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1 Introduction

Let χ(d) =
(
d
·

)
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, χ(d)) 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,

∑

|d|≤X

L(1/2, χ(d))k ∼ CkX(logX)
k(k+1)

2 ,

where Ck 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, Szabó [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, χ(p)) 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, χ(p)) 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, χ(p)). 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 c1(m), c2(m), with values depending only on m,

such that
∑

χ∈S(X)

∣∣ ∑

n≤Y

χ(n)
∣∣2m ≤ c1(m)XY m(logX)c2(m), (1.1)

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 c2(m) = 8. This was later improved by Armon [2] who showed that c2(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,
∑

d≤X
(d,2)=1, µ2(d)=1

∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8d)(n)
∣∣∣
2m

≪ XY m(logX)Om,ε(1), (1.2)

where µ is Möbius 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 a1, . . . , ak, A fixed positive real numbers. Suppose that X is a large real number and

t = (t1, . . . , tk) a real k-tuple with |tj | ≤ XA. Then
∑

(p,2)=1
p≤X

log p
∣∣L
(
1/2 + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
1/2 + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣ak

≪X(logX)(a
2
1+···+a2

k)/4
∏

1≤m<ℓ≤k

∣∣∣ζ
(
1 + i(tm − tℓ) +

1

logX

)∣∣∣
amaℓ/2

×
∣∣∣ζ
(
1 + i(tm + tℓ) +

1

logX

)∣∣∣
amaℓ/2 ∏

1≤m≤k

∣∣∣ζ
(
1 + 2itm +

1

logX

)∣∣∣
a2
m/4+am/2

,

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

aj’s, but not on X or the tj’s.

Suppose that g : R≥0 → R is defined by

g(α) =





log x, if α ≤ 1/ logx or α ≥ ex,

1/α, if 1/ logx ≤ α ≤ 10,

log logα, if 10 ≤ α ≤ ex.

(1.3)
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By applying Lemma 2.2 from Section 2 to Theorem 1.1, we obtain a result related to the

correlation factor g(α) as follows.

Corollary 1.2. With the notation as above and the truth of GRH, let k ≥ 1 be a fixed integer

and a1, . . . , ak, A fixed positive real numbers. Suppose that X is a large real number and

t = (t1, . . . , tk) a real k-tuple with |tj | ≤ XA. Then

∑

(p,2)=1
p≤X

log p
∣∣L
(
1/2 + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
1/2 + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣ak

≪X(logX)(a
2
1+···+a2

k)/4
∏

1≤m<ℓ≤k

g(|tm − tℓ|)amaℓ/2g(|tm + tℓ|)amaℓ/2
∏

1≤m≤k

g(|2tm|)a2
m/4+am/2.

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 ε > 0,

Sm(X,Y ) :=
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p
∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)
∣∣∣
2m

≪ XY m(logX)R(m,k,ε), (1.4)

where

R(m, k, ε) = max

(
2m2 −m+ 1 + ε,

(2m− k)2

4
+
k(k − 1)

2
+ 2m+ 1 + ε,

m(2m+ 1)− k
(
2m+

3

4
− k
)
+ ε

)
. (1.5)

In particular, by setting k = 2, we obtain, for m ≥ 2,

Sm(X,Y ) ≪ XY m(logX)2m
2−m+1+ε. (1.6)

Remark 1.4. From Theorem 1.3, we derive that for any real number m ≥ 1 and ε > 0,

Sm(X,Y ) ≪ XY m(logX)Om,ε(1). (1.7)

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

Sm(X,Y ) ≪ X1−1/n(Smn(X,Y ))1/n ≪ X1−1/n(XY mn(logX)Om,ε(1))1/n

≪ XY m(logX)Om,ε(1),

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 q always denote prime numbers. The symbol X always denotes a

large real number. The symbol ε always denotes an arbitrary small positive number, which may
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not be the same in different occurrences. For any real number t, ⌊t⌋ denotes its integer part.

The symbol � denotes a square number. We use χ(c)(n) to denote the Kronecker symbol
(
c
n

)
.

We write d|n to mean that d divides n, and that pk ‖ n to mean that pk is the exact power of

p dividing n. The function Ω(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

(a)
∑

p≤z

1

p
= log log z + c+O(1/ log z), where c is a constant;

(b)
∑

p≤z

log p

p
= log z +O(1).

Proof. See Theorem 3.4 of Koukoulopoulos [17].

Lemma 2.2. Let x ≥ 2 and α ≥ 0. Then, we have

∑

p≤x

cos(α log p)

p
= log |ζ(1 + 1/ logx+ iα)|+O(1) (2.1)

≤ log g(α) +O(1), (2.2)

where the function g(α) is defined in (1.3).

Proof. The equality (2.1) is a special case of Lemma 3.2 of Koukoulopoulos [16]. The inequality

(2.2) can be found in Szabó [20].

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

and for any ε > 0, we have

L(s, χ) ≪ |qs|ε.

Proof. See Corollary 5.20 of Iwaniec and Kowalski [10].

We give the Stirling’s approximation for the factorial function.

Lemma 2.4. For n ∈ N, we have

n! =
(n
e

)n √
2πn(1 +O(1/n)).

Proof. See Theorem 1.12 of Koukoulopoulos [17].

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

∑

d≤X
(d,2)=1

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Z

anχ
(8d)(n)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ (XZ)ε(X + Z)
∑

m,n≤Z
mn=�

|aman|.

Proof. See Corollary 2 of Heath-Brown [9].
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Lemma 2.6. Let X, Y be positive integers. For any m > 0, we have

∑

|D|≤X,D 6=�

4|D orD≡1( mod 4)

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(D)(n)

∣∣∣∣
2m

≪m Xm+1.

Proof. See Theorem 1 of Armon [2].

The following is Perron’s formula.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that the series

f(s) =
∞∑

n=1

wn

ns
, s = σ + it,

converges absolutely for σ > 1, that |wn| ≤ W (n), where W (n) > 0 is a monotonically increasing

function, and that
∞∑

n=1

|wn|
nσ

= O((σ − 1)−α), α > 0,

as σ → 1+. Then for any 1 < b ≤ b0, T ≥ 1 and x = N + 1/2, we have

∑

n≤x

wn =
1

2πi

∫ b+iT

b−iT

f(s)
xs

s
ds+O

( xb

T (b− 1)α

)
+O

(xW (2x) log x

T

)
, (2.3)

where the constants in the O symbols depend only on b0.

Proof. See Theorem 1 of Chapter 5 of Karatsuba [14].

Let Φ be a non-negative smooth function

Φ(x)





≤ 1, x ∈ [1/4, 1/2]∪ [1, 3/2],

= 1, x ∈ [1/2, 1],

= 0, otherwise .

(2.4)

The Mellin transform of Φ(x) is denoted by Φ̂(s), and for any complex number s, it is given by

the following integral:

Φ̂(s) =

∫ ∞

0

Φ(x)xs−1dx. (2.5)

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

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

∑

(p,2)=1

(log p)
(
1− 1

2p

)−k

χ(8p)(c)Φ
( p

X

)
= δc=�Φ̂(1)X +O(X1/2+ε log log(c+ 2)). (2.6)

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

∑

(p,2)=1

(log p)
(
1− 1

2p

)−k

χ(8p)(c)Φ
( p

X

)
=

∑

(p,2)=1

(log p)χ(8p)(c)Φ
( p

X

)
+O



∑

(p,2)=1

log p

p
Φ
( p

X

)

 .

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 ≪ logX , which can be absorbed by the

error term in (2.6).
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Lemma 2.9. Let k be a positive integer and let Q, a1, a2, . . . , ak be fixed positive real constants,

x ≥ 2. Define a := a1+ · · ·+ak. Assume X is a large real number, p is any odd prime satisfying

p ≤ X, σ ≥ 1/2 and t1, . . . , tk are fixed real numbers with |ti| ≤ XQ. For any integer n, define

h(n) :=
1

2
ℜ
( k∑

m=1

amn−itm
)
.

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

k∑

m=1

am log |(1− 1/2p)L(σ + itm, χ(8p))|

≤2
∑

q≤x

h(q)χ(8p)(q)

q1/2+max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)

log x/q

log x
+
∑

q≤x1/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)
+ (Q + 1)a

logX

log x
+O(1).

(2.7)

Proof. By Lemma 2.7 of Gao and Zhao [7], we have

k∑

m=1

am log |L(σ + itm, χ(8p))|

≤2
∑

q≤x

h(q)χ(8p)(q)

q1/2+max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)

log x/q

log x
+
∑

q≤x1/2

h(q2)χ(8p)(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)
+ (Q + 1)a

logX

log x
+O(1).

(2.8)

For the second term of the right hand side of the above inequality, we can get

∑

q≤x1/2

h(q2)χ(8p)(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)
=
∑

q≤x1/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)
− h(p2)

p1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)

≤
∑

q≤x1/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)
+

a

2p

≤
∑

q≤x1/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ log x)
− a log

(
1− 1

2p

)
. (2.9)

Here the final step uses x ≤ − log(1−x) for any 0 < x < 1. Inserting (2.9) into (2.8), we obtain

the result.

Lemma 2.10. Assume the truth of GRH, let k ≥ 1 be a fixed integer, and a = (a1, . . . , ak)

and t = (t1, . . . , tk) be real k-tuples with ai ≥ 0 for all i. Define a := a1 + · · · + ak. Then for

sufficiently large real number X and σ ≥ 1/2, we have

∑

(p,2)=1
p≤X

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣ak ≪aX(logX)a(a+1)/2.

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

[5].
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Let M and N be large numbers that depends only on a. Define

β0 = 0, βj =
20j−1

(log logX)2
, sj = 2⌊eNβ

−3/4
j ⌋, hj =

sj
100

, for j ≥ 1,

J = 1 +max{j : βj ≤ 10−M}.
(2.10)

From the definition as above, we have

βJ−1 ≤ 10−M ⇒ 20J−2 ≤ 10−M(log logX)2 ⇒ J ≪a log log logX. (2.11)

Let γ(n) denotes the multiplicative function such that γ(pα) = α!. We see that

γ(n2) ≥ γ(n). (2.12)

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

aGi,j(p) =
∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

2h(q)χ(8p)(q)

q1/2+max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )

log(Xβj/q)

logXβj
(2.13)

and

t
(
n,Xβj

)
=
∏

qα||n

(
2h(q) log(Xβj/q)

aqmax(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj ) logXβj

)α

. (2.14)

We can observe that t(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

∑

(p,2)=1

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪X(logX)(a
2
1+···+a2

k)/4
∏

1≤m<ℓ≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm − tℓ) +
1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

×
∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm + tℓ) +

1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

∏

1≤m≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + 2itm +
1

logX
)
∣∣a2

m/4+am/2

(3.1)

for σ = 1/2. To obtain a more general theorem, we will prove the result for σ ≥ 1/2.

In (2.7), we take x = Xβj and cut up our main Dirichlet polynomial into smaller pieces

aGi,j(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 : |aG1,l(p)| > h1 for some 1 ≤ l ≤ J },
S(j) ={(p, 2) = 1 : |aGm,l(p)| ≤ hm, for all 1 ≤ m ≤ j and m ≤ l ≤ J ,

but |aGj+1,l(p)| > hj+1 for some j + 1 ≤ l ≤ J }, 1 ≤ j ≤ J , (3.2)
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S(J ) ={(p, 2) = 1 : |aGm,J (p)| ≤ hm, ∀1 ≤ m ≤ J }.

Obviously, we see that

{p : (p, 2) = 1} =

J⋃

j=0

S(j).

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 Φ and S(0) be defined as in (2.4) and (3.2). Then, we have

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(0)

(log p)Φ
( p

X

)
≪a Xe−(log logX)2 .

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

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(0)

(log p)Φ
( p

X

)
≤

∑

(p,2)=1

J∑

l=1

(
h−1
1 |aG1,l(p)|

)R
(log p)Φ

( p

X

)
,

where we choose

R = 2

⌊
1

100β1

⌋
.

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

∑

(p,2)=1

J∑

l=1

(
h−1
1 |aG1,l(p)|

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

(log p)Φ
( p

X

)

=

J∑

l=1

(
50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

∑

n

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

(
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋ )
! t
(
n,Xβl

)

γ(n)n1/2

∑

(p,2)=1

(log p)χ(8p)(n)Φ
( p

X

)
.

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

≪ X1/2+εJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

max
1≤l≤J

∑

n

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

(
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋)
! t
(
n,Xβl

)
log log(n+ 2)

γ(n)n1/2

≪ X1/2+εJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

∑

n

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

(
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋)
!

γ(n)n1/2−ε

= X1/2+εJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋


∑

Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

1

q1/2−ε




2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

8



≪ X1/2+1/100+εJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

≪a Xe−(log logX)2 . (3.3)

The contribution from the main term is

≪ XJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

max
1≤l≤J

∑

n=�

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

(
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋)
! t
(
n,Xβl

)

γ(n)n1/2
. (3.4)

Since function t
(
n,Xβl

)
is totally multiplicative of n, and by (2.12) and (2.15), we get that

(3.4) is

= XJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

max
1≤l≤J

∑

Ω(n)=
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

(
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋)
! t2
(
n,Xβl

)

γ(n2)n

≪ XJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

∑

Ω(n)=
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

(
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋)
!

γ(n)n

= XJ
(

50a

⌊eNβ
−3/4
1 ⌋

)2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋ (
2
⌊

1
100β1

⌋)
!

(
⌊

1
100β1

⌋
)!


 ∑

Xβ0<q≤Xβ1

1

q




⌊

1
100β1

⌋

. (3.5)

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

≪ XJ e
−
⌊

1
100β1

⌋

(
log logX

25

(
50a

eN

)2

β
1/2
1

)⌊

1
100β1

⌋

≪ XJ
(
e · e2N

100a2

)−
⌊

(log log X)2

100

⌋

≪a Xe−(log logX)2 , (3.6)

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

of this lemma.

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(0)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≤
( ∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(0)

(log p)Φ
( p

X

))1/2( ∑

(p,2)=1

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣2a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣2akΦ

( p

X

))1/2
.

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

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(0)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪aX(logX)(a
2
1+···+a2

k)/4
∏

1≤m<ℓ≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm − tℓ) +
1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

9



×
∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm + tℓ) +

1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

∏

1≤m≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + 2itm +
1

logX
)
∣∣a2

m/4+am/2
.

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

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪
∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

exp
(
a

j∑

i=1

Gi,j(p)
)
exp




∑

p≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )




× exp

(
(Q + 1)a

βj

)
(log p)

(
1− 1

2p

)−a

Φ
( p

X

)
.

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

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪
∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

J∑

t=j+1

(h−1
j+1|aGj+1,t(p)|)2

⌊
1

100βj+1

⌋
exp

(
a

j∑

i=1

Gi,j(p)
)
exp


 ∑

p≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )




× exp

(
(Q+ 1)a

βj

)
(log p)

(
1− 1

2p

)−a

Φ
( p

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,

ez =

n−1∑

s=0

zs

s!
+O

( |z|n
n!

e|z|ez
)
. (3.8)

Let z = aGi,j(p), n = si + 1 in (3.8). Since |aGi,j(p)| ≤ hi for p ∈ S(j), we get

exp
(
aGi,j(p)

)
=

si∑

s=0

(aGi,j(p))
s

s!

(
1 +O(e−si)

)
. (3.9)

Inserting (3.9) into (3.7), we obtain

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪
∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

J∑

t=j+1

(h−1
j+1|aGj+1,t(p)|)2

⌊
1

100βj+1

⌋ j∏

i=1

(
si∑

s=0

(aGi,j(p))
s

s!

)

× exp




∑

p≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 exp

(
(Q+ 1)a

βj

)
(log p)

(
1− 1

2p

)−a

Φ
( p

X

)
.

(3.10)

10



By (2.10), (2.13) and (2.14), we calculate that the Dirichlet polynomial

(h−1
j+1|aGj+1,t(p)|)2

⌊
1

100βj+1

⌋

=

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
∑

n

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβj<q≤Xβj+1

(2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
)! t
(
n,Xβt

)

γ(n)n1/2
χ(8p)(n) (3.11)

and

j∏

i=1

(
si∑

s=0

(aGi,j(p))
s

s!

)
=

j∏

i=1

si∑

s=0

(
as

s!

)
 ∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

t
(
q,Xβj

)
χ(8p)(q)

q1/2




s

=

j∏

i=1

∑

ni

Ω(ni)≤si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i

χ(8p)(ni). (3.12)

We observe that (n, ni) = 1 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j. By inserting these two formulas (3.11) and

(3.12), back into (3.10), we get

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪
J∑

t=j+1

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
∑

n

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβj<q≤Xβj+1

(2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
)! t
(
n,Xβt

)

γ(n)n1/2

×
j∏

i=1




∑

ni

Ω(ni)≤si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i




exp




∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )




× exp

(
(Q+ 1)a

βj

) ∑

(p,2)=1

(log p)

(
1− 1

2p

)−a

χ(8p)(nni)Φ
( p

X

)
. (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

≪X1/2+ε

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
∑

n≤X1/50

(2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
)!

n1/2

∑

n′≤X
∑J

i=1
βisi

a
∑

J

i=1 si

n′1/2

× exp




∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 exp

(
(Q+ 1)a

βj

)
. (3.14)

From (2.10), we estimate that

∑

1≤i≤J

βisi ≤ 50eN · 10−M/4,
∑

1≤i≤J

si ≤ 2eN(log logX)3/2.
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Hence, in (3.14), the sum over n′ is also a short Dirichlet polynomial. Then, the error term is

≪ X1/2+ε


a2e

N (log logX)3/2

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
(
2
⌊ 1

100βj+1

⌋)
!




×




∑

n≤X1/20

1

n1/2


 exp




∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 exp

(
(Q+ 1)a

βj

)
. (3.15)

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

a2e
N (log logX)3/2

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
(
2
⌊ 1

100βj+1

⌋)
! ≪a Xε.

Using this estimation, (3.15) is

≪a X1/2+1/40+ε exp


 ∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 exp

(
(Q + 1)a

βj

)
. (3.16)

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

≪ X

J∑

t=j+1

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋



∑

n=�

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβj<q≤Xβj+1

(2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
)! t
(
n,Xβt

)

γ(n)n1/2




×
j∏

i=1




∑

ni=�

Ω(ni)≤si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i




exp




∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 exp

(
(Q+ 1)a

βj

)
.

(3.17)

Observe that

∑

ni=�

Ω(ni)≤si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i

=
∑

ni=�

q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i

−
∑

ni=�

Ω(ni)>si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i

. (3.18)

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

∑

ni=�

q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i

=
∑

ni

q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

a2Ω(ni) t2
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(n2
i )ni

12



=
∏

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

(
1 +

a2t2(q,Xβj)

2q
+O

( 1

q2

))

≤ exp




∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

(
a2t2(q,Xβj)

2q
+O

( 1

q2

))

 . (3.19)

The last expression above follows from the well-known inequality 1+ x ≤ ex for any x ∈ R. By

(2.14), we can write

t(q,Xβj ) =
2h(q)

aqmax(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )

(
1 +O

( log q

logXβj

))
, q ≤ Xβj .

Hence, the expression (3.19) is

≤ exp




∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )
+O

(
∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

( log q

q logXβj
+

1

q2

))

 .

(3.20)

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

we have

∑

ni=�

Ω(ni)>si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i

=
∑

ni

Ω(ni)>si/2

q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

a2Ω(ni) t2
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(n2
i )ni

≤
∑

ni

q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

eΩ(ni)−si/2a2Ω(ni) t2
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(n2
i )ni

= e−si/2
∏

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

(
1 +

ea2t2(q,Xβj)

2q
+O

( 1

q2

))

≪ e−si/2 exp




∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )
+O

(
∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

( log q

q logXβj
+

1

q2

))

 .

(3.21)

From (3.18), (3.20) and (3.21), we have

j∏

i=1




∑

ni=�

Ω(ni)≤si
q|ni⇒Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

aΩ(ni) t
(
ni, X

βj
)

γ(ni)n
1/2
i




≤
j∏

i=1

(1 +O(e−si/2))

× exp


 ∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )
+O

(
∑

Xβi−1<q≤Xβi

( log q

q logXβj
+

1

q2

))



≪ exp


 ∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )
+O

(
∑

q≤Xβj

( log q

q logXβj
+

1

q2

))


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≪ exp


 ∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 . (3.22)

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

(
50a

⌊
eNβ

−3/4
j+1

⌋
)2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋



∑

n=�

Ω(n)=2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋

q|n⇒Xβj<q≤Xβj+1

(2
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
)! t
(
n,Xβt

)

γ(n)n1/2




≪
( e2N+1

103a2β
1/2
j+1

)−
⌊

1
100βj+1

⌋
≪a e−10(Q+1)a/βj . (3.23)

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

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪X exp


 ∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )




× exp


 ∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )


 exp

(
− (Q+ 1)a

βj

)
. (3.24)

We know that 1− 1/x < log x for any x ≥ 1. Observe that |h(q)| ≪a 1, by Lemma 2.1 (b), we

get

∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )
≤

∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q1+2/ logXβj
=

∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q

(
1− q2/ logXβj − 1

q2/ logXβj

)

=
∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q
+ O


 ∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q

∣∣∣∣1−
1

q2/ logXβj

∣∣∣∣




=
∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q
+ O


 ∑

q≤Xβj

log q

q logXβj




=
∑

q≤Xβj

2h2(q)

q
+ O (1) . (3.25)

Using the same method, we can obtain

∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q1+2max(σ−1/2,1/ logXβj )
≤

∑

q≤Xβj/2

h(q2)

q
+O (1) . (3.26)

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

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣ak

Φ
( p

X

)
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≪X exp
(
− (Q + 1)a

βj
+
∑

q≤X

2h2(q)

q
+
∑

q≤X

h(q2)

q

)
. (3.27)

Through basic calculations, we get

∑

q≤X

(2h(q))2

2q
+
∑

q≤X

h(q2)

q
=
∑

q≤X

1

2q

(( k∑

m=1

am cos(tm log q)
)2

+

k∑

m=1

am cos(2tm log q)
)

=
∑

q≤X

1

2q

( k∑

m=1

a2m cos2(tm log p) + 2
∑

1≤m<ℓ≤k

amaℓ cos(tm log q) cos(tℓ log q) +

k∑

m=1

am cos(2tm log q)
)

=
1

4

k∑

m=1

a2m
∑

q≤X

1

q
+

1

2

∑

1≤m<ℓ≤k

amaℓ
∑

q≤X

(cos((tm + tℓ) log q)

q
+

cos((tm − tℓ) log q)

q

)

+
k∑

m=1

(a2m
4

+
am
2

) ∑

q≤X

cos(2tm log q)

q
. (3.28)

Applying Lemma 2.2 to calculate (3.28), we obtain

∑

q≤X

(2h(q))2

2q
+
∑

q≤X

h(q2)

q

≪ 1

4

( k∑

m=1

a2m

)
log logX +

1

2

∑

1≤m<ℓ≤k

amaℓ log(|ζ(1 + 1/ logX + i(tm + tℓ))||ζ(1 + 1/ logX + i(tm − tℓ))|)

+
k∑

m=1

(a2m
4

+
am
2

)
log |ζ(1 + 1/ logX + i2tm)|. (3.29)

Inserting (3.29) into (3.27), we have

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪ exp
(
− (Q+ 1)a

βj

)
X(logX)(a

2
1+···+a2

k)/4
∏

1≤m<ℓ≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm − tℓ) +
1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

×
∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm + tℓ) +

1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

∏

1≤m≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + 2itm +
1

logX
)
∣∣a2

m/4+am/2
. (3.30)

Since
J∑

j=1

e
−

(Q+1)a
βj ≪ 1,

we derive

J∑

j=1

∑

(p,2)=1
p∈S(j)

log p
∣∣L
(
σ + it1, χ

(8p)
)∣∣a1 · · ·

∣∣L
(
σ + itk, χ

(8p)
)∣∣akΦ

( p

X

)

≪X(logX)(a
2
1+···+a2

k)/4
∏

1≤m<ℓ≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm − tℓ) +
1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

×
∣∣ζ(1 + i(tm + tℓ) +

1

logX
)
∣∣amaℓ/2

∏

1≤m≤k

∣∣ζ(1 + 2itm +
1

logX
)
∣∣a2

m/4+am/2
,

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

Sm(X,Y ) ≪ logX
∑

d≤X
(d,2)=1

∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8d)(n)
∣∣∣
2m

≪ Xm+1 logX,

for any m > 0. Therefore, we derive the result of Theorem 1.3 with Y ≥ X . In the remaining

part of the proof, we assume that Y ≤ X .

Define a non-negative smooth function

ΦU (t)





≤ 1, x ∈ [0, 1/U ] ∪ [1− 1/U, 1],

= 1, x ∈ [1/U, 1− 1/U ],

= 0, otherwise ,

(4.1)

satisfying Φ
(j)
U (t) ≪j U j 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

Φ̂U (s) =

∫ ∞

0

ΦU (t)t
s−1dt ≪ UA−1(1 + |s|)−A. (4.2)

Using the smooth function ΦU (
n
Y ), we get the upper bound of Sm(X,Y ):

Sm(X,Y ) ≪ S(1)
m (X,Y ) + S(2)

m (X,Y ), (4.3)

where

S(1)
m (X,Y ) :=

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∑

n

χ(8p)(n)ΦU

( n
Y

)∣∣∣
2m

and

S(2)
m (X,Y ) :=

∑

2<p≤X

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)
(
1− ΦU

( n
Y

))∣∣∣∣
2m

.

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, ε > 0

S(1)
m (X,Y ) ≪ XY m(logX)R(m,k,ε).

Proposition 4.2. With the notation as above and assume the truth of GRH. We have for

m ≥ 1,

S(2)
m (X,Y ) ≪ XY m.

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 S
(1)
m (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,

S(1)
m (X,Y ) =

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∫

(2)

L(s, χ(8p))Y sΦ̂U (s)ds
∣∣∣
2m

=
∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∫

(1/2)

L(s, χ(8p))Y sΦ̂U (s)ds
∣∣∣
2m

≪
∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣

∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|≤XV

L(s, χ(8p))Y sΦ̂U (s)ds
∣∣∣
2m

+
∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣

∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

L(s, χ(8p))Y sΦ̂U (s)ds
∣∣∣
2m

.

(5.1)

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

specified later. By Hölder’s inequality, we have

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣

∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

L(s, χ(8p))Y sΦ̂U (s)ds
∣∣∣
2m

≪Y m
∑

2<p≤X

log p
( ∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

|L(s, χ(8p))|
∣∣∣Φ̂U (s)

∣∣∣
1

2m
∣∣∣Φ̂U (s)

∣∣∣
2m−1
2m |ds|

)2m

≪Y m
( ∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

∣∣∣Φ̂U (s)
∣∣∣|ds|

)2m−1
∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣L(s, χ(8p))

∣∣∣
2m∣∣∣Φ̂U (s)

∣∣∣|ds| (5.2)

for m ≥ 1/2. By (4.2), we obtain
∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

∣∣∣Φ̂U (s)
∣∣∣|ds| ≪

∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

U

1 + |s|2 |ds| ≪V
U

XV
. (5.3)

Applying Lemma 2.3 and (4.2) to estimate the inner integral of (5.2), we get
∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣L(s, χ(8p))

∣∣∣
2m

·
∣∣∣Φ̂U (s)

∣∣∣|ds|

≪
∫

(1/2)

|ℑ(s)|>XV

∑

2<p≤X

|ps|ε · U

1 + |s|2 |ds| ≪ XUX−V (1−ε)+ε. (5.4)

We choose

U = X3ε, V = 6ε (5.5)

to ensure the term (5.2) ≪ XY m with m ≥ 1/2. Therefore, we get

S(1)
m (X,Y ) ≪

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣

∫

(1/2)
|ℑ(s)|≤Xε

L(s, χ(8p))Y sΦ̂U (s)ds
∣∣∣
2m

+O(XY m)
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≪Y m
∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∫

|t|≤Xε

∣∣∣L(12 + it, χ(8p))
∣∣∣ 1

1 + |t|dt
∣∣∣
2m

+O(XY m).

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, ε > 0,

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∫

|t|≤Xε

∣∣∣L(1/2 + it, χ(8p))
∣∣∣ 1

1 + |t|dt
∣∣∣
2m

≪ X(logX)R(m,k,ε),

where R(m, k, ε) is defined in (1.5).

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

∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∫

|t|≤Xε

∣∣∣L(12 + it, χ(8p))| dt

|t|+ 1

∣∣∣
2m

≪
∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣
∫ Xε

0

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|
t+ 1

dt
∣∣∣
2m

≪
∑

2<p≤X

log p
∣∣∣

∑

n≤logX+1

∫ en−1

en−1−1

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|
t+ 1

dt
∣∣∣
2m

≤
∑

2<p≤X

log p

( ∑

n≤logX+1

n−2am/(2m−1)

)2m−1 ∑

n≤logX+1

(
na

∫ en−1

en−1−1

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|
t+ 1

dt

)2m

≪
∑

n≤logX+1

n2m−1+ε

e2nm

∑

2<p≤X

log p

(∫ en−1

en−1−1

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|dt
)2m

. (5.6)

Below we will estimate the summation

Tm(E,X) :=
∑

2<p≤X

log p

(∫ E

0

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|dt
)2m

,

where 10 ≤ E = XO(1). The method of getting the upper bound of Tm(E,X) is similar to the

proof of (6.1) of Szabó [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 = dt1 · · · dtk, we obtain

Tm(E,X) ≪
∑

2<p≤X

log p

∫

[0,E]k

k∏

a=1

|L(1/2 + ita, χ
(8p))|

(∫

D

|L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))|du
)2m−k

dt,

(5.7)

where D = D(t1, . . . , tk) = {u ∈ [0, E] : |t1 − u| ≤ |t2 − u| ≤ · · · ≤ |tk − u|}. Here, we restrict

the integration over D by symmetry.

We set

B1 =
[
− 1

logX
,

1

logX

]
, BH = [−E,E] \

⋃

1≤h<H

Bh

Bh =
[
− eh−1

logX
,− eh−2

logX

]
∪
[ eh−2

logX
,
eh−1

logX

]
, for 2 ≤ h < ⌊log logX⌋+ 10 =: H.
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For any t1 ∈ [0, E], we have

D ⊂ [0, E] ⊂ t1 + [−E,E] ⊂
⋃

1≤h≤H

t1 + Bh.

Thus, if we denote Ah = Bh ∩ (−t1 +D), then (t1 +Ah)1≤h≤H form a partition of D. Observe

that |Ah| ≤ |Bh|. Applying H?lder’s inequality twice we get

(∫

D

|L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))|du
)2m−k

≤
( ∑

1≤h≤H

1

h
· h
∫

t1+Ah

|L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))|du
)2m−k

≤
( ∑

1≤h≤H

h2m−k

(∫

t1+Ah

∣∣L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))
∣∣du
)2m−k)( ∑

1≤h≤K

h−(2m−k)/(2m−k−1)

)2m−k−1

≪
∑

1≤h≤H

h2m−k

(∫

t1+Ah

|L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))|du
)2m−k

≤
∑

1≤h≤H

h2m−k|Bh|2m−k−1

∫

t1+Ah

|L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))|2m−kdu. (5.8)

For t = (t1, . . . , tk), we write

L(t, u) =
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

k∏

a=1

|L(1/2 + ita, χ
(8p))| · |L(1/2 + iu, χ(8p))|2m−k. (5.9)

From (5.7)–(5.9), we obtain

Tm(E,X) ≪
∑

1≤h≤H

h2m−k|Bh|2m−k−1

∫

[0,E]k

∫

t1+Ah

L(t, u) du dt

≪
∑

1≤h0,h1,...hk−1≤H

h2m−k
0 |Bh0 |2m−k−1

∫

Ch0,h1,··· ,hk−1

L(t, u) du dt, (5.10)

where

Ch0,h1,··· ,hk−1
= {(t1, . . . , tk, u) ∈ [0, E]k+1 : u ∈ t1+Ah0 , |ti+1−u|−|ti−u| ∈ Bhi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k−1}.

Using Corollary 1.2 to deal with L(t, u), for (t1, . . . , tk, u) ∈ Ch0,h1,··· ,hk−1
, we have

L(t, u)

≪X(logX)
k+(2m−k)2

4

∏

1≤i<j≤k

g(|ti − tj |)aiaj/2g(|ti + tj |)aiaj/2
∏

1≤i≤k

g(|2ti|)a
2
i /4+ai/2. (5.11)

Below, we provide the upper bound of g(α) for two cases, with α in different ranges, and deduce

the corresponding upper bound of (5.10).

Case 1: h0 < H .

By the definition of Ch0,h1,··· ,hk−1
and the observation that ti, u ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

eh0

logX
≪ |t1 − u| ≪ |t1 + u| ≪ E = XO(1).

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

g(|t1 ± u|) ≪ logX

eh0
log logE.
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Since the definition of Aj , we know that |t2 − u| ≥ |t1 − u|, furthermore

eh0

logX
+

eh1

logX
≪ |t2 − u| = |t1 − u|+ (|t2 − u| − |t1 − u|) ≪ |t2 + u| ≪ E = XO(1),

which implies that

g(|t2 ± u|) ≪ logX

emax(h0,h1)
log logE.

Similarly, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have

g(|ti ± u|) ≪ logX

emax(h0,h1,...,hi−1)
log logE. (5.12)

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

j−1∑

s=i

(|ts+1 − u| − |ts − u|) ≤ |tj − ti| ≤ |tj + ti|,

then

g(|tj ± ti|) ≪
logX

emax(hi,...,hj−1)
log logE. (5.13)

Trivially, from the definition of g in (1.3), we get

g(|2u|) ≪ logX, g(|2ti|) ≪ logX, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. (5.14)

By (5.11)–(5.14), we calculate that

L(t, u)

≪X(logX)
(2m−k)2+k

4 + (2m−k)2

4 + 2m−k
2 + 3k

4 (log logE)
k(k−1)

2 +k(2m−k)

×
( k−1∏

i=0

logX

emax(h0,h1,...,hi)

)2m−k( k−1∏

i=1

k∏

j=i+1

logX

emax(hi,...,hj−1)

)

=X(logX)m(2m+1)(log logE)
k(k−1)

2 +k(2m−k) (5.15)

× exp
(
− (2m− k)

k−1∑

i=0

max(h0, h1, . . . , hi)−
k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)
.

The volume of the region Ch0,h1,··· ,hk−1
is≪ Ekeh0+h1+···+hk−1(logX)−k, and |Bh0 | ≪ eh0/ logX .

Inserting (5.15) into (5.10), we get

∑

1≤h0<H
1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

h2m−k
0 |Bh0 |2m−k−1

∫

Ch0,h1,··· ,hk−1

L(t, u) du dt

≪X(logX)2m
2−m+1Ek(log logE)

k(k−1)
2 +k(2m−k)

∑

1≤h0<H
1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

h2m−k
0

× exp
(
(2m− k − 1)h0 +

k−1∑

i=0

hi − (2m− k)

k−1∑

i=0

max(h0, h1, . . . , hi)−
k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)

=X(logX)2m
2−m+1Ek(log logE)

k(k−1)
2 +k(2m−k)
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×
∑

1≤h0<H
1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

h2m−k
0 exp

(
− (2m− k)

k−1∑

i=1

max(h0, h1, . . . , hi)−
k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+2

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)

≪X(logX)2m
2−m+1Ek(log logE)

k(k−1)
2 +k(2m−k)

×
∑

1≤h0<H
1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

h2m−k
0 exp

(
− (2m− k)

k−1∑

i=1

∑i
s=0 hs

i+ 1
−

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+2

∑j−1
s=i hs

j − i

)

≪X(logX)2m
2−m+1Ek(log logE)

k(k−1)
2 +k(2m−k). (5.16)

Case 2: h0 = H

(1) |u| > 5.

For this case, we have eh0 ≪ logX . Hence, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we get

g(|ti ± u|) ≪ log logE. (5.17)

Regarding the estimate of g(|tj±ti|), it is the same as (5.13). We estimate g(|2ti|) by the trivial

bound, and since |t1 − u| ≤ |t1|+ |u|, |u| ≥ 5, we have

g(|2u|) ≪ log logE, g(|2ti|) ≪ logX, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. (5.18)

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

L(t, u)

≪X(logX)
(2m−k)2+k

4 + 3k
4 (log logE)

(2m−k)2

4 +(2m−k)(k+1/2)+ k(k−1)
2

( k−1∏

i=1

k∏

j=i+1

logX

emax(hi,...,hj−1)

)

=X(logX)
(2m−k)2

4 + k(k+1)
2 (log logE)

(2m−k)2

4 +(2m−k)(k+1/2)+ k(k−1)
2

× exp
(
−

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)
. (5.19)

The volume of the region CH,h1,··· ,hk−1
is

≪ Ek+1eh1+···+hk−1(logX)−k+1. (5.20)

As |BH | ≪ E, we deduce from (5.10), (5.19) and (5.20) that

∑

1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

H2m−k|BH |2m−k−1

∫

CH,h1,··· ,hk−1

|u|≥5

L(t, u) du dt

≪X(logX)
(2m−k)2

4 + k(k−1)
2 +1E2m(log logX)2m−k(log logE)

(2m−k)2

4 +(2m−k)(k+1/2)+ k(k−1)
2

×
∑

1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

exp
( k−1∑

i=1

hi −
k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)

≪X(logX)
(2m−k)2

4 + k(k−1)
2 +1E2m(log logX)2m−k(log logE)

(2m−k)2

4 +(2m−k)(k+1/2)+ k(k−1)
2 .

(5.21)
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(2) |u| ≤ 5. We estimate g(|2u|) by the trivial bound, and since e10 < |t1 − u| ≤ |ti − u| ≤
|ti|+ |u|, |u| ≤ 5, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have |ti| ≥ 5 and

g(|2u|) ≪ logX, g(|2ti|) ≪ log logE. (5.22)

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

L(t, u)

≪X(logX)
(2m−k)2+k

4 + (2m−k)2

4 + 2m−k
2 (log logE)(2m−k)k+ k(k−1)

2 + 3k
4

( k−1∏

i=1

k∏

j=i+1

logX

emax(hi,...,hj−1)

)

=X(logX)m(2m+1)−k(2m+3/4−k)(log logE)(2m−k)k+ k(k−1)
2 + 3k

4

× exp
(
−

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)
. (5.23)

As we have |ti| ≥ 5 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k when |u| ≤ 5, we see that the volume of the region

CH,h1,··· ,hk−1
is ≪ Ek. It follows that

∑

1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

H2m−k|BH |2m−k−1

∫

CH,h1,··· ,hk−1

|u|≤5

L(t, u) du dt

≪X(logX)m(2m+1)−k(2m+3/4−k)E2m−1(log logX)2m−k(log logE)(2m−k)k+ k(k−1)
2 + 3k

4

×
∑

1≤h1,...hk−1≤H

exp
(
−

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

j=i+1

max(hi, . . . , hj−1)
)

≪X(logX)m(2m+1)−k(2m+3/4−k)E2m−1(log logX)2m−k(log logE)(2m−k)k+ k(k−1)
2 + 3k

4 . (5.24)

From (5.10), (5.16), (5.21) and (5.24), we obtain

Tm(E,X)

≪X

(
(logX)2m

2−m+1Ek(log logE)
k(k−1)

2 +k(2m−k)

+ (logX)
(2m−k)2

4 + k(k−1)
2 +1E2m(log logX)2m−k(log logE)

(2m−k)2

4 +(2m−k)(k+1/2)+ k(k−1)
2

+ (logX)m(2m+1)−k(2m+3/4−k)E2m−1(log logX)2m−k(log logE)(2m−k)k+ k(k−1)
2 + 3k

4

)
.

(5.25)

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

then

∑

n≤logX+1

n2m−1+ε

e2nm

∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

(∫ en−1

en−1−1

|L(1/2 + it, χ(8p))|dt
)2m

≪X
∑

n≤logX+1

n2m−1+ε

e2nm
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×
(
(logX)2m

2−m+1ekn(log logE)
k(k−1)

2 +k(2m−k)

+ (logX)
(2m−k)2

4 + k(k−1)
2 +1e2mn(log logX)2m−k(log logE)

(2m−k)2

4 +(2m−k)(k+1/2)+ k(k−1)
2

+ (logX)m(2m+1)−k(2m+3/4−k)e(2m−1)n(log logX)2m−k(log logE)(2m−k)k+ k(k−1)
2 + 3k

4

)

≪ X(logX)ε
(
(logX)2m

2−m+1 + (logX)
(2m−k)2

4 + k(k−1)
2 +2m+1

+ (logX)m(2m+1)−k(2m+3/4−k)
)

≪ X(logX)R(m,k,ε).

We complete the proof of Lemma 5.1.

5.2 Proof of Proposition 4.2

We apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to see that

S(2)
m (X,Y ) ≤

( ∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)
(
1− ΦU

( n
Y

))∣∣∣∣
2) 1

2

×
( ∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)
(
1− ΦU

( n
Y

))∣∣∣∣
4m−2) 1

2

. (5.26)

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

∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)
(
1− ΦU

( n
Y

))∣∣∣∣
2

≪ logX
∑

d≤X
(d,2)=1

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8d)(n)
(
1− ΦU

( n
Y

))∣∣∣∣
2

≪(XY )ε(X + Y )
∑

n1,n2≤Y
n1n2=�

(
1− ΦU

(n1

Y

))(
1− ΦU

(n2

Y

))

≪X1+ε
∑

n1,n2∈[1,Y/U ]∪[Y (1−1/U),Y ]
n1n2=�

1.

We write n1 = dm2
1, n2 = dm2

2 with d square. The above is

≪X1+ε
∑

d≤Y

∑

m1,m2∈[1,(Y/(dU))1/2]∪[(Y (1−1/U)/d)1/2,(Y/d)1/2]

1

≪X1+ε
∑

d≤Y

(
Y/(dU) +

(
(Y/d)1/2 − (Y (1− 1/U)/d)1/2

)2)

≪X1+εY U−1 ≪ X1−2εY (5.27)

with U = X3ε. For the second term of product (5.26), we have the upper bound

∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)
(
1− ΦU

( n
Y

))∣∣∣∣
4m−2
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≪
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)

∣∣∣∣
4m−2

+
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)ΦU

( n
Y

)∣∣∣∣
4m−2

. (5.28)

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

S
(2)
2m−1(X,Y ) ≪ XY 2m−1(logX)Om,ε(1). (5.29)

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (5.28), we apply Lemma 2.7 with wn =

χ(8p)(n), then

∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n) =
1

2πi

∫ 1+1/ log Y+iY

1+1/ log Y−iY

L(s, χ(8p))
Y s

s
ds+O(log Y )

=

(
1

2πi

∫ 1/2+iY

1/2−iY

+
1

2πi

∫ 1/2−iY

1+1/ log Y−iY

+
1

2πi

∫ 1+1/ log Y+iY

1/2+iY

)
L(s, χ(8p))

Y s

s
ds+O(log Y ),

(5.30)

Inserting (5.30) back into the first term of the right side of (5.28), we get

∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)

∣∣∣∣
4m−2

≪ (S1 + S2 + S3 +X(logX)4m−2) logX, (5.31)

where

S1 =
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1/2+iY

1/2−iY

L(s, χ(8p))
Y s

s
ds

∣∣∣∣
4m−2

, S2 =
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1/2−iY

1+1/ log Y−iY

L(s, χ(8p))
Y s

s
ds

∣∣∣∣
4m−2

and

S3 =
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1+1/ log Y+iY

1/2+iY

L(s, χ(8p))
Y s

s
ds

∣∣∣∣
4m−2

.

The estimates of S2 and S3 are the same, we just estimate S3. We assume that Y ≥ 10,

otherwise the lemma is trivial. Let m ≥ 1, which allows us to apply H?lder’s inequality to get

S3 ≪
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

(∫ 1+1/ log Y+iY

1/2+iY

|L(s, χ(8p))||ds|
)4m−2

≪
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

∫ 1+1/ log Y +iY

1/2+iY

|L(s, χ(8p))|4m−2|ds| ≪ X(logX)8m
2−6m+1. (5.32)

For the last bound of (5.32), we utilize Lemma 2.10 with 1/2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 + 1/ logY under GRH.

Next we bound S1 using H?lder’s inequality, Lemma 5.1 with k = 1 and the assumption Y ≤ X .

Thus

S1 ≪Y 2m−1
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

(∫ Y

0

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|
t+ 1

dt

)4m−2
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≪Y 2m−1
∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

(( ∑

n≤log Y +2

1
) 4m−3

4m−2

( ∑

n≤log Y+2

(∫ en−1

en−1−1

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|
t+ 1

dt

)4m−2) 1
4m−2

)4m−2

≪Y 2m−1
∑

n≤log Y+2

n4m−2

e(4m−2)n

∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

(∫ en−1

en−1−1

|L(12 + it, χ(8p))|dt
)4m−2

≪Y 2m−1X(logX)Om,ε(1)
( ∑

n≤log Y +2

n4m−2

e(4m−2)n
en +

∑

n≤log Y+2

n4m−2
)

≪Y 2m−1X(logX)Om,ε(1). (5.33)

From (5.31)–(5.33), we deduce that

∑

p≤X
(p,2)=1

log p

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤Y

χ(8p)(n)

∣∣∣∣
4m−2

≪ XY 2m−1(logX)Om,ε(1). (5.34)

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