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The variance of divisor sums in arithmetic progressions

Brad Rodgers, Kannan Soundararajan

ABSTRACT. We study the variance of sums of the k-fold divisor function di(n) over sparse
arithmetic progressions, with averaging over both residue classes and moduli. In a restricted
range, we confirm an averaged version of a recent conjecture about the asymptotics of this
variance. This result is closely related to moments of Dirichlet L-functions and our proof
relies on the asymptotic large sieve.

1. Introduction

Consider the k-fold divisor function,
di(n) == #{(ay,...,ax) €N": ay---ap = n},
which has the Dirichlet series

SR g, (1)

nS

n

For (b,q) = 1, the extent to which the sums

Z dx(n) (2)
n=b (mod q)
n<X

are approximated by the mean value

1
M (n%:zl dy, (TL),

n<X

has been extensively studied. To mention examples from a long line of work, Heath-Brown
[17], Hooley [18], and Friedlander and Iwaniec [13] have obtained uniform estimates for
various k. Our purpose will be to study the variance of these sums as b varies. In the
case that k = 2 this problem has been studied in various ways (see e.g. [2), 24}, 12]) with
in particular Lau and Zhao [22] proving a pleasant and simple asymptotic formula for the
variance with ¢ and X growing at different rates.

In the case that k is larger, a function field variant of this problem has recently been
considered by Keating, the first author, Roditty-Gershon, and Rudnick [21]. Their result
suggests the following conjecture over the integers.
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log X
log g

1
w@X)= 35| 3 dln) - g 3 )

1<a<q n=a(mod q) (n,g)=1
(a,q9)=1 n<X n<X

~ ai(q)yk(c) X (log ¢)F 7,

where a(q) is the arithmetic constant

axlg) o= tim (s — ¥ 3 B0 (1)

—1+ nS
s n>1
(n,q)=1

CONJECTURE 1. For X,q — oo in such a way that

— c € (0,k), we have
’2

and i(c) is a piecewise polynomial of degree k* — 1 that is positive for ¢ € (0,k) and is
described in more detail below.

Here and in the rest of the paper k > 2 is assumed to be fixed. It may be helpful to
note that in this conjecture the range ¢ < 1 corresponds to X < ¢ so that the arithmetic
progressions in question have at most one term; the range when c is just a little larger than
1 corresponds to arithmetic progressions with large moduli (close to, but smaller than, X).

In that paper an analogous conjecture is also made for the variance of divisor sums in
short intervals:

CONJECTURE 2. For X, H > 1 such that X — oo and X/H — oo in such a way that

1oéo§(7H) — c € (0,k), we have

(
% /sz‘ 2 dk(n)rdx_ (% / B > diln) dx>2 ~ ayyi(c) X (log(X/H))F !,

c<n<z+H X r<n<x+H
(5)

where ay, == lim(s — 1) 3 dj(n)2n=*.

Note that X plays the same role in (@) and (@), while H in (Bl) plays the role of the
number of terms X/q in each summand of (3)).
The piecewise polynomial 7;(c) appearing in these conjectures may be defined by

— —1 . e 2 k
ye(c) = G 1) /[0,1]k de(wy + -+ - + wi) A(w)* d*w, (6)

with d.(z) := d(z — ¢) a Dirac delta-function centered at ¢, and A(w) = [[;_;(w; —w;) a
Vandermonde determinant, and G the Barnes G-function, so that in particular G(k + 1) =
(k—1)!- (k—=2)!---1l. Thus defined 7x(c) is a certain polynomial on each of the intervals
0,1),[1,2),...,[k —1, k), with changes in its coefficients from interval to interval. For instance

Le8 for0<c<1,
(3 —¢)® for2<e<3,
while for 1 < ¢ < 2 we have

1
vs(c) = g( —2¢® 4 24¢" — 252¢5 + 1512¢° — 4830c* + 8568¢® — 8484¢* 4 4392¢ — 927).

In general
Yi(¢) = v(k — ¢).
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That ~x(c) changes from interval to interval in Conjectures [[l and 2l is an at first surprising
phenomenon. Though analogous phase changes occur in the function field analogue proved
in [21], over the integers these phase changes remain somewhat mysterious. Indeed, the
observation that there is somewhat strange behavior for limiting functions like v (c) may be
said to date back at least to the work of Conrey and Gonek [6], who studied polynomials
very closely related to ~(c) with ¢ € [1,2) in their work on the eighth moment of the
Riemann zeta-function. In fact, Conjectures [Il and [2 remain closely related to the moments
of Dirichlet L-functions and the Riemann zeta-function respectively. See [8, [9,, 10, 11] for
recent heuristic work that is related to Conrey and Gonek’s.

What is known rigorously over the integers in the short-interval setting of Conjecture
follows from using summation formulas related to the functional equation for the Riemann
zeta function. In this way Lester [23] has evaluated the variance for ¢ € (k — 1,k). It is
likely that a similar argument could be used to verify Conjecture [I] in this restricted range
for all k£ (indeed, this is close to the strategy of [22] in the case k = 2).

Our purpose here is to demonstrate that a different range of the asymptotic evaluation
Yk (c) in Conjecture [l may be rigorously seen if we allow ourselves to average over moduli q.
We make use of smoothed weights as opposed to the sharp cutoffs in the variance (B]), and
our main result concerns the following quantities:

We let @ and ¥ be fixed smooth non-negative functions compactly supported in the
positive reals normalized so that

/@:1, /\112:1.

Define
n 1 ny |2
Vilg: X) = I;q ) (X:d dk(”)‘P(}) "9 Z:_ dk(“ﬂ’(f) ’
<a<q ' n=a(mod q) (n,q9)=1
(a,q)=1
and ’
Ap(Q; X) = Z Vk(q;X)é[)<—).
- Q
THEOREM 1. Fiz k > 2. Suppose X,() — oo and introduce the parameter ¢ := 11?2—5-
For 6 > 0, uniformly for ¢ constrained by 6 < ¢ < % — 0, we have
2_ q
M@ X) ~ 3 axla) X wl(e)(log ) 2( ) (7)
q
~ @(©)QX (log Q)F 7, (8)

where ay, s the arithmetic constant

Q—o0 Q =<0

The constants ai(q) and ax in @) and (@) may also be expressed as an Euler product.

For )
(0. ] o k2
a, ;== Z (k Zf ] 1) p_z, and ay := H (1 — l) ap,

» p
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we have

ak(q):akHaljl, and Eik:akH<1—1(1—a;1)). (10)
plg p p
We leave it to the reader to verify that this representation ([I0]) for the arithmetic constants
is the same as ({]) and (@), and likewise that the expressions () and () in Theorem [ are
the same (owing to the slow growth of the logarithm function).

The work of de la Breteche and Fiorilli [3] considers a related variance, using however an
arithmetic approximation (motivated by work of Vaughan) instead of the probabilistic vari-
ance considered here. Interestingly, their asymptotic for their arithmetic variance matches
our result in Theorem 1.

IftEl we assume the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis (GRH), we can prove a stronger
resultll:

THEOREM 2. On GRH, (@) is true uniformly for § <c <2 -9, for all k > 2.

We note that with more work and bookkeeping, the asymptotic formula in Theorems [II
and 2 should be able to be replaced by a more complicated expression with a power-saving
error term. Likewise, in these theorems we have made use of smooth cut-offs ® and V. It
remains an interesting challenge to prove results like these with sharp cut-offs.

In recent work of Harper and the second author [16], it was shown unconditionally that
a quantity essentially the same as Ag(Q; X) is at least of order QX (log Q)k2_1 for the entire
range 6 < ¢ < 2 — 0.

We have already mentioned the close connection between Conjectures [I] and 2] on the
one hand and conjectures for the moments of Dirichlet L-functions and the Riemann zeta-
function on the other. Indeed, our method of proof is based on the asymptotic large sieve,
developed by Conrey, Iwaniec, and the second author and applied in [7] by them to prove
estimates for the 6" moment of Dirichlet L-functions averaged over moduli, and subsequently
used by Chandee and Li [4] to prove estimates for the 8" moment under the assumption of
GRH. Our technique closely follows those papersE

We give a brief outline of the main idea; the problem of estimating A, (Q; X') may roughly
be reduced to the problem of giving an accurate estimate for the sum

q n m
a(g) X ddmdeme(g)e(x)

n=m (mod q)
n#m

= > dmdme () e (%) X ()

n#m rq=n—m

= > amdm¥(5) () X o(75)

n#m r|(n—m)

The advantage of rewriting the sum in this way is that the sum over r is restricted to an
interval of size (n —m)/Q ~ X/@Q, which for us will be smaller than (). The condition that
r|(n—m) may in turn be written in terms of a sum over Dirichlet characters modulo r, with
principal characters contributing a main term and all others contributing only to an error

n fact, a generalized Lindelof hypothesis will suffice.
It is worth noting in this connection that fok ve(c)de = G(1 + k)?/G(1 + 2k), the same constant
conjectured to appear in moments of L-functions in a unitary family.
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term that may be bound using the large sieve, or slightly more effectively by assuming GRH.
This main term is then possible to estimate using classical, though elaborate, techniques. Of
course, many number-theoretic details are left out of this rough description, including espe-
cially coprimality conditions that inexorably arise when making use of Dirichlet characters
which nonetheless make the argument more cumbersome.

Alongside this technique, we will require a non-trivial combinatorial argument to verify
that the asymptotic formula we produce agrees with the piecewise polynomial that has been
predicted.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In section 2] we decompose the variance into
pieces that will be treated seperately. These are: diagonal terms, off-diagonal terms and a
regular approximation, and a sum over Dirichlet characters that will be an error term. After
developing analytic estimates that we use throughout the paper, we turn in sections [ —
to proving an asymptotic formula for each of these pieces. Putting these pieces together in
section [1 yields an asymptotic formula for the variance. Finally we show in section [ that
this asymptotic formula agrees with the ~;(c) prediction.

We make one more comment about these results: by rewriting Vi(¢; X) and Ag(Q; X)

as a variance of sums
n
> (¥ (5 ) (1)

over a family of characters xy and using a summation formula for such sums, it should be
possible to extend Theorems [Il and 2] to the dual ranges

k—(k+2)/k+6<c<k—6 and k—2+0<c<k—3

respectively. An idea of this sort is effectively used in [7] and [4] in the form of an ap-
proximate functional equation in order to compute moments. In those papers, characters y
were averaged over only primitive characters, and for such characters summation formulas
for ([Il) are less complicated to write down. Here in relating the variance of (Il to the
quantities Vi(q; X) and Ax(Q; X), we must average over also imprimitive characters; this
makes the application of summation formulas rather more cumbersome. These dual ranges
are not treated in this paper.

Acknowledgments. We thank Adam Harper for a discussion which prompted us to think
about this problem, and Régis de la Breteche along with an anonymous referee for cor-
rections. Some of the research for this paper was done while the first author was visiting
Stanford University, which he thanks for its gracious hospitality. The second author is par-
tially supported through a grant from the National Science Foundation (NSF') and a Simons
Investigator grant from the Simons Foundation.

2. Decomposing the variance
2.1. An initial decomposition. Since

VaX) = 3 dmdmv(g)v(§) - 5| X ame(z)

m=n (mod q)
(mn,q)=1

we may write

Ap(Q; X) = Ap(@Q; X) — Br(Q; X),
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with
A(QiX) =3 @(%) 3 dk(n)dk(m)\lf(%>\lf(%>, (12)
q m=n (mod q)
(mn,q)=1
and

51 )= 2 0(G) g 2 oo ()] 13

The quantity Bi(Q; X) is relatively easy to evaluate; it makes a large contribution when
X > @, which will be offset by a correspondingly large contribution from A;(Q; X). To
handle A, we begin by breaking into pieces consisting of diagonal and off-diagonal terms:

Ap(Q; X) = Dp(Q; X) + Gr(Q; X),

D@ X) =0 (F) Z i) w (%) (14)

q (n,q)=

Gr(Q: X) ::Z@(%) > dmdimv () e(%). (15)

m=n (mod q)
(mn,q)=1
m#n

with

and

The diagonal term will be easy enough to estimate (see section M), and so long as X =
0(Q) only diagonal terms make an important contribution to Ag. For X > @ however Gi
contributes to the main term and we deal with it using the asymptotic large sieve.

2.2. An off-diagonal decomposition. We break G, into a main term and error term
as follows. Write

m=gM, n=gN with g:= (m,n).

Note that for integers m # n, we have m = n(mod ¢) and (mn,q) = 1 if and only if
q|{(M — N) and (q,9) = 1. Hence (IH) can be rewritten as

9:(.%) = 3 ¥ () () 3 ()

min al (T—N)
— de(m)dk(n)\lf<%>\lf<%) 3 u(a)¢<%€),
m##n 3[5
al|(M—N)

where in the second line we used Mobius inversion to express the coprimality condition
(g,9) = 1. By letting r > 0 be such that afr = |M — N|, we can rewrite the above as

> dmm¥ (p)v () 3 e (HZE),
m#n

alg
M=N (mod ar)

Since the function @ is supported away from 0, note that the condition m # n is redundant.
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Expressing the congruence condition using Dirichlet characters, we obtain
my 0 = i) —— V]
X) =3 dmdi(m) ¥ () (%) Mx(N)e (=)
) ; m)di(m (5 ) ¥ (5 Z olar > x(M)x( e
’ alg

X (mod ar)
=MG(Q; X) + £G,(Q; X), (16)

where we have split the sum into a main term with contributions coming only from principal
characters

Moo= Saimaws(F)e(3) T He(MM),

alg
(ar,MN)=1

~—

and (what will turn out to be) an error term with contributions from all remaining characters

26,00 = S (2)e(2) L4 3 sonicaro(o),
alg

x (mod ar
XF#X0
(18)
In order to work more easily with (7)) and (I8]) we define for x,y,u > 0 the function
Wz, y;u) = U (2)¥(y) D (ulz — yl), (19)
so that M - N M ooN X
m g g
V() (3) () (5 Tie)
X X rQ W XX gr@
We will deduce some analytic properties of the function W below in Section
To summarize what we have shown in this section: we have the decomposition
Ap =Dy — By + MGy + £Gy; . (20)
—_——

G
3. Mellin transforms of weight functions

In this section we collect in one place some analytic estimates that we will need in the
course of our proof. Since this material is somewhat technical, the reader may wish to skim
through the results in this section at first and the come back to them when they are called
upon.

In what follows we frequently make use of functions analytic in multiple variables. We
do not require any sophistication here: that a function f(s,z) is analytic in s and z in a
given region means for us in what follows just that for fixed z, f(s, z) is analytic in s, and
likewise for fixed s, f(s, z) is analytic in z.

For a smooth function G compactly supported in the positive reals, we denote the Mellin
transform by

- /0 " Gluyur du, (21)

so that the inverse Mellin transform is given by

G(u) = i /( ) G(z)u* dz, (22)

21

for any vertical line Rz = a.
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PROPOSITION 1. Let G be a smooth function compactly supported inside (0,00), and fix
a positive constant A. Then uniformly for —A <Rz < A,

~ 1
G(2) <

1+ [z
for all positive integers £.

PROOF. Since G is compactly supported inside (0, 00), it follows that G fo |G(2)|dz < 1,
so that the claimed result holds if |[Jz| < 1. If |[Sz| > 1, then integrating by parts ¢ times
gives

. 00 z+0—1 1
G = (-1 [ GO du < ——=—.
() = (1) [ GO e < gy

O

We will also need to make use of multivariable Mellin transforms, for the function W in
particular. Define

W2 (s1, 8250 / / Wz, y;u)z® ™ Lys2=L dady, (23)

W3 81, 89; 2 / / / W(z, y; u)u* "tz 1y dudady, (24)

31 1 32 1
w(sy, So, 2 / / (2)¥(y dzdy. (25)

|a: - yl
In these definitions, W2 is defined for all s1, s5 € C owing to the compact support of ¥, while
W3(sla 52, Z) = E)(Z),{E(Sla 52, Z)a

with both Wg and w well-defined for all 51, s, € C and Rz < 1.
Because the function W is integrable and continuous, we have the multivariable Mellin
inversion formulas

W(QE, y? ) 27TZ / / W2 817 So; U Sly_SQ dSQdSh

1 __
W(z,y;u):%/ / / Ws(s1, 825 2)x "ty *2u"* dzdsadsy,
(2mi)* Jiay Jip) )

where o and  may be freely chosen for the line of integration, while v < 1, and the integrals
over s; and sy are understood in the principal value sense.

and

and

PROPOSITION 2. For Rz < 1, we have

ﬁ?(sl,sQ;z) (\I/2)(Sl —I—Sg — 1) ‘l‘H(Sl,SQ;Z)

1 —
where H(s1, s2;2) is a function that is analytic for all s1,s9 and 0 < Rz < 2. Moreover, for
any fized 6 > 0, and sy, sy in a fized compact region, the function H(sy, S2;2) is bounded for
0 <Rz <2-—19, and Wjs(s1, So; 2) has a meromorphic continuation to Rz < 2 furnished by

)7\73(31, So;2) = 2;%(?(@\2/)(51 +s—1)+ 5(z)7—[(sh So; 2).
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PROOF. The function ¥ is smooth and compactly supported in (0, 00); say, the support of
WU is in [ug, us] C (0,00). For sg restricted to a compact region, clearly

U(y)y™ " = (z)z*>" + Ol —y).

Put
Q(Z’,y, 51, 82) = \D(z)x81_1(q](y)y82_l - \Ij(l')x&_l).

81+82 2 u2
W(s1, 59 2) = // dxdy+// Txy_’z’s”d dy.  (26)

For any € > 0,

Then

u2
517527 / / x y781782) 1(E,w)(‘$—y‘)dxdy

eyl

is analytic for all sy, s9, 2. Since Q(z,y; s1,52) = O(|x — y|) for s1, so, 2 restricted to any
compact region with Rz < 2 at all points in the region, we have that Z.(si, s2;2) tends

uniformly to
. :I; y7 8 78
519527 / / |l'—y1| 2) dx dya

so Z(s1, $2;2) as well is analytic for all s1, so, and z with Rz < 2. That Z is bounded for
S1, 82 in a fixed compact region with Rz < 2 — § is evident.
Moreover, for 0 < Rz < 1,

81+82 2 u2 u2—x dt T—ul dt
/ / dxdy :/ (/ — —i—/ —>\I/(x)2xsl+52_2 dx
‘ " 0 t* 0 t*

2 [ee]
/ U(z)2x1 22 4y
0

:l—z

. /uz <(u2 _ l’)l_z -1 n (SL’ — ul)l—z —_ 1)\If(x)2xsl+82_2 dr
w 1—=2 1—=z

2 —

::(\112)(81 + 50— 1)+ T (s1, $2; 2). (27)

Clearly J is analytic for all sq, so, and z, and bounded for s1, s9, 2 restricted to any compact
region.

Combining the two decompositions (28) and (217) above, letting H = Z + J gives the

lemma. 0

In the next two propositions, we let s; = o1 + it; and sy = 09 + its.

PROPOSITION 3. Fix positive constants € and A. Uniformly for —A <Rz <1 — ¢ and
—A<o,00 <A,

1 1 1
L+ [z T4 |t +tao]f 14 [t — bR

W?)(Sl, S9;2) <y

for all positive integers £.
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PROOF. We prove a closely related bound for the function w(sy, s9;2) first. Let Wy (z) =
17471 U (z), so that like ¥, the function ¥, is smooth and compactly supported, with
support in (0, 00). By Mellin inversion and Fubini, for —A <Rz <1—¢eand —A < 01,09 <
A, we have

’&7(81,827 27_” / / (A+1—|—81 Clv A+1+82 —Cg; Z) dgldCQ, (28)

oo e T Ypsi— 1y52—1
51782a / / |Zl§' — y| dl’d'g,

is plainly well-defined and bounded for Rs;,Rsy > 1 and Rz < 1 —e. We will bound
E(s1, 82; 2), which will translate into a bound for w(sy, s2; z) owing to the rapid decay of

where

U,. In the definition of E, we make the change of variables x = y\, dx = ydX\, followed by
T=y(1+ ), dr = (1 + \)dy, to obtain

o0 )\81—1
(81, 89; 2) (51 + 59 Z)/O (1+ N)sits—2[1 — \[?

By splitting the integral into two pieces and using Euler’s integral representation for hyper-
geometric functions [I, Thm. 2.2.1], we see that

o0 )\81 1 1 )\81 1
/ d)\:/ d\
o TN =X Ty W -

o] )\sl 1
dA
| T
_ F(l —Z)F(Sl) 1(81, 81+ So _Z;—l)

F(1+sl—z)2 1+s —2
I'(1 = 2)[(s2) S2, S1 1t S2— 2
R (™ 1),
+F(1+52—z)2 1+589—2

We have made a change of variables A = 1// in the second integral in order to simplify it.
On the other hand, by Barnes’ integral for the hypergeometric function [1, Thm 2.4.1],
for 1 < Ra, RNb, Re < B for a fixed constant B,

a, b 1 [™T(a+s)T(b+s) T(e)
2F1< . 1) %/_m NORE0 F(c—i—s)r(_S)dS’

where the path of integration is a straight line except for a small (radius 1/2 say) semi-circle
around the left of the origin in order to miss the singularity of I'(—s). By Stirling’s formula
[25] Thm C.1] we see this is bounded for 1 < Ra, Rb, Re < B. Hence, for 1 < Rsy, Rsy < B
and —A <Rz <1 —¢,

[(1—2)(s;) D(1— Z)F(SQ))

sy 5272) < Ts1 482 = Z)(F(l s —2)  D(1+s—2)
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Making use of Stirling’s formula, this is

1 tl+1 o1—1/2 14+ 132 1-Rz—1/2
- (Ut + 0720+ 92)

1+ |t1 + 19 — Z|é (1 + |t1 — %Z‘)01+1—§)‘Ez—1/2
(|t2| + 1)02—1/2(1 + |gz|)1—§)‘kz—1/2)
(1 + ‘t2 _ gzDaz—i—l—ﬁRz—l/Z

Hence, for s1, $9, 2 as in the proposition, applying this in ([28]) gives us the same bound
for w(sy, s9; 2), with o7 and oy replaced by o7 + A+ 1 and 05 + A + 1 respectively.
Finally, because

Wi(s1, 893 2) = B(2)i0(s1, 52 2),
and because ®(2) <, 1/(1+ |Sz|9), this bound for @ gives us

Wi( ) <o — ! ( S )
S1,89, 2
I IR L T N N T R T A

which is equivalent to the claimed bound. U
PROPOSITION 4. Fixz A > 0. Uniformly for —A < 01,00 < A and u > 0, we have
uP~!

S T max([t], [t2])?”

)7\7/2(817 S92, U)

for all p > 1. Further, there is a constant K > 0 such that Wg(sl, So;u) =0 unless u > K.

PROOF. Integrating by parts p times furnishes the bound on Ws(s1, s9; u); the exponent of
w is p — 1 because of the ®(u|x — y|) term in the definition of W which forces |z — y| to be
on the scale of 1/u. If u is sufficiently small, then W(x, y; u) vanishes for all  and y — this
being a consequence of the support of ® and V. O

4. The diagonal contribution, and A, for X = o(Q)

In this section we estimate the diagonal sum Dy (Q; X), obtaining a good estimate for
all ranges of () and X. In the easy range X < n(@), for a certain constant 7, this gives an
asymptotic formula for A,(Q; X).

4.1. Fixed moduli. By a standard contour shift argument, we can estimate the diag-
onal contributions for individual q.

PROPOSITION 5. Fix a constant C'. For all € > 0,

3 dk(n)2\11<%)2 - (l{;’fiﬁ‘])l)'xaog)()kz—l + O.(X (log X )¥-2+),
(n,q)=1 ’

uniformly for ¢ < X©.

The proof gives an asymptotic formula of the form X P(q;log X)+O.(X/?*¢¢) uniformly
for all ¢, where P(q;-) is a k* —1 degree polynomial with (somewhat complicated) coefficients
that depend on q.
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PROOF. Mellin inversion gives for any a > 1

s () _ L 2 s dy(n)*
3" dy(n) xy( X) “5 )., (W)(s)X* Y L ds. (29)
(n,q)=1 (n,q)=1

For Rs > 1 we may write

where

and ,
‘N [+ k—
Fo=T10-3) S (1Y) e
p =0

The Euler product defining F'(s) converges absolutely in Rs > 1/2, and so in the region
s > 1/2 + € we have F(s) <. 1. The product defining f,(s) converges when s > 0, and
in the region Rs > 1/2 we have

fi(s) < H (1 + O(#)) < ¢ .

plg

Shifting the contour in (29]) from « to 1/2+ € (and noting that |((s)| grows only polyno-
mially in |s| for s > 1/2; see [27), Ch. V]) , we thus have

S de(m)? ¥ ()" = Res (U2)(5)X°C(s)" f,(5)F (s)
X 1

s=

(n,q)=1
1 —
" omi (W2)(5)X°C(5) () F (s) ds
T J(1/24€)
= Res (U2)(s)X°C(s)" fy(s)F(s) + O(XV7). (30)
Expanding f,(s) into its Taylor series around 1, the residue above may be written as
A0
7 RkQ—l—j(log X), (31)
R

where Ry2_;_; is a polynomial of degree k? —1—j with coefficients determined by the Laurent

expansion of (¥2)((s)¥ F(s) (and thus independent of ¢).
For a prime p consider the Euler factor in the definition of f,(s), call it temporarily e,(s).
This may be expanded into a power series around 1:

ep(s) = ep(1) (L +b1(p)(s = 1) + ba(p)(s — 1)* + ... ),
with b;(p) < (logp)? /p. Multiplying this expansion over all p|g we find
fa(s) = f,(D) (1 +ei(g)(s = 1) +ealg)(s = 1)° +...),
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where we may see that ¢;(q) <; (loglogg)’. The bound on ¢;(q) follows from the bound
on b;(p) together with the bound 3 (logp)’/p < (loglogg)’ (attained for primorials g).
Using these observations in ([31), we see that the quantity in (31)) is

Fo(D)Ry2_1(log X) + O((log X )¥~21og log q)

=HO(@WF <1>% +0((log X)¥2)) + O((log X)),

Noting that (¥2)(1) = 1 and that f,(1)F(1) = ax(q), the proposition follows. O

4.2. Averaged moduli. By using standard contour integration techniques as above
one may see that

PROPOSITION 6. For any € > 0,

> ala)® () = BQ +0Q),

We leave details to the reader.

By combining Propositions[fand[6lwe obtain the diagonal piece of the asymptotic formula
[®) in Theorem [

LEMMA 1 (Diagonal terms). Fiz § > 0. For X > Q° and for any € > 0,

a 2_ € 2_ 2_9.4¢
D(@; X) = le)!QX(logX)k "+ 0(Q* X (log X)F 7! + QX (log X)F 72).
Hence for c .= 11335 uniformly for ¢ > 6,
_ K2-1
Dp(Q; X) ~ akaX(log Q) .

4.3. Estimating A, for small X. In the range X = 0(Q), the condition m = n (mod q)
forces m = n. Thus, in this range Gi(Q; X) = 0. Moreover it is straightforward to see that
(when X = 0(Q) and k > 2)

Bu(@ X) < (X(log X)) log Q < X*(log Q)*™! = o(XQlog Q)F 7).
Using our evaluation of Dy, we conclude the following. (To fix our imagination, rather than
just X = 0(Q), we take X < @/ loglog@.)

LEMMA 2 (Theorem @ for small ¢). Fiz§ > 0. For Q° < X < Q/loglog Q, with ¢ := ll‘gi—g

we have
k2—1

% k2—1
WQX (log @) :

We will see later (see Section 7) by explicitly calculating ~x(c) that this establishes
Theorem [ for ¢ € (0, 1).

Since we have proved an estimate for diagonal sums that is uniform in ¢, this may also be
used in exactly the same way to establish a smoothed version of Conjecture [I] for ¢ € (0, 1).
On the other hand, to go past this diagonal analysis, we will really require the averaging in

q.

Ak(Q§X) ~ ag
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5. Off-diagonal asymptotics

We turn now to the terms MGy — By, in the decomposition (20). For X = o(Q)) we have
just shown that these are error terms, but for X > (@) they instead make a contribution to
the leading order of A,. We will prove both an unconditional and a conditional asymptotic
formula for X > @)/ loglog Q.

Let Py(c) be the polynomial

Py(c) := Res Res e7ects175272) (Skl — 2 (52— 2)°

-
#=0 51=0 22sVsh(s1 4 52 — 2)F
So=

(32)

REMARK 1. In Proposition [10, we will record a slightly more traditional representation
for the polynomial Py(c), involving a (complicated) sum of binomial coefficients.

Our sole purpose in the rest of this section is to demonstrate the following:

LEMMA 3. Fiz 6 > 0. For X in the range Q/loglog Q < X < QU+2)/k=0

iogg)m( gQ)" + 0(XQog X)), (33)

MGH(@: X) = B X) = i (

for any e > 0.
Moreover, on the Riemann hypothesis ([B3)) is true in the larger range @)/ loglog Q < X <

Q2_5-

PROOF. Because this proof is somewhat lengthy, we break it up into three steps.

Step 1: Approximating MG, by (two) contour integrals. We will make use of
Mellin transforms to approximate MGy (Q; X), pulling off one term that will ultimately
match up with B,(Q; X) and another that will give rise to the main term in Lemma

Note that

MGy(Q: X) = Z > dim <“>W(§,%;W%).

alg
(ar,MN)=1

Defining

R VD> d(m) o) ()

a\g
(ar,MN)=1

for Rsy, Rse > 1 and Rz < 0, we have for any A > 0 (a parameter which will be chosen more
exactly later) and small € > 0

Mgk(Q : X) = L/‘ / W3(81782;2>X51X82(Q/X)Z Tk(Sl,SQ,Z) d31d32dz.
(2mi)? 14€) J (1+¢)

(34)
(Since the three variable integral is absolutely convergent, one needn’t worry at this point
about the order of the contours over s, s9, and z.)
For Rsy, Rsy > 1 and Rz < 0, note by multiplicativity that

d pﬂd pa min(u,v z
(51, 52, 2 H Z k (p") p(p®) (p (n, )+p)’

US1 V' S2 a+p
Lo prpre e g(pete)
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where the sum is over all tuples of non-negative integers (u, v, a, p) satisfying
a < min(yu,v), and either o« =p =0, or u=v.
This is a complicated expression, but we note that by an inspection of the Euler product,
G(51)"¢(52) ¢ (51 + 52 — 2)*
C(1+s1—2)k((1+4 89 — 2)k
where Vi (s1, s9; 2) is a function that is analytic and bounded in the regions
Rs1,Mso >1/24+¢, R(sa+s2—2)>1/24¢, Rz<1+¢,

for any ¢ chosen with 0 < ¢ < 1/2.
We return to the expression (34]) and shift the contours of s; and s, each from the line
(1+¢€) to I', where I' is a contour running in straight line-segments from

T (51,825 2) = ((1 = 2)¢(2 — 2)

Vk(81,827 ), (35)

(1+€)—ioco to (1+€)—iY to (1/24€)—iY to (1/24+€)+iY to (14€)+iY to (14e€)+ioo,

where Y is a (large) parameter to be chosen later. Shifting the contour of s, first and then
So, We see

/ W3(81,82;2)X81+82_2 Tk(81,82;z) d81d82
(1+e€) J (1+4€)

= Res (Wg(sl,sg;z)X31+52_ZTk(51,32;z)>—i—ErrorTerm, (36)

S1,82=1

where

ErrorTerm = (/ /+// —//)Wg(sl,82;2)X51+s2_sz(81,82;Z) dsidss.
(14€) JT ' J(1+e€) rJr

Applying Proposition [3] to bound W3 (with ¢ being an integer larger than 14 A), and using
[B5) and that Rz = —A, we may bound the integrand above by

1 |C(s1)I*¢(s2) 1" S R(s1s2) A
<7 + 27 (14 [t + to| ) (1 + [t — 2| F4)

If either s; or sy has real part 1 + ¢, then the corresponding factor of [((s;)|¥ is < 1, and
we may integrate out this variable. If neither s; nor s, has real part 1 + € then bound
XRE1+92)|¢(51)C (52)[F by X2Rs1|¢(51) |28 + X2%52|¢(s5)|?* and then integrate out the variable
not involving a power of (. In this way we obtain

/XéRs—i-l—i-e—i-AK( )|k_'_X2§Rs+AK(S>|2k
1+| |A+1

In the part of I' with |\ss| >Y (so Rs = 1+ €) we use |((s)] < 1 and see that the
contribution of this part to the integral in (B7) is < X224 /Y4, To estimate the horizontal
lines in I', we use the convexity bound [((s)| < (1 +|s|)1=%)/27¢ and obtain that these line
segments contribute < (X2T2etAyhe 1 X3/242e-Ayk/Ate o X 142etAyk/2+e) [y A+ [astly, to
bound the integrals on the line segment from 1/2 + ¢ — Y to 1/2 + € + 1Y, we split the
integral into dyadic blocks and note that (for any r > 0)

ErrorTerm << |ds|. (37)

‘I—I—A

2T
/ IC(1/2 4 €+ it)|"dt < T 4 T/4Fe,
T
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which follows from the convexity bound for ((s) together with the fourth moment. It follows
that for A > € the contribution of this line segment to (37) is

< X3/2+2E+A(1+Yk/4_1_A+€)+X1+2E+A(1—|—Yk/2_1_A+€).

Putting all these estimates together we conclude that

1 (X2+26+Ayke X3/2+26+Ayk/4+e X1+2E+Ayk/2+e

ErrorTerm < 1+\z|1+A VA + VA + ViiA

X X3/2+2E+A> '

(38)
If the Riemann hypothesis is assumed then |((s)| < (1 4 |s|)¢ when R(s) > 1/2, and we
obtain the better bound

ErrorTerm <

1 <X2+26+A

3/2+2e+A
T (e ), (39)

When k=2, we let Y — oo and take any A > € in (3§]), and conclude that
ErrorTerm < X324 /(1 4 |2|14).

For k > 2, we take Y = X?/(*=2 and A = (k — 2)/4 to conclude again the same bound for
ErrorTerm (with 2e replaced by 2e 4 2¢k/(k — 2), a quantity still always smaller than 5e).
Returning to (B4]), we have (with the above choice for A when k > 2)

211 s1,82=1

1 N
MGL(Q; X) = —/ Q" Res W(s1, $2; 2) X127 Ty (51, 59; 2) dz
(=A)
+ OE(Q_AX3/2+5E+A>.

For k = 2 we take A = 2¢, and see that the error term above is O(X@Q) provided X <
Q?7° and ¢ is sufficiently small. For & > 2 the error term above is readily seen to be
O(XQ) provided X < QW+2/279 and ¢ is sufficiently small. Hence unconditionally for
X < QUH/k—s

MGHQiX) = 5 [ Q7 Res Wistosai ) X Tiosr i) o+ O(XQ). (40
(=4)

211 §1,82=

On the Riemann hypothesis, using ([39) we obtain the same result in the wider range X <

Q2—5 )
We further simplify ([@0). Writing each residue as an integral over a small contour centered
at 1:

O:={s:|s—1] =¢}

we may exchange the order of integration to rewrite the integral in (d0):

1 __
(2mi)3 / / / Wi(s1, S9; 2)Q X152 7% Ty (1, 895 2) dz ds1dss.
oJo Ja)

We will shift the integral in z from the line (—A) to the line (¢). Using the estimate for W
of Proposition B to bound the horizontal components of this shift, and collecting the sole
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residue at z = 0 we see that

Mgk(Q X S95 2 )QZXSI+82 ZTk(81,827 )dZdSldSQ

e // Res Wg 81, 893 2)Q* X127 Ty (51, 89; 2) dsydsy  (41)
i)
+O(XQ).

Unconditionally we have this for X < Q¥ /59 <hile on the Riemann hypothesis it is true
in the larger region X < Q*79.

We conclude by noting a simplification of the residue in (4Il) that we use later. From
([B5) and the definition of Wg, we have for s, 89 € O,

— Reos Wg(sl, S0;2)QF X T2 T (51, 505 2) = X520 (51) W (55) D(0) liII(l] —2Tk(81, S2, 2).
z= Z—
(42)
We turn now to the second step of our proof to see that much the same expression occurs
in an evaluation of By. After that, in the third step, we will evaluate the first contour integral

in ([4I).

Step 2: Approximating B; by a matching contour integral. Recall
m n 1 q
= d d Ul — V(= — o= .
mzm e(m)di(n) (X) (X)(qmzn):1 &(q) (Q)

We estimate this sum with the help of the following proposition.

1
(qﬂz):l ¢(q)q

PROPOSITION 7. Let

Then
L p(1) -5 im (25y(z /T
> () = B0 Jim (5u() + 01/

z—07t

uniformly in H, for any € > 0.

PROOF. Define

1
») = G
Note that
Hﬁp C(1+ =2 (Hsp ) ),
p|H
where

is bounded and analytic for 8z > —1 + 4, for any 6 > 0. We have

(q%)::l @Q(%) - QLm /(E) a)(z)QZSH(Z) dz
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for € > 0. The proposition then follows by pushing the line of integration to (—1 + €) and
noting that for z = —1 + ¢,

Hsp(z)_l < He,

p|H

by using the fact that w(H) < log H/ loglog H. O

REMARK 2. [t is easy to simplify lim, g+ (2S5 (2)) to an Euler product depending on H.
However for us this representation as a limit will be more convenient.

Applying Proposition [ to By,
m n\ ~ .
B.(Q; X) = lim de ( X)Qf(Y)@(O)szn(z) FO(XZFE Q1.

z—0+

Making use of a Mellin transform to rewrite the sum over m and n, this is

lim / / B (51) (52)B(0) X522 F (51, 50: 2) dsydsy + O (X2 /Q7),  (43)
1+€) J (1+4€

z—07t

where

dp(m)dg(n) 1
Fi(s1,89; 2) := E -, -
i mnsz  $(q)q
q,mn)=

By factoring Fj, as an Euler product, one may check that

Fyo(s1, 895 2) = ((51)"¢(52)"¢C(1 + 2) G (51, 82; 2) (44)

for a function Gg(si, s2;2) that is analytic and bounded for Rs;, Rsy > 1/2 + § and Rz >
—1/2+ ¢ for any 6 > 0.

Returning to ([@3]), we shift the contour in s; and s, from (1+¢€) to (1/2+¢) each, picking
up as before a residue at s1, s, = 1. We make use of the rapid decay of ¥(s1)¥(s) to bound
the new contour. Such residues as we pick up by shifting the contour occur at si, sy = 1.
Leaving these residues as contour integrals localized around 1, we obtain:

Q X = hm// 82)X81+822Fk(81,82, )dSldSQ

z—0
+ O (X32T) + O (X /Q™°), (45)

=0(XQ) ‘;or X<Q2-9

where O is as before the contour {s : |s — 1| = €}. Using (@) to establish dominated
convergence, we may transfer the limit inside the integrals.

We claim that the integral that occurs here is the same as the second integral that
appeared in ({I]). By using ([@2]), to demonstrate this we need only show that

lim —27%(s1, s2; 2) = lim 2Fy(s1, So; 2) (46)
z—0 z—0

for s1, 89 € O. One method for verifying this is a straightforward though tedious computation
with the Euler product factorizations in (35) and ([4]). Alternatively, note for $si, Rsy > 1
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and Rz <0,
Tusnsnn) = 3 W) 5 )

m,n,q meinse (Z)(Q) al(g,9)

Z dr(m)dp(n) ¢*
k(S:L’ 82’ Z) + m,n,q mSlnSQ ¢(q)
(@mn)=1

> ((g/a)y = ula). (47

al(g,9)

For fixed s1, s, the sum on the last line is bounded as z — 07, a claim that follows upon
applying the crude bound

> ((9/a)” = 1)ula) <c g2,

al(g,9)
Multiplying both sides of (A1) by z and letting z — 0~ establishes (46]) for Rs;, Rsy > 1.
(Really this establishes the claim for z — 07, but it is immediate from the factorizations
B8) and (@) that both limits do exist.) By analytic continuation we obtain (6] for all
s1,80 € O.

Hence, substituting the representation (45]) for By into the representation (A1) with which

we concluded the last step, we obtain

1 —~
Mgk(Q, X) — Bk(Q7 X) = W /() /(; /(; X31+SQ_ZQZW3(31, S9; Z>Tk(517 S9; Z) dSldSQdZ

+0(XQ). (48)
We have shown this for X < Q*+2/k=% unconditionally, and for X < Q%7 on RH.

Step 3: Evaluating the contour integral (48) approximating MG, — By

In this last step of the proof we turn to evaluating the integral in (4g]). The basic idea is
to push the contour in z from the line (€) to a curve extending just beyond the point z = 1,
thereby picking up a residue at z = 1 and sy, s = 1, which when evaluated gives the formula
in the lemma. In the proof that follows we will seek only a first-order asymptotic formula
and ignore lower order terms.

Let C(Q; X) be the integral on the right hand side of ([A8]). We may contract each of the
contours O over which s; and s, are integrated to the contour 0" :={s:|s—1| =1/log X}
without encountering any singularities. Hence

Ck(Q;X) :/ / XSIJFSZ_ZQZW?)(%,82;Z)Tk(31752;2)d51d82 dz.
(E) rJO!

7

g

=c(z)
We recall that ((s) has no zeros in the region {o + it : ¢ > 1 — B/log(|t| + 2)} for some
absolute constant B. With this as a motivation we define the contour

[yp— — .. - 1 B
vi={z=o0+it:o=1- 05+ mumy )

traversed as usual in the counter-clockwise direction. Our fuller reasons for choosing such a
contour will become clear shortly. Also define O” := {z: |z — 1| = 3/log@Q}. Let E be the
region bounded by the line (¢) and the contour ~. For sufficiently large @, the curve O is
contained in the interior £ and one sees that the only possible singularities of the function
¢(z) in this region E are contained inside Q" by using the analytic continuation of Wjs in
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Proposition P and that of T} given by the identity (BH). Hence, by moving the contour (e)
to the right to v,

Ck(@X):// XSHSZ_ZQZW?,(SMSz;Z)Tk(Sl,Sz;Z) dsidsadz
,\/ / o/

—/ //X51+52_ZQZW3(81,82;z)Tk(sl,SQ;z)dsldSde, (49)

where the ‘horizontal parts at infinity’ of the contour bounding the region £ may be shown
to be negligible using the bound for W5 in Proposition
The first integral in (49]) can be bounded by noting that for all z € v, we have 1 + A >
Rz>1—1/log@, so for s € O’ ;35 € O,z € 7,
Xsl—l—sz—ZQz <<E XQ(IOgQ)E,
for Q/loglogQ < X < Q?. Moreover, for such s, s9, 2,
Wi(s1, 821 —=
3(51, 82; 2) <o 1+ 5]
and using (B3] and the fact that |1 — z| > 1/log@ for z € v we have also for such sy, sg,
and z,

1 k2—2k+1
Ti(s1, 805 2) < |¢(1 — 2)|(log Q)* (1 + P 1|)
Hence, integrating on the contours @', O” and =, the first integral in (49) is no more in order
than
XQ(log Q)7+,
Turning to the second integral of (49]), we have for

/ / /!

s1=1+ ) Sp =1+ ) =1+ )
: logQ" logQ ~ log Q
with |s}| = |s4] = 1 and |z/| = 3, by an expansion of each term into Laurent series,

XSlJrSQ_ZQZW?,(Sl, 25 2) Tk (51, S2; 2)
QS L (= D= )
(2)2(s1)F(s5)k (5] + sy — 2/)

= Vi(1,1;1)(log @)%+

+0(XQ(log Q)F ).
(Used in the above evaluation is the fact that ((0) = —1/2, together with Proposition 21)

Substituting this into ([49) and making the change of variables s; — s}, 82 — $5, 2 +— 2’ in
the integral that remains, we obtain

(@i X) = VilL 1 DR (155 ) XQog Q) + 0.(XQllog Q)21

Putting this back in ([48]), we see that Lemma B] will be proved if only we can show that
Vi(1,1;1) = aj. But this is a straightforward (if slightly tedious) matter to check. O

REMARK 3. We have made use of the zero free region for ((s) out of convenience rather
than necessity. Indeed, by a somewhat more computationally intensive proof, explicitly ex-
panding the residues we have isolated above, a more complicated asymptotic formula for
MGL(Q; X) — Bi(Q; X), with a power-saving error term, can be obtained.
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6. Bounding the error term £G,

6.1. A statement of bounds. In this section we obtain the following bounds for the
error term £Gy,.

LEMMA 4. For any € > 0,
EGH(Q; X) < XTT(X/Q)M2.
In particular, if X < QW+2/k=¢ then
EGr(Q; X) = o(XQ).
LEMMA 5. Assume GRH. For any € > 0.
EGr(Q; X) < X*/Q,
In particular, if X < Q* ¢ then
EGr(Q; X) = o(XQ).
REMARK 4. Owing to the support of ® and U, there plainly exists a constant n depending

on these functions so that if X < nQ, we have EG(Q; X) = 0. So in our proofs below we
will only be concerned with the case X > Q).

6.2. Moments of L-functions. In order to prove these results we require first some
estimates for moments of L-functions.

PROPOSITION 8. For R, S > 1,

>N / L(1/2 +it, x)|** dt <. (R2S + (RS)*?)(RS),

q<R x (mod q)
X#X0

for any € > 0.

Proor. This is an application of the large sieve. Without the average over ¢, the bound
would be a special case of a result of Huxley [19, Thm. 3], (see also [20, Thm 7.34]).
Since the proof of Proposition [§is much the same as Huxley’s we only give a sketch of the
proof. By using the approximate functional equation, for x primitive we may approximate
L(1/24it, x)* by Dirichlet polynomials of length roughly (RS)*/2. By using the hybrid large
sieve [14] of Gallagher (or see [20, Thm. 7.17]), we obtain

> > /IL 1/2 + it, x)|?* dt <, (R*S + (RS)*?)(RS)",

qg<Rx (mod q)
X prim.

It is then a simple matter to extend the sum to all non-zero characters. See, for example,
the proof of Proposition 2.9 of [4]. O

PROPOSITION 9. Assume GRH. For S > 2 and all positive integers q,

/ IL(1/2 + it, y)[2* dt <pe 3(q)S(log gS)<+e.

X (mod q)
X7X0

Proor. This is [4, Prop. 2.9]. O
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REMARK 5. The result there is proven making use of the conditional moment bounds
from [26]. Arguing as in the work of Harper [15], the € in the exponent may be removed.
In fact, we will only need the crude bound of (QS)'¢, which follows from the generalized
Lindelof hypothesis.

6.3. Proofs of the bounds.

PrOOF OF LEMMA Ml By using (I8]) we see that

£GL(Q: X) = Z 1;]¢ (gd:mx(M)de(gM)dk(gN)W(%a%%%)v
XFX0 (50)

where from the support of the function W, we have that gM, and g/N are < X, and that
r < |[M — N|/Q < X/g. By writing ¢ = a\ and using the fact that for any function

a(M,N),
> X(M)X(N)a(M,N)= > > x(ma(jm, jn),

(M,N)=1 (j,ar)=1mmn=>1
where x is a character modulo ar, we can further expand (50) to

)OED DD

mn>1a,\j<X r<X/Q
(j,ar)=1

By taking a Mellin transform in the first two variables of W, it follows that for g > 1,

p(a)p () / / Xomre
E X) A
gk Q Z Z ¢(GT) 27T’L CL)\] sH—sz
a\j KX 1< X/(Qa\) d ar)
(] ar) 1 X#XO

X FaAj(SMX)Fa)\j(S%Y))//\\jZ (51, S9;

arjm aijn X )

XXy adjm)dy (aXimW (7 55 5 ).

cb

X
m) dSlng, (51)
where

L(s,x)".

- xm) _ T Ziso (0 X
_n;dk(A ) ms s >0 i ()X (p)p—

Since the characters y in (BI]) are not principal, we may shift the contours from the lines (3)
to the lines (1/2) without encountering any singularities. (Proposition 4, which estimates

the function Wy, allows us bound the horizontal part of the contour shift.) Since dy,(p“*) <
di(p*)dr(p'), on the line Ns = 1/2, we have

€+z z —zs dk(ﬂ) _ ¢ 1
2 <03 = M

DI

>0

Further
x(p)
pS

—k 1
SN

:‘1_
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and so for s = 1/2,

1+ 1/\/p\* .
a0l < (A [ (717) el < Al 0l

for any € > 0. Hence, returning to (5I)) and using also ¢(ar) > (ar)'~¢,

Xl—l—e
EGH@X) < > Y .

a?
arj<X r<<X/(Qa)\ )\]T

(sar)=
X Z / / (s1, X)[*L(s2, x “W2<S1782, X )‘dtldt%
X (mod ar) )\TQ
X#Xo

where s; = 1/2 4 ity, so = 1/2 + ity above. Writing ar = h, and estimating the sum over
the free variable j, we may simplify our bound to

< ¥ 20 % / / (51, %) F| L (52, X |’W2(31,527h)\Q>‘dt1dt2

hAKX/Q X (mod h)
XF#X0

(52)
We bound this quantity by breaking h, A and {1,%y into dyadic intervals, making use of
Proposition 4 to bound W, and Proposition [§] to bound moments of L-functions.
Define E(S) :={t: S <t <2S} for S > 1 and E(S) = [-1,1] for S = 1. We have for
S1, 89 > 1 with Sy > Sy, and for H and L with HL < X/Q,

Z /52/ (JZ(s1, X)) + |L(s2, X)|**) ’W2(31,$27h)\Q>‘dt1dt2

H<h<2H X (mod h)
L<N<2L X#XO

2 k/2 (X/HLQ)"*
LH(H Sy 4+ (HS) ) (HS,) S, A

We make use of this bound with p = 1 for Sy < X/HLQ and p = k/2 + 2 otherwise.
We return to (52). From the symmetry between s; and sy, and since |L(sy, x)L(s2, ¥)|* <
|L($17X)|2k + |L($2aX)|2k7

e (53)

EGLQ; X) < X1 Zd —H< > 4 (HSy + (HSy) ) (HS,) 5=

51<S2 52
HL<<X/Q Se<X/HLQ
1 X\ k/2+1
d 2 k/2 €
128, + (HS:)")(HS:) S s (7775 ) ,
+ SIZ<S2 ( 2+( 2) )( 2) 155/24_2 HLQ )
Sy>X/HLQ

where 3 ¢ indicates a dyadic sum over powers of 2. By estimating these sums we obtain
EGH(Q; X) < X'T(X/Q) + XT(X/ Q).
This is O (X (X /Q)*/?), establishing the claim. O
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ProOOF OF LEMMA [Bl We proceed almost as above, but instead of making use of the large
sieve bound in Proposition 8 we use the GRH bound of Proposition @ Applying this to the
dyadic intervals in (53]), we obtain for the upper bound in the second line of that inequality,

(X/HLQ)"!
S '
Using this in (52]), and evaluating the dyadic sum as before, we see

EGr(Q; X) < X (X/Q),

as claimed. 0

L 2g, sy,

Sre TH

7. An asymptotic formula for A
We summarize what we have shown. If X? < X < Q/loglog@), we have found an
asymptotic formula for A, (Q; X) in Lemma 2, namely
k2-1

e @Xlos @,

AR(Q; X) ~ ay,
where ¢ :=log X/ log Q.
k2
On the other hand, if Q/loglog@Q < X < Q%_é, from Lemmas [, B, and []
AR(Q; X) =Dy(@; X) — Be(Q: X) + MGy, + EGy,
- Ck2_1 2 2_ 9.,
=iy * Fh() QX (108 Q) + OL(XQUUog Q) ),

where recall Py is defined by (B2). Likewise from Lemmas [l Bl and Bl on GRH this is true

for Q/loglogQ < X < Q*7°.
Thus Theorems [I] and [ will be established if only we demonstrate that

wle) =7k = 1)), for ce(0,1], (54)

and
Yele) = V(K2 = 1)+ Pu(c), for cel1,2). (55)
The relation (54) is established in section 4.4.3 of [21], and in the next section we prove (B3]).

8. A comparison with 7, and remarks on P

8.1. A RMT computation. Our purpose is to demonstrate the identity (GHl).

LEMMA 6. Forc € [1,2),

2_
Ck 1

Yi(c) = 02— 1) + Pi(c),

where Py(c) is the polynomial given by (B2]).

It will be convenient for us to deal with P, as a multiple residue, rather than a more
traditionally written polynomial (though we do record a more traditional expression for it
in the next subsection).
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We note that ([B2) may be rewritten as

VAV VAV
Pk(C) _ RE(S) RE% 6cz’6s1+sz—z’ /(“’;:Q - Zk) (52 z ) - (56)
#'=051-0 (2")* siss(s1 + s2 — 2)

We outline a proof of this identity, leaving details to the reader. Begin by writing (32]) as
a multiple contour integral, with the contour in the 2z variable containing in its interior the
sumset of the contours over s; and s,. It is now possible to swap the order of integration,
and make a change of variable 2’ = s; + s5 — 2z, and then swap the order of integration again.
The right side of (B0) is the resulting residue. This change of variables will prove useful for
us later.

Though the piecewise polynomial ~.(c) is succinctly expressed by the integral (@), in
proving Lemma [0]it will be useful to return to ~;’s origins in random matrix theory over the
unitary group. As usual, we let U(N) be the N x N group of unitary matrices, endowed
with Haar probability measure dg.

By expanding characteristic polynomials, it is apparent that the integral

7= / det(1 — xg)"det(1 — g7 ') dg
U(N)

is a polynomial of degree kN; that is
kN
T=Y IL(m;N)",
m=0

with coefficients I (m; N) defined by this relation. In [21], it is shown (Theorem 1.5) that
as N — oo,

L(m; N) = 3 (m/N)N¥ =1 4 O(N¥*-2), (57)
the estimate uniform in m.

We will prove Lemma [6 by finding a formula for I(m; N) and taking the limit N — oc.
A formula of [5] is the starting point.

THEOREM 3 (Conrey-Farmer-Keating-Rubinstein-Snaith). For A and B finite collections
of complex numbers,

/U(N) H det(1 — ag) H det(1 —Bg ') dg = Z H oy H BN Z(S+T~ T+57), (58)

agA BeB SCA a€S  BET
TCB
[S|=IT]
where S == A\ S, T := B\T,S™ :={-a: a€ S}, T :={-B: B €T}, and for any
finite collections of complex numbers A and B,

Z(A,B) =]
a€cA
BeB

1
1—aB’

REMARK 6. Following the convention of this area, we use the notation S+ T~ to mean
appending the list S to the list T—. So {1,4,4} +{2,4,5} = {1,2,4,4,4,5}.

REMARK 7. The singularities that might at first appear to occur on the right hand side
of ([B8)) are known to be removable. Terms in this sum that grow arbitrarily large for certain
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choices of A and B cancel out with other terms for such A, B. (Indeed, this is evident from
the left hand side.)

REMARK 8. The method of proof we take closely resembles that of section 4.2 of [21],
though our approach differs somewhat in its specifics, since our goal is to match up with the
residue defining Pj,.

PROOF OF LEMMA [Bl Our proof proceeds in two steps.
Step 1: By making use of Theorem B, we will represent I (m;N) as a residue: for
N <m < 2N,

Ty(m; N) = =Res " fy(0), (59)

with

CN-i-l (N+1)(s1+s2) 1— C682 k
R it . (=)
(1— i) Is1|=1/10 J|s2|=1/10 - C) l—e

X(l—(esl)k( dsydss -~ (60)

1—e ) (1= Cenrtn)

Step 2: By analyzing this residue in the limit m, N — oo with m/N — ¢ € [1,2), and
using

. 1
Yk(c) = lim Wlk(m; N), (61)

which clearly follows from (&1), we are able to verify Lemma
We turn to Step 1. We introduce the polynomial

k k
yACLUSES / H det(1 — xzeg) Hdet(l —eYig™h dg
UN) =1 j=1
kN
= Z If:"s) (m; N)x
m=0

with the coefficients I ,gﬁ"s) (m; N) defined by this relation. Note that for fixed m and N,

lim 1\%° (m; N) = I(m; N). (62)

€,0—0

By applying Theorem [ for ¢; and §; all distinct (distinct so that we need not worry about
the analysis of any removable singularities in the right-hand side of (G8])) we have

7€) = A (@) + AFY (@) + O 5(2™), (63)

for sufficiently small z, where

k

(@) /N . 1
Al (SL’) T H 1— xesri—éj’

ij=1
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which corresponds to the term S =T = () in the summation on the right hand side of (G8]),
and

1 1
Z‘C o (M ) (=)

pr=1 iF i
Jj#v
1 1
8 (H 1-— 6_5V+5J‘) (1 — x—le—ﬁu—5v)
J#V
- N+1_(N+1)(eut3,) 1 1 — zesit®
_ 1 (N+1)(ep+0y
T Zx ‘ ' (Hl—xegﬁ‘%)(Hl—e—Eu“i)
pv=1 0] i#Ep
1 — xaliten 1 2
(= )( )
LL g =040 J\1 — pecntov
jF#v

which corresponds to the terms for which |S| = |T| = 1 in the summation of (58]); these
terms arise from S = {e,} and T'= {4, } for 1 < p,v < k. The error term O, s5(z*) in (G3)
is 2N g.s(x), where g.s(x) is an analytic function in x around the origin, arising because
all remaining terms in the summation in (58) have |S| > 2 and this produces for j > 2N a
summand with 27 multiplied by a rational function analytic around z = 0.

We note that A, has a further simplification. For ¢; and 0, always distinct and |¢;], |§;] <
1/10 for all 7, j, the reader should check that we have by a computation of residues

N+l (N+1)(s1+52)

(Hﬂ)
2|=1/10 H” 1—:ce€+5) i 1 — efi—s1

1 — xeéj"l‘sl 1
. <H 1 — eéj—Sz ) (1 — x631+82>2 d81d82’ (64)
J

€,0
AS(x)

|s1]=1/10

s

so long as |z| is sufficiently small that the final term (1 — xe®1752)~2 contributes no residue
(|z| < e/ suffices). (Thus the poles inside this contour are exactly those at s; = ey, ..., €
and sy = 41, ..., 0. Taking contours of radius, say, 1/10 ensures that e.g. €¢; + 27 is not also
a pole.)

From (B3]) then for m < 2N,

1
LY (m; N) = o— /m COmI(AIY () + AF(Q)) de

211

with R a parameter chosen sufficiently small (i.e. R < e~2/1°). Taking a limit as ¢, — 0
along paths such that all €;,; remain distinct, we see from (G2) and uniform convergence

(both on the contour |¢| = R and in the integral representation (G4) for AS") that

I(m; N) = - /|< KoL (65)

21

for m < 2N, where fy(() is defined by (0).
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By inspection, one sees that fy(() is meromorphic with a singularity only at ¢ = 1, and
for ¢ of large moduli | fx(¢)| = O(|¢|"). Hence for N < m < 2N and R > 1,

1 —(m+1) _ —(m+1)
7 L &I A B )

= —Res (""" v (),

I(m; N) =

with the second line following by letting R — oo. This proves the claim of Step 1.
We turn to Step 2. We let the residue just obtained in Step 1 be the result of a contour
integral; making the change of variable 2z =1 — (, we have for N <m < 2M,

I(m; N) = —— / (= (1= (66)

2w
for any r < 1.

Note that the integrand in the definition (60) of fx({) is analytic in s; for s; # 0 in
the disc |s;] < 1/10, and likewise for s;. We can therefore replace the contours |s;| = 1/10,
So| = 1/10 by |s1| = p, |s2| = p for any p < 1/10. We set r = 1/N in (66) and take the
contours |s;| = 1/N, \s2| = 1/N in the representation Q) of fy. By making the re-scaling
change of variables 2’ = Nz, s| = Nsy, s, = Nsg, we see that

(+)

o) AR / . / / (1-%)" etsmerss)
m; = :
F 271 |2/|=1 (1 - ZN,)(m‘i'l) Z/ k2 27TZ Is |=1 |82‘ 1 (Z/)k2
51 — sy — 2 k ds'ds, ,
x ( 5 +O(1/N)> ( +O/N)) 5 s, — 2+ 0/NE| ¥

If m, N = oo in such a way that m/N — ¢, then by uniform convergence,

i Ik(m’ N) 1 / o / /‘ S1+82 2!
m-——05— = —— €
Nk2—1 211 |2/|=1 (Z/ kz 27TZ [si|=1J|sh|=1

(51 — 2)"(s _Z/)k ds/ldsé] dz'. (67)

 DE(H)E(s, + 5 — 2)°

Yet from (61]) the left hand side of (€7) is x(c), while on the right hand side we note

1 ecz’ Ck2—1
- S dd =
210 =1 (2) (k2 —1)!
Using (B6]) to extract Pg(c) from what remains, we have verified the lemma. O

8.2. An expansions of P,. Though it is was not necessary for our purposes, we record
an expansion of the polynomial Py(c) in a more traditional form that may be of interest.
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ProprosiTIiON 10. With ( " ) denoting the multinomial coefficient, we have

11,12,13

1)k ) -
Py(c) = % Z (—1)atbratBeatb(] _ o)k —1—a—b( k*—1 )

a,bk? —1—a—>
a,b>0

a,3>0
y E—14+a+8 k k
a, B, k2 —1 at+a+1)\b+B+1)

The computation follows (with some book-keeping) by writing

-1 k2 . i o
Pk(c) — Res ( ) 6(1—6)2 Res €51 €52 (1 i i) <1 _ i) (1 B M) |

2
2=0 2k 51=0 $1 S z
So=

and, in order to compute residues, expanding each of (1 — z/s1)*, (1 —2/s2)*, and (1 — (s; +
—k2 - .
$2)/2)"" into powers of z/s1, z/s9 and (s1 + s9)/z respectively.
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