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a-POINTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION ON THE CRITICAL LINE

STEPHEN J. LESTER

ABSTRACT. We investigate the proportion of the nontrivial roots of the equation ¢(s) = a, which lie
on the line Ms = 1/2 for a € C not equal to zero. We show that at most one-half of these points
lie on the line Rs = 1/2. Moreover, assuming a spacing condition on the ordinates of zeros of the
Riemann zeta-function, we prove that zero percent of the nontrivial solutions to ¢(s) = a lie on the
line R s = 1/2 for any nonzero complex number a.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let s = o+t be a complex variable, {(s) be the Riemann zeta-function, and a be a nonzero complex
number. The solutions to {(s) = a, which we will denote by p, = B, + iv,, are called a-points, and
their distribution has been widely studied. For principal references see [15], [9], and [12].

For every a there is a no(a) so that for all n > ng there is an a-point of {(s) quite close to s = —2n.
Moreover, in the half-plane o < 0 there are only finitely many other a-points; and we call the a-points
with real part < 0 trivial a-points. The remaining a-points all lie in a strip 0 < o < A, where A
depends on a, and are called nontrivial a-points. Let p, = 8, + iy, denote a nontrivial a-point. The
number of these is given by

T T T
(1) No(T)y= > 1= o log - = o+ O(logT),
1<7a <T
for a # 1 (this holds for a = 0 as well). In the case a = 1 there is an additional —(log2)T/(27) term
on the right-hand side of the equation (see Levinson [9]).

By analogy with the case a = 0, it is natural to investigate the distribution of the nontrivial a-points.
Let

Ny(o1,09;T) = E 1.
0<v. <T
01<Ba<02

For fixed 1/2 < 01 < 02 < 1 and a # 0 Borchsenius and Jessen [5] showed there exists a constant
C(a,01,02) > 0 such that

(2) Ny(o1,09;T) = C(a,01,02)T + o(T) (T — o).

As for the case a = 0, it is well-known that there can be at most < 7?1 with 6(o1) < 1, in such a
strip (for instance, see Chapter IX of [17]).
Levinson [9] studied a-points near the critical line and showed that for any ¢ > 0

T
Z 1=—logT + Os(T),
27
0<y, <T
1/2—6<Ba<1/2+6

where the implied constant depends on 6. From (), it immediately follows that N,(T)(1 + o(1)) a-
points of {(s) lie in the strip 1/2—0 < 0 < 1/2+46, 1 <t < T, for any fixed §. Therefore, the a-points
of {(s) cluster near the critical line o = 1/2.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11MO06, 11M26, 60F05.
The author was supported in part by the NSF grant DMS-1200582.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.0169v1

2 STEPHEN J. LESTER

Selberg also studied the distribution of the a-points of ((s) near the critical line. Under the as-
sumption of the Riemann hypothesis, Selberg, in unpublished work, showed for ¢ > 0 and ¢ =

1/2 — cy/wloglogT/logT that
> 1:/ e ™ dz N,(T)(1 + o(1))

(a proof may be found in Tsang’s thesis [I6]). By this we see that, assuming the Riemann hypothesis,
about 1/2 of the a-points of ((s) lie to the left of the line o = 1/2 at distances of order v/loglog T/ log T'.
Taking ¢ — 0T slowly, it follows that

(3) Na(0,1/2;T) > £+ No(T)(1 + o(1)).

Understanding the distribution of the remaining one-half of the a-points seems to be quite difficult.
Selberg [12] states that most of these points lie quite close to the critical line at distances of order not
exceeding (logloglogT)3/(log T\/loglog T') away from the critical line. Moreover, he conjectured that
approximately one half of these lie to the left of the line o = 1/2 while the other half lie to the right.
That is, three-quarters of the nontrivial a-points lie to the left of the critical line ¢ = 1/2, while the
remaining one-quarter lie to the right of the line.

On the critical line ¢ = 1/2 we expect that there are very few a-points. In fact, Selberg [12] has
conjectured that there are at most only finitely many a-points on the critical line. Observe that for
almost all a there are no a-points of ¢(s) with 3, = 1/2. This is because the set {¢(3+it) : t € R} C C,
has two-dimensional Lebesgue measure zero. Recently, Banks et. al [I] have shown that the curve
{¢(3 +it) : t € R} has countably many self-intersections. From this, it immediately follows that there
are only countably many numbers a for which more than one a-point lies on the critical line. On the
other hand, for every complex number a we have from (@) that the Riemann hypothesis implies that
no more than one-half of the a-points can lie on the line o = 1/2.

We will investigate the number of a-points that lie on the line ¢ = 1/2 both unconditionally and
under the assumption of a spacing condition on the ordinates of zeros of the Riemann zeta-function.
Unconditionally, we show that for any nonzero complex number a at most one-half of the nontrivial
a-points of the Riemann zeta-function lie on the critical line. Furthermore, under the assumption of a
spacing condition we prove that almost all of the a-points of ((s) do not lie on the line o = 1/2.

2. MAIN RESULTS
Let us first introduce Hardy’s Z-function in the form
Z(t) = ¢*0¢(L + it),
where 60(t) is the Riemann-Siegel theta function and is given by

log 7
2
Next, for any nonzero a € C we write a = |a|e’® with —7 < ¢ < 7 and let g = g(¢) be a solution to
0(t) = —¢ (mod 7).
We call the points, g, shifted Gram points and for any n € Z we call the unique g = g,, that satisfies

0(gn) = ™n — ¢ the nth shifted Gram point.
Let

0(t) = arg'($ +i%) — t.

U= %log logT.
Also, write 1g(z) for the indicator function of the set S; that is 1g(x) equals one if z € S and equals
zero otherwise. A result of Selberg states for a@ < 8 that

1
T

2T 5
1
/T L. (log C(5 + it)] \I/’l/Q)dt — | e Par 4+ o(

27 Ja

(log ‘11)2)
VU
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(see [12] and [16]). Since shifted Gram points are regularly spaced (see Lemma 34 it seems reasonable
to expect that log |§(% + ig)|\If_1/2 is normally distributed at the shifted Gram points T' < g < 27'. In
fact, Selberg, in unpublished work, proved that arg((3 + ig)¥ /2 has a normal limiting distribution.

However, there are extra considerations that need to be accounted for when estimating the real part
of the logarithm. For instance, the possible existence of Landau-Siegel zeros could cause the ordinates
of zeros of ((s) to be distributed according to the Alternative Hypothesis as stated in [6]. Hence,
the presence of Landau-Siegel zeros could imply that a positive proportion of the shifted Gram points
T < g < 2T are equal to, or at least extremely close to, ordinates of zeros of ((s). This would show
that log [¢(5 + ig)| ¥ ~1/2 is not normally distributed at these points.

For this reason we assume

Hypothesis S. For anyn € N

o HT <,y <27 : |a=loe T _ )
lim limsup T =0,
e=0Ft T oo TlogT

where v,~' are ordinates of zeros of the Riemann zeta-function.

We note that this spacing hypothesis is similar to other spacing hypotheses made in [3], [7], and
[4]. Additionally, we observe that if Montgomery’s Pair Correlation Conjecture is true then so is
Hypothesis S.

Montgomery’s Pair Correlation Conjecture. For fited a < 8 as T — oo

1 p sinmx\ 2
N 3 1~/ 1= (30) da+ 10 0)
0<v,y'<T °‘

2 T 278
log% S’Y_’Y S log T

To calculate the distribution function of log|((5 + ig)|¥~1/2 at the shifted Gram points T < g <
2T we will assume the truth of Hypothesis S. However, using the method of B. Hough [§] we can
unconditionally establish an upper bound for the distribution function.

Theorem 2.1. For fized o € R we have as T — o0

1 1

. _ > 2
1[a7oo)(log|§(%+zg)|\ll 1/2) < —/ e/ 2dx + o(1).

T —_
a7 log T T<g<2T V2m

9F#Y
Assuming Hypothesis S we show that the upper bound is the best possible.

Theorem 2.2. Assume Hypothesis S. For fived o < [

1 1 [
lim 1, (10 Ly \1171/2) = —/ e 2dx.
T [a, 8] g|<(2 g)l \/% .

T—o0 —
27 log T T<g<2T

9F#Y
Establishing an upper bound on the rate of convergence to the Gaussian distribution in Theorem
would immediately lead to an improvement in Corollary 2.4l However, we are unable to do so. The
limitation in our argument arises solely from Hypothesis S.
Recall that it follows from the work of Selberg (see [12] and [16]) that assuming the Riemann
hypothesis at most one-half of the nontrivial a-points can lie on the critical line ¢ = 1/2. From
Theorem 2] we have that this holds unconditionally.

Corollary 2.3. For every nonzero complex number a we have

1 1
<= )
(T > 1< 5 +o(1) (T — o)
0<yo <T
Ba=1/2

That is, at most one-half of the nontrivial a-points of the Riemann zeta-function lie on the critical line.
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Similarly, by Theorem we have the following

Corollary 2.4. Assume Hypothesis S. For every nonzero a € C, zero percent of the nontrivial a-points
of ((s) lie on the critical line. That is,

. 1
M N (T 2, 1=0
0<y, <T
Ba=1/2
By computing a mollified second moment of (% + ig) — a one may be able to give an alternative
proof that a positive proportion of the a-points do not lie on the line o = 1/2. However, due to the
constraint on the length of the mollifier we believe that this would give an inferior result to Corollary
2.9l
As previously mentioned, an additional assumption on the zeros of ((s) is necessary for the conclusion
of Theorem 221 to hold. We wonder if it is possible for the zeros of {(s) to be distributed in such a way
so that a positive proportion of the nontrivial a-points lie on the line o = 1/2, for some a # 0. For
instance, if the Alternative Hypothesis as stated in [6] is true then does the conclusion of Corollary 2.4]
still hold? Tt is possible to give examples of functions f(s) that are analytic in 0 < o < 1, whose zeros
are regularly spaced, lie on the line o = 1/2, and for which many of the solutions to f(s) = a also lie
on the line 0 = 1/2. Simple examples of such functions are f(s) = asinh(s— 1) and f(s) = l%lx(s) +3
with ¢ > 10 (here x is the functional equation factor). It would be interesting to determine what other
functions also have these properties.

We now prove the corollaries.

Proof of Corollary[Z3. For any nonzero a € C write a = |a|e’® with —7 < ¢ < 7. Note that by the
functional equation for ((s) it follows that Z(¢) is real. Thus, at an a-point of the form p, = 1/2+ iv,,
we have Z(v,) = e(ra)g = ¢001)+)|q|. Since Z(v,) is real we have that

0(va) = —¢ (mod ),
which implies that -, is a shifted Gram point. Hence,

(4) D E- W §

T<,<2T T<g<2T
Ba=1/2 [¢(5+ig)|=]al

Next, let A = |log |a|| and note that for any e > 0, if 7' is sufficiently large, then 24 < ey/¥. Thus,

Z l< Z 1[—2A,2A](10g|C(%+i9)|)

T<g<2T T<g<2T
1¢(5+ig)|=lal 9F
(5) < Z 1[7575](10g|<-(% +Zg)|\1171/2)
T<g<2T
9F#Y

< Z 1[—6700)(10g|<(% +Zg)|\1171/2)

T<g<2T
9F#Y
Observe that by Theorem 2.1l we have
1 1 o 2 1
_— 1_ log [C( +ig)| @~ 1?) < — e 2z +o(1) = = + o(1)
T Z [ 6100)( g 2 g
5= logT 1552 V2 J_e 2
9F#Y

since € > 0 is arbitrary. Combining this with @) and (&), we have

Z 1< (% + 0(1))%10gT.

T<v,<2T
Ba=1/2
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For any positive integer N observe that we have

iy 1 =7 T 1 T
X=X 8 s (grew)( X g o) = (5 o) g e
2_N<'7a§T k=0 2;@21 <'Ya§2£k k=0

Ba:1/2 Ba:1/2

since we may take N arbitrarily large. Recall that

T, T
No(T)= Y 1= -log o— +O(T).

1<7a<T
From this we see that
T
> 1< N,(T/2Y) < v log T = o(Tlog T).
0<'Ya§2lN
Ba:1/2
Corollary now follows. |

Proof of Corollary[2] The argument is similar to the previous proof. Assuming Hypothesis S we have
by Theorem for any fixed € > 0 that as T — oo

S TlogT [ [€ _,
> 1[75,5](10g|4(%+zg)|\11 1/2) = (%)%/2 (/_ e /2d:1c+0(1)> = o(TlogT)

T<g<2T
g#EY

since € was arbitrary. Using this estimate in (B]) we have by (@) that

> 1=0o(TlogT).
T<ve<2T
ﬂa:1/2

The proof is completed along the same lines as before. g

3. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS
The following estimate is due to van der Corput and can be found in [I5].
Lemma 3.1. Suppose that f(u) is real and twice differentiable and that " (u) =~ X\ on an interval [a, ]
with b > a+ 1. Then
Z exp(2mif(n)) < (b —a)\/? 4+ X712,
a<n<b

Lemma 3.2. Let T > 10. Then for positive x not equal to one
1/2

: 1 1/2 log® T
Z K (T|1Og;|) + (T Cl)g ) + |log x|.
T<g<2T ) [Tog 2]

Proof. Our first step will be to derive an approximate formula for g,,. By Stirling’s formula, for ¢ > 1,

o) o t. t 1 ¢

6 — +=-=—log— — -+ =+ 0O(1/t).
(6) T +7r 27 Og27re 8+7r+ (1/%)
We now let g, be defined via the equation

Gy Gn 1 @

—log— — -+ = =n.

27 Og27re 8+7T "
Next write Z = log(g,/(2me)) so that

n i_izzez
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Writing, W (Z) for the Lambert W-function, which is the inverse function of Ze?, we have W (% + 8—16 —

Z =log(gn/(2me)), so that
1
gn—2ﬂ'exp<1+W< +——£>).
e 8e e
Now suppose that n > (0(T') + ¢)/=, so that g, > T. By definition,

<g—"10gg—n—1+?> - <0(gn) —I—?> =n—-n=0
27 2te 8 w ™ ™

On) _ g 1og 9014 o).

T o g27re 8

and by (@),

Consequently,
In g In _ Gn o, Gn

1/T.
o7 %8 2re ~ 2x %8 e| <V
Next consider the function f(z) = zlog(x/(2me)). For any x>y >10

(
/ F(t)dt > (z —y)log %

Hence, if f(z) — f(y) < X then z —y < X/log(y/2w). Thus, for n > (0(T) + ¢)/m we have g,
gn+O(1/(T1ogT)). Let A(t) = (0(t) + ¢)/m and note that for real a, b we have | exp(ib) — exp(ia)| =
| [? exp(it)dt| < |b— a|. Therefore,

(7) Z ' = Z T = Z 2" 4+ O(|log ).

T<g<2T A(T)<n<A(2T) A(T)<n<A(2T)

Let F(u) = logx exp (1 +W (% + 4 - 3)) and observe that exp(27iF(n)) = z'9». Note that

e

1 W (u)
W/ = = N
W) = WA T W) — ali + W)
and W(u) = logu. So that for v > 10
¢
F//(u)_ _1ngW( __E) ~ |log 7|
= 3~ 2
(u+———)(1+W(g+§—%)) ulog™u
We take a = A(T), b= A(2T), f(u) = F(u), and X\ = |logz|/(T'log* T). The result now follows from
applying Lemma Bl to the sum on the right-hand side of (). O
Let
T
= Y 1= lgs+0()  and  N(T,2T) = Ny(2T) — Ny(T).
0<g<T

Lemma 3.3. Let 2 < z < TY* and for each prime p let ap be a complex number. If

log p
S P loga
then
2
(8) Z Z app” | < TlogT.
T<g<2T 'p<lz
Also, if

ap < 1,

K3
e

)
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then

(9) >

T<g<2T

2
< TlogT.

> e
p1+2zg

p<z

Proof. We begin by proving the first assertion. By Lemma [3.2]

Z Z%p_ig =Ny(T, 2T)Z|ap|2+ Z aply Z (g)

2

T<g<2T 'p<z p<z P,q<z T<g<2T
(10) , p#q ”
<T long T log"p |y (10g7;) logplogg
log"z i=% P log”z 2, \/Pallog £
p#q
Since

log2
Z ) p<<log2a:,

p<z

the first term above is < T'logT'. To estimate the second term on the right-hand side, observe that if
p<g<zx
7 dt — 1
10gq—10gp=/ TP
p U T

Hence,

2
log plogg < ‘Tl/Q(Z 10%?) < 232

p,(;égw \/pQ| log §| p<z \/1_9

P74

So that

T1/2 (log T)3/? logplogg < T1/2,3/2 (log T)3/

2 2
log z p,q<x \/pQ| log §| log z
”

p74q

<T.

Applying this in ([I0) yields the first assertion of the lemma.
As for the second assertion we argue similarly to obtain

> E:;%E

T<gl2T 'p<lz

2
1 1
< TlogT E — + TY2(log T)3/? E

p<lzx p p,q<lx pqw | 1Og §|
#

P74

which, as before, is seen to be < T'logT. O

Next, we have

Lemma 3.4. For any m,? € N satisfying No(T) < m < £ < N4(2T'), we have
logT

(9¢ — gm)? (£ =m)(1+0(1/logT)).
Proof. By Stirling’s formula, for Ny (T') < ¢ < N4(2T)
0
(=990 L0 9t o1 01)),
s ™27
Thus,
logT

(= m) = (g¢ = gm) =2 (1+ O(1/ log T)).
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The next lemma is from K. M. Tsang’s PhD thesis [I6] and follows from the zero density estimate

Z 1< Tl—(o'—l/?)/4 10gT

0<~y<T
B>0

due to Selberg [11].
Lemma 3.5. Let 3< & <TY®. For k>0 and 1/2 <o <1, we have

Z (ﬁ_o_)ké-,@—a <<Tl—(a—l/?)/4(10gT)l—}’c7
0<~y<T
B>0

where the implied constant depends on k.

For X > 0 and ¢t > 2 we define the number

1 1 2
11 =—-42 ( - —)7
(11) IXE =5 +2max 8 2’ log X

where the maximum is taken over p satisfying |t — | < X31=1/21/1og X

Lemma 3.6. Let 3 <¢ < TY25 gnd X = T1/100  Then for k>0 we have
Z (0x,9 — %)kfgx’gflﬂ < Tlog'™*T,

T<g<2T
where the implied constant depends on k.
Proof. By the definition of ox ¢, if for some g we have ox , > 1/2+4/log X then there is a pg such that

Bo >1/2+2/log X and |g — 0| < X3B=1/2)/1og X. In particular, if T < g < 2T, then 0 < v < 3T.
Let

aQ X3(8-1/2)
) = <2T:|lg—v] < ————
(B +iv) HT<g_2T lg— ] < or X H
Then
2 (oxg—piee < 3, Y BTG + i),
(12) T<g<2T g2 1og X 0 Tar

B>1/2+ 2%
For any zero of {(s), we have that
X3(B=1/2) Jog T
log X ’
because the points g are regularly spaced approximately (log7)~! apart. Hence, the right-hand side

of (12 is

GB+iv) <

log T’ log T’ 1\ (¢2 v3\8—1/2
<T B—LFE2x 2.
T B 5 G- ey
B8>1/2
Applying Lemma 3.5 we see that both terms are
< Tlog' " T.

Lemma 3.7. Letme N and 2 <Y < TY™. Then

_/ ( cos tll/C;gp)) gt — / (Z COS;?/T;H;D))de+O(T—1/2(Cm)m/2),

=1 PSY
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where df = HP<Y df, and c is an absolute constant. If m = 0 this holds without the error term.
Furthermore, for m € N we have

P

where ¢ is a positive absolute constant.

do < (Tem)™/2,

cos(tlogp) |™ cos(2ml,) |™
Tz dt, Z P72
p<Y [0,1]7(") p<Y

Proof. This is essentially Lemma 3.4 of [16]. O

Lemma 3.8. Let Y = TY"Y". For |u| < U2 we have

2T
cos(tlogp) . _ ) cos(2m0 _
_/ exp (zu Z %\D 1/2) dt = / exp (zu Z ;1/2 p)\I, 1/2>d6‘
p<Y [0,1]7(¥) p<Y
-i-O(|u|e_‘I'5)7

where df =[] .. db,.

P<y

Proof. We expand the exponential function to see that

2T N-1 . \—1/2\n 2T n
cos(tlogp iu¥ 1 cos(tlogp
_/ exp (w Z ;1/2 ) 1/2) g — Z ( _ ) T/ <Z ;1/2 ) gt

p<Y n=0 T \p<y

luW—1/2|N 1 2T cos(tlogp) |V
+O(7N! 7). Zipl/z dt ).

p<Y

By Lemma B.7 we obtain

2T N- 1/2)n n
cos(tlo zu\If cos(2ml
P e (o a3 WA (3 el

p<Y [0,1]7(") p<Y

+O<W> < 1/2Z|u| cn"/2>

This equals

N Cos(2mby) -y [ul M (eN)N/2 1 Nl (en)?
[0,1]7(¥) p<Y n=1

We now take N = 2|¥°| so that Y < T'/N_ and note that |u| < ¥2. We then find that

|u|N(CN)N/2 \I,2N—2(CN)N/2
N! N!
by Stirling’s formula. The other O-term is estimated along the same lines.

< |ul < Jul(eNTT YN/ Jule™ ",

Lemma 3.9. Let X = T/, For |u| < ¥/2/100, we have

o1 2
tl logloglogT
—/ exp (zu 7&)8( 1/c;gp) 1/2) dt == /2 <1 +0 (_u 8 ;g 8 ))
p<X3 p

1/2
n O(|u| (10g10§l10gT> )
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Proof. For real u, v, we have | exp(iu) — exp(iv)| = | [ exp(it)dt| < |u— v|. Hence, letting ¥ = TV,

we find that
2T
t1
_/ exp (ZU W\Ijl/Q) dt
<xs P
p<
equals
2T 2T
cos(t logp) ~1/2 lu] 1 cos(tlog p)

p<Y

Y <p<X3

To estimate the integral in the error term we apply Cauchy’s inequality and Montgomery and Vaughan’s
mean value theorem for Dirichlet polynomials [I0] to see that

2T
/;

1/2
Y<p<X3 p

Thus, by this and Lemma [3.8] it follows that

2T
—/ exp (zu

(13) Pt

Next, observe that

) cos(270,
exXp (Z'LL Z %

p<Y

1/2>

(14) (0,117

where Jy(z
the series expansmn

Consequently, for |z| < 1 we have
JO (22)

It follows that

(15)

T (Gyem) =0 (-

Z cos(tlog p) ’ @t <<T(

tl
qul”)dt: / eXp(iu
p'/?

>

Y <p<X3
3log X 1/2
logY

<T(logloglog T')'/?

<T < log

Z COS(?WGP) \111/2) d9
pt/?
[0,1]7(") pe¥

: logloglog T\ /*
#0(jule) + 0 jul(PERERET) ),

/ . cos(2mf )
H exp u———r i

p<Y

“ I (Gayes)

w2)dg,

f €% c0s(219) 49 is the zeroth Bessel function of the first kind. This function also has

= % (1+0(|z[*)).

52 5) IL(+0(55)

p<Y

A simple calculation shows that [] .y (1+ O(u*/(p*¥?))) = 1 4 O(u*/¥?). Next, note that

1 1 loglogY + O(1)
T2

py P

loglogT + O(1) -

2(1 + O(logloglog T/ loglogT)).
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Thus, for [u| < ¥1/2/100, we have
u? 1 140 ut B 2)0v(14.0 u?logloglog T
exp(—Ezg) H ( - (qujz))—exp(—u / )( + ( loglog T ))

p<Y p<Y
Therefore, by this, (I3), ([I4), and ([I3) the result follows. O

4. AN APPROXIMATE FORMULA FOR log|{(5 + it)]

In [11] Selberg proves an explicit formula for S(t) = 7' arg(($ + it) in terms of a Dirichlet poly-
nomial supported on prime numbers. The purpose of this section is to prove an analogous formula for

log (5 + it)].
For any real number ¢, let

¢ = min [t — 7|,
b

For x > 2 define

1 ifn <,

log® (¢® /n) —21log®(z® /n) fr<mn<az?
Wy (TL) = log?( 3/2)10g290 - i

og”(z”/n : 2 3

W if <n S T,

0 if n > 3.
Next, write log™ 2 for the positive part of the logarithm, that is log" 2 = logz if # > 1 and logt 2 =0
for 0 < z < 1. Now, let
X (5-0x.¢)/2
log X
where oy ; is defined in (II]). Also, let

(16) Pt X) =( +(ox0— 1) ((ox — $)log X +log*

i logX)

(17) Ey(tX) =

We now cite

Lemma 4.1. For T <t < 2T and 2 < X < TY100 ye have

log|((% +it) = Y %W(n) +O(F(t; X)(Bi (6 X) +logT) ).
n<X3

Additionally, under the same hypotheses

A(n) cos(tlogn) wx(n) + O(X(%—ax,n)h

log|¢(ox.e +it) = > (E1 (£ X) + 1ogT)>.

s nox.t logn log X
Proof. The first statement is proved in K. M. Tsang’s PhD thesis (see Theorem 5.2 of [16]). The second
formula is due to A. Selberg (see equation (4.9) of [I1]). O

Lemma 4.2. For T <t < 2T and 2 < X < TY100 ye have

log|C(4 +it) = cos(tlogp) | O(F(t;X)logT+ Ba(t; X) + Eg(t;X))

p<X3 P
log plog pX
Z W“’X(p) du |,
n<X3

+O<F(t;X)X"X’f%/ X1/
1/2

where F(t;T) is defined in (I8) and
3 w‘ and  Es(t; X) =

~, p1/2+zt
P>

Z wx (pz)
plt2it |’

p<X3/2
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Additionally, under the same hypotheses

t1
log[((ox,c +it)| = Z W*’O((

p<X3

(oxa—1)/2 N
9] 1 XXt~ 3 X1/2—u
i (( ogx (ox =) 2) /1/2

X (3—ox1)/2

logX +(UX,t—%)) 10gT+E2(t;X)+E3(t;X))
Z log plog pX

putit wx (p)

du).
Proof. We prove only the first assertion. The second statement follows from essentially the same

argument.
From Lemma [£.1] we have that

log|¢(5 +it)| = )

n<X3

n<X3

A(n) cos(tlogn)
nox.tlogn

wx (n) + O(F(t; X) (El (t; X) + log T))

We now split the sum into a sum over primes, a sum over squares of primes, and a sum over the higher
prime powers. In the sum over primes we replace the weight wx (n) with 1 and oy with 1/2. For
the sum over squares of primes we replace ox ¢ with 1/2, and the sum over the higher prime powers is
estimated trivially. We also use the inequality |9 z| < |z|. In this way we find that

(18)
Z A(n) cos(tlogn)wx(n) _ Z cos(t log p) —|—O<

- ()

] 1/2
neX? noxt log’n p<X3 p / p< X3
2
. w
+O< Y wx(pp HpTN = p7?) > +O< > ﬂfu) >
p<X3 pexsz P
o _ 1
—|—O< Z wX(pQ)p 2zt(p 20’X,t_p 1))+O< Z —7‘/2>'
p<X3/2 pr<Xx? P
r>2

The first O-term is < Fs(t; X) and the third O-term is < Es5(t; X'). Next, observe that

1 1
Z W < 1 < (O'Xﬂg — §)IOgT,

pr<Xx?®
r>2

so the last error term in ([I8) is bound by F(t; X)logT. To bound the fourth O-term note that

iy B B 1—p1_20’”
S wx@p e —p < Y, ———
p<X3/2 p<X3/2 p
lo
<loxi-1 S =P
p<X3/2 b

<(ox — %) logT,

which again is < F(t; X)logT.
To complete the proof there are two things to show. First, that the second error term in (I8) is
bounded by

log plog pX
d =

(19) F(t; X) Xox,n—1/2/ x1/2-u = +(p)|du.

1/2

p<X3

The second thing to show is that F'(¢; X)F4 (t; X) is bounded by (I9) plus F(¢; X)logT.
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To begin, observe that

wx(p) , o, _ IXt log p
3 wx(p) (oxe _, 1/2)_/1/2 3 pu%_ith(p)du

it
p<X3 p p<X3
logp
> s x (),
p<X3

<(ox,t— %)

where 0* = 0*(t) lies between 1/2 and ox ;. Next, we see that if 1/2 < o < ox 4, then

log p o— o u logplog Xp
> p—mth(P)‘ =|X 1/2/ Xy — i wx(p)du
p<X3 g p<X3

e u ogplog Xp
<X 1/2/1 x1/2-0) 3 wa(p)‘du.

/2

p<X3
Combining these two estimates, we see that
o0
w _ _ _ _
Z ngp) (p ox,t —p 1/2) < (O,th _ %)XUX,t 1/2 X1/2 u
p<X3 p 1/2

Finally, to complete the proof we bound F(t; X)E1(t; X) by ([@9) plus F(t; X)logT. To do this
observe that

Z wx (p) log plog Xp
pu—i-it

‘du.
p<X3

A(n) log p
F(t; X) Z wa(”) <F(t; X) Z p,,xmﬂth(p)
n<X3 p<X3
logp
+F(t;X) Z wa(pQ) +O(F(t,X))
p<X3/2

Trivially, the second and third terms on the right-hand side above are <« F(¢; X)logT. Finally, by

@0) we have

Z wx (p)logplog Xp
pu+it

lo _ °° u
Z axgtfit ’LUX(p)‘ K XXt 1/2 / X1/2
p<X? P 1/2

‘du.

p<X3

O

We now cite an inequality due to B. Hough. This enables us to establish an unconditional upper
bound on the distribution function of log |¢ (3 + ig)|¥ /2.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose t > 10. Fort # v we have
log |C(% +it)| <log|C(ox+ +it)| + %(O’Xi — %) logt + O(1).
Proof. See Proposition 4.1 of [8]. We have applied Stirling’s formula to the gamma function term. O

Hough’s inequality is similar to one of Soundararajan [I3] (see the main proposition). Crucially, the
bound here does not depend upon the truth of the Riemann hypothesis.

5. CONTROLLING THE ERROR TERM IN THE APPROXIMATE FORMULA

In the error term in the approximate formula for log|((3 + it)|, the term log™ (1/(n; log X)) will
be quite large when ¢ is near an ordinate of a zero of {(s). Consequently, the error in approximating
log|¢ (% +ig)| may be quite large for any given g. However, in this section we will show that Hypothesis S
implies that this can only happen for at most o(T logT) of the shifted Gram points with T' < g < 27T
We then show that for the remaining 7" < g < 27, the error term in the approximate formula for
log [¢(% + ig)| is relatively small on average.

We first introduce some notation. We denote by ¢g* any g satisfying n, > 1/(log(|g| +2) loglog(|g| +
3)). We denote all other g by g..
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Lemma 5.1. Assume Hypothesis S. Then as T — oo

> 1=o(TlogT).

T<g.<2T

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Suppose for some integer M > 2 there is a sequence {7}, } such
that T;, — co as n — oo, and that for each n

1 1
(21) S 1>—.
Ny(T0,2Ty) <gz*;m M

Let
Ag* = Age = {glv ce aglJrM}'

By Lemma B4lif T, < g} < g« < 2T, and Ay, N Ay # 0 then there is an m € N with 1 < m < M such

that
log T, Cm

27 log T, -
where C' is an absolute constant. Thus, for all sufficiently large n,

M
log T,
(22) > 2 lmeamia ((9* - gi)%) > > 1.

m=1T,<g.,g,<2Ty Tn<gu,9.<2Tn
9.<ges Ag.NAy #0

0o -0/ | < O,

To obtain a lower bound for the sum on the right-hand side, we begin by noting that by inclusion-

exclusion,
U Ag* - Z |Ag* + Z |Ag* mAg;| 2 0.
Ty <g«<2T), Tr<g+«<2Tp Tn<g*)g;§2Tn
9.<gx
We have Ay, | = M +1, |Ay, NAy | < M for g. # ¢.,, and |Ur, <g, <21, Ag,| < Ny(Ty,2T,) + M. Thus,
M Z 1> Z |Ag* mAg;| 2 (M+1) Z 1_Nq(Tm2Tn)_M'
Tn<g*;g;§2Tn Tn<g*;g;§2Tn Tn<g«<2Tp
g;<g*,A9* mAg; #0 g;<g*

From this and (2I)) we obtain

1
> 1> 4 Ny(T, 2T,) — 1.
Tn<gs,9.<2Tp
9L<ges Ag NAy #0

Combining this with (22)) we now see that

M
log T, 1
(23) Z Z lpm—cy mten] ((9* - g;) o ) > WNQ(TM 2T,) — 1.

m=1Ty,<g«,9,<2T,

By the definition of g, we know that there is an ordinate of a zero of ((s) v so that |g. — | <
1/(log Ty, loglogT,,) = eq for g« > T,,. Hence, for T), < g, g, < 2T,

( ,)log T, ( A log T, 1
9x =900 TV T |2 mwloglog Ty,
Now let €3 = ¢1 + 1/(wloglog T},). We have
log T, log T},
(24) Z 1[m751,m+51] ((9* - g;) o0 ) < Z 1[m753,m+53] ((’7 - ’7I) o )

Thn<g«,9,<2Ty Th—e2<y,y' <21 +e2
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Note that
log T}, log T,
Z 1[m—€3,m+83] ((7 - 7/) ot ) = Z 1[m—837m+€3] ((FY - 7/) o7 )
(25) Ty —e2<y,y' <2Th +e2 Tn<v,y'<2Ty
+ O(log2 T,),

since N(t+1) — N(t) = O(log(|t| +2)) (see [15] Chapter IX). Now let € > 0. Then for all n sufficiently
large, we have

log T, log T,
26 [m—e3,m+es] -7)——) < [m—e,m+e] )=
1 (V=)= )= 1 (v =)=
Tn<7v,v'<2T, Tn<7v,v'<2T,

By 4), 23)), and (28) we see that

log T, log T,
Z 1[m751,m+61] ((9* - gi) o ) < Z 1[mfe,m+e] ((’7 - 707) + 0(10g2 Tn)
Ty <g*791S2Tn Ty <’Y7'Y/§2Tn

Applying this in (23) we see that

M

log T}, 1
> Y Lmeamsa((0-975) = N 2T (A + 0(1)).
m=1T, <v,y'<2T,

By Hypothesis S it follows from this that

1 M 1 log T,
< lim (& S 1m_€m€( — ")
M2 = o ( P 2 N (T,,2T,) 2. Ymemra( =)

m=1 - T7L<’Y7'Y/§2Tn

N i (e [T <707 < 2T 1 |OTEE T < N
=3t (o S -0
so we have reached a contradiction. O

The following lemma will allow us to show that the error term in the approximate formula for
log|¢(1/2 4 ig*)| with T < ¢g* < 2T is relatively small on average.

Lemma 5.2. Let X = T/ and F(t; X) be as defined in ([{0). Then

Z F(g"; X) < T'logloglogT
T<g*<2T

and
(logloglog T)?

X2UX’9*_1F *X 2 T

T<g*<2T
Proof. Recall that
x(1/2—0x.1)/2
X

F(t; X) :( ¥ (oxs — %)) ((aX,t — 1)log X +log*

Nt logX)'
By definition ng- > 1/(log T loglogT) for T < g* < 2T and ox,; > 1/2+4/log X. So that
F(g";X) < (0x,9- — 3)*log X + (0x,4 — 3)logloglogT.

Both assertions of the lemma now follow from Lemma O
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6. THE PROOFS OF THEOREM [2.]] AND THEOREM

Let
Ny (T.2T)= > 1
T<g<2T
9FY
and

CHT <g<2T,g#v:logl((5 +ig)| 0"/ < v}
- N, ;‘(T, 2T) '
Note that Fr(v) is a distribution function. It also follows that the characteristic function corresponding
to Fr(v) is given by
¢T(U) = /700 e dFT(U) = W Z exp (ZU]Og|<(%+Zg)|W71/2)
T<g<2T
gFEY
Similarly, the distribution function for log|((ox,, + ig)|\If*1/2 at the points T' < g < 2T has the
corresponding characteristic function
1

_ : . ~1/2
or(u) 7N9(T, o7 T<;2T exp (zu log|¢(ox,q +19)|¥ )

Fr(v)

(By the definition of ox ; we know that ox 4 + ig is not a zero of ((s).)

Given distribution functions Fi, Fs,... and the corresponding characteristic functions ¢1, ¢s,. ..
Lévy’s continuity theorem states, in particular, that if ¢, converges pointwise on R to a function ¢
that is continuous at 0 as n — oo then F,, converges weakly to a distribution function F as n — oo.
Moreover, the characteristic function of F is ¢. See Billingsley [2] Theorem 26.3 or Theorem 3 from
Chapter II1.2 of Tenenbaum [I4]. Also, note that an analogue of Lévy’s continuity theorem holds when
one replaces {Fp,} by {Fr : T > Tp} and {¢n} by {¢r : T > Tp} for constant Tp.

We shall prove

Proposition 6.1. Let X = T/, For |u| < ¥'/2/100, we have

- 2log log log T
> exp (iulog|C(oxy +ig)| W) =2 (1 +0 (%))

Ny (T,2T)
T<g<2T
logloglogT 1/2 1
+O(|u|<7\1/ ) >+o(1ogT).

Moreover, under the assumption of Hypothesis S we shall prove

Proposition 6.2. Assume Hypothesis S. Then for |u| < ¥'/2/100, we have

1 2 u?logloglog T
S Z exp iulog|§(%+ig)|\11_l/2 =e v /2 (1+O(—
Ny (T,2T) 1552 ( ) v

9FY

logloglog T

Note that e~%"/2 is the characteristic function of a normally distributed random variable with mean
zero and variance one. Hence, Theorem immediately follows from Proposition and Lévy’s

continuity theorem.
We will now deduce Theorem [2.1] using Proposition and Lemma (4.3

Proof of Theorem [2.1l By Lemma there is an absolute constant C' > 0 such that for T < ¢ < 2T
we have for ¢ = - that

log |¢(5 +it)| <log|((ox, +it)| + 2(ox: — 3)logT + C.
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Writing A(t) = ((ox,c — 3)log T + C)¥ =1/ we see that

7 > oo (108G +i)l U772) £ 37 Liam a0 (logl¢lox, +ig) w72).
T<§§2T T<g<2T
977

Using Lemma and Chebyshev’s inequality we have for any fixed € > 0

Z 1<et Z A(g \111/2 logT = o(TlogT).
T<g<2T T<g<2T
A(g)>e
Thus,
(28)
Z 1[Q7A(g),oo)(10g|<(0X79+ig)| \11_1/2) < Z 1[a75,oo)(10g|<(0—X79+ig)| \11_1/2)+0(T10gT)
T<g<2T T<g<2T

Hence, Proposition and Lévy’s continuity theorem imply that

- ey /oo e
Ny(T,27T) > 1[0¢*E,oo)(10g|C(UX,g+7’g)|\11 )_—\/ﬂ e dx + o(1).

T<g<2T
Since € is arbitrary Theorem 21l now follows from this, [27) and (28).

Lemma 6.3. Let X = TY/190, For |u| < ¥'/2/100, we have
1 ) cos(glogp) “1/2) _—u2)2 u?logloglog T
W Z exp (Z’LL Z T\Ij =€ 1 + O T

T<g<2T p<X3
logloglog T 1/2
+ O\ |ul — v +O0(1/logT).

Proof. By Stieltjes integration

; cos(glogp) . _ T . cos(tlogp) _ _
Z exp (Z’LL Z T\If 1/2) :/T exp | u Z T‘I’ 1/2 d/,L(t),

T<g<2T p<X3 p<X3

where pu(t) = ue(t) = [(0(t) + ¢)/m] = t/(27)log(t/(2me)) + r(t) and r(t) < 1 for ¢ > 10. The
right-hand side of this equals

(29)
2T 2T
_ cos(tlogp) - 1,2 t , cos(tlogp) - 12
/T exp (zu g iz v d( 5 log —27re) ; exp | iu g PP v dr(t).

p<X3 p<X3

The first integral equals
1 cos(t log p) -1
il ; E it St =2 74 /2 i
o7 )y exp <zu pRvE > log dt
p<X3

which by the Second Mean Value Theorem equals

1 T [T t1
_1Og_/ exp (i 3 cos(t198D) -1/2\ gy 1 o).
2m 2 Jp pl/2
p<X3
By Lemma this equals
T T 21ogloglog T log loglog T\ */*
(30)  logo—e /2140 L0888 N L o juT10g T 28081081 +O(T)
2 2w v 1\
for |u| < W1/2/100.
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It remains to bound the second integral in (29)). Integrating by parts we see that
2T 2T
tl tl
/ exp (zu Z cos(tlog p) 1/O2gp) \Ill/2> dr(t) < 1+ ‘ / r(t)d(exp (w Z cos(t log p) 1/02gp)\111/2>) ’
T p<xs P T p<xs P

Now

2T 2T
; cos(tlogp) —1/2 |u|
/ r(t)d(exp (zu E T‘I’ < vz,

in tl()g p 1()g p
E —Sl ( ) ‘dt
T
p<X3

pl/2

p<X3

Applying Cauchy’s inequality and then Montgomery and Vaughan’s mean value theorem for Dirichlet
polynomials [10], we see that

2\ 1/2

dt)

oT . 2T
/ b M’dtSTlﬂ(/
1/2
T p T
<<T1/2(T 10g2 T)1/2 = TlOg T.

S
=, p1/2+it

p<X3

‘We now have that

2T
tl
/ exp (W 3 005(1%?)\1}—1/2) dr(t) < 1+ \Il?/'QTlogT.
T p<x3s P

Combining this and [B0) in 29)) we obtain

1 ) cos(glogp) “1/2) _—u2)2 u?logloglog T
W Z exp (Z’LL Z T\Ij =€ 1+O T

T<g<2T p<X3
logloglog T 1/2
+O| |u] —g +0O(1/logT).

O

Observe that Proposition follows immediately from Lemma and

Lemma 6.4. Let X = T/190, For |u| < ¥'/2/100, we have

. e e — ) cos(g*logp) _ _
Z exp(zulogK(%—Fzg )| ¥ 1/2) = Z exp (zu Z %\IJ 1/2>

(31) T<g*<2T T<g*<2T p<X3
|u|T log T log log log T

Additionally, under the same hypotheses we have

. . _ ) cos(glogp) _ _ u|T logT
Z exp (zulog|<(aX7g—|—zg)|\I/ 1/2) = Z exp (zu Z %\P 1/2>+O<||\IJT .

T<g<2T T<g<2T p< X3

Proof. We will omit the proof of the second assertion as it follows from a similar argument. Note that
in the second statement the error term is slightly smaller because we can obtain better estimates on
averages of X(X.s=2) and (ox,g — %) as opposed to averages of F(g*; X). (Compare Lemma to
Lemma [5.2])
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; ; b .
Note that |e’® — e?| = | ["e®dt| < |b— a|. By this and Lemma B2 we have

. e . cos(g* logp) _ _
Z exp (zulogK(%—i—zg )| ¥ 1/2) — exp (w Z %\P 1/2>

T<g*<2T p<X3
u . Ox.g%— - —u log plog pX
@ <gip S (Fwsxxee e ] 5 R )|
T<g*<2T 1/2 p<X3 p

+ F(g*; X)logT + Ex(g™; X) —l—Eg(g*;X)).

(See ([[@) for the definition of E; and Lemma for the definitions of Fs, E5.) Observe that (1 —
wx (p)) < logp/log X, so by Cauchy’s inequality and (g]),

1/2
Y B9t X) < (TlogT)1/2( > Eg(g;X)2> < TlogT.
T<g*<2T T<g<2T

Similarly, by (@)

1/2
Y Bs(ghX) < (TlogT)l/Q( > Es(g: X)2> < TlogT.
T<g*<2T T<g<2T
Next, by Lemma
Z F(g*; X)logT <« Tlog T (logloglogT).
T<g*<2T
It remains to bound the first term in ([32). We begin by applying Cauchy’s inequality to see that

(33)
Z log plog pX wx (p)

p<X3 pu'Hg

Z F(g*;X)XUX,g*fl/Q/ X1/27u du

T<g*<2T 1/2

1/2 S
S( Z F2(g*;X)X2UX‘9*_1) ( Z (/ X1/2—u
T<gr<2T \71

T<g*<2T /2
By Lemma [5.2]

log plog pX
D g wx ()
p<X3

2\ 1/2
du)) .

(logloglog T')?

2/ x, 20'X19*—1
(34) > FghX)X <T o T

T<g*<2T

Next, apply Cauchy’s inequality to the final factor on the right-hand side of ([33]) to see that

% 1/2-u log plog pX 2
Z ) X Z WU}X(P) du

T<g*<2T /2 p<X3

S / X1/2udu> (/ Xl/?*’u‘
( 1/2 1/2 T<£2T

log plog p X 2
3 wa(p)‘ du)

o pu+zg
o _ log plog pX 2
<</ X1/27ul00d X Z Z .7210;((19)‘ du.
1/2 rigeor | paxs putiglog” X

Noting that for p < X® we have logplogpX/(p*log® X) < log p/(p'/?1log X) for u > 1/2, we see from
@) that the sum over g is < T'logT uniformly for u > 1/2. Hence, the quantity above is < Tlog®T.
Combining this with (B3)) and [B4]) we see that

Z F(g*;X)XUX‘g*_lﬂ/ X1/2—u

Z logplogpX
T<g*<2T 1/2

Tie" du < T'logT logloglogT.
p

wx (p)

p<X3
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O

Proof of Proposition[6.2. Since |e| = 1 we see that by Lemma [5.1] extending the range of the sum on
the left-hand side of @I to T < g < 2T, g # « produces an error term of size at most o(T logT).
Similarly, extending the sum on the right-hand side of [BI]) to all of T' < g < 2T gives an error term
not exceeding o(T'logT'). Also, by Lemma BJl N (T,2T) = Ny(T,2T)(1 + o(1)). Hence, by these
observations we have for |u| < ¥'/2/100 that

1 ) g 1 . cos(glogp) - 19
e D exp (“”OgK(% +ig)|¥ 1/2) =N T O ©P (“‘ Yo v
Ng (T,2T) T<g<2T Ng(T’ 2T) T<g<2T p<X3 Y/
gF#EY
|u| logloglog T
Applying Lemma completes the proof. a
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