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LOWER BOUNDS FOR MOMENTS OF THE DERIVATIVE OF THE RIEMANN ZETA
FUNCTION
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ABSTRACT. We establish in this paper sharp lower bounds for the 2k-th moment of the derivative of the Riemann zeta
function on the critical line for all real k£ > 0.
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1. INTRODUCTION

It is an important subject in analytical number theory to investigate moments of the Riemann zeta function ((s)
on the critical line as they can be applied to study the maximum size of the zeta function as well as primes in short
intervals via zero density estimates. We denote the 2k-th moment of ((s) on the critical line by

2T
M(T) = [ [¢(% +it)|*kat.
/

The study on My (T) dates back to the work of G.H. Hardy and J. E. Littlewood [I3], who established an asymptotic
formula for M;(T). In [I8], A. E. Ingham established an asymptotic formula for M>(7T). No other asymptotic formulas
are known for My (T') except for the trivial case k = 0. Despite of this, J. P. Keating and N. C. Snaith [21] made precise
conjectured formulas for My (T') for all real k > 0 by drawing analogues with the random matrix theory. Using multiple
Dirichlet series, A. Diaconu, D. Goldfeld and J. Hoffstein [10] also obtained the same conjectured formulas. More precise
asymptotic formulas with lower order terms were conjectured by J. B. Conrey, D. W. Farmer, J. P. Keating, M. O.
Rubinstein and N. C. Snaith in [5].

Owing much to the work in [11[2][6H8]T4HI7, 26H31,B84,[35], we now have sharp upper and lower bounds for My (T)
of the conjectured order of magnitude for all £ > 0 with some of them being valid under the truth of the Riemann
hypothesis (RH).

Among the many methods applied in the above work, we point out notably a simple and powerful method developed
by Z. Rudnick and K. Soundararajan [31.B2] towards establishing sharp lower bounds for moments of families of L-
functions, a method of K. Soundararajan [35] and its refinement by A. J. Harper [I4] to derive sharp upper bounds for
moments of families of L-functions under the generalized Riemann hypothesis (GRH). We note also an upper bounds
principle developed by M. Radziwill and K. Soundararajan in [27] for establishing upper bounds for moments of families
of L-functions as well as its dual lower bounds principle developed by W. Heap and K. Soundararajan in [16].

Similar to My(T), it is also interesting to study moments of the derivatives of {(s) on the critical line. For integers
[>1,let

T
I.(T) :/|C(l)(%+it)|2kdt.
1

An asymptotic formula for I; ;(T) is also given in the above mentioned work of A. E. Ingham [18]. In [], J. B.
Conrey obtained an asymptotic formula for I ; (7). Also, in connection with the random matric theory, J.B. Conrey,
M.O. Rubinstein and N.C. Snaith [9, Conjecture 1] conjectured that

2
I (T) ~ apbpT(log T)* +2F,

for some explicit constants ay, by.

Under RH, M. B. Milinovich [22] established essentially upper bounds of the correct order of magnitude for Iy ;(T)
for positive integers k,l. His result was further improved to yield optimal upper bounds by A. Ivi¢ [19] for Iy o(T)
for positive integers k. The methods employed in [22] and [19] allow one to deduce upper bounds for Iy ;(7) from
the corresponding ones for My(T'). As sharp upper bounds for My (T) are known for all & > 0 under RH from the
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work of K. Soundararajan [35] and for all 0 < k < 2 unconditionally from the work of W. Heap, M. Radziwill and K.
Soundararajan [I5], we may apply the methods in [22] and [I9] to derive that unconditionally for 1/2 < k& < 2 and
under RH for k£ > 2, we have for all integers [ > 1,

Iea(T) <y T(log T)F +2K.

On the other hand, K. Sono [33], T. Christ and J. Kalpokas [3] studied lower bounds for Iy ;(T). It follows from
[3 Corollary 1.1] that we have for any rational k > 1 and any positive integer [,

Tea(T) >3 T(log T)F +2K.

The aim of this paper is to obtain sharp lower bounds for I, ;(T") for all real k > 0. For simplicity, we shall focus on
I1,1(T) throughout, although our methods carry over to treat Iy ;(T') for other [ as well. Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For large T and any k > 0, we have
Ii1(T) >, T(log T)* T2k,

Combining Theorem [[LT] and our discussions above, we immediately obtain the following result concerning the order
of magnitude of I 1 (7).

Corollary 1.2. For large T and any 1/2 < k < 2, we have
It (T) < T(log T)¥ 2k,

The proof of Theorem [[T]is based on the above mentioned lower bounds principle of W. Heap and K. Soundararajan
[16], together with the approach taken in [3] Section 5]. We note that a similar approach to the one used in [3], Section 5]
has already been employed by M. B. Milinovich and N. Ng [23] in their study on lower bounds for the discrete moments
of the derivative of ((s) at nontrivial zeros. Since these discrete moments can be regarded as analogues to Iy 1(7) and
are studied by the author in [I1], the proof of Theorem [[T] also makes use of some approaches there as well.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We reserve the letter p for a prime number in this paper and we recall the following well-known results on sums of
primes (see [25, Theorem 2.7]).

Lemma 2.1. Let x > 2. We have, for some constant b,

1 1
Z - = loglogx—i—b—i—O(—),
= log x

Z logp _ logz + O(1).

p<z

We note the following mean value theorem given in [24, Lemma 4.1] concerning integrals over Dirichlet polynomials.

Lemma 2.2. Let {a,} and {b,} be sequences of complex numbers. Let Ty and Ty be positive real numbers and g(t) be
a real-valued function that is continuously differentiable on the interval [Ty, Ts]. Then

T> 00 oS
/T g(t) <Z annit> (Z bnnit> dt
Ty nO_O 3 Ty 0o 1/2 o 1/2
:/ g(t)dtZanbn—i-O <|9(Tl)| + |9(T3)| +/T |g/(t)|dt> <Z n|an|2> (Z n|bn|2>

T n=1 n=1 n=1

3. PrRoOOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

3.1. The lower bound principle. We may assume that & > 0 and 7T is a large number throughout the proof. We
also point out that the explicit constants involved in estimations using < or the big-O notations in the proof depend
on k only and are uniform with respect to p and T'.

We follow the ideas of A. J. Harper in [I4] to define for a large number M depending on & only,

2071 . . M
ag =0, ozj:w Vi>1l, J=5kr=max{j:a; <107}
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We denote ¢; := (e2ka;3/41 for 1 < j < J and divide the interval (0,7%7] into disjoint subintervals I, =
(Ti-1,T%],1 < j < J. We define for any real number ¢ and any z € R,
L
Eg(.%‘) = Z %
j=0
We also define for any real number a and any 1 < j < 7,

J
Pi(s) = Z 1%7 Nj(s,a) = Ey, (oij(S)), N(s,a) = H/\/j(s,a).
=1

PEI;

We deduce from [IT], (3.1)] and Lemma 2] that for any large number N, we can take T large enough so that

1 1
(3.1) Pi(1) < =41, P;j(1) <min(10, Ngj)a 2<j5<J.

N

We denote (n) for the number of prime powers dividing n and g(n) for the multiplicative function given on prime
powers by g(p”) = 1/r! and define functions b;(n),1 < j < J such that bj(n) = 0 or 1 and that b;(n) = 1 only when
Q(n) < ¢; and all the prime factors of n are from the interval I;. We then have

aQ(nj) 1
Ni(s,a) = E : 9(n;) b ”J)n_
n; J

., 1<j<J.
J

It follows from [II Section 3.1] that each A (s,«) is a short Dirichlet polynomial of length at most 7% [e%ka; /]

and that A(s, ) is also a short Dirichlet polynomial of length at most A0 K107/
We now write for simplicity that

(3.2) N(s,a) = Z aa(n)'

nS

n

We note that aq(n) # 0 only when n = [[, ;. 7 n; such that b;(n;) = 1, in which case we have

Qns
) =] L)
We combine [I11 (2.1), (3.3)] to see that for all n > 3,
(3.3) aq(n) < etontorn (10 (rgisgn)) and ax(n) =0 when n > T40e*k107M/%
Moreover, we note that [I1], (3.4)] implies that for R(s) > —1/logT and T large enough,
(3.4) IN (s, )| < el s tog T (1HO (iagisg)) 40 k10~ /4 (141/ log T)

In the proof of Theorem [T we need the following lower bounds principle of W. Heap and K. Soundararajan [16]
for our case.

Lemma 3.2. With notations as above, we have for 0 < k <1/2,
(3.5)

T T 1/2 T (1-Fk)/2
/ ~C( N it k- DN (S —it, k)dt <<(/ C'(% +it)*at ) (/ C'( + PN + itk — 1) 2dt)
1 1 1

T j 1 o 2 1 o 2Tk k/2
() TLONGG + it B)P 41955 + it R Pre)de)
j=1
Also, we have for k > 1/2,

T
/ —C'(3 + NS + itk — DN(L — it B)dt
(3.6) 1

2k—1

T
S(/l I¢'(% +it |2’fdt / 1_[1(|./\/j(%—|—it,k)|2+|Qj(%—|—it,k)|2”‘)dt> -

Here the implied constants in BH) and B6) depend on k only, and we define

(s, k) = (64 max(2, ké;i— Z’>/2)7>j(s))f]'7
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with ry =2+ [1/k| for 0 <k <1/2 and ry, =1+ [2k/(2k — 1)] for k > 1/2.

We skip the proof of the above lemma as it can be established similar to those of [Tl Lemma 3.2-3.3]. We deduce
from the above lemma that in order to establish Theorem [T}, it suffices to prove the following three propositions.

Proposition 3.3. With notations as above, we have for k > 0,

(3.7) /1T —C' (L + )N (L + itk — DN(L —it, k)dt > T(log T)* +1.
Proposition 3.4. With notations as above, we have for 0 < k < 1/2,

(3.8) /1T I (3 +it)PIN(5 + itk — 1)Pdt < T(log T)*+2.

Proposition 3.5. With notations as above, we have for k > 0,
/ H (NG (L +it, k)% + |Qu(% + it, k)| > ) dt <T(log T)*¥*
1

We shall omit the proof of Proposition [35] as it is similar to that of [IT, Proposition 3.5], upon making use of Lemma
In the rest of the paper, we shall prove the remaining two propositions.

3.6. Proof of Proposition The proof is based on the approaches used in Section 5 of [3] and Section 5 of [24].
We denote the left side expression in [B) by S; and apply Cauchy’s residue theorem to deduce that

27”/ —C'"(8)N (s, k — 1)N(1 — s, k) ds,

where C consists of line segments from 5 +i to k+1, then from x +1 to k +¢T" and lastly from x + 47" to % + 4T, where
k=1+ (logT)*
We apply [B.4)) and the estimation (see [12] (20)])
(1-R(s))/24€ < <
oy < { Q) S 0SRE) <L,
@ +[the R(s) =1,

to see that the integral is bounded by O(T'~¢) on the horizontal edges of the contour. We thus conclude that

(3.9) S1=S1r+O(T"),
where
k41T
(3.10) Sip= % _C()N (5, — DN(L = s, k) ds + O(T'),

To evaluate S g, we define the Dlrlchlet convolution f * g for two arithmetic functions f(k), g(k) by

Frglk)y= > f(m)

mn==k

Using this notation and that given in (2]), we apply Lemma 22 to evaluate S; r in (BI0) to see that

1 1

n=1 n=1

We apply the estimations given in ([B3]) to see that for T large enough,

— ax(n)? 4klog T/ loglog T 1 1
O, (o) O, —&
Z pize S¢€ e Z T <T
n=1 n<T40e2 k10~ M/4
Moreover, we have that
(log *ag_1)(n) < logn > lax—1(n)] < TY?* logn.
n<T40e2k10~ M/4

It follows from the above that

= log *ak 1 ) 1—9 log n 1—
> logac 0 o puoar 3 o8 e
n=1 n=1




LOWER BOUNDS FOR MOMENTS OF THE DERIVATIVE OF THE RIEMANN ZETA FUNCTION 5

where the last estimation above follows from the bound that (see |24, (16)]) uniformly for ¢ > 1 and any integer i > 0,

(oo}

Z log'n < 1
ne (o —1)i+1"

n=1

We then conclude from the above discussions that

S =yt 3 Pt mn)Qo8T) sy

(3.11)

:T -1 Z loin Z ag—1(m)ar(mn) 4 O(Tl—a)_

It remains to estimate the last expression above. To do so, we may assume that n = Hle nj with bj(n;) =1 for
1 <j < J. Then the inner sum of the last expression above becomes

ap—1(m)ag(mn J Qnjm;) (. — 1)20m;)
ZM:H( Lk k=1 bj(”jmj)bj(mj))

— m o N ™y g(nym;)g(m;

J Qn;m;) (1. _ 1\2(m;)
1 EH#ami)(f — 1)2ms
=11 ( — - ) ba‘(”jmj)),
- My g(nymg;)g(m;)
where the last equality above follows by noting that b;(n;m;) = 1 implies that b;(m;) =1forall1 <j < J.

Note that the factor b;(n;m; ) restricts m; to have all prime factors in I; such that Q(n;m;) < ¢;. If we remove this
restrictions on €2, then the sum over m; becomes

LK) (M) ) (K KD sy

my o g(ngmg)g(my) o, p pr) no Mgt (g Dlpay (i +2)121p3,
(pms)=1 P, In;
li,jzl

We recast the last product above as

Ko kbt (B —1)  khat2(k—1)2 ES(ng) 1
— + - +ee ) = 1+0(-)),
H (l@j! (l@j + 1)!pi7j (l@j + 2)!2!]712_0- ) i H ( (p))

pij€l; pEl;
15 p

P lIng plns
li’]‘zl

and we note that each factor in the last product above is positive.
Using Rankin’s trick by noticing that 22(imi)—=t > 1 if Q(njm;) > ¢;, we see that the error introduced this way
does not exceed

Z 1 EQmami) |1 — g|20m)
m;  g(njmg)g(m;)

mj

98 (njm;)—¢;

1 kQ("jmj)QQ(mj)H _ k|9(mj)

—98n;)—¢; Z il
my;

p g(nym;)g(m;)
£ (n3) k(k—1) 1 1
<=tz T (1+ ——=+0(5)) [ (1+0(=)
f— . 2 2
9(ng)  er ( p p )pelj( P )
(p,mj)=1 pln;

where the last estimation above follows from (B).
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It follows that we may write

S daabmobmn) (1 MEED o L)
m PGU]J:1IJ'

where
|f(ny)] < 2% =672,

We apply the above estimation to see that

Z loin Z ak,l(m;bak(mn)

- 1I (1+ ME—1) +O(i2)) 3 loin IZ[ (1+fj(nj))]Z(Tj‘)bj(nj) 11 (1+0(%))~

PGU}'yzl 1

(3.12)

Note that we have

> loin ﬁ (1 + fj("j)) gf(l(nj)) bi(ny) 1 (1 + 0(%))
~7 (n;)
-2 (e nm) ’;ang (1+06)) (S toen)
pln;
= i_ f[ (;nij(l + fj(nﬂ)%bj(nj) Il (1+0)))
J#i’ p\n;
logn ES2(ng) 1
x ( 2 ij, (1 + fir (”j/)) o) (”j/)pg/ (1 + O(I—?)))-
plng

We denote NV, 1 < j < J for the set of integers n; such that n; is divisible only by primes p € I;. We estimate the
last sum of the last expression above by observing that 1 — 29(%)=4i/2 < 0 when Q(n;) > ¢,/2, so that

logn; k() 1 logn; ny)—t; k() 1
2 ) emnen T (1rog) = 3 = (i-2e?) s T (1+00)
pln Y pln;
We further observe that
logn; (1 oa(n,)—t,/2) K2 1
ngfj n; (1 2 ) g(nj) p1€_£ (1+O( ))
pln;
__4 L (] ofum—ty 2\ KO 1
ds (R;NJ n}JrS (1 2 ) g(n;) ple_£ (1 + O(p))) 5=0
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Upon writing

T A T o) T o) g8+ ).

n; 6/\/

we deduce that

Note also that we have
28Un;)—L;/2 |.Q(nj)

_d%( 2 nits g(ny)

nje./\[j J

s=0

1
I (+olh))
=274/ ] (1+—+O(%))(Z 2klﬂJrO(z%))

pel;

It follows that

3 logn, (1 _ 29<nj>—éj/2) K
.

n; ENj; J g(nj) p€l;

>1-25 T (1+ % Fo() (30 e +0(2%)).

pel;

We apply similar arguments as above to see that we have
1 ( k(l(nj) 1
— (14 £0)) ——b; () [T (1+0(2))
;”j T glng) pl;j p
pln;

>3 i(1 e Ly J +0(%)) > -2 I (1+ % +0(]%)).

n; n;
njEM J g( ‘]) pel; pel;

We then conclude that

logn 2 Q(n;)—L;/2 ks
S S0 ) e T (1 06)
n=TI1, n; =1 ! pel
pin;
J
>[I (-2 1] (1+§+O(%))( > kl;gp+0(]%)).
j=1 pEUfZl I; PEU}Q1 I

We apply the above estimation into (B.12]) and apply (39), BI1) together with Lemma 2] to conclude that
Sh >>T(logT)k2+1.

This completes the proof of the proposition.
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3.7. Proof of Proposition[3.4. We denote the left side expression in (B.8) by S2 and apply Cauchy’s integral formula
for derivatives to see that

T
SQ:/ |C’(%+it)|2|/\/(%+it,k—1)|2dt:/
1 1

where C; denotes the positively oriented circle in the complex plane centered at 0 of radius R = (log7)~!. We then
apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the integral over o above to deduce that

T 1 ;
1 5 t 2
| Lﬁf”da’ W + itk — 1)[2dt,
2w Je, o

1 T 1 2
Sy g(—)Q/ ’/ —4daH/ C(4 + o+ it) dal [N (5 + itk — 1) at
27T 1 Ci [0 C
(3.13) ;
ERvTe 1 CNI2IA(L i 1 12
<(=—)*R™° max IC(5 + a+it)[*|N(5 +it, k — 1)]°dt.
2T la|=R J4

We denote the last integral above by I and we fix an o = 8 + iy with 5,y € C such that |o| = R to estimate it.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that f < 0 and we apply Cauchy’s residue theorem to deduce that

1
[=— 2 —a,k—1)]*d
7 L ICOPINGs = k= s,
where Cy consists of line segments from 4 + 3+ (1 + )i to 3 4+ (1 + )i, then from 3 + (1 + )i to 5 + (T + )i and
lastly from £ + (T + )i to 5 + B+ (T +7)i.
The integration on the on the horizontal edges of the contour can be estimated to be O(T'~¢) using ([3.4) and the
convexity bound for ((s) (see [20, Exercise 3, p. 100]) that asserts

1—%R

Cs) < (L+s) 27, 0<R(s) < 1,

We then deduce that
I=1Ip+0(T"9),
where
I
Ip = — IC(% +it)PIN (5 +it — o,k — 1)]Pdt.
270 J14y
We now apply arguments similar to the proof of [16, Proposition 2] to deduce that for T' large enough,
Ir < T(logT)*.
We apply the above estimation in (BI3) to conclude that
S <T'(log T)k2+2.
This completes the proof of the proposition.
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