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DIVISOR-BOUNDED MULTIPLICATIVE FUNCTIONS IN SHORT INTERVALS

ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL

ABSTRACT. We extend the Matomaéki-Radziwill theorem to a large collection of unbounded multi-
plicative functions that are uniformly bounded, but not necessarily bounded by 1, on the primes.
Our result allows us to estimate averages of such a function f in typical intervals of length h(log X)¢,
with h = h(X) — oo and where ¢ = ¢; > 0 is determined by the distribution of {|f(p)|}p in an
explicit way. We give three applications.

First, we show that the classical Rankin-Selberg-type asymptotic formula for partial sums of |\ (n)|?,
where {Af(n)}n is the sequence of normalized Fourier coefficients of a primitive non-CM holomorphic
cusp form, persists in typical short intervals of length hlog X, if h = h(X) — co. We also generalize
this result to sequences {|Ax(n)|?}n, where Ar(n) is the nth coefficient of the standard L-function
of an automorphic representation 7 with unitary central character for GLyn,, m > 2, provided 7
satisfies the generalized Ramanujan conjecture.

Second, using recent developments in the theory of automorphic forms we estimate the variance of
averages of all positive real moments {|Ay(n)|*}n over intervals of length h(log X)°>, with cq > 0
explicit, for any o > 0, as h = h(X) — oo.

Finally, we show that the (non-multiplicative) Hooley A-function has average value > loglog X in
typical short intervals of length (log X)'/2+7, where > 0 is fixed.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. The Matomaki-Radziwill theorem for bounded multiplicative functions. The Matomaki-
Radziwilt theorem, in its various incarnations, gives estimates for the error term in approximating the
average of a bounded multiplicative function in a typical short interval by a corresponding long inter-
val average. In the breakthrough paper [26], the authors showed that, uniformly over all real-valued
multiplicative functions f : N — [—1,1], for any 1 < h < X such that h = h(X) — o0 as X — oo,

1) LY fm=a Y )l

r—h<n<z X/2<n<X

for all but o(X) integers = € [X/2, X]. A key feature of this result is that the interval length h can
grow arbitrarily slowly as a function of X. This result has had countless applications to a variety of
problems across mathematics, including to partial results towards Chowla’s conjecture on correlations
of the Liouville function [37], [39], the resolution of the famous Erdés discrepancy problem [36], and
progress on Sarnak’s Mobius disjointness conjecture (e.g., [38], [3]; see [20] for a more exhaustive list).

Since [26], the result has been extended and generalized in various directions. In [27], a corre-
sponding short interval result was given for non-pretentious complex-valued multiplicative functions
f:N—=TU, where U:={z € C: |z| < 1}. To be precise, if we define

1 —Re(f(p)p~")

Di(X:T):= min D . X)2 .= mi
F(X5T) min (f,n'; X) ‘gllg;pq ) ,

where D denotes the Granville-Soundararajan pretentious distance, they showed that if f : N — U
satisfies D ;(X; X) — oo then

7 Z f(n)| = o(1)

r—h<n<x

for all but o(X) integers x € [X/2, X], whenever h = h(X) — oo. In a different direction, exploring
the heuristic relationship between the distributions of arithmetic functions in short intervals and in
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.11401v2

2 ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL

short arithmetic progressions, Klurman, the author and Teradvéinen [19] obtained an analogue of ()
for typlcaﬂ short arithmetic progressions.

In the recent paper [24], a widely generalized version of the results of [26] was developed, which
among other things extended the work of [27]. The authors showed that for a general complex-valued
multiplicative function f : N — U, if ¢t = to(f, X) is a minimizer in the definition of D¢(X;X) then
for all but o(X) integers = € [X/2, X], one obtains an asymptotic formula with main term of the form

1 ito uz —itg 0
(2) P h;mf() /_h“ a Xx/zgr;gxf() +o(1),

with a better quantitative dependence of the bound for the exceptional set on the interval length h
than in [26].
By Shiu’s theorem (Lemma [3.2 below), we have

%Zlf |<<H( i)
n<X p<X

so (@) is trivial whenever >_ _ % — oo, for instance if f(p) = 0 significantly often on the
primes. Rectifying this weakness, Matoméki and Radziwilt improved the quality of the o(1) error term
for a large collection of 1-bounded functions with sparse prime support. Specifically, they showed that
if there are constants A > 0 and 6 € (0, 1] such that the sieve-type lower bound condition

(3) Z

z<plw

>A Z - ( )holdsforall2§z§w§X‘9
p log 2z

z<p<w

then one can improve the o(1) term to

o TT (1+|f(p;|—1)

p<X
This savings comes at a natural cost, namely that the length of the interval h is no longer arbitrarily
slow growing as a function of X, but must grow in a manner that depends on the sparseness of the
supportﬁ of f.
Precisely, the main result of [24] may be stated as follows. In the sequel, for a multiplicative

function f : N — U we write
(0= [T (1+ L2210,

p<X p

Theorem (Matoméki-Radziwill, [24] Thm. 1.9). Let A > 0 and 0 € (0,1]. Let f : N — U be a
multiplicative function such that @) holds for all 2 < z < w < X%. Let 2 < hy < XY and put
h = hoH(f;X). Also, set to = to(f, X). Then there are constantfl € = C(0) > 1, pa > 0 such that
for any 6 € (0,1/1000) and 0 < p < pa,

1 wito 2 —ito

rz—h<n<z X/2<n<X

A
loglog h 1
<(s+c (w) + (log X)) ] (1 . M) |
log hg il )
for all x € [X/2, X] outside of a set of size
<9 X (h*(5/2000)1/4 + X793(6/2000)6/A) .

1Complications arise concerning both the prime divisors of the modulus ¢ as well as the distribution of zeros of
Dirichlet L-functions (mod g), so the theorem proven in [19] is qualitatively weaker than (I unconditionally in general.

2As pointed out in [24] p. 8], it is generally unclear what the least size of such intervals must be for a given bounded
multiplicative function.

3In [24] they obtained the explicit constant pq = A/3 — 3% sin(rA/2).
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1.2. Divisor-bounded multiplicative functions. Let B > 1. We define the generalized B-divisor
function dp(n) via

C(s)B = Z dBn—(sn) for Re(s) > 1

n>1

It can be deduced that dp(n) is multiplicative, and moreover dg(p*) = (B+,§_1), for all kK > 1. In
particular, dg(p) = B. For integer values of B this coincides with the usual B-fold divisor functions,
e.g., when B = 2 we have dg(n) = d(n), and when B =1 we have dg(n) = 1.

We say that a multiplicative function f : N — C is divisor-bounded if there is a B > 1 such that
|f(n)| < dg(n) for all n. When B = 2, for example, this includes functions such as the twisted divisor
function d(n, ) := 3, d* for § € R, as well as r(n)/4, where r(n) := [{(a,b) € Z* : a® + b* = n}|.

There is a rich literature about mean values of general, 1-bounded multiplicative functions. The
works of Wirsing [45] and Haldsz [10] are fundamental, with noteworthy developments by Montgomery
[29] and Tenenbaum [41, Thm. II1.4.7]. The theory has recently undergone an important change in
perspective, due in large part to the extensive, pioneering works of Granville and Soundararajan (e.g.,
[8], [9]). This well-formed theory significantly informs the results of [26] and [24].

In comparison, the study of long averages of general unbounded multiplicative functions has only
garnered significant interest more recently. Granville, Harper and Soundararajan [7], in developing
a new proof of a quantitative form of Haldsz’ theorem, were able to obtain bounds for averages of
multiplicative functions f : N — C for which the coefficients of the Dirichlet seried]

(4) —%(s,f)zZAZ(Sn), where L(s Zf for Re(s) >

n>1 n>1

satisfy the bound |As(n)| < BA(n) uniformly over n € N for some B > 1, where A(n) is the von
Mangoldt function. Such functions satisfy |f(n)| < dg(n) for all n. In [42], Tenenbaum, improving on
qualitative results due to Elliott [I], established quantitative upper bounds and asymptotic formulae
for the ratios | >, - v f(n)|/(>2,,<x |f(n)]), assuming f is uniformly bounded on the primes, not too
large on average at prime powers, and satisfies a hypothesis like (). See also [23, Ch. 2] for results of
a similar kind under stronger hypotheses.

On the basis of these developments, it is reasonable to ask whether the results of [26] and [24] can
be extended to divisor-bounded functions of a certain type. This was hinted at in [24] p. 9] but, as far
as the author is aware, it does not yet exist in the literature. The purpose of this paper is to establish
such extensions for a broad class of divisor-bounded multiplicative functions, among other unbounded
functions.

In the following subsection we provide three examples that motivate our main theorem, Theorem
[T Besides the applications we give here, this result will also be applied in [22] to study short interval
averages of general additive functions.

1.3. Applications.

1.3.1. Rankin-Selberg estimates for GL,, in typical short intervals. Let f be a fixed even weight k > 2,
level 1 primitive, Hecke-normalized holomorphic cusp form without complex multiplication, and write
its Fourier expansion at oo as

Z)\f n'z enz) Im(z) > 0,

n>1

n) =Y [Ar(n/d?)?

d?|n

Ap(m)Af(n) = Z Af (%), m,n € N,

d|(m,n)

with Af(1) = 1. Set also

By the Hecke relation

4Implicitly, it is assumed that —Lf/ (s, f) is well-defined in Re(s) > 1.
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|Af|? and thus also gy are multiplicative functions. Deligne showed that |A¢(p)| < 2 for all primes p,
and in general [A¢(n)[? < d(n)2. Thus |A¢|? is bounded by a power of a divisor-function, and the same
can be shown for g;.

The classical Rankin-Selberg method shows [I8] Sec. 14.9] that asymptotic formulae

3 NP = e+ O, 23 gyn) = dy + O(X ),
n<X n<X
hold as X — oo, where c¢,dy > 0 are constants depending on f. The Rankin-Selberg problem is
equivalent to asking for an improvement of the error term X ~2/5 in both of these estimates, but this
is not our point of interest here.

One can ask whether the above asymptotic formulae continue to hold in short intervals. Ivié¢ [I7]
considered the variance of the error term in short interval averages. Specifically, he showed [I7, Cor.
2] on the Lindel6f hypothesis that

2

2X
) LG X atm-da) a-o.

z<n<z+h

as long as h > X?2/5=¢_ albeit with a power-saving error term in the latter range.

At the expense of the quality of the error term, we obtain the following improvement in the range
where (B]) holds.

Corollary 1.1. Let 10 < hg < X/(10log X) and set h := holog X. Then there is a constant 6 > 0

such that )

12X (1 logloghy = loglog X
= — M) —¢r | dz < + .
X /X h K;M' = e loghy  (log X)?

The same estimate holds when |\¢|?> and cg are replaced by g¢ and dg, respectively.

This corollary might appear surprising, given our currently incomplete understanding of the shifted

convolution problem
SO @PA DR 1< <h
X<n<2X

Actually, our proof of Corollary [Tl relies only on the multiplicativity of |A¢|?, Deligne’s theorem and
the prime number theorem for Rankin-Selberg L-functions (see e.g., Lemma [5.6]). This suggestsﬁ that
a generalization to coeflicients of automorphic L-functions for GL,, should be possible, provided that
these satisfy the generalized Ramanujan conjecture and hence are divisor-bounded.
To be more precise, let m > 2, let A be the ring of adeles of Q, and let m be a cuspidal automorphic
representation of G L, (A) with unitary central character that acts trivially on the diagonally embedded
copy of R*. We let ¢, denote the conductor of w. The finite part of 7 factors as a tensor product
T = ®,7p, with local representations 7, at each prime p. The local L-function at p takes the form

L(s,m) = [] (1 - M>_l -3 A (v).

S ls
1<j<m p >0 P
where {a1 x(p),...,&m «(p)} C C are the Satake parameters of m,. The standard L-function of 7 is
then (n)
Ar(n
L(s,7) = HL(S,?TP) = Z =
P n>1

which converges absolutely when Re(s) > 1. The sequence of coefficients A\ (n) thus defined is multi-
plicative, with the property that

A= Y [ ).

r1yeTm 20 1<j<m
T4t rm=r

5We would like to thank Maksym Radziwill and Jesse Thorner for pointing this out.
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The generalized Ramanujan conjecture (GRC) implies that for all 1 < j < m, |a;(p)| = 1 whenever
p1 ¢, and otherwise |a; (p)| < 1. It follows that if 7 satisfies GRC then

. m-—+r—1 .
s S 1= (") =,
Ty, 20

ritFrm=r
and therefore that |A;(n)| < d,,(n). As a consequence of these properties we will prove the following,.

Theorem 1.2. Let m > 2 and let w be a fized cuspidal automorphic representation for GL,(A) as

above. Assume that 7 satisfies GRC. Let 10 < hg < X/(10(log X)™ 1) and let h := ho(log X)™ ~L.
Then there is a constant = 0(m) > 0 such that

2

1 (1 1 logloghg loglog X
— — Ae(n)|? — — A(n))? | d .
o (5Z 08 x B ) e < SR G

Remark 1.3. In the case m = 2 the parameter h must grow faster than (log X)3 in Theorem [[.2]
whereas Corollary [[LT] allows any h growing faster than log X. This is due to the fact that the range
of h in these estimates depends on the size of }° v [Ar (p)|*/p. When 7 = 7¢ for a cusp form f on
GL2(A) we may estimate this sum using the well-known expression

|)‘f (p)|4 =2+ 3)‘Sym2f(p) + )‘Sym4f(p)

for all primes p, since Sym" f is cuspidal automorphic for r = 2,4 and thus )y Asymr¢(p)/p =
O(1). When m > 3 such data for |A;(p)|* is not available unconditionally in general, to the best of
the author’s knowledge. Assuming the validity of Langlands’ functoriality conjecture, a (likely more
complicated) expression would follow from the factorization of the standard L-function L(s, f) of the
representation f = T® TR w7, where 7 is the contragredient representation of 7. Using GRC alone,
we cheaply obtain the simple upper bound

4 2
5 Do 5 B iy o1
p<x P vex P

from Rankin-Selberg theory, and this is the source of the exponent m? in the range of h.
We will instead deduce Corollary [[.I] from Theorem [I.4] below, which is tailored to GLy cusp forms.

1.3.2. Moments of coefficients of GLo cusp forms in typical short intervals. Our next application
concerns short interval averages of the moments n — |A;(n)|%, for any o > 0, with the notation of
the previous subsection. This generalizes Corollary [Tl

Theorem 1.4. Let « > 0 and define
2a 1'\ a+1
(e

= ATt
Let 10 < hg < X/(10(log X)9) and put h := ho(log X )% . There is a constant 0 = 6(a) > 0 such that

dy := Coq — 2¢o + 1.

2

12X (1 1 loglogho\“* loglog X

— = > == > )| de < [ —S 22 ) (log X )2(ca=1),

X L n | f(n)| X | f(n)| RS (< log ho ) + (IOgX)e ) ( 0g )
z<n<z-+h X<n<2X

When « # 2, the Rankin-Selberg theory is no longer available. In its place, a crucial role in the
proof of this result is played by a quantitative version of the Sato-Tate theorem for non-CM cusp
forms, due to Thorner [44], which uses the deep results of Newton and Thorne [30]; see Section [B.1]
for the details.

Remark 1.5. Using the Sato-Tate theorem and [23, Thm. 1.2.4] it can be shown that &+ > v, cox |Af(n)|* >
(log X)¢ =1, so the estimate in Theorem [[4]is indeed non-trivial.
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1.3.3. Hooley’s A-function in short intervals. The distribution of divisors of a typical positive integer
is a topic of classical interest, and a source of many difficult problems. Given an integer n € N, let

1
Dy (v) =) dz 1, for v € R.

d<e’

This is a distribution function on the divisors of n. A concentration function for D, (v), in the sense
of probability theory, can be given by

Q(n) := Tgﬂédi?n(u—i-l)—i?n(uﬂ :%lgﬁiﬁ Z 1.

Hooley [I5] considered the unnormalized variant
A(n) = d(n)Q(n) = max ; !
et <d<evt?t

now known as Hooley’s A-function, and used it to attack various problems related, among other
things, to inhomogeneous Diophantine approximation by squares, as well as Waring’s problem for
cubes. Clearly, 0 < A(n) < d(n), but one seeks more refined data about this function. For example,
Erdés [2] conjectured in 1948 that, except on a set of natural density 0, A(n) > 1.

Many authors have investigated the average and almost sure behaviour of A. Maier and Tenenbaum
[21] proved Erdés’ conjecture in a quantitative form. A significant portion of Hall and Tenenbaum’s
book [12] is devoted to the A function, including the currently best known upper bound for its mean
value (see also [I1]). For a partial survey of these results, see [40] .

Much less has been done concerning the local behaviour of the A-function. To the author’s knowledge
the only result about its short interval behaviour was worked out in the setting of polynomials over a
finite field by Gorodetsky [5, Cor. 1.5].

By relating A(n) to integral averages of the characteristic function of D,, (which is multiplicative),
we can deduce the following lower bound for A on average over typical short intervals of length
(log X)1/2+7 for € (0,1/2].

Corollary 1.6. Fiz ¢ € (0,1], and let 10 < hy < W and set h = ho(log X ) 49/2 Then
for all but opy—e0(X) integers x € [X/2, X] we have

1
7 Z A(n) > dloglog X.

rz—h<n<z
1.4. Statement of main results. We fix B,C > 1, 0 < A < B, and for X large we define
M(X; A, B,C) to denote the set of multiplicative functions f : N — C such that:
(i) |f(p)| < B for all primes p < X,
(ii) |f(n)| < dp(n)® for all n < X,
(iii) for all zg < z < w < X, we have

1 1
(6) > MZA > 5—0(10g2>.

z<p<w p z<p<w

As described above, the work [24] treats 1-bounded multiplicative functions f € M(X;A,1,1). We
are interested in generalizing the results from [24] to be applicable to the collection M(X; A, B,C),
with B > 1. For the purpose of applications, we further extend M(X; A, B, C) as follows.

Fixing v > 0 and 0 < 0 < A, we define M(X; A, B,C;~,0) to be the collection of multiplicative
functions f : N — C satisfying (i) and (ii), as well as the additional hypotheses

(iii”) for all zp < z < w < X, we have

1 1
g > LAy 2-o(gm)

z<p<lw z<p<lw
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(iv) letting to € [-X, X] be a minimizer on [—X, X] of the map

b ol X 3 LIRS0 "

p<X

we have for all t € [-2X,2X] that
(®) p(f.n'; X)? > o min{loglog X, log(1 + [t — to|log X)} — Oa,5(1).

Condition (iii’) is a weaker form of (iii). The full strength of (iii) is needed in [24) Lem. A.1] to obtain
(iv) for all 0 < ¢ < 04 with a particular constant o4 > 0, which is crucial to the proof of [24]
Theorem 1.9]. We will show below, as a consequence of |24, Lem. 5.1(i)], that if f € M(X; A, B,C)
then condition (iv) here holds for any 0 < 0 < 04, g, where

sint

o Y R ) R T

In particular, for any 0 < 0 < 04,5, M(X; A, B,C) C M(X; A, B, C’; 1,0). In proving Corollary [[1]
for instance, it is profitable to assume (iii’) rather than (iii), given currently available quantitative
versions of the Sato-Tate theorem (see (26]) below).

In the sequel, fix B,C >1,0< A< B,vy>0and 0 < o < A. We define

g

(10) & :=min{l,0}, Ry TR

Given T > 1 we set

— —it
My(X;T): —Ignnp(f,n ; X)? —ﬁ?g}z |f(p)| Re( (p)p )

We select to(f,T) to be a real number ¢ € [-T,T] that gives the minimum in the definition of

My(X;T).
Finally, for a multiplicative function f : N — C we recall that

(5= 11 (uw)’

p<X p

observing for future reference that whenever |f(p)| < B for all p < X,

) () = T (16 HOE=1) (1 VL) -

p<X b
The main result of this paper is the following.
Theorem 1.7. Let X > 100. Let f € M(X;A,B,C;~,0), and put to = to(f, X). Let 10 < hg <
X/10H(f; X), and set h := hoH(f; X). Then
2

2 " 1 Z fln / Z-t"du-z Z f(n)n=%| da
X X/2 h h X

rz—h<n<z X/2<n<X

A min{1,A} 2
loglog h loglog X -1
<apc <<o;go}gl 0) _'_(figf;iﬁ) >H<1+|f(]9)| ) '
og ho (log X) o p
Corollary 1.8. Let X > 100. Let f € M(X;A,B,C) and put to = to(f,X). Let 10 < hy <

X/10H(f; X), and set h := hoH(f; X). Then
2

3 X l Z f /«x itodu ) 2 Z f(n)n*ito dx
X X/2 h h X

rz—h<n<z X/2<n<X

A min{1,A} 2
loglog h, loglog X -1
<apc <<o;go}gl 0) _'_(figf;iﬁ) >H<1+|f(]9)| ) ’
og ho (log X) o p
min{l,04 5}

for any 0 < k < ka,B = 55707
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Remark 1.9. By Shiu’s theorem (Lemma below), it is easy to show that the long sum term in

the LHS is
2

1 -1\°
<% > 1) <<BH<1+%)-

X/3<n<X p<X

Thus, this theorem shows that the variance is smaller than the square of the “trivial” bound for the
long sum by a factor tending to 0 provided ho(X) — oo, as X — co.

2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM [L.7]

To prove Theorem [[.7] we will establish two estimates. The first compares typical short averages
of f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0) to typical medium-length ones (i.e., of length X/(log X)¢, for ¢ = ¢(o) > 0
small). The techniques involved were developed in [26], using certain corresponding refinements that
arose in [24].

Theorem 2.1. Let B,C >1,0< A< B,y>0and0 < o < A. Assume that f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0).
Let 10 < ho < X/10H(f; X), set hy := hoH(f; X) and hy = X/(log X)%/? and assume that hy < hs.
Finally, put to = to(f, X). Then

2
T

2 (*]1 1 , 1 :
— — f(m) — —/ uody - — f(m)ym ™| dx

r—hi<m<zx z—hy 2 z—ha<m<zx

loglogho\ " | (loglog X ™" () -1
<ase () + (Gexr) I+ 7=)
p<X
Essential to the treatment of Theorem [2Z.1] are strong pointwise upper bounds for Dirichlet poly-
nomials
3 a(n)f(n)
pltit
X/3<n<X
where {a(n)}, C [0,1] is a particular sequence of weights, f € M(X; A, B,C;v,0) and t € [-X, X].
To obtain these estimates we will apply some of the recent results about unbounded multiplicative
functions described in Section This is carried out at the beginning of Section Bl
The second estimate we require towards Theorem [[.7]is a “Lipschitz” bound, approximating the
averages of a multiplicative function f on any sufficiently long medium-length interval by a long
interval average of f. The techniques involved are different from those used in the proof of Theorem
21 and largely follow the work of Granville, Harper and Soundararajan [7]; see Section B for the
details.

Theorem 2.2. Let B,C >1,0< A<B,v>0and0< o < A. Let X/(log X)?/?> < h < X/10, and
let © € [X/2, X]. Assume that f € M(X; A, B,C;v,0). Then the following bounds hold:

o+1 .
LY =2 S g s oane [ BN (1 VOIET) )

5/2
z—h<n<z X/2<n<X (logX) p<X
1 L[ 2 —it
- Z f(n)=- u'odu - — Z f(n)n="
h rz—h<n<zx h xz—h X X/2<n<X

(loglog X ) ** ( |/ (p)| — 1)
+ OA,B,C —_— 1+ —
(log X)o/2 pg( P

Proof of Theorem[1.7 assuming Theorem [2.1] and Theorem[2.4. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem
L7 and set b’ := X/(log X)?/2. If h > k' then Theorem [L7 follows immediately from the second
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estimate in Theorem 2.21 Thus, we may assume that h < h’. Applying Cauchy-Schwarz, we get
. 2
2 1 L[ 2 —it
% Jonls ot [t 3 gin) o
rz—h<n<zx X/2<n<X
2
2 (%1 L[ 1 —it
<<X/X/2E Z f(n)—E/zihu Odu-ﬁ Z f(n)n™"0| dz
rz—h<n<z rz—h'<n<z
2
1 —ito 2 —1to
+oswp | > flpT =L Y0 f(n)n
X/2<z<X z—h'<n<z X/2<n<X

= Tl + T27

upon trivially bounding A~!| [, u®du| < 1. By Theorem 2land the first estimate of Theorem 2.2

A min{1,A} 2
loglog h loglog X lf(p)] -1
T 08080 0808 2 [T (1+ 52—
1 <4,B,C <( log h > + ((logX)“ AL + »

log log X )7+1 —1\?
Ty <a,B,c % H (1 + M) .
(log X) X P

Combining these bounds proves the claim. g

3. AVERAGES OF DIVISOR-BOUNDED MULTIPLICATIVE FUNCTIONS AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM

In the sequel we will require control over various averages of multiplicative functions f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0).
In this and the next subsection, such bounds are derived/recorded.
First, we will require some general pointwise estimates for prime power values of f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0).
In preparation, define

n k
P(s) := Z it ): H 1+ Z f(]zs) . Re(s) > 1.

n>1 p<X 1 P
pFlIn=pF<X pF<X

Wherever P is non-zero we may also write the logarithmic derivative Dirichlet series

nS

P Ar(n)
F(S) Z -

n>1
Lemma 3.1. Suppose f : N — C is multiplicative and satisfies |f(n)| < dg(n)® for alln < X.
a) For any prime power p¥ < X we have

(B—1)C
) . ifB>1,

Fo) <ne d B (155
1 if B=1.

b) For any n € [0,1/2) we have

£ (")l
Z p(lfn)u <<77’B7C L.
pY<X
v>2
¢) Ap(n) = 0 unless n = p” for some prime power p”. In particular, if p¥ < X we have |Af(p)| <
Blogp when v =1 and otherwise |Af(p”)| <e,B,c P

Proof. a) If B =1 then the claim is obvious since dg = 1. Thus, we may assume that B > 1. We may
also assume that v is large relative to B, C, for otherwise the estimate is trivial for a suitably large
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implicit constant.
Given these assumptions, observe that by Stirling’s approximation,

sovsanr (07 cue (D (1482 ()"

<o (3) (1422 e
B,C 4 B_1 )

provided that v is large enough that (1 + B_l)c < 3. This proves a).

b) Let 6 := % — 7. For each 2 < p < X we have p'/? > 5/4, and thus by a),
|f(p")] Be 5 v —1-6§
Z p—mv <BC Z 1+ B 1 Apl/2+3 <<B = Z 1+5 <p
v>2: v>2
p’<X

We deduce b) upon summing over p < X.
c) We begin by giving an expression for Az (p”).
In light of a), we may deduce that there is 0 = (B, C) > 1 such that when Re(s) > o

3

Il 1
(12) 3 (") <gforall2<p<X.

Vs
pr<x P

It follows from the Euler product representation of P(s) that P(s) # 0 in the half-plane Re(s) > o.
Thus, —P’(s)/P(s) is also analytic in this half-plane.

Integrating —P’/P term-by-term from s to co along a line contained in the half-plane Re(s) > o, we
deduce that

A
Z#(Eg)n—lgP => log |1+ > |

n>1 p<X 1/>1
p'<X

Given (I2]), we obtain the Taylor expansion

k—1

f")---fp
S oy y sy el

n>1 p<Xk>1 v, WVE>1
”% <XVi

(_1)]{:71 .
v Vi
1<k<v vi+-tre=r 1<i<k
p<X Vi,V 21
pYi<XVi
By the identity theorem for Dirichlet series, we thus find that A¢(n) = 0 unless n = p” for some prime
power p” with p < X, in which case

1\k—1
(13) M =togp - Y TS T s

1<k<v vit+Fre=r 1<i<k
Vi, V2> 1
pYi<XVi

When v =1 we get the expression Af(p) = f(p)logp, so that |As(p)| < Blogp.
For v > 2 we simply note using the uniform bound dp(n)¢ <p ¢ n° and the triangle inequality in

@3] that
IVEDIETRD DD DI | (P S ()

1<k<v  vi+-+rp=r1<i<k
V1oV 21
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where p(v) denotes the number of partitions of the positive integer v. By a classical bound of Hardy-
Ramanujan [13] Sec. 2.3], there is an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that

p(r) < eV <. p”*,
which implies the claim. g
We will use the following upper bound for non-negative functions repeatedly in the sequel.

Lemma 3.2 (P. Shiu; [33], Thm. 1). Let f : N — C be a multiplicative function satisfying |f(n)| <
dp(n)€ foralln < X. Let VX <Y < X, 86 € (0,1) and let Y <y <Y. Then

Z |f(n)] <B,c.s yPr(X).
Y —y<n<Y

Proof. The hypotheses required to apply [33, Thm. 1] are more precisely that |f(n)| <. n® for all
n < X, and that there is a constant A > 1 such that |f(p¥)| < A¥ for all p¥ < X. The first hypothesis
is obvious from dp(n)¢ < d(n)IP1¢ < g ¢ n°, while the second is implied by Lemma [B.1] a). O

Lemma 3.3. Let f € M(X;A,B,C;,0) and let tg = to(f, X). Let XV/® <Y < X, and let

2<P<Q<exp (mlgi‘;(x) Then for any 1 < Z < log X,

sup Z f(n)n_i(to"’“) <La.B,c YPr(X) ((

Z<|ul<X/2 "y
pIn=p¢[P,Q]

Proof. Define B(n) := f(n)1pn=pe[p,q, and for t € R set By(n) := B(n)n~". Note that |8(n)| < |f(n)|
for all n and t € R. As f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0), we have that

(1) max,<x |f(p)| < B

(2) Xprex If(pk;% <p,c 1 by Lemma BIb), and
k>2

(3) Xyepex ‘f;p)l > Alog (ﬁiij) —04,p(1) uniformly in 2 <y < X,

for all ¢ € R. Thus, the hypotheses of [42] Cor. 2.1] are fulfilled with r» = |f|. Applying that result
gives, for every Z < |u| < X/2,

logQ>2B 10g10gX+ 1 )

log P log X7 ﬁ

_ . 1
Z Bto-l‘u(n) <<A,B,C Z |f(n)| ((1 + M5t0+u(y;z/2)6 Mﬁ*0+u(y’z/2) + ﬁ) .
n<Y n<Y
Let t = t(u) € [~Z/2,Z/2] be the minimizer implicit in My, ,(Y;Z/2), so that
Mg, ., (Y:Z/2) = p(8,n" "ot ¥)? < 2Bloglog X.

As X1/5 <y < X,

) ) . 1
p(B, 't eAD Y )2 = p(g, o tu D X)2 — Op(1) > p(f, 't X)? — 2B log (lggfi) - 05(1).

Since f € M(X; A, B,C;v,0) and |t +u + t| < 2X and |u + t| > Z/2, we have by (8) that
p(f,n'toTutt). x)2 > s min{loglog X, log(1 + |u + t|log X)} — O 5(1) > ologlog X — O 5(1).
It thus follows that
log Q 2B loglog X 1
Z<TB%XX/2 Z Bto-l‘u(n) <<A,B,C Z |f(n)| <<IOgP> (IOgX)U + \/Z .

n<Y n<Y

Finally, applying Lemma together with Mertens’ theorem, we obtain

S It <seY ] (1 + %) <p YPs(X),

n<Y p<lY

and the claim follows. O



12 ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL

We need the following estimate for certain divisor-bounded functions on y—smootlﬁ integers, which
is essentially due to Tenenbaum and Wu [43] Cor. 2.2], improving on work of Song [35]. An important
role is played by the function pi(u) for k € N and u > 0, which is a generalization of the classical
Dickman-de Bruijn function, defined by the differential delay equation

up () = (k — Dpe(u) — kpp(u— 1) if u > 1,
and pg(u) := uF1/T(k) for 0 <u < 1.

Lemma 3.4. Let g : N — R be a non-negative multiplicative function for which there are real constants
6 €(0,1), n€(0,1/2) and D > 0, and an integer k > 1 such that

(14) Zg(p) logp = kz + O(z/(log 2)°) for all z > 2,
p<z
9(p")
(15) > =D <D.
pY,w>2
Let © > 3 and let exp ((10g:v10g10gw)2/(2+5)) <y<zx Setu:= igﬁ. Then
_ G(1,y) log(u+1)
= 7k I (1o =222
; gt = e a0, O g ) )
P*(n)<y

where G(8,Y) 1= 3" p+ ()<, 9()n"° for Re(s) >0, and P*(n) denotes the largest prime factor of n.
In particular, for y in the given range and such that u — co we have

1
> g(n) <k.p.s z(logy)* " exp (—gulogU) :

n<z
PH(n)<y

Proof. The first claim is a special case of [43] Cor. 2.2].
For the second claim, we note that

G(L,y) < exp Z%JrZ%f) <p exp Z% < (logy)",

p<y p<y p<y
v>2

where the penultimate estimate follows from (IH), and the last estimate is obtained by partial summa-
tion from ([4]). Furthermore, by [34] (3.10)] and well-known upper bounds for the Dickman-de Bruijn
function (e.g., [6, (1.6)]), we have

1 1
pr(u) = keTOW/1os(l4u) 5 () < exp <2u logk — iulog u) < exp <—§ulogu> ,
whenever u is large enough in terms of k, and the claim follows. O

By combining the last two lemmas, we may deduce the following upper bound for Dirichlet poly-
nomials of a special type (cf. [26, Lem. 3]).
Corollary 3.5. Let 10 < P < @ <exp (IC)Igongg)()()’ and let 1 < Z <log X. Assume the hypotheses of
Lemma[T3, and assume X > Xo(B,C). Then for any VX <Y <X,

f(n)
sup .
Z<lul<X/2 Y/g,;g i+l (1 + wip gy (n))
log Q 3B loglog X log @ B
X -
<amo Pyl )(<logP) (log X)° + log P Z )’

where wipg(n) =3 pn 1.
P<p<Q

6By a y-smooth or y-friable integer we mean a positive integer n such that pjn = p < y.
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Proof. Fix u € [—Z,Z] and set t := tg+ u. Write f = ax 3, where a and 8 are multiplicative functions
with a(p¥) = f(p*) whenever P < p < @Q and p* < X, and B(p*) = f(p*) for all other primes powers
p¥ < X. We apply the hyperbola method with M = VY to get

f(n) la(a)| Bb)b~" 1 la(a)|
Y. <> == X e DD )
n (1 +wp,)(n)) a a
Y/3<n<Y ' a<M Y/(3a)<b<Y/a b<Y/M  max{M,Y/(3b)}<a<Y/b
= Rl + RQ.

To bound R; we apply partial summation and Lemma to obtain, uniformly in wu,

—it
Z B(b)bb <<A)B7C Sup 1 Z B(b)b_it

Y/(3a)<b<Y/a Y/(Ba)<y<Y/a Y |10

log @ 2B loglog X 1
X — .
<Pl )<(10gP> (logX)” ' VZ
Given the prime power support of a, we have

el T1(0440) <o (222)"

a<M P<p<Q

so that on combining this with the previous estimate, we obtain

logQ)?’B loglog X n (10gQ)B 1 )

log P (log X)° logP) VZ

Next, consider Ra. Note that a(n) = f(n)l,n=pe(p,q), and so since |f(n)| < dg(n)C uniformly over
n < X we have

Ri1 <4,B,c Pr(X) ((

X/(3b)<a<X/b n<X/b
Prm)<Q

where g(n) := djp1(n)/°1. Note that g(n) takes integer values, and in particular taking k := [B]¢1 €
Z, we have

> g(p)logp =1k Y _ logp = kX + O(X/(log X)'/?),

p<X p<X
say, by the prime number theorem. Furthermore, that g satisfies (IZ) with some n € (0,1/2) and
D = Op (1) is the content of Lemma BIb). Hence, as up := log(X/b)/logQ > 25X > 3 loglog X,

2logQ —
Lemma [34] implies that when X is sufficiently large in terms of B and C' we obtain

b _ 1 _

X Z g(n) < (log@Q)* texp (_EUb log ub) <p.c (log X)72%,
n<X/b
Prm)<Q

Combining this with the bound

8(b)] £ (b)]

1P < AP

Y. S > T < (logX)Py(X),
b<X/M b<X/M

which again follows from partial summation and Lemma[3.2] we obtain Ry < (log X)~1%. Altogether,

we conclude that

f(n) —100 <1og Q> 3B loglog X <1og Q> 5
- < Pr(X log X + + — 1,
Y/3§§Y ni+iltotu) (1 4+ wip o1(n)) B.c Ps(X) | (log X) log P (log X)) logP) Z

uniformly over Z < |u| < X/2, and the claim follows since Z~'/2 > (log X)~1/2. O
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3.1. Lipschitz Bounds and Main Terms. In this subsection we derive a slight refinement of the
Lipschitz bounds found in [7, Thm. 1.5]. Specifically, our estimates are sensitive to the distribution
of values |f(p)|, which will allow us to obtain Theorem See also [28] for some related Lipschitz-
type bounds for unbounded multiplicative functions that share some overlap with the general result
obtained presently.

Theorem 3.6 (Relative Lipschitz bounds). Let 1 < w < X3 and let f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0). Set
to = to(f, X) Then

LY S — 1 X S| anolog (i) (Rl oRlos X

n<X/w n<X 1Og(€w) 10gX

where ¢ := min{1,0}. The same bound holds for the quantity

(O™ S 1)~ o 3 S|

n<X/w n<X

To this end, we need to introduce some notation that is consistent with the notation from [7]. For
Re(s) > 1 we write

Fo= Y, LT

nS
n>1
pFlIn=pF <X

For each prime power p* < X, k > 1, define
fFp=e ifp <y 0 ifp<y
s(p*) == . (p*) = ikt ,
0 ifp>y f®)p ifp>y

where y > 2 is a large parameter to be chosen later. We extend s and ¢ multiplicatively to all n € N
with p¥||n = p*¥ < X, and set s(n) = £(n) = 0 otherwise. For Re(s) > 1, also define

S(s) = Z s(n) L(s) = Z @

ns ’ ns
n>1 n>1

We recall that Agz(n) is nth coefficient of the Dirichlet series —L£'/L(s), the logarithmic derivative of
L(s), which is well-defined for all Re(s) > 1 whenever y > yo(B,C) by Lemma Bl ¢).

Lemma 3.7. Let f € M(X;A,B,C;v,0). Lett € R and £ > 1/log X. Then
F(1+&+it)] <apo £ (1+Elog X)1 AP (X)e om0« (1og )P

Proof. By Lemma [B.Ib) and max,<x |f(p)| < B, we deduce that

—i(to+t)

Fa+e+it) <z []

p<X

f(p)p | f(p")]
'1+ P eXp Z EERS
pF<X
E>2

<o [1 (1+ If(p)|> <1+ Re(f(p)p~'(ott)) — If(p)|>.

o pl +£ pl +£

By partial summation and the prime number theorem, the estimates

oo

@ dv
> ey [ gy
Sel/e P el/t v

p>e

1
(16) > (%_pﬁﬁ) < B¢ Y Olg)p <51,

p<el/¢ p p<el/€
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are valid for any sequence {a,}, C C with max, |o,| <p 1. It follows that

FA+é+it) <se [] <1 + @) Y |f(p)] = Re(f(p)p~"o*?)

p<el/t p<el/t b

1_ p o —it it,
<p P X)exp | Y L= 1@ pmptrnmitomitiervey?,

el/8<p<X p

Since f € M(X; A, B;v,0), we have

> w <(1-4) > L 0(€7) = (1 — A)log(€log X) + O4(1).
el/E<p<X el/é<p<X

We thus obtain
|]_-(1 + g + Zt)| <<A,B,C 571(1 +glogX)liA'Pf(X)e*P(fniimvn“;el/g)z’

which proves the first claimed estimate.
To obtain the second, note that p(fn=% n';Y)2 > 0 for all Y > 2, and so using |f(p)] < B and
A > 0 we obtain the further bound

< &N Elog X)'AP(X) < (log X)Py(X) <p exp Z 17wl < (log X)®,
p<X

as claimed. [l

To bound certain error terms in the proof of Theorem [3.6] we require the following estimate, whose
proof largely follows that of [7, Lem. 2.4]

Lemma 3.8. Let1§w§X1/3, w <y < VX andn:=1/logy. Then for any X/w < Z < X,

o AR Je(n) log y \*
S 1sm XS [7 S s B e <ape 2 (1227) Py,

mn<Z mkn<Z

Proof. In the first sum the summands arise from a Dirichlet convolution of multiplicative functions
|s| % [€ln=", and we clearly have |s(n)|,|¢(n)| < dg(n)® for all n < X. By Lemma [32] and (I6)), the
first sum is therefore

If Lf(p)] logy 1—1|f(p)
<B C Z Z pl—‘f‘ﬁ <B ZlOgXPf(X) exp Z T
P<y y<p<Z y<p<X

Arguing as in the previous lemma, since f € M(X; A, B,C;~, o) this is bounded by
logy log X -4 logy A
Z e X Z X).
<a log X ( logy PrX) < log X Pr(X)

For the second term, we use Lemma[3.1k), which shows that|Ay(p)| < Blogp and |A¢(p”)| <e.B,c P*°
It follows that for 1 < K < X,

> A ®| <BY plogp+O0sc| > p/%| <po K7+ K3,
K<K p<K P <K

1/>2
say, which is acceptable. Therefore taking K = Z/mn, the « integral in the statement is

Tz |s(m)] [¢(n)]
11—«
<<B,C/ Z Z ml—o n1+2nda'

0 mn<Z
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Extending the inner sum by positivity to all products mn with p¥||mn = p*¥ < Z and using the
estimates (I8 once again, we may bound the integral using Euler products as

/n<—> I <1+1:iszi>da

p<y y<p<X
n 1 1—
P<y 0 y<p<X p
logy A
Z | —= (X).
< <ng)‘m<>
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[3.8l The proof follows that of [7, Thm. 1.5], and we principally highlight the dif-
ferences.

We begin with the first claim of the theorem. Let T := (log X)®*! and y := max{ew, T?}. Fix
n:=1/logy, co := 1+ 1/log X. Then [7, Lem. 2.2] (replacing 5 by 3/2) and Lemma 3.8 combine to
show that

1 —ityg W —ito
ny(”)” X Z f(n)n

n<X n<X/w

n c0+zoo / / s—1 _ ayl—s
:/ / / s—|—a)é(s—l-oe)é(s—l—a—i-?ﬂ)wdsdﬁda
0 ‘ L L s

0— 100

+O0aBc <<1§gg)y() pf(X)> .

Consider the inner integral over s. Shifting s — s — « — 8 and applying [7 Lem. 2.5], this is

Xs—l—oz—B(l _ w1+a+,8—s
s—a—p3

1
+o(y)-

Extracting the maximum over [¢| < T, then applying Cauchy-Schwarz and [, Lem. 2.6], the main
term for the s-integral is bounded above by

)ds

co+iT m n
L Sts—a-pLs+p | Ag(m) ) /:fsig)

O ms—8
co—iT y<m<X/y y<n<X/y

_ _ 1 ; _ ayldat+pB—co—it
< X8 (max |S(co — a— B +it)L(co + B +it)||]l —w |)

|t<T lco — a — B+ it]
9 1/2 5 1/2
T T
Aé(m) Ag(m)
/T Z meco—B—it dt /T Z mecot+B—it dt
T ly<m<X/y ly<m<X/y
S(co— o — it) L it)||1 — witetB—co—it
<po X°7F max| (o —a—f+it) (CO+[3+Z).|| L |
’ lt<T lco — a— B +it]
1/2 1/2
logp | _i/a108 logp _1/2-2p
Z co—25 T Y Z cot28 TV
y<p<X/y y<p<X/y
B . . 14+a+B—co—it
cag (X |S(co —a— B +it)L(co + B+ it)||1 — w'ToT |
X P (= log X, 1 .
< ( ; ) min{log /B} (maz} PP—
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Furthermore, by ([I6) and «, 5 < n =1/logy, we see that for any ¢t € R,

x\7°
X—op (5) IS(co — v — B+ it)L(co + B+ it)| <p.c Xy P|S(co + B+ it)L(co + B+ it)|

K X7¥F(co + B +it)|.
Thus, we have so far shown that

1 —itg W —ito
DI O (O

n<X n<X/w
non
(17) <4,B,C / / X ~“min{log X, 1/} max
o Jo [t<T

loglog X + log(ew) 1
+ ( log X PrX)+ log X’

|F(co + B +it)(1 — witeth—co—it)|
lco + B + it]

dBda

Observe next that

) , 1
|w—,3—zt _ w1+oz+,3—co—zt| < (a +B+ @) log(ew),

so that we may rewrite the integral expression in ([T as

T . [F(co + B +it) (1 —w P~
/0 (/0 X dx) mln{logX,l/ﬁ}‘rtrll?% ot Bl dg

+ (log(ew)) ! max | F(co + B + it)| min{log X, 7'} /77 X “(a+B8+1/logX)dads
o [tI=T 0

We first estimate 7T5. The integral over « is

1 " " 1 1
— X—d X—d .
< <B+logX>/0 a+/0 a a<<10gX (B+10gx>

Applying Lemma B.7 (with € = 1/log X + 3) and p(fn~% ni; V)2 >0 for all Y > 2,

Ty < a,B,c (loglew))Ps(X) /77 min{1, (Blog X)~'}(1 + BlogX)l_AdB.
0

Splitting the S-integral at 1/log X and evaluating, we obtain

1 1a—1log(nlog X)+1 _ _
Ty < 4,B,c (loglew))Ps(X) <10gX+ A=1 (;go(gX;éA ) ((logX)A Lyt A))

(log(ew))(1 + 14=1 log(log X/ log(ew))) N (log(ew) + log logX>A>
log X log X

log(ew) + loglog X min{1,4} log X
X 141491 — .
<PrX) ( log X +la=1log log(ew)

<p Pr(X) <

We now turn to T7. By evaluating the « integral, we have

| F(co + B +it)||1 —w P~
|Co + 8+ it|

1 n
T — in{log X, 1 dg.
1<< 10g.X\/0‘ mln{ Og Y //B}Iltl‘lg?} /8

Put 7" := $(log X)Z. If the maximum occurs at |t| > 7" then using the second estimate in Lemma
[B7 we obtain

X)

1 mo (log loglog X
T — log X, 1 .
1 <<B,C IOgX /0 mln{ og A, /ﬁ} T

log X

B 1 1
d log X) - —— +1 log X
ﬂ<<10gX ((Og )logX+ og (nlog )> <
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Thus, suppose the maximum occurs with |¢| < T”. Applying [7, Lem. 3.1], we get

. o 5 o
I?‘?X/ | F(co+ B+ it)(1 )| < ‘t|§r(rlloag>§()3 |F(eo+it)(1 —w )|+ 0O (log X)B 7;{ nl+1/log X
. _ B
111< (log X) 5 (o +it)(1 —w™)|+Op.0 <(10gX)B‘1Pf( )

Inserting this into the [ integral yields, in this case,
Ty <p max |F(eo+it)(1—w™™) / min{log X,1/8}dS —i— / Bmin{log X,1/8}ds

[t|<(log X)B logX
. _ity, log(log X/ log(ew)) Pf( )
FA+1/logX +it)(1 —w™ )| -
€8 | ey P/ log X4 i) (1 — w0 log X (log X)B

Finally, we focus on the maximum here. Note that |1 — w™%| < min{1, |t|log(ew)}, so combining
Lemma B.7] with our hypothesis (&), we obtain

F(l1+1/log X + it w
(L 1/ log X+ it)(1 - w )
<apc (logX)Ps(X)- | max min{l, [f log(ew)}e—P(Hm T iX)?
<a.p (log X)Ps(X) a in{1, |t| log(ew)} ! + -
max min ew
4.5 1108 ! [t|<(log X)B ’ & (log X))o = (14 |t|log X)°
log(ew) min{l,0}
log X)Ps(X) - | ——== .
< (o X)P;x) - (M)

Hence, as 6 = min{1,0} < A < B, and (log X)~! < (log X)~4P;(X) by (@) we get

log X log(ew)\? Pr(X) loglog X
X
log(ew) ) ( log X PrX)+ (log X)B + log X

log X log(ew) + log log X \°
< log (log(ew)) ( log X Pr(X).

Combining all of these bounds and inserting them into (I7), we thus find that

1 —ityg W —ito
XZf(”)” X Z f(n)n

Ty <a,B,c log (

n<X n<X/w
log X log(ew) + loglog X min{1,A} log(ew) + loglog X 7
(X1 064
Capo Pr(X)log (log(ew)) (( log X * log X

log X ) (10g(ew) +log 10gX>&

< Py(X)log (1og(ew) log X

This proves the first claim.
The second claim can be deduced similarly, since (using the same notation as above) in the first step
we have (after shifting s — s — itp)

XHM Zf ( )I-Hto Z i

n<X/w

co+ioo / / s—1(1 _ ,,1—s
:/ / / s—a—ﬁ)ﬁ(s+ﬂ)‘%(s+a)%(s+a+2ﬁ)L,w)dsdﬂda
0 c

0—ico s+ 1to

logy
+O4,B,c <(1ogX> Pf(X)> )

which simply localizes the argument above to the range |t + to| < T instead. O
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Theorem may be directly applied to obtain the first estimate in Theorem To obtain the
second, we will use the following corollary of Theorem that allows us to pass from n~*-twisted
sums to untwisted sums of f(n) on long intervals.

Corollary 3.9. Let tg =to(f, X) be as above. Then for any x € (X/2, X],

1 ity L+itg (loglog X )o+1
P S0 = S 3 S0+ Onne (1tols () 220,
Proof. By partial summation, we have
19 1Y s = 1 [Turtag Y g = e X s+ 2 [ S
T T Jq pltito x f; wultito )

n<zx n<z n<zx n<u

We split the integral over u at z/(log X). In the first range we use the trivial bound together with
Lemma [3:2] obtaining

2

|t0|/w/(10gX) 1

< Lol - d

= UE lf(n)] | du <p,c

' '
70[;;'()2 I1 (1+ |f§?p)|> < l(lgOL(Pf(X).

(1
n<u p<X

In the remaining range x/(log X)? < u < x we apply the second claim in Theorem (with 1 <w <
(log X)?), which gives

ito 1 (loglog X )7 +1
ooy \ 77 %;f(n) +Oa B, <7’f( ) (log X)7 u
D BY (1] L RN (MO L moa
gttt o T Jo/(log x)? ABe\ (log X)?
it (loglog X )7+1
— e X 10+ Onne (Il 0 SEEES

n<zx

Combining this with the estimate from 1 < u < x/(log X)?, then inserting this into (I8]), we prove
the claim. O

Proof of Theorem[2.2, We begin by proving the first estimate in the statement of the theorem. Let
X/(log X)?/2 < h < X/10. Note that by writing x — h = x/w, where w := (1 — h/z)~' € [1,2], the
LHS is

(19) LS e = 32 papms

n<z n<z/w

and similarly the main term in the RHS is

(20) 2 st = 3 ppne

n<X n<X/2

By Theorem B.6, (I9) becomes

n<x

. loglog X 6+1
=13 s+ Onne (LEREIT )

n<zx
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Similarly, applying Theorem twice to (20), we also find that

_ _ ozlo 6+1
25 sne= 2 (1-3) X s+ onne (LB py )

X/2<n<X n<X

1 . (loglog X )?+1
21 = - o+ 0 ———=—P(X) |,
(21) P S 4 One (f e x)
viewing x = X /u for some u € [1,2] in the last step. Combined with the previous estimate, we deduce
the first claimed estimate of the theorem.
To prove the second claimed estimate we apply Corollary [3.9 to obtain

, h)ito (loglog X )7 +1
—ito _ nTH 4 O XPHX)——— ).
- };(mf() mtogﬂmn HMO Z fnyn=it + ( $X) o X7 )
Setting w := (1 — h/z)~! as in (), we have
xito . Zto it
—ity __ n—ito
1+¢tonz<;f(”)” l—l—zto n; fn
:ElJrito 1 ( zto 7“0 (log 1ng)&+1
_<1+it0 w 1+zt0 )Zf +O(pr(X) (log X)? >
xito _ (,T _ 1+zt0 —zto (log logX)&-H
N 1+ zto T Z Jn O (XPf(X) (log X)& )

n<x

By (21)), the main term here is
v 2 . (loglog X )7 +1
Tody - — T O hPy( X))t | .
/I_hu U5 Z fn)n + ( Pr(X) (log X)?
X/2<n<X

Combining these estimates, we thus obtain

1 it 2 i X (loglog X )7+t

- wtdu - = ito O ( Zpp(x) 2808 2)

PY =g [ atae kS g (GeenREEEI ),

r—h<n<x X/2<n<z

and so the second claimed estimate of the theorem follows from h > X/(log X)%/2. O

4. APPLYING THE MATOMAKI-RADZIWILEL. METHOD

In this section, which broadly follows the lines of the proof of [26, Thm. 3], we set out the key
elements of the proof of Theorem 2.1

4.1. Large sieve estimates. The content of this subsection can essentially all be found in [26, Sec.
6 and 7] and in [24] Sec. 3|. In what follows, a set 7 C R is said to be well-spaced if |t; — t2| > 1 for
any distinct tq,t € T.

Lemma 4.1 (Sparse large sieve for multiplicative sequences). Let T > 1 and 2 < N < X. Let

{an}tn<n be a sequence of complex numbers. Let T C [—T,T] be well-spaced. The following bounds
hold:

(a) (L? mean value theorem, sparse version)
/ 1Y Rat < TS a2 +T Y S Jantmial.
& n<N n<N n<N 1<|m|<n/T

(b) (L? mean value theorem with multiplicative majorant) Let 1 < M < N, and let ¢ > 0. Assume
there is a multiplicative function f : N — C satisfying |f(n)| < dp(n)® such that |a,| < c|f(n)|
for alln < N. Then

T —it
anpn 9 5 TM M ,
/ > n | <mcc <W7’f2(N> + 5 Pr(V) >

T N_M<n<N
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(¢) (Discrete mean value theorem,)

ann~" , , T /2 1 )
SN ——] <<m1n{(1+ﬁ)log(2N),<1+|T| N)log(QT)}N ST Janl

teT N/3<n<N N/3<n<N

Proof. Part (a) is [24, Lem. 3.2], part (b) is proven in the same way adl [24] Lem. 3.4] and part (c) is
a combination of [26, Lem. 7 and 9]. O

Lemma 4.2 (Large Sieve with Prime Support). Let B,T > 1, P > 10. Let {a,} p<p<op be a sequence
with maxp<p<ap |ap| < B. Let P(s) := 3 p_,copapp™®, for s € C and let T C [-T,T] be a well-
spaced set. B

(a) (Haldsz-Montgomery estimate for primes)
1 log P
P(1 +it)|? — 1 log T)? - ).
A G C )
(b) (Large values estimate) If T consists only of t € [T, T) with |P(1+it)| > V= then

logT
log P

T <5 T2 2 exp (2B log log T) )

Proof. Part (a) is [20, Lem. 11], while part (b) is proven precisely as in [20, Lem. 8], keeping track of
the upper bound condition |a,| < B. O

4.2. Dirichlet Polynomial Decomposition. The following is a variant of [26] Lem. 12] tailored to
elements of M(X; A, B,C;~,0).

Lemma 4.3. Let f € M(X;A,B,C;7y,0). Let T>1, 1< H< XY? and 1< P<Q < X2, SetT
to be the interval of integers |Hlog P] < v < HlogQ, and let T C [-T,T]. Then

2

/7_ Z % dt <p.c Hlog(Q/P) Z/T |Qu (1 +it) Ry g (1 4 it)|*dt

X/3<n<X vel
wip,Ql(n)>1

+ (% + %) (;7’;'2()() +7’f(X)2) ;

where for v € T and s € C we have set

Quiuls) = Y fowp
P<p<Q
v/H<log p<(v+1)/H
.f f(m)
RU,H(S) = Z ms(w[PyQ] (m) T 1) .

Xe—v/H/3<m< Xe v/H

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [26, Lem. 12] (with a,, = f(n)ly, 5 >1(n), by = f(m) and
¢y, = f(p) for P < p < @Q), with appropriate appeal to Lemma [l in place of the usual mean value
theorem. For example (as on [26] top of p.20]), for Y € {X/(3Q), X/P} we have

2
. T 1
/ Z fm)m™ ' dt <p o —=Pr2(X) + =Ps(X)2.
T XH - H
me[Ye1/H Yel/H]

O

"The technique used there relies on the main result of [14], which is valid generally for multiplicative functions that
are bounded by a power of the divisor function.
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Lemma 4.4. Let f € M(X;A,B,C;7,0). Let T,Y1,Y, > 1,1 < X' < X/Y and let { := [}gé—%ﬂ.
Define

Q)= >, ap  Als)i= > fmm
Y1/2<p<Y; X'/(2Y2)<m<X'/Ya
where |cp| < B for allY1/2 < p <Yi. Finally, let T C [-T,T). Then

/ |Q(1 +it) A(1 +it)|*dt <p.c B*(0!)? (%sz (X) + Pf(X)2) .
-

Proof. Writing ¢, := Bc,, where now |c,| < 1 and letting Q(s) denote the Dirichlet polynomial with
cp replaced by ¢, for all p € (Y1/2,Y1], the LHS in the statement is

< B”/ O(1 + i) A(1 + it)[2dt.
T

The rest of the proof is essentially the same as that of [24] Lem. 7.1], save that the function g* is
replaced by |f| (this does not affect the proof, which depends on our Lemma and [I4, Thm. 3],
both of which also apply to |f].) O

4.3. Integral Averages of Dirichlet Polynomials. As above, we write to = ¢o(f, X) to denote an
element of [—X, X] that minimizes the map

re Y /()| —R;(f(p)p“) — o(fnt X2,

p<X

Proposition 4.5. Let 1/log X < § <1, and put Is := [to— 61, to+ 6. Let {an}n<x be a sequence
of complex numbers. Then

2
gltit — (g — p)l+it

2 "L > 1 A(1 +it) dt| d
— — Am — — ) - T
X X/2 h 27T Is h(l + lt)

r—h<m<z

2T

X
< / |A(1 +it)*dt + max — |A(1 + it)|dt,
[—X/h,X/h)\Is T>X/h KT Jp

where we have set

A(s) = Z agz), seC.

X/3<n<X

Proof. For each x € [X/2, X], Perron’s formula gives

1 1 ' wl—i—it _ ((E _ h)l—i—it

r—h<m<x
Subtracting the contribution from |t — to| < 6!, the LHS in the statement becomes
9 X |1 pIFit ()1t
— A1 +1t) ( )

dt| dx.
27T R\15 h(l+lt> v

X Jxpo
The remainder of the proof is identical to that of [26, Lemma 14] (which only uses the boundedness
of the coefficients {ay}, there for the corresponding contribution of I5). O
4.4. Restricting to a “nicely factored” set. We fix parameters n € (0,1/12), Q1 := ho, P, :=
(log ho)*0B/m and P; := exp (j¥~2(log Q)" (log P1)), Q; := exp (j¥ (log Q1)7), for 1 < j < J, where
J is maximal with Q; < exp (\/log X ) We highlight the different choice of P;, with all other choices
being the same as in [26] Sec. 2 and 8]. We also let

S=8xpr.q ={n<X:wp g,)n) >1forall 1 <j<J}
Remark 4.6. The following properties may be verified directly, as long as hg is sufficiently large (in
terms of B):
(1) log P; > % loglog(2BQ,4+1) forall 1 < j < J
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(2) log Q; < 29 (log Q;-1)(log Q1) < (log Q;—1)* < Q)%

(3) llgggé = jz}ﬁgpél for 2 < j < J, so the terms {log P;/log Q,};>1 are summable.

We will use these in due course.

We wish to reduce our work to handling short and long averages with n restricted to the set S.
To handle averages of f(n) for n ¢ S we use the following result. For a set of integers A, we write
(n, A) =1 to mean that (n,a) =1 for all a € A.

Lemma 4.7. Let 1 < P < Q < X, and let f € M(X; A, B,C;v,0). Then for any 10 < hy <
X/10H(f;X) and h := hoH(f; X),
2
2 X |1 (logP)A 1 )
— - m)| dr < —— | +— | Pr(X)".
(m,[P,Q])=1

In particular,
2

2 [~ log log ho A 9

- - f(m)| dxr <a,B,c (7 P(X)2.

X Jxp hm_};nq (m) log ho £(X)
me¢s

Proof. Expanding the square and applying the triangle inequality, the LHS is

2 . .X
<2 Y im0 / Vs s (&) L sy ()
X/2—h<m1,m2SX
|m1—m2|<h
(mima,[P,Q])=1

1 1
<% Fm)P+— > > Ifm)llfm+ ).
hX hX
X/3<m<X 1<|l|<h X/3<m<X
(m,[P.Q)=1

By Lemma B2 and ({ITl), the first term on the RHS is bounded as

1
(22) <B.Cc P (X) <p h—Pf(X)2.
0

1
hoH(f; X)

Next, to bound the correlation sums we applyﬁ [24, Lem. 3.3] (with 1 = ro = 1) to the pair of
multiplicative functions flse and f, which gives

Z Z lf(n)f(n+ )] <o hXPfl(m,[P,Q]):l (X)Pp(X).
1<|l|<h X/3<n<X
(n,[P,Q])=1

Since f € M(X; A, B,C;,0), by () we get

1—|f(p)|> ( 1> ( 1ogP>
Py _ (X)) = Pr(X | | 1+ 1-- )k Pr(X)e A
fl(m,[P,Q])—l( ) =B P ( )P<p<Q( D D a,8 Pr(X) exp log Q

_ (logP 4
‘(logcz> Pr(X).

It follows that

1 log P\ *
XY Ul <an (Z5) Prxr
1<]l|<h X/3<n<X &
n¢S

8This result is stated in [24] for bounded multiplicative functions, but the proof there works identically for divisor-
bounded functions as well since it relies principally on the general setup of [14, Thm. 3].
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The first claim now follows upon combining this with ([22]). The second claim follows similarly, save

that in the argument above the term Pry, . ., _, (X) is replaced by

Prs.(X)<ePr(X) 1T 11 (1+W)(1—%><A3Pf ) exp Azlogp

1<]<]P <p<Q; i>1 log @;

log P, \ loglog ho \ *
< (long) Pr(X)<an (1%7}10 Pr(X).

O

Having disposed of n ¢ S, we now concerntrate on n € S. To prove Theorem 2] we will apply
Proposition 0] to the sequence a,,, = f(m)les, in combination with the following key proposition.

Recall that x := r‘gg{jﬁ} We also define A := (2B + 5)x, and

F(s):= Z f(n),s e C.

S
X/3<n<X
nes

Proposition 4.8. Set § = (log X)™2. Then

1/3 min{1,A}
(log Q1) <1oglogX) )Pf(X)2.

|F(14it)|*dt <a.B.c
/[X/h,X/h]\I(; pl/6=m (log X)~

Remark 4.9. We remark that both terms in Proposition can be treated using Proposition [£.8
Indeed, by Lemma ET|(b),

L |F(14it)|dt < Lp (X) + Lp (X)?

- i il P, _

T J)r Be X T

and therefore

X/h
T>X(log ho)A/h T

1 ) 1

1
SN2 D - —_—
/T [FA+)dt <pc 3 PrX)+ sz PriX)” < qogqeals

which is obviously sufficient in Theorem 211 We clearly also have

X/h (2T X (log ho)™ /h
max — / |F(14it)|?dt < / |F(1+ it)|dt.
X/h<T<X(logho)A/h T Jp X/h

This expression will also be bounded using Proposition &8 with & replaced by h/(log ho)?, which does
not change the form of the final estimates.

4.5. Proof of Proposition[4.8l The proof follows the same lines as those in [26] Sec. 8], save that we
apply our versions of the corresponding lemmas that address the growth of f € M(X; A, B,C;~,0).
We sketch the details here, emphasizing the main differences.

We select parameters aq, ..., ay such that o := % -7 (1 + %) Foreach 1 <5 < J let

2 Pll/ﬁlﬂ7
Also, with s € C we let
s m
Q)= S fow Rem= Y fm)

P;<p<Q)j; 1Xxe —v/Hj X~
e/ Hj < p< o0/ H,
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We split the set of t € X := [-X/h, X/h|\Is into sets

T ={teX :|Quu, (1+it)] < e~/ Hi for all vy e}
Ti={teX:|Quu,(1+it) <e M forallv;e Y\ |J T, 2<j<J ifJ>2

1<i<j—1

u=x\ J 7.

1<5<J

We thus have

/ [F(L+it)Pdt = > / |F(1+z’t)|2dt+/|F(1+it)|2dt.
(= X/h,X/B\I5 7 u

1<i<J

We estimate the contributions from 7; as in [26], save that in the applications of the large sieve
inequalities we use Lemma [L.T|(b); as an example we will give full details for j = 1 and highlight the
main changes for the corresponding bounds for 2 < j < J.

In each case we apply Lemma [£.3] to obtain

/ |F(1+it)|Pdt <p,c M; +&;,
73.

where we set

Mj = Hj log(QJ/PJ) Z /7— |QU7H]. (1 +Z.t)R'U7H]. (1 +’Lt)|2dt

vEL;

& = <Hi] + %) <§sz(x> +73,»(X)2) .

The choice of parameters gives, by (22]),

(log @1)'/* 1 (log @1)'/*
(23) > &< C;il/eln (hOH(f;X)Pf'2(X) +7’f(X)2) <BC %PAX){

since 3, P < Pt and H(f; X)7'Pp(X) <o Pr(X)2.
We next consider the contribution from the main terms. When j = 1, since v/H; < log Q1 = log ho,
we have

X/h

My < HylogQr Y e*Mw/Hl/ Ry, (14 it)|2dt
veTy —X/h

’U/Hl
—2a1v e
<<B,C Hl 10gQ1 E € 2eav/Ha (Pf(X)Q + hoH(fX)sz(X))
veEI, !

H?lo
<po i log Q1

2
) Plzal Pf(X) )

treating Py2(X) using ([22). Since H{log Q1 = P11/3_277(10gQ1)1/3 < P11/3_", Pt > P11/2_377 and
n € (0,1/12), we get
My < PRI LX) < PO ()2,

Let now 2 < j < J, if J > 2. By definition, we have

Ti= U T

TGI]‘—I
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where 7j, is the set of all ¢ € 7; such that |Q, u, ,(1 + it)| > e~%-1"/Hi-1. Pointwise bounding
|Qo,m; (1 +it)| for each v € Z; leads to

M; < Hilog@; 3 % ef‘mjv/Hj/ Ry, (1 + it) |2t
7

veZ;rel;j

X/h
< (0B QLT 2t [ Qi (140 R, 1+ i)
~X/h
where (ro,v0) € Zj—1 X Z; yield the maximal contribution among all such pairs, and ¢; := “%{HiJ

Using Lemma [£4] we get
1
M; <p,c (Hjlog Q) e 20 t2hmo%i-1 exp (20 1og(2BY)) (1 + h_> Pr(X)*.
0

Minor modifications to the estimates in |26, Sec. 8.2] (with hg in place of h there), selecting hg
sufficiently large in terms of B, shows that

M; <p,c Pr(X)?,

1
7P
whence it follows that

Z M; < P1_1Pf(X)2
2<5<J
(the requirements of our parameters P;, (); and o; summarized in Remark .6l are sufficient for this).
Finally, we consider U. Set H := (log X)*, P = exp((log X)!7*) and @ = exp(log X/loglog X), put
Z:=[|HlogP|,HlogQ]NZ, and define @, i and R, g by

> - f(m)

Qu.m(s) = fp)p~?, R, H(s):= E . )

P<p<O b oo/ i Sxemui m*(1 + wpp,q)(m))
e/ H < p<evt)/H E

Combining Lemma 3] with Lemma[£.1] a) and the proof of Lemma .7 to control those n coprime to
P <p <@, we get that there is some vy € Z such that

/|F(1+it)|2dt
u
2
T
2 . V(2 f(n) 2 1 1 1
<p.c (HlogX) /u|QUO,H(1+zt)RUU,H(1+n)| dt+/ > r| b+ Pr(X) (1+ ho) (H +5

T x/3<n<Xx
(n,[P,Q])=1

. . 1 1 [logP\*
Hlog X)? [ |Que.m(1 +it) Ry, (1 +it)[*dt X2l =4+ =+ =
e (108 X)? | [Quon(1-+ i) oy (1 +i0)dt + P5(X) <H+P+<1OgQ) )
(24)

loglogX min{1,A}
Goakr) PO

As in [26] Sec. 8.3] we may select a discrete subset V C U that is well-spaced, such that

<B,c (HlogX)2/ |Quo. (14 it) Ry s (1 4 it)|2dt + (
u

/ |Quo.r(1+ it) Ry (1 + it)[*dt <> [Quy (1 + it) Ryy (1 + it) .

u tey

By assumption, for each ¢ € V we have |Q, (1 + it)| > e~ 70/Hs > P for some rq € Z;. We
have log Qj+1 > v/1og X by definition, and (as mentioned in Remark E6) log P; > % loglog @ j+1,

whence (log X)?B/1 < P; < Q; < exp(y/log X). Applying Lemma E2(b) for each ro € Z;, we thus
have

log X log X loglog X
V| < B |Zs|exp <2aJ(logPJ) <1 + 10g > QBW) < X1/2=2nt0(1) xn — x1/2=nto(1)
og Ly

log Py
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We now split the set )V into the subsets
Vs = {t €V |Quym(l+it)] < (log X)~25°~10}
Vi :={t €V :|Qu,u(l+it) > (logX)_%B2_10};
the exponent B?/2 is present in order to cancel the log X power that arises from
Ppa(X) <5 H(f; X)Py(X)* <5 (log X)* Py (X)*
By a pointwise bound, Lemma [£1{c) and the above estimate for |V| > |Vg|, we obtain

. . 2 _ eU()/H
D 1Quo (Lt it) Ruy (1 + it)[* < (log X) ™5 101 + [V X 71/2) —— > |F(m)?
teVs X/(3ev0/H)y<n<X/evo/H

<p.o (log X) B 19D (X) < (log X) 0P (X)>2.

Consider next the contribution from Vp. Applying Lemma [E2(b) once again, this time using the
condition |Qu, 1 (1 + it)| > (log X)~25°~10, to obtain

log X log X loglog X
|VL|<<Bexp((B2+20)(loglogX) (1+°g ) o282 0808 2

= log X )rtos())
log P log P > P ((og ) )

Recall that A = (2B + 5)k € (0,1). Applying Lemma 35 (with Z = 1/ = (log X)?) together with
Lemma [£.2)(a), noting that xk < 1/3 — k, we obtain

Z |Quo,mr (1 + it)Ryy (1 4 it)|?
tevy

2
log @ B log Q 3B loglog X .
X[ (== §'/2 Ry 1 (1 +it))?
<a.B,c Pr(X) <<1ng> + log P log X )7 tezv | Ry, m (1 + it)]
L

<5 Pf(X)2 ((IOgX)2BK7A 4 (logX)GBrcchhLo(l)) (1 + |VL|(1OgX)2 exp (_(logX)1/3fnfo(l)))
(log P)?

<5 Pp(X)? ((log X)2AB+DR=2-A 4 (1OgX)(GB+2)n7272a'+o(1)) .

Combining this estimate with the one for Vg, then plugging this back into our estimate ([24]), we get

/ \F(1+ it)Pdt
u

<ABC (10gX)2+2"‘ ((logX)_lg n (logX)Q(B+l)n—2—A + (IOgX)(GB+2)n—2—2<7+o(1)) Pf(X)2

min{1,A}
loglog X
i <(10gX)”> Pr&y

log logX min{1,A}
< | (log X) 71 + (log X )2(BF2r=4 4 (Jog X )(6B+H)K—20 | (7) Pr(X)?

(log X)~
loglog X min{1,4}
< <(10gX)”) PrY

since 2(B 4+ 2)k — A = —k, and 0 > & > (3B + 5/2)k by definition. This completes the proof of
Proposition

Proof of Theorem 2l Let f € M(X; A, B,C;~v,0).Set h := hy/(logho)*, and select P; = (log h)*°5/7
and Q1 = h. We may assume that X is larger than any constant depending on B, since otherwise
Theorem 2.T] follows with a sufficiently large implied constant; we may also assume h is larger than
any constant depending on B, since otherwise the theorem follows (again with a large enough implied
constant depending at most on B) from Remark [[L9 and Lemma [47] (taking P = Q = 3/2, say).
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By Lemma (4.7, we have

2 (X1 o 1 .
— — uodu - — m)m o
%l X sme (A}H X m)

rx—hi<n<z n—ho<m<n
2
9 X 1 1 n ) 1 .
<A,B,C = fm) = — / u'ody - — f(mym=o
X X/2 hl n— h;mﬁn hy n—hy he nfh;mﬁn
mes meS
loglog ho A
259570 (X)2.
< og T ) Py(X)

Set ¢ := (log X)~(2B45)% once again, and note that to(fn =", X) = 0 is admissible. Thus,

3 f(n Ls_m F(s +ito).

X/3<n<X
nes

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

2 " 1 Z f(m)—i/x uitf’du-i Z f(m)ym™%| dx
X Jxj2 | hi Jo_n, ha

r—hi<m<x r—hao<m<x
meS meS
2
1 it _ (4 _ b )it
<< Fm) — / F(1+it) = (= h) ™% ol g
X/2 hl o h —m<w 27Th1 I 1 + 1t
mGS
2
1 X 1 /1 ” 2 1 ) 1 571 I1+it _ (I _ h2)1+it
— — u'odu| |— m)m o — / F(1 4+t 4+t - dt| dz
X X/2 hl z—h, h2 th;m<:cf( ) 27Th2 _5-1 ( 0) 1+t
meS
2
21— (z — hy) 1+zt g1t (g — hy)lHit
F(1+it - — uodu - — F(l+i(t+t dt
x/2enex |hy / +it)- 1+ it / b / it +to)) 1+ it
=11+ 1o + 1Is.

Consider T3 first. Making a change of variables w = t — ¢y and using v = 2™ + O(6~'hy/X) for
|w| < 67! and u € [z — hy, ], we see that

gt — (g — fpy)lHit 1 5! z o
— | F(1+it dt = — F(+i(t o dlyy
= [ it R +uo+w»L}“u uduw
1" o h
=l u'toduy, - /_571 F(1+i(to+w))z™dw+ O (5_2Y1 e |F(1+i(to + w))l) .

Similarly, we have

1 /9 ! x1+zt_( _h2)1+zt 5t . )
— F(1+i(t+t dt = F(1+i(t+t “dt+O | 6= F(1 t+1t
= P T [ st (57252 max 170+ + o).

Applying partial summation, dropping the condition n € S, and then using Lemma [3.2] we find
1
F(1 t+t — X
nax, [F(L+i(t+t0))] < 5 > If) <se Pr(X),
X/3<n<X
and thus as h; < hy = X/(log X)?/? we obtain

h 2
I3 <B.C <52§> Pr(X)? < (log X)*EB+o)=EB+2rp. (X)2 = (log X )" Py(X).
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Next, we treat Z; and Zy. Applying Proposition to each of these integrals and trivially bounding
the u integral in Zs, we find

2T

X
L+ < / |F(1+it)|*dt + max — |F(1+it)|*dt.
[—X/h1,X/h1)\Is T>X/hy hiT Jp

By the argument in Remark [£.9] and our choice of h, the latter is bounded by
<</ |F(1 4 it)|2dt + (log ho) =Py (X)>.
[—X/h,X/h\Is
But by Proposition this integral is bounded by

GOng)lm loglog X Al 2 —30B loglog X min{1,4} 2
<<A,B,C< Pll/g,n + (log X Pr(X)* < | (logh) + g X" Pr(X)2

Combining these steps, and using A < B and log h < log h1, we obtain

2

2 (%1 o 1 .
= - ) ()d . —ito d
X Jxp|R g flm) — /nih u*du —h2 g fm)m T

z—hi<n<z 1 n—ho<m<n
A min{1,A}
loglog ho loglog X 9
—_— — X
Tane <( log ho ) i ((logX)“ P
which completes the proof. g

Proof of Corollary .8 Tt suffices to show that M(X; A, B,C) C M(X;A,B,C;1,0) forany 0 < o <
04,8, where o4 p is given by (J), after which point the result follows from Theorem 211

Suppose f € M(X;A,B,C). By definition, f is (4, X) non-vanishing in the sense of [24], and so
satisfies the condition (@) (or equivalently, v = 1 is admissible in (7). Observe furthermore that upon
defining fB = f-B™%, fB takes values in U and satisfies

. 4 . .
/5)| A S S Oap(——]) forall2<z<w<X,
E D B ) " \log 2z
z<p<w z<psw

with A/B € (0, 1] necessarily. By [24, Lem. 5.1(i)], we get that

(f,n’t X Z |fB |_Re(fB( ) )

p<X p
(25) > Bpmin{loglog X, 3log(|t —to|log X + 1)} + O, a(1),

for any 0 < p < pa/p with p, defined (see [24, (14)]) by
Pa = % (1 — sinc(mar/2)) > 0.

Since 04,5 = Bpa/p, this implies that condition (§) holds with any 0 < o < 04,5. This completes
the proof. O

5. APPLICATIONS

5.1. Proof of Theorem[I.4l Let f be a primitive, Hecke-normalized holomorphic cusp form without
complex multiplication of fixed even weight k > 2 and level 1. Write the Fourier expansion of f at oo
as

Z)\j nTe (nz), Im(z) > 0,

n>1
where {Af(n)}, is the sequence of normalized Fourier coefficients with A¢(1) = 1. As noted in Section
1321 A\ is a multiplicative function. Deligne’s proof of the Ramanujan conjecture for f shows that
[Af(p)| < 2 and |Af(n)| < d(n) for all primes p and positive integers n. Moreover, the quantiative
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Sato-Tate theorem of Thorner [44], which is based on the deep results of Newton and Thorne [30],
shows that for any [a,b] C [—-2, 2],

X
(26)  Hp< X :Ap(p) € [a,b]}| = ( /\/1—0/2 dv>/2 1%“)(%).
Recall that
> T(e)
Val(a/2+2)

Ca =
Using this data, we will prove the following.

Proposition 5.1. Let o > 0. There is a constant § = §(c) > 0 such that |A¢|* € M(X;cq,2%,2;1/2—
€,0).

Using Proposition 5.1l we will be able to apply Theorem [I.7 in order to derive Corollary [l
We will check that |\ ;|* satisfies the required hypotheses in the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. For any 2 < z < w we have

Z |)\f§§9)|a = cy Z %+O((10g2)_1/2+0(1)).

z<plw z<plw

Similarly, we have
. 2a
Z s )™ = ¢aq loglog X + O(1).
p<x P

Proof. Let § € {a,2a}. By partial summation,

Z |/\f(p)|ﬁ_/ uPdf Z _}fQB Z __g/ — | v’ ldu.

z<p<w p z<p<lw z<p<lw z<p<w
IAf(p)|<u |>\f(p)\<u

Fix v € (0,2], and let I, := [0,u] U [—u, 0] so that |As(p)| < w if and only if A\;(p) € I,,. By partial

summation and (IEI)
dy log log z /w log log y dy
1—(v/2)%d O ——= —
=2 v [t o (e

. ylogy y(logy)3/?

z<p<w
)‘f(p)elu

_ (% /Ou N @/2)%) log(log w/ log z) + O((log z)~Y/2+°(M),

Multiplying the main term by fu®~! and integrating in u, we obtain Iglog(logw/logz)+ O(1/log 2),
where

I, _%/Quﬁlfumdvdu_%/Q </2uﬁ1du) T (072
Qf:/ (1 (0/2)° mdwzﬁ__/ (0/2)P /T (0/2)%do.

Making the change of variables ¢ := (v/2)?, we find that
i T (Z2)T(3/2) 9o T (22)

B-1/2(1 — p1/2qt = ==___ "7 _ s
/o =9 e N R N R
It follows, therefore that

98+1
—I5 =

™

Ag( 1
y Bl g, > o+ 0(logz) W) — ey 30 <4 O((log ) ),
z<p<w p z<p<w z<p<w
|)‘.f(P)|2a _ 1 —1/2+0(1)y _ l —1/240(1)
Z =1y, Z —|— O((log =) ) = C2q Z + O((log 2) )s
z<p<w p z<p<w z<p<w
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and both claims follow. O

To obtain uniform lower bound estimates for p(|Af|*, n'; X)? we will need some control over the
product |Af(p)|*(1 — cos(tlogp)), on average over p. In some ranges of ¢ this is furnished by the
following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let |t| > 1. There is a constant ¢ = c(a) > 0 such that if Y > (|t| + 3)? and Y is
sufficiently large then

S @I -ptP =

Y <p<2Y

Proof. We adapt an argument due to Goldfeld and Li [4, Lem. 12.12 and 12.15] and Humphries [16]
Lem. 2.1]. Let n € (0,1/2) be a parameter to be chosen later. By the prime number theorem for
Rankin-Selberg L-functions [31, Thm. 2] we have

Y @) logp = (1+0(1)Y.

Y <p<2Y

logY"

Since |Af(p)|? < 4 for all p, invoking the usual prime number theorem we obtain

1+o0)Y <n® Y logp+4(log2Y){Y <p <2V :|As(p)| > n}
Y <p<2Y
As(p)|<n

< (* 4 0(1)Y +4(log2Y){Y < p < 2Y : |X;(p)| > n}l,

which rearranges as

(27)  <p <2y o>l = (S - o) g

Next, we estimate the cardinality
{Y <p<2y:1-p*| <n}|={Y <p<2Y:|sin((tlogp)/2)| < n/2}].

Set B := sin"!(n/2)/m € [0,1/2], Whenever sin(tlogp/2) € [-n/2,1/2] there is m € Z such that
(tlogp)/2 € [x(m — B),m(m + B)]. By Jordan’s inequality, 8 < 4 sin(r3) = %, and we see that

Y <p<2v:[1-p"|<n} < {Y <p<2Y :|(tlogp)/(2m)| < n/4},

where ||t]| := min,ez [t — m|. Splitting up the primes ¥ < p < 2Y according to the nearest integer m
to (tlogp)/(2m), the latter may be bounded above as

SR G B )}

[t|log Y+n/4 [t|log(2Y)—n/4
2m Smg 2m

2rm+n/4 2rm—n/

For each m we have e™ T < (1 + ﬁ) e~ 1l

4
. By the Brun-Titchmarsh theorem we get, uni-

formly over all m in the sum,

( 27rm+n/4) ( 27'r7n777/4) n 62ﬂ(m*n/4)/\t| 2Y
Tl e —T\€e

%] [t

Y
= T 2n(m — /)i —Toa(tl/m) ~ "i(oaY — (og¥)/2) = 'fillog ¥

for Y large enough. Since there are < 1 + |¢|(log(2Y) — logY")/(27) < 2|t| integers in the range of
summation, we obtain

: Y
28 Y <p<2Y:|l-p" <n} < 16n—.
(28) Y <p <2V fl=p < n} <160y 5
We deduce from ([27) and (28) that

{Y <p<2Y:|Ap(p)| >nand [1—p"| >} > {Y <p<2Y :|\s(p)| > n} - {Y <p<2Y:|1—p"| <n}

1 — 64n — n? Y
il S/ SRV R O .
1 ol )} log Y

> max{(),
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Selecting n = %28, we get that if YV is sufficiently large,

- Y
Y <p<2Y:|A d|1—p” > :
{Y <p< [As(p)| > nand [1—p |>77}|_101Ogy
Finally, we obtain that
it|2 2 it n*te Y
> @ =P > Y <p <2V M\p(p)] > and |1 —p'| > )| > e T
Y <p<2Y 10 ogY
which proves the claim with ¢ := 2710+, O

We now obtain lower bounds for p(|Af|%, n®; X)? for all [¢| < X.
Lemma 5.4. There is a 6 = §(c) > 0 such that whenever |t| < X we have

A (p)|*(1 — cos(tlogp))
2 ;

> 0 min{loglog X, log(1 + |t|log X)} — O(1).

p<X

Moreover, we may select to(|Af|?, X) = 0.

Proof. We may assume that X is sufficiently large, else the estimate given is trivial. When |t| <
1/log X the claim is vacuous. Thus, we may focus on the case 1/log X < |t| < X. We consider the
ranges 1/logX < |t| < 1,1 < |t < logX and logX < [t|] < X separately. Throughout we will
introduce an auxiliary parameter 2 <Y < X, chosen case by case, and use the inequality

T |As(p)|*(1 — cos(tlogp) S A (p)|*(1 — cos(tlog p))

p p

p<X

Suppose first that 1/log X < [t| < 1. Let Y := /!l and write

R(X) = [M(p)|" = cam(X),

p<X

Y <p<X

so that by arguments analogous to those of Lemma 52 R(X) < X/(log X)3/2=°(), By partial
summation and Lemma [5.2]

“cos(tlo X cos(tlogu U X U
3 [Af(p)| cos(tlog p) :Ca/ (tlogu) d +o( 1 >_/ R(u)(cos(“ogu)_tsin(tlogu))z_

vl D v u logu logY v 2

=c /It o cos(tv/|t|)@ +0 ((1 + [t])(lo Y)_1/2+°(1)) <1
- v g )
1

the bound in the last step arising from setting v := |¢| logu and integrating by parts. Thus, in light of
Lemma

3 [Ar(p)|*(1 — cos(tlogp))
p

= c¢q log(1 + |t|log X) — O(1).
Y <p<X

Next, we consider the intermediate range 1 < [t| < log X. Here, we set Y := (10log X)?, employ a
dyadic decomposition and apply Lemma to obtain, when X is large enough,
>

[Ar(p)|*(1 — cos(tlogp)) _ 1 —G : ¢
> — 9—(3+1) al] _pit2 >

> » = E | Z‘ A ()1 = p" > Tloga 2= 7

< Y<2i<X/2 20 <p<L2i+l Y<2i<X/2

c log X c
= 1 —-0(1) > loglog X — O(1
4log 2 Og(logY) (1) =z 8log 2 08108 (1),

for some ¢ = ¢(a) > 0.
Finally, assume that log X < [¢| < X. In this case, put Y := exp ((log X)*/3+¢), where £ > 0 is small.
Let m > 1 be an integer parameter to be chosen later. By Holder’s inequality,
serm 1-1/2m 1/2m
A (p)|* cos(tlog p) A (p) 7 cos(tlog p)*™
> <| X 13

p p p

Y <p<X Y <p<X Y <p<X



DIVISOR-BOUNDED MULTIPLICATIVE FUNCTIONS IN SHORT INTERVALS 33

We can bound |z (p)|2*™/m=1 < |\;(p)|*2%/(2™=1) 5o that by Lemma [5.2 the first sum is
< 20/Cm) (1=1/C2m) (100(log X /1og Y)) 712 4+ 0,,(1).
Now, we can write
, , 2 2 L L
COS(t 10gp)2m _ 2—2m(pzt +p—zt)2m _ 2—2m( m) + 2—2m Z ( m) (p2z(m—])t +p—2z(m—j)t)'
m . J
0<j<m—1

By the zero-free region of the Riemann zeta function (see e.g., [25, Lem. 2]) we have

1 log X —10
max Z pRERE < T4 1] + (logX) "V <« 1.

1<[|<m
Y <p<X

It follows that

t1 2m 2
5o SOBEEE _geam (*M) ogllog X/ logY) + O(1),
Y <p<X p m

and therefore in sum we have

o an 1/(2m) 1/2m
Z IAf(p)| cos(tlog p) <e, 2« 9—2m 2m log log X +0n(1).
Ca m logY

Y <p<X p

Using the bounds v2mn(n/e)™ < n! < 2v/27n(n/e)", valid for all n € N (see e.g., [32]), we get that

2u 1/(2m) 2m 1/(2m) 2a+1 1/(2m)
c 2—2m < ,
&) G =G

and thus taking m > mg(a), we obtain

A « t1
S [As ()I* cos(tlogp) | o-1/2m),, Jog(log X/ log ¥) + O(1),
Y <p<X p

for n € (0,1). We thus obtain in this case that

Z |)‘f(p)| (1 B COS(flng)) Z Ca(l _ 271/(2m)) (% _ E) loglogX _ 0(1)
p
p<X

Combining our estimates from each of these ranges and putting 6 := ¢, min{c/(8log2), +(1—-2-/(2m))}
we deduce that

Z [As @) (1 = cos(tlogp)) > d min{loglog X, log(1 + || log X)} — O(1).
p
p<X

3

This completes the proof of the lower bound.
Finally, note that p(|Af]|*,1; X) = 0, so top = 0 is a minimizer of ¢ — p(|]Af|%, n*; X)?. This completes
the proof. O

Proof of Proposition [51l Let X be large. By Deligne’s theorem we have |A;(p)|* < 2% for all p. In
addition, we have [A\;(n)|* < d(n)® < dyat1(n)™>{1e} for all n. By Lemma [5.2] we see that we can
take A = ¢, and any « € (0,1/2) in an estimate of the form

Z 7|)\f(p)|a20a Z l—0(71 >f0r2§z§w§X,
2, P e (log )7
and finally by Lemma [5.4] there is a constant 6 > 0 such that
3 IAr(P)|* = Re(|A\s(p)|*P~")
p<X b

as tg = 0 is admissible. Thus, by definition, |Af|* € M(X;cq,2% max{l,a};1/2 — ¢,6) for any
e € (0,1/2) and X large, as claimed. O

> d min{loglog X, log(1 + |t — to|log X)} — O(1),



34 ALEXANDER P. MANGEREL

Proof of Theorem[I.]] In view of Proposition 5.1l we may apply Theorem [L.7] to the function |As|*.
We see that if h = hoH(|Af]|*; X) and ho — oo then

2X
X wer-g ¥ or| e

m<n<m+h X<n<2X
loglog ho \ “*  loglog X e
loglogho )™ | loglog X} ) yyatea—)
< << log hg + (log X)? (log X) ’

where 6 = 0(«) > 0. Furthermore, by Lemma [5.2] we have

. 200 2 . [e% 1
p<X p

where d, = c2q — 2¢o + 1. Thus, changing hy by a constant factor, we deduce that h = ho(log X)da
can be taken in the above estimate. The claim follows. O

Proof of Corollary [[2l. When oo = 2 we have c2 = 1 and dy = ¢4 —2co + 1 = 1. Hence, H(|A\¢]*; X) <
log X . Since

=5 2 PP +oxT),

X<n<2X

the claim for [Af|? follows immediately from Theorem [[Z1
It remains to consider gr(n) = - 42, [Af(n/d?)|?. Clearly, g¢(n) < Deln d(n/e)? < d(n)3, and g¢(p) =
IAf(p)|? for all primes p. By Proposition 5.l we have gy € M(X;1,4,3;1/2—¢,) for any ¢ € (0,1/2),
and H(gs; X) = H(|Af|% X). The result now follows in the same was as for |As|?, using

dr=v Y o)+ 0(X )

X<n<2X

in this case. O

5.2. Proof of Theorem Fix m > 2, let A denote the adeles over QQ, and let 7 be a fixed cuspidal
automorphic representation for GL,,(A) with unitary central character normalized so that it is trivial
on the diagonally embedded copy of RT. We write ¢, to denote the conductor of 7. We assume that 7
satisfies GRC, and we write Ar(n) to denote the nth coefficient of the standard L-function of m. The
key result of this subsection is the following analogue of Proposition [5.11

Proposition 5.5. With the above notation, we have |\;|?> € M(X;1,m?,2) whenever X is sufficiently
large in terms of q(), and to(|Ax|?, X) = 0 is admissible.

For primes p { ¢, we have |Az(p)|?> = Argz(p), where 7 denotes the contragredient representation
of 7 and 7 ® 7 is the Rankin-Selberg convolution of = and 7. As = is fixed, the primes p|q, will cause
no harm to our estimates.

Lemma 5.6. There is a constant ¢ = ¢(m) > 0 such that
Z|/\ (p)[*logp = X + O (Xe VI8 XY g5 X — c0.
p<X

2
In particular, we have ZZ<pSw M";p” = Ez<p<w 5+ Onr (logz) for any z < p < w.

Proof. Assume X is sufficiently large relative to g.. Set f := 7 ® 7, and write Ay(n) to denote the

nth coefficient of the logarithmic derivative —%(s, f). Combining [I8 Thm. 5.13] (see the remarks
that follow the statement for a discussion relevant to the case of a Rankin-Selberg convolution) with
[18, Exer. 6], we deduce that

Z|)\ ) logp = ZAj )+ 0, (VXlog? X) = X + O, (Xexp(—c’m“ﬂ/@)),

p<X n<X
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for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 (note that the exceptional zero plays no role when X is large
enough). This implies the first claim. The second follows immediately from the first statement by
partial summation. O

Proof of Proposition [0 Lemma implies that (@) holds with A = 1, and by GRC we have
IAr(n)|? < dpm(n)?. It thus follows that [A\;|? € M(X;1,m?,2), as claimed. That the choice to(|\-|?, X) =
0 is admissible is obvious, as in the proof of Proposition Bl O

Proof of Theorem[L.2. Recall that m and m are fixed. A direct application of Corollary shows
(after replacing X by 2X an « — h by z) that there is K = xk(m) > 0 such that
2

L E 1 logloghy = loglog X
i — Aﬂ. 2 /\Tr 2 d m X 9
X /X h m<n<m+h| )" - % X<§n<2x [Ax(n)[7] do < < loghy " Tlog X)R> Pias 2 (X)2,

where h = hoH (|A\z|?; X) and 10 < hg < X/(10H(|Az|*; X)). By Lemma B5.6 Py 2(X) < 1. We
also have

Ax(D)* = 22 (p)]2 + 1 20 (P2 =1 2
H(|)\,T|2;X) =m €XD Z | (p)| | (p)| + < exp Z m | (p)| < (10gX)m 71'
p<X p p<X p

It follows that our variance estimate holds if h > ho(log X)™ ~! and 10 < hy < X/(10(log X )™ 1),
and the proof of the theorem is complete. O

5.3. Proof of Corollary Recall that
A(n) := max Z 1.

u€R
d|n

et <d<eut!

d(n,0) =Y d”.
d|n
This is clearly a multiplicative function, with d(n) = d(n,0). In probabilistic terms, it is also d(n)
times the characteristic function of the distribution function

1
Dy (v) := o) % 1, veR

d<e”

Given 6 € R, write also

introduced in Section [L3l The following general bounds for concentration functions in terms of char-
acteristic functions allow us to relate A(n) with integral averages of d(n, 0).

Lemma 5.7. There are constants ca > ¢1 > 0 such that, uniformly in n € N,
1 /1 , 1
11— |d(n,0)]*df < A(n) < cz/ |d(n, 8)|d6.
d(n) Jo 0
Proof. This is a special case of [12, Lem. 30.2]. O
By Lemma 5.7 we find that for any « € [X/2,X] and 10 < h < X,

1 n 2
(29) > A >>/O > %d@.

rz—h<n<z rz—h<n<z
For § € R and n € N we write fo(n) := |d(n,0)|?/d(n).
Corollary 5.8. Let § € (1/log X,1]. Let 10 < hg < X/log X and put h := ho(0~"log X)'/2. Then

there is a constant k12 > 0 such that for any 0 < Kk < K12,
2

2 (%1 2 logloghy = loglog X
= — - = d
X Jxpo|R > foln) X > foln)| de < ( + :

z—h<n<z X/2<n<X log ho (IOgX)N

The implicit constant is independent of 6.
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To this end, we prove that fo € M(X;1,2,1) for all 1/log X < 6 < 1, which is the purpose of the
following lemmas.

Lemma 5.9. Let 6 € (0,1], and let 3 := min{1/6‘ log X}. Then
Z fa = log(Blog X) + O(1).
p<X

Similarly,

H(fo; X) = (Blog X)'2.

Proof. Observe that for each p,

1 _
folp) = 511 +p"|? = 1+ cos(flogp).

Put Y := min{X,exp(1/6)} = €?. For p <Y we have cos(flogp) = 1 + O(6?(logp)?), so that by the

prime number theorem,

Zf" :ZE+0 0> > a%'%y = 2log(min{1/6,log X}) + O(1).

p<Y p<v P p<el/

This proves the first claim if 0 < 6 < 1/log X, so assume now that 1/log X < 6 < 1. By partial
summation and the prime number theorem, we have

0log X 2w
Z 1+ cos(flogp) = / 1+ cosv)d—v +0(1) = (%/ 1+ cosu)du) log(flog X) + O(1)
1 v 0

p U
Y <p<X
= log(flog X) + O(1).

We thus deduce that

Z fez(?p) = 21log(1/6) + log(#log X) = log(0~* log X),
p<X

and the first claim follows for all = < 6 <1 as well.
For the second claim, we simply note that

H(fo: X) < exp Z (fo(p) —1)° — exp Z cos(flog p)?

p<X p p<X p

A similar partial summation argument shows that

2 2
Z cos(0logp)” = log(min{1/6,log X }) + <2i / (cos u)zdu) log(1 + 6log X) + O(1)
p T Jo
p<X

1
b log(min{log X,1/60}log X) 4+ O(1),
and the claim follows. O

Lemma 5.10. Let 0 € (0,1]. Let 2 < z <w < X. Then

Z folp > Z 0O(1/1og 2).

z<plw p z<p<u)

Proof. Set Y := min{X, e/?} once again. If w < Y then cos(#logp) > cos(1) > 0 for all z < p < w,

and thus
Z folp) > Z 0O(1/1og 2).

z<plw p z<p<'w
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On the other hand, if Y < z (so that 8 > 1/log X') then by the same partial summation argument as
in Lemma [5.9 we find that
e 1
Z ﬁoTEm = <— / (14 cos u)du> log(logw/log z) + O(1/log z) = Z . +O0(1/log 2).
0

2

z<p<w z<p<w

Finally, suppose z < Y < w. In this case, we split the interval into the segments (z,Y] and (Y, w] and
apply the arguments in each of the previous two cases to obtain

Z fe(p)z Z %4_ Z %—I—O(l/logz)z Z %+O(1/1ogz),

p z2<p<lY Y <p<lw z<plw

z<p<lw

as claimed. O

Proof of Corollary [5.8. Let h = ho(0~*log X). Note that |d(n;0)|?/d(n) < d(n) uniformly over n, so
that combined with Lemma[5. 10 we have that fy € M(X;1,2,1) for all @ € (1/log X, 1]. As in Lemma
B4, to(fs, X) = 0 is admissible for all § € (1/log X, 1]. Since H(fg; X) < (0~ log X)/? uniformly
over all § € (1/log X, 1] by Lemma [5.9] the claim follows from Corollary [[.8 O

Proof of Corollary[L.G Let 6 € (0,1], set Y := exp ((log X)%) and put h = ho(log X)1*9/2, with
10 < hg < X/10(log X)1+9/2. By Lemma [5.9] we have H(fp; X) > (log X)(**+9)/2 for all 1/logV <
6 < 1. By Fubini’s theorem, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Corollary 5.8 we thus see that

2 (X ! 1 2
5% 2/X/l - > fon) = 5 > foln)|do| dx

[logY |1 0 en<a X/2<n<X
9 1/2
<f Z/Xl S fm -2 S g de | ae
< — — o(n) — = o\n €z
1/10gy | X Jxj2|h z—h<n<z X X/2<n<X

1
[loglog hg (log logX> 2 /1
< + Py, (X)db,
< 1Og ho (1OgX)K 1/logY fe( )
for any 0 < k < K1,2. By Lemma [5.9 we have

' ' —1 L dp
/ Pfe (X)do < / €xXp E M df <« / 7 = 1og log Y.
! x P 1

/logY 1/logY /logY

We thus deduce that for all but 0p,— 00 (X) exceptional integers x € [X/2, X], we have that

1
~/1/ log Y

For any of the non-exceptional x, we apply (29) to give

D OEY M FED SR R

Z fo(n) — % Z fo(n)|dO = opy—oo(loglogY).

rz—h<n<zx X/2<n<X

> =

rz—h<n<zx r—h<n<lx
>f S ﬂmdﬁ/l =Y - Y feln)|do
> ~ 0 - 7 o) = ¥ 0
1/10gy \ X X/2<n<X 1/10gy |1 z—h<n<z X X/2<n<X

1
(30) :/1 2 Z fo(n) | d — op,—0o(loglogY).

J10gy \ X X/2<n<X
On the other hand, by [41l Exer. 208] we find that when 1/log X <80 <1,
2 dn,)]?2 _ 2 2(n)|d(n, 0)|? )
2y MoORL 2y wMROT im0 + 06 Vios X),

d(n) X d(n)
X/2<n<X X/2<n<X
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where for Re(s) > 3/4, Hp(s) is some convergent Dirichlet series satisfying Hp(1) > 1 uniformly
in 0 € [1/log X, 1]. Integrating over 6 € [1/logY,1] and using the Laurent expansion ((1 + i) =
(i0)~1 + O(1), we deduce that

(31)

1

' 2 do
= n _ =0 .
/1 X E fo(n) | d6 > / +0(1) loglog X + O(1)

/logY X/2<n<X 1/logY ¢

We thus have obtained

— Z A(n) > dloglog X

r—h<n<lx

for all but 0p,— 00 (X) integers z € [X/2, X], and the claim follows. O
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