arXiv:2302.07226v1 [math.NT] 14 Feb 2023

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION

HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

Abstract. Assuming the Riemann Hypothesis we study negative moments of the Riemann zeta-function and obtain asymptotic formulas in certain ranges of the shift in ζ(s). For example, integrating |ζ(1/2 + α + it)|^{−2k} with respect to t from T to 2T , we obtain an asymptotic formula when the shift α is roughly bigger than^1_{log T} and k < 1/2. We also obtain non-trivial upper bounds for much smaller shifts, as long as log^1_α ≪ log log T . This provides partial progress towards a conjecture of Gonek on negative moments of the Riemann zeta-function, and settles the conjecture in certain ranges. As an application, we also obtain an upper bound for the average of the generalized Möbius function.

1. Introduction

For k > 0, the 2k^{th} moment of the Riemann zeta-function is given by

I_k(T ) = ∫_T 0 |ζ(^1_2 + it)|^{2k} dt.

Hardy and Littlewood [11] computed the second moment, and Ingham [17] computed the fourth moment. It is conjectured that

I_k(T ) ∼ c_kT (log T )^{k2} (1.1)

for an explicit constant c_k, whose value was predicted by Keating and Snaith [18] using analogies with random matrix theory. Their conjecture was later refined by Conrey, Farmer, Keating, Rubinstein and Snaith [6] to include lower order powers of log T , for integer k. Under the Riemann Hypothesis (RH), Soundararajan [29] established almost sharp upper bounds for all the positive moments. This result was later improved by Harper [12], who obtained upper bounds of the conjectural magnitude as in (1.1). There is a wealth of literature on obtaining lower and upper bounds for positive moments of ζ(s); for (an incomplete) list of results, we refer the reader to [27, 28, 15, 24, 26, 3, 13, 14].

In this paper, we are interested in studying negative moments of the Riemann zetafunction. For k > 0 and α > 0, let I_{−k}(α, T ) = 1 T ∫_T 0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt.

A conjecture due to Gonek [10] states the following.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11M06, 11M50.

Key words and phrases. Riemann zeta-function, moments, negative moments, Möbius function. 1

2 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

Conjecture 1.1 (Gonek). Let k > 0. Uniformly for^1_{log T} ≤ α ≤ 1, I_{−k}(α, T ) ≍ ( 1 α )_k2 , and uniformly for 0 < α ≤^1_{log T} , I_{−k}(α, T ) ≍ { (log T )^{k2} if k < 1/2, ( log^e_{α log T} ) (log T )^{k2} if k = 1/2.

Gonek’s original conjecture predicted formulas for k > 1/2 and α ≤^1_{log T} as well, which seem to be contradicted however by more recent evidence (see the next paragraph). Under RH, Gonek [10] also proved lower bounds of the conjectured order of magnitude for all k > 0 and^1_{log T} ≤ α ≤ 1, and for k < 1/2 and 0 < α ≤^1_{log T} .

No other progress has been made towards Gonek’s conjecture so far, but more recent random matrix theory computations due to Berry and Keating [2] and Forrester and Keating [9] suggest that certain corrections to the above conjecture are due in some ranges. Namely, when α ≤^1_{log T} , random matrix theory computations seem to contradict Gonek’s prediction for the negative moments when k ≥ 3/2. In particular, the work in [2, 9] suggests certain transition regimes when k = (2n + 1)/2, for n a positive integer (Gonek’s conjecture already captures the first transition at k = 1/2 featuring a logarithmic correction, and in this case the two conjectures do agree.)

Reinterpreting the random matrix theory computations in [2], one would expect that for a shift 0 < α ≤^1_{log T} and j a natural number such that (2j − 1)/2 < k < (2j + 1)/2,

I_{−k}(α, T ) ≍ (log T )^{k2} (α log T )^{−j(2k−j)}, (1.2)

while for k = (2j − 1)/2 and j a natural number, one would expect I_{−k}(α, T ) ≍ log ( e α log T ) (log T )^{k2} (α log T )^{−j(2k−j)}.

We note that the above prediction indeed agrees with Conjecture 1.1 for k = 1/2 and α ≤^1_{log T} . We remark that one could also predict (1.2) for integer k using heuristic ideas similar as in [6].

In this paper, we study the negative moments of the Riemann zeta-function. While obtaining lower bounds for the negative moments is a more tractable problem (see the comment after Conjecture 1.1), no progress has been made so far on obtaining asymptotic formulas or non-trivial upper bounds. When the shift α is “big enough”, we obtain upper bounds which are almost sharp according to Conjecture 1.1, up to some logarithmic factors. We also obtain the first non-trivial upper bounds for the negative moments for a wide range of much smaller shifts α (roughly α ≫ (log T )^{−O(1)}); however, the bounds in these cases are far from sharp.

More precisely, we prove the following.

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 3

Theorem 1.2. Assume RH. Let k ≥ 1/2, α > 0 and ε, δ > 0, such that u =^{log 1α}_{log log T} ≪ 1. Then 1 T ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪

(log log T )^k(log T )^{k2} if α ≫^{(log log T )} 4 k +ε (log T )^12k

, (1.3) exp ((4 + ε) log T log log log T

log log T ) if^1_{(log T ) 12k} ≪ α = o

(_{(log log T )}^4_k +ε

(log T )^12k ) , (1.4)

T^{(1+δ)(ku− 12 +kε)} if α ≪^1_{(log T ) 12k} . (1.5)

We also have the following bounds for k < 1/2.

Theorem 1.3. Assume RH. Let k < 1/2, α > 0 and ε, δ > 0, such that u =^{log 1α}_{log log T} ≪ 1. Then 1 T ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪

(log log T )^k

(log(α log T ) α )_k2 if α ≫^{log log T}_{log T} , (1.6) exp ( C_1(log log T ) ( log log log T α log T

)_2) if^1_{log T} ≪ α = o

(_{log log T}

log T ) , (1.7) exp ( C_2 ( 1 α log T ) 2k_{1−2k−kε} ) if^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} ≪ α = o

(_1

log T ) , (1.8)

T^{(1+δ)(ku− 12 +kε)} exp ( O (log T log log log T

log log T )) if α = o

(_1

(log T )^12k^{−ε} ) , (1.9)

for some constants C_1, C_2 > 0.

Remarks.

(1) We remark that results about negative moments of quadratic Dirichlet L–functions were recently proven in the function field setting, first in [4] for shifts big enough, and later improved in [8] to include small shifts.

(2) We note that the bound (1.3) in Theorem 1.2 and the bound (1.6) in Theorem 1.3 above are “almost sharp”. The former is off possibly by some powers of log, while the latter is off by some log log factor.

We also further use the upper bounds to obtain an asymptotic formula for the negative moments in the following ranges.

Theorem 1.4. Assume RH. Let k > 0, C, ε > 0 and α ≥ max { C^{(log log T )} 4 k +ε (log T )^12k

,^{(1+ε) log log T}

2 log T } . Then we have 1 T ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt = ( 1 + o(1) ) ζ(1 + 2α)^{k2} ∏ p ( 1 − 1 p^{1+2α} )_k2 ( 1 + ∞∑ j=1 μ_k(p^j )^2 p^{(1+2α)j} ) , where μ_k(n) denotes the n^{th} Dirichlet coefficient of ζ(s)^{−k}.

4 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

As an application, we study averages of the generalized Möbius function. Under RH, Littlewood [20] proved that ∑ n≤x μ(n) ≪ x^12^{+ε}. This was improved in several works [19, 31, 21]. Soundararajan [30] showed that ∑ n≤x μ(n) ≪ √ x exp (√ log x(log log x)^{14} )

on RH. A note of Balazard and de Roton [1] on Soundararajan’s paper [30] improves the power of log log x in the bound above, and it is stated in [1] that the power (log log x)^52^{+ε} is the limitation of the ideas in [30, 1].

Assuming RH and the conjectured order of magnitude of the negative second moment of ζ^′(ρ) by Gonek [10] and Hejhal [16], Ng [23] also showed that ∑ n≤x μ(n) ≪ √ x(log x)^{32} .

Using Theorem 1.2, we improve the result in [30]. As before, let μ_k(n) denote the n^{th} Dirichlet coefficient of ζ(s)^{−k}. We prove the following.

Theorem 1.5. Assume RH. We have ∑ n≤x μ_k(n) ≪ { √ x exp ( ε √ log x ) if k < 1, √ x exp ( (log x)^{kk+1} (log log x)^{7k+1 +ε} ) if k ≥ 1. Also, if we assume Conjecture 1.1, then ∑ n≤x μ_k(n) ≪ √ x(log x)^{k2}4 if k ≤ 2, √ x exp ( (log x)^{k−2}k (log log x)^{−1+ε} ) if k > 2. Proving Theorem 1.5 requires good bounds for the negative moments of ζ(s) when roughly α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k} . We remark that obtaining the bound (1.3) in Theorem 1.2 is the

most delicate part of the proof and requires a recursive argument which allows us to obtain improved estimates at each step.

The ideas in the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are sieve-theoretic inspired ideas, as in the work of Soundararajan [29] and Harper [12]. However, unlike in the work in [29] and [12], the contributions of zeros of ζ(s) play an important part, and one needs to be careful about the choice of parameters in the sieve-theoretic argument, in order to account for the big contributions coming from the zeros.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove some lemmas providing a lower bound for the logarithm of ζ(s), as well as a pointwise lower bound for |ζ(s)|. In Section 3, we introduce the setup of the problem, and prove three main propositions. In Section 4, we consider the case of a “big” shift α, and do the first steps towards proving Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 in this case. In Section 5, we obtain the bound (1.3) in the smaller region α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} , and prove the bounds (1.6), (1.7) and (1.8) from

Theorem 1.3 as well. In Section 6, we obtain the bound (1.3) in the wider region stated in the theorem by using a recursive argument. We consider the cases of “small” shifts in

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 5

Section 7 and prove the bounds (1.5) and (1.9). We then prove Theorem 1.4 in Section 8, and Theorem 1.5 in Section 9.

Throughout the paper ε denotes an arbitrarily small positive number whose value may change from one line to the next.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Steve Gonek, Jon Keating and Nathan Ng for helpful conversations and comments. The second author gratefully acknowledges support from NSF grant DMS-2101769 while working on this paper.

2. Preliminary lemmas The first two lemmas concern the lower bounds for |ζ(s)|.

Lemma 2.1. Assume RH. Let α > 0. Then

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ log^t_{2π} 2πΔ log ( 1 − e^{−2πΔα} ) + ℜ ( ∑ p≤e^{2πΔ} (log p)a_α(p; Δ) p^{1/2+α+it} )

− log log log T 2 − ( log 1 Δα )_{γ(Δ)} + O ( Δ2eπΔ 1 + Δt + Δ log(1 + Δ √ t) √ t + 1 ) , where

a_α(n; Δ) = ∞∑ j=0 ( (j + 1) log n + 2πjΔ e^{−2πjΔα} − (j + 1)n^{2α} 2π(j + 2)Δ − log n e^{−2π(j+2)Δα} ) (2.1) and γ(Δ) = { 1 if Δα = o(1), 0 if Δα ≫ 1.

Proof. We use the work in [5]. Let

f_α(x) = log

( 4 + x2 α^2 + x^2 ) , and let m_Δ(x) be an extremal majorant for f_α, whose Fourier transform ^m_Δ is supported in [−Δ, Δ], satisfying the properties from Lemma 8 in [5]. Equation 3.1 in [5] gives

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ ( 1 − α 2 ) log t 2 − 1 2 ∑ γ m_Δ(t − γ) + O(1), (2.2)

where the sum over γ is over the ordinates of the zeros of ζ(s) on the critical line. Using the explicit formula, Equation 3.2 in [5] leads to ∑ γ m_Δ(t − γ) = m_Δ ( t − 1 2i ) + m_Δ ( t + 1 2i ) − log π 2π ^m_Δ(0) (2.3)

+ 1 2π ∫_∞ −∞ m_Δ(x)ℜ ( Γ^′ Γ (1 4 + i(t − x) 2 )) dx − 1 π ℜ (_∞∑ n=2 Λ(n) n^{1/2+it} ^m_Δ (log n 2π )) ,

6 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

where

^m_Δ(ξ) = ∞∑ j=0 ( j + 1 ξ + jΔ ( e^{−2π(ξ+jΔ)α} − e^{−4π(ξ+jΔ)} )

− j + 1 (j + 2)Δ − ξ ( e^{−2π((j+2)Δ−ξ)α} − e^{−4π((j+2)Δ−ξ)} )) . For n ≤ e^{2πΔ} we note that ^m_Δ (log n 2π ) = 2πa_α(n; Δ) n^α + O ( 1 n^2 log n ) . Combining that with (2.2), (2.3) and Equations (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) in [5] we obtain

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ log^t_{2π} 2πΔ log ( 1 − e^{−2πΔα} ) + ℜ ( ∑ n≤e^{2πΔ} Λ(n)a_α(n; Δ) n^{1/2+α+it} ) (2.4)

+ O ( Δ2eπΔ 1 + Δt + Δ log(1 + Δ √ t) √ t + 1 ) . It is easy to see that a_α(n; Δ) ≥ 0. Also, with log n ≤ 2πΔ we have

a_α(n; Δ) < 1 log n + ∞∑ j=1 (j + 1)e^{−2πjΔα} ( 1 log n + 2πjΔ − 1 2π(j + 2)Δ − log n )

+ ∞∑ j=1 (j + 1)e^{−2πjΔα} 2π(j + 2)Δ − log n ( 1 − n^{2α}e^{−4πΔα} )

≤ 1 log n

+ 2(2πΔ − log n) ∞∑ j=1 (j + 1)e^{−2πjΔα} (log n + 2πjΔ)(2π(j + 2)Δ − log n)

(2.5)

+ 1 − n^{2α}e^{−4πΔα} 2πΔ ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjΔα}

< 1 log n + 2(2πΔ − log n) (2πΔ)^2 ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjΔα} j + 1 − n^{2α}e^{−4πΔα} 2πΔ(1 − e^{−2πΔα}) = 1 log n − 2(2πΔ − log n) (2πΔ)^2 log ( 1 − e^{−2πΔα} ) + O ( 1 Δ ) . (2.6)

Note that if Δα ≫ 1, then the second term above is O(Δ^{−1}), and if Δα = o(1), then it is ≤ 1 πΔ log 1 Δα . (2.7)

Now we use the expression (2.6) for a_α(n; Δ) and evaluate the contribution from the prime squares in (2.4). When dealing with the main term of size 1/ log n above, we proceed similarly as in [12] or Lemma 2 in [30]. For the second term, we trivially bound

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 7

the sum over primes and use the bound (2.7), and it follows that the contribution from prime squares is ≥ − log log log T 2 − ( log 1 Δα )_{γ(Δ)} − O(1). Dealing similarly with the sum over prime cubes and higher powers and combining the equation above and (2.4) finishes the proof. □ Lemma 2.2. Assume RH. If 0 < α = o(^1_{log log t} ), then

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ log t 2 log log t log ( 1 − (log t)^{−2α} )

+ O ( log t log log t ) + O ( log t (log log t)^2 log 1 1 − (log t)^{−2α} ) , (2.8)

and if 1/2 − α ≪^1_{log log t} , then log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ − log log log t + O(1), otherwise

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ − (1 2 + 8α 1 − 4α^2 )(log t)1−2α log log t

− log log log t + O

( (log t)1−2α (1 − 2α)^2(log log t)^2 ) . Proof. Carneiro and Chandee established the last two bounds in [5, Theorem 2] and in the case 0 < α = o(^1_{log log t} ) they obtained

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ log t 2 log log t log ( 1 − (log t)^{−2α} ) + O ( (log t)1−2α (log log t)^2(1 − (log t)^{−2α}) ) . We will now prove the improved bound (2.8).

Let Δ =^{log log t}_π . From (2.4) and (2.6) we have

log |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)| ≥ log^t_{2π} 2 log log t log ( 1 − (log t)^{−2α} )

− ∑ n≤(log t)^2

Λ(n) n^{1/2+α} ( 1 log n − 2(2 log log t − log n) (2 log log t)^2 log ( 1 − (log t)^{−2α} ) + O ( 1 log log t ))

+ O(1).

We now consider the sum over n above, which expands into three terms. The contribution of the first and the last term is ≪ log t log log t , while the second term is = − log(1 − (log t)^{−2α}) log log t

(2(log t)1−2α 1 − 2α + O ( (log log t)^3 ))

+ log(1 − (log t)^{−2α})

2(log log t)^2

(4(log t)1−2α log log t 1 − 2α + O(log t) )

8 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA = O ( log t (log log t)^2 log 1 1 − (log t)^{−2α} ) , by the prime number theorem and partial summation. This establishes (2.8). □ The next lemma is the classical mean value theorem (see, for instance, [22, Theorem 6.1]).

Lemma 2.3. For any complex numbers a(n) we have ∫_{2T} T | | ∑ n≤N a(n) n^{1/2+it} | |^2 dt = (T + O(N)) ∑ n≤N |a(n)|^2 n . Now let ℓ be an integer, and for z ∈ C , let

E_ℓ(z) = ∑ s≤ℓ z^s s! . If z ∈ R, then for ℓ even, E_ℓ(z) > 0.

We have the following elementary inequality.

Lemma 2.4. Let ℓ be an even integer and let z be a complex number such that |z| ≤ ℓ/e^2. Then e^{ℜ(z)} ≤ max { 1, |E_ℓ(z)| ( 1 + 1 15e^ℓ )} . Proof. We have e^{ℜ(z)} = |e^z| ≤ |e^z − E_ℓ(z)| + |E_ℓ(z)|. Now we have |e^z − E_ℓ(z)| ≤ ∞∑ j=ℓ+1 |z|^j j! , and we can proceed as in [25] (see Lemma 1) to get that |e^z − E_ℓ(z)| ≤ 1 16e^ℓ . Hence e^{ℜ(z)} ≤ |E_ℓ(z)| + 1 16e^ℓ . If |E_ℓ(z)| ≤^{15}_{16} , then we have e^{ℜ(z)} ≤ 1. Otherwise, if |E_ℓ(z)| >^{15}_{16} , we get that e^{ℜ(z)} ≤ |E_ℓ(z)| ( 1 + 1 15e^ℓ ) , and this completes the proof. □ Let ν(n) be the multiplicative function given by

ν(p^j ) = 1 j! ,

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 9

for p a prime. We will frequently use the following fact. For any interval I, s ∈ N and a(n) a completely multiplicative function, we have ( ∑ p∈I a(p) )_s = s! ∑ p|n⇒p∈I Ω(n)=s a(n)ν(n), (2.9)

where Ω(n) denotes the number of prime factors of n, counting multiplicity.

3. Setup of the proof and main propositions We will first introduce some notation and state some key lemmas, before proceeding to the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Let I_0 = (1, T^{β0} ], I_1 = (T^{β0} , T^{β1} ], . . . , I_K = (T^{βK−1} , T^{βK} ] for a sequence β_0, . . . , β_K to be chosen later such that β_{j+1} = rβ_j, for some r > 1.

Also let ℓ_j be even parameters which we will also choose later on. Let s_j be integers. For now, we can think of s_jβ_j ≍ 1, and ∑_K h=0 ℓ_hβ_h ≪ 1.

We let T^{βj} = e^{2πΔj} for every 0 ≤ j ≤ K and let P_{u,v}(t) = ∑ p∈I_u b_α(p; Δ_v) p^{1/2+α+it} , where b_α(n; Δ) is a completely multiplicative function in the first variable and b_α(p; Δ) = −a_α(p; Δ) log p.

For p ≤ e^{2πΔ}, if Δα ≫ 1, we note from equation (2.5) that

|b_α(p; Δ)| ≤ 1 +

2πΔ − log p 2πΔ ∞∑ j=1 2 log p log p + 2πjΔ e^{−2πjΔα} + log p 2πΔ ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjΔα}

≤ 1 + ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjΔα} = 1 1 − e^{−2πΔα} . On the other hand, if Δα = o(1), then from (2.6) we get that |b_α(p; Δ)| ≤ 2(2πΔ − log p) log p (2πΔ)^2 ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjΔα} j + O(1) ≤ 1 2 log 1 Δα + O(1).

Thus we can rewrite the bound for b_α(p; Δ) as a single bound, |b_α(p; Δ)| ≤ b(Δ) ( log 1 Δα )_{γ(Δ)}

, (3.1)

where γ(Δ) = 0 if Δα ≫ 1 and γ(Δ) = 1 if Δα = o(1), and where

b(Δ) =

{_1 1−e^{−2πΔα} if Δα ≫ 1, 1 2 + ε if Δα = o(1).

(3.2)

10 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA Let T_u = { T ≤ t ≤ 2T : max_{u≤v≤K} |P_{u,v}(t)| ≤ ℓ_u ke^2 } . Denote the set of t such that t ∈ T_u for all u ≤ K by T^′. For 0 ≤ j ≤ K − 1, let S_j denote the subset of t ∈ [T, 2T ] such that t ∈ T_h for all h ≤ j, but t /∈ T_{j+1}.

We will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For t ∈ [T, 2T ], we either have max 0≤v≤K |P_{0,v}(t)| > ℓ_0 ke^2 , or |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} ≤ S_1(t) + S_2(t), where

S_1(t) = (log log T )^k ( 1 1 − T^{−βK α} ) 2k_{βK} exp ( 2k ( log 1 Δ_K α )_{γ(ΔK )})

× K∏ h=0 max { 1, |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,K}(t))|^2 ( 1 + 1 15e^{ℓh} )_2} exp ( O (Δ2_K eπΔ_K 1 + Δ_K t + Δ_K log(1 + Δ_K √ t) √ t + 1 ))

and S_2(t) = (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 K∑ v=j+1 ( 1 1 − T^{−βj α} ) 2k_{βj} exp ( 2k ( log 1 Δ_j α )_{γ(Δj )})

× j∏ h=0 max { 1, |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,j}(t))|^2 ( 1 + 1 15e^{ℓh} )_2}( ke2 ℓ_{j+1} |P_{j+1,v}(t)| )_{2sj+1}

× exp ( O ( Δ2_j eπΔj 1 + Δ_j t + Δ_j log(1 + Δ_j √ t) √ t + 1 )) . Proof. For T ≤ t ≤ 2T , we have the following possibilities:

(1) t /∈ T_0; (2) t ∈ T^′;

(3) t ∈ S_j for some 0 ≤ j ≤ K − 1.

If t /∈ T_0, then the first condition is automatically satisfied. Now suppose that t ∈ T_0. Suppose that t ∈ T^′. We use Lemma 2.1 with Δ = Δ_K and the inequality in Lemma 2.4 with z = kℜP_{h,K}(t).

Now if t ∈ S_j , then we use Lemma 2.1 with Δ = Δ_j , the inequality in Lemma 2.4 with z = kℜP_{h,j}(t) and the fact that there exists some v ≥ j + 1 such that^{ke2}_{ℓj+1} |P_{j+1,v}(t)| > 1. □

We will also need the following propositions.

Proposition 3.2. For 0 ≤ v ≤ K and β_0s_0 ≤ 1, we have ∫_{2T} T |P_{0,v}(t)|^{2s0} dt ≪ T s_0!b(Δ_0)^{2s0} ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{2s0γ(Δ0 )} (log log T^{β0} )^{s0} .

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 11

Proof. Using (2.9), we have

P_{0,v}(t)^{s0} = s_0! ∑ p|n⇒p≤T^{β0} Ω(n)=s_0

b_α(n; Δ_v)ν(n) n^{1/2+α+it} .

It then follows from Lemma 2.3 that ∫_{2T} T |P_{0,v}(t)|^{2s0} dt = ( T + O(T^{β0s0} ) ) (s_0!)^2 ∑ p|n⇒p≤T^{β0} Ω(n)=s_0

b_α(n; Δ_v)^2ν(n)^2 n^{1+2α}

≪ T s_0! ( ∑ p≤T^β0 b_α(p; Δ_v)^2

p^{1+2α} )_{s0} ≤ T s_0!b(Δ_v )^{2s0} ( log 1 Δ_v α )_{2s0γ(Δv )} (log log T^{β0} )^{s0} ,

where we have used the fact that ν(n)^2 ≤ ν(n) and the bound (3.1). Now since

b(Δ_v) ( log 1 Δ_vα )_{2s0γ(Δv )} ≤ b(Δ_0) ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{2s0γ(Δ0)} , the conclusion follows. □

Proposition 3.3. Let 0 ≤ j ≤ K − 1. For ∑_j h=0 ℓ_hβ_h + s_{j+1}β_{j+1} ≤ 1 and for j + 1 ≤ v ≤ K, we have ∫_{2T} T j∏ h=0 |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,j}(t))|^2|P_{j+1,v}(t)|^{2sj+1} dt ≪ T s_{j+1}! ( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^)

× b(Δ_{j+1})^{2sj+1} ( log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

)_{2sj+1γ(Δj+1 )} (log r)^{sj+1} .

Proof. Using (2.9), we have ∫_{2T} T j∏ h=0 |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,j}(t))|^2|P_{j+1,v}(t)|^{2sj+1} dt = (s_{j+1}!)^2 ∫_{2T} T | | ∑ n≤T ∑j h=0 ℓhβh+sj+1βj+1 c(n)ν(n) n^{1/2+α+it} | |^2 dt,

(3.3)

where c(n) = ∑ n=n_1...n_{j+1} p|n_h⇒p∈I_h Ω(n_h)≤ℓ_h,h=0,...,j Ω(n_{j+1})=s_{j+1}

(^j∏ h=0 b_α(n_h; Δ_j )k^{Ω(nh)} ) b_α(n_{j+1}; Δ_v).

Using Lemma 2.3 in (3.3) and the fact that ν(m)^2 ≤ ν(m) for any m, we obtain that

(3.3) ≪ ( T + T^{∑jh=0 ℓhβh+sj+1βj+1} ) (s_{j+1}!)^2 (^j∏ h=0 ∑ p|n_h⇒p∈I_h Ω(n_h)≤ℓ_h |b_α(n_h; Δ_j )|^2k^{2Ω(nh)}ν(n_h) n^{1+2α}_h )

12 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA × ∑ p|n_{j+1}⇒p∈I_{j+1} Ω(n_{j+1})=s_{j+1}

|b_α(n_{j+1}; Δ_v)|^2ν(n_{j+1}) n^{1+2α}_{j+1} .

Now we use the assumption that ∑_j h=0 ℓ_hβ_h + s_{j+1}β_{j+1} ≤ 1. Bounding ν(n_h) ≤ 1, removing the condition on the number of primes of n_h, and using (3.1), we get that

(3.3) ≪ T s_{j+1}! ∏ p≤T^{βj} ( 1 − k^2|b_α(p; Δ_j)|^2

p^{1+2α} )_{−1}( ∑ p∈I_{j+1} |b_α(p; Δ_v|^2 p^{1+2α} )_{sj+1}

≪ T s_{j+1}! ( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) b(Δ_v )^{2sj+1} ( log 1 Δ_vα )_{2sj+1γ(Δv )}( log β_{j+1} β_j )_{sj+1}

≪ T s_{j+1}! ( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) b(Δ_{j+1})^{2sj+1} ( log 1 Δ_{j+1}α )_{2sj+1γ(Δj+1)} (log r)^{sj+1} ,

which finishes the proof of the proposition. □ A minor modification of the proposition above (where we do not have the contribution from the j + 1 interval) yields the following.

Proposition 3.4. For ∑_K h=0 ℓ_hβ_h ≤ 1, we have ∫_{2T} T K∏ h=0 |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,K}(t))|^2 dt ≪ T ( log T^{βK}

)_k2_{b(ΔK )}2_{(log} 1_{ΔK α )}2γ(Δ_K ) . 4. The case α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} , first steps

Here, we will consider the case α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} , which will be a starting point in the proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

We choose

β_0 = a(2d − 1)(log log T )^2 (1 + 2ε)k(log T ) ( log^1

1−(log T )^{−2α}

), s_0 = [ a β_0 ] , ℓ_0 = 2 ⌈sd_0 2 ⌉ (4.1) and β_j = r^jβ_0, s_j = [ a β_j ] , ℓ_j = 2 ⌈sd_j 2 ⌉ , 1 ≤ j ≤ K, (4.2) where we can pick, for example, a = 4 − 3kε 2(2 − kε) , r = 2 2 − kε , d = 8 − 7kε 2(4 − 3kε) , so that a(2d − 1) r = 1 − kε. (4.3) Here, K is chosen such that it is the maximal integer for which β_K ≤ {_{log(α log T )}

α log T if α log T → ∞,

c if α ≪^1_{log T} ,

(4.4)

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 13

where c > 0 is a small constant such that c^{1−d} ( adr1−d r^{1−d} − 1 + 2r r − 1 ) ≤ 1 − a. (4.5)

Note that the above ensures that the conditions in Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 are satisfied.

If t /∈ T_0, then there exists 0 ≤ v ≤ K such that^{ke2}_{ℓ0} |P_{0,v}(t)| > 1. Then we have ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≤ ∫_{2T} T (ke2 ℓ_0 |P_{0,v}(t)| )_{2s0} |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≤ (ke2 ℓ_0

)_{2s0} ( 1 1 − (log T )^{−2α}

) (1+ε)k log T

log log T ∫_{2T} T |P_{0,v}(t)|^{2s0} dt, by using the pointwise bound in Lemma 2.2,

|ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−1} ≪ ( 1 1 − (log T )^{−2α}

) (1+ε) log T

2 log log T

. (4.6)

By Proposition 3.2 and Stirling’s formula, we get that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T ( 1 1 − (log T )^{−2α}

) (1+ε)k log T

log log T

× √ s_0 exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0 + 2s_0 log ( ke^{3/2}b(Δ_0) ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{γ(Δ0)}√ log log T^{β0} )) = o(T ), (4.7) using the choice of s_0 in (4.1).

Now assume that t ∈ T_0. Using Lemma 3.1, we have that ∫ T_0

|ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≤ ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt + ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt. With the choice (4.4) of β_K , we have that ( 1 1 − T^{−βK α} ) 2k_{βK} ≪ { 1 if α ≫^1_{log T} , (log T )^{O(1)} if α = o

(_1

log T ) and exp ( O (Δ2_K eπΔ_K 1 + Δ_K t + Δ_K log(1 + Δ_K √ t) √ t + 1 )) = O(1), so ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ (log log T )^k exp ( 2k ( log 1 Δ_K α )_{γ(ΔK )}) (log T )^{c1γ(ΔK )} × ∫_{2T} T K∏ h=0 max { 1, |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,K} (t))|^2 ( 1 + 1 15e^{ℓh} )_2} dt. Note that in the inequality above, we can assume without loss of generality that

14 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

max { 1, |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,K} (t))|^2 ( 1 + 1 15e^{ℓh} )_2} = |E_{ℓh} (kP_{h,K} (t))|^2 ( 1 + 1 15e^{ℓh} )_2 . Using Proposition 3.4 and the observation that γ(Δ_K ) = 0 in the first two cases, and γ(Δ_K ) = 1 in the third case, we get that ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k

(_{log(α log T )} α )_k2 if α log T → ∞, T (log log T )^k(log T )^{k2( 11−T −cα )2} if α ≍^1_{log T} , T (log log T )^k exp ( k^2

(_1 4 + ε ) (log log T ) ( log^1_{α log T}

)_2)

if α = o

(_1

log T ) . (4.8) Now we will need to bound the contribution from S_2(t). Using Proposition 3.3 and Stirling’s formula, we have ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ s_{j+1} exp ( 2k β_j log 1 1 − T^{−βj α} − (2d − 1)s_{j+1} log s_{j+1}

+ 2s_{j+1} log ( ke^{3/2}b(Δ_{j+1}) ( log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

)_{γ(Δj+1)}) + 2k ( log 1 Δ_j α )_{γ(Δj )})

× ( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) . In the equation above, note that if β_jα log T ≥ ε, then 2k β_j log 1 1 − T^{−βj α} ≤ 2k β_j log 1 1 − e^{−ε} < (2d − 1)s_{j+1} log s_{j+1},

so the contribution in this case will be o(T (log log T )^k). Now if β_j α log T < ε, then log 1 1 − T^{−βj α} < log 1 α − log(β_j log T ) + log 1 1 − ε/2 , so we obtain that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( log log T β_j ( 2k log^1_α log log T − a(2d − 1) r )

+ log(β_j log T ) β_j (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2a rβ_j log ( ke^{3/2}b(Δ_{j+1}) ( log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

)_{γ(Δj+1)})

+ 2k β_j log 1 1 − ε/2 + a(2d − 1) rβ_j log r a + 2k ( log 1 Δ_jα )_{γ(Δj} )( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) . (4.9)

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 15

5. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 for “big” shifts α Here, we will prove the bound (1.3) in Theorem 1.2 when α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} , and the bounds (1.6), (1.7), (1.8) in Theorem 1.3. Recall that u = log^1_α log log T . The contribution from t /∈ T_0 and from S_1(t) has already been bounded in Section 4 (see equations (4.7) and (4.8)). Now we focus on bounding the contribution from S_2(t).

First assume that α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} and k ≥ 1/2. We rewrite (4.9) as ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( log log T β_j ( 2ku − a(2d − 1) r )

+ log(β_j log T ) β_j (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2k ( log 1 Δ_j α )_{γ(Δj )} + O (log log log T β_j ))

× ( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) . Note that a(2d − 1) r − 2k < 0, and using (4.3) and the fact that α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} , it follows that 2ku − a(2d − 1) r ≤ −kε. Hence we get that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( − kε log log T β_j + 2k ( log 1 Δ_jα )_{γ(Δj )}

+ O (log log log T β_j ))( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) . (5.1)

We first consider the contribution from those j for which γ(Δ_j ) = 1. Let R_1 denote this contribution. Using the fact that K ≪ log log T and after a relabeling of the ε, we have that

R_1 ≪ T (log log T )^k ∑ j exp ( − kε log log T β_j + 2k log 1 β_jα log T + O (log log log T β_j )

+ (1 4 + ε ) k^2 ( log 1 β_j α log T

)_2

log(β_j log T ) ) , where the sum over j is such that γ(Δ_j ) = 1. Since α ≫^1_{log T} , we have ( log 1 β_jα log T

)_2

log(β_j log T ) ≪ ( log 1 β_j )_2 log log T.

16 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

As γ(Δ_j) = 1, we have β_j → 0 in the sum in R_1 above, and then it follows that R_1 = o ( T (log log T )^k ) . (5.2) Now we consider the contribution in (7.7) from those j with γ(Δ_j ) = 0. Let R_2 denote that term. We have that

R_2 ≪ T (log log T )^k ∑ j exp ( − kε log log T β_j + O (log log log T β_j ) + k^2b(Δ_j )^2 log(β_j log T ) ) , where the sum is over j such that γ(Δ_j ) = 0. Keeping in mind the choices for β_j (equations (4.2) and (4.4)), it then follows that

R_2 = { o(T (log log T )^k) if α log T → ∞, o ( T (log log T )^k(log T )^{k2( 11−T −cα )2} ) if α ≍^1_{log T} .

(5.3)

Combining the bounds (4.7), (4.8), (5.2) and (5.3), the bound (1.3) follows when α ≫ 1 (log T )^12k^{−ε}

and k ≥ 1/2.

Now assume that k < 1/2 and α ≫^1_{log T} . If^{a(2d−1)}_r − 2k ≤ 0, then the same argument as before works. Hence we assume we have^{a(2d−1)}_r − 2k > 0. We rewrite the bound (4.9) for S_2(t) as ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( log log T β_j ( − 2k log(α log T ) β_j + log β_j β_j (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2 β_j ( log log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

)_{γ(Δj+1)}

+ 2k ( log 1 Δ_j α )_{γ(Δj )}

+ k^2b(Δ_j )^2 ( log 1 Δ_j α

)_{2γ(Δj )} log(β_j log T ) + O ( 1 β_j )) . (5.4)

In the equation above, we first consider the contribution from those j for which γ(Δ_j) = 1, i.e., those j for which β_j = o(^1_{α log T} ). As before, we denote this contribution by R_1. We let f(x) = − 2k log(α log T ) x + log x x (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2 x log log 1 xα log T + 2k log 1 xα log T + k^2 (1 4 + ε )( log 1 xα log T )_2 log(x log T ).

By taking the derivative, we see that when^1_{log T} ≪ α = o

(_{log log T}

log T ) , the maximum of f(x) (when x = o(^1_{α log T} )) is attained at some x_0 ≍^1_{log log T} , while if α ≫^{log log T}_{log T} , the function f(x) is increasing on the interval under consideration. Hence, we get that

R_1 = { o(T (log log T )^k) if α ≫^{log log T}_{log T} , O ( T exp ( C_1(log log T ) ( log^{log log T}

α log T )_2)) if^1_{log T} ≪ α = o

(_{log log T}

log T ) , (5.5)

for some C_1 > 0.

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 17

Now we bound the contribution in (5.4) from those j for which γ(Δ_j ) = 0. It is easy to see that in this case, the function in (5.4) is decreasing in j, so R_2 = o(T (log log T )^k).

Combining the above with (4.7), (4.8) and (5.5), the bounds (1.6) and (1.7) follow.

Now we assume that^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} ≪ α = o

(_1

log T ) . We rewrite the bound (4.9) for S_2(t) as ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( − 2k log(α log T ) β_j + log β_j β_j (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2 β_j log log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

+ 2k log 1 Δ_j α + O ( (log log T )^3 + 1 β_j )) . In the sum over j above, the maximum is attained at j_0 such that β_{j0} ≍ (α log T ) 2k a(2d−1) r −2k . It then follows that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T exp ( C_2 ( 1 α log T ) 2k_{1−2k−kε} ) , for some C_2 > 0 (and after a relabeling of the ε). Combining the above and (4.7), (4.8), the bound (1.8) follows when^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} ≪ α = o(^1_{log T} ).

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2, bound (1.3); some recursive estimates Here, we will prove the bound (1.4). To do that, we will use an inductive argument, which will be performed in Subsection 6.2. The first step of the argument in carried out in the next subsection.

6.1. The range α ≫^{(log log T )} 4 k +ε (log T )^12k

, k ≥ 1/2, the first step. We previously obtained the bound (1.3) in the region α ≫^1_{(log T ) 12k −ε} and k ≥ 1/2. Hence, we will assume that

(log log T )^4k^{+ε} (log T )^12k ≪ α = o ( 1 (log T )^12k^{−ε} ) , (6.1)

when k ≥ 1/2. Let α = (log log T )^b (log T )^12k

, (6.2)

where b ≥ 4/k + ε. From (6.1), we have that b = o(^{log log T}_{log log log T} ). We will show that for any δ > 0, we have ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{3(1+δ)kb−1} exp (_{2 log log T log log log log T}

(kb−1) log log log T ) ) .

18 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

We choose β_0, ℓ_0, s_0 as in (4.1) and β_j , ℓ_j, s_j are chosen as in (4.2). We choose a, d, r such that a(2d − 1) r = 1 − n log log log T log log T

, (6.3)

where n = (2kb − 2) ( 1 − 10δ 12(1 + δ) ) . (6.4)

For simplicity of notation, let x =^{log log log T}_{log log T} . We can take a = 1 − n(1 −^δ_{24} )x 1 − n(1 −^δ_{12} )x , d = 1 − n 2 ( 1 − δ 12 ) x, r = 1 − n(1 −^δ_{24} )x 1 − nx . (6.5)

We choose β_K such that β^{1−d}_K ( adr1−d r^{1−d} − 1 + 2r r − 1 ) ≤ 1 − a. Again, the above inequality ensures that the conditions in Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 are satisfied. Note that the condition above can be re-expressed as β^{1−d}_K ≤ c_1(1 − a)(r − 1)(1 − d), for some constant c_1 > 0. We then choose K such that β_K is the largest of the form in (4.2) such that β_K ≤ exp (_{6 log log T log log log log T}

n log log log T ) (log T ) 6 n(1− δ12 )

. (6.6)

If t /∈ T_0, then we proceed as in Section 5 and similarly to equation (4.7), we get that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T ( 1 1 − (log T )^{−2α}

)^{(1+ε)k log T}

log log T

× √ s_0 exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0 + 2s_0 log ( ke^{3/2}b(Δ_0) ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{γ(Δ0)}√ log log T^{β0} )) = o(T ). (6.7) Now we suppose that t ∈ T_0. Similarly as in Section 5, using Proposition 3.4 we get that ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k exp ( c_1

(log T ) 6 n(1− δ12 ) log log T exp (_{6 log log T log log log log T}

n(1−^δ_{12} ) log log log T ) ) exp ( k^2(log log T )^3 )

≪ T exp ( (log T ) 6 n(1− δ12 ) exp (_{4 log log T log log log log T}

n log log log T ) ) , (6.8)

for some c_1 > 0 (note that the constant c_1 can change from line to line).

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 19

To bound the contribution from S_2(t), we proceed as in equation (4.9) and obtain that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( log log T β_j ( 2ku − a(2d − 1) r )

+ log(β_j log T ) β_j (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2a rβ_j log ( ke^{3/2}b(Δ_{j+1}) ( log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

)_{γ(Δj+1)})

+ 2k β_j log 1 1 − ε/2 + a(2d − 1) rβ_j log r a + 2k ( log 1 Δ_jα )_{γ(Δj )})( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) . (6.9)

Since α =^{(log log T )b}

(log T )^12k

and given (6.3), we get that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 exp ( log log log T β_j (n − 2kb + 2) + (log log T )^3 + O ( 1 β_j )) , where we used the fact that K ≪ log log T and the fact that

log log 1 β_j α log T

≤ log log 1 β_0α log T ≤ log log log T 2k . With the choice (6.4), we have that n − 2kb + 2 ≤ −δ, and then ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 exp ( − δ log log log T β_j + (log log T )^3 + O ( 1 β_j )) . In the sum over j above, the maximum is attained at j = K − 1, and given the choice (6.6) for β_K , it follows that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt = o(T ). (6.10)

Combining equations (6.7), (6.8) and (6.10), it follows that ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{3(1+δ)kb−1} exp (_{2 log log T log log log log T}

(kb−1) log log log T ) ) . (6.11)

6.2. The range α ≫^{(log log T )} 4 k +ε (log T )^12k

, k ≥ 1/2, a recursive bound. Here, we have the same setup as in the previous subsection. Namely, we assume (6.1) and (6.2).

We will perform the same argument as before, but with a different choice of parameters. We suppose that at step m − 1, for any δ > 0, we have the bound ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 +α+it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+δ)( 3kb−1 )m−1} log log T exp (_{2·3m−2 log log T log log log log T}

(kb−1)^{m−1} log log log T ) ) exp ( (1+δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) . (6.12)

20 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

Note that we proved the first step of the induction in Subsection 6.1 (see equation (6.11)). Using (6.12), we will show that ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 +α+it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+δ)( 3kb−1 )m} log log T exp (_{2·3m−1 log log T log log log log T}

(kb−1)^m log log log T ) ) exp ( (1+δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) . (6.13) Let ε^′ = δ(kb − 1) log log T 4kb(m − 1)(log log T − 2kb log log log T +^{δ(kb−1) log log log T}_{2(m−1)} )

, (6.14) and p = log log T log log T − 2kbε^′ log log log T , q = log log T 2kbε^′ log log log T

, (6.15)

so that 1/p + 1/q = 1. Let f = b(1 − ε^′). (6.16) We will perform the inductive argument as long as (kpf − 1 3 )_{m−1} < δ log log T 9 log log log T

. (6.17)

We choose

β_0 =

3(2d − 1) ( 1 +^δ_3 ) (^3_{kpf−1} )^{m−1} exp

(_{2·3m−2 log log T log log log log T}

(kpf−1)^{m−1} log log log T ) 4q(log T )^{(1+ δ3 )( 3kpf −1 )m−1}

, s_0 = [ 1 qβ_0 ] , ℓ_0 = 2 ⌈sd_0 2 ⌉ , (6.18) where a = 1 − n(1 −^δ_{12} )x 1 − n(1 −^δ_6 )x , d = 1 − n 2 ( 1 − δ 6 ) x, r = 1 − n ( 1 −^δ_{12} ) x 1 − nx . As before, we have a(2d − 1) r = 1 − nx. Recall that x =^{log log log T}_{log log T} and we choose n = 2(kb − 1)(kpf − 1)^{m−1} ( 1 −^δ_{24} ) 3^{m−1} ( 1 +^δ_3

) . (6.19)

We also choose β_K such that K is the maximal integer for which β_K ≤ exp (_{6 log log T log log log log T}

n log log log T ) (log T ) 6 n(1− δ24 )

. (6.20)

If t /∈ T_0, then there exists 0 ≤ v ≤ K such that^{ke2}_{ℓ0} |P_{0,v}(t)| > 1. Using Hölder’s inequality, we have ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≤ ∫_{2T} T (ke2 ℓ_0 |P_{0,v}(t)| )_{2s0} |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 21 ≤ (ke2 ℓ_0 )_{2s0} ( ∫ 2T T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2kp} dt ) 1_p ( ∫ 2T T |P_{0,v}(t)|^{2s0q} dt ) 1_q . For the first integral above, we will use the bound (6.12) with δ → δ/3. Note that α = (log log T )^f

(log T )^{12kp} . Then using the recursive bound (6.12), we obtain that ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2kp} ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+ δ3 )( 3kpf −1 )m−1} log log T exp (_{2·3m−2 log log T log log log log T}

(kpf−1)^{m−1} log log log T ) )

× exp (( 1 + δ 3 ) p^2k^2(log log T )^3 ) . (6.21)

Now using Proposition (3.2), we have that ∫_{2T} T |P_{0,v}(t)|^{2s0q} dt ≪ T (s_0q)!b(Δ_0)^{2s0q} ( log 1 Δ_0α )_{2s0qγ(Δ0)} (log log T^{β0} )^{s0q}.

Combining the bound above and (6.21) and using Stirling’s formula, we get that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+ δ3 )( 3kpf −1 )m−1} log log T exp (_{2·3m−2 log log T log log log log T}

(kpf−1)^{m−1} log log log T ) )

× exp (( 1 + δ 3 ) pk^2(log log T )^3 ) s^{12q}_0 exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0

+ 2s_0 log ( ke^{3/2} √ qb(Δ_0) ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{γ(Δ0 )}√

log log T^{β0} )) . (6.22)

Recall the choice (6.18) for s_0. Note that we have

log log 1 Δ_0α

≤ log log log T, log log(β_0 log T ) < log log log T and log q ≤ log log log T.

Using the three bounds above in (6.22), it follows that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+ δ3 )( 3kpf −1 )m−1} log log T exp (_{2·3m−2 log log T log log log log T}

(kpf−1)^{m−1} log log log T ) )

× exp (( 1 + δ 3 ) pk^2(log log T )^3 ) exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0 + 4s_0 log log log T + O(s_0) ) . By (6.17) we get ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( − (log T )^{(1+ δ3 )( 3kpf −1 )m−1} log log T 4 exp

(_{2·3m−2 log log T log log log log T}

(kpf−1)^{m−1} log log log T ) )

× exp ( (1 + δ)k^2(log log T )^3 )

22 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

≪ T exp ( (1 + δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) . (6.23)

Now suppose that t ∈ T_0. Using Proposition 3.4 and proceeding as before, we get that ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ (log log T )^k exp ( c_1(log T )

3m(1+ δ3 ) (kb−1)(kpf −1)m−1 (1− δ24 )2 log log T

× exp ( − 3^m log log T log log log log T (kb − 1)(kpf − 1)^{m−1} log log log T )) exp ( (1 + δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) , (6.24)

for some c_1 > 0, and where we trivially bounded γ(Δ_K ) ≤ 1. Now given the choice of parameters in (6.14), (6.15), (6.16), we have kpf − 1 = (kb − 1) ( 1 − δ 4(m − 1) ) + O (log log log T log log T ) > (kb − 1) ( 1 − 7δ 24(m − 1) ) . Using this in (6.24) leads to ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+δ)( 3kb−1 )m} log log T exp (_{2·3m−1 log log T log log log log T}

(kb−1)^m log log log T ) ) exp ( (1 + δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) . (6.25)

To bound the contribution from S_2(t), we proceed as in (6.9). We rewrite ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 exp ( log log log T β_j (n − 2kb + 2) − n log log log T log(β_j log T ) β_j log log T

+ log log T + k^2(log log T )^3 + O ( 1 β_j )) , (6.26)

where we used the fact that k ≥ 1/2. Note that the maximum in the sum over j is attained either at j = 0 or j = K − 1. Now given the choices (6.18) and (6.19), the contribution from j = 0 is

≪ exp

(log log log T

β_0 ( − δ(kb − 1) 4 + n log (_{kpf−1} 3 )_{m−1} log log T ) + O ( 1 β_0

+ (log log T )^3 )) , and again using the choices (6.19) and (6.17), it follows that the contribution from j = 0 is negligible.

For the contribution from j = K − 1, proceeding similarly as in the bound for S_1(t), it follows that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T exp ( (log T )^{(1+δ)( 3kb−1 )m} log log T exp (_{2·3m−1 log log T log log log log T}

(kb−1)^m log log log T ) ) exp ( (1 + δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) . Combining the above, (6.23) and (6.25), the induction conclusion (6.13) follows.

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 23

Now taking m maximal as in (6.17), we get that ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (1 + δ)k^2(log log T )^3 ) . (6.27)

6.3. The range α ≫^{(log log T )} 4 k +ε (log T )^12k

, k ≥ 1/2, once more. Here, we use the same setup as in Subsection 6.2. Once again, we assume (6.1) and (6.2).

We will improve the bound (6.27). The proof is similar to the proof in the previous cases, so we will skip some of the details.

As before, let p = log log T log log T − 2kbδ log log log T and q = log log T 2kbδ log log log T

, (6.28)

so that 1/p + 1/q = 1. We choose

β_0 =

(6d − 5) log log log T (1 + 2δ)pqk^2(log log T )^3

, s_0 = [ 1 qβ_0 ] , ℓ_0 = 2 ⌈sd_0 2 ⌉ . (6.29)

We choose β_j , s_j, ℓ_j as in (4.2), and a, d, r are such that a(2d − 1) r = 1 − δ. We also choose K maximal such that

β_K ≤ c, (6.30) where c is a small constant as in (4.5). Note that the conditions in Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 are satisfied.

We now proceed as before. If t /∈ T_0, then as in Subsection (6.2), we have that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≤ (ke2 ℓ_0 )_{2s0} ( ∫ 2T T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2kp} dt ) 1_p ( ∫ 2T T |P_{0,v}(t)|^{2s0q} dt ) 1_q

≪ T exp ( (1 + δ)pk^2(log log T )^3 ) exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0

+ 2s_0 log ( ke^{3/2} √ qb(Δ_0) ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{γ(Δ0)}√ log log T^{β0} )) . Note that γ(Δ_0) = 0 with the choice of parameters (6.29). We deduce that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T exp ( (1 + δ)pk^2(log log T )^3 )

× exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0 + 2s_0 log log log T + O(s_0) ) = o(T ), (6.31)

24 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

by (6.28) and the choice of parameters in (6.29). Using the choice of β_K in (6.30), we also get that ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k(log T )^{k2} . (6.32)

To bound the contribution from S_2(t), we rewrite equation (6.9) using the fact that γ(Δ_j) = 0 for all j and that K ≪ log log T . We have ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^{k+1} K−1∑ j=0 exp ( log log T β_j ( 1 − 2k − 2kb log log log T log log T )

+ 4 log log log T β_j ( 2k − a(2d − 1) r ) + k^2 log log T + O ( 1 β_j )) . In the sum over j above, note that if k = 1/2, then the exponential term is bounded by exp ( − c_1 log log log T β_j + k^2 log log T ) , for some c_1 > 0. If k > 1/2, then the exponential term is bounded by exp ( − c_1 log log T β_j + k^2 log log T ) , for some c_1 > 0. In both cases, we obtain that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt = o ( T (log log T )^k(log T )^{k2} ) . Combining the above, (6.32) and (6.31), the bound (1.3) follows.

6.4. The range^1_{(log T ) 12k} ≪ α = o

(_{(log log T )}^4_k +ε

(log T )^12k ) . Here, we will prove the bound (1.4).

We will only sketch the proof, since it is similar to the proof in the previous cases. We choose the parameters β_j , ℓ_j, s_j as in (4.1), (4.2), and a, d, r as in (6.3) and (6.5), where n = 6 1 − δ . (6.33)

We also choose β_K as in (6.6). We now proceed as in Subsection 6.1.

As in (6.7), we have ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt = o(T ). (6.34)

Also, as in (6.8), and keeping in mind the choice (6.33) for n, we get that ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ T exp ( log T log log T exp(^{2 log log T log log log log T}

3 log log log T ) ) . (6.35)

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 25

To bound the contribution from S_2(t), we proceed as in equation (6.9). Since α ≫ 1 (log T )^12k

, we have ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 exp ( log log log T β_j (n + 2) + (log log T )^3 + O ( 1 β_j )) . The maximum in the sum above is attained when j = 0. So, keeping in mind the choice of β_0 in (4.1), we obtain that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T exp

((4 + δ) log T log log log T

log log T ) , (6.36)

after a relabeling of the δ. Combining (6.34), (6.35) and (6.36), the conclusion follows in this case.

7. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 for small shifts α Here, we will prove the bounds (1.5) and (1.9) . The proof will be similar to the one in the previous subsection, but we choose the parameters differently. Recall that u = log^1_α log log T . Let δ > 0. We choose

β_0 =

(2ku + 2d − 1 −^{a(2d−1)}_r ) log log T (1 + δ)ku log T

, s_0 = [ 1 β_0 ] , ℓ_0 = 2 ⌈sd_0 2 ⌉ , (7.1)

where we pick a = 1 − 3kε 1 − 2kε , r = 1 1 − 2kε , d = 2 − 7kε 2(1 − 3kε) , so that a(2d − 1) r = 1 − 4kε. (7.2) We further pick β_j , ℓ_j, s_j as in (4.2). We choose K to be maximal such that β_K ≤ c, (7.3) for c a small constant such that c^{1−d} ( rad r^{1−d} − 1 + 2r r − 1 ) ≤ 1 − a − β^{1−d}_0 . (7.4)

Note that the above ensures that the conditions in Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 are satisfied.

If t /∈ T_0, then we proceed as before, and similarly to equation (4.7) we get that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T^{1+(1+δ)ku}

× exp ( − (2d − 1)s_0 log s_0 + 2s_0 log ( ke^{3/2}b(Δ_0) ( log 1 Δ_0α

)_{γ(Δ0)}√ log log T^{β0} )) .

26 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

Keeping in mind the choice of parameters (7.1), we obtain that ∫ [T,2T ]\T_0 |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} dt ≪ T^{1+(1+δ)} 2ku− a(2d−1)r 2ku− a(2d−1)r +2d−1 exp ( O (log T log log log T log log T )) . (7.5) Now if t ∈ T_0, then since γ(Δ_K ) = 1, we use Proposition 3.4 and the expression (7.3) for β_K as before to get that ∫_{2T} T S_1(t) dt ≪ T (log T )^{O(1)} exp (( 1 4 + ε ) k^2 ( log 1 α )_2

log log T ) . (7.6)

Similarly as before (see equation (4.9)), we have ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T (log log T )^k K−1∑ j=0 (K − j) √ 1 β_{j+1} exp ( log log T β_j ( 2ku − a(2d − 1) r )

+ log(β_j log T ) β_j (a(2d − 1) r − 2k ) + 2a rβ_j log ( e^{3/2}b(Δ_{j+1}) ( log 1 Δ_{j+1}α

)_{γ(Δj+1)})

+ 2k β_j log 1 1 − ε/2 ) ( log T^{βj}

)_k2_{b(Δj )}2_{(log} 1_{Δj α )}^{2γ(Δ}j^) . As K ≪ log log T , we further write the above as ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T K−1∑ j=0 exp ( log log T β_j ( 2ku − a(2d − 1) r ) + O (log T log log log T log log T ))

Since α = o

(_1

(log T )^12k^{−ε} ) , we have that 2ku − a(2d − 1) r ≥ 2kε. Hence the sum over j above achieves its maximum when j = 0. Using (7.1), we obtain that ∫_{2T} T S_2(t) dt ≪ T^{1+(1+δ)} 2ku− a(2d−1)r 2ku− a(2d−1)r +2d−1 exp ( O (log T log log log T log log T )) . (7.7)

Combining equations (7.2), (7.5), (7.6) and (7.7) and after a relabeling of the ε, the bounds (1.5) and (1.9) follow.

8. The asymptotic formula In this section we shall prove Theorem 1.4. We have 1 2πi ∫_{1+iT /2} 1−iT /2 e^{z2/2}X^z 1 ζ(^1_2 + α + it + z)^kζ(^1_2 + α − it + z)^k dz z (8.1) = ∞∑ m,n=1 μ_k(m)μ_k(n) (mn)^{1/2+α} (m n )_{−it} W (mn X ) ,

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 27

where

W (x) = 1 2πi ∫_{1+iT /2} 1−iT /2 e^{z2/2}x^{−z} dz z , (8.2)

by writing the zeta-functions in (8.1) as Dirichlet series and integrating term-by-term. On the other hand, by deforming the line of integration, the left hand side of (8.1) is equal to

|ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k} + 1 2πi ∫_{−(1−ε)α+iT /2} −(1−ε)α−iT /2 e^{z2/2}X^z 1 ζ(^1_2 + α + it + z)^kζ(^1_2 + α − it + z)^k dz z + O (e−T^2/8X T max εα≤σ≤1+α 1 |ζ(^1_2 + σ + i(t ± T/2))|^k|ζ(^1_2 + σ − i(t ∓ T/2))|^k ) . For t ∈ [T, 2T ], the O-term is ≪ e^{−T 2/8}X T T^{k log} 1 εα log log T ≪ e−T 2/8XT^{Ok(1)}, by Lemma 2.2. Hence, integrating over t ∈ [T, 2T ] we obtain that ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k}dt = ∞∑ m,n=1 μ_k(m)μ_k(n) (mn)^{1/2+α} W (mn X ) ∫ 2T T (m n )_{−it} dt

− 1 2πi ∫_{−(1−ε)α+iT /2} −(1−ε)α−iT /2 e^{z2/2}X^z ∫_{2T} T 1 ζ(^1_2 + α + it + z)^kζ(^1_2 + α − it + z)^k dt dz z + O ( e^{−T 2/8}XT^{Ok(1)} ) . Furthermore, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality the second term above is ≪_ε X^{−(1−ε)α} α ∫_{T /2} −T /2 e^{−z2/2} ( ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + εα + i(t + z))|^{−2k}dt )_{1/2}

× ( ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + εα − i(t − z))|^{−2k}dt )_{1/2} dz ≪_ε X^{−(1−ε)α} α T (log log T )^k(log T )^{k2} ≪_ε T X^{−(1−ε)α}(log T )^{k2+1},

in view of (1.3) and (1.6) in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, and the fact that^1_α ≪ min

{_{(log T )} 1_{2k}

(log log T )^4k^{+ε}

,^{log T}_{log log T} } . Thus, ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k}dt = ∞∑ m,n=1 μ_k(m)μ_k(n) (mn)^{1/2+α} W (mn X ) ∫ 2T T (m n )_{−it} dt (8.3) + O ( T X^{−(1−ε)α}(log T )^{k2+1} ) + O ( e^{−T 2/8}XT^{Ok(1)} ) .

28 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

We next consider the contribution of off-diagonal terms m ≠ n on the right hand side of (8.3), which is ≪ ∑ m≠n d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{1/2+α}| log m/n| | | |W (mn X )| |. We note from (8.2) that W (x) ≪ x^{−1} trivially and

W (x) = 1 + O(x) + O (e−T^2/8 xT ) if x ≤ 1, by moving the contour to the −1-line, and so this contribution is bounded by ≪ ∑ m≠n mn≤X d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{1/2+α}| log m/n| + e^{−T 2/8}X T ∑ m≠n mn≤X d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{3/2+α}| log m/n| + X ∑ m≠n mn>X d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{3/2+α}| log m/n| = E_1 + E_2, say, where E_1 and E_2 denote the sums with^m_n /∈ [1/2, 2] and^m_n ∈ [1/2, 2], respectively. With E_1, | log m/n| ≫ 1 and we get

E_1 ≪ ∑ mn≤X d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{1/2+α} + e^{−T 2/8}X T ∑ mn≤X d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{3/2+α} + X ∑ mn>X d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^{3/2+α} ≪ X^{1/2−α}(log X)^{2k−1} + e^{−T 2/8}X T . (8.4)

For E_2, we use the fact that d_k(m)d_k(n) (mn)^σ ≪ d_k(m)^2 m^{2σ} + d_k(n)^2 n^{2σ} , (8.5)

and we have

E_2 ≪ ∑ m≤ √ 2X d_k(m)^2 m^{1+2α} ∑ n≠m m/2≤n≤2m 1 | log m/n| + e^{−T 2/8}X T ∑ m≤ √ 2X d_k(m)^2 m^{3+2α} ∑ n≠m m/2≤n≤2m 1 | log m/n|

+ X ∑ m> √_{X/2} d_k(m)^2 m^{3+2α} ∑ n≠m m/2≤n≤2m 1 | log m/n|

≪ log X ∑ m≤ √ 2X d_k(m)^2 m^{2α} + e^{−T 2/8}X log X T ∑ m≤ √ 2X d_k(m)^2 m^{2+2α} + X ∑ m> √_{X/2} d_k(m)^2 log m m^{2+2α}

≪ X^{1/2−α}(log X)^{k2} + e^{−T 2/8}X log X T . (8.6)

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 29

We are left with the contribution of the diagonal terms m = n on the right hand side of (8.3). By (8.2) this is T ∞∑ n=1 μ_k(n)^2 n^{1+2α} W (n2 X ) = T 2πi ∫_{1+iT /2} 1−iT /2 e^{z2/2}X^z ∞∑ n=1 μ_k(n)^2 n^{1+2α+2z} dz z = T 2πi ∫_{1+iT /2} 1−iT /2 e^{z2/2}X^zζ(1 + 2α + 2z)^{k2} ∏ p ( 1 − 1 p^{1+2α+2z} )_k2 ( 1 + ∞∑ j=1 μ_k(p^j)^2 p^{(1+2α+2z)j} ) dz z . We move the contour to the −(1 − ε)α-line, crossing a simple pole at z = 0. In doing so, we get that this is equal to

T ζ(1 + 2α)^{k2} ∏ p ( 1 − 1 p^{1+2α} )_k2 ( 1 + ∞∑ j=1 μ_k(p^j)^2 p^{(1+2α)j} )

+ O ( T X^{−(1−ε)α}α^{−(k2+1)} ) + O ( e^{−T 2/8}XT^{Ok(1)} ) . Thus, ∫_{2T} T |ζ(^1_2 + α + it)|^{−2k}dt = T ζ(1 + 2α)^{k2} ∏ p ( 1 − 1 p^{1+2α} )_k2 ( 1 + ∞∑ j=1 μ_k(p^j )^2 p^{(1+2α)j} )

+ O ( T X^{−(1−ε)α}(log T )^{k2+1} ) + O ( e^{−T 2/8}XT^{Ok(1)} log X ) + O ( X^{1/2−α}(log X)^{k2} ) , by combining the above with (8.3), (8.4) and (8.6). We choose X = T^2, then the error terms above become T^{1−2(1−ε)α}(log T )^{k2+1}, and the conclusion follows after a relabeling of the ε.

9. Proof of Theorem 1.5 9.1. Assuming RH: k ≥ 1. Following the arguments in [7, Chapter 17], it is standard from Perron’s formula that ∑ n≤x μ_k(n) = 1 2πi ∫_{c+i[x]} c−i[x] x^s ζ(s)^k ds s + O ( (log x)^k ) (9.1)

with c = 1 +^1_{log x} . We deform the contour by replacing the line segment c + it, |t| ≤ [x], with a piecewise linear path comprising of a number of horizontal and vertical line segments,_J ⋃ j=1 ( V_j ∪ H_j ) ⋃ V_0,

where

V_0 : s = 1 2 + (log log x_0)^8k^{+ε}

(log x_0)^1k + it, |t| ≤ x_0, V_j : s = 1 2 + (log log(2^{j−1}x_0))^8k^{+ε} (log(2^{j−1}x_0))^1k + it, 2^{j−1}x_0 ≤ |t| ≤ min{2^jx_0, [x]}, 1 ≤ j ≤ J,

30 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

H_j : s = σ ± i2^jx_0, 1 2 + (log log(2^jx_0))^8k^{+ε} (log(2^j x_0))^1k ≤ σ ≤ 1 2 + (log log(2^{j−1}x_0))^8k^{+ε} (log(2^{j−1}x_0))^1k , 1 ≤ j ≤ J − 1, H_J : s = σ ± i[x], 1 2 + (log log(2^{J−1}x_0))^8k^{+ε} (log(2^{J−1}x_0))^1k ≤ σ ≤ 1 + 1 log x

and x_0 = exp ( (log x)^{kk+1} (log log x)^{k+8k+1} ) , J = ⌈log_2^{[x]}_{x0} ⌉ ≪ log x. We encounter no pole in doing so.

We first consider the integral along V_0. Let

α_0 :=

(log log x_0)^8k^{+ε} (log x_0)^1k and T_0 := exp

( log x_0

(log log x_0)^8 ) . For T_0 ≤ T ≤ x_0 we have^1_{(log T ) 1k} ≪ α_0 ≪^{(log log T )} 8 k +ε (log T )^{1k}

and so 1 2πi ∫_{1/2+α0 +iT} 1/2+α_0+iT /2 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ x^{1/2+α0} T ∫_{1/2+α0 +iT} 1/2+α_0+iT /2 | | ds ζ(s)^k | | ≪ x^{1/2+α0} exp ( log T (log log T )^{−1+ε} ) , by (1.4). We hence get 1 2πi ∫_{1/2+α0 +ix0} 1/2+α_0+iT_0 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ x^{1/2+α0} exp ( log x_0(log log x_0)^{−1+ε} )

= √ x exp

(log x(log log x_0)^8_k +ε

(log x_0)^1k

+ log x_0(log log x_0)^{−1+ε} )

≪ √ x exp ( (log x)^{kk+1} (log log x)^{7k+1 +ε} ) , (9.2)

by diving the segment of integration into dyadic intervals. The same bound holds for the integral along ∫_{1/2+α0 −iT0} 1/2+α_0−ix_0 . Furthermore, we note from Lemma 2.2 that

|ζ(s)|^{−1} ≪ (|t| + 2)^{( 12k +ε) log log x0log log(|t|+2)} (9.3) for s ∈ V_0. So 1 2πi ∫_{1/2+α0 +iT0} 1/2+α_0 −iT_0 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x exp

(log x(log log x_0)^8_k +ε

(log x_0)^1k + log log x_0 log T_0

log log T_0 )

≪ √ x exp ( (log x)^{kk+1} (log log x)^{7k+1 +ε} ) . (9.4)

Combining (9.2) and (9.4) we obtain that 1 2πi ∫ V_0 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x exp ( (log x)^{kk+1} (log log x)^{7k+1 +ε} ) .

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 31

For the contribution from the vertical segments ∪^J_{j=1}V_j, we deduce from (1.3) that it is bounded by ≪ √ x(log x)^{k24 +ε} J−1∑ j=0 exp (log x(log log(2jx_0))^8_k +ε

(log(2^j x_0))^1k )

≪ √ x exp

(log x(log log x)^8_k +ε

(log x_0)^1k ) ≪ √ x exp ( (log x)^{kk+1} (log log x)^{7k+1 +ε} ) . (9.5)

For s ∈ H_j, 1 ≤ j ≤ J − 1, again like (9.3) we have

|ζ(s)|^{−1} ≪ (2^jx_0)^{12k +ε}.

So the contribution to (9.1) from the horizontal segments ∪^{J−1}_{j=1} H_j is ≪ √ x J−2∑ j=0 (2^j x_0)^{−1/2+ε} exp

(log x(log log(2jx_0))^8_k +ε

(log(2^jx_0))^1k )

≪ √ xx^{−1/2+ε} 0 exp

(log x(log log x)^8_k +ε

(log x_0)^1k ) ≪ √ x. (9.6)

We are left with the integral along H_J , which is bounded by max 1 2 +^{(log log x)} 8 k +ε (log x) 1 k ≤σ≤1+^1_{log x} exp ( (σ − 1) log x − k log |ζ(σ ± ix)| ) . (9.7)

For^1_2 +^{(log log x)} 8 k +ε (log x)^1k

≤ σ ≤^1_2 + o(^1_{log log x} ), Lemma 2.2 implies that this is

≪ exp ( (σ − 1) log x + k log x 2 log log x log 1 1 − (log x)^{1−2σ} + O_k ( log x

log log x ) + O_k ( log x

(log log x)^2 log 1 1 − (log x)^{1−2σ} ))

≪ exp ( (σ − 1) log x + k log x 2 log log x log 1 (2σ − 1) log log x + O_k ( (2σ − 1) log x )

+ O_k ( log x

log log x ) + O_k ( log x

(log log x)^2 log 1 2σ − 1 )) , (9.8)

which is decreasing with repsect to σ, and, hence,

≪ exp ( − (8 + k) log x log log log x 2 log log x + O_k ( log x log log x )) ≪ 1. (9.9)

For 1 −^1_{log log x} ≤ σ ≤ 1 +^1_{log x} , the second estimate in Lemma 2.2 leads to a bound of size ≪ exp ( (σ − 1) log x + k log log log x + O_k(1) ) ≪ (log log x)^k. (9.10)

32 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

Finally, for^1_2 + O(^1_{log log x} ) ≤ σ ≤ 1 −^1_{log log x} , we use the last estimate in Lemma 2.2 to get the bound

≪ exp ( (σ − 1) log x +

(log x)^{2−2σ} (1 − σ) log log x

+ ε log x + O_k

( (log x)2−2σ (1 − σ)^2(log log x)^2 )) ≪ x^ε. (9.11) Combining the estimates we obtain the first part of the theorem for k ≥ 1.

9.2. Assuming RH: k < 1. The arguments are similar to the previous subsection. We replace the contour in (9.1) with J⋃ j=1 ( V_j ∪ H_j ) ⋃ V_0,

where

V_0 : s = 1 2 + ε log log x_1

log x_1 + it, |t| ≤ x_1, V_j : s = 1 2 + ε log log(2^{j−1}x_1)

log(2^{j−1}x_1) + it, 2^{j−1}x_1 ≤ |t| ≤ min{2^jx_1, [x]}, 1 ≤ j ≤ J, H_j : s = σ ± i2^jx_1, 1 2 + ε log log(2^jx_1)

log(2^jx_1) ≤ σ ≤ 1 2 + ε log log(2^{j−1}x_1) log(2^{j−1}x_1) , 1 ≤ j ≤ J − 1, H_J : s = σ ± i[x], 1 2 + ε log log(2^{J−1}x_1) log(2^{J−1}x_1) ≤ σ ≤ 1 + 1 log x

and x_1 = exp( √ ε log x log log x), J = ⌈log_2^{[x]}_{x1} ⌉ ≪ log x. Again we encounter no pole in doing so.

For the integral along V_0, let

α_1 := ε log log x_1

log x_1 and T_1 := exp

( log x_1 log log x_1 ) . If T_1 ≤ T ≤ x_1, then^1_{log T} ≪ α_1 ≪^{log log T}_{log T} , and hence 1 2πi ∫_{1/2+α1 +iT} 1/2+α_1 +iT /2 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ x^{1/2+α1} T ∫_{1/2+α1 +iT} 1/2+α_1 +iT /2 | | | ds ζ(s)^k | | | ≪ x^{1/2+α1} exp ( (log log T )^{1+ε} ) , by (1.7). It follows that 1 2πi ∫_{1/2+α1+ix1} 1/2+α_1+iT_1 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ x^{1/2+α1} exp ( (log log x_1)^{1+ε} )

= √ x exp ( ε log x log log x_1 log x_1

+ (log log x_1)^{1+ε} )

≪ √ x exp ( ε √ log x ) , (9.12)

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 33

by relabelling ε. The same bound holds for the integral along ∫_{1/2+α1−iT1} 1/2+α_1 −ix_1 . Also, by

(9.3) we have 1 2πi ∫_{1/2+α1 +iT1} 1/2+α_1 −iT_1 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x exp ( ε log x log log x_1 log x_1 + (k 2 + ε )log log x_1 log T_1 log log T_1 )

≪ √ x exp ( ε √ log x ) , (9.13) by another relabelling of ε. Combining (9.12) and (9.13) we obtain that 1 2πi ∫ V_0 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x exp ( ε √ log x ) . (9.14)

The same bound holds for the other integrals. Indeed, similar to (9.5) and (9.6) we have J∑ j=1 1 2πi ∫ V_j x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x(log x)^{k24 +ε} J−1∑ j=0 exp ( ε log x log log(2^j x_1)

log(2^jx_1) )

≪ √ x(log x)^{k24 +1+ε} exp ( ε log x log log x_1

log x_1 ) ≪ √ x exp ( ε √ log x ) (9.15) and J−1∑ j=1 1 2πi ∫ H_j x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x J−2∑ j=0 (2^jx_1)^{k2 −1+ε} exp ( ε log x log log(2^j x_1)

log(2^jx_1) )

≪ √ xx^{−1/2+ε} 1 (log x) exp ( ε log x log log x_1

log x_1 ) ≪ √ x exp ( ε √ log x ) . (9.16) And similar to (9.7), (9.8), (9.9), (9.10) and (9.11) we get 1 2πi ∫ H_J x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ max 1 2 +ε^{log log x} log x ≤σ≤1+ 1 log x exp ( (σ − 1) log x − k log |ζ(σ ± ix)| )

≪ exp (_{(k−1) log x} 2 −^{k log x log log log x}

log log x + Ok

(_{log x}

log log x )) if^1_2 + ε^{log log x}_{log x} ≤ σ ≤^1_2 + o(^1_{log log x} ), (log log x)^k if 1 −^1_{log log x} ≤ σ ≤ 1 +^1_{log x} , x^ε if^1_2 + O(^1_{log log x} ) ≤ σ ≤ 1 −^1_{log log x} , ≪ x^ε, by Lemma 2.2. This, together with (9.14), (9.15) and (9.16), establishes the first part of the theorem for k < 1.

9.3. Assuming Conjecture 1.1. We replace the contour in (9.1) by H_1 ∪ V_0, where

V_0 : s = 1 2 + α_2 + it, |t| ≤ [x], H_1 : s = σ ± i[x], 1 2 + α_2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 + 1 log x

34 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

for some^1_{log x} ≤ α_2 ≤ 1 to be chosen later. We encounter no pole in doing so.

On one hand, by Conjecture 1.1 we get 1 2πi ∫ V_0 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ xx^{α2} ( 1 α_2

) k^2_4 . (9.17)

On the other hand, we have 1 2πi ∫ H_1 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ max 1 2 +α_2≤σ≤1+^1_{log x} exp ( (σ − 1) log x − k log |ζ(σ ± i[x])| ) . Like in (9.8) and (9.9), this is

≪ exp ( (σ − 1) log x + k log x 2 log log x log 1 (2σ − 1) log log x + O_k ( (2σ − 1) log x )

+ O_k ( log x log log x ) + O_k ( log x (log log x)^2 log 1 2σ − 1 ))

≪ exp ( − log x 2 + k log x log^1_{α2} 2 log log x − k log x log log log x 2 log log x + O_k ( α_2 log x ) + O_k ( log x log log x ) + O_k (log x log 1_{α2} (log log x)^2 )) (9.18) for^1_2 + α_2 ≤ σ ≤^1_2 + o(^1_{log log x} ), and as in (9.10) and (9.11), it is

≪ (log log x)^k + x^ε for^1_2 + O(^1_{log log x} ) ≤ σ ≤ 1 +^1_{log x} . In view of (9.18), we choose

α_2 =

{_1

log x if k ≤ 2, 1 (log x)^2k (log log x)^{1−ε} if k > 2, and then 1 2πi ∫ H_1 x^s ζ(s)^k ds s ≪ √ x. Combining with (9.17) we obtain the second part of the theorem.

References

[1] M. Balazard, A. de Roton, Notes de lecture de l’article “Partial sums of the Möbius function” de Kannan Soundararajan, preprint, arXiv http://arxiv.org/abs/0810.3587.

[2] M. V. Berry, J. P. Keating, Clusters of near-degenerate levels dominate negative moments of spectral determinants, J. Phys. A 35 (2002), L1–L6.

[3] S. Bettin, V. Chandee, M. Radziwiłł, The mean square of the product of ζ(s) with Dirichlet polynomials, J. Reine Angew. Math 729 (2017), 51–79.

[4] H. M. Bui, A. Florea, J. P. Keating, The Ratios Conjecture and upper bounds for negative moments of L–functions over function fields, to appear in Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., arXiv http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10396.

NEGATIVE MOMENTS OF THE RIEMANN ZETA-FUNCTION 35

[5] E. Carneiro, V. Chandee, Bounding ζ(s) in the critical strip, J. Number Theory 131 (2011), 363– 384.

[6] J. B. Conrey, D. W. Farmer, J. P. Keating, M. O. Rubinstein, N. C. Snaith, Integral moments of L-functions, Proc. London Math. Soc. 91 (2005), 33–104.

[7] H. Davenport, Multiplicative number theory, 3rd edition, revised and with a preface by H. L.

Montgomery, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 74. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2000. [8] A. Florea, Negative moments of L–functions with small shifts over function fields, preprint, arXiv http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.10477.

[9] P. J. Forrester, J. P. Keating, Singularity dominated strong fluctuations for some random matrix averages, Commun. Math. Phys. 250 (2004), 119–131.

[10] S. M. Gonek, On negative moments of the Riemann zeta-function, Mathematika 36 (1989), 71–88. [11] G. H. Hardy, J. E. Littlewood, Contributions to the theory of the Riemann zeta-function and the theory of the distribution of primes, Acta Math. 41 (1918), 119–196.

[12] A. Harper, Sharp conditional bounds for moments of the Riemann zeta function, preprint, arXiv http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.4618.

[13] W. Heap, M. Radziwiłł, K. Soundararajan, Sharp upper bounds for fractional moments of the Riemann zeta function, Q. J. Math. 70 (2019), 1387–1396.

[14] W. Heap, K. Soundararajan, Lower bounds for moments of zeta and L–functions revisited, preprint, arXiv http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.13154.

[15] D. R. Heath-Brown, Fractional moments of the Riemann zeta-function, J. London Math. Soc. 24 (1981), 65–78.

[16] D. A. Hejhal, On the distribution of log |ζ^′(^1_2 + it)|, Number theory, trace formulas and discrete groups (Oslo, 1987), Academic Press, Boston, MA (1989), 343–370.

[17] A. E. Ingham, Mean-value theorems in the theory of the Riemann zeta-function, Proc. London Math. Soc. 27 (1926), 273–300.

[18] J. P. Keating, N. C. Snaith, Random matrix theory and ζ(1/2 + it), Commun. Math. Phys. 214 (2000), 57–89.

[19] E. Landau, Über die Möbiussche funktion, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo 48 (1924), 277–280. [20] J. E. Littlewood, Quelques conséquences de l’hypothes̀e que la fonction ζ(s) de Riemann n’a pas de zéros dans le demi-plan ℜ(s) > 1/2, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 154 (1912), 263–266.

[21] H. Maier, H. L. Montgomery, The sum of the Möbius function, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 41 (2009), 213–226.

[22] H. L. Montgomery, Topics in multiplicative number theory, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 227, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1971.

[23] N. Ng, The distribution of the summatory function of the Möbius function, Proc. London Math.

Soc. 89 (2004), 361–389.

[24] M. Radziwiłł, The 4.36-th moment of the Riemann zeta-function, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 18 (2012), 4245–4259.

[25] M. Radziwiłł, K. Soundararajan, Moments and distribution of central L–values of quadratic twists of elliptic curves, Invent. Math 202 (2015), 1029–1068.

[26] M. Radziwiłł, K. Soundararajan, Continuous lower bounds for moments of zeta and L-functions, Mathematika 59 (2013), 119–128.

[27] K. Ramachandra, Some remarks on the mean value of the Riemann zeta function and other Dirichlet series. I, Hardy-Ramanujan J. 1 (1978), 1–15.

[28] K. Ramachandra. Some remarks on the mean value of the Riemann zeta function and other Dirichlet series. II, Hardy-Ramanujan J. 3 (1980), 1–24.

[29] K. Soundararajan, Moments of the Riemann zeta function, Ann. of Math. 170 (2009), 981–993. [30] K. Soundararajan, Partial sums of the Möbius function, J. reine angew. Math. 631 (2009), 141– 152.

[31] E. C. Titchmarsh, A consequence of the Riemann hypothesis, J. London Math. Soc. 2 (1927), 247–254.

36 HUNG M. BUI AND ALEXANDRA FLOREA

Department of Mathematics, University of Manchester, Manchester M13 9PL, UK Email address: hung.bui@manchester.ac.uk UC Irvine, Mathematics Department, Rowland Hall, Irvine 92697, USA Email address: floreaa@uci.edu