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1 Introduction

Let (@ = (4) be a real primitive Dirichlet character modulo d given by Kronecker sym-
bol. In 1981, Jutila [13] investigated the first and second moment of the family of quadratic
Dirichlet L-functions L(1/2, x(?) for d running over fundamental discriminants and provided
the asymptotic formulas for these moments. In 2000, applying random matrix theory, Keating

and Snaith [15] conjectured that for any positive real number k,

3 L(1/2, X D) ~ X (log X) 2,

ld| <X
where C}, are explicit constants. In 2009, Soundararajan [19] established upper bounds for
moments of L-functions that are close to the predicted result under the generalized Riemann
hypothesis (GRH). In 2013, Harper [8] provided a refinement to obtain sharp upper bounds for
the moments of L-functions conditionally. Instead of considering the values of L-functions at
the central point, Szabé [20] showed results for the shifted moments of L-functions which are
very useful.

Also, in [13], Jutila derived an asymptotic formula for the first moment of the family of
quadratic Dirichlet L-functions L(1/2,x?)) with prime moduli, where the primes p satisfy
certain congruence conditions. After that, Baluyot and Pratt obtained an asymptotic formula
for the second moment of L(1/2,x®)) under the GRH. Recently, Gao and Zhao [5] established
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the right order of magnitude for the k-th moment of L(1/2,x®). In addition, Andrade and
Keating [2] and Bui and Florea [4] studied the problem of the moments of quadratic Dirichle
L-functions of prime moduli over function field.

The problems of quadratic Dirichlet character sums are one of the important applications
of moments of L-functions. In 1973, M. Jutila [11] asserted a conjecture which stated that for
any positive integer m, there exist constants ¢1(m), ca(m), with values depending only on m,
such that

Do 1D X[ < ea(m) XY™ (log X)), (L1)
XES(X) n<Y
where S(X) denotes the set of all non-principal quadratic Dirichlet characters of modulus at
most X. Also in the same year, in another paper by Jutila [12], he established (1.1) for m =1
with co(m) = 8. This was later improved by Armon [2] who showed that ca(m) = 1 could be
taken. We can find other related bounds in [18] and [21].

In this year, Gao and Zhao [6] gave a smoothed version of the above conjecture of Jutila
under GRH. After that, in [7], they improved their result by using shifted moments of quadratic
Dirichlet L-functions and gave an unsmoothed version. More precisely, they showed that for
large X, Y and any real number m > 0,

2m
> X x®m)| < Xy ogx) e, (1:2)

d<X n<Y
(d,2)=1, p* (d)=1

where p is Mobius function.
In this paper, we obtain sharp upper bounds for character sums of the unsmoothed version,
like (1.2), for prime moduli. First, we establish the upper bounds for the shifted moments of

quadratic Dirichlet L-functions as follows.

Theorem 1.1. With the notation as above and the truth of GRH, let k > 1 be a fixed integer
and ay,...,ax, A fized positive real numbers. Suppose that X is a large real number and
t=(t1,...,tr) a real k-tuple with |t;| < XA. Then

> logp|L(1/2+ity, x) [ o [L(1/2 + ity X 5) [

(p,2)=1
p<X
<X(log X)(eit+ab/4 T ’C(lJrz'(t I )amae/2
" log X

1<m</t<k
a2 /Atam,/2

3

1
1+ i(ty +1 )
x‘g( +i( +8)+1OgX

2 11 ‘((1+2't - )
ity + ——
1Sk log X

where ((s) is the Riemann zeta function. Here the implied constant depends on k, A and the

aj’s, but not on X or the t;’s.
Suppose that g : R>g — R is defined by
log if a <1/logx or a > €,
g(a) = 1/a, if 1/logz < o < 10, (1.3)

logloga, if 10 < a < e”.



By applying Lemma 2.2 from Section 2 to Theorem 1.1, we obtain a result related to the

correlation factor g(«) as follows.

Corollary 1.2. With the notation as above and the truth of GRH, let k > 1 be a fixed integer
and ay,...,ax, A fized positive real numbers. Suppose that X is a large real number and

t=(t1,...,tr) a real k-tuple with |t;| < XA. Then

Z log p|L(1/2 + ity, x®P)|"" - |L(1/2 + ity X&) | ™

(p,2)=1
p<X

24 4+a? ama ama a? am
<X (log X))\t TT (|t — ta) " 2g([tm + o) T g(|2tm])m/*om /2,
1<m<t<k 1<m<k

From this Corollary, we obtain the key result of this paper.

Theorem 1.3. With the notation as above and the truth of GRH, for any integer k > 1 and
any real number m satisfying 2m > k + 1, we have for large X, Y and any ¢ > 0,

2m
Sn(X.Y):= Y 10gp’2x(8p)(n)’ < XY™(log X )R(m:ke) (1.4)
p<X n<Y
(p,2)=1

where

(@m— k)2 k(k—1)
1 T3

R(m,k,s)max<2m2m+1+5, +2m+1+e¢,

m(2m +1) — k(2m+ Z - k) + 5). (1.5)
In particular, by setting k = 2, we obtain, for m > 2,
S (X,Y) < XY™ (log X)2m ~milte, (1.6)
Remark 1.4. From Theorem 1.3, we derive that for any real number m > 1 and € > 0,
S (X,Y) < XY™ (log X)), (1.7)

As for 0 < m < 1, we can use Hdélder’s inequality to get

Sm(X, Y) < Xl_l/n(smn(X, Y))l/n < Xl_l/n(XYmn(logX)Om*s(l))l/n
< XYm(logX)Omvf(l),

where real number n > 1 is large enough such that mn > 1. Then we can see that for any real
number m > 0, (1.7) is valid.
2 Preliminaries

Notation. Let p and ¢ always denote prime numbers. The symbol X always denotes a

large real number. The symbol € always denotes an arbitrary small positive number, which may



not be the same in different occurrences. For any real number ¢, |¢] denotes its integer part.
The symbol [J denotes a square number. We use (¢ (n) to denote the Kronecker symbol (%)
We write d|n to mean that d divides n, and that p* || n to mean that p* is the exact power of
p dividing n. The function 2(n) denotes the number of prime factors of n, counting according
to multiplicity.

We give two Mertens’ estimates and a result concerning a sum over primes.

Lemma 2.1. For z > 2 we have

1
(a) Z — =loglogz+c+ O(1/logz), where cis a constant,

p<z
1
() 3222 — 1052+ 0(1).
p<z
Proof. See Theorem 3.4 of Koukoulopoulos [17]. O

Lemma 2.2. Let x > 2 and o« > 0. Then, we have

> w = log [¢(1 + 1/log + ia)| + O(1) 21

p<x

< log g(a) + O(1), (2.2
where the function g(a) is defined in (1.5).

Proof. The equality (2.1) is a special case of Lemma 3.2 of Koukoulopoulos [16]. The inequality
(2.2) can be found in Szabé [20]. O

Lemma 2.3. Under GRH, for every primitive Dirichlet character x modulo q, with R(s) > 1/2

and for any € > 0, we have
L(s,x) < lgs*.
Proof. See Corollary 5.20 of Iwaniec and Kowalski [10]. O
We give the Stirling’s approximation for the factorial function.

Lemma 2.4. For n € N, we have

nl = (g)" Vara(l + O(1/n)).
Proof. See Theorem 1.12 of Koukoulopoulos [17]. O

Lemma 2.5. Let X, Z be positive integers, and a, be any complex numbers. Then

D |2 ™)

(X2 (X+2) > laman].

d<X n<Z mn<Z
(d,2)=1 mn=0
Proof. See Corollary 2 of Heath-Brown [9)]. O



Lemma 2.6. Let X, Y be positive integers. For any m > 0, we have

2m
Z X(D)(n) <m xmtl
|D|<X,D#0 n<Y
4|D or D=1( mod 4)
Proof. See Theorem 1 of Armon [2]. O

The following is Perron’s formula.
Lemma 2.7. Assume that the series

= —_— = t

f(s) ; 8 o +it,

converges absolutely for o > 1, that |w,| < W(n), where W (n) > 0 is a monotonically increasing

function, and that

nG’

Z [n] =0((c—=1)7%), a>0,

as o — 1T. Then for any 1 < b <by, T >1 and x = N +1/2, we have

1 biT x® b W (2x) log x
;wn =g ) SO s o(m) + 0(%), (2.3)
where the constants in the O symbols depend only on by.
Proof. See Theorem 1 of Chapter 5 of Karatsuba [14]. O
Let ® be a non-negative smooth function
<1, ze€ll/4,1/2]U][1,3/2],
D(x)S =1, ze[1/2,1], (2.4)

=0, otherwise .

The Mellin transform of ®(z) is denoted by @(s), and for any complex number s, it is given by

the following integral:

~

D(s) = /OOO ®(z)r* tda. (2.5)

Lemma 2.8. Assume GRH. Let ¢ be a positive odd integer, ®(x) be a smooth function as

described above, and let k € R with k > 0. Then, for any € > 0, we have

Z (logp)(l - %p)_kx(gp) (c)® (%) =0._0®(1)X + O(X/*  loglog(c +2)).  (2.6)
(p2)=1

Proof. If k =0, see Lemma 2.4 in Gao and Zhao [5]. If k£ > 0, we have

> togp(1-5) @0 (§) = ¥ ten @@ ()0 X Ee (%)

(r2)=1 (r2)=1 p2=1 P

For the main term of the above expression, it is the same as the case k¥ = 0. Using Lemma 2.1
(b) to estimate the error term, we get a contribution of < log X, which can be absorbed by the

error term in (2.6). O



Lemma 2.9. Let k be a positive integer and let QQ, a1, as,...,ax be fived positive real constants,
x> 2. Definea :=a1+---+ai. Assume X is a large real number, p is any odd prime satisfying

p<X,0>1/2andty,...,ty are fived real numbers with |t;] < X. For any integer n, define

1./ < .
n):= 58‘%( E amn_”m).
m=1

Then, under the GRH, we have the following inequality holds:

k
Z am log |(1 = 1/2p)L(o + it x 7))

(8p) 2
QX" (q)  logz/q h(q®) log X
<2Z 1/2+max(0 1/2,1/ log x) 10g$ + Z 142 max(oc—1/2,1/log x) (Q+ ) Og.’L‘ +O(1)
q<m q<zl/2
2.7)
Proof. By Lemma 2.7 of Gao and Zhao [7], we have
k
Z @ 10g |L(0 + ity X))
(8p) 2)y(8P) (42
)X () logz/q h(g*)x"*"(¢°) log X
<2 Z 1/2+maX(U 1/2,1/ log x) 1ng + Z q1+2max(a—1/2,1/logm) + (Q + 1)a IOg:C + 0(1)
q<:n q<zl/2
(2.8)
For the second term of the right hand side of the above inequality, we can get
3 MPAX® () > h(g?) B h(p?)
1+2max(oc—1/2,1/logx) 14+2max(oc—1/2,1/log z) p1+2 max(c—1/2,1/logx)
qgml/z qul/2
h(g?) a
= Z q1+2 max(c—1/2,1/logx) + 2_p
q<zt/?
h(g?) 1
= Z q1+2 max(c—1/2,1/logx) alog (1 - 2_p) (29)
qul/2

Here the final step uses z < —log(1 — ) for any 0 < « < 1. Inserting (2.9) into (2.8), we obtain
the result. O

Lemma 2.10. Assume the truth of GRH, let k > 1 be a fized integer, and a = (ay,...,ax)
and t = (t1,...,tr) be real k-tuples with a; > 0 for all i. Define a :== a; + ---+ ai. Then for

sufficiently large real number X and o > 1/2, we have

Z logp’L(a + itq, X(8p)) ’al e ‘L(U + itk X(8p)) ‘ak <<aX(1ogX)“(“+1)/2.

(p,2)=1
p<X

Proof. We can deduce this result by modifying the proof of Theorem 1.2 of Gao and Zhao
[5]. O



Let M and N be large numbers that depends only on a. Define

2071 N ,—3/4 Sj .
=0 R =9 ) h: = —L  f >1
/80 5 ﬂj (1Og10g X)27 S Le ﬂ] J7 7 1007 orj =1, (210)
J =1+max{j:B; <107 M},
From the definition as above, we have
Br_1<107M = 20772 <107 M(loglog X)? = J <4 logloglog X. (2.11)

Let v(n) denotes the multiplicative function such that v(p*) = al. We see that

7(712) > v(n). (2.12)

Recall that the definition of h(n) in Lemma 2.9, for any 1 <i < j < 7, let

_ 2h()x®*P (@) log(X" /q)
a9 (p) = o 1X:<Xa gl/2+max(c—1/2,1/log X*7) log X P (2.13)
i—l<g< i
and 8 o
2h(q) log( X"
t(n, X%) = [ ( () log( B/‘I) > : (2.14)
aqmax(a—l/Q,l/ log X73) 10gXﬁj
q*|In

We can observe that ¢(n,x) is a totally multiplicative function of n and

t(n,x)] < 1. (2.15)

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Dividing 0 < p < X into dyadic blocks, we see that to prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to

demonstrate the result

Z log p|L(o + ih,x(sm)‘al Lo+ itk,x(gp))‘akd)(g)

X
(p,2)=1
(a2+--+a2)/4 . _ amae/2
<X(log X)rtt et T (¢4t — o) + og x| (3.1)
1<m<t<k
. 1 amae/2 . 1 afﬂ/4+am,/2
x ‘C(l—i—z(tm—f—tg)—i—@)] 11 \g(1+2nm+M)]

1<m<k

for 0 = 1/2. To obtain a more general theorem, we will prove the result for o > 1/2.
In (2.7), we take * = X% and cut up our main Dirichlet polynomial into smaller pieces
aG; ;(p) (1 <i<j<J). In terms of the size of the short Dirichlet polynomial, we define the

following sets:
S(0) ={(p,2) =1:|aGy,(p)| > hy for some 1 << J},

S() ={(p,2) =1:1aGm,1(p)| < hum, foralll <m < jandm <1< J,
but [aG;11,1(p)| > hj+1 for some j+1 <1< T}, 1<j<J, (3:2)



S(T) ={(p,2) =1:1aGm,g®)] < hpm, V1 <m < J}.
Obviously, we see that

J
2 =13=s0)

Next, we will estimate the sum (3.1) over the sets S(0) and S(j) (1 < j < J), respectively.

3.1 The estimate of the sum over the set S(0)
First, we state the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let ® and S(0) be defined as in (2.4) and (3.2). Then, we have

> (ogp)e () <a Xe e

(p,2)=1
peS(0)

Proof. By the definition of S(0) and Rankin’s trick, we get

Z (log p)® ( ) Z Z hy |ag1z |)R(1ogp)<1>(§),

(p,2)=1 (p,2)=1I=1

peS(0)
1
R=2 .
LOOﬂlJ

By (2.10), (2.13) and (2.14), we obtain

2 i (h;1|ag1,l(p)|)2LﬁJ (1ng)@(§)
(p,2)=11=1
Lok 8
:g < _3/4J> Z (2 Looj(J)) 1/2 , X7 Z (logp)x(gp)(n)d)(%)_

n
2(n)=2| 1ot |
gln=XP0<g<xP1

where we choose

We apply Lemma 2.8 to estimate the innermost sum over p mentioned above. By (2.10), (2.11)

and (2.15), the contribution from the error term is

50a )2[WJ
J

(2 LmJ )! t(n, XP) loglog(n + 2)
121;2.(7 Z y(n)nt/2

n

Q(n)=2 | 1ois |
qln=XP0<q<x1

<<X1/2+5j< 50a J)Q[WJ 3 (%WEJ)'

L€N5;3/4 v(n)nt/2—=

< X1/2+€j (

n

Q(n):2[ﬁJ
qln=XP0<g<xP1

50a QLﬁJ 1 QLWJ

XPo<g<XhF

— x2te g (



50a LwoﬁlJ )
< X1/2+1/100+€j W <a Xef(loglogx) ) (33)
€ P

The contribution from the main term is

50a ’ LﬁJ
J Y

leN gy —~ ~7(n)ni/2

2(n)=2| 1t |
qln=XP0<q<xP1

<XJ<

Since function t(n,Xﬁl) is totally multiplicative of n, and by (2.12) and (2.15), we get that
(3.4) is

2| oz | (QLT—TJ)'ﬁ(HAY&)
() e X S

Q)= 1oia |
gln=X"0<g<xP1

e e ]
) Zz vmi
m)=| 15857 |

gln=XP0<g<xP1

2| 1ot | 1) | ot |
B Xj( eNﬂ—3/4 ) (2 LO%D > ; : (3.5)

(\‘méﬂlJ)! XFPo<g<XP1 q

By Lemma 2.1 (a), Lemma 2.4, (2.10) and (2.11), we can calculate (3.5) is

) L#J | Gloglog )2
<Xj[b@J<@@§X(E¥>;N>N% <Xj@.gN){a%ﬁﬁ

25 eV 100a2

Lo Xe(oglog X)? (3.6)

where we choose N to be large enough. According to (3.3) and (3.6), We complete the proof

of this lemma. O

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

Z 1ogp‘L(J + itl,x(gp)) ‘al e |L(O’ + itk,x(gp)) |ak¢(£)

X
(p,2)=1
peS(0)
Py L2 ] (8p)Y | 201 . (8p)1 [2ax Py L/2
§( Z (10gp)q)(§)) (Z 1ng‘L(O'+Zt1,X )‘ ~~~|L(J+ztk,x )| (I)(Y)) .
(p,2)=1 (p,2)=1
peS(0)

Then, by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 2.10, the above summation is <, X. Naturally, we have

Z 1ogp’L(a + it1,x(8p)) ’al e ’L(O‘ + itk,x(sm)’ak(b(ﬂ)

X
(p.2)=1
p€S(0)
2 2 1
(a2+4-+a2)/4 . B amae/2
<aX (log X))l " H |1+ i(tm te)+—logX)|

1<m<(<k



. 1 amag/2 . 1 a? /4+am /2
1 tm +1t —_— ¢ 1+ 2, + ——=)| ™ .
X O+ it +te) + o) 1<];[<k|<( + 2t + 1)

3.2 The estimate of the sum over the set S(j)

Fix a j with 1 < j < J. From Lemma 2.9, we have

> logp|L(o +ity, X)) | - |L (0 + ity X)) \“’“@(2)

X

(p,2)=1
PES(J)

J 2

h(q*)
< Z exp ( Z gi’j (p)) oxp Z q1+2 max(o’—l/Q,l/logXBj)

(p,2)=1 i=1 p<XBi/?
pES(J) B

X exp ((Q;ijl)a) (log p) (1 - %p)_a @(%).

From the above inequality, the definition of S(j), and Rankin’s trick, we obtain

S togp| Lo + it )| - Lo 4 it )0 (£)

(p.2)=1
PES(F)
J
oD ST RRE R N P P O 2
j e v gl+2max(c—1/2,1/log X"7)
(p,2)=1t=j+1 e
PES(J)
Q10 g 1)—“ p
X exp log 11— — d(L). 37
( Bj ( ) 2p (X) (3.7)

Using Taylor’s formula with integral remainder and Stirling’s formula (Lemma 2.4), we can

deduce that for any z € C,

n—1 g
eZ:Z%—i—O(lZl! el#le? ) (3.8)
s=0
Let z = aG; j(p), n = s; + 1 in (3.8). Since |aG; ;j(p)| < h; for p € S(j), we get
° (aGi 4 s
exp (a6, ) = S0 LI (1 4 o). (39)
s=0 !

Inserting (3.9) into (3.7), we obtain

> logp|L(o +ity, x5)|" -+ |L(0 + ity x ) \“’“@(2)

X
(p,2)=1
PES(J)
g; 100[" +1 N M
< ¥ 3 tshhgn e I (3
p2) 1t=j5+1 1=1 \s=0
PES(J)
h(g®) (Q+1)a LN (P
X exp Z g\ 2 max(e—1/2,1/log X i) oxXp B; (logp) 1_2_p @(Y)'
p<xPil?

(3.10)



By (2.10), (2.13) and (2.14), we calculate that the Dirichlet polynomial
_ 2 %
(k5 210Gy L7577

2{WJ 1 B8
= & a (2\~100ﬁj+1J)! t(n,X )
() 2

(8p) 3.11
=7 > et SR OBNCAL
J+1

2(n)=2 | o377 |
gln=Xx"i <q<xPi+1

and

S

J si aGi ;(p))* S 0 t(g, XPi) &P
H( ( ’s!(p))>=,H (_|) 5 (q ql)/>2< (q)

XPi-1<q<XBi

aft(mi) ¢ ng, XB
( — )X(8p>(ni). (3.12)

/

i=1 i v(ni)n;

aln;=XPi-1<q<xfi

We observe that (n,n;) = 1 for any 1 < ¢ < j. By inserting these two formulas (3.11) and
(3.12), back into (3.10), we get

S togp| Lo + it )| Lo 4 i )0 (£)

(p,2)=1
PES(J)
J 2| ot | (2] == k—|)! £(n, X P
< Z 50_&3/4 Z LlooﬁjHJ 1/2 )
t=j+1 LGN i1 J n y(n)n
2(n)=2| o037 |
qln=X"i <q<xPi+1
J S (ni) t(ni,XBj) h(qQ)
< [T > exp| > ,
i=1 Q(n?)iSSi 7(”1’)”3/2 q<XxPil? gt max(c—1/2,1/ log X*7)

qlni=>XPi-1<q<Xbi

X exp ((Q;ijl)a) (p;)_l(logp) (1 — 2%))_“ x &) (nnl)fb(%) (3.13)

Applying Lemma 2.8 to estimate the innermost sum of (3.13). By (2.11) and (2.15), the

contribution of the error term is

2| ookt ) 1 Lsi
50a j+1 (2|_100ﬂ' J)' aZi:l Si
<X/ <[N73/4> D DR 0
€ J+1 J n§X1/5U n/SXZf:l Bisq

X exp Z G exp <M) . (3.14)

max(o— X5 .
o 52 q1+2 ax(c—1/2,1/log J) 6]
From (210), we estimate that

> Bisi <50eN - 107MA N s < 2N (loglog X))
1<i<T 1<i<T

11



Hence, in (3.14), the sum over n’ is also a short Dirichlet polynomial. Then, the error term is

2| 1o58—
< X1/2+8 GQeN(loglogX)g/z 50a |_100L31+1J QL;J)'
5] 10051+

1 h(g?) (Q+ a
X Z nl/2 xp Z 1+2max(o—1/2,1/log X 73 ) exp B; ’ (3.15)

nSXl/QO q<X[-3j/2 q

By Lemma 2.4 and (2.10), we can calculate that

2¢ (loglog X)*/2 [ __90a ' (2 o )l <a X°
' <[eN j_+31/4J> LlOOﬂjHJ o

Using this estimation, (3.15) is

h(q?) (@+1)a

1/241/40+e

<a X oxp Z q1+2 max(o—1/2,1/log X%3) oxp ﬂ ’ (316)
qSXBj/Z J

The contribution of the main term of the innermost sum in (3.13) is

7 0\ 2ok (2] oo ) £ X %)
<X >\ 2 (n)nl72
t=j+1 [e ﬁj+1 J n=0 v

— 1
2(n)=2| o3 |
qln=Xx"i <q<x it

J Q(n;) . Bj 2
a t(n;, X" h 1
< Z ( 1/2 ) exp Z 1+2max(o’—(f/2)1/10 X7 exp<(Q ; L
i=1 ni=0 y(ni)n; g<x?irz 4 R J
Q(n;)<s; -
qlni=XPi-1<q<XPi
(3.17)
Observe that
y o e XP)
ny=0 ’Y(ni)”zlm
Q(n;)<s;
qlni=X"i-1<q<x P
Q(ny; . " Q(n; . :
-y =l sl o
1/2 1/2 : :
=00 y(ni)n; e y(ni)n;

qni=XPi-1<q<Xxbi Q(ng)>s;
qlni=XxPi-1<q<xPi

For the first sum of (3.18), we can write the summation as products over primes

Z aS2(ni) t(ni, Xﬁj) Z q28ni) 42 (ni, Xﬁj)

1/2 = 2\,
n;=0 '7(”1')77‘1'/ ni 7(”1' )TLZ
glni=XPi-1<q<xPi glni= X1 <q< X7
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- I (o)

XPi-1<q<XFi 1
2t2(q, X P 1
< exp Z (w + O(—Q)) . (3.19)
B . 2q q
XPi-1<g<XFi

The last expression above follows from the well-known inequality 1+ x < e” for any x € R. By

(2.14), we can write

(q, ) aqmaX(0—1/2,1/long"j) + 10g X5 , =

Hence, the expression (3.19) is

2h2(q) log g 1
< eXp Z q1+2 max(c—1/2,1/ log XBf) +0 Z ( + )

qlog X%~ ¢?
XAi-1<q< XPi XAPi-1<q< XPi

(3.20)
By Rankin’s trick and the similar arguments of getting (3.20), for the second term of (3.18),
we have

Z a2 (mi) t(ni,XBf) Z a?(mi) 42 (ni,Xﬂf)

2
ni=0 ’Y(nz‘)n;m s v(nf)n;
Q(ni)>s; Qni)>si/2
qlni=XPi-1<q<xPi qlni=>XPi-1<q<XPi
- Z eQ(”H)—Si/QaQQ(ni) t2 (ni,Xﬂj)
- v(nf)n;

n;
glni=XPi-1<qg<xbi

_ 6751‘/2 H (1 4 ea2t2(2q,Xﬁj) +O<i2))

XPi-1<q<XPi 4 4

_ 2% (q) logg 1
—5i/2 -
<e xp Z q1+2 max(o—1/2,1/log X%i) +0 Z (qlog XBi * 2)

XPi-1<qg<xBi XPi-1<qg<xBi ¢
(3.21)
From (3.18), (3.20) and (3.21), we have
oy o)
1/2
i=1 n;=0 7("1’)”1‘/
Q(n;)<s;
alni=X"i-1<q< X"
J
<[[a+o7?)
i=1
2h*(q) log g 1
X eXp Z qit2 max(oc—1/2,1/ log X%3) +0 Z (qlog X5 * q_Q)
XAi—1 <g<XPi XPi-1<g<XPi

2h*(q) log g 1

q<XPi q<XxPi

13



2h*(q)
< exp Z q1+2 max(o—1/2,1/log XPi) | ° (322)

q<Xx?i
Here the last step, we use Lemma 2.1 (b). Choose an appropriately large N. By the same

arguments of getting (3.5), we have

NG NORE

2| roois | 1 Be
50a It (2L100ﬁj+1J)! t(n,X )
(o) 2

n=0
— 1
=2 roud 7 |
qln=X"i <q<x it

ON+1 |1

<<( e . 2) LOW"J‘HJ &g e 10@Q+1)a/B; (3.23)
103025/

Jj+1

Combining (2.11), (3.13), (3.15), (3.17), (3.22) and (3.23), we obtain

Z log p|L (o + ih,x(sm)’al o |L(o+ itk,X(SP))‘aktb(%)

(p.2)=1
PES(5)
2h%(q)
<X exp Zﬁ q1+2 max(c—1/2,1/log X% )
q<X"i
h(®) (@+ Da
X exp Zﬁ Qi me—1/21 g X e A (3.24)
q<X"i

We know that 1 — 1/x < loga for any = > 1. Observe that |h(g)| <a 1, by Lemma 2.1 (b), we
get

2h2 252 9h2 2/ log XPi 1
3 h*(q) < ¥ h*(q) . h*(a) (| _q ‘
q1+2max(o—1/2,1/logXﬂJ) q1+2/logX51 o q q2/logXBJ

q<xPi q<XxPi q<Xx?i
2h? 2h? 1
-y Blo T
q<X"i q<X’i 4
2h%(q) log g
q<xi q<x
2h?
=¥ @ o). (3.25)
q
q<X"i
Using the same method, we can obtain
h(q? h(q?
) W) oy MO o), (3.26)
q1+2max(071/2,1/10gX J) q
q<xPi/? q<XPi/?

Inserting (3.25) and (3.26) into (3.24) yields that

Z log p|L (o + ih,x(sm)’al o |L(o+ itk,X(SP))‘aktb(%)

(p,2)=1
peS(5)



<X exp ( - (C»Qgil)a +3 20°(a) | Z ) (3.27)

<X <X

Through basic calculations, we get

2 2 k ) &
Z (QhQ(Z)) + Z @ = <ZX 2%(( Z_l A, €OS(tr, logq)) + Z_lam cos(2t, 1ogq))

q<X q<X

k

k
= Z ( Z a2, cos® (ty, log p) + 2 Z apmag cos(tm log q) cos(telogq) + Z A, €08(2ty, log q))

q<X m=1 1<m<t<k m=1
k
1 5 1 1 cos((tm +te)logq)  cos((tn, — t¢)logq)
Il oty > amad( 7 " 7 )
m=1 <X 1<m<t<k q<X
k 2
a Qm cos(2t,, log q)
m o = _— 3.28
()T (3.28)
m=1 <X

Applying Lemma 2.2 to calculate (3.28), we obtain

2h(q))? h(¢?
S Eha)? | 5 hla)

g<x M g<x 1
1/ < 1
< Z( 3 a2 ) loglog X + 5 > amarlog(|C(1+1/10g X +i(tm +t0)[IC(1 + 1/ 1og X +i(tm — t2))])
m=1 1<m</t<k
k G, O .
+ WZZI ( oy 2 )log |C(1+1/1og X + 2t,)]. (3.2)

Inserting (3.29) into (3.27), we have

> logp|L(o +ity, x)|" - |L(o + ity, X)) !“’“@(%)

(p,2)=1
peS(H)
+1 . 1 ama
< exp ( ~ u)X(log)()<a?+"'+ai>/4 I 1ca+ittm —to) + —=) o2
Bj log X
1<m<t<k
. 1 amag/2 am/4+am/2
x ’C(l-ﬁ-z(tm-l—tg)—i—logX)’ I lca+2ity, +F ] (3.30)
1<m<k
Since
T @ina
j=1
we derive

J
Z > logp|Lio +its, ™))" o [L (o + it )0 (%)

=1 (p,2)=1

PES(F)
2 2 1
(a?4---4a?)/4 . - amag/2
<X (log X)' i II e +ittm te)Jr—logX)‘
1<m<t<k
X |G+ i(tm + 1) + LHMW2 TT 1CQ+2ita + ——)[ /45,
log X N log X

which completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

By Lemma 2.6, we can see that
2m
Sm(X,Y) < log X Z ’ Zx(gd)(n)‘ < X™og X,
d<X n<Y
(d,2)=1

for any m > 0. Therefore, we derive the result of Theorem 1.3 with ¥ > X. In the remaining
part of the proof, we assume that ¥ < X.

Define a non-negative smooth function

ze[0,1/UJU1 —1/U,1],
dy(t) =1, ze[1/U1-1/U], (4.1)

=0, otherwise,

satisfying @g) (t) <; U’ for all integers j > 0, where U is a parameter, we will clarify it
later. By Mellin transform and we repeat integration by parts, then for any integer A > 1 and
R(s) > 1/2, we have

Dy (s) = /OOO Sy ()t rdt < UATH (1 + |s])~ 4. (4.2)

Using the smooth function ®¢(3+), we get the upper bound of S, (X,Y):

S(X,Y) < SW(X,Y)+52(X,Y), (4.3)
where )
n m
SWXY) = Y togp| > X m)ou (5|
2<p< X n
and

> (1 -ou())|

n<Y

S2(X,Y) = Z logp

2<p<X

Proposition 4.1. With the notation as above and assume the truth of GRH. We have for any
integer k > 1 and any real numbers 2m > k+ 1,6 > 0

Sr(rlL)(X; Y) < XYm(log X)R(m,k,a).

Proposition 4.2. With the notation as above and assume the truth of GRH. We have for
m>1,
SH(X,Y) < XY™,

By (4.3), Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. In

next section, we will give the proofs of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2.
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5 Proofs of Propositions

5.1 Proof of Proposition 4.1

To deal with Sf,%)(X, Y'), we apply Mellin inversion. Thanks to (4.2) and Lemma 2.3, we
can shift the line of integration from R(s) = 2 to R(s) = 1/2,

SV Y)= Y losp) / OBy = 3 togs| [ LY B (sas]
2<p<X 2<p< X (172)
< 3 logy| / L(s,x<8p>>YS<I>U<s)dsfm+ > losp) / L(s XY "B (s)ds|
ep=X (1/2) Fep=X (1/2)
I3(s)|<XV 1S(s)|> XV
(5.1)

Here the last step, we separate the integral into two parts, for some V' > 0 which will be

specified later. By Holder’s inequality, we have

> does| [ L)Y Ru(s)ds

2<p<X

2m

(1/2)
13(s)|> XY
R im R 2m’,":1 2m
<™ 3 logp( / s xS |Bu ()| |Gur(s)| T Ldsl)
pep=X (1/2)
1S(s)|>XxY
—~ 2m—1 8 2m |
<v( / [0 (s)|1ds1) / > togp|Lls x| |Gus)|lasl  (5.2)
(1/2) (1/2) 2<p=X
[S(s)>X" IS(s)|>XY
for m > 1/2. By (4.2), we obtain
_ U U
3 ‘ d — d — 5.3
[ fpeelai< [ el <o g (53)
(1/2) (1/2)
IS(s)|>XY IS(s)|>xY
Applying Lemma 2.3 and (4.2) to estimate the inner integral of (5.2), we get
2m ~
>~ togp|Lis, X[ By (s)as
12y F<psX
IS(s)|>XY
U
S |ds| « XUXV(=e)te, 5.4
< 22 Ipsl® - T ldel < (5.4)
(1/2) 2<p=X
IS(s)|>XY
We choose
U=X3% V=6¢ (5.5)

to ensure the term (5.2) < XY™ with m > 1/2. Therefore, we get

~ 2m
SW(XY) < Z logp‘ / L(s, x®PY*®y(s)ds| +O(XY™)
epsX (1/2)
[S(s)|<X*°
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1
1+t

2m
< 3 1ogp‘ / ’L(%ﬂ't,x@m)’ dt’ FOXY™).

2<psX t|<x°
Proposition 4.1 follows from the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.1. With the notation as above and assume the truth of GRH. We have for any
integer k > 1 and any real numbers 2m > k+ 1, > 0,

1 2m

3 logp’ / ‘L(1/2+it,x(8p))’ dt’ < X (log X)R(mk:e),
14|t

2<p<X ‘tlSXE

where R(m, k,e) is defined in (1.5).

Proof. By symmetry and Holder’s inequality for a = 1 — 1/(2m) + € with € > 0, we get

. dt |2m
Z 1ogp/ L(%+@tax(8p))|m
2<p<X t]<Xe
XL 4 it )] jom
< Z 1ogp/ 2—’dt‘
2<p<X 0 t+1
CU L 4 it )] e
1 2 T dt‘
« Yoew| Y[
2<p<X n<log X+1
2m—1 e 1 X (8p) om
L(5 +it, x°P))]
—2am/(2m—1) a | 2 )
< > 1ogp( Y oon ) > (n /ni1 S
2<p<X n<log X+1 n<log X+1 en—i-1
n2m71+€ e —1 ) ' (5p) 2m
< Y e 2 loep( [ LG X)) (5.6)
n<log X+1 2<p<X e —1

Below we will estimate the summation

E
Tn(E,X) = Y logp(/o |L(%+it,x(8p))|dt)

2<p<X

2m

where 10 < E = X9, The method of getting the upper bound of T}, (FE, X) is similar to the
proof of (6.1) of Szabd [20], so we will not explain it in much detail.

First, we put out k integrals, which we can do because 2m > k + 1 by assumption. Using
the notation dt = dt; - - - dtj, we obtain

k 2m—k
Tn(E,X) < Y logp/[OE]kH|L(1/2+ita,x(8p))|(/D|L(1/2+z’u,x(8p))|du) dt,
’ a=1

2<p<X

(5.7)

where D = D(t1,...,t,) ={u € [0, E] : [t1 —u| < |[ta —u| < -+ < |tx — u|}. Here, we restrict

the integration over D by symmetry.

We set
Blz[—L L} By =[-E.E]\ |J Bx
log X log X-’ ’ e
eh—1  oh—2 oh—2  oh—1
= |- - f 2<h loglog X 10 =: H.
B =| log X’ logX}U[logX’logX]7 or 2<h < |loglog X] +10

18



For any t; € [0, E], we have

DC[O,E]Ct1+[—E,E]C U t1 + By.

1<h<H

Thus, if we denote Aj, = B, N (—t1 + D), then (t; + Ap)i1<n<m form a partition of D. Observe
that |Ap| < |Br|. Applying H?lder’s inequality twice we get

2m—k 2m—k
1
(/ |L(1/2+iu,x(8p))|du) g( > —-h/ |L(1/2+z‘u,x<8p))|du)
D h t1+Ap

1<h<H
2m—k 2m—k—1
S( Z h2’"‘k(/ \L(1/2+z'u,x<8p>)\du) )( Z h—@m—k)/@m—k—l))
1<h<H t1+ A, 1<h<K
2m—k
< > h2mk</ |L(1/2+z’u,x(8p))|du>
1<h<H t1+Ap
< 3 pEmekip, Pkt / L(1/2 + i, ) 2= gy, (5.8)
1<h<H t1+An
For t = (t1,...,t;), we write
k
L(t,u)= Y logp [[IL(1/2+ ita, x| - [L(1/2 + i, x )2 —F, (5.9)
p<X a=1
(p,2)=1

From (5.7)—(5.9), we obtain

Tn(E,X) < Y h2m*k|3h|2m*k*1/ / L(t, u) du dt
1<h<H [0,E]F Jt1+Ap

< Y g, o / Lt u)dudt,  (5.10)
1<ho,h1,...hx_1<H Cho by shp_y

where
Chohy oo iy = {(t1, - T, u) € [O,E]kJrl cu € t1+Apg, [tiv1—u|—|ti—u| € Bp,, 1 <i<k—1}.
Using Corollary 1.2 to deal with L(t,u), for (¢1,...,tk,u) € Chy by, hy_,, We have

L(t,u)
<X (log X)) [T ot — D= 2g(ti + 5= T g2t/ 42 (5.11)
1<i<j<k 1<i<k
Below, we provide the upper bound of g(«) for two cases, with « in different ranges, and deduce
the corresponding upper bound of (5.10).
Case 1: hg < H.
By the definition of Cp ,.... ,n, _, and the observation that ¢;,u > 0,1 <17 < k, we have
ho

log X

<t —u| < |t +u| < E= X0,

Recalling the definition of g in (1.3), we derive

log X
e

g([t1 +u|) < o

loglog E.
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Since the definition of A;, we know that |to — u| > [t1 — u/, furthermore

eh() hl
log X * log X

< to —u| = [t1 —ul + ([t — u| — [t1 —u]) < [t2 + u| < E = X0,

which implies that
log X

g(ltz £ ul) < —ZFy

loglog E.

Similarly, for any 1 <4 < k, we have

log X
o8 ) loglog E. (5.12)

emax(ho,hl,...,hi 1

g(ti £ uf) <

Moreover, for any 1 <i < j < k, we have

j—1
D (ltasr = ul = [t — ul) < [t; — ti] < [t; + L],
then low X
og
g(|t] + tz|) < m 10glOgE (513)
Trivially, from the definition of g in (1.3), we get
9(|2u]) < log X, g(|2t;]) < log X, for any 1 <i < k. (5.14)

By (5.11)—(5.14), we calculate that

L(t, u)
<<X(10gX)(2m7§)2+k+(2m2k)2+2m,2 kg Tk(loglogE) 1)+k(2m—k)
k—1 2m
IOgX logX
X (H W) <1_]1: Hl max(hi,..., Jl))
=0 7 J=i+
=X (log X))+ (log log B) T +k(Zm—F) (5.15)
k—1 k—1 k
xexp( (2m — kZmaXho,hl,..., Z Zm ...,h]—,l)).
1=0 i=1 j=i+1

The volume of the region Cp, p, ... hy_, 18 < EFelothitthi-i(log X)=F and |By,| < e /log X.
Inserting (5.15) into (5.10), we get

> h2m=k|By, [kt / L(t,u) du dt

1<ho<H
1<hy,...hx—1<H

<<X(1OgX)2m2—m+1Ek(1Og1OgE)k(k;l) +k(2m—k) Z hgm—k

Cho.hy,-- sh 1

1<ho<H
V<hyhna <H
= k=1 k=1 &k
X exp ((Qm —k—1)ho+ Z h; — (2m — k) Zmax(ho, hiy... hy) — Z max(hg, ..., hj—l))

=X (log X )2 ~m+1 gk (log log E) T +k(2m—k)
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k—1 k—1

k
X Z h%m_k exp(— (2m—kz)2max(h0,h1,...,hi) - Z max(hi,...,hj_l))

1<ho<H i=1 i=1 j=i+2
1<hy,..hy_1 <H

<X (log X )2 ~m+1 gk (log log E) 7 +k@m—k)

k—1 Zz k=1 k& ijl h
2m—k s=i 'S
D SR T e L Sp 3=
1<ho<H i=1 i=1 j=i+2
1<hi,...hp_1<H
<X (log X )2 ~m+1 gk (1og log E) 5 +k@m—k) (5.16)
Case 2: hg = H
(1) |u] > 5.
For this case, we have e < log X. Hence, for any 1 < i < k, we get
g([t: £u]) < loglog E. (5.17)

Regarding the estimate of g(|t; £¢;|), it is the same as (5.13). We estimate ¢(|2¢;]) by the trivial

bound, and since [t; — u| < [t1] + |ul, |u| > 5, we have
9(|2u]) < loglog E, g(2t;]) < log X, for any 1 <i < k. (5.18)

By (5.11), (5.13), (5.17) and (5.18), we derive

L(t,u)
(2m— k) +k+3 (2m k)2 +(2m— k)(k+1/2)+k(k 1 k—1 log X
<<X(1OgX) OOglOgE) H H mdx(hi,...,hj,l)
1=1 j=141

— X (log X) Z=7 5+ (1og log F) S5 Hem—k)(k+1/2)+ KD
k—1 k
xexp (=30 3 ma(hi,. o b)), (5.19)
i=1 j=i+1

The volume of the region Cy p, ... by, iS
< ERtlehitthii(log xX)=F+1 (5.20)

As |By| < E, we deduce from (5.10), (5.19) and (5.20) that

> H*m=F| By |kl / L(t,u) du dt

1<hy,...hpx—1<H Chohys by s

lu| =5

R p2m (100 log X)Qm_k(log log E) B amh) (et 1/2)+ 20

« ¥ exp(zh 72 Z max(hy, ... b))

1<hi,...hx_1<H 1=1 j=141

(2m—k)2
1

<X (log X)

(2 WL k)2

<X (log X) HHED 41 pam (10g log X)2H (log log ) 22T+ (Bm— k) (t1/2)+ E050
(5.21)
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(2) |u| < 5. We estimate g(|2u|) by the trivial bound, and since e'® < [t; —u| < [t; — u| <
[t:] + |ul, |u| <5, for any 1 < i <k, we have |t;| > 5 and

9(|2u]) < log X, g(|2t;]) < loglog E. (5.22)

By (5.11), (5.13), (5.17) and (5.22), we get

L(t,u)
X (loe X (2m— k) ey Gmo )2 famok low log B (2m— k)k4 R—1) | 3k k—1 log X
< ( og ) ( 0g log ) 1_]1: H1 emax(hi ..... hj—1)
=1 j=i+

:X(logX)m(2m+1)7k(2m+3/47k) (log log E)(2m*k)k+@+%

X exp ( — kz::l i max(hg, ..., hj_l)). (5.23)

As we have |t;] > 5 for any 1 < i < k when |u| < 5, we see that the volume of the region
CH iy ooy, 18 < E®. Tt follows that

> H2m=k By [Pkt / L(t,u) du dt

1<hi,..hx_1<H Crny
5 b g

Jul <5

<<X(10gX)m(Qerl)7k(2m+3/47k)E2m71(1Og logX)Qm’k(log log E)(mek)kJr%*l)Jr%

k=1 k
X Z eXp(—Z Z max(hi,...,hj_l))
1<ha,..hp_1<H i=1 j=i+1
<<X(10gX)m(Qerl)7k(2m+3/47k)E2m71(1Og 10gX)2m7k(10g 10g E)(mek)kJrLk;l)Jr%. (524)
From (5.10), (5.16), (5.21) and (5.24), we obtain

Tom(E,X)

<<X ((lOg X)2m27m+1Ek(1Og 10g E) k(k;l) +k(2m—k)

(2m k)2

+ (log X) +k(k271)+1E2m(1og10gX)2m7k(10g10gE) 2mk)? 4 (9 —k) (k+1/2)+ EED

(1OgX)m(2m+1) k(2m+3/4—k) pp2m— L(log log X )™~ k(loglogE)(Qm E)k+ EEZD 1)+3k>.
(5.25)

We apply (5.25) to estimate (5.6) for any integer & > 1 and any real numbers 2m > k+1,e > 0,
then

n2m—1+€ e —1 2m
DD 1ogp(/ |L(1/2+it,x(8p))|dt)
€ e

n<log X+1 p<X roi-l
(p,2)=1
2m—1+e
Z n
e nm
n<log X+1
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X ((log X)2mi—mtlokn (160 1og )5 Hh(2m—k)

2m—k)2

+ (log X)MJr@Hezmn(log log X )2 *(loglog E) 3 +(2m—k) (k4+1/2)+ KD

+ (logX)m(2m+1)—k(2m+3/4—k)e(2m—1)n(log logX)2m—k(1og log E)(Qm_k)k_i_%fl)_;’_%k‘)
m—k)2 —
< X (log X)* ((log X)2m*=mtl 4 (Jog X)%Jr%l)wmﬂ
+ (logX)m(Qerl)fk(2m+3/47k))

< X (log X)RHm-ke),
We complete the proof of Lemma 5.1. O

5.2 Proof of Proposition 4.2

We apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to see that

SP(X,Y) §< D logp ZX(@)(”)(I@U(%))‘Q)%

p<X n<Y
(p.2)=1
Am—2\ 1
x( Z log p ZX(&D)(H)(l_@U(%)) ) . (5.26)
by

Using Lemma 2.5 with Z =Y and Y < X to the first term of product (5.26), it yields that

5 o] 501w ()] < 3|51 au(2))]
sy d<x 'n<y

p<X <
(p,2)=1 (d,2)=1
E -o(3)) (1-%(3))
<XYFX+Y) Y (1 @U(Y 1oy (5
ni,n2<Y
nl’IlQZD
<<X1+E Z 1.
n1,n2€[1,Y/UJU[Y (1-1/U),Y]
ninz=

We write n1 = dm?,ny = dm3 with d square. The above is

<<X1+E Z Z 1

A=Y iy ma€[1,(Y/(dU)) Y 2JUl(Y (1-1/U) /d)'/?,(Y/d)*/?)
2
<X 3 (v/v) + (/a2 - (v (- 1/0)/a)2))
d<y

< XY UTt <« xTEy (5.27)

with U = X3¢, For the second term of product (5.26), we have the upper bound

> oua] a1 wu(3)

p<X n<Y
(p,2)=1

4m—2

23



4m—2 4m—2
(8p) (5P) (E)
< Z logp ZX (n) + Z logp (n)®y v (5.28)
p<X n<Y p<X
(p,2)=1 (p,2)=1

Since 4m — 2 = 2(2m — 1) > 2 for m > 1, we can use Proposition 4.1 with k& = 1. Therefore,
the second term on the right-hand side of (5.28) is

Sim—1(X,Y) < XY™ (log X) 0=V, (5.20)

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (5.28), we apply Lemma 2.7 with w,, =
x®P)(n), then

14+1/log Y +iY ys
> ) = L(s, x¥)ds + O(log V)
27” 1+1/log Y —iY s

n<Y
1 1/2+iy 1 1/27’L‘Y 1 1+1/ log Y 41iY Ys
(L / +— +— L(s,x®"))—ds + O(log Y,
2w Jyoiy 2T Ji1)10g Y~y 270 J1j2giy S
(5.30)
Inserting (5.30) back into the first term of the right side of (5.28), we get
4m—2
Z logp Z X (n) < (81 + Sy + S5+ X (log X)*™=2) log X, (5.31)
p<X n<Y
(p,2)=1
where
1/2+1Y ys |Am—2 1/2—iY ys |4m—2
S el s 5[ e
p<x | J1/2-iY s p<x | /14+1/logY —iY s
(p,2)=1 (p,2)=1
and
14+1/log Y +iY ys  [Am=2
> LX) s
p<X 1/24iY S
(p,2)=

The estimates of Sy and S3 are the same, we just estimate S3. We assume that ¥ > 10,
otherwise the lemma is trivial. Let m > 1, which allows us to apply H?lder’s inequality to get

141/ log Y +iY

Adm—2
soe 3 (T )

p<X
(p,2)=1
141/ log Y +iY )
< Y / |L(s, x®P)[*"2|ds| < X (log X )%™ —6m+1, (5.32)
p<x J1/2+iY
(p,2)=1

For the last bound of (5.32), we utilize Lemma 2.10 with 1/2 < ¢ <1+ 1/logY under GRH.
Next we bound S using H?lder’s inequality, Lemma 5.1 with £ = 1 and the assumption ¥ < X.
Thus

YL 4t x®P)| N2
Y2m—1 2 ) dt
S < 3 ( / ettt )

p<X
(p,2)=1
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o1 32:2 e —1 |L(%+’Lt,x(8p))| 4m—2 m Am—2
(0% oy (0 e

p<X n<log Y +2 n<log Y +2 noi-l
(p,2)=1
om—1 pim=2 et (8 e
m— 1 .
<Y Y. a2 ( / IL(3 + it x P>>|dt)
n<log Y +2 p<X en—i-1
(p.2)=1
y2m=1x (1og X )Ome (1) ntmm2 4m—2
< (og)0m= (37 et > i)
n<log Y +2 n<log Y+2
<LY?m=1X (log X )Ome ), (5.33)
From (5.31)—(5.33), we deduce that
Am—2
Z logp Zx(gp)(n) < XY?™~1(log X)Om=), (5.34)
p<X n<Y
(p.2)=1

Finally, by (5.26)—(5.29), (5.34) and Y < X, we complete the proof of the Proposition 4.2.
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