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High and odd moments in the Erdős–Kac theorem

Ofir Gorodetsky∗

Abstract

Granville and Soundararajan showed that the kth moment in the Erdős–Kac theorem is equal to the
kth moment of the standard Gaussian distribution in the range k = o((log log x)1/3), up to a negligible
error term. We show that their range is sharp: when k/(log log x)1/3 tends to infinity, a different behavior
emerges, and odd moments start exhibiting similar growth to even moments. For odd k we find the
asymptotics of the kth moment when k = O((log log x)1/3), where previously only an upper bound was
known. Our methods are flexible and apply to other distributions, including the Poisson distribution,
whose centered moments turn out to be excellent approximations for the Erdős–Kac moments.

1 Introduction

Let ω(n) =
∑

p|n 1 be the prime-divisor function. The celebrated Erdős–Kac theorem [6] states that

ω(n) − log logn√
log logn

d−−−−→
x→∞

G (1.1)

where n is sampled uniformly at random from the positive integers up to x, and G ∼ N(0, 1). The arrow
indicates convergence in distribution. We may replace log logn in (1.1) with log log x because (log logn −
log log x)/

√
log log x tends to 0 in probability. The moments of the standard Gaussian distribution determine

it uniquely, so to prove (1.1) it suffices to show that

lim
x→∞

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x√
log log x

)k

= E(Gk) (1.2)

holds for all k ∈ N. The case k = 1 of (1.2) follows from a classical result of Mertens on the asymptotics of
∑

p≤x 1/p [14, Thm. 2.7]. The case k = 2 is due to Turán [20] and implies the Hardy–Ramanujan Theorem
on the normal order of ω. Delange [2] proved (1.2) for all k ∈ N (see [10, 11, 3, 5] for generalizations to other
additive functions). Much later, Granville and Soundararajan used a sieve-inspired approach to study (1.2)
with k growing [9, Thm. 1]. They proved that

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x√
log log x

)k

= E(Gk) + O

(

E(|G|k)
k3/2√

log log x

)

(1.3)

holds uniformly for k ≤ (log log x)1/3. Delange [4] used the moment generating function of ω(n)−log log x√
log log x

to

show the following. For k ∈ N,

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x√
log log x

)k

=
k!Ak(x)

(log log x)k/2
+ Ok

(

1

log x

)

(1.4)

holds where Ak(x) is the coefficient of zk in the Maclaurin expansion of F (ez)(log x)e
z−z−1 and F is the

entire function

F (z) :=
1

Γ(z)

∏

p

(

1 − 1

p

)z(

1 +
z

p− 1

)

. (1.5)

∗This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme (grant agreement no. 851318) and from the Israel Science Foundation (grant no. 2088/24).
O.G. is the Rabbi Dr. Roger Herst Faculty Fellow at the Department of Mathematics, Technion. We thank Brad Rodgers for
constructive discussions around Conjecture 1.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.00351v1


He used (1.4) to give a new proof of (1.2). Ghosh [8] estimated the rth absolute moment of (ω(n) −
log log x)/

√
log log x, r being any real, positive number, and showed it tends to E(|G|r).

1.1 Results

We extend and improve (1.3) in terms of range and error term. We compute the asymptotics of the kth
centered moment of ω in the range k = O(log log x), and in particular for odd k. This requires a genuine
modification of the Sathé–Selberg method [17, 18]. Namely, we apply a suitable saddle point analysis to
extract information about the moments from their generating function.

While the formulas for the moments ae complicated, we can state the following clean theorem, comparing
moments of ω with moments of a Poisson random variable, as well as with the moments of sums of Bernoulli
random variables. Recall the Meissel–Mertens constant

a = γ +
∑

p

(

log

(

1 − 1

p

)

+
1

p

)

> 0 (1.6)

which arises as the limit of
∑

p≤x 1/p− log log x [14, Thm. 2.7] and coincides with F ′(1) for F in (1.5).

Theorem 1.1. Fix A > 0. Suppose x ≥ 3 and 2 ≤ k ≤ A log log x. Define r > 0 via

r(er − 1) =
k

log log x
.

• Let X(log log x) ∼ Poisson(log log x). As x → ∞,

En≤x(ω(n) − log log x− a)k ∼ F (er)

era
E(X(log log x) − log log x)k

where F is given in (1.5) and a is defined in (1.6).

• Let (Xp)p≤x be independent random variables with Xp ∼ Bernoulli(1/p). As x → ∞,

En≤x

(

ω(n) −
∑

p≤x

1

p

)k

∼ e−γ(er−1)

Γ(er)
E

(

∑

p≤x

Xp −
∑

p≤x

1

p

)k

.

If k = o(log log x) then r = o(1) and so F (er)/era ∼ e−γ(er−1)/Γ(er) ∼ 1.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 proceeds by computing separately the asymptotics of the moments in the
right- and left-hand sides, and then comparing. This is in the spirit of the work of Radziwi l l, comparing
large deviations of ω(n) −

∑

p≤x 1/p with those of Poisson(log log x) − log log x [16, Cor. 3] and of sums of
centered Bernoulli-s [15, Eq. (1.5)].

Next we describe the behavior of centered moments of ω in the range k = o(
√

log log x), including the
behavior of odd moments. For k ∈ N we shall use the following notation:

µk := E(Gk) =

{

k!
2k/2(k/2)!

if k is even,

0 otherwise,
Mk :=

k!

2k/2Γ
(

k
2 + 1

) ≍ E(|G|k).

Theorem 1.2. Fix A > 0. Suppose x ≥ 3. For 1 ≤ k ≤ A(log log x)1/3) we have

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x√
log log x

)k

=

(

µk +

(

k(k − 1)

6
+ ka

)

µk−1√
log log x

)(

1 + OA

(

k3

log log x

))

where a is as in (1.6). For k ≍ (log log x)1/3 we have

M−1
k En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x√
log log x

)k

∼ 1

2
exp

(

k3/2

6(log log x)1/2

)(

1 + (−1)k exp

(

− k3/2

3(log log x)1/2

))

≍ 1

2



as x → ∞. If k/(log log x)1/3 → ∞ while k = o(
√

log log x) then letting r =
√

k/ log log x we have

M−1
k En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x√
log log x

)k

∼ 1

2
(log x)e

r−(1+r+r2/2) → ∞.

In the next section we shall state our results in full, which include the behavior of the moments of ω for
k = O(log log x). Our next two theorems may be of interest to probability theorists. We have an analogue
of Theorem 1.2 for the Poisson distribution:

Theorem 1.3. Let λ > 0 and X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). Fix A > 0. For 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ1/3,

E

(

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)k

=

(

µk +
k(k − 1)µk−1

6
√
λ

)(

1 + OA

(

k3

λ

))

. (1.7)

For k ≍ λ1/3 → ∞,

M−1
k E

(

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)k

∼ 1

2
exp

(

k3/2

6λ1/2

)(

1 + (−1)k exp

(

− k3/2

3λ1/2

))

≍ 1. (1.8)

If k/λ1/3 → ∞ while k = o(λ1/2) then letting r =
√

k/λ we have

M−1
k E

(

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)k

∼ 1

2
eλ(e

r−(1+r+r2/2)) → ∞. (1.9)

We have a result for the Poisson Binomial distribution, i.e. the sum of independent Bernoulli-s.

Theorem 1.4. Let (pi)
n
i=1 be reals in [0, 1], (Yi)

n
i=1 be independent random variables with Yi ∼ Bernoulli(pi)

and Y =
∑n

i=1 Yi. Denote λ =
∑n

i=1 pi and let X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). For 2 ≤ k = o(λ/max{1,
∑n

i=1 p
2
i }),

E(Y − λ)k ∼ E(X(λ) − λ)k.

We mention Le Cam’s inequality [12], or rather its later refinement [19, Eq. (5.5)], as it is in the spirit of
Theorem 1.4. It says, in the notation of Theorem 1.4, that

dTV(Y,X(λ)) ≤ min{1, λ−1}
n
∑

i=1

p2i .

1.2 Remark on primes in short intervals

Let λ > 0. Under the assumption of the Hardy–Littlewood k-tuple conjecture, Gallagher [7] proved that the
random variable

∑

t≤p<t+λ log x

1,

where t is chosen uniformly at random from [0, x], tends in distribution to X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ) as x → ∞.
He proved this by showing, for each k ∈ N, that

lim
x→∞

Et≤x

(

∑

t≤p<t+λ log x

1

)k

= EXk(λ). (1.10)

We put forth a conjecture which generalizes (1.10), motivated by Theorem 1.1.

Conjecture 1. Fix k ≥ 2. If 0 < h = xo(1) then

Et≤x

(

∑

t≤p<t+h

1 −
∫ t+h

t

dt

log t

)k

∼ Et≤x

(

∑

t≤p<t+h log p− h

log x

)k

∼ E

(

X

(

h

log x

)

− h

log x

)k

as x → ∞, where X(h/ logx) ∼ Poisson(h/ log x).

3



When h = o(log x) and k ≥ 2, E(X(h/ log x) − h/ logx)k ∼ h/ logx and Conjecture 1 is straightforward
to verify using an upper bound sieve. For h ≍ log x, Conjecture 1 is equivalent to Gallagher’s (1.10). Now
suppose h/ logx → ∞ and h = xo(1). If k is even, [13, Conj. 1] says that Et≤x(

∑

t≤p<t+h log p − h)k ∼
µk(h log x)k/2. This is consistent with Conjecture 1 since E(X(h/ log x)−h/ logx)k ∼ (h/ logx)k/2E(Gk). If
k is odd, [13, Conj. 1] only says that Et≤x(

∑

t≤p<t+h log p− h)k = o((h log x)k/2). In contrast, Conjecture 1
says that when k is odd, the missing lower order term in [13, Conj. 1] is explained by the Poisson distribution.
Since E(X(h/ logx)−h/ logx)k ∼ (h/ logx)(k−1)/2µk+1(k−1)/6 for odd k ≥ 3, Conjecture 1 is also consistent
with the conditional estimate in [1, Thm 1.4].

Remark. Let Y (n, p) ∼ Binomial(n, p). As x → ∞, one has E(X( h
log x) − h

log x )k ∼ E(Y (⌊h⌋, 1
log x ) − h

log x )k

as long as h → ∞ or h ∈ N. Here k ≥ 2 is fixed.

Structure of paper

In §2 we state our full results on centered moments, from which Theorems 1.1–1.4 follow quickly, see §2.1.
In §3 we state our technical lemmas on generating functions, and use them to deduce the results in §2. In
§4 we prove the technical lemmas stated in §3. In §5 we explain why a transition occurs in the kth moment
of ω(n) − log logn when k ≍ (log log x)1/3.

2 Full results

The following result is a strengthening of (1.3), but for the Poisson distribution instead of ω.

Proposition 2.1. Let λ > 0. Let X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). Fix A > 0. For 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ1/3 we have

E

(

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)k

=

(

µk +
k(k − 1)µk−1

6
√
λ

)(

1 + OA

(

k3

λ

))

.

The implied constant depends only on A.

The following result goes beyond the range of Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.2. Let λ > 0. Let X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). Fix A > 0. For 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ we have

E

(

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)k

=
Mk

2
exp(λ(er − (1 + r + r2/2)))

· (1 + (−1)k exp(λ(e−r − er + 2r))(1 + O(1/k)) + OA(k2/λ + r))

where r =
√

k/λ. The first implied constant is absolute, the second one depends only on A.

Proposition 2.2 yields an asymptotic result when k = o(
√
λ), and otherwise only implies an upper bound.

The following result does yield an asymptotic result for k = O(λ), as long as k/λ1/3 → ∞.

Proposition 2.3. Let λ > 0. Let X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). Fix A > 0. Given k ≥ 1 let r be the positive solution
to r(er − 1) = k/λ. For 1 ≤ k ≤ λA we have r ≍A

√

k/λ and

E

(

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)k

=
Mk

2

exp(kS)√
s

(

1 + OA(1/k + e−cAk3/2/λ1/2

)
)

where cA is a positive constant that depends only on A, and S and s are functions of r defined as in
Lemma 3.4.

The following comparative result for Poisson moments will be needed.

Proposition 2.4. Let λ > 0. Fix A > 0. Let λ′ > 0 be a quantity satisfying −A ≤ λ′ − λ ≤ A. Let
X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ) and X(λ′) ∼ Poisson(λ′). Given k ≥ 2 let r be the positive solution to r(er − 1) = k/λ.
If k ≤ Aλ then, as λ → ∞,

E(X(λ) − λ)k ∼ e(λ−λ′)(er−r−1)
E(X(λ′) − λ′)k.
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The following result strengthens (1.3) and parallels Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.5. Fix A > 0. For x ≥ 3, 1 ≤ k ≤ A(log log x)1/3 and −A ≤ T ≤ A we have

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x− T√
log log x

)k

= µk +

(

k(k − 1)

6
+ k(a− T )

)

µk−1√
log log x

+ OA

(

Mk

(

k3

log log x

)1+
12∤k

2
)

where a is as in (1.6). The implied constant depends only on A.

The next two results parallel Propositions 2.2 and 2.3, respectively.

Proposition 2.6. Fix A > 0. For x ≥ 3, 1 ≤ k ≤ A log log x and −A ≤ T ≤ A we have

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x− T√
log log x

)k

=
Mk

2
(log x)e

r−(1+r+r2/2)

·
(

F (er)

erT
+ (−1)k

F (e−r)

e−rT
(log x)e

−r−er+2r(1 + O(1/k)) + OA

(

k2

log log x
+ r

))

where r =
√

k/ log log x. The first implied constant is absolute, the second one depends only on A.

Proposition 2.7. Given k ≥ 1 and x ≥ 3 let r be the positive solution to r(er−1) = k/ log log x. Fix A > 0.
For 1 ≤ k ≤ A log log x and −A ≤ T ≤ A we have r ≍A

√

k/ log log x and

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x− T√
log log x

)k

=
Mk

2

exp(kS)√
s

F (er)

erT

(

1 + OA(1/k + e−cAk3/2/
√
log log x)

)

where cA is a positive constant that depends only on A, and S and s are functions of r defined as in
Lemma 3.4. The implied constant depends only on A.

We present an analogue of Propositions 2.5–2.7 for the Poisson binomial distribution.

Proposition 2.8. Let (pi)
n
i=1 be reals in [0, 1] and (Yi)

n
i=1 be independent random variables with Yi ∼

Bernoulli(pi). Denote Y =
∑n

i=1 Yi, λ =
∑n

i=1 pi and Λ =
∑

i=1 p
2
i . Fix A > 0. Suppose 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ/Λ.

1. If 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ1/3 then

E

(

Y − λ√
λ

)k

=

(

µk +
k(k − 1)µk−1

6
√
λ

)(

1 + OA

(

k3

λ
+

kΛ

λ

))

. (2.1)

2. If 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ and we let r =
√

k/λ, then

E

(

Y − λ√
λ

)k

=
Mk

2
exp(λ(er − (1 + r + r2/2))) ·

( n
∏

i=1

1 + pi(e
r − 1)

epi(er−1)

+ (−1)k
n
∏

i=1

1 + pi(e
−r − 1)

epi(e−r−1)
exp(λ(e−r − er + 2r))(1 + O(1/k)) + OA((k2 + Λ)/λ + r)

)

.

3. If 1 ≤ k ≤ Aλ and instead we define r > 0 via r(er − 1) = k/λ, then

E

(

Y − λ√
λ

)k

=
Mk

2

exp(kS)√
s

n
∏

i=1

1 + pi(e
r − 1)

epi(er−1)

(

1 + OA(1/k + e−cAk3/2/λ1/2

)
)

where cA is a positive constant that depends only on A, and S and s are functions of r defined as in
Lemma 3.4.

For fixed k, (2.1) can be explained combinatorially: by the multinomial theorem and the independence
of the Yi-s,

E(Y − λ)k =
∑

a1+...+an=k

(

k

a1, . . . , an

) n
∏

i=1

E(Yi − pi)
ai .

If k is even then the main contribution comes from k/2 of the ai-s being equal to 2 and the rest being 0. If
k is odd the main contribution comes from one ai being equal to 3, and the rest being equal to 2 or 0.
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2.1 Proofs of theorems

2.1.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1

To prove the first part we compare Propositions 2.5–2.7 (with T = a) to Propositions 2.1–2.3 (with
λ = log log x). To prove the second part we consider two cases. If k = O((log log x)1/3) we compare
Propositions 2.5–2.6 (with T =

∑

p≤x 1/p − log log x = a + o(1)) to Proposition 2.8 (with (pi)i≤n =

(1/p)p≤x). If k/(log log x)1/3 → ∞ we make a chain of comparisons: we compare Proposition 2.7 (with
T =

∑

p≤x 1/p − log log x) to Proposition 2.3 (with λ = log log x), we then apply Proposition 2.4 (with
λ =

∑

p≤x 1/p and λ′ = log log x), and finally we compare Proposition 2.3 (with λ =
∑

p≤x 1/p) to the last
part of Proposition 2.8 (with (pi)i≤n = (1/p)p≤x).

2.1.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

The estimate (1.7) is Proposition 2.1. To deduce (1.8)–(1.9) we simplify Proposition 2.2 as follows. Since
r =

√

k/λ ≤
√
A by assumption, we have

er − (1 + r + r2/2) ∈ [cAr
3, CAr

3], e−r − er + 2r ∈ [−CAr
3,−cAr

3] (2.2)

for some constants CA > cA > 0, which implies that (1.9) holds if k/λ1/3 → ∞ while k = o(λ1/2). Fur-
thermore, since e±r = 1 ± r + r2/2 ± r3/6 + OA(r4), we deduce from Proposition 2.2 that (1.8) holds for
k ≍ λ1/3 → ∞.

2.1.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We simplify Propositions 2.5 and 2.6 (with T = 0) in the same way we deduced Theorem 1.3, i.e. we apply
(2.2), e±r = 1 ± r + r2/2 ± r3/6 + OA(r4) and also F (e±r) = 1 + OA(r) whenever r =

√

k/ log log x ≤
√
A.

2.1.4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

We compare Proposition 2.8 to Propositions 2.1–2.3.

3 Generating function lemmas

The following easy lemma will be used to handle some error terms.

Lemma 3.1. Let H(z) =
∑

k≥0 akz
k be a power series with ak ∈ C. Given λ > 0 we write H as

H(z) = exp(λz2/2)H1(z).

Given k ≥ 0 we let r =
√

k/λ. We have k!ak ≪ Mkλ
k/2 max|z|=r |H1(z) + (−1)kH1(−z)| if H converges

absolutely for |z| = r. The implied constant is absolute.

The following is a quick consequence of Lemma 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let H(z) =
∑

k≥0 akz
k be a power series with ak ∈ C. Given λ > 0 we write H as

H(z) = exp(λz2/2)H1(z).

Write H1(z) as H1(z) =
∑

j≥0 bjz
j. Given k ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ m ≤ k we have

k!ak = λ
k
2

( m
∑

j=0

bj
k!

(k − j)!
λ− j

2µk−j + O(E)

)

with an implied absolute constant, where E := 0 if m = k and otherwise

E :=
k!

(k −m− 1)!
λ−m+1

2 Mk−m−1

max|z|=
√

(k−m−1)/λ
|H(m+1)

1 (z) + (−1)kH
(m+1)
1 (−z)|

(m + 1)!

as long as H converges absolutely for |z| =
√

(k −m− 1)/λ.
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Corollary 3.2 is sufficiently strong to recover (1.3) and yield Propositions 2.1 and 2.5, and (2.1). The
following two lemmas are needed for going beyond the range of (1.3).

Lemma 3.3. Let H(z) =
∑

k≥0 akz
k be a power series with ak ∈ C. Given λ > 0 we write H as

H(z) = exp(λz2/2)H1(z).

Given k ≥ 1 we let r =
√

k/λ. We have

k!ak = Mkλ
k/2

(

12|k
H1(r) + H1(−r)

2
+ 12∤k

H1(r) −H1(−r)

2
(1 + O(1/k)) + O(E/k)

)

as long as H converges absolutely for |z| = r, where

E := r max
|z|=r

|H ′
1(z)| + r2 max

|z|=r
|H ′′

1 (z)|, (3.1)

and all implied constants are absolute.

Lemma 3.4. Fix A > 0. Let H(z) =
∑

k≥0 akz
k be a power series converging for |z| ≤ A. Given λ > 0 and

a power series H1(z) converging in |z| ≤ A, we write H as

H(z) = exp(λ(ez − z − 1))(H1(z) + H2(z)).

Given k ≥ 1 we let r be the positive solution to r(er−1) = k/λ. For 1 ≤ k ≤ λA(eA−1) we have r ≍A

√

k/λ
and

k!ak = λk/2Mk

2

exp(kS)√
s

(H1(r) + OA(E + max
|z|=r

|H2(z)|))

where
E := (|H1(r)| + r max

|z|=r
|H ′

1(z)| + r2 max
|z|=r

|H ′′
1 (z)|) · (k−1 + exp(−cAk

3/2λ−1/2))

and S = S1 + S2, s = bt and

b :=
1

2

(

er +
er − 1

r

)

= 1 + OA(r), t :=
r

er − 1
= 1 + OA(r),

S1 := t
er − r2

2 − r − 1

r2
=

r

6
(1 + OA(r)) ≍A (k/λ)1/2,

S2 :=
1

2
(t− 1 − log t) =

r2

16
(1 + OA(r)) ≍A k/λ

and the implied constants and cA > 0 depend only on A.

3.1 Proof of Propositions 2.1–2.4

Let λ > 0 and X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). The moment generating function of X(λ) − λ is

∑

k≥0

zk

k!
E(X(λ) − λ)k = Eez(X(λ)−λ) =

∑

i≥0

λi e
−λ

i!
ez(i−λ) = eλ(e

z−z−1).

Corollary 3.2 and Lemmas 3.3-3.4 estimate the kth coefficient of the above series, multiplied by k! (this is
exactly the kth moment):

• To prove Proposition 2.1 we apply Corollary 3.2 with H(z) = eλ(e
z−z−1) and m = 1 (if k is even) or

m = 3 (if k is odd). Under this choice of H , H1(z) = eλ(e
z−z2/2−z−1) = 1 + λz3/3! + . . ..

• To prove Proposition 2.2 we apply Lemma 3.3 with H(z) = eλ(e
z−z−1).

• To prove Proposition 2.3 we apply Lemma 3.4 with H(z) = eλ(e
z−z−1), H1 ≡ 1 and H2 ≡ 0.

• To prove Proposition 2.4 we consider different ranges. If k = o(λ1/3), we apply Proposition 2.1 twice,
with λ and λ′, and compare. If k ≍ λ1/3, we apply Proposition 2.2 twice, with λ and λ′, and compare.
If k/λ1/3 → ∞ we apply Lemma 3.4 twice and compare: first with H(z) = eλ

′(ez−z−1), H1 ≡ 1 and
H2 ≡ 0, and then with H(z) = eλ(e

z−z−1), H1(z) = e(λ−λ′)(ez−z−1) and H2 ≡ 0.
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3.2 Proof of Propositions 2.5–2.7

The moment generating function of ω(n) − log log x, where n is chosen uniformly at random from [1, x]∩ Z,
is

M(z) :=
∑

k≥0

zk

k!
En≤x(ω(n) − log log x)k = En≤xe

z(ω(n)−log log x).

For T ∈ R, we introduce

MT (z) :=
∑

k≥0

zk

k!
En≤x(ω(n) − log log x− T )k = En≤xe

z(ω(n)−log log x−T ) = e−zTM(z). (3.2)

We shall need the following result of Selberg [18, Thm. 2]: uniformly for |s| ≤ B and x ≥ 3 we have

En≤xs
ω(n) = (log x)s−1(F (s) + OB(1/ log x)) (3.3)

for the F in (1.5). Substituting s = ez in (3.3), we obtain that

MT (z) = e−zT (log x)e
z−z−1(F (ez) + G(z)) (3.4)

where G(z) = OC(1/ logx) for |z| ≤ C. First, we show that G(z) makes a negligible contribution to the
moments, by proving a version of (1.4) with an explicit dependence on k.

Corollary 3.5. Fix A > 0. If 1 ≤ k ≤ A log log x and −A ≤ T ≤ A then

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x− T√
log log x

)k

=
k!Ak,T (x)

(log log x)k/2
+ OA

(

Mk

log x
exp

(

CA
k3/2√

log log x

))

holds where Ak,T (x) is the coefficient of zk in e−zTF (ez)(log x)e
z−z−1, and the implied constant and CA

depend only on A.

Proof. Comparing coefficients in (3.2) and (3.4), we have

En≤x

(

ω(n) − log log x− T√
log log x

)k

=
k!Ak,T (x)

(log log x)k/2
+ k!bk

where bk is the coefficient of zk in e−zT (log x)e
z−z−1G(z), divided by (log log x)k/2. It remains to bound

k!bk. This is done by applying Lemma 3.1 with λ = log log x and H(z) = e−zT (log x)e
z−z−1G(z), and using

the estimates G(z) = OA(1/ log x) and ez − (z2/2 + z + 1) = OA(|z|3) which hold for |z| ≤
√
A.

Since the error term in Corollary 3.5 is negligible compared to the error terms in Proposition 2.5–2.7, it
remains to estimate k! times Ak,T (x), the coefficient of zk in e−zTF (ez)(log x)e

z−z−1.

• To prove Proposition 2.5 we apply Corollary 3.2 with λ = log log x, H(z) = e−zTF (ez)(log x)e
z−z−1

and m = 1 (if k is even) or m = min{3, k} (if k is odd). In the notation of Corollary 3.2, b0 = 1,
b1 = F ′(1) − T = a− T and b3 = λ/6 + OA(1).

• To prove Proposition 2.6 we apply Lemma 3.3 with λ = log log x and H(z) = e−zTF (ez)(log x)e
z−z−1.

• To prove Proposition 2.7 we apply Lemma 3.4 with λ = log log x, H(z) = e−zTF (ez)(log x)e
z−z−1,

H1(z) = e−zTF (ez) and H2 ≡ 0.

3.3 Proof of Proposition 2.8

We use the notation of Proposition 2.8, and in particular λ =
∑n

i=1 pi. The moment generating function of
Y − λ is

MY (z) :=
∑

k≥0

zk

k!
E(Y − λ)k = Eez(Y−λ) =

n
∏

i=1

Eez(Yi−pi) = e−λz
n
∏

i=1

(1 + pi(e
z − 1)).

To prove the first part of the proposition we apply Corollary 3.2 with H = MY and m = 1 (if k is even)
or m = 3 (if k is odd). In the notation of Corollary 3.2, b0 = 1, b1 = 0, b2 = −Λ/2 and b3 = λ/6 + O(Λ).
To prove the second part of the proposition we apply Lemma 3.3 with H = MY . To prove the last part we
apply Lemma 3.4 with H = MY , H1(z) =

∏n
i=1(1 + pi(e

z − 1))/epi(e
z−1) and H2 ≡ 0.
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4 Proofs of Generating function lemmas

4.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

For a 2π-periodic function f we have

∫ π

−π

f(θ) dθ =

∫ π/2

−π/2

(f(θ) + f(θ + π)) dθ. (4.1)

Recall r =
√

k/λ. Stirling’s approximation shows that

ek/2

2πrk
=

λk/2
√
πk

2π2k/2Γ
(

k
2 + 1

) (1 + O(1/k)) =
λk/2Mk

k!

1 + O(1/k)

2
√

π/k
. (4.2)

We need to show that the coefficient of zk in k! exp(λz2/2)H1(z) is ≪ λk/2Mk max|z|=r |H1(z)|. This
coefficient can be written as

k!

2πrk

∫ π

−π

exp(λr2e2iθ/2)H1(re
iθ)e−iθk dθ

=
k! exp(λr2/2)

2πrk

∫ π/2

−π/2

exp(λr2(e2iθ − 1)/2)(H1(re
iθ) + (−1)kH1(−reiθ))e−iθk dθ

(4.3)

by (4.1). Recall λr2 = k. By the triangle inequality and (4.2), the right-hand side of (4.3) is

≪ k!ek/2

2πrk
max
|z|=r

|H1(z) + (−1)kH1(−z)|
∫ π/2

−π/2

exp(ℜ(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)) dθ

≪ λk/2Mkk
1/2 max

|z|=r
|H1(z) + (−1)kH1(−z)|

∫ π/2

−π/2

exp(ℜ(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)) dθ.

(4.4)

Uniformly for θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] we have

ℜ(e2iθ − 1) = cos(2θ) − 1 ≤ −cθ2 (4.5)

for some absolute constant c > 0 (we may take c = 8/π2) and so the right-hand side of (4.4) is

≪ λk/2Mkk
1/2 max

|z|=r
|H1(z) + (−1)kH1(−z)|

∫ π

−π

e−ckθ2

dθ

= λk/2Mkk
1/2 max

|z|=r
|H1(z) + (−1)kH1(−z)|(2ck)−1/2

∫ π
√
2ck

−π
√
2ck

e−t2/2 dt

≪ λk/2Mk max
|z|=r

|H1(z) + (−1)kH1(−z)|

as needed, where in the equality we substituted θ = t/
√

2ck.

4.2 Proof of Corollary 3.2

We write
k!ak = k!(ak,1 + k!ak,2)

where ak,1 (resp. ak,2) is the coefficient of zn in

exp(λz2/2)

m
∑

j=0

bjz
j (resp. exp(λz2/2)(H1(z) −

m
∑

j=0

bjz
j)).
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Since exp(λz2/2) is the generating function of (λj/2µj/j!)j≥0, we may evaluate ak,1 exactly as

ak,1 =

m
∑

j=0

bjλ
(k−j)/2 µk−j

(k − j)!
.

If m = k we are done since ak,2 = 0 by construction. When m ≤ k − 1, we appeal to Lemma 3.1 in order to
bound k!ak,2. Precisely, we write k!ak,2 as k!/(k−m−1)! times (k−m−1)!ak,2, and we bound (k−m−1)!ak,2
by considering ak,2 as the coefficient of zk−m−1 in exp(λz2/2) times (H1(z)−∑m

j=0 bjz
j)/zm+1. The bound

we obtain is

k!ak,2 ≪ λ
k
2

(

k!

(k −m− 1)!
λ−m+1

2 Mk−m−1 max
|z|=r

∣

∣

H1(z) −∑m
j=0 bjz

j + (−1)k(H1(−z) −∑m
j=0 bj(−z)j)

zm+1

∣

∣

)

where r =
√

(k −m− 1)/λ. We simplify the bound using the fact that max|z|=r |F (z)−
∑m

i=0 F (i)(0)zi/i!

zm+1 | is

bounded by max|z|=r |F
(m+1)(z)
(m+1)! | for any power series F converging absolutely in |z| = r.

4.3 Proof of Lemma 3.3

Recall r =
√

k/λ. We express k!ak using (4.1) as

k!ak =
k!

2πrk

∫ π

−π

H1(reiθ)e−iθk dθ

=
k!

2πrk

∫ π
2

−π
2

exp(ke2iθ/2)(H1(reiθ) + (−1)kH1(−reiθ))e−iθk dθ

=
k!ek/2

2πrk
(R1 + R2)

(4.6)

where

R1 :=

∫ π
2

−π
2

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)(H1(reiθ) −H1(r) + (−1)k(H1(−reiθ) −H1(−r)))e−iθk dθ,

R2 := (H1(r) + (−1)kH1(−r))

∫ π
2

−π
2

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)e−iθk dθ.

We study R1 by treating separately π/2 ≥ |θ| ≥ k−1/3 and |θ| ≤ k−1/3. To bound the contribution of large
|θ| we use (4.5):

∫

π/2≥|θ|≥k−1/3

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)(H1(reiθ) −H1(r) + (−1)k(H1(−reiθ) −H1(−r)))e−iθk dθ

≪ (max
|z|=r

|H1(z) −H1(r)| + max
|z|=r

|H1(z) −H1(−r)|)
∫

π/2≥|θ|≥k−1/3

e−ckθ2

dθ

≪ r max
|z|=r

|H ′
1(z)|e−ck1/3

.

To study small θ we Taylor-expand e2iθ − 1 as 2iθ − 2θ2 − 4iθ3/3 + O(θ4) to find

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2 − iθk) = e−kθ2

(1 − 2ikθ3/3 + O(k2θ6 + kθ4))

for |θ| ≤ k−1/3. We also expand H1(±reiθ) −H1(±r) as

H1(±reiθ) −H1(±r) = ±irH ′
1(±r)θ + O(Eθ2)
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where E is defined in (3.1). It follows that
∫

|θ|≤k− 1
3

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)(H1(reiθ) −H1(r) + (−1)k(H1(−reiθ) −H1(−r)))e−iθk dθ

=

∫

|θ|≤k− 1
3

e−kθ2

(1 − 2ikθ3/3 + O(k2θ6 + kθ4))θ(irH ′
1(r) − (−1)kirH ′

1(−r) + O(E|θ|)) dθ

=
1

2k

∫

|t|≤
√
2k

1
6

e−
t2

2 (1 − i(2k)−1/2t3/3 + O(t6/k + t4/k))t(irH ′
1(r) − (−1)kirH ′

1(−r) + O(E|t|k−1/2)) dt

where in the last equality we substituted θ = t/
√

2k. The integral
∫

|t|≤A
tje−t2/2 dt vanishes for odd j and

is equal to
√

2πµj + O(e−cA2

) for 0 ≤ j ≤ 8. Hence
∫

|θ|≤k− 1
3

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)(H1(reiθ) −H1(r) + (−1)k(H1(−reiθ) −H1(−r)))e−iθk dθ

=
r

2k
(H ′

1(r) − (−1)kH ′
1(−r))(

√
2π(2k)−1/2 + O(k−1)) + O(Ek−3/2).

We have shown that

R1 =
r

2k
(H ′

1(r) − (−1)kH ′
1(−r))(

√

π/k + O(k−1)) + O(Ek−3/2 + r max
|z|=r

|H ′
1(z)|e−ck1/3

) ≪ Ek−3/2 (4.7)

holds where the inequality follows from the definition of E. We now treat R2. If k is even, we can evaluate
R2 exactly. Indeed, because the kth coefficient of eλz

2/2 is λk/22−k/2/(k/2)! = λk/2µk/k! = λk/2Mk/k! when
k is even we see

λk/2Mk

k!
=

1

2πrk

∫ π

−π

exp(λr2e2iθ/2)e−iθk dθ =
1

πrk

∫ π/2

−π/2

exp(ke2iθ/2)e−iθk dθ

=
ek/2

πrk

∫ π/2

−π/2

exp(k(e2iθ − 1)/2)e−iθk dθ

by (4.1), so
ek/2

2πrk
R2 =

H1(r) + H1(−r)

2

Mk

k!
λk/2.

If k is odd, we can estimate R2 in the same way we studied R1: by Taylor-expanding k(e2iθ − 1)/2 (for
|θ| ≤ k−1/3) and using (4.5) (for |θ| ≥ k−1/3), resulting in

R2 = (H1(r) −H1(−r))

√

π

k
(1 + O(1/k)).

From (4.6), (4.7), our estimates for R2 and (4.2), the proof is concluded.

4.4 Proof of Lemma 3.4

We have, by assumption,

ak =
1

2πrk

∫ π

−π

H(reiθ)e−ikθ dθ

=
1

2πrk

∫ π

−π

exp(λ(ere
iθ − reiθ − 1))e−iθk(H1(reiθ) + H2(reiθ)) dθ

=
exp(λ(er − r − 1))

2πrk

∫ π

−π

eλPr(θ)e−iθk(H1(reiθ) + H2(reiθ)) dθ

where

Pr(θ) := ere
iθ − reiθ − 1 − (er − r − 1) =

∑

j≥2

rj(eiθj − 1)

j!
.
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We Taylor-expand H1 as

H1(reiθ) = H1(r) + iθrH ′
1(r) + OA(E1θ

2), E1 := r max
|z|=r

|H ′
1(z)| + r2 max

|z|=r
|H ′′

1 (z)|.

This expansion of H1 shows that

ak =
exp(λ(er − r − 1))

2πrk
(H1(r)I0 + irH ′

1(r)I1 + OA(E1J1 + max
|z|=r

|H2(z)|J0))

holds, where

Ij :=

∫ π

−π

eλPr(θ)e−iθkθj dθ, Jj :=

∫ π

−π

eλℜPr(θ)θ2j dθ

for j = 0, 1. It remains to estimates Ij , Jj . We claim that uniformly for |θ| ≤ π we have

ℜPr(θ) ≤ −c ·
{

r2θ2 if |θ| ≤ 3π/4,

r3 + r2(|θ| − π)2 if π ≥ |θ| ≥ 3π/4,
(4.8)

for an absolute, positive constant c > 0 (c = 1/30 works, say). Indeed,

ℜPr(θ) = ℜ
∑

j≥2

rj(eiθj − 1)

j!
= −

∑

j≥2

rj(1 − cos(θj))

j!

and by considering only j = 2 and j = 3 we obtain (4.8). Using (4.8) we see that

Jj ≪ (λr2)−
1
2−j + (λr2)−

1
2 exp(−(c/2)λr3)

holds for j = 0, 1. Before studying Ij , recall that, as stated in the lemma, we take r to be the positive
solution to

r(er − 1) =
k

λ
.

This ensures that

P ′
r(0) = i

k

λ

holds. Recall that we assume k/λ ≤ A(eA − 1), so that in particular r ≤ A. Let

T := min{π, (λr2)−1/3, (λr2)−1/4}.

It is useful to note that r ≍A

√

k/λ because k/λ = r(er − 1) ≍A r2 and in particular T ≍A k−1/3. To study
Ij we consider separately |θ| ≤ T and |θ| ∈ [T, π]. To bound the contribution of |θ| ∈ [T, π] we use (4.8) and
the triangle inequality to find that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|θ|∈[T,π]

eλPr(θ)e−iθkθj dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪
∫ π

T

exp(−cλr2θ2)θj dθ + (λr2)−
1
2 exp(−cλr3)

≪ (λr2)−
1+j
2 exp(−(c/2)λr2T 2) + (λr2)−

1
2 exp(−cλr3)

for j = 0, 1, where we used the standard estimate

∫ ∞

B

e−t2/2tj dt ≪ e−B2/4

for j = 0, 1 and B ≥ 0. For θ ∈ [−T, T ] we use the Taylor approximation

Pr(θ) − iθ
k

λ
= r2

(

− b2
2
θ2 + b3θ

3 + b4θ
4

)
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where

b2 =
∑

j≥2

rj−2j2

j!
= er +

er − 1

r
, b3 = − i

6

∑

j≥2

rj−2j3

j!
,

|b4| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j≥2

rj−2(eiθj − (1 + iθj + (iθj)2/2! + (iθj)3/3!))

θ4j!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪
∑

j≥2

rj−2j4

j!
.

Note that b2 ≥ 2 and |b2|, |b3|, |b4| = OA(1). We find that

Ij =

∫ T

−T

exp(−λb2r
2θ2/2)(1 + b3θ

3λr2 + OA(θ6λ2r4 + θ4λr2))θj dθ

+ O((λr2)−
1+j
2 exp(−(c/2)λr2T 2) + (λr2)−

1
2 exp(−cλr3))

for j = 0, 1. Since
∫ B

−B
e−t2/2tj dt = 0 for odd j, and

∫ B

−B
e−t2/2tj dt =

√
2πµj + O(e−B2/4) for 0 ≤ j ≤ 6,

we may simplify our estimate for Ij as

I0 =
1√

b2λr2
(
√

2π + OA((λr2)−1 + exp(−b2r
2λT 2/4)))

+ OA

(

exp(−(c/2)λr2T 2) + exp(−cλr3)√
b2λr2

)

=

√
2π√

b2λr2
(1 + OA(1/k + exp(−cAk

3/2λ−1/2)))

when j = 0 and

I1 ≪A
1√

b2λr2
(1/k + exp(−cAk

3/2λ−1/2))

when j = 1. In summary,

ak =
exp(λ(er − r − 1))√

2πb2λr2rk
(H1(r) + OA((1/k + exp(−cAk

3/2λ−1/2))(E1 + |H1(r)|) + max
|z|=r

|H2(z)|)).

We simplify the main term using Stirling’s formula applied to Γ(k/2 + 1) as follows:

exp(λ(er − r − 1))√
2πb2λr2rk

=
λk/2

2k/2Γ(k/2 + 1)

exp(λ(er − r − 1))
√

2b2(λr2/k)
(k/(eλr2))k/2(1 + O(1/k)).

Letting t := λr2/k = r/(er − 1), we can write

exp(λ(er − r − 1))(k/(eλr2))k/2 = exp

(

k

2

(

2t
er − r2

2 − r − 1

r2
+ t− 1 − log t

))

,

giving the result.

5 Origin of transition at k ≍ (log log x)1/3

Let λ > 0 and X(λ) ∼ Poisson(λ). We explain intuitively the transition in the kth moment of X(λ) − λ
(resp. ω(n) − log log x) once k ≍ λ1/3 (resp. k ≍ (log log x)1/3). We begin by stating three informal claims
on G ∼ N(0, 1) and (X(λ) − λ)/

√
λ.

Informal Claim 1. We have E(G2k) ∼ E(G2k1G=O(
√
k)). This is false if O(

√
k) is replaced with o(

√
k).

Informal Claim 2. Let λ > 0. When k = O(λ) we have

E

((

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)2k

1∣
∣
X(λ)−λ√

λ

∣

∣=O(
√
k)

)

∼ E

((

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)2k)

.

This is false if O(
√
k) is replaced with o(

√
k).
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Informal Claim 3. For j ∈ Z and λ > 0 let I = [j, j + 1) and R = j/
√
λ. When j = O(

√
λ) we have

P(G ∈ I) ≈ e−λR2/2, (5.1)

P((X(λ) − λ)/
√
λ ∈ I) ≈ e−λ((1+R) log(1+R)−R) (5.2)

The probabilities (5.1) and (5.2) are asymptotic to one another if and only if λR3 = o(1), i.e. if j = o(λ1/6).
Once j ≫ λ1/6, (5.1) is much larger than (5.2).

We now combine the claims. If k = o(λ1/3) then the 2kth moment of (X(λ) − λ)/
√
λ is supported

on the event (X(λ) − λ)/
√
λ = o(λ1/6) by Informal Claim 2. When j = o(λ1/6), the probability that

(X(λ)−λ)/
√
λ ∈ [j, j + 1) grows like the probability that G ∈ [j, j + 1), by (5.1)-(5.2), so by Informal Claim

1 the 2kth Poisson moment must grow like the 2kth Gaussian moment. However, once k ≫ λ1/3, the 2kth
moment has significant contribution from the event that (X(λ) − λ)/

√
λ ≍ λ1/6, whose probability is much

larger than the probability that G ≍ λ1/6. The entirety of the discussion can be adapted to ω, since Sathé
[17] proved that

Pn≤x(ω(n) − 1 = k) ∼ P(X(log log x) = k)

holds for k ∼ log log x and
Pn≤x(ω(n) − 1 = k) ≍ P(X(log log x) = k)

holds for k = O(log log x). We conclude that the 2kth moment of (ω(n) − log log x)/
√

log log x deviates
from Gaussian once k ≫ (log log x)1/3 due to the density of integers with (ω(n) − log log x)/

√
log log x ≍

(log log x)1/6 being much larger than the probability that G ≍ (log log x)1/6. These are atypical integers,
but they contribute significantly to the 2kth moment once k ≫ (log log x)1/3.

It remains to justify the claims. For Informal Claim 1, write

E(G2k1|G|≥T ) =
1√
2π

∫

|t|≥T

t2ke−t2/2 dt

and observe that the even function t 7→ t2ke−t2/2 increases for 0 ≤ t ≤
√

2k and decreases (rapidly) for
t ≥

√
2k. For Informal Claim 2, recall we have shown E(G2k) ≍ E(((X(λ) − λ)/

√
λ)2k), and use Stirling’s

approximation to see

E

((

X(λ) − λ√
λ

)2k

1∣
∣

X(λ)−λ
√

λ

∣

∣>T

)

≈ e−λ
∑

|j|>T
√
λ

(j/
√
λ)2k

λλ+j

(λ + j)!

≈ 1√
2πλ

∑

|j|>T

(j/
√
λ)2ke−

j2

2λ ≈ 1√
2π

∫

|t|≥T

t2ket
2/2 dt

where j ∈ Z stands for values of X(λ) − λ. We turn to Informal Claim 3. The last part of the claim follows
by comparing (5.1) with (5.2). To justify (5.1) we use

P(G ∈ I) =
1√
2π

∫ j+1

j

e−t2/2 dt ≈ e−j2/2 = e−λR2/2.

For (5.2) we use Stirling’s approximation:

P((X(λ) − λ)/
√
λ ∈ I) = e−λ

∑

k∈[λ+
√
λj,λ+

√
λ(j+1))

λk

k!
≈ e−λ λλ+

√
λj

(λ +
√
λj)!

≈ e−λ((1+R) log(1+R)−R).
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