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THE FOURTH MOMENT OF THE HURWITZ ZETA FUNCTION
WINSTON HEAP AND ANURAG SAHAY

ABSTRACT. We prove a sharp upper bound for the fourth moment of the Hurwitz
zeta function ((s, @) on the critical line when the shift parameter « is irrational and
of irrationality exponent strictly less than 3. As a consequence, we determine the
order of magnitude of the 2kth moment for all 0 < k < 2 in this case. In contrast
to the Riemann zeta function and other L-functions from arithmetic, these grow
like T'(logT)*. This suggests, and we conjecture, that the value distribution of
¢(s, @) on the critical line is Gaussian.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 0 < a < 1 be a fixed shift parameter. The Hurwitz zeta function is defined by

1
(s, ) = —
(s,0) nz>o (n+ «a)s
for R(s) > 1, and can be extended to a meremorphic function on C with a simple
pole at s = 1. In this paper, we are interested in the value distribution of ((s, ) on
the critical line. As we shall see, this can depend heavily on the Diophantine nature
of the shift parameter .

The case of rational « is relatively well understood. When a = 1, we get back
the usual Riemann zeta function: ((s,1) = ((s), and an easy calculation shows that
((s,3) = (2° = 1)¢(s). When o = a/q with ¢ > 2, the orthogonality of Dirichlet
characters implies that

ay 4

s

> x(a)L(s,x).
x mod g
giving a connection to Dirichlet L-functions. In these cases, the typical fluctuations
of the underlying L-functions at large height are determined in accordance with
Selberg’s central limit theorem [52, 58]. This gives a log-normal distribution: for
fixed V,

1 ({ log |¢(5 +it)]| }) 1 /°° ey
—meas| (t € [1.27): ——=—= 2V | ~ — e 2dx
T \/3 loglog T V2 Jv

as T' — oo where meas denotes Lebesgue measure.
1
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Going beyond typical fluctuations, larger values are determined by the moments
[47]. Here, the Keating—Snaith conjecture [36] predicts that for real & > 0

1

2T
—/ C(5 + it)[*Fdt ~ cx(log T)**
T Jr

with an explicitly given constant ¢ (see also [13, 14, 15, 17]). This conjecture is only
known in the classical cases of k = 1,2 due to Hardy-Littlewood [25] and Ingham
[33], respectively — in general the conjecture is wide open. However, recently a great
deal of progress has been made on the order, especially under the assumption of the
Riemann Hypothesis (RH). It is now known that

1 1 -4\ |2k k2
—/ IC(5 +at)|*"dt < (log T)
T Jr

for all real £ > 0 on RH [26, 30, 55] (and unconditionally for 0 < k < 2, [28]). Al-
though we have stated these results for the Riemann zeta function, they are known
(or expected) to hold for any ‘reasonable’ L-function i.e. those coming from arith-
metic and in the Selberg class, say. Furthermore, finite sets of L-functions that
satisfy Selberg’s orthonormality conjecture behave independently at the scale of the
central limit theorem [9, 53], but conjecturally show slight dependence coming from
the Euler product at the scale of moments [27]. Thus, for such L-functions (in partic-
ular for Dirichlet L-functions), the joint value distribution on the critical line is well
understood, at least conjecturally. This gives satisfactory answers for distributional
questions about the Hurwitz zeta function for rational shifts a, as carried out in [51].

When « is irrational, the behaviour of the Hurwitz zeta function is more myste-
rious and the lack of connection with L-functions allows many peculiarities to arise.
Perhaps most notable — and in fact this also holds for any rational o # 1,% — is
that there is no Euler product and consequently the Riemann Hypothesis fails quite
spectacularly. It is classical [12, 16] that for any fixed § > 0 and o # 1, %, ((s, )
vanishes infinitely often in the strip 1 < R(s) < 14 ¢ and a similar result is known
for substrips of the critical strip [23, 59] when « is transcendental or rational (see
[43] for recent progress on the difficult case of algebraic irrational).

Nevertheless, since ((s, «) possesses a functional equation one may expect various
analytic aspects to be shared with the usual L-functions. In particular, one may
expect a Lindelof Hypothesis to hold up to, and on, the critical line [22]. It is
therefore of interest to see how the lack of Euler product affects large values of
(5 +it,a) for individual® irrational cv.

Much work has gone into understanding the value distribution in the strip 1/2 <
o < 1. Here, it is known that for all «, ((s, @) possesses a limiting distribution for

IMuch of the past literature [1, 6, 34, 35, 39, 48, 60, 61] on the Lindeldf Hypothesis and mean
values for {(s, «) focuses on taking a mean-value over « for fixed s, a topic we do not pursue here.
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large ¢ [19, 20, 44] — an aspect shared by the usual zeta function. An analogue of
Voronin’s famous universality theorem for ((s) is also known to hold here when « is
rational or transcendental [7, 23]. Considerable effort has gone into aspects of this
universality; see [2, 4, 20, 43, 45] for a slice of the relevant literature. Unfortunately,
universality of ((s,«) for a fixed algebraic irrational o remains open, although in-
teresting progress has been made recently [43, 56] (see also [2] for discussions about
this difficult problem).

On the critical line much less is known and the distribution is undetermined for
irrational . However, some moments are accessible. A result of Rane [49] states
that for all 0 < a < 1,

T
(2) / IC(3 +it,@)’dt = Tlog T+ T(c(a) +v — 1 —log 2m) + O(T"/?log T))
0

where

) 1
cla) = A}l_:fgo <7§VH+Q logN).

See also [46, 57] for further improvements. Note that the above formula does not
depend on any Diophantine properties of o and holds for rationals and irrationals
alike.

Naturally, the fourth moment is more difficult. For rational «, on utilising formula
(1) the leading term in the fourth moment was given by the second author in [51]
(see also [2]). Here it was shown that for 1 < a < ¢ with (a,¢) = 1 and fixed ¢ > 3,

(3) /T (5 +it, @) dt ~ Tlog T)" I1 (1 - L)
0 plg

2m2q p+1

This is smaller than the fourth moment of the Riemann zeta function which suggests
a greater degree of cancellation. Furthermore, the main term here fluctuates very
heavily depending on the denominator ¢, even for rationals that are close to each
other. One may wonder then, with a view towards rational approximations of irra-
tional «, about the uniformity of this result with respect to ¢ and if the moments
are much smaller when « is irrational. Our main result shows that this is indeed the
case.

Theorem 1. Suppose 0 < o < 1 is irrational with irrationality exponent p(a) < 3.
Then for large T" we have

2T
/ C(E +it,a)|'dt < T(log T)>.
T

We recall that the irrationality ezponent pu(«) of a real number « is defined as the
supremum of the set of real numbers p for which there exist infinitely many rational
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numbers p/q such that
0<la—p/ql <1/¢".

The irrationality exponent of rationals is 1 whereas u(«) > 2 for irrational a. A
famous theorem of Roth [50] gives that u(a) = 2 for all algebraic irrationals whilst
many transcendental numbers also have p(a) = 2. Indeed, in the Lebesgue sense
almost all real numbers have (o) = 2 and so, in particular, Theorem 1 holds for
generic irrational a. The Liouville numbers provide examples of reals with p(a) = oo
and there exist many? so-called very well approzimable numbers satisfying u(a) > 2,
see [32, 42].

Since the fourth moment is proportional to the second moment squared, an ap-
plication of Holder’s inequality allows one to immediately determine the order of all
lower moments.

Corollary 2. Suppose 0 < o < 1 is irrational with p(«) < 3. Then for real 0 < k < 2
and large T we have

2T
/ ¢ +it, )| dt < T(log T)".
T

Theorem 1 and Corollary 2 may seem surprising from two perspectives. For those
familiar with moment problems for L-functions from arithmetic, these results suggest
that the Hurwitz zeta function is not log-normal, unlike the Riemann zeta function
and other L-functions. A moment’s reflection will convince the reader, however, that
this is not too surprising: the Hurwitz zeta function has no Euler product, and the
Euler product is crucially important for log-normality. On the other hand, those
familiar with the Hurwitz zeta function may be surprised that these results are able
to deal with all algebraic irrationals (as they have pu(a) = 2) but are not able to
deal with all transcendental numbers (as those with u(a) > 3 are not covered by our
theorem). This is in contrast to work on Voronin universality or zero distributions,
where the rational and transcendental cases are much easier, while the algebraic
irrational case is harder (and, indeed, often open; see, for example, [2, 43, 56]). As
we explain further at the end of this introduction, the reason behind our restriction
on « is essentially that the off-diagonal terms are difficult to control with sufficient
uniformity when « is very well approximable.

Theorem 1 naturally raises the question of asymptotics. We have some speculations
in this regard. For transcendental «, the numbers log(n+«) are linearly independent
which suggests that the (n + )~ may act as independent random variables. This
would entail Gaussian behaviour and accordingly one could expect the fourth moment
to be ~ 2T (logT)?, in view of Rane’s result (2). One can interpret this expectation
as saying that the leading term in the fourth moment arises from what are essentially

2admittedly Lebesgue measure zero, but of full Hausdorff dimension.
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diagonal terms in the approximate functional equation. Indeed, if the (n+a)~* were
purely orthogonal then we would expect

2T 1
14y Adt ~ )
@ [ kG ritaa D e e e e

(n3+a)(na+o)
n;<T

For irrational a the solutions of the given equation are simply the diagonals® n; =
ng, No = ng and n; = ny, no = n3 which leads to the asymptotic

1 2
2T<Z — a) ~ 2T (log T)>.

n<T

Similarly, for higher moments one may expect that

2T 1
5) / CE+ita)d~T S —

T QGDk(T) H]:l(n] + a)1/2

where

k 2k
D) = {(nts €0 T+ = TT o+, my <7}

i=1 j=k+1

For a transcendental or algebraic of degree d > k it is fairly easy to see that Dy (7T)
consists of just permutations, giving |Dy(T)| ~ k!T*. When d < k, there may exist
solutions not arising from permutations, however, in [29] (see also [10]) it was shown
that these contribute < T*~4T1*< and so one retains this asymptotic for |Dy(T)|.
The effect of these extra solutions on the weighted sum in (5) is not clear, and the
behaviour of the off-diagonals in higher moments is also not clear, especially with
regards to dependence on (). Based on these considerations we make the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 1. Letk € N and 0 < a < 1 be an irrational number. Then for algebraic
a of degree d > k and transcendental o satisfying p(a) = 2 we have

2T
/ IC(3 +it, ) *"dt ~ k! T(log T))*
T

as'T — o0.

3Here we should distinguish between the “harmonic” diagonals (n;+a)(ng+a) = (n3+a)(ns+a)
which lead to a non-oscillating sum and the “Diophantine” diagonals which are the permuted
solutions {ny,n2} = {ns,n4} of this equation.
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In particular, we expect the asymptotic to hold for almost all o in the measure-
theoretic sense. If one makes an additional average in the a-aspect (concretely, over
a € [1,2]), then the above was conjectured by Andersson in an unpublished part of
his thesis [3], where he also proved his conjecture for k£ = 2. Thus, Theorem 1 can
be seen as removing the averaging in Andersson’s work, albeit at the cost of showing
only an upper bound instead of an asymptotic. We discuss the difficulties in proving
the k = 2 case of Conjecture 1 in §7.

Since Conjecture 1 speculates that (s, «) has the moments of a complex Gaussian
with mean 0 and variance log T, we acquire the following conjecture regarding the
distribution of ((s, a) on the critical line.

Conjecture 2. Let S C C be Borel. Then for large T' and almost all 0 < a < 1 we
have

1 C(l—l-it Oé) 1 (242
= te(T,2T): 22— S}N—// @2 qdy.
Tmeas{ €[ ] ToaT € o Se xdy

Thus, unlike the case for ((s,1) = ((s), we expect (s, @) to be normal instead of
log-normal for generic . It would be interesting to understand, at least conjecturally,
the finer aspects of the distribution such as large deviations and maximal values. For
the Riemann zeta function, the behaviour of the tails are unclear although it has been
speculated that they remain (essentially) log-normal up to the maximum [5] which,
through using various random models, has been conjectured [18] to satisfy

1y — 1
tEI%E’ag(T}K(szzt)\ exp((l+0(1))\/2longoglogT).

The random matrix theory and random Euler product models of [18] do not appear
to have any immediate analogues for the Hurwitz zeta function (this is certainly
true of the latter model when « is irrational). For such questions, it may be more
appropriate to model the (n + a)~* by independent random variables (in a similar
fashion to [5]) however the robustness of this model is unclear at the extremes. At any
rate, given the distribution in Conjecture 2 it seems possible that the true maximum
of the Hurwitz zeta function could be markedly smaller than that of the Riemann
zeta function for generic «; it would be interesting to make this precise.

There exist several cousins of the Hurwitz zeta function which have also been the
subject of intensive study in their value distribution. Most notable are the dual to
the Hurwitz zeta function, namely the periodic zeta function,

p(s, ) =3 )

n=1
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and the more general Lerch zeta function

L(s,a,\) = Z _eln)

= (n+ )

where as usual e(z) = e*™® (for an overview, see [20]). Again, these are defined

initially in R(s) > 1 and extend to functions on C that are holomorphic except for a
possible simple pole at s = 1 which only occurs if A € Z. The periodic zeta function
P(s,a) is related to ((s,«) by a functional equation; see (8) and, as with (s, «), it
can be related to L-functions when « is a rational with no such relation likely when
« is irrational. Through similar considerations to the above, on the critical line one
might expect Gaussian-like behaviour for these functions also. In fact, by a short
argument with the functional equation, the 2kth moment of P(1/2 + it, «) is equal
to that of ((1/2 + it,«) up to a negligible error. Theorem 1 thus also implies the
order of magnitude for low moments of P(s, a).

Corollary 3. Suppose 0 < o < 1 is irrational with p(a) < 3. Then for 0 < k < 2
and large T we have

2T
/ |P(3 +it,a)*"dt < T(log T)".
T

Previously, the fourth moment of P(s,«) in the strip 1/2 < o < 1 was computed
for all irrational o by Laurincikas-Siaucifinas [41] where an asymptotic with leading
term c(o, )T was given. The constant ¢(o, ) implicitly contains some Diophantine
information on «, although the influence is mild. Clearly, the distinction between
rational and irrational cases becomes more pronounced on the half-line (it follows
from (3) and (14) that for rational a = a/q the fourth moment on the critical line is
~ ¢, T(logT)*). Tt is likely that our methods also generalise to the Lerch zeta function
under irrationality and Diophantine assumptions on either a or A, in which case
we would similarly expect moments of size T(logT)* and a Gaussian distribution.
Currently, the second moment is known for 1/2 < o < 1 and all 0 < a, A < 1 due to
Garunkstis-Laurinc¢ikas-Steuding [21].

We end this introduction with an explanation of the Diophantine assumptions on
« in our results. Since the harmonics (n+a)~* are not truly orthogonal at our scale,
(4) is an oversimplification. In particular, when dealing with the off-diagonal terms

in the mean value
/2T 1
3

= (n + a)l/2+it

it can happen that (ny + ) (n2 + a) # (n3 + a)(ng + ) but that (n; + o) (n2 + a) —
(n3 + a)(ng + «) is still very close to zero. In the case of the usual zeta function
(aw = 1) this difference is at worst 1, and for a = a/q at worst 1/¢, but for irrational

4

Y
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« it can be arbitrarily close to zero. Thus, there are potentially many off-diagonal
terms with no oscillation, each term giving a contribution of size ~ fﬁT ldt =T.
These worst cases occur when

niNg — N3Ny

[
Nng +nNg — N1 — No
and so in order for them to not contribute a main term, we require « to not have too
many good quality rational approximations. This naturally leads to assumptions on
p(c). It is unclear whether the particular condition p(a)) < 3 is a technical limitation
of our method or whether one should expect genuinely different behaviour for certain
a which have larger irrationality exponent, pu(a) = 3 or 4, say.
When dealing with the off-diagonals, we will use our Diophantine assumptions on
« to bound sums of reciprocals of fractional parts such as

1
2 Ina][?”

n<N

for 0 < n < 1 which will arise naturally upon throwing away some possible cancella-
tion. The order of these sums was worked out comprehensively by Kruse [38], and
this indicates that weakening or removing the assumption that u(«) < 3 will require
a different treatment that exploits this cancellation that we neglected.

Notation. We use aysmptotic notation <, >, O(-), o(-), ~, < that is standard in an-
alytic number theory. In particular, we use the Vinogradov notation A < B in-
terchangeably with the Bachmann-Landau notation A = O(B) for the inequality
|A| < C'B, where C is some large unspecified constant and B is positive. The quan-
tities A and B will typically depend on some parameters and the range in which the
inequalities hold should be clear from context. Asymptotic statements may involve
an arbitrarily small parameter € > 0, which may vary from occurrence to occurrence.
To distinguish arbitrary epsilons from fixed ones, we shall use ¢ for the latter in the
proof of Lemma 2. Implicit constants may depend on « throughout and ¢ wherever
it appears, but will be uniform in other parameters unless specified via subscripts.

The parameter
Ti=+\/t/2m

will appear throughout the paper. Finally we use the standard notation for additive
characters, e(t) := e*™.

Acknowledgements. We thank Steve Gonek and Trevor Wooley for useful discus-
sions on these topics. AS is partially supported through Purdue University start-up
funding available to Trevor Wooley.
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2. PRELIMINARIES ON DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION

We first recall a few basic properties of continued fraction expansions. These can
be found in many sources e.g. see [11, 40]. Let

a = [ag;a1,az2, -] = ag+
a+———

be the continued fraction expansion of «, and let
Pk
qk
be the principal convergents of a. We call ay, the partial quotients of a. An induction
gives the following recursions

= [ao;ala e 7ak]7

Dk+1 =Ak+1DPk + Dk—1
Qk+1 =Qk+1Gk + qr—1
and note the second of these implies a1 < Gri1/qx-

A consequence of Dirichlet’s approximation theorem is that for irrational o there
exist infinitely many p, ¢ such that

RIS

q q
The principal convergents form a sequence of best possible approximations to « in
the sense that g, is the smallest integer ¢ > gx—; such that [|qa|| < [|ge—1¢| where
here and throughout

||| = min |z — n|
nez
is the distance of x to the nearest integer. They also satisfy the inequalities
1 1
<2<
20k qr+1 ! GEQr+1
from which the following formula for the irrationality exponent can be deduced

1
p(a) =1+ limsup 08 htt
k—oo 0g g,
See Theorem 1 of [54]. Note that our condition p(a) < 3 implies there exists some
0 such that for large gy,
(6) a1 < g3 "

In other words, the denominators in our rational approximations do not grow too
rapidly. This will be the form in which we make use of our condition u(«) < 3.
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We now state our main lemma on sums of reciprocals of fractional parts. The
order of these sums was worked out fairly comprehensively by Kruse [38] although
we can also recommend the memoir [8] for an exposition of this topic and further
interesting results including explicit bounds.

Lemma 1. Suppose « is irrational with u( ) < 3. Then,

Z ||h0é||1/2 <N

h<N

Proof. This follows from [38, Theorem 1]. Specifically, plugging ¢ = 1/2 in [38,
Equation 73], and rewriting in our notation, one has
- 1/2 1/2
Z ||;WH1/2 N+ N ag,
h<N
where K = K(N) is the largest integer such that qx < N < qgy1. But axiq <

drx+1/qx < qx < N with the second inequality following by (6). The result then
follows. [

We will also be required to demonstrate cancellation in the bilinear sum

> e(—adhk),

h<y k<z

where any power savings in both x and y will suffice. To this end, we have the
following.

Lemma 2. Suppose « is irrational with p(a) < 3 — 6 for a given 6 > 0. Then,

(7) > ) e(—adhk) < d(zy)' .

h<z k<y

uniformly in d > 1.

Proof. In this proof, every occurrence of ¢ > 0 is the same and sufficiently small.
At the end, we will choose a value for . Without loss of generality we may assume
< y. For e > 0 let £ = {(zy,¢) be the minimal integer such that ¢, > (zy)'/>*=.
We note that
< (zy)'* < @ < ) < (wy) A
by (6) and then the minimality of ¢.

Now,
1
(xy)1+25

D> e(—adhk) =YY " e(—dhkE) + O(d(zy)' ™)

h<z k<y h<z k<y

la— 2l < 5 <
qe 9y

and hence
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since |e(X) — 1| < X uniformly in X. The latter sum may be decomposed as

S| etz <<yzl+zf|dhpe/q£||

h<z h<z - k<y h<z
qeldh  qefdh qeldh qﬁdh

The first sum on the right is < dry/q < d(zy)Y?7¢. Letting d* = d/(d, q;) and
q; = q¢/(d, q¢) the second sum may be written as

Z ||hp£d*/q€’| Z Z h/g Ped ||

h<z q;/9
qz’rdh “ (h, q;)=g
qefdh

and as h/g varies between 1 and ¢; /g we see that each congruence class modulo g} /g
is hit at most once by (h/ g)pgd* by coprimality. Therefore, since x < ¢, this sum is

1
<X [leaan X ey gy | < adlosa

gla; 1<n< 1<n<q} /g e

which is < ¢, < (2y)'~%/2*3 (here, d(n) is the divisor function). Thus, combining
the above estimates,

ZZ —adhk) < d(a:y)l 2 4 (xy)1—5/2+3€'
h<z k<y

Setting ¢ = §/10, we conclude the lemma.

3. APPROXIMATE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION

In this section we derive a smoothed form of the basic approximate functional
equation. Let

) — 7T1/2—5F((1 —5)/2)
x(s) Fs/2)

which is the factor appearing in the functional equation of the Riemann zeta function
¢(s) = x(s)¢(1 — s). Note that |x(5 +it)| = 1.

Lemma 3. Let G(2) be an entire, even, function satisfying |G(z)| <¢ e 5®” for
R(z) < C and G(z) = G(Z). Then, for any 0 < a <1 andt > 1 we have

_ wy(m + a) L e(—na) e
Chrita)y=3 2T i S Y )+ o)
2 mz;()(m_‘_a)l/%—t 2 ; nl/2—it
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where

wy(z) = —— /1 e jarcs)E.

oM S5
Proof. We start from the contour integral
1 14400 ds

C(3+it+s, CM)TSG(S)?.

I —_
270 )1 oo

Shifting the contour to R(s) = —1 we pick up poles at s =0 and s = —1/2 —it. Due
to the rapid decay of G(s), the latter pole contributes O(e=4t). Thus,

1 Lo s ds —At
[:C(§+zt,a)+2—m_ - C(g-l-’lt-f-S,Oé)’T G(S)?—FO(E )

In this last integral we let s — —s and apply the functional equation for the
Hurwitz zeta function [37, Equation 2| in the form

1 - Tz Tz
1=z [e‘TP(z, a)+e 2 P(z, —oz)]
2cos(%)

(8) ((I=2z0)=

where P(s, «) is the periodic zeta function from the introduction, given by

P(s,a) = Z@,

n>1

when R(s) > 1. The integral then becomes

L it = Qs ) G(s)
—_— = 1t — S S. Q)T S)—
27rz 1_ZOO X 2 M M S b

where Q(t, s, «) is given by
exp(—Z(2 +t+is))P(3 —it +s,a) + exp(Z( +t+is))P(3 — it + 5, —a)

2cos(3(5 — it +s))

Now, for large ¢ and R(s) = 1, we see that

9) Q(t,s,a) = P(3 —it +s,—a) + O(e ™ Il)
since P(3 — it + s, £a) is bounded in this region and
exp(—%(% +1+ ZS)) < 6—7rt+7r|s\ eXp(%(% +t+ ZS)) =14+ O(e—wt+7r\s|)

2cos(3(5 —it+s)) ’ 2cos(3(5 — it + s))

uniformly in S(s). Due to the rapid decay of G(s) and since x(3 + it — s) = O(|s])
on R(s) = 1, the error term of (9) contributes < e~
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Next, using Stirling’s formula, we truncate the integral at height (s) = £CV/t
for some sufficiently large C' at the cost of an error < e~4*. Then, using Stirling’s
formula again,

T_SX(% +it—s) = TSX(% +iat)(1 + O(Hls‘Q)).
The error term here contributes

1
< 12 Z 5 < 12

m>=1
and re-extending the integrals also gives an acceptable error.
Putting this together, we find

14200
C(éﬂ't,a):i/ {§(§+z’t+s,a)+
1

2mi —1300
1, 1 s ds ~1/2
X(& +it)P(L — it + s, —Oé)}T Gs)— +0(t"?)

We can now unfold the Hurwitz zeta function and the periodic zeta function as
generalised Dirichlet series and interchange the order of integration and summation

to conclude the lemma.
O

Note that the proof above does not require G(z) = G(Z). However, making this
assumption ensures that the weight wy(x) is real, which will be used crucially in the
sequel. The prototypical choice for the kernel is G(z) = e

By shifting the line of integration in the weights w;(z) to R(s) = +£A for some
A > 1, we find that

Z A tr<<r
(10) wt@):{lw(( WD) ife <

O((Vt/z)?) if x> 7.

Accordingly, we may restrict the sums in Lemma 3 to m,n < T2*€ if necessary. In
a similar way we find that
-’
(11) tjﬁwt(x) < min(z/Vt,Vt/z)4.
These estimates will be used throughout.

4. STATEMENT OF MAIN PROPOSITIONS AND PROOFS OF THEOREM 1,
COROLLARY 2, AND COROLLARY 3

In the rest of the paper, the majority of work will be in proving the following two
fourth moment asymptotics.
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Proposition 4. Let ®(t) be a smooth non-negative function of compact support in
[1/2,5/2] with derivatives satisfying ®Y)(t) <; T for all fived j > 0. Then for large
T and irrational o satisfying p(a) < 3, we have

/ Z Wt (n + Oé) 4
vl & (n + a)1/2+it
Proposition 5. Under the same conditions we have

J

We now show how to deduce our main results from the above propositions.

O(t/T)dt = @T(log T)2 + O(T(log T)*3).

; %wt(n)) O(t/T)dt = @T(log T)*+O(TlogT).

Proof of Theorem 1. Take ® to satisfy the conditions of Proposition 4 whilst ma-
jorising the characteristic function of the interval [1, 2] so that

2T
/ 1C(5 +it, a)[*dt < / (5 +it, ) [*®(t/T)dt.
T R

Write
1 L e(—na)
Sy = n%% T e a)1/2+itwt(n + o), Sy = x(5 +1it) ; Py wi(n)
so that by Lemma 3,
C(E+it,a) =S+ S+ O Y?).

Taking the absolute fourth power and expanding gives
02 [l + il e = [ (15004 asPSE s
R R

+ ARS25, 5, + 2RS2G, + ARS, 5522) o(t/T)dt + E(T)

where

dt
B(T) < / (|51\3+|52\3+|51||52|2+|51\2|Sz\)®<t/T>m-
R

By Propositions 4 and 5 along with Holder’s inequality we find
(13) [ ISiPIS:Le/ T < Tog T, [ IS8 PO/ D)t < TlogT)
R R

and similarly

E(T) <« (/Rq)(t/T)%)MLI&%} (A|Sj|4®(t/T)dt)3/4 < TY?(log T)3/2.
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Theorem 1 then follows.

O
Proof of Corollary 2. For the upper bound, Holder’s inequality gives for any 0 < k <
2

Y

2T oT k/2
/ C(5 +it, a)[Pdt < Tl"“”(/ IC(L +it, a)|4dt) < T(logT)*.
T T

By Rane’s bound (2), for k£ > 1 we have

2T
TlogTw/ |§(%+z’t,a)|2dt<Tl‘l/k</

T T
whilst for 0 < &k < 1 we have

2T

1/k
1C(3 +z’t,a)|2kdt)

—_
o

2T ﬁ 2T 5=
TlogT <<</ |§(§+z‘t,a)|2’“dt) (/ |§(§+z‘t,a)|4dt)

T T

=

1

2T 27—k 1-k
<<</ |C(%+it,a)|2kdt) (Tlog? T) 2=k

T
and rearranging gives the lower bound. 0

Proof of Corollary 3. By an argument similar to (9) with s = 0 along with the bound
P (% +it, a) < t, which follows in the usual way by Stieltjes integration, one has that

((5+it,a) = x(3 +it)P(5 — it,—a) + O(te™™).

Whence,
2T

2T
(14) / IP(%H't,a)I%dt:(1+O(e‘°'°4T))/ € + it a)*dt + O(e™OT)

T T

since the y-factor has modulus 1 and the contribution to the integral from those
t for which (3 + it,a) < e, say, is clearly negligible. The result follows by
Corollary 2. O

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

5.1. Diagonal terms. Expanding the fourth power and pushing the integral through
the sum we find

= 1 (n1+a)(na+a)\ ™" .
- n; =0 H?:l(nj + a)1/2 /R ((ng + Oz)(n4 + a)) é(t/T) t (_)dt-

O(t/T)dt
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where

wl(n) = wi(ny + a)wi(ng + a)wi(ng + a)w(ng + )

for convenience.
The diagonals terms, i.e. those for which (n; + a)(ny + @) = (n3 + «a)(ny + a),

contribute
1
Ip:= Y, 3 / &(t/T)wk(n)dt
R

(n1+a)(n2+a) jzl(nj + a)1/2
=(nz+a)(nata)

and since for irrational a the only solutions of the given equation are n; = ng, ny = ny
and nq = ng, ny = ng, this is

by symmetry.

By (10),
wy(n +a)? (n+a)* ™t
R D D e RAd >
n=0 0<n< /t/27'r—0£ 0<n< t/27‘( «

tA/2
0) B
+( S o)
nz4/t/2mr—«

:% log(/27) + O(1).

Similarly, -, o wi(n+ a)*(n + @)™ < 1 and so

1 (0
Ip = 5/ (log(t/2m) + 0(1))2<I>(t/T)dt = %T(logT)Q +O(TlogT).
R
It remains to show that the off-diagonal terms contribute at most < T'(log T')%/3.

5.2. Off diagonal terms: initial cleaning. In this subsection we perform some
fairly standard procedures; first restricting the off-diagonals to the “close” off-diagonals
and then applying Taylor expansions of the summands.

The off diagonal terms are given by

L= Y o (““*‘“)("2*‘“))_it@(t/T)w%m)dt.

= oy + )2 Je \(ns + a)(na + a)

(m+a)(n2+a)
#(nz+a)(na+a)
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We divide this sum into three cases, depending on whether max(n,ny) is greater
than, less than, or equal to max(ns,ny).

The lattermost case contributes a lower order term; to see this, by symmetry it
suffices to bound

1 h —it .
2 @q+axw+wmﬂ%mﬁwmmhé(1+n4+a) S/ Thwr () df

0<n2,na<n1
na#ng

where h = ny — ny and where wf (n) = wi(ny + @)*w;(na2 + @)wy(ny + «). Integrating
by parts j times using (11), we find

h —1t
1 O(t/T)wk(n) dt < .
/R ( + ng + a) (t/T)w; (n) dt < |Tlog(1 + h ME

n4+o

Thus, if h/(ng + ) > T~ then the above quantity is < T~4 on taking j large
enough and hence such terms may be omitted. For the remaining terms, without
losing generality we only bound the terms with h > 0. The close diagonal condition
h < (n4 + )T~ implies that ny + a = (n4 + a)(1 + O(T717)). Recalling that
the weights restrict to n; < T'/2%¢ and estimating the integral trivially, we get that
this sum is

1
T T1/2+E.
< > it ata) S

0<na<n T/ 2Fe
0<h< 4t
We remark here that a similar argument shows that terms with n; = 0 can be safely
ignored, and so we can assume n; > 1.
Now, returning to Zp, the terms with max(n;,ny) < max(ng,ny) are seen to be
conjugates of those with max(ny,ns) > max(ng, ny) due to the symmetry (ny,ns) <
(n3,ny). Pairing these terms together, we get

LGS T, 7

« /R <(”1 +a)(n +a)>_it<1>(t/T)th(@)dt).

max(n3,n4)>max(ny,ng)
(n1+a)(n2+a)#(nz+a)(nata)
(n3 + a)(ng + @)

We now let

(n1 + Oé)(ng + Oé) — (ng + a)(n4 + Oé) = hl + hQOé
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with
(15) hi = ning — nzny, ho =nj+ng —ng —ny
and note that hy < T'¢ and hy < TV/2te,

We restrict again to close off-diagonals. Integrating by parts j times using (11) we

see that
. hi+hoa 7 T
exp | itlog(1l + W) O(t/T)wy (n)dt <
R

|T10g(1 + (ng}-ll-loj)_?:f-l-a))‘j .

Thus, if (hy + hoat)/(n3 + @) (ng + @) > T~ then the above quantity is < 7T~4 on
taking j large enough, and so we may omit such terms. For the remaining terms we
apply the expansions

(i +a)(ne+a)\  hi+ha
o (<n3 +a)(ns +a>) “(ns T )i + )
(n1+a)(na+a)\ ™" o [ i It o e
<(n3+a)(”4+a)) a p( t(n3+a)(n4+a))+O(T )
(n1 + @)(ny + @) =(n3 + a)(ng + a)(1 +O(T119)).

4 O(T—2+e)

The errors acquired from these approximations are

. 5 S T

(n3 + a)(n4 + Oé) T1-e
’ijZl
max(n3,n4)>max(ni,n)
0<|hy +haal< ate)nate)

Pushing the sum inside, recalling by (10) that w, restricts the sums to n; < T2+
and computing the integral, this is

1
< T¢ E .
1<n; T/ 2+e (n3 + a> (n4 + a>
XMy
0<\h1+h2a\<%

hi=ninz—nsng
ho=ni+n2—nz—n4

We allow hy, ho,ns,ng to vary freely. There are < TY?*¢ choices for hy. After
fixing that, there are < (n3 + a)(ny + «)/T'¢ choices for hy. Then, there are
<& TY?*+¢ choices for ng,ny. Finally, applying a divisor bound on the constraint
ning = hy + ngny gives that there are < T choices for n; and ny. Note that it is
not possible that h; 4+ ngny = 0, since we have discarded the terms with n; = 0 or
ny = 0. We see thus that the above sum is < T/?%¢, which is good enough.
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Thus far we have

1
IO:éR( 2 (n3 + o) (ng + @)

n;=1

max(ng,n4)>max(ni,nz)
0<\h1+h20¢\<<(n3+;1)#

X /R exp <z’t o TJ) &fﬁ a)) (t/T)wy(n )dt) + O(T"?+)

Integrating by parts, the main term here is the negative of the imaginary part of

1 . hl hQOé d

max(ns ,n4)>max(n1 n2)
0<|h1+h2a|<<w

Note that [, 4(®(t/T)wf(n))dt = 0 due to the compact support of ®. Subtracting
this from inner integral and pushing the sum through, we now focus on

1 . hl -+ th&
T = - t —1 Z(n).
2 T hza{ e ( (ms + ) (ma & a>) }“’t @
n;>

max(n3,n4)>max(ni,n)
0<|h1 +haol< ate)nate)

The purpose of this subtraction is to emulate the unsmoothed integral f;T exp(tHt)dt =
(e HT — T /i H which more visibly has a finite limit when H — 0. This is required
since hy + hear can become arbitrarily small (depending on Diophantine properties
of a).

We will show in the next subsection that for t < T and u(a) < 3, 7' < T(log T)%/3.
Replacing wf (n) here by Zw,(n) can be dealt in a similar way using (11) with the
resultant bound having a factor of T-! compared with the above bound for Z.

From these we acquire

To < /R (%|<I>’(t/T)| -T(log T)®® + |<I>(t/T)|(logT)5/3) dt < T(logT)?/?,

as desired to finish the proof of the proposition.
We record at this point the trivial observation

(16) exp(itr) — 1 < min(1, T'|z|),

for t < T and uniformly in x which shall be used in the sequel.
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5.3. Parametrising solutions to the off-diagonal equations. It remains to
bound Z’. Since Z' is invariant under swapping ns <> ny, without loss of gener-
ality we can add the hypothesis ny < n3 to the sum. Thus, we have that nq, ny < ns.
We now find parametrised solutions to (15) and express our sum over n; in terms of
these parameters.

Fix hq, he, and ng and set k = ng — n;. We get from (15) that

ns hg — hl

This tells us that k | heng — hy and k > 1. Relabelling n3 — n; rearranging the sum
with Ay, ho, n outside and k inside; and setting

n=n—=k— h2+ (nhg —hl)/l{?,
we find that it suffices to bound

1 . hl + hga
T —1
2 2 +h2a{eXp (Zt(n+a)(n*+a)> }WIvt(hl’hM’ k),

n>1 k|nha—hy

0<|h1+haa|< 242

(17) n2:h2+n4+k, n4:n3—h2—/€+

where, for brevity,
(18) Wz y(hi, hayn, k) = wy(n + k + a)w,(n + 2211 4 @)
x wy(n + a)w(n — k — hy + 2221 4 q),

We rearrange the innermost sum in terms of the greatest common divisor g =
(k, hy). Clearly, the divisibility constraint k | nhy — hy ensures that g | hy as well.
Replacing (k, hy, he) with (gk, ghi, ghs) and pulling the sum over g out, we get

Z : Z Z :
h1 + hoa
1<gere I n>1  klnha—h1 L
0<\h1+h2a\<<(g”_T+1% (k,h2)=1

) hi + hecv
—1
X { exp <th T a)) }Wz,t(ghl, gha, n, gk)

where
(19) n; =n — g]f — ghg + (nhg — hl)/l{?
We divide the above sum into three cases:

e hy and hy have the same sign.
e h; and hy have opposite signs and |h; + hoat| > L.

(Y )

e hy and hy have opposite signs and |h; + hoa| < 5-
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5.4. Denominator case I: same sign. We deal with hy,he > 0, noting that a
similar argument works for A, hy < 0. The constraint |k +hoa| < (n+a)?g~ 1T
now implies that in fact iy, hy < g~'T°. Thus by (16), such terms trivially contribute

<Y LY T X Wadghighangk)

1<9<T 7 py hp L0 =zl ’2\16"22)—"11
b 2 =
1 1
<D 02 Eha X 2 [Wadehighangk)
1<gKTe h17h2<<T76 ! 2 k(fg;l)/zge n=hzh1 mod k
b 2 =
< i o < Tl/2—|—e7
Z g Z . b1+ hoa Z
s12)=

which is good enough. Here we have used 1 < k < n < T/ 2+¢ and the estimate
WZ,t < ]ln<T1/2+5.

5.5. Denominator case II: opposite signs, large denominator. We now turn
to hy = 0, hy < 0 and |hy + hoa| = 1/(2g). As before, the argument for h; < 0,
he > 0 and |hy + hoar| > 1/(2g) is similar. Thus, relabelling hy +— —hsy, and using
(16), we now have both hy, hy > 0, and the sum to control is

Yo Y amim X X Waidah—ghan. bl

1<g<T* h1,h2>0 n>1 k|nhg+hi
€
2 <lhi—h2a| <> (kh2)=1

We can quickly exclude the case hy = 0 since this contributes < T/ on applying
the divisor bound d(h;) < T and applying, say, (20) below for the sum over n.
Recall that in our previous notation ny = n—gk > 0, and hence k < n/g. Further,

by (17),
0<n2=n(1—i—f?>—i—}2<n(1—%>,

whence hy < k. Thus, swapping the order of summation,

Z é Z m Z Z |Wz.i(ght, —gha, n, gk)|.

g<Te h120,h2>1 =
€
%<|h1—h2a\<<% (k.h2)=1"" n>gk

Now, using (10) and recalling the definition of Wz, in (18),
(20) WZ,t(ghb —ghg, n, gk) < wt(n + Oé) < ]ln+a<'r + ]ln+a>7'(ﬁ7—a)3'
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Hence,

Z (Wil < Licryg(F) + ]1k>7/g(9523)

n=—hsh; mod k
n>gk

where in the sum over n+a > 7 we have written 1 = 1<, /g + 1}~,/4 and for the first
term summed over n > 7 — a and for the second summed over n > gk. Performing
the sum over k in a similar fashion, we are left with bounding

1 T
T Z il Z m <1h2<7/g(log( ) + 1) + ]lh2>T/g(gh2)2) )

g<<Te h120,h2>1
_ T°
@<|h1 hoa| << ;

Pulling the sum over hy out this is

1 . . 1
T Z - Z <1h2<T/g(10g(gTz) +1)+ ]lhz>T/g(gTz)2) Z T — Tnal

g<Te g h22>1 h1>0
1 T°
%<\h1—h2a\<<7

1
<7 Z - Z <]1h2<r/g(10g(g%2) +1) + ]lh2>f/g(g%2)2> (9 +logT)

g<Te g h2>1

1
<<7'Z —-Z-(g+logT) < 7logT < TlogT

since ) log(z/m) < z.

5.6. Denominator case IIl: opposite signs, small denominator. It is here
that our assumptions on the Diophantine properties of o begin to play a role in the
moments. We shall use Lemma 1 to control these sums.

We consider |hy + hoarl < 1/(2g) and again restrict our attention to hy > 0,
hy < 0 relabelling hy — —hy. Recall that & > 1 so that g = (k, he) > 1 and hence
|h1 — hoat| = ||hea|| arising from the unique choice hy = |hoa| - the closest integer
to heav. Thus as hg varies h1 is fixed. Renaming hs as h it suffices to show that

XY Y

1<g<kTe 9 n,h=1 kinh+ ha]
||h0l||<— (k,h)=
: [he]| :
X t — 1, W Jhon, k
{eXp (Zg (n + O{)(n;_ + O{) I,t(g n )
< T(log T)*?,
where

Wé,t(ga ha n, k) = WZ,t(g |_hOé—| 9 _gh'> n, gk)
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and, after transforming (19),
g =n—g(k—h) = (nh+ hal)/k.

9:

As argued before, h < k < n/g. Further, note that h = k if and only if ny = 0,
and hence as noted in the beginning of this section, such terms can be ignored. The
same applies to the case n = gk since we had n; = n — gk. Swapping the order of
summation,

Z Z Z Z {eXp <igt ”hOiH ) - 1}
1<g<<Ts h>1 n=—F|ha] m (n+ a)(ng,— + )
||ha||<— (h k) n>gk

X Wé,t(g> h> n, k)>

Guided by (16) and n; < n, we divide the innermost sum into the cases n <
(gt||ha]])*2(log t)Y/3 and n > (gt||hal])/?(logt)'/? and call the resulting sums Z; and
7T, respectively.

Using h < T/?+ together with (16) we get

<Y S Y pmy X ot

1<g<<Te 1<hg T/ 2+e kkh>fil n=—h|ha] mod k
lhall< RM=1 0 cng (gtlihal) /2 (log )/

Note that the innermost sum is empty unless k¥ < (t||hal|/g)*/?(logt)'/3, whence,
performing the sum over n,

1 1 1
1/2 1/3 —
7, < T7*(logT) E NG § hal[i7? E =

19T 1<hgT /2 He h<k<(t||hall/g)t/?(logt)/3
lhall< 5,

Again, the innermost sum is empty unless h < (t||ha|/g)*2(logt)Y/3 < t1/2(logt)/3 /g%,
and thus,

1 1

1/2 4/3

< T(logT)*3
1<gKTe \/g 1<h<t/2(logt)1/3 /g3/2 H

by Lemma 1.
For Z,, we use the other half of (16) to find

I2<<T Z Z Z Z n—l—a +Q)Wé,t(g>h>n>k)>

1<gkTe  h>l k>h n
Ihall< 55 (k)=

where * denotes the constraints
n = —h|ha] mod k,
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max(gk, (gt||hal|)/*(logt)*?) < n < TV,
Now, since n; _ =n — g(k — h) — (nh + |hal])/k we have

=(1—)(n+a) —g(k —h) = (lha] — ha)/k

>Eh(n + o —gk) — 5 = El(n+a — gk)
sincek—h>landn+a—gk>14+a>1. Also * implies

1 1 1 1

nta S Vg TV2(ogT)Y3  [[ha|/?

Inserting these bounds above, we get

IQ<< 1/3 Z \/g Z ||hOé||1/2 ; L — hz WZt(gvhnk)
>

1<gkTe

||ha||< (h,k)=

By (20) we have
Wit < ]ln+a<7' + ]ln+a>'r($)3'
Thus,

Y | X 3

gk<n<2gk n>2gk

log T’ .
T (ﬂk@/g + ]lk>T/g(g—k)3)

where in the first sum here, we have used (n 4 «) < gk, while in the second we have

computed the logarithmic sum when n 4+ o < 7 and for n + o > 7 trivially bounded

(n — gk)™" < (2n)~! and applied 1 = Ly<;/g + Ly>r/g, SUmMming over n > 7 in the

first term and n > gk in the second. The log-factors arising in this process can

always be replaced by log T, since we have gk < T"/?*¢ as entailed by the weights.
The sum over k can be performed similarly, to get

1
Z m (ﬂkST/g + ]lk>7'/g(glk)3) < lOgT(]lhéT/g + ]lh>T/g(glh)3) :

k>h
(k,h)=1

Thus,

1
L < TPoT YD <o 3 g (Lheoss + L)

1<gkTe h>1
l[hall< 55

< T(logT)*3,

by partial summation and Lemma 1.
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6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 5

6.1. Diagonal terms. Let

7= 12

Expanding the fourth power we find

n1 “+ ng — ng — 71,4)) / (n1n2)it
t/T
. 7@221 VM2 R \ 12374 wy (m)®(t/T)dt
=Jp + Jo
J

where wy (n) = H?:l we(nj), Jp is the sum with nyny = ngny and Jo is the re-
maining off-diagonal sum. Jp can be further decomposed into the sum for which
ny 4+ ny = n3 + ny, and that for which ny + ny # ng + ny. In the first case {ny,no} is
a permutation of {ns,n,} and thus we find

Ip = /R <2<Z “’tglny)z -y wtég)4)(l>(t/T)dt

4

O(t/T)dt

J
1/2 zt Wy (n)
n>1

n=1 n=1
e(—a(ny +ny —n3z —ny)) /
+ w t/T
nm;lam; V 1 T237y R ! (_) ( / )
ni1+na#nz+ng

By a calculation similar to that in §5.1, the first term on the right is

2/R<Zwt§1n)2)2<b(t/T)dt ZQ/RG log(t/27r)—|—0(1))2<1>(t/T)dt

n>1

:@mog T)? + O(Tlog T)

whilst the second term is clearly O(T"). The third term is quite delicate and here we
have the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Suppose « is an irrational with p(a) < 3. Then

Z e(—a(n%—m» /R w? (n)®(t/T)dt = cd(0)T + O(T/(log T)°)

n1+naF#nz+ng

where

C=Cr = E

d<(log T)4+e m, =1

( Z Z —adhk) )d:)sdy
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which satisfies cp < loglogT.

Proof. We push the sum through the integral and reparametrize the sum.
Let my = (ny,n3) and mg = (ng,ny). Then myms divides both sides of niny =
ngny. Dividing throughout, we see that it must be the case that
n T4 12 3

(711,713) - (712,714)7 (712,”4) B (nl,ns)'

Calling the former ¢, and the latter /5, we see that the solutions to niny = nsyny are
uniquely parametrized by

ny = myly, Ny = Mmaly,
ng = myla, ny = maly,
with (¢1,¢3) = 1. Furthermore, n; + ny — ng — ny = (my — mgy)(¢; — ¢3), and so the

constraint ny + ny # n3 + ny is equivalent to my # my and ¢; # f5. The sum then
becomes,

e(—a (MM — Mo gl—gg
3 (—f ) )

mlm2€1€2 ijt(ml>m2>€1,£2)

mj,éj21
my#ma,l17#L2

(£1,63)=1

with
W t(mi, ma, by, by) = H wiy(m;ly).
J.ke{1,2}
Using L, g)=1 = Zd\h,d\éz u(d), and interchanging the order of summation, the

above sum can be written as

> @ > clmadlm = ma)lt — ) Wz i(ma, ma, dly, dls),
1 d mj,ZJ?l mlmgﬁlfg
myF#Ema 17
by replacing ¢; with d/;. Now, setting h = m; —maq, k = {1 — {3, m = my, and £ = {,
and spending the symmetries m; <> mo and ¢; <> {5, this simplifies to

AR Z Mc(l;l)

d>1 hk,m, 021

e(—adhk) ,
2 i m Ry oeld bk m O

where
W7 (d, h, k,m, 0) = wy(dml)w,(d(m + h))w(dm( + k))w,(d(m + h) (¢ + k).

Since the weights restrict h, k,m,{ < T/?%¢ the inner sum is trivially < (log7")*
and so we may restrict the outer sum to d < (logT)** at the cost of O((logT)™).
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Unfolding the integrals in the weights we find that

e(—adhk)
Wai(d, h,k,m, L)
hvk,;,f% ml(m + h)(¢ + k) Tt

_ 1 (—adhk)
N (27TZ)4 @, Z (m + h)1+31+53m1+82+84 (6 + ]{;)1+31+s4€1+32+33

ml>1
y H( ) sy

Sj

where we have taken ¢ = 1/logT which is allowed by the absolute convergence of
the sum in the integrand.

Consider the sum over h and k, initially in the region R(s;) > 0. By partial
summation this is given by

e(—adhk) B e(—adhk)
hél (m + h)1+81+83 (f + k‘ 14+s1+54 ; 1+s1+53 ; (f + k’)l+51+54
1 o 1
= (I +si+ 54)/ 7Ry T—— e(—adhk) )dx
(1) 2 v iy L e <kz )

=(1+s1+83)(1+ 51+ 54)

/ / m + y 2+81+83 (6 + LL’)2+S1+84 < Z 6(—Oédh]€)> dl’dy

h<y
k<zx

Now, by Lemma 2, « satisfies (7) for some ¢ > 0, implying that the integral in (21)
converges absolutely for R(s; + s3), R(s1 + s4) > —0/8 and represents an analytic
function in this region. Further, we see that the integrand of the multiple contour
integral is analytic for R(s; + so + s3 + s4) > —9/8 as well.

We now shift the s; integral to the line with R(s;) = —4/40, say, picking a pole up
at s; = 0. By (21) and (7) the integral over the new line contributes < (7/d)~%/4,
which results in a negligible contribution. We then progressively shift the remaining
integrals to the line with $(s;) = —4/40 picking up a simple pole at s; = 0 each time
and obtaining a negligible error in the process. The residues lead to the contribution

cr= Y (ZZ —adhk) )d:)sdy

d<(log T)4+e h<y k<z

m£
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and so the result follows by noting that (7) implies

1
g — loglogT
cr K P < log log
d<(log T)4+e

6.2. Off-diagonals. The off-diagonal sum is given by

G- Y, mtmomond) | (Z;Zj)“wﬂ@)@(t/ndt.

Write h = niny —nsng # 0. Then similarly to §5, we may restrict to |h| < ngng /T ¢
since otherwise integrating by parts using (11) gives a negligible error. We then apply
the expansions

n1N2#n3ng

ngnag ngng

it
h
(nlng) =exp (z’t ) (14 O(T~))
n3ny 31y
ALY :7’L3TL4(1 + O(T_H_E)).

log (nﬂlz) _ h +O(T—2+E)

The error terms acquired when applying these are

1 1 / 4
< wy (n)®(t/T)|dt < TC
e 2 J e @R/

h<<n3n4/Tl*e

where in the second inequality we have let h,ng, ny range freely and used a divisor
bound for the number of solutions of nyny, = ngny + h, similar to §5. Therefore

G- Y e(—a(ny + ny — ns — n4)) /Rexp (l_t

n3ng

)w{(ﬁ)(b(t/T)dt + O(T").
nins—nsns=h T3

h<<n3n4/Tl*e

Lemma 7. We have
Jo < TlogT
for all a € R.

Proof. Integrating by parts we acquire the main term

% Z 6(_Oé(n1 + n}j —ng — n4)) /Rexp (ztnfn4>%(w{(@)q)(t/T))dt

ning—nsngs=h
h<<n3n4/Tl*6
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Let us first consider the term involving the derivative of ®(¢/7T). Pushing the sum
through the integral we acquire the sum

3 % S e(—a(n +ns — ng —na)) exp (z'tnjm)wf(@)

0£hKTe ninz—nsns=nh
’rL31’L4=>>|h‘Tlie

1
< E ] E [wi(n1)we(n2)w(ng)wy(na).
0£hKLT* ning—nsngs=h
ngn4>>‘h|'11176

We remove the variable ny by writing this as

Z Z |we(n2)we(ns)] Z Jwi (1 )w, (52|

n3
0;«»é\h|<<Te nzma

=2 2

g 0#£|h|<Te

nins=h mod ns
ning>|h|T = ¢+h

% Z [wi(gna)we(gns)| Z ‘wt(nl)wt(w)"

gns

(n2,n3)=1 gnina=h mod gng
gning>>|h|T = +h

The inner sum is empty unless g | h and hence this becomes

1
)SEED ST ST ST SR T
9 075|h\<<T€/g (n2,n3)=1 ni=nzh mod n3
nina>>|h|T1—¢+h

where we have cancelled a factor of g in the congruence condition and inverted no
modulo ns.

Consider the sum with ny < n3. By (10) this gives a contribution

DS i‘zm,f(gngnz S fwm)]

9 07£|h‘<<T6/9 n2<n3 n1=nzh mod n3

<<Z > i Z wilgna)l D D (Tner + Tusr (£)7)

9 07’é|h\<<T€/g n2<nz ni=nzh mod n3

LT Z Z ﬂ Z (]lnséT/g + ]1n3>T/g (ﬁ)z)
n3

s 9 opimi<resg
<L TlogT
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Similarly, the case of ny > n3 can be bounded by

<<Z Z | Z [wi(gns)| Z [wi(gnz)| Z |wt(%i_h)‘

9 O;é\h|<<T5/g na>n3 ni1=nzh mod n3
Sbs ||z|wtgn3|z o L) (2
g O;ﬁ\h|<<T€/g na>ns

< 7‘2 Z ] Z n3<r/g 1082 =)+ 1) + ]ln3>7/9(g;3)2)

s 9 oxini<re/g
<L TlogT

where the first line follows from applying (10), since (7ng+h)/ns = (1+0(1))7ns/ns,
and the last line follows from the fact that ) log(z/m) < x. Thus, for the term
involving the derivative of ®(¢/T") we acquire a contribution

1
<</T|(I>’(t/T)|-TlogTdt<<TlogT.
R

For the terms involving d/dt(w.(n;)) we apply (11) appropriately. This gives us the

requisite factor of 7! along with the same quality bounds that have been applied

for |wy(n;)| throughout. The result then follows. O
7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We outline here some difficulties in upgrading Theorem 1 to an asymptotic. The
arguments from §§5-6 can be adapted to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 8. Under the same conditions as Proposition 4,
2
w(n + ) e(—na)
| X ] |3 St

n>0 n>1
In fact, the proof of this is slightly more straightforward than that of Proposition 4,
since the analogue of (15) is simpler,

2

O(t/T)dt = @T(log T)24+0(T (log T)*/3).

hi = ning — nang, hy = ng — ny.

Since Proposition 4 and 5 are sufficient for Theorem 1 due to the first application of
Holder’s inequality in (13), however, we leave the details to the reader.

On combining Propositions 4, 5, and 8 with (12), we see that one could prove an
asymptotic of the shape

/R\g(% + it, ) |[*®(t/T)dt ~ 20(0)T(log T)?,
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from which the unsmoothed fourth moment could be deduced, provided one could
show

/ (4%53_51 Sy + 2RS2G,” + ARS, 5522) O(t/T)dt = o(T(log T)?).
R

It is well known that achieving the required cancellation from such terms can be
difficult due to the presence of the y? factors from the functional equation. Their
rapid oscillation leads to long sums after applying the method of stationary phase,
and these require very precise control with respect to the Diophantine properties of
a. Equivalently, one may apply a Heath-Brown [31] type approximate functional
equation in which there are no cross terms or y factors, but in which the sums
are longer, and then one encounters the same difficulties in the off-diagonals. As
a compromise, we work with shorter sums but must sacrifice an asymptotic when
applying Holder’s inequality in (13).
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