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ON THE ZEROS OF EPSTEIN ZETA FUNCTIONS NEAR THE
CRITICAL LINE

YOONBOK LEE

ABSTRACT. Let @ be a positive definite quadratic form with integral coefficients and let
E(s,Q) be the Epstein zeta function associated with Q. Assume that the class number
of @ is bigger than 1. Then we estimate the number of zeros of E(s,Q) in the region
Rs > o7 () := 1/2+ (logT)~% and T < Is < 2T, to provide its asymptotic formula for
fixed 0 < 6 < 1 conditionally. Moreover, it is unconditional if the class number of @ is 2 or
3and 0 < 6 <1/13.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K = Q(v/D) be a quadratic imaginary field of class number h := hp and let xq, ..., xx
be its ideal class characters. The Hecke L-function attached to x; is defined by

—1
x;(n) ( X;(p) )
Li(s) := L(s, x;) := = 1—
o(5) = L) =2 3y = LI = Ay
for s > 1, where N is the norm. Each L; has an analytic continuation to C except for a
possible pole at s = 1 and it satisfies the functional equation

By the Euler product and (LII), L; has no zeros in s > 1 and the negative integers are the
only zeros of L; in fts < 0. All the other zeros are on the strip 0 < Rs < 1 and we believe
that they are actually on the line Rs = 1/2.

These Hecke L-functions have a functional relation with an Epstein zeta function. To
be precise, let () be a positive definite quadratic form with integral coefficients and its
fundamental discriminant D. The Epstein zeta function E(s, @Q)) associated with @ is defined
by

1
E(s,Q) := —
( ) m;Z Q(m7 n)s
(m,n)#(0,0)
for Rs > 1. It satisfies W
E(s,Q) = I > xilag)Ly(s), (1.2)
j

where wp is the number of roots of unity in X and a¢ is an integer ideal in the ideal class
corresponding to the equivalence class of ). If hp = 1, then the Epstein zeta function
E(s,Q) = wpLy(s) is nothing but a Hecke L-function up to a constant factor. Hence
we expect E(s, () satisfy the generalized Riemann hypothesis. However, if hp > 1, the
distribution of zeros of E(s, Q) is different to the Riemann zeta function and indeed E(s, Q)
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has zeros off the line #s = 1/2. Davenport and Heilbronn [3] showed that E(s, @) has
infinitely many zeros on s > 1. Voronin [I1] showed that the number of zeros of E(s, Q)
in the rectangle o; < Rs < g9 and T' < &s < 27T is

Npgsqg(o1,02: T,2T) > T

for any fixed 1/2 < 07 < 09 < 1 as a consequence of a joint universality of Hecke L-functions.
The author in [§] proved that

02

lim —Ng,q)(o1,00:T,2T) = / g(o)do
g1
holds for any 1/2 < 0y < 05 and some nonnegative continuous function g(o). By a straight-
forward adaptation of [7], the author in [9] improved the above asymptotic formula to

1 . [ loglog T
TNE(&Q)(O'l,O'Q . T, 2T) = /01 g(U)dU + O(W)
for h = 2,3 and fixed 1/2 < 01 < 03 < 1. The author with Gonek in [4] considered the case
h > 3 and proved that

1
T
for fixed 1/2 < 01 < 09 < 1.

Now we examine the zero-density on or near the 1/2-line for a linear combination of L-
functions with a same functional equation, which generalizes our Epstein zeta functions.
Bombieri and Hejhal in [2] proved that almost all zeros of a linear combination F(s) of
inequivalent L-functions with a same functional equation are simple and on the 1/2-line

assuming RH and a zero-spacing assumption for each L-function. Hejhal in [6] investigated
the zeros of F(s) = (cosa)e™' Li(s) + (sina)e™2Ly(s) near the 1/2-line and showed that

TlogT TlogT
G+/loglogT Gy/loglogT

for o1 = 1/2+ G/logT and for almost all a, where (loglog T)* < G < (logT)*™°, k € (1,3)
and § € (0,1/10). We expect that it holds for all a except for the cases cosa = 0 and
sina = 0, but it is still an open question whether a given Epstein zeta function with class
number 2 or 3 satisfy ([L3]). Selberg in [I0] sketched his idea which proves ([L3]) for almost
all linear combinations F(s) of L-functions.

The aim of this paper is finding an asymptotic formula for the zero counting function

NE(&Q)(O'T, o0 T, 2T)

o2
NE(S7Q)(017 Oy : T 2T> / g(o‘)do' + O(e_b\/W)

1

< NF(s)(O'h o0 T,2T) < (1.3)

of a given Epstein zeta function E(s, Q) as T'— oo, where
1 . 1
2 (logT)®

for fixed 0 < @ < 1. Let Ly,...,L; be inequivalent Hecke L-functions on K, i.e., L;(s) =
L(s, x;) and x; # x¢, X, for j # €. By the Euler product, we may write

log L(s, x;) ZZ% —

p n=l1

or = O'T(H) =
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for s > 1, then it is well-known that

a;j(p)ac(p) _ 1
; J p2UT = j,zgjelog lOgT + Cjr + @] W (14)

for j, 0 < J, where §;, =1if j=41,6;,=01if j #(, & = 41if x; is real, {; = 2 if x; is nonreal
and the c¢;, are some constants. Consider

J
Fi(s) = ijLj(s)

for by,...,b; € C\ {0} satistying
[uf* + - o =1

The Epstein zeta function E(s, Q) is a special case of Fj(s) up to a constant factor by (L2
and the relation L(s, x) = L(s, x). In this case, J is the sum of the number of real characters
and the half of the number of non-real characters. Hence, J =2 if h = 2,3 and J > 2 if
h > 3.

By Littlewood’s lemma, the zero counting function
Np,(0:T) := Ng,(0,00 : T,2T)

for 0 > 1/2 is essentially a derivative of the integral
1 2T
— log | F' it)|dt.
5 [ oglFilo i)

Moreover, we believe that the following conjecture is true.

Conjecture 1.1. Let J > 1,0< 60 <1 and op = 1/2+ (logT)~%. Then there exists n > 0
such that

%/T log |Fy (o7 + it)|dt = E[log |Fy(or : X)|] + O((long)") (1.5)

as T — oo, where
J
Fy(s:X) =Y bLi(s:X)
j=1

and

i(p) XNV -
Lis: %) =] (1 X @/)\/(L)S <p>>)

are the random models of Fy(s) and L;(s) for j =1,...,J. Here, the X(p) are uniformly

and independently distributed on the unit circle T and X (p*) := X (p)*-.

Conjecture [Tl for J > 2 is technically more difficult than the estimates in [4] for fixed
o > 1/2, since there are more logarithmic singularties near the 1/2-line. However, if J = 2,
it is possible to prove Conjecture [LI] for a small #. One sees that

2T 2T 2T
/ log |Fa(or +it)|dt = / log |by Lo (o + it)|dt + / log
T

T T

Ly . bo
— t —|dt.
L2 (UT +1 ) + bl
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The first integral on the right hand side can be estimated by an usual Dirichlet polynomial
approximation for log | Ly (o7 +it)| and the second integral can be estimated by adapting [5].
Since its proof is straightforward from [5], we state it without a proof as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Conjecture 11 holds for J =2 and 0 < 0 < 1/13 with n < (1 — 130)/4.

The main feature of this paper is our estimation of

E[10g|FJ(UT : X)|:|
as T — oo for J > 1.

Theorem 1.3. Let J >1,0<0 <1 and op = 1/2+ (logT)~?. Then

E[log |F(or : X)|] :%2/ (e

10g|bg _Z_ 2/5 ( 1 )
i%ilSiduy + O ——M8
Z Nz (loglog T)/4

¢=1J¢
J

Re = {(u1,...,u;) € R :up = max{uy, ..., us}} (1.6)
fort=1,2,....J and du = duy - - - duy.

Z]‘ u?/gﬂdu

as T — oo, where

One expects that Littlewood’s lemma, Conjecture [T and Theorem imply an asymp-
totic of Np, (o7 : T') as T — oo, but the O-term in Theorem is too big. Instead, we
estimate the difference

E[log |Ey(or(6h) : X)H - E[log |Ey(or(62) : X)H
for a small |0; — 05| to prove our main theorem.
Theorem 1.4. Let J > 2 and 0 < 0 < 1 and assume Conjecture [L1], then
1 TlogT)? < Ry T(logT)?
Np (or(0):T) = wee”™ 2% S du + O ——2 2
FJ( T( ) ) Al+Jd/2 /59 loglog T ; Ry (log log T)5/4
as T — oo, where & and R, are defined in Theorem [L.3.

By Theorem [[.2] we see that Theorem [[4] holds for J = 2 and 0 < # < 1/13 uncon-
ditionally. When F(s) is the Epstein zeta function E(s,Q) up to a constant factor, it is
interesting to see that

5 — 23J—h‘

2. PrROOF oF THEOREMS [[.3] AND [I.4]
Let
L(o: X):= (log|Li(c : X)|,...,log|L;(c : X)|,Slog Li(0 : X),...,Slog L;(0 : X)).

Define
Uyr(B) :=P(L(or : X) € B) =meas{X € T* : L(or : X) € B} (2.1)
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for a Borel set B in R?’. It is known that the measure Uy r has a density function Gy, so
that for

\PQ’T(B):/G@T(’UJ,’U)d’U,dU,
B

where w = (uy,...,uy),v = (vy,...,v5) € R/, (For instance, see the proof of Lemma 3.3 in
[4].) Then we see that

E[log|Fy(or : X)|] = / log | > bie" ™ | dWy p(u, v)
R2J j<J
- (2.2)
= / log ije“ﬁivj Gor(u,v)dudv
R2J i<J
and
@G,T(wvy) :/ 627Ti(u-m+v-y)d\1l9’T(u7v) :/ 627Ti(’u,-m+v-y)G€7T<u’v)dud,v’
RY RJ
where u = (uy,...,uy),v = (v1,...,v;5), 2 = (21,...,25),y = (y1,...,y;5) ER/, u-x =

UL, 4+ e+ UFTy and VY = 0N + .-+ VY. Since G@J"(’U,"v) iS the inverse Foul"iel"
transform of Wy r(x,y)

Goalw.v) = [ 0=y, y)dudo,
]RJ

we examine various properties of \i/gg“(w, y) to study Gor(u,v).

Proposition 2.1. There exist constants c1,co > 0 such that

(Zj :l?? + yjz)l/on )

log(>>; 2% +v3)

[For(@, )| < exp ( o
for 37,25 +yi > ¢,

. 20
()] < oo (Dloglos T+ 00)) Y2 +19))
J<J

0/2

for 3oy (af +y2) < W8T and

J
. 1
Wy (e, y) =e ™ 0 1olos T Xy & (T H) (P(m, y)+ O( > (@ + )" + oz T>9))

7=1
for >~ z3 +y? < ¢, where
P(z,y) == Z Bk,sz‘kye
kLe(Z>0)”
and the coefficients BW are independent to 6 and T satisfying
Byg=1

and
Bre=0
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if K(k+£)=1or>5. Here, = (v1,...,25),y = (y1,.--,ys) E RT, k= (ky,..., kj), €=
(61,...,6]) S (Zzo)‘] and

K(k):=Fki+ -+ ky, wk::Hx?.
J<J
Proposition 2.2. Let k, £, m,n be vectors in (Zso)’ and
Bokim.2tin I (r(k:j +1/2)T(¢; 41 /2)) (2k +m)!(2€ 4 n)!

PK(mtn) 22J+K(2k+20+m+n) gl_ﬂﬁfﬁmﬁm‘ﬂ (2k)!'m!(2£)!n!
J

dk.Lmmn =

J
Then, we have

u —|—U dk.t:m.n m,_.n
GQ’T(U,’U exp( Z 95 loglogT) Z (Glog logT)J+IC(k:+£+m+n)u v

k,e,m7n€(Zzo)‘]
1
ol ——M
<(10g log T)J+3)

for alluw = (uy,...,uy),v = (vy,...

,vy) € R”, and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

u? + v?
a _ Y
o.r(u,v) < exp ( c; og logT)

for all w = (u1,...,uy),v=(vi,...,vs) € R’

Note that
Qo000 =77 H@-_l =77
J

and
dkemmn = 0
if C2k+2£+m+n)=1or >5 We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let k be a positive integer, M > 1 and b; € C for j < J. Then there exists an
absolute constant C' > 0 such that

2%
/ > bjet il e it M gudy < MTR(CRYY 4+ M (Ck)*
R2J J<J
We prove the propositions and the lemma in §3l Now we shall estimate the integral in
[22). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Proposition and Lemma 2.3 we find that

. 1
E|log|F X)) = 1 bei i |G dud O ———
[og| (or )” /[M1 M2 ©8 ]; 7€ or(u, v)dudv + ((loglogT)n)

log

for any n > 0, where M; = n'v/loglog T logloglogT with ' > 0 depending on 7. By the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.3 we also have

2
log bieti i dud'v)
( /[_M17M1]2J Z ’

J<J

< (2M1)2J/ <10g
[_M17M1}2J

2
) dudv

§ bj 6Uj+ivj

i<J
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< M2J/ 1 b uj+1iv;
UL 08 Z €

J<J
< M2
Hence, by Proposition
E[lOg‘FJ(UT . X)H

2
) 6_ ZJ(U?+UJ2)/M12dudU

_ Z qk.L:mmn
o (Ologlog T')/+K(k+ttm+n)

k7£7m7n€(ZEO)J
. u +v
log ettt exp( )u v"dudv
[_M17M1]2J j; ! Z 0¢;loglog T

o (logloglog T')7+1/2
(loglog T')5/2

Once again, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Proposition 2.2]and Lemma [2.3] we find that
E[lOg‘FJ(UT . X)|:|

- Z (k£:mn
,£,mMm,n >0

wj+iv; uj + 5 m, n
/RZJ log ngije i+ exp( 2953 loglogT)u v"dudv 23)
<(log loglogT)J+1/2)
(loglog T')5/2
_ Z Qk.pmn L n(0.7) +O((loglog logT)J+1/2)
(0 log log T )k (k+£)+K(mtn) /27T (loglog T')5/2 ’

kvzvmvne(ZZO)J
where
2 b 'e(u]’-l-ivj)\/@log logT e
J

Ji<J

205D G ™ dudw.

I (0,T) ::/ log
RZJ

The logarithm is dominated by the biggest term in the j-sum, so that we divide R?*/ into J
pieces

J
Ion(0,T) = / / log
(0.7) ; o ),

where Ry is defined in (L6). By symmetry, it is enough to consider R;. Then
Z bje(uj—l—ivj)\/GloglogT e

//log
RIRe 1<
_ / / log‘ble(mﬂ'vl)\/w
R7 JRy

:dn/ (\/0loglog Tuy + log |by|)e™ 2 /S u™du, + Emm1(0,T),
R1

§ :ble(uj—l—ivj)\/GloglogT
J

i<J

e 23 (W& gy maym dudw,

2o /E M dudw

e~ 2 WD /G M dud + Emma1(0,7T)
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where
J b
Emm1(0,T) ::/ / log [1 4+ 2J (g —ur+i(v;—v1)VOlogTog T | = 32, (u5+v3) /& 0 Mgy ay oy
RJ Rl ,7:2 bl
and

dp = e™ 25V iy dy =
) /R 1 11

i<J

(fg(‘nﬁl)/z / v"je_vzdv) . (2.4)
R

Note that [, v"e " dv = 0 if n; is odd, and = I'((n; 4+ 1)/2) otherwise. Therefore,

I n(0,T) Zd / \/QloglogTuleog|bg|)e_zﬂ'“§/§jumdu+5m,n(9,T)
=+/0loglogTd, Z/ wge™ 25 Sy du (2.5)

td, Y / log [bele~ 1"/ umdu + Ep (6, T),

where

Emn(0,T) : ZsmngeT

By estimating &, (0,7 in §3.4, we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let J > 2. Then we have

1
m,n 7T = 11 An1/4 .
Emn (1) O((loglogT)1/4)

Therefore, by (23], (25) and Propositions 24 and 22 we find that

E|[log|Fs(or : X)|]

J J
:q070:070d0(\/910g10gTZ/ uge_zﬂ'“i/&jdujtz:/ log|bg|6_21'“§/5fdu)
=1V Re
1
ST/ gm0 -
+ 2 qOOmOdOZ/ ue v du+0<(loglogT)1/4)

K(m)= (2.6)

—7T_J/2H€ 2, /0loglog T Z/ wge™ 25"/ g
—J/2 12N og b / —X5u /g b
+7 1:[5] ; og | be| Rle i%idu+ O loglog 7))’

This proves Theorem [L.3]
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Next we prove Theorem [ assuming Conjecture [Tl By Littlewood’s lemma and (2.3))
we see that

or(62)
or(01)
2T

:% log\FJ(aT(Hl) +’Lt>|dt
T (2.7)

1 2T » T
— 5 /T log | Fy(or(62) + it)|dt + O(i(log T)92)

:% <E[10g |FJ(O’T(91) : X)H — E[lOg |FJ(O’T(92) . X)H) -+ O<(1O§T)n),

where o7(0) = 1/2+ (logT)~? and 0 < 6, < 6;. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let o be a real number, 61 > 0y > 0 and Hyr = 01 — 0. Suppose that Hyr — 0
as T — oo. Then for each i = 1,2 we have

O I (01, T) — 05 Ly (02, T)

J
1\ e _
=Hp+/loglogTd, (a + 5)@ 1/2 Z/ wpe” 2 wHE ™ du
=1V Re
J
+ Hydpaf? Z/ log |be|e™ 2 WG ™ du
(=17 Re

Hy 9

——————— + Hi+\/loglogT |.
O((loglogT)1/4 THrviestos )

We prove it in 3.5 Suppose that HploglogT = o(1), then

or(0—Hr)
/ " NF](’LU : T)dw S (O’T(e — HT) — UT(H))NFJ(O'T(H) . T)

HrloglogT
=—— (1 HploglogT))N, T
(log T)? ( + O(Hr loglog )) F, (or(0) )
and
or(6)
/ Np(w : T)dw > (o0(6) — o7(0 + Hy))Ne, (01(0) : T)
or(0+Hr)
HrloglogT
=——— (1 HrloglogT))N, :T).
(lOgT)e ( +O( T 10g 10g )) EI(OT(Q) )
By 1), Z3)) and Lemma 5] we find that
HrloglogT
W(l + O(HT log log T))NFJ(O'T(H) . T)
_HrT Z Jk:m,n
o (g1Og10gT)IC(k+£)+K(m+n)/2

kvevmvne(ZZO)J
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J
<\/loglog d( K(k +£) + _’C(m+"))9—1/22/ wge~ S /Sy
=17 Re

2

+dn<—lC(k:+£) ’C"H") Z/ log|bz|e—zj“§/£jumdu)
Re

T (logloglog T)7+1/2 HT
O( (log log T)7/° + 7 + H2T+/loglog T

(loglogT')
Choose Hr = (loglog T)~2 to optimize it, we see that
X T(lOg T)e Qk,l:m,ndn
Ney(or®): T)==5— D Gioglog D) Kikremmms

k7£7m7n€(220)

<\/910g10gT<—IC(k+£)+ m+n )Z/ Upe 2 ?/ﬁﬂumdu
Ry
+ <_ K(k+€) — W) Z/ 1Og|bé|e—2ju§/£jumdu)
(=17 Re

0 T(logT)°
(loglogT)5/* )°
We see that the summands are smaller than the O-term unless k = £ =0 and K(m +n) =
0, 1. Moreover, qoo.mn = 0 if £(m + n) = 1. Hence,

T(logT)’ qoo00ds / S w2/e T(log T’
N 0):T) = 00, E X;ui/% g =i
o (o (0) ) OloglogT” 4w —~ Jr, tee u+0 (loglog T)5/4

Since
- —-1/2
qo,0:00do =T 712 ng / )

J
we prove the theorem.

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS AND LEMMAS

3.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1l Let z; = w(x; +iy;) for j =1,...,J, then

Vor(x,y) =E|exp <2m’ Z(xﬂ%log Li(or: X)+y,;Slog L(or : X)))}

i<
:E exp <2mZ§R —1y;)log Lj(op : X)})}
i<J
=E|exp (iZZjlong(aT:X)—i—zjlong(UT:X))}
N J<J
Write
log L;(o: X) Zgj (p,o: X), gij(p,o:X) Za]

n=1
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then

Uy (e, y) HE[exp( > zigi(p o7 X) + zg;(p.or - X))}

i<J
T I (tpr 0+t )]
1<J
and we see that
‘ [Hexp( Z;g;(p, o7 X)+zjgj(p,aT:X)))H <1 (3.1)
i<J

By Lemma 2.5 in [§] and the argument to justify the equation (3.28) in [8 p. 1828 —1829],
there is a constant C; > 0 such that

_ pUT/2
‘ |iHeXp( ng] b, 07 : X)_'_zjgj(vaT:X))):H SCl 1/4
i<J (Z +y])
for p=oT, /Zj :173 + yjz- > 1. Hence if p?7 < Oy, /Zj :L'j2 + yj2 with Cy = min{1, C;%e~'}, then
’ {HeXP < ZJgJ (por : X) + 2;9;(p o7 : X)))} ‘ <e V2 (3.2)

Thus, by (B, 32) and the prime number theorem, we have

~ ‘l’ 2\1/20
LR | B GO e )
o) :
P°T<C2y/>; a5 +y7 & Yi

for 3, @7 +y7 > Cy and for some C3, Cy > 0. This proves the first inequality in Proposition
21

Let

Ape(p, o) = E[ng(p,a : X)Mgi(p,o X)ZJ} (3.3)
J<J
for k = (k1,...,ks) and £ = (£1,...,L,), then each factor of Wy r(x,y) is
K (h+-£) Ny
Z AR [ng (p,or: gj(p>UT3X) )]ZZ
k,£>0
KC(k+-£)
= [AYA Ak: ﬁ(p7 UT) kz£7
ke, £>0

where the sums are over all k = (kl, o k) =y, .. ly) € (Zs0)? and K(k) = ki +- -+
kj, k! = k! -k;! and 2F = H]<J ;. Since Ago(p, ) =1 and Ayr(p,0) = Ago(p,0) =0
for k # 0, the above sum equals

iKlk+0)

1+ ; il ————Apo(p,or)2F2" = 1+ Apray(p),
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where the *-sum is over all nonzero k, £ € (Zsq)’. By estimating (3.3)) one can show that
| Ake(p, o7)| < Csp~ o+
for some C5 > 0 and all nonzero k, £ € (Z>()”. Thus,
kj-i-fj ZJ |Z| 2
z -
Ao ray(0) < C5 Y vev I1 (' J') = C5<exp (%) - 1) . (3.4)
k.l i<J

Let Y = ellos D then there exists a constant Cs > 0 such that

Zj:l |21

| Ao 1,2,4(P)] < Co o < Cs
for 37, ;121> <Y and p > Y. Thus, by ()
far(e, )] < | T[(0+ Aurs0)
p2Y
Yzl
= H exp (AG,T,m,y(p) +0 (%)) ‘
p2Y p
J
= |exp (ZAg,T,m,y(p) + 0(2 \zjﬁ)) '
p=Y J=1
The p-sum is
. Kle+0) ny
ZAQ,T,w,y(p) = Z Z TE!Ak’e(p’ or)z"z
p>Y p>Y kL
) J
== Z Z |:g]1 p, or: X)gjz(pa or: X)):| Zj1Zj, t O(Z |Zj|2)
p>Y j1,j2<J J=1
a;, (p)a;
== Z Z i 20;2 J1zjz+0<2‘zy|2)
J1,J2<J p>Y
(p)”
=Sk E U o)
1<J p>Y
0 2 2
< — TIOglogTjL O(1) Z(x] + ;).
Jis<J
Therefore,

. 20
(@, )] < exp ( - (G rostog T+ 00) ) Yt + )

J<J

holds for 7. (23 +y7) < e1eT)? which proves the second inequality in Proposition 211
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Next, we find an asymptotic of ¥y (a,y) for > i<s(i+y37) < Cr. By B4) and choosing
C7 > 0 sufficiently small, we have that | A 1 4.,(p)| < 1/2 for every prime p. Thus,

@G,T(wa y) = H(1 + Ao 12.y(0))

P

1
= T (Arman ()~ 5(Aoman(+ O
p

= oxp (S Auran) — 5 X (Aorea) + O Z@: ) )

p

(e + y?—)?’) )

pGUT

The sum
1
Z A@,T,m,y(p) - 5 Z(AG,T,m,y(p>>2
p p

has a power series representation in z1, z1, ..., 2z, Zs, so let it be
Z Bk7e(O'T)2kZe.
k.t

For IC(k + €) > 3, we have

Beslor) = Bea(1/2) + O ((ITlT)@) |

For K(k) = KC(€) = 1, we have

K kt0) .
Z Bye(or) Z Z WAk,e(pa or)zZ"z
K(k)=K(£)=1 )=K (€)=
vy B[ 007+ X0l 07 5 )| 5155
P J1,J2<J

By ([I4]), we find that

E[0a 000 X)gsrr X0)| = G+ 0 ()

for j; # jo and

E{gj(p, or = X)g;(p,or : X))} = Za;gf < ((long)")

p

1
= §floglog T+ Cj5 + O <W)

for some constants Cj, j,, Cj;, C independent to 6. Thus,

1
Z BM(UT) = —GloglogTzzgﬂzj‘2 Z ChrgaZin %2 + O((logT) )

K(k)=K(€)= J<J J1.42<J
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Therefore, we have

\Ifg (z,y) _pOloglog T3, ;&% exp ( Z Cy jaZin 2 + Z Bk’£(1/2)zkz8)

Ji.g2<J K(k+£)=3,4,5

X exp <O ( XJ:(ZL“? +y5)° + (long)e))

j=1

J
1
_—m20loglog T > . . ; & (x24y?2) E 2 2\3
- B <P(m7y)+0<j=1(xj+yj> +(logT)6>)
for ng(x? +yj2) < C%, where P(x,y) is a polynomial of degree < 5 and may be written as

1+ Z Bk’gwk’ye.
K(k+£)=2,3,4,5

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.1]
3.2. Proof of Proposition By Proposition 2.1, we have

Gor(u,v) = / g p (e, y)e @) ddy
R2‘]

_ / o~ 0loglog Ty, Sj(:v§+y§)—27ri(m'u4ry'v)p(w’ y)dzdy
5, (@3 +y3)<Cr

1
O -
<(log log T)J+3>
= [ e R s S ) Pl ) dady
R2J

1
of——~
((log log T)J+3)’
where P(x,y) is the polynomial defined in Proposition 211 By the change of variables
.CL’j ZUj

€T, = _
7 w0 ToglogT  wHE;loglog T

and 5 )
y; = Y; _ 10;
T /08 ToglogT  whE;loglog T
one finds that
P(w’ y) — Z pk,l:m,n wk;yeumvn

k.£;m,ne(Zs0)” (0loglog T)k(k+6)/2+K(m+n)
L, m,n >0

where

Bk—l—m,l—l—n (k_'_m e+n Hé— (kj+L€5)/2—m;— nj

Pktmmn = — Rt trmin) K (m+n) m!lin!

Then we see that

u + v; 1
Gor(u,v) =exp ( Z 0¢; log logT> [1;(726¢; log log T')
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- 5@+ Pk tim.n Skl man gz
/Rwe DY (GToglog T)KR+B/3Kamam © Y w" 0" d2dy
kémnE(ZZO)J

(log logT J+3)

B u -+ vj Ck 2Pk £:m,n m,.n
= exp ( Z 3 log 10gT> > (01og log T)7+Ke+0/2+K(m+m) Y

k7£7m7n€(ZZO)J

+0 loglogT J+3)

where

Cht ::71-_2J<H£j_1) / e Z (SL‘ +yj edwdy
; RrR2J
J

I7T_2JH (5;1/e_mZxkfdx/e_y2y£jdy).
; R R

Thus, if there is odd k; or odd ¢;, then ¢ ¢ = 0. Otherwise,

ki +1 0+ 1
Ck:z—7T2JH< ( i )F(JS_ ))
Hence, we have

u} + v Cok 26D2k 26:m,m
G — ) ) ) m,_ . n
o,7(u,v) = exp < Z 0¢, log log T) o ze:(z y (floglog T)J+K(k+£+m+n)u v
£, 1mMm,mn >0

1
Ol ————— ).
(loglog T')/+3
Letting gk e.mn = Cok,20D2k 26:m,n, We prove the first identity of the proposition. The second
one can be deduced by modifying the proof of Theorem 6 in [1].

3.3. Proof of Lemma Our proof is basically the same as the proof of Lemma 3.3 in
[4], but we need the dependency on M. We first see that

E bj €uj +iv;
RrR2J

J<J

2k

log e 255 HD/M oy oy

2%
R7 J[0,27]/ kezd i<y
k
N / / log Z i€t Z e (it 2 M gy o= 32545 /M gy
r7 J[0,27]7 Py =

2%
dve™ Zi /M qu.

§ bj euj +iv;

j<J

log

oy
R7 J]0,27]/
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Next we need the inequality
2
/ (logla — bei”\)zkdv < (C1logla))® + (Cylog|b)* + (C1k)*
0

for some constant C; > 0. (See Lemma 2.1 in [4] for a proof.) Hence, we see that

wj+1v;
/RJ/[O%T]J Zb]B 7 J

Ji<J

<</ <Z (CQ 1Og‘bj€uj|)2k -+ (CQ]{?)zk) €_Zju?/Md’U/
RrRJ

i<J

2k

log dve™ 2% /M dqyy

<Y / ((Csuz)® + CFF)em Xoi/M dug + M7/ (Coke)*
<J /R

<M7? Z /RJ ((Cguj)szk + C??k)e_ 25 du 4+ M7/ (Cok)**
<J

<M7P2(CikM)* 4 M7/ (Cyk)?*.

Thus,
2%k

log e~ XM qudy < M7 TH(Ck)* + MY (Ck)?".

§ :bj€Uj+ivj

J<J

3.4. Proof of Proposition 2.4l By symmetry, it is enough to estimate

Emm1(0,7T) ::/ / log
R JR,

Let Ar = (logloglogT") /4. We divide R, into a disjoint union of the sets:

J
Y D) (s i) VITOETOR T | = 52, (u2402) /6 gy m gy s
by

Jj=2

A
Rl,siz{(ul,...,UJ)eRli—m<Uf—U1§Of0r€€S,
A
w—u < - forjed2,... J}\ S}

—  /OloglogT
for S € {2,...,J}. Let

SS ::gm,n,l,S(ea T)

= / / log
RY Ri,s

J
1+ Z Z_ie(%—mﬂ(vj—m))\/w

j=2

e 25 (W& gy maym dudw,

so that

Emna(0.T) = > &s.
First consider &y. In this case it is easy to see that

& = / O(e= A7) e~ LoD S ™y qudv = O(e4T).
RJ Rl’@
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Next consider S # (), then there is at least one element ¢ € S. We first observe the wu,

integral:

ul
J (u —u1+ivj—ivy)v/0loglog T e U 2 /€0 My
/u . log ‘1 + Z 9 J ¢St duy

1= TesToa T Jj=2
0
< / log @emﬁm—wnw +Zﬁe<uj—u1+wj_m>\/m duy
Ve lfgjlog T bl ]#Z !
o dw
lo wel(vz v1)\/w+ (s —ua+iv;—ivi)y/@loglog T
\/loglog / & ; by w
< AT + 1 lOg w‘l‘z J (uJ u1+ivj—ivg)y/0loglog T dw
VioglogT  +/loglogT o be w
Ar

e
L —/—=
log log T’

by the substitution w = e%v?gloeT Here, the last inequality holds by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let B be a fixed positive real number and let er > 0 be a decreasing function
to 0 as T — oo. Then we have

! d 1
/ |log\u+z||—u:O<—)
er u €T

as T'— oo uniformly for all |z| < B.

Proof. We first observe that it is enough to prove that

1
/ |log |u + z||du = O(1)
0
uniformly for bounded z = o + i5. By the inequality

—llog |u + af| <log|u + | <log|u+ z| =log/(u+ «a)? + 5% < log \/Qmax{(u+a)2,52}
= log V2 + max{log |u + a|,log ||} < log V2 + |log |u + a|| + log B,

we see that
1 1
[ gt elldu < [ togfu+ aldu+ 0(0)
0 0
If |a] > 2, then it is easy to see that
1 1
/ log [u + o [du — / lHog |a] + O(1)[du = O(1).
0 0

If |a| < 2, then we split the interval into two intervals depending on the condition log |u+a| >
0. Thus,

1
/ \log|u+0z||du:/ log|u+a|du+/ —log |u + adu.
0 lutal>1 |lutal<1
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It is easy to see that
0 S/ log |u + a|du < log(1 + B)
[0,1]"{|uta|>1}

and

1
OS/ —log|u+a|du§2/ —logudu < 2.
[0,1]0{uta]<1} 0

Hence, we find that

eAr
Es =0 ——
5 (\/log log T)
for S # () and
Emm1(0,T) = O0(e 7)) + O L =0 b
A Vioglog T (loglog T)1/* )~
3.5. Proof of Lemma We see that for a fixed real § and for each ¢ = 1,2
07 — 05 = Hr(80)"" + O(Hry)).

Thus, by (23
Q?Im,n(ela )_eg mn(92> )

=Hp+/loglogTd,, (a+ ) 0 WZ/ wge™ 23 %Sy du

+HTdna«9§“‘1Z / log |bele™ 25 %5 /% u™ du
=1 /Re

+ 00 mm (01, T) — 05Emn (02, T) + O(H7r/loglogT)

for each i = 1,2. Recall that Enn(0,T) = S0 Emme(0,T). Hence, without loss of
generality, we consider

6)Olg'nf:,nlela ) eagmnl(QQ? )

/ / log
R JR1

14_2 J e(uwj—ui+i(vi—vi))Vioglog T

=2
X (G?Ie_zj(“%‘” )/(015) ga -3, (wd 4 sz@))umv"dudv,
where
o o J M
We see that
gla’e—Zj(U§+v) (01€5) goc =0 (Wi +v2)/(62€;)

01 a
:/ (w o, >/<wsj>)dw
0 0w
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0 2 2 /
_ / 1 <Z G, ﬁ)wwe— 5 (2 402) /) g
0 w2g; w

2 J<J
< Hr ( Z(u§ 4 sz) 4 1) e~ Zj(u?+vjz-)/(92£j).
J<J
Thus, by adapting the proof of Proposition 2.4 we find that
9 g’mnl(ela 6)Olgrn'n,l(e% )

iy
RJ JRy

(Z(uf +07) + 1) [u™v™|dudv

J<J
Hr
< (loglog T)'/4

and this completes the proof of the lemma.

=3 (uF+03)/(02€;)

log ‘1 + Z %ewrum(w—m))\/w
1
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