ASYMMETRIC DISTRIBUTION OF EXTREME VALUES OF CUBIC
L-FUNCTIONS ON THE 1-LINE.
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ABSTRACT. We investigate the distribution of values of cubic Dirichlet L-functions at s = 1.
Following ideas of Granville and Soundararajan for quadratic L-functions, we model the
distribution of L(1,x) by the distribution of random Euler products L(1,X) for certain
family of random variables X(p) attached to each prime. We obtain a description of the
proportion of |L(1,x)| that are larger or that are smaller than a given bound, and yield
more light into the Littlewood bounds. Unlike the quadratic case, there is an asymmetry
between lower and upper bounds for the cubic case, and small values are less probable than
large values.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study in this paper the distribution of the values of Dirichlet L-functions attached to
cubic characters. Let y be a primitive cubic Dirichlet character over Q, and let

— x(n)

ns
n=1

L(s,x) =

We are interested in the distribution of the special values |L(1,x)| as x varies over the
family JF3 of cubic primitive characters over Q. The approach of this work is to compare the
distribution of values for |L(1, x)| with the distribution of values of a random Euler product,

-1
|L(1,X)|, where L(1,X) =[], (1 — ¥> and the X(p) are independent random variables

that take the values 0,1, w3 := e’ and w32 with suitable probabilities. The main motivation
for this work is in determining the extreme values that |L(1, x)| can take.

This problem has been studied thoroughly in the case of the quadratic characters, with the
pioneering work of Granville and Soundararajan [GS03] describing the distribution of extreme
values for L(1, y4) where y, varies over quadratic characters, in order to gain understanding
of the well-known discrepancy between the extreme values that L(1, x4) may exhibit (the
Q-results of Chowla, described below) and the conditional bounds on these extreme values
(the O-results of Littlewood).

For a quadratic character y, of conductor |d|, it was shown by Littlewood [Lit28] (assuming
GRH, the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis) that

L) (5+000) ot < 10l < @2+ o(D)e" oy
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where here and throughout, v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, and the notation log; rep-
resents the j-fold iterated logarithm, so that log, |d| = loglog|d|. On the other hand, under
the same hypothesis, Littlewood also established that there are infinitely many fundamental
discriminants d for which

(1.2) L(1,xa) = (14 o(1))e” log, |d],
and there are infinitely many fundamental discriminants d such that
(1.3) L(1, xa) < (14 0(1))¢(2)/(e" logy |d]).

In [Cho49], Chowla removed the assumption of GRH on the Q-result (1.2). If we compare the
bounds in (1.1) with those obtained in (1.2) and (1.3), we can see there is a discrepancy in the
coefficient of the main term. In [GS03], the authors provide asymptotics for the probability
that L(1,xq) > €77, and for the probability the L(1,xq) < % uniformly in a wide range
of 7. The uniformity of their results provides evidence that the Q-results of Chowla may
represent the true nature of these extreme values, but falls just short of determining which
coefficient is the correct one.

We now turn to the extreme values of cubic characters. Our first result is a conditional
O-result in the style of Littlewood for cubic characters.

Theorem 1.1. Assume GRH. Let x be a primitive character of order 3 and conductor q.
Then we have

(% —i—o(l)) (%) <IL(L )| < (24 0(1)) ¢ log, .

The upper bound is not new, as the original proof of Littlewood holds for any primitive
character y of conductor ¢, but to our knowledge, the lower bound does not appear in the
literature. Theorem 1.1 is a particular case of Theorem 1.10 which holds for characters of
prime order ¢ > 3. We also obtain (2-results, Theorems 1.7 and 1.8, which exhibit a constant
discrepancy similar to the case of quadratic characters: 1 versus 2 for the upper bound and
1 versus \% for the lower bound. Other (2-results for the large values of characters of order

¢ > 2 as [Lam17, Theorem 1.2] (for the upper bound) exhibit the same constant discrepancy.

Our main theorems describe the distribution of extreme values for |L(1, x)| for a family
of cubic characters. Limiting distribution results for cubic characters over Q(v/—3) were
obtained by Akbary and Hamieh [AH20, AH21]. To our knowledge, our results are the first
describing the distribution of extreme values for cubic characters over Z, by considering
the tail of the distribution, and represent the first family where there is an asymmetric
distribution. As in [GS03], the range of uniformity we are able to achieve leads us to believe
that the Q-results of Theorems 1.7 and 1.8 may represent the true nature of the extreme

values in cubic families.
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In order to precisely describe our results, we need some notation. For X large, let F3(X)
denote the subset of F3 of cubic characters with conductor bounded by X and let

ox(r) = BILL > ) im o 30

|“F3(X XEF3(X)

[L(1,x)|>e7T

B @)5 o o1
¢X(T),_P(|L(17x)|<(€7 T>. |5 (X)] XE%%X) 1.

Ll<(42)2

In order to study these probabilities, we use the method of moments, and we show that the
complex moments of |L(1, x)| agree with the expectations of random Euler products L(1, X)
for a large range of values.

We now define the independent random variables X(p) given by

0  with probability = O
1 with probability =

1.4 X(p) = 5
(14) () w3 with probability = %
w3 with probability = 3,

when p = 2 (mod 3) or p = 3, and by
0  with probability = }%,

1 with probability = ;
(1.5) X(p) = - N (W)
ws with probability = 3012 +2),

w3 with probability = ST

when p = 1(mod3). We will see in Section 2 why these random variables are naturally
associated to the cubic family Fj.
Let n = p{'p5? - - - pi* be the prime power factorization of n. We extend the definition of
X by multiplicativity
X(n) = X(p1)" X(p2)* - - X(pr) ™,

and we define

=3 0= 1 (-57)

where both the series and the product are almost surely convergent by Lemma 4.2. Before
describing how well this model approximates the distribution of |L(1, )|, it is useful to
understand the behaviour of the distribution of |L(1,X)|. To this end, we define, for 7 > 0,

(1.6) O(7) =P (|L(1,X)| > e'7),

(1.7) U(r) =P (|L(1,X)| < (CS’)) ’ %) .

We obtain the following asymptotic behaviour for ®(7) and ¥(7), which are each decaying

doubly exponentially, although with different rates:
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Theorem 1.2. For large T, we have

267'_Cmax

o(r) = e (-2 (14067 )

and

2
7°—Chin

w(r) = (- T (06 ) ),

where Chax &= 0.98727 ... and Cpin, ~ 1.40459 ... are defined in (4.7) and (4.8) respectively.

We then show that the distribution of L(1,x) over y € F3(X) is well approximated by
the distribution for the random Euler product L(1,X), in a large range of 7.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be large. Then, uniformly in the range 1 < 7 < log, X — logs X —
log, X — 2, we have

2€T*Cmax

¢x(T) = exp (—T (1+ 0(7—1/2))) 7

and uniformly in the range 1 < 7 < \/logQX —logs X —log, X — 2,

2
T _Omin

— (1+ 0(71/2))> :

¥x(T) = exp <—

T

where Cpax and Cuim are as in Theorem 1.2.

If we compare Theorem 1.3 with the other distribution and extreme values results found
in the literature, for families of quadratic characters [GS03, DL18, Lum19], for |¢(1 + it)|
[GS06], for all characters modulo ¢ [LLS15], or for L-functions of automorphic forms on
GL,, [Lum18], we see that the probability distributions for cubic characters are different, as
ox(7) and ¥x(7) decay with different rates. Since ¥ x(7) decays faster, the small values
are less probable, which is reflected in the O-results and )-results for small values of cubic
characters, in Theorems 1.1, 1.7, and 1.8. The constants C',,, and C,;, are also different than
the constant C; which appears consistently in the articles on quadratic families mentioned
above.

We remark that the ranges of uniformity for ¢x(7) and 1 x(7) in Theorem 1.3 are com-
parable to [GS03, Theorem 1], taking into account the increased rate of decay of Theorem
1.2 in the case of (7).

As we mentioned above, the proof of Theorem 1.3 relies on comparing the moments of
|L(1,x)|** to the expectations E(|L(1,X)|?**). We will prove the following result in Section
3.



Theorem 1.4. Let z be a complex number and X be large. Then, uniformly in the region

log X
|Z’ S 16log, X logs X we have

1 9, d,(m)d,(n) D log X
Foo o o= 3 = ] m*o(exp<_16log2X))

XEF3(X) n,m>1 p=1 (mod 3)
nm2=0 plnm

. log X
=E(|L(1,X)*)+ O <GXP (—m)) ;

where the z-divisor function d,(n) is the multiplicative function defined by (3.1).

The range of |z| in Theorem 1.4 directly impacts the range of uniformity for 7 in Theorem

1.3. Our range is more limited than what is provided in [GS03, Theorem 3], as the authors
are able to take |z] < %. A key input of their argument is a result of Graham and
Ringrose [GR90, Theorem 5| that is only available over Q. For cubic characters, one needs
to work over Q(ws). It would be an interesting project to extend the result of [GR90] to
number fields. Our approach relies on zero density estimates for Dirichlet L-functions proven
by Montgomery [Mon71].

Under GRH, we can push the range of |z| in Theorem 1.4 by approximating L(1, x) with

a short Euler product, defined as

Ls,x:9) =] (1 - X;f))_l-

Py
We also define the short random Euler product

L(1,X;y) :H( —¥>_1-

p<y

Theorem 1.5. Assume GRH. Let C > 0, ¢° < B < (log, X)¢, 2 be a real number and

y = Blog Xlogy X. Then, uniformly in the region |z| < %, we have when X goes
to infinity,
1 . ] L Z
m Z |L(17X;y)|2 = E(|L(1,X; y)|2 )+ O (X 100E(|L(1,X;y)|2 )> .

XEF3(X)

Results of the same quality were obtained for quadratic characters in [GS03]. Using
Theorem 1.5, we can now improve Theorem 1.3 under GRH.

Theorem 1.6. Assume GRH. Let X be large and let e!® < A < (log, X)C be a real number.
Then, uniformly in the range T < logy X + logs X —logy A — 37 + Cax + 0(1), we have
267_Cn1ax

ox(r) = exp (-2

and, uniformly in the range T < \/log2 X +logy X —logy A — 37 + Chuin + 0(1), we have

(L+0(r7 2 + A‘l)))

2
T _Cmin

72

Ux (1) = exp (— (1 + O(T_1/2 + A_l))> ,

where Cax and Cpin are defined in (4.7) and (4.8) respectively.
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The above result gives an asymptotic formula if A = A(X) is chosen as an arbitrary
function of X such that A(X) — oo as X — 0.
We now move to the (2-results.

Theorem 1.7 (Detecting maximum value). Assume GRH. For X large, there are > X 3
cubic characters with prime conductor bounded by X such that

|L(1,x)| = € (logy X + logy X — log(2log 3) + o(1)) .

Theorem 1.8 (Detecting minimum value). Assume GRH. For X large, there are > X2

cubic characters with prime conductor bounded by X such that
1

¢(3):
(e7log, X + logs X — log(2log 3))2

Other Q-results for the large values of characters of order 3 can be found in [Laml7,
Theorem 2.1], where the proportion of characters is X'7¢, but the lower bound is smaller,
containing only the first term log, X. We are able to get an additional log; X because we
are using the distribution. We are then led to the following conjecture about the precise size
of the maximal and minimal order for L-functions associated with cubic characters, which
is the equivalent of a conjecture of [GS03| for quadratic characters, refining the conjectures
of [MV99] [GS03, Conjecture 2]. A similar conjecture for the large values of |((1 + it)| can
be found in [GS06]. For characters of order ¢ > 3, a conjecture for the leading term log, X
for the large values can be found in [Lam17].

IL(1,x)| < (14 0(1)).

Conjecture 1.9. Let F3(X) be the family of primitive cubic characters over Q with con-
ductor bounded by X. Then,

max |L(1, x)| = e”(logy X + logs X + Ciax — log2 + 0(1)),
X€F3(X)

and

. ((3) ) 2
min |L(1, = ,
XEF3(x) [E(L, )] <67(10g2 X +1logg X + Chin + 0(1))
where Cpax and Cuin are as in Theorem 1.2.

We reach this conjecture by assuming that the range for the upper bound (respectively
lower bound) in Theorem 1.6 can be sufficiently extended so that one can replace the value
of 7 in the expression for ¢x(7) (resp. ¥x (7)) by Tmax = logy X +1ogg X + Cipax —log2 +§
(resp. Tmin = \/ logy X + logg X + Ciyin + 0) for some constant § > 0. This results in

Ox (Tmax) < X (140(1)),  ¥x(Tmm) < X (1+0(1)).

Since X < % for & > 0 and the total number of characters is of order X, this sug-
gests that we do not cross the barrier of 6 > 0 when considering max,cz,(x)|L(1, x)| and
minye 7y(x) [L(1, X))

Furthermore, Theorem 1.7 comes (under GRH) very close to exhibiting X 2 characters such
that |L(1, x)| is close to the extreme values predicted by Conjecture 1.9, since — log (21og 3) =
—0.78719... and Cyax — log2 = 0.29412.... The same observation (with the appropriate
modifications) holds for the small values and Theorem 1.8.

Notice that our results in Theorem 1.6 prove (under GRH) some conjectures that are
cubic analogues to those of Montgomery and Vaughan [MV99] (more precisely, Theorem 1.6

6




implies an analogue of Conjecture 1 and the upper bound on Conjecture 2 in the notation
of [GS03]). Namely, using the maximal allowable value 7 in Theorem 1.6 implies that the
proportion of characters x € F3(X) such that

|L(1, x)| > €” (logy X + logs X —logy A — 37 + Chyax + 0(1))

is

2€log2 X+logs X —logy A—3740(1)
P <_log2 X +logg X —logy A — 37+ Chyax + 0(1)) '
If we replace by 7 = log, X (which is in the range of Theorem 1.6), we get that the proportion

of characters x € F3(X) such that |L(1,x)| > e”log, X is both > exp (—Cﬁéﬁ) and

< exp (—c%) for some appropriate constants 0 < ¢ < C' < oo, thus leading (under

GRH) to a cubic analogue of Conjecture 1 in [GS03].

Similarly, if we take 7 = logy, X + logs; X — logy A — 37 + Cihax with A to be a very
large constant (that is, sufficiently large to absorb the constant in the error term, but still a
constant) then we conclude that the proportion of characters x € F3(X) such that |L(1, x)| >
¢”(logy X + logs X) is bounded above by X© with some —1 < © < 0, and this leads to the
upper bound of the corresponding cubic analogue to Conjecture 2 in [GS03].

Less attention has been paid to the small values in the literature, maybe because the
arguments are completely symmetric to the large values for quadratic characters. However,
as we have observed in Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.6, and 1.8, we see an asymmetric behaviour
for the family of cubic characters. Of course, all these results are related: the minimum value
of |L(1, x)| for cubic characters is much larger than what can be found for the quadratic case,
which fits perfectly the faster decay for the occurrence of small values of Theorem 1.3.

There have been several papers working toward proving conjectures similar to 1.9 for
different families of L-functions, including the work of Bondarenko and Seip [BS17] (for the
Riemann zeta function on the critical line), Aistleitner et al. [AMMI19] (for the Riemann
zeta function on the 1-line) and Aistleitner et al. [AMMP19] (for L(1, x) with x taken over
the family of primitive characters modulo ¢), making use of a resonator method. Again,
these results just fall short of confirming the conjectures.

1.1. Generalizations to any prime order /. Since the distribution of extreme values,
and in particular of small values, is very different for the family of cubic characters than
other families studied in the literature (as quadratic characters or all character of conductor
q), it is interesting to speculate on what would happen for characters of prime order ¢ > 3.
One can see how most of the results of the present paper could be considered in that context,
first by generalizing the sieve of Lemma 3.4 to start the computations, which is not trivial,
and which would now take place over Q(wy), creating obvious complications (for example,
this is not in general a principal ideal domain). Granville and Lamzouri [GL21] developed
a model which can be applied to number theoretic questions about large values of different
families of L-functions that can be modelled by almost independent random variables. This
model could potentially be applied to describe the distribution of large values of |L(1, x)|
where y is a character of order /. We hope to address some of these questions in the future.
As a starting point, some of the results of this paper can be easily generalized from cubic to
characters of order ¢, as the O-results of Littlewood and the Q-results. We will prove these

statements in Section 5.
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Theorem 1.10. Assume GRH. Let ¢ be an odd prime and x be a character of order { and
conductor q. Then we have

Cy
(2¢7 log, )

(14 0(1)) < [L(1, x)| < 2e7log, g(1 + o(1)),

)

Sk}

where

— cos %) cos (= -1/2
(1.8) =11 (1—%) ( (HQ].#H%)

Remark 1.11. For ¢ = 3, we have C5 = ((3)%, and the bounds
1
SO (1 o1)) < L(1,2)] < 2 Tog, g(1 + o(1))
2e7 log, q - T
In addition, lim,_,., Cy = {(2), approaching the original bound of Littlewood.

Theorem 1.12 (Detecting minimum value). Assume GRH. Let ¢ be a prime. For all large
X, there are > X3 characters of order { with prime conductor bounded by X such that

Cy

|L(17X)’ < (1)
(e7log, X + logs X — log(2log ¢))“=\ e

(1+0(1)),

where Cy is given by (1.8).

The Q-results are obtained by following a pretentious approach of Granville and Soundarara-

jan, forcing the characters x to minimize the value of Re(x). More precisely we count
the characters x for which x(p) = e or T for the primes p essentially below
log X log, X. Thus, the somehow surprising appearance of the exponent cos (%) is explained
by this strategy of minimizing Re(x(p)). A similar phenomenon can be observed in the work
of Granville, Harper, and Soundararajan on Halasz’s Theorem in function fields [GHS15].
As in the cubic case, there is a discrepancy between the constants of Theorem 1.10 (which
is (1/2)°/9) and Theorem 1.12 (which is 1). Interestingly, (1/2)°*/9 — 1/2, which is
the discrepancy found for quadratic L-functions. We could speculate that also in this case,
the true nature of the extreme values is given by the minimum values of Theorem 1.12 and

not the O-results, and

_ C
min |L(]_7 X)| = : cos(z) ’
XEFe(x) (e7(logy X +logz X + Crainge + 0(1)))"\7

where Cy is given by (1.8) and Ciins is a constant that can be explicitly determined from
the corresponding random model. Computing the distribution would shed more light on this
question. We expect the distribution function in the lower bound vy for general ¢ to take
the shape

Ta(Z) _Cmin,é

oxtr) = esp (- o) ).

where a(f) = (cos (%))_1



The average over the family of Section 2, which is needed to determine the random variables
X(p), can also be done easily for the general family F, of characters of order ¢, which we will
do.

1.2. Organization of the paper. This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
define the family of cubic characters, present the relevant background, and compute the
average character value over the family. This leads to the definition of the random variables
(1.4) and (1.5). In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.4 about the complex moments in our
family. In Section 4, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. We consider {2-results in Section 5,
where we prove Theorems 1.7, 1.8, 1.10 and 1.12. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.6 in Section
6.
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2. AVERAGE OVER THE CHARACTER FAMILY

Let ¢ be a fixed odd prime, and let F; be the set of primitive characters of order ¢ over Q
with conductor coprime to /, i.e.,

(21) Fo={x=x Xpo*** Xpo © pi distinct primes, p; =1 (mod (), e; € {1,...,{ — 1}},

p1

where x;, is the £th residue symbol modulo p defined by
Xp(@) = aP~ D/ (mod p).

Since there is no canonical choice of a primitive th root of unity modulo p in Q, there is no
canonical choice of x, versus any XZ with 1 <h </ —1.

The conductor of each character x;! x;2 - xj: in Fy is p1 - - - ps, where the p; are distinct
primes congruent to 1 (mod{), and for each p; - - - ps there are (¢ — 1)® primitive cubic char-
acters with this conductor. We denote by F;(X) the subset of F, consisting of characters of

conductor < X. Let wy denote a primitive /th root of unity in C.

Proposition 2.1. We have

(2.2) Y 1=CX+0 (X%“) ,
XEF(X)

and more generally for m € Z,m > 1 and m an (th power,

Z x(m) = Cy H <}$) X+0 (gw(m)Xﬁ%+e> '

XEFe(X) plm
p=1 (mod ¢)



Here
Co =r1¢Fi2(1),

where 1y is the residue of the Dedekind zeta function of the (th cyclotomic extension Q(wy)
at s =1 and Fys(s) is given by (2.4). The power of X in the error term can be improved to

@) (f“’(m)X%“) assuming GRH. Therefore, when m s an (th power,

(2.3) m Z x(m) = H <]ﬁ) +0 (éw(nﬁxvisﬁ) ;

XEFe(X) plm
p=1 (mod ¢)

and the error term can be improved to O <€“’(m)X ’%“) assuming GRH.

Remark 2.2. For the applications in this work, we will specialize to the case £ = 3. The
main term for the first result was proven by Cohn [Coh54] in the cubic case by using the

Dirichlet series
Ly S uln)

p=1 (mod 3) n=1

where u(n) is the number of cubic characters of conductor n.

Proof. Let ay(n) be the number of primitive characters of order ¢ and conductor n. Then,

00 —(-1)
DT T tt—=)= Il (1-5) Fu®
n=1 n p=1 mod ¢ p p=1 mod ¢ p

= k() Fra(s),
where (g (s) is the Dedekind zeta function of K = Q(wy). In other words, we have

(=1

1\ 1 e
CK(S) = (]‘ - %) H <1 - pee(P)S) v )

p#L

where ey(p) is the multiplicative order of p modulo ¢,

= 1L (05 (5)

p=1 mod ¢
and
ep(p
(2.4) Fya(s) = Fua(s) (1 - E) 11 (1 B pee(p)5> '
p#L
er(p)>1

Notice that Fy1(s) and Fy(s) converge absolutely for Re(s) > % +e.
For any % + € <o <1, we will use the bound

(2.5) Gk (0 +it) | <t 5+ [HBSY],
|k (0 +it) | <. t° Lindel6f Hypothesis.
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We apply Perron’s formula

14-e4+4T s 14€
Z ag(n) L/l CK(S)F&Q(S)X ds + O (XT ) ,

n<X 271—2 +e—iT S

and we move the integral to s = % + e. Completing the above integral over a rectangle with
vertices in % +e44T, 1+ e=+4T and applying the bound (2.5), we have, for the horizontal
integrals,

16 o+ F T 1 (1

<<1 / |CK( ZT)H 472(0-‘{'7; )|X0d0-<< % —o) ex
1te max / + o
2

%+€§U§1+e
1 u+e l+€ €
@7) <z (XL TX).
For the integral over s = % + €, we have

T 1
<i/ CK(—+e+m>
_ 2

(2.8) <T5texete,

dt
|3+ €e+it

1
F&z (5 + e+ Zt) )(%—i_E

Setting T = X 75, we finally obtain
T3] = 12 Fia(1) X + 0 (X7,

where 7, is the residue of (x(s) at s = 1.
If we assume GRH, we use the bound (2.6) instead of (2.5). Then (2.7) and (2.8) give a

bound of < T 1X + TeX2te, Taking T = X2 leads to an error term of O (X%“).
Now suppose that m is a ¢-th power. Then,

Z X(m): Z 1= Z a€<n)7

x€Fe(X) XEF(X) n<X
(cond(x)m)=1  (nm)=1
and
= an /=1 (—1\ !
3 e(s) = ]I (1 + — ) = ]I <1+ — ) Cr(5)Fua(s).
n=1 n p=1 mod ¢ p p=1 mod ¢ p
(n,m)=1 pim plm

We apply Perron’s formula

1+e+iT 0 —1 -1 Xs X 1te
> a(n) = %/1 1T (1+7) gK(s)Fm(s)?dHo( - > :

n<X te—iT p=1mod ¢
plm

and we move the integral to s = % + € as before. The bounds are the same, except that we

have the extra factor
0—1\ "
I (1+—
pS

p=1 mod ¢
plm

< ),
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Finally, we obtain,

S xtm= I (52 reFuat x 0 (o).

XEF(X) p=1mod ¢
plm

As before, the error term can be improved to O (ﬁ“(m)X %“) if we assume GRH.
O

Notice that the main term in (2.3) represents the expected value of the random variable
X(m) defined for primes p = ¢ and p #Z 1 (mod ¥¢) by

0  with probability = 0,
X(p)=19 , . L
wy  with probability = ;, for 0 <k < £ —1,
and for p = 1 (mod ¢) by

X(p) = {O with probability = 1%

w;  with probability = for0<k</?-1,

_p
Up+i—1)
and extended multiplicatively as
X(n) = X(p1)" X(p2)* - - X(pr)™,

for n = pi'ps? - p*. Indeed, we can think of (2.3) as P(X(m) #0) = 1 — P (X(m) = 0).
Working prime by prime, (2.3) reads as P (X(p) =0) =0 for p = £ or p # 1 (mod ¢), and
B D _ (-1

prl—1 prl—1

P(X(p)=0)=1 when p =1 (mod /).
This justifies the definition of the random variables.

We can also give a simple heuristic for the random variables, independently of Proposition
2.2. The following argument is also found in Lemma 8.1 of [BDFL10] for the function field
case.

The heuristic is as follows. From the definition of F;, given by (2.1), each primitive charac-
ter of conductor n (square-free and supported only on primes which are = 1 (mod ¥)) can be
written uniquely as xn, X2, - - X5, ', for n = niny---n,_1. Then, to count the characters, we
can count the (¢ — 1)-tuples (ny,na,...,ny_1) (supported on primes which are = 1 (mod ¢))
which are both square-free and pairwise coprime.

We create a model modulo p? for a fixed prime p. In order to count the characters,
we want to count the (¢ — 1)-tuples (ni,ns,...,n, 1) (modp?) such that ny is not equiv-
alent to 0 (mod p?) (this models the square-free condition), and p does not simultaneously
divide any pair of n; and nj (this models the coprimality condition). Now we focus on
the additional condition that the character is nonzero. For that, we consider x(p’) =
X (P)X2,(PF) - - - x5, (p7), as this character only takes the values 0 and 1. We need to count
the (¢ —1)-tuples (ny,ng, ..., ny_1) (mod p?) such that ny, is not equivalent to 0 (mod p?) and
such that ny # 0 (mod p) (this models the fact that the character is not zero). Then, a model
for P (X(p) # 0) = 1 — P (X(p) = 0) yielding the product on the left side of (2.3) is given by

12



the quotient

#{(n1,...,ne_1) (modp?) : ng # 0(mod p?)Vk, (ng Z 0 (mod p)Vk)}
#{(n1,...,ne—1) (modp?) : ng #Z 0 (mod p?)Vk, (ny = 0 (mod p) for at most one value of k)}}

In the case where p Z 1 (mod ) or p = ¢, since the ny are supported on primes that are
= 1 (mod /), the conditions n; = 0(mod p) are never met, and the above quotient has the
same numerator and denominator, which gives P (X(p) = 0) = 0.

In the case where p = 1 (mod ¢), the fact that the n; are supported only on primes that are
= 1 (mod /) is not a restriction as they cover all the residue classes mod p* by the Chinese
Remainder Theorem and Dirichlet’s Theorem for primes in arithmetic progressions. A simple
counting argument then gives

#{(n1,...,np_1) (mod p?) : ny # 0 (mod p?)Vk, (ny # 0 (mod p)Vk)}
#{(n1,...,ne—1) (mod p?) : ng # 0 (mod p?)Vk, (ny, = 0 (mod p) for at most one value of k)}}

(p* —p)* p’—p D

@)D ) -1 @)+ (=D —1) pHl-T

and this gives P (X(p) =0) = z%'

3. MOMENTS OF L(1,x)

We compute in this section the moments of L(1,x) for x € F3(X). We introduce the
generalized divisor function in order to properly state our result. Let z € C, and n be a
positive integer. The z-divisor function d,(n) is the multiplicative function defined on primes
powers by

(3.1) d.(p") = JE T

['(2)al "

Then, for any Dirichlet series D(s) = Y, %, where the a(n) are multiplicative, and for

s € C such that the series is absolutely convergent, we have

D(s)"=>_ w

We collect here the estimates that we will use for d.(n), which can also be found at the
end of Section 2 of [GS03]. We have |d.(n)| < dj.(n), and for a real number £ > 1,
dp(mn) < dp(m)di(n). For any positive integers a,b,n, we have d,(n)dy(n) < d,4p(n), and
for any z € C, 8 € R, |d.(n)|” < d},15(n).

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4. We first remark that the second identity
of Theorem 1.4 follows directly since

oo o0

E(LL 0P = Y B g g my) = 3 EOE g ()
_ - &n)di(m) P
- n%gl nimn pEl(rmJ;df})p—i_Q’
nm2=0 plmn

where the last line follows from Lemma 4.2.
13



Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 1.4, we require a few auxiliary results. We first
recall the following definition

(3.2) N(o,T,x):=#{p=B+iv: L(p,x) =0, 0 < B < land |[y] < T}

Estimates for N(o,T,x) are known as zero density estimates. The Generalized Riemann
Hypothesis states that for any o > % we have N (o, T, x) = 0 for all characters y modulo g.
In the absence of the Riemann Hypothesis one can show that N (o, T, x) is quite small when
compared to the total zero count

T T
N(T,x)=#{p=0+iv:L(p,x) =0, 0<pf<land |y <T} ~ ;loggﬂ
Lemma 3.1. [Mon71, Theorem 12.2] Suppose that Q > 1 and T > 2. If <og<i =, we have

3 Z 0, T, x) < (QT)"7+ (log(QT))’,

¢<Q x (modq)

andif%ﬁaﬁlth@n

S Y N < (@) log(@D)™.

9<Q x (mod q)

Note that the power of T here is strictly less than 1 for all < o < 1. We will see why
this becomes useful in just a few lemmas. First, let us write an expression for |L(1,x)|**
under the assumption that N (1 — €, 2(log q)%/¢, x) = 0 for a fixed e:

Lemma 3.2. Let g be large and 0 < € < % be fixed. Let y be a real number such that

1101% < logy < logq. Furthermore, assume that L(s,x) has no zeros inside the rectangle

{s:1—¢€<Re(s) < land|Im(s)| < 2(logq)?<}. Then for any complex number z such that
|z| <logy/(4log,qlogs q) we have

Lo E= Y d:(m)d ()X ()X(1) sy Lo, (eXp (_ logy )) |

mn 4log, q

m,n=1

where d,(n) is the z-divisor function defined by (3.1).
Proof. The proof can be easily adapted from the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [DL18]. O
We will need two versions of the Pdlya—Vinogradov inequality.

Lemma 3.3. [Hin83| Let K be a number field of degree d and let x be a primitive nonprincipal
character of the group of narrow ideal-classes modulo an ideal q. Then we have

>~ x(@) < V()7 (log N(a)) X 551,
N(a)<X
Lemma 3.4. If n is a positive integer which is not a cube, then
Z xX(n) < X2 log X 72 (logﬁ)%,
XEF3(X)

where n denotes the radical of n.
14



Remark 3.5. We remark that this result is a weaker analogue of [GS03, Lemma 4.1], which

gives a bound of X ani (log n)% in the quadratic case. This is because we have to use Lemma
3.3, since we are working with integers in Z|ws], and the degree of the extension is 2.

The following statement provides a way to express the number of elements of F3(X) as a
single sum over characters of Z[ws], with some additional conditions.

Lemma 3.6. [BY10, Lemma 2.1] The primitive cubic Dirichlet characters of conductor q,
(q,3) = 1 are of the form x, : m — (%)3 for some n € Zlws], n = 1(mod 3), n squarefree
and not divisible by any rational primes, with norm N(n) = q.

From Lemma 3.6, we have

o= Y

XEF3(X) n€Zws]
N(n)<X

where the prime indicates that the sum runs over the integers n € Z[ws| which are square-free,
not divisible by any p € Z, and such that n = 1 (mod 3). We use the detectors

1 n is not divisible by a rational prime,
Z piz(d) = :
0 otherwise,

deZ.din
d=1 (mod 3)

(where piz(d) = p(|d[)), and
1 n is square-free,
> [1zfus) (d) = {

d€Z[ws],d=1 (mod 3) 0 otherwise.

d?|n

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Using Lemma 3.6, we have

(3.3)
n n n
X 3w (G), X wma(z), X (D),
XEF3(X) d€Z, d=1 (mod 3) £€Z|ws], ¢=1 (mod 3) c€Z]ws], c=1 (mod 3)
|d|§\/)? (&d):l (C,d)=1
N()<+/X/N(d) N(c)<X/N(de?)
n n n n
= Y mwE@m@(5) (2), Y ma0(m). X (B).
d/3\e/s 023 c/3
d€Z, d=1 (mod 3) L€Z]ws], £=1 (mod 3) c€Z|ws3], c=1 (mod 3)
eld, e=1 mod 3 (¢,d)=1 N(c)<X/N(det?)
ld|<vX N(0)<+y/X/N(d)

The function v, : (¢) — (%)3 defined on ideals (¢) C Z[ws] (coprime to 3, and where
¢ = 1(mod 3)) is a non-trivial Hecke character of modulus 9n, and we apply Lemma 3.3.
It is not necessarily primitive, but we work with the primitive character induced by (%)3,
whose conductor divides 97n, where 7 is the radical of n. Since [Q(w3) : Q] = 2, we get by
Lemma 3.3 that

1 1
n 1 X 3 X 3
— N(#1)? log® N (7) | ————= 5 (| ———5 | (logi)®
> (3), < Mo N (N(deﬁ)) < (N(deﬁ)) (log )"
c€Z[ws],c=1 (mod 3)
N(c)<X/N(det?)

SN

15



wl—=

N X Lo X
Z x(n) < Z Z(m0d3) min (na (W) (logn) ’N(ed@))

XEF3(X) d€Z, d=1 (mod 3) L€Z]ws] f=1
ld|<vX (6,d)=1
eld, e=1 (mod 3) N(@)g\/m
1 1
< Xias(logn)? Y . 3 .
deZdzl(modS)fv(€d>3Zequﬂjzl(modS)fv(g)B

|d|<vX N(£)<to
e|d, e=1 (mod 3)

1 1
X - -
XD Ned . 2 wap
d€Z,d=1 (mod 3) LE€Z[w3],¢=1 (mod 3)
|d|<vX N(£)=to
eld, e=1 (mod 3)

< X7 %(log n)% Z
deZ,d=1 (mod 3)

ld|<v'X
eld, e=1 (mod 3)

where (o = X372~/ (log ) >N (ed) ™. 0

<<X210 Xn2 lo n%
N (ed)} g (logn)z,

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let y = X for some o < % and let z be a complex number such that
|z| <logy/(4logy X logs X). Let

Fo(X) = {x € Fa(X) : N(1 - ¢,2(log 9)*/, x) = 0},
where N(1 — ¢,2(log q)?/, ) is defined by (3.2). Then,

. 2z_—1 2z 1 2z
TN R N vors o D DI R vovs o D DR LGSV i

XEF3(X) YEF(X) XEF3(X)\Fe(X)

We first show that the second sum is negligible using Lemma 3.1. Afterwards, we apply
Lemma 3.2 to the first sum to obtain the desired main term. First, if % <1 — € then

Fo(X)\F(X)| = > 1

<X x cubic
N(1—¢,2(log )%/€,x)#0

<> T N —€20l0g0)¥ )

g<X x (modq)
< (X22(log X)) 1= (log(X 2(log X )¥))" < X5+,

where the last line comes from choosing ! € = i. Thus we have, by the standard bound

6
| L(1, x)| < log cond(x),
Z IL(1, )% < X5+ exp(22log, X).
XEF3(X)\Fe(X)

1t suffices to choose any € < % The choice of € = % is motivated by convenience of the final expression.

16



Recall that y = X, for some 0 < a < %, which gives

log X
Yoo LI < X exp (%) < X3t

0g. X
XEF3(X)\Fe(X) g3

So far we have seen,

1 2z _ 1 2z —2+e
F) 2 M0 =y 30 P o (X7,

X€ X€f1/6(X)

Now, we apply Lemma 3.2 to obtain

X€.7T—1/6(X) XE}—I/G( )mn>1
log X
+0 | exp _ 208 .
4log, q

In order to apply the orthogonality relation we require the sum to be over F3(X) and not
Fi/6(X). We can extend our sum to the full family by noting that

> > dZ(m)dZ(Zz)yf (”)Y(m)e_mn/y < |F5(X)\ Frje(X)) Z e

XEF3(X)\Fy/6(X) mn>1 mn>1

< X3¢ (log(3y))2AN <« X512

where the second line follows from [GS03, Eq. (2.4)] and the fact that e=™"/¥ < e=(mn)/y
for m,n > 1, and the last calculation comes from the assumptions on y and |z|.
Therefore,

1 9y d.(m)d.(n) .., 1 9 alog X
o X [t = 3 Sty 3 om0 (e (<52T))

XEF3(X) m,n>1 XEF(X) 4log, q

and applying (2.3), we have

1 20 d2<m)dz (n)eimn/y p
I LR D Dl I =

XEF3(X) m,nz1 p=1 (mod 3)
nm2=6 plnm
o (X_gme g lm)d:(n)(d(mn)? m/)
mn
m,n=1
nm?2=g

1 d.(m)d-(n) 0y 9 alog X
_cN S TEN mn O . .
* | F3(X)]| Z mn Z X(nm?) + O { exp 4log, X
%giéﬂ XE€F3(X)
We recognize the first sum as the main term listed in Theorem 1.4 with a smoothing factor

e~™Y_which will be removed later. Therefore, it is necessary to prove that the other terms
17



are negligible. For the second sum, we have

xtre 3 SOOIy g ( 5 de]TJZrZ(?”L)e—n/y) :

mn

m,n=1
nm2=08

n=1

< X*%+e(exp(3y))2(ﬂzﬂ+2) < Xf%+2e,

where we have applied that e ™Y < e~y d(mn) < d(m)d(n) and d,(m)dy(m) <
dy1p(m) for a, b positive integers.

For the sum over non-cubes we apply Lemma 3.4 together with the fact that the radical
of nm? is bounded by nm to get

(3.4) Z We_m"/y Z x(nm?) < Xz logX(Z dz(n)(\l;%g(n))Qe—n/y) '

m,n=1 XEF3(X)
nm?#£6

We now further split (3.4) into two sums, for n < y(logy)? and for n > y(logy)?. For the

first case, using 1 < f\l;g( ) we get

dznlongfn ) d.(n) _, ) ;
3 %e W< Jyllogy)* > #e v < y(logy)® (log(3y)) 1.
n<y(logy)? n<y(logy)?

Replacing in (3.4) and using y = X* we see the contribution of n < y(logy)? is

1 alog(X) 1
X +a log X 7 X +a+e
< X2"*(log X )" exp <2 Tog, X < X2 :

which is O (X'7¢) when a < 1. For the remaining range, we note that if m > y(log y)? then
e_m/(zy) S 6_(10gy)2/2, SO that

dznlon%_ny2 log y) d.(n —n/(2y i
(Z <)<ﬁg<”e/)<<e< (lOgX)(Z%em)

n>y(logy)? n>y(logy)?

Now, if k is a positive integer and 2 > 3, we have dj,(n)e /% < eF/* Zalaz,_ak:n e~ (atazt+tay)/z
so that

z —n/(2y) /(2y) 2[|=1

1
) az
n>y(logy)

Replacing in (3.4), we see the contribution of n > y(logy)? is

1 1
< X7 (log X)*e 089’y 2M1211 — exp (5 log X + 4log, X — (logy)? + 2[|z|] log y)

1 a?(log X )?
- —log X +4logy X — (alog X)?
P (2 08 4 + 2108 (orlog X" + 2log, X logs X

< Xate,
18



Thus, we have proven that

(3.5)
1 d.(m)d,(n)e ™/ p alog X
|f3(X)’ XEF3(X) m,nz=1 man p=1(mod 3) p+ 2 4 10g2 X
nm?2=6 p|nm

and the last remaining step is the removal of the smoothing factor. Note that 1 — e™* <« ¢#
for any 3,t > 0, thus

s dmbi =) .

m,n>1 p=1 (mod 3) p 2 m,nz1 mn
nm?=6 plnm nm?=6
2
d dp(s)?
-8 \zl |2
o <o ()
r>1 s>1

where we have used nm? = @ and the substitution n = rs* and m = rt3. For the sum over
r, we use [Lam1l, Lemma 3.3], with the choice § = , to obtain

5 AU < exp((2 -+ o1) 12T ool 211

r>1
For the sum over s, we use the multiplicativity of d,(n), which gives

>~ dpy () dio(p)?  dpy(p®)?
; 5330 _H 1+ 336 + 668 o)

p

the recursive property I'(z 4+ 1) = 2I'(2), and the fact that for any integer » > 1, we have

Lzl +7) _ [2l(z[+1)--- (el +r = 1)
L(|z])r! r! '

Splitting the Euler product into two pieces depending on the size of p relative to |z|, we have

i dﬁ(jf - 1I (1 + dp‘;'(ff - d;@?’ +o ) I1 (1 +0 (p‘;';))

dz(p") =

s=1 p<|z|+2 p>|z[+2
d|z|(p) d\z|<p2) ’ |Z|3
< H (1 + plp + p2-28 + H 1+0 p3-38
p<|z|+2 p>|2]+2
3(]2| + 1) ° IZI3
p<|z|+2 p>[z[+2
1 —3|z| | |3
<10 (1-55) I (o)),

p<|z|+2 p>|z|+2
19



: ) 1 e :
and using Mertens’ theorem Hpgy (1 p) ~ foggs We obtain

Z —(dgfj;)?’ < (7 log(|z| + 2))% H <1 +0 <|;—L3>)
s=1 p>l+2
< (?log(|z] +2))3".
Replacing in (3.6), the error term from removing the smoothing is
< exp(—flogy + 12[z| + 6]z]log, [2| + (2 + o(1))[|2] log,[|2[1))

3alog X 3alog X
log, X logs X = 2logy, X logg X

< exp (—ﬁa log X + log (logy X — logy X — log, X)

alog X
2 1 log (log, X —logy X — log, X
+ (24 of ))410g2Xl0g3X og (logy X —logg X — log, ))
< alog X
exp | —
P log, X )’
which is smaller than the error term from (3.5). Recalling that o < 1/2, we choose o = 1/4.
This completes the proof. 0

4. WORKING WITH THE RANDOM VARIABLES

Let X(m) and L(1,X) be the random variables defined in the introduction. The main
result of this section is the following theorem, which will be used to prove Theorems 1.2 and
1.3.

Theorem 4.1. For 7 large, we have
1 2K Y-\—2K 1
or) ~ EULARE) @) (o flog
ky/21L" (K) K

w(r) = EULQHIT) 4(33% (1 +0 < lo?)) ,
kA2 L"(R)(evT?)R

where ®(7) and V(1) are given by (1.6) and (1.7) respectively, £, L are defined by (4.2) and
(4.3), and K,k are the unique solutions to (4.16) and (4.17).

and

4.1. Expectations.

Lemma 4.2. Let m = pi* ---p*, and let X(p) be the independent random variables defined
i the introduction, taking the value 0 with probability

{0 p=2mod 3 orp =3,
0p =

ﬁ p=2mod 3,
and each of the values 1,ws, w3 with probability % where

(@1) N ‘_{1 p=2mod 3 orp=3,
. p =

]ﬁ p = 2 mod 3.
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Notice that a, =1 — 0,. Then

sz(l_dj)znz mod3) o5 if m =0,
E(x(m) =q T T

0 otherwise.

m

Furthermore, )~ °_| E <M> <((3) and >_,-_, Var (%) < ((6).

Proof. By independence,

7j=1
If a; is divisible by 3, then
(679 Ay Ay .
E(X(p:)%) = 2L 4 “Pi 4 7P 1 _§

On the other hand, if a; = 1 (mod 3),
E(X(p)) = =2 + i =2 ] 22 =0,

Finally, we have

and

m=1 mn m#0 m =
— % [E (X(n%)) —]E(X(ng))Q] < ¢(6)

Remark 4.3. Lemma 4.2 guarantees the conditions for Kolmogorov’s three-series theo-
rem, namely, (i) ZE’ZIIP’( @’ > 1) < oo (since |X(m)| < 1 with probability 1) (ii)

> et E (%) < 00, and (iii) Y7, Var <¥> < 0.

For any z € C, let

Lemma 4.4. For z € C,

2 1\ 2 11\
Bz)=1l-ap+2(1-"4+5) +22(1+-+5] .
p P P p



Proof. We compute

E,(2)=E (‘1 - ¥

a 2 1\ 2« 1 1\ °°
=1- P12 4= P14 =
ap+3( p+p2) 3 (+p+p2) ’
and the statement follows. OJ

For any real number r > 0, we define

(4.2) L(r) := log(E(|L(1,X)|*")) ZlogE

(4.3) L(r) := log(E(|L(1,X)|~") ZlogE

Proposition 4.5. For any real number r > 4 we have

(4.4) L(r) = 2rloglogr + 2rvy + —QT(C;ZQXT— D +0 ((lo;r)Q) ,

(4.5) L(r) = rloglogr + ry + MC;?—;;D —rlog((3)+ O <(lo;r)2) :
and

L'(r) = 2loglogr + 2y + 2Cma +0 ((;) :

(4.6) log r log r)?
' ~ Chi 1
12 _ 1 1 - 1 min
L'(r) =loglogr + (v — log ((3)) + Togr +0 (—(log 7’)2> ,
where
L 9e2t _ 9pt © 6
4.7 2C hax = ——dt ————dt =~ 1.97455.
( ) /0 t(62t + 2€—t> + /1 t(€3t + 2)
and
L 2et — 2¢~2 © _3e %
4. ‘min 1= — ¢ —— _dt ~1.40459. ...
(48) ¢ /0 t(e=2 + 2et) * /1 t(e=2t + 2et) 0459

Moreover, for all real numbers y,t such that |y| > 3 and |t| < |y| we have
4.9 L'y) = — =
- W= Ty ogTa]

The same holds for the derivatives of L(r).

and L (y +it) € ————.
ly|* log |y]

We will prove Proposition 4.5 in Section 4.2.

Remark 4.6. The difference between the coefficients of rloglogr in equations (4.4) and
(4.5) reflects the distinction between the maximal values (achieved when X(p) = 1, and

when the term (1 -2 4 %) dominates in E,(r)) and the minimal values (achieved when

Re(X(p)) = —3, and when the term (1 + % + #) " dominates in E,(—1)).



4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.5. We first prove some preliminary results.

Lemma 4.7. Let r > 4 be a real number. Then we have

—2rlog (1 - l) +0(1) p<ri,
(410) log Ep(r> = 2r/p 77‘1/);7 2
log (%) +0 <1%> p >3,
and
E!(r) —210g(1—%> (1—|—O(exp —3r %>) ifpgr%,
= 2T/p efr/p
Ey(r) €2T/p+26 5 (1 ( >> ifp> rs.

We also have
r10g<1+ + )—1—0(1) p<ri,
lOgE ( e 2r/p+geﬂ"/p r 2
log >+O<—2> p>Trs,

and
E/(—r) B log <1 + % + ]%) <1 +0 <€Xp(—37“%)> if p <73,
- 2(er/p_eg—2r/P 2
B |2 (140 (2 + %)) if p>ri.

Proof. We begin with (4.10). For p < 3, we have

—r 1 a+ﬂ<1+l+i)_r
2 1 2
Ep()_oép(_ +_2> bt — p—:}
p p ap 2 1
?(1 5*?)
2 1\
(4.11) :% (1_5+z§> <1+O(exp(—3r%))>,

since

L — oy + g2 1+,%+1%>_ 1\~ 1\~
— N2<1+—) <1+—) ~ 2exp(—3r/p).
ap 2 1 p
?(1_5+F>

2

This proves (4.10) when p < r3. For p > 75, we have

e (o(2)
1 2r —r r
Ng(e P 4 2 /p) (1—1—0(;))

and (4.10) follows for this case too.
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Now we have

a 2 1\ " 2 1 201 1 1\ 1 1
EMy=—2(1-24+=2) log(1-2+=)—-22(14+24=) log(14+=+—=).
»(7) 3 ( p+p2) Og( p+p2) 3 ( +p+p2) Og( +p+p2>

For p < ri, we use (4.11) and get
El(r 2 1 1
p( ) = —log (1 — =+ —2> <1 +0 (exp(—3r§>>
p P

1 1
= —2log <1 - —) <1 +0 (exp(—3r§>> :
p
For p > 7%, we get

o= (o (B)) (o (R) -5 (0 (3) o (o))
230;p(2r/p r/p (1+O( Z))
e enfiog)

This gives
By oot
Ey(r) 1+ 92 (ex/p +2e~r/r — 3) p p?

2 627“/p — e_r/p 1
=2 ( ) 1+0(=+=)).
(62T/p + 26_7"/17) D p2

We now proceed to consider the E,(—r) case. For p < 75, we have

2 1 1 P 3 2
—&(1+—+—> 1+ L
p 2“p<1+ - )

since
1—ap+%<1—2+#> 1 1\ N1

5 - ~5 1+ - 14— ~§exp(—3r/p).

=z (1 +I+ ) p p
The rest of the proof proceeds similarly as in the case E,(r). 0

Define
( ) i log 62““3& 0<t <1,
4.12 t) =
log (€42e5) —2¢ 1<t
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and

- log (€52 0<t<l,
(4'13) f(t) - e—2t+2et

Lemma 4.8. The functions f(t) and f(t) are bounded on [0,00), f(t) = t* +t3/3 + O(t*)

and f(t) =t> —t3/3+ O(t*) if 0 < t < 1. Moreover,

Fity=1't) = {fjggit Pt

Proof. We see that f(t) is bounded on [0, 00) since %% < % < €%, and the Taylor

expansion gives f(t) = t* +¢3/3 + O(t*) if 0 < ¢ < 1. For the derivative, if 0 < ¢ < 1, then

f(t) = 2:2?%2::5 = 2t + O(t?), and if ¢ > 1, then f'(t) = e;ﬁ% = O(e™®). The proof is
similar for f(t). O

Proof of Proposition 4.5. We will first prove (4.4) and (4.5), beginning with (4.4).
Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8 give, as in [DL18, Eq. (4.13)],

r/ —r/ 9
L(r)=-—2r 232 log (1 - %) + Z log (#) +0 (7“5)

p<r3 p>r3
1
(4.14) =—2r) log (1 - —) + Y f (f) +0 <r§> .
p<r p 2 4 p
= r3 <p<r3
Using the Prime Number Theorem 7(t) — li(t) < m’ together with partial summation,
we obtain
4
r 3 r\ dt r
S N ol
QZ , / (p) /3 / <t> logt ((logr)2)
r3 <p<r3
rrt W r
logr /rl/S u? ut0 ((1ogr)2)
We have
r3 o)
r—1/3 U 0 u
and
o0 o0 !
[ [0 (g 1) gy S SO0, S0
0 u 0 u rz—1—- X z—0t T r—oo I z—=1t T

:/O“’@du_g

b 2e2t — 2e7t < -6
= - dt ——————dt — 2 = 2Cax — 2.
/0 t(e? + 2e7t) i /1 t(e3t 4 2)
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Then, collecting the above estimates and replacing in (4.14) gives

f/ r r
:_QTZlog(l— ) IOgT/ @—FO((logTP)

p<r

2 max 1
:2rloglogr+2r’y+u+0 SEL )
logr (logr)?

where we have used the explicit form of Mertens’ third theorem

1 e 1
1—=) = O
H ( p) log r + (loggr)

p<r

due to Rosser and Schoenfeld [RS62].

We now proceed to (4.5), the proof is very similar to (4.4) but we include the details as
we arrive at a different constant.

Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8 give, as in the case L(r),

E —erog(1+ + ) Zlog( 2r/p+26r/p)+0<r§)

p<7"3 p>r3
—erog(l—i— + > Z f() <%>7
p<r p
7"3<p<7’3
and
" Fw)
~(T T r
- = — ——du+0|—=].
QZ 4f(p) log'r’/rl/s u? + ((log'r’)?)
r3<p<r3
We have

//UQ l/f du+ O (r 1),

o ry oo A// ry ry ry ry
t/f@M:/ ﬂwm_@mfw_hmﬂw+mgumefm>
0 Uu 0 Uu r—1— x z—0t X r—oo I z—1+ X
1 t —2t [e8) —2t
2e" — 2e —3e
= —dt —————dt — 1 = Ciyyn — 1.
/0 t(e=2t + 2et) + /1 t(e=2 + 2¢et)
Then, collecting the above estimates gives

E(r):rZ(log(l—z%)—10g(1—1)) log?"/ o du_logr+0((logr)2)

p<r

C’min —1
:rloglogr—i—r’y—rlogé“(?))—%u+O L ,
log r (logr)?

where we have applied Mertens’ third theorem as before.
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We will only prove the first equation in (4.6) as the proofs are identical for both. We have
2 (627’/p — e*T/p)

/ 1 -

2

p<r3 r3<p
1 1 (T -1/3
=23 log(1-=)+ > —f(=)+0(,
p<r p 5 WP p
= r3<p<r3
and
1 1 oo ! 1
Z _f/(i>: / f<u)du—|—0( 2))
, . D P logr Jo u (log )
r3 <p<r3

which gives

L) ==2) log (1 B %) i 10; /OOO fliu) e o <<log1r>2)

p<r

2 1
=2loglogr + 2v + Crmax +0|——]).
logr (logr)?

The approach for the results in (4.9) is the same, although the calculations are more technical.
O

The following result corresponds to Lemma 4.5 from [DL18].

Lemma 4.9. Let r be large. If p > r, then for some positive constant by we have

'Eé ;)z'm, |Epé;<r_;“>' < exp <—b1 <1 ~ cos (t log (%)))) |

Proof. Let x1, 29, x5 be positive real numbers and 65,03 be real numbers. The following
inequality is established in the proof of [GS03, Lemma 3.2]:

x123(1 — cos 93))
(.CEl + i) + .CE3)2 ’

|71 + 296 + 23| < (71 + 29 + 73) €xp (—

We apply the above inequality to z; = %2 (1 - % + #>_ , Tog = 1—ay, 13 = % (1 + % + #)

and 6y = tlog (1 — ]% + #), and 03 = tlog <’;22f]§’j11). We conclude since cos(log(z)) =
cos(log(1/x)). The proof for —r is completely analogous. O

Lemma 4.10. Let r be large. Then, there exists a constant by > 0 such that

E(LLR] EIL0 K] [ (bt ) i</
BQLIXN * ELLXT  |exp (~baglly) >/t

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.9 with exactly the same proof as in [DL18, Lemma 4.6].

U
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Lemma 4.11. For any A > 0, let

1 e* — 1ds
415 :: —_— S _
( ) 1) 271 /(c)y AS s
Then,

) ify > 1,
1 g 1 u sds o .
f(y):X/o (—QWi/(ye)?)du: 14188 jfer <y <1,
(C) O’ ny < 67)\’

0, otherwise.

¢(y) = {1’ Jv=0

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We will prove Theorem 4.1 with the saddle-point technique, from
which we deduce that ®(7) is given by a formula involving E(|L(1,X)|*") evaluated at the
saddle point k = k(7) defined below. For ¥(7), the distribution is related to E(|L(1,X)|~%")
evaluated at the saddle point & = &(7).

Let 7 be a large real number and consider the differential equations

(4.16) (E(L(L, X)) (1)) =0 & L'(r) = 2(log T + ),

and

¢(3

where the derivative is taken with respect to the real variable r. It follows from (4.6) that
lim, o £'(r) = 00. Moreover, a straightforward calculation shows that

(4.18) E(r)Ey(r) > (E,(r))*

(4.17) (]E(|L(1,X)|_2T) (%) ) =0& Z’(r) =2log7 + v — log((3),

for all primes p, so that £”(r) > 0. The same calculation leads to (4.18) with r replaced —r,
and then we also have that £”(r) > 0. Thus, we deduce that (4.16) and (4.17) have unique
solutions k := k(7) and K := R(7) respectively.
We write ®(7) as
O(r) =P ((IL(L,X)[?/(e'7))* > 1).

Let A = |L(LX)|” > 1 be an event. Then

e2V 12

1, if the event A occurs,

A p—
#(A) {O, otherwise,

is a random variable and E(¢(A)) = ®(1) = P(A).
By Lemma 4.11, where f is the function defined by (4.15), we have

(4.19) E(f(Ae™)) < E(¢(A)) = () < E(f(A)),
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since X <Y implies that E(X) <E(Y). Using the definition of f and A, we write
_ 1 |L(1,X)|% _,, (e =1\ ds
E(f(Ae™))=E [ — ’ As =
o) =8 (5 [ Beare (S57) 4

1 [ E(L(LX)P) _, (€ =1\ ds
= 2_ 2v+2)\s € A I
T Jiy o (e27?) s s
where 0 < A < 1/(2k) is a real number to the chosen later. With the above equation and
(4.19), we have

[ E(LOLX)P) ( - 1) ds

2mi W) (ePT2)s As s

1 E(|L(1,X)>) [e* — 1Y ds
<P(r) < — —
s olr) < 270 /(,_i) (e2v72)s A s’

and it follows that

1 Koo e™ — 1\ ds
< — 2s Y —2s e
0<om [ RO @0 (S E - e
1 K+i00 e)\s -1 1 — e—)\s
< E (|L(1,X)|%) (e77) "2 .
<o [ TE@ranm) ) ( - )( : )ds

We remark that since A < 1 by the choice of A, we have [e** — 1] < 3 and |e™** — 1| < 2.
For T' < k (to be chosen later), using Lemma 4.10, we have

[ ey en (S S

+iT s
(L. @) ([ Ly Y\
< \ . exp 2/@10g/<; /€2+t2+ H/QGXP 210gt PN

2 K
LB @n) e (ot oo
A T <

with some absolute constants ¢; and cs.
Furthermore, when |[t| < T, and s = s +it then |(1—e %) (e —1)| < A?|s|?, and we have

k41T e)\s -1 1 — e—)\s
/ E (|L(1,X)|25) (eV7) 7% ( e ) ( . )ds < \TE (|L(1,X)|2”“) (e77) 72",
rk—iT
which gives
1T M — 1Y ds
4.2 (1) — — E (JL(1,X)]*) (1)~ —
(4.20) 05 [ ELOR) @ (S
2 K
e “rlogn e Plogn AT | E (1L SO125) (007)-20
<\ =7t (IL(1, X)) (7).
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We now give a bound for the integral between k — T and k + ¢T. It follows from (4.9) of
Proposition 4.5 that when [t| < T,

L(k+it) = L(k) +itL (k) — EL (k) +0 (i> .

2 k2log Kk

We also have
S K2

er—1 1 1 t t2

Writing E (|L(1,X)[*) = exp(L(s)) and £'(k) = 2(logT + 7), and using the above two
equations, we have

E (|L(1,X)[*) <e“ - 1) _ EQLOX) (_gcﬂ(ﬁ)) (1 —~ f% +0 <)\f<a + 2—22 . )) ,

(ev7)?s As? k(evT)%r k2 log K
since
(e77) Fexp (itL(k)) = (e77) 2 " exp (2it log ) exp (2ity) = (e77) "
Therefore,
L/nJriTEHL(Lx)Ps) 6)\5 -1 @
270 J_ir (evT)?s As s

E(L(LX)P) 1 [* t . .t 2 1t
— RSB = 1— it A4 = dt.
k(eYT)?s 2w /T P 2£ () " O AR K2 * k?log K

Since L"(k) < 1/(klog k) by (4.9) of Proposition 4.5, we have

% _i exp <—§£”(/€)) dt = m <1 +0 <e—63T2£”(~)>> ;

T t? 1
/ [t]" exp (——[,”(FL)) dt < ——=1 1<n<3,
- 2 L'Kk) 2
and replacing above, we get
1 /W'T E(|L(1,X)[%) [e* — 1Y ds
27t f i (e1T)2s As s
E(|L(1, X)[>) 1 1 a2
_ ’ 140 | e+ + e @)
k2T L (K)(e1T)2s K2L"(K)  k2log KL (k)3

for some absolute constant c3. Replacing in (4.20), and using again (4.9) of Proposition 4.5
to get

D=

K

K\ 2L (K) <

)

D=

(log %)
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we finally obtain

E(|L(1, X)[2) 1 1 .

= 7 1+0 | s+ + 4 e (%)
kA/2mL" (k) (e1T)2s K2L'(K)  K2log KL"(K)?

“ "l kTlogk i _C2loﬁn
(& g K2 (& g K

N
w\»—t

T+ T+ AT T
AT (log k)2 AK (log /<a) (log K)Z

We choose T = x° for any 1/2 < § < 1 and A = k2, which can be donne by taking 7
sufficiently large by (4.21). We conclude that

~ E(IL(L, X)) log K
) T ) (e (”O (v . ))

The proof is similar for W(7). This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

4.3. Proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that E (|L(1,X)[*") = exp (£(r)), and from Proposition 4.5, we
have

B 2r(Cax — 1) r
L(r) = 2rloglogr + 2yr + T logr +0 (W) ,
2C nax 1
0 ()

L'(r) =2loglogr + 2y + +
logr
Recall that x = k(7) is the unique solution to £'(x) = 2(log T + ). Therefore,

(4.21) log 7 = loglog k + Crnax + O ( >
(log k)
Using these estimates and Theorem 4.1, we obtain

b(r) - _EILOBP) Nz
K/ 2mL" (K)(eYT)?"
2K

= exp (L(k) — 2x(log T + ) —|—O(

2K 2eTTmax Cm‘”‘ 1
= exp (_log/i—i_O((log/i >> exp< +O(T ))),

since log k = 7 — Cipax + O(771) from (4.21).
The proof is similar for (7) by noting that E (|L(1,X)| ") = exp (E(r)), where

» B T<Cmin - 1) !
£(T)—T10glOgT+T’Y+T T10g<<3)+0<(10gr>2> )

~ Cmin 1
L'(r) =loglogr + (v —log ((3)) + log 7 + 0 ((logr)Q) :
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Let % be the unique solution to £'(&) = 2log 7 4+ v — log ¢(3)). Then,

Omin 1
log & O <(logf%)2) '

Using these estimates and Theorem 4.1, we obtain

-zt ()

( £(2log T 4 v —1log((3)) + O(log R))

( ( 105@2)) = exp (_672;?1“ (1+ 0(7‘1))) :

since log & = 72 — Chpin + O(772) from (4.22).

(4.22) 2log T = loglog k +

O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We adapt the proof of [GS06, Theorem 1] to our context. For any
r > 1, we have

92 /Oo 2 1¢ ( )d 2r Z IEx)le™ 2 1d e—?’r"y Z ‘L(l )|2
vl ey (t)dt = ——— / S — ke
: A 2 EZe RN

log X

Then, by Theorem 1.4, uniformly for r < 610z, X 1oz, X

we get

> log X
27‘/ " lox(t)dt = e E (JL(1,X)]*) + e > exp (—L) ;
0

and by Proposition 4.5, we have

2 -1
E(|L(1,X)]”") = exp (2T10g10g7‘+27“7—|— 2(Cnax = 1) +0 ( ! 2))
0

2r(Crax — 1) T
1 2r 2’yr max )
= (logr) o < logr “ ((10g 7‘)2))

This implies that

~ log )% 2r r 1 log X
2r—1 Zfdtz( Chax — 1 0] — —2vr — ———
/0 ox(?) 2r eXP (logr( )+ ((log 7’)2>) + 2r *xp ( i 16 log,

(4.23) _ (logr)%exp( 2 (e — 1)+ O (( d >)

log r




Let 7o = re®, where § > 0 is sufficiently small to be determined later. We apply (4.23)
with r to obtam

o0

/ tQTilng(t)dt < (7_ 4 5)21"21"2/ t27’2*1¢X(t)dt < (7_ + 5)2r2T2/ t27’2*1¢X<t)dt
T+0 T+o 0

2re?

_ 2r(1-¢%) (| 2re? B —1 —
(T+9) (log 7 + 6)™ exp (IOgHé(Omax )+O<(logr)2
< TQT(l—eé)(log 7“)27"8(S exp <2T’(1 —€%)log (1 + é) + 2re® log <1 + J >)
T log r
2re’ r
e 1
X exp (logr«jmX )+O((10g7“ 2))

= (log )" exp(?r(l—e)l L+ >+2T€ 1og(1+%)>

0g
2re 5
X exp (@ (Ciax — ( Tog1)? )) exp (2r(1 —¢°) (log 7 — log, r)) ,

N =

which holds uniformly for

log X s log X

4.24 < & r< .
( ) 2= 16 log, X logs X r=e 16 log, X logs X

We now choose r = r(7) by logr = 7 — Chax. This gives

/ " Tox (t)dt < (logr)* exp (27“(1 — %) log (1 + é) + 2re’ log (1 + 0 ))
s T log r

2 1
o0 (s (G40 (1))

2
< (logr)*" exp (é (Cmax +0— 66) +0 <(L2>) .

log )

—152 4+ O(8%), the last

Using § = \/12? in the last equation, and the fact that 1 + 6 — e® = 5

line becomes

o] . " 2r r —CQT
/TH 2 g (1)t < (log )™ exp (logr (G = 1)+ 0 ((log 7")2» o (_(log 7“)2>

adjusting the constant ¢. Using (4.23), we have proven that

© < c?r
(4.25) /mS o (t)dt < (/0 t? 1¢>X(t)dt> exp (_(1ogr)2) :
and similarly, we can prove that

=6 - o c2r
(4.26) /0 7 ox ()dt < (/0 t ¢X(t)dt> exp (‘W) :
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The exponential decay of (4.25) and (4.26) implies that most of the mass of the integral is
between 7 — 0 and 7 + § when r grows. More precisely, again using (4.23), we have

/:j " Lox (t)dt = /Ooo Lo (t)dt (1 +0 (exp (—(IOC;—:)Q)))
= (log ) exp (lo%(cm ~1)+0 (QTTT)?))

cons (s (10 e (-122)))

2r

(4.27) — (log)* exp (@(me ~1)+0 (@)) .

We have , )
/ t2r 1dt T + 5) - (T - 5) — T2r eXp (O (ﬁ)) ’
2r T

P(|L(1,x)| > €7t) is non-increasing, this gives

and since ¢x ()

T+9
72" exp (O ((i__?")) Ox(T+90) < /7—5 Loy (t)dt < 7 exp (O (5?70)) ¢x (7 —0).

Replacing the middle term by (4.27), we have

x (1 +8) < (lofr)% exp (lfgrwmax ~1)+0 (m) +0 (‘;)) < dx(r—d).

Since 7 =10g7 + Cpax <= r = €7 “max_ we have that the middle expression above is
2 max 0
= exp <—T(C’max—l)+2rlog (1—0 > —i—O(—T))
log r T T
2r 2rC hax r or
_eXp<lOgr(Cmax_1)_ - +O< )+O(7_)>
2 0
:exp<— - +O<r>+0(r))
logr T2 T

- Cmax

= exp <—f (1+0(6)+ 0(1/7))) :

N
T 3

Therefore,
T—Cmax

204 000) < oxlr - 0)

)
X

Ox(T+9) <exp (—

T—Cmax
ox(T) = exp (—QGT (1 +0 (

Recalling (4.24), this holds uniformly in the range

and we have

m\~| =

log X
16log, X logs X
<log, X —logs X —log, X — 2.
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A similar estimate holds for ¢ x (7). O

5. EXTREME VALUES OF |L(1, x)|

In this section, we investigate extreme values of |L(1, x)| (under GRH). Our first goal is
to prove Theorem 1.10, exhibiting the upper and lower bounds for characters of prime order
¢ > 3 following the work of Littlewood [Lit28] for quadratic characters.

We will focus on the lower bound, since the upper bound can be obtained by the same
arguments given by Littlewood. We first recall the following result.

Lemma 5.1. [Lit28, Lemma 7] Let x be a non-principal character of conductor q. Assume
GRH. Then, as y — 0,

(5.1) —log|L(1,x)] = —Re (Z W _"y> + Oc(y"*“log q) + o(1),

n=1

where Ay (n) = ﬁ)(gng

Proof of Theorem 1.10. To prove the lower bound, we follow the proof of [Lit28, Theorem
1]. Taking y = (logq)™2" and z = (log ¢)*™® in (5.1), we have that
- Ai(n)x(n) _
12=¢log q) = o(1 d ! W = o(1
Oc(y " “logq) =o(1)  an ; e o(1),
and we obtain

—log|L(1,x)] = —Re ( MB_Z’ y) +o(1)

m
<a p

x(p _ x()™ -
— _Re Py Py o1
(pﬁm p > Z mp™ ( )

p<zx
m>1
:_Z<Re _py+zRe >+0(1)
p<x
==Y A, +o(1)
p<z

where M, = [logz/logp] and we have used the fact that

D 1=y O(yz?) = o(1).

mpm
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Note that x(p) € {0,1,wy,...,wi '}, If x(p) = 0 or 1, then A, > 0. Let x(p) = wl. Then
x(p)™ = wh™ for any m > 1. Thus,

A :(wg—l—w[h)(e‘py— 1) +1 wh 4wt N w2t + wy 2 N Wit + wy 3" o
: 2p 2 p 2p? 3p
2mh) (e=py — 1) 1 2 2rh 1
cos e cos
_eos (e 1y 2es(3) 1)
p 2 p p
When cos (#) < 0, the first term above is positive, and we can bound A, below by the sec-
ond term involving the log. Otherwise, notice that eﬂ;# > —y = —(logq¢)~*"". Summing
over p, we obtain
1 2 cos (& 1
—log|L(1, x)| < 5 Zlog (1 — T(f) + E) +0 ((logq)—z—s—?s) .
p<z

41

We remark that, since £ is odd, the real part of wf is minimized when h = 6_71 or h ==

In other words, — cos (%) < —cos (#) = coS (%) Thus we have

1 2 cos (M) 1 1 2 cos (E) 1
5Zlog <1—T@+E §§logH 1+ —H 4+ —

p<z

= cos (%) log (¢"log x) — log (Cy + 0(1)) ,

where "
fcos(ﬂ) 9 T -
CEZH (1_%> ’ (1+M+l> ,

2
; p p

and we have applied Mertens’ third theorem. Taking the exponential and recalling our choice
of x = (log q)**5¢, we conclude that

Cy
(2e71og log q)cos(%

IL(1,x)| = (14 0(1)).

O
To prove the Q-results, we need the following auxiliary statements.

Proposition 5.2. Assume GRH. Let P(z) = [[ ., p* = ¥ Let ¢, € {1,ws, w2} for
each rational prime p < z, and let

P(X,{ep}, 2) = {x € F3(X)|cond(x) is prime and x(p) = €, for each p < z}.
Then, for z K X%,

p<z

X 1
Z log cond(x) = pe ) +O(X 2 log®(X P(2)),
XEP(X {ep},2)
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and
—2 1

X €p 1
Z L(1, x)logcond(x) = 3G ¢(3) H (1 + =+ ) +0(X2 log® (X P(2))).
XEP(X{ep}2) bz PP

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, studying P(X, {€,},2) is equivalent to studying Pzp.(X, {e}, 2)
where

PZ[O.)?,] (Xv {Ep}’ Z)

= {q € Zlws]\Z : q=1(mod3),q is prime, N(q) < X and <§)

= ¢, for eachpgz}.
3

Then we have

# Prjws) (X {6} 2)

= # {q € Z|ws] : g =1 (mod 3), q is prime, N(q) < X and (E) = ¢, for each p < z}

+O(#{q € Z~o: q=2(mod3),q is prime, N(¢) < X}) ’

= # {q € Z|ws] : g =1 (mod 3), q is prime, N(q) < X and (}—)) = ¢, for each p < z}
3

q
(5.2)

+0(xt).

We first write a characteristic function for Py, (X, {€y}, 2). For a rational m | P(z), we
define €, = [T, o™ Then,

1 Z 671 @ _ 1 if qec PZ[W?,](X? {617}7 Z))
37(2) " \q/, 0 otherwise.

m|P(z)
We write
_ -1 m
Z log cond(y) = Z log N(q 3”(2’) Z Z <E> log N(q)
XEP(X {ep}2) A€ P2y (X.{ep},2) mP(z)  q€Zlwg)\Z 3
N(g)<X
q=1 (mod 3)
C[ 1S prime
m
do Xt X (%) i@ o
AR RN
N(9)<X
q=1 (mod 3)
q 1S prime

by (5.2). The main term comes from m = 1 and, by the Prime Number Theorem, it equals
% with an error term of O(X% log X) if we assume GRH. When m # 1, then (m)g is a
non-trivial character modulo at most 9m since m is not a cube, and using the Chebotarev
density theorem under GRH, we have that the sum over q is O(X 2 log?(X P(2)?)). This

gives the first statement.
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For the second result, first note that

(5.3) ZX +ZX :Z$+O<C°n§(>‘)),

n<N n>N
where
(5.4) N = X?2P(2)*2,
Thus we get
n d
> L(l,x)logeond(x)= > logcond(y) ( % 40 (&N@)))
XEP(X {ep},2) xeP(X {ep},2) <N
X?log X
(5:5) 3w<z> P Z > @) log N(q) + O (%) :
m|P(z) n<N q€Z[ws] q 3

N(9)<X

q=1 (mod 3)

q is prime

The character <%> is principal only when nm = . In this case, applying the Prime
3

Number Theorem (assuming RH over Z[ws)), we get that

Z <%)310g]\7(q): Z logN(q)+O< Z 1)

q€Z[ws] q€Z[ws] glnm
N(g<X N(g)<X g=1 (mod 3)
g=1 (m9d 3) g=1 (m{)d 3) q is prime
q 1s prime q is prime

=X+0 (X% log? X + log (NP(Z)))
—X+0 (X% 1og2(XP(z))) .

Replacing the above in (5.5), we have

(5.6) (X+O (X%10g2(xp(z)))> 37r1(z) Yoal s %

We write n = nyninj, where ny, ny are square-free and coprime, and m = m;m3, where
my, my are square-free and coprime. Then, my, my | P(z), where P(z) := Hpﬁz p. The only
possibility leading to nm = (3 is to have ny = may, ny = my, and we get

1 )

Z YT 1D D= T DI S S
m|P n<N ng 1 n2 <N/n2n3 n
n3§N§ na<(N/n3)2 n1<N/njny

nm=6
| B (nz,nAl)zl
2|P(z) | P(2)

-

The condition P(z) < N/n3n3 is equivalent to n2n? < N/P(z) = X*2P(z) with the choice
of N given by (5.4). In this case, we have no condition on the size of n; in the inside sum,
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and we compute the above sum as

1 €, 1 €t 2\ '
el 2) X I+
3

p<z 7L3SN% na<(N/n
When n2nd > N/P(z) = X3/2P(z), we get the bound

log 2z 1 1
<30 ) 3 > 2

1

1 1
ng<N3 (X‘”’f;(z)) * <na<(N/n3)3
log 2z 1 ng/Q log 2 X1
L —= =L —,
3m(2) Zl ng <X3/4P( )% SW(Z)P(Z)%
n3<N3

which is O(X *%). Working similarly for the ng-sum, separating the range for ng/ ’ <
N/P(z) = X2 P(2), we get

-1

o 2w el (05) T £ BT(+5) o

m|P(z) T?n%:@ P2 ng<N3 nz\P g;z
= 1+—+”—)(<3 +O( >)+O X2
o 11 ( o+ L) (€@ +0( 43 (X712
¢(3) ( & ) iy
= 1+ 2+ 2 ) +0(X?).
3m(2) g D p2 ( )

Replacing in (5.6), we have

(X +0 (X% logz(XP(Z))» 37r1(z) PO y —Bf(i)C(B) 1] <1 2y i)

2
m|P(z) n<N p<z p p
nm=£6

3

+0 (X% 1og2(xp(z))) .

When nm # (& then (w)3 is a non-trivial character of modulo at most 9nm and using

again the GRH, we have that the sum over q in (5.5) is O(X 2 log?(X N2P(z)?)). Therefore
the non-cubic contribution can be bounded by

< X2 1og*(XNP(2)) = Z - Z < X21og>(XNP(2))log N < X2 log®(X P(2)).

m|P(z n<n

This concludes the proof. O

Our next goal is to prove a result analogous to Proposition 5.2 that can be applied to
obtain a lower bound. Since in this case we are interested in characters of order ¢ with ¢
prime, we need to consider this more general setting. First, we need to generalize the ideas

exposed in Lemma 3.6.
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The characters of order ¢ are supported on primes ¢ = 1 (mod¢), which are those that
split completely in Q(wy), say qZws| = q1---qe_1. For n € Z, we have that

L)}

{x : x is a primitive character of conductor ¢} = { <q—) .
1/ ¢

where the (th residue symbol is defined for ¢ 1 n by
(%) = w}, where n'T = wy (mod q).
¢

Proposition 5.3. Assume GRH. Let Py(z) = [, p"" = eV Let e, € {wf : k =
1,...,¢} for each rational prime p < z, and let

Po(X,{ep}, 2) = {x € Fuo(X) | cond(x) is prime and x(p) = €, for each p < z}.
Then for z < X%, we have

2

XEP(Xr{GP}vz)

1
L(1,x)
Proof. As an application of Perron’s formula, under GRH, it is known that for any € > 0,

Zu <<:1:2+6

n<x

D 1
log cond(y = e H ( ) + O(X2 log* (X Py(2))).

p<z

Using this, for large N, we have

n<N n<t
—Z’“’X +0< >
n
n<N

By the discussion before the statement of Proposition 5.3, studying Py(X, {e,}, 2) is equiv-
alent to studying Py, (X, {6}, 2) where

(5.7)

Priwg (X, {ep}, 2) = {q ideal in Z]w,| : N(q) = ¢ is prime, ¢ < X and <§>
¢

Then we have

#Prw (X, {6}, 2) = # {q ideal in Z]w,| : N(q) < X and (g)

+O<X%>.

We will use the detector

L Z et my o 1 iquPZ[wA(X7{€p}7z)’
() ™\ q ) 0 otherwise.

m|Py(2)

= ¢, for each p < z}
¢

40

= ¢, for eachpgz}.



We apply (5.7) and 7 < log, cond(y) under GRH to get

Z ﬁ log cond(x) = Z log cond(x (Z /”L (N§+e>>

XEP (X {ep},2) XEP(X {ep},2) n<N
(5. 8)
Xlog X
Z ,; uin) Y (@) log N(q) + O ( o8 ) +0 <X2 logXlog2X> .
m|Py( <N n q ideal in Z[w,] q ¢ N2
q prime
N(g<X

The map q — (%) is a Hecke character over Q(wy) that becomes principal when nm in an
¢

(th power. In this case, applying the Prime Number Theorem and assuming RH over Z|w],
we get

Z (%) log N(q) = Z log N(q) —|—O< Z 1)
¢ [we]

q ideal in Z[wy] q ideal in Z[wy] q ideal in Z
q prime q prime N(q) prime
N(g<X N(g)<X N(q)<X

alnm

=X +0 (X% log? X + log (NPg(z))>
=X +0, (X% logQ(XPg(z))> ,

where we take N = X P(z) and we use the assumption that z < Xs. Replacing in (5.8),
we have

(5.9) (X—i—Og (Xhog%XPAz))))% Sl Y pln).

n
m|Py(z) n<N
nm=~th power

We write m = mym3 - - mﬁ }, where the my, ..., my_; are square-free and pairwise coprime
and my,...,me_1 | P(z), where we recall that P(z) = [[,<.p. Since n is square-free,

then the only possibility for nm to be an fth power is to have m,_; = n and m;, = 1 for
k=1,...,£ —2. Therefore (5.9) is equal to

n|P(2)
X + 0, (X210g*(XPy(2)) —(t-1)
:< Z( EﬂZ) ¢ >>£IZ<1EPP ),

where the last equality follows from the choice of N.
The map q — (%) is a non-trivial Hecke character over Q(wy) of conductor a multiple
¢

of (nm) when nm is not an fth power in Z, since n is square-free and m is (-power free,

which follows from the fact that m | Py(z). Using the GRH again, we have that the sum over
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q in (5.8) is Oy(X 2 log> (X NP,(2)%)). Therefore, the terms when nm is not an £th power in
Z contribute

1 1 1 1 1
<y X2 IOgQ(XNPAZ))W Z ET_nIZﬁ <y X2 10g2<XNPg(Z))IOgN<<X§ 1Og3(XPg(Z))

This finishes the proof. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let us consider the case €, = 1 for all primes p < z. If 3m(2) < X3¢
then using Proposition 5.2, we have

Z log cond(y) = % (1+0(X79),
XEP(X,{1},2)
and
X 1 1 _
Z L(1, x)logcond(y) = WC(Z&) H (1 + » + E) (1+0(X7).
X€P(X{1},2) p<z

Applying the triangular inequality, we have

> L1 x)|logcond(x) =
XEP(X,{1}.2)

> L bgeondy)
x€P(X,{1},2)

X
= 25¢6) 1T (1 + ]1) + 2%) (1+0(X79).

p<z
We take z := % in order to have 37®) < X2¢. For convenience of notation, we
denote
€ €
a, = C3)]] <1+—”+—’2’) .
p<z p P

Recall that from (5.3), we also have that |L(1, x)| < 2logcond(x) for cond(x) sufficiently
large. Let 6 > 0 arbitrary, and assume that the proportion of x € P(X,{e,},z) such that
|L(1, x)| > ac, — 0 is Asq—s. Then we have

X
() v < Z |L(1, x)|log cond(x) + Z |L(1, x)| log cond(x)

XEP (X {ep}.2) XEP (X {ep}.2)
IL(1x)|<cep—0 IL(1,x)|> e, —0

S0~ Do) (0, — )+ 2108 XA
and thus

e, < (1= Asps)(ae, —96) + 2log? XAsqs,
and therefore

)
2 S A>Oz—(5‘
2log” X —a, +0 -

Multiplying As, s by the total number of elements in P(X, {¢,},z), which is X/37¢) >

X %“, we get that there are > X 2 cubic characters X € F3(X) with prime conductor such
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that

Lz @[T (1+1+ )

p<z

p>z

I
o~
—~

w

() 10-5)

p<z p<z

) > € (logy, X + logs X — log(2log 3) + o(1)) .

0

Proof of Theorem 1.12. We fix the values €, = we for all p < z. Following the proof of
Theorem 1.7, if ¢7*) < X2 then applying Proposition 5.3, we have

Y iy = s I ( - wﬁ—) (1+0(xX7)).

XEP (X {we},2) p<z

Applying the triangular inequality, we have

1
Z Tl log cond(x) >

XEP (X7{w£}7z)

1
Z Y] log cond(X)‘

XEPe (Xv{wé}vz)

()

p<z
and similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.7,

(1+0(X7)).

log X logy X
2log/t

we conclude that there are > X2 (th power characters y € Fu(X) with prime conductor

such that
) -

p<z

Following the choice of z :=

=11

p<lz

1><|_

_ (e7(logy X +logz X — log(2 logﬁ)))cos( )
— G

where we have employed the same simplifications as in the proof of Theorem 1.10.

(1+0(1)),

0

6. STRENGTHENING THE RANGE IN THE DISTRIBUTION RESULT VIA THE SHORT EULER
PRODUCT UNDER GRH

Our goal in this section is to obtain the distribution result Theorem 1.6, by strengthening
the range of 7 in Theorem 1.3 under GRH. We obtain a range similar to the 2-result under
GRH (as the term log, X + log; X is achieved). This is done via the short Euler product.
We remark that Theorem 1.6 plays an integral role in the proof of Theorem 1.3. We now
give a moment estimate for the short Euler product in a comparatively wider range of |z|
than in Theorem 1.6. Recall that we defined

L(s,x;y) r=H(1—X(p))_l and L(LX;y)ZH( —w)_l-

p® b
p<y p<y
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We first prove Theorem 1.5. We start with the some auxiliary results. The following
lemma relies on upper bounds for | log L(1, x4)| proven in [GS07] for quadratic characters, and
extended by Lamzouri [Lam10] to general L-functions. For the case of quadratic characters,
this is [GS03, Lemma 4.5], slightly generalized to allow a parameter (.

Lemma 6.1. Assume GRH, and let % <o<1lando> %, B > 2. Let m € Z that is not
a cube. Then we have

Z x(m) < X7 exp ((log m)ﬁ(l_")) :
XEF3(X)

Remark 6.2. We have some flexibility to choose § and o. For example, if we take § = 2
anda:§+ethen

Z x(m) < X3 exp ((log m)%*ﬁ) .

XEF3(X)
Proof of Lemma 6.1. Recall from (3.3) that
(6.1)
Yooxtm)= > m(dyam) Y pze (O)xe(m) > xalm).
XEF3(X) deZ,d=1 (mod 3) LEZ[w3] =1 (mod 3) n€Zlws],n=1 (mod 3)
dI<VX (6.d)=1 (md)=1

N(0)<+/X/N(d) N(n)<X/N(df?)

The function ¢y, : (n) = x,(m) = (2) , defined on ideals (n) C Zws] (coprime to 3, and
where m = 1 (mod 3)) gives a Hecke character of modulus 9m. Let

L(s,%m) = > tm((m)N(n) "= > xa(m)N(n)™*
(n) n€Zlws]
n=1 (mod 3)
be the corresponding Hecke L-function.
Using Perron’s summation formula we have, for some 7' > 1,

(6.2)
etiT 14e
Z Xn(m) = L )fm,d(S)ZSé S fm,d(s)Zs% +0 (Z ) ,

2T s 2w 4 T
n€Zlws],n=1 (mod 3) (1+e 14+e—iT

(n,d)=1
N(n)<Z

where 7 = % and

() = 3 xég) -1 (1 - ;@“ZS)) L(s, ).

n€Zws],n=1 (mod 3) pld
(n,d)=1

A special case of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 in [Lam10] implies that if o; = min (00 + loéy’ ”J;"()),
where y > 2, [t| > y+3 and 0 > g¢ > %, then

, by, loglt| , _,
IOg L(O' +Zt,¢m) = Z —N(n)0+it + O (my E ) s
N(n)<y
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where

L[ =
" 0 otherwise.
Then, for [t| < T and y = (log T')?, we have
log T’
(01 — 09)?

< (log 7)1~ 4 (log T) P00~ og, T.

o1—0

|log L(0 + it, tm)| < y' 7 +

Inserting this estimate after shifting the line of integration in the above Perron’s integral
(6.2) to Re(s) = o > 0¢ > 3, we obtain

1+€
Z Xn(m) < Z72%@ exp ((log T7)%0=9) 4 (log T)*#(00=9) Jog, T) + T
n€Zlws],n=1 (mod 3)
(n,d)=1
N(n)<z

We may suppose that Z < N(m), since by periodicity 3y <z Xm(n) < N(m). This
implies that m > 7 > and hence we can take T := m, since in this case % L 7 %“, which
is permissible. Also equating 5(1—o¢) and 14 (09— o), we can choose oy = % with 8 > 2.
Therefore, for o > oy > %, we have

Z Yn(m) < Z72%@ exp ((log m)ﬁ(l’”)) :

n€Zlws],n=1 (mod 3)
(n,d)=1
N(n)<z

Plugging this estimate in (6.1) together with Z = W, we conclude that

22w(d)

Z x(m) <X° Z ~pe Z N(E)Q" exp ((log m)ﬁ(l_"))

XEF3(X) deZ,d=1 (mod 3) LE€Z[w3],¢=1 (mod 3)
d<X (6,d)=1

N()<4/X/N(d)

< X7 exp ((log m)ﬁ(l_")) :
which finishes the proof. U

The following is the analogue of Theorem 6.1 from [GS03] for the case of cubic characters.

Proposition 6.3. Assume GRH. Let 2 < y < exp(y/log X) and let z be a real number.
Then we have

|f_3gX_)_| > 1L xy) = E(LL X)) (1+ 0 (B(z.y. X)),
XEF3(X)

where E(z,y,X) is a positive real number such that for y > 4(|z| + 1),

16(]z] + 1) 120(|z] + 1) log y

E X)< X4 21 30|41
(z,y,X) < 4exp(10g(4<|z|+1)) NP + 2log, y + 6e™| 2| Og(

45
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and otherwise,

1 34
E(z,y,X) < X 7exp <logyy) .

Proof. We have

(6.3) SoLxayE= ) Al ) g ),

XEF3(X) ni,na=1 ity
n1,n2€S(y)
where
S(X;n)= Y x(n),
XE€F3(X)
and S(y) denotes the set of integers whose prime factors are all < y. We decompose n,

and ny as ny = ryrarird and ng = s;s3s3s5, where 71,79, r3 are square-free and coprime in

pairs, and s1, $9, s3 are as well. In this decomposition we also have p | 4 = p | rirers and
p|ss=p|sis2ss.
Then, S(X;nin3) = S(X;r1s?risyrisi) and we rewrite (6.3) as

Z w2 (r1) Z p3(rs) Z p2(r3) Z 12 (s1) Z 112(s2) Z 112 (s3)

r1€S(y) r2€S(y) r3€S(y) 51€S(y) 52€S(y) s3€S(y)
(r1,r2)=1 (ra,rire)=1 (s1,82)=1 (s3,8152)=1
2,.3,.3 2.3.3
d.(ryr3rsry) d.(s15583s3)
(6.4) xS(X; 7"1517”2527“333) 2.3.3 2.3.3 -

plra=plrirers plsa=pls1s283

We first evaluate the contribution when nin3 = <= risiris, = (.

If we write (7“1, 81) Ul, (7“2, SQ) Uz, then r = U17“171, S1 = U18171, o = U27“271, SS9 = U28271.
Then we get that the main term comes from T1,1S%,1T§,182,1 = (. Because of coprimality (we
have that (ry1,s11) = (ra1,821) = (r11,721) = (811, 521) = 1) and square-free conditions
(7’1’1,7’2’1751’1,52,1 are Square—free) we get that a1 = Te1 = S11 = S21 — 1. This giVGS
1= s, =7 (say) and 7y = sy = s (say). Using Proposition 2.1, this results in

65)  S(Xirisirsrdsd) = SXrsrsd) = R [] ey +0 (30ms0xiw),
plrsrass

where the factors a,, in the Euler product are defined in (4.1) and depend on p (mod 3). We
can now write (for ry, 79,73 square—free and coprirne)

3k+1 3k+2 3k+3
Y Enid) s ey s Dy e
7”17“27“ 7“ 3k+1 3k+2 3k+3
ra>1 plr1 k=0 plra k=0 plrs k=0
plra=plrirars
=Tz erws@ 1 (i) = 1),
plr1 plr2 plra

where

RS I i A NI T A
) (o) el (1-9)
cpwg(z)— 3 :

We remark that ¢ ;(z) € R since z € R.
p,w3
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A similar treatment applies to the sum over s4. Replacing in (6.4), the contribution of the
main term of (6.5) to (6.3) is

=B, D ) n )L e llgs@ ] 6.6

reS(y) seS(y) ra,s3€S(y) plrsrass  plr pls
(r,s)=1 (r3,rs)=1
(s3,rs)=1

x H (cpa(z) — 1) H (cpa(z) — 1)

plrs plss

= 1R[] (1 - 2 ez ()™ oy (2)72 (61(2) = 1) (cpa(2) — 1)k4>

p<y k1,ko,k3,ka€{0,1}
(kl 7k2 7k3 >k4)7£(0>070’0)
k1=1:>k2,k’3,k4=0

k2:1:>k1 kg kq4=0

= Fs()I T (1 + a2 (2) + aphoy (2) + 205 (51 (2) = 1) + aplepa() = 1))

p<y

=BT (1= ap+ap (E0() + () + 2(2)) )

= |F(X)IE(L(L, X)),

where in the last equality, we have applied the fact that

E(|L(1, X)) = HE(\ Xb)

2
Py Py p p
1\ ° 2 1 1\ °~°
:H(l—ap—i—%(l— +—2> +%<1—|—— —2) )
<y p p p p

and

1 2 1\7° 2 1 1\~
06 G rdu@rda@ -5 (1-242) #3140 2)

Now replacing the error term of (6.5) in (6.4), and using (6.6), the contribution to (6.3) is

< XL (24(2) + 2(0) + E0(2)

p<y
1 2 >
= X E(L(L X)) [ ] (1 o (5)) < X7 log?y B(|L(1,X; ) ).
p<y

We now proceed to bound the contribution when m = nyn3 = rys¥rassriss # @ in (6.4). By
Lemma 6.1, we have

(6.7) |S(X;m)| < Xit<exp ((log m)g_e) < X%mv105gx,
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where the second bound follows by considering the two cases, namely, logm < (log—X) and

logm > (logx) In the first case,

exp ((log m)g_e) < exp <

In the second case,

1 1
eXp ((logm>%> — exp (ﬂ) S exp (m) — m\/lci?'

(logm)s

Replacing in (6.7) with m = rys¥risyriss in (6.4), the contribution when nyn3 #  is
bounded by

3 5 10 15
ext Y Y e ) om0 [ - s
T1,r2,73€S(y) 51,52,53€S(y)  |plr1 plr2 plr3
(ra,r1)=1 (s2,81)=1
(7'377'17”2):1 (5375152)21

r1,r2,r3 square-free s1,82,53 square-free

% T (€puz ()97 ) T (o ()75 ) T ((pa(2) — 1)p s

pls1 p|s2 pls3
3 _ 5 10 15
= X1 H (1 + CPM%(Z)pm + Cpws (2)pVeEX + (cpa(2) — 1)pVieX )

p<y

10 5 15
x (1 T 2 ()R 4 oy (2)p VT £ (i (2) — mm)(

3 | [ _15 s N2
<A (1 + 10502 (2) [P VIET 4 [Cpy (2)[pVPEX + |epa(2) — 1|p¢m> '
p<y

Now we split the product into the primes that are < 4(|z|+1) and those that are > 4(|z|+1).
When p < 4(|z| + 1), we use the bound (which is valid for all p)
2) —3

12 7§+ ‘1_022 7§+ ‘ wg
p p

1
(2 < (\1 .

p




We have
3 _ 15 15 15\ 2
«xt I (1 1es@ T 4l (P +lepa(z) — Up7er)
p<min{y,4(|z[+1)}

_ 15 _ 15 15\ 2
<TI0 (14 1w + e (T + [ (z) — 1pix )
min{y,4(|z[+1)} <p<y

z z\ 2
s 20 2 1\ 2 1 1)\ 2
< X1 11 pveeX (24 (1—-=+ =) +2(1+-+5

p<min{y,4(|z|+1)} P Y g !

30
6px/logX |Z|
X 14— ].
11 ( ;

min{y,4(|z[+1)} <p<y

—_Z
2

+<1+%+#) to get

z z\ 2
2 1\ 2 1 1\
2+ (1-2+5 ) +2(1+-+5
p D p P
2 1\ 7% 2 1 1\°? )
<54 1—ap+%(1——+—2> +ﬂ(1+—+—2) (1+0(—)>.
3 p P 3 P P j%

Then we get for 4(|z| + 1) < v,

30
2 Gp Vios X
<xie(xnp) ] swit (1v0(2)) 1] <1+M>
4(

p<a(z+1) P |21 4+1) <p<y p

E4
2

Now we use that 1 < <1 —%—F}%)_

30
Gp Vies X
< XE(LOLKp)P)logty [ st ] <1+p—‘z‘>

p<a(l2]+1) 4()21+1)<p<y p

16(]z] + 1) 120()z| + 1) %0 log y
+ 2log, y + 6e”°|z| log .
log(4(|z] + 1)) Viog X 2 g log(4(|z] + 1))

< X3E(L(, X;)[2) exp (

For y < 4(|z| + 1), we have

3 34y
L(1,X;y)|*
< (LK) e (L)

since logy < y/log X. This finished the proof.

O
Proof of Theorem 1.5. We directly use Proposition 6.3 with y = Blog X log, X and z =
%, where e < B < (log, X)¢ to prove the statement. Indeed, from the choice of y

and z, we see that y > 4(|z| + 1). Therefore, applying the first part of Proposition 6.3, we
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have

16log X log, X  120log X log, X

e37log, X log B * e37log B+/log X

6e30 log X log, X log logy X + logy X + log B )
e3"log B logy X + logy X — 37 —log, B+ log4 )

E(z,y,X)<<X_éllexp( + 2log, X

Now notice that

logy, X + logy X + log B log B 37 —log4 + log, B\
log = log 1+ 1 -
logy X + logy X — 37 — logy, B + log 4 logy X + logg X log, X +logs X
< 2 logB’
~ log, X

where for the last inequality we applied the condition 37 — log4 + log, B < log B, which is
true provided that B > ¢4,
Incorporating this observation, we obtain

1 171log X log, X 6e*log X log, X 2log B
E X X1
(9, %) < P <e37 log, X log B e37log B log, X
1 17log X 12 o3
<<X 4€Xp<m+glogX)<<X 100 |

U
We now proceed to establish a connection between L(1, x) and L(1, x;y) under GRH.

Proposition 6.4. Let C > 0, and let 2 < A < (logy, X) be a real number and y =
A*log X log, X. Under GRH, we have

L(1,x) = L(1,x;y) (1 +0 (@))

for all but at most X715 cubic characters in F3(X).
To prove this statement we need the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 6.5. Let k be a positive integer. Under GRH,

Z Z Mrk < X2k ( Z %)k + X3 exp ((3klogz)§) (‘lolgo(gZ/yy))%

XEF3(X) ' y<p<z p y<p<z
2k \" ) ] 2k
<X + X2+ exp ((3k10g z)g) log(#/y) _
ylogy logy

Proof. We write

RO ax(m)x(m)
> > ,
y<p<z p y m

k<m<zk

ag(m) = Z 1.

Y<pi,..,Pr<z
P11 PE=m
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This gives us

S-S o)

y<p<z yF<my,mo<zk XEF3(X)

2.

XEF3(X)

Separating the above sum into the cubic and the non-cubic part, and applying Lemma 6.1,
we obtain the following bound

ex Yy aslmiadmy) i, ((8k1og2)) (Z 1)

yE<mi,ma<z¥ e y<p<z p
myrn%:@
«x Y wlmladm) s, ((3k10g2)?) (M) |
mims logy

Yk <mi,ma<zP
mlmg =0

We notice the following facts. For m = p{* - - - pi*

For my, my with Q(m;) = k;, we have

ki +k
(6.9) sy () < ( s Q)ak1<ml>ak2<m2>.
2

Now for mym3 = &, write m = (my, mz), and m; = mm; 1, my = mmgy;. We have that
lema1 = ), with (mq1,me1) = 1, and this implies my; = miQ, Moy = mgg. Setting
¢ = Q(m) and combining (6.8) and (6.9) several times, one obtains

ag(ma)ag(my) < k! G;) ag(ma2)ae(maz)ar—se(m),

and from there one can deduce that

ax(m)ag(ms) 1\
> i, <2 k:!(sz) .

yk<my,ma<z® y<p<z
mlmgzﬂ

O

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Specializing by Q = X, y = (log X)*?, and A = 4 in Proposition
2.2 of [GS03], we can say that

L(1,x) = L(1,x; (log X)) (1 Lo ( ! >)

log X

holds for all but at most Xz characters inside F3(X). Observe that for z > v,

L(1,x;2) = L(1,x; y) exp ( > <%+O (%))) :

y<p<z p
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We take z = (log X)3? and y := A*log X log, X, and it suffices to show that
Z x(p) < 1
P Alog, X

y<p<z
holds for all but < X715 characters inside F3(X). To do this we dyadically divide the
interval (y, 2] into J subintervals of the form (y;,y;41] such that y; := 277!y, where J =

[321ogy X — logy]. (We need this to make the quantity log(z/y) small in Lemma 6.5.)
On the basis of this division, using a version of Chebyshev’s inequality, we have

x(p) 1
#HxemR | X ‘ }
Y <Pt p A28 1log X
(6.10) < > > x(p) ‘ x (A26~'log, X)2,
XEF3(X) " ¥ <P<yj+1
where we take
log X

6.11 k; = A .
( ) 730 log(A27/3+1)

We now apply Lemma 6.5 to bound (6.10). From the first term in the bound of Lemma
6.5, we get the bound

2k; g 19 2%k;
<X (A257 " log, X )=
yjlogy;

(6.12) < Xexp (k;j (—1og30 — 2log A — 25/31og 2))

< X exp (—2k;log(5420/%)) < X5,

by (6.11) and using the fact? that y; = 27" A*1log X log, X. Similarly, from the second term
in the bound of Lemma 6.5, we get the bound

1 ’ ANk
< X3¢ exp((3k; log 1)) (—Og(yﬁl/%)) (A257 " logy X)*
log y;
, 2
< X2/3+2 exp(2k; log(?ﬂfj_lA) + 3k]€” (log, X)%)) < X3,

Therefore we have that

J
1
S| ¥ P)s dex
J=1 "y <p<z; p 62
holds for all but at most X 15 characters inside Fj (X). O

Proposition 6.6. For any r,y > 0, define
L(r;y) = log(E(|L(L, X)) = ) log E,(r)
p<y
L(r;y) :=1og(E(|L(L, X)) = > log E,(—
Py

%In the estimate (6.12) we particularly use that y = A%log X log, X as opposed to the perhaps more
natural choice y = Alog X logy X
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Then

. B . 2r (C’max<r/y) B 1) r
(6.13) L(r;y) = 2rloglog min{r,y} + 2ry + log 7 + O (log )2

and

(Crain(r/y) — 1)

L(r;y) = loglogmin{r,y} +ry + - —TlogC(3)+0( . )

log r (logr)?
where 2Cyax(1/y) = fro/oy f/iu) du and Cyin(r/y) = ff/c; @du and f(u) and f'(u) are defined
by (4.12) and (4.13) respectively.
Moreover, 2C . and Ci, satisfy
(6.14) 2C0ax(1/Yy) = 2Chax + O(r/y)  and  Cun(r/y) = Cuin + O(r/y).
Proof. This is a direct adaptation of the proof of Proposition 4.5. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.6. The proof is almost identical to the proof of Theorem 1.4 from Section
4.3, replacing L(1,x) by the short Euler product L(1,y;y), and keeping track of y in the
error terms. We define for any » > 1

1
AT P

XEF3(X)
IL(1x;y) [>T

which gives
6727”7

27’/ t27"’1q§ ty)dt = —— L(1,x;y r
3

We apply Theorem 1.5 for B = A* and e!° < A < (log, X)¢ to get
o [Tttt = T (LK) + 0 (X B E (L0, 0)) )
0
uniformly for r < 28X182X 514 — Atlog X log, X (notice that r < y). Using (6.13) and

4e37 log A
(6.14), we get
(6.15)

0 27" T r2
2r—1 i (1 2r — -1 T3 :
[ toxttina = g esp (2 Cone =)+ 0 (o) + 0 (7157 ))

Let 75 = re®, where § > 0 is sufficiently small to be determined later. We apply (6.15) with
r9 to obtain

T " '

+4

X exp (27"65 (Coomx — 1)+ O <m> +0 ( r )) exp (2r(1 — ) (log 7 — logy 7)),

logr ylogr
which holds uniformly for
1
og X log, X — < eiélogXlongi
4e3" log A 4e37 log A
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We now choose r = r(7) by logr = 7 — Chyax, and § = T to get

o0 2r r? c*r
t2T_1 ty)dt < (1 r max o
/m5 Ox(t;y)dt < (logr)™ exp (logr( ( (log )2 ) (ylogr» eXp( (1ogr)2)

for some constant c¢. Using (6.15), we have
( logr

| eiotyr < ( | o
T+0 0

and similarly, we can prove that

T—08
/ " Loy (ty)dt < (/ gy ( dt) eXp(
0 0 logr

Working as in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we get

26T—Cmax T
¢X(T+5;y)§exp(—f(1+0 +O< ))><¢X7—5y)

e
Y

and

(6.16) ¢x(T3y) = exp (‘% <1+O<712) +0<;)))

uniformly in the range

log X log, X
T =logr 4+ Chax < log (e“SM) Clnax

4e37log A

To conclude the proof, we know replace ¢x(7;y) by ¢x(7), with the appropriate error terms.
Using Proposition 6.4, we can write for y = A*log X logy X and 2 < €' < A < (log, X)¢,

1 1 ,
= X degte Y 1soch
FO1 S (Xl XEF3(X)
L)€ L)z (140 (kv ))

1 1
= 1 _— : Xiﬁ
o (T( +O(A10g2X>)7y>+O< >
and from (6.16), we have

1
e (7 (10 (Ginex)) )
2T~ Cmax+0(7/(Alogy X)) 1 1 eT
—ow (= (10 () 0 () +0(5))

2T~ Cmax e
—en (o (3) <o (3) <0 (7))
Hence, we conclude that
2e7 Cmax 1 1
oo (2= (10(3) o(3)

since & << T log <. This completes the proof for ¢x (7). A similar estimate holds for ¢ x (7).

U
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