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ON THE GENERALISED DIRICHLET DIVISOR PROBLEM

CHIARA BELLOTTI AND ANDREW YANG

Abstract. We improve unconditional estimates on ∆k(x), the remainder
term of the generalised divisor function, for large k. In particular, we show

that ∆k(x) ≪ x1−1.889k−2/3
for all sufficiently large fixed k.

1. Introduction

For integer k ≥ 2, let dk(n) denote the number of ways that n can be written
as the product of exactly k factors. Partial sums of dk(n) are known to satisfy the
asymptotic formula

∑

n≤x

dk(n) = xPk−1(log x) + ∆k(x)

where Pk−1(t) is a degree k − 1 polynomial, and ∆k(x) is a remainder term. The
generalised Dirichlet divisor problem, concerning the order of the quantity ∆k(x)
as x → ∞, is an open problem that has attracted much interest in analytic number
theory. It has been conjectured that ∆k(x) ≪ε x

1/2−1/(2k)+ε for any ε > 0, a result
that implies the well-known Lindelöf Hypothesis [Tit86, Ch. 13].

While the true order of ∆k(x) is currently unknown, substantial partial progress
has been made. We briefly review two types of results, of the form

∆k(x) ≪ε x
αk+ε, (1.1)

and

‖∆k(x)‖2 :=

(

1

x

∫ x

1

∆2
k(y)dy

)1/2

≪ε x
βk+ε. (1.2)

For the first type of bound, it is known for instance that α2 ≤ 517/1648 [BW17],
and various bounds are also known for small k > 2 [Kol81; IO89; Ivi03]. Much
less is known for large k, with the current best-known bounds taking the form
αk ≤ 1−Dk−2/3 for some constant D > 0, known also as the Karatsuba constant
[Kol11]. In particular, it has been shown that if the Riemann zeta-function ζ(s)
satisfies Richert’s bound [Ric67], of the form

|ζ(σ + it)| ≪ tB(1−σ)3/2 log2/3 t, (1.3)

uniformly for 1/2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and some constant B > 0, then there exists c0, c1 > 0 for
which αk ≤ 1− c0(Bk)−2/3 and βk ≤ 1− c1(Bk)−2/3, for sufficiently large fixed k.
The constant B appearing in (1.3) has been successively refined via consideration
of Vinogradov’s integral, with the current best known value being B = 4.45 due
to Ford [For02]. Karatsuba [Kar72] first showed that D = 2−5/3B−2/3 ≈ 0.116
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2 C. BELLOTTI AND A. YANG

(upon taking B = 4.45). Two subsequent results by Fujii [Fuj76] and Panteleeva

[Pan88] claim D = 2−1/2(
√
8− 1)−1/3B−2/3 ≈ 0.214 and D = 2−2/3B−2/3 ≈ 0.232

respectively, however both proofs contain errors (see [For02] for a discussion). In
1989, Ivić and Ouellet [IO89] improved the constant for k > 10, showing that
D = 22/3B−2/3/3 ≈ 0.196 and (1.2) holds with c1 = 2/3. In 2011, Kolpakova
[Kol11] further improved these estimates for k ≥ 1861 to

D =

(

2

3B(1− 159.9k−1)

)2/3

, c1 =

(

5

6(1− 79.95k−1)

)2/3

,

where, in particular, D → (2/3)2/3B−2/3 ≈ 0.282 as k → ∞. However, the argu-

ment uses the bound ζ(σ + it) ≪ t4.45(1−σ)3/2 uniformly for σ ∈ (0.9, 1), which is
stronger than any known estimates when σ is sufficiently close to 1.2

The value of B is a major obstacle to further improvements in the bounds for
αk and βk. In a recent breakthrough, Heath-Brown [HB17] has shown that

ζ(σ + it) ≪ε t
B(1−σ)3/2+ε, 1/2 ≤ σ ≤ 1, (1.4)

holds with B = 8
√
15/63 = 0.4918 . . .. While the value of B is substantially

reduced from 4.45, replacing the factor of log2/3 T with T ε for some fixed ε > 0 is
problematic when σ → 1. In particular, (1.4) cannot be directly combined with the
argument of [Kol11] to obtain an improved Karatsuba constant. Nevertheless, by
adapting the method of [IO89], Heath-Brown proved the following estimate

∆k(x) ≪ x1−0.849k−2/3

,

i.e. D = 0.849, which is currently the sharpest known bound on ∆k(x) for every
k ≥ 2.

In this article we make two contributions. First, we adapt the method of [Kol11]
to use Heath-Brown’s estimate (1.4) and thus benefit from the improvedB constant.
In doing so, we obtain a new Karatsuba constant of D = (2/3)2/3B−2/3 ≈ 1.224.
Second, we develop a new method of estimating ∆k(x) that directly uses an ex-
ponential sum estimate instead of a bound on ζ(s). Combined with an improved
estimate of such exponential sums, we obtain a Karatsuba constant of D ≈ 1.889
for sufficiently large k.

We remark that although the second estimate is sharper, the first estimate has
two benefits. First, the explicit dependence on B means any improvement in this
constant directly translates to an improved Karatsuba constant. Second, the result
holds for all fixed k ≥ 30 instead of for sufficiently large k.

Theorem 1.1. Let k be a fixed positive integer. Then, for k ≥ 30

∆k(x) ≪ x1−1.224(k−8.37)−2/3

.

Furthermore, for k ≥ 15,

‖∆k(x)‖2 ≪ x1−1.421(k−4.18)−2/3

.

More generally, we show that

1In [Kol11] it was claimed that the same result holds for all k ≥ 93, however since [Kol11,
Thm. 5] is ultimately used to bound σk/2 instead of σk , we in fact require k ≥ 186.

2In particular, the estimate ζ(σ + it) ≪ tB(1−σ)3/2 is invalid as σ → 1 since ζ(1 + it) =
Ω(log log t).
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose ζ(σ + it) ≪ε tB(1−σ)3/2+ε uniformly for 1/2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and
any ε > 0. Let θ ∈ [1/2, 1) be an arbitrary constant. Then, for any fixed integer
k ≥ 2k0(θ) we have

αk ≤ 1−
(

2

3B(k − 2k1(θ))

)2/3

, βk ≤ 1−
(

5

6B(k − k1(θ))

)2/3

,

where

k0(θ) :=
24θ− 9

2(4θ − 1)(1− θ)
, k1(θ) := k0(θ)−

1

3B(1− θ)3/2
. (1.5)

The result (1.4) relies primarily on the following exponential sum estimate, due
to [HB17, Thm. 4]

∑

N<n≤2N

n−it ≪ε N
1−c(log t/ logN)2+ε, 1 ≤ N ≪ t1/2, (1.6)

where c = 49/80. In Lemma 4.1 we refine this estimate by replacing the constant
49/80 with 1 − 3 logN/ log t. By combining this estimate with the mean value
theorem for Dirichlet polynomials, the following improvement can be obtained.

Theorem 1.3. Let δ > 0. For all fixed integers k ≥ Aδ−3, where A is an absolute
constant, we have

αk ≤ 1−
(

3

22/3
− δ

)

k−2/3.

In particular,

∆k(x) ≪ x1−1.889k−2/3

for sufficiently large k.

1.1. Omega results and sign changes of ∆k(x). For completeness we briefly
compare Theorem 1.1 to the best possible results. It has been conjectured [IO89]
that

αk = βk =
1

2
− 1

2k
, k ≥ 2.

The conjecture involving βk is equivalent to the Lindelöf Hypothesis, while the
conjecture involving αk implies the Lindelöf Hypothesis. Currently, the best-known
Ω-results concerning ∆k(x) are much closer to the conjectured truth than O-results.
It is known unconditionally that ∆k(x) = Ω

(

x1/2−1/(2k)
)

for all k ≥ 2, i.e. that
αk ≥ 1/2 − 1/(2k) [Har17; Haf81; Sou03]. Recent developments have focused on
lower-order factors, in particular Soundararajan [Sou03] has shown that

∆k(x) = Ω
(

(x log x)
k−1
2k (log2 x)

k+1
2k (k2k/k+1

−1)(log3 x)
− 1

2−
k−1
4k

)

for all k ≥ 2. Here, logj x represents the jth iterated logarithm.
Another type of result of interest is the frequency of sign changes of ∆k(x). In

1955, Tong [Ton55] proved that for k ≥ 2, ∆k(x) changes sign at least once in
the interval [X,X + hk] for hk ≫k X1−1/k. In the case k = 2, Heath-Brown and
Tsang [HBT94] has shown that Tong’s theorem is best possible up to factors of
logX . Recently, Baluyot and Castillo [BC23] showed that, assuming the Riemann
Hypothesis, Tong’s theorem is also sharp for k = 3 (up to factors of logX).
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2. Background and useful lemmas

The primary tool leading to improvements in [Kol11] over [IO89] are lower
bounds on the Carlson exponent m(σ). This is defined as the supremum of all
numbers m ≥ 4 such that

∫ T

1

|ζ(σ + it)|mdt ≪ε T
1+ε (2.1)

for any ε > 0. We first recall the following classical result of Ivić [Ivi03, Thm. 8.4]

m(σ) ≥ 24σ − 9

(4σ − 1)(1− σ)
, 1/2 ≤ σ < 1. (2.2)

This is an estimate of order (1 − σ)−1 for σ close to 1. The main result of [Kol11]
depends on a sharper estimate, of order (1 − σ)−3/2. In particular, it was shown3

that

m(σ) ≥ 2

13.35(1− σ)3/2
+ 159.9, 1− (31.2)−1 < σ < 1.

We improve this estimate in Lemma 3.2. The argument we use relies on estimates
of the Carlson abscissa σk. For k > 0, define σk as the infimum of numbers σ for
which

∫ T

1

|ζ(σ + it)|2kdt ≪ T. (2.3)

As mentioned in [Tit86, p. 153], an equivalent definition for σk is the infimum of
numbers σ for which

∫ T

1

|ζ(σ + it)|2kdt ≪ε T
1+ε (2.4)

for any fixed ǫ > 0. Furthermore, throughout let

µk(η) := lim sup
T→∞

log
(

1
T

∫ T

1
|ζ(η + it)|2kdt

)

logT
, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1. (2.5)

We can obtain upper bounds on σk using upper bounds on µk, via the following
result, originally due to Carlson [Car22; Car26].

Lemma 2.1. For any 0 < η < 1, we have

σk ≤ max

{

1− 1− η

1 + µk(η)
,
1

2
, η

}

.

Proof. See e.g. Titchmarsh [Tit86, Thm. 7.9]. �

We make use of this result in the proof of Theorem 1.2. Lastly, for the proof of
Theorem 1.2, we also require the following upper bound on βk, due to Titchmarsh.

Lemma 2.2. [Tit86, Thm. 12.5] For any integer k ≥ 2, βk is equal to the lower
bound of positive numbers σ for which

∫ ∞

−∞

|ζ(σ + it)|2k
|σ + it|2 dt < ∞.

3In [Kol11] the function m(σ) is defined as the supremum of all numbers m for which
∫ T
1 |ζ(σ+

it)|2mdt ≪ε T 1+ε, i.e. half of the m(σ) used in our exposition.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

The proof of Theorem 1.2 relies primarily on an inductive argument used in
[Kol11], which produces an upper bound on σk, and hence by extension a lower
bound on m(σ). Such a bound is crucial to the improvement of the αk estimate in
[Kol11] over that in [IO89].

Lemma 3.1. Suppose ζ(σ + it) ≪ε t
B(1−σ)3/2+ε for some B > 0, σ ∈ [1/2, 1] and

any ε > 0. Let θ ∈ [1/2, 1) be fixed and k0(θ) be as defined in (1.5). Then, for any
fixed k ≥ k0(θ) and fixed ε0 > 0 we have

σk ≤ 1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(k − k2))2/3
, (3.1)

where

k2(θ) := k0(θ)−
1

3(B + ε0)(1− θ)3/2
. (3.2)

Proof. For r ≥ k0(θ), let P (r) denote the proposition

P (r) : σr ≤ 1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(s− k2(θ)))2/3
for all k0(θ) ≤ s ≤ r.

It thus suffices to show that P (k) holds. We first show that P (k0) holds. By (2.2),
we have, for any θ ∈ [1/2, 1),

∫ T

1

|ζ(θ + it)|
24θ−9

(4θ−1)(1−θ) dt =

∫ T

1

|ζ(θ + it)|2k0(θ)dt ≪ε T
1+ε, (3.3)

and hence σk0(θ) ≤ θ by definition (2.4). However, k0(θ) and k2(θ) are chosen so
that

θ = 1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(k0(θ)− k2(θ)))2/3
,

i.e. P (k0) holds by definition.
Assume now that P (r) holds for some k0 ≤ r < k. In particular, we have

σr ≤ 1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(r − k2))2/3
= ηr,

say. We will show that this implies P (r +∆) where ∆ is a fixed positive quantity.
From the definition of σr, we have

∫ T

1

|ζ(ηr + it)|2rdt ≪ T.

This implies, for any fixed δ > 0 and fixed ε1 > 0 (in particular, independent of r)
∫ T

1

|ζ(ηr + it)|2(r+δ)dt ≪ T 2δB(1−ηr)
3/2+δε1

∫ T

1

|ζ(ηr + it)|2rdt

≪ T 1+2δB(1−ηr)
3/2+δε1 . (3.4)

Hence, using the definition of µr+δ(ηr), we have

µr+δ(ηr) ≤ 2δB(1− ηr)
3/2 + δε1 =

2δB

3(B + ε0)(r − k2)
+ δε1.

However, from Lemma 2.1,

σr+δ ≤ 1− 1− ηr
1 + µr+δ(ηr)

≤ 1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(r − k2))2/3(1 +
2δB

3(B+ε0)(r−k2)
+ δε1)

.
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The RHS is majorised by

1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(r − k2 + δ))2/3

if and only if

(1 + x)
2/3 ≥ 1 + cx, (3.5)

where

c =
2B

3(B + ε0)
+ ε1(r − k2), x =

δ

r − k2
.

We take

ε1 =
ε0

3(B + ε0)(k − k2)
,

which is a fixed positive quantity. This gives (for r ≤ k)

c ≤ 2

3
− ε0

3(B + ε0)

Since c < 2/3 for any ε0 > 0, (3.5) is true for sufficiently small x > 0. In particular,
we can choose a fixed ∆ = ∆(k0, k2) such that (3.5) is true for all 0 < δ ≤ ∆ and
r ≥ k0 > k2. The result follows. �

Remark. The requirement that c < 2/3 in the above lemma prevents us from
replacing the constant of 3 in (3.1) with a smaller fixed constant. Lemma 3.1 thus
represents a limiting case of the method.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ζ(σ + it) ≪ε tB(1−σ)3/2+ε uniformly for 1/2 ≤ σ ≤ 1 and
some B > 0. Then, for any ε0 > 0 and θ ∈ [1/2, 1) we have

m(σ) ≥ 2

3(B + ε0)(1− σ)3/2
+ 2k2(θ)

for all

1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(k0(θ)− k2(θ)))2/3
≤ σ < 1,

where k0(θ) is defined in (1.5) and k2(θ) is defined in (3.2).

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, we have

∫ T

1

|ζ(g(m) + it)|2mdt ≪ T, g(m) := 1− 1

(3(B + ε0)(m− k2))2/3

Since g is bijective, letting σ = g(m/2) we have

∫ T

1

|ζ(σ + it)|2g−1(σ)dt ≪ T,

i.e. m(σ) ≥ 2g−1(σ), as required. �
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Im(z)

Re(z)
11

2

c+ iT

c− iTβ − iT

β − ih

β + ih

β + iT

J1

J2

J3

J4

J5

Figure 1. Contour taken in Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Bounds on αk. We now proceed to the proof of the first part of Theorem
1.2. Throughout, assume that x is half an odd integer. Applying Perron’s formula
(see e.g. Titchmarsh [Tit86, Lem. 3.12]), we obtain, for any c > 0, σ+ c > 1 and x
half an odd integer,

∑

n≤x

dk(n) =
1

2πi

∫ c+iT

c−iT

ζk(s)
xs

s
ds+Oε

(

xc

T (σ + c− 1)
+

x1+ε

T

)

,

where we have used dk(n) ≪ε nε. We choose c = 1 + 1/ logx and σ > 0, so that
the error term is

≪ε
x1+ε

T
,

where ε > 0 is arbitrarily small. Applying the residue theorem to the integral, we
obtain

1

2πi

∫ c+iT

c−iT

ζk(s)
xs

s
ds = xPk−1(log x)

+
1

2πi

(

∫ β−iT

c−iT

+

∫ β−ih

β−iT

+

∫

E3

+

∫ β+iT

β+ih

+

∫ c+iT

β+iT

)

ζk(s)
xs

s
ds

= J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5 + xPk−1(log x),

where xPk−1(log x) is the residue of the integrand ζk(s)xs/s at the point s = 1 and
E3 is an arc of radius 1/2 centered at the point z0 = 1 from the point β− ih to the
point β + ih, with 0 < h < 1/2, in the clockwise direction. Figure 1 displays the
contour used. It follows that

∆k(x) = J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5 +Oε

(

x1+ε

T

)

. (3.6)
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We estimate separately the moduli of the integrals Ji. Using the relation (1.4)4

to estimate |ζ(σ + iT )| for σ ∈ [β, 1], and the estimate |ζ(σ + iT )| ≪ log2/3 T for
σ ∈ (1, c], we obtain

|J1| = |J5| ≪
∫ 1

β

|ζ(σ + iT )|kxσ

T
dσ +

∫ c

1

|ζ(σ + iT )|kxσ

T
dσ

≪ε

∫ 1

β

xσT−1+kB(1−σ)3/2+εdσ +

∫ c

1

xcT−1 log2k/3 Tdσ

= T−1+ε

∫ 1

β

exp(f(σ))dσ + xT−1 log
2k/3 T

log x
,

where

f(σ) = σ log x+ kB(1 − σ)3/2 logT,

and, to estimate the second integral, we used the fact that xc = x1+1/ log x = ex.
Since

f ′′(σ) =
3kB logT

4
√
1− σ

> 0,

the function f(σ) is convex, and hence f(σ) ≤ max{f(β), f(1)} for all β ≤ σ ≤ 1.
It follows that

J1 + J5 ≪ε T
−1+ε

∫ 1

β

max
{

x, xβT kB(1−β)3/2
}

dσ +
x

T

log2k/3 T

log x

≪ε T
ε
(

xβT kB(1−β)3/2−1 +
x

T

)

.

(3.7)

Now, we estimate the integral J3. Using the analytic continuation of ζ(s) for σ > −1
(see [Tit86, (2.1.4)]) and the fact that |s− 1| = 1/2 and |s| ≥ 1/2 on E3, we have

J3 ≪ xβ

∫

E3

ds

|s− 1|k|s| ≪ xβ , (3.8)

since the integral is convergent.
Finally, we estimate the integrals J2 and J4 the same way. Let

m0(β) :=
2

3(B + ε0)(1 − β)3/2
+ 2k2(θ), (3.9)

so that, by Lemma 3.2,

∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(β + it)|m0(β)dt ≪ε Z
1+ε.

4In the treatment of [Kol11], the estimate |ζ(σ + it)| ≪ tB(1−σ)3/2 is used in this step. See
also footnote 2.
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Then, for all β such that m0(β) ≤ k, we have, for 1 ≪ Z ≪ T , 5

∫ β+2iZ

β+iZ

ζk(s)
xs

s
ds ≪ xβ

Z

∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(β + it)|kdt

≪ε x
βZB(k−m0(β))(1−β)3/2−1+ε

∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(β + it)|m0(β)dt

≪ε x
βZB(k−m0(β))(1−β)3/2+ε.

Using a dyadic division and summing over O(log T ) intervals, we get

J4 =

∫ β+iT

β+iT/2

+

∫ β+iT/2

β+iT/4

+ · · ·+
∫ β+2ih

β+ih

≪ε x
βTB(k−m0(β))(1−β)3/2+ε, (3.10)

for any ε > 0, and similarly for J2. At this point, combining all the estimates, we
have

∆k(x) ≪ε T
ε
(

xβTB(k−m0(β))(1−β)3/2 +
x

T

)

. (3.11)

In order to optimise the above estimate, we choose β so as to balance the main
terms

xβTB(k−m0(β))(1−β)3/2,
x

T
.

The two terms are equal if xf(β) = T , where

f(β) =
1− β

1 +B(k −m0(β))(1 − β)3/2
=

1− β

1 +B(k − 2k2)(1− β)3/2 − 2B
3(B+ε0)

.

(3.12)
We choose

β = 1−
(

2− 4B
3(B+ε0)

B(k − 2k2(θ))

)2/3

so as to maximise the RHS of (3.12). Verifying that xβ ≪ x1−f(β), this gives

∆k(x) ≪ε x
1−f(β)+ε ≪ε x

1−c′0(kB)−2/3+ε

where

c′0 =

(

2− 4B
3(B+ε0)

1− 2k2/k

)2/3

,

where ε0 > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant. However, since k is fixed, c′0 = c0 + ε
for some ε > 0. The first part of Theorem 1.2 follows.

To complete the proof of the first part of Theorem 1.1, we choose θ = 0.839427 . . .
so as to maximise the value of k1(θ) when B = 8

√
15/63, which gives k1(θ) =

4.187 . . . and k0(θ) = 14.72 . . ..

5 In [Kol11] the estimate
∫ Tn+1

Tn
|ζ(β + it)|k−2m(β)|ζ(β + it)|2m(β)dt is used, instead of the

exponents k − m(β) and m(σ) respectively, since the definition of m(σ) in [Kol11] differs from
ours. See also footnote 3.
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3.2. Bounds on βk. We now turn our attention to the constant c1. By Lemma
2.2, it suffices to prove that the integral

∫ ∞

−∞

|ζ(σ + it)|2k
|σ + it|2 dt

converges for all
(

5

6B(k − k1(θ))

)2/3

< σ < 1. (3.13)

By symmetry, it suffices to show that the integral
∫ ∞

1

|ζ(σ + it)|2k
|σ + it|2 dt (3.14)

converges, since the integral converges on [−1, 1] and σ < 1.
For any 1 ≪ Z ≪ T , we have
∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(σ + it)|2k
|σ + it|2 dt ≤ 1

Z2

∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(σ + it)|2k−m0(σ)|ζ(σ + it)|m0(σ)dt

≪ε Z
−2+B(2k−m0(σ))(1−σ)3/2+ε

∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(σ + it)|m0(σ)dt

≪ε Z
−1+B(2k−m0(σ))(1−σ)3/2+ε

(3.15)

where m0(σ) is defined in (3.9)6, and since m0(σ) ≤ m(σ) by Lemma 3.2,

∫ 2Z

Z

|ζ(σ + it)|m0(σ)dt ≪ε Z
1+ε,

for all ε > 0 arbitrarily small. Using a dyadic division, we thus have

∫ T

1

|ζ(σ + it)|2k
|σ + it|2 dt =

∫ T

T/2

+

∫ T/2

T/4

+ · · · ≪ε T
−1+B(2k−m0(σ))(1−σ)3/2+ε. (3.16)

The exponent of the parameter T of the RHS is

− 1 +B(1 − σ)3/2(2k −m0(σ))

= −1 + 2B(k − k1(θ))(1 − σ)3/2 − 2B

3(B + ε0)
.

This is negative if

1−
(

5B + 3ε0
6B(B + ε0)(k − k1(θ))

)2/3

< σ < 1

which is the same as (3.13) since ε0 is arbitrarily small. Therefore, the exponent
on the RHS of (3.16) is non-positive for ε sufficiently small. Taking T → ∞, the
second part of Theorem 1.2 then follows from Lemma 2.2.

To conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1, we choose θ = 0.839427 . . . and B =
8
√
15/63 as before.

6This expression differs from that in Kolpakova’s treatment, due to the difference in definition
of m(σ). See also footnote 5.
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We begin by refining an exponential sum estimate due to Heath-Brown [HB17],
which are in turn based on the bounds on the Vinogradov mean value integral
proved in [Woo16; BDG16].

Lemma 4.1. Let ρ = logN/ log t and N ≤ N ′ ≤ 2N . Then for ρ ≥ 3,
∑

N<n≤N ′

n−it ≪ε N
1−(1−3ρ−1)ρ−2+ε,

for any ε > 0.

Note that [HB17, Thm. 4] has 49/80 in place of 1− 3/ρ. Lemma 4.1 is sharper
for ρ ≥ 8. The result in fact holds for all ρ > 0, since for ρ < 3 it is implied by the
trivial bound.

Proof. For k ≥ 2, let ρk := (k2 + 1)/(k + 1). Applying [HB17, Thm. 1], combined
with [HB17, (17)], we have, for ρk−1 ≤ ρ ≤ ρk,

∑

N<n≤N ′

n−it ≪ε N
1+φ(ρ)+ε, φ(ρ) = Akρ+Bk

where

Ak :=
2

(k − 1)2(k + 2)
, Bk := − 3k2 − 3k + 2

k(k − 1)2(k + 2)
.

Observe that for k ≥ 2,

φ(ρk) = −ckρ
−2
k , ck :=

(k2 + 1)2

k(k + 1)3
.

Since ck is decreasing in k for k ≥ 2, we also have φ(ρk+1) = −ck+1ρ
−2
k+1 ≤ −ckρ

−2
k+1.

For each fixed k, −ckρ
−2 is concave while φ(ρ) is affine, so it follows that for k ≥ 2

we have

φ(ρ) ≤ −ckρ
−2, ρk ≤ ρ ≤ ρk+1.

However, for ρk ≤ ρ ≤ ρk+1 and k ≥ 2,

ck > 1− 3
k + 2

(k + 1)2 + 1
= 1− 3

ρk+1
≥ 1− 3

ρ
,

where the first inequality is verified via a routine calculation. Therefore

∑

N<n≤N ′

n−it ≪ε N
1+φ(ρ)+ε ≪ N1−(1−3ρ−1)ρ−2+ε, ρ ≥ ρ2 =

5

3
,

as required. �

Lemma 4.1 leads to the following improved estimate of Carlson’s abscissa, σk.

Lemma 4.2. Let δ > 0 be fixed and sufficiently small. Then, there exists an
absolute constant A such that for all integers k ≥ Aδ−3, we have

σk ≤ 1−
(

3

22/3
− δ

)

k−2/3.
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Proof. It suffices to show that for any δ > 0, if k ≥ Aδ−3 then
∫ 2T

T

|ζ(σ + it)|2kdt ≪ε T
1+ε for σ ≥ 1−

(

3

22/3
− δ

)

k−2/3,

since the desired result then follows by summing the integrals taken over [T/2, T ],
[T/4, T/2] and so on. Note that the parameter δ used here is different to that in
the proof of Theorem 1.2. Using Minkowski’s inequality, for T ≤ t ≤ 2T we have

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≤T 1/2

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt ≤
∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≤T 1/k

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt+

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

T 1/k<n≤T 1/2

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt.

For σ > 0,

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≤T 1/k

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt ≪
∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≤T 1/k

n−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt ≤
∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≤T

dk(n)n
−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dt ≪ε T
1+ε,

(4.1)
where in the last inequality we have used dk(n) ≪ε n

ε and the mean value theorem
for Dirichlet polynomials.7 To bound the second integral, consider

I(T,N) :=

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N≤n≤2N

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt, T 1/k < N ≤ T 1/2.

Let

ρ :=
logT

logN
, ℓ := ⌊ρ⌋

so that ρ ∈ [2, k] and

ρ− 1 < ℓ ≤ ρ ≤ k. (4.2)

We have

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤2N

n−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2ℓ

dt =

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

Nℓ<n≤(2N)ℓ

ann
−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dt

where

an :=
∑

N<n1,...nℓ≤2N
n1···nℓ=n

1 ≤ dk(n) ≪ε n
ε (4.3)

for any ε > 0. Furthermore,
∑

Nℓ<n≤(2N)ℓ

1{an > 0} ≤ N ℓ (4.4)

by counting the maximum number of terms in the product expansion. Combining
(4.3) and (4.4) and applying the mean-value theorem for Dirichlet polynomials,

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

Nℓ<n≤(2N)ℓ

ann
−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dt ≪ T
∑

Nℓ<n≤(2N)ℓ

|an|2 ≪ε TN
ℓ+ε (4.5)

7Since dk(n) = 1
∗k, d(n) ≪ε nε by a classical result, and the convolution of two arithmetic

functions that are of at most subpolynomial growth is still of at most subpolynomial growth
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for any ε > 0. Additionally, by Lemma 4.1 if ρ ≥ 3 and the trivial bound if
2 ≤ ρ < 3,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤2N

n−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2(k−ℓ)

≪ε N
2(k−ℓ)(1−(1−3ρ−1)/ρ2)+ε (4.6)

uniformly for T ≤ t ≤ 2T . Note that in this step we have used ℓ ≤ k, a bound that
originates from using of the mean value theorem for Dirichlet polynomials to cover
the range ρ ∈ [k,∞). Hence, combining (4.5) and (4.6), and using N = T 1/ρ and
partial summation,

I(T,N) ≤ N−2kσ max
T≤t≤2T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤2N

n−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2(k−ℓ)
∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤2N

n−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2ℓ

dt

≪ε T
1+εN2(k−ℓ)(1−(1−3ρ−1)ρ−2)+ℓ−2kσ+ε

= T 1+2(k−ℓ)(1−(1−3ρ−1)ρ−2)/ρ+ℓ/ρ−2kσ/ρ+ε.

However, since ρ− 1 < ℓ ≤ ρ by (4.2), the exponent of T is majorised by

h(ρ) =
2(k − ρ+ 1)(1− ρ−2 + 3ρ−3)− 2kσ

ρ
+ 2.

Choosing

σ = 1− αk−2/3

for some constant α > 0 and substituting, we find, via a direct evaluation

h(ρ) = 2α
k1/3

ρ
− 2

k + 4

ρ3
+ 6

k + 1

ρ4
+

2

ρ2
+

2

ρ
.

The function h(ρ) is maximised on [2, k] by the choice ρ satisfying

(αk1/3 + 1)ρ3 + 2ρ2 − 3(k + 4)ρ+ 12(k + 1) = 0.

The unique positive solution is ρ∗ satisfying

ρ∗ =

√

3

α
k1/3 +O(1), k → ∞.

This gives, after some simplification,

h(ρ) ≤ h(ρ∗) =
4√
27

α3/2 +O(k−1/3),

where the implied constant depends only on α. Therefore, for any sufficiently small
fixed δ > 0, by choosing

α =
3

24/3
− δ

we have (since (x− δ)3/2 < x3/2 − δ for sufficiently small δ > 0)

h(ρ) ≤ 4√
27

(

3

24/3
− δ

)3/2

+O(k−1/3) < 1− 4√
27

δ +O(k−1/3)

which is no greater than 1 if k ≥ Aδ−3 for sufficiently large constant A. Therefore,
for σ ≥ 1− αk−2/3 and k ≥ Aδ−3, we have

I(T,N) ≪ε T
1+ε.
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ChoosingN = T 1/2/2, T 1/2/4, T 1/2/8, . . . and via repeated application of Minkowski’s
inequality,

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

T 1/k≤n≤T 1/2

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt ≪ I

(

T,
T 1/2

2

)

+ I

(

T,
T 1/2

4

)

+ I

(

T,
T 1/2

8

)

+ · · ·

≪ε T
1+ε. (4.7)

Therefore, combining (4.1) and (4.7),

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

1≤n≤T 1/2

n−σ−it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt ≪ε T
1+ε, σ ≥ 1−

(

3

24/3
− δ

)

k−2/3. (4.8)

Via partial summation, we thus also have (for the same range of σ)

∫ 2T

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

1≤n≤T 1/2

nσ−1+it

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

dt ≪ε T
1/2−σT 1+ε. (4.9)

Using the approximate functional equation for ζ(s), for s = σ + it and t ∈ [T, 2T ]
we have

ζ(s) =
∑

1≤n≤T 1/2

n−s + χ(1− s)
∑

1≤n≤T 1/2

n1−s + o(1). (4.10)

as t → ∞, where

χ(s) = π1/2−s Γ(s/2)

Γ((1− s)/2)

so that χ(1− s) ≪ T σ−1/2. Therefore, combining (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10), and using
Minkowski’s inequality, we finally have

∫ 2T

T

|ζ(σ + it)|2kdt ≪ε T
1+ε, σ ≥ 1−

(

3

24/3
− δ

)

k−2/3,

from which the desired result follows. �

Next, we require a more precise estimate of ζ(s) close to σ = 1. Since the proof
shares some similarities with Lemma 4.2, we shall keep the exposition terse where
possible.

Lemma 4.3. If δ > 0 is fixed, then for all k ≥ Aδ−3, where A is an absolute
constant, we have

ζ(1 − αk−2/3 + it) ≪ε t
(2α3/2/33/2+δ)/k+ε

for any ε > 0.

Proof. Throughout let σ = 1 − αk−2/3, ρ = log t/ logN and N < N ′ ≤ 2N . We
use Lemma 4.1 for ρ ≥ 3 and the trivial bound for 2 ≤ ρ < 3 to obtain

∑

N<n≤N ′

n−σ−it ≪ε N
1−σ−(1−3ρ−1)ρ−2+ε = th(ρ)+ε

where

h(ρ) :=
αk−2/3

ρ
− (1− 3ρ−1)

ρ3
.
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The function h(ρ) is maximised by ρ satisfying

αk−2/3ρ3 − 3ρ+ 12 = 0,

the unique positive solution of which satisfies

ρ∗ =

√

3

α
k1/3 +O(1), k → ∞,

where the implied constant is absolute. Substituting this into h(ρ), we have

h(ρ) ≤ h(ρ∗) ≤ 2α3/2

33/2
k−1 +A′k−4/3

for some absolute constant A′ > 0. Thus, for k ≥ A′3δ−3 we have
∑

N<n≤N ′

n−σ−it ≪ε t
(2α3/2/33/2+δ)/k+ε.

Via a dyadic division,
∑

1≤n≤t1/2

n−σ−it =
∑

t1/2

2 <n≤t1/2

+
∑

t1/2

4 <n≤ t1/2

2

+ · · · ≪ε t
(2α3/2/33/2+δ)/k+ε.

The desired result follows from partial summation and the approximate functional
equation for ζ(s). �

4.1. Bounds on αk. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is similar to that of the first part
of Theorem 1.2, except we use Lemma 4.2 in place of Lemma 3.1, and Lemma 4.3
instead of (1.4). Throughout, let δ > 0 be fixed, A be an absolute constant (not
necessarily the same at each occurrence) and suppose k ≥ Aδ−3. Using Lemma
4.2, we have

m(σ) ≥ m1(σ) := 2

(

3

24/3
− δ

)3/2

(1− σ)−3/2 (4.11)

for all σ satisfying

m1(σ) ≥ Aδ−3, i.e. σ ≥ 1−Aδ2. (4.12)

We largely follow the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3. Throughout
we take

β = 1− αk−2/3

for some constant α > 0 to be chosen later, so that since k ≥ Aδ−3, condition (4.12)
is satisfied.

Following the argument leading up to (3.10), and making the necessary changes
to make use of Lemma 4.3 and replacing m0(β) with m1(β), we have

|J2| = |J4| ≪ε x
βT 2/33/2(k−m1(β))(1−β)3/2+δ+ε,

provided that β is chosen so that k −m1(β) ≥ 0, i.e. that

β ≤ 1−
(

3

22/3
− 22/3δ

)

k−2/3. (4.13)

In addition, we also have

|J1| = |J5| ≪ε T
ε
(

xβT 2k/33/2(1−β)3/2+δ−1 +
x

T

)

,
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and J3 ≪ xβ as before. This gives

∆k(x) ≪ε x
βT 2/33/2(k−m1(β))(1−β)3/2+δ+ε + x1+εT−1+ε. (4.14)

We once again choose T to balance the terms in (4.14) (ignoring ε). This is achieved
by letting xf(β) = T , where

f(β) =
1− β

1 + 2
33/2

(k −m1(β))(1 − β)3/2 + δ
(4.15)

Choosing

β = 1−
(

3

22/3
− 22/3δ

)

k−2/3,

so that m1(β) = k, we have

f(β) =

(

3/22/3 − 22/3δ

1 + δ

)

k−2/3 >

(

3

22/3
− 3δ

)

k−2/3.

Therefore, for any ε, δ > 0 and k ≥ Aδ−3,

∆k(x) ≪ε x
1−f(β)+ε = x1−(3/22/3−3δ)k−2/3+ε.

The result follows from replacing δ with δ/3.
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