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The elliptic KZB connection and algebraic de Rham
theory for unipotent fundamental groups of elliptic
curves

Ma Luo

We develop an algebraic de Rham theory for unipotent fundamental groups of once punctured elliptic
curves over a field of characteristic zero using the universal elliptic KZB connection of Calaque, Enriquez
and Etingof (2009) and Levin and Racinet (2007). We use it to give an explicit version of Tannaka duality
for unipotent connections over an elliptic curve with a regular singular point at the identity.
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2244 Ma Luo

Introduction

A once punctured elliptic curve is an elliptic curve with its identity removed. In this paper, we describe an
algebraic de Rham theory for unipotent fundamental groups of once punctured elliptic curves by explicit
computations.

The analytic version of this story is described by Calaque, Enriquez and Etingof [Calaque et al. 2009]
and by Levin and Racinet [2007]. For a family 2" — T where each fiber X, over ¢t € T is a once punctured
elliptic curve,

X; C X

there is a vector bundle P of prounipotent groups over 2", endowed with a flat connection. For a point
x € Z that lies over ¢, i.e., x € X;, the fiber of P over x is the unipotent fundamental group 7" (X;, x).
We are particularly interested in the case when 2" = &’ and T = M ;. In this case, the flat connection is
called the universal elliptic KZB! connection.” The bundle P extends naturally by Deligne’s canonical
extension P to &, and the universal elliptic KZB connection on P has regular singularities around boundary
divisors: the identity section of the universal elliptic curve £ — M ; and the nodal cubic. One can
restrict the bundle P to a single fiber of &’ — M, i, i.e., a once punctured elliptic curve E' := E \ {id},
and obtain Deligne’s canonical extension P of it to E. It is endowed with a unipotent connection on E,
having regular singularity at the identity. We call this the elliptic KZB connection on E.

Working algebraically, Levin and Racinet have shown that there is a [K-structure on the bundle P over
a punctured elliptic curve X defined over a field K of characteristic zero, and a Q-structure for the bundle
P over M 7/0. However, their algebraic formulas for the (universal) elliptic KZB connection is neither
explicit nor having regular singularity at the identity (section). By resolving these issues for the case of
M 2, we will prove:

Theorem. There is an explicit Q-de Rham structure Par on the bundle P over M 1,2 with the universal
elliptic KZB connection, which has regular singularities along boundary divisors, the identity section and

the nodal cubic.
Restricting to a single elliptic curve, we get:

Corollary. If E is an elliptic curve defined over a field KK of characteristic zero, then there is an explicit
IK-de Rham structure Pqr on the bundle P over E with an elliptic KZB connection, which has regular
singularity at the identity.

INamed after physicists Knizhnik, Zamoldchikov and Bernard.

’The general universal elliptic KZB connection is the flat connection on the bundle P over M ;1 whose fiber over
[E;0,xq,...,x,]is the unipotent fundamental group of the configuration space of n points on E’ with base point (x1, ..., x»).
Calaque et al. [2009] write down the universal elliptic KZB connection for all n > 1.
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It is well known that these de Rham structures exist and can be constructed via Tannaka duality. But
the explicit nature allows us to compute the image of these de Rham structures on the complexification of
the Betti ones.

In the classical case of P!\ {0, 1, oo}, there is a trivial vector bundle P on it with fiber C((eo, e)),
formal power series in noncommuting generators eg, €1, and with the KZ connection

d dz
V=d——zeo+ <
Z 1—-z

€,

where eg, e; act on the fiber by left multiplication. This bundle extends via Deligne’s canonical extension
to a trivial bundle P over P! with the same connection having regular singularities at 0, 1, co. One can
view this bundle as a universal object of the tannakian category

Cor e unipotent vector bundles V over P! defined over @ with a flat connection V
@-= that has regular singularities at 0, 1, oo with nilpotent residue ’

and interpret the KZ connection as a universal unipotent connection on IP}@. Moreover, classical
polylogarithms
Zl’l
Lig(z):=) —, k=1
2

n>0

and their generalizations

. Z
Lig, ,@ = Y  ——» r>0k=>0,

>0 M

interpreted [Beilinson and Deligne 1994] as periods of unipotent variations of mixed Hodge structures
on P! — {0, 1, 0o}, can be expressed as (regularized) iterated integrals of algebraic 1-forms dz/z and
dz/(1 — z) that appear in the KZ connection.

It is important to note from [Deligne 1989, Section 12] that in the “good” case when a smooth variety
X is defined over a field IK, and its compactification X satisfies the conditions of

HX,0)=K and H'(X,0)=0,

Deligne’s canonical extension to X of a unipotent vector bundle V over X, V), is a trivial bundle. Clearly
this works for X =P\ {0, 1, oo}, and allows one to define a global fiber functor on the tannakian category
Cg of unipotent connections over IP}Q with regular singularities at 0, 1, co. However, this does not work
for punctured elliptic curves.

The tricky part in our elliptic case is that Deligne’s canonical extension of Pgr, PR, is not a trivial
bundle as the corresponding monodromy representation fails a Hodge theoretic restriction (see [Hain
1986]). We trivialize the bundle Pgr on two open subsets of the (universal) elliptic curve, and write down
algebraic connection formulas according to these trivializations, with suitable gauge transformation on
their intersection. These two opens are E’ and E” (correspondingly, £ and £” for the universal elliptic
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curve &), where E”, containing the identity, is the complement of three nontrivial 2-torsion points of E
(the trivial one being the identity).
For a single elliptic curve E i, this bundle P4r is a universal object of the tannakian category

COR . unipotent vector bundles V over E defined over K with a flat connection V
K that has regular singularity at the identity with nilpotent residue

This allows us to compute the tannakian fundamental group (C&R, w) of this category, where the fiber
functor w is the fiber over a lK-rational point of E. It is a free pronilpotent group of rank 2 defined over K.
This tannakian formalism implies that the elliptic KZB connection that we have computed explicitly on
the algebraic vector bundle Par can be viewed as a universal unipotent connection over E/i. Similar
results have been recently obtained by Enriquez and Etingof [2018] for the configuration space of n points
in an elliptic curve E with ground field C.

The elliptic KZB connection enables us to construct closed? iterated integrals of algebraic 1-forms of
any lengths on E, so that one can compute the (regularized) periods of " (E’, V), where Vv is a tangential
base point at the identity. This leads naturally to elliptic polylogarithms [Beilinson and Levin 1994;
Brown and Levin 2011; Levin and Racinet 2007]. Note that it is not known in general how to construct
closed iterated integrals of algebraic 1-forms of lengths 3 or more. In Section 7A, we show that the naive
elliptic analogue of the KZ connection

V=d- ﬂT + d—xS,
y y
which we call the naive connection, is somewhat different than the elliptic KZB connection, see
Proposition 7.2 for the precise statement. However, one can show that the elliptic KZB connection
on E is algebraically gauge equivalent to the naive connection up to degree 5, see Remark 7.3. Therefore,
periods constructed from both connections, as iterated integrals of algebraic 1-forms of lengths at most 5,

are the same.

Part I. Background
1. Moduli spaces of elliptic curves

Here we quickly review the construction of moduli spaces of elliptic curves and their Deligne-Mumford
compactifications. Full details can be found in [Katz and Mazur 1985; Hain 2011], or the first section of
[Hain 2013].

1A. Moduli spaces as algebraic stacks. Denote the moduli stack over Q0 of elliptic curves with n marked
points and r nonzero tangent vectors by M 7. The Deligne-Mumford compactification of M , will
be denoted by M Ln-

e, homotopy invariant.
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One can view M 4 as the stack quotient of M, by the G,-action

AMIE;x1, ..., Xxp; 0] — [E; x1, ..., Xp; Aw],
where a moduli point [E; x1, ..., X,; w] € Ml’n 4 is represented by tuples
(E;xls ~~'axn;a))a

an elliptic curve E with n marked points and the differential form w that is dual to the marked tangent
vector.

For example, the moduli space M, j over Q can be described explicitly as the scheme
M Li= A?Q \ D,

where D is the discriminant locus {(u, v) € A%: A =u?—27v? =0}, see [Katz and Mazur 1985, Section 2.2].
The point (u, v) corresponds to the once punctured elliptic curve (the plane cubic) y? = 4x> — ux — v
with the abelian differential dx/y. The moduli stack M,; can be defined as the quotient of M 7 by the
Gy,-action

A (u,v) = (A" *u, 2 7%).

Its compactification, the moduli stack /\71,1, is the quotient of ¥ := A2 — {(0, O)}4 by the same (,,-action
above.
Similarly, define the moduli stack M > over Q to be the quotient of the scheme

M1,1+T ={(x,y,u,v) € AZ x A2 : y2 = 4x3 —ux — v, and ud — 2702 # 0}

by the G,,-action
Ar(x,y,u,v)— ()fzx, )»*3y, )»*4u, )\*611).

Here the point (x, y,u,v) € M, |1 corresponds to the point (x, y) on the punctured elliptic curve
y? = 4x3 — ux — v with the abelian differential dx/y. Note that M 5 is £, the universal elliptic curve £
over M | with its identity section removed. We define its compactification M 1.2 as the quotient of the
scheme

(G, y,u,v) € A2 x A2 : y? = 4x3 —ux — v, (u, v) # (0, 0)}

by the same (,,-action above. Note that M 1,2 is the compactification & of the universal elliptic curve £
whose restriction to the g-disk is the Tate curve Etye — Spec Z[[¢]l (see [Silverman 1994, Chapter V]).

1B. Moduli spaces as complex analytic orbifolds. Working complex analytically, we can define moduli
spaces as complex orbifolds

2111’11 = Gm\\MT’IT, 2111’12 = Gm\\leu,ll—i-_l"
where M*lmi =M, 1(C) and MT,IHI := M ;,1(C) are complex analytic manifolds.

40One may regard Y’ as a partial compactification of M, ;.



2248 Ma Luo

The moduli space M7"; can also be defined as the orbifold quotient SL>(Z)\\h of the upper half plane
b by the standard SL;,(Z) action

. a b . _L__a‘L’-i-b
Y=\c¢a): Y  ct+d

where y € SLy(Z) and t € h. The map

h— M™% ={(u,v) € C?:u® =270 £0)
T (20G4(7), 1Gg(1))

induces an isomorphism of orbifolds SL;(Z)\h = G,, \\M?"‘T, where G, (1) is the normalized Eisenstein
series of weight 2n (see Section 3A for a definition).
A point T € b corresponds to the framed elliptic curve E; := C/A; where A; :=Z & Zt, with a basis
a,b of Hi(E;; Z) that corresponds to 1, T of the lattice A; via the identification H{(E;; Z) = A;.
There is a canonical family of elliptic curves &, over the upper half plane b, called the universal framed
family of elliptic curves in [Hain 2011], whose fiber over 7 € b is E;. It is the quotient of the trivial
bundle C x h — b by the Z>-action:

(m,n) - (E, 7) > (E—l—(m,n)(.i), 7:).

The universal elliptic curve £*" over M{", is the orbifold quotient of C x b by the semidirect product’
SL,(Z) x 72, where Z* acts on C x b as above, and y € SL,(Z) acts as follows:

yiE ) (ct+d)7 g, y1).

The universal elliptic curve £%" can also be obtained as the orbifold quotient of & — b by SL,(Z). It
is an orbifold family of elliptic curves whose fiber over a moduli point [E] € M ; is an elliptic curve
isomorphic to E. If we remove all the lattice points Ay :={(§,7) e Cx b :& € A;} from C x b, then
take the orbifold quotient of the same SL;(Z) x Z>-action above, we obtain another analytic description
of the moduli space M7",. To relate the two descriptions, there is a map
(Cxbh)—Ay— M?nlﬁ ={(x,y,u,v) € C>* x C?: y*> =4x> —ux — v, (u, v) # (0, 0)}
€ ) P> (P26, 1), —2P3(€. 1), 20G4(7), {Gi (1))

that induces an isomorphism SL(Z) x Z2\((C x h) — Ap) = Gy, \MTHHT’ where P»(&, 7) and P3(&, 1)
are, up to a constant, the Weierstrass g-function g, (§) and its derivative . (£) (see Section 3B for the
definition).

5The semiproduct structure is induced from the right action of SL;(Z) on 72 (‘Z Z) :(mn)— (mn) (f Z)
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2. The local system H with its Betti and -de Rham realizations

The local system H over M ; is a “motivic local system”, which has a set of compatible realizations:
Betti, @-de Rham, Hodge and /-adic described in [Hain and Matsumoto 2018, Section 5]. In this section
we will follow [loc. cit., Section 5] closely and describe its Betti realization HB and Q@-de Rham realization
HIR, and the comparison between these two.

We will denote the pullback of H (resp. HE, #®) to M 47 by Hup7 (resp. HE L Hgi;), so that H;
(resp. HE, H‘liR) is the same as H (resp. HB, HIR).

2A. Betti realization H®. The Betti realization HP is the local system R'73Q over M{"| associated
to the universal elliptic curve 7" : £2" — M{",. We identify it, via Poincaré duality H Y(E) — H\|(E)
fiberwise, with the local system over /\/l"l‘“1 whose fiber over [E] € M 1 is H{(E; Q).

There is a natural SL;(Z) action

_[(a b\ (b (@ b\ (b
Y=\cd) \a cd)\a)’
where a, b is the basis of H|(E; Z) that corresponds to the basis 1, T of A;. The sections a, b trivialize

the pullback Hy, of H® to b.
Denote the dual basis of H!(E,; Q) = Hom(H,(E;), Q) by a, b. Then, under Poincaré duality,

id=—band b=a.

And the corresponding SL,(Z) action on this dual basis is

y:(a —b) (a _b)(j Z)

One can construct the local system H® by taking the orbifold quotient of the local system Hy — b by the
above SL,(Z)-action.

2B. Q-de Rham realization H9R. The Q-de Rham realization H™® is an algebraic vector bundle
HY(E/M; 1) over Q, defined by relative cohomology, on M 0 equipped with the Gauss—Manin
connection. By our definition M ; := Gy, \\Mlj’ to work with M/ is to work G,,-equivariantly
with M, 7. We first construct the corresponding algebraic vector bundle on M 7. Define a vector bundle

H%R = OMLTS D OM],TT

over M, 7 with a G,,-action:

A-S=A7'S and A-T=AT,

where the sections S and T represent algebraic differential forms xdx/y and dx/y respectively. This
G,,-action extends the action on M Ljto the bundle H%R over it.
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The Gauss—Manin connection is explicitly given by
Vo—d+t 1dAT+3ozS 8+ uaT+1dAS 0 0
0= 12A 2A7)aT 8A 12 A T)0S’
where o« = 2udv — 3vdu, A = u> —27v? and d/9S, 9/0T a dual basis for S,T (see [Hain 2013, Propo-
sition 19.6]). This connection is G,,-invariant, and defined over Q. Therefore, the bundle H%R with

connection Vj over M, 7 descends to a bundle HIR over My 1.
The canonical extension ﬁ%R of H%R toY = Aé \ {(0, 0)} is a vector bundle

77%“‘ = 0ySHOyT

with the same connection Vj above. Since the connection has regular singularities along the discriminant
locus D = {A =0}, and recall that M | = G,,\Y from Section 1A, the bundle ﬁ?R — Y descends to a
bundle H® over M ; with regular singularity and nilpotent residue at the cusp. It is an extension of
HIR over M, ; to M ;.

2C. The flat vector bundle H* and the comparison between H™ and HR. Define the holomorphic
vector bundle

HA = [H]B (024 OM?,HI
over M{";. The pullback of #*" to b (using the quotient map f) — M{"; = SL,(Z)\\b) is the vector bundle
zn = Oha o) Ohb,
where the sections a and b are flat.
Define a holomorphic section w of H{" by
w(t) = w, = 27i (& + th) = 2wi(ra —b),

where wy, is the class in H'(E,; C) represented by the holomorphic differential 27i d&.
The sections a and w trivialize the pullback

D+ := Op+a & Op+w

of H*" to D* via the map

h—D* tTrgq:= et

as they are invariant under y : v +— v +1 (With y being :I:((l) })), and thus invariant under the monodromy
action on the punctured g-disk D*.
An easy computation [Hain and Matsumoto 2018, Section 5.2] shows that the connection on #fj, in

terms of this framing is
0 d
Vi =d+a—L.
ow q
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Since this connection has a regular singularity at the cusp ¢ = 0, we can extend Hf. to the g-disk D by
defining

Hp = Opa ® Opw.

Therefore, we obtain Deligne’s canonical extension HA of H™ to /W‘I’fll, endowed with a connection V"
that has a regular singularity at the cusp.

To relate Betti and de Rham sections of 7*", we pull back the bundle ’H?“ to b via the map h — M‘;“I
in Section 1B, and compare it with 7—[;“.

Proposition 2.1. There is a natural isomorphism
7/an any ~ (77dR _
(H s v0 ) — (H ) VO) ®O-A7I,l/® OM??I

induced from the pullback. The sections T and S that correspond to dx/y and xdx |y respectively, after
being pulled back, become
-2G
T= i and S= ﬂ.
2ri 2mi

Remark 2.2. Our formulas for T and S differ from those in Proposition 5.2 of [Hain and Matsumoto
2018] by a factor of 2wi. The reason is that the cup product of dx/y and xdx/y is 2rwi, and we have
multiplied their Poincaré duals by (277i)~! to obtain a @-de Rham basis of the first homology [Hain 2013,
Section 20], such that T=S and S = —T. More explanations are provided in Section 2D below.

2D. The fiber of H at the cusp. To better understand various Betti and de Rham sections of H*", we
observe the fiber H := Hj, at the cusp associated to the tangent vector d/dg. One can compute the limit
mixed Hodge structure on H (computed in [Hain and Matsumoto 2018, Section 5.4]), which is isomorphic
to @(0) ® Q(—1), with Betti realization H® = Qa @ Qb, and de Rham realization HR = Qa ¢ Qw.
Note that on H, —b =a = w/2mxi spans Q(—1) and a —b spans Q(0).

One can think of H as the cohomology H'(E; Jaq)- It is better to work with first homology, which is
the abelian quotient of the fundamental group. We use Poincaré duality to identify H(E) with H YE)D).
Therefore, we have Hi(Ej;5,) = H(1) = Q(1) ® Q(0), with Betti realization Qa & Qb and de Rham

realization QA @ QT, where

a w
A:= — and T:= .
2mwi 2mi

Note that on H (1), @a =2miA spans Q(1) and —b = T spans Q(0).
By Proposition 2.1, we can write S in terms of this de Rham framing A, T of H (or in fact H(1))

S=A-2G2(7)T.

We will use these sections A, S and T to write down the universal elliptic KZB connection in later sections.
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3. Eisenstein elliptic functions and the Jacobi form F (&, 5, 1)

3A. Eisenstein series. A modular form® of weight k is a holomorphic function f(z) on the upper half
plane h that satisfies

at +b

ct+d’

flyt)=(ct +d)kf(t), where y = (Z 2) eSLy(Z), T e€h, and yr =

and it extends to a holomorphic function on the g-disk.
Since f(t 4+ 1) = f(7), it has a Fourier expansion of the form
f(@)= Z ang"  where g = e>"'".
neZ
Since a modular form is holomorphic at the cusp, this g-series starts with terms of nonnegative g powers.
Moreover, a modular form is called a cusp form if the leading coefficient ag of its g-series is O.

Example 3.1 (weight k Eisenstein Series e;). For integer k > 0, 7 € §j, define

er(7) = Z (nt +m)~*.

(n,m)#(0,0)
Note that e, = 0 if k is odd. For k > 4, the series for ¢ is absolutely convergent. For k = 2, it has to be
summed in a certain way, called Eisenstein summation [Weil 1976, Chapter III].

Example 3.2 (normalized Weight k Eisenstein Series G;). We will normalize the Eisenstein series
following Zagier [1991]. Define Gy to be zero when k is odd. For k > 1, define
1 (2k—1)!

G (1) := 2 ik

e (7).

It has Fourier expansion

By —
Gu(r) = T + E o2—1(n)q"
n=1

where the By are Bernoulli numbers’ and o (n) = > din d*, with

— 1)
Gatlgmo = —% = %z(zm.

When k > 2 is even, Gy is holomorphic on the upper half plane, satisfying G (yt) = (ct + drGi(n),
and it is holomorphic at the cusp. Therefore, it is a modular form of weight k. When k£ = 2, we have that
G, satisfies (see [Zagier 1991])
ic(ct+d)

4 '
It is well known that the ring of all modular forms is the polynomial ring Q[G4, G¢].

Ga(y7) = (cT +d)*Ga(7) +

OWe will only consider modular forms of level one, i.e., those with respect to the entire modular group SL;(Z).
7One can define Bernoulli numbers By, by x/(e* — 1) = ?,o:o Bnx™/n!. Note that By = 1, B| = —% and that Byg 1 =0
when k > 0.
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3B. Eisenstein elliptic functions. For k > 0, T € h and & € C, define Eisenstein elliptic functions [Weil
1976] by
EvE, 1) = Z(S +nt +m)k.
n,m
Note that E} is absolutely convergent for kK > 3. For k = 1, 2, Ej is summed by Eisenstein summation
[loc. cit., Chapter III]. We will need the following formula, which is adapted from (9) of Chapter IV in
[loc. cit.].

LOE,
Formula 3.3. Zma— =FE;— E\E>.
T

Now we define functions Py (&, 7) for k > 2:

Pi(§, ) := i) M(Er(§, T) — ex(1)).
Note that up to a scalar, P, and Ps are the Weierstrass go-function g, (&) and its derivative respectively.

These Py satisfy recurrence relations [Weil 1976]: for m > 3, n > 3,

-2 n—2
()" &2 (- 2 2(m +n)
e ot N LGP+ (" G
(n—l)!;h! nthtm h+(m—1)!Zk! kb (CDT =0 n

k=1
The same relation also holds form =2, n > 2.

PmPn_Pm-‘rn:

By these relations, we know that the algebra generated by Eisenstein elliptic functions is the ring
K[ P>, P3] with coefficients in K := Q[G4, Gg].

Remark 3.4. If variable 7 is fixed, one can use P, P3 to embed the elliptic curve E; into a cubic in P2
(see Section 6), then P;’s are algebraic functions on this elliptic curve. In particular, if the elliptic curve
E; is defined over a field [K of characteristic 0, then there is an embedding with G4, G¢ € K, so that
Gy € K for all £ > 4. Therefore, Py’s are polynomials of P,, P; with coefficients in [, i.e., P;’s are in
the coordinate ring O(E,/k), which is a [<-algebra generated by P>, Ps.

3C. The Jacobi forms F (&, y, t) and FZ%2(u, v, 7). There are two different versions of the Jacobi
form F: one F (&, n, t) used by Levin and Racinet [2007] and another F Zag(y, v, T) used by Zagier
[1991]. They are related to each other by

F(&,n, 1) =2wi FA%Q2mig, 2min, 7).

In this paper, we will use F72 exclusively. We list some properties of 2 here and leave the most relevant
ones to the next subsection. These properties all follow from the theorem in [Zagier 1991, Section 3].

Proposition 3.5. The function FZ€(u, v, t) has the following properties:
(1) F2(u,v,7) = F*(v, u, 7).
(2) F2u+2mi, v, 1) = F#(u, v, 7).
(3) FAu 4 2mit, v, T) = exp(—v) F2%8(u, v, 7).

4) F2u/(ct +d),v/(ct +d), y1) = (cT + d) exp(cuv/Q2mi(ct + d)))F?2(u, v, ), where y =
(“") € SLa(2) and yt = (at +b)/(cT + ).



2254 Ma Luo

3D. Some useful formulas. In this section, we provide some formulas that will be used in later sections.

First, we express the Jacobi form F Zag in terms of Eisenstein elliptic functions P, = (2mwi)~ “K(Ex —ep)
for k > 2 and 27i) Y (E; —e;) = (2mi)~'E;. This is well-known, stated as Proposition-Definition(4.iii)
in [Brown and Levin 2011, Section 3.4], also stated as (13) in [Levin and Racinet 2007] but with a typo.8

o (—T)F
Formula 3.6. Tang(2ni$,T,r):exp(—Z . Pk(s,r)>.
k=1

Proof. By [Zagier 1991, page 456, (viii)]

2
F2(y,v,7) = u;}v exp(Z k‘[u + o (u+v)k]Gk(r)).
Multiplying by v, then take logarithm on both sides, we get

. 2
log(F™E(u, v, 1)) =log( 1+ = | + Y =[u* + v — (w+v)"1Gx(7)
u k>0 k!

_ (— v/u)k ad ! u\* ! u\* G
_Z Z k! + v/] +; k(1)

k=1

Letu =2mi&, v=T, and rescale G} back to e¢;, we have

, (— T/2m§)k >, 2Tk 27ig\* 2\ 1 (k—1)!
Zag — E E
R S > [ ( ) <1+ T ) ]2 Qmi)k

ex (1)

k=1
00 -1
:_Z%(zmgrk—z—(zm) ’Z( ><27”§) e1(7)
k=1 =1
N e LN I (N _
:_Z p (27i) kg—k—sz(zm) k Z 7(}{)5’ ker(1)
_ =1 I=k+1
T 2 (=T)* 2 [1-1
__Z( ) Qi) kgk Z( k) QriyF=1F Y (k—l)sl_kel(t)
k=1 I1=k+1
. (—T)* —k k — (-1 I—k
Z—(z i) [gk (- )l:;l(k_l)s a(r)]

=— Z (_kT) Qi) *(Er—ex)

k=1

2 (=T
=— Pi(£,7)

8Equation (13) in [Levin and Racinet 2007] is missing a £ on the left-hand side.
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where the last line follows from (10) of Chapter III in [Weil 1976], and the facts that (]l(:ll) =0forl <k

and that e, (t) = 0 for odd k. After taking exponential on both sides, Formula 3.6 follows. Il

Taking partial derivative with respect to 7', we have

Zag

Formula 3.7 TaF Qrig, T, 1) =ex (—i (_T)kP (& r)) (i(—T)k_lP (& r)—l)
oo aT , 4, - P k k\S, — k\S, T .

k=1

4. Unipotent completion of a group and its Lie algebra

Suppose we are given a finitely generated group I', and a field [K of characteristic 0. The group algebra
KT is naturally a Hopf algebra with coproduct, antipode and augmentation given by

Aigr>g®g, i:g—>g L, e:gr 1.
Note that it is cocommutative but not necessarily commutative, and thus does not correspond to the
coordinate ring of a (pro-)algebraic group. It is natural to consider its (continuous) dual, which is
commutative. We define the unipotent completion I'"" of I" over [K, a (pro-)algebraic group, by its
coordinate ring

O(F;’%) = Hom (KT, ) := lim Hom(KI"/1", ),

n

where we give KI" a topology by powers of its augmentation ideal / := ker €. The set of its [K-rational
points I'""(IK) is in one-to-one correspondence with the set of

{ring homomorphisms (’)(F%‘{) — KJ.

For example, any y € I' gives a ring homomorphism (’)(F‘/lunﬁ) — K by evaluating O(F}‘&) at y, thus
determines a K-point y € I'"*(K).
For the purpose of this paper, we only need to consider the case of I" being a free group.

4A. The unipotent completion of a free group. Suppose that I is the free group (x, ..., x,,) generated
by the set {xi, ..., x,}. The coordinate ring O(I""") of its unipotent completion I'"" over K is a K vector
space spanned by a basis {a;} indexed by tuples I = (i1, i2, ..., i), wherei; € {1, 2, ..., n}. If the index

is empty, then agz = 1; if the index tuple only consists of one number / = (i), we will simply write a;
as a;. The product structure on O(I'*") is induced by shuffle product IIT and linearity

aj-ajy = Z ag.
Ke ImJ
For each K-point y € '"(K), “coordinate function” a; takes value a;(y) in KK, and
ar(y)-a;(y)= Y ak¥). )
Ke Im1J

Note that it is natural to define {ay, ..., a,} as the dual basis of {xi, ..., x,}, so that a; (x;) = §;;.
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To determine the structure of I'"", consider the ring K{(X, ..., X,)) of formal power series in the
noncommuting indeterminants X ;. It is a Hopf algebra with each X ; being primitive, and its augmentation
ideal is the maximal ideal I = (X1, ..., X,).

There is a unique group homomorphism

0:T > K{X,..., X,)
y Y a(n)X;
1

that takes x; to exp(X ), where for I = (iy, i, ..., i,), define X; := X; X;, --- X,
For any [K-point y € I'""(K), the element ) _, a;(y) X is group-like by (2). This induces a continuous
isomorphism
0 : T"(K) — {group-like elements in (X1, ..., X, )"},

where IK({(X1, ..., X,)" is completed from K{X1, ..., X,,)) with respect to its augmentation ideal.
It is easy to use universal mapping properties to prove:

Proposition 4.1. The homomorphism 6 is an isomorphism of complete Hopf algebras. [

Corollary 4.2. The restriction of 6 induces a natural isomorphism
df : Lie(M™(K)) — Lx(X1, ..., X,)"

of topological Lie algebras.

Proof. This follows immediately from the fact that 6 induces an isomorphism on primitive elements and
the well known fact that the set of primitive elements of the power series algebra IK{( X1, ..., X,)) is the
completed free Lie algebra L (X1, ..., X,)". O

Remark 4.3. By the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff formula, the exponential map
exp: L (X1, ..., X,)" — {group-like elements in K{(X1, ..., X, )"},

is a group isomorphism. Therefore, ['""(K) and its Lie algebra Lie(I""" (<)) are isomorphic as groups.

5. Universal elliptic KZB connection — analytic formula

In this section, we describe the main object to be studied in this paper, working complex analytically.
There is a canonical vector bundle P (resp. p) over M » whose fiber over a moduli point [E’, x] is the
unipotent fundamental group 7" (E’, x) (resp. Lie(m{"(E’, x))).? This vector bundle comes with an
integrable connection, which is called the universal elliptic KZB connection. Analytic formulas for this
connection have been given in different forms by Levin and Racinet [2007] and by Calaque, Enriquez
and Etingof [2009].

9From Remark 4.3, the unipotent completion of a group and its Lie algebra are isomorphic, we will regard this bundle as a
local system of both unipotent fundamental groups and Lie algebras, whichever is appropriate.
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The universal elliptic KZB connection for the bundle P over £ actually lives on &£, even €. Since
P over £ is a unipotent vector bundle, using Deligne’s canonical extension, we obtain P over £ by
extending P across the boundary divisors, the identity section and the nodal cubic. The universal elliptic
KZB connection has regular singularities around these divisors, as is shown in [Hain 2013, Sections 12
and 13].

By Section 4A, the fiber of P over a point [E’, x] is the Lie algebra Lie(r{"(E’, x)) of its unipotent
fundamental group 7" (E ', x), which can be identified with Lc(A, T)”, where A and T are the sections
of H defined in Section 2D. Note that these sections, when pulled back to b, trivialize the vector bundle
Hp, with a factor of automorphy.'? This factor of automorphy lifts to a general one on the bundle P over
Cxp!

We now write the connection form in terms of analytic coordinates (&, 7) on C x f. It is shown to
be SL,(Z) x Z>-invariant in terms of the factor of automorphy we just described and flat in [Hain 2013,
Section 9]. Therefore, it descends to a flat connection on the bundle P over the orbifold £.

The connection is defined by

VA f=df +of.

with a 1-form
w € Q'((C x h) log Ap) ® DerLe(A, T),

whose analytic formula is given by

]
=2mid A— ,
w=2midt® a_l_-i-lﬁ—i—v

with
Gom2(7) . o ,
wZZ(ﬁz’”‘“@ > D ladA), adp ()] ),
m=l . Jj+k=2m+1
i k>0
and

Zag
aT

1
V= +vy=TFXQmie, T, 1) - A®2mi d& + (? +T Qmi&, T, r)) A®27i dr.

Here, we view ¢ (A, T)" as a Lie subalgebra of Der ¢ (A, T)” via the adjoint action, and T" denotes the
n-time adjoint action ad} on Lc(A, T)”; since every derivation § € Der Lc(A, T)” is determined by its
values on A and T, it can be written uniquely in the form

9 d
§=8(A)—+8(T)—.
A) oy +3(M =

X -1
10The factor of automorphy on Hy is easily computed to be My (7) = ((”Jrcd) crg-d) fory = (¢4 s) € SLy(Z), cf. [Hain
2013, Example 3.4].
UThe general factor of automorphy on P is
My () oexp(cET/Qmi(ct +d))) y = (8 {;) e SLy(2)

My €. = {exp(—mT) (m,n) eZ?

[Hain 2013, Section 6, (6.2)].
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Part II. KZB Connection on a single elliptic curve

In this part, we describe an algebraic de Rham structure Pgg on the restriction of the canonical bundle
P to a single elliptic curve E. We essentially reproduce and then complete the unfinished work of Levin
and Racinet [2007, Section 5]. In particular, their connection, though being algebraic, has an irregular
singularity at the identity of the elliptic curve. Moreover, their formula is not explicit.

We compute explicitly the restriction of the universal elliptic KZB connection to a single elliptic curve
in terms of its algebraic coordinates. We resolve the issue of irregular singularities at the identity in
the connection formula by trivializing the bundle P4 on two open subsets of E, one of which contains
a neighborhood of the identity where the connection has a regular singularity. Therefore, we have
constructed a de Rham structure Pgr on P over E. Trivializing it on different open subsets is necessary
because Deligne’s canonical extension P of P from E’ (elliptic curve E punctured at the identity) to E,
unlike the genus zero case (of P'), is not trivial as an algebraic vector bundle.

6. Elliptic curves as algebraic curves

Fix t € § and an elliptic curve E = E;. Using the Weierstrass gp-function

2 (§) = Ex(§, T) —ex(7),

we can embed a punctured elliptic curve E’ into P? as follows:

£ > [Qri) o0 (8), Qri) el E), 11.12

This satisfies an affine equation

y2 =4x> —ux —v,

where u = g2(1) =20G4(7), v = g3(7) = %Gﬁ(f). It is defined over K := Q(u, v). The identity of E is
at the infinity. The equation y = 0 picks out three nontrivial order 2 elements in E (the trivial one being
the identity), we define

E':=E—{y=0}.

Note that id € E”, and {E’, E”} form an open cover of E.

By pulling back through the above embedding, one can identify algebraic functions and forms with
their analytic counterparts, which is how we will turn the analytic formula of the connection into an
algebraic formula. For example, coordinate functions x, —y/2 pull back to P,, P3 defined in Section 3B,
and the differential dx/y pulls back to 27i d§. Note from Remark 3.4 that for k > 2, P, can be expressed
by a polynomial of P,, Ps, i.e., P, = Pr(x, y) € K[x, y].

12We choose this embedding so that powers of 277 will not appear in our algebra formulas of KZB connections later.
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7. Algebraic connection formula over E’

Fix t € b, an elliptic curve E = E, defined over a field K of characteristic zero, and its algebraic
embedding as in the last section. The elliptic KZB connection restricted from the universal one to the
once punctured elliptic curve E' = E '\ {id} is

=d+v, =d+TF%Qri&, T,17)-AQ27i dE. (3)

Note that when described in terms of sections A and T, the bundle P has factors of automorphy [Hain
2013, Section6]. We would like to make sections of P elliptic (i.e., periodic with respect to the lattice A;)
by a gauge transformation so that the factor of automorphy is absorbed into it and become trivial. The
connection form would also be elliptic and can be expressed in terms of algebraic coordinate functions
x, y,and Py’s. Following Levin and Racinet [2007 Section 5] and using Formula 3.6, the connection

transforms under the gauge ga,(§) = exp( 5—FE 1T) intoV=d+ valg with 1-form

2711

alg -1 -1
V) ° = —dgag - 8alg +galgV1galg

1 E1 0 ( T)k '
=_%E2Td$+exp(—%T) ex ( Z Pk(é,r)>.A®2md$

=1
=—Qni) 2(Ey—en)T ®2midE + exp( Z Pk(g, r)) (A= Qi) e T) @ 2wi dé

k=2
d > (=T)¥
=—uT+eXp(—Z( k) Pk(x,y))-5®2ﬂidé
Y k=2
xdx "
:—TT+75+an(x y)—T

Here v?lg e QUE i) ® Lic(S, T)", T" is the action ady on Ly(S, T)" that repeats the adjoint action of T
for n times, and

1 (DM P, p) \ /
qn(x,y) = Z alasl -, H( A GO(E/K)7
k=2

2a,+3az+--+na,=n

where O(E/, K) K[x, y]/(y2 — 4x3 + ux + v). Note that the above sum is indexed by the partitions
of integer n with summands at least 2. For example, 5 has 2 such partitions: 5 and 2 + 3, so g5 =

P5 + ( Pz) . % = %P5 — éP2P3. Written as polynomials in K[x, y], we have g, = —% = —%x,
2 2
‘13— 3 =) andq4:(—%)+%( f;z) 05

Remark 7.1. One can use the recurrence relations of the P; described in Section 3B to find relations
among the g,,.

Note that the form viﬂg is defined over [, so we have constructed an algebraic vector bundle (Pgr, V)
over E’ whose fibers can be identified with Ly (S, T)”. This algebraic bundle is defined over K, with its
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connection V also defined over K. It provides us with a K-structure Pgr on P over E’. Since the form
vflg has irregular singularity (xdx/y having a double pole) at the identity, we cannot extend it naively
across the identity to obtain Deligne’s canonical extension. To construct the canonical extension, we have
to change gauge on a Zariski open neighborhood E” of the identity. We do this in Section 8.

7TA. The naive connection versus the elliptic KZB connection. Before we do this, we consider the naive
connection on the trivial bundle
xS, MH"xE' — E’

which is defined by V' =d + v“awe where

ppaive _ _xdx_l_ dxs

y y

naive

This flat connection is defined over K, whose monodromy is a homomorphism p cm(E', x) =

L(S, T)" that induces an isomorphism
1"V Lie g ™(E, x) — L(S, T)".

Since the elliptic KZB connection V = d + v?g agrees with the naive connection up to degree 2, its
monodromy oK% (E', x) — (S, T)" also induces an isomorphism

1578 : Lie r™(E', x) — (S, ).

Although both 1"V and I¥%B are isomorphisms of prounipotent groups, they can not be algebraically
transferred from one to the other while preserving the group structure on L(S, T)".

Proposition 7.2. Fix a field K of characteristic zero. Between the elliptic KZB connection V = d + valg
and the naive connection V' = d + v{““ve, there are no algebraic gauge transformation over any Zariski
open subset of E i that preserves the group structure on the fiber (S, T)".

Proof. Suppose there were such a change of gauge g that preserves the group structure, its value would
lie in the subgroup exp L(S, T)" of AutL(S, T)", acting on the fiber L(S, T)" by conjugation. In other
words, we would have g : E --» exp (S, T)", with coefficients in IK(E), field of fractions of O(E’ K)
such that

alg _ —dg g + gvnalveg—l
or equivalently
dg = gvndlve vflg g. 4)

This is an equation of 1-forms on E with values in Der (S, T)". Now let
g=14aT+BS+yT?+ASTHuUTS+8S*+0 T+ T?S+nTSTHETS> +7ST> +4STS+€S°T+15° +

13 The «—» sign appears as we regard —T and S as a basis for H{(E), dual to S = xdx/y and T =dx/y in HY(E), see
Remark 2.2 before Section 2D.
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where coefficients «, 8, y, ... € K(E) should be regarded as rational functions on the elliptic curve
E 1. We substitute g into (4). Now we equate the coefficients up to the third degree of derivations in
DerL(S, T)". We have

dao=0, dB=0, dy=0, d§=0, do=0 5)
dx xdx
dp=0—+p— (6)
y y
xdx dx
dh=—-p———a— (7)
y y
dx xdx 1xdx
dt =y —+p—+— ®)
y 2y
xdx xdx
dn=—pu—+Xr— 9)
y y
d d
i = p = 4572 (10)
y y
(11)

From (5), we know that o and 8 are constants. Taking cohomology classes on both sides of (6), we have

(][]0
y y

and easily get « = 8 = 0. Thus du =0, and u is a constant. For the same reason, A is a constant.

Now taking cohomology classes on both sides of (8) and of (9), we get y =0, and A = u = —%.
Similarly, taking cohomology classes on both sides of (10), we get © = 6§ = 0. However, u cannot be —%
and O at the same time! O

Remark 7.3. If we forget about the group structure on the fiber L(S, T)", we expect that there is an
algebraic gauge transformation, defined over [ and meromorphic at the identity when working over C,
between the elliptic KZB connection and the naive connection. The reason is that one expects to be able
to solve the above (4), if the gauge transformation g is allowed to take value in Aut (S, T)”". This would
indicate that periods of (regularized) iterated integrals constructed from both connections are the same.
For some evidence of this, up to degree 5, one can take g to be

g:S+>S—ZulT, [T, [T,[T, S — £x[S, [T. [T, [T, Sl +-
T T+ 3T, [T, S — ¢x[T, [T [T, [T, I — &[S, [T, [T, [T, SII +- - -

The form of this seems to suggest that there are (cohomological) obstructions in degrees 3, 5, . .. to gauge
transform between the elliptic KZB connection and the naive connection while preserving the group
structure on L(S, ).
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8. Algebraic connection formula over E”

Recall that we have an analytic local system (P, V") of (Lie algebras of) unipotent fundamental groups
over E’. The elliptic KZB connection V2" is obtained by restricting the universal elliptic KZB connection
to E’. Note that the analytic formula of the elliptic KZB connection V" has regular singularity at the
identity with pronilpotent residue. The elliptic KZB connection thus extends naturally from E’ to E, and
we obtain Deligne’s canonical extension (P, V&) of (P, V). It is not immediately clear that (P, V")
has an algebraic de Rham structure. The question is to determine whether this canonical extension is
defined over KK, the field of definition of E. In this section, we show that the elliptic KZB connection V" is
gauge equivalent to its algebraic counterpart V defined over I, which has regular singularity at the identity
with pronilpotent residue. It follows that Deligne’s canonical extension P of P to E is defined over [K.
We start with the algebraic connection V =d + vflg, which is defined to be gauge equivalent to the
analytic one V" in the last section. Since v;‘lg has irregular singularities at the identity of E, we would like
to apply another gauge transformation to make it regular. The reason vflg has irregular singularity is that
we introduced a gauge transformation involving E, which has a pole at the identity. To cancel this effect
and make the connection regular at the identity, we apply a gauge transformation grey = exp(—(2x%/y)T).

Then the connection becomes V = d + v;%, with 1-form

Vieg = _dgreg : gr;; + gregviﬂg gr;gl
2x2 d 22 e (=T
= (d(i> — u)T—i—exp(—iT— Z (=1 Pr(x, y)) -S®2mwidé
y y y =k
2x2 d d = d
= (d(i) - u)T+ Zs 1y nnETs.
y y y = y

Here v{eg e Q' (E"logf{id}) ® Lk (S, T)" and we get, by direct calculation, rational functions

1 L (DR P, )\ ,
ney= Y ]‘[(( a3 y)) e O(E"\ [id),

alalas! - - - ay! k
ay+2ar+3a3+---+na,=n 136243 =1

where P; (x, y) := —2x%/y and O(E" \ {id}) = O(E;) = O(E")[y~']. Note that the sum for r, is indexed
by the partitions of integer n with no restrictions of the summands. For example, 4 has 5 partitions: 4,
3+1,242,24+14+1,1+1+1+1,5s0

Py 1 (/P Py 1/ P\ 1 (/P\* [ P\ 1/P\*
“—(7)+m<?)'(T>+z—z<‘7> +m(7) \72) al\T
A pp i tpr Lp pa 1
Tyt g T T

Remark 8.1. One can use the recurrence relations of the P; described in Section 3B to find relations

among the r,,.

In the next section, we will check that:
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Lemma 8.2. The connection V = d + v{eg has a regular singularity at the identity with pronilpotent

residue.

Therefore, this connection a priori living on E” \ {id}, can be extended naturally across the identity. It
is an algebraic connection defined over KK on an algebraic vector bundle Pgr|g~ over the open subset E”
of E. This is one part of a vector bundle Par over E. The other part Par| e = P4r Was constructed using
the connection V =d + v;ﬂg in the last section. Now we have trivialized Pgr on an open cover of two
different subsets of E. By gluing two trivializations together in terms of the gauge transformation, we
have constructed an algebraic vector bundle Par over E.

Summarizing results in this part, we get:

Theorem 8.3 (the algebraic de Rham structure Pgr on P over E). Suppose that K is a field of character-
istic 0, embeddable in C. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over K. Then for each embedding o : K — C,

we have an algebraic vector bundle Par over E /i endowed with connection V, and an isomorphism
(Par, V) Q.o C~ (P, V).

The algebraic bundle Par and its connection V are both defined over K. The K-de Rham structure
(Par, V) on (P, V) is explicitly given by the connection formulas for v?lg on E' and vieg on E" above.
In particular, the connection V has a regular singularity at the identity.

9. Regular singularity and residue at the identity

In this section, we prove Lemma 8.2 by showing that vieg has regular singularity at the identity, and we
compute its residue there.

It is easy to check that analytically d(2x?/y) — xdx /y is holomorphic at the identity. So we are left to
check that

o.¢]

oo -T k
1+Zrn(x,y)T"=exp(—Z( k) Pk(x,y)> (12)
n=1 k=1

has a regular singularity at the identity.

Let & be the complex coordinate near the identity. Analytically, we need to calculate (in terms of &)
the principal parts of P; = —2x2/y and P;’s (k > 2). The principal part of P; = —2x?/y is 1/(2mi£);
the principal part of P, (k >2) is 1/(2mi&)*, since

Py = 2ri) M (Ex —ex)

=Qni)~* Z(E +mt4n)"F— Z/(mt +n)7*

m,n

1 . 1 R
o (Zni)k§k+(2nl) ;((E-i-mr +n)k  (mr —i—n)k)
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1 T o, ufltk=1 g!
= @riygr T %(mwn)" 12:1:( 1)( k-1 )<mr+n>l

1 = [+k—1
= (27‘[i§)k +Z(—1)l( —i];_ : )(27Ti)_(k+l)€k+l (27_”.%_)1.
=1

Therefore, (12) is of the following form near £ =0,

0 Lok e
exp(— Z w + holomorphic in S) = exp(ln(l + ﬁ)) eXP(}; an(ﬂ@”f)")

k=1
T o
= (1 + ﬁ> exp(Zan<T><2ms>"),

n=1

which has a regular singularity at the identity. Here Vn > 0, a,(T) € K[T] and ao(T) =0.

Now it’s easy to calculate the residue. Note that 2x2/y is an odd function in &, and when expressed in
terms of &, it has constant term O in the holomorphic part; so does each of the P;’s according to their
expansions above. Therefore, we know that the holomorphic part in & also has constant term 0, and the
residue at the identity we are looking for is then

T
—exp(0)-SQ2ni) =T -S=adT g,
2mi
which is in Der (S, T)”". Note that (27i) at the end of the first expression above comes from dx/y =
2mwidE.
10. Tannaka theory and a universal unipotent connection over E

Recall that a unipotent object in a tensor category C with the identity object 1. is an object V with a
filtration in C
0=VoC---CV,=V

such that each quotient V;/V;_ is isomorphic to 1éekj for some k; € N.
Let E be an elliptic curve defined over [, and fix an embedding o : K < C. Let E' = E — {id}.
Consider the following tensor categories:

(1) Unipotent Local Systems
CE := {unipotent local systems V over E'(C)},

where F is a field of characteristic 0, and the identity object 1033 is the constant sheaf Fg on E'(C).

(2) Algebraic de Rham

CR . unipotent vector bundles V over E /i defined over K with a flat connection V
Ko that has regular singularity at the identity with nilpotent residue ’
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where the identity object 10%11 is the trivial vector bundle O with the trivial connection given by the
exterior differential d.

(3) Analytic de Rham

om._ unipotent vector bundles V*" over E*" with a flat connection that is holomorphic over E’(C),
" | meromorphic over E(C) and has regular singularity at the identity with nilpotent residue

where E*" = E(C) is the analytic variety associated to E i, and the identity object 1can is the trivial
vector bundle Oga with the trivial connection given by the exterior differential d.

One can define fiber functors for these tensor categories so that they become neutral tannakian categories.
Taking the fiber over x € E'(C) of any object in C2 provides a fiber functor w, of CB. By Tannaka duality
and the universal property of unipotent completion, the tannakian fundamental group of C? with respect
to the fiber functor w,, which we denote by (CE, wy), is the unipotent fundamental group 7" (E " X)F
over F. We will denote 7{"(E’, x)q simply by 7" (E’, x).

In the same way, one can define a fiber functor w, of C*" for any x € E(C), and a fiber functor w, of C%R
for any x € E (). Note that we can take x to be the identity id € E (IK). We denote their corresponding
tannakian fundamental groups by 771 (C*, w,) and 71 (CSR, w,) respectively. Our objective is to establish
a natural comparison isomorphism between 1 (C*", w,) and m; (C&R, wy) X C for any x € E(K).

10A. Extension groups in C}E, C* and C&R. We start with a general setting. Let K be a field of
characteristic zero. Let C be a neutral tannakian category over K with a fiber functor w all of whose
objects are unipotent. Denote its identity object by 1.. The tannakian fundamental group of C with
respect to w, which we denote by I, is a prounipotent group defined over K. Denote its Lie algebra by u,
viewed as a topological Lie algebra. Since the category of /-modules is equivalent to the category of
continuous u-modules, we have

Hl (w) = H"(U) = Ext; (¢, 1¢).
The following is standard.

Proposition 10.1. Let u be a pronilpotent Lie algebra, and denote its abelianization by Hy(u). Then
H (1) = Hom(H. (u), K).
If H*(u) = 0, then u is a free Lie algebra.

Therefore, if Ext(zj(lc, 1.) =0, then the Lie algebra u of the tannakian fundamental group of C is freely
generated by Exté(lc, 10)*, the K-dual of Exté(lc, 10).
Now we compute extension groups in categories C5, C*" and C&R.
HYE(C); F)  whenC=C},
Lemma 10.2. Extt(lc, 1c) = { HY(E(C);C)  whenC=C™,
H iy (E ) when C = CjX.
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Proof. The first two cases are well known. The third case can be easily obtained by tensoring C&R with C
via the fixed embedding ¢ : K < C and invoking Grothendieck’s algebraic de Rham theorem, which
provides an isomorphism

Hx (E i) @ C => H'(E(C); C);

instead, we provide another proof, explicitly constructing extensions by using our algebraic connection
formulas on Pgr. Given a global 1-form w on E, we can define a connection

0w
vmar(02).

on the trivial bundle O @ Of. This defines an extension in Ext(lde(lc&R, lC&R) and gives rise to a map
K
e: HYE, Q)) — Exté%R(lc&R, Lew),

which is injective. To see this, we first tensor with C on both sides of this map. One can then identify the
complexified extension group on the right with H'(E; C) by using monodromy. And the map becomes
the inclusion of holomorphic 1-forms on E into H'(E; C), which is injective.

Suppose we have a vector bundle (V, V) € CIR which is an extension of (O, d) by (Og, d). By
forgetting the connections on all these bundles, this extension determines a class in Ext}Y (O, 0p) =
H'(E, Og). This gives rise to a map f and the following sequence

0— HYE, QL) %> Exté&R(lC&R, 1em) Ly HYE, OF) — 0.

The result follows if this is a short exact sequence.
Suppose a vector bundle (V, V) represents a class in ker f, then we have a split extension (without
connection)

0> 0O —>V—> 0O —0.

Fixing a splitting on V), the connection can be written as

0w
emas(02).

where o is a global 1-form on E. So we have
ker f =ime.

To show f is surjective, we provide here explicitly a vector bundle with connection that corresponds
to a nontrivial extension class in H!(E, Og). Recall that the connection V on Pgg is given by algebraic
connection formulas

_[etam sy o e

V=
A= () TS
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The leading terms recorded here provides a connection on the abelianization of Pgr. This gives a nontrivial
extension of Of by Og, thus corresponds to a nontrivial class in H WE, Op). O

10B. The de Rham tannakian fundamental group w, (C&R, ®y). It is well known that there is an equiv-
alence of categories
ce =
The right arrow is the functor that takes a unipotent local system V over E’ to Deligne’s canonical
extension (V, V) of V® Oy, where
V:V -V QLdlog{id)).

The left arrow is the functor obtained by taking locally flat sections of V over E’. By this equivalence, we
obtain an isomorphism between their tannakian fundamental groups

comp,, g : 71 (C™, ®y) => 71 (CE, wy) = 7" (E', x) xq C (13)

for each x € E’'(C). By Section 4A, as an abstract group, the unipotent fundamental group 7{"(E’, x)¢
can be identified with its Lie algebra Lc (A, T)”, which is the same as L¢ (S, T)”", where A, S and T are
the sections defined in Section 2D.

The local system P over E’ is a pro-object in Cg, which is equivalent to an action

71 (CE, wy) — Autle(A, T (14)

of the tannakian fundamental group on the fiber of P over x. This corresponds to the adjoint action of
Le(A, T on itself
ad: Lc(A, T — Der Le(A, T)". (15)

There is another equivalence of categories
R = e,

where the right arrow is the obvious one, and the left arrow exists by GAGA: since E*" = E(C) is
projective, the category of analytic sheaves over E?" is equivalent to its algebraic counterpart over C. By
this equivalence, we have an isomorphism of tannakian fundamental groups

T1(C™, wy) — T (CR, w,)

for any x € E(C). Although it is well known that for each x € E () one can get a canonical [K-structure
71 (CR, w,) on 711 (CR, w,), we provide an elaborate proof to set up the discussion of universal connection
in the next subsection.

Proposition 10.3. There is a natural comparison isomorphism
. can CdR C
Compan,dR~7T1( , wy) = 11 ( K , Wx) XK

for any x € E(K).
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Proof. This map comp,, 4 is induced from the functor of tensoring with C by using the fixed embedding
oc:K—=C:
R@C— R ™

We study it by working with a special object. In Section 8, we constructed such an object: an algebraic
vector bundle (Pgr, V) over E with a connection V defined over K. It is a pro-object in C&R, and
corresponds to an action

T (CR, wy) — Autlc(S, )" (16)

of the tannakian fundamental group on the fiber over x. Recall from Theorem 8.3 that
(Par, V) @k C~ (P, V'Y,

where P is Deligne’s canonical extension of P over E’ to E. Therefore, after tensoring with C, we obtain
the object P in C*", which, by (13) and (14), is equivalent to an action

71 (C*™, wy) = AutlLe(S, T,

This action factors through the action given by (16) x C, that is, we have a diagram

pan dR

T (C", T (CRR, wy) xK C

\ l

Autle(S, D"

Note that the functor that takes a unipotent group to its Lie algebra is an equivalence of categories between
the category of unipotent I-groups and the category of nilpotent Lie algebras over K. The above diagram
is thus equivalent to the following diagram

Le(A, DN —— u(CR, w,) @K C
\ l
Derlc (A, T

CdR

where u(Ci", w,) denotes the Lie algebra of (CR ). Since the adjoint action ad : L¢(A, T) —

Der Lc(A, T from (15) is injective, the top row of the previous diagram
comp,, gr : T1(C*", wy) = m (C&R, w,) XK C

must also be injective. The surjectivity of this map follows from the fact that the Lie algebra u(CSR, w,)
is generated by the K-dual Hle(E /)" of H R(E /), see discussion in Section 10A. ]

Remark 10.4. One can choose x to be a tangential base point. For example, one can take the fiber functor
to be the fiber at the unit tangent vector v at the identity of E. We will denote this fiber functor by w;.
For an admissible variation of Hodge structures, this amounts to taking the limit mixed Hodge structure
associated to the tangent vector, see the natural definition given in [Hain 1987]. See also [Deligne 1989,
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Sections 15.3-15.12] for tangential base points and [Hain 2013, Section 16] for their relations to limit
mixed Hodge structures.

Corollary 10.5. There is an isomorphism of groups over K
71(Cie', wx) Zexplic(S, )"
for any x € E(K).

Remark 10.6. One can establish the isomorphism in a different way. By Deligne [1989, Corollary 10.43],
in the unipotent case, the tannakian fundamental groupoid is compatible with extension of scalars. In
particular, for our category C&R, given any x € E(K), restricting its tannakian fundamental groupoid to a
diagonal point (x, x) gives a tannakian fundamental group defined over [K, which is also compatible with
extension of scalars, i.e., 7 (C&R) xk C = m (CgR). Therefore, one obtains an isomorphism

T1(C™, wy) — 1 (CR, w,) xi C.

10C. Universal unipotent connection over an elliptic curve E . Using the explicit universal connec-
tion V on Pgr, we provide an explicit construction of the lK-connection that has regular singularity at
the identity of E i on a unipotent vector bundle Y 4in C&R which, by Corollary 10.5, corresponds to a
unipotent representation

0 :expl(S, " — Aut(V).

This is achieved by composing the universal connection forms with the representation p.

Given a unipotent vector bundle V over E /i In C%R. Choose the fiber functor w; over the unit tangent
vector v at the identity of E and denote by V := V; the fiber over the tangent vector v at the identity (see
Remark 10.4). This vector bundle V' corresponds to a unipotent representation

o expl(S, H" — Aut(V),
and equivalently a Lie algebra homomorphism
log p : L(S, T — End(V).
Recall that we have defined 1-forms
Ve QUE) @Lk(S, T)" and v € Q(E" log{id}) ® Li(S, T)"
in Section 7 and Section 8, respectively. They are gauge equivalent on E' N E” via the transformation
Gree : E'NE" — explLi(S, T)" C AutlLy(S, T)".

Define 1-forms
Q== (1®log p) o v € Q' (E") @ End(V)

140One should think of this bundle as Deligne’s canonical extension to E of V over E’.
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and

QY = (1®log p) o v, € Q' (E” log(id}) ® End(V).

Over E’ and E”, we endow trivial bundles

VxE and VxE"
E/ E//

with connections V =d + @}, and V = d + QY,, respectively. Define
gv:E'NE" — Aut(V)

by gy :=exp(log p olog greg), then 7, and QF, are gauge equivalent on E'N E” via gy. After gluing
these two trivial bundles by the gauge transformation gy, we obtain a connection V on V defined over K
such that

V:V - Ve QL (log{id)).

Part II1. Universal elliptic KZB connection — algebraic formula

Levin and Racinet [2007, Section 5] sketched a proof to show that the bundle P over £ and its
connection, the universal elliptic KZB connection, are defined over Q2. However, just as in the case of a
single elliptic curve, their work is incomplete in that their connection formula has irregular singularities
along the identity section of £.

We show that after an algebraic change of gauge, the universal elliptic KZB connection has regular
singularities along the identity section of £ and the nodal cubic. Since all these data are defined over (D,
we have completed the work.

Similar to the previous part, we compute explicitly the connection formula in terms of algebraic
coordinates on £. We resolve the issue of irregular singularities by trivializing the bundle on two open
subsets £ and £ of £, where £ is obtained from € by removing the identity section,' and £” is obtained
from £ by removing three sections that correspond to three nontrivial order 2 elements on each fiber. On
both open subsets, the algebraic connection formulas are defined over Q, and the one on £” has regular
singularities along the identity section. Note that the singularities around the nodal cubic are regular on
both open subsets, and the gauge transformation on their intersection is compatible with the canonical
extension P of P over £ to £. One can think of the universal elliptic KZB connection as an algebraic
connection on an algebraic vector bundle Pgr over &£, which is defined over @ with regular singularities
along boundary divisors. Therefore, we have constructed a @-de Rham structure Pgg on P over &.

S1tis M 5 as defined in Section 1B.
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11. Algebraic connection formula over &’

In Section 5, we defined the universal elliptic KZB connection V" on the bundle P over £ analytically.
This bundle P can be pulled back to a bundle over M‘]’“ 14 with connection, which we also denote by V",
In this section, we will write this connection in terms of algebraic coordinates x, y, u, v on M, , 41

(defined in Section 1A). The connection is Gy, -invariant, and is trivial on each fiber of M, , i Mi .2,

thus descends to a connection on M, =&’
As in the case of a single elliptic curve, fiber by fiber, we apply the gauge transformation of

E|
galg(§, T) = exp _ET

with both g, and E having the extra variable 7. After the gauge transformation, the connection
V¥ =d+w
transforms into

V=d+wug=d—dgug 8y, + Lug®8yg-

So using Formulas 3.3, 3.6 and 3.7 and Lemma 9.3 in [Hain 2013] we have

_ . 0 _ _
Walg = _dgalg . galgl + 8alg * <27‘[l dt ® Aa_T) + ga1glﬁgalg1 + galgvgalgl

L2 e 2B Vb amidr oAl 4y
= — — — l —
2mwi \ 0& aT aT
1 —exp(—E{/Qai)T EiT ,
Tl
+ EiT 1+T8ang(2 £, T, 7)) -A®27id
exp i T o7 mi&, T, T mwidt
1 1 _ 3
=—\—FExdéi+—(Ez— E(E)dt |TH2midt QA—+ ¢
27 27 JaT
1 —exp(—E/Qni)T — (—T)*
+ L2 CEE/CIDT) ) o oridr +exp —Z( .ty ) A®2mids
T — i
. exp(—E1/(2mi)T) o (—T)* =, k1 1
2mid — Py (&, -T P&, 7)— =) |-A
+2mi r@[ = +exp kXZ; P& ) ;( TPE D - <

Tk
= (—(2711')2(E2 — eg)T+exp(— E =D Pr(E, r)) -S) ®2ni(d§ + L,Euit)
2mi

k
k=2
3
+Qri) P EsT®2widt +27i dt ® Aﬁ +

o _ k o0
+ |:exp(— > ( ;) P(E, r)) (Z(—T)k—lpk(g, T) — %) + H -S®2midt

k=2 k=2
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Recall the map from Section 1B

(Cxh)—Ag— M - ={(x,y,u,v)€ C?x C?:y?=4x> —ux—v, (u,v) # (0,0)}
(. 1) > (P&, 1), —2P3(£, 1), 20G4(1), Ge(T))

that induces an isomorphism SL;(Z) x Zz\\((([j xbh)—Ay) = Gm\\/\/l‘i‘“]“. By pulling back through this

map, we identify some algebraic forms with their analytic counterparts’ appeared in the formula above in

the following

Lemma 11.1. Set o = 2udv — 3vdu, A = u® — 27v%. Then
. 3a ) 1
2midt = — and 2mi\dé+—Edr)|=— - ——— ————,
2A 2mi y

Proof. Direct computation from [Levin and Racinet 2007, Proposition 5.2.3]. O

Recall from Remark 3.4 that P (£, T) = (2mi) ¥ (Ex —ex), k > 2 can be written as rational polynomials
of x =P, 1), y=—-2P3(&,71), u =20G4(7) and v = %Gg(l’), i.e., for all k > 2, it can be written as
Pr(x,y,u,v) € Qlx, y, u, v]. Combining this with Lemma 11.1, we only need to show that in terms of
basis elements T and S,

ad
d+2mid A—
+2ridt ® 8T+w

is algebraic. But with respect to the above framing, d + 2wi dt ® Ad/dT transforms to [Hain 2013,
Proposition 19.6]

n 1 dAT+ Sas 0 n ua_l_+ 1 dAS 0 an
12 A 2A oT SA 12 A 3S’
and v transforms to
1 3« L ) P
Z((zm)!ﬁpz’”“(”’”)@. > (—1>’[adT(S),adT(S)]£>, (18)
mz1 jk=2m+1
7. k>0

where Gy,,+ is replaced by poy,40(u, v) € Qlu, v] (p2m (1, v)’s are polynomials defined by G, (t) =
P2 (20G4(7), 7Ge(1)/3), where G, is a normalized Eisenstein series of weight 2m), and ad4 denotes
the operation that takes the adjoint action of T repeatedly for j times. Note that every derivation
8 € DerlLg(S, T)” can be written uniquely in the form

d d
§=808)—=+46T)—,
()as+ M7

as it is determined by its values on S and T.
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So the algebraic 1-form of the universal elliptic KZB connection is given by

1 dA 3 0 uo 1 dA \ 9 xdx loux+3v 1dAx?
Walg = T+-—S + T+——S +-——+ N —

12A 0 "2a7)oT T\ 8A T12A7)5S y 4A y 6 Ay
00 k 2
(=T dx 6x°"—u «o 1dA x
-> P(x,y,u,v) )5 — - —————-"—=
+exp( Z T (X, Y, u v)) (y v 2A 64y
() k 00
(_T) k—1 1 1 30[
- P Y D Py u vy — = )+ = | S5
+[eXp( 2k k(x,y,u,v))(kzz( ) Pre(x, y,u,v) )55

1 3 o 9
+Z( X e Y <—1>f[ad4<5),ad’fr<5>]£)

2m)! 2A
m>1 ( ) j+Hk=2m+1 j,k>0

B 1dAT+3aS 0 n uaT+1dAS 0
L 12A 2AT )3T 8A 12 A 7)8S

(xdx 1 o ux+3v ldAx2>T+<dx 6x2—u «o 1dAx>

y 4A y 6 Ay y y 2A 6 Ay

dx 6x*2—u « 1dA x 3«

_— —1D— )gu(x, y,u,v) T"-S
Z(y Y A 6y ™ )2A>q(xy”v)

/1 3a . 9
— T Do ’ /[T .8, TF. 5] —
+Zl((2m)!mpz L _Z. —17[ ]85)
m> JjH+k=2m+1 j,k>0

where A = u® —27v%, o = 2udv — 3vdu, gn(x,y,u,v) € Qlx, y, u, v] (n > 2) are essentially the same
polynomials as in Section 7 but with two more variables u, v (previously u, v are fixed as the elliptic
curve is fixed) and py, (u, v) € Q[u, v] are polynomials we just defined. This 1-form takes value in
Der (S, T)". We view Lg(S, T)" as a Lie subalgebra of Der Lo (S, T)”" via the adjoint action, and T"
acts on Lg(S, T)" as ad%.

12. Algebraic connection formula over £”

As in the single elliptic curve case, we apply the gauge transformation gre, = exp(—(2x2/y)T) to the
previous formula for the algebraic 1-form, and obtain the algebraic 1-form

Wreg = _dgreg : gr_eé + gregwalggr_eg1
B 1 dAT+3aS 0 n uaT+ 1 dAS 0
L 12A 2AT )3T 8A 12 A7)dS

1 (a 2x2 xdx +lozux+3v T dx+1ua 1dA x S
y y 4 A y y y2A 6 Ay
3
— -~ . S _1 ~ . 9y 9y b Tn-S
+ vy Tya Ay )2A)r”(x Y. i, v)

n>1

1 3« o 9
= o (u, —1)/[T/ .S, Th. 51—
+Zl((2m)!mpz pn® 3, D ]85)
m> Jj+k=2m+1 j k>0
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where r,, (x, y, u, v) € Q(x, y, u, v) (n > 2) are essentially the same rational functions as in Section 8 but
with two more variables u, v.

Note that the G,,-action of A multiplies T by A, and S by A~!. It is easy to check that both connection
forms wy); and wyeg are G, -invariant. One can also show that the latter connection form wre, has regular
singularity along the identity section, and along the nodal cubic; the residue of the connection around the
identity section is adT sj, which is pronilpotent.

Just like the single elliptic curve case, we can use both connections w,)g and wg; with the gauge
transformation g, between them to construct a vector bundle Pgr over £,g. Since both connection forms
are defined over @ and have regular singularities along the nodal cubic, we can extend Pgg to £ 0 and
obtain an algebraic vector bundle Par.

Let (P, V&) be Deligne’s canonical extension to £ of the bundle P of (Lie algebras of) unipotent
fundamental groups over £’. We have

Theorem 12.1 (the @-de Rham structure Pgg on P over &). There is an algebraic vector bundle Par

over € /0 endowed with connection V, and an isomorphism
(Par, V) ®¢ C~ (P, V™).

The algebraic bundle Par and its connection V are both defined over Q. The Q-de Rham structure
(Par, V) on (P, V&) is explicitly given by the connection formulas for walg on &' and wyeg on E" above.
In particular, the connection V has regular singularities along boundary divisors, the identity section and

the nodal cubic.
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Moments of random multiplicative functions,
II: High moments

Adam J Harper

We determine the order of magnitude of E|Y",_, f (n)|2q up to factors of size e2@”), where f(n) is a
Steinhaus or Rademacher random multiplicative function, for all real 1 < g < clogx/loglogx.

In the Steinhaus case, we show that E|Y", _ f(n) |2q = 9@ x4(log x /(g 102(2¢))) 9D’ on this whole
range. In the Rademacher case, we find a transition in the behavior of the moments when g ~ (1 ++/5)/2,
where the size starts to be dominated by “orthogonal” rather than “unitary” behavior. We also deduce
some consequences for the large deviations of ), _ f(n).

The proofs use various tools, including hypercontractive inequalities, to connect [E| D onee S (1) |2q with
the g-th moment of an Euler product integral. When ¢ is large, it is then fairly easy to analyze this integral.
When ¢ is close to 1 the analysis seems to require subtler arguments, including Doob’s L? maximal
inequality for martingales.

1. Introduction

In this sequence of papers, we are interested in the moments [E‘ D e f(0) ‘2(1 of random multiplicative
functions f (n). -

We consider two different models for f(n), a Steinhaus random multiplicative function and a Rade-
macher random multiplicative function. We obtain a Steinhaus random multiplicative function by letting
(f(Pp))p prime be a sequence of independent Steinhaus random variables (i.e., distributed uniformly on the
unit circle {|z| = 1}), and then setting f (n) :=]] Pl f(p)? for all natural numbers n, where p? || n means
that p“ is the highest power of the prime p that divides n. We obtain a Rademacher random multiplicative
function by letting (f(p))p prime be independent Rademacher random variables (i.e., taking values 31
with probability % each), and then setting f(n) :=]] pln f (p) for all squarefree n, and f(n) =0 when n
is not squarefree.

Random multiplicative functions have attracted quite a lot of attention as models for functions of
number theoretic interest: for example, Rademacher random multiplicative functions were introduced
by Wintner [1944] as a model for the M6bius function @ (n). There are also probabilistic and analytic
When this work was started, the author was supported by a research fellowship at Jesus College, Cambridge. The work continued
while the author was in residence at the Mathematical Sciences Research Institute in Berkeley, California (supported by the
National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1440140), during the Spring 2017 semester.

MSC2010: primary 11N56; secondary 11K65, 11L40.

Keywords: random multiplicative functions, random Euler products, moments, orthogonal behavior, unitary behavior,
martingales.

2277


http://msp.org
http://msp.org/ant/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2019.13-10
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2019.13.2277

2278 Adam J Harper

motivations for studying them, see Saksman and Seip’s open problems paper [2016], for example. The
introduction to the previous paper [Harper 2017] in this sequence contains a more extensive discussion of
some of these connections.

Harper [2017] showed that for Steinhaus or Rademacher random multiplicative f(n), for all large x

we have
2q

~

X q
B (1 + —q),/loglogx)

In particular, taking g = % this implies that [E| anx f(n) | = /x/(loglog x)!/4, which proved a conjecture
of Helson [2010] that the first absolute moment should be o(y/x).
Our goal here is to investigate the case where ¢ > 1. When ¢ € N is fixed, one can expand the

E

> fm

n<x

VOo<g <1.

. 2 . .
2g-th power and reduce the calculation of [E| Donex f (n)| ? to a number theoretic counting problem. For
example, in the Steinhaus case one has

2q q 2q
Zf(n) :#{nl,...,nzqfx:l_[n,-: 1_[ ”i}-

n<x i=1 i=q+1

E

Starting from this, one can obtain an asymptotic for the moment as x — oo, which was carried out by
Harper, Nikeghbali and Radziwitt [Harper et al. 2015], and also independently by Heap and Lindqvist
[2016], and (in the Steinhaus case) in unpublished work of Granville and Soundararajan. The result is
that, for fixed g € N and Steinhaus random multiplicative f(n), one has

> fm

n<x

2q

E ~ Csi(q)x?10g V" x  as x — oo, (1-1)

where the constant Cs;(g) satisfies Cs¢(q) = =47 10gq—q?loglogg+0(4) for large g. For Rademacher random
multiplicative f(n), when g = 1 we have that [E| D on<x S (1) |2 => 1 ~ (6/72)x, and for
fixed integer g > 2 we have

> fm

n<x

n<x,n squarefree

2q

E ~ CRrad(q)x? logqaq%) X asx— oo,

where the constant Craq(q) satisfies Craq(q) = e ™24 ?logq—2q*loglog 4+0(4*) for large g. As described in
[Harper et al. 2015; Heap and Lindqvist 2016], we actually have much more precise information about
the constants Cs¢(g), Crad(q) (for example they factor into explicit “arithmetic” and “geometric” parts),
but this will not be important for our purposes here.

We would like to have information about [E| > f(n) |2q when g > 1 is not necessarily integral, and

n<x
that allows ¢ to vary as a function of x rather than being fixed.
Regarding uniformity in g, Theorem 4.1 of [Granville and Soundararajan 2001] implies that for

Steinhaus random multiplicative f(n), and uniformly for all large x and integers g > 1 such that ¢ < x,
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we have

—0(q? 2q
e_qzlogq_qzloglog@q)(log( log x )) O T SO pggrowd
qlog2q T xdlog@ D'y T
This range of ¢ is essentially the largest on which one could expect a result of a similar shape to (1-1).
Indeed, if ¢ > Alogx/loglogx for some A > 1 (say) then we have

e*qz logqfqzloglog(Zq)xq log(tlfl)2 x < ((1 —i—o(l))A)*qzxq,

which becomes incompatible with the lower bound [E’ Yoy f(1) ’2(1 > ([E! D o f() !2)q = |x]9 coming
from Holder’s inequality.! But the bounds of Granville and Soundararajan are imperfect, as the upper
bound doesn’t include the factor e~4°10810229) that we expect to appear, and the lower bound features
the extraneous factor (log(logx /(g log2q)))~ %4 Y, They also remain restricted to integer q. There are
various other results in the literature that study the Steinhaus moments E| Do f() |Zq, and variants of
them, for integer g, especially for small integers where one can try to obtain lower order terms in the
known asymptotics. See e.g., the preprint of Shi and Weber [2016]. However, the author is not aware of
any work giving sharp moment bounds for noninteger ¢, nor improving the dependence on g in Granville
and Soundararajan’s bounds [2001] for the large integer case.
We shall prove the following uniform estimate for all real g.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a small absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that the following is true. If f(n) is a

Steinhaus random multiplicative function, then uniformly for all large x and real 1 < g <clog x /(loglog x)

Y fm

n<x

we have
2q

E — ¢~9°108q—¢7 1oglog2)+0(*) x4 |5g@ =17 y.

To avoid any confusion, we restate this first result more explicitly: on the stated range of ¢ and x, we
always have

2q
o4 logg—q*loglog(2q)~Cq* [E| 2onss f(n)| < ¢4 logg—q’ loglog2¢)+Cq?
J— 9

x4 log(‘f_l)2 X

for a certain absolute constant C. We do not know how to prove an asymptotic like (1-1) when ¢ is not a
fixed natural number.

!In this paper we are not particularly concerned with the case where ¢ > log x /log log x, but for completeness we make a
few indicative remarks. Section 6 of Granville and Soundararajan [2001] contains various results on this range of g. Setting
v = log(2¢(logg)/logx) > 1, and redoing the calculations on page 2293 with the Rankin shift 1 4+ ¢g/log x replaced by
1+ v/log(gq log x) and with qz—smooth numbers replaced by ¢ log x-smooth numbers, one can show that [E| Yoy S () |2q <
xa(I+v/log(glogx)+o(1)) ypiformly for g > logx/loglog x. In particular, if ¢ = log!*? x for any fixed a > 0 then we have
[E| > on<x f(n)!zq < x4(+a/(a+2)+o(1)) By only considering the contribution to the expectation from the event that f(p)
is Very_close to 1 for all primes p < glogx/loglogx = 10g2+“ x/loglog x, one can obtain a comparable lower bound for
[E| Zn < f (n)!zq (as in Corollary 6.3 of Granville and Soundararajan [2001]).
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In the Rademacher case, even conjecturally the behavior of [E| Do f() |2q is perhaps not obvious.
On a wide range of real ¢ > 2, we might expect that

> fm

n<x

2q

52 5.2 2 _
E = 7247 1024=2q" 10glog2q)+ 0% x4 1001 (29=3) x

as in the known asymptotics. But this certainly cannot be the answer for all 1 < g < 2, since on some of
that range the exponent g(2g — 3) of the logarithm would be negative. (And, by Holder’s inequality, we
must at least have E| ), _, f(n)|2q > (E| X< f(n)|2)q > x4.)

Theorem 1.2. Let gy = (1 ++/5)/2 ~ 1.618. There exists a small absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that the
following is true. If f(n) is a Rademacher random multiplicative function, then uniformly for all large x
and real 1 < q < clogx/loglogx we have

> fm

n<x

2q
_ o247 logq—24%loglog(2)+0(q*) (1+ min{loglogx, ——})x? logm(@—1%.q4Qq=3)} ;.

L lg—qol

With hindsight, the exponent of log x we obtain in Theorem 1.2 is perhaps quite natural, since one
doesn’t expect slower growth in the Rademacher than the Steinhaus case (where there is “more room”
for the complex valued random variables to cancel), and we expect g (2g — 3) to be the correct exponent
eventually. Notice that the golden ratio g is the value at which g (2g —3) becomes larger than (¢ —1)2. But
the additional factor min{loglog x, 1/|q — qo|} that appears for g close to go seems genuinely unexpected,
and hard to understand except through an inspection of the proof of the theorem.

Next we shall discuss the proofs. Once ¢ is moderately large, namely when g > loglog x, we can
prove the upper bounds in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 by fairly simple arguments. See Section 3. This is
because, for such ¢, terms like log?@ x can be absorbed into the factor ¢@ ") in our theorems, so we
can afford to use simple techniques that are a bit wasteful (e.g., involving Holder’s inequality to reduce to
the case of integer g) to reduce matters to a counting problem. Then Rankin’s trick is almost sufficient to
perform the relevant counts. To obtain the terms e™¢ *loglog(2q) apn( ¢ =247 10810229) ip the theorems, we use
Rankin’s trick along with a slightly more careful treatment of small prime factors.

Our main work is to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 for 1 < g < loglog x, and also the lower bounds
for larger g. Let F(s) =) oo 1p|n=p<x f(n)/n® denote the Dirichlet series corresponding to f (), on
x-smooth numbers (i.e., numbers with all their prime factors < x). We can also write F (s) as an Euler

product, namely F(s) = Hpsx(l — f(p)/p*)~" in the Steinhaus case and F(s) = ]_[pgx(l + f(p)/p°)
in the Rademacher case. In the author’s treatment [Harper 2017] of low moments, the first step was to
show (roughly) that [E| anx f(n)\zq ’r\%xq[E(@ f_lﬁz |F(% -|—it)|2 dt)q when % < g < 1. Similarly, our

first step here is to show that

D fm

n<x

2q
E

04 4 1 2 1 q 2 \!
~ E F(5+ +it)|"dt ] . 1-2
¢ o (logx /_1/2 | (2 Togx ! )| ) (1-2)
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Note the shift by g/ log x in the integral, which is analogous to the use of Rankin’s trick in our elementary
upper bound argument for g > log log x. The basic strategy for proving something like (1-2) is the same
as in [Harper 2017], namely conditioning on the behavior of f(n) on smaller primes; using fairly standard
moment inequalities, like Khintchine’s inequality, to show the conditional expectation behaves like a
power of a mean square average; and using Parseval’s identity to relate the mean square to an integral
average of the Euler product. In [Harper 2017] one could bound terms by using Hélder’s inequality to
pass to the second moment, whereas here we need suitable rough bounds for high moments. These are
supplied by a pair of hypercontractive inequalities, see Probability Result 2.3 in Section 2. Applying the
hypercontractive inequalities introduces various divisor functions d4)(n), d21471—1(n) into our calculations,
requiring a bit more number theoretic work as compared with the low moments argument of [Harper
2017]. We refer to the beginning of Section 4 for a rigorous formulation of (1-2), and more technical
comparison of this part of the argument with the low moments case [Harper 2017].
Next, we observe that the right-hand side of (1-2) is

1 q
~ (S (Rt i) (13

108" x || <(iog v)/2 log x

since heuristically the value of ‘F ( % +

lo‘éx + it)| doesn’t change much on ¢ intervals of length 1/log x.
One can obtain rigorous statements of this kind using Holder’s inequality in the upper bound arguments,
and Jensen’s inequality in the lower bound arguments, see Sections 5 and 6. Now we can see heuristically
why Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 might hold. In the Steinhaus case, the Euler product F (s) behaves on average
like an L-function from a unitary family, and then since we have ¢ > 1 (and very differently than in the

low moments case [Harper 2017]) the sum over n essentially gives us log x independent tries at obtaining

a large value of F(s). So the right-hand side of (1-3) is ~ O(qz)qu logx[E|F( + loz’x)|2q ~
0@ x4 W(%)q as in Theorem 1.1. In the Rademacher case, F ( + logx +zt) behaves like an

L-function from an orthogonal family when ¢ ~ 0, and like an L-function from a unitary famlly when 1 & ~ 1.
Thus, thanks to those (log x)/4 < |n| < (log x) /2 (say) we get a contribution ¢©¢") x4 mng (qll%ér))q to
E|F(3+

. The factor (1 4+ min{loglogx, 1/|q —qol}) in Theorem 1.2

the right-hand side of (1-3), and thanks to the n = 0 term we get a contribution ~ 04 x4
q 2q ~ e O(q )+q log x 26] —-q

]ng) | X long P (qlog(zq))

arises because of the contribution from intermediate values of n.

log?? x

To prove the lower bounds in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 rigorously, as we do in Section 6, roughly speaking
. . 2 1 1 . 2q
it suffices to note that (1-3) is > ¢?@) x4 s E> ui<dogx)2 ’F(E + @ +i @)} , and then compute
[E| F ( % + @ +ij ng) |2q. In practice the details are slightly more complicated because the precise version
of (1-3) involves some other terms, including subtracted error terms that must be upper bounded. However,

2 At first glance, one might expect F' (% + +i t) to behave like a symplectic L-function when t & 0, because averaging

q
log x
over Rademacher f(n) models averaging over quadratic Dirichlet characters. The reason we actually have orthogonal behavior
is because we restrict our sums ), <y [(n) to squarefree terms. For some other contexts where a transition from orthogo-
nal/symplectic to unitary behavior arises, as for large ¢ here, see the papers of Florea [2017], Keating and Odgers [2008], and

Soundararajan and Young [2010], for example.
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we can obtain suitable upper bounds from our main Section 5 argument for proving the upper bounds in
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

To prove those upper bounds rigorously, we need to capture the fact that typically there will only be a
few large terms in the sum over n in (1-3). When g > 2, a careful application of Holder’s inequality lets us
bound (1-3) by estimating terms of the form E|F (5 + E —I—ilo’éx) |2|F(% + o +i%) |2(q_1). These
decrease in size quite rapidly as |m — n| becomes large (and, in the Rademacher case, as |m|, |n| become

large), because the parts of the two Euler products over primes > x!/"~"l become decorrelated rather
than reinforcing one another. This indeed says that one doesn’t expect large contributions from many
different m, n. When 1 < g < 2, such a direct argument doesn’t seem to succeed, so we need a more
subtle approach. The rough idea is to treat parts of the Euler products over “small” and “large” primes
differently, so after a (different) careful application of Holder’s inequality, one is led to expectations
where different parts of the Euler product appear to different exponents, to maximize the decorrelation
we capture. The most difficult situation is where ¢ is very close to 1 (i.e., g =1+ 0(1) as x — 00). To
handle this without picking up any terms that blow up as g approaches 1, we use a martingale maximal
inequality (see Probability Result 2.5 in Section 2) that essentially lets us maximize over several different
splittings of the Euler product simultaneously.

As just described, we go to quite a lot of trouble to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 when ¢ is just a little
larger than 1. It is satisfying to have a uniform result (and a method capable of proving one), but in
addition this range of ¢ turns out to be relevant for deducing the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Let x be large, and let f(n) be a Steinhaus or Rademacher random multiplicative function.
Forall 2 < A < ,/log x, say, we have

P( Y fm

n<x
Proof of Corollary 1.3. Forany 1 < g < %, say, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 imply that

g

> )M/)_C> < ée—(logz )»)/loglogx.

X (g-1?
> }\«/)_C> < [E| ZHSX f(}’l)| IOg X — 1 (q71)2loglogx72(qfl)log}u‘

o (/) TR
Calculus implies that the right-hand side is minimized if we choose ¢ — 1 = lololgk , and inserting this
g log x
choice proves Corollary 1.3. O

In the paper [Harper 2017] on low moments, by considering [E| > <~ f() |2q with ¢ a little smaller
than 1 the author showed that P(| ), . f(n)| = z/x/(loglog x)!/*) « min{log z, \/loglog x}/z? for
all z > 2. Corollary 1.3 is weaker than this when A < eV!°21°¢% byt stronger for larger A. In [loc. cit.]
the author also showed (see Corollary 2 there, and the subsequent discussion) that [P’(‘ Yoner f (n)‘ >
z4/x/(loglog x)1/4) > ¢~ (log’ A/loglogx /72(Joglog x) (D on a wide range of z. Together all these results

give a fairly complete description of the tail behavior of Y., __ f(n), up to factors (loglog x)?.

n<x
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We end this introduction with a few remarks on other possible approaches to Theorems 1.1 and 1.2,

and connections with the wider literature

The quantity loéx 152 |F( +

logx ~|—lt)| dt in (1-2) is closely related to (the total mass of a truncation

of) a probabilistic object called critical multiplicative chaos. This connection is discussed extensively in

the introduction to the low moments paper [Harper 2017], since in that case the techniques for analyzing

1 1/2
(logx -1/2

When ¢ > 1 the analogous problem does not seem to have been investigated for critical multiplicative chaos,

{ F ( + 10(;];;: +i t) ’ d t) are heavily motivated by ideas from the multiplicative chaos literature.

since the g-th moment of the integral will diverge as x — 0o and this seems to be all the information that was
wanted in that case (where the usual interest is in letting x — oo and obtaining a limiting measure whose
properties can be investigated). Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 show very different behavior in the Steinhaus and
Rademacher cases when ¢ is large, whereas in the usual problems of multiplicative chaos one finds rather
universal behavior (and indeed the Steinhaus and Rademacher moments are of the same order when g < 1).

Assuming the generalized Riemann hypothesis for Dirichlet L-functions, Munsch [2017] proved
almost sharp upper bounds for the 2k-th moment of theta functions 8(1, x) as the character x varies over
nonprincipal Dirichlet characters mod ¢, for each fixed k € N. He did this by writing (1, x) as a Perron
integral involving the L-function L(s, x), and then expanding the 2k-th power and bounding the averages
of products ]_[3];1 |L(% +itj, X)| that emerge. This is interesting here because for even characters y,
6(1, x) behaves roughly like }, _ Vi x (n), which is modeled by the sum ) _ Vi f(n) of a Steinhaus
random multiplicative function. In our case, using Perron’s formula we have

2q
E[ Y fn)

n<x

2q

~ [

1 Jx ] 1/2+q/log x+it
5= F(5+ = +it dt
271/—«/; (2+l°gx+l)l/2+q/logx+it

xte b) l ’
B VA 11/2+q/logx +it|

say. We already have asymptotics for [E‘ Yonex f (n)‘zq for fixed ¢ € N, but we might hope to get an

alternative proof of sharp upper bounds for ¢ ¢ N by using Holder’s inequality in some way. A direct

application, producing a term |F (% + 1 +zt)| . cannot give sharp bounds because it doesn’t recognize

log x
that the size of the expectation will be dominated by the integral of F (% +

loéx +it) over a very short
(random) ¢ interval. To detect this, one could pull out a few (say d) copies of the bracket before applying
Hélder’s inequality to the remaining ones. This would produce a multiple integral of terms of the form
[E( i1 |F( + o= logx + itj) |)|F(% + @ + iu) |2q7d, and the biggest contribution comes when all of the
t; are approximately equal to u, so indeed we would capture the localization of the largest contributions.
Based on a few rough calculations, it appears this alternative method can prove sharp upper bounds if we
take d = 3 (we need to pull out enough terms to adequately detect the localization), and if g > 5, say. But
for smaller ¢ this kind of argument doesn’t seem operable to prove sharp bounds, indeed one has already
lost too much information in applying the triangle inequality to the Perron integral. Nevertheless, it might

permit a relatively straightforward extension of Munsch’s results [2017] to noninteger k > 5.
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A standard strategy for proving lower bounds is to calculate

E(Zf(n))Rx,q(f) and E|R, ,(f)|?7/ @D,

n=<x

where R, ,(f) is some function that is chosen as a proxy for ( o < f (n))zq_] that is easier to understand.
Then Holder’s inequality gives

E|D

n<x

Bz S Reg ([
T (E|Ry o (f)|?9/2a=D)2q -1 "

If we can estimate the expectations in the numerator and denominator, and R, ,(f) is well chosen so that
both of them do behave like [E! Do f() |2q (up to scaling factors that would cancel out), then one obtains
a sharp lower bound for the 2¢g-th moment. Munsch and Shparlinski [2016] proved sharp lower bounds for
the 2k-th moments of theta functions (1, x), for fixed k € N, by implementing this strategy with a power
of a short character sum chosen as the “proxy” object. Our analysis shows that for Rademacher random
10gx|F( + oi3) | (when
studying 2¢-th moments with g > go). Motivated by this, we could try taking Ry 4(f) = }F ( + ) |2q—1

multiplicative functions, we can imagine heuristically that | > < f (n)| ~ logx

logx ’
or perhaps a small variant of this where primes smaller than ¢ ©! are excluded from the Euler product. In
the Rademacher case, rough calculations suggest this will indeed yield the lower bound [E‘ Donex S ‘26] >

0(‘12)x‘1(log x/(q10g(29)))??4=% which is sharp when g > qo For smaller ¢, and in the Steinhaus

case, our analysis suggests taking Ry ,(f) = Z|m|<log . | F( 4+ 9 logx +i logx) |2q—1 This choice actually
won’t quite work, but rough calculations suggest that comparing [E‘ Yonex f (n)‘ Zlm\<log N ’F

2(g—1) 2(qg—1)
logx +i 10gx)| and [E(Z\m|<logx |F( * foux logx +1 logx)'
for [E| Zn<x f (n)| % This does not seem simpler than our original proofs of the lower bounds in

y9/@=1 will yield sharp lower bounds

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, however.

Notation and references. We will say a number 7n is y-smooth if all prime factors of n are < y. We
will generally use p to denote primes. Unless mentioned otherwise, the letters ¢, C will denote positive
constants, ¢ usually being a small constant and C a large one. We write f(x) = O(g(x)) and f(x) K g(x),
both of which mean that there exists C such that | f(x)| < Cg(x), for all x. Sometimes this notation
will be adorned with a subscript parameter (e.g., O¢(-) and <), meaning that the implied constant C is
allowed to depend on that parameter. We write f(x) =< g(x) to mean that g(x) < f(x) < g(x), in other
words that cg(x) < |f(x)| < Cg(x) for some ¢, C, for all x.

The books of Gut [2013] and of Montgomery and Vaughan [2007] may be consulted as excellent
general references for probabilistic and number theoretic background for this paper.

2. Preliminary results

Random Euler products. We begin with some “two point” estimates for the expectation of the 2a-th
power of a random Euler product, multiplied by the 28-th power of an imaginary shift of that product.
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These estimates, and small variants of them, will be basic tools throughout our work. The calculations are
closely related to computations of shifted moments of L-functions, as in the papers of Chandee [2011]
and of Soundararajan and Young [2010], for example.

Euler Product Result 2.1. If f is a Steinhaus random multiplicative function, then for any real a, > 0,
any real 100(1 +max{a?, %)) <x <y, and any real 0 > —1/logy and t, we have

E l_[ f(P)

1/2+a
X<]7<y

fip) |7

pl/2+a+tt

{ a® + B% + 2ap cos(t log p) O(max{a, B, o, ,33}>}
=exp 3 :
2 plt2o Jx log x

If we also have o < 1/logy, then the above is

2+ 2 2
_ ,O(max{a, f,a? B)(1-+]t]/ 1og!® x)) logy\“ | + min log y 1 aﬁ‘
log x logx |t| log x

In particular, for any real o > 0, any real 100(1 +a?) < x <y, and any real o > —1/log y, we have

f(P) o? max{c, o’}
T[] =orl 2 5 o ()

1/2+a
x<p<y x<p<y

and if o < 1/logy as well then this is = eo(ma"{""’z})(log y/log x)"z.

Proof of Euler Product Result 2.1. For concision in writing the proof, let us temporarily set M =
M (e, B) := max{a, B, o, B7).

Firstly, using the Taylor expansion of the logarithm we may rewrite

‘1_ f(p) _fp)

p1/2+cr p1/2+0+1t

= exp{—2a$¥t log(l - p{f—ﬁi) —28N log(l - %)}

_ {20t9ff(19) aRf(p)*  2BRf(p)p™"  BRf(p)’p~*" (max{ot,ﬁ}>}
=exp +0

p1/2+o lerZz;r pl/2+cr lerZz;r p3/2+3a

—28

Next, if y > p > x > 100max{a?, B2} then every term in the exponential here has size at most
2max{a, B}/p'/?*t° =2 max{a, Ble 7027 /p!/2 < ¢/5. Therefore we may apply the series expansion of
the exponential function, finding the above is

2(a‘)if(p)+ﬂ‘ﬁf(p)p‘”) (@R f(p)?+BRf(p)2p~2) 2(O{§Rf(p)+ﬁ§){f(p)p_”)2
p1/2+0 p1+20 p1+2U

M
+0 p3/2t3e |

=14
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Now taking expectations, by symmetry we have ER f (p) = ER £ (p)? = 0, similarly for ER f(p)p~*
and ENR f( p)2 p_Zi . A simple trigonometric calculation also shows that E( f( p))2 = %, and similarly
[Emf(P)mf(p)Pf” = cos(t log p)/2. So we get

) ) [
1/2+a pl/2totit
i 2[E<a%f<p>+ﬂ*ﬁf<p>p—”>2 of M
- p1+20 + p3/2+30

—14 22BN f(p))? +2aBER F(PI)RF (p)p~ " + BEER f(p)p~")?) 0 M
= 120 + P

=1+

o’ + B% 4 2ap cos(t log p) M
plt2o +0 p3/2+30

2 p2
:exp{a + B +2aﬂcos(tlogp)+0( M >}

plt2o p3/2i30

Combining the above calculation with the independence of f on distinct primes, and using that, for
P=Y,

1
3/240 _ alogp 3/2 —1_3/2
=P / flogx
we deduce that the quantity
-2
e[ [1-2L® I
l/2+o pl/2+o+it

X<p=<y

in the statement of the result is

a4 B2 +2ap cos(t log p) M
=eXp{ Z ( Pt + 0(p3/2+30)>}

x<p=<y

o2 + B2 + 20 cos(t log p) max{a.B, a3, B3}
:eXp{Z pit +0( Vxlogx >}

To deduce the second part of Euler Product Result 2.1, we can use standard estimates from prime

X<p<y

number theory. Indeed, the Chebychev and Mertens estimates for sums over primes imply that

2 —20lo
e S R D

x<p<y X<[7<y .X<p<y
lo
= (@’ +8 >log( gy)+0(max{a2,ﬁ2}>,
log x
—20log p

using that e — 1K |o|log p <log p/logy for o] < 1/logy. We may remove the nuisance factor

p*° from the sum ) (2ap cos(t log p))/p'T?° with the same error term. Then using the prime

X<p=y
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number theorem in the form 7 (z) :=#{p < z: p prime} = fzz 1/logu du + 0(z/(log100 7)), we have

cos(t log p) Y cos(tlogz)
Z —p = / — dn(2)

Y cos(tlogz 14|t
[ o L)
. zlogz log™ x
logy cos(r 1+t
:/ (u)du—l—O(%'Ol).
log x u log X
Now if |f|]logy < 1, then the estimate cos(tu) = 1 + O((tu)?) shows the integral is loglogy —
loglog x + O((tlog y)?) = log(log y/log x) + O(1). If instead we have |¢|logx < 1 but |t|logy > 1,
then we can evaluate the part of the integral with u < 1/|¢| using the estimate cos(tu) = 1+ O ((tu)?),
and estimate the rest using integration by parts, yielding an overall estimate log(1/(|¢|logx)) + O(1). If
|t| log x > 1 then integration by parts shows the whole integral is O(1). In any case, the second part of

Euler Product Result 2.1 is proved.
The third part follows by setting 8 = 0 in the preceding statements. O

x<p=<y

We will need a version of the above result for Rademacher random multiplicative functions. Unlike in
the Steinhaus case, the distribution of f(n)n~" is not the same for all real ¢ in the Rademacher case, so
our general statement must allow two different imaginary shifts in our two Euler product factors.

Euler Product Result 2.2. If f is a Rademacher random multiplicative function, then for any real
o, B >0, any real 100(1 +max{a2, ,32}) <x <y,andanyreal c > —1/logy and t1, t;, we have

ETT I f(p) fipy [*

1/2+a+tt1 p1/2+a+it2
xX<p<y

2a

{ a? 4 B2 + (a® — &) cos(2t; log p) + (B> — B) cos(2t, log p)
—ep| ¥

p1+20
X<p=y
2aB(cos((1] + 1) log p) + cos((t; — 1) log p)) max{e, B, o3, B3}
+ Z p1+20' + o ﬁlogx :
X<p=y

Ifwe also have o < 1/logy, then the above is

O(max{a, B,0%,B }(1+"”+"2‘)) logy |t;]™! o —a logy |f]™! B —p
= TR (] 4 ming ==, 1+ min] 2
logx logx logx  logx

log y\* [logy |t +n6|™! [logy |t —n|™! 2ap
. 1 4+ min , 1 4+ min , .
log x log x log x log x log x

As an upper bound, we may replace the error term ¢©Maxie.e® B (A+(n+nD/(og!™ ) py,

1
logx’ + log x

’

2_ 2_ 4
eO(max{a,ﬂ,aZ,ﬂz}) min {logy (It | + |t2|)1/100 }oc o+ —Bl+4aB
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and as a lower bound we may replace it by

1/100
eO(max{a,ﬁ,az,ﬁz}) min{logy 1+ (|t1| + |t2|)

—(lo?—a|+|B2—Bl+4ap)
log x’ log x }

The estimation of the error terms here is rather crude, but will be sufficient as they only depend quite
mildly on the #.

Proof of Euler Product Result 2.2. The proof is a fairly straightforward adaptation of the proof of
Euler Product Result 2.1. We again temporarily set M = M («, B) := max{a, 8, &>, B3}. In the first place

we have
N o |
+ p1/2+0'+ill p1/2+0+ilz

f(p) f(p)
= exp{ZaSﬂog(l + m +2BNRlog| 1+ W

_ {mmf(p)p—”l aff(p)2pHn 2BRf(p)p~' PR f(p)ipHE (max{oc,ﬁ})}
=exp - + - +0

pl/2to pl+2o pl/zto pl+2o p3/2+30

| 2N (PP BRI () @R ()P + BRS ()P

pl/zte plt2e
2(ah —i 4 B9 —iny2 M
n (aNf(p)p :zﬂ f(pp™?) +o(— ‘
p o p /2430
Furthermore, in the Rademacher case we have f(p)? = 1, whilst still
ER f(p)p~" = cos(t log p)ESf (p) =0.
So we get
PO ) N PO () I
pl/2totin pl/2totin
! (o cos(2t1 log p) + Bcos(2t, log p))  2(« cos(t) log p) + B cos(t, log p))2 M
- plt2o + plt2o +0 p3/2430 )
and using standard cosine identities this is all
o’ + B> + (¢ — ) cos (21 log p) + (B> — B) cos(212 log p)
=1+ 1+20 +
14
2ap(cos((t; + 1) log p) + cos((t; — 1) log p)) 0 M
+ p1+20 + p3/2+3a

@’ + B>+ (@* — &) cos (211 log p) + (B> — B) cos(212 log p)
= Xp pl+2o +

2aB(cos((t1 +12) log p) + cos((71 — 12) log p)) 0 M
+ pl+2o + p3/243e ) |
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The first two conclusions of Euler Product Result 2.2 now follow exactly as in the proof of Euler Product
Result 2.1.
For the final claimed inequalities, we note that the source of the unwanted error term

1]+ |l‘2|)
O | max{«o, ,az, ot 2

in the exponent lies in our using the prime number theorem to estimate the various sums

Z (? — o) cos(21 logp)

1+2
x<p<y p 2o
Z (,3 — B) cos(21, log P)
1420
x<p=<y p
Z 2af cos((t; + 1) log p)
1+20
x<p<y P
2 cos((t; — 1) log P)
Z p1+20
x<p<y

Instead, if |#;] > log'® x (which is the only case where it might produce a large error term) we can upper
bound }° _ (a? — ) cos(2t; log p)/p'+% by

la? — a] (a? — &) cos(2t; log p)
> ot Y
) min{e

11 1/100 11 11/100

x<p<min{e VI<p=y

As in the proof of Euler Product Result 2.1, the second sum here is < max{c, o?} (we can use the prime
number theorem to estimate it, since the lower end point is now sufficiently large that we don’t pick up a
big error term), and the first sum is

1 1 ¢ 1/100
o® —af 3 L 0)) = 1e? = af(mind log [ 222 . 1og (1! +om).
100 }p log x log x
sy

x<p<min{ell!

We can handle the other sums similarly when t,, #; 4+ 2, 1] — t» are large. In the worst case, as an upper
bound this will produce an extra multiplicative factor

lo 111+ |£o])1/100
xp (la a|+|:3 — Bl +4ap) minj log o8y , log l+w )
log x log x
An exactly similar argument gives a lower bound with (Ja> —«|+|8% — 8| +4ap) replaced by —(|a® —ar|+
|82 — Bl +4ap). i

Probabilistic preparations. Next we record some moment estimates, mostly fairly simple yet interesting,
that will be input to our arguments in various places.
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Probability Result 2.3 (Rough hypercontractive inequalities). For any real g > 1, the following is true.
If f(n) is a Steinhaus random multiplicative function, then for any sequence of complex numbers

(an)n<n we have
q
[E b

> anf(n)

n<N

2q
s(Xym%mmO

n<N

where di () denotes the k-fold divisor function (i.e., the number of k-tuples of natural numbers whose
product is -, or equivalently the Dirichlet series coefficient of ¢ (s)¥), and [q1 denotes the ceiling of q.
If f(n) is a Rademacher random multiplicative function, then for any sequence of complex numbers

(an)n<n we have

E

2q q
s(}jmf@Mme>.

n<N

> anfm)

n<N

Proof of Probability Result 2.3. By Holder’s inequality, for any real ¢ > 1 we have

2q
Y anfm s(E}j%fm>

n=N n<N
so (replacing g by [q1) it suffices to treat the case where ¢ is a natural number.

E

’

2[(11)11/ [q1

For Steinhaus f(n), expanding the 2g-th power and taking expectations we get

> anfn)

n<N

2q
= E Apy -~ dp, E Amy - Amy 11‘[;1:1 ni=[10_, mi*

Riseeeys g <N mi,..., mg<N

E

where 1 denotes the indicator function. Using the upper bound
— 1 2 2
|an1 CclngQmy amq| =< (5)(|an1 cee anql + |am1 e 'amql ),

together with the symmetry of the n; and the m;, we deduce that

q
Saso = X cal Y s X laeala([]n)
=1

n<N Nlyeeny ng<N mp,..., my<N ny,..,ng<N i

2q
E

Finally, since the function d, (-) is submultiplicative we find the above is

q
< ¥ |an1...anq|2dq(n1)...dq(nq)=<Z|an|2dq(n)>.

Niyenny ng<N n<N

In the Rademacher case, one needs a bit more involved argument. We refer the reader to Lemma 2
of Halasz [1983], where this result is proved by induction on the exponent 2¢g. We may remark that,
since Rademacher f(n) is only supported on squarefree n, we may assume that a,, is only nonzero for
squarefree n, and then d41-1(n) = (2[q] — 1)¥™ where Q (n) is the number of prime factors of n. The
ultimate source of the factors dar,1-1(n) is that, when one expands the expectation in the inductive proof,
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the only surviving terms are those where the product n; - - - no, is a perfect square, so all the prime factors
of ny, must be repeated somewhere amongst the other terms ny, ..., ny,_1. O

We describe the inequalities in Probability Result 2.3 as “rough hypercontractive inequalities” because
(if we take 2g-th roots of both sides) they upper bound an L??-norm by a weighted L? norm without any
other terms, but the weights d[47(n), d2141—1(n) will not generally be the sharpest possible unless g is an
integer. One can prove more precise results for noninteger g using more subtle interpolation techniques,
see Section 2 of Bondarenko, Brevig, Saksman, Seip and Zhao [Bondarenko et al. 2018] for the Steinhaus
case, and Chapitre III of Bonami [1970] for the Rademacher case (expressed in rather different notation).
However, for our applications the extra precision in these inequalities will not be needed.

Probability Result 2.4. Let (€,),<n be a sequence of independent random variables, each satisfying
Ee, = 0 and Ele,|*> = 1, and let (an)n<n be a sequence of complex numbers. Then for any real g > 1, we

Z an€n| = ( Zlanlz)q.

n<N n=<N

have
2q
E

Proof of Probability Result 2.4. Since we assume that g > 1, simply applying Holder’s inequality we get
q 2\ ¢
< Z|an|2> = <[E Z an€n ) <E Z an€n

n<N n<N n<N
If the €, are Rademacher or Steinhaus random variables,? then Khintchine’s inequality (see e.g.,
Lemma 3.8.1 of Gut [2013]) in fact implies that E| }_, _y ané€y ¥ =, (Y .<nlanl?)? for all real g > 0.
For our purposes here we will only require the simple lower bound in Probability Result 2.4, but it is

2q
O

useful to keep Khintchine’s inequality in mind since it means that when we apply the lower bound, we
are doing something sharp.

The final result we shall record is more sophisticated, and requires some terminology before we can
state it. Suppose that (2, F, P) is a probability space, and (F,),>0 is a filtration on F, in other words
a sequence of sub-o-algebras satisfying 7o € F; € --- C F. We say a sequence of random variables
(Xn)n>o0 on (2, F, P) is a submartingale (relative to (F,),>0 and P) if it satisfies:

(i) (adapted) X,, is measurable with respect to F,,, for all n > 0.
(ii) (integrable) E|X,| is finite, for all n > 0;

(iii) (nondecreasing on average) For all n > 1, the conditional expectation E(X,, | F,—1) > X,,—; almost
surely.

Condition (iii) says that a submartingale is nondecreasing on average, in quite a strong sense: for any
given value of X,,_ (or, informally speaking, any other “information” from the sigma algebra F,_1), the
conditional expectation of X, will be at least as large. One can apply this property to partition the sample

3We emphasize that here we are referring to ordinary Rademacher or Steinhaus random variables, not random multiplicative
functions.
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space €2 in useful ways, and prove that the moments of the random variables comprising a submartingale
satisfy the following useful bound. We will use this as an ingredient in proving our 2g-th moment upper
bounds when ¢ is close to 1.

Probability Result 2.5 (Doob’s L” maximal inequality, see Theorem 9.4 of Gut [2013]). Let (X,)n>0 be
a nonnegative submartingale (on some probability space and with respect to some filtration). Then for
any p > 1, we have
p
E( max Xg)? < (L) EXP.
0<k<n p—1

Some miscellaneous lemmas. As in the first paper [Harper 2017] in this sequence, we will need the
following version of Parseval’s identity for Dirichlet series to help with relating [E| > < f(n) |2q to an
Euler product average.

Harmonic Analysis Result 2.6 (See (5.26) in Section 5.1 of [Montgomery and Vaughan 2007]). Let

o0

n—1 an/n’ denote the corresponding

(an)22, be any sequence of complex numbers, and let A(s) 1=

Dirichlet series, and o, denote its abscissa of convergence. Then for any o > max{0, o.}, we have

2
dt.

/“ |3y ]’ 1 /°° ‘A(o +if)
0

xX=—
x1+20 2 o +it

—o0

We will use the following estimate to handle sums of divisor-type functions that appear in our
calculations.

Number Theory Result 2.7. Let 0 < § < 1, let m > 1, and suppose that max{3, 2m} <y <z < y'® and
that 1 <u <v(l —y=%). As usual, let Q(d) denote the total number of prime factors of d (counted with
multiplicity). Then

Z mQ(d) < M l_[ (1 _ ﬂ)l

u<d<v, logy y=p=z p
pld=y=<p=z
This is a slight generalization of a result of Lau, Tenenbaum and Wu [2013, Lemma 2.1] (see also
[Haldsz 1983, Lemma 3]). See [Harper 2017, Section 2.1 ] for the full (short) proof.

3. Easier cases of the theorems

As remarked in the Introduction, since we allow a multiplicative error term ¢%@ in our theorems, it
turns out that proving our claimed upper bounds when loglogx < g < clogx/loglog x is somewhat
straightforward. We present these arguments in this section. Some of the techniques involved, including
the use of Rankin’s trick with an exponent roughly like 1 + ¢/ log x, and a special treatment of prime
factors that are < ¢2, will recur later when we develop our main arguments.
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The upper bound in the Steinhaus case, for very large q. For g > loglogx we have log 0y =
logd 0@ yx — ¢0@ 09" x. Thus to establish the upper bound part of Theorem 1.1 for loglog x < ¢ <
clog x /loglog x, it will suffice to show that

> o)

n=<x

< o=@/ 1024(4/2) loglogC9) +0(@) /7 10g7/2

where as usual we write |-||, := (E|-]")!/".
To prove this, we first apply Minkowski’s inequality to obtain that

D fm =H Yoo fm Y. o) = > H > fo)

n=<x m=x, n<x/m, m<x n<x/m,
m is g% smooth pln=p>q> m is g% smooth pln=p>q>

Recall here that a number is said to be g?-smooth if all of its prime factors are < g2. Using the first part of
Probability Result 2.3, and then using Rankin’s trick of upper bounding 1</, by (x/(nm)) I+q/logx (apd
recalling that the divisor function d[47(n) is the Dirichlet series coefficient of ¢ (s) la] = ZZL drg1(n)/n’ =

[1,(1—1/p*)"41), we get

H Y [

1/2
S( > dm("))
2q

n<x/m, n<x/m,
pln=p>¢* pln=p>q*
- ((i)H—q/logx Z d[lﬂ(l’l) )1/2
- m nl+aq/logx
n<x/m,
pln=p>g¢*

T o | [41/2
q
l_[ ( H—q/logx) '

Finally, the product over primes here is ¢ (1 4 ¢ /log x)!41/2 ]_[ (1= 1/p'ta/loex)[41/2 Using the
fact that the zeta function has a simple pole at 1, this equals e??’ (log x /¢q)'41/%¢ ~ Xz (/D)
e?@(log x /q log ¢)?/* on our range loglog x < ¢ < clog x/loglog x. And when we sum over m we have
ngx,m is g2 smooth 1/ Jm < eXop=? OUVP) < e9@, 50 putting everything together we get an acceptable
upper bound for || anx F@®)l2g-

O

The upper bound in the Rademacher case, for very large q. Similarly as in the Steinhaus case, to prove
the upper bound part of Theorem 1.2 for loglogx < g < clogx/loglog x it will suffice to show that, for

Rademacher random multiplicative f(n), we have

> o)

n=<x

< ¢~ 9102a=qloglogRN)+0(@) /100 x
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Using Minkowski’s inequality, the second part of Probability Result 2.3, and then Rankin’s trick, we

get
Sl = T | X sl
n<x m<x n<x/m,
m 1sq smooth p|n:>p>q
1/2
=y (% dzwm)
m<x n<x/m,
m is g% smooth pln=p>q¢>
L0 —Q2[q1-1)/2
q
= Z \/ 1_[< 1+q/10gX> '

m<x
m is g2 smooth

We can estimate the product over primes as in the Steinhaus case, finding it is

@172 4
eo@)(logx) o T2 (@a1=1/2 prolws _ eo<q>< log x )
q qloggq

on our range loglogx < g < clogx/loglogx. And when we sum over m we again have

2

m=<x,
m is g% smooth

< e2p=q? O1/V/P) < 0@,

S~

so putting everything together we get an acceptable upper bound for H > < f(n) ||2q. O

4. The reduction to Euler products

In this section we shall prove four propositions that make precise the assertion in (1-2) that E| Do < f(n) |2q
may be bounded by studying integrals of Euler products.

Upper bounds: statement of the propositions. We will need a little notation, which is exactly the same
as in the author’s previous paper [Harper 2017] dealing with low moments. Given a random multiplicative
function f(n) (either Steinhaus or Rademacher, depending on the context), and an integer 0 <k <loglog x,
let F; denote the partial Euler product of f(n) over x¢"“"” _smooth numbers. Thus for all complex s with
N(s) > 0, we have

-1 o0
T O (B) R SR
pfxe*(kﬂ) n=1,

. —(k+1
nis x¢ (kD smooth

in the Steinhaus case, and

Ro— ] (Hf(f)): > L

p
o—(k+1) n=I1,
p=x (k1)

nisx smooth
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in the Rademacher case (the product taking a different form because f(n) is only supported on squarefree
numbers in that case).

Proposition 4.1. Let f(n) be a Steinhaus random multiplicative function, let x be large, and set L :=

| (loglog x)/10]. Uniformly for all 1 < g <10g"% x, we have
1/2
L@ [ X
q log x

12 1 qg—k
Yrm| = /et Y / Fk(—+q +it)
2 log x osgap I =172 2 logx

n<x
In the low moments case, Proposition 1 of [Harper 2017] gives an analogous upper bound for all

2
dt

% < g <1, but with the quantity £ replaced by the smaller quantity X = |logloglog x|, and the shift
(g — k)/log x in the Euler product replaced by —k/log x.

The additional shift by g /log x here corresponds to applying Rankin’s trick with exponent 1+ ¢/ log x
in our treatment of very large ¢ in Section 3. We can introduce this at the acceptable cost of a prefactor
¢?@ in the proposition, and it means that when we analyze the Euler product we can restrict attention to
numbers that are x!/¢-smooth, which is crucial to obtaining the desired factor ¢~4°1024 in Theorem 1.1.
The significant contribution from very smooth numbers, when g becomes large, also explains why we
must let k£ run over a wider range than in the low moments case to obtain acceptable bounds. Finally, we

remark that the range 1 < g < log"®

x allowed in Proposition 4.1 is somewhat artificial, but more than
sufficient since we already proved the Theorem 1.1 upper bound for all loglog x < g < clogx/loglog x
in Section 3. It could be increased somewhat, but it seems hard to obtain an upper bound of a similar
shape to Proposition 4.1 on the full range 1 < g < clog x/loglog x, since for very large ¢ the significant

contribution from very smooth numbers changes the behavior in parts of the proof.

Proposition 4.2. Let f(n) be a Rademacher random multiplicative function, let x be large, and set
L= |(loglogx)/10]. Uniformly for all 1 < g <10g%% x, we have

D fm

n<x

2q

1 N+1/2 1 & 1/2
[ s L (L )] e [
log x o5, Nez (INI+1) Bl Inzi2 2 logx g log x

One has to deal with translates by N in the Rademacher case because, unlike in the Steinhaus case, the
distribution of ( f(n)n'") is not the same (for ¢ # 0) as the distribution of (f(n)) for Rademacher random
multiplicative f(n). However, as in the low moments argument in [Harper 2017], the main contribution

2
dt

will come from small N.

Lower bounds: statement of the propositions. For our work on lower bounds, we again connect the
size of H D o<y f() qu with a certain integral average, and thence with random Euler products. Let F
denote the partial Euler product of f(n), either Steinhaus or Rademacher, over x-smooth numbers. (Thus
F = F_y, if we slightly abuse our earlier notation).
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Proposition 4.3. If f(n) is a Steinhaus random multiplicative function, and x is large, then uniformly for

X Xl
> /
2q logx || Ji

In particular, for any large quantity V < (log x)/q we have that H don < () ||2q is

172 4Vq 172 1 2Vgq
>l [l G ) [alrG i)
10g X 1/2 log X —1/2 2 log X

where C > 0 is an absolute constant.

all g > 1 we have
2 g7 |2
2

D fm

m=<z

2 2

1/2 C

di|  — s

dt

1 /2)
q

Notice that we don’t need to impose any upper bound on g here (although, for the second statement,
there is an implicit upper bound ¢ < log x in order that we can choose large V < (log x)/q). This means
we can use Proposition 4.3 to prove the lower bound in Theorem 1.1 on the full range of ¢ there.

Proposition 4.4. If f(n) is a Rademacher random multiplicative function, then the first bound in
Proposition 4.3 continues to hold, and the second bound may be replaced by the statement that

172 4Vq
> f(n) >> / (H/ ( +it)
log x 12 log x

n<x
c 1
— max
eVal2 Nez (IN|+ 1)1/

2
dt

1/2

N+1/2 1 2Vq 172
[ (b2 ) ] )
N—1/2 2 logx q

These results are again of the same general shape as the corresponding Propositions 3 and 4 of [Harper

q
2

dt

2017] from the low moments case. In fact, the propositions here are a little simpler as they don’t involve
an additional subtracted error term —C \/m . This is accomplished by some reorganization of the
proof, and shrinking the range of integration over z to [1, x'/4] rather than [1, \/x] from the low moments
case, which makes no difference when applying the results. The other difference, similarly as in Section 3
and in our discussion of upper bounds, is that here we introduce shifts of the shape 4V ¢/log x in our
Euler products, as opposed to 4V /log x in the low moments analogues.

Proof of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. We begin with Proposition 4.1. Let P(n) denote the largest prime
factor of n, and recall that a number # is said to be y-smooth if P(n) < y. Recall also that the divisor
function d[4)(n) is the Dirichlet series coefficient of ¢(s)[! =[] L, =1/ p*)~141. By Minkowski’s
inequality, we have

D fm

n=<x

=3

29 o<k<r

+ H > S

n<x,

> f(n)
2q

n=<x, =.
—k —(L+1
<P(n)<x* Py<xe EY

2q
xef(k+l)



Moments of random multiplicative functions, Il 2297

Furthermore, the first part of Probability Result 2.3, followed by Rankin’s trick with exponent 1—1/ logo'9 b

B 0.9
(bounding 1,<. by (’C)1 Hlogx _ yp—loghlx ! ), implies that

n nl—1/10g09 x
1/2 1/2
—log"! x dfcﬂ (n)
] I S ] e R e
” n<x, 2q n<x, n<x, nlfl/log *
P(my=x<” <V P(my=xe” Y P(my=x" Y

Here the sum over n is < Hpgxﬂﬁﬂ) (1 —1/p1=1/106""x)=1a1 and recalling that £ := [ (loglogx)/10)]
this is < [T _ 00, (1 = 1/p! =118 %) =101 which is = @[] _ 00, (1= 1/p)~141 =10g”@ x by
standard Chebychev and Mertens estimates for sums over primes. Since we assume in Proposition 4.1
0-05 x| this whole contribution is < ﬁe“‘logm *, which is more than acceptable.

Next, if we let E®) denote expectation conditional on ( f( p))p<xf<k+1> , then the first part of Probability Re-
sult 2.3 applied, after conditioning on ( f ( p))p e HD) s with

Sel"g < elng

that ¢ <log

ay, = 1plm:>xg—(k+1)<p§xe—k . Z fn)

n<x/m,
nis x"_(kH) -smooth
implies
> Yoot =) > fmy Y fm
0<k<L n<x, 29 o<k<c l<m<x, n<x/m, 2q
Y py<xe™ Pl m=xe Y <p§x"7k nis x¢“T smooth
2q\ 1/2q
= ([E[E“‘) > fomy > fm )
0<k<”l l<m<x, n<x/m,
Pl m=sxe” ¢ <p§x"_k nis x¢ Y smooth
2\ g\ 1/2q9
<y ([E( > drﬂ(m)‘ Yo )) .
0<k<Ll l<m<x, n<x/m,
Pl méxei(kﬂ) <p§xeik nis xfi(kﬂ)-smooth

2.
To proceed further, we want to replace | D oner I, nis x % Smooth f (n)| in the above by a smoothed

version. Set X = ¢V!°¢¥ say, and note that (uniformly for any 1 < g < log®® x) the above is

2111/2
S e T sw
0<k<Ll l<m<x, n<x/m, q
2l m:>xe7(k+l) <p§x“7k nis x"i(kﬂ) -smooth
x [mA+1/X) 2 172
<Y > | Yt ar
0<k<”l l<m<x, m n<x/t, q
pl m:>x"°_(k+l) <p§x"°_k x"_(k+|>—sm00th
x [m+1/X) 2 1/2
LD BD SR | > s a
0<k<Ll l<m=<x, m x/t<n<x/m, q (4_1)
—(k+1) —k —(k+1)
plm=x° <p=<x® x¢ -smooth
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We next want to show that the second term in (4-1) may be discarded as an error term. Using
Minkowski’s inequality again, followed by Holder’s inequality with exponent ¢ applied to the normalized
integral %f);"““/x) dt, this second term is

- m(14+1/X) 2 1/2
=5 31 D SE AT ey | > sl ]
0<k<L™ l<m<x, x/t<n<x/m, q
P |m:>xg_<k+l) <p§x"_k x"_(Hl)—smooth
- x [mU+1/X) 2q 1/qq1/2
= > > dm(m)(z f E > S dr) ] :
O<k<cL*™ l<m<x, m x/t<n<x/m,
Pl m:>x"7(k+1) <p§xeik xei(kﬂ)—smooth

The length of the sum over n here is x(t —m)/(mt) < x/(mX), so when x/ X <m < x there will be at

most one term in the sum, and we simply have

2q
E > S =L
x/t<n<x/m,
xei(Hl)-smooth
When x¢ " <m < x /X, we take a fairly crude approach and use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
obtaining that
2q 2 22q—1)11/2
El Y, fm] < [[E D) Y. fm }
x/t<n<x/m, x/t<n<x/m, x/t<n<x/m,
¢ smooth ¢ smooth ¢ mooth
o 2Q2¢—-1)71/2
<L |—L
p— > [ }
- x/t<n<x/m,
x"_(HI)—smooth
- 2q—1 1/2
x (x
< —(—) logo(qz)x}
| mX \m
x qlogO(qz)x
- (Z) X2

Here the crude upper bound (x/m)%?~! logo(qz) x for the 2(2¢g—1)-th moment may be proved as in
Section 3.
Putting things together, we find that the second term in (4-1) is

X IOgO(q) d[q] (m) 172
< Z [ X1/24 Z — T Z dip(m)| .
0<k<L l<m<x/X, x/X<m=<x,
o—(k+1) ok o~ (&+1) ok
plm=x <p=<x plm=x <p<x
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To bound the first of these sums we use the simple estimate

d _
Z fqln(m) < l—[ (1 _%) a1,

l<m<x/X, e~ k+D k

—(+1) <p=x‘

—k
plm=x¢ <p=x*

which is = ¢?@ by the Mertens estimate for products over primes. To bound the second sum, by
submultiplicativity of d[,(-) we always have dp,1(m) < [¢]1%"™, where Q(m) is the total number of
prime factors of m. And we note (to obtain good dependence on k) that if m > x/X only has prime

e~ (k+1D)

factors from the interval (x , xefk], then we must have Q (m) > ef /2, say. So we get that

> drq1(m)

x/X<m<x,

e—(k+1) ok
plm=x <p<x
is at most
k —1 0(q)H— k
5—¢k/2 Z (5[qD) 2 « 5-¢ /28 9% 1—[ | oldl <€ 2 x
log x p log x
x/X<m=<x, xe kD ek
—(k+1) —k -
plm=x° <p=<x°

where the first inequality uses Number Theory Result 2.7. Recalling that we have
q = IOgO'Osx, L=|(oglogx)/10] and X = e«/logx’

the second term in (4-1) is
0 1/2
<y xlog %) x 10— X / < 0@ [_*
T e L X log x - logx’

which is an acceptable contribution for Proposition 4.1.

Turning to the remaining first sum in (4-1), this is equal to

x 2 172
X
Y] T osw 2. wdinmdr
O<k<c "X n<x/t, t/(14+1/X)<m<t, q
(k1) —k+D) ok
by -smooth plm=x <p=<x

Now we set u = u(k, t) := e*(log )/ log x, and notice that (by submultiplicativity) d[,(m) < [¢]%™,

and if m > t/(1 + 1/X) only has prime factors from the interval (xe_(k+]), x"_k] then we must have
Q(m) > u — 1. So using Number Theory Result 2.7 (whose conditions are satisfied since X = e log x

isn’t too large, and k < (loglog x)/10) we get
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X X __
3 —digy(m) < 57 > (SrgD*™
t/(1+1/X)<m<t, t/(14+1/X)<m<t,
*+1) —k ~(+1) —k
plm=x° <p=<x° p | m=x* <p=<x®
kg—u
€5 5
< q 1—[ (1 _ rQ])
log x ) p
xef(l\+l)<p§xefk

el

< L)

logt

provided x is sufficiently large. Consequently, the first sum in (4-1) is
2 1/2
0(q) -
= Z ,/ a Z Fm log?
0<k<Ll n<x/t, q
(k4D
X -smooth
lme D
dz 172
=¢ ZE: 210 (x/ )
O<k=<L n=<z, zrlogx/2) g
,—(k+1)
x¢ -smooth

where the second line follows from making the substitution z = x /1.

To obtain a satisfactory dependence on k in our final estimations, we now note that if z < /x we have
log(x/z) > log x, whereas if \/x <z < x1=" e have log(x/z) > e ¥ log x. Thus in any case we
have log(x/z) > 7 2*/1°¢% Jog x. As discussed earlier, we also want to introduce a Rankin style shift,
which we will achieve by adding a factor (x/z)?4/108% = ¢©0(@)z=2a/10gx into the integral. Inserting these
estimates, we find the first sum in (4-1) is

LoD 12

dz
Z2—&-2q/log x—2k/logx
q

0@
el oy

2
/logx el ‘ Z f(n)

n=<z,
o—(k+1)
x¢ -smooth

Finally, using Harmonic Analysis Result 2.6 and then Minkowski’s inequality, all of the above is

0@ *© |Fe(1/2+q/logx —k/logx +it)[?
logx
0<k<£

1/2
oo [1/2+q/logx —k/logx +it|?
0( y n+1/2
[_* 06
logx 0<k<£[ 2+1 H /n 12

Al |
nez ogx q

where Fj denotes the partial Euler product of f(n) over x¢"“""_smooth numbers. In the Steinhaus case,
since the law of the random function f(n) is the same as the law of f(n)n'’ for any fixed ¢ € R we have

n+1/2 1 k 1/2 k
‘f Fk(—+—+lt) H/ (— —+ll‘>
n—1/2 2 logx 12 log x

Proposition 4.1 now follows on putting everythlng together. O

q
2
dt

2

dt Vn.

q
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The proof of Proposition 4.2, covering the Rademacher case, is very similar to the Steinhaus case.
We use the Rademacher part of Probability Result 2.3, producing various terms dr47—1(n) in place of
dr41(n), but this doesn’t alter the analysis. The only nontrivial change comes at the very end of the proof,
where (since it is no longer the case that the law of the random function f(n) is the same as the law of
f(n)n'") we apply the bound

n+1/2 q k 2 1/2
T +it dt
I’l +1 n—1/2 logx q
1 N+1/2 1 g—k 2 1/2
T Era— Fil = t)| dt .o
<<[‘32%‘<|N|+1>1/4 fN_l/z "(2+logx+’> ,j

Proof of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4. We proceed somewhat similarly to Section 2.5 of [Harper 2017] or
Section 2.2 of [Harper et al. 2015].

Again we let P (n) denote the largest prime factor of n, and we introduce an auxiliary Rademacher
random variable € that is independent of everything else. Then we find that

H 2 f(") Yoo fm+ Y fm+ Y fm— Y f(n)

n=<x, n=<x, n=<x, n=<x, n=<x,
P(n)>x3* P(n)>x3* P(n)<xx/4 P(n)>x3* P(n)<xx/4
5%( Z HOEEY fo) o Yo ofm—= > fm )
n=<x, n=<x, n=<x, n=<x,
P(n)>x3/ P(n)<x%/4 P(n)>x3* P(n)<)«¢3/4
e > fm+ Y. o)
n<x, n<x,
P(n)>x3/4 P(n)<x3/4
Zf(n)

n=<x

Here the first inequality is Minkowski’s inequality; the second is Holder’s inequality (with exponent 2q)
applied only to the averaging over €; and the final equality follows since the law of

Y. fm=e YT fp) Y fm)
n<x, x4 <p<x m=x/p

P(n)>x3/*

conditional on the values (f(p)),<,3+ is the same as the law of anx’ Py=x3t ().
Now in the decomposition

Yoo fm= > f) Y fm),
n<x, P(n)>x3/4 x4 <p<x m=<x/p

the inner sums are determined by the values (f(p)),<,3+ (and in fact by the values (f(p)) ,<,1/4), which
are independent of the outer random variables (f (p)) 34 p<,- So conditioning on the values (f(p)) ,<,34
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determining the inner sums and applying Probability Result 2.4 witha, =), <x/p J(m), it follows that

H Z fo) ST fm) Y logp| Y fim)

n=<x, x3/4<p§x m<_x/p x3/4<p§x msx/p
P(n)>x

201172 201172

Z >

1
-~ logx

q

Next we want to replace the sum over p by an integral average. We can rewrite

> logp Zf(m)‘ > logp

x4 <p<x m<x/p r<xV4x/(r+1)<p=<x/r

m=<r

and noting that x/r —x/(r +1) = x/(r(r + 1)) > (x/r)*/3 on our range of r, a Hoheisel-type prime
number theorem in short intervals (see, e.g., Theorem 12.8 of [Ivi¢ 2003]) implies that

x/r 2
Y logp| Y f(m)‘ > (f 1dt> z/
/4 x/(r+1)

x4 <p<x m=<x/p
. o .. . 174 2 .
Making a substitution z = x /7, we see this integral is the same as x || lx ‘ Yom<z S (m)} ‘;l—zz. Checking

dt

m=r m<x/t

back, this completes the proof of the first part of Proposition 4.3.
To deduce the second part of Proposition 4.3, we note that for any large V and any ¢ > 1 we have

I

m=<z
/4

>
- f 2+8Vq/ logx
1 m=<z, q
x-smooth
>
- / ‘ 2+8Vq/10gx ‘ f]/4 2+8Vq/logx
m<z, X m<z, q
x-smooth x-smooth
>
- / ‘ 2—|—8Vq/10gx qu / 2—|—4Vq/10gx
m<z, m<z, q
x-smooth x-smooth

By Harmonic Analysis Result 2.6, provided that V < (log x) /g (so that V g /log x is uniformly bounded) the
first term here is > || f]ﬁ2 |F( +]0gq +ir)| i |, and the subtracted second term is < e~ "4 /77 |F(
120‘;1 +it ‘ /‘2 + 2 log +zt| dt| , which in the Steinhaus case is < "1 | flﬁz ’F 5+ logq +tt)} dt H
by “translation invariance in law Putting everything together, this finishes the proof of Proposition 4. 3.
g
The arguments in the Rademacher case are exactly the same until the final line, where we don’t have
“translation invariance” so we must upper bound || ffooo |F( + logq + lt)| /|2 + Ve log +zt| dt H by

maxy ez Gy | N+11//22 |F(5+ logq +it)|" |- say. o
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5. Proofs of the upper bounds in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

In view of Proposition 4.1, the key to obtaining the upper bound in Theorem 1.1 will lie in proving the
following. Recall here that Fy(s) denotes the partial Euler product of f(n) over x¢ " _smooth numbers,
and in the special case where k = —1 we usually write F(s) (rather than F_;(s)) for the partial Euler
product over x-smooth numbers.

Key Proposition 5.1. Let f(n) be a Steinhaus random multiplicative function. For all large x, and uni-
formly for 1 <q <1og'® x (say) and —1 <k < L= (loglogx)/10] and —e* /log x <o <1/(10010g(2q))

(say), we have
1 2 NT 06 [ ggx \T 1 1 ¢*—q+1
Fi| = it )| dt in{ —, ——— )
k<2 ot ) ) < log? ™! x <10g2q) mm{ek“ Iallogx}

172
(/
-1/2

Key Proposition 5.1 is actually much more general, in terms of the allowed range of ¢ and o, than we

immediately need (and the proof would let us extend the range of ¢ quite a lot further if we wished, all it
really requires is something like e /log x < 1/(1001og(2¢))). The increased generality will be useful
in Section 6, where Key Proposition 5.1 will play an auxiliary role, and also in clarifying the essential
features of the proof.

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.1, assuming Key Proposition 5.1. In view of the discussion in
Section 3, it will suffice to prove the Theorem 1.1 upper bound for 1 < g <loglogx. And to do that, in
view of Proposition 4.1 it will suffice to show that

2

0<k=<L

1/2 1/2
/ |Fi(5+ % +ir)[dt| < em(@/210rd—(0/2)10810820)+0@) 1000/271/2+1/24
—1/2

q

Applying Key Proposition 5.1 with o = (¢ — k)/logx (which is indeed < 1/(1001log(2g)) on our
range of ¢), we find the left-hand side is

20 log x q* . 1 1 q?—q+1\ 1/2q
= 2 Liogmeliogzg) ™™o 1 =x
0<k<r N8 4 q

Zog+1y 1/2
log 2¢ ekt ¢ '
0<k=L

It is easy to see that this satisfies our desired bound. O

For Theorem 1.2, we need a Rademacher analogue of the above.

Key Proposition 5.2. Let f(n) be a Rademacher random multiplicative function. For all large x,
and uniformly for 1 < g < 10g'®x (say) and —1 < k < £ = |(loglogx)/10]| and —e*/logx < o <

1/(1001og(2g)) (say), we have
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[E(f_l/z |Fk(%+a+it)|2dt)q

1/2
< 0@ Veminloe 1 log x maX{2q2—q,qz+l}. 1 1 max{2¢%—2q,q*—q+1}
min, 1og 1og x, mmny——, ——— s

log” x 585 1=l ) \log2g 17 o log x

where go = (1 + «/5)/2.
Furthermore, for any |N| > 1 we have

[E(/NN+é |Fk(%+a+it)|2dt>q

1
2

a(q+D)  ,0(q% 7’ 7’—q+1

&« min{ [N|'/1% log x ! e’ log x min —1 —1
| ’ g1 k+1° :

etllog2qg |o|log2q log?™" x \log2q e lo|logx

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.2, assuming Key Proposition 5.2. Similarly as in the Steinhaus
case, in view of Proposition 4.2 and the discussion in Section 3 it will suffice to show that for all
1 < g <loglogx, we have

Z 1 /N+1/2 1 q —k 2 1/2
max —— Fk<— + +it> dt
0<k=r NeZ (|N|+1)1/8 N—1/2 2 Ing q
12
< p41024—qloglog(2)+0(g) (1 + min {10g log.x (log x)mxla=1.a/2-1/2+1/2q)
- "lg = qol

We apply Key Proposition 5.2 with ¢ = (¢ — k)/log x (which is indeed < 1/(1001log(2¢)) on our
range of ¢). When ¢ < 15, say, we have min{|N|'/1% logx/(e*T'log2q), 1/(Jo|log2q)}?+V <
IN|9/° < |N|*/3, so (on taking 2¢-th roots in Key Proposition 5.2 and then multiplying by the prefactor
1/(|N|+ 1)'/8) we see the contribution from |N| > 1 to maxycz will never exceed the contribution from
the N =0 term. So overall, when 1 < g < 15 the left-hand side will be

O 1 logx \™2—aa ) o\ max2e=20.4% g +1)\ 1/2
< Z 7 min loglog x, sy
ol log? x lg —qol J \log2q ¢
1 log x \ Mx{2a(g—1.q~g+1} 1/2¢
< Z (min{loglogX, }( ,il) )
0<k<L 4= qol ) \ e

This certainly gives our desired bound for 1 < g < 15.
When 15 < g < loglogx, we note first that max{2¢g” — 2¢q, g> — g + 1} = 2¢> — 2q. (In fact this is
true as soon as g > ¢o.) So using the bound

q(g+1D) ?—g—1
min{ |N|!/1%, log x , ! < |N|Ga+D/00 iy log x ’ 1
ektllog2q’ |o|log2q - e*+1log2qg’ |o|log2g
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we again find that the contribution from |N| > 1 to maxycz will never exceed the contribution from the
N =0 term. Overall, in this case we get a bound

o logx [ 1 1 24° =24\ 1/2 o[ logx 2¢°~2q 1/2q
€2\ g2y ™| <[ (Goe2g ’
0<k<L

as desired. O

We shall prove Key Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 in several steps over the course of this section. For
convenience in the writing we set X' := min{log x /e**!, 1/|o'|}, and note that under our hypotheses this
is always > 1001og(2q). The point of this definition is that the contribution from primes p > e* in our

Euler products will ultimately contribute only to the 0@ term.

Preliminary maneuvres. We begin with a few manipulations to discretize and set up the problem, in
both the Steinhaus and Rademacher cases. For any ¢ > 1, we have

12 1/2X) )
H/ |Fi(A 4o +if)|Pdt| < / Y |FRGHo+i(%+1)| dt
—1)2 q —1/QX) |y S ra4 q
I/ZX )
:_H/ |Fi(3+0+i(%+1))| dt
1/2x 4

|n|<X/2+1

Applying Holder’s inequality with exponent ¢ to the normalized integral | 1{(/2(;?() X dt, we see the

right-hand side is

< %([”M X[E( S R 4o il +t))|2)th)]/q.

—1/@x) In|<X/2+1

In the Steinhaus case, where |Fk(% +o+i (% + t)) |2 has the same distribution for any given shift 7,

we can simplify the above to give the bound
1
E J—

1/2
H/ ‘Fk +o*+lt)| dt
q

1/2

> |AG+e+B)f

In|<X/2+1

El

q

so we have indeed passed to studying a discrete sum rather than an integral. Finally, we rewrite the
right-hand side as

1 X o X ) zqfl 1/q
28 X aGserf( X IntrorsP) )

In|<X/2+1 lm|<X/2+1
1 1 2 1 im\|2 TV
< (XEFG+o) (D [F(G+o+3)] . (5-1)
Im|<x

where the inequality again uses the distributional “translation invariance” (shifting n to zero in the outer
sum, and replacing m by m — n in the second sum).
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In the case of Rademacher f(n), if we mimic the above calculations we obtain that

N+1/2
H ‘Fk —i—o*-i—lt){ dt
—1/2 q
12x 5 ) q—1 1/q
<}</ XE Y |Fe(3t+o+i(% +N+z))\< > \Fk(§+a+i(%+N+t))\> dt> . (52
“12X <x241 Im| <X /2+1

Proof of Key Proposition 5.1, for ¢ > 2. When g > 2, we are helped by the fact that we can use Holder’s
inequality again to analyze ()", <x |Fe(3+0+2) |z)q_l in (5-1). f we let =", <x 1/(Im| + D?,
so that i =< 1, then first we have

(X IAG+o+2)P)

|m|<X

g—1

1 my2)
= (4 3 G+ VA )

Im|<Xx

Using Holder’s inequality with exponent ¢ — 1, we deduce

. q 1 . _
( Z |Fk(%+0+%)|2) Sﬂq_l'l Z (||—+1)2((|m|+1)2|Fk(%+0+%)|2)q !

lm|=X |m|<X

1 _
_60(4) Z i |+1)2(|m|+1)2(q 1)|Fk( +O_+zm)|2(q l)‘
|m|<X
(5-3)

We remark that the choice of weights 1/(|m| 4 1)? that we introduced is fairly arbitrary. The key point
is that we expect, in (5-1), that the only significant contribution should come from small m (for which
1 imY|2
|Fe(3+o+2)
up a factor like X' (inefficiently reflecting the total length of the sum) in our application of Holder’s

will be highly correlated with the outer term |Fk(% + U) ‘2), so we don’t want to pick

inequality.
In view of the above computation, to bound the right-hand side of (5-1) when ¢ > 2 we need to bound
terms of the form

(Im|+ DX VE|Fe (L +0)[*| Fe (L +o + 1) 070

Recall that —ef/logx < o < 1/10010og(2q) here. Inserting the definition of Fi(s), and using a trivial
bound 60(21’5100‘12 alp'7) _ e\ Zpci024/VP) = ¢0(*/1029) for the parts of the Euler products over

primes < 100q2, this is
f(p)

- pl/2to

fp) |2

0(q*/logq) 2(g—1 __Jw
‘ (mi+ 1% E ] Pl
o—(k+1)

100g2<p<x®

Now if ek*1/logx <o < 1/1001og(2q), (and so X := min{log x /e**!, 1/|o’|} = 1/0), then the first part
of Euler Product Result 2.1 implies that the expectation of the part of the Euler product over primes
ello et g7/ p' T2 g7 /e!/29)}, which is all 0" Using

<p=x‘

<p< x¢ s equal to exp{O(}_,1/o
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this fact, as well as the independence of f(p) for different primes p, we find the above is always equal to

0@ (Im| + 124D 1—[ fp) f(p)

p] /2+0 o pl/2+o+im/X
100g2<p<e™

—2(q-1)
1-

Notice that our size assumptions on o, k, ¢ guarantee that e? is larger than 100g>. Finally, the second
part of Euler Product Result 2.1 implies this is all equal to

x o\ ta-1? X 2g=1) x \?
O(LI )(|m| + 1)2(4 D 1+ — eO(tlz)
logq (Im[+1)loggq logg

Putting this together with (5-3) and (5-1), we find

<< X -e”'
Wl 2 (i) )

lm|<X

a*\ /4
Ly 0w 2 .
X logg

Raising everything to the power ¢ and inserting the fact that X = min{logx/e**!, 1/|o |}, this gives the
statement of Key Proposition 5.1. O

12
H/ \Fk +G+lt)| dt
12

Proof of Key Proposition 5.2, for ¢ > 2. We begin with the second part of Key Proposition 5.2, where
[N| > 1. Then similarly as in the deduction of (5-3) in the Steinhaus case, for any |n| < X' /2+ 1 and any
[t] <1/(2X) we can use Holder’s inequality to show

( 2 |Fk(%+0+i(%+N+I))|2)q_l

Im| <% +1
1 _ . 2(¢—1
<00 Y e Um D B o i (N )
Im|<%+1

So to bound the right-hand side of (5-2), we need to bound terms of the form
(i =+ D20 VE B+ (5N +0) PRl +o i3+ N+) P

As in the Steinhaus case, the contribution from primes p < 10042 to this expectation is trivially 0/ logq),
Using the first part of Euler Product Result 2.2, the contribution from primes et < p < x Y gs eo(qz),

and overall (noting that the imaginary shifts n/X +N +¢,m/X + N +t are > |[N| > 1 and also < |[N])
the above expression is at most

(g—1)24+3(g—1) 1+(g—1)? 2(qg—1)
e0<42>min{ i ,|N|u'>o} (Im—n|+ 1)@~ 1)( i ) ( i ) :
log g log g (jm—n|+1)logg

Apart from the factor min{X /log g, |N|'/190}@=D@+2)this is precisely analogous to the estimate we
had in the Steinhaus case, so when |N| > 1 we indeed get the same bound as in the Steinhaus case apart
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from a multiplier

(g=1)(g+2) {

q(g+1)
min{ X ,|N|1/100} < min X ,|N|1/100} { log x 1 |N|1/100
logq

q(g+1)
= min , ,
logg ekllogq’ |o|logg }

It remains to address the first part of Key Proposition 5.2, where N = 0. In this case, when g > 2 we
expect the main contribution to (5-2) to come from terms with n, m ~ 0, so rather than splitting up the
sum over m according to the size of |m —n| we shall just split it up according to the size of m. Proceeding
in this way, using Holder’s inequality as in the Steinhaus case we find for any [7| < 1/(2X) that

> IaGre il X RGrosicr)f)

In|<%+1 Im| <X /2+1
: 2 1 - . 2(g—1
<@ ) |F(ztot+i(E+)[0 Y0 mﬂml-i-l)z(” DIF(So+i(2+)) 97 (5-4)
In|<X/2+1 mi=/241 0
So to bound the right-hand side of (5-2), we again need to bound terms of the form

(Im] + l)z(q_l)[E|Fk(% +o+i(% +f))|2‘Fk(% fo+i(2+ t))‘Z(q—l).

Using the second part of Euler Product Result 2.2, this is

X @=DP=@=1 / p \ I1+@=D?
0@ (Im| + 1)2@1)(1 + —) ( )
(Im[+1)logq logg

X X 2(g—1)
' <<1+ <|m—n|+1>1ong)(1+ <|m+n|+1>1ogq)> '

Now depending on the signs of m, n, one of the terms |m — n|, |m + n| will be equal to ||m| — |n|| and

the other will equal |m| + |n| > |m|. So the above is always

a(q-1) I+(g—1? 2g-1)
< 0@ 201 X X ad
<e (Im[+1) + .
(Im|+1)logg logg (|lm| —1nl| + 1) logq

Putting this together with (5-4) and (5-2), if we first perform the sum over |n| < X' /2 + 1 we get that
H flﬁz ‘Fk(% +o +it)}2dt”q is at most

20@

(Im| + 1)2(q—1) (1 X )t](ql)( X >1+(ql)2+2(ql)>1/q

<|m|52€/2+1 (Im|+1)2 (Im| +1)logq logq

Finally performing the sum over m, the dominant contribution comes from small terms (note that for
terms with |m| > X /log g we have (1 + X /((jm| 4+ 1)1log ¢))?@=1 = ¢2@") 50 overall these contribute
at most ¢0@) y24=3 (X/log @)1= 2= - eo(qz)(X/log q)7 7243 inside the bracket), and gives
us a bound < [e9@/X](X /log q)(zqz_q)/ 9. Raising everything to the power g > 2 and inserting the fact

k+1

that X = min{log x/e“™", 1/|o|}, this gives the bound claimed in Key Proposition 5.2. O
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Proof of Key Proposition 5.1, for 1 < g < 2. When 1 < ¢ < 2, it is not immediately obvious how
to analyze the term [E|Fk(% +0) |2( D ml<x |Fk(% +o+ ’%)|2)L]71 in (5-1). We may begin by letting
C =C(q) =e'9=V and noting that [E|Fk(% + a)iz(z‘mle \Fk(% +o+ ’%)\2)%1 is

strGraf( L X |AGro+s))

d=<(g—1)log X+1 Ccd-1<|m|<C?

gq—1

Here we adopt the convention that the term m = 0 is included in ) -4 <jm|<c¢ When d =1, and that any
terms with [m| > X are omitted from all sums (so the imaginary shift in the second copy of F; always
has size |m/X| < 1). The motivation for splitting things up like this is that we expect our estimates for all
terms with ) s 1 <m|<cd t0 be roughly the same, up to a factor C O And, when everything is raised to
the power g — 1, this factor simply becomes a constant multiplier. Next, if we let D = D(q) e N be a
parameter, to be fixed later, we can split things up further and find

tlr(+o) (X 1AG+o+ )l

|m|<x

< Y dndrl( X X |AGe+)r)

r<(g—1)log X/D+1 (r—=1)D<d=rD Cci-1<|m|<C4

q—1

g—1
q-1 1 2 1 im)|2 )
<ot Y e me (RGO X AGEerBF) 69
r<(g—1)log X/D+1 Ci=l<im|<C?
Notice that we may further assume that all terms d for which C¢~! > X are omitted here, since for those
the sum over m is empty (by our earlier convention).
Now in the sum over m, we expect (thinking about Euler Product Result 2.1) that the part of the Euler

x/c will be roughly the same size for all ci-1< |m| < C4, and

product Fk(% +o+ %) on primes < e
indeed roughly the same size as the corresponding part of Fk(% + o). To simplify our writing about this,

foreach d > 1 and |m| < X let us set

Ga(m) = ]_[

pSeX/Cd

- A3 +o+ )

f(p) o
, and Hy(m):= Gaom)

- pl/2+o+im/X

(These quantities of course depend on x, k, o as well, but we suppress that in our notation.) We will also
set G4 := G4(0) and H; := H;(0). Then the expectation in (5-5) may be written as

g—1
E  max Gde( Z Gd(m)Hd(m)) .

(r—=1)D<d<rD
Ca='<|m|<C?

We want to apply Holder’s inequality to this expectation, in such a way that the bracketed sum is raised
to the power 1/(¢ — 1), and so we can connect up the expectation with the terms inside. Prior to doing
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this, we rewrite the expectation again as

1=(g—1)% 7, 1—(g—1 G4 Hy 4t
E  max Gd_(q_ ) Hd_(q_ ) c2a-D2—g)d (d— Z Gd(m)Hd(m)) )

(r—1)D<d<rD C2C-9)d
Ci-l<|m|<C?

Simplifying the various exponents, this is all

o G 'H, g1
< [E( max GZ(Z q)Hj qCZ(q_U(z_‘I)d)( max =~ 44 Z Gd(m)Hd(m)) ,

(r—=1)D<d<rD (r—1)D<d<rD C22-q)d
Ca=1<|m|=<C?

and now using Holder’s inequality with exponents 1/(2 —¢) and 1/(g — 1), we get a bound

2—q Gq_lHd q-1
< ([E max GZHdCZ(ql)d) ([E a 42 Z Gd(m)Hd(m)>

max
(r—1)D<d<rD (r—1)D<d<rD C22—a)d
Ci=1<|m|=C?

2g—1)d 2 Gg_lHd g1
=\F aHaC™™ E—4—5 H .
_( (rfl)rgajilgrDGd aC ) ( Z C202—9)d Z Ga(m) d(m)>
(r—=1)D<d=<rD

Ccl<Im|=C?

12
We remark that the motivation for the uneven splitting of the Euler products here (moving G;q D" and

H;’_] into the second bracket) is that, as noted above, [EGZ_1 G 4(m) will behave in approximately the
same way as EG?, but on the large primes the shifts im /X provide extra cancellation in EH; Hy(m). So
the best way to split up the G, terms is “evenly”, i.e., such that the total exponent of G, terms in both
brackets after Holder’s inequality remains g, whereas for the H, terms it is better to move a larger piece
inside the second bracket (with the sum over m) to maximize the cancellation we pick up. As we shall
see, the powers of C that we have introduced will serve to balance the final sizes of all the terms.
Using the independence of f(p) for different primes, together with Euler Product Result 2.1, the sums

inside the second bracket are

1 -1
Z C22—q)d Z EG)™ Ga(m)EH,Hy(m)
(r—=1)D<d=<rD cd-l<|m|<cH
! X\ (e min{X, C7}\2
< PeiTemmyl 1+—) ( ) (min{X, cd})2(—’ )
(r—])DX<:d§rD c2emad Cdgngcd( ce 1+ |m]| 1+ |m|
com

2 2
q°B—q7)d
< Z C2(2—q)dX ¢
(r—1)D<d<rD
— oW x4’ Z Cc—a—D%d _ c00) ya* c—@@-1*¢—1)D
(r—=1)D<d<rD

When performing this calculation, we noted that the contribution to EH; H,(m) from primes p > e? is

uniformly bounded (by the first part of Euler Product Result 2.1), similarly as in our analysis of the case
g > 2. Some of our estimates here were a bit crude, but there seems to be no way to avoid losing some
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factors COW), which further explains why our choice of C = ¢!/~ is essentially the largest we can
make without incurring unacceptable losses.

To bound Emax(_1)p<a<rp G4 HysC*4714 where we need to handle the maximum in a nontrivial
way rather than replacing it by a sum (because this term will not be raised to the small power g — 1), we
will use Probability Result 2.5. To do this, we first rewrite Emax_1)p<a<,p G4 HaC?4~D4 as

E[F(i+0)  max  (G,C2)1!
(r—=1)D<d<rD —2(g—1)
f(p) 1 C2a-1d

1= pl/2to

2~
=HRGEIE, e, 1
- pSeX/Cd

where [ is expectation under the “tilted” measure defined by I]ED(A) = [E‘ Fk(% + 0) ‘ZIA/[E‘ Fk(% + a) |2
for each event A (and 1 denotes the indicator function). We note, for use in a little while, that if A is an
event not involving certain primes then those terms factor out from the expectation and cancel between
numerator and denominator in the definition of [IED(A). Furthermore, the random variables f(p) are still
independent under the measure P, since if A, B are events involving disjoint sets of primes then we
can split up the Euler product ’Fk (% + a) ‘2 into subproducts over the corresponding sets, and then the
expectation E will split up correspondingly.
Now Euler Product Result 2.1 implies that [E‘ Fk(% + 0) o x. Furthermore, if we write

—2(g—1)/1.01

Ly = 1—[ '1_ f(p)

p]/2+(r

p<eX/C?
(say), and A4 := [~ELd, then Euler Product Result 2.1 and the independence of the f(p) imply that

, E l_[pfeX/Cd = f(p)/pl/2+(r |—2(1+(q—1)/1.01) (1 N X )2((11)/1.0l+(ql)2/1.012
d = = s .
[El—[pSeX/Cdll - f(p)/p1/2+a|—2

Cd

We similarly get that [EL},’O1 =< (1+ X/Cd)z(q_1)+(q_1)2. So we have shown that

N L\ 0\ @-D/1ol
E max GZHdcz(q_l)d <X -F max ~a (Cd _|_X)2(q—1) 1+ =
(r—D)D<d<rD (r—1)D<d<rD\ Ag cd

2
x o \@-DHLon LM
x4 —— E max — ,
< + C(r=DD+1 (r—1)D<d<rD\ Ag

where we used the fact that C¢ < CX (given our convention that those d for which C4~! > X are
omitted) and C?“~1 « 1. Finally, since the f(p) are independent under the measure P (and so the
“increments” of different primes in the Euler product are independent), the sequence of random variables
(Lyp/Mp), Lrp=1/MD=1), ..., (L-—1)D+1/A¢—1)D+1) (taken in that order) form a nonnegative sub-
martingale relative to P and to the sigma algebras generated by (f(p))pfex/cm , (f(p))pSeX/Cerl s
(f( p))p <oX/CU=DD1 . For example, we may calculate the conditional expectation
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=(( Lrp—1 Lp - F(p) |Ha=D/1o1
[E<</\ D 1) | (f(p))”fex/cm): ArD 1[E( [1 ‘] ~ plizte | (S P p<ersern
e e eX/CVD<p§eX/CVD—1
L,p ~ —2(¢—1)/1.01
=P l_[ 1 f(p)
ArD—1 1/2+U

eX/CrD <p§€X/CrD71

)LrD

which gives the “nondecreasing on average” property from the definition of a submartingale. Thus
Probability Result 2.5 is applicable, and gives that [Emax(r_l) p<d<rp(La /)\.d)l'(n is

1.01 X 12— ta=D?
i Le—1yp+1 - (1+ st i+ X (@=1)"="rai
< Ar—1)D+1 A ALot - Cr—DD+1 :

(r—1)D+1
Putting together (5-1), (5-5), and the above calculations, we get that

1/2
|7

)2(q—1)+(q—1)2

2

—i—a—l—zt) dt

q

< %(XD"‘I Z

r<((g—1)log X)/D+1

q? 2—¢q 1/q
( ) (o0 ya gDy
C—DDG—1)

Recalling that C = ¢!/~D and collecting terms together, we find this is all

/9 1/q
<<%(X1+‘12D‘71 3 C<r1)0<q1>2) =%<X1+‘12D41 ) e(rl)D(ql)) _
r<(g—1)log X/D+1 r<(g—1)log X/D+1

So if we finally choose D := [1/(g — 1)], then both the sum over r and the term D9~! will be « 1.
Recalling that X = min{(log x)/ef*!, 1/|c|}, we see this bound is as claimed in Key Proposition 5.1.
O

Proof of Key Proposition 5.2, for 1 < q < 2. We again begin with the second part of the proposition,
where |N| > 1. In this case we can analyze the terms [E|Fk(2 +o —|—l(X + N+ t))| (Z|m|< X |Fk(

o+i(%+N+1)[)"
and otherwise following the argument from the Steinhaus case. We obtain the same estimates as there,

in (5-2) by splitting the sum over m into subsums where C¢~! < |m —n| < C¢,

except the error term in Euler Product Result 2.2 produces an additional factor

- 1/100
min{1 4 & |N|1/100} 6= @D {Cd x4 N

4
. 1/100,4
car ——I—X/Cd} < min{X, |N| }

when estimating (the analogue of) the terms [EGZ_lGd (m)EH;Hy(m), and an additional factor min{1 +
X /CU=DD+L N 1/10044@ =D« min{x, |N|/100}9@~D when estimating (the analogue of) the term
Emaxg_1)p<d<rp GZ H,;C*a-1d_Sg overall we get the same bound as in the Steinhaus case, apart from
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a factor
(min{X, |[N|/190)9@=D0y2=4 (min{x, |N|/10)4) @D & min{x, |N|1/100)@—D@+20—¢")

A small calculation shows that for 1 < g <2, we have (g — 1)(4+2g —q°) <5(g —1) < q(q +1), giving
the factor min{X, |N|!/100}4@+D) = min{(log x)/e**!, 1/|o|, |N|'/199}9@+D claimed in the second part
of Key Proposition 5.2.

When N =0, to prove Key Proposition 5.2 we need to bound

> HrrosiGr( X aGrorirf)

In|<X/2+1 Im| <X /2+1

in (5-2). Following the same argument that led to the bound (5-5) in the Steinhaus case, but now splitting
the sum over m according to the size of |m| — |n| rather than the size of |m|, one obtains that

> dndroriGe)f( ¥ AGroriG)l)

[n|<X/2+1 |m|<X/2+1

< Dc‘f_1 Z Z E max |Fk(l +G+l(l+t))|2
In|<X/2+1r<(g—1)log X/D+1 (r—1)D<d<rD 2 X

g—1
( 3 |Fk(%+a+i(%+t))|2) . 5-6)
Im|<X /241,
C¥<||m|—|n||<C?

q—1

Here we again have C = ¢!/~D and D = D(g) € N is a parameter, and we adopt our usual conventions
(analogously to the Steinhaus case) about including the |m| = |n| term when d = 1 and omitting overly
large terms from all sums.

Now for each d > 1 and |m| < X /24 1, and treating ¢ as fixed, we shall set

Ga(m) = l_[ f(p)

p1/2+o+i(m/X+t)
piex/czl

: B o i)

1+ , and Hy(m):= Gaim)

This is the same notation that we used in the Steinhaus case, but with the Euler products now replaced
by their Rademacher versions (supported on squarefree numbers only). Splitting the expectation and
applying Holder’s inequality as in the Steinhaus case, it follows that (5-6) is

2—q
« D! Z Z ([E max Gd(n)‘IHd(n)c2<q—1>d> :

(r—1)D<d<rD
In|<X/2+1r<(g—1)log X/D+1

G.(n)?'H, -1
( Y ey Gd<m>Hd<m>) .

(r—=1)D<d<rD Im|<X /241,
C= < |m|—n||<C?

Continuing to follow the argument from the Steinhaus case, but using Euler Product Result 2.2 in place
of Euler Product Result 2.1, we can bound these terms further. Proceeding to do this, and noting that one
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of the terms |m — n|, |m + n| that arise in Euler Product Result 2.2 will always equal ||m| — |n|| and the
other will equal |m| + |n| > |n|, we find the sums in the second bracket are

1 —
Y mogd Y EGumGa(m)EHs(n) Hlm)
(r—1)D<d<rD |m|<X /241,
¥t <lim|=In||<c?

2 2

. (x x )@ D@ o\ =D

< Z C22—q)d Z mln{ E, m} (1 + a)
(r—=1)D<d<rD Cd=1<||m|—|n||=C?

X (X ox)\4h s min{X, C9) min{X, C9} \\*
Ny miny —, — (min{X,C‘H) | ————— |1+ ———— .
1+ |Im| = |n|| Ccd’ |n| 1+ ||m| — || 1+ |m|+ |n|

Collecting terms together, and then upper bounding min{X'/C¢, X /|n|}4~V by (X /(1 +|n]))?9“~D and
upper bounding min{X', C?} everywhere else by C¢, the above is

q(g—1) o) q(g—1)
<« ( X ) Z ¢ X9 cB-ahHd _ ( X ) cOW ya* c—g—1*¢-)D.
(r—1)D<d<rD

1+ |n| C22-qd 1+ |n|

We can also adapt the Steinhaus argument to bound Emax_1yp<4<rp Ga(n)? Hy (n)C?4@=Dd 1n this
case we again have E| Fy (3 +0 +i (£ +1)) |2 = X, and we may define the “tilted” measure [ and set L, :=
l_[piex/cd 14 f(p)/p'/3rotin/X+D2@=D/1.01 apalogously to the Steinhaus case. Then Euler Product
Result 2.2 implies that EL, < min{X /C?, X /|n|}(1T@=D/10D@G=D/101 (] 4 y/Cd)2q=1)/1.01+(g=1)?*/1.01*
and [EL},’O1 = min{X/C?, xX/|n|}94=D (1 + X/Cd)z(q_1)+(q_1)2. So the same submartingale argument as
in the Steinhaus case shows that

gD 260D X (g—1)?* X x 194D
q q- q— . @
[E(r_l)rgzgzsm Gs,n)?1H;(n)C «LX (1+ C(r—l)D-H) mmi—c(r—l)DH’ |n|}

2

B X q(g—1)
< C(r—1D(g—1)? (1 + |n|) '

Putting everything together, recalling that C = e¢!/~1 and choosing D := [1/(q — 1)], we deduce
that (5-6) is

2

X4 X q(g—1) ) X q(g—1)
D! x4 .
<" Y e m) < T ()

Inl<F +1r<@=DieX 4 Inl<3+1

Since gg = (1 + \/3)/2 ~ 1.618 satisfies go(qo — 1) = 1, and we have 1 < g < 2, the sum over
n here is « x™*{Le@=Dymin{log X', 1/|qg — qo|}. Substituting into (5-2), and recalling that X :=
min{logx/ek*1, 1/|o |}, this gives the first (N = 0) bound claimed in Key Proposition 5.2 when 1 < g < 2.

O
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6. Proofs of the lower bounds in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Recall that F(s) denotes the Euler product of f(n) over x-smooth numbers.

The lower bound in the Steinhaus case. To prove the lower bound part of Theorem 1.1, in view of

Proposition 4.3 our main work will be to prove a suitable lower bound for | [~ 162 |F(3+ logq +1t)| dif,.
where V is a large fixed constant. (We also need an upper bound for the subtracted quantity ” f 12 |F (
120‘;6;[: +1 t)| dt 7 but this will follow directly from Key Proposition 5.1.)

To obtain our lower bound, we note first that for any ¢ > 1 we have

1/2 2 q (k+1/2)/log x 2 q
(// F(l+4vq+it)‘ dt) z( > / e dt)
—1)2 2 logx I<(logn_1y/2* k=1/2)/logx
(k4+1/2)/log x 2 q
[ ).

(k—1/2)/logx
(k+1/2)/log x

This step could be wasteful if many of the pieces f(k_l /2)/log x ‘F ( + logq + 1t)} dt made substantial

contributions to the full integral. But for large g we expect instead that the dominant contribution should

come from just a few large (and therefore rare) contributions, so we will not lose too much. In the
Eckjll/f))/ 11—_)?5; |F ( + logq + lt)| dt is independent of k we get
the simpler lower bound

1/2 1 4vg 2 q 1/(2log x) 1 4vg 2 q
[E(f F<—+ —Ht) dt) >>logx-[E(/ F(—+ +it> dt) .
—121 \2  logx ~1/(2logx) 2 logx
Now we want to remove the remaining short integral over ¢, which is a technical obstacle to connecting
up the expectation with the random product F. Heuristically, since the Euler product shouldn’t vary
much on intervals of length 1/log x we should simply obtain something like (@ \F (% + %) |2)q in

the bracket. It turns out that a neat way to handle this issue is using Jensen’s inequality (applied to the

normalized integral [_ 16;5; log x dt), which implies that

1/(21logx) 1 4V 2 q
[E(/ F(——I— 1 +it> dz)
—1/(2logx) 2 logx

1 1/(21log x) ) q
[E</ Ing '62loglF(l/2+4Vq/logx+lt)|dt)

Flie2Ve
2 " logx !

F : + Ve +it
= i
2 logx

>

IkS(IOgX—l)/Z(

Steinhaus case, since the distribution of f(

~ logf x ~1/2logx)
1/(2log x) 1 4Vq q
> — [E(exp{/ logx - 21og F<—+ +it> dt})
log? x ~1/(2logx) 2 logx

1/(2logx)
[Eexp{2q/ log x - log
—1/(2logx)

1 4V
F(—+ 1 +it>‘dt}.
2 logx

- log? x
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Here the exponential, inside the expectation, may be rewritten as

1/(2log x) , f(p)
l—[ exp{_Zq/_ IOgX . E)llog(l - p1/2+4Vq/logx+it) dt}

p<x 1/(2logx)

1/(2log x)

f(p) —itlo
= exp{Zq logxi}t<— e TP dt
IEC p1/2+4Vq/logx _1/@2logx)

f(p)Z 1/(2log x) aitlogp q
+2p1+8Vq/10gx - ¢ dt|+0 P2

1/(2logx)

1/(2logx) 2
_ 0@ ; fp) —itlog p f(p)
=@ [T exp 2qﬁ(—1ogx e di4— P\
<x { pl/2+4Vq/logx _1/@logn) 2p1+8Va/logx

The first equality here uses the Taylor expansion of the logarithm, and the second equality uses the
estimate

1/Qlogx) 1/ logx)
/ o 2itlogp dl:/ (1+ 01| log p)) dt = 1 +0<10g217>
—1/(2logx) —1/(2logx) log x log” x

and also the fact that

log p
Z p1+8Va/logx <log x.

p=x

Putting things together, using the independence of f(p) for different primes p to move the expectation
inside the product, we have shown that our original object

V2| /14y 2\
[E(/ F(—-l— q-i—it) dt>
—1/2 2 IOgX

O(q) f(p) 1/(2logx) ) f( )2
e Y4 —itlog p p _
z logq—l X g [Eexp{zqm(pl/z-MVq/logx log x /1/(210gx) € dt + 2p1+8Vq/logx)}' (6-1)

It will be convenient to note some simple bounds for the quantity inside the exponential, which we will
use shortly. Firstly, this quantity is always trivially bounded by O(q/./p). Secondly, using our previous

calculation that
1/21
/ /(2log x) J-itlogp gy _ 1 N 0( log p ),
~1/(2logx) log x log? x
we can obtain that

f(p) o x/l/(Zlogx) f(p)Z )

N —itlog p
zqm(p1/2+4Vq/logx 1 L logn) ¢ dt + 2p1+8Va/logx

- pl/2+4Vq/10gx p1/2+4Vq/logx log x ;

290 f(p) < qlogp n q>.
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To conclude, we note that certainly when 100g> < p < x we have, in view of the Taylor expansion of
the exponential and the simple bounds noted above and the fact that E(9 f( p))2 = %, that

1/(2logx) ) 2
[Eexp{Z@)‘t(L 1ng/ e~ithogp gy 4 f(p) )}

p1/2+4Vq/logx 1/2logx) 2p1+8Vq/logx

1/(2log x) ) 2 2 2
=[E<1+2q$}t< f(p) logxf & p-ittozp gy S (D) )+2q Mf(p)
p _

1/24+4V q/log x 1/2log x) 2p1+8Vq/logx pH—SVq/logx

2 3
q~logp q
0
+ <p1+8Vq/logx10gx + p3/2))

2 3

2
_ q q-logp q
=1+ p1+8Vq/10gx + 0<p1+8Vq/logx log x + p3/2>'

When p < 100g2, we shall instead use the trivial bound exp{O(q/./p)}. Inserting these into (6-1), we
get an overall lower bound

172 v 5 q
e[ PG i vinar)
-1/2

eO(q) q q2 qzlogp q3
e 1L ooo(5)) T ool gt 0 (e fogs 77

p<100g2 100g2<p=<x
2
e0(a7/1log(29)) q°
= €X T ey o
logq—l X p p1+8Vq/logx
100g2<p<x

_ eo(q2)< log x )‘12
_logq_lx Vqlog2q))

Here the final equality follows because, similarly as in the calculations in Section 3, we have

2 q° 2
9 _ 0@ 8Vq = p<10042 STF8Vg Togx
l_[ eXp{‘l,l%vrz/logx} =¢ o\ 1+ e TITTH ROTE

1004 <p=x logx
Then
2 2 2 2
5(1 y o )‘1 = eo(qz)(logX>q and & v gt €0 i
log x Vg log?’ (2¢)

by Mertens’ estimates for sums over primes.
Inserting this into Proposition 4.3 we find that

X e0@ log x iz c
HZﬂ")Hz > Y Vg2
q logx \1og@—1/2¢ x \ Vq log(2q) eVa/

n<x

2
dt

V2| /1 2vg 12
f F(——i— +it) )
—1/2 2 IOgX q

And using Key Proposition 5.1 with k = —1 to control the subtracted term, provided that 2V g /logx <

1/(1001og(2g)) we can bound everything below by
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x 0@ logx \4? _ CeP@ (vg)amhia logx \??
logx log(ﬂl—l)/Zq X Vq 10g(2q) eVal? log(q—l)/Z‘I x Vq 10g(2q) )

If we set V to be a sufficiently large fixed constant, the subtracted term will be negligible compared with

the first term, and our Theorem 1.1 lower bound will be proved. It only remains to note that the condition
2Vgq/logx < 1/(1001og(2q)) is then satisfied provided g < (clogx)/loglog x, for a sufficiently small
fixed constant ¢ > 0. U
The lower bound in the Rademacher case. To prove the lower bound part of Theorem 1.2, we shall invoke
Proposmon 4.4 and adapt the argument from the previous subsection to lower bound || I 162 |F ( + Vg log L4
it) ] drf,.

Indeed, exactly the same argument as on page 2315 gives, for any g > 1, that

12 q (k+1/2)/ log x q
[E(/ |F (5 + ek +if)] dt) =Y [E(/ |F (3 + et +i1)] dt) :
2 (

- lk|<(logx—1)/2 k—1/2)/log x

where V is a large fixed constant and now F'(s) denotes the Rademacher random Euler product.

Using Jensen’s inequality, also as on page 2315, shows this is all

1 (k+1/2)/log x
= log? Z [Eexp{Zq/ log x -log | F (3 + 10gq +lt)|dt}
log . lk|<(ogx—1)/2 (k—1/2)/log x

And recalling that in the Rademacher case we have F(s) = ]_[psx(l + f(p)/p®), with f(p) € {1}, we
find this is all

1 (k+1/2)/log x £(p)
:@ Z H[Eexp{2q/( IOgX‘E}‘IOg(l"i‘p1/2+4vq/1ogx+n)dt}

k| <(logx—1)/2 p<x k—1/2)/logx

1 (k+1/2)/logx f(p)cos(tlog p)  cos(2tlog p)
=— Z H[Eexp 2q log x - —
(

- q 1/24+4Vq/logx 1+8Vq/logx
log? x < (ogn1)/2 P<¥ k—1/2)/log x P 2p

ol )]

At this stage we cannot efficiently remove the integral of cos(# log p) in the first term, but for the second

term we can write cos(2f log p) = cos(2k log p/log x) + O(log p/log x). The total contribution from
these “big Oh” terms for all p, as well as from the O(1/p>/?) term, is a multiplicative factor ¢?“). So
we obtain that

[E(/_ll/;! (3 +logq +it)]| dt)q

0@ f(p)
z log? x Z 1_[ [Eexp{2q< T/314vq, Togx 108X
lk|<(logx—1)/2 p=<x
(k+1/2)/log x cos(2k log p/log x)
/ cos(t log p) dt — 5 TF8Va) Togx )} (6-2)
(k—1/2)/ log x p

which is the Rademacher analogue of (6-1) from the Steinhaus case.
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Next, when 100g2 < p < x we have, in view of the Taylor expansion of the exponential (and the fact
that f(p)?> = 1), that

[ ’ f(p) 1 (k+1/2)/log x . i cos(2k log p/log x)
SRV praravarioes 027 (k=1/2)/logx costtlog Pyt = 2pl+8Vasiogx

B £(p) (k+1/2)/ log x cos(2k log p/log x)
_E<1+2q(mlogx (k—1/2)/ log x costrlog p) it = 2p!+8Va/logx

242 cos?(k log p/log x) g*log p q°
p1+8Vq/logx p1+8Vq/logx IOgX p3/2 :

Using the cosine identity cos?(k log p/log x) = (%)(1 +cos(2k log p/log x)), and the fact that E f (p) =0,
we find the above is

q* + (g% — q) cos(2k log p/log x) g*logp q°
=1+ (0] .
p

p1+8Vq/logx 1+8Vq/logx10gx p3/2

When p < 100q2, we shall instead use the trivial bound exp{O(q/.,/p)}. Inserting these into (6-2), we
get

1/2 v 5 q
o[ PG i vinar)

172

_ 2 0(d*/10g(29)) g%+ (%> — q) cos(2k log p/log x)
log? x Z 1_[ eXp pl+8Va/logx )

|k|<(logx—1)/2100g2<p=<x
Now when 2 < g < clogx/loglog x, say, we can afford to discard all the terms in this lower bound
except the £k = 0 term, which gives us that

V2 v 2 \!
[E(/ Wﬁﬁﬂ'z)\ dt) >

¢0(a*10g29)) 2¢% —q
l_[ CXp p1+8Vq/logx

12 ST,
B 0" log x 24’4
~ log? x \ Vg log(2q) '

Inserting this into Proposition 4.4, and applying Key Proposition 5.2 with k = —1 and 0 =2V ¢g/logx to
control the subtracted term there, we find that | Y, < f(n) ||2q is

s X 9@ log x =172 0@ (Vg)l/? log x a-1/2
logx \log'/? x \ Vqlog(2g) eV4/2 log!/? x \ Vqlog(2q) ’

If V is a sufficiently large constant, the subtracted term is negligible compared with the first term and we

obtain the lower bound claimed in Theorem 1.2.
When 1 < g < 2 (or really when 1 < g < go = (1++/5)/2), we cannot afford to take quite such a crude
approach. Using Chebychev’s estimates and the prime number theorem as in the proof of Euler Product



2320 Adam J Harper

Result 2.1, we have

cos(2k log p/log x) cos(2k log p/log x)
2. T = 2 +0(1)
100g2<p<x 2<p<xl/V
log("™) cos((2k /1
_ / cos((2k/log x)u) du+ o)
log2 u

= log min{log(x'/"), log(x '/ * Dy} + 0 (1).

Using this estimate, we get a lower bound for [E(f_lﬁ2 |F(% + % + it) \2 dt)q that is

1 [logx ¢ logx logx 4’4
>1q(v) 2 min{v’l k} ’
08" k| <(logx—1)/2 + k]

and (remembering that gq satisfies qg —qo=1) this is

1 log x q*+max{l,q>—q}
7 (—) min{loglogx, —}
log?x\ V lg — qol

Again, inserting this in Proposition 4.4 produces the lower bound claimed in Theorem 1.2. O
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Artin—Mazur—Milne duality for fppf cohomology

Cyril Demarche and David Harari

We provide a complete proof of a duality theorem for the fppf cohomology of either a curve over a finite
field or a ring of integers of a number field, which extends the classical Artin—Verdier Theorem in étale
cohomology. We also prove some finiteness and vanishing statements.

1. Introduction

Let K be a number field or the function field of a smooth, projective, geometrically integral curve X
over a finite field. In the number field case, set X := Spec Ok, where Ok is the ring of integers of K.
Let U be a nonempty Zariski open subset of X and denote by N a commutative, finite and flat group
scheme over U with Cartier dual N”. Assume that the order of N is invertible on U (in particular N is
étale). The classical “étale” Artin—Verdier Theorem [Milne 1986, Corollary 11.3.3] is a duality statement
between étale cohomology H; (U, N) and étale cohomology with compact support H;, (U, N Dy 1t
has been known for a long time that this theorem is especially useful in view of concrete arithmetic
applications: for example it yields a very nice method to prove deep results like Cassels—Tate duality for
abelian varieties and schemes [Milne 1986, Section II.5] and their generalizations to 1-motives [Harari
and Szamuely 2005, Section 4]; Artin—Verdier’s Theorem also provides a “canonical” path to prove the
Poitou-Tate’s Theorem and its extension to complex of tori [Demarche 2011b], which in turn turns out
to be very fruitful to deal with local-global questions for (not necessarily commutative) linear algebraic
groups [Demarche 2011a].

It is of course natural to try to remove the condition that the order of N is invertible on U. A good
framework to do this is provided by fppf cohomology of finite and flat commutative group schemes
over U, as introduced by J.S. Milne in the third part of his book [1986]. This includes the case of group
schemes of order divisible by p := Char K in the function field case.

Such an fppf duality theorem was first announced by B. Mazur [1972, Proposition 7.2],! relying on
work by M. Artin and himself. Special cases have also been proved by M. Artin and Milne [1976]. The
precise statement of the theorem is as follows (see [Milne 1986], Corollary II1.3.2 for the number field
case and Theorem III.8.2 for the function field case):

MSC2010: primary 11G20; secondary 14H25.
Keywords: fppf cohomology, arithmetic duality, Artin approximation theorem.
IThanks to A. Schmidt for having pointed this out to us.
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Theorem 1.1. Let j : U — X be a nonempty open subscheme of X. Let N be a finite flat commutative

group scheme over U with Cartier dual NP. For all integers r with 0 < r < 3, the canonical pairing
H>"(U,N)x H (U, N?) - H>(U, G,) =Q/Z

(Where H" (U, NP) is an fppf cohomology group and Hg_r (U, N) an fppf cohomology group with
compact support) induces a perfect duality between the profinite group HS*’ (U, N) and the discrete
group H" (U, NP). Besides, these groups are finite in the number field case, and they are trivial for r > 4
andr <0 (resp. for r =3 if U # X) in the function field case.

For example, this extension of the étale Artin—Verdier Theorem is needed to prove the Poitou—Tate
exact sequence over global fields of characteristic p [Gonzalez-Avilés 2009, Theorems 4.8 and 4.11]
as well as the Poitou-Tate Theorem over a global field without restriction on the order ([Cesnavicius
2015a, Theorem 5.1], which in turn is used in [Rosengarten 2018, Sections 5.6 and 5.7]). Results of
[Milne 1986, Section II1.9] (which rely on the fppf duality Theorem) are also a key ingredient in the
proof of some cases of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for abelian varieties over global fields
of positive characteristic, in [Bauer 1992, Section 4] and [Kato and Trihan 2003, Section 2] for instance.
Our initial interest in Theorem 1.1 was to try to extend it to complexes of tori in the function field case,
following the same method as in the number field case [Demarche 2011b]. Such a generalization should
then provide results (known in the number field case) about weak and strong approximation for linear
algebraic groups defined over a global field of positive characteristic.

However, as K. Cesnavicius pointed out to us,? it seems necessary to add details to the proof in [Milne
1986], Sections III.3. and II1.8, for two reasons:

o The functoriality of flat cohomology with compact support and the commutativity of several diagrams
are not explained in [Milne 1986]. Even in the case of an imaginary number field, a definition of H! (U, F)
as H" (X, jiF) for an fppf sheaf F (which works for the étale Artin—Verdier Theorem) would not be the
right one, because it does not provide the key exact sequence [loc. cit., Proposition II1.0.4.a] in the fppf
setting: indeed the proof of this exact sequence relies on [loc. cit., Lemma I1.2.4], which in turn uses
[loc. cit., Proposition II.1.1]; but the analogue of the latter does not stand anymore with étale cohomology
replaced by fppf cohomology, see also Remark 2.2 of the present paper.

It is therefore necessary to work with an ad hoc definition of compact support cohomology as in
[loc. cit., Section II1.0]. Since this definition involves mapping cones, commutativities of some diagrams
have to be checked in the category of complexes and not in the derived category (where there is no good
functoriality for the mapping cones). Typically, the isomorphisms that compute C*(b), C*(b o a) and
C*(coboa) in [loc. cit., Proposition I11.0.4.c] are not canonical a priori. Hence the required compatibilities
in [loc. cit., proof of Theorem III.3.1. and Lemma II1.8.4] have to be checked carefully.

’In particular, he observed that the analogue of [Milne 1986, Proposition I11.0.4.c] is by no means obvious when henselizations
are replaced by completions. This analogue is actually false without additional assumptions, as shown by T. Suzuki [2018,
Remark 2.7.9]
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« In the positive characteristic case, it is necessary (as explained in [Milne 1986, Section II1.8]) to work
with a definition of cohomology with compact support involving completions of the local rings of points in
X\U instead of their henselizations. The reason is that a local duality statement [loc. cit., Theorem I11.6.10]
is needed and this one only works in the context of complete valuation fields, in particular because the
H' groups involved have to be locally compact (so that Pontryagin duality makes sense). It turns out that
some properties of compact support cohomology (in particular [loc. cit., Proposition I11.0.4.c]) are more
difficult to establish in this context: for example the comparison between cohomology of the completion
@U and of the henselization O, is not as straightforward as in the étale case.

The goal of this article is to present a detailed proof of Theorem 1.1 with special regards to the
two issues listed above. Section 2 is devoted to general properties of fppf cohomology with compact
support (Proposition 2.1), which involves some homological algebra (Lemma 2.3) as well as comparison
statements between cohomology of O, and @U (Lemma 2.6); besides, we make the link to classical étale
cohomology with compact support (Lemma 2.10).

We also define a natural topology on the fppf compact support cohomology groups (see Section 3) and
prove its basic properties. In Section 4, we follow the method of [Milne 1986, Section II1.8] to prove
Theorem 1.1 in the function field case. As a corollary, we get a finiteness statement (Corollary 4.9),
which apparently has not been observed before this paper. The case of a number field is simpler once the
functorial properties of Section 2 have been proved; it is treated in Section 5. Finally, we include two
useful results in homological algebra in the Appendix.

One week after the first draft of this article was released, Takashi Suzuki kindly informed us that in his
preprint [Suzuki 2018], he obtained (essentially at the same time as us) fppf duality results similar to
Theorem 1.1 in a slightly more general context.> His methods are somehow more involved than ours,
they use the rational étale site, which he developed in earlier papers.

Notation. Let X be either a smooth projective curve over a finite field k& of characteristic p, or the
spectrum of the ring of integers Ok of a number field K. Let K := k(X) be the function field of X.
Throughout the paper, schemes § are endowed with a big fppf site (Sch /S)¢ypr in the sense of [Stacks
2005—, Tag 021R, Tag 0218, Tag 03XB]. By construction, the underlying category in (Sch /S)gypr is small
and the family of coverings for this site is a set. The corresponding topos is independent of the choices
made thanks to [Stacks 2005—, Tag O0VY]. In contrast with [SGA 4; 1972], the construction of the site
(Sch /8)fppt in [Stacks 2005—] does not require the existence of universes. The reader who is ready to
accept this axiom can replace the site (Sch /S)gpr by the big fppf site from [SGA 41 1972].

Unless stated otherwise, cohomology is fppf cohomology with respect to this site.

For any closed point v € X, let O, (resp. @,) be the henselization (resp. the completion) of the local ring
Ox . of X atv. Let K, (resp. K v) be the fraction field of O, (resp. @v). Let U be a nonempty Zariski open
subset of X and denote by j : U — X the corresponding open immersion. By [Matsumura 1970, Section 34],

3Note, however, that there is still some work to do to obtain our Theorem 1.1 from the very general Theorem 3.1.3 of [Suzuki
2018]; compare with Section 4.2 of [loc. cit.], where a similar task is fulfilled for abelian schemes instead of finite group schemes.
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the local ring Oy , of X at v is excellent (indeed Oy, is either of mixed characteristic or the localization of
aring of finite type over a field); hence so are O, (by [EGA IV4 1967, Corollary 18.7.6]) as the henselization
of an excellent ring, and O, as a complete Noetherian local ring [Matsumura 1970, Section 34].

The piece of notation “v ¢ U” means that we consider all places v corresponding to closed points of
X\ U plus the real places in the number field case. If v is a real place, we set K, = K, =0, =0, for
the completion of K at v, and we denote by H*(K,, M) the Tate (or modified) cohomology groups of a
Gal(K,/K,)-module M.

If F is an fppf sheaf of abelian groups on U, define the Cartier dual F? to be the fppf sheaf FP :=
Hom(F, G,,). Notation as I'(U, F) stands for the group of sections of F over U, and I'z (U, F) for the
group of sections that vanish over U \ Z. If E is a field (e.g., E = K, or E = K, andi : Spec E — U is
an E-point of U, we will frequently write H" (E, F) for H" (Spec E, i*F). Similarly for an open subset
V C U, the piece of notation H" (V, F) (resp. H. (V, F)) stands for H" (V, Fjy) (resp. H.(V, Fv)).

A finite group scheme N over a field E of characteristic p > 0 is local (or equivalently infinitesimal, as
in [Demazure and Gabriel 1970, 11.4.7.1]) if it is connected (in particular this implies H O(E’, N) =0 for
every field extension E’ of E). Examples of such group schemes are 1), (defined by the affine equation
y? =1) and «, (defined by the equation y” = 0).

Let S be an [ ,-scheme. A finite S-group scheme N is of height I if the relative Frobenius map Fy/s
[Milne 1986, Section II1.0] is trivial.

For any topological abelian group A, let A* := Homcop. (A, Q/Z) be the group of continuous homomor-
phisms from A to @/Z (where Q/Z is considered as a discrete group) equipped with the compact-open
topology. A morphism f : A — B of topological groups is strict if it is continuous, and the restriction f :
A — f(A) is an open map (where the topology on f(A) is induced by B). This is equivalent to saying that
f induces an isomorphism of the topological quotient A/ ker f with the topological subspace f(A) C B.

Concerning sign conventions in homological algebra, we tried to follow the conventions in [Stacks
2005-] throughout the text.

2. Fppf cohomology with compact support

Define
Z:=X\U and Z := ]_[ Spec([&v) (disjoint union).

vezZ

Then we have a natural morphism i : Z’ — U. Let F be a sheaf of abelian groups on (Sch /U )gyps. Let
I*(F) be an injective resolution of F over U. Denote by F, and I*(F), their respective pullbacks to
Spec K, forv ¢ U.

Given a morphism of schemes f : T — S, the fppf pullback functor f* is exact (see [Stacks 2005,
Tag 021W, Tag 00XL]) and it admits an exact left adjoint f; (see [Stacks 2005—, Tag 04CC]), hence f*
maps injective (resp. flasque) objects to injective (resp. flasque) objects. Therefore /°(F), is an injective
resolution of F,.
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As noticed by A. Schmidt, the definition of the modified fppf cohomology groups in the number field
case in [Milne 1986, II1.0.6(a)] has to be written more precisely, because of the noncanonicity of the
mapping cone in the derived category. We are grateful to him for the following alternative definition.

Let Qg denote the set of real places of K. For v € Qg, let a’ : (Sch / Spec(K,))ppr — Spec(K,)¢ be
the natural morphism of sites, where S¢ denotes the small étale site on a scheme S. Since K, is a perfect
field, the direct image functor a; associated to a” is exact. Hence, by [SGA 4, 1972, V, Remark 4.6
and Proposition 4.9], the functor a] maps I*(F), to a flasque resolution a; I*(F), of alF,. Following
[Geisser and Schmidt 2018, Section 2], there is a natural acyclic resolution D*(a}F,) — a;F, of the
Gal([?v/ K,) = Z/2Z-module a} F, (identified with F, (Spec([?v))). Splicing the resolutions D*(a} F,)
and alI*(F), together, one gets a complete acyclic resolution I (F,) of the Gal(K, /Ky)-module al F,,
which computes the Tate cohomology of a!F,. And by construction, there is a natural morphism
by 1 alT1*(F)y — I*(Fy).

As suggested by [Milne 1986, Section II1.0], define I'. (U, I°*(F)) to be the following object in the
category of complexes of abelian groups:

.U, I°(F)):= Cone(F(U, I'(F) = T(Z,i*I"(F) ® @ 'Ky, f'(]:v)))[—l],
vEQR

and H (U, F) := H" (' (U, I*(F))). We will also denote by RI'.(U, F) the complex I'.(U, I*(F))
viewed in the derived category of fppf sheaves. Observe that in the number field case the groups
H! (U, F) may be nonzero even for negative . In the function field case we have H (U, F) = 0 for
r < 0, and also (by Proposition 2.1 below) HE(U ,F) = 0 if we assume further U # X (the map
H(U, F) — HO(Iev, F) being injective for each v ¢ U).

From now on, we will abbreviate Cone(- - -) by C(---).

Proposition 2.1. (1) Let F be a sheaf of abelian groups on Uspyt. There is a natural exact sequence, for

allr > 0,

c+—> H/(U.F) > H' U, F) > @ H (K. F) > H U, F) > - .
vgU

(2) For any short exact sequence

O>F >F—->F" =0
of sheaves of abelian groups on U, there is a long exact sequence
o> H'(U,F)— H'(U,F)— H (U, F") - HWU,F) - --- .

(3) For any flat affine commutative group scheme F of finite type over U, and any nonempty open

subscheme V C U, there is a canonical exact sequence

> H(V.F) > H/(U.F) > @ H (0. F) > HT (V. F) > -,
veU\V
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and the following natural diagram commutes:

~ in ~
Dogv H Ky, F) —— @y H (Ko, F)

Byevry H (00, F) ———— HI (V. F) ———————— H/(U, F) —— @iy H (00, )

/

Bogr H (Ky, F) —— @,y H' (Ko, F)

HV,F) 2 g w,r

where i} (resp. i2) is obtained by putting 0 at the places v € U (resp. v € U \ V) and 7 is the natural
projection.

(4) If F is represented by a smooth group scheme, then H: (U, F) = Hg (U, F) forr # 1, where H;,c
stands for modified étale cohomology with compact support (as defined in [Geisser and Schmidt
2018, Section 2]). In particular for such F we have H. (U, F) = Hg (X, jiF) in the function field
case. If in addition the generic fiber Fx is a finite K -group scheme, then HC1 U, F)= Hélt’C(U, F)

(which is identified with Hélt(X , 1iF) in the function field case).

Remark 2.2. Unlike what happens in étale cohomology, the groups H'(O,, F) and H' (O,, F) cannot
in general be identified with the group H L(k(v), F(v)), where k(v) is the residue field at v and F(v) the
fiber of F over k(v). For example this already fails for 7 = i, and @U =[,[[z], because by the Kummer
exact sequence

0—>pup—> Gy G,—0

in fppf cohomology, the group H'(O,, F) = O*/O*" is an infinite dimensional F ,-vector space, while
H'(k(v), F(v)) = k(v)*/k(v)*p = 0. The situation is better for r > 2 by [Toé&n 2011, Corollary 3.4]:
namely the natural maps from H" (O,, F) and H" (@v, F) to H" (k(v), F(v)) are isomorphisms.

Before proving Proposition 2.1, we need the following lemmas. We start with a lemma in homological
algebra.

Lemma 2.3. Let A be an abelian category with enough injectives and let C (A) (resp. D(A)) denote the
category (resp. the derived category) of bounded below cochain complexes in A. Consider a commutative
diagram in C(A):

A—"-BOE

f l l(id,g)

A -2 sB®E

and denote by mg (resp. mp) the projection B@® E — B (resp. B® E' — B).



Artin—Mazur—Milne duality for fppf cohomology 2329

Assume that the natural morphism C(f) — C(g) in C(A) is a quasi-isomorphism. Then there exists a
canonical commutative diagram in D(A):

, ip (id.g) ,
(B® E)[—1] «—— B[—1] B®E ——BO®E
Clah[-1] —— C(mpoa)[—1] E C)
TE
/ U «
A A BOE
o Tgo
g
B®OE —— B

where the second row and the first two columns are exact triangles.

Proof. The assumption that C(f) — C(g) = C(Id ®g) is a quasi-isomorphism implies that C () — C (')
is a quasi-isomorphism (see for instance Proposition 1.1.11 in [Beilinson et al. 1982] or Corollary A.14
in [Peters and Steenbrink 2008]).

Functoriality of the mapping cone in the category C(A) gives the following diagram in C(A), where
the second row (by [Milne 1986, Proposition I1.0.10], or [Kashiwara and Schapira 2006, proof of
Theorem 11.2.6]) and the columns are exact triangles in the derived category:

(B@ E)[—1] —"— B[-1] ———— B[~1]
(B E')[- C(a)[ 1] —— Clrg oa)[—1] — C(p)[—1] — C(@)
C@)[— 1] A = A « B@E\EE Y L B®E
A/ . ) Bw : BnB

B&®E'

As usual, notation as wg, g denotes projections and ig, ig are given by putting O at the missing piece.
Note also that due to our sign conventions, the horizontal map C(7p)[—1] = C(w) is given by the natural
map with a (—1)-sign.

This diagram is commutative in C(A), except the square » which is commutative up to homotopy.
Indeed, this square defines two maps f, g : C(wp)[—1] — C(«), which are given in degree n by
two maps f",g" : B ' @ (B" ® E") — (B" ® E") ® A"*!, where f"(b',b,e) := —(b, e, 0) and
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g"(b', b, e) :=—(0, e, 0). Consider now the maps s : B" ' ® (B"@® E") - (B" ' ® E" )@ A" defined
by s"(b', b, e) := (b', 0, 0). Then the collection (s") is a homotopy between f and g. Hence the square x
is commutative up to the homotopy (s”).

Since the map C(«) — C(«') is a quasi-isomorphism, and since the natural map C(7g)[—1] — E is
a homotopy equivalence, the lemma follows from the commutativity and the exactness of the previous
diagram. U

We now need the following result, for which we did not find a suitable reference:

Lemma 2.4. Let A be a henselian valuation ring with fraction field K. Let A be the completion of A for
the valuation topology and K := Frac A. Assume that K is separable over K :

(1) Let G be a K -group scheme locally of finite type. Then the map H' (K, G) — H' (1%, G) has dense
image.

(2) Assume that A is henselian. Let G be a flat A-group scheme locally of finite presentation. Then the
map H' (A, G) — HI(A, G) has dense image.

Here the topology on the pointed sets H! (A,G) and H'(K, G) is provided by [Cesnavicius 2015b,
Section 3].

Remarks 2.5.  « The assumption that K is separable over K is satisfied if A is an excellent discrete
valuation ring.

« In the second statement, the assumption that A is henselian is satisfied if the valuation on A has
height 1 (special case of [Ribenboim 1968, Section F, Theorem 4]). This assumption is used in the
proof below to apply [Cesnavicius 2015b, Theorem B.5]. Note also that in general, A is not the
same as the completion of A for the m-adic topology (where m denotes the maximal ideal of A).

Proof of Lemma 2.4. We prove both statements at the same time. Let E be either A or K, set S = Spec E.
Let BG denote the classifying E-stack of G-torsors. We need to prove that BG (E) is dense in BG(E). It
is a classical fact that BG is an algebraic stack [Stacks 2005—, Tag 0CQJ and Tag O6PL]. Let x € BG(E )
and U C BG(E) be an open subcategory (in the sense of [Cesnavitius 2015b, 2.4]) containing x. We
need to find an object x’ € BG(E) that maps to U C B G(E ). Using [Cesnavitius 2015b, Theorem B.5
and Remark B.6] (applied to the S-scheme Spec R := Spec E), there exists an affine scheme Y, a smooth
S-morphism 7 : ¥ — BG and y € Y(E) such that 7z (y) = x, where 7 : Y(E) — BG(E) is the
map induced by m. In particular, ¥ — S is smooth because so are ¥ and BG — S (the latter by
[Cesnavicius 2015b, Proposition A.3]). Hence Y is locally of finite presentation over S. By assumption,
n;(U ) C Y(E ) is an open subset containing y. Hence [Moret-Bailly 2012, Corollary 1.2.1] (in the
discrete valuation ring case, it is Greenberg’s approximation theorem) implies that Y (E) N ngl U) # 2.
Applying g, we get that the image of BG(E) meets U, which proves the required result. O

The previous lemma is useful to prove the following crucial (in the function field case) statement. For
a local integral domain A with maximal ideal m, fraction field K and residue field «, and F an fppf sheaf
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on Spec A with an injective resolution /°(F), define
'wm(A, I°(F)) := Cone(I"(Spec A, I*(F)) — ['(Spec K, I*(F)))[—1]

and H (A, F) := H" (I'n(A, I*(F))) (the cohomology with support in Spec k). We have a localization
long exact sequence [Milne 1986, Proposition II1.0.3]

o= HIL(A,F)— H' (A, F) - H' (K, F) — HXW A, F) — -

Lemma 2.6. Let A be an excellent henselian discrete valuation ring, with maximal ideal m. Let F be
a flat affine commutative group scheme of finite type over Spec A. Then for all r > 0, the morphism
H (A, F)— H];(A, F) is an isomorphism.

Remark 2.7. Let I*(F) be an injective resolution of F viewed as an fppf sheaf. Another formulation
of Lemma 2.6 is that the natural morphism I'y,(A, I*(F)) — Fm(A, I*(F)) is an isomorphism in the
derived category. The injective resolution /*(F) can be replaced by any complex of flasque fppf sheaves
that is quasi-isomorphic to F (indeed the fppf pullback functor f* associated to f : Spec A— Spec A
sends flasque resolutions to flasque resolutions, because f* is exact and preserves flasque sheaves).

Also note that Lemma 2.6 is a variant of [Suzuki 2018, Proposition 2.6.2]: our result is slightly more
general in the affine case, while the notion of cohomological approximation in [Suzuki 2018] is a priori a
little stronger than the conclusion of Lemma 2.6. In addition, this lemma answers a variant of a question
raised after [loc. cit., Proposition 2.6.2] (under a flatness assumption).

Proof of Lemma 2.6. (r = 0). Since F is separated (as an affine scheme), the morphisms H (A, F) >
H(K, F) and HO(A, F)— HO(IQ, F) are injective, which implies that

HY(A, F)=HX(A, F) =0.
(r =1). Consider the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

HYA, F) —— H(K,F) —— HL(A, F) —— HY (A, F) —— HY(K, F)

l l l | Lo

HYA, F) —— H(K,F) —— HL.(A, F) —— H'(A, F) —— H'(K, F)

Since A is excellent, Artin approximation [1969, Theorem 1.12] implies that the morphism H'(A, F) —
HY (A, F)is injective: indeed, given a (Spec A)-torsor P under F, P is locally of finite presentation, and
Artin approximation ensures that P(A) # & implies that P(A) # <.

The affine A-scheme of finite type F is of the form Spec(A[xy, ..., x,1/(f1, ..., fr)), where f1,..., f;
are polynomials. Since the discrete valuation ring A satisfies A = K N ACK, the square on the left-hand
side in (1) is cartesian.

Hence an easy diagram chase implies that H,,l1 (A, F)— Hnﬁ(fi, F) is injective.
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By Proposition A.6 in [Gille and Pianzola 2008], the right-hand side square in (1) is cartesian. In
addition, H(A, F) c HO(K, F) is open [Gabber et al. 2014, Proposition 3.3.4], and H(K, F) C
H(K, F) is dense by [Gabber et al. 2014, Proposition 3.5.2] (weak approximation for F).

Therefore, an easy diagram chase implies that the map HTL(A, F) — H]:I(A, F) is surjective.

(r =2). Consider the commutative diagram with exact rows:

HY(A,F) —— HYK,F) — H2(A, F) —— H*(A, F) —— H*(K, F)

l J l | Il o

HY(A, F) —— H'(K, F) —— HX(A, F) —— H*(A, F) —— H*(K, F)

By [Toén 2011, Corollary 3.4], the map H%(A, F) — HZ(A, F) is an isomorphism. And we already
explained (in the case r = 1) that the left-hand side square in (2) is cartesian. Hence a diagram chase
proves that the map Hn%(A, F) — Hn%(fi, F) is injective.

Using [Gabber et al. 2014, Proposition 3.5.3.(3)], the map H*(K, F) > HZ(IG, JF) is also an isomor-
phism. By [Cesnavi&ius 2015b, Proposition 2.9(e)], the map H' (A, F) > HY(K, F) is open. Lemma 2.4
implies that the map H!(K, F) — H'(K, ) has dense image. By diagram chase, we get that the map
HX(A, F) — H2(A, F) is surjective.

(r = 3). Corollary 3.4 in [Toén 2011] implies that the morphisms H'~!(A, F) — H’_l(A, F) and
H (A, F)—> H" (A, F) are isomorphisms. Proposition 3.5.3(3) in [Gabber et al. 2014] implies that
the maps H"~'(K, F) — H’*I(I%, F)and H (K, F) — H’(I%, F) are isomorphisms. Therefore, the
five-lemma proves that H (A, F) — H&(A, F) is an isomorphism. Il

Remark 2.8. We will apply the previous lemma to a finite and flat commutative group scheme N. As was
pointed out to us by K. Cesnavicius, it is then possible to argue without using Corollary 3.4 in [Toén 2011]
(whose proof is quite involved): indeed there exists [Milne 1986, Theorem III.A.5] an exact sequence

0O—>N—->G1—>G,—>0

of affine A-group schemes such that G; and G, are smooth. Now for i > 0 we have H (A, G )=
H! (A, G;) (j = 1,2) by [Milne 1980, Remark III.3.11], because A and A are henselian, and fppf
cohomology coincides with étale cohomology for smooth group schemes. It remains to apply the five-
lemma to get H(A,N)Z H' (A, N) for i > 2, which is the input from [To&n 2011] that we used in the
proof.

The following lemma is a version of the excision property for fppf cohomology with respect to étale
morphisms:
Lemma 2.9. Let X, X' be schemes, Z < X (resp. Z' < X') be closed subschemes, 7w : X' — X be an
étale morphism. Assume that w restricted to Z' is an isomorphism from Z' to Z and that 1 (X'\Z") C X\ Z.
Let F be a sheaf on (Sch / X)gppt. Then for all r > 0, the natural morphism H,(X, F) — H, (X', m*F)

is an isomorphism.
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Proof. Since 7* is exact and maps injective objects to injective objects, the proof is exactly the same as
the proof of [Milne 1980, Proposition III.1.27]. g

We continue with a lemma comparing the definition of modified étale cohomology with compact
support in [Geisser and Schmidt 2018] and our definition of modified fppf cohomology with compact
support. For any scheme 7', consider the morphisms of sites

(Sch / T)gppt —— (Sch / T)es —— T,

ar

where (Sch / T')¢ denotes the big étale site of 7. Recall that Z :=X\U, Z":=] | Spec(I%v), j:U—X
is the open immersion and i : Z' — U is the natural morphism. Set a := ay and ¢ := gy.

veZ

Let F be a sheaf on Ug, and let  jiF — J*(F) be an injective resolution in the big étale topos of X.
By [Stacks 2005—, Tag 0758 and Tag 04BT], the restriction J*(F)g of J*(F) to the small étale site of X
is an injective resolution of jiF. For every place v ¢ U of K, let F, be the pull-back of F to (Spec K )¢.
As in the fppf case (explained in the beginning of Section 2), we have for v real a complete resolution
J *(F,) of the Gal(K, /K,)-module F,,, which computes its Tate cohomology. Following [Geisser and
Schmidt 2018, Section 2], we define

et (U, J*(F)) = Cone(r<x, I'(F)e) > ) (K., f'(fv»)[—u,

veEQR

and Hy (U, F) := H" (Te,c (U, J*(F))).

Denote by RI'¢ (U, F) the complex I'g (U, J*(F)) (viewed in the derived category of abelian
groups); similarly for v real, set I?F\ét(KU, F) (resp. 1/3?(1(1,, a*F)) for the complex I'(K,, f‘(fv))
(resp. I'(Ky, f‘((a*]:)v)), where [*(a*F) is a flasque resolution of a*F, compare to the beginning
of Section 2) in the derived category of étale sheaves (resp. fppf sheaves) over Spec K,. Finally, let

RT¢ 7(X, jiF) denote the complex
e, z(X, J*(F)) := Cone(I'(X, J*(Fe) > T'(U, J*(Fe)[—1].

Lemma 2.10. (1) Let F be a sheaf of abelian groups over Ug. Then there is a canonical commutative
diagram in the derived category of abelian groups, where the rows are exact triangles:

RT¢ (U, F) — RTa(U, F) —— RTe z(X, jF)11OD,cq, RTe(K,, F) — RTa.(U, F)[1]

| § | l

RT(U,a*F) — RT(U,a*F) — RU(Z', i*a* F)®P,cq, RT Ky, a*F) —— RU (U, a* F)[1]

Besides, the complex RT¢ z(X, jiF)[1] is quasi-isomorphic to @ RT (K, F).

veZ
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(2) Let G be a smooth commutative group scheme over U. Let G denote the fppf sheaf associated to G
and G := a,G. Then there is a canonical commutative diagram in the derived category of abelian

groups, where the rows are exact triangles:

RTé,c(U, Gat) = RTa(U, Ge) = RT e, z(X, jiGe)[11OD,cq, RT&(Ky, Ga) = RTec(U, Ge)l1]

| f | |

RT.(U, G) — RT(U, G) —— RT(Z, i*G)®@,cq, RT (Ky, G) —— RT(U, G)[1]

Besides, the complex RT ¢ 7(X, jiGe)[1] is quasi-isomorphic to @ RI'«(K,, Gg).

vezZ

Proof. (1) Set J := J*(F). Since jiF — Jg := J*(F)¢ 1s an injective resolution, we get an injective
resolution F = j* jiF — j*J¢ in Ug. The functor ¢* is an exact functor that maps flasque étale sheaves to
flasque fppf sheaves (see [Stacks 2005—, Tag 0DDU]), we get a flasque resolution a*F — [ :=¢&™* j* Jg. Let
fv = f‘(fv); define fv = f'((e*f)v) (associated to the flasque resolution 7 of £*F) as in the beginning
of Section 2.

Consider now the following commutative diagram of complexes, where f‘ét,Z(U ,J) and f‘ét’c(U ,J)
are mapping cones defined such that the third and fourth rows are exact triangles:

Lo (U, Jo) —— Ta(U, j*Jo) — Te z2(X, J) 11D Ca(Ky, jét,v) —— D, (U, Jo)[1]

veEQR

@ @ o

et (U, J) — Ta(U, j*J) ——— T z(X. DIOD, g, Ta(Ky. Jy) ——— Ter (U, D1]

VEQR

d = d

Faz(U, J) —— Ta(U. j*J) —— @yey Ters(On, NBD,cq, Ta(K o, Jo) — Faz(U. DI
b = b

Fae(U. J) — Ta(U, j*1) —— @,z Ta(Ky. DOD,cq, Ta(Ko. J)) —— Fa (U, NI

c

r..v,1)y ——rw,1) —— Iz, i*I)@@UGQR 'Ky, fu) — T (U, DI[1]

In this diagram, the rows are exact triangles (by definition for the last three rows, using the proof
of Lemma 2.7 in [Geisser and Schmidt 2018] for the first ones). The maps ¢, ¢’ and ¢, are quasi-
isomorphisms by [Stacks 2005—, Tag ODDH]. In addition, the maps d and b (hence also d’ and b’) are
quasi-isomorphisms: for the map d, this is the excision property for étale cohomology (see [Milne 1980,
Proposition II1.1.27]); for the map b, this is exactly [Milne 1986, Proposition II.1.1.(a)]. In addition, the
map c is a quasi-isomorphism, using [Stacks 2005—, Tag ODDU]. This proves the lemma.
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(2) Consider the following commutative diagram of exact triangles in the derived category:

RT¢,c(U, Gg) — RT (U, Gg) — RTe z(X, ) GeD 11D eqy RTet(Kv, Ge) — RUg, (U, Gepl1]

l | | l

RTc(U.a*Gg) — RT (U, a*Gg) — RI(Z',i*a*Ge)®D yeqy RT (Ky, a*Ge) —— RT (U, a*Ge)l1]

| | | |

RTc(U,G) — RT(U,G) ——— RI(Z,i*G)®&Dcqy RT(Ky, G) ————— RT(U, G)[1]

where the vertical maps between the first two rows come from the first point of this lemma, and the
ones between the last two rows come from the adjunction morphism a*G¢ = a*a,G — G and from the
functoriality of the triangle defining the complexes RI'.(U, -). Now [Grothendieck 1968, Theorem 11.7],
ensures that the composed vertical morphism RI'¢ (U, G¢) — RI'(U, G) is an isomorphism. Whence
the required result. (|

Proof of Proposition 2.1. (1) This is immediate from the definitions.

(2) The claim follows from the definitions, from the exactness of the functors i*, a? and D*(-) at the
beginning of Section 2, and from the exactness of the cone functor on the category of complexes of
abelian groups (see also [Milne 1986, III, Proposition 0.4.a and Remark 0.6.b]).
(3) As in the proof of [Milne 1986, III, Proposition 0.4.c], let 7°(F) be an injective resolution of F. In
the number field case, the piece of notation F(I%v, I*(F)) will stand for I (K, I (Fy)) when v is a real
place of K, where I*(F,) is the modified resolution constructed in the beginning of Section 2.

Consider the following commutative diagram of complexes in the category of bounded below complexes
of abelian groups, where the maps are the natural ones:

DU, I"(F) == @, T (Ko, I'(F) & Dyeiny T(Ou, I'(F) = @,y T(Ky, I°(F))

lf l(id’g) /

DV, I*(F)) —— @,ep T(Ko, I'(F) & By T (Ko, I*(F))
Functoriality of the mapping cone in the category of complexes gives morphisms

Tovw (U, I'(F) — @D Tu(O, I'F) - P Ty, I'(F)),
veU\V veU\V
where

Covw (U, I'(F)) :i= C(f)[—11, Ty(Oy, I'(F)) := T, (Oy, I'(F))
and
Ty(Oy, I'(F)) i= T, (Oy, I'(F)).

The excision property (Lemma 2.9) implies that the first morphism above I'y\y (U, I*(F)) —
EBveU\V [, (Oy, I*(F)) is a quasi-isomorphism.
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Since for all v € X, the ring O, is an excellent henselian discrete valuation ring, Lemma 2.6 ensures
that the second map

P 1.0, 1'F)—> P Ty I'F)

velU\V velU\V

is a quasi-isomorphism. Therefore, the natural morphism C(f) — C(g) is a quasi-isomorphism.
Apply now Lemma 2.3 to get a commutative diagram in the derived category of abelian groups, where

the second row and the first two columns are exact triangles:

. i . . . (id.g) N
(@F(KU.I'(]?)))[—IJ — (@F(KUYI'(}')?[*U DT Ky, I*(FN® D T(Oy, I*(F) —— D I'(Ky, I*(F))
vegV vgU vgU veU\V v¢V

-/
% l

LoV I*(F) ——————— T(U. IF) ———————————— @ T[(Oy.I*(F)) ——————— Te(V. I*(F)II]

velU\V
A 3
f N N
LV, I*(F)) &—— (U, I*(F)) ;) D LKy, I*(FN® D T(Oy, I*(F)
velU veU\V

o T oo

~ K A~
D T (Ky, I*(F)) ———— D I'(Ky, I*(F))
vgV vgU

Now the cohomology of this diagram gives the following canonical commutative diagram, with an

exact second row (and the two first columns exact):

DH 'K, F)— DQH K, F) DHK,F® D H (O, F)— @ H (K,, F)
v¢V vgU vgU veU\V vgV

T |

o —— H(V,F) —— H/(U,F) —— D H’(@v,}')—>HZ+1(V,}')—>~~

velU\V

H' (V,F) +—= _ H'(U,F) —— @ H' (K,. H® @ H (O,.F)
vgU velU\V

® H (K., F) — @ H'(K,, F)
vgV vg¢U

which proves the required exactness and commutativity.
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(4) Lemma 2.10 gives a commutative diagram with exact rows:

HNULF) —— @y (Ko, F) —— HY (U, F) —— HL(U, F) —— @,y Hy(Ky, F)

et,c

H™ U, F) —— @y H (Ko, F) —— HI (U, F) —— H"(U. F) —— @y H' (K, F)

Here Hg stands for étale cohomology (modified over K, for v real) and Hg . for (modified) étale
cohomology with compact support (as defined in [Geisser and Schmidt 2018, Section 2], or before
Lemma 2.10; recall also that in the number field case, the piece of notation v &€ U means that we consider
the places corresponding to closed points of Spec(Ok) \ U and the real places).

By [Gabber et al. 2014, Lemma 3.5.3] and [Milne 1980, I11.3], we have

HL(K,, F) = Hi (K, F) => H"(K,, F)

for all » > 1 (resp. for all integers r if Fg is finite; indeed K, and K, have the same absolute Galois group
via [Bourbaki 2006, Section 8, Corollary 4 to Theorem 2], and [Ribenboim 1968, Section F, Corollary 2
to Theorem 2]) and all places v of K. Therefore the five-lemma gives the result. O

Remark 2.11. The definition of fppf compact support cohomology and its related properties are specific
to schemes of dimension 1. To the best of our knowledge, there is no good analogue in higher dimension,
unlike what happens for étale cohomology.

We will need the following complement to Proposition 2.1:

Proposition 2.12. Let F be a flat affine commutative group scheme of finite type over U. Let V C U be a

nonempty open subset. Then there is a long exact sequence

= P HOWH - HUF) - HV.F) > P HOF) - @)
veU\V veU\V

Proof. The map €, v\ Hy (O,, F) = H' (U, F) is given by the identification of the first group with
H, (U, F), where Z=U \ 'V, via Lemmas 2.6 and 2.9. By the localization exact sequence [Milne 1986,
Proposition I11.0.3.c], this identification yields the required long exact sequence. O

3. Topology on cohomology groups with compact support

With the previous notation, let us define a natural topology on the groups H}(U, N), where N is a finite
flat commutative U-group scheme. Theorem 1.1 actually immediately implies that H>(U, N) is profinite,
but this duality theorem will not be used in this paragraph. The “a priori” approach we adopt in this
section answers a question raised by Milne [1986, Problem III.8.8].

We restrict ourselves to the function field case, because when K is a number field the groups involved
are finite (see [Milne 1986, Theorem III1.3.2]; see also Section 5 of this article). Recall that as usual (see
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for example [Milne 1986, Section I11.8]), the groups H*(U, N) are endowed with the discrete topology.
Our first goal in this section is to define a natural topology on the groups H} (U, N).
Given an exact sequence of abelian groups

0—-A—B—C—0,

such that A is a topological group, there exists a unique topology on B such that B is a topological group,
A is an open subgroup of B, and C is discrete when endowed with the quotient topology. Indeed, the
topology on B is generated by the subsets b + U, where b € B and U is an open subset of A. In addition,
given another abelian group B’ with a subgroup A’ C B’ that is a topological group, and a commutative
diagram of abelian groups
A—— B
O
A—— B
then f is continuous if and only if g is continuous, for the aforementioned topologies. And f is open if
and only if g is.
We can therefore topologize the groups H!(U, N) for i # 2, using the exact sequence (see
Proposition 2.1(1))
@B HE (K, N) > H{(U,N) > H' (U, N).
vgU

Since the groups H"*I(I%U, N) are finite for i = 2 [Milne 1986, Section II1.6] and H'(U, N) is discrete,
all groups H! (U, N) are discrete if i # 2.
Let us now focus on the case i = 2. Consider the exact sequence (Proposition 2.1(1))

H'(U,N)—> @ H'(K,, N) > H}(U, N) > H*(U, N). (5)
vgU
Fori =1, 2, set
D'(U. N) =Im[H/(U, N) > H'(U, N)] = Ker[H'(U, N) > @ H' (K, N)].
vegU
By Proposition 2.1(1), there is an exact sequence
& HE'(K,.N) > H{(U. N) > D'(U, N) - 0. (6)

vgU

The following result has been proved by Cesnavicius [2017, Theorem 2.9].4

4Proposition 2.3 of [loc. cit.] uses the fppf duality Theorem 1.1, but this proposition is actually not needed to prove
Theorem 3.1 because a discrete subgroup of a Hausdorff topological group is automatically closed by [Bourbaki 2007, Section 2,
Proposition 5]
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Theorem 3.1 (éesnaviéius). The map H' (U, N) — P, ¢U H! (I% v, N)isa striAct morphism of topological
groups, that is: the image of H' (U, N) is a discrete subgroup 0f@v¢U H'(K,, N). Besides, the group
DY(U, N) is finite.

Corollary 3.2. The group H! (U, N) is finite.

Proof. The group @v¢u H(K,, N) is finite (N being a finite U-group scheme). Thus the finiteness of
HC1 (U, N) is equivalent to the finiteness of DY(U, N) by (6). U

Put the quotient topology on (@ugu Hl(lev, N))/Im H'(U, N). Using Theorem 3.1, the previous
facts define a natural topology on HCZ(U , N), so that morphisms in the exact sequence (5) are continuous
(and even strict). This topology makes HCZ(U , N) a Hausdorff and locally compact group [Bourbaki 2007,
Section 2, Proposition 18(a)].

To say more about the topology of H2(U, N), we need a lemma.

Lemma 3.3. (1) Letr : N — N’ be a morphism of finite flat commutative U-group schemes. Then
the corresponding map s : ch(U, N) — HCZ(U, N') is continuous. If we assume further that r is

surjective, then s is open. If

0N —->N—->N"=0

is an exact sequence of finite flat commutative U-group schemes, then the connecting map
H*(U, N") — H2(U, N') is continuous.

(2) Let V. C U be a nonempty open subset. Then the natural map u : HCZ(V, N) —> HCZ(U, N) is

continuous.

Proof. (1) By definition of the topology on the groups H?, it is sufficient to prove that for v & U, the map
H 1([3 v N)— H 1(1% v» N') is continuous (resp. open if r is surjective). Continuity follows from [Cesnav-
i¢ius 2015b, Proposition 4.2] and the openness statement from [Cesnavitius 2015b, Proposition 4.3(d)].
Similarly, the last assertion follows from the continuity of the connecting map H Y"(K,, N"Y— H*(K,, N')
[Cesnavicius 2015b, Proposition 4.2] .

(2) Since (by definition of the topology) the image I of A := D, ov H '(K,, N) is an open subgroup
of HE(V, N), it is sufficient to show that the restriction of u to [ is continuous. As [ is equipped with
the quotient topology (induced by the topology of A), this is equivalent to showing that the natural map
s:A— H>(U, N) is continuous. Now we observe that A is the direct sum of A := D, v HY(K,, N)
and A; = @ueU\v H! (Iev, N). The restriction of s to A is continuous by the commutative diagram
of Proposition 2.1(3). Therefore it only remains to show that the restriction s, of s to A, is continuous.
By [loc. cit.], the restriction of s, to @UeU\V Hl(@v, N) is zero. Since @veU\v Hl(@v, N) is an open
subgroup of QBUGU\V H! (I% v, N) [Cesnavicius 2015b, Proposition 3.10], the result follows. O

Recall also the following (probably well-known) lemma:
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Lemma 34. Let f : A — B be a continuous morphism of topological groups, with B Hausdorff:

(1) Assume that A is profinite. Then f is strict.
(2) Assume that f is injective and A is compact. Then f is strict.

(3) Let

0>A-5BTsC—0

be an exact sequence of topological groups with i strict and w continuous. If A and C are completely

disconnected, then so is B.

Proof. (1) Since f is continuous and B Hausdorff, the image of f is a compact subspace of B, so we
can assume that B is compact and f is onto. The topology of A has a basis consisting of open subgroups,
so it is sufficient to show that the image of such a subgroup U is open. As U is closed (hence compact)
and of finite index in A, its image f(U) is also compact and of finite index in B, hence it is an open
subgroup of B.

(2) Since A is compact and B is Hausdorff, we get that i is a closed map (because the image of a compact
subspace of A is compact), hence it induces a homeomorphism from i onto the subspace i (A) C B. This
means that 7 is strict.

(3) Let D be a connected subset of B. Then 7 (D) is connected, hence is a singleton. Thus, by translating,
one can assume that D C i(A); as i is strict, the subset i ~! (D) C A is connected, so it is reduced to a
point, hence D is a singleton. This proves the statement. O

Proposition 3.5. For every integer i with 0 < i < 3, the topology on H'(U, N) is profinite.

Proof. The only nontrivial case is i = 2. We first observe that if there is an exact sequence of finite flat
commutative U-group schemes
0—>N —->N-—=>N'=0,

then it is sufficient to prove that HCQ(U ,N) and HCZ(U , N”) are profinite to get the same result for
ch(U , N). Indeed by Proposition 2.1, 3., there is an exact sequence

H'U,N")— H>(U,N’) - H*(U, N) - H>(U, N").

The group H! (U, N") is finite by Corollary 3.2; besides, all maps are continuous and the map H>(U, N) —
HCZ(U, N") is open (in particular it is strict, and its image is profinite as soon as HCZ(U, N") is) by
Lemma 3.3(1). Therefore if H>(U, N') and H?(U, N") are profinite, then H?(U, N) is profinite as an
extension

0->A— HXU,N)Z>B—0

of two profinite groups A, B such that the map 7 is open (the map i is strict by Lemma 3.4, 2.; the group
HCZ(U , N) is completely disconnected by Lemma 3.4 3., and its compactness follows from the fact that 7=
is a proper map by [Bourbaki 2007, Section 4, Corollary 2 to Proposition 2]).
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This being said, note now that Proposition 2.1(4) implies the result when the order of N is prime to
p by [Milne 1986, Corollary I1.3.3] (in this case HC2(U , N) is even finite). One can therefore assume
by devissage that the order of N is a power of p. The generic fiber Nx of N is a finite commutative
group scheme over K. By [Demazure and Gabriel 1970, IV, Section 3.5], N admits a composition series
whose quotients are étale (with a dual of height one), local (of height one) with étale dual, or «;,. The
schematic closure in N of this composition series provides a composition series defined over U. Thus,
using the same devissage argument as above, one reduces to the case where the generic fiber N or its
dual NP2 has height one.

Proposition 1II.B.4 and Corollary III.B.5 in [Milne 1986] now imply that there exists a nonempty open
subset V C U such that Ny extends to a finite flat commutative group scheme N over the proper k-curve X

Then Proposition 2.1(3) gives an exact sequence

H!(X,N)—> @ H'(D,, N) > HX(V.N) - H}(X, N) (7)
veX\V

and since we are in the function field case with X proper over k, we have Hci (X, N)= H' (X, N) for
every positive integer i.

By Proposition 2.1(3), the map B, . x y H'(O,, N)— H2(V, N) factors through PBexrv HY(K,, N),
hence it is continuous. By Lemma 3.3, all maps in (7) are continuous. In addition, the groups
H!(X,N)=H"'(X,N) and H>(X, N) = H*(X, N) are finite by [Milne 1986, Lemma II1.8.9]. Besides,
D, X\V H 1(&,, N ) is profinite by [loc. cit, Section II1.7]; hence HCZ(V, N) is profinite as an extension
(the maps being strict by Lemma 3.4(2)) of a finite group by a profinite group.

Since H2(O,, N) = 0 for every v € U [Milne 1986, Section II1.7], Proposition 2.1(3) gives an exact
sequence of groups

@ H'(Ou. N) > HX(V.N) - HX(U,N) — 0,
velU\V

which implies that HCZ(U , N) is profinite, the map HCQ(V, N) — HCZ(U , N) being continuous by
Lemma 3.3(2), hence strict by Lemma 3.4(1), because HCZ(V, N) is profinite and HCZ(U , N) is Hausdorff.
O

The following statement will be useful in the next section:

Proposition 3.6. Assume that F = N, F' = N’ and F’ = N" are finite and flat commutative group
schemes over U. Then all the maps in Proposition 2.1 are strict (in particular continuous).

Proof. For the maps in assertion 1 of Proposition 2.1, this follows from the definition of the topology and
Theorem 3.1.

Let us consider the maps in assertion 2. The finiteness of the H! groups (Corollary 3.2) implies that
it only remains to deal with the maps between H?2’s and the connecting map H2(U, F") — HC3(U , F).
All these maps are continuous by Lemma 3.3, hence strict by Lemma 3.4 1. and Proposition 3.5.
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Finally, it has already been proven (see the proof of Proposition 3.5) that the maps in the exact sequence
of assertion 3 are continuous. They are strict via Lemma 3.4(1) because HC1 (U, F) is finite, HCZ(U , F)
(resp. D ,cp\v H 1(®,, F)) is profinite, and the other groups are discrete. O

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1 in the function field case

In this section K is the function field of a projective, smooth and geometrically integral curve X defined
over a finite field k of characteristic p. The proof follows the same lines as the proof of [Milne 1986,
Theorem II1.8.2], replacing Proposition I11.0.4 in [Milne 1986] by Proposition 2.1 and using the results of
Section 2.

For every nonempty open subset V C U, the natural map H>(V, G,,) SLEN H>(U, G,,) is an isomor-
phism, and the trace map identifies HC3(U , G,») with Q/7Z (this identification being compatible with s).
Indeed since G, is a smooth group scheme we can apply Proposition 2.1(4) and [Milne 1986, Section I1.3].

For an fppf sheaf F on U, let us first define the pairing of abelian groups

H>*™"(U,F)x H (U, F?) - H}(U, G,,)) = Q/Z.

Since the cohomology groups with compact support are defined via a mapping cone construction,
we need to construct this pairing carefully at the level of complexes in order to be able to prove the
compatibilities that follow (see Lemmas 4.3 and 4.7 for instance).

Lemma 4.1. Let A and B be two fppf sheaves of abelian groups on U. Then there exists a canonical
pairing in the derived category of abelian groups

RT.(U, A) QY RT'(U, B) — RT.(U, AQ B).
Moreover, this pairing is functorial in A and B.

Proof. For any complex C of fppf sheaves, let G(C) denote the Godement resolution of C (see for
instance [SGA 45 1973, XVII, 4.2.9]; Godement resolutions exist on the big fppf site because this site has
enough points, see Remark 1.6 of [Gabber and Kelly 2015] or [Stacks 2005—, Tag 06VX]).

Then there is a commutative diagram of complexes of sheaves (see [Godement 1958, 11.6.6] or
[Friedlander and Suslin 2002, Appendix A]):

A®B

|

Tot(G(A) ® G(B)) — G(A® B)
The horizontal morphism induces a morphism of complexes of abelian groups

Tot(T'(U, G(A)) @ T(U, G(B))) — I'(U, G(A® B))
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hence a canonical morphism in the derived category of abelian groups
I'(U,G(A)®"T(U,G(B)) > T(U,G(A® B)).

Considering the local versions of the previous pairings, one gets a commutative diagram of complexes
of abelian groups

Tot(T'(U, G(A)) ® T (U, G(B))) —— T'(U, G(A ® B))

l l

[,g0 TN (R, G(A) ® T (U, G(B)) — [T,0y TR0, G(A® B))

and functoriality of cones gives a canonical morphism of complexes (via Proposition A.1 in the Appendix)

Tot(I'.(U, G(A)) @ T'(U, G(B))) = I'e(U, G(A® B)). ®)

Since Godement resolutions are acyclic (see [SGA 43 1973, XVII, Proposition 4.2.3]), we know that
RI'(U, C)=T'(U, G(C)) in the derived category, for any fppf sheaf C. Hence the pairing (8) gives the
required morphism in the derived category

RT.(U, A) ®" RT(U, B) — RT.(U, A® B).
The functoriality of Godement resolutions implies the functoriality of the pairing in A and B. U
Using Lemma 4.1, [Stacks 2005—, Tag 068G] gives a natural pairing
H!(U,A)x H*(U,B) - H/™ (U, A® B),
whence we deduce the required canonical pairings, for any sheaf 7 on (Sch /U )gpf
H!(U,F)x H (U, F?) —» H"* (U, G, )

using the canonical map F ® F? = F ® Hom(F, G,,) — G,,.
Let us describe explicitly the pairing above: the map

Tot(I':(U, G(A) @ T'(U, G(B))) — I'e(U, G(A® B))
is given by maps

<H L'(Ky, G, 1(A) & T (U, GV(A») ®T(U,G,(B) = [ [T(Ky, G 1 (AR B) @T (U, G4 (A® B))
velU veU

(arfls ar) ® bs i ((lr,1 U ,B(bs)a ar Ubs)v

where the maps denoted by U are the natural pairings, and 8 : I'(U, G4(B)) — l_[v¢U F(I%U, G,(B)) is
the localization map.
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In the following, we will need an alternative version of the above pairing: with the same notation as

above, one defines a pairing in the derived category
RT(U, A) ®" RT.(U, B) — RT.(U, A® B).
The definition is similar to the one in Lemma 4.1: the commutative diagram of complexes

Tot(T'(U, G(A)) ® T(U, G(B))) —— I'(U, G(A® B))

| l

[Togu Tot(T(U, G(A) @ T(Ky, G(B))) — [ 1,4y I'(Ky. G(A® B))
and Proposition A.1 in the Appendix gives a morphism of complexes
Tot(I'(U, G(A)) ® (U, G(B))) = I'e(U, G(A® B)). (10)

Taking into account the signs in Proposition A.1, one can describe the pairing Tot(I'(U, G(A)) ®
I'.(U,G(B))) — I'c(U, G(A® B)) explicitly as follows:

T(U,G,(A)® (]‘[ I'(K,,G,1(B)&T(U, GS<B>>> — [[T (K. Grys1 (AR B) @ T (U, G,45(A® B))
v¢U vgU

ar ® (bsflv bs) = ((_1)ra(ar) U bsflv ay Ubs)v

where a : I'(U, G,(A)) — ]_[U¢U F(I%v, G,(A)) is the localization map.
We now compare the two pairings defined above:

Lemma 4.2. The following diagram of complexes commutes up to homotopy:

Tot(I'e (U, G(A))@I'(U, G(B))) — I'.(U, G(A® B))

| ]

Tot(I'c(U, G(A)) ® I'c(U, G(B))) =

| |-

Tot(I'(U, G(A))®T.(U, G(B))) ——T.(U, G(AQ® B))

Proof. Using the explicit descriptions above, one needs to prove that the map ¢, ; from

(1'[ F(Ry. G,—1(A) ®T (U, Gr(A))> ® (1‘[ F(Ry. Gs-1(B) &T(U, GS(B»)
veU vgU
to

[T (K0 Gris1(A® B) ®T (U, G,4(A® B))
velU

given by
(ar—1,a,) @ (by—1, by) > (=) a(a,) Ubs—1 —a,—1 U B(by), 0)
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is homotopically trivial. To prove this, consider the maps

(]"[ [(Ky, Gr1(A) & T(U, Gr(A))) ® (]_[ I'(Ky, Gs1(B) @ T (U, GS(B)))

velU vgU
hrs >
25 T TRy, Gris—2(A® B) ®T (U, Gry5-1(A® B))
velU
given by h, : (ar_1, ar) ® (bs_1, bs) — (0, (—1)"a,_1 Ubs_1). Then these maps define an homotopy
equivalence between the map P, ,_, ¢-s and the zero map, proving the lemma. 0

We now prove that the pairing is compatible with coboundary maps in cohomology coming from short
exact sequences:

Lemma4.3. Let0 > A—> B— C — 0and 0 — C' — B’ — A’ — 0 be two exact sequences of fppf
sheaves on U, and let B ® B’ — D be a morphism of fppf sheaves. Assume that the induced morphism
A®C’' — D is trivial.

Consider the following diagram

H'(U,C) x H*T\(U, €'y —— H'+\(U, D)

P

H'™(U, A) x H (U, A"y —— H YU, D)

where the horizontal morphisms are induced by the pairings in Lemma 4.1 and by the morphism BQ B’ —
D, and the vertical maps are the coboundary morphisms.
Then for all c € H (U, C) and a’ € H*(U, A’), we have

O (Ud +(=1)"cUd(d)=0.

Proof. For all fppf sheaves E, let al.E :G;(E) = Giy1(E) denote the coboundary map in the Godement
complex G(E).
Consider the diagram induced by B® B’ — D

T (U, G(B) @ T (U, Gy11(B")) —— (U, Gry541(D))

R

T'(U, Gr41(B)) @ T'(U, G5(B")) —— T'(U, G,1541(D))

together with the similar diagrams over Spec K,, for all v ¢S.

By compatibility of the Godement resolution with tensor product [Friedlander and Suslin 2002,
Appendix A], the pairing Tot(G(B) ® G(B’)) — G (D) is a morphism of complexes. Hence for all
beT(U,G,(B))and b’ e T'(U, G4(B’)), we have

B (b)Y UD + (—1)"'bUdE ) =3P (bUD).
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This formula, its analogue over Spec K, for v ¢ S, together with the definition of the connecting maps in
cohomology via Godement resolutions (recall that for all n, the functor F — G, (F) is exact, see [SGA 43
1973, XVII, Proposition 4.2.3]), implies Lemma 4.3. O

Lemma 4.4. Let N be a finite flat commutative U -group scheme of order n, then the pairings (9)
HI(U,N)x H*(U,N®) - H (U, jty)
are continuous.

Proof. The pairings (9) are defined via the cup-product on U and the local duality pairings H “(K,, N) x
H? (I% v, NPy > Hatb (I% vs Mn)- These local pairings are continuous [Cesnaviéius 2015b, Theorems 5.11
and 6.5]. Hence the lemma follows from the definition of the topologies on the cohomology groups (see
Section 3). ]

Remark 4.5. In [Milne 1986] (see for example Theorem III.3.1), the pairings are defined via the Ext
groups, which is quite convenient for the definition itself but makes the required commutativities of
diagrams more difficult to check. Nevertheless, Proposition V.1.20 in [Milne 1980] provides a similar
comparison between both definitions: see the details in Proposition A.2 of the Appendix.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we now need to show that the induced map H 03 ~"(U,N)— H" (U, NP)*
is an isomorphism (of topological groups) for every finite flat commutative group scheme N over U and
every r € {0, 1, 2, 3} (recall that the groups H" (U, N?) are equipped with the discrete topology).

We first recall the following lemma [Milne 1986, Lemma I11.8.3]:

Lemma 4.6. Let
0>N—->N—->N'=0

be an exact sequence of finite flat commutative group schemes over U. If Theorem 1.1 is true for N’
and N", then it is true for N.

Proof. Using Proposition 2.1(2), the exactness of Pontryagin duality for discrete groups and the pairing in
Lemma 4.1, one gets a diagram of long exact sequences:

oo —— H3"(U,N) —— H>*"(U,N) —— H>*"(U,N") —— - -

-] l -

oo —— H"(U,N'?y* —— H"(U, NPY* —— H" (U, N"P)y* —— ...

The functoriality of the pairing (see Lemma 4.1) implies that both central squares in the diagram are
commutative. Lemma 4.3 implies that both extreme squares (denoted %) are commutative up to sign. By
Lemma 3.4(1), Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 4.4, all the maps in this diagram are continuous. Hence the
lemma follows from the five-lemma. O
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We now want to show that it is sufficient to prove Theorem 1.1 for a smaller open subset V C U. To
do this, we need to check the compatibility of the pairing in Theorem 1.1 with restriction to an open
subset of U and with the local duality pairing (see Lemma 4.7 below).

We first define the maps that appear in this lemma. Let F be a flat affine commutative U-group
scheme of finite type and let V C U be a nonempty open subset. Let W denote U \ V. In diagram
(11) below, the first column is the long exact sequence of Proposition 2.1(3), and the second column
is the localization exact sequence from Proposition 2.12. The horizontal pairings are either the local
duality pairings from [Milne 1986, Theorem II1.7.1] (first and last rows), using the same sign convention
as in the pairing (10), or the global pairings from Lemma 4.1 (second and third rows). The proof of
Proposition 2.12 provides an isomorphism H (U, G,) =@, oy H2(Oy, G,), and the natural morphism
of complexes I'w (U, I°(G,)) — ['c(V, I°(G,,)) gives a morphism HVSV(U, G,) — HS(V, G,,), whence
natural morphisms €, HS(@U, G,) — HS(V, G, — HC3(U, G,).

Lemma 4.7. Let F, G be flat affine commutative group schemes of finite type on U, together with a
pairing F Q@G — G,. Let V C U be a nonempty open subscheme and W := U \ V. Then the following
diagram is commutative:

Boew H> (v, F) x Doy HIM (04, §) —— Doy H (O, G)

H>*"(V,F)x H(V,G) H2(V, Gy)
~ (11)
H>7"(U,F) x H (U, G) H2(U, Gp)

Bpew H 7 (0v, F) x By H Oy, §) —— By Hi (O, G)
In addition, if F and G are finite and flat group schemes, then all the maps in the diagram are continuous.

Proof. (1) We first prove the commutativity of the top rectangle. It is sufficient to prove that the following
diagram commutes:

Tot(D,cw T O, GFN=11 D,y To(Op, GON[1]) —— Dew To(Oy, G(G))

L T

Tot(@ ey T'(Ky, GN[-11@ D,y T'(Ky, G(©))) —— Dy 'Ky, G(Gn))[—1]

L] |

Tot(I'c(V, G(F) QI'(V, G(9))) Le(V, G(Gm))




2348 Cyril Demarche and David Harari

where the vertical maps are the natural ones and the horizontal pairings are defined earlier. The top
rectangle is commutative because of the definition of the pairing involving cohomology with support in a
closed subscheme, taking into account the sign conventions in Proposition A.1 in the Appendix. The
bottom one is commutative by definition of the pairing involving compact support cohomology.

Assume now that F and G are finite flat group schemes. Then the following maps are continu-
ous: the pairing HCZ(V, F)x HY(V,G) — HL,3(V, G,,) (see Lemma 4.4), the pairing Hl(@v, F) x
H2(O,, ) — HX(O,, G,,) [Milne 1986, Theorem I11.7.1] and the map @,y H' (O, F) — HA(V, F)
(see Proposition 3.6).

(2) We now prove the commutativity of the rectangle in the middle. Let

(U, G(F)) :=Cone(I'(U, G(F) > P T (K,. GFH@ E T, GANI-1].
vglU veU\V

Then functoriality of the cone gives a commutative diagram (similar to (3), where I°(F) is replaced by
G (F) and by G(G,,)) of complexes of abelian groups:

Tot(Te(V, G(FN TV, G(9))) —— Te(V, G(Gw))

] /|
Tot(T' (U, G(F)) @ T' (U, G(G))) —— [ (U, G(Gp))
Tot(Te(U, G(F)) @ T'(U, G(G))) — Te(U, G(Gp))

Here the maps denoted by g are quasi-isomorphisms (see Remark 2.7 and the proof of the third point
in Proposition 2.1, which uses Lemma 2.4). This diagram gives a commutative diagram in the derived
category of abelian groups (where all the maps are either the natural ones or the ones constructed above):

LoV, G(F) @ T(V, G(G) —— Te(V, G(Gp))

| ] |

F(U,GF)Q"T(U,G(G) —— T (U, G(Gn))
Taking cohomology of this diagram gives a commutative diagram of abelian groups:

H!'(V,F)x H*(V,G) —— H'**(V, G,,)

| ] |

H(U,F)x H'(U,G) — H/™(U, Gn)

which implies the required commutativity.
The continuity of the maps in the case where F and G are finite flat group schemes is a consequence
of Lemma 4.4 and of Lemma 3.3.
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(3) We now need to prove the commutativity of the bottom rectangle. By Lemma 4.2, the following
diagram commutes in the derived category:

T(U,GF)Q"T(U, G(G) — T(U,G(Gp))

L I

T(U, G(F) @ T(U, G(G)) —— Te(U, G(Gp))
Computing cohomology gives a commutative diagram of abelian groups:

H!'(U,F)x H*(U,G) —— H!™ (U, G)

| ] I

H"(U,F)x H}(U,G) —— H!™ (U, G»)

Let 'y (U, G(G)) := Cone(I'(U, G(G)) — I'(V, G(G)))[—1]. In order to prove the required commu-
tativity, it is enough to prove that the natural diagram

LU, G(F) @' Te(U, G(G)) —— Te(U, G(Gp))

1] |

(U, GF) " Tw(U, G(G) —— Tw(U, G(Gp))

commutes in the derived category, where the pairing on the bottom row is defined in a similar way as the
pairing (10). Consider the following diagram in the category of complexes:

Tot(I'(U, G(F))®T' (U, G(G))) F(U. G(Gm))
Tot(T'(U, G(F)®T (V. G(G))) r(V.G(Gm))
[Tygp Tt (U, G(FN®T (K, G(G) [Togo T(Kv, G(G)

This diagram is commutative, hence, using Proposition A.1, it induces a commutative diagram of
complexes at the level of cones:

Tot(T'(U, G(FN®T'c(U, G(9))) Le(U, G(Gm))
Tot(T'(U, G(F)@T'w (U, G(9))) l Fw (U, G(Gm))
Tot(I'(U, G(F)H®T' (U, G(9))) LW, G(Gm))

The commutativity of the upper face of this last diagram concludes the proof.
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Assume now that F and G are finite flat group schemes. The only possibly nondiscrete groups in
the diagram are HCZ(U, F) (in the case r = 1) and H' (@U, F) (in the case r = 2). If r = 1, the pairing
HX(U, F) x H'(U, G) — H>(U, G,,) is continuous by Lemma 4.4 and H>(O,, F) =0 for all v € W
(see for instance [Milne 1986, Lemma 1.1]), hence all maps are continuous in this case. If r =2, then the
local pairings H'(O,, F) x H*(®,, ) — H2(O,, G,,) are continuous by [Milne 1986, Theorem IIL7.1].
All the other maps are obviously continuous.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.7. |
We can now prove the following lemma [Milne 1986, Lemma I11.8.4]:

Lemma 4.8. Let V C U be a nonempty open subscheme. Let N be a finite flat commutative group scheme
over U. Then Theorem 1.1 holds for N over U if and only if it holds for Ny over V.

Proof. Propositions 2.1(3), 2.12, and 3.6 and Lemma 4.7 give a commutative diagram of long exact

sequences of topological groups

coo —— H}(V,N) —— H}7"(U, N) —— @y H Oy, N) — -+

l | l

coo —— H'(V,NP)* — H"(U, N?)* — @,y Hi (D), NPY* —— -

where the vertical maps are defined via the pairings (9) and the local duality pairings of [Milne 1986,
III.7.1]. In particular, the maps H3™" (@v, N) — H] (@v, NP)* are isomorphisms by [Milne 1986,
Theorem II1.7.1]. The middle vertical map is strict by Lemmas 4.4 and 3.4. Therefore the five-lemma
gives the result. O

The end of the proof of Theorem 1.1 (which implies in particular that by duality the groups H" (U, N?)
are zero for r > 4, resp. for r =3 if U # X) is exactly the same as the end of the proof of Theorem III.8.2
in [Milne 1986]. Let U C X be a nonempty open subset and N be a finite flat commutative group scheme

over U:

o If the order of N is prime to p, then Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of Proposition 2.1(4) and étale
Artin—Verdier duality (Corollary 11.3.3 in [Milne 1986] or Theorem 4.6 in [Geisser and Schmidt 2018]).
Note that it requires to compare the pairing defined in Lemma 4.1 with the Artin—Verdier pairing using
Ext groups as defined in [Milne 1986] or [Geisser and Schmidt 2018] : this is explained for instance in
Proposition A.2 of the Appendix. Hence by Lemma 4.6, it is sufficient to prove Theorem 1.1 when the
order of N is a power of p.

o If the order of N is a power of p, the proof of Proposition 3.5 implies that N admits a composition
series such that the generic fiber of each quotient is either of height one or the dual of a group of height
one. By Lemma 4.6, it is therefore sufficient to prove Theorem 1.1 in the case Nx or N ,1() have height one.

o If Ny or N ,? have height one, Proposition B.4 and Corollary B.5 in [Milne 1986] imply that there
exists a nonempty open subset V C U such that N}y extends to a finite flat commutative group scheme N
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over the proper k-curve X, such that N or NP have height one. Using Lemma 4.8 twice, it is enough to
prove Theorem 1.1 when U = X and N or N have height one.

¢ Lemma II1.8.5 in [Milne 1986] proves Theorem 1.1 for U = X and N (resp. N?) of height one, by
reduction to the classical Serre duality for vector bundles over the smooth projective curve X. Indeed,
Proposition V.1.20 in [Milne 1980] proves that the pairings RT'(X, F?) ®* RI'(X, F) — RI['(X, G,,)
defined via Godement resolutions in the proof of Lemma 4.1 are compatible with the classical pairings
using Ext groups that appear in Serre duality.

As observed in [Milne 1986, Section II1.8] (remark before Lemma 8.9), the group H (U, N) is in
general infinite if U # X and by duality, the same is true for H>(U, N). However, the situation is better
for H? and HJ.

Corollary 4.9. Let N be a finite and flat commutative group scheme over a nonempty Zariski open subset
U of X. Then the groups H*(U, N) and HCI(U, N) are finite.

Proof. The statement about Hc1 (U, N) is Corollary 3.2. The finiteness of H>(U, N) follows by the duality
Theorem 1.1. O

The previous corollary can be refined in some cases.

Proposition 4.10. Let N be a finite and flat commutative group scheme over a nonempty affine open
subset U C X, such that the generic fiber Nk is local. Then HC1 (U,N)=0.

Proof. By the valuative criterion of properness, the restriction map H'(U, N) — H'(K, N) is injective.
It is sufficient to show that if we choose v & U, the restriction map H' (K, N) — H l(13 v, N) is injective
when N is local. Indeed this implies that D' (U, N) =0, hence HC1 (U, N) = 0 by exact sequence (6)
because H 0(I% v» N) = 0 for every completion K » of K.

We also reduce to showing that for every finite subextension L/K of K, /K, the restriction map
r:HY(K,N)— HY(L,N)is injective (indeed a K-torsor under the finite K-group scheme Nk is of
finite type over K, hence it has a point over an extension K’ of K if and only if it has a point over a
finite subextension of K’). To do this, we argue as in [Cesnavi¢ius 2015b, Lemma 5.7(a)]. Since by
[Ribenboim 1968, Section F, Theorem 2], L is a separable extension of K, the K-algebra £ := L Qk L
is reduced. As N is finite and connected, the group N (E) is trivial. Let C':=Rg /k (N xg E) (where
R denotes Weil’s restriction of scalars) be the scheme of 1-cochains with respect to L/ K, we obtain that
C'(K) is trivial, which in turn implies that ker r is trivial by [Cesnavitius 2015b, Section 5.1]. Il

Remark 4.11. The finiteness of HCI(U , N) (Corollary 3.2) relies on the finiteness of D' (U, N) proven
in [CesnaviCius 2017, Theorem 2.9]. An alternative argument is actually available. By [Milne 1986,
Lemma II1.8.9], we can assume that U # X, namely that U is affine. By [loc. cit., Theorem I1.3.1]
and Proposition 2.1(4), we can also assume that the order of N is a power of p. Let Nx be the generic
fiber of N, it is a finite group scheme over K. By [Demazure and Gabriel 1970, IV, Section3.5], and
Proposition 2.1(2), it is sufficient to prove the required finiteness in the following cases: N is étale, Nk is
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local with étale dual, Nx = «,. The last two cases are taken care of by Proposition 4.10, so we can suppose
that Nk is étale. Let V C U be a nonempty open subset. By Proposition 2.1, we have an exact sequence

H!(V,N)— H/(U,N) > & H'(O,. N).
veU\V

Since the generic fiber of N is étale, the group H 1(®,, N) is finite by [Milne 1986, Remark II1.7.6]
(this follows from the fact that H'(®,, N) is a compact subgroup of the discrete group H!(K,, N)),
hence the finiteness of H!(U, N) is equivalent to the finiteness of H!(V, N), which in turn is equivalent
to the finiteness of D!(V, N). The latter holds for V sufficiently small: either apply [Gonzilez-Avilés
2009, Lemma 4.3] (which relies on an embedding of Nk into an abelian variety) or reduce (as in [Milne
1986, Lemma I11.8.9]) to the case when N? is of height one. Indeed by [loc. cit., Corollary II1.B.5], the
assumption that N is of height one implies that for V sufficiently small, the restriction of N to V extends
to a finite and flat commutative group scheme N over X. Then the finiteness of H!(X, N) implies the
finiteness of Hc1 (V,N)= HJ (V, N) by Proposition 2.1(3), because the groups H%(O,, N) are finite.

5. The number field case

Assume now that K is a number field and set X = Spec Ok . Let U be a nonempty Zariski open subset
of X. Let n be the order of the finite and flat commutative group scheme N. To prove Theorem 1.1 in this
case, one follows exactly the same method as in [Milne 1986, Theorem III.3.1 and Corollary 1I1.3.2], once
Proposition 2.1 has been proved. Namely Proposition 2.1(4) shows that on U[1/n], Theorem 1.1 reduces
to the étale Artin—Verdier Theorem [Milne 1986, 11.3.3] or [Geisser and Schmidt 2018, Theorem 4.6].
Here we can use a definition of the pairings similar to Lemma 4.1, or a definition via the Ext pairings
as in [loc. cit.] (the two definitions coincide, the argument being the same as in Proposition A.2 of the
Appendix). Now Proposition 2.1(3) gives a commutative diagram as in the end of the proof of [Milne
1986, Theorem II1.3.1] (with completions @U instead of henselizations O,). Theorem 1.1 follows by the
five-lemma, using the result on U[1/n] and the local duality statement [Milne 1986, Theorem II1.3.1].

Remark 5.1. In the number field case, one can as well (as in [Milne 1986, Section II1.3]) work from the
very beginning with henselizations O, and not with completions O, to define cohomology with compact
support. Indeed the local theorem [loc. cit., Theorem III.3.1] still holds with henselian (not necessarily
complete) discrete valuation ring with finite residue field when the fraction field is of characteristic zero.
Hence the only issue here is commutativity of diagrams. Nevertheless, we felt that it was more convenient
to have a uniform statement (Proposition 2.1) in both characteristic 0 and characteristic p situations.

Appendix

A.l. Cone and tensor products.

Proposition A.1. Let A be the category of fppf sheaves over a scheme T. Let A, B and C be three
complexes in A. Let f : A — B be a morphism of complexes. Then there are commutative diagrams
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(where & denotes the total tensor product of complexes) such that the vertical maps are isomorphisms of

complexes

1 . _
aeC L% Boc 2L cone(fy o 2 All]® C

A®C&>B®C;>Cone(f®l)_—ﬂ>(A®C)[1]

where the vertical isomorphisms involve no signs, and

1 i _
coA—2L coB %, C®Cone(f) —2% C® A[l]

CoA—2 S c@B—""Cone(1® f) —" (C® A)]

where the two last vertical maps involve a sign (—1)" on the factor C, ® As.

Proof. In the first diagram, define the nonobvious map Cone(f) ® C — Cone(f ® 1) (resp. A[1]Q C —
(A ® C)[1]) by the isomorphism (B, ® A;+1) ® Cs — (B, ® Cs) ® (A, 41 ® Cy) (resp. by the identity
of A,41 ® Cs). In the second diagram, the nonobvious map C ® Cone(f) — Cone(l ® f) (resp.
C®A[l] - (C® A)[1]) is given by the isomorphism C, ® (Bs ® As+1) = (Cr ® B) ® (C, ® As41) that
maps c®(b, a) to (c®b, (—1)"c®a) (resp. by the automorphism of C, ® A+ given by c®a > (—1)" cQa).
The proposition is then straightforward. U

A.2. Comparison of two pairings. Let U be a nonempty Zariski open subset of a smooth, projective,
geometrically integral curve defined over a finite field.

Proposition A.2. Let A, B and C be three fppf sheaves on U, endowed with a pairing AQ B — C. Then

there is a commutative diagram

H'(U,A)® H}(U, B) —— H**(U, C)

| l=

Ext},(B,C)® H:(U, By —— H!™(U, C)

where the top pairing is the one from (10) and the bottom one is the pairing from [Milne 1986, Proposi-
tion I11.0.4.e]. The same holds for étale sheaves instead of fppf sheaves if we replace fppf cohomology
(resp. compact support fppf cohomology) by étale cohomology (resp. compact support étale cohomology);
in the étale case the bottom pairing is the one from [loc. cit., Proposition I1.2.5] (or [Geisser and Schmidt
2018]).

Proof. We prove the statement for fppf sheaves (the étale case is similar). Consider the natural morphisms
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of complexes
Tot(G(A) ® G(B)) > G(A® B) — G(C).

Using [Stacks 2005—, Tag 0A90], one gets a natural morphism of complexes G(A) — Hom*(G(B), G(C))

and a commutative diagram of complexes

Tot(G(A) ® G(B)) ——————  G(A® B) —— G(C)

| \=

Tot(Hom*(G(B), G(C)) ® G(B)) G(C)

where the second pairing is the natural one. All morphisms in this diagram involve no extra-sign.
Let G(C) — I be an injective resolution. Then one gets a commutative diagram:

Tot(G(A)® G(B)) ————— G(A® B) —— G(C)

| |

Tot(Hom*(G(B), I) ® G(B)) 1

Taking global sections, one gets a commutative diagram:

Tot(I'(U, G(A)) ®T'(U, G(B))) ——T'(U, G(C))

| j

Tot(Homy, (G(B), ) @ I'(U, G(B))) —— I'(U, I)

Taking cohomology, one gets a commutative diagram comparing the pairing from the beginning of

Section 4 to the classical Ext-pairing:

H"(U,A)® H*(U, B) —— H"™*(U, C)

| l=

Ext},(B,C)® H*(U, B) —— H"™(U, C)

Applying functoriality of cone to (1) and to the similar pairing over completions of K, one gets a

commutative diagram of complexes:

Tot(I'(U, G(A)) ®T'c(U, G(B))) —— I'e(U, G(0))

| l~

Tot(Homy, (G(B), 1) @' (U, G(B))) —— TI'c(U, I)

Taking cohomology, we get the required commutative diagram. O
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Remarks A.3. (1) A similar diagram holds with compact support cohomology groups on the left and
Ext-groups on the right. In this case, one gets a commutative diagram:

H!'(U,A)® H*(U, B) —— H!™ (U, C)

HI (U, A) @ Ext, (A, C) — HI (U, C)

where the first pairing is the one from Lemma 4.1, while the vertical map and the bottom pairing both
involve a (—1)"* sign.

(2) Similar commutative diagrams hold over an arbitrary basis, with compact support cohomology
replaced by cohomology with support in a closed subscheme (with a similar proof).
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Betti numbers of Shimura curves
and arithmetic three-orbifolds

Mikotaj Fraczyk and Jean Raimbault

We show that asymptotically the first Betti number b, of a Shimura curve satisfies the Gauss—Bonnet
equality 27 (b; — 2) = vol where vol is hyperbolic volume; equivalently 2¢g — 2 = (1 + o(1))vol where g
is the arithmetic genus. We also show that the first Betti number of a congruence hyperbolic 3-orbifold
asymptotically vanishes relatively to hyperbolic volume, that is b; /vol — 0. This generalizes previous
results obtained by Fraczyk, on which we rely, and uses the same main tool, namely Benjamini—Schramm
convergence.

1. Introduction

1A. Benjamini—Schramm convergence. Let G be a semisimple Lie group, K C G a maximal compact
subgroup and X = G/K the associated symmetric space. Benjamini—Schramm convergence of locally
symmetric orbifolds I"\ X of finite volume was introduced in [Abert et al. 2017]. The Benjamini—Schramm
convergence of a sequence of finite volume locally symmetric spaces (I';\ X);en to the symmetric space

X is equivalent to the following simple geometric condition:

vol(T\X)<p)

VR >0, lim =0, (1-1)

i—00 VOI(F,'\X )
where M_g denotes the R-thin part of a Riemannian orbifold M (which we take to include the full
singular set, see (3-1) below).

In addition to X there are other possible limits in the Benjamini—Schramm topology. In order to
describe them it is convenient to pass to the language of invariant random subgroups (IRS) of the group G.
These are the Borel probability measures on the Chabauty space Subg of closed subgroups which are
invariant under conjugation by elements of G. For every lattice I' of G there is a unique G-invariant
probability measure on G/ I" and its pushforward by the map gI" — gI'g~! gives an IRS denoted jir.
It was observed in [Abert et al. 2017] that (I';\ X) converges to X if and only if ur, converge weakly-*
to the trivial IRS dy1). In general a sequence (I';\ X) converges Benjamini—Schramm if and only if pr
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converges weakly-* to some IRS v. The limit IRS v is always supported on discrete subgroups and the
Benjamini—Schramm limit is the random locally symmetric space X/A where A is a v-random subgroup
of G.

It was proven in [Abert et al. 2017], as a consequence of the Nevo—Stiick—Zimmer theorem, that if G
is semisimple of higher rank, with all factors having property (T) then any sequence of irreducible locally
symmetric spaces converges in the Benjamini—Schramm sense to X. This was extended to all nontrivial
products in [Levit 2017] (see also [Matz 2019] for more precise results in a very specific case).

This statement is known to be false when G = SO(n, 1) or SU(n, 1), because in those cases there are
lattices I' C G such that H'(T", R) # 0 (see [Millson 1976; Li and Millson 1993; Kazhdan 1977]). On
the other hand restricting attention to the family of arithmetic congruence lattices in G (see Section 1D
below for a short description) Fraczyk [2016] proved that for G = SO(2, 1) or SO(3, 1) the symmetric
space X = H? or H?, respectively, is the only possible limit in the Benjamini—Schramm topology for a
sequence of torsion-free congruence lattices. Previously Raimbault [2017] proved a similar result for the
family of nonuniform, not necessarily torsion-free lattices (nonuniformity makes them much easier to
deal with algebraically). In this paper we remove the torsion-free hypothesis in general.

Theorem A. If G = PGL;(R) or PGL,(C) and I';, is a sequence of irreducible arithmetic lattices in G,
which are either all congruence and pairwise distinct, or pairwise noncommensurable, then the sequence
of locally symmetric spaces I',,\ X converges in the Benjamini—Schramm sense to X.

In [Fraczyk 2016] the torsion free assumption was necessary because the methods only allowed control
of the volume of the subset of thin part consisting of the collars of short geodesics. For a sequence of
general arithmetic congruence orbifolds (I',\ X),en it could a priori happen that the vast majority of
the thin part comes from the cusps or the conical singularities so the sequence does not converge to X.
Theorem A excludes this possibility. For the proof we use the estimates developed in [Fraczyk 2016] to
show that any weak-* limit of the sequence ur, is supported on elementary subgroups. By [Osin 2017]
the only IRS supported on this set is the trivial IRS, hence the theorem. We carry out the second step of
this scheme of proof in detail in Proposition A.4, which is valid for all sequences of lattices in proper
Gromov-hyperbolic spaces.

We note that because we are using a soft method our approach does not indicate the rate of decay of
vol(I',\X) <g)/ vol(I',\ X) as opposed to [Fraczyk 2016].

1B. Genus of Shimura curves. One application of Theorem A is to determine the asymptotic genus of
congruence surfaces of large volume. For compact surfaces without singularities the genus and volume
are essentially linearly related by the Gauss—Bonnet formula. However for 2-orbifolds terms coming
from cone points and cusps appear in the formula, and it is easy to see that there exists sequences
of hyperbolic orbifolds with underlying space a sphere and volume going to infinity. This also has
an algebraic interpretation: if S is isomorphic as a Riemann surface to the C-points of an algebraic
variety defined over a number field, which is the case for orbifolds obtained from congruence groups
(so-called Shimura curves [1971]), then its arithmetic genus is given by the Riemann—Hurwitz formula
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and essentially proportional to the volume while its geometric genus equals the topological genus of the
underlying surface and can be arbitrarily smaller than the former.

It is known that this phenomenon cannot occur for congruence orbifolds: using the uniform spectral gap
for congruence quotients (see [Clozel 2003] for a more general result) and a theorem of P. Zograf [1991]
it follows that there is a lower bound of the form g > ¢ vol for congruence subgroups (see also [Long et al.
2006]). As a consequence of Theorem A we obtain the following asymptotically more precise result (we
note that it was known for congruence covers of the modular surface by a result of J. G. Thompson [1980]).

Theorem B. Let I';, be a sequence of congruence lattices in PSL, (R), and let g,, be the topological genus
of the orbifold O, = I',\H?. Then, assuming the I, are not pairwise conjugated, we have

&n 1

im = .
n—>+oovol O, 4m

1C. Betti numbers of 3-orbifolds. Theorem B is equivalent to the statement that b, (I",)/ vol(I',\H?)
converges to 1/2m for a sequence of congruence lattices. Indeed, the rank of abelianization is essentially
equal to twice the genus in a BS-convergent sequence. This can be proven more directly by analytical
means, as 1/27 is the first L2-Betti number of the hyperbolic plane. While more complicated, the analytic
approach generalizes to the dimension 3 and where obtain the following result.

Theorem C. Let [',, be a sequence of congruence lattices in PSL,(C). Then

bi(Ty)
im ——— =
n—+o0 vol(I", \H3)

This was proven in [Raimbault 2017] for nonuniform lattices, and in [Fraczyk 2016] for the case of
all torsion-free lattices. Our proof is very similar to the proof for hyperbolic 3—-manifolds appearing in
[Abert et al. 2017].

1D. Congruence lattices. For completeness we give an explicit description of the congruence arithmetic
latices in G = PGL(2, R), PGL(2, C), though we will not directly use this structure theory in the rest of
the paper. Let K = R, C. We start by choosing a number field £ with Archimedean places vy, ..., vy such
that k,, >~ K and k,, ~ R for i > 2. In what follows A and A ; stand for the ring of ade¢les and, respectively,
finite adeles of k. We will write k > x — (x), € k, for the embedding of k in its completion k,. Let
a, b € k* be such that (a),,, (b),, are positive for i > 2 and (a),, or (b),, is negative if I >~ R. We define
the quaternion algebra A as

A =k+ik+ jk+ijk,

2= —a, j?=—b,ij = —ji. By our choice of a, b we have A ®; k,, ~ M (2, )

subject to the relations i
and for i > 2 the algebra A ®; k,, is isomorphic to the Hamilton’s quaternions. We form an algebraic

group PA* = A*/k*. Tt is an adjoint simple group of type A; defined over k. Note that PA™ (A) =
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PA* (k ®g R) x PA*(Ay) and
d
PA* (k ®g R) = 1_[ PA™ (k,,) ~ PGL(2, ) x PO3)* .
i=1

Choose an open compact subgroup U of PA™ (A ). Let I'y = PA™ (k) N (PA™ (k ®g R) x PA*(Af)). By a
classical result of Borel and Harish-Chandra [1962] the group I'y is a lattice in PA* (k®gR) x PA™ (A ¢) >
PGL(2, K) x PO(3)?~! x U. The projection of 'y to the factor PGL(2, K) is a congruence arithmetic
lattice in PGL(2, ). Every congruence arithmetic lattice of PGL(2, ) arises in this way.

1E. Outline of the paper. In Section 2 we apply a “soft” criterion for Benjamini—Schramm convergence,
together with the estimates from [Fraczyk 2016], to deduce Theorem A. The criterion is proven, in a
general form including lattices in the isometry group of any proper Gromov-hyperbolic space, in Appendix
A Next, in Section 3 we give a precise metric description of the singular locus of hyperbolic 2- and
3-orbifolds, and (in the 3-dimensional case) a way to smooth the boundary of the thick part while keeping
control of the geometry (the technical details of which are left to a second Appendix B). We use this
description of singularities and Theorem A to deduce Theorem B in Section 4. In Section 5 we use
heat kernel methods (for which we need the precise description of the smoothed thick part) to deduce
Theorem C from Theorem A.

2. Benjamini—-Schramm convergence of quotients of hyperbolic spaces

2A. A criterion for convergence. Let G be a semisimple Lie group and y a semisimple element of G.
Let G, be the centralizer in G of I', then for any sufficiently decreasing (for example compactly supported)
continuous function on G the following integral makes sense.

Or(y) = / Folxy) da 2-1)
G/

v
The following proposition is a generalization of [Raimbault 2017, Proposition 2.2]. We provide a self-
contained proof (along the same lines as that of [loc. cit.]) of a much more general result valid for all
Gromov-hyperbolic spaces in Proposition A.4 below.

Proposition 2.1. Let [';, be a sequence of lattices in either PGL, (R) or PGLy(C) and d =2, 3 accordingly.
Let U be the subset of loxodromic elements in G. If for every smooth compactly supported function f on
G the limit

. Z[J/]r cu Vol((Tn)y\Gy) O (y)
lim 1 =0
n—+00 vol(I',\G)

holds, then T',\H“ is BS-convergent to H?.

(2-2)

This is essentially tautological if the I',, are torsion-free; the nontrivial part is that it allows us to avoid
studying the elliptic conjugacy classes (and the parabolic classes if the I',, are noncompact) in order to
establish BS-convergence of a sequence of orbifolds.
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2B. Proof of Theorem A. If X is a rank-one irreducible symmetric space such as H? or H* and G =
Isom(X) then G is a simple Lie group of noncompact type and its elliptic radical is trivial. Theorem A
thus follows immediately from Proposition 2.1 and the following result extracted from [Fraczyk 2016].

Theorem 2.2. Let G = PGL,(R) or PGL,(C) and let U be the set of hyperbolic elements of G. Let T',, a
sequence of arithmetic congruence lattices in G, such that vol(I'y,\G) — 400 or any sequence of pairwise

noncommensurable arithmetic lattices. Then for any f € Ci°(G) we have

1

n——+0Q
W,I\G) Z vol('n)y\G ) Oy (y)| —— 0. (2-3)

lylcU

Proof. If T is an arithmetic lattice in PGL;(R) or PGL;(C) then an element y € I" is hyperbolic if and
only if it is semisimple and of infinite order. In the proof of [Fraczyk 2016, Theorem 1.8], starting form
the lines (10.7-10.9) the author bounds the sum

> Vol(T\Gy) O, (f) (2-4)

¥Ir
nontorsion

for congruence arithmetic lattices. The line (10.7) of [loc. cit., page 67] is the adelic version of the
last sum where we group together the classes conjugate over PA* (k), where PA* is the group used to
construct the lattice I' as explained in Section 1D. The passage between the adelic and classical trace
formula is explained in [loc. cit., Theorem 4.21]. Proceeding as in [loc. cit., pages 67-69] we obtain the
bound

Z vol(T)\G,) O, (f) < vol(T'\G)*%%°.

vIr.
nontorsion

Any hyperbolic conjugacy class [y ]r is nontorsion so we can deduce the that the sum (2-3) converges to
0 as vol(I"'\X) — oo and I is a congruence arithmetic lattice. In order to establish the convergence for
sequences of pairwise noncommensurable arithmetic lattices (I',;),,en We choose for each n a maximal
arithmetic lattice A, containing I',,. It is always a congruence arithmetic lattice. We have

1 > vol((T)y\G) O () - T Vol(T,\GO ()
VOI(Fn\X) [yIr, €U e sl - VOl(Fn\X) [¥Ir, €U " Sl
1
= Jol(A\X) [V]X:EUVOI((A”)V\GV)OUI(V)
=o(1). 0

3. Structure of the singular locus of closed hyperbolic orbifolds

To be able to deduce from the sole Benjamini—Schramm convergence of a sequence of orbifolds further
asymptotic results on topological invariants we need a fine metric description of the singular locus. The
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results in this section provide it; they are not really original but precise statements such as we need are
not easily found in the literature. As usual our main tool is the Margulis lemma.

Theorem 3.1. For every n > 2 there exists € = e(n) > 0 such that the following holds. Let I" be a discrete
subgroup of isometries of H", then for any x € H"* the subgroup

[e:=(yel:dx,yx) <e¢)
is virtually abelian.

In the sequel we will only work in 2 or 3-dimensional hyperbolic space, and we let ¢ denote a Margulis
constant which is valid for both cases. Recall that O, stands for the e-thin part of an orbifold O, for
which we use the following definition: if O = I'\ X where X is the orbifold universal cover and we
assume X to be CAT(0) then

O, =T\{feX:3yel\{Id}, dF, yi) <e} 3-1)

which includes the singular locus of O —note that in the literature, e.g., in [Boileau et al. 2003], a
different convention is often used where only points with large stabilizers are included. The closure of
the complement of O, (the e-thick part) will be denoted by Ox;.

In fact we need to tweak a bit the definition of the thin part around that part of the singular locus where
the cone angle is 7: around these vertices or geodesics we put a collar whose width is ¢/6 (instead of

e/2).

3A. 2-dimensional orbifolds. In PGL,(R)™ all the virtually abelian discrete subgroups are given by the
following list:

(1) An infinite cyclic group generated by an hyperbolic or parabolic isometry.
(2) A finite cyclic group generated by an elliptic isometry.

(3) An infinite dihedral group generated by two elliptic isometries of order 2.

As a first consequence we see that the singular locus of an orientable hyperbolic 2-orbifold consists only
of cone points, that is all nonmanifold points have a neighborhood which is isometric to the quotient of a
disc by a finite cyclic group.

In addition we can deduce from this classification a metric description of the singular locus. We need
the following notation: given an elliptic isometry y with fixed point x and rotation angle 9, let £(0, &)
be the smallest £ such that d(y, yy) > ¢ for d(x, y) = £. Similarly, given a hyperbolic isometry y of
minimal displacement ¢ we define r (£, ¢) to be the minimal distance from its axis at which an hyperbolic
isometry translates of at least €.

Lemma 3.2. Let O = I'\H? be an orientable hyperbolic 2-orbifold and x a point in its singular locus.
Then x is an isolated cone point and one of the following possibilities hold.:
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(1) If its angle is 2 /m with m > 3 then there is no other singular point in the ball Bo (x, £) where
L=LQ2m/m,e¢).

(2) Ifthe angle is equal to 1 then either there is no other singular point within distance {(x, €), or there
is one (and its cone angle is also w) at distance £, < £(m, &) but no other within distance r (£, €)

of x.

Proof. Let I'x € O be as in the statement, with x € H2. Then x is a fixed point of a nontrivial element
of I', and it follows that the subgroup

Ii={yel:dx, yx)<e}

must be one of those described in (2) or (3) at the beginning of this section; let 3 be a generator (with
minimal rotation angle) of the cyclic subgroup fixing x and m > 1 its order.

In any case x lies above a conical point in O. Assume now that m > 3; then I'y = ()p) and by the
Margulis lemma there is no other fixed point of a nontrivial element in I" within the set

C={yeH* :d(y, nwy) <o)}

By definition the ball By (x, £(27/m, ¢)) is contained in C, so it contains no other singular point.

If m = 2 and there is another elliptic fixed point x" € H? with d(x, x’) < £(7, &) then we might assume
that x’ is the closest such point. By the previous paragraph any nontrivial y; € I' fixing x" must be
of order 2. Let n = ypy;;. It is a hyperbolic isometry with axis containing the geodesic « joining x to
x" and translation distance 2d(x, x"). Write T, for the setwise stabilizer of « in I". For every y € 'y,
not fixing x we will have d(x, yx) > 2d(x, x") as otherwise yyy would have a fixed point closer to x
than x’. We deduce that Iy, = (0, ;). The former is a maximal virtually abelian subgroup of I (it is an
intersection of I with the normalizer of a split torus). The Margulis lemma now implies that within the
ball Byp (x, €(m, €)) (resp. By (x, r (£, €))) any other elliptic fixed point must be a translate of either x
or x’ by a power of 1, as any such point is moved by at most & by Yy (resp. 1) and hence its stabilizer in
[ must belong to I'y,. U

3B. 3-dimensional orbifolds.

3B1. Description of the singular locus. The list of discrete virtually abelian subgroups of PGL,(C)
is long enough to make us avoid giving a complete description. Rather, we will assume that I" is a
cocompact lattice in PGL,(C) and A a maximal virtually abelian subgroup of I" which contains torsion
elements (which is all we need to prove Theorem C). If A contains a hyperbolic element y then it must
normalize (y), so it is contained in the normalizer of a maximal torus. Any such normalizer is isomorphic
to C* x Z/2. Otherwise A contains only elements of finite order and so by Burnside’s theorem it must
be a finite subgroup of the maximal compact PU(2). It follows that A is one of the following groups:

(1) (y,n) =Z x Z/m where y, n are respectively hyperbolic and elliptic isometries sharing the same
axis.
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2) (y,n,p) = (L xZ/m) xZ/2 where n, y are as above (with n possibly trivial) and p is an elliptic of
order 2 with axis orthogonal to that of y or 7.

(3) One of the finitely many nondihedral finite subgroups of PU(2).

We see from this description that the singular locus of an hyperbolic 3-orbifold consists of closed geodesics
(which we will call singular geodesics), which can intersect each other. A singular point not on the
intersection of two singular geodesics has a neighborhood isometric to the quotient of a ball by a rotation;
the angle of the latter we will call the cone angle of the singular geodesic. We will call a vertex which is
at the intersection of two or more singular geodesics a vertex of the singular locus.

Together with the Margulis lemma the list above allows us to give the following metric description
of the singular locus (see also [Boileau et al. 2003, Corollary 6.3] for a more geometric description,
and [loc. cit., Figure 5 on page 33] for illustrations). This description is analogous to the situation from
Lemma 3.2; we recall that £ and r were defined there.

Lemma 3.3. Let O be a compact orientable 3-dimensional hyperbolic orbifold and ¥ its singular locus.
Let x € ¥ be a vertex. Then one of the two following possibilities hold:

(1) The e/2-neighborhood of x is isometric to one of a finite list of orbifolds, whose singular locus has
only one vertex and all singular geodesics go through x.

(2) There is at most one other singular vertex x' within distance ¢/2 of x; x and x' are joined by a
singular geodesic c of length £ and cone angle 21 /m, there are two singular geodesics with cone
angle 7 and orthogonal to ¢ each going through one of x or x'. There are no further components of

the singular locus within distance max(£2m/m, &), r(€, &)) of x and x'.

Moreover if two nonintersecting singular geodesics of O are within distance ¢ /2 of each other then both

have angle 7.

Proof. Let O = I'\H? a closed hyperbolic 3-orbifold. Let x be a vertex in the singular locus of O and
IT the subgroup of T" fixing a lift ¥ of x to H3. Then IT is either a dihedral group Z/m » Z/2 or one of
finitely many finite nondihedral subgroups of PU(2), according to the list of virtually abelian subgroups
of I" above.

If the vertex is as in (1) and n € I', n & I1 is an elliptic isometry of order m then as (by the Margulis
lemma) IT contains all isometries moving X by at most & any fixed point of # must be at distance at least
L2r/m,e) > £(m,e) = ¢/2 of X. Similarly any hyperbolic isometry in I' must move X by at least ¢.
Hence the quotient [T\ B(x, £/2) embeds into O.

If the vertex has a dihedral stabilizer as in (2) let n be a generator of the Z/m-subgroup and y a
generator of the Z-subgroup commuting with 7. We might assume that either £ < /2 or m > 5 (otherwise
we can add its neighborhood to the finite list in (1)). Then any elliptic element of I' which does not
normalize (1) cannot fix a point in B(X, €) (otherwise it and 1 would generate a subgroup moving a point
by less than & but not in the list given above, which is not possible by the Margulis lemma). Similarly it
cannot fix a point within r (¢, €) of the axis of y. O
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3B2. Smoothing the thick part. Let C = (Cy, C1, ...) €[0, +0o[". As (a slight variation of) the definition
in [Liick and Schick 1999] we say that a Riemannian manifold has C-bounded geometry if its injectivity
radius is at least Cy, the normal geodesic flow up to Cy gives coordinates for a collar neighborhood of the
boundary, and the k-th derivatives of the metric tensor and its inverse (in normal coordinates) are bounded
in sup norm by Cy. In this section we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. There exists C such that for any hyperbolic 3-orbifold O there exists a smooth submanifold
O’ such that:

e Os, C O’ and this is an homotopy equivalence.
e O is of C-bounded geometry.

We will deduce the lemma from the description of the singular locus and the following general
proposition, the proof of which we give in Appendix B.

Proposition 3.5. Let X be a Riemannian d-manifold and H, H, two open subsets whose closures have
smooth boundary. Assume the following hold.:

o They intersect transversally in a compact subset; let ag such that the dihedral angles at the intersection

stay within the interval o, T — agl.
e Both manifolds X \ H; are of bounded geometry.
Then for any § > 0 there exists an open subset H of X such that:

(1) H D HU H, and they are equal outside of the 5-neighborhood of Hy N H,.
(2) The closure of H has a smooth boundary.

(3) X\ H is of bounded geometry; the bounds depend only on §, on the bounds on the geometry of X
and X \ H; and on «y.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Observe first that the boundary of the thin part is smooth away from the geodesics
with cone angle 7 and the vertices of the singular locus, as follows from the third part of Lemma 3.3. Thus
the nonsmooth part of d O, comes from intersecting tubular neighborhoods of singular geodesics and
short geodesics. There are finitely many possible configurations where the geodesics are not orthogonal
to each other (corresponding to case (1) of Lemma 3.3); we do not need to deal in detail with these, so the
only problem left to deal with is the following: at all points in the intersection of the tubular neighborhood
N, (with varying radius) of one geodesic, and the &/6-tubular neighborhood N, of another geodesic
orthogonal to the first, the dihedral angle between d N; and d N, stays bounded away from 0 and from 7.!

To prove this note that the maximum and minimum values for these angles both are continuous functions
of the radius 0 < r < 400 of N;. It can be continuously extended to r = 400, the values then being

those of the angle (in a conformal model of H?) between dN; and the boundary at infinity of H3. As N,

INote that the neighborhoods corresponding to two geodesics orthogonal to a third one cannot intersect each other, because
we took their radius to be ¢/3 and the distance between the geodesics outside the e-thin part is at least £ /2
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and N, are never tangent to each other we see by compactness that the maximal and minimal values stay
bounded away from O and 7. g

4. The genus of congruence orbifolds

In this section we prove Theorem B. Let O be an hyperbolic orbifold of dimension 2, which is a quotient
of the hyperbolic plane H? by a lattice of PSL,(R). Then the underlying topological space | O| is a surface
of finite type, that is it is homeomorphic to a compact surface S with a finite number of points removed.
The genus of O is defined to be the genus of .

Suppose that O has genus g, k punctures and r conical singularities with angles 27 /my, ..., 2w /m,
(the tuple (g, k,my,...,m,) is then called the signature of O). Then, computing the volume of a
well-chosen fundamental polygon we get the following equality (see [Beardon 1983, Theorem 10.4.2]):

v010=2n<2g—2+k+2(1—i>). (4-1)
i=1

mj

From this equation we obtain the bound:

vol(0) k+r+2
8§~ = .
4 4
We now see that Theorem B follows from Theorem A together with the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let O,, be a sequence of hyperbolic 2—orbifolds which is Benjamini—Schramm convergent
to H?. Let k,,, r, be the numbers of cusps and conical points of O,, respectively. Then k, +r, = o(vol O,,).

Proof. To prove that r, = o(vol O,) we associate to each conical point x with angle 6 the region
Qx = B(xv 6(97 8))

if there is no other singular point within distance £(6, ¢). Otherwise let £, be the distance to the nearest
singular point and put
Q¢ = B(x,r(y, ¢)).

We will check below the following facts:
(1) There exists ¢ > 0 such that vol 2, > ¢ for all n and x € O,,.
(2) Any point p € O, is covered by at most two distinct sets 2.
(3) For all conical points x € O, we have Q, C (0,)<¢.
It follows from these that
1 2 2
<= Y vol@ < =vol | Q) == vol(0,)<,
c c c
X€Xo, X€Xo,

and as the right-hand side is o(vol O,) in a BS-convergent sequence we get that r, = o(vol Oy,).
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That (3) holds follows immediately from the definitions of £(0, €) and r (¢, ). Point (2) follows from
the Margulis lemma combined with Lemma 3.2.

It remains to prove (1). Let x € O, be a singularity with cone angle 277/m with m > 2, let X be a lift
of x to H? and € = £(27/m, €). Then we have

1 V4
vol(Bo, (x, £) = — Byp (%, ) > —
m m

so we need to prove that e* > m. This follows easily from distance computations in the disk model: by
definition of £(6, &) we have that £(6, &) =log((14r)/(1 —r)) where 0 < r < 1 is such that d(r, re'’) =s.
It follows that

he) = 1+ 2r|1 — €|
cosh(e) = —_—
(1—-r2)2
and by standard computations we get that
R A 0(6%)
r=1-
V2 sinh(e)

whence it follows that

£(0,e)=—1log(0) —c+ 0()

for some constant ¢ depending on . We finally get that £ >> ¢1°207/27) 5 iy

Assume now that m = 2 and that there is another singular point x” within £(2, €) of x. In this case
the volume of €2, is half that of a collar around a closed geodesic of length r(£,, €) < ¢; as the latter is
bounded from below (see [Halpern 1981]) so is that of €2,.

The proof that k,, = o(vol O,) is similar: by the Margulis lemma the regions of the e-thin part where a
given conjugacy class of parabolic isometries realizes the injectivity radius are pairwise disjoint, and an
easy hyperbolic area computation shows that the volume of such a region is bounded below. O

5. Betti numbers of arithmetic 3-orbifolds

Recall that ¢ is the Margulis constant for H3. Let O be a 3-orbifold, then we will write O’ for the manifold
with boundary obtained by Lemma 3.4. We write A;bs for the maximal self-adjoint extension of the
Hodge-Laplace operator on O’ with absolute boundary condition. The goal of this section is to prove
the following proposition, which we do by extending the analysis at the end of section 7 in [Abert et al.
2017] to the orbifold case.

Proposition 5.1. Let O, be a sequence of closed hyperbolic 3-orbifolds which BS-converge to H?, and
let O, be the smoothings described in Lemma 3.4. Then for all t > 0 we have that
Tr(e = Aasl0n])

limsup lim ————=0.
f—>do00 N—>+00 vol O,
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Before giving the proof we explain how this implies Theorem C: let O, = I',\H*. By Hodge theory
we have b;(0)) < Tr(e—tA;bs[O,Q]) for all ¢, and so Proposition 5.1 implies that

b1(0,)
im —— =0
n—+o0 vol O,

On the other hand we have that the orbifold fundamental group I',, is a quotient of 7;(0;). Indeed,
the universal cover of (O,)s. is a cover of the connected subset (én)zg of those x € H? which are not
displaced by less than ¢ by some nontrivial element of T',,, and (0,)>, is homotopy equivalent to O,,.
Moreover H;(O;) is the abelianization of 771(0),). From these two facts it follows that by (I',) < b1(0,,),
so that b;(T",,) = o(vol O,) as well.

The proof of Proposition 5.1 is done in four steps: first we prove an analogue of Proposition 4.1 and
then deduce the convergence of the part of the trace formula for O, coming from the e-thick part: see
(5-1). The two next steps together imply that the trace of the heat kernel on O;, is asymptotically the
same as that computed in (5-1): first we analyze the integral of the difference on the R-thick part and
show that it limit superior is o(R) (see (5-6), then we prove that the integral on the R-thin part of O),
asymptotically vanishes (see (5-7)). Altogether these three steps imply that

—tAL [0
lim Tr(e abs! "]) ot Al

n—+00 vol O,,

tre

—IANH) — o=t A (% §) for any & € H3. The proposition now follows from

where we denoted tre
the vanishing of the first L2-Betti number of H*, which means that lim,_, | o tre~"2' (1] — 0 (see [Liick

2002]).

SA. Upper bound on the total length of singular geodesics. Let ¥, be the set of singular geodesics
of O,. To prove Proposition 5.1 we will need to control the total length ZCEZ,, £, in terms of the volume
of the thin part of O,. This is problematic for 3-orbifolds because of an issue with singular geodesics
corresponding to order-2 elements. For these geodesics we will need to replace the lengths in the sum by
another quantity. To make it precise let us introduce some notations.

Let O by a finite volume hyperbolic 3-orbifold and let ¥ be the set of singular geodesics on O. For
c € ¥ we will write ¢ for a lift of ¢ to H?; in our arguments below we will clarify the choice of ¢ whenever
it matters. Let I' be the orbifold fundamental group of O. Let ¢ € ¥ and write I'; for the pointwise
stabilizer of its lift ¢. Then I'z is a lattice inside a maximal torus of PGL(2, C), so is it is of the form
Z x Z/m, for an integer m. > 2. We write £, for the length of c.

Let M be the maximal order of a finite nondihedral subgroup of PU(2). The relevance of M to the
arguments below comes from the fact that finite subgroups of PGL(2, C) either stabilize a geodesic
in H3 or are conjugate to a nondihedral subgroup of PU(2). Accordingly, we divide ¥ into three sets
»1, %2, %3 defined as follows:

l={ceT|m. =2}, E?={ceT|2<m. <M}, T)={ceT|M<m.].
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The sets do not depend on the choice of ¢. Let c € £!. A point p € ¢ will be called a type I vertex if there ex-
ists a closed geodesic a ¢ X3 on O (not necessarily singular) such that p € cNa and £, <&. A point p €cisa
type Il vertex if there exists b € X3 such that p € cNb. Write T!(c), T1(c) for the sets of type I and type I
vertices. For p € Tl(c), T"(c) we let rp = max{r(ly, &), L2m/mg, &)}, max{r €y, €), L2 /myp, £)}
respectively. Define €] :={c — 3, ru( 27p.
Proposition 5.2. For any hyperbolic 3-orbifold O we have
Do et D@ HITED < vol(0<).

cex\x! cex!

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1 we will construct sets 2, QE C O attached to each singular

geodesic ¢ € ¥ and to p € T"(c) for ¢ € X! satisfying the following properties:

(1) For c € © \ ' we have vol(2) > {.; for ¢ € =! we have vol(22.) > ¢/ and for p € T(c)
vol(Q) > 1.

(2) Any point x € O is covered by at most M distinct sets €2, QIPI.
(3) Q, Q) C O<.
If A C H? write [A] for the image of A in O under the covering map. The subset X! is the most
problematic so let us first define the sets Q. for c € 2, 3
e For ¢ € X3 let Q. :=[By3(C, L2/ me, €))].
e For c € X% let Q. :=[By3 (G, £/2)].
Now let ¢ € £!. We construct sets @b, @l for p e T!(c), T"(c) respectively:
o Q) = [Bys (@, r(la, e))].
« QU = [By(b, rp)] (recall that max{r(€y, £), £(2/my, £)}).
The Margulis lemma and the description of nilpotent subgroups from Section 3B1 imply that QL, Qg are
pairwise disjoint if p € T'(c), g € T"(c). We define
Q=B /010 | @\ |J @)
peT(c) peT(c)

SA1l. Step 1. We verify condition (1). Recall that in the proof of Proposition 4.1 we showed that
et@7/m-€) 5, . For ¢ € £3 the formula for integration in cylindrical coordinates [Fenchel 1989, page 205]
yields
5 ~ 20(2m /me,€) -1
VOI(T2\ By (G, L2 /m,, £)) > € tem>" > ¢,

Using the Margulis lemma and the description of nilpotent subgroups from Section 3B1 we can show
that the map
Fe\Bys (¢, L2 /me, €)) — [T\ By (¢, €2 /me, €))] = 2

is at most 2-to-1, so vol(£2.) > £..
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For ¢ € X2 we similarly get
vol(I'z\ By (¢, £2m /me, €)) > L.
By Lemma 3.3 and the Margulis lemma the map
Fa\Bys (¢, €/2) — [T\ Bys (¢, €/2)]

is at most M-to-one. Hence vol(2,) > ..
Now let ¢ € 1. Since the sets Qb @) for p e T'(c), g € T"(c) are pairwise disjoint we can write

L=+ Y 2r, and L=+ > 2r,
peT™(c) peT’(c)

where ¢/ > 0. Let p € T'(c). Let y be an element of I'; translating a by £,. Integration in cylindrical
coordinates yields

VOI((¥)\ By @, rp) > €, > 1.

Note that we implicitly used here the fact that m, is bounded. The Margulis lemma implies that the
quotient map from the last set to [Byps(a, r(£4, €))] is at most M-to-1 so we deduce VOl(le) > rp.
Reasoning as in the previous cases we get vol($2¢) 3> €7+ > ,cri(o p > L.

Finally let p € T"(c). Integrating in cylindrical coordinates we get

- £
vol(T'y\ By (b, max{r (€, £), €27 /mp, £)) > — max{m}, £, %} > 1.
mp

As before we deduce VOI(QE) >> 1. This concludes the first step.

5A2. Step 2. We verify condition (2). For c € X3 the sets Q. are pairwise disjoint. Indeed let ¢, ¢; € X3
and assume 2., N2, # <. By the Margulis lemma, for some lifts ¢, ¢, the torsion parts of the stabilizers
I'z,, I'z, generate a nilpotent subgroup. By discussion in Section 3B1 it is either contained in a normalizer
of geodesic or in a finite nondihedral subgroup of PU(2), and the definition of X3 excludes the second
option so I'z , I'z, both normalize the same geodesic. This can happen only if ¢| = ¢;.

A similar argument shows that for c; € 2, ¢y € 23 the sets Qc,, R, are disjoint.

By Lemma 3.3 and the Margulis lemma the sets Qg are pairwise disjoint or equal. It is not hard to
verify that we can have at most two different p € T(¢), p’ € T(¢’) such that QII} = Qg,. By construction
QE contains exactly one set of form . with ¢ € 3. By Lemma 3.3 together with the Margulis lemma
Q) are disjoint from Q. if ¢ € £', 2. Again by the Margulis lemma and Lemma 3.3, every point x € O
can be covered by at most M sets Q2. with ¢ € X!, X2, We conclude that any point is covered by at most
M distinct sets of form Q,, ¢ € ¥ and Qg, peTc),ce X3

5A3. Last step. Property (3) holds by construction. We get

D ovol(Q)+ Y Y vol(@l) « M vol(O<,).

ceX cex3 peTl(c)
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By the first step we conclude that

Y bt Y (L HIT(©)) < Vol(O<). =

cex\x! cex!

5B. Trace formula on the thick part. Let O, be a sequence as in Proposition 5.1. We prove here that
/ tre” 210 (x x)dx —tre ™2 .vol 0, = o(vol O,). (5-1)
(On)=s

Let C, . and C, , be the sets of conjugacy classes of respectively elliptic and hyperbolic elements in I',.
For y €T let F, be a fundamental domain for the centralizer I'), of y in I" and ]-'},35 the part of it on
which the nontrivial elements of I" displace by at least €. The proof of the Selberg trace formula then
gives that

/ tre 210 (x, x) dx = vol(0p) e tre 2 4 H™ / (e ) dx. (5-2)
(0= 1CaaCos VT

Because of Benjamini—Schramm convergence we have vol O,, — vol(Op)>, = o(vol O,). Then (5-1) will
follow from (5-2) together with the following limit:

2. / r(y e A, ya) dx = o(vol 0,). (5-3)
Y1y 0o V77

We proceed to prove (5-3). The proof for the hyperbolic part is exactly the same as in [Abert et al. 2017,
Section 7].

We deal now with the elliptic part; similar computations are done in [Elstrodt et al. 1998, pages 193
and following]. To simplify the computations we integrate over a subset 55’3 of F, which is slightly
larger than F>°.

If [y] is an elliptic conjugacy class let ¢ be the singular geodesic on O,, corresponding to y and ¢ the
lift of ¢ to H? which is fixed by y. Let £, be the length of ¢ and m,. the order of the torsion subgroup of
r,. If m, > 2 we put

gy?s = F, \ Bys (¢, max{r (€, &), L2 /m,, &)}).

The definition for y with m, = 2 is bit more involved. Recall from Proposition 5.2 that we call a point
p € c atype II vertex if there exists a singular geodesic b in O, such that p € cNb and the torsion part of
['; is of order at least M (a constant defined there). Write TU(c) for the set of type II vertices on c. For
each point p € T"(c) the geodesic b is unique so the values £;, m; are well defined. To shorten notation
we will write . := max{r({., &), £(2mw/m.)} and r), := max{r ({y, €), £L(2m/mp)}. Let T(&) C ¢ be the
set of lifts of p € T"(c). Set T"(¢) is I', invariant. Define

= :=]—"),\(BH3(5,FC)U U BH@,r,,)).

PET(®)
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We are ready to bound the integrals in (5-3) corresponding to the elliptic elements. For y with m, > 2 we
have

2 +0o0
e f tr(y*eifAl[H}](x, yx))dx = —HEL./ fo(r)dr
&°

me max (2w /me,€),r (y ,€))

where f,(r) = sinh(r) cosh(r) tr(y *e~"A[%1(x, yx)) for a point x at distance r from the axis, and e = 1
or % according to whether I'), =7 x Z/m or (Z x Z/m) x Z/2 (see 3B1 for the geometric significance of
this). This is a consequence of disintegration of hyperbolic volume in cylindrical coordinates [Fenchel
1989, page 205]. By the Gaussian estimate of the heat kernel of H® (which can be seen from its explicit
expression; see [Taylor 2011, Proposition 2.2 on page 425] for a more general statement) we have that

Fon/m, (r) < C(t)e™ <O

uniformly for r > (2w /m,, €). We get

c

c L,
/ tr(y e 2 M (x, yx)) dx < =< (5-4)
&*

Now let y be an elliptic element of order 2. The singular geodesic ¢ can be identified with its lift
to F,. Let pr: 7, — ¢ be the “closest point projection” to c. By triangle inequality, for every point
y € £7¢ we have d(y, pr(y)) = max{rc, r, —d(pr(y), p) | p € T"(c)}. Let £, be as in Proposition 5.2
and let ), := max{{(2m/my, €), r ({;, €)} where b is the singular geodesic of O such that p € cN b (see
the definition of type II vertices). Write co = ¢\ peri(e) B(p, rp) and 1 := ¢\ ¢p. Note that ¢ is the
length of co. We will split the integral over Eyzg according to whether pr(y) falls into cg or c;:

e f (e ) () dx = / Fuld(y, pr(y) dy + / Fu(d(y, pr(y))) dy
&° prl(co)NEF* prl(enNnEZ*

+o00 rp +o00
57115;/ fe(r)ydr+m 22/ / fr(r)drds.
0 s

max(£2m/me,€),r(€e,€)) peTl(c)

Using the estimate for the heat kernel we get
/ (e M, yx)) dx < € 41T, (5-5)
£7°

Let X, be the set of singular geodesics in O,, (so each is the image of an axis of an elliptic conjugacy
class in I'),) with subsets E,i, E,%, En3 defined as in Section SA. If y is an elliptic isometry of order m,
primitive in I', there are m — 1 elliptic elements in I'), sharing the same axis. We have .7-'},38 C 5),38 so by
(5-4) and (5-5) we get that

: =1 ,
3 f tr(y*e A (x yx)) dx < > ecmm + ) +IT ).
Ft ¢

[v1eCn.e cex?,z} cex)
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It follows that

> / u( e My dr < Y et Y @A+ OD.

[yleCue "7 ceT,\3) cex)

By Proposition 5.2 the right hand side is of order O (vol((O,)<¢)). The sequence converges Benjamini—
Schramm to H? so vol((Op)<¢) = 0(vol(0,,)). Estimate (5-3) follows.

5C. Comparison between heat kernels. We prove here that

lim lim sup
R—+00 p—4o00 VOl Oy

/ tr(e—tAl [0,] _ e_tAzltbs[O'll])(x, x)dx =0. (5-6)
(On)>r

To do this we let U, be the subset of H?> covering O, and choose a fundamental domain D,, for I" acting
in the subset of U, covering (0,)>r (we assume R is large enough so that (O,)>g C O),). Then we can

write
1 ’ 3
/ tr(e—lAl[On] _ e_tAabS[O”])(X, x) dx = / Ztry*(e—[Al[H 1 _ e—IAabs[Un])(x’ yx) dx
(Oll)zk Dn )/EF
_RE —d(x,yx)2/(Ct)
Le @ Z e 1Y dx
Dy,

yel

where Aps[U,] is the Laplacian with absolute boundary conditions on the complete manifold U,,, and
the second line follows from [Liick and Schick 1999, Theorem 2.26]. By the same arguments as used
above to demonstrate (5-1) the integral is O (vol O,) (with a constant independent of R as the domain of
integration shrinks when we take R to infinity). In the end we get that

lim sup
n—>+oo VOL Uy

/ tr(e_m‘-}\bs[o”] — e_tAl[Or/‘])(x, x)dx K e_Rz/(C’)
(On)zR
from which (5-6) follows immediately.

5D. Heat kernel near the boundary. Here we prove the final ingredient for the proof of Proposition 5.1:
for all R > 0 we have

tre~"2asl0) (x. x) dx = o(vol 0,). (5-7)
O\ (Op)>r

By Benjamini—Schramm convergence we have that vol(O;, \ (0,)=g) = o(vol O,). So to prove (5-6) it
suffices to see that tre 2% (x, x) = 0,(1) for x € 0,,. As in [Abert et al. 2017, (7.19.4)] this follows
from [Liick and Schick 1999, Theorem 2.35]; the latter is applicable with a uniform constant in our
context by Lemma 3.4.

Appendix A: Benjamini-Schramm convergence in Gromov-hyperbolic spaces

AA. Orbital integrals on hyperbolic spaces. Let X be a proper Gromov-hyperbolic space and G =
Isom(X). With the compact-open topology G is a locally compact second countable topological group.
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For y € G we denote by G,, its centralizer. The following lemma is a slight generalization of [Bridson
and Haefliger 1999, Corollary 3.10(2) on page 463] — the latter dealing only with discrete groups. It
might be possible to straightforwardly adapt the arguments in [loc. cit.] to our case, but we give a different,
mostly self-contained proof.

Lemma A.1. Let y € G be an hyperbolic isometry. Then G, /(y) is compact.

For the proof we use the following lemma, which should be standard but we could not find in the
literature. The proof is a bit long and technical so we put it at the end of this appendix (see Section AC).

Lemma A.2. Let y be an hyperbolic isometry of X. For any x € X there exists constants C = C(x, y, §)
and A = A(x, y, 8) such that for any y € X and any k sufficiently large (depending on y, x, §) we have

d(y, y*y) = Ck+2d(y, (y)x) — A.

Proof of Lemma A.1. Let t =d(y) :=inf{d(y, yy) | y € X} be the minimal displacement of y. Fix x € X,
let k, A, C as given by Lemma A.2 and define:

D={yeX|d(y,y'y) <kt +1}.

It is a nonempty (by definition of 7) closed G, -invariant subset of X. Given that the action of G,, on D
is proper, the lemma will follow once we prove that (y)\ D is compact. The previous lemma implies that

DcC{yeX:d(y, (v)x)=(t-COk+A+1}

so that D C yZB(x, R) for some sufficiently large R, and as X is proper this in turn implies that (y)\ D
is compact. U

Let dg be a fixed Haar measure on G. According to the lemma above the subgroup G, admits a lattice
so it is unimodular and we have a decomposition dg = dxdh where dx is a G-invariant measure on
G/G, and dh a Haar measure on G, both depending only on the original choice of dg. For a function
f € Co(G) we can then define the orbital integral associated to y by

0= [ o s (A1)
G/G,
which depends only on the G-conjugacy class [y ]g.

AB. General criterion for Benjamini—-Schramm convergence. Here again X is always a proper Gromov-
hyperbolic space and G = Isom(X). We assume that the action of G on X is nonelementary. The elliptic
radical of G can then be defined as its unique maximal normal compact subgroup (see [Osin 2017,
Proposition 3.4]; in our context, by properness of X bounded elements are the same as compact ones).
The following lemma is a special case of [Osin 2017, Theorem 1.5].

Lemma A.3. Let u be an invariant random subgroup of G. Then either | is supported on the elliptic
radical or it has full limit set.
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Recall from [Gelander 2019, Section 3] that there is a “Benjamini—Schramm topology” on the set
of Borel probability measures on the Gromov—Hausdorff space of pointed proper metric spaces (up
to isometry). The set of measures supported on spaces locally isometric to X is precompact in this
topology. Moreover, if X is a locally symmetric space then (1-1) is equivalent to I';\ X converging in the
Benjamini—Schramm topology to X.

There is a continuous injective map from the space of invariant random subgroups of G to the Benjamini—
Schramm space. If I'; are lattices in G then the sequence of uniformly pointed spaces I';\ X converges to
X if and only if the IRSs ur, converge to the trivial IRS. We will use this to prove the following criterion
for convergence, which is a more general version of Proposition 2.1.

Proposition A.4. Let U the set of hyperbolic isometries in G. Assume that the elliptic radical of G is
trivial. If Ty, is a sequence of lattices in G which satisfies

. Z[y]r cU VOI((Fn)y\Gy)Of(V)
lim " =0
n—+00 vol(I',\G)

(A-2)

then the sequence of metric spaces I',\ X converges to X in the Benjamini—Schramm topology.

Proof. Let u, be the invariant random subgroup of G supported on the conjugacy class of I',,. We want
to prove that any weak limit  of a subsequence of (i) is equal to the trivial IRS §,. By Lemma A.3
and the fact that a subgroup of G containing no hyperbolic isometries has at most one limit point (see
[Gromov 1987, Section 8.2]) it suffices to prove that any such i contains no hyperbolic isometries.

To prove this choose a covering U = | J-, C of U where C is countable and every C € C is compact.
We can do this since Subg is metrizable [de la Harpe 2008, Proposition 2]. Let We = A : ANC # &; this
is a Chabauty-closed subset of Subg. If v is a nontrivial IRS then by Lemma A.3 and previous paragraph
it almost surely contains a hyperbolic element. Hence, there is C € C such that v(W¢) > 0. We need to
prove the opposite for p, which amounts to the following: for every C there exists a nonnegative Borel
function F on Subg which is positive on W and such that fSubG F(A)du(A) =0.

Let us fix C € C and prove this. There exists an open relatively compact subset V with C C V and
V C U. Choose any f € C*®°(G) such that f >0on C and f =0on G\ V and define

D sen SO if A s discrete,
F(A) =31 if A is not discrete and intersects C,
0 otherwise.

Then F is lower semicontinuous on Subg, nonnegative and positive on W¢. On the other hand we have

1
F(A)du,(A) = ———— J
/SubG ( ) 2 ( ) VOI(Fn\G) /G/l",l VEgXF’; - f()/) 8
1
RETSTIRYE) Z vol(T)y\G,) O, (f).

[ylr,CU



2378 Mikotaj Fraczyk and Jean Raimbault

By the so-called “portemanteau theorem” [Klenke 2014, Theorem 13.16] the limit inferior of the left-hand
side is larger or equal to fSubG F(A)du(A). By (A-2) we have that the right-hand side converges to 0. It
follows that

/ F(A) dp(A) =0
Subg
which finishes the proof. O]

AC. Proof of Lemma A.2. Let us recall the statement. We have a proper hyperbolic geodesic space
X and an hyperbolic isometry y of X. We fix x € X and we want to show that there exists constants
C=C(x,y,8) and A = A(x, y, §) such that for any y € X and any k sufficiently large (depending on
¥, X, 6) we have

d(y,y*y) = Ck+2d(y, (y)x) - A. (A-3)

Let x,y € X. As y is hyperbolic there exists a, ¢ such that L = (y)x is a (c, a)-quasigeodesic.
Regarding the conclusion of the proposition it does not change anything if we assume that x is the
approximate projection of y on L, meaning that any point x” of L within distance d(y, L) of y, satisfies
d(x’, x) < K (where K depends only on the hyperbolicity constant §).

Let £ =d(x, yx). Note first that if k is large enough so that

k > 100ct~' K log(k) + ac (A-4)
holds, and y is close enough to L so that
d(y, x) > ¢t og(k) + cK (2 +10g(2 + k)) + ca (A-5)

does not then we see immediately that (A-3) holds, by the triangle inequality. Thus from now on we will
assume that both inequalities above hold for y and k.
Letx; =y'x, y; =y'y for 0 <i <k. Let F be the finite set

F ={xo, x1, ..., xi}U{yo, y};

by [Bowditch 1991, Proposition 7.3.1] there exists a choice of a “spanning tree” on F (that is, a tree
whose edges are a subset of all pairs of geodesics segment between points of F') such that

Vp.qeF:d(p,q)>dr.(p,q) — (1 +log(2+k))K (A-6)

where K depends only on § (so we take it equal to the K introduced above to simplify notation). One of
Yo, Yx must be connected to one of the x; in 7F; we may assume that [yg, x;] is an edge in TF for some i.
We claim that this i must be unique, and we must have

i <cl'((log(k+2)+2)K +a). (A-7)
Indeed, let i be the smallest integer such that [x;, yo] C TF. Then, because

dry (x0, yo) = d(xo, yo) + (log(k +2) + ) K
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and

il
dr. (x0, yo) = d(x0, x;) +d(x;, yo) > —a +d(xo, yo) — K

we see that i must verify (A-7). Now assume that there is a j > i such that [x;, yo] C TF, and take it to be
the smallest such; we want to reach a contradiction. Consider i </ < j to be maximal such that the path in
Tr from x; to x; does not go through yg. Then the path in TF from x; to x;4; must go through yg (otherwise
we would have a path from x;4 to x; via x; avoiding yp). We have thus dr, (x;, x;+1) > d(xo, Yo) — K
which together with (A-5) and (A-6) contradicts the fact that d (x;, x;41) = £.

We now want to prove that [y, yx] is not an edge in Tr. To do so we must consider two possibilities.
Assume first that [y, x;] C T for some j. Then reasoning as above we see that j is the only such index,
and j >k —ce™! ((log(k+2)+2)K +a) > i. In this case we reach a contradiction in the same way as in
the previous paragraph: considering a maximal i </ < j such that the path from x; to x; does not go
through yo we see that dr, (x;, x;41) is too large.

If there is no edge [yk, x;] in Tr then the path from x; to y, must go first to x;, then to yo and
finally to yx. But as d(xg, x;) > (log(k 4+ 2) + 1)K by (A-7) and (A-4) we see that this contradicts
d(x0, yo) = d (xg, Yi)-

So we get that there must be a unique edge [y, x;] in T, and the path in Tr from y( to y; must go
through x; and x;. As before we must have

j>k—ct ' ((logk+2)+2)K +a)

and we finally get using first (A-6), then the fact that (xo, ..., x¢) is a quasigeodesic, and finally the
above together with (A-7) that:

d(yo, y) = d(yo, x;) +d(x;, x;) +d(xj, yv) — K — K log(2 + k)
> 2d(xg, yo) +¢'(j —i)l —a—3K — K log(2+ k)
> 2d(xg, yo) + ¢~ 'tk — B — blog(k)

where B, b depend only on x, y, §. From the last inequality and (A-4) we can conclude that (A-3) holds.

Appendix B: Smoothing corners

In this appendix we prove Proposition 3.5; as the argument is technical but has no subtleties we will be
quite sketchy in presenting it.

Recall that we have the following situation: X is a manifold with bounded geometry, Hy, H, C X
such that X \ H; both have bounded geometry, meet transversally and the dihedral angle between them is
bounded away from 0 and r. We remark that constructing a smoothing of ¥ = X \ (H; U H;) satisfying
the conclusions of Proposition 3.5 is immediate in the case where the intersection / = H; N H, has a
neighborhood in ¥ which is isometric to the product [0, 8[> x I. In general we will prove the following
statement: there exists a diffeomorphism ¢ from [0, SEx1toa neighborhood of I in Y such that ¢
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and ¢ ~! have all their derivatives uniformly bounded. In view of the preceding remark this proves the
proposition.

To define ¢ we need some more auxiliary notation: for a vector field V and # > 0 we let &, be its flow
at time ¢; if H C Z is open with smooth boundary we denote by N 5 the normal field of H in Z. We put

— P! ) — S t
gol(x? t? s) - <DN§] ((D;lel (x)) and (pz(xatvs)_qj;v}_l(z(qDNle(x))

We fix a smooth nondecreasing function # : R — [0, 1[ such that % is zero on negative numbers, and
at infinity it tends to 1 and all its derivatives vanish at all orders. Let 0 < a < 1 such that the convex

1

hull of all ¢ (x, t,s) and @y (x, t,s) foras <t <a~'s is contained in Y. For x, y € X and u € [0, 1] let

ux + (1 — u)y denote the barycenter of x, y on the geodesic segment between them.? With this notation

t— t —
so(x,r,s)=h(“ s>¢1<x,r,s>+(1—h(“ S))sl)z(x,t,s)
as —t as —t

and we claim that ¢ has the desired properties. It is smooth as a composition of smooth maps. To deduce

we define

the remaining properties we will use the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Fori =1, 2 there is ¢ depending only on the bounds on the geometry of H; such that the
following properties hold:

(1) Let z € 0H; and 0 <t < §. The linear map D, CD;VX is c-Lipschitz on angles. The same holds for
H;
x €l and D, ®' .
N

(2) Forallx el andall0<s,t <6, lety= <I>3VX (CIDjVH,_ (x)). Let y be the geodesic (in X) from x to y, u;
H; I
the parallel transport along y of the outward normal vector to H; at x and v; = % |t_t<I>§vX (CD“;VHi (x)).
=N}
Then the angle between u; and v; is at most c4. !

Proof. (1) follows from the boundedness of coefficients of the metric tensor and its inverse in normal
exponential coordinates (in both I C H; and d H; C X). (2) follows from (1), together with the fact that
parallel transport along a closed curve stays close to the identity within the §-neighborhood. g

Let V; be the vector fields given by the vectors v; defined in the lemma. As for any x € I we have that
the angle between V;(x) and V> (x) lies in [, 7 — atg] it follows from (2) that if we choose § < ¢~ 'ag/2
we have that the angle between V| and V; at any point x in the §-neighborhood of 1 lies in [eg/2, T —ap/2].
In particular Vi, V, define a plane field, and we define J to be its orthogonal.

Let 7r; be orthogonal projection on J. The block decomposition of D¢ accordingto 77X =J & (V14 V,)
is

nyDyp  C
PDaod = ((1 — 7)) Dag B) '

2This is well-defined for those pairs of points in X that we consider, as long as we take § < inj(X).
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We need to prove that:
(1) Dy¢, B and C have bounded coefficients (in terms of the bounds on the geometry).
(2) ;D@ and B are everywhere invertible and their inverses are bounded.
(3) (1 =my)Dyoll K38.

Indeed, this shows that the map ¢ has a derivative which everywhere invertible. In particular, it is a local
diffeomorphism and as it is the identity on [ it is also a global diffeomorphism. This also implies that its
derivative is uniformly bounded in terms of the geometry of H; and «, and so is its inverse.

We deal first with D, ¢. We note that

at—s at—s
(wa)(x,t,s)zh DXQDI(X,f,S)-F 1—-h DX¢2(xat5s)+0(8)
as —t as —t

because of bounded geometry and the fact that to obtain ¢ we move ¢; and ¢, by at most §. It follows that
D, ¢ is bounded. By point (1) of the lemma we have that at all points the angle between the image of D, ¢
and V; is at most ¢§; it follows that || (1 — ;) D, ¢| < §. Moreover D, ¢ is everywhere invertible with
bounded inverse, because both A; = D¢ and Ay = D, ¢; are, and for w € T I the vectors Aj(w), Az(w)
have an angle < ¢§ between them by (1).

We also have

at—s at—s
Dt90=h( )Dz¢1(x,t,5)+ (1 —h<as_t))Dz<P2(x,l,S)+ 0(%)

as —t
and similarly for D;¢, so the coefficients of B, C are bounded.

It remains to prove that B is invertible and det(B) is bounded away from zero. At a point x € I we
have D;p and D¢ belong to two disjoint open convex cones in 7, X/Jy; by (2) and (1) this remains
true in the §-neighborhood and the angle between the cones remains bounded away from zero, hence the
matrix B is invertible with uniformly bounded inverse.
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Combinatorial identities and Titchmarsh's
divisor problem for multiplicative functions

Sary Drappeau and Berke Topacogullari

Given a multiplicative function f which is periodic over the primes, we obtain a full asymptotic expansion
for the shifted convolution sum ;. f(n)T(n—h), where  denotes the divisor function and / € Z\ {0}.
We consider in particular the special cases where f is the generalized divisor function t, with z € C, and
the characteristic function of sums of two squares (or more generally, ideal norms of abelian extensions).
As another application, we deduce a full asymptotic expansion in the generalized Titchmarsh divisor
problem } ;. = T — h), where w(n) counts the number of distinct prime divisors of n, thus
extending a result of Fouvry and Bombieri, Friedlander and Iwaniec.

We present two different proofs: The first relies on an effective combinatorial formula of Heath-Brown’s
type for the divisor function 7, with « € @, and an interpolation argument in the z-variable for weighted
mean values of t,. The second is based on an identity of Linnik type for 7, and the well-factorability of
friable numbers.

1. Introduction

Understanding correlations of arithmetic functions is a fundamental question in analytic number theory.
In an explicit form, the problem can be stated as determining the asymptotic behavior of the sum

> fmgm—1), (1-1)
l<n=x

where f, g : N — C are arithmetic functions of multiplicative nature. Many important problems in number
theory can be rephrased in terms of correlations of arithmetic functions, the twin prime conjecture or the
Goldbach conjecture being two famous examples (see e.g., [Elliott 1994, Chapter 1]). Sums of the form
(1-1) also come up prominently in the study of growth properties of L-functions in the critical strip. In
this context, the problem is known as the shifted convolution problem and has a long and rich history

(see [Michel 2007] for an overview).
In general, determining the precise asymptotic behavior of the unweighted correlation (1-1) is a difficult
task and only very few unconditional results are known in this direction, all of them requiring at least one

We thank O. Ramaré, H. L. Montgomery, R. C. Vaughan, R. de la Bretéche, E. Fouvry, G. Tenenbaum and the anonymous referee
for helpful discussions and remarks on the present work. In particular we thank E. Fouvry and G. Tenenbaum for remarks which
led to the second proof presented here. Part of this work was done during a visit of BT to Aix-Marseille university, supported by
the French-Austrian joint project MuDeRa (FWF I-1751-N26, ANR-14-CE34-0009).

MSC2010: primary 11N37; secondary 11N25.
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of the involved functions to be very close — in the convolution sense — to the constant function 1, the
divisor function t(n) or to Fourier coefficients of GL,-automorphic forms. Note that when f and g are
bounded, the logarithmically weighted correlation

Z f(n)gn—1)
l<n<x n

has been the object of a recent breakthrough of Tao [2016]. The case of higher-order correlations of
bounded functions with logarithmic weight was also recently settled in [Tao and Terédviinen 2019].

In the present paper, we focus on the particularly important case g(n) = t(n) of the unweighted
problem (1-1), which is at the edge of current techniques. If the average value of f is not too small, it
was already observed by Vinogradov [1965] (in the case of primes; see also [Rodriquez 1965; Halberstam
1967]) that simple asymptotic equivalences for the sum

Y frn—1 (1-2)
l<n<x
can be obtained from analogues of the Bombieri—Vinogradov and Brun—Titchmarsh inequalities. We
refer to [Green 2018; Granville and Shao 2018; Fouvry and Radziwit 2018] for recent works on this
topic. In particular, Corollary 1.3 in [Fouvry and Radziwilt 2018] leads to a partial asymptotic formula
for (1-2) (including all terms with nonnegative exponent of log x) for a large set of arithmetic functions f,
including the generalized divisor function 7, which we discuss further below.

It is a considerably more difficult problem to obtain full asymptotic expansions for (1-2), say, with an
error term of the form O(x(logx)~") where N > 0 is fixed but can be chosen arbitrarily large. The gap
in difficulty is related to the “x!/?”-barrier for primes in arithmetic progressions on average over moduli.
To our knowledge full asymptotic expansions are known for only very few specific examples of functions
f of arithmetic interest:

« The indicator function of primes [Fouvry 1985; Bombieri et al. 1986].

 The indicator function of integers without large prime factors [Fouvry and Tenenbaum 1990; Drappeau
2015].

o The k-fold divisor functions t;(n), k € N, k > 2 [Motohashi 1980; Topacogullari 2016; 2018].

The methods from the last example can also be used to handle the case where f is given by Fourier
coefficients of GL,-automorphic forms, although this does not seem to be worked out explicitly in the
literature.

The purpose of the present paper is to introduce two new methods which lead to an asymptotic
expansion for (1-2) for a wide class of multiplicative functions. Let A, D > 1 be fixed integers. Define
Fp(A) to be the set of all multiplicative functions f : N — C which are D-periodic over the primes in
the sense that

f(p1) = f(p2) for any primes p; and p, with p; = p> mod D,
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and which satisfy the growth condition,
|f(n)| <ta(n) forallneN,
where t4(n) denotes the generalized divisor function. Our main result is the following preliminary
asymptotic formula for the sum (1-2) for f € Fp(A).
Theorem 1.1. Let A, D, N > 1. Forall f € Fp(A) and all x > 2, we have

Y fre-1H=2 ) Z Z fn )x(n)+(9(( gx)N), (1-3)

l<n<x X primitive  g< q 2<p<x
cond(x) | D cond(x) lq (n,q)=1

where the implied constant depends only on A, D and N.

Remarks. ¢ The main term in (1-3) can be evaluated asymptotically by classical methods, for instance
the Selberg—Delange method [Tenenbaum 1995, Chapter I1.5]. The ensuing expression will in general
take the form

P Cic,t X
x Y (logx) Z logx +0((10gx)w_maxa<f>+1>’ (1-4)

KEKf

for some finite set Ky C C and some sequences (c, g)i,V:O of complex numbers. We spell this out in detail
in three particular cases below.

o If f satisfies a Siegel-Walfisz estimate in the sense that

> Fmx () = Oa(x(logx)™),

n<x
uniformly for all primitive characters of conductor 1 < ¢ < (logx)*, then only the trivial character
contributes to the main term in (1-3), and the formula simplifies to

1
> rmrm-n=2Y ) Y. fm+o ((1 X)N)

l<nzx q=Vx g*<n=<x
(n.q)=1

For the main term one then has an expansion as in (1-4) with K ; = {« r}, where « 7 is the average value
of f(p) over all primes p.

o We stress that the implied constant is uniform in all f € Fp(A), and depends only on A, D and N.
This feature can be useful in applications (see Section 1C).

¢ On the other hand, our result is badly behaved with respect to D, partly due to the use of the Siegel—
Walfisz theorem. The arguments presented here do not seem sufficient to obtain an improvement in this
aspect, although this does not affect our applications.

 The error term in (1-3) corresponds to an application of the Siegel-Walfisz theorem. If the Riemann
hypothesis is true for all Dirichlet L-functions, then it can be improved to O(x!'~%) for some absolute
constant § > 0.
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Theorem 1.1 may also be interpreted as a result of Bombieri—Vinogradov type “beyond /x” for the
average of f € Fp(A) in the residue classes of a fixed integer and without absolute values. By a slight
modification of the method presented here, it is possible to show that for f € Fp(A),

1
Z( otwm-—— 3y f<n>x(n>)=oA,D,N<a%+w).

q</x l<n<x QO(C]) X primitive  l<n<x
n=1 mod g cond(x) | (D,q) (n,q)=1

We refer to [Green 2018; Granville and Shao 2018] for recent works related to this point of view.

In many applications correlation sums with more general shifts appear and it is important to have
results which are uniform in large ranges of the involved parameters. Our methods are robust enough to
be applied to these cases as well, and Theorem 1.1 is in fact the special case @ = & = 1 of the following
more general result.

Theorem 1.2 (general shifts). Let A, D, N > 1. There exists an absolute constant § > 0, such that, for
all f € Fp(A),allx =2 and all a, h € 7 satisfying 1 <a, |h| < x%, we have

X

Z f(n)t(an —h) = Ms(x; h, a) +O(t((a, h))—(logx)N>’

|h|/a<n<x

where M ¢ (x; a, h) is given by

—( h
(-
My(xia, h):=2 Y > E(héq))) Y. Fox(gs).

X primitive  g<./ax q?Ja<n<x

cond(x) | D cond(y) | (q'_’h) (an,q)=(h,q)

and where the implied constant depends only on A, D and N.

Unfortunately, the range of uniformity in / in Theorem 1.2 is comparatively short. This is due to a
known uniformity issue of arguments based on exponential sums estimates underlying our bilinear sums
estimate (see [Fouvry and Iwaniec 1983, page 200]). Out of the same reason, the methods used here are

not able to address the dual problem
N—1

> f)T(N —n)
n=1

(for which results are available for instance when f = 7 or f = 13, see [Motohashi 1994; Topacogullari
2016]).

We mention that results are known for affine correlations whose linear parts are pairwise independent
[Matthiesen 2012; 2016], or when there is an additional, long enough average over the shift [Mikawa
1992; Matomaiki et al. 2019a; 2019b]. See also [Andrade et al. 2015; Bary-Soroker and Fehm 2019] for a
function field analogue in the large ¢ limit.

Finally, we mention the work of Pitt [2013]. He considered an analogue of the Titchmarsh divisor
problem (see Section 1C) with the divisor function replaced by Fourier coefficients of holomorphic
cusp forms. In many situations, these Fourier coefficients and the divisor function exhibit a similar
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behavior, since the latter can also be viewed as the Fourier coefficients of an Eisenstein series (see e.g.,
[Iwaniec 2002, Chapter 3.4]). Remarkably, Pitt obtained an estimate with a power saving in the error
term unconditionally, something which is not known for the original Titchmarsh divisor problem. It
seems possible that his ideas can be adapted to our setting, and that one might obtain an analogue of
Theorem 1.2 with the divisor function replaced by Fourier coefficients of holomorphic cusp forms and
with a power saving in the error term. We do not pursue this here.

We apply Theorem 1.2 to three functions f of particular arithmetic interest:

(1) The generalized divisor functions 7,(n) with z € C.
(2) The indicator function of integers n which are norms of an integral ideal in an abelian extension.
(3) The indicator function of integers n with exactly k different prime factors.

1A. Correlations of divisor functions. Our first application is related to the generalized additive divisor
problem, which asks for an asymptotic evaluation of

Dio(x,h)i= Y wm)w(n+h)

|h|<n<x

for integers k, £ > 2. This problem has received a lot of attention, partly motivated by its connection to
the 2k-th moment of the Riemann zeta function (see [Ivi¢ 1991, Chapter 4] or [Conrey and Keating 2016;
Ng and Thom 2019]).

It is conjectured that for some constant Cy ¢(h) > 0,

Di.o(x, h) ~ Cy o (h)x(log x)* T2,

and it is known [Henriot 2012] that this is the correct order of magnitude. However, this has been proven
only for the cases where either k = 2 or £ = 2. In these cases, the best-known results in the literature are
of the form

Dy o(x, h) = x P p(log x) + O(x%T¢)  for h < x™,
where Py j, is a degree k polynomial depending on /4, with:
e O = % and 1, = % [Deshouillers and Iwaniec 1982a; Motohashi 1994].

o O3 = % and n3 = % [Friedlander and Iwaniec 1985; Topacogullari 2016].
4

o O = max(1 — =z, g—g’) and n; = % (k > 4 fixed) [Linnik 1963; Fouvry and Tenenbaum 1985;
Topacogullari 2018].

In the case k = £ = 2, a similar asymptotic formula holds in a much larger range of uniformity for 4,
although with a weaker error term (see [Meurman 2001] for the currently best results in this direction).
For k, £ > 3 the problem remains completely open.
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The functions t; are special cases of coefficients of the Dirichlet series

Z 7;(n) o {(S)Z for z € C and Re(s) > 1.

ns
n=1

On prime powers, they are given explicitly by

z+€—1
w.(p") = ( ) (1-5)
14
The functions 7, for z € N have a more complicated behavior than those for z € N. When z = —1 for

instance, we recover the Mobius function 7_;(n) = u(n).
Theorem 1.2 leads to an asymptotic expansion of D, »(x, &) for arbitrary z € C, uniformly in any fixed
disk |z] < 1.

Theorem 1.3. Let A, N > 1 and ¢ > 0. There exist a constant 5 > 0 and holomorphic functions
Mne : C— C, such that, for |z) < A, x >2and 1 < |h| < x°,
N
Ane(2) +O<x(logx)m“(Z))’

(1-6)

where the implicit constant only depends on A, N and e.

The coefficients A;, ¢(z) can be computed explicitly; see (8-4) infra for an expression of the leading
coefficient. If z is a nonpositive integer, all the coefficients Aj ¢(z) vanish and (1-6) effectively becomes
an upper bound.

Our method leads to a power saving error term in Theorem 1.3 when z = k € N. This is solely due to
the fact that in these cases the k-th power of Dirichlet L-functions L(s, x)* can be continued analytically
to a strip Re(s) > 1 — & for some § > 0 (excluding the possible pole at s = 1). We do not focus of the
case z € N here, since the works mentioned above then give quantitatively stronger estimates.

1B. Norms of integral ideals. Let K /Q be a Galois extension with discriminant Ag. We define

Nk :={N(a): o ideal of Ok, a # 0}.
This set has a rich multiplicative structure, described by the Artin reciprocity law. When the extension is
abelian, the Dedekind function ¢k (s) factorizes into Dirichlet L-functions mod Ak, so that the integers

in Ng can be detected by looking at the congruence classes of their prime factors mod Ag. Theorem 1.2
eventually applies and leads to the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Let K /Q be an abelian field extension. Let N > 1 and ¢ > 0. There exist a constant § > 0
and real numbers ky, ¢(K), such that, for x > 2 and 1 < |h| < x°,

N
. K)
S t(n—h) = x(log vk Y KB ,
T(n ) = x(log x) par (logx)z + (logx)N-i-l/[K:@]—a

(1-7)

|h|<n<x

nENK
where the implicit constant depends only on K, N and ¢.
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An interesting special case is given by the extension Q(i)/Q. In this case, Mg is simply the set of
integers which can be written as a sum of two squares, and Theorem 1.4 takes the following form.

Corollary 1.5. Let B be the set of all integers which can be written as a sum of two squares. Let N > 1

and € > 0. There exist a constant § > 0 and real numbers By, ¢, such that, for x > 2 and 1 < |h| < X%,

N

— ) = x( 1/2 Ph,e o x | s

|h|<Zn<x 7(n—h) = x(logx) ; (log x)¢ + (log x)N+1/2=¢ (1-8)
neB -

where the implicit constant depends only on N and e.

The first term in the asymptotic formula for the left-hand side of (1-8) can also be obtained using a
recent extension of the Bombieri—Vinogradov theorem due to Granville and Shao [2018], along with the
Brun-Titchmarsh inequality. The coefficients k;, ¢(K) and B ¢ can be computed explicitly; see (8-5) infra
for an evaluation of the leading coefficient B, ¢ in (1-8). Note that, since the indicator function b(n) of
the set B correlates with both the principal and the nonprincipal character mod 4, there are two genuine
contributions on the right-hand side in (1-3) when f(n) = b(n). This also explains the discrepancy
between the conjectures made in [Iwaniec 1976] and [Freiberg et al. 2017] on autocorrelations of b(n).

We stress that the multiplicity of representations as ideal norms in Corollary 1.5 is not taken into
account. Thus the estimate (1-8) is more difficult to obtain than an estimate for the correlation sum

Z )t —h) with () == |{(r,s) € 2> : r* +s* =n}|,

|h|<n<x

for which classical methods suffice.

1C. Integers with k prime divisors. The Titchmarsh divisor problem [1930] asks for an asymptotic
evaluation of the sum
> tp—h, (1-9)
|hl<p=x
where p runs over all primes up to x. Following the initial works by Titchmarsh [1930] and Linnik

[1963], the best known result was obtained independently by Fouvry [1985] and Bombieri, Friedlander
and Iwaniec [Bombieri et al. 1986]: For any fixed N > 0, we have, for 1 < || < (logx)",

L T =G Gt ¢ (og 7)) (1o
where
£(2)¢(3) ( p ) , ( log p p*log p )
Cp=>2"2 1-—=), C=(y-Y —=—+ C.
"7 ) [1 PP—p+1 =\ sz_p+1 Z(p—l)(pZ—pH) "

plh p plh
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An interesting generalization of this problem concerns the sum

> tn—h, (1-11)
|h|<n<x
w(n)=k

where w(n) denotes the number of distinct prime divisors of an integer n. An asymptotic equivalence for
this sum was proven by Khripunova [1998, Theorem 3], uniformly for k < loglogx and & < x.

Our methods allow to obtain a full asymptotic expansion for (1-11), at least for small shifts /4. In order
to circumvent the obstacle that the indicator function for integers n with w(n) = k is not multiplicative,
we use a classical method due to Selberg [1954], which allows us to reduce the evaluation of (1-11) to
the evaluation of the correlation sum of the divisor function with the multiplicative function n > z®®.
This eventually leads to the following result.

Theorem 1.6. Let N > 1 and ¢ > 0. There exist a constant § > 0 and polynomials P,f’ (X)) of degree
k — 1 such that, for 1 <k <« loglogx and |h| < x°,

P} ,(loglog x) loo log x )k
> rn-m=x 30 O +O<k)!6(10g Oﬁfl)_s) (1-12)
h|<n<x ooy (ogx) '(log x)
w(n)=k

where the implicit constants depend only on N and e.

The case k = 1 recovers the best-known asymptotic formula (1-10) for the Titchmarsh divisor problem.
As before, the polynomials P,f’ , can be computed explicitly; in particular, the leading coefficient in the
asymptotic expansion is given by Cp,/(k — 1)!.

This result is nontrivial throughout the range k <« loglogx. The case k/loglogx — 400 is an
interesting question which would require different tools, due to the sparsity of the set of integers under
consideration (not unlike the situation for friable integers [Harper 2012]). We do not address this here.

1D. Overview of the proof of Theorem 1.2. For the sake of clear exposition, we will focus here on the
case D =1, as our arguments extend without much difficulty to the case of general moduli and the arising
complications are mainly of technical nature. Note that any f € F;(A) can be approximated (in the
convolution sense) by a suitable generalized divisor function, so that it suffices to consider the case f =1,
with z € C.

We will give two distinct proofs of Theorem 1.2. They are based on two different kinds of combinatorial
identities for the generalized divisor function 7., both of which we believe are of independent interest.
Our first approach relies on an effective combinatorial formula of Heath-Brown’s type for the divisor
function 7, with o € (I, and an interpolation argument in the z-variable for weighted mean values of
7,. Our second approach, which is more direct and avoids the interpolation step, is instead based on an
identity of Linnik type for 7, and the well-factorability of friable numbers'.

IThe second proof was found only after a preliminary version of the present manuscript was uploaded online.
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1D.1. Proof by Heath-Brown’s identity and interpolation. Our first proof of Theorem 1.2 divides into
two parts: We first prove the theorem for rational z, and then extend this result to all z € C.

For z € Q, the general structure of the proof of Theorem 1.2 follows the setup of [Fouvry 1985;
Bombieri et al. 1986] (see also [Fouvry 1984]). The strategy naturally splits into two steps:

(1) We decompose the function f into convolutions with either large smooth components (type I) or
suitably localized components (type II).

(2) We solve the question for both types of sums.

The bulk of the present work concerns the first step. Combinatorial decompositions for prime numbers
have a long history since the works of Vinogradov [1937] (we refer to the survey [Ramaré 2013] for
an account and further references). Yet, it was not until recently that analogous identities emerged
for generalized divisor functions. Montgomery and Vaughan (private communication) have recently
developed a combinatorial identity of Vaughan’s type [1975] for 11,2, which initially motivated largely
the present work. Unfortunately, as for primes, the bilinear sums coming from a raw application of this
identity are not quite localized enough to be effective for Titchmarsh’s problem, and even though this can
sometimes be fixed by iterating the formula [Fouvry 1981], our early attempts were unsuccessful. Instead
we follow the more flexible approach of Heath-Brown [1982] (which is related to [Gallagher 1968]).

Our first result (Theorem 3.2 below) is a uniform combinatorial formula of Heath-Brown’s type for the
divisor function tx with u/v € Q. In the simplest case 0 < u < v, it reads

K
fu/v(n):ZCZ,K,u/v ZZ f—l/v(nl)"'r—l/v(niv—u) forn <x, (1-13)
=1

my---mgny---Ney—y=n

where K € N is arbitrary and where ¢y g ,/» € Q. A more general formula holds for any rational
number u# /v (see Theorem 3.2). A crucial property of this formula is that it is sensitive almost only to the
archimedean size of u/v. Indeed, for |u/v| < A, the coefficients c¢ k ,/v, the length of the £-sum and
the value at primes n = p of each ¢£-summand on the right-hand side are bounded in terms of A and K
only (but not of v). Thus, the only loss due to the size of v comes from the number O(v) of terms in the
convolution, which has essentially no effect on what follows.

In the same way, we can express any rational convolution power *x“/ f of a multiplicative function in
terms of higher convolutions s* f with 1 <k < K and a bilinear term with one component supported on
the interval [x?, x!/X]. However, to our knowledge asymptotic formulae for the correlation sums

Y HmTm A+, (1-14)
n<x
for k > 2 are currently known for only very few functions f (essentially constant functions and Dirichlet
characters). This is the main obstacle towards using decompositions of this form to prove Theorem 1.2
for complex-fold convolutions of multiplicative functions.
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Regarding the second step, we are mostly able to use the harmonic analysis arguments underlying
[Fouvry 1985; Bombieri et al. 1986]. They are based on bounds on Kloosterman sums on average
[Deshouillers and Iwaniec 1982b], along with Voronoi summation (for type I) and Linnik’s dispersion
method (for type II). We will follow the treatment made in [Drappeau 2017; Topacogullari 2018], although
some work is needed in order to cast the main terms from these works in a form suitable for us.

Eventually, the arguments described above yield a proof of Theorem 1.2 for f = 7« uniformly in the
range v < (log x)". As it turns out, this is already sufficient information to be able to conclude.

To see why, we return to the correlation sum

D)= Y  z(mtan—h)
|hl/a<n=x
with z € C, |z|] < 1. The main observation is that this expression is a polynomial in z, and that we know
how to evaluate it on rational numbers with small denominators. Even though D(z) initially has degree of
the order of log x, we can use large deviation bounds on the function w(n) (and a convolution argument)
to approximate it, up to an admissible error, by the polynomial

D(z) :== Z °Wr(an —h),
|h|/a<n<x
w(n)<Kloglog x

which has degree at most O(loglog x). This enables us to use Lagrange interpolation on a suitably chosen
set of rational sample points to transfer our estimates for z € Q to estimates of the same quality for z € C.
Indeed, this process introduces an error which grows exponentially in the degree of the polynomial. As
our estimates for D(z) for z € Q save an arbitrarily large power of log x, we are still able to obtain an
asymptotic formula at the end.

Note that for the above arguments to work it is crucial that estimates with a saving of a large power
of log x for D(z) for z € Q are available, which we can fortunately obtain here from the Siegel-Walfisz
bound (an unfortunate consequence of the last fact, however, is that most of our results are not effective).

We mention that, as in Heath-Brown’s work [1982], the arguments sketched above can be used to
obtain asymptotic formulae for short sums

> f

x<n<x+y

for y > y1/12+¢

and f € Fp(A), as well as theorems of Bombieri—Vinogradov type. However, unlike
Titchmarsh’s divisor problem, such results could in principle also be obtained by zero-density estimates

for Dirichlet L-functions (see [Iwaniec and Kowalski 2004, Chapter 10.5; Bombieri 1965]).

1D.2. Proof by Linnik’s identity. Our second proof uses a different decomposition for 7., which has
the major advantage that it holds uniformly for all z in a fixed bounded subset of C. This avoids the
interpolation step necessary in the first proof, although the resulting combinatorial identity is not as
elegant as the identity of Heath-Brown’s type described above.
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A naive attempt to find a combinatorial formula for 7, which is uniform in z might start with Linnik’s
formula [Iwaniec and Kowalski 2004, Section 13.3], which relies on the Taylor series expansion

(@) =+ @@ -1 = ()€1',
Jjz0
The main technical difficulty at this point is to truncate the sum over j. In the context of Linnik’s formula,
this truncation is performed by restricting to almost-primes from the outset (or inserting a sieve weight),
see [Linnik 1963, page 21], but unfortunately this approach is not available in our situation.
Instead we write ¢ (s) = ¢, (s)M,(s), where

-1
gy(S) = 1_[ (1 — %) and My(s) e &

P<y &y (s)”

with y = x!/X for some K € N, and then apply the Taylor series expansion only on the second factor
M, (s), so that
Z .
(@ =67 Y () -1y,
jz0

This expression has the advantage that the j-th summand has no coefficient for n < y/ in its Dirichlet
series expansion. After expanding and comparing the Dirichlet coefficients on both sides, we are therefore
led to the following “raw” combinatorial decomposition (see Theorem 3.3),

)= Y o Y, Tem)nn) forn<x,

0<{<K n=nin;
ny is y-friable

where the ¢, are some complex numbers which depend on z, but which can be bound uniformly for z < 1
(we recall that an integer is said to be y-friable if all of its prime factors are bounded by y).

In order to apply this formula, it is of course necessary to be able to control the factors 7,_;(n1).
However, the characteristic function of y-friable numbers has good factorability properties (see [ Vaughan
1989, page 66; Fouvry and Tenenbaum 1996, Lemme 3.1]): we can essentially replace them in the formula
above by convolutions of sequences supported on [1, y] (see Lemma 3.4). This in turn enables us to apply
estimates of type I and type II, leading eventually to the desired asymptotic formula.

Plan. In Section 2, we introduce our main notations and the subsets of functions of Fp(A) we will
mainly work with. In Section 3, we present the combinatorial decompositions for t,, on which our proofs
are based. In Section 4, we state some auxiliary computations in order to use the results of [Topacogullari
2018; Drappeau 2017]. In Sections 5 and 6, we proof Theorem 1.2 using the combinatorial identity of
Heath-Brown’s type, first by treating the case of rational parameters, and then by interpolating the obtained
results to all functions in Fp(A). In Section 7, we sketch an alternative proof using the combinatorial
identity of Linnik’s type. Finally, in Section 8, we estimate the main terms and prove Theorems 1.3, 1.4
and 1.6.
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2. First reductions

2A. Statement of the main proposition. Forn,h € Z withn>1andn—h > 1, let

. 1 -
R Y o Y ) @

g<viTi P\@aa) x modq/hg)
n,q)=(.q) cond(x)<R

Note that 7, (n; R) =t(n—h) if R > </n — h and n — h is not a perfect square. We will eventually choose
R of size (logn)?". We have a trivial bound

Ty (n; R) < n°R'T. (2-2)

The function 7;,(n; R) should be thought of as an approximation to t(n — &) on average. The main
work in proving Theorem 1.2 consists in showing that, for any f € Fp(A), we have

> fmytan—h)~> " f(m)T(an; Ry) for x — oo, (2-3)

n<x n<x

where R, is some slowly growing function in x (some appropriate power of log x). Once this is established,
we can evaluate the sum on the right by standard methods. In view of this, it is convenient to define

Ap(n: R):=t(n—h)—T(n; R) and Xy(;a.h;R) =Y f()A(an; R),
nel
for any interval / € R™". The main part of this article is concerned with proving the following proposition,
which puts the statement (2-3) into precise terms, and from which the results described in the introduction
can be deduced easily (see Section 8).

Proposition 2.1. Let A, D > 1 be fixed. Then we have, for x >3, 1 C [x/2, x] an interval and f € Fp(A),
the following estimate,

x(log x)B

oz~ Jforl=alhl, R=<x’, (2-4)

XI5 a, h; R)| < Ct((a, h))
where § > 0 is some absolute constant and where B, C > 0 are constants which depend only on A and D.

2B. Restricting the set of functions. It is known in multiplicative number theory that, to a certain degree
of precision, the magnitude of the mean value of a multiplicative function f depends mostly on the values
f(p), p prime. The following lemma quantifies the analogous phenomenon in our case.

Lemma 2.2. Let f, g : N — C be multiplicative functions, which satisfy the following conditions:

1) lgn)| <ty(n) forsome M >1andalln e N.

(i) H := anl |(f * g~ (n)|/n° < +o0 for some o < 1, where g~' denotes the Dirichlet convolution
inverse of g.
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Furthermore, assume there are constants 0,8 € (0, 1] and B, C > 1 such that, for all x > 1 and all
intervals I C [x/2, x],

x(logx)B

o for1<a,l|h|, R <x’. (2-5)

|Xe(I5a, h; R)| < Ct((a, h))

Then there exists C', 8' > 0 depending only on ¢, 8, o and M, such that, for all x > 1 and all intervals
I C[x/2,x],

x(logx)8

o for 1<a,l|h|,R<x". (2-6)

|25 a,h; R)| < HCC't((a, h))
Proof. Let h:= f +g~'. We have

Sr(a,h; Ry= Y gn)h(ny)Aj(aning; R)

ninyel
= Z h(n2)Zg(I/n2; any, h; R) + Z h(n2)Zg(1/n2; anz, h; R),
ny<T ny>T

for some parameter 7 > 1. For the sum on the left we use the assumption (2-5), so that

x(log x)?
R

’

Z h(n2)Xg(I/n2; ana, h; R) L, CHt((a, h))

ny<T

provided that the parameters a, h and R satisfy
B s

l<a<—— and 1<|h|,R<—.
— —T1+6 - —T(S

For the sum on the right we use the trivial bound X, (1 /n; any, h; R) K¢ m Rx”s/nz, and get

Z h(n2)Eg(I/no; any, hy R) Keg x' T RT T H.

ny>T
The lemma follows on setting 7 = x%/3 and 8’ = min(§/3, 8(1 — o) /(4(1 + p))). O

In view of this, in order to prove Proposition 2.1, we will restrict to the following two subsets of
Fp(A). The first subset, denoted by F,(A), consists of functions f : N — C, which are the coefficients
of Dirichlet series of the form

DAL, § RETRSSCS @

ns
n=1 x mod D

where the parameters b, are complex numbers such that |b, | < A. Note that 7, € F},(A) for |z] < A. A
particularly important role will be played by the subset ]-'lr)@ (A) C F,(A) formed by functions of this
form where all the parameters b, are rational.
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The second subset F7;(A) is defined to be the set of functions f : N — C, which are the coefficients of
Dirichlet series of the form

Zf(n)_ 1—[ 1—[ (1+p_1> (2-8)

re(Z/Dz)* p=r mod D

where the coefficients z, are complex numbers such that |z,| < A. This includes the functions n > 7
for all |z] < A.

Lemma 2.3. For any f € Fp(A), there exist g\ € F[,(A) and g, € Fj,(A) which satisfy the conditions
(1)—(i) stated in Lemma 2.2 for o = % and M, H bounded only in terms of A and D.

Proof. We first prove the lemma with respect to the set 7},(A). Let f € Fp(A) be fixed, andletv;:Z— C
be the D-periodic function defined by

f(p) if there exists a prime p such that (p, D) =1 and p =r mod D,
ve(r)= . (2-9)
if (r, D) > 1.
We then set
1 _
by = D Z vr(r)x(r) for any character x mod D,
(,0( ) r (mod D)
and define g; as the coefficients of the following Dirichlet series,
81 (I’l) b
Z =[] LG (2-10)

x (mod D)

We have (f*gl_l)(p) =0if p{D. Moreover, since |b, | < A, we get |g1(n)| < tap(n) for all n. Therefore,

—1 1 1
R oI oe() -orn

n>1 p|D ptD

This proves the first part of the lemma.
For the second part, we define g, by its Dirichlet series

Zgz(n)_ 0 1 (Hvsfm)

-1
re(Z/DZ)*  p prime P
p=r mod D

The fact that g, satisfies the required conditions can be shown using similar computations as above. [J

Let us at this point also note the following result, which is an easy consequence of the proofs of
Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, and which will become useful later on.
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Lemma 2.4. Let f € Fp(A) and let yr mod q be a Dirichlet character. Then the Dirichlet series associated
to y f is given by

=Hy(s) [] LG.vx)™ for Rels)>1,

n=1 x mod D

i ¥ (n) f(n)
nS

where Hy (s) is some holomorphic function defined in Re(s) > % and where

1

by =0 vr(r)x(r),

r mod D

with vy(n) as defined in (2-9). Moreover, for any fixed oy > %, we have Hy (s) < 1 uniformly in
Re(s) > ag, with the implicit constant depending at most on oy, A and D.

From Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, we deduce the following statement.

Lemma 2.5. To prove Proposition 2.1 in full generality, it suffices to prove it under either one of the
additional hypotheses f € F,(A) or f € Fj(A).
3. Combinatorial identities for z,(n)

In this section we describe the two combinatorial identities for the generalized divisor function t, on
which the proofs of Theorem 1.2 are based.

3A. A generalization of Heath-Brown’s identity. We first derive a combinatorial decomposition analo-
gous to [Heath-Brown 1982] for the function n + 74(n) in the case o € (0. Our argument is based on the
following polynomial identity.

Lemma 3.1. Let u and v be integers such that v > u > 0. Let K > 1 and N > 0. Then there exist rational

coefficients a,, and by such that there holds

Z an(X — 1" =14 xN? Z b Xt (3-1)

K<m<(K+N)v—u 1<¢<K

The coefficients (by) are unique and given explicitly by

P i [T (i+n-2 (3-2)
Tk —ey 11U v)
I<j<K
J#
Proof. An identity of the form (3-1) exists if and only if we can find by, ..., bx such that the first K — 1

derivatives of the polynomial on the right hand side of (3-1) vanish at X = 1. This is equivalent to saying
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that the by, ..., bx solve the equation
1 1 by —1
v+Nv—u Kv+Nv—u by 0
W+ Nv—uw)X1 ... (Kv+Nv—uw)X-1] \bg 0

(3-3)

Let C be the matrix on the left, and B, the same matrix but with the upper row and the £-th column

removed. Note that C is a Vandermonde matrix, and B, is a product of a Vandermonde matrix with a

diagonal matrix. Hence, we deduce

detC= [[ Gv—iv)=2131- (K — HwKE-D2

I<i<j<K

detBy= [] Gv—iv) [] Gv+Nv—w.
I<i<j<K 1<j<K
LA J#t

Since det C # 0, we obtain by Cramer’s rule that there is a unique solution (b;), given by

det By
detC’

by = (—1)"

which yields (3-2).

(3-4)

g

Theorem 3.2. Let v > 0 and r be integers such that v >u > 0andr > 0. Let K > 1 and x > 1. Then for

any n < x, we have

K
Trtuo(n) = ZCX Z e Z Totp(nn) - Topp (Mev—u),
e=1

myMyqrphyNegy—y=n

1/K
Ny Ngy—u <X /

and, forr > 1,

K
T ruv(n) =ZCZ ZZ To1p(m1) - Tt (v (r—1yv—u)s
=1

my--myg— 1NNyt (r—y—u=n

1/K
nyye.es Noy+(r—v—u=X /

where the cZ and c, are certain rational numbers, which can be bounded by
c;,cé_<<1 forl1 <t <K,

the implicit constant depending only on K and r.

Proof. Let

0 . I/K
G(s):zzf—l/v(’?g(n) with g(n)::{l ifn<x'/%,

= n 0 otherwise.

(3-5)

(3-6)
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We first look at (3-5). Here we use Lemma 3.1 with N =0and X =¢ (s)%G(s), and then multiply both
sides by ¢ (s) "/, which leads to the identity

Y an@®YG ) = D"y =)+ Y bt () MGy
K<m<Kv—u 1<t<K
Then (3-5) follows by comparing the Dirichlet coefficients on both sides and noting that, by construction,
the left-hand side has no Dirichlet coefficient for n < x.
In order to show (3-6), we use Lemma 3.1 with the same X as before and with N =r — 1, and then
multiply both sides by ¢(s)~"*%. This gives

> am(as)”vc(s)—l) ()T =0T Y bt () TG )

K<m<(K+r—1)v—u 1<t¢<K
and (3-6) follows again by comparing the Dirichlet coefficients on both sides. O

Remark. With r =v =1 and u = 0, the identity (3-6) leads to the decomposition of w(n) described in
[Iwaniec and Kowalski 2004, (13.38)].

3B. A combinatorial identity of Linnik’s type. Here we derive a combinatorial decomposition for t,
using an approach analogous to [Linnik 1963].

We denote by P (n) the largest, and by P~ (n) the smallest prime factor of an integer n > 1, with the
convention that P*(1) = 1 and P~ (1) = oo. Given an arbitrary multiplicative function f and a complex
number z € C, we define the z-fold convolution of f as the multiplicative function given by

f<*z><p“>:=2(z) Z FOM) - FP = ).

r
I<sr<v A, A=l

The notation is motivated by the fact that if F(s) := anl f(n)n~* is the Dirichlet series associated to f,
then for fe(s) large enough the function log F (s) is well defined and we have F(s)* =), f G2 (n)n 5.
Indeed, by expressing F(s) as an Euler product, we see immediately that

ror =11+ X 222) 1_[<1+Z( (2 102)) - 1—[<1+Zf(*”(p))

14 v>1 r>1 v>1 v>1

Note that f*?(p) = zf(p), and that for £ € N the £-fold convolution as defined here coincides with the
{-fold convolution defined in the traditional sense. We will be eventually interested in the case when
f = x is a Dirichlet character, in which case we have f*? = /.

Theorem 3.3. Let K € N.g and A, x > 1. Then for all 7 € C there exist complex numbers (c¢)o<e<k
such that for all x > 1 and all multiplicative functions f, we have the following identity for n < x,

fm= e Y, fH0) 0, (3-7)

0<t<K n=niny
PT(ny)<x!/¥

where the coefficients cy can be bound by c; = Ok 4(1) uniformly for |z| < A.
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Proof. Let y := x!/K_ As before we set F(s) := anl f(n)n=%. We may certainly assume that f(p*)
vanishes if p > x. Let

k
Fs,y) = H(Z fl(f,fs)), G(s,y) = H(Z

p<y “k>0 p>y k>0

f(pH
pks

For fRe(s) > 0, the decomposition F(s) = F(s, y)G(s, y) yields

F(s)*=F(s, y)*(1 4+ (G(s, y) = D)

= F(s, y)* Z (Ii) (G(s,y)—DF

k>0

= F(s, y)* Z (f{) (G(s,y) — DF+R(s)
0<k<K

with
R(s):=F(s,9)° Y (;)(Gu, ¥ — DE.

k>K

Note that the series converge absolutely if $Re(s) is large enough in terms of f. By expanding, we get

F(s)*=F(s,y)* Y_ cG(s, ») +R(s),
0<l<K

cei= (=Dt Y (—1)"(?{)(’2).

<k<K

with

We read the coefficients of n™%, for n < x, on each side. Note that for k > K, the series (G (s, y) — l)k
has no corresponding Dirichlet coefficients, so there is no contribution from R(s). The claimed equality
follows on writing G (s, x'/X) = F(s)F (s, x'/K)~1, O

Remarks. « Compared with (3-5)—(3-6), this identity has the significant advantage that it is uniform for
7 < 1 complex.

o The case K =2 only involves the exponents £ € {0, 1}. It follows, for instance, that if f (2) satisfies a
Siegel-Walfisz estimate (in the sense of [Granville and Shao 2018, equation (1.2)]), and if f satisfies a
Bombieri—Vinogradov theorem, then f*% satisfies a Bombieri—Vinogradov theorem as well.

o The case K =2, f =1 leads to Eratosthenes’ sieve identity: for all n € (/x, x], we have
ln prime — Z M(d)
d|n
pld=p<x

For any 5 € (0, 1/2), either we have d < x" (which corresponds to type I sums), or d > x”, in which case
we can localize a factor of d in the interval [x”, x'/>*"] (and this corresponds to type II sums).
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The main property which allows Theorem 3.3 to be used in our arguments is the following factorization
lemma, in the spirit of Lemma 3.1 of [Vaughan 1989, page 29]; see [Hmyrova 1964] for an early use of
this property, and [Fouvry and Tenenbaum 1996] for an application in a context similar to ours.

Lemma 3.4. For any multiplicative function f : N — R, any compactly supported function g : N — C,
and all y, w > 2, we have
Y. fgn) = Tuy+ 1+ O(w), (3-8)
PH(n)<y

where

Ti= Y fgm), Zuv= Y f)gm), Zu=(ogy)sup

> D amBag(mn)

’

n<w n>w a.p w<m<yw n
PHm)<y P (m=<y
Ap” ln,p'>y

the supremum in Xy being taken over all sequences (o), (B,) of complex numbers satisfying

lam| <1 f )], 1Bal = (1 fI*|f D).

Proof. If an integer n with P™(n) < y is not counted in the first two sums on the right-hand side, then
n > w and all prime powers p” || n satisfy p* < y. By incorporating these prime powers as p increases,
we may factor n = nn, uniquely in such a way that

PT(n) < P (m), w<n <wQ (m),

where Q" (n1) is the prime power corresponding to the largest prime of n1: Q% (n1) = P (n)" || n;. Note
that this implies (n1, np) = 1. Our statement follows after separating variables [Iwaniec and Kowalski
2004, Lemma 13.11] in the condition P* (n;) < P~ (n»). Il

4. Auxiliary estimates

In this section we collect some estimates on Ay (n, R), which will be needed in the following sections.

4A. The second moment of Ap(n; R). On several occasions, we will require the following rough upper-
bound for the “main terms”.
Lemma 4.1. For x >3, R > 1 and (a, h) € Z? such that 1 < a, |h|, R < x'/4, the following estimate
holds,

Y 1Antan; B < t((a, 1) x(log x)*.

x/2<n<x
Proof. We have
Yo lAwans BP < Y tlan—h*+ Y |(an; B = G+ Gy,
x/2<n<x x/2<n<x x/2<n<x

and we now proceed to estimate the two sums G| and G, separately.
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We first look at G ;. For notational convenience, let

/ a / h
a:=——, h = and t:=(a,h).
(a, h) (a, h)

We start by splitting the sum according to the size of t* = (an — h, t*°) as follows,

Gi= ». > tan—h>+ Y > t(an —h)? =: G, + Gp.

11 x/2<n<x 11 x/2<n<x
(t*,a)=1 a'n=h' mod * (t*,a’)=1 a'n=h' mod t*
rF<x1/2 ((@'n=h"/t*,1)=1 F>x1/2 ((@'n—h")/1*,1)=1

In order to estimate G1, we choose b, y € Z such that a’b = 1 + yr* and write

Guau= Y t("t)’ > t(yh' +n'a’)?

t* |t (x—=2bh")/2t* <n’ <(x—DW')/t*

(t*,a")=1 h'+n'a’ \t)=1

1+ <x1/2
< > @)’ > 7 (m)>.
151> (@'x=2h")/2t* <m<(a'x—h")/t*

(t*,a")=1 m=yh’ mod a’

<y /2

The sum over m can now be estimated via [Shiu 1980, Theorem 2] or [Barban and Vehov 1969, Theorem 1],
which leads to

3 T(1*1)? 2 4
Gra<xlog’x > <T@, m)’xlogx. (4-1)
tiil;l/z

In G we bound all the summands trivially and get

1
Glb < Z Z t(t(a’n _h/))z <<xl+s Z < x3/4+£’

t*
11 Xx/2<n<x 11
(t*,a’)=1a’'n=h" mod r* x2<r*<2a'x
t*>x1/2

so that together with (4-1) we deduce
G < t((a, h))*xlog* x.

Next we look at G,. Here we first rewrite 7, (an; R) as

Ban;R):=2 Y Y > L > x(E)x ().

¢(q)
[(a,h) &|(h/a,n) _ (mod q)
o (&a/fxo;ﬁlqim/(aa) c)(()nd(x)gR

so that after expanding the square we are led to

Gy<4 ) > S > Sz 5557

aronlah) g = '7ax—h/(a181)(p(q1)(p(q2) 1 Cod )

81 | hjay,82 | h/ar — x2 (mod g2)
Q=vax—h/(2d) cond(x1).cond(x2)<R



Combinatorial identities and Titchmarsh's divisor problem for multiplicative functions 2403

with

S(x,y):= max
Y y/2<yo<y

> x|,

yo<n=<y
If x; and x, are induced by the same primitive character, we use the trivial bound S(x1x2,y) < y.

Otherwise, the Pélya—Vinogradov bound applies and S(x1x2, ¥) < 7(q192)Rlog R. Inserting these
bounds, we eventually obtain

G, < t((a, h))*xlog* x + x*R® < t((a, h))*x log* x

by our assumption R < x!/4. This concludes the proof. O

4B. Comparison of main terms. We begin by two technical lemmas related to the main terms that will
appear later. Let X > 1, and let f and v be two smooth functions which are both compactly supported
inside R% . We assume that supp f C [C1X, C2X] and suppv C [Cy, C2], where Cy and C; are some
positive constants, and that for some 2 € (0, 1], we have

0o < 1, 1P le0 < (RX) 7, / I FU < (@x), (4-2)
R
for all j > 0. Furthermore, we define
Cd( ) S
My (b, h; M) := b (log(§ —h) +2y —2logd) f(§)v dg, (4-3)
d|b

where

cah):= Y e(h/d)= Y su(d/s)

v(mod*d) 81 (h,d)
denotes the Ramanujan sum.

Lemma 4.2. For (b, h) € 7%, b, M > 1,and R > 1, we have

> f(bm)v(%)fh(bm; R) =My, (b, h; M) + (’)<X5R3/2 + X1/2+8(h;9—b)),

where the implied constant depends on ¢, C1, Co and on the implied constants in (4-2).

Proof. By partial summation and the Pélya—Vinogradov inequality, given a character x (mod ¢q/(q, h))
of conductor 1 < r < R, we have

b
Zf(bm)v( )((hn;)) ((b q))/ Fla'@ Y7 xmdndn < R'q".

htq
mzag DD
11 /b+Mity
M= G )

By definition (2-1), we deduce

Zf(bm)v( )rh(bm R)= 2Zf(bm)v< ) > m+O(X€R3/2).

qg<~/bm—h
(bm,q)=(h,q)
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The condition (bm, q) = (h, q¢) in the sum on the right-hand side is equivalent to

(h,q) o (m(b,q) q ):
(b.q) | (h,q) " (h,q)

Using Mobius inversion and our hypotheses on f and v, we can replace the m-sum by the corresponding

(b, q) | h,

integral and obtain

m . ' 2 3 (b.q) & p3/2
> f(bm>v(ﬁ)rh(bm, R)=> / f(%‘)v(m) Y. T dEFOXCRY).
m q=v&—h
(b.q) | h
The main term on the right-hand side may be rewritten as

ca(h) §—h ¢ p3/2
SR RMERE

d|b d

where H(x) = Zqix 1/qg =logx +y 4+ O(x~"). This gives the claimed estimate. (|
Next, we define

M%, (b, i M) =Y x(@My,.,,(bD. h—ab; M/D) (4-4)

a mod D
(a,D)=1

where fup(€) := f (§ +ab) and vg/p (§) == v(E +a/M).

Lemma 4.3. If b = b°b* with b° | D* and (b*, D) = 1, then

1 h _ b cq(h) 3
b1 M) = ((h b)) ((h,m)dlb* /( <(Db°d>2)+ V)f(g)”(bM)dg'

(4-5)

Moreover, if x mod D is primitive, we have
Zf(bm)v( )x(m)rh(bm R)

X (log X)? h, b*
=M%, (b, I M)+O(1D>R(b p XU08X” | yepiaga g xioee D) ))

bD b*

where 1p- g = 1 if D > R and 0 otherwise.

Proof. We rewrite

1 h b
ME G =5 Y @ 3 O [oge -2y - 210gd)f(€)v<§)d€-

a (mod D) d|bD
(a,D)=1
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Using Gauss sums,

—bD h
> X<a>6d<h—ab>=G<x>7<<7) > z(v)e<7").

a (mod D) v(mod*d)
(a,D)=1

This last expression vanishes unless D (b, D*°) | d. Denoting b° = (b, D*°) and b* = b/b°, we obtain
for d | b*

> x@eppalh —ab) = GOOX(—b*/d)G(X) Y Sx(h/8)u(b°d/8)x (b°d/5)

a (mod D) 3| (bod,h)
(a,D)=1

=b°Dlpe |, X (0") x (h/b%)cq(h)

%Y [ Py h
- X((h,b))x<<h,b>)cd( )

For the second, the computations are similar to the previous lemma. If D > R, we get

This yields our first claim.

Zf(bm)v( )x(m)rh(bm R) < X*D'?R?, (4-6)

while on the other hand M X ,(b, by M) KL (b, h)(bD)™ Ix (log X )2 by a simple computation from (4-5).
If D < R, the bound (4-6) apphes to all the characters involved in the definition of 7, (bm; R), except all
those which are induced by y. We obtain

Z f(bm)v( )X(m)fh(bm R)

2y KOORO0) (M) o pinen,
D1g/(q.h) ¢(q/(.q) (b, )=h.q)

q 2<bm—h
Similarly as above, the main term in the right-hand side can be rewritten

2 () x (-2 ; @.b) 8
_X(m b)) <(h,b)>ff@>v<,,—M) ) s o)
q

<V&—-h
(b,q) | h, D|q/(h,q)
(D,(b,h)/(b,q))=1

The yx-factors impose the conditions b° | h and (D, h/b°) = 1. We rewrite the g-sum as

> o G0l y @R Lsal (o)

q q Dbed
q=«§—h q=<E=h/(Db°) d|b*
(b,q) | h, D|q/(h.q) ®*,q) | h

(D,(b,h)/(b,g))=1

whence the claimed expression. O
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4C. Type T estimates. The following estimate is relevant for convolutions with one smooth component
of size > x!/37¢, It can be viewed as a generalization of a result of Selberg [1991, page 235] on the

equidistribution of 7, in arithmetic progressions.

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢ > 0, let Cy > C; > 0, let v : (0, 00) — R be a smooth and compactly supported
function, and let x mod D be a Dirichlet character of modulus D > 1. Then we have, for any X, M > 1
and R> D,any 1 <bD, |h| K X't and any interval I C [C1X, C2X],

Z x(m)v(M)Ah(bm R) < X*(DX'? 4+ (b, hD®*YMX~'/?> + D'2R3/2). (4-7)

m:bmel
The implied constants depend only on the function v and the constants ¢, C| and Cj.
Proof. Note that we can always assume bM =< X, since otherwise the sums in consideration are empty.

Let f : (0, 00) — [0, 00) be a smooth weight function, which is compactly supported in supp f C
[C1X/2,2C,X], which has value f(§) =1 for all £ € I, and whose derivatives satisfy

V) « forv>0 and /|f(”)(§)|d€<< ! for v > 1,

(2X)Y (QXx)v-1

for some constant 2 < 1. We can then encode the condition bm € I by using the function f (&) via

> X(m)v( )Ah(bm R) = Zf(bm)v( )X(m)Ah(bm R)+0O(QX'ep, (4-8)

m:bmel

so that it suffices to consider the smoothed sum on the right-hand side.
Assume first that y is the trivial character. In [Topacogullari 2018, Section 3] it is shown that

Z f(bm)v( )r(bm h) = My (b, h; M) + O(X*b'2Q™1/2), (4-9)
where the main term M, (b, h; M) is given by (4-3). By Lemma 4.2, we obtain

Z f(bm)v(%)%h(bm; R) = My, (b, h; M)+ O(X R + (b, )b~ X 1/21%), (4-10)

The estimate (4-7), in the case D = 1 and x = 1, now follows from (4-8) with the choice Q2 = bX~%/3.
Now assume that yx is a primitive character modulo D, where D < R and bD < X 1=¢ We write

Zf(bm)v(%)x(m)r(bm—h)= > x<a><Zf<bm>v( )r(bm h>)

a (mod D) m
(a,D)=1

with

b:=Db, M:=M/D, h:=h—ab, F&):=f(E+ab) and ﬁ(é)::v(é—l—%),
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so that we can use our former result (4-9) to get

m

Z f(bm)v(M>X(m)t(bm —h)= M7} (b, h; M) + OXED?p'2Q~117),

where M }( ,(b, h; M) is defined in (4-4). By Lemma 4.3, we obtain

Zf(bm)v<%)x(m)f(bm —h)

m

h, b*
=Y fbmu (%)X(m)fh(bm; R)+ O, <XED3/2b1/2sz—1/2 +X¢D'?R3? 4 X‘/M%)
m
We choose 2 = bDX%/3, and hence get (4-7) also in this case.
The case when x is not necessarily primitive follows at once using Mdbius inversion. 0

4D. Type 75 estimates. The following estimate is a uniform version of the 7, — 1 shifted convolution
problem obtained recently by the second author.

Lemma 4.5. Let ¢ > 0, let Cy > C| > 0, let vy, vy : (0, 00) — R be smooth and compactly supported
weight functions, and let x and x» be Dirichlet characters mod D. Then for any X, b > 1 and R > D, any
My > M, > 1 with X'/> < MM, any h € Z with 1 < |h|, D < X'/* and any interval I C [C1X /2, C2X],
we have

S w5 Yoo ( B2 ) xa 0m) xa(ma) A (bmima; R)
= 1M1 2 M, Xilmyp) x2(ma) Ay 1ma;

bm1m2€I
11, M1,
XD

The implied constant depends only on the constants €, C and C,, and the functions vy and v,.

1/4
< b°D5/2(XM1M2)1/3+8(1 - ( ) ) + XTPERPBO(h, )M M5, (4-11)

Proof. Note that we can make the assumption b < as otherwise the sum in consideration is empty.

_X
MMy’
Also, as in Lemma 4.4, we can exchange the original sum by its smoothed version,

Y fmimyv, (ﬂ)UZ(@)Xl(ml)XZ(WZ)Ah(bmlm% R),
M, M,

my,ny

with an error of the size of O(QX'tep—1).
Let xo := X1x2- The results of [Topacogullari 2018] cannot be quoted as a black box, however, the
computations of [Topacogullari 2017] on which they are based may be adapted with little change. We write

Zf(bmlmz)vl(]”V’I—ll)vz(@)m(mlm(mz)r(bmlm—h)= Y xi@b@),

M
my,my 2 a (mod D)

where D(a) is the defined as

D(a)::Zwl(i”lnx—l-fl)wz(rznx-iz-ﬂ)r(rln—l-fl) > X0 h (1),

1 ni,na
niny=ran+fa

n
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with
X
ri:=bD, r:=D, fii=ab—h, fr:=a, x5 :=X, xzzzz,

and

wi ) 1=y FXE+R).  wa®) =y FXE). Ny, (n1.m) 1= vz(%)vl (1"“4—"‘1)
The sum D(a) is now of the same shape as the sum D4 (x], x7) defined in [Topacogullari 2017, page 157],
with the function f (a, b) there replaced by yo(a) f (a, b). The computations of Section 3 of [loc. cit.] can
then be adapted with the following changes. In Section 3.1 of [loc. cit.] the expressions Zg p and ijB
have an additional factor xo(au/u3) in the summands. In the sums in the definition of RfB, [loc. cit.,
page 159], the summand has to be multiplied by an additional factor xo(c), and the altered relation

u RE
IVEDD xO(u—i) > x@=4E
uy | uy 2 d

* *Y__
r;‘ |72 (d,r1 szuz)—l

holds. Consequently, the relationship between RXB (N; x) and K;fB (N; x) becomes
Riz(N:x)= Y tm8(x:n)Kip(xx0:n).
N<n<2N

The rest of the argument of [loc. cit.] is adapted with the only change that the Kuznetsov formula is
applied with nebentypus y xo instead of x. This has no effect on the error terms, since the bounds in
Theorem 2.6 and Lemmas 2.7, 2.8 and 2.9 of [loc. cit.] are uniform with respect to the nebentypus.

By the bound (3.4) of [loc. cit.], with b° = (b, D*°), ro < Db° and h < h D, we obtain

D(a) = Z % Z cq(abmaimiy — h)

bDmy 415D d

% /(log(é; —h)+2y —2logd) - f(%‘)m(bMSlmz) dg

1 b, X\’ 1h|\ /4
O boD3/2X1/2+£ 1 - s
+ < o2 T\ "ow *\sp

where m, denotes any integer such that m; - my = 1 mod D. We sum over a (mod D), exchange the a-

and m,-sums, and change variables a <— am,. We obtain

Y xi@D(a)

a (mod D)

0 1/4
_ m2 X ) ons2yl/2te( | (b, )X 7]
= m§2 U(Mz)xz(mz)M -, (m2b, I M1)+(9(b D=X <91/2+ Di? 1+ ) ,

with M }("U] (myb, h; M) defined as in (4-4), for which we can use Lemma 4.3. The bound (4-11) follows
after choosing Q = X /3(M; M,)~2/3. O
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4E. Type II estimates. The following estimate, the first version of which was obtained in [Fouvry 1985],

concerns convolutions with one component supported inside [x*, x!/37¢].

Lemma 4.6. For all n, A > 0, there exist §, B > 0 such that the following holds. Whenever X, R > 1,
(a,h) e 72, an interval I C [X/2, X], and two sequences (B,), (yn) are given, under the conditions
1 <R, |al, |h| < X°, and

Bul <Ta®).  |val STAM). YuAO=>ne[X", X377,

we have

> (Bxy)m)Anan; R) Kap t((a, k)R> X (log X). (4-12)

nel

Proof. Recall that Ay (an; R) < RX?. In the left-hand side of (4-12), the contribution of those n such
that (n, (ah)™) > X? is therefore at most

RX® Z 1 < RX!79te,
n<X
(n,(ah)®)>X°

Next, we have

Yoo BEnmAan R = Y > BumVamAu(@iiiomn: R).

d | (ah)*® nel Mo | (ah)® mrlE()n])\,z)_]I
<X’ jlz =1 MA<X®  (mn,ah)=1
(/dal= (m.A2)=1

Finally, we note that there are at most O(X 1/2+ey tuples (A1, Ay, m, n) with AjAomn € I for which the
expression aijlomn — h is a perfect square, and

Ap(ariiomn; R) =2 Z Z UR (mn%)%, Q) + O(la)\l)»zmn—h isa square),

A3 | (h,ahir2) g</arirgmn—h/r3
(q.ar1dah/2)=1

where the notation ug(n; ¢) is defined in formula (5.1) of [Drappeau 2017]. Now, for each (A1, A3, A3),
the sum

S04l = Y > ur(mn2lig)

g=<ardgmn—h/rz mne(iir2)~
Jarah/AH=1  (mn,ah)=1
(@arirah/33) (m,A2)=1

is of the same shape as in formula (5.6) of [Drappeau 2017], with three differences:
(1) The quantity t4(A1)T4(X2) has to be factored out for the condition (5.4) of [loc. cit.] to hold.

(2) The sums over m and n must be restricted to dyadic intervals, which is done at the cost of an
additional factor (log x)2.

(3) The sums over m, n and g are not separated.
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The last point can be implemented by a standard argument (see e.g., page 720 of [loc. cit.]), cutting the
(m, n) sums into intervals of type [M, (1 +&)M] x [N, (1 +&)N] with § < R™1/2, Assuming § is small
enough in terms of 7, we obtain

S(h1s A2, A3) L TAADTAM2) (M 1A2) ' X (log X)B (s +£71R7Y)
L Ta(r)Ta(A) (A122) TTRT2 X (log X)B.

We sum this over (A1, A2, A3) satisfying
Mizl@)®, Mra<x°, A3l (h,ariro).
Since Y7, | (any AW TMA™! <4 (loglog x)24™M | we obtain

Y (Bxy)m)An(an; R) L t((a, D{RX'™? + R7'/2X (log X)PH},

nel
which yields our claim by reinterpreting § and B. O
5. The case of rational parameters

Let xi, ..., xr be distinct Dirichlet characters mod D, and the function f € ]-'Z)@ (A) be defined by

oo T
fn) .

> =1L, (5-1)
n=1 j=1

with by, ..., by € Q, which we write in the form

U; .
bj=rj+—J withr; € Zand uj, v; € Nsuchthat 0 <u; <v;.
vj

For notational convenience we also define
Flhe= Y Il Ioll= Y vy,
1<j<T 1<j<T

Our goal is to prove estimate (2-4) for the function f defined in (5-1). In fact, we will prove a result
which is slightly more precise in term of uniformity in D and 7.

Proposition 5.1. Let A, D, T > 1 be fixed. Then we have, for x > 3,1 C [x/2,x] and f € ]:g@ (A) as

described above, the following estimate,

Ds/zx(logX)Ber(D)

mir vl for1<a,|hl, R <", (5-2)

|Z¢(I;a,h; R)| < Ct((a, h))
where 6 > 0 is some absolute constant, and where B, C > 0 are constants which depend only on A and T.

The rest of this section is now concerned with proving Proposition 5.1.
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5A. Application of the combinatorial identity. Denote T/ (n) := 1,(n)x (n), so that
f(n) = rlfl' ERERE IZ(TT. (5-3)
The expression on the left-hand side of (5-2) now reads

Siahi R = Y g m)--- g (mr)Ay(am, - -mr; R). (5-4)

my---mr€l
By Theorem 3.2 with K = 4 we can write 7:;(/_" (mj) as

4
Glm) =Y e Y ey xim) e x g )T, )T g ), (555)
=1

my--mg, ,-”l"'"kz =mj
J

where (kg j);le and (kéy ,')fz':l are two sequences of integers satisfying
0<kej<Irjl+4, 1<k ;<(rjl+Hvj,

and where (Ce,j)fg':l is a set of complex numbers whose moduli are bounded in terms of A. We replace
each factor r[j(jj (m ) in (5-4) by its decomposition, and after expanding the resulting expression, we end
up with a linear combination (whose coefficients are bounded by O4(1)) of Or(1) sums of the form

Ei= Y oim)--oxmooi(nn) - op () Alamy -+ -myny - i R), - (5-6)
m1~~-mkn1~~-nk/el
Nyyeeny nk/§x1/4

where each function o; is some Dirichlet character mod D, where each function g; is equal to T i“l Jv; for
some j, and where k and k' are integers bounded by

0<k<4T+[rl; and 1<Kk <4vli+ Y Irjlv;.
1<j<T

We consider each sum E separately.
For technical reasons, it will be necessary to use a smooth dyadic decomposition for the variables

my, ..., mg. Letu : (0, 00) — R be a smooth and compactly supported function, which satisfies
suppu C [‘l‘, 2] and Zu(%) =1 forall ¢ € (0, 0),
tez
and define

uo(g):zu(M%) and uAS)::u(%) for ¢ > 0,

£<0 t

where we have set
ME = x1/4+7]2[’
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with 0 < n < 2—14 an arbitrary, but fixed constant. For a k-tuple £ = (£, ..., ¥;) € N, we then define
Bei= Z ug, (mp)or(my) - - - ug, (mp)ox (mi)oi (n1) - - o () Alamy - - - mgny - - -n; R),
m1~-~mkn1~--nk/el
nl,...,nk/§x1/4

so that the sum E can be split as

[l
[1]

L.

-y

LeNk

Note that this last sum is in fact finite, since E, becomes empty if the coordinates of ¢ are large enough,
namely if £1, ..., £ > logx. We will now estimate the sums =, in different ways, depending on the
sizes of the supports of the variables m;.

5B. Case I. First assume that £ has at least one coordinate, say ¢;, satisfying M,, > x!/3+7. Let
mo :=my---myny ---np. Denoting o1 = x; for some j, we can use Lemma 4.4 with X = ax, b =am,
and M = M,, to get

M
E ug, (mp)oy(my) Ap(amomy; R) K¢ a x° (l)amxl/3 + (amo, th)—lfé + D1/2R3/2).
X
my:momi €1

This leads to
By <o x5(Da'Px'"" + (a, hD®)(log x)* P x /2 4 231 pl/2R3/%) (5-7)

where we have made use of the fact that

x (10 x)a)(D)xH—s
Y (me.hD®)< > D* ) (mo. h) e h* Yo 2T

< * o0 * Zl * o] Mgl
m()ix/Mgl D *|D mo<x/(D M[I) D lD
D*<x D*<x

5C. Case II. Next assume that £ has at least two nonzero coordinates, say £; > £, > 1. We can also
assume that x /417 « M, , My, < x'/3+7  since the case of larger My, and My, is already treated above.
Let mg:=ms---myny - --np. We use Lemma 4.5 with X = ax and b = am(, which gives

Z g (my)or(mpug, (my)oa(mz) Ap(amomyma; R)
mp,mo:
momima€el

My M
<e.a (amg, D®)x* (DS/Z(C!XM@. M) + (h, amo) R == lfg),
a X

so that altogether we are led to

B¢ Kea (@, h)(a, D®)(log x)*Px*(D>?a'Px!=*3 + (a, h)R¥*x'/?). (5-8)
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SD. Case IIl. Finally, we need to consider the case, where £ has at most one nonzero coordinate, say £,

. 1 . .
for which we have My, < x37. We split the sum E, into two parts,

m .= 2@
= sy “l_ue ,

according to whether ny -+ -ngp > x"Torny -+ -np < x7.
We look first at Eél). We split this sum according to the value of

w=min{l <p' <k': ny---ny>x",

and write accordingly
k/

~(1 (1

&) = 3" 5P (w).

n=1
After defining
B = Z e, (mi)or(my) - - - uo(m)ok (M) Q1 (Mt 1) - - 0w (),
My Ml )Ty =M
S nk/SX1/4
and
Vi 1= Z o1(n1) ---ouny),
np-nyp=n
nyny_1 <xXNng,.,n, <x 4

. . ,_,(])
and renaming n <= ny---ny, and m <= my -+ - MmNy - - -, We can write E, (i) as

~(1
2y (w) = > BuvaAn(amn; R).
m,n: mnel
xT<n<x1/4tn
Note that y, =0 if n > x /41 Moreover, we can bound the quantities §,, and y,, by
1Bl < T2prp+87 (M), |Val < Tjryy a7 ().
Hence we can apply Lemma 4.6 with A < 2||r||; + 8T, and we see that
2 (w) < t((a, )R~ x(logx)B1 for 1 <a,|h|, R <x",

where &1, B; > 0 are certain constants which depend solely on n and A. Summing over u, we deduce

2" <4 t((a, )R~ x(ogx)P1|[v]l; for 1 <a,l|h|, R <x. (5-9)

The other sum Ef) can be estimated similarly — the role of the variables ny, ..., ny is now played by
the variables mo, . .., my. Eventually, we get

2 «a t((a, )R x(logx)B  for 1 <a,|h|, R <x*, (5-10)

where &,, By > 0 are certain constants which again depend solely on 1 and A.
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5E. Conclusion. Grouping the different bounds (5-7)—(5-10), setting B := max(Bj, B,) and choosing

6 > 0 small enough, we get
E < t((a, ) D?R™V2x(log x) Bt |y||, for1<a, |h|, R <x°,

with the implicit constant depending only on A and T'. This finally proves Proposition 5.1.

6. Interpolation to complex parameters

Letry, ..., ryp) be the residues mod D which are relatively prime to D. Any f € Fj;(A) is given by
00 @(D)
Sn) Zj
IO T (1+52), &
n=1 j=1 p=r; mod D
forz=(z1,...,29p)) € C?D)| with |zj| < A. After setting
w,(n) :=#{p prime : p|n, p=r mod D}, (6-2)

we can also write
(D)

f="3 [lz™"

ny-nyp)y=n j=I1

Our aim here is to show that the bound (2-4) holds for X ¢(/; a, h; R), for all f € F(A). By Lemma 2.5
this will imply Proposition 2.1.

Let x1, ..., xo(p) be the Dirichlet characters mod D, let Q be the unitary matrix
x1(r)  x2(r) o0 Xey(r1)
0= 1 x1(r2)  x2(r2) - Xep)(r2)

V(D) : : : ’
X1(rop) x2(re)) -+ Xo0) (o))
and let Mg : C¥P) — C#P) be the bijective linear map associated to Q.

Let K > 1. We define F};(A, K) to be the set of functions f € F}5(A) of the same form as in (6-1),
but with the additional property that the parameters z are given by

7= MQ(b)
for a tuple of rational numbers b = (by, ..., byp)) € Q) satisfying
bjl<A and b;=-L withu;, v;eZand|vj| <K,
vj

forall j =1,...,¢(D). By Proposition 5.1, Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, we deduce that the bound (2-4)
holds for all f € Fj(A, K) in the following form.
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Proposition 6.1. Let A, D > 1 be fixed. For K > 1,x > 3,1 C[x/2,x] and f € Fj5(A, K), we have

x(log x)®

[Zp(ia. i R)| < CK((a, ) =5

forlfas |h|’R§x3a (6_3)
where § > 0 is some absolute constant, and where B, C > 0 are constants which depend only on A and D.

Our goal is to interpolate this result to all functions in Fj5(A). Let f € Fj;(A) be fixed, with z as in
(6-1). For L € [1, oo, we define two polynomials in the variables Z = (Z, ..., Z,(p)) as follows,

@(D)

PuZy:=Y > [z auan;R), Pu(Z):=PL(Mo(Z)).
el

n ny-ngmmy=n j=1
Vjio,m<L "

By definition, both these polynomials have degree at most L in each variable. Furthermore, let
-l
b:=M, (Z),
and note that ||b|| < D'/?A. Using this notation, we can now write the sum X ¢(/; a, h; R) simply as

Y f(m)An(an: R) = P (b).

nel

In order to have better control over the degree of P+ (Z), we cut off all the terms of degree larger
than some fixed real number L > 1. For a tuple ¢ = ({1, ..., {y(p)) satisfying [{;| < AD'? and any real
number E > 1, this leads to an error term of the following form,

1Poao(0) = PO < Y 1p(m)(AD)*™|Ay(an; R)|

nel
w(n)>L

<E™") () (ADE)*™|Ay(an; R)|

n<x

12
<e* (Z TADZE(n)z) (ZIAh(an; R)Iz)

n<x n<x

1/2

The different factors can be estimated via [Tenenbaum 1995, Theorem I1.6.1], and Lemma 4.1, and we
get

1Poo(¢) — BL(0)| < E~F (x(log x)APE 112 (x (log x)*z ((a, 1))/
< E~Lt((a, h))x(log x)APE) /242 (6-4)

where the implicit constants depend at most on A, E and D.
Next, we set
_ 2(t+1)|AD'/?]

il —|AD'?] for¢=0,...,L.

B :
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Obviously, all these numbers are bounded by |8¢| < AD'/?, and are rational numbers with denominators

not larger than L + 1. Furthermore, we have the bound

12

A
|Be, — Be,| > [€1 —£2| for £y # £5.

For any tuple £ = (¢4, ..., Lyp)) €{0, ..., L}*D), denote B¢ = (B, .- -, Bt ). The value Poo(By) can
be interpreted as an instance of the sum X iUsa, h; R) for an appropriate function f € Fp(AD, L+1),

Poo(Be) = =I5 a, h; R).

Hence, by Proposition 6.1 and the estimate in (6-4) we can deduce
BL(B) <ap (@ h)x(logx) AP (T y (©-5)
L(Be) Ka,p T((a, h))x(logx RI2ZTEL) )
uniformly for 1 <a, ||, R < x°.
By Lagrange interpolation, we bring P (b) into the following shape,

PLby= )

£ef0,...,L}9D) j= 10<1<L
i#L

(D)

which is allowed since the Vandermonde determinant associated to (8,) does not vanish. We can now
estimate P;, (b) via the already known bound (6-5) for the expressions P (Be). Namely, we have

(D)
PL®) < Y 1PLBOI ] H _ﬁ |
£€{0,...,L}¢(D j= 10<z<L ¢

i#L;
(D)

< t((a, h))x(log x) PP /2+B(R€/2 %)(4@”’(0) Z [1 1_[

L) j=10<i<L
i#L;

J_’|

.....

L 1 ) (8L)LeD

(ADEY*/2+B o
<L 7((a, h))x(log x) (RI/Z (LN)#D) °

which after using Stirling’s approximation for the gamma function simplifies to
~ 1 1
|PL(B)] < T((a, h))x(logx) APEN/2+B (Rl/z + _)<4e)2DL

with the implicit constant depending at most on A, E and D.
After adding all the terms we had cut off earlier, we are finally led to

1 1
¢l a, h; R) <a,p,p T((a, h)x(logx)APE) /2+B<R1/z + ﬁ>(4e)2m.
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With the choices
log R

=——2="_  and E:=4e)®?,
12D log(4e)

and after reinterpreting the constant B, we get

x(log x)B s

Ef(l;a,h;R) <La.p t((a, h)) R/ for 1 <a, |h|, R <x°,

which is exactly the statement we wanted to prove.

7. Proof of Theorem 1.2 using Linnik’s identity

We now sketch how Theorem 1.2 can alternatively be proven using Theorem 3.3. The details of the
computations being very similar, we will restrict to discussing the main differences in the arguments.

As mentioned above, it is enough to consider the case f € F},(A), or in other words we can assume
that f = ‘Eb - % ‘L’b , where x1, ..., xr are distinct Dirichlet characters mod D, and where by, ..., by
are complex numbers whose moduli are bounded by A. The sum in consideration is then given by

Silia, b R = ) gl m) - Tl mp) Ayamy - my; R).

my---mré€l

Here we replace each ‘L';(jj (m ) by its decomposition as given in Theorem 3.3 with K = 4, and after
expanding the resulting expression, we end up with a linear combination of sums of the form

Ei= Y. om)--oum)pi(ny) - pr(ng)Alamy - --mgn - -nr; R),
my---mgny---nr€l
PF(ny-ng)<x'4

where each function o is some Dirichlet character mod D, where each function p; is equal to r,fj;’_ , for
some j and £ € [0, 3], and where k < 37. We consider each sum & separately
To each factor p; in the sum E we apply Lemma 3.4 with y = x4 and w = x" for some arbitrary, but

fixed n € (O, 5 4) By compa01ty, it follows that for each j =1, ..., T there exist arithmetic functions o
and B;, such that the sum E can be written as

53

[I]

T
1)+ZEZ)+E(3)

Jj=1 j=1
with
—~(1
:45'):: Z (o1 %---xop)m)p1(ny) --- pr(ny)A(amny ---nt; R),
mny--nt €l
P+(n1‘..nT)le/4
Nlyeeey "_i—lix'7,n_/>x'/’7

pk nj,pr>x/4
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5P = > (m*---*ak)(m)( I1 pk(nk))aj(n})ﬁJ-(n;f)A(amnl---nT;R),
mn1~~~nj1n’jn’j’nj+1~~nrel 1%k§_T
PH(uynj 'y -ong) <x'/4 #J
Ny n_f,lfx",x’7<n;-§x]/4+"
V= Y (orx---x0)m)pi(m) - prng) Alamny ---nz: R).
mny---nyel
ny,..ny<x"

H(‘l)

The sums E ; can be bound trivially. Indeed, we note that if a prime power p* > y divides #, then

since P+(nj) <y we must have k > 2. Hence

—~(1
g < > T(ater (M) Adan; R)|

nel
Eipk |n:pk>xl/4, k>2

1/2 172
<e <Z|A(an; R)|2) ( 3 1)

nel nel
Ip* | nipk>xl/4, k=2

Lar x¢((a, b)),

which is an acceptable error term.

ES.Z), we can bound them following the arguments of Case III, Section 5D, since

Concerning the sums
we have a variable localized in [x", x1/41"], and since ;ll +1 < % The remaining sum E®, which is
analogous to (5-6), can be estimated for all sufficiently small n > 0 by the arguments of Sections 5B, 5C

and 5D, according to the size of the involved variables. As a result, we get for these sums the estimate

x(log x)OM

=2 =0
T <<A,T T((a, h)) R1/2

Together with the bound for Ey), this eventually proves Theorem 1.2.

8. Proof of Theorems 1.2, 1.3, 1.4 and 1.6

In this section we want to deduce Theorem 1.2 from Proposition 2.1, and afterwards apply this result to
the problems mentioned in the introduction. Before doing so, we first need to prove an auxiliary result,
which is concerned with bounds on average for functions in Fp(A) twisted by a Dirichlet character.

Lemma 8.1. Let f € Fp(A) and let B > 1. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that, for all Dirichlet
characters x mod q satisfying cond(x){D and g < (logx)®, we have

ZX(n)f(n) & xe~eVloer, (8-1)

n<x

Both the constant ¢ and the implicit constant depend at most on A, B and D.
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Proof. Let F, (s) be the Dirichlet series associated to the function x (n) f(n). By Lemma 2.4 we know
that F, (s) can be written as

F(s) = Hy(s) ]_[ L(s, xy)?  for Re(s) > 1,
¥ mod D

where H, (s) is a holomorphic function in $Re(s) > % + ¢, bounded in terms of A, D only.

Due to the assumption cond(x)tD we know that none of the characters x v is principal, which means
that none of the L-functions L(s, x ) has a pole at s = 1. It follows from Siegel’s theorem that for
any 8 > O there exists a constant c(8) such that all L(s, x ) are zero-free in the region defined by the
condition Re(s) > 1 — y(TJm(s)), where

(8-2)

y(t):= min{ c©) c©) }

log(gD(It|+2))" (¢D)°
Using this zero-free region, the bound (8-1) follows using a standard contour integration argument; see
e.g., [Montgomery and Vaughan 2007, Section 11.3]. O

We now proceed to prove Theorem 1.2. We set R = (log x)” where L > 1 is some constant which
depends only on A, B and D, and which we will determine at the very end. Note that in any case we can
assume x to be large enough so that D < R is satisfied.

We start by splitting the sum D ¢ (x; a, h) into two parts as follows,

Dy¢(x;a, h) = Df(ﬁ; a,h)+ Z f(m)t(an — h).
Jx<n<x
While the first sum can be estimated by trivial means, we can use Proposition 2.1 to evaluate the second
(after first dividing the range of summation into dyadic intervals). This eventually shows that there exists
an absolute constant § > 0, and a constant B depending only on A and D, such that, for all 1 <a, |h| < X8,

x(logx)B>

Df<x;a,h>=Mf<x;a,h>+o<r<<a,h>> Ik
with

Mf(x;a,h):= Z f(n)Ty(an; R).

|h|/a<n<x

It remains to evaluate this last sum.
After expanding 7 (an; R), it can be written as

1

My(xia,hy=2 Y o) Yoo x(@s) Dl fmx() + o6t
g=vax P\ y modq/h.q) o Jan<r
cond x <R (an.q)=(h.q)

We now split the remaining sum into two parts, denoted by M}l)(x; a, h) and M}z) (x; a, h), depending
on whether cond(y) | D or not. A simple reordering of the sums shows that the first part is equal to
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M (x; a, h) as given in Theorem 1.2. The second part can be written as

1 _ 2,2
MPean=23 3 3 3 RS =55 (5 )
tl(a.h) wlh/t qu/(zu)(pq x mod g
(u,a/t)=1 cond x<R
cond(x)tD

with S, (x, u) given by
Spx(eu):= " fun)x®).

n<x/u

This last sum can be estimated via Lemma 8.1, namely we have

Sp (X, u) = Z fwu™)x W) Z F(n)x () +O(x'/2+e)

u* | u® n=<x/(uu*)
u*<./x (n,u)=1
< xemelorr 37 TAGU) | i
sk
Wy uu

u

for some constant ¢ > 0 depending on A, D and L. Hence

MP(x;a, h) < (@, h)Rx(log x)* e~ VI8* « 7((a, h))xe™/P/loex,

Eventually, we get

B
Ds(x;a,h)=M¢(x;a, h)+ O(r((a, h))x((lzij? + e /v logx>),

and Theorem 1.2 follows with the choice L =3N + 3B.

8A. Proof of Theorems 1.3, 1.4 and 1.6. The applications mentioned in the introduction are essentially
all immediate corollaries of Theorem 1.2, except for the fact that it remains to evaluate the main terms.
This is a rather tedious task, but can be done using standard techniques from analytic number theory, in
particular the Selberg—Delange method, which is for example described in detail in [Tenenbaum 1995,
Chapter I1.5]. In order to not further lengthen this article, we only want to indicate very briefly the main

steps of the procedure.
In the case of Theorem 1.3, the main term takes the form

1
M (x;1,h)=2 Z m Z . (n),
qSﬁ(p @)/ g2<n<x
(n,¢)=(h,q)
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which after a few simple transformations can be written as

3 D(x; uq, uv) — D(u*q?; uq, uv)

+O(x1/7re), (8-3)
v(q)

MG Lhy= > z(uv)

ulh,v|lu>® q=</x/u
v=yx (q.vh/w)=1

where

D(y;r,t):= Z 7,(n).

n<y/t
(n,r)=1

This sum has been studied in detail in [Tenenbaum 1995, Chapter I1.5]. In particular, following the proof
of [loc. cit., Theorem II.5.2], we see that there exist complex numbers jj(r, t) such that

1§~ s ylogy)t | ((ogn)™*! y(log y)?
PinD=57 ; [z —6) (log y)t* O( t (logy)t+>-s )
where .
WE(r, 1) = Af(‘/’;s(r) il 11 £6) ) with () := ]_[(1 = %) :

plr
and where the differential operator A® is defined as

Al 9*
CT st

s=1

By Leibniz’s rule and the Taylor expansion of (s — 1)¢(s) at 1, it remains to evaluate the sums

Al (ug) ALy (ug) g*(2log(ug))*
2 T ™ML Ty Gl
q=<v/x/u q=<y/x/u
(g,vh/u)=1 (g,vh/u)=1

For the first sum this is a standard exercise in using counter integration, the result being

L.z z vh) w/2
3 Asws(uq):AfRe(s)(Ciwl/fs(u)pw(u)x ;(w+l)>+0( 1 )

Sy AC) w= vieh)  u® w PeTEar
(q,vh/u)=1
with
1 W(p)—1>
Couwi= <1+ + :
s, w 1;[ (p_l)pw+1 (p_l)pw
and

: . pr(Wsi(p) =1 _ p
ys’w(n) = H(l + w2 — putl 1 1) and oy (n) := 1_[(1 - pwt2 — pwtl 4 1)

pln pln
An asymptotic formula for the second sum now follows via partial summation. After putting the resulting
formulae back in (8-3) and completing the sum over v, this eventually leads to the main term described in
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Theorem 1.3. In particular, the first coefficient is given by

1 1—1/p)1—1
)\h,O(Z):% l—[ <1+( /P) )

(p.m)=1 P
1 1 z+1 £-1 0 — i j 1 z—1 4
'1—[(1__+(1__> Zw+(1__) ’Z(éﬁl)). (8-4)
Pt b g J=l P P g

For Corollary 1.5, we have from [Narkiewicz 2004, Proposition 8.4, Theorem 8.6] that the characteristic
function n — bk (n) of the set Ny is multiplicative with b(p) = 1 if and only if erX(K) x(p) >0,
where X (K) is a subgroup of the Dirichlet characters modulo the discriminant D = Disc(K) and ptD.
The subgroup of residue classes a mod D such that > yex(k) X (@) > 0, corresponding to the subgroup H
in [Narkiewicz 2004, Theorem 8.2], has density 1/[K : Q] inside (Z/DZ)*. Thus we have a factorization

> @ =" H ()

n>1
where H is holomorphic and bounded in the strip $Re(s) > % The rest of the argument the follows the
path described above. We leave the details to the reader.

In the case K = Q(i), the first coefficient is given by B0 = BoB(h), where

1 I 1\ "2
Boi=— <1——2) : (8-5)
ﬁp53m0d4 p
and ,
h* 1 —1 1
B(h):=(1+xz(ho)> (1— -+ ¢ )1) I1 (1+—2),
et p+1 - pip+D/ _F s p
p=3 mod 4

with h° := (h, 2%°), h* .= hﬁ and x4 the nonprincipal character mod 4.
Finally, the proof of Theorem 1.6 rests upon the fact that

1 9k _
Z T(n—h) = Ea_zkax’h(()) with B, 5 (z) := Z MW (n—h).

|h|<n=<x |h|<n<x

Since the function n — z®™ is an element of Fj(A) for |z| < A, Theorem 1.2 can again be applied in
this case. After evaluating the arising main term in the same manner as described above, we see that there
exist functions yj, ¢(z), which are holomorphic in a neighborhood of z, such that

L

Vh,e(2) x(log x)*®)

Een(@) = x(logx)* ) | S O(— -
= (logx) (logx)L+i-e

At this point Theorem 1.6 essentially follows by taking derivatives with respect to z on both sides. The
procedure is however not completely straightforward, since we also need to have control over the error
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term on the right hand side. In our case we can simply cite [Tenenbaum 1995, Theorem 11.6.3], where a
result of this type is proven in very large generality.
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The construction problem for Hodge numbers
modulo an integer

Matthias Paulsen and Stefan Schreieder

For any integer m > 2 and any dimension n > 1, we show that any n-dimensional Hodge diamond with
values in Z/mZ is attained by the Hodge numbers of an n-dimensional smooth complex projective variety.
As a corollary, there are no polynomial relations among the Hodge numbers of n-dimensional smooth
complex projective varieties besides the ones induced by the Hodge symmetries, which answers a question
raised by Kollar in 2012.

1. Introduction

Hodge theory allows one to decompose the k-th Betti cohomology of an n-dimensional compact Kdhler
manifold X into its (p, g)-pieces for all 0 < k < 2n:

H'X. 0= P H"(X). HPX)=H""X).

p+q=k
0<p.,g=n

The C-linear subspaces H”+9(X) are naturally isomorphic to the Dolbeault cohomology groups H?(X, Qf().
The integers h?9(X) = dimg H?9(X) for 0 < p,q < n are called Hodge numbers. One usually
arranges them in the so called Hodge diamond:

Jn
hn,n—l hn—l,n

hn,l hl,n

hn,O hn—l,l .. hl,n—l hO,n
hn—l,O hO,n—l

hl,O hO,l
h0,0

The sum of the k-th row of the Hodge diamond equals the k-th Betti number. We always assume that a
Kéhler manifold is compact and connected, so we have K00 — pnn — 1,

MSC2010: primary 32Q15; secondary 14C30, 14E99, 51M15.
Keywords: Hodge numbers, Kihler manifolds, construction problem.
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Complex conjugation and Serre duality induce the symmetries
h?4 =h?P = p"P""4 forall0 < p,q <n. (1)
Additionally, we have the Lefschetz inequalities
hPd < pPthatl for p4g <n. (2)

While Hodge theory places severe restrictions on the geometry and topology of K#hler manifolds,
Simpson [2004] points out that very little is known to which extent the theoretically possible phenomena
actually occur. This leads to the following construction problem for Hodge numbers:

Question 1. Let (h”'7)o<, 4<» be a collection of nonnegative integers with h%9 =1 obeying the Hodge
symmetries (1) and the Lefschetz inequalities (2). Does there exist a Kdhler manifold X such that
hP4(X)=hP9forall0 < p,g <n?

After results in dimensions two and three (see e.g., [Hunt 1989]), significant progress has been made
by Schreieder [2015]. For instance, it is shown in [loc. cit., Theorem 3] that the above construction
problem is fully solvable for large parts of the Hodge diamond in arbitrary dimensions. In particular,
the Hodge numbers in a given weight k£ may be arbitrary (up to a quadratic lower bound on A?'? if
k =2p is even) and so the outer Hodge numbers can be far larger than the inner Hodge numbers (see
[loc. cit., Theorem 1]), contradicting earlier expectations formulated in [Simpson 2004]. Weaker results
with simpler proofs, concerning the possible Hodge numbers in a given weight, have later been obtained
by Arapura [2016].

In [Schreieder 2015], it was also observed that one cannot expect a positive answer to Question 1
in its entirety. For example, any 3-dimensional Kihler manifold X with 21 (X) =1 and #>°(X) > 1
satisfies h>1(X) < 12°-h39(X), see [loc. cit., Proposition 28]. Therefore, a complete classification of all
possible Hodge diamonds of Kihler manifolds or smooth complex projective varieties seems hopelessly
complicated.

While these inequalities aggravate the construction problem for Hodge numbers, one might ask whether
there also exist number theoretic obstructions for possible Hodge diamonds. For example, the Chern
numbers of Kihler manifolds satisfy certain congruences due to integrality conditions implied by the
Hirzebruch—Riemann—Roch theorem.

For an arbitrary integer m > 2, let us consider the Hodge numbers of a Kihler manifold in Z/mZ, which
forces all inequalities to disappear. The purpose of this paper is to show that Question 1 is modulo m
completely solvable even for smooth complex projective varieties.

Theorem 2. Let m > 2 be an integer. For any integer n > 1 and any collection of integers (h”*?)o<p 4<n
such that h%° = 1 and h?9 = h?P = h"~P"~4 for 0 < p, q < n, there exists a smooth complex projective
variety X of dimension n such that

hP1(X) = h?? (mod m)

forall0 < p,q <n.
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Therefore, the Hodge numbers of Kihler manifolds do not follow any number theoretic rules, and the
behavior of smooth complex projective varieties is the same in this aspect.
As a consequence of Theorem 2, we show:

Corollary 3. Up to the Hodge symmetries (1), there are no polynomial relations among the Hodge
numbers of smooth complex projective varieties of the same dimension.

In particular, there are no polynomial relations in the strictly larger class of Kéhler manifolds, which
was a question raised by Kollar after a colloquium talk of Kotschick at the University of Utah in fall
2012. For linear relations among Hodge numbers, this question was settled in work of Kotschick and
Schreieder [2013].

We call the Hodge numbers i27-7(X) with p € {0, n} or g € {0, n} (i.e., the ones placed on the border
of the Hodge diamond) the outer Hodge numbers of X and the remaining ones the inner Hodge numbers.
Note that the outer Hodge numbers are birational invariants and are thus determined by the birational
equivalence class of X.

Our proof shows (see Theorem 5 below) that any smooth complex projective variety is birational to a
smooth complex projective variety with prescribed inner Hodge numbers in Z/mZ. As a corollary, there
are no polynomial relations among the inner Hodge numbers within a given birational equivalence class.
This is again a generalization of the corresponding result for linear relations obtained in [Kotschick and
Schreieder 2013, Theorem 2].

The proof of Theorem 2 can thus be divided into two steps: First we solve the construction problem
modulo m for the outer Hodge numbers. This is done in Section 2. Then we show the aforementioned
result that the inner Hodge numbers can be adjusted arbitrarily in Z/mZ via birational equivalences (in
fact, via repeated blow-ups). This is done in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4 we deduce that no nontrivial
polynomial relations between Hodge numbers exist, thus answering Kollar’s question.

2. Outer Hodge numbers
We prove the following statement via induction on the dimension n > 1.

Proposition 4. For any collection of integers (h? ’O)lgpgn, there exists a smooth complex projective

variety X, of dimension n together with a very ample line bundle L, on X, such that
hP9(X,) =h?° (mod m)

foralll < p <nand

x(L;H =1 (modm).

Proof. We take X to be a curve of genus g where ¢ = h!'? (mod m). Further, we take L to be a
line bundle of degree d on X| where d > 2g and d = —g (mod m). Then L is very ample and by the
Riemann—Roch theorem we have X(Ll_l) =1 (mod m).
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Now let n > 1. We define a collection of integers (k” ’0),15 p<n—1 recursively via
kM0=0, k00=1, kPO=pPO0 24P 10 _(P20fr1<p<n—1.

We choose X,_| and L,,_; by induction hypothesis such that h?0(X,_1) =kP° (mod m) forall 1 < p=<
n—1.

Let E be a smooth elliptic curve and let L be a very ample line bundle of degree d on E such that
d =1 (mod m). Let e be a positive integer such that

n
e=14Y (=1)?h"" (mod m).
p=1

Let X,, C X,,—1 X E x E be a hypersurface defined by a general section of the very ample line bundle
Py =pri L1 ®@pr5 L' @pr} L

on X, x E x E. By Bertini’s theorem, we may assume X, to be smooth and irreducible. Let L,, be the
restriction to X, of the very ample line bundle

Qn=priL,_1®pr, L&pr3L

on X,_1 X E x E. Then L, is again very ample.
By the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem, we have

hP0(X,) =h?°(X,_1 x E x E)

forall 1 < p <n — 1. Since the Hodge diamond of E x E is

Kiinneth’s formula yields
hP0(Xy) = hP (X)) + 20770 (X 1) + hP 720X 1) = kPO + 267710 4 kP20 = 520 (mod m)

for all 1 < p <n — 1. Therefore, it only remains to show that m9(X,) =h"° (mod m) and X(Lrjl) =
1 (mod m). Since

x(Ox,) =1+ (=D"h"°(X,),
p=1

the congruence 2™%(X,) = h™° (mod m) is equivalent to x (Ox,) = e (mod m).
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By definition of X, the ideal sheaf on X, x E x E of regular functions vanishing on X, is isomorphic
to the sheaf of sections of the dual line bundle P,~'. Hence, there is a short exact sequence

0— Pn_l — OXn_1XEXE — i*oxn -0 (3)

of sheaveson X,,_| x E x E wherei: X, — X, _1 x E x E denotes the inclusion. Together with Kiinneth’s
formula and the Riemann—Roch theorem, we obtain

x(0x,) = x(Ox, \xexg) — X (P, = x(Ox, ) x(Op)* — x(L;') x(L'™™) x(L™°) = ¢ (mod m).
N’ e |’
=0 =1 =1 =—c

Tensoring (3) with Q! yields the short exact sequence
0—-P'o0 >0 '-ii*0, ' -0
and thus

XL =x0;) = x(P7' @0 = x (L) x (L7 —x(L2) x (L7™) x (L™ = 1 (mod m).
N e’ N e’
1 =1 =0

This finishes the induction step. O

3. Inner Hodge numbers

We now show the following result, which significantly improves [Kotschick and Schreieder 2013, Theo-
rem 2].

Theorem 5. Let X be a smooth complex projective variety of dimension n and let (h?*?) <), ,<,—1 be any
collection of integers such that h?1 = h9P = h"=P""1 for 1 < p,q <n— 1. Then X is birational to a

smooth complex projective variety X' such that
hP9(X") = h?? (mod m)

foralll <p,qg<n-—1.

Together with Proposition 4, this will complete the proof of Theorem 2.
Let us recall the following result on blow-ups, see e.g., [Voisin 2002, Theorem 7.31]: If X denotes the
blow-up of a Kéhler manifold X along a closed submanifold Z C X of codimension ¢, we have
c—1
HP4(X)Z HM (X))@ P HP7(2).
i=1

Therefore,
c—1

hP9(X) =hP9(X) + Y hP~47(Z). 4)
i=1
In order to prove Theorem 5, we first show that we may assume that X contains certain subvarieties,
without modifying its Hodge numbers modulo m.
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Lemma 6. Let X be a smooth complex projective variety of dimension n. Let r, s > 0 be integers such that
r+s <n—1. Then X is birational to a smooth complex projective variety X' of dimension n such that
h?4(X"y = hP9(X) (mod m) for all 0 < p, g < n and such that X' contains at least m disjoint smooth

closed subvarieties that are all isomorphic to a projective bundle of rank r over P*.

Proof. We first blow up X in a point and denote the result by X. The exceptional divisor is a subvariety
in X isomorphic to P"~!. In particular, X contains a copy of P* C P"~!. Now we blow up X along P* to
obtain X. The exceptional divisor in X is the projectivization of the normal bundle of P* in X. Since P*
is contained in a smooth closed subvariety of dimension r + s + 1 in X (choose either P +5+1  pr-!
ifr+s <n—1or X if r +s =n — 1), the normal bundle of P* in X contains a vector subbundle of
rank r + 1, and hence its projectivization contains a projective subbundle of rank r. Therefore, X admits
a subvariety isomorphic to the total space of a projective bundle of rank r over [*.

By (4), the above construction only has an additive effect on the Hodge diamond, i.e., the differences
between respective Hodge numbers of X and X are constants independent of X. Hence, we may apply
the above construction m — 1 more times to obtain a smooth complex projective variety X’ containing m
disjoint copies of the desired projective bundle and satisfying 27-7(X') = h”9(X) (mod m). U

In the following, we consider the primitive Hodge numbers
174(X) = h?1(X) — h?~ 471 (X)
for p +q < n. Clearly, it suffices to show Theorem 5 for a given collection (I7*9)(, 4)e; Of primitive
Hodge numbers instead, where
I={(p,g)|1<p=<g=<n—1land p+q=<n}

This is because one can get back the original Hodge numbers from the primitive Hodge numbers via the
relation

P
hP4(X) = ho"’_p(X) + Zli,q—p-‘ri(x)

i=1
for p <q and p+¢q <n, and ho"’_”(X) is a birational invariant.
We define a total order < on [ via

(r,s)<(p,q)<r+s<p+qor(r+s=p+qands <q).

Proposition 7. Let X be a smooth complex projective variety of dimension n. Let (r,s) € I. Then X is
birational to a smooth complex projective variety X' of dimension n such that

" (XHY=0I"X)+1 (modm) and 1"1(X")=1P9(X) (modm)
forall (p,q) €I with (r,s) < (p, q).

Proof. By Lemma 6, we may assume that X contains m disjoint copies of a projective bundle of rank r — 1
over P*~"*+1. Therefore, it is possible to blow up X along a projective bundle B, of rank r — 1 over
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smooth hypersurfaces Y; C P*~"+! of degree d (in case of r = s, Y, just consists of d distinct points
in P!) and we may repeat this procedure m times and with different values for d. The Hodge numbers of
B, are the same as for the trivial bundle Y; x P!, see e.g., [Voisin 2002, Lemma 7.32].

By the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem, the Hodge diamond of Y; is the sum of the Hodge diamond of
Y) = P*7", having nonzero entries only in the middle column, and of a Hodge diamond depending on d,
having nonzero entries only in the middle row. It is well known (e.g., by computing Euler characteristics
as in Section 2) that the two outer entries of this middle row are precisely (sf:i l).

Now we blow up X once along Bs_,1, and m — 1 times along B; and denote the resulting smooth
complex projective variety by X’. Due to (4) and Kiinneth’s formula, this construction affects the Hodge
numbers modulo m in the same way as if we would blow up a single subvariety Z x P"~! ¢ X, where Z

is a (formal) (s — r)-dimensional Kéhler manifold whose Hodge diamond is concentrated in the middle
—r42—1
’ sir-‘rl
s—r<p+gq <s+r—2(and p + g has the same parity as s —r) and |p — ¢g| < s — r. On the other
hand, h?»9(Z x P =1ifs—r<p+g<s+r—2and|p—q|l=s5s—r.

Taking differences in (4), it follows that

row and has outer entries equal to ( ) = 1. In particular, we have 779(Z x P"~!) = 0 unless

179Xy =1P9X)+h?~ 41 (Z x Pr=1 — ppts—hants=lz o« pr=1y (mod m)
for all p +¢g < n. But we have
(p—n+s—D+(@—n+s—1)=p+q—2n+2s—2<2s—n—-2<s—r—2

and hence hP~"+s—La—nt+s=l(z « pr=1y = 0 for all (p, q) € I by the above remark.
Further,
XY= X))+~ N Zx P~ =1"(X)+ 1 (mod m)

sinces—r<@r—1+@G—-—1)<s+r—2and |r—s|=s—r.
Finally, r +s < p+ ¢ implies (p — 1)+ (g —1) > s +r —2, while r +5s = p+¢q and s < g imply
|p—q| >s—r, sowehave h?~1471(Z x P"~1) = 0 in both cases and thus

179Xy =1P9(X)+h?~ N (Z x P~ = 179(X) (mod m)

for all (p, g) € I with (r,5) < (p, q). -

Proof of Theorem 5. The statement is an immediate consequence of applying Proposition 7 inductively
tp.q times to each (p, q) € I in the descending order induced by <, where ¢, , =179 —-1P9(X, ;) (mod m)
and X, , is the variety obtained in the previous step. 0

4. Polynomial relations

The following principle seems to be classical.

Lemma8. Let N > 1 and S C ZV be a subset such that its reduction modulo m is the whole of (Z/mZ)™
for infinitely many integers m > 2. If f € C[xy, ..., xy] is a polynomial vanishing on S, then f = Q.



2434 Matthias Paulsen and Stefan Schreieder

Proof. Let f € C[xy, ..., xy] be a nonzero polynomial vanishing on S. By choosing a Q-basis of C and
a Q-linear projection C — () which sends a nonzero coefficient of f to 1, we see that we may assume
that the coefficients of f are rational, hence even integral. Since f # 0, there exists a point z € ZV
such that f(z) # 0. Choose an integer m > 2 from the assumption which does not divide f(z). Then
f(z) #0 (mod m). However, we have z =5 (mod m) for some s € S and thus f(z) = f(s) =0 (mod m),
because f € Z[xy, ..., xy]. This is a contradiction. O

Proof of Corollary 3. This follows by applying Lemma 8 to the set S of possible Hodge diamonds, where
we consider only a nonredundant quarter of the diamond to take the Hodge symmetries into account.
Theorem 2 guarantees that the reductions of § modulo m are surjective even for all integers m > 2. [J

In the same way Theorem 2 implies Corollary 3, Theorem 5 yields the following.

Corollary 9. There are no nontrivial polynomial relations among the inner Hodge numbers of all smooth

complex projective varieties in any given birational equivalence class.
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