’II ly|<2logx

it follows that

D(x%, n% ) = min D, n%;2)% 4+ 0(1).
ly|<2logx

Using this minimal property when y4, # 0, we deduce that when ¢ is sufficiently small,
D(1,n"52)* < 2(D(x*, 1;2) + D, ;) < 4D, 1;2)° + O(1) < 1000m*log(1/e),

a bound which also trivially holds when y4 = 0. From this and Lemma [2.4] we deduce that there is
C > 1 such that

(20) [yge] < E_Cm2/ log x.

Next, define hy(n) := x9°(n)n~%s¢ and consider the sum

Mhext Zh@ +(n), te T,

n<x

We will estimate the sum ;- My, (z;t) in two ways.
First, we relate this sum to the mean value of hy. To begin with, observe that since hy is completely
multiplicative,

Sa:t) Zh “(CC)1a|n = %% 3" he(m) = % 3y ﬂ(c)hg(a)-% 3" he(m).

n<x ac=t ac=t mgm/a ac=t mSm/a

My, (

For each a|t the Lipschitz bound [4, Thm. 4] yields

2 5 =g oo (552) () )

m<z/a m<z

It follows that

M (a:1) = (% > u(C)hz(a)> 3 () + O (a),

ac=t

where ¢; is defined via

Now let

Then we have
1
(21) A=Y he(n) = D7 My, () +0 | Y di(x)
n<x te€Th,» teTk, -

We next obtain an asymptotic estimate for Ay .. Since ac € Ty . if and only if there is 0 < v < k
such that a € 7, , and ¢ € Tj,_, ., taking into account the number of representations of this shape we
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deduce that

c 9(q
S S IS Al [ gt

0<v<k \c€Ti—v.: a€T,..

v

1 —1)k—v 4 —iYge
Z T Z ( ...) Z X" (p)p

0<v<k proproy <z DL PRy p<z p
x(pi)=¢’0 x(p)=¢’°
pi distinct

piiyg@

(22) :% Z <];)<jogfu(_1)kv Z ; Z ;

b1 Pk—v

T 0<v<k P1sePh—y <z p<z
x(pi)=¢’0 x(p)=¢’0
pi distinct

Dispensing with the distinctness condition in the first bracketed expression in (22)), we get

Z%:Z%+oz Z%W

D1y Ph—v <2 P Ph—v D1y Ph—v <2 P Pr—v 1<i<j<k—v p1,....pk—1 <2 P v
x(pi)=¢’0 x(pi)=¢70 Pi=Ps
p;i distinct X(pe)=¢70

for each 0 < v < k — 2. Setting

1 p—iyge

Oinel2) = s

p<z
x(p)=¢’°

we may rewrite our expression for Ay . in [22) as

g \Z k . v
Ai. = (1+0(K?0j,(2)7?)) 3“}5!) Z <];) (¢7990;,.0(2)) " (—1)F

0<v<k

_ 2 -2 Ujo(z)k Gogl ey Y
(140K a5y (2)72)) =27 (¢790j0,0(2) — 1)

Next, we estimate ©j, ¢(2). Set zy := min{z, e'/I¥s¢/}. By Mertens’ theorem and (20), we find

1—p W 1 1
2 H;%l<< > W%ﬂL D o < 1+log(yyellog2) < mlog(1/e).

p<z ) p<81/\yge\ zo<p<lz
x(p)=¢’0 -
We deduce therefore that
2log(1
(23) 0,,4(2) =1+0 (w(/a)) :
Ojo (Z)

so that we may finally conclude that

Aps = (14 O(F 05 (2)7)) %,)k (W —1+0 (%))k '
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We now obtain an upper bound for the right-hand side in (2IJ), beginning with the average value of
My, (x;t). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(24)
2\ 1/2 1/2
PORIUACTIEIES SN I SIAGH | S ED i SIAD] I BN I SIS S A I AT
teTy, - n<x teTy, - n<z |[tE€Tk, » t1,t2€Tk, - n<z

Next, fixing ¢1,t2 € Ty, . for the moment we observe that

thl Mealn Z Z MC;CQCQ Z t= Z Z = €162 ([@:@2]—’—0(1))

n<x aycy=t1 azca=to n<zx aycy=t1 azca=t2
[a1,a2]|n

=i 2 2 meule) o) + O(d(n)d()

airci=t1 azca=ta

where d(t) is the divisor function. For each pair of divisors ai¢; = t1, notice that]

(25) > ple)(ara2) = [] (pmi“{”’”P(“l)}—pmi“{”_l’”P(“l)}),

azca=ta p [tz
which is non-zero precisely when
v .
vp(aq) > v for all p”||ts, i.e., ta]as.

In this case, the left-hand side of (Z5) is precisely ¢(t2)l¢,q,. Since ai|t; we get ta]t;. Making the
change of variables a; = t2 A1, we find

> i) = T8 Y pler) + Od(e)d(1)
n<z Arci=t1/t2

= 2 Ol lE) =

¢()

1t1 =to= t+0( ( ) (tQ))

Substituting this back into (24]), using d(t) < 2* for all t € Ty, and |Tx.| < 7(2)*, we obtain

1/2 1/2

Z My, (x;t)| < Z @ + é Z d(t)d(t2)

te€Tk, 2 teTk, = t1,t2€Tk, 2

< 0, (2)"? + %

Finally, we estimate the contribution to (ZI)) from d,(x). Applying the trivial bound a < ¢ in the sum
defining §;(z), we get

d(t) (logt 1=2/m logz\> _ d(t) [logt\”
< —= -7
ou(@) < t (log x > log logt <7 logz ) '

for any 0 < p < 1 —2/m. Using the simple inequality

(a1 44 am)’ <a?+---+af,, a; € (0,00),

9Given n € N and a prime p we write vp(n) to be the maximal power v > 0 such that p¥|n.
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together with Mertens’ theorem and partial summation, we deduce that

Z 0r(z) < ! Z @ Zlogp”

P
t€Th,» (log z) t€Tk, - Y[t

1 Z(V—i—l)(logp”)p Z d(t')

- p v /
(log x) ot D ver. t
v>1 Mt,
< (2B2) (5, (i
aj, (2 .
log x J0

Consequently, when km < n4/0,,(z) for n > 0 small enough, we find that

l n Ujo(z)k o (2)"k/2 k[ logz pU_ 21 (277(2))k
| )| <« T ()2 2 (152 ) e+ CTL ).

Recall that he(n) = x9¢(n)n~%s¢. Recalling the bound (20) and applying [4, Lem. 7.1], we obtain

exp (D(Xgl, nWat; 1)/ (2 + o(1)) loglog a:)

n<zx

DY) = (Ut Jyel) | 3 hen)| +0

n<ax n<z log
1 1
— h
< x; e(n)) + Vlog x
(26) Tl (e g (logz\" @)
| A,z | 0 log = J0 Nz :

whenever m?log(1/¢) < cloglogx for ¢ > 0 small enough. In light of the lower bound
|1 = ¢709°| = 2| sin(mjogt/d)| > 4]l jogt/d|| = 4lljot /7],
4kaj0 (Z)k <‘

L0 m?log(1/e) k.
k! Tjo (Z)
Finally, as 2% < x'/3, the last error term in (26) is O(z~'/®). The claim now follows upon rearranging.
g

we obtain that
ot

|Ag 2| >
.

The bound in Proposition is only efficient provided we can obtain a lower bound for ||jof/r||
for many £. The purpose of the next result is to bound the number of ¢ for which ||jof/r| is small.

Proposition 4.3. With the above notation, there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that if
o o (M log(1/e)\
0 loglogd ’
then at least one of the following is true:
(i) Sy(@)] < e, and
(i) (jo,r) < bor.
Moreover, in the second case we find that for any 0 € [0y,1/2],
{1 << r:|jol/r| <6} < Or.

Proof. Assume (i) fails, so that |Sy (x)| > ez, i.e., 1 € C4(e). By Proposition B}, g¢ =1 (mod d) for
some g|d, whence g = 1, and
D(x, 1;2)* < 200m? log(1/e).
Combining this with (7)) and £ = 1, we find that
2
a4, = 81

2

J Jo
3 ] Ex(x)-

d

Jo

2
g

(27) 200m°log(1/e) >8 >
1<j<d-1
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Let v := (jo,d) and put jo := jo/v, D := d/~. Since

ljo/dll = |ljo/DIl = 1/D = ~/d,
it follows from Proposition B that there is a constant C' > 0 such that
2 2p—17, 1 1/2 2,,-1] 1 1/2
7§d<5m77 og(/a)) SOd<mn—og(/e)> —gyd.
Ey(2) loglog d

Since r = d, (jo,r)/r = (jo,d)/d and (ii) follows.
Next, write R := r/(r,jo) and Jy := jo/(r,jo). Dividing £ = mR + L with 0 < m < r/R — 1 and
1 < L < R, observe that

lGot/r|l = 1St/ Rl = [|JoL/ R]|

Let 6 € [0p,1/2]. As (Jo, R) = 1, taking V := R/2 and applying the Erd8s-Turdn inequality [14]
1.6.15], we obtain

JOLH H ‘ 1 1|1 vJoL
1§L§R:‘— <Oy —20R| < R| =+ Z -5 Z e
H{ R 4 1gy§vV 1<L<R R
1 1
:R _— — .
7+ > — | <1
1<v<V
R|Jov

It follows that
U< L<rs lot/r] < 0} = - (20R+0(1)) = 7 (20 + O(1/R).

As R=r/(jo,r) > 671, we obtain
{1 <e<r:|jot/r]| < 0} < or,

as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem[11l Since the bound in the theorem is otherwise trivial, we may assume that d is
larger than any fixed constant. Hence, we may assume that x is also larger than any fixed constant,
given the constraint z > ¢°.

Let 7 € (0,1/2) and let & := %, (2)~'/6+7) and suppose throughout that |S, (z)| > ex. Assume for
the sake of contradiction that |C4(e)| > ed.

By Proposition B.1] we find integers 1 < m < e 2 and 1 < g < e~! such that

D(x% 1;2)? 210g(1/€).
| nax (x?", 1;2)" < m”log(1/e)

/30

Fix n =0 =€7/°°, so that since

< &2,

oo (T 0g(1/0))
0 << e—(6+7)

we have 0 € [0y, 1/2], when ¢ is sufficiently small.
Let 1 < jop < d—1 be an index satisfying

7jo(v) = | max  o;(x).

If 0j,(z) < gEX(:zr) then by Proposition [£1] we can find 1 < £ < d/g such that
D(x%, 1;2)* > 33y().
Comparing these bounds using Proposition and m < e~2, we find
e 0T =% (x) < m?log(1/e) < e *log(1/e),
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which is a'] contradiction.
Next, suppose g, (z) > 13 (x). Since 1 € Cq(e) we deduce that g =1, and d = r. Let M > 2 be a

1/M

parameter to be chosen later, and set z :=x . We have the crude lower bound

1
Ujo(z) 2 Ujo(x) - Z -2 nEX(‘T) —log M — 0(1)
/M <p<z
Assume henceforth that M is chosen so that log M < 23, (). Thus, when d is large enough we have
n
730(2) 2 15, ().
We first establish the existence of ¢ with ||jof/d|| > 6. Assume for the sake of contradiction that
‘max _|jof/d|| < 6/m.
ZGCd(E)
Since Z/lZ = mCqy(e), if

{=ay+ - +an (modd), a;€Cq4e)
then the triangle inequality implies that for every 1 < /¢ < d,

Fil= =

1<i<m
On the other hand, since |Sy(z)| > ex, Proposition 3] shows that
{1<e<d:|jot/d| <0} < 0d,

Jo;

jot

<4.
d =

0
Sm._
m

which is a contradiction. In particular, there must exist ¢ € C4(g) for which ||jof/d|| > 6/m. Note that
by our parameter choices, we have

m? log(1/¢) < 2m?n”tlog(1/e) « OHTAT/2 2472 ¢ ET/4£ <ot/
a4 (2) Sy (@) m

Taking p = 1/4 and applying Proposition 2] we thus find that if

tensmn{ Ym0

then for any 1 < £ < r for which r t jof we have

—k k/2
! + ! 4 x71/6
15 (7) nMVAS, () '

By Proposition B} Cy(e) € mCy(e) = Z/dZ. We deduce using k! < k* that

1 (km)> \**  (2km/0)"
e < ZlSe (@) < ((m) " W> |

As m < &2, we get that

_ k/2
(29) e L ((L:) + M) .

jot

al

Jol

(28) %|SX/3 ()| < K!

N> (x nMAE (z)

Set now n =0 = £7/30, choose M so that log M = 2%, (z) and select

b |2 )|

We then find that if d is sufficiently large relative to 7 then

-

( et \*? 2 2r/5\ 7 2
e ) < (1007227 ) <, e,
HHQEX(I)) B (

10We emphasise that this part of the argument is independent of the assumption |S, (z)| > ez.
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on the one hand, and also

(2h/ (20" 1 /0 S
DMAS (2) < SR (7) exp | ——5 I (x) + 1OTZX(3:) log 3, (z)
2
< EX($)72/367ﬁEX(I) < ZX(I)—loo
« 600,

on the other. It follows that ([29) yields a contradiction.
We conclude, therefore, that [C4(g)| < ed, and therefore

1 2 2, [Ca(e)]
p Z |Sye ()| < e” + ¥ <e.

1<0<d

1
As e = %, (2)"/(+7) <« (loglogd) 61" by Proposition 2.5, the proof of the theorem follows. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem [[.2l For convenience, we introduce the notation
May (@) = {0 < & x(n) = o},
We begin by establishing a couple of lemmas.
Lemma 5.1. We have
Mgy (z) < r?‘idn M, ya/- ().
Proof. 1t clearly suffices to prove that My, (z) < M,  a/-(z) for each r|d. Thus, fix r|d and let
¥ = x¥". Let a be a dth order root of unity for which
Mgy (z) = [{n <z :x(n) = a}|,
and let 8 := a®". Then 1(n) = § whenever x(n) = a. Since 3 is a root of unity of order r, we obtain
Mgy (z) < {n <2 :9p(n) = B} < Mry(2),

as claimed. O

Lemma 5.2. Let x be a character modulo q of order d, and let K > 1. Then

1
2

1 x x 2 |S, k()]
< mi - 2 il z X
Mg (z) < min g E |Sye ()] ' + Tl + 3 E -
1<0<d 1<k<K

Proof. We prove each of the above bounds in sequence. The proof of the first, which is already invoked
in [I2] Sec. 3.2], is as follows. Given any dth root of unity a we have

[{n <a:x(n) =a}| = {n,m <o x(n) = x(m) = a}[V? < [{n,m <@ : x(n) = x(m)}'/?

= 1/2
(30) - (a PIEN (a:)|2> .
£=0

Maximising over «, the first alternative bound for My () holds.
For the second bound, set N := [{n < x : (n,q) = 1} and for each (n,q) = 1 write x(n) = e(f,) for
some 6, € [0, 1]. Specifying that x(n) = a = e(a/d) is equivalent to

a a+1
0, - — .
[ )
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By the Erdds-Turdn inequality (in the form given in [14} 1.6.15]), for any K > 1 we have

N
|{n§£v:x(n)=a}|§g+ sup |[{n<a: (n,q)=1,0,€l}—I[IIN|
IC[0,1)

1 1 2 111
<SN|=4+——+= — = ko
= d+K+1+3ZkNZe( )

1<k<K 1<n<z
(n,9)=1
1 1 2 111 &
31 < 4+ — =
(31) <olgtERTiTe 2 Rz X
1<k<K n<x
This implies the claim. O

Proof of Theorem[L2 Let ¢; > 0 be a sufficiently small constant to be determined later. Given
1 <z <loglogd, write

1/2
J, := max { <M) ,(logq)_cl} , dy = H and r, :=d/d,.

c1 log(ed,) il
p>z

By Lemma [5.1] we have

Max(@) < min My (@) < | min, - Mo, - ().

m>q62
For ease of notation, we write d := d,, and x := x"*0, where 1 < 2y < loglogd minimises this latter
upper bound, subject to the condition that 2 > ¢%o. In the remainder of the proof, we show that

(32) Mig(r) <= (%@*O (m»

and since P~ (d) > zo this provides the required upper bound.
Similarly to the proof of Theorem [T} let € := X, (x)~ /7
Case 1: Assume first that ¢(q)/q < W. Picking K := |(logd)*/°] in (&), together with the

uniform upper bound

¢(q) z
|Sgr ()] < HZ; 1« . x < (og )1/
(n,q_)zl
(using [6] as before), we deduce that
1 x 1 zloglogd
M; (z) < = O ————+ - e
d,X(x) =z F tet (log d)1/5 Z < (log d)1/5 ’

1<k<(log d)1/10

which is more than enough suffices for the bound we seek. In the remaining cases we shall assume
that ¢(q)/q > W, and in particular by Proposition [Z5] X, (z) > cloglogd for some absolute

constant ¢ > 0. We assume this lower bound henceforth.

Case 2: Assume next that [Cj(e)| < ed. By (B0), we have

1/2
1 2 1 2
(5 Z |Sge (@) +g~ Z |Sge ()]

EQCd'(E) EGC&(E)

M; (z)

X

IN

A
7 N\
™
S
N
N

Q

Cz<s)|>”2<2\/g _ @
d - (loglog d)t/14

which is more than sufficient.
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Case 3: Assume |Cj(e)| > ed and e7 = Xg(z) > cloglogd. We consider several subcases below.

Case 3.(i): Assume that g > 1 in Proposition 3.1. Since g|d, we have g > P~(d), and as Cj(e) C
{gt:1 << d/g} we have that |Sgx (z)] < ex for all 1 <k < g. Applying (BI) with K = g — 1 and
recalling that g < &1, we get

1 1 1 logloglog d
M <z|l=4+-4+0(lo )gx ——+ 0| ————— ,
ax(7) (d g TOEkeg) (P(d) ((1oglogd)1/7
which implies the bound (32) in this case. We will assume for the remaining subcases that g = 1.

Case 3.(ii) If |Sg(x)| > ez then as z > ¢%o, Theorem [T immediately implies that

—

Ser (@) « —————,
;| Xe( ) (10g10gd)1/7
and the claimed bound (with ¢ = 1/14) follows from (30).

ISR

Case 3. (iil) If |Sz(z)| < ex and (recalling g = 1) max, ;.7 ;0;(z) < nEz(z) then we obtain a
contradiction to |C;(¢)| > ed as in the proof of Theorem [[] (as this part of the argument did not
require |Sx ()| > ex). We deduce that |C(¢)| < ed, and the claim follows from Case 2 above.

Case 3.(iv) Assume that |Si(z)| < e, 0j,(z) = max, ;.5 , 0;(2) > nXg(z) and (as r = d/g = d)
(jo,d) < 6d, noting that here 6 > €'/2. From this, we deduce by Proposition that there exists
an ¢ such that [|jo¢/d|| > 6/m. Following the proof of Theorem [[1] this was enough to deduce a

contradiction to the assumption |Cj(e)| > ed, and so the claim of the current proposition follows once
again from Case 2.

Case 3. (v) Finally, we assume the following data:

e g=1,s0r=d

o |Sx()| < ez

o 730(@) > (@)

o Yi(x )>cloglogd

.(Qd)>9d

Set R :=d/(jo,d) < ', and note that for each 1 < k < R — 1 we have

jok|| _ [[kGo/Go.d)]| o 1
d R -~ R’

since j/(jo,d) is coprime to R. It follows from equation (7)) that for every 1 <k < R —1,

D", L) >8>

Now, either (a) k& ¢ Cj(¢), or else (b) k& € mCz(¢). In case (a) we immediately have [Sgr(z)] < ez
Thus, assume that (b) holds. From the proof of Proposition 3.1, if ¢;, is a minimiser for D(Y*, n®; )
from [—2m/e2, 2m/e?) then |t|logz < 3e764™" and therefore

D(1,n"*; ) =log(1 + |tx| logx) + O(1) < 64m?log(1/e) + O(1) < 64e *log(1/e) + O(1).
Now, by the pretentious triangle inequality we have

D()Zk, nitk;x) > D()Zk, 1;2) — D(l,n”’“;x).

2
oj(x) > 8

jok ||?

ik 8
L 0o (@) > =L Ty(@) > 806 ().

Given the bound 7,0 > /%, we have
D(FF, 1;2) > (306%)"2 Sg(2)/? > 22316772 > 9/273 > 2022 log(1/e) > 2D(1, n't*; z).
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whenever d is sufficiently large. Hence we have

D()zk, nitk : (E)2 >

1
> ZIDD()Z’“, Lz)? > 216°Y¢ () > 2ce7°.

Applying Haldsz’ theorem (with T' = m/e?), we obtain, for each 1 < k < R,
|Sgr ()| < (52 + D(x*, nitk;x)%_D()zk’"itkWF) <z(e®+e Cexp(—ce?)) < ®n.

It follows that in either of cases (a) and (b), |Syx(z)| < ex for all 1 <k < R—1.
Applying this in BI) with K = R <67, we get
1

M (x) <= (E + % +0 (e logR)> <z (% +0 (alog(l/a))) .

Since jo < d, we have (jo,d) < d/P~(d), and therefore as £ > (loglogd)~'/®, we obtain

M (2) <o | — 4o Logloglosd }
X P—(d) (loglog d)t/7

Conclusion: Summarising all of the above cases, we obtain, for some ¢ € (0,1/14],

Myl <o (s +0 (o)),

as claimed. O

l

Proof of Corollary[L3 If z € (PT(d) — 1, PT(d)) then d, > P*(d). Taking z — P*(d) from below,
and letting § = dp+(q)—1/(1og q)» We find that when z > @,

1 1 1
gﬁ’i;Hn <z:ix(n)=a} < (P+(d) +0 ((loglogdz)02)> < (log log P (d))

as claimed. O

6. AVERAGED MAXIMAL CHARACTER SUMS: PROOF OF THEOREM [1_4]

Our strategy towards proving Theorem [I.4] will be similar to the proof of Theorem [[.Il Given
€ > 0, recall that

La(e):={1<0<d: M(x") > e\/qlogq}.

Assuming that |L£4(g)| > ed, Proposition B2l shows that there are positive integers m < e~
and k < e73™, and a Dirichlet character ¢ (mod k) of order dividing r = d/g such that

2 1

g €en
Lae) CT{gl:1 <l <r}=mLy(e),
and furthermore

gl ¢, N\2 2
max D(x™, &% 2)” < m”log(1/e).

Set ¢ := x9€, so that 1" is principal. Write w = e(1/r) and put

- - 1
Yplq) = Z 5;(q), where &;(q) = Z —.
1<j<r—1 p<q, P

P(p)=w’

We will study the influence of the sizes of the prime sums &;(q) on the maximal sums M (x*). Through-
out this section, fix n € (0,1) to be a small parameter.
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6.1. Small 5; case. We assume first of all that ¢;(q) < ¢3y(q) forall 1 <j <.

Proposition 6.1. Let n > 0 be sufficiently small, and suppose 5;(q) < §E¢(q) forall1<j<r-—1.
Then there are elements 1 < £ <1r such that l

1
D(x%, &% 9)* > 5 2u(@)-
Proof. Since v = x9¢ has order dividing r and

D(x?, &% q) = D', 1;q)

for each 1 < ¢ < r, the result follows upon applying Proposition 1] to ¢ in place of x9 (as X, (z) >
Y, (x) there). O

6.2. Large 7; case. Next, we assume that 5,(q) > ng(q) for some j = jo.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose there is 1 < jo < r —1 such that 6;,(q) > §Z¢(q). For each 1 < <r let
1 < Ny < q satisfy l
| Lye(Ne)| = max |Lye(N)].

Then for any 1 < ¢ <r,

L. (N, 1 -1
| Ly (No)| < min LHJong IOgJNsz '
log g d (logq) (Np)

Proof. For gt € L4(¢), by the trivial bound
elogq < |Lye(Ng)| < log Ny,

we have Ny > ¢°. We introduce the completely additive function

p-ln,
P (p)=w’®
By the complete multiplicativity of 1, we have
LTN Né o Z 1/} . QJO ) + &jo(Nf) B Qjo(n)
log ¢ log q &jo (Ne)
W (m) €05, (n) /G5, (Ne) — 1]

(33) _ N 1 Z +0 ; Z JO Jo

Gjo (Ne) logq mp <Nz, qun<N@ n

(p)—w“’

We first estimate the error term above. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

i 3 1/2
o S 120/2u 00 1] ( 5 Iﬂjo<n>/ffjo<Nf>—1|2> VOB

n n
n<Ny n<Ny

We will show that

nSN[ n UJO (Nl)

After expanding the square on the left-hand side, to prove (B5) it suffices to show that for 7 =0,1,2,

Z (Qjo(n)/&jo(Nf)) =log N, + O ( log Ny ) '

nSNE n UJO (Ne)
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This bound clearly holds when j = 0. When j = 1, we have

1 Qy(n) _ 1 1 1
53‘0(1\]2)2 ]” Z Z mpk "~ &5, (V) ok m

n<Ny n<Ng mp =n, PkSNe; m<N,/p*
P (p)=wo P(p)=w’0
1 1
=5 > E(logNg — klogp + O(1)).
pP<Ng,
P (p)=w’0

Using Mertens’ theorem, we find that

3 kl;gp<lgNg+ DY ﬁ

pP <Ny, 2<k<log Ne g N2/
P(p)=w’o
k
< log N, ——— <K log Ny.
g Ne + E K —3/2 g Ny
2<k<log N,

We also note that

log Ny 1
> N Y L <

pP<N, PP <Ny
Pt Hp)=e
pb)=w

Hence, we obtain

1 Q2j,(n) ( log Ny )
= < =log Ny + O .
70 (Ne) ZN o 50 (Ne)

Finally, when j = 2,

r sy (2 (T

n<Ny n<Ny plf1|n, P;Q\m
Y (p1)=w’ P (p2)=wo
RN AE .
o (Ne) Py P52 <N, "<fo
¥ (p1)=1(p2)=w’0 pl ,p2 2|n
1 1 ( ko k
T G (Ny)? 77 (los(Ne/[py", p5°]) + 0(1)) .
AL DR L

[P\ p32]<Ne,
Y (p1)=9(p2)=w’®

Using Mertens’ theorem, we deduce that

3 L _ > ! + 0(55,(Ne)) = > ! + 0(5j, (Ne)),

[pkl p22]<N [pl 7p2 ] [p1,p2] <Ny [plap2] pLpa<Ne [pl;pQ]
w(p)=1(p2)=w" w(p1)=v (p2)=w’ D (p1)=1(p2)=w0
1Og[pk1 ) pkz] 1 log pl€2 B
Z ﬁ < Z T Z k22 < 7, (N¢) log Ne.
iy, PP N, P phaen, P2

P(p1)=v(p2)=w’® p(p1)=w0
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Inserting these bounds in the previous estimates, we deduce that

)2 log N, 1 ( log Ny )

= — —— 40| =2

(@50 ( Nz 27;:\@ (70 (N0))? ph;w - [py ] Gjo (Ne)
P (p1),¥(p2)=w’©

log N, 1 < log Ny )

R oy

(Ujo (N@))2 1 p1p2 Tjo (Nf)
p2<N¢,p1#p2

»(p1),¥(p2)=w’®

log Ny
=log Ny + O ( ) ,
UJO(NE)

as required.
Combining (B3] with (34) and combining the result into ([B3]), we find that

Lye(Ne) 1 3 W 3 w log Ny
logg G, (Ne)logq = < Na/pk (log 4)\/Tjo (Ne)
1/1(17)—w10
1 wlokt log Ny
= Lye(Ne/p*) + 0| —————=|.
7, (Ne) log g pk<zf\fe pk v (log q)+/ 7, (Ne)
W (p)=w’o
Since whenever p* < N, we have
1
Lye(Ne/p*) = Lye(Ne) + O > — | = Lye(Ne) + O(klog p),

N;/pF<m<N,

we obtain using Mertens’ theorem again that

Lye(N 1 Jokt log N,
v (Ne) = - Z w (Lwe(Ng)—l—O(klogp)) +0 Lf
log g j, (Ne)logq oot P (log q)\/Tjo (Ne)
>iVe,
P (p)=w’o
3ol T, o (N, 1 log N,
_ WLy (Ne) S liof el
Ojo (Nf) 10g q p<No, p (IOg Q) O3 (Né)
P (p)=w’o

_ ot Lwr(Ne) L0 log J~Ve .
logq (log q)\/Gj, (Ne)

Rearranging this expression and using the bound |1 — w/o¢| > ||jof/7||, we deduce that
Lye (N, log N,
L) eNe
log q (log g) /a3 (Ne)

as claimed. O

. —1
Jot
r

JO gt

In analogy to Proposition 4.3 the number of ¢ for which can also be estimated effectively.

Proposition 6.3. With the above notation there is an absolute constant C' > 0 such that if

6y := C <(m9)2n1 10g(1/5)>1/2.

loglogr

then at least one of the following is true:

(i) [M(x)| < ey/qlogq, and
(i) (jo,7) < for.
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Moreover, in the second case we find that for any 0 € [0y,1/2],
{1 <e<r:|jol/r| <0} < Or.
Proof. Assume (i) fails, so [M(x)| > e /qloggq, i.e., 1 € L4(¢). By Proposition 3.2, H = 7Z/dZ implies
g=1, and
D(v,1;¢)* < m?log(1/e)

where ¢ = x€. Arguing as in (27), we have

Jo||?
m?log(1/¢) > n|[ 2| <4 (0).
Following the same argument as in the proof of Proposition [.3] now gives the claim. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let € > 0 be a parameter to be chosen shortly, and suppose throughout that
|M(x)| > e,/qlog q. Assume for the sake of contradiction that Lg(c) > ed.

By Proposition 3.2, there are integers 1 < m < ¢ 2 and 1 < g < ¢! and a primitive Dirichlet
character ¢ (mod k) with 1 < k < e73™ such that if 1 := x9¢ then

D(¢, 1; ¢)? 210g(1/€).
| Dax (Y% 1;9)° < m*log(1/e)

We now set £ = ¥,(q)~'/%. Fix also 7 € (0, 1) small such that 7 > /6, and let 1 < jo < d — 1 be an
index satisfying

Uﬁ&q):zligggiloy(q)
Set r:= d/g as previously. If o5, (q) < £Xy(q), then by Proposition 5.1 there is 1 < ¢ < r such that

1

D", 1;0)* = 5%y(q).

Using Proposition 2.5 and m < €2, we have
loglogr < %y (q) < m?log(1/e) < e *log(1/e).

Since € = ¥y, (q)~/® we obtain a contradiction as soon as d is large enough.

Next, suppose j,(q) > £Xy(q). Let 6 € [09,1/2] be a parameter that satisfies ¢ > /6. Since
|M(x)| > e,/qlogq, by Proposition 5.3, we have

{1 < <d: [jot/d] < 0} < d.

By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, there must exist gf € L4(¢) such that ||jogf/d| >
6/m. Moreover, as noted previously we have Ny > ¢°, so by Mertens’ theorem

1

o (N =0ip(a) = Y. == ITy(q) ~log(1/e) + O(1) 2 5L Ey(q).

[ g
P(p)=w’®

Thus, as 6,17 > /6. m <e 2 and g <e !,

1 2 12 1

m-g
e < Lye(No)| € | 5= KL —/—
1ogq| we(No)| (92n2w(q)> 125, ()

Given that ¥, (q) = e~® we again obtain a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that |L4(g)| < ed.
Applying Proposition together with the lower bound r > ed, we have

e < (loglogr)~'/® <« (loglogd) /%,

and therefore
1 |La(e)] Valogg
il M(v* 1 _vied
i 2 MOI< (4 5407) Watoga) < b0

as desired. O
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