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High and odd moments in the Erdos-Kac theorem

Ofir Gorodetsky™

Abstract

Granville and Soundararajan showed that the £th moment in the Erdés—Kac theorem is equal to the
kth moment of the standard Gaussian distribution in the range k = o((loglogz)'/?), up to a negligible
error term. We show that their range is sharp: when k/(log log m)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((loglogx)'/®), 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 Erd6s—Kac moments.

1 Introduction

Let w(n) = Ep|n 1 be the prime-divisor function. The celebrated Erdés—Kac theorem [6] states that

w(n) —loglogn 4
vl1oglogn z—00

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 loglogn in (LI)) with loglogz because (loglogn —
loglog z) /+/loglog  tends to 0 in probability. The moments of the standard Gaussian distribution determine
it uniquely, so to prove ([LI)) it suffices to show that

) w(n) —loglog x F &
IIL)H;OEH<I< Joahoss > =E(G") (1.2)
holds for all k£ € N. The case k = 1 of (2] follows from a classical result of Mertens on the asymptotics of
> p<e 1/p [14, Thm. 2.7]. The case k = 2 is due to Turdn [20] and implies the Hardy-Ramanujan Theorem
on the normal order of w. Delange [2] proved ([2)) for all k € N (see [10, [IT], [} 5] for generalizations to other
additive functions). Much later, Granville and Soundararajan used a sieve-inspired approach to study (2]
with k growing [9, Thm. 1]. They proved that

w(n) — loglogz\ ¥ % o K32
En<;| —————| =E(G O E(|G]") ——— 1.3
= ( vl1oglog x (G5 + (el )\/loglog:t (13)
w(n)—loglogz to

holds uniformly for & < (loglogz)'/3. Delange [4] used the moment generating function of ( JoTozs
show the following. For k£ € N,

w(n) —loglog x b k! Ag(x) 1
En<s = 0] 1.4
= < Vloglogx (loglog x)k/2 s log x (14)

holds where A(z) is the coefficient of z* in the Maclaurin expansion of F(e*)(logz)¢ ~*~' and F is the

entire function ;
F(z):zﬁl}(l—%) (1+pi1>. (1.5)
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He used (4] to give a new proof of ([L2). Ghosh [§] estimated the rth absolute moment of (w(n) —
loglog x)/+/loglog x, r being any real, positive number, and showed it tends to E(|G|").

1.1 Results

We extend and improve ([3]) in terms of range and error term. We compute the asymptotics of the kth
centered moment of w in the range k¥ = O(loglogx), and in particular for odd k. This requires a genuine
modification of the Sathé-Selberg method [I7], I8]. 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 w 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=7+z<log<1—%>+%>>0 (1.6)

which arises as the limit of >  _ 1/p —loglogz [14, Thm. 2.7] and coincides with F'(1) for F' in (LE).
Theorem 1.1. Fix A > 0. Suppose © > 3 and 2 < k < Aloglogx. Definer > 0 via

k

T—1)=——.
rle ) loglog x

e Let X(loglogx) ~ Poisson(loglogx). As z — oo,

F T
E,<.(w(n) —loglogz — a)k ~ (e )E(X(log log z) — loglog x)*

eTll

where F is given in (LH) and a is defined in (LG).
o Let (Xp)p<z be independent random variables with X, ~ Bernoulli(1/p). As z — oo,
k (e — k

1 e—(e"=1) 1
Bucs(wn) - X 0) ~ B (D6 - X 1)
Ay e B

If k = o(loglogx) then r = o(1) and so F(e")/e™ ~ e~7(¢"=1) /T(e") ~ 1.

The proof of Theorem [[.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 Radziwilt, comparing
large deviations of w(n) — >° ., 1/p with those of Poisson(loglogz) — loglogz [16, Cor. 3] and of sums of
centered Bernoulli-s [15, Eq. (1.5)].

Next we describe the behavior of centered moments of w in the range k = o(y/loglogx), including the
behavior of odd moments. For k € N we shall use the following notation:

! . .
(45 = ]E(Gk) _ {W lf k 1S even, Mk : k'

= = E(G").
0 otherwise, 2k/2T (& 4 1) (e

Theorem 1.2. Fiz A > 0. Suppose x > 3. For 1 <k < A(loglogz)'/?) we have

w(n) —loglogz\ ¥ k(k—1) Pk—1 K3
En<o| ————=——] = ——tka|—— |1+ 04| ————
= ( vl1oglogx it 6 +ha vl1oglogx O loglog x

where a is as in (LB). For k = (loglogx)'/® we have

k
w(n) — loglog x
vloglog x

1 k3/2 . n §3/2 .
T (6(10g10gw)1/2> ( (L e <_3(10g10gw)1/2) ) a

M, 'Ey<, (



as © — oo. If k/(loglogx)'/3 — oo while k = o(y/Toglogx) then letting r = \/k/loglogx we have
_ — loglog x S| r_ 2
M 1En . w(n) ~ =(1 e"—(1+4r+r=/2) N )
k = ( vl1oglog x 2(ng> >

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

Theorem 1.3. Let A > 0 and X (\) ~ Poisson(\). Fiz A > 0. For 1 <k < A\Y/3,

(252 - (o ) (on(5)
For k= \/3 = o0,

LX) =N 1 k3/2 k3/2
1 k —
If k/AY? — 0o while k = o(\'/?) then letting r = \/k/\ we have

k
M,;HE(%) - %exewmw/m) Lo (1.9)

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

Theorem 1.4. Let (p;)?_ be reals in [0,1], (Y;), be independent random variables with Y; ~ Bernoulli(p;)
andY =31 | Y;. Denote A= p; and let X (\) ~ Poisson(\). For 2 < k = o(A/ max{1,> . pi}),

E(Y — A)F ~ E(X(\) = N)F.

We mention Le Cam’s inequality [12], or rather its later refinement [19] Eq. (5.5)], as it is in the spirit of
Theorem [[L4l It says, in the notation of Theorem [[.4] that

dry (Y, X(N) < min{1, A7} p?.
=1

1.2 Remark on primes in short intervals

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

t<p<t+Alogzx

where t is chosen uniformly at random from [0, z], tends in distribution to X (\) ~ Poisson(\) as z — co.
He proved this by showing, for each k € N, that

k
zlLH;OEtS$< > 1) =EX"(\). (1.10)
t<p<t+Alogzx

We put forth a conjecture which generalizes (.10, motivated by Theorem [T
Conjecture 1. Fiz k> 2. If0 < h =2°1) then

E } : thoqr " Doi< logp — h\* h ho\F
E <p<t+h E( x
= ( ! / logt> R ( log x ) - ( (logx> loga:)
t<p<t+h t

as x — 0o, where X (h/logx) ~ Poisson(h/logx).




When h = o(logz) and k > 2, E(X(h/logx) — h/logx)* ~ h/logx and Conjecture [lis straightforward
to verify using an upper bound sieve. For h < logz, Conjecture [l is equivalent to Gallagher’s (II0). Now
suppose h/logz — oo and h = xz°M). If k is even, [I3, Conj. 1] says that Et<o(Xi<perinlogp — h)F ~
px(hlogz)®/2. This is consistent with Conjecture Msince E(X (h/logz) —h/logxz)® ~ (h/logx)*/?E(G*). If
k is odd, [13, Conj. 1] only says that Er<s (> <, sy logp — h)k = o((hlog x)*/?). In contrast, Conjecture [l
says that when k is odd, the missing lower order term in [I3] Conj. 1] is explained by the Poisson distribution.
Since E(X (h/logxz)—h/logx)* ~ (h/logx)*=1/2p, 1 (k—1)/6 for odd k > 3, Conjecture[lis also consistent
with the conditional estimate in [T, Thm 1.4].

Remark. Let Y(n,p) ~ Binomial(n,p). As z — oo, one has E(X(%) - @)k ~ E(Y(|h], @) - %)k
as long as h — oo or h € N. Here k > 2 is fixed.

Structure of paper

In §2 we state our full results on centered moments, from which Theorems [LTHI 4] follow quickly, see §2.11
In §3] we state our technical lemmas on generating functions, and use them to deduce the results in §2l In
§4 we prove the technical lemmas stated in §31 In §5l we explain why a transition occurs in the kth moment
of w(n) —loglogn when k =< (loglogz)/3.

2 Full results

The following result is a strengthening of (L3)), but for the Poisson distribution instead of w.
Proposition 2.1. Let A > 0. Let X (\) ~ Poisson()\). Fiz A > 0. For 1 <k < ANY? we have

(R e )05

The implied constant depends only on A.
The following result goes beyond the range of Proposition 211
Proposition 2.2. Let A > 0. Let X (\) ~ Poisson(\). Fix A > 0. For 1 <k < A\ we have

X\ -A\"_ M "
E(T) = Tkexp()\(e —(1+r+1%/2))

(T4 (=D*expN(e™™ —e" +2r)(1 + O(1/k)) + Os (K2 / X+ 1))
where r = \/k/X\. The first implied constant is absolute, the second one depends only on A.

Proposition 22 yields an asymptotic result when k& = o(v/)), and otherwise only implies an upper bound.
The following result does yield an asymptotic result for k = O()), as long as k/\'/? — oc.

Proposition 2.3. Let A > 0. Let X (\) ~ Poisson(\). Fiz A > 0. Given k > 1 let r be the positive solution
tor(e" —1) =k/X. For1 <k <MA we have r <4 \/k/\ and

E(L:\/)X_ A>k = %exiﬁl;S) (1 +04(1/k + e*CA’“S/Z/A”Q))

where ca s a positive constant that depends only on A, and S and s are functions of r defined as in

Lemma[33)

The following comparative result for Poisson moments will be needed.

Proposition 2.4. Let A > 0. Fiz A > 0. Let X > 0 be a quantity satisfying —A < XN — X < A. Let
X (X) ~ Poisson(A) and X (\) ~ Poisson(\'). Given k > 2 let r be the positive solution to r(e” —1) = k/\.
If k < AX then, as A — oo,

E(X(A) — A)F ~ eQ=AE=r=DR(X () — X)F,



The following result strengthens (L3)) and parallels Proposition 211
Proposition 2.5. Fit A > 0. Forx >3, 1<k < A(loglog:v)l/3 and —A <T < A we have

w(n) —loglogz — T\ " k(k—1) Hk—1 K3 "+
En<q = ——+kla—T) )| ———=——+04| M
= ( Vloglogz it 6 + k(o ) vl1oglog x O i loglog x

where a is as in ([L6l). The implied constant depends only on A.

The next two results parallel Propositions and [2.3] respectively.
Proposition 2.6. Fiz A > 0. Forx >3, 1<k < Aloglogx and —A <T < A we have

k
E... (W(n) —loglogz — T) _ % (log z)° ~(1+r+%/2)

Vl9oglog x
e’ e " . 2
: (Fe(TT) + (—1)’611(7776T)(log;5)e 1+ O(1/k)) + Oa (logliog:r + T))

where r = \/k/loglogx. 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(e" —1) = k/loglogz. Fiz A > 0.
For1 <k < Aloglogz and —A <T < A we have r <4 /k/loglogz and

w(n) —loglogx — T> M, exp(kS) F(e") Ceak?? ) TogTog T
En N _ 2k 1 OaA(1/k ca /+/log log «
= ( Vlioglog x 2 s T ( +0a(l/k+e ))

where ca is a positive constant that depends only on A, and S and s are functions of r defined as in
Lemma[34 The implied constant depends only on A.

We present an analogue of Propositions [2.5H2.7] for the Poisson binomial distribution.

Proposition 2.8. Let (p;)i; be reals in [0,1] and (Y;)?_, be independent random variables with Y; ~
Bernoulli(p;). Denote Y => 1" | Yi, A\=>_1" p; and A=>,_, p?. Fizx A>0. Suppose 1 < k < AN/A.

1. If1 <k < AXY3 then

8(X0) = (o M) (140, (£ 52)), o)

2. If 1 <k < AN and we let r = \/k/\, then

Y -\" M, . ) m L+ pi(em — 1)
E(T) = 5 exp(A(e —(1+r+r/2)))'<HW

H L2 T xple ™ = e +20)(1+ O(L/R) + Oa((K + )2+ 7))

6p1 e~"—1)
3. If 1 <k < AX and instead we define r > 0 via r(e” — 1) = k/\, then

Y -\ K Mkexka n 14+ pi(e"—1 e kB3/2 /172
]E(—\/X) = \ﬁg )H epi((ey‘,l) )(1+OA(1/k+e ART/A ))

where c4 s a positive constant that depends only on A, and S and s are functions of r defined as in
Lemma[33)
For fixed k, (2.I)) can be explained combinatorially: by the multinomial theorem and the independence

of the Y;-s,
k n
= Y () TR -
SRR

a1+...+an=~k

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



2.1 Proofs of theorems
2.1.1 Proof of Theorem [I.7]

To prove the first part we compare Propositions Z5H27 (with T = a) to Propositions 2 IH2.3] (with
A = loglogx). To prove the second part we consider two cases. If k = O((loglog x)1/3) we compare
Propositions (with T = > ., 1/p — loglogz = a + o(1)) to Proposition 2.8 (with (p;)i<n =
(1/p)p<z). If k/(loglogz)'/® — oo we make a chain of comparisons: we compare Proposition E7 (with
T = 3 ,<.1/p—loglogz) to Proposition 23 (with A = loglogz), we then apply Proposition 2.4 (with
A= ,<,1/pand X' =loglogz), and finally we compare Proposition 23] (with A =} _ 1/p) to the last
part of Proposition 2.8 (with (pi)i<n = (1/P)p<z)-

2.1.2 Proof of Theorem [I.3l

The estimate (7)) is Proposition 21l To deduce (L8)-(3) we simplify Proposition as follows. Since
r = /k/\ < VA by assumption, we have

e — (L4+r+72/2) € [car®,Car®], e " —e" +2r € [~Car®, —car’] (2.2)
for some constants Ca > c4 > 0, which implies that (T3) holds if £/\'/3 — oo while & = o(A\'/2). Fur-
thermore, since e*” = 1+ 7 +12/2 4+ 73/6 + Oa(r*), we deduce from Proposition 22 that (LX) holds for
k= \/3 5 .

2.1.3 Proof of Theorem

We simplify Propositions and (with T = 0) in the same way we deduced Theorem [[3] i.e. we apply
@2), et =147 +72/2473/6 + Oa(r?) and also F(e*") = 14 Oa(r) whenever r = \/k/loglogz < VA.
2.1.4 Proof of Theorem [I.4]

We compare Proposition 2.8 to Propositions

3 Generating function lemmas

The following easy lemma will be used to handle some error terms.
Lemma 3.1. Let H(z) =), apz® be a power series with a € C. Given A\ > 0 we write H as
H(z) = exp(\2?/2)H;(2).

Given k > 0 we let r = \/k/X. We have klaj, < MpA\*? max,,_, |Hi(z) + (—1)*H(—z)| if H converges
absolutely for |z| = r. The implied constant is absolute.

The following is a quick consequence of Lemma B.1]

Corollary 3.2. Let H(z) = 3,5, arz* be a power series with aj, € C. Given \ > 0 we write H as
H(z) = exp(\2%/2)H;(2).
Write Hi(2) as H1(2) =3 ;50 bjzl. Given k> 1 and 0 < m < k we have

- k! j
J=0 '

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

(m+1) k pp(m+1)
k! m max oy T (2) + (FD)FHTT (=2)|
Jop A M |2[=+/(k /X
(k—m —1)! (m+1)!
as long as H converges absolutely for |z| = \/(k—m —1)/A.



Corollary is sufficiently strong to recover (L3) and yield Propositions [Z1] and [Z5, and 21). The
following two lemmas are needed for going beyond the range of (3.

Lemma 3.3. Let H(z) = Zkzo arz* be a power series with aj, € C. Given A > 0 we write H as
H(z) = exp(\2?/2)H,(2).
Given k > 1 we let r = \/k/\. We have

H Hy(— H — Hyi(—
baw = 2 (1 DI g MO ZEED 4y 01y + 000 )
as long as H converges absolutely for |z| = r, where
E ::rm§x|H{(z)| +r? ‘m‘gle{'(Z)L (3.1)

and all implied constants are absolute.

Lemma 3.4. Fiz A > 0. Let H(z) =Y ,~,arz" be a power series converging for |z| < A. Given A > 0 and
a power series Hy(z) converging in |z| < A, we write H as

H(z) = exp(A(e® — z — 1))(H1(2) + Ha(z)).

Given k > 1 we let r be the positive solution tor(e” —1) = k/X. For 1 <k < AA(e? —1) we have r <4 \/k/\
and

kla = Ae/2 Mk XPES) o 0 (B + max | Ha(2)))
2 /s |2|=r
where
E = (|Hy(r)| + rmax |H{(2)| + r* max [H{(2)]) - (k' + exp(—cak®?X~1/2))

|2l |z|=

and S = 51+ Ss, s = bt and

1/, e -1\ __r _
b._§(e+ - )_1+0A<r), ti= ——7 =14 0al),

er—ﬁ—’l“—l T
S = tQT—Q = 6(1 +0a(r)) <a (k/)‘)l/27

1 r?
Syi==(t—-1=1logt) = —=(14+04(r)) <a k/A

2 16
and the implied constants and c4 > 0 depend only on A.

3.1 Proof of Propositions 2.1H2.4]

Let A > 0 and X (\) ~ Poisson(\). The moment generating function of X (\) — X is
2F k 2(X(A\)=N) e 2(i—2) A(e® —2—1)
ZHE(X(A)—/\) = Ee :Z)\Te —e .
k>0 i>0
Corollary and Lemmas B33 estimate the kth coefficient of the above series, multiplied by k! (this is
exactly the kth moment):
e To prove Proposition 1] we apply Corollary B2 with H(z) = )¢ ==Y and m = 1 (if k is even) or
m =3 (if k is odd). Under this choice of H, Hy(z) = eMeT=2?/2-2=1) — 1 4 A23/30+ .

e To prove Proposition we apply Lemma with H(z) = eMe™—2=1),
e To prove Proposition 23] we apply Lemma B4 with H(z) = e*¢ ==Y H; =1 and Hy = 0.

e To prove Proposition 2.4 we consider different ranges. If k = 0(/\1/ 3), we apply Proposition 21l twice,
with A and X, and compare. If k < A\/3, we apply Proposition 22 twice, with X\ and X', and compare.
If k/X\/3 — oo we apply Lemma B4 twice and compare: first with H(z) = ¥ (¢"=*=1) H; =1 and
H, =0, and then with H(z) = e} =20 H|(z) = eA- A =21 and H, = 0.



3.2 Proof of Propositions 2.5H2.7!

The moment generating function of w(n) — loglog z, where n is chosen uniformly at random from [1,z] N Z,
is
k
2 zZ\w(n)— xT
M(z) := Z FEngw(w(n) —loglogz)k = B, <, e*@ () loglog),
k>0
For T € R, we introduce

Mr(z) := Z Z—?Engm(w(n) —loglogz — T)* = K, < e*@mlogloga=T) _ o==T pr(,) (3.2)
k>0
We shall need the following result of Selberg [18, Thm. 2]: uniformly for |s| < B and « > 3 we have
En<es®™ = (logz)* ' (F(s) + Op(1/log z)) (3.3)
for the F in (LH). Substituting s = e* in (B3], we obtain that
Mr(z) = e *T(logz) " L(F(e*) + G(2)) (3.4)

where G(z) = O¢(1/logx) for |z| < C. First, we show that G(z) makes a negligible contribution to the
moments, by proving a version of ([4]) with an explicit dependence on k.

Corollary 3.5. Fit A>0. If1 <k < Aloglogx and —A <T < A then

w(n) —loglogz — T\ * k'Ag 7 (x) M, k3/2
En<s = : A exp | Ca————
= Vioglog x (log log x)k/2 log Vioglog x

holds where Ay r(x) is the coefficient of zF in e=*TF(e*)(logz)® ~*~1, and the implied constant and Ca
depend only on A.

Proof. Comparing coefficients in (3:2)) and (34)), we have

_ —T\* !

E, .. w(n) —loglogz —T\"  klAgr(x) .
- vloglog x

where by, is the coefficient of 2* in e=*T (logx)® ~*~1G(z), divided by (loglogz)*/?. Tt remains to bound

k!by. This is done by applying Lemma B with A = loglogz and H(z) = e=*T (log )¢ ~*~'G(z), and using

the estimates G(z) = O4(1/logz) and e* — (22/2+ z + 1) = O4(|z|?) which hold for |z| < VA. O

(log log x)*/2

Since the error term in Corollary is negligible compared to the error terms in Proposition Z.5H2.7] it
remains to estimate k! times Ay 7 (), the coefficient of 2 in e=*T F(e?*)(logx)¢” ~* 1.

e To prove Proposition we apply Corollary with A\ = loglogz, H(z) = e *TF(e?)(logx)® —*~!
and m = 1 (if k is even) or m = min{3,k} (if £ is odd). In the notation of Corollary B2l by = 1,
by =F'(1)=T=a—T and b3 = \/6 + O4(1).

e To prove Proposition 2.6 we apply Lemma B3 with A = loglogx and H(z) = e *T F(e?)(logx)® —*~ 1.

e To prove Proposition 27 we apply Lemma B4 with A = loglogz, H(z) = e *TF(e*)(logx)® ~*71,

Hi(z) = e *TF(e*) and Hy = 0.

3.3 Proof of Proposition 2.8

We use the notation of Proposition [2:8] and in particular A = > | p;. The moment generating function of
Y —Ais
k n n
Z z — z i—Pi) —AZ 4
My (2) = ) 7 E(Y — N = Ee N T Ee ™) = e T+ pi(e® — 1)),

k>0 i=1 i=1
To prove the first part of the proposition we apply Corollary with H = My and m = 1 (if k is even)
or m = 3 (if k is odd). In the notation of Corollary B2l by = 1, by = 0, bo = —A/2 and b3 = \/6 + O(A).
To prove the second part of the proposition we apply Lemma [3.3] with H = My. To prove the last part we
apply Lemma B4 with H = My, Hi(z) = [[_, (1 + pi(e* — 1))/ePi(¢" =Y and H, = 0.



4 Proofs of Generating function lemmas

4.1 Proof of Lemma [3.1]

For a 2m-periodic function f we have

™ /2
10w [ 10+ 50+ ).

—7/2
Recall r = /k/\. Stirling’s approximation shows that

ek/? Ne/2y/k N2 M 1+ O(l/k)

2mrk — 2n2k/2T (E 1) (L+O0Wk) = =5 T/k

We need to show that the coefficient of 2% in klexp(Az?/2)H(2) is < A/2My max, . |H1(z)|.

coefficient can be written as

k! i - - ‘
py— / exp()\r2e2w/2)H1(Te“g)e_lek de
ark J_ .
_ Klexp(Ar?/2)

B 2mrk

/2
[ P exp(Ar?(e* —1)/2)(Hy(re”) + (=1)* Hy(—re™))e~""" db

by @I)). Recall \r? = k. By the triangle inequality and (£2]), the right-hand side of (£3) is

k!ek/2 k /2 210
Sy ‘r?‘;l)i |H1(2) + (=1)"Hi(—2)] s exp(R(k(e 1)/2))do
< N2 2 fn\axlm(z) + (=1)*Hy(—=2)| " exp(R(k(e* —1)/2)) d0
z|=r —7/2

Uniformly for 6 € [—7/2,7/2] we have
R(e*? — 1) = cos(260) — 1 < —ch?
for some absolute constant ¢ > 0 (we may take ¢ = 8/72) and so the right-hand side of (&4 is

< MNP0 EY? max |Hy (2) + (=1 Hy(=2)| [ e do

|z|=r -

mV2ck
= N2 My kY% max |Hy (2) + (—l)kHl(—z)|(20k)_1/2/ e 12 qt

|z|=r —mV2ck

< N2 My max |Hy (2) + (=1)FHy (= 2)|

|z|=r

as needed, where in the equality we substituted 6 = t/v/2ck.

4.2 Proof of Corollary

We write
klay = k!(akJ + k!akg)

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

exp(Az?/2) Z bz (resp. exp(A\z?/2)(H;(z Z b;z))
=0

(4.2)

This

(4.3)

(4.5)



Since exp(\22/2) is the generating function of (M/211;/5!);>0, we may evaluate ax 1 exactly as

= —j Hik—j
= pAk=d)/2_hm
JZ::O ’ (k= j)!

If m = k we are done since ay 2 = 0 by construction. When m < k — 1, we appeal to Lemma B.I]in order to
bound klay 2. Precisely, we write klay 2 as k!/(k—m—1)! times (k—m—1)lay 2, and we bound (k—m—1)lag o
by considering a2 as the coefficient of 251 in exp(\22/2) times (H;(z) — o b;jz7)/z™*1. The bound
we obtain is

k' m

k! A — -
T2 < 2((k—m—1)!

Hi(2) = 3700 027 + (1) (Hi(=2) — 372 bi(—2)") ’>

+1
2 My _;—1 max ‘
|z|=r zmtl

m (i) i

where r = /(k—m —1)/X. We simplify the bound using the fact that max,,_, |F(Z) Ei;ﬂfl ©= /l!| is
(m+1)

bounded by max|,—, |%| for any power series F' converging absolutely in |z| = r.

4.3 Proof of Lemma [3.3
Recall r = \/k/X. We express kla, using (@) as

k! 4 . )
Flay = 5— Hi(re'?)e= % 40
A , , , ‘
= o /2 eXp(keQze/Z)(Hl(Tezé) + (_1)kH1(_T619))6—10k de (46)
wr _m
2
klek/2
= onrk (F1+ R)

where

Ry := (Hy(r) + (—l)kHl(—T))/ exp(k(ezw - 1)/2)67i9k deé.

We study R; by treating separately /2 > 0] > k~1/% and |§] < k~/3. To bound the contribution of large

|0] we use ([E3):
/ exp(k(e*® —1)/2)(H1(re) — Hi(r) + (=1)*(Hi(=re?) — Hi(—7)))e % do
7/2>16|>k1/3

< (max |Hy (2) — Hi(r)| + max [H:(2) — Hl(—T)U/ e g
== lzl=r 7/22(0|>k-1/3

< r max \HY(2)]e=<k"".
To study small § we Taylor-expand ¥ — 1 as 2if — 262 — 4i6 /3 + O(6*) to find
exp(k(e2? — 1)/2 — i0k) = e " (1 — 2ik6% /3 + O(K26° + k6%))
for |0] < k~1/3. We also expand H;(+re) — Hy(+r) as

H(£re) — Hy(4r) = irH| (£r)0 + O(E§?)

10



where F is defined in (31]). It follows that
/ . exp(k(e2i9 - 1)/2)(H1(T6i9) — Hyi(r) + (—l)k(Hl(—Tew) - Hl(—r)))efwk do
l6]<k™5

:/ e (1= 2k6% /3 + O(K26° + kO™))0(ir H) (r) — (—1)¥ir H] (—r) + O(E6])) df
6]<k™3

= 2—1k evand o5 (1— i(2k) 1263 /3 + Ot [k + 4 /k))t(ir HY (r) — (—1)¥irHL (—r) + O(EJt|k—Y2)) dt
< 6

where in the last equality we substituted # = ¢/+/2k. The integral tie=t"/2 dt vanishes for odd j and

is equal to v2mp; + O(e_CA2) for 0 < j < 8. Hence

/<A

/|0|<k% exp(k(e2® —1)/2)(Hy(re'®) — Hy(r) + (=1)F(Hy(—re®) — Hy(—r)))e % do

= 57 (H{(r) = (=D H (=) (V2r(2) /2 + O(k™)) + O(BK~/2).
We have shown that

Hl(r) — (=1)*H (=) (/7 /& + O(k™Y)) + O(Ek™3/2 + r max |H|(2)|e=*""") < Bk=3/2  (4.7)

r
F = %( |z|=r

holds where the inequality follows from the definition of E. We now treat Ry. If k is even, we can evaluate

R, exactly. Indeed, because the kth coefficient of e***/2 is X¥/227K/2 /(J /2)! = \¥/2 4 /k! = AF/2 M, /k! when
k is even we see

M, 1 " ' —i Lo i —i
AR/2ZE Gy /777 exp(Ar2e? /2)e % 4p = —/ exp(ke®? /2)e~ %% dp

k! 7T'f'k; 771./2
ek/2 /2 0i6 ok
= — k(e —1)/2)e " do
| e =y
by @I)), so
ek/QR _ Hl(T)+H1(_T) %)\k/2
2k 2 2 kO

If k is odd, we can estimate Ry in the same way we studied R;: by Taylor-expanding k(e%* — 1)/2 (for
1] < k='/3) and using @) (for |§] > k~1/3), resulting in

s
R = (B3 (1) = Hu(-1)y [0+ 001 /1),
From (£4), (@), our estimates for Ry and ([@2]), the proof is concluded.

4.4 Proof of Lemma 3.4

We have, by assumption,
1 " 0y —ik6
ak:W[ﬂH(re Je dé
1 ™

=5 / exp()\(emm —re?? —1))e % (Hy (re) + Ho(re')) db

_ exp(/\(e —Tr— 1)) / e)\PT(G)efiek(Hl(Teie) —|—H2(’I”€i9)) do
2mrk

—T

where

11



We Taylor-expand H; as

Hi(re®) = Hy(r) +i0rH} (r) + O 4(F16%), E, = T‘m‘ax |Hj(2)] + 72 Irnlax |HY (2)].

This expansion of H; shows that

exp(A(e" —r —1))
2mrk

ap = (H, (T‘)Io + iT‘Hi (T‘)Il +O0a(E1Jr + ‘HI&X |H2(Z)|J0))

holds, where
I = / A O e=ikgiqg,  J; = / R0 927 49

for j = 0,1. It remains to estimates I;, J;. We claim that uniformly for |#| < 7 we have

202 :
RP.(6) < - .{7‘9 if 6] < 37/4,

rt 420 = m)? w2 6] 2 3/4,

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

(e —1) (1 — cos(05))
—ay M)y i
j>2 j>2
and by considering only j = 2 and j = 3 we obtain (48). Using (48] we see that
J; < ()\TQ)_%_j + ()\7‘2)_% exp(—(c/2)Mr?)

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

k

T—1)=—.

e —1)=7
This ensures that )
P(0) =i

holds. Recall that we assume k/\ < A(e” — 1), so that in particular 7 < A. Let
T := min{m, ()\TQ)*l/g, (/\r2)71/4}.

It is useful to note that r =<4 \/k/\ because k/\ = r(e” — 1) <4 r? and in particular T =<4 k~'/3. To study
I; we consider separately || < T and |0| € [T, «]. To bound the contribution of |0 € [T, 7] we use [L8) and
the triangle inequality to find that

‘/ M (0) ik g d9‘ < / exp(—cAr262)67 A + (\r?) 2 exp(—cAr®)
9|e[T,x] T
y

< (/\7“2)71% exp(—(c/2)Mr?T?) + ()\TQ)*% exp(—cAr?)

for 7 =0, 1, where we used the standard estimate
o0 2 2
/ e tPPdt < e BT/
B

for j =0,1 and B > 0. For 6 € [-T,T] we use the Taylor approximation

P.(0) — z’9§ =r? ( - %292 + b6 + b494)
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where

ri—242 e —1 ) ri—2
b= =t =g

= =
ri=2(e — (1 + 1465 + (i05)2 /2! + (i05)3/3!)) ri=254
[ba] = Z 941 < Z T
i>2 ' iz2

Note that by > 2 and |bs|, |bs], |b4] = O4(1). We find that

T
I = / exp(—Abar2602 /2)(1 4 b33 Ar? + O 4(0° N0 + 6*\r?))67 Ao
-T

14j

+ O((Ar?) ™2 exp(—(c/2)Ar*T?) + (Ar?) ™% exp(—cAr?))

for j = 0,1. Since ff’B e=*/2¢3 dt = 0 for odd j, and fFB e~V /243 At = \/2mp; + O(e"B/4) for 0 < j <6,
we may simplify our estimate for I; as

I = ﬁ(m +04((W?) 1 + exp(—bar?AT2/4))

exp(—(c/2)Ar*T?) 4 exp(—cAr?)
+0u VB )
V21

= T (14 0a(1/k + exp(—cak®?A71/%)))
QAT

:

when j7 =0 and

(1/k + exp(—cak®/2A~1/2))

when j = 1. In summary,
exp(A(e”" —r —1))
2mby Ar2rk

ap = (Hi(r) + O4((1/k + exp(—cak® 2AY2))(Ey + |Hi(r)]) + ‘Iil‘i): |H2(2)])).

We simplify the main term using Stirling’s formula applied to T'(k/2 + 1) as follows:

exp(A(e" —r—1)) _ NE/2 exp(A(e" —r —1)) 2\\k/2
V2rbo A2k 2R2T (k2 4 1) 202 (N2 k) (k/(exr?))F2(1 + O(1/k)).

Letting ¢t := M2 /k =r/(e” — 1), we can write

P
exp(A(e”" —r —1))(k/(eAr?))*/? = exp (g (2t# +t—1— 10gt>),

giving the result.

5 Origin of transition at k& = (loglogz)'/?

Let A > 0 and X(X\) ~ Poisson(A). We explain intuitively the transition in the kth moment of X (A) — A
(resp. w(n) — loglogz) once k =< A3 (resp. k = (loglogz)/3). We begin by stating three informal claims
on G ~ N(0,1) and (X(X\) — A\)/V/A.

Informal Claim 1. We have E(G?*) ~ E(szlG:O(\/E))' This is false if O(\'k) is replaced with o(\/k).
Informal Claim 2. Let A > 0. When k = O(\) we have

() o) 5(252))

This is false if O(VkE) is replaced with o(Vk).

13



Informal Claim 3. For j € Z and A >0 let I = [j,j + 1) and R = j/VX. When j = O(v/\) we have

P(G e I)~ e F/2, (5.1)
P((X(X) = N)/VA € T) m e N UFR sl (5.2)

The probabilities (51) and [B2) are asymptotic to one another if and only if \R> = o(1), i.e. if j = o(\'/©).
Once j > A6, &) is much larger than ([52).

We now combine the claims. If & = o(\'/?) then the 2kth moment of (X (\) — \)/v/A is supported
on the event (X(A\) — \)/vVA = o(\/6) by Informal Claim Bl When j = o(A/9), the probability that
(X(A\) = N)/VX € [j,j+1) grows like the probability that G € [4,j + 1), by (&1)-(-2), so by Informal Claim
[ the 2kth Poisson moment must grow like the 2kth Gaussian moment. However, once k > A!/3, the 2kth
moment has significant contribution from the event that (X (\) — A)/v/A =< A/®, whose probability is much
larger than the probability that G =< \/6. The entirety of the discussion can be adapted to w, since Sathé
[17] proved that

Pp<z(w(n) —1=k) ~P(X(loglogz) = k)

holds for k ~ loglogx and
Po<z(w(n) —1=k) < P(X(loglogz) = k)

holds for k¥ = O(loglogz). We conclude that the 2kth moment of (w(n) — loglogz)/+/loglogz deviates
from Gaussian once k > (loglogz)'/? due to the density of integers with (w(n) — loglogz)/v/loglogz =
(loglog x)l/ 6 being much larger than the probability that G < (loglog x)l/ 6. These are atypical integers,
but they contribute significantly to the 2kth moment once k > (loglogz)!/3.

It remains to justify the claims. For Informal Claim [I write
12k =122 qp

E(G%*1 /
BE ezr) = 7= |

and observe that the even function ¢ — t2*e¢=t"/2 increases for 0 < t < V2k and decreases (rapidly) for
t > v/2k. For Informal Claim 2] recall we have shown E(G?*) < E(((X()\) — A)/v/A)?¥), and use Stirling’s
approximation to see

() i) = T 0V

l71>TVX
1 ) 2 1 k_t2/2
J VA)2ke 5 —/ t2ket™/2 At
2w A Z GV V2m Jig>r

where j € Z stands for values of X (A) — A. We turn to Informal Claim [l The last part of the claim follows
by comparing (B.1)) with (&2). To justify (51 we use

Q

j+1
P(Gel)= \/% /J e 24t m eI /? = ¢ ARY/2,
™ Jj

For (B.2]) we use Stirling’s approximation:

P((X(\) = A)/VAe ) =e? 3 A A X e s+,
k! (A+VAj)!

EEAFVALAHVAG+1))
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