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Abstract

Assuming the Riemann Hypothesis, we show that infinitely often consecutive
non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta-function differ by at least 2.7327 times
the average spacing and infinitely often they differ by at most 0.5154 times the
average spacing.

1 Introduction

Let ((s) denote the Riemann zeta-function. We denote the non-trivial zeros of ((s)
as p = B +ivy. Let v <~/ denote consecutive ordinates of the zeros of ((s). The von
Mangoldt formulate (see [20]) gives

T T
N(T) = — log — log T
(T) 5 0g2m+0(0g ),

where N(T') is the number of zeros of ((s),s = o + it in the rectangle 0 < o < 1,0 <
t <T. Hence, the average size of v — v is 27/ log~. Let

. log v
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p = liminf(y" — ) Ogv’
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where v runs over all the ordinates of the zeros of the ((s). In [I3], Montgomery
suggested that there exists arbitrarily large and small gaps between consecutive zeros
of ¢(s). That is to say 4 = 0 and A = +o0.

Understanding the vertical distribution of the zeros of the zeta-function is very
important for a number of reasons. One reason, In particular, in [5] also [15], it was
pointed out that spacing of the zeros of the zeta-function connected with the class
number problem for imaginary quadratic fields. Also, the gaps between consecutive
zeros of the Riemann zeta-function relate to the zeros of the derivative of the Riemann
zeta-function near the critical line, see [6],[8],[11],[19],[21].

Unconditionally, in 1946, it’s remarked by selberg [18] that 4 < 1 < A. In 2005,
by making use of the Wirtinger’s inequality and the asymptotic formulae of the fourth
mixed moments of the zeta-function and its derivative, R. R. Hall [I0] proved that
A > 2.6306. This result is even better than what was previously known assuming RH.
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Assuming RH, let T be large and K = T'(logT)~2. Further, let

Re(X e @akge(n)A(n)n~"?)

h(c) =c—
ZkgK ‘ak|2

where

2 Sill(ﬂ'cllgg;)

9e(n) = mwlogn

and A is the von Mangoldt’s function. On RH, by an argument using the Guinand-weil
explicit formula, Montgomery and Odlyzko [14], in 1981, showed that if h(c) < 1 for
some choice of ¢ and {a,}, then A > ¢, and if h(c) > 1 for some choice of ¢ and {a,},
then p < c. They chose the coefficients

1, logk

= k_%f(logK

A(k)
ks

log k
log K

f(—72)

) and ap =

where f is a continuous function of bounded variation, and A(k), the Liouville function,
equals (—1)%®); here, Q(k) denotes the total number of primes of k. Then they obtain
A > 1.9799 and p < 0.5179 by optimizing over such functions f.

In 1982, by a different method, Mueller [16] showed that A > 1.9 which is an
immediate consequence of a mean value theorem of Gonek [9].

Montgomery and Odlyzko’s results were soon improved by Conrey, Ghosh and

Gonek [3] in 1984. In [3], Conrey, Ghosh and Gonek altered the coefficients to

d, (k) A(k)d, (k)
3 k3

ar = and aqp =

where d,.(k) is a multiplicative function and for a prime p,

F(m+r)

dr(p") = T(rym!

By the choices r = 2.2 and r = 1.1 respectively, they improved the values to A > 2.337
and p < 0.5172.

Recently, H. M. Bui, M. B. Milinovich and N. Ng [2] combined the coefficients of
[14] and [3] and got the coefficients

d, (k) A(k)d, (k)
ks ks
By optimizing over both f and r, they obtain A > 2.69 and u < 0.5155.

There are still some results about A on the condition of GRH. Conrey, Ghosh and
Gonek [4] combined the ideas of Mueller [16] and [3] and then proved A > 2.68, also,
by a general mollifier, N. Ng [I7] improved the result to A > 3. Still, by a extension of
the mollifier of N. Ng, H. M. Bui [I] proved A > 3.0155.

The works of [3],[2] are based on the idea of [14]. Our work is still based on this,
and the results are
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Theorem 1.1 If the Riemann Hypothesis is true, then A > 2.7327 and p < 0.5154.
In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we choose the coefficients

d.(k log K k 12 (p1po) log py log p log K/k
P (R ) 5 e e s g LR T,
logK k2 log® K log K
p1ip2k
and
Ak)d,(k log K/k (p1p2) log p1 log p log K/k
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k3 log K k2 log K log K
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where fi, fo are some polynomials which will be specified later.
We now give some further insight into the coefficients used here. We note Zpl palk log p1 log po

approximates the coefficient of C (k) Zplm‘ . 1og p1 log po approximates the co-

efficient of W Hence, The choices of the coefficients used here make A(t) =
> k<x axk™" behave like a differential polynomial of (5 + it)" and < ( +it) and a

differential polynomial of ¢(1 + 2it)"/¢(3 + it)" and CC (5 +it) respectlvely.
The coefficients we choose here are motivated by Feng [7]. In [7], the mollifier
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was introduced to improve the result on lower bound of the proportion of zeros of the
Riemann zeta-function on the critical line.

2 Some lemmas

To prove Theorem 1.1, we need the following lemmas
Lemma 2.1 (Mertens Theorem).

1
Z o}g)p =logy + O(1).

p<y

Lemma 2.2 (Levinson [12]).

1
Z 08D _ O(loglog 7).
p
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Lemma 2.3 For fixed r > 1,

S S A og)” + 0((og 7y

k<z

uniformly for x < T
Lemma 2.4 Let a; = 1,2 for 1 <7 < m, and f is a continuous function, D > 1,
then

/D log® _1:171dx /% log® _1x2dx2.'./71112?-zm f([lj'll’z"‘l'ml’)dx
1 T

zlal_]- / f logllab
a z 10'1
Lemma 2.1-Lemma 2.3 are familiar results and Lemma 2.4 is the Lemma 9 of Feng
[7].

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove the Theorem 1.1. At first, we give a lower bound for A by
evaluating h(c) with the coefficient

10gK/k 117 (p1p2) log p1 log py (logK/k)
logK log® K log K

l\)l»—l

p1p2|k

where r > 1 and f;, fo are polynomials. Employing this coefficient, we have the
denominator in the ratio of sums in the definition of h(c) is
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with obvious meanings. By Abel summation, Lemma 2.3 and recalling that K =
T(logT)™2, we have

K logK/x sy dx >
. 2 2 ré—1-"" re—1
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where € > 0 is arbitrary and the constant of O is decided by r, € and f;. Substituting
k with p1pakg, we find that

Dy =2 Z 12 (p1p2) log py log pad, (p1p2ko)? fl(logK/Plpzko) (IOgK/leko).
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For d.(n) = O(n®) with arbitrary ¢ > 0,
log P
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Then we note the terms for which (ko, p1p2) # 1 contribute at most O((logT)™~") in
Dy. We will also face similar problems in the remainder of the article and not point
out any more. By this and Lemma 2.3, we have
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Let f be a continuous function bounded on [1, K], i > 2 and a,, > 1 are integers for
1 <m <1, then
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Then by Lemma 2.1 and Able summation,
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We can treat p;_; the same to p;, then by induction, we have
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where the constant of O is decided by f,e. Employing this with ¢ = 2 and
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we obtain that

24,76 / d:cl /Jcl dxs /Jcm logK/xlxgx)
D2 = log K log K

log K/x1201 dz
x (BRI g BT log ) 1 4 Of(log )" 1),

By Lemma 2.4, we have
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By variable changes u =1 — 11(;§§<1> =1- l‘l’fgw;f,

Dy =24(og K)* [ (1) [ (w = 0" i) alw)dvdu + O(og T 1+)
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where the constant of O is decided by r, € and fi, fo. It’s easy to find (see Lemma 8
of [7])
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By this, we have
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with obvious meanings. Similarly to Ds, interchanging the summations, by (B.2]),
Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4, we have
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with variable changes u =1 — Similarly,
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where the constant of O is decided by r, € and fs.
We now evaluate the numerator in the ratio of sums in the definition of h(c). If we
let
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then a straightforward argument shows that
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with the obvious meaning. By the familiar distribution of A(n), we have
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_ 1 _ logx _ logx
Let u=1 ek U= Togir WE have

log K
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where the constant of O is decided by r, € and f;. Similarly,
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From the calculation of N;, we know the inner sum in the main term of the last
expression of N is

K
&ﬂ/mggﬁfﬁﬂﬂm%xyaﬁz
1

log K ! 1
K log
P1P2T] sin (ﬂ-clogT> log K/p1p2$$lf1 dx 21
logT)"
o [ S (PR T 0 (log 7).

Employing this and by (8.2]), an argument similar to Dy shows that
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where the constant of O is decided by r, € and f;, fo. Still,
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So, we have
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where the constant of O is decided by r, € and f5. Consequently, we find that
Ny + Ny + N3+ Ny
h(C) == )
D1+ Dy + Dy

where Dy — D3, N; — N, are given by (B.1)), (33), (3.5)-B.7), (3:9), (3.10). Choosing
r = 2.6 and fi(r) = —3.54 — 42.94z + 88.052% — 34.3323 , fo(x) = 4.56 + 63.02z +
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42.722% + 34.4523, we obtain (by a numerical calculation) that h(2.7327) < 1 when T
is sufficiently large. This provides the lower bound for A\ in Theorem 1.1.

Since A(n)? = 1 and A(np) = —\(n) for every n € N and every prime p, we can
evaluate h(c) with the coefficient

A(k)d, (k)

) log K/k
k2

,U Plpz logpl log pa 108;K/k5
i)t vy (S

log? K log K

Si(

Qp =

m\»—t

p1p2|k

as before. Here, as above, fi, fo are polynomials. With this choice of coefficient, we
obtain that

N1+ Noy+ N3+ Ny
D, +Dy+ D3

where Dy — D3, N; — N, are given by ([B.1)), (33), (3.5)-B.7), (3:9), (3.10). Choosing
r=1.18 and fi(z) = 1.25+0.952+2.072% —2.2123 | fo(z) = 0.7+ 1.92z, we obtain (by

a numerical calculation) that h(0.5154) > 1 when T is sufficiently large. This provides
the lower bound for y in Theorem 1.1.
It’s worth to remark that we may generalize the coefficient to

_di(F)

l
k2

h(c) =c+

log K /k
log K

) f2(10gK/7f) 3 log p1 log py

Gl log K log? K

ag

pip2|k

log K/k log p1 log ps log p
y(SBRIR) 5 losp s sy
log K log® K

p1p2ps|k

Y

log K /k log p1 logps - - - log pr
il log K ) Z log! K )

p1p2--prlk

for any integer I > 2. There is no problem to calculate h(c) with this coefficient.
However, the numerical calculation doesn’t seem like there is much to gain by increasing
any more item of the coefficient we choose.
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