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LOWER BOUNDS FOR SHIFTED MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA FUNCTION

MICHAEL J. CURRAN

ABSTRACT. In previous work [8], the author gave upper bounds for the shifted moments of the zeta

function
2T m

Maﬁ(T):/T H|C(%+i(t+ozk))|26kdt
k=1

introduced by Chandee [5], where @ = a(T) = (a1,...,0m) and 8 = (B1 ..., B satisfy
|ag| < T/2 and B > 0. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis, we shall prove the corresponding
lower bounds:

Map(T) >p T(logT)++0n T 1€ +ila; — ax) + 1/ log T) 27,
1<j<k<m

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the shifted moments

20 m
Mag(T) = [ T]ICG +i(t+ ax))**at, (1)

T =1

where a = a(T) = (ay,...,q,) and B = (B; ..., B,) satisfy |ay| < T/2 and 5, > 0. These
were first studied in general by Chandee [5]. In [8], the author proved the upper bound

Mo p(T) <5 T(log )"+ TT  1¢(1 +i(a; — ag) + 1/ log T) 25

1<j<k<m

assuming the Riemann hypothesis. The goal of this paper is to obtain the corresponding lower
bound, showing that these bounds are of the correct order or magnitude.

Theorem 1.1. Assume the Riemann hypothesis. If B, > 0 and || < T/2 for k =1,...,m, then

Mo p(T) > T(log T)" 7+ TT  1¢(1 +i(a; — ax) + 1/ log T) |25

1<j<k<m
for T sufficiently large in terms of 3.

Note that the order of magnitude in this bound is consistent with the formula for the shifted mo-
ments predicted by the famous work of Conrey Farmer Keating Rubenstein and Snaith [7]. The
reader may consult [8] for more background on the shifted moments and a discussion of the previ-
ous estimates for M, g(7').

The method of proof is similar to a principle pioneered in the works of Heap and Soundararajan
[14] and Radziwilt and Soundararajan [25]. These works demonstrate that if one can asymptoti-
cally evaluate the twisted 2k™ moment of a family of L-functions for some integer &, then one can

obtain sharp lower bounds for the 23" moments for all 3 > 0. We will need a more elaborate
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argument in our setting since there are more parameters for the shifted moments. To explain the
method, we will first introduce some notation. Set

By = Z max(1, G).
k<m
We will choose a sequence of parameters 7; = T/, where
e’
(log, T)
for j > 0, where throughout this paper we will use log; to denote the j-fold iterated logarithm.

Let L be the largest integer such that 77, < T° where 0 < § < e~'%%% is some small constant
depending on 3 to be chosen later. For any X let

1 logX/p 1
PI,X(S): Zps—i-l/logX log X T Z 2p2s’

p<Th p<logT

co=0andc; =

and given any 2 < j < L define

1 log X/p
PJ,X(S) - Z | ps+1/logX lOgX ’
pE(Tj—1,T5]

Remark. In our proof, we could have also used the simpler Dirichlet polynomial
>
PE(Tj-1,T;]
in place of P; x(s) forall 1 < j < L. However the P; x will appear when using the Riemann

hypothesis, and using the P; x from the onset will reduce the total number of mean value calcula-
tions.

If P; x(s) is not too large, then (see lemma 2.2) we will be able to efficiently approximate
exp(BP; x(s)) with the following Dirichlet polynomial

Nix(s:8):= Y. B Pix(s)" :

m)!
m<10082 K

—3/4

where K; = ¢; ™" for j > 1. The set

G:={te[T/2,5T/2]: |Pir, (5 +it)| < K;forall1 < j < L}.
consists of the ¢ € [T'/2,5T'/2] for which N, 1, (s; ) is a good approximation to exp(SP; 1, (s)).
We will be computing moments over the set
G ={teT\2T): t+a, € Gforalll <k <m}.

Fix a smooth function w such that 1f5/47/4(t) < w(t) < 1p 9, and suppose for a moment that
we could compute the integral

o= [ JJ¢G+itt+a)

Gm k<m

X | | exp (B — VP, (5 +i(t + ow)) + BePir, (5 — it + ay))) w(t/T) dt
J<L
2



Then Holder’s inequality implies
[ Zo| < Mas(T)7 < |71M < T 1TV,
k<m

where
1 1 1 1 5 I 1 1

are conjugate exponents,
T, = / 1C(5 + it + o)) P H exp (2(By — m)Re Pyr, (5 +i(t + o))
g .
m J<L

< [T T exp (28:Re Py, (3 + ilt + c))) w(t/T)dt,
E

and
T = [ T Iexp (28:Re Pir, (3 + it + cw))) w(t/T)dt.
Gm k<m j<L

Therefore, Theorem 1.1 will follow from the following three propositions.
Proposition 1.2. For large T

J < T(ogT)A+m T [C(1+ilay — ag) +1/log T)| %

1<j<k<m

Proposition 1.3. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis, for large T

[Ty 5 Tog 7)1+ [ [¢(1+i(a; — ax) +1/log T) .

1<j<k<m
Proposition 1.4. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis, for large T'and 1 < k < m
T < T(log T)*HHn TT [C(1+i(a; — ax) + 1/ log T) 7%,
1<j<k<m

To prove Propositions 1.2 and 1.4, we will use the definition of G,,, to show that

2T
< [ T Wal+ i+ o sl
T

k<m
and
I < / 1C(5 +i(t + )P NT, (5 + it + ag); B — m) | H N, (3 + it + ap); Be) | dt,
m éégg};
where

Nx(s;8) = [ [ Nix(s; 8)-
J<L
Therefore [J can be controlled by computing the mean value of a Dirichlet polynomial, and the Z,
can be bounded by computing twisted 2m™ moments of the zeta function. Both of these quantities
can be controlled as N, (s; 3) is a short Dirichlet polynomial. For the latter task, we will need to

invoke the Riemann hypothesis when m > 2.
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The proof of Proposition 1.3 is a bit more difficult. The first step is to show that Z; is approxi-
mately equal to

/g TT ¢G + it + o)) Nay (5 + it + o) %(ﬁk—1))2NTL(%+i(t+ozk);%5k)2w(t/T)dt

m k<m

using the definition of G,,, and the Riemann hypothesis. To compute this quantity, we will write

2T
/m B /T /[T,2T}\gm ‘

The integral over the entire interval [T, 27 is a shifted pure m™ moment of zeta twisted by a
Dirichlet polynomial, which we can calculate unconditionally because N7, (s; 3) is a short Dirich-
let polynomial. To bound the integral over [7', 27| \ G,,,, we will first decompose this set according
to which subsum P; X(% + i(t + ay); B) is unusually large for some ¢, and then bound the contri-
bution of such ¢ by

KQT/ IT16G +ilt + )l - Nz (5 + it + s 5 (B — D)Np 5+t + ap); 5617

k<m
X |Pj7x(§ + i(t + ag))‘% dt

for some large integer . To bound this quantity we are again forced to use the Riemann hypothesis,
at least when m > 2. We can estimate this integral using the same method in [8].

We now have all the necessary tools to begin our proof of Theorem 1.1. To help simplify the
notation going forward, we will omit subscripts depending on 3 from all big-O or Vinogradov as-
ymptotic notation. The reader should keep in mind that all of the implicit constants in this notation
can, and usually will, depend on 3. We will also implicitly assume that 7" is sufficiently large in
terms of 3. After covering some preliminary results, we will prove Proposition 1.2, followed by
Proposition 1.3, and we will conclude the proof by establishing Proposition 1.4.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The author would like to thank Hung M. Bui and Stephen Lester for helpful discussions.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

To control the size of zeta on the half line, we will use the following lemma due to Soundararajan
[27] and Harper [12].

Lemma 2.1. Assume RH, lett € [T, 2T), and || < T/2. Then for2 < X < T?

1 log X/p
log|¢(3 +i(t+ )| <Re Y P ogXFi+a) Jog X
p<X
1 logT
+ > 4+ 25 L oq).

Ipl+2i(tta) log X
p<min(v/X logT) P &
We will often Taylor expand exponentials of the P; x in order to turn moment generating function
calculations into computing mean values of short Dirichlet polynomials— a much simpler task. The

following lemma will be used frequently to accomplish this task.
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Lemma 2.2. If § < B, and |P; x(s)| < K for some 1 < j < L, then
exp(BP;x(s)) = (1+ 0™ *59) LN x (51 9).
Proof. Since |P; x(s)| < 2K, Taylor expansion gives
Njx(s;8) = exp(BP; x(s)) + O(e™*%19),
By assumption exp(—2K,3,) < |exp(fP;x(s))| < exp(2K;[.), so the claim follows. O

Once we have reduced the proof to a number of mean value calculations, we will use a few
standard results to compute these averages. The first result is due to Montgomery and Vaughan
(see for example theorem 9.1 of [16]).

Lemma 2.3. Given any complex numbers a,,
2
27
3 9n
. nit

dt =(T+O(N)) > |an|*.
n<N n<N

We will also make use of the property that Dirichlet polynomials supported on distinct sets of

primes are approximately independent in the mean square sense. The precise formulation we will

use is the following splitting lemma which appears in equation (16) of [14].

Lemma 2.4. Suppose for 1 < j < J we have j disjoint intervals I; and Dirichlet polynomials
Ai(s) = >, a;j(n)n=° such that a;(n) vanishes unless n is composed of primes in I;. Then if
HJSJ A,(s) is a Dirichlet polynomial of length N

/ HJ‘A 3 Tit)fdt = <T+0<N>>_1<IJ(%/TQT\AA%Ht)Ith)

Finally, the following result due to Soundararajan [27, lemma 3] will simplify calculations for high
moments of Dirichlet polynomials supported on primes.

Lemma 2.5. Let r be a natural number and suppose N™ < T /logT. Then given any complex
numbers a,,
2T
/
To compute all the mean values that will arise, we will need two more ingredients. The first is

a special case of lemma 3.2 of [18], which will let us estimate a sum over primes that will appear
frequently throughout the paper.

2r

o

it
p<N p

dt < Tr! <Z |ap|2> :

p<N

Lemma 2.6. Given 6 € Rand X > 2

Z@ = log[¢(1+ 1/log X +id)| 4+ O(1).

p<X

The second and final ingredient we will need is a good estimate for the coefficients of the Dirichlet
polynomials

T Vix(s +icus Be) == bixepn)

ns
k<m n
5



To this end, denote ax (p) := log(X/p)p~*/'°¢*X /1og X and define multiplicative functions gx and
h X by

gx (0" B) == %

and
r/2

ha (075 8) = gx (0': ) + 1p<logTzu

24! (r — 2t)!

Next define c¢;(n) to be 1 if n can be written as n = ny - - - n, where r < 10052K; and each n; is
either a prime < 77 or a prime square < log 7". Finally for 2 < j < L set ¢j(n) to be 1 if n is the
product of at most 10032K; not necessarily distinct primes in (7}_1, 7}]. In proposition 3.1 of [8]
it was shown that

Proposition 2.7. For2 < j < L

Nix(s:8)= > —gx(n;i)cj(n) :
pln=pe(T;-1,T}]

If
Nixsp= Yy XA

pIn=p€(T;-1,T}] ’
then fx(n; 3) < hx(n; B)ci(n) and fx(p; B) = gx (p; B).

Therefore by x o (n) is the m-fold Dirichlet convolution of fy (n; f)n ™" and b; x o g(n) is the
m-fold convolution of gx(n; B)c;(n)n~" for 2 < j < L. We will make use of two more
sets of coefficients. Let U, x , 5(n) be the m-fold convolution of hx (n; B)n ™" Lpjn=spe(my 1]
when j = 1 and the m-fold convolution of gx(n; By)n ="' Lpjn=pe(r,_, ;) When 2 < j < L.
Finally, let b{ y , g(n) be the m-fold convolution of hx (7; B)1pjn=pe(ry, ) When j = 1 and the
m-fold convolution of gx(n; Bi)lpjn=pe(r;_,,1;) When 2 < j < L. Note V) , 5 and V] x , 3
are multiplicative, and |b; x a,5(7)|, |0} x 0.5(n)| < b x o g(1). All the information we will need
about these coefficients is contained in lemma 3.2 of [8].

Lemma 2.8. For1 < j < Landp € (T;_1,T}]
bj x,a,8(p) = ax(p Z Brp™™®

and b;'/,X,a,ﬁ(p) < B Ifr > 2
n o Pim
;'/,X,a,,B(p ) S r!

holds whenever 2 < j < L or p > logT, and otherwise

! et < ML TIoB/m 2
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3. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2

We will begin with the evaluation of
T = [ T Iexp (28:Re Pir, (3 + it + cw))) w(t/T)dt,
Gm k<m j<L

which is the simplest computation. To compute this mean value, we apply lemma 2.2 and then
extend the integral over the entire set [1°, 277 to find

2T
< [ TIWn o+ i+ o e

T k<m

Here we have used that [, (1 + O(e=52K5))2 = O(1). Note N x(s; 3) is a Dirichlet polyno-

mial of length < leoomﬁ K5 when j > 1and of length < 77" 28 when j = 1, so
H Nx (s + iay; Br)
k<m

has length at most 7200 K1 100mAZ ke .08 KL < 71/10 by choice of T;, K; and L. There-
fore using lemma 2.4 in tandem with proposition 3.3 of [8] we find

j<<TH H <1+M+O<i)> + O(e~B2Ki)
p?

J<L \pe(Tj-1,T}]
< T(log T)Bf—i-...-i-ﬁfn H |<(1 + i(aj _ ak) + 1/ log T)|25J‘Bk’
1<j<k<m

where the latter bound follows from an application of lemma 2.6. This concludes the proof of
Proposition 1.2. U

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.3

Recall
Iy = ; [T ¢G+itt+aw)
m k<m
X H exp (B — V)P, (3 + it + aw)) + BePim, (3 — i(t + ax))) w(t/T) dt.
<L

To compute this, we will first need to replace the exponential by a Dirichlet polynomial. To accom-
plish this, we will write Z, as a telescoping sum and control the size of the intermediate increments.
For 0 < J < L denote

i = [ T ¢ +ilt+ )

Gm k<m
) TN (& + it + ax): 2B = 1))* Ny (& + it + an): 2B4)
J<J
< T exp ((Bs = V)Pia, (3 + it + aw)) + BePyr, (5 — it + ) w(t/T) dt.
J<j<L

7



Since Z, = Iéo), we may decompose

T =7" -3 () - 7)
J<L

To prove Proposition 1.3 we will give a lower bound for |/ (L)| and then show that
S -z < ]
J<L

To control these differences, we will use the following consequence of lemma 2.2 and the definition
of G,,.

Lemmad4.1. For0 < J < L
|I(J I(J 1)|
e PO [ TT I + it + an))| - [Nz, (3 + it + an); 38k — 1N, & + i + an); 38 .
Gm k<m

To prove Proposition 1.3, we will now just need the following two estimates.

Proposition 4.2.
Bjﬁk
|I | >T H (1 + Z 1+z(ozj—ozk ’
p<Tp 1<y, k<m

Proposition 4.3. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis

!é [T 1€G +it+am)] - INn, (5 + it + ) (B = 1D)Np, 3 +i(t + an); 35)dt

m k<m
<T]] <1+ > fj?’;lj

p<Tp 1<y3, k<m

Before proving these two statements, let us briefly see how they imply Proposition 1.3.

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Combining Propositions 4.3 and 4.2 with lemma 4.1, we see that
P RS D D
J<L J<L
By definition of K ;, the sum on the right hand side is equal to
(log, T)%/?
Z exXp < 5062# .
J<L

Because T;, < T, it also follows that L < 2log; T' + log d. Therefore by summing in reverse
starting at J = L, we see that this sum is bounded by

Zexp (—50B36—310g6/463j/4) < Zexp (_50536—310@/4]-) < exp (_50536—310g6/4) .

i1 j>1



Therefore if we choose 6 > 0 sufficiently small in terms of 3 we may ensure that

(L)
ng (J1|<|] |.

2
J<L
Therefore it follows that

R ( > )

p<Try, 1<y, k<m

4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.2. To estimate Z (L) , we will first write ISL) = J1 — Jo, where

T = / Hg +i(t+ o) )N7, (3 +i(t+ar); %(Bk—l))zNTL(%+i(t+ak);%ﬁk)2w(t/T)dt

k<m

and

h= /[] [T ¢Ciltran) N, (b+ilt+on); S (Be—1))* N, (§ + it + o)s 56r) w(t/T)

\Gm k<m

We will evaluate 7; first. We will make use of the following approximate functional equation.

1 682 t3m s
Viz.t) =55 /(1) - (7) ds

and o(n) =3, . _, ny ' . oniem For oy < T/2and t € [T, 2T

[T ¢ +it+ia) =" ;;g?twn t) +0(1/T).

k<m n

Lemma 4.4. Let

Proof. We will evaluate the integral
1 682 3ms 1 : :
I:2—m' (1)?t HC(§+2t+2ak+s)dS
k<m
in two ways. Expanding [ | k<m § (% + it + icy, + $) into its Dirichlet series and simplifying shows

Ta(n)
= Z n1/2+itv(n’ t).

n

Alternatively, by shifting the contour to Re s = —1, we pass over poles at s = 0 and s = —% —

1t — 1. Only the residue at s = 0 contributes because of the rapid decay of ¢*” and because
|t + ay| > T'/2. Therefore

1 s*
I=1J¢G+it +iow) + —/( , %ti”ms [T ¢G +it + ik + s)ds + Oa(TH).

271
k<m k<m

To conclude, by the standard estimate ((—1 + it) < 1 + |¢|, we may bound this final integral by

€ —3m
<</y+1T [T+ 1+ o+ yl)dy.

71<s
9



The integral over the region |y| < T can be bounded by

T
< / — T3 T dy < T,
o y+1
and the integral over the region |y| > T is

2

[e’e] e—y
< / T2 x y™dy < T
T Yy

Next we will need to understand the coefficients of the Dirichlet polynomials

o
k<m -
TT M3 it b3 — ) = 30 -
k<m -

and

T Ao & i+ )i 30° = 3 2000

k<m n
[TV G+ it + a2 = 3 )
L T\ T UL T Qk)s 5Pk) = /2t

Notice that each ¢;(n) is the twofold Dirichlet convolution of bj 7ol
Tr,05

(n) with itself, where 1(3 — 1) and 183

(6-1) (n) with itself and each
r;(n) is the twofold Dirichlet convolution of b 1

3 T,a,508
denote the vectors with j™ element £(3; — 1) and 3 3; respectively. As before, we will define two

more sets of coefficients: Let ¢j(n) be the twofold Dirichlet convolution of &' ol l)(n) with
3T ,00,5 (B~

itself and let 7 (n) be the twofold Dirichlet convolution of ' 1 (n) with itself. Finally define

],TL,Q,§,@
¢j(n) and 77 (n) in an analogous fashion. As before, the key point is that ¢; and 7 are multiplica-
tive approximations of ¢; and 7; and that ¢j and r are non-negative multiplicative coefficients
satisfying |g;l, |¢j| < ¢" and |r;], |rj| < r". Before proceeding further, we will need the following
estimate.

Lemma 4.5. Forp € (Tj_1,T}]
i (pl)’ r; (pl) < m26il4me—l log(l/2m)/4m~+21 )

Proof. The bound for ¢; follows by combining the formula

oy T Y
() =) e tia-n Py 0 1))
x+y=Il
with the bound for bj,TL,a,%(ﬁ—l) (p*)
The argument for r; is the same. =
10

given in lemma 2.8 and noting that either v > [ /2 ory > /2.



We can now compute

2T —it 13ms
t
i = sz Z n1/2h1/2k;1/2 /(1 / ( ) w(t/T) dt ds

+O< / H Ny (5 4+t + an); 5(Be — 1))N7, (5 + it + a); 551)) dt)

Because

TT Ve (3 + it + an); 2B — D)N7, (3 + it + o) 26x)

k<m

is a short Dirichlet polynomial whose coefficients ¢(n) satisfy ¢(n) <. n®, it follows that the error
term is <. 7 by lemma 2.3. Returning now to the main term, the next step is to discard the terms
where nh # k. An exercise in contour integration shows that

J
81&9
Therefore repeated integration by parts 1mp1ies that

2T n n 3m\—A
/T w(t/T) ( kh) V(z,t) dt <4 ﬁog(ngk)&w.

Because h and k are at most 7'/2, it follows that log(nh/k) > T~/? if nh # k. Therefore the
contribution to the sum of terms with hn # k is O 4(T~4) because h, k < T1/2.
Now by shifting the contour to Re s = —1/4 and simplifying the diagonal terms, we find that

Viz,t) <ay (1+ |:):/t3m|)

Si=Tlwl, > T“<k/h)g<h>r< ) Lo,

h,k<T'/2
h|k

By multiplicativity, we may factor the inner sum as

Takh Talk/h)q;(R)r;(k
3 (k/h) “T1 3 (/)(2()().

h,k<T1/2 J<L p|lh,k=pe(Tj_1,T}]
Rk hlk

Next notice if ¢;(h) # ¢;(h), then it must be that Q(h) > 10052 K. So replacing ¢; and r; with ¢
and r’; respectively incurs an error of order

o~ 10082K, Z 20 7 (/1) g () (k)
k

p|h,k:>pE(Tj,1,Tj]

h|k
2
< 6—100531(]- H (1 + 265* +0 (%)) < 6—505319.
pE(Tj—1,T5] P P

for each j. Here we have used the divisor bound |7, (p¥)| <. p°Y and lemma 4.5 to bound the

contribution of the terms of order smaller than 1/p?. Therefore, suppressing terms of order 7 7¢,
11



we see that

=Tl TT{ TI ( > Ta@y‘”qﬂpx)m(w)) O

py
JSL \pe(T;j_1,T;] \0<z<y

“rl T TT (1 L GOn0) + @G | (ﬁ)) R
]

JSL \pe(Tj-1,T; P

A quick computation shows that

¢i(p) +7.(p) = ar, () > By~ = r;(p).

k<m

Therefore, recalling ar, (p) = p~'/'°87% (1 — log p/ log T},), we deduce

i log p 1 _5082K,
J=Tlwl: [T{ I < =1 Bip (plogTL+ )>+0( PG

J<L \pe(Tj-1,1j] k<m

and we may readily conclude
Proposition 4.6.
aer Tl (10 3 G 00)
p<Tp, 1<y, k<m

We will now show, for § sufficiently small, that | 75| < |J1]|/2. To do this we will need to
decompose the set [T, 27] \ G,, into many pieces. First recall the definition

G :={te|[T/2,5T/2]: |Pjr, (5 +it)| < K;foralll <j<L}.
Now given a subset A of [m] := {1,...,m}, we will define
Ga={te[T.2T]):t+ar € Gifandonlyif k € A},
and foreach 1 < 5 < L let
Bj:={te[T/2,5T/2]: |Pyr(5+it) < K;foralll <r <jandr <s<L
but |P;r, (3 +it)| > K; for some j < s < L}.

To evaluate 75, we must evaluate an integral over all of the G4 with A ranging over all proper
subsets of [m]. Without loss of generality we will write A = [m] \ [a]. For each t € G4, there is a
function F} : [a] — [L] such that t + o; € By(;). We will further partition G4 into the sets

Ban={t€Ga: néﬁlFt(j) =n}.
Jj€la
With this new notation, we may write

7,271\ G = | | | | Ban-

n<L AC|m)
12



When n > 1, we may proceed in a similar manner to [8]. Using Lemma 2.1 with X = T,,_; and
the definition of B4, we find

/B TT 12 + it + )N, (& + it + aw)s 3 (B — DN, (5 + (¢ + an)s 480 Pt/ T) dt

An k<m

< /B ﬁexp (Re (ZPj,Tnl(% it + o)) + 1/cn_1)

An k=1 j<n

X [Ny, (3 + it 4+ an); (B — 1))N7, (3 + it + o) 385) |7 dt

< etfen- HHeXp Re Pjr, (5 +i(t + aw)))

Ban p— 1j<n

X [N, (5 +i(t+ an); (B — 1))NTL( +i(t+ o); 3 Be)|? dt

2T
< 61/%1%1?}}{/ [Por (5 + it + )/ Ky 120 I [T WGmoa (5 it + ) )P
€la T X
s€[L] k=1j<n

X |NTL(% + ’i(t + Oék); %(51@ — 1))NTL(% + i(t + Oék); %ﬁk)|2 dt.
So by lemma 2.4 we need the following mean value calculations.

Proposition 4.7. For j <n

2T m
/ HV\GTn (il + ) NG (5 + it + an); 5 (Be — 1))NGmy (5 + it + ax); 38 |2dt

1 5Bk < log p 1) —5082K;
<T 1+ = 24O —=— 4+ 5 ) | +O(e7),
Il }< p 2 plei=en) plogTyy  p? ( )

p€e(Tj-1,T; 1<j,k<m

Proof. All of the following calculations are similar to earlier computations, so we will just sketch
their proofs The coefficients of the Dirichlet polynomial

HMTvz (5 it +an); )N (5 + it + aw); 5 (B — DINGm, (5 + it + aw); 55)
k=1

are given by the triple convolution
a(n) = =b0,1,_,.a xb * b n
(n) = bjz, s, /27551 2(,8 1) j,TL,a,%B( ):

where 1/2 is a vector of m copies of 1/2. Using Rankin’s trick, one can replace these with the
multiplicative coefficients

/ Y / /
a (n) = bj,Tn,ha,l/? bj Ty e, (/@ 1) * bj,TL,a,%/@(n>

at a cost of O(e~?%%2%;). Using lemma 2.8, one may then show that

N2 _ BBk log p
\a (p)| - Z pi(aj—ak) +0 <1Ong—1)

1<j,k<m

\a 1
P <<p.

r>2

and
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The claim now follows by multiplicativity and lemma 2.3. U

Proposition 4.8. For1 <n < L

2T .
/ Por, (5 4 i(t + cp))/J,|*1/20n] H Ny (3 +i(t 4 aw); 3 (B — 1) N, (5 4 i+ an); 560)] di
! k=1
<< T6_ 10g(1/0”)/400n.

Proof. By Cauchy Schwarz, the relevant mean value is at most

2T 1/2
(/ Pz, (5 + it + ap))/ K, |21/ dt)

T

o1 m 1/2
X (/T H INT, (3 +i(t+ ow); 2B — 1)N7, (5 + it + an); 286) | dt) ,
fm1

By Proposition 4.2 of [8], the first integral is < Te~198(1/¢n)/20¢n Using the same reasoning in the
previous proof, one may show that the second integral is

1
< I (1 e ()) <1
pG(Tnthn} p

because log 7,/ log T,,_1 = e for n > 1. The claim now follows.

Proposition 4.9. For j > n

2T m

[T Vim G+ it + cw)s 3(Be — DINGr, (5 + it + aw); 38e)Pdt
T p=1
<7 ] (1 +0 (3)) + O(e 505K,
pE(Tj—1,Tj] p

Proof. The proof is a simpler version of the proof of Proposition 4.7. One now has a double
convolution instead of a triple convolution, and uses a cruder bound for the Dirichlet polynomial
coefficients. The details are omitted. U

The previous three propositions and Mertens’ estimate now imply that

/B T 1€G +i(t + an)lINT, (5 + it + an); $(Bs — 1)Nr, (§ + it + ar); 380)*w(t/T) dt

An kgm

1 BBk log p 1 ek
T 1+ = I 19) = O (e 5082K;
<ol T (1] 5 2% vo (s ) ) vorem)

Jj<n \pe(Tj-1,Tj] 1<j,k<m

14



X 61/Cn71_10g(1/cn)/405n H H (1 _I_ O (1)) + 0(6_5063Kj)
]

n<j<L pE(ijth p

< Texp (1/cp1 — log(1/c,) /40¢, + O ((log, T)*e ™)) H (1 + ! Z %)

pSTnfl

< Texp (1/cp1 —log(1/c,)/40c, + O ((logy T)?’e™" + L — n)) H (1 + 1 Z ﬁjﬂk > .

p<TL
When n = 1, we will instead use the estimate

Proposition 4.10. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis, for any A C [m)|

/B TT €L+ it + )Ny (3 + it + ) BB — 1)) Ny (& + it + an); 1) w(t/T) dt

Al k<m

<4 T(logT)™ .

Proof. By Holder’s inequality, the integral over B4 ; is at most

- 1/3
(meas B4 1)'/? (/T H IC(5+i(t+oy))? dt)

k<m

2T 1/3
X (/ N7, (3 +i(t+ on); 2B — 1N (3 + it + ar); 3580)|° dt)

T

By the same reasoning used in the proof of Proposition 4.7, one may show the final integral is
< T(log T)°WM. By the main theorem in [8], the first integral is also < T'(log T)°™). The claim
now follows by using lemma 2.7 of [8] to bound meas B4 ;. ]

We now have all the necessary tools to show
Proposition 4.11. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis, if ¢ is sufficiently small in terms of 3
| T2| < | T1l/2.

Proof. The preceding calculations in tandem with Proposition 4.6 imply that for n > 1

/B TT1CG + it + )N, (5 + it + an); 5B — D)Nz, (5 + it + e ); 580) Pw(t/T) dt

An k<m

< exp (/o1 —log(1/c,)/40c, + O ((log, T)?e™™ + L — n)) | Al

Therefore by summing over all A C [m] and applying Proposition 4.10 we see that

| Ja| < | T Z exp (1/cu—1 —log(1/c,)/40c, + O ((logy T)?e™™ + L —n))+04 (T(log T)~*) .
2<n<L
(2)

15



The T'(logT)~* term is negligible. To bound the sum over n, we use the definition of the ¢, to
find

Z exp (1/co—1 —log(1/c,)/40c, + O ((log, T)’e™™ + L — n))

2<n<L

= Z exp (e "(log, T)*(O(1) + 55n — 5 logs T')) + O(L — n)).

2<n<L
Because 7;, < T it follows that L < 2 log; T' 4 log 0 so the sum is at most
Z exp (e7"(log, T)*(O(1) + 35 log 6)) + O(L — n)).
2<n<L
By summing in reverse, we may bound this sum by
Zexp (¢/(O(1) + 55 logd) + O(j Zexp + 45 1og 8)j) < exp (O(1) + 55 logd) .
>0 j>1

Therefore by taking ¢ sufficiently small in terms of 3, we can ensure that this sum times the implicit
constant in (2) is at most 1/3, so the claim follows. ]

Combining this with Proposition 4.6 completes the proof of Proposition 4.2 U

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.3. Now only Proposition 4.3 is needed to complete the proof of
Proposition 1.3. To accomplish this, we will now use Lemma 2.1 with X = 77 and the defi-
nition of G,,, to deduce

/g [T 1CG + it + an)lINm, (3 + it + an); 5B — V)N, (3 +i(t + an); 38)Pw(t/T) dt

m k<m

< HHexp (Re Pz, (5 +i(t+ o))

Im p=1;<L

X [Ny (3 +i(t+ aw); 2Bk — 1))N7, (3 + it + ar); 286) 7 dt
2T M
< / [T Ve + e+ o) D
|NTL(§ + ’l(t + Oék); i(ﬁk — 1))NTL(% + i(t + ak); %ﬁk”z dt.
So all that remains to is compute the mean square of the Dirichlet polynomial

[T Ve (3 + it + an)s N7 (5 + it + aw); 3(Be — 1)N7 (5 + it + aw); 260).
k=1

Proposition 4.7 with n = L + 1 and lemma 2.4 imply that this mean value is
1 B; Bk
<T]] (1 o2 )
p<TyL 1<j,k<m

This now concludes the proof of Proposition 4.3, and therefore also the proof of Proposition 1.3.
O
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5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.4

All that remains is to bound the quantities

Ik:/g G+t + )™ [] exp (2(8 — m)Re Pyr, (2 +i(t + )

j<L

< [T T exp (28:Re Py, (3 + ilt + ) w(t/T)dt
<m j<L
1#k

This is very similar to the proof of Proposition 4.3. By applying lemma 2.1 with X = 77, and
lemma 2.2 it follows that

2T
T [Ny (3 i+ )i, (4 + (e + )i B — )

T

x [ Wy (5 +i(t + ae); Bo) | dt.
<m
Fk
Before proceeding it may be helpful to review the definitions made preceding Proposition 2.7.
When j > 1, the coefficients a;(n) of the Dirichlet polynomial

N, (3 +i(t + aw); m)NGr, (3 +i(t + aw); B — m) [[ Nir, (3 + it + a); Be)
%

are given by the m+1 fold Dirichlet convolution of gz, (n; m)n~"**¢;(n) and gr, (n; Sr—m)n""c;(n)
with g, (n; Be)n~"*c;(n) for all ¢ < m not equal to k. When j = 1 a similar formula holds with
fr, in place of g7, . As before, one may replace c;(n) with 1}, pe(r;_,,7;,) at a cost of O(e 2255

to obtain multiplicative coefficients a’;(n) which

’ 2 Bjﬁk logp
WP = Y 40 (—10g ’)

1<j.k<m

DR
r>2 p
for T;_1 < p < Tj. As before, this allows us to conclude that

o, < T[] <1+ > if’;k 1).

p<Ty, 1<y, k<m

and

Proposition 1.4, and therefore Theorem 1.1, readily follows.
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