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More than 60 % of zeros of the Dirichlet
L-functions are on the critical line

Keiju Sono

Abstract
In this paper, we estimate the proportion of zeros of Dirichlet L-functions on the
critical line. Using Feng’s mollifier [6] and an asymptotic formula for the mean square of
Dirichlet L-functions introduced in [5], we prove that averaged over primitive characters
and conductors, at least 61.07 % of zeros of Dirichlet L-functions are on the critical line,
and at least 60.44 % of zeros are simple and on the critical line. These results improve
the work of Conrey, Iwaniec and Soundararajan [4].

1 Introduction

Let ¢ be a positive integer and x be an even primitive character modulo ¢q. The Dirichlet
L-function associated to y is defined by

L(87X) = Z X(ZL)

n

(1.1)

for N(s) > 1 and continued holomorphically to the whole complex plane. Put

A(%—i—s,x)z(%)SﬂF(i—i-g)L(%—i—s,x). (1.2)

Then L(s, x) satisfies the functional equation
A(Sa X) = EXA(l - SaY)u (13)

where |e, | = 1. For T' > 0, we denote the number of zeros p = S+~ of the Dirichlet L-function
L(s,x) with 0 < 8 <1, T <~ < 2T by N(T, x). It is well known that
T 2qT

N(T,x) = Py log — + O(log ¢T). (1.4)
We denote the number of these zeros with 8 = 1/2 by No(T, x), and denote by Ny(T, x) the
number of simple zeros counted by No(T', x). The Generalized Riemann Hypothesis for L(s, x)
implies that No(T,x) = N(T,x) for any T" > 0. Further, it is expected that Ny(T,x) =
N(T, x), i.e., all non-trivial zeros of L(s, x) are expected to be simple and on the critical line.
There are several results of types

No(T,x) > & N(T, x) (1.5)

Ny(T,x) > K N(T, ). (1.6)
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In the case of the Riemann zeta-function, Selberg [§] first proved that (LH) holds for some
small k£ > 0. This means that positive proportion of non-trivial zeros of {(s) are on the critical
line. Levinson [7] showed that (I8) holds with £ = 0.3474. Conrey [I] improved Levinson’s
result and proved that (I5) holds with x = 0.4077 and (L8) holds with x = 0.401. In the
case of Dirichlet L-functions, Wu [10] generalized Conrey’s result and proved that (L3 holds
with £ = 0.4172 and (L0) holds with x = 0.4074 uniformly in ¢ with logq = o(logT) for
sufficiently large T

In the case of the estimation of the proportion of critical zeros of Dirichlet L-functions, one
can obtain some better results by averaging over characters and conductors. Let ¥(z) be a
non-negative smooth function compactly supported on [1,2]. Put

n(r.g) =3 1 S NI

q x(mod q)

for Q,T > 3. Here, ¢ denotes Euler’s totient function and the subscr1pt * means that the
summation is restricted to primitive characters. Let (7T, Q) resp. ‘ﬁO(T Q)) denote the
same sum, but with N (T, x) replaced by No(T,x) (resp. Ny(T,x)). Comrey7 Iwaniec and
Soundararajan [4] proved that for Q and T with (log Q)% < T < (log Q)4,

W(T.Q) > 52 NT Q) (17)

holds, where A > 6 is any fixed constant, and @ is sufficiently large in terms of A. This implies
that at least 56% of zeros of a family of Dirichlet L-functions in the domain (log Q)¢ < S(s) <
(log @)* are simple and on the critical line. In that paper they used Levinson’s mollifier
associated to a polynomial P(x) = x. They mentioned that by choosing the best possible
polynomial, one can prove that the proportion of simple critical zeros is at least 58.65%. In
the same situation, Wu [J] proved that more than 80.12% of zeros of a family of Dirichlet L-
functions are distinct, and that more than 60.24% of zeros of a family of Dirichlet L-functions
are simple. In addition, he improved these proportions to 83.21% and 66.43% assuming the
Generalized Riemann Hypothesis .

In this paper, to estimate the proportion of critical zeros, we use slightly different definitions.

Let W(z) be a smooth function compactly supported on [1,2]. For Q,T > 3, put
ZW( ) Z N(T,x), (1.8)
x(mod q)

where the subscript b means that the summation is restricted to even primitive characters.
We also define Ny(T, Q) and Ny (T, Q) by replacing N(T,x) in (L8) with No(T, x), No(T, x),
respectively. In [5], Conrey, Iwaniec and Soundararajan established a formula of mean square
of the product of a Dirichlet L-function and a Dirichlet polynomial of length Q¢ with 0 < § < 1
(see Theorem 1.2 below). This formula enables us to compute mollified moments of Dirichlet
L-functions with mollifier of length Q?, 0 < # < 1. In the same paper they mentioned without
proof that by using Feng’s mollifier instead of Levinson’s, one can improve the results of [4]
and obtain

Mo(T,Q) > 2 N(T, Q). (19)

The value 3/5 is close to the lower bound for the proportion of critical zeros of the Riemann
zeta-function assuming so called the § = 1 conjecture (see [6]). The main purpose of this paper
is to establish a complete proof of the estimation of type (L9). The result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For (logQ)? < T < (log Q)*, we have

No(T, Q) > 0.6044 N'(T', Q), (1.10)



No(T, Q) > 0.6107 N(T, Q), (1.11)

where A > 2 is any constant, provided Q is sufficiently large in terms of A.

Instead of the asymptotic large sieve, we use the following result on mean square of Dirichlet
L-functions with shifts.

Theorem 1.2 (Conrey, Iwaniec, Soundararajan [5]). For positive integers h,k and o, 8 € C,
Q> 1, put

Aol b Q) ZW(Q) ZbA(§+a,x)A(éw,y)x(wk» (1.12)

x(mod q)

Suppose that the shifts a and § are < 1/log Q. Then,

Aq,p(h, k; Q)
q
R 1W<@> '@
{( ) ( +2)FG+§) %@(Hoﬁ%) (1.13)
HONE G - %) . G - é) Gl o B)} + En,
where (y(s) := ((s) [1,1,(1 — 1/p*) and the remainder terms En i satisfy
> Ah—)\_kgh,k =0(Q%) (1.14)

Vhk

h,k<QP
for any 6 < 1 and any sequence (A\) with A\, < he.

In the statement of the above theorem, the ranges of o and [ are restricted to o, <
1/1og Q. To evaluate the proportion of critical zeros away from the real axis, we expect that
the asymptotic formula ([I3)) is still valid for larger values of |S ()|, |S(B)|. Since the main
terms are multiplied by gamma factors, the remainder terms &, in this case are expected to

TR Eeeleb (e ) o

h k<Q9
Following the argument in [5] with a minor adjustment, we easily see that the formula (TI3)
with (LIH) is valid for |R()|, |R(B)] < 1/log@, |S(a)],|3(B)] < (log@)? for any fixed
constant A > 1 (see Appendix). For larger values of |3(«)| and |(8)|, we have the following
conditional result.

Theorem 1.3. Letn > 0 be a fixed constant. Assume that the asymptotic formula (I13) holds
for [R(a)], IR(B)] < 1/logQ, |S(a)],|S(B)| < Q7 with En . satisfying the condition (I13).
Then, for T < Q", we have ,

where C(n) is a function whose values are given in Table 1 below.

The function C(n) is decreasing, and its value becomes negative for n > 5.074. We will
describe the concrete construction of C(n) in the proof of Theorem 1.3.



Table 1: The values of C(n)
n 0+ 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 2 3 4 5
C(n) || 0.6044 | 0.5261 | 0.4615 | 0.4072 | 0.3601 | 0.2200 | 0.1266 | 0.0583 | 0.0048

2 Evaluating the proportion of critical zeros

In this section, we see the fundamental method of Levinson and Conrey to detect the critical
zeros of Dirichlet L-functions. Though the basic argument is almost the same as that of [4], we
recall the method, since the way of taking average over conductors in [4] and ours are slightly
different. Let x be an even primitive character modulo g. Put

. q 8/2—1/4 S
Hy(s) = (;) r (5) . (2.1)
Then by ([L2)) and (L3]), we have
iy (5)L(5, ) = T Hy(1 — $)L(1 = 5,7, (2.2
where €, = 7;/ny. This 7, satisfies ny = 7. Next, define a function G(s, x) by
Hy()G(5,x) = mA(s,x) Ty Y ot A (s, y), (23)

k
k>0,0dd (log )

where (g) is a real sequence supported on the set of positive odd integers and g, = 0 for all
sufficiently large k. Since

AW (5,%) = (~1)* e, AP (1 - 5,%), (2.4)
by ([23) we have

_ g
Hy(1—5)G(1 = 5,X) = mA(s,X) —n Y (lo - )kA““)(s,x). (2.5)
k>0,0dd g4

By 23) and (23]), we have
2y (s, x) = Hy(s)G(s,x) + Hy(1 = s)G(1 = 5,X). (2.6)

By (Z4), it follows that p = 1/2 + i is a zero of L(s, x) if and only if either p is a zero of
G(s,x) or G(1/2+iv,x) # 0 and R(Hy(1/2 + iv)G(1/2 + iv,x)) = 0. Hence it suffices to
count the number of v € [T, 2T satisfying

Hy(1/2+iv)G(1/2 + i, x) = g (mod 7). (2.7)
Consequently,
1
No(T, x) > ;Ac arg Hy(s)G(s, x) — 1, (2.8)

where C = {s =1/2+4 it | T <t < 2T}. By Stirling’s approximation of the Gamma function
and (4], we have

1

;Ac arg Hy(s) = N(T, x) + O(log ¢T).
Hence

1
No(T,x) > N(T,x) + —Ac arg G(s, x) + O(log qT). (2.9)

Let R be a rectangle with vertices 1/2+¢T", 1/2+2iT, Ag+4T and A+ 2iT oriented clockwise,
where Ag > 3 is a sufficiently large fixed constant. Then

AcargG(s, x) = Ag arg G(s, x) + O(log qT). (2.10)



Denote the number of zeros of G(s, x) in R by Ng(G). Then

ArargG(s,x) = —2nNg(G). (2.11)
Combining (2.9), 2I0) and I1J), we have
No(T,x) = N(T' x) = 2Nz (G) + O(log ¢T). (2.12)

Let M (s, x) be an entire function. For o < 1/2, put

F(s,x) :n;lM <% —U+S,X> G(s,x)- (2.13)

We denote the number of zeros of F(s,x) in R by Ng(F). Let D be a clockwise oriented
rectangle with vertices o 4+ 4T, o + 2iT, Ag + ¢T and Ag + 2iT. Then by Littlewood’s lemma

we have )
R <%/B log F'(s, x)d ) > dist(p <— - a) N (F), (2.14)

peD

where dist(p) is the distance between p and the left edge of D. The contribution of the integral
except for the left edge in ([2I4) is O(log ¢T') provided that F(s, x) is of the form

F(s,x) = (1 + i %) (1+0(1)), An)<1. (2.15)
n=2
By (ZI4) we have
1 2T

By 212), (Z18) and Nr(G) < Ng(F), we have

2T
No(T,x) > N(T, x) - m/T log |F (o + it, x)|dt + O (11?;3?0) L @27

Multiplying both sides of (ZIT) by W(¢/Q) and taking the sum over even primitive characters
and conductors, we have

o
No(T,Q) >N (T, Q) — 1/2 ZW (Q) Z / log | F'(o + it, x)|dt

x (mod q) (2.18)
Q%log QT
L0 (71 s ) |

Denote the number of even primitive characters modulo ¢ by cpb(q) and put
q
->w(5)s .
. Q

Due to the convexity of the logarithmic function, we have

@ZJ:W(%) Z / log | F(c + it, x)|dt

(mod q)

(2.19)

< log @;W(%) Z /2T Flo +it, x)|dt

(mod q)



By Cauchy’s inequality,

zq: (%) Z /2T F(o +it, )|dt

Q X (mod g)
: (2.20)
2T
W 2) F(o +it, x)|?dt
(@) =
Combining (219) and (2220), we have
2T
ZW (g) Z / log |F (o + it, x)|dt
q Q x (mod q)
(2.21)
2T
< 1/’(@ log ZW( > Z / F(o +it,x)*dt
X (mod q)
Therefore,
TY(Q) q -
No(T,Q) >N (T, Q) — T2 - o) 8 ZW (Q) X(mzm / F(o +it, x)|*dt
Q%log QT
e (71 sl ) .
(2.22)
Combining (2:22) with
2w
(@) ~ Tlog OT N(T,Q), (2.23)
we have
NO(Ta Q)
1 1 q 2T
T2 o)eeqr (1/1(@) ZQ:W (@) mzodq) / Flot, X)|2dt)
1
(2.24)

For a constant R > 0, put o = 1/2 — R/logQT. The error term above is O(T~*log QT),
which is negligible if T > (log Q)?. Hence we arrive at the following inequality.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that F(s,x) is of the form (Z17). Then, for a positive constant
R, we have

NO(Ta Q)

—io L a (0 +i 2
> {1-log w(Q)Zq:W(Q) mzqu) / (o +it, x)|*dt (2.25)
x (14 o(1))N(T, Q)

for T > (log Q)?, where 0 =1/2 — R/logQT.

Before proceeding to the computation of mollified moment, let us see the condition that
@2I5) holds. Put P(z) =Y, g1z’ (go :=1). Let Ag > 1 be a sufficiently large fixed constant.



Assume that M (s, x) satisfies M (Ag + it, x) ~ 1. Then

1
F(Ao —I—’L't,X) = n;lM (5 —o+ Ap+ it,x) G(Ao +it,x) ~ n;lG(Ao +it,X>.

Hence G(s,x) must satisfy n;lG(Ao + it,x) ~ 1. By (Z3) and Stirling’s approximation of

logarithmic derivatives
a¥ 1, qr\'
q (S) ~ ( 10g q_) ,
T

Hg(s) 2

we have

k l
G0 ~s0 + 3 7 3 (1) (st ) 140

logﬂ d
:P s —_— L .
<2logq + ds (5:X)

Hence the polynomial P(z) is required to satisfy P((logqT/7)/(2logq)) ~ 1. f T =< Q",
q = @, this condition is equivalent to

P (HT"> =1 (2.26)
In case of (log@Q)? < T < (log Q)*, the condition
1
P (§> =1 (2.27)

is required. In this case we use the polynomial Q(z) := P(1/2 — x). Hence Q(z) is required to
satisfy

Q(0) = 1. (2.28)
By the definition of the polynomial P(z), Q(x) must satisfy another condition that
Q@) +Q (1—z)=0. (2.29)

3 The adaption of Feng’s mollifier

We use a Feng-type mollifier defined by

M(s, x)
-y pm)x(m) ,, (log X/m
ms ! log X
m<X
p(m)x(m) log p1 log p2 log X/m
+ Z s Z 2 P2
m<X m pi1p2|m log™ X logX
log p1 log p2 log p3 (10gX/m) logpy - - logpr (10gX/m>
+ P 4ot P
Z log® X log X Z log! X log X
P1P2P3|m 101"'101|m
(3.1)

for I >3, X = Q% 0 <6 < 1. Here, P; are real polynomials with P;(0) = 0, P;(1) = 1,
Pi(0)=0(j=2,...,I). We write (31) by

Moy = 3 Momkeom)

m<X



Then, since F (o + it, x) is given by

1
F(o+it,x) =ny'M <§ +it,x) G(o +it, x)

with ) (m)e(m)
. x(m)c(m
() - 3 At
2 L= m1/2-1—1&
. _ Tx qgi ) . —
G(o +it, x) Hq(O'—I—it);(logq)lA (0 +it,x) (g9o:=1),
we have
oT _
gzgm (h)x(k)c(h)c(k)
F(o +it,x)?dt =
e s 2 3 e O
m (3.2)
2T it
x/ ;A(l)(c;'%—it Y)A™ (o — it, X) (E) dt.
r |Hq(o+it)? ’ AR

To compute ([32), put

Basltni @ = 3 i WO S 12+ agh 12+ B ONBRE: (3

U + zt (mod o)
Then
q 2T
x(mod q)
gigm__c(h)e(k) 1 (#1791 AN
— h, k; o it, f=o—1/2—it | — | dt.
ZS Zm 1qul+m \/@ T v 804185’” ,,8( ) 7Q)|a_o 1/2+it, B=0—1/2—it n
(3.4)
Under the assumption of (LI3J), the sum over h, k is
it
> (\/)_()A (th)( )
hk<X
=> W ( ) q)|Hy (o +it)| 2
q
atB 1+a+ps
q\ = 1 « 1 B c(h)e(k)(h, k)
% (;) F<Z+§>F<Z+§> G(l+a+p) Z pIFB+it1+a—it
hk<X
(hk,q)=1
_atB l—-a—p
q z 1 « 1 B c(h)e(k)(h, k)
+ (w) r (4 2) r (4 2) Gl—a=F) > —Irermrrw
hk<X
(hk,q)=1
(3.5)



Then
(h, k) FotP = N~ (1 + a4 B).
Jl(h.k)

Z c(h)c(k)(h, k)1 tots _ Z hHg(A Z FHOBE(G 1+ a+ B)

hl+B8+it plta—it +it o 1+a—it
h,k< h,k<X Jl(h,k)
(hk,q)=1 (hk,q)=1
. . . 3.6
Ly Fldiats) (h)e(i) (36)
o j LI+B+itpl+a—it "
Jj<X hk<X
Ga=1 (hk,q)::ll

By the definition of ¢(n), it follows that ¢(jh) = 0 if (h, ) > 1. Our first aim in this section is
to compute the sum

h<X/j
(h,ja)=1

for j <X, (j,q) =1, |y — 1| < 1/log X. Put

Gia = 3 #iZ)P (10gy/nj) ' (3.7)

1
n<y/j 08y

(n,jq)=1

The following lemma is an analogue of Lemma 10 of [2].

Lemma 3.1. Let P be a real polynomial with P(0) = 0. Fory > 1, (j,q) =1, |y—1| < 1/logy,
we have

Gjq(v) = Mjq(v) + O(Ejq),

Mjq(y) = % {(7 e <1?§gy§j) i 10;1/]3( <1?§!§;j> }

loglogy\” j Mo Tog g _
Ejq=—F—- 1+ (logy) v Fi(jg,1—24).

where

logy

Here, Fi(a,s) =]],,(1+p %), d =1/loglogy and M is some positive constant.

pla

The proof of the above formula can be obtained by following the argument in [2], hence we
introduce only the outline of the proof.

Proof. Put * = y/j. By expanding the polynomial and expressing the sum over n using
Cauchy’s integral in [B.7]), we have

PO) 1 e ]
Gj’qm) N ; logl Y 2mi ~/2—ioo C(s)F(jq,8)(s — ”Y)ZH ds.

The integrand has a pole of order [ + 1 at s = v. Put b = 1/M loglogy. Let Ro () be the
residue from the pole at s = 7, Ry () be the integral on s = 1 +it, —oco < t < —(logy)'?,
Ry () be the integral on s = o — i(logy)!®, 1 —b < o < 1, R3 () be the integral on
s=1—b+it, —(logy)® <t < (logy)'?, and Ry,(v) and Rs,(y) be the integrals on paths
conjugate to the paths of Ra;(7), R1,(7), respectively. We choose M > 0 sufficiently large so
that ((s) doesn’t vanish in the right side of Ry ;(y) +...+ Rs,(7). Then, by moving the path
of integration to Ry () + ...+ Rs,(7), we have

0 5
Gig() =) PO L (%iRo,z(v) +> Rm,z(7)> : (3.8)

=1 logl Y 211

m=1



R1,(7),...,Rs,(7) are obtained by replacing 8 with ~, F(j,s) with F(jg,s) in the proof of
Lemma 10 of [2]. Hence by the argument of [2], we have

Riu(7), Rsu(y) < Fi(jg,1 —26)(logy)~?,
Roi(7), Rau(y) < Fi(jg,1—26)(logy) ™,
.\ b
R3.(7) < Fi(jg,1 — 26)(loglog y)"*! (%) :

Hence the contribution of these integrals to ([B.8) is at most

(loglog y)* <j ) ’ .
VOB O8Y)” (1 4 (logy) (Z) | Fi(jg,1 - 26). 3.9
On the other hand, R ;(v) is expanded by
1 (1
_ = I—k o7 (k)
Rau) = 5 3 () o)+ 2093) (3.10)
k=0
where )
Z(s) =

Z(~y) and its derivatives are expanded by

_ 12 )
26 = 2L A0S ) = s

and derivatives satisfy the bound

ZW®) (y) < Fi(jg, 1 — 26)(loglog y)* ™.

Hence the contributions of the terms with £ > 2 in (8I0) and the error terms in Z(v) and
Z (7y) in the above formulas are bounded by ([B.9]). Thus we have

PO(0) 1 { (10gy/j> 1 (logy/j)}
Roi(7) = —— _ 1P + P
; log' y 0 =7 (G, ) = DP\ ogy logy logy

(log log y)” AN T
0 ( oz )2 <1 + (logy) (y) ) Fi(jg,1 25)) :

Combining (BI1]) with the estimates for R, () (m =1,...,5), we obtain the result. O

(3.11)

By the definition of ¢(n), we have

3 c(jh) — u(j) p(h) P, (logX/jh)Jr ) logpllogp2P2 (logX/jh)

¥ ¥ 2
h<X/j h h<X/j h 1OgX pipalih log X 10gX
(h,ja)=1 (h,jg)=1

log p1 - - -log pr log X/jh
e E P
et log’ X ! log X

p1--prljh

The left hand side is obtained by replacing a with v — 1, letting y = y1 = X and adding the
condition (h,q) = 1 in the definition of j'**E,(j) in [6], (2.12). The sum

p(h) o, (log X/jh
1
hY log X

h<X/j
(h,jq)=1

10



has been obtained by Lemma 3.1. The contributions of the other terms are obtained by
inductive arguments in Feng’s paper [6], combining with Lemma 3.1. The only difference
between Feng’s argument and ours is that in our situation the sum has another restriction
that (h,q) = 1, which doesn’t cause any significant discrepancy in the arguments. Similar to
the proof of Lemma 3.1, this difference is modified by replacing F'(j,1 + «), F1(j, 1 + «) with
F(jq,1+ ), F1(jq,1 4 ), respectively. Hence we arrive at the following intermediate lemma.

Lemma 3.2 ([6], (3.27)). We have
3 c(gh)
hY
h<X/j
("jo=1

1)
=— <G - 1,j)+Gi(y—-1 E lo
F(a,7) o( .J) 1( J g gP1

+Ga(y—1,5) Y logpilogps + -+ Gr(y —1,5) > logps---logp;

p1p2lj p1---prlj
1(j)Fi(jg, 1 — 26)(loglog X )? () Fi(jg, 1 — 20)(loglog X)* [ j \*
jlog” X jlog X X

(3.12)
Here, § = 1/loglog X, d = 1/Mloglog X and G;(o, X) (i =0,...,I) are defined by

log X/j n 1 P log X/j
log X log X log X

Go(as) =aP (

1

logX/j:c) log! 2z
+ d:v,
; l—2'10gX/ ( log X zlta

2 P, (logX/j)
1og2X log X
I X . 1-3
(—1)-1t log X/jxz\ log' " x
—_— P, d
+;< ) 3)llog' X : ( log X ) zita OO
. 1 log X/j 1 + (log X/j
Gm Y = m Pm P
(o) log™ X (a < log X >+10gX m< log X
_(m+1 1 P log X/j
m 1ogm+1 x " log X

1)l-m T [log X/jx logm™ 2
n Z (=1 p, (108 /jx’ log Z 0
Bt (1 —m—2)llog' X log X alte

Gl(aaj) =

log X/j 1 / log X/j
aPr g ( lfng) + oex 11 ( lngj) I 5 <10gX/j>
logl 1 X log’ X ! log X

G171(Oé,j) =

and

. 1 log X/j 1 + (log X/j
](Oé,j) 1og1X (a 4 ( log X ) * log X 1 < log X

11



Combining (BI2) and Feng’s estimates on error terms, it follows that

c(h)e(k)(h, k)1Hoth
3 (h)c(k)(h, k)

R1+B8+it Ll+a—it

h,k<X

(hk,q)=1
- j hl+B+it plta—it
JsX hk<X/j
(J,9)=1 (hk,q)=1
-y 12 F (G, 1+ a+ B)
5 iFGe 1+ B+ i) F (g 1+ a —it)
(J,a)=1

(3.13)

p1lj

+Ga(B+it,5) Y logpilogps + ...+ Gr(B+it,j) Y. logpi---logpr

p1p2|j p1---prlj

x { Gola —it,j) + Gi(a—it,j) Y _logp

p1lj

+Ga(a—it,j) Y logpilogps+...+ Grla—it,j) > logpi---logp;
p1p2|j p1---prlj

+E,

where F is obtained by replacing F'(j,1 4 o+ ), F1(j,1 — 26), «, 8, y with F(]q, l+a+ [3)
Fi(jq,1 —26), a —it, 8 +it, X, respectively in the definition of Uy + ...+ Ug + U2 .+ U8
n (4.1) of [6]. By (4.21) of[ ], we have

E =0 (Ff’(q, 1 —26)

1 \° (loglog X)?
o (I (1+ ,
H < p1—25) 1Og2X

plg

(loglog X)? )
log2 X
(3.14)

where § = 1/loglog X.

Lemma 3.3. The contribution of E to (33) is O(Q? (loglog X)?/(a + B)log® X) uniformly
for |a —it], |3 +it| < 1/log X

Proof. Recall that 0 =1/2 — R/logQT. Then,

r(E+4)r(4+ )N(q)1—2UF

[Hy(o +it)|? m

Grora-n
T (50T (50

Moreover,

gq(1+a+6)=4(1+a+ﬁ)n<1_lﬁ>

plg

+/3H< Pt 2‘5>

12



and

™

atB
(g) Tkl ot <Q, W <%> <1
Hence the contribution of E to (3] is at most

4

1 loglog X)®

> T (1) R
qE€QsuppW plq &
loglog X)3 1!

< (Ci(fgﬁ)oli 2)X > 11 (Hp”é)

& q€QsuppW plq

Q(loglog X )° 15
X, H<”p1-%)

q€QsuppW p|q

< Q(loglog X)° Z Z di5(n)

2 1-26
(a+ B)log” X Qoo i n

» Q(loglog X)° Zdw(") Z 1
2 1-20
(@ + ) log” X <= 9€QEuppW
nlq

Q*(loglog X)°
(ar+ B)log” X
O
We compute the derivatives by using Cauchy’s integral formula. In the integration, «
(resp. ) moves on the circle of center o — 1/2 + it (resp. o — 1/2 — it) and radius ¢;/log X

(resp. c2/log X)), where ¢; and ¢y are positive constants for which a4+ 5> 1/log X on these
circles. Then, the contribution of the terms arising from derivatives of E to (84) is at most

0(Q*(loglog X)°/log X) = o(Q?).
To compute the sum over j in (B13), we use the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.4 ([7], Lemma 3.9). For large square-free j,

1
Z 08P _ O(loglogj).
plJ b

Lemma 3.5 ([7], Lemma 3.11 or [6], Lemma 6). Let N be a positive integer and put

=Y W0 ),

n<z pln
(n,N)=1

where

for some ¢ > 0. Then,

J(x) =] (1 - 3) 11 <1 - 1%) <1 + %) log z + O(log log(N +1)).

DIV PJ =1

The implied constant is independent of N and x.

13



Lemma 3.6 ([6], Lemma 7). Let m be a positive integer, « be a complex number and f be a
continuous function, D > 1. Then

D D/xl D/I1I2~~~Im72 D/I1I2~~~:Em71
1 1 1 T1Ty T,
/ / e / W/ %dwm“'d%dwl
1 xT 1 Tm

Loy m—1

1+a
f )log™™ 190
_ 1 llera
(3.15)

Lemma 3.7 ([6], Lemma 8). For positive integers my, ma and square-free j,

> logpi---logpm, Y, logqi---loggm,

P1+Pmy |J q1-qmo |7

min{mq,m2}
m1 ma
= > k!( L ) ( k) > log?py---log” prlog s - 108 Py s k-

k=0 Pl"'pm1+m27k|j
(3.16)
Lemma 3.8 ([6], (4.16)). We have
G0, 1) < —— (3.17)
m(a,u _ .
log™™ X
uniformly foru < X, 0<m<I, a<k1/logX.
By this lemma we also have
0 1
2 Gl —it,u) € ——— . 3.18
Gl = 1) <€ (3.15)

In our situation we may assume that o —it, 8+ it < 1/log X. We use the above estimates by
replacing «, 8 with « — it, 8 + it, respectively. We need to compute the contribution of the

main terms of ([BI3)).
Lemma 3.9. For |a —it|, |8 +it| < 1/log X, we have

PG)FG, 1 +a+ ) o o
2 TRt a- FG1 T a0 T ibd)GoB +it j)
(Gra)=1 (319)

F(q,1) [! . . log(log qlog X)
= Tog X /0 Vola — it u)Vo(B + it,u)du + O —1og2X .

Here, F(q,1) = [],,(1 —1/p) and

Vo(O[,’LL) = ‘/O(Qa U‘?X)

I _

: A
=alogXP(1—u)+ P (1 —u)—i—z (E ;)|/ Pl —u— p)pl—2eonlos X gy,
=2 v /70

(3.20)
Proof. First,

FG,1+a+5) -1 1~ yrwers
F(j,1+a—it)F(j,1+ 3 +it) i ( - ) (1_1&%)

14



_ H - p1+a—it +p1+,3+it -1 —p
- J (lerocfit _ 1)(p1+ﬁ+it _ 1) ’
plj

Hence we adapt Lemma 3.5 with

p1+a—it +p1+,8+it —1— P

fp) = (pita—it —1)(pl+A+it — 1)

(3.21)
By Lemma 3.5, it follows that

12(G)F3, 1+ a+ B) B 1 1 £(p)
Z JFG, 1 +a—it)F(j,1+B+it) H (1 - 5) H <1 - F) <1 + m) log u+Eq(u),

(_J‘S)ul plq plq
J,9)=

where Fy(u) < logloggq. uniformly for u. By abelian summation, Lemma 3.5 and estimates

@10, BI8), we have

3 p2()F (G, 1+ o+ )
jF(j, 14+ ao— z’t)F(j, 1+p8+ it)

Go(a —it, j)Go(B + it, j)
J<X
(G,a)=1

_ /1X Gola — it,u)Go(B + it,u)d | [] (1 - %) 11 <1 - 1%) <1 n %) log u + E,(u)

T3 o ) [ lmtamitn,

plg ptq

0 <log120gq)_
log® X

(3.22)
Put ) ) )
1) — p
s =T1(1=3) I (1-55) (+52).
plq piq
Then )
Yilasit) = Yyt —it,0)+ O(la — t) +0(5 +it) + 0 (-1
. & (3.23)
=F(q,1)+ O (logX)
uniformly for |o —it|, |8 + it] < 1/log X. Hence (B:222) equals
X . .
Flg. 1)/ Go(a zt,u)Go(ﬂ+zt,u)du+ 0 (log(logglogX)) . (3.24)
1 U log” X

The integral in ([B24) is computed by [6], which is obtained by multiplying log™* X by the
integral of (B19). O

Lemma 3.10. Form=1,...,1, we have

) P (J)F(j,1+ o+ p)
JF(

—it, )G (B +it, j log p1 - - - 10g prm
j,1+a_it)F(j’1+ﬁ+it)Go(a it, ))Gm(B+it,j) Y logpy---logp

<X

]S Pl'”PmU
(J,9)=1
_ Flg,1) /1 Vola — ity w)Vin (8 + it wpu™ - <1og(logglog X))
log X J, m! log”= X

(3.25)
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uniformly for |a — it|, |8 +it] < 1/log X. Here, Vy(,u) is defined by (320), and

Vi(a, u) = Vi(a, u; X)

! (—1)i-1 (3.26)

=—2P)(1—u)+ Y <i> (zii)g)l

1-u
/ B(l —u— u)ul73efa,ulong'u,
=3 0

Vin(a,u) = Vi (e, u; X)

=alog XP,(1—u)+ P, (1 —u)— (m—i— 1>Pm+1(1 —u)
m

I — 1—u
l ( 1)l " l—m—2_—aplog X
-+ [ A — P, —u — d 2 < <J—
E ( ) (l >| ‘/0 l(l u }L)/L e 1% ( m 2),

Pt m — 2)!
(3.27)
Viei(e,u) = Viea(a, u; X) (3.28)
=alogXPi_1(1—u)+P;_;(1—u)—IP(1—u), '
Vi(a,u) = Vi(a,u; X) (3.29)

=alog XP;(1—u) + Pr(1 —u)
and F(q,1) = [[,,(1 = 1/p).

Proof. Changing the order of summation, we have

2 . .
PEGFG, 1+ a+B) o -
J;{ O I a— G 1T (@ 0)C0n(B +it,) > logpi---logpm

Gr=1
- ¥ 21 Pm) F(p1 - pmy 1 +a+ B)logpy -+ log pm
pre P E(Pr pms L+ a—it)F(pr- - pm, 1+ B +it)

P1Pml|d

Pl Pm <X
(P1-Pm,0)=1

y Z 1% (j0) F(jo, 1 + a + B)
joF(jo, 14+a-— it)F(jo, 1+ ﬁ + it)

jOSX/pl Pm
(Jo,ap1-Pm)=1

Go(ar—it,pr -+ pm)Gm (B +it, pr -+ - Pm).

(3.30)
By abelian summation and Lemma 3.5, we have

Z 12 (50)F (jo, 1 + a+ B)

— - T —Gola—it,p1 - pm)Gm (B +it,p1 - Pm
JoF(jo, 1+ a —it)F(jo, 1 + B +it) of PLo-pm)Gin(B PL Pm)

Jo<X/p1-Pm
(jo,ap1---Pm)=1

X/pl”'pm
= / Go(a —it,upr - pm)Gm (B + it,upr -+ - pm)
1

<d| ] (1—%) 11 (1—%)(1+%>logu+Eqm...pm(u),

plap1--pm (P,ap1-pm)=1
(3.31)
where f(p) is defined by (B2I). By estimates (3.11), (B.I8)), this equals
m —1 1
: 1 f(pr)
Yq(a,ﬁ,t)H(lJr—T) (1+pr+1
r=1 (3.32)

X/p1Pm . ... ; .
y / Gola — tt,upy ++ + prm ) G (B + it upy pm)du—l— 0 <1oglog2qX) '
1 u logm*? X
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Substituting [3.32) into (B30), we have

Z W FG, 1+ a+B)
jF(j,l-‘rOé—it)F(j,l—l—ﬁ-l-it)

Go(a —it, j)Gm(B+it,j) Y logpi-+-logpm

J<X P1Pml|J
G a)=1
M (prtet? — 1) log p,
= }/q(o‘aﬂ;t) ,LLQ(pl " Pm) —i - 7 a
pl---p;SX r1;[1 (pro™ - 1)(P7l~+ﬂ+ - 1)+ (p$+ - 1)
(p1Pm,0)=1
" /X/pl"'pm Go(a —it,upt - pm)Gm (B + it,upy - -pm)du
1 u
loglog g X ks ’1 - p1+%>¢+_5 log p,
+ 0 m+2 Z H S
log" ™ X oo (1= =) (1= =2
p1pm <X r=1 plre—it pLTAT Dr
(3.33)
Denote the right hand side by Hy + O(Hz). Since
1
‘1 — Jrrarr | logpr - log pr.
[(y . PR
we have
M ‘1 ~ g | logpr 1 logp, log p
> I ' < 2 Il=0"<(X
el | ([ 1— 1 _ = Dbr p
p1epm <X r=1 pLFe—Tt SITAT Pr Pl pm <X T=1 p<X
< log™ X.
Hence loz log a.X
Hy < 229802 (3.34)
log” X
Next, we compute Hi. Since
Itatf _1)] 1 1
(o — 1)logp _logp 5 (logp (3.35)
(plta—it — 1)(p1+,8+1t -1) +pltats 1 P p2

uniformly for | — it|, |8 + it] < 1/log X, by Lemma 3.8 we have

m—1
(py 1P —1)logp,
Hy=Yy(o.5,t) > o pmn) [] a—i AT o
P1Pm—1<X r=1 (p%+ ¢ - 1)(pr+6+ - 1) + (pT+ +ﬂ - 1)
(P1Pm—1,0=1
« Z logp X717 P Gola — it upy - p) G (B + it, ups "'pm)du
Pm 1 u
PmSX/Pl"';Dm—l
+0 Z (p7171+a+,8 - 1) logpm 1
a—i 1 it T+a ’ m+1
e R DR T ) (T 1) g™ X
pPmlap1Pm—1
log pm 1
+0 3 &Dm
3 log™tx
pm<X/p1--pm-1 Pm g
(3.36)
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By Lemma 3.4 and (B8I7), (B.I8)), the contribution of the error terms in ([B.36]) to H; is at most

"o T log pim, 1 log(log glog X
YTy o | o < elenin )
PlyeeeyPm—1<X r=1 pm <X Pm Og Og

Pmlap1- - Pm—1

m—1
(prtetf —1)log p,
=Y (0.5.0) W21 ) e
pl"'T’;lSX Tl;ll (pﬁa it _ 1)(pi+ﬁ+zt 1)1 (p7{+a+5 —1)
(P1-Pm—1.0)=1

)du

S S /X/Pl'“Pm Gola = it, ups - pon) G (B + it ups -+ P

P U
Pm<X/P1-Pm—1 m !

Lo (log(logglogX)) '
log® X

By Prime Number Theorem, we have

Pm) du

3 log P, /X/”l"'pm Go(a —it,upy - pm)Gm (B + it, up; - - -

D u
Pm<X/D1-Dm—1 m 1

/X/p1~~~pm1 1 X/P1prm—1tim Go(Oé - ita up1 - pmflum)Gm(ﬂ + itv upt - 'pmflum)
1

Um J1 U

1
+o(—
(logm+1 X>

(see (4.36) of [6]). Hence

m—1
(p1+0¢+6 _ 1) long
leifq(o‘aﬂat) :u¢2(p1'“pm71) a—i Tl i 1ta
pl»»»zg;lgx Bl (e = )T =)+ (T )

(P1-Pm—1,0)=1

—_— dudit,,

« /X/pl---pml 1 X/P1--Pm—1um GO(a - ita upq - pm—lum)Gm(ﬁ + Zt, upq - - 'pm—lum)
1

Um Jq u
<1og(log qlog X) )
O\—————)-
log® X
(3.37)
Applying this argument inductively to the sum over p,,_1, ..., p; in this order and using Lemma
3.6, we have
X/u1 1 X/’u.1~~~’u.m71 1
-t . el
o [ L[ -
X/ug-um — . ; -
" / Gola — it uuy U )G (B + i, wty -+ - Uy, dudu,, -~ duy
1 u
3.38
L0 (log(logglog X)> (8:38)
log® X
X . . m
Gola —it,u)Go, t,u)l log(1 log X
m!u log” X

Due to the computation of p.538 of Feng’s paper [6], the integral in ([B.38)) is equal to

1 /1 Vola — it u) Vi (B + it u)umd
u.
log X m!

18
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Substituting (3.34), (3.38)) into (333) and replacing Y, («, 5;t) with Y, (it, —it;t) = F(q,1), we
obtain ([B.27]). O

Lemma 3.11. For 1 < mq,mq < I, we have

) p2()F (. 1+ o+ )
jF(j, 14+ a— z’t)F(j, 1+3+ it)

J<X
(J,a)=1
X Gy (a—it, 7)Y logpi---10gpm, Gy (B+it,§) Y logpi---logpm,
p1Pmy |J P1Pmoyld
_ min{mzl’mﬂ p (M) (M2 F(q,1) /1 Viny (a0 — it u) Vi, (B + i, u)u™rtm2 i
P \ k k log X J, (m1 + ma)!
(log(logqlog X))
0 2
log® X
(3.39)

uniformly for | —it|, |8 + it| < 1/log X. Here, F'(q,1) = [[,,(1 —1/p) and Vin(c,u) (m =
1,...,I) are defined by (320), (3206)-(329).
Proof. Except for the adaption of Lemma 3.7, this lemma can be proved by the same argument

as in the proof of Lemma 3.10. Hence we only describe the outline. By Lemma 3.7, the left
hand side of (339) equals

min{mq,mo} . .
S K (ml) ("”) Y o HOPGIEat D) g it )G (8 + it ))

= k k = JF(, 14+ a—it)F(j, 1+ +1it)
(J,a)=1
X Z log® p1 -+ -1og” pr 10g iy 1 -+ 108 Py 4ms— k-
P1"Pmq+mo—kl|j
(3.40)
Changing the order of summation we have
2 . .
(G FG,1+ o+ B) o o
. . . . . Gm o — Zt7 Gm + Zt,
J;( JF(G, 1+ a—t)F(j,1 + B +it) . ( 3)Gm, (B 7)
G.)=1
X > log®pr---log? prlog prit - 10g Py sk
P1"Pmi4+mg—kl|j
= Z log? p1 - - - 10g? pi 10g Prt1 -+ 108 Py 4ma—k S(P1, - 3 Py +ma—h);
pl"'pm1+7n27k§X
(P11 P tmg—k D=1
(3.41)

where

S(p]J cee 7pm1+m2—k)

= 3 1)
J<X/P1 Py +mo—k P1Pmi+mae—k]

(3:4P1 Py 4mo—k)=1

X Gml (a - itupl e 'Pm1+m2—kj)sz (ﬁ + itvpl e 'pm1+m2—kj)
F(pl o 'pm1+m2—kj7 I1+a+ ﬁ)
F(pl o 'pm1+m27kj, 1+a-— Zt)F(pl o 'pmlerszjv 1+ ﬂ + Zt) '

X
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By abelian summation and Prime Number Theorem combined with Lemmas 3.4, 3.5 and the

estimates (B.17), (BI8), it follows that

S(p]J e 7pm1+m2—k)

mi1+mo—k
~Yy( 8t ] <i+0 (i»

r=1 Dr pg
X /X/pl"'pMI+m2k Gml (a —it,p1-- 'pm1+m2*ku)Gm2 (ﬂ +it,p1-- 'pmlerszu)
1

U
0 loglog ¢ X
1Ogm1+m2+2 X '

du

(3.42)
Hence the left hand side of (341]) equals

Yq(a, Bit) Z log® p1 -+ - 10g” pi 108 Pt 1 -+ - 108 Py 4y k-1

P1"Pmj+mg—k—1 <X
(P1Pmq4mg—k—1>D=1

mi+mo—k—1
1 1 ~ 3.43
X H <_ +0 <_3>> S(pla"' ,pm1+m27k71) ( )

r=1 Dr p?
0 <1oglo2qu) 7
log® X

where

S(ph T ,pm1+m27k71)

1 _3
= Z logpml‘i‘mz—k (7 +0 (pmf+m2k)>

Pmi+mo—k
p7n1+7n27k§X/pl Pmy+mo—k—1
(Pml+m2,k,q):1

X /X/plvvvpml+m2k Gml (a —it,p1 - 'pm1+m2—ku)Gm2 (B +it,p1-- 'pm1+m2—7€u)
1 u

du.

The contribution of the error term above to S is O(1/ log™ ™27 X).

dition (Pm,+ms—k,q) = 1 can be removed with error term of size O(loglogq/ log
The sum over Py, +m,—k is rewritten as the integral, by using the Prime Number Theorem.
Then, a brief computation yields

By Lemma 3.4, the con-
mi1+ma+1 X)

S(p17 e 7pm1+m2—k—l)

/X/Pl'“Pm1+m2k1 1
1 Umq+mo—k

/X/pl"'pm1+m2kluul+m2k

X Gml (a —it,p1-- 'pm1+m2*k*1um1+m2fku) (344)

. du
X Gm2 (B +it,p1-- 'pm1+m2*k*1um1+m2*ku)Zdumﬂrﬂw*k

log(log glog X)
O —=————=——=.
1Ogm1+m2+1 X

1

By 344), (843) becomes a sum over P, +m,—k—1s - - - , p1 multiplied by an integral in u and
Um,+ms—k- Repeating this process inductively to the sums over P, +my—k—1,-..,p1 in this
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order, we see that (B41]) equals

X X/ul---uk,l X/U1uk X/U1um +mo—k—1
log uy log uy, 1 1+ma 1
Yq(a,ﬂ;t)/ /
1 L3t 1 Uk 1 Uk+1 1
du

X/ut - Umq +mo—k
X / Gy (@ — it u1 - Uy 1y — k) Gy (B + it uq - - - um1+m2_ku)7
1

uml +mo—k

X AUy +my—k =+ - AUy
40 (log(logglogX)) '
log® X
(3.45)
By Lemma 3.6, the repeated integral above is rewritten as an integral involving V,,. By
replacing Y (o, §;t) with Y, (it, —it;t) = F(q,1), we arrive at the conclusion of the lemma. O

Substituting the asymptotic formulas of Lemmas 3.9-3.11 into (3:I3]), we obtain the follow-
ing result.

Proposition 3.12. We have

c(h)e(k)(h, k)1+a+h
3 (h)e(k)(h, k)

hlt+B+itl+a—it

h.k<X
(hk,q)=1
F(g,1) /1 log(log qlog X)
= t, X;u)d o—==2=—=""7
F(q71+Oé—lt)F(q,1+ﬁ+zt)logX{ ) ]:(aaﬁa ) ,’U,) U + 10gX
+ E
(3.46)
uniformly for |a —it|, |8 +it| < 1/log X, where E is gien by (3.14),
Fla, B,t, X;u)
- ZI: 21: mm{%mz}k,(ml) (m2> Vi (@ — ity ) Vi, (B + i, w)umitme  (3.47)
m1=0ms=0 k=0 k k (m1 +mg)!

and V(o w) are given by (320), (3206)-(329).

The contribution of E to the whole is evaluated by Lemma 3.3. Hence we omit to add this
repeatedly below. Assume o + 8 < 1/log X. By Lemma 3.4,

qq(1+a+ﬂ)—<(1+a+ﬂ>H<1‘%) (1+O<p11(;gg§(>>

plq
B 1 loglog g
_H<1 p>¢(1+a+ﬂ)<1+0<logX >)
plq
Similarly,
1 1\ ! ( (10glogq)>
- 1- = 1+0 (=221
F(q,7) g( p) log X

for y =14+ a—it, 1+ B+t with |a —it|, |8 +it] < 1/log X. Tt is also convenient to remember
that the integral of F in (840) is O(1). Combining these estimates with ([B:46]), we have

h)e(k)(h, k 1+a+8
G(I+a+p) Z d h)chr(gJ)rgtliza—it

h.k<X
(hk, =1
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(I +a+p) ! . log(log qlog X)
_710gX {/0 ]-'(a,ﬁ,t,X,u)du—i—O<—logX )}

Substituting this into () and using

aiﬂ-i-O(l), Q(l—a—ﬁ)z—%—i—O( ) (a+8<k1/logX),

(1+a+p) =

we have

3 <hk:@>(k)“

k<X
- logX ZW (%) w*(Q){I(a,B,a,t,q) +I(-3, —Og’g’t’q)} (3.48)
q
Q? log(log Qlog X)
+O< log X >’
where
e T ()T (3+5)
Habotia) = (7 T (20 F(2)a+ﬁ/}'aﬂtXu) (3.49)

4 Completion of the proofs of theorems

The remaining work is to compute the derivatives by parameters «, 5. These parameters are
supposed to close to o — 1/2 £ it respectively, where 0 = 1/2 — R/log QT'. Hence we continue
to assume a — it, 8+ it < 1/log X, where X = Q? (0 < 6 < 1). The following lemma is used
to evaluate the contribution of I(—3, —«,0,t,q) in ([3.48).

Lemma 4.1. Let R be a positive constant and put o = 1/2 — R/1logQT, « = o0 — 1/2 + it for
t € [T,2T). Then, for non-negative integer | we have

r-9)

M7 2) _ iesT (14 o(1)) logh T (4.1)
T (U—zt) ) '
2

Proof. We have

T (% _ %) P(l) (1 o— zt) I\(l) (l—a—it) T (1—(;—#)

(5D (R0 TS (D)
By Stirling’s estimate for logarithmic derivatives, we have
F(l) (l—z;—it)

~ logl T.

On the other hand, by Stirling’s formula,

%%ég?—u+dnwmwu—mw—ﬂmm’

2

where
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Using the estimates
ar 1—0—it ar o—it __z+0 i
g — 9 ) g B 73 T/
2 2 2
l—0 t o\ 2 t t 1
10g<( 5 ) +(§) ),log ((5) + (5) )—210g§+0<ﬁ),

it follows that Rloa T )
_ flog
o(l—o,t) — (o, t) = og OT (1 +0 (1ogT)> .

Combining these estimates we obtain (Z1).

Put )
P(z) = ;gl:ﬂl, Q(x)=P (5 - :v) .
For convenience, put
v(o,t) =0 —1/2+it.
Substituting ([B.48)) into ([B4]), we have
g\ 1 b 2T
>w (—) =Y / |F(o + it, x)|* dt
Q)T T
q x(mod q)
1 a\
“Tex 2 (&)
e 1 9 1 9
= Pl—— |P|l—=— I t I(-8,— t dt.
X T/{Z_‘ (10gq8a> (10gq8a> [ (a7/370-7 7q)+ ( /37 a707 ,q)]CX:V(O',t)
5 =wvir —t)
(4.2)
Since
B
2 (R o (rlios) JI
Oal T a-lz-zt) (o) ’ 8[3[ T (ngt) 2l ’

B=v(o,—t)
we have

1 0 1 0
Pl—— |P|—=— |1 t
(o) ? (o0 ) Moot
logq: 1 0 log% 1 0 1 !
P<210gq+1ogq8_a>P<2logq+1ogq% (a—l—ﬂ/o f(a,ﬁ,t,X,u)du)aV(g’t)

B =wv(o, —1t)

(4.3)
Hence

19 19
P(logqa_a)P(logqa_a) flen B, 1,4)

1+7n 1 9 1+n 1 9 1/1 .
P( 2 +logq8a)P< 2 +logq3[3 a+ B Jo Flaw Bt Xsu)du a=uv(ot)

B =v(o, —t)
(4.4)

a=v(o,t),8=v(0,—1)

a=v(o,t),f=v(c,—t)
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for T < Q", ¢ < Q. In case of (logQ)? < T < (log @)%, it follows that

1 0 1 0
P(logqa_a)P(logq(?—oz> I(a7ﬁ707t7Q)

) oy L g (4.5)
~ (“inggam) @ (“ioggan) (3 ) Pl ximpan) .,

B =v(o, 1)

a=v(o,t),B=v(o,—t)

where Q(z) := P(1/2 — z). On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1

1 9 1 9
P — | P — | I(—8,— t
<10gq(906> <10gqaa) ( Bv «, 0, 7Q)
2Rlog T log gL 1 0 log ar 1 0
~eTlgQT P |1 — T — | P|1- s —
o < 2loggq + log ¢ 8a> ( 2logq * logq 98 (4.6)

o 1
q .
X (-Oé—ﬁ/o F(-25, a,t,X,u)du)aV(g,t)

B =wv(o,—1t)

a=v(o,t),8=v(0,—1)

Hence
1 9 1 9
P — P — ) I(-B8, -, 0,t (o
(logq3a> (1qu80[) ( B, —a,a, 7Q) v(o,t),B=v(o,—t)
2nR
~ —el+n
1—n 1 9 1—n 1 g o h
P —|P(—= t, X u)d
) ( 2 +logqaa) ( 2 +logqaﬂ) (a—%ﬂt/ Fb ot ’“)“>Qme
B =wv(s, —t)
(4.7)

for T < Q", ¢ < Q. In case of (logQ)? < T < (log @)%, it follows that
1 0 1 0
i <1ogq3_a) Y <1qu3_@) =8 ~oatg)

mro (L1 9Y, 1 q ﬂ/ Fo X u)d (4.8)
¢ logqaa logqaﬁ a—l—ﬂ THLATWA ] ey

B =v(o, 1)

a=v(o,t),B=v(c,—t)

Hereafter we take the limit 6 — 1 — 0 and let X = @Q. It is convenient to keep in mind that

am o 1 !
(45 [ Fasexwa)

oa™ Qp™
B =wv(o, —1t)

and

om  gn q—oz—B 1 '
aamw<a+ﬁ/o ]:(_ﬂa_avt;X7u)du)

a=v(o,t)
B=v(o, —t)

are independent of t for any m, n (see B4T)) . Hence we substitute o = g = o — 1/2.
We change parameters by a = a/log X, § = b/log X. Then when T =< @Q", the condition
a=pf=0—1/2isequivalent to a = b= —R/(1+n). Then the right hand side of (&) equals

I+n 0 1+n 0 /
10gXP(—2 +8a>P< 5 +8b > Fla,b;u)du

and the right hand side of (7)) equals
e Heexp (12 2 p 1—+ ab/f
: 2 a 2 atb
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where F(a,b;u) = F(a/log X,b/log X,0,X;u). Substituting these into [@2)), we have the
following conclusion.

Proposition 4.2. For T =< Q", we have

ZW< > Z /2T F(o+it, x)|* dt

x(mod q)
~P(Q)

1+n 0
X[ < 2 %) ( 2 6b><a+b/‘7:abu)du> a=b=— B
(L= 0 (1=n 0 (e
e 7P< 5 +6—)P< 5 ><a+b/]-' d)a—b—lﬁ’in}
(4.9)
and in case of (logQ)? < T < (log@Q)4, we have
ZW< ) Z / 0+it,x)|2dt
x(mod q)
0 b d _ ,—a—b b,— : d
~(Q)Q <—%>Q< 6b) (fo (a, b u)du ea+bf0 a;u) U) ‘a_b_R,
(4.10)

where s (%) »

and P(x) = Y giz' is a real polynomial with go = 1, gan = 0 (n € Z=o), Q(z) = P(1/2 — ).
The function F(a,b;u) is defined by

I I  min{mi,mo} my+mo
Fabu=3 K (ml) <m2> U (@ )0y (b, a7 (4.11)

k (m1 —I—mg)'

ma =0 mao =0 ]C:O

where

1
Uo(a,u) =aPy(1 —u) + Py(1 —u) + Z
= (

1 _1y—1 pl-u
Ui(a,u) = —2P(1 —u) + Z (l) (=1) /0 P(1—u—p)p=3e ™ dy, (4.13)

2 \1) (I-3)!
Upa(a, 1) =aPo(1 — u) + P, (1 —u) — <m; 1>Pm+1(1 — )
# o —u— l7m72efau m _
+l;+2< ) _2)!/0 Pl ol dp (2<m<1-2),
(4.14)
Ur_1(a,u) =aPi_1(1 —u) + P;_;(1 —u) — IP;(1 — u), (4.15)
Us(a,u) =aPr(1 —u) + Py(1 — u). (4.16)
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We evaluate the proportion of critical zeros by combining Proposition 2.1 and Proposition
4.2. To evaluate the proportion of simple critical zeros, we choose R = 0.7150, I = 3, Py(z) =
—0.144781z + 2.33768x2 — 1.192923, Py(x) = 1.80598x + 0.0466787x2, P3(x) = —0.332995z,
Q(z) =1 - 0.9556822. Then

a-b-R)

l—ilog 0 _2 0 fo Fla,byu)du — e~ bf]-' —a;u)du

R da (9b a+b
=0.6044....

To evaluate the proportion of critical zeros, we choose R = 0.7721, I = 3, P1( ) =zx+

0.15602(1 — 2) — 1.4045z(1 — z)? — 0.0662z(1 — z), Py(z) = 2.0409z + 0.266122, P3(z) =

—0.0734z, Q(z) = 1 —0.7721z — 0.1901(2?/2 — 23 /3) — 3.9627(23/3 — x* /4 + 2°/5) (these are
Feng’s choice in [6]). Then
a—b——R)

1 ) Iy Fla,byu)du — e~ bf (—=b, —a;u)du
1_E1°g<Q<_%)Q< az;)(o P )

= 0.6107....

These results prove Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.3 is obtained by choosing

R =0.7150 4 0.6325397 — 0.1427581> + 0.03779461)°
— 0.0062075%* + 0.0004114177°,

3, P(x) = 1+r(xz - (14+n)/2), Pi(z) = ax + bz? + (1 — a — b)23, Pa(z) = cx + da?,
)=

ex with

(
r =0.955682 — 0.6900027 + 0.3446047n? — 0.1022257°
+0.01582171n* — 0.0009756757°,

a = — 0.144781 + 0.8890287 — 0.4102027> + 0.08582937°
— 0.006020047* — 0.000072057°,

b =2.33768 — 1.656467 + 0.6332897> — 0.0680127>
—0.01184991* 4 0.002063287°,

¢ =1.80598 — 1.622467 + 0.8542321> — 0.2670067°
+0.0478396n" — 0.003634127°,

d =0.0466787 + 0.2455931 — 0.31053n° + 0.2816817)°
— 0.09469817* + 0.00981632°,

e = — 0.322995 + 0.2801217 + 0.4524397>
— 0.3903287° 4 0.1035077* — 0.009197197°.

With these values the function C(n) in Theorem 1.3 is given by
1 1+n 0 1+n 0
1—§log[P< 5 +8a)P( 5 +8b a+b/]:abu)du
2nR 1-— 0 1-— —a=b
(1520 8)0 (524 8) (55 [ o)
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5 Appendix. The validity of (I.13]) with (I.15) in a larger
domain

In a paper of Conrey, Iwaniec and Soundararajan [5], the proof of the asymptotic formula (TI3)
with (LI4) started from an approximate functional equation for A(1/2 + «, x)A(1/2 4+ 3,%).
For complex numbers «, § with o + 8 # 0, define

7. s(s) =T (s+ 1/22+a) . (s+ 1é2+6) (1 ~ (afﬂf) | 51)

For any positive real number z, put

Vap(z) = 1 /(1) f/a)ﬁ(s):v_sﬁ. (5.2)

T 2mi
Then,

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 1 of [5], Approximate Functional Equation). We have

A(1/2+ o, x)A(1/2+ B8,X) = S(a, B;x) + S(=8, —a; x), (5.3)
where s ()
q\ = x(m)x(n m™mn
S(avﬁ;X): (;) §m1/2+an1/2+ﬂva,ﬂ ( q ) .

In the computation of the second moment of (53], they trancated the Dirichlet series using
estimates
Va,5(z) < exp(—7x) (5.4)

for x > 1 and

Vs () _F(iju%) Gjug) +O(z"9) (5.5)

for 0 < x < 1, where 7 is some suitable positive constant. The implicit constnts above are
dependent on «, [, but if the absolute values of o and 8 are small enough, the implicit
constants do not interfere with the discussion. We, however, need to consider the case that
IR()|, R(B)| < 1/1ogQ, (logQ)? < [S(a)],|I(B)] < (log @), and in this case the size of a, 8
might cause some problem in order estimates. Instead of (54) and (53, we use the following
hybrid bounds which take both z and &(a)(~ —3(8)) into account.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that o, 5 € C satisfy
la —iT|,|B+iT| < 61, |a+f]> 6 (5.6)

for T >0 and 0 < 01,02 < ﬁ. Then we have

Vas(z) < ‘r (1/2%> r <1/QT+5) 5% exp (—g) (5.7)
forx > T, and
Vaﬁ(I) _r (1/2;— a> r <1/22+ ﬂ) (1 + 05(5;2T3/2+261+8I1/2_€)) (5.8)

for 0 < x < 1. The implicit constants in (5.7), (28) are independent of «, 8.
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Proof. We first move the path of integration to R(s) = B > 1. Write s = B 4 it. Then by
Stirling’s approximation, we have

r (S . 1/22 . a) < e FIHTI(L 4 |t 4+ ) B2V /2,

r (s + 1/22 + 5) < e FITI( 4 | — T|)B/2 1A+ /2,

Furthermore,
2s \° 1 1
11— —=—— 2B +t)?, - < ——.
(25) <a* @G+ < prr

Combining these estimates we have
Va,ﬁ(z) < :E—B(S;Q/ e—% |t+T|+‘t_TI)(1—|—|t+T|)B/2_1/4+52/2(1—|—|t—T|)B/2_1/4+62/2(B—I—|t|)dt.

Due to symmetry, it suffices to estimate the integral over [0, 00). Hence
Va,p(2) < 05 %2 P (I + 1),

where

T
L ;:/ em FUATIFIE=TD () 4 (¢ 4 7)) B/271/AF02/2(1 4 (¢ — T|)B/21/4402/2(B 4] )dt,
0

im [T RISTIITI Ly g TR o= TP 5B 4 )
T

HO<¢t<T,thenlt+T|+ [t —T|=2T,1+|t+T|,1+ |t —T| < T. Hence
™ T ™
I < e 3TTB-1/24% / (B + |t))dt < e~ 3TTBH/240 (B 4 1),
0
Ift>T, then [t +T|+ |t —T| =2t, 1+ |t + T|,1+ |t — T| < 1+ 2. Hence

L < / e 214 26)B7 V2B 4 t)dt < e FTTEY/2 00 (B 4 T).
T

Therefore,
Vap(z) < a7 B8y 2" 3TTBH/2H0 (B 4 ). (5.9)

On the other hand,

. <1/2+a) . (1/2+3> . ‘F (1/2 5 —i—zT) . (1/2 — 5 —zT)‘ o o 3T
2 2 2 2
(5.10)

Combining (5.9) and (510), we have

Vi s(z) < ’r (1/2; a) r (1/2; B) ’ 552 TBHI42 (B 4 T)p B (5.11)

for any B > 1, z > 1. Notice that the implicit constant above is independent of B. Suppose
x > T. By choosing B = z/log % in (EI0]). we have

Vo () < '1“ (1/2; a) r (1/22+ B) ' 65 230 exp(—ux).
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Hence we obtain (5.7)) for 2 > T'. Next, suppose 0 < z < 1. We move the path of integration to
R(s) = —1/2+e. Then we cross a single pole at s = 0 with residue I'((1/2+«)/2)T'((1/2+8)/2).

Therefore,
B 1/2+ « 1/2+ 8 1 / - _.ds
Vap(z) =T ( 5 ) r ( 5 ) + o )y Va,p(s)z -

The integral above is bounded by the right hand side of (511 with B = —1/2 + . Thus we
obtain (&.8]). O

Let Q > 1 be sufficiently large and choose §; = do = 1/log Q. If T satisfies (logQ)? < T <
(log Q)* for some A > 2, then by (5.1)), we have

Vop(a) < ’r (1/“0‘) r (1/2”3) ] (105 @)% exp (~3)

’ ’ (5.12)
< ‘F (1/2;— a> r <1/22—|— ﬁ) ‘ exp (_g)
for z > (log Q). On the other hand,by (5.8), we have
Vas(z) =T <1/22—|— a) r (1/22+ 5) (1 n OE(anlﬂ—a)) (5.13)

for 0 < z < 1. By using (0.12) and (513) instead of (B4) and (5H) and making much the
same argument as in [5], we see that the asymptotic formula ([I3]) with (II5) is valid in the

domain [R(a)[, [R(B)| < 1/10gQ, (log Q)* < [3()[,[S(B)] < (log Q)*, I(a) ~ —I(B).
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